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Abstract

In this paper we establish a very flexible and explicit Voronoi summa-
tion formula. This is then used to prove an almost Weyl strength sub-
convexity result for automorphic L-functions of degree two in the depth
aspect. That is, looking at twists by characters of prime power conductor.
This is the natural p-adic analogue to the well studied t-aspect.
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1 Introduction

This paper adds another result to the vast family of subconvex bounds for L-
functions. However, we not only generalize a quite recent subconvexity result for
degree two L-functions, we also work out a very versatile version of the Voronoi
summation formula which hopefully has other applications in the future. Before
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we state our results we will give a brief introduction to the subconvexity problem
for automorphic L-functions.

Let L(s) be an L-function in the sense of [9] and let C(s) be its analytic
conductor. Then the Pharagmén-Lindel6f principle implies the bound

1 1 .
L(5 +it) <e 0(5 +it)ate. (1.1)

Due to the nature of the Pharagmén-Lindelof principle this bound is commonly
referred to as convexity bound. The subconvexity problem for L(s), in its most
general form, is the problem of improving upon (1)) in the exponent. The best
possible bound one may hope for is

L(% +it) < C(% +it)".
This is known as the Lindel6f conjecture and is a corollary of the Riemann
Hypothesis for L(s).

While there are very little results towards the subconvexity problem for gen-
eral L-functions, there is a huge amount of literature dealing with special cases
and special families. For example, the subconvexity problem for automorphic
L-functions of GLs over number fields has been solved completely, with non-
specific exponent, in the ground breaking work [12]. On the other hand, it has
become a big business to obtain best possible numerical values for the expo-
nent. Establishing strong subconvex bounds in a single aspect of the analytic
conductor or for special automorphic L-functions has become a benchmark for
the tools in use. Examples for such developments are the following. In [5] the
bound

1 13
C(5 +it) < (1+ ERS

demonstrates the strength of the decoupling method. This might be thought of
as the t-aspect (or archimedean aspect) of the subconvexity problem for a very
special L-function. A possible p-adic version of this has been considered in [13].
There it has been shown that
1
L(ﬁ’ X) <ep gO-1645+¢
for a Dirichlet character x of level ¢ = p™. This has been achieved by introducing
an elaborate treatment of p-adic exponential pairs. The two bounds discussed
so far are numerically very strong but work only for a very limited family of
degree one L-functions. One out of many results concerning L-functions of GL4
is

1
L(5 it f) <ge (14 ]t])5

for a holomorphic modular form f of full level. This is initially due to Good [g].
Another proof was later supplied by Jutila [IT]. Recently the family to which this
bound applies was enlarged by [4]. Indeed, the authors, relax the assumption on
f in the sense that they allow arbitrary level and central character. The p-adic
analogue of this problem was considered by Blomer and Mili¢evié in [3]. They
show that

1
L5 +it,x @ f) <gpe (1+ [t])3ps g,



where f is a holomorphic or Maaf3 cuspidal newform of full level and x is a
Dirichlet character modulo ¢ = p™ for p > 2. Our contribution to the subcon-
vexity problem, similarly to the one in [4], is to widen the family for which the
above estimate holds. We will show the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a cuspidal holomorphic or Maaf newform of level N
and central character w. Furthermore, let x be a Dirichlet character of conductor
I™ for some prime 1 satisfying (I,2N) =1 and n > 5. Then

1 5
L(5 +it, X @ f) g (1+ [t 21FHGHO,
As in [3] this result will follow from a more general estimate for smooth sums
of Hecke eigenvalues of automorphic forms. We will now state this result and
refer to Subsection [L.T] below for notation that was not yet introduced.

Theorem 1.2. Let | be an odd prime, n; > 10 even, and w be a cuspidal

automorphic representation of conductor NI™ such that the lth component m

of m is isomorphic to xi |-|;* B xi|-|;* for some character x;: Q — C* of
ni

conductor . Further, let F' be a smooth function with support in [1,2] that

satisfies FY9) < Z7 for some Z > 1. Then

L= Z Ar(M)F (%) Lroe Zgl%M%l(%-i-e)nl,
nez

for all M > 1 and all € > 0.

We will prove this in Section B below, following exactly the same strategy as
in [3]. The novelty, which makes our generalization work, is a new version of the
Voronoi summation formula. Such formulae play an important role in modern
number theory, see [14] for a very nice introduction. Our approach to Voronoi
summation is based on ideas outlined in [I7]. The result is a very technical
formula stated in Theorem [2.1] below. The upshot is that we do not need any
coprimality conditions between the denominator of the additive twist and the
level of the automorphic form. A similar summation formula, with a different
proof, has been used in [4].

There are several natural generalizations of Theorem [[.2] that come to mind.
Indeed, with a bit more work one should be able to relax the prescribed shape
at the place [. Indeed it seems possible to deal with m; = xmy for some fixed
twist-minimal representation 7y of GL2(Q;) and some non-trivial character .

Another interesting aspect would be to optimize the N dependence in The-
orem In our estimates we have been very wasteful in that aspect and we
have thus included the N dependence in the implied constant. However, one
might be able to use explicit evaluations of ramified Whittaker new vectors in
order to get the N-dependence into a reasonable range.

Finally, it is clear how to adapt our approach to the Voronoi summation
formula to the number field setting. It would certainly be interesting to see if
it is possible to work out a version of Theorem over number fields.

Acknowledgements. I would like to thank A. Booker for suggesting this
problem. I also want to thank A. Corbett for many valuable discussions on this
and related topics. Finally I thank the referee for many comments which helped
to improve this paper significantly.



1.1 Notation and prerequisites

Throughout this paper we will only consider the base field Q. Its places, includ-
ing the archimedean place oo, are usually denoted by p. Each place p comes
with the local field Q,. For p < oo these fields are non-archimedean and we
denote their ring of integers by Z,, and the unique maximal ideal by p. We
choose uniformizers w, and normalize the absolute value by |w,|, = p~ L. The
corresponding valuation on Q, is determined by v,(ww) = 1. Further, we equip
the local fields Q,, with two measures. First of all, we consider the Haar mea-
sure [, on ((@p, +). If p < oo, these measures will be normalized such that
Up(Zy) = 1. On Q. = R we take p to be the standard Lebesgue measure. The
second measure is the Haar measure y,; on (Q;, x). If p < o0, it is explicitly
i

p
tor of the Riemann zeta function. In particular, one has ji; (Z)) = 1. At the

archimedean place co we simply choose pu% = ﬁi The adele rzing (resp. idele
ring) over Q will be denoted by A (resp. A™) and is equipped with the product
measure p (resp. p*).

We fix additive characters ¢, on Q, such that the global additive character
1 = Qpp is Q-invariant. Furthermore, at p = oo we take Yoo (x) = e(z) =
e?™@ and we assume that 1, is trivial on Z, but non-trivial on p~! for every
p < co. For a Schwartz-Bruhat function f € S(Q,) we define the p-adic Fourier

transform by

given by p = tp, where (,(s) = (1 — p~*)~! denotes the local Euler fac-

fo=c [ f@ueiie), - {1 Lo
Qp \/—2—7‘_ I p = 0.
Note that our measures are normalized to be self-dual with respect to ;.

