
ON GOLDBACH NUMBERS IN SHORT INTERVALS
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Abstract. Assuming the Riemann Hypothesis, we prove that for all x ě 2, there exists at least one even

integer within the interval px, x` 123 log2 xs, that can be expressed as the sum of two primes. This result is

an improvement over the recent work of Cully-Hugill and Dudek, who obtained the constant 9696 instead

of 123.

1. Introduction

One of the most famous open problems in number theory is the Goldbach conjecture. It states that every

even number greater than 2 can be written as a sum of two primes. Although the conjecture still remains

open, a significant amount of progress has been made towards it. One of them is the big breakthrough

achieved by Helfgott [9], building on work of Vinogradov, who proved the weak Goldbach conjecture - the

statement that every odd number greater than 5 can be written as a sum of three primes.

Since the original Goldbach conjecture still seems to be out of reach, it is natural to ask on how short

intervals we can exhibit a number that is the sum of two primes. To make this precise, the notion of a

Goldbach number has been introduced - this is a positive integer that is the sum of two odd primes. The

Goldbach conjecture is the statement that there is a Goldbach number in any interval px, x ` 2s for any

x ą 4. If we consider the interval px, x ` Hs, how small can we take H and still ensure the existence of a

Goldbach number in our interval?

Using strong unconditional results on zeroes of L-functions due to Gallagher [8], Montgomery–Vaughan

[14] were able to prove that there is a Goldbach number in the interval px, x`x
7
72 `εq. Assuming the Riemann

Hypothesis (RH), the first result on Goldbach numbers in short intervals was obtained by Linnik in [13],

where he proved that rx, x` log3`ε xs contains a Goldbach number for sufficiently large x. Later, Katai [12]

and Montgomery–Vaughan [14], improved the interval independently to rx, x ` Hs where H “ Oplog2 xq,

and with x still sufficiently large. The order of H hasn’t been improved since.

In a recent paper [7], Cully-Hugill and Dudek made the method of Montgomery and Vaughan explicit.

This allowed them to prove that there is a Goldbach number in the interval px, x` 9696 log2 xs for all x ě 2,

assuming RH. The heart of their proof lies in finding an explicit bound for an integral, first studied by

Selberg in [18]. For x ě 1 and δ ą 0, it is defined by

Jθpx, δq “

ż x

1

`

θpp1 ` δqyq ´ θpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy, (1.1)

where θpxq “
ř

pďx log p. Assuming RH, Cully-Hugill–Dudek proved that Jθpx, δq ă 202δx2 log2 x, for

x ě 108 and δ P p0, 10´8s. Their method focuses on bounding the second moment of the logarithmic

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11M26, 11P32.

MVH is supported in part by Grant 334466 of the Research Council of Norway.

1

ar
X

iv
:2

51
2.

23
53

4v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 2

9 
D

ec
 2

02
5

https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.23534v1


derivative of the Riemann zeta-function in the critical strip, which they control explicitly via Selberg’s

moment formula.

The purpose of this paper is to improve on the interval px, x ` 9696 log2 xs. We establish the following

result.

Theorem 1. Assume RH. Then there is a Goldbach number in the interval px, x` 123 log2 xs for all x ě 2.

Ultimately, we will deduce Theorem 1 from an explicit bound for Jθpx, δq, like Cully-Hugill–Dudek.

However, our approach for bounding this quantity differs significantly from theirs. We work directly with

the zeros of the Riemann zeta-function, employing the explicit formula for the Chebyshev function ψpxq “
ř

nďx Λpnq, where Λpnq is the von Mangoldt function defined by Λpnq “ log p if n “ pk for a prime p and

k P N, and Λpnq “ 0 otherwise. Then, we use an averaging technique introduced by Saffari and Vaughan in

[17], to bound1 explicitly

Jψpx, δq :“

ż x

1

`

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy. (1.2)

The rest of the proof is then devoted to pass from Jψpx, δq to Jθpx, δq which is a surprisingly more delicate

process than one would anticipate. This seems to be mainly because we are working with primes in short

intervals.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we present several explicit estimates for some

objects related to the Riemann zeta-function and its non-trivial zeros. Section 3 is devoted to establishing

an explicit bound for Jψpx, δq through the averaging method. Building upon this result, in Section 4 we

derive a bound for Jθpx, δq by carefully analyzing the associated error term. In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1

as a consequence of the explicit estimate for Jθpx, δq. Finally, in Section A we write an appendix with some

explicit bounds for certain sums of prime numbers that appears in our proof.
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2. Lemmas related to the Riemann zeta-function and its zeros

Let ζpsq be the Riemann zeta-function, and assume RH, i.e. all non-trivial zeros of ζpsq have the form

ρ “ 1
2 ` iγ where γ P R.

Lemma 2.1. Assume RH. Then, for 1 ď σ ď 2 and |t| ě 100 we have2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
pσ ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4 log |t|.

1In fact, in [17], it is proved that Jψpx, δq ! δx2 log2p2{δq for x ě 4 and 0 ă δ ď 1.
2We should mention that one can do better - the classical conditional bound for the logarithmic derivative of the Riemann
zeta-function at the point 1 ` it is Oplog log tq. The best explicit result is given by the authors and Simonič in [5, Theorem 5],

but this is only useful when t is really large.
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Proof. We adopt Backlund’s approach from [1], where he established bounds for |ζpσ ` itq|. Let N ě 3,

1 ă σ ă 2 and |t| ě 100. By the Dirichlet series representation of ζ 1{ζ, and integration by parts, one can see

that

´
ζ 1

ζ
pσ ` itq “

N´1
ÿ

n“1

Λpnq

nσ`it
´
ψpN´q ´N

Nσ`it
`
N1´pσ`itq

σ ` it´ 1
` pσ ` itq

ż 8

N

ψpyq ´ y

yσ`it`1
dy. (2.1)

Let us bound each term on the right-hand side of (2.1). By [11, Lemma 10] we get
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

N´1
ÿ

n“1

Λpnq

nσ`it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

N´1
ÿ

n“1

Λpnq

n
ď logpN ´ 1q ´ γ `

1.3

log2pN ´ 1q
.

