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Abstract The Katz-Sarnak Density Conjecture states that the beha¥ieros of a
family of L-functions near the central point (as the conductors terzeéto) agrees
with the behavior of eigenvalues near 1 of a classical cotgracip (as the matrix
size tends to infinity). Using the Petersson formula, lwenieio and Sarnak proved
that the behavior of zeros near the central point of holomiorpusp forms agrees
with the behavior of eigenvalues of orthogonal matricessfatably restricted test
functionsp. We prove similar results for families of cuspidal Maassrerthe other
natural family of Gl,/Q L-functions. For suitable weight functions on the space of
Maass forms, the limiting behavior agrees with the expeatétbgonal group. We
prove this for supfp) C (—3/2,3/2) when the leveN tends to infinity through the
square-free numbers; if the level is fixed the support dese®#o being contained
n (—1,1), though we still uniquely specify the symmetry type by cotmpy the
2-level density.

Levent Alpoge
Harvard University, Department of Mathematics, Harvardl€ie, Cambridge, MA 02138
e-mail: alpoge@college.harvard.edu

Nadine Amersi
Department of Mathematics, University College London, dam WC1E 6BT
e-mail:n.amersi@ucl.ac.uk

Geoffrey lyer
Department of Mathematics, UCLA, Los Angeles, CA 90095 akngeeoff.iyer@gmail.com

Oleg Lazarev
Department of Mathematics, Stanford University, Stanf@é 94305
e-mail: olazarev@stanford.edu

Steven J. Miller
Department of Mathematics & Statistics, Williams Collegélliamstown, MA 01267
e-mail:sjm1@williams.edu, Steven.Miller.MC.96 @aya.yale.edu

Liyang Zhang
Department of Mathematics, Yale University, New Haven, G520
e-mail: zhangliyangmath@gmail.com


http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.5886v2

2 Authors Suppressed Due to Excessive Length

1 Introduction

In this section we set the stage for our results by quicklyerging previous work
on zeros ofL-functions, leading up to-level correlations, densities and the con-
jectured correspondence with random matrix ensembleshidssta vast field and
the readership of this book is likely to have diverse backgds and interests, we
discuss in some detail the history of the subject in ordeutdhpe present problems
in context. We concentrate on some of the key theorems atistists and refer the
reader to the extensive literature for more informatiorteAthis quick tour we de-
scribe the Katz-Sarnak conjectures for the behavior ofligng zeros, and then in
§2 we state our new results for families of Maass forms (thdeetamiliar with this
field can skip this section and go straigh&®). The analysis proceeds by using the
Kuznetsov trace formula to convert sums over zeros to exgt@iesums over the
primes. Similar sums have been extensively studied by Maisrany papers over
the years (see for example [EMaS, Ma, MaP, MaS1, MaS2, M&Ti$)a pleasure
to dedicate this chapter to him on the occasion of hi8 Bidthday.

1.1 Zerosof L-Functions

The Riemann zeta functiofys) is defined for Rés) > 1 by

© 1 1 -1
9 =3 5= mme(l—p—s) ; 1)

the Euler product expansion is equivalent to the Fundarh@hiorem of Arith-
metic on the unique factorization of integers into prime posv Much can be
gleaned in this regime. For example, looking at the limig as 1 from above shows
the sum of the reciprocals of the primes diverge (and withgugtle work one gets
Y p<x1/p~ loglogx), and hence there are infinitely many prime. The true utdity
this function, however, doesn't surface until we consitenieromorphic continua-
tion £ (s) to the entire complex plane, where

E(s) == (s/2)ms?(s) = E(1—9). 2)

The product expansion showgs) has no zeros for Re) > 1, and from the func-
tional equation the only zeros for B8 < 0 are at the negative even integers. The
remaining zeros all have real part between 0 and 1; the RierHgpothesis [Rie]

is the statement that these zeros all have real part of 1/2.

Ever since Riemann’s classic paper, researchers haveitexpilbe connections
between zeros df(s) (and later othek-functions) to arithmetically important prob-
lem to translate information about the zeros to results imimer theory. For exam-
ple, it can be shown that(s) is never zero on the line R& = 1. This implies the
Prime Number Theorem: the number of primes at mpatx), is Li(x) plus a lower
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. X dt
Li(x) = /2 fogt’ 3)
excellent references for this and the subsequent resel{®ar, IK].

Similar results about primes in arithmetic progressionslnh@mm follow from
analogous results about the distribution of zeros of Dieith-functionsL(s, x) :=
SnX(n)/n% wherex ranges over all primitive characters moduto It is worth
noting that to study primes congruentdaenodulom it is not enough to studgne
specific DirichletL-function, but rather we need to understand the entire famil
coming from all characters of modulusin order to invoke orthogonality relations
to extract information about our progression from averageg(m); this notion of
family will be very important in our work later.

After determining main terms, it is natural to ask about therf of the lower
order terms. While the Riemann Hypothesis (RH) implies tiiat) = Li(x) +
O(x*?logx), neither it nor its generalization to otherfunctions (GRH) is pow-
erful enough to explain how the distribution of primes maxdnod varies with the
residue class, as these fluctuation are at the size of thes érmon GRH. Chebyshev
observed that there appeared to be more primes congruemital@lo 4 than to 1
modulo 4. We now have an excellent theory (see [RubSa]) ttatims this phe-
nomenon. A key ingredient is the Grand Simplicity Hypotkesihich asserts that
the zeros of these-functions are linearly independent over the rationals.

Assuming RH, the non-trivial zeros df(s) all have real part equal to 1/2, and
may thus be ordered on the line. It therefore makes senséktaliaut spacings
between adjacent zerps = 1/2+iy;, or better yet spacings between adjacent nor-
malized zeros (where we have normalized so that the avepaging is 1). Recent
work has shown powerful connections between these gapsrapattant arithmetic
quantities. For example, we can obtain excellent boundsersize of the class
groups of imaginary quadratic fields through knowing thestxice ol -functions
with multiple zeros at the central point [Go, GZ], or knowititat a positive per-
centage of gaps between normalized zeros of the Riemanfuret#on are at least
a certain fixed fraction of the average spacing [CI].

The central theme in the above examples is that the morenafiion we know
about the zeros of the-functions, the more we can say about arithmetically impor-
tant questions. We started with just knowledge of the zerothe line Rés) = 1,
and then extended to GRH and all non-trivial zeros havingpeg 1/2, and then
went beyond that to the distribution of the zeros on thatoadifine. In this chapter
we expand on this last theme, and explore the distributiareads ofL-functions
on the critical line.

order term, where

1.2 n-Level Correlations and Random Matrix Theory

While zeros ofL-functions is a rich subject with an extensive history, doryson
the number theory side begins in the 1970s with Montgomé¢kjtan] work on the
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pair correlation of the zeros @f(s). Given an increasing sequence of numHers}
andB c R"! a compact box, the-level correlatiorR,(B) is defined by

#{(ajl — Ujy, ..., Aj, ; —jy) €B, i < N}
N—oc0 N ’

(4)

where the indices above are distinct. Instead of using a ich is equivalent
to a sharp cut-off) it's often technically easier to considesimilar version with a
smooth test function (see [RS]).

