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LINNIK PROBLEM FOR MAASS-HECKE CUSPFORMS AND EFFECTIVE
MULTIPLICITY ONE THEOREM

JUNEHYUK JUNG AND MIN LEE

ABSTRACT. We investigate two related problems concerning the dimension of joint eigenspaces of
the Laplace—Beltrami operator and a finite set of Hecke operators on X = PGL2(Z)\H. First,
we consider Linnik problem for Maass—Hecke cuspforms. We prove that the dimension of such a
joint eigenspace, for Maass—Hecke cuspforms with eigenparameter in [T, T 4 1], associated to Hecke
operators T with p < (logT)“ is O« (T§+€). For this, we prove a new form of spectral large sieve
inequality for symmetric-squares of Maass—Hecke cuspforms, by exploiting the fact that the forms
under consideration are unramified at every non-archimedean place.

Second, we consider the effective multiplicity one problem, determining the minimal number
of Hecke eigenvalues needed to distinguish two Maass—Hecke cusp forms with the same Laplace
eigenvalue. We prove that for any fixed n > 0, if two Maass—Hecke cuspforms, with eigenparameter
t, share Hecke eigenvalues Ay, (n) = Ag,(n) for all n < nt, and ¢ is sufficiently large, then the
forms are proportional. This improves the previously known best bound due to Huntley [Hun91].
Key ingredient for the improvement is the result by Brook and Lindenstrauss [BL14] that classifies
quantum limits of a joint eigenfunction of a Hecke operator and the Laplace—Beltrami operator on
arithmetic hyperbolic surfaces.

We also discuss generalizations of these results to Maass—Hecke cuspforms on GL3 over arbitrary
number field.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X = PGLy(Z)\H be the modular surface and let A be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on
X. The space of square-integrable functions L?(X) decomposes as a direct sum: L*(X) = © @
Oy ® Lgusp(X), where © is the space spanned by incomplete Eisenstein series, © is the space of
constant functions, and Lgusp(X) is the space of cuspidal functions. Selberg’s celebrated theorem
[Sel56] establishes that the spectrum of —A on Oy ® L2,.,(X) is discrete, consisting of infinitely
many eigenvalues in [0, 00) tending to +o0o0. The spectrum of —A on © is purely continuous.

The Hecke operators {1}, }n>1 form a commuting family of self-adjoint operators on X, defined

> 1 az+b
i == 3 1 ().

ad=n b mod d
These operators commute with A, and consequently, Lgusp (X) admits a basis of joint eigenfunctions
of A and {T},},>1, known as Maass—Hecke cusp forms. For a Maass—Hecke cusp form ¢, we denote
its eigenvalue of the Laplace-Beltrami operator by Ay = i+ti, where ¢, is called the eigenparameter
of ¢. The n-th Hecke eigenvalue of ¢ is denoted by Ay (n).
The strong multiplicity one theorem [PST79, [JS81bl [JS81a] guarantees that two Maass—Hecke
cusp forms are proportional if they share the same Laplacian eigenvalue and Hecke eigenvalues

for almost all primes. This raises a natural question, analogous to Linnik’s problem for Dirichlet
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characters: given two Maass—Hecke cusp forms ¢ and ¢o with the same Laplacian eigenvalue, how

large can the smallest prime p be such that their p-th Hecke eigenvalues differ (i.e., Ag, (p) # A, (p))?

Alternatively, following Linnik’s approach as described in [DK00, §1], one can ask about the number

of Maass—Hecke cusp forms sharing a given Laplacian eigenvalue and a set of Hecke eigenvalues.
This article addresses these questions in two concrete forms:

(1) What is the dimension of the joint eigenspace of a given finite set of Hecke operators and
the Laplacian operator A?

(2) What is the minimal number of Hecke eigenvalues required to determine the proportionality
of two Maass—Hecke cusp forms?

In regards to the first question, we prove that only a relatively small number of Hecke operators
are required to give a very strong upper bound for the dimension of the joint eigenspaces.

Theorem 1.1. Fiz any o > 0. Among Maass—Hecke cuspforms having the eigenparameter in the
interval [T',T + 1], the dimension of the joint eigenspace the Hecke operators T, with p less than
(log T)® is

O(T ).

Remark 1.2. For a fixed finite set of primes .S, it was shown in [Sar02] that the dimension of a joint

eigenspace of A and the Hecke operators {7}, },cs with eigenparameter ¢ is < W.

Remark 1.3. For general closed Riemannian surfaces, an eigenspace of A with the eigenparameter ¢
has dimension < t [Hor68|, and this is sharp for the round sphere. For negatively curved surfaces,
a stronger upper bound of the form <« @ is proven by Bérard [B77].

The second question is to determine how many Hecke operators are required to actually single
out an automorphic form, often referred to as an effective multiplicity one theorem [Mor85, Bru06].
We provide a slight improvement over the previously known bound [Hun91].

Theorem 1.4. Fiz 1 > 0. There exists T;) > 0 such that for any two Maass—Hecke cusp forms ¢1,
¢2 with the same Laplace eigenpapameter t > T, such that their Hecke eigenvalues also satisfy

)‘fi)l (n) = )‘452 (n)
for all n < nt implies that ¢1 and ¢o are equal (up to constant multiplication).

Prior work established the theorem only for 7 exceeding some fixed positive constant [Hun91].
However, it is known that any subconvexity estimate for the Rankin-Selberg L-function associated
with two Maass—Hecke cusp forms would yield a power-saving improvement over the number of
Hecke eigenvalues required by Theorem [L.4l Specifically, under the Generalized Lindel6f Hypoth-
esis for these L-functions, O(t¢) Hecke eigenvalues would suffice. Assuming the stronger Grand
Riemann Hypothesis, this number reduces to O((logt)?), as shown in [Sar02]. The strongest form
of related conjectures predicts that equality of the eigenparameters, t4, = t4, = ¢, alone should
imply that ¢1 and ¢9 are proportional [Ber77].

Remark 1.5. For holomorphic cuspforms of level 1, a conjecture by Hida and Maeda [HM97] implies
that the second Hecke eigenvalue of a holomorphic Hecke cuspform uniquely determines the form.

1.1. Generalization to Maass forms on PGLy; over number fields. In this article, we also
study the generalization of Theorem [[.I] and Theorem [[.4] to automorphic forms on PGLy over
arbitrary number fields.

Let F' be a number field. For each place v of F, let F, denote the completion of F at v with
respect to the normalized valuation || - ||, and A = Ap =[], F, be the ring of adéles of F. Let dp
be the number of archimedean places of F'. For non-archimedean place v < oo, we let 0, denote
the ring of integers of F,, p, the unique maximal ideal in 0, and ¢, the cardinality of 0, /p,.
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For each place v of F, let K,, be the connected maximal compact subgroup of PGLa(F}):

PSO(2) if F, =R,
K, = { PU(2) if F, = C,
PGLy(0,) ifv <oo

and K = [[,K,. Then a cuspidal automorphic representation (m,Vy) of PGL2(F)\ PGL2(A) is
called spherical if dim(7%) = 1.

Let m = ®,m, be a cuspidal automorphic spherical representation of PGL2(A). Let {tr, }yjoc be
the Langalnd parameter, ie., A\, = % +t2 when F, = R and Ar, = 1+ 4t2 when F, = C are
eigenvalues of the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Xp = PGLg(F)\ PGL2(A)/ K corresponding to
the automorphic function corresponding to 7 (see §2). Let t2 = Ay = Y., Ar,, and let d be the

dimension of Xp, i.e.,

v]oo

d=2#{v : F, =R} +3#{v : F,=C}.

Then the generalization of Theorem [[.1] to the number field F' we prove in the article is:

Theorem 1.6. For 1 < G < T, let A(T,G) be the set of irreducible cuspidal representations of
PGLy(A) satisfying the followings: m = ®,my,

e 1, is unramified for all places v of F';

e I'<t, <T+G.

For a cuspidal automorphic representation mo in A(T,G), let
Ao (T, G5 a) = {1 = @ymy, € A(T,G) : m, = mo, for any v € Sgnite such that g, < (logT)*}.
Then

d—14+3#Sc0

#Ar (T, 1,a) <ep T o 15
We also establish the following generalization of Theorem [[.4] subject to Conjecture .3k

Theorem 1.7. Assume Conjecture [{.3. Fix n > 0 and B > 0. Take any irreducible cuspidal
representations m = Q1 ,y, T2 = QuT2y of PGLa(A) such that m, and ma, are unramified for
all places v of F'. We further assume that 7y, = ma,, for all unramified places v and let t, = tr, ,
for v € S. Assume that there exists t > 0 such that |tt—”| € [B71, B] for any v € So. We further
assume that ., = ma, for non-archimedean places v such that N(q,) < nt.

Then there ewists t;, > 0 such that if t > t,) then m and w3 are isomorphic.

We note that Theorem [ T]and Theorem [L4]follow from Theorem[L.6land Theorem [ 7 repectively
by taking F' = Q.

1.2. Sketch proofs. The proofs of Theorem [[L1] and its generalization, Theorem [L6, employ dis-
tinct methods from those used in the proofs of Theorem [L.4] and its generalization, Theorem [L7
spectral large sieve inequalities and quantum unique ergodicity, respectively. Consequently, we
present separate proof sketches for each pair of theorems.

1.2.1. Spectral large sieve inequalities. We first recall a result similar to Theorem [I.1] obtained in
[DK00, Theorem 1] for the modular forms of the elliptic curves.

