The generalized strong recurrence

for the Riemann zeta function

AT B CROCERRR )

1 )= otE—2BHDIESH

ZOETEHI) —~rB—#BEMOER, HE, HFEEL Y —~ > PRIZOVTHERS. §1.1
TRV —~r -2 ER L, BEELS EABEEEH, V) —~ o PRICOWTHEICE
LD, §1.2 TIHELAR, Frio i mrE EE O S IZ OV Tl R, Wk & ) —~ PR o B
IZoOWTCRRT 5. BELWEERZA 1L, (9] & [14] S22 L CHEE 20,

1.1 )= E—2BEHNES
Definition 1.1. V—~< P — 4842 TOMIB TERT 5

C(s) := — s=o+it, o>1

87
n=1

C(s) 1AL 5 —FiFRR
o) =Tla-p)"  o>1

p
ICED 0> 1 CEAEHERV. o < —1 TSR

2I°(s) cos(ms/2)
()

((1—s)= ¢(s)

IZE Y cos(ms/2) =0TC1—s)=0. ko Ts=-2,-4,-6,... T{(s)=0ThD. ThH
FAWAREREMEIN TS, FHINTZ0< 0 < TIZOWTIHKROEENFHILTND.

Theorem 1.2 (Riemann 1859, von Mangoldt 1905). N(T) % 0<oc<1,0<t<T
WNIZdH D ((s) DEBEALDEROEHRET 5 L,

T T T
log — — — + O(logT).

N(T) = —
() 27 2T 2w

Theorem 1.3 (Carlson 1920). N(0,.,T) % 1/2< 0., <o <1,0<t<THIZHD ((s) D
HEEALDOFEROMEL T D &,

N(O'*, T) _ O(T4U*(1_U*)+E) )
BB 0<1 -0, <0 < 1/212BWTY, EERBRZREENENN S, Tio-(1-0)te
X Tlog T IZHA_RT WS LMW FEITRO TR NVEDTHAH EFEZTND.
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)= FE. 0<o<1ITBITDH(s) DERIFETo=1/2 LiZd 5.

Selber 28 1942 2 0% BBOE RN o = 1/2 LIZdH 5 Z & %5 L7-. Levinson 73 1974 4
(2 33% i, Conrey 7% 1989 2 40% B LW E SN TWD. (U —~ r FREZKETIX 70%
HRo=1/2 FIlHDH I LEZMHTELEITHD.)

1.2 LTREEE)—<UFHE

VB AR C(s) ICX LT, 0> 1 TIRO< |C(s)| < C(0) £725. L Lo <1T
L2 DX ) BREHRFIIL TE T, FITROEHD LD L.

Theorem 1.4 (Bohr and Courant 1914). {EEICEE L2 1/2 <o < 1IZxF L, {¢(o+it) :
teR}ICTHMETHD.

COEBELZRITAL LT DORROMETH 5.

Proposition 1.5 (Voronin 1972). m e N &4 2%, fERICEELZ1/2 <o < 1IZXFL,
{Clo+it),¢'(o +it),....¢"" V(o +it) : t € R}PIZC™ THE TH 2.

Z DOREROERICAL, BIS BEEZER~DYLED, ¥ — 2 BB O @M (universality) Td
%. meas(A) THEE A O Lebesgue HIFEE L, vr{...} := T 'meas{r € [0,T] : ...} 5.
K % DIZEENLMEEDER a7 MEE LT 5.

Theorem 1.6 (Voronin 1975). f(s) # K ECilfi CEREZFT-T, K OWNEH CIEH] 7B
BET5 ZOLEEEDe >0IT/LT,

1$1nfyT{gr1eaI§(]((s +it) — f(s)| < 5} > 0.

[e.9]

ZOEHITEEEEL EMFHEIND O TH Y, FR AR RWEEOERIBEEITE — & Bk
DWATRBENZ LY —FRICEEITE, LOBIIEITE S 7 O FHIREEIZIETSH S Z & AEKRT
%. log((s) DERIEIT LD ((s) DERIELZFERAT 2D T f(s) WERERTZRNE WS RIE
DN/ 5, HEMEEEE 1.6 XIEmE 1.5 0% E L TRESD. B o~ BI85 )7
BROM TN LITHLNTNDD, ROZRILY —~ B —FBEITE i Eic £ T
JNTFHID LN ZEEERL TS,

Corollary 1.7. F;, 1 <[ <n#%ZC" ECEEINHEGEMKE L, TEDs e CIZxLT
S B(C(5), €8 -, (M (s)) = 0 A D S CHE, Fr=0, 1< 1<,

V—~< PR EEEEORE & LT, Bagchi IZIIROEHZ /R LTz,
Theorem 1.8 ([2]). V=~ THENELWV «— FEDe >0, KIZxiL,
hT“iL%f VT{rSnea[? IC(s+i1) — ((s)] < E} > 0.

