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NEW VARIANTS OF ARITHMETIC QUANTUM ERGODICITY
PETER HUMPHRIES AND JESSE THORNER

ABSTRACT. We establish two new variants of arithmetic quantum ergodicity. The first
is for self-dual GLy Hecke—Maafl newforms over Q as the level and Laplace eigenvalue
vary jointly. The second is a nonsplit analogue wherein almost all restrictions of Hilbert
(respectively Bianchi) Hecke-Maa$ cusp forms to the modular surface dissipate as their
Laplace eigenvalues grow.

1. INTRODUCTION

Snirel'man [38], Colin de Verdiere [9], and Zelditch [42, B3] proved the quantum ana-
logue of geodesic flow on a finite volume Riemannian manifold X being ergodic. To be
more specific, let A denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator on X, and let (¢x)72, be an
orthonormal basis of L?-integrable eigenfunctions of A. Let \; be the Laplace eigenvalue
of ¢, so that Agy = A\pr; we may order (¢x)72 so that (Ax)?2; is monotonically nonde-
creasing. Consider the probability measures dug = |px|? du, where dpu is the volume form
on X. If the geodesic flow on the unit cotangent bundle is ergodic (which happens, for
instance, when X has negative curvature), then there exists a density one subsequence
¢k, along which

: 1(A)
lim pu, (A) = —==
n—o0 N( X )
when A is a continuity set. This has been termed quantum ergodicity. Rudnick and
Sarnak [34] have conjectured that
: _ (A
dim p(A) =5
when X has negative curvature, which would alleviate the need to pass to a density one
subsequence. This has been termed quantum unique ergodicity.
Let I' = SLy(Z). The orbifold I'\H has attracted much attention because of its arith-
metic structure. The volume form du(z) is the measure y~2dx dy (where z = z + iy),
and p(I'\H) = Z. Let (px)72, denote an orthonormal basis of Maafl cusp forms satisfying

Api(z) = A\ppr(2), where A = —yz(a‘r)—;2 + aa—;g). We may diagonalize the space of Maaf}
cusp forms so that we may take each py to be an eigenfunction of all Hecke operators and
the involution ¢y (z) — wr(—2). We call such an eigenfunction a Hecke-Maa8l cusp form.
We expect the cuspidal spectrum of I'\H to be simple [37], so that every Maafl cusp form

is a Hecke-Maaf3 cusp form.
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Let 15 be the indicator function of an injective geodesic ball B in I'\H, and for a
probability measure v on I'\H, define the discrepancy

(1.1) D) = sup |v(1p) - Sp(ip)|.

BCI\H ™
If D(ur) — 0 as k — oo, as predicted by the quantum unique ergodicity conjecture, then
the measures dy;, converge in the weak-* topology to (3/m)du. The rate of decay of D ()
as k — oo then quantifies the rate of convergence. Watson’s thesis [40] shows that the
generalized Lindel6f hypothesis (GLH) for certain families of GL; x GL3 and GLg x GL3
Rankin—-Selberg L-functions is essentially equivalent to

(12) pe1s) = u(1s) + 0504 5)

for every fixed injective geodesic ball B C T'\H. Young refines this by explicating the
dependence on B in the error term in ([.2]) under the assumption of GLH [41l Proposition
1.5]. In particular, Young conditionally proves small scale quantum unique ergodicity—
the error term in ([[L2)) is smaller than the main term so long as p(1p) is a little larger

than )\;1/ . Moreover, even if p(1p) is smaller than )\;1/ 6, Young obtains bounds for
the error term in ([L2]) uniform in B that are strong enough to imply the optimal bound

D) < )\;1/ e resolving a conjecture of Luo and Sarnak [29, p. 210] conditionally
under GLH.

Unconditionally, there are no known individual bounds D(py) other than the work of
Lindenstrauss [28] and Soundararajan [35], which shows that

(1.3) klim D(u) =0

with an unspecified rate of convergence. On the other hand, unconditional bounds for
D(py) are quite strong on average. Luo and Sarnak [29, Theorem 1.5] proved a strong
quantitative version of Zelditch’s quantum ergodicity result, namely

1
Z D(pui)? <. T2t

(1.4) T <77 2,

Chebyshev’s inequality then implies that for fixed positive real numbers a and /3 satisfying
200+ [ < %, we have that

{Ae <T: D) = X"}

< T77.
{Ae < T}

(1.5)

Following Kowalski, Michel, and Vanderkam [22], one can consider variants of quantum
ergodicity or quantum unique ergodicity in which the surface on which the Hecke-Maaf}
forms are defined varies instead of the Laplace eigenvalue. Given an integer q > 1, let
Lo(q) be the level ¢ Hecke congruence subgroup of I'. Let ¢ be a Hecke-Maafi newform
of level g, trivial nebentypus, and Laplace eigenvalue A, > 0, so that ¢ is defined on
the orbifold I'y(¢)\H. Since I'y(¢) is a finite-index subgroup of I'y(1) = I, it follows that
for each fundamental domain F of I'\H, there exists a fundamental domain of I'z(¢)\H
containing F.
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Let Cy(I"\H) be the set of bounded, continuous functions H: I'\H — C. If H €
Cy(T\H), then the pushforward to I'\H of the L?-mass of ¢ (weighted by H) is the finite
measure on ['\H given by

(16) polt) = [ o)) due).
Lo(qe)\H
For fixed A > 0, the assertion that
(1.7) qli)rgo EJI;Q; D(uy,) =0
S

is one possible “level-aspect” variation of (L3]), where the orbifold on which the Hecke—
MaaBl newforms are defined varies instead of the Laplace eigenvalues. A proof of (.7
appears to be beyond the reach of current methods, although such a result along a subse-
quence of powerful moduli follows from the work of Nelson, Pitale, and Saha [32]. Going
one step further, one might hope to combine (IL3]) and (L7) and prove a “hybrid-aspect”
result such as

(1.8) lim max D(u,)=0.

Q—00 A\pqyp<Q

2. MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, we investigate generalizations of the arithmetic quantum ergodicity results
(TL4) and ([LH). Our first result implies (L&) along a density one subsequence of ¢. Let
F be the set of GLy Hecke-Maafl newforms ¢ of weight zero and trivial nebentypus. Let
Ad ¢ denote the adjoint lift of . Recall the definitions in (LI and ([L.6). We prove the
following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let Q > 1 and F(Q) ={p € F: A\pq, € (Q,2Q]}. Ife > 0, then
[{Adg: ¢ € 7(Q), D(iy) > (Aoap) ™7} <o Q.

The implied constant is ineffective.

Remark. The implied constant is ineffective because the contribution from the dihedral
Hecke-Maafl newforms in #(Q)) requires Siegel’s ineffective lower bound for Dirichlet L-
functions at s = 1. If we restrict to the subfamily of nondihedral Hecke-Maafl newforms,
then our proof shows that the implied constant is effective.

Theorem .11 shows that there are very few adjoint lifts of ¢ € F(Q) such that the
discrepancy D(p.,) is large. This does not preclude the possibility that several ¢ € F(Q)
have the same adjoint lift and D(yp) is large. Nonetheless, we prove that strong bounds
for D(p,)? hold on average over ¢ € F(Q).

Corollary 2.2. If Q) > 1, then
1

| F(Q)|

The implied constant is ineffective.

> Dlup) < Q om.

PEF(Q)
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Our second result is a nonsplit analogue of arithmetic quantum ergodicity wherein
almost all restrictions of Hilbert (respectively Bianchi) Hecke-Maafl cusp forms to the
modular surface dissipate as their Laplace eigenvalues grow. This particular framework
appears to be new to the literature. To begin, let F = Q(\/E) be a real quadratic field
with narrow class number 1 and ring of integers Op, and let (¢;)?2; be an orthonormal
basis of Hilbert Maaf cusp forms on SLy(Og)\H x H. We denote by \;; = 1 + £
and Ap; = 1 + t5; the two Laplace eigenvalues of ¢;, where t, j,t;; are the associated
spectral parameters. Let As ¢, denote the Asai transfer of ¢;, as introduced in [I]. The
archimedean part of the analytic conductor of As ¢, is given by

(2.1) C(As ;) = (3+ [t1; +tai)?(3 + |ty — tay])*

Consider the signed measure dpu;(z) = ¢;(z,2)du(z) on I'\H obtained by restricting
the function ¢;(21,22) on SLy(Op)\H x H to the diagonal embedding of I'\H. Given
H € Cy(I"\H), we define

(2.2) D, (H) = F\HH(Z)duj(Z)—%uj(F\H) [ HE )

We pose the following conjecture regarding the signed measures dp;.
Conjecture 2.3. For any fivzed H € C,(I'\H), we have that

(2.3) C(Aslz)rg_m D;(H) = 0.

