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AN UNCONDITIONAL EXPLICIT BOUND ON THE ERROR TERM IN
THE SATO-TATE CONJECTURE

ALEXANDRA HOEY, JONAS ISKANDER, STEVEN JIN, FERNANDO TREJOS SUAREZ

ABSTRACT. Let f(z) = > o7, as(n)q™ be a holomorphic cuspidal newform with even integral
weight k& > 2, level N, trivial nebentypus, and no complex multiplication (CM). For all primes p,
we may define 6, € [0, 7] such that as(p) = 2p*~1/2 cos 6,. The Sato-Tate conjecture states that
the angles 8, are equidistributed with respect to the probability measure pgr(I) = % S I sin” 6 d#,
where I C [0,n]. Using recent results on the automorphy of symmetric power L-functions due
to Newton and Thorne, we explicitly bound the error term in the Sato—Tate conjecture when f
corresponds to an elliptic curve over QQ of arbitrary conductor or when f has squarefree level. In
these cases, if 7y () :=#{p <z :p{ N,0, € I}, and 7(x) := #{p < }, we prove the following
bound:

log((k — 1)N 1
mra(x) pse(D)] < 58.1 og((k —1)Nlogz)
7(x) Viogx
As an application, we give an explicit bound for the number of primes up to x that violate the
Atkin—Serre conjecture for f.

for x> 3.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Let f(z) = D207, ap(n)e*™™* € SpeV(Io(N)) be a non-CM holomorphic cuspidal newform
with trivial nebentypus, level N, and even integral weight k£ > 2. Deligne’s proof of the Weil
conjectures implies the Weil-Deligne bound |as(p)|< 2p*~Y/2 at all primes p and that af(n) € R
for all n. Consequently, we may define 6, € [0, 7] such that a;(p) = 2p*~1/2 cos §,. It is natural
to ask how the angles 6, are distributed. In particular, given an interval I C [0, 7|, we wish to
understand the behavior of 7y ;(z) :=#{p < x:p{ N, 6, € I}. The Sato-Tate conjecture, now
a theorem due to Barnet—Lamb, Geraghty, Harris, and Taylor [2], asserts that

mra(x) ~ psr(l)m(z), (1.1)

where pig7(1) is the probability measure given by 2 [ sin®6df, and w(z) is the ordinary prime-
counting function.

Despite the successful proof, unconditional effective error bounds remained unattainable with-
out knowing that the symmetric power L-functions L(s,Sym™ f) have particular analytic prop-
erties for any m > 1 (for instance, that they have an analytic continuation to C and satisfy a
functional equation). By Langlands functoriality, these analytic properties would be immediately
implied by the fact that the m-th symmetric power lift Sym™; corresponds to a cuspidal auto-
morphic representation of GL,,4+1(Ag), where 7y is the automorphic representation of G'Ly(Ag)
corresponding to f. Though it was known that any symmetric power L-function becomes auto-
morphic after base change to a suitable number field, the result of [2] could not be made effective
without first making this base change constructive; the proof of automorphy would remove the

need for a base change altogether.
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Let N be squarefree. Assuming the automorphy of symmetric power L-functions over Q and
the Generalized Riemann Hypothesis, Rouse and Thorner [24] proved the explicit error bound

321 loglog = N 2027 log((k — 1)N)

3
— I)Li(x)|< 3.33x% —
frpa(x) = st (D) Li(w) < 33301 — 208 o

for = > 2.

The automorphy of the symmetric power L-functions L(s, Sym™ f) over Q had long been expected
for all m, but was known until recently only for m < 8 [4, 11, 15, 16]. In 2019 and 2020, the
result for all m arrived in a pair of breakthrough papers of Newton and Thorne [19, 20]. These
made unconditional a result due to Thorner [28], which states that for fixed f and I and for any
e > 0, there exist effectively computable constants c; ., ca. > 0 depending on f such that

|7f1(x) — psr(L)m(2)|< ¢ .7(z)(log I)_%+€ for = > cop.

In 2021, Thorner [27] showed that there exists an effectively computable absolute constant c¢;
such that

|Tp1(x) — psr()m(z)| < clﬂ(x)log((k\;%;[ng) for x> 3.

In this paper, we make this constant ¢; explicit. In particular, we prove the following theorems,
which constitute the first unconditional explicit bounds on the error term in the Sato—Tate
conjecture.

Theorem 1.1. Let f(z) = Y >~ ap(n)g" € Sp(Lo(N)) be a non-CM holomorphic cuspidal
newform with trivial nebentypus, squarefree level N, and even integral weight k > 2. Then for
x > 3, we have
log((k — 1)N log )

Viogz '
Theorem 1.2. Let f be the newform corresponding to a non-CM elliptic curve over Q with
arbitrary conductor N. Then for x > 3, the same bound as in Theorem 1.1 applies.

ms1(x) — psr(l)m(z)| < 58.1 7(x)

Remark 1.3. The requirement that N be squarefree in Theorem 1.1 is a technical inconvenience
that can be avoided if one is willing to accept a weaker bound. This is discussed in Remark 2.1.

Remark 1.4. The true order of magnitude of this error remains an open question. It is expected
that a bound of the shape cy.x2* is satisfied. Some convincing evidence for this is exhibited in
[1] in the elliptic curve case.

For k = 2 and f corresponding to a non-CM elliptic curve over Q, a result of Elkies [9] yields
that af(p) = 0 for infinitely many p. On the other hand, for £ > 4, we expect that as(p) takes on
each real value only finitely many times. The Atkin—Serre conjecture [25], stated below, makes
this precise.

Conjecture 1.5 (Atkin—Serre). Let f € SP“(I'o(N)) be a non-CM cuspidal newform of weight
k > 4. Then for each € > 0, there is a c.,; > 0 such that for sufficiently large p, we have

ko3 _
lag(p)|>ccpp® ~F.
Following an argument similar to that of Gafni, Thorner, and Wong [10], we apply Theorem 1.1
to obtain the following result, which for £ > 4 implies an upper bound on the number of primes
up to x that violate the Atkin—Serre conjecture.
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Theorem 1.6. Let f € SP“(I'g(N)) be a non-CM cuspidal newform of trivial nebentypus,
squarefree level N, and even integral weight k > 2. Then we have

. k—1)/2 loglo:
4 {x <p < 2w fay(p)|< 2p*Y %} < 17g. o8((k = )N log z)
#{x <p <2z} - Viog x '
The same bound applies if f is a newform corresponding to a non-CM elliptic curve over Q with
arbitrary conductor N.

The work of Gafni et al. implies that a density one subset of primes satisfies the Atkin—Serre
conjecture for arbitrary N; Theorem 1.6 provides an explicit bound on the number of exceptional
primes when N is squarefree.

In our proof of Theorem 1.1, we derive an analogue (Theorem 3.1) of the prime number
theorem by proving explicit results on the horizontal and vertical distributions of nontrivial zeros
of symmetric power L-functions. Explicit estimates for the ordinary prime counting function due
to Dusart [8] and Trudgian [30] will then allow us to conclude Theorem 1.1 via partial summation.

While our work closely follows that of Thorner [27], who first established the shape of the
asymptotic in our error term in the unconditional case, we maintain higher precision in our
calculations to obtain an explicit result.? The nature of our calculations is most similar in spirit
to the work of Rouse and Thorner [24], although working in the unconditional case (i.e., without
GRH) requires us to compute an explicit zero-free region and complicates our treatment of the
vertical distribution of zeros of L(s, Sym™ f). Moreover, we employ short-interval smoothing to
improve our numerical result, as seen in our choice to integrate over the functions ©,,(z) in
Lemma 3.5.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we review the necessary background
on symmetric power L-functions. In Section 3, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 using a series of
lemmas that will be established in Sections 4-6. In Section 4, we give an explicit zero-free region
for L(s,Sym™f). In Section 5, we give an upper bound for the number of nontrivial zeros of
L(s,Sym™ f) up to height T". In Section 6, we apply the results of Sections 4 and 5 to prove the
bounds used in Section 3. Finally, in Section 7, we apply our main results to prove Theorem 1.6.
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2. BACKGROUND ON SYMMETRIC POWER L-FUNCTIONS

For the duration of this section, let f € Sp™¥(I'¢(/N)) be a non-CM holomorphic cuspidal
newform with level N, even integral weight £ > 2, and trivial nebentypus. For each m > 0,
recall that there exists the m-th symmetric power L—function associated to f, denoted by

L(s,Sym™f) = HH ( %Symimf(p))_:l: i dsyms () for Re(s)>1 (2.1)

ns
p j=0 n=1

where the a;gymm(p) are particular complex numbers which for p { N satisfy o gymmf(p) =
e!m=21)% Tt follows that for p { N, we can write agymm(p) = Uyn(cos8,), where U,,(x) is the
m-th Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind. For p | N, the values of the Satake parameters
a;symm £(p) can be determined using [26, Appendix]. Simple, explicit descriptions of o gymm f(p)
which are uniform in f are available when N is square-free [24] as well as when f corresponds
to a non-CM elliptic curve via modularity [7, Appendix|, but these will not be used in our
proofs. We note that from the definition of L(s, Sym™ f), it follows that L(s, Sym’f) = ((s) and
L(s,Sym'f) = L(s, f), the L-function of the newform f. For notational convenience, it is also
occasionally useful to define L(s, Sym ™' f) :=

Recent results due to Newton and Thorne ([19, Theorem B] and [20, Theorem A]) imply
that Sym™ f corresponds to a cuspidal automorphic representation of GL,,11(Ag) for all m > 1.
Indeed, Sym™ f is a unitary cuspidal automorphic representation that is regular, algebraic, and
self-dual and hence can be realized in the cohomology of certain Shimura varieties as per the
results of Harris and Taylor [12]. In light of this result, each Satake parameter a;gymm¢(p) is
bounded in modulus by 1, as is remarked in [3].