BERE. = IZEH 1.6 POEDBIELND. <= TV -~ TFHENRELL 2N ET5 L, B
EN—TzDFEBIZED 1/2 <o < 1IZBIT D ((s) DFEAN T XV KRIZHRD., ZhidEs
1.3ICFETS. O
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OBV THE 0O FRITTREIFIE (strong recerrence) & FEIAL TN D, 2 Z TR
PEICBIH T D45 R % 2 DIZ 8% 5. ROMBT K B—mEETh 5 & X% Bagchi 7% 1981
FIZREA LTS,

Proposition 1.9 ([1]). K’ Z#ifEA 208 T, NREZFRTZRWDIZEENDL a7 MES
ET5H. ZOLEETEDe > 01Tx LT,

IITIngVT{EéE}(}?K(S +it) — ((s)] < E} > 0.

Proof. HiBMHEERIZLY J—~ B —XBBIMEEOF AR -2 WIERIBE 2 HE Mt 0 &
BT TE 5. K DA DNER T, NRZFnar "y MEGTH D & & (R DH
BB TR ARV E AT K E—HRICIEl TE % Z & 78 Andersson (T & D FER] & 40T
W5, S TZOMmEESED. O

Proposition 1.10 ([6]). K) :={s+iA:s€ K} L T2. KNK,=02b6IX, EEDe>0
WZxt LT,
thLlOI;fVT{rSnez}gdC(s—i-w)—C(s+zr+z)\)| <€} > 0.

Proof. M ERIZL D UV —~ B —XBEIE KUK, F—FRIZERE 1 2 5B MO kK
TP TE D, Lo TEMAAREXLTHO Y NIEZ OMEELED. O

2 I TFRE-BRRBERE

Z OFE TR & ORERICOW TGRS, §2.1 TIXFEIFRFEEM: & 2 OFEH O#t &
72 5 BRI B 2 I AR D, §2.2 TEEFT Denjoy OV —~  PHROMERRE
BOYRTHDHZ L a7 5. §2.3 TIIMATINCREEIRICZIS 1T 2 R EOFERIZ DUV Tk~
HZ L2k, MEIREOGEHDO A r v F 2T 5.

2.1 —REBIFEE

ROEHIIFRBEEEEHE L IR TV 00— TH Y, RENERK LB EL2ToE
BoOLE1E [10], £ OREHEOLAT [12] THEH S L.

Theorem 2.1 ([10] & [12]). Ky, K2 1E D IZE ENDMESEE R0 MER LT 5.
di=1&,L, fi(s), fa(s) 1ZENEIN Ky, Ko THFECHEREZFFIZT, Ki, Ko OWNECIEAI& 7
L. ZOEEEEOER dy e R, e > 01K LT

hTHi)lo%f I/T{IHSllaSX2 gré&}{}l(‘C(s +idiT, x) — fi(s)| < E} > 0.

ZOEBE ZAREXRICIVRORESD. ZHUTHRBIREDIESEEZEZ 6N D.

Corollary 2.2. d e R I .95 (LED e > 0, K IZ%f L,

llfni}nf VT{rsneE}? IC(s +iT) — (s +idT)| < 6} > 0.

[e.e]
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WSEEEFR 1.6 OFEIIC BT, {logpn} 12 Q E—SIMNE T 2 L\ 5 BRSO —
PEDNSEDN D FENHEE 2D (I 3.22M). £2TCDdeRIZK LT, {logp,} U{logpl} ix
Q LI THDH EVIEEEHANT, FAEETD d € RICxT BRIEEENREND.
d PREERECTH D & & {logpn} U{logpd} i3 Q E— KIS TH D Z L ITROME TR S
o (EMECE, ZOGARIEIN T+ b v at A X —DFEHTRN).

Lemma 2.3 (Baker 1966). aj,...,a, 0 TH 1 THRWREWHE L, 51,...,.0, &
L,B1, . B B Q E—WMSE A REEL L T2 &, ol - ol 1B

d WEHETHHLEE, WOMEE WD, TIUIROFMEN O RIND.

Proposition 2.4 ([12]). a, % Q E—WM2RE LT 5. ZDLEHRKR2ODILNH
RBEA A= A, B) EELT, {logp®}p\a U {logpn}p, 7272 L P IZFEHAE, 13Q L
YIS T 5.

