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On signs of eigenvalues of modular forms satisfying
Ramanujan conjecture

Nagarjuna Chary Addanki

Introduction

Siegel modular forms of genus n and weight k of level N are holomorphic functions on the
Siegel upper half space H, that satisfy the modularity condition with respect to congruence
subgroups of Sp,,(Q). We denote a congruence subgroup of genus n and level N by TV (N).
Let Mg ('™ (N)) denote the space of Siegel modular forms of weight k, genus n over '™ (N)
and Sy(T'™)(N)) denote the subspace of cuspidal forms. The space of cusp forms has a special
basis called Hecke eigenforms. They arise as eigenvectors with respect to operators called the
Hecke operators. For each positive integer m there is a Hecke operator associated to it, denoted
by T'(m). For a Hecke eigenform F', let Ap(m) denote the eigenvalue of T'(m). For a normalised
eigenform these eigenvalues are real. Hence the behavior of signs of the eigenvalues can be
studied.

[8, Theorem 5] proved that for two normalized Hecke eigenforms F € Sy, (IY(N;)) and
G € Si,(TW(Ny)), if sign(Ap(p")) = sign(Ag(p")) for almost all p and 7 then F = G. Thus
two genus 1 modular forms can be compared by studying the signs of the eigenvalues. In case
of genus 2, the space Sk(l"@)(l)) decomposes into two subspaces, mutually orthogonal to each
other. The first subspace is known as the Maass subspace and it is generated by Saito-Kurokawa
lifts. Saito-Kurokawa lifts are modular forms of genus 2 constructed using a form of genus 1 as
explained in [9]. Breulmann, in [5], showed that F' € Sj,(T®) (1)) is a Saito-Kurokawa lift if and
only if Ap(m) > 0 for all m > 1. Kohnen, in [7], showed that a Hecke eigenform F € S, (I'? (1))
is in the orthogonal complement of the Maass space if and only if there are infinitely many sign
changes in the sequence {\r(m)}.,,>1. These results underscore the significance of analyzing the
signs of Hecke eigenvalues. In this article, we focus on the eigenvalues of the modular forms of
genus 2 with level. ITkeda lifts, which are generalizations of the Saito-Kurokawa lifts to a higher
genus, show a similar property. In [I] we proved that for a genus 4 Ikeda lift F', for a fixed r
Ar(p") > 0 for all sufficiently large p.

Pitale and Schmidt in [I0] proved that, for a F € Sk(l"((f) (N)) and in the orthogonal compli-
ment of the Maass subspace, there are infinitely many prime numbers p such that the sequence
of Hecke eigenvalues {Ap(p")},>1 has infinitely many sign changes. Theorem 4 of [6] proves
that, under a specific condition, if F' € Si, (I (1)) and G € S,(T® (1)) are in orthogonal
complement of their respective Maass subspaces then for a set of primes of positive density,
Ar(P)Aa(p) < 0. In this article, we use the techniques used in [6] to prove a similar result for
Siegel modular forms with level that satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture. The main result is

Theorem 0.1. Let F € Si, (T®(Ny)) and G € Sy, (TP (Ny)) be two Hecke eigenforms that
satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture. Let mp and mg be cuspidal automorphic representations of
GSp,(Aqg) associated with F' and G respectively. Assume that if

L(Saﬂ-Fa Spin) = L(S, ﬂ-l)L(Saﬂ-Q) and L(S,Wg,spin) = L(SaTl)L(SvT2)
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for some cuspidal automorphic representations my, w2, 71 and T2 over GL2(Ag) then all represen-
tations are pairwise non isomorphic. Also, assume that for some ¢ € (0,4) and o > 15/16,

X
<ux: > o——o
#{p<z IAG(p)|>c}_a10gx

for sufficiently large x. Then the set of primes {p: Ar(p)Ag(p) < 0} has a positive density.

The main result is on the signs of Arp(p). When the local factor of the spin L-function of
a Hecke eigenform F' is written as a Dirichlet series, the coefficient of p~* is the eigenvalue
Ar(p). Hence, to study the properties of Ap(p) it is sufficient to study the coefficient p~—* of
the L-function. We extensively use the prime number theorem stated as Theorem 3 of [14] for
asymptotic behavior of the coefficients.