In [27, Theorem 6.1], Thorner applies Newton and Thorne’s results, together with previous
conditional results due to Moreno and Shahidi [18] and Cogdell and Michel [5, Section 3], to
deduce several important analytic properties of L(s, Sym™ f) for m > 1, which may be stated as
follows:

(i) The gamma factor? of L(s,Sym™ f) corresponding to the infinite place of Q is given by
( mt1
2
[[Tc(s+ G-k —1) if m is odd,
(s, Sym™f) = ¢ 7~ (2.2)

I'r(s+7) HFC(S +j(k—1)) if m is even,

where Ig(s) := 772 (£), I'c(s) == Ir(s)Tr(s + 1) = 2(27)~*I(s), and r € {0,1} is

chosen so that r = % (mod 2).

(ii) The completed L-function

A(s,Sym™ f) := gdm ;y(s, Sym™ f) L(s, Sym™ f)
is entire of order 1.
(ili) There exists an egymm ¢ € {1, —1} such that A(s, Sym™ f) satisfies the functional equation

A(s, Sym"™ f) = ey fA(1 = 5, Sym™ f). (2.3)

2The expression we give corrects for an extra factor of the arithmetic conductor of L(s,Sym™ f) in the gamma
factor stated in [27, 6.1].
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We note that L(s, Sym™f) has infinitely many trivial zeros on the nonnegative real axis corre-
sponding precisely to the poles of v(s, Sym™ f), and infinitely many nontrivial zeros p on the
critical strip 0 < Re(p) < 1; L(s, Sym™ f) is nonzero elsewhere.

Let gsymm s denote the arithmetic conductor of L(s,Sym™ f). When N is squarefree, we have
gsymm s = N™ [5, Section 3]. When f corresponds to a non-CM elliptic curve of arbitrary level,
we have gsymmy < N™F1. This is proven in Appendix A.

Remark 2.1. In Theorem 1.1, we require that N 1is squarefree because no explicit upper bound
of the form qsymmy = NOM) s known in general. For a fized newform f, it may be shown
that qsymmy = N7 but this bound is not explicit [23, Section 5]. The weaker inequality
Qsymmf < N2 can be extracted from [23, Lemma 2.1); however, this would alter the shape of
the bound in our results.

For n > 1, we define the function Agymm¢(n) by

o Asymm (n) L
Z ————— 1= ——(s,Sym™f), Re(s) > 1.
— n L

From (2.1), we easily see that the values Agy,m¢(n) are given explicitly by

Uy (cos(46,)) logp if n = p’ for some p{ N and ¢ > 1,
Agymmp(n) = ¢ 27, ;i symm (p)f logp if n = p’ for some p | N and £ > 1, (2.4)
0 otherwise.

In particular, this demonstrates that |Agymmf(n)| < (m + 1)A(n), so that for s = o + it with
o > 1 and for all m > 1, we have
L/ C/
‘T(S,Symmf)‘ < —(m+1)z(0). (2.5)
Additionally, it is well-known that —%(s, Sym™ f) has real Dirichlet coefficients for any m > 0.
In particular, this implies that the zeros of L(s,Sym™ f) come in complex conjugate pairs.
Since A(s, Sym™ f) is entire of order 1 and is nonzero at s = 0, it admits a Hadamard product

A(s, Sym™ f) = eAsvmms+Bssum s T (1 - f) e
p
P

Combining this with the definition of A(s, Sym™ f), we obtain the formula

I\ o oy I

K(‘S?Sym f) - f(&sym f)—i_;(‘s?sym f)_'_ 210quymmf
— By~ 3 1 (2.6)
= DSym™f P P . .

p

It will be useful to note that by [14, Proposition 5.7], we have

Re(Bsymny) = — 3 Re (%) | (2.7)



6 A. HOEY, J. ISKANDER, S. JIN, F. TREJOS SUAREZ

3. PROOF OF MAIN THEOREM

We first define the following analogue of the first Chebyshev function:

ﬁf[ Zlng

p<lzx
0pel
ptN

We will deduce Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 from the following theorem.
Theorem 3.1. Let f be a non-CM holomorphic cuspidal newform of even integral weight k > 2,
level N, and trivial nebentypus such that qsymm < Q™! for allm > 1 for some Q > 1. Then
for ¢ :=58.084, we have
log((k — 1)Qlog )

Vlog x

|Up1(x) — psr(l)x] < co

for any x > 3.

Remark 3.2. If one is willing to sacrifice the effective range of this theorem, one can obtain

constants smaller than co. More precisely, for any constant ¢ > 24\6— ~ 21.112, our methods

show that there exists an effectively computable constant d > 0, depending only on c,, such that
Theorem 3.1 applies for x, k, and Q satisfying /logz > dlog((k — 1)Qlogx), replacing co with
ch.

We establish Theorem 3.1 separately for small x and for large x. The former case is treated by

the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. Assume the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1. Then for x > 0, we have

[0y 1(x) — psr(I)z] < (1 + 36260)

Proof. In the case that pst(l)x > 95 r(x), the statement holds trivially. Otherwise, applying the
bound ¥(z) — z < g for > 0 from [8] and the observation that J,(z) < ¥(x) for all z, we
arrive at the desired result. U

This lemma implies Theorem 3.1 for 2 < 10, as our claimed bound exceeds (1 + 55 )2 for
x in this range. To bound ¥ (x) for large x, we will use the following approximation for the
indicator function x;(#) of the interval I.

Lemma 3.4 ([24], Lemma 3.1). For I = [a,b] C [0,7] and M a positive integer, there exist
trigonometric polynomials

that satisfy the following properties:
(1) For all 0 < 6 <, we have Fy,(0) < x1(0) < F7,(6).
(2) The constant term ﬁjiM(O) satisfies |13fM(0) —pust(I)] < M -
(3) For all 1 < m < M, the values F\fM(m) satisfy |ﬁ;—LM( )| <4 (345 +min {52, L1).
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We define the functions 0,,(x) as
On(z) = Z Up(cos,) log p.

p<w

PIN

To approximate 9 (x), we will use the following variant of the Erdds-Turdn inequality from
[24], which follows from Lemma 3.4:

Lemma 3.5. If M > 1 is an integer and 1 < x —y < x, then we have
< 1 x+<1+ 2 )y
M+1 2 M+1
4 1 [ety
—i—miax{ <1—i— M+1> ‘:l:;/x (O0(u) — u)du

+4Z<M+1 )‘ / O, (u)du

1<m<M

Vr1(x) — psr(l)x

.l

Proof. To prove an upper bound on ¥y ;(x) — psr(I)z, we observe by monotonicity of ¥ (x)
that

1 [
Oy () — psr(l)a < ;/ Vs 1(u) du — pgr(I)z.

Applying Lemma 3.4 gives

1 [ety Mo, 1 [=ty
5/ Opr(u)du <) (F;M(m)-gf O, (1) du).