For p < oo let ,X denote the set of all multiplicative characters f: @; — St
such that u(w,) = 1. We also write ,X,, (resp. ,X,) for the set of characters
w € »X with exponent-conductor a(u) < n (resp a(p) = n). At the archimedean
place we define .. X = {1,sgn}. These are exactly those characters u: R* — St
which are trivial on R. Every quasi-character p: (@; — C* can be decomposed

as = ||; to for some t € C and some pg € ,X. A global homomorphism
x: QF\AX — C* will be called a Hecke character. Note that each y € ;X

1—p(—1)
2

induces a Hecke character x, defined by x, = Hp Xpu,p With X,,00 = sgn

and
k) ula) ifp=1,
Xup(ap”) = { kit p AL

for p < oo,a €.

A very useful tool is the p-adic logarithm log,,, which can be defined on the
set 1 +p C Z, via the well known Taylor series of the logarithm. As in the
archimedean setting the p-adic logarithm is useful in order to translate between
multiplicative and additive oscillations. Indeed, for u, € ,X,, k> 0and z € Z,,
we have

«
pp(1+wpx) =y (w“:; log,, (1 + me)) (1.2)
P

for some o, € sz . In particular, if k > %, one can safely truncate the logarithm



after the first term and obtain

pp(1 4 wpz) = by (M) '

n
wp

Finally, it will be useful to have a shorthand notation to deal with several
places at once. For every M € N we define

:ng( ||M—H|| and (m, M) Hpvp(m)

p|M p|M pIM

We also write p for a M-tuple of characters p, € ,X. Since we can always
complete the tuple to all p by inserting the trivial character at the remaining
places, we dropped M from the notation. One evaluates these tuples as as

follows:
) = H pip(p) = H fip (p)-
p<oo p| M

It is important not to confuse these tuples with Hecke characters. However, we
can define the associated Hecke character

Xp = H Xpp-

p<oo

Let R be a commutative ring with 1. In our case R will be either Q, Q,, or
A. We set G(R) = GL2(R) and define the subgroups

Z(R):{z(r):(g 2>:TERX}, A(R):{a(r):(g ?):TGRX},

N(R) = {n(x) - ((1) ”1”) ‘x € R} and B(R) = Z(R)A(R)N(R).

We use the following compact subgroups of G(R) which depend on the under-
lying ring R. Define

K, = GLy(Z,) for p < o0,
Ko = 02(R),
K = ][] K, cG®)
p<oo

At the non-archimedean places, p < oo, we also need the congruence subgroups

1+ @ Z, Z,
Kl,p(n):Kpﬂ{ “p ]

YA

Finally we denote the long Weyl element by

=(5o)

Let us briefly describe the measures on the groups in use. Locally, we will
stick to the measure convention from [I5]. This means, we use the identifications
N(R) = (R,+), A(R) = R*, and Z(R) = R* to transport the measures defined



on the local fields to the corresponding groups. Further, we take ux, to be the
probability Haar measure on K,,. Globally, we choose the product measure on
K, N(A) and A(A) coming from the previously defined local measures. The
measure on G(A), in Iwasawa coordinates, is given by

()
/ f(9)du(g) / / / (na(y)k)dpn s (n ) dpre (k).
Z(ANG(A) ax I | |

In this work 7 will usually denote a cuspidal automorphic representation of
G(A) with central (Hecke) character w,. That is an irreducible constitute of the
right regular representation on L2, (G(Q)\G(A),wy). It is well known that we

can factor
™= Q)
p<oo

where 7, are irreducible, admissible, unitary representations of G(Q,). These lo-
cal representations come with several invariants. For example, the log-conductor
n, = a(mp) and the local central character wy ,. The contragredient representa-
tion will be denoted by 7,. Note that 7, = w;éﬂrp. Attached to m, there are the
usual suspects €(4,7,) and L(s,m,). The representations of G over local fields
are completely classified. More precisely, we know that each smooth unitary
irreducible infinite dimensional representation  of G(Q,) belongs to one of the
following families.

1. Twists of Steinberg: m, = xSt, for some unitary character x. In this
case we have wy, = x? and a(m,) = max(1,2a(x)). Furthermore, the
L-factor as well as the e-factor are given by

L(s,mp) = Lis Hp) iEx =1, ande(l,ﬂp): - =1
1 if x #1, 2 e(3,x)?* ifx#L

2. Principal series: 7, = x1 H X2, for characters x; and x2. In particular,
a(m) = a(x1) + a(x2) and wxp, = x1x1. Concerning the L-factor we know

1 1

(5) Xl)e(_a

1
L(Saﬂp) = L(Saxl)L(Sa)(Q) and 6(5’71.1)) =€ 2

X2)-

3. Supercuspidal representations: If 7, is supercuspidal then L(s, 7)) =
1. The other invariants are slightly more difficult to describe. Since it is
not necessary for this work we will not go into further detail.

This list can be extracted from [I0] and [I6]. Note that the characters
X1, X2 appearing in unitary principal series representations are usually unitary
themselves. However, if x1|Z§ = X2|Z; one might encounter situations where
Ixi(wp)| # 1. In this case one is dealing with p-adic complementary series.
Unfortunately we can not exclude these representations from our discussion as
the Ramanujan conjecture for G(A) is not yet known in full generality.

To any automorphic representation m we attach its (incomplete)-L-function

m) =[] L(s.mp) =D An(n)n™* for R(s) > 1.

p<oo neN



This function has a meromorphic continuation and satisfies the functional equa-
tion

L(s,moo) L(s,m) = | [ €(s:mp) | L(1 = 5, 700) L(1 — 5, 7).

p<oo

The conductor of 7 is given by Hp <oo p®(™») This is not to be confused with
the analytic conductor of 7 mentioned in the introduction.

It is well known that in our case each m is generic. Thus, there exists a
(unique) ¢-Whittaker model W(r). This allows us, after fixing a suitable nor-
malization, to associate to each ¢ in the representation space of m a Whittaker
function Wy € W(m,v). If ¢ € L2, (G(Q)\G(A),w) is a cuspidal function

transforming according to 7 the associated Whittaker function is given by the
global Fourier coefficient

Wolg)= [ olng)v (w)in.
N(@\N(4)

The twist y7 of an automorphic representation m by a Hecke character y is
also an automorphic representation. It has central character y2w, and its local
constitutes are given by x,m,.

At last, we introduce two more notions. By 7’ we denote the automorphic
representation obtained from 7 by passing (essentially) to the contragredient at
the places p | b. More precisely,

7l = X, 17, forwqp= | | Wr p-
7,b
plb

More generally, we define
(M) = XuT-

These constructions may seem quite artificial. However, they will prove useful
later on. Even more, the first construction is closely related to the theory of
Atkin-Lehner involutions for classical newforms.

2 A Voronol summation formula

In this section we use the machinery of automorphic representations to produce
a very flexible Voronoi-type formula. In particular we want to produce a sum-
mation formula which relates a smoothed sum of Hecke eigenvalues to a dual
sum which involves Hecke eigenvalues of twisted automorphic forms. To this end
let m be a cuspidal automorphic representation with conductor NI™ and central
character w;. The L-function of the associated contragredient representation is
given by
L(s, ) = Y _ Ar(n)n "
neN

Our summation formula will feature the following ingredients. The main objects
of interest are the Hecke eigenvalues A;(n). Furthermore, we will allow addi-
tive twists oo (Com) for (o € Q satisfying v;(¢p) > 0. Finally, we fix smooth,
compactly supported test functions W: R — C and W;: Q; — C.