Theorem 1.8 ([DKO0Q]). The number of modular forms of weight 2 corresponding to elliptic curves
on Q of the conductor less than Q which for every prime p < (log Q)% have a fized number of points
modulo p is

0.(Q=79),
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To illustrate the idea of the proof of the theorem, let S(Q) be the set of elliptic curves that have a
conductor less than Q). Let us denote by Ag(n) the normalized n-th Hecke eigenvalue of the modular
form corresponding to the elliptic curve E. Then, for a prime p, we have 1 = Ag(p)? — A\g(p?)
which implies that Ag(p) and Ag(p?) cannot both be simultaneously close to 0. Fix an elliptic
curve E, and assume for simplicity that the Hecke eigenvalues {\ 7(P)}p<x are bounded away from
0 by some positive constant. Say we are given an estimate of the form

ST D zden)

EeS(Q) In<X

2

< Q> |l (1.1)

n<X

for some 5 > 0 that holds for arbitrary set of complex numbers {z,},<x. Then denoting by
M(l, X) the set of squarefree integers less than X having at most [ prime factors, one may choose
zp, = Ap(n) for n € M(l,X), and x, = 0 otherwise, to obtain

-1

#{E€S@Q) : App) =Xgp), p< X} <@ D s
neM(l,X)

from the multiplicativity of Ag(n) and the positivity of the summands on the left hand side of
(LI). Because we assumed that {Az(p)}p<x are bounded away from 0 by some positive constant,
say ¢ > 0, we may use the multiplicativity of the Hecke eigenvalues in order to bound the right
hand side in terms of [, X, @, and c¢. By appropriately choosing these parameters, we obtain an
upper bound for

#{E € S(Q) : Ae(p) = z(p), p < X},

which is the quantity appearing in Theorem [I.8]

Estimates of the form (1) are called large sieve inequalities, and [DKO00] studies large sieve
inequalities for the family of GL,, automorphic forms over QQ that are identical at the archimedean
places in the conductor (non-archimedean) aspect.

This paper focuses on spectral large sieve inequalities, the large sieve inequalities that consider
the weight aspect of families of automorphic forms with a fixed conductor. For GL,, automorphic
forms over arbitrary number field F' that are unramified at every non-archimedean place, we prove
Theorem Bl For the case when n = 2, we establish a spectral large sieve inequality for their
symmetric squares (Theorem [B3.2)). Combining this with Theorem [B.1] we obtain Theorem

Note that when F' = Q, we have the following spectral large sieve inequality for symmetric
squares of Maass—Hecke cuspforms [You23].

Theorem 1.9 ([You23]). Let {¢;} be the complete set of Maass—Hecke cuspforms on X and let

L(s,sym?, ¢;) = Z bj(n)n™*.
n=1

Then, for 1 <G < T, we have

2 NTY24+TG N<T
S D] wabi(n)| < TN AGN+N¥? T<N<T?.
T<t;<T+G [n<N N27-1 T2 < N

Theorem when o0 = 0 and F = Q reads:
2

ST 1D wabi(n)| K TNYN+TG?) ) ol (1.2)

T<t;<T+G |n<N n<N
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While Theorem [[9] is stronger than this estimate in a large range N < TgG, it does not improve
1
Theorem [II], because the saving we get from the arithmetic argument is by the factor of ~ N'~a.
Also, note that the method of [DKOQ] yields

2

S 1D wabi(n)| < TENYN + NY2TPRGE2) N |, 2 (1.3)
T<t;<T+G |n<N n<N

Note that (L2)) is stronger than (L3)) in the range TG < N < T°G3. For instance, if we use (L3))
instead of (L2]), then the upper bound we get for Theorem [L.1] is

O(T=79),

which is slightly weaker than what we prove.

The improvement of (L2) over (L3]) comes from the fact that we are exploiting the assumption
of m being unramified everywhere (or ¢ being a form on PGLg(Z)\H). This makes the computation
involving the corresponding automorphic L-functions simpler and nicer, and that allows us to make
use of the region 0 < Re(s) < 3 beyond the critical line.

1.2.2. Quantum Unique Ergodicity and multiplicity one. In the subsequent sections, we are going to
present only the proof for Theorem [[.7, as Theorem [I.4]is a specialization of the theorem to F' = Q.
(Note that Conjecture [£3] when F' = Q is [BL14].) However, for this section, we illustrate the idea
of the proof for Theorem [[.4l A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem [[.4] is the equidistribution
theorem of Brook and Lindenstrauss [BL14] which recovers the result of [Lin06] using only finitely
many Hecke operators, which we state as follows:

Theorem 1.10 ([BL14]). Fiz a finite set of primes S and let { f;} be a sequence of L*(X) normalized
joint eigenfunctions of A and {Tp}pes with strictly increasing Laplacian eigenvalues. Then any
weak-x-limit of

|15 () Pdu(z)
s of the form
cdp(2)
for some constant ¢ € [0, 1].
Note that we are using only finitely many Hecke operators here, which is critical for the proof

to work. For our application, we need to exclude the possibility that all the mass escapes to the
non-compact part of X.

Lemma 1.11 (Proposition 6 when F = Q). Fizn > 0. Let {f;} be a sequence of L*(X) normal-
ized functions such that f; is a joint eigenfunction of A and {Ty,}n<n,; with the eigenparameter t;,
and N; = nt;. Here we assume that t; — +00 as j — +oo. Then any weak-x-limit of

|fi(2)*du(2)
s of the form
cdp(z)
for some constant ¢ € (0, 1].

Remark 1.12. When f; is a joint eigenfunction of A and all Hecke operators, i.e., if f; is a Maass—
Hecke cuspform, it is known that the only possible value of ¢ is 1 [Soul(0]. When F' is an arbitrary
number field, this is proven in [Zam12].
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To prove Theorem [L.4] we proceed by contradiction. Suppose there exist infinitely many eigen-
parameters ¢; such that there are at least two distinct cusp forms with the same Hecke eigenvalues
Ag(n) for all n < nt;. Since the Fourier coefficients at ico of a Maass—Hecke cusp form are propor-
tional to its Hecke eigenvalues, we can construct a non-zero cusp form by taking a linear combina-
tion of these two cusp forms, such that its Fourier coefficients vanish for all n < nt;. This linear
combination remains a joint eigenfunction of A and T, for n < nt;, and thus its L? mass should
equidistribute as t; — oo according to Theorem [[LTO However, the vanishing Fourier coefficients
for n < nt; imply that this function has arbitrarily small mass in a compact region determined by
7, contradicting Lemma [LTT1

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let F' be a number field and o its ring of integers. For each place v of F, we denote F, the
completion of F' at v with respect to the normalized valuation |- |,. We reserve |- | for the uaual
absolute value of real or complex numbers. Let Sz denote the set of all places of F', S, the set of
all archimedean places of F' and Sgpite be the set of all non-archimedean places of F. We further
separate Soo = Sgr U Sc where

Sp={veESx: F,=R} and Sc={veS,: F,=C}
We give explicit description of the absolute valuation |- |, for each place v. For v € Sq,

0 ifF, =R,

x|, = |z|t! here €, =
[zl = 2] WHEE QT kR =

For v € Shnite, we let 0, denote the ring of integers of F,,, p, the unique maximal ideal and ¢, the
cardinality of o0, /p,. We let w, € 0, be the uniformizer so p, = (w,) and

|y |y = q;l‘
We let 0 = {u € 0, : |ul, = 1} be the multiplicative group of units in o,,.
We let A = Ap = H; F, (with respect to o, for v € Sgpite) be the ring of adéles over F' and
A = Af = H; FE (with respect to o) for v € Sgpite) be the multiplicative group of idéles of F'.
We further let Fioo = [[,e5. Fv and Agpite = IT. F, be the ring of finite adéles of F. We

VEShnite

regard F' as a subring of A. Following [GJ79], we define
Ff = {y € A* : y, =wu for all v € Sy for some u > 0 and y, = 1 for all v € Sﬁnitc}

and
Al={y e |yll=1}.
Then we have the isomorphism F*\AX = Ff . (F*\Al).

For = {zy}y = {2y }ves, € A, we denote by ||z|| = [], |zv|, the canonical absolute value on
A*. This absolute value is normalised, so that ||a| = 1 for any a € F*. For x € Fy, we let
[Zlloo = [yes., [Tolv and for & € Agnite, We let [|z]|anite = [L1es,, .. [T0lo-

For any ov € A*, we write («) to denote the fractional ideal

(@) = I (o nEyerelew),
V<00

Let h be the order of the class group of F. We fix t1,...,t, € Af ;. such that the fractional ideals
(t;) = ITpcoo(Po N F)ordv(tie) represent the ideal classes of F.

Following [BK11l §1], we choose additive and multiplicative Haar measures for each place v in
the following way.

We fix an additive character ¢ =[], 1, of F'\A whose conductor is the inverse different o lof F
s0 1 = 1)g o tr where g is the additive character of Q\Ag which is unramified at all finite primes
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and whose restriction to R is the exponential function e(z) = €?™ and tr : Ap — Ag is the trace
map.

For v € Sy, we let d,x be the ordinary Lebesgue measure and d;x be the multiplicative Haar
measure on F,* such that

dyx
X = {—2;“ ) when v € Sg,
v (R — 7}
Tlele W when v € S(C

Then the Mellin inversion formula at an archimedean place v takes the form
f(s,e) = / f(x) sgn(z)|zly 2dX:17<:>f Z / f(s,€)sgn( )|x|v
ec{0, 1}
when F,, = R and
re S—l S
Fd) = [ f@ala™)Mali ™ din = f@0) =3 5o / Fs. ) (alo] ) Hlaly "2 ds
Fi e

when F, = C. Here each s-integral is taken along a vertical line R(s) = o for ¢ € R, to the right
of any poles of the integrand.
For v € Sgnite, We let dy,x be the additive Haar measure on F;, such that

vol(o,) = / ldyx = 1.
Oy

We define the multiplicative Haar measure on F,* as
dyx
(1 gzl

/ ld)z=1.
oy

On A, the additive Haar measure is given as do = [], dyx, which is self-dual, and the multi-
plicative Haar measure on A is given as d*z =[], d;

Let G denote the group GLy. The center Z of G is Z = {(%,)} and we set G = Z\ G = PGLo.
We also introduce the subgroups:

{9} = > {6 D)

We also write, n(z) = (§1) € N and a(y) = (¥ ;). By the Iwasawa decomposition, any element
g € G(F,) can be represented as n(z)a(y)x for z € F,, y € F and x € K, for each place v of F.
We can write a Haar measure d,g on G(F,) as

/G(Fv flg)dyg = //F . F(n(z)a(y)r) d, Tl;i/d .