This conjecture may be thought of as a nonsplit analogue of quantum unique ergod-
icity in configuration space for I'\H, where the restriction of a Hilbert Maafi cusp form
¢j(z1, 22) on SLy(Op)\H x H to the diagonal embedding of I"'\H replaces the restriction
of pr(21)pr(22) on I'\H x I'\H to the diagonal embedding of I'\H, where ¢, is a Maaf}
cusp form on I'\H. As we show in Lemma [5.1] if ¢; is additionally an eigenfunction of all
the Hecke operators, then j;(I'\H) = 0 except on the rare occasion that ¢, is the base
change of a Hecke-MaaBl newform on I'q(D)\H of level D and nebentypus xp, the primi-
tive quadratic character modulo D. Thus, Conjecture may be interpreted as stating
that the restriction of a Hilbert Hecke-MaaB8 newform ¢; to I'\H dissipates, rather than
equidistributes, as C'(As ¢;) — oo apart from when ¢; is a base change.

Conjecture seems out of reach by current methods. When ¢; is the base change of
a cuspidal holomorphic Hecke eigenform of even weight k£ and H is a fixed Hecke-Maaf3
cusp form, Nelson has shown that the analogue of (2.3]) holds as k — oo [31, Theorem B|.
His method is also valid when ¢, is the base change of a Hecke-Maafl newform provided
one additionally assumes the generalized Ramanujan conjecture, but no longer applies
when ¢; is not a base change.

A natural weakening of Conjecture is the conjecture that there exists a density one
subsequence ¢;, for which ([23) holds for all H € C,(I"\H); this in turn may be thought
of as a nonsplit analogue of quantum ergodicity. We prove the following result towards
this, where we instead first fix a nice test function H and then show that, apart from
a very small number of exceptional Hilbert Hecke-Maa$l cusp forms ¢;, |D;(H)| decays
polynomially in C'(As ¢,).
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Theorem 2.4. Let H € C*(T'\H). Let (¢;)52, be an orthonormal basis of Hilbert Hecke—
Maaf cusp forms. For Q > 1, let Fas(Q) = {¢;: C(As¢;) € (Q,2Q]}. If ¢ > 0, then

{6 € FasQ): ID;(H)| > C(As ) 7} <pue Q.

As we point out in Lemma 5.7, Theorem 2.4] is nontrivial once ¢ < % We emphasize
that in Theorem 2.4 the density one sequence is dependent on the choice of test function
H € C*(I'\H), in contrast with (IL4]) or Theorem 2.1 One would like to overcome this
via a diagonalization and approximation argument, as in [42, Section 6]. Unfortunately,
there is a major hindrance in our setting: u; is a signed measure, rather than a probability
measure. A diagonalization and approximation argument would require strong control
over the total mass of the measure |x;|, which we presently lack.

There is also an analogue of Conjecture when D < 0, so that £ = Q(v/D) is
an imaginary quadratic field of class number 1 with ring of integers Og. In place of
H x H 2 (SLy(R) x SLy(R))/(SO(2) x SO(2)), we work on hyperbolic three-space H* =
SLy(C)/SU(2), where we identity H?® with the subspace {P = z + jr: z € H, r € R}
of the Hamiltonian quaternions. In place of an orthonormal basis of Hilbert Maafl cusp
forms (¢;)32, on SLy(Og)\H x H with associated signed measures dj;(2) := ¢;(z, z) du(2)
on I'\H, we work with an orthonormal basis of Bianchi Maafl cusp forms (¢;)32; on
SLy(Op)\H?. We denote by \; = 1 + 4t? the Laplace eigenvalue of ¢;, where ¢, is the
associated spectral parameter. The archimedean part of the analytic conductor of ¢; is
given by C(¢;) == (34 |t;])*. Consider the signed measures du;(z) = ¢;(z) du(z) on I'\H
obtained by restricting the function ¢;(P) on SLy(Og)\H? to T'\H. With this alteration
of dyui;(z), we then define D;(H) just as in ([2.2). We pose the following conjecture.

Conjecture 2.5. If H € C,(I'\H) is fized, then

(2.4) o Jim C(3)Ds(H) = 0.

Conjecture is analogous to Conjecture 23] with two notable differences:

(1) In the latter, we take the limit as C(¢;) tends to infinity, rather than C(As¢;);
this is due to the fact that C(¢;) < C'(As¢;) in this setting.

(2) In the latter, we additionally insert a factor C'(¢;)"/®; this is due to the fact that
the main term 11;(T\H) [, 5 H(2) dp(2) may be of size C(¢;)~Y/8 in this setting.

If ¢; is additionally an eigenfunction of all the Hecke operators, we show that p;(I'\H) = 0
except on the rare occasion that ¢; is the base change of a Hecke-Maafl newform on
Fo(D)\H of weight 1, level —D, and nebentypus yp, the primitive quadratic character
modulo —D. Thus, Conjecture may be interpreted as stating that once normalized
by a multiplicative factor C (qu)l/ 8, the restriction of a Bianchi Hecke-Maaf} cusp form ¢,
to I'\H dissipates, rather than equidistributes, as C'(¢;) — oo unless ¢, is a base change.

We prove the following result towards a quantum ergodicity analogue of Conjecture 2.5

Theorem 2.6. Let H € C(I'\H). Let (¢;)32, be an orthonormal basis of Bianchi
Hecke-Maaf cusp forms. For Q > 1, let Fas(Q) = {¢;: C(¢;) € (Q,2Q]}. If e >0, then

{6 € Fas(Q): |Dy(H)| > (o)) 5 07 }| <popre Q.
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We have made no effort to optimize the factor of 10% appearing in the exponents in
Theorems .11 2.4] and 2.6}, it could be improved with more care. N onetheless the method
of proof cannot obtain an exponent nearly as strong as the exponent 7 appearing in Luo
and Sarnak’s estimate (IL4). This arises from a fundamental dlfferenee in the method
of proof. In contrast to the work of Luo and Sarnak in [29], which relies heavily on
Poincaré series, the proofs of Theorems 211 2.4] and rely on spectral expansions and
period integral identities (generalizing work of Ichino and Watson) that relate the inner
products in these expansions to Rankin—Selberg L-functions on the critical line. The work
of Soundararajan and the second author [36] relates bounds for L-functions on the critical
to the scarcity of zeros of L-functions near the line Re(s) = 1. The desired scarcity follows
from zero density estimates.

Acknowledgements. We thank Yao Cheng, Alexandre de Faveri, and Daniel Hu for
helpful comments.

3. PROPERTIES OF L-FUNCTIONS

We recall some standard facts about L-functions arising from automorphic representa-
tions and their Rankin—Selberg convolutions. See [3], 111 20, [30} 36].

3.1. Standard L-functions. Let §, be the set of cuspidal automorphic representations
T = Too ® ®; 7, of GL,(Ag), where the restricted tensor product runs over all primes
and 7 is normalized so that its central character is trivial on the diagonally embedded
copy of the positive reals. Given 7 € §,, let T € §,, be the contragredient representation
and ¢, be the arithmetic conductor of 7. The local L-function L(s,m,) is defined in terms
of the Satake parameters a; .(p) € C by

(3.1) L(s,m,) H 1—aj-(p

k=0

If pt¢r, then o -(p) # 0 for all j. If p | ¢r, then there might exist j such that o (p) = 0.
The standard L-function L(s, ) associated to 7 is of the form

) = HL(S,Wp) =

The Euler product and Dirichlet series converge absolutely when Re(s) > 1.
At the archimedean place, there are n Langlands parameters p; . € C such that

L(s, 7o) = HFR(S +in),  Dr(s)=71730(3).

Let 7, be the order of the pole of L(s,7) at s = 1: this is 0 unless n = 1 and 7 is trivial,
in which case L(s, ) is the Riemann zeta function, which has a simple pole at s = 1. The
completed L-function

A(s,m) = (s(s — 1))7’”qfr/2L(s, T)L(s, o)
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is entire of order 1, and there exists a complex number W (7) of modulus 1 such that if
s € C, then

A(s,m) = W(m)A(l — s, 7).
The analytic conductor of 7 is given by

n

(3.2) C(m,t) = q, H(3 + |it + pjl), O(r) = C(m,0).

