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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 +1], associated to Hecke

operators Tp with p < (log T )α is Oǫ(T
4

α
+ǫ). 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 η > 0, if two Maass–Hecke cuspforms, with eigenparameter
t, share Hecke eigenvalues λφ1

(n) = λφ2
(n) for all n < ηt, and t 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 GL2 over arbitrary
number field.

1. Introduction

Let X = PGL2(Z)\H be the modular surface and let ∆ be the Laplace–Beltrami operator on
X. The space of square-integrable functions L2(X) decomposes as a direct sum: L2(X) = Θ ⊕
Θ0 ⊕ L2

cusp(X), where Θ is the space spanned by incomplete Eisenstein series, Θ0 is the space of

constant functions, and L2
cusp(X) is the space of cuspidal functions. Selberg’s celebrated theorem

[Sel56] establishes that the spectrum of −∆ on Θ0 ⊕ L2
cusp(X) is discrete, consisting of infinitely

many eigenvalues in [0,∞) tending to +∞. The spectrum of −∆ on Θ is purely continuous.
The Hecke operators {Tn}n≥1 form a commuting family of self-adjoint operators on X, defined

by

Tnf(z) =
1√
n

∑

ad=n

∑

b mod d

f

(
az + b

d

)
.

These operators commute with ∆, and consequently, L2
cusp(X) admits a basis of joint eigenfunctions

of ∆ and {Tn}n≥1, known as Maass–Hecke cusp forms. For a Maass–Hecke cusp form φ, we denote
its eigenvalue of the Laplace–Beltrami operator by λφ = 1

4+t
2
φ, where tφ is called the eigenparameter

of φ. The n-th Hecke eigenvalue of φ is denoted by λφ(n).
The strong multiplicity one theorem [PS79, JS81b, 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 φ1 and φ2 with the same Laplacian eigenvalue, how
large can the smallest prime p be such that their p-th Hecke eigenvalues differ (i.e., λφ1(p) 6= λφ2(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 ∆?

(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. Fix any α > 0. Among Maass–Hecke cuspforms having the eigenparameter in the
interval [T, T + 1], the dimension of the joint eigenspace the Hecke operators Tp with p less than
(log T )α is

O(T
4
α
+ǫ).

Remark 1.2. For a fixed finite set of primes S, it was shown in [Sar02] that the dimension of a joint
eigenspace of ∆ and the Hecke operators {Tp}p∈S with eigenparameter t is ≪ t

(log t)|S|+1 .

Remark 1.3. For general closed Riemannian surfaces, an eigenspace of ∆ with the eigenparameter t
has dimension ≪ t [Hör68], and this is sharp for the round sphere. For negatively curved surfaces,
a stronger upper bound of the form ≪ t

log t is proven by Bérard [B7́7].

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. Fix η > 0. There exists Tη > 0 such that for any two Maass–Hecke cusp forms φ1,
φ2 with the same Laplace eigenpapameter t > Tη such that their Hecke eigenvalues also satisfy

λφ1(n) = λφ2(n)

for all n < ηt implies that φ1 and φ2 are equal (up to constant multiplication).

Prior work established the theorem only for η 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 1.4. Specifically, under the Generalized Lindelöf Hypoth-
esis for these L-functions, Oǫ(t

ǫ) Hecke eigenvalues would suffice. Assuming the stronger Grand
Riemann Hypothesis, this number reduces to O((log t)2), as shown in [Sar02]. The strongest form
of related conjectures predicts that equality of the eigenparameters, tφ1 = tφ2 = t, alone should
imply that φ1 and φ2 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 PGL2 over number fields. In this article, we also
study the generalization of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.4 to automorphic forms on PGL2 over
arbitrary number fields.

Let F be a number field. For each place v of F , let Fv denote the completion of F at v with
respect to the normalized valuation ‖ · ‖v and A = AF =

∏
v Fv be the ring of adéles of F . Let dF

be the number of archimedean places of F . For non-archimedean place v < ∞, we let ov denote
the ring of integers of Fv , pv the unique maximal ideal in ov and qv the cardinality of ov/pv .
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For each place v of F , let Kv be the connected maximal compact subgroup of PGL2(Fv):

Kv =





PSO(2) if Fv = R,

PU(2) if Fv = C,

PGL2(ov) if v <∞

and K =
∏
v Kv. Then a cuspidal automorphic representation (π, Vπ) of PGL2(F )\PGL2(A) is

called spherical if dim(πK) = 1.
Let π ∼= ⊗vπv be a cuspidal automorphic spherical representation of PGL2(A). Let {tπv}v|∞ be

the Langalnd parameter, i.e., λπv = 1
4 + t2πv when Fv = R and λπv = 1 + 4t2πv when Fv = C are

eigenvalues of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on XF = PGL2(F )\PGL2(A)/K corresponding to
the automorphic function corresponding to π (see §2). Let t2π = λπ =

∑
v|∞ λπv , and let d be the

dimension of XF , i.e.,

d = 2#{v : Fv = R}+ 3#{v : Fv = C}.
Then the generalization of Theorem 1.1 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
PGL2(A) satisfying the followings: π = ⊗vπv,

• πv is unramified for all places v of F ;
• T ≤ tπ ≤ T +G.

For a cuspidal automorphic representation π0 in A(T,G), let

Aπ0(T,G;α) = {π = ⊗vπv ∈ A(T,G) : πv ∼= π0,v for any v ∈ Sfinite such that qv ≤ (log T )α} .
Then

#Aπ0(T, 1, α) ≪ε,F T
d−1+3#S∞

α
+ε.

We also establish the following generalization of Theorem 1.4 subject to Conjecture 4.3:

Theorem 1.7. Assume Conjecture 4.3. Fix η > 0 and B > 0. Take any irreducible cuspidal
representations π1 = ⊗vπ1,v, π2 = ⊗vπ2,v of PGL2(A) such that π1,v and π2,v are unramified for
all places v of F . We further assume that π1,v ∼= π2,v for all unramified places v and let tv = tπ1,v
for v ∈ S∞. Assume that there exists t > 0 such that |tv|

t ∈ [B−1, B] for any v ∈ S∞. We further
assume that π1,v ∼= π2,v for non-archimedean places v such that N(qv) ≤ ηt.

Then there exists tη > 0 such that if t > tη then π1 and π2 are isomorphic.

We note that Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.4 follow from Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7 repectively
by taking F = Q.

1.2. Sketch proofs. The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and its generalization, Theorem 1.6, employ dis-
tinct methods from those used in the proofs of Theorem 1.4 and its generalization, Theorem 1.7:
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 1.1 obtained in
[DK00, Theorem 1] for the modular forms of the elliptic curves.

Theorem 1.8 ([DK00]). 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 ≤ (logQ)α have a fixed number of points
modulo p is

Oǫ(Q
8
α
+ǫ).
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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 λE(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 = λE(p)

2 − λE(p
2)

which implies that λE(p) and λE(p
2) cannot both be simultaneously close to 0. Fix an elliptic

curve Ẽ, and assume for simplicity that the Hecke eigenvalues {λẼ(p)}p<X are bounded away from
0 by some positive constant. Say we are given an estimate of the form

∑

E∈S(Q)

∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n<X

xnλE(n)

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≪ Qβ
∑

n<X

|xn|2 (1.1)

for some β > 0 that holds for arbitrary set of complex numbers {xn}n<X . Then denoting by
M(l,X) the set of squarefree integers less than X having at most l prime factors, one may choose
xn = λẼ(n) for n ∈M(l,X), and xn = 0 otherwise, to obtain

#{E ∈ S(Q) : λE(p) = λẼ(p), p < X} ≪ Qβ


 ∑

n∈M(l,X)

|λẼ(n)|2



−1

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

#{E ∈ S(Q) : λE(p) = λẼ(p), p < X},
which is the quantity appearing in Theorem 1.8.

Estimates of the form (1.1) are called large sieve inequalities, and [DK00] studies large sieve
inequalities for the family of GLn automorphic forms over Q 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 GLn automorphic
forms over arbitrary number field F that are unramified at every non-archimedean place, we prove
Theorem 3.1. For the case when n = 2, we establish a spectral large sieve inequality for their
symmetric squares (Theorem 3.2). Combining this with Theorem 3.1, we obtain Theorem 1.6.

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 {φj} be the complete set of Maass–Hecke cuspforms on X and let

L(s, sym2, φj) =

∞∑

n=1

bj(n)n
−s.

Then, for 1 ≤ G ≤ T , we have

∑

T≤tj≤T+G

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

n≤N
xnbj(n)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≪ǫ T
ǫN ǫ





NT 1/2 + TG N ≤ T

GN +N3/2 T ≤ N ≤ T 2

N2T−1 T 2 ≤ N

.

Theorem 3.2 when σ = 0 and F = Q reads:

∑

T≤tj≤T+G

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

n≤N
xnbj(n)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≪ǫ T
ǫN ǫ(N + T 4G2)

∑

n≤N
|xn|2. (1.2)
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While Theorem 1.9 is stronger than this estimate in a large range N < T
5
2G, it does not improve

Theorem 1.1, because the saving we get from the arithmetic argument is by the factor of ∼ N1− 1
α .

Also, note that the method of [DK00] yields

∑

T≤tj≤T+G

∣∣∣∣∣∣

∑

n≤N
xnbj(n)

∣∣∣∣∣∣

2

≪ǫ T
ǫN ǫ(N +N1/2T 5/2G3/2)

∑

n≤N
|xn|2, (1.3)

Note that (1.2) is stronger than (1.3) in the range TG≪ N ≪ T 5G3. For instance, if we use (1.3)
instead of (1.2), then the upper bound we get for Theorem 1.1 is

O(T
5
α
+ǫ),

which is slightly weaker than what we prove.
The improvement of (1.2) over (1.3) comes from the fact that we are exploiting the assumption

of π being unramified everywhere (or φ being a form on PGL2(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) < 1

2 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 1.7, as Theorem 1.4 is a specialization of the theorem to F = Q.
(Note that Conjecture 4.3 when F = Q is [BL14].) However, for this section, we illustrate the idea
of the proof for Theorem 1.4. A key ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.4 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]). Fix a finite set of primes S and let {fj} be a sequence of L2(X) normalized
joint eigenfunctions of ∆ and {Tp}p∈S with strictly increasing Laplacian eigenvalues. Then any
weak-∗-limit of

|fj(z)|2dµ(z)
is of the form

cdµ(z)

for some constant c ∈ [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 4.6 when F = Q). Fix η > 0. Let {fj} be a sequence of L2(X) normal-
ized functions such that fj is a joint eigenfunction of ∆ and {Tn}n<Nj

with the eigenparameter tj,
and Nj = ηtj . Here we assume that tj → +∞ as j → +∞. Then any weak-∗-limit of

|fj(z)|2dµ(z)
is of the form

cdµ(z)

for some constant c ∈ (0, 1].

