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THE VARIANCE OF CLOSED GEODESICS IN BALLS AND ANNULI ON
THE MODULAR SURFACE

ALEXANDRE DE FAVERI

ABSTRACT. We asymptotically estimate the variance for the distribution of closed geodesics in
small random balls or annuli on the modular surface I'\H. A probabilistic model in which closed
geodesics are modeled using random geodesic segments is proposed, and we rigorously analyze
this model using mixing of the geodesic flow in I"'\H. This leads to a conjecture for the asymptotic
behavior of the variance, which unlike in previously explored cases is not equal to the expected
value. We prove this conjecture for small balls and annuli, resolving a question left open by
Humphries and Radziwitt.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T’ := PSLy(Z) denote the modular group and let D > 0 be a fundamental discriminant,
meaning that D is the discriminant of the real quadratic field Q(v/D). There is a well-known
correspondence between narrow ideal classes in the narrow class group CIE of Q(\/T)) and T'-orbits
of primitive irreducible integral binary quadratic forms ax?+bxy+cy? of discriminant b> —4ac = D.
Those, in turn, can also be associated to I'-orbits of geodesics on the upper half-plane H with

endpoints ’bi‘/ﬁ, or equivalently to the corresponding closed geodesics on the modular surface
M\H.
Denote the set of such closed geodesics of discriminant D by Ap. Then |[Ap| = |Cl}, | =: h}),

and each closed geodesic in Ap has length 2logef), where €5 > 1 is the smallest unit of positive
norm in Q(v/D). The class number formula then gives

> 4(C) = hf; - 2logef, = 2VDL(1, xp),
CeAp

where xp is the primitive quadratic character modulo D and ¢(C) := fc ds denotes the length
in H, which is equipped with the hyperbolic metric and corresponding hyperbolic measure given
respectively by
_ dz? + dy? _drdy
y? y?

for z =  +iy. The bounds D¢ <. L(1,xp) < log D allow us to understand the total length
quite well.

The elements of Ap are expected to behave “randomly” in various senses (we will make this
more precise below). In that direction, it is known that they become equidistributed in shrinking
balls Bg: if we fix § > 0 and w € I'\H, then for D157 « R < 1 we have

1(Br)
(1) > UCNBr(w) ~ s D UO)

CeAp CeAp

ds? :

and du(z):
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as D — oo through squarefree fundamental discriminants. Under the generalized Lindelof hy-
pothesis we may replace the exponent 1/18 by 1/6, and equidistribution is expected to hold for
exponents up to 1/2. Such a result was first proved for fixed R and with a congruence condition
on D by Skubenko , using Linnik’s ergodic method Chapter VI|. The congruence condi-
tion was only removed almost 30 years later by Duke , following a breakthrough of Iwaniec
(see for a history of the problem). The result for shrinking R mentioned above is given by
Humphries Theorem 1.24], based on work of Young . Analogous results are also available
for geometric invariants in other contexts, such as Heegner points in H (corresponding to D < 0)
and lattice points in spheres @ , but we will restrict our attention to closed geodesics.
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F1cUrE 1. Closed geodesics in Ap

If one does not require equidistribution for every ball but instead is satisfied with a result covering
almost all balls, then it is possible to go further. Considering a random variable given by the LHS of
(1), where w is distributed according to (a normalized version of) the measure p, it is tautological
that the expected value is equal to the RHS of the same equation. One is then naturally led to
consider the variance, which in the more general context of annuli A, g(w) centered at w € T'\H,
with inner radius r and outer radius R, is given by

2
| (A
@) Var(nRip) = —es /F . (C;:DK(CDAT,R() iy ) S e ) dp(w).

CeAp

Such an expression was first studied by Bourgain, Rudnick, and Sarnak |2 . in the context of lattice
points in spheres. Based on probabilistic considerations, they conjectured that if the radii satisfy
certain mild conditions, then the variance should be asymptotically equal to the corresponding
expected value of the underlying random variable. An upper bound was then obtained assuming
the generalized Lindelof hypothesis.



THE VARIANCE OF CLOSED GEODESICS IN BALLS AND ANNULI ON THE MODULAR SURFACE 3

Humphries and Radziwilt |[13] were able to unconditionally prove the conjecture for certain very
thin annuli, both in the case of lattice points in spheres and of Heegner points in H. Furthermore,
in the case of closed geodesics they obtained equidistribution for almost all annuli by showing that
if0<r<R<1and D' <« u(A, r) < 1 for some fixed § > 0, then for any fixed ¢ > 0,

u({wGF\H: >c}> =o(1)

as D — oo through squarefree fundamental discriminants. They did so by obtaining the bound
Var(r, R; Ap) = o((u(A, r)V'DL(1,xp))?) in this range, and indeed a careful examination of their
method gives in particular

p(O\H) >cenp, {C N Arr(w))

Wn)  Sean €

Var(0, R; Ap) <. D2 R3¢

for R < D~1z. This shows that the variance is not asymptotically equal to the expected value
(which for balls is D2tV R2, since u(Bgr) =< R? for R < 1), as was the case for Heegner points
in H and lattice points in spheres. A deviation of this kind is somewhat unexpected, since it
implies better than “square-root cancellation” in . However, in retrospect such a result is quite
reasonable, since the geometric invariants have codimension 1 in the case of closed geodesics, but 2
in the other cases mentioned.

Given the discussion above, it is not completely clear what one should expect for the behavior
of Var(r, R; Ap), and the purpose of this paper is to tackle this question. We start by proposing
a probabilistic model, using geodesic segments of the appropriate length 2 log 57{, taken at random
according to the Liouville measure in the unit tangent bundle of I'\H, to model the elements of
Ap (see for details). A rigorous analysis of this model turns out to be considerably more
complicated than that for the geometric invariants of codimension 2. We make critical use of a
quantitative bound on the rate of mixing for the geodesic flow on the modular surface, combined
with basic hyperbolic lattice point counting and some elementary hyperbolic geometry, to arrive at
an asymptotic formula for the variance in the context of our probabilistic model.

The main result in that direction is where we show — in the case of balls — that for
a single random geodesic segment of length L in I'\H, under mild conditions, the corresponding

expression for the variance is ~ 18LE~  For annuli, a certain special function G appears in the

asymptotics (see for its definition and key properties). We also refer to
for a heuristic explanation of why the factor R? (instead of R?) and the constant emerge in
the asymptotics for this problem. Finally, it is worth pointing out that Luo and Sarnak [19] have
computed the quantum variance for the geodesic flow. In its classical incarnation, this variance is
related to the spectral decomposition of our random model.

Using the analysis of the probabilistic model above, we are able to predict the asymptotic be-
havior of the variance for closed geodesics. In particular, in the case of balls we conjecture that if
0 < R < D~ for some fixed § > 0, then

64vDL(1,xp)R?
m

Var(0, R; Ap) ~

as D — oo through squarefree fundamental discriminants (see [Conjecture 1| for the general case of
annuli). Finally, our main result shows that the conjecture is true for balls of small radius.
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Corollary 1. Let 6 > 0 be given. If 0 < R < D_l%_‘s, then as D — oo through squarefree
fundamental discriminants,

64vDL(1,xp)R?
Var(0, R; Ap) ~ (L xp) .
T

Indeed, is a particular case of where we treat a wide class of annuli and
the special function G appears, as expected. An interesting feature of the result is that the variance
depends on the shape of the annulus, and not only on its area. The significance of the exponent
5/12 and the obstacles towards extending the range of R for which holds are discussed
in

The proof of follows a completely different path than that of and we
instead apply the methods of [13] to the case of closed geodesics. What allows us to prove a result
for balls in this case is the presence of a different weight function than the one for Heegner points,
due to the fact that the Gamma factors that arise when one expresses the relevant Weyl sums in
terms of L-functions depend on the sign of D. The fact that the weight function decays faster
is also a source of complications, since in our case the main contribution to the variance comes
from forms with spectral parameter of size roughly between 1/R and 1/(R — ), as opposed to just
around 1/(R—r) for Heegner points. This forces us to deal with the transition range || < 1 for the
Bessel function Jy(z), where clear asymptotics are not available (see . Thus instead of
approximating with trigonometric functions, we carry the Bessel factors throughout the argument,
and after certain integral transforms they are ultimately what gives rise to the special function G
mentioned before in the asymptotics for the variance.