In the following we will build on the ideas described in [I7] to derive an
explicit Voronoi summation formula which is well suited for our application to
the subconvexity problem. On the way we will use results from [1I] to treat the
places dividing N. Our method to implement the l-adic test function W; owes
a great deal to the work [7].

The main theorems of this section are stated at its very end. The reason
for this is, that one should view this chapter as a recipe for generating explicit
Voronoi formulae. We start of with the following fundamental identity.

Lemma 2.1. Let ( € A and let ¢ be a cuspidal function transforming according
to w. Then we have

vezg;xw% W¢(( )) EXQ;X%(( ) (1§ ?)) (2.1)
for Wy(g) = Wy(wtg™?).

This is essentially [I7, Theorem 3.1]. Similar identities are also used in [6l
Section 3.

Proof. We start by writing down the Whittaker expansion for ¢ with respect to
P

o(65) = 2wl %)= Zm (b V)6 )

vyeQ* yEQX

> (oW, ((g ?)) -

v€Q*

Then we observe that

(6 5) =ea (e )

where 1(g) = ¢("g ™).
We finish the proof by writing down the Whittaker expansion of 1¢ with
respect to :

(L) = w0 9) (L 9)

y€Q*

- 2w (G )

y€Q*

It is an easy calculation to check Wy = W,,. Indeed,

Wolg) = Wylwtg™) = /N PR

- / plw'n=tg LY o(w' (ng)~ ) (m)dn
(Q\N(A)

Q\N(A)

N / ¢ (ng) " (n)dn = Ww(g)'
N@\N ()



We will now proceed by choosing ¢ and ¢ such that the left hand side takes
the desired shape. In our case this choice is motivated by our application to the
subconvexity problem. The next step will be to compute the right hand side as
explicit as possible.

2.1 Setting up the left hand side

We choose ¢ such that
We =[] Wew (2.2)

p<oo

is a pure tensor. Thus, we can treat each place on its own.
Since the Kirillov model of 7o, contains the space of Schwartz functions we
can choose Wy, « such that, for all v € R*, we have

Wooe (3 1)) = wnm) b W),

for Wy, € C2°(R*) with support in Ry.
At all the finite places p { IN we choose ¢ such that Wy, is the spherical
1p-Whittaker new vector Wi ,, of 7, normalized such that W3 (1) = 1. Indeed,

forve@;,

FR
Xe(pr M) |y]2 if up(y) >0,
0 else.

Ws.p(a(7)) = Wi p(a(v)) = {

If p # [ divides the level N, we will consider three cases. Recall from [I5]
Lemma 2.5] that, for k € Z and v € Z,;,

§(@p)p~" if k>0 and 7, = £ ® St with a(§) =0,
Wi (a(who)) = w;r,p(v)m(wfp)p—% if k>0 and 7, = x1 B x2 for a(x1) > a(x2) =0,
1 ? wz,p(v) if k=0and L(7p,s)=1,
0 else,

where W3, is the normalized 1),-Whittaker new vector of 7,. We set
Wop(g9) = Wi p(g) if p # 1 divides N.

At the place [ we choose ¢ so that

Woi(a(y)) = waa(y) |1IE Wi(),

for a smooth (i.e. locally constant) function W;: Q; — C with support in Z;.
As in the archimedean case this is possible because the Kirillov model of 7;
contains the space of Schwartz-Bruhat functions, which in this case are exactly
the smooth compactly supported functions on Q;°.

We still have to pick (. We define (o, = 0 and set

gﬁn = (407§07§05 o ) ;
for (o € Q such that v;({o) > 0. With this choice we have

"/)(Cm> = wﬁn(gﬁnm)"/}oo (0) = wﬁn(gﬁnm) = 1/}00 (7(07’)1) .



for every m € Q.
We conclude that the left hand side of (2.1 (with our choice of ¢) equals

> PO, ((7 (1’)) =D A ((m lm)) Voo =Com) Wos (m) Wi (m).

~EQX meN

2.2 Computing the right hand side
With the choices made above Lemma [2.1] yields the identity
1 0
X e (Gt oo = 32 we (5 9) (L 1))
meN yEQX

We want to compute the right hand side as explicit as possible. To this end we
observe that

w6 ) Ce )= (o )6 )
(o 5m) e )= e (G 3) (o 1)) e

p<oo

The first equality follows directly from the definition and the second one uses Q-
invariance of the central character. The upshot is that we can do the remaining
computations place by place.

2.2.1 The unramified places p{IN

In this case we have Wy p(a(y)) = Wi p(a(v)) and 7, is unramified. Thus, if
vp(¢p) > 0, we obtain

wer (3 ) (6 9) - wa((1)

12 A= (p2 ) if 7 € Zp,
0 else.

If v,(¢p) < 0, the simple computation

1 Gy (1 0 A T e N At | 0 1
) G e O B A I )
implies
G )6 9)-6 )0 DE L)
0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1)\-1 =G/

Thus we arrive at

We ((g ‘j) w (é %)) = 6o (=1G Wy <a<v<p1> <_} f}))

= (3G Nors =Wy (6062 (1 1)) 2.9

10



By right- K-invariance, the expression above simplifies to

Wou (5 1w (s §)) =6 wmnt-omes (75 1))

l -2 . —
wp(_'VCp_I)Wfr,p(_Cp) % ; )‘fr(pvp(%p )) if U;D('ch %) >0,

0 else.

2.2.2 The ramified non-archimedean places p | N, p # 1

We now turn to the ramified places. The presence of arbitrary additive twists
requires a careful analysis of ramified Whittaker new vectors. We carry this out
by using several results from [I].

Fort € Z, 1 € Ny and v € Z, we define

wt 0 1 vt 0 wt
= p p — p
gt.lv ( 0 1) w (0 1 -1 —vw;l ’

Then we observe that the matrix at which we want to evaluate Wy, is

1 -1
Gt 0.u-1 % if v,(¢p) > 0 and v = uew},
(7 o)w(1 g,,) w 0
0 1 0 1 <1 0)
gtlu—1v
u

0

if ¢, = vw;l and v = uw;.

Since the matrices on the right are always in K p(co) we can use the finite
Fourier expansion (better known as ¢ ;(4)-expansion) to calculate the value of
W p» explicitly. This has been studied extensively in [I].

Let n, = v,(N). Then we treat several subcases which feature different
behavior. We set

No= [ p»Mi= II prandha= [ » (25
p|N, p|N, p|N,
—vp(¢p)<0 0<—vp(Cp)<np np<—vp(Cp)

In order to use the results from [I] we have to re-normalize our representation
mp. To do so we fix an unramified character &, such that Werln, (wp) = 1.

If p | No, we have

Wou (a0 (5 ) =6 0Wers, Gnsor00) = 60w, call)

[ eBom) e [F A ) i () 2 0,
0 else.

This follows from the explicit evaluation of ¢; (1) given in [I]. For a complete
classification of the constants ¢; ;(u,) see Appendix [Al

Remark 2.1. The case v,((p) > 0 at ramified places can be treated in general
using the theory of Atkin-Lehner operators. This leads the same result as our
ct,0(1) approach. See [17, Section 6] for details.