Lemma 2.5 (Ramachandra 1967/68, Lang 1971, 3I). a1, ag, a3 23 Q L—HMSL T
HY, BB b Q =ML ETDH, ZDEE P m=1,23n=1209bb7k Lt}
—DTHEHRTH 5.

dBWEHETH D5561%, RIRFFEMEIINR D L7220 EBEX N0, IROEHRH L. Zi
I% Garunkstis [5] & Nakmaura [11] (2 X D HSZITR STz,

Theorem 2.6. [EEDOHHE d#£0,e >0, KITxL,

lim inf I/T{max‘g(s +i1) — ((s +idr)| < 5} > 0.
T—o0 seK

2.2 TFEHE
WoTHR22ETEH26ICLVKOETETHAEES.

Theorem 2.7. EED0#deR, e >0, K IZXIL,

limianT{néa%‘C(s +i7) — (s +idr)| < 5} > 0.

T—o0

FoFERIZEET S D & LT, Denjoy[3] DRERGRINBLZIZOWTIRARD . ETHGERI
B u(n) & A(n) ZULFO X S IZERT %:

T =X 5

p n=1

(—1)F n2SHRAR D K HOFELOM,
0 Z o,

s = n 1 n=1.

2 _ > _1)eattar = pot ... par,
o S TOI :{< ) =t
p(n) DEZBNPHRDODAEFEAPGEOND Z L2ERE L TEL:

1 =1 1
—, S =< , > 1.
)] = ; o (o) [SE)IF
Hampatk &V —~ > PROBEBRICOW T FTOEENR M LTV D.
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Theorem 2.8 (A(n), Laundau 1899, u(n), Littlewood 1912).

Y- T = Y A(n) = O(x1/2+5) — > un) = O(m1/2+€) :

n<x n<lx

ZOFRERITEI L T Denjoy 13RD & 9 eigim a1 o 7.
Remark ([3]). {X,} ZMZRSAMRHEREBIITHMP(X, =1) =P(X, =-1)=1/2 %
FOLETD. Sy = " Xy T 5 EHOMBRERIZL D,

m=1

lim P {|Sn| < cn1/2 exp 2/2) dz, o lim P {]Sn] < cn1/2+5} =1.
n—00 n—00

b
Lo TT U F DR BH{ X, iR 1 Ty
ZOHBIZHONWT Edwards 13 [4, §12.3] TRO L D IZBER TN 5.

— O(x/2+9) M N1,

n<x

Thus these probabilistic assumptions about the values of p(n) lead to the con-
p(n) = O(z'/>+¢) with probability one
and hence that the Riemann hypothesis is true with probability one!.

FEH 2.7 13 R EIRME A BT 2 E N SR TRV DI d =0 DBATE T THY,
ZT) =~ FPHRAEFTHD ZLEEEWRL TS, Lo CEFEHIL Denjoy DHERHITHE
BOUREE>THLRVWTHA Y.

clusion, ludicrous as it seems, that >,

2.3 TEHEODHA

EEB O E TRV O T, #EIPORTER D = {s € C: R(s) > 1} IZBIT DR O
AR, ZOMBIC R Y, MR BV T — R AR T2 T O FERIT Kk LTz
T25. KEDICEENLaL T MEG LTS,

Proposition 2.9 (Nakmaura 2010). £2TCDd e R, {EED e > 0, KIZXF L,
lim inf VT{sup’C(s +it) — ((s + idT)} < 8} > 0.
T—o00 se

Proof of Proposition 2.9.

n(s) = [T —pr%) ™"

n<N

EBL. FTHEEDOe >0 EHARENICH LT, EED >08 Ty > 00X FELT, EED
T> TbﬁliiLf(

Z/T{Igle&}é(}log Cn(s +i7) — log Cn (s + idr)| < 25} > D (2.1)
DRV HDZ EHRT. j &k ERAWCERERETDH, 2ol
| exp(ij7logps) — 1| < |j||exp(iTlog pn) — 1]. (2.2)
ZZT, 7 |exp(itlogp,) — 1| < d & FToT & F,
rgg%}log (n(s+ijT) — log CN(5)| <e, and

Hg}g(‘loggv(s +ikt) —log(n(s)| < e
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RHEDIZOHRLEDZENTESL., ZOXH 7 7 WIEOEE TIH{ET H Z L 1F, Kronecker D
EPR (M 3.2) & logpn, 1 <n < NIZQ E—KIMZTHLZ bbb, Lo T=MARE
E2V el )
VT{Iglez}éc’logCN(s +ikT) —log (N (s + ijT)} < 28} > D',

