
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

18
36

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

N
T

] 
 2

5 
Fe

b 
20

25

A SUBCONVEX METAPLECTIC PRIME GEODESIC THEOREM AND

THE SHIMURA CORRESPONDENCE

IKUYA KANEKO

Abstract. We investigate the prime geodesic theorem with an error term dependent on the
varying weight and its higher metaplectic coverings in the arithmetic setting, each admitting
subconvex refinements despite the softness of our input. The former breaks the 3

4
-barrier due

to Hejhal (1983) when the multiplier system is nontrivial, while the latter represents the first
theoretical evidence supporting the prevailing consensus on the optimal exponent 1+ε when
the multiplier system specialises to the Kubota character. Our argument relies on the elegant
phenomenon that the main term in the prime geodesic theorem is governed by the size of the
largest residual Laplace eigenvalue, thereby yielding a simultaneous polynomial power-saving
in the error term relative to its Shimura correspondent where the multiplier system is trivial.

1. Introduction and statement of results

Let M be a smooth, connected Riemannian orbifold. A closed geodesic on M is a geodesic
that returns to its starting point with the same tangent direction, constituting a fundamental
geometric and dynamical invariant. Closed geodesics underpin periodic orbits of the geodesic
flow, while the systole acts as a major threshold in global geometry and dynamics. Notably, it
is well known that the number of simple closed geodesics of length at most a prescribed value
grows polynomially [Mir04; Mir08; Riv01], while the total number of closed geodesics grows
exponentially [Mar69; PS98; Sin66]. On locally symmetric spaces, the trace formula provides
a bridge between closed geodesics and the spectrum of the Casimir operator, which quantises
the geodesic flow. If M is arithmetic in nature, then the lengths and multiplicities of closed
geodesics encode intrinsic relationships with the asymptotic properties of class numbers and
regulators of binary quadratic forms [Sar82; Sar85], thereby fostering a more comprehensive
and deeper understanding of closed geodesics on suchM at the confluence of various branches
of mathematics, including dynamical systems, ergodic theory, geometry, and number theory.

Let G := SO0(d, 1) be a connected, noncompact, semisimple Lie group of real rank 1, let K
be the maximal compact subgroup of G, and let Γ be a discrete, torsion-free subgroup of G.
For ease of exposition, we consider in greater generality the d-dimensional locally symmetric
space

Xd := Γ\Hd
∼= Γ\G/K. (1.1)

There exists a bijective correspondence between a closed geodesic Cγ and a conjugacy class of
γ ∈ Γ. It is convenient to denote its length by l(γ) and its norm by N(γ) := el(γ), to which one
may attach the hyperbolic analogue ΛΓ(γ) of the von Mangoldt function. If ν : Γ → GLD(C)
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is a unitary representation, then the twisted Chebyshev-like counting function is defined by

Ψ
(d)
Γ (x, ν) :=

∑

N(γ)≤x

tr(ν(γ))ΛΓ(γ), Ψ
(d)
Γ (x) := Ψ

(d)
Γ (x,1).

Understanding the asymptotic behaviour of Ψ
(d)
Γ (x, ν) falls under the umbrella of vast swaths

of investigations into the prime geodesic theorem, which has garnered distinguished attention
among number theorists over the past several decades. The structure of the present paper is
tripartite, with each part devoted to a distinct yet theoretically interrelated topic as follows:

(i) A vector-valued twisted prime geodesic theorem valid for any cofinite Fuchsian group;
(ii) An arithmetic refinement in weight 1

2
, in conjunction with the Shimura correspondence;

(iii) A subconvex n-fold metaplectic prime geodesic theorem extending to fractional weights.

1.1. Varying weight. As a precursor, for d = 2 and ν = 1, Selberg laid the cornerstone for
the prime geodesic theorem, with subsequent extensions to the case of ν 6= 1 by Hejhal [Hej83,
Theorem 3.5]. Let Γ ⊂ PSL2(R), and let ν : Γ → GLD(C) be a unitary character of weight
k ∈ (−1, 1] and dimension D ≥ 1, for which the existence of a continuous family of multiplier
systems ν and automorphic forms that transform with respect to ν is guaranteed by [Pet38,
Page 534]; cf. [BvE24, Theorem 5.1; Hej83, Proposition 2.2]. Then the pseudoprime counting

function Ψ
(2)
Γ (x, ν) obeys an asymptotic formula exhibiting a structural resemblance to that of

the standard prime counting function, namely if Lk(Γ, ν) stands for finite-dimensional Hilbert
space of square-integrable automorphic forms of weight k and multiplier system ν on Γ, then

Ψ
(2)
Γ (x, ν) =

∑∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)
1
2
<sf≤1−

|k|
2

xsf

sf
+ E (2)

Γ (x, ν), (1.2)

where the inner summation is taken over the small eigenvalues λf = sf(1−sf ) ∈ [ |k|
2
(1− |k|

2
), 1

4
)

of the Laplacian on Γ\H2, with the convention that the sum is considered empty for k = −1,

whereas E (2)
Γ (x, ν) serves as an error term satisfying [BvE24, Theorem 7; Hej83, Theorem 3.4]

E (2)
Γ (x, ν) ≪Γ,ε x

3
4
+ε. (1.3)

Any progress beyond the barrier (1.3) has proven elusive in full generality. Furthermore, the
optimal exponent is conjectured to be 1

2
+ε due to the validity of an analogue of the Riemann

hypothesis for the Selberg zeta function apart from at most a finite number of the exceptional
zeros. It follows from the Ω-result of Hejhal [Hej83, Theorem 3.8] that the conjecture is sharp
up to an arbitrarily small quantity ε > 0, although it remains well beyond the reach of current
technology; see [Sar80, Page 40] for what appears to be its earliest, albeit purely speculative,
consideration of this kind, consistent with the folklore philosophy of prime number theory.

Definition 1.1. Let Γ ⊂ PSL2(R), and let ν : Γ → GLD(C) be a unitary multiplier system

of weight k ∈ (−1, 1] and dimension D. We define δ
(2)
1 (ν) ∈ [1

2
, 3
4
] so that

E (2)
Γ (x, ν) ≪Γ,ν,ε x

δ
(2)
1 (ν)+ε,

while we define δ
(2)
2 (ν) ∈ [1

2
, 2
3
] so that there exists a constant η

(2)
2 (ν) ≥ 0 such that

( 1

Y

∫ X+Y

X

|E (2)
Γ (x, ν)|2 dx

)
1
2 ≪Γ,ν,ε X

δ
(2)
2 (ν)+ε

(X

Y

)η
(2)
2 (ν)

. (1.4)
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Our first main result marks the first polynomial power-saving refinement over (1.3), which
had persisted as the best known unconditional result in such generality for over four decades.

Theorem 1.2. Keep the notation as in Definition 1.1. Then unconditionally

δ
(2)
1 (ν) ≤ 3

4
− |k|

4
. (1.5)

Theorem 1.2 recovers (1.3) for k = 0. The argument relies fundamentally on induction with

respect to δ
(2)
1 (ν) and a crude form of the Brun–Titchmarsh-type theorem over short intervals

(Proposition 4.1), which in turn facilitates a straightforward derivation of the explicit formula

(Proposition 4.2) valid for any cofinite Fuchsian group Γ ⊂ PSL2(R). As shall be discussed in
due course, substituting k = 1

2
into (1.5) leads to a one-line proof of [Mat94b, Theorem 3.1].

Furthermore, the second moment theory of the prime geodesic theorem in the 2-dimensional
setting was undertaken by Cherubini and Guerreiro [CG18, Theorems 1.1], with subsequent
unconditional improvements in the arithmetic setting by Balog et al. [BBHM19, Theorem 1.1]
and by the author [Kan20, Theorem 1.1]. An adaptation of the machinery of Cherubini and
Guerreiro via the vector-valued Selberg trace formula (Theorem 3.1) leads to a power-saving
refinement of [CG18, Theorems 1.1] when the underlying multiplier system is nontrivial.

Theorem 1.3. Keep the notation as in Definition 1.1. Then unconditionally

δ
(2)
2 (ν) ≤ 2

3
− |k|

6
, η

(2)
2 (ν) ≤ 1

3
.

Theorem 1.3 aligns with Theorem 1.2 when substituted into the mean-to-max result.

Theorem 1.4. Keep the notation as in Definition 1.1. Then unconditionally

δ
(2)
1 (ν) ≤ δ

(2)
2 (ν) + (1− |k|

2
)η

(2)
2 (ν)

1 + η
(2)
2 (ν)

.

1.2. Shimura correspondence. If Γ is arithmetic and ν is trivial, then the 3
4
-barrier (1.3)

is surpassed in the prior breakthroughs [Cai02; Iwa84; Kan25a; LS95; LRS95; Koy98; SY13].
Why do arithmetic orbifolds admit a refinement of the error term in (1.3)? In alignment with
the spectral deformation theory due to Phillips and Sarnak [PS85a; PS85b], a key dichotomy
emerges between the arithmetic and non-arithmetic settings, predicated upon the observation
that, for a generic cofinite Γ ⊂ PSL2(R), the existence of Maaß forms is severely constrained
unless the underlying structure enjoys certain arithmetic or geometric symmetries.

