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1. Introduction. The object of this paper is to investigate the distri-
bution of the nontrivial zeros, near the real axis, of quadratic L-functions.

Interest in the zeros of Dirichlet L-functions close to the real axis is well
documented. For example, see [1]-[3], [7], [9]-[11]. For instance, if x is an
odd quadratic character, then the zeros of L(s, x) close to s = 1/2 influence
the size of the class number of the complex quadratic number field asso-
ciated with y. Also, if x is the nonprincipal character modulo 4, then the
location of the “first” zero of L(s,x) in the critical strip has a bearing on
how the primes are distributed in the residue classes 1 and 3 mod 4, respec-
tively, and in particular, on a phenomenon first observed by Chebyshev [4]
concerning the discrepancies in the distribution of primes in different residue
classes. Roughly speaking, there are “more” primes congruent to 3 mod 4
than congruent to 1 mod 4.

In this paper, let K(s) be a complex function such that |K(1/2 + it)]
is a rapidly decreasing function of ¢ > 0. Moreover, let a(x) be its Mellin
transform as defined in the next section. Define

-1 —7d? 2 (2o
Ficla. D) = (K (1)) X e P S K (9D,
d0 o(d)
where g ranges over the nontrivial zeros of L(s, x4), the Dirichlet L-function

associated with the Kronecker symbol x4 = (d/-). Under the Generalized
Riemann Hypothesis, we show that

FK(O[’ D)
_ -1+ (3K (3) T D 2a(D ) log D + o(1) if |o] < 1,
0+ o(1) if 1 <|al <2
as D — oo.
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Notice that this so-called “form factor” correlates the distance of the
nontrivial zeros to the real axis rather than correlating the distance between
pairs of such zeros, as first investigated by H. L. Montgomery [6] for the zeros
of the Riemann zeta function.

This result is a major improvement over that in [9] where we obtained
information for |a| < 2/3 only. Our new result shows a discontinuity in Fi
at @ = 1. We shall see that this discontinuity is related to the phenomenon
of Chebyshev mentioned above but in a more general setting.

We then give two corollaries to the main result. One of the corollaries
implies that for quadratic L-functions, the nontrivial zeros near the real
axis are “sparser” than the expected number of such zeros. This is in direct
contrast to the zero-distribution when all Dirichlet L-functions are taken
into account. The other corollary implies that not more than 6.25% of all
integers d have the property that 1/2 is a zero of L(s, xq). As far as we
know, no quadratic L-function has been found with a zero at 1/2. If any
exist, then more than likely the density of such d would be 0.

2. Preliminaries. In this section we prove a number of lemmas which
will be needed in the proof of our main theorem. We assume that K(s) is
an analytic function in the strip —1 < Rs < 2 such that

c+oot
a(z) = S K(s)z™%ds
is absolutely convergent for —1 < ¢ < 2 and for all z > 0, K(1/2 + it) =
K(1/2 —it), and a(x) is continuously differentiable, of bounded variation,
real-valued, and of compact support on the interval (0, co). More specifically,
we assume a(x) = 0 outside [A, B] for some 0 < A < B < oco. Finally, we
recall the identity

LEMMA 1. ), e /Y = y 4+ 0(1) as y — oco. (Here >4 denotes the
sum over all nonzero integers d.)

Proof. This is an immediate result of the transformation formula for
theta functions (see [5]).

LEMMA 2. >, e~ /Y 1og |d| = ylogy + O(y) as y — .

Proof. First, we write

Z e~y log|d| = logyz:e_mﬂ/y2 + Z e~y log|d/yl|.
d d d
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By Lemma 1,

logy Y e ™/ = ylogy + oflogy)
d

as y — 00. On the other hand, by Riemann—Stieltjes integration,

oo

ST ogafy] =2 | eI log(u/)
d
=2 S ™™/ log(u/y) du
1

-2 | eIV Jog(u/y) d{u).

1-

In the first integral, let v = u/y; then

2 S e~ /Y log(u/y) du = 2y S e~ log v dv
1 y*l
<2y S e~ logvdv < y.
0

In the second integral we integrate by parts:

oo

-2 | ™™ /Y og(u/y) d{u}

211

= [~2{u}e™ ™"/ log(u/y)|32 +2 g {u} d(e™™ /7" log(u/y))

=2 log(1/y) + 2 S {ue™™ *ly
=

Ar T 2,2
- —;T S {uYue™™ /Y log(u/y) du
Y

1-

gdu

u

o [ee]
d
=2 S {Uy}eﬂ”’2 %} — 4 S {vy}ve*”2 log v dv + O(logy)
y-1 y-1
< logy.

