
ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

01
63

2v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 1

9 
A

ug
 2

02
4

Almost sure upper bound for a model problem for

multiplicative chaos in number theory

Rachid Caich

August 20, 2024

Abstract

The goal of this work is to prove a new sure upper bound in a setting that can
be thought of as a simplified function field analogue. This result is comparable
to a recent result of the author concerning almost sure upper bound of random
multiplicative functions. Having a simpler quantity allows us to make the proof
more accessible.
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1 Introduction

Let (X(k))k>1 be a sequence of independent standard complex Gaussian random vari-
ables, where the real and imaginary parts of X(k) are independently distributed like
real Gaussian random variables with mean 0 and variance 1

2 . Consider a sequence of
random variables (A(n))n>0 defined by the formal power series identity

exp

(+∞∑

k=1

X(k)√
k

zk
)

=

+∞∑

n=0

A(n)zn. (1)

Let P be the set of the prime numbers, a Steinhaus random multiplicative function is
obtained by letting (f(p))p∈P be a sequence of independent Steinhaus random variables
(i.e distributed uniformly on the unit circle {|z| = 1}), and then setting

f(n) :=
∏

pa||n
f(p)a for all n ∈ N,

where pa||n means that pa is the highest power of p that divides n. In two recent papers
([7] and [2]), the sequence of random variables (A(n))n>0 has been interpreted as an
analogue to the Steinhaus random multiplicative function.
Recently, there has been much focus regarding the moments and almost sure bounds for
the mean values of random multiplicative functions. For the lower bound, Harper [5]
proved, using a Multiplicative Chaos techniques, that for any function V (x) tending to
infinity with x, there almost surely exists arbitrarily large values of x for which

∣∣Mf(x)
∣∣ ≫

√
x(log2 x)

1/4

V (x)
. (2)
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where Mf(x) :=
∑

n6x f(n). Here and in the sequel logk denotes the k-fold iterated
logarithm. In [4], Harper proved when x → +∞

E

[∣∣Mf(x)
∣∣
]
≍

√
x

(log2 x)
1/4

. (3)

This discrepancy of a factor
√
log2 x between the first moment and the almost sure

behaviour is similar to the Law Iterated Logarithm for independent random variables.
For this reason Harper conjectured that for any fixed ε > 0, we might have almost
surely, as x → +∞

Mf (x) ≪
√
x(log2 x)

1/4+ε (4)

(see the introduction in [5] for more details). The author in [1] proved

Mf(x) ≪
√
x(log2 x)

3/4+ε. (5)

In [7], Soundararajan and Zaman were motivated by the outcome and examined the
moments of A(n), revealing that they resemble those in the random multiplicative func-
tions. They proved the analogue of (3), that we have

E[|A(n)|] ≍ 1

(logn)1/4
.

More recently, in [2], Gerspach, proved the analogue of (2) that for any function V (n)
tending to infinity with n, there almost surely exist arbitrarily large values of n for which

|A(n)| > (logn)1/4

V (n)
.

The main goal of this paper is to prove the analogue of the almost sure inequality (5).

Theorem 1.1. Let ε > 0. Let (A(n))n>0 as defined in (1). We have almost surely, as
n tends infinity

A(n) ≪ (logn)
3

4
+ε. (6)

We aim to enhance and simplify the demonstration of theorem 1.1 given in [1], in the
case for the Steinhaus and Rademacher multiplicative function. Our objective is to
create a gentle proof for those seeking a comprehensible grasp of the theorem in the
context of this model.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Notation

Let’s start by some definitions. Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probabilistic space. We call a filtration
every sequence (Fn)n>1 of increasing sub-σ-algebras of F . We say that a sequence of
real random variables (Zn)n>1 is submartingale (resp. supermartingale) sequence with
respect to the filtration (Fn)n>1, if the following properties are satisfied:
- Zn is Fn measurable
- E[|Zn|] < +∞
- E[Zn+1 | Fn] > Zn (resp. E[Zn+1 | Fn] 6 Zn ) almost surely.
We say that (Zn)n>1 is martingale difference sequence with respect to the same filtration
(Fn)n>1 if
- Zn is Fn measurable
- E[|Zn|] < +∞
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- E[Zn+1 | Fn] = 0 almost surely.
An event E ∈ F happens almost surely if P[E] = 1.
Let Z be a random variable and let H1 ⊂ H2 ⊂ F some sub-σ-algebras, we have

E
[
E
[
Z
∣∣H2

] ∣∣H1

]
= E

[
Z
∣∣H1

]
.

