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TWISTED CORRELATIONS OF THE DIVISOR FUNCTION VIA
DISCRETE AVERAGES OF SL;(R) POINCARE SERIES

LASSE GRIMMELT AND JORI MERIKOSKI

ABSTRACT. We prove a theorem that allows one to count solutions to determinant equations
twisted by a periodic weight with high uniformity in the modulus. It is obtained by using
spectral methods of SLo(R) automorphic forms to study Poincaré series over congruence
subgroups. By keeping track of interactions between multiple orbits we get advantages over
the widely used sums of Kloosterman sums techniques. We showcase this with applications
to correlations of the divisor functions twisted by periodic functions and the fourth moment
of Dirichlet L-functions on the critical line.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Kloostermania techniques introduced by Deshouillers and Iwaniec [8], building on the
works of Bruggeman [3] and Kuznetsov [19], have produced remarkable applications. This
is evidenced by [2 22] 27, [32], among many other works. In this paper we introduce a new
approach that allows us to better exploit certain geometric and arithmetic aspects. Inspired
by the works of Duke, Friedlander, and Iwaniec [I1] as well as Bruggeman and Motohashi
[4], our method focuses on the present large symmetry under the action of a congruence
subgroup of SLy(Z).

For a concrete example, consider the determinant equation

(1.1) ad —bc =1 with divisibility conditions ¢i|b, ¢2|d,
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where q1, g2 are fixed nonzero integers and a, b, ¢, d are integer variables. This can be seen as
variant of a correlation sum of the divisor function > d(n)d(n+1). The standard approach
for counting the number of solutions up to a given height to (L)) is to apply the Poisson
summation formula. This reduces matters to bounding sums of Kloosterman sums at the
pair of cusps (00, 1/q;) for the Hecke congruence subgroup I'g(¢1¢2). In many situations the
black-box results developed by Deshouillers and Iwaniec [§] are sufficient for this task.

The approach we take here is to more immediately make use of the underlying congruence
subgroup symmetry. Arranging the solutions to (L)) into a set of matrices

b

this set has an action by the congruence subgroup

(1.2) I'=T5(q1,¢) = {(Z Z) € SL2(Z) = qulb, qle},

that is, for all v € I" we have yM = M. This allows us to use spectral methods directly to
count the number of solutions to (I.1]), instead of stepping via Kloosterman sums. The group
I'5(q1, q2) is a conjugate of the standard Hecke congruence subgroup I'g(q1g2) = I'2(1, 1¢2).

The direct approach turns out to have an advantage in the case that the action of I' on
a set M has a large number of orbits. This naturally occurs if one replaces the congruence
conditions ¢i|b, g2|d by a more general left I-invariant function a((®4)). In this case we are
able to keep track of the distribution of I'\ M inside the ambient space I'\ SLy(R) as well as
exploit cancellations in a. We even allow M C SLy(R) to have non-integer entries, provided
that I acts on M with finitely many orbits.

We now formalise concept of an invariant weight. For functions f : GLy(R) — C and
g, h € GLy(R) define the left translation operator I : f(g) — f(hg).

Definition 1 (Automorphic function). For any subgroup I' of SLy(R) and for any left I'-
invariant subset M C GLy(R) we define the set of I'-automorphic functions on M by

ADT\M) i ={a: M = C: l,a =aforall y € I'}.

Further, naturally in the context of an analytic counting problem we require that the
variables are weighted with a smooth function.

Definition 2 (Smooth dyadically supported function). Forn, J € Z~(, 6 > 0,and X, ..., X,
R< o define the space of J times differentiable dyadically supported functions.

CH(Xy,...,X,) = {f €C/(R") : f(x1,...,x,) supported on

(|z1], - -+ Jn]) € [ X1, 2X4] X - X [ X, 2X,],
101+ 00 flloo < JT(OX) ™ forall 0<Jy+---+J, < J}.
i<n

With this we can state a simplified version of our central result that already captures the
core new features. We will later give more technical and stronger versions, see Theorems [7.1]

and 011

Theorem 1.1. Let M C SLy(R), q1,q2 € Z~o and denote I' = T's(q1,q2). Let dg denote

integration with respect to the Haar measure of the group SLo(R). Assume that M is left
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[-invariant with finitely many orbits T\ M and let o € A(I'\M). Let A,C,D,é > 0 with
AD > ¢ and let f € CI(A,C, D). Denote F : SLy(R) — C, F((2%)) := f(a,c,d). Then for
any € > 0 we have

o —71 ot —0() 7z
S a(0)F (o)~ sty 3 o) [ Flo)ds| <. 00 zVADER

geEM TelMM

where Z = max{A*!, C*1 D*}

K= > Y alalrg)

—_(ab -1 eMMm
g_(c d>6M M Tq—ge\/\/‘
|a|4|b|C/D+|c|D/C+|d| <6

R = (1 + (AD)% (Ai%)w) <1 + (A%&)l_w) + Ciql, 0 =7/64.

The error term in Theorem [l consist of three parts vVAD, K, and R. The first and
the third term are directly controlled by the ranges of the variables a, ¢, d. The term v AD
corresponds to square-root cancellation in terms of the height.

The term R depends on the vertical skewness C'/A of the ranges as well as spectral data of
automorphic forms for the group I'y(q1¢2), via the spectral large sieve. In particular, denoting
¢ = q1¢2, it depends on 6, := max{0, Re(\/1/4 — X\1(q))} with \i(¢) denoting the smallest
positive eigenvalue for I'g(¢). In the statement we have utilised the bound 6, < 7/64 of
Kim and Sarnak [I7]. Assuming the Selberg eigenvalue conjecture 6, = 0 the term R would
simplify to a more symmetrical

, and

C A
R+ —— + ——.
Agy Cq
The term K is different in that it depends more intricately on the underlying geometry
of I'\M and arithmetic of the weight «. For this reason, an estimate for K needs to be
provided separately for each intended application. This should not be seen as a defect — it is
what gives the strength of our method for new applications. In general terms, IC depends on
the horizontal skewness C'/D and on how well-spaced the set of orbits '\ M (weighted with
«) is within the fundamental domain T'\SLy(R). For C' < D and «a bounded we expect that
r\MJ?
K < r\m| + EME
4192
provided that I'\ M does not form clusters in the fundamental domain. Furthermore, even
if C/D or D/C are large, we can hope to exploit oscillations or sparseness in the weight «
to recover this heuristic upper bound. We will sketch this for a concrete example in Section
and carry out rigorously in Sections [I1] and

1.1. Applications. We obtain the following applications, which follow from a more tech-
nical version of Theorem [[.I, see Theorem [I0.Il Theorem [I.I] would suffice for these in
the range |h| < 1. For simplicity we restrict to the case of a square-free modulus ¢ and
ged(h, q) = 1, in the general case for some applications there may be additional losses de-
pending on ¢/rad(q) and ged(h, ¢*).
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As a first application we consider a general statement concerning sums over d(n)d(n +
h)t(n), where t(n) is a periodic function. Define for square-free ¢ and for h,r € Z with
ged(h, q) =1

w(r, h; q) Hw r,h;p),
plg
(1 i) = {p—z;iy if r(r+ h) £ 0 (modg)

p%gﬁ), if r(r+h) =0 (modq)

and note that r — w(r, h; ¢) defines a probability measure on Z/qZ.

Theorem 1.2 (Divisor correlations with a periodic weight). Let h,q € Z with q square-free
and ged(h, q) = 1. Let X,n > 0 and suppose that —X/2 < h < X', Let G: R — C be a
smooth function supported on [1,2] that satisfies GY) <; X" for allj > 0. Lett: Z/qZ — C
be a function. Then for some binary quadratic polynomial Py, only depending on h, we have

Z G(n/X)d(n)d(n+ h)t(n) = Z t(r)w(r, h;q) /G(u/X)Ph(log u,log(u + h)) du

r (mod q)

L0 (X1/2+O(n)q1/2||t”2(|h|9 + (X/q)e)) )

where [[t]|3 =", (mod ) [E(T )|? and 0 = 7/64 denotes the best approximation to the Ramanujan-
Peterson and Selberg etgenvalue conjectures.

The polynomial P, can be explicitly computed, see [23], for instance. We now state three
corollaries that are all immediate consequences of Theorem The first corollary concerns
divisor correlations in a fixed arithmetic progression. The expected main term is given by

(1.3) MTg(X, 7, h,q) = w(r, h;q) /G(u/X)Ph(log u,log(u + h)) du

where P, is the quadratic polynomial as in Theorem

Corollary 1.3. Assume the requirements of Theorem [I.2, let r € Z and MTg(X, 7, h,q)
given by (LL3). Then we have

> G(n/X)d(n)d(n+ h) = MTa(X,r, h,q) + O (X1/2+0(")q1/2(\h\9 + (X/q)e)) .

n=r (mod q)

As far as we aware, this is the first result of this type that goes beyond the range ¢ < X1/6-¢
that can be obtained by opening one of the divisor functions and using the fact that d(n) is
well distributed in arithmetic progressions to moduli at most X%, Assuming 6 = 0 we
obtain the range ¢ < X'/3~¢. Unconditionally, the result is non-trivial if

¢ < XFE Al < X/q
g < X1/3—€|h|—29/3 X/q < |h| < x1+n



Note that by 6 < 7/64 [17] we have X 5750 > X028 and uniformly in the considered h
range we have X1/3|p|720/3 > X0-261..+0() In particular, in this range we have

Z d(n)d(n+ h) =w(r, h;q) /1 Py (log u,log(u + R)) du(l + O(X ™).
nErn(Sm)édq)

If we consider an average over congruences to a fixed modulus, we can do better, as the

following corollary shows. This is again an immediate consequence of Theorem [I.2]

Corollary 1.4. Assume the requirements of Theorem [1.2 and let MTq(X,r, h,q) given by
(@T3). Then we have

I Y G/X)d(n)d(n+ h) — MT(X,r,h,q)| < X1/2+O(")q(|h|9 + (X/q)9>.

r(q) |n=r (mod q)

Assuming 6 = 0 this result is non-trivial as long as ¢ < X'/?7¢. Similarly as in the case of
a fixed congruence, possible exceptional eigenvalues and larger choices of h will reduce the
range of ¢. Unconditional we still get a non-trivial result for

q< XTwF, |h| < X/q
g < X'Y2En0 X/g < |h| < XM

Here, again by 6 < 7/64 [17], we have X 737 > X043 and uniformly in the considered h
range we have X < XV2|p|70 > X0-390-.+0()

As final direct consequence of Theorem we consider twists by an exponential phase
with denominator q.

Corollary 1.5. Assume the requirements of Theorem [1.2 and let r € Z with ged(r, q) = 1.
Then

Z G(n/X)d(n)d(n+ h)e(nr/q) < @X + X1/2+O(”)q(\h\€ + (X/q)‘g).

In a different direction, we get new results for the fourth moment of Dirichlet L-functions
along the critical line. We first consider the case of two different characters.

Theorem 1.6. Assume that q1,qs are square-free and let x1, x2 be different primitive Dirich-
let characters to moduli ¢, qs. Letn > 0 andw : (0,00) — C be a smooth compactly supported
function with w <; T9" for all j > 0. Then for some quadratic polynomial Py, ,, we have

/R|L(1/2—|—z't,xl)|2|L(1/2+z’t,X2)|2w(t/T)dt:/RPXLXZ(logt)w(t/T)dt

+0 ( (q1q2>3/4 T1/2+9+O(17)) ]

If we instead have a single character, then we can do better than just setting ¢; = ¢o in

the previous statement.
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Theorem 1.7. Assume that q is square-free and let x be a primitive Dirichlet character to
the modulus q. Letn > 0 and w : (0,00) — C be a smooth compactly supported function with
wl) < T for all j > 0. Then for some quartic polynomial P, we have

/R |L(1/2 +it, x)|[*w(t/T)dt = /R P, (logt)w(t/T)dt + O<qT1/2+9+O(n)).

These two results should be compared to [30, Theorem 1.4, Theorem 1.2] where Topacogullari
obtained error terms of respective strength (for square-free moduli)

O((ql+q2)1/2(q1q2>3/4—3€/2T1/2+9) and O(q2_39T1/2+9).

In particular, in the case of a single character we essentially save a full factor of ¢ in the
error term. See also the work of Kaneko [I6] who obtained a full Motohashi-type spectral
expansion for one character to a prime modulus, but did not improve upon the error term in
the setting of [30, Theorem 1.2]. Our main technical result (Theorem [I0.]]) is also applicable
to a product of four L-functions with four different characters.

1.2. Proof sketch of Theorem[1.1l. As mentioned above, our argument borrows ideas from
two main sources, the works of Duke, Friedlander, and Iwaniec [I1] as well as Bruggeman
and Motohashi [4]. More precisely, we start as in [4] and parametrize a given determinant
problem over SLy(R) with the help of a congruence subgroup. In this way we get a type of
Poincaré series that is suitable for spectral expansion. Afterwards, in the spirit of [I1], we
apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and reverse the spectral expansion. The main new idea
is to apply this on average over multiple orbits and to keep track of this data throughout
the argument.

Consider the set up in Theorem [l with o € A(I'\M) and F((2%)) = f(a,c,d). For
simplicity let us assume that I' = I'y(¢q). The general case is reduced to this by conjugation

by a[q1] = <\/q_1 1 \/q_1>. Using the I'-invariance of o we can write
Y alg)F(g)= Y a(m)P(r),  Pyr):=>_ F(y7).

geEM Tel\M ~vel

Here Pf(7) is a type of Poincaré series on SLy(R), which is smooth and invariant under the
left action by I'. Hence, applying the spectral expansion on I'\ SLy(R) we get (omitting the
continuous spectrum for brevity)

1
Pf(T) = 7<Pfa 1>F\SL2(R) + Z <Pfa @)F\SLQ(R)QP(T)7
T\ SL2(R)]
v€B(q)
where B(q) denotes an orthonormal basis of automorphic forms on I'\ SLy(R) and the inner
product is given by

(oo fob stae) = / e 19T

The projection onto the constant function produces the main term in Theorem [T so that
it remains to bound

(1.4) Y. aln) ) (PhensLee) < Y (PrLe)nsi.e)
rel'\M veB(q) vEB(q)
6
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Importantly, we here keep the sum over 7 € I'\ M alive in the application of the triangle
inequality. In the basis B(g) we sum over roughly ¢ many elements and using the triangle in-
equality destroys any hope of detecting cancellation between these harmonics. By exploiting
the averaging over 7 we are able to gain back some of this loss.

The inner products (P, ¢)r\ si,®) are computed by unfolding and inserting a Fourier
expansion for the automorphic form <p This yields a sum roughly of the shape

(1.5) VAD hg)|———= 0,(n) a(T)e(T)
@%q C/ H<ZC/A TEFZ\M

where g,(n) denote the Fourier coefficients of ¢ and h(y) is a non-negative function which
decays quickly in the spectral parameter. Note that by L*-normalization both g,(n) and
©(7) are typically of size ~ ¢~'/2 in absolute value.

Plugging this into (L4 and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

L3 < VADKR,

Y

where
C/Ag e n;%@@(m
and
(16) K=Y hy)| Y. a@e@)| = Y. aln)aln) Z h(e)e(m1) ().

peB(q) Tel"\M 71,72 €EN\M pEeB(q

The term R may be bounded by the spectral large sieve of Deshouﬂlers and Iwaniec [§].
To approach K we identify it as the spectral expansion of an automorphic kernel on

SLy(R) (also known as pre-trace formula). Indeed, for a suitable function h(p) this gives the

existence of a smooth function k : SLy(R) — C supported on a small neighborhood of the

identity, such that
Z h(e)p(m)p(m) = > k(ry'ym),

pEB(q vyel’
Thus, denoting g = 7, 'y7 we get

K= Z Z a(r)a(r)k(ry tym)

Y€l 71,70\ M

Yo Kg) Y, a(ma(n)

geEM—IM 71,m2€MN\M
ngTfIEF

< Y k@I DD alrgalr)|,
geEM—IM Tel\M
TgeEM

which is almost of the shape as proposed in Theorem [I.11
However, we have oversimplified in the above sketch in one crucial aspect. Namely,
in the case that max{C/D,D/C?} is large, the smooth weight F' lives on a narrow part

of the K-component of the Iwasawa decomposition SLy(R) = NAK. Then the spectrum
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blows up in terms of the K types and the sum over ¢ € B(gq) actually runs over roughly
gmax{C/D,D/C} many elements. This can be resolved by first rescaling the smooth weight

=Y F(y7) =) F(y7a[D/ClalC/D)) = Py, (ralD/C)),
~€er ~erl
where
folg) = f(galC/D]) € C5 (Ao, Gy, Do)
with
Co=Dy=VCD, AyDy=AD, and Cy/A,=C/A.
Alternatively, this can be seen as applying the spectral expansion to the original P; after

the change of basis ¢(7) — @(TalD/C]).
Then by the above argument we need to bound

. \/— h w(n)
(1.7) @;B: ' A ;c:/AQ

3 a(T)so(Ta[D/C])'

TelNM

and we arrive at

K=Y > ama®)ka[D/C) ' ymalD/C))

YED 71,melMNM
< > |k@lC/DlgalD/CDI| Y alrg)al(r)].
TelNM

gEM—IM
TgeM
Here we can show that for g = (¢ 5%) the weight |k(a[C'/D]ga[D/C])| vanishes outside
la| +[6|C/D + |c|D/C + |d] < 6.
This gives the shape of I in Theorem [T.11

1.3. Sketch of applications. To illustrate how the method may be applied, we sketch the
proof of Corollary [[3]in the case h = 1, ged(r(r+1), ¢) = 1, using Theorem [[.T]and assuming
0=0.
We have the following blueprint for applying our main theorem.