This establishes the lemma.
LEMMA 3.

Z e—ﬂ-dQ/yz _ Iy1/2 _ 1/2 + O(y—1/2)
d=0
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as y — 0o, where I = (1/4)n~ Y4 (1/4), and Y ,_ denotes the sum over
those d which are square integers.

Proof. Using Euler—-Maclaurin summation, we have

o0

Z e/ = S e~ ™Y gy — [E1(u)6_m4/y2]80
d=0 0
T 4 2 >
=B 3e—mut/y }
- | Z Bt 0
co 8 2,6 6 2
- SBz(U)< 7r4u - ﬂg >em4/y2 du,
Y Yy

0

where B1(u) and By(u) are the first and second periodic Bernoulli functions,
i.e. Bi(u) = {u} —1/2 and Ba(u) = {u}? — {u} +1/6. We evaluate the first
integral by making the substitution ¢t = 7u*/y?, obtaining

S efvru‘l/deu _ iﬂfl/4y1/2 S eftt—3/4 dt = iﬂfl/4p(1/4>yl/2.

0 0
Next notice that

— 4, 2 o _ W o]
—[Bi(u)e ™ V5 = —1/2, [ZBz(mu?’e_” /v } =0.
Yy 0

Finally in the second integral we let v = u*/y? obtaining

oo 87246 6mru2
S Ba(u) <7T4 = ﬂg >e‘”“4/92 du
b Y Y

S (2o <87r2(y24v)3/2 _6r(y U>1/2>e_miy1/2v_3/4 d
Yy

2
b Y

=0(y™'").
This establishes the lemma.

LEMMA 4. As x — oo,

1y (1)..1/2 o(z'/?) unconditionally,
Zp: ap*/a)logp = 5K (3)27/7 + { O(z'*log? ) assuming R.H.

Here Zp denotes the sum over primes and R.H. denotes the Riemann Hy-
pothesis.

Proof. Notice that

oo

S a?/2)logp = | a(u?/x) do(u),

p 0
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where 0(u) =Y _. logp. We write 6(u) = v + E(u). Then

g a(u?/z) df(u) = g a(u®/x) du + S a(u?/z) dE(u).

By letting v = u?/z, we get
S a(u?/z) du = %wlﬂ S a()v™ 2 dv = %K(%)mlﬂ.
0 0
On the other hand, recalling that a(z) has compact support in (0, 00), we
get
| a(u?/2) dB(u) = [E(u)a(u® /2)]5 — | E(u) da(u®/z)
0 0
2 oo o
=—— S E(u)d' (u?/z)udu = — S E(Vzv)d (v) dv.
x
0 0
By the Prime Number Theorem (P.N.T.) we have E(u) = o(u), whence
E(\/zv) = o(\/zv). Thus,

oo

S E(Vxv)d (v)dv = o(acl/2 Osoa'(v)vl/2 dv) = o(z'/?).

However, if we assume the Riemann Hypothesis, then F(u) < ut/? log? u,

in which case
oo oo

S E(Vzv)d (v)dv < z'/4 S v/ *log?(zv)d (v) dv < M/ *log? z.
0 0
Thus the lemma is established.

LEMMA 5.
o(x unconditionally,
Z a(p/z)logp = K (1) + { 0((21/2 log® )  assuming R.ij
P
as r — o0.
Proof. We have
> alp/x)logp =\ a(u/z)db(u)
p 0
= S a(u/z) du + Sa(u/x) dE(u).
0 0

On one hand,
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On the other hand,

[e.e] o0

| a(u/z) dE(u) = [a(u/2) E(u)]§® — | E(u) da(u/z)
0 0
17 ,
=-= S E(u)ad (u/x)
0
= — S E(zv)d' (v) dv
0
Now, by P.N.T.,

S E(zv)d (v)dv = o<x S va'(v) dv) = o(x),
0 0

whereas, assuming R.H.,

o0 [ee]

S E(zv)d (v) dv < x1/? S v/ log?(zv)d (v) dv < /% log? z.
0 0

This establishes the lemma.