We delve into an analogue of the prime geodesic theorem where ν specialises to the 3-fold
theta multiplier system, thereby causing the asymptotic (1.2) to possess a main term smaller
than x. In accordance with the reduction of the main term, the prevailing consensus suggests
that the error term could likewise be rendered smaller than in (1.5) with the aid of additional
oscillations in sums of half-integral weight Kloosterman sums. To begin with, we define

ϑ2(z) :=
∑

n∈Z

eπi(n+
1
2
)2z, ϑ3(z) :=

∑

n∈Z

eπin
2z, ϑ4(z) := ϑ3(z + 1).

Then the vector Θ(z) := (ϑ2(z), ϑ3(z), ϑ4(z))
T is a holomorphic modular form of weight 1

2
on

Γ = SL2(Z), and the multiplier system νΘ : Γ 7→ Aut(C3) is called the 3-fold theta multiplier.
This introduces a difference from the classical theta multiplier on Γ0(4). Notably, under the
Shimura correspondence [Shi73], the Kohnen plus spaces of scalar-valued half-integral weight
forms on Γ0(4) are isomorphic as Hecke modules to spaces of weight 0 cusp forms on Γ, while
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the full spaces on Γ0(4) lift to Γ0(2). Nonetheless, the vector-valued nature of the multiplier
system νΘ obviates the need for such a lift, allowing the correspondence to be realised directly
on Γ. This provides a more intrinsic perspective without restricting the underlying space; see
Theorem 7.1 for the transition between the spectral parameters.

The following result represents the half-integral weight counterpart of [LS95, Theorem 1.4].
The optimisation of the resulting exponent in the spirit of [SY13, Theorem 1.1] is deferred to
future pursuits, as it requires strong arithmetic and geometric input in a brute force manner.

Theorem 1.5. Let νΘ denote the 3-fold theta multiplier. Then unconditionally

δ
(2)
1 (νΘ) ≤

3

5
= 0.6. (1.6)

Although endeavours towards the twisted prime geodesic theorem from a number-theoretic
perspective are rare and sporadic, the prime geodesic theorem associated to the 3-fold theta
multiplier system holds particular significance, both because of its intrinsic attributes and as
a signpost towards a general framework. Investigations in this direction can be traced back to
Barner [Bar92, Equation (6.6)], who proposes a crude asymptotic formula

Ψ
(2)
Γ (x, νΘ) ∼

4

3
x

3
4 . (1.7)

The bottom Laplace eigenvalue is 3
16

instead of 0, and Theorem 1.2 precludes the possibility
of (1.7) degenerating into a mere upper bound. Numerical evidence for (1.7) is provided by
Barner [Bar92, Section 6] via an efficient algorithm for computing the pseudoprime counting
function up to x ∈ [2, 2250000]. Shortly thereafter, Matthes [Mat94b, Main Theorem; Mat96,
Theorem 1.1]1 adapted the toolbox of Iwaniec [Iwa84] to strengthen (1.7) with an error term.
Such a reduction of the error term is heuristically foreseeable for a certain family of multiplier
systems wherein the Shimura correspondence is available in a highly explicit form.

Table 1. A Shimura correspondence between δ
(2)
1 (1) and δ

(2)
1 (νΘ)

Source δ
(2)
1 (1) δ

(2)
1 (νΘ) δ

(2)
1 (1)− 2(δ

(2)
1 (νΘ)− 1

2
)

Trivial 1 3
4

1
2

[Hub61; Mat94b] 3
4

5
8

1
2

[Iwa84; Mat96] 35
48

59
96

1
2

[LS95] & (1.6) 7
10

3
5

1
2

To reveal the hidden structure, we assemble in Table 1 several previous pointwise exponents
for the prime geodesic theorems in weight 0 and 1

2
. The correspondence is expected to persist

for the second moment exponents. As straightforward evidence, it follows – albeit with some
additional technicalities – from the treatment in [CG18, Section 4] that

δ
(2)
2 (νΘ) ≤

9

16
, η

(2)
2 (νΘ) ≤

1

4
,

thereby reproducing Theorem 1.5 when substituted into Theorem 1.4.

1The result was initially presented in his Habilitationsschrift defended in 1992 at Gesamthochschule Kassel,
a condensed version of which is published as [Mat94b].
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Note that the specialisation to νΘ serves to simplify our proofs; however, the methodologies
used herein are applicable to a broader family of sufficiently well-behaved multiplier systems.
For example, if one classifies the admissible multiplier systems in [Sun25, Definition 1.1], then
any quadratic twist of νΘ or its conjugate becomes admissible. Hence, we are led to the prime
geodesic theorem wherein the underlying multiplier system is induced by the theta multiplier
on Γ0(4q) with q ∈ N. Since neither the number of inequivalent cusps nor the lack of specific
knowledge regarding admissible multiplier systems exerts any theoretical bearing on the core
of our argument, one may derive the same result (1.6) for such a family of multiplier systems.

1.3. Metaplectic coverings. For Γ = PSL2(Z), the permissible values of k in Theorem 1.2
are 0 and ±1

2
. To accommodate the fractional weight k = ·

n
, it is necessary to investigate the

n-fold metaplectic covering. The full modular group itself is insufficient to define automorphic
forms of fractional weight since it introduces multi-valued automorphy that is not well-defined
without a covering group. Consequently, it is natural to extend our consideration to the case
of d = 3 in (1.1) and to examine the corresponding prime geodesic theorem, with particular
emphasis on the underlying arithmetic structure and its relationship with the trivial covering.

For ν = 1, the first effective asymptotic formula for Ψ
(3)
Γ (x) is attributed to Sarnak [Sar83,

Theorem 5.1] and Nakasuji [Nak00, Theorem 1.3; Nak01, Theorem 4.2], which demonstrates
in particular that for any cofinite Kleinian group Γ ⊂ PSL2(C),

Ψ
(3)
Γ (x) =

∑∑

f∈L(Γ,1)
1<sf≤2

xsf

sf
+ E (3)

Γ (x),

where the inner summation is taken over the small eigenvalues λf = sf(2−sf) ∈ [0, 1) of the

Laplacian on Γ\H3, whereas E (3)
Γ (x) serves as an error term satisfying

E (3)
Γ (x) ≪Γ,ε x

5
3
+ε. (1.8)

Any progress beyond the barrier (1.8) has proven elusive in full generality, while polynomial
power-saving refinements exist in some restrictive arithmetic frameworks [BBCL22; BCC+19;
BF20; BF22; Kan22; Kan25b; Koy01; Qi24]. The optimal exponent is conjectured to be 1+ε
as indicated by Nakasuji’s Ω-result [Nak00, Theorem 1.2; Nak01, Theorem 1.1], although the
supporting evidence is (even numerically) less abundant than in the 2-dimensional scenario.

Let H3 := C×R×
+ denote the quaternionic hyperbolic space. For ω := e

2πi
3 , let Q(ω) denote

the Eisenstein quadratic field of class number 1 with its ring of integers Z[ω], discriminant −3,
and the unique ramified prime λ :=

√
−3 = 1+2ω. Let Γ = PSL2(Z[ω]), let Γ1(3) denote the

principal congruence subgroup of level 3, and let Γ2 := 〈PSL2(Z),Γ1(3)〉. If γ = ( a b
c d ) ∈ Γ1(3)

and ( c
·
)3 denotes the cubic symbol over Z[ω], then the cubic Kubota character χ : Γ1(3) →

{1, ω, ω2} is defined by [Kub66, Satz]

χ3(γ) :=

{

( c

d

)

3
if c 6= 0,

1 if c = 0,
(1.9)

which extends to a well-defined homomorphism via the law of cubic reciprocity. Reminiscent
of the standard Eisenstein series with a simple pole at s = 2, the metaplectic Eisenstein series
has a simple pole at s = 4

3
; see [Kub68, Section 3] for a comprehensive account of metaplectic

Eisenstein series in greater generality. Notably, if L(Γ, χ, s) stands for the finite-dimensional
Hilbert space of square-integrable automorphic forms under Γ with character χ and spectral
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parameter s, then it corresponds to the cubic theta function ϑ3 ∈ L(Γ2, χ3,
4
3
), whose Shimura

correspondent is the constant eigenfunction 1 ∈ L(Γ,1, 2).
As the main term in the prime geodesic theorem is dictated by the largest residual Laplace

eigenvalue on the underlying orbifold, themetaplectic prime geodesic theorem aims to identify
the optimal rate of convergence in the asymptotic formula

Ψ
(3)
Γ2
(x, χ3) =

3

4
x

4
3 + E (3)

Γ2
(x, χ3).