Jj=1

3.2. Rankin—Selberg L-functions. Let 7 € §, and 7’ € §,,. At each prime p, Jacquet,
Piatetski-Shapiro, and Shalika [20] associate to 7, and m, a local Rankin-Selberg L-
function

n

n 0o k
(3.3) L(s,m, x ) HH (1 — @ jraxn (P)p %)~ IZZ)\WXW(p)

ks
k=0 p

and a local conductor gr,xx . If p { GrGn, then we have the equality of sets

(3.4) {0 jrmxnr (P)} = {02 (P) e (0) }-

The Rankin—Selberg L-function L(s,m X 7') associated to = and 7’ and its arithmetic
conductor are

o0

T X 7) HLSW ><7r —ZM /—H /

P - ns ) Qrxn’ = Q7rp><7rp-
n=1 p

Jacquet, Piatetski-Shapiro, and Shalika associate n'n complex Langlands parameters
trxr(J,7') t0 Too and 7, from which one defines

L(s, oo X 7)) zli[f:[ <8+'u”” J: j)>

Let 7.« be the order of the pole of L(s,m x 7’) at s = 1. By our normalization for
the central characters of © and 7/, we have that 7,y = 0 unless 7 = 7/, in which case
rrxz = 1. The completed L-function

(3.5) A(s,mx ') = (s(s — 1)) ¢*2  L(s,m x 7')L(s, Too X 7.
is entire of order 1, and there exists a complex number W (7 x 7’) of modulus 1 such that
As, 7 x ') =W(r x 7" )A(1 — 5,7 x 7).

As with L(s, ), the analytic conductor of L(s, 7 x 7’) is given by

(3.6) C(m x7',t) = Guxn H H(3 + it + pirxa (7,571, C(r x ') =C(rm x«,0).

i=1j'=1
The combined work of Bushnell and Henniart [6] and Brumley [16], Appendix] yields
(3.7) C(r xn',t) < C(m x 7')(3+ [t|)"™, C(m x ') < C(m)" C(x")".
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Li 27, Theorem 2| proved that there exists an absolute and effectively computable
constant ¢; > 0, which we assume to be large for future convenience, such that

log C(m x 7')
log log C(m x ')

(3.8) lim (og — 1) | L(gg, ™ X 7')| < exp (cln’n

>, o€ l,3].
ag)—0

We can change 7’ to ©’ @ |det|”; at the archimedean place, this has the effect of adding
it to each Langlands parameter i« (j,j"). We then apply the functional equation, the
Phragmén-Lindel6f principle, and ([B.7) to obtain for all ¢ > 0

lim

<O’0 4+t —1
(39) o0—0

O'o"—it—'—l

) WXW,L(UO +it, T X 7)

max{1—o0,0} €
2 + n'n

Lo (C(m)" O3+ [t))™™)

3.3. Zeros of L-functions. For Q > 1, we denote by §,(Q) the set of cuspidal auto-
morphic representations 7 of GL, (Ag) with analytic conductor C'(7) at most Q). We shall
show that for any fixed cuspidal automorphic representation 7/, a subconvex bound for
L(% +it,m x 7') holds for most 7 € §,(Q) in the large @ limit. The proof relies on a zero
density estimate, which, for 0 < o < 1 and 7" > 1, concerns the count (with multiplicity)

Nesw(0,T) =|{p=08+iv: L(p,m x ') =0, B >0, |y| <T}.

Lemma 3.1. Let n,n’ € {1,2,3,4} and 0 < ¢ < 1. If Q > 1, ' € F(QY"), and
1<T < QY™ 46, then

19
N, W/<1——,T) Q"
Z x 150 < Q
WESn(Q)

Proof. Let n,n’ > 1 be arbitrary. We invoke [I7, Theorem 1.1] with & = §,(Q), which,
after rescaling ¢, states that for 0 <o <1land T > 1,

Z wawl(o_’ T) <<n,n’,a (|3N(Q)|4(C(W/)QT)6.15max{n2,n/n})1—cr+m€;.
WESn(Q)

The desired result now follows from our bounds on 7" and C(#’), the bound |§,(Q)| <.
Q*"1/4 that follows from [5, Appendix], and the restriction to n,n’ € {1,2,3,4}. O

We will apply Lemma B1] to study moments of L-function using the following result.

Lemma 3.2. Letn,n' > 1. Let (7, 7') € T X T, t ER, ande > 0. For all0 < o < 1/2,
there exists an effectively computable constant co = co(a) > 0 such that

X 1 90& n n n'n
log |L(L +it, 7 x )| < <Z - W> log(C(m)™ C(x')"(3 + [¢)"™)
(6%
+ 1—O7N7T><7T/(1 — Q, ‘t| -+ 6) -+ Co.
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Proof. We mimic the proof of [36, Theorem 1.1], replacing 7’ with 7’ ® |det|”. This has
the effect of adding it to each Langlands parameter fi,y.(7,7'), which yields

1
1 :
log |L(5 +it,m x ') < (Z — 1—09> log C(m x 7', t) + 2log |L(2 + it, m x 7')]
107I{,O B+iviB21—a, |y =t <6} + Onw(l)
1
< (Z _
< (4 109) log C(m x 7', t) 4+ 2log |[L(2 + it, m x 7')]
«
b N1 = 0014 6) + Oy 1)
< (1 — %) loa(Cm)" Cx')" (3 + H)"™) + 2log | L(3 + it = x ')
—\4 10 2 ’
o
+ 1—07]\;”/(1 —a,[t| +6) + Opnu(l).
The lemma now follows from ([B.8) and (3.9). O

Proposition 3.3. Let n,n' € {1,2,3,4} and 7' € F(QY'1). If e > 0, then with O.(Q°)
exceptions, each ™ € §,(Q) satisfies

!

L} +it,m x )| < (Ca) OB+ [t)"™i" 07 for all t € [~Q11, Q1.
Proof. This follows immediately from Lemmata Bl and with a = /150. O

4. HYBRID-ASPECT QUANTUM ERGODICITY FOR GLy HECKE-MAASS NEWFORMS

Let ¢ be a Hecke-MaaB newform on I'g(g,)\H with trivial nebentypus and Laplace
eigenvalue A\, = i + ti > 0. Then ¢ is an eigenfunction of the hyperbolic Laplacian A,
all of the Hecke operators, and the involution 7"_; sending ¢(z) to ¢(—2%). The eigenvalue
W, of ¢ for T, is either 1 or —1, leading to the respective Fourier expansions

o(x +1iy) = p(e)\V/Y Z Ao (m) Ky, (2mmy) cos(2mma),
(4.1)
o(z +1y) = p(e)Vy Z Ao (m) Ky, (2mmy) sin(27na),

where p(p) is a positive normalizing constant. We consider the family

F(Q) = {v: Aoqyp € (Q,2Q]}.

The estimate

(4.2) 1F(Q) = Q°
follows from the work of Brumley and Mili¢evié in [4].
Let (p;)32, be the sequence of Hecke-Maafl cusp forms on I'\H normalized to have

Petersson norm 1, and let E(,% + it) denote a real-analytic Eisenstein series. With
z=x+1y, let

(f,9)e = / IRETCrTe
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be the level ¢ Petersson inner product. For H € C,(I'\H) and a Hecke-Maafl newform ¢
on I'g(g,)\H, we define

u¢(H)=/F( )\H|<P(Z)|2H(Z)dﬂ(z):<H>|90|2>q¢

We always consider ¢ to be normalized so that p, is a probability measure. Subject to
this normalization, we take the positive constant p(¢) in (4.1]) to be such that A\ (1) =1

4.1. Preliminaries. Let B(w,r) be an injective geodesic ball on I'\H of radius r centered
at w € I'\H, and let 1 B(w,) be its indicator function. We will study the discrepancy

3
D(:U%p) sSup ‘,ugo 1B (w 7’)) - _M(]-B(w,r))‘-
B(w,r)CT\H ™
>0, wel\H
Choose T > e and define
3
D' (uy) = sup 1o(1) — =p(1s)|,
B(w,r)CT\H T

wel\H, Im(w)>T

Dr(uy) = sup
B(w,r)CI"\H
wel\H, Im(w)<T

Note that D(p,) = max{Dr(u,), D" (u,)}. We first bound D”(p,) using the work of
Soundararajan [35].
Lemma 4.1. Let ¢ € F(Q). If T > e, then DT (u,) < (logT)/VT.