2.2 Some properties

We follow the notations of Soundararajan and Zaman in [7]. Let (X(k))k>1 be a sequence
of independent standard complex Gaussian random variables. By a partition λ we mean
a non-increasing sequence of non-negative integers λ1 > λ2 > ..., with λn = 0 from a
certain point onwards. We denote by |λ| = λ1+λ2+λ3..., and for each integer k > 1 we
denote by mk = mk(λ) the number of parts in λ that equal to k. With this notations,
let

a(λ) :=
∏

k>0

(
X(k)√

k

)mk 1

mk!
, (7)

we have then

exp

( +∞∑

k=1

X(k)√
k

zk
)

=
∑

λ

a(λ)z|λ|,

thus, for every n > 0

A(n) =
∑

|λ|=n

a(λ).

Note that for a standard complex Gaussian Z, we have

E
[
ZnZ

m]
=

{
n! if n = m,
0 otherwise.

It follows that if λ and λ′ for two different partitions

E
[
a(λ)a(λ′)

]
= 0.

If λ = λ′ then

E
[
|a(λ)|2

]
=

∏

k>0

1

kmkmk!2
E
[
|X(k)|2mk

]
=

∏

k>0

1

kmkmk!
.

Thus

E
[
|A(n)|2

]
=

∑

|λ|=n

E
[
|a(λ)|2

]
=

∑

|λ|=n

∏

k>0

1

kmkmk!
= 1.

The final step is derived from the well-known formula for calculating the number of
permutations in the symmetric group Sn whose cycle decomposition corresponds to the
partition λ.
One can study A(n) through the generating function. Note that by Cauchy’s Theorem,
for n 6 R, we have

A(n) =
1

2πi

∫

|z|=1

FR(z)
dz

zn+1

where

FR(z) := exp

( ∑

k6R

X(k)√
k

zk
)
. (8)

We start our proof by stating some tools.
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Lemma 2.1. (Borel–Cantelli’s First Lemma). Let (An)n>1 be sequence of events. As-

suming that
∑+∞

n=1 P[An] < +∞ then P[lim supn→+∞ An] = 0.

Proof. See theorem 18.1 in [3].

Lemma 2.2. Let Z = (Zn)16n6N be a complex martingale difference sequence with
respect to a filtration F = (Fn)16n6N . We assume that for each n, Zn is bounded almost
surely. Furthermore, assume that we have |Zn| 6 Sn almost surely, where (Sn)16n6N

is a real predictable process with respect to the same filtration. We set the event Σ :={∑
16n6N S2

n 6 T

}
where T is a deterministic constant. Then, for any ε > 0,

P

[{∣∣∣∣
∑

16n6N

Zn

∣∣∣∣ > ε

} ⋂
Σ

]
6 2 exp

(−ε2

10T

)
.

Proof. See lemma 3.13 in [1].

Lemma 2.3. Let R > 1 be a real number and FR(z) as in (8). Uniformly for 1/2 6

q 6 1 and 1 6 r 6 e1/R, we have

E

[(
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

|FR(re
iθ)|2dθ

)q]
≪

(
R

1 + (1− q)
√
logR

)q

.

Proof. See proposition 3.2 in [7].

3 Reduction of the problem

The goal of this section is to reduce the problem to something simple to deal with. We
want to prove that the event

A :=
{
|A(n)| > 4(logn)3/4+ε, for infinitely many n

}

holds with null probability. We adopt the reasoning from [1] and set Xℓ to be equal to

2ℓ
K

, where K = 25
ε . It suffices to prove that the event

B :=

{
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

|A(n)|
(log n)3/4+ε

> 4, for infinitely many ℓ

}

holds with null probability. We set

Bℓ :=

{
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

|A(n)|
(logn)3/4+ε

> 4

}
.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1 using Borel-Cantelli’s First Lemma 2.1, it is enough to
establish the convergence of the series

∑
ℓ>1 P

[
Bℓ

]
.