Remark 1.12. When fj is a joint eigenfunction of ∆ and all Hecke operators, i.e., if fj is a Maass–
Hecke cuspform, it is known that the only possible value of c is 1 [Sou10]. When F is an arbitrary
number field, this is proven in [Zam12].
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To prove Theorem 1.4, we proceed by contradiction. Suppose there exist infinitely many eigen-
parameters tj such that there are at least two distinct cusp forms with the same Hecke eigenvalues
λφ(n) for all n < ηtj . Since the Fourier coefficients at i∞ 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 < ηtj . This linear
combination remains a joint eigenfunction of ∆ and Tn for n < ηtj , and thus its L2 mass should
equidistribute as tj → ∞ according to Theorem 1.10. However, the vanishing Fourier coefficients
for n < ηtj imply that this function has arbitrarily small mass in a compact region determined by
η, contradicting Lemma 1.11.

2. Preliminaries

Let F be a number field and oF its ring of integers. For each place v of F , we denote Fv the
completion of F at v with respect to the normalized valuation | · |v. We reserve | · | for the uaual
absolute value of real or complex numbers. Let SF denote the set of all places of F , S∞ the set of
all archimedean places of F and Sfinite be the set of all non-archimedean places of F . We further
separate S∞ = SR ∪ SC where

SR = {v ∈ S∞ : Fv = R} and SC = {v ∈ S∞ : Fv = C}.
We give explicit description of the absolute valuation | · |v for each place v. For v ∈ S∞,

|x|v = |x|ǫv+1 where ǫv =

{
0 if Fv = R,

1 if Fv = C.

For v ∈ Sfinite, we let ov denote the ring of integers of Fv, pv the unique maximal ideal and qv the
cardinality of ov/pv . We let ̟v ∈ ov be the uniformizer so pv = 〈̟v〉 and

|̟v|v = q−1
v .

We let o×v = {u ∈ ov : |u|v = 1} be the multiplicative group of units in ov.
We let A = AF =

∏′
v Fv (with respect to ov for v ∈ Sfinite) be the ring of adéles over F and

A× = A×
F =

∏′
v F

×
v (with respect to o×v for v ∈ Sfinite) be the multiplicative group of idéles of F .

We further let F∞ =
∏
v∈S∞

Fv and Afinite =
∏′
v∈Sfinite

Fv be the ring of finite adéles of F . We

regard F as a subring of A. Following [GJ79], we define

F+
∞ =

{
y ∈ A× : yv = u for all v ∈ S∞ for some u > 0 and yv = 1 for all v ∈ Sfinite

}

and

A1 =
{
y ∈ A× : ‖y‖ = 1

}
.

Then we have the isomorphism F×\A× ∼= F+
∞ · (F×\A1).

For x = {xv}v = {xv}v∈SF
∈ A, we denote by ‖x‖ =

∏
v |xv |v the canonical absolute value on

A×. This absolute value is normalised, so that ‖α‖ = 1 for any α ∈ F×. For x ∈ F∞, we let
‖x‖∞ =

∏
v∈S∞

|xv|v and for x ∈ Afinite, we let ‖x‖finite =
∏
v∈Sfinite

|xv|v.
For any α ∈ A×, we write (α) to denote the fractional ideal

(α) =
∏

v<∞
(pv ∩ F )ordv(αv).

Let h be the order of the class group of F . We fix t1, . . . , th ∈ A×
finite such that the fractional ideals

(tj) =
∏
v<∞(pv ∩ F )ordv(tj,v) represent the ideal classes of F .

Following [BK11, §1], we choose additive and multiplicative Haar measures for each place v in
the following way.

We fix an additive character ψ =
∏
v ψv of F\A whose conductor is the inverse different d−1 of F

so ψ = ψQ ◦ tr where ψQ is the additive character of Q\AQ which is unramified at all finite primes
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and whose restriction to R is the exponential function e(x) = e2πix and tr : AF → AQ is the trace
map.

For v ∈ S∞, we let dvx be the ordinary Lebesgue measure and d×v x be the multiplicative Haar
measure on F×

v such that

d×v x =

{
dvx
2|x|v when v ∈ SR,
dvx
π|x|v = dvx

π|x|2 when v ∈ SC.

Then the Mellin inversion formula at an archimedean place v takes the form

f̃(s, ǫ) =

∫

F×
v

f(x) sgnǫ(x)|x|s−
1
2

v d×v x ⇐⇒ f(x) =
∑

ǫ∈{0,1}

1

2πi

∫

(σ)
f̃(s, ǫ) sgnǫ(x)|x|−s+

1
2

v ds

when Fv = R and

f̃(s, k) =

∫

F×
v

f(x)(x|x|−1)k|x|s−
1
2

v d×v x ⇐⇒ f(x) =
∑

k∈Z

1

2πi

∫

(σ)
f̃(s, k)(x|x|−1)−k|x|−s+

1
2

v ds

when Fv = C. Here each s-integral is taken along a vertical line ℜ(s) = σ for σ ∈ R, to the right
of any poles of the integrand.

For v ∈ Sfinite, we let dvx be the additive Haar measure on Fv such that

vol(ov) =

∫

ov

1 dvx = 1.

We define the multiplicative Haar measure on F×
v as

d×v x =
dvx

(1− q−1
v )|x|v

.

Then we get ∫

o
×
v

1 d×v x = 1.

On A, the additive Haar measure is given as dx =
∏
v dvxv which is self-dual, and the multi-

plicative Haar measure on A× is given as d×x =
∏
v d

×
v xv.

Let G denote the group GL2. The center Z of G is Z = {( a a )} and we set Ḡ = Z \G ∼= PGL2.
We also introduce the subgroups:

B =

{(
∗ ∗
0 ∗

)}
and N =

{(
1 ∗
0 1

)}
.

We also write, n(x) = ( 1 x0 1 ) ∈ N and a(y) = ( y 1 ). By the Iwasawa decomposition, any element
g ∈ Ḡ(Fv) can be represented as n(x)a(y)κ for x ∈ Fv, y ∈ F×

v and κ ∈ Kv for each place v of F .
We can write a Haar measure dvg on Ḡ(Fv) as

∫

Ḡ(Fv)
f(g) dvg =

∫

Kv

∫

F×
v

∫

Fv

f(n(x)a(y)κ) dvx
d×v y
|y|v

dvκ.

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

Ḡ(A)
f(g) dg =

∫

K

∫

A×

∫

A
f(n(x)a(y)κ) dx

d×y
‖y‖ dκ.

Here dκ =
∏
v dvκv.
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2.1. Automorphic functions on Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A). Let XF = Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)/K. We let L2(XF ) be the
space of functions f on XF such that

‖f‖22 =
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2 dg < +∞.

We say that f is cuspidal if ∫

F\A
f(n(x)g) dx = 0.

Then f has the following Fourier expansion:

f(g) =
∑

α∈F×

f̂

((
α

1

)
g

)

where

f̂(g) =

∫

F\A
f(n(x)g)ψ(−x) dx.

By the Iwasawa decomposition, for g = n(x)a(y)κ with x ∈ A, y ∈ A× and κ ∈ K, since f is right
K-invariant

f̂(n(x)a(y)κ) = ψ(x)f̂ (a(y)).

We define the Laplace–Beltrami operators ∆Fv . On H2 = Ḡ(R)/PO(2)

∆R = y2
(
∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)

with the parameters g = n(x)a(y)κ for x ∈ R, y > 0 and κ ∈ PO(2). On H3 = Ḡ(C)/PU(2),

∆C = y2
(
∂2

∂x21
+

∂2

∂x22
+

∂2

∂y2

)
− y

∂

∂y
,

with the parameters g = n(x1 + ix2)a(y)κ for x1, x2 ∈ R, y > 0 and κ ∈ PU(2).
Assume that f is an eigenfunction of Laplace–Beltrami operators for all archimedean places of

F : for any archimedean place v,

−∆Fvf = λv(f)f

and we write

λv(f) = (1 + ǫv)
2

(
1

4
+ t2f,v

)
.

Then the Laplace–Beltrami operator ∆ on XF is

∆ =
∑

v∈S∞

∆Fv

and the eigenvalue corresponding to f is λf =
∑

v∈S∞
λv(f). We let tf ≥ 0 be defined by λf = t2f .

When f is cuspidal and eigenfunction of Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆ then we say that f is a Maass
cusp form. Following [BK11, §4.2], we have

f̂(a({y∞, yfinite})) =
∫

F\A
f(n(x)a({y∞, yfinite}))ψ(−x) dx =Wf,∞(y∞) · ρf (yfinite)

for y = {y∞, yfinite} ∈ A× such that y∞ ∈ F×
∞ and yfinite ∈ A×

finite. Here ρf (yfinite) ∈ C and
Wf,∞ =

∏
v|∞Wf,v, such that for y ∈ F×

v for each archimedean place v,

Wf,v(y) =

{√
|y|Kitf,v (2π|y|) when Fv = R,

|y|K2itf,v (4π|y|) when Fv = C.
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Take u ∈ A such that n(u) ∈ K, which implies that u = {uv}v, uv ∈ ov for all non-archimedean
place v and uv = 0 for all archimedean place v. For any y = {yv} ∈ A×,

f̂(a(y)) = f̂(a(y)n(u)) = f̂(n(yu)a(y)) = ψ(yu)f̂ (a(y)).

So f̂(a(y)) 6= 0 implies that yv ∈ d−1
v . Therefore ρf (y) = ρf (yfinite) = 0 unless (y) = (yfinite) ⊂ d−1

F .
Then we get

f(n(x)a(y)κ) =
∑

α∈F×

(αy)∈d−1

ρf (αy)ψ(αx)Wf,∞(αy∞).

Taking x = 0, by [BK11, (4.7)], we get

f(a(y)κ) =
∑

α∈o×
F
\((y)−1d−1∩F×)

ρf (αy)
∑

η∈o×
F

Wf,∞(ηαy∞).

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 Mv(k) be the subset of 2 × 2 matrices g with coefficients in ov such
that |det g|v = q−kv . By the Cartan decomposition, we have

Mv(k) =
∐

k1,k2≥0
k1+k2=k

GL2(ov)

(
̟k1
v

̟k2
v

)
GL2(ov).

We define the Hecke operator T (pkv) by

(T (pkv)f)(g1) =

∫

F×
v \(F×

v Mv(k))
f(g1g) dvg for g1 ∈ G(A).

Here the multiplication occurs as gg1 = {(g1g)w}w where (g1g)w = g1,w for w 6= v and (g1g)v =
g1,vg. If f is an eigenfunction of Hecke operator, we have

T (pkv)f = q
k
2
v λf (p

k
v) · f.

When π = ⊗vπv is an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGL2(A) such that πv is unramified
for any place v of F , there exists a non-zero cuspidal function φπ ∈ L2(PGL2(F )\PGL2(A)/K),
uniquely determined up to constant multiplication, such that, for any non-zero integral ideal a in
F , we have

λπ(a) = cρφπ (tj, γ)
√
N(a)

where c is a constant and j, 1 ≤ j ≤ h is the unique index such that a = (γ)(tj)d for some γ ∈ F .
For a cusp form f ∈ L2(PGL2(F )\PGL2(A)/K), if there exists an irreducible cuspidal represen-

tation π of PGL2(A) such that f = cφπ for some constant c, then we say that f is a Hecke-Maass
cusp form.