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank my PhD advisor, Maksym Radziwill, for introducing me
to this problem, and for general advice and encouragement. Thanks also to Valentin Blomer, Peter
Humphries, Steve Lester, Carlos Matheus, and Zeév Rudnick for helpful comments and suggestions
on an earlier draft of this paper. I am also grateful to the two anonymous referees for their careful
reading of the paper and useful comments, which greatly improved the readability of this work.

2. BACKGROUND AND NOTATION

2.1. Geometry of the upper half-plane. The distance function p : H x H — R>¢ and its more
convenient proxy u : H x H — R>¢ are given by

(2wl 2w e o (plzw)
p(z,w) :=log (z - —w|> and u(z,w):= 5 w) sinh ( 5 ) .

The group of isometries is G := PSLy(R), which acts transitively through fractional linear trans-
formations. The stabilizer of i is K := PSO3(R), so gK — gi gives an identification G/K ~ H.

Moreover, the corresponding action of G' on the unit tangent bundle T (H) (through the deriva-
tive map) is simply transitive, so if v € T*(H) denotes the unit tangent vector pointing up at i then
g+ gv gives an identification G ~ T*(H). More concretely, we can use the Iwasawa decomposition
G = NAK, where

v () rem) wa a2 0) e

to describe this identification as

() ) (5 o

))> s (2,0),
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where 6 is the angle with the unit tangent vector pointing up at z = x 4 iy. The derivative action
of G on T'(H) becomes left multiplication in G under the map described above, and the Liouville
measure

B dxdyaLG

dv(z,0) : 7 o

on T (H) is invariant under this action of G, i.e. corresponds (up to a constant multiple) to the left-
invariant Haar measure in G under our identification. Furthermore since the group G is unimodular,
v is also right-invariant.

2.2. Geometry of the modular surface. Let X := I'\H denote the modular surface, so that our
previous identification quotients out to X ~ I'\G/K, and similarly for the unit tangent bundldﬂ
identification 7" (X) ~ I'\G. The metric space structure of X is obtained from the distance function

p(T'z, Tw) := min p(z, yw).
~yel

Considering the usual (closure of a) fundamental domain

Fim {zEH:|§R(z)|§1

— and |z| > 1},
2

we can define measures i and 7 in X and T (X), respectively, by

a(TA) =pu U yANF| and v(I'B):=v U yBNa~(F)
yel’ yel’

for measurable A C H and B C T (H), where 7 : T*(H) — H is the projection map. In particular,
v(TYHX)) = v(n = Y(F)) = /3 = p(F) = p(X). Both measures are G-invariant under multiplica-
tion on the right, since the particular choice of fundamental domain turns out to be immaterial.

2.3. Geodesic flow. Given t € R, the geodesic flow G; : T*(H) — T*(H) is

t/2 0
6 =9 (% )

for g € G ~ T*(H), and in geometric terms it amounts to parallel transport along the geodesic with
starting point and direction given by the element of T(H) corresponding to g, for (hyperbolic)
signed length t. The right-invariance of the Liouville measure v implies that it is preserved by G;.

The geodesic flow clearly commutes with left multiplication by G (and in particular by I'), so it
descends to a well-defined map G; : T*(X) — T(X) given by

~ et/? 0
Gi(T'g) :=Tg ( 0 et/2>

for g € TY(X) ~ I'\G. Once again, G: preserves 7 and amounts to parallel transport by (hyper-
bolic) signed length ¢ along the corresponding geodesic in X.

1Technically the modular surface has singularities at ¢ and #, since these points have nontrivial stabilizer in

I'. To correctly interpret the unit tangent bundle 71 (X) we need to consider the orbifold structure of X, but this
minor issue can be safely ignored for our purposes.
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3. ESTIMATES FOR THE SELBERG—HARISH-CHANDRA TRANSFORM

3.1. Definitions. We follow [13] with some minor modifications.
Let k. r(u(z,w)) be the identity function of the annulus

Arp(w) :={zeH:r <p(z,w) < R} = {z € H : sinh? (g) < u(z,w) < sinh? (];)}
of hyperbolic volume

) = A l) = (s

| =

) ().

Ky m(t) = 1 if sinh® (g) <t < sinh? (g) ’
R 0 otherwise.

that is,

Observe that we use a different normalization from [13] both here and in what follows below. Since
kr r(u(z,w)) is a point-pair invariant, we can define the automorphic kernel K, g : X x X — R>q
given by
K, r(z,w) := Z kr r(u(z, yw)).
~el’

The spectral expansion of this kernel involves the Selberg-Harish-Chandra transform h, r of

kr r, which is given by
00 R

. P . .
(3) hpr(t) = 27r/0 P_1(coshp)kr g (slnh2 (§>) sinhpdp = 27r/r P_1;(cosh p)sinh pdp,

where P) is the Legendre function of the first kind.

3.2. Bounds and asymptotics for h, r. To understand the behavior of h, r we express P7% it
in terms of Bessel functions, which will be more convenient to evaluate under the various integral
transforms that will arise later.

Lemma 1 (Hilb’s formula [13, Lemma 2.24]). Fize > 0. Fort € R and 0 < p < 1/e,

O(p?) for t| <2
[P p’

P ... hp)=,/——Jy(pt

,Eﬂt(COs p) sinh p o(pt) + {Oe (%) for |t| > % > e,

With this in mind, an asymptotic formula for h, r easily follows. We restrict our attention
to the case R — r > R, which will be relevant to us, but a similar statement also holds in the
complementary case.

Lemma 2. Suppose that 0 <r < R < 1 satisfy R—r > R, andt € R. Then

R-Ji(Rt) —r - Ji(rt) O(R*) for |t| <

hrpr(t) =2
’R( ) ™ t 19) R7/2> f07" |t| >

1
R
1
R*

Furthermore,

R? for |t] <
hrr(t) < _
R(t) { VR for [t >

‘t|3/2
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Proof. Plugginginto gives
B 0 <®

hr r(t) = 27r/ v/ psinhp - Jo(pt) dp + 0 (Rs/z) for [t > L

. Lo > 5

Using sinh p < p, the bounds

ol 1+ O(2?) for |x| <1,
olr) = -
1/%MCOS(|I|72)+O(|I‘+/2> for |x| > 1

for x € R [9, 8.411.1 and 8.451.1], and integrating by parts in the case |t| > 1/R (antidiferentiating
the cosine term) gives the desired upper bound for h, g, as in |13| Lemma 2.33]. For the first
asymptotic statement we use instead sinh p = p + O(p?®) combined with to get

(4)

R O (R*) for [t| < &,
By () = 27 / p-Tolptydp+ (o 1
r O \/m for |t| Z R

We can directly evaluate the remaining integral, since |9, 8.472.1] yields (zJ1(z))" = xJo(z), and
the result follows.
U

Remark 1. The reason we keep an expression with Bessel functions in the result above, instead of
using (4) as in (15, Lemma 2.27] to write it in terms of simpler trigonometric functions, is that
the main term in our variance computation will come roughly from |t| < 1/R. This can be seen
from the ranges of integration for the main term in , as defined in . In the case R—r < R
that range would be roughly 1/R < |t| < 1/(R —r), so either way we must deal with the transition
range |z| < 1 for Jo(z), and is mot good enough to obtain asymptotics there.