We obtain the stated result by using Lemma 3.4 to bound each ﬁ;’ 1 (m). The lower bound for
Vs 1(x) — pgr(I)x follows similarly. O

To estimate the terms in Lemma 3.5, we use the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.6. For all x,y > 0 such that x —y > 3, we find that
1 Tty

)—/ (©o(u) —u) du
YJe

r+y

<logN 4yt Y
=108 310g(x—|—y)

where c3 1= 1.2323.
Proof. We have

1 zty 1 zty
’—/ (Oo(u) —u) du S‘—/ ﬂu)—u—Zlogp‘ du
Y Jo Y Ja e
pIN
<1 2323i +log N,
log(x +y)
where in the last line we use the bound [J(u) — u|< 1.2323 - %= for u > 2 due to Dusart [8,

Theorem 5.2]. O
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Lemma 3.7. For x,y >0 and m > 1, we have

‘/ Oy (u)du —/ D Agymm s

n<u

< u| + (m+1)log N

+ <1 + ﬁ) (m+1)yx (1 + %) log(x +y). (3.1)

Proof. Comparing the coefficients Agymm(u) as given by (2.4) with the definition of ©,,(u) at
ramified and unramified primes, we find that

du - / Z ASym
n<u
Z Z Asymm s (pz>

Z Asymmy(p)| +
=2 pt<y

p|N

< /
x
;DSU

The first term in the integrand of (3.2) satisfies

Z ASymmf (p )

p|N
p<u

) du. (3.2)

< (m+ 1)Zlogp < (m+1)logN,
pIN

and the second term satisfies

DY Asyurs (0

(=2 p'<u

(m+1) Zﬁ ) < (14 55k55) (m + Duz log(u),

where we again use the bound ¥(z) — < 5o« for & > 0 due to Dusart [8, Section 1]. These
bounds combine to give the desired result. 0

Our estimates of the main term of the integral in Lemma 3.7 rely upon the following obser-

vation, which follows from the deﬁnition of Agymm ¢(n) by applying standard contour integration

techniques to evaluate the integral —5= 22:.20 LLI( Sym™ f )% ds.

Lemma 3.8. For m > 1, we have

/ ZASym n)du = Ry(x,y,Sym™f) + Ry(x,y, Sym™ f) + Rz(x,y, Sym™ f),

n<u
where

Rl(x> Y, Symm.f) = Z

(LU + y)p-i-l _ xp—i—l (SL’ + y)p-‘rl _ xp-i—l

. Ro(w,y,Sym™f) = =

o nomieiar VPP 1) ot uplo1)
p;é07_1
m 1 I/ oz s+l _ pstl
R3(«I7 Y, Sym f) = _Q(Resszo + Ress:_1> (f(87 Sym f)( j()s " 1) )

Here, the sums are taken over the montrivial and trivial zeros (as defined in Section 2) of

L(s,Sym™f).
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Proof. We first note that

241400 17/ s .8 0o . 2tico (T+y\S _ (z\3
! L s, Sym™ f)wds:zwf Mdzs
2

o Jo e L 7 s(s+1) c—~  2mi ico s(s+1)

/ S Asymrny

n<u

2+i00 |(z+y) |—Hx

where the first equality follows because > 7 | [Agymm s(n)] [. "l ds converges. Mean-

2—ioco  |nss(s+1)|
while, for any H € iN \ %N and K > 0 not equal to the imaginary part of any nontrivial zero of
L(s,Sym™ f), we may write

2+iK H+iK 1K L 5
 2mi </ /+ /H—HK +/—H—z’K) L 7 (5 5m f>5(5+ 1) s

- Z Ress:p <Lf(5’ Symmf) (l’ + y)s—l—l —)ZL’S+1> |

—H<Re(p)<2 S(S +1
—K<Im(p)<K

% satisfying the specified condi-

tions. From here, we may use (2.6) to bound the contribution from the upper, left, and lower
legs of integration as we take H — oo and then K — oo by considering the contribution from
each term. These contributions go to zero, so we obtain the stated result. O

where the sum extends over all poles of £ (s, Sym™ f)

In Section 6, we will prove the following bounds for |R;(x,y, Sym™ f)|, |Ra(z, y, Sym™ f)|, and
|Rs(z,y, Sym™ f)|, which apply for f satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem 3.1. Here, the ¢; are
absolute constants whose values are stated in Appendix B.

Lemma 3.9. For T > 200 and m > 1, the contribution Ry(z,y,Sym™f) from the nontrivial

zeros satisfies

| Ra (2, y, Sym™ f)] < (m + 1) log((k — 1)Q(m + 2)T) (xl_”’”(T’Cm log((k — 1)Q(m +2)T)
+yam @ 2 STtz (2y +2+ )C;)

4 oplom() £ . 2 (m+1)(m+ 7)*log?(ce(k — 1)Q(m + 7)),
8

where nm(T) = (m—+7)2 log(06(k—18)Q(m+7)\/T2+1) ’

Lemma 3.10. The contribution Ry(x,y,Sym™f) from the trivial zeros p # 0, —1 satisfies

Z (x4 y)Ptt — grt? - 2(m +1)

p trivial
p7£07_1
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Lemma 3.11. The contribution Rs(x,y,Sym™f) from the residues at s =0, —1 satisfies
c
| Rs(x,y, Sym™ f)| < ?(m + 1) log((k — 1)Q(m + 2))(m + 7)*log(cs(k — 1)Q(m + 7))
8

1
+3(m+ 1) log((k — 1)Q(m + 1)) + co5(m + 1) + log(x +y) + e
Finally, we are equipped to prove the main theorem of this section.

Proof of Theorem 3.1. We bound the various terms in Lemma 3.5 using Lemmas 3.6, 3.7, 3.8,
3.9, 3.10, and 3.11. It then suffices to choose M, T, and y appropriately in terms of x to balance
the contributions of the low- and high-lying zeros.

We first define the function

Veglog x
My () = :
2log((k — 1)Qlogx)
and for a given x, k, ), fix the quantities

(3.3)

%(log z)? log((k — 1)Qlog z).

Substituting these quantities into Lemma 3.5 requires M > 1, which may only hold for large
x (T > 1, while also necessary, holds in all relevant cases; in fact, we freely use 7' > 200, which
holds for z > 4). In particular, we may assume that z exceeds 10'%°; using Lemma 3.3, the
bound in Theorem 3.1 holds trivially for smaller values of x.

With these choices of M and T, we can bound =~ for m < M by noting that for 7" > 10,
we have

exp (—(log ) (T)) < exp (—

M= (M) =T T=

cglog x
M¢(x)?log(cev/1.01(k — 1)QM ¢ (x)T)

We may also bound =) directly, via

cglogx 4
exp (—{lg (1)) < exp (~ ) < (- 1)Qlog)

) < ((k—1)Qloga) ™.

Finally, we choose the value

. zcgy/1.01cs
T 2V logwlog(k = 1)Qlog )’
which is approximately T '2!*m(T)/2 to balance the contributions from yz="(") and ;—;
Using these values, we are prepared to complete our calculation by applying our various bounds
on |fmm+y O (u)du|. Note that for z—y > 2, we may make the change of variables x — z—y,y — y
to also bound the integral | ff_y O (u)du| using the same methods. In particular, Lemmas 3.7
and 3.8 give us the following bound, for m > 1:

1 /m:l:y . . y
- O (u)du| < max { Z|R,~(x, y, Sym"™ f)|+ (1 + gg355) (m + 1)V (1 + ;) log(z +y),

Y

Z\Rl(sc — 4y, Sym™ f)|+(1 + 5545 ) (m + 1)/ (1 + %) log(z + y)}

+ (m + 1) log(N). (3.4)



AN UNCONDITIONAL EXPLICIT BOUND ON THE ERROR IN SATO-TATE 11

Using Lemma 3.9 and the fact that (z — y)!="(1) < 2!~ (1) we observe that

max {uaa(:c, g, Sym™ )1, | Ry (z — 4,5, Sym’”f)\}

< (m+1)log((k—1)Q(m+2)T) <:El_"m(T)020 log((k —1)Q(m +2)T)

222 1
T —y 2 Y T

+ gl B (m 4 1)(m + 7)*log*(c(k — 1)Q(m + 7)),
Cs
We then bound this term for m < M by replacing any m + a inside a logarithm with M ;(z),
which produces a bound on each term max{|R;(x,y, Sym™ f)|, |Ri(z —y, y, Sym™ f)|} in the sum

M (% +-) % f;iy @m(u)du} in Lemma 3.5.

Yy
We bound the other terms in (3.4) similarly. Lemma 3.10 shows that

2 1
max{ Rz(z,y, Sym™ f), Re(x — y,y, Sym™ )} < 2 - =

and Lemma 3.11 shows that
|maX{R3(ZL', Y, Symm.f)a Rg(!lf - Y9, Symmf)}|
< 2 (m +1) log((k — 1)Q(m +2))(m + 7)? log(co(k — 1)Q(m + 7))
8
1
+3(m+1)log((k —1)Q(m + 1)) + co5(m + 1) + log(x +y) + pra—t
As most of our summands will have a factor of m + 1, we will use the simplification

S (st ) o= (10 2) g

m=1
as well as the bound S°Y_ (375 + =) < 14 1 (log(My(x)) + 1) throughout.