While knowingall then-level correlations allows one to determine all the neigh-
bor spacings (see for example [Meh]), computing these fatrary B (or for any ad-
missible test function) is well beyond current technoloiyere are, however, many
important partial results. The first is the referred to on®lohtgomery [Mon], who
showed that for suitable test functions the 2-level densgsees with the 2-level
density of eigenvalues of the Gaussian Unitary EnsembleE)GUhere are many
ways to view these matrices. The easiest is that these areititar matrices whose
upper triangular entries are independently drawn from &aus (as the diagonal
must be real, we draw from a different Gaussian for theséesritian we do for the
non-diagonal ones). An alternative definition, which ekmahe use of the word
unitary, deals with the equality of the probability of chomgsa matrix and its con-
jugation by a unitary matrix; note this is equivalent to saythe probability of a
matrix is independent of the base used to write it down. Frgohysical point of
view these matrices represent the Hamiltonian of a systehat\Matters are their
eigenvalues, which correspond to the energy levels. Whieentries of the ma-
trix change depending on the basis used to write it down, idpengalues do not,
which leads us to the unitary invariance condition. Theskaher matrix families
had been extensively studied by Dyson, Mehta and Wigner gmmamy others; see
[Con, FM, For, Ha, Meh, MT-B] and the multitude of referent¢isrein for more
on the history and development of the subject.

This suggested a powerful connection between number treatyandom ma-
trix theory, which was further supported by Odlyzko’s intigations [Od1, Od2]
showing agreement between the spacings of zer@ggfand the eigenvalues of
the GUE. Subsequent work by Hejhal [Hej] on the triple catieh of {(s) and
Rudnick-Sarnak [RS] on the-level correlations for all automorphic cuspidal
functions, again under suitable restrictions, provideditaahal support for the con-
jectured agreement between the limiting behavior of zefds-functions (as we
move up the critical line) and eigenvaluesk N matrices (atN — o).

These results indicated a remarkable universality in bienawhile there are
many random matrix ensembles, it appeared that only one aeded for number
theory. A little thought, however, shows that this might betthe full story. The
reason is that the-level correlations are insensitive to the behavior of &ilyimany
zeros. In other words, we can remove finitely many zeros ahchangeR,(B). This
is particularly troublesome, as there are many problemsevbrely a few zeros mat-
ter. For example, the Birch and Swinnerton-Dyer conjectiB& D1, BS-D2] states
that the order of vanishing of tHefunction associated to the elliptic curve equals
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the rank of its Mordell-Weil group; thus in studies on thi®iplem weonly care
about what is happening at the central point, and not at allalvhat is happening
far away on the critical line.

Later studies by Katz and Sarnak [KaSal, KaSa2] confirmetdntioae care is
needed. Tha-level correlations of the zeros &ffunctions agree not only with
those from the GUE, but also with those coming from the ctadsiompact groups.
The advantage of the latter is that the probability a magrishiosen is derived from
the Haar measure on the group, which is a canonical choidégiglim sharp contrast
to the definition of the GUE, where we fix a probability distriton and choose in-
dependent entries from it, which begs the question why osteilolition was chosen
over another (for the GUE, the answer is that the Gaussiamésd upon us by our
assumption of the probability being invariant under uwit@ansformations of the
basis). They proved that 86— o then-level correlations of the eigenvalues are the
same for all the classical compact groups (unitary, syntigleend orthogonal, split
or not split by sign). Thus one could just as easily say that#ros of (s) behave
like the eigenvalues of orthogonal matrices instead of tb&G

This led Katz and Sarnak to introduce a new statistic thabth hble to distin-
guish the different classical compact groups and which diépen the behavior of
eigenvalues near 1. We briefly describe the comparisonsleetmwumber theory and
random matrix theory. If we assume the Riemann hypothesrsttihe non-trivial ze-
ros have real part 1/2 and we may write thenpgas= 1/2+iy; for y; real. On the
random matrix theory side, the classical compact groupsiaitary matrices, and
we can therefore write their eigenvalueseds with 6, real. From intuition gleaned
from earlier results, as well as function field analoguedzkamd Sarnak were led
to conjecture that in the appropriate limits the behaviarerbs near 1/2 agree with
the behavior of eigenvalues near 1 (more generally, onelsarcampare values of
L-functions and characteristic polynomials of matrices).

1.3 n-level Densities and the Katz-Sarnak Philosophy

Unfortunately, it is not possible to compare just the zerbsree L-function near
the central point to the eigenvalues of one matrix. As in margblems in ana-
lytic number theory, we need to be able to execute some typessbging and take
some kind of limit in order to isolate out a main term and makagpess. For the
n-level correlations (or, equivalently, for Odlyzko’s wosk spacings between adja-
cent zeros), onk-function provides infinitely many zeros, and the averagesm
between zeros at heigfitis on the order of 1logT. Thus if we go high up, we are
essentially averaging over the zeros of thdtinction, and can isolate out a univer-
sal, main term behavior. If instead we concentrate on thelyang zeros, those near
the central point, the situation is very different. To eaefunctionL(s, f) we can
associate a quantity, called the analytic conductoisuch that the first few zeros
are of size Ylogc;. If we rescale so that these zeros are of mean spacing ome, the
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given any constar@ there are essentially a finite number (depending basiaadly |
onC) that are at most.

In order to make progress we need to collect a large numHbefaictions which
should behave similar and are naturally connected. We @elli a collection dam-
ily of L-functions. The definition of what is a family is still a wonk progress (see
[DMZ2] among others), but most natural collectionslefunctions are. Examples
include families of Dirichlet characters (either all of asgm conductor, all whose
conductor is in a given range s@ly, 2N], or just quadratic characters whose con-
ductor is in a range), cuspidal newforms (and very imporsatitsets, one or two
parameter families of elliptic curves), symmetric powefrsusp forms, and so on.
Collections that are not families would include arbitrampsets, for example, cusp
forms whose third Fourier coefficient is 2 modulo 5, or cugprf®whose first zero
above the central point is at least twice the average. Tipiaa the conductors (or
range) grows we have more and maréunctions in the family. The Katz-Sarnak
philosophy is that if we take averages of statistics of zenas the family then in
the limit it will converge and agree with the corresponditafistic for the scaling
limit of a classical compact group as the matrix size tendsftoity.