We now proceed to bound the other terms appearing in (2.1). First we observe the trivial bound

|N1´pσ`itq{pσ ` it´ 1q| ď 1{|t|. To bound the two terms involving ψ, we recall an explicit conditional

bound of the error term in the prime number theorem (see [19, Theorem 10]): for all y ě 73.2 we have

|ψpyq ´ y| ď
?
y log2 y{8π. Thus, if N ‰ pk and N ě 74, we have

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ψpN´q ´N

Nσ`it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
log2N

8π
?
N
.

We bound the last term as follows
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pσ ` itq

ż 8

N

ψpyq ´ y

yσ`it`1
dy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
|σ ` it|

8π

ż 8

N

?
y log2 y

y2
dy “

|σ ` it|

4π

ˆ

log2N ` 4 logN ` 8
?
N

˙

.

So, since t ě 100 and 1 ă σ ă 2, we obtain
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pσ ` itq

ż 8

N

ψpyq ´ y

yσ`it`1
dy

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
1.001|t|

4π

ˆ

log2N ` 4 logN ` 8
?
N

˙

.

Thus, in (2.1),
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
pσ ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď logpN ´ 1q `
1.001|t|

4π

ˆ

log2N ` 4 logN ` 8
?
N

˙

´ γ `
1.3

log2pN ´ 1q
`

1

|t|
`

log2N

8π
?
N
.

Choosing N “ r|t|4s ` 1 we get
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
pσ ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4 log |t|.

Finally, by continuity we arrive at the desired result for 1 ď σ ď 2 and |t| ě 100. □

Lemma 2.2. Assume RH. Then, the following is true, where the sums run over the imaginary parts γ of

the non-trivial zeros of ζpsq.

(1) For |t| ě 4 we have

ÿ

γ

1

6 ` pt´ γq2
ď

log |t|

2
?
6
. (2.2)

(2) For |t| ě 100 we have

ÿ

γ

1
1
4 ` pt´ γq2

ď 9 log |t|. (2.3)

Proof. Letting s “ α` it, and taking the real part of the fractional decomposition of ζpsq (see [15, Corollary

10.14]) one has

ÿ

ρ

α ´ Re ρ

pα ´ Re ρq2 ` pt´ γq2
“ Re

ζ 1

ζ
psq `

1

2
Re

Γ1

Γ

ˆ

s

2
` 1

˙

´
log π

2
`

α ´ 1

pα ´ 1q2 ` t2
. (2.4)
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Using the inequality Re Γ1

Γ pzq ď log |z| for Re z ě 1
4 (see [4, Lemma 2.3]), it follows that for α ě 0 and t ‰ 0

Re
Γ1

Γ

ˆ

α

2
` 1 `

it

2

˙

ď log |t| ´ log 2 `
pα ` 2q2

2t2
.

Since RH holds, combining this and (2.4) we get

ÿ

ρ

α ´ 1
2

pα ´ 1
2 q2 ` pt´ γq2

ď Re
ζ 1

ζ
psq `

log |t|

2
´

log 2π

2
`

pα ` 2q2

4t2
`

α ´ 1

pα ´ 1q2 ` t2
. (2.5)

To prove (2.2), we let α “
?
6` 1

2 in (2.5) and using the fact that |
ζ1

ζ p
?
6` 1

2 `itq| ď |
ζ1

ζ p
?
6` 1

2 q| “ 0.1738 . . .,

and |t| ě 4 we conclude. To prove (2.3), we let α “ 1 in (2.5) and using that |t| ě 100 we obtain

ÿ

γ

1
1
4 ` pt´ γq2

ď 2Re
ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq ` log |t| ď 2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

` log |t|

Using Lemma 2.1 with σ “ 1 we conclude. □

Throughout the paper, we will encounter situations where we aim to compute the integral of |f ` g|2,

where the L2-norm of f and g by themselves are much easier to compute. To make this passage we shall use

the following inequality: for any η ą 0
ż b

a

|fpxq ` gpxq|2dx ď p1 ` ηq

ż b

a

|fpxq|2dx`

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙
ż b

a

|gpxq|2dx, (2.6)

which is an immediate consequence of the inequality px
?
η ´

y
?
η q2 ě 0.

Lemma 2.3. Assume RH. Then, for T ě 4 ¨ 1013 we have
ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď 0.8056 ¨ T.

Proof. Given x, y ě 2 and s “ 1 ` it with t ě 104, the unconditional formula [15, Eq. (13.35)] states that

ζ 1

ζ
psq “ ´

ÿ

ρ

pxyqρ´s ´ xρ´s

pρ´ sq2 log y
´

8
ÿ

k“1

pxyq´2k´s ´ x´2k´s

p2k ` sq2 log y
`

pxyq1´s ´ x1´s

p1 ´ sq2 log y
´

ÿ

nďxy

Λpnq

ns
wpnq, (2.7)

where wpnq is a function that satisfies 0 ď wpnq ď 1. Let us bound each term on the right-hand side of

(2.7). Since RH holds,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

ρ

pxyqρ´s ´ xρ´s

pρ´ sq2 log y

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

γ

pxyq
1
2 `iγ´s ´ x

1
2 `iγ´s

p 1
2 ` iγ ´ sq2 log y

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
x´ 1

2 py´ 1
2 ` 1q

log y

ÿ

γ

1
1
4 ` pt´ γq2

.