Definition 1.6. Let χ3 denote the cubic Kubota character. Then we define δ
(3)
1 (χ3) ∈ [1, 5

3
] so

that

E (3)
Γ2

(x, χ3) ≪ε x
δ
(3)
1 (χ3)+ε,

while we define δ
(3)
2 (χ3) ∈ [1, 8

5
] so that there exists a constant η

(3)
2 (χ3) ≥ 0 such that

( 1

Y

∫ X+Y

X

|E (3)
Γ2

(x, χ3)|2 dx
)

1
2 ≪ε X

δ
(3)
2 (χ3)+ε

(X

Y

)η
(3)
2 (χ3)

.

While the proofs are omitted to avoid superfluous methodological duplications, the trivial
bound in conjunction with Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 reads (cf. Proposition 8.2)

δ
(3)
1 (χ3) ≤

11

9
, δ

(3)
2 (χ3) ≤

7

5
, η

(3)
2 (χ3) ≤

1

5
. (1.10)

The following result constitutes a refinement over (1.10), contingent upon the unconditional
resolution of the mean Lindelöf hypothesis over Q(ω) akin to [Kan25b, Theorem 3.2]. This, in
principle, is the sole methodological justification for restricting our focus to the cubic cover.

Theorem 1.7. Let χ3 denote the cubic Kubota character. Then unconditionally

δ
(3)
1 (χ3) ≤

25

21
= 1.19047 · · · . (1.11)

Table 2. A Shimura correspondence between δ
(3)
1 (1) and δ

(3)
1 (χ3)

Source δ
(3)
1 (1) δ

(3)
1 (χ3) δ

(3)
1 (1)− 3(δ

(3)
1 (χ3)− 1)

Trivial 2 4
3

1

[Sar83] & (1.10) 5
3

11
9

1

[Koy01] & (1.11) 11
7

25
21

1

Similarly, the generalised Shimura correspondence of Flicker [Fli80, Theorem 5.3] provides

a quantitative paring of δ
(3)
1 (1) and δ

(3)
1 (χ3), as summarised in Table 2. A reformulation in the

classical language of the Shimura correspondence of Flicker ensures the transition between the
spectral parameters attached to f ∈ L(Γ,1) and f̃ ∈ L(Γ2, χ3), namely sf − 1 = ±3(sf̃ − 1);
cf. Theorem 8.1. It deserves further penetration to demonstrate as a possible straightforward
generalisation that if χn denotes the n-fold Kubota character, then (cf. [Koy01, Theorem 1.1])

δ
(3)
1 (χn) ≤ 1 +

4

7n
.

We refrain from undertaking such additional work.
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2. Scalar-valued theory

This section compiles basic facts on automorphic forms of arbitrary real weight, which are
considered fundamental in the higher echelon; see [AA18; AD20; DFI12; Pri00; Pro03; Sar84;
Str08] for a comprehensive summary of the theoretical background. The overall presentation
is structured to remain as self-contained as possible to accommodate a diverse readership.

2.1. Multiplier systems. Let k ∈ R. Given γ = ( a b
c d ) ∈ SL2(R) and z ∈ H2, we define

i(γ, z) := cz + d, j(γ, z) :=
cz + d

|cz + d| = ei arg(cz+d). (2.1)

As the cocycle relation i(γ1γ2, z) = i(γ1, γ2z)i(γ2, z) holds for all γ1, γ2 ∈ SL2(R), the quantity

ω̃(γ1, γ2) :=
1

2π
(arg i(γ1, γ2z) + arg i(γ2, z)− arg i(γ1γ2, z))

is an integer independent of z. The factor system of weight k is then defined by

ω(γ1, γ2) := e(k ω̃(γ1, γ2)) = j(γ2, z)
kj(γ1, γ2z)

kj(γ1γ2, z)
−k, γ1, γ2 ∈ SL2(R).

A multiplier system of weight k and dimension 1 on a cofinite Fuchsian group Γ ⊂ SL2(R) is
a map ν : Γ → C× satisfying the the conditions

• |ν(γ)| = 1;
• ν(−I) = e−kπi;
• ν(γ1γ2) = ω(γ1, γ2)ν(γ1)ν(γ2) for all γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ.

If ν is a multiplier system of weight k, then it is a multiplier system of weight k′ for every
k′ ≡ k (mod 2), and its conjugate ν is a multiplier system of weight −k. In anticipation of
subsequent discussions, it is convenient to define the slash operator of weight k by

(f |kγ)(z) := j(γ, z)−kf(γz). (2.2)

2.2. Kloosterman sums. Fix a multiplier system ν of weight k on Γ ⊂ SL2(R), which acts
transitively on P1(Q) via Möbius transformations. An element a ∈ P1(Q) is called a cusp, and
two cusps a and b are called equivalent under Γ if there exists γ ∈ Γ satisfying a = γb. Let
Γa := 〈±γa〉 denote the stabiliser of the cusp a in Γ. For example, Γ∞ = {±( 1 b

0 1 ) : b ∈ Z}. Let
σa ∈ SL2(R) denote the scaling matrix such that σa∞ = a and σ−1

a Γaσa = Γ∞, determined up
to composition with a translation from the right side. For any cusp a, let κa ∈ [0, 1) satisfy

ν(γa) = e(κa).

The cusp a is called essential with respect to ν if the restriction of ν to Γa is trivial, namely
if κa = 0, and is called regular otherwise. For a = ∞, one may suppress the subscript unless
it induces confusion, and write κ := κa. For notational simplicity, we abbreviate na := n+κa

for any n ∈ Z. Let νab denote the multiplier system for the conjugate group σ−1
a Γσb given by

νab(γ) := ν(σaγσ
−1
b )ω(σ−1

a , σaγσ
−1
b )ω(γσ−1

b , σb).

Now, if the set of allowed moduli is denoted by C(a, b) := {c > 0 : ( ∗ ∗
c ∗ ) ∈ σ−1

a Γσb}, then the
Kloosterman sums attached to the pair of cusps (a, b) with respect to the multiplier system
ν are defined by [Hej83, Page 700]

Sab(m,n, c, ν) :=
∑

γ=( a ∗
c d )∈Γ∞\σ−1

a Γσb/Γ∞

νab(γ)e
(maa + nbd

c

)

, c ∈ C(a, b).
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2.3. Laplace eigenfunctions. A function f : H2 → C is said to be an automorphic form
of weight k and multiplier system ν on Γ if it transforms for all γ ∈ Γ as

(f |kγ)(z) = ν(γ)f(z). (2.3)

Let Ak(Γ, ν) denote the linear space of all such functions, and let Lk(Γ, ν) ⊂ Ak(Γ, ν) denote
the subspace consisting of square-integrable functions on the fundamental domain Γ\H2 with
respect to the SL2(R)-invariant measure dµ(z) := y−2 dx dy and the Petersson inner product

〈f, g〉 :=
∫

Γ\H2

f(z)g(z) dµ(z)

for f, g ∈ Lk(Γ, ν). For k ∈ R, the hyperbolic Laplacian of weight k is defined by

∆k := y2
( ∂2

∂2x
+

∂2

∂2y

)

− iky
∂

∂x
.

It admits a unique self-adjoint extension to Lk(Γ, ν), which we also denote by ∆k by abuse of
notation. For each k ∈ R, ∆k commutes with the slash operator (2.2) for all γ ∈ SL2(R).

2.4. Maaß cusp forms. A real analytic function f : H2 → C is said to be an eigenfunction
of ∆k with Laplace eigenvalue λf ∈ C if

∆kf = −λff.

An eigenfunction f is said to be a Maaß form if f ∈ Ak(Γ, ν) is smooth and obeys the growth
condition

(f |kγ)(z) ≪ yσ + y1−σ

for all γ ∈ Γ, z ∈ H2, and for some σ dependent on γ. If a Maaß form f obeys the additional
cuspidality condition

∫ 1

0

(f |kσa)(z)e(κax) dx = 0

for every cusp a of Γ, then f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν), and f is said to be a Maaß cusp form.
Let Bk(Γ, ν) ⊂ Ak(Γ, ν) denote the space of smooth functions f such that f and ∆kf are

both bounded. It follows that Bk(Γ, ν) ⊂ Lk(Γ, ν), Bk(Γ, ν) is dense in Lk(Γ, ν), and ∆k is a

symmetric operator on Bk(Γ, ν). If the bottom eigenvalue is denoted by λ0 :=
|k|
2
(1− |k|

2
), then

〈f,−∆kf〉 ≥ λ0〈f, f〉 for any f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν). By a theorem of Friedrichs, −∆k admits a unique
self-adjoint extension to Lk(Γ, ν), and by a theorem of von Neumann, Lk(Γ, ν) has a complete
spectral resolution with respect to −∆k. The spectrum consists of two distinct components:
the continuous spectrum in [1

4
,∞) arising from Eisenstein series Ea(z, s, ν) for each essential

cusp a, and the discrete spectrum of finite multiplicity in [λ0,∞). A portion of the discrete

spectrum arises from residues of the Eisenstein series at possible simple poles in (1
2
, 1− |k|

2
],

and the remainder of the discrete spectrum arises from Maaß cusp forms.
For each Laplace eigenvalue λf , we employ the standard conventions

λf = 1
4
+ t2f = sf(1− sf), sf = 1

2
+ itf , tf ∈ i(0, 1−|k|

2
] ∪ [0,∞).