Outline of the paper: In the first section of the article, we talk about basics of Siegel
modular forms, automorphic representation associated with a modular form, and give a brief
description of representations associated to the modular forms satisfying the Ramanujan conjec-
ture. This section gives a description of the different types of L-functions to be expected for a
eigenform satisfying the Ramanujan conjecture. In Section 2, we show the relation between the
eigenvalue Ap(p) and the coefficient of p~* of the L-function. Using Theorem 3 of [14], we prove
few technical results that would be used for the main result. In the final section, we prove the
main result and explain the assumptions made in the theorem.

1 Automorphic representations
For any ring R, let

GSp,,, (R) = {g = (g g) € GL2u(R) : 'gJg = p(g)J, J = (2,1 1(;) }

where p is the similitude homomorphism, 1,, is identity matrix of size n and A, B,C, D € M, (R).

SPy, (R) = {g € GSpy,,(R) : u(g) = 1}.

Let N be a positive integer. Principal congruence subgroup of level N and genus n is defined to
be the subgroup
{9 € Sps,(Z) : g = 12, (mod N)}.

Congruence subgroup of level N and genus n is a finite indexed subgroup of Sp,,, (Z) containing
the principal congruence subgroup.
Let T(™) (N) denote a congruence subgroup of level N and genus n. A Siegel modular form
F, of genus n, weight k with respect to I'™ (N), is a holomorphic function on the Siegel upper
half space
H, ={Z:7Z¢& M,(C), 'Z =Z and Im(Z) > 0}

satisfying the following two conditions.

1. Modularity condition

A B

F((AZ +B)(CZ + D)™ ') =det(CZ + D)*F(Z) V <C D

) eT™(N) and Z € H,,.

2. Forn=1, F(Z)is bounded on {Z =X +4iY :Y > Yy} VY > 0.



Holomorphy and modularity imply that a Siegel modular form has a Fourier expansion of the
form

F(Z) — Z A(T)€27ritr(TZ) )
T=T", T>0
T half integral
Siegel modular forms over T'™)(N) are generally called Siegel modular forms with level. Let
M, (™ (N)) denote the space of Siegel modular forms of genus n and weight k over I'™(N).
F is called cuspidal if A(T) = 0 unless T > 0 and let S (T (N)) denote the subspace of cusp
forms. This article focuses on the cusp forms of the genus 2 with level.
In case of genus 2 there are 4 congruence subgroups. They are

1. Borel congruence subgroup

7 NZ 7 Z
Z Z 7 7
B(N) = Sps(Z) N N7Z NZ 7 7
NZ NZ NZ 7
2. Siegel congruence subgroups
Z 7 7 7
Z 7 7 Z
2 _
I'5(N) = Sp4(Z) N NZ N7 7 7
NZ NZ 7 Z
3. Klingen congruence subgroup
7Z NZ Z Z
Z Z 7 7
Q(N) = Sp4(Z) n 7 NZ 7 7
NZ NZ NZ 7

4. Paramodular congruence subgroup

Z NZ Z Z
Z Z 7Z N7
Z NZ Z Z
NZ NZ NZ Z

K(N) =5p,(Q) N

Let T (N) represent one of the four congruence subgroups above. For each 1"(2)(N ) we can
find an open compact subgroup K; of GSp,(Aq) such that T'® (N) = GSp,(Q) N GSp,(R)* Kj.
Here GSp,(R)™" is a subgroup of GSp,(R) consisting of matrices with positive similitude. In the
case of the congruence subgroups of genus 2, we describe the construction of K5 below.

For a fixed N, let r, denote a positive integer such that p™|N and p™»™! { N.

