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ZEROS OF RANKIN-SELBERG L-FUNCTIONS IN FAMILIES
PETER HUMPHRIES AND JESSE THORNER

ABSTRACT. Let §, be the set of all cuspidal automorphic representations 7 of GL, with
unitary central character over a number field F'. We prove the first unconditional zero
density estimate for the set S = {L(s,m x 7’): m € §,} of Rankin-Selberg L-functions,
where 7’ € §, is fixed. We use this density estimate to establish

(i) a hybrid-aspect subconvexity bound at s = & for almost all L(s,7 x 7') € S,

(ii) a strong on-average form of effective multiplicity one for almost all 7 € §,,, and

(iii) a positive level of distribution for L(s,m X 7), in the sense of Bombieri-Vinogradov,

for each m € §,,.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF THE MAIN RESULT

Let Ap be the ring of adeles over a number field F' with absolute norm N = Np/q and
absolute discriminant Dp. Let §, be the set of cuspidal automorphic representations © =
&, m of GL,, (Ap), where the (restricted) tensor product runs over all places of F' and 7 is
normalized so that its central character is trivial on the diagonally embedded copy of the
positive reals. Let q, be the arithmetic conductor of m, C(7w) > 1 the analytic conductor of
7 (see B4)), and §,(Q) = {7 € §.: C(w) < Q}. The analytic conductor C'(7) is a useful
measure for the arithmetic and spectral complexity of 7. Our normalization for the central
characters ensures that |§,(Q)] is finite.

Given m € §, and 7’ € §,v, let L(s, m x 7') be the associated Rankin—Selberg L-function,
and let 7 € §, and 7 € F,s be the contragredient representations. When n’ € {7, 7'},
work of Brumley [23] Appendix] and the authors [24] shows that there exists an effectively
computable constant ¢; = ¢;(n,n’) > 0 such that L(s,m x 7') has a “standard” zero-free
region of the shape
(1.1) Re(s) > a

' g CmC () + 3F)

apart from at most one real simple zero. This is comparable to the classical zero-free region
for Dirichlet L-functions. Brumley ([8] and [32] Appendix]) established a much narrower
zero-free region for all choices of m and 7/. The generalized Riemann hypothesis (GRH)
asserts that L(s,m x 7’) # 0 for Re(s) > 3. Zeros near the line Re(s) = 1 are typically most
damaging in applications, but even a zero-free region of the shape Re(s) > 1 — 4 for some
constant § = 0(n,n’, [F : Q]) > 0 would be sufficient to obtain many spectacular arithmetic
consequences.

Since such strong zero-free regions for Rankin—Selberg L-functions remain out of reach, it
is useful to show that zeros near the line Re(s) = 1 must be “sparse”. A suitable quantitative
formulation can serve as a proxy for a zero-free region of the shape Re(s) > 1 — ¢. Famous
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consequences of this philosophy include Hoheisel’s proof [22] that p,.1 — p, < pylfl/ 33000

(where p,, is the n-th prime) and Linnik’s proof [34] that if gcd(a, ¢) = 1, then there exists an
absolute, effectively computable constant B > 0 and a prime p < ¢” such that p = a (mod q).
To quantify our notion of “sparse”, we define for ¢ > 0 and T" > 1 the quantity

Nesn(o, T)=|{p=B+iy: Lip,t x7')=0, 8>0, |7y <T}.
Note that Ny (3,7T) is roughly T'log(C(m)C(n')T) via the argument principle and the

functional equation, and GRH can be restated as N,y (0,T) = 0 for all o > % The zero
density estimate

(12) N7r><7r’ (07 T) <<n,n’,[F:Q} (C(W)C(W/)T[F:Q})107(n/n)4(1_0) :

follows from work of Soundararajan and Thorner 45, Corollary 2.6]. Therefore, while an
arbitrary Rankin—Selberg L-function L(s,7 x 7’) is not yet known to have the standard
zero-free region ([[L1II), the bound (L2)) ensures that the number of zeros in the region (ILLTI)
is Op (pg)(1):

Let S C §,, and let S(Q) = {7 € S: C(7) < Q}. In this article, we seek a strong averaged
form of (C2]), namely

(13) N Neiw (0, T) K g (QIS(Q)|C() T YA+,

TeS(Q)
where A = A(n,n’,[F' : Q]) > 0 is a constant and € > 0. The bound (L3) follows from the
works of Brumley, Thorner, and Zaman under at least one of the following hypothesesﬂ

o 7' € §, is trivial [47, Theorem 1.2],

e max{n,n’'} <4 [I1 Theorem 1.3], or

e 1’ and each m € S(Q) satisfy certain unproven partial progress towards the general-
ized Ramanujan conjecture (GRC) [1I, Hypothesis 1.1 and Theorem I.B]E

Here, we prove the first completely unconditional zero density estimate of the form (L3]).
Theorem 1.1. Let n,n’ > 1 ande > 0. Let S C F, and S(Q) = {r € S: C(n) < Q}. If
0<o<1,7€Fy, and Q, T > 1, then
. .15 max{n2,n'n —o+e
> Naxw(0,T) K ragre (IS@Q)I(C(r) QT Pmetmndy e,
meS(Q)

Theorem [I.1] is nontrivial when
o log|S(Q)

This is important because in applications, it is usually convenient to bound @ by a power of
|S(Q)| or vice versa. When S = §,,, we have the bounds

(1.5) Q" <o [Ba(Q)] <o D Q.

The upper bound in (LE) was proved by Brumley, Thorner, and Zaman [I1, Theorem A.1].
The lower bound in (LH) follows from work of Brumley and Mili¢evi¢ [10, Theorem 1.1],
who computed a constant ¢, r > 0 such that if §((Q)) is the subset of 7 € §,(Q) that are
spherical at the archimedean places of F, then |§5(Q)| ~ ¢, rQ"*. (The lower bound in

> 0.

p [111, [45], it is assumed that F' = Q. Uniformity over F' # Q requires minor modifications.
2[f 6, in B3) satisfies 6,, < % — 4y, for some 4,, > 0, then each m € §,, satisfies [11, Hypothesis 1.1].
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(CH) reflects the conjectured order of growth; see [10].) Together, Theorem [Tl and (IH)
imply that

16) Y N0 T) Kore (Bl QO T sl i=o)
TEFN(Q)
Furthermore, if n’ = n > 3 and 7’ € F,, then Theorem [T and (L3) together imply that
(1.7) Z ]\]7r><7r O‘ T <<a ( (W/)QT[F:Q})an(l—U)-‘r&.
TEFR(Q)

2. APPLICATIONS

We will now describe some applications of Theorem [LIl In what follows, we write [ <, ¢,
f=0,(g), and g >, f to denote that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that |f| < ¢|g| in
the stated range. The implied constant ¢, which is effectively computable unless otherwise
stated, will depend at most on v, n, n/; and [F : Q]. The expression f =, g means that
f <, gand g <, f. We use € > 0 to denote an arbitrarily small quantity that depends at
most on n, n’, and [F : Q).

2.1. Bounds for Rankin—Selberg L-functions. It is a classical problem for Dirichlet
L-functions to find strong bounds on the critical line Re(s) = 1. The Phragmén-Lindelof
convexity principle shows that if ¢, is the conductor of a primitive Dirichlet character y, then
L(%, x) < ¢'/*; improving this bound by replacing 1/4 with a smaller exponent is known as a
subconver bound. The multiplicative version of the classical large sieve inequality combined
with an approximate functional equation shows that for almost all y, we have the bound
L(%, X) < gy, for all € > 0, consistent with the generalized Lindelof hypothesis (GLH).

For m € §,, GLH predicts that L(3,7) <. C(m). Michel and Venkatesh [38] proved that
there exists a fixed positive § > 0 such that L(3,7) <z C(7)"/*~?, the culmination of several
decades of research. When F' = Q, a sharp mean value estimate for Hecke eigenvalues proved
by Deshouillers and Iwaniec [14], in conjunction with the approximate functional equation,
implies the bound L(3,7) <. (¢7)° for almost all € > of arithmetic conductor g, trivial
central character, and archimedean complexity (Laplace eigenvalue or weight squared) lying
in the dyadic interval [T, 277]. Note that in this case, C'(7) < ¢T.

For 7 € §, with n > 3, the best uniform result towards the bound L(3,7) <. C(r)°
predicted by GLH is that of Soundararajan and Thorner [45, Corollary 2.7], namely

(2.1) L(},m) < C(m) (log C(m)) /00,

We mention three results that improve upon (2.1)) in an average sense, each having comple-
mentary strengths. Jana [29) Theorem 6] extended the GLH-on-average bound of Deshouillers
and Iwaniec to the family of cuspidal automorphic representations of GL,,(Ag) of arithmetic
conductor 1 and growing analytic conductor. Blomer [3, Corollary 5] proved the correspond-
ing result for the family of cuspidal automorphic representations of GL,,(Ag) of a large given
prime arithmetic conductor ¢, trivial central character, and whose archimedean components
are principal series representations confined to a compact subset of the unitary dual. Thorner
and Zaman [47, Theorem 1.3] proved that there exists a constant ¢y = co(n, [F : Q]) > 0
such that if £ > 0, then

(2.2) {7 € Fa(Q): [L(L,7)| = exC(m) T }| < [Fu( Q).
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Unlike the preceding results, (222]) is uniform in both the arithmetic conductor and spec-
tral aspects and holds over number fields other than Q, but the savings over (ZI]) is not
comparable to GLH on average.

Given 7 € §, and 7’ € §,/, Soundararajan and Thorner [45, Corollary 2.7] proved when
F = Q that if C'(m x 7’) is the analytic conductor of L(s,m x 7’), then

(2.3) L&, x ') < |LE,m x 7)2C(m x 7')i(log C(x x «')) /(1070

As of now, the best general upper bound for \L(%, 7 x 7')|? is larger than any fixed power
of log C(m x ©') [33, Theorem 2|. The factor of |L(2,7 x 7')|* can be removed under certain
partial progress toward GRC. The bound L(3, 7 x ') <. C(w x 7')¢ is predicted by GLH.