2.2. Cuspidal representations of PGLn. Let π = ⊗vπv be cuspidal representation of PGLn(A)
and assume that πv are unramified for all places v of F .

For each archimdean place v of F , let {µi(πv)}ni=1 ∈ Cn be the Langland parameters for πv.
Similarly, for each non-archimdean place v of F , let {αi(π)v}ni=1 ∈ Cn be the Satake parameters
for πv. Let θn to be the constant towards the Ramanujan-Selberg conjecture:

|ℜ(µi(πv))| ≤
1

2
− θn when v is archimedean,

|αi(πv)| ≤ q
1
2
−θn

v when v is non-archimedean.

Ramanujan—Selberg conjecture asserts that θn <
1
2 can be chose arbitrarily close to 1

2 . By [LRS99],
we can take

0 ≤ θn ≤ (n2 + 1)−1.
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When n = 2, by [Kim03, Appendix 2], we have

0 ≤ θ2 ≤
1

2
− 7

64
.

When v is an archimedean place, we define

L(s, πv) =

n∏

i=1

ΓFv (s+ µi(πv)) ,

where ΓR(s) = π−
s
2Γ
(
s
2

)
and ΓC(s) = 2(2π)−sΓ(s). When v is a non-archimedean place, we define

L(s, πv) =

n∏

i=1

(1− αi(πv)q
−s
v )−1.

The standard L-function for π is defined by the following Euler product:

L(s, π) =
∏

v<∞
L(s, πv) =

∏

v<∞

∞∏

i=1

(1− αi(πv)q
−s
v )−1 =

∑

m

λπ(m)

N(m)s

which converges absolutely for ℜ(s) > 1 + 1
2 − θn. By Rankin-Selberg theory, one can show that in

fact the product and series converge absolutely for ℜ(s) > 1. The complete L-function

Λ(s, π) =
∏

v

L(s, πv)

continues analytically to s ∈ C and satisfies the functional equation

Λ(s, π) =W (π)Λ(1− s, π̃),

where W (π) is a root number so |W (π)| = 1. Here π̃ = ⊗vπ̃v is the contragradient representation
of π. By [GK75], for archimedean v

{µi(π̃v)}ni=1 = {µi(πv)}ni=1

and for v <∞,

{αi(π̃v)}ni=1 = {αi(πv)}ni=1.

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

C(π; t) =
∏

v∈S∞

n∏

i=1

(1 + |it+ µi(πv)|)

and let C(π) = C(π; 0).
For i ∈ {1, 2}, let πi = ⊗vπi,v be cuspidal representations of PGLn(A) with the trivial cen-

tral character. Assume that πi,v are unramified for all places v. We define the Rankin-Selberg
convolution for π1 and π2. For an archimedean place v, we define

L(s, π1,v × π2,v) =

n∏

i1=1

n∏

i2=1

ΓFv (s+ µi1(πv) + µi2(πv)) .

For a non-archimedean place v, we define

L(s, π1,v × π2,v) =

n∏

i1=1

n∏

i2=1

(
1− αi1(π1,v)αi2(π2,v)q

−s
v

)−1
.

We define

L(s, π1 × π2) =
∏

v<∞
L(s, π1,v × π2,v) =

∑

m

λπ1×π2(m)

N(m)s
(2.1)
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which converges absolutely for ℜ(s) > 2− 2θn. By the Rankin–Selberg integrals [JPSS83], one can
prove that the Euler product and the series that define L(s, π1 × π2) in (2.1) converge absolutely
for ℜ(s) > 1. The completed L-function

Λ(s, π1 × π2) = L(s, π1 × π2)
∏

v∈S∞

L(s, π1,v × π2,v)

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 Λ(s, π1 × π2) is entire if and only if π̃1 6= π2. The Rankin-Selberg convolution satisfies
the functional equation

Λ(s, π1 × π2) =W (π1 × π2)Λ(1− s, π̃1 × π̃2),

where W (π1 × π2) ∈ C is the root number satisfying |W (π1 × π2)| = 1. As before, following [IS00],
we define the analytic conductor

C(π1 × π2; t) =
∏

v∈S∞

n∏

i1=1

n∏

i2=1

(1 + |it+ µi1(π1,v) + µi2(π2,v)|) (2.2)

and we let C(π1 × π2) = C(π1 × π2; 0). By [Bru06, (8)],

C(π1 × π2; t) ≤
(
C(π1)C(π2)(1 + |t|)n[F :Q]

)n
.

Applying the Phragmén-Lindelöf principle as in [Bru06, (10)], we have the following preconvex
bound for −1 + 2θn ≤ σ ≤ 2− 2θn.

(σ − 1)δπ1,π̃2L(σ + it, π1 × π2) ≪ε C(π1 × π2; t)
l(σ)+ε, (2.3)

for ε > 0. Here l(σ) is the linear function satisfying l(−1 + 2θn) =
3
2 − 2θn and l(2− 2θn) = 0, i.e.,

l(σ) = −1
2σ + 1− θn.

Note that for n = 2 we know the finiteness of the exceptional eigenvalues [CLLL24], hence when
tπ1 and tπ2 are both sufficiently large, we know that π1 and π2 are tempered at every Archimedean
place. Accordingly, we use the convexity bound [Li10]

(σ − 1)δπ1,π̃2L(σ + it, π1 × π2) ≪ε C(π1 × π2; t)
1−σ
2

+ε, (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 [DK00], we adapt their convexity bound based approach to the archimedean setting.

For Q ≫ 1, let An(≤ Q) be a set of irreducible cuspidal representations π = ⊗vπv of PGLn(A)
such that πv is unramified for any place v and its analytic conductor C(π) ≤ Q.

Let φ be a smooth, non-negative and compactly supported function on [0,+∞) satisfying

• φ(x) ∈ [0, 1] for any x ∈ [0,+∞),
• φ(x) = 1 when x ∈ [0, 1], and
• φ(x) = 0 when x > 2.

For s ∈ C, the Mellin transform of φ is

φ̃(s) =

∫ ∞

0
φ(x)xs

dx

x
.
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Following the first part of the proof of [Bru06, Theorem 3], by [Bru06, (15)], for X ≫ 1 and
0 < σ < 1, we get

∑

m

λπ1×π2(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)
= Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π2)φ̃(1)X +Oε

(
C(π1 × π2)

l(σ)+εXσ
)
,

for any ε > 0. By (2.3), we get

C(π1 × π2)
l(σ)+ε ≤

(
C(π1)C(π2)

)n(l(σ)+ε)
=
(
C(π1)C(π2)

)n( 1−σ
2

+ 1
2
−θn)+ε.

Therefore, for X ≫ 1 and 0 < σ < 1, for ε > 0, we have

∑

m

λπ1×π2(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)

= Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π2)φ̃(1)X +Oε,φ,F,n

(
Xσ
(
(C(π1)C(π2)

)n( 1−σ
2

+ 1
2
−θn)+ε

)
. (3.1)

For each non-archimedean place v,

L(s, π1,v × π2,v) =
∞∑

j=0

λπ1×π2(q
j
v)

qjsv

= (1− q−nsv )−1
∞∑

j1=0

· · ·
∞∑

jn−1=0

λπ1(q
j1
v , . . . , q

jn−1
v )λπ2(q

j1
v , . . . , q

jn−1
v )

q
s
∑n−1

i=1 (n−i)ji
v

=

∞∑

j0=0

∞∑

j1=0

· · ·
∞∑

jn−1=0

λπ1(q
j1
v , . . . , q

jn−1
v )λπ2(q

j1
v , . . . , q

jn−1
v )

q
s
∑n−1

i=0 (n−i)ji
v

So, for each j ≥ 0,

λπ1×π2(q
j
v) =

∑

j0,...,jn−1≥0∑n−1
i=0 (n−i)ji=j

λπ1(q
j1
v , . . . , q

jn−1
v )λπ2(q

j1
v , . . . , q

jn−1
v ).

For example, when n = 2,

λπ1×π2(q
j
v) =

∑

j0,j1≥0
2j0+j1=j

λπ1(q
j1
v )λπ2(q

j2
v )

and when n = 3,

λπ1×π2(q
j
v) =

∑

j0,j1,j2≥0
3j0+2j1+j2=j

λπ1(q
j1
v , q

j2
v )λπ2(q

j1
v , q

j2
v ).

Recall from [Li10] that for π ∈ An(≤ Q)

Ress=1 L(s, π × π̃) = Oε(Q
ε). (3.2)

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

∑

π∈An(≤Q)

∣∣∣∣
∑

m0,...,mn−1∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i≤X

xm0,...,mn−1λπ(m1, . . . ,mn−1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,F,n Q
ε

(
X +XσQn(1−σ+1−2θn)#An(≤ Q)

) ∑

m0,...,mn−1∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i≤X

|xm0,...,mn−1 |2, (3.3)

for any ε > 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 (3.3) is equivalent to the following dual inequality:

∑

m0,...,mn−1∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i≤X

∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈An(≤Q)

xπλπ(m1, . . . ,mn−1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,F,n Q
ε

(
X +XσQn(1−σ+1−2θn)#An(≤ Q)

) ∑

π∈An(≤Q)

|xπ|2, (3.4)

for any ε > 0. So we will prove (3.4).
Choose a smooth and compactly supported function φ on [0,+∞] as in 11. Since each term of

the LHS of (3.4) is positive and φ(x) = 1 when x ∈ [0, 1] and 0 ≤ φ(x) ≤ 1 for any x ≥ 1, we have

∑

m0,...,mn−1∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i≤X

∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈An(≤Q)

xπλπ(m1, . . . ,mn−1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤
∑

m0,...,mn−1

φ

(∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i

X

)∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈An(≤Q)

xπλπ(m1, . . . ,mn−1)

∣∣∣∣
2

=
∑

m0,...,mn−1

φ

(∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i

X

)
∑

π1,π2∈An(≤Q)

xπ1xπ2λπ1(m1, . . . ,mn−1)λπ̃2(m1, . . . ,mn−1).

Here we use λπ(m1, . . . ,mn−1) = λπ̃(m1, . . . ,mn−1). After changing the order of the sums, by
applying [DK00, Lemma 1], we have

=
∑

π1,π2∈An(≤Q)

xπ1xπ2
∑

m0,...,mn−1

φ

(∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i

X

)
λπ1(m1, . . . ,mn−1)λπ̃2(m1, . . . ,mn−1)

≤M(≤ Q)

( ∑

π∈An(≤Q)

|xπ|2
)
,

where

M(≤ Q)

= max
π1∈An(≤Q)

{ ∑

π2∈An(≤Q)

∑

m0,...,mn−1

λπ1(m1, . . . ,mn−1)λπ̃2(m1, . . . ,mn−1)φ

(∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i

X

)}
.

