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INCLUSIVE PRIME NUMBER RACES
GREG MARTIN AND NATHAN NG

ABSTRACT. Let 7(z;q,a) denote the number of primes up to z that are congruent to ¢ modulo g.
A prime number race, for fixed modulus ¢ and residue classes a1, . . ., a, investigates the system of
inequalities 7(z; ¢, a1) > w(x;¢,a2) > -+ > 7(z;¢,a,). The study of prime number races was
initiated by Chebyshev and further studied by many others, including Littlewood, Shanks—Rényi,
Knapowski—Turan, and Kaczorowski. We expect that this system should have arbitrarily large solu-
tions x, and moreover we expect the same to be true no matter how we permute the residue classes
aj; if this is the case, and if the logarithmic density of the set of such x exists and is positive, the
prime number race is called inclusive. In breakthrough research, Rubinstein and Sarnak [25] proved
conditionally that every prime number race is inclusive; they assumed not only the generalized Rie-
mann hypothesis but also a strong statement about the linear independence of the zeros of Dirichlet
L-functions. We show that the same conclusion can be reached assuming the generalized Riemann
hypothesis and a substantially weaker linear independence hypothesis. In fact, we can assume that
almost all of the zeros may be involved in Q-linear relations. This work makes use of a number of
ideas from probability, the explicit formula from number theory, and the Kronecker—Weyl equidis-
tribution theorem.

1. INTRODUCTION

" A prime number race is the study of inequalities among the counting functions of primes in
arithmetic progressions. Letting 7 (z; ¢, a) denote as usual the number of primes up to x that are
congruent to a (mod ¢), we wish to understand for a given set {ay, ..., a,} how often (or indeed
whether) the inequalities 7(z; ¢, a1) > 7(x; q,as) > -+ - > w(x; q, a,) are simultaneously satisfied.
The survey article [14] of Granville and the first author is a good starting reference for this subject
in comparative prime number theory. We are interested in conditions under which we can establish
that all permutations of the above string of inequalities occur with reasonable frequency; this goal
motivates the following definitions.

Definition 1.1. Let a4, . . ., a, be distinct reduced residues (mod ¢). We say that the prime number
race among a, . . ., a, (mod q) is exhaustive if, for every permutation (o7, ..., 0,) of (a4, ..., a,),
there are arbitrarily large real numbers = for which

W(£?Q>Ul) > > W(I;Q,O})- (1)
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We say that this prime number race is weakly inclusive if the logarithmic density of the set of
real numbers z satisfying the chain of inequalities (1) exists for every permutation (o7, ..., 0,) of
(ay,...,a,). (Recall that the logarithmic density 6(P) of a set P of positive real numbers is

d(P) := lim ( ! / @) = lim (1 / dt)
T—00 10g[L‘ t y—oo \ Y
1<t< 0

<t<wz <t<y
tepP etepP

when the limit exists.) Finally, we say that the prime number race is inclusive if these logarithmic
densities exist and are all positive. Note that it is conceivable that a prime number race could
be weakly inclusive yet not exhaustive (if one or more of the logarithmic densities equaled 0);
however, an inclusive prime number race is automatically exhaustive (and, of course, also weakly
inclusive).

There are few known results establishing that a given race is exhaustive. In a tour de force,
Littlewood established that the two-way races modulo 3 and modulo 4 are exhaustive. Recently
Sneed [27] has shown that all two-way races modulo ¢ with ¢ < 100 are exhaustive. This result
requires extensive calculation with the zeros of Dirichlet L-functions and it builds on previous
contributions of Kétai, Knapowski—Turan, Stark, Diamond, and Grosswald. Kaczorowski [19]
has shown that the generalized Riemann hypothesis implies that the four-way race modulo 5 is
exhaustive. While being exhaustive is probably the most natural property a priori to probe about
prime number races, current methods in comparative prime number theory tend to establish the
stronger property of inclusiveness.

The modern approach to prime number races was developed in the seminal paper of Rubinstein
and Sarnak [25]. Among other things they proved, conditionally, that all prime number races
are inclusive; their results assumed not only the generalized Riemann hypothesis for Dirichlet L-
functions (which we abbreviate as GRH), but also the following linear independence hypothesis,
denoted LI:

Linear Independence Conjecture (LI). The non-negative ordinates (imaginary parts) of all zeros
of Dirichlet L-functions with conductor ¢ are linearly independent over the rational numbers.

This conjecture seems to have first been mentioned by Wintner in [29]. The conjecture became
better known after Ingham [18] used it to show that the summatory function of the Mébius function
is not bounded by C+/x for any positive C'. For a more comprehensive history of LI, see the
introduction in [21].

In this paper we also assume the generalized Riemann hypothesis (GRH) throughout; our aim
is to substantially weaken the linear independence hypothesis. In order to state our results, we
need some notation for the ordinates of these zeros of L-functions, as well as some terminology
to describe when a particular ordinate of a zero of a Dirichlet L-function is involved in a linear
relation with other ordinates of zeros.

Notation 1.2. We use the following notation for multisets of ordinates of zeros of Dirichlet L-
functions:

Px)={y>0:L(3+i7,x)=0} and T(g)= |J T(0)
X (mod q)

(Since we will be assuming GRH, restricting the real part of the zeros to % is natural.) Note that if

L(3 —iv,x) = 0, then L(3 + 4, X) = 0 by the functional equation; for this reason, we need only
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include positive ordinates v in these multisets. It is conceivable that some L(%, X) could vanish,
but we do not include 0 in these multisets—any hypothetical zeros at s = % will be dealt with
explicitly in the formulas to come.

Definition 1.3. We say that v € I'(q) is needy if -y can be written as a finite Q-linear combination
of elements of I'(¢) \ {~}, and self-sufficient if v cannot be so written. For example, if there exist
characters x1, x2 (mod ¢) (not necessarily distinct) such that L(% +iv,x1) = L(% + 2iy,x2) =0,
then v € I'(q) is automatically needy, as is 2. If v € I'(q) is self-sufficient, then in particular
5 + iy is a simple zero of [, ed g L(5, X)-

Notation 1.4. We introduce the notation
I¥(x) = {y € I'(x): v is self-sufficient},

M= |J K.
X (mod q)
Notice for example that the statement “every v € I'“(q) is self-sufficient” is stronger than the
statement that '*(¢) is a linearly independent set over Q, since the former statement also considers
linear combinations involving elements of T'(q) \ I'(¢). In fact, I'¥(q) is the intersection of all
maximal linearly independent subsets of I'(¢). Equivalently [13, Theorem 1.12], I'¥(q) is the
intersection of all subsets of I'(¢) that are bases for the Q-vector space generated by I'(¢). In the
language of matroid theory, I'(¢) represents a finitary matroid and I'*(q) is precisely the set of
coloops of that matroid.

We begin by stating two tidy results; both of these follow from our most general result, the
statement of which (Theorem 1.10) we delay momentarily for the purposes of exposition. The
simplest prime number race is between a pair of contestants (that is, 7 = 2); we note for example
that a two-way race is exhaustive precisely when the difference 7 (z; g, a) — w(x; ¢, b) changes sign
infinitely often. Our first theorem gives a condition under which we can deduce that a two-way
race is actually inclusive:

Theorem 1.5. Assume GRH. Let a and b be distinct reduced residues (mod q).

@) If U x mod o T'°(X) has at least three elements, then the prime number race between a and
x(a)#x(b)
b (mod q) is weakly inclusive.

(b) If the sum
2)

DD

X (mod q) ~eI'S(x)
x(a)#x(b)

diverges, then the prime number race between a and b (mod q) is inclusive.

2=

The total number of zeros of Dirichlet L-functions (mod ¢) in the critical strip whose imaginary
parts are between 0 and T is asymptotic to ¢(q) (7 log ¢T") /2 [22, Corollary 14.7]. Theorem 1.5
reveals that even if the set of self-sufficient ordinates is so thin that there are only €'/ log T of them
up to height 7", we can still conclude that a two-way prime number race is inclusive. Note that we
do require the condition that the ordinates are associated with characters satisfying x(a) # x(b);
the reader might find this restriction intuitive after recalling the formula

(w30, a) — Y(; 0, b) = 1) S (&) - X0 ), 3)

qb(q X (mod q)
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in which the zeros of those L(s, x) for which y(a) = x(b) never appear when the explicit formula
for ¢(z, x) is inserted.

We can formulate races involving any r functions, not just functions of the form 7(z;q,a).
Restricting to 7 = 2, for example, we say that the race between two functions f(z) and g(z) is
exhaustive if the function f(x) — g(z) has arbitrarily large sign changes, is weakly inclusive if the
logarithmic densities of the sets {x > 0: f(x) > g(z)} and {x > 0: g(z) > f(x)} exist, and is
inclusive if those logarithmic densities are positive. Our methods apply equally well to other two-
contestant prime number races, as the following theorem indicates. Let li(z) = fzoo 10% denote
the usual logarithmic integral, and note that I'“(1) denotes the set of self-sufficient ordinates of
zeros of the Riemann zeta function (which is the Dirichlet L-function associated to the constant

character 1).

Theorem 1.6. Assume RH.

(@) If T°(1) has at least three elements, then the race between m(x) and li(z) is weakly inclu-
sive.
(b) If the sum

> -
versy |

diverges, then the race between m(x) and li(x) is inclusive.

Part (a) says, in other words, that if {(s) has at least three self-sufficient zeros, then the logarithmic
density of the sets {x > 0: w(x) > li(z)} and {z > 0: 7(z) < li(z)} exist. Our methods also
establish variants of Theorem 1.6 for primes in arithmetic progressions (see Theorem 6.6).

We move now to prime number races with more than two contestants. To state our next result,
we need to introduce some additional terminology.

Definition 1.7. We say that y is k-sturdy if #1'°(x) > k. We say that  is robust if Z’yEFS(x) 1/y
diverges.

Remark 1.8. We reiterate that the definition of self-sufficient, and hence the definitions of k-sturdy
and robust, depend upon the chosen conductor q. If x* is a character (mod ¢) and  is the character
(mod ¢?) induced by x*, for example, then L(s, x*) and L(s, x) are exactly the same function with
exactly the same zeros; and yet a particular ordinate v € I'(x*) = I'(x) might be self-sufficient
(mod ¢) but needy (mod ¢?) (for example, if some primitive character (mod ¢?) also had  as the
ordinate of one of its zeros). In our setting, however, the conductor ¢ will always remain fixed.

Theorem 1.9. Assume GRH. Let ¢ > 3 be an integer.

(a) If every nonprincipal character x (mod q) is (2¢(q) + 1)-sturdy, then every prime number
race (mod q), including the full ¢(q)-way race, is weakly inclusive.

(b) If every nonprincipal character x (mod q) is robust, then every prime number race (mod q),
including the full ¢(q)-way race, is inclusive.

The irrelevance of the principal character x is again intuitive upon examination of equation (3),
in which the summand y = y always vanishes.

Both Theorem 1.5(b) and Theorem 1.9 are special cases of the following result, the proof of
which is the focus of the rest of this paper. (This following result implies a slightly weaker version

of Theorem 1.5(a); we discuss our slightly stronger version, as well as Theorem 1.6 and its variants
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for arithmetic progressions, at the end of Section 5.) Let 2z and 3z denote the real and imaginary
parts, respectively, of the complex number 2.

Theorem 1.10. Assume GRH. Let r > 2 be an integer, and let ay, ..., a, be distinct reduced
residues (mod q).

(a) Suppose that the set of vectors

{(1,...,D}U{(Rx(ar),...,Rx(a,)): x (mod q) is (2r + 1)-sturdy}
U{(Sx(a),...,Sx(a,)): x (mod q) is (2r + 1)-sturdy} (4)

spans the vector space R". Then the prime number race among a., . . . , a, (mod q) is weakly
inclusive.
(b) Suppose that the set of vectors

{(1, o 1)} U {(éﬁx(al), o %X(ar)) : x (mod q) is robust}
U{(Sx(a), ..., ¥x(ar)): x (mod q) is robust}
spans R". Then the prime number race among a, . . . , a, (mod q) is inclusive.
A slightly simpler statement follows immediately from Theorem 1.10:
Corollary 1.11. Assume GRH. Let r > 2 be an integer, and let ay, ..., a, be distinct reduced

residues (mod q).

(a) Suppose that the set of vectors
{(1,..., D} U{(x(a1),...,x(a,)): x (mod q) is (2r + 1)-sturdy}

spans the vector space C". Then the prime number race among a,, . . . , a, (mod q) is weakly
inclusive.
(b) Suppose that the set of vectors

{(1, c 1)} U {(X(al), e ,X(ar)) : x (mod q) is robust}

spans C". Then the prime number race among a1, . . ., a, (mod q) is inclusive.

Theorem 1.9 follows from Corollary 1.11 because the set { (x(a1),...,x(a,)): x (mod ¢)} al-
ways spans C", by the orthogonality of Dirichlet characters (it is of course important here that
ai,...,a, are distinct modulo ¢). Similarly, Theorem 1.5(b) follows from Corollary 1.11(b)
because the divergence of the sum (2) is equivalent to the assertion that at least one character
X (mod ¢) with x(a) # x(b) is robust, whereupon the set {(1, 1), (x(a), x(b)) } spans C2.

Remark 1.12. Corollary 1.11 is simpler to apply in practice, but Theorem 1.10 is indeed somewhat
stronger. For example, take any three-way race modulo 5 (say among ay, a9, as), and suppose that
exactly one Dirichlet L-function (mod 5) is robust, one that corresponds to a complex character
X (mod 5). Then one can check that

{(17 17 1)7 (%X(a1)> %X(CL?)» %X(ai%))v (%X(al)a QX(CQ)v %X(ai’»))}

spans R?, and so Theorem 1.10 tells us that this race is inclusive; but we can’t reach that conclusion

from Corollary 1.11, because {(1,1,1), (x(a1), x(az2), x(a3)} does not span C3.
5



Remark 1.13. The method that we use to prove that prime number races are weakly inclusive
actually yields, in every case, an additional conclusion as well: “ties have density zero”. More
precisely, every time we establish that a prime number race is weakly inclusive, we also establish
the fact that every set of the form {z > 0: 7(z; ¢, a;) = m(x; q, ai)} has logarithmic density zero.
Equivalently, the r! logarithmic densities of the sets satisfying the inequalities (1), corresponding
to the ! possible permutations, not only exist but sum to 1. Indeed, for any function f(z) satisfying
f(x) = o(y/x/log x), our proofs that races are weakly inclusive actually show that the sets {x >
0: |7(x;q,a;) —m(x;q,ar)| < f(x)} have logarithmic density 0. Analogous comments apply to
Theorem 1.6 and its variants for arithmetic progressions. Of course, races that are proved to be
inclusive are certainly weakly inclusive as well and hence also have the property that ties have
density zero.