(1) Identify the largest symmetry by a congruence subgroup I" and the orbits ['\ M.

(2) Handle very skewed ranges trivially.

(3) Compute an upper bound for K.
(4) Apply theorem.

Consider the case of Corollary [L3 with h = 1. We write

=y 1 dn+1)=> 1

n=bc n=ad

and insert a smooth dyadic partition for a,c,d via f € C{(A,C, D) for some A,C,D < X
with AD =< X and § < . Denote also B := X/C. This reduces matter to evaluating

Z fla,c,d).

ad—bc=1
be=r (mod q)
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Here we take
M =SLy(Z), a((24)) = Lic=r (modq)-

We then observe that « is invariant under the action of I' = I'y(g, ¢), since for any ( a0 boq) €

coq do
I'2(q, q) we have that
ap bog\(fa b\ _ * apb + qbod
coq do ) \c d)  \doc+ qcoa *

be — (aph + qbod) (doc + gcoa) = agdobe = be (mod ).

maps

Note that I' is in some sense too sparse a group. The original problem lives on a set of
density roughly 1/q whereas I' has density roughly 1/¢* in SLy(Z). Consequently a has
density roughly 1/q on the set of orbits I'\ SLy(Z).

By symmetry (swapping ad <> be, a <> d, b <> ¢) we may assume that

C<D<ALB.
The very skewed ranges where
max{A, D} > qC

may be counted trivially (Poisson summation). In the complementary range we have

(1.8) 1<

Ql
Qlg

<q.

Y

To apply Theorem [I.1] we need an upper bound for

K= 3 ‘ Y amalrg)|-

g:((é 3)€SL2(Z) 7€\ SL2(Z)
|a|+|b|C/D+|c|D/C+|d| <6

The contribution from ¢ = I is bounded by

Y. el <q

7€\ SL2(Z)

and we can never hope to get a better bound. The contribution from ad # 1 satisfies a
similar bound < ¢ by Cauchy-Schwarz and using the divisor bound for clad — 1. Finally,

since 1 < D/C < ¢ and since for generic g € SLy(Z) the function 7 +— «(7)a(7g) has density
1/q-1/q =1/¢* we have

> ‘ > 04(7)@‘ < D/C < q,

(£l b €D\ SLa(Z
g=(%" L) esta(z) TN\ SL2(Z)
0<[b|<6D/C

so that L < ¢. In fact, it is easy to check that for ged(r(r +1),¢) = 1 we have

— +1 b
Y amatl<wdoa, o= (G L),
7€'\ SLa(Z)



Using 1 < A/C < g and our assumption that § = 0, we get

C A
R<LI+—+ <K 1.
Ag  Cq
Thus, applying Theorem [[LT] we get a main term of size roughly X/q and an error term that
is bounded by

VADKR <« X242,

This is dominated by the main term as long as ¢ is a bit smaller than X/3.

The proof of the more general Theorem is a bit more involved. One has to first
decompose £(n) into functions #’(n; qo), go|g, which are balanced in the sense that they have
mean value 0 over any coset of a non-trivial subgroup of Z/qyZ. Applying the method
separately for each *(n; qy) essentially gives us that K < q|t||2. Without this decomposition
we would only be able to get K < ¢||t||?, potentially losing a factor of g for general t(n).
The key property that is leveraged here is that the weight o((2Y)) = ¢(ad) is constant along
certain one dimensional linear fibers in the two dimensional space I's(g, q)\ SL2(Z).

For Theorem we apply the approximate functional equation, use the group I's(q1, g2),
and check that

a((2 7)) = xa(a)x1(b)xz(c)x2(d)

is left-invariant. In fact, here we average also over the determinant

AD
> Z fla,e,d), H< ==, T< AD,BC < T\/{i¢z.

T
h~H ad—bc=

This and a good dependency on the size of h in other applications is facilitated by the more
technical Theorem [I0.Il In this case a strong bound for K is a consequence of an elementary
character sum bound, which captures the oscillations in « from the characters.

1.4. Comparison to the literature. Consider the determinant equation

Z fla,c,d)

ad—be=1
qle

with variables weighted by a smooth f(a, ¢, d) supported around (A, C, D). Applying Poisson
summation to the variables a and d one obtains a main term and an error term roughly of
the form

é’—l; Z Z Z F(c/C)S(m,n;c), S(m,n;c) = Z e.(ma + nd).

m<C/D n<C/A c¢=0 (mod q) a,d (mod c)
ad=1 (mod c)

By Kuznetsov’s formula for I'g(g), this is bounded by a sum of the form (omitting the
continuous spectrum)

—Zh

peB(q

Z Q¢ (n)

n<C/A
10
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This can essentially be recovered from (LT), since for 7 = I we morally have by the Fourier
expansion (in the regular spectrum)

p(alD/C)) = \/D/C Y o,(m).

m<C/D

A more general form with Kloosterman sums at cusps may also be recovered when 7 is a
scaling matrix of a cusp. Therefore, for a fixed orbit 7 our argument produces exactly the
same results as applying [8]. It should be noted that our method is simpler to apply in the
sense that we never actually need to consider cusps and scaling matrices.

In similar spirit, if after spectral expansion of the Poincaré series we followed further the
strategy in the work of Bruggeman and Motohashi [4], we would need to employ what they
call the Kirillov scheme. This could be done if the orbits were identified suitably with scaling
matrices and would yield the identical result as the application of Kuznetsov’s formula we just
considered. Indeed, this essentially amounts to retracing the proof of Kuznetsov’s formula
as presented in the book by Cogdell and Piatetski-Shapiro [6].

It should be mentioned that Musicantov and Zehavi [25] also consider a version of [11] on
SLy(R), but the setting is otherwise similar to [11].

1.5. Further developments. Our underlying principle of making direct use of the group
symmetry of the considered problem appears to be quite general. We intend to work on
extending the method for other groups besides congruence subgroups on SLy(7Z).

In a joint project with Duker Lichtman we will apply the results of this paper to the
distribution of primes in arithmetic progressions to large moduli. For instance, extending
[2], we will consider averages of primes in simultaneous arithmetic progressions

S, (X A

= o w(qu)
ged(g,v)=1 n=a (mod q)
n=b (mod v)

where ), is a factorable weight. This type of problem is motivated by the Maynard-Tao
sieve with potential applications to bounded gaps between primes [20), 28].

Our results are uniform in determinants up to |h| < X' with a small > 0. For practical
applications this is of the same strength as the recent work of Assing, Blomer, and Li [I].
The sums of Kloosterman sums techniques allow one to handle even larger determinants, for
instance, see Meurman [21]. While we feel that better uniformity in h should be achievable
with more work, this appears to be a delicate problem. Similarly, it should be possible to
extend the method to handle more oscillatory weight functions f.

In Theorem [[.2] we restrict to ged(h, ¢) = 1 to obtain uniformity in |h|. For general periodic
weights there seems to be an obstruction for A which have a large common factor with q.
Since in (I0.5) we require that we can swap the order of the Hecke orbits and 7" = I'\ SLs(Z),
and the part ged(h, ¢°°) of the Hecke orbits needs to be handled inside K. This gives a worse
dependency on ged(h, ™). It is not clear if this problem can be overcome.

1.6. Notations and structure of the paper. The structure of the paper is as follows.
In the next two sections we summarise the necessary background material. The content
is standard, but we have not found it gathered in the precise composition required for

us. In Section 2] we discuss coordinate systems, differential operators and integration for
11



G = SLy(R). In Section B we import the spectral expansion of L*(T'\G, x) in terms of
automorphic forms, consider their Fourier expansions, and recall Hecke operators.

Our next task is to prove technical results that are required for the proofs of the main
theorems. In Section 4l we prove decay properties of certain inner products. Together with
the Fourier expansion, this is part of the rigorous treatment of (IL3). The following two
sections consider the automorphic kernel that is essential in our treatment of the I term
(see (LG)). In Section [5l we give a proof of the spectral expansion of the kernel. In Section
we apply this to give a mean value theorem for automorphic forms, which is what we
ultimately use to bound the K part.

At this point we have gathered all the background tools to state and prove the most
technical version of our main result, Theorem [[Jl This is done in Section [l Combining
Theorem [7.1] with the spectral large sieve that we import in Section [§ we prove Theorem
[L.1lin Section [

In Section [I0.1] we state and prove Theorem [I0.1] which is the main technical result. Like
Theorem [L.I]it follows from Theorem [7.I] and the spectral large-sieve, but it is much stronger
with respect to the shift A.

Finally, in the last two sections, we prove the applications stated in the introduction. In
section [[I] we consider correlations of the divisor function with a periodic twist and show
Theorem [[.2l Section [I2] deals with the L-functions applications, Theorems [[.7 and

Dependency graph of results:

Prop. [

Prop.

B.2
Prop B:[I Prop 6.1 I

/

(Prop. 1] [Prop. ET|

Prop.
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for helpful discussions. This project has received funding from the European Research Coun-
cil (ERC) under the European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation programme

(grant agreement No 851318).
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2. GEOMETRY OF THE LIE GROUP G = SLy(R)

In this section and the following section we provide an overview of the background material
that goes into Theorems [[.1] and [[0.Jl We also refer the readers to the book of Bump [5]
and the excellent survey of Motohashi [24].

2.1. Coordinates. We start by introducing two coordinate systems for the Lie group

G :=SLy(R) = {(Z Z) :a,b,c,dER,ad—bc:l}

following mostly the notation in [24]. The relevant subgroups for us are

N ::{n[x] _ (1 ‘f) Lz € R}

a=fan = (V7 5)ve 0

cosf sind

K ;:{k[e] - (_ o cose) 0 e ]R/QWZ}

We will refer to the groups N, A, K and their elements n, a, k without further notice and these
symbols are reserved for this purpose.
We then have the Iwasawa decomposition

G = NAK,
where the representation g = (%) = n[z]a[y]k[f] is uniquely defined for 6 € [0, 27) via
ac + bd 1 c
(2.1) = m YT e 9:arctan<—8)
and
cosf — - sind sinf 4 = cos 0
22) alafalyilg] = (V0L ettt VI et
~7 sin 0 7 cos 6

The first two Iwasawa coordinates (x,y) correspond to the upper half-plane H := {x + iy :
y > 0}, which is isomorphic to the set of cosets G/K, in the sense that the group action on
H via (¢%): 2z — ZZZIZ is the matrix multiplication from the left on G/K.

We also have the Cartan decomposition

G = KAK,

where the representation g = k[plale ¢]k[¢] is unique provided that ¢ > 0 and ¢ € [0, 7).
We have

(2.3) k[elale?]k[9] = k| + 7/2]ale k[0 — /2] = K[y + rlale?]k[¥ — 7).

The Cartan coordinates are best described by the isomorphism of groups via conjugation by
the Cayley matrix C = (] 3*), which diagonalizes K,

SLQ(R) = SUl’l(R) = {(% g) ca, peC, |a‘2 _ ‘5|2 = 1},

g+ CgCt.
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From this we can compute for (¢ %) = n[z]ale'|k[0] = k[p|ale~¢]k[V]

§= Ha—d—i(b+c)) = e (sinh(t/2) — ie~/2/2) = %~ sinh(—g/2).

(2.4) {Oz (a +d+ Z(b — C)) Z9(COSh(t/2) + je t/2l’/2) — eile+?) COSh(g/2)

The first two Cartan coordinates ~2) correspond to the polar coordinates of the Poincaré

(¢,
disk model of the upper half-plane
z—1

H = <1}: .
(el <1}z

Using (2.3) and (2:4)) we compute that for
ale'|n[z] = k[pJale™?Jk[]
we have
cosh o =cosht + e'z?/2,
iorsy  cosh(t/2)  cosh(t/2) + ie"*z/2
(2.5) © Tosh(o/2) _ |cosh(t/2) + etz /2|’

i) _sinh(t/2)  sinh(t/2) — ie'/?z/2
~sinh(g/2)  |sinh(t/2) —det/22 /2|
Denoting
|z — wf?
—_— H

u(z,w) == T (o) T(w)” z,w € H,
we have cosh(p) = 2u(gi, i)+ 1 and for g = (¢%) € G
(2.6) u(gi,i) = @+ +F+d* —2).

2.2. Differential operators. Following the notation in [24], we introduce matrices

() () e ()

which are the infinitesimal generators for the subgroups
N = {exp(tX;) : t € R}, A = {exp(tXy) : t € R}, K = {exp(tX3) : t € R}.
We then define the right Lie differentials
xf(9) = 0cf (g exp(tX;))li=o-

By construction these operators are left-invariant under the action of the group G on itself.
That is, denoting

In: f(g) = f(hg), rn:f(g) flgh),

we have x;l, = l;x; for j € {1,2,3}.
We construct the raising and lowering operators

et :=2x; + x9 — iXg,
e = — 2iX1 + Xo + 1X3.
14



In the Iwasawa coordinates n[z|a[y|k[f] we have
et = e¥(2iyd, + 2y0, — i0y),
e” = e 2(—2iyd, + 2y0, + i0y),
X3 = Op.

The Casimir operator is then defined as

1 1 1
(27) Q.= _Ze+e_ + ng — 57:)(3.

The Casimir element is not only left-invariant but also right-invariant under the action of
the group G, that is,

(28) th = th, Q’/’h = ThQ.
In the Iwasawa coordinates n[z|a[y|k[f] the Casimir operator 2 is given by

where the first part —y?(9% + 85) is the Laplace operator on the upper half-plane H. In the
Cartan coordinates k[p|aje~?]k[d], denoting cosh o = 2u + 1, we have

1 1 1 1
Q=-02— — oy 0,09 — —————05
¢ tanhg ° 4sinh?p ot 2sinh ptanh o * " Asinh?p ¥

1 2u + 1 1
_ 2 o 2 o 2
=~ ulet Do = Qut D0 = 5%t e %% T e

(2.10)

From this we see that ) commutes with taking inverses: If
v flg) = flg™),
then
(2.11) Q=10
since
(Klplale2k[o)) " = K[~dlale?)k[—¢] = kir/2 — V]ale~?Jk|—m/2 = o).
Let ¢ € Z and v € C. The functions (defined using the Iwasawa coordinates)
(212) Gulg.v) = g+

are eigenfunctions of the Casimir operator 2 on G

1
Qilg) = (1 =) ora).
Furthermore, the functions ¢,(g, v) are of right-type ¢, by which we mean that

de(gk[0], v) = " pu(g, v).

The notion of functions with left-type ¢ is defined similarly.
15



2.3. Integration. The invariant Haar measure dg on G is defined in terms of the Iwasawa
and Cartan coordinates via (note the swap between a and n)

dn[z] = dz, daly] = i}y, dk[6] = %’
daxdydé
(2.13) /Gf(g)dg:/A . Kf(ank)dadndk:/R o Zf(n[x]a[y]k[e])%

:/ f(kla[e_g]kg) Sll’lh(g)dgdkldkg
KxK JRxo

Then
(2.14) /FO@\G g = [SLy(Z) <q>1/ IT0

SL2(Z)\ SL2 (]R

In terms of the matrix coordinates we have (by using (2.I)) to compute the Jacobian deter-
minant)

dzdydd 1 dadedd

2my?  w ¢

dg =
Thus, using ¢(2 ) = 72/6 we have for any integrable F': G — C
1 dadcdd
(2.15) / g9)dg = / F((2a)) :
‘FO \G‘ )q Hp|q(1 +p ) I c
The inner product on L?(G) is defined by

(f1, f2)a :=/Gf1(g)mdg

Then we have

(2.16) <eif17 fo)a = —(f1,eT fa)a
and
(2.17) (U1, f2)a = (f1,Qf2)a,

that is, €2 is a symmetric operator.

3. SPECTRAL THEORY OF L*(T'\G, )

Fix q € Z~( and denote I' = I'y(¢). While we consider the more general groups I's(q1, ¢2),
these are isomorphic to I'g(g1g2) by conjugation with ajg;]. Let x be a Dirichlet character to
the modulus ¢. This defines a character on I" via

X((£2)) = x(d) = X(a).

We let k € {0,1} denote the parity of x, that is, x(—1) = (—1)".
The group I' acts on G by matrix multiplication from the left. We denote

(fl, f2>F\G = fl(g) 2(9)dg

NG
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and

L*T\G,x) ={f:G—=C: f(vg) =x(N[flg), (f [irne<oo}.