In contrast, the main term in (15, (7.18)] — with relevant ranges defined in [15, (7.11)] — turns
out to come roughly from |t| < 1/(R — r), which is much larger than 1/R (with the assumptions
present there), so one still obtains an asymptotic for the Bessel function in the most important
range. The main difference between the two cases is the presence of the extra weight H(t) given by
in the spectral expansion of the variance for closed geodesics, which is not present in the case
of Heegner points considered by Humphries and Radziwilt (see (13, Lemma 2.13] for a comparison
of the two weight functions).

4. VARIANCE FOR RANDOM GEODESIC SEGMENTS

Since the closed geodesics in A p are expected to behave in many aspects like “random geodesics”,
we will model them using uniformly distributed geodesic segments in X, so first we must understand
the variance in that case. _

By a geodesic segment of length L in X, we mean a curve in X of the form 70G;(¢g) for 0 <¢ < L
(observe that it is parametrized by hyperbolic arc length), where g € T1(X) and 7 : T1(X) — X
denotes the projection map. Uniform distribution means that the initial condition g € T1(X) is
distributed (up to normalization) according to the Liouville measure .

Given the discussion above, the random variable given by the length of the intersection between
a random geodesic segment of length L in X with a random annulus A, p in X (with center



8 ALEXANDRE DE FAVERI

distributed independently of the geodesic segment and according to the normalized measure in X)
has variance

. A " 7o c, w _ /’I’(AT,R) ’ dﬁ(w) dﬁ(g)
Var(r, R; L) ._Al(x) /X (A K, r(ToGi(g),w)dt — L n(X) ) n(X) v(THX))
5 2

_ ’ o o di - P AR) | dp(w) dv(g)
—‘/ﬂ_l(]—_)/}_ /0 Zkr,R( ( Gi(9),yw))dt — L 1u(F) (F) M(}“)

yel

4.1. Heuristics. This discussion is partially inspired by the heuristics in [17].

For simplicity, we consider only the case of balls Br and assume R = o(1). Let S be a random
geodesic segment of length L >> 1 on the modular surface X, and let Y = Y (w) := £(S N Br(w)),
where w is uniformly distributed in X. Also denote by S® the “tube” of radius R around S. We
wish to compute Var(Y'), and will think of S as fixed but “generic”.

First suppose that LR = o(1). Observe that Y (w) = 0 precisely for w ¢ S%, while Y (w) < R
for most w € S® — certainly for a typical w € 3%7 since we expect this tube to have few self-
intersections, as it has area < LR = o(1). Therefore, E(Y?) < LR? and E(Y)? < L2R* = o(LR?),
so Var(Y) =< LR®. Furthermore, if for instance S¥ has no self-intersections, then we can unfold it
to H and obtain asymptotics for the variance using elementary hyperbolic geometry.

For the complementary case, suppose (say) that LR > Ri. We let T < R~ and split &
into % > 1 pieces S1,S,. .. ,S% of length T. Since the geodesic flow is mixing (of all orders)

and T — oo, we expect these segments to essentially behave independently. Let Y; = Y;(w) :=
{(S; N Br(w)). Observe that TR = o(1), so by the previous case we should have Var(Y;) < TR3.
Then independence gives Var(Y) = Var (Zil Yi) s il Var(Y;) < LR3, and it is reasonable to
expect asymptotics for Var(Y') if we could obtain those for each Var(Y;).

In fact, one may heuristically determine the constant in Var(Y') ~ @ as follows. It suffices
to consider the case LR = o(1), by the argument using independence from the previous paragraph.
The tube ST has few self-intersections in that case, and the geometry of the problem is essentially
Euclidean (as we work at the scale R = o(1)). Therefore, our situation can be modeled by the toy
problem where the geodesic segment S is replaced by a straight line segment of length L in R?, and
the the point w is randomized over some region of the appropriate area u(X) = % that contains the
(now Euclidean) tube S. Since E(Y? | w ¢ S®) = 0, we get E(Y?) = E(Y? | w € S)-P(w € S%).
Away from the endpoints of S, Y = 2v/R? — 22 depends only on the (signed) distance x = z(w)
from w to the line that contains the segment S, so we obtain

R 2 2 3

wX) 3 o« ™

These heuristics provide a good intuition for the upcoming arguments in this section, but we will
have to do something more complicated to effectively deal with self-intersections of S*.

—R

4.2. The cuspidal contribution. Before delving into the variance computation, we need to make
a small technical modification to , since with the current definition it turns out that Var(r, R; L) =
oo for L > 1. This is essentially due to the fact that the automorphic kernel K, r(z, w) becomes
quite large as z and w go towards the cusp together, so it is in particular not in L?(F x F). This
is the same issue that gives rise to continuous spectrum in the spectral resolution of the Laplacian
in X.
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For simplicity, consider the case of balls Bg, so r = 0. For k € Z we have p(w,w + k) <
sinh (W) = Vu(w,w+k) = %(lw), so for > R3(w) values of k € Z we have p(w, w+k) < £.
Therefore, for all g with 7(g) € Be (w) there are > RS (w) values of k € Z such that p(m(g), w+k) <
p(m(g), w) + p(w,w + k) < &. Also observe that if p(r(g),w + k) < & then 7(Gi(g)) € Br(w + k)
forall 0 <t < .

We conclude that if L > 1> R then

= =

2

L
/ . /F /o z ko r(u(mo Gi(g),yw))dt | du(w)dv(g) >
i ~eD

and this gives Var(0, R; T') = oc.

4.3. The truncated variance. In view of the necessity to exclude the contribution from the cusp,
we let
Fa={zeF :3(z) <A}
and consider averaging over annuli A, r(w) only for w € Fy4 instead of w € F, so that the relevant
expression for the variance is
2

- L ) uAng) | dp(w) dv(g)
Vary(r,R; L) := /77_1(}-) /}_A /0 Zkr,R(u(W Gi(g9),yw))dt — L 1(F) (W(Fa) u(F)

~yerl

The asymptotic behavior of the expression above will involve a special function, so now we define
it and express its key properties.

Lemma 3 (Basic asymptotic properties of G). For 0 < w < 1, let
G(w) :=14+w*+ (1 —w?)Kw) — (1 + w?)E(w),
where K and E are the complete elliptic integrals of the first and second kinds, respectively. Then

(6) G(0) =1,

(7) Gw) = %(1 — w)2log (1_2w> +0((1-w?),
(8) G(w) > (1 - w)?log (1 _2w> ,

and

(9) G (w) < (1 —w)log (1 _Qw) .

