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QUANTITATIVE QUANTUM ERGODICITY AND THE NODAL DOMAINS OF
HECKE-MAASS CUSP FORMS

JUNEHYUK JUNG

ABSTRACT. We prove a quantitative statement of the quantum ergodicity for Hecke—-Maass cusp forms on
the modular surface. As an application of our result, along a density 1 subsequence of even Hecke-Maass
cusp forms, we obtain a sharp lower bound for the L2-norm of the restriction to a fixed compact geodesic
segment of n = {iy : y > 0} C H. We also obtain an upper bound of O (tZ/SJrG) for the L*° norm along
a density 1 subsequence of Hecke-Maass cusp forms; for such forms, this is an improvement over the upper
bound of O, (ti/ 12+€> given by Iwaniec and Sarnak.

In a recent work of Ghosh, Reznikov, and Sarnak, the authors proved for all even Hecke-Maass forms
that the number of nodal domains, which intersect a geodesic segment of 7, grows faster than /127 for
any € > 0, under the assumption that the Lindel6f Hypothesis is true and that the geodesic segment is long

enough. Upon removing a density zero subset of even Hecke-Maass forms, we prove without making any
1/8—
¢

assumptions that the number of nodal domains grows faster than ¢ € for any € > 0.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let I' = SLy(Z) and let X be the modular surface I'\H. Let ¢ be an L?-normalized Hecke-Maass cusp
form on X. In other words, ¢ is a joint eigenfunction of —Ax, the Laplace—Beltrami operator on X, and the
Hecke operators {T,,}, which are defined by the following action,

1= 5 31 (E5).

ad=nb (d)

for SL (2,Z) invariant function f on H. We denote by Ay = 1/4+tq2b the eigenvalue of —A, and by Ay (n) the
eigenvalue of T}, (the nth Hecke eigenvalue) corresponding to ¢. Note that {—Ax, Ty, Ts, ...} is a commuting
family of self-adjoint operators, where each joint eigenspace has dimension one by the Multiplicity One
Theorem [JL70].

Let 0 : X — X be an orientation reversing isometric involution induced by x + iy — —x + iy on H. Then
one can check that o commutes with all of {—Ax, T}, T, ...}, from which we infer that a Hecke-Maass cusp
form on X is automatically an eigenfunction of 0. We say a Hecke-Maass cusp form ¢ is even (resp. odd) if

06 = ¢ (resp. o = —).

1.1. Number of nodal domains of even Maass—Hecke cusp forms. Let Z; be the zero set of ¢, which
in turn is a finite union of real analytic curves. For any subset C' C X, let N¢ (¢) be the number of connected
components (the nodal domains) in X\ Zy, that intersect C. Let N (¢) = N* (¢).

In [BS02], the authors estimate the expected number of nodal domains of random waves using a percolation
like model. In view of Berry’s conjecture that eigenfunctions having large eigenvalues are well modeled by
random waves, results in [BS02] suggests the existence of a constant ¢ > 0 such that

N (p) =chp +0(Ny). (1.1)

In [NSQ9], the authors examined (L)) for random spherical harmonics, and they proved the existence of
¢ > 0 such that (II]) holds almost surely as Ay — +oc.
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grant funded by the Korea government(MSIP)(No. 2013042157), and partially by the National Science Foundation under
agreement No. DMS-1128155. The author was also partially supported by TJ Park Post-doc Fellowship funded by POSCO TJ
Park Foundation.
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Note that it is not true for a general Riemannian surface that the number of nodal domains of an
eigenfunction must increase with the eigenvalue [Ste25] [Lew77]. In [GRS13], the authors studied nodal
domains crossing 6 = {iy : y > 0} and proved

ty < N (¢) < tylogty (1.2)
for even Hecke—Maass cusp forms ¢. Assuming that (I is true, this estimate in particular implies that
almost all nodal domains do not touch §{J

In order to prove the lower bound in (I2)), the authors analyzed the region near the cusp determined by
y > t4/100. For nodal domains intersecting a fixed geodesic segment, they proved:

Theorem 1.1 ([GRSI13]). Let 8 C § be a fixred compact geodesic segment that is sufficiently long. Assume
the Lindeldf Hypothesis for the L-functions L (s, ). Then

FI
NP (¢) >t} "
Recently in [TI15], limy, 0 N7 (¢) = 400 is established without any assumptions. However no quanti-
tative lower bound is given in [JJT15]. Here we present a stronger unconditional lower bound for almost all
¢ as an application of a sharp estimate on the variance of the shifted convolution sums (Theorem [[7]).

€

Theorem 1.2. Let B C 9§ be any fized compact geodesic segment. Fix ¢ > 0. Then all but O (T%_§> forms
within the set of even Hecke—Maass cusp forms in {¢ T —tg] < T1/3} satisfy

NP (¢) > 37",

Remark 1.3. For a negatively curved surface with an isometric involution, the existence of a density 1
subsequence of even eigenfunctions having a growing number of nodal domains is established in [JZ16],
however, without an explicit lower bound. Recently in [Zel16], a logarithmic lower bound for the number of
nodal domains is obtained in the same setting; one of the main ingredients is a logarithmic improvement
over quantum ergodicity theorem in [HR16].

1.2. Quantitative Quantum Ergodicity and shifted convolution sums. Because ¢ is invariant under

the action by ', := { ( (1) 711 ) 1 ne Z} C T, one can consider the Fourier expansion of ¢ at the cusp

6 (2) = \Jeosh (mts) S po (n) /5K, (2rlnly) € (na)
n#0
Here K;; (y) is the modified Bessel function of the second kind and e (z) = €7,
Note that the Fourier coefficients satisfy the relation py (£n) = pg (£1) Ag (n) for n > 0 and pg (1) =
+pg (—1) depending on the parity of ¢. The first fourier coefficient py (1) is known to satisfy the estimate
t, ¢ <elps (1)] <t (13)
for any € > 0 [fwa90, [HL94]. From the recurrence relation of T;,, we also know that,
nm
No(mo(m) = 30 2 (S5 ) (1.4)

d|(n,m)

00, and it is given by

These are the main arithmetic inputs that we are going to use to analyze ¢.
The shifted convolution sum of Fourier coefficients is given by
m|n|

izﬂ;%(mmm(nw(?)

for a fixed m € Z and a test function 1 € C° (0, 00). Note that these type of sums appear in the expansion
of

/ Pon (2) |6(2) PaV,
X

n [GRSTI3], nodal domains that intersect § are called “split.”
2Here and elsewhere, A <., B means |A| < CB for some constant C' depending only on w. We also use the notation A ~, B
for B <, A<, B.
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where P, (2) is the Poincaré series corresponding to m € Z and h € C§° (0, 00) given by
Pm,h(z) _ Z h(hn(,yz))e27rimRe(vz)7
YEL\I

and dV is the area measure induced from y~2?dzdy on H to X. (See Theorem [5.I1) Since the space of the
Poincaré series spans L? (X), one can study the weak limit of the measure

dis = |6 () [2dV

as ty — 0o via estimating the shifted convolution sums. For instance, it is proven in [LS95] that the estimate

=o(1) (1.5)

1 24 o
E;% (n+m)py (n)y (%:') - ﬁ5o,m/0 Y (y) dy

| sdus = [ sav

as ty — oo, for any f € C§°(X). Note that (LO) is a consequence of the arithmetic Quantum Unique
Ergodicity (QUE) theorem of Lindenstrauss [Lin06] and Soundararajan [Soul(].

as ty — 0o implies

=o(1) (1.6)

Remark 1.4. In fact, (LH) is equivalent to the arithmetic QUE theorem. In order to establish the equiva-
lence, one has to make use of full QUE, in other words, QUE with the symbols depending on the phase space.
Since we only discuss QUE for the base measure in this article, we omit the proof of the equivalence.

Quantitative QUE conjecture concerns the rate of convergence of ([LGl), which again can be obtained if
we have a quantitative version of (LH]). We call this the strong Quantitative QUE conjecture:

Conjecture 1.5 (strong Quantitative QUE conjecture). There exist v > 0 and k < oo such that for any
Y € C§° (0,00),

1 w|n 24 > .
=S ps ot m o6 (S) = Zdo [T v <ot Wlhwnooor (1)
(- ¢ m 0
Here || - [[y».5 (0,00) 18 @ Sobolev norm defined by
k .
I llwrs0.00) = sup |04f ()]
=0 z€(0,00)

for f € C§° (0, 00).

Remark 1.6. The estimate (1) for all v < % implies Lindelof Hypothesis for the central value of the triple
product L-function L (1/2,¢ X ¢ X ¢o) where ¢ is a fived Hecke—Maass cusp form ¢o [Wat02].

In this article, we estimate the variance of shifted convolution sums over the range T'— G <ty <T + G
where G is assumed to be a small power of T'.

Theorem 1.7. Let 0 and € be fized constants satisfying 1/3 < 6 < 1 and € > 0, respectively. Assume that
P € C§°(0,00) is supported on (1/1,1) C (0,00) for some fixzed | > 0. Let X be a parameter satisfying
1< X < T. Then there exists A > 0 depending only on 6 and € such that

2

Z Z%(n‘f'm)%(”)lﬁ(z(—n)—50,m172r—§(/000¢(y)dy

[ty—T|<T? | n

<eoa (I + DXTHHgf 0 (18)
holds uniformly in |m| < X%. One can take, for example, A = max{100/(30 —1),300/€}.

Remark 1.8. For the holomorphic Hecke eigenforms, this kind of average over a short range is studied in
[LS03]. Theorem[I.7] is a generalization to Hecke-Maass eigenforms.
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According to Weyl’s law [Wey11], there are asymptotically ~ T'*+¢ Hecke-Maass cusp forms in
{6« T<ty<T+T},

for 0 < 0 < 1. Hence Theorem [[L7 implies that the strong Quantitative QUE conjecture is true for almost
all Hecke-Maass cusp forms. In particular, we obtain Quantitative Quantum Ergodicity in a short range
T—-TY3 <ty <T+TY.

Corollary 1.9 (Quantitative Quantum Ergodicity). Fiz e > 0 and let h € C§°(0,00) be a function supported
in (1/L, L) for some L > 1. Then there exists a sufficiently small k > 0 and a sufficiently large A > 0, both
depending only on € > 0, such that

/ Pon (2) |0 (2) 2dV — % / Py n(2)dV
X X

2
Leo, . T3 Bllwa e,

[te—T|<T1/3

holds uniformly in h and |m| < T".