In this section we consider the decomposition of this space into an orthogonal basis of au-
tomorphic forms and the Fourier expansion of these basis elements. The automorphic forms
described below of course depend on ¢ and x but it is customary to omit this dependency
in the notation.

3.1. Spectral expansion. We denote by €(q,x) a set of inequivalent representatives for
the singular cusps of I' \ G for the character y. The notion of singular cusps and scaling
matrices coincide (with the identification G/K = H) with the upper half-plane setting ( see
[9, Section 4.1], for instance). Let ¢¢(g,v) be as in (ZI2]) and suppose that ¢ = k (mod 2).
For ¢ € €(q, x), we define the Eisenstein series for R(v) > 1/2 by

EQgv)= Y X(Mdilo g, v),
~yel' A\l

where I'; is the stabilising group and o, a scaling matrix of the cusp ¢. The Eisenstein
series are extended to v € C by meromorphic continuation, and have only one simple pole at
v=1/2forI"=Ty(q) [8 Lemma 3.7]. For general Fuchsian groups I it is possible that there
are other poles on 0 < v < 1/2; which would appear as terms in the spectral decomposition
[14, Chapter 7]. The residue at v = 1/2 is

3
B ™q Hp‘q(l + p_l) ‘
Proposition 3.1. (Spectral expansion of L?(I'\G, x)). Let q € Z~, X be a Dirichlet char-

acter to the modulus q of parity k € {0,1}, and let T' = T'g(q). There exists a countable
set B(q,x) and for V € B(q,x),l € Z,{ = k (mod2), complex numbers v, and smooth

functions w%f) € LA(T\G, x) of right-type { with

¢ 1 ¢
(3.1) Q) = (Z - V%) oy

such that the following holds. For any smooth and bounded f € L*(T\G, x) with Q.f bounded
we have

Res,—1/2 EC(O) (z,v)

1 14 4
f(g) :1xprincipalm<fal>r\(;+ >y (s o et (9)
VeB(g,x) =k (mod 2)
1
-y = | EO G E g, )
) (0)

4mi
c€€(g,x) ¢=k (mod 2

Note that while the Eisenstein series are not square-integrable, for f € L*(T\G, ) the

inner product (f, Ec(g)(*, v))r\¢ exists and is finite. Proposition B follows from [10} Section
4], by identifying for a fixed ¢ the basis elements u; of weight kpp; = ¢ in [10, (4.50))] via

oy (nflalyk[6]) = uj(w + i)',

and similarly for the Eisenstein series.

We now describe the functions wg) in the discrete spectrum. The objects V' appearing

are the irreducible subspaces of L*(T'\G, x), and the Casimir operator is constant on each
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V, that is, there is some vy, such that for all smooth f € V' we have Qf = (7 — v¢)f. Each
V' splits into subspaces according to the right-action by K

v= & VY,

=k (mod 2)

where V) is a one or zero dimensional subspace consisting of functions of right-type ¢. The

raising and lowering operators define maps e* : VI — V2 We pick generators gpg) for
each V' such that

0
<(p§/)7 ¢§/)>F\G =1

to get an orthonormal basis.
The cuspidal spectrum B(q, x) splits into three parts
(1) Regular spectrum: vy € iR
(2) Exceptional spectrum: vy € (0,1/2)

3) Discrete series: vy = 2L k>0, k =k (mod?2).
() |4 2 )

In the first two cases all of the V) are non-trivial. The Selberg eigenvalue conjecture states
that the exceptional spectrum is empty. The best bound towards this is by Kim-Sarnak
[17], which states that for congruence subgroups we have v, € (0,7/64) in the possible
exceptional spectrum. We let 6, denote maxy {Re(vy) < 1/2}.

For the discrete series vy = k — 1/2 we call k the weight and we have either

V= @ VY a v= fH v

>k (<—k
=k (mod 2) =k (mod 2)
In either case the edge function <p§/i " is annihilated by the lowering/raising operator, that

is, eﬂp%/i M = 0. For classical holomorphic modular forms u(z + iy) of weight k we have a

correspondence

o (n2]nly]k[0]) = y* 2u(x + iy)e™.

3.2. Fourier expansion of automorphic forms. To compute the projections (f, wg))p\g

we use the Fourier expansion of the basis elements gogf). To state the Fourier expansion, we

use the Jacquet operator A*. For a function ¢ on G it is defined as

aoto) = [ " e(F) o (wnllg)de,

—00

0 1
w = k[r/2] = (_1 0)
is the Weyl element of G.

We will use the Jacquet operator only for the choice ¢(g) = ¢u(g,v) as given in ([2.12)). In
that case we can express it in terms of Whittaker functions (see [24] eq. (16.1)])
W2, (dmy)
Pv+0/2+1)

where

(3.2) ALpy(g,v) = (1) 212 o (40)
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where in Iwasawa coordinates g = n[z]a[y]k[f] (the choice of the sign of (—1)%? for odd ¢

will not be important for us). We record here the following integral expression (see [24], eq.
(16.2)]) which will be useful later

Z o e £ — i\ 2
B3 Aaden) = ey [T AT (S0 ae

where for odd ¢ we choose the branch cut R for (%)ﬂ/ 2. We also note that

QAT Ge(g,v) = (1/A = V) A u(g,v),  OZAT¢u(g,v) = —4Am* A% ¢y(g,v),
8€2Ai¢€(gv V) = _£2Ai¢f(gu V)'
We gather the statements of 24, (17.3), (17.5), (18.2), (21.11), (24.3)] in the following,

—ouy T/ 24w +1/2) |2
(|t /2=vv+1/2)

(3.4)

noting that for vy € iR we have ‘7‘(‘

Proposition 3.2. We have the Fourier expansions

1/2
(Z)( ) ) —2uvr(|£‘/2+VV+ 1/2)) Z QV(n)ASgn(")¢g(a[|n|]g, VV)

v T([0]/2 — vy + 1/2)
and

Ec,f(gay) :1c ooqbﬁ(gv )+ch( )¢f( )

ZQ‘” A0) g, allnl]g, ),

n#0
where the coefficients oy (n) and o.,(n) do not depend on (.

Of course the Fourier coefficients gy (n) and o, (n) depend on both g and . As mentioned,
this is suppressed in the notation. The Fourier coefficients can be written in terms of the
upper half plane setup as in [8] for k = 0 as follows (the supersript D-I refers to the notation
in Deshouillers-Iwaniec)

I(vy +1/2)
27TVV+1/2
(=D*PT(EDY? 5
ov(n) = S 12 ;'Dkl(
ok (lk[+1)/2p (k—1)/

p?'l(n) with vy =ix>' if vy €N —1/2;

ov(n) = ;

n), ifvy =(k—1)/2,n >0 and V holomorphic;
ov(n) = oy-(—n), ifvy =k —1/2,n <0 and V anti-holomorphic;
0cv(n) = [n]" e, (1/2+ ), if n 0.

3.3. Hecke operators. The Hecke operator on L*(T(¢)\G, x) is defined by

w - e £ ()

ad=h (mod d)
It satisfies the multiplicativity relation

d| ged(m,n)
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Then for ged(h, ¢) = 1 the Hecke operators 7, commute with each other and €2, and further-
more are normal (since (T, f,g9) = (f,X(h)Trg)), so that we can choose a common orthonor-
mal basis. Then

(3.6) Tho\ (1) = Av(R) i (7)

for the Hecke eigenvalues Ay (h). Similarly, for the Eisenstein series we have for ged(h, q) =1
[10], (6.16)]

(3.7) EEEZ)(T, v)= )\W(h)EC(Z) (1,v)

with A, (h) given explicitly in [10, (6.17)]. For ged(h,q) = 1 the Hecke eigenvalues satisfy
the multiplicativity relation

M(hov(n) =Y x(d)ov(hn/d®),
d| ged(h,n)
and similarly for the Eisenstein series.
We have |A,(h)| < d(h) <. |h|f. The Ramanujan-Petersson conjecture states that also
in the cuspidal spectrum

[Av(R)] <e [h]*.

For the discrete series, this was proved by Deligne [7]. In general the best bound towards
this is <. |h|e*e with ¢, < 7/64 by Kim and Sarnak [L7].

3.4. Useful heuristics. The automorphic forms gog) are L2-normalized and since the vol-

ume of the fundamental domain satisfies |[o(q)\G| = ¢'T°M), we expect that for typical
g€ GandneZ)\{0}

Y/ — o — o
169(g) = g V20 oy ()] = g /O,

With the help of Selberg’s trace formula one can show that the eigenvalues vy in the
cuspidal spectrum satisfy
{vy € iR : lvy| < K} = ¢V K2,

that is, there are roughly ¢'T° K spectral parameters in i[K, K + 1]. In our applications
K will be small, so that morally the number of harmonics used is ¢'T*®). We are unable
to detect cancellation between the harmonics and thus always lose at least a factor of /g
compared to heuristically optimal bounds in the error terms.

4. DECAY OF SPECTRUM AND FOURIER EXPANSION

After applying the spectral expansion of Proposition B we will need to bound inner

products such as (P, gpg))p\g, where P is a kind of Poincaré series associated to some smooth
function F' on the ambient space GG. By unfolding and inserting the Fourier expansion
(Proposition [3.2]) we encounter then sums of the form

Z QV\/%) (F, AW (alln]]- )

Vi n

The main goal of this section is to prove the following bound, which simultaneously achieves

two things — decay in the parameters n, v, ¢ as well as summation by parts to decouple the
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smooth weight from the variable n. This morally speaking allows us to truncate the above
sum at |vy| < 074 |0 < 671 ] < (6X)7!

Proposition 4.1. Let § € (0,1) and X,Y > 0, & € {0,1}. Let ave,bepe : Zso — C
and let F : G — C, F(g) = F(n[z]alyk[d]), be (2J + 1) times differentiable in all three
variables, supported on (x,y) € [—X,X]| x [Y,2Y], satisfying for all Jy,Jy, J5 > 0 with
S+ L+ J3<2J+1

(4.1) 0;0110;286}]3F < (6X)(5Y)2(8) .
Define the decay function

: (1+1logt)*(1+Y/X)?%
Joe{Ol ..... 7} 02(1 + [ov| + |0t X | + |§¢])>/o1
Then for o € {£} we have for any J >0

- ay,e(n)
Yoo DY D R A ) )e =

VeB(q,x) {=k (mod2) n>0

(4.2) Dy(t,v,0) =

Re(v 1/2
— Re(v
S S SIS DI RN by
VeB(q,x) =k (mod?2) 0<n<t
Re(vy)<1/2

o D(U/2 vy +1/2)

o ay, (n)
F2 =17 2o DA el w)e =

n>0 \/ﬁ

Z aw(n) )

0<n<t

2. 2

VeB(g,x) ¢=x (mod2)
(4.4) vy =(k—1)/2 oZ>k

X
<K Igl;ao)(m Z Z Dj(t, VV,E)

VeB(g,x) 4=k (mod2)
v=(k—-1)/2  ol>k

and
bevo(n
S OY /Z Aol ) "
(4 5) c€€(q,x) {=r (mod 2) ) n>0
<<I£130XY1/2 Z/ Z Dy(t, v, 0) Zbc,,g
c€€(q,x) é % (mod 2) 0<n<t

After using the Fourier series of Proposition B.2] Proposition 4] gives us a tool to handle
all parts of the spectral expansion except the n = 0 terms of the Eisenstein series. This is
covered by the following.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose that the assumptions of Proposition [{.1] hold and let D;(t,v,{)
be defined by (A2). We have for any complex coefficients b,

DS /Fqsg e < s Z/ S° D1, Ofbesldv]
ce€(g,x) {=k (mod2) c€€(q,x) =k (mod 2)

To show Proposition .1l we use the following lemma that is an extension of [24] eqs. (15.4),

(15.5)].
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Lemma 4.3. Let g = n[z]afy|k[f]. We have the following bounds.
(1) For Re(v) > 0 and y € (0,1) we have
A7¢u(g,v) <o (|0 + V] + 1)y (1 + [ log y)).
(2) For Re(v) >0 and y > 0 we have
A 61(9.0) < (1] + o] + Dy~ /2wl ey
(3) Forv=(k—1)/2, 0l >k, { =k (mod 2) we have

o L€/2+E/2)
r(e/2—-k/2+1
Proof. Statements (1) and (2) are contained in [24, eq. (15.5)] in the case £ = 0 (mod2).

The proofs apply also for £ =1 (mod?2).
To prove (3), for v = (k —1)/2 and of > k we have

o, L(0/2+F/2) v2
<7T F(\€|/2—l<:/2+1)) A% ¢o(alyl, v)

) / A7 galy), >|2§— <1

F(Iﬁ\/2—1f/2+1)1/2 _ k-1
_(1\k/2.1/2 o k/27( )

where L\ is the Laguerre polynomial [29, Chapter V (5.1.5)] defined by

LgLa) (LU) = T 8n< — n—l—a) )

n!

This can be seen from shifting the contour to Im(§) = —oo in ([B3) and calculating the
residue of the pole of order (|| — k)/2 at £ = —i. The Laguerre polynomials satisfy the
orthogonality relation [29, Chapter V, (5.1.1)]

o T 1
/ e L) () L) () = 1,,_, LT V)
0 [(n+1)

We also have the recurrence relation [29, Chapter V, (5.1.13)]

Y1)
=0

Thus, we get by expanding the square and by orthogonality

X e~z (a)(n2 —~T(i+a I'n+«
/O:B e Lg)(z)dzzzr((z,le))S(n—l—l)ﬁ,

=0

so that in particular

T(|0]/2 + k/2 — 1)
(02— k/2+1)

/0 (ry) 2= L) (dry)dy < (60/2 — /2 + 1)
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Thus, we have

o TUO2EE2) [ dy

o aDUU/2= K24 1) [ ey iy
= (‘r(|\/e| 2 +/k/2) ) /0 (dmy) 2L )y
P(6/2 — k/2 + ) T(0]/2 4 k/2 — 1)
T(f/2 + k2) T(f/2— k21 1)

< ([0])2—-k/2+1)

< 1.

4.1. Proof of Propositions [4.1] and [4.2l Let us first consider (£3]). Let

Yu(t) =t EF, A7y (alt], )
so that the left-hand side of (.3]) is

S Y S s

VeB(g,x) ¢=x (mod2) n>0
Re(vy)<1/2

We define the second order differential operator

5X \? /5. \?
E=146(1/4-Q) + (%Z_ﬁx> + (Z,ag)

and observe that by (B.4) and by left-invariance of  for any J > 0
(4.6) =/ A70(altlg,v) = Elag A7de(g,v) = (1+ (0v)* + (66X)* + (60)*) L A7 (9, v)
and that by (4.1))
=P <, (1+Y/X)* and
Ol F <5 (683) (1 + Y/ X)*.
By (46]) we get for any J >0
W) = (7720, — 5t (F g A Gu( )6

(t7120, — 5t%7) Tl A
= F 271,10 A% ¢,
(4 G + X ¢ ey = AT e
(t—l/Qat _ %t_3/2)
T (14 (0v)2 4 (6tX)2 + (60)2)/
where we used the symmetry of Q ([2I7) as well as the Iwasawa decomposition to apply
integration by parts for d, and Jy, and the invariance of the measure dg. Using (A1) we get

(5_1t_5/2+t_3/2)(1—|—Y/X)2J/
(L + [ov| + [otX| +[6€))*  Jg
23

(4.7)

(L nZTF, A%¢0(-, 1)),

Y,(t) < Lo<xt | A% ¢e(n[z]aly], v)| dg.

y=<Yt



This gives us by (1) and (2) of Lemma

—14-5/2 | 1-3/2 2.7
)« CELEI TP g, [ g,
(4.8) 7 (14 |ov| + |6t X ]| + |0€])/ =Yt
| YO  p) X
(1+ |ov| + [0t X| + |6¢€])% Y1/2
Defining

Ryy(t) ==Y ave(n),

0<n<t

we bound the left-hand side of (A3]) with Abel summation and (48]

Y Y Yt =[P wl0Ru

VeB(q,x) ¢=k (mod2) n>0 VeB(g,x) ¢=k (mod2)
Re(vy)<1/2 Re(vy)<1/2

/ 1/2 Z Z Wy, o (][ Ry (t)|d

VeB(q,x) =k (mod 2)
Re(vy)<1/2

* X U2+t )1+ Y/X)2 (1 + [v| +|) R
<[ v X X a0 Ry ()]t
1o Y'Y VB e ) (1+ |ov| + |6t X ]| + |0€])
Re(vy)<1/2
D¢ (1+1logt)*(1+Y/X)?/ R dt
< / 2 (V)R Ry ()]
1o Y172 Vg(;x) - ,@%ﬂ:@dz 82(1+ |0v| + |0tX | + |5¢))27 1 VAT + log t)?
Re(vy)<1/2

The claim ([@3]) now follows by allowing the parameter J to depend on t, taking the minimum
over them, and then taking the maximum over ¢ since f1 Jo T —|—10g Tosn? < O°- The proof of (4.5

follows by the same argument.
For the discrete series (4.4]) with vy = (k —1)/2, ol > k, to get the analogue of (4.8) we
have to bound

L(|0)/2+ v +1/2)
L(1e/2 = +1/2)

‘ —2vy

1/2 d
/ A u(aly), )| .
y~Y't y

By Cauchy-Schwarz and (3) of Lemma [£.3] this is bounded by

([, 5 it | [ oo

The rest of the argument is exactly the same.
Proposition follows by a similar argument but is technically much easier. We use the

point-wise upper bound |¢,(g,v)| < y'/? instead of Lemma E.3l
24
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5. SPECTRAL EXPANSION OF AN AUTOMORPHIC KERNEL ON (&

Let k : G — C be a smooth function with compact support. For ¢; = ¢, (mod 2) we define
the projections

(5.1) ko, 0,(g) = / / k(ky gk e~ t00a)—it2002) gk i,
KJK
Then
ke 0, (K[01]gk[6a]) = 0%y, 4, (g)

and we say that any function with this property is of type (¢, fs), or left-type ¢; and right-
type 5. By the Cartan decomposition g = k[p]a[e ¢]k[¢] a function of fixed type is uniquely
determined by its values on A. We have a Fourier series decomposition into functions of

fixed type
Z k£1752(g): Z ]{531752(a[e_g])ewlso-l-ibﬁ.