Similarly we select measures on G(A) and K such that

@0 = oy f st e

dlx =

v

Then we get

Here dk =[], dvko.
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2.1. Automorphic functions on G(F)\G(A). Let Xp = G(F)\G(A)/ K. We let L?(Xr) be the
space of functions f on Xg such that

113 = / ()P dg < +oo.
G(F)\G(A)

We say that f is cuspidal if
[ tia)gds=o.
F\A

Then f has the following Fourier expansion:

where

/ Y(—z)dx.
n(x

F\A
By the Iwasawa decomposition, for g = Ja(y)k with z € A, y € A* and k € K, since f is right

K-invariant N
Fn(@)a(y)r) = ¥ () f(aly))-
We define the Laplace-Beltrami operators Ag,. On H? = G(R)/PO(2)

02 92
A _
-V <<9 +3y >

with the parameters g = n(x)a(y)x for x € R, y > 0 and x € PO(2). On H? = G(C)/PU(2),
0?2 9 02 s,

Ac=1* =5+ —=—=+—== | —y—

=y <8:17% * oOx3 * 8y2> Yoy’

with the parameters g = n(z1 + izz)a(y)k for 1,29 € R, y > 0 and k € PU(2).
Assume that f is an eigenfunction of Laplace—Beltrami operators for all archimedean places of
F': for any archimedean place v,

_AFuf = )\v(f)f

and we write
1
)\v(f) = (1 + Ev)z <Z + t%,v) :

Then the Laplace—Beltrami operator A on Xp is

A= > Ap

VESso

and the eigenvalue corresponding to fis Ay = > g Au(f). We let t; > 0 be defined by Ay = t?c.
When f is cuspidal and eigenfunction of Laplace-Beltrami operator A then we say that f is a Maass
cusp form. Following [BK11) §4.2], we have

F(a({Yoor Ysinite})) = s f(n(@)a({yoo, Yanite }))P(—2) dr = Wi .oo(Yoo) - £ (Ufinite)

for Yy = {ywayﬁnite} € A such that Yoo € Foé and Yfinite € Alii(nite' Here pf(yﬁnite) € C and
Wioo = HU‘ oo W, such that for y € F) for each archimedean place v,

Wroy) = ly|Kit, ,(27|y])  when F, =R,
¢ [y Kait, , (4 [y]) when F, = C.
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Take u € A such that n(u) € K, which implies that u = {uy }v, u, € 0, for all non-archimedean
place v and u, = 0 for all archimedean place v. For any y = {y,} € A%,

~ ~

flaly) = Flay)n(w) = fln(yualy)) = b(yu) fla(y)).

So f(a(y)) # 0 implies that y, € ;1. Therefore pf(y) = ps(Ysinite) = 0 unless (y) = (Yanite) C 01}1.
Then we get
f@a)s) = Y prlay)b(an) Wy (ayso).

acF*
(ay)cot

Taking x = 0, by [BK11l (4.7)], we get
flaly)r) = > pr(ay) > Wi oo(nayso)-

acoi\((y)~ 1o~ INFx) neoy

For a given non-archimedean place v, we define the Hecke operator at v following [Bum97, §4.6].
For a non-zero integer k, let M, (k) be the subset of 2 x 2 matrices g with coefficients in o0, such
that | det g|, = ¢;*. By the Cartan decomposition, we have

k1
My(k)= J] GLa(oo) <wv wkz> GLa(0,).
k1,k2>0 v
k1+ko=k

We define the Hecke operator T'(p¥) by

(T(®3) ) g1) = / flgr9)dvg  for g1 € G(A).
FS\(FS My (k)

Here the multiplication occurs as gg1 = {(919)w }w Where (919)w = 91,0 for w # v and (g19)y =

g1,09- If f is an eigenfunction of Hecke operator, we have

k
T(p)f = g2 M) - .

When 7 = ®,m, is an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGLg(A) such that 7, is unramified
for any place v of F, there exists a non-zero cuspidal function ¢, € L?(PGLy(F)\PGL2(A)/K),
uniquely determined up to constant multiplication, such that, for any non-zero integral ideal a in
F', we have

Ax(a) = cpg. (t5,7) v N(a)
where ¢ is a constant and j, 1 < j < h is the unique index such that a = (v)(¢;)0 for some v € F'.
For a cusp form f € L?(PGLy(F)\ PGLo(A)/K), if there exists an irreducible cuspidal represen-
tation 7 of PGLg(A) such that f = c¢, for some constant ¢, then we say that f is a Hecke-Maass
cusp form.

2.2. Cuspidal representations of PGL,,. Let 7 = ®,m, be cuspidal representation of PGL,,(A)
and assume that 7, are unramified for all places v of F'.

For each archimdean place v of F, let {p;(m,)}/~; € C" be the Langland parameters for m,.
Similarly, for each non-archimdean place v of F', let {o;(m),};_; € C" be the Satake parameters
for m,. Let 6,, to be the constant towards the Ramanujan-Selberg conjecture:

1
IR (i ()| < 5~ 0,  when v is archimedean,

On

1
lai ()] < g2 when v is non-archimedean.

Ramanujan—Selberg conjecture asserts that 6,, < % can be chose arbitrarily close to % By [LRS99],
we can take
0<6,<m*+1)"%
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When n = 2, by [Kim03, Appendix 2], we have
1 7

<fy < = — —.
0<b<5-%;

When v is an archimedean place, we define

L(s,my) = HFFU (S + :ui(ﬂ-v)) )
i=1
where Tg(s) = 7721 (%) and T'c(s) = 2(2m)*T(s). When v is a non-archimedean place, we define

n

Lis.m) = [0~ oulma)a ).

i=1
The standard L-function for 7 is defined by the following Euler product:

= 1T £ovm) =TT TT0 - vty = 3 22l

<00 V<00 =1

which converges absolutely for $(s) > 1+ % — 0,,. By Rankin-Selberg theory, one can show that in
fact the product and series converge absolutely for R(s) > 1. The complete L-function

) = H L(s,m)

continues analytically to s € C and satisfies the functional equation
A(s,m) = W(m)A(1 — s,7),

where W () is a root number so |W(7)| = 1. Here # = ®,7, is the contragradient representation
of m. By [GKT75], for archimedean v

{ui(mo) Yoy = {pa(mo) iy
and for v < oo,
{ai(@o)}izy = {ou(m) Fisy.

Following [IS00], we define the analytic conductor of =:

n
=TT TT+lit + pi(m)))
VESso 1=1
and let C'(7) = C(m;0).
For i € {1,2}, let m; = ®,m;, be cuspidal representations of PGL,,(A) with the trivial cen-
tral character. Assume that m;, are unramified for all places v. We define the Rankin-Selberg
convolution for 71 and ms. For an archimedean place v, we define

n

L(s,mp X Top) = H H L, (s 4 piy () + iz (70)) -

i1=1142=1

For a non-archimedean place v, we define

1
L(Saﬂ'l,v X 7T2v H H azl 7T1v azz(ﬂ? v)qU ) .

i1=112=1
We define (m)
Ay xme (T
L(S,?Tl X 7'('2) = L(S,?TLU X 7'('271)) = MAUELAUPA TS (2.1)
i 2 Nomy
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which converges absolutely for R(s) > 2 — 26,,. By the Rankin—Selberg integrals [JPSS83], one can
prove that the Euler product and the series that define L(s,7; X m) in (2.]) converge absolutely
for R(s) > 1. The completed L-function

A(S,ﬂ'l X 7'('2) = L(S,ﬂ'l X 7T2) H L(S,T('Lv X 7'('271))

VESso

continues analytically to s € C except a possible simple pole at s = 1 and s = 0. The completed
L-function is bounded (away from the poles at s =1 and s = 0) in vertical strips and is of order 1.
Note that A(s,m X mg) is entire if and only if 71 # me. The Rankin-Selberg convolution satisfies
the functional equation

A(S,Trl X 7T2) = W(?Tl X 7T2)A(1 — S,;T\I X ?5),

where W (7 x m3) € C is the root number satisfying |WW (my x m2)| = 1. As before, following [IS00],
we define the analytic conductor

C(mixmo;t) = [T TT 1T+ lit + min (1) + s (m20)]) (2.2)

VESoo t1=112=1
and we let C(m; x m) = C(m1 X m9;0). By [Brul6, (8)],
C(m x m3t) < (C(m1)C(m2)(1 + |¢))"FU)™,

Applying the Phragmén-Lindel6f principle as in [Bru06l (10)], we have the following preconvex
bound for -1+ 20, <o <2 —26,,.

(0 — 1’17 L(o + it, 7 X ) <o C(my X mo; 1))+, (2.3)

for € > 0. Here I(0) is the linear function satisfying I[(—1+26,) = 3 —26,, and (2 —26,,) = 0, i.e.,
lo)=—30+1—0,.

Note that for n = 2 we know the finiteness of the exceptional eigenvalues [CLLL24|, hence when
tr, and t,, are both sufficiently large, we know that 7y and 7y are tempered at every Archimedean
place. Accordingly, we use the convexity bound [Lil0)]

1—0o

(0 — 1)’ L(0 4 it,m X m) e C(my X m;t) 2 T¢, (2.4)

for such forms.

