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Quantitative estimates of hybrid universality for Dirichlet

L-functions

i K (Keita Nakai) *
& R 2 TTRER A TR

1 BA

BEEE s b LT, Ei% o, BE% ¢t £ T 5. Riemann ¥ — X ((s) &, 0 > 1 RAZEZBLIHL,
() =Y n S ICXDERINIEHTHS. ZOBEIE 0> 1 IZBOWTHICR L, X &1 o H HAY
BBUC RN TR 2 Z 2 DI NTWS . X 512, Riemann ¥ — X BN R BRI D 5 2 & 5351
LNTEY, ZOBBDEDTHEHFNDL Z 8 XRBOBA»S DEEL 12 5. Riemann ¥ — XEBDED 5T
HEFANRNBIED 1 DOFER Y LT, HEMTHE Y WS Riemann ¥ — X BHEIC & 2 H 2O LIEENFE
3 5. ZOEMIX, 1975 4£12 Voronin I X W FISH Tt I, HETR U RO LS RFERTHISATWS. 2
T D%, D(a,b) = {s:a<o<b} L L, C DEMHMES K L, K FTHEARH RO D, K
DOWERCIEAIRBI D 6 2 2%E6% H(K) £ T 5.

Theorem 1.1 (Voronin [14], 1975). K % C Ta ¥ X7 r OS2 D(1/2,1) NO%EE L L,
FeHS(K) E53. cOb & fEED > 0123 L

lim inf lmeaus {7’ €[0,T]:sup|¢(s+iT) - f(s)| < 5} > 0.
T—oo T seK

72721, meas % R _E® Lebesgue Y 3 5.

REEE R EE G2 LT L X AL, BHERZZVIERBEEE Riemann ¥ — & B @ 2l 75 W O SE T E)
+iT TRRIGEMITE, I H5I1IGEBTE 2 7 DR ED FREZE 2>, Als, Wt eiidd 2 /o
Riemann ¥ — X B DEOBEFOEMEXDERLTH S WR 5. ZOHEEEE I Y — XK, L
BEUCIRR X T w3, il X1, Dirichlet L Bi%, Dedekind £ — Z B%X, Selberg 7 5 2 L B#, Hurwitz
= BRI U CEIR S Tn 5. 25612, &) — k2B ToEEEH A S TWS. Gonek (5]
1%, XD Dirichlet L BIEUXT3 % Hybrid [FRRE &M € #H & FEH L 7=,

Theorem 1.2. ¢ % 1 ML EOEH YL L, K % C Tav 7 b ofEadiftk D(1/2,1) NOEEL T 5.
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q DHEFRET plg 1ITHL,0<0,<1 2L, % x (mod q) KL, fye H(K) £35%. TOXE, e>0I1IKL,

1
lim inf /meas {7’ €[0,T]: max sup|L(s+i7,x) - fy(s)|<e,

T—oo x mod q ge i
<5} >0

3705, Hybrid [FRFS@ECEHE, RS @ CE . Kroneker—Weyl OEUEH % [AIRFIC S X 2380 D
EHTH 5.

logp
2T

max
plg

MDD, 72720, 2] iz & —FHE VB Ot 3 5.

T

_eq

Remark 1.3. FFCIE, Gonek & [5] IZBWTREBIAK D LD 7 DFEMEL 2R L TWRWZ LITIERET
%. Low ik, Gonek DAY [5] & Kaczorowski-Kulas [7] DR EMAGDOE AR TH 5. BIFETIE
Hybrid [FEREEEEEIZD 5D L b In TV 52, Z 2 TlEEKT 5.

—7, Mmoo e LT, HiEtctlo mtd3d 5. Voronin D% CEHIIRD 2 DD ot—
MIAT2Z K5,

(Bl) % T>0HL, 5 7€ [T,2T] HFEL,
sup[((s+iT) - f(s)[<e
seK

D 3D,
(E2) 388 C=C(f,K,e) >0 DBEAEL,

— 00

lim inf %meas {7- €[T,2T] :sup|¢(s+iT) — f(s)| < s} >C
seK

i RVASN

HAAE D W E B DRERH /571, Voronin [14] OFE, F 72 13MERE % V72 Bagchi [1]) OFEBERTH 5.
U L#A5 5, Voronin DFiE, KU Bagehi D FEICBWT, ZhPnIEERMZEREH V2720, 50
T (E1), (E2) 2RISR 5 DISHIECH 3.

(E1) 1L TOWIEE WL 2225 D, fl 21X, ROBEB LK H BTV 3.