11



If p | N7 the situation is slightly more complicated. We define

_1
Ep(1, ) = |'Y|p ? nglﬁp (9t,0u—10)- (2.6)
We have the following result towards the support of these coefficients.

Lemma 2.2. For v,(7y) < min(2v,(¢p), —np + vp((p)) we have

E;D('Ya Cp) = 0

Proof. This follows directly from the explicit formulas given in [I, Lemma 3.1,
3.3, 3.4, 3.5 and 3.6]. O

Thus, we can write

Wy.p (a(y)w <(1) Clp)> _ {|7|§ SNE(: ), M vp(v) = —np +0p(G),

0 else.

If, for the global application, it is not necessary to keep track of N; depen-
dence it can be useful to expand &£,(7,(p) in terms of ¢ ;(p,). We will follow
this path later on. However, if one is interested in keeping track of possible
cancellation coming from these places, one has to work more carefully. In this
scenario one can obtain completely explicit formulas involving p-adic oscilla-
tions if one evaluates ng%p. Such evaluations have been given in [I] in several
special cases.

Finally, if p | N3, we make the following observation.

Lemma 2.3. Let —v((,) > n, then

v 0 1 ¢
v (3 1) (0 9))
_ {wﬂ,p (=G v (—761) th‘Q\f Ae(p? %), i uy(v¢%) > 0,

0 else.

Proof. For I > n we have the decomposition
0 1 _ n— 1 14+ov1pm
Gt <pn 0) = n(—v""p")2(vp" ) g—nt21,0,0 <0 71)_227 > :
Thus, using [I5, Lemma 2.17, Corollary 2.27, Proposition 2.28] the claimed

expression is reduced to the evaluation of ¢;_y497,0(1) given in the appendix. O

This completes the treatment for ramified non-archimedean places away from
[ for now.

2.2.3 The special place p =1

At this place we are dealing with a Whittaker function which is not necessarily
a new vector. To evaluate this function away from the diagonal we will use
the local functional equation. Note that this approach enables us to include a
non-archimedean test function at any place [. In particular, we can treat the
case when 7 ramifies at [.

12



We define

Z(W,s, up) =/QX W (a(y)) () [yl 2 4%y,

for a multiplicative character i, € ,X, a Schwartz-Bruhat function W, and some
complex number s with sufficiently large real part. Then the local functional
equation is

Z(@p(w)W, 1 = s, iy twi )

Z(Wasa:up) ,p
L(1— s, pip ')

L(Sv Mpﬁp)

e(s, upTp) =
Since 1), is unramified, we have

~ 1 _s)a(up,7 1 ~
e(s, ppity) = plz =)ok p)f(§7ﬂpﬂp)-

The upshot is, that the latter e-factors have absolute value 1.
Recall that we want to evaluate

wer (5 2) (0 9))

Thus, we define W = 7,(n((,))Wy,p so that the local functional equation reads

/@x W (a(y)wn(G)) wm ot~ () [y]} ™ d*y

L(1 — s, p, ')

~ Z(W, s, ip).
Lo piy) 2050 Hp)

= 6(57 Mpﬁp>

The latter Z-integral can be computed, because on the diagonal Wy, , is given
by W;. To do so we will apply p-adic Mellin inversion to this formula. Recall
that the Mellin transform is defined by

DSV 1) = 1901 (1, 5) = /QX F@mp () lyl, .

The inverse Mellin transform is given by

= log(p _ o8 (7) . —i
i) = B S ) [ Fio ) .
HpEpX ~ log(p)

Indeed, see [7, Proposition 7.1.4], these transforms satisfy
MoM=MoM ' =1.

It will be useful for us to split the inverse transform into two pieces. We define
the pre-Mellin inversion by

IR log(p) (@@ -
009 = 2 [ i) ol

~ Tog(p)

13



This leads to the definition

Bo () = log(p) /w&p) L(1 — K —it, 7p)
e 27 = L(k+it,mp)

" Tog(p)

lyl, " dt.

Indeed, B, turns out to be a very valuable p-adic special function in this
context. For example, if L(s,m,) = 1 = L(s,7p), then

By, «(y) = 1 (y~!), forevery k €R. (2.7)

The other extreme appears for 7, unramified. In this case we have

lyl, * Pr(—vp(y)) if y=! € Zy,
_1 _ e _
B ( ) _ p 2 (wmp(wp>p 1A7~r(p) - )\’ﬂ‘(p)) lf Yy ! € wp ! ng (2 8)
.3 W = -1 if 1 -2 7 :
wﬂ—vp(wp)p oy S wp D
0 else,
with

Pr(vp() = Az (0 @) — p7 Ar(p) Az (0T W)) + wre ()0 2 A5 (07T W)).

We are finally ready to evaluate Wy ,. The assumption supp(W;) C Z;
makes our life a lot easier. Indeed,

MW (1p, s) = [MWV] (1, 0) for alls € C.

Furthermore, we make the simplifying assumption v;(¢,) > 0. The local func-
tional equation set up as above reads

(MW p(a(-)wn(Cp))] (pap, it)

1 L(L +it, pupy)
= e(= —it, pu ) —2——TPPL 9] (), O).
(2 Ky p)L(%—it,uglﬂ'p)[ 1] (11, 0)

In this situation we can compute the pre-Mellin inversion explicitly in terms of
B, %, %(s)- After completing the process of Mellin inversion we arrive at

pTp)

— —a T — 1 — Wr,p
Won(a@ion(G)) = 37 wp(y™)B, 1y, 4 (@, ™y ey ) O] (1),
pp€pX

This defines a p-adic version of the Hankel transform. We define

_1 . 1
HWiy) = lyl, * Y ()B4 (@, Wy e(5, g )[R (1),
HpEpX
(2.9)
Thus, we have

Wep(aly)wn(Q)) = lyl2 HWi(y).

We will encounter a similar formula at the archimedean places. The p-adic
Hankel transform has the following properties.

14



Lemma 2.4. If for some k > 1
Wi(x +yl®) = Wi(z) for all x € Z] ,y € Zy,
then one can restrict the p,-sum in 239) to p, € | X,. Furthermore,
supp(HW,;) C wlmin(_%’_a(m» Z;.

Proof. The first statement is a simple consequence of the following computation.
For p, satisfying a(u,) > k we have

W) = Y Wil / o (y)d*y = 0.
w€Z) J(1+1% 7)) 1+~ 2y

The second statement follows from the first one together with the support prop-

erties of B#;IWZ e O

2.2.4 The archimedean places

At co the action of the element w in the archimedean Kirillov model is given by
the Hankel transform:

e (5 9 D) (6 9

. 1 dx
= [ rlen) el W)
RX X

The function jz - can be computed explicitly and it turns out that, if 7 is a
discrete series representation of weight k& > 2 with central character sgn®,

i) = {Qwik\/ﬂJk_l(élﬂ\/ﬂ) if y >0,

0 ify <0.
If oo = || B ||~ then we have
. Jior (47 —J_jor(4m .
B L
v 4 cosh(mr) /Tyl Kz, (47 /Tyl)  if y < 0.