Arguing as Lau–Tenenbaum–Wu in [6] in the proof of lemma 3.1 and recently in [1]
at the beginning of Section 5.1, we consider for every j > 0

yj =

⌊
2ℓ

K

ej/ℓ

2KℓK−1

⌋
and ỹj :=

2ℓ
K

ej/ℓ

2KℓK−1
.

Let J be minimal under the constraint yJ > Xℓ which means

Jℓ = J := ⌈KℓK log 2⌉ ≪ ℓK . (9)
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Note that ℓK = 1
log 2 logXℓ ≍ logn ≍ log yj for any n ∈]Xℓ−1, Xℓ] and 1 6 j 6 J .

Let n ∈]Xℓ−1, Xℓ], we start by splitting A(n) according to the size of λ1 and mλ1
(λ),

we divide A(n) to
A(n) = A0(n) +A1(n) +A2(n) +A3(n)

where
A0(n) :=

∑

|λ|=n
λ16y0

a(λ), A1(n) :=
∑

|λ|=n
λ1>y0

mλ1
(λ)=1

a(λ),

A2(n) :=
∑

|λ|=n
λ1>y0

mλ1
(λ)=2

a(λ) and A3(n) :=
∑

|λ|=n
λ1>y0

mλ1
(λ)>3

a(λ).

Now we set, for each r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}

B(r)
ℓ :=

{
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

|Ar(n)|
(logn)3/4+ε

> 1

}
.

Note that

Bℓ ⊂
3⋃

r=0

B(r)
ℓ ,

thus, to prove
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
Bℓ

]
converges, it suffices to prove

∑
ℓ>1 P

[
B(r)
ℓ

]
converges, for all

r ∈ {0, 1, 2, 3}.

4 Convergence of
∑

ℓ>1 P[B(0)
ℓ ] and

∑
ℓ>1 P[B(3)

ℓ ].

Let’s start first by dealing with B(0)
ℓ .

Lemma 4.1. The sum
∑

ℓ>1 P[B(0)
ℓ ] converges.

Proof. We have

E
[
|A0(n)|2

]
=

∑

|λ|=n
λ16y0

E
[
|a(λ)|2

]
=

∑

|λ|=n
λ16y0

∏

k

1

kmkmk!
.

(10)

Arguing as Soundararajan and Zaman in [7], the right side of (10) is the coefficient of zn

in the generating function exp
(∑

k6y0
zk/k

)
. Since the coefficients of this generating

function are all non-negative, for any r > 0 we conclude that

E
[
|A0(n)|2

]
=

∑

|λ|=n
λ06y0

∏

k

1

kmkmk!
6

1

rn
exp

( ∑

k6y0

rk

k

)
. (11)
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By choosing r = exp(1/y0) and since Xℓ−1 < n 6 Xℓ, we get

E
[
|A0(n)|2

]
6

exp

(∑
k6y0

ek/y0

k

)

en/y0

6

exp

(∑
k6y0

e
k

)

exp(Xℓ−1/y0)

6
exp

(
2e log y0

)

exp(Xℓ−1/y0)

6
y2e0

exp(Xℓ−1/y0)
6

22eℓ
K

exp
(
2c ℓK−2

)

where c is an absolute constant. Thus, by Markov’s inequality

P[B(0)
ℓ ] 6

∑

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

1

(log n)1/2+2ε
E
[
|A0(n)|2

]
6

2(2e+1)ℓK

exp
(
2c ℓK−2

) .

It follows that the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P[B(0)
ℓ ] converges.

Lemma 4.2. The sum
∑

ℓ>1 P[B(3)
ℓ ] converges.

Proof. We have

E
[
|A3(n)|2

]
=

∑

|λ|=n
mλ1

(λ)>3
λ1>y0

E
[
|a(λ)|2

]

6
∑

y0<k6n/3

1

k3

∑

|λ|=n−3k
λ16k

E
[
|a(λ)|2

]
.

Since, for every k, n > 1

∑

|λ|=n−3k
λ16k

E
[
|a(λ)|2

]
6

∑

|λ|=n−3k

E
[
|a(λ)|2

]
6 1,

we get

E
[
|A3(n)|2

]
6

∑

y0<k6n/3

1

k3
≪ 1

y20
.

Thus,

P[B(3)
ℓ ] 6

∑

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

1

(log n)1/2+2ε
E
[
|A3(n)|2

]
≪ 2ℓ

K 22KℓK−1

22ℓK
=

22KℓK−1

2ℓK
.

