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ON THE 4-NORM OF AN AUTOMORPHIC FORM
VALENTIN BLOMER

ABSTRACT. We prove the optimal upper bound > || fllf < ¢¢ where f runs over an orthonor-
mal basis of Maafl cusp forms of prime level ¢ and bounded spectral parameter.

1. INTRODUCTION

Bounding LP-norms of functions on a Riemannian surface (for 2 < p < 00) can be regarded as
a weak type of equidistribution statement. The situation is particularly interesting for manifolds
with additional symmetries, such as a commutative algebra of Hecke operators commuting with
the Laplacian, among other things because one can consider joint eigenfunctions which may
rule out high multiplicity of eigenspaces. Often the underlying manifold is kept fixed, and one
searches for bounds in terms of the Laplacian eigenvalue A as A — co. Here the first breakthrough
for an arithmetic hyperbolic surface in the case p = co has been obtained by Iwaniec and Sarnak
[IS].

In this article we change the point of view and keep the spectral data fixed, but study instead
the dependence on the manifold. We are interested in the 4-norm of a Maaf} form on a hyperbolic
surface Xo(q) := T'o(q)\H where ¢ is a large prime. Equipped with the inner product

B Na(s dx dy
(1) o= [ 1@
the space X((q) has volume
(1.2) V(q) = vol(Xo(a)) = 5(q+1).

The 4-norm is a particularly interesting object because it is connected to triple product L-
functions; by Watson’s formula one has an equality roughly of the type

(1.3) 1714 ~ qi S L2, f % fx g)

ty<1

where the sum runs over an orthonormal basis of Hecke eigenforms ¢ of level ¢ with bounded
spectral parameter ¢, (see (2.1) below). By Weyl’s law, the sum on the right hand side of (1.3)
has O(q) terms, so the Lindel6f hypothesis for the L-functions on the right hand side of (1.3)
would imply || f||4 < ¢~'/**¢, and this is best possible by (1.2).

The same type of period formula is also the starting point for bounding the 4-norm in the
etgenvalue aspect, and in this case Sarnak and Watson have a announced a complete solution
(possibly under the Ramanujan conjecture). Often in the theory of automorphic forms the
archimedean and non-archimedean parameters behave, at least on a large scale, similarly. In
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the problem of bounding 4-norms, however, the spectral, weight and level aspect behave very
differently: in spectral t aspect, Watson’s formula produces a sum of length 2 of central L-values
of conductor t8, while in the weight k aspect, Watson’s formula produces a sum of length k and
conductor k% which is much harder to treat. The level aspect, that we focus on here, is also
more difficult than the spectral aspect: the conductor of the L-functions in (1.3) is ¢°, so again
there is little hope to establish a Lindelof-type bound unconditionally with present technology.
The aim of this article is to confirm this bound on average over Maafl forms f of level ¢:

Theorem 1. Fiz any real number I’ > 1 and any € > 0. Then

(1.4) ST <re

tng

where the sum runs over an orthonormal basis of Maaf$ cusp forms of prime level q and (fixed)
spectral parameter ty < T

Up to the power ¢ Theorem 1 is best possible. For an individual form f, we have the trivial
bound

£l < 711717
Non-trivial bounds for ||f||oc have been obtained first in [BH|, and the strongest result [HT]
implies
1flle < g H/12%e
for an L2mnormalized Maaf} form. It seems to be very hard to improve this on the basis of (1.3).
Theorem 1 implies immediately the best possible bound || f|l4 < ¢~ /4*¢ for almost all f:

Corollary 1. For any § > 0 the bound || f||ls < ¢~ Y/**% holds for all but O(¢'=*%¢) of all Maaf
forms f occurring in the sum in (1.4).

The bound of Theorem 1 holds also for holomorphic cusp forms f € Si(q) of any (fixed) weight
k > 2 and large prime level ¢. If k is sufficiently large, one can use the Petersson formula instead
of the Kuznetsov formula. For small k, one can embed the holomorphic spectrum of weight k
into the Maaf} spectrum of weight k& and use an appropriate weight & Kuznetsov formula, see
[DFTI].

We remark on the side that the proof of Theorem 1 is dependent on moderately strong
bounds towards the Ramanujan conjecture. Any bound [Rur(q,i)| < 1/2 — 6 for the Langlands
parameters associated to a cuspidal representation on m on GLy at the (unramified) place v =
¢, as well as the archimedean bound |[Rur(00,7)| < 1/2 —§ for m on GLs and GLg suffices.
Alternatively, if one prefers to stay entirely in G Lo, then |Rpuy(00,7)] < 1/6 — § for m on GLo
suffices. In addition, we use several deep facts such as the automorphy of GLy X GL3 L-functions
[KSh], non-negativity of central values, and of course Watson’s formula.

It follows from the period formula (1.3) that the sum on the left hand side of Theorem 1 is
roughly given by

(1.5) ¢? > L/2,fx fxg)
Ly tg<1

The (seemingly) similar average Zf,g L(1/2,f x g x h) for f,g,h € S3(q) holomorphic forms of
weight 2 and level ¢ has been studied in [FW], also on the basis of triple product identities, but
using entirely different techniques.
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There is another period formula in which the triple product L-functions in (1.5) occur,
namely as restrictions of certain Yoshida lifts. Given two holomorphic cuspidal Hecke forms
hi,hy € Sa2(q) (more general assumptions are possible), one can define the (second) Yoshida lift
Y(z)(hl, hso) which is a Siegel modular form of degree 2 and weight 2. When restricted to the
diagonal (*!' .,), it is a modular form of weight 2 both in z; and 25, and hence

Y@ (hy, ho) (7 2,) = Z c(f1, f2) f1(21) f2(22),

f1,f2€52(q)
. dz1 dy; dzs d
C<f1’f2):/ / YO (hy, ho) (1 1) (1) f (20) oLt EE2 02
Xo(g) / Xo(q) b1 Y2

A special case of a beautiful formula of Bocherer, Furusawa and Schulze-Pillot [BFSP, Corollary
2.7b] shows that for hy = hy = h and f; = fo = f the coefficient ¢(f, f) is proportional to the
central L-value L(1/2, f x f x h). The quantity estimated in Theorem 1 can then be interpreted
as the trace of the matrix (¢(f1, f2)), averaged over cusp forms h.

The paper is organized as follows: Sections 2 - 4 and 7 contain auxiliary material on au-
tomorphic forms, L-functions, character sums and integrals of Bessel functions. In particular
we provide computations with oldforms, newforms and Eisenstein series, a special type of ap-
proximate functional equation for the L-functions in question, and bounds for certain complete
exponential sums and oscillating integrals that occur later in the analysis. Section 5 contains
the main transformation from the average of 4-norms into smooth sums over products of Kloost-
erman sums that are estimated in Section 8.

I would like to thank M. Young and R. Schulze-Pillot for useful comments.