Proof. The definitions of K and E [9] 8.112] give (€], while (7)) and (9] follow from [9} 8.113.3 and
8.114.3]. Indeed, for u := v/1 — w?, those give

K(w) = log (3) + %210g (i) + O(u?)
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and
u? 4 u?  3ut 4
E =1+ —1 - -4+ —1 — 4
(w) + 5 log (u) 1 + 16 o8 (u) +O0(u"),
SO
3 9 9 5 3u? 3ut 4 4
Gw)=14w +uv'Kw)— (2—-uv’)E(w)=-14w +7+?1og " + O(u®).
Changing variables to v := 1 —w, so —1 + w3 = v3 4+ 3v? — 3v and u? = —v? + 2v, we get
3 2 3 2 3 2 2 2
G(w) =v° +3v° —3v+ = (—v* + 20) + = (—v” + 2v) " log + O(v?)
2 8 v(l 4+ w)

3 1
= 1112 log (v) +O(v?),
which gives (7). Similarly, the identity G'(w) = 3w(w — E(w)), which follows from [9} 8.123], gives

1
G (w) < w— E(w) < vlog <v> + O(v)
and we obtain . 1s 1dentity also shows that w) < 0, since E(w) > 1 > w, so ollows
d btai This identi 1 h hat G/ 0, si E 1 (18] foll

from after choosing an appropriate cutoff.
O

1.2
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3
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w

FIGURE 2. Graph of G(w)
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Remark 2. Perhaps the simplest way to understand the function G(w) geometrically is to de-
scribe it as follows: let t € [—1,1] be uniformly distributed, and consider the (Euclidean) annulus
A,(it) == {z€C:rw <[z —it] <1}, for w € [0,1]. Let Y, be the (Euclidean) length of the
intersection of Ay, 1(it) with the real axis. Then an explicit computation shows that

E(Y2) 3 31 [t 2
0= g5 = B0 =g [ (VTP s 2Ve? )

We are ready to state the main result of this section, omitting the dependence on a parameter
t that governs all the asymptotic statements below (meaning that the quantities L,r, R, A are all
functions of ¢, and asymptotic notations such as o(...) or ~ should be interpreted in the limit as
t — 00).

Theorem 1. Suppose that L > 1,0 <r < R=o0(1), and 1 < logA =0 (R_l log™* (RL«)), 50

i particular we require log (ler) =o0 (%) Then

16 LR3
Vara(r, Ry L) ~ GWR G(%).

In particular, for balls we get
16LR?
Vary (0, R; L) ~ ,

s

and for thin annuli (i.e. such that R —r = o(R)) satisfying the restrictions above we get

12L —7r)2
Vara(r, R; L) ~ R(R—71) log (RR ) .
7r

—r

4.4. Auxiliary results. An important ingredient for will be the fact that the geodesic
flow is mixing, and in fact it is so with an exponential rate, due to a theorem of M. Ratner [21].
We will use the following effective version of Ratner’s result, due to C. Matheus and adapted here
to the modular group I.

Lemma 4 (Exponential mixing for the geodesic flow [20, Corollary 2.1]). Let ¢, v € L*(X) be such
that [ ¢dp = [ pdpu=0. Then

/ 6(7(9)) - (7 0 Go(9)) dir(g) < 16l 2y - 16l o x) - (1] + e %
T1(X)

In order to deal with the problem of self-intersections alluded to in our heuristic discussion, we
will need two basic observations regarding the distribution of orbits of I acting on H. The first one
is the following standard density estimate.

Lemma 5 (Density of hyperbolic lattice points |16, Lemma 2.11]). If z € H, w € F, and § > 0
then

H{y el :u(z,yw) <0} < /6(5+1)F(w) + 1.

The second observation about the orbits of I' in H deals with the minimum spacing between
distinct points in such an orbit. It formalizes the idea that the spacing can only be small if either
the orbit comes close to a point of H with nontrivial stabilizer in I', or if it has a point very high
up towards the cusp.
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Lemma 6 (Minimum spacing of hyperbolic lattice points). If w € F then
. . . : 1
pin, p(w,yw) > min {p(w, i), p(w, 5), p(w, '), }
¥

where j := 71+;\/§ and j' = 7712“/5.

Proof. Since the minimum is < p(w,w + 1) < 1, it suffices to show that

1
1%2 u(w, yw) > min {u(w,i),u(w,j),u(w,j’), S(w)? } .

Write w = 2 + 14y, 1 # v = (Z Z

u(w,yw) with 1> U > 0.

Case 1: y > 2.
If ¢ # 0 we have S(yw) = \cw+d\2 < (Cy) < %, which gives U > 1. If ¢ = 0 we have yw = w=+b

and b # 0, which gives U > @(w) In any case, the result holds for y > 2.
Case 2: y < 2.

Observe that since w € F we have y > f If |¢| > 2 then as before $(yw) = |m+d‘2 < = y <

2\/57 soU > 1. If c=0 we also get U > 1 as before, so |¢| = 1 and we can assume that ¢ = 1

) € T for an element that attains the minimum, and U? :=

since the entries of v are only determined up to flipping all the signs.

Now, v = (Cll add— 1) and

A |w77w|2 B |’LU —'yw|2|w+d|2 B |w(w+d) - (aw+ad7 1)|2 > ‘Z|2
C 4yS(yw) 4y? - 4y?

for z := w(w + d) — (aw + ad — 1), so that
Rz)=a2?—y* +(d—a)r —ad+ 1 and 3(z) = 22y + (d — a)y.

If |d — a| > 2 then since |z| < 1 aswe]-' we get |S(z)| > y > 1 and therefore U > 1.

If d = a # 0 then we have £(z )*x —y*—a +1<77%: 2,soU>>1

If d = a =0 then U? > $(2)? > 22 and U? > R(2)? = (2 — y? + 1)?, which gives |z| < U
and y? = 1+ 22+ O(U) = 1+ O(U) since U < 1, so that |y — 1| < U. We conclude that
w(w,i) < 22 + (y — 1)? < U?, as desired.

If d—a = 1 then we can assume that d = 0 or 1, otherwise ad > 2 and R(z )—ac —y?+r—ad+
1<i-341-2+1=-1,50U > 1. Ford_owegetU>>|<‘ |>>|:c =-14+0(U)

and then looking at the real part we get y> =1+ z+ 22 +O0(U) = 3 + O( ), once again since
2
U <« 1. This gives y = § + O(U) and therefore u(w,j) =< (x+ %)2 + (y - @) < U?, as

desired. For d = 1 the exact same reasoning shows that u(w, j) < U2
Finally, if d — a = —1 then an argument analogous to the previous paragraph, but exchanging
x with —x, gives u(w, j') < U?, so we have covered all possibilities and the result follows.

O

The last ingredients necessary to prove are bounds and asymptotics for integral
expressions that measure the lengths of intersections between geodesics and annuli in H, averaged
over various parameters. We deal with those geometric quantities in the next two lemmas, and
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emphasize that the results are analogous (except for large distances) to those for the Euclidean
version of the problem, in which straight lines intersect Euclidean annuli.

Lemma 7 (Average intersection of geodesics through z with A, p(w)). For any z,w € H, and
0<r< R<1, if we denote D := p(z,w) then

N (R—r)log (#%) i D<2R,
O,.r(z,w) ::/ / kr r(u(mo Gi(z,0),w)) dt df < w if2R< D < 1,
0 0
A if1<D.

€

Proof. Since the geodesic flow is parametrized by arc length, the system of coordinates (¢,8) cor-
responds to geodesic polar coordinates centered at z, therefore the hyperbolic measure becomes
dp = 2sinht dt df.

If D > 2R, then observing that the integrand is simply the indicator function of the annulus
A, r(w) and that sinht > sinh(D — R) > sinh D for all points (¢, §) inside it (since by the triangle
inequality t = p(z, (t,0)) > p(z,w) — p((¢,0),w) > D — R), we get

m oo sinh ¢ w(ArRr)
G)T,R(z,w) < /0 /0 kT7R(u(7T o Qt(z,H),w))SinhD dtdf <« m

and the result follows. If R —r > R then the result for D < 2R is trivial since the integral over ¢
is always < 2R by the triangle inequality. Therefore we can assume that r > %, and then a slight
modification of the argument above also takes care of D < %, since sinh ¢ > sinh R in that case.

We are left with the trickiest case r > % and % < D < 2R. The issue here is that the intersection
of each geodesic with the annulus A, r(w) no longer has length < R — r when the latter is thin
— in fact the length can be > /R(R — 7). In what follows it is worth keeping in mind that since
R <1 the geometry is roughly Euclidean.