It follows that the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P[B(3)
ℓ ] converges.
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5 Upper bound of P[B(1)
ℓ ]

In this subsection, we give a bound of P[B(1)
ℓ ]. We consider the filtration

{
Fk

}
k>1

, where

Fk is the σ-algebra generated by {X(1), X(2), ..., X(k − 1)}. We set the convention
a(λ) = 0 for every |λ| < 0. We have

A1(n) =
∑

|λ|=n
λ1>y0

mλ1
(λ)=1

a(λ) =
∑

y0<k6n

X(k)√
k

∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ).

Note that
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ) is independent from X(k) and depend only of X(i) with i < k.

Note, as well

E

[
X(k)√

k

∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣Fk

]
= E

[
X(k)√

k

∣∣∣∣Fk

] ∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ) = 0.

Thus A1(n), as defined in section 3, is a sum of martingale differences. Recall that
yj ≍ yj−1, we set

V (n) :=
∑

y0<k6n

1

k

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

. (12)

We define

Ṽ (n) :=
∑

16j6J
n
yj

>ℓ100K

∑

yj−1<k6yj

1

k

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

(13)

and we set

V (n, yj) :=
1

yj

∑

yj−1<k6yj

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

. (14)

Note that the number of j such that n > yj and n
yj

6 ℓ100K is less than 100Kℓ log ℓ+1.

We have then
V (n) 6 Ṽ (n) + (100Kℓ log ℓ+ 1) sup

n
yj

6ℓ100K

n>yj

V (n, yj)

6 C0

(
Ṽ (n) + ℓ log ℓ sup

16j6J
V (n, yj)

)

where C0 is a constant depend only on K. Let

T (ℓ) = ℓ10 and T1(ℓ) :=
T (ℓ)

ℓ log ℓ
. (15)

We set the events

T (ℓ) =: T =

{
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

V (n) 6 2C0T (ℓ)ℓ
K/2

}
(16)

and

Tn = Tn(ℓ) :=
{
V (n) 6 2C0T (ℓ)ℓ

K/2

}
. (17)

7



We define finally the following probabilities

P
(1)
ℓ := P

[
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

16j6J

V (n, yj) > T1(ℓ)ℓ
K/2

]
(18)

and

P̃
(1)
ℓ := P

[
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

Ṽ (n) > T (ℓ)ℓK/2

]
. (19)

It is clear that P[T ] 6 P
(1)
ℓ + P̃

(1)
ℓ , where T is the complement of T in sample space.

5.1 Bounding P̃
(1)
ℓ
.

The objective of this section is to establish the convergence of the summation
∑

ℓ>1 P̃
(1)
ℓ .

Lemma 5.1. The sum
∑

ℓ>1 P̃
(1)
ℓ converges.

Proof. Using the same argument as in the inequality (11), we have, for any r > 0

E

[∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2]

6
1

rn−k
exp

( ∑

m<k

rm

m

)
.

In particular for r = e1/k, we have

E

[∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2]

6
k6

exp
(
n−k
k

) =
ek6

exp
(
n
k

) .

By using Markov’s inequality and the observation that T (ℓ) > 1, we can derive a bound
by utilizing the inequality yj 6 X2

ℓ , we get

P̃
(1)
ℓ 6

1

ℓk/2

∑

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

∑

16j6J
n
yj

>ℓ100K

∑

yj−1<k6yj

1

k
E

[∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2]

6
1

ℓk/2

∑

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

∑

16j6J
n
yj

>ℓ100K

∑

yj−1<k6yj

ek5

exp
(
n
k

)

6
1

ℓk/2

∑

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

∑

16j6J
n
yj

>ℓ100K

∑

yj−1<k6yj

e210ℓ
K

eℓ100K

≪ ℓK/2213ℓ
K

eℓ100K
.

We deduce that the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P̃
(1)
ℓ converges.

5.2 Bounding P
(1)
ℓ

The goal of this subsection is to give a bound of P
(1)
ℓ . To do so, we follow exactly the

same steps as Section ?? in Chapter 1. We have for all 1 6 j 6 J

V (n, yj) 6 Uj :=
1

yj

+∞∑

r=0

max
yj−1<β6yj

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16β

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

8



and

V (n, y0) 6 Uj :=
1

yj

+∞∑

r=0

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16y0

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

Let

Ij :=
1

2πỹj

(
ỹj
ỹ0

)−1/ℓK ∫ 2π

0

∣∣Fyj (e
iϑ)

∣∣2dϑ.