3. BOUNDING THE DIMENSION OF A JOINT EIGENSPACE

3.1. Spectral large sieve. We begin by studying large sieve inequalities in the archimedean as-
pect. While large sieve inequalities in the non-archimedean (level) aspect have been studied previ-
ously in [DKO00], we adapt their convexity bound based approach to the archimedean setting.
For @ > 1, let A, (< Q) be a set of irreducible cuspidal representations m = ®,,m, of PGL,(A)
such that 7, is unramified for any place v and its analytic conductor C(7) < Q.
Let ¢ be a smooth, non-negative and compactly supported function on [0, +00) satisfying
e ¢(x) € [0,1] for any = € [0, +00),
e ¢(x) =1 when z € [0, 1], and
o ¢(x) =0 when x > 2.
For s € C, the Mellin transform of ¢ is

)= [ otare T

X
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Following the first part of the proof of [Bru06, Theorem 3], by [Bru06l (15)], for X > 1 and
0<o<1, weget

Z )\7r1><7r2 (m)qﬁ <w> = Resszl L(S,ﬂ'l X 7T2)(;~5(1)X + Oa (C(ﬂ'l X W2)1(0)+€XU),

for any € > 0. By (2.3]), we get
n(l(o)+e n(iz211l_p Vie
C(my x m)l)+e < (C(m1)C(2)) (Uo)te) _ (C(m1)C (7)) (Z7+g—0n)te

Therefore, for X > 1 and 0 < ¢ < 1, for € > 0, we have

S Aeventmlo ()

= Resset L(s,m1 X m)3()X + O pin (X"((C(m)(](m))”(177”5_9”)%) . (3.1)

For each non-archimedean place v,

A X (q%)
L(S,TI’LU X 7T27U) = Z %
=0 @

Jn—1 A (j1 Jn— 1)
_ng Z Z 7T1 va---aqU )7r2 qvu"'aqv

n—1 N -
sy iy (n—1)ji
J1=0  jn-1=0 g ==t '

:ii i )\m(qv,...,qf}" 1)/\7T2(q1])1’---’q1])n 1)
: ‘ ) SZigol("_i)ji
qu

So, for each j > 0,
)\7r1 X2 (q%) = Z )\7-(1 (q£17 e 7qg"71))\7_r2 (qgly . 7q£n71).

J0sesJn—120

Yo (n—i)ji=j
For example, when n = 2,

)\7r1><7r2 qU - Z )\7r1 qv Wz(qgf)

J0,J1=>0
2jo+j1=J

and when n = 3,
Amixms (€)= Z Ay (@Y @) Amo (@31 G-

J0,J1,5220
3jo+2j1+72=]

Recall from [Li10] that for 7 € A,(< Q)
Ress—1 L(s,m x T) = O-(Q°). (3.2)

Theorem 3.1. For X, Q > 1 and 0 < 0 < 1, we have

Z Z xmo,...,mnfl)\w(mla cee 7mn—1)

WEAn(SQ)‘ mo,...,Mn—1
[T N(ma)" <X

Lern QF <X + XoQrUImo =My 4, (< Q)> > |Zmo,...;mas % (3:3)

M0, Mn—1
[0 N(my)" <X

2

for any € > 0.
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Proof. By following the duality principle, in the proof of [DK00, Theorem 4], we note that, by
general Hilbert theory, the inequality ([B.3]) is equivalent to the following dual inequality:

D

Mo, Mn—1
[T}-y N(m)" <X

2

Z TeAp(Ma, ..., M)

7T6.A7L (SQ)

o O <X+X0@"<1—0+1—29n>#An<§ @)) S el (34)

7T6.A7L(SQ)

for any € > 0. So we will prove (3.4).
Choose a smooth and compactly supported function ¢ on [0, 4oc] as in [IIl Since each term of
the LHS of (8] is positive and ¢(z) =1 when = € [0,1] and 0 < ¢(z) < 1 for any = > 1, we have

>

mo,. ~~7mn71_
Hn 1 N(mi)n—zSX

n—1 An—i
< Z & <Hi:0 ]\;ml) )

mo,...,Mp—1

2

Z Tpp(Ma, ..., mp_1)

T€An(<Q)

2

Z TaAp(M, ..., My_q)

WEAn(SQ)

n—1 \n—i
= Z ¢ <Hi:0 N(mz) > Z xmaj—m)\m(ml,...,mn_l))\ﬁ(ml,...,mn_l).

X
™,T2 eAn (SQ)

mQ,...,Mnp—1

Here we use A\ (my,...,m,_1) = Az(mq,...,m,_1). After changing the order of the sums, by
applying [DK00, Lemma 1], we have

n—1 \n—i
= Z a:ma:_m Z (25 <Hi:0 N(ml) > )\m(ml,...,mn_l))\ﬁ(ml,...,mn_l)

m1,m2€AR(LQ) MO,y My 1
M(g@)( T mw?),

where

M(< Q)
- 1) N(m;)"~
a ﬂleIﬁf(XSQ) { Z Z )\ﬂ—l(ml’“ M — 1)A (mlv"-,mn—1)¢ < ; X ) } I

7r2€An <Q)m07 »Mn—1

Since

by B)), for 0 < 0 < 1 and any ¢ > 0, we have

= Resy—1 L(s, 11 % 72)3(1)X + Ocp.pm (X” (C(m)C(72)" 2



14 JUNEHYUK JUNG AND MIN LEE
Note that Ress—1 L(s,m X m2) = 0 unless w3 = 7. So

n—1 \n—1t
Z Z )‘Wl(mlv'--7mn—1))\7’r‘5(m17”_,mn_1)¢ (Hi:o ]\;mz) >

WzEAn(SQ) mo,...,Mnp—1

= Resuoy L(s, m X T)O(1)X + Oe g o (X7QUIZTH20 24 4, (< Q)

Therefore, by applying ([B.2]), we get

>

m07~~~7mn71_
[T Mmoo

2

Z TaAp(my, ..., my,_q)

T€An(<Q)

Lep.Fim Q° <X + Xan(l—o+1—2€n)#An(§ Q)) < Z ’wa)

TEAR(<Q)

and complete the proof of (3:4). By applying the general Hilbert theory as in the proof of [DKO00),
Lemma 1], this inequality is equivalent to the dual inequality ([B.3]). O

3.2. Spectral large sieve for n = 2 and symmetric square. Now we focus on the case when
n =2. Fix ¢ > 1 and let T'> 0 be a large parameter and let 1 < G < T. Let A(T,G) be the set of
irreducible cuspidal representations of PGLg(A) satisfying the followings: 7 = ®,7,,

e 7, is unramified for all places v of F
1
o T'<tr =Y pes. M)2 <TH+G.
We assume that 7" is sufficiently large so that ([2.4]) is valid. Note that we have [Pall2]

#A(T,G) <. TG (3.5)

where d is the dimension of the symmetric space Xp.

Since the central character is trivial, uq(m,) = —puo(m,) for all v € S.

We will use the argument that used to prove Theorem [BI] with a slight alternation to prove
Theorem below. Since we consider A(T,G), not Ax(< Q), instead of Q2(1—oF1=202)+s (for
n = 2), we first get the upper bound for the analytic conductors of L(s, m X me) for my,m € A(T, G).

By (22), for m,m € A(T,G), since 0, = 0, we have

C(m xm;t) < ] { (14 1t + pa (ma,0)| + e (r2,0) D (1 4[] + [l (1) = |M1(7T2,v)||)2}
V€S0

< ((L+ [t +G) (1 + [t + 2T +2G)) 5= . (3.6)

Here We use that, since m,m € A(T,G), we have ||pu1(m1)| — |p1(mew)|| < G and |p1(m10)| +
‘,ul(ﬂ'gﬂ))’ < 2T + 2G.

Now we get a formula which is similar to ([BI]). Following the arguments in p[I2] for X > 1,
0 <o <1 and any € > 0, we have

N(m)

Z Ay sy () (T) = Resy—1 L(s,m X m3)p(1)X

+ O.pp (X" <q(7rl x ) (1 +G)(1 + 2T + 2G))2#S°°) Tﬁ) :

Here ¢ satisfies the conditions in the proof of Theorem B.Jl Since
14+ G)(1+2T+2G) < TG,
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we have

3 Arisms (M) (@) = Resy1 L(s,m1 X m)0(1)X + O- g p (X(TG)F>0-0%¢) - (3.7)

Let m = ®,m, be an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGLy(A). Assume that the central

(2)

character for 7 is trivial and m, is unramified for any v. We define 7® = Sym? 7 = @,my’, the
symmetric square representation of m which is an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGL3(A),

(2)

with trivial central character and =, is unramified for any v. The Langlands parameters and

(2)

Satake parameters for 7y’ are determined by

pa(r?) =2 (my),  pa(r(?) = 2u(w,)  and  ps(x(?) =0, (3.8)
when v is archimedean and

a1 (7)) = a1 (m)?, (@) = ag(my)?  and  as(x®@) =1
when v is non-archimedean. The L-function for Sym? 7 = 7 is defined by

)‘Sme n(m)

Ls,Sym*m) = T (1= a*) 1= aa(m)Pa, )™ (1 = azlm )™ = 32 =5

V<0
and the completed L-function

As,Sym® 1) = L(s,Sym® 7)) [ T'r, (s)Tr, (s + 2p1 (7)) T (s + 2p0(m0)).
vES

Note that the Euler product and series converges absolutely for R(s) > 1. Then A(s, Sym? )
continues analytically to s € C and satisfies the PGL3-functional equation.