Since

∑

m0,...,mn−1

λπ1(m1, . . . ,mn−1)λπ̃2(m1, . . . ,mn−1)φ

(∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i

X

)

=
∑

m

λπ1×π̃2(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)
,

by (3.1), for 0 < σ < 1 and any ε > 0, we have

= Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π̃2)φ̃(1)X +Oε,φ,F,n

(
Xσ
(
C(π1)C(π̃2)

)n( 1−σ
2

+ 1
2
−θn)+ε

)
.
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Note that Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π̃2) = 0 unless π2 = π1. So

∑

π2∈An(≤Q)

∑

m0,...,mn−1

λπ1(m1, . . . ,mn−1)λπ̃2(m1, . . . ,mn−1)φ

(∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)

n−i

X

)

= Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π̃1)φ̃(1)X +Oε,φ,F,n

(
XσQn(1−σ+1−2θn)+ε#An(≤ Q)

)

Therefore, by applying (3.2), we get

∑

m0,...,mn−1∏n−1
i=0 N(mi)n−i≤X

∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈An(≤Q)

xπλπ(m1, . . . ,mn−1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,φ,F,n Q
ε

(
X +XσQn(1−σ+1−2θn)#An(≤ Q)

)( ∑

π∈An(≤Q)

|xπ|2
)

and complete the proof of (3.4). By applying the general Hilbert theory as in the proof of [DK00,
Lemma 1], this inequality is equivalent to the dual inequality (3.3). �

3.2. Spectral large sieve for n = 2 and symmetric square. Now we focus on the case when
n = 2. Fix c > 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 PGL2(A) satisfying the followings: π = ⊗vπv,

• πv is unramified for all places v of F ;

• T ≤ tπ = (
∑

v∈S∞
λπv)

1
2 ≤ T +G.

We assume that T is sufficiently large so that (2.4) is valid. Note that we have [Pal12]

#A(T,G) ≪ǫ T
d−1+ǫG (3.5)

where d is the dimension of the symmetric space XF .
Since the central character is trivial, µ1(πv) = −µ2(πv) for all v ∈ S∞.
We will use the argument that used to prove Theorem 3.1 with a slight alternation to prove

Theorem 3.2 below. Since we consider A(T,G), not A2(≤ Q), instead of Q2(1−σ+1−2θ2)+ε (for
n = 2), we first get the upper bound for the analytic conductors of L(s, π1×π2) for π1, π2 ∈ A(T,G).

By (2.2), for π1, π2 ∈ A(T,G), since θ2 = 0, we have

C(π1 × π2; t) ≤
∏

v∈S∞

{
(1 + |t|+ |µ1(π1,v)|+ |µ1(π2,v)|)2 (1 + |t|+ ||µ1(π1,v)| − |µ1(π2,v)||)2

}

≤ ((1 + |t|+G) (1 + |t|+ 2T + 2G))2#S∞ . (3.6)

Here We use that, since π1, π2 ∈ A(T,G), we have ||µ1(π1,v)| − |µ1(π2,v)|| ≤ G and |µ1(π1,v)| +
|µ1(π2,v)| ≤ 2T + 2G.

Now we get a formula which is similar to (3.1). Following the arguments in p.12, for X ≫ 1,
0 < σ < 1 and any ε > 0, we have

∑

m

λπ1×π2(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)
= Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π2)φ̃(1)X

+Oε,φ,F

(
Xσ

(
q(π1 × π2) ((1 +G)(1 + 2T + 2G))2#S∞

)−σ+1
2

+ε
)
.

Here φ satisfies the conditions in the proof of Theorem 3.1. Since

(1 +G)(1 + 2T + 2G) ≪ TG,
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we have

∑

m

λπ1×π2(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)
= Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π2)φ̃(1)X + Oε,φ,F

(
Xσ(TG)#S∞(1−σ)+ε

)
. (3.7)

Let π = ⊗vπv be an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGL2(A). Assume that the central

character for π is trivial and πv is unramified for any v. We define π(2) = Sym2 π = ⊗vπ
(2)
v , the

symmetric square representation of π which is an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGL3(A),

with trivial central character and π
(2)
v is unramified for any v. The Langlands parameters and

Satake parameters for π
(2)
v are determined by

µ1(π
(2)
v ) = 2µ1(πv), µ2(π

(2)
v ) = 2µ2(πv) and µ3(π

(2)
v ) = 0, (3.8)

when v is archimedean and

α1(π
(2)
v ) = α1(πv)

2, α2(π
(2)
v ) = α2(πv)

2 and α3(π
(2)
v ) = 1

when v is non-archimedean. The L-function for Sym2 π = π(2) is defined by

L(s,Sym2 π) =
∏

v<∞
(1− q−sv )−1(1− α1(πv)

2q−sv )−1(1− α2(πv)
2q−sv )−1 =

∑

m

λSym2 π(m)

N(m)s

and the completed L-function

Λ(s,Sym2 π) = L(s,Sym2 π)
∏

v∈S∞

ΓFv(s)ΓFv(s+ 2µ1(πv))Γ(s + 2µ2(πv)).

Note that the Euler product and series converges absolutely for ℜ(s) > 1. Then Λ(s,Sym2 π)
continues analytically to s ∈ C and satisfies the PGL3-functional equation.

For π1, π2 ∈ A(T,G), recalling (2.2) and (3.8), and from the assumption that T is sufficiently
large so that π1 and π2 are tempered [CLLL24], we have

C(π
(2)
1 × π

(2)
2 ; t) ≤ q(π

(2)
1 × π

(2)
2 )

∏

v∈S∞

{
(1 + |t|)

2∏

j=1

(1 + |it+ 2µj(π1,v)|)
2∏

j=1

(1 + |it+ 2µj(π2,v)|)

×
2∏

i1=1

2∏

i2=1

(1 + |it+ 2µi1(π1,v) + 2µi2(π2,v)|)
}
.

As in (3.6), we have

C(π
(2)
1 × π

(2)
2 ; t) ≪t,F

(
(T +G)4(T +G)2G2

)#S∞ ≪
(
T 3G

)2#S∞
.

Then, for X ≫ 1 and 0 < σ < 1, for any ǫ > 0, we have

∑

m

λ
π
(2)
1 ×π(2)

2
(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)
= Ress=1 L(s, π

(2)
1 × π

(2)
2 )φ̃(1)X + Oε,φ,F

(
Xσ(T 3G)#S∞(1−σ)+ε),

(3.9)

where we used (2.4).
Now recall from [Li10] that

Ress=1 L(s, π × π̃) ≪ε T
ε

and that

Ress=1 L(s, π
(2) × π̃(2)) ≪ε T

ε.
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Theorem 3.2. For X ≫ 1 and 0 < σ < 1, we have

∑

π∈A(T,G)

∣∣∣∣
∑

m0,m1

N(m0)2N(m1)≤X

xm0,m1λπ(m1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,F T
ε
(
X +Xσ(TG)#S∞(1−σ)#A(T,G)

) ∑

m0,m1

N(m0)2N(m1)≤X

|xm0,m1 |2 (3.10)

and

∑

π∈A(T,G)

∣∣∣∣
∑

m0,m1,m2

N(m0)3N(m1)2N(m2)≤X

xm0,m1,m2λπ(2)(m1,m2)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,F T
ε
(
X +Xσ(T 3G)#S∞(1−σ)#A(T,G)

) ∑

m0,m1,m2

N(m0)3N(m1)2N(m2)≤X

|xm0,m1,m2 |2. (3.11)

Proof. We follow the proof of Theorem 3.1. We again choose a smooth and compactly supported
function φ on [0,+∞] satsifying conditions in p.11. Consider

∑

m0,m1

N(m0)2N(m1)≤X

∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈A(T,G)

xπλπ(m1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤
∑

m0,m1

φ

(
N(m0)

2N(m1)

X

) ∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈A(T,G)

xπλπ(m1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ max
π1∈A(T,G)

{ ∑

π2∈A(T,G)

∑

m

λπ1×π̃2(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)} ∑

π∈A(T,G)

|xπ|2.

By (3.7), for 0 < σ < 1, we have

∑

π2∈A(T,G)

∑

m

λπ1×π̃2(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)
= Ress=1 L(s, π1 × π̃1)φ̃(1)X

+Oε,φ,F

(
Xσ(TG)#S∞(1−σ)+ε#A(T,G)

)

Therefore we get

∑

m0,m1

N(m0)2N(m1)≤X

∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈A(T,G)

xπλπ(m1)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,F T
ε

(
X +Xσ(TG)#S∞(1−σ)#A(T,G)

) ∑

π∈A(T,G)

|xπ|2.

By the duality, we get (3.10).
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Similarly, we consider the symmetric square of π ∈ A(T,G):

∑

m0,m1,m2

N(m0)3N(m1)2N(m2)≤X

∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈A(G,T )

xπλπ(2)(m1,m2)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤
∑

m0,m1,m2

φ

(
N(m0)

3N(m1)
2N(m2)

X

) ∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈A(T,B)

xπλπ(2)(m1,m2)

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ max
π1∈A(T,G)

{ ∑

π2∈A(T,G)

∑

m

λ
π
(2)
1 ×π̃2(2)(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)} ∑

π∈A(T,G)

|xπ|2.

By (3.9), for 0 < σ < 1, for any ε > 0, we have

∑

π2∈A(T,G)

∑

m

λ
π
(2)
1 ×π̃2(2)(m)φ

(
N(m)

X

)
= Ress=1 L(s, π

(2)
1 × π̃1

(2))φ̃(1)X

+Oε,φ,F
(
Xσ(T 3G)#S∞(1−σ)+ε).

Therefore we get

∑

m0,m1,m2

N(m0)3N(m1)2N(m2)≤X

∣∣∣∣
∑

π∈A(G,T )

xπλπ(2)(m1,m2)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,F T
ε
(
X +Xσ(T 3G)#S∞(1−σ)#A(T,G)

) ∑

π∈A(T,G)

|xπ|2.

By the duality, we obtain (3.11). �

3.3. Bounding the dimension of a joint eigenspace. We now follow the proof of [DK00,
Theorem 3]. Let π = ⊗vπv be an irreducible cuspidal representation of PGL2(A) with the trivial
central character. Assume that πv is unramified for any place v.

We fix π0 = ⊗vπ0,v ∈ A(T,G). For a fixed α > 0, let

P(T, α) = {v ∈ Sfinite : qv ≤ (log T )α}
and let

Aπ0(T,G;α) = {π = ⊗vπv ∈ A(T,G) : πv ∼= π0,v for any v ∈ P(T, α)} .
Then whenever π ∈ Aπ0(T,G;α), we get

λπ(qv) = λπ0(qv) for all v <∞ with qv ≤ (log T )α.

So we have
λπ0(m) = λπ(m) when N(m) ≤ X.