These expressions also hold for complementary series 7,, which appear when r
is imaginary. To shorten notation later on we write

HiWoo(y) = /R TE . (my/zy)We (z)da, (2.10)

for y > 0. Where we set

47 y2
+ .
= —Jx +
‘-7oo,r€(y) Y J#,00 < 167T2)

and x is k — 1 in the case of discrete series and 2r for principal series or comple-
mentary series. We choose this notation to be compatible with [3]. In particular,
at infinity, we have

0 1 (o 1

15



2.3 Summary

The following proposition summarizes our findings from the previous subsec-
tions.

Proposition 2.1. Let 7 be a cuspidal automorphic representation with conduc-
tor NI™ and central character wy. Furthermore, let § € Q, Wo, € C°(Ry),
and for some prime L 1b let W, € S(Q;) with support in Z;. We define No, Ny
and No as in [23). Furthermore, we set

b
bl = (baNl)a b2:(b5N§O)a bO:—a
b1b2
1
n(m,a,b) = H 6(5,71';0) H wrp(—ab), and
p|No p|bo N2
m a
E(m
= & <b1N1) <b2b2N0b1N1 b>
pIN:
where the local function &, is defined in (2.6). Then
a m
Z e (*Em) Ar (W) Woo (m)Wi(m)
meN
n(m, a,b) alNoNy m
l° Ao | /=
bob2vN0 Z Z ( " hobs ) ™ ((m,Nfo))
c€EZ mEL,
(m,l):l

1€ |m| 1¢|m]| a
Hgnm)Wee | 5 | HWi | g | € (16m, ) .
Hsgn(m) <bgb%b1N1N0)H l<b%b%b1N1N0 ( " b)

This proposition is already a very robust tool with many interesting features.
However, it has the caveat that the contribution from the places p | Ny is
hidden in the mysterious term £. In order to make our formula more suitable
for applications we will now unfold this error using local Fourier analysis.

Theorem 2.1. Under the assumptions of Proposition [Z1] we have

mze:Ne (_%m) A (ﬁ) Wao (m)Wy(m)
aboba No Nj (,_L)

fC b;;\(;iz Z H(\/# Z ﬁNl,M,bl,ml)

cEZL FLEH plby P 17p(b1) ml‘Nao

Ni(p) e, alNoNy
.)\(WNQ)M <m1 b1N1 Z ell mim b0b2 )\(ﬂ,NQ)M (m)

meZ,
(m,INy)=1
1°my |m)| [“mam
. Woo | 5~ | HWi 3~~~ | -
Hsgrnm) (b%b%b1N1No i bgb%blNlNO

For some constants C(mn,, pb, b1, m1) € C satisfying

64+

|C(mny s s b1, ma)| <y m (2.11)
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Proof. The idea, taken from [I5] (11)], is to expand

nglﬁp(gt,k,v): Z etk (tp) iy (V)

HpEp Xk

for each p | N1. The constants ¢ x(up) depend on the underlying representation
7p and have been described in Appendix[Al Using these expansions we can write

aboba N1 N !
. a p(RE) Ni(p)
E(ZCmv _) = §N1(1) Z = )\Xuﬁ' m
b well, 220 o) b1V (1) b1 Ny

'C(ﬂ'Nl,[J/, b17 (m7 Nfo))a

for
Ni(p) = [ p*temo)tomm,
pIN1
oo ~ m —1 / 75“1’%’)
C(WNlaHablv(mle )) - HCP Trpvvp(bl)avp(—)vﬂp gp (Nl(y’))p 2
N b1 N1
piNV1

Inserting this expression in Proposition 2] completes the proof of the stated
expression. The bound on the coefficients C(my,, &, b1, m1) € C can be read off
from (A.I)) together with the current best possible results towards the Ramanu-
jan conjecture. See for example [2]. O

3 Application to the subconvexity problem

In this section we will prove Theorem In doing so we will closely stick to
[3] and assume some familiarity with the arguments therein. From now on 7
will denote a cuspidal automorphic representation of conductor N{™. We are

interested in m
L= Z )\ﬂ—(m)F(M),
meZ
for a smooth function F with support in [1,2] satisfying F) <; Z7 for some
Z > 1.
We will restrict our attention to m = x; |-|™* B x;|-|"* for some x; € ;X/n,
2

and n; > 10 even. In particular, there is a Hecke character y = Hp<oo Xp such
that m = x ® my for some automorphic representation my which is unramified at
[. This implies that for all (m,l) =1 we have

)\W(m) = Xl(m)_l)\m(m). (3-1)

3.1 Sketch of proof

Before we start to estimate L in detail let us briefly discuss the approach taken
in [3]. This should serve as orientation throughout the rest of this rather tech-
nical section. The approach is based on Jutila’s method. For a more detailed
discussion see [3] Section 1 and 4].
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The first step is to split L into arithmetic progressions

L= > AmF(),

a,b,t meZ,
ngaxl )

where oy, € Z, is defined by (L2). On these arithmetic progressions the p-
adic analytic oscillation of y;(m), which in turn models the p-adic behavior of
Ax(m) via [BI), can be modelled by an exponential with a well behaved phase.
Furthermore, due to the p-adic Dirichlet approximation theorem given in [3]
Theorem 3], the fraction ¢ as well as the modulus It are controlled by several
parameters that will be chosen later. The result of this step is (8:2) which
corresponds to [3, (5.5)]. This can be thought of as a p-adic Farey dissection.
Indeed, we are left with a double sum involving p-adic Farey fractions 3 and an
arithmetic progression m = %axz (1) of large modulus.

The second step is to dualise the m-sum by applying Voronoi summation.
After evaluating the resulting p-adic and archimedean Fourier-type integrals
using the method of stationary phase, this is the content of Lemma and
LemmaB3lbelow, we arrive at (3.1]) which nicely compares to [3], (5.15)]. At this
stage we are roughly left with an average of short exponential sums weighted
by Hecke eigenvalues, where the average is taken over the Farey fractions ¢

T
Indeed, we need to estimate sums like

SO 2 ),

1
1
m  a,b m

for some at [ unramified twist o of my and an oscillatory function k. More
precisely, the function kg (+) consists of an archimedean exponential with linear
phase, some harmless weights and the [-adic oscillation defined in ([3.8) below.
Note that it is this step where we use the Voronoi formula from Theorem 211
which produces some overhead coming from those Farey fractions where (b, N) #
1. This is the source for most of the technical notation in this section. However,
the oscillatory integrals that arise at [ and oo are essentially those appearing in
[3] and we can reduce their evaluation to [3| Lemma 3 and 4].