01,02€7 l1,02€7Z

Given k as above, we define the invariant integral operator with kernel %y, », as

Loy o, f(g) = /G Koy 0, (g7 ) f(R)dh.

The main goal of this section is to prove the following proposition, which gives a spectral
expansion of an automorphic kernel (also known as the pre-trace formula). For our purpose
it is enough to consider the case ¢; = f5. In terms of the upper half-plane language this can
be found in Hejhal’s books [12, [13]. As these comprehensive books are not the easiest-to-use
sources, we opt to provide a self-contained proof, generalising the argument in [14, Chapter
1.8].

Proposition 5.1. Let k : G — C be smooth and compactly supported. Define

(71,7m2) =Y X(Vkee(rs ' m).

vyel

Then for { = k (mod 2)

1 rincipa. 1
K(Z)(ﬁ,@) w/k(g)dg
G

IT\G]
+ 3 Bpelks )l (el ()
VeB(g,x)
+ Y pp Z/ @y (ki v) EO (r1,0) E (3, v)dv,
c€€(g,x)
where
(52) (I)g’g(]{?;l/) Z:/ k&g(h)qbg(h, I/)dh
G

Proposition [5.1] is a corollary of Proposition 3.1l and the following.
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Proposition 5.2. Let v € C, k € C§°(G), and let f,fz) be an eigenfunction of € with
eigenvalue 1/4 — v* and right-type €. Then we have

7 7
LeefS7(g) = ®ralk; ) ££7(9).
Proof of Proposition 5.1l assuming Proposition[5.2. By PropositionB.lapplied to 7, we have

1
K®© — Zxprincipal ; 7(¢) 1 (K. )y )
(1,72) == g (K6 m) ne + VEEB( | ) v ) v (1)
X
j=k (mod 2)
53 F Y Y g KO B0 B g v

c€€(g,x) j=k (mod 2)

By unfolding the first term matches the first term in Proposition [6.1l We use unfolding to
compute

(KOG m), o) = [ KOg,m)el (9)dg =" / X(Nkee(s vg9) 0 (9)dg
NG ~er /T\G

=3 [ ka0l o = [ b0 o

vel’

With the Haar measure decomposition dg = dadndk we get

/ke,zﬁfﬂ)‘ﬁg)(g)dg:///k‘u(fz_lank)cpg)(ank)dkdadn
G NJA JK

:/ / kg,g(rz_lan)gog)(an)/ =P dkdadn.
NJA K

The innermost integral is 1,—;. We recall that the gog) are eigenfunctions by (3] and apply
Proposition 5.2 to get

(KO(, ), 00 = /G ko7 9)0@ (9)dg

= Lol (72)
(5.4) = D (ks vy )y (72).
Similar computation holds for the Eisenstein series contribution. Combining (5.3]) and (5.4))
Proposition [B.1] follows. O

5.1. Lemmas. We now gather some lemmas for the proof of Proposition[5.2l As mentioned,
our argument is similar to [14, Section 1.8]. Recall that k,,(g) is of left and right type ¢ and

Leaf(9) = [ eala™ W dh = [ Kido, ) f(h)ah
where we denote

kee(g, h) = k?z,g(g_lh).
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Using the Cartan coordinates g = k[gp]a[e ¢]k[d] and denoting for u = u(g)
cosh(o) =2u+1, pe(u) := kee(ale™])

we have

(5.5) kee(g) = e py(u) =: Hy(g)pe(w).

From (2.I0) we immediately get the following (compare to [24, eq. (33.7)]).

Lemma 5.3. Denoting
62

. 2
Dy :=u(u+1)0; + (2u+1)0, + M)

we have
Qke(g) = Hi(g)Du e pe(u).
Lemma 5.4. We have
Qnkee(g,h) = Qgkee(g, h)
Proof. Recall (Z8) and (ZI1]), that is, that {2 commutes with translations ry,{, and the

inversion ¢. Thus,

k(g™ h) = Qlg-1k(h) = - Quk(h) = (Qk)(9™" D)
and

Q k(g7 'h) = Qgritk(g) = ruQ,k(g) = (Qk) (g7 h).

O
From this we get the following.
Lemma 5.5. The operators 2 and Ly, commute.
Proof. By Lemma 5.4 and (ZI7) we have
OLiof(g) = [ Qobseto. 1Sl = [ Qubilo. 1)
= /kz,e(g,h)ﬁhf(h)dh = L S2f(g).
O

Given h € G we define
o N
Ricflg) = [ fkiolng)5
0 s
and state some simple facts for this operator.

Lemma 5.6. If f is of right-type —{, then
Rqef(g9) = f(9)-

Furthermore, denoting

de

(5:6) Flong) = 5o [ @ Fankblon

27



we have

(5.7) F(h™lg,h) = Ruef(9)f(h) ™
and F(g1,92) has type (=€, —{) in g1 and right-type 0 in go.
Proof. Since f has right-type —¢ we get
S N do
Ryuflo)= [ sl 0m = [ 105 = sto),
0 0

which proves the first claim. For the remaining part of the lemma, we observe that (5.1)) is
immediate from the definitions and the type claim follows from

1 on it0 dg
PO k(0] 92K05]) =~ [ f(aakld+ 03+ ki)
. 1 2 de
:6—16(91—1—92) / 259 ko hd
Fan Jy © 1Mo
:e—ié(é)l—l—@z)F(gl, 92)
O
We next show that L,, and R, commute.
Lemma 5.7. We have
Lo¢Rue=RneLog.
In particular, we have
Loo(Ryef)(9) = Leef(9)-
Proof. We have by invariance of the measure dh’ and using k(g1, g5 92) = k(g391, 92)
Lo Rief(g) = / kee(g, K )Ref (R)dR
G
! o 00 do !
= [ kuelg, 1) [ e fRK[O)RT ) —dR
G 0
2
_ / & /G keo(g, ) f(hk[e]h‘lh’)dh’g
0
o 100 —1\—1y37 1 ,d@
= [ [ b, (o)) pan
0 G
2
= [ e [ esthion o, ) 0w
0 a 27
= RueLeef(9)
]

Recall that

Gulg,v) =y 2
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Lemma 5.8. Let { € Z, A € C. There is a unique smooth function Uy, : G — C which is
of type (£,0) satisfying

U)\j(l) =1, QU)\,Z = )\U)\,g.
Denoting A = 1/4 — v?, we have

21 de 21 de
(5.8) Unelg) = | de(k[=0)gkl0],v)o— = [ ¢u(k[-0]gk[b], —v) 5.
0 2m 0 2m
Proof. Recall that Hy(g) = ¢*“*?) and that, just as as in (5.H), we have for any U, , of type
(¢,0) for some Py, that

Uxe(g9) = He(g)Pxo(u(g)).
By Lemma [b.3] we see that QU , = AU, is equivalent to

2

102+ (2u+1 P = 0.
(u(u+1)0; + (2u + )8U+A+4(u+1)) e(u) =0
Multiplying this with u/(u + 1) (since u > 0) we get
0o (2u+1) uX ul?
Py () = 0.
(WO Ot T a0

Following the notation in [31], Section 10.3]), this second order differential equation is of the
form

<(z —¢)?0. + (2 — ) P(2)0. + Q(z)) U(z)=0

where ¢ = 0, P(z) = 2t Q(2) = 2 + 0 jfl)2. We then consider the indicial equation

o+ (po—1Da+q =0
with
qdo = Q(O) = 0

In this case, the indicial equation has only the solution @ = 0 and as such there exist one
solution for the differential equation which is analytic at u = 0 and one with a logarithmic
singularity [31, Section 10.32]. By U,,(I) = 1 and the fact that for ¢ = I we have u = 0,
the function U), is uniquely determined to originate from the analytic solution. The claim
(5.8)) is then clear since the integrals on the right-hand side define a type (¢, ¢) eigenfunction
with eigenvalue \. 0

Lemma 5.9. Let f be an eigenfunction of ) with eigenvalue \ with right-type —€. Then we
have

Rief(9) =Us—_o(h™'g)f(h),

where Uy _y is as in Lemma 2.8
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Proof. By Lemma [5.6] we have

Ruef(9) 01
i e
with
(5.9) F(1,h) = %fggh) 1

and with F' having left and right type —¢ in the first coordinate. Recall the definition of
F(g1,92) in (B0) and observe that

Q. F(g1,92) = A (g1, 92)

by the fact that the casimir element commutes with left group action. Thus, by (5.9) and
Lemma [5.8 we have for any g

F(g1,92) = Ux—e(0n)

and so

Rinef(g) = F(h™'g,h)f(h) = Us—e(h™"g) f(R).
O

Lemma 5.10. Let f € L*(G) be an eigenfunction of Q with eigenvalue X with right-type —(.
Then f is also an eigenfunction of Ly, and we have

(LZ,Ef)(g) = A(k> )‘a f)f(g),
where A does not depend on f. Furthermore, for A\=1/4 —v
(5.10) Ak, N\ 0) = / koo(h)de(h, v)dh.
G
Proof. By Lemmas [5.7 and we have

1
A= m(Lg,gf)(g) )( RyeLeef)(g) =

o
= [ et Rl
: (0

= / /{?g7g(g_1h)U)\7_g(g_lh)dh.
G

This is independent of f and g by using the change of variables h — gh and thus depends
only on k, A, £. The last claim follows by applying this with f(g) = ¢.(g, ) and evaluating
at g = 1. 0

2 we have

1
79 (LeoRyef)(9)

5.2. Proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[5.4. The function fy,(g) is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue 1/4 — /2
and right-type —¢. Therefore, by Lemma (.10 and by (5.10) we get

Lieofvi(g) = @oe(k;v) fre(g).
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6. A MEAN VALUE THEOREM FOR AUTOMORPHIC FORMS ON I'\G

The main goal in this section is to prove the following proposition. It is the essential
ingredient to obtain the K terms in Theorems [[.T] and [Z.11

Proposition 6.1. Let K, L > 1. There exists a function k : G — [0, 1] satisfying

(&) < Ljaltipl+1cl+1dl<6
such that the following holds. Let T C G be a finite set and let a : T — C be a function.

Then
2
> X | Xl + X X JEeo(rv)| 1dv
VeB(ax) <L TeT c€C(g,x)  |€I<L TGT
vy |<K {=k (mod2) {=k (mod 2)
< K*L Z a(m)a(r ZX k(g tyr).
71,72€T ~ver

Remark 1. The above is a non-commutative analogue of the well-known bound

Z Z ame(kx,,)

k<K | m

<K Z |QM2am1|F($m1 _Iﬂw)a

my,ma2

where F'is a bounded function supported on ||y, — %, ||r/z < 1/K. In both of these the
right-hand side measures the distribution of the points (7 or x,,) inside a fundamental domain
(I'"\G or R/Z). Indeed this analogy is not too far fetched, as the proof below actually gives a
stronger decay condition for k for large K, L. We do not pursue this as it is inconsequential
for our applications. For instance, the upper bound k((25)) < Liajtp+lcl+ld<6 may be
strengthened to k((25)) < 1ja2jp2ie2-d2<o+1/K -

To prove Proposition we need some standard lemmas. We define the Abel transform
of a function k : G — C by

Ak :A - C:  Ak(a) = y'/? / kE(an)dn, a = aly]
N
and the Mellin transform of a function f: A — C for s € C

= [ staraa= [ sl = [ falehesar

Recall the definition of the projection kg, given in (5.1)).

Lemma 6.2. Let ®,4(k;v) be as in (5.2). Then we have
(I)g,g(/{?; V) = M.Akg,z(ﬁ).

Proof. Recall ¢y(aly|n[z]k[0]) = ¢o(n[zyla[y]k[d]) = y*/** e so that by (ZI3)
Dy o(k; V) / koo(R)go(h, v)dh = / / / ko o(ank)y' /7 e~ dkdnda
G

/y 2/ ke o(an)dny” da—/Ak:” Jy'da = MAky (7).
A N
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For f1, fo € L*(G) define the convolution

/fl h) f2(g dg—/f1 ") fa(hg)d

For functions fi, fo € L*(A) we define the convolution via

fi*a fola /fl ao a) fa(ag)dag.
These convolutions interact with the Abel transform in the following way.

Lemma 6.3. Let fi, fo : G — C and suppose that the left type of fi is the same as the right
type of fa. Then

A(f1* fo) = Af1 A Afo.
Proof. We have for a = a[y]

Yy VEA(E + £)(a) = / (f1 # f2)(an)dn

- /N /G fi(g~an) fo(g)dgdn
- / /G filg™"n) f(ag)dgdn.

Using the Iwasawa decomposition g = agngky and the type assumption we get (denoting
a9 = ayo])

_1/2A .fl * f2 / / / / .fl k Il() ao )fg(aaonoko)dkodnodaodn

_ /N /A /N Fi(ny 0~ n) fo(aaeng )dngdagdn

_ /N /A /N ye f1 (no"mag 1) fa(aaeno)dnedagdn

_ / / / ye f1 (nag ™) fo(aagng)dngdagdn
/ / / F1(80~"0) fo(aggno)dngdaodn

///f1 an) f5(agng )dngdagdn.
Thus, we have

A(fr * / 1/2 / fi(ap tan)dn / f2(a0ng)dngdag
/ <y/y0 1/2 / fi(ao " tan) dn) <y0 / fal aono)dno)dao

=Af1 *a Afz
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The above lemmas allow us to construct a non-negative ®-function via self-convolution of
a kernel.

Lemma 6.4. Let kg € L*(G) be a real valued function with ko(kgk™!) = ko(g) and ko(g™") =
ko(g). Then for k = ko x ko we have for v € RUIR

(I)g’g(]{?, I/) = ‘(I)g’g(l{io, V)|2.
Proof. By ko(kgk™") = ko(g) we have

ko(9) = > koer(9), klg) =Y Koo * Kore(g),

LeZ LEL

since for ¢ # (' we have by Cartan decomposition ko ¢ * kgee = 0. Hence, we have
koo = koss * koge and by Lemmas and we get

Dy ok, v) = MA(koge % koee)(T) = M(Ako e xa Ako ) ([T) = (MAko (7)),
where MAkq ¢ 4(7) = MAkg ¢4(v) is real valued by the assumption that ko(g™") = ko(g). O

Next we have a simple statement relating sizes of Iwasawa coordinates and Cartan coor-
dinates near the identity.

Lemma 6.5. Let K > 1 and
ale'Infz] = klplale™?)k[v].

If lo| < 1/K, then |t| < 1/K and |z| < 1/K. Similarly, if |t| < 1/K and |x| < 1/K, then
lo| < 1/K

Proof. By (2.3) we have for y = €
1 < cosht < cosht + e'z?/2 = cosh o < 14+ O(1/K?).

By cosht = 14¢2/2+O(t*) this implies that |¢| < 1/K and |z| < 1/K. The other direction
follows similarly. O

Proof of Proposition[6.1. We construct a smooth compactly supported function k£ : G — C
such that ®,,(k, ) takes non-negative real values and

Dy o(k,v) > 1<k lig<r-

By Lemma [6.4] it suffices to choose k = kg * ko such that ®g(ko,v) > 1 for |v| < K, |¢| < L.
We let C' > 0 denote a large constant and choose

kolg) := C'K*Lf(0)F (¢ +9), g = klplale ?]k[V],
where f: R — [0,1] is a smooth even function with
fle)=1,2 € [-(2CK)™", (2CK)™], supp(f) C [-(CK)™", (CK)™,
and F': R — [0, 1] is a 27-periodic even function with
F(z) =1,z €[-(20L)7, (20L)™],
F(x+m) = (-1)"F(x),

supp(F) € [~(CL)™, (CL) ] U (w LD <0L>-1]).
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Then

koeelg) = C'RCLE(O (o), F(0) = % / F(8)e~*q0.