WosTEORTr 2 7/k EWMVEZ D LICLY, dPEEETHILE (2.1) 2155,

WIZd B\ LT 5. ME2412B80T A = {a,a2} LBE, SBIT agplogay, =
S annlogpn, h=1,2,n=0,1,...,1 Top, FARKET D, 2L X (2.2) LIREERH
ol

|exp(i72ln_:1lah,n logpn) — 1| < Zf;ﬂahm" exp(i7 logpn) — 1].
Ko THiE 2.4 & (2.3) OFEH & [FAERZRGEmMIC L 0, 7 2% |exp(iTlogpp) — 1| < 8, pn € P\ A,
o |exp(itlogpl) — 1] < 0, pp € PEFIT L &
me%é(‘log (N (s +iarganT) —log CN(S)‘ <e, and

mez}é(]log (N (s + iy pagpdT) — log CN(S)’ <e
S

RHEICEHBEDZENTED. o TCAdNFHETHDLEA LR HRIC LY, d 1
HETHLLED (2.1) 2155.
—H AEBEDIeER, e > 016 LT, Ng MEEL T, AEED N > Ny loxt LT

ggéc\gN(sﬂdT) —((s+idr)| <e (2.4)
DRSO, Lo T=AARERITLY
IC(s +i1) — ((s+idT)| < |C(s +iT) — (N (s + iT)]
+ [Cn (s +iT) = (N (s +idT)| + |(v (s + idT) — (s + idT)|.
o> T 2.9 215%. O

LI EASMERHN R BRI 5 1 B R E ORI TH D, D= {s € C:1/2 < R(s) < 1} IZF
W, (2.4) 1IZRR Y L2720 O T, IROIEZE WS

Lemma 2.10. d #4035 fLEDe>0& & >0 LT, FoREW Ny 2, 512
EED N > Ng lZk LT, Ty WHEIEL T AEED T > Ty (2% L CRME Y 320!

VT{%%(‘CN(S +idr) — (s + id7)| < E} >1-¢. (2.5)

K C DIZHEWT(s) IXAREE Cv(s) IC L 0 — BRIl &N 5 SR S 2208, SEHRICIX
IEPRLENDZ & EOMBEIZERL TV, (21)1Xd =0 THIHAITTIEL WA, ##i#H2.10
Xd=0ThArLHAITEREZRI RN LIZEETD. 221D IFK CDIZBWNTHIEL

WARFEATH LD, ZOFEETIE DB 2BARIEORERICIIE 2T, IFO & ([cFES
ADMENDD.

Lemma 2.11. fEED e >0 LT, M eNED>OBFELTEREDON > M ITxL
T, To MFEELTARED T > To lZxt L TR Y Lot

VT{Isnez}?’CN(s +i7) — (v (s + idT)| < 6} > D. (2.6)

28



(2.1) D D 1% N ITIKAF L TWD 2, (2.6) O DL N Tl MICKFELTWS. Alb,

Isne%chM(s +i7) = Cu (s + id'7)| <&, rsnea[?}CN(s +id'7) — Cua (s +id'T)| <e,
72l d = 1,d, BRI LD Z &% FEOREIT R L TWD. BIOAEFERIL (2.1) & Rk
IZTEDLN, BADAREXREFLTZL, »ORIOARERSL T2 T 7 OFEERIET H729D12, 59
WHROHEGR DB R DD, GELWZ EIIEET D DB NIIKFLTLED &, N Z K&
EDH L L0 DMWNSL D ATREMEN B D D3, MU AR GEI CIIAIE 2.10 IZB W T e =0 &
TEHDT, ZOXIRTRITWVB R0,

3 EEMEEDLHA

ZOETEIEBIEECEOENEZ A7 v F 45, 58 LWEEMIE, [7, Section 7], [8, Section 6],
[13, Section 5| ZZ M L TIHZ 72\ . §3.1 Tk HEfR 2325, £, log ((s), B/~ F2ZE
MZBT 2 H 5O OESOFEN, Hardy 22, EREHICOWTHEICE DD, £
% §3.2 CHEMER AT 50, HlEE W TWAETTLH 5.

3.1 #f&
ZOETIIEEEER 1.6 (72720 K BH0L 3/4 Y-8 r < 1/4 O TH 25546) OFEH
DD, WL B EFZT L. £3 log((s) &

{(z +it) a?+zt
1
og (s / x—l—zt

(Z #95. A6, ms a3 T/ ERITIRV +00 225 s F TR \ﬁ‘é Z DRI (¢'/¢) (x+it)
@f%,%ﬁq_ﬁu;u\ﬁw ZBWT, EXOABICBWTlogl(s) #EHKT H. ctof%;%%i
HADH s =1FBLU((s) DEFRAHIE L, —co (TN I FEME S “CHS(@ v 7o Edkic
W, log C(s) IX—mBA%LIZ 72 % .