In order to improve (23] on average with uniformity in 7 and 7', one might first try to
mimic the approach that worked well for Dirichlet L-functions and GLy L-functions using
trace formulae, approximate functional equations, the spectral large sieve, Voronoi summa-
tion, etc. While such methods have seen great success for GL,, x GL,, with n,n" € {1,2},
suitably uniform and flexible versions of these tools do not appear to be available yet in
the general setting. The special case where |n — n/| < 1 exhibits some nice structural
properties, lending itself to approaches via period integrals that completely avoids the afore-
mentioned tools. To describe work in this direction, let F' = Q, F,, C §, be the sub-
set of cuspidal automorphic representations of GL,(Ag) of arithmetic conductor 1, and
Fo(Q) = {m € F,: C(m) < Q}. It follows from work of Jana [30, Corollary 2.2] that if
e >0, 7 € F,, and the spectral parameters of 7’ have real part at least _n+ﬂ (which is far
stronger than the best known unconditional lower bound —% + n21+1 due to Luo, Rudnick,
and Sarnak [37]), then

(2.4) Y LG x ) e [Fu(Q)F
Wefn(Q)

Therefore, for fixed " € F,, the generalized Lindel6f hypothesis for L(%,w x 7') holds on
average over the m € F,,. Using Chebyshev’s inequality, we conclude that for all § > 0, there
exists a constant ¢,/ 5 > 0 such that

(2.5) {r € Fu(Q): |L(3, 7 x 7")| > cp sC (7 % )Y s | Fn(Q)]F°.

See also the work of Blomer [2 Theorem 2|, which proves a variant of ([2.4)) for families of
“spectrally close” Hecke-Maafl newforms on SL,,(Z).
Along the same lines as (2.2]), we use (L)) to prove the following result.

Theorem 2.1. Let n,n’ > 1 and Q > 1. Ife >0 and 7’ € §,/, then
i__ e
{m € Fn(Q): |L(5,m x 7')] = O(m x ') F 0 matnnd } < (CO(7")"[Fn(Q)])°

Remark 2.2. Given a subset S C §,, a similar result can be proved for 7 € S(Q) using
Theorem [[Il Such a result would depend effectively on s in (4.

In contrast with Jana’s work in (ZXl), Theorem [ZT] provides a smaller power-saving im-
provement over (Z3), but the improvement is uniform in the arithmetic conductor and
spectral aspects as well as in 7’. The exceptional set in Theorem 2.1]is a much smaller than
in (). Theorem Pl removes the requirements that n = n/, that ¢, = ¢~ = 1, and that the
spectral parameters of 7’ have real part at least _n++1' Finally, Theorem [2.1]is proved over
any number field, while [30] is only proved over Q.
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2.2. Effective multiplicity one. Let 7 = @), 7, and 7’ = ), 7, be cuspidal automorphic
representations in §,(Q). Under the assumption of GRH for L(s, 7 x7) and L(s, 7 x 7') and
that 7, and m, are tempered for all prime ideals p | g, it is known that if Y = (log Q)?
and 7, = m, for all p { q-q- with Np <Y, then 7 = 7" [25, Proposition 5.22]. Brumley [8],
improving on work of Moreno [40], proved that there exists a constant B,, > 0 such that this
result holds unconditionally with Y = @Q®~. This result makes effective the multiplicity one
theorems of Jacquet and Shalika [28, Theorem 4.8] and Piatetski-Shapiro [43]. Any fixed
B,, > 2n suffices [35].

When n = 2, we have an average result that nearly achieves what GRH predicts. Specifi-
cally, let §5 be the subset of 7 € F with squarefree conductor and trivial central character,
and let 7' € F5. For all € > 0, there exists an effectively computable constant N, > 0,
depending at most on ¢ and [F : Q], such that

(2.6) H{r €3 (Q): m, = m, for all p t q, with Np < (log Q)N <. @

In particular, the implied constant does not depend on 7’. This was proved by Duke and
Kowalski [I5, Theorem 3] when F' = Q in a stronger form under the assumption of GRC.
See Brumley’s Ph.D. thesis [7, Corollary 5.2.2] for a proof that does not use GRC.

If 7 € §o and ™ € o is the contragredient, then L(s, 7 x7) = (p(s)L(s, m, Ad), where (r(s)
is the Dedekind zeta function of F and Ad is the adjoint square lift from a representation of
GL2(AFr) to a representation of GL3(Ap). The arguments in [7, [I5] rely on two key results:

(1) Gelbart and Jacquet [18] proved that if 7 € §o, then L(s, m, Ad) is the L-function of
an automorphic representation of GL3(Afg), denoted Ad 7, complete with a criterion
by which one can determine whether Ad 7 is cuspidal (and lies in §3).

(2) At most O.(QY?*) representations 7 € Fo(Q) have the same adjoint lift. Also,
Ramakrishnan ([I5, Appendix] and [44]) proved that Ad: §) — §s is injective.

In attempting to generalize the strategy of Duke and Kowalski to GL,, for n > 3, one
encounters some deep open problems. If 7 € §,, then for Re(s) sufficiently large, L(s, 7 x 7)
factors as (p(s)L(s, 7, Ad), where Ad is the adjoint square lift from GL,, to GL,2_;. Apart
from some special cases, the following obstacles arise:

(1) The adjoint lift is not yet known to be automorphic for n > 3, and if it were, there
is no known criterion for cuspidality.

(2) Let H,, C F.(Q) be the subset of 7 € F,(Q) such that Ad7 € F,2_;. It is not known
how many 7 € H,, have the same adjoint lift.

Despite these setbacks, we can use (7)) (more specifically, Corollary [[.I] below) to prove
a GL, analogue of (2.6]) when 7" depends mildly on Q.

Theorem 2.3. Let n > 3 and (Q > 1. There exists an absolute, effectively computable
constant ¢3 > 0 such that if 0 < & < 1 and 7' € §,((log Q)e/ ™ F ) " then

{m € a(Q): mp = ) for all p f 4.0 with Np < (log Q)7 <. Q"

Remark 2.4. Given a subset S C §,, a similar result can be proved for 7 € S(Q) using
Theorem [[Tl Such a result would depend effectively on s in (4.

The proof is very flexible. For example, if ¢ > 0 and (') <. Q®”/*IF:Q) then the
same proof with minor changes in choices of parameters produces the bound

{m € n(Q): m = m, for all p { qrq with Np < Q°}| <. Q°.
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While the number of p for which one needs to check that m, = m, is larger, the range of C(7')
is greatly extended, and the threshold Np < Q¢ (reminiscent of Vinogradov’s conjecture on
the size of the least quadratic nonresidue) still greatly improves on the unconditional range

Np <. Q*"*¢ from [37].

2.3. Automorphic level of distribution. Let A(m) be the von Mangoldt function, equal
to log p if m is a power of a prime p and zero otherwise. The celebrated Bombieri—Vinogradov
theorem states that if 6 < % is fixed, then for all A > 0, we have

(2.7) Z max max Z A(m) — (yq> <4 ‘

? ged(a,q)=1 y<z <y (log x)A

m=a (mod q)

This may be viewed as an average form of GRH for Dirichlet L-functions. As part of his
proof [6], Bombieri proved a strong form of the zero density estimate in Theorem [I] for
Dirichlet L-functions. We call any 6 for which (2.7) holds a level of distribution for the
primes. Elliott and Halberstam conjectured that any fixed 8 < 1 is a level of distribution for
the primes.

Number theorists have proved several interesting extensions and variations of (Z7). For
example, Murty and Murty [42] proved that primes in the Chebotarev density theorem have
a positive level of distribution. To describe a different direction for automorphic represen-
tations over Q, we let n > 2 and consider 7 € §, with conductor ¢,. Let A(m) be the von
Mangoldt function, and define the numbers a,(m) by

Yy el logp_zaf Re(s) > 1

p k=1

Note that a,(p) = Ax(p). For fixed § < ——, Wong [49, Theorem 9] proved that if 7 satisfies
GRC and L(s, 7 x (T ®x)) has no Landau Siegel zero for all Dirichlet characters y, then for

any A > 0,
y x
2.8 max max E a-(m)PA(m) — —‘ <LAr
(28) q;c@ sed(ag)=1 yse | L~ [ax(m)" Am) plg)l " (logx)?
- ged(m,gr)=1
m=a (mod q)

This conditionally endows L(s, 7w x 7) with a positive level of distribution 8. The hypotheses
for (2:8) hold for 7 attached to non-CM holomorphic cuspidal newforms on congruence
subgroups of SLy(Z).

Let m € §,. Using (L7), we unconditionally endow L(s,7 X 7) with a notion of positive
level of distribution. In particular, we avoid recourse to unproven progress toward GRC or
the absence of Landau-Siegel zeros.

Theorem 2.5. Let F =Q and 7 € §,,. Fiz 0 < 1/(9n3). If A >0, then

2 Yy x
max max ar(m Alm) — 22— <<A,7T
ged(q,qx)=1 m=a (mod q)

The implied constants are ineffective.

Remark 2.6. One can prove an analogue of Theorem with F' # Q, replacing residue
classes modulo ¢ with ray classes modulo q. We restrict to F' = Q for notational simplicity.



ZEROS OF RANKIN-SELBERG L-FUNCTIONS IN FAMILIES 7

Overview of the paper. In Section Bl we recall basic properties of standard L-functions
and Rankin—Selberg L-functions that we will use in our proofs. In Section ] we prove a large
sieve inequality for the Dirichlet coefficients of L(s, 7 x 7')~! and a corollary on mean values
of Dirichlet polynomials, which we use in our proof of Theorem [[.1] in Section Bl We then
prove Theorem 2.1l in Section [6 Theorem in Section [, and Theorem in Section [8

Acknowledgements. We thank Gergely Harcos, Rizwanur Khan, and the anonymous ref-
eree for helpful comments.

3. PROPERTIES OF L-FUNCTIONS

We recall some standard facts about L-functions arising from automorphic representations
and their Rankin—Selberg convolutions. See [8 19, 27, 39 45].