The third step is to apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. As a result we
are able to separate the automorphic weights from the oscillator term rq p.
After opening the square and exchanging order of summation we are left with
something like

(Z %) Z Z Kay,b1 (m)’ia2,b2 (m>

ai,by, m
az,ba

Here the second m-sum is a short exponential sum depending on the Farey
fraction $+ and 3. The precise formula, after eliminating the first m-sum using
the Ranking-Selberg bound, appears in ([B.8)) extending [3, (5.17)]. It is here
where it is possible to extract cancellation on average. In particular, we obtain
diagonal terms, those where |a1b; — agbs| ; < 1, that are estimated trivially and

off-diagonal therms where extra cancellation will be obtained. Even though the
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idea is taken directly from [3] we are still plagued by the luggage acquired in
the previous step, which makes the implementation slightly technical.
The final step is to bound the exponential sums

- . _
—a1,a2,b1,ba — E KRay,biKag,bss
m

for |aiby — azbz| > 1, non-trivially. This will be done by utilizing a second
derivative p-adic van der Corput estimate given in [3, Theorem 5]. The result of
this analysis is summarised in LemmaB.6l which is our analogue of [3, Lemma 5].
We can reduce the proof to the result [3, Lemma 13] which establishes properties
of the p-adic oscillation which are essential for the application of the second
derivative test. After applying Lemma[3.6] we are in the same situation as in [3]
Section 5.5] which can be followed to conclude the proof.
We now start with a detailed execution of the strategy outlined above.

3.2 p-Adic Farey dissection

In this subsection we perform the first step described above. This relies on [3]
Theorem 3] which we now recall.

Theorem 3.1. Let o € Z), ¢ € N and an integer —q < r < q be given. Write
r* = max(r,0) and r~ = max(—r,0), and let

S = {(a,b,k) € Zx NxNo[b < "2 |a| < 1" (a,b) = (a,1) = (b,1) = 1}.
For (a,b,k) € S, let

Z)[a,b, k] = {m € Z) |baym — a € 197" FF 7,1
Then there exists a subset S° C S such that

;= || Zlab k]
(a,b,k)€SO

and in addition the following two properties hold: if (a,b, k1), (a,b, ko) € S°,
then ki = ka, and for each (a,b,k) € S° one has k < q— |r|.

Applying this theorem with a = a,, € Z; as defined in ([L2), ¢ < % and
some |r| < ¢ yields

L= Y Y Am)F (%)

s=(a,b,k)€S° mezZN Z) a,bK]

For later reference we define

L= Y M(mF (%)

mEeZNZ) [a,b,k]

We estimate

L < [™e max |LA,B,k| , for LA7B,]€ = E L. (32)
0<k<q—|r|, (abhes®
17k+2rt s=(a,b,k)eS",
A<l : A<|a|<24,
Bgélk+2r* B<b<2B
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Good bounds for L4 g will suffice to establish good (non-trivial) bounds for
L. Thus, we fix A, B and k until otherwise stated.
We define the p-adic test function

b
Wilsia) = Loz g (o) o () (33)

and rewrite

ab m
b= St () ().
Here we use the fact, that
ab ab ab
W (T_Lm) e (Em) =9 (T_Lm) =1.
l 2 l 2 l 2

Furthermore, we use the reciprocity formula

<a5 ) ( al'® ) (a >
€ Tlm =€ — m | e —nlm
1= b bl=

to obtain

v Woo(z) = € <blizlz> F (%) . (3.4)

This last formula for Ly suits the application of our Voronoi summation formula
which we will apply in the next subsection. Before we will continue we make
the following observation.

Lemma 3.1. The function Wi(s;-) is periodic modulo |3 —a-lrl=k 7,
Proof. First, observe that for s = (a,b, k) € Sy we have k < ¢ — |r| and deduce

ny ny n
Mgl —k> 9g> 5.
5 4 7| Z 3 q_4>0

For m € Z; [a,b, k] and y € Z; we argue as on [3, p. 582] to obtain

LY _ ab —am~ ' +ab
Wi(s;m 4yl 1 Il k) =X 1(m)¢l <ﬁm> P (Wy) )

One concludes using the definition of Z;[a, b, k. O

3.3 Applying the Voronoi formula

In this section we will dualize the sum L, by applying Theorem 211 The re-
sulting expression will then be brought into good shape by using stationary
phase arguments to evaluate the p-adic and archimedean Hankel transforms,
see Lemma and Lemma below. The upshot is that we end up with a
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formula in a form which is suitable for extracting the necessary cancellation.
This concludes step two described above.
Combining Theorem 2.J] with Lemma 2.4 and Lemma B.1] yields

L, > Lec,
c>—n;+2q+2|r|+2k
for
abonNoNll([L)
n(wo,a,b) ( byl )
Ls,c = CNl(l)i Z 1/
boba+/No WeTT, 2oy () b1 N ()
Ni(p)
Z C(Troleﬂl'l‘ablaml)/\(ﬂ—é\’?)u <m1 blNl
my|N°
aN0N1 lcml |m|
¢ A nimIWoo | 55———
W;Z’ e< T b, > () (M) Hogn(om) (bgb§b1N1N0
(m,IN1)=1
I°mim
" Z(S’ bgbgblNlNO)
We define
1\’ o
Loc) = X (o) ™) s ]
ITISTE A
o Am/mzx
I* - F(i) @ ) g d
s,c(m) /0 M € bl?l \71{ blc X

This notation is taken from [3]. However, the l-adic oscillatory function L .
differs slightly from the one given in [3, (5.11)]. This is due to the fact that we
are working in the adelic setting which makes our function purely local.
Note that according to the definition of Wo,, (84), and the archimedean
Hankel-transform, (ZI0), we have
m
Further we have the following properties of the p-adic Hankel-transform.

Lemma 3.2 (p-adic stationary phase). If —n;+2q+ 2 |r| + 2k < ¢ < —2, then

WWU,I(Z_%)lgﬁsﬁg(be) if ¢ is even,
0 else,

HW, (s;yl¢) = {

fory e Z.

Proof. Observe that for p; # 1 we have a(wmo,;) = 2a(p) and L(s, pumo,) = 1.
Thus, according to the definition of the p-adic Hankel-transform, (23), and
@), we can write

e _ 1
HWi(s;91) =12 E iy 1)6(§,ul 70,0) MW (s54)] ()
€ X\{1},
c=—2a(p)

+ 12 By, (1) [MWi(s3 )] (1)
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Since 7g; is unramified ([Z8]) shows that the trivial character contributes only
for ¢ > 2. Therefore, as long as ¢ < —2 is even, we find

HWi(s; Y1) =wr 1 (I72)1% Y iy~ e, 2 IMWi (5] (1)

2
HZGZ-'{L%
—wroa(I72)12 Lg g (yb?),
where we used that 6(%,/“770,1) = wwo,l(l_g)e(%, w)?. O

With this at hand, for 1 < ¢ < % — ¢ — |r| — k, we can rewrite

m,a,b aboby Yba No N/ (p)l—2¢
Lo s = CNl(l)n( ) Z p(aboby "baNoN{(p)l ™)

bobav/ N !
092VN0 e s o) by Ny ()

N/
Z C(WO,vauvblvml)A(w(J’VZ)” (ml I(H)>

Sy b1 Ny
aN0N1 gn (m) b1
PO (ot ) Mg, (T2 (sl
(m,IN1)=1

erj—c by
Wy 1IN L c (mlmN0N1> .

The oscillatory parts, L, . and Ifc, appearing in these sums have been eval-
uated in [3]. Since we only shifted the argument we can reuse this evaluations.
Recall [3, Lemma 3, Lemma 4].