Define S to be the event
{
Ij 6

T1(ℓ)
1/2

ℓK/2 for all 0 6 j 6 J
}
and Sj :=

{
Ij 6

T1(ℓ)
1/2

ℓK/2

}
.

Now we have

P
(1)
ℓ 6 P

[ ⋃

06j6J

{
Uj >

T (ℓ)ℓK/2

ℓ log ℓ

}⋂{
Sj−1

}]
+ P

[
S
]

6

J∑

j=0

P

[{
Uj >

T (ℓ)ℓK/2

ℓ log ℓ

}⋂{
Sj−1

}]
+ P

[
S
]
.

Let start by treating

P̃j := P

[{
Uj >

T (ℓ)ℓK/2

ℓ log ℓ

}⋂{
Sj−1

}]
.

By Markov’s inequality, we have

P̃j 6 P

[{
Uj >

T (ℓ)ℓK/2

ℓ log ℓ

} ∣∣∣∣
{
Sj−1

}]

6
ℓ log ℓ

T (ℓ)ℓK/2
E
[
Uj

∣∣Sj−1

]
.

We will need the following lemmas

Lemma 5.2. Let r > 1 be a fixed integer. The sequence

(∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16β

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
)

β

is a sub-

martingale with respect to the filtration
(
Fβ

)
β
, where Fβ is the σ-algebra generated by{

X(k); k 6 β
}
.

Proof. Let r > 1 and β > 0. By using the fact that
∫
zndP = 0 for all n > 1 (which is

equivalent to say E[(X(β + 1))n] = 0), we have

E

[∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16β+1

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣Fβ

]
=

∫ ∣∣∣∣
∑

n>0

(
z√

β + 1

)n ∑

|λ|=r−n(β+1)
λ16β

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣dP

>

∣∣∣∣
∫ ∑

n>0

(
z√

β + 1

)n ∑

|λ|=r−n(β+1)
λ16β

a(λ)dP

∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16β

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣.

This ends the proof.

We have the analogue of Lemma ?? in Chapter 1.
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Lemma 5.3. For ℓ large enough, the sequence (Ij)j>0 is supermartingale with respect
to the filtration (Fyj )j>0.

Proof. We have

E
[
Ij

∣∣Fyj−1

]
=

1

2πỹj

(
ỹj
ỹ0

)−1/ℓK ∫ 2π

0

E

[∣∣Fyj (e
iϑ)

∣∣2 ∣∣Fyj

]
dϑ

=
1

2πỹj

(
ỹj
ỹ0

)−1/ℓK ∫ 2π

0

E

[∣∣∣∣ exp
( ∑

yj−1<k6yj

X(k)√
k

eikϑ
)∣∣∣∣

2]∣∣Fyj−1
(eiϑ)

∣∣2dϑ

=
1

2πỹj

(
ỹj
ỹ0

)−1/ℓK

exp

( ∑

yj−1<k6yj

1

k

)∫ 2π

0

∣∣Fyj−1
(eiϑ)

∣∣2dϑ

In the sake of readability, we set

bj := e−1/ℓ

(
ỹj

ỹj−1

)−1/ℓK

exp

( ∑

yj−1<k6yj

1

k

)

By collecting the previous computations together, we find

E
[
Ij

∣∣Fyj−1

]
6 bjIj−1.

To end the proof it suffices to prove that bj 6 1. Recall that
ỹj

ỹj−1

= e1/ℓ. For ℓ large

enough, we have

bj = e−1/ℓ

(
ỹj

ỹj−1

)−1/ℓK

exp

( ∑

yj−1<k6yj

1

k

)

= exp

(
− 1

ℓ
+

−1

ℓK+1
+

∑

yj−1<k6yj

1

k

)

= exp

( −1

ℓK+1
+O

(
1

y0

))

Recall that y0 = 2ℓ
K

2KℓK−1 . Thus, for large ℓ, we have bj 6 1. It follows then that

E
[
Ij

∣∣Fyj−1

]
6 Ij−1.