With this in mind, we may bound | ;(x) — psr({)z| using Lemma 3.5. For any M, > 1, if we
choose z large enough so that M > M, then a computer-assisted calculation allows us to find
a constant ¢(Mj) so that the all terms in our bound are absorbed into the leading term, which
then takes the form

log((k —1)Qlogx)

Viogz ’

Viogz S 2(Mo +7)
log((k—1)Qlogz) =  \/es
By Lemma 3.3, Theorem 3.1 will hold trivially for
1 < c(My) log((k — 1)Qlog x)
36260 — Viogw '

c(My)

valid for

1+
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We obtain the desired value by setting these two quantities equal to each other and solving
numerically for My and ¢(M,), giving us the values My = 4 and ¢(My) < 58.084, so that the
result in Theorem 3.1 holds for any = > 3. O

Proof of Theorem 1.1 and 1.2. Write ¥ ;(x) = pst(I)z + (), where by the results of Theorem
3.1 we may use the bound
log((k — 1)Qlog z)

<
|€(2L’)‘_ C2T \/@

By partial summation, we have

myr(x) = psr(l) (Li(x) + 2 ) + () + /; 5(u2) du.

log 2 log x ulog” u

For x > 13, we can bound the last term from the partial summation as
¥ | E—1)Q1 1
JEEC Ry R (T2 N
o ulog”u 2 Viogu log” u
log((k —1)Qlog2) [ . x 2
< L - — ) 3.5
=@ log 2 i() log + log 2 (3.5)

As stated, the result of Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 is trivially true for x < 10!, as
log((k —1)Qlogr) 1
Viog x 58
in this range. Assuming z > 10'°°, we may apply the bounds
Dusart (8], and

o < m(x) for x > 5393 due to
ogw

) x log
- L < 0.2 S —\ —
|m(x) — Li(x)] < 0.2795 Tog )7/ exp ( 6.455)

for x > 229 due to Trudgian [30]. Using these results, we see that

() — s (1)) < g () — s (1) L) [+ |Lie) — ()
log((k —1)Qlogx)
(log z)
where the last bound holds for z > 10'%°. O

< 1.000015 com ()

Y

4. AN EXPLICIT ZERO-FREE REGION

The primary purpose of this section is to prove an explicit zero-free region for the functions
L(s,Sym™f). As in [27], we do this by constructing several auxiliary products of L-functions
with shifted arguments, such as

C(s)°¢(s + 2i7)¢ (s — 2iv) L(s + iy, Sym™ f)*L(s — iy, Sym™ f) H (s, Sym” f).

These auxiliary products will have all nonnegative Dirichlet coeﬂiments.

Since we apply similar reasoning to each auxiliary product, we find it convenient to encapsulate
analytic information about L-functions, L-functions with shifted arguments, and products of L-
functions with shifted arguments in a single structure. This will allow us to state the main result
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that we use to prove our explicit zero-free region in terms of the analytic conductor of such
functions, which we will define shortly.
With this in mind, let m > 0, and let £ be the tuple consisting of the following data:
(i) a positive integer qr;
(ii) a complex number €, with modulus 1

(iii) asequence ko(L), ..., k(L) of complex numbers with positive real part, up to reordering;
and
(iv) a sequence ag(-, L), ..., a,(+, L) of functions from the primes to complex numbers with

modulus at most 1, up to reordering.
For Re(s) > 1, write

m

HH 1—a,(p, L)p—°’ 7(5,5)3=HFR (s+ kL), A(s,L):= qév(s,ﬁ)L(s,ﬁ).

p j=0 j=0

Moreover, set £ := (q, e, {F;(£)}0, {@;(L£)}m), and suppose that A(s, £) has a meromorphic
analytic continuation satisfying

A1 —s,L)=e (s, L) (4.1)
and admitting a product representation

A(s,) — efetBes (H (1 _ %) e%) <H ! w) |

p

where the zeros p satisfy 0 < Rep < 1 and the poles w satisfy Rew € {0, 1}. In such a case, we
will call such an £ an L-tuple of degree m + 1, and we will define A,(n) by the property that

o) . L,
;Aﬁ(n)n =—2(sL).

We start with the following lemma, which gives a bound for the real part of the logarithmic
derivative of T'g(s).

Lemma 4.1. Let s = 0 + it with o > Then we have

Re <11:/R( )) —5+410g(a +t2),

N[

where ¢y :=logm + v > 1.721 and v denotes the Euler—Mascheroni constant.
Proof. Start by using the identity F%(z) =—y— % + Z;il m, valid for z ¢ Z<g, to write
r v logmw o = 0(2) + o)+
R R =—=— — )
e(rR( )) 27 T2 o2ip +;2j((2j+0)2+t2)
Since the summand on the right is convex for j € R>(, we find that
/ o] 2
Re(%(s)) <_7+10g7r_ o +/ 20((2x+0)+t d
1 2

- 2 o? 4 12 (2x + 0)% + 12)

1 1
_7“‘% + Zlog(a2+t2). O

IN
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Define the analytic conductor of an L-tuple £ of degree m + 1 by

£) = e [[11+ wi(£)

The following theorem gives a zero-free region for certain types of L-functions in terms of the
analytic conductor of an auxiliary L-tuple.

Theorem 4.2. Let £ be an L-tuple of degree m + 1 such that L = L (allowing for a potential
re-ordering of the coefficients o, ;) and Ag(n) is non-negative for alln > 1, and let t > 0 and
0<d< % Moreover, suppose that

(1) the function L(s, L) is entire except for possible poles of order at most ag at s =1 and at
most ay at both s =1+ 2it, and

(ii) the function L(s, L) has a zero of order at least by at s =1 — 3§ and zeros of order at least
by at both s =1 — 6 & 2it,

where by > ag >0, by > a; > 0, and 2—(1) > 4 Then we have

ap ’

N 2(v/bo — /ao)?
~ log C(L) + 2¢; ' /ao(v/bo — v/ao)

Proof. Let € > 0. Taking the logarithmic derivatives of the two formulas we have for A(s, £) at
s = 14 ¢ yields

1 1
;Re () S
logqg ;F—/R e+1+k)— ZZAg —ts

p £>1
1 1 & 2Re(1 + kj)e + £
—| - 1 1 = 1 1 J
5 < (m+1)cs +1logC(L) + 5 ;:0 og( + L ))

< %(—(m + 1Deg+1og C(L) + (m + 1)e),

IN

where we use that Re(B) = — Z = as L satisfies the functional equation (4.1), following the
argument from [14, Proposition 5. 7] In the context of this theorem, we obtain
260 461 (E + 5) 260 4b1 (8 +1-— 5)

e+d (5+5)2+4t2+5—|—1—5 (e+1—0)2+4¢2
< 2(1,0 4&15 2(1,0 4&1(5 + 1)
T e 2442 41 (e+1)2+ 442

+1logC(L) + (m+1)(e — ¢4),

from which we see that

0< 26t (20 2bg +(25+1)((5+§)2+4t2—§) day 4b,
(e 4 1)% + 4¢2 g2+ 412 (e +0)% + 4t2

T e+1 \ € e+9o
+1log(C(L)) + (m + 1)(e — ca). (4.2)
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Now set d := log(C(L)) + 2¢; ' /ao(v/bo — /ao), choose £ = 2, /ag(+/by — 1/ag), and suppose that
< 2(y/bg — \/ao)?. Then we have

2&0 2b0
-~ _ < —d 4.3
€ e+06 (43)
and
4&1 4b1 bl 1 1
— — — < .
PAR (0P AR by | Whgmr B Whgar | S 0. (44
d? ao bo
using the fact that 2—; > 1. Hence, using (4.3) and (4.4) in (4.2), we find that
0 < —d+1logC(L) + (m+1) (e — ca) < =23 Vag(v/by —
a contradiction. O

To apply the above theorem to symmetric power L-functions, we start by defining £,,(f) as
the L-tuple corresponding to the m-th symmetric power L-function. In addition, for t € R, we
define L,,(f,t) as the L-tuple corresponding to L(s + it, Sym™ f). We start by bounding the
analytic conductor of L,,(f, ).

Lemma 4.3. For m > —1, setting c5 := 6log2 — 1 > 3.158, we have
1
log C(Ln(f,t)) <loggsymms + (m +1)log (%(k —1)vV1+ t2) + (m+4)log(m + 4) — cs.