Remark 1.14. Up to this point, we have been using exclusively the function 7(x; ¢, a) that counts
primes each with weight 1. Common weighted variants of this function are 6(z; g, a), which counts
each relevant prime p with weight log p, and ¥ (x; ¢, a), which counts prime powers as well as
primes via the von Mangoldt function A(n). We remark that all of the theorems we prove herein
also hold for prime number races using these weighted counting functions, that is, for inequalities
of the form

0(z;q,00) > - >0(x;q,0,) and Y(z;q,00) > - > (259, 0,).

By this we mean that if we replace every occurrence of 7 with 6 (or 1)) and every occurrence of
li(z) with x, then all theorems in this paper remain valid. We comment on these variants at the end
of Section 3.1.

In this paper, we are retaining GRH as a hypothesis but substantially weakening the linear inde-
pendence hypothesis LI. One might also speculate whether it is possible to weaken or remove the
assumption of GRH itself. However, Ford and Konyagin [10, 11] have shown that given a prime
number race with at least three contestants, there exist specific points in the critical strip (with
% < 0 < 1), lying in an arithmetic progression, such that if Dirichlet L-functions (mod ¢) have
zeros at precisely those points, then the prime number race is not exhaustive (much less inclusive).
Further joint work with Lamzouri [12] leads to a similar conclusion for two-way prime number
races. We have considered the problem of constructing analogous hypothetical configurations of
zeros, satisfying GRH, that would force a prime number race to be not inclusive; the results of this
paper show, however, that such configurations must necessarily be extremely complicated, in that
100% of the zeros (of some Dirichlet L-functions modulo ¢, at least) would need be involved in

linear combinations with one another.

2. NOTATION, CONVENTIONS, AND STRUCTURE OF THE PROOF

Throughout this paper, we will fix a modulus ¢ > 3 and an integer r in the range 2 < r < ¢(q),
and we will also fix integers ay, ..., a,, all relatively prime to ¢, that represent r distinct residue
classes (mod ¢). Also throughout this paper, we shall assume the generalized Riemann hypoth-
esis for Dirichlet L-functions with conductor ¢ (corresponding to both primitive and imprimitive
characters, and thus including the Riemann zeta function, for example).

For functions f(z) and g(x) we interchangeably use the notations f(z) = O(g(x)) and f(x) <
g(z) and g(z) > f(x) with their usual meanings, namely that there exist positive constants z
and M such that |f(z)] < Mg(z) for all z > z,. Since q is fixed, the implicit constants in such

expressions may depend on q.
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In mathematical expressions, we will use lowercase boldface letters such as x to denote vec-
tors, and uppercase boldface letters such as M to denote matrices; we will also use uppercase
calligraphic letters such as 3 to denote sets.

Definition 2.1. We say that a function h: [1,00) — R” possesses a limiting logarithmic distribu-
tion if there exists a probability measure ¢ on R” such that

i (s [ 700 ) = [ 160dut) ®)

T—r00 log X t

for all bounded, continuous functions on R". A simple change of variables shows that the limiting
logarithmic distribution p of h(t), when it exists, is the same as the usual limiting distribution of

h(e'):
i (3" e ar) = [ s dute ©

Notation 2.2. Given a probability measure ;1 on R”, we define its characteristic function (or
Fourier transform) using the normalization

t) = / T e dp(x) (7

for t € R". We also define the convolution y * v of two probability measures ;. and v on R" to be
the measure on R" satisfying

(= v)( / / Tz(x1 + x2) dp(x1) dv(xs) (8)

for any Borel subet Z of R". Equivalently, we have

[ et = [ b+ x) dutx) dv) ©)

for any bounded measurable function i: R” — C. It is easily checked that convolutions interact
nicely with characteristic functions, in that

FEU(t) = A(E)(L) (10)

forall t € R".

In the above definitions (and also in Appendix A), i denotes a generic probability measure.
However, for the rest of the paper, we will use x only to denote a specific limiting distribution,
defined in equation (14), which depends upon ¢ and a4, . . ., a,.

2.1. Outline of the proofs. We now describe our approach to establishing Theorem 1.10 (from
which Theorems 1.5(b), Theorem 1.9, and Corollary 1.11 all follow), as well as the related Theo-
rems 1.5(a) and 1.6 and the variant of the latter for arithmetic progressions (Theorem 6.6).

We define the normalized error term

1
E(x;q,0) = ——

NG

for counting primes in arithmetic progressions, and we consider the R"-valued function

E(z) = (E(x;q,al),...,E(x; q,ar)). (12)
7

(¢(@)w(z;q,a) — 7(x)) (11)



In order to show that the prime number race among aq, . . . , a, (mod ¢) is exhaustive, we must show
that there are arbitrarily large values of x for which F(z) lies in the wedge

S=A{(r,...,z,) ER": 2y >--- > x.}. (13)

(Indeed, we must show this for any permutation of {as,...,a,}, but our arguments will never
depend upon the identities of the a;.) To show that this race is weakly inclusive, we must prove
that the logarithmic density of the set {t > 1: E(t) € S} exists; to show the race is inclusive, we
must show that logarithmic density to be positive.

In their seminal paper [25], Rubinstein and Sarnak deduced from GRH that E(x) possesses a
limiting logarithmic distribution x4 on R", so that

1 Yy
i (5 [ e i) = [ e du (14)
y=0 \Y Jo R"

for any bounded continuous function f. However, this by itself is not enough to show that the
logarithmic density of the set {t > 1: E(t) € S} exists: we would like to take f(x) to be the
indicator function 15 of the wedge S, since

y
6({t>1: E(t) € S}) = lim <1/ ]lS(E(et))dt); (15)
Yy—0o0 y 0

but we cannot immediately do so since 1s is not continuous. By assuming LI, Rubinstein and
Sarnak showed that u is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R”, and thus
possesses a density function g(x), meaning that du(x) = g(x) dx. (We are lying slightly here and
in the next few paragraphs for the purposes of exposition; at the end of this section we will own up
to the lie.) This is already enough to show that the prime number race is weakly inclusive. Finally,
from the decay of the characteristic function i, they conclude that the density function g(x) is
actually the restriction to real arguments of a function that is entire in each variable, which implies
that the prime number race is inclusive, essentially because entire functions cannot vanish on sets
of positive measure.

The main innovation of this article is to prove similar results under much weaker assumptions
on the linear independence of the ordinates of zeros of Dirichlet L-functions.

We begin by proving that the limiting logarithmic distribution y described above can be writ-
ten as a convolution y = u® * v of two probability measures on R”. Roughly speaking, u?
corresponds to the self-sufficient zeros of the robust characters (mod ¢) and "V to the rest of the
zeros. Similarly, we can write 1 = p; * ui where p7 corresponds to the self-sufficient zeros of
the k-sturdy characters. We accomplish this via a close look at the proof of the Kronecker—Weyl
theorem, which says that a line of the form {y(y,...,&;): y € R} inside the k-dimensional torus
T* is equidistributed in some subtorus A determined by the rational linear relations among the &;.
We prove that if the set {{;, ..., &} can be partitioned into two subsets that are relatively inde-
pendent, in the sense of Definition 3.4 below, then the limiting subtorus decomposes as the direct
sum of two smaller subtori; this decomposition allows our limiting logarithmic distributions to be
written as convolutions.

Next, we show that z is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R”. We do
so in a similar way to Rubinstein and Sarnak, namely by showing that the characteristic function
1y decays rapidly enough to be absolutely integrable. We then show that the convolution y7 * v re-

mains absolutely continuous for any probability measure v. In particular, y = p * i is absolutely
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continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R”, and we again conclude that the logarithmic
density of the set {t > 1: E(t) € S} exists, where S is the wedge defined in equation (13).

Finally, we establish that u® is supported on all of R”, that is, there is no nonempty open set Z
for which pf*(Z) = 0. It follows that any convolution x4 * v is also supported on all of R"; thus
p = pftx N must assign positive mass to the wedge S, thereby showing that the prime number
race is inclusive. It is possible to use the same method as Rubinstein and Sarnak to show that
u® is supported on all of R", namely by showing that ;i decays sufficiently rapidly. However,
doing so would require a more stringent definition of robustness (roughly speaking, we would
need about 7" of the zeros up to height 7" to be self-sufficient, as opposed to the 7'/ log T or so
implicit in our actual definition). Instead, we use the characteristic function 71 to write down a
concrete R”-valued random variable whose distribution is also ;%, and then we show directly that
this random variable is supported on all of R". Roughly speaking, the condition that the vectors
in equation (4) span R" yields that the random variable is supported “in all directions”, while
the robustness of each relevant character shows that the random variable is not bounded “in that
character’s direction”.

We now reveal and rectify the slight lies in the above exposition. When discussing Rubinstein
and Sarnak’s result, we described the limiting logarithmic distribution of E(x) as being absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R”. This is true as long as r < ¢(q); but if
r = ¢(q), so that we are racing all the reduced residue classes (mod ¢) against one another, then it
is false for the following reason. It is easy to check from the definitions (11) and (12) that the sum
of the components of E(z) is >, ,_, E(z;¢,a) = O(logz)/\/x = o(1), because together the
coordinates account for all primes except those dividing q. It follows that the limiting logarithmic
distribution ;2 must be supported on the hyperplane W = {x; + - - - + z, = 0}, hence cannot be
absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R". However, it does turn out to be ab-
solutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on )V, which is sufficient since )V intersects
the wedge S and all similar wedges produced by permuting coordinates. Indeed, these wedges are
translation-invariant in the direction (1,...,1), which is orthogonal to the hyperplane W. (Sec-
tion 4 gives precise definitions of all the terminology in this paragraph.)

Similarly, our assertion that ;% is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R”
would be true if we strengthened the hypothesis in Theorem 1.10(a), by demanding that the set of
vectors in equation (4) spanned R” even when the constant vector (1,...,1) was removed. How-
ever, given the current hypothesis, it might only be the case that p is absolutely continuous with
respect to Lebesgue measure on a hyperplane not containing (1,...,1). Again this is sufficient,
however, as such a hyperplane still intersects all wedges similar to S. The same comments apply
to our statement that u is supported on all of R". The complication of including the constant
vector (1,..., 1) in the statements of our theorems is necessary when r = ¢(q); for smaller values
of r, the complication is not necessary, but it does result in a weaker hypothesis and thus a stronger
theorem.

2.2. Organization of this paper. We now summarize the contents of the remainder of this paper
by section, including pointers to the most important auxiliary results; the discussion will also
briefly introduce notation for the most prominent objects of study, which are fully defined as they
arise in the argument.

In Section 3 we describe the traditional explicit formulas for the r-dimensional error term E/(x)
defined in equation (12), including versions thereof (denoted by Er(x)) where sums over zeros of

the relevant L(s, x) are truncated at height 7. We also define random variables, such as X% and
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X7, whose distributions are related to the limiting logarithmic distribution ;1 of E(x). Near the
end of Section 3.1, we comment on prime number races involving the weighted counting functions
0(z;q,a) and Y(z; q, a) in place of (x; ¢, a).

We show in Section 3.2 that the limiting logarithmic distribution of Er(x) can be written as a
convolution of two measures p% and p¥, where the contribution from the self-sufficient zeros of
robust characters (namely pff) has been separated from the contribution of the needy zeros and
the zeros of non-robust characters (15'). We can show directly, using standard theorems from
probability, that pff has a limiting distribution p* as T — oo, and subsequently that p itself
can be written as a convolution of this first limiting distribution z/* and a second (less concrete)
distribution ;. Analogous results hold with k-sturdy characters in place of robust characters,
where the first limiting distribution is denoted p; and its less concrete partner ;Y so that ;1 =
i * il as well.

In Section 4 we explicitly describe the subspace V3 of R” that is the support of y; (the limiting
distribution corresponding to the self-sufficient zeros of k-sturdy characters). We further show that
uy is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on this subspace V;, by writing
down the formula for its characteristic function and showing that it decays rapidly enough to be
integrable over that subspace.

Theorem 1.10(a), the assertion that logarithmic densities exist if there are enough k-sturdy char-
acters, is proved in Section 5. First we show that the distribution y; does not concentrate on any
points of the hyperplanes forming the boundary of the wedge S defined in equation (13) (we de-
duce this from its absolute continuity). It follows that p itself has the same property, as convolving
;. with the second distribution pY can only further smooth the distribution (in a precise sense that
we describe). We also explain the slightly stronger Theorem 1.5(a) in this section, as well as an
analogue (Theorem 1.6(a)) for 7(z) itself.

The complementary Theorem 1.10(b), the assertion that logarithmic densities are positive if
there are enough robust characters, is proved in Section 6. We show that . is supported either on
all of R” or else on a hyperplane not containing (1, ..., 1). In particular, u* assigns positive mass
to every “cylinder” (see Definition 6.3) parallel to (1, ..., 1), which is enough to show p' gives
mass to every wedge such as S. Again, it follows that p itself has this property, as convolving
1® with the second distribution ;" can only further expand the support. We also show (Proposi-
tion 6.5) how the precise form of our hypotheses such as equation (4) results naturally from our
approach. In addition to establishing Theorem 1.6(b) by similar methods, we also include two
variants (Theorem 6.6) for the races between 7(z; ¢, a) and either li(z)/¢(q) or w(x)/¢(q).

Appendix A contains background facts on probability measures, including tight sequences, weak
convergence, and absolute continuity. In particular, we slightly strengthen (Theorem A.7) an ex-
isting criterion for establishing tightness of a sequence of probability measures, and make explicit
(Lemma A.8) the connection between the integrabiity of a characteristic function and the existence
of a density function.

Appendix B contains a full proof of the Kronecker—Weyl equidistribution theorem, including
an explicit identification of the relevant limiting subtorus in the case where the coordinates of
the defining vector are linearly dependent over the rational numbers. This explicit proof, which
we surprisingly could not find in the literature, is necessary to establish a decomposition of the
limiting subtorus as a direct sum of two smaller subtori, in the case that the coordinates of the
defining vector can be partitioned into two relatively independent sets.

10



Finally, in Appendix C we give a proof of an oft-cited bound (Lemma C.2) for the standard
Bessel function Jy(x); again we were surprised that no proof seems to be present in the literature.

3. EXPLICIT FORMULAE, RANDOM VARIABLES, AND PROBABILITY MEASURES

In this section, we convert the problem of showing that a given race {a1,...,a;} modulo g is
inclusive (or weakly inclusive) into a problem about random variables and convolutions of prob-
ability measures. The first step in this conversion is the use of “explicit formulae” in the style of
Riemann.