Thus, by Lemma 2.2 we arrive at
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

ρ

pxyqρ´s ´ xρ´s

pρ´ sq2 log y

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

˜

9x´ 1
2 py´ 1

2 ` 1q

log y

¸

log t :“ cx,y log t.

We estimate the next terms in (2.7) trivially as follows
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

8
ÿ

k“1

pxyq´2k´s ´ x´2k´s

p2k ` sq2 log y

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
0.3

t2
, and

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

pxyq1´s ´ x1´s

p1 ´ sq2 log y

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
2.9

t2
.

Inserting these bounds in (2.7) we arrive at

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq “ ´

ÿ

nďxy

Λpnq

n1`it
wpnq `O˚

ˆ

cx,y log t`
3.2

t2

˙

.
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for t ě 104. Now, we integrate from 104 to T (with 104 ď T0 ď T ), and by (2.6), for any η ą 0:

ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď p1 ` ηq

ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

nďxy

Λpnq

n1`it
wpnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt`

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙

O˚

˜

ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

cx,y log t`
3.2

t2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt

¸

. (2.8)

Applying the explicit mean value theorem in [6, Proposition 2.11], we get

ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

nďxy

Λpnq

n1`it
wpnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď
`

T ´ 104 ` 4.133
˘

ÿ

nďxy

ˆ

Λpnq

n
wpnq

˙2

` 8.265
ÿ

nďxy

n

ˆ

Λpnq

n
wpnq

˙2

.

Since |wpnq| ď 1, by (2) in Lemma A.1, the first sum is bounded by 0.8053, and the second sum is bounded

by
ř

nďxy
Λ2

pnq

n . Thus, writing xy “ eα, by Lemma A.2 we conclude that

ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

nďxy

Λpnq

n1`it
wpnq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď 0.8053T ` 4.1325α2 ´ 8 ¨ 103. (2.9)

Moreover
ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

cx,y log t`
3.2

t2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď 2

ż T

104
|cx,y log t|

2dt` 2

ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

3.2

t2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ă 2pcx,yq2T log2 T ` 7 ¨ 10´12. (2.10)

Letting y “ e2λ, with λ ě plog 2q{2, note that

p1 ` ηq4.1325α2 `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙

2pcx,yq2T log2 T “ 4.1325 p1 ` ηqα2 ` 40.5

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙ ˆ

1 ` eλ

λ

˙2
T log2 T

eα
.

In order to reduce the contribution from the above expression, we choose λ “ 1.278, and α “ log T . Then,

inserting (2.9) and (2.10) in (2.8) we get

ż T

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď p1 ` ηq0.8053T `

ˆ

4.1325 p1 ` ηq ` 522.295

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙˙

log2 T ` κn,

where κn “ ´p1 ` ηq8 ¨ 103 ` p1 ` η´1q7 ¨ 10´12. Finally, choosing η “ 10´4, using κn ă 0, and T ě 4 ¨ 1013,

the proof is done. □

Lemma 2.4. For 0 ă t ď 1
2 we have the unconditional bound

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq `

1

it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 2.635.

Proof. By the Laurent expansion

ζpsq “
1

s´ 1
`

8
ÿ

n“0

p´1qnγn
n!

ps´ 1qn, (2.11)

together with the bound |γn| ď 4pn´ 1q!{πn for all n ě 2 even, and |γn| ď 2pn´ 1q!{πn for all n ě 1 odd

(see [2]), we have for 0 ă t ď 1
2 (letting s “ 1 ` it),

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζp1 ` itq ´
1

it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď |γ0| `
ÿ

n even
ně2

|γn|

n!
tn `

ÿ

n odd
ně1

|γn|

n!
tn ă 0.578 ` 2

8
ÿ

n“1

1

np2πqn
` 2

ÿ

n even
ně2

1

np2πqn

“ 0.578 ´ 2 log

ˆ

1 ´
1

2π

˙

´ log

ˆ

1 ´
1

4π2

˙

ă 0.951.

5



Moreover, differentiating (2.11), we bound similarly as before to get
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1p1 ` itq ´
1

t2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď 4
8
ÿ

n“1

1

p2πqn
` 4

ÿ

n even
ně2

1

p2πqn
“

4

2π ´ 1
`

4

4π2 ´ 1
ă 0.862.

Thus

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq `

1

it
“

1{t2 `O˚p0.862q

1{it`O˚p0.951q
`

1

it
“
O˚p0.862tq `O˚p0.951q

1 `O˚p0.951tq
.

Therefore, for 0 ă t ď 1
2 :

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq `

1

it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
0.862{2 ` 0.951

1 ´ 0.951{2
ď 2.635.

□

Lemma 2.5. For any 0 ă δ ď 1 and any t ‰ 0 we have the bound
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p1 ` δq
1
2 `it ´ 1

1
2 ` it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď min

"

δ,
ℓ

|t|

*

,

where ℓ “
?
1 ` δ ` 1. In particular, assuming RH,

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p1 ` δqρ ´ 1

ρ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď min

"

δ,
ℓ

|γ|

*

,

for any non-trivial zero ρ.