For 71, m € A(T,G), recalling (2Z2]) and (B8], and from the assumption that 7" is sufficiently
large so that m and 7y are tempered |[CLLL24], we have

2 2
C’(w?) ><7Té2)7 t) < q(m} (2) ><7T§2)) H { 14 ¢)) H (14 it + 2p5(m10)] H (1 + |it + 2p5(m2,0)|)

VESso j=1

2 2
T TL 1+ 1+ 2 m0.) + 22, |

i1=112=1

As in ([B.6]), we have
Cr® x 7Pit) <op (T + ONT + G)2G2) = <« (13G)* "> .
Then, for X > 1 and 0 < ¢ < 1, for any € > 0, we have

N(m 7 —0o
PORNEINEICOL <%> = Resomt L(s,my” % m?)G(1)X + O (X7 (T8G) #5105,

(3.9)
where we used (2.4)).
Now recall from [Li10] that
Ress—1 L(s,m x ) < T°
and that
Res,—1 L(s, 7 x 7)) <« T*.
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Theorem 3.2. For X > 1 and 0 < o0 < 1, we have

2

>

TeA(T,G)

Z Trmg,ma A (T01)

mo,m

N(mo)?N(m1)<X
<op T* (X + X (TG)#50-9) g A(T, G)) 3 g, |2 (3.10)
mo,mi1
N(mo)?N(m;)<X
and
2
Z Z xm()ymhmz)‘n(?) (m17 m2)

mQ,M1,12
N(mo)3N(m1)2N(m2)<X

<5 T* (X X (T3G)#S -0 g A(T, G)) 3 oo 2 (3.11)
N (mo);J(’L(()x;éT\f%mg)gX

e A(T,G)

Proof. We follow the proof of Theorem [3.Il We again choose a smooth and compactly supported
function ¢ on [0, +o0] satsifying conditions in p[ITl Consider

2§ 3 ¢<N(mo))2(N(m1)>

N(mo?;(f)\}?:rlu)ﬁ meATE) e AT
<  max { Z Z )‘Wlxﬁ(m)qb (@) } Z |$7r|2'
meATq) AT m rEA(T,G)
By B.1), for 0 < ¢ < 1, we have
N(m) N7
S Axm(m)e — ) = Resami L(s,m x 7)o (1) X

meA(T,G) m

+ O p (X7(TG) 0= A(T, )

Therefore we get

2

D

mQ,Mm1
N(mo)2N(m1)<X

Z xw)\w(ml)

e A(T,G)

By the duality, we get ([B.10).
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Similarly, we consider the symmetric square of m € A(T, G):

D

2

Z Tr A2 (M1, M2)

mo,mi,mso e A(G,T)
N(mo)®N(m1)>N(mz2)<X
N(mg)3N(m1)2N(m 2
S ¢< (mo) (X1> (2>> 3 2 (mymy)

mo,m1,m2 meA(T,B)

N(m) 2
< max { Z Z = (2) m)o <—> } Z ’xw’ .
m1 €EA(T,G) o€ A(T,G) ™ ' 2 X e AT.G)
By B9), for 0 < o < 1, for any £ > 0, we have
N(m ()
P PP ) ()9 <%> = Resemr L(s, w1 x 717)g(1)X
meA(T,G) M

+ Oa,d:,F (Xo (T3G)#S°°(1_”)+€).

Therefore we get

D

2

> zxde (ma,my)

m0,1721,1722 T€A(G,T)
N(mg)3N(m1)2N(m2)<X
Cep T (X + XTGP AT, G)) Y ol
e A(T,G)
By the duality, we obtain (B.11). O

3.3. Bounding the dimension of a joint eigenspace. We now follow the proof of [DKO00,
Theorem 3]. Let m = ®,m, be an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGLy(A) with the trivial
central character. Assume that 7, is unramified for any place v.

We fix my = Q470 € A(T, G). For a fixed o > 0, let

P(T,a) = {v € Stnite : qv < (logT)*}

and let
A (T, G5 a) = {1 = @y, € A(T,G) : m, = mp, for any v € P(T,a)}.
Then whenever m € A (T, G; o), we get
M (@) = Arp(qw)  for all v < co with g, < (log T)%.

So we have

Amg(m) = Ar(m)  when N(m) < X.

Let m = ®,m1,, and 7y = ®,my, are irreducible cuspidal representations of PGL2(A) with the

trivial central character, and we assume that 7, and my, are unramified for all places v of F. By
[Ram00, Theorem 4.1.2], if Sym? Tl = Sym? ma, for almost all places v of F', Then m; = .

Our goal is to obtain the upper bound for #A., (T, G;«). To obtain this, we need to get a non-
trivial lower bound for E N ])\ (m)|? for a given irreducible cuspidal representation m = ®,7,
m

of GL2(A) with the trivial central character and m, is unramified for any .
For each v € Sﬁnlte, Since A ( 2) = oq(my)? + ag(m) = Ar(q0)? — 1, if [Ar(qu)| < % then
Ar(g2)] = |1 = [Ax(qo)|?| > 3 > L. So either [Ar(qu)| > 3 or [Ax(¢2)| > 1. For i € {1,2}, let

) 1
Pi(T,a) = {v € Shnite : G < (logT)® and |z, (qy)] > 5}
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Then
Pi(T, ) UPo(T, ) = P(T, ).

Moreover, for at least one of {1,2} we have
1
#Pi(Tv a) > §#P(T’ Oé).

Fix i € {1, 2}.

By Landau’s prime ideal theorem,
(log T')"
T o)~ ———.
#P(T,0) aloglog T

(log T)~
aloglogT

¢ (logT)”
2aloglog T

Then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that #P(T,«) > ¢ and

#Pi(T,a) > =P(T, ) >

N —

We choose ¢ (will be determined later) and let
NHT, ) = {po, - Po, : V1, 00 € Pi(T, ), distinct}
For m € N}(T,a), we have |\, (m®)| > 2. We have
max NV (T, a) < (log ).
We choose ¢ such that (log T)** < T but (log T)* near T?. So
max N (T, o) < T,
For N(m) < T#, we have
- {W = Ags(m)  for m € Ni(T ),
0 otherwise.

When ¢ = 1, for mg, myq, let

$m0,m1 = $mgm1'
When ¢ = 2, for mg, mq, mo, let
$mo,m1,m2 = $m8m%m2‘

Then we apply Theorem Since Ty, is supported only on m € N} (T, ), when i = 1, Tymgm, =

T2, = 0if mg ¢ oy, Similarly when ¢ = 2, g mims = Tm3m2m, = 0 if Mg or my is not in

mgmy

oy. Taking X =T, by Theorem 3.2

mgmima

2 2
#ALT.Ga)| Y Prm)P| < > > amA(mi)
mEN;(T,a) TEATE) " N (m)<(log T)o

Lep T(TP + T (TG #S>0=R AT, G)) Y |aml”

From (B.5), we get

<<a,F T (Tﬁ + Tﬁcr—l—d—lG(T%—lG)#Soo(1—0)) Z ’)‘Wo (ml) ’2
meN}(T,a)

For EmENg(T,a) ‘)\WO (mZ)P Z #A/'Z(T7 a)2—237 we get
# A0 (T, G, ) <o 5 T5(T? + TP7H(T3G) #5200 U N(T, ) 2%,
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where we used T%~1 < T3. We choose ¢ and 3 such that (logT)** < T”. We can take

(= {MJ

3.12
aloglogT ( )

By the fundamental theorem of ideal theory in number fields,

; (#Pi(T,))!
#N (T, 0) 2 NHP(T, o) — )1

Recall Stirling’s approximation, for any positive integer m,

1 1
V2rm™ T ze ™™ < m) < em™tT2e ™,

Let P = #P;(T,«). For P > %ﬁggg} and ¢ as in (3.12)),

P! - V2o pPt3e—P
NP -0~ e €£+%€_Z(P _ E)P—Z—l-%e_p.;.g

V27 P P—t+; P Zﬁ_
2 \P—/ ‘

NI

Since
P g(logT)o‘*’
{ — 2 I}
we have
P! 1y (logTyle=DE
2~ ¢
ap—o > ) ’
For
B lo;
(log T’ = (log T)astosT @ 5 T4
where a = Cf(}goiﬁ)gT—éandoga< 1, we have
P! 1 (a—1)8
S o-lg—Wep—ap—%—,
a2

Therefore we get

B A (T, G a) <ep (RO(T,G)TP + TO+I=1G(T3Gy#S= (-0t (18 g)tpa =5
For sufficiently large T', for a constant ¢y, we have

log T Blog(cgB) 1
(CO/B)Z = e( log(coﬁ) S exp BL log(coﬂ) =T ga 0 log l{)gT < TE.
aloglogT

Moreover £z < T¢ for sufficiently large T'. Then we get
4 Ao (T, G, 0) <o T (TP 4 TOOHLG(T3G)#S= (1-0)) =504
and we take G=1,0 =0, and 8 =d — 1 4+ 3#S5 to conclude that

d—14+3#Sc0

#Awo (T7 17 Oé) <<€,F T o +€-
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4. EFFECTIVE MULTIPLICITY ONE

In this section, we again assume that G = GLy and G = PGLy. Let f be a Maass cusp form
which is L?-normalized. Define

o= [ Wil diy

oo

Recall that f(g) has the following Fourier expansion (see §2)): for z € A, y = (Yoo, Yfinite) € A™ and
Kk € K,

f(n(@)aly)r) = > 1,7 Y Wi (aln))e(ye) (4.1)
veo?\(y)*laflﬂFX neoy
By [BKll, (2’10)]7 Wfoo (g) = H’UGSOO Wf,v(gv) where
V0l Kit, (2 hen F, = R,
Wf ( ): ‘y’ tf,v( ﬂ—’y‘) when (42)
’ ]y\Kgitm (4m|yl) when F, = C.
For any non-zero integral ideal a C F, there exists a uniquely determined t; € A .. such that

a = (y)(t;)0 for some v € F*. We define

ps(a) = py(t;, )/ N(a). (4.3)
Note that N(a) = N(7)[/t;[| 7 N (2).
Recall that the Fisenstein series given by
E(g,s)= Y,  H(yg)
YEB(F)\ G(A)

converges absolutely for R(s) > 1 and it continues to an analytic function for s € C except a simple
pole at s =1 [Gel75]. Let

cr = Resg=1 E(g, s).
Following [Jac72, Chapter V], we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For R(s) > 1, we have