3.1. Explicit formulae. As in prior work on this subject, our analysis begins with the explicit for-
mula for the counting function of primes in an arithmetic progression. This explicit formula can be
phrased in terms of the error term E(z; ¢, a) defined in equation (11) as follows [25, Lemma 2.1]:
forx > 2,

Bl = a0 - Y10 Y i+ () o

+1
XFX0 - 2 v
L(5+iv,x)=0

where
c(g,a) = —1+#{0<b<q—1:0*=a(modq)}.
Rubinstein and Sarnak showed that F(z; ¢, a) has a limiting logarithmic distribution; indeed, they

established such a result [25, Theorem 1.1] for the more complicated function E(x) defined in
equation (12).

Proposition 3.1. The function E(x) has a limiting logarithmic distribution 1, in the sense of Def-
inition 2.1. In particular, equation (14) holds for all bounded continuous functions f.

We remind the reader that throughout the rest of the main body of the paper, the symbol ;. denotes
this specific measure, which depends upon ¢ and aq,...,a,. (It reverts to denoting a generic
measure in Appendix A.)

Truncated versions of these explicit formulae will also be important in our analysis. We define
these truncations now, and also introduce some vector-based notation that will prove convenient in
the arguments to come.

Definition 3.2. Define v,, = (x(a1), ..., x(a,)), and set
b= —(c(q,al), q,ar -2 Z ord L(s, x ) 17

s=1/2
XFX0

Furthermore, define 0., = arg(3 + i7), so that § + iy = ¢/ /1 4 42, Finally, for any positive real
number 7', define
el

Er(z)=b+2R Y v, Y eh—uo (18)

1
X (mod q) 0<y<T 11t
X#X0 L(5+i7v,x)=0

This function was called E)(z) in [25]; in addition to modifying the notation, we have also
removed the contributions from any zeros at s = % from the sums, placing them instead into the

constant vector b.
11



Despite the new notation, a comparison of equations (16) and (18) confirms that Er(x) really
is a truncation of E(x), and indeed one can show [25, equations (2.5) and (2.6)] that E(x) =
Er(z) + O(z'*T~'log?T + 1/log ). Rubinstein and Sarnak analyzed these truncations as
well [25, Lemma 2.3]:

Proposition 3.3. For every T' > 0, the function Er(x) has a limiting logarithmic distribution jir.
Furthermore, the probability measures {ur: T > 0} converge weakly to y, in the sense of Defini-
tion A.2.

Rubinstein and Sarnak do not explicitly state that {y7: T > 0} converges weakly to p, but that
deduction is implicit in the proof of [25, Lemma 2.3], and it also follows from the argument in [1,
Theorem 2.9].

In Remark 1.14, we mentioned that all our results involving the prime counting functions 7 (z; ¢, a)
are equally valid if we replace every occurrence of 7 with either # or ¢ (and, where appropriate,
replace every occurrence of li(z) with z); we are now in a position to justify this remark. A
straightforward partial summation argument (as in the proof of [25, Lemma 2.1]) shows that

1 1
E(z; - — 0(x; —0 .
(0:0) = = (60020 0) — 0)| < 1o
Comparing to equation (16), we see that this bound suffices to imply that all results in this paper
that are true for F/(z; ¢, a) (and its vector-valued analogues) are also true for % (0(q)0(x;q,0) —

Q(x)) Furthermore, it is easy to see (and also contained in the proof of [25, Lemma 2.1]) that

1 1 1
75 (#0)0(@i0,0) = 0(2)) = —=(¢(0)¥(x;,0) = ¥(x)) = ~clg, @) + O <1ogx)'

The presence of the constant —c(q,a) on the right-hand side causes some superficial changes,
particularly in the definition (17) of b in Definition 3.2: the term — (c(q, ai),...,c(q, ar)) would
disappear if we switched from 6 to v). However, the exact value of this constant vector b has no
effect on our arguments, and thus all of the proofs remain valid with % (o(@)(z;q,a) — Y(z))

in place of FE(z;q,a) as well. Similar remarks hold for the error terms relevant to Theorems 1.6
and 6.6.

3.2. Separating the zeros into two sets. We now begin the process of dealing with our assump-
tion that only some of the positive ordinates (imaginary parts) of nontrivial zeros of the Dirichlet
L-functions (mod q) are self-sufficient, that is, linearly independent over the rationals from the oth-
ers. We will partition the multiset of ordinates of zeros into two multisets, one containing all (or
many of) the self-sufficient ordinates and the other containing the remainder of the ordinates. A key
fact used in the argument to follow is that these two sets of ordinates are “relatively independent”
over the rational numbers:

Definition 3.4. Let &; < k be nonnegative integers. The finite multisets of real numbers {1, .. ., &, }
and {&x, 41, - - -, &} are relatively independent (over Q) if the following statement holds: whenever
aq, . .., oy are rational numbers such that o1&y + -+ - + &, = 0, theneitheray = -+ = ag, =0
Or Qg1 =+ " = O =0.

It is easy to check that this property of relative independence is preserved under taking sub-
sets, and under multiplying all elements of both multisets by a nonzero real constant. It is also
easy to check that if {&;,... &, } and {&k, 41, ..., &} are relatively independent, and both mul-

tisets {&1,...,&, } and {&k 41, ..., &} are individually linearly independent, then their union
12



{&, ..., &} is also linearly independent; more generally, if d;, dy, and d are the dimensions of the

Q-vector spaces spanned, respectively, by {&1, ..., &} {&kya1, -5 &), and {&1, ..., &}, then
d == d1 + dg.

Our first goal is to show that the probability measure 7 defined in Proposition 3.3 is a convo-
lution of two probability measures p2t and Y. We also compute the characteristic function of p,
which is constructed from the self-sufficient zeros corresponding to robust characters with imagi-
nary parts less than 7'; similarly, ;%' is constructed from the remaining zeros with imaginary parts
less than T'. (We remark that for the next two sections, we restrict our attention to the distinction
between robust and non-robust characters; at the end of Section 3.3, we will mention analogous
remarks concerning the distinction between k-sturdy and non-k-sturdy characters.)

Lemma 3.5. ForT' > 0, let up be the probability measure arising in Proposition 3.3. There exist
probability measures 1%t and p such that:

(@) pr = pdt* pd;
(b) fort € R",

~ 21t - v
mw =11 1I JO(M). (19)
x(modg) 0<9<T  Ny/§ 472
X robust ’YEFS(X)
X#X0

Proof. Define k = #(I'(¢) N (0,77), that is, the number of zeros (counting multiplicity) up to
height 7" of all Dirichlet L-functions modulo g. Also define

k=Y #(T()N(0,T])

X (mod ¢)
X robust

X7X0

to be the number of ordinates v on the right-hand side of equation (19). Let (¥ denote a variable
taking values in the k;-dimensional torus, whose coordinates ¢, are indexed by those ordinates.
Similarly, let ¢ denote a variable taking values in the k-dimensional torus, whose coordinates
are indexed by the multiset (I'(g) N (0,77), and let ¢V denote a variable taking values in the
(k — k1)-dimensional torus, whose coordinates are indexed by the remaining ordinates. There is a
diagonal embedding A(t) of R into the k-dimensional torus, where the real number ¢ is replaced
by the vector ¢ for which each coordinate ¢, has been replaced by ;—Z; there are similar diagonal
embeddings A;(¢) of R into the k;-dimensional torus and A,(¢) into the (k — k;)-dimensional

torus.
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Now define

627er“—Y
wy( 2%( Y w Y )

x (mod q) 0<y<T 2
X robust ’YEFS(X)

XFX0
27rz(—y
Uy (¢) = 2R v v
SeoY Y ey
X (mod q) 0<y<T X (mod q) 0<y<T 2
X robust 'YEF(X)\FS(X) X not robust ~€I'(x)

X7X0 X7X0

_29%< Y ey C)

x (mod q) 0<y<T 2
XF#X0 Y€ (x)

and further define corresponding functions from R to R":

m(t) =T (Ai(t),  m(t) = ¥2(Da(1), n(t) = V(A®)).

By the definition of self-sufficient, the set of ordinates ~ appearing in 77; (¢) and the set of ordinates
-y appearing in 7),(t) are relatively independent sets, and this property is preserved when dividing
all ordinates by 27. This relative independence is the crucial fact that allows us to separate the two
sets of ordinates from each other.

By Corollary B.4 (allowing for the different conventions for indexing the variables), the func-
tions 7, (t), n2(t), and n(t) possess limiting distributions vy, 15, and v, respectively; and by
Lemma B.6 we know that v = vy * 15. Define ur to be the translation of v by the vector b,
that is, ur(B) = v(B — b) for all Borel sets B C R"; then ur is the limiting distribution of
Er(t) = n(t) + b. Similarly, define ¥ to be the translation of v, by the vector b, and simply
define puff = vy. Then pup = pft x ¥, establishing part (a).

As for part (b), we begin by observing that by part (a) and the definition of £, Corollary B.4
implies that there exists a subtorus A of T** such that

Y

lim + " rn(o)ar - /A (Fow)a) da= [ f0x)dufix) (20)

Yy—00 y

for all bounded continuous functions f. Since the set {3-: v € U, ropus [(x)} is linearly inde-

pendent, it follows from Lemma B.2 that A = T* and da = d¢*, which denotes Haar measure on
T*1. Choosing f(x) = e**, we see from equations (7) and (20) that

Ar(t) = / e dpr(x) = / e act @1
r TF1

Since

Ui =t- 2§R< R 1627%) > > (21:;‘ 27”4),

x (mod q) 0<y<T 2 x (mod q) 0<~<T
X robust ’YEFS(X) X robust ’YEFS(X)
XFX0 XFX0
14



we see from Lemma C.1 that

~ 2t-Vy o
o= [ e (i 3 R(FEene )
™ x (mod ) 0<~<T
Xrobust ~€ErS (x)
X7X0
2t -V
- I TT few(m(32em ) ) a
x (mod q) 0<~<T + 7
Xr;b““ el (x)
X
2t -V, 2t - v,|
- TOI0 w([F2))- T I w2
x (mod q) 0<~<T 2 x (mod q) 0<~<T 1 + Y
X robust “/GFS(X) X robust ’yEFS( )
X7X0 XFX0
as desired. O

3.3. Random variables and convolutions. The main result of this section is that ;. = pft * pv
itself the convolution of two probability measures.

In order to study the probability measure i, it is convenient to interpret . in terms of a vector-
valued random variable. We can guess which random variable to study from the explicit for-
mula (18). Note that if the linear independence conjecture (LI) is true, then the values of the
functions ¢7=%) behave like the values of {Z,}, a sequence of independent random variables,
where each Z, is a random variable uniformly distributed on the unit circle in C. In fact, assuming
LI, one can deduce (from Lemma 3.6 below, for example) that 1 equals the probability measure
associated to the vector-valued random variable

Z
X =b+2R v —T
Z Vx Z \/172
X (mod q) 7>0 1T
X7X0 L(%+i7,x):0
However, in our setting we are not assuming the truth of LI. Heuristically, we are motivated by
the idea that there should be independent random variables X # and X* such that X = X + XV,
where X ¥ is made from all of the self-sufficient zeros of robust characters and X* from all of the
needy zeros and all of the zeros of non-robust characters; in this situation, the distribution 1 would
decompose as jt = i x V. For example, we can define the random variable X to be

SF D D ) Y (22)
x(modgq)  ~eI'S(x) \/— +7
X7X0
X robust

where the Z, appearing in the definition are jointly independent random variables, each uniformly
distributed on the unit circle in C. Perhaps the definition of X would look like

N _
XN =b+ 2R >oove Y - 2R ) v, Y
X(modg)  eT(O\TS() \/3 T 72 xmoda) el \/§ T 7
XFX0 XFX0
X robust X not robust
where the dependences among the various 7, are “inherited” from any Z-linear relations among
the various : if ¢;y1 + - - - + ¢y = 0, then (Z,,)* - - - (Z,, ) = 1. However, in addition to this
15



description of the dependences being less precise than we would like, it is not even clear a priori
that the potentially infinite sum in the proposed definition of XV converges almost surely.

For this reason, we take a different approach: we do define the random variable X7 formally, ex-
actly as in equation (22), which will give rise to a distribution . Then, later (in Proposition 3.7),
we show that there exists a distribution x/V such that pn = pf * V. Fortunately, we will not need
to know anything about p*¥ other than its mere existence.

Lemma 3.6. There exists a probability measure ;1* on R” such that pft — p* weakly.
Proof. Define X7 as in equation (22) above. Observe that X = (Y3, ...,Y,) where

V= Y we) Y

]
X (mod ) verS (x |2 +i
X robust

X#X0

is a real-valued random variable defined on T*; indeed, Y; = Y}’ + Y-’ " where

vi=2 Y RE@) Y ) aayr—2 3 g §: S(Z
’ ’ Tl 3+
x (mod ) ~eTS (x) ' 2 X (mod g) ers 2

X robust X robust

XF#X0 X#X0

Since the Z, are independent, identically distributed random variables with values on the unit
circle, it follows that {R(Z,)} and {I(Z,)} are sets of independent, identically distributed random
variables with values in [—1, 1].

The total number of zeros of Dirichlet L-functions (mod ¢) in the critical strip whose imaginary
parts are between 0 and 7" is asymptotic to ¢(q)(T logqT')/2m [22, Corollary 14.7]; it follows

easily that
Z Z | +i~|~? converges.
X (mod q) veI'(x)
In particular,
Z Z |% 4 i7y| 2 converges, (23)
X (mod q) veTS (x)
X robust
X7X0

whence a theorem of Komolgorov and Khinchin [26, Theorem 1, p. 384] implies that each Y
converges with probability one and each Y} converges with probability 1. It follows that each Y
converges with probability 1, and therefore X ® converges almost surely.

Let 4t denote the probability measure on R” associated to the random vector X%, namely the
pushforward (see Definition A.1) of Haar measure on T° under the map given by the right-hand
side of equation (22). A computation similar to Lemma 3.5(b) shows that

~ 21t - v

ROEN | JO< | X‘) (24)
X (mod q) yveI'S (x) \/ 1 _'_ 7
X robust
X#X0

Observe that since Jy(z) = 1+ O(|2|?) for |z| < 1, the convergence of - s,y (7 + %)~
implies that this infinite product on the right-hand side of equation (24) converges absolutely. It
follows from equation (19) that g% (t) — af(t) forall t € R” as T — oo. By Levy’s theorem

(Proposition A.3), u% — ® weakly as T — oc. O
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We remark that Lemma 3.6 has no assumption about the frequency of self-sufficient zeros. Its
statement is valid even if, for example, there are no robust characters at all: in that case, the random
variable X ? defined in equation (22) would be identically 0, relevant characteristic functions such
as the one in equation (19) would be identically 1, and the corresponding measure 4 would be a
Dirac delta measure. On the other hand, we will only apply the lemma in situations where plenty
of robust characters exist. Similar comments apply to the next two propositions.