Proof. Consider an injective geodesic ball B(w,r) with Im(w) > T". Observe that

3
to(LBGw,r)) — ;u(lB(w,m)

pol1s) = Zp(1)]

3
< po(1B(wr)) + ;U(lB(wm)) < po(Lpw,n) + O(T™ )

and

dx dy
2
/J«p(lB(w,T’)> <</m|§é ‘ 2
y=>T

We expand ¢ according to (1)) and apply Parseval’s identity to obtain

o drdy  p(p)? dt
/x<1 ol +iyl =57 =5~ | IR P Y lm i
—2

y>T m<t/T

lo(x + iy)

Since ¢ is has trivial nebentypus, the Hecke relations [13] (0.3)] give us
Mo

omA(ma) = 3 A ().

d| ged (m1 m2)
ged(d,q)=1

Consequently, for integers m,my, mo > 1 and a prime p, we have the bounds

|>\¢(p)\2 <3+ |>‘so(p2)‘a |>\¢(Tnp2)| < |>‘s0(p2))‘so(m)‘ + [Ap(m) Ag (%)

lmram)l < 30 Po(TEE)[ el < Pomd @)+ ()|

d| ged(ma,mz)

)
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With these inequalities along with the multiplicative structure of the Hecke eigenvalues
Ay(m), we can mimic the proof of [35, Theorem 3] and conclude that

1

> Ap(m \2<<Ogey > Ag(m 1<y<u,

m<x/y \/@ m<x
hence
P(‘P)z/ 2 2dt long(g0)2 2dt

K2 S [Ap(m)] Pel W2t\ZM )|
2 A m<t/T \/T 2 L m<t
logT

dx dy
N2

VT gy I+ 0P 5
logT
VT

Since ¢ is normalized so that p, is a probability measure and there exists a fundamental
domain of T'y(q)\H containing the set {z € C: |[Re(z)| < 1, Im(z) > 1}, the preceding

display is < (logT)/v/T. The result follows. O

We next bound Dyp(p,). Our first step in this regard is to bound this in terms of a
spectral expansion on I'\H in terms of Hecke-Maaf} cusp forms ¢, on I'\H with spectral
parameter t; and Eisenstein series E(-, % + it).

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢ € F(Q). If M, T > e, then

Dr(py)? < M2+ (1+ MT) (37 [ ol + /

|t | <M <M

——=Hy({z € C: [Re(2)] < 3, Im(2) > 1}).

(BC, L+ it), ) 2 dt)

with an absolute implied constant.

Proof. We follow the strategy in [29, Section 5|, which we include for completeness. Let
B(w,r) C I'\H be an injective geodesic ball centered at w € I'\H satisfying Im(w) < T
Define

" 1 ifd(z,w) <, % )
(2 w) = 0 otherwise, (2 w) = Z (72, 0):
vyel
Here _
d(z,w) = log |2 =] + |2 = wl

|z —w| — |z — w|

is the hyperbolic distance between two points z and w in H. It follows from these defini-
tions that K, (z,w) = 1p(w,(2). We spectrally expand K, (z,w) using [19, Theorem 15.7].
If h,.(t) is the Selberg-Harish-Chandra transform of k,(z,w) (see [19, Lemma 15.6]), then

(13) Ko(zw) = 2h (5 )+Zh te)on(eVn(@)+ 4

/h (t)E(z, 3+it) E(w, § + it) dt.
We smooth the sum and the integral in (£3) as follows. Let 1.(z,w) be a nonnegative
mollifier supported inside of a ball of radius & with the property that [y 1. (z, w) du(z) = 1.
We can and will choose v.(z,w) so that 1.(z,w) < 72 and its Selberg—Harish-Chandra
transform h(®) satisfies |h(®) ()| < 1 for |t| < ! and is rapidly decreasing for [¢t| > e~



12 PETER HUMPHRIES AND JESSE THORNER

Given B(w,r) as above, we consider B((,r — 2¢) and B((,r + 2¢), subject to the
convention that if » < 2, then 1p(¢,_s. is identically zero. For a function F'(z) on I'\H,
we define

=S hrmw),  (FrT)(2) = / P 2) d().

el

It follows by construction that k,_o. * ¥_(2) < 1w, (2) < krgoe * 1_(2). These two
convolutions have the following expansions per [29, Equation 48]:

Kraoe % Y (2) = %hrjﬁe( ) ( ) Zhrize te) ) (1) on(2) or (W)

1

+ - paoc (RO () E(2, L +it) B(w, § + it) dt.
T JRr

For any H € L*(I'\H), we by [19, Theorem 15.5] and the definition of s, that

ol H) = )+ (o) o o), + - [ (HEC S0 B 30 o),

A J_ o
Therefore, we have

:uso(kr:t% *@E) = %hri2€<2)h(€ (2) + Z hr:l:2e tk>h’( (tk%ok( )<30k7 |30|2>f1w

e / v (DO (O E(w, L+ it (B(, L+ it), [p]2)q, dt

The inversion formula for the Selberg—Harish-Chandra transform implies that hrigg(%)
equals fH ’QDE Z, w) d/J“( ) =1 while h'T:I:QE(Q) ,u(]-B(w,T:I:QE)) - ,U(]-B(w,r ) + O( )a

<+ ) DAV e PN

k=1

3
‘Mcp(]-B(’w,T)) - ,U(]-B(w T))

+/ hosae (DR () E(w, 3 +it) (B, § + it), [@])q, dt

[e.9]

Consequently,

DT(M@)2 <&+ Z (‘ Z hr:l:2e(tk)h(€) (tk) e (w) (Pr, |80|2>q¢

+

+| /Z hrane (DR () B(w, 3+ B, 3 + i), Py dt] )
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We first handle the contribution from the cuspidal spectrum. Note that by the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality and our aforementioned decay properties for h(®), we have

‘ > Brae (86 (t) o) (o [0,

k=1

< (D Mrsae t)on (@R 1)1 ) 3 Vs i) 2105 (1)
k=1

k=1

< (X Ihenetd@)P) X How oo+

|t|<1/e |t |<1/e
It follows from ([A3]) that if Im(w) < T, then
S Physoe(t) s (w) P < / Kvoe (2, w0)[2dpa(2) < 14+ 2°T,
[t <1/e T\H
hence

|3 hrsae (0 h Ot orllon oo, | < (14+2°T) 3 1w ol 2

k=1 |t <1/e

A verbatim argument for the contribution from the continuous spectrum shows that
2
| [ e 0RO OB, T EC S + ) ol

<U+eT) [ B i), o)+
[t|<1/e
The lemma now follows by replacing ¢ with 1/M. U

4.2. Relating inner products to L-functions. We now relate the inner products
[(ns |02, | and [(E(-, 5 + it),|¢]*)q,[* in Lemma E2 to values of L-functions on the
critical line. Let gaq, be the arithmetic conductor of the adjoint lift Ad¢. The positive

integer gaq, is a perfect square satisfying ,/gady | ¢,. Moreover, we have |/gaq, = g, if
and only if g, is squarefree [32, Proposition 2.5].

Lemma 4.3. Let € > 0, and let W, = W(py) € {—1,1} be the root number of vr.. We
have

om0, 1? <o (@o(3 4 [t,])) Z (3 + [te]) = v
! ’ ’ (3+ [te])2 (3 + [2t, — t])2 (3 + [2t, + ti])

)

1 1—29
, (1 +Wk>qA§¢(—“*W) L(5, Adg x )
1
2

where ¥ € [0, ) is the best known exponent towards the generalized Ramanugjan conjecture.

Remark. The value ¥ = £ is admissible by work of Kim and Sarnak [2I, Appendix 2], so

that if ¢ is any Hecke— Maaﬁ newform and p is any prime, then |\, (p)| < p7/6* 4 p=7/64,
We also point out that L(3, Ad ¢ X ;) is nonnegative via work of Lapid [26].
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Proof. Nelson, Pitale, and Saha [32] Corollary 2.8, Theorem 3.1, and Proposition 3.3]
proved that

pus ol < (1 Wi O T A R S B P) (tey7(_te )
Y de — )

T
8%0 A(1>Ad ()0)2A(1aAd Spk) Vv AAd ¢ V4Ad ¢

where w(n) is the number of prime divisors of n and 7(n) is the number of divisors of
n. While they state their results in the case where ¢ is in fact a holomorphic cuspidal
newform of weight k, level ¢, and trivial nebentypus, their calculations are purely local.
Therefore, their result carries over to Hecke—Maafl newforms having trivial nebentypus
without any changes. This uses [40, Theorem 2| to show that the archimedean normalized
local integral 7 in [32] Theorem 3.1] equals 1 if ¢y is even and 0 if ¢y is odd.

In [13], it is shown that for all ¢’ > 0, we have

(4.4) L(1,Ad o)™ <o (q.(3 + [t,])) 2, L(1,Adgp) ' <o (34 [t]) 2.