The main statistic we study in this paper is thelevel density. For convenience
of exposition we assume the Generalized Riemann Hypotfadiss, ) (and thus
all the zeros are of the form/2+iy;.+ with y;;¢ real), though the statistic below
makes sense even if GRH fails. Letx) = [1}_; ¢j(xj) where eacty; is an even
Schwartz functions such that the Fourier transforms

) = [ _@e ™ ©)
are compactly supported. Theevel density forf with test functiong is

Dn(f, @) = Z @ (LeVige) - @h (Lt Vinst) (6)

whereL; is a scaling parameter which is frequently related to thedootor. The
idea is to average over simildr, and use the explicit formula to relate this sum
over zeros to a sum over the Fourier coefficients ol tfienctions. See for example
[ILS], the seminal paper in the subject and the first to ex@tbese questions, and
see [RS] for a nice derivation of the explicit formula for geal automorphic forms.
The subject is significantly harder if the conductors varyhia family, as then
we cannot just pass the averaging over the forms througtesidunction to the
Fourier coefficients of thé-functions. If we only care about the 1-level density,
then we may rescale the zeros by using the average log-cturdostead of the
log-conductor; as this is the primary object of study beloevshall rescale all the
L-functions in a family by the same quantity, which we deri®tand we emphasize
this fact by writingDn (f, ¢, R). For more on these technical issues, see [Mill, Mil2],
which studies families of elliptic curves where the vaoatin conductors must be
treated. There it is shown that if the conductors vary withfamily then this global
renormalization leads to problems, and in the 2-level cdatpns terms emerge
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where we cannot just pass the averaging through the testdan some problems,
however, it is important to compute thdevel densities. One application is to obtain
significantly better bounds on the order of vanishing at #r@ml point (see [HM]).
Another is to distinguish orthogonal candidates if the\ielean only be computed
for small support; we will elaborate on this below.

Given a family.# = Un.Zn of L-functions with conductors tending to infinity,
then-level densityDn(Z, @, R; w) with test functionp, scalingRand a non-negative
weight functionw is defined by

2o W(F)Dn(f, 0, R;
Dn(Z,9,Rw) = lim Zicy WHD(T,  RW)
N Y teamyW(T)

(7)

The advantage of this statistic is that individual zeros cantribute in the limit,
with most of the contribution coming from the zeros near taetral point due to
the rapid decay of the test functions. Further, as we aragu®gg over similar forms
there is a hope that there is a nice limiting behavior. In rapgtlications we really
havewr (t) = w(t/T), but suppress the subscriptas its understood.

Katz and Sarnak [KaSal, KaSaz2] proved thatriHevel density is different for
each classical compact group, and found nice determingainesions for them. Set
K(y) := 22 andKe(x,y) := K(x—Y) + €K (x+Y) for € = 0,41. They proved that
if Gy is ei’ﬁ,\er the family olN x N unitary, symplectic or orthogonal families (split
or not split by sign), the-level density for the eigenvalues convergedlas o to

/"'/(P(le---7Xn)Wn,G(X17---7Xn)dX1"'an
= [ [ @0 Ny Yy ®)

where
Wm,SO(ever)(X) = det(Kl(Xivxj))i,jSm
m
Winsarodd) (X) = detKo1(xi,Xj))ij<m+ 5 6(Xc) detK1(X,X}))i j
K=1
1 1
Wm,SO(X) = éwm,so(ever) (X)+ EWm,SO(odd) (X)
Winu(X) = det(Ko(Xi,Xj))i,j<m
Whnsp(x) = detK_1(x,Xj))ij<m. 9)
While these densities are all different, for the 1-level signwith test functions
whose Fourier transforms are supported-ii, 1) the three orthogonal flavors can-
not be distinguished from each other, though they can béengisshed from the

unitary and symplectic. Explicitly, the Fourier Transfariior the 1-level densities
are
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WL sgreven (U) = &(u) + 5110
Wesolt) = Bo(u) + 5

—

Wi oo (1) = (i) — 577 (0) + 1

Wisglu) = Bo(u) ~ 31
Wiy (u) = Go(u), (10)

wheren(u) is 1, 1/2, and 0 for|u| less than 1, 1, and greater than 1, @pds the
standard Dirac Delta functional. Note that the first threesitees agree foju| < 1
and split (ie, become distinguishable) fgr > 1. Thus in order to uniquely specify
a symmetry type among the three orthogonal candidates, itmer eeeds to ob-
tain results for support exceedifigl,1), or compute the 2-level density, as that is
different for the three orthogonal groups for arbitrarigadl support [Mil1, Mil2].

The Katz-Sarnak Density Conjecture states that the beha¥iperos near the
central point in a family oL-functions (as the conductors tend to infinity) agrees
with the behavior of eigenvalues near 1 of a classical cotgracip (as the matrix
size tends to infinity). For suitable test functions, this haen verified in many fam-
ilies, including Dirichlet characters, elliptic curvesigpidal newforms, symmetric
powers of Gl(2) L-functions, and certain families of G#) and GL(6) L-functions;
see for example [DM1, DM2, ER-GR, FiM, FI, Gao, GU, HM, HRSlKaSa2, LM,
Mil2, MilPe, OS, RR, Ro, Rub, Ya, Yo]. This correspondencénsen zeros and
eigenvalues allows us, at least conjecturally, to assigefiamite symmetry type to
each family ofL-functions (see [DM2, ShTe] for more on identifying the syetny
type of a family).

For this work, the most important families studied to datetaslomorphic cusp
forms. Using the Petersson formula (and a delicate analy#iie exponential sums
arising from the Bessel-Kloosterman term), lwaniec, Lua 8arnak [ILS] proved
that the limiting behavior of the zeros near the central pofrholomorphic cusp
forms agrees with that of the eigenvalues of orthogonal inegrfor suitably re-
stricted test functions. In this chapter we look at the oiBép/Q family of L-
functions, Maass waveforms.

2 Statement of Main Results

We first describe the needed normalizations and notatioadofamilies of Maass
forms, and then conclude by stating our new results and Isket¢he arguments.
The beginning of the proofs are similar to that in all fanslgudied to date: one uses
the explicit formula to convert sums over zeros to sums dweFburier coefficients

of the L-functions. The difficulty is averaging over the family. Inder to obtain
support beyond—1,1), we have to handle some very delicate exponential sums;
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these arise from the Bessel-Kloosterman term in the Kuemdtace formula. To
facilitate applying it, we spend a lot of time choosing tedite weights. This is
similar to previous work on cuspidal newforms where the harim weights were
used to simplify the application of the Petersson trace tdamit is possible to
remove these weights, and this is done in [ILS]. For someegipdns it is important
to have unweighted families, in order to talk about the petage of forms that
vanish at the central point to a given order (see [HM]); for purposes we are
primarily interested in obtaining large enough support miquely determine the
symmetry type, and thus choose our weight functions acaglyli

2.1 Normalizations and Notation

We quickly recall the basic properties of Maass forms (se [IIK, Liu, LiuYe]
for details), and then review the 1-level density from thet &ection with an empha-
sis on the important aspects for the subsequent computaiiéam use the standard
conventions. Specifically, bj < B we mean|A| < c|B| for a positive constart.
Similarly, A< B meansA < B andA > B. We sete(x) := exp(2rix), and define the
Fourier transform of by

&) == [ f(oe(-xe)dx (11)
Let u be a Maass cusp form d@(N), N square-free, with Laplace eigenvalue

Au=: (3 +ity)(3 —itu). Selberg’s 316ths theorem implies that we may take> 0
orty € [0, 3]i. Next we Fourier expand as follows:

U2 = y”?y an(u)Ks 1/2(2mnly)e(ny). (12)
n+0
Let
Mn(u) = — 20 (13)
" cosh{mt,)Y/2

We normalizeu so thatA;(u) = 1.
TheL-function associated tois

L(su) = Z/\nn’s. (14)

n>1

By results from Rankin-Selberg theory thdunction is absolutely convergentin the
right half-plane(s) > 1 (one could also use the work of Kim and Sarnak [K, KSa]
to obtain absolutely convergentin the right half-plahe) > 71/64, which suffices
for our purposes). Thedefunctions analytically continue to entire functions oéth
complex plane, satisfying the functional equation
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A(su) = (-1)*A(1-su), (15)

with . )
Alsu) == T (S+ ‘;+ 't) r (S+ 82_”) L(su). (16)

Factoring
1—-ApX+X% =1 (1—apX)(1—BpX) (17)
at each prime (the, B, are the Satake parameterpatwe get an Euler product
L(su) = [X—app ) H(1—Bpop )Y, (18)
P

which again converges fai (s) sufficiently large.