Proposition 3.7. There exists a probability measure i~ such that p = p® x V.
Proof. Define

3
N = {t: (t1,...,t,) € R": max |t;| < —}

1<j<r or

Note that for any zero p of any L(s, x) (assuming GRH),

2 T B T B
Tl > tix(a;) > tix(a;)
j=1 j=1
for all t € N. The least positive root of the Bessel function Jy(t) occurs at ¢t ~ 2.404; in particular,
the above inequality shows that JO(%} > i1 tix(a;)|) # 0 forall t € . We conclude from
equation (19) that z%(t) # 0 for t € AV, independent of the value of 7' > 0.

Next, we prove that the family of probability measures (uX )7~¢ is tight. By Lemma 3.5(a),
ar(t) = pf(t)af (t) for all t € R”; when t € N, we may divide by i%(t) to obtain ¥ (t) =
ar(t)/1f(t). Since pr — p weakly by Proposition 3.3 and p — i weakly by Lemma 3.6, it
follows from Proposition A.3 that

12
< 4r max |t;| < —
1<j<r

<4
- D

e N ey e lp(t) o fa(t)
Ae) = fim fir (8) = i ey = 20

exists for t € N. (The argument that u%(t) # 0 is the same as the argument above showing
p(t) # 0, using the formula (24) in place of (19).) By [26, Theorem 1, p. 278], both i(t) and
[ (t) are continuous at t = 0; and so h(t) is also continuous at t = 0. Thus, by Theorem A.7,

(17 )0 is tight.
By Theorem A.6 there exists a subsequence (,u% )ken and a probability measure ;Y such that

py, — p weakly. By Lemma A 4, it follows that it * pg, — p* % p weakly. On the other
hand, ,u% * ,u%c = pq, by Lemma 3.5(a) and pg, — p weakly by Proposition 3.3. Combining
these facts,

s Fx) d(u* p)(x) = . f(x) dp(x)
for all bounded continuous f(z) on R”, and thus ;1 = p® * p¥ by [3, Theorem 1.3]. O

By the same arguments that establish Proposition 3.7, we can prove a convolution result for y7,
which is introduced so that we may establish Theorems 1.9(a) and 1.10(a). We do not include the
proof, as it is nearly identical.

Proposition 3.8. For any positive integer k, there exist probability measures p; and p such that

fo = iy * iy and v
- 21t - v
=11 II % (%) (25)
x (mod g) €IS (x) Voian ok
X#X0
X k-sturdy
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Indeed, ,uf can be defined as the distribution of the random variable

XP=2R > v, Y 4 (26)

1
X (mod gq) yelS(x) \/ 1 + 72
XFX0

X k-sturdy

where we stipulate that {Z,} is an independent collection of random variables, each uniformly
distributed on the unit circle in C; however, the characteristic function (25) is essentially all we
will need going forward.

4, ,u;j IS ABSOLUTELY CONTINUOUS WITH RESPECT TO LESBESGUE MEASURE

In this section we show that y; is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure of
a certain subspace V. (This subspace will be defined in Definition 4.2; the notion of Lebesgue
measure on a subspace is clarified in Definition 4.4 below.) This absolute continuity is crucial to the
proof of Theorem 1.10(a) and its relatives, which assert the existence of the logarithmic densities
associated with prime number races. Establishing this absolute continuity requires a bound on
the characteristic function 7y, which is a product of Bessel functions each of which decays in
a specific direction; showing that the product actually decays in all directions will involve the
expression Zx -sturdy |v, - t|%. The following linear algebra argument gives a convenient lower
bound for sums of this type.

Lemma 4.1. Let r and m be positive integers. Let v, . .., v, be vectors in C", and define
V = span {%Vl, U b VAN A ST Svm} C R".
Then ||x||> < Y771, [vjx|? for all x € V, where the implicit constant may depend on {v1, ...,V }.

Proof. Every spanning set contains a basis, so select a maximal R-linearly independent subset
{wi,...,wy} C {%Vl, oy R, SV, Svm},
so that V = span{wy, ..., w,}. Observe that for any real vector x,
|v; -x|2 = }(%Vj +1i3v;) -x‘2 = (Rv;, - x)2 + (Qv;y -x)2

for each 1 < j < m; therefore

m m 0
DolviexP =D (R %)+ (Sv; %)) 2> (w; - %)% 27)
j=1 j=1 j=1
If we define the  x r matrix S = Z§=1 WjW§- (wriitng vectors in R" as column vectors), then
¢ ¢ ¢
x'Sx = th(ijﬁ»)x = Z(xtwj)(w§»x) = Z(Wj x)2>0. (28)
j=1 j=1 j=1

In particular, S is a positive semidefinite symmetric matrix, and thus the eigenvalues of S are
nonnegative. Note that equations (27) and (28) reduce the lemma to showing that ||x||* < x'Sx

for all x € V; we now provide the (reasonably standard) argument establishing this inequality.
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Let {uy,...,u,} be an orthonormal set of eigenvectors of S with corresponding eigenvalues
A1y ...y A, ordered sothat Ay, ..., A\g > 0and A\gy1, ..., A\, = 0,and defined = span{uy,...,uy}.
Note that forany 1 < <,

14

= Su; = ZW]W u; = Z(Wj -u)w; €V, (29)
7j=1
In particular, since Ay, ..., Ay are all nonzero, we see that i/ C V. We claim that in fact i/ = V;

to establish the complementary containment V C U, it suffices to show that {+ C V*. But
Ut = span{ugyq,...,u,}, and forany d + 1 < i < r, equation (29) gives Zﬁzl(wj ‘u;)w,; = 0;
since {w1, ..., w;} is linearly independent, we conclude that w;-u; =0foralll < j </ and
therefore u;, € V= as needed.

Now that we know that YV = U/ (and, incidentally, that / = d), we have reduced the lemma to

showing that ||x||? < x'Sx for all x € U. Since {uy,...,uy} is an orthonormal basis for U, we
may write ||x[|? = Zj.l:l(x -u;)%. We may diagonalize S = QDQ, where Q is the matrix whose
columns are uy, ..., u, and D is the diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are Ay, ..., .. With

this notation, note that Q'x is the column vector whose jth entry is x - u;, and so

x'Sx = x'(QDQ"x = (Q'x)'D(Q'x) = Z)\ (x-u;)?

d d

d
Z (x-u;)? > min{A;, ..., \;} Z(X ‘u;)’ > Z(X -uy)? = [|x]f?,

j=1 j=1
as desired. O

Definition 4.2. Define x, = Rv, and y, = Jv,, where v, was given in Definition 3.2. Define
the real vector space

Vi = Span({x,yy: x (mod q), x # xo, X is k-sturdy}), (30)

which is a subspace of R". For example, if y; and - are the only k-sturdy nonprincipal characters
(mod g), then V¢ is spanned by the four vectors Xy1> Yxrs Xy Yyo-

Recall that a probability measure 1 on R” is supported on a subset S if, for every x € R" \ S,
there exists ¢ > 0 such that u(B.(x)) = 0. It is apparent from equation (26) (or, with a little
thought, from equation (25)) that the probability measure 7 is supported on V;.

We now aim to show that y{ is absolutely continuous with respect to )\Vs A standard result in

probability is that if x is a probability measure on R™ and fRn |7(t)] d)\Rn( ) converges, then i is
absolutely continuous with respect to Ag». We generalize this statement in Proposition 4.6 below,
where we will show that if 1 is supported on a subspace V of R™ and

/\ﬁ(t)|d>\y(t) converges, 31)
.

then p is absolutely continuous with respect to \y.
Our first goal, consequently, is to establish the assertion (31) in the case g = p; and V = V7.

Our strategy is to use equation (25) to obtain a pointwise bound for 7} (t).
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Lemma 4.3. Define
K={teVy: |v, t| <1forevery k-sturdy character x}. (32)
(@) Ift € VJ \ K, then
172 (6)] < [[8] 72, (33)
(b) K is bounded and contains a neighborhood of 0 in V.

Proof. Fix t € V9 \ K. Let x1, . . ., X, be the k-sturdy characters such that |vy - t| > 1; note that
b > 1since t ¢ K. We apply the Bessel function bound

| Jo(x)| < min {1, %} (34)

to equation (25). (This bound is quoted in the literature in multiple places, but no satisfactory
reference seems to exist; for this reason, we include a proof in Lemma C.2 below.) If T} (y)
denotes a fixed set of k self-sufficient ordinates of y, then by (25)

2|vy, -t 2)1/4
o=l ()< Ty
31_[17611;[ 5) 1T Jl_[lfyelg[ W‘VXJ

b —k/4
j=1

Jj=1

(35)

where the last inequality uses the elementary bound H?:l T > % Z?:l x; for real numbers z; > 1.
We further have

1 1
=S vyt > > vyt
bj:1| 0 2 B mod 0, x £ vor v Fsturdy) Vit

X (mod q)

XFX0
X k-sturdy

since the average of the b largest elements of |v, - t|? is greater than or equal to the average of all
the numbers |v, - t|?. As our <(-constants may depend on ¢ (and thus are uniform in integers such
as b that must lie between 1 and ¢(q)), we conclude that

—k/4
\ﬁf(t>|<<k< 3 \vx~t|2) .
x (mod q)

XFX0
X k-sturdy

Finally, applying Lemma 4.1 with V = V} and vy, . .., v,, equalling the v, corresponding to the
nonprincipal k-sturdy characters modulo ¢, we conclude that

AS(6)] < (1672 for t €

and the proof of part (a) is complete.

On the other hand, if t € IC, so that \VX -t| < 1 for all nonprincipal k-sturdy characters modulo g,
then the same application of Lemma 4.1 immediately shows that [[t]|* < >_ |v, - t|* < 1, which
shows that /C is bounded. Moreover, X contains the set

{t € V;: |v, - t| < 1 forevery k-sturdy character x} = ﬂ {teV: |v,-t| <1}
X k-sturdy
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each set in the intersection is the inverse image of the open interval (—1, 1) under the continuous
map t — v, - t, and therefore the intersection is itself an open set, which clearly contains 0. Thus
the proof of part (b) is also complete. U

Definition 4.4. Let )V be an /-dimensional subspace of R". We define ¢-dimensional Lebesgue
measure on V, denoted \y, as follows. Let {uy,...,u,} be an orthonormal basis for ), and let
®: R* — V be defined by ®(x1,..., 1) = Zle x;u;. Then we define Ay, to be the pushforward
(see Definition A.1) of Lebesgue measure on R’ (which we denote by \g¢). The fact that \y is
independent of the choice of orthornomal basis is a consequence of the fact that A\ is invariant
under rigid motions of RY. Tt is also the case that A\, is translation-invariant inside V, and so it is
the same as Haar measure on V.

We note that every proper subspace of V) has \y-measure 0, since every proper subspace of R’
has measure O under the usual Lebesgue measure. We also note that the map ® defined above
preserves inner products, that is, ®(v;) - (vy) = vy - vy (where the first dot denotes the standard
inner product in R?, while the second dot denotes the standard inner product in R™). Finally, we
note that the change of variables formula (60) becomes, in this case,

[0 [ oot = [ [ o Som Yoot oo

We now use Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.3 to establish the convergence of [,s |7} (t)] dAys (t)
< ;

Lemma 4.5. Let k be a positive integer, and let { be the dimension of V. If k > 2(, then
Jos |15 (8)] dAys (t) converges.
k

Proof. As in Definition 4.4, let {uy, . .., u,} be an orthonormal basis for V, and let ®: R* — V¢
be defined by ®(xy, ..., z,) = Zle x,;1;, so that

/vs |75 (8) | dhv(t) = /R |75 (®(x))] dge (x)

by equation (36). If we define the set I as in equation (32), it follows that

/ 75 (6)| dAv(t) = / 7S ()] dAv(t) + / 7S ()] v (t)
Vs K VS\K

k

=/ \ﬁf(fb(X))}dkRe(XH/ |73 (2(x))| dAge(x).  (37)
d-1(K) RA\®—1(K)

The set K is compact by Lemma 4.3(b), and hence ®~!(K) is compact since ® is a homeomor-
phism. Thus the first integral on the right-hand side of equation (37) is finite, since the integrand
is continuous. It therefore suffices to show that the latter integral in equation (37) is finite.

By Lemma 4.3(a),

/ 75 (@) e (x) < / 10 ()| ™2 dAge (x) = / 11772 g (),
RAG—1(K) ROG—1(K) ROG—1(K)

since ® preserves inner products. By Lemma 4.3(b), K contains a neighborhood of 0, and hence
so does ®~1(K) since P is continuous; therefore there exists ¢ > 0 such that

[ im@e|dwe < [l e
RA®—1(K) RE\B:(0)
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This integral converges under the assumption £ > 2/, as we show by a standard argument using a
dyadic version of this integral: for any R > 0,

/ ™% e () < B2 / Dze(x) = B2 (B (0)) < R,
B2 (0)\Br(0) Bam(0)

It follows that

/ Il g (x Z / Il dge (x)
RA\B. (0) Byi+1.(0)\By;(0)

2J€

< Z(2j+1€)—k/2+f 25 k/2+€z k)/2+€ << 1’

since —k/2 + ( < 0. O

We now derive a sufficient condition for the absolute continuity of a measure supported on a
subspace V; this result is standard for measures on RY, and it is not difficult to translate the result
to the case of a proper subspace.

Proposition 4.6. Let V be a subspace of R" with associated Lebesgue measure \y, and let |1 be
a probability measure on R". If ji is supported on V and [, |fi(t)| d\(t) converges, then i is
absolutely continuous with respect to \y.

Proof. As in Definition 4.4, let {uy, ..., u,} be an orthonormal basis for V, and let ®: R — Vbe
defined by ®(xy,..., 1) = Zle 7;1;, so that ®~! is a homeomorphism from V to R’ (namely,
the coordinate map) . Define v to be the pushforward of ;. to R® under &~

Now for x € R", since y is supported on V,

AB(x)) = / Y du(y) = / 20 duu(y).