Lemma 3.3 (Archimedean stationary phase). The function IF,(m) is O((I"m)~'%)

unless
B272 n A2 M
M A

m<<120<

In the range BB one has

fBen\ 4 BZ1%
I;‘,:c(m) = (M ) min (M, —) e(@s,cm)Ws,c(m) + O(lfloonl)’

)F’:enl — Ml3€nl. (35)

m A

where Wy . is smooth and satisfies

o dl )
B LW () <5 P (220
and where
TR P
12 e AM
— 1 > 1,
Osc = ab ! Bz %
0 else.

Lemma 3.4. The function £, . evaluates to

Lgo(m) = VZﬁf%Xl—l(ab) YLy if al;m € (ZX)2,
h 0 else.
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where v is a constant of absolute value 1 which depends only on the parity of

n
5, and

1 1
O (z) = f(i(ax)%,pp)xfl(oa + 5?2(n76)z +p" “(az + ZpQ(nfc)xQ)

1.1 1
71;(51)”761':&(al‘+1p2(nic)$2)

)
). (3.6)

N[

“p( 1
Proof. The computations are essentially the same as in [3] Section 7.2]. Thus
let us show how to de-adelize £, .. This reduces the statement directly to [3|
Lemma 4].

Note that there is a one to one correspondence between primitive Dirichlet
characters ¢ with conductor I and p; € ;X.. The natural choice is such that the
adelization of ¢ is x;,;!. In particular, we have §(x) = p; t(z) for all (z,1) = 1.
Furthermore, 7(€) = I2¢(%, ;7 "). In view of Lemma [3] we find that

a)

[MWi(s; )l () = fs(6),

|3 —a—Ir|-k

for the to p corresponding Dirichlet character {. Here we temporarily use some
notation from [3]. In particular, the definition of f; from [3, (5.6)]. Thus we
have

Loctm) = W S T e o).

= —
gk
I mod [€,

£ primitive

for (m,l) = 1. To the remaining sum we can apply [3, Lemma 4] directly. The
result follows after translating back to our notation.
O

Combining everything we have
Ls = Z L57,26 + E,
1<e< Bt —q—|r|—k
where E collects the vales of ¢ together that we neglected till so far. More
precisely,
E= Y Lq..
c>—2

The following estimate for the error £ can be understood as a truncation in the
l-aspect. It is closely related to the contributions treated in the beginning of [3]
Section 5.3].

Lemma 3.5. Under our working assumptions we have

ll+q—7‘ j+% le+q—r ll—q-l—r\/M J
+ m .
v M ) v M 1%

E Ky j G(L)MITOTITIZE <1 +

23



Proof. By taking absolute values into the sum defining L, . and using (ZIT)
together with some other trivial estimates we get

E = Y L.

c>—2

<N % > ST (m,N{o)@

“enp\bl vap(bl) m€Z¢0

|m| m
: Weo | 53— )| AW 8 55— || -
’Hsgnm) (l?bgbgblNlNo AW S i NN,

As described in [3] Section 5.3, (2.10)] we have the bound

o (_mNiw)
(ﬂ—02)f‘ (m,loo)blNl

J+t3 J
Im| Ib Zolb

Wl oo ) <, M1+ ——— 20
Hsgn(m) (Pb%b%blNlNo RUERE * M |m| M |m|

for Zy = Z + AMB~'1=%. From (23) we deduce the trivial estimate

< (m, 1%°) % sup [[IMWy(s; )] ()] -

m
W .
e (S’ lngbgblNlNO) i

Furthermore, according to [2], we can always estimate

7
mN (1) m_ o
A e = .
‘ (o 2 <(m,l°°)b1N1 SN \ Ty 129)

Using these estimates together with
w<pb <2pB <ptTL R <i— [+ =4, S <2

yields

llJrlr)jJré leJrlfr N ll*lJrr\/M J
VM VM 1%
-sup | [MWi(s; )] ()| -
1224

E <<7'r01j M (1 +

The result follows by estimating |[9W;(s;-)](w;)| trivially. O

3.4 Extracting cancellation on average

In this final section we perform the third and fourth step as described above.
We start by introducing some more notation. This will make it easier to see
how the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality is applied. We set

NoN;

M = M and
b
F E —1(= —1 / 2¢
Wien ;X (@) (aboby ~ba No Ny (p)1=)n(mo, a, D)W ..
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In particular we have ‘Ws,c, “‘ = |Ws,c|. Furthermore, we define

aN0N1 95 cbl ~ $b1 + .Tbl
s(@, = e ~ Wsen | v N el I
r (:E l"’) € (( b0b2 + N()Nl) ZE) il (N()Nl) ; ¢ NONlab

Inserting the results from the previous subsection and dealing with the error
terms in the obvious way leads to

L <y 1™ max max (L 4,B,bs,k,eou| + (ABI™)E 41799
0<k<g—|r|, A<kt
n -_ 9
1<e< g —g—|r|—k Bkt
b1|N,
l‘«enp\bl pXup(b1)
(3.7)
for
n
min (M m)
)
LA,BJ?ZJ%C#L = E : § : C(7T07N1,[,L,b1,7")

ny+2c

/B UL (b=,
3 ’ ’

r<PTMIM < L G"TLM ,

1
N{ (IJ/) M/l?;enl 1
)\(W[?zz)” (mr bV, Tl Z Ks(mr, p).

s=(a,b,k)€S®,
b=bob1b2,
A<]a|<2A,
B<b<2B,
aibotj’;;“ €(z))?

Finally, we define

35175211-'» = Z Ksy (m’u’)ﬁ& (mal"’)'
1§mSM/ 357
oy €
An application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality together with the Ranking-
Selberg bound yields

W=

1 2c—n —
LA,B,bz,k,c <N MQZZ2€"LP 4 Z Ss1,82,1 : (38)
51,52€85°,
A<al) <24,
B<b) <2B,

b = by b

This is similar to [3, (5.17)] and completes step three. Indeed, the application
of Cauchy-Schwarz successfully removed the automorphic weights and we are
left with an average of exponential sums. We still need to bound this average
non-trivially.

Moving on to the final step we have to bound the exponential sums Zg, 5, -
To do so we adapt [3, Lemma 5] to our situation. Indeed, we will be able to
reduce this directly to the situation treated in [3]. Note that the key estimate
comes from a second derivative p-adic van der Corput estimate given in [3]
Theorem 5]. This goes as follows.
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Lemma 3.6. Under the usual assumptions we have

Es17sz7ﬂ = Z 581,8211-'»,9' (39)
Qe{0,0rdy(a( b1 —a b}
Furthermore,
Q—c c—Q .
¢\ Zp(p T M+pE ) ifQ<c-2,

Esis <
D@ TN {qng ife—1<Q< o0
In the proof we closely follow [3], Section 9.

Proof. Let v =" —¢, e = %1 and = € a(Z;*)?. Then

))-

=

~ 1 1 1.1 1
O (z) = x; Ha+t 512”90 +el’(ax + 112%2)%)%(—1—6(51% +€(aw + 112%2)
Further, we define

. oz by = eo by
w0 =9 (o) ¥4 (oo, )

where s = (s1, $2) and € = (e2, €2). We also set

- b1 ~ b1
\\% c - W81 c EVENE W52 c 5
S, 1“(‘T) ey (:L'NONI) 3G (‘T NONl)
€c(r) = e(el(amblNoNla(l)b(l))%,pP)E(eg (amblNoNla(z)b(Q))% ,p’) and
w _ I biaNoNy esl,cbl _ lcblaNONl 952,cb1
e b(1) NN, b(2) NoN, )

We can also assume that a(Mp(Map?) € (Z)? since otherwise the two
conditions in the s;, s2 sum can not be satisfied simultaneously. Under this
condition, and in the new notation we have

Ssr,snp = Z Z €s.c(m)e(ws,cm)®g (m)Ws e, u(m).