3.1. Standard L-functions. Given 7 € §,, let 7 € §,, be the contragredient representa-
tion and q, be the conductor of 7. We express 7 as a restricted tensor product &), m, of
smooth admissible representations of GL,, (F,), where v varies over places of F. When v is a
nonarchimedean place corresponding with a prime ideal p, then the local L-function L(s, m,)
is defined in terms of the Satake parameters A, (p) = {1 -(p), ..., anx(p)} by

(3.1) Lis,m) = T[(1 - ayn(p)Np)~ = 3 28]

N ks
j=1 =0 P

We have o -(p) # 0 for all j whenever p { q,, and when p | q, it might be the case that
there exist j such that a; .(p) = 0. The standard L-function L(s, ) associated to 7 is of the

form
Lis,m) = [[Lismp) = Aﬁ}::).
p n

The Euler product and Dirichlet series converge absolutely when Re(s) > 1.
At each archimedean place v of F, there are n Langlands parameters (i, (v) € C such

that
i T2 (s if F, =
o) = TTTT e el ute = {7,200 R =R

By combining the work in [4], B 37, [41], we know that there exists

v]oo j=1

(0 if n=1,
7/64 if n =2,
(3.2) 0<6,<{5/14 if n =3,
9/22 if n =4,
(1/2-1/(n2+1) ifn>5
such that
(3.3) ) <Np™  and  Re(a(v) = 6,

GRC asserts that in ([B.2]), one may take #,, = 0. We have q, = ¢z, and for each p and each

v, we have the equalities of sets {a;z(p)} = {oj-(p)} and {p;#(v)} = {pj~(v)}.
Let 7, be the order of the pole of L(s,7) at s = 1. The completed L-function

A(s,m) = (s(s — 1))”(D}Nqﬂ)s/2L(s, T)L(s, o)
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is entire of order 1, and there exists a complex number W (7) of modulus 1 such that for all
s € C, we have the functional equation A(s,m) = W(m)A(1l — s, 7). Let d(v) = 1if F, =R
and d(v) = 2 if F,, = C. The analytic conductor of 7 [26] is given by

(3.4) C(mt) = DpNa, [ T[] + lit + = ()|“™Y),  C(x) = C(x,0).

v]oo j=1
Since A(s, ) is entire of order 1, there exist complex numbers a, and b, such that
s
A(s, m) = et trs H (1 — —) eslr.
A(p,m)=0 P
The zeros p in the above Hadamard product are the nontrivial zeros of L(s, ), and the zeros

of L(s, ) that arise as poles of s"7L(s, 7, ) are the trivial zeros.

3.2. Rankin—Selberg L-functions. Let 7 € §, and 7’ € §,,. At each prime ideal p,
Jacquet, Piatetski-Shapiro, and Shalika [27] associate to m, and 7, a local Rankin-Selberg
L-function

i

/ n o n e © )\7T><7r’ k
(3.5) L(s,my xm) = [ [](1 = jjrmsm (0)Np ™) 7" = 7]0,?0 :
j=1j=1 k=0

and a local conductor qr,wq. If p { rq., then we have the equality of sets

(3.6) {5 mxnr (P)} = {jx(P)ejr . (p) -

The Rankin—Selberg L-function L(s, 7 x 7') associated to 7 and 7" and its arithmetic con-

ductor are
)\7r (N
L(s,m x 7") HLSTFPXW Z;Iin‘g)’ ann/:anpmg,-
p

At an archimedean place v of F, Jacquet, Piatetski-Shapiro, and Shalika associate n'n com-
plex Langlands parameters ji; sz« (v) to m, and m,, from which one defines

L5 7w % 1) = [T TTT] Tols + i (0))

vljoo j=1j'=1
Using the explicit descriptions of o jzxr (P) and i 7 rx (v) in [23, 45], one sees that
(3.7) |t ()] < NP7 ¥ Re(p jr ot (0)) > —0 — O

Let rpxn = —ords—1 L(s, 7 x 7'). By our normalization for the central characters of = and
7', we have that 7, = 0 if and only if 7 # 7', and 7,47 = 1 otherwise. The function

(38)  Als,mx ) = ((s — 1)) (DE"Negsa)/2L(s, 7 x 1)L (s, Too X )

is entire of order 1, and there exists a complex number W (mw x 7’) of modulus 1 such that
A(s,m x 7') satisfies the functional equation A(s,7 x ') = W(m x 7/)A(1 — s, 7 x 7). As
with L(s,7), the analytic conductor of L(s, 7 x 7’) is given by

(3.9)

C(rxa' t) = DE"Napyn H H H (34 [it 4 41 jr e (V) |4, C(rx7')=C0,7x7).

v|oo j=145'=1
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The combined work of Bushnell and Henniart [13] and Brumley [23, Appendix] yields
(3.10) C(r x 7' t) < C(m x 7')(3 + |t])Fdn'n, C(r x 7') < C(m)" C(x')™.

Since A(s,m x 7’) is entire of order 1, there exist complex numbers a,y,» and by, such that
the Hadamard factorization

(3.11) A(s, 7 x 7') = mxn' Tomxnrs H <1 — ﬁ) e/P

A(p,mx7")=0 P

holds. The zeros p in (BI1]) are the nontrivial zeros of L(s, mx7’), and the zeros of L(s, mx7’)
that arise as poles of s"=x=' L(s, m, X 7. ) are the trivial zeros.

It follows from work of Li [33, Theorem 2| (with minor adjustments when F # Q) that
there exists an absolute and effectively computable constant ¢, > 0, which we assume to be
sufficiently large for future convenience, such that

log C(m x 7') )

(3'12> lim (UO B 1)T"XW’L(007 T X 7r/) <K exp <C4n’n[F : Q] log log C(?T % ﬂ./)

o0—0

€ [1,3].

We can change 7’ to 7’ ® |det|”; at the archimedean places, this has the effect of adding it
to each fi; ;7 xxn(v). We then apply functional equation, the Phragmén-Lindeléf convexity
principle, and (BI0) to obtain for all ¢ > 0

. 0-0 + Zt - 1 T7r><7r’ .

lim <7> L(og +it,m x 7'

oco—o \og + 1t + 1 (o0 )
max{lfo',()}_i_ , B

<L O(r xn',t)” 2 n/n[F:Q]

(3.13)

max{l 0,0}

< (C(m)" C(a')" (3 + |t ) Fte,
Lemma 3.1. If 7 € §,, X >3, and € > 0, then Y\, x Arxz(n)/Nn <. C(7)° log X.

Proof. Since Azxz(n) > 0 for all n by 21, Lemma al, we observe by ([3.12)) that

A () < A ( log X) Res L(s, 7 X T).
Nn<X Z NnHlogX <! )R )
The desired bounded now follows from (B.I3)) with 0 =1, ¢ =0, and 7’ = 7. O

Lemma 3.2. Let J > 1 be an integer. For all j € {1,...,J}, let t; € R; ny,n’; be positive
integers; and 7; € §n,; and 75 € Sn;_. Let

J J
= [[L(s+ity,myx7),  A(s) = [[Als+ity, mx7), Q=
j=1

Jj=1 J

Om)s ()

—.

1

Let R = —ords—1D(s). If 1 < 0 < 2 and the n-th Dirichlet coefficient of —
tive when ged(n, szl qﬂjqﬂj) = Op, then

1 R o1
A%QRG(g-p) < o—1 + Z m +O(IOgQ),

GIQ

(s) is nonnega-

l< i<J
7r]—7r t;7#0
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Proof. Let 1 < o < 2 and

J J
= H L(S, (ﬂ-j)oo X (%;)oo)a ap = H q7rj><%3-
j=1

J=1

By comparing the logarithmic derivative of A(s) with the logarithmic derivative of its
Hadamard factorization

A(s) = et tops H (1 — f)es/”,

Alp)=0 P
we find that
1 1 D’ log Nqp R 1 1 D!
> <—+—)+bD:—(a)+ + + ) ( . +— >+ % (q7).
Ao o—p p D 2 oc—1 52 o+it;—1 o+t D,

— !
7I'J—’7Tj

Since Re(bp) = — > a(p)=0 o Re(p™1) [25, Proposition 5.7(3)], we take real parts and obtain

> Re(——) = Re(g()+10quD+ ooy o] +D5>°(s))+0(1).

— _ )2 4 2
A o—p 2 o—1 52 (c—1)2+1t Dy
440
By B3), B1), and (I0), the bound Re(Z(0)) < log @ (resp. %(0) < log Q) follows
from our hypothesis on the Dirichlet coefficients of —%(s) (resp. Stirling’s formula). O

3.3. Rankin—Selberg combinatorics. A partition u = (11;)$2; is a sequence of nonincreas-
ing nonnegative integers iy > po > --- with only finitely many nonzero entries. For a par-
tition 4, let ¢(x) be the number of nonzero y;, and let |u| = Y72, pi. For aset {aq,...,a,}
of real numbers and a partition p with () < n, let s,({oq,...,a,}) be the Schur poly-
nomial det[(a;" )]/ det[(af);;] associated to p. If [u] = 0, then s,({a, ..., an}) is
identically one. By convention, if ¢(p) > n, then s,({a1,...,a,}) is identically zero.

Let 7 € §, and 7’ € §,,. By B13), (86), and Cauchy’s identity [12, Theorem 38.1], we
have

A Su(Ax(p))su(Ax
Z Npks (S Ty X 7Tp) Z ( (?\)T])JS“( (p>>a p T qrqx,

k=0 o
where the sum ranges over all partitions. This yields

Arcrr (PF) = 5, (Ax(P))su(An (), P dnll
lul=Fk

For an integral ideal n with factorization n = [[, pord» (™ (with ord,(n) = 0 for all but finitely
many p), the multiplicativity of A« (n) tells us that if ged(n, g-q.) = Op, then

(3.14) HAW (™) = 3" T s (An(p))sp, (A (p)),
(up)p€pln] P

where (f4,), denotes a sequence of partitions indexed by prime ideals and

(3.15) pn] = {(pp)p: || = ordy(n) for all p}.
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Define the numbers fi,x,/(n) on unramified prime powers by

n

E Hrxn pk - i —s
S L) psmy xap) ™ =TT T10 - apu®lapw®No=). piaae,
k=0 j=1j'=1

By multiplicativity, this defines fiyx.(n) when ged(n, q,q) = Op. For a partition p =
()2, let p* = (p7)$2, be the dual partition defined by pf = |{j: p; > i}|. It follows from
the dual Cauchy identity [I2, Chapter 38] and (B.6]) that

S :U7r><7r’(pk) _ Z SM(AW(p))SM*(_A”/(p))

) p Jf Irlr,

ks s

P Np - Np\u\

where —A(p) = {—a1(p),..., —an~(p)}. Hence we have

(3'16) :U7rx7r H sMp (_Aﬂ(p))a ng(t‘l, qﬂqﬂ’) = Op.
(tp)p€pln] ¥

Lemma 3.3. If gcd(n, q-q.) = Op, then we have |prx ()] < %(Aﬂxg(n) + Az (n)).
Proof. We apply the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means to (B3.16):
2
o <5 (3 [TTsm@)] + 3 [TIss(-Ann] ).
(up)p€p] b (up)p€pln]  p

The first sum equals A;xz(n) by (8.I4]). For the second sum, note that since |u| = |p*|, we
have (y1,), € p[n] if and only if (py), € p[n]. Hence by rearranging, we see that

2
(317) ‘ H SH 7.-’ ‘ Z ‘ H Sﬂp 7r’ ‘ - )\WX%’(n)u
(kp)p€pn] (kp)pEpn]
where the last equality holds because o (p)aj o (p) = (= (p)) (= 2 (P)). O

4. A NEW MEAN VALUE ESTIMATE

Our proof of Theorem [L.I] uses the following new mean value estimate for the Dirichlet
coefficients of L(s, 7x7') and L(s, 7x7")"'. Let S C §,, and let S(Q) = {7 € S: C(7) < Q}.