Remark 1.10. Quantitative Quantum Ergodicity for Maass—Hecke cusp forms is first proved in [Zel91],

where the following is obtained
3 : T2
[ gaus =2 [ gav —@(1T> (1.9)
ty<T VX T Jx 0g

for any f € C§°(X). The error bound is improved in [LS95] to Oy, (T'°), which is essentially optimal.
In [Jak97), the author considered a similar average with the microlocal lift dwy (the Wigner distribution)
of dpg to the unit cotangent bundle S*X, and proved

Z 5*X fog - /s*x Ji

te<T
Here dw is the Liouville measure on S*X.
In [ZhalQ], the author obtained a precise asymptotic for the above sum weighted by the first Fourier
coefficients: for any € >0 and any f € C§*(X),

2
hrri-e(t;)——=
% 7T ( J)p¢(1)2

where V' is a non-negative Hermitian form that can be computed explicitly. (Here hr a(y) is the function
defined in Lemmal[Z1l) See for the Quantum Variance for holomorphic modular forms.

In [Zel94), the estimate (L) is generalized to an orthonormal eigenbasis on any given Riemannian man-
ifold, and the author achieved a logarithmic saving over the trivial bound. This result is further
generalized to quantizations of symplectic maps on tori in [Sch06].

2
= Oy (T').

AMM—%éﬁwr=T*Wﬁﬁ+O@“ﬂ,

Remark 1.11. As noted above, Corollary implies that Lindelof Hypothesis holds for the triple product
L-functions on the shorter range T — T/3%¢ < te <T+ T3+ ¢ compared to the longer range established in

[LS95].
1.3. LP restrictions. Let 8 C {iy : y > 0} be a compact geodesic segment on X. In [GRSI3|, as an
application of the arithmetic QUE theorem, a lower bound for the L? restriction is obtained:

[ 1@ Pds 51,
B

when ¢ is an even Hecke-Maass cusp form, under the assumption that 3 is sufficiently long. The authors of
[GRS13] also noted that, Conjecture allows one to remove the assumption on 8 being sufficiently long.
Therefore, we deduce from Theorem [[.7] a sharp lower bound for the L?-norm of restriction to any fixed
geodesic 3, for almost all even Hecke—Maass cusp forms.

Corollary 1.12. Let 8 C {iy : y > 0} be any fized compact geodesic segment. Fix ¢ > 0. Then

/W@W@>ml
B
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is satisfied for all but Og ¢ (T1/3+6) forms within the set of even Hecke—Maass cusp forms in

{qS T —ty] < T1/3},
as T — oo.

Remark 1.13. This type of lower bound for the L?-norm of the restriction in the context of Quantum
FErgodicity is first proved in [CTZ13]. In particular, the authors prove that fﬁ | (2) |2ds tends to twice the
length of B along a subsequence of density 1. For related results, we refer the reader to [Bur(5, [TZ13|
DZI3.

In Corollary [L13, we are using (strong) Quantitative Quantum Ergodicity, hence we further obtain an
estimate for the number of exceptional forms.

Recently in an unpublished work by Hassell and Toth, and in [JJ15], using the idea from [CTZ13), the
authors proved Corollary[I1Z for all even Hecke—Maass cusp forms. However, for the application to Theorem
[L3, it is sufficient to use Corollary [L12

Another application of Theorem [[7] concerns the L°°-norm of Hecke-Maass cusp forms. In [[S95], using
Selberg’s trace formula and amplification method, a nontrivial improvement of the L°°-norm of a Hecke—
Maass cusp form is achieved.

Theorem 1.14 ([IS95]). Let ¢ be a Hecke-Maass cusp form on X. Then for any fized compact subset C of
X, we have

e
sup |¢ (Z) | <LCe t¢ .
zeC

Observe that Theorem [[7] allows one to study lower bounds for the partial sum >, _y |pg(n)|?. Such
lower bounds can be used to find better amplifiers, and as a result, we obtain an improvement over Theorem
[[LT4] for almost all Hecke-Maass cusp forms.

Corollary 1.15. Fiz a compact set C C X and a non-negative constant €. Then, all but O (T%“)
Hecke-Maass cusp forms ¢ with |T — ty| < T3 satisfy

d4e
sup [ ()| <o 137,
zeC

as T — oc.

2. OUTLINE OF THE PROOF AND PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this section, we review some ingredients that will be used in subsequent sections. To simplify our
notation, let e.(x) = exp (2””). For any integers m,n, and ¢ # 0, the Kloosterman sum is given by

S(m,n,c) = Z ec (mz +nz),

z (mod c)
ged(z,c)=1

where Z is a multiplicative inverse of £ modulo c¢. Because

S(m,n,c) = Z ec(—mx —nT) = Z ec (mz +nz) = S(m,n,c),
z (mod c) —z (mod ¢)
ged(z,c)=1 ged(z,c)=1

we know that the Kloosterman sum is real.

The first step of the proof of Theorem [[.7is to use Kuznetsov trace formula to transform the variance of
shifted convolution sums over the range T—T% < t4 < T+T? into an exponential sum involving Kloosterman
sums. The Kuznetsov trace formula that we are going to use in this paper is the following.

Lemma 2.1 (Kuznetsov trace formula [Kuz80]). Let h(y) ==Y . For any given T,G > 0, let
hra () =h((y=T)/G)+h((y+T)/G).
By letting T(m,r) denote the Fourier coefficient for Eisenstein series E (~, % + ir), that is given by

7(m,r) = m' Z d=2r,

dlm
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we have
hT,G (t¢) 1 > hT,G (T‘) dr
S romipom) ZE 8 [ rtmrirtnn 22
d(m,n) [ 21 S(m,n,c Amt\/mn
= 7(7r2 )/Oorh:r,c(r)tanh(wr)dr—i-;z ( . )g< p ), (2.1)
where - b 6 (r)
_ (TG
g(z) = /700 Joir () e — dr. (2.2)

Here Ja-(x) is the Bessel function of the first kind.

Remark 2.2. 7(m,r) is real-valued, because

T(m,r) = m= Z d¥r = mr Z (%)2” =mi" Z d—%r = 7(m,r).
d|m dlm

dlm

Remark 2.3. A broader family of test functions (see [Kuz80] or [IK04]) can be used instead of hy g in the

Kuznetsov trace formula. For our purpose, it is sufficient to consider hr .

The same approach is used in [LS95], where the authors applied Weil’s bound to each Kloosterman
sum, and proved Theorem [ 7 for 6 = 1.

Lemma 2.4 (Weil’s bound [Weid8]). Denoting by T(n) the number of divisors of n, we have
[S(n.m.¢)| < (ged(n.m, ))* e3r(c).
Remark 2.5. 7(n) satisfies T(n) < n¢ for any € > 0.

Note that the same proof cannot be applied if # < 1. In order to handle the case where # < 1, we have to
exploit extra cancellation coming from the sum of Kloosterman sums. To this end, we follow the idea that
is used in [LS03], where the authors prove an analogue of Theorem [[7 for holomorphic Hecke eigenforms
using the Petersson trace formula. The main difference in the proof is in the analytic part of the proof. In

[LS03], a sum of Bessel functions Ji(x) over the interval K — K% < k < K + K? for large K is analyzed,
whereas we study the integral transform (2.2]) in this paper.

2.1. Bessel transform. Assume that G = T? for some fixed 0 < # < 1. In order to use Lemma 1] we
need to analyze the integral transform

>~ hra (y)y
= Joi ——==d
9() /_OO 2y (7) cosh y 4
in terms of G and T'. We begin by collecting some facts about the Bessel function Ja;, (), that can be found
in [EMOTST].
Proposition 2.6. For v € C and x > 0, the Bessel function of the first kind is given by the series
= e (/)

v k
I = w12 DV e ey (23)
Forx >0 and y € R,
Jaiy () = J 20y (2), (2.4)
and for 0 <z < C andy € R,
Jaiy(x)/ coshmy < 1. (2.5)

Proof. We use (23) to see that

VN L
Jaiy(2) = (2/2) k;( Ukk!l"(%y +k+1)

_ —2iy - (/2"
= (2/2) é(_nkm(_%w k1)

= J72iy (I)
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For (Z3]), note that

. . 4y
(2 D)? = 42T Q2iy))> = ——— > 1 h7ry)?
|T'(2iy + 1)] y|T(2iy))| Shony /(coshmy)?,
hence
Jaiy(x)/ coshmy < |Jozy (2)I(2iy + 1)]
= 2)2k
_ ) 21y ~1 k (‘T/
(z/2) kZ:O( ) El(2iy +1)(2iy +2) ... (2iy + k)
— (2/2)%*
SZ (k)2
k=0
<c 1. O

Recall the uniform asymptotic expansion of Ja;,(x) when = > 1 from [EMOTSI].
Proposition 2.7. Forz > 1 andy € R,

4y2+:v2) Y exp( VAy? + 22 — 2iysinh ! (2y/:v))
x cosh (7y) (Zb 4y —l—x m/2+0(xN)>,

Jaiy (x) = ﬁ (

where by, is a linear combination of
Crnpe = y2n(4y2 4 x2)7/<

for k =0,1,...,m. For instance,
1 5 3 77 385
b:1b _ 1 222—2 1b:___1 222—2 1 222—2 2'”
o=L bi=-g+50+ b= g Tt ) e T A

From (2.0)) and Proposition [2.7] we know that Ja;,(z)/ cosh 7y is uniformly bounded in > 0 and y € R.
Lemma 2.8. Let K >0 and 1> 60 > ¢ >0 be fived constants. Then for any A > 0,
g () e A K 74
holds uniformly in 0 < x < KGT'~¢, for all sufficiently large T.
Proof. Observe that

/°° e hT,c(y)ydy__/w Ty () PTE @Y,

9(x) = cosh y oo cosh y

by the change of variable y — —y, hence

I _ hr.c(y)y */00 Joiy(2) — J_2iy(7)
/ (Jsz(x) J72zy(33)) COSh7Ty dy o IS sinhwy

29 (z) = hr ¢ (y)y tanh Tydy.

Note that

— 0o

/ Jaiy (%) — J2iy(2) hr,c(y)(y tanh 7y — |y|)dy

sinh 7y

Ji T _J—i T
:/ 2iy ( ). - 2iy ( )hT)G(y)(ytanhwy—|y|)dy
ly£T|<T/2 STy

Joi —J 9
N / y(J2 y(x? 2iy (7)) hr.c(y)(tanh 7y — sgn(y))dy
L T|>T/2 sinh 7y

< / ly tamh 7y — [y]ldy + / (Il + Dz (y)dy
|yiT|<T/2 |yiT|ZT/2

<pT ",
for any constant B > 0.
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Now we use the following formula from [EMOT54]

<J2iu () — J-2iu

sinh u

(x)) (y) = —icos (z cosh (my)),

and the Plancherel theorem to deduce that

[T ey (@) = Joaiy (z) B
29(e) = [ BTl ) iy + 0 (170)

=— /jo cos (x cosh (1y)) (hr.c (u) [u])” (y) dy + Op (T-7).