First let us change variables, shifting 6 so that it corresponds to the angle with the geodesic from
z to w (instead of with the vertical line). Since D <« R, we can choose a sufficiently small (absolute)
e > 0 such that if |sin | < € then each 6 contributes < R — r. Indeed, the integrand for each 6 is
now the length of the intersection of the one-sided geodesic determined by (z, ) with the annulus
Ay r(w). If d is the (orthogonal) distance between that geodesic and w, then the hyperbolic law of
sines gives sinh d = sinh D sin #, which implies d < Rsinf. The length of the intersection of the
corresponding two-sided geodesic with A, g(w) is 2(¢r — £,), where we define 2¢g as the length of
the intersection of that two-sided geodesic with Br(w), and similarly for 2¢, (both intersections
will be non-empty for sufficiently small e > 0, as we assume D =< R =< r). By the hyperbolic law of

cosines we have (see |[Figure 3|

cosh (g = cosh R coshr

d ht, = ——.
cosh d an €08 cosh d

Choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small so that d < % < 5 we get £, > R and therefore by the MVT

cosh {r — cosh ¢, < cosh R — coshr
sinh /,. Rcoshd

Now, for the remaining angles 0 satisfying |sinf| > ¢ we will fix the radius ¢ and evaluate the
angular contribution. The values of ¢ for which 0B;(z) intersects only one of Bgr(w) or dB,(w)
contribute << R — r (bounding the integral over 6 trivially), so they may be excluded and we can
assume that both circles are intersected. Let 0 < 6, < 0r < 7 be the angles corresponding to

lr—1, < < R-—r.
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FIGURE 3. Lengths in intersection of Gi(z,6) with A, r(w)

the intersection points in the upper half, so the integral over 6 with no restrictions contributes
2(0r — 0,) and by the hyperbolic law of cosines we have (see [Figure 4))

cos 0 — coshtcosh D — cosh R and cos 0. — coshtcosh D — coshr
R sinh ¢ sinh D T sinh ¢ sinh D
If [0, 0%] := [6,,0r] N [arcsine, m — arcsine], then since we have already excluded angles 6 with

|sinf| < e by bounding the corresponding terms as in the previous part of the argument, the
contribution of the remaining terms corresponding to ¢ is actually just 2(6%; — 6..). But since the
sine of both angles is bounded away from zero we can use the MVT to get

cos . — cos 0% coshR —coshr R-—r

- <K cosb, —cosOg = — - <
sine " R sinh ¢ sinh D t

0p — 0. <

)

as D> R.
Finally, we integrate over t < D + R < R, where we can assume that ¢t > R — r since those radii
trivially contribute < R — r. In conclusion,

DR p _ 2R
@rR(z,w)<<R—r+/ dt<<(Rr)log< )
’ R—r t R—T

as desired.
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FIGURE 4. Angles in intersection of By (%) with A, r(w)

Lemma 8 (Main term computation). For any g € T'(H) and 0 <7 < R = o(1),

[ ratutet@o) ([ bentutmoGito) ) ar) dutu) ~ o ().

— 00

Proof. Observe that the LHS is independent of g, since the integral over w is invariant under
isometries, so denoting the whole expression by I, rp we can average over the geodesic segment of
length S > 0 (which we will choose to be sufficiently large later) starting at (i,0) € T*(H) to get

In=1g /H ( / ke r(ulie, w)) ds> ( / O; kr,Rw(z'et,w))dt) dp(w).

Given D > 0, let
A(D7S)::{rei‘3€H:1§r§eS and g—enggngeD},

for 0 < 0p < 7 defined by sinfp = tanh D (see . It will be important to compute
w(A(D, S)) for the computation of I, p that follows below, so we do that now and come back to
the integral afterwards.

The locus of points z € H with (orthogonal) distance to the line y = 0 equal to D is the pair of
straight half-lines through the origin with angles 8p and —6p with the vertical. The (hyperbolic)
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arc length parametrization of the half-line corresponding to 0p is z(s) = e®°°® 0p¢i(5-00) A
computation shows that its geodesic curvature is constant equal to sin p = tanh D (see for instance
the discussion after [3, Corollary 4], where our situation corresponds to a = 1 and oo = § — p).
The region A(D,S) has as boundaries two geodesics (Euclidean circles with center at the origin)
and the two straight lines through the origin with angles p and —6p with the vertical line y = 0.

Examining the arc length parametrization we see that each of those has length ﬁ, so the total
geodesic curvature along the boundary of A(D,S) in the positive direction is
tanh D
2Stanfp = 2SL = 2Ssinh D.

V1-— tanh? D

r=0

FIGURE 5. The region A(D, S)

Since the four external angles of A(D,S) are equal to 7, denoting by K = —1 the Gaussian
curvature of A(D,S) and by k, the geodesic curvature of dA(D,S), the Gauss-Bonnet theorem
gives

Kdu:—2w+45+/ kg ds = 2Ssinh D.
9A(D,S)

w(AD.8) =~ [

A(D,S)

Observe that fOS k. r(u(ie®,w)) ds is nonzero only for w € A(R, S)U Bg(i) U Br(ie®), since this
is the locus of points within distance < R from the geodesic segment between the points i and ie®.
Furthermore, if w ¢ Bgr(i) U Br(ie®) then fOS ky,r(u(ie®, w)) ds is equal to [*_ k. r(u(ie®,w))ds,
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which is the length of the intersection of the vertical line y = 0 with the annulus A, gr(w) (and
therefore trivially < R). As discussed in the proof of the hyperbolic law of cosines shows
that for points at distance D from the vertical this length is 2(¢g — ¢,.) if 0 < D < r and 2(g for
r < D < R, where
cosh R coshr
hip = —— d ht, = ——.
COSRER cosh D an o8 cosh D

We conclude that

I.r= S/ ) (/ kv r(u(ie’, w))dt)zdu(w)—s—O(}gl).

Choosing say S > (R —r)~2 we see that the error term is o( R(R —r)?) and will be negligible. The
remaining term can be written as

4 (R h R hr\\?
E/o (arccosh (((jzth) — 1p<, - arccosh (C(:()O:h;))) d(u(A(D,S)))

R 2
hR h
= 8/0 (arccosh (222}1 ) — 1p<, - arccosh (ccc?ssh " )) cosh DdD

s /T 10g2 cosh R + \/cosh2 R — cosh®’ D dD
0 coshr + \/Cosh2 r — cosh? D

R 2 2
n 8/ log? cosh R + \/cosh R — cosh® D ID
r cosh D

(10)

using arccoshz = log (z + V2% — 1) and cosh D = 1+ O(R?).
Denoting

fror(D \/cosh R — cosh? D — \/cosh2 r—cosh®? D = \/sinh2 R —sinh? D — \/sinh2 r —sinh? D
for 0 < D < r, we see that it is increasing and therefore the MVT gives

(11) R—r< frr(D) < VR(E 7).