Let π1 = ⊗vπ1,v and π2 = ⊗vπ2,v are irreducible cuspidal representations of PGL2(A) with the
trivial central character, and we assume that π1,v and π2,v are unramified for all places v of F . By

[Ram00, Theorem 4.1.2], if Sym2 π1,v ∼= Sym2 π2,v for almost all places v of F , Then π1 ∼= π2.
Our goal is to obtain the upper bound for #Aπ0(T,G;α). To obtain this, we need to get a non-

trivial lower bound for
∑

m

N(m)≤X
|λπ(m)|2 for a given irreducible cuspidal representation π = ⊗vπv

of GL2(A) with the trivial central character and πv is unramified for any v.
For each v ∈ Sfinite, since λπ(q

2
v) = α1(πv)

2 + α2(πv)
2 = λπ(qv)

2 − 1, if |λπ(qv)| < 1
2 then

|λπ(q2v)| ≥
∣∣1− |λπ(qv)|2

∣∣ > 3
4 >

1
2 . So either |λπ(qv)| ≥ 1

2 or |λπ(q2v)| > 1
2 . For i ∈ {1, 2}, let

Pi(T, α) =
{
v ∈ Sfinite : qv ≤ (log T )α and |λπ0(qiv)| ≥

1

2

}
.
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Then

P1(T, α) ∪ P2(T, α) = P(T, α).

Moreover, for at least one of {1, 2} we have

#Pi(T, α) ≥
1

2
#P(T, α).

Fix i ∈ {1, 2}.
By Landau’s prime ideal theorem,

#P(T, α) ∼ (log T )α

α log log T
.

Then there exists a constant c > 0 such that #P(T, α) ≥ c (log T )α

α log log T and

#Pi(T, α) ≥
1

2
P(T, α) ≥ c

2

(log T )α

α log log T
.

We choose ℓ (will be determined later) and let

N i
ℓ (T, α) = {pv1 · · · pvℓ : v1, . . . , vℓ ∈ Pi(T, α), distinct}

For m ∈ N i
ℓ (T, α), we have |λπ0(mi)| ≥ 2−ℓ. We have

maxN i
ℓ (T, α) ≤ (log T )αℓ.

We choose ℓ such that (log T )αℓ < T β but (log T )αℓ near T β. So

maxN i
ℓ (T, α) < T β.

For N(m) ≤ T β, we have

xm =

{
λπ0(m)i = λπ̃0(m

i) for m ∈ N i
ℓ (T, α),

0 otherwise.

When i = 1, for m0, m1, let

xm0,m1 = x
m

2
0m1

.

When i = 2, for m0, m1, m2, let

xm0,m1,m2 = x
m

3
0m

2
1m2

.

Then we apply Theorem 3.2. Since xm is supported only on m ∈ N i
ℓ (T, α), when i = 1, xm0,m1 =

x
m

2
0m1

= 0 if m0 /∈ o×F . Similarly when i = 2, xm0,m1,m2 = x
m

3
0m

2
1m2

= 0 if m0 or m1 is not in

o×F . Taking X = T β, by Theorem 3.2,

#Aπ0(T,G, α)

∣∣∣∣
∑

m∈N i
ℓ
(T,α)

|λπ0(mi)|2
∣∣∣∣
2

≤
∑

π∈A(T,G)

∣∣∣∣
∑

m

N(m)≤(log T )αℓ

xmλπ(m
i)

∣∣∣∣
2

≪ε,F T
ε
(
T β + T βσ(T 2i−1G)#S∞(1−σ)#A(T,G)

) ∑

m∈N i
ℓ
(T,α)

|xm|2.

From (3.5), we get

≪ε,F T
ε
(
T β + T βσ+d−1G(T 2i−1G)#S∞(1−σ)) ∑

m∈N i
ℓ
(T,α)

|λπ0(mi)|2

For
∑

m∈Nℓ(T,α)
|λπ0(mi)|2 ≥ #Nℓ(T, α)2

−2ℓ, we get

#Aπ0(T,G, α) ≪ε,F T
ε
(
T β + T βσ+d(T 3G)#S∞(1−σ))#N i

ℓ (T, α)
−122ℓ,
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where we used T 2i−1 ≤ T 3. We choose ℓ and β such that (log T )αℓ < T β. We can take

ℓ =

⌊
β log T

α log log T

⌋
. (3.12)

By the fundamental theorem of ideal theory in number fields,

#N i
ℓ (T, α) ≥

(#Pi(T, α))!
ℓ!(#Pi(T, α)− ℓ)!

.

Recall Stirling’s approximation, for any positive integer m,
√
2πmm+ 1

2 e−m ≤ m! ≤ emm+ 1
2 e−m.

Let P = #Pi(T, α). For P ≥ c
2

(log T )α

α log log T and ℓ as in (3.12),

P !

ℓ!(P − ℓ)!
≥

√
2π

e2
PP+ 1

2 e−P

ℓℓ+
1
2 e−ℓ(P − ℓ)P−ℓ+ 1

2 e−P+ℓ

=

√
2π

e2

(
P

P − ℓ

)P−ℓ+ 1
2
(
P

ℓ

)ℓ
ℓ−

1
2

≫
(
P

ℓ

)ℓ
ℓ−

1
2 .

Since
P

ℓ
≥ c

2

(log T )α−1

β
,

we have

P !

ℓ!(P − ℓ)!
≫ (c2−1)ℓ

(log T )(α−1)ℓ

βℓ
ℓ−

1
2 .

For

(log T )ℓ = (log T )
β log T

α log log T
−a ≫ T

β
α

where a = β log T
α log log T − ℓ and 0 ≤ a < 1, we have

P !

ℓ!(P − ℓ)!
≫ (c2−1β−1)ℓℓ−

1
2T

(α−1)β
α .

Therefore we get

#Aπ0(T,G, α) ≪ε,F

(
R(i)(T,G)T β + T βσ+d−1G(T 3G)#S∞(1−σ)+ε)(c−18β)ℓℓ

1
2T− (α−1)β

α .

For sufficiently large T , for a constant c0, we have

(c0β)
ℓ = eℓ log(c0β) ≤ exp

(
β log T

α log log T
log(c0β)

)
= T

β log(c0β)
α

1
log log T ≪ T ε.

Moreover ℓ
1
2 ≪ T ε for sufficiently large T . Then we get

#Aπ0(T,G, α) ≪ε,F T
ε
(
T β + T βσ+d−1G(T 3G)#S∞(1−σ))T− (α−1)β

α
+ε,

and we take G = 1, σ = 0, and β = d− 1 + 3#S∞ to conclude that

#Aπ0(T, 1, α) ≪ε,F T
d−1+3#S∞

α
+ε.
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4. Effective multiplicity one

In this section, we again assume that G = GL2 and Ḡ = PGL2. Let f be a Maass cusp form
which is L2-normalized. Define

ρ(f) =

∫

F×
∞

|Wf,∞(y)|2 d×∞y.

Recall that f(g) has the following Fourier expansion (see §2): for x ∈ A, y = (y∞, yfinite) ∈ A× and
κ ∈ K,

f(n(x)a(y)κ) =
∑

γ∈o×
F
\(y)−1d−1∩F×

ρf (y, γ)
∑

η∈o×
F

Wf∞(a(ηγy))ϕ(γx) (4.1)

By [BK11, (2.10)], Wf∞(g) =
∏
v∈S∞

Wf,v(gv) where

Wf,v(y) =

{√
|y|Kitf,v (2π|y|) when Fv = R,

|y|K2itf,v (4π|y|) when Fv = C.
(4.2)

For any non-zero integral ideal a ⊂ F , there exists a uniquely determined tj ∈ A×
finite such that

a = (γ)(tj)d for some γ ∈ F×. We define

ρf (a) = ρf (tj , γ)
√
N(a). (4.3)

Note that N(a) = N(γ)‖tj‖−1N(d).
Recall that the Eisenstein series given by

E(g, s) =
∑

γ∈B(F )\G(A)

H(γg)s

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

cF = Ress=1E(g, s).

Following [Jac72, Chapter V], we prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For ℜ(s) > 1, we have

N(d)−s+1

∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g, s) dV (g) = G(s; f)

∑

a

|ρf (a)|2
N(a)s

.

Here

G(s; f) =
∏

v∈S∞

{
2ǫv

(π(1 + ǫv))
−(1+ǫv)s

8

×
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2 + i(1 + ǫv)tf,v

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2 − i(1 + ǫv)tf,v

)

Γ((1 + ǫv)s)

}
(4.4)

Let

ρ(f) =
∏

v∈S∞

ρ(fv) =
∏

Fv=R

π

8 cosh(πtf,v)

∏

Fv=C

tf,v
8π sinh(2πtf,v)

. (4.5)

We have

|ρ(f)| 12 |ρf (a)| = Oε(N(a)θ+ε), (4.6)

for any ε > 0. Here, θ is the best constant towards the generalized Ramanujan conjecture. The best
known bound is θ ≥ 7

64 [BB11].
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Proof. We compute the integral by unfolding the series E(g, s) with |f(g)|2:
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g, s) dV (g) =

∫

B(F ) Z(A) N(A)\G(A)
|f(g)|2‖H(g)‖s dV (g)

=

∫

F×\A×

(∫

F\A
|f(n(x)a(y))|2 dx

)
‖y‖s−1 d×y

=

∫

F×\A×
∏

v<∞ o
×
v

(∫

F\A
|f(n(x)a(y))|2 dx

)
‖y‖s−1 d×y

=

∫

o
×
F
\F×

∞

h∑

j=1

(∫

F\A
|f(n(x)a(y, tj)|2 dx

)
‖y‖s−1

∞ ‖tj‖s−1 d×∞y.

Applying (4.1),

=

h∑

j=1

∑

γ∈o×
F
\(tj )−1d−1∩F×

|ρf (tj, γ)|2
∫

o
×
F
\F×

∞

∑

η∈o×
F

|Wf∞(a(γηy))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ ‖tj‖s−1 d×∞y.

Unfolding, we have

=

h∑

j=1

∑

γ∈o×
F
\(tj)−1d−1∩F×

|ρf (tj , γ)|2
∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(γy))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ ‖tj‖s−1 d×∞y

=

h∑

j=1

∑

γ∈o×
F
\(tj )−1d−1∩F×

|ρf (tj , γ)|2‖γ‖−s+1
∞ ‖tj‖s−1

∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ d×∞y.

For any non-zero, integral ideal a ⊂ F , there exists uniquely determined tj ∈ A×
finite for 1 ≤ j ≤ h

such that a = (γ)(tj)d for some γ ∈ F . By (4.3), we get
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g, s) dV (g) = N(d)s−1

∑

a

|ρf (a)|2
N(a)s

∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ d×∞y.

Here we use that N(a) = N(γ)‖tj‖−1N(d) = ‖γ‖∞‖tj‖−1N(d), since ‖tj‖ =
∏
v<∞ |tj,v|v.

We now compute the integral: applying (4.2),
∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ d×∞y =

∏

v∈S∞

∫

F×
v

|y|1+ǫvKi(1+ǫv)tf,v (2π(1 + ǫv)|y|)2|y|(1+ǫv)(s−1) d×v y.