Proof. Clearly
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p1 ` δq
1
2 `it ´ 1

1
2 ` it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ż 1`δ

1

x´ 1
2 `itdx

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď

ż 1`δ

1

x´ 1
2 dx ď δ.

On the other hand we also have,
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

p1 ` δq
1
2 `it ´ 1

1
2 ` it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

“

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ep 1
2 `itq logp1`δq ´ 1

1
2 ` it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ď
e

1
2 logp1`δq ` 1

|t|
“

?
1 ` δ ` 1

|t|
,

which gives the desired conclusion. □

Lemma 2.6. We have the following estimates for T ě 1013:

ÿ

0ăγďT

log γ ď
1

2π
¨ T log2 T, and

ÿ

γąT

log γ

γ2
ď

1.028

2π
¨
log2 T

T
,

where the sums run over the imaginary parts γ of the non-trivial zeros of ζpsq.

Proof. To prove the first estimate, we apply [3, Lemma 3] with ϕptq “ log t, T1 “ 2πe, T2 “ T , A “ 0.28, to

get
ÿ

2πeăγďT

log γ ď
1

2π

ż T

2πe

log t log

ˆ

t

2π

˙

dt` 0.56 log2 T ` 0.28

ż T

2πe

log t

t
dt.

Making the computations, using the facts that T ě 1013, γ1 “ 14.1347 . . . and γ2 “ 21.0220 . . . we conclude.

To prove the second estimate, we apply [3, Lemma 5 and Lemma 6] to get

ÿ

γąT

log γ

γ2
ď

1

2π

ˆ

log2 T

T
`

lnp2π{eq log T

T

˙

.

This implies the desired result. □
6



3. An explicit bound for Jψpx, δq

To derive an explicit bound for Jθpx, δq, we begin by estimating the integral defined in (1.2), employing

the averaging technique introduced by Saffari and Vaughan in [17].

Theorem 2. Assume RH. Then, for x ě 1013 and δ P p0, 10´13s we have that

Jψpx, δq ď 2.2258 ¨ δ log2
ˆ

2.0001

δ

˙

x2.

Proof. Let λ ą 1 and κ ą 1 be two parameters to be chosen later. For any x ą 0, note that rx, κxs Ă

rxν{λ, κxνs for 1 ď ν ď λ. This implies that

ż κx

x

`

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy ď

1

pλ´ 1q

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

`

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy

¸

dν. (3.1)

Let us concentrate on bounding the double integral on the right-hand side of (3.1). For all y ą 0, y R Z we

have the explicit formula [15, Eq. (12.1)] given by

ψpyq “ y ´ lim
TÑ8

ÿ

|γ|ďT

yρ

ρ
´
ζ 1p0q

ζp0q
´

1

2
logp1 ´ y´2q. (3.2)

We write ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy “ Aδpyq `Bδpyq, where

Aδpyq “ ´ lim
TÑ8

ÿ

|γ|ďT

p1 ` δqρ ´ 1

ρ
yρ, and Bδpyq “ ´

1

2

`

logp1 ´ pp1 ` δqyq´2q ´ logp1 ´ y´2q
˘

.

By 2.6 we see that

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

`

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy

¸

dν

ď p1 ` ηq

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Aδpyq|
2
dy

¸

dν `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙
ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Bδpyq|
2
dy

¸

dν.

(3.3)

Let us analyze the double integral of Aδpyq in the above expression. Since RH holds, we write ρ1 “ 1
2 ` iγ1

and ρ2 “ 1
2 ` iγ2. Clearly

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Aδpyq|
2
dy “

ÿ

ρ1

ÿ

ρ2

ˆ

p1 ` δqρ1 ´ 1

ρ1

˙ˆ

p1 ` δqρ2 ´ 1

ρ2

˙ˆ

κ1`ρ1`ρ2 ´ p1{λq1`ρ1`ρ2

1 ` ρ1 ` ρ2

˙

pxνq1`ρ1`ρ2 ,

by dominated convergence theorem, since the double sum

ÿ

γ1

ÿ

γ2

1

|γ1|

1

|γ2|

1

2 ` |γ1 ´ γ2|

is bounded (Lemma 2.5 and [3, Eq. (9)]). Now, integrating over ν we have that

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Aδpyq|
2
dy

¸

dν

“
ÿ

ρ1

ÿ

ρ2

ˆ

p1 ` δqρ1 ´ 1

ρ1

˙ˆ

p1 ` δqρ2 ´ 1

ρ2

˙ˆ

κ1`ρ1`ρ2 ´ p1{λq1`ρ1`ρ2

1 ` ρ1 ` ρ2

˙ˆ

λ2`ρ1`ρ2 ´ 1

2 ` ρ1 ` ρ2

˙

x1`ρ1`ρ2 .
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Note that |1`ρ1 `ρ2||2`ρ1 `ρ2| “
a

62 ` 13pγ1 ´ γ2q2 ` pγ1 ´ γ2q4 ě 6` pγ1 ´γ2q2. We then use Lemma

2.5, RH and the estimate 2|ab| ď |a|2 ` |b|2 to conclude that

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Aδpyq|
2
dy

¸

dν ď

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙

pλ3 ` 1q
ÿ

γ1

ÿ

γ2

min

"

δ,
ℓ

|γ1|

*

min

"

δ,
ℓ

|γ2|

*

1

6 ` pγ1 ´ γ2q2
x2

ď

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙

pλ3 ` 1q
ÿ

γ1

min

"

δ2,
ℓ2

|γ1|2

*

˜

ÿ

γ2

1

6 ` pγ1 ´ γ2q2

¸

x2.

