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DYNAMICS OF CONTINUED FRACTIONS AND

DISTRIBUTION OF MODULAR SYMBOLS

JUNGWON LEE AND HAE-SANG SUN

Abstract. We formulate a dynamical approach to the study of distribution
of modular symbols, motivated by the work of Baladi-Vallée. We introduce
the modular partitions of continued fractions and observe that the statistics
for modular symbols follow from the behavior of modular partitions. We prove
the limit Gaussian distribution and residual equidistribution for modular par-
titions as a vector-valued random variable on the set of rationals whose denom-
inators are up to a fixed positive integer, by studying the spectral properties of
transfer operator associated to the underlying dynamics. The approach leads
to a few applications. We show an average version of conjectures of Mazur-
Rubin on statistics for modular symbols of an elliptic newform. We further
observe that the equidistribution of mod p values of modular symbols leads to
mod p non-vanishing result for special modular L-values twisted by Dirichlet
characters.
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1. Introduction and statements of results

The statistics of continued fraction has been a rich source of research. For in-
stance, it is a longstanding conjecture that the distribution of length of continued
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fractions over the rational numbers follows the Gaussian distribution. More pre-
cisely, for a rational number r ∈ (0, 1), write [0;m1,m2, · · · ,mℓ] for the continued
fraction expansion of r where m1, · · · ,mℓ−1 are integers greater than 0 and mℓ is
an integer greater than 1, and ℓ = ℓ(r) is the length of the expansion. We consider
a set ΣM :=

{
a
M

∣∣ 1 ≤ a < M, (a,M) = 1
}
. One can regard ΣM as a probability

space with a uniform distribution and ℓ as a random variable on ΣM . The unsettled
conjecture is that the variable ℓ follows asymptotically the Gaussian distribution
as M goes to infinity.

The first prominent result goes back to Hensley [18]. He obtained a partial result
on the problem in an average setting, in other words, instead of ΣM , he proved the
conjecture for a larger probability space

ΩM =
⋃

n≤M

Σn.

Baladi–Vallée [2] showed the average version in full generality with an optimal error,
based on the dynamical analysis of Euclidean algorithm.

In this paper, we study the statistics of generalisations of the variable ℓ, so-called
modular partition functions.

1.1. Modular partition functions. Let Pi/Qi be the i-th convergent of r, i.e.,

Pi
Qi

= [0;m1, · · · ,mi], P0 = 0, Q0 = 1.

For 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ, we define 2× 2 integral matrices

gi(r) :=
[
Pi−1 Pi
Qi−1 Qi

]
∈ GL2(Z) and g(r) := gℓ(r).

The matrices satisfy a recurrence relation gi+1(r) = gi
[
0 1
1 mi+1

]
.

Let Γ be a subgroup of SL2(Z). For a right coset u ∈ Γ\GL2(Z) and a rational
r ∈ (0, 1), a natural quantity to consider is #{1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ |Γgi(r) ∈ u}. Observe

that it is written as
∑ℓ

i=1 Iu(Γgi(r)) where Iu(v) = 1 if u = v and 0 otherwise.
Extending it to a function ψ on Γ\GL2(Z), let us define a more general quantity

aψ(r) :=
ℓ∑

i=1

ψ(gi(r)).

In order to define an SL2-version, let us introduce

j :=

[
1 0
0 −1

]
.

In this paper, we assume that

[SL2(Z) : Γ] is finite and Γ is normalised by j.

For g ∈ GL2(Z), we define

ĝ :=

{
g if det(g) = 1

jg otherwise
and g̃ :=

{
g if det(g) = 1

gj otherwise
.

For u in Γ\SL2(Z) and a function ψ on Γ\SL2(Z), we define

bψ(r) :=
ℓ∑

i=1

ψ(Γĝi(r)) and cψ(r) :=
ℓ∑

i=1

ψ(Γg̃i(r)).
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The functions aψ, bψ, and cψ are called modular partition functions or modular cost
functions.

One of the main goals in the present paper is to determine the moment generating
functions of random variables bψ and cψ on ΩM . In particular, there are two
applications: the recent conjecture of Mazur–Rubin on the distribution of modular
symbols and the non-vanishing modulo p of special L-values of modular forms.

1.2. Main results. Let I be the interval [0, 1]. For the later applications, we study
more general probability spaces. For a map ϕ on the right cosets of Γ, denote the
functions on I ∩Q given as

ϕ : r 7→ ϕ
(
Γg(r)

)
, r 7→ ϕ

(
Γĝ(r)

)
, or r 7→ ϕ

(
Γg̃(r)

)

by the same symbol ϕ according to the context unless any confusion arises. For an
open sub-interval J ⊆ I and a non-trivial non-negative function ϕ, let

ΩM,ϕ,J

be a probability space ΩM ∩J with a density function (
∑

r∈ΩM∩J ϕ(r))
−1ϕ as long

as the denominator is non-zero. For a random variable g on a probability space X ,
we denote by P[g|X ], E[g|X ], and V[g|X ] the probability, mean, and variance of g
on X , respectively.

In order to state the main results we also need the following definition:

Definition 1.1. Let k be an abelian group and ψ : Γ\SL2(Z) → k.

(1) If there exists a k-valued function β on Γ\SL2(Z) such that

ψ(u) = β(u)− β
(
u ·
[
−m 1
1 0

])

for all u ∈ Γ\SL2(Z) and integers m ≥ 1, then ψ is called a b-coboundary
over k, associated with β. Let Bb(Γ, k) be the abelian group of all b-
coboundaries over k.

(2) If there exists a k-valued function β on Γ\SL2(Z) such that

ψ(u) + ψ
(
u

[
−n 1
1 0

]
j
)
= β(u)− β

(
u

[
−n 1
1 0

][
−m 1
1 0

])

for all u ∈ Γ\SL2(Z) and integers m,n ≥ 1, then ψ is called a c-coboundary
over k, associated with β. Let Bc(Γ, k) be the abelian group of all c-
coboundaries over k.

Example 1.2. For a prime p and Γ = Γ0(p), we set

u1 = Γ[ ∗ ∗
1 0 ], u2 = Γ[ ∗ ∗

0 1 ] = Γ.

One can show that Iu1 is neither a b- nor c-coboundary over R. Observe that
Iu1(v ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
) = Iu2(v) for all v ∈ Γ\SL2(Z) and m ∈ Z. Hence, ψ = Iu1 − Iu2 is

a b-coboundary associated with Iu1 . As ψ(uj) = ψ(ju) for all u, we can also show
that ψ is a c-boundary associated with Iu1 . Hence, φ = Iu1 − 1

2 Iu2 is neither a b-
nor c-coboundary over R.
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1.2.1. Joint Gaussian distribution. One of the main results is that a vector of mod-
ular partition functions follows the Gaussian distribution asymptotically.

Theorem A. Let g = b or c.

(1) Let ψ : Γ\SL2(Z) → Rd such that ψ = (ψ1, · · · , ψd). Set gψ := (gψ1 , · · · , gψd).
Then, there exists Hψ ∈ Md(R) such that Hψ is non-singular if and only if
ψ1, · · · , ψd are R-linearly independent modulo Bg(Γ,R). In this case, the distri-
bution of gψ on ΩM,ϕ,J is asymptotically Gaussian as M → ∞. More precisely,
there exists µψ ∈ Rd such that for any x ∈ Rd,

P
[
gψ − µψ logM√

logM
≤ x

∣∣∣ΩM,ϕ,J

]

=
1

(2π)d/2
√
detHψ

∫

t≤x

exp

(
−1

2
tTH−1

ψ t

)
dt+O

(
1√

logM

)

where t ≤ x means tj ≤ xj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ d and the implicit constant is
uniform in x.

(2) Let d = 1. For ψ : Γ\SL2(Z) → R and Cψ = Hψ, there exists Dv,ϕ,J such that
the variance satisfies

V[gψ|ΩM,ϕ,J ] = Cψ logM +Dψ,ϕ,J +O(M−γ)

for a γ > 0. In particular, Cψ = 0 if and only if ψ is a g-coboundary over R.
(3) Let k ≥ 3. There exists a polynomial QJ,ϕ,k of degree at most k such that

E[gkψ |ΩM,ϕ,J ] = QJ,ϕ,k(logM) +O((logM)k−1M−γ).

Example 1.3. For ψ in Example 1.2, note that bψ(r) =
∑ℓ

i=1 Iu1 (Γĝi) − Iu1 (Γĝi ·[
−mi 1
1 0

]
), which equals Iu1 (Γĝℓ) − Iu1(Γ). Since

[
a b
c d

]
∈ u1 if and only if d ≡

0 (mod p), we conclude that

bψ(r) = Iu1(Γĝℓ) =

{
0 if Q(r) 6≡ 0 (mod p)

1 if Q(r) ≡ 0 (mod p)
.

In particular, it does not follow the Gaussian distribution asymptotically.

Example 1.4. Let us use the notations in Example 1.2. Since Iu1 is not a b-
coboundary over R, we conclude that φ = Iu1 − 1

2 Iu2 is not a b-coboundary over R
too. A numerical example is presented in Firgure 1.

Remark 1.5. Numerical evidences suggest that an analogue of Theorem A for the
variable a is plausible. However, due to a fact that the relevant transfer operator
for a is not topologically mixing (See Remark 5.2), the arguments in present paper
do not work for the variable a.

1.2.2. Residual equidistribution. Another main result is equidistribution modulo q
of integer valued modular partition functions. Let ΩM,J := ΩM ∩ J .
Theorem B. Let g = b or c and Q ≥ 3 be an integer. Then:

(1) Let ψ = (ψ1, · · · , ψd) : Γ\SL2(Z) → (Z/QZ)d. If ψ1, · · · , ψd are Z/QZ-linearly
independent modulo Bg(Γ,Z/QZ), then for all g ∈ (Z/QZ)d we have

P[ gψ ≡ g (mod Q) |ΩM,J ] = Q−d +O(M−δ)

for some δ > 0.
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Figure 1. Distribution of bφ in Example 1.4 on the random sam-
ples of size 106 chosen from Ω210000 for Γ = Γ0(5)

(2) Let Q be relatively prime to [SL2(Z) : Γ] and ψ : Γ\SL2(Z) → Z/QZ. If we
have

lim
M→∞

P[ gψ ≡ g (mod Q) |ΩM,J ] = Q−1

for all g ∈ Z/QZ, then ψ is not a g-coboundary over Z/qZ for each prime
divisor q of Q.

Remark 1.6. From Example 1.3, one can see that the random vectors (bIu)u∈Γ\SL2(Z)

and (cIu)u∈Γ\SL2(Z) are not equidistributed mod Q for Q ≥ 3.

The specialisation ϕ = 1 gives us a new result that the length ℓ of the continued
fractions on ΩM,J is residually equidistributed.

Corollary 1.7. For an integer a and an interval J , we have

P[ℓ ≡ a (mod Q)|ΩM,J ] = Q−1 + o(1).

1.3. Applications of main results. First, we introduce an application of Theo-
rem A.

1.3.1. Conjecture of Mazur-Rubin. In order to understand the growth of Mordell-
Weil ranks of a rational elliptic curve in large abelian extensions, Mazur and Rubin
[28] described heuristically the behavior of special values of twisted modular L-
functions by presenting the conjecture on statistics for modular symbols based on
numerical computations.

Let Γ0(N) = SL2(Z) ∩
[

Z Z
NZ Z

]
. Let f be a newform for Γ0(N) and of weight

2 with the Fourier coefficients af (n). Let χ be a Dirichlet character of conductor
M . We denote by L(s, f, χ) the twisted modular L-function, which is given as the
meromorphic continuation of the Dirichlet series with the coefficients af (n)χ(n).
Let Qf be the field generated by the coefficients af (n) over Q. It is known that Qf
is real. There are suitable periods Ω±

f such that the following normalised special
L-values are algebraic, more precisely, we have

Lf(χ) :=
G(χ)L(1, f, χ)

Ω±
f

∈ Qf (χ)

where G(χ) denotes the Gauss sum and ± corresponds to the sign χ(−1) = ±1.
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The modular symbols are period integrals of the form

m±
f (r) :=

1

Ω±
f

{∫ i∞

r

f(z)dz ±
∫ i∞

−r

f(z)dz

}
∈ Qf

for r ∈ Q. We regard m±
f as a random variable. Set m±

E = m±
fE

for the newform fE

corresponding to an elliptic curve E over Q. The periods Ω±
fE

can be chosen as the

Néron periods Ω±
E . Mazur–Rubin [27] proposed:

Conjecture A (Mazur–Rubin). Let E be an elliptic curve over Q of a conductor
N . Then,

(1) The random variable m±
E on ΣM follows the asymptotic Gaussian distribution

as M goes to infinity.
(2) For a divisor d of N , there exist two constants C±

E and D±
E,d, called the variance

slope and the variance shift, respectively such that

lim
M→∞

(M,N)=d

V[m±
E |ΣM ]− C±

E logM = D±
E,d.

Petridis–Risager [32] obtained the ΩM -versions of the statement (1) for general
cuspforms f of cofinite Fuchsian groups and the statement (2) for congruence sub-
group Γ0(N) with a square-free integer N . They could give an explicit formula for
the constant C±

f as well as D±
f,d in terms of the special values of a symmetric square

L-function of f . They further established an interval version of (1), that is, for any
interval J ⊆ I, the variable m±

f on ΩM ∩J follows the Gaussian distribution asymp-
totically. Their approach is based on the sophisticated theory of non-holomorphic
Eisenstein series twisted by the moments of modular symbols. Their work has been
generalised to arbitrary weights by Nordentoft [31].

In this paper, we present another proof of the average version of Conjecture A
for a newform of weight 2 for Γ0(N) and an arbitrary N as a specialisation of the
result (Theorem A) on the modular partition functions.

Theorem C. Let f be a newform for Γ0(N) and of weight 2. Then:

(1) The random variable m±
f on ΩM,ϕ,J follows asymptotic Gaussian distribution

as M goes to infinity. More precisely, there exist σ±
f and C±

f > 0 such that

P


m

±
f − σ±

f logM
√
C±
f logM

≤ x
∣∣∣ΩM,ϕ,J


 =

1

2π

∫ x

−∞

exp

(
−1

2
t2
)
dt+O

(
1√

logM

)
.

Here the implicit constant is independent of x.
(2) The variance slope C±

f is independent of ϕ and there exists variance shift D±
f,ϕ,J

such that

V[m±
f |ΩM,ϕ,J ] = C±

f logM +D±
f,ϕ,J +O(M−γ).

(3) Let k ≥ 3. There exists a polynomial QJ,ϕ,k of degree at most k such that

E[(m±
f )

k |ΩM,ϕ,J ] = QJ,ϕ,k(logM) +O((logM)k−1M−γ).

Theorem C directly implies the result of Petridis–Risager or the average version
of Conjecture A with specific choices of ϕ. For (1), we take ϕ = 1. For a divisor

d of N , we define ϕd

([
α β
γ δ

])
= 1 when (δ,N) = d and 0 otherwise. Note that ϕd
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is well-defined on Γ0(N)\SL2(Z). The particular choice ϕ = ϕd yields that (2) is a
special case of our result.

Theorem C is a specialisation of Theorem A: More precisely, there is a function
ψ±
f on Γ0(N)\SL2(Z) such that it is not a coboundary over R and m±

f follows the

distributions of bψ+
f
and cψ−

f
(See §4.3 and §4.4).

Remark 1.8. From the specialisations bψ+
f
and cψ−

f
, we observe that the asymptotic

normality of modular symbols originates essentially not from the modularity of f ,
but from the dynamics of continued fractions (See Remark 6.11). The modularity
plays a role only in showing that ψ±

f is not a coboundary (See §4.3) in our paper;

the modularity is a crucial ingredient in calculating the mean (Diamantis et al. [11],
Sun [40]), the variance slope and shift (Petridis–Risager [32], Blomer et al. [5]).

Remark 1.9. One might wonder if bψ−
f
can be used to study the modular symbols

instead of cψ−
f
. In fact, the answer is negative. It is the action of j that prohibits

m−
f from being expressed in terms of bψ−

f
. See Remark 4.1 and 4.2.

Remark 1.10. Bettin–Drappeau [4] showed the asymptotic Gaussian distribution
of modular symbols for level 1 and arbitrary higher weights (See Remark 1.13). We
speculate that by adopting their arguments, our work can be extended to arbitrary
weights.

Remark 1.11. Even though computable in polynomial time (Lhote [23]), no closed
forms for the variance slope and shift for the length ℓ is known from the dynamical
approach. It is an interesting question whether the expressions of Petridis–Risager
for C±

f and D±
f,ϕ are hints for this open problem.

In the next section, we introduce an application of Theorem B.

1.3.2. Non-vanishing mod p of modular L-values. Non-vanishing of twisted L-values
seems to genuinely rely on the equidistribution or density results of special alge-
braic cycles (See Vatsal [44]). The first prominent example goes back to Ferrero–
Washington [13] and Washington [45] for mod p non-vanishing of special Dirichlet
L-values. A key lemma used in their proof precisely comes from p-adic analogue
of the classical density result due to Kronecker in ergodic theory. One of the main
motivations of the present paper is to suggest a new dynamical approach towards
the study of modular L-values with Dirichlet twists.

We can choose suitable periods Ω±
f so that the corresponding algebraic parts

Lf(χ) are p-integral with the minimum p-adic valuation when, for example, the mod
p Galois representation ρf,p is irreducible, p does not divide 2N , and N ≥ 3 (See
§4.2). In these circumstances, the p-integral L-values are expected to be generically
non-vanishing modulo p. One also obtains the p-integrality of m±

E when the residual
Galois representation ρE,p of E is irreducible and E has good and ordinary reduction
at p.