When Fv = R, ∫

R×

Kitf,v (2π|y|)2|y|s
dy

2|y| =
∫ ∞

0
Kitf,v (2πy)

2ys
dy

y
.

When Fv = C,
∫

C
Ki2tf,v (4π|y|)2|y|2s

dy

π|y|2 =

∫ 2π

0

∫ ∞

0
Ki2tf,v (4πy)

2y2s
ydy dθ

πy2
= 2

∫ ∞

0
Ki2tf,v (4πy)

2y2s
dy

y
.

Combining, we can write
∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ d×∞y =

∏

v∈S∞

2ǫv
∫ ∞

0
Ki(1+ǫv)tf,v (2(1 + ǫv)πy)

2y(1+ǫv)s
dy

y
.

Recall that, for a > 0 and ℜ(s) > 0,
∫ ∞

0
Kit(2πay)

2ys
dy

y
=

(πa)−s

8

Γ
(
s
2

)
Γ
(
s
2

)
Γ
(
s
2 + it

)
Γ
(
s
2 − it

)

Γ(s)
.
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So we have
∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ d×∞y =

∏

v∈S∞

{
2ǫv

(π(1 + ǫv))
−(1+ǫv)s

8

×
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2 + i(1 + ǫv)tf,v

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2 − i(1 + ǫv)tf,v

)

Γ((1 + ǫv)s)

}

= G(s; f). (4.7)

Taking s = 1,

ρ(f) =

∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2 d×∞y = G(1; f) =
∏

v∈S∞

ρ(fv),

where

ρ(fv) =
∏

v∈S∞

{
2ǫv

(π(1 + ǫv))
−(1+ǫv)

8

×
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)

2

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)

2

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)

2 + i(1 + ǫv)tf,v

)
Γ
(
(1+ǫv)

2 − i(1 + ǫv)tf,v

)

Γ((1 + ǫv))

}

When Fv = R,

ρ(fv) =
1

8

π

cosh(πtf,v)
.

When Fv = C,

ρ(fv) =
Γ(1 + 2itf,v)Γ(1− 2itf,v)

4(2π)2
=

tfv
8π sinh(2πtf,v)

.

So we get

ρ(f) =
∏

Fv=R

π

8 cosh(πtf,v)

∏

Fv=C

tf,v
8π sinh(2πtf,v)

.

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) > 1

2 [Gar18, §2.8]. Taking s → 1, since we assume ‖f‖2 = 1, we
get

1 = ‖f‖22 =
1

cE
Ress=1

(∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g; s) dV (g)

)
=

1

cE
ρ(f)Ress=1

(
∑

a

|ρf (a)|2
N(a)s

)
.

So we have

|ρ(f)| 12 |ρf (a)| = Oε(N(a)θ+ε),

for any ε > 0 [BB11].
�

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

Theorem 4.2 ([STS24]). Let φ be a L2-normalized Maass–Hecke cuspform on XF . Then for any
fixed smooth compactly supported function u : XF → C, we have

∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|φ(g)|2u(g) dV (g) =

1

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
u(g) dV (g) + o(1)

as tf → ∞.
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The proof of Theorem 4.2 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 6= 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.1

Conjecture 4.3. There exists a finite set of primes S such that the following is true. Let f be an
L2-normalized Maass cuspform on XF that is also a joint eigenfunction of the pth Hecke operator
for all p ∈ S. Then any weak-∗-limit of |f(g)|2 dV (g) on Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A) is

c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))
dV (g)

for some c ∈ [0, 1] as tf → ∞.

We will use this conjecture to prove Theorem 1.7. To this end, following [GRS13, Proposition
3.7], we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 4.4. Let ϕ : (0,∞) → R≥0 be a function which is supported on [A,∞). Assume that

‖f‖22 = 1. Fix B > 0. Assume that there exists Tf > 0 such that
|tf,v|
Tf

∈ [B−1, B] for any v ∈ S∞.

As Tf → ∞, we get
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g;ϕ) dV (g)

=
∑

a

AN(a)≤T dF
f

|ρf (a)|2
∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖−1
∞ ϕ

(‖y‖∞
N(a)

)
d×∞y + o(1). (4.8)

Assume that the weak-∗-limit of |f(g)|2 dV (g) on Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A) as Tf → ∞ is

c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))
dV (g)

for some c ∈ [0, 1]. Let α > 0 and take a constant a > 2(2πB)dF . Then, as Tf → ∞, we get

1

BdFT dFf
N(d)−1

∑

a
N(a)
N(d)

<
(

Tf
2πB

)dF
(aα)−1

ρ(f)|ρf (a)|2 ≤ c · cF (a)

(α− ε)d1+2d2
. (4.9)

Here

cF (a) =
vol(F×\A1)

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

d1 + 2d2

(1− a−2)
d1
2 (1− a−1)

d2
2

(log(a/2))d1+d2−1 log(2)

1

π2d2(4
√
π)d1+d2

where d1 = #SR and d2 = #SC.

Proof. Since ϕ(H(g)) is a function on B(F )N(A) Z(A)\G(A), we define

E(g;ϕ) =
∑

γ∈B(F )\G(A)

ϕ(H(γg)).

By [GJ79, Lemma (3.3)], the series defining E(g;ϕ) is a finite sum and E(g;ϕ) is compactly
supported function on Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A).

We compute
∫
Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A) |fj(g)|2E(g;h) dV (g) in two different ways.

1We appreciate Lior Silberman for kindly explaining the work [STS24] to us.
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First observe that, from the assumption, we have
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g;ϕ) dV (g) =

c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
E(g;ϕ) dV (g) + o(1)

as
∑

v∈S∞
|tf,v|2 → ∞. Note that Tf → ∞ implies that

∑
v∈S∞

|tf,v|2 → ∞. By unfolding the
series E(g;ϕ), we have
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g;ϕ) dV (g) =

c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
E(g;ϕ) dV (g) + o(1)

=
c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

B(F )N(A) Z(A)\G(A)
ϕ(H(g)) dV (g) + o(1)

=
c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1d×y + o(1) (4.10)

Here we use that vol(F\A) = 1.
By the Mellin inverse transform,

ϕ(y) =
1

2πi

∫

(σ)
ϕ̃(s)y−s ds

and we have

E(g;ϕ) =
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)

∑

γ∈B(F )\G(A)

H(γg)s ds =
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)E(g, s) ds.

By Lemma 4.1,
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g;ϕ) dV (g) =

1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)

∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g, s) dV (g) ds

=
∑

a

|ρf (a)|2
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)N(d)s−1N(a)−sG(s; f) ds (4.11)

On the other hand, by (4.7),

G(s; f) =

∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖s−1
∞ d×∞y

so by the convolution of Mellin transform, for each a,

1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)N(d)s−1N(a)−sG(s; f) ds

=

∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖−1
∞ N(d)−1 1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)s
ds d×∞y

=

∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2‖y‖−1
∞ N(d)−1ϕ

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
d×∞y.

Sicne ϕ is supported on [A,∞), we have

|ρf (a)|2
∫

F×
∞

|Wf∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1ϕ

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
d×∞y

≪ϕ
1

A

|ρf (a)|2
N(a)

∫

‖y‖∞≥N(a)
N(d)

A
|Wf∞(a(y))|2 d×∞y.
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If ‖y‖∞ =
∏
v∈S∞

|yv|v ≥ N(a)
N(d)A, then there exists at least one v ∈ S∞ such that |yv| ≥

(
N(a)
N(d)A

) 1
dF .

Here dF =
∑

v∈S∞
(1 + ǫv) = [F : Q]. So we have

∫

‖y‖∞≥N(a)A
|Wf∞(a(y))|2 d×∞y ≪ ρ(f)

∑

v∈S∞

1

ρ(fv)

∫

|yv|≥
(

N(a)
N(d)

A
) 1

dF

|Wfv(a(yv))|2 d×v y,

where for each v ∈ S∞, by (4.5),

ρ(fv) =

∫

|yv|v>0
|Wfv(a(yv))|2 d×v y =

{
π

8 cosh(πtf,v)
when Fv = R,

tf,v
8π sinh(2πtf,v)

when Fv = C

and ρ(f) =
∏
v∈S∞

ρ(fv).
For some b > 0, we have

∫

|yv|≥b
|Wfv(a(y))|2 d×v y = 2ǫv

∫ ∞

b
Ki(1+ǫv)tf,v (2π(1 + ǫv)y)

2y1+ǫv
dy

y
.

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

Kir(y) ≪





(r2 − y2)−
1
4 e−

π
2
r when 0 < y < r − Cr

1
3 ,

y−
1
2 e−y when y > r + Cr

1
3 ,

r−
1
3 e−

π
2
r when |y − r| ≤ Cr

1
3 .

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

2ǫv
∫ ∞

b
Ki(1+ǫv)tf,v (2π(1 + ǫv)y)

2y1+ǫv
dy

y
≪ 2ǫv

∫ ∞

b
(2π(1 + ǫv)y)

−1e−2(2π(1+ǫv)yy1+ǫv
dy

y

= 2ǫv(2π(1 + ǫv))
−1

∫ ∞

b
y−ǫve−4π(1+ǫv)y dy

y

≤ 1

4π
b−1−ǫve−(4π(1+ǫv)−c)b

∫ ∞

b
e−cy dy =

1

4π
b−1−ǫve−(4π(1+ǫv)−c)b 1

c

∫ ∞

cb
e−y dy

=
1

4π
b−1−ǫve−(4π(1+ǫv))b 1

c

for some fixed constant c > 0. So for b > |tf,v|, we have
∫

|yv|≥b
|Wfv (a(y))|2 d×v y ≪ 1

b1+ǫv
e−(4π(1+ǫv))b

Assume that Tf is sufficiently large. By taking b =
(
N(a)
N(d)A

) 1
dF , we get

1

A

∑

a

A
N(a)
N(d)

≥T dF
f

|ρf (a)|2
N(a)

∫

‖y‖∞≥N(a)
N(d)

A
|Wf∞(a(y))|2 d×∞y

≪ 1

A

∑

v∈S∞

∑

a

AN(a)
N(d)

≥T dF
f

ρ(f)|ρf (a)|2
N(a)

1

ρ(fv)

e
−4π(1+ǫv)

(
A

N(a)
N(d)

) 1
dF

(
AN(a)
N(d)

) (1+ǫv)
dF

.
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Since 1
ρ(fv)

∼ e
(1+ǫv)π|tf,v |

|tf,v|ǫv (up to an explicit constant),

≪ 1

A

∑

a

AN(a)≥tdF
f

ρ(f)|ρf (a)|2
N(a)

∑

v∈S∞

e
−3π(1+ǫv)

(
AN(a)

N(d)

) 1
dF

|tf,v|ǫv
(
AN(a)
N(d)

) (1+ǫv)
dF

.