2. FOURIER EXPANSIONS

The spectrum of L?(X((q)) consists of the constant function, Maafl forms, and Eisenstein
series Foo(.,1/2 +it), Ep(.,1/2 4 it) for t € R, corresponding to the two (I'g(g)-equivalence
classes of ) cusps a = 00,0. For any Maa8l form g we denote by

(2.1) ty=1/Ag—1/4 €T :=RU(=1/2,1/2)i

its spectral parameter.

Let B, be an orthonormal basis of cuspidal Hecke-Maafl newforms for I'g(¢). Let B; be a basis
of Hecke-MaaBl cusp forms for SL9(Z) that is orthonormal with respect to the inner product
(1.1). In particular, for g € By one has trivially

(2.2) 19lloe <4, q

by (1.2). The implied constant depends polynomially on ¢, for instance (14|¢,|)*/* is admissible.
For any such Hecke-Maa$ cusp form g in B, or By we write \y(n) for the n-th Hecke eigenvalue,
and we put d, = 0 if g is even and J, = 1 if g is odd.
Newforms g € B, have two properties that we need later: they are eigenfunctions of the Fricke
involution z +— —1/(gz), and one has

(2.3) Ag(q) = +¢71/2.
By Weyl’s law we have
(2.4) #lgeBi |ty <TY<T? #{geB,|t,<T} < qT?*

~1/2
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For g € By define
(@) N2 Ag(q)q'?
a(2)i= (1= ) (ote9) = = ().

By [ILS, Proposition 2.6], g and g, have the same norm and are orthogonal to each other. We
conclude that

B:=B,UB UB;, Bi:={g,]9€DBi},

is an orthonormal basis (with respect to (1.1)) of the non-trivial cuspidal spectrum of L?(Xy(q)).
Let

(2.5) (1) Ag(n) 5K, (2ny)e(na)
n#0

be the Fourier expansion of some g in By or B, where A\j(—n) = £)4(n) depending on whether
g is even or odd. We have the Rankin-Selberg bound

(2.6) D Agm)]? < z(g(1+ [tg))z)°.

nx

and the individual bound
(2.7) Ag(n) < nt/?70

for some § > 0. Since releoo(z, s) = V(q)~!, we can compute
S—=

dx d
1=Hm%=vmgg/’“mawEm@@> e
Xo(q

2 sdy
(2.8) = |pg(1) PV (g) re Z‘ o) / ?

n;éO

@(@2)-1, geB
= |p,()*V(¢)2L(1,Ad?g) = ‘ ’ 5
lpg(1)|7V (q)2L( 9>gcosh(mg) {g(z)—l, g€ B
We conclude

92 cosh(mt,)\ /2 g+1)7%, geB,
29) )] = (2 ) Tt D, e

L(1,Ad%) (@)% gehy
where

, 4

(2.10) =07

Let g € By and let us define
¥(0\ . A5 (q) \~1/2 1/2y (M Ag(q)q"/?
Ag(n) := (1 C(g+ 1)2) <q Ag (E) g+l )‘g(n))

with the convention Ag(x) = 0 for € Q\ Z. Then each g € B} has a Fourier expansion of type
(2.5) with A7(n) in place of Aj(n). For g € By and ¢ { nm it follows that

2 —
(2.11)  Ag(n)Ag(m)+X5(n)A;(m) = c1(g, @) Ag(n)Ag(m),  ci(g,q) = (1 - %) <1
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by (2.7) and

7% (Ag(qn)Ag(m) + N (qn) A (m)) = c2(g, @) Ag(n)Ag(m),
2 2 _
o) =01 = 5 (1= 220 (1= 25) ) < <1

The main point here is that even though for g € By the formula (2.3) does not hold, an appro-
priate analogue is true if one combines the Fourier coefficients of g and gj.
Similar Fourier expansions hold for the Eisenstein series Eq(z,s). Let

nnt) = 3 (a/d)".

ad=|n|

(2.12)

Then
Ea(2,1/2 + it) = Gaooy™ > + ¢a(1/2 + i)y * 7" + pa(1,8) D ma(n, 1)y Kir(2mny)e(na)
n#0
where ¢q(s) is a meromorphic function that we do not need to specify, and (see [CI, (3.25)])
4 cosh(nt) 1/2
Ll =~ o)
q|¢D (1 + 2it)|

n,t —i
oo (11, 1) = 21(/24-1'1 —q"n(n/fq,t), mo(n,t) =n(n,t)—q "n(n/q,t)

(2.13)

with the above convention that n(x,t) = 0 for x € Q \ Z. For ¢ { mn it follows that

(2.14) e (01 1, =1) o, om, 1) = (1 <) nm, =)

and

215) 02 (neolam, msem, —t) + molan, o (m, —)) = 2D tynim, ).
qt/

One of the most important tools is the Kuznetsov formula. Let n,m € Z be coprime to ¢ (in
particular non-zero), and let & be an even holomorphic function in |R¢| < 3/4 such that h(t) <
(1 + |t|)~3. Then the Kuznetsov formula [IK, p. 409] together with the previous calculations
(2.9), (2.13), (2.11) and (2.14) implies that

5 Z cl(g,q))\g(n)j\g(m)h(tg) Lo Z Mh(tg) +/ n(n,t)n(m, —t) h(t)dt
R

2 2 " 2 _
9€B (¢ +1)L(1,Ad%g) 9eB, ¢'L(1,Adg) q"[CD(1 4 2it)| T

(2.16)

2 T

B o d*t 1 L/ |nm| d*t
_5n7m/0 h(t) +§;55(n,m,c)/0 j( - ,t)h(t)_

where + = sgn(mn), d*t = t tanh(rt)dt, ¢ = ¢*/(q — 1) as in (2.10), ¢" = ¢*/(¢ + 1) and
2%

ji(ﬂj, t) _ Singgﬂ't)

sinh(7t)

(Jgit(47T:E) — J_Qit(471’l’)),

(Ioj(4mx) — I_on(4ma)) = %Kg,-t(élﬂx) cosh(rt).
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Similarly, for ¢ t nm we obtain by (2.12) and (2.15) instead of (2.11) and (2.14) that
(2.17)

Co 97 _g(m) 1/2 / T,(qnut)n(m7 _t) dt
2 t h(t)—
Z (]—I—l 1 Ad2 ) (t9) Z qL Ad2 ( o)+ r ¢3/2|C(@D (1 4 2it)|? ( )71'
geBy g€By
_1)2 L/ Ignm]| dri
=q Z (gn,m,c /0 J (70 ,t)h(t) —
qle
Let

1
T, t) = 5 (T (1) + T (1),
Adding the Kuznetsov formula for nm > 0 and nm < 0, we can single out even Maaf} forms:
(2.18)

c1(9,q j‘g(m) )‘g(n) / —1) dt
2 h(t 2 —_ h(t)—
g%;l (a+ 1 1,Ad%) o) + zl; q¢'L(1, Ad2 Z R q”\g@ 1 +2zt)y 7
g even g oven
B o/ Vnm dt
_5n7m/0 27?2 S(n,m,c /0 J (—c ,t)h(t) -
for m,n € N, g1 nm, as well as
(2.19)
C2 97 )5\ ( ) 1/2 / 77(‘]7%75)77(77% _t) dt
2 h t h(t)—
Z q+1 1 Ad? ) )+ 2 Z qL Ad2 q) (t) + r 32D (1 4 2it) |2 ()w
gEeBy gE€By
g even g oven
1/2 L ry/anm d*t
Z (gn,m,c /0 J ( p ,t)h(t) —

qle
We will need all 4 versions (2.16) - (2.19) in Section 5.
3. TRIPLE PRODUCT L-FUNCTIONS
Let f,g € B;. Then we can define the triple product L-function
L(s, f x f x g) = L(s,Ad*f x g)L(s, g).