For a Dirichlet character χ of modulus M , we define a variant of the special
L-value by

Λf (χ) :=
∑

a∈(Z/MZ)×

χ(a) ·m±
f

( a
M

)
.

This L-value is closely related to the special L-value: They can differ by an Euler-
like product over the prime divisors of conductor of χ. For example, when χ is
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primitive, one has Lf(χ) = Λf(χ). We obtain a version of the mod p non-vanishing
result from our dynamical setup.

Theorem D. Let N ≥ 3 and p ∤ 2N . Let f be an elliptic newform such that ρf,p
is irreducible. Then we have

#
⋃

n≤M

{
χ ∈ ̂(Z/nZ)×

∣∣∣∣Λf (χ) 6≡ 0
(
mod p1+vp(φ(n))

)}
≫M

where p is a prime over p in Qp and vp(φ(n)) is the p-adic valuation of the Euler
totient φ(n).

Similar quantitative mod p non-vanishing of Dirichlet L-values is studied in
Burungale–Sun [8]: Let λ be a Dirichlet character of modulus N and (p,NM) = 1
and (N,M) = 1. Removing the condition p ∤ φ(M), their result can be formulated
as follows.

#{χ ∈ ̂(Z/MZ)× |L(0, λχ) 6≡ 0 (mod p1+vp(φ(M)))} ≫ M1/2−ǫ.

Let us remark that even though Theorem D is not strong enough as the result of
Burungale–Sun, it is the first result of this type for modular L-values with Dirichlet
twists as far as we know. In fact, this non-vanishing result is a consequence of one
of our main results on another Mazur–Rubin conjecture [27] as follows.

Conjecture B (Mazur–Rubin). Assume that ρE,p is irreducible and E has good
and ordinary reduction at p. Then, for any integer a modulo p

lim
M→∞

P[m±
E ≡ a (mod p)|ΣM ] =

1

p
.

Our result on the residual equidistribution of modular symbols is:

Theorem E. Assume that ρE,p is irreducible and E has good and ordinary reduc-
tion at p. Then for any e ≥ 1 and any integer a modulo p,

P[m±
E ≡ a (mod pe)|ΩM,J ] =

1

pe
+O(M−δ)

for some δ > 0.

This is a specialisation of Theorem B: More precisely, there is a function ζ±f
on Γ0(N)\SL2(Z) such that it is not a coboundary over Z/peZ and m±

f (mod pe)

follows the distributions of bζ+
f
and cζ−

f
(See §4.5).

Remark 1.12. Recently, Constantinescu–Nordentoft [10] obtained a discrete version
of Petridis–Risager [32], of which consequences include Theorem E.

Mazur–Rubin, in a private communication, raised a question whether the Gauss-
ian (or archimedean) and residual distributions of the modular symbols are corre-
lated. For example, they asked if the moment generating function for the space
of the rationals of which modular symbols is congruent to a fixed integer modulo
prime, is same as that for the original space without the congruence condition. We
answer the latter question in §3.3 and Theorem 4.7.
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1.4. Dynamics of continued fractions: work of Baladi–Vallée. We now de-
scribe our approach. It is deeply motivated by the work of Baladi–Vallée [2] on
dynamics of continued fraction. Let us briefly outline their result and strategy for
the proof.

Baladi–Vallée established the quasi-power behavior of a moment generating func-
tion E[exp(wℓ)|ΩM ], which ensures the asymptotic Gaussian distribution of ℓ (See
Theorem 3.7). More precisely, they studied a Dirichlet series whose coefficients are
essentially given by the moment generating function E[exp(wℓ)|Σn]:

L(s, w) =
∑

n≥1

cn(w)

ns
, cn(w) =

∑

r∈Σn

exp(wℓ(r))

for two complex variables s, w with ℜs > 1 and |w| being sufficiently small. The
desired estimate then follows from the Tauberian argument on L(s, w). To this
end, they settled the analytic properties of the poles of the Dirichlet series L(s, w)
and uniform estimates on its growth in a vertical strip. Their crucial observation
is that the weighted transfer operator plays a central role in settling the necessary
properties of L(s, w).

Let T : I → I denote the Gauss map which is given by T (x) = 1
x −

⌊
1
x

⌋
for x 6= 0

and T (0) = 0. They considered the weighted transfer operator associated with the
Gauss dynamical system (I, T ), defined by

Hs,wf(x) :=
∑

y:Ty=x

exp(w)

|T ′(y)|s · f(y)

for two complex variables s and w. A key relation they established is that

(1.1) L(2s, w) = Fs,w(Id−Hs,w)
−11(0)

where Id is the identity operator and Fs,w is the final operator restricted to the
indices y(x) = 1

m+x with m ≥ 2. The crucial properties of Dirichlet series for the
Tauberian argument thus directly follow from the spectral properties of transfer
operator. In particular, the estimate on the growth of L(s, w) in a vertical strip
comes from the Dolgopyat–Baladi–Vallée estimate on an operator norm of Hn

s,w,
n ≥ 1.

Our idea is to follow their framework by finding a certain dynamical system and
corresponding transfer operator that naturally describe the analytic properties of
Dirichlet series associated to the modular partition functions.

Remark 1.13. Bettin–Drappeau [4] generalised the work of Baladi–Vallée in a differ-
ent direction. They studied a wider class of the cost functions of Hölder continuity
and obtained distributional results on crucial examples of quantum modular forms.

1.5. Dynamical System for modular partitions. Let us describe the dynamics
and transfer operators for modular partition functions.

Let ϕ be a function on the right cosets of Γ and J a sub-interval of I. To study
the moment generating function of gψ on ΩM,ϕ,J , for w ∈ Cd we set cn(w) :=
∑
r∈Σn∩J

ϕ(r) exp(w · gψ(r)). Obviously, E[exp(w · gψ)|ΩM,ϕ,J ] =
∑
n≤M cn(w)∑
n≤M cn(0)

. In

order to study cn(w), we consider the generating function, namely a Dirichlet series:

For s ∈ C, set Lg(s,w) :=
∑
n≥1

cn(w)
ns . A strategy is to apply Tauberian arguments

to Lg(s,w) with their behaviors in a critical strip of C, which are expected to be
consequences of dynamical analysis of the modular partition functions gψ. For
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ψ = w · ψ, we get w · gψ = gψ. Hence, for the dynamical analysis, we consider
transfer operators with parameter ψ instead of w.

1.5.1. Random variable a. Let us define an operator T on I × Γ\GL2(Z) by

T(x, v) :=

(
T (x), v

[
−m1(x) 1

1 0

])

where m1(x) denotes the first digit of continued fraction expansion of x. We call
T the skewed Gauss map.

Let Ψ be a bounded function on I ×Γ\GL2(Z). For s ∈ C and ψ : Γ\GL2(Z) →
C, we consider a weighted transfer operator associated to the dynamical system
(I × Γ\GL2(Z),T) defined by

Ls,ψΨ(x, u) :=
∑

(y,v)∈T−1(x,u)

exp [ψ(v)]

|T ′(y)|s ·Ψ(y, v).

Let Fs,ψ be the final operator restricted to the indices (y, v) = ( 1
m+x , u[

0 1
1 m ]) with

m ≥ 2. To study the space ΩM,ϕ,J , we also introduce interval operators DJ
s,ψ

(See §6.4). Our crucial observation is that the Dirichlet series for a admits an
alternative expression in terms of the weighted transfer operators (See Theorem
6.10): The quasi-inverse (I − Ls,ψ)−1 is well-defined when (ℜ(s),ℜ(w)) is close to
(1,0) (See Theorem 8.5). Then, for an interval J ⊂ I, we have

La(2s,w) = BJs,ψ(1 ⊗ ϕ)(0,Γ) +DJ
s,ψ(I − Ls,ψ)−1Fs,ψ(1⊗ ϕ)(0,Γ)(1.2)

for ψ = w · ψ and an auxiliary analytic operator BJs,ψ.

Remark 1.14. When J = (0, 1), Γ = SL2(Z), and ϕ = 1, the expression (1.1) can
be recovered from the above expression of La(s,w).

1.5.2. Random variable b. First of all, note that there is a natural right action of
GL2(Z) on Γ\SL2(Z) given by

(Γh) · g := Γ ĥg.

With this right action, we consider the spaces

IΓ := I × Γ\SL2(Z)

Let us define the skewed Gauss map T̂ on IΓ by

T̂(x, v) :=

(
T (x), v ·

[
−m1(x) 1

1 0

])
.

Similarly as a, for a function ϕ on Γ\SL2(Z) we define a weighted transfer op-

erator L̂s,ϕ associated to the dynamical system (IΓ, T̂), the final operator F̂s,ϕ,
and the interval operator D̂J

s,ϕ (See §6.4). We are also able to obtain a version of

the statement (1.2), i.e., an analogous expression for Lb(s,w) in terms of L̂s,w·ψ,

F̂s,w·ψ, D̂J
s,w·ψ, and B̂Js,w·ψ (See Theorem 6.10), which partly is a consequence of

the existence of the right action.

Remark 1.15. This type of the skew-product Gauss map has already been studied
in Manin–Marcolli [25] in a different context, to study the Gauss–Kuzmin operator
and limiting behavior of modular symbols. We refer to Remark 4.2.
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1.5.3. Random variable c. Unlike the map g 7→ ĝ, the map g 7→ g̃ does not induce a
right action of GL2(Z) on Γ\SL2(Z). Even though one can easily define c-analogues

of T̂ and L̂s,w, say T̃ and L̃s,w, the Dirichlet series Lc(s,w) no longer admit a

similar expression to (1.2), especially in terms of L̃s,w, mainly due to the absence
of a suitable right action of GL2(Z).

Instead, we first observe that the maps T̂2 and T̃2 are all same as T2|IΓ , whose
the second component is now the canonical right action of SL2(Z) on Γ\SL2(Z).
Then one can define another weighted transfer operator Ms,ϕ associated to the

system (IΓ, T̃
2). After defining analogues of the previous operators, namely final

operator F̃s,ϕ, interval operator D̃J
s,ϕ, and auxiliary operator B̃Js,ϕ, we are able

to express the Dirichlet series Lc(s,w) in terms of those operators as before (See
Theorem 6.10).

Remark 1.16. Note that a function ψ : Γ\SL2(Z) → k is a b-coboundary over k if

and only if there exists a k-valued function β on Γ\SL2(Z) such that ψ = β−β◦π2T̂.

And that ψ is a c-coboundary if and only if ψ+ψ ◦π2T̃ = β−β ◦π2T2 for some β.

1.6. Spectral analysis of transfer operators. For variable (s, ψ) whose real
part (ℜs,ℜψ) is close to (1,0), the transfer operators for b and c act boundedly
on C1(IΓ) and admit a spectral gap with the dominant eigenvalues λs,ψ . Then by
analogues of the identity (1.2), the poles s of Dirichlet series with a fixed ψ in a
certain vertical strip are in a bijection with the values s with λs,ψ = 1. Hence the
necessary analytic properties (Proposition 3.2) of Lg(s,w) to apply the Tauberian
theorem follow from the spectral properties of the transfer operators: For general
Γ, the dominant eigenvalue of the transfer operators is simple. The topological

mixing property of T̂ ensures the uniqueness of the eigenvalue. See §5.1 for more
details.

Structure of paper. In §2, we collect several group theoretic results relevant to

topological mixing of T̂ and coboundary condition of modular partition functions.
In the sections §3 and §4, a series of number theoretic results on the distribution
of modular partition functions are deduced by the Tauberian argument from the
behaviors of the Dirichlet series. Their proofs will be presented in the last section
§10. Two transitional sections §5 and §6 are devoted to transform the number
theoretic assertions to dynamical ones. In the sections §7, §8, and §9, dynamical
analyses of the corresponding transfer operators are presented.

Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Valérie Berthé for careful comments and pa-
tiently answering many questions regarding dynamical analysis. We thank Ashay
Burungale, Seonhee Lim and Brigitte Vallée for instructive discussions about the
topic. We thank Viviane Baladi for several precise comments and encouragement.
We are indebted to Sary Drappeau for the proof of Lemma 2.2 and François Ledrap-
pier, Asbjørn Nordentoft for pointing out errors in the earlier version. Finally we
are grateful to anonymous referees for helpful suggestions.

2. GL2(Z)-action on Γ\SL2(Z)

Throughout, we fix a subgroup Γ of SL2(Z) of finite index.
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2.1. Right action of GL2(Z). Let us set J := 〈j〉 and GΓ := 〈Γ, j〉 as the subgroup
of GL2(Z) generated by Γ and j. Both the right cosets GΓ\GL2(Z) and the double
cosets Γ\GL2(Z)/J are identified with Γ\SL2(Z) by the maps

Γ\SL2(Z) ≃ GΓ\GL2(Z), u = Γh 7→ Gu := GΓh,(2.1)

Γ\SL2(Z) ≃ Γ\GL2(Z)/J, v = Γh 7→ vJ := ΓhJ.(2.2)

The right action of GL2(Z) on Γ\SL2(Z) discussed in §1.5.2 actually comes from
the natural action on GΓ\GL2(Z) via the identification (2.1).

Remark 2.1. On the other hand, there is no right action of GL2(Z) originates
from (2.2). We still can observe that the map ΓhJ 7→ ΓhgJ is a permutation

on Γ\GL2(Z)/J for a g ∈ GL2(Z), in other words, the map tg : Γh 7→ Γh̃g is a
permutation on Γ\SL2(Z). Further, for u ∈ Γ\SL2(Z), it can be observed that

tg2(tg1(u)) = ug1g2 if g1 ∈ SL2(Z).(2.3)

Let u be a right coset of Γ in SL2(Z) and g ∈ GL2(Z). It is easy to see that
ĝ ∈ u if and only if GΓg = Gu and that g̃ ∈ u if and only ΓgJ = uJ. We

extend a function ψ on Γ\SL2(Z) to Γ\GL2(Z) such that ψ̂ := ψ ◦ G−1 ◦ p1 and

ψ̃ := ψ◦J−1◦p2 where pi are the canonical surjections p1 : Γ\GL2(Z) → GΓ\GL2(Z)
and p2 : Γ\GL2(Z) → Γ\GL2(Z)/J. It is easy to see

ψ̂(Γg) = ψ(Γĝ) and ψ̃(Γg) = ψ(Γg̃).

Hence, from the definition of bψ and cψ , one obtains that

bψ(r) =

ℓ∑

i=1

ψ̂(Γgi(r)) and cψ(r) =

ℓ∑

i=1

ψ̃(Γgi(r)).(2.4)

Let us first prove several preliminary results on the special linear group.

2.2. T -mixing. In this section, a matrix of the form
[
−m ±1
1 0

]
is called a digit

matrix. The following lemma and proposition are useful when we discuss the topo-

logical properties of T̂.

Lemma 2.2. Let ǫ = ±1 be fixed. Then:

(1) For any v ∈ Γ\SL2(Z), we have

Γ\SL2(Z) =
{
v ·
[
−m1 ǫ
1 0

][
−m2 ǫ
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−mℓ ǫ
1 0

] ∣∣∣∣ ℓ ≥ 0,mi ∈ Z≥1

}
(2.5)

where the element for ℓ = 0 corresponds to v.
(2) There exists K ≥ 1 such that for each integer k ≥ K, we can find integers

m1, · · · ,mk ≥ 1 such that

Γ ·
[
−m1 ǫ
1 0

][
−m2 ǫ
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−mk ǫ
1 0

]
= Γ.

Proof. Consider first the case of ǫ = 1. Let us denote the R.H.S. of (2.5) by S.
Let a =

[
−1 1
1 0

]
and b =

[
−2 1
1 0

]
. Let u ∈ S. As Γ is of finite index, there exist

integers p, q ≥ 1 such that for all u, we get u · ap = u and u · bq = u and hence,
u ·a−1, u ·b−1 ∈ S. In sum, we conclude that for any g ∈ GL2(Z) generated by a and
b, we have u · g ∈ S. On the other hand, observe that ab−1 = [ 1 1

0 1 ], a
−1b = [ 1 0

1 1 ],
ab−1a = [ 0 1

1 0 ]. It is well-known that GL2(Z) is generated by these three elements,
hence by a and b. Since Γ\SL2(Z) = Γ ·GL2(Z), we obtain the statement (1).
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For the second statement, observe that ab−1a2b−1a = [ 1 0
0 1 ] and b−1a3b−1 = j.

When applied to a coset, the first product above can be regarded as the product of
2(q− 1)+4 number of digit matrices. The second one is the product of 2(q− 1)+3
number of digit matrices. Then, there exists a number K such that any integer
k ≥ K can be written as k = (2(q − 1) + 4)s+ (2(q − 1) + 3)t with s, t ≥ 1. Then,
we have Γ · (ab−1a2b−1a)s(b−1a3b−1)t = Γ · jt = Γ since Γ · j = Γ.

For the case of ǫ = −1, set c =
[
−Q −1
1 0

]
where Q is an integer > 0 such that

u
[
1 −Q
0 1

]
= u for all u. Then, uc = u

[
0 −1
1 0

]
for each u. We also set d =

[
−1 −1
1 0

]
,

and e =
[
−2 −1
1 0

]
. Then, de−1 = [ 1 1

0 1 ]. Since SL2(Z) is generated by
[
0 −1
1 0

]
and

[ 1 1
0 1 ], we obtain the first statement by a similar argument as above. Note that
u = uc4 and u = ud3 for all u. As before, we obtain the second statement. �

Remark 2.3. A version of the statement (1) also can be found in Manin–Marcolli
[25, Theorem 0.2.1].