Using Lemma 5.2, followed by Lemma ?? for r = 2

E
[
Uj

∣∣Sj−1

]
=

1

yj

+∞∑

r=0

E

[
max

yj−1<β6yj

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16β

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2 ∣∣Sj−1

]

6
4

yj

+∞∑

r=0

E

[∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16yj

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2 ∣∣Sj−1

]

≪ E
[
Ij

∣∣Sj−1

]
.

Now by using Lemma 5.3 we have E
[
Ij

∣∣Fj−1

]
6 Ij−1. Thus we have

E
[
Uj

∣∣Sj−1

]
≪ E

[
Ij

∣∣Sj−1

]
= E

[
E
[
Ij

∣∣Fj−1

] ∣∣Sj−1

]
6 E

[
Ij−1

∣∣Sj−1

]
6

T1(ℓ)
1/2

ℓK/2
.
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Thus, we get at the end

J∑

j=1

P̃j ≪
J∑

j=1

T1(ℓ)
1/2

ℓK/2

ℓ log ℓ

T (ℓ)ℓK/2
≪ T1(ℓ)

1/2ℓ log ℓ

T (ℓ)
=

√
ℓ log ℓ

T (ℓ)1/2
. (20)

Recall that T (ℓ) = ℓ10 (see (15)), we have
∑

ℓ>1

√
ℓ log ℓ

T (ℓ)1/2
converges.

Let’s deal with P
[
S
]
.

We define A :=
{
I0 6

T
1/4
1

(ℓ)

ℓK/2

}
.

Lemma 5.4. For ℓ large enough, we have P
[
S
]
≪ 1

(T1(ℓ))1/6
.

Proof. Indeed, we have

P
[
S
]
6 P

[
max
06j6J

Ij >
(T1(ℓ))

1/2

ℓK/2

∣∣∣∣A
]
+ P

[
A
]
.

Recall, by Lemma 5.3, the sequence (Ij) is supermartingale. Thus by lemma ??, we
have

P

[
max
06j6J

Ij >
T

1/2
1 (ℓ)

ℓK/2

∣∣∣∣A
]
6

ℓK/2

(T1(ℓ))1/2
E
[
I0

∣∣A
]
6

1

(T1(ℓ))1/4
.

The second part of the lemma follows easily from Markov’s inequality and Lemma 2.3
for R = y0 and q = 2/3. We have then

P

[
I0 >

T1(ℓ)
1/4

ℓK/2

]
6

ℓ
K
3 E[I

2

3

0 ]

T1(ℓ)
1

6

≪ 1

T1(ℓ)1/6
.

Proposition 5.5.
∑

ℓ>1 P
(1)
ℓ converges.

Proof. By gathering Lemma 5.4 and inequality (20), we get

P
(1)
ℓ ≪ 1

(T1(ℓ))1/6
.

Since T1(ℓ) =
T (ℓ)
ℓ log ℓ ≫ ℓ8. Thus

∑
ℓ>1 P

(1)
ℓ converges.

5.3 Convergence of
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
B(1)
ℓ

]

In this section, we follow the same steps as in [1] in section 6.8.

Proposition 5.6. The sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
B(1)
ℓ

]
converges.

Proof. We have

P
[
B(1)
ℓ

]
6 P

[ ⋃

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

{ |A1(n)|
(log n)3/4+ε

> 1

}⋂
Tn

]
+ P

[
T
]

6
∑

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

P

[{ |A1(n)|
(logn)3/4+ε

> 1

}⋂
Tn

]
+ P

[
T
]

11



By Proposition 5.5 and Lemma 5.1, the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
T (ℓ)

]
converges. By applying the

Lemma 2.2, and since by assumption Kε = 25, we have then

P

[{ |Ar(n)|
(log n)3/4+ε

> 1

}⋂
Tn

]
6 2 exp

(−C2ℓ
3K/2+2εK

ℓK/2T (ℓ)

)

6 2 exp

(
− C2ℓ

K+44

)

where C2 > 0 is an absolute constant. Finally, by using Lemma , we get

P
[
B(1)
ℓ

]
≪ exp

(
log 2ℓK − C2 ℓ

Kℓ44
)
+ P

[
T
]

Thus the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
B(1)
ℓ

]
converges.

6 Upper bound of P[B(2)
ℓ ]

In this subsection, we give an upper bound of P[B(2)
ℓ ].

6.1 Preliminaries.

We start by some results.