Theorem 4.1. Let b be a complez-valued function supported on the integral ideals of Op.
Letn,n' > 1, and let 7 € Fpr. Let Q, T >1,¢ >0, and v > 1. Both

2

SY e ed Y A

2

T€S(Q)  Nne(z,zel/T] T€S(Q)  Nne(z,zel/T]
ged(n,4r 4, )=0OF ged(n,qr 4, )=0Or
are
<. Qs( 4 QU ntn3n’lFY) 141S(Q )‘> Z Az () [b(0) 2,
Nné(z,zel/T)
ged(n,q,/)=0p
where 6, € [0,1 — n%ﬂ] is the best known exponent towards GRC for m € S.
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Remark 4.2. If 7/ = 1 and S = §,,, then Theorem I recovers [47, Theorem 1.1
2 (L 4120, +npin?[F:Ql+e 2
S ] <@ (Rt i) S )P,

T€Fn(Q)  Nne(z,ze'/T] Nne(z,ze/T]
ged(n,q-)=0p ged(n,gq,/)=0p
One could try to prove Theorem 1] starting with this, replacing b(n) with Ay (n)ug(n)b(n)
(where pp(n) is the n-th Dirichlet coefficient of (z(s)™!), and try to recover a version of Theo-
remmWith M xr! ( ) replaced by )‘ ( ))‘ ( ):uF( ) Note that Mo xr’ ( ) = )\W(n))\ ( ):uF( )
when n is squarefree and coprime to q,q,. Otherwise, equality is not guaranteed. If one
wants to approximate L(s,7m X ') with 3 o opee Ax(M) Az (n)Nn™ and extend into the
critical strip when m, 7" € §, and n > 5, then one must have progress towards GRC well

beyond what is known unconditionally [9, [15]. Such progress would then be a hypothesis for
Theorem [L11

Theorem L] provides the first nontrivial unconditional mean value estimates of large sieve
type for the Dirichlet coefficients Ay (n) Or firx(n) for arbitrary n and n’/. Theorem F]
follows from a more general result, Proposition below, for sequences of products of Schur
polynomials evaluated on the set A, (p) of Satake parameters of 7 at p. We begin with a
mean value estimate for the Satake parameters of m as m € § varies. Let

(4.1) a: |J phl—C a:S@Q—C
x<Nn<zel/T
be functions that are not identically zero. Their £ norms ||al|s and ||a]|» are defined by
1/2 1/2
lale= (>0 X lalGs)P) T llale= (0 lamE) "
r<Nn<zel/T (up)p€pln] T€S(Q)

For convenience, we define 1(, 4 to equal one when ged(n, q) = Op and zero otherwise.
Proposition 4.3. Let x > 1 and Q,T > 1. Define

CQ.Tx) = swp 1o H2 > \ > X [ TTswAnteo]al(m))

0
llall27# x<Nn<xel/T (:U'F FEH[ ]
ged(n,qr)=0F

‘ 2

We have the bound C(Q, T, z) <. Q*(T~'z + QW*hnn™ 42 5(0))).
Proof. We observe that

(12) Cl@QTx)= sup Z) S Y [TLswAete)]| tnanallm)y)

1
llall2= 1e€S(Q) z<Nn<zel/T (mp)p€p[n]  p

2

By the duality principle for bilinear forms, (£2) is bounded by the supremum over the
functions a: S(Q) — C such that ||aljs =1 of

(4.3) > > ’ > [Hsup ]1(n,qﬂ)04(7f)

r<Nn<zel/T (up)p€pn] m€S(Q) P

2

3The factor Q4"* %27 fixes a minor error in the proof of [A7, Theorem 1.1], which led to a factor of Q™"+
instead.
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Let ¢ be a fixed smooth test function, supported in a compact subset of [—2, 2], such that
o(t) =1for t € [0,1] and ¢(t) € [0,1) otherwise. Then ([A3]) is at most

(14) DD [Hsupmﬂ(p»}l(ﬂ,%)a( [o(r105™).
n (pp)pEpn] TES@Q) P

We expand the square, interchange the order of summation, and apply ([BI4) to find that

(4 equals

(4.5)

> omam) Y Y [TLsm (A HH% ()] 1w Lm0 (T o5 ")
™, €S(Q) N (pp)p€pn] P

= Y a@alm) Y Anemo(Tlog ).

w7 e€S(Q) ged(n,qrq,/)=0F

Let hrxn = Resgmt L(s, @ X 1) [ 1154, L(s, T X m,) "', Note that firu > 0, with equality
if and only if 7’ # 7. Since | j/ rxr (P)| < Np, we have the bound

H|L17Tp><7r HHH‘l a“”” ’<H2"”

Plax plaxq,s j=17'=1 plor g,
Since [{p: p | n}| < (logNn)/loglog Nn [48, Lemma 1.13b], it follows from (BI2) that
(4.6) Forxz <o C()°
Let gb fR y)eVdy. It follows from a standard contour integral calculation using

B1) and (Bj:{l) that (L5) equals
> a(ﬂ)ﬁ( ! - Lis,m x7) — xsa(S/T)ds>

1 eS(Q) 2T Saioe Lpiaea, 2057 2 )
5(%) 1 Tiog(em) %0 L(s, 7 x 7)a*¢(s/T)
4.7 = Z 04(71')0[(7T/> (KWX%/:’U + . / T dS)
(4.7) o T 2miT’ TEae —io Hp|q.,rq , L(s,m, x 7T{,)
21
= Z a(m)a(r) (mwx%/xgb(;)

T, e€S(Q)

 Ougmr i)

Recall that k,yxz > 0 when 7 = 7/, and k,xz = 0 otherwise. Since ||alls =1 and ¢ is fixed,
it follows from the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means that (4.7 equals

vat 1.2
UL o S ol + 4@ T E R S

TeS(Q)
x An20,+n+e ln2[F:Q]—i-a
KLpe — MaAX Kpxz + Tz S )
oo X Ko +Q S@)
We estimate the maximum using (£.6]), and the desired result follows. U

We use Proposition to prove Theorem (.11
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Proof of Theorem [{.1 For the sum involving fi«. (n), we apply Proposition with

SEUIQ1 RICHEINURIR | PRENIT)
P P
If (pp)p € p[n], then by (B.15), we have that |u,| = ord,(n) and
a((p)p) = (W)L ) [ [ 5 (= An (9)
By (BI4]), the left-hand side of Proposition chomes

)N D SIS DI} | PR (SSIY

7€S(Q)  z<Nn<zeMT (up)pEpn] P
ng(nqur ):OF

=3 Y bWlea > T (A®)s(—Ax ()

T€S(Q)  z<Nn<zel/T (p)p€p[n] P
ng(nvqT\'):OF

= Z ‘ Z /”LﬂXﬂ/(n)b(n)

TES(Q) z<Nn<zel/T
ged(n,qxq,/)=0F

2
‘2
Similarly, the right-hand side of Proposition becomes

@ (Fr@erTitreEs@l) 30 bmP X | [Lsw(-A k)

Nné(z,ze/ 7] (mp)p€pn]  p
ged(n,,/)=0F

2

The desired result now follows from ([B.I7). Apart from the new choice of
Hp)p) = b( H Np‘m) L1, Nplela,0) H Spp (Arr (p))
P P

the result for the sum involving A;../(n) is handled in the same manner. ]
Corollary 4.4. Let 7' € §,v, Q, T > 1, ande > 0. IfY > e and
X > Qo a HURHES(Q)), logY <. log X,

Z/ |
1+ e +iv
reS(Q Nn>X Nn "y
ged(n,q7q,/)=0F

Z / Hor x ! ( )
TES(Q Nn<X Nﬂ2
ged(n,qrq,/)=0OF

then

dv <. C(7')°Q° log X,

C(7")*Q° X log X.

Proof. We prove the first result; the second result is proved completely analogously. A formal
generalization of [I7, Theorem 1] to number fields tells us that if ¢(n) is a complex-valued
function supported on the integral ideals of Op with ) |c(n)| < oo, then

/_Z\Z;(:i 2dt<<T2/OOO) 3 c(n)zi—x.

Nnée(z,zel/T]
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— _71 . . .
We choose b(n) = Nn~'"®ev if Nn > X and b(n) = 0 otherwise, which leads to

Z/ Nﬁfi;(y+t et [0 Z Y )]

TeS(Q Nn>X m€S(Q) Nne(z,zel/T)
ged(n,qrq,/)=0F

Theorem [4.1] and the fact that Ay «z(n) > 0 for all n imply that the above display is

A (1+ @4"29”@%"2[F@W\S(@)\) <@y el

< QF
NnoX an+ﬁ Nn = NnHﬁ
ged(n,q,)=0F
The desired result now follows from Lemma [3.1] and our choices of X and Y. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM [L 1]
Let n,n' >1,e>0,T7>3,0Q >3, 7€ S(Q), and 7' € §,,. Define

X = C(F QU e MU S ()
Y = ((C()3 Q¥ (C(r) Q) mmt0ttdu =31 §(Q)| 75 +1) il x ) 5727,
L™(s,mx 7)== L(s,m x ') H L(s,my x my) ",
(5.1) Pl
Mx(s,m x ') = Z ,uw%t;s(ﬂ)’
Nn<X
ged(n,qrq,)=0F
LMx(s,m x @)= L"(s,m x ") Mx(s,m x 7').