If ¢ is dihedral, then the upper bound on L(1, Ad p)~! is ineffective because it relies on
Siegel’s ineffective upper bound on L(1, )™}, where y is a primitive quadratic Dirichlet
character. The lemma now follows from the definition of gaq.,, Stirling’s formula (see [7]
for a similar computation), and the convexity bound for L(3, o). O

Lemma 4.4. Ift € R and &' > 0, then

1 1-29
, Caad, (YEE) LG it Ad )P
1, ) ) £ < ¥ qe
[{EC, 3 4it), [@)q, " <o (go(3+te])) = (3+[1]) 2

(B4 [t1)2 (3 + 26, — t))2 (3 + 26, + 1])2

Proof. This is proved using the local calculations of Nelson, Pitale, and Saha in [32]
Corollary 2.8] the unfolding method, the convexity bound for the Riemann zeta function,
Stirling’s formula, and (Z.4]). O

In order to bound the desired averages of the inner products in Lemmata and [£.4]
we require an understanding of the central values of the pertinent L-functions on average.
We obtain such an understanding using Proposition B.3l In doing so, we shall identify
a Hecke-Maafl newform ¢ with its corresponding cuspidal automorphic representation
T, € §2. Abusing notation, we use ¢ and 7, interchangeably. The analytic conductors of
¢ and ¢y, satisfy C(p) < (3 + [t,])? and C(pg) =< (3 + [tx])?, respectively.

Proposition 4.5. Let ¢ > 0. Let 1 < M < Q1/22. The set
E(Q, M) ={Ady: p € 7(Q), there exists t € [-M, M] such that
IL(E +it, Ad 9)| > (qaay(3 + [t,])2(3 + [¢])?) 170107}
has cardinality O.(Q*). Additionally, the set
E(Q, M) ={Ady: p € 7(Q), there exists ¢, with |tx] < M such that
L(3, Ad g X 0k) > (qRa(3+ [t)' (3 + [t])0) 37107}
has cardinality O.(M?*Q%).
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Proof. We give the details for the second part only; the details for the first part are
simpler. We will separately estimate the cardinalities of the nondihedral subfamily

{Ady: p € F(Q),  nondihedral, there exists p with |t;| < M such that
L(3, Ade X 0p) 2 (6Rap(3 + [t])'(3 + [ta)) 170107}
and the dihedral subfamily

{Adp: p € F(Q), o dihedral, there exists ) with |tx] < M such that
L3 Ad X 01) 2 (ha, 8+ It (3 + [te])*) 010 ).

If ¢ € 7(Q) is nondihedral, then it follows from work of Gelbart and Jacquet [10] that
Ad 7, € 3, and C(Adp) < 4C(p)?. Therefore, by the above discussion, Proposition
implies that the cardinality of the nondihedral subfamily is

< D [{m €Ba(16Q%): [L(.m x )| 2 (C(m)*Clmy, )41}
tx| <M
< Q% {on: [t < M},
This is O.(M?Q*) by the Weyl law [I8, Chapter 11]

1
(4.5) Hte: [te] < M} = EM2 + O(M log M).

If p € ¥ is dihedral, then there exists a real quadratic extension E/Q of discriminant
D > 1 and a Hecke character x of E with arithmetic conductor q such that ¢ is the
automorphic induction of x; in particular, ¢ has arithmetic conductor ¢, = DNg/q(q)
with Ng/g(q) = 0(mod D) [15, Lemma 4.2]E|. The adjoint lift of ¢ has the isobaric
decomposition Ad ¢ = yp B¢’ @ xyp, where ¢ is the automorphic induction of x? and yp
denotes the primitive Dirichlet character modulo D corresponding to E/Q. This gives us
the factorization

L(3,Ad ¢ x o) = L(3, 06 @ xp)L(5, (¢ @ Xp) X @1),

and both central L-values on the right-hand side are nonnegative [39]. It follows that if
v € F(Q) is dihedral, the discriminant of the associated real quadratic field E satisfies
D < /2@, while the analytic conductor of C'(¢ ® xp) is D*C(ip},), and

C((¢' ® XD) X Pr) = G, (3 + 2, + t])*(3 + (2, — ta])?,

where Dqg,,, is a perfect square for which \/Dqueyp | ¢p, 80 that gue,, < 4Q* So
the cardinality of the dihedral subfamily is

< Z HD < \/@1 L(%a% ® Xp) = (D20(4pk))i—6X10’126}‘
[ti|<M
+ > [{m € 30Q%): LG, m @ m,)| > (C(r)*Clen)?) 1714,

[tr|<M

Tt is erroneously stated in [I5, Lemma 4.2] that Ng/q(q) = D. Daniel Hu alerted the first author
that in fact only the weaker statement Ng,q(q) = 0 (mod D) is true.
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By Proposition and (5], this is O.(M?Q*). The proposition follows by combining
the dihedral and nondihedral subfamilies. 0

Corollary 4.6. Let e,e’ > 0. Let 1 < M < QY. If Adyp ¢ &(Q, M), then

7

/f/|<M |<E(’ % + Zt)’ |(p|2>q¢|2 dt Lt ()\@qcp)a’—lleofllaMg.
Also, if Addp ¢ &(Q, M), then
Z |<¢ka |§0|2>qv|2 <<€, ()\@qcp)g’_l.2><10*11£M%.

[ti|<M

Proof. We give the details for the second part only; the details for the first part are
simpler. Note that if ¢ € 7(Q), then A\,q, < Q. By Lemma [L3] we have that

_1

(4.6) D How lelel” <o @ ) Unde (VAN o/ 1) L5, Ad p X 1)
' ’ qe e’ 1 T —.
bl <M Iti|<M 3+ [tk)z(3 + ‘2% —t]2)(3 + |2tg0 + tg]2)

Proposition 5 and [36, Example 3] ensure that for all & such that |tx| < M, we have the
bound

[@3a.,(3 + [t1)4(3 + [t])¥] 4 if Adyp € &(Q, M),
[@3a,(3 + [t 13+ [t:])] 7107 if Adp ¢ £(Q, M).
Therefore, if Ady ¢ &(Q, M), then ([.0) is

<. & Z (VTndg/q0) ™% (34 [te]) (3 + [ty])
: (0Ra, (3 + [t )51 (3 |2, — )2 (3 + |2, + te])2

(4.7)

[tr|<M

T
647

1-29

—— 1—29 (\/qugo/Q<p) _1.9x10-11
(Vtnae/40) =1 (@4, (3 + [t,|4))0e/ 10 L €
©

The bound

Since \/Gady | ¢p (with equality if and only if g, is squarefree) and ¥ = £, we have

(3 + [te)(3 + [t])

(3 + |2, — ti])2 (3 + 2ty + ti])?
holds since the supremum of the left-hand side as t, varies is achieved when 2t, = £t;.
Therefore, by the above discussion and (L.5]), (A7) is

7

<o Qe’—1.2x10*115Mg = (Awqw)a_l'wlmnst n
4.3. Proofs of Theorem [2.1] and Corollary [2.2]
Proof of Theorem[21l. Let
T>e, 1<M<Q=, & >0.
By Lemmata LT and .2, we find that if p € F(Q), then D(ju,)? is

(logT)? 1 T 2 12 / I 2y )2
— 14— E E(-, s+t dt).
ST taet ( + 2\43><tk|<M|<(pk’ [le I+ <M EC 3 1 i0), [P, )

<1+ [tz < M2
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Recall &1(Q, M) and &(Q, M) from Proposition [0 If Ady ¢ &(Q, M) U &(Q, M),
then by Corollary .6, we have the bound

7

(log T)? 1 T owio il T
D(M@)2 <L T + W + (1 + W) ()‘soqgo) 1.2x10 M35
We choose () to be large with respect to e, and we choose
6875 - 108 - N -
A=EE ToQh M- d-

Noting that |£(Q, M)| + |&(Q, M)| <. M*Q* by Proposition .5, we find that

{Adp: o € F(Q), D(uy) > (Apgy) 21810772 . Q@)=
Rescaling ¢ to /(2 + 1/A), we conclude that

{Adp: v € F(Q), D(iy) = (Mogp) 1} < @,
which is stronger than what Theorem [2.1] asserts. O

Proof of Corollary[23. Given ¢ € F(Q), define m(p, Q) = {¢' € F(Q): Adp = Ady'}.
By [33, Theorem 4.1.2}, if ¢, is squarefree, then m(p, Q) = 1. Otherwise, for all § > 0,
we have the bound m(p, Q) <5 Q%79 In light of the bound (&2) and the fact that the
convexity bound for L-functions yields |D(u,)| < 1, Corollary follows immediately
from Theorem 2.1 O

5. NONSPLIT QUANTUM ERGODICITY

Let £ = Q(v/D) be a real quadratic field with ring of integers Op, where D > 0 is a
fundamental discriminant; we assume for simplicity that £ has narrow class number 1.
Let o be the nontrivial Galois automorphism of E. Given

define
o(a)z+ o(b)

"0z = o)
A Hilbert Hecke-Maaf} cusp form of level O is an L?-normalized smooth function ¢: H x
H — C for which

e ¢ is a joint eigenfunction of the weight 0 Laplacians

. L/ O 92 . L[ O 92
Al = —y1 (8—1’% + a—y%>, AQ = —y2 (0—933 -+ a—y§>

for (21, 22) = (21 +1y1, vo+iye) € HxH, so that there exist t1 4, t2 4 € RUi[—
such that if Ay =  + 17 , and Ay y = § +13 4, then

A1d(z1, 22) = A1 p9(21, 22), Aod(21, 22) = Ao p9(21, 22),

e ¢ is automorphic, so that if v € SLy(Op), then ¢(vz1, 0(7)22) = ¢ (22, 22),
e ¢ is of moderate growth,

e ¢ is cuspidal, and

e ¢ is a joint eigenfunction of every Hecke operator.

