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TWISTED CORRELATIONS OF THE DIVISOR FUNCTION VIA

DISCRETE AVERAGES OF SL2(R) POINCARÉ 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 SL2(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 [11] as well as Bruggeman and Motohashi
[4], our method focuses on the present large symmetry under the action of a congruence
subgroup of SL2(Z).

For a concrete example, consider the determinant equation

ad− bc = 1 with divisibility conditions q1|b, q2|d,(1.1)
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where q1, q2 are fixed nonzero integers and a, b, c, d are integer variables. This can be seen as
variant of a correlation sum of the divisor function

∑
n d(n)d(n+1). The standard approach

for counting the number of solutions up to a given height to (1.1) is to apply the Poisson
summation formula. This reduces matters to bounding sums of Kloosterman sums at the
pair of cusps (∞, 1/q1) for the Hecke congruence subgroup Γ0(q1q2). In many situations the
black-box results developed by Deshouillers and Iwaniec [8] 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 (1.1) into a set of matrices

M =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z) : q1|b, q2|d

}
,

this set has an action by the congruence subgroup

Γ = Γ2(q1, q2) :=

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z) : q1|b, q2|c

}
,(1.2)

that is, for all γ ∈ Γ we have γM = M. This allows us to use spectral methods directly to
count the number of solutions to (1.1), instead of stepping via Kloosterman sums. The group
Γ2(q1, q2) is a conjugate of the standard Hecke congruence subgroup Γ0(q1q2) = Γ2(1, q1q2).

The direct approach turns out to have an advantage in the case that the action of Γ on
a set M has a large number of orbits. This naturally occurs if one replaces the congruence
conditions q1|b, q2|d by a more general left Γ-invariant function α(( a bc d )). In this case we are
able to keep track of the distribution of Γ\M inside the ambient space Γ\ SL2(R) as well as
exploit cancellations in α. We even allow M ⊆ SL2(R) to have non-integer entries, provided
that Γ acts on M with finitely many orbits.

We now formalise concept of an invariant weight. For functions f : GL2(R) → C and
g, h ∈ GL2(R) define the left translation operator lh : f(g) 7→ f(hg).

Definition 1 (Automorphic function). For any subgroup Γ of SL2(R) and for any left Γ-
invariant subset M ⊆ GL2(R) we define the set of Γ-automorphic functions on M by

A(Γ\M) := {α : M → C : lγα = α for all γ ∈ Γ}.
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). For n, J ∈ Z>0, δ > 0, andX1, . . . , Xn ∈
R>0 define the space of J times differentiable dyadically supported functions.

CJ
δ (X1, . . . , Xn) := {f ∈CJ(Rn) : f(x1, . . . , xn) supported on

(|x1|, . . . , |xn|) ∈ [X1, 2X1]× · · · × [Xn, 2Xn],

‖∂J1x1 · · ·∂Jnxnf‖∞ ≤
∏

i≤n
(δXi)

−Ji for all 0 ≤ J1 + · · ·+ Jn ≤ J}.

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 10.1.

Theorem 1.1. Let M ⊆ SL2(R), q1, q2 ∈ Z>0 and denote Γ = Γ2(q1, q2). Let dg denote

integration with respect to the Haar measure of the group SL2(R). Assume that M is left
2



Γ-invariant with finitely many orbits Γ\M and let α ∈ A(Γ\M). Let A,C,D, δ > 0 with

AD > δ and let f ∈ C7
δ (A,C,D). Denote F : SL2(R) → C, F (( a bc d )) := f(a, c, d). Then for

any ε > 0 we have
∣∣∣∣
∑

g∈M
α(g)F (g)− 1

|Γ\ SL2(R)|
∑

τ∈Γ\M
α(τ)

∫

SL2(R)

F (g) dg

∣∣∣∣≪ε δ
−O(1)Zε

√
ADKR,

where Z = max{A±1, C±1, D±1},

K =
∑

g=(a bc d )∈M
−1M

|a|+|b|C/D+|c|D/C+|d|≤6

∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
τg∈M

α(τ)α(τg)
∣∣∣, and

R =

(
1 + (AD)2θ

(
C

Aq2

)2θ
)(

1 +

(
C

Aq2

)1−2θ
)

+
A

Cq1
, θ = 7/64.

The error term in Theorem 1.1 consist of three parts
√
AD, K, and R. The first and

the third term are directly controlled by the ranges of the variables a, c, d. The term
√
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 Γ0(q1q2), via the spectral large sieve. In particular, denoting

q = q1q2, it depends on θq := max{0,Re(
√

1/4− λ1(q))} with λ1(q) denoting the smallest
positive eigenvalue for Γ0(q). In the statement we have utilised the bound θq ≤ 7/64 of
Kim and Sarnak [17]. Assuming the Selberg eigenvalue conjecture θq = 0 the term R would
simplify to a more symmetrical

R ≪ 1 +
C

Aq2
+

A

Cq1
.

The term K is different in that it depends more intricately on the underlying geometry
of Γ\M and arithmetic of the weight α. 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, K depends on
the horizontal skewness C/D and on how well-spaced the set of orbits Γ\M (weighted with
α) is within the fundamental domain Γ\SL2(R). For C ≍ D and α bounded we expect that

K ≪ |Γ\M|+ |Γ\M|2
q1q2

,

provided that Γ\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 α
to recover this heuristic upper bound. We will sketch this for a concrete example in Section
1.3 and carry out rigorously in Sections 11 and 12.

1.1. Applications. We obtain the following applications, which follow from a more tech-
nical version of Theorem 1.1, see Theorem 10.1. Theorem 1.1 would suffice for these in
the range |h| ≪ 1. For simplicity we restrict to the case of a square-free modulus q and
gcd(h, q) = 1, in the general case for some applications there may be additional losses de-
pending on q/rad(q) and gcd(h, q∞).
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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 q and for h, r ∈ Z with
gcd(h, q) = 1

ω(r, h; q) :=
∏

p|q
ω(r, h; p),

ω(r, h; p) :=

{
p−1
p(p+1)

, if r(r + h) 6≡ 0 (mod q)
2p−1
p(p+1)

, if r(r + h) ≡ 0 (mod q)

and note that r 7→ ω(r, h; q) 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 gcd(h, q) = 1. Let X, η > 0 and suppose that −X/2 ≤ h ≤ X1+η. Let G : R → C be a

smooth function supported on [1, 2] that satisfies G(j) ≪j X
jη for all j ≥ 0. Let t : Z/qZ → C

be a function. Then for some binary quadratic polynomial Ph, only depending on h, we have

∑

n

G(n/X)d(n)d(n+ h)t(n) =
∑

r (mod q)

t(r)ω(r, h; q)

∫
G(u/X)Ph(log u, log(u+ h)) du

+O

(
X1/2+O(η)q1/2‖t‖2(|h|θ + (X/q)θ)

)
,

where ‖t‖22 =
∑

r (mod q) |t(r)|2 and θ = 7/64 denotes the best approximation to the Ramanujan-

Peterson and Selberg eigenvalue conjectures.

The polynomial Ph can be explicitly computed, see [23], for instance. We now state three
corollaries that are all immediate consequences of Theorem 1.2. The first corollary concerns
divisor correlations in a fixed arithmetic progression. The expected main term is given by

MTG(X, r, h, q) = ω(r, h; q)

∫
G(u/X)Ph(log u, log(u+ h)) du(1.3)

where Ph is the quadratic polynomial as in Theorem 1.2.

Corollary 1.3. Assume the requirements of Theorem 1.2, let r ∈ Z and MTG(X, r, h, q)
given by (1.3). Then we have

∑

n≡r (mod q)

G(n/X)d(n)d(n+ h) = MTG(X, r, h, q) +O

(
X1/2+O(η)q1/2(|h|θ + (X/q)θ)

)
.

As far as we aware, this is the first result of this type that goes beyond the range q ≤ X1/6−ε

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 X2/3−ε. Assuming θ = 0 we
obtain the range q ≤ X1/3−ε. Unconditionally, the result is non-trivial if

q ≤ X
1−2θ
3−2θ

−ε, |h| ≤ X/q

q ≤ X1/3−ε|h|−2θ/3 X/q < |h| ≤ X1+η.

4



Note that by θ ≤ 7/64 [17] we have X
1−2θ
3−2θ ≥ X0.281... and uniformly in the considered h

range we have X1/3|h|−2θ/3 ≥ X0.261...+O(η). In particular, in this range we have

∑

n≤X
n≡r (mod q)

d(n)d(n+ h) = ω(r, h; q)

∫ X

1

Ph(log u, log(u+ h)) du(1 +O(X−ε′)).

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 1.2.

Corollary 1.4. Assume the requirements of Theorem 1.2 and let MTG(X, r, h, q) given by

(1.3). Then we have

∑

r(q)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

n≡r (mod q)

G(n/X)d(n)d(n+ h)−MTG(X, r, h, q)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≪ X1/2+O(η)q

(
|h|θ + (X/q)θ

)
.

Assuming θ = 0 this result is non-trivial as long as q ≤ X1/2−ε. Similarly as in the case of
a fixed congruence, possible exceptional eigenvalues and larger choices of h will reduce the
range of q. Unconditional we still get a non-trivial result for

q ≤ X
1−2θ
2−2θ

−ε, |h| ≤ X/q

q ≤ X1/2−ε|h|−θ, X/q < |h| ≤ X1+η.

Here, again by θ ≤ 7/64 [17], we have X
1−2θ
2−2θ ≥ X0.438... and uniformly in the considered h

range we have X ≤ X1/2|h|−θ ≥ X0.390...+O(η).
As final direct consequence of Theorem 1.2 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 gcd(r, q) = 1.
Then

∑

n

G(n/X)d(n)d(n+ h)e(nr/q) ≪ d(q)

q
X +X1/2+O(η)q

(
|h|θ + (X/q)θ

)
.

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, q2 are square-free and let χ1, χ2 be different primitive Dirich-

let characters to moduli q1, q2. Let η > 0 and ω : (0,∞) → C be a smooth compactly supported

function with ω(j) ≪j T
jη for all j ≥ 0. Then for some quadratic polynomial Pχ1,χ2 we have

∫

R

|L(1/2 + it, χ1)|2|L(1/2 + it, χ2)|2ω(t/T )dt =
∫

R

Pχ1,χ2(log t)ω(t/T )dt

+O

(
(q1q2)

3/4 T 1/2+θ+O(η)

)
.

If we instead have a single character, then we can do better than just setting q1 = q2 in
the previous statement.
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Theorem 1.7. Assume that q is square-free and let χ be a primitive Dirichlet character to

the modulus q. Let η > 0 and ω : (0,∞) → C be a smooth compactly supported function with

ω(j) ≪j T
jη for all j ≥ 0. Then for some quartic polynomial Pχ we have
∫

R

|L(1/2 + it, χ)|4ω(t/T )dt =
∫

R

Pχ(log t)ω(t/T )dt+O

(
q T 1/2+θ+O(η)

)
.

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((q1 + q2)
1/2(q1q2)

3/4−3θ/2T 1/2+θ) and O(q2−3θT 1/2+θ).

In particular, in the case of a single character we essentially save a full factor of q in the
error term. See also the work of Kaneko [16] 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 10.1) is also applicable
to a product of four L-functions with four different characters.

1.2. Proof sketch of Theorem 1.1. As mentioned above, our argument borrows ideas from
two main sources, the works of Duke, Friedlander, and Iwaniec [11] as well as Bruggeman
and Motohashi [4]. More precisely, we start as in [4] and parametrize a given determinant
problem over SL2(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 [11], 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 1.1 with α ∈ A(Γ\M) and F (( a bc d )) = f(a, c, d). For
simplicity let us assume that Γ = Γ0(q). The general case is reduced to this by conjugation

by a[q1] =
(√

q1
1/

√
q1

)
. Using the Γ-invariance of α we can write

∑

g∈M
α(g)F (g) =

∑

τ∈Γ\M
α(τ)Pf (τ), Pf(τ) :=

∑

γ∈Γ
F (γτ).

Here Pf(τ) is a type of Poincaré series on SL2(R), which is smooth and invariant under the
left action by Γ. Hence, applying the spectral expansion on Γ\ SL2(R) we get (omitting the
continuous spectrum for brevity)

Pf(τ) =
1

|Γ\ SL2(R)|
〈Pf , 1〉Γ\SL2(R) +

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
〈Pf , ϕ〉Γ\SL2(R)ϕ(τ),

where B(q) denotes an orthonormal basis of automorphic forms on Γ\ SL2(R) and the inner
product is given by

〈f1, f2〉Γ\SL2(R) :=

∫

Γ\SL2(R)

f1(g)f2(g) dg.

The projection onto the constant function produces the main term in Theorem 1.1 so that
it remains to bound

∑

τ∈Γ\M
α(τ)

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
〈Pf , ϕ〉Γ\SL2(R)ϕ(τ) ≤

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
|〈Pf , ϕ〉Γ\SL2(R)|

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
α(τ)ϕ(τ)

∣∣∣∣.(1.4)

6



Importantly, we here keep the sum over τ ∈ Γ\M alive in the application of the triangle
inequality. In the basis B(q) we sum over roughly q many elements and using the triangle in-
equality destroys any hope of detecting cancellation between these harmonics. By exploiting
the averaging over τ we are able to gain back some of this loss.

The inner products 〈Pf , ϕ〉Γ\SL2(R) are computed by unfolding and inserting a Fourier
expansion for the automorphic form ϕ. This yields a sum roughly of the shape

√
AD

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
h(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣
1√
C/A

∑

n≤C/A
̺ϕ(n)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
α(τ)ϕ(τ)

∣∣∣∣,(1.5)

where ̺ϕ(n) denote the Fourier coefficients of ϕ and h(ϕ) is a non-negative function which
decays quickly in the spectral parameter. Note that by L2-normalization both ̺ϕ(n) and
ϕ(τ) are typically of size ≈ q−1/2 in absolute value.

Plugging this into (1.4) and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

(1.4) ≤
√
ADKR,

where

R =
1

C/A

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
h(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤C/A
̺ϕ(n)

∣∣∣∣
2

and

K =
∑

ϕ∈B(q)
h(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
α(τ)ϕ(τ)

∣∣∣∣
2

=
∑

τ1,τ2∈Γ\M
α(τ1)α(τ2)

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
h(ϕ)ϕ(τ1)ϕ(τ2).(1.6)

The term R may be bounded by the spectral large sieve of Deshouillers and Iwaniec [8].
To approach K we identify it as the spectral expansion of an automorphic kernel on

SL2(R) (also known as pre-trace formula). Indeed, for a suitable function h(ϕ) this gives the
existence of a smooth function k : SL2(R) → C supported on a small neighborhood of the
identity, such that

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
h(ϕ)ϕ(τ1)ϕ(τ2) =

∑

γ∈Γ
k(τ−1

2 γτ1).

Thus, denoting g = τ−1
2 γτ1 we get

K =
∑

γ∈Γ

∑

τ1,τ2∈Γ\M
α(τ1)α(τ2)k(τ

−1
2 γτ1)

=
∑

g∈M−1M
k(g)

∑

τ1,τ2∈Γ\M
τ2gτ

−1
1 ∈Γ

α(τ1)α(τ2)

≤
∑

g∈M−1M
|k(g)|

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
τg∈M

α(τg)α(τ)

∣∣∣∣,

which is almost of the shape as proposed in Theorem 1.1.
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 SL2(R) = NAK. Then the spectrum

7



blows up in terms of the K types and the sum over ϕ ∈ B(q) actually runs over roughly
qmax{C/D,D/C}many elements. This can be resolved by first rescaling the smooth weight

Pf(τ) =
∑

γ∈Γ
F (γτ) =

∑

γ∈Γ
F (γτa[D/C]a[C/D]) = Pf0(τa[D/C]),

where

f0(g) = f(ga[C/D]) ∈ C7
δ (A0, C0, D0)

with

C0 = D0 =
√
CD, A0D0 = AD, and C0/A0 = C/A.

Alternatively, this can be seen as applying the spectral expansion to the original Pf after
the change of basis ϕ(τ) 7→ ϕ(τa[D/C]).

Then by the above argument we need to bound

√
AD

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
h(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣
1√
C/A

∑

n≤C/A
̺ϕ(n)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
α(τ)ϕ(τa[D/C])

∣∣∣∣(1.7)

and we arrive at

K =
∑

γ∈Γ

∑

τ1,τ2∈Γ\M
α(τ1)α(τ2)k(a[D/C]

−1τ−1
2 γτ1a[D/C])

≤
∑

g∈M−1M
|k(a[C/D]ga[D/C])|

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
τg∈M

α(τg)α(τ)

∣∣∣∣.

Here we can show that for g = ( a bc d ) the weight |k(a[C/D]ga[D/C])| vanishes outside
|a|+ |b|C/D + |c|D/C + |d| ≤ 6.

This gives the shape of K in Theorem 1.1.

1.3. Sketch of applications. To illustrate how the method may be applied, we sketch the
proof of Corollary 1.3 in the case h = 1, gcd(r(r+1), q) = 1, using Theorem 1.1 and assuming
θ = 0.

We have the following blueprint for applying our main theorem.

(1) Identify the largest symmetry by a congruence subgroup Γ and the orbits Γ\M.
(2) Handle very skewed ranges trivially.
(3) Compute an upper bound for K.
(4) Apply theorem.

Consider the case of Corollary 1.3 with h = 1. We write

d(n) =
∑

n=bc

1, d(n+ 1) =
∑

n=ad

1

and insert a smooth dyadic partition for a, c, d via f ∈ C7
δ (A,C,D) for some A,C,D ≪ X

with AD ≍ X and δ ≍ η. Denote also B := X/C. This reduces matter to evaluating
∑

ad−bc=1
bc≡r (mod q)

f(a, c, d).

8



Here we take

M = SL2(Z), α(( a bc d )) = 1bc≡r (mod q).

We then observe that α is invariant under the action of Γ = Γ2(q, q), since for any
(
a0 b0q
c0q d0

)
∈

Γ2(q, q) we have that
(
a0 b0q
c0q d0

)(
a b
c d

)
=

(
∗ a0b+ qb0d

d0c+ qc0a ∗

)

maps

bc 7→ (a0b+ qb0d)(d0c+ qc0a) ≡ a0d0bc ≡ bc (mod q).

Note that Γ is in some sense too sparse a group. The original problem lives on a set of
density roughly 1/q whereas Γ has density roughly 1/q2 in SL2(Z). Consequently α has
density roughly 1/q on the set of orbits Γ\ SL2(Z).

By symmetry (swapping ad ↔ bc, a↔ d, b↔ c) we may assume that

C ≤ D ≤ A ≤ B.

The very skewed ranges where

max{A,D} ≥ qC

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

1 ≤ A

C
,
D

C
≤ q.(1.8)

To apply Theorem 1.1 we need an upper bound for

K =
∑

g=( a bc d )∈SL2(Z)

|a|+|b|C/D+|c|D/C+|d|≤6

∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\SL2(Z)

α(τ)α(τg)
∣∣∣.

The contribution from g = I is bounded by
∑

τ∈Γ\SL2(Z)

|α(τ)|2 ≪ q

and we can never hope to get a better bound. The contribution from ad 6= 1 satisfies a
similar bound ≪ q by Cauchy-Schwarz and using the divisor bound for c|ad − 1. Finally,

since 1 ≤ D/C ≤ q and since for generic g ∈ SL2(Z) the function τ 7→ α(τ)α(τg) has density
1/q · 1/q = 1/q2, we have

∑

g=
(±1 b

0 ±1

)

∈SL2(Z)

0<|b| ≤6D/C

∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\SL2(Z)

α(τ)α(τg)
∣∣∣≪ D/C ≪ q,

so that K ≪ q. In fact, it is easy to check that for gcd(r(r + 1), q) = 1 we have

|
∑

τ∈Γ\SL2(Z)

α(τ)α(τg)| ≪ gcd(b, q), g =

(
±1 b
0 ±1

)
.
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Using 1 < A/C ≤ q and our assumption that θ = 0, we get

R ≪ 1 +
C

Aq
+

A

Cq
≪ 1.

Thus, applying Theorem 1.1 we get a main term of size roughly X/q and an error term that
is bounded by

√
ADKR ≪ X1/2q1/2.