By (4.6)

≪ 1

A

∑

a

A
N(a)
N(d)

≥T dF
f

N(a)−1+θ+ε
∑

v∈S∞

e
−3π(1+ǫv)

(
AN(a)

N(d)

) 1
dF

|tf,v|ǫv
(
AN(a)
N(d)

) (1+ǫv)
dF

= o(1) (4.12)

as Tf → ∞.
Applying to (4.11) and combining with (4.10), as Tf → ∞, we get

N(d)−1
∑

a

A
N(a)
N(d)

≤T dF
f

|ρf (a)|2
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)

(
N(a)

N(d)

)−s
G(s; f) ds

=

∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
|f(g)|2E(g;ϕ) dV (g) + o(1)

=
c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1d×y + o(1). (4.13)

By applying Stirling’s formula to (4.4) (following [GRS13, (24)]), as tf,v → ∞, (and |ℑ(s)| is
bounded)

π−s

8

Γ
(
s
2

)
Γ
(
s
2

)
Γ
(
s
2 + itf,v

)
Γ
(
s
2 − itf,v

)

Γ(s)
∼ 2π

π−s

8

Γ
(
s
2

)
Γ
(
s
2

)

Γ(s)
e−π|tf,v||tf,v|s−1

when Fv = R and

(2π)−2s

4

Γ(s)Γ(s)Γ (s+ i2tf,v) Γ (s− i2tf,v)

Γ(2s)
∼ 2π

(2π)−2s

4

Γ(s)Γ(s)

Γ(2s)
e−2π|tf,v ||2tf,v |2s−1

when Fv = C. By the duplication formula,

Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2

)2

Γ((1 + ǫv)s)
=

√
π21−(1+ǫv)s

Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2

)

Γ
(
(1+ǫv)s

2 + 1
2

)

As Tf → ∞, we have

1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)

(
N(a)

N(d)

)−s
G(s; f) ds ∼ e−π

∑
v∈s∞

(1+ǫv)|tf,v |
∏
v∈S∞

|tf,v|
(2−1π

3
2 )d1+d2

× 1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
ϕ̃(−s)

(
Γ
(
s
2

)

Γ
(
s
2 +

1
2

)
)d1( Γ(s)

Γ
(
s+ 1

2

)
)d2( (2π)d1+2d2N(a)N(d)−1

∏
Fv=R |tf,v|

∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

)−s
ds.

Here d1 = #SR and d2 = #SC. Recalling (4.14), we have

=
e−π

∑
v∈s∞

(1+ǫv)|tf,v |
∏
v∈S∞

|tf,v|
(2−1π

3
2 )d1+d2Aϕ

(
(2π)d1+2d2N(a)N(d)−1

∏
Fv=R |tf,v|

∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

)
.
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Then (4.13) reads

N(d)−1
∑

a

A
N(a)
N(d)

≤T dF
f

|ρf (a)|2
e−π

∑
v∈S∞

(1+ǫv)|tf,v |
∏
v∈S∞

|tf,v|
(2−1π

3
2 )d1+d2Aϕ

(
(2π)d1+2d2N(a)N(d)−1

∏
Fv=R |tf,v|

∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

)

=
c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1 d×y + o(1).

Recalling (4.5), as tf,v → ∞,

ρ(f) =
∏

Fv=R

π

8 cosh(πtf,v)

∏

Fv=C

tf,v
8π sinh(2πtf,v)

∼
∏

v∈S∞

π1−2ǫv tǫvf,v
8

e−π(1+ǫv)tf,v ,

so we have

π2d2(4
√
π)d1+d2∏

Fv=R |tf,v|
∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

N(d)−1
∑

a

AN(a)
N(d)

≤T dF
f

ρ(f)|ρf (a)|2Aϕ
(

(2π)d1+2d2N(a)N(d)−1

∏
Fv=R |tf,v|

∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

)

=
c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1 d×y + o(1).

Let

F+
∞ =

{
y ∈ A× : yv = u∀v ∈ S∞ for u > 0 and yv = 1∀v ∈ Sfinite

}

and

A1 = {y ∈ A× : ‖y‖ = 1}.
Then we have

F×\A× ∼= F+
∞ × (F×\A1).

Let d1 be a Haar measure on F×\A1 such that
∫
F×\A× d×y =

∫
F×\A1

∫∞
0

du
u d

1y. We get

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1 d×y = vol(F×\A1)

∫ ∞

0
ϕ(u)u−(d1+2d2) du

u
= vol(F×\A1)ϕ̃(−d1 − 2d2).

Note that by definition,

∫ ∞

0
Aϕ(x)x

d1+2d2 dx

x
= Ãϕ(d1 + 2d2) =

Γ
(
d1
2 + d2

)d1

Γ
(
d1+1
2 + d2

)d1
Γ(d1 + 2d2)

d2

Γ
(
d1 +

1
2 + 2d2

)d2 ϕ̃(−d1 − 2d2).

Therefore we get

cF,1∏
Fv=R |tf,v|

∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

N(d)−1
∑

a

A
N(a)
N(d)

≤T dF
f

ρ(f)|ρf (a)|2Aϕ
(

(2π)d1+2d2N(a)N(d)−1

∏
Fv=R |tf,v|

∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

)

=
c vol(F×\A1)

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

∫ ∞

0
Aϕ(x)x

d1+2d2 d×x+ o(1).

Here

cF,1 = π2d2(4
√
π)d1+d2

Γ
(
d1
2 + d2

)d1

Γ
(
d1+1
2 + d2

)d1
Γ(d1 + 2d2)

d2

Γ
(
d1 +

1
2 + 2d2

)d2 .
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Now we assume that 0 ≤ ϕ(y) ≤ 1 on (α − ε, 2α + ε), ϕ(y) = 1 on [α, 2α] and ϕ(y) = 0 outside
of (α− ε, 2α + ε) for some small enough ε > 0. Then A ≥ 2α+ ε. We have

∫ ∞

0
ϕ(u)u−(d1+2d2) d× ≤

∫ 2α+ε

α−ε
u−(d1+2d2) d×u ≤

∫ ∞

α−ε
u−(d1+2d2) d×u =

(α− ε)−d1−2d2

d1 + 2d2

and we get

π2d2(4
√
π)d1+d2∏

Fv=R |tf,v|
∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

N(d)−1
∑

a

AN(a)
N(d)

≤T dF
f

ρ(f)|ρf (a)|2Aϕ
(

(2π)d1+2d2N(a)N(d)−1

∏
Fv=R |tf,v|

∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

)

≤ c vol(F×\A1)

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

(α− ε)−d1−2d2

d1 + 2d2
.

By Lemma 4.5, since Aϕ(x) ≥ 0, for A ≥ 2α + ε, we take a > 2(2πB)dF and get

1

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

(log(a/2))d1+d2−1 log(2)

(1 − a−2)
d1
2 (1− a−1)

d2
2

π2d2(4
√
π)d1+d2∏

Fv=R |tf,v|
∏
Fv=C |tf,v|2

× 1

N(d)

∑

a
N(a)
N(d)

<
(

Tf

2πB

)dF
(aα)−1

ρ(f)|ρf (a)|2

≤ c vol(F×\A1)

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))

(α− ε)−d1−2d2

d1 + 2d2
.

�

Lemma 4.5. Let α > 0 and ϕ : (0,∞) → R≥0 be a compactly supported smooth function. Assume
that ϕ(y) = 1 on [α, 2α] and ϕ(y) = 0 outside of (α− ε, 2α + ε) for some small enough ε > 0. Let

ϕ̃(s) =

∫ ∞

0
ϕ(y)ys

dy

y
.

For d1, d2 ∈ Z≥1, define

Aϕ(x) =
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)

Γ
(
s
2

)d1

Γ
(
s+1
2

)d1
Γ(s)d2

Γ
(
s+ 1

2

)d2 ϕ̃(−s)x
−s ds. (4.14)

For 0 < x < (aα)−1 for some a > 1, we have

Aϕ(x) ≥
1

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

(log(a/2))d1+d2−1 log(2)

(1 − a−2)
d1
2 (1− a−1)

d2
2

.

Proof. Let

gn1,n2(x) =
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)

Γ
(
s
2

)n1

Γ
(
s+1
2

)n1

Γ(s)n2

Γ
(
s+ 1

2

)n2
x−s ds.

When x > 1, we move the contour to ℜ(s) → +∞ and get gn1,n2(x) = 0.
First consider the case when n1 = 1 and n2 = 0. For 0 < y < 1, we move the contour to

ℜ(s) = −∞ and get (applying reflection formula)

g1,0(x) =

∞∑

ℓ=0

(−1)ℓ

ℓ!

1

Γ
(
1
2 − ℓ

)x2ℓ = 1

π

∞∑

ℓ=0

Γ
(
1
2 + ℓ

)

ℓ!
x2ℓ =

1√
π

1√
1− x2

.
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So we have

g1,0(x) =

{
1√
π

1√
1−x2 if x < 1,

0 if x > 1.
(4.15)

When n1 = 0 and n2 = 1, by changing the variable s to s
2 , we get

g0,1(x) =
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)

Γ(s)

Γ
(
s+ 1

2

)x−s ds = 1

2
g1,0(

√
x).

Let g1,0(x) = g1(x).
We claim that, for any n1, n2 ≥ 0 with n1 + n2 ≥ 1,

gn1,n2(x) ≥
(log(x−1))n1+n2−1

(n1 + n2 − 1)!
g1(x)

n1g1(
√
x)n2 . (4.16)

We prove the claim by the induction hypothesis. When n1+n2 = 1 it is just an identity. Assume
that n1 ≥ 1 or n2 ≥ 1. Let m1 ∈ {n1 − 1, n1} and m2 ∈ {n2 − 1, n2} and m1 +m2 = n1 + n2 − 1.
Let ǫ = 0 if m1 = n1 − 1 and ǫ = 1 if m2 = n2 − 1. Then

gn1,n2(x) =
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
g̃m1,m2(s)g̃1((1 + ǫ)s) ds

=

∫ ∞

0
gm1,m2(x/y)g1(y

1
1+ǫ )

dy

y
=

∫ 1

x
gm1,m2(x/y)g1(y

1
1+ǫ )

dy

y

≥ 1

(n1 + n2 − 2)!

∫ 1

x
(log(y/x))n1+n2−2g1(x/y)

m1g1(
√
x/y)m2g1(y

1
1+ǫ )

dy

y

By (4.15), for 0 < x < y < 1, we have

g1((x/y)
1

1+ǫ ) =
1√
π

1√
1− (x/y)21 + ǫ

>
1√
π

1√
1− x

2
1+ǫ

= g1(x
1

1+ǫ ).

We also have g1(y
1

1+ǫ ) ≥ g1(x
1

1+ǫ ). So we get

gn1,n2(x) ≥
1

(n1 + n2 − 2)!
gn1(x)gn2(

√
x)

∫ 1

x
(log(y−1))n1+n2−2 dy

y
.

By changing the variable log(y−1) = t, we have
∫ 1

x
(log(y−1))n1+n2−2 dy

y
=

∫ log(x−1)

0
tn1+n2−2 dt =

1

n1 + n2 − 1
(log(x−1)n1+n2−1.