Proof. Setting L := L,,(f) for convenience, we see that

lo (Ll f,1)) ~logae < 5 D" log (14 5,(£)°(1+ )

=0
1 2)
2(m+1log1+t Zlog1+m]

Define d2(m) to be 1 for m odd and 0 otherwise. Then we can write

3 (m+82(m))

Zlog(l—l—@(ﬁ)) = (1= d2(m))log(r+1) + Z log(( ) (k—1)+1>
5 (m+62(m))
+ > tog((1- 2 k-1)+2)
! m+622(m)+2
< (1 — 8y(m)) log 2 + (m + da(m)) log(k — 1) + 2/ log (v — 20) da
< (m+1)log (521) 4+ (m + 4)log(m + 4) — (6log2 — 1). O

For t > 0, write L,,x, for the L-tuple corresponding to

[T L(s.Sym™ f) = ¢(s) 7 L(s, Sym™ f x Sym™ f),

j=1
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where L(s, Sym™ f x Sym™ f) is the Rankin-Selberg L-function associated to Sym™r; @ Sym"' ;.
The following lemma bounds the analytic conductor of L,,x,.

Lemma 4.4. Let m > 0, and suppose that there exists () > 1 such that for all 1 < n < 2m, we
have qsymny < Q™. Then we have

10g C(Lomxm) < (m? +2m)log ((k — 1)Q) + (m + 3)*log (cs(m + 3)) — ¢z,
where ¢s == 7= < 1.214 and c7 := 9log(6) — 5 > 11.62.

Proof. Since the analytic conductor is multiplicative, we can use Lemma 4.3 to write

(&

log C(Lmsm) = Zlog C(La(f)) < (m* +2m)log Q + (m? + 2m) log (%(k — 1))

m+1
+ / (2x 4+ 4) log(2x + 4)dx — mcs,
1

from which the stated result follows. O

Theorem 4.5. Let 3+ i7 be a zero of Ly, (s, Lin(f)) = L(s,Sym™ f) with 8 > 5 and m > 1, and
suppose that gsymn(p) < Q" for all1 <n < 2m+ 1. Then we have

(m +7)2log (cﬁ(k; —1DQMm + 7)1+ 72) ’

where cg := 2(2 — v/3)? > 0.1435.

1-p=

Proof. To start, suppose v # 0, and consider the L-tuple A; with corresponding function

L(s, ThxTTy) = (s)°C(s + 2i7)((s — 2i7) L(s + iy, Sym™ f)L(s — i, Sym™ f)* [ | L(s, Sym™ f),

Jj=1

where IT; = |det|”” B |det|™ B Sym™f and H indicates the isobaric sum. Here, we used the
fact that ﬁl = II; since Sym™ f is self-dual.

The logarithm of L(s, II x II) has nonnegative Dirichlet coefficients for any isobaric represen-
tation IT ([13, Lemma a]), so the same is true for the above auxiliary function. Moreover, since
the analytic conductor is multiplicative, we can use the bounds from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4 to see

that
log(C(Ay)) < 2log|1 + 2iy|+410g C(Ln(f. 7)) + 1og C(Lomxm)
< (m+5)7log (CG(k ~1)Q(m + 5)@) 42102 — ¢r — 4es.
Applying Theorem 4.2 with ag = 3, a1 = 1, by = 4, and b; = 2 yields

2(2 —/3)? - 2(2 —/3)?

(C(0) +26 V3R =V3) ™ (1 +5)2log (colk — 1)Qm +5) /T2 ) "

1-p5=
log
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Next, suppose m # 2 and v = 0. In this case, we use the L-tuple Ay corresponding to
L(s, Ty x IIy) = ¢(s)>L(s, Sym?f)>L(s, Sym*f)

L(s,Sym™* f)*L(s, Sym™ f)* L(s, Sym™** £) T [ L(s, Sym™ f),
j=1

where I, = 1HSym? f BSym™ f. Again applying the bounds from Lemmas 4.3 and 4.4, we have
log C'(Ay) < (m 4 7)*log (cs(k — 1)Q(m + 7)) — (12¢5 + c7 — 18log 6 — 8log 8),
and so applying Theorem 4.2 with ag = 3,a; = 0,by = 4,b; = 0 gives

2(2 — V/3)?

L= 08 (o lk = QI £ 7)) (4.6)
Finally, for the case that m = 2 and v = 0, consider the L-tuple A3 corresponding to
L(s, T3 x II3) = ¢(s)2L(s, Sym?f)>L(s, Sym*f),
where IT3 = 1 B Sym?f. We have
log(C(As)) < 141og (9cs(k — 1)Q) — (4es + 14 1og (18cge) — 181og 6 — 8log 8),
and so we obtain
2(V3 = V2)? (4.7)

—h= 141og (9cs(k — 1)Q)
We arrive at Theorem 4.5 by taking the maximum of the bounds in (4.5), (4.6), and (4.7). O
Corollary 4.6. Let p be a zero of A(s,Sym™ f) with m > 1, and suppose that gsymrp < Q"
forall1 <n <2m+ 1. Then we have

(m+7)?log(cg(k —1)Q(m + 7))

\p|>

Proof. Write p = 3 + iv, and let
C8
ri(y) = , ro(7y) == 1/11(0)% — 2.
e ST R o i s prer ML )
By Theorem 4.5 together with the functional equation (2.3) for A(s, Sym™ f), we have 5 > r1(7).
To show that |p|> 71(0), it suffices to show that any point (r2(7),~) on the circle with radius
r1(0) satisfies ro(y) < ri(y). For |y|< ri(0), we observe that

cs (272 + (v — 1) log (%(/{: —1)Q(m + 7)@))

ri(y) = /
(m + 7T)2(1 +~2)2 log (Cﬁ(/f —1D)Q(m+7) m)
= (m+7)%(1 +~2)%log (cﬁ(k ~1)Q(m + 7)m>2

Cs
64 log (8¢g)*’
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from which we find that
(m +7)*log(cs(k — 1)Q(m + 7)) S 64 log(8ce) N Cs "

—ry(y) > —r(7).

(1) 2 C8 B 8 ~ 64log (8¢g)” 1)
Because 71(7y) and () are even functions that agree at v = 0, the fact that r5(y) < r{(v)
implies that ro(y) < r1(7). O

5. VERTICAL DISTRIBUTION OF ZEROS

For T'> 1, let N(T,Sym™ f) be the number of zeros p = S+ of L(s,Sym™ f) with 0 < 5 < 1
and |y| < T. In this section, we will give an upper bound for N(7,Sym™f) for m > 1. In
particular, we prove the following theorem.

Theorem 5.1. Let m > 1 and T > 1, and suppose that qsymm; < Q™' for some Q > 1. Then
we have

1 2
N(T,Sym™f) < - [(m + 1)T'log (2—\{;% - 1H)Q(m+ 2)T> + T'log(m + 2)
m+ 3+ 6015
where c13 < 15.998, ¢4 < 17555, and c15 = 31.996. Moreover, for T > 200, we have
N(T, Sym™ ) < cza(m + 1)Tlog((k — 1)Q(m + 2)T), (5.2)
where cop := 0.593, and we may write
N(1,Sym™f) < cos(m + 1) log((k — 1)Q(m + 2)), (5.3)

where ca3 := 56.662.

For afixed 1 < 01 < 2, let R be the positively oriented rectangle with vertices o1 +:T, 1—oq+iT.
By the argument principle, we have

2 N(T,Sym™ f) = Agarg A(s, Sym™ f).

Furthermore, by (2.3), the contributions to Agarg A(s, Sym™ f) from the left and right sides of
the contour are equal. Accordingly, let C be the part of the contour from % — T to o1 —iT to
o1+ 11T to % + 4T, so that

7N(T,Sym™f) = Ac arg qgéilmf + Acargy(s,Sym™ f) + Acarg L(s, Sym™ f). (5.4)

In Lemmas 5.4 and 5.8, we bound the contributions from the 7- and L-terms.
We will use the following explicit form of Stirling’s formula from [21], as stated in [29, Equation
2.4], several times throughout this section.