This is dominated by the main term as long as q is a bit smaller than X1/3.
The proof of the more general Theorem 1.2 is a bit more involved. One has to first

decompose t(n) into functions t♭(n; q0), q0|q, which are balanced in the sense that they have
mean value 0 over any coset of a non-trivial subgroup of Z/q0Z. Applying the method
separately for each t♭(n; q0) essentially gives us that K ≪ q‖t‖22. Without this decomposition
we would only be able to get K ≪ q‖t‖21, potentially losing a factor of q for general t(n).
The key property that is leveraged here is that the weight α(( a bc d )) = t(ad) is constant along
certain one dimensional linear fibers in the two dimensional space Γ2(q, q)\ SL2(Z).

For Theorem 1.6 we apply the approximate functional equation, use the group Γ2(q1, q2),
and check that

α(( a bc d )) = χ1(a)χ1(b)χ2(c)χ2(d)

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

∑

h∼H

∑

ad−bc=h
α(( a bc d ))f(a, c, d), H ≪ AD

T
, T ≪ AD,BC ≪ T

√
q1q2.

This and a good dependency on the size of h in other applications is facilitated by the more
technical Theorem 10.1. In this case a strong bound for K is a consequence of an elementary
character sum bound, which captures the oscillations in α from the characters.

1.4. Comparison to the literature. Consider the determinant equation
∑

ad−bc=1
q|c

f(a, c, d)

with variables weighted by a smooth f(a, c, 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

AD

C2

∑

m≤C/D

∑

n≤C/A

∑

c≡0 (mod q)

F (c/C)S(m,n; c), S(m,n; c) :=
∑

a,d (mod c)
ad≡1 (mod c)

ec(ma + nd).

By Kuznetsov’s formula for Γ0(q), this is bounded by a sum of the form (omitting the
continuous spectrum)

AD

C

∑

ϕ∈B(q)
h(ϕ)

∣∣∣∣
∑

n≤C/A
̺ϕ(n)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∑

m≤C/D
̺ϕ(m)

∣∣∣∣.
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This can essentially be recovered from (1.7), since for τ = I we morally have by the Fourier
expansion (in the regular spectrum)

ϕ(a[D/C]) ≈
√
D/C

∑

m≤C/D
̺ϕ(m).

A more general form with Kloosterman sums at cusps may also be recovered when τ is a
scaling matrix of a cusp. Therefore, for a fixed orbit τ 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
SL2(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 SL2(Z).

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

∑

v∼V
ηv max

gcd(b,v)=1

∑

q∼Q
gcd(q,v)=1

λq

( ∑

n≤x
n≡a (mod q)
n≡b (mod v)

Λ(n)− x

ϕ(qv)

)
,

where λq 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| ≤ X1+η with a small η > 0. For practical
applications this is of the same strength as the recent work of Assing, Blomer, and Li [1].
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 1.2 we restrict to gcd(h, q) = 1 to obtain uniformity in |h|. For general periodic
weights there seems to be an obstruction for h which have a large common factor with q.
Since in (10.5) we require that we can swap the order of the Hecke orbits and T = Γ\ SL2(Z),
and the part gcd(h, q∞) of the Hecke orbits needs to be handled inside K. This gives a worse
dependency on gcd(h, q∞). 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 = SL2(R). In Section 3 we import the spectral expansion of L2(Γ\G, χ) 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 4 we prove decay properties of certain inner products. Together with
the Fourier expansion, this is part of the rigorous treatment of (1.5). The following two
sections consider the automorphic kernel that is essential in our treatment of the K term
(see (1.6)). In Section 5 we give a proof of the spectral expansion of the kernel. In Section
6 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 7.1. This is done in Section 7. Combining
Theorem 7.1 with the spectral large sieve that we import in Section 8, we prove Theorem
1.1 in Section 9.

In Section 10.1 we state and prove Theorem 10.1 which is the main technical result. Like
Theorem 1.1 it follows from Theorem 7.1 and the spectral large-sieve, but it is much stronger
with respect to the shift h.

Finally, in the last two sections, we prove the applications stated in the introduction. In
section 11 we consider correlations of the divisor function with a periodic twist and show
Theorem 1.2. Section 12 deals with the L-functions applications, Theorems 1.7 and 1.6.

Dependency graph of results:

Prop. 3.1

Prop. 5.1

Prop. 3.2

Prop. 6.1

Prop. 4.2

Prop. 4.1

Prop. 8.1

Prop. 8.2

Cor. 8.3

Thm. 7.1 Thm. 1.1

Thm. 10.1

Thm. 1.2

Prop. 11.1 Cor. 1.5

Cor. 1.4

Cor. 1.3

Thm. 1.6

Thm. 1.7

1.7. Acknowledgements. We are grateful to James Maynard and Jared Duker Lichtman
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 = SL2(R)

In this section and the following section we provide an overview of the background material
that goes into Theorems 7.1 and 10.1. 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 := SL2(R) =

{(
a b
c d

)
: a, b, c, d ∈ R, ad− bc = 1

}

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

N :=

{
n[x] =

(
1 x

1

)
: x ∈ R

}

A :=

{
a[y] =

(√
y

1/
√
y

)
: y ∈ (0,∞)

}

K :=

{
k[θ] =

(
cos θ sin θ
− sin θ cos θ

)
: θ ∈ R/2πZ

}

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 = ( a bc d ) = n[x]a[y]k[θ] is uniquely defined for θ ∈ [0, 2π) via

x =
ac + bd

c2 + d2
, y =

1

c2 + d2
, θ = arctan

(
− c

d

)
(2.1)

and

n[x]a[y]k[θ] =

(√
y cos θ − x√

y
sin θ

√
y sin θ + x√

y
cos θ

− 1√
y
sin θ 1√

y
cos θ

)
.(2.2)

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 ( a bc d ) : z 7→ az+b

cz+d
is the matrix multiplication from the left on G/K.

We also have the Cartan decomposition

G = KAK,

where the representation g = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ] is unique provided that ̺ > 0 and ϕ ∈ [0, π).
We have

k[ϕ]a[e̺]k[ϑ] = k[ϕ + π/2]a[e−̺]k[ϑ− π/2] = k[ϕ + π]a[e̺]k[ϑ − π].(2.3)

The Cartan coordinates are best described by the isomorphism of groups via conjugation by
the Cayley matrix C = ( 1 −i

1 i ), which diagonalizes K,

SL2(R) ∼= SU1,1(R) :=

{(
α β
β α

)
: α, β ∈ C, |α|2 − |β|2 = 1

}
,

g 7→ CgC−1.
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From this we can compute for ( a bc d ) = n[x]a[et]k[θ] = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ]

{
α = 1

2
(a + d+ i(b− c)) = eiθ(cosh(t/2) + ie−t/2x/2) = ei(ϕ+ϑ) cosh(̺/2),

β = 1
2
(a− d− i(b+ c)) = e−iθ(sinh(t/2)− ie−t/2x/2) = ei(ϕ−ϑ) sinh(−̺/2).(2.4)

The first two Cartan coordinates (ϕ, e−̺) correspond to the polar coordinates of the Poincaré
disk model of the upper half-plane

H ∼= {|z| < 1} : z 7→ z − i

z + i
.

Using (2.3) and (2.4) we compute that for

a[et]n[x] = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ]

we have

cosh ̺ =cosh t + etx2/2,

ei(ϕ+ϑ) =
cosh(t/2)

cosh(̺/2)
=

cosh(t/2) + iet/2x/2

| cosh(t/2) + iet/2x/2| ,

ei(ϕ−ϑ) =
sinh(t/2)

sinh(̺/2)
=

sinh(t/2)− iet/2x/2

| sinh(t/2)− iet/2x/2| .

(2.5)

Denoting

u(z, w) :=
|z − w|2

4 Im(z) Im(w)
, z, w ∈ H,

we have cosh(̺) = 2u(gi, i) + 1 and for g = ( a bc d ) ∈ G

u(gi, i) = 1
4
(a2 + b2 + c2 + d2 − 2).(2.6)

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

X1 :=

(
1
)
, X2 :=

(
1

−1

)
, X3 :=

(
1

−1

)
,

which are the infinitesimal generators for the subgroups

N = {exp(tX1) : t ∈ R}, A = {exp(tX2) : t ∈ R}, K = {exp(tX3) : t ∈ R}.
We then define the right Lie differentials

xjf(g) := ∂tf(g exp(tXj))|t=0.

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

lh : f(g) 7→ f(hg), rh : f(g) 7→ f(gh),

we have xjlh = lhxj for j ∈ {1, 2, 3}.
We construct the raising and lowering operators

e+ :=2x1 + x2 − ix3,

e− :=− 2ix1 + x2 + ix3.
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In the Iwasawa coordinates n[x]a[y]k[θ] we have

e+ = e2iθ(2iy∂x + 2y∂y − i∂θ),

e− = e−2iθ(−2iy∂x + 2y∂y + i∂θ),

x3 = ∂θ.

The Casimir operator is then defined as

Ω := −1

4
e+e− +

1

4
x23 −

1

2
ix3.(2.7)

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

Ωlh = lhΩ, Ωrh = rhΩ.(2.8)

In the Iwasawa coordinates n[x]a[y]k[θ] the Casimir operator Ω is given by

Ω = −y2(∂2x + ∂2y) + y∂x∂θ,(2.9)

where the first part −y2(∂2x + ∂2y) is the Laplace operator on the upper half-plane H. In the
Cartan coordinates k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ], denoting cosh ̺ = 2u+ 1, we have

Ω =− ∂2̺ −
1

tanh ̺
∂̺ −

1

4 sinh2 ̺
∂2ϕ +

1

2 sinh ̺ tanh ̺
∂ϕ∂ϑ −

1

4 sinh2 ̺
∂2ϑ

=− u(u+ 1)∂2u − (2u+ 1)∂u −
1

16u(u+ 1)
∂2ϕ +

2u+ 1

4u(u+ 1)
∂ϕ∂ϑ −

1

16u(u+ 1)
∂2ϑ.

(2.10)

From this we see that Ω commutes with taking inverses: If

ι : f(g) 7→ f(g−1),

then

Ωι = ιΩ(2.11)

since

(k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ])−1 = k[−ϑ]a[e̺]k[−ϕ] = k[π/2− ϑ]a[e−̺]k[−π/2− ϕ].

Let ℓ ∈ Z and ν ∈ C. The functions (defined using the Iwasawa coordinates)

φℓ(g, ν) := yν+1/2eiℓθ(2.12)

are eigenfunctions of the Casimir operator Ω on G

Ωφℓ(g, ν) =

(
1

4
− ν2

)
φℓ(g, ν).

Furthermore, the functions φℓ(g, ν) are of right-type ℓ, by which we mean that

φℓ(gk[θ], ν) = eiℓθφℓ(g, ν).

The notion of functions with left-type ℓ is defined similarly.
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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[x] = dx, da[y] =
dy

y
, dk[θ] =

dθ

2π
,

∫

G

f(g)dg =

∫

A×N×K

f(ank)dadndk =

∫

R×R>0×R/2πZ

f(n[x]a[y]k[θ])
dxdydθ

2πy2

=

∫

K×K

∫

R>0

f(k1a[e
−̺]k2) sinh(̺)d̺ dk1dk2

(2.13)

Then ∫

Γ0(q)\G
dg = [SL2(Z) : Γ0(q)]

∫

SL2(Z)\ SL2(R)

dg =
π

6
q
∏

p|q
(1 + p−1).(2.14)

In terms of the matrix coordinates we have (by using (2.1) to compute the Jacobian deter-
minant)

dg =
dxdydθ

2πy2
=

1

π

dadcdd

c
.

Thus, using ζ(2) = π2/6 we have for any integrable F : G→ C

1

|Γ0(q)\G|

∫

G

F (g)dg =
1

ζ(2) q
∏

p|q(1 + p−1)

∫

R3

F (( a ∗
c d ))

dadcdd

c
.(2.15)

The inner product on L2(G) is defined by

〈f1, f2〉G :=

∫

G

f1(g)f2(g)dg.

Then we have

〈e±f1, f2〉G = −〈f1, e∓f2〉G(2.16)

and

〈Ωf1, f2〉G = 〈f1,Ωf2〉G,(2.17)

that is, Ω is a symmetric operator.

3. Spectral theory of L2(Γ\G, χ)
Fix q ∈ Z>0 and denote Γ = Γ0(q). While we consider the more general groups Γ2(q1, q2),

these are isomorphic to Γ0(q1q2) by conjugation with a[q1]. Let χ be a Dirichlet character to
the modulus q. This defines a character on Γ via

χ(( a bc d )) := χ(d) = χ(a).

We let κ ∈ {0, 1} denote the parity of χ, that is, χ(−1) = (−1)κ.
The group Γ acts on G by matrix multiplication from the left. We denote

〈f1, f2〉Γ\G :=

∫

Γ\G
f1(g)f2(g)dg
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and

L2(Γ\G, χ) := {f : G→ C : f(γg) = χ(γ)f(g), 〈f, f〉Γ\G <∞}.
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 q and χ but it is customary to omit this dependency
in the notation.

3.1. Spectral expansion. We denote by C(q, χ) a set of inequivalent representatives for
the singular cusps of Γ \ G for the character χ. 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 φℓ(g, ν) be as in (2.12) and suppose that ℓ ≡ κ (mod 2).
For c ∈ C(q, χ), we define the Eisenstein series for R(ν) > 1/2 by

E(ℓ)
c
(g, ν) =

∑

γ∈Γc\Γ
χ(γ)φℓ(σ

−1
c
γg, ν),

where Γc is the stabilising group and σc a scaling matrix of the cusp c. The Eisenstein
series are extended to ν ∈ C by meromorphic continuation, and have only one simple pole at
ν = 1/2 for Γ = Γ0(q) [8, Lemma 3.7]. For general Fuchsian groups Γ it is possible that there
are other poles on 0 < ν < 1/2, which would appear as terms in the spectral decomposition
[14, Chapter 7]. The residue at ν = 1/2 is

Resν=1/2E
(0)
c

(z, ν) =
3

πq
∏

p|q(1 + p−1)
.

Proposition 3.1. (Spectral expansion of L2(Γ\G, χ)). Let q ∈ Z>0, χ be a Dirichlet char-

acter to the modulus q of parity κ ∈ {0, 1}, and let Γ = Γ0(q). There exists a countable

set B(q, χ) and for V ∈ B(q, χ), ℓ ∈ Z, ℓ ≡ κ (mod 2), complex numbers νV , and smooth

functions ϕ
(ℓ)
V ∈ L2(Γ\G, χ) of right-type ℓ with

Ωϕ
(ℓ)
V =

(
1

4
− ν2V

)
ϕ
(ℓ)
V(3.1)

such that the following holds. For any smooth and bounded f ∈ L2(Γ\G, χ) with Ωf bounded

we have

f(g) =1χ principal
1

|Γ\G|〈f, 1〉Γ\G +
∑

V ∈B(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

〈f, ϕ(ℓ)
V 〉Γ\Gϕ(ℓ)

V (g)

+
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

1

4πi

∫

(0)

〈f, E(ℓ)
c
(∗, ν)〉Γ\GE(ℓ)

c
(g, ν)dν.

Note that while the Eisenstein series are not square-integrable, for f ∈ L2(Γ\G, χ) the

inner product 〈f, E(ℓ)
c (∗, ν)〉Γ\G exists and is finite. Proposition 3.1 follows from [10, Section

4], by identifying for a fixed ℓ the basis elements uj of weight kDFI = ℓ in [10, (4.50))] via

ϕ
(ℓ)
V (n[x]a[y]k[θ]) = uj(x+ iy)eiℓθ,

and similarly for the Eisenstein series.

We now describe the functions ϕ
(ℓ)
V in the discrete spectrum. The objects V appearing

are the irreducible subspaces of L2(Γ\G, χ), and the Casimir operator is constant on each
17



V , that is, there is some νV such that for all smooth f ∈ V we have Ωf = (1
4
− ν2V )f . Each

V splits into subspaces according to the right-action by K

V =
⊕

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

V (ℓ),

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

raising and lowering operators define maps e± : V (ℓ) → V (ℓ±2). We pick generators ϕ
(ℓ)
V for

each V (ℓ) such that

〈ϕ(ℓ)
V , ϕ

(ℓ)
V 〉Γ\G = 1

to get an orthonormal basis.
The cuspidal spectrum B(q, χ) splits into three parts

(1) Regular spectrum: νV ∈ iR
(2) Exceptional spectrum: νV ∈ (0, 1/2)
(3) Discrete series: νV = k−1

2
, k > 0, k ≡ κ (mod 2).

In the first two cases all of the V (ℓ) 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 νV ∈ (0, 7/64) in the possible
exceptional spectrum. We let θq denote maxV {Re(νV ) < 1/2}.

For the discrete series νV = k − 1/2 we call k the weight and we have either

V =
⊕

ℓ≥k
ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

V (ℓ) or V =
⊕

ℓ≤−k
ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

V (ℓ).

In either case the edge function ϕ
(±k)
V is annihilated by the lowering/raising operator, that

is, e∓ϕ
(±k)
V = 0. For classical holomorphic modular forms u(x + iy) of weight k we have a

correspondence

ϕ
(k)
V (n[x]n[y]k[θ]) = yk/2u(x+ iy)eikθ.

3.2. Fourier expansion of automorphic forms. To compute the projections 〈f, ϕ(ℓ)
V 〉Γ\G

we use the Fourier expansion of the basis elements ϕ
(ℓ)
V . To state the Fourier expansion, we

use the Jacquet operator A±. For a function φ on G it is defined as

A±φ(g) =

∫ ∞

−∞
e(∓ξ)φ(wn[ξ]g)dξ,

where

w = k[π/2] =

(
0 1
−1 0

)

is the Weyl element of G.
We will use the Jacquet operator only for the choice φ(g) = φℓ(g, ν) as given in (2.12). In

that case we can express it in terms of Whittaker functions (see [24, eq. (16.1)])

A±φℓ(g, ν) = (−1)ℓ/2πν+1/2eiℓθe(±x) W±ℓ/2,ν(4πy)

Γ(ν ± ℓ/2 + 1
2
)
,(3.2)
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where in Iwasawa coordinates g = n[x]a[y]k[θ] (the choice of the sign of (−1)ℓ/2 for odd ℓ
will not be important for us). We record here the following integral expression (see [24, eq.
(16.2)]) which will be useful later

A±φℓ(g, ν) = eiℓθe(±x)y1/2−ν
∫ ∞

−∞

e(−yξ)
(ξ2 + 1)ν+1/2

(
ξ − i

ξ + i

)±ℓ/2
dξ,(3.3)

where for odd ℓ we choose the branch cut R>0 for ( ξ−i
ξ+i

)±ℓ/2. We also note that

ΩA±φℓ(g, ν) = (1/4− ν2)A±φℓ(g, ν), ∂2xA±φℓ(g, ν) = −4π2A±φℓ(g, ν),

∂2θA±φℓ(g, ν) = −ℓ2A±φℓ(g, ν).
(3.4)

We gather the statements of [24, (17.3), (17.5), (18.2), (21.11), (24.3)] in the following,

noting that for νV ∈ iR we have
∣∣∣π−2νV Γ(|ℓ|/2+νV +1/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2−νV +1/2)

∣∣∣
1/2

= 1.

Proposition 3.2. We have the Fourier expansions

ϕ
(ℓ)
V (g) =

∣∣∣∣π
−2νV

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + νV + 1/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− νV + 1/2)

∣∣∣∣
1/2∑

n 6=0

̺V (n)√
|n|

Asgn(n)φℓ(a[|n|]g, νV )

and

Ec,ℓ(g, ν) =1c=∞φℓ(g, ν) + ̺(ℓ)
c,ν(0)φℓ(g,−ν)

+
∑

n 6=0

̺c,ν(n)√
|n|

Asgn(n)φℓ(a[|n|]g, νV ),

where the coefficients ̺V (n) and ̺c,ν(n) do not depend on ℓ.