Similarly, coshr + v/cosh®r — cosh®> D = 1 + O(R) and cosh R — coshr = O(R(R — 1)), so

cosh R + \/cosh2 R — cosh? D
coshr + \/ cosh?r — cosh? D
and therefore with the aid of we obtain

=1+ f.r(D)(14 O(R)) + O(R(R —r))

log? <cosh R+ V/cosh® R — cosh® D

: : ) = fr.r(D)*(1+ O(R)) + O(R*(R —r)?).
coshr + \/cosh r — cosh® D

The same sort of analysis for gg(D) := Vcosh? R — cosh®> D < v/R(R—7r) when r < D < R,
separating into cases depending on whether gr(D) is larger than R — r or not, gives

9 (coshR + \/cosh2 R -
log

e St B ) = gn(D)2(1+ O(R)) + O(R(R — 1))
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Plugging those into we get an error term < R?*(R —r)? = o(R(R — r)?) and an integral
term

r R
~ 8/ fr.r(D)? dD+8/ gr(D)*dD
0 T

sinh r sinh R
~ 8/ fr.r(arcsinhz)? do + 8/ gr(arcsinhz)? dz,
0 S

inhr

changing variables to z = sinh D and observing that cosh D = 1+0O(R?). The result can be written,
by 9, 3.155.8], as

16 3 3 sinh r 5 5
3 (sinh® R + sinh® r) — 16/ \/(sinh R — 22)(sinh” r — 22) dx
0

_ 16, . 3 .3y 16 .19 . 19 sinhr o o sinhr
=3 (smh R + sinh r) 3 smhR<(smh R + sinh T)E Soh B (smh R — sinh T)K e

16sinh® R sinh r 16 R3 sinh r
3 sinh R 3 sinhR /"’

where we use the notation of A computation with Taylor series gives

sinh r

r
sinhR R

+O(R(R—71)),

SO @ and the MVT give

6 (2) =6 (7)o (R o (1)),

e B () i)~ 2 ()

We conclude that

by , as desired.

4.5. Putting it all together: the proof of [Theorem 1]

Proof of [Theorem 1 By absolute convergence, we can freely exchange the order of integration and

write

. Lo s A\ dilg) du(w)
VaI‘A(T,R,L) /}_A /Tl(X) </0 I(T,R(7T gt(g)vw) dt L M(]:) > :U/(]:) M(]_‘A>'

The inner integral over g € T (X) is, after changing variables, equal to

bt ~ (7o dﬁ(g) /



THE VARIANCE OF CLOSED GEODESICS IN BALLS AND ANNULI ON THE MODULAR SURFACE 19

for ¢ € L2(X) given by ¢(2) := K, p(z,w) — 2228 5o that Jx ¢dp =0 and

/(]:) ’
161520 = [ KZalw)dute) — (M ) < [ K2ntew)dut)
{veriue vw)<smh2< )}\ [ Kenerw)duGa)

~ (A R) o
<(RS(w) + 1) M(;; < (RS(w) + 1)R(R — )

by Let L>T > 1. If |t — /| > T we can use in the inner integral of (2),

inputting the bound , to conclude that the contribution of all such terms to Var4(r, R; L) is

(13) < max
EeFr

(oo}

< LR(R —1) /F (RS (w) + 1) dp(w) / (@ +1)e % da

(14) T

|

< LR(R — r)Te_% (RlogA+1) < LR(R—r)e”

if T'< L, and it is = 0 if we choose T' = L (since no such terms exist in that case).
The remaining set of |t — /| < T has measure < LT, so replacing ¢(z) with K, r(z, w) in
we pick up an error term

(15) < LTR*(R —r)?,

and what remains is

L pmin{t'+T,L} B o d,ﬁ(g) /
K, r(7(9),w) - Kp g(T 0 Gi_p(g), w) dt dt
0 Jmax{t'-T,0} JT'(X) w(F)

= T ' — . T oG w dv(g)
= [ Kl ( | @1t KonlFoGilo) >dt> .

Inserting the integral above into the expression for the variance and expanding the automorphic
kernel, we are left with

(16)
/ dv(g) dp(w)
Ll 3 henlu(r(a) /) [ ZkR mo Gulg). ) dr | LR
_ e dulg) du(w)
\/,FA,YEF/F HFNA. r(y'w)) ;/ ‘t| ( ( gt(g)77 )) M(]:) M(J:A).

Now, let M denote the terms corresponding to v = «/, which is where the main contribution will
come from, and let £ denote all other terms.

Decomposing g = (z,0) for z € FNA, r(7'w) and 0 < 6 < 27, what is left in corresponding
to the terms in £ is

27
) <L / / /
Fa ’% FNArr(y'w) JO

T
/ b (u( © Gy (2, 0), yw)) dt dB dp(z) dys(w).
y'#yer =T
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For given w € Fa, v €T, and z € F N A, r(y'w), we can use the notation of to bound

27 T
(18) / Z / kT,R(u(ﬂ- o gt(z7 G)a r)/w)) dtdf < Z ]lp(z,’yw)<T+R : @7’,R(Z7 ryw)
0 T

v #EYEr Y T v/ #yer

Denote

h(y',w,2;D) = |{y" #v €T p(z,yw) <D}, f(w;D):=[{1#~v€Tl:p(w,yw) < D}.

The fact that z € A, g(y'w) implies h(v', w, z; D) < f(w; D+R). The next step is to apply

2R
R—r

in the left and adjust the bounds in each range so that the boundary terms cancel out after
integration by parts. This gives

in the equation below, where in order to simplify the notation we keep a term (R—r)~! log71

_ _ 2R
(R - T) ! IOg ! (R—?“) Z ]]-p(z,’yw)<T+R : GT,R(Za PYw)
y'#yer
R 1 R T+R R
< dh(v',w, z; D) +/ —dh(y',w,z; D) +/ —— dh(7',w, z; D)
(19) 0- r D 1 €
1 T+R
_ ﬁh(vl,w,z;D)dDJr/ eDi_lh('y',’w,Z;D)dDJrWh(’yl,w,ZQTJFR)
R 1

1 R T+R R
<</Rﬁf(w;D—i—R)dD—i-/1 e—Df(w;D+R)dD+67f(w;T+2R).

‘We now denote

m(w) = 12}31611" p(w,yw) =min{D € R: f(w; D) > 0}

and consider two different cases for w € F4:

Case 1: w € Fa N By/100(q) for some q € {1, 5, j'}.
In this case [Lemma 5| and [Lemma 6| give respectively

1 for D <1,
f(w; D) < {eD for D> 1. and m(w) > p(w,q),
so that is
1 R T+R R
<</ —2dD+/ RID+R <« ———————— + TR,
max{m(w),R} D 1 max{p(w, Q), R}

Plugging this into and then (17)), we see that the total contribution to & in this case is
(20)

2R R
<<LR—T10g( >/ / (—i—TR)d,uz dp(w
( ) R—r fAﬂBl/mO(q),y/ZEr FNA, r(y'w) max{p(w,q),R} ( ) ( )

< L(R—1)log ( ;ﬂ) / o <m{p<f)q>3} ; TR) [ Kt ) dut

2 2
< LR(R —1)*log (RRJ (R* + R+TR) < LTR*(R —r)?log (R i) .
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Case 2: w € Fp but w & By /100(q) for any ¢ € {3,7,5'}.
In this case |Lemma 5| and [Lemma 6| give respectively

DS(w)+1 for D <1, 1
D) < - d > —
f(w: D) {eD%(w) for D > 1, and - m(w) S(w)
so that is
1 R T+R
< / —5 (DS(w) +1)dD + / RS(w) dD + RS (w)
max{m(w),R} D 1

< RS(w)log (;) + RTS(w).

Denote Fj 1= Fa \ qu{ijj,} B1/100(q)- Plugging the bound above into and then (I7), we
see that the total contribution to £ in this case is

< L(R—1)log <R2i> /F b /F e (R%(w) log (;) + RT%(w)) dp(z) dps(w)
2R

A ~er
(21) <« L(R —r)log ( 2 T) /f A <RS(w) log (;) 4 RTS(w)) /f Ko (2, w) dp(2) dpa(w)

2 1
< LR*(R —7)*log (Ri“) (log (R) + T) log A.

Collecting the error terms and , and the estimates for £ in and , we conclude
that

Vara(r, R;L) = M+ £+ 0 (LTR2(R — )%+ Ly - LR(R — r)e*%)

=M+0 (LRQ(R —7)%log (R2Rr> (log (11%) + T) log A+ lrxr - LR(R — r)e_£> .