L IfT®(N) = B(N) then K; = [T,y By(p™) [1,1v GSp4(Zp) where

Z, p*l, Z, 7
Z, T, L, 7
Z
Z

P

By(p"™) = Spy(Z,) N P
p(p ) p4( ;D) prZp prZp Zp

pPly PPLy pPPLy

P
P



2. I T(N) = T§(N) then Kj =[], I3, (") [1,1n GSp4(Zy) where

Zp ZP ZP ZP

7 7 L 7
2 Tp) D P D D
1—‘O,p (p"") = Spy(Zp) N 0Ly DLy Ly Ly
p'PLy PLy Ly Ly

3. If T (N) = Q(N) then Kj =[],y Qo) [T,yx GSpa(Z,) where

Ly  pLy Ly Ly

Tp) _ Ly Ly Ly Ly
Qp(p ) - Sp4(ZP) N Zp prZp Zp Zp
prly pLy PLy Ly

4. T T@(N) = K(N) then K; = T, Kp(p"?) [T GSp4(Zy) where

Ko(p™) = Sp,(Q) N p S p P Lp
P( ) 4( ) Zp P pZP Zp Zp
Prly PTLy PTLy Ly

For each cusp form, there is an associated automorphic representation over GSp,(Ag). For
a fixed positive integer N, let F' € S,(T?(N)) be a cusp form, T'® (N) be any one of the four
congruence subgroups defined above and Kj be the open compact group such that r® (N) =
GSp4(Q) N GSpy(R)™ Kj. The Strong Approximation Theorem for GSp(Aq) states that

GSp, (AQ) = GSp4(Q)(GSpy (R)JrKf)-

It implies that, given g € GSp4(Aq) there exists g4 € GSp4(Q), goo € GSp4(R) T, k € Kj such
that g = g4(geok). An automorphic form associated with F' is a function on GSp,(Ag) denoted

by ¢r and defined as follows: For g € GSp,(Aqg),

¢F(g) = ,u(goo)kdet(cooIQ + Doo)ikF((AooIQ + Boo)(coo12 + Doo)il)

where }

12[7/ ﬂ and goo{Aoo Boo

0 Co Do’

From the fact that F € Si(I'®(N)) and the strong approximation theorem, it follows that
¢r is well defined. It can also be shown that ¢p € L?(Z(Ag)GSp,(Q)\GSp,(Ag)). Given
h € GSp,(Ag), we define right translation of ¢ by

h.¢r(g) = ¢r(gh).

Let Vi denote the subspace of L?(Z(Ag)GSp,(Q)\GSp4(Ag)) generated by h.¢p for h € GSp,(Ag).
The group GSp,(Ag) acts on Vg by right translation. This action is defined as the representation
associated with F' and is denoted by 7. More details on the construction of 7z can be found in
Section 4 of [4] and Section 3.2 of [I1].

Since the representation is trivial on the center of GSp,(Ag), it can be seen as a representation
of PGSp,(Ag). Using the exceptional isomorphism, PGSp,(Ag) = SO5(Ag), 7r can be extended
to a representation of SO5(Ag). Hence, given F', we can attach a representation of SO5(Ag).



Theorem 1.3.2 of [3] gives a classification of all such representations. In Section 2.2 of [12],
Schmidt explains the classification specific to the case of modular forms of the genus 2. In this
case, there are 6 distinct classes. In this article, we focus on modular forms that satisfy the
generalized Ramanujan conjecture.

Generalized Ramanujan Conjecture: Let F € Si(T™(N)) be a Hecke eigenform with

Satake-p-parameters aéi), agi), e agp). A prime p is called unramified if p 1 N. GRC states

that for all the unramified primes p, the Satake-p-parameters satisfy
laipl =1fori=1,2,..,n.
[12, Prop 2.1] proves that G and Y are the only classes that satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture.

e General type, (G) : F € S,(T®(N)) is said to be of type G, if there exists a cuspidal
automorphic representation m of GL4(Ag) such that

L(s, 7, spin) = L(s, ).

e Yoshida type, (Y): F € Sp(I'®(N)) is said to be of type Y, if there exists two cuspidal
automorphic representations 7y, me of GL2(Ag) such that

L(s,mp, spin) = L(s,m1)L(s,m2).
An example of such modular forms are the Yoshida lifts.

Definition 1 (Yoshida lifts). Let f € Sk, (To(N1)) and g € Sk, (To(N2)) be two Hecke eigen
newforms where

To(N) = {(Z Z) €SLy(Z) : ¢ = 0(modN)}.

F € Si.(T®(N)) is said to be a Yoshida lift of f and g, if wp is irreducible and

L(s,mp,spin) = L(s,m7)L(s, 7).