Of course the Fourier coefficients ̺V (n) and ̺c,ν(n) depend on both q and χ. 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 κ = 0 as follows (the supersript D-I refers to the notation
in Deshouillers-Iwaniec)

̺V (n) =
Γ(νV + 1/2)

2πνV +1/2
ρD-I
j (n) with νV = iκD-I

j , if νV 6∈ N− 1/2;

̺V (n) =
(−1)k/2Γ(|k|)1/2
2kπ(|k|+1)/2n(k−1)/2

ψD-I
j,k (n), if νV = (k − 1)/2, n > 0 and V holomorphic;

̺V (n) = ̺V (−n), if νV = k − 1/2, n < 0 and V anti-holomorphic;

̺c,ν(n) = |n|νϕD-I
c∞n(1/2 + ν), if n 6= 0.

3.3. Hecke operators. The Hecke operator on L2(Γ0(q)\G, χ) is defined by

Thf(g) :=
1√
h

∑

ad=h

χ(a)
∑

b (mod d)

f

(
1√
h

(
a b

d

)
g

)
.(3.5)

It satisfies the multiplicativity relation

TmTn =
∑

d| gcd(m,n)
χ(d)Tmn/d2 .
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Then for gcd(h, q) = 1 the Hecke operators Th commute with each other and Ω, and further-
more are normal (since 〈Thf, g〉 = 〈f, χ(h)Thg〉), so that we can choose a common orthonor-
mal basis. Then

Thϕ(ℓ)
V (τ) = λV (h)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)(3.6)

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

ThE(ℓ)
c
(τ, ν) = λc,ν(h)E

(ℓ)
c
(τ, ν)(3.7)

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

λV (h)̺V (n) =
∑

d| gcd(h,n)
χ(d)̺V (hn/d

2),

and similarly for the Eisenstein series.
We have |λc,ν(h)| ≤ d(h) ≪ε |h|ε. The Ramanujan-Petersson conjecture states that also

in the cuspidal spectrum

|λV (h)| ≪ε |h|ε.
For the discrete series, this was proved by Deligne [7]. In general the best bound towards
this is ≪ε |h|ϑq+ε with ϑq ≤ 7/64 by Kim and Sarnak [17].

3.4. Useful heuristics. The automorphic forms ϕ
(ℓ)
V are L2-normalized and since the vol-

ume of the fundamental domain satisfies |Γ0(q)\G| = q1+o(1), we expect that for typical
g ∈ G and n ∈ Z \ {0}

|ϕ(ℓ)
V (g)| = q−1/2+o(1), |̺V (n)| = q−1/2+o(1).

With the help of Selberg’s trace formula one can show that the eigenvalues νV in the
cuspidal spectrum satisfy

|{νV ∈ iR : |νV | ≤ K}| = q1+o(1)K2,

that is, there are roughly q1+o(1)K spectral parameters in i[K,K + 1]. In our applications
K will be small, so that morally the number of harmonics used is q1+o(1). We are unable
to detect cancellation between the harmonics and thus always lose at least a factor of

√
q

compared to heuristically optimal bounds in the error terms.

4. Decay of spectrum and Fourier expansion

After applying the spectral expansion of Proposition 3.1 we will need to bound inner

products such as 〈P, ϕ(ℓ)
V 〉Γ\G, where P is a kind of Poincaré series associated to some smooth

function F on the ambient space G. By unfolding and inserting the Fourier expansion
(Proposition 3.2) we encounter then sums of the form

∑

V,ℓ

∑

n

̺V (n)√
|n|

〈F,Asgn(n)φℓ(a[|n|]· , νV )〉G.

The main goal of this section is to prove the following bound, which simultaneously achieves
two things – decay in the parameters n, ν, ℓ 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 |νV | ≪ δ−1, |ℓ| ≪ δ−1, |n| ≪ (δX)−1.

Proposition 4.1. Let δ ∈ (0, 1) and X, Y > 0, κ ∈ {0, 1}. Let aV,ℓ, bc,ν,ℓ, : Z>0 → C
and let F : G → C, F (g) = F (n[x]a[y]k[θ]), be (2J + 1) times differentiable in all three

variables, supported on (x, y) ∈ [−X,X ] × [Y, 2Y ], satisfying for all J1, J2, J3 ≥ 0 with

J1 + J2 + J3 ≤ 2J + 1

∂J1x ∂
J2
y ∂

J3
θ F ≪ (δX)−J1(δY )−J2(δ)−J3.(4.1)

Define the decay function

DJ(t, ν, ℓ) := min
J0∈{0,1,...,J}

(1 + log t)2(1 + Y/X)2J0

δ2(1 + |δν|+ |δtX|+ |δℓ|)2J0−1
(4.2)

Then for σ ∈ {±} we have for any J ≥ 0

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∑

n>0

〈F,Aσφℓ(a[n]·, νV )〉G
aV,ℓ(n)√

n

≪max
t>0

X

Y 1/2

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

(Y t)−Re(νV )DJ(t, νV , ℓ)

∣∣∣∣
∑

0<n≤t
aV,ℓ(n)

∣∣∣∣,
(4.3)

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
νV =(k−1)/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)
σℓ≥k

∣∣∣∣π
−2νV

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + νV + 1/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− νV + 1/2)

∣∣∣∣
1/2∑

n>0

〈F,Aσφℓ(a[n]·, νV )〉G
aV,ℓ(n)√

n

≪ max
t>0

X

Y 1/2

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
νV =(k−1)/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)
σℓ≥k

DJ(t, νV , ℓ)

∣∣∣∣
∑

0<n≤t
aV,ℓ(n)

∣∣∣∣,
(4.4)

and
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∫

(0)

∑

n>0

〈F,Aσφℓ(a[n]·, ν)〉G
bc,ν,ℓ(n)√

n
dν

≪ max
t>0

X

Y 1/2

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫

(0)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

DJ(t, ν, ℓ)

∣∣∣∣
∑

0<n≤t
bc,ν,ℓ(n)

∣∣∣∣|dν|.
(4.5)

After using the Fourier series of Proposition 3.2, Proposition 4.1 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 4.1 hold and let DJ(t, ν, ℓ)
be defined by (4.2). We have for any complex coefficients bc,ν,ℓ

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∫

(0)

〈F, φℓ(·, ν)〉bc,ν,ℓ ≪
X

Y 1/2

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫

(0)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

DJ(1, ν, ℓ)|bc,ν,ℓ||dν|.

To show Proposition 4.1 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[x]a[y]k[θ]. We have the following bounds.

(1) For Re(ν) ≥ 0 and y ∈ (0, 1) we have

Aσφℓ(g, ν) ≪ε (|ℓ|+ |ν|+ 1)y1/2−Re(ν)(1 + | log y|).

(2) For Re(ν) ≥ 0 and y > 0 we have

Aσφℓ(g, ν) ≪ (|ℓ|+ |ν|+ 1)y−1/2−Re(ν)e−y/(|ℓ|+|ν|+1)

(3) For ν = (k − 1)/2, σℓ ≥ k, ℓ ≡ k (mod 2) we have

π−2νV
Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)

∫ ∞

0

|Aσφℓ(a[y], ν)|2
dy

y2
≪ 1.

Proof. Statements (1) and (2) are contained in [24, eq. (15.5)] in the case ℓ ≡ 0 (mod 2).
The proofs apply also for ℓ ≡ 1 (mod 2).

To prove (3), for ν = (k − 1)/2 and σℓ ≥ k we have

(
π−2νV

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)

)1/2

Aσφℓ(a[y], ν)

=(−1)k/2π1/2Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)1/2

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2)1/2
e−2πy(4πy)k/2L

(k−1)
(|ℓ|−k)/2(4πy),

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

L(α)
n (x) :=

x−αex

n!
∂nx

(
e−xxn+α

)
.

This can be seen from shifting the contour to Im(ξ) = −∞ in (3.3) and calculating the
residue of the pole of order (|ℓ| − k)/2 at ξ = −i. The Laguerre polynomials satisfy the
orthogonality relation [29, Chapter V, (5.1.1)]

∫ ∞

0

xαe−xL(α)
n (x)L(α)

m (x)dx = 1m=n
Γ(n+ α + 1)

Γ(n+ 1)
.

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

L(α)
n (x) =

n∑

i=0

L
(α−1)
i (x).

Thus, we get by expanding the square and by orthogonality

∫ ∞

0

xα−1e−xL(α)
n (x)2dx =

n∑

i=0

Γ(i+ α)

Γ(i+ 1)
≤ (n + 1)

Γ(n+ α)

Γ(n+ 1)
,

so that in particular
∫ ∞

0

(4πy)k−2e−4πyL
(k−1)
(|ℓ|−k)/2(4πy)

2dy ≪ (|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)
Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2− 1)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)
.
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Thus, we have

π−2νV
Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)

∫ ∞

0

|Aσφℓ(a[y], ν)|2
dy

y2

=42π3Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2)

∫ ∞

0

(4πy)k−2e−4πyL
(k−1)
(|ℓ|−k)/2(4πy)

2dy

≪ (|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)
Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + k/2− 1)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− k/2 + 1)

≪ 1.

�

4.1. Proof of Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. Let us first consider (4.3). Let

ψν,ℓ(t) := t−1/2〈F,Aσφℓ(a[t]·, ν)〉G
so that the left-hand side of (4.3) is

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∑

n>0

ψνV ,ℓ(n)aV,ℓ(n).

We define the second order differential operator

Ξ := 1 + δ2(1/4− Ω) +

(
δX

2πi
∂x

)2

+

(
δ

i
∂θ

)2

and observe that by (3.4) and by left-invariance of Ω for any J ≥ 0

ΞJAσφℓ(a[t]g, ν) = ΞJ la[t]Aσφℓ(g, ν) = (1 + (δν)2 + (δtX)2 + (δℓ)2)J la[t]Aσφℓ(g, ν)(4.6)

and that by (4.1)

ΞJF ≪J (1 + Y/X)2J and

∂tla[t−1]Ξ
JF ≪J (δt2)−1(1 + Y/X)2J .

(4.7)

By (4.6) we get for any J ≥ 0

ψ′
ν,ℓ(t) = (t−1/2∂t − 1

2
t−3/2)〈F, la[t]Aσφℓ(·, ν)〉G

=
(t−1/2∂t − 1

2
t−3/2)

(1 + (δν)2 + (δtX)2 + (δℓ)2)J
〈F,ΞJ la[t]Aσφℓ(·, ν)〉G

=
(t−1/2∂t − 1

2
t−3/2)

(1 + (δν)2 + (δtX)2 + (δℓ)2)J
〈la[−t]ΞJF,Aσφℓ(·, ν)〉G,

where we used the symmetry of Ω (2.17) as well as the Iwasawa decomposition to apply
integration by parts for ∂x and ∂θ, and the invariance of the measure dg. Using (4.7) we get

ψ′
ν,ℓ(t) ≪

(δ−1t−5/2 + t−3/2)(1 + Y/X)2J

(1 + |δν|+ |δtX|+ |δℓ|)2J
∫

G

1x≪Xt
y≍Y t

|Aσφℓ(n[x]a[y], ν)| dg.
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This gives us by (1) and (2) of Lemma 4.3

ψ′
ν,ℓ(t) ≪

(δ−1t−5/2 + t−3/2)(1 + Y/X)2J(1 + |ν|+ |ℓ|)
(1 + |δν|+ |δtX|+ |δℓ|)2J Xt

∫

y≍Y t
y−3/2−Re(ν)dy

≪ (δ−1t−2 + t−1)(1 + Y/X)2J(1 + |ν|+ |ℓ|)
(1 + |δν|+ |δtX|+ |δℓ|)2J

X

Y 1/2
(Y t)−Re(ν).

(4.8)

Defining

RV,ℓ(t) :=
∑

0<n≤t
aV,ℓ(n),

we bound the left-hand side of (4.3) with Abel summation and (4.8)

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∑

n>0

ψνV ,ℓ(n)aV,ℓ(n) = −
∫ ∞

1/2

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

ψ′
νV ,ℓ

(t)RV,ℓ(t)dt

≤
∫ ∞

1/2

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

|ψ′
νV ,ℓ

(t)||RV,ℓ(t)|dt

≪
∫ ∞

1/2

X

Y 1/2

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

(δ−1t−2 + t−1)(1 + Y/X)2J(1 + |ν|+ |ℓ|)
(1 + |δν|+ |δtX|+ |δℓ|)2J (Y t)−Re(ν)|RV,ℓ(t)|dt

≪
∫ ∞

1/2

X

Y 1/2

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )<1/2

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

(1 + log t)2(1 + Y/X)2J

δ2(1 + |δν|+ |δtX|+ |δℓ|)2J−1
(Y t)−Re(ν)|RV,ℓ(t)|

dt

t(1 + log t)2

The claim (4.3) now follows by allowing the parameter J to depend on t, taking the minimum
over them, and then taking the maximum over t since

∫∞
1/2

dt
t(1+log t)2

<∞. The proof of (4.5)

follows by the same argument.
For the discrete series (4.4) with νV = (k − 1)/2, σℓ > k, to get the analogue of (4.8) we

have to bound

∣∣∣∣π
−2νV

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + νV + 1/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− νV + 1/2)

∣∣∣∣
1/2 ∫

y∼Y t
|Aσφℓ(a[y], ν)|

dy

y2
.

By Cauchy-Schwarz and (3) of Lemma 4.3 this is bounded by

≪
(∫

y∼Y t

dy

y2

)1/2( ∣∣∣∣π
−2νV

Γ(|ℓ|/2 + νV + 1/2)

Γ(|ℓ|/2− νV + 1/2)

∣∣∣∣
∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0

Aσφℓ(a[y], ν)

∣∣∣∣
2
dy

y2

)1/2

≪ (Y t)−1/2.

The rest of the argument is exactly the same.
Proposition 4.2 follows by a similar argument but is technically much easier. We use the

point-wise upper bound |φℓ(g, ν)| ≤ y1/2 instead of Lemma 4.3.
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5. Spectral expansion of an automorphic kernel on G

Let k : G→ C be a smooth function with compact support. For ℓ1 ≡ ℓ2 (mod 2) we define
the projections

kℓ1,ℓ2(g) :=

∫

K

∫

K

k(k1gk2)e
−iℓ1θ(k1)−iℓ2θ(k2)dk1dk2.(5.1)

Then

kℓ1,ℓ2(k[θ1]gk[θ2]) = eiℓ1θ1+iℓ2θ2kℓ1,ℓ2(g)

and we say that any function with this property is of type (ℓ1, ℓ2), or left-type ℓ1 and right-
type ℓ2. By the Cartan decomposition g = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ] a function of fixed type is uniquely
determined by its values on A. We have a Fourier series decomposition into functions of
fixed type

k(g) =
∑

ℓ1,ℓ2∈Z
kℓ1,ℓ2(g) =

∑

ℓ1,ℓ2∈Z
kℓ1,ℓ2(a[e

−̺])eiℓ1ϕ+iℓ2ϑ.

Given k as above, we define the invariant integral operator with kernel kℓ1,ℓ2 as

Lℓ1,ℓ2f(g) :=

∫

G

kℓ1,ℓ2(g
−1h)f(h)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 ℓ1 = ℓ2. 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

K(ℓ)(τ1, τ2) :=
∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)kℓ,ℓ(τ

−1
2 γτ1).

Then for ℓ ≡ κ (mod 2)

K(ℓ)(τ1, τ2) =
1χ principal1ℓ=0

|Γ\G|

∫

G

k(g)dg

+
∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Φℓ,ℓ(k; νV )ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ1)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ2)

+
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

1

4πi

∫

(0)

Φℓ,ℓ(k; ν)E
(ℓ)
c
(τ1, ν)E

(ℓ)
c (τ2, ν)dν,

where

Φℓ,ℓ(k; ν) :=

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(h)φℓ(h, ν)dh.(5.2)

Proposition 5.1 is a corollary of Proposition 3.1 and the following.
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Proposition 5.2. Let ν ∈ C, k ∈ C∞
0 (G), and let f

(ℓ)
ν be an eigenfunction of Ω with

eigenvalue 1/4− ν2 and right-type ℓ. Then we have

Lℓ,ℓf
(ℓ)
ν (g) = Φℓ,ℓ(k; ν)f

(ℓ)
ν (g).

Proof of Proposition 5.1 assuming Proposition 5.2. By Proposition 3.1 applied to τ1 we have

K(ℓ)(τ1, τ2) =
1χprincipal

|Γ\G| 〈K(ℓ)(·, τ2), 1〉Γ\G +
∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
j≡κ (mod 2)

〈K(ℓ)(·, τ2), ϕ(j)
V 〉ϕ(j)

V (τ1)

+
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

j≡κ (mod 2)

1

4πi

∫

(0)

〈K(ℓ)(·, τ2), E(j)
c
(·, ν)〉E(j)

c
(g, ν)dν.(5.3)

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

〈K(ℓ)(·, τ2), ϕ(j)
V 〉 =

∫

Γ\G
K(ℓ)(g, τ2)ϕ

(j)
V (g)dg =

∑

γ∈Γ

∫

Γ\G
χ(γ)kℓ,ℓ(τ

−1
2 γg)ϕ

(j)
V (g)dg

=
∑

γ∈Γ

∫

γ(Γ\G)

kℓ,ℓ(τ
−1
2 g)ϕ

(j)
V (g)dg =

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(τ
−1
2 g)ϕ

(j)
V (g)dg.

With the Haar measure decomposition dg = dadndk we get
∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(τ
−1
2 g)ϕ

(j)
V (g)dg =

∫

N

∫

A

∫

K

kℓ,ℓ(τ
−1
2 ank)ϕ

(j)
V (ank)dkdadn

=

∫

N

∫

A

kℓ,ℓ(τ
−1
2 an)ϕ

(j)
V (an)

∫

K

ei(ℓ−j)θ(k)dkdadn.

The innermost integral is 1ℓ=j. We recall that the ϕ
(l)
V are eigenfunctions by (3.1) and apply

Proposition 5.2 to get

〈K(ℓ)(·, τ2), ϕ(ℓ)
V 〉 =

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(τ
−1
2 g)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (g)dg

= Lℓ,ℓϕ
(ℓ)
V (τ2)

= Φℓ,ℓ(k; νV )ϕ
(ℓ)
V (τ2).(5.4)

Similar computation holds for the Eisenstein series contribution. Combining (5.3) and (5.4)
Proposition 5.1 follows. �

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

Lℓ,ℓf(g) :=

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g
−1h)f(h)dh =

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g, h)f(h)dh,

where we denote

kℓ,ℓ(g, h) := kℓ,ℓ(g
−1h).
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Using the Cartan coordinates g = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ] and denoting for u = u(g)

cosh(̺) = 2u+ 1, pℓ(u) := kℓ,ℓ(a[e
−̺])

we have

kℓ,ℓ(g) = eiℓ(ϕ+ϑ)pℓ(u) =: Hℓ(g)pℓ(u).(5.5)

From (2.10) we immediately get the following (compare to [24, eq. (33.7)]).

Lemma 5.3. Denoting

Du,ℓ := u(u+ 1)∂2u + (2u+ 1)∂u +
ℓ2

4(u+ 1)
,

we have

Ωkℓ,ℓ(g) = Hℓ(g)Du,ℓ pℓ(u).

Lemma 5.4. We have

Ωhkℓ,ℓ(g, h) = Ωgkℓ,ℓ(g, h)

Proof. Recall (2.8) and (2.11), that is, that Ω commutes with translations rh, lh and the
inversion ι. Thus,

Ωhk(g
−1h) = Ωhlg−1k(h) = lg−1Ωhk(h) = (Ωk)(g−1h)

and

Ωgk(g
−1h) = Ωgrhιk(g) = rhιΩgk(g) = (Ωk)(g−1h).

�

From this we get the following.

Lemma 5.5. The operators Ω and Lℓ,ℓ commute.

Proof. By Lemma 5.4 and (2.17) we have

ΩLℓ,ℓf(g) =

∫
Ωgkℓ,ℓ(g, h)f(h)dh =

∫
Ωhkℓ,ℓ(g, h)f(h)dh

=

∫
kℓ,ℓ(g, h)Ωhf(h)dh = Lℓ,ℓΩf(g).

�

Given h ∈ G we define

Rh,ℓf(g) :=

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθf(hk[θ]h−1g)
dθ

2π

and state some simple facts for this operator.

Lemma 5.6. If f is of right-type −ℓ, then
Rg,ℓf(g) = f(g).

Furthermore, denoting

F (g1, g2) :=
1

f(g2)

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθf(g2k[θ]g1)
dθ

2π
,(5.6)
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we have

F (h−1g, h) = Rh,ℓf(g)f(h)
−1(5.7)

and F (g1, g2) has type (−ℓ,−ℓ) in g1 and right-type 0 in g2.