By Taylor approximation we have for |[¢| < L with ¢ = k (mod 2)

R x ' (CL)-
Fo) = % /_ F(O)e s - = /_ oy PO+ O
_1 / o0 00/0)) > % / e oL > (o)

—(cL)-1 —(2cL)-1

~

if C' is sufficiently large. Furthermore, F'(¢) = 0 for £ # x (mod 2).
Similarly, for |g] < (CK)™! with a[ “In[z] = kjale ke, y = €', we have by Lemma [6.5]
that for sufficiently large C'

max{[t], |«} < (C**K)™!

Therefore, for |v| < K we get by Taylor approximation

//f l/2+l/dnda_//f t(1/24+v) dxdt

CS/4K (CS/4K)—1
— / / f(Q)€t(1/2+V)dllfdt
)

_(03/4K -1 _(03/4]()71
(CS/4K)71 (CS/4K)—1
-/ / F(0)(1+ O(C**))dadt
—(03/4K)*1 _(03/4]()—1
(CS/4K)71 (CS/4K)—1
2 / / 1|Q|§(20K)71dl’dt + 0(0_9/4K_2)
—(03/4K)*1 —(03/4K)*1
> (OK)™2

where the last bound holds for C' sufficiently large. Combining the above, we have for
|| < L,|v| < K that

Dy o(ko,v) = C4K2L]3(l)/ / flo)y**dnda > C'V2 > 1,
AJN
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if we, once more, assume that C' is sufficiently large. By positivity and Proposition B.1] we
get

2
S [Tando| + X% & [ S|
VeB(gx) <L TET c€C(qx) <L —iK
vy |<KK (=k (mod 2) =k (mod2)
1 rincipa 1 = 2
<Pl [hgg e Y Y utho) T a0
G VeB(q,x) (=« (mod 2) TeT
2
+ Z Z 47”/ Dy ok, v) ( VEco(T,v)| dv
c€€(g,x) {=r (mod 2) TeT

3 atmalm) Y Xk )

T1,72E€T ~yel

It remains to show that
k(9) < Ljaf+(bl+|c+/d<6-
Denoting g = k[pla[e™?Jk[J], h = k[po]ale™®]k[o], k1(g) = f(0)F (¢ + ¥), we have

k(g) = (ko * ko)(g) = C’8K4L2/Gk1(h‘lg)k1(h)dh
g@ﬂﬁ/ﬂw@hwm

< C3KAL? / F(&)F (20 + Y0) £ (00) sinh( 0)daodk[izo] dk[o]

KxK JRsg

< CTKL /K [ (&) e sinh(e0)dandi ).

where for some ky, k], ki we have
K ale 9|k, = a[e"®]kjale¢].
Here gy, ¢ are supported on [—(CK)™! (CK)™!] and
cosh(p) = 14 2u(ale"®]kale ¢i,i) = 1 + 2u(kale™?]i, a[e®]s)

=1+ 2u(kie 24, e29) = 14 2u(i + O((CK)™Y),i 4+ O(CK)™))
=1+0((CK)™),

which implies that k(g) is supported on |g| < (C'K)~'. Therefore, using sinh(gy) < |00 we
get

k(g) < C’5K2L1|Q|<<(CK)*1

Taking C' sufficiently large this is by (2.6]) supported on a? + b* + ¢* + d* < 2 + 1/100 which
implies |a| + [b] + |¢| + |d| < 6 since 4 - /2 4 1/100 < 6. O
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7. DISCRETE AVERAGE OF POINCARE SERIES ON I'\G

The goal in this section is to combine the previous sections to prove the following technical
result, which is a precursor of Theorems [[.T] and 0.1l Recall that

i) = { (&) €SLe(2) s b, ale = alalloangelofa]”

For this group we define the Hecke operator by
b
(7) Tif(s) = 7 3 xla P> f( (")),
ad=h

which by conjugation by alg] corresponds to the one for I'g(q1¢2) defined in (B.5]). For
V € B(q,x), t >0, and coefficients ), we denote

(72) RV t 5 Z Z Bh)‘V Z Qv(O'n)
oe{+} ged(h,q)= 0<|n|<t

and similarly for v € C and ¢ € €(q, x) define

(7.3) Ry(t.8):= > > Bdawlh) Y ocnlon).
oe{+} ged(h,q)=1 0<|n|<t

Theorem 7.1. Let I' = T's(qq, q2) for some q1,q2 > 1, ¢ = q1q2, and let T C G = SLy(R) be
a finite set. Let a:' T — C and B : Z~o — C. Let x be a Dirichlet character to the modulus
q and denote the corresponding group character on I's(q1,q2) by X((¢4)) :=x(d).

Let A,C,D > 0, § € (0,1) with AD > §. Let J > 3, f € C3'7(A,C,D) and let
F:G — C denote F((*Y)) = f(a,c,d). Denote

)= S X))

vyel’

Stopn D T) =Y Z (7)BrTnPy(7),

T€T ged(h,g)=

and

(14)  Mpasa(DT) = ( > Puo( )(Zam)# | P
ged(h,q)= Vh reT NG| Je

Let

Z = max{A* C* D* 57}

Define the decay function

1

(14t + [v[)>7=

Then for L :=C/D, N := m%ﬁv and for any € > 0 we have

(7.5)

055 (D T) = Myapn (U T)| Kooy 2767 OW(AD) 2o (T, T, L) PR (a1, g2, N)Y2,
36

E;(t,v) =




where

1 CDql 2Re(vy) )
Raq(q1,q2, N) = max o Z E;(t/N,vy)( 14 Lre@wy)<1/2 |Ry (t, B)]

t>0 t
VEB(qx)
L 1
b max Z / E(t/N,0)|Reu (2. 8)Plav] + 813N
c€€(q,x)

with the two R terms given by (T2) and (IE{I) Further
Kax(@,T,L) = Z a(Ty ZX Ver (5 ty7)
71,72€T ~er
for some ki, : G — [0, 1] which satisfies
Fr((28)) < Lialpiz+iel/L-+ld| <o

Remark 2. Here we have assumed that (h,q) = 1. The case (h,q) > 1 can be sometimes be
reduced to the coprime case. For instance, if (h,q) = r, then

Z fla,c,d) = Z Z flary, er,drs).

ad—bc= rir2=r ad—bc=h/r
c= O(modq) ¢=01(q/r)

Another option is to factorize h = kh' with k = (h,¢>) and incorporate for k the Hecke
orbits into the set of orbits 7', as is done in the proof of Theorem [I0.11

Note that the ranges A, C, D can be smaller than 1, since in practice they correspond to
the normalized variables a/v'h,c/v/h,d/v/h for the determinant equation ad — be = h. It is
even possible that AD < 1, in the case that h is bigger than the original range for ad.

We begin the proof of Theorem [Tl by first reducing to the case I' = T'y(¢) and L = 1.

7.1. Reduction to the case I' = I';(¢). Recall that

(7.6) Lo(q1, q2) = alg]To(q1q2)all/q1]
Thus, denoting

To = a[l/q]T, fola,c,d) = Folg) == F(alalg) = flav/qr, c/v/ar, d/\/q@),  ao(T) = alalg]r),

A CoDy CDq,
Ag=——, Co=C , Dy=D , Lo=L=C/D, Ny= = =
0= G=Va Do=Dva, Lo / " ADy+1  AD+1

we have
Py(7) = XWF(yr) = Y. X(F(alalall/alr) = Py(), 7 €T,
~v€l2(q1,92) v€lo0(q192)

where fj satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [Tl with (A, C, D) replaced by (Ag, Cy, Do)
Thus, the case I' = I'3(q1, q2) follows from the case I' = I'g(q1¢2), after observing that by

(.)
Koo To(q162), To, Lo) = Kay(T2(qr1,q2), T, L).

Note also that the conjugation by alg;] maps the Hecke operator (T)) for I's(q1, g2) to the

one defined in (B.0) for I'g(q1¢2).
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7.2. Rescaling the smooth weight. The next step of the proof is to rescale the weight
such that it suffices to consider the case C'= D. This has as consequence that in the sequel
we only need to consider ¢ small, more precisely, |¢| < §~'Z¢. Without this rescaling, losses
from L as in Proposition would be too costly for many applications.

Recall we are given

Flo) = e a= (5 1)
with f(a, ¢, d) supported for (|al, |c|, |d]) € [A,24] x [C,2C] x [D, 2D], satisfying
O OLOL < gy aay (0A)™1(6C)(6D)
for any choice of Jy, Jo, J3 < 4J + 1. Let L := C/D and define
Folg) := FgalL)),
then
Fo(g) = f(avVL,eVL,d/VL)

is supported on [Ag, 240 x [Co, 2Cy] X [Do, 2Do| with

Ay = A/VL

Co=C/VL

Dy = DVL.
In particular Cy/ Dy = 1 and we still have
(7.7) 97107207 Fy < gy ganzs (640) ™1 (6Co)~72(6Dg) ™.

Then
Py(r) = Py (ra[L7"]),
so that by replacing the set T with T'a[L '], we see that Pj, and Ta[L ] fulfill the conditions

of Theorem [Z. 1l with L = 1. Note that AD, CD, and N = A%[J)rl are all invariant under the
above rescaling of L. Furthermore, ky(g) is of the form

kr(g) = kl(a[L]ga[L_l])

with
Fr((28)) < Lo lpl+iel+1a<o-
Thus, it suffices to prove Theorem [ J] with L = C/D = 1.

7.3. Proof of Theorem [T.1] for I' = I'y(¢) and L = C/D = 1. Recall that the Iwasawa

coordinates of g = (¢ %) are given by (2]
_ac+bd 1
“ave VTare

We claim that F(g) = F(n[x]a]y]k[f]) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 1] with

AD+1 1 1 : 2
> = — = — = > 0°.
X oD N and Y oD’ d +— 01 :=min{,0AD} >§
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Indeed, denoting (a,c,d) = (¢1(z,0,y), p2(x,0,v), d3(z,0,y)), using ([22) we compute for

anyJ1+J2+J3§2J+1
8¢1 8¢2 8¢3 8¢1 8¢2 8¢3
5 0ut 520+ a) (a 0+ 520+ 20 )

of} [oJo g3
<098 + 898 + 20 3d) fla,c,d)

J J.
< PR (U Ry S Y (NN S b
J1,J2,J3 Y1/2 A Y124 " V324  Y3/2C  Y3/2D

Yz ooox 1 1 \”
><<5—=’3( + + + )

000} Flalalayki]) ~(

A Y12A  YV2C © YY2D

C J1 C Ja 1 J3
-Ji | = —Ja[ -
<<J17J27J35 (A) 0 (A +CD) 5 <1+AD)

<<J17J2,J3(51X)_J1 (51Y>_J2 (51)_J37
making use of C' = D and denoting ¢, := min{d, JAD}. Note also Y/X < 1.
We now apply spectral expansion for Py. By Proposition [3.1] we have

1
Pf(g) ]-xprlnmpal |F\G| <Pfa 1>F\G + Z Z Pf ¢$/)>F\GQ0§/) (g)
VeB(g,x) (= (mod 2)

0
Yy / Py, EO (1)) g EO (g, v)dv.
c€€(g,x) {=k (mod 2)

Therefore, we get

5h01 ) 1
StapxDT)=)_ >« Ly principal fo 7 (Ers Dmva + Crapa (U, T)
(7.8) 7T ged(hg)= Vh IT\G]

_l— gfvavﬁvx(r7 T)’

where by the action of the Hecke operators as in GZE) the cuspidal spectrum contribution is
¢ ¢
(19)  Crap )= > > v > (Brevined_aner (7)
VeB(q,x) ged(h,q)= {=k (mod 2) TeT
and similarly by (B.7) the continuous spectrum contribution is
(7.10)

€f7a757x(1—‘> T) = 4L7TZ Z / Z ﬁh)‘c v Z <Pfa F\G Z

c€€(g,x) © ged(h,q)= ¢=k (mod 2) TeT

7.3.1. Main term. The projection onto the constant function in (Z.8) gives the main term in
(74). Indeed, for x principal we have by unfolding

(Pr,)re = Z/ (vg)dg = /GF(g)dg-

vyel
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Thus, using the fact that the Hecke operator runs over 3, >y 1noaq) 1 = 01(h) many points,
we get

ﬁhgl h) 1
—F1 rinci al—<P (T)u 1> =M 0,0, (F7T)
TEZTng(%; \/E v ’ |P\G| ' e

Consequently, the proof of Theorem [Z.1lis reduced to estimating Cs o 5(I', T') and £, 5(I", T).

7.3.2. Cuspidal Spectrum. We now estimate Cy g (I, T") as given by (7.9). Unfolding gives
for the projections

(Pr, o\ )ra = Z/ F(vg9)¢\ (9)dg = / F(g)e” (9)dg.

vel G

We plug in the Fourier series expansion of Proposition to get

/G F(9)¢\) (9)dg

1/2

L]+ vy +1/2)
(] — vy +1/2)

vl / (9) A5 gy (al[nl]g, o) dg.

— ‘ —2vy

We now apply Proposition 4.1l More prec1sely, for V in the regular and exceptional spectrum
(that is Re(ry) < 1/2), we observe that

Ll + vy +1/2)
L(|e| — vy +1/2)

and apply (43]). For the remaining part of the cuspidal spectrum, that is for V' in the discrete
series, we apply (£4). Hence, denoting

ave(n) = ov(on) Y. ﬁm )> " a(r)el (1),
ged(h,q)= TeT

we obtain (with D(t, vy, ) as in (4.2))

1/2
<1

—2uy

Cfa 8, X(F T) <Le g max Y1/2 Z Z 1 -+ 1Re(yv)<1/g (Yt)—Ro(uv))l)(](t7 vy, g)

VeB(q,x) (= (mod 2)
4
Y a(m)e (1)

TeT

X

@, B)I.

By using Y = 25, X = 1/N = 4241 we get
2551/251—1/2(AD)1/2
N1/2
XYY (U Treap () DSt vy, 0)

VeB(q,x) =k (mod 2)

Y almey (7)

TeT

Cfvaﬂ,x(r> T) <e,J maOX

X

‘RV(tvﬁ”
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We apply Cauchy—Schwarz in the form

DJ t Vv,
N1/2

Ve

(7.11) ZD (t, vy, £)(1 + log t)? N\ Dyt ) N\
' UL & N (1+logt)?

Here ), ?ﬂgo'gg ) « 57°WZ=E,(t/N, 1) so that the second factor is bounded by

T

5 OWRE 5(X, N)2.
Using Proposition the first factor is bounded by

1
L.y 256700 i
&7 ; oe{0omd} (L |00] + [00]) 201

< Z567OWK, (T, T, 1)12,
which converges for J > 3. Thus, we obtain

Croapx(T,T) <oy Z26 OV (AD)Y2 K} o(T, T, 1) *Rp 5( X, N)V2.

TeT

@5).

7.3.3. Fisenstein Series. Similarly as above, we compute <Pf,E¢(Z)(',I/)>F\G by unfolding.
The contribution from n # 0 is bounded mutatis mutandis as in the previous section. The
contribution from n=20is

EreapnolT.T) = Z/ Y S AR E )3 e

c€€(g,x) é K (mod 2) ged(h,q)= TeT

where
E{0(9:v) = Leootulg,v) + 6(0)ulg, —v).
Using [, (h)| <. h* and Proposition .2 we get

7e 51/25—1/2 AD) 1/2
Ef ol T) <oy 151, > / > D10

N2
c€€(g,x) Z % (mod 2)
X (Leoo + [20)]) | D a(r) EL (7, v)||dw].
T€T

We have
10(0)] SLemoo + [Lemos + 0L0(0)]

=li—oo + ‘/ EY (n[z], v)dz
0
1
.
0
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EY (n[z],v)|dz.

[




Thus, for some x € R we have

7e 51/25—1/2 AD) 1/2
Erapxo(TT) ey 51 > / > Dy(Lw0)

N2
c€€(q,x) ) 1=+ (mod 2)

- )

The contribution from 1., is bounded by Cauchy-Schwarz and Proposition by

Z°|| 8|16~V (AD)'2
N1/2

Ef(nfz],v)| ) | Y () EX (7,v)

TeT

|dv|

<y Ko, T,1)"2

The contribution from ‘E@(n[m], V)

is bounded by applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Proposi-

tion twice
oy LS AT 1,y oo (1T 1)1 4 2
where
KT, {nfz]}) < 679N " ky (n[-a]ynlz]) < 5700
vyel’
by using k1((45)) < Ljaftiof+lcl+la1<6- O

8. THE SPECTRAL LARGE SIEVE

In this section we bound the Rz, (I', N, AD) part of Theorem [T.I] with the help of the
spectral large sieve. For the the unexceptional part of the spectrum, we have the following
result [9, Proposition 4.7].