N0_8+1/ fg 2Eg, dV ’pfﬂ
(0) (_}(F)\G(A)| (9)I"E(g,s) Z N(a)®
Here
e (m(1 4 € —(Ltev)s
o) = T fo- Lt
VESso
r ((1+2ev)s) T <(1+2eu)s> T ((1+EU) Fi(l+ Ev)tfv) T <(1+2eu)s i Ev)tf,v> N
" T((1+ e)s) } (44)
Let
tiw
v) = o 4.
H p(fe) H 8(:osh 7T7ffv H 8 sinh (27t f,) (4.5)
VESso Fy=R F,=C
We have
1
1o(f)Z|pg(a)] = O-(N(a)’*), (4.6)

for any e > 0. Here, 0 is the best constant towards the generalized Ramanujan conjecture. The best
known bound is 6 > é [BB11].
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Proof. We compute the integral by unfolding the series E(g, s) with |f(g)|*:

[ PGS v = | F@PIHGI av ()
G(FN\G(A) B(F) Z(A) N(A)\ G(A)

-/ » (f \A|f<n<:c>a<y>>|2d:c>uyns—lde

) /FX\AXH o0 </F\A‘f("(f”)a(y))Ide>Hst‘lde

-/ ( Fnatint) do ) Il el ay
Applying (4.1),

h
-3 pr(ti:7) / Z|wa a(m)) Pyl 15~ dy

I=1yeof\(t;) "t INFX

Unfolding, we have

h
=Y > \pf(tj,’v)IQ/Fx W (alyy)) Pllyliss it 1P~ dXy

J=1 yeop\(t;) 1o InFx

h
=X Y BRI W) Pyl

I=1yeoX\(t;) "o 1NFx

For any non-zero, integral ideal a C F, there exists uniquely determined ¢; € Af .. for 1 < j <h

finite
such that a = (v)(t;)0 for some v € F. By (@.3]), we get

2 )s=1 ’Pf 21, 15—1 g%
Lo FOPE@ )8V (o) S [ Wi Pl

Here we use that N(a) = N(v)[/t;[|7'N(2) = H’yHooHth‘lN( ), since [[t5] = [Tycoo [t0lo-
We now compute the integral: applying

| Wiyl iz = T / 5 K penye, (271 + ) [y 2] F6D gy

vES

When F, =R,

/ Kztfu 27T‘y’ ‘ms 2’ / Kztfu 27Ty

2m 00 00
dy df d
= / / Kig,, (4my)y*> % = 2/ Kint, , (4my)?y* ?y
o Jo 0

Y

When F, =C,

dy
K‘2 U47Ty2y2s
/C . (I Pl

Combining, we can write

| Wrta) Pl azy = TT
Fso

d
2eu/ Kisent,, (201 + e,)my)yre)s 22
VESoo Y

Recall that, for a > 0 and R(s) > 0
/ Kit(2my)2f% _ (@) PETE) G+ (5 i)
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So we have
—(1+ev)s
[ WPl sy = T {00
= VESso

r ((1+26v)s) r ((1+26v)8) T ((Hﬁv) +i(1+ Ev)tfv) r (@ —i(l+ ev)tf’“> }

8 T((1+ €)s)
=G(s; f). (4.7)
Taking s =1,
o = [ Wy (el ~ 11 o4
o VESso
where
e (M1 + & —(+eo)
p(f) =] {2 gl 8))
VESso
1—\ ((1-;511)) 1’\ ((1-;511)) 1’\ ((1+Eu) + Z(l + Ey)tfv> F <(1-‘5€v) _ Z(l + Ev)t‘fﬂ)) }
X
I'((1+e))
When F, =R,
1 s
plf) = 8 cosh(nt )’
When F, = C,
(f,) = 1+ Qitﬁv)r(l — Qitﬁv) _ ty,
Pv) = 4(2m)? ~ 8msinh(27ts,)’
So we get

’U— U—

N
p(f) - FH 8cosh 7thv H 87TSIHh 27thv)

Recall that the Eisenstein series E(g;s) has a meromorphic continuation to s € C and has only
one simple pole at s = 1 for R(s) > 3 [GarlI8| §2.8]. Taking s — 1, since we assume | f||2 = 1, we

get
el L s 1 N lps(a)]?
L= 113 = - Resom </G(F)\G(A) [f(9)I"E(g; )dv(g)> = - Plf) Resimy (Za: N(a)* >

So we have

p(f)1Z|ps(a)] = O=(N(a)?+9),
for any ¢ > 0 [BB11].
O

Recently, Silberman and Shem-Tov established Arithmetic Quantum Unique Ergodicity theorem
for Xp.

Theorem 4.2 ([STS24]). Let ¢ be a L?>-normalized Maass—Hecke cuspform on Xp. Then for any
fized smooth compactly supported function u: Xp — C, we have
1
BOPUG AV(0) = — e [ alg)dV(g) +o()
/G<F>\G<A> vol(G(FN\G(A)) Jarnaa)

as ty — oo.
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The proof of Theorem requires a nontrivial generalization of [Lin06], with “no escape of
mass” [Zam12] for Maass—Hecke cuspforms. The main difference between the case F' = Q and the
case F' # Q is the existence of the A-invariant Hecke recurrent measures having positive entropy
in the latter case. [STS24] uses infinitely many Hecke operators to rule out those measures being a
component of a quantum limit. We conjecture here that it is possible to carry out the same result
using only finitely many Hecke operators, hence generalizing [BL14] to the number field cases!]

Conjecture 4.3. There ezists a finite set of primes S such that the following is true. Let f be an
L?-normalized Maass cuspform on Xp that is also a joint eigenfunction of the pth Hecke operator
for allp € S. Then any weak-+-limit of |f(g)|?>dV (g) on G(F)\G(A) is

waEnG@y

for some ¢ € [0,1] as ty — oo.

We will use this conjecture to prove Theorem [[.7l To this end, following [GRS13l Proposition
3.7], we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let ¢ : (0,00) — R>q be a function which is supported on [A,o0). Assume that

|flI3=1. Fiz B > 0. Assume that there exists Ty > 0 such that % € [B7Y, B] for any v € Swo.
As Ty — oo, we get

[ PEG9
G(F)\G(A)

_ L (Il
= X @l [ W )Pl (B ) diy o). (48)

a
AN(0)<T{F

Assume that the weak-x-limit of | f(g)|> dV (g) on G(F)\G(A) as Ty — oo is

c
_ — dv
valGEnG@) Y
for some ¢ € [0,1]. Let a > 0 and take a constant a > 2(2rB)* . Then, as Ty — 0o, we get
f
1 -1 2 cr(a)
BdFT]le N(0) Z p(f)lps(a)]” <c- (a—o)h+ed (4.9)
a
d
N <(a) @)
Here
X\ Al DN —1\%2
vol(F*\A") (di+de—1)!(1—-a*)2(1—a")2 1

cp(a) = vol(G(F)\G(A)) dy + 2dy (log(a/2))d1+d2_1 log(2) r2d2 (4ﬁ)d1+dz

where di = #Sgr and doy = #5S¢.
Proof. Since p(H(g)) is a function on B(F)N(A)Z(A)\ G(A), we define
E(gie)= >, e(H(vg))
VEB(F)\ G(A)

By [GJ79, Lemma (3.3)], the series defining E(g;) is a finite sum and E(g;¢) is compactly
supported function on G(F)\G(A).
We compute fG(F)\G‘(A) |£i(9)|?E(g; h) dV (g) in two different ways.

lwe appreciate Lior Silberman for kindly explaining the work [STS24] to us.
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First observe that, from the assumption, we have

2 . _ c . .
/G(F)\G(A) F9IFEg:0) dV(9) = rEmam) /G(F)\G(A) E(g; 9)dV (g) + o(1)

as Y ,cg. [trwl> = 0o, Note that Ty — oo implies that ., g |ts0[*> = co. By unfolding the
series E(g;¢), we have

27 . _ c . )
/c‘;(F)\@(A) F9IF B0 dVI9) = Emnam) /G(F)\G(A) E(g; ¢) dV (g) + o(1)

c p(H(g))dV (g) + o(1)

(A)) /B(F) N(A) Z(A)\ G(A)

vol(G(F)\G
c _
= TEENGE) Sy, SO @y 40) (@10)
Here we use that vol(F\A) = 1.
By the Mellin inverse transform,
1 S
o) = 57 [ o ds
and we have
1 _ s 1 -
B =om [ 09 S Hegrds= oo [ p(-0B@ds
(1+¢) EB(FN\ G(A) (1+¢)

By Lemma [4.1],

Lo WPEea Ve = [ o9 [ 1i@PEGs) dVig)ds
G(F\G(A) T (14e) G(F\G(A)

=Yl [ HON@TIN@ G ) ds (41)

(1+¢)
On the other hand, by (4.7,
Glsif) = [ Wi tat) Pl d

oo

so by the convolution of Mellin transform, for each a,
1
Py P(=s)N ()" ' N(a)~*G(s; f) ds

211 (14€)
_ a2l =1 1 5(—s [yllooN (@) \* < 4
= [ W PN ey o [ e (M) sy

2mi
_ oyt (=N@)Y s
— [ WPl v e e (W) s,

oo

Sicne ¢ is supported on [A, 00), we have

or@P [ W taPO@Il e () az,

1 |Pf(a)|2/ 2 %
<y — Wi (a(y))|” diy
12 A N(Cl) ||y||ooz%f1’ f ( ( ))’
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1
If |ylloo = [Toes., [Wolo > %A, then there exists at least one v € Sy such that |y,| > <N(a) A) "

N(@)
Here dp = ), cs5. (1 +¢,) =[F: Q]. So we have

a 2 qx 1 L a 2 gx
Lo W NP <o) 32 s [ W

N(a) d
VESs Ny A)

where for each v € S, by (&5,

p(fv) :/ |Wf (a(y ))|2 Ay = {W when F, = R,
lyolo>0 v W;mm when F, =C

and p(f) = Il,es,, P(fo)-

For some b > 0, we have

o [ o 4y
[ Wilaw)Pdiy =2 [ Ky, @r1+ a)piyte 2.
|yv|2b b Yy

By [GRS13] Corollary 3.2], uniformly in y > 0 and r > 0 sufficiently large, one has

(r? — yz)_ie_%r when 0 <y <r— C’r%,
K (y) < y_%e_y when y > r + C’r%,

us

rTie 5" when |y —r| < Cra.