Therefore, by the change of variables formula (60),
A(0) = [ X duly) = [ e iny) = o),
R¢ R¢

since ® preserves inner products. From this we conclude from equation (36) that

P60 drse(x /m )| dge (x /m )| dAv(t)
R

and therefore v is absolutely continuous with respect to Az by Lemma A.8(b). Since x4 and )y are
the pushforwards of v and A\g-, respectively, it follows immediately that y; is absolutely continuous
with respect to \y. U

Since 43 is supported on V¢, we conclude from Lemma 4.5 and Proposition 4.6:
Corollary 4.7. If k > 2r is an integer; then y is absolutely continuous with respect to )‘Vf'

We remark that in a preliminary manuscript, Devin [7] establishes several regularity results (of
which absolute continuity is one example) for limiting distributions of explicit formulas derived
from any functions from a general class of “analytic L-functions” analogous to the Selberg class,

also for the purpose of analyzing races between counting functions relevant to those L-functions.
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5. DEDUCING THAT LOGARITHMIC DENSITIES EXIST

We begin this section by deriving, from the fact that p is absolutely continuous with respect
to )‘Vf’ the conclusion that equation (14) holds not just for continuous functions but also for the
indicator function of the wedge S defined in equation (13); in particular, this will establish Theo-
rem 1.10(a). Part of this deduction requires showing that the hyperplanes bounding this wedge are
not assigned mass by the measure y defined in equation (14); the following lemma suffices for this

purpose.
Lemma 5.1. Let V and VV be subspaces of R", and assume that V is not contained in WW. Let 1

be a measure supported on V that is absolutely continuous with respect to Ay, Lebesgue measure
onV, and let iy be any measure on R”. Then (11 * ) (W) = 0.

Proof. Let Y =V N W. Since V is not contained in VV, we see that ) is a proper subspace of V.
By definition and the Fubini—Tonelli theorem,

e = [ ([ wxery)dnts)) duao)

x€ER”
Since 11 is supported on V, for any fixed x, we have

/ Ly(x+y) du(y) = / ly(x+y) du(y) = / ly—x(y) dpn(y) = (Y —x). (38)
YER" YER" yER”

Note that if x ¢ V), then )) — x NV = () and thus x1(Y — x) = 0 as y is supported on V. Since )
is a proper subspace of V, it follows that Ay,())) = 0. Furthermore, \,() — x) = 0 for any x € V.
Therefore since y; is absolutely continuous with respect to Ay, it follows that 1 () — x) = 0 for
all x € R". We conclude that

(1 % 112) (W) = / =) dlx) - /  0dinfx) =0 (39)

as desired. U
Proof of Theorem 1.10(a). Since

uS) = / () du()

(where S is the wedge defined in equation (13)), we will construct bounded continuous majorants
and minorants for the function 1s. Given ¢ > 0, let g.(x) be a bounded continuous minorant of
10,0) such that g.(x) = 0 forz < 0, g.(z) = 1forz € [¢,00),and 0 < g.(x) < 1forz € (0,¢).
It follows that

hZ (x) := ge(min(x; — 29,29 — T3, ..., Tr_1 — T;))
and

ht(x) = g.(¢ + min(z; — x9, 9 — x3,...,Tp_1 — T,))
are a bounded continuous minorant and bounded continuous majorant, respectively, of 1s(x).
Consequently, equation (14) implies

lim 5 ' hE(E(e")) dt = / hE(x) du(x) (40)
Yy—r00 0 r
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(where E was defined in equation (12)). Also, for y > 0,

l/yh;(E(et))dtg l/y Ls(E(e!)) dt < 1/yh:(E(et))dt. 1)

) YJo Y Jo
Letting y — oo and using equation (40),

/T- ho (x) dp(x) < liminf ! /Oy 1s(E(e")) dt <limsup 1 /Oy 1s(E(e")) dt < /r hZ(x) du(x).

y—eo Y y—oo Y
(42)

Thus

1 [ 1 (Y
0 < limsup — / 1s(E(e")) dt — liminf — / 1s(E(e"))dt
0 0

y—oo Y y—oo Y

< [0~z i) < [ dut) @

€

where X, = Ug;i{m € R™: dist(z, W;) < e} and W; = {x € R": z; = x4, }. It follows from
the dominated convergence theorem that

lim [ du(x) = /X du(x) = p(X)

e—0+ X,
where X' = U;;} W;. Therefore taking the limit of equation (43) as € — 0+ yields
1 [Y 1 [Y
0 < limsup —/ 1s(E(e")) dt — liminf —/ 1s(E(e)) dt < / du(x) = p(X). (44)
y—oo Y Jo y—=oo Y Jo X

Set k = 2r + 1. By the assumption of Theorem 1.10(a) there is at least one character y which is
k-sturdy. Thus, by Proposition 3.8, we know that y = p3 * 12, where 13 is supported on V; as per
Definition 4.2. By assumption, V; is either R” or a dimension r — 1 subspace of R” not containing

(1,...,1). Notice that V; is not contained in any boundary hyperplane W;: this is obvious if
V7 = R", while otherwise V) is a dimension-(r — 1) subspace of R" not containing (1,...,1),
whereas W; is a dimension-(r — 1) subspace of R” containing (1, ..., 1). Therefore we may apply

Lemma 5.1 with V = V7 and W = W, and p; = p; (which we know is absolutely continuous

with respect to Ay, by Corollary 4.7) and ji5 = 1}, to see that every p(W;) equals 0. Consequently

p(X) = 0 as well, and we conclude from equation (44) that lim,_, . i Ji Ls(E(e")) dt exists.
Thus we may rewrite equation (42) as

1 Y
[ rredno < tim = [asEE)ar< [ n2 0 dut). (45)
r y—=oo Y Jo r
Again the dominated convergence theorem shows that
lim [ WG du(x) = | L) du(x),

e—=0+ Jpr r

and hence taking limits in equation (45) as € — 04 yields

im L [ 1s(B(e) di = / 50 dp(x) = p(S)

as desired. In particular, in light of equation (15), the logarithmic density 6 ({t > 1: E(t) € S})
exists (and equals y(S)). O
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A careful examination of the proof reveals that we can actually prove a statement that is some-
what stronger than Theorem 1.10(a), but with a more technical hypothesis.

Theorem 5.2. Assume GRH. Let ay, . ..,a, be distinct reduced residues (mod q). Suppose that
there exists a positive integer k such that

e VJ is not contained in any “diagonal hyperplane” W;; = {x € R": z; = xz;} with
1<i<j<r;and
o k> 2dim(VY).

Then the prime number race among ay, . . ., a, (mod q) is weakly inclusive.

Note that Theorem 1.10(a) implies the following for two-way races: if there exists a single
character x (mod ¢) (satisfying x(a) # x(b)) with five self-sufficient zeros, then the logarithmic
density of the race between 7(z; ¢, a) and 7(x; ¢, b) exists. Theorem 1.5(a) improves upon this in
two ways: it lowers the number of self-sufficient zeros required from five to three, and it allows
those self-sufficient zeros to belong to different characters y (mod ¢g) (which will, by definition, be
1-sturdy at the very least).

In this situation, the definition (26) becomes the R?-valued random vector

x=m Y (waxm) Y 2

1
x (mod q) ¥eTS(x) \/ 1 + ’72
XFX0

x 1-sturdy

whose distribution 17, as per Proposition 3.8, has characteristic function

N 2|x(a)ts + x(b)t
se= 11 I JO<|()11 ()2\)
X (mod @) ~€TS () \Vit+?

XFX0

x 1-sturdy

However, since we are mainly interested in the difference 7 (x;q,a) — 7(x; ¢, b) rather than the
absolute sizes of 7(x; ¢, a) and 7(x; ¢, b) separately, we can modify this approach by postcompos-
ing with the function (¢,t,) — t; — t, from R? to R, thereby considering the R-valued random
variable

Z.
XP=2R > (X(@-x0) > ———
X (mod q) yelS(x) \/ 1 + 72
X#X0
x 1-sturdy

whose distribution Hf has characteristic function

o= 11 11 Jo<2‘(X(a)l_Xib))t}>. (46)
x)((r;gﬁ)q)yers(x) /i1t

x 1-sturdy

(As a reality check, notice that under the assumption of LI, so that all characters are k-sturdy and
all zeros are represented in I'*(), this formula is the same as the one derived by Fiorilli and the

first author—see [9, Definitions 2.4 and 2.11 and Propositions 2.6 and 2.13].)
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Proof of Theorem 1.5(a). By the inequality (88), each factor in the product in equation (46) is at
most 1 in absolute value; so if we retain only the factors corresponding to the three hypothesized
self-sufficient zeros, we obtain (by analogy with equation (35))

1
~S .
7] (t)] < min {1, —|t|3/2}

where the implicit constant depends on the specific self-sufficient zeros and associated character
values (note here that it is crucial that |x(a) — x(b)| # 0). This upper bound is sufficient to show
that 71 B (5 ) is absolutely integrable; hence by Lemma A.8, 1s absolutely continuous with respect
to Lebesgue measure on R, and so (by comparison with the proof of Theorem 1.10(a)),

Jim logX/ (0,00) (l(j/g;(E(t;q,a)—E(t;q,b))) i—x :/Ooodﬂl(x)7

where E(t; q,a) was defined in equation (11). In particular, in light of equation (15), the logarith-
mic density 0 ({t > 1: E(t;q,a) > E(t; ¢,0)}) exists (and equals 1z, ((0,00))). O

We may consider the entire set of primes (the “q = 1 case”), whose counting function is of
course 7(x). Since there are no longer multiple residue classes, however, we must create a second
contestant; using the logarithmic integral li(z) as this second contestant recovers the classical
question of investigating when 7 (z) > li(z).

Proof of Theorem 1.6(a). As the proof is nearly identical to the proof of Theorem 1.5(a), we only
indicate the differences briefly. Let 1, denote the limiting logarithmic density of l‘fg (m(z)—li(x)).
Using the explicit formula

log x a’ 1 L
1 - _1 O = —142R g
/7 () Tlie)) = —1 % v (bgw) i % <1°gf”)’
¢(5+ir.x)=0

we can show, analogously to Proposition 3.7, that j, = pf % Y where pft is the probability
measure associated to the random variable

Xt = or Z
'yEFS \/__'_7

47)

whose characteristic function is

If there are three self-sufficient zeros then, analogously to Lemma 4.5 and its proof, |ff(t)] <
min{1, |¢|=%?2}. This decay rate ensures that 1if(#) is absolutely integrable, so that i is absolutely
continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R by Lemma A.8. Hence by the method of proof
of Theorem 1.10(a), we may conclude

) 1 X log x . dx o
i e [ b (o) 1)) = [ o)
In particular, in light of equation (15), the logarithmic density 6({¢t > 1: 7(z) > li(z)}) exists

(and equals 1 ((0,0))). O
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6. ,uR IS PRESENT IN CYLINDERS

The goal of this section is to prove that various prime number races are inclusive (and, in partic-
ular, to establish Theorem 1.10(b)), by showing the positivity of various logarithmic densities or,
equivalently, of the measures of various sets under probability measures such as p. The key to this
goal is to show, in Proposition 6.4, that u* assigns strictly positive measure to every cylinder par-
allel to (1,1,...,1). Our method of proof is to convert this question to one about specific random
variables taking values in R", which the first two lemmas of this section will help us understand.
After giving the proof of Theorem 1.10(b) (and showing that its spanning hypothesis is as general
as could be hoped), we also prove Theorem 1.6(b) and state two variants for primes in arithmetic
progressions (Theorem 6.6).

Lemma 6.1. Let \q, ..., \y be positive real numbers such that 25:1 An > 2max{ A, ..., An}

Then for any complex number z with |z| < ZnNzl \n, there exist unimodular numbers €. . e

such that 3 \,eifn = 2.

Proof. Write z = pe” in polar form (if z = 0, then p = 0 and 6 can be chosen arbitrarily). Note
that the collection {p, A1, ..., Ay} of positive real numbers has the property that every one of them
is less than the sum of the rest: for p this follows from the hypothesis |z| < ZnN:1 An», While for
each )\; it follows from the hypothesis Zivzl An > 2max{Ay, ..., Ay }. Consequently, there exists
a convex (N + 1)-gon in the plane whose side lengths are p, A1, ..., Ax. In particular, there exist
real numbers (o, 1, . . ., (, such that pei® + et + ... + )\, %" = 0 as complex numbers. If we
define 0; = (; + 0 + 7™ — (p, we see that

N N
Z A, eifn — _gil0=Co) Z N, el = _ez(e—co)(_pez@) = pet? = 2
n=1

n=1

N

as claimed. O

Lemma 6.2. Let I' be a finite set of real numbers, and let {Z.,: v € I'} be a collection of inde-
pendent random variables each of which is uniformly distributed on the unit circle in C. Let z be
a complex number, and let {\,: v € I'} be positive real numbers satisfying max{\,: y € I'} <4
and ) p Ay > max{8, |z|}. Then for any e > 0, there is a positive probability that

> NZ -z
yer

Proof. Set N = #T', and consider the map f: TV — Cdefinedby f({6,: v € I'}) = > \e.
The hypotheses max{\,: v € I't <4and }___ A, > max{8, |z|} allow us to apply Lemma 6.1

and conclude that z is in the image of f. By the continuity of f, there exists an open subset {/ of
T on which the value of f is within € of 2. However, the probability distribution of > er Ay Ly 18
the same as the pushforward of Haar measure on the torus TV under the function f. In particular,

the probability that the inequality (48) holds is at least the measure of I/, and the measure of any

<e. (48)

open subset of TV is positive. 0
Definition 6.3. Let B,(x() denote the ball in R” with radius p and center x,. Let C,(x) denote the
cylinder in R" with radius p, center x, and axis parallel to (1, ..., 1), defined as
Co(x) = U B,(x+u(l,...,1)).
u€R
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Of course, the “center” of a cylinder is not uniquely defined: any point x + u(1,...,1) on the
central axis could be used.