Proposition 8.1. Let K > 1, N > 1/2, ¢ > 0 be real, and a, be a sequence of complex
numbers supported on n ~ N. Fach of the expressions

(8.1) > D anov(n)

VeB(gx) | n
lvv <K

(8.2) > /_

c€€(q,x)

2

2

|dv|

15 bounded by
<. (K2 + N cond(x)"?/g) [lan|3-

Remark 3. It is possible that the term cond(y)'/? can be improved by a more careful ar-
gument, characterizing the set of bad cases in the Weil type bound of Knightly and Li [I§],

Theorem 9.3].
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Deshoulliers and Iwaniec [§] also proved a weighted version of the large sieve, useful for
the exceptional spectrum, which was generalized by Drappeau [9]. Their result was re-
cently improved by Duker Lichtman@, using the Kim-Sarnak bound on the largest possible
exceptional eigenvalue (see [9, Remark at the end of Section 4.2] for a statement of the
result with a multiplier x). We use the following notation to state the results. Recall that
0, = max{Re(vy) < 1/2} and 6 = max,6,. By the work of Kim-Sarnak [17] we know that
0 < 7/64.

Proposition 8.2. Let a, be a sequence of complex numbers supported on n ~ N. We have
2
NX 20, N1+e 1-20,
S XY anev(n)] < <1+ <—) ) <1+cond(x)1/2<—> [EE:
VEB(a) " 1 1
and for any N < N; < 2N
2

Re(vy)€(0,1/2)
Z Z X2VV

q~Q VeB(q,x)
cond(x)|g Re(vy)€(0,1/2)

_Q@
cond(x)

Z ov(n)

N<n<N;

<. (QN)E( + N+X2€N2€Ql—4€)N

Here also it may be possible to improve on the dependency on cond(y).

8.1. Main corollary. In this section we give bounds for the quantity R, (q1,¢2, N) in
Theorem [7.]] using the spectral large sieve bounds. Recall that 1, denotes the best exponent

towards the Ramanujan-Peterson conjecture, that is, smallest exponent so that [\y(h)| <.
|h|19q-‘r€'

Corollary 8.3. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem[7.1] hold and let Rp,(q, N) be as
defined there. Assuming that (3, is supported for |h| < H, we have

Rox(q1,q2, N) < Z€<||5H1|H\2ﬁq (1 - (q—) ) (1 + cond(y)*/? <E) + Hiyl)
2

HCD\ HN\ ' 2
Ri(a1, g2, N) <. Z€<y|ﬁ||§ (1+ (q—) ) (1+cond(x)1/2<—q ) n ||fv||1>’
2

2
S Rialan o, N) < 22 ([81HP (—2L 4 N+ (D@ ) + Q)

o cond(x) Ncond(x)
qa~Q1

cond(x)lq

Proof. First and third follow immediately from the point-wise bound |[\y (k)] < HY% and
Propositions B.J] and 8.2 The second bound also follows from these propositions, after we
combine the coefficients by using the multiplicativity relation for ged(h, q) =1

Av()ov(n) = x(d)oy (nh/d®),

d|(h,n)

T After the completion of this manuscript, Pascadi [26] has shown an improved exceptional large sieve for
certain coefficients. Incorporating it into our R estimates will improve the # dependency at various places
throughout this work.
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so that we can apply the spectral large sieve with the weights

Z B Z Z X(d)Zﬁhdzl-

n<Nh~H — d|(hn) 2<NH/m h~H/d — n<N/d
m= nh/d2 nh=m

By a divisor bound

m h n<N/d
nh=m
CSYY el Y
m d17d2h1,h2‘ nJ<N/d
njhj=m
< (B +1Banal?) 3 1
m  di,d2 hi,ho|lm nJ<N/d
njh;=m
< Z":ZZWW > > 1< Z°N|Bll.
d1 d2 n<N/ds

9. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.1]

Recall that we want to evaluate

Sf@é(M) = Z a(g)f(a,c, d),

o=(2 a)em
where M C SLy(R), f satisfies the assumptions of Theorem [T}, and
CDq 19) C_I1C
L=C/D N—— = )
C/D and Nop=m =0

The claim then follows from Theorem [I.I] (h = 1, x principal) and Corollary B3] since by
denoting g = 7, 'y

Kox(@,T.0) = Y alm)a(n) Y kilr'ym)

71,72€T ~verl
= Z k(s tym) Z a(r1)o(72)
geEM— T1,72€T
ngﬂ-flel"
= Z ko(ms'm) Y a(r)alrg)
geEM™ TelNM
TgeM

IN

> | Y alralr))

i=(c et ey
la|+b|L+ el /L+|d|]<6 TI€
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10. DETERMINANT EQUATIONS WITH AN AUTOMORPHIC TWIST

In this section we state and prove a more flexible technical version of Theorem [L.1] and
provide some helping information that make it easier to apply. To be more precise, the main
theorem of this section allows us to count solutions to a determinant equation ad — bc = hk
twisted by a function

a((25)) = ao((¢§))xi(a)hr(b)xz(c)ia(d)
where X1, (resp. xa, ) are Dirichlet-characters to the modulus ¢; (resp. ¢2) and for any
matrix (4 %) € Ma(Z) with qi]b, g2|c we have ag((%})g) = ao(g). Note that then for any

such (2%) we have for x = x1¢1 X202
a((25)9) = x(a)xata(ad — be)a(g) = x(a)xat2(ad)a(g).

Here we require that (h,q1g2) = 1. This motivates the following generalisation of Definition

[

Definition 3 (Automorphic function with character and determinant twist). Let q1, g2 € Z+q
and let y be a Dirichlet character to a modulus dividing ¢;¢.. For multiplicative coefficients
&, we define

A(qlvq%Xvé-) = {Oé : M2(Z) — C : lga = X(a>£dctga fOI' a‘ll g= ((é fl) € MQ(Z>7 ql‘bv QQ‘C,
ged(det g, q) = 1}.

Theorem 10.1. (Determinant equation twisted by an automorphic function). Let ¢, q2 €
Z~q. For non-zero integers h, k denote

My px(Z) := {(CCL Z) € Mowk(Z) - ged(a, c, k) = ged(b, d, k) = 1},
Denote
q=qq, U'=Tiq,q), T :=T\SLy(Z), T :=SLy(Z)\ My, x(Z).

Let x be a Dirichlet character to a modulus dividing q1qs and let &, be multiplicative complex
coefficients. Let

o€ A(qlaq2aX>€)‘

Let A,C,D,6,n > 0 with AD > § and denote Z := max{A*, C* D* 571}, Let H K > 1
and assume that HK < (AD)'". Let

A C D
€ C7< , , )
Fe S\ Vi Virk ViR
Let By, be supported on |h| € [H,2H| and 7y supported on |k| € [K,2K]. Denote
(10.1) w(o,01,09) = Za(Taal)oz(Tag)
TeT

and assume that for some K, >0

(1O2> % Z ‘7k17k2‘ Z ' Z U)(O', 01702>

ks o=(2 D)l /ha) /2 SLo®) - 93€ThR,
la|+[b|C/D+|c|D/C+|d|<10 02907 '=0€SL2(Z)

45

< 79K,




Then

a c d
2 e 2 “((63))f<¢|hk|’th\’whm)

(@ Z)€M2,h,k(z)

gcd(hjkq):l
1 principal Z dadedd
= Bnor (b)Y alr) | fla,ed)
]
C(2>q Hp‘q(l _'_p ) h,k 7€0\ My 1 1 (Z) R3
ged(h,kq)=1
+0 (2005700 (D) 23l 1* (Ra+ min R,)).
where
18E]11 A2

I e

I 119 ( CD )eq 1/4< o )1/2—eq

. H a d ~

R el (1 i) ) 1 eomdo0 (o ,
- OD\ "% ” HCN Y2

Ry = ( + <Kq2> ) (1 + cond() <A—q2> )

Note that the smooth weight is supported on (|a|,|c|,|d|) of size < (A,C, D). In our
applications we only consider A(qi, q2, X, &) with a principal character x and with k& fixed,
but the generality will be useful for future work.

We have the following observation that will be useful in the proof of Theorem [L.2l

Remark 4. In the case that ~; is supported on k = 1 we can denote w(o) = w(o, I, I) and
the assumption (I0.2]) may be simplified to

Yo lw(F )< 297K

0<|el<6C/D

Z ‘w((il b ))‘ <<ZO /C

0<|b|<6D/C

(10.3)

To make the application of Theorem [[0.1] and in particular the calculation of w(o, o1, 02)
easier, we now give a parametrization for 7' = I'\ SLy(Z). Define the projective line over
7.)p* 7

IP)Il,k = {(z,y) € (Z/p*Z)? : xory € (Z/p"2)*}/] ~,

where we define an equivalence relation by (x1,y1) ~ (2,¥2) if there exists A € (Z/p*Z)*
such that (x1,%31) = (A2, \y2). This can be identified with the set of size p* 4 p*~!

{(z,1): 0 € Z/p*Z} U{(1,y) : y € Z/P"Z, ply}.
For q € Z~y we define
~TIe
pkllq
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By the Chinese remainder theorem we may identify this with the set
{(z,y) € (Z/qZ)* : ged(w,y. q) = 1}/ ~,

where the equivalence relation is as before with A\ € (Z/qZ)*. Note that the normalization
in ¢ in the expected main term in Theorem [I0.1] satisfies

g[Ja+p") =P}
plg
Let Z2(q) == {(a,b) € Z : gcd(a, b, q) = 1} and define projections for ¢ = pf* - - - pkm
T 1 Z(q) — IP’Il,k, (a,b) — (a,b) (mod p*)
7, 2% (q) — IP’;, Tq 1= Tphy X+ 0 X Tphm.

By Chinese remainder theorem we may continue to denote elements of IP’; as pairs (a,b) € IP’;,
a,b € Z/qZ. Given q1,qs we define then the projection

b
Tarq © SLa(Z) — Pél x P;Q : (CCL d) = (g, (a,b), T, (¢, d)).

This map is surjective iff ¢go = ged(q1, ¢2) = 1. The image is characterized by the condition
ged(ad — be, qo) = 1. The map 7, 4, is invariant under the action of I's(¢1, ¢2) and we get a
bijection

(10.4) Dy - T = Talq1, g2)\ SLa(Z) — Tm(7y, 4,)-

This is well-defined since ,, 4, is invariant under the action of I's(q1, ¢2) from the left. Hence,
we have the following lemma for £ = 1, which we require for the proof of Theorems and

L7

Lemma 10.2. Let q,q1,q2, ao, Xj, %5, and a((¢})) = ao((45))x1(a)i(b)xa(c)iba(d) with
ap being T'y(q1, q2) invariant and assume that o € A(q1,q1,x,1). Denote qo = ged(qi, q2)-

Then for w given by (I0J) we have under the identification (I0.4)
wio, )= > > a0 (1a0) o (T2) X1 (aay + by )ty (bag 4 dby) X (a2)r (b)

(a2,b2)€Py, (c2,d2)€Py,
ged(azd2—bac2,q0)=1

X XQ(QCQ + Cdg)wg(bCQ + ddg)%(Cg)%(dg)
Furthermore, for any o € SLy(Z) we have |w(o,I,1)| <> 7 |owo(7)]?

10.1. Proof of Theorem [10.1l By symmetry we may restrict to the part h, k > 1 (other-
wise we can multiply the determinant equation throughout by —1 and let (¢, d) — (—c¢, —d)).
Recall that

My i(Z) = {(Z 2) € Mysi(Z) : ged(a, ¢, k) = ged(b, d, k) = 1}.

Note that the action from left by SLy(Z) preserves the conditions ged(a, ¢, k) = ged (b, d, k) =
1 so that we may set

Th,k = SLQ(Z)\ Mg’hk(Z).
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Recall that in the statement of Theorem 0.1l we denote T" = I'\ SLy(Z), I' = T'a(q1, ¢2),
q = q1q2- By definition

M27h,k(Z) = SL2(Z)Th,k - FTTh,k.

Denote further

T = {(a baqll) ca,d € Zug, ad=h, b (modd)}.
By (h,kq) = 1 we have
(10.5) Moy i(Z) =TT, =TT TT 4.

Indeed, to show that T TT") = I T\ T’ we note that for o; € T\"",7; € T
Loy =loym = oynty to, €l = 1 =7 = 010, € SLy(Z) = 01 = 0s.

Here in the second implication we rely on the fact that ¢, gs respectively divide the top
right, bottom left entries of ;. Therefore, the orbits in 7, }qu) T are distinct and has the same
cardinality as T' T,qu), so the two sets of orbits must be equal.

Since o € A(qy, ¢, X, ), for (“ bgl) € T,qu) we have for any o € My(Z)

a((**4)o) = &ux(a)a(o)
and for any v € I' we have a(vyo) = X(7)a(o). Therefore, denoting
=> X(Mf(y7)
vel

we have

b a c d B
Z a((Cd))f<\/|hk:|’\/|hk;|’\/\hk\)_T > o) Ps(7)

GLF\ Mo p,x(Z)

=&, hz Z a(to)TpP(1o),

TeT UETTl,k

where the Hecke operator 7j, (with character x) is defined in (7.I]). By expanding ged(h, k) =
1 with the Mobius function we get

b a c d

ad—bc=hk
ged(h,kq)=1

= Z ) > 5h€h7k\/ﬁz > a(ro)ThP(r0).

ged( h,k TET gek=1/2T ),
ged(hg)=
m|h
mlk
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Thus, denoting B}(Lm) = Brénr/h/H1,,, and 7,(;”) = Vi Lk, in the notation of Theorem [7.1]

we have

. a c d

ad—bc=hk
ged(h,kq)=1

= Y u(m)H?S; om o o (T, T),

ged(m,g)=1
where
= Jr P TT
k
and

(o %™ ny Z a(To).

To=Tok~1/2
TeT
O'ETL)C

We apply Theorem [7.1] with

f60g< A ¢ D )

VHK VHK VHK
After substituting in the integral and going back from A (™ to f,~, the main term in

Theorem [7.T] matches the one in Theorem [I0.Il We get an error of size (after applying
Cauchy-Schwarz on m)

1/2

1/2
<<5 Zo(n)(AD)1/2K_1/2(Zlca*,y(m)X(F,T(],L)) (ZRﬁ(m),X(QhQQ,N)) )

It remains to estimate K and R.
We first consider . We have

T S Kanoa DD = 33 (wxy ) mlas ) SRk m)

m T11,72€TH ~yel
:E E E Vier Ve E E a(rior)a(mnos)
k1,k2 m|ged(k1,k2) O'JEle 71,72 €T
1/2
X E X(y k:Lk:/02 75 tyroky /)
vel

for some function ky, : G — [0, 1] with

kr((25)) < Ljapsip|iticl/o+|d<6-
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By denoting ¢ = 7, 'y7; and g = 0,7, 'y7101 we have by the triangle inequality and a
divisor bound to handle )

il ZICa*'y(m) (T, L) <<6 Z Vit Yo | Z ler (ko /1) 2 g)]

k1 ka2 g€(k1/ko)1/2 SL2(R)
‘ Z Z X(reor a(rior)a(ros)
o, €T, K TJET

Jggal —UESLZ(Z) 20Ty ter

<<€? Z |7k17k2| Z

ek 9= )€k /k2)/? SLa(R)
|a|-+[b|L+|el/L+|d|<10

' Z Z X(rom Ha(mor)a(raes)|.

UjETl,kj ;€T
—1
ngU;lZUESLQ(Z) oo ~ €l

The inner sum is w(o, 01, 09). Indeed, in the range of summation 7 = y70 for some v € I’
since I'ry = I'myo. Thus, by using a € A(qq, ¢2, X, &) we get

X(reor Ha(ro)a(rnos) = X(V)a(ymoo )a(rnos) = a(roo;)a(rnos).

To complete the proof of Theorem [I0.1] we now estimate R with the help of Corollary B.3]
Applying it gives us that (ignoring a factor of Z°™)

CcD \*s NN sl
29, 1/2 1
3 Rl V) < 11 <1+(qu2) )<1+cond<x>/(;) i 1%

D 20, 1-264 2
3 R o V) < 5 (1+(§—q) )<1+cond<x>1/2($) >+”€f,“1.

Plugging in ¢;C/A < N < Z9Mq,C/A, we obtain that up to a factor of Z°

CD \ %% O\ 1% 24
5™ R (a1, 2, N) < || BE|2 HIP <1+(HKq2) )<1+cond(x)l/2(A—q2) +—“ﬁqfﬂ; ,

D\ HC\'™\ ||B¢[3A
9 ¢ 12 v Lt N1
;Rﬁm),x(%a 2, N) <3¢z (1 + (Kq2) ) <1 + cond(x) (AQ2) i aC

as required. O

11. PROOF OF THEOREM [I.2]

We first prove the following proposition, which is Theorem [I.2] with a weaker error term.
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Proposition 11.1. Let

Uh(?"l, 725 Q) = H <1r150 (mod p) + 17“250 (mod p) + 1r25—h (mod p) + 17“157’2 (mod p) _'_p_l)
pla

(11.1)  Nu(t) := Z [t(r1)t(ra)|Un(r1, 72; Q).

r1,r2 (modq)

Then the asymptotic in Theorem[1.3 holds with the error term
O XD PN 0+ (X/0)) ).