The local factors, root number and conductor have been computed in [Wa, Section 4.1]. Let
I'r(s) := I'(s/2)7—*/2. Then

Loo(s,9) = HFR(S +ity),
+

As,g) = L(s,9)Loo(s, 9) = (1)’ (=Ag(9)"*)g"**A(1 = 5, 9).
Similarly,

1
Loo(s,Ad’f x g) =[] ] Tr(s+ 2ivty £ ity),
+ v=-—1

A(s, Ad’f x g) = L(s, Ad>f x g)Loo(s, Ad?f x g) = (=1)% (¢")/>7*A(1 — 5, Ad%f % g).
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By [LR, Theorem 1], the central value L(1/2, g) is non-negative. Moreover, by [JS] the self-dual
lift Ad%f (= sym?f) is orthogonal (its symmetric square L-function has a pole at s = 1), hence
by [La, Theorem 1.1], the central value A(1/2,Ad*f x g) is non-negative, too, and an inspec-
tion of the archimedean L-factors shows that the same holds for L(1/2, Ad?f x g), hence also

L(1/2, f x f x g). We note that L(s, Ad?f x g) and hence L(s, f x f x g) vanishes at s = 1/2 if
g is odd.

The adjoint square lift of f is a self-dual automorphic form on G L3 with Fourier coefficients
A(m, k) satisfying A(m,1) = > 12, Ar(a?) for ¢ ¥ m. Using Hecke relations, we can express
all A(m, k) in terms of the Hecke eigenvalues of A as follows: by Mobius inversion and [Go,
Theorem 6.4.11] we have

Ak = Y u(d)A(%,l)A(l,S)

d|(m,k)
whenever ¢ t mk. Hence
A(m, k)A w(d HAf (k) Ay (dma?)
2 _ f
(3.1) LW (s, Ad’f x g) = ;k msk% %: k m5a25k25648d35 :
qm abm

Using the explicit shape of the Euler factor at ¢ (see [Wa]), we find

(3.2) L(S,Ad2f X g) = (1 — qu—(sq)>_1 <1 _ ngg.q1)>_l L(Q)(S,Ad2f x g) _. Z )‘Adzfxg(m)7

ms

m

say. Note that by (2.3) the coefficients divisible by ¢ are small. Since these are purely formal
computations with local Euler factors, (3.1) holds also for f and/or g in B;, and analogous
formulas hold for Eisenstein series:

9 ()N (m*) A (k?)n(dma?, t)
|L( )(S + Zt Ad )(C;): msa2sk2spis3s ’
qfdabnm
k2, t)Ag(dma?)
L9 (s 4 it, )2 L ), )l .
| (S +1 g)| qhg);nk msa2sk2sb4sd3s

We have already seen that L(s, f x f x g) has conductor ¢° for f,g € B,. If one of the factors
has level one or is an Eisenstein series, the conductor drops; more precisely, all the L-functions

L(s,f x fxg), |L(s+it,fx )P, f€Bggebi,
L(s,f x fxg), |L(s+it,g)’L(s,9)*, f € By g€B,
have conductor ¢*. We will use this observation in Sections 5 and 6.
It is a deep result [KSh] that Ad?f x g corresponds to an automorphic form on GL(6). Hence

the Rankin-Selberg L-function L(s, (Ad*f x g) x (Ad®f x g)) satisfies the properties of [Li,
Theorem 2], and we have the upper bound

(3.3) D Paazpag (M) < (a1 + [ty] + [tf])x)°.

m<x
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We need a somewhat sophisticated and carefully designed approximate functional equation
and borrow some ideas from [B12]. Let Ay, Ay > 10 be integers and define

Gl <COS %>—100A1’ HHH <1/2:|:u:|:zt +€>

+ £ /=0

and
1 3A5

G u t1’t2 HH H H(l/ZiuiZt1+2ZVt2 +£>

+ £ v=-—1/¢=0

Clearly G; and G5 are holomorphic and even in all variables, and G is even and holomorphic in
|Ru| < 2A;. Moreover, for t,t1,to € T we have

(3.4) Gl (0, t), GQ(O, tl,tQ) > 1.

For this lower bound we either need that |Stq|, |Ste| < 1/6 — § or any nontrivial bound towards
the Ramanujan conjecture for the infinite place of the G Lg automorphic form Ad?f x g. Both
results are known [KS, LRS]. Let

Tr(1/2 +utit) _,du
yit 2m/ Glu)Ga(u )1;[ Te(l/2+it) 7

and
1

Ir(1/2 4+ u ity £ 2ivty) _,du
Va(ys t1, t2) G (u)Ga(u, 1, t2) uwdt
(it t2) = 52 z/ 2(u,t1, 12 H H1 Tr(1/2 £ it £ 2ivty) ©  u

The weight functions Vi, V5 have the following properties:

Lemma 1. a) The function Vi(y;t) is smooth for y > 0 and holomorphic in |St| < 2As and
satisfies the uniform bound

. —Aq
YV () < (L4 o) <1+ 15\:5\) < (14 [¢]) A2 (1 4 gy~

in this region for fized j € Ng. Its Mellin transform with respect to the first variable, ‘71 (ust), is
holomorphic in Ru > € whenever t € T. In this region it satisfies the uniform bound

Vi(u;t) g e e SI(1 4 [t])1 A2+
Moreover,
(35) Vi(1/2 +it, t) = 0.

b) The function Va(y,t1,t2) is smooth in y > 0 and holomorphic in |St1], |Sta| < 249 and
satisfies the uniform bound

—Aq
y]‘é(J)(y;t) < (14 |ta] + |to])12B42+D (1 + O+ 0]+ ]t]2)3>

K (L[] + [P 120424 (1 4 )=
in this region for fized j € Ny. Its Mellin transform with respect to the first variable, ‘72 (u;ty,ta),

is holomorphic in Ru > ¢ whenever ty,to € T. In this region it satisfies the uniform bound

Va(us; b1, t9) <gue € 11 4 [t1] + [to]) 2B Az+HDF3Ru,
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Proof. This follows easily from the definition of GG, Gy, G2 with appropriate contour shifts.