Here C > 0 is a sufficiently large positive constant. Assume that b > |tf,|. Applying the second
inequality, we get

o d o d
2c / Ki1tenty, (2m(1 4 ey)y)y' e Ey < 2 / (2m(1 + €)y) e 2CmHelyy e Ey
b ' b
& d
=2%(271(1 4 ¢,)) "t / y e Aty il
b Yy
< ib—l—eve—(éln(l—i-ev)—c)b /oo eV dy = ib—l—gve—(zln(l—i-ev)—c)bl/ e Ydy
Yy b 47 C Jeb
_ L e anaranl
47 c
for some fixed constant ¢ > 0. So for b > |t¢,|, we have
1 —(am €
[ Whaw)P iy < e e
|yv|>b
N
Assume that T’ is sufficiently large. By taking b = <1NVEZ; A) r , we get
1 o (@)]? / 2 1%
— Wy (a(y)]” dy
A Za: N@) Jpyezd@y
A
N(a) dL
<y pDlpr(@P 1 e (155) ™
A el N(a) p(fv) (AN(a) ) %
agigforts NG
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(I+ep)m|t ¢ ] o
e " (up to an explicit constant),

. 1
Since T

‘tf,v|€v
1
1 p(F)lps(a)? e—37r(1+51,)<A xg;;) i
<< Z Z N(a) Z N(a) (1;rsv)
a ap VESoo ‘t U’gv A F
AN(a)th f, N(a)
By (.4)
N(a)\ 75
1 —1+0+e 6_3W(1+6“)(AN(0>) g
“ A 2 V@ 2. Ty — o) (4.12)
€ N d
gy <= gk (Ax)
as Ty — oo.

Applying to (@II) and combining with ([AI0), as T — oo, we get

-1 2 1 5(—s N(a)\ ™ s s
VO Y by [ etn () G

a

N (a) dp
RO

G(FN\G(A)

_ / F(9)2E(g; ) dV () + o(1)

Cc

= GG Jor e A 9 4000, (413

By applying Stirling’s formula to (4] (following [GRS13l (24)]), as tf, — oo, (and |3(s)]| is
bounded)

o PE)TE) TG +itp) V(5 —itg) 7 we‘”'tf’”‘!tfv!s_l

8 I'(s) 8 I'(s)
when F,, = R and
(2m) > D(s)L(s)T (s +i2t7,0) T (s — i2t ) (27) " D($)T(S) _amj,,| 251
. — ~ 27 e frv |27ffv|
4 I'(2s) 4 I'(2s) ’

when F, = C. By the duplication formula,

r(Otes)’ P ((tes
H N \/ﬁl_(lm)sp <(1<+6)28 3;)

As Ty — oo, we have

1 ~ N(a = e_ﬂZvEsoo (1+EU)‘tf,v‘
T —S) <N( )> G(S;f) ds ~
i J(14e) (@) [Loes.. ltrol

L 5(—s r'(3) \"/ T(s) \?/ @o)at2eN@N@) ™ \~° s
" omi <1+a)90( ><F(§+§)> <F(s+%)> <HFU:R,tf7v,HFU:C‘th) ds.

Here d; = #Sgr and ds = #Sc. Recalling ([4.14)), we have

e Lvesoe (1T€0)E 0] (27T)d1+2d2N(a)N(0)_1 >

3
= (2_17T§)d1+d2A <
Hvesoo |tf7v| v HFU:R |tf,v| HFU:(C |tf,v|2

(2—171_% )dl +do
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Then ([AI3) reads

T 2 v oo (1€ [Ef 0]

N(@)! Eaj s (@)  —

5 7 )d1+2d2 -1
(2—1W§)d1+d2A¢< (2 ) N(G)N(D) >

HFU:]R |tf,v| HFU:(C |tf,v|2

_ / Sy~ &%y + o(1).
FX\AX

Recalling (4.5, as t, — oo,

1 2€y 4€v

— 4 tf7 Y 1) _7T(1+€7J)tf7j
(1) = Fl_:[R 8COSh(7th7v) H 87 sinh (27t ¢ ,) 1_5[

so we have

7T2d2 T d1+ds T d1+2ds —1
WE @ T alelpa, (AN

[r—r ltrol Ir—c [trol? - [r—r ltrol Ir—c [trol?
sl

- T / e P 5+ 0(0),

Let
Fl = {y ceA*: y,=uVv € Sy for u >0 and y, = 1Vv € Sﬁnite}
and
Al={ye A |ly| =1}
Then we have
FX\AX = FF x (FX\AY).
Let d' be a Haar measure on F*\A! such that fFX\AX d*y = fFX\Al fooo %“ d'y. We get

o du ~
/FX\AX (P(”yH)Hy”_l d*y = VOI(FX\Al)/ cp(u)u_(d1+2d2) - = VOI(FX\Al)tp(—dl — 2dy).

0
Note that by definition,

d1
r(4+d d
d —~ 2 2 I'(d; 4+ 2da)**

T (d1;-1 4 d2>d1 I (dl + % + 2d2)d2

Therefore we get

CR1 N 24 < (2m) 122 N (a)N(d) ! )
Py P D DI N Ry 7 A
AN <T;"
X 1 [’
= VOCIEIOI((F)\\GA( )))/ Ag(z)zP T2 g 4 o(1).

Here

r (d—l +d )dl d

CF1 = 22 A A
(254 dy) T(ditg+20)
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Now we assume that 0 < p(y) < 1on (o —¢e,2a +¢), ¢(y) =1 on [a,2a] and ¢(y) = 0 outside
of (v —€,2a + ¢) for some small enough € > 0. Then A > 2o + . We have

o 200 ) —dy—2d
[ et g < [T s gy o [T PO Gl i
0 «

—& a—e dl + 2d2
and we get
r2d2 (4ﬁ)d1+d2 B (27T)d1+2d2N(a)N(O)_1
NOT Y sl ;)
[r—r [trol 11 =c ltrol . I =g [trol 11 =c ltrol
AR <TS"

cvol(FX\A') (o —g)~h—2d:
- VOI(G(F)\G(A)) dyi + 2do

By Lemma (.5 since A,(z) > 0, for A > 2a + ¢, we take a > 2(27B)?% and get

1 (log(a/2))" *%1log(2) w2 (4,/m)htd>
(di +dy —1)! (1-— a—2)d71(1 - a—l)d?2 [r—r ltrol Ir—c Itrol?

o X AP

evol(FX\AY)  (a — E)_dl_zd2
- VOI(G(F)\G(A)) d1 + 2d2

0

Lemma 4.5. Let o > 0 and ¢ : (0,00) = R>qg be a compactly supported smooth function. Assume
that p(y) =1 on [, 2a] and ¢(y) = 0 outside of (o — &,2a + €) for some small enough € > 0. Let

P(s) = /Ooo o(y)y* C;—y-

For dy,dy € Z>1, define

_ i r (%)dl F(S)d2 5(—s)r" % ds
Aol) = 2mi /(1-1—5) r (%)dl I (s+ %)dQ Plmshrds, (1)

For 0 < z < (aa)™! for some a > 1, we have

1 (log(a/2)) "+ log(2)

Ay(z) > (di+de—1)! (g _ a_2)d71(1 - a—l)%2 .

Proof. Let

Ini,n2 (z) i x % ds.

- [ = ()" 1™
2mi Jaye) T (55)" T (s + 3)
When z > 1, we move the contour to R(s) — 400 and get g, n,(x) = 0.
First consider the case when n; = 1 and ng = 0. For 0 < y < 1, we move the contour to
R(s) = —oo and get (applying reflection formula)
o) Y o 1
1 1 1T (Lo 11
(-1) 2= 1y (3+0) 2

€T =

gio(x) = — -y 27 - '
— ! I i ! VT 1= 22
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So we have

L1 ifr<l,
91,0(217) = { VT V1-a? ) (4.15)
0 if x > 1.

When n; = 0 and ng = 1, by changing the variable s to 5, we get

1 I'(s) _ 1
go(x) = —/ ———z *ds = -g10(Vz).
2mi Ja+e) T (s +3) 2
Let g1,0(z) = g1(x).
We claim that, for any ny,n9 > 0 with nqy +n9e > 1,

og (1)) n1tn2—1
(1(i(1+7)1)2—1)! g (@)" g1 (V)" (4.16)

We prove the claim by the induction hypothesis. When ny +ny = 1 it is just an identity. Assume
that n; > 1 or ng > 1. Let my € {n1 — 1,n1} and mgy € {ns — 1,n2} and my + mg = ny + ng — 1.
Let e=0ifm; =ny —1and e =1 if mg =ng — 1. Then

Iny o (T) >

= omi

1 ~
gn17n2($) o / gmhmz(s)gl((l + 6)3) ds
(1+¢)

o0 1 dy 1 1 dy
_ /O om0/ ) n () T = / s a/9)en (7).