2 First eigenvalue

For each g € GSp,,,(Q)" N Mz, (Z) such that ged(p(g), N) = 1 we can associate a Hecke operator
T(g) on My(T™(N)). Let T = Sp,,,(Z), for F € M, (T™(N)),

n n n Az Bi
T(g)F =Y Flrgi where T"(N)gI'"™(N) = ,T"(N)gi, g = (Ci Di)

and Flrg:(Z) = p(g)"™ "7 det(C: Z + Di) *F((AiZ + B.)(CiZ + Dy) ™).
For a positive integer m such that ged(m, N) =1,
T(m) = Z T(g).
g:u(g)=m

In Theorem 4.7 of [2], it is proved that there exists a basis for My (I'™)(N)) which are eigenforms
with respect to all Hecke operators T'(p) such that p f N. For a Hecke eigenform F' € S, (I'™ (N)),
denote pr(g) as the eigenvalue of the operator T'(g). Classically ur(g) can be expressed in terms



of Satake p — parameters. For any g with u(g) = p", depending on F there are n + 1 complex

numbers (aé};), agf;), ol p)) satisfying

n —"("+1) n n n
pr(g) = (p™* =7 ZH a")p=7)d where T (N)gD(™ (N) = U;T ™) (N)g;, (1)

i =1

A B -
gi(O Di> and D; =

The complex numbers agf;) for 0 < 5 < n are called the Satake p parameters of F'.

pdil %

0 ... pin

Lemma 2.1. If F € Sp(T'®(N)) is a Hecke eigenform and aéFp), ang), ang;) are the Satake-p-

parameters then

3 F F F) (F) (F
) =0l af k) ool + ol

Proof. For the Hecke operator T'(p) we have the following decomposition

1 a
1 1
T'(p) =T { 2 le [y =T, {p ? } |_| Ty P » U |_| I
a€Z/pZ 1 a,d€Z/pZ
p 1 a b
—a 1 d 1 b d
L ot ] T )
a,b,d€Z/pl »

There are four kinds of right cosets in the above decomposition,

1 * P 1
_|pla _ P o x 1 * _ 1 =*
gl_|: 12:|592_ P , 93 = 1 x y g4 = P
L 1 P p
With Dis,
|1 0 _p O 1% _lp O
Dl - |:0 1 ) D2 - |:0 1:| ) D3 |:0 :| ) D4 |:0 p:|

ur(p) can be calculated using the formula in (1) and evaluating the contribution of each D;.

For Dy, dy 1 = di2 = 0. Hence the contribution to up(p) is p>*~ 2a(F) For Dg, d3; = 1 and
dao =0, and there are p number of cosets of these kind. Adding each cosets contribution to the

eigenvalue we get
F F) _ —3 (F) (F
p? 2a0( )pag )p ! fp% 0( )ag )

(F) () ()

()( andp p @2 a5

Similarly the contribution of D4s and D)s comes out to be p?*
respectively. Adding everything, it follows that

:p2k——( )+a(F) (i)+ (F) (F) | (F)  (F) (F))

pr (p) Ap,p A2,p T Q0,p 41,p A2p



Let mr be the automorphic representation associated with F' and L(s, 7r) be the correspond-
ing spin L-function. mp = ®,m, where m, is an unramified representation of GSp,(Q,) for all

primes p { N. And L(s,mp) = HLp(s,ﬂpm), where L,(s,mp,) are called the local L-factors.

P
There exists complex numbers a1 p, az p, a3, and ag,, such that

—s —s —s —s\) L
LP(SvﬂF,p) = ((1 — a1,pp )(1— az,pp )(1— as,pp )(1— aq,pp )) .

For unramified primes, i.e for pt N, these are the Satake-p-parameters associated to F. Hence
-1
F) _s F) (F) —s F) (F) —s F) (F) (F) —s
Ly(s,mp) = (1= afl)p™) (1 = aflal)p™) (1~ all)al)p™) (1~ aff o) al)p )

for all pt N. At ramified primes, the local L-factor is still an inverse of a polynomial in p~* but
the degree can be less than 4. Hence, we can write the local factor with 4 constants a; , but these
can be zero as well. Since we are interested in signs of pup(p), it is enough to study normalized

eigenvalues A\p(p) = “;—S’Q. From Lemma 2.1, we conclude that Ap(p) = a1+ a2,p+ a3 p + G4.p-
D 2

If the local factors are written as Dirichlet series, say Ly(s,mp) = > oo arp(p")p~"*, then at
unramified primes Ap(p) = axp ().