Proposition 6.4. Suppose that the set of vectors
{(1, o 1)} U {XX: x (mod q) is robust} U {yX: x (mod q) is robust}

spans R", where x,, and y, are as defined in Definition 4.2. Then 1" (C,(t)) > 0 for every cylinder
C,(t) C R", where u®t is the measure defined in Lemma 3.6.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.6 showed that # is the probability measure associated to the random
variable X ? defined in equation (22):

Z

= 2R —F— = - ——

§ Vy E - = 2R g i¥y) E —— (49)
x(modg)  ~eDS(y) + X (mod q) verse) \/1 T

XFX0 XFX0
X robust X robust

Let p be positive and t € R"; we need to show that 1 (C,(t)) = P(X % € C,(t)) is positive.
By the spanning hypothesis, there exist real numbers o and {v,: x (mod ¢), x robust} and
{w,: x (mod q), x robust} such that

t=uo(l,..., 1)+ Y (20X, +2wyy,)

X (mod q)
X robust

(where the factors of 2 are for later convenience). If the principal character x, is robust, then
(noting that x,, = (1,...,1) and y,, = (0,...,0)) set u = ug + 2v,,; otherwise set u = uy. In
either case, we then have
t=wu(l,...,1)+2 Z (U Xy + Wy Yy )- (50)
X (mod q)

XFX0
X robust

Let y be any robust character (mod ¢). Note that > 'yEFS (0 Ti7? > converges (see equation (23))

while, by the definition (1.7) of robustness, > \/7T dlverges Therefore, there exists a
g

YETS (x)
positive real number 7' so large that

Z \/1; >max{8,,/v)2<+w>2<} (51)
2

verS() \/ 1 T

y<T
and )
1 p
> < . (52)
1 2 2
ey 1T 64rélg)
v>T

Indeed, since there are only finitely many characters, we can choose 7" such that these two inequal-
ities hold simultaneously for all robust characters x (mod ¢). Given this choice of T', for x # xo
we define random variables U>f and VXS by

US =2 Z BT VS =2 Z

X
versi) \/ 1+ 2ersy A\ 1+
y<T >T
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We now claim that

prese I (- mi< teg) 11A01< i)

X (riod 9 X (r;léod ‘)]
X7FX0 X7FX0
X robust X robust

(53)
To establish this inequality, we first relate X to the random variables U and V,*. From equa-
tion (49),

XP=2R Y (x, =iy (U + V)

X (mod gq)
XFX0
X robust
=2 > (xRUJ +y,SUF) +2 Y xRV +y,SV),
x (mod q) X (mod q)
XFX0 XFX0
X robust X robust
and thus
R _ S o7 T7S S o1/
Xt —(t—u(1,...,1)) =2 Z (% (RUZ = vy) 4+ y+(SUL —wy)) + 2 Z (X, RV +y,SVY)
x (mod q) X (mod gq)
XFX0 XFX0
X robust X robust
=2 Z §R((XX — z'yX)(U;(9 — (vy + iwx))) +2 Z §R((XX — in)VXS).
X (mod q) X (mod q)
XFX0 XFX0
X robust X robust

By the triangle inequality, therefore,

(XP—(t—u(l,.. D)) <2 Y Ixy =iy J|US = (v +iw) [ +2 > [x — iy [V
X (mod q) X (mod q)
XFX0 XFX0
X robust X robust
<m0 |US = (o +iwy)| +2v Y VE,
X (mod q) X (mod q)
X#X0 X#X0
X robust X robust
(54)

since [x, — iy, | = [(X(@), .., X(a,)| = V.

Note that {Uy, 5 VS X 7 Xo} is a set of mutually independent random variables, since all of the
Z., are mutually 1ndependent so the right-hand side of equation (53) is the probability that each
U? is within p/4y/7¢(q) of vy + iw, and, simultaneously, each V;* is within p/4/r¢(q) of 0.
Now consider the event where each of the U;f and VXS satisfy the aformentioned inequalities. In
this event, it follows from equation (54) that

U SRR IES P v R P e

X (mod q) X (mod q)

xxrfgilost xxrfgflost
— Yot = =L v Lo — 1L
=500 ~ V35 + 300 — Doz <
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which shows that X € C,(t); therefore equation (53) follows from the sub-additivity of P.

We have reduced the proposition to showing that each factor on the right-hand side of equa-
tion (53) is positive. Doing so for the first set of factors is easy, thanks to equation (51): for each ro-
bust character X (mod ¢), we may apply Lemma 6.2 with z = v, —iw,, and with T = T"°(x )N (0, T']
and \, = to immediately conclude that P(|US — (v, + iw,)| < ) is positive for any

v 1/ +92’
€ > 0. On the other hand, the positivity of each factor in the second product on the right-hand
side of equation (53) is an easy application of Chebyshev’s inequality [26, p. 47] to the random
variables V, : for each robust character x (mod q), the variance 02(V5 ) satisfies

V=4 T

I
vers(y) 4 velS(x) it
y>T v>T

(since the Z,, are mutually independent), and thus
p 16T¢(Q)2)

P(|v? 27)§<7 o?(V5

(Evor e )7

where the last inequality follows from equation (52). In other words, P (\VXS | < m) is indeed
positive.

~—

16r¢(q)? 1
= (72) 4y <L 69

P Yers(y) 4
y>T

We are now prepared to establish the second half of our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.10(b). Since each robust character y is (2r + 1)-sturdy, it follows that the set
of vectors

{(1,.... 1)} U{(Rx(a1),...,Rx(a,)): x (mod q) is (2r + 1)-sturdy }
U{(Sx(a1),...,Sx(a,)): x (mod q) is (2r + 1)-sturdy }

spans the vector space R". By Theorem 1.10(a), therefore,

for every permutation o of {1,2,...,7}, where W, = {(z1,...,2,) € R": 250y > -+ >
Ty }. Showing that this r-way race is inclusive is equivalent to showing that ,u(WJ) > 0
for every wedge S, corresponding to a permutation o of {1,...,7}. Observe that the cylinder
Cija(—(07'1,...,07'r)) is contained in W, for every such o, and thus

5(Pa0(1) ..... ag(T)) > M(Clp(—(a_ll, cee 0‘_17’))). (56)

It suffices to demonstrate that the right-hand side of this inequality is positive.

In fact, we shall prove the stronger statement that 14(C,(x)) > 0 for every cylinder C,(x) where
p > 0and x € R". By Proposition 3.7 there exist probability measures p® and ;' such that
p= pu® % N, Choose n € R” such that

uN(B,ja(n)) >0 (57)

(any probability measure “has mass somewhere”). Letting y = x — n, we see thatif u € C,»(y)
andv € B,/2(n), thenu+v € C,(x) by the triangle inequality. In other words, C, /> (y)+B,/2(n) C
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C,(x) as sets, and thus from equation (8) we obtain
ue,on = [[ ) () 2 1) 8o ). (58)
u+t+vel,(x

Since 11*(C,2(y)) > 0 by Proposition 6.4 and p™¥(B,/2(n)) > 0 by our choice (57) of n, it
follows that (C,(x)) > 0 as desired, thus completing the proof that the prime number race among
ai,...,a, (mod q) is inclusive. U

In Theorem 1.10(b), we assumed that the set of vectors

{(1,..., D} U{(Rx(ar),...,Rx(a,)): x (mod g) is robust }
U{(Sx(a1),...,Sx(a,)): x (mod g) is robust }

spans the vector space R". On the other hand, our proof requires only a seemingly weaker state-
ment, namely that the subspace of R” spanned by

{(Rx(a1),...,Rx(a,)): x (mod g) is robust } U { (Sx(a1),...,Sx(a,)): x (mod q) is robust }
intersects every wedge of the form
S, = {(:L’l, S ,:L'r) eR": Tol) < Tgz) < -+ < [170(7«)}

as o runs over all permutations of {1,2, ..., r}. However, it follows from the next proposition that
these two statements are actually equivalent.

Proposition 6.5. Let r > 2, and let V be a subspace of R" not containing (1, . .., 1) that intersects
every wedge S,. Then dimV = r — 1. In particular, V U (1, ..., 1) spans R".

Proof. We prove the following equivalent statement: if ) is a subspace of R" not containing

(1,...,1)and dimV < r — 2, then V does not intersect some wedge S,. The orthogonal com-
plement (under the standard inner product) of the subspace generated by V and (1,...,1) has
dimension r — (dim V' + 1) > 1; therefore we may choose a nonzero vectory = (yq,...,¥,) €

(V u(l,..., 1)) L, so that in particular, y; + - - - + v, = 0. By permuting the coordinates of R", we
may assume that y; < yo < --- < g,.; note that the assumption that y is nonzero implies that y; < 0
and y, > 0. We claim that }V does not intersect S = {(9:1, ) ER™ Iy <z < -0 < :)sr}.

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that there was some (21, ..., 2,) € SNV. Then z; < 25 <
oo < zp,and Yy 21 + yazo + - -+ 4,2, = Osince (z1,...,2.) € Vand (y1,...,y,) € V1. Suppose
that k£ and ¢ are chosen so that ¥, is the largest negative value, and y, the smallest positive value,
among {yi, ..., ¥y, }; in other words, yx, < 0 = yr11 = -+ = yp_1 < Yy, Where it is possible that
¢ = k + 1. Then, thanks to the known ordering z; < 25 < --- < z,, we have

O=wyz +yezo+ -+ y2e > (1 + - Fuyr)ze + We+ -+ )z
= (ze—2)(ye + - +yr) >0,
where the middle equality follows from y; + --- 4+ y, = 0. This contradiction establishes the
proposition. U
Finally, we provide the proof for Theorem 1.6(b).

Proof of Theorem 1.6(b). Since we are assuming Z'yef‘s(l) % diverges, it follows that there are
(more than) three self-sufficient zeros. Therefore

3l 2 2: w() > W)} = s ((0,20)),



where p, = puZ x pY was defined in the proof of Theorem 1.6(a); our goal is to show that
11 ((0,00)) > 0. Choose a real number y such that 12 ((—y, 00)) > 0 (every probability measure
“has mass somewhere”). Since u + v > 0 whenever u > y and v > —y, we see from equation (8)
that

pe((000) = [ a4 0) > (00 (=.00)). (59)

Analogously to the proof of Proposition 6.4, there exists a positive real number 7" so large that

2 1 1

sersy A/ 1+ qersy 177
v<T v>T
Using this value of T', we write X (defined in equation (47)) as X = UE + V2, where
4 Z.
UF=2R ) ——Z— and V/i=2Rr > —L_

1 2 1 2

vers) \/1 7 versmy \/1 7

y<T v>T

A similar appeal to Lemma 6.2 shows that there is a positive probability that |[UF — (y + 1)| < 1,
while a use of Chebyshev’s inequality analogous to equation (55) shows that there is a positive
probability that [V%| < 1. Consequently, there is a positive probability that | X7 — (y + 1)| <
1+ 3 = 1, which shows that 1 ((y, 00)) > uZ((y,y +2)) > 0. Given the inequality (59), we
conclude that 1., ((0, 00)) > 0 as desired.

A similar argument establishes that §({z > 2: li(z) > 7(2)} = p((—00,0)) is also positive.
Therefore the race between 7(x) and li(x) is inclusive. O

The methods in our article extend to a wide class of prime number races. The main feature we
require is an ‘“‘explicit formula” relating the functions under consideration to the zeros of some
L-functions (not necessarily degree-1 L-functions, in general). For instance, we can establish
the following result regarding the race between 7(x; ¢, a) and li(x)/¢(q) and the race between
m(x;q,a) and m(x)/d(q):

Theorem 6.6. Assume GRH. Let a be a reduced residue modulo q.

(@) If T'°(q) has at least three elements, then the race between w(x;q,a) and li(z)/¢(q) is
weakly inclusive.

(b) Ifthe sum 3. ps % diverges, then the race between 7(x; q,a) andli(x)/¢(q) is inclusive.

(c) If
U W
X (mod q)
XFX0
has at least three elements, then the race between 7(x; q, a) and w(x)/¢(q) is weakly inclu-
sive.

(d) If the sum

> ¥ -
X (mod q) yveT'S (x)
XF#X0

diverges, then the race between 7(x; q, a) and w(x)/p(q) is inclusive.
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Since the proof of this theorem is very similar to the proofs of Theorem 1.6, we shall not include
the proof. We just note that parts (a) and (c) follow from the arguments of Section 5 and parts (b)
and (d) follow from the arguments of Section 6, using the explicit formulae

log = ) — li(x) _ _clgya) 1 —a 2 1
w%@“%’ ww) i@ g 2 X2 %+W+OQEJ’

X (mod q) ~YER
L(5+iv,x)=0
log = < W(l’)) c(q,a) 1 _ el 1
m(r;q,a) — == VIR Z X(a) Z — +0 )
VT ¢(q) ¢(q) ¢(q) X (mod ) ‘R2 + iy log x
XFX0 L(%+i~/,x):0

A. APPENDIX: SOME PROBABILITY

In this section we record some facts on probability that are required in this article. Recall that
a probability space is a triple (€2, F, 1) where () is a set (the “sample space”), F is a o-algebra
of subsets of {2 (the “events”), and 1 is a measure defined on F with p(€2) = 1 (the “probability
measure”).

Definition A.1. Let €2, and ), be probability spaces, and let U: {2; — ()5 be a measurable func-
tion. For any probability measure ;. on €1y, there exists a probability measure W, on 2, called
the pushforward of 1 under ¥, defined by

U.u(B) = p(T71(B))
for all measurable subsets B of )5, and with the property that

Amwmmpémwmw@ (60)

for any measurable function g(y) defined on 2, (see [26, Section 6, Theorem 7] or [2, Theorem
16.13)).

Given a sequence of (u,,) of probability measures we need to define a notion of weak conver-
gence to another probability measure .

Definition A.2. Let (1,,) be a sequence of probability measures on R” and 1 a probability measure
on R". We say that u,, converges weakly to p if, for all bounded continuous functions f, we have

lim [ f(x) dpn(x) = [ f(2) du(x). (61)
n—oo R" Rr

Weak convergence of measures may also be expressed in terms of intervals. In order to do so,

we recall the definitions of intervals, marginal distribution functions, and continuity points. An

interval (a, b] in R” is defined by (a, b] := (aq,b] x -+ X (a,, b.] where a = (a4,...,a,),b =

(b1,...,b,) € R", and (a,,b,] are intervals in R. Thus u((a,b]) = u([[—,(a;bi]). If x =

(z1,...,2,) € R", then we set (—oo,x] = [[}_,(—00, z;].
Let the distribution function F': R"™ — R attached to ;. be defined by F'(z1, ..., z,) := pu((—o0, x]).
The marginal distribution functions F;(x) are defined by setting the ith variable in F'(z1, ..., z,) to

be z and setting all other variables to +0o. Note that F'(x) is a distribution function on R. We say
that (a, b] = [[;_, (a;, b;] is an interval of continuity of y if a;, b; are continuity points of F;(z) for
i=1,...,n. Itis well-known that y,, converges weakly to p if and only if 1, ((a, b]) — u((a, b])

whenever a and b are continuity points of x, although we do not utilize this equivalence herein.
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It can often be difficult to establish the weak convergence of a sequence (i, ) of probability
measures. One way to establish weak convergence is via characteristic functions. Levy’s theorem
[2, p. 383] gives a criterion for weak convergence in terms of characteristic functions, which were
defined in equation (7):

Proposition A.3. Let (u,,) and pu be probability measures on R". Then yi,, — 1 weakly if and only
if i (t) — ju(t) forallt € R".

In this article, we deal with probability measures that are convolutions; the following result for
convolutions is a corollary of Proposition A.3.