1 ! ni+no— m m L dy
> g | Qos/)™ /)™ o (el 7)
By (@I5), for 0 < z < y < 1, we have
1 1 1 1 1 1
gi((z/y) ) = —= > == gi(z)
TVI=(a/yPlte VT [ 2

1 1

We also have g;(yT+) > g1(xT+<). So we get
1

! !gm("p)gng(\/z)/ (log(y_l))”l“‘"?—?@‘

(n1 +n2 —2) w y

Iy o (T) >

By changing the variable log(y~!) = ¢, we have

1 dy log(z~1)
/ (log(y_l))n1+n2—2 A / tn1+n2—2 dt = ﬁ(log(l‘—l)nﬁ-ng_l
Therefore )
gnhm(x) > mgnl (x)gw(ﬁ)(log(x—l)m—l—nz—l
as claimed.

Now take ni = dy and ny = dy. By the convolution for Mellin transform, and since both gq4, 4,
and @ are non-negative, we have

A(z) = - /(1+E)m<s>¢<—s>w-8ds= /Omgdhdz(:c/y)w(l/y)d—j

" 27

0o dy 2« dy 2ax dy
= /0 9dy ,ds (xy)cp(y) ? > / 9dy ,ds (Ll'y) ? = / 9di ,d2 (y) ?

xT

By (@14,

2azx
@) > gy [ ) (V) ol L
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Since, for ax <y < 20z, g1(y) > g1(ax) (and also g1(y/y) > g1(v/ax)), we get
di do 20
A¢($) > gl(aﬂj‘) gl(\/ OA’E) / (log(y—l))d1+d2—1 @

(dl -+ d2 — 1)' - Yy
g1 ()™ g1 (/o) ® _1yyditda—1 /2“:0 dy
> 1 2 1—
> T v - 1oelEe) ) o Y
g1(ax)b gy (vax)® _1\\di+da—1
= 1 2 log(2).
P B (og((200) ™))" og(2
Assuming that there exists a > 1 such that 0 < = < (aa)™!, we get
1 log(a/2)) =11
Ay(x) > '(og(a/ ) . og(2 )_
(d1 +dy —1)! (1—a2)2(1— a—l)
]
Proposition 4.6. Fiz > 0 and B > 0. Let {f;};>1 C L{(G(F)\G(A)/K) be a sequence of
L?-normalized Maass cusp forms such that i f’ﬂ”‘ € [B,B7Y] for all v € S for some t; > 0 and

t; — +o0 as j — +oo.
We furter assume that f; is an eigenfunction of Hecke operators for alln, N(n) < nt;-lF. Finally,

assume Congecture [{.3. Then any weak-*-limit of |fj|2 dg as j — 400 is of the form
c

vol(G(F)\G(4))

Proof. By Conjecture 3] any weak-*-limit of |f;
c

vol(G(F)\G(A))

Assume for contradiction that there is a sequence of such Maass forms { f;} ;> such that |f;]|? dg — 0
weakly as j — +o00.

Let {¢j};>1 C L(G(F)\G(A)/K) be a sequence of all Maass—Hecke cusp forms. We further
assume that ||¢;||3 = 1. Then, by Theorem £.2]

dg
124 _ _
MYy
For each j, let E; C LE(G(F)\G(A)/K) be the subspace of all joint eigenfunctions of Laplace—

Beltrami operators (for all v € S») and Hecke operators for n, N(n) < nt; containing f;. Then
there exist at least one Maass—Hecke cusp form ¢ and ¢; such that ¢ € E; and

pf;(n) = cjpp(n) for all N(n) < nt?F.
This is because all Hecke operators and the Laplace—Beltrami operators are simultaneuously diag-
onalizable, i.e., LZ(G(F)\G(A)/K) is a direct sum of eigenspaces spanned by joint eigenfunctions
and therefore so is Ej;.

Let ¢ : (0,00) — Rzo be a function which is supported on [p~!, 00). By (48) in Lemma [£4] as
t; — 00, we get

> @ [ W, )P @Il e () axy

N(@)<nN@)t;F

dg  for some constant ¢ € (0,1].

|2 dg as j — +oo0 is of the form

dg  for some constant ¢ € [0, 1].

weakly as 7 — +o0.

1

~ Vol(G(F)\G(A) /FXW e(llyIDllyll = d*y + o(1).
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On the other hand, since py, (bn) = cjpy, (n) for any N(n) < nt?F , we have

’Cj‘2 Ea: ’p¢j(a)‘2 /F;) ’W¢j700 (a(y))!Q(N(D)HyHoo)_1¢ <W> dgoy
N(@)<nN@)t5F
=X P [ W )P e (L axy
N(a)<nN()t5"

c

= GG Jowry DI @y 01

and by assumption, |¢| = o(1). Comparing the above, as t; — 400, we get

1 1 ox
s GG ey, AN = o),

and so
lcjl =o(1) ast; = 4o0.

Since both f; and ¢; are L?-normalized, we get

L= £113 = 11f; = ¢jb5 + cj05]15
<2\ f5 — ¢id5ll5 + 20e; Pllosl13 = 211f5 — ¢ibsll3 + 2le;1? = 211 £5 — ¢; 5113 + o(1)
as t; — 400, since |¢;| = o(1).

Take a Siegel 6 = {n(z)a(y)s € G(A) : =
2.2.8], there exists T > 0 such that G(F)& =

€ F\A, |yl = Tr, k € K}. By [Garl8, Corollary
G(A). Following the proof of Lemma [4.4] we have

el < [ [ aenuDise@a) - aot@a) Iyl iy
Fx\Ax JF\A
= Sl @ o, @F [ 1o () Wy GO Oull)

= Y @@ [ tn (MR )P @@

a
N(a)>77th

Here 1>7,(y) = 1 when y > T and 0 otherwise.
Following the proof of (48] in Lemma [£.4]

> o @ = @ [ 1oy (P20 e, () POV @)

a
N(a)>7]t;.lF

Y oV (0 _
=Y @ @P [t I91oeN @) 1y () PN @) ylloe) " doy
a FX% N(a)
d 3dF

nt; ¥ <N(a)<N(0) %—F

+o(1).
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Since the integrand is positive,

/Fg = <W) (W, () PN @) yloe) ™ ey

1 L |
< v /. oy iy = ol

Since ntg-lFTF < TrN(a) < N(2)t%7, we get

1
1f; = ¢iill3 < —- S p(@les, (@) = cipg, ()] + o(1)
T]tj TF a .
F
N(a)gN(a)t%—F
2 2 2 2
< )1pg; (@)™ + cj )| e, (a)]” 4+ o(1).
e X M@ el 3D el @ +ot)
4F AR
N(a)<N(@) N(@)<N@) 4

Here we use p(¢;) = p(f;). By (@3) in Lemma 14 taking a > 0 such that Tr = (27rB)% aa for
some a > 2(27B)% | we get

B cp(a) B
< BT 0o o) +olt) = o)

as t; — +oo. Therefore,
1< 2||fj —cjo;ll3 +0(1) <o(1) ast; — +oo,
which is a contradiction. O
Now we are ready to prove Theorem [L7]

Proof of Theorem [1.7. Assume a contradiction. For any sufficiently large t > 0, there exist Maass—
Hecke cuspforms ¢1, ¢o € L3(G(F)\G(A)/K) with the same Laplace-Beltrami eigenvalues with

parameter t,, such that they are not the same up to constant multiple and ¢ > ¢ such that

o @ € [B7Y, B] for any v € Su;

e ¢1 and ¢, share the same eigenvalues for N(n) < nt?r,
This assumption implies that there exist infinitely many pairs of Maass cusp forms (¢1 ;, ¢2,;) (for
j > 1) and t; > 0 that satisfy the above conditions.
In particular, we can choose a sequence of such pairs such that ¢; — 400 as j — +o00. For each
s et Wioo(a(y) = We,  cola(y)) = Wey , w(a(y)) for y € FX.
Since ¢1; and ¢y ; share the same Hecke eigenvalues for N(n) < nt?F , there exists ¢; such that
d
Py ; (M) = ¢jpg, ;(n) for N(n) < nti".
By our assumption, ¢1; — cj¢2; # 0 for all j. Let
P15 — ¢jP2,5
fi= Jj—CGP2,

T lo1y — cidaglle”

Then f; is a Maass form, L?-normalized and a joint Hecke eigenfunctions for N(n) < nt?p . So
we have constructed a sequence {f;};>1 that satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition We have

Wy, 0o(a(y)) = Wjo(a(y)) and

o (Cl) _ p¢>1,j(a) - cjpfi)z,j(a)
I f1,5 — il

for all a.

Then py,(n) = 0 for N(n) < nt?F.
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Take T > 0 as in the proof of Proposition Whenever A > Tp,
Lo sl = [ sl [ h@aw)P de ]
G(F)\G(A) FX\AX F\A
Ylloo N (0 _
=Sl @F [t (P W () PV @)
FX (a)

1 o, @) Iyl N0) x
<q X B e (M) wctetm azy

N(a)>nth

Here we use that py (a) = 0 unless N(a) > nt?F . Following the argument in the proof of Lemma
44l p26l by taking A > n~1,

2
b2 e o (M) et asy = ot

N(a)>77th

1

9

as t; — +oo. Therefore we conclude that, for any sufficiently large A > 7~
Lo LR g =o(1) ast; o,
G(EN\G(A)
This implies that, for any compact set U C {g € G(F)\G(A) : H(g) > n~'},

/U‘fj(g)\2 dg=o0(1) ast; = +oc.

By Proposition [4.6] such a sequence cannot exist, so it is a contradiction. d
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