For the remainder of the papgfy denotes an orthogonal basis of Maass cusp
forms onlp(N), all normalized so that; = 1; thus%y is not orthonormal under
the Petersson inner product on the space. Note we do not taksisiofnewforms
— that is, the delicate sieving out of oldforms as in [ILS] istmone. Of course
such sieving is easy fod prime by the relevant Wey! law.

We use the notation A@\;w) to denote the average éf over #y with each
elementu € %y given weightw(u). That is,

uezy A
Avg(Aw) = ZZQTW'

(19)

Our main statistic for studying the low-lying zeros (i.&gtzeros near the central
point) is the 1-level density; we quickly summarize the rezedefinitions and facts
from §1.3. Letg be an even Schwartz function such that the Fourier transfpofn
¢ has compact support; that is,

o) = [ e 2mdx (20)

and there is am < o such tha@(y) = 0 fory outside(—n,n).
The 1-level density of the zeros bfs,u) is

Do R) = 5 o( e @)
9

wherep = 1/2+iy are the nontrivial zeros dif(s,u), and logR is a rescaling pa-
rameter related to the average log-conductor in the weilgfataily, whose choice

is forced upon us by (46). Under GRH allare real and the zeros can be ordered,;
while GRH gives a nice interpretation to the 1-level densitys not needed for
our purposes. Ag is a Schwartz function, most of the contribution comes from
the zeros near the central pomt 1/2. The different classical compact groups
(unitary, symplectic, and orthogonal) have distinguidadblevel densities for arbi-
trarily small support; however, the 1-level densities for €ven and odd orthogonal
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matrix ensembles are equal for test functions whose Fotraesforms are sup-
ported in(—1,1). There are two solutions to this issue. One possibility {gedorm

a more detailed analysis and “extend support”. The otheo istudy the 2-level
density, which Miller [Mil1, Mil2] showed distinguishes ¢torthogonal ensembles
for arbitrarily large support. For some of the families saddbelow we are able to
calculate the support beyorid-1,1), and we may thus determine which of the or-
thogonal groups should be the symmetry group; for the otlumilies our support
is too limited and we instead study the 2-level density.

2.2 Main Results

Similar to how the harmonic weights facilitate applicasoof the Petersson for-
mula to average the Fourier coefficients of cuspidal newfo(eee for instance
[ILS, MilMo]), we introduce nice, even weight functions tsmeoth the sum over
the Maass forms. As we will see below, some type of weightingegicessary in or-
der to restrict to conductors of comparable size. While twmice does not include
the characteristic function ¢T, 2T], we are able to localize for the most part to con-
ductors neall, and are able to exploit smoothness properties of the wéigltion

in applications of the Kuznetsov trace formula. Furthempiiablems such as these
the primary goal is to have as large support as possible &oFturier transform
of the test function that hits the zeros. For more on theseegssee [AM], where
Alpoge and Miller impose even more restrictions on the wefghctions, which
allow them to increase the support.

We consider the averaged one-level density weighted by fifereint weight
functions of “nice” analytic properties. Lél € C* ((—3,2)) be an even smooth
bump function of compact support on the real line, andHdte its Fourier trans-
form. We may of course (by applying this construction to assguoot — recall that
the support of a convolution is easily controlled) take> 0. We may also takél
to have an ordeK zero at 0. Let

r
Hr(r) = H (?) . (22)

This is essentially supported in a band of lengtii about+T.
Next, in the same way, léte C* ((—%,3)) be even. We also requiteto have

an order at least 8 zero at 0. Note that, by the same proces®es, ave may take
h(x) > 0 for all x € R and also (by Schwarz reflectiohjix) > 0 for all x € R. Let
T be a positive odd integer. We let

_ th(®)
hr(r) = ﬁ (23)

This is the same test function used in [AM], and is essegt&lpported in a band
of length= T about+T.
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By trivially bounding the Fourier integral we observe that

H(x+iy), h(x+iy) < exp(#) (24)
Hence
. il
Hr(ir) < exp<%), (25)
and, using sinfx) > e, we find
ils
hr(r) < exp<—%). (26)

These will both be useful in what follows. R

In one-level calculations we will take an even Schwartz fiomcg such thatp is
supported insidé—n, n]. We suppress the dependence of constants Hn¢g and
n (as these are all fixed), but ndtor the levelN since one or both of these will be
tending to infinity.

We weight each elementc %y by eitherHr (ty)/||u]|? or hr (t,)/]|ul|?, where

1 dxdy
2 2
ul|¢ = |Ju = u(z)——= 27
I = 1l = (T ) s "7 @7
is theL?-norm of u on the modular curv¥(N), and, as before), = 7 +t2 is the
Laplace eigenvalue af. Recall that

[SLo(Z) : To(N)] =: v(N) = [(p+1). (28)
PIN

The averaged weighted one-level density may thus be wiitterwill see in (46)
thatR =< T°N is forced)

Dl(%qu)v R'W) = Avg (Dl(uv(pv R)!W(tu)/Hqu) ’ (29)

wherew(ty) is eitherHr (t,) or hr (ty).

The main question is to determine the behavioDaf %N, @,R;w) as either
the levelN or the weight parametér tends to infinity; specifically, one is gener-
ally interested in the corresponding symmetry group. Tlaeeenow several works
[DM2, KaSal, KaSa2, ShTe] which suggest ways to determmeytmmetry group.
For our family, they suggest the following conjecture.

Conjecture2.1 Lethr be asin(23), ¢ an even Schwartz function wi@hof compact
support, and R< T2N. Then

im D (#n,9.Rw) = | ¢t Wi solt)dt (30)
500 JR
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where W so:= 1+ %60. In other words, the symmetry group associated to the family
of Maass cusp forms of level N is orthogonal.

In [AM] the above conjecture is shown fof = 1,w = hr, with the extra restric-
tions thath has X > 8 zeros at the origin and su@p) C (—2+ 51,2 — 5é1)-
Ouir first result here is in the case where the I&Vébnds to infinity (remember that

N must be square-fre€l],andK are fixed, andv = wr equals eitheht or Hr.