For the proof, we begin by expressing ¢(n) as a sum of functions which are balanced in a
certain sense. Defining

. A -1
— 4r=0 (modp) — )
(11.2) u(r;p) = 1r=0 (modp) — P u(r; qo) | |U7”p

plgo

we have for square-free ¢

1= (modp) — H 1= (modp) — H( (n - T,p) +p_1) = Z Lu(n - qO)
0

plg plg qolq 4/
Therefore,
1
t(n) = Z t(r) Ln=r (modyp) Z/— Z — 75 qo)
r (mod q) qolq r (mod q)
=Y #(n;iq),

qolgq
11.3
(113) P(n;qo) = > tro;qo)uln — ro; o),

ro (mod qo)

1
t(ro; qo) = /— Z t(r).
/90 r (mod q)
r=rg (mod qo)

Denote

a((24);q0) =t (ad; qo).

The parts where some p|qo divides one of a, b, ¢, d also need to be separated. To this end, we
write for ad — bc = —h with ged(h,q) =1

a((2%)iq0) = a((2%):q0) [ ] (1pa + L + Lpje + Lpja — 1pjged(ad) — Lpfged(ve) + 1gcd<abcd,p>:1)
plqo
7
(11.4) = > al(@h)ia) [Tv(e ) a) = > a(eh)a),
q0=41929349449549647 i=1 q0=41492934944959647
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where
Ul((z 3)5(]1) =140, Uz((‘i Z)?%) = L0 U3((z 3)5(]3) = Lycs U4((Z 3)5(]4) =144,

U5((CCL 3)7611) = 1q5\gcd(a,d)7 Ul((z 3)7(]1) = 1q6|gcd(b,c)7 Ul((z 3)7(]1) = 1gcd(abcd,q7):1-

Denote also

V((et)ya) = [Jv(24);q).

i=1

We will apply Theorem [I0.1] with the group

(11.5) I' = To(q192059697, 4394959697) =: I2(Q1, Q2).

To prepare we need some lemmas. For any prime number p we write p; = ged(p, ¢;),

pP= (pl> cee ap7)a and P] = ng(pa Q])
Lemma 11.2. Let b € Z and let p = p; for some j € {1,2,3,4,5,6,7}. Define
II ZFQ(Pl,Pg)\SLQ(Z) — Z/Plz X Z/PQZ,

H((ZS Z?))) = (aodoi,aocoi),

CL(]dO — boCo aodo — boCo
Let
Rp(/rﬁsﬁb; p) = Z 11—[((&0 ZO)):(T78)V((Z8 Zg)ﬂp)v((zg Zg)(:tl :El)?];))
=% Zg)ng(Pl,Pg)\SLg(Z) o

Then for ged(r(r + h)s,p) = 1 we have
R,(r,s,b;p) = 1,—),
and for p|r(r + h)s we have
Rp(ra Sa ba p) S 1

Qo bo +1 b I bo + bCLQ
Co do +1) Co do + bCO )
Therefore, for ged(r(r + h)s,p) = 1 we have ged(apbocodp, p) = 1 and the claim follows from

the fact that the map
{( bﬂ) € Iy (Py, Py)\ SLy(Z) : ged(agbocodo, p) = 1} — {(r,8) € Z)/P\Z x Z) P Z - (r(r + h)s,p) = 1}

co do
—h —h
ag bo
(&)~ <a0d0ad " b’ P Cad - bc)

is a bijection. Indeed, clearly this map is surjective (consider (% Zg) = (10) with r —bys =
1 (modp)) and both sets have the same cardinality. Note also that the count is empty if
p = p; for j < 6 since then V' is supported on plagbocody and (agbocodo, p) = 1.

For p|r(r + h)s consider first p = p;. Then

Rp(ra S, b; p) S Z ]-H((ao bo)):(ns)]‘(aobocodom):l S L.
0

=% ) era(pp)\SL2(2)

Proof. Note that
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For p = p; we have

Rp(ra S, b7 p) < Z 1a050 (mod p) <1
TZ(Z? Zg>ep2(pvl)\SL2(Z)

and for p = pg we have

R,(r,s,b;p) < Z Lag=dy=0 (modp) < 1.
r=(20 1) era(vp)\ SL2(2)

co do
The other cases are similar. 0
We require the following lemma to give bounds of the type (I0.3]).

Lemma 11.3. Let q be square-free and let t : Z/qZ — C. Let qo|lq and let a((¢4);q) be as
in (IL4) for ad — bc = —h and extend it to matrices with general determinant coprime to q

by
—h —h
a((g(g)?q) ::O{(<aadc be baddbc)’q)’

where —— is the inverse of ad — bc modulo q. Let Ny(t) be as in (ITI). Then
Z 04(7'( = ib1); q)a(T;q) <. ¢“N(t) ged(b, g7)
7€l2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)
Proof. Recall the definition of v in (IT.2)) and set

o ((28);q) == u(ad—L- —r;90)V((24); Q).
Then

> a(r(* L) q)a(riq)

T7€l2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)

= ) )t g0) > o (T(*1 1) )an, (1)

r1,r2 (mod go) T€l'2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)

- Z t(rl)@(q/zo)z Z a, (T(F L)) d)an,(T59),

r1,r2 (mod q) T€l2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)

so that it suffices to prove that
W(T1>T2;q) = Z O‘m(T(il fl);q)am(T; q)
T7€l'2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)
< q° ged(b, q7)Un(r1, 725 qo)-
By the Chinese remainder theorem we have

7’1,7"27 HW 7’1,7"27

plgo

where p; := ged(p, ¢;), Pj = ged(p, Q;), and
W (r1,72;p) = > a, (T(*1 21 ); ), (15 p).

Tel's (Pl ,Pg)\ SLo (Z)
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It then suffices to prove that
W (ri,re; p) < ged(b, pr) <1r150 (modp) T Lra=0 (modp) T Lra=1 (modp) T 1ri=rs (modp) +p_1)-
We have (with R,(r, s,b;p) as in Lemma [IT.2])
W(rirsp)= > u(r—rypu(r+bs — ri;p)Ry(r, s, b; p)

r,s (mod p)

= Wi(r1,r2;p) + Wa(ri,r2; p),
where Wy(r1,79; p) has (r(r + h)s,p) = 1 and Wa(r1,79; p) has p|r(r + h)s.

To bound Wy we use

‘U(T - 7’2;17)“(7” + bs — 7’17]9)| < 1 rgzrb(rrzod;i)i) : +p_1(1r25r (mod p) + 1r1£r+bs (modp)) +p_2
r1=r—+bs (modp

and that by Lemma [IT.2] R,(r, s,b; p) < 1 to get

W2(T17 T2, p) < Z (1 ro=r (modp) + p_l(lrgzr (mod p) + 1r1£r+bs (modp)) + p_2)
) r1=r+bs (mod p)

r,s (mod p
plr(r+h)s

< <1r150 (mod p) + 17“250 (mod p) + 1r25—h (mod p) + 17“157’2 (mod p) +p_1) :

To bound W7, we have by Lemma [I1.2] that it is non-zero only for p = p; and then it is
Wi(ry,re;p) = Z u(r —ro; p)u(r + bs —ri;p) = Z u(r — ro; p)u(r + bs — r1;p)

r,s (mod p) r,s (mod p)
ged(r(r-+h)s,p)=1

— Z u(r —ro; p)u(r + bs — r1; p).
r,s (mod p)
plr(r+h)

The second term is bounded by the same argument as for Wy (71, 79; p). For the first term we
note that for ged(b, p) = 1 we have by a change of variables, using the definition of u(r; p),

> ulr—ryplu(r+bs—risp)= > u(rip)u(s;p) =0,
r,s (mod p) r,s (mod p)
and for ged(b, p) = p we have
> u(r—ryphu(r+bs —ri3p) =ged(b,p) Y u(r —rapu(r —ri;p)

r,s (mod p) r (mod p)

< ng(bup) Z (17’257“ (mod p) +p_1(17’25r (mod p) + 17’157’ (modp)) +p_2)

r (modp) T1=T (mod p)

< ng(b,p)(lrlzm (mod p) +p_1)'
0

By the decomposition (II1.3)) it remains to prove Proposition [[T.] separately for each

a((2%);q) as in (I1.4), since for the main terms we can reverse the decomposition (I1.3) to
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obtain the desired main term in terms of #(r). The polynomial P}, that one gets is clearly
independent of ¢ and therefore must agree with the one in [23].

Proof of Proposition [T for a((2Y);q). Let ¢ : R — [0,1] be a fixed smooth function,
supported on [1, 2], and satisfying
dx
[ons -
R Xz

Inserting this thrice and making a change of variables we have

S Glad/X)a / S Glad/X)b(a/A)b(c/CYb(d/D)a((2 h); @) oD

ACD
ad—bc=—h ad—bc=—h
dAdCdD
= | apeax Se(AC.D)mm
C<2(X+|h])

Denote also B := (X + h)/C. By symmetry (ad <> bc, a <+ d, b <> ¢) we may assume that
C<X'D < X"A < XB.

Note that here we have used the assumption —X/2 < h < X' to infer that X < AD <
BC < X' Recall Q1, Qs from (ILH). If

(11.6) A>X*Q,C or D> X*1Q,C,

we obtain the right main term with sufficiently small error term by Poisson summation. For
example, for A > X?7Q),C we have

Y. Glad/X)p(a/A)(c/Crp(d/D)a((2h);a)

= Y Glad/X)b(a/A)(c/C)(d/D)a((24);q)
adE—aﬁc(flnod )

where a has a smooth weight on a < A. Splitting into residue classes (mod ;) and (modc),
combining the two residue classes, applying Poisson summation on a (using A > X?27Q,C),
we get the expected main term and an error term < ; X~/ for any J > 0.

It remains to consider the complementary range of (II1.6]), where we can assume that

A D
(11.7) X"« o <O X7 X« Vol < QX

We now apply Theorem IOl to Sy (A, C, D) with
I'= F2(Q17 Q2)
Bro = Lng=—n; Ve = lg=1, & =1,

a(z ) =alzpra) = ("5 EE)ia) € AQu@aL )

C

where the last expression for a extends its definition to My(Z) with determinant coprime to
q. As we are only interested in k = 1, we can adopt the notation in Remark dl and we have
by Lemma [11.3]

w((F2))] < ¢° (b, ar)N (B).
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Thus, since X7 < D/C < Q2X*", we have (I03) with K, = Q2N (t). Note that this
matches the contribution from b = 0 for ¢; = qg, which is the generic case. We also have by
X1 < AJC < QUX™.C, D < X120

Ot 10 0 1 1/2—6 o X 0

n q I n

s (12 () (- (3)") <xome (o ()
o) X)@ <i)1/2—9

Ry < X "<1+(Q2 1+ (g ,

_ yow_MBIAY o
I8ll:@y* e =

and

Therefore, by Theorem [I0.1] the error term is for h < 9, using R,
< X1/2+9+O(’7)qé/2_6/\/'h(t)1/2
and for h > @), using Ry,
< X1/2+0(m) 1/2N— (t )1/2h9 + X 1/240+0(n) 1/2 GN( )1/2.
Thus, in either case we get
< X1/2+0m) 1/2N (t )1/2h9 + X 1/2+0+0(n) 1/2 6/\/'( )1/2.

The main term may be computed by reversing the smooth dyadic partition and reversing
the decomposition (IL4). O

It is now quick to deduce Theorem from Proposition [[1.1]
Proof of Theorem [1.2. We require another decomposition of ¢(n). To this end, define

uO(n7 qO) = 1nEO (mod go)>» uh(n' Ch) = lnE—h (mod ¢1)>»

v(n;p) = 1,20~ h (modp)s v(n; q2) HU n;p).

plge

t(n) =t(n) [ | (uO(n;p) +up(n; p) + v(n;p)) = > tn)uo(n; qo)un(n; @ )v(n; g2).
plg 4=909192
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This gives a decomposition of ¢(n) into d3(q) <. ¢° functions t(n)ug(n; go)un(n; ¢1)v(n; g2).
Then Theorem follows by applying Proposition [[T.1] separately for each of these, since

(s ) s ) )
= Z |t(r1)t(r2)]| H (715 po)o(r2; po)Un (71, 725 Po)

r1,r2 (mod q) polgo
X H un(r1; pr)un(re; p1)Un(r, mas pr)
p1lq1
X H v(r1; p2)v(ra; p2)Un(r1, 725 p2)
p2lq2
< 3 eI TT (s i <57
r1,r2 (mod q) plg
1
< Z — Z ‘t(rl)t(r2)‘
1=q1q2 e r1,72 (mod q)

r1=rz (modq1)

<Y = X (P +P) < ol

g4=q1q2 r1,r2 (modq)
ri=rz (modq1)

12. PROOF OF THEOREMS AND [I.7]

For the proof we require the following character sum bound, which will be used to bound
w(o) = w(o,I,I). For any prime p and Dirichlet character x denote the local conductor

cond(x; p) := ged(cond(x), p™) = max{p"| cond(x)}.

The following statement is more general than required for Theorems and [[.7 in that it
considers the case of four different characters. The restriction to square-free moduli can be
removed with additional work.

Lemma 12.1. Let )1, Q2 € Z~q be square-free and let x1,v1, X2, V2 be Dirichlet characters
to modulus dividing @1, Q2,respectively, and denote Qo = ged(Qq, Q2). Let

a((24))
(o)

x1(a)ih1(b)x2(c)2(d),

a(to)a(T).
T7€l'2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)
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Then

1 1
+1 8. 14¢
o<zc|:<c|w(( c j:l))| < C(Q1Q2) pl;[j cond(x;; p) 2100 max;{cond(x;;p)}
Qo
1 1
+1 b B 1+¢ .
0<bZSB|w(( )| < B(Q:1Q2) pl;[j cond(¢);; p) pl;[O max;{cond(¢);; p)}
Qo

Proof. The proofs are essentially the same so we consider only the sum over b. By Lemma
10.2] we have

w((F4) =xeE) Y > 1 (baz =£ by) (b) X (az) |

(az,bg)EPél (CQ,dQ)G]PlQZ
ged(azde—baca,Qo)=1

X 1o (bey & da)iha(da) [ xa2(c2)|?

Recall that a Dirichlet character y modulo ¢ is a product of Dirichlet characters modulo

P*llg
Y = H X(p)
plg
For any ¢; with ged(q1,4/(q,¢1)) =1 we define

1) — H X(P)

plar

Denoting

S(gr, ) = Y > ) (ba £ b1 ™ (b)) W™ (02)

(a2,b2)€Pg, (c2,d2)€Py,
ged(azda—bacz,ged(q1,q2))=1

X U (bes = do) iy ™ (da) ™ (c2)
we have by the Chinese remainder theorem

w((F 4) = xoxa(®D) [] S@.p) [T Sr.p2).

P|Qo P;|Q;
p;1Qo

For p; 1 Qo we have p; # ps so that

S(on. ) ( ORISR SN SIS

(a2, bz)E]P’1
S ol i ) )P )
(c2, dz)E]P’l
If ged(cond(;), p;)|b then we use the trivial bound
j ——(p; j
> o e 2 @) @) <y
(w,y)EIP’}Jj
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Otherwise ged(yb, p) = 1, w](-p i) s non-trivial, and by writing r = bx/y we get

> o b p)E " W @R = | Y o e D) < 1.

(:c,y)E]P’zl,j r€ZL/p; L

Combining the bounds we have for p; # po
S(p1:p2) < (1+ prleond(wiipn)ip) (1 + P2leond(waipa)ib)

For p|Qo we write

S(p,p) = So(p, p) — Si(p, p)

where
Supr)=( X o0 0 e
(ag,bz)GP})
(3 e+ dz>%(”)<d2>|x§”><cz>|2),
(cz,dz)EIF’zlJ
and

Sipp) = Y U (bag £ b)Yy (b) X (a2) [

(az,b2)€P}

S (bes £ do) s (da) X () P,

(Cg,dz)E]P’Zl,
plazdz—baca

By the previous argument we have
So(p,p) < (14 PLeona(wip)fp) (1 + Pleond(waip)b)-

For Si(p, p) we note that plasd, — byc, means precisely that (ag, by) ~ (¢2,ds) as points in P}
so that trivially

Silp,p) <p
Therefore,
S(pvp) < (1 +p]~cond(w1;p)|b)(1 +p]~cond(w2;p)\b) + p.
Defining a multiplicative function F'(-,b) by
Pt b) = 4 LT Pleond(usmp plQj;p 1 Qo,
(1 + pLeondwiipip) (1 + Pleonaqamp) + 2 PIQo
and F(p¥,b) = 1 for pt Q1Q,, we have
|7~U((jEl 2 ))| <L (Q1Q2) F(@Q1Q2; D).