Theorem 1.4 ([4, Theorem 4)). sg =0g +itg, 1/2<09<1,7>0, K={seC:|s—so|<r}, g & K Lt
HI722D g(s0) # 0 ZiiliZz$ & T 5. EHIT M(g) = maX|s_g- |9(s)| &L, 0<e<1 & 0<dp <1 ZMEET D,
b L’v N = N(507€79) b T=T(g,€,0'0,507N) B

N €
M 0 =

(@1_50<3
36y

T > max{cy(cg, N)exp(exp (c1(og, N)A(N, g, (¢/3) exp(dor)))) ,r}
Ziilz37% 013, 5 1 [T —t0,2T —to] HFEL,

max |((s+iT)-g(s)|<e
|s—so|<or
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D
N <§
1-6 3

%’:ﬁf\:?i&f@ 0< 5 < 60 L:;ﬁj‘bﬁz bﬁ‘o Z :.T, CQ(O’Q,N),Cl(O'Q,N), A(N,g, (5/3) eXp((SoT)) &iﬁ%ﬂ’\]
BERTHY, M(7) = max|,_g | [((s +i7)| TH 5.

M(r)

Z DRI, Selberg 7 7 20D L BIRICHRR S AL (2], B TR XHICE T % Riemann ¥ — & BIEUIRS
95V EREEEHE TS EZ STV [12].
—7J7, Garunkstis [3] l& Good [6] DFEEZHWS Z itk b (E2) icBIT 2R 2157,

Theorem 1.5 ([3, Corollary 2]). 0 <& < 1/2, r = 0.0001 &3 3. g(s) &M |s| <0.06 THEHWH»D
maX‘S‘SO'OG |g($)| <1 iﬁ&bﬁotj‘é Dk %,

log ¢ (3 + 3 + ir) —g(s)
oo |s|<r 4

1
lim inf meas {7‘ €[T,2T] : sup

> exp(—e'?)

NI RVASR

SWEZ 3 &, Garunkstis IZIEFFICERE 72254 R T, Riemann ¥ — X B O @I EH O FHEREE D
TRZRD 2 Z WLz, ZoFEEZHV, Pkt e Paikowski [11] 13 Riemann ¥ — & B o B il Lz
B3 % E w723 215 TH D, Sourmelidis & Steuding [13] ZREMIIIHEZ T — X — X2 D D Hurwitz
X — X B O E I B U BRI RERTWS. LA LRSS, (BE2) ICBE T 285 R I3EE 2
LMY T, 2D 3ODERDOATH 5. A#HTIE, Dirichlet L BI$ D Hybrid RIS &E M EHICE S5 R
FROFEZ 1572 2 & 2 L.

2 FR
FREFITDOWTIRR B AN, Hkf & Patikowski DS [11] IZDWTEHKT 5.

Theorem 2.1 ([11, Theorem 1.3]). 0<r<1/4, AeRw=1/4-r, K={seC:|s-(3/4+i\)|<r} &F
5. X512, n23%HARE, 0<e <1,

el&

1

L+ (n-1)(3+2N\)(55(n+1) + 1L8)\«

1ogT2217exp(E(exp(2w (n-1)( a )(55(n + 1) w)) .
w €

95 ZOLE,

meas {7’ € [T,2T] : sup ‘C(s +1i1) = C (s + 117)
seK n

T ((exp(%+(n—1)(3+2/\)(55(n+1)+%)))i)
dexp - .

2w

i A RVASR
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Z OfEFIZ, Riemann ¥ — X B A A ZBHICE X SRR TH 2. L, D FRD n ITKIEL
727U, Riemann PR D IO Z LA [11] TERENATWVS. CORMREHE AT, THRERIXTH .

Theorem 2.2 ([10, Corollary 1.7)). ¢ & L, k=1,...,¢- 1IN L, xx % mod ¢ @ Dirichlet 5 ¥
U, 0, 2 0<0,<1 %2358 F 5. R=0.06, §=0.039, r<0.0001 &L,

1
I_Rp_

0= 4—eﬁ =0.0483933...,

logﬁ

Vi)

@i ) 9 1
a(r) = 0300 +3+§(1_45)(Z_T)

s [(1-45)(E =) Ty [(1-15) (X -r)
2 1-4r 2

35 k=1,...,q- 11X, gr(s) & |s| < R TR L T 5. ¢, 61, p E <1, 2.006e1 <1,

2
2 (-45)(E-» B
2alr) ’ p—42 max max |gi(s)|+6
€ 5e03log” p  1sk<q-1]s]<0.06

>

B TIEOR T4, 2Dk X,

1
lim inf Tmeas {7’ €[T,2T]: max sup

3
log L i _
T—eo 1sk<g-1 g/, 08 (5+ R Xk) gk (s)| <&,
I
HT—qu -0, < 51} >ee@Dr 5,
2m