If Lk(Γ, ν, sf) ⊂ Lk(Γ, ν) denotes the subspace associated to the spectral parameter2 sf , then
complex conjugation yields an isometry Lk(Γ, ν, sf) ↔ L∗

−k(Γ, ν, sf) between normed spaces.

2The quantity tf may also be referred to as the spectral parameter of f as the situation demands.
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Each f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν, sf) admits a Fourier–Whittaker expansion around a of the shape

j(σa, z)
−kf(σaz) = c0(y) +

∑

na 6=0

ρfa(n)W k
2
sgn(na),itf

(4π|na|y)e(nax),

where Wκ,µ(·) denotes the standard Whittaker function, and

c0(y) :=











0 if κa 6= 0,

0 if κa = 0 and tf ≥ 0,

ρfa(0)y
1
2
+it + ρ′fa(0)y

1
2
−it if κa = 0 and tf ∈ i(0, 1−|k|

2
].

In the third case, ρfa(0) 6= 0 if and only if f arises from a residue of an Eisenstein series.

2.5. Holomorphic cusp forms. LetMk(Γ, ν) stand for the space of holomorphic modular
forms of weight k and multiplier system ν. If f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν) has the bottom Laplace eigenvalue

λ0, then f(z) lies in the kernel of Lk when k ≥ 0, whereas f(z) lies in the kernel of L−k when
k < 0. Automorphy (2.3) shows that the normalised function

F (z) :=

{

y−
k
2 f(z) if k ≥ 0,

y
k
2 f(z) if k < 0

lies inMk(Γ, ν) when k ≥ 0 and lies inM−k(Γ, ν) when k < 0. Hence, there exists a bijective
correspondence between all f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν) with eigenvalue λ0 and holomorphic modular forms
F of weight k, and F is a cusp form if and only if f is a Maaß cusp form.

2.6. Eisenstein series. For k ∈ (−1, 1], fix an essential cusp a with respect to the multiplier
system ν of weight k on Γ. The Eisenstein series associated to a is defined by

Ea(z, s, ν) :=
∑

γ∈Γa\Γ

ν(γ)ω(σ−1
a , γ)Im(σ−1

a γz)sj(σ−1
a γ, z)−k,

which converges absolutely and uniformly on any compact subset of Γ\H2 as long as Re(s) >
1, extending meromorphically to C but not being square-integrable over Γ\H2. For any cusp
b of Γ, it admits a Fourier–Whittaker expansion around b of the shape

j(σb, z)
−kEa(σbz, s, ν) = δa=b y

s + δκb=0 ρab(0, s, ν)y
1−s

+
∑

nb 6=0

ρab(n, s, ν)W k
2
sgn(nb),s−

1
2
(4π|nb|y)e(nbx),

where

ρab(n, s, ν) :=



























e(−k
4
)πs|nb|s−1

Γ(s+ k
2
sgn(nb))

∑

c∈C(a,b)

Sab(0, n, c, ν)

c2s
if nb 6= 0,

e(−k
4
)41−sπΓ(2s− 1)

Γ(s+ k
2
)Γ(s− k

2
)

∑

c∈C(a,b)

Sab(0, 0, c, ν)

c2s
if nb = 0.

The Fourier–Whittaker coefficients ρab(n, s, ν) are continued meromorphically to C and well-
defined on Re(s) = 1

2
. The entries of the scattering matrix are indexed by pairs of essential

cusps, namely Φ(s, ν) := (ρab(0, s, ν))a,b. If h stands for the number of inequivalent essential
cusps of Γ, then the h× 1 vector E(z, s, ν) of all Eisenstein series at these cusps satisfies the
functional equation

E(z, 1− s, ν) = Φ(s, ν)E(z, s, ν),
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from which it follows that

Φ(s, ν)Φ(1 − s, ν) = Ih. (2.4)

The scattering determinant ϕ := det Φ possesses a Dirichlet series expansion of the shape

ϕ(s, ν) :=
(

√
π41−sΓ(2s− 1)

Γ(s+ k
2
)Γ(s− k

2
)

)h
∞
∑

n=1

an
b2sn

,

where (bn)n∈N is a strictly increasing sequence of positive coefficients, and the series converges
absolutely for Re(s) > 1 and is holomorphic for Re(s) ≥ 1

2
except possibly for a finite number

of poles corresponding to the residual spectrum of ∆k.

3. Vector-valued theory

Given a vector or a matrixM , letMT denote its transpose, and letMH denote its conjugate
transpose. Let ~u and ~F (z) denote a complex vector and a vector-valued function of dimension
D ≥ 1, respectively. Given 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ D, let eℓ := (0, . . . , 0, 1, 0, . . . , 0)T denote the unit vector
having 1 at its ℓ-th entry and 0 otherwise. When the superscript (ℓ) is present, we write

~u :=
D
∑

ℓ=1

~u (ℓ) := (u(1), u(2), . . . , u(D))T, ~F (z) :=
D
∑

ℓ=1

~F (ℓ)(z) :=
D
∑

ℓ=1

F (ℓ)(z)eℓ.

3.1. Vector-valued multiplier systems. Following [KM03; KM04], we are now prepared
to define vector-valued multiplier systems on any cofinite Fuchsian group Γ ⊂ SL2(R), where
( 1 1
0 1 ) ∈ Γ is assumed without loss of generality. It is convenient to fix the principal argument

in (−π, π] and employ the factor of automorphy j(γ, z) as in (2.1). Given γ = ( a b
c d ) ∈ SL2(R)

and z ∈ H2, we define the vector-valued slash operator of weight k by

(~F |kγ)(z) = ((F (1)|kγ)(z), (F (2)|kγ)(z), . . . , (F (D)|kγ)(z))T := j(γ, z)−k ~F (γz).

A multiplier system of weight k and dimension D on a cofinite Fuchsian group Γ ⊂ SL2(R) is
a map ξ : Γ → GLD(C) satisfying the conditions

• ξ(γ) is unitary for all γ ∈ Γ, namely ξ(γ)−1 = ξ(γ)H;
• ξ(−I) = e−kπiID, where ID ∈ GLD(C) denotes the identity matrix;
• ξ(γ1γ2) = ω(γ1, γ2)ξ(γ1)ξ(γ2) for all γ1, γ2 ∈ Γ.

3.2. Vector-valued Kloosterman sums. A multiplier system of weight k and dimension
D on Γ ⊂ SL2(R) acts transitively on P1(Q) by Möbius transformations. In conjunction with

the scalar-valued setting, for every cusp a of Γ, we define the quantity κ
(ℓ)
a ∈ [0, 1) by

ξ(γa) = diag{e(κ(1)
a ), . . . , e(κ(D)

a )}.
The cusp a is called essential with respect to ξ if the restriction of ξ to Γa is trivial, namely if

κ
(ℓ)
a = 0 for every 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ D, and is called regular otherwise. One may write n

(ℓ)
a := n+ κ

(ℓ)
a

for any n ∈ Z. Let ξab denote the multiplier system for the conjugate group σ−1
a Γσb given by

ξab(γ) := ξ(σaγσ
−1
b )ω(σ−1

a , σaγσ
−1
b )ω(γσ−1

b , σb).

Furthermore, if ξ(γa) has eigenvalues e(κ
(1)
a ), . . . , e(κ

(D)
a ), then the corresponding orthonormal

set of eigenvectors is denoted by {~f (ℓ)a }. For c ∈ C(a, b), the vector-valued Kloosterman sums
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attached to the pair of cusps (a, b) with respect to ξ are defined by [Mat94a, Equation (3)]3

S
(ℓ)
ab (m,n, c, ξ) :=

∑

γ=( a ∗
c d )∈Γ∞\σ−1

a Γσb/Γ∞

(~f (ℓ)a )H ξab(γ)~f
(ℓ)
b e
(m

(ℓ)
a a + n

(ℓ)
b d

c

)

.

If ξ is induced by a 1-dimensional multiplier system, then it is known [Mat94a, Equation (5)]
that the vector-valued Kloosterman sums admit more explicit realisations.

3.3. Vector-valued automorphic forms. A function ~F : H2 → CD is said to be a vector-
valued automorphic form of weight k and multiplier system ξ of dimension D on Γ if it
transforms for all γ ∈ Γ as

(~F |kγ)(z) = ξ(γ)~F (z).

Let Ak(Γ, ξ) denote the linear space of all such automorphic forms. If ~F, ~G ∈ Ak(Γ, ξ), then
their Petersson inner product is defined formally by

〈~F, ~G〉 :=
∫

Γ\H2

D
∑

ℓ=1

F (ℓ)(z)G(ℓ)(z) dµ(z) =

∫

Γ\H2

~GH(z)~F (z) dµ(z). (3.1)

Let Lk(Γ, ξ) ⊂ Ak(Γ, ξ) denote the subspace consisting of square-integrable functions on the
fundamental domain Γ\H2 with respect to the Petersson inner product (3.1).