Then F(QlQQ,b) = F(Qng,ng(b, (Q1Q2>>) and for d1d2|Q1Q2 with ng(dl,dg) =1 we
have

F(Qle; d1d2) = F(Q1Q2; dl)F(Q1Q2; dz)
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Therefore, we get

S (P )< (@@ Y F(@QiQuib) = (QiQ2)° Y F(QiQud) > 1

0<b<B 0<b<B dQ1Q> 0<b<B
ged(b,Q1Q2)=d

< (@) B Z W < (@:1Q2)°B H ( Z M)

d|Q1Q2 plQ1Q2 * 0<k<2 p
1 1
< B(@Q1Q2)'** ’
: plgj cond(y; p) o maxj{cond(y;; p)}
Qo
since for p|Q;, p 1 Qo we have leka ") < 2cond§’¢j_p), and for p|Qy we have for both j € {1,2}
F(Q1Q2;p%) p?

that o < 5C0nd(wj;p)' O

Proof of Theorem[1.4. Let n > 0 be small and let U : R — [0, 1] be a smooth function such
that

U@)=1, [(/<T7*" and U(€) =0, [¢|<2T7.

Assume that UV (€) < |€]77 for € > 0. Let V : (0,00) — [0, 1] be a fixed smooth function
with

VO+V(EH)=1, £€>0, and V() =0, £>2.
We denote

X1 Xz Z Xl X2
ad=n

Then, by similar reductions by the approximate functional equation as in [30), Section 5], it
suffices to show an improved version of [30, Proposition 5.5]. That is, it suffices to show that

(12.1) Mﬁfw :/le L, (log t)w W(t/T)dt + O((quge)?/ AT/ >+0+0m),
where
M® / 1 xa (1) X1X2("2> (—10 —)U(”z_”l)v< i )wt T)dt
X1X2 n1n22>1 Vi, 2 g ni e 1/ 01q2 t/T)
n1#n2

—. / Sr (8, U, Vw(t/T)dt

and Pﬁ?m is a polynomial of degree at most two whose coefficients depend only on x1, x2, V.

We now bring S, ,(t, U, V) into the right shape for the application of Theorem [I0.Il We
start this process by sorting after the determinant. Denoting h = ny — ny, ny = ad and
ny = bc we get

Sune®BUV)I=D" 0 > xila)xa(b)xz(0)x2(d)gen(a, c, d)
h0 (c d)€M2vh(Z)
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where

gunler ) = e( - % log(l - a%))U<a%) v(t\/i:%) h\/ad/h\l/ad/h —1

Here by symmetry we restrict to h > 1. By Mellin inversion we have

ad 1 ad \ °~
V = —/ ( ) V(s)ds,
(t\/qwz) 21 Jo) \tv/ @142 (®)

where integration by parts gives the bounds

P(s) = / T V(O e <oy (1415

Thus,
1 -
St U V) = %/()(t\/Q1Q2)SV(S)SX1,X2,S(15, U)ds
0
with
d
Sinas(tU) =S B a)xi(b S(i i,—),
o Z bZ @TOREC (D s | 7 =
b (4 ))eMen(@)
where

i (- (- 2] (oo s

The contribution from |s| > T" is negligible so we consider |s| < T". Inserting a dyadic

decomposition for i and a smooth dyadic decomposition for a/v/'h, c¢/v/'h,d/v/h we obtain
sums of the form

St ACDH) = ST HT Y @ n e f (7 = %)

hNH (Z g)GMz,h(Z)

Here we need to consider the ranges of variables
(12.2) H < T"ADJT, T'"" < AD,BC < T\/q:¢,

and the involved weight

e = s () (T ccr( 4, 2)

with 61 < T97™ fulfills the assumption of Theorem [I0.11
By splitting into congruence classes and using Poisson summation on the longest variable,
we get a main term with arbitrary power saving in the error term as long as
(12.3) max{A/q,D/q} > Z"min{B,C} or max{B/q,C/q} > Z"min{A, D}.
In the complementary range we may assume that
(12.4) ' Z"< C/D < 2", ¢ 'Z7" < CJA < 20

The choice of I for applying Theorem [L0.1l depends on common divisors between h and ¢;¢s.

We denote k = ged(h, (q1g2)°°) so that ged(h, ¢;) = ged(k, ;) — at a first pass the reader may
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wish to simplify the argument by assuming that & = 1, which is the generic case. We have
after a change of variables h — hk

1 H . i
le,m,s,t(AvCaDvH):E Z k*? Z ?hs ! Z x1(a)xi(b)xz(c)x2(d)

k|(q192)>® h~H/k ab
[(q1q2) gcd(h,qléz)ZI (¢ 0)eMan k(@)

(12.5) Xf(JCiLTk’\/(;L_k’JCiZTk)

1
(12.6) = =5 > K Syxasan(A,C. D, H/E).

k|(q1g2)>

For a fixed k denote r; := ¢;/(k,q;). Since g; are square-free, we have ged(ri72, k) = 1 and
we can fix a choice of representatives

SLy(Z)\ My 1(Z) = T s = {(1 fré”), 1< f<k, ged(f.k)= 1}.

Then for any 7 = (“0 bo) € My y(Z) and o = (1 fr,i”) € Ty, we have

co do

[ ao bo 1 f’f’l’l“g [ ao aof’f’l’l“g + bok‘
(127) o= (CO do) ( k ) o <C() Cof’l“l’f’g + dok‘ )
Denoting the unique decomposition of characters

i = X W e (z) ged(k,q)2)%, X\ € (Z)r2)x,

we have for g = (¢%) = 70 as above
N @TTOXEx2(d) = (Firira) S Frrra) ™ (kao)x ™ (bo)xs ™ (keo)x ™ (do) Lia—1 L caa=1

=: aO(g)lgcd(a,b,k):l Lgcd(e,d m=1

Expanding the conditions ged(a, b, k) = 1 and ged(c,d, k) = 1 via the Mébius function we
have (since by ged(h, k) = 1 we have kiko|k)

SX17xz78,t7k(A> C.D, H) = Z /”L(kl)/”t(k‘é)SXl7X2757t7k7kj (Aa C, D, H)>

k1 ko
H a c d
Senamiin (A CDH) = Y Ly ao(Q)f( L )
i (e Ve k' k' bk
ng(h7Q1QQ):1 21| gcd(a b)
k2| ged(c,d)
Here for (2%) = 70 as in (I2.7) we have
a((25) = ao((25)) 1k ged(ap) = Liyja0(T0)
k2| ged(e,d) ka|co
k r k r T
= Xg )(fjrlrz)x§ J)(k)Xg )(fjrlrz)Xg 2)(k)X§ J)(CLO)X( )(b )X; 2)(Co)Xl (dO)lkl\ao

ka|co

(12.8) = ag(o)ay, 1, (7).

(o
This is for det (¢ %) = hk invariant under the action I'y(r1k1, 72k2), that is, for v € Ta(r1kq, r2k2)

and for any g € My, x(Z) we have ag(vg) = ap(g). This is clear since the action by v does
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not change the Hecke representative o € Ty, and the weight o, x, (7) is invariant. It then
follows that o € A(r1k1,79ks,1,1). Thus, we are ready to apply Theorem [0l for each fixed
k and with « as given above,

H
Br = Ln~r/kLged(hg)=1 ?hs 'oand g = ligerk
We claim that (I0.2]) holds in the form
(12.9)

! 3 ‘ S woonm)

g:( d)ESLQ( ) o1 02€T1k
lal+[b|C/ D+ (e D/C+]d|<10 02997 '=0€SLa(Z)

< ZEI{Z(’Fﬂ"Q + (r1,72)(C/D + D/C)).

Assuming this and applying Theorem [10.1l we get
Svixamtk(A,C. D H) = MTy, y, wok + O(TOP(AD) 2| B, (Ro + Ra))

with
1/2
18112 < 75
IC1/2 < BV2(rm9) Y2 4+ BV2 (51, r0)Y2(C/D + D/C)V2,
H1/2 A1/2
Ro < 75

cD\’ HC\Y*?
R2<<(”(k—m>)(”(mm> )

By (IZ4), writing CD = ADC/A < ADqZ" and H < T"AD/T we get

1
" < kTY2(AD)YPTY2,

H
18] < 575
IC1/2<<7€1/2(7”17’2)1/2 k1/2(7q17r2>1/2q;/27

RO < H1/2]€ 1/2((]1/7’1)1/2 < (AD)1/2T_1/2/{:_1/2(ql/r1)1/2,

AD 0 H 1/2—0
R2 < ( QQ) ( (J2) _ (AD)1/2k—1/2T—1/2+9(q2/7,2)1/2

]{77”2 ]{37’2

Thus, by (I2.2) we get a total contribution to the error term (after summing over k|¢> and
integrating over ¢t < T, recalling the normalization by -5 in (I2.6))

< T°m i (AD)1/2||5H2E1/2(R0 +Ry)

< TODTY(ADYY2((q1 /)Y + (g2/72) Y2 ((r172) 2 + (r1,75) 2 0"%)
< To(n)TG(AD)l/z(\/ 01q2 + ¢2)

< TO(n)Tl/Q-i-G(qlq )3/4

since by symmetry we may assume that ¢o < ¢;. The main term can be calculated by

reversing the previous steps. This proves Theorem under the assumption of (12.9]).
63



12.0.1. Proof of (I2Z9]). Denoting L := C'/D, we need to bound

K = > ‘ > w(o,01,05)|.

g_(a Z)ESLZ(R) 0170'26T1 k
ol +{blL+]el/L+]d|<10 02907 =0€SLa(Z)

By (IZ3)

w(0-7 0'170'2> = Z OKO(TUJl)ao(TUQ)
T€l2(r1k1,m2k2)\ SL2(Z)

= ag(o1)ag(o2) Z Qe ey (TO) Oty 1y (7)

Tel's (7‘1 k1 ,T2 kz)\ SLo (Z)

=L_(anyarloar) > al(re)ali(r),

k‘z‘c, k1|d TEFQ(T’lﬂ“Q)\ SLQ(Z)
where we have denoted

0 (13 5)) 1= o1 o) o)™ (o)t (o).

We thus have

a(”’TQ)(TO')W =: wo(a),
T€l2(r1,r2)\ SL2(Z)

"U}(O’, g1, 0-2)‘ S

which is as in Lemma 21l Recall that ¢; are square-free so that (r;, k) = 1, and we use
representatives for 77 j of the form
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By a change of variables we get

K= Y wlo) > 1=K+ Ko + K,

c€eSLa(Z) cr‘—(l fjrlrz)
=
k

—1 ag bo
g, 00
2 = (c do

0
|ao|+\bo\L+|co|/L+|d|<10

K= Y wlo) > L

S

—1 ag bo
. g01—=
2 1 (c d

0 ao
lao|+[bo| L+|co| /L+|d|<10

ICQ = Z ’LUQ(O') Z 17

o=(2b)esLy(2) Jj:(l fj?“klfz)
c#0 ao bo

—1
72 001:<Co do
lao|+[bo| L+|co|/L+|d|<10

bp=0
ng = E ’LUQ(O') E 1.

— b 1f;

o=(2b)esLz(2) Jj:< fﬂkw‘z)

C#O —1 (ao bo

0, 001= co do

|a0|+‘b0‘L+|Co|/L+|d|<10

bo#0

Here for o = (2 9)

ap by — o oo = @—Cf27’17”2/k f17’17”2@—f27”17“2d+kb—0f1f2(7”17“2) /k
Co do 2 t= C/k‘ d‘l‘Cfl’l“l’l“g/k’

We have by Lemma [I2.1]

Ky < > wo((*1 1)) > 1

+1 b f1,f2<k
( il)esm(z) | frr1ra— farra£kb|<10/L

<k > > we((F1h))

+1 b <k
( il)eSLz(Z) \frlrz‘:{L_b\SIO/L
cd(ry,r
<k Z (%' %) )<<aZ€k‘(7“17“2+w)
|bo|<10/L

by combining by = frire £ kb since ged(k, r17re) =1 and b — wo((jEl ji’l)) is r 79 periodic in
b.
To bound K5 note that by = 0 implies that b =0 (mod riry) and ¢ = 0 (mod k), so that

Ko=) wl(zh) Y 1

ab Ji.f2sk
SLo(Z 1,f2<
(Cd)G 2(2) la—cfarire /k|<10
0<|¢|<10kL | |d+-cfirire/k|<10
b=0 (mod rir2) bo=0

¢=0 (mod k)
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We have for ri72|b, ged(ad, mi72) = 1, and ke that we((24)) = wo((L9)) = wo((c/k 1)),
which depends only on ged(c, rire). Thus, by Lemma [I2.1] we get

< Y w() Y Y 1

0<|c|<10kL a,b,d f1,f2<k
¢=0 (mod k) ad—bc=1 |a—cfarira/k|<10
|d+cfirire /k|<10
bp=0
10
< Y wl(l9) D > 1
0<|c|<10L a,b,d J1,f2<k
ad—bck=1 la—cfarir2|<10

|d+cf1r1r2|§10
rira(fad—fra)+efi fo(rire)?=kb

< Yo ow((E) Y Y L

0<|e|<10L f1,f2<k a,d
la—cfarir2|<10
|d+cfirir2]|<10

<k D7 wo((E9) < ZHR L),

0<|c|<10L

Finally, we have by the trivial bound wg(o) <. (ri72)*" that

]Cg <<(7”17‘2)1+E Z Z 1.

(Z g)ESLQ(Z) 0'170'2€T1,kb
-1 a
e#0 o3 toor=(0
lao|+[bo| L+|co| /L+|d|<10
bo#0
1
< (7’1’/“2) te E g 1.
a1 by 02€Ty i
M 7 )
(01 dl)G 2,k (Z) 071<a1 b1>:<a0 bo)
c#0 2 \ep dy co do
lao|+|bo| L+|co|/L+|d|<10
bo#0

Here

ap  bo _l ko —farira\ (a1 b _l kay — fariraer kby — farirady _1 az by
co do) k 1 a di)  k 1 dy k\c2 do)

Thus, summing over f; and combining the variables (using (k,r17m2) = 1) we get

Ky < (r179) e > 1

asda —boco=k?
laz|/k+|b2|L/k+|c2|/(kL)+|d2|/k<10

baca#0
< (7’17’2)1+8 Z T(agdl — k’2)
az,d2<<k
azdz;ﬁkz

< K (ryr)tte.
L]
Proof of Theorem[1.7. For Theorem [[.7]where x1 = x2,¢ = ¢1 = ¢» the previous argument is

improved as follows. By using the approximate functional equation for L(s, x) [15, Theorem
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5.3] (instead of the square L(s, x)?* as in [30])

Ls0 = S M) ) 3 Vi

we get (denoting Vi(n,s) = V;(%)X(n)n_s, Va(n, s) = e(x, s)%_s(%)y(n)nl_s)

L0l = > > T Vi)

J1seja€{1,2} n1,...;n4 k<4

The contribution from (j1, js, js, j4) which are not a permutation of (1, 1, 2, 2) may be handled
trivially, for example, for (j1, j2, j3, ja) = (1,2,2,2) we get by integration by parts

/(T) Vs(%)%—s(%)m—s(%)m—s(%)é‘(%3)3W(t/T)dt

[nangng — my [T 90 ) -

n

(12.10)

<<JT(1—|—

Therefore, the part where ny > T7~°® contributes

1 1 1
1+ T <1+ T(qT)°W o
<A Z A/ 1 MoNngny <Lt (q ) Z (n% + Tnl)

ni,...,na<LT"/qT T1=0M) <y < T"/qT
ny>T1=0m)
n2n3n4:n1(1+O(T71+o(’7)))

< (qT)°m,

For n; < T'9M we get a negligible contribution outside the diagonal n; = nynsn, by
(I210)), and the diagonal gives a contribution to the main term since there x(ny)x(ninans) =
1(n1n2n3n4,q):1-

In the remaining part we can assume by symmetry that (ji, 72,73, 74) = (1,2,2,1) and
we may truncate the variables (a,b,c,d) = (n1,na,n3,ny) to ranges A, B,C, D < T"/qT.
Denote X = AD <« ¢T so that H < T"X/T. Then we may assume that X > T1-0()
(otherwise h = 0) and further that A, C > v/X (otherwise we can swap b <+ ¢, a < d).
This implies that Z~"(X/qT)"? < C/A < Z"(qT/X)"/?, which is stronger than (I2.4)). The
bound for the error term in the application of Theorem [10.1lis consequently improved to

< TO(n)Tl/Q-i-G q.
]

Remark 5. For two different characters (or even four different characters) one may also use
approximate functional equations for each L-function separately. This possibly introduces
a nebentypus character xy and the error term will depend on its conductor, via the bounds
for Ry in Theorem [I0.Il This may lead to better results in these cases. In particular if, as
indicated in Remark [3], the conductor loss is reduced or even eliminated. We do not pursue

this further here.
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