Choosing T' = min {810g (ﬁ) 7L}, recalling that log A = o (R’l log™* (ﬁ)) we see that the

error term is o (LR(R —7)?log (Rz—f‘r))
We are left with computing the main term

_ LN B ~(ulm o o)) gy 209) dp(w)
M= /fA Z/Tr_l(fﬁAr.R(’Y’w))/T(L 1) - k(e © Geg). 7 ))dtu(f) (Fa)

y'er -

Observe that since 7(g) € A, r(7y'w) we can restrict the integral over ¢ to [-2R, 2R], as the inter-
section of a geodesic with an annulus A, r in H is contained in a segment of the geodesic of length
<2R. Then L — |t| = L — O(R) ~ L. Therefore,

MNL/
Fa

We have u(moGi(g),y'w) = u(y' " tmoGi(g9),w) = u(roGi(v'~1g),w), and the measure v is (left)
G-invariant, so it is possible to unfold the integral over g € m7~1(F) to get

: o . o ap | 9) du(w)
Z /7r_1(]__) kr,R(u(W(g)’PYw)) (/2er,R(u(7T gt(g),’y ))dt> M(]:) M(]:A)'

~y'er

1

2R

L
Motz | entuteto) ) ( [ bntutro gt<g>,w>>dt) av(g) dy(w)
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By the same argument via G-invariance, the integral over ¢ € G is independent of w, so we can

replace the domain F4 with F in the display above, multiplying by ’L((f]f)), to get

I 2R
5 [ Bnlutrt).w) ( /. kan(mgt(g»w))dt) nlg) du(w).

Now we revert the unfolding process in the integral over g € G, obtaining

2R
7 L2, ettt ) (/ kT,Rw(mgt(gmm)dt) dv(g) dy(w)

Fler —-2R

Next we can complete the inner integral to ¢ € (—oo, c0) with no loss, as was previously discussed,
and after unfoldlng this time the integral over w € F) we are left with

5 o [t ([ ntutr o Guto) ) ab) dut) ).

Applylng and (8] ., we conclude that

16LR3 r 16LR3 2 2R
M~ 3M(F)G(§) s G(R)>>LR(R r)”log (R—T>'

Therefore,

3
Vara(r, B L) = M+ o0 [ LR(R — )21og [ =2} ~ 1L o (1) :
R—r T

as desired. Combining this with (6)) and (7)) finishes the proof of the theorem.
O

Remark 3. It may be possible to remove the technical condition log ( 1 ) =0 (i) in|Theorem 1

R—r R
extending the result to all L > 1,0 <r < R =0(1), and 1 < logA = o (R‘llog*1 (%))- That
is because we use a somewhat simplified mizving estimate, for functions on X instead of on T*(X).
Similar estimates for the latter are available [20, Theorem 2], and it would be natural to use those
to express an analogous version of but with ¢ € L2(T(X)) given by

- T ~O~ _ M(AT,R)
_/0 Ky r(7 0 Gi(g),w)dt =T u(F)

The L?-norm estimate is essentially the rest of the proof of | Theorem 1, and one would be able to

gain an extra factor of (R — r)log (RQ—Z in the error term coming from cutting the geodesic into

small pieces of length T. The issue is that [20, Theorem 2] requires estimates for Lie derivatives of
order 3 in the angular direction, which would add a lot of complexity at diminishing returns.
Instead we are satisfied with the mild restriction on R—r, which is already enough to accommodate
for instance R —r > exp(—R™*%) for any fived § > 0.
5. VARIANCE FOR CLOSED GEODESICS

5.1. Predictions from the random model. We can rewrite as

Var(r, R;Ap) := /X ( Z UCN A p(w)) — N;jj?;(l)%) Z E(C)) Cgé(;(u))

CeAp CeAp
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If J:= (VD) € CIJDF7 then the closed geodesic corresponding to any B € CIE is the same as
that corresponding to JB~!, but with opposite orientation. If B? = J, they are the same and
correspond to a (so-called reciprocal [22]) closed geodesic that goes through its image twice, once
in each orientation. Let ap := |{B € Cl}, : B> = J}|, so h}; = ap + 2bp. The images of the closed
geodesics from Ap in I\H correspond to ap geodesic segments of length log e}, with multiplicity 2,
and bp geodesic segments of length 2 log EJIS also with multiplicity 2. Furthermore, the height of each
of those closed geodesics in the fundamental domain is < v/D/2 7, Proposition 3.1]. Therefore, if
we model each of those geodesic segments using independent (except for the multiplicities) random
geodesic segments in X, with a cutoff A > v/D/2, we may expect

Var(r, R;Ap) ~ 4 (ap Vara(r, R;loge})) + bp Vara(r, R; 2loge},))

N4<aD16-log;j§-R3G(;)+bD16~210i575-R3G(;))

_ 64@L(1,XD)R3G (r) 7

R
at least for log (Q) <logA =o0 (R_1 logf1 (l)) (taking [Remark 3| into account, but already

™

R

from for thick annuli with R —r > R). It would suffice to restrict to R < (log D)~'~?
for any fixed § > 0. Therefore, being a bit conservative this leads to the conjecture below.

Conjecture 1. Let § > 0 be given. If 0 < r < R < D7°, then as D — oo through squarefree
fundamental discriminants,

4vDL(1 3
Var(r, Ry Ap) ~ 64VDL(L xp)t G (L>

R

Our main result confirms the conjecture for sufficiently small annuli that are not too thin, and
in particular for small balls. Observe that the allowed range of radii intersects the regime where
one would expect equidistribution, i.e. p(A, g) > D~1*9.

™

Theorem 2. Let § > 0 be given. If 0 <r < R < D 5% and R—r>> R, then as D — oo through
squarefree fundamental discriminants,

T R

Remark 4. The restriction R —r > R in is mostly technical in nature, due to the
fact that the behavior of the weight function h, gr(t) changes when R —r < R. We stick with it for
simplicity, since it is enough to cover the most interesting case of balls (r =0).

Remark 5. The proof 0 actually gives a power-saving error term of the form O, (D% R3*¢)
for any € > 0 sufficiently small (depending on §).

4vDL(1 3
Var(r, R; Ap) ~ 64VDL(L, xp)R G(T>.

5.2. Spectral expansion and automorphic transformations. Let D > 0 be a squarefree
fundamental discriminant, xp be the primitive quadratic character modulo D, and By(I') be an
orthonormal basis of the space of Maafl cusp forms for the modular group I', which we may choose
to consist of Hecke—Maafl cusp forms.

Expressing the variance in terms of the automorphic kernel K, r, performing a spectral expan-
sion, and using the work of Duke-Imamoglu—Téth [5] to compute the resulting Weyl sums, we are
left with L-functions.
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Lemma 9 (Spectral expansion of the variance [13, Lemma 2.20]). We have

VD > L(50) L (5. ©xp)

. _ 2
Var(r, B Ap) = 20(X) FEB,(T) L (1,sym? f) H{ts) e (1)
VD [*® C(%-Fit)L(%-l—it,XD)Q )
e e H®) e n(t) dt,
where
29 H(t ._F(%+%)2F(%7%)2_ 4m 0 1
(22) ()= I (3+4t)T (5 —it) _|t\+1Jr <(|t|+1)2>'

Before the next lemma we need to establish some notation. Recall that the Mellin transform W
of a function W : (0,00) — C is given by

W(s) = /0OO W(x)xsi—x

for s € C for which the integral is absolutely convergent, and conversely the inverse Mellin transform
W of a holomorphic function W: {s € C:a < J(s) < b} — C is given by

- 1 o+io0o

W(x) :