For a Hecke eigenform in class G, there exists an irreducible cuspidal automorphic represen-
tation m of GL4(Ag) such that Ap(p) = ar(p) for all unramified primes. Similarly, for a cusp
form in class Y, there exists two irreducible cuspidal automorphic representations = and 7 of
GL2(Ag) such that for all unramified primes p, Ar(p) = ax(p) + a-(p).

In the remainder of the section we prove a few technical results that will be used for the main
theorem. For any two real valued functions f(z) and g(x) we use the following notations.

1. f(xz) = O(g(x)) if there exists a constant ¢ such that |f(x)| < ¢|g(z)| for sufficiently large
x.

2. f(z) = o(g(z) if lim fz) =0

Lemma 2.2. Let 7 be a self dual, unitary, cuspidal automorphic representation of GLp,(Ag)
form < 4. If Ly(s,m) =Y o2, ax(p")p~"* and ax(p) is bounded for all but finitely many primes

then , " "
Zaﬂ(p) B log x +O(logz)

p<z

Proof. Say S is the finite set of primes such that a, is bounded for all p ¢ S. Applying [14,
Theorem 3| for 7 with 79 = 0, we get

" (logp)ax(p)* = x + Ofwe™*VIET),

p<z

This can be written as,
hm |Ep§z(10gp)a’7r(p)2 - :C|
T—00 xe—CVIOgI

Since lim e“V°8% = o,
Tr—r00

11m Zpgz(logp)a’ﬂ'(p)2 -

T—00 x

=0.




Hence,

> (ogp)ax(p)* =z + o).

p<z

It implies that

S (logp)as(p)? — S (log 2)ar (p)? + 3 (log 2)an(p)? = @ + o(x)

p<z p<z p<z

We note that,

log z)a.(p)? — logp)a,(p)? loox —1
lim Zpgx( g r)ax(p) Epgz( gp)ar(p) — lim Z ogx ngaw(p)Q
T —00 x T —00 X
p<z
L logz — logp 9 . logz — logp 9
=l 3 TPl 3 =)
p<z, pES p<z, pgS
Since the first limit has finite summation and lim,_, IOJI;&E = 0, the first limit is 0. Say

lax(p)| < M for p & S then

1 —1 1 —1
i Y BTIOBP, e e gy, 3 losT logp

T—00 x T—>00 X
p<z, p¢S p<z

Z log p is called first Chebyshev’s function and it is denoted by ¥(z).

p<z

. logz —logp . log © . O(x) . w(x)logw . Y(x)
ml;ngozifhmz — lim — = lim ——— — lim .

x xT—00 x r—o0 I r—00 x r—o00 I
p<z p<z
. ) x)logx Iz
Prime number theorem states that, lim (2) lim Q = 1. Hence
T—00 xT r—0o0 T

. logz —logp
dm 3 T
p<z, pgS
And we conclude that,
. Ypeslogz)ax(p)? = 3, o, (logp)ax(p)?
lim =£= P=

T —00 €T

Hence, Z(logp)a,r(p)2 - Z(log z)ax(p)? = o(x) and

p<z p<z

=0.

S (log @)ax(p)? = 2 + ofa)

p<z

Dividing the above equation by log z on both sides proves the lemma. O

Lemma 2.3. Let m1 and w2 be cuspidal automorphic representations of GLy,(Ag) for m < 4.
Assume that they have trivial central character, m 2 wo and there exists a finite set of primes S
such that |ar, (p) ar,(p)| < M for some positive constant M and for all p ¢ S. Then

>t (P)an, (p) = o)

p<z




Proof. Apply [14, Theorem 3| for 7; and my with 79 = 0, we get

> (10g p)ar, (p)ar, (p) = O(we™ V1),

p<z

Since lim eV!°8? = o, similar to previous lemma we conclude that
Tr—r00

Z(logp)aﬂ'l (p)a’ﬂ'z (p> = O(z)a

p<z

which can be written as

> _(logp)ar, (p)ar, (p) = D (10g z)ar, (p)ax,(p) + ) (10g &)an, (p)ar, (p) = o(x).

p<z p<z p<z

We note that,

logz)a, ar — logp)a, ar 1 —1
H_En Zpgz( gT)ar, (p)ar, (p) Zpgm( gP)ar, (p)ar, (p) ~ lim Z og T ngam (p)ams (p)
xT—00 €T T—00 > x

pPsST

. logx — lo . logx — lo
=lim Y R lan,(p) + lim > BEEP0 (ya, ().