Theorem 2.2 Fix T and K and let R< T2N. LetH be an even non-negative func-
tion with K zeros at 0 and Fourier transfonh‘l €C”((~%.%)), and let h be an

even function with 8 zeros at 0 afids C® ((=%.3)). Let the weights w= wr be
either Hr or hr, where these are the functions glven(Bg) and (23), respectively.

Let @ be an even Schwartz function withpg( @) C (—z, 2) Then

fm Di(n. . Rwr) = [ @MAso(t)dL (31)

N square-free

Notice that the support in Theorem 2.2 exceédd, 1), and thus we have
uniquely specified which orthogonal group is the symmetougrof the family.

Next we investigate the case whétés fixed andT tends to infinity through odd
values. For ease of exposition we take- 1.

Theorem 2.3 Let h be an even function with 8 zeros at 0 &relC* (-3, 1)), and
define k as in(23). Let @ be an even Schwartz function W'Etbpl:(a) C(-1,1),
and take R< T2N with N= 1. Then

lim D3 (%1, @.Rr) = | @t)Wssolt)dt (32)

T odd

We also get a similar, though slightly weaker, result forwregght functionw =
Hr if we allow K = ord,_oH (2) to vary. For the argument given we invoke the work
of [ILS] twice, since we reduce the Bessel-Kloosterman tefthe Kuznetsov trace
formula to sum of Kloosterman terms arising in the Peters$sae formula. Since
[ILS] use GRH (specifically, for Dirichlet-functions and_-functions associated to
symmetric squares of holomorphic cusp forms), we must, too.

Theorem 2.4 Assume GRH for Dirichlet L-functions and symmetric squares
holomorphic cusp forms of level 1. Let H be an even, non-negéinction with
K zeros at 0 and Fourier transforid € C® ((—%,%)), and let the weights w: wr
be Hr, which is given by22). Let ¢ be an even Schwartz function Wprp{(p) -

(—1+4 s5%. 1— 53¢ )- Take R< T2N. Then

fim Ds(#1.@.RHr) = [ pMAso(t)dt (33)
—00 R

Notice the support in Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 is too small touetjgdetermine
which orthogonal symmetry is present (this is because tleel®rel densities of
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the orthogonal flavors all agree insifle1,1)). At the cost of more technical argu-
ments, Alpoge and Miller [AM] are able to extend the suppestdnd(—1,1) when
weighting byht, thereby determining the symmetry group to be orthogonahis
work we instead compute the 2-level density, which providegcond proof that
the symmetry type of the family of Maass cusp forms on(&l) is orthogonal. The
2-level density is defined in (36). As any support for the &lalensity suffices to
uniquely determine the symmetry group, we do not worry alodiining optimal
results.

Theorem 2.5 Let wy equal ir or Hr, R= T2, and let

— 1 wr (tu)
N (=1) = o z T (34)
ue %y [Tug|? u(—1)eteHl=—1

be the weighted percentage of Maass formsAnwith odd functional equation.
Write

Do(%1, o1 @2, Riwr) = Avg (D2(%1,u, @1, @, R);wr (t) /| |ul?) (35)

with

logR logR
DZ(%lauaml.a(maRr\NT) = (Rl.( 2%‘[ )(pZ( g VJ)
T3

— Dl(%la u, (Rl.a RaVVT)Dl('%la u, (pZa RaWT)
- 2D1(%11 U, g1p, RaWT)
+ 5(,l>s+e’+1’,l(p.l.(o)(p2(o)a (36)
the average 2-level density of the weighted family of lewdhass cusp forms, and

the 2-level density of @ %, respectively. Let £ g denote the convolution of f and
g. Then, forr < 1 and(pl @ even Schwartz functions supported i, €),

Jim Do Revr) = (22 +6:0)) (B2 +00))

+2 [ M@0 ge(x)ax
—(1- (1)@ (0)@(0) — 2(@* @)(0),  (37)

agreeing with the 2-level density of the scaling limit of athogonal ensemble with
proportions of. 4" (—1) SO(odd) matrices andL — .4"(—1) SO(ever) matrices.

A similar result holds forAy — all the calculations will be standard given our work
on the one-level densities.
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2.3 Outline of Arguments

By a routine application of the explicit formula we immedilgtreduce the problem
to studying averages of Hecke eigenvalues over the spacaa$d/cusp forms of
level N. For this we apply the Kuznetsov trace formula, as found ih][KVe are
quickly reduced to studying a term of shape

V(N) M/ﬂgzw (4"\/ﬁ‘) wr(r) . (38)

cN cN / cosHmm)

In all cases the idea is to move the contour fridmo R —iY with Y — co. The
properties of the weightsr or Hr ensure that the integral along the moving line
vanishes in the limit, so all that is left in place of the int&lgs the sum over poles,
of shape (up to negligible error in the casengf which also has poles of its own)

3 (Dl (4’2\,@) (2k+ Tywr <%“l) .

Now the N — oo limit is very easy to take, as all the Bessel functions inedlv
have zeros at 0. So the term does not contribute (the totad imas ordeiT2v(N),
canceling thev(N) out in front). With some care we arrive at Theorem 2.2.

If instead we takeN = 1 andwy = Hr, then, by standard bounds on Bessel
functions,J2k+l(4"g/r_") is very small fork larger than= @ For us,/mwill always
be bounded in size by something thatdsT"7. Thus fork smaller than this range,
the Bessel term is still controlled but not too small. It is term

wr <%+1|> = H <%JTF1|> < (;)K (40)

that is small. Upon taking

(39)

1

K > 17 (41)
it is in fact small enough to bound trivially. For slightlyrtger support we instead
appeal to the bounds of [ILS] on sums of Kloosterman sumsghvaire derived
from assuming GRH for Dirichldt-functions. This gives Theorem 2.4. In fact, the
expression we get is exactly a weighted sum of terms appearifiLS] from the
Kloosterman terms of Petersson formulas. It would be istarg to find a concep-
tual explanation for this.

The proof of Theorem 2.3 is a simplified version of the arguigéren in [AM],
except considerably shortened — instead of delicate aisady®xponential sums,
we just use Euler-Maclaurin summation. As one would expeactsopport is thus
smaller than that in [AM], but the argument and main ideassagrificantly easier
to see.
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The proof of Theorem 2.5 follows from the previous resultd another applica-
tion of the Kuznetsov formula, this time to the inner prodofct,, with qu/ with
p,q primes.

3 Preliminariesfor the Proofs

In this section we compute and analyze some expansions aultimg expressions
that are useful in the proofs of our main theorems. We stag8Bifth by using the
explicit formula to relate the sum over zeros to sums oveHbeke eigenvalues of
the associated cusp forms. The weights and normalizatiensheosen to facilitate
applying the Kuznetsov trace formula to these sums, whicldaeAfter trivially
handling several of the resulting terms$®.2 we analyze the Bessel function inte-
gral that arises. We then use these resulfglito prove the stated theorems.