LEMMA 6. As x — o0,

p\logp 1\,.1/2 o(z1/?) unconditionally
= = K(= )
Zp: a<x> VP (3)a""+ { O(log® z) assuming R.H.

Proof. First notice that

T2

p

RE
-

On one hand,

oo

Ogoa,() \}a du = z'/? | a(v)T dv = K (1)2'/2,

0
On the other hand,

oga@) \}a dE(u) = — C;SOE(U) d(a(Z)u—lﬂ)

§ E(u)a(z>u—3/2 du — % S

0

DO | =

E(u)a’<u>u_1/2 du
x
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[ee) (oo}

= 1:):*1/2 S E(zv)a(v)v™32 dv — z~1/? S E(zv)d' (v)v™ 2 dv

2
0 0

= o(z'/?)  unconditionally, and
< log?z  assuming R.H.

Thus the lemma, is proved.

LEMMA 7. As x — oo,

p\logp o(1) unconditionally,
Zp:a<x> p K©0)+ {O(m1/2 log?z) assuming R.H.
Proof. First notice that

T

p

Tt
0
O§a<z>idu+ Ea@u dE(u).

Now,
j“@idu = {o™ = (0
Also
Vol 2)gm = = e a(a(£))
_ OgE <Z>u‘2 du — ;OgE(u)a/@)u—l "
_1y ~

=o(1 unconditionally, and
= O(z~"?log?xz) under R.H.

This establishes the lemma.

LEMMA 8. As x — o0,

2 .
p°\logp o(1) unconditionally,
Za( T > p 2 K(0) + { O(z='/*log*z) assuming R.H.
P
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Proof. Notice that

T(2)-

p !
git

Q

But then

T ruA\ 1 1T dv 1
0 0
On the other hand,

}(f)i dB(w) = — | E(w) d(a(f)u‘l)

z~1/? OSO E(Vzv)a(v)v ™% dv

0
— /2 S E(vav)d (v) o2 dv
0

=o(1) unconditionally, and
<z Y*%1og?x  assuming R.H.

Thus the lemma follows.

LEMMA 9. As x — oo,

Z a(p/x)p1/2 log? p < 23/ 1og x.
P

Proof. We have

> a(p/x)p'/?log’p =

p

a(u/z)u'? log(u) do(u)

a(u/z)u’?log(u) du

o0

+ S a(u/z)ut’?log(u) dE(u).
0
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On one hand,

S a(u/z)u'? log(u) du = z3/? S a(v)vt/?log(xv) dv < 2*/*log .
0 0
On the other hand,
S a(u/z)u'?log(u) dE(u) = — S E(u) d(a(u/z)u/?log u)
0 0
= — % E(u)d (u/z)u’?log(u) du

E(u)a(u/z)ut? log(u) du

1 o0
- 5331/2 S E(2v)a(v)v™ 2 log(zv) dv
0

—z/? S E(zv)a(v)v™2 dv
0
< 23/? log x.

This establishes the lemma.

3. The main theorem. Let x and D be positive real numbers. We
are interested in the distribution of the nontrivial zeros, ¢ = 3 + i with
v small, of the L-series, L(s, xa), where x4 denotes the Kronecker symbol
(d/-). More specifically, we consider the expression

z:e—wdz/D2 ZK(Q)QUQ'
d

o(d)

The inner sum is over all the nontrivial zeros of L(s, x4) and the other sum
is over all nonzero integers. In essence we are averaging o(d) I (0)z? over
those d which are in absolute value < D. For technical reasons we use the
weighting >, e=m4*/D* ingtead of >_|dj<p» Which simplifies the calculations
at one point in the proof of the main theorem below where the Poisson
summation formula is applied.
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THEOREM. If x = o(D), then as r — oo,
Zefwdz/D2 ZK(Q)QUQ
d o(d)
— 1K (3)Da'? + IK(1)2D? + a(1/x)Dlog D
+ o(Dz'/?) + O(min(zD, Dlog Dlog z)) + O(z*/?log z).
Assume the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis (G.R.H.). Then as x, D — oo,
> e K (o)t
d o(d)
—3K(3)Dz'/? + IK(1)2DY? 4 a(1/2)Dlog D
+ O(Dz'?log ) + O(min(zD, D log D log x))

+ O(23/? log ) if x = o(D),
O(zlog? ) + O(Dz'/3log? z) + O(D3/?) if D = o(x).
The statements are also true for x = 1, provided we replace O(min(zD,

Dlog Dlogx)) by O(D).
In all the statements the implied constants depend only on K(s).