7T
64’ 64

[}
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There is a diagonal embedding H < H x H given by the map z — (z,z). A Hilbert
Hecke-Maaf} cusp form ¢ is ['-invariant when restricted to the diagonal embedding of Hi
thus ¢(z, z) may be viewed as the restriction of a Hilbert Hecke-Maaf cusp form to the
modular surface I'\ H.

5.1. Period integrals involving Hilbert Maaf} cusp forms. We consider ¢(z, z) inte-
grated over I'\H against a Laplacian eigenfunction H. By assumption, ¢ is L?>-normalized,
so that

dxy dzy dyy dys
yivs

[ bl =1 dutm) =

SLa(Op)\HxH

We have that vol(SLy(Og)\H x H) = 2v/D¢g(2), where £x(s) == D*/?T'r(5)?(g(s) denotes
the completed Dedekind zeta function. There are three cases of interest:

(1) H is a constant,
(2) H is an Eisenstein series,
(3) H is a Hecke-Maaf} cusp form.

In each case, the corresponding period integral fr\H &(z,2)H(z) dp(z) may be associated

to certain L-functions, as we now elucidate; we postpone the proofs of these identities to
Section

5.1.1. Nonsplit quantum limits. We first consider the case of H = 1. We completely
classify the possible values of fF\H &(z, z) du(z); we may think of these possible values as
quantum limits in this nonsplit setting.

Lemma 5.1. Fiz a real quadratic number field E = Q(v/'D) with narrow class number 1,
and denote by xp the quadratic Dirichlet character modulo D associated to E. Let ¢ be
a Hilbert Hecke—Maaf cusp form with positive first Fourier coefficient. Then

(5.1) o ¢(2, 2) du(z)

—{ D1 A(1,Ad p)

if ¢ is the base change of a nondihedral Hecke—Maaf
newform @ of weight 0, level D, nebentypus xp, and
Laplacian eigenvalue Ay = A1 g = Ao 4,

0 otherwise.

Remark. From this, one can readily show that there exist absolute constants c¢y,co > 0
such that if ¢ is indeed the base change of ¢, then

(5.2) exp(—ci1y/log C'(As¢)) <p . (2, 2) du(z) <p exp(cay/log C(As @)).
These are consequences of [2, [13] 27].

5.1.2. Restrictions of Hilbert Hecke—Maafl cusp forms and FEisenstein series. Next, we
take H to be an Eisenstein series F(z, % +it) with t € R.
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Lemma 5.2 (Cf. [8 Lemma 4.3]). Let ¢ be a Hilbert Hecke—Maaf cusp form with positive
first Fourier coefficient, and suppose that t € R. Then

. ] A(L +it, As @)
(5.3) . ¢(2,2) Bz, 5 +it) dp(z) = V2D /AL, Ad@)E(1 + 2it)

Here As ¢ denotes the Asai transfer of ¢, as introduced in [I], while £(s) = T'r(s)((s)
denotes the completed Riemann zeta function.

5.1.3. Restrictions of Hilbert Hecke—Maaf§ cusp forms and Hecke—Maafl cusp forms. Fi-
nally, we take H to be a Hecke-Maaf} cusp form ¢;.

Lemma 5.3 (Cf. [§, Theorem 5.6]). Let ¢ be a Hilbert Hecke—Maafl cusp form and let ¢,
be a Hecke—Maafl cusp form on T'\H of parity Wy € {1,—1}. Then

2 14+ We A5, As¢ x gy)

Remark. The central L-value L(3, As ¢ X @) is nonnegative [20].

¢(2, 2)pr(2) du(2)

’ T\H

5.1.4. Conditional bounds. For the sake of posterity, we record bounds towards these
period integrals under the assumption of the generalized Lindel6f hypothesis.

Lemma 5.4. Assume the generalized Lindelof hypothesis. Let ¢ be a Hilbert Hecke—Maaf
cusp form and let t € R. Then

¢(Z, Z)E(Z, % + ’ét) d,u(z) LDte C(AS qﬁ)—i—‘,—a.
\H
Similarly, let gy be a Hecke—Maafl cusp form on I'\H. Then
¢(z,2)n(2) du(z) <pye C(As (b)‘%*’é
I\H

Proof. We prove the latter; the former follows similarly. Via Lemma [£.3] it suffices to
show that

A(%, As qb X (pk)
A(L, Ad9)A(L, Ad ¢y
and we may assume without loss of generality that W, = 1. The generalized Lindel6f hy-

pothesis bounds the L-functions present on the left-hand side of (5.4]) by Op 4, -(C(As ¢)*).
The gamma factors present on the left-hand side of (5.4]) are equal to

Hihig,ig FR(% 9 ity 4 £o ity s £5 ity)
FR(1)2 H:I: FR(l :i: 2it17¢)FR(1 j: 2it27¢)FR(1 j: 2Ztk) ’

(5.4) Cpae C(Asp) 2,

By Stirling’s formula, this is asymptotic to

gtttz TT (34 [t %1 tag + tl) 72,
1,42
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where
(5.5)
( if [t1g] > [toe] and [ty o] — [t2 ] <[] < [t1g] + [tog)
or [tae] > [t1g| and [to¢|—[t1s] < [t < |t1g]+]tagl,
Ot t g tog) = 1trel = [taol = (L] if [t16] > [ta6] and [¢] < 16| — [t2,],
tag| — |trel — [t] i [tag| > |tie] and [t] < |tag| — |tie],
It = [trel — [tae] if [t] > [t1e] + [t2e]-
The result then follows. ]

5.1.5. Unconditional bounds. As an application of Proposition B.3], we are able to uncon-
ditionally prove subconvex bounds towards these period integrals provided one excises
a sparse subfamily of Hilbert Hecke-Maafl cusp forms. In order to show this, we first
require some auxiliary results on fibers of the Asai transfer.

Lemma 5.5. Let E be a real quadratic extension of Q with narrow class number 1, and
let IT and 11" be cuspidal automorphic representations of GLay(Ag) of arithmetic conductor
Op. The Asai transfers AsIl and AsIl' are equal if and only if 11" € {I1,11°}, where o
generates Gal(E/Q).

Proof. From [23, Theorem 7.1], if II and II" are cuspidal automorphic representations of
GLy(Ag) for which AsIl = AsII’, then there exists a Hecke character w of E*\A} such
that either II = II'®w or I17 = II'®w. Since Il and I1" are of arithmetic conductor O, and
hence are unramified at every nonarchimedean place, w must also be unramified at every
nonarchimedean place. The number of such characters is the narrow class number of E.
Since the narrow class number equals 1 by hypothesis, w must be the trivial character. [J

Lemma 5.6. Let E be a real quadratic extension of Q with narrow class number 1, and
let 1 be a cuspidal automorphic representation of GLa(Ag) of arithmetic conductor Of.
If AsII is noncuspidal, then 11 is the base change of a nondihedral cuspidal automorphic
representation m of GLy(Ag) of arithmetic conductor D, and central character wg g, the
quadratic Hecke character of Q*\Ag corresponding to the quadratic extension E/Q. We
have the isobaric decomposition Asll = (Ad7 ® wgg) B 1, and 7 is unique up to a
twist by wg)g. Finally, if I1 and II' are the base changes of m and " respectively, then
Ad7m = Ad«’ if and only if I = 1T".