It is clear that [3, Lemma 13] holds also in our case. This is because our ®¢ .
is simply a shift of the one considered in the reference. Furthermore, all the
necessary assumptions are in place to make this work. The decomposition (3.9)
is as in [3] and is obvious from the result [3| Lemma 13].

We note that ord;(b1((NoN1)™1) = 0 so that we can continue exactly as in
[B]. Indeed, [3] Lemma 13] provides us with the necessary conditions to apply
[3, Theorem 5] when < ¢— 2. In the re remaining cases we estimate trivially.
After discarding possible factors coming from the shift in the archimedean factor
we obtain the desired bounds. O

Finally, we note that the bounds for =, ,, .., as well as the 2-decomposition
are independent of p and b;. Thus, we can follow exactly the argument from
[3, Section 5.5]. Note that this includes assuming

215 <y M <y (17 2)1+
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As in [3 Section 5.1] one can justify that it is enough to treat this range for M.
Finally one arrives at
L <y M2 731517 t11em

and the proof of Theorem is complete.

The statement of Theorem [I1] follows from Theorem using standard ar-
guments including adelization, approximate functional equation and partitions
of unity.

A Tables for ¢ (1)

In this appendix we recall some results from [I]. We will state them in a notation
which is suitable for applications in the setting of paper.

Throughout this section we are dealing with smooth irreducible unitary
generic representations 7, of GL3(Q,). To such a representation we attach
the local Whittaker new vector Wy ,,, normalized by W ,(1) = 1. We have the
expansion

Wa p(9t,1,0) = Z ce1(tip) pp(v)-

ﬂpepxl

These constants have been computed in [I, Section 2]. In the following we define
new constants via

_ l+t+a(ppmp)

Ct,l(,ulp) = cp(ﬂ':m l,t, IU/p)Cp(l)p P — )\X”pﬂ_(thra(Hpﬂ'p)Jrlsupwp ),

for some d,,, € N which in most cases turn out to be the degree of the Euler-
factor of pm,.

In the following subsections we give evaluations of the constants for each
possible representation focusing on the non-zero cases. As a result we obtain
the bound

lep(mp, 1yt pp)| < 5p%tg§?§(|ai|t), (A.1)
for a; = xi(wp) if mp = x1 B x2 and a; = 1 otherwise. Note that, since m, is
unitary, we have |a;| = 1 except for x1 equals x2 up to unramified twist. The
latter cannot be excluded without assuming the Ramanujan conjecture. Indeed,
such representations might arise as components of twists of Maaf} forms failing
the Ramanujan conjecture.

A.1 Supercuspidal representations

Recall that in this case )\Xup 7, (P™) = 6m=0 and d,,~, = 0 for all y1,,. Thus from
[1, Section 2.1] we extract the following.

Cp(ﬂ-pvlvthu’p) :u‘p = 1 ,up € pxl \ {1}
=0 (3, 7p) (1) ~" -
—T = ——
=1 —p 25(%77@7) f(%vﬂp)f(%’up '7p)
[>1 0 (5, pp)e(s, iy ' 7p)
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A.2 Twists of Steinberg

Here we consider 7, = xSt for some ramified character x. We have

Om=
)\Xupﬂ'p(pm) = { _ﬂo

q

and 0y, r, = 1if p, = x !

the following evaluations.

if pp # x4,

20m>0  if pp = x71

and 0 otherwise. As in [I, Lemma 2.1] one obtains

cp(mp, Lty pip) pp =1 Mpzxil Kp Ep%’\{l,xfl}
1=0 5(%a7~rp)§p(1 - — —
=1 —e(%,ﬁp)pfé e(%,up) —Sift< -2 6(2,up 17~Tp)e(2,up)
—€(5. pp) ,)(% ift>-2
[>1 0 (L, 1p)p _% ift <=2 | e(5,p, Tpe(5, pup)
—€(5. pp) p(z) ift>-2
A.3 Irreducible principal series

In this section we treat three cases.
)(1|(9X # X2|OX-

In this case §

Lif pplzx = X3

Furthermore,

HpTp
A () = Om=0 if pplzx # X7l
. Xi(P™)mz0  if pplzx = X7 |z

The following table can be deduced from [I, Lemma 2.2].

First, we look at m, = x1 H x2 with
;% and 0 otherwise.
P

cp(mp, L, t, 1) pp =1 polzx = xi 'z € X \ {Lx; '}
=0 6(2,7Tp Cp(1)™ — —
l =1 e(éaﬂ-p)p_% _6(%5111/;17}17) (27M;D Xz (p)p 6(%7M;1ﬁp) (%a,up)
X ift < —a(upﬂp) 1
e(3y Tp)e(5s p) i (0)Gp(1) 7
ift>— (upﬂp) 1
1>1 0 —e(5 1y )l p)xi )T | (5, Tp)e(5, p)
X ift < — (upﬂp) 1
6(§Mp1 ) (27MP)X1 ( )C (1)
if t > —a(ppm,) —1

Next we look at 7, = x1 B x2 where X1|Z; = X2|pr. In this case 6,7, = 2

if M|Z; = X1_1|Z; and 0 otherwise. Furthermore,

)\Mpﬂ'p (pm) = {

if pplzx # X1_1|Z;7

6m:0
mA1y m+1 . -1
X1(PXl(p37;<ZE§) Om>o if ,up|Z§ =X1 |Z§

Using [I, Lemma 2.2] we produce the following table.
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Fp)

Cp(ﬂpa la tv

pplzx = xi Nz

pp € pX\ {Lx1 '}

=0

l=1

(3, 1p)p~2

ift < -2

1 p !
*f(gvﬂp)m
ift=-1
_ —p —2 AMprrp(p)

1 1+p
(5, tp)( G2 Naprp, @PF2)

ift>0

(Qa:u;lﬁp) (%7#10)

— &)™

[>1

5(%’%7)1’72
ift< -2
*f(%vﬂp)é(l)
ift=-1

Lp=? Aupmy ()

14+p~

6(%4@)( gp(l)

Aupmp (PH?)

ift>0

(%a H;lﬁp

o)

)d%vﬂp)

- Cp(l)_l)

Finally, we need to look at m, = x1 B x2 with a(x1) > a(x2) = 0. In this

case we have

Ay, (P™)

Also, §

HpTp =1if Hp = W,
)

m™,p

lfﬂp #wﬂ'p)

-1
if pup = wr

5m:0
X2(P™)dm>0

|

1 and 0 otherwise. For technical reasons we also put
z, = l. From [I, Lemma 2.3] one gets the following results.

cp(mp, Lt pip) pp =1 fp =W} pp € X\ {107}
1=0 e(3, )G (1) 11 - —
1>1 (3 Tp)x1(P)p2 | —wrp(=Dxa(p' ) 6(%7%1%)6(%,%)
ift < _a(ﬂp ) —
wrp(=1)x (p l)
ift > —alupmp) —
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