Lemma 5.2 (Stirling’s Formula). For |arg z|< 5, we have
_ 1 0(z)
logl'(z) =z — 5 logz — 2+ = 1og27r+ 62"
where 0(z) € C satisfies |0(z)|< 1.
We begin with the following bounds for A¢ arg'c and A¢ arg I'g.
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Lemma 5.3. Let T' > 1. For the curve C described at the start of the section, we have the
following bounds on the summands of Ac argy(s, Sym™ f):

|AcargTe(s + )| < —2T log(2me) 4+ T log ((% + ,u)z + T2>

+2 tan_l( I )+ L
: T4p)  3s+p+dT)

T 2 1)?
|Acarg'r(s + )| < —T'log 2me + T'log T + §log (1 + &)

477

R By 7 2
an .
2 2r +1 3|2 + 71 +iT|

Proof. By Lemma 5.2, we have

1
Acargl'(s +p) =2ImlogI’ (5 —|—u+z’T>

T 1 ? Tm 6(2)
= 2/ tan? +Tlo <—+ ) +T? ) 2T + —
g <%+u) g( 2 3|3 + p+ 4T

where |f|< 1. Similarly, following the argument from Section 2 of [29], we see that

T T T 2 1)?
AcargF<S+r) :2<§log—+—10g <1+w)

2 2¢ 4 4T
N 2r —1 - 2T N 0(z)
an .
4 2r +1 3|2 +r+iT|

The stated bounds follow. O

Lemma 5.4. Let T' > 1. For the curve C described at the start of the section, we have

2 31
[Acy(s, Sym™ f)|< (m + 1)T log <ﬁ\/_eT(k — D(m+ 2)) + Tlog(m +2) + m; L

Proof. Let §2(m) =1 for m odd, and 0 otherwise. Then using Lemma 5.3, we see that

|Ac argy(s,Sym™ f)| < —(m + do(m))T log(2mwe) + T'S1(m, T) 4+ 2S3(m, T) + %Sg(m, T)
+ (1 = 09(m)) |[Acarg'r(s + 1), (5.5)
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where we define the sums
1 (m+62(m))

Sim,T) = 3 log <T2 - (é (= 2k - 1))2)=

=1

Sy(m, T) = 3 (j—@)(k—man—l( , L

3 (m+62(m))

So(m,T):= Y ‘%+(j—@)(k:—1)+ﬁ‘_l.

j=1

We proceed to estimate these sums. Noting that log(2? + y?) < log(222y?) for z,y > 1, we see

3 (m+82(m)) 1 2
Sim,T)< Y log <2T2<5 + (j - @)(/ﬁ — 1)) )
j=1
1 3 (m+82(m))
2 2 ;_ 02(m)
< 5 (m + dy(m)) log(8T2(k — 1)*) +2 2; log (j - 242)
]:

< (m+ dy(m)) log (V2e ™ T(k = 1)) + (m +2) log(m + 2)
= (2= 0y(m)) log(2 — d5(m)),

where the last step comes from observing that

3 (m462(m)) L (m483(m))+1
0 1oz, 0

Z log (j — 2(m)) < /2 log (u— 2(m)) du.
, 2 1 2

7j=1

For the next two sums, we use the bounds
0 0 1
So(m, T) < L‘Z(m)T, So(m, T) < %ﬁm) -

Finally, using Lemma 5.3 and observing that ¥ > 1 and log(1 + z) < x for z > 1, we write
(1 = d2(m))|Acarg lr(s + r)|

V2 9 T 2
<(1- — T'log(2 T1 —T(k—1 Tlog2+ — + —+ —|.
< (1= 62(m)) og(2me) + T'log < . (k—1) | +Tlog2+ ST + 3 + T
The desired result follows by applying all of these bounds to (5.5). O

To bound A¢ arg L(s, Sym™f), we will require bounds on \%’(s)\ and the number Ny (7', Sym™ f)
of nontrivial zeros p =  + iy of L(s,Sym™ f) satisfying |7 — v|< 1. We will use the following
explicit bound on ‘%(s)‘ given in the proof of Lemma 4 of [22].

Lemma 5.5 (Ono-Soundararajan). For s = o + it with 0 > 1, we have

I’ 11 log(1+s]?)
_ P = A Sl bl V)
R 2
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Lemma 5.6. For s = o + T, where o > % and |T|> 1, we have the bound

/

1 1
(s, " )| < m + Do (Tl + 1+ (6= 1)(1-+ ) + eam + cao+ 11

where ¢y := & + 3log 2w < 2.7523 and ¢y := 33 + 3 log 27 < 3.1968.
Proof. Again let d2(m) be 1 if m is odd and 0 otherwise. We may write

L(mtoa(m) _,

Z(6) < |-g0m + 1ogtem) + R O A P
+-am) |51 (5] (5:6)

We now use Lemma 5.5 to bound the second and third terms of (5.6). First, we see

)

%(m—l—ég(m))
11 1 . . d2(m) 2
< _ _ _ ]
<5 (m+5g(m))+210g jlzll (l—l-}a—l—szL (] 5 ) (k 1)} ) . (5.7)

where the last term may be bounded by

m + da(m) D(A 4 mtobm)y
—1 —1)+1
5 log(k —1) +log T
for A := 1+0+‘T| + 1 — 2. By Lemma 5.2 and the bound log(1 + z) < z, we have
(A 4 mtoim) A 4 mibalm) m+5g(m) m + dz(m)
1 2 < Al 2 A+ ——
T = 4708 A 2 ( L )
-1
+5log A—m+52 <(A+m+52 >) +A‘1>
< %g(m) log <A + %Q(m)) + g (5.8)

We now bound the last term from (5.6). Using the identity sI'(s) = I'(s + 1) together with
Lemma 5.5, we find that
1T (s+r <1 2 +F/ s—l—r+1
2T 2 — 2| s+r I 2

<—+—+;log<1+a+|T\+(/€—1)<1+%>). (5.9)

Using the bounds (5.7), (5.8), and (5.9) in (5.6) finishes the proof. O
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Lemma 5.7. Let |T|> 1, and let N1(T, Sym™ f) be the number of nontrivial zeros p = 5+ iy of
L(s,Sym™ f) satisfying |T — vy|< 1. If Q satisfies qsymm < Q™", then for m > 1, we have

+1 1
N (T, Sym™ f) < Jﬁ(m2 log (Q (IT1+00+1+(k=1) (14+5))) +enm+ e + m),
where c1y = cy — $(00) < 3.893, c13 1= c10 — S (09) < 4.337, and 0g = §(1+v/5) < 1.61804.

Proof. Let s = o + 1T, where ¢ > 1 and |T'|> 1. To bound N(T,Sym™ f), we observe that
Re (fp) = (U_B)U;BQ and use (2.6) and (2.7) to conclude

2+(T—)
o5 . o5
(B, ey s < DD o e
~Re (% o8 syt + (s, Sym” ) + (s Symmf)) C (510)
v

o we fix o = oy = 1(1 ++/5). Bounding |%(S,Symmf)\ and
|%(s, Sym™ f)| using Lemma 5.6 and equation (2.5) respectively in (5.10), we obtain the stated
bound. O

Lemma 5.8. Let T' > 1. For the curve C described at the start of the section, if qsymmy < Q™!
for some Q > 1, we have

Acarg L(s, Sym™ f) < ci3(m + 1) log(cia(k — 1)(m + 2)QT) + %,

where ¢i3 := 2 4+ V524 m) < 15.998, ¢4 := (00 + 1) exp(¢®) < 17555, and c15 := 31.996.

To maximize infocg; ﬁ

Proof. Following the example of [6] and [29], we split the contour C into three pieces: Cy, Ca, Cs,
corresponding to the line segments connecting % — 11" to o1 — 1T, o1 — 2T to o4 +4T, and o1 + 1T
to % + 47", respectively.

We first bound the contribution from the line segment Cy. Since L is symmetric about the real
axis, we have Ac, arg L(s, Sym™ f) = 2arg L(oy 4+ T, Sym™ f). Using the fact that

llog L{oy + T, Sym™ f)| < [log ¢(o1)™1] = (m + 1) log ()
and writing
log L(oy + 4T, Sym™ f) = log|L(oy + iT, Sym™ f)|+iarg L(oy + 4T, Sym™ f),
we arrive at
Ac, arg L(s, Sym™ f) = 2arg L(oy + i1, Sym™ f) < 2(m + 1) log (o).