Lemma A 4. Let (11,,) and (v,,) be sequences of probability measures on R” which converge weakly
to probability measures |1 and v on R”, respectively. Then (i1, * v,,) converges weakly to p * v.

Proof of Lemma A.4. Since yu,, — p weakly and v,, — v weakly, it follows from Proposition A.3
that 7, (t) — (t) and 7, (t) — (t) forall t € R". By the definition of convolution it follows that
fin * Un(t) = [, (1)U, (t) and thus f,, * 1, (t) — 71(t)0(t) = p* v(t) asn — oo, forall t € R”.
Hence, by Proposition A.3, we see that p,, * v, — p * v weakly. U

Another way to establish weak convergence is via tightness.

Definition A.5. A sequence (1,,) of probability measures on R" is tight if, for every £ > 0, there
is a compact set  C R" such that the measure of its complement is uniformly small, that is, if
tn(K€) < eforalln > 1.

The following result explains the significance of a tight sequence of probability measures. They
possess a subsequence which converges weakly to some probability measure.

Theorem A.6. Let (11,,) be a tight sequence of probability measures on R". Then there exists a
probability measure (i on R" and a subsequence (f1,,,,) such that i, converges weakly to fu.

Proof. See [4, Theorem 11.3, pp. 234-235] and [26, Theorem 1, pp. 318-320]. U

We now present a criterion for showing that a sequence of probability measures is tight.

Theorem A.7. Let () be a sequence of probability measures on R", and let (ji,)) denote the
corresponding characteristic functions. Assume that there exists a neighbourhood N of the origin
such that

(i) h(t) := lim, o i, (t) exists for every t € N;
(ii) h(t) is continuous at the origin.

Then (p.,) is tight.

This is a variant of a result in Breiman’s book, the difference being condition (i): in [4, Theorem
11.6, p. 236], the condition is lim,, ., fi,,(t) exists for all t € R", not just for t € N.

Proof. Let u > 0 be a real parameter and 1 < 7 < r an integer. Define the sets

K(u):={xeR": max lz;| <u™'} and Sj(u) :={x €R": |z;| > u"'}.
SIT
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and note that the complement K(u)® = (J;_, S;(u) (not a disjoint union). Observe that

(0 m) o= (] 0o s
- / (1 - %) dyin (%)
> /qujpl (1 - %) djin ()

1 _ pa(S(w))
> - /sj(u) dpin(x) = o

(62)

since 1 — % > 0 for all real y and 1 — % > % for |y| > 1. Next, for any function g: R" — R,
we define T;g: R” — R by
Tig(zy, ..., x) = g(x1, .o, 25-1,0, 2501 ..., 20)
- %g(ﬂjl, ey L1, Xgy i1, - '7xr> - %g('rh sy L1y, =gy Ljgdy - 7']:7")-

From this definition, we obtain

/ (1 = cos(tx;)) dpn(x) = T;7in(0,...,0,¢,0,...,0)

by writing the integrand as 1 — 1 (¢ + ¢~*/). Combining this with the inequality (62) and taking
the lim sup of both sides yields

7 RN
lim sup g, (S;(u)) < —lim sup/ T;7,(0,...,0,%,0,...,0)dt. (63)
n—o00 U n—ooco 0
By assumption (i), for ¢ small enough the limit lim,, o, 77, (0, ..., 0,¢,0,...,0) exists and equals

T;h(0,...,0,t,0,...,0). Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem (since |, (t)] < 1
always),
lim sup g, (S;(u)) < 7 / T;h(0,...,0,t,0,...,0)dt.
n—00 U Jo
By assumption (ii), the function T;A(t) is continuous at the origin and equal to 0 there. It follows
easily that

lim limsup p,(S;(u)) < lim z/ T;h(0,...,0,t,0,...,0)dt = 0.
0

u—0+ 5 oo u—0+ U

Since this holds for each 1 < j < n, it follows that

lim limsup p,(K(u)¢) < lim Zlim sup fin,(S;(w)) = 0.

u=0+ o0 u—0+ =1 neo

For any fixed € > 0, there exists a positive real number wuq such that lim sup,, _, . ptn(K(u0)¢) < §.

This implies that there exists a natural number ng such that j,,(K(ug)¢) < € for all n > ngy. On

the other hand, for each 1 < j < ng we have lim, o 11 (K(w)%) = (20 £(w)) = 1;(0) =0

(since the set KC(u)° gets smaller when u gets smaller), and so there exist positive real numbers

such that 1, (KC(u;)¢) < e. Taking v = min{ug, uy, . . ., uy, }, we conclude that 1, (K(u)¢) < ¢ for

all n > 1. Since K(u) is compact, this shows that (p,,) is tight. O
35



Note that the proof above, in addition to weakening the hypothesis, also fixes a minor er-
ror in the proof of [4, Theorem 11.6, p. 236], in which the complement /()¢ is mistaken for
{z € R": minj<;<,|z;| > u'}. Indeed, the above proof demonstrates the philosophy that tight-
ness of a sequence of probability measures on R" reduces to tightness in each coordinate separately.

To finish this section we give a criterion for when a probability measure is absolutely continuous
with respect to Lesbesgue measure.

Lemma A.8. Let i be a probability measure on R™ with characteristic function [i.

(a) Let (a, b] be an interval of continuity of p. Then

p((a,b]) = lim

c—00 (271’)”

c n —itaj _ ’ltbj
/ [[———i(t,....ta)dts - dt,. (64)

—c iy th

(b) If fR" |f2(t)] dt < oo, then u possesses a Lebesgue-integrable density g, so that

u(B) = / g(x) dx

for any Borel subset B of R", where dx is Lebesgue measure on R"™. In particular, 1 is
absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R".

Proof. (a) The case n = 1 is proven in Shiryaev [26, Theorem 3(a), p. 283]; the general case is an
exercise [26, p. 297], although the negative signs in the exponents were unintentionally omitted in
its statement. This may also be found in [2, eq. (29.3), p. 382] and [6, eq. 10.6.2, p. 101].

(b) We define for x € R”

1 —it-x
o) = o [t (©5)

Since fRn |1(t)| dt < oo, it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that the function g
defined by equation (65) is continuous, hence Lebesgue integrable on (a, b] C R™. Therefore, by
the Fubini—Tonelli theorem,

1 )
g(x)dx = / / e "XT(t) dt
/(a,b} (ab] (2m)"

1
= @) /n (t1,...,t H/ _Ztkmkdl’ dty--- dt, (66)

1 —ztkak _ e—ltkbk

k=1

In particular, if (a, b] is an interval of continuity of 4, then part (i) gives

/( | 900 = (@b 67)

It remains to show that every interval is an interval of continuity of .
By definition, we must show that for all 1 < 7 < n, every real number y is a point of continuity
of the marginal distribution function F;(x); for notational convenience, we consider only F(x)

(the argument is the same for other values of 7). Note that F}(z) is an increasing function, and
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therefore continuous at all points except for countably many jump discontinuities. In particular,
there exist an increasing sequence {c;} and a decreasing sequence {/3;}, both consisting only of
points of continuity of F}, such that lim;_,, a;; = y = lim;_,, ;. Let us define

hl<x>:/ / o232, ) dis - dan,

Since o; and 3; are points of continuity of 1, equation (67) and the Fubini—Tonelli theorem tell us
that

Bj
F(B,) ~ Filas) = ({0, 5) x R x -+ x B) = | s dx= [ hu(a)d
(5,851 xRx---xR o
(In particular, note that this identity shows that the integral defining h;(z) does indeed converge
for almost all x € R.) Since F} is increasing, we may compute its one-sided limits by using any
sequences converging to the endpoints from the correct directions:

lim Fi(u) — lim Fi(u) = lim F(5;) — lim Fi(«;)
u—yt u—y~ J—00 J—00

Bj Y
= lim hi(x) de = / hi(z)dz =0,
y

J—00 aj

which implies (since F} is increasing) that y is a point of continuity of F}, as desired.

The fact that p is absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure on R" follows from
the fundamental fact that the Lebesgue integral of g(x) over a set of Lebesgue measure 0 always
equals 0. (Indeed, this is the easy converse of the deeper Radon—Nikodym theorem.) U

B. APPENDIX: THE KRONECKER—WEYL EQUIDISTRIBUTION THEOREM

The Kronecker—Weyl equidistribution theorem is a classical theorem in Diophantine approxima-
tion. We require the following simple lemma concerning lattices. A lattice £ in R* may be written
as L = 7x, ® - -- ® Zxy where x4, ..., xq € R¥ are R-linearly independent. The dimension of £
is defined to be d and this is well-defined. We say that M is a full sublattice of L if M is a lattice,
M C L, and the dimension of M is d.

Lemma B.1. Let d < k be positive integers. Let X, ..., xq € RF be R-linearly independent, and
let L = 7x, @ - - - @ Zxq be the corresponding lattice in RF. Let M be a full sublattice of L. Then
there exists a Z-basis {y1, . ..,ya} of M of the form

Y1 = ni1xa

Y2 = N2,1X1 + N 2Xa

(68)

Yd = Ng1X1 + NgoeXa + -+ NgaXq
forintegersn; ; (1 <i,j <d), withn;; #0forl <j<d.

Proof. We define the group isomorphism ®: £ — Z< by ¢(nix; + - -+ + ngxq) = (n1,...,n4).

Note that Z¢ is a d-dimensional lattice in R? and ®(M) is a sublattice of Z¢. We may thus apply

[5, Theorem 1, p. 11]. Hence, we obtain that there exist integers n; ;, with n;; # 0, such that

{n11P(x1), n21P(X1) + N2 p®P(X2), ..., a1 P(X1) + Ng2P(X2) + -+ + ngaP(xq)} is a basis of

®(M). The result follows by applying 1. O
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We now state a version of the Kronecker—Weyl equidistribution theorem (see [15, pp. 12-13]).

Lemma B.2. [fthe set {&, . .., &} of real numbers is linearly independent over the rationals, then

e
lim — f(tfl,...,tfk)dt: kf(Hl,,ek)del db
T

for all bounded continuous functions f: TF — R.

Indeed, the converse is true as well: if m&; + - - - +mi& = 0 is a nontrivial integer linear relation,

then for the function f(6y,...,0y) = e¥mimibit—+mby) the left-hand side equals 1 while the
right-hand side equals 0.
We now would like a version of the above theorem in the case that {1, ..., &} is not linearly

independent over Q. It turns out that the one-parameter subgroup {¢(&1,...,&): t € R} becomes
equidistributed in a subtorus of T*. Note that this is a special case of Ratner’s famous equidistribu-
tion theorem [23, Theorem (1.3.4), pp. 20-21]. Although this result is widely quoted, the authors
were unable to find a complete self-contained proof in the literature. Moreover, in our work we
shall require an explicit description of this torus, which many potential methods of proof do not
provide. For these reasons, we include a complete proof.

First we require several facts about tori. A subtorus A C T* has the form V/(V N Z*) where
V is defined over Q (that is, V = ker(T) for some matrix T with rational entries). For a refer-
ence, see [24, Example 20.1.2, p. 406] and [24, Prop. 5.1.1, p. 84]. Moreover, we may choose a
basis of V, say X,,...,Xy; € Z*, that is an integral basis of V N Z*. Thus A = V/(V NZF) =
@?21 Rx;/ @?:1 Zx. We call such a basis a Z-basis for A. In this form, we can write the torus’s
normalized Haar measure da as

1 1
/ g(a)da = / e / g(01x1 + -+ -+ 04x4) dO; - - - dby (69)
A 0 0
for any integrable function g: A — R; this definition is independent of the Z-basis chosen.

Lemma B.3. Let &, ..., &, be real numbers and let f be a continuous function defined on T*.
Then there exist a subtorus A of T such that

lim © yf(tgl,...,tgk)dt:/Af(a)da

Yy—0o0 y 0

where da is Haar measure on A. Moreover, there exists a Q-defined subspace V of R¥ such that

A2V/(VNZF) =T where
d = dimg Span(&,, ..., &). (70)

Note that d equals the maximal number of linearly independent elements among {&1, . .., &}

We will see from the proof that the ray {(¢£,...,t&): t € R} is contained in .A; and note
that, taking f to be supported on a small ball around any point of .4, we see that there are points
in this ray arbitrarily close to any point of .A. Therefore the subtorus .4 is the closure of the ray

{(t&y, ..., t&): t € R} inside T*.

Proof. Define x = (£1,...,&,)T € RF and £ = Rx. Define the projection map I1: R* — (R/Z)*
by [I(y) = y + Z*. There exists a minimal subspace V of R* defined over Q which contains x and

hence &£ (see [23, p. 1]) We now produce an explicit basis of V.
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By permuting coordinates, we may assume without loss of generality that {3, ..., &,} are lin-
early independent over Q; define x5 = (&, ... ,€)T € RY Let k;; be the unique rational
numbers such that

d
SZ:Z/@,]é}ford—‘—lélgk’

j=1
Define uy, ..., uy € QF to be the (R-linearly independent) columns of the k& x d matrix
1 0 ... 0
0 1 ... 0
: : . 0
0 0 ... 1
U= ,
Rd+1,1 Kd+1,2 " Rd+id
Rd+2,1 Kd+22 - KRdi2d
RE1 Rgao RE.d

and note that x = {iu; + Sup + - - - §gug = Ux(y). Finally, define V = Ru; @ --- & Ruy and
L=7u, @D 7Zuy,.

Obviously £ C V, and thus I1(€) C TI(V) = V/(VNZF). Furthermore, if s is any rational vector
suchthatx-s = 0, then 0 = (Z?Zl §iui) -8 = Z?Zl &;s; for the rational numbers s; = u; - s; since
{&, ..., &4} is linearly independent over Q, it follows that each individual s; = u; - s equals 0, and
therefore w - s = 0 for every w € V. Therefore no proper rational subspace of V' can contain X,
and so V is the minimal rational subspace of R" containing &.

Since V is defined over Q, it follows from [24, Proposition 5.1.1] that A := V/(V N ZF) is
compact and thus a torus. However, we can make this more explicit. Observe that V N Z* C L (by
considering the first d coordinates of any element of ¥V N Z*) and there exists a positive integer m
such that mL C V N Z*. It follows by two applications of [20, Theorem 7.1, p.146] that V N ZF is
a full sublattice of £. By an application of Lemma B.1 there exist integers n; ; with 1 < j <1 <d
and n; ; # 0 such that

vi=> miu;forl <i<d; (71)

j=1
and VNZF = Zv, ® --- ® Zv,. Note that (71) means that the matrix V whose columns are
Vi,...,vg satisfies V. = UN where N is the upper-triangular matrix whose jith entry equals n; ;

(note this is the transpose of what might be expected from the names of the indices). It now follows
that A =Rv; @ --- ®Rvy/Zv; @ - & ZLvy,.