Proof. We use the explicit formula

Y K(o)z? = K1) E(xa)e — Y aln/x)A(n)(d/n)
o(d) n=1

+ a(1/x)log(|d|/m) + O(min(z,log |d|log z)).

See, for example, [8]. Here E(x) = 1 or 0 according as x is principal or not.
Then

Ze‘“dQ/DQZK(g)xQ:A—i—B—i—C—i—O,
d o(d)

where

A=Kz Y B(xae ™",
d

Z (n/z)A Ze_“dg/Dg(d/n),

d

(1/93)2 P 1og|d] /),
0= O(min (xZe_”d /D2,10ga:26_”d2/D2 10g]d|)).
d d

By Lemmas 1 and 2, O = O(min(zD,DlogDlogz)) as D — oo. By
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Lemma 3,
A=K()x Z o md*/D? _ IK(l)xD1/2 _ %K(l)x—l—O(l‘D—l/Q),
d=0
as D — oco. By Lemma 2,
C =a(l/z)Dlog D + O(D),

as D — oo.
Now consider B. We decompose B as B = By + By + B3 + B4 where

B == X alpfa)lozp 3 e/ /),

p
By == a(p?/x)logpy_ e /D",
p d
By =Y a(p?/x)logp Y e /7",
p d,p|d
Bi=— Y a(™/x)logpy_ e ™ /P (d/pm).
p™, m>3 d

Since a(p™/x) = 0 unless p™ /x € [A, B], and by Lemma 1, we see

B, <« Z a(p /a:|logpzze_7rd/D2

pm,m>3
<D Z (p™/z)|logp < Dx*/?log .
pm,m>3

Next, notice that

Bs = Za(p2/x) logpz:e_””"ﬂpQ/D2 = Za(p2/93) logp(D/p + o(1))

= O(D) + O(z'/?)

by Lemmas 1, 4, and 8.
By Lemmas 1 and 4,

- (-4
- 450

assuming R.H., Whlle

)22 +0(z'*log? 2)) (D + o(1))
)Dz'/? + O(2/?) + O(Dx'/*log® x)

3)z'/? +o(@!/?))(D + o(1))
)Dz'/? + O(2/?) + o(Da/?)

unconditionally.
Finally we consider B;. We consider two cases.
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CASE 1: z = o(D). We use the Pélya—Vinogradov bound on character
sums as follows:

ST dp) < ‘
d

oo
< D™ 2p!/? log p S ue= /D qy
0

e 1P 4( " (d/p) )|

d<u

S (d/p)d(e P

0 d<u

log p S ve ™ dy < p/?logp.
0

= pl/?

But then by Lemma 9,

B < Z alp/z)p'?log? p < /% log x.
P

CASE 2: D = o(x). In this case we assume G.R.H. By the transformation
formula for theta functions (see e.g. [5]),

P D m —7rm2D2/2
By =-)» al=]logp— <)e LN
1= <f€) ¢ \/252 p

P m

We now write By = By1 + B + Bi3, where

Bll—_DZ < >logp Zeﬂrszz/pz’

m=0
B12—DZ ( >logp Z efwmQDz/pi
"
B13——DZ < )1(255) ;j (Z)e—ﬂ’m2D2/P2_

By Lemmas 3, 5, 6, and 7 (and assuming R.H.),

oo )T
ID1/2Z ( >Iogp+lDZ ( >l(z§]3p

o)
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= —IK(1)D'?z + K (1) D2'/? + O(D'?2'/? log’ z)
+ O(Dlog? z) + O(D3/?).

Next, we have

B12 _ DZ ( >10gp Z e*ﬂ'm4p2D2

10gp 1 1/2.
< |D ( > < DY
‘ Z N
Finally, we consider Bis. Since a(u) = 0 if u > B, we see

_ 22 2 2 logp m
Bis <« D e DY/(BeT) a<p> ()‘
> (k)

m#0 P
We claim that, under G.R.H.,

for m < z. For,

S (055 (5) - 10) (2 (5)w)

p

= | S m/p) togpd(afufzyu=?)
0

| > (m/p)logpa(ufeyu®/?du
0

0 p<u
1x_1/20§ > (m/p)logpa(v)v=>/2 dv
2
0 p<zv
zV2\ Y (m/p)logpd vy~ dv
0 p<zv
< log® ma,

since under G.R.H.