Proposition 2.4. Fix ǫ = ±1. There exists an M > 0 such that for any u ∈
Γ\SL2(Z) and any ℓ ≥M , one obtains

Γ\SL2(Z) =
{
u ·
[
−m1 ǫ
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−mℓ ǫ
1 0

] ∣∣∣mi ∈ Z≥1

}
.

Proof. Let Γ0 be the kernel of the homomorphism from SL2(Z) to the permutation
group on Γ\SL2(Z) induced from the right action. Then Γ0 is normal, of finite
index, and is normalised by j. Since the statement for Γ follows from one for Γ0,
we may assume that Γ is normal.

First fix representations of Γ\SL2(Z) in (2.5), i.e., product-representations by
digit matrices; For a right coset u, we can find a product m(u) of digit matrices
such that u = Γ ·m(u). Let ℓ(u) be the number of the digit matrices that consists
of m(u) and L := maxu ℓ(u). We claim that for any n ≥ L +K and any two right
cosets u, v of Γ, there are n digit matrices such that their product, say muv, satisfies
u = v ·muv.

First of all, we show the claim for v = Γ. Let wk be the product of k digit
matrices in Lemma 2.2.(2). For any n ≥ L +K, let us set mn[u] := wn−ℓ(u)m(u).
Observe that u = Γ ·mn[u] and mn[u] is the product of n digit matrices.

Let v be a general right coset. Let us set u = Γg and v = Γh for g, h ∈ SL2(Z).
Let n ≥ L+K. Then observe that

Γg ·mn[Γg
−1h] = gΓ ·mn[Γg

−1h] = gΓg−1h = Γh

as Γ is normal in SL2(Z). �

2.3. Coboundary functions. Let k be an abelian group. In this section, we
characterize all the coboundary functions over k. We fix β : Γ\SL2(Z) → k cor-
responding to a coboundary ψ, i.e., ψ(u) = β(u) − β(u ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
) if g = b and

ψ(u) + ψ(u
[
−m 1
1 0

]
j) = β(u)− β(u

[
−m 1
1 0

][
−n 1
1 0

]
) if g = c. Let us denote

L :=

[
1 0
Z 1

]
.

Note that since Γ\SL2(Z) is a finite set, the natural right action of L on the cosets

Γ\SL2(Z) factors through [ 1 0
Z 1 ] →

[
1 0

Z/QZ 1

]
for an integer Q > 1.

We collect several properties that β satisfies:

Proposition 2.5. Let ψ : Γ\SL2(Z) → k be a function.
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(1) If ψ is a g-coboundary, then β is L-invariant. In particular,

β(u · [m 1
1 0 ]) = β(u · [ n 1

1 0 ]) for all m,n ∈ Z.(2.6)

(2) Let ψ be a b-coboundary. If ψ(u) = ψ(−u) and ψ(uj) = ψ(ju) for all u, then
β(uj) = β(ju) for all u.

Proof. First consider g = b. We can say that ψ(u) = β(u) − β(u ·
[
−m 1
1 0

]
) for all

m ∈ Z and u. Observe also that [ Z 1
1 0 ] = [ 0 1

1 0 ][
1 0
Z 1 ]. Then the coboundary condition

on ψ implies that β is invariant under L.
Let ψ be a c-coboundary. Similarly as above, for all m,n ∈ Z, we get ψ(u) +

ψ
(
u
[
−m 1
1 0

]
j
)
= β(u) − β

(
u
[
−m 1
1 0

][
−n 1
1 0

])
. Setting m = 0, we get β(u

[
1 0

−n 1

]
) =

β(u)− ψ(u)− ψ(uι). Hence, β is L-invariant.
First of all, setting α(u) := β(u)− β(−u), we get α(u) = α(u ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
) for all u

and m. By Proposition 2.4, we know α is constant, in particular, α(u) = α(−u).
But α(−u) = −α(u). Hence, α = 0, i.e., β(u) = β(−u) for all u. The given
expression for ψ can be written as β(uj)− β(ju) = β(uj ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
)− β(ju ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
).

Using (2.6) and j[m 1
1 0 ]j = −

[
−m 1
1 0

]
with β(u) = β(−u), the last expression equals

to β(uj) − β(ju) = β(u ·
[
−m 1
1 0

]
j) − β(ju ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
). From this we conclude that

u 7→ β(uj) − β(ju) is constant. Considering juj, we obtain the statement. �

The following is crucial for determining Bg(Γ, k).

Proposition 2.6. Let ψ be a g-coboundary over k for an L-invariant β. Then
ψ is zero if and only if β is a constant. In this case, β can be chosen as zero.

Proof. First let g = b. If ψ is zero, then by Proposition 2.4, we can find m1, · · · ,
mℓ for a sufficiently large ℓ and v such that u ·

[
−m1 1
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−mk 1
1 0

]
= v. Hence, β

is a constant. The converse is trivial.
Let g = c. Let β be a constant function. Then, ψ(u) + ψ

(
u
[
−m 1
1 0

]
j
)
= 0 for all

m, i.e., ψ(u) = −ψ
(
u
[
−m −1
1 0

])
= 0 for all m ≥ 1. By Proposition 2.4, we can find

m1, · · · , mℓ for a sufficiently large odd ℓ such that u
[
−m1 −1
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−mℓ −1
1 0

]
= u.

So, we get ψ = 0. Conversely, suppose that ψ is zero. Then, similarly as above, we
can show that β is a constant. �

Now, the boundary functions are completely characterized.

Corollary 2.7. (1) Let U = Γ\SL2(Z)/L \ {Γ}. There is an isomorphism

Bg(Γ, k) ≃ kU .

(2) For an integer Q > 1, the Q-torsion subgroup of Bg(Γ,R/Z) is Bg(Γ, Q
−1Z/Z),

which is isomorphic to Bg(Γ,Z/QZ).

Proof. The map ψ 7→ β|U − β(Γ) is an isomorphism. For the second statement,
observe that the Q-torsion subgroup of (R/Z)U is just (Q−1Z/Z)U . �

3. Modular partitions of continued fractions

In this section, we present the proofs of limit joint Gaussian distribution and
the residual equidistribution of modular partition functions of b and c over ΩM,ϕ,J .
We consider the same setting as §1.5. Throughout, we fix an interval J ⊆ I and a
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non-trivial function ϕ : Γ\SL2(Z) → R≥0 unless mentioned explicitly. Recall that j
is assumed to normalise Γ. Let us set

g := b or c.

Let k = R or R/Z according to the problems. Let ψ1, · · · , ψd be k-valued functions
that are linearly independent over k.

We define a map on ΣM given by

r = [0;m1, · · · ,mℓ] 7−→ r∗ := [0;mℓ, · · · ,m1].

For a function Ψ on IΓ, let us denote functions on Q ∩ I
Ψ∗ : r 7→ Ψ(r∗,Γĝ(r)) or Ψ∗ : r 7→ Ψ(r∗,Γg̃(r))

by the same symbol Ψ∗ according to the choice of g. Let us define the Dirichlet
series associated to g as

LΨ,J(s,w) :=
∑

n≥1

dn(w)

ns
with dn(w) =

∑

r∈Σn∩J

Ψ∗(r) exp(w · gψ(r))

for s ∈ C, w ∈ Cd, and ψ = (ψ1, · · · , ψd). The average of the coefficients dn(w)
can be studied using the following truncated Perron’s formula.

Theorem 3.1 (Truncated Perron’s Formula, Titchmarsh [41, Lemma 3.12]). Let
F (s) =

∑
n≥1

an
ns for ℜs := σ > σa, the abscissa of absolute convergence of F (s).

Then for all D > σa and T > 0, one has

∑

n≤x

an =
1

2πi

∫ D+iT

D−iT

F (s)
xs

s
ds+O

(
xD|F |(D)

T

)
+O

(
A(2x)x log x

T

)

+O

(
A(N)min

{
x

T |x−N | , 1
})

where |F |(σ) =
∑
n≥1

|an|
nσ for σ > σa, N is the nearest integer to x, and an =

O(A(n)) with A(n) being non-decreasing.

In order to shift the contour, we use the following properties Dirichlet series in
the vertical strip.

Proposition 3.2. Let v ∈ (R/2πZ)d be fixed. There exists 0 < α1 ≤ 1
2 such that

for any α̂1 with 0 < α̂1 < α1, there exist a neighborhood W of iv in Cd such that

(1) If v ·ψ ∈ Bg(Γ,R/2πZ), then LΨ,J(2s,w) has a unique simple pole at s = s(w)
in the strip |ℜs− 1| ≤ α1 for each w ∈W with the properties:
(a) s(w) is analytic in W and s(iv) = 1.
(b) ℜs(w) > 1− (α1 − α̂1).
(c) The Hessian of s(w) is non-singular at w = iv if and only if ψ1, · · · , ψd

are R-linearly independent modulo Bg(Γ,R).
(d) The residue Ev(w) at s(w) is analytic on W with

Ev(iv) =
eiβ(Γ)6|J |
π2 log 2

∫

(0,1/2)×〈Γ〉

e−iβΨdm

where β is associated with v · ψ. Here |J | is the length of J .
(2) If v ·ψ 6∈ Bg(Γ,R/2πZ), then LΨ,J(2s,w) is analytic in the strip |ℜs− 1| ≤ α1

for all w ∈ W .
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(3) For some ξ > 0, there exist 0 < α0 ≤ α1 and a neighborhood B of 0 in Rd such
that for any Ψ ∈ C1(IΓ) and for all w ∈ Cd with ℜ(w) ∈ B, we have

|LΨ,J(2s,w)| ≪ max(1, |ℑs|ξ)
when |ℜs− 1| ≤ α0 with |ℑs| ≥ 1

ρ2 or ℜ(s) = 1± α0 with |ℑs| ≤ 1
ρ2 .

Remark 3.3. Proposition 3.2 is a unification of Lemma 8 and 9 in Baladi-Vallée
[2], which correspond to the cases v = 0 and w = iv, respectively. Please refer to
Remark 3.10 and 9.5.

We postpone the proofs of Proposition 3.2 to the end of present paper after
introducing the skewed Gauss map and the associated transfer operator on C1(IΓ);
and settling an explicit relation between the resolvent of the operator and Dirichlet
series associated to the modular partition functions in §5–§9.

The following is one of our main results which leads to both the asymptotic
Gaussian behavior and residual equidistribution of the variable gψ.

Proposition 3.4. There exist constants 0 < δ < 2, κ > 0, and a neighborhood W
of iv such that for all Ψ ∈ C1(IΓ), we have

∑

n≤M

dn(w) = RM,v(w) +O(M δ)(3.1)

where

RM (w) :=

{
Ev(w)
s(w) M

2s(w) if v · ψ ∈ Bg(Γ,R/Z)

0 otherwise
.

The implicit constant, δ, and κ are independent of w.

Proof. Proposition 3.2 enables us to do the contour integration using Cauchy’s
residue theorem

1

2πi

∫

UT (w)

LΨ,J(2s,w)
M2s

2s
d(2s) = RM (w)

where UT (w) denotes the contour with positive orientation, which is simply a rec-
tangle with vertices 1+α0+ iT , 1−α0+ iT , 1−α0− iT , and 1+α0− iT . Together
with the Perron formula in Theorem 3.1, we have

∑

n≤M

dn(w) = RM (w) +O

(
M2(1+α0)

T

)
+O(A(M))

+O

(
A(2M)M logM

T

)
+O

(∫ 1−α0+iT

1−α0−iT

|LΨ,J(2s,w)|M
2(1−α0)

|s| ds

)

+O

(∫ 1+α0±iT

1−α0±iT

|LΨ,J(2s,w)|M
2ℜs

T
ds

)
.

Note that the last two error terms are derived from the contour integral and each
of them corresponds to the left vertical line and horizontal lines of the rectangle UT
respectively. Let us write it as

∑

n≤M

dn(w) = RM (w) + I + II + III + IV + V.
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We choose α̂0 with 8
59α0 < α̂0 < α0 and set

T =M2α0+4α̂0 .

Notice that Ev(w)
s(w) is bounded in the neighborhood W since s(iv) = 1. Then, the

error terms are bounded as follows.
The error term I is equal to O

(
M2(1−2α̂0)

)
and by Proposition 3.2, the exponent

of M satisfies 2(1− 2α̂0) < 2.
Let us set |x| := maxi |xi| for x = ℜ(w). Since x·ψ(r) ≪ |x|ℓ(r) and ℓ(r) ≪ log n

for r ∈ Σn, for some c > 0 we obtain

dn(w) ≪ n1+c|x|.(3.2)

By (3.2), for any 0 < ε < α̂0

2 , we can take W from Proposition 3.2 small enough

to have c|x| < ε/2 so that A(M) = O(M1+ε/2) and logM ≪ M ε/2. Hence, the
exponent of M in the error term III is equal to

1 + (1 + c|x|) + ε

2
− (2α0 + 4α̂0) ≤ 2− 23

4
α̂0 < 2.

Similarly the error term II is equal to O(M1+ε/2), so the exponent satisfies

1 +
ε

2
< 1 +

1

4
α̂0 < 2.

Also for 0 < ξ < 1
5 , we have |LΨ,J(2s,w)| ≪ |ℑs|ξ by Proposition 3.2. Hence,

the error term IV is O(M2(1−α0)T ξ) and the exponent of M is equal to

2(1− α0) + (2α0 + 4α̂0)ξ < 2− 4

5
(2α0 − α̂0) < 2.

The last term V is O(T ξ−1 · M2(1+α0)(logM)−1), hence the exponent of M
satisfies

(2α0 + 4α̂0)(ξ − 1) + 2(1 + α0)−
ε

2
< 2−

(
−2

5
α0 +

59

20
α̂0

)
< 2.

In total, setting κ = 2α0 + 4α̂0 and

δ = max

(
2− 23

4
α̂0, 1 +

1

4
α̂0, 2−

4

5
(2α0 − α̂0), 2−

(
−2

5
α0 +

59

20
α̂0

))
,

we conclude the proof. �

Observe that by Proposition 3.4,

|ΩM,J | = E0(0)M
2 +O(M δ) with E0(0) =

3|J |
π2 log 2

.(3.3)

3.1. Joint Gaussian distribution: Proof of Theorem A. In this subsection,
we obtain an explicit quasi-power behavior for moment generating function of the
modular partition functions and show the limit joint Gaussian distribution.

Theorem 3.5. There exist a neighborhood W of 0, an analytic function Bϕ,J on
W , and a constant 0 < γ < α1 with α1 from Proposition 3.2, such that Bϕ,J is
non-vanishing on W and

E[exp(w·gψ)|ΩM,ϕ,J ] =
Bϕ,J(w)

Bϕ,J(0)
M2(s(w)−s(0))(1 +O(M−γ))

with s(w) from Proposition 3.2 (1) and w ∈ W with v = 0. The implicit constant
and the constant γ are independent of w ∈ W .
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Proof. From Proposition 3.4 with v = 0 and Bϕ,J(w) = E1 ⊗ ϕ,J(w)/s(w), we
obtain the proof of theorem. �

Remark 3.6. We would like to mention that we have used a version of Perron’s
formula for Proposition 3.4, which is different from the one used in Baladi–Vallée
[2]. The current version directly leads us to get the desired estimate for the mo-
ment generating function of smaller spaces, namely ΣM (ǫ), than ΩM without using
the extra smoothing process of Baladi–Vallée. See Lee–Sun [22] for the relevant
discussion concerning the length of continued fractions.

The following probabilistic result ensures that the asymptotic normality of a
sequence of random vectors comes from the quasi-power behavior of their moment
generating functions.

Theorem 3.7 (Heuberger–Kropf [16], Hwang’s Quasi-Power Theorem [2]). Sup-
pose that the moment generating function for a sequence XN of m-dimensional real
random vectors on spaces ΞN satisfies the quasi-power expression

E[exp(w·XN ) |ΞN ] = exp(βNU(w) + V (w))(1 +O(κ−1
N ))

with βN , κN → ∞ as N → ∞, and U(w), V (w) analytic for w = (wi) ∈ Cm

with |w| being sufficiently small. Assume that the Hessian HU (0) of U at 0 is
non-singular. Then:

(1) The distribution of XN is asymptotically normal with the speed of convergence

O(κ−1
N + β

−1/2
N ). In other words, for any x ∈ Rm

P
[
XN −∇U(0)βN√

βN
≤ x

∣∣∣ΞN
]

=
1

(2π)m/2
√
detHU (0)

∫

t≤x

exp

(
−1

2
tTHU (0)

−1t

)
dt+O

(
1

κN
+

1√
βN

)

where t ≤ x means tj ≤ xj for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k and the O-term is uniform in x.
(2) Let m = 1. The moments of XN satisfy

E[XN |ΞN ] = βNU
′(0) + V ′(0) +O(κ−1

N ),

V[XN |ΞN ] = βNU
′′(0) + V ′′(0) +O(κ−1

N )

E[Xk
N |ΞN ] = Pk(βN ) +O(βk−1

N κ−1
N )

for some polynomials Pk of degree at most k ≥ 3.