Note that N is an upper-triangular matrix with nonzero diagonal entries and is hence invertible,
so that U = VN~!. Now define a vector Xy = (61,8 - ,&)T € RY by the identity Xy =
N~'x(g). Since {&;,...&,} is linearly independent over Q and N~ is invertible, it follows that
{¢},...,&,} is also linearly independent over Q. Notice that x = Ux(y) = VN 'x() = Vx’( d)-

We now define the map ®: T¢ — A by ®(6;,...,0;) = 0,vy + - - - + 0;4v4, which identifies A
as a d-dimensional torus. Notice that

&, &) = ftx) = f(EVx(y) = f(H(E v+ &va) = (f o @)(H(E - &)
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We thus have

lim = [ pete )= i - o)t ) .
:/Td(focb)(él,...ed)dél...d@d,
where the second equality is an application of Lemma B.2. Moreover, by equation (69),
/Td(focb)(él,...,Hd)dél...ded:/Af(a)da (73)
where da is Haar measure on .A. U
We now record a simple corollary to Lemma B.3.
Corollary B.4. Let k and r be positive integers, let &1, . . . , & be real numbers, and let z1, . . . , 7z, €

Cr. Let U: T — R" be defined by

k
V(G G) = 2m<zzje2mcj).
j=1

Then the function n(t) = V(t&y, . .., t&) possesses a limiting distribution. More precisely:
(a) there exists a subtorus A of T such that

lim * WWMﬁz/uwmww

Y=Y Jo A

for all bounded continuous functions f: R" — R, where da is Haar measure on A;
(b) there exists a probability measure v on R" such that

lim ﬁmmMn:Wﬂwww>

for all bounded continuous functions f: R” — R.

Proof. Let f: R — R be a bounded continuous function. Applying Lemma B.3 with f o U in
place of f,

im 2 [ fo@) di = tim yf(\If(tfl,...,tfk))dt:/A(follf)(a) da  (74)

where A is the appropriate torus and da is its Haar measure; this establishes part (a). Let v be
the pushforward, under ¥, of Haar measure on .4 to a measure on R". By the change of variables
formula (60),

Jrev@da= [ 1) vt
A Rr
in combination with equation (74), this establishes part (b). L]

We now derive a consequence of the above result in the case that {1, . . ., £} can be divided into
two relatively independent sets. Recall Definition 3.4 in section 3.2. It is easy to check that this
property of relative independence is preserved under taking subsets. It is also easy to check that if
{&,..., &, }and {&, 11, - .., &} are relatively independent, and both multisets {1, ..., &, } and

{&€k 41, - - -, &} are individually linearly independent, then their union {&1, . . ., &} is also linearly
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independent; more generally, if d;, ds, and d are the dimensions of the Q-vector spaces spanned,

respectively, by {&1, ..., &k by {€kya1s - - -5 &) and {&, ..., &}, then d = dy + do.
The next lemma provides the decomposition of the limiting torus as the direct product of two

subtori. The key point to notice is that the relative independence of the two sets is necessary; the
lemma would be false if, for example, k; = ky = 1 and &; = &s.

Lemma B.5. Let ky and ks be positive integers and set k = ki + ko. Let {&1, ..., &} be real
numbers, and suppose that {&1, ..., &, } and {& 11, - - ., &} are relatively independent. Define
the following subtori which are the closures of certain rays:

Ay is the closure of {(t&,, ..., t&,): t € R} in T,
As is the closure of {(t&x 41, . .., &) t € R} in T*2; (75)
A is the closure of {(t&1, ..., t&): t € R} in T".

Then there exist Z-bases {f'l~ oo Y and {81, ... 84} for Ai and Ay, respectively, with the
following property. If we let F be the ki x di matrix whose columns are the f; and G be the ky x ds
matrix whose columns are the g;, and define

- F|oO
- (5

then the columns of M are a Z-basis for A. In particular, A = Ay x As.

Proof. Let dy, do, and d be the dimensions of the (Q-vector spaces spanned, respectively, by
{&, & b {&hv1y -+, &)y and {&1, ..., &}, so that d = dy + da, as stated in Definition 3.4.
By reordering the &;, we may assume that {&;,..., &, } and {&k 41, .. ., k44,  are both linearly
independent sets (hence bases for the two smaller QQ-vector spaces); this implies, as stated in Def-
inition 3.4, that their union is also linearly independent. Note that Lemma B.3 tells us that the
dimensions of the tori Ay, A, and A are dy, do, and d, respectively.

Let x; ; be the unique rational numbers such that

dy

& = Z Ki & ford, +1 <7<k (77
j=1
k1+d2

G= > kigé forki +dy +1<i <k (78)
Jj=k1+1

Define fy,...,f;, € Q"' to be the columns of the k; x d; matrix

1 0 . 0
0 - 0
: : 0
0 0o - 1
F= : (79)
Rdi+11 Rdi+12 *°° Rdi+1,d,
Rdi+21 Rdi+22 °°° Rdi+2,d;
Kk ,1 Kky,2 e Kkq,dq

41



and set V; = Rf; @ - - - @ Rfy, (so that V) is the minimal Q-vector space containing (1, .. ., &, ),
as in the proof of Lemma B.3) and £, = Zf, @ - - - © Zf,;,. By Lemma B.1, there exist integers n; ;
such that the vectors

f‘1 = n1,1f1
fé = ng1f; + ngofy

(80)
£, = na, 1f1 + ng, oF2 + -+ naya, fay

are a basis for £, N Z%, so that 4, = Vl/Zﬂ D...0 Zfdl :Rﬂ ®... @Rfdl/Zfl D...0 Zfdl.

Let F be the k; x d; matrix whose columns are these vectors fi, ..., f;,.
Similarly, define g1, . .., g4, € Q*2 to be the columns of the ky x dp matrix
1 0 - 0
0 1 - 0
: : - 0
0 0 e 1
G = , (81)
Kki+da+1,k14+1  Eki+do+1,k14+2 """ Rki+do+1,ki+dy
Kki+da+2,k14+1  KBki+do+2,k14+2 """ Rki+de+2,k1+dy
Kk, k1+1 Kk k142 T Kk, k1+do

and set Vy, = Rg @ - -®Rgy, (so that V, is the minimal Q-vector space containing (¢, 11, - - -, k)s
as in the proof of Lemma B.3) and £, = Zg; & - - - @ Zgg4,. By Lemma B.1, there exist integers
n; ; such that the vectors

~ !/
g1 =Ny 181

82 = Ny 181 + Ny »Lo
(82)

~ 7 / /
gd2 - ndz,lgl + nd2,2g2 + e + ndz,dggd2'

are a~basis for £5,NZ%, so that Ay = Vo|781®... LEy, =Rg1D.. . OREy, /281D ... DLEg,.
Let G be the k5 x dy matrix whose columns are these vectors g1, . . ., 8q4,.

Finally, define two “padding with zeros” injections ¢; : R* — R¥ and 1,: R*> — R* by
Ll((l’l,...,l’kl)) = (z1,...,7,0,...,0)

(83)

LQ((I’l, .. .,l’k2)) = (O, . .,0,113’1, .. .,l’kz).

Consider the matrix M whose columns are {¢;(f;), ..., ¢1(£f4,), 12(81), - . - t2(g4,) }, namely

- (He)

andset V = Ry (f) & ... P Ruy(£fy,) ® Rea(gr) & ... & Rua(gy,), sothat V = 13 (V1) & 1o(Vsa).
The vital point, which relies crucially on the assumption that {1, ..., &, } and {&, 41, ..., &} are

relatively independent, is that ) really is the minimal Q-vector space containing ({1, . .., &), as in
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the proof of Lemma B.3; this follows from the fact that there are no QQ-linear relations among the
&, other than those given in equations (77) and (78).

In particular, if we set £ = Zu1(f;) @ ... © Zi1(£y,) ® Zio(g81) @ ... & Zis(g4,), then L =
11(L£1) @ 12(Ls) and L N ZE = 11(Ly N ZD) @ 15(Ly N Z42). Tt follows that the columns of
the matrix M defined in equation (76) are indeed a basis for £ and that A = V/(Vnzd) =

Wi/ (VN Z3)) @ (Vo) (V NZE)). O
Lemma B.6. Let ky and ko be positive integers and set k = ki + ko. Let {&1,..., &} be
real numbers, and suppose that {1, ..., &, } and {&k, 41, - - ., &} are relatively independent. Let

{z1,...,2;} € C", and define functions V,: T*¥* — R" and Vy: T** — R" and ¥: T* — R" by

k1
\Ill(gla SRR Ckl) = 2§R<szez7ri<j)

j=1

Us(Cry oo Coy) = (szl+ 62%)
I (CRNe 2%(22 62%)

Define the corresponding functions from R to R",

771( ) (tglv"'vtgkl)
m2(t) = Vo (tk, 41, - - - - t&k)
n(t) = V(t&, ..., t&),

and let v, vy, and v be their limiting distributions (as guaranteed by Corollary B.4). Then v =
Uy % Vs

Proof. Let Ay, Aj, and A be the subtori defined in equation (75). By Lemma B.5, we may choose
Z-bases {fl, ...ty } and {g1,...,84,} for A, and A,, respectively, such that the columns of
the matrix M deﬁned in equation (76), namely {,(f,), ..., t1(f1,), 12(&1), - - ., t2(84,)} using the
maps defined in equation (83), are a Z-basis for A. Let f ( ) be a bounded, continuous function on
R". We need to show that [, f(x) dv(x) = [, f(x)d(vy % 1)(x); we will do so by writing both
integrals in terms of these Z-bases.

Ifa=(6,...,0,) € AC Tk, we abuse notation slightly by writing ¥(a) = ¥ (6, ..., 0;), and
similarly for A; and A,. First, Corollary B.4 tells us that

[ 1y <>=/<f T)(a) da (84)

/ / (010 (F) + -+ + a1 (Fay) + Oayrta(81) + -+ + Oata(8a,))) dby -+ - dBa

by equation (69), where d = d; + ds. Similarly, for any bounded continuous functions g;, g, on R",
/ () din (x / / G oW (OF + -+ 0 E) db - b,

' (85)

/ (%) dva(x / /92o\1/2><9d1+1g1+ - Ous,) by - - B
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On the other hand, equation (9) and the Fubini—Tonelli theorem give

Tf(x) d(vy * vs)( /T g f(x1 + x2) dvy(x1) dra(xg) = / 92(x2) dre(x2),

T

where the function go(x32) er (x1 + x3) dvy(x1) is bounded and continuous by [2, Theorem
16.8]. Using equation (85), we see that

f(x) d(vy * va)( / / G20 Vo) (04,4181 + -+ - + 0484,) dbg, 11 - - - dby
R’f‘

1

= / / </ f(x1 + Oo0a, 1181 + - - + 0aa,)) dVl(X1)> dOgy 41 -+ dbq
0 0 R"

— [ sl i)

where the function g (x;) fo fo (xl + Uy (Og 1181 + -+ ngdz)) dfg4, 41 - - - dbfy is again
bounded and continuous by [2, Theorem 16.8]. Using equation (85) again, we see that

[ 1) / /glo‘lf)(91f1+ 04 %) d, - O

/ / / / V(O F 4 0, Fa) U (Oay 181 + - 04&a,)) dby - - - dby.

Comparing this expression to equation (84), we simply have to verify the identity
U(Ore(£) + - + g0 (fa,) + Oai102(81) + -+ + bata2(8a,))
= Uy (0fr + -+ 04, 80) + Vo0, 4181 + -+ + 0uBa,) (86)

to establish the lemma. Observe that W((y, ..., () = V1 ((h, -y Cey) + Wo(Chyaas - - -5 (k) and thus
we have U(11(x) + 1a(y)) = Uy(x) + Uy(y) for all x € R* and y € R*2. This last identity
immediately implies equation (86). U

C. APPENDIX: BESSEL BOUND

In this appendix we establish two required facts about the standard Bessel function
S\
Jo(2) = ; i) (87)
Lemma C.1. For any complex number z,

1
/e A0 = Jo(|2]).
0

Proof. If z = 0 then both sides equal 1. Otherwise, write z = |z|e*>™ where 3 = ;- argz Then
1 1 _ 1 1
/ e2m0) de _ / iR(|z|e2™(0—F)) do = / z| | cos(2m(0—1)) do = / ei|z|cos(27r9) o
0 0 0 0
since Jo(t) = f e’ cos(2m9) dh  This last identity may be derived from equation (7.3.1) of [8,
p. 14]. U
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The following bound is often used in the literature; sometimes Watson [28, pages 205-208] is
cited, although a complete proof does not seem to be provided there. As we have not been able to
locate a proof of this bound anywhere in the literature, we provide one for the mathematical record.

[ 2
|J0(x)|§min{1v m} (88)

Proof. Since Jj is even, it suffices to consider z > 0. First suppose 0 < z < 2. In this interval, the
series in equation (87) satisfies the hypotheses of the alternating series test, and thus the series’s
truncations alternately form upper and lower bounds for Jy(x) on this interval. The first two
truncations give 1 > Jo(z) > 1 — 22/4 > 0. The next truncation gives

12 rt 2
@) <1-Z 4+ 2 <] =
e p—

where we need to verify the last inequality. Taking square roots of both sides and subtracting,

howeyver, it suffices to show that
.2 x?
— —(1—-—— >0
T < 8

on the interval [0, 2], which can be verified via an easy calculus exercise.
It therefore suffices to show that 7r—ZQDJO(x)Z < 1forxz > 2. By [28, page 206, equation (1)],

Lemma C.2. Forall z € R,

\/%7J0($) = cos(z — §)P(x,0) —sin(z — §)Q(z,0), (89)

where P and () are certain functions whose precise definition is unimportant here; bounds for P
and () are given by [28, equation (1), page 208] with p = 2,

1232 1232 12325272
<l-———<P <1-
01— SP@0 S -5 + TiEa
and by [28, equation (2), page 208] with p = 0,
1
—— < <0.
& <Q(,0) <0

Applying Cauchy’s inequality to equation (89), we find that
mr s : T
TJo(mf < (cos(z — 2)* +sin(z — 5)?) (P(z,0)* + Q(z,0)?)

1232 12325272\ 2 1
<1- 1-— —
= (( ICHE 4!(89:)4) " <8x>2)

1232 12325272 \ 2 1
<(1- + +
( 21(82)2 4!(8m)2162) (8z)2

4517 n 30702681
6553622  17179869184x4

where the last inequality uses = > 2. It is now easy to verify that this last bound is less than 1 for
x > 2. U
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