Proof. Since f has right-type −ℓ we get

Rg,ℓf(g) =

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθf(gk[θ]g−1g)
dθ

2π
=

∫ 2π

0

f(g)
dθ

2π
= f(g),

which proves the first claim. For the remaining part of the lemma, we observe that (5.7) is
immediate from the definitions and the type claim follows from

F (k[θ1]g1k[θ2], g2k[θ3]) =
1

f(g2k[θ3])

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθf(g2k[θ + θ3 + θ1]g1k[θ2])
dθ

2π

=e−iℓ(θ1+θ2)
1

f(g2)

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθf(g2k[θ]g1)
dθ

2π

=e−iℓ(θ1+θ2)F (g1, g2).

�

We next show that Lℓ,ℓ and Rh,ℓ commute.

Lemma 5.7. We have

Lℓ,ℓRh,ℓ = Rh,ℓLℓ,ℓ.

In particular, we have

Lℓ,ℓ(Rg,ℓf)(g) = Lℓ,ℓf(g).

Proof. We have by invariance of the measure dh′ and using k(g1, g
−1
3 g2) = k(g3g1, g2)

Lℓ,ℓRh,ℓf(g) =

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g, h
′)Rh,ℓf(h

′)dh′

=

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g, h
′)

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθf(hk[θ]h−1h′)
dθ

2π
dh′

=

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθ
∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g, h
′)f(hk[θ]h−1h′)dh′

dθ

2π

=

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθ
∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g, (hk[θ]h
−1)−1h′)f(h′)dh′

dθ

2π

=

∫ 2π

0

eiℓθ
∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(hk[θ]h
−1g, h′)f(h′)dh′

dθ

2π

= Rh,ℓLℓ,ℓf(g).

�

Recall that

φℓ(g, ν) = yν+1/2eiℓθ.
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Lemma 5.8. Let ℓ ∈ Z, λ ∈ C. There is a unique smooth function Uλ,ℓ : G → C which is

of type (ℓ, ℓ) satisfying

Uλ,ℓ(1) = 1, ΩUλ,ℓ = λUλ,ℓ.

Denoting λ = 1/4− ν2, we have

Uλ,ℓ(g) =

∫ 2π

0

φℓ(k[−θ]gk[θ], ν)
dθ

2π
=

∫ 2π

0

φℓ(k[−θ]gk[θ],−ν)
dθ

2π
.(5.8)

Proof. Recall that Hℓ(g) = eiℓ(ϕ+ϑ) and that, just as as in (5.5), we have for any Uλ,ℓ of type
(ℓ, ℓ) for some Pλ,ℓ that

Uλ,ℓ(g) = Hℓ(g)Pλ,ℓ(u(g)).

By Lemma 5.3 we see that ΩUλ,ℓ = λUλ,ℓ is equivalent to

(u(u+ 1)∂2u + (2u+ 1)∂u + λ+
ℓ2

4(u+ 1)
)Pλ,ℓ(u) = 0.

Multiplying this with u/(u+ 1) (since u > 0) we get

(u2∂2u + u
(2u+ 1)

u+ 1
∂u +

uλ

u+ 1
+

uℓ2

4(u+ 1)2
)Pλ,ℓ(u) = 0.

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

(
(z − c)2∂z + (z − c)P (z)∂z +Q(z)

)
U(z) = 0

where c = 0, P (z) = 2z+1
z+1

, Q(z) = zλ
z+1

+ zℓ2

4(z+1)2
. We then consider the indicial equation

α2 + (p0 − 1)α + q0 = 0

with

p0 = P (0) = 1

q0 = Q(0) = 0.

In this case, the indicial equation has only the solution α = 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 Uλ,ℓ(I) = 1 and the fact that for g = I we have u = 0,
the function Uλ,ℓ 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 (ℓ, ℓ) eigenfunction
with eigenvalue λ. �

Lemma 5.9. Let f be an eigenfunction of Ω with eigenvalue λ with right-type −ℓ. Then we

have

Rh,ℓf(g) = Uλ,−ℓ(h
−1g)f(h),

where Uλ,−ℓ is as in Lemma 5.8.
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Proof. By Lemma 5.6 we have

Rh,ℓf(g)

f(h)
= F (h−1g, h)

with

F (1, h) =
Rh,ℓf(h)

f(h)
= 1(5.9)

and with F having left and right type −ℓ in the first coordinate. Recall the definition of
F (g1, g2) in (5.6) and observe that

Ωg1F (g1, g2) = λF (g1, g2)

by the fact that the casimir element commutes with left group action. Thus, by (5.9) and
Lemma 5.8 we have for any g2

F (g1, g2) = Uλ,−ℓ(g1)

and so

Rh,ℓf(g) = F (h−1g, h)f(h) = Uλ,−ℓ(h
−1g)f(h).

�

Lemma 5.10. Let f ∈ L2(G) be an eigenfunction of Ω with eigenvalue λ with right-type −ℓ.
Then f is also an eigenfunction of Lℓ,ℓ and we have

(Lℓ,ℓf)(g) = Λ(k, λ, ℓ)f(g),

where Λ does not depend on f . Furthermore, for λ = 1/4− ν2 we have

Λ(k, λ, ℓ) =

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(h)φℓ(h, ν)dh.(5.10)

Proof. By Lemmas 5.7 and 5.9 we have

Λ =
1

f(g)
(Lℓ,ℓf)(g) =

1

f(g)
(Rg,ℓLℓ,ℓf)(g) =

1

f(g)
(Lℓ,ℓRg,ℓf)(g)

=

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g
−1h)

Rg,ℓf(h)

f(g)
dh

=

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(g
−1h)Uλ,−ℓ(g

−1h)dh.

This is independent of f and g by using the change of variables h 7→ gh and thus depends
only on k, λ, ℓ. The last claim follows by applying this with f(g) = φℓ(g, ν) and evaluating
at g = I. �

5.2. Proof of Proposition 5.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.2. The function fV,ℓ(g) is an eigenfunction with eigenvalue 1/4 − ν2

and right-type −ℓ. Therefore, by Lemma 5.10 and by (5.10) we get

Lk;ℓ,ℓfV,ℓ(g) = Φℓ,ℓ(k; ν)fV,ℓ(g).

�
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6. A mean value theorem for automorphic forms on Γ\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 1.1 and 7.1.

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

k(( a bc d )) ≤ 1|a|+|b|+|c|+|d|≤6

such that the following holds. Let T ⊆ G be a finite set and let α : T → C be a function.

Then

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
|νV |≤K

∑

|ℓ|≤L
ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)

∣∣∣∣
2

+
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

|ℓ|≤L
ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∫ iK

−iK

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)Ec,ℓ(τ, ν)

∣∣∣∣
2

|dν|

≪ K2L
∑

τ1,τ2∈T
α(τ1)α(τ2)

∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)k(τ−1

2 γτ1).

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

∑

|k|≤K

∣∣∣∣
∑

m

αme(kxm)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ K
∑

m1,m2

|αm2αm1 |F (xm1 − xm2),

where F is a bounded function supported on ‖xm1 − xm2‖R/Z < 1/K. In both of these the
right-hand side measures the distribution of the points (τ or xm) inside a fundamental domain
(Γ\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(( a bc d )) ≤ 1|a|+|b|+|c|+|d|≤6 may be
strengthened to k(( a bc d )) ≤ 1|a|2+|b|2+|c|2+|d|2≤2+1/K .

To prove Proposition 6.1 we need some standard lemmas. We define the Abel transform

of a function k : G→ C by

Ak : A → C : Ak(a) := y1/2
∫

N

k(an)dn, a = a[y]

and the Mellin transform of a function f : A → C for s ∈ C

Mf(s) :=

∫

A

f(a)ysda =

∫ ∞

0

f(a[y])ys
dy

y
=

∫

R

f(a[et])etsdt.

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

Lemma 6.2. Let Φℓ,ℓ(k; ν) be as in (5.2). Then we have

Φℓ,ℓ(k; ν) = MAkℓ,ℓ(ν).

Proof. Recall φℓ(a[y]n[x]k[θ]) = φℓ(n[xy]a[y]k[θ]) = y1/2+νeiℓθ so that by (2.13)

Φℓ,ℓ(k; ν) =

∫

G

kℓ,ℓ(h)φℓ(h, ν)dh =

∫

A

∫

N

∫

K

kℓ,ℓ(ank)y
1/2+νe−iℓθdkdnda

=

∫

A

y1/2
∫

N

kℓ,ℓ(an)dny
νda =

∫

A

Akℓ,ℓ(a)yνda = MAkℓ,ℓ(ν).

�
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For f1, f2 ∈ L2(G) define the convolution

f1 ∗ f2(h) :=
∫

G

f1(g
−1h)f2(g)dg =

∫

G

f1(g
−1)f2(hg)dg.

For functions f1, f2 ∈ L2(A) we define the convolution via

f1 ∗A f2(a) :=
∫

A

f1(a
−1
0 a)f2(a0)da0.

These convolutions interact with the Abel transform in the following way.

Lemma 6.3. Let f1, f2 : G→ C and suppose that the left type of f1 is the same as the right

type of f2. Then

A(f1 ∗ f2) = Af1 ∗A Af2.
Proof. We have for a = a[y]

y−1/2A(f1 ∗ f2)(a) =
∫

N

(f1 ∗ f2)(an)dn

=

∫

N

∫

G

f1(g
−1an)f2(g)dgdn

=

∫

N

∫

G

f1(g
−1n)f2(ag)dgdn.

Using the Iwasawa decomposition g = a0n0k0 and the type assumption we get (denoting
a0 = a[y0])

y−1/2A(f1 ∗ f2)(a) =
∫

N

∫

A

∫

N

∫

K

f1(k
−1
0 n0

−1a0
−1n)f2(aa0n0k0)dk0dn0da0dn

=

∫

N

∫

A

∫

N

f1(n0
−1a0

−1n)f2(aa0n0)dn0da0dn

=

∫

N

∫

A

∫

N

y−1
0 f1(n0

−1na0
−1)f2(aa0n0)dn0da0dn

=

∫

N

∫

A

∫

N

y−1
0 f1(na0

−1)f2(aa0n0)dn0da0dn

=

∫

N

∫

A

∫

N

f1(a0
−1n)f2(aa0n0)dn0da0dn

=

∫

N

∫

A

∫

N

f1(a0
−1an)f2(a0n0)dn0da0dn.

Thus, we have

A(f1 ∗ f2)(a) =
∫

A

y1/2
∫

N

f1(a0
−1an)dn

∫

N

f2(a0n0)dn0da0

=

∫

A

(
(y/y0)

1/2

∫

N

f1(a0
−1an)dn

)(
y
1/2
0

∫

N

f2(a0n0)dn0

)
da0

=Af1 ∗A Af2(a).
�
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The above lemmas allow us to construct a non-negative Φ-function via self-convolution of
a kernel.

Lemma 6.4. Let k0 ∈ L2(G) be a real valued function with k0(kgk
−1) = k0(g) and k0(g

−1) =
k0(g). Then for k = k0 ∗ k0 we have for ν ∈ R ∪ iR

Φℓ,ℓ(k, ν) = |Φℓ,ℓ(k0, ν)|2.
Proof. By k0(kgk

−1) = k0(g) we have

k0(g) =
∑

ℓ∈Z
k0,ℓ,ℓ(g), k(g) =

∑

ℓ∈Z
k0,ℓ,ℓ ∗ k0,ℓ,ℓ(g),

since for ℓ 6= ℓ′ we have by Cartan decomposition k0,ℓ′,ℓ′ ∗ k0,ℓ,ℓ ≡ 0. Hence, we have
kℓ,ℓ = k0,ℓ,ℓ ∗ k0,ℓ,ℓ and by Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3 we get

Φℓ,ℓ(k, ν) = MA(k0,ℓ,ℓ ∗ k0,ℓ,ℓ)(ν) = M(Ak0,ℓ,ℓ ∗A Ak0,ℓ,ℓ))(ν) = (MAk0,ℓ,ℓ(ν))2,
where MAk0,ℓ,ℓ(ν) = MAk0,ℓ,ℓ(ν) is real valued by the assumption that k0(g

−1) = k0(g). �

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

a[et]n[x] = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ].

If |̺| ≤ 1/K, then |t| ≪ 1/K and |x| ≪ 1/K. Similarly, if |t| ≤ 1/K and |x| ≤ 1/K, then

|̺| ≪ 1/K

Proof. By (2.5) we have for y = et

1 ≤ cosh t ≤ cosh t+ etx2/2 = cosh ̺ ≤ 1 +O(1/K2).

By cosh t = 1+ t2/2+O(t4) this implies that |t| ≪ 1/K and |x| ≪ 1/K. The other direction
follows similarly. �

Proof of Proposition 6.1. We construct a smooth compactly supported function k : G → C
such that Φℓ,ℓ(k, ν) takes non-negative real values and

Φℓ,ℓ(k, ν) ≥ 1|ν|≤K1|ℓ|≤L.

By Lemma 6.4 it suffices to choose k = k0 ∗ k0 such that Φℓ,ℓ(k0, ν) ≥ 1 for |ν| ≤ K, |ℓ| ≤ L.
We let C > 0 denote a large constant and choose

k0(g) := C4K2Lf(̺)F (ϕ+ ϑ), g = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ],

where f : R → [0, 1] is a smooth even function with

f(x) = 1, x ∈ [−(2CK)−1, (2CK)−1], supp(f) ⊆ [−(CK)−1, (CK)−1],

and F : R → [0, 1] is a 2π-periodic even function with

F (x) = 1, x ∈ [−(2CL)−1, (2CL)−1],

F (x+ π) = (−1)κF (x),

supp(F ) ⊆ [−(CL)−1, (CL)−1] ∪
(
π + [−(CL)−1, (CL)−1]

)
.
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Then

k0,ℓ,ℓ(g) = C4K2LF̂ (ℓ)eiℓ(ϕ+ϑ)f(̺), F̂ (ℓ) =
1

2π

∫ π

−π
F (θ)e−iℓθdθ.

By Taylor approximation we have for |ℓ| ≤ L with ℓ ≡ κ (mod 2)

F̂ (ℓ) =
1

2π

∫ π

−π
F (θ)e−iℓθdθ =

1

π

∫ (CL)−1

−(CL)−1

F (θ)(1 +O(Lθ))dθ

=
1

π

∫ (CL)−1

−(CL)−1

F (θ)(1 +O(1/C))dθ ≥ 1

π

∫ (2CL)−1

−(2CL)−1

1dθ +O(C−2L−1) ≥ (4CL)−1

if C is sufficiently large. Furthermore, F̂ (ℓ) = 0 for ℓ 6≡ κ (mod 2).
Similarly, for |̺| ≤ (CK)−1 with a[et]n[x] = k1a[e

−̺]k2, y = et, we have by Lemma 6.5
that for sufficiently large C

max{|t|, |x|} ≤ (C3/4K)−1.

Therefore, for |ν| ≤ K we get by Taylor approximation

∫

A

∫

N

f(̺)y1/2+νdnda =

∫

R

∫

R

f(̺)et(1/2+ν)dxdt

=

∫ (C3/4K)−1

−(C3/4K)−1

∫ (C3/4K)−1

−(C3/4K)−1

f(̺)et(1/2+ν)dxdt

=

∫ (C3/4K)−1

−(C3/4K)−1

∫ (C3/4K)−1

−(C3/4K)−1

f(̺)(1 +O(C−3/4))dxdt

≥
∫ (C3/4K)−1

−(C3/4K)−1

∫ (C3/4K)−1

−(C3/4K)−1

1|̺|≤(2CK)−1dxdt +O(C−9/4K−2)

≫ (CK)−2,

where the last bound holds for C sufficiently large. Combining the above, we have for
|ℓ| ≤ L, |ν| ≤ K that

Φℓ,ℓ(k0, ν) = C4K2LF̂ (l)

∫

A

∫

N

f(̺)y1/2+νdnda ≥ C1/2 ≥ 1,
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if we, once more, assume that C is sufficiently large. By positivity and Proposition 5.1 we
get

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
|νV |≤K

∑

|ℓ|≤L
ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)

∣∣∣∣
2

+
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

|ℓ|≤L
ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

1

4π

∫ iK

−iK

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)Ec,ℓ(τ, ν)

∣∣∣∣
2

|dν|

≤ 1χ principal1ℓ=0

|Γ\G|

∫

G

k(g)dg +
∑

V ∈B(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

Φℓ,ℓ(k, ν)

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)

∣∣∣∣
2

+
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

1

4πi

∫

(0)

Φℓ,ℓ(k, ν)

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)Ec,ℓ(τ, ν)

∣∣∣∣
2

dν

=
∑

τ1,τ2∈T
α(τ1)α(τ2)

∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)k(τ−1

2 γτ1).

It remains to show that

k(g) ≪ 1|a|+|b|+|c|+|d|≤6.

Denoting g = k[ϕ]a[e−̺]k[ϑ], h = k[ϕ0]a[e
−̺0 ]k[ϑ0], k1(g) = f(̺)F (ϕ+ ϑ), we have

k(g) = (k0 ∗ k0)(g) = C8K4L2

∫

G

k1(h
−1g)k1(h)dh

≤ C8K4L2

∫

G

f(h−1g)k1(h)dh

≪ C8K4L2

∫

K×K

∫

R>0

f(̺′)F (ϕ0 + ϑ0)f(̺0) sinh(̺0)d̺0dk[ϕ0]dk[ϑ0]

≪ C7K4L

∫

K

∫

R>0

f(̺′)f(̺0) sinh(̺0)d̺0dk[ϕ0],

where for some k1, k
′
1, k

′
2 we have

k′1a[e
−̺]k′2 = a[e−̺0 ]k1a[e

−̺′ ].

Here ̺0, ̺
′ are supported on [−(CK)−1, (CK)−1] and

cosh(̺) = 1 + 2u(a[e−̺0]k1a[e
−̺′]i, i) = 1 + 2u(k1a[e

−̺′ ]i, a[e̺0 ]i)

= 1 + 2u(k1e
−̺′i, e̺0i) = 1 + 2u(i+O((CK)−1), i+O((CK)−1))

= 1 +O((CK)−2),

which implies that k(g) is supported on |̺| ≪ (CK)−1. Therefore, using sinh(̺0) ≪ |̺0| we
get

k(g) ≪ C5K2L1|̺|≪(CK)−1 .

Taking C sufficiently large this is by (2.6) supported on a2 + b2 + c2 + d2 ≤ 2 + 1/100 which

implies |a|+ |b|+ |c|+ |d| ≤ 6 since 4 ·
√

2 + 1/100 < 6. �
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7. Discrete average of Poincaré series on Γ\G
The goal in this section is to combine the previous sections to prove the following technical

result, which is a precursor of Theorems 1.1 and 10.1. Recall that

Γ2(q1, q2) =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z) : q1|b, q2|c

}
= a[q1]Γ0(q1q2)a[q1]

−1.

For this group we define the Hecke operator by

Thf(g) :=
1√
h

∑

ad=h

χ(a)
∑

b (mod d)

f

(
1√
h

(
a bq1

d

)
g

)
,(7.1)

which by conjugation by a[q1] corresponds to the one for Γ0(q1q2) defined in (3.5). For
V ∈ B(q, χ), t > 0, and coefficients βh we denote

RV (t, β) :=
∑

σ∈{±}

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

βhλV (h)
∑

0<|n|≤t
̺V (σn)(7.2)

and similarly for ν ∈ C and c ∈ C(q, χ) define

Rc,ν(t, β) :=
∑

σ∈{±}

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

βhλc,ν(h)
∑

0<|n|≤t
̺c,ν(σn).(7.3)

Theorem 7.1. Let Γ = Γ2(q1, q2) for some q1, q2 ≥ 1, q = q1q2, and let T ⊆ G = SL2(R) be
a finite set. Let α : T → C and β : Z>0 → C. Let χ be a Dirichlet character to the modulus

q and denote the corresponding group character on Γ2(q1, q2) by χ(( a bc d )) := χ(d).
Let A,C,D > 0, δ ∈ (0, 1) with AD > δ. Let J ≥ 3, f ∈ C2J+1

δ (A,C,D) and let

F : G→ C denote F (( a bc d )) = f(a, c, d). Denote

Pf(τ) :=
∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)F (γτ),

Sf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) :=
∑

τ∈T

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

α(τ)βhThPf(τ),

and

Mf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) := 1χ principal

( ∑

gcd(h,q)=1

βhσ1(h)√
h

)(∑

τ∈T
α(τ)

)
1

|Γ\G|

∫

G

F (g)dg.(7.4)

Let

Z := max{A±1, C±1, D±1, δ−1}.
Define the decay function

EJ(t, ν) :=
1

(1 + |t|+ |ν|)2J−1
.