To handle
(hra () [u))” (y),

we first note that

0 —
/ h <u GT) ue(yu)du <o T~¢

/_OOO h (” ;T) ue(yu)du
L (e

1 /0 uh”” N 20\ (u=T (yu)du + h(T/G)
o 4ny2 )\ G2 G G e\gujeu 4m2y?
<cT %2,

and that

for any C' > 0. Therefore

/Oo h (“ 5T> lule (yu) du = /Oo h (“ 5T> ue (yu) du + Og (T~C(1 + %)),

— 00 — 00

and likewise

/OO h (“ZT) lule (yu) du = _/OO h (“ZT) we (yu) du + Oc (T-C(1+ %)) .

— 00 — 00

Combining these, we see that

(hr.c (u) |u])" () :/_Z (h
:/:h< ;;T) ue<yu>du—/_ooh<u2ff) we G du-+ 0 (T (144)™)
(

h (u Z:T) ue (—yu) du + O¢ (T_C (1+ y2)71)

~

N
@

=

=
QU
S
_l’_
=



QUANTITATIVE QUANTUM ERGODICITY AND THE NODAL DOMAINS 9

for any C' > 0. We use apply this estimate for g(x) so that
2ig (z)
:/ cos (z cosh (my)) (Ge (T'y) (h (v) (Gu + ™" (Gy) + Ge (=Ty) (h (u) (Gu + T))" (—Gy)) dy

— 00

+O0p,c (TP +77°)
=2 /Oo cos (x cosh (72)) (e (%) (h (u) (Gu +T)" (y)) dy+Opc (TP +177°)
_Z/ (— + iz cosh (Zy)) (h(u) (Gu+T)" (y)dy + Op,c (T2 +T7°),

for any B > 0 and C' > 0.
Since both (h (u))" (y) and (h (u)u)" (y) are rapidly decaying, there exist compactly supported smooth
functions h; and hy whose supports are in (—7¢/2,T¢/?) such that
k

a—ykhJ (y) <<k jﬂliké/2

for all k > 0 and j = 1,2, and that

Zij/_(: exp(2w (%)) (h (u) (Gu+T))" () dy

— Z/ (27” + iz cosh ( o )) (Ghi(y) + Tha(y)) dy + Oc.p(T 7).

For y € (—=T¢/?,T¢/?), because x < KGT'~,

;y (2ﬂgy =+ x cosh (%)) = % +x%sinh (%)

orT  KnTl—¢/2

G G
T
e
for all sufficiently large T'. We also have for & > 2 that
8_k <27TTy 4 2 eosh (ﬂ)) _ 4 Gk smh k: odd
oyk G G B o cosh k: even

<R TV 1?07k <« TG—’“.
Now define IJ (y) by Ig (y) = hj(y) and

where 4 (y) = @ + xcosh 7, so that

/ exp (27TéTy =+ iz cosh (%y)) hj(y)dy = / exp <27T2;Ty =+ 42 cosh (%)) I dy.

oo — 00

Then I} (y) is a linear combination of

ap

(o), \TT 0

1( 7 is a linear combination of

where 3", a; = n. For each [, 2 Byal T

b
1 L 8bl7n

@ L g

D (y)
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where an:l by = a; and b; < aq, and by, > 1. Therefore

by

9P bi—1 by +1 —by—1
bl+1H3yb1m <, T701Gh HTG l

m=1
—11l—a
TGt

and

toom 1
h(_ao) " T—aoe/QT—nGao GnT—n—ne/2'
Sl Ty L) =

From this we deduce that
o 2miT
/ exp (% =+ 92 cosh (%)) hj(y)dy =<, Te/2GnT—n—ne/27

and therefore combining all the estimates we conclude that g(z) = O a (T~%) O

i@ = [ iy () 126 WY

coshmy

Now let

Note that - hec ()
~ Y — Joi —J o T,nyd:
@) =T = [ (g () = T @) LGy = (),
hence g(z) is the imaginary part of 2g(z).
Lemma 2.9. Assume that GT'~¢ < x with 0 < € < §/2. For any A > 0, there exists N > 0 such that, § ()
is a linear combination of

/ gan( )yhTG()dy (k}ZO,l,...,N,IiZO,l,...,k)
ly—T|<T/2

plus O (TﬁA), where

N—-1 om
—k/2—k—1/4 . .
g (,7) = v (42 +22) 7T  exp <Z$ +iy Cm—xgm_1>
m=1

with some explicit constants ¢, (here cp = —2#0).

Proof. Since Ja,(x)/ cosh my is uniformly bounded,
h _
/ Jaiy (2) hra Wy, o / hrc (y) ydy = Op(T~7)
ly—T|>T/2 coshy ly—T|>T/2

for any B > 0.
Now for T/2 <y < 3T/2 and x > GT'=¢ > T'*9/2 we infer from Proposition 7 that for any N > 0,
Jaiy(x)/ coshmy is a linear combination of

v (49 + x2)_k/2_n_1/4 exp (i\/4y2 + 22 — 2iysinh ™! (2y/:1:))

with k=0,1,...,N and Kk =0,1,...,k, plus an error term bounded from above by <« z= V=1 « TV,
We now expand the exponent so that

exp (ix\/l + 4y2 /22 — 2iysinh ™ (2y/x)) = exp (mj +1 Z cm%> +0 (yQNJTQNJrl) .
M
m=1

with some explicit constants ¢,,. Note that y?Nz=2N+1 <y TNT-EN-D(1+0/2) — 7=NO+1+0 o 72-NO
From this we infer that for T/2 < y < 3T/2, Joy(x) is a linear combination of gy . n (k=0,1,..., N and

k =0,1,...,k) plus an error term which is bounded from above by O (TQ*Ne). Therefore the theorem
follows by taking N = (A + 100)/6. O

Lemma 2.10. For0 <z <1,
g(z) < Gz™/8,
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Proof. Firstly, note that from ([2.3) that for 0 < 2 < 1 and v € C with Re(v) > 0,

o (/2
|mu+UL@M—-@ﬂ);%Phkm@+1xw+m”4y+m
T 2 2k
LL’/2 Re (v) Z k/lkl
< gRe)

Now from Stirling’s formula, assuming that 0 < ¢ < 3, we obtain

o

—————— < a%(1+|y[)"7"/* coshmy.
o1t 2y <+ WD Y

JU_:,_Qiy (JJ) <

uniformly in 0 < z < 1 and y € R.

Now consider

hT,G zZ)z
F(z):= Jgiz(a:)ﬁ.

Because of the denominator coshmz, F(z) has simple poles at z = i (k + 3) with k € Z. If Re(z) is fixed,
|F(2)| <r1.¢ exp(—|Im(2)[?/G) as |Im(z)| — oco. Therefore by shifting the contour from v, = (—oc, +00) to
Y2 = —15i 4 (—00,4+00), we see that

g@—LF@M

= [ F(2)dz
2
> (— i+ y)hra(—1i+y)
/700 7/8+2iy (T) coshﬂ'(—1—76i )

o 7
< :c7/8/ |hT’G(_EZ +y)|dy

m ; 7
Sx7/8/ | exp(— (_EH—y T)%/G?)| + | exp(— (—Ez+y+T)2/G2)|dy

27 [ |exp<—<—ﬁz+y>2/a2>|dy

oo
— 9,7/8 / G2)d
1o [ el = 1531/
< 2"8G. O
Remark 2.11. In Lemma [Z8 and [2.3, the fact that h(y) is a rapidly decreasing function is needed only,
but for Lemma 210, analyticity is required.
3. QUANTITATIVE QUANTUM ERGODICITY-I

In this section, we prove Theorem [L.7] for positive m. The proof when m is negative follows identically.
For the rest of the section, we assume that G = T% with 1/3 < 0 < 1.

1. Reduction via Kuznetsov trace formula. We first use Kuznetsov trace formula with the test
function hpg(y) from Lemma 2] to transform the sum of shifted convolution sums into an oscillating
exponential sum.

Lemma 3.1. Let X be a parameter which may vary with T with the constraint 1 < X < T. Let ¢ €
C§°(0,00) be a real-valued function. Assume that m is an integer in the range 0 < m < X. Let I%e9 gnd
I9P be given by

Jdiag _ Z Z Sty ra (e (wg;l) W (w;r;;z) /Rtanh (my) hr,c (y) ydy

d|lm r1,m2
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and

Do (Tt () St Denalra .0 (U )

C
dlm c=17r1,12

where g is defined by 22). Then for any fived € > 0, we have
2
™m
Do Do petn+m)ps(n)y (7)

<. T¢ (|Idiag| + |IOD|) )
‘t¢—T‘<G n

Proof. We first use (3] so that

2

%_ZT,LG zﬂ:% (n+m) py (n) 1 (Y) LT t¢;<c po(1)2 ¢ (n+m)pg (n) (y)
2
i hr.a (te) ™
<T ;m Y ps(ntm)py(n NJ(Y)

We rearrange the inner sum using the Hecke relation (L) and then we apply Cauchy—Schwartz inequality
as follows:

ZhTG t¢

é Po (1)

2

> o ntm) o () (57 ) =2 hrote) |2 2 pe(nlnt d) ()

dlm n
2
ZZth te) Zp¢ (n+d)) 1/)(%)
dm ¢
2
<<€T€ZZhTG t¢ Zp¢ 7’L+d I/J(Z—HA;?L)
dm ¢

Here we used 7(m) <, m® (Remark 20) and m < X < T.
Now we apply Kuznetsov trace formula (2] to obtain the following identity:

ZZth ty) Zp¢ (n+d)) 1/)(%)

2

dm ¢
* hra(r)d
Tmn 7.c(r)dr
900 (G5 )|
;/ n(n+d),ry dX cosh mr
m™mrq T™mro

= Z D St dyra(rat ¥ ( ) (8 ( he ) /Rtaﬂh (my) hr,c (y) ydy
dlm 71,72

2¢ Tmr amra\ S (r1(r1 +d),re2 (ro +d),c 47

+— ZZZU)( 1) (dXQ) (r )02(2 ) )9(?\/T1(T1+d)7"2(7“2+d))

dlm c=1711,72

1 Id“lg n 2ZI

o2 ™

Note that we used the fact that 7(n,r) is real-valued and the assumption that v is real. O

To prove Theorem [[T7] we bound the diagonal contribution 7%°%9 and the off-diagonal contribution 197
separately.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that ¢ € C5°(0,00) is supported in (1/1,1) for some l > 0. Then for any ¢ > 0, we
have

Idiag <<l,e XGTlJrEHU)”%oo.
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Proof. Recall that hr ¢ is defined by
hra(y)=h((y—T)/G)+h((y+T)/G)

where h (y) = e~¥*. We therefore bound the integral as follows:

/ tanh (7y) hr,c (y) ydy

e / ~ (tanh(m(G + T))(Gx + T) + tanh(n(Gx — T))(Gx — T))h(x)dz

oo

SQGT/ h(z)dx + 2G2/ h(z)|z|dx
<GT.