A D 37D,

Remark 2.3. Theorem 1.5 ¥ Theorem 2.2 X2 ¥, FROTER(EDESD Z 22K D3, ZDMEI,
Theorem 1.5 ZEFENEHHRKTWRVWZ ICERT 2. 205 Db, Garunkstis i&, 14 T XA —&X—%
HAL [3, Theorem 1] Z/RL, BRI T X=X —DEEELS Z 2 X D, Theorem 1.5 #FFFHL T\ 5.
El%5, Theroem 1.5 W ERBDTHS. T X —&X—HKIE, Theorem 2.2 THTETWB H 5504513
R,B,re,p 2 WO EBEEZTVA. HlZ1F, Garunkstis 1%

—pﬂ4 S1.84 00 1)

563 log” p 1-4R
B p > 355901 Eilif=T 85 X — & — p ZHA LTS, Garunkstis & [3] ICBWT, f=0 LIS LT
W5, LHrLEDS, §=0TEHERALWV. 28456, =0T 5L (1) DFFRT

3.5

563 log” p 218 1-4R &)
YD, [3]1cH3 E 51 R=0.06, = 0.0001 1252 &, 6§ 13K 0.0482685 & h A=<, (2) #ii=T p Ol
A BT 5 2, 0.0168733 < p< 1 F71F, 1< p<59.2652 107 5. LIAsoT, 228 p > 355091 127 &
BODTHE. UEED, Dl d >0 THBZRDEDRDH 57289, ZDEZM R T Theorem 1.5 125 % RE%
HHERTORWDOTHS. L, TNEHRA TS TEEHR P CIUIEZTIZL L.

—77T [11] 1%, [3] D FROERDIETT e 47T MR 5. 2Dz, Theorem 2.2 13, [11] ZZHIZ L THEW

L7 TRTH 5. BRRRETRIE, [10] Z R TIELW.
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3 W ohnfpE

AERRTTEF BRI, (3], [6] DFEE MWV S. Theorem 2.2 Z/RT 2012, FTERD 3 20@mEERT Z LI
%5,
Proposition 3.1. ¢ % 1 ¥ 3F M FT5. x & q 2E 35 Dirichlet 1552 L, 8,7, R 0<r< R< 1/4,
0<B+R<1/4,r<de " 27T HEBLTS. 7L,
soi B8
log 5%
TH5. X612, g(s) % |s| < R TEAIZ L,

3.42 PP
1-4R ~ 5e3log? p

M := max|g(s)|+ 1.5+
[s|<R

YL, p>355991T% ¥ ¥ 5. COLE, HBEFEHG,, p<p, prqHEEL,

g(s)—-(—-Ejlog(l-Xﬁﬂli;;ffi))
p 4

p<p
M . 3 3logp 3
(% _ 1) p5 log g P IOg/) p(1—46)(%—7") p(1—45)(%—2r) logp

<

3
=
=
<
J

(Y
N
A

wwmqﬂhﬂ@f

p<Q p*
55, 7270, QeN,seCThHbB. ZDEE, RDMENK Y ILD.

Proposition 3.2. q1,...,qx Z q1 <+ <qg ZWilzT 1 EF2EFERe L, k=1,...,KI1ZXL, xx & mod gy
@ Dirichlet iz 5. 0<r<3,0<e<l &F5. ZDLE,
<g}

3 . 3
meas4 max max logL(s+ 1 +27'7Xk) -logLg (s+ 1 +1T, Xk)

1<k<K |s|<r
¢*(ax) log” Q
>2T|1-051K— =
g (0.25—r) Qo252
23,
1.02(0.75+7 —872
Q > max{exp(q%), 355991}, T > e
DL EWD LD,

Proposition 3.3. ¢ &2 L, xi (k=1,...,¢q-1) % mod ¢ ® Dirichlet f§f5¥ 3 5. p > 355991,
50<V<p<Q, qg<Q,

V(%)% (¢-1DQ (241(q -1)Q+ 434(& -(q- 1))logq +217(q - 2)loglogq) <logT
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YU k=1,,q-1,p<p U, A 2832, 2512, r<1,0<0,<1,1.003c, <1253, 20
v,

maxXx max
1<k<q-1 |s|<r

, , —2miA(®)
E:k%(l_ x%p))_Ezbg L Xa(p)e B
pSQ pS+Z+’L’T pS+—

p<p 4

Vi)

€1
<_
2

log
e

2T

Eifired T e[T,2T] OWER Ley TV (0D ) B LTH 5.

Proposition 3.1 &, TEM 7 Good DIEREH NS Z 2 TRT Z 2K 3. Proposition 3.2 1%, &M
7% Montgomery-Vaughn DA% ]\, Dirichlet 23D 2 Fe M1 % @ NS LIS 2 2 e 5K 5.
Proposition 3.3 1%, BRI Weyl @ criterion T# % Koksma Dl %2 B ICHLR L7z fiEE W5 Z &
&b, AT B 2 AR S, MIWEFELE R, 21D [10] 2 RTIELL.