Let g € B, be even. Then the usual technique (e.g. [IK, p. 98] or [BI2, Section 2]) shows

Ag(n n
(3.6) G1(0,9)L(1/2,9) = (1 = A(q)g"/*) > ;f/z) Vi (W;tg>
and
Ad2 )\Adzfxg(m) m.
(3.7) G2(0,tg,t;)L(1/2, Ad fXg)ZQZWVQ ?,tg,tf .

4. CHARACTER SUMS

For future reference we state some useful results for character sums. We quote from [BI1,

Section 3]. For a positive or negative discriminant D of a quadratic number field let xp = (2)

be the associated Dirichlet character. Define

] 1, >0,
€= i, ¢<0,

and if ¢ = c;c3 is odd and positive with p%(c;) =1 let
¢ = x—4(c1)er.
We need to evaluate the sum
dz? + hx>
G(d, h;q) = el —
(d,hiq) == ( p
z(q)
for integers d € Z \ {0}, h € Z, ¢ € N. Clearly
G(d, h;q) = 0(4,9nG(d/(d.q),h/(d,q);a/(d, q)),

so it suffices to compute the sum for (d,q) = 1. We write ¢ = $2%* with s odd. Then we have
[Bl1, Lemma 2]

CAan2
Ve Xqe (d)e (22, a=0,
V2qeg o (2d)e (SS22), a=1,h odd,
(4.1) G(d, h;q) = qes X s+ (d)e —d(r)? 1+ix_4(sd)), «a>=2even,h=2h' even,
va q
VGEs* xgs* (d)e <_d(qh/)2) (1 +ix—_4(sd)), «>3odd,h=2h"even,
0, otherwise,
whenever (d,q) = 1. If ¢ is a real character of conductor s, ¢ = ss;sy with s1 | s and

(s,82) =1, and A € Z, then we have ([Bl1, (3.2)])
* dA A
(42) ‘Z ¥(d)e (7)‘ = |0s1a¥ (323—1> $175, (A)Vses- | < \/q5152
d(q)

where 74(A) is the Ramanujan sum.
For a Schwartz class function W we denote by W its Fourier transform.
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Lemma 2. Let v € N, a € Z, and let W be a Schwartz class function. Then

> stmanwn = 3 e (=) w (1),
nez hi1€Z v v
(hlvﬂ}/):]‘

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the Poisson summation formula.

Lemma 3. Let ¢, € N, B,k,h € Z. Write r = rir2 with p(r1)? = 1 and write f = (¢, 1),
c= fé, r= fr with (7,é) = 1. Then

B> (";_5> s<mz7ﬁ,q7«)e<mh>‘{i 3“ if B = —h (@),

@) qcrf otherwise.

Proof. Opening the Kloosterman sum, the exponential sum in question equals
Z*e <E> G(xzé, h+ pr,qerf) = 555|h+5,:z*e <Z—f> G(x, (h + BT)/¢, qr).

z@r) T z (ar)

For notational simplicity let us write y := (h+ f7)/¢. We evaluate the Gaufl sum using (4.1). To
this end, we write qr = s2% with s odd and also recall r = 7173 with u(r1)? = 1. We distinguish
several very similar cases. If a = 0, we obtain

_ x (KT —4dxy?
\/q—re(qr)*05é\h+ﬁfz e <—> X(qr)- ()€ < )

T r
igr) 1 1

and the desired bound (without the factor 2) follows directly from (4.2). If a = 1, we obtain

R x (KT —8xv?
vV 2q7”€s*055\h+ﬁf52hz e (q_r> Xs+(22)e < 1 ) .

S
z (qr)

The z-sum equals in absolute value

‘%* e (K%> Xs+(22)e <_%72>‘ B

s
and the lemma follows again (without the factor 2). If a > 2 is even, we have

- * (KX —Z(~/2)2
\/q_TES*Céah-‘rBfé?\’YZ e (q_r> X s* (;E)e (L/)

z (qr) "

) 1+ ixa(oo)

and the lemma follows from (4.2). The case a > 3 odd is identical.

Lemma 4. Let ¢,r € N and let B,k € Z. Write r = r1r3 with p(r1)? = 1 and write f = (c,7),
c=f¢, r= fr with (7,¢) = 1. Let W be a Schwartz class function. Then

Ze<m_ﬁ>5<m2’“vqr>w<m><<r2 > ()l

C
meZ q ho€Z
ho=—07 (¢)
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Proof. This is a direct consequence of the Poisson summation formula and Lemma 3.

Finally we recall Weil’s bound for Kloosterman sums
(4.3) 1S(a,b,¢)| < (a,b,¢)?c?7(c).
By twisted multiplicativity we see
(4.4) S(qa,b,qc) = —S(a,bg,c).

whenever ¢ t be.

5. THE MAIN TRANSFORMATION

In this section we use Watson’s formula and the Kuznetsov formula to transform the quantity
of interest, >, | f |1, into character sums.

Let f € B, be an L?-normalized cuspidal Hecke-Maafl newform of level ¢ with spectral pa-
rameter £y < T. We begin with Parseval’s identity

o d
113 = (F1P 117 = VI AR D1+ D WP 9) |2+Z/| (If%, Bal1/2 +it))? 4;
geB

We study the various terms on the right hand side. The constant function contributes V(q)~! =
O(1/q). Since the Laplace operator is symmetric, we have (|f|?,g) = (1/4 + tf])_l(A|f|2,g>.
Iterating this procedure, we find (|f|?, g) <r.4 tg_A for any A > 0. In particular, the oldforms

contribute
SRl = D0 KPP+ D KPR gP

gEB\ B, gEB\By gEB\By
tg<q® tg>q°
1 _
<er Y llgli+ D0 A+l) <!
geB\By geB\By
ty<qe ty>q°

by (2.4) and (2.2). By Watson’s formula [Wa, Theorem 5.1] and positivity, the newforms con-
tribute

A(L/2,f x [ x g) 1 L2, f X [Xg)  _sap
< g,
¢ Z A1, AZf)2A(L, Ad%g) T 7 g%; L(l,Adzf)L(l,Adzg)e i
q

g even g even

Here we used a lower bound [HL] on L(1,Ad?f). Since f is an eigenfunction of the Fricke
involution which is the scaling matrix for the cusp a = 0, the contribution of the two cusps is
the same. By the unfolding technique we find as in (2.8)

92L(s, f x f) Tr(s)I'r(s — 2itf)Tr(s + 2ity)
¢(29) 224sTR(1 + s) '
From (2.9) we conclude that the Eisenstein contribution is

\L 1/2+it, f x f)|?
IC(1 + 2it)|?

(S Bl ) = lpp(D)]

—%wmdt < qe—l
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by the convexity bound for L(1/2 + it, f x f). Combining these estimates we find

L L(1/2,f X [ xg)| _8n .
I1F1: < e 2| g
1 201, Ad%f) gl;q L(1,Ad%g) | |
g even

We insert artificially the factor G1(0,t4)G2(0,t4,t¢) by positivity and (3.4) and also change the
weight function e~/ to the function

h(t) := cosh<2ﬁl2) e ﬁ<t2 + <% + V>2).