We are ready to give:

Proof of Theorem A. Let U(w) = 2(s(w) − s(0)) and V (w) = log
Bϕ,J (w)
Bϕ,J (0)

with s

and Bϕ,J from Theorem 3.5. By Proposition 3.2, both U and V are independent
of M , analytic for sufficiently small w and the Hessian of U at 0 is equal to one
of s(w) and it is non-singular if and only if ψi are R-linearly independent modulo
Bg(Γ,R). Theorem 3.7 enables us to finish the proof. �

3.2. Residual equidistribution: Proof of Theorem B. In this subsection, we
give a proof for the residual equidistribution of modular partition functions. First
we need:



CONTINUED FRACTIONS AND MODULAR SYMBOLS 19

Theorem 3.8. There exists γ1 > 0 such that

E[ exp(iv · gψ)|ΩM,J ] = R(v) +O(M−γ1)

with

R(v) =





∑
v exp[i(β(Γ)− β(v))]

[SL2(Z) : Γ]
if v ·ψ ∈ Bg(Γ,R/Z)

0 otherwise
.

Here in the first case, v ·ψ is associated with β.

Proof. Note that if v ·ψ ∈ Bg(Γ,R/Z), then by Proposition 3.2,

E1,J(iv) =
6|J |∑v exp[i(β(Γ)− β(v))]

[SL(Z) : Γ]π2 log 2
.

Setting R(v) = Ev(iv)
E0(0)

, we obtain the statement with γ1 = 2− δ. �

We are ready to give:

Proof of Theorem B. Recall that gψ(r) ∈ Zd as r varies over ΩM . For g ∈ (Z/QZ)d,
it easy to see

P[gψ ≡ g (mod q)|ΩM,J ] =
1

Qd

∑

s∈(Z/QZ)d

e−
2πi
Q

s·g · E
[
exp

(
2πi

Q
s·gψ

) ∣∣∣ΩM,J

]
.

We then split the summation into two parts: s = 0 and s 6= 0. The term corre-
sponding to s = 0 is the main term which is Q−d. For the sum over s 6= 0, we get
Q−1s · ψ 6∈ Bg(Γ,R/Z) by Corollary 2.7.(2) and from Theorem 3.8, we obtain

E
[
exp

(
2πis

q
·gψ
) ∣∣∣∣ΩM,J

]
≪ M−γ1.

This gives the proof of the first statement.
For the second one, suppose that ψ is a g-coboundary over Z/qZ for a prime

q | Q. First, we have

P[gψ ≡ a (mod q)|ΩM,J ] =
1

q

∑

t∈Z/qZ

e−2πiat/qE
[
exp

(
2πi

q
tgψ

) ∣∣∣ΩM,J

]

From Theorem 3.8, the last expression equals ca[SL2(Z) : Γ]−1 + o(1) where ca =
#{v |β(v) ≡ β(Γ) − a (mod q)}. On the other hand, it can be easily seen that
P[gψ ≡ a (mod q)|ΩM,J ] = 1

q for each a. Hence, ca are all the same. This is

possible only when q is a divisor of [SL2(Z) : Γ], which is a contradiction. Hence,
we obtain the statement. �

3.3. Weak correlation between archimedean and residual distributions.
In this subsection, we present a result that the Gaussian distribution and residual
distribution of gψ are weakly correlated.

For a g ∈ Z/QZ for an integera Q > 1, let Ωψ,gM,J be the probability space

{r ∈ ΩM ∩ J | gψ(r) ≡ g (mod Q)} with the uniform density. The following result

shows that the distribution of gψ on Ωψ,gM,J is essentially same as one on ΩM,J :

Theorem 3.9. For w ∈ C near 0, there exists γ2 > 0 such that:

E[exp(wgψ)|Ωψ,gM,J ] = E[exp(wgψ)|ΩM,J ] +O(M−γ2).

In particular, we obtain the weak correlation for ℓ.
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Proof. Using the orthogonality of the additive character t 7→ exp(2πitQ ), we have

R(w) :=
∑

r∈Ωψ,g
M,J

exp(wgψ(r)) =
1

Q

∑

t

e−
2πi
Q
tg

∑

r∈ΩM,J

exp

((2πi
Q
t+ w

)
gψ(r)

)
.

Note that R(w)/R(0) = E[exp(wgψ)|Ωψ,gM,J ] by definition.
On the other hand, splitting the sum over t into two parts, t = 0 and t 6≡

0 (mod Q), from Proposition 3.4, we get R(w) = 1
Q

∑
r∈ΩM,J

exp (wgψ(r))+O(M
δ)

for some 0 < δ < 2. In sum, we get

R(w)

R(0)
= E[exp(wgψ)|ΩM,J ] +O

(
M δ

|ΩM,J |

)
.

Since |ΩM,J | ≫M2 by (3.3), we obtain the statement. �

Remark 3.10. As discussed in Section 3.1 and 3.2, the special cases v = 0 and
w = iv of Proposition 3.2 are enough for our main ends. It is Theorem 3.9 that
requires indispensably the luxury of generality in Proposition 3.2.

4. Distribution of modular symbols

In this section, we show that the modular symbols are non-degenerate speciali-
sation of the modular partition functions in both zero and positive characteristics.
Using this, we deduce the distribution results on the modular symbols from those
on the modular partitions.

4.1. Involution on de Rham cohomology. Let H := {z ∈ C | ℑ(z) > 0} be the
upper-half plane, P1(Q) := Q∪ {∞}, and H∗ := H∪P1(Q). Let Γ be a congruence
subgroup of SL2(Z) and XΓ := Γ\H∗ the corresponding modular curve. For two
cusps r, s in P1(Q), we write {r, s}Γ for the relative homology class corresponding
to the projection to XΓ of the geodesic on H∗ connecting r to s. For Γ = Γ1(N),
let us set {r, s}N := {r, s}Γ1(N).

Let us denote by H1
dR(XΓ) the first de Rham cohomology of XΓ. We define an

operator ι on γ ∈ SL2(Z) and z ∈ H∗ by

γι := jγj ∈ SL2(Z) and zι := −z ∈ H∗.

As Γ is assumed to be normalised by j (e.g. Γ = Γ1(N)), the action of ι yields
a well-defined involution on XΓ. Let S2(Γ) be the space of cuspforms of weight

2 for Γ. The involution ι then has an action on H1
dR(XΓ) ≃ S2(Γ) ⊕ S2(Γ). The

involution ι interchanges S2(Γ) and S2(Γ). Moreover, the involution ι is normal
with respect to the cap product

(4.1) ∩ : H1(XΓ,Z)×H1
dR(XΓ) → C, (ξ, ω) 7→ ξ ∩ ω =

∫

ξ

ω.

The cap product can be interpreted as follows. For f ∈ S2(Γ), g ∈ S2(Γ), and
{r, s}Γ ∈ H1(XΓ,Q), set

(4.2)
〈
{r, s}Γ, (f, g)

〉
=

∫ s

r

f(z)dz +

∫ s

r

g(z)dzι.
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Then it is known that the pairing 〈· , ·〉 is non-degenerate (See Merel [29]). Note
that the modular symbol m±

f (r) can be understood as the above pairing (4.2) be-

tween a relative homology class {r, i∞}N and de Rham cohomology class (f,∓f ι),
respectively.

4.2. Optimal periods. We discuss preliminary results to study the residual dis-
tribution of modular symbols.

Let f be a newform of level N and weight 2. Let m be a maximal ideal of the
Hecke algebra TN such that the characteristic of TN/m is p and corresponds to
f . Let TN,m denote the completion of the Hecke algebra TN at m. There exists a

Galois representation ρm : Gal(Q/Q) → GL2(TN/m).
Let C1(N) be the set of cusps on X1(N). Consider (X1(N), C1(N))-relative

homology sequence

(4.3) 0 → H1(X1(N),Z) → H1(X1(N), C1(N),Z) → H0(C1(N),Z) → Z → 0.

For a prime q with q ≡ 1 (mod Np), let Dq = Tq − q〈q〉 − 1. The following is
observed in Greenberg-Stevens [14]: The operator Dq annihilates H0(C1(N),Z)
in (4.3). Since Dq is a unit in TN,m if ρm is irreducible, we can conclude that
H1(X1(N),Z)m is isomorphic to H1(X1(N), C1(N),Z)m. For a Zp-algebra R with
the trivial action of TN , we have a perfect pairing

H1(X1(N), R)m ×H1(Γ1(N), R)m → R.(4.4)

When R is given by C, the pairing is realized as the Poincaré pairing under the
isomorphism Cp ≃ C.

Let O be an integral extension of Zp including the Fourier coefficents of f .
Assume N ≥ 3, p ∤ 2N , and ρm is irreducible. Then, there is a Hecke equivariant
isomorphism

δ± : S2(Γ1(N),O)m ∼= H1(Γ1(N),O)±m.(4.5)

It is the isomorphism mentioned in Vatsal [42].
Let ωf ∈ H1(Γ1(N),C) be a cohomology class corresponding to 2πif(z)dz. Using

the isomorphism (4.5) and the theorem of strong multiplicity one, the periods Ω±
f ∈

Cp can be chosen (see Vatsal [42]) so that

Ω±
f δ

±(f) = ωf ± ωιf .(4.6)

It is known that for a newform fE corresponding to an elliptic curve E over Q, the
period Ω±

fE
can be chosen as the Néron periods Ω±

E of E.

4.3. Modular symbol as a modular partition function: Manin’s trick. We
describe how the statistics of continued fractions enters into our discussion on the
distribution of modular symbols.

Let f be a newform for Γ0(N) of weight 2, i.e., cuspform for Γ1(N) with the
trivial Nebentypus. Manin [24] notices that the period integral can be written as

∫ r

0

f(z)dz =

ℓ∑

i=1

∫ Pi
Qi

Pi−1
Qi−1

f(z)dz = −
ℓ∑

i=1

∫ g̃i(r)·∞

g̃i(r)·0

f(z)dz
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as g̃i =
[
Pi−1 −Pi
Qi−1 −Qi

]
if det gi = −1. For u ∈ Γ0(N)\SL2(Z), define

ψ±
f (u) :=

1

Ω±
f

(∫ u·∞

u·0

f(z)dz ±
∫ juj·∞

juj·0

f(z)dz

)
∈ Qf .

The modular symbols are expressed as

m±
f (r) =

(1± 1)L(1, f)

Ω±
f

− cψ±
f
(r).(4.7)

We observe that ψ±
f (uj) = ±ψ±

f (ju). Hence, we also get ψ+
f (Γg̃i) = ψ+

f (Γĝi) and

m+
f (r) =

2L(1, f)

Ω+
f

− bψ+
f
(r).(4.8)

Let us use the optimal periods in §4.2 with the same notation Ω±
f when we

study the residual equidistribution of modular symbols. By previous discussion,
one obtains m±

f (r) ∈ O for each r. We define ζ±f : Γ0(N)\SL2(Z) → O by

ζ±f (u) := {u · 0, u · ∞}N ∩ δ±(f).
Note that we have

m+
f (r) =

2L(1, f)

Ω+
f

− bζ+
f
(r) and m−

f (r) = −cζ−
f
(r).(4.9)

Remark 4.1. The representation (4.7) is no longer true for ĝi(r). In fact, we have

∫ ĝi(r)·∞

ĝi(r)·0

f(z)dz = −
∫ ±

Pi
Qi

±
Pi−1
Qi−1

f(z)dz

as ĝi =
[
±Pi−1 ±Pi
Qi−1 Qi

]
for det gi(r) = ±1 and hence

∫ r

0

f(z)dz −
∫ −r

0

f(z)dz =

ℓ∑

i=1

(−1)iψ−
f (Γĝi),

which is not equal to bψ−
f
(r), in general.

Remark 4.2. As far as we understand, Manin–Marcolli seemed to assert that the
modular symbols are expressible in terms of bψ±

f
. As discussed in Remark 4.1, it

is doubtful to have such an expression for ψ−
f . A relevant mistake is that they

regarded gj(r) as an element of PSL2(Z), which is not the case if det gj(r) = −1
(See Manin-Marcolli [25, p.6, Line 12]).

4.4. Gaussian distribution: Proof of Theorem C. In this subsection, we give
a proof on the limit Gaussian distribution of modular symbols m±

f on ΩM,ϕ,J .

Proposition 4.3. For any nontrivial f ∈ S2(Γ0(N)), the function ψ+
f (ψ−

f , resp.)

is not a b-coboundary (c-coboundary, resp.) over R.

Proof. First assume that ψ−
f is a c-coboundary over R. Note that ψ−

f (u) = −ψ−
f (uι)

for each u and ι =
[
0 −1
1 0

]
. On the other hand we have uι · ∞ = −u · 0 and

uι · 0 = −u ·∞. Hence, ψ−
f (uι) = ψ−

f (u). In sum, 2ψ−
f is the zero function. On the

other hand, Manin’s trick implies that the set of Manin symbols {u · 0, u · ∞}Γ0(N)

for u ∈ Γ0(N)\SL2(Z) generates the first homology group of X0(N). Since the
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pairing (4.1) is non-degenerate, we conclude that ψ±
f are not trivially zero as long

as f is non-trivial. This is a contradiction and hence we conclude that ψ−
f is not a

c-coboundary.
Assume that ψ+

f is a b-coboundary over R, i.e., ψ+
f (u) = β(u) − β(u ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
)

for all m and u. Let h : Γ0(N) → H1(X0(N),Z) given by h(γ) := {0, γ · 0}. Let
γ ∈ Γ0(N). Since {0, γ · 0} = {∞, γ · ∞}, we have h(γ) = h(γ[ 1 m0 1 ]) for m ∈ Z and
hence may assume that 0 < γ · 0 < 1. Let γ · 0 = [0;m1, · · · ,mℓ] and let g1, · · · , gℓ
be the convergents of γ ·0. Note that gi

[
−mi 1
1 0

]
= gi−1 with g0 = I. Then, we have

h(γ) ∩ (ωf + ωιf ) =

∫ γ·0

0

f(z)dz +

∫ −γ·0

0

f(z)dz =
ℓ∑

i=1

ψ+
f (Γ0(N)ĝi)

=

ℓ∑

i=1

β(Γ0(N) · gi)− β(Γ0(N) · gi
[
−mi 1
1 0

]
) = β(Γ0(N)ĝℓ)− β(Γ0(N)).

Observe that ψ+
f (u) = ψ+

f (−u) and ψ+
f (ju) = ψ+

f (uj) for all u. By Proposition

2.5.(2), we know β(ju) = β(uj) for all u. In particular, β(Γ0(N)ĝℓ) = β(Γ0(N)g̃ℓ).
Note that γ · 0 = g̃ℓ · 0, i.e., g̃ℓ ∈ γL. Since β is L-invariant, we get β(Γ0(N)g̃ℓ) =
β(Γ0(N)γ) = β(Γ0(N)). In sum we get h(γ) ∩ (ωf + ωιf ) = 0 for all γ ∈ Γ0(N).
Since it is well-known that h is surjective, we conclude from the non-degeneracy of
the pairing (4.1) that f = 0, which is a contradiction. �

We are ready to present:

Proof of Theorem C. By the expressions (4.7) and (4.8), the distribution of modu-
lar symbols follows from the ones of modular partition functions bψ+

f
and cψ−

f
. Now

Theorem C follows from Theorem A and Proposition 4.3. �

4.5. Residual distribution: Proofs of Theorem E and D. In this subsection,
we give proofs on the residual equidistribution of integral random variable m±

E on
ΩM,ϕ,J and non-vanishing result on the special L-values.

First, we need the following:

Proposition 4.4. Let ̟ be a uniformizer of O. Assume N ≥ 3, p ∤ 2N , and ρm
is irreducible. Let f 6≡ 0 (mod ̟). Then ζ+f (mod ̟) (ζ−f (mod ̟), resp.) is not

a b-coboundary (c-coboundary, resp.) over O/(̟).

Proof. First assume that ζ−f (u) = {u · 0, u · i∞}N ∩ δ±(f) is a c-coboundary over

O/(̟). Note that for each u, we get ζ−f (u) = −ζ−f (uι) by the action of ι on δ±(f).

Moreover, we have ζ−f (uι) = ζ−f (u) using the action of ι on 0 and i∞. In sum, we

get 2ζ−f ≡ 0 (mod ̟). On the other hand, the Manin symbols generate the first

homology group of X1(N). Therefore due to the perfectness of the pairing (4.4),
the congruence ζ−f ≡ 0 (mod ̟) implies that δ−(f) ≡ 0 (mod π). However it is

forbidden by the hypothesis using (4.5). In total, we conclude that ζ−f is not a

c-coboundary over O/(̟).
Assume that ζ+f is a b-coboundary, i.e., ζ+f (u) = β(u)− β(u ·

[
−m 1
1 0

]
) for all m

and u. Let us use the same setting as the proof of Proposition 4.3. Then, by a
similar calculation as before, we have

h(γ) ∩ δ+(f) = β(Γ0(N)g̃ℓ)− β(Γ0(N)) ≡ 0 (mod ̟).
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for all γ ∈ Γ0(N) and conclude that f ≡ 0 (mod ̟), which is a contradiction. This
finishes the proof. �

We are ready to give:

Proof of Theorem E. By the expressions (4.9), the residual distribution of modular
symbols follows ones of modular partition functions bζ+

f
and cζ−

f
. Now Theorem E

follows from Theorem B and Proposition 4.4. �

Proof of Theorem D. Let c be a number less than 1−
√
1− 6

π2 (1− 1
p ). Let

̂(Z/nZ)
×

±

be the set of Dirichlet characters modulo n that are even or odd according to the
parity ±. Let us set

T±
M :=

{
1 < n ≤M

∣∣∣∣∃χ ∈ ̂(Z/nZ)
×

±,ΛE(χ) 6≡ 0 (p1+vp(φ(n)))

}
.