Proof. Necessarily, IT must be nondihedral, since it is unramified at every nonarchimedean
place, so [24, Theorem B (a)] implies that AsII is noncuspidal if and only if IT = II?. From
the work of Langlands [25], the condition IT = I1? can only be met if IT is the base change
of a cuspidal automorphic representation 7™ of GLy(Ag). In this case, the automorphic
induction of II to an automorphic representation AZp Il of GL4(Ag) is noncuspidal and
has the isobaric decomposition 7 B (7 ® wg/g). By comparing these representations, we
see that the central character of m must be wg/g and the arithmetic conductor of 7 must
be D.

The cuspidal automorphic representation m must be unique up to a twist by wg/qg, since
it is shown in [25] that two cuspidal automorphic representations 7 and 7" of GLa(Ag)
have identical base change if and only if 7/ = T ® wg/@. Furthermore, Krishnamurthy [24,
Theorem B (c)] has established the isobaric decomposition AsIl = (Ad7 ® wg/g) B 1.
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Next, we observe that m must be nondihedral, for otherwise there would exist some
Hecke character x of E*\Aj such that 7 is the automorphic induction AZpgx of X,
but then IT would have the isobaric decomposition y H x, and in particular would not be
cuspidal.

Finally, we note that if Adw = Ad«’, then from [33, Theorem 4.1.2], there must exist
a Hecke character w of Q*\ A}, such that 7 = 7’ ®w. Since m and 7’ both have arithmetic
conductor D and central character wg/q, necessarily w is either trivial or equal to wg/q;
in either case, the base change of 7’ must be equal to that of 7. O

We may use Lemma [5.0] to give a lower bound for Fas(Q) = {¢: Q < C(As¢) < 2Q}.

Lemma 5.7. If Q > 1, then |Fas(Q)| >p VQ.

Proof. By positivity, it suffices to bound from below the number of ¢ € Fas(Q) that are
a base change, as in Lemma [5.6l This is precisely the number of nondihedral Hecke—
Maa8l newforms ¢ of weight 0, level D, nebentypus xp, and spectral parameter ¢, €

(Y2 3,29 _ 3] which is >p /Q by [@3). O
We now apply PropositionB.3/to prove subconvex bounds for almost all period integrals.

Proposition 5.8. Let ¢ > 0. Let 1 < M < QY?. The set

21(Q, M) = {¢ € Fas(Q) : there exists ¢ € [-M, M| such that
L(3 +it, As) > C(As )10 (14 [t]) }
has cardinality Op (QF). Additionally, the set

2,(Q, M) = {¢ € Fas(Q) : there exists ¢y with |t;] < M such that
L(3,As x ¢r) = C(As )2 9107 C(py)}
has cardinality Op -(M*Q).

Proof. We give the details for the second part only; the details for the first part are
simpler. Given a Hilbert Hecke-Maaf} cusp form ¢ € Fas(Q) with archimedean spectral
parameters 1 4 and t5 4, let IT denote the underlying cuspidal automorphic representation
of GLy(Ag). This has arithmetic conductor O, and its two archimedean components are
principal series representations with spectral parameters t; 4 and t3 4. The Asai transfer
AsII of IT is an automorphic representation of GL4(Aq) of analytic conductor C(As ¢)D.
If IT is the base change of 7, as in Lemma [5.6] then as 7 is nondihedral, Adm ® wg/qg
is a cuspidal automorphic representation of GL3(Ag) and also has analytic conductor
C(As¢)D.

We now bound the cardinality of %,(Q), M) by separately estimating the cardinalities
of the cuspidal Asai transfer subfamily

{¢ € Fas(Q) : As ¢ cuspidal, there exists ¢y, with |t;] < M such that
L(L, As ¢ x ¢p) > C(As ¢)2 507 Oy}
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and the noncuspidal Asai transfer subfamily
{¢ € Fas(Q) : As ¢ noncuspidal, there exists @), with |t;| < M such that
L(3,As x ¢i) 2 C(As )2 307 C (1)}
The cardinality of the cuspidal Asai transfer subfamily is
< Y7 Hre8u2DQ): [L(g,m x my)| = C(m)2 5107 Oy, )} .
[te|<M

By Proposition B3 and the Weyl law (), this is Op . (M?Q°).

Next, if As ¢ is noncuspidal, Lemma[5.5 shows that there exists a Hecke-Maafl newform
¢ of arithmetic conductor D and nebentypus xp such that L(3, As¢ x ) = L(3, (Adp®
Xp) X ¢x)L(3, ¢r), and this map from ¢ to Ady ® xp is injective. Upon invoking the
convexity bound for L(%, T, ), we deduce that the cardinality of the noncuspidal transfer
family is

< Y Hr e 8@2DQ): LG, 7 x 1| = Cl)d i Cly, )
lti|<M
Again by Proposition and the Weyl law (45), this is Op . (M?Q?). m

5.2. Proofs of Lemmata [5.1], 5.2], and The Fourier expansion of a Hilbert Hecke—
Maaf} cusp form ¢ is

(5.6)
P(21, 22) = p(P) anoE Ao (@) /i1 K, (27:‘/0%%)\/%Kit2,¢ (27T|0\'/(%)|y2)6<a$1 _\/‘75(0‘)36’2> .
a0

The positive constant p(¢) ensures that ¢ is L*-normalized with respect to the measure
dp on SLy(Og)\H x H. An exact formula for p(¢) is given below.

Lemma 5.9 ([8 Lemma 3.2]). Let ¢ be a Hilbert Hecke—Maafl cusp form. Then

8 1
5.7 = .
Proof. This is essentially proven in [8, Lemma 3.2], albeit with some minor errata; we
sketch the main ideas. First, we let ® denote the adelic lift of ¢. Then by [39, Proposition
6] and [8, (3.16)], we have that

55) [ ek = gt Esl)

£e(2)
7(Ap)GLa(E)\GLa(Ap)

Here dg denotes the Tamagawa measure, so that Z(Ag)GLy(F)\GLa(Ag) has volume 2,
and we have taken ¢ = 1 in [8, (3.16)] and corrected the erroneous factor 2727 to instead
be 1/16. Our result differs additionally from that in [8 (3.16)] since our definition (B.5)
of the completed L-function includes the arithmetic conductor and the discriminant. It

remains to note that

1
o(g)?dg = —— )2 dy(n, 20),
2oy = s [ o))

Z(Agp)GL2(E)\GL2(Ag)
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where the normalising factor comes from comparing the volume of Z(Ag)GLy(E)\GL2(Ag)
with respect to the Tamagawa measure to that of SLo(Og)\H x H with respect to du. O

Lemma 5.10 (Cf. [8, Lemma 4.3]). Let ¢ be a Hilbert Hecke-Maaf$ cusp form, and
suppose that Re(s) > 1. Then

1 A(s,As o)
(5.9) . ¢(2,2)E(z, s) du(z) = ZP(@W

Proof. Consider the integral
62 ) Bz, ) dp( ).
I\H

By unfolding via the automorphy of ¢(z, z) and then inserting the expansion (5.0, this
equals

(0) a;}g Ao() /0 Ky (%)m% (%)ys-l " /01 e(%) dz.
a0

The integral over x vanishes unless o« = o(a), so that & = m for some m € Z \ {0}, in
which case it is equal to 1. The remaining integral over y is equal to

DS/2 FR(S -+ it17¢ + ’itg’d))FR(S -+ it17¢ — itg’d))FR(S — itl,d) + ’itg’d))FR(S — itl,d) — it27¢)
8|m|* I'r(2s)

by [12] 6.576.4], while just as in [I, Theorem 2], we have that

Ap(m)  2L(s,As o)
2 mls—¢(2s)

The desired identity thereby follows. O

meZ—{0}

Proof of Lemma[52]]. Taking the residue of both sides of (L9 at s = 1, we see that

1
¢(Z> Z) du(z) = _p(¢) R_GSA(S, As ¢)
I\H 2 s=1
From Lemma [5.6) A(s, As¢) has a pole at s = 1 if and only if ¢ is the base change of a
nondihedral Hecke-Maafl cuspidal newform ¢ of weight 0, level D, and nebentypus xp.
If this is the case, then A(s, As¢) = A(s, Adp ® xp)&(s), and consequently

6z, 2) du(z) = 2p(6)A(L, Ad g ® yp).

I\H 2
Finally, we note that A(s, Ad¢) = A(s, Adp)A(s,Adyp ® xp), and so from (5.7]), we have
that p(6) = 2v2D"V1(A(L, Ad@)A(L Ad p & xp)) . .