4 SHICDOWT

ZZFETHEALFHFOTERD, Remark 2.3 2[R &, RIKESTHETIHH LZNAELFRIUTH L. 2020
KRV DT, 5D UHMALGEZE . FIEZ DHERIE, Garunkstis DFER [3] & Dirichlet L BBUHL
RL &S B oTHD AR TITRV., EoBi, REHREEZ T X — X —12% D Hurwitz ¥ — X B
DOERMETEHETH 5. Huwitz £ —XBEUE, 0 <a <1 ITHL,

1
(n+a)s

(s0)= 3
n=0

TEHEXNZBETH 5. Riemann ¥ — X BEEDR; L FEIZ, 0 > 1 THOSICRE L, X 5122 FHEIOHE HEIE
B IRNHERET 5 & ¥ BHOK D . A BITBIZ, ((5,1) = C(5), C(5,1/2) = (2° = 1)C(s) 1072 5 T & 5353
5. Lo Ta=1/2,1 D Z, FEMEEHPMDILDOZ EDEDS . a 2EBED L 2%, Voronin < Bagchi
% Gonek 12X D, {log(n+ @) }nez., 25 Q L= TH 2 HFEZ A, BEEEHIFAHIA TS, Zh
T, — AN {log(n + @) bnezoy 23 Q E—ZTHNAIT72 & R WREIEL o 1SR LT, ((s, o) OE e AL
BHTERVDPE WS & Z 5 TidRWV. AEE o =p/qicxf L, Hurwitz ¥ — X BEIZRD X 5 12 Dirichlet L
BRI TEL 23k 5:

P\_ ¢ —
(s 5) S I XL

7272 L, FE2TD mod g D Dirichlet #6iE% b7 5. ZDFHEL, 21 Dirichlet L BIED hybrid RIRHF
EBHEEHEHAGDES Z2I2ED, a WEHEDOEE D Hurwitz ¥ — 2 IO EEEHEIAT 2 Z e n
Hk%. Lizdio T, o T A MEIR B E 5 X — & =128 D Hurwity ¥ — X O EETH
5. B, B [9) PREIEIE E T X — X112 D Hurwitz ¥ — X B O HEE TR 2187253, ek
WKREoTWRW. ZOXSBHERNPS, ERNET Tu—F B3RS DTRLVWREEZTHD 0N, E
M7 Hybrid RS EMEEMTH 5. ERNALT Ta—F & LT, ROKELD 5.

Theorem 4.1 ([10, Theorem 6.5]). K % D(1/2,1) iZ&¥Nhd 3> 7 M THEEIERELREST, g(s)
% K LT, 220 K ORI CTEAIRBEBE T35, ae(0,1) 2L, (ap)neny € (0,1] % lim, sooap = & F
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5. b1, FoNEie>0 @:;WLL, HAEH C(E) >0 Zﬁﬁﬁ:‘b,

1
li%ninf lim sup meas {7’ € [T,2T] : sup|C(s +iT,an) — g(s)| < 8} >c(e) >0

o nooo seK
DD LDIR 51T,
lim inf %meas {7‘ € [T,2T] :sup|((s +ir,a) — g(s)| < 5} >0
oo seK
R WRVASS

B, o W T % 55 o, T, (s, ) D FRBREFEDS vy ITHRIFE T —HRICFHICT X725, ((s,0) DF
EPEEFAVGEEAC % 5. AHECRBIIE 2 AL RS 28 3 X< TWwE 7D, AHEE T X —
& —12H D Hurwitz ¥ — X B O EEEEHD FRRZEEE T 557 M Lichr o722 05 D23, JLA DERET
H5. L LEDS, Theorem 2.2 THIZTRIENRI X=X —IEKFELTLE-> TS, WILLELID
FERD 51, R E 5 X — & —12d D Hurwitz ¥ — X B O E@ MG R 720 2 v 5 o 238K
Ths.

—J7, B E T X — & —12% D Hurwitz ¥ — X B &2 E mANICHHI S 2 2 & S RETH 5
5. R, FEHZBUE, BB E T A —& —12d D Hurwitz ¥ — 2 EBOE RN 281 @I D AT
W3, ZOEFESRSAHICHBEICIE, AR TV P LTHICHTWE A5 LFHERIADTID
AT S,

HEF

AREE, 2025 £ RIMS $LFRIBFZE (INBERD) TR GR © 2 DR ToOFEEFIC/ER L7z DTY.
FHHOM S Z P& D) T LM AR ORBIE, AR U BT %3, Riffgeix, JSPS BIrg
Rilrge S5 25KJ1412 OB 223 -3 D TF

BE R
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