3.1 Calculating the averaged one-level density

We first quickly review the computation of the explicit fortausee [ILS, RS] for
details. Letu € %Ay, and for an even Schwartz test functigrset

_1
P(s) = (p(%) ) (42)
Consider
/\/
i (D(S)X(& uyds (43)

By moving the integration to = —% and applying the functional equation, we find
that

/

—(s,u)@(s)ds = Di(u, ) (44)
Jo=3 A
(use the rapid decay a@f along horizontal lines and Phragmen-Lindelof to justify
the shift). After expanding the logarithmic derivative aquthe usual way, applying
the Kim-Sarnak bound, and noticing thaf, = /\g — Xo(p) for xo the principal
character moduldl, this equality simplifies to
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0) -~ logN + log(1 +t2 loglogR+ loglogN
Da(ug) = Zp 4 g(0) (PRI ) o (2l et )
2 A logp .~
2 2 gp(p(mogp)_ (45)
A% p2logR - \ l0gR

Thus, if wr is essentially supported oa T (as arehr andHry), the averaged
one-level density is (sincgu|| =< 1 under our normalizations, by [Smi])

. _00) -~ log(T?N) loglogR+ loglogN
Ds(%n, @ Rwr) = =+ (0)( ogr ) 7© logR
2 Iogp A(ﬁlogp>
) AVg(A s Wr). (46)
=] p pzlogR \ logR "

Notice the above computation tells us the correct scalingseisR < T2N.
The difficulty is in determining the averages over Hecke migdues. For this we
use the Kuznetsov formula feBy. Letwr equalhy or Hr.

Theorem 3.1 (Kuznetsov trace formula (see [KL], page 86)) Let me Z*. Then

3 /?'Tj('TJZ)WT(tU) = a“%z(m/érwﬂt)tanr(m)dr
1 /&r(m ,(ip))Gir (1, (ip)) MW (r) |
R [(ip)I[P1¢(1+2ir)[?

(ip p|N€{0 1o

BRI o (M)
(47)

where S is the usual Kloosterman suim,) o runs through allo <i, < 1 with p
ranging over the prime factors of N,

Gir(a,(ip)) =
—1-2ir
: Xo(d mod [y pt'e) ( af )
: ML LR T
ne) e > e\ @) @

fe(z/ MpiN p'PzZ)

J is the usual Bessel function, and

|2 B plfip B N

16917 = (1555 = S

(49)

In our applications we always haye,N) = 1 since we only taken= 1, p, or
p?, which means that the contribution from the principal cteain the definition
of &ir may be ignored. Also the inner sumd (a, (ip)) is of the form
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Z e(é) = un < 1. (50)
se@mzyx \N

Hence, bounding trivially and noting that oarhave at most three divisors, we find

-1
Gir (& (ip)) < <|‘| pip> : (51)

pIN

Also, by work of de la Vallee Poussin on the prime number thegq (1 + 2ir) >
log(2+ |r|)~L. Hence the second term in (47), the Eisenstein contribigon

N 1 "
< v(N) > i /wr(r)log(2+|r|)dr
(ip)p|N|_|p“\lpp R
N)T logT 1
< wﬂl_;’__
N PIN

— (%)ZTDQT. (52)

In our applications we will always divide these expressionthe corresponding
expression withm= 1, which gives the total mass of the family (“the denominator
in the sequel). We will see that it is of orderT?v(N) (see Corollary 3.4). Hence,
since it will be divided by something of orderT?v(N), the Eisenstein contribution
is thus negligible foN or T large.

Note that the diagonal term (that is, the first term of (47)hwi = 1) is

v(N)/ﬂ%er(r)tanr(m)dr = T2y(N). (53)

Hence to show the claim about the total mass it suffices to ddue last term of
(47) in the case ofn= 1.

We have therefore reduced the computation of the weightledel-density to
understanding the “Bessel-Kloosterman” terms. We isdlageresult below.

Lemma3.2 If m=1, p or p? is coprime to N and wequals k or Hr, then

Am
; ”u—(||l2“ﬁ(tu) = 5m,1'(x TZN)

+O<<$)2TI09T>
%V(N) zls(m,i;Nc)/J2ir (473/%) rwr (r) dr

+ N Nc / coshmr)

’
C

(54)
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wheredn 1 - (x T2N) is the product of a term on the order of Nl with Kronecker’s
delta.

3.2 Handling the Bessel integral

As in [AM], the technical heart of the analysis of the Kuzmetformula is the fol-
lowing claim, which relies on the analytic propertiedhgfandHr; see§5 (Appendix
1) for a proof.

Proposition 3.3 Let T be an odd integer. Let X T. Let wr equal i or Hy, where
these are the weight functions from Theorems 2.2 throughr2én

[ 33000 g clz<—nKhHﬂxxzk+nmw((k+§)i)

cosHm) o
+e 2y (—1)szkT(X)k2h(k)] (55)
K>1
[+0Me%UL (56)

where g, ¢,, and @ are constants independentof X and T, and the terms in braicket
are included if and only if w= hr.

Since Bessel functions of integer order are much bettetiestiobjects than those
of purely imaginary order, this is a useful reduction. Thiegkation also realizes the
Kloosterman term in the Kuznetsov formula as a sort of ave(tmpugh the “weight
function” is growing exponentially in the case ldf) of Kloosterman terms arising
in Petersson formulas over all even weights.

For what follows we quickly note the following corollary, vain determines the
size of the denominator (total mass) mentioned above.

Corollary 3.4 Let wr equal k- or Hr (as above). Then

3 Wil 2, ). (57)

2
W 1l

Proof. It suffices to show that
S(1,1;0) ‘ am 1\. V(N)T
N ZL % 1) Jokr1 °N (2k+ 1) k+ 5 ) < N

To see this, we bound trivially by using
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k
k(X)) < (X/k!z) , (59)
and
sm(_z‘;ln) > T (60)

in the case ofvr = hr.

4 Proofs of the Main Theorems

Using the results from the previous section, we can now poavenain theorems.
All arguments begin with the following reductions. We firsteu(46) to reduce the
determination of the 1-level density to that of sums of thégiveed averages of,
andA .. We then use the Kuznetsov trace formula (Theorem 3.1) tlyzm¢éhese
sums. By Lemma 3.2 we are reduced to bounding the contritoéribon the Bessel-
Kloosterman term, to which we apply Proposition 3.3 to aralthese exponential
sums. We now turn to the details of each of these cases.

4.1 Proof of Theorem 2.2

It suffices to study

y:_iz

1% p?logR

2logp ~ [ tlogp\ V(N) — S(pf,1;c)
logR N C; c

: (—1>kJ2k+1<4Z%><2k+1>wrr(%“i), (61)

k>0

and bound? by something growing strictly slower thar{N). This is because we

get to divide this term by the total mass, which by Corollarg B of the order

T2?v(N). AsT is fixed, we are dividing by a quantity on the ordengN).
Bounding trivially, we find
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2k+1 2k+1:\ 2
v < N sl (2m) Wr|( 2 '); 3 2|OQD(C Jhre-2c 1l
N & & (2K)! (=1 pt/2<Rn /2 logR
v(N 2m)% 2k+1\ RNk
g o ()
NZ-€ & (2K)! 2 N2|ogR
N1— +£T2r) ) =
NPT 27T or(r2inn-2)
< V(N )IogN+IogT ' (62)

AsT is fixed, the above is negligible far < 3/2, which completes the proof. O

4.2 Proof of Theorem 2.3

It suffices to study

logp ~/ (lo ¢ 1;c
o= Z ap (p(2| gp) Zs(p )
£1% p2logT ogT ) £ ¢

4
A1TPp2 2k+1.
LS (Tp> (2k+ 1)hT( . ) (63)
kzO

and bound¥ by something growing strictly slower tharf. This is becaus#l is
fixed, so by Corollary 3.4 the denominator that occurs in tlegghted averages is
on the order off 2.