To handle the summation over r; and re, note that ri(ry + d) = ra(ro + d) if and only if 11 = ry or
r1 + 12 +d = 0. Since v is assumed to be supported on the positive real line, we infer that the sum is equal

to
Tmr
DHNUC )l
We bound this under the assumption that 1/) is supported in a fixed interval (1/1,1) as follows:

> (T [ < 30 2 .
- -

m

T(m)LX [l
L AXTE||Y )L

Here we used 7(m) <, m¢ (Remark [ZH) and m < X7 < T. We complete the proof by combining these two
estimates. O

To handle the off-diagonal contribution 7P, we claim the following.

Lemma 3.3. Fiz | > 0 and ¢ > 0. Let p € C° (1/1,1), 1 <« R < T and 0 < d < R2. Then there exists
A > 0 depending only on 6 and € such that

700" . Z Z W (%) " (%) S(r(r+d),re(ra + d),c)g (47r\/r1r2 (r1 +d) (12 + d))

c c

c>1r1,r2

Lo dPGRT Y 3pa . (3.1)

Substituting % by R = R(d,m, X), we find that R and d satisfy ] <K R< X < T, and 0 < d < R2.
From this, substituting ¥ (7z) by 1o (x), we bound I°P using Lemma B3] as follows

PSS (Tt () St a2 £ 0.0, (U8 )

c
dlm c=1r1,r2

S S () v (2) it Dt d .0, (T T antra)

dlm c=1711,12

dX
<L1,0,¢ Z d3/2 GT) Y[ Fa.me
dlm

< 7(m)m* 2 XGT e
<M EXGT

where we used Remark We therefore conclude that Lemma [3.1] B.2] and implies Theorem [[.71 For
the rest of the section, we prove Lemma [3.3

3.2. Off-diagonal contribution.
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3.2.1. Estimating the tail and further reduction. We begin by estimating the tail of the sum over ¢ in 100",

Lemma 3.4. For any fized € > 0, we have

ItOD/ Z Zd}(%)d}(%)S(Tl(T1+d),CT2(T‘2+d),C)g<47T\/7’1T2(T1+d)(7"2—|—d)>

&
c>R2G—1T—1tery,r2

= Ot (T |[9[I7=) -

Proof. Since the support of 9 is contained in (1/1,1), we have R/l < r1,72 < [R. Therefore for ¢ > 1002 R?,
we have from Lemma that

<47r\/r17°2 (r1 +d) (re + d)) < [T/ART/4
g v

c c7/8

Also, Lemma [2.4] implies that
S (r1(r1 +d),r2 (r2 +d) ) < IR/®

where we used 7(c) < ¢'/® and ged(n,m, ) < n. Hence for any parameter Y > 1001>R?, we have

Z Zw (%) " (%) S(ry(r1+d) ,Crz (ro +d),c)g <47r\/7°17°2 (r1 +d) (7«2+d)>

c>Y r1,7m2 ¢
r Glll/4R11/4
<X Y v(7)v(R) e
c>Y r1,7m2
111/4R11/4
<SS w2
c>Y

< Glll/4R11/4Y_l/4||'l/JH%oo
Now by Lemma 2.8 for any A > 0, we have

Z Zw (%) " (%) S (ry(r1+d) ,Crz (ro+d) ,c)g <47T\/7°1r2 (r1 +d) (ro —|—d)>

C
R2G- 1T 1te<e<Y 11,12

S Sl

R2G-1T-1te<le<Y 11,12
<SYPRT ¢,
for all sufficiently large T. We complete the proof by choosing ¥ = 7% and A = 1600. O

From this lemma, we may assume that GT'~¢* < R? with some fixed constant €; that satisfies

0 30—1 S e >0
min 36 €1 .

Observe that g (x) is the imaginary part of 27 (x), that v is real valued, and that the Kloosterman sums are
real. Therefore

oD _ Z Zw(%)w(%) S (r1 (r —i—d),rg(rg—l—d),c)g<47r\/r1r2(r1 —i—d)(rg—i—d))

main c c
c<R2G-1T—1+e1 ry,12

<
c

Z Z " (%) " (%) S (r1(r +4d) ,CTQ (ro+d) ,c)2§ <47T\/7°17°2 (r1 +d) (ro +d)> '
c<R2G-1T—1te1 r1,r2

From Lemma [Z9 with A = 200 and sufficiently large N > 0, we see that

3 Zw(%)iﬂ(%) S (r1 (r1+d),cr2 (7’2+d),c)g(47r\/r1r2(rl+d)(r2+d)>

&
C<R2G—1T—1+el 1,79




QUANTITATIVE QUANTUM ERGODICITY AND THE NODAL DOMAINS 15

is a linear combination of

Z Zw(%)q/}(%)S(T1(T1+d),cr2(r2+d)7c)

c<R2G-1T—1+te1 r1,r2
dmy/rire (r1 +d) (ro +d
X/ gk,ﬁ,N (yu \/1 2( ! )( 2 )>yhT,G(y)dy7 (kzoulavN)
ly—=T|<T/2

C

plus an error term that contributes at most O;(T~100).
Remark 3.5. Since we are assuming that 0 > 1/3, we can take, for instance, N = 900.
Therefore it is sufficient to prove that

Lemma 3.6. Assume that |y—T| < T/2 and that 0 < d < R2. Then for any given sufficiently small eg > 0
and A > max{100/(30 — 1),300/¢o}, we have

Tumi= S (e () T A

c<R2G-1T—1+e1 11,12

C

drr/rire (r1 +d) (ro + d
X Gk N <y, \/ 1 2( 1 )( 2 )) K10.eo d3/2RTEO||'l/JHWA,oo. (3'2)

Indeed, if we know (B2]), then

Z Zw(%)q/}(%)S(T1(T1+d),cr2(r2+d)7c)

c<R2G-1T—1+e1 11,12

4mr/rire (r1 +d) (ro +d .
X/ ) Gke,re, N <y, Vrirz(r+d) (re )> yhr.c(yY)dy <i.0.co /> RGT|1)]|yy 4.0,
T|<T/2

C

and therefore 190 < o . d*? RGT "< |[1)||yy 4,0 Combined with the bound
Itazl - OElJ (T_IOOHw”%“’)

from Lemma B4, and [I97"| < [I9D] | + |ICD"|, we obtain Lemma B3l

marn

3.2.2. Splitting oscillating factors. To prove Lemma B.0] we investigate the cancellation coming from the
sum over 7 and 73 in ([3.2)), as done in [LS03]. To this end, we first want to represent

o (3 (o (5 A FDE )

as a product of the main oscillating factor times something that oscillates mildly. For ¢ < R2G~1T 1T,
r1,72 ~ R, we have

471'\/1"11"2 (r1+d)(ro+d)
c
Note that, when z > GT'~ and y ~ T, the main oscillating factor of

> GT 4,

N—-1 om
—k/2-r—1/4 o
Gy (9,) = v (497 +2%) 7T exp <m +i) Cm—agm1>
m=1

in 2 aspect is exp(iz). Now for r1 ~ R, ry ~ R, and d < Rz, we have

exp (4772'\/7“11"2 (r1+d)(re +d) ) dmirira/ (14 d/r1) (1 + d/r2)>

= exp
c c

T
ex

o]

c

exp

<4m7‘1r2 (14 5= +O(d?/R?))(1 + 5= + 0(d2/R2))>

2mi(2r1re + dry + drg + O(d2)))

C
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and from this calculation, we infer that the main oscillating factor of exp (47m'\/ rire (r1 +d) (re +d)/ c) is
given by e. (2r17o + dry + dra).
Motivated from these observations, we define f. (r1,72) by the following equation

ec (2r1ma +dry +dra) fo (r1,m2) = (%) " (%) Gor (y, 4/r172 (7“1C+ d) (ro + d)) '

Now, for each fixed ¢, we rearrange the sum in ([8:2)) modulo ¢ as follows

cImain(c) = Z S(r1(r1+d),re(re+d),c)ec (2rire + dry + dra) fe (r1,72)

1,72

= Z S(a(a+d),b(b+d),c)e.(2ab+ da + db) Z fe(ri,ma)

a,b  (mod c) ri=a (mod c)
ro=b (mod c)

:i2 b > > Sala+d),b(b+d),c)ec(2ab+ (d+u)a+ (d+v)b)

w (mod ¢)v (modc) \a,b (mod c)

X > fe(r1,72) e (—ury —vra).

1,72

(Note that D . pog-17-14e1 Jmain(€) = Jmain in B2).) Assume without loss of generality that |ul,|v| < §.
As we expect f.(r1,72) is mildly oscillating, the sum

D felr1,ra) ec (—ury —vrs)
71,72
is going to be negligible, unless both u and v are relatively smaller than c¢. We quantify this using the Poisson

summation formula and prove the following estimate in §3.31

Lemma 3.7. Assume that |y — T| < T/2, and 0 < d < R*. Fiz a constant e; > 0, and assume that
dR® < R2G™'T~'* 4 and that dR®? < ¢ < R?G—IT~1t1. Let A > 0 be a fized positive integer such that
A > max{100/(30 — 1),100/e2}. Then we have

Z fe(ri,m2) ec (—ury —vre) = Opg.e, (071/2R3T72 10gTH¢||€VA,m) .
1,2
Also, there exists a constant n > 0 depending only on | such that if either u or v is not in the range
. C2T2 02T2 ]
27k 127 RS

1

then
Z fe(ri,r2) ec (—urt —wvra) = Opp,e, (T_2OH¢”%/VA~°°(O,OO)> :

1,72
For the sums of Kloosterman sums, we know the following estimate from [LS03].

Lemma 3.8. Let ¢ = c1co with (2,¢1) = 1 and c2|2°°. Then for any fized € > 0, we have that

Z S(a(a+d),b(b+d),c)e.(2ab+ (d+u)a+ (d+v)b)
a,b  (mod c)
_ [ 0 (e ) if (wa) = (v,e1),
0 otherwise
Remark 3.9. In [LS03], the first condition is given by (v,c1)|u instead of (v,cy)

conditions are in fact the same, because the sum vanishes unless both (v,c1)|u and (u
symmetry.

(u,c1). These two
,c1)|v hold, by the
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3.2.3. Completion of proof of Lemmal3.8. Before we prove Lemma [B.7 we complete the proof of Lemma [3.6]
using Lemma 3.7 and Lemma

Lemma 3.10. Fiz e >0 and €2 > 0. For dR®? < ¢ < R2G™'T~'" and |y — T| < T/2, we have
Jmain(c) <<l,0,52,e Cich_STz-i_e”wHIz/VAvm
for any A > max{100/(30 — 1),100/e2}, where ¢ = c1ca with (2,¢1) = 1 and c3|2°°.