The statement follows once the following inequality is verified: #T±
M ≥ cM for all

sufficiently large M . Let us assume the contrary, i.e., suppose that #T±
M < cM for

infinitely many M . Then for each n 6∈ T±
M with 1 < n ≤M and m ∈ (Z/nZ)×, we

obtain ∑

χ∈ ̂(Z/nZ)
×

±

χ(m)ΛE(χ) ≡ 0 (mod p1+vp(φ(n))).

Then for all r ∈ Σn with n 6∈ T±
M , we obtain m±

E(r) ≡ 0 (mod p). From this, we
can conclude

∑

1<n≤M

n 6∈T
±
M

φ(n) <
1

p

∑

1<n≤M

φ(n), i.e.,
∑

n∈T±
M

φ(n) >

(
1− 1

p

) ∑

1<n≤M

φ(n).

Since #T±
M < cM , the L.H.S. is smaller than or equal to

∑

M−cM<n≤M

n ≤ 1

2
(1 − (1− c)2)M2.

Note that limM→∞
1
M2

∑
n≤M φ(n) = 3

π2 . Hence we obtain (1−c)2 ≤ 1− 6
π2 (1− 1

p )

which is a contradiction to the choice of c. �

Remark 4.5. It seems that it is currently not doable to deduce an estimate on

#
⋃

n≤M,p∤φ(n)

{
χ ∈ ̂(Z/nZ)

×
∣∣∣∣ΛE(χ) 6≡ 0 (p), χ(−1) = ±1

}

from the previous proof or similar argument since the set {n ≤M | p ∤ φ(n)} is too
thin as its size is asymptotic to M(logM)−1/(p−1) (See Spearman–Williams [38]).

Remark 4.6. It is worthwhile to mention about previous research on the residual
non-vanishing of L-values. The ergodic approach for the Dirichlet L-values has
been extensively generalised to the study of anti-cyclotomic twists (for example, see
Hida [15], Burungale–Hida [7], and Vatsal [43]). Meanwhile, up until now, there
has been no notable analogous progress for the modular L-values with cyclotomic
or Dirichlet twists except a few cases. The first non-vanishing result goes back
to Ash–Stevens [1] and Stevens [39] for a large class of characters. Kim–Sun [20]
recently obtained the non-vanishing result for a positive proportion of characters χ
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of ℓ-power conductors with a prime ℓ 6= p. However, all of these results are based
on the classical arguments and their improvements.

Using Theorem 3.9, we present an answer to Mazur’s question on the correlation
between archimedean and residual distributions of modular symbols:

Theorem 4.7. Assume that ρE,p is irreducible and p ∤ NE. For w near 0 and
a (mod pe), we have

E[exp(wm±
E)|Ω±,a

M,J ] = E[exp(wm±
E)|ΩM,J ] +O(M−γ2)

where Ω±,a
M,J = {r ∈ ΩM,J |m±

E(r) ≡ a (mod pe)}.

5. Skewed Gauss dynamical systems

The remaining part of this paper will be devoted to explain in details how Propo-
sition 3.2 can be obtained. We first present an underlying dynamical description
for the modular partitions motivated by the work of Baladi–Vallée [2].

5.1. Skewed Gauss Map. Let us recall that the skewed Gauss map T on I ×
Γ\GL2(Z) is given by T(x, v) =

(
T (x), v

[
−m1(x) 1

1 0

])
and the skewed Gauss map T̂

on IΓ = I × Γ\SL2(Z) is given by T̂(x, v) =
(
T (x), v ·

[
−m1(x) 1

1 0

])
.

Let K◦(m1, · · · ,mℓ) be the open fundamental interval associated with the digits
mi, in other words,

K◦(m1, · · · ,mℓ) := {[0;m1, · · · ,mℓ + x] | 0 < x < 1}.
An easy observation is

T̂ℓ(K◦(m1, · · · ,mℓ)× {v}) = (0, 1)×
{
v ·
[
−m1 1
1 0

][
−m2 1
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−mℓ 1
1 0

]}
.(5.1)

It can be easily seen that T and T̂ are measure-preserving and in fact are ergodic
with respect to the product measure of the Gauss measure and counting measure on

the skewed Gauss dynamical systems (I × Γ\GL2(Z),T) and (IΓ, T̂), respectively.
However, measure-theoretic properties will not be investigated in this paper as we
restrict our attention to topological properties.

For a dynamical system (X, f), the map f is called topologically transitive if for
any non-empty open subsets U and V in X , there exists a positive integer L such
that fL(U) ∩ V 6= ∅; and topologically mixing if fn(U) ∩ V 6= ∅ for all n ≥ L.
Notice that if f is topologically mixing, then topologically transitive.

Proposition 5.1. (1) The map T̂ on IΓ is topologically mixing.

(2) For any sequence (xn, vn) in IΓ, the set
⋃
n≥1 T̂

−n(xn, vn) is dense in IΓ.

Proof. (1). Take any non-empty open sets U and V in IΓ. Then, one can assume
that U is of the form (a, b)× {u} for some 0 < a < b < 1 and u ∈ Γ\SL2(Z). Since
the Gauss map T satisfies the strong Markov property, i.e., T ([ 1

m+1 ,
1
m )) = [0, 1)

for all m ≥ 1, we have T n(a, b) = I for all sufficiently large n. Once we have
the full image on the first coordinate, we obtain all the elements in the skewed
component at all sufficiently many iterations as well using Proposition 2.4. Hence

we can conclude that T̂n(U) ∩ V = IΓ ∩ V 6= ∅ for all sufficiently large n.
(2). Let V be an open subset of IΓ. We may assume V = K◦(a1, · · · , ak)×{u}.

By Proposition 2.4, there exists L ≥ 1 such that for all ℓ ≥ L, we get

u ·
[
−a1 1
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−ak 1
1 0

]
·
[
−m1 1
1 0

]
· · ·
[
−mℓ 1
1 0

]
= vn
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some m1, · · · ,mℓ. Then, by (5.1), we have (xn, vn) ∈ T̂n(V ) when n ≥ k + L.
Hence, we prove the second statement. �

Remark 5.2. In a similar way, one can show that T is also transitive. However, it
is easy to see that T is not topologically mixing for any subgroup Γ of SL2(Z).

5.2. Inverse branches. Let Q be the set of inverse branches of T, that is,

Q := {qm |m ∈ Z≥1}
where an inverse branch qm : I × Γ\GL2(Z) → I × Γ\GL2(Z) is given by

qm(x, v) =

(
1

m+ x
, v

[
0 1
1 m

])
.(5.2)

Let F ⊆ Q be the final set that consists of branches corresponding to the final
digits of continued fractions. In other words, it is given by

F := {qm |m ≥ 2}.

5.2.1. Basic setting. For n ≥ 1, let us denote by Q◦n the set of inverse branches of
the n-th iterate Tn, which is equal to

Q◦n := Q ◦ · · · ◦Q = {qmn ◦ qmn−1 ◦ · · · ◦ qm1 |m1, · · · ,mn ≥ 1}
and Q◦0 := {idIΓ}. Let us also set

Q∞ :=
⋃

n≥0

Q◦n.

The index n is called the depth of the inverse branches. For an inverse branch
q = qmn ◦ · · · ◦ qm2 ◦ qm1 of depth n and i ≤ n, let us set the i-th part q(i) of q as

q(i) := qmi ◦ · · · ◦ qm2 ◦ qm1 = Tn−i ◦ q ∈ Q◦i.

For a branch q = (y, u) ∈ Q∞, let us set πiq as the i-th component of q, i.e.,

π1q := y, π2q := u.

5.2.2. Definitions for b and c. Let q ∈ Q∞ be given as q(x, u) = (y(x), ug) for
some y(x) and g ∈ GL2(Z). Then for v ∈ Γ\GL2(Z), let us define

q̂(x, v) := (y(x), vĝ) = (y(x), v · g).
These consist in the set of inverse branches of T̂, denoted by Q̂. We also set

q̃(x, v) := (y(x), vg̃).

It can be easily checked from the action of GL2(Z) on Γ\SL2(Z) that for all p and
q ∈ Q∞, one obtains

p̂ ◦ q = p̂ ◦ q̂ and q̂(i) = q̂(i) = T̂n−i ◦ q̂.(5.3)

For q ∈ Q ◦Q, the map π2q is now just a right action of SL2(Z) by the relation
(2.3). Therefore, if q is of even depth, then q̂ = q̃ = q|IΓ and for all p ∈ Q∞ we
obtain

p̃ ◦ q = p̃ ◦ q̃.(5.4)

In particular, for q ∈ Q◦2n and 1 ≤ i ≤ n,

q̃(2i) = q̃(2i) = (T̂2)n−i ◦ q̃ and q̃(2i−1) = T̃ ◦ (T̂2)n−i ◦ q̃.
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5.2.3. Specialisations. It can be easily seen that there is a one-to-one correspon-
dence between Q ∩ (0, 1) and F ◦Q∞ given by

r = [0;m1, · · · ,mℓ] 7−→ qr := qmℓ ◦ · · · ◦ qm1

with m1, · · · ,mℓ−1 ≥ 1 and mℓ ≥ 2. We obtain

Proposition 5.3. For each r ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1),

qr(0,Γ) = (r∗,Γg(r)), q̂r(0,Γ) = (r∗,Γĝ(r)), q̃r(0,Γ) = (r∗,Γg̃(r)).(5.5)

Proof. We get π2q
(i)
r (Γ) = Γgi(r) from the expression

qmn ◦ qmn−1 ◦ · · · ◦ qm1(0,Γ) =

(
Qn−1

Qn
,Γg

(
[0;m1, · · · ,mn]

))

where Pn/Qn = [0;m1, · · · ,mn] and Qn−1/Qn = [0;mn,mn−1, · · · ,m1]. This
finishes the proof. �

5.3. Branch analogues of modular partitions. In this section, we introduce the
branch versions of modular partition functions, which liaise between the Dirichlet
series and the corresponding transfer operators in §6.

For a function ϕ on Γ\GL2(Z), let us abuse the notation aϕ to define a branch

analogue of aϕ(r) in an inductive way such that aϕ(q) := aϕ(q
(n−1)) + ϕ ◦ π2q for

each q ∈ Q◦n, n ≥ 1 and aϕ(idIΓ) := 0. Similarly, we define

bψ(q) := bψ
(
q(n−1)

)
+ ψ̂ ◦ π2q,

cψ(q) := cψ
(
q(n−1)

)
+ ψ̃ ◦ π2q

for q ∈ Q◦n, n ≥ 1, and a function ψ on Γ\SL2(Z). We also set bψ(idIΓ) =
cψ(idIΓ) = 0.

For r ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1), we obtain

Proposition 5.4. For r ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1), we have aϕ(r) = aϕ(qr)(0,Γ), bψ(r) =
bψ(qr)(0,Γ), and cψ(r) = cψ(qr)(0,Γ).

Proof. It is immediate from the definitions that aϕ(q) =
∑n

i=1 ϕ ◦ π2q(i), bψ(q) =∑n
i=1 ψ̂ ◦ π2q(i), and cψ(q) =

∑n
i=1 ψ̃ ◦ π2q(i) for q ∈ Q◦n. From (2.4) and (5.5),

we obtain the statement. �

Remark 5.5. Since q ∈ Q∞ is determined completely by π1q, the value bψ(q) also

depends on q̂ as well. In fact, one can define q̂(i) as a product of q̂m’s and hence

define b(q̂) analogously. Since G[π2q
(i)(v)] = Gu is equivalent to π2q̂(i)(v) ∈ u,

one can conclude that bψ(q) = bψ(q̂).

Remark 5.6. One may want to define q̃(i) as a product of q̃m’s and hence to define
c(q̃) analogously. However, due to the absence of an analogue of (5.3), the i-th part

of a branch q̃(i) is not equal to q̃(i), in general. Instead, using (5.4), we can give a
new definition for c(q̃), which is equal to c(q). Since the variable c(q) is enough for
our discussion, we are not going to pursuit this direction. Note that cψ(q) is also
completely determined by q̃ as well. Hence, we also set cψ(q̃) := cψ(q) for q ∈ Q∞.
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6. Transfer operators

A transfer operator is one of the main tools for studying the statistical properties
of trajectories of a dynamical system. Ruelle [34] first made a deep observation that
the behavior of trajectories of dynamics can be well explained by spectral properties
of the transfer operator. In this section, we define weighted transfer operators cor-
responding to the modular partition functions and several miscellaneous operators
necessary to obtain the desired relations between the Dirichlet series and operators.

We use a notation that

〈Γ〉 := Γ\GL2(Z) or Γ\SL2(Z),

according to the symbol a, b, or c in discussion. We also set

X = XΓ := I × 〈Γ〉.
For a set A, let A〈Γ〉 be the set of all maps from 〈Γ〉 to A. For a ψ ∈ C〈Γ〉, we set

ψ = η + iζ for η, ζ ∈ R〈Γ〉.

6.1. Branch operators. In order to represent the Dirichlet series, we first obtain
expressions for the iterations of the transfer operator by studying a component of
the operator, which corresponds to the continued fraction expansion of a rational
number in (0, 1).

For s ∈ C and ψ ∈ C〈Γ〉, the branch operators for g are defined by

Bq
s,ψΨ := exp [aψ(q)] |∂π1q|sΨ ◦ q,

B̂q
s,ψΨ := exp [bψ(q)] |∂π1q|sΨ ◦ q̂,

B̃q
s,ψΨ := exp [cψ(q)] |∂π1q|sΨ ◦ q̃

for q ∈ Q∞ and Ψ ∈ L∞(X). Here ∂π1q is the derivative of the first component
of q. We have a multiplicative property:

Proposition 6.1. (1) For p1, · · · ,pn ∈ Q∞ and q = pn ◦ · · · ◦ p2 ◦ p1, we have

Bq
s,ψ = Bp1

s,ψ ◦ Bp2

s,ψ ◦ · · · ◦ Bpn
s,ψ and B̂q

s,ψ = B̂p1

s,ψ ◦ B̂p2

s,ψ · · · ◦ B̂pn
s,ψ.

(2) For p,q ∈ Q∞ with q being of even depth, we have

B̃q◦p
s,ψ = B̃p

s,ψ ◦ B̃q
s,ψ.

In particular, for q = pn ◦ pn−1 ◦ · · · ◦ p1 with pi ∈ Q∞ of even depth for
1 ≤ i ≤ n− 1 and pn ∈ Q ⊔Q◦2, we have

B̃q
s,ψ = B̃p1

s,ψ ◦ B̃p2

s,ψ · · · ◦ B̃pn
s,ψ.

Proof. For the first statement it suffices to show that we get Bp
s,ψ ◦B

q
s,ψΨ = Bq◦p

s,ψ Ψ

for p,q ∈ Q∞. This is just a consequence of applying the identity aψ(p)+ψ ◦π2q◦
p = aψ(q ◦ p) and chain rule. Similarly, we obtain the statements for b and c with
(5.3) and (5.4). �

From Proposition 5.4, we obtain a relation between a term in the Dirichlet series
for a and an evaluation of a Branch operator, both of which correspond to a rational
number:
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Corollary 6.2. For r ∈ Q ∩ (0, 1) we obtain

Bqr
s,ψΨ(0,Γ) = exp[aψ(r)]Q(r)−2sΨ(r∗,Γg(r)),

B̂qr
s,ψΦ(0,Γ) = exp[bψ(r)]Q(r)−2sΦ(r∗,Γĝ(r)),

B̃qr
s,ψΦ(0,Γ) = exp[cψ(r)]Q(r)−2sΦ(r∗,Γg̃(r)).

For later use, we also record:

Proposition 6.3. Setting Υ̂s,ψ(x, v) := s log |x|+ ψ(v), for q ∈ Q◦n we get

B̂q
s,ψΨ = B̂q

1,0

[
exp

( n−1∑

i=0

Υs−2,ψ ◦ T̂i
)
Ψ
]
.

Setting Υ̃s,ψ(x, v) := s log |x|+ ψ(v) + ψ(π2T̃(x, v)), for q ∈ Q◦2n, we get

B̃q
s,ψΨ = B̃q

1,0

[
exp

( n−1∑

i=0

Υ̃s−2,ψ ◦T2i
)
Ψ
]
.

Proof. The first statement follows from the chain rule and the expression bψ(q) =∑n−1
i=0 ψ ◦ π2(T̂i ◦ q̂) for q ∈ Q◦n. The second one follows from

cψ(q) =

2n∑

i=1

ψ ◦ π2q̃(i) =

n−1∑

i=0

(ψ + ψ ◦ π2T̃) ◦ (T2i ◦ q̂)

for q ∈ Q◦2n. This finishes the proof. �

6.2. Transfer operators. In this section, to put more emphasis on the iterations,
we express the transfer operators in terms of the branch operators rather than as
traditional interpretations, so-called, the density transformers associated to dynam-
ical systems.

For s ∈ C and ψ ∈ C〈Γ〉, the transfer operator for the variable a is written
as Ls,ψ =

∑
q∈Q Bq

s,ψ. It is a weighted transfer operator associated to the skewed

Gauss map T. Using the expression (5.2), we can rewrite the operators in a more

explicit way as Ls,ψΨ(x, v) =
∑
m≥1

exp[ψ(v[ 0 1
1 m ])]

(m+x)2s Ψ( 1
m+x , v[

0 1
1 m ]) for Ψ ∈ L∞(X).