Proof of Lemmal22. This follows from (5.9) via analytic continuation. O
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Proof of Lemmal2.3. If W, = —1, then the result follows upon making the change of
variables z — —Z. Otherwise, we apply [8, Theorem 5.6, which states that

2 16p(2) M3, As0 X @)
| / @(h, h)Wi(h) dh| = | £(2) M1, AdG)A(L, Adgy)
Z(Ag)GL2(Q)\GL2(Aqg)

X / 1©(g)|* dg / [T, (h)|? dh.
Z(Ag)GL2(E)\GL2(AR) Z(Ag)GL2(Q)\GL2(Ag)
Here all measures involved are the Tamagawa measures, ® denotes the adelic lift of ¢, Uy,

denotes the adelic lift of ¢y, and we have used [8, Proposition 6.14] to determine the local
constants arising from the archimedean place. The left-hand side is equal to

oz, 2)on(2) du(z)|

Y

.
T JT\H
where the normalising factor comes from comparing the volume of Z(Ag)GL2(Q)\GL2(Ag)
with respect to the Tamagawa measure to that of I'\H with respect to du, while via (58],
the right-hand side is equal to

3 ( )2A(%,As¢ X ©p)

1677 TA(L Adgy)

since ¢ ¢
P =2 [ e dnt) =
™ I\H ™
Z(Ag)GL2(Q)\GL2(Ag)
as ¢y, is L?-normalized. It remains to insert the identity (5.7). O
5.3. Proof of Theorem 2.4l Given H € C°(I'\H), we consider
3
(5.10) D) = [ H)duy(z) - Sy [ H () da().
I\H m I\H

Lemma 5.11. Let ¢; be a Hilbert Hecke—Maaf cusp form. If H € C>°(I'\H), then for
any 0 < &' < 3,

(5.11) |D;(H)[" €upe C(Asd) 2 3 L3, Asé; x @)
|t | <C(As ¢5)'
., [Clasey® )
+CO(Asg;) 2t / L(3 +it, As¢;)|" dt + C(As ¢;) 7',
—C(As¢;)e
Proof. By the spectral decomposition of H, Lemmata [5.2] and [5.3], and Stirling’s formula,
D;(H)] is

L(l As dj x o)
H 2 J
<o 271 adg, 211, Ad )
” L(L +it, As ¢, . 1
+/ ‘<}I7 E’(7 %+Zt)>| | (2 7/1 S¢])| . 6—§Q(t7t1,j7t2,j) H (3+|t17j:l:1t2’j:l:2t|)_1 dt’
oo L(1,Ad ¢;)2[¢(1 + 2it)| oL

1
)ze_gﬂ(tk,tl,j,tz,j) H (3+ [t +1to :|:2tk‘)_%
+1,%2
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where (¢, 11 j,t2;) is as in (B.5). Since H is smooth and the Laplacian is self-adjoint, we
have that (H, ) = A,V (ANH, ;) and (H, E(-, 1 +it)) = (3 +¢*)"N(ANH, E(-, L +it))
for any nonnegative integer N. By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and Bessel’s inequality,
we deduce that for any nonnegative integer N,

L(%? As ¢j X 9016)
1,Ad¢;)L(1,Ad ¢y)

D;(H)* <pn [AVH|3Y I 3+ [tx)™
o

x 7 ttatza) TT (34 [ty 1 tag s t]) 72
+1,%2

© |L(3 +it, As ¢;)|?
+||ANH||§/ ‘ (2_'_7’ ) S¢])‘.

w e Ub b t2,5) H (3 + |t1,j +y toj to t|)_% dt.
+1,%+2

(B+[th"

Taking N sufficiently large, we see that we may truncate the sum over ¢, to |t;| <

C(As ¢;)° and the integral over ¢ to [t| < C(As¢;) at the cost of an error term of size

Onp(C(As¢;)~1%). The desired bound (E.I0]) for |D;(H)|* then follows from the bounds
L(1,Ad¢;) ™ <po C(Asg;),  L(1,Adgy) ™ <o Clpr)7,

C(1+23t)| 72 <o (34 ]t))7. O

Proof of Theorem[24} Let 21(Q, Q%) and Z,(Q, Q%) be as in Proposition 5.8 Let ¢; be
an element of Fas(Q). If ¢; ¢ 21(Q,Q°'), we have via Proposition 5.8 that

C(As ;)"

C(As )2+ / L(} +it, As )| dt <o C(As ;)50 T4,

—C(AS d)j)s’

Similarly, if ¢; ¢ Z(Q,Q%'), we have via Proposition 5.8 and the Weyl law (@3] that

g

C(Asg;) 2t > L(3.As ¢y x ) <o C(As ;) o0
|tk | <C(As ¢5)’
By (G.II), we deduce that if ¢; ¢ 24(Q, Q%) U Z5(Q, Q%'), then
Dj(H) <ppe C(As ;) wiom 5,

By Proposition .8, we have that |2,(Q, Q)| + |%(Q, Q)| <p. Q°+*'. We finish by
taking ¢’ = 1 - 107 "% and rescaling e. O

5.4. Nonsplit quantum ergodicity for imaginary quadratic fields. Finally, we con-
sider the analogous problem in the setting of imaginary quadratic fields instead of real
quadratic fields. Let E = Q(v/D) be an imaginary quadratic field with ring of integers
Opg, where D < 0 is a fundamental discriminant; we assume for simplicity that E has
class number 1. In place of H x H = (SLy(R) x SLy(R))/(SO(2) x SO(2)), we work
on hyperbolic three-space H? = SL,(C)/SU(2), where we identity H? with the subspace
{P = z+iy+jr: z,v € R, y > 0} of the Hamiltonian quaternions. A Bianchi Hecke-Maaf}
cusp form of level O is an L?-normalized smooth function ¢: H? — C for which
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e ¢ is an eigenfunction of the weight 0 Laplacian
0? 0? 02 0
A= (=— +——+— —
4 <8x2 * Oy? * 87‘2> +y8y’
so that Ag(P) = M\¢(P) for some Ay = 1 + 4t (and necessarily t; € R U
_i[_6_74> 614])’
e ¢ is automorphic, so that ¢(yP) = ¢(P) for all v € SLy(Op), where

VP = (aP +b)(cP +d)7}, 7:(CCL Z)

with the inverse and multiplication performed in the quaternion division algebra,

e ¢ is of moderate growth,

e ¢ is cuspidal, and

e ¢ is a joint eigenfunction of every Hecke operator.
There is an embedding H < H? given by the map x + iy — x + iy; we write z for
both the element z + iy € H? and for x + iy € H?. A Bianchi Hecke-Maaf$ cusp form ¢
is SLy(Z)-invariant when restricted to this embedding; thus ¢(z) may be viewed as the
restriction of a Bianchi Hecke—Maaf} cusp form to the modular surface I'\ H.

The proof of Theorem is by the same methods as that of Theorem 2.4} we therefore
do not give details but rather highlight what alterations must be made. There are two
major differences between the proofs of Theorems 2.4l and The first difference is that
although the analogues of Lemmata [5.1], 5.2] and are valid in this setting, the bounds
(5.2) for p;(I'\H) instead become

C(qﬁj)_l/B exp(—ci4/log C(¢,)) <p p;i(I\H) <p C’(gbj)_l/s exp(cay/log C(¢;))

(cf. [14, p. 2]). This polynomial decay in C(¢) == (34 |ty|)* is why we must include the
additional factor C(¢;)"/® in ([@24). This polynomial decay stems from the fact that in

this setting, the square root of the gamma factors occurring in the completed L-functions
on the right-hand side of (5.1]) are

T (2) [T, Tr(2 + 2it,)
Tr(1) [ Tr(1 £ 2ity)’

and by Stirling’s formula, this is asymptotic to ﬁ(i’) + [ty]) Y2 < C(¢)~1/8. The second
difference is that the gamma factors present on the left-hand side of (5.4]) are instead
1., o, Dr(3 1 2ty £ ity) [T Te(5 + ity)
Te(1) e De(1 = 2it )T (1 £ 2ity,)

where I'c(s) := 2(27)*I'(s). By Stirling’s approximation, this is asymptotic to
0 if 11 < 21t

Are ™ to) (3 4 (1) T3 + 26 £ 1)) 72, Q(t,t)::{ ,
11 ’ It] = 2lty| if [t] > 2ty,

+

while
C(Asd x ) = (34 [ti])* (3 + 2t + t])*(3 + 2ty — t])*.
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For this reason, showing that |D;(H)| < C(¢;)~/%7 for almost all ¢; € Fas(Q) essentially
reduces to showing that L(%, As¢; x ¢y) < QY472 for almost all ¢; € Fas(Q).
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