Proof. As a direct consequence of Lemma [3.7 and Lemma B.8 we have

Tnain(€) € ,epe ¢ > (v, ¢1) &2/ 2 e 2 RIT 2 1og T2yt e

—1c272 272
u,ve[n 27 R3 ’7727rR3]

(u,c1)=(v,c1)

Note that, for any given M > 0, we have

Z (v,c1) = Zd Z 1

u, <M d|cy w,v< M

(u,e1)=(v,c1) d<M (u,c1)=(v,c1)=d
B STERD S
d|cy w,v<M/d

d<M (u,c1/d)=(v,c1/d)=1

Sy Y
dler  w,u<M/d
d<M
<3
d\cl
d<M
< Y MPd < M
d<M
hence
_ 3/2 5/2+e 1/2 p—372) 2 2 3 p—3m242e¢ 2 0
Imain(€) Ki0,e0,e €1 ' ¢ PRTPT?1og T||[Y|liyae Ke cicaR™°T [19]| 74,00 -

For ¢ < dR¢?, we use Lemma [2.4] Remark 5] and Lemma B.11] so that

r(r1 +d), ra(re + d), e)/ 2 %7 (¢
3 (re( ), 72 ( ),¢) (c)

- 2R Y 3

Jmain (C) <
r1,72€(R/LIR)

<p.e PRTE|Y)? .

We therefore have

Jmain: Z Jmain(c)+ Z Jmain(c)

c<dRe2 dR2 <c<R2G-1T-'te1

= O (PRFCPT L) + Opne | BT 0l D ],
c<R2G-1T—1Te1
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and

2.3 3 2
E cicy < E c5 E cl

C<R20—1T—1+61 C2<R2G—1T—1+el CI<RQG—1T—1+61/c2
C2|2OO
< E RGG—3T—3+3€1
co<R2G-IT e
Cz|2OO

<. ROG3T—3+3e1+e
— RST—3+3e1-30+¢
< RST—4-(30-1)/2+¢
< RAT2+¢

where we used the assumption that 0 < e; < (3¢ —1)/6 and R < T. Combining these two estimates, we
conclude that

Jmain <<l,9,e2,e d3/2RT€+%€2 ||1/}HI2/VA°°
To obtain Lemma [B.0] we choose €3 = €y/3 and € = /2.

3.3. Proof of Lemma [3.71

3.3.1. Preliminary estimates. Let

A(Tl,TQ) = ’\/T1T2 (Tl +d) (T2 —|—d)

2

N-1 m
a@) =Y ¢ Yy
- mo2m—1
m=1

80(7”1,7"2)—04<47TA> +4—7T (A—Tﬂ“z—%—@)

c c
and let

R R c?
Then, in these notations, we have

—k/2—K—1/4
getrira = () (2) o= (1 4 a0 D 02 |

fe(r1,m2) = ge (11,72) exp (i (11, 72)) -

Before we give a proof for Lemma [3.7, we collect some estimates of derivatives of f., g., and ¢.

Lemma 3.11. Assume |y — T| < T/2, 0 < d < R?, R2 > GT'"“, and ¢ < R2G™'T~'*1. For any
nonnegative integers ki, ko > 0, we have that

ki+k
81+2gc

(97‘1 k1 (97‘2 k2

Proof. We may first assume without loss of generality that r1, 7o € (R/l,lR), since 9 is supported in (1/1,1).
By reexpressing g. as follows,

—k/2—Kk—1/4
%o 2k—dr—1_—k—2r—1/2 kt2etl , (T1 2 @
ge (r1,72) = y>72 T c W () (g) gz trre(n+d) (2 +d) :

iy oy C2R™IF1R2 Hw||%/[/kl+k2’oo(0100). (3.3)

we see that
okrtke e
87"1 k1 87”2 k2
is a linear combination of

2K k+2ﬁ+lR—n1—’ﬂ2 (n1) (Tl) (n2) (T_2)
yree RV R
202 —k/2—k—1/4—m m 93 +b;

b ISYW) (Tl + d) (T2 —+ d)

X <_y —+ r17T2 (’I"l —+ d) ('I"Q =+ d)> —
=1 Ory? Ory’

472
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where nq + Z;n:l a; = ki, ng + Z;n:l bj = ko, and 0 < m < ky + ko — ny — na. We bound each term in
product as follows:

) (5) 90 () 1< 1t 0,00

—k/2—Kk—1/4—m

—k/2—Kk—1/4—m
) < (72 (1 + d) (12 + )

02y2
(m + rire (7‘1 + d) (7‘2 + d)

< R—Qk—4n—l—4m
8(1]' -‘rb]

4—a;—b;
l_IlijTlTQ(Tl—Fd)(TQ—Fd) <<1HR L
J:

aj b
ory’ Ory i1

_ R4m—k1+n1—k2+n2
Combining these estimates, we infer that
k1 +k
Okt 29,
8T1k1 87"2 k2
Because ¢ < R?G™1T~1*¢1, we have

T2nck+2nR72k74n < T2I€G7(k<‘r2K)Tfk72K+€1(k+2l{) _ Tfka(Gfel)(kJrZ-c) <1,

2k k+2 1/2 p—2k—4k—1—ki1—k 2
Lk ke 1T5C +2e+1/2 " ! 2H¢||Wk1+k2m(o,oo)'

and so we obtain ([B3)). O

Lemma 3.12. Assume r1,79 € (R/I,IR), |y —T| < T/2, and 0 < d < R2. Fiz a constant e; > 0, and
assume that dR? < R?2G~'T~'*¢ and that dR®* < ¢ < R?G—'T~'*1. Then for any nonnegative integers
ki,ko >0, we have
ok1tk2
8T1k18T2k2
Moreover, when k1 + ko = 1 or 2, we have

Ky hy CTPR7ZT7H2, (3.4)

cT? cT?
907"1 ~1 ﬁ; 907"2 ~1 ﬁ; (35)

cT? AT

|<PT¢TJ'| ~1 F and |90T17“1</7T2T2 - 9072"17“2| > RS

d d o (1/2\ [1/2\ (d\" [ d\"
sl Z o £ () (4 (2

T r2 o\ ) \n2 ) \r r2

ni,n2
i (1/2> <1/2) dmtnz
o nq o T;H_l?"gz_l’
where (7) := w For 71,7 € [R/l,lR)], we therefore have
A:TlTQ —|—Ol (dR)

(3.6)

Proof. Consider the power series expansion

A =rs it 94 O(PR)
Arr, =0y (°R7?)
Avr, =140 (d2R72)
alirsz
BriFar
1 th: dry dro

FriFargts A T2 ) = Ok (ERTHT). (k1 +ky > 0)

For z > GT = > T'*% and T/2 < y < 3T/2, we have
oM

e )

= Oy oy (APR™F17F2) (k1 + ko > 3)

=0, (TQJ:*l*m) . (m >0)
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Now note that =222 ¢, ( %) is a linear combination of terms of the form

Or1*10rak2
o(m) <4m) 1 09 (A/c)

¢ orl ory

j=1

with 1 < m < ki + ko, E;nzl a; = k1, and Z;nzl bj = ko. Let m; and mo be the number of j such that
aj +b; =1 and a; + b; = 2, respectively. Then

AT A 1 097+ (A/c) AN d2(m=m1—m2)
(m) 2= -mpmy %

j=1
d2(m—m1 —ma2)

2 p—2—2m+mq
<<l CT R Rk1+k2—m1—2mg

2 p—2—ky—ky [ G A me)
=dl'“R 1T (}—%)
< T?R™2F—hz,
From this, we obtain ([34),
akl-i-kg(p
Orik1oryke

where we used the assumption that dR* < c.
Now to prove [B.3]) and (B8], we first compute

= Ol ky ko (CTQR_Q_kl_kQ) + Oy ks (C_ldzR_kl_kz) = Ol ks ko (CTQR_2_k1_k2),

y2 4 —4
az:—Clﬁ—FO(T Ii)

ZJ2 4, -5
amx:201F+O(Tx )

Then we have
Ao, (AmA/c)

= T BTR/O N L Oy d?RY)
c
—cicy? TN, B B
A e

2
_ay 4 3p—T7 —1 2p—1
=5z SO, + O (T'CPR™T) + Oy(c™ ' d*R7H).

The leading term is ~ ¢T?R~3, and the error term is o(cI?R™?) since we assumed that dR® < ¢ <
R2G~'T~'*< . From this, we conclude ([B.5]). Likewise, we obtain (B.6) from the following computation

2 2
1672, (4mA/c) ALA, + dray, (4rA/c) N ( d )
c

Prir; = 2 R
812,y (4TA /) Ay TP c
= —— 5 (2AnA, - AA,) + O T e
8m2a,, (ATA/c T*3 c
= % ((2 — 5i,j) r3_iT3—j + O (dR)) + Oy (F + W) . O

Lemma 3.13. Assume that |y — T| < T/2, and 0 < d < R2. Fiz a constant e; > 0, and assume that
dR® < R:G™'T~' and that dR*> < ¢ < R?G~'T 1€, Then for any nonnegative integers ky, ks > 0,

we have
gkitke f ct/? —(k1+ko)(360—1) /4 2
Frarys Sk T O

Proof. Recall that f. = g.exp(iy). Hence
8’61 + k2 fc
(97‘1 k1 67‘2 k2
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is a linear combination of

8n1+n2 aner
T 9o () py)eilriTa) H J(Tl, rs).

Ory™ Ory"2 87“?18
where n; + 27:1 a; = ki, no + E;nzl bj = ko, and 0 < m < ky + k2 — ny — na. From Lemma BI1 and (B.4)
of Lemma [3.12]
anl-'rngg m aaj-l-b

D O <W2>e“"<”“>Hié9 o (1172) S 2R 110 w0 L] TR0
1 2 Tl T2

=1
— ﬁ g mR—kl—kz_
R R?

Because ¢T?/R? > ¢ > dR*, for all sufficiently large R, the last expression is bounded from above by
ﬁ C_T2 k1+k2 R—kl—kz _ ﬁ g k1+ko
R \ R? R \ R3 '
Now note that for R that satisfies R2 > GT' ', we have

CT2 T1+51 T1+351
" < ar <<< a3

from the assumption that M > €1 O

1/2
) < T(H3e1-360)/2 o p—(30-1)/4

3.3.2. The Poisson summation formula and completion of the proof. Applying the Poisson summation for-
mula for the sum in r; and ro, we get

Z fe(ri,ma) e (—ury —org) = Z B (j,k)
gk

71,72

where

B(j,k) = / fe(r1,m2) ec (—ury —vra) e (jr1 + kra) dridre

/ fe(r1,7m2) J - —) 1+ (k - %) 7"2) drydrs.