It can be easily observed that this series converges absolutely for ℜ(s) > 1
2 . The

transfer operator for the variable b is defined as

L̂s,ψ :=
∑

q∈Q
B̂q
s,ψ.

It is a weighted transfer operator associated to T̂, which can be written as

L̂s,ψΨ(x, v) =
∑

m≥1

exp
[
ψ̂
(
v[ 0 1

1 m ]
)]

(m+ x)2s
Ψ

(
1

m+ x
, v ·

[
0 1
1 m

])
.

Our discussions in §6.1, especially the expression (5.4) and Proposition 6.1, lead
us to define

Ms,ψ :=
∑

p∈Q◦Q

B̃p
s,ψ.
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It is a weighted transfer operator associated to T̂2 = T̃2 which equals to the
restriction of T2 to IΓ. In an explicit way, we have

Ms,ψΦ(x, v) =

∑

m,n≥1

exp[ψ(v[ 0 1
1 m ]j) + ψ(v

[
1 n
m 1+mn

]
)]

(1 +mn+mx)s
Φ

(
1

n+ 1
m+x

, v

[
1 n
m 1 +mn

])
.

It can be also easily checked that the series converges absolutely for σ > 1/2.

Remark 6.4. For the variable c, one may want to define the transfer operator for c

such that L̃s,ψ :=
∑

q∈Q B̃q
s,ψ. However, due to the absence of a c-analogue of (5.3),

it seems unlikely that Lc
Ψ,J(s, ψ) is expressible in terms of L̃s,ψ .

Remark 6.5. Note that Ms,ψ is not equal to L̃2
s,ψ. However, we have Ms,0 = L̂2

s,0.

6.3. Final operators. The final operator for a is defined as

Fs,ψ :=
∑

q∈F

Bq
s,ψ.

We can also define a final operator for b such that

F̂s,ψ :=
∑

q∈F

B̂q
s,ψ

and the final operator for c such that

F̃s,ψ :=
∑

p∈(F◦Q)⊔F

B̃p
s,ψ.

6.4. Interval and Auxiliary operators. To deal with the distributions over in-
tervals, we need an operator, so-called an interval operator, which corresponds to
most of rational numbers in the interval. To deal with the missing rational points
avoided by the interval operator, we devise an auxiliary operator.

We first give a preliminary result on structures of intervals. Recall that

K◦(m1, · · · ,mn) := {[0;m1, · · · ,mn + x] | 0 < x < 1}.
Observe that

K◦(m1, · · · ,mn) =
∞⊔

k=1

K◦(m1, · · · ,mn, k) ⊔
{
[0;m1, · · · ,mn, k]

∣∣ k > 1
}
.

For an integer n ≥ 1, we define a collection A′
n of open fundamental intervals

inductively as follows: Let A′
1 be the collection of (consecutive) open fundamental

intervals of depth 1 that are included in J . Let A′
j be defined for 1 ≤ j ≤ n. Then,

A′
n+1 is the collection of open fundamental intervals of depth n+1 that are included

in J \⋃nj=1

⋃
K∈A′

j
K. Obviously A′

n 6= ∅ for all sufficiently large n. The members

of A′
n can be described in an explicit way as follows.

Proposition 6.6. Let a < b be the end points of J . Let [0;u1, u2, · · · ] and
[0; v1, v2, · · · ] be the (possibly finite) continued fraction expansions of a and b, re-
spectively. When n is even and sufficiently large (i.e. A′

n 6= ∅),

A′
n = {K◦(u1, · · · , un−1, k) | k ≥ un + 1} ∪ {K◦(v1, · · · , vn−1, k) | 1 ≤ k ≤ vn}
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and when n is odd and sufficiently large,

A′
n = {K◦(u1, · · · , un−1, k) | 1 ≤ k ≤ un} ∪ {K◦(v1, · · · , vn−1, k) | k ≥ vn + 1}.

Proof. Let c ∈ (0, 1) have a (possibly finite) continued fraction expansion c =
[0;m1,m2, · · · ] and Pn

Qn
be the n-th convergent of c. It is well-known that for any

n,m ≥ 1, we have P2n

Q2n
≤ c ≤ P2m−1

Q2m−1
.

Let n > 0 be an even integer. The leftmost open fundamental intervals of depths
n− 1 and n that are included in an interval (c, 1), are

K◦(m1, · · · ,mn−1) and K
◦(m1, · · · ,mn−1,mn + 1), respectively.

Note that the left end points of these intervals are Pn−1

Qn−1
and Pn+Pn−1

Qn+Qn−1
, respectively.

Then, it can be easily seen that the open fundamental intervals of the depth n that

are included in an interval
(
c, Pn−1

Qn−1

)
, are K◦(m1, · · · ,mn−1, k) for k ≥ mn + 1.

The rightmost open fundamental intervals of depths n−1 and n that are included
in an interval (0, c), are

K◦(m1, · · · ,mn−2,mn−1 + 1) and K◦(m1, · · · ,mn), respectively.

Note that the right end points of these intervals are Pn−1+Pn−2

Qn−1+Qn−2
and Pn

Qn
, respectively.

Then, the open fundamental intervals of the depth n that are included in an interval(
Pn−1+Pn−2

Qn−1+Qn−2
, c
)
, are K◦(m1, · · · ,mn−1, k) for 1 ≤ k ≤ mn. In sum, we obtain the

statements. �

For an open fundamental interval K = K◦(m1, · · · ,mn), we define

qK := qmn ◦ · · · ◦ qm1 .

Let K(m1, · · · ,mn) be the fundamental interval {[0;m1, · · · ,mn + x] | 0 ≤ x < 1}.
Later, we shall only need fundamental intervals of even length (see Remark 6.8).
Having in mind the identity K(m1, · · · ,mn) =

⊔
k≥1K(m1, · · · ,mn, k), let us set

An :=

{
A′
n if n is even

{(K, k) |K ∈ A′
n, k ≥ 1} if n is odd

where (K, k) := K◦(m1, · · · ,mn, k) for K = K◦(m1, · · · ,mn). Then, we set

QJ :=

{
qK

∣∣∣∣K ∈
⋃

n≥1

An

}
.

In particular, we have QK = {qK} for an open fundamental interval K if K is of
even depth and QK = {qk ◦ qK | k ≥ 1} = Q ◦ qK if K is of odd depth. Therefore,
all the branches in QJ are of even depth.

Let us set

AJ :=
⋃

n≥1

An and BJ := J \AJ .

Note that BJ is a countable set of rational numbers that contains the endpoints of
An, n ≥ 1. Let us set

∂QJ := {qr | r ∈ BJ}.
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Let s ∈ C and η ∈ C〈Γ〉 with sufficiently large ℜ(s) and small max |η|. We define
an interval operator and an auxiliary operator for a as

DJ
s,ψ :=

∑

q∈QJ

Bq
s,ψ and KJs,ψ :=

∑

q∈∂QJ

Bq
s,ψ, respectively.(6.1)

Similarly, we define an interval operator and an auxiliary operator for b as

D̂J
s,ψ :=

∑

q∈QJ

B̂q
s,ψ and K̂Js,ψ :=

∑

q∈∂QJ

B̂q
s,ψ, respectively.(6.2)

We also define an interval operator and an auxiliary operator for c as

D̃J
s,ψ :=

∑

q∈QJ

B̃q
s,ψ and K̃Js,ψ :=

∑

q∈∂QJ

B̃q
s,ψ, respectively.(6.3)

These operators are well-defined for ℜ(s) > 1
2 as follows:

Proposition 6.7. The series in (6.1), (6.2), and (6.3) are absolutely convergent
for ℜ(s) > 1

2 .

Proof. We first consider (6.1). Let a < b be the end points of J . Let pn
qn

and Pn
Qn

be the convergents of a and b, respectively. From Proposition 6.6, we obtain for
ℜ(s) = σ > 1

2 and a bounded function Ψ that

∑

K∈An

BqK
s,ψΨ ≪

∞∑

k=1

1

(qn−1k + qn−2)2σ
+

1

(Qnk +Qn−1)2σ

≪ 1

2σ − 1

(
1

q2σn
+

1

Q2σ
n

)
.

Hence, we obtain

DJ
s,ψΨ ≪ 1

2σ − 1

(∑

n

1

q2σn
+

1

Q2σ
n

)
.

The latter sum is a finite sum, or a convergent series for σ > 1
2 since qn, Qn ≥ n.

A similar argument is applied to (6.2).
For (6.3), it suffices to observe that for a bounded function Φ and a branch q,

we have

‖D̂q
s,ψΦ‖0 ≤ ‖Bq

σ,η01‖0 · ‖Φ‖0
where η0 is the constant function max |ℜψ|. By following the previous calculation
for DJ

s,ψ, we obtain the statement.
For the auxiliary operators, we observe that for r ∈ BJ , there are at most two

K, K ′ in ∪nAn such that r is an endpoint of them. Then, qr = qK or qK′ . Hence,
we can obtain the statement from an observation that ‖KJs,ψΨ‖0 ≤ 2‖DJ

σ,η|Ψ|‖0 for
a bounded function Ψ. Discussion for the other operators are similar. �

Remark 6.8. One can define the operators DJ
s,ψ , D̂J

s,ψ, KJs,ψ , K̂Js,ψ by using A′
n as

well. However, we have no choice but to use An to define the operators for c since
Proposition 6.1 holds only for branches of even depth.
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6.5. Key relations for Dirichlet series. In this subsection, we present an un-
derlying connection between the transfer operators of the skewed Gauss dynamical
systems and the Dirichlet series. Recall ψ = ζ + iη.

Observe that for ℜ(s) > 1 + cmax |ζ|
2 (for the definition of c, see (3.2)), the

Dirichlet series for a can be written as

La
Ψ,J(s, ψ) =

∑

r∈Q∩J

Ψ(r∗,Γg(r)) exp(aψ(r))

Q(r)s
.(6.4)

One can easily obtain a similar expressions for b and c.
In Theorem 8.5, it will be shown that three quasi-inverses (I − Ls,ψ)−1, (I −

L̂s,ψ)−1, and (I − Ms,ψ)
−1 are well-defined as geometric series of the operators

when (σ, η) is close enough to (1,0); in the remaining part of this section, let us
assume this condition. Then, a portion of the sum (6.4) can be described as follows:

Proposition 6.9. For an open fundamental interval K and a bounded function Ψ
on I × Γ\GL2(Z), we obtain

DK
s,ψ(I − Ls,ψ)−1Fs,ψΨ(0,Γ) =

∑

r∈Q∩K

Ψ(r∗,Γg(r)) exp(aψ(r))

Q(r)2s
.

For a bounded function Φ on IΓ, we also have

D̂K
s,ψ(I − L̂s,ψ)−1F̂s,ψΦ(0,Γ) =

∑

r∈Q∩K

Φ(r∗,Γĝ(r)) exp(bψ(r))

Q(r)2s
and

D̃K
s,ψ(I −Ms,ψ)

−1F̃s,ψΦ(0,Γ) =
∑

r∈Q∩K

Φ(r∗,Γg̃(r)) exp(cψ(r))

Q(r)2s
.

Proof. Let n ≥ 0 be an integer. From Proposition 6.1, we obtain

DK
s,ψLns,ψFs,ψΨ(0,Γ) =

∑

q∈F◦Q◦n◦QK

Bq
s,ψΨ(0,Γ).

Since r 7→ qr is a one-to-one correspondence between K ∩Q and F◦Q∞ ◦QK , and
Q(r) = Q(r∗), we obtain the statement by Corollary 6.2. A proof for the second
statement is similar. For the third statement, with Proposition 6.1, we have

D̃K
s,ψMn

s,ψF̃s,ψΦ(0,Γ) =
∑

q
B̃q
s,ψΦ(0,Γ)

where
∑

q means the summation over q ∈ F◦ (Q◦2n ◦QK)
⊔
(F◦Q)◦ (Q◦2n ◦QK).

By the correspondence Q ∩ K → F ◦ Q∞ ◦ QK , we obtain the statement from
Corollary 6.2. �

Finally, we settle the following explicit expressions for the Dirichlet series:

Theorem 6.10. Let Ψ be a bounded function on I × Γ\GL2(Z), Φ a bounded

function on IΓ, and ℜ(s) > 1 + cmax |ζ|
2 . We have

La
Ψ,J(2s;ϕ) = KJs,ϕΨ(0,Γ) +DJ

s,ϕ(I − Ls,ϕ)−1Fs,ϕΨ(0,Γ),

Lb
Φ,J(2s;ψ) = K̂Js,ψΦ(0,Γ) + D̂J

s,ψ(I − L̂s,ψ)−1F̂s,ψΦ(0,Γ), and

Lc
Φ,J(2s;ψ) = K̃Js,ψΦ(0,Γ) + D̃J

s,ψ(I −Ms,ψ)
−1F̃s,ψΦ(0,Γ).
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Proof. From the correspondence BJ → ∂QJ , similarly as the last proof, we get

KJs,ψΨ(0,Γ) =
∑

r∈BJ

Ψ(r∗,Γg(r)) exp(aψ(r))

Q(r)2s
.

We also have similar expressions for b and c. Note that there are one-to-one cor-
respondences Q ∩ AJ →

(
F ◦Q∞ ◦QJ

)
, and BJ → ∂QJ , given by r 7→ qr. Now

Proposition 6.9 and the disjoint union J = AJ
⊔
BJ enable us to conclude the

proof. �

Remark 6.11. Instead of using the interval operator, one might want to choose Ψ as
a product of a smooth approximation of J and the function ϕ to study ΩM,ϕ,J . A
problem is that there is no known relation between c(r) and c(r∗). However, there
is a relation between m±

f (r) and m±
f (r

∗), so-called the Atkin–Lehner relation (See

Mazur–Rubin [28]). We had tried this direction and were only able to obtain a par-
tial and unsatisfactory result. One advantage of introducing the interval operator
is that the Atkin–Lehner relation is dispensable.

7. Spectral analysis of transfer operator

In this section, we present a dynamical analysis on the transfer operator associ-
ated to the skewed Gauss dynamical system.

7.1. Basic settings and properties. Let Γ be a subgroup of SL2(Z) of finite
index. For the remaining part of the paper, we write s := σ + it ∈ C.

In order to discuss all the modular partition functions simultaneously, let us set

g := a, b, or c.

We use the symbol Hs,ψ to represent

Hs,ψ := Ls,ψ, L̂s,ψ , or Ms,ψ

according to the choice of g. Since bψ and cψ are also functions on the inverse

branches of T̂ and T̃2, respectively (Remark 5.5 and 5.6), let us use the symbol B
to represent the branches:

B := Q, Q̂, or Q̃◦2

according to the choice of g. Note that for Ψ ∈ C1(X), the transfer operator can
be written as

Hs,ψΨ =
∑

p∈B

exp[gψ(p)]|∂π1p|sΨ ◦ p.

Note here that aψ(q) = ψ ◦π2q and bψ(q) = ψ ◦π2q̂ for a q ∈ Q. For p = p2 ◦p1 ∈
Q̃◦2, we get cψ(p) = ψ ◦ π2p̃1 + ψ ◦ π2p̃.

Recall that a space on which Hs,ψ acts is defined as C1(X) = {Ψ : X →
C | Ψ and ∂Ψ are continuous} where the derivative ∂ on C1(X) is defined by
the partial derivative with respect to the first coordinate ∂Ψ(x, v) := ∂

∂xΨ(x, v).

The space C1(X) is just a finite union of C1(I) and its elements are the linear
combinations of tensor type (f ⊗ g)(x, v) := f(x)g(v) for a function f on I and a
function g on the set of right cosets of Γ. It is a Banach space with the norm

‖Ψ‖1 = ‖Ψ‖0 + ‖∂Ψ‖0.
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It is easy to show that the operator acts boundedly: For Ψ ∈ C1(X) and (σ, η) in
a small compact real neighborhood B ⊆ R× R〈Γ〉 of (1,0), we have

‖∂Hσ,ηΨ‖1 ≪B (1 + |σ|)‖Ψ‖1.(7.1)

7.2. Geometric properties of skewed Gauss dynamical system. We study
the spectrum of our transfer operator in the later section. Remark that this will be
settled by the metric properties of the set Q of inverse branches of T based on the
following geometric properties of the Gauss dynamical system.

Let us set the contraction ratio as

ρ :=

{
1/2 if g = a or b

1/4 if g = c
.

Proposition 7.1 (Baladi-Vallée [2]). For any branch q ∈ B◦n for n ≥ 1, we have:

(1) (Uniform contraction)

‖∂π1q‖0 ≪ ρn.

(2) (Bounded distortion)
∥∥∥∥
∂2π1q

∂π1q

∥∥∥∥
0

≪ 1.

Proof. The is a mere translation of results in Baladi-Vallée [2] or Naud [30, Lemma
3.5] in terms of our notations. �

We recall the UNI property for the Gauss dynamical system established by
Baladi–Vallée [2]. For any n ≥ 1 and for two inverse branches p and q of Tn,
the temporal distance is defined by

∆(p,q) := inf
X

|∂Πp,q|

where the map Πp,q on X is given by

Πp,q := log
|∂π1p|
|∂π1q|

.

What they showed can be written as:

Proposition 7.2 (Baladi–Vallée [2, Lemma 6]). The skewed Gauss dynamical sys-
tems satisfy the UNI condition:

(1) Let m be the product of Lebesgue measure on I and the counting measure on
the right cosets of Γ. For 0 < a < 1, n ≥ 1, and p ∈ Q◦n, one obtains

m

( ⋃

q∈Q◦n

∆(p,q)≤ρan

q(X)

)
≪ ρan.