T—00 T T —r00 T
p<z, pES p<z, pgS

Using the bound |ar, (p)ar,(p)] < M for p ¢ S, the above summation is

logz —1 logz —1
< lim Z wam(p)am(p)—i—M lim Zw =0.

T—00 €T T—00 x
p<z, pES p<z

Similar to the previous lemma, the first limit is zero since the summation is a finite sum and the
second limit is zero using the Prime number theorem. Hence,

> (logp)ar, (p)ax,(p) — Y _(log x)ax, (p)ax, (p) = o(x)

p<z p<z

and

> (log z)ar, (p)ax, (p) = o().

p<z

O

Corollary 2.3.1. Let F € Si(T®(N)) be a normalized Hecke eigenform for all primes p t N
and satisfies the Ramanugjan conjecture. Let Ap(p) represent the eigenvalue for the operator T(p)

for allpt N. Then
2 x x
Z Ar () _mlogx+0(logz)

p<z, p{N

where

1 ifFeG
2 ifFeY.



Proof. Let 7 be a self dual unitary cuspidal automorphic representation over GL,,(Q) for m < 4.
Lemma 2.2 can be written as

Z ax(p)” + Z aw(p)2:102$+0(1o:;$)'

p<z, p|N p<z, ptN

The finite sum can be absorbed into 0(1 x ) and we conclude

ogw

x x
Z ax(p)* = log +O(10gz)'

p<z, ptN

If F is in class G then there exists a self dual, unitary cuspidal automorphic representation
7 of GL4(Q) such that Ap(p) = ar(p) for all pt N. Hence, the corollary follows from Lemma 2.2.
If Fisin class Y then Ap(p) = ar, (p) + ar,(p) for all pt N where 11, w9 are distinct self dual,
unitary cuspidal automorphic representations of GL2(Q). In this case,

AF (p)2 = Om (p)2 + G, (p)2 + 207, Qry.

Applying Lemma 2.2 and 2.3 we get,

9 x x x x x x x
Yo el = +0( )+ +o( )+0( ):2 +o( )
logz logz logz log x log x log x log x

p<z, pN

3 Main result

The main result of this article is on comparing the signs of eigenvalues of two distinct modular
forms satisfying the Ramanujan conjecture.

Lemma 3.1. Let F € Sy, (T®(Ny)) and G € S, (T (Ny)) be two Hecke eigenforms satisfying
the Ramanujan conjecture. Assume that, for some c € (0,4) and o > 1—2, #{p <z : | c(p)| >
ct > a for sufficiently large x. Let S contain all the primes p dividing N1 and No. Then,

T
logz

T
Z Ar(p)Aa ()’ 2 ﬂlogw JrO(loggc)
p<z, p¢S

for some B € (0,1).

Proof. Prime Number Theorem states that #{p < z : p is prime} = ) Since re-

+ 0(
log logz
moving finitely many primes would not effect the asymptotic behavior, we conclude that

x x
+0( )
log log

Say Sy(z) = {p <z : |Ag(p)| > ¢}. The above equation can be written as,

#{p<x:pisprimeand p & S} =

#{p<z:pgSyx)andp¢ S} = * —I—o(

gz )—#{pgx:peSg(x) and p & S}.

log x

10



Under the assumption, #S¢(z) > ali we get,
ogx

#{pg r:p ¢Sg andp ¢S} < (1 _a)lozz +O(1ozz)

for sufficiently large . By Weissauer’s bound proved in [13], |Ar(p)| < 4 for all primes p & S.