We first show that the contribution coming from (j, k) # (0, 0) is negligible.

Lemma 3.14. Assume that |y — T| < T/2, and 0 < d < Rz. Fiz a constant e; > 0, and assume that
dR® < R®2G~'T~' and that dR** < ¢ < R?G~'T~'*“1. Then we have
> B(ik) = 0o (T7*°|9[[fymo.=) »
j.k
(3,%)#(0,0)
where mo = [552%1.

Proof. We first give an upper bound for B(j, k) under the assumption that max{j, k} = j > 0. By integration
by parts, we have

56 =| (27 (5 - 2) //( ) (= 2 ra (k= 2) ) drvae]

Because f. is supported in B = (R/l,IR) x (R/l,IR), we may assume that the integral is taken over B. From

Lemma 3.13]

S (Grternra) ) e (= %) raoe (k= ) ) drvdra 1 H2RT-PO 0y

From the assumption that |ul, |v] < ¢/2, we now have

B(j,k) <im (20| = 1) 7" /2RI DA 14w,

and hence
B(j, k) <im (2max{|j], [k]} — 1)7" 2R GOD/4 |3 .
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Now by taking m = mo = [552%5 | > 50, we conclude that

3" B(k) <10 PRI PR <10 T3] 3rmoe -

.k
(4,k)7#(0,0)
O
For B (0,0), observe from ([B3]) of Lemma B2l that
5(0.0)= // e (T1,72) el (riore) =55 (uritvrs) g g
has stationary phase in both r; and ry variables only when
c2T? c2T?

U~ and v ~; 7 (3.7)

are satisfied. Otherwise, we perform integration by parts to show that B(0,0) is negligibly small.

Lemma 3.15. Assume that |y — T| < T/2, and 0 < d < R2. Fix a constant e; > 0, and assume that
dR® < R2G™'T~'*4 | and that dR®> < ¢ < R?G~'T~'*<1. Then there exists a constant n depending only
on | such that if either u or v is not in the range

AT? A2T?

[n_lﬁan—g]

TR "21R

then
B(0,0) = Oty (T~ lymo0.))

where ng = f%].

Proof. From (B.1) of Lemma [BI2] there exists a constant 1y > 0 depending only on [ such that
T2 cT?
o s < @r; < 03
for r1,r9 € (R/1,IR). Let n = 2np and assume without loss of generality that u is not in the range
L AT 2T
™ 53 53 )-
27R3" 2R
Let I,,(r1,72) for n > 0 be given by Iy = g., and
9 In-1(r1,m2)

I, (r1,r0) = i—
(ri.r2) or1 p(r1,r2)r, —

2y
c

for n > 1, so that

B(0,0) = // In(rl,rg)ei“’(”’”)_zgi Wridvra) g diy .

Then I,, is a linear combination of

Hao n g 1
———g.(r1,7 .
(97“‘110 gc( 1 2)};[1 artlla <P(7°177°2)r1 _ %Tu
where 377 a; = n. For each j,
0% 1
ory? o(ri,ra)y, — 4

is a linear combination of

1 b b 27u
— — | @(r1,7m2)r, — —)
(o(ry,ra)p, — 252)bs kl;[l 81"!17” ( ' ¢

where 0 bjr. = aj, b; < a; and bjj, > 1. Observe that
RS

r?

<

_ 27mu

o(r1,72)r,
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from the assumption on u, and that
Qbir 2ru Qbik
8Tl1)jk o(r1,re)m — P 87“11)”“ o(r1,r2)r

Hence we have from Lemma [3.12] that

1 U i 2w
11 P(ri,r2)r — ——

(o(r1,2)ny — 2R HL 2 gplat ¢
R3 bj+1 bj
_3-b.
<Ll,a; (—2> HCTQR 3=bji
cr piet

R3 bj+1
— ( T2> cbjT2bjR—3bj—aj
C

I Al
Now we apply Lemma [B.11] so that

g% T 9% 1 1/2 p—1— T —1p3 2
gelri,r2) [T 7 i PR Yo 000y [ [ €T RTHTT
87"(110 ¢ o1 87”?] o(r1,72)r, 272“ ! (0:00) j=1

= PR RPT ) [W 13 m e (0.00)
< PRl Fm o (0,00):

and therefore we have
B(0,0) <in €2 Re™™[9][3ym.00 (0.00)

Because we assumed that ¢ > dR®> > R, by taking n = ng = (%1, we conclude that
B(0,0) <p.e, T~ ]lfyma= 0,00)
where we used R2 > GT'~¢ > T. O

In order to treat the remaining case for which ([B.7) holds, we apply integration by parts to get

B(0,0) = // fe(r1,r2) ec (—ury —vre) dridry

/// / tl t2) ut1 — UtQ) dtldtggc(Tl, 7"2)7«17«2d’l”1d’l”2
/ / thtz)_ / |gc 7'177'2)T1T2 |d7°1d7°2

Note that the phase function f(t1,t2) = ¢ (t1,t2) — 2= (uty + vto) satisfies the estimates in the following
Lemma with A = ¢I2R~*, by Lemma .12

Lemma 3.16 ([Tit34]). Let f (t1,t2) be a real and algebraic function defined in a rectangle D = [a, b] X [c,d] C
R2. Assume throughout D that

2mi (utq -‘rvtg)dt dtQ

<
R/l<’l‘1 <lR R/l<’l‘2<lR

a(ftwftz)

> )\2;
0 (t1,t2)

[frit,| ~ X fori=1,2, |fi,e,] < A, and ’

then

J[ 0t < L1800l +log @=L+ llg|
D

[ [

uniformly in R/l < r; <R and R/l < ry <IR. We also know that

/ / g6 (11, 72),,, ldradry <1 2R3 0 00,

We therefore have

) gy gty < log Te ' T2 R
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from Lemma BT1l Combining these estimates, we obtain:

Lemma 3.17. Assume that |y — T| < T/2, and 0 < d < R=>. Fiz a constant e; > 0, and assume that
dR® < R2G7'T—'*" | and that dR> < ¢ < R?G~'T 1. Then we have

B(0,0) = O (c*1/2R3T*21ogT||w||€Vz,oo<o,oo>) :

Lemma 3.7 now follows immediately from Lemma [B14] Lemma BI85 and Lemma B.17

4. QUANTITATIVE QUANTUM ERGODICITY-II

4.1. The case m = 0. Let G (s) be the Mellin transform of ¢ € C§°(0, o) whose support is in (1/1,1):

= / ¥ (y)y*dy.
0

Then G(s) is entire function in s, and the Mellin inversion formula is given by

1
— — [ x*G(s)d
2m'/,, Gls)ds

where (o) is the contour (0 — ico, 0 + 100). Therefore we have that

> nets () =55/, St (2) =g [ poxo (2) e

and by shifting the contour to (1/2), we get

1 X\° 12 OO
5 [, 00 (T ) s+ Zx [T ot

2
since L(s, ¢ X ¢) = >, <4 p"’::) has a simple pole at s = 1 whose residue is 1272 [Bum97].
Note that we have a factorization

2 2
> L}E?) = e 3 2 0228 g (s symitg)

n>1 n>1 n’ <(2S)

where ((s) is the Riemann zeta function and

8

L ssym

i lek:n )‘¢(k2)

is the symmetric square L-function attached to (;5, so we have

gw(n)zzﬁ(M) / by)dy = 25”)2 /(1/2) CC((;))L(S,Sym2¢) (é)SG(S)dS,

Then it is known that L(s,sym¢?) is entire and that the following functional equation is satisfied [Shi75):
A(s,symg?) = A(1 — s,5ymg?),

where A(s,sym¢?) is given by
A(s,sym¢?) = 25T (g) T (g + it¢) T (g — it¢) L(s,sym¢?) = (s, ¢*)L(s, symep?). (4.1)

We use approximate functional equation (equation below (32) [LS95] or Theorem 5.3 [IK04]) to represent
L(s,sym¢?) as a smooth finite sum of c4(n)n=* of length at most tHE.

+ans s
n=1

Plugging this into (@], we get a smooth sum of As(n?) whose length is at most X'*¢. Now the proof of
the case when m = 0 follows by following the proof of the case when m # 0.

oo

(s,syme?) ~
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5. PROOF OF THE COROLLARIES

5.1. Quantitative Quantum Ergodicity. In this section, we prove Corollary [[L9 For this purpose, we
first approximate

[ P 2)16(:) v
X
by a shifted convolution sum.

Theorem 5.1. Fiz 1/2> k>0 and L > 1. For any given h € C§°(1/L, L), we have the following estimate
uniformly in 0 < m < tg

/Xpm,h (z)|¢(z)|2dV:t1 > pe)ps(n+m)kmp (L—j)

n#0,—h
+ OAvaE (||h||WA+l,oo (t;1/2+3n+6 4 t*KAJre)) :

for any A >0 and € > 0.
Here k1, is given by:

u 2,2
T (1)) = u/ h (i) cos (m\/u Y ) dy
0 \2m Vu?r —y? Y
To prove Theorem [E.1], we need some lemmas.

Lemma 5.2.

/X Pun ()16 20V = 3 py(n)pg(n +m)Gi, (n,n +m) (5.1)

n#0,—m
where Gy, 1s given by

Gin(ni,ng) = cosh(ﬂ't)/ Kl-t(27T|n1|y)KZ-t(27T|n2|y)h(y)y_1dy. (5.2)
0

Proof. Recall that the Poincaré series is given by

Pon(z)= Y h(lm(yz))e?mmietrs),
YEL\T

for m € Z and h € C§° (0, 00). By unfolding the integral, we may rewrite

[ Pun@)lo Pav
X

as follows:

[ Par@ie@Pd = [ 37 hamlz)ees ) pav

YET \I

1/2 dzd
- / / (ma)lofe + i) 25"

1/2

2

00 1/2 dxd
=cosh(7rt¢)/ h(y)/ e(mx) Zp¢ K, (2m|nly)e(nz) L
0

—1/2 Iy

— cosh(nty) / Thw) Y pe(mpeln + m)Ka, @nlnly)Ke, (2nln + m|y>%

n#0,—m
oo dy
= Y pe(n)pg(n+m) Cosh(ﬂtqb)/ h(y) Kit, (27|nly) K, (27|n + mly)z- O
n#0,—m 0

Now assume for the rest of the section that h is compactly supported smooth function supported in
(1/L, L) for some L > 1, and m < 7 with a fixed constant 0 < r < 1.