Note that this function is holomorphic in [St| < mAs and has zeros at the zeros of cosh(rt) in
this region. Moreover, h(t) > exp(—2n|t|) for t € T. Using (3.6) - (3.7), we write

4 q 2h(ty) o 1/2
i< e (U 2 g A~ 005)

g even

where

= S O )

and ¢’ was defined in (2.10). Hence by (2 2) and (2.4)

R I P M Adzf) ) IL??(Z)%)“— A(@)aD)S.

tp<T feB, geB, 4
g even

(Here we used (2.4) and L(1,Ad?f) > ¢° for the first term on the right hand side.) It is
convenient to remove the terms with ¢ | nm in S. By the rapid decay of V; the terms ¢ | n are
negligible. Combining (2.3) and (3.2) with (2.4), (2.6), (3.3) and the rapid decay of Vs, we see
by trivial estimates that the contribution of the terms ¢ | m in S contributes at most O(g°~'/%)
o (5.1). Hence by (3.2) we are left with estimating

¥(q,q) == %1(q,q) — X2(q,q),

say, where
F1(g.4) ::fgl;q q’L?i(Zc;f) ggl;q q’L?f,(Zﬁzg) qm%k %
g even
" q%;% Ar(E%)A nm()l/z)Ag(azdm) V1<q1/2’ )V2< 2b4’;d3m;tg,tf>
and
7) =¢" f%; 7L Ad2 7) gé% q’L?i(ig()izg) qm%k ab/;/iigﬂ
£y Ap(k qn;i;f)(l/? )Ag(a2dm)vl<q32;t9>%(‘%§¢;t97w)‘

gfnm
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We would like to apply the Kuznetsov formula to the spectral sums over f and g. More precisely,
we use (2.16) for the sum over f and (2.18) for the sum over even Maafl forms g; in X5 we use
(2.17) for the f-sum and (2.19) for the g-sum. However, this requires some preparation, as
the f and g-sum run only over cuspidal newforms, and both the oldforms of level 1 as well
as the KEisenstein series are missing. Therefore we add and subtract artificially the missing
terms and define, in analogy with Y(q,q) = X1(¢,q) — ¥2(q,q), 8 other quantities X(x,%) =
Y1 (%, %) — Mo (x, %) where * € {q,1,€} in an obvious way in order to complete the spectral side
of the Kuznetsov formula for the f and g sum respectively. For instance, we write

B oh(ty) h(t) pld)
¥ (LE) = Z (q+ 1)L(1,Ad2f) /]R q//K(q)(l + 2it) |2 q{azb;k ab?kd3/?

feBy

2 2 2 _ 2 41.2 73
.S c1(f, A (B2)n(n, t)Ar(m?)n(a*dm, t)vl( n >V2( b’k"d’m tf>ﬂ7

1/2 2
qfnm (nm) e

and

2h(ty) /
Yo(1,€) =
2(1,£) f%;l (q+1)L(1,Ad?f) Rq3/2|<<q 1+2zt E Z b2kd3/2

qfabdk
ca(f, @) p (K )n(n, —t) X3 (m*)n(a®dm, —t) a2b*k2d3m dt
> ()12 Vl( () 1

gqtnm

and similarly for all other combinations. We now apply the Kuznetsov formula to the completed
expressions Z Y1 (*, %) and Z Yo (*, %), obtaining
(%) (%)

d
(52) E(q7 q) = - Z (El(*7 *) - 22(*7 *)) + Z 172( )2k‘ 3/2 Z Maﬁﬂ
(*,%)€{q,1,E}? gtabdknm (nm) ab’kd a,f,y€{1,2}
(+0)#(.0) o
where

2141.2 43
o L/ noa b*k=d>m
Ml = n,azdmékymw <q1/27 q2 )
4 Aty d*t
Wh(z,y) = / / Vi (z3t2) Va (ys t2, 1) h(tl)h(h)#’
0 0

n a2b4k:2d3m. a2dmn>
q1/27 q2 ) C b

1
Mll’2 = Ok.m Z ES(n, a*dm, C)W1’2<
ale

W (z, y;m) = / / Vi (5 t2) Va (y3 t2, 1) h(t1)h(t2) T° (1, t2) %’
o Jo
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Ml - n,azdmZ;S(m K 7T)W <q1/27 q2 77)7

qlr
WL (2, y: €) = //letz)Vg(y,tg,tl)h(tl) (ba) T+ (£,1y) L4 t2

213

2141.2 73 2
22 1 9 9 .9 90( n @ b’k*d®m km Va*dmn
MP* = % E CTS(n,a dm,c)S(m?, k*,r)W <q1/2’ 2 = ; >’
qlc q|r
d*ty d*t
W2 (2, y;€,n) / / Vi (z3t0) Va (s ta, t1) h(t1)h(ta) T T (€,t1) T° (U,tz)%-
Similarly,

1,1 2,1
Myt =M} =0,

1 2b4k‘2d3 2
My* = q1/25k,mz ES(qn,azdm,c)W1’2< noa mova mnq),

‘ g2’ 2 , -
qlc
1 n  a?b*E2dPm km /a2dmn
22 _ _1/2 - 2 2 1.2 2,2(  km Q)
My” =g Z|ZCTS<qn,adm,c>S<m KW )
qle q|r

In the rest of the paper we show that the 8 + 8 + 6 = 22 (potentially) non-vanishing terms on
the right hand side of (5.2) are all O(¢%). This will complete the proof.

6. THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE OLDFORMS AND EISENSTEIN SERIES

This section is devoted to bounding the terms ¥ (x, *) and Yo(*, %) on the right hand side of
(5.2). All terms with (%, ) € {1,€}? can easily be bounded trivially: using only the Rankin-
Selberg bounds (2.6), (3.3) and the rapid decay of Vi and Va, we deduce

3 ISk )]+ [Saln )| < g
(x,%)e{1,E}2

We proceed to bound the remaining terms X 2(g, *) and ¥ (%, ¢) for * # ¢. The method for
all these terms is identical, and we show as a typical example the case ¥1(q,&). By an inverse
Mellin transform we have

B 2h(ty) h(t)
210:6) = 2 (L6, AP | 70

feB,

2u+2 dudv dt
(2mi)? 7

/ / H D(1/2 +u +it, Ad2f x g)¢(@ (1/2+v:|:zt))V1(v ) Vs (ust tr)q

We shift both contours to Ru = Rv = & and use the convexity bound L(s, Ad?f x g) < ¢'*¢
Rs > 1/2 (note that the poles of the zeta-function at v = 1/2 4+ it do not contribute by (3.5)).
This yields the desired bound 31(q, &) < ¢°. The other 3 terms require only notational changes.