Z(m/p) logp < z'/?log® mz
p<z

221
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for m <« x, as readily follows as in [5]. But then

B3 <D Z e~ DY (BR) 1602 ;g < zlog®(x%/D).

m

This proves the main statements of the Theorem. The case where x = 1
follows immediately from the identity

> K(o)=a(1)logld|+O(1) as |d| — oc.
o(d)

The Theorem is now established.

We now set £ = D® and define

Filo, D) = D70 3T (K () S KD
d#£0

Then as an immediate corollary to the Theorem, we have

COROLLARY 1. Assume G.R.H. Then as D — oo,

FK(Oz,D)
_ 1+ (3K(L) T D 2a(D=) log D+ o(1) if |a| <1,
0+ o(1) if 1<]al <2.

The implied constants depend only on the kernel K.

Notice that we obtained information about Fk for |a| < 2 only, even
assuming G.R.H., because of our very rough estimate on the sum Bj3 in the
proof of the Theorem. However, we would expect that F(«, D) = o(1) for
all |a > 1.

The Theorem remains valid if K(s) is replaced by the usual weighting
K(s) = 1/s, in which case a(x) = jo,1)(7), the characteristic function of
the unit interval. The only changes in the proof of the Theorem occur in
the error estimates in Lemmas 7 and 8, which do not affect the results in
the statement of the Theorem. If we assume G.R.H. and divide by 2'/2, the
Theorem then takes the following form:

Z 6—7rd2/D2 ﬁ
a o@ ©
—D 4 Iz'2DY? 4 2=1/2Dlog D + O(z log® )
={ +0(Dz~1logx) + O(min(z'/?D,2~/2Dlog Dlog x)) if z = o(D),
O(z'/?1og?® ) + O(Dz~ /% logz) + O(D3/2z=1/?) if D = o(x).
Since Y, exp(—nd?/D?) is asymptotic to D, we see, roughly speaking, that
on average (over d),
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27 logd +o(logd) ifx=1 as d — oo,
=< —1+o0(1) if = o(d) as T — 0o,
o@ 0+o(1) if d =o(z), x = o(d?) asx — occ.

By examining the proof of the Theorem we see that

D~ 1g=1/2 Z e~/ D? Z logp+ D1~ 1/? Z e~md*/D* Z(d/p) log p
d0 p2<z d0 p<z
_J140(1) ifz=o0(D),
T 10+0(1) if D=o(z), z=o0(D?),
as x — oo. But
D-1lyp—1/2 Z o~ md*/D? Z logp=1+o0(1)
d#£0 p2<zx

as D,z — oo. Thus by our Theorem,

D*lmfl/Z Z ef7rd2/D2 Z(d/p> logp

d#0 p<z
_JO0+40(1) ifz=o0(D),
T\ =1+0(1) if D=o(x), z=o0(D?),
as x — o00. This shows that, roughly speaking, on the average over d # [J,
there is a preponderance of primes < x which are quadratic nonresidues
mod d for x between d and d? (probably all z = d%, a > 2 fixed, based on
our predicted behavior of F («) for |a| > 2); whereas for x less than d the
residues and nonresidues mod d are more or less evenly distributed.

4. Applications. We now investigate the distribution of the nontrivial
zeros of L(s, x4) which are close to the real axis.

COROLLARY 2. Suppose r(«) is an even function defined on (—o0,00)
such that its Fourier transform,

m(a) = S r(u)e 2™ du,

—00

exists and has support in [—2,2] and that Siooo ar(a)da converges. Then
under G.R.H., and as D — oo,

DS e (b () Y Ko (1Y)
d

o(d)

—9 OSO (1 - Sin%“)r(a) da + o(1),

2o

— 00

where the implied constant depends only on the kernel K.
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Proof. By Corollary 1 and since 7(«) is supported in [—2, 2],

oo

S Fg(a,D)r(a) da
= | (=g i@+ (3K (3)) ' D/a(D™)log D)7(a) da + o(1),

where £[_ 1] is the characteristic function of [-1,1]. But

[o@) o oo .
~ sin 2ma

S é[—Ll](a)?(a) do = S f[_lyl] (a)r(a)da =2 S
On the other hand,
| D2a(D=)F(a)da = | (D~*/a(D~")) r(a) da.

—00 — 00

r(a) da.