RIS O fliEEZ HET 5.

Lemma 3.1. H Z b L~yL FN2ER {x,} ZREFTT H DOHET 5
S el <o, () 3@l = oo, 0#VeeH.
n=1 n=1

ZDk Jé’ﬂlﬁﬁ”%)%&ﬁ@%é Z;L.Ozl AnLn, |an‘ =113 H —’C%ﬁff%é

Lemma 3.2. A % n IRGTCHALESL FIRD Jordan FIHIZefEk S U, aq, ..., a4y, & Q E—WIMSE
nfHOFERETD &,

Thm vr{(a17,...,a,7) € A mod 1} = meas(A).

Z 2 T Hardy ZEMIZHOWTHEHEICE LD, f(s) & |s| < r T—RREFREKET S, 2
DEE, DDk < 1IPFIEL T maxg <, |f(sk2) — f(s)| < e BV L. BIE f(sk2) 13
|s| < kr=: R T CTod Y, Hardy 22 H: Ot L 725, 72720 He L1 |s| < R CTgHTY
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BB DER T, WICERIND JIVLABEARE 2D LDOTHY, U T TERSINDINEL FF
DAL NEMTH D

Ww—hm// s)|*dadt,  (F,G) // G(s)dodt,  F,G < H3.
|s[<r |s|<R

RBRIZHBEBIZ O W TSRS . 7(x) 2 o LTOREOMEE L T %,

Theorem 3.3 (Hadamard, de la Valleé Poussin, 1896 JH3L).
m(x) ~ x/log .
ZOEBILC(14it) 0, t A0 BREASND Z L 2FEE L THEL. SHICKROFER S 5:

V=T < n(x) =Li(z) + O(x1/2+6)7

) T du ) =y du T du
Li(x) := / = lim / +/ :
o logu y—+0\Jy logu 14y logu

=72 L

3.2 &IHA

RO ZFE T 572012, MATAIBEEICEE T 2 EHED I HICE O ELE L T 5
DT, FERRRFEIILE 2 TV R0,

Lemma 3.4. |wp| = 1, (n(s,w) =] (1 —wpp™) 7t LEFTH. 20L& K ONETEN
T K CTHEZREED f(s) ITx LT, &5 BRI My PMFEEL T, EED M > My 2k L TR
N AIRVASH

max | log Cur(s,w) — f(s)] <e. (3.1)

BEAE. iR 3.1128W\C H % Hardy 22 H%, 5 {2, } & 2, = log(1—p; %) & T 5. GefF (a) 1F
{2} DEZRP LN, (b) ITHFHEHZ AV TREND. Hp Tlimy oo fo(s) = f(s) TH
E, 0% |s| < RICEENDEEDO L7 MEGTRRIZKY LD, K- THiE 3.1
(C R BT DRk E R S wplog(1 — p~2) 1 |s — 3/4] < R CTRENTRY 2 BB DG HR(3/4)
TH#IZ 2. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. ffi2.101231F 5 Ny EAfifE 3.4 1281F D Mo l\Zk LT, Lo := My+ Ny
LB LyDERITED Lpix (25) & (3.1) ZRFHI KT, ZDL X
max | log ((s +47) — g(s)| < max|f(s) — log (1o (s, wp)

%—rgggllogCLo(s,u@)-—logéro(s-FiT)l%-rggg\logCLo(s-FiT)-—logC(s-FiT)L

g(s) & K #fi < K OWECIERIZ2 B4 & 3%, 05 1 HITHE ZEDe LN E

2@%@%&2#%5&D¢k&érﬁ£@%§d?fﬁ¢é.ﬁﬂié%?éﬂ,_®dd
’ﬁkﬁb Lo \ZIHEAFE LKL DICE 52 LN TE D (M 2.11 & FRRREEmIC L D).

ZTHIBE210ICBWC e R e <dEZFRI-TEHIXIICED. 29T HLE3WNe LV

/N &foﬁéT@&Eil—di@k%b\. Ko THUE 2L FEIHELFRHIITRTZT 7 NIEOHE
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ETHEETHZ LT D. 16> Tlog((s +ir) iX g(s) # K L—#ITEEITE, S HITHEIT
D 1T INEDRETHET S.

z=0DFFHET|z|/2 < |e* — 1| <2lz| THDH I LITEETIUL, f(s) :==exp(g(s)) T2
ZLICky, TREMEER 1.6 (7272 La Ny MES K B30 3/4 ¥ r < 1/4 DM TH
L%E) BMEbLND. O

& 3K
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