Using that |γ| ą 14, Lemma 2.2 and the symmetry of the zeros we have that

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Aδpyq|
2
dy

¸

dν ď
1

2
?
6

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙

pλ3 ` 1q
ÿ

γ

min

"

δ2,
ℓ2

|γ|2

*

log |γ|x2

“
1

?
6

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙

pλ3 ` 1q

˜

ÿ

γą0

min

"

δ2,
ℓ2

γ2

*

log γ

¸

x2

“
1

?
6

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙

pλ3 ` 1q

¨

˝δ2
ÿ

0ăγďℓ{δ

log γ ` ℓ2
ÿ

γąℓ{δ

log γ

γ2

˛

‚x2.

Since 0 ă δ ď 10´13 we see that ℓ{δ ě 2 ¨ 1013. Applying Lemma 2.6 we arrive at

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Aδpyq|
2
dy

¸

dν ď
2.028

2
?
6π

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙

pλ3 ` 1q δ ℓ log2
ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙

x2

ă
2.0282
?
6π

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙

pλ3 ` 1q δ log2
ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙

x2,

(3.4)

where we used that ℓ ă 2.0001.

Now, let us analyze the double integral of Bδpyq. By the mean value theorem we get

Bδpyq “
1

2

ˇ

ˇlogp1 ´ pp1 ` δqyq´2q ´ logp1 ´ y´2q
ˇ

ˇ ď
δy

ypy2 ´ 1q
ď

2δ

y2

where we have assumed that y ě
?
2. Therefore, for x ě

?
2λ we have that

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

|Bδpyq|
2
dy

¸

dν ď

ż λ

1

˜

ż κxν

xν{λ

4δ2

y4
dy

¸

dν “
2

3

ˆ

λ3 ´
1

κ3

˙ ˆ

1 ´
1

λ2

˙

δ2x´3

“
2

3

ˆ

λ3 ´
1

κ3

˙ ˆ

1 ´
1

λ2

˙ ˆ

δx´5

log2pℓ{δq

˙

δ log2
ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙

x2

ă 1.3 ¨ 10´17

ˆ

λ3 ´
1

κ3

˙ ˆ

1 ´
1

λ2

˙

δ log2
ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙

x2,

(3.5)

where we used that δ ÞÑ ℓ{δ is a decreasing function for δ ą 0 and x ą
?
2. Combining (3.4) and (3.5) in

(3.3) and then in (3.1) we get that for λ ą 1, κ ą 1, η ą 0 and x ě
?
2λ:

ż κx

x

`

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy ď Cpκ, λ, ηq ¨ δ log2

ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙

x2, (3.6)

where

Cpκ, λ, ηq “ p1 ` ηq
2.0282
?
6π

ˆ

κ2 `
1

λ2

˙ ˆ

λ3 ` 1

λ´ 1

˙

` 1.3 ¨ 10´17

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙ ˆ

λ3 ´
1

κ3

˙ ˆ

λ` 1

λ2

˙

.
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To reduce the notation, let us write Vpδ, yq “ ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy. Consider x ě maxp1013,
?
2λq, and

let N ě 0 be the integer such that x{κN`1 ă
?
2λ ď x{κN . Then,

ż x

1

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď

N
ÿ

n“0

ż x{κn

x{κn`1

pVpδ, yqq2dy `

ż

?
2λ

1

pVpδ, yqq2dy. (3.7)

Since Vpδ, yq “ 0 for y ă 2
1`δ , we bound the last term in the above sum as follows,

ż x{κN

x{κN`1

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď

ż

?
2κλ

2
1`δ

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď

r
?
2κλs`1
ÿ

j“2

ż j

j
1`δ

pVpδ, yqq2dy `

r
?
2κλs
ÿ

j“2

ż

j`1
1`δ

j

pVpδ, yqq2dy. (3.8)

Let us bound each sum in the above expression. By [19, Theorem 10] we know the bound |ψpyq ´ y| ď

1
8π

?
y log2 y for y ě 73.2. A numerical computation for the cases less than 73.2 shows the estimate |ψpyq´y| ď

2
?
y log2 y for y ě 2

1`δ . Therefore, pVpδ, yqq2 ď 2pψpp1 ` δqyq ´ p1 ` δqyq2 ` 2pψpyq ´ yq2 ď 16.01y log4 y for

y ě 2
1`δ . This implies that

r
?
2κλs`1
ÿ

j“2

ż j

j
1`δ

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď

r
?
2κλs`1
ÿ

j“2

ˆ

j ´
j

1 ` δ

˙

sup
yPr2{p1`δq,r

?
2κλs`1s

pVpδ, yqq2

ď 16.01pr
?
2κλs ` 1q log4pr

?
2κλs ` 1q

r
?
2κλs`1
ÿ

j“2

ˆ

j ´
j

1 ` δ

˙

“ 16.01pr
?
2κλs ` 1q log4pr

?
2κλs ` 1q

pr
?
2κλs ` 3qr

?
2κλs

2

δ

1 ` δ
:“

αpκ, λq

1 ` δ
¨ δ.

On the other hand, note that for j ď y ď
j`1
1`δ , we have that ψpp1 ` δqyq “ ψpyq. Then

r
?
2κλs
ÿ

j“2

ż

j`1
1`δ

j

pVpδ, yqq2dy “

r
?
2κλs
ÿ

j“2

ż

j`1
1`δ

j

pδyq2dy ď
pr

?
2κλs ` 1q3

3
¨ δ2 :“ βpκ, λq ¨ δ2.

Inserting these bounds in (3.8),

ż x{κN

x{κN`1

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď
αpκ, λq

1 ` δ
¨ δ ` βpκ, λq ¨ δ2.