We now consider the contributions from the horizontal segments. Again by the symmetry
about the real axis, the contributions from the contours C; and C3 are the same, so it suffices to
estimate

o1+iT L/
Ac, arg L(s, Sym™ f) = —/ Im (—(s, Symmf)) ds.
14T L
Letting s = 0 +4T € Cs (that is, setting 1 < o < 07), we use (2.6) to compute AK/(S, Sym™ f) —
AK/(O'l +4T'), which produces the following equation:
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L mpy _ L : m g4 : mey Y m
— (s, Sym f):f(<71+2T,Sym f)+ ;(01+2T,Sym f)—;(S,Sym f)

L
o1 — 0 1 1
- G-t —p) > (o—1+z'T—p_s_p)' (5.11)

[T—~>1 |T—~|<1

We proceed to bound each of these terms individually. We use (2.5) to bound the first term,
and the 7 contribution to (5.11) may be bounded with Lemma 5.6 via triangle inequality. The
sum over nontrivial zeros proves more difficult. Using equation 5.10, as well as the bounds

(8—/))(01+z'T—,0)' ST =T

and
(o Y (z=d)s [z
(Ul_ﬂ)z—l-(T—’Y)? O’l—% _(01_1)2+1 0'1—% )
we see that
7o 1= Dl =124 1) (1 (1
T;>1 (s —p)(o1 +1iT — p) < 2 — <Re <§logQSymmf)

L '
+ Re (f(fﬁ +4T, Sym™ f) + %(0’1 + 4T, Symmf)) ) (5.12)

We may again use Lemma 5.6 and (2.5) to bound the last term in (5.12). Finally, considering
the local sum over zeros in (5.11), we note that

Z 1 < Z 1 _ NI(T7 Symmf)
O +iT —p| — o 01 1 oy —1 ’

(5.13)

Applying our work from Lemma 5.6 and (2.5), (5.12), and (5.13) in (5.11) allows us to give
explicit bounds on
L " 1
MI) =~ (s S = Y

8 J—
|T—~|<1 p

in terms of 0. Now notice that for each p, we have

o1+iT
/ Im(s — p)~tds = A¢, Im(log(s — p)) < 7,
14T
which gives the bound
o1+iT L/
Ac, arg L(s, Sym™ f) = — / Im (—(s + T, Symmf)) ds

14T L

< 7N(T, Sym™ f) + (01 - %) h(T)]. (5.14)
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We will use Lemma 5.7 in the above expression to bound Ny (7', Sym™ f). In particular, the main
term of (5.14) will be

e (e () (rosen 525 om0 4 5)

where g(oy) = 2= 2)((7(1011 ok +1). We select 0y = 3 to minimize this term’s coefficient, which

becomes c;3 - m— where ¢i3 := 3 + (2 4+ 7)v/5 < 15.998.
With this Value for oy, we can use (5.11), Lemma 5.6, (2.5), (5.12), and (5.13) to bound h(T)
explicitly; adding the contributions from C; and Cs, we find that

Acarg L(s,Sym™ f) = 2A¢, arg L(s, Sym™ f) + A¢, arg L(s, Sym™ f)
<cizs(m+1)log((co+1)(k—1)(m+2)T)

c
+ 2016 log 4Sym™ f +cirm + ¢ + %5

where ci5 1= 31.996, ci 1= 6.999, ci17 := 126.416, and cig := 140.945. Replacing gsymm s with

Q™" and using the bound (k — 1)Q > 11, we arrive at the stated result. O

Proof of Theorem 5.1. The first bound (5.1) follows from (5.4) after using the bounds from Lem-
mas 5.4 and 5.8. To obtain (5.2) and (5.3), we use the fact that (kK —1)Q > 11. Indeed, we can

bound the ratio of each summand in (5.1) with the first term via a computer-assisted calculation,
from which (5.2) and (5.3) follow. O

6. COMPUTING RESIDUES OF THE CONTOUR INTEGRAL
+
L (s, Sym™ f) £

T

In this section, we bound the integral 1 f which as shown in Section

s(s+1
3 constitutes the main component of X f wty O (u)du from Lemma 3.5. In particular, we prove
Lemmas 3.9, 3.10, and 3.11, which bound the contributions from the nontrivial zeros, the trivial
zeros, and residues at s = O, —1 to the contour integral.

6.1. Residues at Nontrivial Zeros. We use the results from Sections 4 and 5 to bound the
contribution from the nontrivial zeros p = § + iy of L(s, Sym™ f), given by

p+1
Ra(e, . Syn™f) = 3 (z+;2p+—w

— Pt

nontrivial p

This will constitute the largest contribution to the integral in Lemma 3.8.

Lemma 6.1. Let x,y > 0, and let p =+ iy € C with 0 < < 1. Then we have

o+l ptl 3
(l'+y) x Smin{<1+ﬂ|p|)z_>(2z+2+g)L}'
207 |pl" Uy z) |pllp+1]

yp(p +1)
Proof. Let 0 = 5 and p = 8+ 17y. To prove the first bound, we write
(x+yV“—x”1_§f+y L4061 —-0(p+1)

yp(p+1) p p(p +1)6°
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and observe that
‘(1+9)”+1 -1 (,0+1)6"

1/1+9uﬂ—1d <1/91|| J 1
= |- —au| < — —|pluau = =,
p(p+1)0° 0> /1 p 0% Jo Ip| 2

where the inequality follows from the bound (1 +u)” — 1|< |p|u. The second bound follows from

pHl o+l B+1 B+1
(x+y)™ — 2} ((1+g> +1) < T 0 240) O
yp(p+1) lpllp+1 x lpllp+1
We will also need to estimate » m— and > , to bound the contribution from the low- and
plp+1) +1

high-lying zeros, respectively. For convenlence wrlte

N(T,Sym™f) < GiTlogT + GoT + GslogT + G4 + %,

where the G; are dependent only on m, k, N. Their precise values are derived from Theorem 5.1:

Gi=1(m+1), Gy= (m+1)log<‘[(/€—1)Q(m+2)>+%log(m+2),

2me

G3 = %Clg(m —+ 1), G4 —013(m + 1) lOg(Cl4(]€ — 1)Q(m -+ 2)), G5 = % (015 + mT—H)’) .

Lemma 6.2. For T > 200 and m > 1, we have

> ﬁ < can(m + 1) log?((k — 1)Q(m + 2)T)
1<]y|<T

for coo := 1.114, where the sum runs across nontrivial zeros p = 8 + iy of L(s, Sym™f).

Proof. By partial summation, we have

1 N(T,Sym™f) [T N(t,Sym™f)
I Bl B
1<|y|<T
< %(m + 1) log¥((k — 1)Q(m +2)T)
1 1 Gs
+ (Gz + G5+ G4+ §G5 - %(m +1) log2((k; - 1DQ(m + 2>>) + o2

Noting that (k—1)Q > 11 and T > 200, we can bound the ratio of each term with the first term
via a computer-assisted calculation to conclude the stated result. O

Lemma 6.3. For T > 200 and m > 1, we have

Z iz < en(m+ 1)log((k: — 1);2(771 +2)T)

|v|>T

for cg1 := 0.753, where the sum runs across nontrivial zeros p = 8 + iy of L(s, Sym™f).
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Proof. By partial summation, we have

N(T, © N(t m
Z_: Sym™ f)+2/ (8, Sym™f) .,
T2 T t3
|’Y|>T
2 log((k—1)Q(m+2)T) 2
< ;(m +1) T + ((m +1)log L Y= + log(m + 2))
Gg IOgT Gg + 2G4 2G5
+ T2 + 272 * 373"
Again noting that (kK —1)Q > 11 and 7" > 200, we obtain the stated result. O

We now combine these results to estimate R;(x,y,Sym™f).

Proof of Lemma 5.9. Observe that sup, <y Re(p) < 1 — (7)) by Theorem 4.5. Using Lemma
6.1, we may write

xp-i—l

(v +y)Ptt — x? 1= A 1= (T) 1
D rni e D Bl s EE D D L D D,
P <1 =2 1<]y|<T
- (2 +2+ ) Z —
y T !

In Lemmas 6.2 and 6.3, we have calculated the values of the sums 3, ., 7 ﬁ and > 7 712;
after we use the bound on N(T Symmf) from Theorem 5.1 to bound »_ 52 for T > 200, the
only remaining piece is Z| Sj<1 - For this, we note that
1
> - < N Sy ) -sup () -t
p ol
IyI<1

The quantity N (1, Sym™ f) is bounded in Theorem 5.1; additionally, Corollary 4.6 gives us a lower
bound for inf,|p|. Combining these, we arrive at the upper bound listed as the last summand in
the lemma statement. U

6.2. Residues at Trivial Zeros. In Lemma 3.10, we bound the contribution to the integral in
Lemma 3.8 given by the residues of all trivial zeros except those which may ex1st at s = 0 and
s = —1; the latter case is done separately, as the integrand £ (s Sym™ f)s 61D has additional
poles at these values. These residues are calculated separately in Lemma 3.11.

Proof of Lemma 3.10. As the trivial zeros correspond exactly with the poles of v(s, Sym™ f), the
sum of the residues of £ (s Sym™ f ) ) over the trivial zeros p # 0, —1 is given by

m

J—3)(k—1)—0+1

;Z D=0+ (= Dk -1 +—1)

in the case that m is odd, and

—j(k—1)—t+1 m/2 510 j k Yo —ith=1+

ZZ —1+£((k; e—1+z i—1) = 1)

]1[1
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in the case m is even, where the d; 5(j, k) indicates that the term is to be omitted when j =1
and k = 2; the case where k = 2 and m is even allows for an additional pole at s = —1, which is
delegated to the calculation in Lemma 3.11.