Then for L := C/D, N := q1
CD
AD+1

, and for any ε > 0 we have

|Sf,α,β,χ(Γ, T )−Mf,α,β,χ(Γ, T )| ≪ε,J Z
εδ−O(1)(AD)1/2Kα,χ(Γ, T, L)

1/2Rβ,χ(q1, q2, N)1/2,

(7.5)
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where

Rβ,χ(q1, q2, N) :=max
t>0

1

N

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
EJ(t/N, νV )

(
1 + 1Re(νV )<1/2

(
CDq1
t

)2Re(νV ))
|RV (t, β)|2

+max
t>0

1

N

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫

(0)

EJ(t/N, ν)|Rc,ν(t, β)|2|dν| + ‖β‖21N−1

with the two R terms given by (7.2) and (7.3). Further

Kα,χ(Γ, T, L) :=
∑

τ1,τ2∈T
α(τ1)α(τ2)

∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)kL(τ

−1
2 γτ1)

for some kL : G→ [0, 1] which satisfies

kL(( a bc d )) ≤ 1|a|+|b|L+|c|/L+|d|≤6.

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

∑

ad−bc=h
c≡0 (mod q)

f(a, c, d) =
∑

r1r2=r

∑

ad−bc=h/r
c≡0 (q/r)

f(ar1, cr, dr2).

Another option is to factorize h = kh′ with k = (h, q∞) and incorporate for k the Hecke
orbits into the set of orbits T , as is done in the proof of Theorem 10.1.

Note that the ranges A,C,D can be smaller than 1, since in practice they correspond to
the normalized variables a/

√
h, c/

√
h, d/

√
h for the determinant equation ad− bc = 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 7.1 by first reducing to the case Γ = Γ0(q) and L = 1.

7.1. Reduction to the case Γ = Γ0(q). Recall that

Γ2(q1, q2) = a[q1]Γ0(q1q2)a[1/q1](7.6)

Thus, denoting

T0 := a[1/q1]T, f0(a, c, d) = F0(g) := F (a[q1]g) = f(a
√
q1, c/

√
q1, d/

√
q1), α0(τ) = α(a[q1]τ),

A0 =
A√
q1
, C0 = C

√
q1, D0 = D

√
q1, L0 = L = C/D, N0 =

C0D0

A0D0 + 1
=

CDq1
AD + 1

= N,

we have

Pf(τ) :=
∑

γ∈Γ2(q1,q2)

χ(γ)F (γτ) =
∑

γ∈Γ0(q1q2)

χ(γ)F (a[q1]γa[1/q1]τ) = Pf0(τ0), τ0 ∈ T0,

where f0 satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 7.1 with (A,C,D) replaced by (A0, C0, D0)
Thus, the case Γ = Γ2(q1, q2) follows from the case Γ = Γ0(q1q2), after observing that by
(7.6)

Kα0,χ(Γ0(q1q2), T0, L0) = Kα,χ(Γ2(q1, q2), T, L).

Note also that the conjugation by a[q1] maps the Hecke operator (7.1) for Γ2(q1, q2) to the
one defined in (3.5) for Γ0(q1q2).
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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 ℓ small, more precisely, |ℓ| ≪ δ−1Zε. Without this rescaling, losses
from L as in Proposition 6.1 would be too costly for many applications.

Recall we are given

F (g) = f(a, c, d), g =

(
a b
c d

)

with f(a, c, d) supported for (|a|, |c|, |d|) ∈ [A, 2A]× [C, 2C]× [D, 2D], satisfying

∂J1a ∂
J2
c ∂

J3
d f ≪J1,J2,J3 (δA)

−J1(δC)−J2(δD)−J3

for any choice of J1, J2, J3 ≤ 4J + 1. Let L := C/D and define

F0(g) := F (ga[L]),

then

F0(g) = f(a
√
L, c

√
L, d/

√
L)

is supported on [A0, 2A0]× [C0, 2C0]× [D0, 2D0] with

A0 = A/
√
L

C0 = C/
√
L

D0 = D
√
L.

In particular C0/D0 = 1 and we still have

∂J1a ∂
J2
c ∂

J3
d F0 ≪J1,J2,J3 (δA0)

−J1(δC0)
−J2(δD0)

−J3 .(7.7)

Then

Pf(τ) = Pf0(τa[L
−1]),

so that by replacing the set T with Ta[L−1], we see that Pf0 and Ta[L
−1] fulfill the conditions

of Theorem 7.1 with L = 1. Note that AD, CD, and N = CD
AD+1

are all invariant under the
above rescaling of L. Furthermore, kL(g) is of the form

kL(g) = k1(a[L]ga[L
−1])

with

k1(( a bc d )) ≪ 1|a|+|b|+|c|+|d|≤6.

Thus, it suffices to prove Theorem 7.1 with L = C/D = 1.

7.3. Proof of Theorem 7.1 for Γ = Γ0(q) and L = C/D = 1. Recall that the Iwasawa
coordinates of g = ( a bc d ) are given by (2.1)

x =
ac + bd

c2 + d2
, y =

1

c2 + d2
, θ = arctan(−c/d).

We claim that F (g) = F (n[x]a[y]k[θ]) satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 4.1 with

X ≍ AD + 1

CD
=

1

N
and Y ≍ 1

CD
, δ 7→ δ1 := min{δ, δAD} ≥ δ2.
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Indeed, denoting (a, c, d) = (φ1(x, θ, y), φ2(x, θ, y), φ3(x, θ, y)), using (2.2) we compute for
any J1 + J2 + J3 ≤ 2J + 1

∂J1x ∂
J2
y ∂

J3
θ F (n[x]a[y]k[θ]) =

(
∂φ1

∂x
∂a +

∂φ2

∂x
∂c +

∂φ3

∂x
∂d

)J1(∂φ1

∂y
∂a +

∂φ2

∂y
∂c +

∂φ3

∂y
∂d

)J2

×
(
∂φ1

∂θ
∂a +

∂φ2

∂θ
∂c +

∂φ3

∂θ
∂d

)J3
f(a, c, d)

≪J1,J2,J3δ
−J1
(

1

Y 1/2A

)J1
δ−J2

(
1

Y 1/2A
+

X

Y 3/2A
+

1

Y 3/2C
+

1

Y 3/2D

)J2

× δ−J3
(
Y 1/2

A
+

X

Y 1/2A
+

1

Y 1/2C
+

1

Y 1/2D

)J3

≪J1,J2,J3δ
−J1
(
C

A

)J1
δ−J2

(
C

A
+ CD

)J2
δ−J3

(
1 +

1

AD

)J3

≪J1,J2,J3(δ1X)−J1(δ1Y )−J2(δ1)
−J3 ,

making use of C = D and denoting δ1 := min{δ, δAD}. Note also Y/X ≤ 1.
We now apply spectral expansion for Pf . By Proposition 3.1 we have

Pf (g) =1χ principal
1

|Γ\G|〈Pf , 1〉Γ\G +
∑

V ∈B(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

〈Pf , ϕ(ℓ)
V 〉Γ\Gϕ(ℓ)

V (g)

+
∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

1

4πi

∫

(0)

〈Pf , E(ℓ)
c
(·, ν)〉Γ\GE(ℓ)

c
(g, ν)dν.

Therefore, we get

Sf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) =
∑

τ∈T

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

α(τ)
βhσ1(h)√

h
1χ principal

1

|Γ\G|〈Pf , 1〉Γ\G + Cf,α,β,χ(Γ, T )

+ Ef,α,β,χ(Γ, T ),
(7.8)

where by the action of the Hecke operators as in (3.6) the cuspidal spectrum contribution is

Cf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) =
∑

V ∈B(q,χ)

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

βhλV (h)
∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

〈Pf , ϕ(ℓ)
V 〉Γ\G

∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)(7.9)

and similarly by (3.7) the continuous spectrum contribution is

Ef,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) =
1

4πi

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫

(0)

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

βhλc,ν(h)
∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

〈Pf , E(ℓ)
c
(·, ν)〉Γ\G

∑

τ∈T
α(τ)E(ℓ)

c
(τ, ν)dν.

(7.10)

7.3.1. Main term. The projection onto the constant function in (7.8) gives the main term in
(7.4). Indeed, for χ principal we have by unfolding

〈Pf , 1〉Γ\G =
∑

γ∈Γ

∫

Γ\G
F (γg)dg =

∫

G

F (g)dg.
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Thus, using the fact that the Hecke operator runs over
∑

d|h
∑

b (mod d) 1 = σ1(h) many points,
we get

∑

τ∈T

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

α(τ)
βhσ1(h)√

h
1χprincipal

1

|Γ\G|〈Pf(τ), 1〉 =Mf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ).

Consequently, the proof of Theorem 7.1 is reduced to estimating Cf,α,β(Γ, T ) and Ef,α,β(Γ, T ).

7.3.2. Cuspidal Spectrum. We now estimate Cf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) as given by (7.9). Unfolding gives
for the projections

〈Pf , ϕ(ℓ)
V 〉Γ\G =

∑

γ∈Γ

∫

Γ\G
χ(γ)F (γg)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (g)dg =

∫

G

F (g)ϕ
(ℓ)
V (g)dg.

We plug in the Fourier series expansion of Proposition 3.2 to get
∫

G

F (g)ϕ
(ℓ)
V (g)dg

=

∣∣∣∣π
−2νV

Γ(|ℓ|+ νV + 1/2)

Γ(|ℓ| − νV + 1/2)

∣∣∣∣
1/2∑

n 6=0

̺V (n)√
|n|

∫

G

F (g)Asgn(n)φℓ(a[|n|]g, νV )dg.

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

∣∣∣∣π
−2νV

Γ(|ℓ|+ νV + 1/2)

Γ(|ℓ| − νV + 1/2)

∣∣∣∣
1/2

≪ 1

and apply (4.3). For the remaining part of the cuspidal spectrum, that is for V in the discrete
series, we apply (4.4). Hence, denoting

aV,ℓ(n) := ̺V (σn)
∑

gcd(h,q)=1

βhλV (h)
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ),

we obtain (with DJ(t, νV , ℓ) as in (4.2))

Cf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) ≪ε,J max
t>0

ZεX

Y 1/2

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

(1 + 1Re(νV )<1/2(Y t)
−Re(νV ))DJ(t, νV , ℓ)

×
∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)

∣∣∣∣|RV (t, β)|.

By using Y = 1
CD

, X = 1/N = AD+1
CD

we get

Cf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) ≪ε,J max
t>0

Zεδ1/2δ
−1/2
1 (AD)1/2

N1/2

×
∑

V ∈B(q,χ)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

(1 + 1Re(νV )<1/2(
CD
t
)Re(νV ))DJ(t, νV , ℓ)

×
∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)

∣∣∣∣|RV (t, β)|.
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We apply Cauchy-Schwarz in the form

∑

V,ℓ

DJ(t, νV , ℓ)

N1/2

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ

∑

h

∑

n

∣∣∣∣

≤
(∑

V,ℓ

DJ(t, νV , ℓ)(1 + log t)2
∣∣∣∣
∑

τ

∣∣∣∣
2)1/2(∑

V,ℓ

DJ(t, νV , ℓ)

N(1 + log t)2

∣∣∣∣
∑

h

∑

n

∣∣∣∣
2)1/2

.(7.11)

Here
∑

ℓ
DJ (t,νV ,ℓ)
(1+log t)2

≪ δ−O(1)ZεEJ (t/N, νV ) so that the second factor is bounded by

δ−O(1)RΓ,β(X,N)1/2.

Using Proposition 6.1 the first factor is bounded by

≪ε,J Z
εδ−O(1)

(∑

V,ℓ

min
J0∈{0,1,...,J}

1

(1 + |δν|+ |δℓ|)2J0−1

∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)ϕ

(ℓ)
V (τ)

∣∣∣∣
2)1/2

≪ε Z
εδ−O(1)Kf,α(Γ, T, 1)

1/2,

which converges for J ≥ 3. Thus, we obtain

Cf,α,β,χ(Γ, T ) ≪ε,J Z
εδ−O(1)(AD)1/2 Kf,α(Γ, T, 1)

1/2RΓ,β(X,N)1/2.

(7.5).

7.3.3. Eisenstein Series. Similarly as above, we compute 〈Pf , E(ℓ)
c (·, ν)〉Γ\G by unfolding.

The contribution from n 6= 0 is bounded mutatis mutandis as in the previous section. The
contribution from n = 0 is

Ef,α,β,χ,0(Γ, T ) :=
1

4πi

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫

(0)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

∑

gcd(h,q)=1

βhλc,ν(h)〈F,E(ℓ)
c,0 (·, ν)〉G

∑

τ∈T
α(τ)E(ℓ)

c
(τ, ν)dν

where

E
(ℓ)
c,0 (g, ν) := 1c=∞φℓ(g, ν) + ̺(ℓ)

c,ν(0)φℓ(g,−ν).
Using |λc,ν(h)| ≪ε h

ε and Proposition 4.2 we get

Ef,α,β,χ,0(Γ, T ) ≪ε,J
Zε‖β‖1δ1/2δ−1/2

1 (AD)1/2

N1/2

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫

(0)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

DJ(1, ν, ℓ)

×
(
1c=∞ + |̺(ℓ)

c,ν(0)|
) ∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)E(ℓ)

c
(τ, ν)

∣∣∣∣|dν|.

We have

|̺(ℓ)
c,ν(0)| ≤1c=∞ + |1c=∞ + ̺(ℓ)

c,ν(0)|

=1c=∞ +

∣∣∣∣
∫ 1

0

E(ℓ)
c
(n[x], ν)dx

∣∣∣∣

≤1c=∞ +

∫ 1

0

∣∣∣∣E
(ℓ)
c
(n[x], ν)

∣∣∣∣dx.
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Thus, for some x ∈ R we have

Ef,α,β,χ,0(Γ, T ) ≪ε,J
Zε‖β‖1δ1/2δ−1/2

1 (AD)1/2

N1/2

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫

(0)

∑

ℓ≡κ (mod 2)

DJ(1, ν, ℓ)

×
(
1c=∞ +

∣∣∣∣E
(ℓ)
c
(n[x], ν)

∣∣∣∣
) ∣∣∣∣
∑

τ∈T
α(τ)E(ℓ)

c
(τ, ν)

∣∣∣∣|dν|

The contribution from 1c=∞ is bounded by Cauchy-Schwarz and Proposition 6.1 by

≪ε,J
Zε‖β‖1δ−O(1)(AD)1/2

N1/2
Kf,α(Γ, T, 1)

1/2.

The contribution from

∣∣∣∣E
(ℓ)
c (n[x], ν)

∣∣∣∣ is bounded by applying Cauchy-Schwarz and Proposi-

tion 6.1 twice

≪ε,J
Zε‖β‖1δ−O(1)(AD)1/2

N1/2
K(Γ, {n[x]})1/2Kf,α(Γ, T, 1)

1/2 + Z−εJ ,

where

K(Γ, {n[x]}) ≪ δ−O(1)
∑

γ∈Γ
k1(n[−x]γn[x]) ≪ δ−O(1)

by using k1(( a bc d )) ≤ 1|a|+|b|+|c|+|d|≤6. �

8. The spectral large sieve

In this section we bound the Rβ,χ(Γ, N, AD) part of Theorem 7.1 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, ε > 0 be real, and an be a sequence of complex

numbers supported on n ∼ N . Each of the expressions

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
|νV |≤K

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n

an̺V (n)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

(8.1)

∑

c∈C(q,χ)

∫ iK

−iK

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n

an̺c,ν(n)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

|dν|(8.2)

is bounded by

≪ε (K
2 +N1+εcond(χ)1/2/q)‖an‖22.

Remark 3. It is possible that the term cond(χ)1/2 can be improved by a more careful ar-
gument, characterizing the set of bad cases in the Weil type bound of Knightly and Li [18,
Theorem 9.3].
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Deshoulliers and Iwaniec [8] 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 Lichtman1, 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 χ). We use the following notation to state the results. Recall that
θq = max{Re(νV ) < 1/2} and θ = maxq θq. By the work of Kim-Sarnak [17] we know that
θ ≤ 7/64.

Proposition 8.2. Let an be a sequence of complex numbers supported on n ∼ N . We have

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )∈(0,1/2)

X2νV

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n

an̺V (n)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≪
(
1 +

(
NX

q

)2θq
)(

1 + cond(χ)1/2
(
N1+ε

q

)1−2θq
)
‖an‖22

and for any N < N1 ≤ 2N

∑

q∼Q
cond(χ)|q

∑

V ∈B(q,χ)
Re(νV )∈(0,1/2)

X2νV

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

N<n≤N1

̺V (n)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≪ε (QN)ε
(

Q

cond(χ)
+N +X2θN2θQ1−4θ

)
N

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

8.1. Main corollary. In this section we give bounds for the quantity Rh,χ(q1, q2, N) in
Theorem 7.1 using the spectral large sieve bounds. Recall that ϑq denotes the best exponent
towards the Ramanujan-Peterson conjecture, that is, smallest exponent so that |λV (h)| ≪ε

|h|ϑq+ε.
Corollary 8.3. Suppose that the assumptions in Theorem 7.1 hold and let Rβ,χ(q, N) be as

defined there. Assuming that βh is supported for |h| ≤ H, we have

Rβ,χ(q1, q2, N) ≪ε Z
ε

(
‖β‖1|H|2ϑq

(
1 +

(
CD

q2

)2θq
)(

1 + cond(χ)1/2
(
N

q

)1−2θq
)

+
‖β‖21
N

)
,

Rh,χ(q1, q2, N) ≪ε Z
ε

(
‖β‖22

(
1 +

(
HCD

q2

)2θq
)(

1 + cond(χ)1/2
(
HN

q

)1−2θq
)

+
‖β‖21
N

)
,

∑

q=q1q2∼Q
q1∼Q1

cond(χ)|q

Rh,χ(q1, q2, N) ≪ε Z
ε

(
‖β‖1|H|2ϑq

(
Q

cond(χ)
+N + (CDQ1)

2θQ1−4θ

)
+

‖β‖21Q
Ncond(χ)

)
.

Proof. First and third follow immediately from the point-wise bound |λV (h)| ≤ Hϑq and
Propositions 8.1 and 8.2. The second bound also follows from these propositions, after we
combine the coefficients by using the multiplicativity relation for gcd(h, q) = 1

λV (h)̺V (n) =
∑

d|(h,n)
χ(d)̺V (nh/d

2),

1After 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 θ dependency at various places
throughout this work.
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so that we can apply the spectral large sieve with the weights

αm =
∑

n≤N,h∼H
βh

∑

d|(h,n)
m=nh/d2

χ(d) =
∑

d2≤NH/m
χ(d)

∑

h∼H/d
βhd

∑

n≤N/d
nh=m

1.

By a divisor bound

∑

m

|αm|2 ≤
∑

m

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

h

∑

d

|βhd|
∑

n≤N/d
nh=m

1

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

=
∑

m

∑

d1,d2

∑

h1,h2|m
|βd1h1 ||βd2h2 |

∑

nj≤N/dj
njhj=m

1

≤
∑

m

∑

d1,d2

∑

h1,h2|m
(|βd1h1 |2 + |βd2h2|2)

∑

nj≤N/dj
njhj=m

1

≪ε Z
ε
∑

d1

∑

h1

|βd1h1|2
∑

d2

∑

n≤N/d2

1 ≪ε Z
εN‖β‖22.

�

9. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Recall that we want to evaluate

Sf,α(M) =
∑

g=( a bc d )∈M

α(g)f(a, c, d),

where M ⊆ SL2(R), f satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 7.1, and

L = C/D and N
CDq1
AD + 1

= δ−O(1) q1C

A
.