A real analytic function ~F : H2 → CD such that each component F (ℓ) is smooth is said to
be a D-dimensional eigenfunction of ∆k with Laplace eigenvalue λF ∈ C if

∆k
~F (z) = −λF

~F (z).

An eigenfunction ~F = (F (1), . . . , F (D)) is said to be a vector-valued Maaß form of weight k and
dimension D if F (ℓ) ∈ Ak(Γ, ξ) is smooth and it obeys the growth condition

(F (ℓ)|kγ)(z) ≪ yσ + y1−σ

for all γ ∈ Γ, z ∈ H2, and for some σ dependent on γ. If a vector-valued Maaß form ~F obeys
the additional cuspidality condition

∫ 1

0

(F (ℓ)|kσa)(z)e(κ
(ℓ)
a x) dx = 0

for every cusp a of Γ and 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ D, then ~F ∈ Lk(Γ, ξ), and ~F is said to be a vector-valued
Maaß cusp form of weight k and dimension D. In conjunction with the scalar-valued setting,
each F (ℓ) ∈ Lk(Γ, ξ, sF ) admits a Fourier–Whittaker expansion around a of the shape

j(σa, z)
−kF (ℓ)(σaz) = c

(ℓ)
0 (y) +

∑

n
(ℓ)
a 6=0

ρ
(ℓ)
F a(n)W k

2
sgn(n

(ℓ)
a ),itF

(4π|n(ℓ)
a |y)e(n(ℓ)

a x),

where

c
(ℓ)
0 (y) :=











0 if κ
(ℓ)
a 6= 0,

0 if κ
(ℓ)
a = 0 and tF ≥ 0,

ρ
(ℓ)
F a(0)y

1
2
+it + (ρ

(ℓ)
F a)

′(0)y
1
2
−it if κ

(ℓ)
a = 0 and tF ∈ i(0, 1−|k|

2
].

We shall refrain from explicating the companion vector-valued theory of holomorphic cusp
forms to avoid undue redundancy with the scalar-valued theory; cf. [Sun24, Section 4.4].

3There is a misprint in the numbering of [Mat94a, Equation (3)], which is incorrectly written as (13).
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For k ∈ (−1, 1], let a be an essential cusp with respect to the multiplier system ν of weight
k on Γ. The vector-valued Eisenstein series associated to a is defined by

~Ea(z, s, ν) :=
∑

γ∈Γa\Γ

ξ(γ)ω(σ−1
a , γ)Im(σ−1

a γz)sj(σ−1
a γ, z)−k,

which converges absolutely and uniformly on any compact subset of Γ\H2 as long as Re(s) >
1, extending meromorphically to C but not being square-integrable over Γ\H2. For any cusp
b of Γ, it admits a Fourier–Whittaker expansion around b of the shape

j(σb, z)
−kE(ℓ)

a (σbz, s, ν) = δa=b y
s + δ

κ
(ℓ)
b

=0
ρ
(ℓ)
ab (0, s, ν)y

1−s

+
∑

nb 6=0

ρ
(ℓ)
ab (n, s, ν)W k

2
sgn(n

(ℓ)
b

),s− 1
2

(4π|n(ℓ)
b |y)e(n(ℓ)

b x),

where

ρ
(ℓ)
ab (n, s, ν) :=



























e(−k
4
)πs|n(ℓ)

b |s−1

Γ(s+ k
2
sgn(n

(ℓ)
b ))

∑

c∈C(a,b)

S
(ℓ)
ab (0, n, c, ν)

c2s
if n

(ℓ)
b 6= 0,

e(−k
4
)41−sπΓ(2s− 1)

Γ(s+ k
2
)Γ(s− k

2
)

∑

c∈C(a,b)

S
(ℓ)
ab (0, 0, c, ν)

c2s
if n

(ℓ)
b = 0.

The Fourier–Whittaker coefficients ρ
(ℓ)
ab (n, s, ν) may be continued meromorphically to C and

are well-defined on the unitary line Re(s) = 1
2
.

3.4. The vector-valued Selberg trace formula. Let h : C → C be a holomorphic even
function on {z ∈ C : |Im(z)| < 1

2
+ δ} for some δ > 0 such that h(t) ≪ (1 + |t|)−2−δ, and let

g(t) :=
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

h(u)e−itu du.

The Selberg trace formula in our case reads as follows.

Theorem 3.1 (Cf. [Fis87, Theorem 4.1.1; Hej83, Theorem 6.3]). Keep the notation as above.

Then
∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)

h(tf ) =
vol(Γ\H2) dim ν

4π

∫ ∞

−∞

th(t)
sinh(2πt)

cosh(2πt) + cos(2πk)
dt

+
vol(Γ\H2) dim ν

2π

⌊|k|− 1
2
⌋

∑

ℓ=0

(

|k| − ℓ− 1

2

)

h
(

i
(

|k| − ℓ− 1

2

))

,

+
∑

tr(γ)>2

tr(ν(γ))g(logN(γ))

2 sinh( log N(γ)
2

)
ΛΓ(γ)

+
∑

tr(γ)<2

∑

0<θγ<π

tr(ν(γ))iei(2k−1)θγ

2|γ| sin θγ

∫ ∞

−∞

g(u)e(k−
1
2
)u eu − e2iθγ

cosh u− cos 2θγ
du,

− g(0)
(

h0 dim ν log 2 +
D
∑

ℓ=1

∑

κ
(ℓ)
a 6=0

log |1− e(κa)|
)
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+
1

2

D
∑

ℓ=1

∑

κ
(ℓ)
a 6=0

(1

2
− κ(ℓ)

a

)

∫ ∞

0

g(u)
sinh(ku)

sinh(u
2
)
du

+
h(0)

4
tr
(

Ih − Φ
(1

2
, ν
))

+
h

2

∫ ∞

0

g(u)
1− e−ku

sinh(u
2
)
du

+
h

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

h(t)
Γ′(1 + it)

Γ(1 + it)
dt+

1

4π

∫ ∞

−∞

h(t)
ϕ′

ϕ

(1

2
+ it, ν

)

dt, (3.2)

where |γ| denotes the order of the elliptic element γ, θγ denotes the angle in (0, 2π) for which
( cos θγ − sin θγ
sin θγ cos θγ

)

is a SL2(R)-conjugate of γ, and h0 denotes the total number of cusps of Γ.

3.5. Weyl’s law over unit windows. We are now prepared to formulate Weyl’s law, which
provides a unified control over the distribution of the discrete and continuous spectra in an
expanding window, despite the availability of a more refined approximation in the literature.

Lemma 3.2 (Cf. [Hej83, Theorem 2.28; Ven90, Theorem 7.3]). Let Γ ⊂ PSL2(R), and let

ν : Γ → GLD(C) be a multiplier system of weight k and dimension D. Then

#{f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν) : 0 < tf ≤ T} − 1

4π

∫ T

−T

ϕ′

ϕ

(1

2
+ it, ν

)

dt

=
vol(Γ\H2) dim ν

4π
T 2 − h dim ν

π
T log T +O(T ).

Moreover, the combined application of Lemma 3.2 and the Maaß–Selberg relation [Hum17,
Proposition 3.5] yields Weyl’s law over unit windows.

Lemma 3.3 (Cf. [CG18, Lemma 3.9]). Keep the notation as in Lemma 3.2. Then

#{f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν) : T < tf ≤ T + 1} −
∫

T<|t|≤T+1

∣

∣

∣

ϕ′

ϕ

(1

2
+ it, ν

)
∣

∣

∣
dt ≪Γ,ν T.

3.6. Selberg and Ruelle zeta functions. The Selberg zeta function of a cofinite Fuchsian
group Γ ⊂ SL2(R) associated to a multiplier system ν of weight k and dimension D is defined
by an absolutely convergent Euler product [Hej83, Equation (5.1)]

ZΓ(s, ν) :=
∏

tr(γ0)>2

∞
∏

ℓ=0

det(Idim ν − ν(γ0)N(γ0)
−s−ℓ), Re(s) > 1− |k|

2
, (3.3)

where the outer product is taken over the set of all primitive hyperbolic conjugacy classes in Γ.
Note that Hejhal states Re(s) > 1 as a conservative region valid for all multiplier systems, but
a more refined analysis using Selberg’s spectral theory establishes convergence in the sharper

region Re(s) > 1− |k|
2
, in conjunction with the main term in the prime geodesic theorem. The

Selberg zeta function admits a meromorphic continuation to C and has order 2. Furthermore,
without loss of generality, one may assume that ν is irreducible, since the decomposition of a
unitary multiplier system corresponds to that of the Selberg zeta function [VZ82, Page 441].