From here, it is straightforward to find an upper bound for each case, using the identity

d2 e u—(c—l—é—l) u=¢

du? Zz:; (c+O)(c+l—-1)) u-—1
for u > 1 and ¢ > 0 and integrating. The case in which £ = 2 and m is odd gives the maximum
upper bound, namely

4(m—|—1) (m+1).

(ViFy—va) < =5

6 3. Additional Residues. F inally, we bound the contribution of Rs(x,y), the residues of
L(s, Symmf)ss+1 at s =0, —1.

U

Proof of Lemma 5.11. We first expand A, about s =0 and —1, giving
IL’8+1 T .CL’SJ'_l
-z 1 _ _
s(s+1) s T rosT T, s(s+1) s+1

respectively. By casework on the value of m (mod 4) and the size of k, we find that L(s, Sym™ f)
has zeros at s = —1 and s = 0 of orders 2 and 0 for 4t m, k = 2; orders 1 and 1 for 4 | m, k = 2;
orders 1 and 0 for 4 1 m, k > 4; and orders 0 and 1 for 4 | m, k > 4, respectively. In each case,
by expanding the series at each point and evaluating at z + y and at x, we find

r (x 4yt — ot / o y
< 1 1 1+ =
Res (- o8y ) I <ty [ o) s tog (14 )

—1—-logz+---,

y
< [Xoly + ylog(z +y) + ot

L((?)) or 1ims—>0(LL(—(00)) — 1), whichever is well-defined.

We proceed to bound Ag. If 4 1 n, then 77 extends analytically to s = 0, and so we may write

where )\ is defined as either

L/ o lOg 4Sym™ f

04 1
——(0,Sym™ f) = + —(0,Sym™f) + —.
L Osrf) = 2B Lo sy + 3

To estimate > p 71), we first use Corollary 4.6, which gives us the bound

1 1 2
— + = < —(m+7)*log(cs(k — 1)Q(m + 7).
p P Cs8
Hence we may bound the sum directly by
1 N(1,Sym™
Y - < NS ()2 ook — 1)Q(m + 7)) + Z -
p &
P M>1
The last sum can be estimated using results from Section 5. In particular, we have
Z Z( _ 5)24'72)( o —f )
524-72 (o1 =B)2+~%)"

% \>1 [v|>1
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from which choosing o = %, T = 0 yields

1 1 L' /3 " (3
5 < (brne) e (£ (Sm) o (G57)) )
lv|>1

)

Thus it only remains to find explicit bounds for 77, (0, Sym™ f) and %’ (%, Sym™ f ) The first may
be bounded via Lemma 5.5, as regardless of the value of m (mod 4), we may write

v (3 . 11(m+1) m+1 3 (m+1D)(k=1\>\ (m+1)log(2r)
;(i,Sym f)g + log<1+<—+ ))— 5

1
§5<m;— log@ + (m+1)

6 4 2 2
m—+1

<cyu(m+1)+ log ((m+1)(k—1)),

where co = & + Llog(2) — $log(2m) < 1.1943.
As for %(0, Sym™ f), we note that (j —1/2)(k—1) > 1 in all cases except j = 1,k = 2, so that

we may use Lemma 5.5 again. As I"(3)/I'(3) < —1.9, we omit it by non-negativity and reach
the bound

! +1
%(O,Symmf) <epa(m+1)+ 2

log (m+1)(k—1)).

In the case that %(s, Sym™ f) does not extend analytically to 0, the argument must be changed
slightly. Indeed, as L(s,Sym™f), we may write

!/

L) _ loggsywry (o mey LY (L mpy 1
Re(ZO__p>— 5 + V(U,Sym f)+S + L(J,Sym f) )

p

where the second and third terms extend analytically to ¢ = 0. Thus, taking %(s, Sym™ f) — %
as s — 0, we see that it is indeed bounded by the same quantity, as the contributions from the
poles of % and % cancel. Hence in either case we may use the above bound, so that

W(m +7)?log(cs(k — 1)Q(m + 7))

+ 3(m + 1) log((k — 1)Q(m + 1)) + cas(m + 1),
where ¢o5 1= 624 + |¢'(2)/¢(2)|< 8.6705. O

Ao

IA

7. APPLICATION TO THE ATKIN-SERRE CONJECTURE

Here we apply Theorem 3.1 to the Atkin—Serre conjecture. We require the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let f be as in Theorem 1.6. Then for x > 3,

#{x <p<2z:ptN, cosb, € I} < cio(m(2z) — 7(z)) (MST(I) L Cllog((k: — 1)Nlogx)) |

Vlog x
where c19 := 3.015.
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Proof. Applying the triangle inequality to 7y ;(2z) — 7y (2) and using either Theorem 1.1 or
Theorem 1.2, we first arrive at the result

m11(2) — 7 () < (w(22) + 7(x) (MST<I>+-c1

log((k — 1)N log z)
Viog x ’
Now, we use that 7(2x) + w(z) ~ 3(7w(2z) — w(z)) ~ 3w(z). In particular, using the bound

< m(x) < 5= for x> 60184 given by [8], we see that

T
logz—1.1
2x z

<
~ log(2z) — 1.1 * logz — 1.1

2z x
< cig <log(2x) —1 logz — 1.1)
< cig (m(22) — 7(z)),

m(2z) + w(x)

where the bound holds for z > 10'% with ¢;9 defined as in the statement of the lemma. Noting
that the listed bound holds trivially for 3 < o < 10'%, we arrive at the desired result. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. First, note that as af(p) = 2p"2" cos 6, and since {(x) := W is

decreasing in x, we see

k-1l kE—1)N1
#{x<pgm,mﬂm52ﬁToa<¢é£cg@}

< # {x <p <2z :cosb|<

log((k —1)Nlogz)
Viogz '
The statement is trivially true whenever ¢(z) > 1, so we may assume ((z) < 1. Let [ =

[Z —{(z), 2+ {(x)], so that if cosb, € [—¢(z),{(z)], then 6, € I. Using the Taylor expansion

for sin? @, we may write

3 T(2) 3 5
pst(l) == g/ (sin®6) df = 2 (f(gj) GO MCCO A ) :
™ %—Z(w) ™ 3 15

which implies pgr(I) < 20(z). Hence by Lemma 7.1, the stated result holds for the constant
c19 (e + 1) < 179. O

APPENDIX A. CONDUCTOR OF SYMMETRIC POWERS OF ELLIPTIC CURVES

This section presents a short proof of the upper bound on the arithmetic conductor ggymm s of
L(s,Sym™f), for m > 1 stated in Section 2.

Theorem A.1. Let E/Q be a non-CM elliptic curve with conductor N = qgy,,1¢, and suppose
m > 1. Then we have

gSym™ f S Nm+1-

Our bound will rely crucially on the computations of [17], and our result is a uniform sharpening
of the bound ggy,m < N from [7, Appendix A.2]. We write

dsyumy = [[ 07500
p
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where €,,(p) and 6,,(p) are the local tame conductor and local wild conductor at p respectively.

Proof. We freely use results from [17, Section 3]. If p is a prime of multiplicative reduction, then
em(p) = m and 0,,(p) = 0. If p is of additive reduction, we know that €,,(p) < m + 1; since
dm(p) = 0 for p > 5, it suffices to bound the wild conductors at 2 and 3. Recall that in the case
of additive reduction at p, we have v,(N) > 2, where v, denotes the p-adic valuation. Let
N N
dy = max{O, U2(2 ) —1}(m+1) and ds = maX{O, vs(V) —1}(m+1).

By [17, Table 2] and [17, Table 3], we see that §,,(2) < dy and §,,(3) < ds, respectively. Thus,
we may write

Sym™ f < 9d23ds Hpm+1 < N7 ]
pIN

APPENDIX B. TABLE OF CONSTANTS

The following constants are rounded appropriately (up or down) based on their usage in
context. Explicit formulas, when available, are given in the first introduction of the constant in
the text.

c1: H8.1 cg: 0.1435 c15: 31.996 co2: 0.593
co: 58.084 co: 2.753 c16: 6.999 Co3: 96.662
cs: 1.2323 c10: 3.1968 ci7: 126.725 Coq: 1.1943
Cy. 1.721 C11- 3.893 C18- 140.945 Co5. 8.6705
Cx. 3.158 C12: 4.337 C19. 3.015
Cg- 1.214 C13: 15.998 Cop: 1.114
cr: 11.63 c14: 17555 co1: 0.753
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