The claim then follows from Theorem 7.1 (h = 1, χ principal) and Corollary 8.3 since by
denoting g = τ−1

2 γτ1

Kα,χ(Γ, T, L) =
∑

τ1,τ2∈T
α(τ1)α(τ2)

∑

γ∈Γ
kL(τ

−1
2 γτ1)

=
∑

g∈M−1M
kL(τ

−1
2 γτ1)

∑

τ1,τ2∈T
τ2gτ

−1
1 ∈Γ

α(τ1)α(τ2)

=
∑

g∈M−1M
kL(τ

−1
2 γτ1)

∑

τ∈Γ\M
τg∈M

α(τ)α(τg)

≤
∑

g=( a bc d )∈M
−1M

|a|+|b|L+|c|/L+|d|≤6

∣∣∣
∑

τ∈Γ\M
τg∈M

α(τ)α(τg)
∣∣∣.

�
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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 1.1 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

α(( a bc d )) := α0(( a bc d ))χ1(a)ψ1(b)χ2(c)ψ2(d)

where χ1, ψ1 (resp. χ2, ψ2) are Dirichlet-characters to the modulus q1 (resp. q2) and for any
matrix ( a bc d ) ∈ M2(Z) with q1|b, q2|c we have α0(( a bc d )g) = α0(g). Note that then for any

such ( a bc d ) we have for χ = χ1ψ1χ2ψ2

α(( a bc d )g) = χ(a)χ2ψ2(ad− bc)α(g) = χ(a)χ2ψ2(ad)α(g).

Here we require that (h, q1q2) = 1. This motivates the following generalisation of Definition
1.

Definition 3 (Automorphic function with character and determinant twist). Let q1, q2 ∈ Z>0

and let χ be a Dirichlet character to a modulus dividing q1q2. For multiplicative coefficients
ξh we define

A(q1, q2, χ, ξ) := {α : M2(Z) → C : lgα = χ(a)ξdet gα for all g = ( a bc d ) ∈ M2(Z), q1|b, q2|c,
gcd(det g, q) = 1}.

Theorem 10.1. (Determinant equation twisted by an automorphic function). Let q1, q2 ∈
Z>0. For non-zero integers h, k denote

M2,h,k(Z) :=

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ M2,hk(Z) : gcd(a, c, k) = gcd(b, d, k) = 1

}
,

Denote

q = q1q2, Γ = Γ2(q1, q2), T := Γ\ SL2(Z), T1,k := SL2(Z)\M2,1,k(Z).

Let χ be a Dirichlet character to a modulus dividing q1q2 and let ξh be multiplicative complex

coefficients. Let

α ∈ A(q1, q2, χ, ξ).

Let A,C,D, δ, η > 0 with AD > δ and denote Z := max{A±1, C±1, D±1, δ−1}. Let H,K ≥ 1
and assume that HK ≤ (AD)1+η. Let

f ∈ C7
δ

(
A√
HK

,
C√
HK

,
D√
HK

)
.

Let βh be supported on |h| ∈ [H, 2H ] and γk supported on |k| ∈ [K, 2K]. Denote

w(σ, σ1, σ2) =
∑

τ∈T
α(τσσ1)α(τσ2)(10.1)

and assume that for some K+ > 0

1

K

∑

k1,k2

|γk1γk2 |
∑

g=(a bc d )∈(k1/k2)
1/2 SL2(R)

|a|+|b|C/D+|c|D/C+|d|≤10

∣∣∣∣
∑

σj∈T1,kj
σ2gσ

−1
1 =σ∈SL2(Z)

w(σ, σ1, σ2)

∣∣∣∣≪ ZO(η)K+.(10.2)
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Then

∑

h,k
gcd(h,kq)=1

βhγk
∑

( a bc d )∈M2,h,k(Z)

α(( a bc d ))f

(
a√
|hk|

,
c√
|hk|

,
d√
|hk|

)

=
1χprincipal

ζ(2)q
∏

p|q(1 + p−1)

∑

h,k
gcd(h,kq)=1

βhξhσ1(|h|)γk
∑

τ∈Γ\M2,1,k(Z)

α(τ)

∫

R3

f(a, c, d)
dadcdd

c

+O

(
ZO(η)δ−O(1)(AD)1/2‖βξ‖2K1/2

+

(
R0 + min

j∈{1,2}
Rj

))
,

where

R0 :=
‖βξ‖1A1/2

‖βξ‖2q1/21 C1/2
,

R1 :=
‖βξ‖1
‖βξ‖2

Hϑq

(
1 +

(
CD

HKq2

)θq)(
1 + cond(χ)1/4

(
C

Aq2

)1/2−θq
)
,

R2 :=

(
1 +

(
CD

Kq2

)θq)(
1 + cond(χ)1/4

(
HC

Aq2

)1/2−θq
)
.

Note that the smooth weight is supported on (|a|, |c|, |d|) of size ≍ (A,C,D). In our
applications we only consider A(q1, q2, χ, ξ) with a principal character χ 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 1.2.

Remark 4. In the case that γk is supported on k = 1 we can denote w(σ) = w(σ, I, I) and
the assumption (10.2) may be simplified to

∑

0≤|c|≤6C/D

|w(
(±1
c ±1

)
)| ≪ ZO(η)K+

∑

0≤|b|≤6D/C

|w(
(±1 b

±1

)
)| ≪ ZO(η)K+.

(10.3)

To make the application of Theorem 10.1 and in particular the calculation of w(σ, σ1, σ2)
easier, we now give a parametrization for T = Γ\ SL2(Z). Define the projective line over
Z/pkZ

P1
pk := {(x, y) ∈ (Z/pkZ)2 : x or y ∈ (Z/pkZ)×}/ ∼,

where we define an equivalence relation by (x1, y1) ∼ (x2, y2) if there exists λ ∈ (Z/pkZ)×

such that (x1, y1) = (λx2, λy2). This can be identified with the set of size pk + pk−1

{(x, 1) : x ∈ Z/pkZ} ∪ {(1, y) : y ∈ Z/pkZ, p|y}.
For q ∈ Z>0 we define

P1
q :=

∏

pk||q

P1
pk .
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By the Chinese remainder theorem we may identify this with the set

{(x, y) ∈ (Z/qZ)2 : gcd(x, y, q) = 1}/ ∼,
where the equivalence relation is as before with λ ∈ (Z/qZ)×. Note that the normalization
in q in the expected main term in Theorem 10.1 satisfies

q
∏

p|q
(1 + p−1) = |P1

q|.

Let Z2(q) := {(a, b) ∈ Z : gcd(a, b, q) = 1} and define projections for q = pk11 · · · pkmm
πpk :Z2(q) → P1

pk , (a, b) 7→ (a, b) (mod pk)

πq :Z
2(q) → P1

q, πq := πpk1 × · · · × πpkm .

By Chinese remainder theorem we may continue to denote elements of P1
q as pairs (a, b) ∈ P1

q,
a, b ∈ Z/qZ. Given q1, q2 we define then the projection

πq1,q2 : SL2(Z) → P1
q1
× P1

q2
:

(
a b
c d

)
7→ (πq1(a, b), πq2(c, d)).

This map is surjective iff q0 = gcd(q1, q2) = 1. The image is characterized by the condition
gcd(ad − bc, q0) = 1. The map πq1,q2 is invariant under the action of Γ2(q1, q2) and we get a
bijection

̟q1,q2 : T = Γ2(q1, q2)\ SL2(Z) → Im(πq1,q2).(10.4)

This is well-defined since πq1,q2 is invariant under the action of Γ2(q1, q2) from the left. Hence,
we have the following lemma for ξ ≡ 1, which we require for the proof of Theorems 1.6 and
1.7.

Lemma 10.2. Let q, q1, q2, α0, χj , ψj, and α(( a bc d )) = α0(( a bc d ))χ1(a)ψ1(b)χ2(c)ψ2(d) with

α0 being Γ2(q1, q2) invariant and assume that α ∈ A(q1, q1, χ, 1). Denote q0 = gcd(q1, q2).
Then for w given by (10.1) we have under the identification (10.4)

w(σ, I, I) =
∑

(a2,b2)∈P1
q1

∑

(c2,d2)∈P1
q2

gcd(a2d2−b2c2,q0)=1

α0(τ2σ)α0(τ2)χ1(aa2 + cb2)ψ1(ba2 + db2)χ1(a2)ψ1(b2)

×χ2(ac2 + cd2)ψ2(bc2 + dd2)χ2(c2)ψ2(d2).

Furthermore, for any σ ∈ SL2(Z) we have |w(σ, I, I)| ≤∑τ∈T |α0(τ)|2.
10.1. Proof of Theorem 10.1. By symmetry we may restrict to the part h, k ≥ 1 (other-
wise we can multiply the determinant equation throughout by −1 and let (c, d) 7→ (−c,−d)).
Recall that

M2,h,k(Z) =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ M2,hk(Z) : gcd(a, c, k) = gcd(b, d, k) = 1

}
.

Note that the action from left by SL2(Z) preserves the conditions gcd(a, c, k) = gcd(b, d, k) =
1 so that we may set

Th,k := SL2(Z)\M2,h,k(Z).
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Recall that in the statement of Theorem 10.1 we denote T = Γ\ SL2(Z), Γ = Γ2(q1, q2),
q = q1q2. By definition

M2,h,k(Z) = SL2(Z)Th,k = Γ T Th,k.

Denote further

T
(q1)
h =

{(
a bq1

d

)
: a, d ∈ Z>0, ad = h, b (mod d)

}
.

By (h, kq) = 1 we have

M2,h,k(Z) = Γ T T
(q1)
h T1,k = Γ T

(q1)
h T T1,k.(10.5)

Indeed, to show that ΓT T
(q1)
h = Γ T

(q1)
h T we note that for σj ∈ T

(q1)
h , τj ∈ T

Γσ1τ1 = Γσ2τ2 ⇒ σ1τ1τ
−1
2 σ−1

2 ∈ Γ ⇒ τ1 = τ2 ⇒ σ1σ
−1
2 ∈ SL2(Z) ⇒ σ1 = σ2.

Here in the second implication we rely on the fact that q1, q2 respectively divide the top

right, bottom left entries of σj . Therefore, the orbits in T
(q1)
h T are distinct and has the same

cardinality as T T
(q1)
h , so the two sets of orbits must be equal.

Since α ∈ A(q1, q2, χ, ξ), for
(
a bq1

d

)
∈ T

(q1)
h we have for any σ ∈ M2(Z)

α(
(
a bq1

d

)
σ) = ξhχ(a)α(σ)

and for any γ ∈ Γ we have α(γσ) = χ(γ)α(σ). Therefore, denoting

Pf(τ) :=
∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)f(γτ),

we have

∑

( a bc d )∈M2,h,k

α(( a bc d ))f

(
a√
|hk|

,
c√
|hk|

,
d√
|hk|

)
=

∑

τ∈ 1√
hk

Γ\M2,h,k(Z)

α(τ)Pf (τ)

= ξh
√
h
∑

τ∈T

∑

σ∈ 1√
k
T1,k

α(τσ)ThP (τσ),

where the Hecke operator Th (with character χ) is defined in (7.1). By expanding gcd(h, k) =
1 with the Möbius function we get

∑

h,k
gcd(h,kq)=1

βhγk
∑

ad−bc=hk
α(( a bc d ))f

(
a√
|hk|

,
c√
|hk|

,
d√
|hk|

)

=
∑

gcd(m,q)=1

µ(m)
∑

h,k
gcd(h,q)=1

m|h
m|k

βhξhγk
√
h
∑

τ∈T

∑

σ∈k−1/2T1,k

α(τσ)ThP (τσ).
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Thus, denoting β
(m)
h = βhξh

√
h/H1m|h, and γ

(m)
k = γk1m|k, in the notation of Theorem 7.1

we have

∑

h,k
gcd(h,kq)=1

βhγk
∑

ad−bc=hk
α(( a bc d ))f

(
a√
|hk|

,
c√
|hk|

,
d√
|hk|

)

=
∑

gcd(m,q)=1

µ(m)H1/2Sf,α⋆γ(m),β(m),χ(Γ, T0),

where

T0 =
⋃

k

k−1/2TT1,k

and

(α ⋆ γ(m))(τ0) =
∑

k

γ
(m)
k

∑

τ0=τσk−1/2

τ∈T
σ∈T1,k

α(τσ).

We apply Theorem 7.1 with

f ∈ C7
δ

(
A√
HK

,
C√
HK

,
D√
HK

)
.

After substituting in the integral and going back from β(m), γ(m) to β, γ, the main term in
Theorem 7.1 matches the one in Theorem 10.1. We get an error of size (after applying
Cauchy-Schwarz on m)

≪ε Z
O(η)(AD)1/2K−1/2

(∑

m

Kα⋆γ(m),χ(Γ, T0, L)

)1/2(∑

m

Rβ(m),χ(q1, q2, N)

)1/2

,

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

1

K

∑

m

Kα⋆γ(m),χ(Γ, T, L) =
1

K

∑

m

∑

τ1,τ2∈T0

(α ⋆ γ(m))(τ1)(α ⋆ γ(m))(τ2)
∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)kL(τ

−1
2 γτ1)

=
1

K

∑

k1,k2

∑

m| gcd(k1,k2)
γk1γk2

∑

σj∈T1,kj

∑

τ1,τ2∈T
α(τ1σ1)α(τ2σ2)

×
∑

γ∈Γ
χ(γ)kL(k

1/2
2 σ−1

2 τ−1
2 γτ1σ1k

−1/2
1 )

for some function kL : G→ [0, 1] with

kL(( a bc d )) ≤ 1|a|+|b|L+|c|/L+|d|≤6.
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By denoting σ = τ−1
2 γτ1 and g = σ−1

2 τ−1
2 γτ1σ1 we have by the triangle inequality and a

divisor bound to handle
∑

m

1

K

∑

m

Kα⋆γ(m),χ(Γ, T, L) ≪ε
Zε

K

∑

k1,k2

|γk1γk2|
∑

g∈(k1/k2)1/2 SL2(R)

|kL((k2/k1)1/2g)|
∣∣∣∣

∑

σj∈T1,kj
σ2gσ

−1
1 =σ∈SL2(Z)

∑

τj∈T
τ2στ

−1
1 ∈Γ

χ(τ2στ
−1
1 )α(τ1σ1)α(τ2σ2)

∣∣∣∣

≪ε
Zε

K

∑

k1,k2

|γk1γk2|
∑

g=(a bc d )∈(k1/k2)
1/2 SL2(R)

|a|+|b|L+|c|/L+|d|≤10∣∣∣∣
∑

σj∈T1,kj
σ2gσ

−1
1 =σ∈SL2(Z)

∑

τj∈T
τ2στ

−1
1 ∈Γ

χ(τ2στ
−1
1 )α(τ1σ1)α(τ2σ2)

∣∣∣∣.

The inner sum is w(σ, σ1, σ2). Indeed, in the range of summation τ1 = γτ2σ for some γ ∈ Γ
since Γτ1 = Γτ2σ. Thus, by using α ∈ A(q1, q2, χ, ξ) we get

χ(τ2στ
−1
1 )α(τ1σ1)α(τ2σ2) = χ(γ)α(γτ2σσ1)α(τ2σ2) = α(τ2σσ1)α(τ2σ2).

To complete the proof of Theorem 10.1 we now estimate R with the help of Corollary 8.3.
Applying it gives us that (ignoring a factor of ZO(η))

∑

m

Rβ(m),χ(q1, q2, N) ≪‖βξ‖1|H|2ϑq
(
1 +

(
CD

HKq2

)2θq
)(

1 + cond(χ)1/2
(
N

q

)1−2θq
)

+
‖βξ‖21
N

,

∑

m

Rβ(m),χ(q1, q2, N) ≪‖βξ‖22

(
1 +

(
CD

Kq2

)2θq
)(

1 + cond(χ)1/2
(
HN

q

)1−2θq
)

+
‖βξ‖21
N

.

Plugging in q1C/A≪ N ≪ ZO(η)q1C/A, we obtain that up to a factor of ZO(η)

∑

m

Rβ(m),χ(q1, q2, N) ≪‖βξ‖21|H|2ϑq
(
1 +

(
CD

HKq2

)2θq
)(

1 + cond(χ)1/2
(
C

Aq2

)1−2θq
)

+
‖βξ‖21A
q1C

,

∑

m

Rβ(m),χ(q1, q2, N) ≪‖βξ‖22

(
1 +

(
CD

Kq2

)2θq
)(

1 + cond(χ)1/2
(
HC

Aq2

)1−2θq
)

+
‖βξ‖21A
q1C

,

as required. �

11. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We first prove the following proposition, which is Theorem 1.2 with a weaker error term.
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Proposition 11.1. Let

Uh(r1, r2; q) :=
∏

p|q

(
1r1≡0 (mod p) + 1r2≡0 (mod p) + 1r2≡−h (mod p) + 1r1≡r2 (mod p) + p−1

)

Nh(t) :=
∑

r1,r2 (mod q)

|t(r1)t(r2)|Uh(r1, r2; q).(11.1)

Then the asymptotic in Theorem 1.2 holds with the error term

O

(
X1/2+O(η)q1/2Nh(t)

1/2(|h|θ + (X/q)θ)

)
.

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

u(r; p) := 1r≡0 (mod p) − p−1, u(r; q0) :=
∏

p|q0

u(r; p),(11.2)

we have for square-free q

1n≡r (mod p) =
∏

p|q
1n≡r (mod p) =

∏

p|q
(u(n− r; p) + p−1) =

∑

q0|q

1

q/q0
u(n− r; q0).

Therefore,

t(n) =
∑

r (mod q)

t(r)1n≡r (mod p) =
∑

q0|q

1

q/q0

∑

r (mod q)

t(r)u(n− r; q0)

=
∑

q0|q
t♭(n; q0),

t♭(n; q0) :=
∑

r0 (mod q0)

t(r0; q0)u(n− r0; q0),

t(r0; q0) :=
1

q/q0

∑

r (mod q)
r≡r0 (mod q0)

t(r).

(11.3)

Denote

α(( a bc d ); q0) := t♭(ad; q0).

The parts where some p|q0 divides one of a, b, c, d also need to be separated. To this end, we
write for ad− bc = −h with gcd(h, q) = 1

α(( a bc d ); q0) = α(( a bc d ); q0)
∏

p|q0

(
1p|a + 1p|b + 1p|c + 1p|d − 1p| gcd(a,d) − 1p| gcd(b,c) + 1gcd(abcd,p)=1

)

=
∑

q0=q1q2q3q4q5q6q7

α(( a bc d ); q0)
7∏

i=1

vi(( a bc d ); qi) =:
∑

q0=q1q2q3q4q5q6q7

α(( a bc d );q),(11.4)
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where

v1(( a bc d ); q1) = 1q1|a, v2(( a bc d ); q2) = 1q2|b, v3(( a bc d ); q3) = 1q3|c, v4(( a bc d ); q4) = 1q4|d,

v5(( a bc d ); q1) = 1q5| gcd(a,d), v1(( a bc d ); q1) = 1q6| gcd(b,c), v1(( a bc d ); q1) = 1gcd(abcd,q7)=1.

Denote also

V (( a bc d );q) :=
7∏

i=1

vi(( a bc d ); qi).

We will apply Theorem 10.1 with the group

Γ = Γ2(q1q2q5q6q7, q3q4q5q6q7) =: Γ2(Q1, Q2).(11.5)

To prepare we need some lemmas. For any prime number p we write pj = gcd(p, qj),
p = (p1, . . . , p7), and Pj := gcd(p,Qj).

Lemma 11.2. Let b ∈ Z and let p = pj for some j ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7}. Define
Π : Γ2(P1, P2)\ SL2(Z) → Z/P1Z× Z/P2Z,

Π(
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
) :=

(
a0d0

−h
a0d0 − b0c0

, a0c0
−h

a0d0 − b0c0

)
.

Let

Rp(r, s, b;p) :=
∑

τ=
(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

∈Γ2(P1,P2)\ SL2(Z)

1
Π(

(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

)=(r,s)
V (
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
;p)V (

(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)(±1 b
±1

)
;p).

Then for gcd(r(r + h)s, p) = 1 we have

Rp(r, s, b;p) ≡ 1p=p7

and for p|r(r + h)s we have

Rp(r, s, b;p) ≤ 1.

Proof. Note that
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)(
±1 b

±1

)
=

(
a0 b0 + ba0
c0 d0 + bc0

)
.