Note that log(C(m)C(m")T) < log X =. logY. We assume that 7" > 2(logY")? since the
proof does not change appreciably otherwise. In this section, £ might vary from line to line,
and terms of size (C(7")QTY ¥ S(Q)|)* and polynomials in log(C(7")QTH¥|S(Q)|) might
be bounded by X*® without mention.

If t € [-T,T], then

{p=B+iv: 820, |y —t| <1} <log C(m x 7', 1) < log(C(m)C(")T)

by [25, Proposition 5.7]. We observe that the rectangle [0, 1] x [T, T] is covered by O(T)
boxes of the form [0, 1] x [y, y + 2(log Y)?], each containing O((log(C(7)C(7")T))?) zeros. If
we write N,y for the number of such boxes containing at least one zero p of L(s,m x 7’),
then

Nosrr(0,T) < (log(C(m)QT))* N

If 7" = 7, then it suffices to assume that |[p — 1| > 1 since there are O(log(C(7")QT')) zeros
p such that |p — 1] < 1.
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Let p = 8+ i7y be a zero of L(s, 7 x '), in which case LMx (p, ™ x ©') = 0. We compute

Ly 1 1—f+ gy Hioo
e VY = —/ (1— LMx(p+w,7x 7)T'(w)Y"dw
1

2me —B+ log1Y —100

1 %—ﬁ—l—ioo ( /) ( )
5.2 + — LMx(p+w,mx 7")'(w)Y"dw
( ) 271 1 fico

_ ,U/7r><7r’(n)
D1 — p)Y1=r E —_.
Nn<X
ng(nvqT\'qﬂ’):OF

It follows from (BI3) and Lemmata B.Il and B3 that if Re(w) = 1 — 8 + 1y, then

|1 = LMx(p+w,mx7')|
= |L™(p+w, 7 x7)| - |[L"(p+w,m x 7)) — Mx(p+w,7 x )
< O x 7', |y + Im(w)| + 1)° Z [t (0)]

I+t
Nn>X Nn' " iesy
(5-3) ged(n,qrq,/)=0F

Z )\Wxg(ﬂ) + )\fogr (n)

1
an+ log Y

<. Clmx 7, |y + Im(w)| +1)°

Nn>X
ged(n,qrq,/)=0F

<L C(m)"C (") (Iy + Im(w)[ + 1) log X.

Therefore, we deduce from Stirling’s formula that

1 1—f+ gy Hioo
- / (1= LMy(p+w, 7 x #))0(w)Y “duw
™ Jq

1 .
_BJ’_ logY —e0

1 1—f+ gpy +i(log Y)? 1
- — (1—LMx(p+w,mx 7))I'(w)Y"dw| < —.
271 J1-p Ly —iflog v)? Y
The other terms in (5.2) are handled similarly. Since e™*/Y =1+ O(1/Y), it follows that
1 1=f+ oy Tillog Y)?
1 <€ — (1—LMx(p+w,7mxa))l(w)Y"dw
2mi Ji - L _i(logY)?
(5.4) B+ gy —i(logY)
' 1 1 Bti(logY)? log X
+ — LMx(p+w,m x 7")['(w)Y"dw + /ﬁﬂmzYl_”—g.
271 %—B—i(logYV maX{L |7| }

Write the first integral in (5.4]) as I; and the second as I. A simple optimization calculation
shows that if ¢ > 1 and ¢! < |I1] + | I, then ¢! < 2¢(|11]? + |I2]). We estimate |I;]* using
the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, thus obtaining the bound

v+(log Y)?
1 < (logY)?*y21-2) / |1 — LMx(1+ @ + v, 7 x 7)|*dv

y—(log Y')?

v+(logY)? log X
—i—Y%_U/ |LMx (3 + iv, m X ﬁ')\dv+mﬂer1_”L3.
7~ (log )2 max{L, [y[}
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Since T' > 2(log Y')? by hypothesis, we conclude that

T
N < (logY)2y21-9) / 1= L(1 + 2 + i) Mx (1 + ooy +iv)|*dv

(5.5) . -
1
+ YT”/ IL(L + i0)My (2 + i0)|dv + fow V" log X + 1.
-7
Note that kpxr = 0 unless 7’ = 7, which occurs for at most one 7 € S(Q)). When

Rawn 7 0, it satisfies Krxp = Koxz <o C(m)° per ([AG). Therefore, summing (5.5 over
m € S(Q), we find that

Z N7r><7r O' T) < (IOgC Z N xn

TeS(Q) weS(Q)
(5.6) <. X° Y“ v / Y = LMx(1+ gl +iv, 7w x @) Pdv
WES(Q
/ Z LMy (3 + v, 7 x 7')|dv+ Y ”)
T res@)

For the first integral in (5.6), we deduce from (B.I3]) that

1= LMx (1 + oy +it, 7 x )|

1 2
— Mx (1 + gy +it,m x ')

=L (1 + =5 +it, 7 X 7r')|2‘ =
s L 1+1gY

1 . /
oy T it, ™ X 1)
Z Pt (1)
I+ iy
Nn>X Nn™ " leev
ng(nvqT\'qrr/):OF

2
< X©

For the second integral in (5.0), it follows from the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality that

/ Z |LMx (5 +iv,m x 7')|dv

B 7'('68
waﬂ’(n> 2 2
|LY (5 + v, m x @) 2dv / — dv) .
<(/, Z PO
n<X
ged (1,47, )=0OF
We bound the second moment of L“r(% + v, ™ X ') trivially as
/ Z |L™ (L + v, 7 x ') [Pdv
- WES(Q
3—20

n/n[F:Q)
2

<. (Qc(ﬂ_/))%ﬂnmax{Oﬂn—i-Gn/—%}—i-EQ%/C(ﬂ./)%T +1+a|S(Q)| <.

X
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using ([B.7) (to bound the ramified Euler factors) and (BI3). In summary, we find that

e(v2(1-0 Pt (1)
> Newlon < xi(yo [y |yt
reS(Q) WES(Q Nn>X nooes

ged(n,qrq,/)=0F

——U Y3 2 Hr w’(n>
Y / )N I DI
re5(Q) Nn<X nz
ged(n,qrq, )=0OF

We bound the two v-integrals using Corollary .4l and (5.0]), thus obtaining
> Newwl(o,T) <. YO XE,
meS(Q)
Theorem [T now follows from (5.1]), the bounds for 6,, and 6, in [32)), and (5.

2

2dv>% + Yl_“).

6. BOUNDS FOR RANKIN-SELBERG L-FUNCTIONS

In this section, we prove Theorem Il Let 7’ € §,» and @ > 1. In (LLG), we rescale € to
¢/72 and define o = ¢/(7.2max{n,n’}) so that

( ) |{7T € Sn( ) X! (1 - a>6) = 0}| S Z Nnxn’(l - a>6) <<F,E (C(W/)N|SH(Q)|)E
TE€Fn(Q)

Let m € §,(Q). Proceeding as in the proof of [45, Theorem 1.1], we obtainl]

1
log |L(L, 7 x 7)| < (— - —) log C(r x 1) + 21og | L(2, 7 x )| + ~= Nypsewr(1 — 1, 6) + O(1).

4 109 107
By (3I12) and (3I3)), we find that there exists an effectively computable constant c; =
cs(n,n/,[F : Q],e) > 0 such that if C'(m x 7') > ¢, then
1 9«
(6.2) log |L(X, 7 x )| < <Z - W) log O x ') +
Theorem 2.1l now follows from (6.1]) and (6.2).

«
1—O7N7T><7T/(1 — Q, 6)

7. EFFECTIVE MULTIPLICITY ONE ON AVERAGE

In this section, we prove Theorem 2.3l We consider the family of cuspidal automorphic
representations §,(Q) over a number field F'. Recall our convention that implied constants
are allowed to depend on n > 3, [F': Q], and € unless specifically mentioned otherwise.

To prove Theorem 2.3] we use Theorem [Tl to build large zero-free regions for almost all
L-functions L(s,m x ') with = € §, varying. If 7’ € {7, 7'}, then L(s,m x 7’) has the
standard zero-free region ([LI]) apart from a possible Landau-Siegel zero, which must be
both real and simple. In all other cases, only Brumley’s much narrower zero-free region is
known ([§], [32, Appendix]). We can use Theorem [[LT] to establish a much stronger zero-free
region for L(s,m x 7’) for all 7 € §,(Q) with very few exceptions. Here is a simple example.

Corollary 7.1. Let ¢ > 0, n > 3, and @’ € F,(Q). For all 7 € F,(Q) with O (QF)
exceptions, the L-function L(s, 7 X ©') is nonzero in the region

€
— I <l .
s () <logQ

4Small modifications are required to work over F # @, none of which substantially changes the proof.

Re(s) > 1—
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Proof. This follows from (L7) (once we rescale ¢ to £/21) with C(7') < @, T' = log @), and
o=1-—¢/(20n?). O

For 71, mo € §,, define the numbers A, ., (n) by the Dirichlet series identity (for Re(s) > 1)

A L X S S gy xm, (P)F log N
U 2(11) (S’ﬂ_lxﬂ_z):ZZZ]—lzj—l 7,3% (p) g p

1 Dmxmard) o 2
(7.1) Nns L Npks
n p k=1

Lemma 7.2. Let n’ € §,. There exist absolute and effectively computable constants cg €
(0,1); ¢7,cs,¢9,c10 > 1; and c11 € (0, 1) such that the following are true.
(1) The L-function L(s, 7" X 7') has at most one zero, say (1, in the region
Cé
~ log(C(w)"([im(s)] + €)™ IF2)”

If By exists, then it must be real and simple and satisfy /1 < 1 — C(n")=™.
(2) If A > g, loglog C(n') > con[F : Q)?, and x > C(x’)c0A*n*F:Qllog(enlF:QD) - 4,

> Aw,ﬁ,@:{ (1= &5-1)(1+ O(c=14)) if By exists,

—ci A .
2 <Nn<z (1+O(e=4) otherwise,

Re(s) > 1

R IR

where § € [£, 2] satisfies 2™ —(2)7 = B 2% 71 and the implied constants are absolute
and effectively computable.