In [AM] (see their (3.8) to (3.18) — for the convenience of tleader, this argu-
ment is reproduced i§6 (Appendix ), it is proved that

4mip? 2k+1

k;)(—l)szkJrl <T> (2k+ 1)hy <T'>
—aT 3 e(vsin( 7)) (Feos(T) ) <o)

lal<%
= cgTS(Y)+0O(Y), (64)

Whereﬁ(x) := x2h(x) andY := 2p//2/c. We apply the Euler-Maclaurin summation
formula to the first term, yielding
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In differentiating the expression

. TaNN 2 [ TY na
e(Ysm(T)) h (T COS(T)) (66)
k times, the worst case is when we differentiate the expoalkesnery single time

and pick up a factor o(%)k; otherwise we gain at least one factorfo{fremember
thatY should be thought of as ord&f). Hence we may bound the error term by

[ (e(vsm ()i Beos(2)))

TakingM > 1+ ﬁ the error term is thu® (Y /T).

Next, by the same analysis, in the second term of (65) werdidtifferentiate the
exponential every single time, or we gain a factofdfom differentiatingh or one
of the cogma /T)’s produced from differentiating the exponential. Thugcsi we
differentiate at least twice, all but one term in tkéold derivative is bounded by
Y /T2. The last remaining term, obtained by differentiating tkpanentiak times,

vanishes becausehas a zero at 0.
Hence it remains to bound the first term of (65). This we do lggrating by
parts, via

M
do <« (}r—() T. (67)

%) _ L e (Y
/e“’ f(dx = —— [ e (qd(x)) dx (68)
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Hence we obtain the bound

Y
S(Y) < T (70)
Thus
4mp'/? 2k+1 (/2
—l)kJ2k+1< P )(Zk 1)hT( a |) < P (71)
K>0 c 2 c
That is, this tells us that
2 logp (ﬁlogp> S(p,1;c)
,Zzpf/zlogT 2logT C; c
4mpt/2 2k+1,
: (—1)" k11 (2k+1)hy <—|>
L; + c 2
2 logp ¢logp 1, | P72
< /ZZ p!/2logT <2logT) C;C ’ c
Iogp
<
= logT
T2
< gt (72)

Forn < 1 this is negligible upon division by the total mass (whiclirderT?),
completing the proof. O

4.3 Proof of Theorem 2.4

Before proceeding it bears repeating that the same limgimport ak gets large
(namely,(—1,1)) can be achieved by just trivially bounding as above (thawith-
out exploiting cancellation in sums of Kloosterman sumsj, e present here an
argument connecting the Kuznetsov formula to the Peterfggarula as studied in
[ILS] instead.

It suffices to study

logp (ﬁlogp) S(p’,1;¢)
= pf/zlogT 2logT Z c

3 kJM(‘“ff’ ><2k 1>HT(2k2+ 1) (73)

2
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and bound? by something growing strictly slower thait. Let

Qﬁ(m,c) - kazs(p,11C)Jkl<47Hn\/r)) 6<|ng> 2logp (74)
P

c logR/ \/plogR’
exactly as in [ILS]. Then this simplifies to (dropping comdt)

Sets @ (%10 Qb o(130) (75)

if we ignore the/ = 2 term, which is insignificant by e.g. GRH for symmetric sequar
L-functions on Gk/Q (as in [ILS]).
In Sections 6 and 7 of [ILS] they prove

Theorem 4.1 Assume GRH for all Dirichlet L-functions. Then

Qi(mic) < H(zImTK (log(2c)) 2 (76)
where
. 27k k>3z
= - 77
(@) {kl/z otherwise (77
and
n
z = 47TCT . (78)

Hence the sum over now converges with no problem, and we may ignore it.
What remains is

™" Y (2 M <%¢1u> (ke

k .
_T’7< 3 k£+%H<—2k+1i>+ >3 7'(1“'4(22_*1')). (79)
0<k < T" 21 T < k 2

The second term in parentheses poses no problem. For theefinst using
H(x) < XX, we see that the above is bounded by

T KEH2 KT K « T31-(-nK, (80)
o<k < TN

Thus we need

2+K 1
Sl R S 81
= S+K 542K (81)
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Again, by takingK even larger we could have just trivially bounded througlamga
not invoked [ILS] or GRH, but the connection noted above maybindependent
interest.

4.4 Proof of Theorem 2.5

By definition

D2(%1,u, @1, ¢, Rwr) = D1(Z1,u, @, Rwr)D1 (%1, U, @, Rwr)
- 2D1(<@17 u, grp, R) + 6(71)€+£/+1’71@_(0)@(0)-
(82)
Averaging, we see that fawl and<p2 of sufficiently small support (actually— 35 2)

would work fine), given our results above on one-level désitup to negligible
error

|t
Da(%Z1, o1, @2, Rwr) = Avg (Dl(u,fpl,R:va)Dl(u,(pz,R;va);V\|'|Tu(||l§))

— (1— A (~1)@(0)¢2(0) — 2¢1+ @(0).  (83)
Now

D1(u, @, Riwr)Da(u, qu,R'WLr) =

~ _log(1+t?) 2 2Iogp ~ (élogp)
0
<(P1( ) logR /z p? IogR logR
~ _log(1+t?) 2 2logp ~ (ﬁlogp)
: 0 . (84
<q02() logR /Zl p? IogR logR (64)

Sincewr is supported essentially aroutyd= T, the log 1+t2) terms are all, up
to negligible error, approximately Idg(again we invoke the bound of [Smi] on the
L2-norms occurring in the denominator). Also by an applicatdKuznetsov, now
with the inner product of two Hecke operators (namgjyandT,, for p,q primes
and 0< ¢, ¢’ < 2 —this uses the results on the Bessel-Kloosterman terrliestad
above), we see that the resulting average is, up to negigitbr,

Avg <D1(U,q0_|_, )Dl(qob ) V\lfr—u(lﬁg)) =

(0= 22) (mo+23%) - 3 3 Sz (m) = (m )
(85)
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That is, only the diagonal termg’ = q” matter. Now partial summation (and the
prime number theorem, as usual) finishes the calculation.

5 Appendix I: Contour integration

We prove Proposition 3.3 below. We restate it for the read=yhvenience.