Therefore, for gcd(r(r+ h)s, p) = 1 we have gcd(a0b0c0d0, p) = 1 and the claim follows from
the fact that the map

{
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
∈ Γ2(P1, P2)\ SL2(Z) : gcd(a0b0c0d0, p) = 1} → {(r, s) ∈ Z/P1Z× Z/P2Z : (r(r + h)s, p) = 1}

(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
7→
(
a0d0

−h
ad− bc

, a0c0
−h

ad− bc

)

is a bijection. Indeed, clearly this map is surjective (consider
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
= ( 1 b0

s r ) with r− b0s ≡
1 (mod p)) and both sets have the same cardinality. Note also that the count is empty if
p = pj for j ≤ 6 since then V is supported on p|a0b0c0d0 and (a0b0c0d0, p) = 1.

For p|r(r + h)s consider first p = p7. Then

Rp(r, s, b;p) ≤
∑

τ=
(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

∈Γ2(p,p)\SL2(Z)

1
Π(

(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

)=(r,s)
1(a0b0c0d0,p)=1 ≤ 1.
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For p = p1 we have

Rp(r, s, b;p) ≤
∑

τ=
(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

∈Γ2(p,1)\SL2(Z)

1a0≡0 (mod p) ≤ 1

and for p = p6 we have

Rp(r, s, b;p) ≤
∑

τ=
(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

∈Γ2(p,p)\SL2(Z)

1a0≡d0≡0 (mod p) ≤ 1.

The other cases are similar. �

We require the following lemma to give bounds of the type (10.3).

Lemma 11.3. Let q be square-free and let t : Z/qZ → C. Let q0|q and let α(( a bc d );q) be as

in (11.4) for ad− bc = −h and extend it to matrices with general determinant coprime to q
by

α(( a bc d );q) := α

((
a −h
ad−bc

b −h
ad−bc

c d

)
;q

)
,

where 1
ad−bc is the inverse of ad− bc modulo q. Let Nh(t) be as in (11.1). Then

∑

τ∈Γ2(Q1,Q2)\SL2(Z)

α(τ
(±1 b

±1

)
;q)α(τ ;q) ≪ε q

εNh(t) gcd(b, q7)

Proof. Recall the definition of u in (11.2) and set

αr(( a bc d );q) := u(ad −h
ad−bc − r; q0)V (( a bc d );q).

Then ∑

τ∈Γ2(Q1,Q2)\SL2(Z)

α(τ
(±1 b

±1

)
;q)α(τ ;q)

=
∑

r1,r2 (mod q0)

t(r1; q0)t(r2; q0)
∑

τ∈Γ2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)

αr1(τ
( ±1 b

±1

)
;q)αr2(τ ;q)

=
∑

r1,r2 (mod q)

t(r1)t(r2)
1

(q/q0)2

∑

τ∈Γ2(Q1,Q2)\SL2(Z)

αr1(τ
(±1 b

±1

)
;q)αr2(τ ;q),

so that it suffices to prove that

W (r1, r2;q) :=
∑

τ∈Γ2(Q1,Q2)\SL2(Z)

αr1(τ
( ±1 b

±1

)
;q)αr2(τ ;q)

≪ε q
ε gcd(b, q7)Uh(r1, r2; q0).

By the Chinese remainder theorem we have

W (r1, r2;q) =
∏

p|q0

W (r1, r2;p),

where pj := gcd(p, qj), Pj := gcd(p,Qj), and

W (r1, r2;p) =
∑

τ∈Γ2(P1,P2)\ SL2(Z)

αr1(τ
( ±1 b

±1

)
;p)αr2(τ ;p).
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It then suffices to prove that

W (r1, r2;p) ≪ gcd(b, p7)

(
1r1≡0 (mod p) + 1r2≡0 (mod p) + 1r2≡1 (mod p) + 1r1≡r2 (mod p) + p−1

)
.

We have (with Rp(r, s, b;p) as in Lemma 11.2)

W (r1, r2;p) =
∑

r,s (mod p)

u(r − r2; p)u(r + bs− r1; p)Rp(r, s, b;p)

=W1(r1, r2;p) +W2(r1, r2;p),

where W1(r1, r2;p) has (r(r + h)s, p) = 1 and W2(r1, r2;p) has p|r(r + h)s.
To bound W2 we use

|u(r − r2; p)u(r + bs− r1; p)| ≤ 1 r2≡r (mod p)
r1≡r+bs (mod p)

+ p−1(1r2≡r (mod p) + 1r1≡r+bs (mod p)) + p−2

and that by Lemma 11.2 Rp(r, s, b;p) ≪ 1 to get

W2(r1, r2;p) ≪
∑

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

(
1 r2≡r (mod p)
r1≡r+bs (mod p)

+ p−1(1r2≡r (mod p) + 1r1≡r+bs (mod p)) + p−2

)

≪
(
1r1≡0 (mod p) + 1r2≡0 (mod p) + 1r2≡−h (mod p) + 1r1≡r2 (mod p) + p−1

)
.

To bound W1, we have by Lemma 11.2 that it is non-zero only for p = p7 and then it is

W1(r1, r2; p) =
∑

r,s (mod p)
gcd(r(r+h)s,p)=1

u(r − r2; p)u(r + bs− r1; p) =
∑

r,s (mod p)

u(r − r2; p)u(r + bs− r1; p)

−
∑

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

u(r − r2; p)u(r + bs− r1; p).

The second term is bounded by the same argument as for W2(r1, r2; p). For the first term we
note that for gcd(b, p) = 1 we have by a change of variables, using the definition of u(r; p),

∑

r,s (mod p)

u(r − r2; p)u(r + bs− r1; p) =
∑

r,s (mod p)

u(r; p)u(s; p) = 0,

and for gcd(b, p) = p we have
∑

r,s (mod p)

u(r − r2; p)u(r + bs− r1; p) = gcd(b, p)
∑

r (mod p)

u(r − r2; p)u(r − r1; p)

≤ gcd(b, p)
∑

r (mod p)

(1r2≡r (mod p)
r1≡r (mod p)

+ p−1(1r2≡r (mod p) + 1r1≡r (mod p)) + p−2)

≪ gcd(b, p)(1r1≡r2 (mod p) + p−1).

�

By the decomposition (11.3) it remains to prove Proposition 11.1 separately for each
α(( a bc d );q) as in (11.4), since for the main terms we can reverse the decomposition (11.3) to
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obtain the desired main term in terms of t(r). The polynomial Ph that one gets is clearly
independent of q and therefore must agree with the one in [23].

Proof of Proposition 11.1 for α(( a bc d );q). Let ψ : R → [0, 1] be a fixed smooth function,
supported on [1, 2], and satisfying

∫

R

ψ(1/x)
dx

x
= 1.

Inserting this thrice and making a change of variables we have
∑

ad−bc=−h
G(ad/X)α(( a bc d );q) =

∫

R3

∑

ad−bc=−h
G(ad/X)ψ(a/A)ψ(c/C)ψ(d/D)α(( a bc d );q)

dAdCdD

ACD

=:

∫

AD≤2X
C≤2(X+|h|)

Sψ(A,C,D)
dAdCdD

ACD
.

Denote also B := (X + h)/C. By symmetry (ad↔ bc, a↔ d, b↔ c) we may assume that

C ≪ XηD ≪ XηA≪ X2ηB.

Note that here we have used the assumption −X/2 ≤ h ≤ X1+η to infer that X ≪ AD ≪
BC ≪ X1+η. Recall Q1, Q2 from (11.5). If

A > X2ηQ1C or D > X2ηQ2C,(11.6)

we obtain the right main term with sufficiently small error term by Poisson summation. For
example, for A > X2ηQ1C we have

∑

ad−bc=−h
G(ad/X)ψ(a/A)ψ(c/C)ψ(d/D)α(( a bc d );q)

=
∑

a,c,d
ad≡−h (mod c)

G(ad/X)ψ(a/A)ψ(c/C)ψ(d/D)α(( a bc d );q)

where a has a smooth weight on a ≍ A. Splitting into residue classes (modQ1) and (mod c),
combining the two residue classes, applying Poisson summation on a (using A ≥ X2ηQ1C),
we get the expected main term and an error term ≪J X

−J for any J > 0.
It remains to consider the complementary range of (11.6), where we can assume that

X−η ≪ A

C
≤ Q1X

2η, X−η ≪ D

C
≤ Q2X

2η.(11.7)

We now apply Theorem 10.1 to Sψ(A,C,D) with

Γ = Γ2(Q1, Q2)

βh0 = 1h0=−h, γk = 1k=1, ξh = 1,

α(( a bc d )) = α(( a bc d );q) = α

((
a −h
ad−bc b −h

ad−bc
c d

)
;q

)
∈ A(Q1, Q2, 1, 1),

where the last expression for α extends its definition to M2(Z) with determinant coprime to
q. As we are only interested in k = 1, we can adopt the notation in Remark 4 and we have
by Lemma 11.3

|w(
(±1 b

±1

)
)| ≪ε q

ε(b, q7)N (t).
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Thus, since X−η ≪ D/C ≤ Q2X
2η, we have (10.3) with K+ = Q2Nh(t). Note that this

matches the contribution from b = 0 for q7 = q0, which is the generic case. We also have by
X−η ≤ A/C ≤ Q1X

2η, C,D ≪ X1/2+O(η)

R1 ≤ XO(η)hϑq

(
1 +

(
X

hQ2

)θ)(
1 +

(
1

Q2

)1/2−θ
)

≤ XO(η)hθ

(
1 +

(
X

hQ2

)θ)
,

R2 ≤ XO(η)

(
1 +

(
X

Q2

)θ)(
1 +

(
h

Q2

)1/2−θ
)
,

and

R0 = XO(η) ‖β‖1A1/2

‖β‖2Q1/2
1 C1/2

≤ XO(η).

Therefore, by Theorem 10.1 the error term is for h ≤ Q2, using R2,

≪ X1/2+θ+O(η)q
1/2−θ
0 Nh(t)

1/2

and for h ≥ Q2, using R1,

≪ X1/2+O(η)q
1/2
0 Nh(t)

1/2hθ +X1/2+θ+O(η)q
1/2−θ
0 Nh(t)

1/2.

Thus, in either case we get

≪ X1/2+O(η)q
1/2
0 Nh(t)

1/2hθ +X1/2+θ+O(η)q
1/2−θ
0 Nh(t)

1/2.

The main term may be computed by reversing the smooth dyadic partition and reversing
the decomposition (11.4). �

It is now quick to deduce Theorem 1.2 from Proposition 11.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We require another decomposition of t(n). To this end, define

u0(n; q0) := 1n≡0 (mod q0), uh(n; q1) := 1n≡−h (mod q1),

v(n; p) := 1n 6≡0,−h (mod p), v(n; q2) =
∏

p|q2

v(n; p).

Then

t(n) = t(n)
∏

p|q

(
u0(n; p) + uh(n; p) + v(n; p)

)
=

∑

q=q0q1q2

t(n)u0(n; q0)uh(n; q1)v(n; q2).
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This gives a decomposition of t(n) into d3(q) ≪ε q
ε functions t(n)u0(n; q0)uh(n; q1)v(n; q2).

Then Theorem 1.2 follows by applying Proposition 11.1 separately for each of these, since

Nh

(
t(n)u0(n; q0)uh(n; q1)v(n; q2)

)

=
∑

r1,r2 (mod q)

|t(r1)t(r2)|
∏

p0|q0

u0(r1; p0)u0(r2; p0)Uh(r1, r2; p0)

×
∏

p1|q1

uh(r1; p1)uh(r2; p1)Uh(r1, r2; p1)

×
∏

p2|q2

v(r1; p2)v(r2; p2)Uh(r1, r2; p2)

≪
∑

r1,r2 (mod q)

|t(r1)t(r2)|
∏

p|q

(
1r1≡r2 (mod p) + p−1

)

≪
∑

q=q1q2

1

q2

∑

r1,r2 (mod q)
r1≡r2 (mod q1)

|t(r1)t(r2)|

≪
∑

q=q1q2

1

q2

∑

r1,r2 (mod q)
r1≡r2 (mod q1)

(|t(r1)|2 + t(r2)|2) ≪ε q
ε‖t‖22.

�

12. Proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7

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

cond(χ; p) := gcd(cond(χ), p∞) = max{pk| cond(χ)}.

The following statement is more general than required for Theorems 1.6 and 1.7 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 Q1, Q2 ∈ Z>0 be square-free and let χ1, ψ1, χ2, ψ2 be Dirichlet characters

to modulus dividing Q1, Q2,respectively, and denote Q0 = gcd(Q1, Q2). Let

α(( a bc d )) =χ1(a)ψ1(b)χ2(c)ψ2(d),

w(σ) =
∑

τ∈Γ2(Q1,Q2)\ SL2(Z)

α(τσ)α(τ).
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Then
∑

0<|c|≤C
|w(
(±1
c ±1

)
)| ≪ε C(Q1Q2)

1+ε
∏

p|Qj

p∤Q0

1

cond(χj; p)

∏

p|Q0

1

maxj{cond(χj; p)}

∑

0<|b|≤B
|w(
(±1 b

±1

)
)| ≪ε B(Q1Q2)

1+ε
∏

p|Qj

p∤Q0

1

cond(ψj ; p)

∏

p|Q0

1

maxj{cond(ψj ; p)}
.

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

w(
(±1 b

±1

)
) = χ1χ2(±1)

∑

(a2,b2)∈P1
Q1

∑

(c2,d2)∈P1
Q2

gcd(a2d2−b2c2,Q0)=1

ψ1(ba2 ± b2)ψ1(b2)|χ1(a2)|2

× ψ2(bc2 ± d2)ψ2(d2)|χ2(c2)|2

Recall that a Dirichlet character χ modulo q is a product of Dirichlet characters modulo
pk||q

χ =
∏

p|q
χ(p).

For any q1 with gcd(q1, q/(q, q1)) = 1 we define

χ(q1) :=
∏

p|q1

χ(p).

Denoting

S(q1, q2) :=
∑

(a2,b2)∈P1
q1

∑

(c2,d2)∈P1
q2

gcd(a2d2−b2c2,gcd(q1,q2))=1

ψ
(q1)
1 (ba2 ± b2)ψ1

(q1)
(b2)|χ(q1)

1 (a2)|2

× ψ
(q2)
2 (bc2 ± d2)ψ2

(q2)
(d2)|χ(q2)

2 (c2)|2,
we have by the Chinese remainder theorem

w(
(±1 b

±1

)
) = χ1χ2(±1)

∏

p|Q0

S(p, p)
∏

pj |Qj

pj ∤Q0

S(p1, p2).

For pj ∤ Q0 we have p1 6= p2 so that

S(p1, p2) =

( ∑

(a2,b2)∈P1
p1

ψ
(p1)
1 (ba2 ± b2)ψ1

(p1)
(b2)|χ(p1)

1 (a2)|2
)

×
( ∑

(c2,d2)∈P1
p2

ψ
(p2)
2 (bc2 ± d2)ψ2

(p2)
(d2)|χ(p2)

2 (c2)|2
)
,

If gcd(cond(ψj), pj)|b then we use the trivial bound
∑

(x,y)∈P1
pj

ψ
(pj)
j (bx± y)ψj

(pj)
(y)|χ(pj)

j (x)|2 ≪ pj .
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Otherwise gcd(yb, p) = 1, ψ
(pj)
j is non-trivial, and by writing r = bx/y we get

∣∣∣∣
∑

(x,y)∈P1
pj

ψ
(pj)
j (bx± y)ψj

(pj)
(y)|χ(pj)

j (x)|2
∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
∑

r∈Z/pjZ
ψ

(pj)
j (r ± 1)|χ(pj)

j (r)|2
∣∣∣∣≪ 1.

Combining the bounds we have for p1 6= p2

S(p1, p2) ≪ (1 + p11cond(ψ1;p1)|b)(1 + p21cond(ψ2;p2)|b)

For p|Q0 we write

S(p, p) = S0(p, p)− S1(p, p)

where

S0(p, p) =

( ∑

(a2,b2)∈P1
p

ψ
(p)
1 (ba2 ± b2)ψ1

(p)
(b2)|χ(p)

1 (a2)|2
)

×
( ∑

(c2,d2)∈P1
p

ψ
(p)
2 (bc2 ± d2)ψ2

(p)
(d2)|χ(p)

2 (c2)|2
)
,

and

S1(p, p) =
∑

(a2,b2)∈P1
p

ψ
(p)
1 (ba2 ± b2)ψ1

(p)
(b2)|χ(p)

1 (a2)|2

∑

(c2,d2)∈P1
p

p|a2d2−b2c2

ψ
(p)
2 (bc2 ± d2)ψ2

(p)
(d2)|χ(p)

2 (c2)|2,

By the previous argument we have

S0(p, p) ≪ (1 + p1cond(ψ1;p)|b)(1 + p1cond(ψ2;p)|b).

For S1(p, p) we note that p|a2d2− b2c2 means precisely that (a2, b2) ∼ (c2, d2) as points in P1
p

so that trivially

S1(p, p) ≪ p

Therefore,

S(p, p) ≪ (1 + p1cond(ψ1;p)|b)(1 + p1cond(ψ2;p)|b) + p.

Defining a multiplicative function F (·, b) by

F (pk; b) :=

{
1 + p1cond(ψj ;p)|b p|Qj, p ∤ Q0,

(1 + p1cond(ψ1;p)|b)(1 + p1cond(ψ2;p)|b) + p p|Q0

,

and F (pk, b) = 1 for p ∤ Q1Q2, we have

|w(
(±1 b

±1

)
)| ≪ε (Q1Q2)

εF (Q1Q2; b).

Then F (Q1Q2; b) = F (Q1Q2, gcd(b, (Q1Q2))) and for d1d2|Q1Q2 with gcd(d1, d2) = 1 we
have

F (Q1Q2; d1d2) = F (Q1Q2; d1)F (Q1Q2; d2)
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Therefore, we get
∑

0<b≤B
|w(
(±1 b

±1

)
)| ≪ε (Q1Q2)

ε
∑

0<b≤B
F (Q1Q2; b) = (Q1Q2)

ε
∑

d|Q1Q2

F (Q1Q2; d)
∑

0<b≤B
gcd(b,Q1Q2)=d

1

≪ε (Q1Q2)
εB

∑

d|Q1Q2

F (Q1Q2; d)

d
≤ (Q1Q2)

εB
∏

p|Q1Q2

( ∑

0≤k≤2

F (Q1Q2; p
k)

pk

)

≪ε B(Q1Q2)
1+ε
∏

p|Qj

p∤Q0

1

cond(ψj ; p)

∏

p|Q0

1

maxj{cond(ψj ; p)}
,

since for p|Qj, p ∤ Q0 we have
F (Q1Q2;pk)

pk
≤ 2 p

cond(ψj ;p)
, and for p|Q0 we have for both j ∈ {1, 2}

that F (Q1Q2;pk)
pk

≤ 5 p2

cond(ψj ;p)
. �

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Let η > 0 be small and let U : R → [0, 1] be a smooth function such
that

U(ξ) = 1, |ξ| ≤ T−1+η and U(ξ) = 0, |ξ| ≤ 2T−1+η.

Assume that U (j)(ξ) ≪j |ξ|−j for ξ > 0. Let V : (0,∞) → [0, 1] be a fixed smooth function
with

V (ξ) + V (ξ−1) = 1, ξ > 0, and V (ξ) = 0, ξ ≥ 2.

We denote

dχ1,χ2(n) =
∑

ad=n

χ1(a)χ2(d).

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

M (2)
χ1,χ2

=

∫
P (2)
χ1,χ2

(log t)ω(t/T )dt+O((q1q2)
3/4T 1/2+θ+O(η)),(12.1)

where

M (2)
χ1,χ2

(ω) =

∫

R

∑

n1,n2≥1
n1 6=n2

dχ1,χ2(n1)dχ1,χ2(n2)√
n1n2

e

(
t

2π
log

n2

n1

)
U

(
n2 − n1

n2

)
V

(
n1

t
√
q1q2

)
ω(t/T )dt

=:

∫

R

Sχ1,χ2(t, U, V )ω(t/T )dt

and P
(2)
χ1,χ2 is a polynomial of degree at most two whose coefficients depend only on χ1, χ2, V .