Proof. This is [24] Theorem 2.1] with § = 0 and x replaced with z/2. O

Lemma informs the following choices of parameters that we will use throughout the
rest of this section. Let 0 < e < 1, let @) be sufficiently large with respect to e, and let

02010 324007 41712 1
> 8 A= B— —2( B
(72) 77 32407 V e ;o = glledn
TEFQ), 7 € Fu(x Pt FR) = §, (27T log Q) Fenirar ).
Corollary 7.3. Under the notation and hypotheses of ([[2), there holds

2c
1— =7
S Apew(n) > 2t A medEe,
3 <Nn<z
ged(n,qrd,)=0OF

Proof. Let m, 7" € §,(Q). In Lemma [[.2] the lower bound on C(7n’) only serves to ensure
that the implied constants are absolute. This was pertinent in [24], but it is not pertinent
here. Thus, we may replace the two conditions loglog C'(7') > con[F : Q> and = >
O (r")A*eron’[F:Qllog(enlFQ) with the single condition C(n') < z!/(Ae0n*lF:Q)  We want to
refine Lemma [T 2lso that one only sums over n such that ged(n, q,q,) = Op. Using (33) and
([B7), we find that the contribution to Lemmal[l.2)(2) arising from n such that ged(n, q,q./) #
OF 18

R D M R

Z <Nn<zx plgnq,s logx/2) . loga
2 - ™ <<
ged(n,qrq,/)#OF log Np log Np
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which is < ' 7. In the worst case, where (; in Lemma [[2(1) exists, it follows from
Lemma [Z.2)(2) and the above discussion that if C'(7') <, r.q 1/ (A2 eron®[F:Qllog(enlF:QD) | then

log C'(7’
Z Az (n) > z(1 — 551_1) >0, [F:Q) xmin{l, (1 — B)log C(7")} > M
C(m!)erm
r<Nn<2z
ged(n,qrq,)=0OF
The desired result now follows. 0

Lemma 7.4. Let n > 3. Assume the notation and hypotheses in (T2). Let ® be a fized
smooth function supported on a compact subset of [1,2] such that 0 < ®(t) < 1 for all
t €[3.2] and ®(t) = 1 fort € (3,1]. If L(s,m x 7') is entire and does not vanish in the
region Re(s) > 1 —¢/(20n?) and |Im(s)| < log Q, then

Z Arxz(n)®(Nn/z) <5 A T

ged(n,qxq,/)=0F

Proof. Writing ®(s) = JS ®(t)t=— dt for the Mellin transform of @ (which is an entire
function of s), we observe via Mellin inversion that

S A ()@(Nnjz) = — /2 T B(s)atds,

271 : Lur
ged(n,q-q,/)=0p e (L)

where L"(s,m x @) = L(s,m X 7) [[,4.q, L(s, ™ X 7,)~'. A standard contour integral

calculation using the argument principle shows that the above display equals

- > ®pa”
Lur(p,mx7’)=0
where p ranges over all zeros of L™ (s, m x 7).

Since ® is compactly supported and @ is entire, it follows that for any R > 2, we have
|(s)] < min{1,|s|~Fefe(*)}. Note that the reciprocals of the Euler factors of L(s, 7 x 7')
at prime ideals p | q,q. and all of the trivial zeros of L(s, ™ x 7') have real part no larger
than 1 — —%5 per B3) and B.7). Since for any t € R there are < log Q + log(|t| + 2) zeros
p =0 +iyof L"™(s,m x ') that satisfy 0 < f < 1 and |y —t| < 1, we find for any 7" > 1,
R>2 and 0y > 1 — —2— that

n241
(7.3) Yoo dpat = Y B(p)a’ + 0T Flog(QT)x + T log(QT)z™).
Lur(p,mx7')=0 LY (p,wx7)=0
B>00
[v[<T

We choose T' = log Q = (22)"/% and oy = 1 — £/(20n?), in which case our hypotheses imply
that the sum over zeros on the right-hand side of (T3] is empty and

Y S
Lur(p,mx7')=0

The desired result follows from choosing R = max{B(1 — 0y), 3}. O

2-R 2
<<B :L.l‘f‘ B _‘_:L.B"FO'O.

Proof of Theorem[2.3. Suppose to the contrary that 7 # 7 and m, = m, for all p { q-q
with Np < 2x. Then A,(p) = A (p) for all p { q,q with Np < 2z. By B.0) and (1)), it
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follows that A,z (n) = Ay (n) for all n such that ged(n, q,q.) = Op and Nn < x. Since
Az (n) > 0 for all such n, the same holds for A,z (n). It follows that

Z Nz (Il) = Z Az (ﬂ)

3 <Nn<z Z<Nn<z
ged(n,q-q,/)=0F ged(n,q-q,/)=0F
By (T2), we have that
(7.4) C(r') < g/ (Aeron?[F:Q?)

Therefore, if L(s,m x 7') # 0 in the region {s € C: Re(s) > 1 —/(20n?), |Im(s)| < log Q},
then by Corollary and Lemma [.4] we have that

2c
1_77 142 __¢
x AZcion3[F:Q)? < E AW/X%,(n) = E Aﬂx%,(n) <L 5 20n2 |
5 <Nn<z 5 <Nn<z
ged(n,qrq,/)=0F ged(n,qrq,/)=0F

This implies that

207 <14+ 2 £
A2610n3[F : QP - B 2077,2’

which contradicts our choices of A and B in (Z2). The desired result now follows from
Corollary [Z.1l O

8. AUTOMORPHIC LEVEL OF DISTRIBUTION

In this section, we prove Theorem In what follows, let ' = Q. If n = 2, then
L(s,m x 7) is the L-function of an isobaric automorphic representation of GL4(Ag) whose
cuspidal constituents have rank at most 3. Since the L-function any Dirichlet character twist
of any cuspidal constituents of rank 2 or 3 have no Landau-Siegel zero by [I}, 2], a stronger
result than Theorem follows from a minor variation of the proof of |31, Theorem 1.1].
Therefore, we may restrict our consideration to n > 3.

Let m € §, have arithmetic conductor ¢,, and let x be a primitive Dirichlet character
modulo g. We will allow 7 to be fixed, so for notational compactness, we introduce L, (s) ==
L(s,mx (m®x)) and Ly(s) = L(s,m x7). If g and ¢, are coprime, then L, (s) is entire if and
only if x is nontrivial, since T® x # 7, which is clear by comparing the arithmetic conductors
of grgy and gz. If x is trivial, then L, (s) = L(s). We also define A, (s) = A(s, 7 X (T ® X))
and Aq(s) == A(s,m X 7).

8.1. Preliminaries. We define a,(m) and a,xz(m) by the Dirichlet series identities

Z aW(mni?(m) . —%(S,T(), Z W — ll;;(s T X 7T) Re(s) > 1.

The local calculations in [36] Lemma 2.1] show that if x (mod ¢) is a primitive Dirichlet
character and ged(q, ¢,) = 1, then for all primes p, we have that

(8.1) L(s,mp X (T @ X)p H H 1— a0z (p)x(p)p~*) "

Jj=1j'=1

It follows from (B:6) and BI) that if ged(m, ¢-) = 1, then ayxFay) (m) = |a-(m)[*x(m). We
now provide a convenient expression for —L/ (s)/Ly(s).
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Lemma 8.1. Let w € §,,. Let (mod q) be a Dirichlet character with q such that ged(q, ¢-) =
1 and x be the primitive Dirichlet character that induces 1. Let 6(x) = 1 if x is trivial and
§(x) = 0 otherwise. There exists a function H,(s; x,v) such that in the region Re(s) > 1— -

(1) H.(s;x,v) is holomorphic,

(2) [Hz(s; x, V)| <= log(q(3 + [Im(s)])), and

(3) we have the identity

$E e et) 0608

Proof. Suppose first that ¢ is primitive, in which case w = x and the function H,(s; x, ) is

log ¢ (T®x) L'
g (57 X (F@ X +Z (5,75 X (7 @ x)y)

p\qwq

= (P)aj o (p )(p)logp
;%:q 1<Z];TL - ay, ﬂ(p)Oéj n(p)X(p)

1<j'<n

This is holomorphic and bounded as claimed for Re(s) > 1—-5 by B7), BI0), and Stirling’s
formula. If ¢ is not primitive and y is the primitive character that induces v, then in the
same region, we have

‘Z |a7r | ’QD Z |a7r | X m)’ < Z |a'7r kRLzslogp’

plg k>1

which is bounded as desired using (B7) again. O

We will the following zero-free region for L, (s) and Siegel-type bound on any real excep-
tional zeros. We will prove this theorem later.

Theorem 8.2. Let ) > 3 and m € §,. There exists an effectively computable constant
c19 = c12(m) > 0 such that for all primitive Dirichlet characters x (mod q) with ¢ < @ and
ged(q, ¢r) = 1 with at most one exception, the L-function L(s,m X (T ® x)) does not vanish
in the region

Rels) 2 1 = Q)+ 3)

If the exceptional character x;, (mod q1) ezists, then L(s,m X (T ® x1)) has at most one zero,

say B, in this region; By is both real and simple; and x1 must be quadratic. Moreover, for
all e > 0, there exists an ineffective constant c.(¢) > 0 such that B; <1 — c(€)q; ©.