S ()P <A#{p<wipg SUS(x)} <16(1-a)

] i -l—o(1 )
p<z, pgSy(x) ogx ogx

Combining it with Corollary 2.3.1 we get,
x

Ar(p)? > (16 — 16 ( z )
Z r(p)” 2 (160 +m )logx+0 log x
p<z, pESy(x)

S @@= Y Are)PAa)? = 160 +m—16)— +of

i)
p<z, pgS p<z, pES,(x) log log x

This proves that

E AF(0)2Ac(p)? > 2(16a +m — 16) —— + 0( x ) (2)
log log z
p<z, pgS

O

Lemma 3.2. Let F € S, (I'®(Ny)) and G € S, (I'® (Ny)) be two normalised Hecke eigenforms
satisfying the Ramanujan conjecture. Assume that if both F,G lift to class Y then

L(s,np,spin) = L(s,71)L(s,m2) and L(s,mq,spin) = L(s,71)L(s, 2)

where w1, o, 71 and To are all distinct automorphic representation over GLQ(A@). Under these
assumptions, if Ap(p) and Ag(p) are eigenvalues of F' and G respectively then

> ) = o o= )- 3)

<o WiN log x

Proof. Let wp, mg be automorphic representations associated with F' and G respectively. There
are 4 different possibilities for their L-functions depending on the class of lifts.

1. L(s,7p,spin) = L(s,m) and L(s,ng,spin) = L(s,m2) such that 71,79 are distinct self
dual, unitary cuspidal automorphic representations of GL4(Ag).

2. L(s,mp,spin) = L(s,m) such that 7 is self dual, unitary cuspidal automorphic represen-
tations of GL4(Aqg). L(s,mg,spin) = L(s,71)L(s,72) where 71,7 are distinct self dual
cuspidal automorphic representations of GLa2(Ag).

3. L(s,mp,spin) = L(s,m)L(s,m2) and L(s,wg,spin) = L(s,71)L(s, T2) where 71,7, 71 and
T are distinct self dual cuspidal automorphic representations of GL2(Ag).

4. L(s,mp,spin) = L(s,m)L(s,71) and L(s,ng,spin) = L(s,7)L(s,72) where 7 is self dual
cuspidal automorphic representations of GLa(Ag). 71 and 72 are distinct self dual cuspidal
automorphic representations of GLa(Ag).
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Assumptions imply that the fourth case is not possible. Hence,

1. Arp(p) = an, (p) and Ag(p) = ar,(p). Observe that ar, and ar, satisfy the conditions for
Lemma 2.3. Hence,

Y. Al = Y am(p)%(p):f)( - )

log
ptN,p<z ptN,p<z
2. If Ap(p) = ax(p) and Ag(p) = ar, (p) + ar,(p), then

S @A) = Y a®lan®)+ Y. axplan®) = o).

log x
pIN,p<z pIN,p<z pIN,p<z

3. If Ap(p) = ar, (p) + ar,(p). and A (p) = ar, (p) + ar,(p), then 3° . Ar(p)Ac(p)

= Y an@an®@+ D, an®@an®)+ D, an®an®)+ Y. ax(p)arn, ()

ptN,p<z ptN,p<z ptN,p<z ptN,p<z

(o)
=o0 .
logz

O

Theorem 3.3. Let F, G be two cusp forms satisfying the conditions of Lemma 3.2. Assume there
exists a ¢ € (0,4) and a > 1% such that

x
<z:|A >cl>a——
#p<oi D)l > >

for sufficiently large x. Then, the set of primes {p: Ar(p)A\a(p) < 0}, has positive density.

Proof. Let S ={p:p{ N}. Consider the sum

ST(@) = Y (r@)Xc@)® —16Ar()Ac() = > Ar()Aa(®)Ar(p)Aa(p) — 16].

p<z, pg¢S p<z, pgS

For p € S, |Ar(p)Aa(p)| < 16. Hence, for p such that Ap(p)Ag(p) > 0, Ar(p)Ac(p) — 16 < 0.
Therefore,

57 (x) < > (Ar(p)*Ac(p)? — 16AF(p)Ac ()
p<z,ZS Ar(p)Ac(p)<0

<5124 {p<z:pg S and Ar(p)Ac(p) < 0}.

From Lemma 3.1 and 3.2, we conclude that

ST(@) =D (@)’ Ac()* = 16Ar(p)A(p) = (16 +m — 16)102:5 +of
p<w, pgS

1ogz)'

Combining the inequalities,

A(16a+m —16) =z T
< x: > .
#{p <@ :pgSand An(p)Aa(p) < 0} = 512 log x * 0(logx)

Since S contains finitely many primes, we can add them to the set to conclude

#{p <2 : Ap(p)Ac(p) <0} >

A(16a+m —16) =z 0( T )

512 log z log x

Hence for oo > 12 the set of primes {p : Ap(p)Ac(p) < 0} has positive density. O
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