We now bring Sχ1,χ2(t, U, V ) into the right shape for the application of Theorem 10.1. We
start this process by sorting after the determinant. Denoting h = n2 − n1, n2 = ad and
n1 = bc we get

Sχ1,χ2(t, U, V ) =
∑

h 6=0

∑

( a bc d )∈M2,h(Z)

χ1(a)χ1(b)χ2(c)χ2(d)gt,h(a, c, d)
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where

gt,h(a, c, d) = e

(
− t

2π
log

(
1− h

ad

))
U

(
h

ad

)
V

(
ad

t
√
q1q2

)
1

h
√
ad/h

√
ad/h− 1

.

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

V

(
ad

t
√
q1q2

)
=

1

2π

∫

(0)

(
ad

t
√
q1q2

)−s
Ṽ (s)ds,

where integration by parts gives the bounds

Ṽ (s) =

∫ ∞

0

V (ξ)ξs−1dξ ≪σ,J (1 + |s|)−J .

Thus,

Sχ1,χ2(t, U, V ) =
1

2π

∫

(0)

(t
√
q1q2)

sṼ (s)Sχ1,χ2,s(t, U)ds

with

Sχ1,χ2,s(t, U) =
∑

h≥1

hs−1
∑

( a bc d )∈M2,h(Z)

χ1(a)χ1(b)χ2(c)χ2(d)ft,s

(
a√
h
,
c√
h
,
d√
h

)
,

where

ft,s(a, c, d) = e

(
− t

2π
log

(
1− 1

ad

))
U

(
1

ad

)
(ad)−s

1√
ad

√
ad− 1

.

The contribution from |s| ≥ T η is negligible so we consider |s| ≤ T η. Inserting a dyadic

decomposition for h and a smooth dyadic decomposition for a/
√
h, c/

√
h, d/

√
h we obtain

sums of the form

Sχ1,χ2,s,t(A,C,D,H) :=
1

AD

∑

h∼H
Hhs−1

∑

(a bc d )∈M2,h(Z)

χ1(a)χ1(b)χ2(c)χ2(d)f

(
a√
h
,
c√
h
,
d√
h

)
.

Here we need to consider the ranges of variables

H ≪ T ηAD/T, T 1−η ≪ AD,BC ≪ T
√
q1q2,(12.2)

and the involved weight

f(a, c, d) :=
AD

H
ft,s(a, c, d)ψ

(
a

√
H

A

)
ψ

(
c

√
H

C

)
ψ

(
d

√
H

D

)
∈ CJ

δ

(
A√
H
,
C√
H
,
D√
H

)

with δ−1 ≪ TOJ (η) fulfills the assumption of Theorem 10.1.
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

max{A/q1, D/q2} > Zηmin{B,C} or max{B/q1, C/q2} > Zηmin{A,D}.(12.3)

In the complementary range we may assume that

q−1
2 Z−η < C/D ≤ q2Z

η, q−1
1 Z−η < C/A ≤ q2Z

η.(12.4)

The choice of Γ for applying Theorem 10.1 depends on common divisors between h and q1q2.
We denote k = gcd(h, (q1q2)

∞) so that gcd(h, qi) = gcd(k, qi) – at a first pass the reader may
61



wish to simplify the argument by assuming that k = 1, which is the generic case. We have
after a change of variables h 7→ hk

Sχ1,χ2,s,t(A,C,D,H) =
1

AD

∑

k|(q1q2)∞
ks

∑

h∼H/k
gcd(h,q1q2)=1

H

k
hs−1

∑

(a bc d )∈M2,h,k(Z)

χ1(a)χ1(b)χ2(c)χ2(d)

× f

(
a√
hk
,

c√
hk
,
d√
hk

)
(12.5)

=:
1

AD

∑

k|(q1q2)∞
ksSχ1,χ2,s,t,k(A,C,D,H/k).(12.6)

For a fixed k denote rj := qj/(k, qj). Since qj are square-free, we have gcd(r1r2, k) = 1 and
we can fix a choice of representatives

SL2(Z)\M2,1,k(Z) = T1,k =

{(
1 fr1r2

k

)
, 1 ≤ f < k, gcd(f, k) = 1

}
.

Then for any τ =
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
∈ M2,h(Z) and σ =

(
1 fr1r2

k

)
∈ T1,k we have

τσ =

(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)(
1 fr1r2

k

)
=

(
a0 a0fr1r2 + b0k
c0 c0fr1r2 + d0k

)
.(12.7)

Denoting the unique decomposition of characters

χj = χ
(k)
j χ

(rj)
j , χ

(k)
j ∈ ̂(Z/ gcd(k, qj)Z)×, χ

(rj)
j ∈ ̂(Z/rjZ)×,

we have for g = ( a bc d ) = τσ as above

χ1(a)χ1(b)χ2(c)χ2(d) =χ
(k)
1 (fjr1r2)χ

(k)
2 (fjr1r2)χ

(rj)
1 (ka0)χ

(r1)
1 (b0)χ

(r2)
2 (kc0)χ

(r2)
1 (d0)1(a,b,k)=11(c,d,k)=1

=:α0(g)1gcd(a,b,k)=11gcd(c,d,k)=1

Expanding the conditions gcd(a, b, k) = 1 and gcd(c, d, k) = 1 via the Möbius function we
have (since by gcd(h, k) = 1 we have k1k2|k)

Sχ1,χ2,s,t,k(A,C,D,H) =
∑

k1k2|k
µ(k1)µ(k2)Sχ1,χ2,s,t,k,kj(A,C,D,H),

Sχ1,χ2,s,t,k,kj(A,C,D,H) :=
∑

h∼H/k
gcd(h,q1q2)=1

H

k
hs−1

∑

g=(a bc d )∈M2,h,k(Z)

k1| gcd(a,b)
k2| gcd(c,d)

α0(g)f

(
a√
hk
,

c√
hk
,
d√
hk

)
.

Here for ( a bc d ) = τσ as in (12.7) we have

α(( a bc d )) := α0(( a bc d ))1k1| gcd(a,b)
k2| gcd(c,d)

= 1k1|a0
k2|c0

α0(τσ)

= χ
(k)
1 (fjr1r2)χ

(rj)
1 (k)χ

(k)
2 (fjr1r2)χ

(r2)
2 (k)χ

(rj)
1 (a0)χ

(r1)
1 (b0)χ

(r2)
2 (c0)χ

(r2)
1 (d0)1k1|a0

k2|c0
=: αk(σ)αrj ,kj(τ).(12.8)

This is for det ( a bc d ) = hk invariant under the action Γ2(r1k1, r2k2), that is, for γ ∈ Γ2(r1k1, r2k2)
and for any g ∈ M2,h,k(Z) we have α0(γg) = α0(g). This is clear since the action by γ does
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not change the Hecke representative σ ∈ T1,k and the weight αrj ,kj(τ) is invariant. It then
follows that α ∈ A(r1k1, r2k2, 1, 1). Thus, we are ready to apply Theorem 10.1 for each fixed
k and with α as given above,

βh = 1h∼H/k1gcd(h,q)=1
H

k
hs−1 and γk0 = 1k0=k.

We claim that (10.2) holds in the form

1

k

∑

g=( a bc d )∈SL2(R)

|a|+|b|C/D+|c|D/C+|d|≤10

∣∣∣∣
∑

σ1,σ2∈T1,k
σ2gσ

−1
1 =σ∈SL2(Z)

w(σ, σ1, σ2)

∣∣∣∣≪ε Z
εk

(
r1r2 + (r1, r2)(C/D +D/C)

)
.

(12.9)

Assuming this and applying Theorem 10.1 we get

Sχ1,χ2,s,t,k(A,C,D,H) = MTχ1,χ2,s,t,k +O(TO(η)(AD)1/2‖β‖2K1/2
+ (R0 +R2))

with

‖β‖2 ≪
H1/2

k1/2
,

K1/2
+ ≪ k1/2(r1r2)

1/2 + k1/2(r1, r2)
1/2(C/D +D/C)1/2,

R0 ≪
H1/2

k1/2
A1/2

r
1/2
1 C1/2

,

R2 ≪
(
1 +

(
CD

kr2

)θ)(
1 +

(
HC

kAr2

)1/2−θ)
.

By (12.4), writing CD = ADC/A ≤ ADq2Z
η and H ≤ T ηAD/T we get

‖β‖2 ≪
H1/2

k1/2
≪ k−1/2(AD)1/2T−1/2,

K1/2
+ ≪ k1/2(r1r2)

1/2 + k1/2(r1, r2)
1/2q

1/2
2 ,

R0 ≪ H1/2k−1/2(q1/r1)
1/2 ≪ (AD)1/2T−1/2k−1/2(q1/r1)

1/2,

R2 ≪
(
ADq2
kr2

)θ(
Hq2
kr2

)1/2−θ
= (AD)1/2k−1/2T−1/2+θ(q2/r2)

1/2.

Thus, by (12.2) we get a total contribution to the error term (after summing over k|q∞ and
integrating over t ≍ T , recalling the normalization by 1

AD
in (12.6))

≪ TO(η) T

AD
(AD)1/2‖β‖2E1/2(R0 +R2)

≪ TO(η)T θ(AD)1/2((q1/r1)
1/2 + (q2/r2)

1/2)((r1r2)
1/2 + (r1, r2)

1/2q
1/2
2 )

≪ TO(η)T θ(AD)1/2(
√
q1q2 + q2)

≪ TO(η)T 1/2+θ(q1q2)
3/4,

since by symmetry we may assume that q2 ≤ q1. The main term can be calculated by
reversing the previous steps. This proves Theorem 1.6 under the assumption of (12.9).
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12.0.1. Proof of (12.9). Denoting L := C/D, we need to bound

K :=
∑

g=( a bc d )∈SL2(R)

|a|+|b|L+|c|/L+|d|≤10

∣∣∣∣
∑

σ1,σ2∈T1,k
σ2gσ

−1
1 =σ∈SL2(Z)

w(σ, σ1, σ2)

∣∣∣∣.

By (12.8)

w(σ, σ1, σ2) =
∑

τ∈Γ2(r1k1,r2k2)\ SL2(Z)

α0(τσσ1)α0(τσ2)

= αk(σ1)αk(σ2)
∑

τ∈Γ2(r1k1,r2k2)\SL2(Z)

αrj ,kj(τσ)αrj ,kj(τ)

= 1
σ=( a bc d )
k2|c, k1|d

αk(σ1)αk(σ2)
∑

τ∈Γ2(r1,r2)\SL2(Z)

α(r1,r2)(τσ)α(r1,r2)(τ),

where we have denoted

α(r1,r2)(
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
) := χ

(rj)
1 (a0)χ

(r1)
1 (b0)χ

(r2)
2 (c0)χ

(r2)
1 (d0).

We thus have

|w(σ, σ1, σ2)| ≤
∣∣∣∣

∑

τ∈Γ2(r1,r2)\ SL2(Z)

α(r1,r2)(τσ)α(r1,r2)(τ)

∣∣∣∣ =: w0(σ),

which is as in Lemma 12.1. Recall that qj are square-free so that (rj , k) = 1, and we use
representatives for T1,k of the form

σj =

(
1 fjr1r2

k

)
, 1 ≤ fj < k, gcd(fj , k) = 1.
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By a change of variables we get

K =
∑

σ∈SL2(Z)

w0(σ)
∑

σj=
(

1 fjr1r2
k

)

σ−1
2 σσ1=

(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

|a0|+|b0|L+|c0|/L+|d|≤10

1 = K1 +K2 +K3,

K1 :=
∑

σ=( a bc d )∈SL2(Z)

c=0

w0(σ)
∑

σj=
(

1 fjr1r2
k

)

σ−1
2 σσ1=

(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

|a0|+|b0|L+|c0|/L+|d|≤10

1,

K2 :=
∑

σ=( a bc d )∈SL2(Z)

c 6=0

w0(σ)
∑

σj=
(

1 fjr1r2
k

)

σ−1
2 σσ1=

(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

|a0|+|b0|L+|c0|/L+|d|≤10
b0=0

1,

K3 :=
∑

σ=( a bc d )∈SL2(Z)

c 6=0

w0(σ)
∑

σj=
(

1 fjr1r2
k

)

σ−1
2 σσ1=

(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

|a0|+|b0|L+|c0|/L+|d|≤10
b0 6=0

1.

Here for σ = ( a bc d )
(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
= σ−1

2 σσ1 =

(
a− cf2r1r2/k f1r1r2a− f2r1r2d+ kb− cf1f2(r1r2)

2/k
c/k d+ cf1r1r2/k

)
.

We have by Lemma 12.1

K1 ≤
∑

(±1 b
±1

)

∈SL2(Z)

w0(
(±1 b

±1

)
)

∑

f1,f2≤k
|f1r1r2−f2r1r2±kb|≤10/L

1

≪k
∑

(±1 b
±1

)

∈SL2(Z)

∑

|f |≤k
|fr1r2±kb|≤10/L

w0(
( ±1 b

±1

)
)

≪k
∑

|b0|≤10/L

w0(
(±1 b0

±1

)
) ≪ε Z

εk

(
r1r2 +

gcd(r1, r2)

L

)

by combining b0 = fr1r2 ± kb since gcd(k, r1r2) = 1 and b 7→ w0(
(±1 b

±1

)
) is r1r2 periodic in

b.
To bound K2 note that b0 = 0 implies that b ≡ 0 (mod r1r2) and c ≡ 0 (mod k), so that

K2 =
∑

(a bc d )∈SL2(Z)

0<|c|≤10kL
b≡0 (mod r1r2)
c≡0 (mod k)

]

w0(( a bc d ))
∑

f1,f2≤k
|a−cf2r1r2/k|≤10
|d+cf1r1r2/k|≤10

b0=0

1

65



We have for r1r2|b, gcd(ad, r1r2) = 1, and k|c that w0(( a bc d )) = w0(( 1 0
c 1 )) = w0(

(
1 0
c/k 1

)
),

which depends only on gcd(c, r1r2). Thus, by Lemma 12.1 we get

K2 ≪
∑

0<|c|≤10kL
c≡0 (mod k)

w0(( 1 0
c 1 ))

∑

a,b,d
ad−bc=1

∑

f1,f2≤k
|a−cf2r1r2/k|≤10
|d+cf1r1r2/k|≤10

b0=0

1

≪
∑

0<|c|≤10L

w0(( 1 0
c 1 ))

∑

a,b,d
ad−bck=1

∑

f1,f2≤k
|a−cf2r1r2|≤10
|d+cf1r1r2|≤10

r1r2(f2d−f1a)+cf1f2(r1r2)2=kb

1

≪
∑

0<|c|≤10L

w0(( 1 0
c 1 ))

∑

f1,f2≤k

∑

a,d
|a−cf2r1r2|≤10
|d+cf1r1r2|≤10

1

≪k2
∑

0<|c|≤10L

w0(( 1 0
c 1 )) ≪ε Z

εk2L(r1, r2).

Finally, we have by the trivial bound w0(σ) ≪ε (r1r2)
1+ε that

K3 ≪(r1r2)
1+ε

∑

( a bc d )∈SL2(Z)

c 6=0

∑

σ1,σ2∈T1,k
σ−1
2 σσ1=

(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

|a0|+|b0|L+|c0|/L+|d|≤10
b0 6=0

1.

≪ (r1r2)
1+ε

∑
(

a1 b1
c1 d1

)

∈M2,k(Z)

c 6=0

∑

σ2∈T1,k
σ−1
2

(

a1 b1
c1 d1

)

=
(

a0 b0
c0 d0

)

|a0|+|b0|L+|c0|/L+|d|≤10
b0 6=0

1.

Here(
a0 b0
c0 d0

)
=

1

k

(
k −f2r1r2

1

)(
a1 b1
c1 d1

)
=

1

k

(
ka1 − f2r1r2c1 kb1 − f2r1r2d1

c1 d1

)
=

1

k

(
a2 b2
c2 d2

)
.

Thus, summing over f2 and combining the variables (using (k, r1r2) = 1) we get

K3 ≪ (r1r2)
1+ε

∑

a2d2−b2c2=k2
|a2|/k+|b2|L/k+|c2|/(kL)+|d2|/k≤10

b2c2 6=0

1

≪ (r1r2)
1+ε

∑

a2,d2≪k
a2d2 6=k2

τ(a2d1 − k2)

≪ k2(r1r2)
1+ε.

�

Proof of Theorem 1.7. For Theorem 1.7 where χ1 = χ2, q = q1 = q2 the previous argument is
improved as follows. By using the approximate functional equation for L(s, χ) [15, Theorem
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5.3] (instead of the square L(s, χ)2 as in [30])

L(s, χ) =
∑

n

χ(n)

ns
Vs(

n√
q
) + ε(χ, s)

∑

n

χ(n)

n1−s V1−s(
n√
q
),

we get (denoting V1(n, s) = Vs(
n√
q
)χ(n)n−s, V2(n, s) = ε(χ, s)V1−s(

n√
q
)χ(n)n1−s)

|L(s, χ)|4 =
∑

j1,...,j4∈{1,2}

∑

n1,...,n4

∏

k≤4

Vjk(nk).

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

∫ (
n2n3n4

n1

)it
Vs(

n1√
q
)V1−s(

n2√
q
)V1−s(

n3√
q
)V1−s(

n4√
q
)ε(χ, s)3ω(t/T )dt

≪J T

(
1 +

|n2n3n4 − n1|T 1−O(η)

n1

)−J(12.10)

Therefore, the part where n1 > T 1−O(η) contributes

≪ 1 + T
∑

n1,...,n4≪T η
√
qT

n1>T 1−O(η)

n2n3n4=n1(1+O(T−1+O(η)))

1√
n1n2n3n4

≪1 + T (qT )O(η)
∑

T 1−O(η)<n1≪T η
√
qT

(
1

n2
1

+
1

Tn1

)

≪(qT )O(η).

For n1 < T 1−O(η) we get a negligible contribution outside the diagonal n1 = n2n3n4 by
(12.10), and the diagonal gives a contribution to the main term since there χ(n1)χ(n1n2n3) =
1(n1n2n3n4,q)=1.

In the remaining part we can assume by symmetry that (j1, j2, j3, j4) = (1, 2, 2, 1) and
we may truncate the variables (a, b, c, d) = (n1, n2, n3, n4) to ranges A,B,C,D ≪ T η

√
qT .

Denote X = AD ≪ qT so that H ≤ T ηX/T . Then we may assume that X > T 1−O(η)

(otherwise h = 0) and further that A,C >
√
X (otherwise we can swap b ↔ c, a ↔ d).

This implies that Z−η(X/qT )1/2 < C/A < Zη(qT/X)1/2, which is stronger than (12.4). The
bound for the error term in the application of Theorem 10.1 is consequently improved to

≪ TO(η)T 1/2+θ 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 χ and the error term will depend on its conductor, via the bounds
for R2 in Theorem 10.1. 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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edition, 2002.

[15] H. Iwaniec and E. Kowalski. Analytic Number Theory. American Mathematical Society colloquium
publications. American Mathematical Society, 2004.

[16] I. Kaneko. Motohashi’s formula for the fourth moment of individual Dirichlet l-functions and applica-
tions. Forum of Mathematics, Sigma, 10:e41, 2022.

[17] H. H. Kim, D. Ramakrishnan, and P. Sarnak. Functoriality for the exterior square of gl4 and the
symmetric fourth of gl2. Journal of the American Mathematical Society, 16(1):139–183, 2003.

[18] A. Knightly and C. Li. Kuznetsov’s Trace Formula and the Hecke Eigenvalues of Maass Forms. Memoirs
of the American Mathematical Society. American Mathematical Society, 2013.

[19] N. V. Kuznecov. The Petersson conjecture for cusp forms of weight zero and the Linnik conjecture.
Sums of Kloosterman sums. Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 111(153)(3):334–383, 479, 1980.

[20] J. Maynard. Small gaps between primes. Ann. of Math. (2), 181(1):383–413, 2015.
[21] T. Meurman. On the binary additive divisor problem. In Number theory (Turku, 1999), pages 223–246.

de Gruyter, Berlin, 2001.
[22] Y. Motohashi. An explicit formula for the fourth power mean of the Riemann zeta-function. Acta Math.,

170(2):181–220, 1993.

[23] Y. Motohashi. The binary additive divisor problem. Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4), 27(5):529–572,
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