8.2. Proof of Theorem We follow Gallagher’s proof of the Bombieri—Vinogradov
theorem in [16], with n > 2 and 7 € §,, fixed at the onset. Note that the function

Ur(y; q,a) = % Z |a7r(m)|2A(m)<10g %)k

m<y
m=a (mod q)

is monotonically increasing as a function of y for each £ > 0. Thus, if 0 < A < 1, then

dt
/ wkltqa )_<wk1yaqa / wkth>
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The integrals, which equal ¥ (y; ¢,a) — ¥r(e *y; ¢, a) and Yr(ey; ¢, a) — Pr(y; ¢, a) respec-
tively, both have the same asymptotic expansion, namely

(A + O(V))@ + O(Iﬁag\m(y ¢,a)]),  r(yiq,a) =Ve(y;q.a) - ﬁ,

where ¢ is Euler’s totient function. Thus, we have the bounds

AT 1
max [rie-1(y: 4, @) <~ 4 S max|r(y; ¢,a)]

pla)  Avs
and
Z max max|rk 1(y;q,0)] < Azlogx + . Z max max |rg(y; ¢, a)l.
ged(a,q)=1 y< A ged(a,q)=1 y<ezx
gz q<z
ged(g,gx)=1 ged(g,qx)=1

It follows by induction on £ that

1
Axl —_—
<Z gcdr&ag)c 1%1<§ix‘r0(y 7.0)| < Avlogz + A <Z gccﬁ}ﬁz}){ 1221{‘”@ a:a)|
g q<x

ged(g,qx)=1 ged(g,qx)=1

Proposition 8.3. If 0 < 1/(9n3) is fized and k = 9n?® + 1, then for any B > 0, we have

max max|r , <sB 7T 5
<Z ged(a,0)=1 y<e~'c| v:0,0)| < (log z)”
qsx

ged(g,q7)=1

Proposition implies Theorem [2.3. 1t follows from Proposition that

1
> max max|ro(y:q,a)| <xp Azlogz + S
- ged(a,q)=1 y<z ’ A2 (log z)B
ng((l‘;v‘IW):l
To finish, we choose B = 28(A 4+ 1) — 1 and \ = (log x)—(BH)/?k, (]

8.3. Proof of Proposition B3 Let 7 € F,, k = 9n? + 1, Q = 27 for some fixed 0 < 0 <
1/(9n?), and ¢ < Q. We have the decomposition

=Y e (g L) = Z “ DI 2AGm)(n) (1og L)'

m<y q ysm
m=a (mod q)

By Lemma and Mellin inversion, this equals

iR o) /3%(—ﬁ—;<s>+Hﬂ<s;x,¢>)s,€;d8.

w (mod ¢q) X primitive —teo X
X induces 1
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Since a primitive character x (mod ¢) induces characters to moduli that are a multiple of g,
it follows from the bound »- . ., ¢(f) ' < 1;%5) that

1 y\* oy
S max max| >0 faclm)PAGm)(log L)~ ]
d(qSQ) ged(a,g)=1 y<z ]{}' m{gyd | m SO(Q)
ged(g,gx)=1 m=a (mod ¢
(3.2) » /
log ) 1 Fioo A Y
< D Ty 2 mex —./ (= 26) + Halsix X)) s
<@ wvia x (mod q) 3—100 X
ged(g,qx)=1 X primitive

Observe that by Lemma and our range of 6, (82) equals

yp 1 1— =5 +ioco s

log @ n y
Z Z I?gf’_ Z pk+1+% L Hz (s, X) k+1d’

<0 @(Q) Lo(p)=0 1—-1 —ico
(8 3) ng(q7q‘n')

X (m
X P
1 x
<5 5 logQ Z;? Y Z Z |p|’chl (logz)”

wla) o i

9=
ged(q,qx)=1 X prlmltlve

1

1m1t1ve

where p = [+ ranges over the nontrivial zeros of L, (s). In light of the bounds l (1 y <
bg(eq , we dyadically decompose [1, @] into O(log @) subintervals and find that (IE{I) is

1 Pl
<5 r(logQ)* sup Z i Z Z -
e T (LN e v U " (log SC)
gcd(q qr)=1 X primitive
<z p z(logQ)® sup — Z Z Z
8.4 ' k
(8.4) 3<R<af R <R X (mod q)  p=Btiy |P| 10g37)

ged(q,qx)=1 x primitive

B1—1 p—1
< 2(logz)® sup l<x5} T Z Z Z T )+(logxx)3

k

o R

Ifise q<R x (mod q) p=p+in#p1 o]
ged(q,qr)=1 Xprlmltlvo

where [3; is the exceptional zero in Theorem The term z”171/BF is omitted if 5 does
not exist.

If By exists as in Theorem and the supremum is achieved when R < (logz)*?, then
we apply Theorem with € = @ and conclude that the contribution from such a zero
is absorbed in our error term. If the supremum is achieved when R > (logxz)*?, then

contribution from f; is trivially absorbed in our error term. Hence (84 is

e x
(8.5) <p #(logz)® sup - Z Z Z +(log:)3)B

k

o R

sefise TR (ot ) pirnes P
ged(q,qr)=1 xprlmltlve

Let us now consider the zeros p with |p| < i. The number of such zeros is < R?log R.
From the consideration of the corresponding zeros 1 — p of Ly(s), we deduce that |p| >

2~V Thus, the contribution from these zeros is < Rxitir log R < Qu2logQ <p
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z(logz)~P. Define Ty = 0 and T; = 277! for j > 1. The above discussion shows that (8.3 is

P! T
< pr(logx)® sup — Z Z Z +

k B

0 R log x

3<R=z g<R X (mod q) p= 5+w7561 |p| ( & )
ged(q,qx)=1 x primitive |p|>,

(8.6) A1 N
< z(logz)® sup = Z Z Z Z v i o)
sefise <R x(modq) p=prigs |
ged(q,qx-)=1 x prlmltlve ‘p‘>_
Tj*lSh‘STj
If [p| > § and Tjy < |3| < T, then |p| > max{Tj_1, 1} > T;/4 and [p| > |7| + 3.

1
1
Therefore, if § = m{l —9n0, 1}, then
1o Sk _ 126 k1N
2o+ < T A (1) 20 (T 00 € T (1) R0 (R T
Since p = 8 + iy # [, it follows from Theorem [B.2] that

log

—3,—0(1-8) < ,—0nx(x,R) [
([ +1)72z =€ ) (2, R) = t>£ Cﬂlog(Rt)

so (R is
1 5 677(96 R) ©© T_% Tk X 6 X .
<5 x(logz)® sup —5 Z Z Z Z 4 _

’ log
et q<R x (mod q) p=B+iy#p (log z)
ged(q,gr)=1 x primitive  |v|<T}

+ logt|,

Define
NeTR= Y Y Ho=A+ivB20 b <T. L) =0}l

q<R x mod ¢
ged(g,qx)=1 x primitive

By (B10), there exists an effectively computable constant ¢;3 = ¢j3(n) > 0 such that
{7 ® x: x (mod gy) primitive, ged(gy, ¢x) = 1, ¢, < Q} C Fu(c13C(m)Q").
Thus, by (L), we have N*(0, T, R) < . (R"T)9"2(1_“)+5. Partial summation yields

Z Z Z Tk ) —(1-8)

g<R X (mod g) p= B+w¢61
ged(q,qn)=1 x primitive  |v|<T;

1
0
1
oo (R ((RPTEN BT, + (R (RT) ).

Our choices for 0, k, and ¢ ensure that [87) is <, . (RT})®. Thus, (80 is

R joo: —1i4e T

(8.8)

e x(logz)® sup 6_577’*(“"3’}%)g !
W”e 3<R<a? R (logz)?
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A small calculation (cf. [46], Section 4]) shows that there is a constant ¢4 = c14(m) > 0 such

that e~ (@R) < Be exp(—cmllggg) + exp(—cy4v/log x), and Theorem follows.

8.4. Proof of Theorem Although the proof of Theorem contains only standard
techniques, such zero-free regions for L, (s) are new even in the case when x is trivial. The
case when Yy is trivial was only recently handled unconditionally in [24].

Lemma 8.4. [24] Theorem 2.1(1)] Let # € §,. There exists an absolute and effectively
computable constant cy5 > 0 such that Li(s) has at most one zero, say (1, in the region
Re(s) > 1 — ¢15/log(C(n)*(|Im(s)| 4 €)"’). If By exists, then it must be real and simple, and
there exists an absolute and effectively computable constant ¢y such that 51 < 1—C'(m)~ 6™,

We prove the corresponding result for L, (s). The ideas in [24] inform our approach here

Lemma 8.5. Let m € §,,. Let x (mod q) be a nontrivial primitive Dirichlet character such
that ged(q, q.) = 1. There exists an effectively computable constant c1; = c17(n) > 0 such
that L, (s) has at most one zero, say (1, in the region

(8.9) Rels) 2 1 = O () 7 3))

If the exceptional zero 1 exists, then it is real and simple, and x is quadratic.

Proof. Let y (mod ¢) be a primitive nontrivial Dirichlet character, let ¢ be the primitive
character that induces x?, and let 8 + iy be a nontrivial zero of L,(s). Define II, =
THrx| - ["Hr®X| |, and define

(8.10)  D(s) = L(s, 1L, x 1) = Ly(8)*Ly(s + i7)*Ly(s — i7)*Ly (s + 2i7) L (s — 2i).

The factor L;(s)® has a pole of order 3 at s = 1, and the hypothesis that ged(q, ¢.) = 1
ensures that L (s +47)* Ly(s — i) is entire. If ¢ is complex, then Ly (s + 2iy) Ly(s — 2i7)
is entire; otherwise, it has poles of order 1 at s = 1 £ 2iy. The additional poles when ¥ is
real require some additional casework when ~ is close to zero. For notational compactness,
let Q, = qC(m)(]7| + 3). Note that —£(s) has nonnegative Dirichlet coefficients per [21]
Lemma a.

The functional equation for L,(s) together with the fact that L(s, 7 x 7) is a self-dual
L-function (even if L(s,7) itself is not self-dual) implies that if p is a zero of L, (s), then p
is a zero of Ly(s). Thus, we have that
(8.11) or%lD(s) > 4.