26 JUNEHYUK JUNG

Lemma 5.3. For any fited 0 < § < 1 — k, we have

> pe(m)ps(n+m)Gi, n(n,n +m)
n#0,—m

= Z p¢(n)p¢(n+m)Gt¢)h(n,n+m)+O€7L(t;5+e||h||Lm).
Inl>t,~°

Proof. We need the following estimate for Fourier coefficients [Twa90]:

> lps(n)? < Xt (5.3)
n<X

Observe from the asymptotic expansion of the K-Bessel function [EMOTSI] (or Corollary 3.2 of [GRS13])
that when n > Lt, Gy (n,n) is negligible, whereas for n < Lt,

Gi.n(n,n) = cosh(mt) /000 h(y)Kft(%my)%
= cosh(rt) [ h(o/(2mn)) K5 () 2

t—100t/3 dy
< / |h(y/(2mn))|(t* — yz)’l/zg + Ot h| L),
0

and

t—100t1/3 t
/0 |h<y/<2m>>|<t2—y2>*1/2d§ < / |h<y/<2m>>|<t—y>*1/2<t+y>*1/2d;y

< % / |h<y/<2m>>|<t—y>-1/2%

t/(27rn d
™ 71/2—y.
v pIe/ CGmm) =)

We first consider the case when ¢/(2wn) > 2L, for which we have

t/(27rn
vl e/ @mn) - )2 = //L e/ ) + (¢ G = )~/
< @l

When t/(4nL)n < Lt, we have

t/(27rn d Lilk t/(2mn)
- Y Y)llLe= -
o [ /) -y 2 < EEs oy )24y
h o
BRLICIE

Therefore for any thre <X L ty,
ST pem)psn+m)Gey n(mn +m) <o Xt A,
o< |n|,|n+m|<X

so, for any fixed 0 < § < 1 — K, we have

> ps()ps(n+m)Giyn(n,n+m)
n#0,—m

= 3 pempsn+m)Guynlnn +m) + Ocn(t37||A ] o). =
\n|>>t}¢*‘5
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Lemma 5.4. For 0 < k+ 6 < 1, the following holds uniformly in t'~°% < n < Lt and in 0 < m < t*:

Gen(n,n+m) = Kkm n(n+m) +0a1 [Allwa+is (t—2+35+3n + t—nA) .
t t n(n +m)

Here ky,(u) is given by:

ucos(m u2—y2) y )
Fomn (1/11) = h(Z)ydy.
= [ =P () ™
Proof. Let
flr)y= ; h(y) cos(27rry)?.
Then by the formula from [GRI15]
e ™ n? +n2+r2
h(rt K (2 Kiy(2 2rry)dy = ——P 1, | 72—
cosh(t) [ () (2mnay) cos(2mrg)dy = e (M)

and by the asymptotic expansion of the Legendre function P_; /5 from [Dun91], we have

cosh(rt) /000 K (2mny) Ki (27 (n + m)y)h(y)%

2 2
HLT))CIT

= m/ﬁfom Fr)P_yir < om(n+m

- Nﬁ/ﬁ 7r) (W) o (1 (54 Vo=1) ) ar

[RAIP
o <t n(n—i—m)) '

27

Here s = 1 4+ =4 — 1 4+ o. Since f(r) = Oar((1+|r])~?|h|lwace), we may assume that the integral

2n(n+m)

is taken in the range r < t* plus an error term of O4 1,(t~"4||h|lyra+1,)). For such r, a = O, (t?+20-2) =

0k,5,1,(1). Then we have
In(s+vs?2—1)=1In (1+a—|— \/0424—204)

1 2
o+ 042—1-204—5(04—1- a2+2a) +0(a*?)

=va2 +2a—a? —ava?+ 20+ 0(a*?)
=vaZ+2a+ O(a3/2),

and

Va2 +2a =+2a 1+%
:\/%—I—O(oﬁﬂ)

- nTEL;i:L) +0 (QB/Q) ’

From a =0 (t:—;), we conclude that

In(s ++vs2—1) t2r
N =

s2—-1

tln(s+vs2—1) = m1 /m2 +1r2 +0 (t72+36+3n) 7
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hence

<1“+— Vl)) Jo(tln(s + /52 —1))dr

52 —1

m/ﬂ/

t t72+35+3l~€ h o
Jo <(7\/m2+r2> dr—i—OA)L( 1All )

n(n+m) n

e

Now we use the following formula from [GR15]

brs COS (h/\/v —471 y )
2/
0

N cos(2mry)dy = Jo(v\/m),

to obtain

u/ooo f(r)Jo (u\/m2 + T2) dr
N /_ cos (m/u? = 4772
0

— 47r2y2 Y

u VaZ — 2
o [ (jjy ), (L) ay

We combine Lemma [5.2] 5.3, and 5.4 to prove Theorem [B.11

Proof of Theorem [51l From Lemma 5.4 and (5.3]), we have that

> P¢(n)p¢(n+m)Gt¢,h(n,n+m)—ti S pem)ps(n+m)km <M>

1—6 1—6
o Inl>t}

—04, Z lpg(n)py(n +m)| |y asn, e (t—2+36+3n i t—HA)
' n(n+m) ¢ ¢
In|< Lty

=0Oca,L (HhHWAH,m (t;2+35+3n+e " t;,{Aﬂ)) .

Observe that

km,h(u)_lfol/"h(%) (57“22 )?
[ (%V )dy
—/0 h(%) Sy

u

from which we infer that

3N
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When u < 1/(4nL), we reexpress the integral as follows,

b‘

/1/u i) cos (m u=? — yQ) dy
2

(e
/O?’”L . <\/7—x2 ) cos (ma)
(=

:I>—‘
(=)
3

:I»—‘
>

:I>—‘

0

3nL
—= [
0

where g € C§°[1/L, L] is defined by g(z) = h(1/z). Note that | g|lyw~.« <r ||h]ly~.c. From this we deduce
that

:IP—‘

3N

e () < N gl <0 u N s (55)

for u < 1/(4wL). Combining (5.4]) and ([5]), we have

o 12 < N=0

o o (u) <L { (m 4+ DNu N Rfyre N > 1 (5.6)

By mean value theorem and [5.0]

0+2kK
0 (m2t¢”hz||le°°> 0 <t¢+ |h|w1,w> |
n n

and

TN pemp(nt mk (M>—% > potmpetnt mi (1)

t
>t . >t} .
= O (t5 7 B

Theorem [B.] follows by combining this estimate with Lemma [5.3] and then by taking § = 1/2. O
We are ready to prove Corollary [

Proof of Corollary[.9. Assume that |ty — T| < T? with some 1/3 < 6 < 1/2 — k. Then by mean value
theorem and (54)),

| | ol _ Inl
ko (5 ) =kma (5 ) = [ = 7 ) km
’h<t¢ M\ T ty 1)™

|n| [n| (m + )T k||
1 h/ W1l,oo ==
h(T—i—a < T2- g(m+1) 2” . [n] ’
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and so
m n|
T n
-z z po(n)pon+ )l (%)
n#0,—h
+ DTy 2
+0 2+9||h||Loo Z |p¢(n)|2 +0 (m ) - ” ”W1 Z |p¢|(n|)|
0<n< LT 4 o<n<rr "

s n
=7 Z Po(n)pe(n+m)ky, <%> + 0L, (T71+9+K+€||h||wl,oo)

n#0,—h
m | | —1/2+e
== 2 pem)poln+m)kmn (= )+ O (T2 bl )

n#0,—h

where we used (3] and summation by parts.
It is immediate from the definition that k,, ; is supported in [0, L], but it may not be supported away
from 0. Hence we cannot apply Theorem [[.7] directly to the sum

7 X oelmpstn+ mknn (1)

n#0,—h

To handle this difficulty, fix a non-negative function n € C§°[1/2, 2] such that ., n(27z) = 1 for all z > 0.
Consider the following sum

_Z Y ps(n)ps(n+mn (' |) m,h(|—;|)

JEZ n#0,—h

Z > ps(n)ps(n+mn (|2J|>km,h<|—?)

JEZ n#0,—h

27 <T1/?
™ n| n|
tr 2 Y po(m)ps(n+mn < > m,h(?)-
JEL n#0,—h
TY/2<29 <2LT

We bound the first sum using (5.3)):

n n
X X sttt mn (5 )i (1)
JEZ n#0,—h
2J<T1/2

1
T 2
JEZL n#£0,—h,|n|<2T1/2
9i

Le, L T2 R e

P (1) pg (1 + M)k, n ('%') ’

For the second sum, note from (&.5]) that

8N

2J .
aw—N (W(I)km,h (?x)> <<N7L 27JT(1 + m)N”h”WN,ao
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Therefore by Theorem [L7] we have that

2

E . g + ] n] 1227 / 27
o T < hqu( n)pe(n+m)n (2] ) h < 0m— () km.n 7@ ) do
¢ n#0,— | l
<<91€ (m3/2 1)2jT—1+9+62—jT(1 m)BHhHWB,oo < T0+H(B+3/2)+€||h||WB, ,

for some B > 0 depending only on 6, e.
Combining all these estimates and Theorem [5.1] we conclude that
2

S [ Pus@e@ P b S 2 [a(Ge) ks

[ty —T|<T? T1/2<2i <2LT

oo | DD 12| TRy o 4 TRARREIO
T1/2<2i <2LT
<, T0+K(B+3/2)+26Hh”WB’°° +T72KA+2||h||WA’OO'

To complete the proof of Corollary [[L9 for 1/3 < 0 < 1/2 — k, we use ([0 so that

2. 12 <T ) ko, () dx = 2 k@,h(ﬂi)dx +O(T 12|l ).

- 29 ™ Jo
T1/2<2i <2LT
Now
12 ool dydaz
— | k dr = h(=——
= [ kon(e)da W/O /0 ro) A
_ /°° /1h _ dydu
T Jo Jo 27ru2 V1—y?
3 oo
=— h
7T/0 (u) u2
and

3 3 [ d
- / Pm,h(z)dv - 5m,0_ / h(y)_g
™ Jx ™ Jo Y

[ Pan@o@Pav -2 [ Poaeiav
X X

and for given €y > 0, we take 6 = 1/3+¢€0/100, k = €o/(200B +300), € = €,/100 and A = (20008 + 3000) /€

to conclude
/Xpm,h<z>|¢<>|dv/x W)V

>
< > |[Pu@lsErw - [ Pacav

[to—T|<T/3
[te—T|<T?