(2) One has

sup
p,q∈Q∞

‖∂2Πp,q‖0 <∞.
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7.3. Dominant eigenvalue and spectral gap of positive operator. We de-
scribe the spectrum of positive transfer operator Hσ,η acting on C1(X). We begin
by stating the following sufficient condition for quasi-compactness due to Hennion.

Theorem 7.3 (Hennion [17]). Let H be a bounded operator on a Banach space
X, endowed with two norms ‖ · ‖ and ‖ · ‖′ satisfying H({φ ∈ X : ‖φ‖ ≤ 1}) is
conditionally compact in (X, ‖ · ‖′). Suppose that there exist two sequences of real
numbers rn and tn such that for any n ≥ 1 and φ ∈ X, one has the inequalities

(7.2) ‖Hnφ‖ ≤ tn‖φ‖′ + rn‖φ‖.

Then the essential spectral radius of H is at most lim infn→∞ r
1/n
n .

Inequalities of the form (7.2) are often called the Lasota–Yorke type in the theory
of dynamical system. This enables us not only to show quasi-compactness of Hσ,η

on C1(X), but also to obtain an explicit estimate for the iterates, which is a crucial
ingredient for the uniform spectral bound in §8.

The main estimate for norms of our transfer operators is controlled by geometric
behavior of inverse branches of the Gauss map. For example, we have:

Proposition 7.4. Let B be the neighborhood of (1,0) for (7.1). Choosing B small
enough, if needed, for (σ, η) ∈ B:

(1) For any n ≥ 1 and Ψ ∈ C1(X), we have

‖∂Hn
σ,ηΨ‖0 ≪B |σ|‖Ψ‖0 + ρn‖∂Ψ‖0.

(2) The operator Hσ,η on C1(X) is quasi-compact.

Proof. By Proposition 6.1, we notice that for n ≥ 1, the iteration is of the form

Hn
σ,ηΨ =

∑

p∈B◦n

exp[gη(p)]|∂π1p|σΨ ◦ p.

Then the differentiation gives

∂Hn
σ,ηΨ =

∑

p

exp[gη(p)]

(
σ|∂π1p|σ

|∂2π1p|
|∂π1p|

·Ψ ◦ p+ |∂π1p|σ|∂π1p| · ∂Ψ ◦ p
)
.

By the uniform contraction in Proposition 7.1, we obtain the first statement.
Notice that the embedding of (C1(X), ‖ · ‖1) into (C1(X), ‖ · ‖0) is a compact

operator, since Γ is of finite index in SL2(Z). Hence by Theorem 7.3 and the first
statement, we have the second one. �

We collect spectral properties of Hσ,η. We mainly refer to Baladi [3, Theorem
1.5] for a general theory.

Proposition 7.5. Let B be as before. For (σ, η) ∈ B, let us set

λσ,η := lim
n→∞

‖Hn
σ,η1‖

1
n

0 .

where 1 = 1⊗ 1 is the constant function. Then:

(1) The value λσ,η is the spectral radius of Hσ,η on C1(X) with ‖ · ‖1.
(2) The operator Hσ,η has a positive eigenfunction Φσ,η with the eigenvalue λσ,η.

In particular, Φ1,0(x, v) =
1

log 2(x+1) and λ1,0 = 1.

(3) The eigenvalue λσ,η is of maximal modulus, positive, and simple.
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(4) There is an eigenmeasure µσ,η of the adjoint of Hσ,η such that it is a Borel
probability measure with

∫
X Φσ,ηdµσ,η = 1 after nomalizing Φσ,η suitably. In

particular, dµ1,0 = dm.

Proof. Even though it is almost same as discussion in Baladi [3, Theorem 1.5], let
us give a sketch of proof for reader’s convenience. See also Baladi-Vallée [2] and
Parry-Pollicott [33] for more details.

(1). Using Proposition 7.4.(1), it can be shown that the spectral radius of Hσ,η

on C1(X) with ‖ · ‖1 is less than or equal to λσ,η. We also have

lim
n→∞

‖Hn
σ,η‖1/n1 ≥ lim

n→∞
‖Hn

σ,η1‖1/n1 ≥ lim
n→∞

‖Hn
σ,η1‖1/n0 ,

which implies the statement.
(2). Let λ0 = λσ,η, λ1, · · · , λℓ be the eigenvalues of maximal modulus. Then,

by spectral projection, there exist Ψ, Ψj ∈ C1(X) such that 1 = Ψ +
∑ℓ

j=1 Ψj,

‖Hn
σ,ηΨ‖0 = o(λn0 ), and Ψj is in the generalized eigenspace for λj . By observing

the Jordan normal form of Hσ,η on the generalized eigenspace, it can be shown that
there exists an integer k > 0 such that the following limits exist

lim
n→∞

1

λnj n
k
Hn
σ,ηΨj =: Φj .

Then Hσ,ηΦj = λjΦj for each j and at least one of Φj is not trivial. In sum, we
obtain

0 ≤ Hn
σ,η1

λn0n
k

= o(1) +
∑

j

(
λj
λ0

)n Hn
σ,ηΨj

λnj n
k
.

Using a version of orthogonality relation:

1

M

M∑

n=1

(
λj
λ0

)n
=

{
1 if λj = λ0

o(1) otherwise
,

we can deduce that the function Φ :=
∑
λj=λ0

Φj is non-negative and non-trivial.

Suppose that Φ(x0, v0) = 0 for some (x0, v0) ∈ X . For each n ≥ 1, we have

0 = Hn
σ,ηΦ(x0, v0) =

∑

p∈B◦n

exp[gη(p)]|∂π1p(x0, v0)|σΦ(p(x0, v0)).

Since the weights exp[gη(p)]|∂π1p(x0, v0)|σ are positive, Φ(p(x0, v0)) = 0 for all
p ∈ B◦n. The density result of Proposition 5.1.(2) and continuity of Φ result in a
contradiction. Hence, we obtain the statement with Φσ,η := Φ.

It is a classical result that Φ1,0(x, v) =
1

log 2(x+1) is an eigenfunction of L1,0 and

L̂1,0 with the eigenvalue 1 of maximal modulus. ForMs,w, recall that M1,0 = L̂2
1,0.

(3). The first two claims come from the definition of λσ,η. For the algebraic
simplicity, let Φ and Ψ be positive eigenfunctions with the eigenvalue λ0, and set

t := min{Φ(x,v)
Ψ(x,v) | (x, v) ∈ X}. Since t = Φ(x0,v0)

Ψ(x0,v0)
for some (x0, v0) ∈ X by the

continuity, we can conclude that Φ = tΨ using the last density argument.
For the geometric simplicity, let us assume that for a non-trival Ψ ∈ C1(X),

one has (Hσ,η − λ0I)2Ψ = 0 and Φ := (Hσ,η − λ0I)Ψ 6= 0. Then, we have

Hn
σ,ηΨ = λn0Ψ+ nλn−1

0 Φ, with which we deduce a contradiction from

‖Hn
σ,ηΨ‖0 ≤ ‖Hn

σ,ηΦσ,η‖0‖Φ−1
σ,ηΨ‖0 = λn0‖Φ−1

σ,ηΨ‖0.
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(4). Extending the functionals on the eigenspace for λσ,η to C1(X) using spec-
tral projection, we obtain a positive eigen Radon measure of the adjoint, which
corresponds to a Borel probability measure on X . Normalizing suitably, we obtain
the statement. �

We show the uniqueness of the eigenvalue of maximal modulus.

Proposition 7.6. Let g = b or c. Then, for (σ, η) ∈ B, the eigenvalue λσ,η is
unique, i.e., Hσ,η has no other eigenvalue on the circle of radius λσ,η.

Proof. Since it is almost same as one in Baladi [3, Theorem 1.5.(5)], let us give a
sketch of the proof. First we need to show that

lim
n→∞

∥∥∥∥
1

λnσ,η
Hn
σ,ηΨ− Φσ,η

∫

X

Ψdµσ,η

∥∥∥∥
0

= 0(7.3)

for all Ψ ∈ C1(X): Our version of the density result in Proposition 5.1.(2) to-
gether with Proposition 2.4 enables us to show that a continuous accumulation
point of the sequence λ−nσ,ηHσ,ηΨ is actually the function Φσ,η

∫
X
Ψdµσ,η. The limit

is verified after applying the Arzelà-Ascoli theorem to an equicontinuous family
{λ−nσ,ηHn

σ,ηΨ |n ≥ 1}.
The desired statement of proposition follows easily from the expression (7.3). �

Remark 7.7. As T is not topological mixing, one can expect easily that the above
proof is no longer valid for Ls,η. Nonetheless, based on numerical calculations, we
speculate that the uniqueness of the eigenvalue is still valid.

8. Dolgopyat–Baladi–Vallée bound in vertical strip

Main objective in this section is the uniform polynomial bound for the iterations
of Hs,ψ, namely the Dolgopyat–Baladi–Vallée estimate. Consequently, along with
the results from §7, we complete the proof of Proposition 3.2 at the end of this
section.

Dolgopyat [12] first established the result of such type for the plain transfer
operators associated to certain Anosov systems with a finite Markov partition,
which depends on a single complex parameter s. Let us roughly overview his ideas
for the proof:

(1) Due to the spectral properties of transfer operator, the main estimate can be
reduced to L2-norm estimate, which is decomposed into a sum of oscillatory
integrals over the pairs of the inverse branches. This sum is divided into
two parts.

(2) Relatively separated pairs of inverse branches consist in one part, in which
the oscillatory integrals can be simply dealt with the use of Van der Corput
Lemma.

(3) In order to control the other part that consists of close pairs, the dynamical
system must satisfy the Uniform Non-Integrability(UNI) condition, which
explains that there are a few such pairs.

This groundbreaking work has been generalised into other dynamical systems.
In particular, Baladi–Vallée [2] modified the UNI condition to obtain Dolgopyat-
type estimate for the weighted transfer operator associated to the Gauss map with
countably many inverse branches. Our proof goes in a similar way. In fact, focusing
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on the classical continued fractions, we mainly follow a more concise exposition of
Naud [30].

8.1. Reduction to L2-estimates. Consider the normalised operator defined by

Hs,ψΨ := λ−1
σ,ηΦ

−1
σ,ηHs,ψ(Φσ,η ·Ψ)(8.1)

for Ψ ∈ C1(X). Then Hσ,η on C1(X) has a spectral radius 1 and fixes the constant
function 1, i.e., Hσ,η1 = 1. One of main interest in this section is to estimate
‖Hn

s,ψ‖1 or equivalently ‖Hn
w,ψ‖1.

We start the calculation to obtain the bound of Dolgopyat-Baladi-Vallée by re-
ducing our main estimate to L2-type estimate. For the reduction we need:

Lemma 8.1. Let (σ, η) ∈ B where B is chosen small enough so that σ > 3/4. For
all n ≥ 1, we get

‖Hn
σ,ηΨ‖20 ≪B A2n

σ,η ·
∥∥Hn

1,0|Ψ|2
∥∥
0

for Aσ,η = λ−1
σ,η

√
λ2σ−1,2η > 0.

Proof. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have

‖Hn
σ,ηΨ‖20 ≤ λ−2n

σ,η

∥∥Hn
2σ−1,2ηΦ2σ−1,2η

∥∥
0
·
∥∥Hn

1,0|Ψ|2
∥∥
0
.

The desired result comes from Hn
1,0|Ψ|2 ≪B Hn

1,0|Ψ|2 and Hn
2σ−1,2ηΦ2σ−1,2η ≪B

λn2σ−1,2η. �

A crucial observation based on the spectral gap is that the projection operator
P1,0 associated with the dominant eigenvalue 1 satisfies: H1,0 = P1,0 +N 1,0 and
the subdominant spectral radius R1 of N 1,0 is strictly less than 1. In particular,

we have P1,0Ψ =
∫
X
Ψ dm and hence Hn

1,0Ψ =
∫
X
Ψ dm + O(Rn1 ). In sum, from

Lemma 8.1, we get

‖Hn+k
s,ψ Ψ‖20 ≪B A2n

σ,η

(∫

X

∣∣Hk
s,ψΨ

∣∣2dm+O(Rn1 )
∥∥Hk

σ,ηΨ
∥∥
0

)
.(8.2)

8.2. Estimating L2-norms. The normalised operator satisfies the Lasota–Yorke
inequality, which comes from a direct computation similar to the proof of Proposi-
tion 7.4.

Proposition 8.2. Let B be as before. For (s, ψ) with (σ, η) ∈ B and all n ≥ 1, we
have ‖Hn

s,ψΨ‖1 ≪B |s|‖Ψ‖0 + ρn‖Ψ‖1.
The following L2-estimate is the heart of §8, in which the UNI property in

Proposition 7.2 plays an essential role together with the Lasota–Yorke inquality.

Proposition 8.3. For suitable constants α, β > 0, large |t| ≥ 1
ρ2 , and for (s, ψ)

with (σ, η) ∈ B, we have
∫

X

∣∣∣H⌈α log |t|⌉
s,ψ Ψ

∣∣∣
2

dm≪B ρβ⌈α log |t|⌉‖Ψ‖2(t).

Proof. First we express the integrand as

|Hn
s,ψΨ|2 =

1

λ2nσ,η

∑

(p,q)∈B◦n×B◦n

|∂π1p|it|∂π1q|−it · Rσp,q

where

Rσp,q := Φ−2
σ,η · gψ(p,q)|∂π1p|σ|∂π1q|σ · (Φσ,ηΨ) ◦ p · (Φσ,ηΨ) ◦ q



40 JUNGWON LEE AND HAE-SANG SUN

and gψ(p,q) := g(ψ;p)g(ψ;q). Thus we have
∫

X

|Hn
s,ψΨ|2dm =

1

λ2nσ,η

∑

(p,q)

∫

X

exp [itψp,q]R
σ
p,q dm.(8.3)

Since Rσp,q are bounded, the sum is dominated by the oscillatory integrals which
are controlled by the behavior of the phase function ψp,q, hence essentially by the
geometric properties of the skewed Gauss map. We divide the sum (8.3) into two
parts: one with close pairs, i.e., with small ∆(p,q) and another with relatively
separated pairs, i.e., with relatively large ∆(p,q). In other words, the integral
(8.3) is written as

∫
X
|Hn

s,ψΨ|2dm = I(1) + I(2), where

I(1) :=
1

λ2nσ,η

∑

∆(p,q)≤ε

∫

X

eitψp,qRσp,q dm and

I(2) :=
1

λ2nσ,η

∑

∆(p,q)>ε

∫

X

eitψp,qRσp,q dm.

Let us consider the integral I(1). We set νσ,η := Φσ,ηµσ,η, which is fixed by the
normalised adjoint operator. We need the following results that are mere reformu-
lations of Naud [30, Lemma 4.2]:

Lemma 8.4. (1) For all p ∈ B◦n, we get
‖∂π1p‖σ0
λnσ,η

≍B νσ,η(p(X)).

(2) Let A be a subset of B◦n and Y =
⋃

q∈A q(X). Then, νσ,η(Y ) ≪B A2n
σ,ηm(Y )1/2.

Obviously we have

I(1) ≪B
‖Ψ‖20
λ2nσ,η

∑

∆(p,q)≤ε

‖∂π1p‖σ0‖∂π1q‖σ0
∫

X

gη(p,q)dm.(8.4)

Hence, by Lemma 8.4 we have

I(1) ≪B ‖Ψ‖20
∑

∆(p,q)≤ε

νσ,η(p(X))νσ,η(q(X))

∫

X

gη(p,q)dm

≪B ‖Ψ‖20
∑

p∈β◦n

νσ,η(p(X))

( ∑

q∈β◦n

∆(p,q)≤ε

νσ,η(q(X))

)
.

For any 0 < a < 1, taking ε = ρan, we finally have

|I(1)| ≪B ‖Ψ‖20λ−nσ,η‖Hn
σ,01‖0ρan/2 ≪B ρan/2A2n

σ,η‖Ψ‖20
by the UNI condition of Proposition 7.2.(1) and Lemma 8.4.(1).

The main point of estimating I(2) is to deal with the oscillatory integrals with
the phase function ψp,q. By Proposition 7.2.(2) and a version of Van der Corput
Lemma (see Baladi-Vallée [2, p.359]), we obtain

|I(2)| ≪
∑

∆(p,q)>ε

‖Rσp,q‖1
|t|

(
1

ε
+

1

ε2

)
≪B ‖Ψ‖2(t)

(1 + ρn|t|)
|t|

(
1

ε
+

1

ε2

)

by observing the Lasota–Yorke type estimate for Rσp,q. Then again choosing the

scale ε = ρan with n = ⌈α log |t|⌉ for some α and a satisfying |t| ≤ ρ−an so that we
have |I(2)| ≪ ρ(1−2a)n‖Ψ‖2(t).
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Hence by the above choices of ǫ, n, a and α, we finally have the complete estimate
for I(1) + I(2) with a constant β = 1− 2a > 0. �

8.3. Uniform polynomial decay. Finally, the following Dolgopyat–Baladi–Vallée
estimate can be deduced from the L2-type estimate in Proposition 8.3.

Theorem 8.5. For ξ > 0, a complex pair (s, ψ) with (σ, η) ∈ B, an integer n ≥ 1,
and |t| ≥ 1

ρ2 , we have

‖Hn
s,ψ‖(t) ≪B ηn · λnσ,η|t|ξ

for some constant 0 < η < 1. In particular, the quasi-inverse (I − Hs,ψ)
−1 is

well-defined and analytic when (σ, η) ∈ B.