2ma

But

(D=*a(D™)" = | D=2a(D7P)e ™0 dp.
By a change of variable t = D™, this last integral equals

S a(t)t1/2+27ria/log D @
t

1
log D

0

N dt 17 , dt
logD§a() t+logD§a() ( )t

Notice that

, logt
g2rie/log D _ 1 — exp <2m' o8 a> -1

log D
. logt . logt
=2 2 0.
malogD exp < i log D >
for some 6, between 0 and «. Therefore
- logt
t27rza/logD -1
< log D %

so that

T dt «
S a<t)t1/2(t27ria/logD - 1)7 < 5
B t log® D

where the implied constant is independent of o and D. Therefore,

log D
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O§ (D=%2a(D™)r(a) dex
= logD (3) J r(a)da+ O <log2 S ar(a) da>
1 Nt 1
= s D (3) _Lr(a) da+0<log2D>
Thus,

N sin 2o
=9 1— -
_S}O( o )r(a)da—i—O(l D)
Consequently,
T N T sin 2ma
L Fg(a,D)r(a)da = Soo <1 ~ % )r(a) da + o(1).
On the other hand,
S Fg (o, D)r(«) da
-1 —wd?/D? T iy lo oy
— (K(3)D) e K (g) | s Pia) da
d o(d) —50
1 1 -1 —7nd?/D? vlog D
= (3K(3)D) > e > K(o)r 5 )
d o(d)

since %(oz) = r(—a) = r(«). This establishes the corollary.

If we had considered the nontrivial zeros of all Dirichlet L-functions,
then (1 — sin27a)/(27a) in the corollary would have been replaced by 1.
Thus for quadratic L-functions, the nontrivial zeros near the real axis are
sparser than on the average so that in some sense they are “being repelled”
from the real axis.

The next application gives an upper bound on the number of d’s for
which L(1/2, xq) = 0.

COROLLARY 3. Suppose 1/2 is a “zero” of L(s,xq) of multiplicity mq
> 0. Assuming G.R.H.,

1 D
Ze_mF/DdeSD—l—O( > as D — oo.
y 8 log D
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Proof. Choose a kernel K with R(K(1/2 + it)) > 0. Let A\ € (1,2]
and r(u) = (sinwAu/(wAu))?. A direct computation shows that 7(a) =
A2 max(\ — |a|,0). From the proof of Corollary 2,

GrED) S e S Ko TER) = | Ficta D)t do.
d Q(d) —00
By Corollary 1, we have
| Fr(a, D)) da
= | (—guu@+ (3K ()" D**a(D™)log D)7(a) da + o(1)
:—% S(A—\a\)da+ (%K(%))_llogD S D=2q(D™)7(a) da + o(1)

2o a2 T o)

1 1 1
= — — — 2/\ = — .
ot T(O)+O(logD> )\2+O<logD>

On the other hand,

X Fg(a,D)r(a) da
— 2 /2 i 2 lOgD) 2
— (L (Y\D 1§:e—nd/D§:KQ(Sm(2'Y )
(2 (2) ) - e ( ) %’ylogD
Therefore,

2 —7Td2/D2
2 S,
D d

= (3K(3)D) D™ S K(o)

d o(d)
o=1/2
- in (371log D)\”
<(ARMD)'S e /PP NT K (o (Sm(z’yg)
GERD) Y > k(i
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By taking A = 2, we have
2 _ d2/D2 ]_ ].
= Q <-4+0 .
Dge ma =g <logD>

Multiplying by D/2 establishes the corollary.

REMARK. Since my is always even, this corollary implies that L(1/2, x4)
= 0 for at most 1/16 of all d’s.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Professor Hugh L. Mont-
gomery for bringing this problem to our attention.

Added in proof. Since the acceptance for publication of this paper,
the BAMS article of N. Katz and P. Sarnak appeared in Bull. Amer. Math.
Soc. 36 (1999), 1-26. Their article contains the statement of our Corollary
2. (A proof different from ours may be found in the appendix of an early
unpublished version of their BAMS article.)

Several months later, we had communication with Peter Sarnak in which
he offered some input concerning our article. We would like to thank Pro-
fessor Sarnak for reading our manuscript and offering improvements which
we have tried to realize in this article’s final form.

Also, it has been brought to our attention that Sarnak’s Ph.D. student
K. Soundararajan has proven unconditionally that L(1/2,x4) = 0 for at
most 1/8 of all d’s.
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