Therefore

gn1,n2(x) ≥
1

(n1 + n2 − 1)!
gn1(x)gn2(

√
x)(log(x−1)n1+n2−1

as claimed.
Now take n1 = d1 and n2 = d2. By the convolution for Mellin transform, and since both gd1,d2

and ϕ are non-negative, we have

Aϕ(x) =
1

2πi

∫

(1+ε)
g̃d1,d2(s)ϕ̃(−s)x−s ds =

∫ ∞

0
gd1,d2(x/y)ϕ(1/y)

dy

y

=

∫ ∞

0
gd1,d2(xy)ϕ(y)

dy

y
≥
∫ 2α

α
gd1,d2(xy)

dy

y
=

∫ 2αx

αx
gd1,d2(y)

dy

y
.

By (4.16),

Aϕ(x) ≥
1

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

∫ 2αx

αx
g1(y)

d1g1(
√
y)d2(log(y−1))d1+d2−1 dy

y
.
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Since, for αx < y < 2αx, g1(y) ≥ g1(αx) (and also g1(
√
y) ≥ g1(

√
αx)), we get

Aϕ(x) ≥
g1(αx)

d1g1(
√
αx)d2

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

∫ 2αx

αx
(log(y−1))d1+d2−1 dy

y

≥ g1(αx)
d1g1(

√
αx)d2

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

(
log((2αx)−1)

)d1+d2−1
∫ 2αx

αx
1
dy

y

=
g1(αx)

d1g1(
√
αx)d2

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

(
log((2αx)−1)

)d1+d2−1
log(2).

Assuming that there exists a > 1 such that 0 < x < (aα)−1, we get

Aϕ(x) ≥
1

(d1 + d2 − 1)!

(log(a/2))d1+d2−1 log(2)

(1 − a−2)
d1
2 (1− a−1)

d2
2

.

�

Proposition 4.6. Fix η > 0 and B > 0. Let {fj}j≥1 ⊂ L2
0(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)/K) be a sequence of

L2-normalized Maass cusp forms such that
|tfj,v|
tj

∈ [B,B−1] for all v ∈ S∞ for some tj > 0 and

tj → +∞ as j → +∞.

We furter assume that fj is an eigenfunction of Hecke operators for all n, N(n) < ηtdFj . Finally,

assume Conjecture 4.3. Then any weak-∗-limit of |fj|2 dg as j → +∞ is of the form

c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))
dg for some constant c ∈ (0, 1].

Proof. By Conjecture 4.3, any weak-∗-limit of |fj|2 dg as j → +∞ is of the form

c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))
dg for some constant c ∈ [0, 1].

Assume for contradiction that there is a sequence of such Maass forms {fj}j≥1 such that |fj|2 dg → 0
weakly as j → +∞.

Let {φj}j≥1 ⊂ L2
0(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)/K) be a sequence of all Maass–Hecke cusp forms. We further

assume that ‖φj‖22 = 1. Then, by Theorem 4.2,

|φj |2 dg → dg

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A))
weakly as j → +∞.

For each j, let Ej ⊂ L2
0(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)/K) be the subspace of all joint eigenfunctions of Laplace–

Beltrami operators (for all v ∈ S∞) and Hecke operators for n, N(n) < ηtj containing fj. Then
there exist at least one Maass–Hecke cusp form φ and cj such that φ ∈ Ej and

ρfj (n) = cjρφ(n) for all N(n) < ηtdFj .

This is because all Hecke operators and the Laplace–Beltrami operators are simultaneuously diag-
onalizable, i.e., L2

0(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)/K) is a direct sum of eigenspaces spanned by joint eigenfunctions
and therefore so is Ej.

Let ϕ : (0,∞) → R≥0 be a function which is supported on [η−1,∞). By (4.8) in Lemma 4.4 as
tj → ∞, we get

∑

a

N(a)≤ηN(d)t
dF
j

|ρφj (a)|2
∫

F×
∞

|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1ϕ

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
d×∞y

=
1

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1 d×y + o(1).



LINNIK PROBLEM FOR MAASS–HECKE CUSPFORMS AND EFFECTIVE MULTIPLICITY ONE THEOREM 31

On the other hand, since ρfj (bn) = cjρφj (n) for any N(n) ≤ ηtdFj , we have

|cj |2
∑

a

N(a)≤ηN(d)t
dF
j

|ρφj(a)|2
∫

F×
∞

|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1ϕ

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
d×∞y

=
∑

a

N(a)≤ηN(d)t
dF
j

|ρfj (a)|2
∫

F×
∞

|Wfj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1ϕ

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
d×∞y

=
c

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1 d×y + o(1)

and by assumption, |c| = o(1). Comparing the above, as tj → +∞, we get

|cj |2
1

vol(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)

∫

F×\A×

ϕ(‖y‖)‖y‖−1 d×y = o(1),

and so

|cj | = o(1) as tj → +∞.

Since both fj and φj are L
2-normalized, we get

1 = ‖fj‖22 = ‖fj − cjφj + cjφj‖22
≤ 2‖fj − cjφj‖22 + 2|cj |2‖φj‖22 = 2‖fj − cjφj‖22 + 2|cj |2 = 2‖fj − cjφj‖22 + o(1)

as tj → +∞, since |cj | = o(1).
Take a Siegel S = {n(x)a(y)κ ∈ Ḡ(A) : x ∈ F\A, ‖y‖ ≥ TF , κ ∈ K}. By [Gar18, Corollary

2.2.8], there exists TF > 0 such that Ḡ(F )S = Ḡ(A). Following the proof of Lemma 4.4, we have

‖fj − cjφj‖22 ≤
∫

F×\A×

∫

F\A
1≥TF (‖y‖)|fj(n(x)a(y))− cjφ(n(x)a(y))|2‖y‖−1 dx d×y

=
∑

a

|ρfj (a) − cjρφj (a)|2
∫

F×
∞

1≥TF

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1 d×∞y

=
∑

a

N(a)>ηt
dF
j

|ρfj (a)− cjρφj(a)|2
∫

F×
∞

1≥TF

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1 d×∞y.

Here 1≥Tf (y) = 1 when y ≥ TF and 0 otherwise.
Following the proof of (4.8) in Lemma 4.4,

∑

a

N(a)>ηt
dF
j

|ρfj (a)− cjρφj(a)|2
∫

F×
∞

1≥TF

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1 d×∞y

=
∑

a

ηt
dF
j <N(a)≤N(d)

t
dF
j

TF

|ρfj (a)− cjρφj (a)|2
∫

F×
∞

1≥TF

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1 d×∞y

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

F×
∞

1≥TF

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1 d×∞y

≤ 1

N(a)TF

∫

F×
∞

|Wφj,∞(a(y))|2 d×∞y =
1

N(a)TF
ρ(φj).

Since ηtdFj TF < TFN(a) ≤ N(d)tdFj , we get

‖fj − cjφj‖22 ≤
1

ηtdFj TF

∑

a

N(a)≤N(d)
t
dF
j
TF

ρ(φj)|ρfj (a)− cjρφj (a)|2 + o(1)

≤ 2

TF ηt
dF
j

∑

a

N(a)≤N(d)
t
dF
j
TF

ρ(fj)|ρfj (a)|2 +
2

TF ηt
dF
j

|cj |2
∑

a

N(a)≤N(d)
t
dF
j
TF

ρ(φj)|ρφj (a)|2 + o(1).

Here we use ρ(φj) = ρ(fj). By (4.9) in Lemma 4.4, taking α > 0 such that TF = (2πB)dFαa for

some a > 2(2πB)dF , we get

≤ BdF

TF η

cF (a)

(α− ε)dF

(
c+ |cj |2c0

)
+ o(1) = o(1)

as tj → +∞. Therefore,

1 ≤ 2‖fj − cjφj‖22 + o(1) ≤ o(1) as tj → +∞,

which is a contradiction. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Assume a contradiction. For any sufficiently large t̃ > 0, there exist Maass–
Hecke cuspforms φ1, φ2 ∈ L2

0(Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)/K) with the same Laplace–Beltrami eigenvalues with
parameter tv, such that they are not the same up to constant multiple and t > t̃ such that

• |tv|
t ∈ [B−1, B] for any v ∈ S∞;

• φ1 and φ2 share the same eigenvalues for N(n) ≤ ηtdF .

This assumption implies that there exist infinitely many pairs of Maass cusp forms (φ1,j , φ2,j) (for
j ≥ 1) and tj > 0 that satisfy the above conditions.

In particular, we can choose a sequence of such pairs such that tj → +∞ as j → +∞. For each
j, let Wj,∞(a(y)) :=Wφ1,j ,∞(a(y)) =Wφ2,j ,∞(a(y)) for y ∈ F×

∞.

Since φ1,j and φ2,j share the same Hecke eigenvalues for N(n) ≤ ηtdFj , there exists cj such that

ρφ1,j (n) = cjρφ2,j (n) for N(n) ≤ ηtdFj .
By our assumption, φ1,j − cjφ2,j 6= 0 for all j. Let

fj :=
φ1,j − cjφ2,j

‖φ1,j − cjφ2,j‖2
.

Then fj is a Maass form, L2-normalized and a joint Hecke eigenfunctions for N(n) ≤ ηtdFj . So

we have constructed a sequence {fj}j≥1 that satisfies the hypothesis of Proposition 4.6. We have
Wψj ,∞(a(y)) =Wj,∞(a(y)) and

ρfj (a) =
ρφ1,j (a) − cjρφ2,j (a)

‖φ1,j − cjφ2,j‖2
for all a.

Then ρfj (n) = 0 for N(n) ≤ ηtdFj .
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Take TF > 0 as in the proof of Proposition 4.6. Whenever A > TF ,
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
1≥A(g)|fj(g)|2 dg =

∫

F×\A×

1≥A(‖y‖)
∫

F\A
|fj(n(x)a(y))|2 dx ‖y‖−1 d×y

=
∑

a

|ρfj(a)|2
∫

F×
∞

1≥A

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wj,∞(a(y))|2(N(d)‖y‖∞)−1 d×∞y

≤ 1

A

∑

a

N(a)>ηt
dF
j

|ρfj(a)|2
N(a)

∫

F×
∞

1≥A

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wj,∞(a(y))|2 d×∞y.

Here we use that ρfj (a) = 0 unless N(a) > ηtdFj . Following the argument in the proof of Lemma

4.4, p.26, by taking A ≥ η−1,

1

A

∑

a

N(a)>ηt
dF
j

|ρfj (a)|2
N(a)

∫

F×
∞

1A

(‖y‖∞N(d)

N(a)

)
|Wj,∞(a(y))|2 d×∞y = o(1),

as tj → +∞. Therefore we conclude that, for any sufficiently large A ≥ η−1,
∫

Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A)
1A(g)|fj(g)|2 dg = o(1) as tj → +∞.

This implies that, for any compact set U ⊂ {g ∈ Ḡ(F )\Ḡ(A) : H(g) ≥ η−1},
∫

U
|fj(g)|2 dg = o(1) as tj → +∞.

By Proposition 4.6, such a sequence cannot exist, so it is a contradiction. �
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