7. THE WEIGHT FUNCTIONS

In this technical section we provide useful bounds for the weight functions W occurring in the
definition of the quantities ME?. We start by collecting standard bounds for Bessel functions.
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The power series expansion implies

(7.1) e Jop (), e ™ Igp () gy (14 |t])"Y/2H23,723 0 2 < 1,t € C.
The asymptotic expansion implies

1 T 1 T
(7.2) T (z,t) = ﬁe<%)v+(az) + ﬁe<—%>v_(az), teR,z > (1+|t)3

()

where vy are smooth functions (depending on t) that satisfy vy’ (z) < 277 uniformly in t. We
have for j € Ny the general uniform upper bounds

L7t < A+ 2 +a)a 2, @ > 0ek,

(7.3) 8)

iy ¢  x<1+10Jt,teR
z,t) e (14+277) x
a7 (1) e ( ) {e—x/z, x> 1+410Jt],t € R.

These bounds are not optimal, but suffice for our application.
Our first simple result shows that W is rapidly decreasing near oo in the first two variables
and rapidly decreasing near 0 in the other variables.

Lemma 5. The following uniform bounds hold for fized i,j € Ny:

Wh (@, y) < (14 2)" M (1 +y) M,
W (@, y;€) < (142) (1 +y) "M min(¢ /%, ¢*2),
WA, yin) < (14 2)" M (1+y)~ M min(y~/2, n*2),
W22(z,y:€,m) < (14 2)" (1 +y) " min(¢ ™12, ¢442) min (=12, *42).

Proof. This follows directly by inserting the bounds from Lemma 1. If { and/or n are greater
than 1, we use (7.3); if £ and/or 7 are less than 1, we write the corresponding ¢-integral by sym-
metry as an integral over the whole real line, shift the contour down to St = —2A45 (not crossing
any poles) and use (7.1).

We will also need the following more technical result.

Lemma 6. Let N,M,Q,X > 1/2, and let B € N, ¢ > 0 be fized (but arbitrary). Let
1, P2, 01,2 > 0 and as € R be real numbers and let z,z1,z0 € R. Let wi,wy be two fized
smooth weight functions with support in [1,2]. Then we have the uniform bounds

(7.4) /Rwl (%) Wl’z(plx,y;ﬁal) (—a2)dz <p N(\/_a) 1/2<1+Q2‘Z’\/_)

whenever ay VN > 1/Q and y > 0, and"

/ [ (5 ) (S )W 0a. s o m)el = e(oa)e( —yza)da dy
XN1/2 ]21\\/ ) 1 VM \\-B

LB —7— 1 + Q?| 2| min +MNX—B
< eIl i)

Here the term 1/|as| should be left out if s = 0, or one applies the convention min(z, ) = .
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whenever
1
(7.6) min(ay M, aaVNM) > 0 X 210+ (aaVNM)®,
and
/w2<i>W2’2(w,pzy;a1y,azﬂ)e(—yz)dy
R M
-B
(7.7) %(demm(m,g)) , 2l < ai,
e (1—|—Q2|z|mln< @))_B—I—MX_B 2| > «
1/2 a1’ as ) = 7.
whenever
min(ag M, aaV M) > 6 X 210+ (aeVM)*
and x > 0.

Remark. We will later apply this with Q = X = ¢, so as a first approximation the reader
can ignore the terms Q% and MNX 5,

Proof. All three bounds depend on partial integration. We will always integrate the expo-
nential factor containing z, z1, zo respectively, and differentiate all other factors.

In order to prove (7.4), we estimate trivially using (7.3), or we integrate by parts B times and
then estimate trivially using (7.3). Note that each integration by parts introduces an additional

factor
|i|<]if 51_)0 Oml/—) ||<(Q+1)W)(1+Q)<Q2|zﬁ/—

The same strategy in the situation of (7.5) yields

N3/ANHA 2|21 [ VN~ ) 1 1 VM \\B
oo <1+Q oz2\/M> <1+Q |Z2|H11n< ol az\/_>> )

This bound suffices if (agvV N M )1/ 2 < X. Let us now assume that
T := (eVNM)'? /X > 1.

(7.8)

Then T° < X'/2 by (7.6). If

‘21’\/_ 1 \ M > > TE/B
VM "as|” agV/N ’

then we can replace B by B+ B/e in (7.8), arriving at (7.5). Let us now assume that (7.9) does
not hold. Then

(1+Q2

(7.9) > T8 or Qz\zglmm(l

o1V L VM ))_B>T—2€>X—1,
sV M a1’ Jas|” asVN

hence we only need to prove the upper bound N1/2/(a20z}/2) + MN X8 for the double integral
n (7.5). Compared to the trivial estimate in (7.8) with B = 0 we need to save a factor
(eVNM )1/ 2. This comes from a standard stationary phase type argument. For convenience, we
give precise details. We split the to-integral in the definition of W?? into two pieces: |ta] < X 2/3

> <1+Q2\22]m1n<
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and [to| > X 2/3_ For large tq, we estimate the ¢y, to-integrals, as well as the above z, y-integral
trivially using the rapid decay of the weight function h. This contributes the second term on
the right hand side of (7.5). For small t,, we split J° = £(J T 4+ J 7). By (7.3) we can bound
the second term trivially due to the exponential decay of the Bessel-K-function getting again
a contribution that is easily majorized by < MNX 5. For J+ we insert the asymptotic
formula (7.2). The z-integral then becomes (for y < M)

00 3/4 00
/ ’wl<£>V1(p1a;;tz)vi(m\/@)e(im\/@ B a;zl>dx _ L/ W (2)e(£P1vVT — Baz)dz,
0 N a2,/TyY 2m vV a2/Yy Jo

say, where W (x) = wy (2) V1 (p1 Na; t2)vs (ao/TNy)z~ /2 is a function with support on [1,2] and
bounded derivatives (uniformly in all parameters except t5), and 31 = as/Ny/(27), B2 = Nz;.
If |B2/B1] & [1073,103], we integrate by parts sufficiently often, each time saving at least a factor
azy/Ny > X?, and we obtain the trivial bound O(MNX~5). If |81] =< |32/, then another
change of variables yields

N3/4 B% /oo 52 ,82 \/N N1/2
et W(z2k e 2 (£vz — sgn(Be)z) )dx < =
Vaay 83 Jo ( 55) <’ﬁ2\( (2) )> VasBiyy o aaM/?
by a standard stationary phase argument (e.g. [St, p. 334]). Integrating trivially over y produces

another factor (M/a1)'/?, and the proof of (7.5) is complete in all cases.