A2(n) =
∑

|λ|=n
λ1>y0

mλ1
(λ)=2

a(λ) =
∑

y0<k6n/2

X(k)2

k

∑

|λ|=n−2k
λ1<k

a(λ).

Note, as in Section 5, A2(n) is a sum of martingale difference with respect to the same
filtration (Fk)k>1. By following the same steps as in Section 5, the problem is reduced
to study

W (n) :=
∑

y0<k6n/2

1

2k2

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−2k
λ1<k

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

6
1

2y0

∑

y0<k6n

1

k

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k/2

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

.

We set

V (2)(n) :=
∑

y0<k6n

1

k

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k/2

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

.

One can see that V (2)(n) is similar to V (n) introduced in (12) with a little difference

over the sum. We define the analogues of Ṽ (n) and V (n, yj):

Ṽ (2)(n) :=
∑

16j6J
n
yj

>ℓ100K

∑

yj−1<k6yj

1

k

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k/2

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

12



and

V (2)(n, yj) :=
1

yj

∑

yj−1<k6yj

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=n−k
λ1<k/2

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

.

We have then as it was done in (5)

V (2)(n) 6 C0

(
Ṽ (2)(n) + ℓ log ℓ sup

16j6J
V (2)(n, yj)

)

where C0 is an absolute constant. We set the events

T (2) = T (2)(e ≪) :=

{
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

V (2)(n) 6 2C0T (ℓ)ℓ
K/2

}
(21)

and

T (2)
n = T (2)

n (ℓ) :=

{
V (2)(n) 6 2C0T (ℓ)ℓ

K/2

}
. (22)

We define finally the analogue probabilities as in (18) and (19)

P
(2)
ℓ := P

[
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

16j6J

V (2)(n, yj) > T1(ℓ)ℓ
K/2

]
(23)

and

P̃
(2)
ℓ := P

[
sup

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

Ṽ (2)(n) > T (ℓ)ℓK/2

]
. (24)

It is clear that P[T ] 6 P
(2)
ℓ + P̃

(2)
ℓ .

Lemma 6.1. The sum
∑

ℓ>1 P̃
(2)
ℓ converges.

Proof. Is the same proof as Lemma 5.1.

On the other hand, we have

V (2)(n, yj) ≪ U
(2)
j :=

1

yj

+∞∑

r=0

max
yj−1<β6yj

∣∣∣∣
∑

|λ|=r
λ16β/2

a(λ)

∣∣∣∣
2

By following exactly the same steps of Section 5.2 we get the analogue of Proposition
5.5.

Lemma 6.2. For sufficiently large ℓ, we have

P
(2)
ℓ ≪ 1

T1(ℓ)1/6
. (25)

Furthermore, since T1(ℓ) ≫ ℓ8, the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
(2)
ℓ converges.

We have, as well

Lemma 6.3. The sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
T (2)(ℓ)

]
converges.
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6.2 Convergence of
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
B(2)
ℓ

]

This section is similar to 5.3.

Proposition 6.4. The sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
B(2)
ℓ

]
converges.

Proof. We have

P
[
B(2)
ℓ

]
6 P

[ ⋃

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

{ |A2(n)|
(logn)3/4+ε

> 1

}⋂
T (2)
n

]
+ P

[
T (2)

]

6
∑

Xℓ−1<n6Xℓ

P

[{ |A2(n)|
(logn)3/4+ε

> 1

}⋂
T (2)
n

]
+ P

[
T (2)

]
.

Recall that T (ℓ) = ℓ10, which gives the convergence of the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
T (2)(ℓ)

]
by

Lemma 6.3. By applying the Lemma 2.2, and since W (n) 6 V (2)(n)/y0, we have then

P

[{ |A2(n)|
(logn)3/4+ε

> 1

}⋂
T (2)
n

]
6 2 exp

(−C2y0ℓ
3K/2+2εK

ℓK/2T (ℓ)

)

6 2 exp

(
− C2y0ℓ

K+44

)

where C2 > 0 is an absolute constant. We have at the end

P
[
B(2)
ℓ

]
≪ exp

(
log 2ℓK − C2 y0ℓ

Kℓ44
)
+ P

[
T (2)

]
.

Thus the sum
∑

ℓ>1 P
[
B(2)
ℓ

]
converges.
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