Proof. Set n0 = n0(t) := ⌈α log |t|⌉. From (8.2), for n1 = n1(t) ≥ n0, we have

‖Hn1

s,ψΨ‖20 ≪B A2(n1−n0)
σ,η

(∫

X

|Hn0

s,ψΨ|2 +Rn1−n0
1 |t|‖Ψ‖2(t)

)

≪B A2(n1−n0)
σ,η

(
ρβn0 +Rn1−n0

1 |t|
)
‖Ψ‖2(t).

We take n1 = ⌈α̃n0⌉ for some α̃ > 1 to be large enough to have Rn1−n0
1 |t| = O(ρβn0)

and choose B to be small enough so that An1−n0
σ,η ≪B ρ−βn0/2. Then, we get

‖Hn1

s,ψΨ‖0 ≪B ρβ̃n1‖Ψ‖(t)
for a suitable β̃ > 0. Repeated application of Lasota-Yorke inequality from Propo-
sition 8.2 enables us to write

‖H2n1

s,ψΨ‖1 ≪ |s|‖Hn1

s,ψΨ‖0 + ρn1‖Hn1

s,ψΨ‖1 ≪ ρβ̃n1 |t|‖Ψ‖(t)
and hence we have ‖H2n1

s,ψ ‖(t) ≪ ρβ̃n1 . For a fixed t with |t| ≥ 1
ρ2 , writing any

integer n = (2n1)q + r with r < 2n1, we obtain

‖Hn
s,ψ‖(t) ≤ ‖Hr

s,ψ‖(t)‖H2n1

s,ψ ‖
q
(t) ≪ ρβ̃qn1 ≤ ρβ̃n/2ρ−β̃n1

since for a large |t|, we have ‖Hn
s,ψ‖(t) ≪ 1. This leads to the assertion by choosing

ξ = β̃α̃ and η = ρβ̃/2. �

Remark 8.6. More detailed computation in Baladi–Vallée [2, §3.3] shows that ac-
tually the constant ξ can be taken between 0 and 1/5.

9. Coboundary conditions

First we collect some preliminary results to prove the main steps of Proposition
3.2. We follow a similar argument of Baladi-Vallée [2, Proposition 1].

From Baladi–Vallée [2, Proposition 0.6a]) together with Remark 6.5, we get

Proposition 9.1.
∂λs,0
∂s

∣∣∣
s=1

= − π2

12ρ log 2
.

For a fixed real number h, define a piecewise differentiable cost function Υ ∈
L1(X) such as

Υ(x, v) :=

{
2h log |x|+ ψ(v) if g = b

2h log |x|+ ψ(v) + ψ(v
[
−m1(x) 1

1 0

]
j) if g = c

.

Let us set S := T̂ or T̃2 according to the choice of g = b or c, respectively. The
following two results will be useful when discussing the property of the pole s(w).
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Proposition 9.2. For a ψ ∈ C〈Γ〉, we have

d2

dw2
λ1+hw,wψ

∣∣∣
w=0

= lim
n→∞

1

n

∫

X

(
n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk
)2

Φ1,0 dm.

Proof. We set κ(w) := λ1+hw,wψ and Ψ(w) := Φ1+hw,wψ. Note that κ(0) = 1 and
κ′(0) = 0. From Proposition 6.3, we obtain

κ(w)nΨ(w) = Hn
1+hw,wψΨ(w) = Hn

1,0

[
exp

[
w
n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk
]
Ψ(w)

]
.

Differentiating this twice and setting w = 0, we have

nκ′′(0)Ψ(0) + Ψ′′(0) = Hn
1,0

[
(

n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk)2Ψ(0) + 2(

n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk)Ψ′(0) + Ψ′′(0)

]
.

Hence, we get

κ′′(0) =
1

n

∫

X

(
(

n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk)2Ψ(0) + 2(

n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk)Ψ′(0)

)
dm.

It can be shown that the second term satisfies
∫

X

(
1

n

n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk)Ψ′(0)dm = o(1).(9.1)

In fact, we have

∫

X

(
1

n

n−1∑

k=0

Υ ◦ Sk)Ψ′(0)dm =

∫

X

Υ

(
1

n

n−1∑

k=0

Hk
1,0

[
Ψ′(0)

])
dm

and since the spectral radius of N1,0 is strictly less than 1, we get

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

Hk
1,0

[
Ψ′(0)

]
=

1

n

n−1∑

k=0

Pk1,0
[
Ψ′(0)

]
+ o(1) = CΦ1,0 + o(1)

for a constant C. Hence L.H.S. of (9.1) equals

C

∫

X

ΥΦ1,0dm+ o(1) = Cκ′(0) + o(1) = o(1).

This finishes the proof. �

Proposition 9.3. There is Θ ∈ C1(X) such that for Υ̃ := Υ+Θ ◦S−Θ, we have

d2

dw2
λ1+hw,wψ

∣∣∣
w=0

=

∫

X

Υ̃2Φ1,0 dm.

In particular, the last quantity is zero if and only if h = 0 and ψ is a coboundary
over R.

Proof. Recall that
∫
X
ΥΦ1,0 dm = 0. Hence, we get ‖Hn

1,0ΥΦ1,0‖0 ≪ Rn1 for the

subdominant eigenvalue R1 < 1 as H1,0[ΥΦ1,0] ∈ C1(X) and obtain a function

Θ := Φ−1
1,0(I −H1,0)

−1H1,0[ΥΦ1,0]
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that is well-defined in C1(X). In a similar way as (9.1), it can be shown that
∫

X

(
1

n

n−1∑

k=0

Υ̃ ◦ Sk)Φ1,0dm = o(1).

Since Θ ◦ S−Θ is bounded, we can conclude that

d2λ

dw2
(1, 0) = lim

n→∞

1

n

∫

X

(
n−1∑

k=0

Υ̃ ◦ Sk
)2

Φ1,0 dm.

Since H1,0[Ψ1Ψ2 ◦ S] = H1,0[Ψ1]Ψ2 for any Ψ1,Ψ2 ∈ C1(X), one can show that

H1,0[Υ̃Φ1,0] = 0. Hence, for k > j, we have
∫

X

Υ̃ ◦ Sk Υ̃ ◦ SjΦ1,0 dm =

∫

X

Hk−j−1
1,0

[
Υ̃ ◦ Sk−j−1H1,0[Υ̃Φ1,0]

]
dm = 0.

Hence, we obtain the first statement.

For the second statement, observe that the integral is zero if and only if Υ̃ = 0,
i.e., Υ = Θ − Θ ◦ S. Since Θ is bounded, the latter statement is equivalent to the
conditions that h = 0 and ψ is a coboundary over R. �

The following result will be one of crucial ingredients in the next section.

Proposition 9.4. Let Hs,ψ = L̂s,ψ or Ms,ψ. Let t be a real number. Then, 1 is
an eigenvalue of H1+it,iζ if and only if t = 0 and ζ is a g-coboundary over R/2πZ.

Proof. First let us assume that there is a Ψ ∈ C1(X) with ‖Ψ‖0 = 1 such that
H1+it,iζΦ1,0Ψ = Φ1,0Ψ. Suppose that |Ψ| attains a maximum at (x0, v0). Setting

aq :=
1

Φ1,0(x0, v0)
|∂π1q(x0)|Φ1,0 ◦ q(x0, v0) and

bq :=
1

Ψ(x0, v0)
Ψ ◦ q(x0, v0) exp[igζ(q)(v0)]|∂π1q(x0)|it,

we have
∑

q∈B◦n aqbq = 1 for all n ≥ 1. Since
∑

q∈B◦n aq = 1 and |bq| ≤ 1, we
obtain bq = 1 for all q. In other words, we have

exp[igζ(q)(v0)]|∂π1q(x0)|itΨ ◦ q(x0, v0) = Ψ(x0, v0)

for any q ∈ B∞. Proposition 5.1 enables us to show |Ψ| ≡ 1, the constant function.
Then we repeat the above process for any (x, v) ∈ X . In sum, we conclude

exp[igζ(q)]|∂π1q|itΨ ◦ q = Ψ(9.2)

for all q ∈ B∞.
From (9.2), we have

|t| · ‖∂Πp,q‖0 = ‖∂π1p · ∂(logΨ) ◦ p− ∂π1q · ∂(logΨ) ◦ q‖0
for all p,q ∈ B◦n and n ≥ 1. By the uniform contraction in Proposition 7.1, we
obtain |t| · ‖∂Πp,q‖0 ≪ ρn ≤ ρan for all 0 < a < 1 and p,q ∈ B∞. Hence, we
conclude that t = 0, otherwise the last inequality violates the UNI property (a) in
Proposition 7.2. In sum, there exists a Ψ ∈ C1(X) such that |Ψ| ≡ 1 and

exp[igζ ] =
Ψ

Ψ ◦ S .(9.3)

It can be checked that Ψ = exp[iβ] for a function β ∈ (R/2πZ)〈Γ〉. In other words,
ζ is a coboundary over R/2πZ.
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Conversely, assume (9.3). Then it can be easily seen that Φ1,0Ψ is an eigenfunc-
tion for H1,iζ . Hence, we finish the proof. �

Remark 9.5. Let Γ = SL2(Z). Then, ψ : SL2(Z)\SL2(Z) → C is just a variable
ψ = w and ζ = τ ∈ R. Hence, ζ is a coboundary over R/2πZ if and only if τ is
zero in R/2πZ if and only if τ is an integral multiple of 2π. This is the result of [2,
Proposition 0] with L = 1.

10. Proof of Proposition 3.2

Combining all the previous results, we prove Proposition 3.2. The proofs are
quite similar to ones of Lemma 8 and 9 in Baladi-Vallée [2]. For w ∈ Cd, set

Hs,w := Hs,w·ψ and λ(s,w) := λs,w·ψ.

For each statement, we specify regionsW1, W2, andW3 around 0 and in the end
take the intersection to get the desired W .

10.1. Statement (1). We first prove the case v = 0. By Theorem 6.10, it is
enough to discuss the behavior of (I −Hs,w)

−1. To obtain the statements (a) and
(b), following the proof of Baladi-Vallée [2, Lemma 8], we split the region into three
pieces I, II, and III in terms of t = ℑs.

I. When |t| is small: Let |w0| = 1 be fixed. As discussed in Baladi-Vallée
[2], Kato [21], and Sarig [35], when (s, w) is subjected to a small perturbation
near (1, 0) ∈ C2, one can show that the operators Hs,ww0 , (6.1), (6.2), and (6.3)
with ψ = ww0 · ψ are all analytic. Furthermore, the properties of spectral gap,
uniqueness, and simplicity of the eigenvalue in Proposition 7.5 and 7.6 are extended
to a complex parameter family Hs,ww0 . As w0 is arbitrary, a standard argument
in the theory of several complex variables ensures that all the operators mentioned
above are analytic for the general variable w ∈ Cd instead of ww0. Similarly we
also have:

Proposition 10.1. There exists a complex neighborhood U of (1,0) such that for
all (s,w) ∈ U , the operator Hs,ψ has a spectral gap with the decomposition Hs,w =
λs,wPs,w +Ns,w, where λs,w, Ps,w, Ns,w are analytic on U and R(Ns,w) < |λs,w|.
Further, the corresponding eigenfunction Φs,w and its derivative ∂Φs,w are well-
defined and analytic on U .

Note that ∂
∂sλs,0

∣∣∣
s=1

6= 0 by Proposition 9.1. By the implicit function theorem,

we have an analytic map s from the neighborhood W1 of 0 to C such that for some
δ1 > 0 and t0 > 0, λ(s(w),w) = 1 with |ℜs(w) − 1| ≤ δ1 and |ℑs(w)| < t0 for all
w ∈W1. Obviously, s(0) = 1.

II. When t0 ≤ |t| ≤ 1
ρ2 : In a similar way as Baladi-Vallée [2, Lemma 8], one

can conclude with the help of Proposition 9.4 that there exists δ2 > 0 and a neigh-
borhood W2 of 0 such that the distance between 1 and the spectrum of Hs,w is
positive on region |ℜs − 1| ≤ δ2 for all w ∈ W2. Hence, (I − Hs,w)

−1 is analytic
and bounded on the region.

III. When |t| ≥ 1
ρ2 : Using Theorem 8.5, we can find δ3 > 0 and a neighborhood

W3 of 0 such that (I−Hs,w)
−1 is analytic on the region |ℜs−1| ≤ δ3 with |ℑs| ≥ 1

ρ2

for all w ∈ W3.
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Now we take α1 as the minimum of δ1, δ2, and δ3. For any 0 < α̂1 < α1,
choose a neighborhood W of 0 small enough so that W ⊆ W1 ∩ W2 ∩ W3 and
ℜs(w) > 1− (α1 − α̂1).

To obtain the statement (c), we fix w0 6= 0 and set s(w) := s(ww0). Let us set
ψ0 = w0 · ψ. We also set Hs,w := Hs,wψ0 and λ(s, w) := λs,wψ0 for w ∈ C.

Since λ(s(w), w) = 1 for a small |w|, we have

s′(0) = − ∂λ

∂w
(1, 0)

/∂λ
∂s

(1, 0)(10.1)

We also note that

∂λ

∂s
(1, 0)s′′(0) =

d2

dw2
λ(1 + s′(0)w,w)

∣∣∣
w=0

.(10.2)

From Proposition 9.1 and 9.3, we obtain that ψ0 is not a g-coboundary over R if
and only if s′′(0) 6= 0. Since w0 is arbitrary, we can conclude that the Hessian of
s(w) at w = 0 is non-singular if and only if ψi are linearly independent over R
modulo Bg(Γ,R).

Let us consider the statement (d). Let Rw be the residue operator of the quasi-
inverse at s = s(w). Since Rw is the residue operator of (1 − λs,w)−1Ps,w at
s = s(w), by Theorem 6.10, the residue of the Dirichlet sereis is

EJs,wRwGs,wΨ(0,Γ) = −EJs,wΦs,w(0,Γ)
∂
∂sλs,w

(∫

X

Gs,wΨdµs,w

)
(10.3)

where EJs,w := D̂J
s,w or D̃J

s,w and Gs,w = F̂s,w or F̃s,w according to g = b or c,
respectively. Let w = 0. For the evaluation of an integration in (10.3) at w = 0,
observe first that we have

∫
X ΨΦ−1

1,0dµ1,0 =
∫
X Ψ dm since µ1,0 = dm. For g = c,

note also that
∫
X F̃1,0Ψdµ1,0 = 2

∫
X F̂1,0Ψdµ1,0. Hence the integration in (10.3)

equals

1

2ρ log 2

∑

m≥2

∫

X

1

(m+ x)2
Ψ

(
1

m+ x
, v

)
dxdv =

1

2ρ log 2

∫

(0, 12 )×Γ\SL2(Z)

Ψ dm.

Note also that for an open fundamental interval K = K◦(m1, · · · ,mℓ), we obtain

EK1,0Φ1,0(0,Γ) =
[0; 1,mℓ, · · · ,m1]

Q([0;m1, · · · ,mℓ])2 log 2
=

|K|
log 2

.

Hence we also obtain the same expression for an interval J . In total, we obtain the
desired expression for the residue.

Now consider a general v. Let w be written as w = u+ iv for u ∈W . Observe
that ψ is a g-coboundary over R if and only if there exists a β such that one
has gψ(q) = β − β ◦ π2q for any q ∈ B. Using this, one can easily show that
Hs,wΨ = eiβHs,u[e

−iβΨ] for all Ψ and same expressions for the other operators

EJs,w and Gs,w. Therefore, we get LΨ,J(s,w) = eiβ(Γ)Le−iβΨ,J(s,u). Hence, all
the necessary properties of LΨ,J(s,w) follow from ones of Le−iβΨ,J(s,u). This
concludes the proof of statement (1).

10.2. Statement (2). For a given v 6= 0, choose a neighborhood W1 of iv small
enough so that w · ψ is not a g-coboundary over R/2πZ for all w ∈ W1. Then,
using Proposition 9.4, the proof goes exactly same as the proof for (a) and (b).
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10.3. Statement (3). We split the region into three pieces I, II, and III as before.
In the region I, whether v · ψ ∈ Bg(Γ,R) or not, i.e., the series is meromorphic or
not, LΨ,J(s,w) is bounded on ℜs = 1±α1. On the region II, the series is bounded
as it is analytic. On the region III, we now apply Dolgopyat-Baladi-Vallée bound.

This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.2. �
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[38] B. K. Spearman and K. S. Williams, Values of the Euler phi function not divisible by a

given odd prime, Ark. Mat. 44 (2006), 166–181.
[39] G. Stevens, The cuspidal group and special values of L-functions, Trans. Amer. Math.

Soc. 291 (1985), no. 2, 519–550.
[40] H.-S. Sun, A proof of the conjecture of Mazur-Rubin-Stein, Bull. Korean Math. Soc. 58

(2021), no. 1, 163–170.
[41] E. C. Titchmarsh, The theory of the Riemann zeta-function, Second edition, Clarendon

Press, Oxford (1986).
[42] V. Vatsal, Canonical periods and congruence formulae, Duke Math. J. 98 (1999), no. 2,

397–419.
[43] V. Vatsal, Special values of anticyclotomic L-functions. Duke Math. J. 116 (2003), no. 2,

219–261.
[44] V. Vatsal, Special values of L-functions modulo p. International Congress of Mathemati-

cians. Vol. II, 501–514, Eur. Math. Soc., Zürich (2006).
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