Now, assume that λ ă 2. Applying (3.6) for x ě 1013, we see that3

N´1
ÿ

n“0

ż x{κn

x{κn`1

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď Cpκ, λ, ηq ¨ δ log2
ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙N´1
ÿ

n“0

´ x

κn`1

¯2

ď
Cpκ, λ, ηq

κ2 ´ 1
¨ δ log2

ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙

x2.

Finally,

ż

?
2λ

1

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď

ż 2.9

1

pVpδ, yqq2dy ď

ż 2

2
1`δ

pVpδ, yqq2dy `

ż 3
1`δ

2

pVpδ, yqq2dy

ď
2plog 2q2δ

1 ` δ
`

ż 3
1`δ

2

δ2y2dy ă 0.961δ.

Combining the previous bounds in (3.7) we conclude for 1 ă λ ă 2, κ ą 1, η ą 0 and x ě 1013,
ż x

1

`

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy ď

Cpκ, λ, ηq

κ2 ´ 1
¨ δ log2

ˆ

ℓ

δ

˙

x2 `

ˆ

αpκ, λq

1 ` δ
` 0.961 ` βpκ, λqδ

˙

δ.

3If N “ 0 this sum is empty.
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Minimizing the expression Cpκ, λ, ηq{pκ2 ´ 1q for 1 ă λ ă 2, κ ą 1, η ą 0, we choose κ “ 100, λ “ 1.677 y

η “ 5 ¨ 10´11. Then

Cpκ, λ, ηq

κ2 ´ 1
“ 2.22571 . . . ,

αpκ, λq

1 ` δ
ď 9.8 ¨ 1010, and βpκ, λq ď 4.5 ¨ 106.

Since 0 ă δ ď 10´13, δ ÞÑ ℓ{δ is a decreasing function for δ ą 0, and x ě 1013 we conclude. □

4. An explicit bound for Jθpx, δq

As we mentioned in the introduction, we want an explicit bound for Jθpx, δq. Our goal in this section is

to establish the following result.

Theorem 3. Assume RH. Then, for x ě 1013 and δ P p0, 10´13s we have that4

Jθpx, δq ď 2.5571 ¨ δ log2
ˆ

2.0001

δ

˙

x2.

The proof relies on comparing the integrals Jθpx, δq and Jψpx, δq, and noting that their difference is a

negligible error term. At first such a passage sounds trivial: the difference is a sum supported on prime

powers pℓ with ℓ ě 2, and should thus be negligable straight away. However, since we are working in the

short interval ry, p1 ` δqys, this naive approach seems to fall short. To bound the difference we follow the

method Saffari–Vaughan presented in [17, p. 22] only partially. In their approach, the mentioned error

term is bounded by Opδ log2
`

1
δ

˘

x2q, i.e. the same as the main term. In our case, however, a more refined

estimation of the error term is required, to get the sharpest constant possible.

4.1. Proof of Theorem 3: first step. We start by applying (2.6) two times. Thus, for any η ą 0

Jθpx, δq ď p1 ` ηq Jψpx, δq `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙
ż x

1

`

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ θpp1 ` δqyq ` θpyq
˘2
dy

ď p1 ` ηq Jψpx, δq `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙2 ż x

1

´

p1 ` δq
1
2 y

1
2 ´ y

1
2

¯2

dy

`
p1 ` ηq2

η

ż x

1

´

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ θpp1 ` δqyq ` θpyq ´ p1 ` δq
1
2 y

1
2 ` y

1
2

¯2

dy

ď p1 ` ηq Jψpx, δq `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙2
δ2x2

2

`
p1 ` ηq2

η

ż x

1

´

ψpp1 ` δqyq ´ ψpyq ´ θpp1 ` δqyq ` θpyq ´ p1 ` δq
1
2 y

1
2 ` y

1
2

¯2

dy.

Thus, we need to bound the last integral on the right-hand side of the above expression. By a change of

variable y “ eν , we have that this integral is exactly
ż log x

0

|∆δpνqeν |2dν,

4We highlight that one can prove that Jθpx, δq ď 2.2259 ¨ δ log2
`

2.0001
δ

˘

x2, for x sufficiently large and δ sufficiently small.
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where ∆δpνq –

´

ψpp1 ` δqeνq ´ ψpeνq ´ θpp1 ` δqeνq ` θpeνq ´ p1 ` δq
1
2 e

ν
2 ` e

ν
2

¯

e´ ν
2 . Therefore,

Jθpx, δq ď p1 ` ηq Jψpx, δq `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙2
δ2x2

2
`

p1 ` ηq2

η

ż log x

0

|∆δpνqeν |2dν

ď p1 ` ηq Jψpx, δq `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙2
δ2x2

2
`

p1 ` ηq2

η
x2

ż 8

0

|∆δpνq|2dν.

(4.1)

To bound the last integral in (4.1), we shall use Plancherel’s theorem. By Perron’s formula we have, for

y ě 1 and y R Z, that (see [17, p. 22])

ψpyq ´ θpyq ´ y
1
2 ` 1 “

1

2πi
lim
TÑ8

ż 1
2 `iT

1
2 ´iT

˜

´
ζ 1

ζ
p2sq ´

1

2s´ 1
`

ÿ

p

log p

pspp2s ´ 1q

¸

ys

s
ds. (4.2)

Letting

F ptq – ´
ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` 2itq ´

1

2it
`

ÿ

p

log p

p
1
2 `itpp1`2it ´ 1q

, (4.3)

by (4.2), we have the following equality for almost every ν ě 0,

∆δpνq “
1

2π
lim
TÑ8

ż T

´T

F ptq

˜

p1 ` δq
1
2 `it ´ 1

1
2 ` it

¸

eνitdt.