The singularities of the Selberg zeta function ZΓ(s, ν) are summarised in the comprehensive
itemisations in [Ven90, Pages 48–49; KK22, Page 452], which include

• nontrivial zeros at s = sf = 1
2
+ itf and s = 1− sf = 1

2
− itf , where f ∈ Lk(Γ, ν);

• nontrivial zeros at s = 1− ρ, where ρ denote the zeros of ϕ(s, ν); cf. (2.4).
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The Ruelle zeta function associated to a multiplier system ν of weight k and dimension D
on Γ is defined analogously by an absolutely convergent Euler product [Rue76, Page 232]

RΓ(s, ν) :=
∏

tr(γ0)>2

det(Idim ν − ν(γ0)N(γ0)
−s), Re(s) > 1− |k|

2
. (3.4)

It follows from the absolute convergence of (3.3) and (3.4) that

RΓ(s, ν) =
ZΓ(s, ν)

ZΓ(s+ 1, ν)
, Re(s) > 1− |k|

2
.

We now formulate the Hadamard factorisation in the following form.

Lemma 3.4 (Cf. [Hej83, Theorem 2.16]). The singularities of the logarithmic derivative of

the Ruelle zeta function in the strip 0 ≤ Re(s) ≤ 1 are given by the purely formal expression

∑

±

∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)

1

s− 1
2
± itf

+
∑

ρ

1

s+ ρ− 1
+

tr(Ih − Φ(1
2
, ν))

1− 2s
.

As an immediate consequence, we deduce an asymptotic version of Lemma 3.4.

Lemma 3.5 (Cf. [Hej83, Theorem 2.24 (iv)]). Let s = σ + iτ . Then we have uniformly in

every vertical strip of bounded width that

R′
Γ

RΓ
(s, ν) =

∑

±

∑

|τ±tf |≤1

1

s− 1
2
± itf

+
∑

|τ−Im(ρ)|≤1

1

s+ ρ− 1
+O(1 + |τ |).

The following direct corollary serves as the counterpart of [Iwa84, Equations (22) and (24)].

Lemma 3.6 (Cf. [Mat94b, Corollary 3.1]). Let s = σ+ iτ . Then we have for any ε > 0 that

R′
Γ

RΓ

(

1− |k|
2

+ ε+ iτ, ν
)

≪ 1

ε
,

R′
Γ

RΓ
(−ε+ iτ, ν) ≪ 1 + |τ |.

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

In contrast to the rich knowledge when ν is trivial, the Brun–Titchmarsh-type theorem over
short intervals in an asymptotic form, or even an upper bound, is by no means automatic for
nontrivial ν due to technical complications caused by the necessity to write down ν explicitly.
Nonetheless, the following crude yet general result suffices for our subsequent purposes.

Proposition 4.1. Let Γ ⊂ PSL2(R), and let ν : Γ → GLD(C) be a unitary multiplier system

of weight k ∈ (−1, 1] and dimension D. Then we have for any x
1+|k|

2 ≤ y ≤ x that

Ψ
(2)
Γ (x+ y, ν)−Ψ

(2)
Γ (x, ν) =

∑∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)
1
2
<sf≤1−

|k|
2

∞
∑

ℓ=1

(

sf
ℓ

)

xsf−ℓyℓ

sf
+OΓ,ν,ε(x

δ
(2)
1 (ν)+ε).

Proof. The claim follows upon invoking Definition 1.1 and subtracting (1.2) from the one with
x 7→ x+ y via the binomial expansion. �

We are prepared to establish the spectral explicit formula à la Iwaniec [Iwa84, Lemma 1].
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Proposition 4.2. Let Γ ⊂ PSL2(R), and let ν : Γ → GLD(C) be a unitary multiplier system

of weight k ∈ (−1, 1] and dimension D. Then we have for any 1 ≤ T ≤ x
1−|k|

2 that

E (2)
Γ (x, ν) =

∑

±

∑∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)
0<tf≤T

x
1
2
±itf

1
2
± itf

+
∑

0<|Im(ρ)|≤T

x1−ρ

1− ρ
+OΓ,ν,ε

(x1−
|k|
2
+ε

T

)

. (4.1)

Proof. It is convenient to follow the techniques in [Iwa84, Section 5; KK22, Lemma 2.3]. By
Perron’s formula, the left-hand side of (4.1) is equal to
∫ σ+iT

σ−iT

R′
Γ

RΓ
(s, ν)

xs

s

ds

2πi
+O

(

xσ
∣

∣

∣

∑

tr(γ)>2

min
{

1,
(

T
∣

∣

∣
log

x

N(γ)

∣

∣

∣

)−1}tr(ν(γ))ΛΓ(γ)

N(γ)σ

∣

∣

∣

)

, (4.2)

where σ > 1− |k|
2
and x 6= N(γ). By Proposition 4.1, (1.3), partial summation, and the mean

value theorem, the contribution of the sums over x < N(γ) ≤ 2x and x
2
≤ N(γ) < x leads to

≪Γ,ν
(x1−

|k|
2 + x

3
4 )(log x)2

T
.

It remains to evaluate the sums over N(γ) < x
2
and 2x < N(γ). Since | log x−log N(γ)|−1 ≪ 1

in these ranges, each contribution is bounded trivially by (cf. [Iwa84, Equation (22)])

≪ xσ log x

(σ − 1 + |k|
2
)T

upon choosing σ = 1− |k|
2
+ (log T )−1, which aligns with the error term in (4.1).

Following [Iwa84, Pages 145–147]mutatis mutandis, we now shift the contour of integration
in (4.2), detect the polar terms via Lemma 3.4, and make use of Lemma 3.6 to verify that the
contribution of each segment is negligibly small. Consequently, the above choice of σ implies

Ψ
(2)
Γ (x, ν) =

∑∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)
1
2
<sf≤1− |k|

2

xsf

sf
+
∑

±

∑∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)
0<tf≤T

x
1
2
±itf

1
2
± itf

+
∑

0<|Im(ρ)|≤T

x1−ρ

1− ρ

+OΓ,ν

(

T +
(x1−

|k|
2 + x

3
4 )(log x)2

T
+ x

1
2 (log x)4

)

.

By induction, the term x
3
4 in the innermost parentheses is absorbed into the first term x1−

|k|
2

as follows. If the second term dominates, namely if |k| > 1
2
, then δ

(2)
1 (ν) ≤ 3

4
as in (1.3) along

with the optimisation T = x
1
4 log x and Lemma 3.2 implies that δ

(2)
1 (ν) ≤ 5

8
. If the improved

second term still dominates, namely if |k| > 3
4
, then δ

(2)
1 (ν) ≤ 5

8
along with the optimisation

T = x
1
16 log x and Lemma 3.2 implies that δ

(2)
1 (ν) ≤ 9

16
. The iteration of this process j times

implies δ
(2)
1 (ν) ≤ 1

2
+ 1

2j+2 . Taking j large thus completes the proof of Proposition 4.2. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. It follows from Proposition 4.2, Lemma 3.2, and partial summation
that the right-hand side of (4.1) is bounded by

OΓ,ν,ε

(

x
1
2T +

x1−
|k|
2
+ε

T

)

.

Optimising T = x
1−|k|

4 now justifies the required statement. �
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5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

We follow the approach in [CG18, Section 2] or [BCC+19, Section 4]. If ρ := log x, then a
naive choice of the test function in (3.2) boils down to

gρ(u) := 2 sinh
( |u|

2

)

δ0≤|u|≤ρ, (5.1)

since the hyperbolic term in (3.2) equals Ψ
(2)
Γ (x, ν). Nonetheless, the function gρ(u) does not

qualify as an admissible test function; hence, it becomes requisite to construct an appropriate
approximation thereof. A delicate treatment of (3.2) would then lead to the desideratum.

We now construct two functions g±(u) approximating from above and below the function
gρ(u) defined by (5.1), which are in turn admissible. Let q(u) be an even smooth nonnegative
function on R satisfying supp(q) ⊆ [−1, 1] and unit mass ‖q‖1 = 1. For 0 < δ < 1

4
, let

qδ(u) :=
1

δ
q
(x

δ

)

.

Given ρ > 1, we define g±(u) to be the convolution of gρ±δ(u) with qδ(u), namely

g±(u) := (gρ±δ ∗ qδ)(u) =
∫ ∞

−∞

gρ±δ(u− v)qδ(v) dv.

If q̂δ denotes the Fourier transform of qδ and h± denotes the Fourier transform of g±, then

h±(t) = hρ±δ(t)q̂δ(t).

By [CG18, Lemma 3.1], h±(t) obeys the assumptions imposed in Theorem 3.1, and therefore
g±(u) is admissible. By construction, we have supp(g±) ⊆ [0, ρ+δ±δ]. Furthermore, [CG18,
Lemma 3.2] demonstrates that for any u ≥ 0,

g−(u) +O(δu
x
2 δ0≤u≤ρ) ≤ gρ(u) ≤ g+(u) +O(δe

u
2 δ0≤u≤ρ).

If one abbreviates

Ψ
(2)
Γ,±(x, ν) :=

∑

tr(γ)>2

tr(ν(γ))g±(log N(γ))

2 sinh( log N(γ)
2

)
ΛΓ(γ),

then the trivial bound Ψ
(2)
Γ (x, ν) ≪ x1−

|k|
2 implies

Re(Ψ
(2)
Γ,−(x, ν)) +O(δx1−

|k|
2 ) ≤ Re(Ψ

(2)
Γ (x, ν)) ≤ Re(Ψ

(2)
Γ,+(x, ν)) +O(δx1−

|k|
2 ).