Proposition 5.1 Let T be an odd integer and X T. Let wr equal k- or Ht, where
these are the weight functions from Theorems 2.2 to 2.5. Then

[ 32000 e = 5 (-1 0 X) 2kt (<k+1> i)

cosHmr) & 2
+eT?y (_1)k‘]2kT(X)k2h(k)‘| (86)
=1
_ 1K 1.
_ clk;)( 1)K, 1(X) (2K + Dwr (<k+ 2) |)
[+O(xe*T)], (87)

where g, ¢;, and g are constants independent of X and T, and the terms in braicket
are included if and only if w = hr.

Proof. In the proof below bracketed terms are present if and onktif= hy.
Recall that
(_l)mx2m+a

() = 3 mr(m+a+1)

m>0

(88)

By Stirling’s formula, " (m+ a + 1) cosh{w) > |m+ 2ir + 1|™?. Hence by the
Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem (remembewifialtis of rapid decay
as|0z — «) we may switch sum and integral to get

/ Joir (X)Mdr
R

cosh(rr)
- (=1)M2M ¢ X2 rwir (1)
= mgo m! ./R I'(m—|— 1+ 2ir)COSf(T[I’)dr’ (89)

whereX =: 2x.
Now we move the line of integration down®— iR, R¢ Z + % (orTZ if wr =
ht). To do this, we note the estimate (fars 1)
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/ X2 rwr (1) /
- dr <«
+A—+A-iR [ (m+ 1+ 2ir)coskr) +ASEA-IR
<TR A2, (90)

X°R|r|[m-+ 2ir |~ ™|wr (r)|dr

where again we have used the rapid decawpfalong horizontal lines, anB —
—iR denotes the vertical line froB e C to B— iR € C. (Rapid decay also ensures
the integral alon@R — iR converges absolutely.)
Note that the integrand

2ir
X rwr (1) (91)
I (m+ 1+ 2ir)coshr)
has poles precisely atc —i(N+ %) = —%i, i, .}, and, ifwr = hr, poles also
atr € —iTZ*. The residue of the pole at= — 2k+1| (k> 0) is, up to an overall
constant independent kf
2+l " 2k+1
-1)*(2k+1 — . 92
Fmrit ke 2 3kF )Wr< 2 '> (92)

If wr = hy, the residue of the pole at= —ikT (k> 1) is, up to another overall
constant independent kf

Sl erz_ W _ Sl (—1)MT2h(k).  (93)
[ (m+1+ (2kT)) coymkT) I (m+1+ (2kT)) '

Hence the sum of (89) becomes

mXZm X2|r rwr (r ) .
r I (M+ 1+ 2ir) cosh{rr)
(—1)mx2m x2t1 K (2k+ 1_)
_ —1)%(2k+1 — =
Clmgo ml OSZ(RF(m+1+(2k+1))( )2k Dwr | =5~
2ir
+/ X er(r) dr
~iR I'(m+ 1+ 2ir)coskm)
mX2m X2kT Ki22
+C -1)kT<h(k)| |.
ZmZO m O<Z<<Rr(m+1+(2kT))( ) (k)
(94)

Now we takeR — . Note that

X" rw () 2R : —m-1-2R
' dr<</ Xr|wr (0] |m+2ir +1]7™ dr
/R iR [ (M+ 1+ 2ir) coshrr) R—iR e (1) |

<m N R-M-1-2R (95)
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again by Stirling and rapid decay wfr on horizontal lines (that iswr (X+iy) <

(14 x)~%e?f since bothh andH have all their derivatives supported r3.1).
This of course vanishes &— .
Hence we see that

[ 9000 280
R

coshlm)
_ (—1)mxem y2k+1 o
. ClrnZO m! kZo" M ir kD) - 1) (2k-+ 1)wr (T')

)mXZm X2kT
e Z 2 Fmt it (&)

m>0 mi! k>0

(—1)kk2T2h(k)] . (96)

Switching sums (via the exponential boundsmnalong the imaginary axis) and
applyingJn(X) = Zm>0(;n|1()w gives us the claimed calculation. For the bound

on the bracketed term, use

) « LI (97)
(14++/1—y2)n
(see [AS], page 362) and bound trivially.
6 Appendix I1: An exponential sum identity
The following proposition and proof are also used in [AM].
Proposition 6.1 Suppose X T. Then
< ) ﬁ(2k+1)
X)=T —-1)"J X)—
9(X) kgo( ) Jaksa( )sn(z"“n)
o o
= CST\O,K e(Ysm(? ) (—cos( )> +0(Y), (98)

where @ is some constant, %: 27ty , and for any f sef(x) := xf(x).

Proof. Observe thak — sin(7k/2) is supported only on the odd integers, and maps
2k + 1 to (—1)k. Hence, rewriting gives

3 i
) =T 5 300 (%) ::Eig (99)
kgETOZ ar

As
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i i T-1
sin(%k) % _e % s rikar
() = - . eT (100)
a2 a=—('3%)
whenk is not a multiple of 2, we find that
ka k
SX) =T z kZ (ZT)JK(X)h (E) (101)

laj<% ke2TZ

Observe that, since the sum oweiis invariant under — —a (and it is non-zero
only for k odd!), we may extend the sum oueto the entirety ofZ at the cost of a
factor of 2 and of replacing by

g(x) = sgrixh(x). (102)

Note thatg is as differentiable als has zeros at 0, less one. That is to $agecays
like the reciprocal of a degree grgh(z) — 1 polynomial ato. This will be crucial
in what follows.

Next, we add back on theTZ terms and obtain

1 ka k
SS(X) =T J(X ~T?2§ Jur(X)k?h(k
;00 =T 5 5 (37 ) 3098 (57 ) =12 5 B X)en
ka (K -y
- T\a\zdkgz (ZT)JK( )Q(E)Jro(xe )
=1 V3(X) +O(Xe ™), (103)

where we have bounded the teffit .z Jokr (X)k?h(K) trivially via Jn(2x) <
X/nl.

Now we move to apply Poisson summation. Woite=: 2r1Y. We apply the inte-
gral formula (fork € Z)

Ml—‘

W(2mx) = '/7 e(kt — xsin(27t)) dt (104)

N\H

and interchange the sum and integral (via rapid decay tuf get that

ViX) =T Y ﬁ%(% <;_$+kt>g(%)>e(—Ysin(Znt))dt. (105)

lal<%

By Poisson summation, (105) is just (interchanging the sodi@tegral once more)
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ux) =12y 3 .%1Q’/(ZT(t—k)+a)e(—Ysin(2nt))dt

‘a‘<12kez 2

csT /::g\”(t)e(Ysin(g + E)) dt

af<3 T
= CcsWgy(X). (106)
As
(% 472)  sn"2) + e ") - (") 0 ).
(107)
we see that
Wy(X)
=csl 3 e(Ysin(n?a))/m g”/(t)e<%tcos(n?a))dt
lal<% -
_c7g > e(Ysin(n?a))sin(n?a) /oc tzg”(t)e(gtcos(n?a))dt
s J—w
+o<¥+¥-§> (108)
= cgT Te(Ysm(—))ﬁ(?cos(%a))
lal<z
ot 5 efrn("E))on("2) g (Yono2)
+o(¥+¥—z). (109)

Now bound the second term trivially to get the claim.
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