By Lemma 2.1 and (2.11), F is continuous on R and F ptq “ Oplog tq. Then, we conclude that the integrand

belongs to L2pRq. By Fourier inversion formula and Plancherel’s theorem we obtain that

ż 8

0

|∆δpνq|2dν ď
1

2π

ż 8

´8

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

F ptq

˜

p1 ` δq
1
2 `it ´ 1

1
2 ` it

¸
ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt.

We now split up the integral on the right hand side. By Lemma 2.5 and the fact that |F ptq| “ |F p´tq| we

get

ż 8

0

|∆δpνq|2dν ď
δ2

π

ż ℓ
δ

0

|F ptq|
2
dt`

ℓ2

π

ż 8

ℓ
δ

|F ptq|2

t2
dt.

Therefore, by Theorem 2 in (4.1) we arrive at

Jθpx, δq ď p1 ` ηq ¨ 2.2258 ¨ δ log2
ˆ

2.0001

δ

˙

x2 `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙2
δ2x2

2

`
p1 ` ηq2δ2x2

ηπ

ż ℓ
δ

0

|F ptq|
2
dt`

p1 ` ηq2ℓ2x2

ηπ

ż 8

ℓ
δ

|F ptq|2

t2
dt.

(4.4)

4.2. The error term. In order to complete the proof of Theorem 3, it remains to verify that all terms

on the right-hand side of (4.4), beginning with the second, are suitably small. It is immediate that δ2x2

2 is

negligible. Our next task is to estimate the integrals related to F ptq. From (4.3), (2.6) and (1) in Lemma

A.1, for any a ě b ě 0 and η1 ą 0:

ż b

a

|F ptq|2 dt ď

ˆ

1 `
1

η1

˙
ż b

a

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` 2itq `

1

2it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt` p1 ` η1q

ż b

a

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ÿ

p

log p

p
1
2 `itpp1`2it ´ 1q

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt

ď
1

2

ˆ

1 `
1

η1

˙
ż 2b

2a

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq `

1

it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt` 2.9636p1 ` η1qpb´ aq.

(4.5)
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4.2.1. The first integral in (4.4). Here we split as follows

ż ℓ
δ

0

|F ptq|
2
dt “

ż 1
4

0

|F ptq|
2
dt`

ż 104

2

1
4

|F ptq|
2
dt`

ż ℓ
δ

104

2

|F ptq|
2
dt :“ I1 ` I2 ` I3. (4.6)

To bound I1, we apply (4.5) with a “ 0, b “ 1
4 , Lemma 2.4 and η1 “ 1.5307 obtaining I1 ď 4.8. To bound

I2, we use computational methods5 to get

ż 104

1
2

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq `

1

it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď 8400.

Then, applying (4.5) with a “ 1
4 , b “ 104

2 and η1 “ 0.5324 we obtain I2 ď 34794.8. Finally, to bound I3, we

start applying (2.6) with η2 “ 10´8 and Lemma 2.3 with T “ 2ℓ
δ ě 4 ¨ 1013 to see that

ż 2ℓ
δ

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq `

1

it

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt ď p1 ` 10´8q

ż 2ℓ
δ

104

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` itq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

dt` p1 ` 108q

ż 2ℓ
δ

104

1

t2
dt ď 1.6113

ℓ

δ
,

where we used that ℓ ą 2. Thus, applying (4.5) with a “ 104

2 , b “ ℓ
δ and η1 “ 0.5213 we obtain I3 ď

6.8597 ℓδ ´ 22542.6. Finally, in (4.6) we get

ż ℓ
δ

0

|F ptq|
2
dt ď 6.8598

ℓ

δ
. (4.7)

4.2.2. The second integral in (4.4). For t ě ℓ
δ ą 2 ¨ 1013, we apply (2.6) with η2 “ 10´8 and Lemma 2.3 with

T “ 2t to get
ż 2t

2ℓ
δ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` iuq `

1

iu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

du ď p1 ` 10´8q

ż 2t

2ℓ
δ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` iuq

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

du` p1 ` 108q

ż 2t

2ℓ
δ

1

u2
du ď 1.6113 t. (4.8)

Now, since F ptq “ Oplog tq as t Ñ 8, we can use integration by parts to arrive at

ż 8

ℓ
δ

|F ptq|2

t2
dt “ 2

ż 8

ℓ
δ

˜

ż t

ℓ
δ

|F puq|2du

¸

1

t3
dt.

Now, in (4.5) choose a “ ℓ
δ , b “ t, η1 “ 0.7373, and use (4.8) , to see that

ż 8

ℓ
δ

|F ptq|2

t2
dt ď

ˆ

1 `
1

η1

˙
ż 8

ℓ
δ

˜

ż 2t

2ℓ
δ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ζ 1

ζ
p1 ` iuq `

1

iu

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

2

du

¸

1

t3
dt` 5.9272p1 ` η1q

ż 8

ℓ
δ

ˆ

t´
ℓ

δ

˙

1

t3
dt

ď 8.9454
δ

ℓ
.