The proof of (7.7) is almost identical, so we highlight only the key points. Integrating by
parts and using (7.3) yields a preliminary bound

M1/4
(a1a2)1/2 (

This is acceptable if X > (agv/M)Y? or if |z| < a. In the other case, we argue as above, and

hence we only need to show the upper bound (ai/zag)_l + M X B for the integral in (7.7). We
cut the t1,to-integral in the definition of W2 according to whether |t;] and/or |ts| are bigger
or less than X2/3. By the rapid decay of the test function h, we can assume that both ¢, are
small. In this range we can also replace J° by J* because of the rapid decay of the Bessel-K-
function. For the two function J+ we insert the asymptotic expansion (7.2), and are left with
the y-integral

[ee]
y vt (ony) ve(aY) a1y | @y
w2<—)V1 x;tg V2 1 ;tl,tg 6(:]:— + — Z>d .
/0 1) Vi@ t2)Va(pry ) TNV o 5~ Y?)dy
By our present assumption |z| > «aj there is no phase cancellation in (z + a4 /(27))y, and the

same stationary phase argument for the y-integral followed by trivial estimates in the other
integrals gives as before the bound (7.7).

1
1+ Q22| min(—, Y=
a1 Q2

)"

8. ESTIMATING CHARACTER SUMS

The scene has now been prepared to estimate the 6 potentially non-vanishing terms Maﬁ 7 on
the right hand side of (5.2). This is the heart of the proof of Theorem 1 and the most technical
part.

The bound

1 1,1 1.2 2.1
2 (nm)1/2ab2k:d3/2(|M1 |+ M7+ M) < g
gtabdknm
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follows easily by trivial estimations using (4.3) and the bounds from Lemma 5. The other three
terms need a more careful reasoning.

8.1. The term M§’2. Recall that we need to estimate

Z ,u(al)]%zl’2 B Z Z w(d)S(qn,a*dm, C)WLQ( n  a®b*d®*m? a\/dmnq)
New n1/2ab2m3/2d3/2 o 1/2ab2m3/2d3/2 g2’ e ’ c :
qrabanm gfabmdn q|c

By the decay properties of W12 given in Lemma 5 we can assume av/dmng < ¢"/*t¢ hence
q* 1 c. Replacing ¢ by cg with ¢ { ¢, we obtain by (4.4) (up to a negligible error)

1 w(d)S(n,a’dmq, C)Wm( n a2b4d3m3.a\/dmn)
q W 2ab2mB 2 d3 2 42 g cgi?

gtabmdnc

A trivial estimate gives only O(ql/ 4+€). In order to improve this, we can apply Poisson sum-
mation either in a or in n, the latter being slightly easier. We can add the terms ¢ | n with
a negligible error, and we insert a smooth weight wy(n/N)ws(a/A)ws(c/C)(n/N)/? (using a
smooth partition of unity) that localizes N <n < 2N, A <a < 2A and C < ¢ < 2C. Again by
Lemma 5 we can assume

1+e
q AV dmN

< —1 <
(8.1) A< D (dm)2 C < pYEE
Thus we need to bound

1 Z wa(a/A)ws(c/C)

q/2N1/2 ab2m3/2d3/2¢
(8 2) gtabmdc
: 214 73,3
9 12 M abdm'a\/dmn‘
‘ZSnaqu, )w1< >W (1/2, PR Y )
By Lemma 2 with o = azqu and v = ¢, the n-sum is
274 73,03
12/ ®  a’b’d®m® avdmay ¢ xh
(8.3) };‘/ w1 W <q1/2’ 7 g2 )e( . )d:n‘

The estimate (7.4) with

1 avdm R
= —7, a1 = — 75 =

(and y = a®b*d®m3/q?) is applicable by (8.1) if a < A and ¢ =< C and bounds (8.3) by
av/dmN 10
ZN( cqt/? ) ( ‘h’\/—a\/ >

avdmN\ —1/2 JN g2 \-1  NY426M2 (dm)V/A
Cq1/2 ) < av d > N q1/4_5 '
We substitute this back into (8. 2) getting the final bound

wa(a/A)ws(c/C)
Pl N1/A 5N1/4 Z (ac) /202 (md)>/ <q

< ¢N (

by (8.1).
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8.2. The term M2’2. Here we need to bound

Z Z,u S(n,a?dm, qc)S(m? k:z,qr)wm n a*V*k*dPm km Va2dmn
1/2 27.73/2 < 1/2° 2 P >

J(abdknm > (nm)Y2ab?kd3/2cr q q qr qc

The key variables are then n,m,c,r, and the reader can savely think of the other variables as

1. We re-include the terms ¢ | m. By the decay properties of W2, (4.3), (4.4) and trivial

estimates, these contribute O(¢~%/8%¢). We can also include the terms ¢ | n at a negligible cost.

It is convenient to include smooth weights

(nm)'/?er
wy (n/N)w2(m/M)wg(c/C)w4(r/R)(NM)W
where all w; have support on [1,2], and the parameters N, M, R,C > 1/2 satisfy (cf. Lemma 5)
2+e
1/2+ q kM avVdMN
(8.4) N < ¢'/?*e, Mgm, R<F7 Cﬁﬁ

The idea is now to apply Poisson summation in the n and m variable. Since the m-variable is very
long, the second application is certainly advantageous. The benefit of the first application is not
immediately obvious, since it makes the n-sum (which is generically of length q/ 2) longer (the
new hp-sum is generically of length ¢%/ ). The point here is that the n-sum is a linear exponential
sum, and hence the resulting complete double sum after both applications of Poisson simplifies
a lot which compensates the loss in the length.

More formally, we now apply Lemma 2 with o = a’dm and v = qc to the n-sum, and then
apply Lemma 4 with 8 = —a?dh; and k = k? to the m-sum. Unfortunately this introduces a
zoo of new variables. As in Lemma 4 we decompose r = f7,¢ = f¢é with f = (r,¢). Moreover,
we decompose f = f1f3, 7 = 7173 with u(f1)? = p(71)? = 1, so that

Cc= 6f1 f227
(8.5) 20 2 fir 2-2 firr 2
r=rryfifs = - J1,71)7 573, M<7~) =1
2T ()2 < )’ Jars (f1,71)?
In this way we obtain the upper bound
Z > (f1,71) faTo w3<f1f225>w4<f1f22f1f§>
2 2kd3/2( 1/2
slabdh f1 fais ab’kd3/2(NM)V/2CR C R
9 2 r  a?bdy ky Valdxy
DRI NRGHCEE )
=l @ ahfinr ahfi

(hl ,qf1 f2 )
h1ho=a?dF173 (5)

< () () () () e
The bound (7.5) with

1 a?brk2d? k avd 0
p1:—7 p2:77 al :fy a2:7~7 a3: Pl
q'/? q? qf1f3773 qfif3c
h1 ha

z1 = Q=X=¢

= Z2 =
qf1f3e’ qer 2 fLf2
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is applicable by (8.4) if f1f2¢ < C and f1f37175 < R and implies that the double integral is at
most

E]\[1/2(1?)/2@7%1/2 <1 N ]hﬂ\ﬁv)—lo <1 © | min( 1 VMC ))—10 )

aldk) 72 o/ W R VAN
We can ignore the second term, and we sum the first term over hy, hy getting the upper bound
N2BRCRY? a/dM aRvVdAN

a(dk)'? N <k vVMC )
We substitute this back and sum over fi, fo, 71,79, ¢ and obtain a total contribution of

1 1 N12g3R2CRY2 a/dM aRVdAN
q—c Z bzkd3/2(NM)1/2 a(dk:)l/Z VN <k+ VMC >

<q

< ¢

abdk

1 CR!/? R3/?
q1/2—a £<Gb2d3/2kl/2Nl/z + b2dk3/2M1/2>'

We insert the upper bound for C' and R from (8.4), then the upper bound for M, and obtain
the desired bound ¢°.