It follows from these observations that

1

Y

∫ X+Y

X

|E (2)
Γ (x, ν)|2 dx ≪ 1

Y

∫ X+Y

X

|Ψ(2)
Γ,±(x, ν)−M(2)

Γ (x, ν)|2 dx+O(δ2X2−|k|), (5.2)

where

M(2)
Γ (x, ν) :=

∑∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)
1
2
<sf≤1− |k|

2

xsf

sf
. (5.3)

At this point, Cherubini and Guerreiro [CG18, Equation (2-12)] pass to the logarithmic scale,
but the polynomial scale as in [BCC+19, Section 4] is more convenient and straightforward in
our setting. The substitution of a test function as in [CG18, Equation (2-11)] is unnecessary.
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In the contribution of the discrete spectrum in (3.2), the treatment of the small eigenvalues

λf ∈ [ |k|
2
(1− |k|

2
), 1

4
) requires particular care. For notational simplicity, we write M(2)

Γ,±(x, ν, ρ)
for the sum over such Laplace eigenvalues, namely

M(2)
Γ,±(x, ν, ρ) :=

∑∑

f∈Lk(Γ,ν)

tf∈i(0,
1−|k|

2
]

h±(tf ).

The following lemma generalises [CG18, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 5.1. Keep the notation and assumptions as above. Let tf ∈ i(0, 1−|k|
2

] be the spectral

parameter corresponding to the Laplace eigenvalue λf ∈ [ |k|
2
(1− |k|

2
), 1

4
). Then there exists a

constant 0 < ε ≤ 1
4
depending at most on (Γ, ν) such that

h±(tf) =
x

1
2
+|tf |

1
2
+ |tf |

+O(δx1− |k|
2 + x

1
2
−ε). (5.4)

Proof. A key distinction from the proof of [CG18, Lemma 3.3] is that the spectral parameter

corresponding to the bottom eigenvalue λ0 =
|k|
2
(1− |k|

2
) is (1−|k|)i

2
in place of i

2
, affecting the

size of the first term in the error term in (5.4). The proof of Lemma 5.1 is thus complete. �

Consequently, Lemma 5.1 leads to the approximation

M(2)
Γ,±(x, ν) = M(2)

Γ (x, ν) +O(δx1−
|k|
2 + x

1
2 ). (5.5)

For the other contributions, one may execute minor adjustments of [CG18, Lemmata 3.5–3.7]
to derive the same bounds. Furthermore, concerning the contributions from the discrete and
continuous spectra, we note that [CG18, Propositions 3.10 and 3.11] are attributed to [CG18,
Lemma 3.8]. As a substitute, the following result analogous to [BCC+19, Lemma 4.1] plays a
crucial role, with its proof strategy being identical to that of [CG18, Lemma 3.8].

Lemma 5.2. Keep the notation and assumptions as above. If (t1, t2) ∈ R2, then

1

Y

∫ X+Y

X

hρ±δ(t1)hρ±δ(t2) dx ≪ X2

Y
v(t1)v(t2)v(|t1| − |t2|) +

X
3
2

Y
v(t21)v(t

2
2),

where v(t) := (1 + |t|)−1, and the implicit constant is independent of δ.

By (5.5) and Lemma 5.2, the counterpart of the first display on [CG18, Page 580] reads

1

Y

∫ X+Y

X

|Ψ(2)
Γ,±(x, ν)−M(2)

Γ (x, ν)|2 dx ≪ X2

δY
+

X
3
2

Y
log2

1

δ
+ δ2X2−|k|.

Optimising δ = Y − 1
3X

|k|
3 now yields4

1

Y

∫ X+Y

X

|Ψ(2)
Γ,±(x, ν)−M(2)

Γ (x, ν)|2 dx ≪ X
4−|k|

3

(X

Y

)
2
3
,

as required. Now, Theorem 1.3 is immediate from (5.2) and (1.4).

4The argument s should read ρ in the second display on [CG18, Page 580].
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6. Proof of Theorem 1.4

It is now convenient to invoke Definition 1.1 and the notation introduced in (1.2) and (5.3).
One may suppose that there exists a constant c > 0 depending at most on (Γ, ν) such that

|Re(E (2)
Γ (x, ν))| ≥ cxδ

(2)
1 (ν)

holds for infinitely many x ≥ 2 as x → ∞. Without loss of generality, one may suppose that

c ≥ 1 and Re(E (2)
Γ (x, ν)) is nonnegative for those values of x. Hence, if

X ≤ x ≤ X +Xδ
(2)
1 (ν)+ |k|

2 ,

then the binomial expansion implies

Re(E (2)
Γ (x, ν)) = Re(Ψ

(2)
Γ (x, ν))−M(2)

Γ (x, ν)

≥ M(2)
Γ (X, ν) + Re(E (2)

Γ (X, ν))−M(2)
Γ (x, ν)

≥ M(2)
Γ (X, ν) +Xδ

(2)
1 (ν) −M(2)

Γ (x, ν) ≥ 0. (6.1)

Integrating the lower bound (6.1) with respect to x yields

1

Xδ
(2)
1 (ν)+ |k|

2

∫ X+Xδ
(2)
1 (ν)+

|k|
2

X

|E (2)
Γ (x, ν)|2 dx

=
1

Xδ
(2)
1 (ν)+ |k|

2

∫ X+Xδ
(2)
1 (ν)+

|k|
2

X

(Re(E (2)
Γ (x, ν))2 + Im(E (2)

Γ (x, ν))2) dx

≥ 1

Xδ
(2)
1 (ν)+ |k|

2

∫ X+Xδ
(2)
1

(ν)+
|k|
2

X

(M(2)
Γ (X, ν) +Xδ

(2)
1 (ν) −M(2)

Γ (x, ν))2 dx ≫ X2δ
(2)
1 (ν). (6.2)

The combination of (6.2) and (1.4) with Y = Xδ
(2)
1 (ν)+ |k|

2 implies

X2δ
(2)
1 (ν) ≪Γ,ν,ε X

2δ
(2)
2 (ν)+(2−|k|)η

(2)
2 (ν)−2δ

(2)
1 (ν)η

(2)
2 (ν)+ε,

yielding Theorem 1.4 by solving for δ
(2)
1 (ν).

7. Proof of Theorem 1.5

7.1. Specialisation to the theta multiplier. Let Γ := SL2(Z), and let [Mat93, Page 226]

Γ0(q) := {γ ∈ Γ : γ ≡ ( ∗ ∗
0 ∗ ) (mod q)},

Γϑ(q) := {γ ∈ Γ : γ ≡ ( 1 0
0 1 ) ∨ ( 0 −1

1 0 ) (mod q)},
Γ0(q) := {γ ∈ Γ : γ ≡ ( ∗ 0

∗ ∗ ) (mod q)},
then the theta functions of significance to the proof of Theorem 1.5 are given by

ϑ2(z) :=
∑

n∈Z

eπi(n+
1
2
)2z, ϑ3(z) :=

∑

n∈Z

eπin
2z, ϑ4(z) := ϑ3(z + 1),

which are holomorphic modular forms of weight 1
2
and multiplier systems ν2, ν3, ν4 on Γ0(2),

Γϑ(2), Γ
0(2), respectively [Ran77, Theorem 7.1.3]. Following [Sel65, Equation (2.9)], if one

forms a vector Θ(z) := (ϑ2(z), ϑ3(z), ϑ4(z))
T, then it is a holomorphic modular form of weight
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1
2
on Γ, and the corresponding multiplier system νΘ : Γ 7→ Aut(C3) is called the 3-fold theta

multiplier. By routine considerations, it evaluates to

νΘ(γ) = ρ(γ)

(

ν∗
2(γ) 0 0
0 ν∗

3(γ) 0
0 0 ν∗

4(γ)

)

,

where ν∗
i denote certain extensions of νi to Γ, and ρ denotes a unitary representation (or a

permutation matrix) of SL2(F2) in C3 determined by its values on the generators

ρ
(

1 1
0 1

)

=

(

1 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0

)

, ρ
(

0 −1
1 0

)

=

(

0 0 1
0 1 0
1 0 0

)

.

It is well known that νΘ is irreducible. Automorphy (2.3) shows that Θ(z) satisfies

Θ(γz) = (cz + d)
1
2 νΘ(γ)Θ(z).

Furthermore, each multiplier system νi admits an explicit realisation [Pet82, Satz E. 2]

ν2(γ) =
( c

d

)

e
(d− 1 + bd

8

)

, γ ∈ Γ0(2),

ν3(γ) =
( c

d

)

e
(d− 1

8

)

, γ ≡
(

1 0
0 1

)

(mod 2),

ν3(γ) =
(d

c

)

e
(

− c

8

)

, γ ≡
(

0 −1
1 0

)

(mod 2),

ν4(γ) = ν3

((

1 1
0 1

)−1

γ
(

1 1
0 1

))

, γ ∈ Γ0(2),

where γ = ( a b
c d ) ∈ Γ, and ( ·

·
) stands for the extended Jacobi symbol [Shi73, Page 442–443].