(4.9)

Finally, inserting (4.7) and (4.9) in (4.4), using that ℓ ă 2.0001 and δ ď 10´13,

Jθpx, δq ď p1 ` ηq ¨ 2.2258 ¨ δ log2
ˆ

2.0001

δ

˙

x2 `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙2
δ2x2

2
`

ˆ

15.8052p1 ` ηq2ℓ

ηπ

˙

δx2

ă

„

p1 ` ηq ¨ 2.2258 `
31.612p1 ` ηq2

ηπ log2 p2.0001 ¨ 1013q

ȷ

δ log2
ˆ

2.0001

δ

˙

x2 `

ˆ

1 `
1

η

˙2
δ2x2

2
.

The expression in the brackets is optimized by choosing η “ 0.0693 .

5More specifically, we have checked this numerically in python with mpmath.quad and mpmath.zeta from the mpmath-package.
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5. Proof of Theorem 1

We closely follow the argument in [7, Section 4], some of which is restated here for convenience of the

reader.

Let a P r10´13, 1q, and x ě 1013, Theorem 3 implies
ż x

ax

`

θpp1 ` δqyq ´ θpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy ď 2.5571 ¨ δ log2

ˆ

2.0001

δ

˙

x2 (5.1)

holds for any δ P p0, 10´13s. Assume there is no Goldbach number in the interval px, x`hs for any 1 ď h ď x

Following verbatim [7, Section 4], this implies that
ż x

ax

`

θpp1 ` δqyq ´ θpyq ´ δy
˘2
dy ą

δ2x3

3

ˆ

1

8
´ a3

˙

,

under the assumption δ ď h
2x . By (5.1), we then have

δ2x3

3

ˆ

1

8
´ a3

˙

ă 2.5571 δ log2
ˆ

2.0001

δ

˙

x2,

Choosing δ “ h{p2xq with h “ Cplog xq2, with C ą 1, we have

Cplog xq2

6

ˆ

1

8
´ a3

˙

ă 2.5571 log2
ˆ

2.0001 ¨ 2x

Cplog xq2

˙

“ 2.5571plog xq2
ˆ

1 `
1

log x
log

ˆ

4.0002

Cplog xq2

˙˙2

ď 2.5571plog xq2.

This inequality is contradicted when

C ą
6 ¨ 2.5571

1
8 ´ a3

.

Choosing a “ 10´13, this implies we can take C “ 122.75, as long as 122.75plog xq2{2x ď 10´13, which is

true whenever x ě 1.1 ¨1018. In [10], Goldbach’s conjecture is proven up to 4 ¨1018, so this finishes the proof.

Appendix A. Some sums over primes

Lemma A.1. We have the following bounds:

(1)
ÿ

p

log p

p
1
2 pp´ 1q

ă 1.7215,

(2)
8
ÿ

n“1

Λ2pnq

n2
ă 0.8053,

(3)
ÿ

p

log2 p

p2 ´ p
ă 0.982.

Proof. To prove (1), we use the fact that pn ą n log n for all n ě 1, where pn is the n-th prime number (see

[16, Corollary, p. 69]). Thus, letting n0 “ 26355867,

ÿ

p

log p

p
1
2 pp´ 1q

“
ÿ

pďpn0

log p

p
1
2 pp´ 1q

`
ÿ

pąpn0

log p

p
1
2 pp´ 1q

ă
ÿ

pďpn0

log p

p
1
2 pp´ 1q

`
ÿ

nąn0

logpn lognq

pn lognq
1
2 pn logn´ 1q

13



ă
ÿ

pďpn0

log p

p
1
2 pp´ 1q

`

ż 8

n0

logpx log xq

px log xq
1
2 px log x´ 1q

dx ă 1.721381 ` 0.000104 ă 1.7215,

where the numerical bounds are evaluated computationally. With a similar approach we get (3). To prove

(2), note that
8
ÿ

n“1

Λpnq2

n2
“

ÿ

p

log2 p
8
ÿ

k“1

1

p2k
“

ÿ

p

log2 p

ˆ

1

1 ´ p´2
´ 1

˙

“
ÿ

p

log2 p

p2 ´ 1
.

Then, we bound this sum as in (1). □

Lemma A.2. Assume RH. Then, for all x ě 1013 we have

ÿ

nďx

Λ2pnq

n
ď

log2 x

2
` 4.5222.

Proof. Using (3) from Lemma A.1,

ÿ

nďx

Λ2pnq

n
ď

ÿ

pďx

log2 p

p
`

ÿ

pď
?
x

log2 p
8
ÿ

k“2

1

pk
“

ÿ

pďx

log2 p

p
`

ÿ

p

log2 p

p2 ´ p
ă

ÿ

pďx

log2 p

p
` 0.982. (A.1)

To bound the sum on the right hand-side of (A.1) we use integration by parts and the bound θpyq ă

y `
?
y log2 y{8π, for y ą 0 (by [19, Theorem 10, Eq (6.5)]), where θpyq “

ř

pďy log p. Thus

ÿ

pďx

log2 p

p
“

log2 2

2
`

log x

x
θpxq ´

log 3

3
θp3´q `

ż x

3

ˆ

´
log y

y

˙1

θpyqdy

ă
log2 2

2
´

log 3 log 2

3
` log 3 `

ż x

3

log y

y
dy `

log3 x

8π
?
x

`

ż x

3

ˆ

´
log y

y

˙1 ?
y log2 y

8π
dy

ă
log2 2

2
´

log 3 log 2

3
` log 3 `

log2 x

2
´

log2 3

2
`

log3 x

8π
?
x

`

ż 8

3

ˆ

´
log y

y

˙1 ?
y log2 y

8π
dy

ă
log2 x

2
` 3.5401 `

log3 x

8π
?
x

ă
log2 x

2
` 3.5402,

where in the final inequality we used that x ě 1013. Inserting this in (A.1) we arrive at the desired result. □
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