8.3. The term M22 ’2. We argue similarly as in the previous subsection and consider the term

w(d qn a’dm, qc)S(m?, k2, qr) 92( M a2b4k2d3m'km avdmn
3/2 Z Z w ( or >

gfabdknm ¢, (nm)'/2ab2kd3/?cr q?’ 2 o Jae

First we observe that by the decay properties of W22 from Lemma 5 we can assume that
av/dmn/q < ¢3/*t¢, hence q 1 c. We rewrite the previous display using (4.4) (up to a negligible
error and up to sign) as

32 Z ZM S(n,a*dmg, c)S(m?, k27qT)W2’2< n a264k2d3m'k_m a\/dmn)
(nm)/2ab2kd3/2cr qt/?’ q? Tqr’ \Jge /-

Again the key players are the variables n,m,r,¢. We re-introduce the terms ¢ | m which by
(4.3) and trivial estimates infers an error O(q~%/8%¢). The terms ¢ | n can be included with a
negligible error. Next we introduce smooth weights

gtabdknme T

(nm)'/2cr
wl(”/N)W(m/M)w?)(C/C)w4(7"/R)m
where all w; have support on [1,2], and the parameters N, M, R,C > 1/2 satisfy (cf. Lemma 5)
e kM dMN
1/24 q a
(8.6) N <q/7, M<m7 Rgp, S e

There is one special case that we need to treat separately: if ¢ = 1, then the Kloosterman sum
S(n,a?dmq,c) degenerates. We will postpone this case for the moment and assume C' > 1 so
that automatically ¢ # 1. Now we apply Lemma 2 with v = ¢, a = a®>dmg, getting

p(d)ywa(m/M)ws(c/Clwa(r/R) _azquTl 9 19
3/2 T%k Z(hz NM 1/2ab2kd3/2CR 6( - >S(m 7k 7qr)
abdkc M7 (hy,c)

x/w1<%)W2’2( v dVEdPm km am)e<_x_hl> .
R

ql/?’ q? Tqr’ /e c
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Since ¢ # 1, we have hy # 0. Hence we can use the reciprocity formula
< azquTl> (azdmc> < a2dm>
el— =e el— :
c qhy cqhy

In order to display the similarities to the computation in the previous subsection, we switch the
roles of ¢ and hy, obtaining

p(d)ws(m/M)ws(hy/C)ws(r/R) [a?dmhy 9 19
3/2 Z Z Z NM)1/2Gb2k‘d3/2CR e( qc >S(m K aqr)
gtabdk T (hi,qc)=1

ceZ\{0}
e(_iﬂﬁr)/Rsz(qfc/Q,azbzx;;zdsm km aﬁ)""l(m) <h1>dx

This having done, we now apply Lemma 4 with x = k2, 3 = a?dh; and use the same parametriza-
tion (8.5) as in the previous estimation. Thus we arrive at the upper bound

(f1,71) faT2 hy 7173 f1f3
3/2 >, > (NM)2ab2kd?2CR >0 w3<6>w4< R >
qfabdk 71,72, f1,f2 h1€N,h2€7
ceZ\{0} (h1,qf1f36)=1
h1 thazdfl’F% (E)

2423
| [ LG e e S e () ()

hfse a*d h
e <_gj /1112 > e<_éf1f2zzh1)e< qcrﬁ“;flfz )d:n dy"

The bound (7.5) with

a?b k2 d? k av'd N a?d
:—7 :7’ (8% :f, (8 :—’ :—~7’
g P VSRR T e T T eh i
fif3e  he
Z = s 2o = :X:q€
! ha 2 g fif2 @

is applicable by (8.6) and implies that the double integral is at most

_N'24qCR/? o VAN \~ 1 COVM  Cfif3y\—10
a(dk)172 <1+f1f2’c’a\/d]\/[> (H‘h?’mm(mc\ " a/ANGR|E] aZdR)) ’

up to a negligible term ¢~'%°. Now it’s just a matter of book-keeping. The sum over hs is at
most

av/dNgR . a’dR
ovVM  Clelfifi

We sum this over ¢ and then over hy and 7173 f1 f3 getting

< k+

en(“ay (4 )+ )
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so that the total contribution is given by

1 Z N1/24CRY? (a\/dM (k N a\/—quR) N a2dR)
q3/2—€ — (NM)1/2(abd)2k73/2 /qN CvVM C

CR1/2 R3/2
Z<ab2d3/2k‘1/2q]\71/2 b2dk3/2(qM)1/2)'
The desired bound ¢° follows now easily from (8.6).

It remains to treat the case ¢ = 1, that is,

Z Z wy(n/N)wa(m/M)ws(r/R) u(d )S(mz,kﬁ,qr)wm( n a2b4k2d3m'k_m a\/dmn>
3/2 MN)1/2R ab2kd3/2 q1/2’ q2 ’ qr’ \/q ’
gtabdk m,n,r

where M, N, R are subject to (8.6), and we may also assume a\/dMN/q > q—¢. The argument
in this special case is not much different from the general case above, and a little easier. We
apply Lemma 4 with ¢ =1, 8 = 0 and s = k2. Writing r = 7173 with p(r1)? = 1, we obtain the
upper bound

Z Z w1 (n/N)wy(r173/R)rs

q{abdk"T’l,m / (MN) /2 Rab2kd3/

x/wwg(M>W2’2( n a0y ky a\/dy—n)e<_ yh >dy
0

A E el va )N\

We apply (7.7) with

a?b*k?d? k avdn h R
pr=—5—, 1=—7p%, m=——- z2=—>7\ @Q=X=¢q
q qrirs V4 qrirs

getting (up to a negligible error)

wy(n/N)wy rlrz/R)rg
q Z Z 3/2 MN 1/2 Rab2kd3/2

abdk n T1,7‘2

(0 MRS s R in (5, L)) ),

1/2 1/4 12 N1/2
o= (k) PN £ a(dk) PN k’ aRdANg
The contribution |h| < k is
RPNV -9/8 1/4 ~1/8
< qEZ q3/4M1/4a3/2k1/2b2d7/4 < Z MYt < g
k<q1+s
by (8.6). The contribution |h| > k is
. Z N1/2 < qRY2k . q3/2R3/2>
q bdk 3/2M1/2ab2k‘d3/2 a(dk‘)l/2N1/2 M1/2]1/2
R1/2 N1/2Rp3/2 N
— 4 Z( g 2 M2 (abd)2k1/2 Mab2(k‘d)3/2) <q-

abdk
by (8.6). This completes the proof.
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