Let w denote a nontrivial zero of D(s), 6(¢)) = 1 if ¢ is trivial, and 6(¢») = 0 otherwise.
We apply Lemma B2 and [BI0) to (8I0), concluding that if 1 < o < 2, then

1 3 200 — 1
(8.12) ZRe(U - w> <TG _(‘;)2 +)472 +eglog Q.

where ¢35 = ¢13(n) > 1 is a suitable implied constant. Since § < 1 is, by hypothesis, one of
the zeros in the sum in (8I2), we have by (BI1]) and nonnegativity that
4 3 2(0—1)
< )
o—p U—ljL (w)472+(0—1)

(813) B + Ci8 lOg pr.
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or x is complex. If 0 =1+ ——— then

Case 1: FEither x is real and |y| > Solos g

1
Tcag log Qo7

200 — 1) 490

< — .
W o= S T los S

Thus, (813) becomes
4 2874

< ciglog Q..
L+ oo — 8 149 !
Upon solving for 3, we conclude that § <1 — m.
Case 2: x is real and v = 0. We start at (812) with 6(¢)) =1,7v=0,and o =1+ Wﬁng‘
. T 1
If there are N zeros § (with multiplicity) of D(s) such that 8 > 1 — gz——5-, then by (812,
32 N 5
—c18N log Qp = T < + ciglog Qy = 16¢15log Qp.
11 g — (1 — m) oc—1

It follows that (since N is an integer) N < [1| = 5. By the bound BII), L,(s) has at

. . . . 1
most one real zero (3, necessarily simple, satisfying > 1 — Ses 10800

Case 3: x 1is quadratic and 0 < || < m. We apply Lemma B2 to Li(s)L,(s). The

only singularity is a simple pole at s = 1. Both L;(s) and L, (s) are self-dual, so if 5 + iy is
a nontrivial zero of L;(s)L,(s) = 0, then so is § —iv. By (B1)), the m-th Dirichlet coefficient

U

of _%(5) — %(S) is (1 + x(m))azxz(m)A(m) > 0, so Lemma [B.2] yields
o—p -
PP o1

B . 1 : 1
Ifo =1+ 5555 and 0 < || < 55 in 1), then § <1 — s -

(8.14) + c15log Q,.

We now prove a Siegel-type bound for ; in Lemma (if it exists) using the ideas
of Hoffstein and Lockhart [20]. This is new for all 7 € §, with n > 3. We begin with an
auxiliary calculation. Let y (mod ¢) and x’ (mod ¢’) be distinct nontrivial quadratic Dirichlet
characters such that ged(q'q, ¢,) = 1, and let ¢ be the primitive character that induces x’'x
(whose conductor is necessarily coprime to ¢,). These coprimality restrictions ensure that
THETRAX, TETOX, T# TRV, Groy = " Grox = ¢=(¢)"; and Groy = q,q". We also
have that gy|q,q,/. Let

(8.15) L(s,IT*) = L1(s)Ly(s) Ly (s)Ly(s).

By the above discussion, L(s,II*) is holomorphic apart from a simple pole at s = 1. It
follows from (B1I) that if £ > 1, then the p*-th Dirichlet coefficient of log L(s, IT*) equals

E anaz(0F) (1 + (%) + X' (") + v (")) = 0.

The nonnegativity of 1+x(p*)+x'(p*)+1(p*) follows from the fact that this sum is a Dirichlet
coefficient of the Dedekind zeta function of a biquadratic field. Upon exponentiating, we
find that the m-th Dirichlet coefficient A\p-(m) of L(s,II*) is nonnegative.

Lemma 8.6. If1 € §,, and x is a primitive nontrivial real Dirichlet character, then L, (1) >
0 and the Dirichlet coefficients of Li(s)Ly(s) are nonnegative.
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Proof. Let K be the quadratic field associated to x. If mgc is the base change of 7 to
an automorphic representation of GL,(Ak), then L(s,mgc X Tgc) = Li(s)L,(s). Since
L(s,mpc X Tpe) is holomorphic on C — {1} apart from a simple pole at s = 1, the same holds
for Ly(s)L,(s). Since ged(q, ¢r) = 1 (hence L,(s) is entire), the residue of L(s, mpc X Tpc)
at s = 1, which is positive, equals L, (1)Res;—1L1(s). Since Ress—1Ly(s) > 0, it follows that
L, (1) > 0. The Dirichlet coefficients of L;(s)L,(s) are nonnegative per Case 3 in the proof
of Lemma O
Let 0 <e <1,and let § € (1 —¢,1). By (813)) and the above discussion, we have
n2
(8.16) L(§ +it, 1) e (q'9)7 P53 + [¢])"7,
| Res (s + 6, T1)2°T(s) e Ly(1)(d'0)"(1 ~ )2

If z > 3, then since Ap«(1) = 1, we use (8I6) to deduce that

< .

m=1 mﬁ
1 3+ioco
= — L(s+ B,1I")x°T'(s)ds
(8.17) 210 J3-ico (s 6, )L (s)
1 %—ﬁ—l—ioo

= Res Lis + AI0T(s) + LG + 50 [ s A1) T (5)ds

s=1- 2m 1 Bico

n2 1
e Ly(D(q'q)°(1 = B) "2 7 + L(B,11*) + (¢'q) > Toa2~".
Proposition 8.7. Recall the notation and hypotheses of Lemma [83. If B1 exists for a

primitive character x (mod q) such that ged(q, q,) = 1, then for all € > 0, there exists an
(ineffective) constant c.(¢) > 0 such that L, (1) > c.(¢)q™°.

Proof. 1t suffices to take 0 < ¢ < 1. Let x (mod ¢) and x’ (mod ¢') be primitive quadratic
Dirichlet characters with, let ¢ be the primitive character that induces X'y, and recall the
definition of L(s, IT*) from (8.I%). Our proof consists of two cases.

First, suppose that there exists no primitive quadratic Dirichlet character w such that
L,(s) does not vanish for s € (1 — 5,1). It then follows that there exists a constant c;g =
cio(m) > 0 such that Li(s)L,(s) # 0 in the interval s € (1 — ¢19/logg,1). Since the
Dirichlet coefficients of Ly(s)L,(s) are nonnegative (using Lemma B0) and the residue of
Ly(s)Ly(s) at s = 1 is L, (1)Ress=1L4(s), it follows from [20, Proposition 1.1] and BI3)
that L, (1) Ress—1 L1(s) >, (logq)~'. Since each term the left-hand side is positive (using
Lemma [B0]), the desired result follows.

Second, suppose that there exists x'(mod ¢') and 8 € (1 — 5,1) such that L,.(3) = 0.
We may assume that ¢’ is minimal, subject to this condition. Now, let x be arbitrary. If
q < ¢, then the minimality of ¢’ ensures that L, (s) # 0 for s € (1 — 5, 1), and the preceding
case implies the desired result. Suppose now that ¢ > ¢'. If L, (s) has no real zero within
a distance of ¢;7/log(3¢'qC(m)) of s = 1, then since ¢ > ¢', L,(s) has no real zero within
a distance of $¢17/1og(3¢C/(m)) of s = 1. Again, the desired result follows by the preceding
case. Finally, suppose that L,(s) has a real zero within a distance of ¢17/log(3¢'qC(7)) of
s = 1. At this stage, we assume that x # x'.

It follows from analysis nearly identical to the second case in Lemma (with L(s, II*)
replacing D(s)) that L(s,II*) has at most one real zero within distance ¢i7/log(3¢'qC(m))
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from 1. Since we have supposed that L, (s) has a real zero within distance ¢17/ log(3¢'qC (7))
of s = 1, the above discussion indicates that this is the sole real zero for L(s,I1*) within a
distance of ¢17/1log(3¢'qC (7)) of s = 1. It follows that the zero 8 of L,,(s) must satisfy

C17 g
<1-—_ar (1——,1).
P gracmy P EUTS
Since L,/(8) = 0, it follows that L(/5,1I*) = 0. Using (8I7), the above bounds on 3, and
the fact that ¢ > ¢/, we find that

1 e Ly(D)ga" P 4 %077 <ol L (1) g% a5 + ¢ 420573

Choosing = = ¢**°/L,(1)? (which is at least 3 by 3I0) and (3I3)) and solving for L, (1),
we find that for all x # x’ and all 0 < & < 1, there exists a constant d.(¢) > 0 such
that Ly(1) > dp(e)g==("**+2/0=2) Upon rescaling € to £/(n? + 2 + &), we have L,(1) >
d-(e/(n®*+2+¢))qgc. Aslong as x # X/, the constant d.(c/(n? + 2+ ¢)) is effective. Once
we decrease d.(g/(n? + 2 + ¢)) suitably to account for the case where y = Y/, the claimed
result holds for arbitrary . O

Corollary 8.8. Recall the notation and hypotheses of Lemma[8.4. If 5y exists, then for all
e > 0, there exists an (ineffective) constant c.(¢) > 0 such that B; <1 — c(g)q°.

Proof. If 3 exists, then there exists o € [, 1] such that L (0)(1 — 1) = Ly (1) > c,(5)q 2
by Proposition and the mean value theorem. The result follows once we establish the
bound L (0) <. ¢2 for o € [1 = b,/log(3qC(m)), 1], where b, > 0 is a suitable constant
depending at most on n. To prove this, we observe via Cauchy’s integral formula that

1 Ly(2)
L/ 1) = / X d < 1 I ’
(D)= et (2 — 1) z < (logq) |§_rﬂg>:éql (9]

in which case the desired bound follows from (B.I3)). O

We will show that among the primitive characters y (mod ¢) with ¢ < @, we encounter
very few with the property that L, (s) has an exceptional zero.

Lemma 8.9. Let Q > 3. There exists an effectively computable constant cog = co9(n) > 0
such that there is at most one real nontrivial primitive Dirichlet character x; (mod ¢) with
¢ < Q such that Ly, (s) has a real zero By satisfying 51 > 1 — co/ log(C(m)@Q).

Proof. Suppose to the contrary that y (mod ¢) and x’ (mod ¢’) are two distinct such char-
acters with ¢,¢ < Q. Let Il = rH7 ® yH7 ® x/, let ¢ be the primitive character that
induces x"x, and let

F(s) = L(s, 11 x TI) = Ly (5)? Ly (s)2 Ly (s)2 Ly (s)>.

By [21, Lemma a], the Dirichlet coefficients of —%’(s) are nonnegative. By Lemma[3.2] there
exists a constant co; = ¢o1(n) > 1 such that if w runs through the nontrivial zeros of F'(s)
and 1 < o < 2, then

(8.18) ZRe(U ! ) <= ’ + ¢91 log(C(m)Q).

—w —1

w
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Ifo=1+ m and M is the number (necessarily an integer) of real zeros (counting

multiplicity) of F(s) that are at least 1 — m, then it follows from (BI8) that

M 3
<

T T T
1 + 2¢21 log(C(m)Q) - (1 " 1dex log(C(w)Q)) (1 + 2co1 1og(C(7r)Q)) —1
This implies that M < 3. But if L, (s) and L,/(s) both have real zeros that are larger than

— m, then F(s) has 4 such zeros, a contradiction. The lemma now follows. [

Proof of Theorem[82 This follows from Corollary B8 and Lemmata 84 BH, and B9 O

+ o1 log(C(m)Q).
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