7.2. Shimura correspondence. The following identification plays a key role in the proof
of Theorem 1.5. The circumstance differs from the case of the standard multiplier system on
Γ0(4) where restriction to the Kohnen plus space proves indispensable [BM10, Theorem 1.2].

Theorem 7.1. Keep the notation as above. There exists a bijective correspondence between

f ∈ L0(Γ,1) and f̃ ∈ L1/2(Γ, νΘ). In particular, we have that sf − 1
2
= 2(sf̃ − 1

2
).

Proof. The assertion holds because the Eichler–Zagier correspondence [EZ85] or the Shimura
correspondence [Shi73] is given in such a way that the lifting process involving the 3-fold theta
multiplier preserves the Fourier–Whittaker coefficients with the required normalisation of the
spectral parameters by the factor of 2 across the entire space of vector-valued modular forms
under consideration. �

7.3. Arithmetic explicit formula. For completeness, we present Proposition 4.2 tailored
to the 3-fold theta multiplier νΘ, thereby reducing the analysis of the prime geodesic theorem
to estimating nontrivially the spectral exponential sum of half-integral weight.

Proposition 7.2. Keep the notation as above. Then we have for any 1 ≤ T ≤ x
1
4 that

E (2)
Γ (x, νΘ) =

∑

±

∑∑

f̃∈L1/2(Γ,νΘ)
0<tf̃≤T

x
1
2
±itf̃

1
2
± itf̃

+Oε

(x
3
4
+ε

T

)

.
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Proof. The claim follows from Proposition 4.2, [Bru86, Theorem 2.15], and the penultimate
display on [Mat94b, Page 174]. �

Proposition 7.2 differs from [Mat94b, Proposition 3.3], since it handles a modified counting
function [Mat94b, Equation (11)] to maintain consistency with the notation of Hejhal [Hej83,
Definition 3.2]. Nonetheless, partial summation guarantees a seamless transition between the
two, with no alteration in the main term required. Moreover, we highlight that the limitation

of [Mat94b, Proposition 3.3] constitutes the suboptimal lower bound δ
(2)
1 (νΘ) ≥ 9

16
.

Proposition 7.3. Let T,X ≥ 2. Then
∑∑

f̃∈L1/2(Γ,νΘ)
0<tf̃≤T

X itf̃ ≪ε T
5
4X

1
16 (logX)2.

Proof. Theorem 7.1 ensures the change of variables X 7→ X
1
2 in [LS95, Equation (58)]. �

Proof of Theorem 1.5. It follows from Propositions 7.2 and 7.3 and partial summation that

E (2)
Γ (x, νΘ) ≪ε T

1
4x

9
16

+ε +
x

3
4
+ε

T
.

Optimising T = x
3
20 now justifies the desideratum. �

8. Proof of Theorem 1.7

In preparation for the proof of Theorem 1.7 in Section 8.4, which is of an elementary nature,
Sections 8.1–8.3 provide an overview of fundamental aspects of the metaplectic theory, with
particular emphasis on the Shimura correspondence. Note that metaplectic forms themselves
are largely extraneous to our discussion, as the metaplectic explicit formula (Proposition 8.2)
does not involve Fourier coefficients but rather depends only on the spectral parameters. The
interested reader is directed to [Kub68; Kub69] for the theoretical background.

8.1. Group action and Laplacian. Let H3 := C×R×
+ denote the quaternionic hyperbolic

space. One embeds C and H3 in the Hamilton quaternions by identifying i =
√
−1 with î and

w = (z(w), v(w)) = (z, v) = (x+iy, v) ∈ H3 with x+yî+vĵ, where {1, î, ĵ, k̂} denotes the set
of the unit quaternions. A typical point w = (z, v) ∈ H3 is represented by w = ( z −v

v z ), and a
complex number u ∈ C is represented by ũ = ( u 0

0 u ). The discontinuous action of SL2(C) on
H3 in quaternion arithmetic is then given by linear fractional transformations

γw = (ãw + b̃)(c̃w + d̃)−1, γ =
(

a b
c d

)

∈ SL2(C), w ∈ H3.

In coordinates, this map sends

γw =
((az + b)(cz + d) + acv2

|cz + d|2 + |c|2v2 ,
v

|cz + d|2 + |c|2v2
)

, w = (z, v).

A natural left invariant metric on H3 is given by ds2 := v−2(dx2+ dy2+ dv2), along with the
corresponding volume element dµ(w) := v−3 dx dy dv. Furthermore, the hyperbolic Laplacian
on H3 is given by

∆ := v2
( ∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2
+

∂2

∂v2

)

− v
∂

∂v
. (8.1)
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8.2. Metaplectic cusp forms. Let Γ′ ⊆ Γ := PSL2(ω) denote a subgroup with finite index,
and let χ : Γ′ → C× be a unitary character satisfying χ(−I) = 1 if −I ∈ Γ′. If we set

A(Γ′, χ) := {f : H3 → C : f(γw) = χ(γ)f(w) for all γ ∈ Γ′ and w ∈ H3},
then a function f ∈ A(Γ′, χ) is said to be an automorphic form under Γ′ with character χ if

• f ∈ C∞(H3) and is an eigenfunction of the Laplacian (8.1), namely

∆f = −λff, λf = sf (2− sf),

where the quantity sf ∈ C is referred to as the spectral parameter of f ;
• f has moderate growth at cusps, namely there exists a constant A > 0 such that

|f(w)| < (v + (1 + |z|2)v−1)A, w = (z, v) ∈ H3.

Let L(Γ′, χ) denote the finite-dimensional Hilbert space of square-integrable automorphic
forms under Γ′ with character χ, with the norm ‖·‖2 induced by the Petersson inner product

〈f, g〉 :=
∫

Γ′\H3

f(w)g(w)dµ(w).

Two automorphic forms are identified if they are constant multiples of one another.

8.3. Generalised Shimura correspondence. Let the notation be as above, and let χ3(γ)
denote the cubic Kubota character defined by (1.9). Furthermore, let Γ2 := 〈PSL2(Z),Γ1(3)〉.
Theorem 8.1 (Cf. [Lou08, Theorem 2.9; Pat98, Theorem 3.4]). Keep the notation as above.

There exists a bijective correspondence between f ∈ L(Γ,1) and f̃ ∈ L(Γ2, χ3). In particular,

we have that sf − 1 = ±3(sf̃ − 1).

The former reference pertains to a broader setting in the spirit of [Fli80, Theorem 5.3].

8.4. Metaplectic explicit formula. The following explicit formula follows in an identical
manner from the standard contour shift argument as in the proof of Propositions 4.2 and 7.2;
cf. [Nak00, Section 5]. More specifically, the argument relies on the Selberg trace formula of
Friedman [Fri05a, Theorem 3.1; Fri05b, Theorem 4.1.1], which holds for any cofinite Kleinian
group Γ and admits twisting by any unitary representation χ of Γ.

Proposition 8.2. Keep the notation as above. Then we have for any 1 ≤ T ≤ x
1
6 that

E (3)
Γ2

(x, χ3) =
∑

±

∑∑

f̃∈L(Γ2,χ3)
0<tf̃≤T

x1±itf̃

1± itf̃
+Oε

(x
4
3
+ε

T

)

. (8.2)

In alignment with the classical 3-dimensional setting as addressed by Nakasuji, the natural

limitation of the metaplectic explicit formula (8.2) represents δ
(3)
1 (χ3) ≥ 7

6
. Going beyond this

threshold necessitates a more sophisticated analysis based on the smooth explicit formula à
la Balog et al. [BBCL22, Lemma 4.1]. Such investigations are reserved for future endeavours.

The following bound unconditionally generalises the second display on [Koy01, Page 792].

Proposition 8.3. Let X, T ≥ 2. Then
∑∑

f̃∈L(Γ2,χ3)
0<tf̃≤T

X itf̃ ≪ε T
7
4
+εX

1
12

+ε + T 2.
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Proof. Theorem 8.1 ensures the change of variables X 7→ X
1
3 in [Kan22, Equation (3-48)] by

substituting η = 0 from [Kan25b, Theorem 3.2]. Note that the transition from Z[i] to Z[ω] is
straightforward in light of the Kuznetsov and pre-Kuznetsov formulæ due to Kodama [Kod04,
Theorem 1.8]. This is the only occasion where the cubic structure is fundamentally invoked;
otherwise the machinery ought to extend seamlessly to higher metaplectic coverings. �

Proof of Theorem 1.7. It follows from Propositions 8.2 and 8.3 and partial summation that

E (3)
Γ2

(x, χ3) ≪ε T
3
4
+εx

13
12

+ε + Tx+
x

4
3
+ε

T
.

Optimising T = x
1
7 now justifies the desideratum. �
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