Now we have

>

‘t¢—T‘<T9

<. T0+H(B+3/2)+26Hh/”WBvOO + T_QRA+2||h||WA,oo,

2

2
Lo, T30 By a oo
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5.2. LP restrictions. In [GRS13], lower bound of the form >> 1 is obtained for

1= / mk<y>|¢<iy>|2d—j,

using arithmetic Quantum Unique Ergodicity theorem, under certain assumptions on k(y). We present how
one can modify the proof in [GRST3] to remove assumptions on k(y) for almost all ¢ using Theorem [[.7]

Proof of Corollary [L.12. Fix a compact geodesic segment 8 = {iy : a < y < b} and let k(y) be a nonnegative
compactly supported smooth function supported in [a, b]. Assume that 0 < k(y) < 1 for y € (a,b), and that
|T — t¢| <7,

Fix a function a € Cg°R™ such that a(x) = 0 for z < 1, a(x) = 1 for x > 2, and 0 < a(z) < 1 for
1 <z <2 Asin (59) [GRS13|, for M = t4/n with the constant 1 to be chosen later, we write

=43 "> pg(m)py(n)a(m/M)G(m,n)

m>1n>1
and
L=4% %" ps(m)ps(n)a(m/M)a(n/M)G(m,n)
m>1n>1
where

G(m,n) = cosh (7Tt¢)/ Kit¢(2ﬂ'my)Kit¢ (2mny)k(y)dy.
0

Then we have I > 211 — Is. We decompose the sum into three parts; IJD is the sum with m = n, Ijs is the
sum with 1 < |m —n| < R, and I} is the sum with [m —n| > R.
Following the proof of Proposition 6.4 of [GRST3|, we find that

_ja3 1 1 _3
| <pap B2/ “ o lpsmP | +R7E (2 D lps(m)PVn

n<Ka,ble n<Ka,ble

and as in (79) [GRS13] this is bounded from above by
Kabn B77 +0(1) (5.7)

uniformly in 7 and R.
Now note from Lemma that

G(m,n) = Gy, yry) (m,n)

and hence following the proof of Theorem [£.1] we may write

n n — € — €
=2 3 Y pemps(n £ m)a (17) bnakw (77) + Onaselllkllwan=(T7V2R + RI=AT).
1<m<Rn>1
and
n ntm n
1<m<Rn>1 [

+ Oaap.c(|lkllwasio (T7V2HR? + RTATS)).
Since a((n +m)/M) — a(n/M) < m/M < nRT~!, we have

B=2 5 Y mwpatnzma () ko (3)

1<m<Rn>1
+ Oap[[Fllwass o (T2 RS 1+ REAT 4 nRT1)).
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For j = 1,2, for any given € > 0 and 1 > 6 > 1/3, we know from Theorem [[7land (5.6) that there exists
sufficiently large B > 0 depending only on € and 6 such that

2

S Y S smestnzma (1) ke (%)

lty—T|<T® |1<m<Rn>1

<R YD D pe(mpsnEm)a (%)jkmﬁyk@) (%>

1<m<R |t,—T|<T0 [n>1
240 B+7/2(1.112
=Ouacn (THOFRET )30 )
We therefore conclude that

S O Samema T BRIkl + bl (T7HRS + R2AT2T140%),
‘t¢—T‘<T€

For given ¢y > 0, we choose 6 = 1/3 + ¢/100 R = T</(1005+400) "¢ — ¢,/100, A = (1000B + 4000) /¢, s0
that

S @O K TV,
[ty—T|<T1/3

so by Chebyshev’s inequality, all but Oy, ,(T/31<) ¢ with |t; — T| < T'/? satisfies
|17 (9)] < T/,

Also for such R, we infer from (B7) that I = og.¢y0,,(1).
For the diagonal term, (78) [GRS13] implies that

oS dy B
= 1P~ / )22+ Ounli ™),

and so we complete the proof of Corollary [[.12] by fixing a sufficiently large 1 depending only on a, b.
O

Proof of Corollary [ 12 Fix 1/100 > €y > 0 and let 6 = 1/3 4 €¢p/4 and € = €p/4. Let ¢ € C5°(1/2,1) be a
test function such that 0 < ¢ (y) <1 and

o- / T by > 1/4.

Then Theorem [ with m = 0 and X = 77"/* implies that there exists a sufficiently large constant A > 0
depending only on # and e that

> Xt () - per

<<€)9 T1+1/4+9+6||1/1H%/VA,00 <<€)9 T1+1/4+9+e,

[ty—T|<TO | n
hence
2 2
2 n 12 1/4 ) n i
S D lsmPe () - e < > Yl () — 40T
[ty—T|<T/3 1 n [ty—T|<T1/3+<0/2 | n

&, TVH1/A+1/3+e0/2
o .

We infer from Chebyshev’s inequality that

S loo(m)Py () - 2ar/s

for all but <, T1H1/4+1/3+e0/2=(1/2=€0/2) — T13/12%<0 forms,

2
< T1/2=e0/? (5.8)
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For ¢ satisfying (B.8]), we have

> lesm) > Z [P (1 ( ) > %T”“ — Ao/t s TR,
n<T1/4 T
To prove Corollary [LTH, recall Equation A.12 of [IS95):
2 2
Z o (2) |2 Z anpy (n)| <K NTC| T Z lon |2 + (N—|— N1/2y) T2 Z ||
T<ty<T+1 n<N n<N n<N

Remark 5.5. Note that the last term in Equation A.12 in the original manuscript [[S95] reads (3 |ozn|2)2,

and it is a typo. The correct term is (3 |an])?, as above.

Assume that z is in a fixed compact set C' C X. Choosing o, = py (n) and N = T4, we have

2 2
0P| Y I )] <o T|T D lpemPP+T* | 3" |ps(n)]
n<T1/4 n<T1/4 n<T1/4

STAT Y lpsm)P+T4 | Y lpem)P | | Y 12
n<T1/4 n<T1/4 n<T1/4

<TY Y Ipp(n)l
n<T1/4

and so
—1/2

o) < T2 Y lpe(n)f?

n<T1/4
Therefore for ¢ satisfying
Yo os ()P > TV, (5.9)
n<T1/4
we have
8 e
sup ¢ (2) | <cee0 ty -
zeC
We complete the proof by choosing € = €. 0

5.3. Application to the number of nodal domains. Finally, we combine Corollary [[L12]1 and Corollary
T.15] to prove Theorem [I.2

Proof of Theorem[.2, Fix a geodesic segment 5 C {iy : y > 0}, and assume that it is given by {iy : a <
y < b}. Let My (¢) be the maximum of period integrals of ¢ taken over segments of 3,
My (¢) =  sup

/ ¢ (iy)
a<oy<az<b

Let Sg(¢) be the number of sign changes of ¢ along 3. Denote by a<&1(9) <&(P) < ... <Esye)(d) <b
the zeros of ¢(iy) on the interval (a,b) where ¢(iy) changes sign. Put {o(¢) = a and {g,(¢)4+1 = b. Then we

have
b Ss(O)+1] 1g5(9)
[istlay =3 | [ stivay
a j=1 5]'71((75)
Sp(¢)+1
< Z M:(9)
j=1
hence

Nl 1y < M (o) (Sp () +1),
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From Equation (6) in [GRS13], we have
B 1
NP (6) > 585 (6) +1,

and so it is sufficient to consider Sg (¢).
Firstly, recall from Section 6.3 of [GRSI3] that one may bound M (¢) in terms of integral of Maass
L-function as follows:

_ 2ts 1 _ 1
M (¢) < td,l/‘**ﬁ/ ‘L (5 +it,¢) ‘ (1+ [t —tg])"/* min {1, ;} dt + e~ (5.10)
0

for some constant ¢ > 0. Assuming that T' < t, < T'+ 1, we may rewrite (5.10) as

2(T+1) . 1
M, (¢) <. T—1/4+f/ L <§ + it,¢) ‘ (1+ [t —T))"*min {1, ;} dt +e T, (5.11)
0

Now note that
2(T+1) 2
2 —1/2+2¢ L. =174 1 —2¢T
M (¢)° <. T L §+zt,¢ (1+1t—=T) min 1,; dt| +e
0

2(T+1) 1
gT*l/Mf/ (1+|t—T|)1/4min{1,¥}dt
0

2(T+1) 1 2
x / L (— + it,¢>
0 2

by Cauchy-Schwartz inequality. Recall an average version of Lindelof Hypothesis for Hecke-Maass L-
Yo e

functions [Jut04]
1
L (5 +it, ¢>
T<t¢<T+l

Applying (3), we find that for 0 < ¢ < 2(T + 1),

1
L=+t
> [e(3+mo)
Combining these two estimates, we obtain

T<ty<T+1
2 e [P ~1/4 . 1
> Mi(¢)? < TV / (14|t —T)) mln{l,;}dt
0

_ 1
(14|t —TJ) 1/4min{1, ;} dt + e~ 2T,

2 €
<. (T + t2/3)1+ .

2
< T,

T<ty<T+1
2(T+1) 1 2 n 1
></ Z L(§+it,¢) A+)t—T) min{l,;}dt—i—e‘cr‘r
0 T<ty<T+1
2T+1) T 1 2
L T3 / A+]t—T]) Y min{l,;}dt +e T,
0
Note that
2(T+1) 1
/ (1+|t—T|)_1/4min{1,¥}dt
0
T/2 1 2(T+1) 1
:/ 1+t — T|)1/4min{1, —} dt+/ 1+ |t—T))~ " min{l, —} dt
0 t T/2 t
T/2 1 2(T+1)
<<T*1/4/ min{l,—}dt—i—Tl/ 1+ |t—T]) " at
0 3 T/2

<7~ log T,
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from which we conclude that

> Mi(¢)° < T,

T<ty<T+1
hence

Z ]\41 (¢)2 <<E T1/3+€.
|T—ty|<T1/3
Now fix 1/12 > ¢y > 0. We infer from Chebyshev’s inequality that
Mi(g) <t,/7"e"?
for all but O, (T'*/3~/2) forms in {¢ : [t, —T| < T*/*}. Recall from Corollary [IZ with e = 2/3 that all
but O (T') even forms in {¢ : |t, — T| < T/3} satisfy
[161172(5) >5 1
and from Corollary [[T5 with € = €q/2 that all but O, (T*3/12+<0/2) forms in {¢ : |ty — T| < T/3} satisty

3/8+ 2
1]l e 8y <peo £ T

Therefore for all but O, (T'*/2~¢/2) even forms in {¢ : |ty — T| < T/?} satisfy
2
Mz o 1225 1/8—co

> g0t
M) = 8= Milg) ~ 7
This completes the proof of Theorem O

SB(¢) +1>

Remark 5.6. It is conjectured that L -norm of a Maass form in a fixred compact set is bounded from above
by t5, for any € >0 [IS95). If this conjecture were true, then it follows automatically that

b
/ |9 (iy) [Pdy <p,e t5- (5.12)

Now recall the Holder’s inequality:
- 2(p—1
LR LA > 017
for p > 2. In the proof of Theorem [, we used p = +o0o to obtain a lower bound of the form >>. t;B/Sﬁ for

the L'-restriction. This can be improved if we know [B12) for some p > 2, and would yield a lower bound
of the form >, t;é, which s essentially optimal.
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