= omi

W(s)x™%ds

for a < o <band z € (0,00) for which the integral converges absolutely.
Lemma 10 (Automorphic transformations |13, Corollary 5.7]). Let h(t) be an even holomorphic

function in the strip —2M < () < 2M for some M > 20 with zeroes at + (n - %)z forn €
{1,2,...,2M} and satisfying h(t) < (|t| + 1)~2M in this region. Then the moment

LONLGSoxn), 1 [
fego:(l“) L (1,sym? f) hlts) + 27r/

¢ +it)L (3 +it.xp)|”
C(1+ 2it)

h(t) dt

— 00

1s equal to the sum of the main term

oo

(23) 2L(1,vp) / h(#) dupect

—00

and the shifted convolution

2 o0
ﬁz Z Z x1(sgn(m £ D2)) Ay, x, (M, 0) Ay, x, (|m = D2, 0)
+ DiDy;=D m=1

(24) mAFD;
1 o1+i00 /I m 521
— ~h 1- — d
i | T (F) s
where 1 — M < 07 < —1,
e 1
(A h) (2) = / h(t) T () dspect, dspect = ﬁttanh (mt) dt,

Ji (z) := 4 cosh (nt) Koy (4d7x), T (x) := —27Yy(47x),
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the decomposition xp = x1Xx2 corresponds to D = D1 Dy, and

)‘X17X2(m70) = Z Xl(a)x2<b)'

ab=m

Combining this with work of M. Young [24] leads to the following bound for moments of L-
functions, which will be useful for bounding some of our error terms later on.

Lemma 11 (Dyadic moment bound |13 Proposition 2.35 (1)]). For T > 1, we have

C(h+it) L (L +it,xp)|”

> L)L foxn) | 1 / .
rememy  LLsym*f) 27 (1 + 2it)
Tgtfong T<|t|<2T

D3teT2e  for T <« D1z,
& { D3te for D72 <« T < D3,
DT+ for T>> D4,

5.3. Choice of test function. To prove we will start with the expression in
and approximate the weights H (t)|h,. r(t)|? by a function h(t) satisfying the conditions of

The error terms coming from switching from one set of weights to the other may be bounded using
Lemma 11} and the problem will be reduced to evaluating the main term and the error term
(24). We once again follow [13|, adapting their construction to our context.

The conditions of require that h(f) be even, extend holomorphically to |3(t)| < 2M,
have zeros at =+ (n — 2! !2 for n € {1,2,...,2M}, and satisfy h(t) < (|t| +1)72M for some integer
M > 20. From now on, fix a sufficiently large constant M € N.

First we localize h(t) to the region [Ty, —T1] U [T}, T3], where T} := R™1T% and Ty := R™1~¢
for a sufficiently small fixed constant « > 0. This is because the main contribution to Var(r, R; Ap)
will come from this range when R —r > R. To achieve this localization, let

ha(t) == ()" <1 - e_(ﬁ)QM) ,

which is even and for |3(t)| < 2M satisfies

2M
0((”2’“) ) for [R(1)] < T4,
2M Rw(t) | 2M
(25) mt)=q1+0( (%) 4o (1) ) for Ty < |R(t)| < T,
. M)2M
Ole \'T2 for |R(t)| > Ts.

Moreover, for j € {1,2,...,2M} and t € R,

[¢[*M 9
T2 for |t| < T,
) 2= qemens ()
(26) hy (t) < T3V + T2y © 1 for Ty < |t| <7,
1
-1 (2 \2M
&6 (722) for ‘t| Z T2_

PIYE]
T
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Next, ignoring the Bessel factors for now, we see from and that a factor asymptotic
to 1673 /|t arises. Therefore consider

. AM+3 ) AM+3
2M it oM it
IM+3 T IM+3 IM+3 ~ 1M+3

L (1+idt)0 (5 —it) ’

I
ha(t) := 2(2m) =M+ (M +3)7° (

which is even and holomorphic in the strip |J(t)] < 2M, where it has zeros at & (n — 1) i for
n € {1,2,...,2M} and satisfies

1673 1
27) ha(0) = Ty O (<t| T 1>4> !

by Stirling’s formula. Furthermore, for j € Z>o and t € R,
(28) R () < (It + 1),
Finally, let
hs(t) :== (R - Ji(Rt) —r - Ji(rt))?,

which is entire (as this is the case for J1) and even (as J; is odd [9, 8.476.1]). Using the crude
bound

|z] for |z] <1,
(29) Nilz) < el\j%‘ for 2| > 1
[9, 8.411.3 and 8.451.1], for |3(t)| < 2M we get

RAt)? for |t < &
30 hs(t e
(30) 3()<<{|1§ for|t|2%.

Also, for j € Z>¢ and y € R we have

lyl for |y| <1 and j even,
Jl(j)(y) <; <1 for |y| <1 and j odd,
L for|y|>1

Vvl
[9, 8.471.2, 8.411.4, and 8.451.1], which for ¢t € R gives

RYt|*™7 for |t| < & and j € {0,1},
(31) héj)(t) < ¢ R*Y for |t| < % and j > 2,
Rlltr for [t| > +.

We choose the test function
(32) h(t) := ha(t)ha(t)hs(t),
so that combining , , and gives the following upper bounds and asymptotics for h.
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Lemma 12. For |3(t)| < 2M,

RY(IR()|+1)*M

T2M fOT’ |t‘ S Tlv
A for Ty < |t < +
1> = R
33 h(t) < { )
(33) ®) W fOT%S\ﬂSTQ,
R 7(5RU)>21W
RTEC T2 for |t| > Ty.
Furthermore, if t € R then
(34)
4 4, 2M—1 4 ()M
no) = AT (3 B DB~ 10 JO (ffw+lr"’£w+%e (%) ) for Ty < [t < %,
= |t| ; o R RJ¢[2M 1 1 <7
e + T22M fOT R > |t| S 1o,

We record the following important definitions and bounds for future reference:
(35) R<«D =% R-r>R Ti=R™  T,=R1"°

where o, d > 0 are sufficiently small fixed constants and M € N is a sufficiently large fixed constant.

5.4. Change of test function for the variance.
Lemma 13. Under the assumptions of and for h(t) as in , we have

vD > L(3./)L (3. ®xp)

Varlr B A) = 55 L(Tsym® f)

h(tys)
FEBo(T)

(36) L VD /°°

dmji(X)

¢(3+iat) L (3 +it,xp) ?
e C(1 + 2it)

, 5 RD3 1
| Dzt*R* < |RDT= + Ry + — + ——— | |.
+ O ( R <R + RT7 + T, + (RT2)2>>

h(t) dt

Proof. Follows from the spectral expansion in and a change of test function. The error
term is estimated using the bounds and asymptotics in [Lemma 2| (22)), and [Lemma 12} considering

each of the ranges separately. More specifically, if we denote A(t) := H(t)|h, r(t)|? — h(t), then
putting those bounds together yields, for ¢t € R,

2 for |t| < T,

2M
R4 R4‘t|21V171 R4 7(%1)

A(t) < { T T e for Ty < [t < L,
M—4
Ii\%"’ + % for % < |t| < Ty,
e for [t| > Tb.

We used the fact that o > 0 is small in the inequality above.
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Therefore, combining this with gives, for T > 1,

. . 2
Z L(%’f)L(%%f@XD)'A(t )|+i / C(%Jth)L(%JthvXD) |A(t)‘dt
P L(1,sym?2 f) f 2w C(1 + 2it)
T<t;<2T T<|t|<2T
DsteTi+e R for 1 <T < D1,
D3yt for Dz < T < D7,
DeT1+e R4 for D¥ < T < Ty,
oM T\ 2M
<e § D°T* | R* + R*T (Tl + R4Te*(ﬁ) ) for Ty <T < %,
R R T M 1
DETe TS + Tz <T72) > for B S T S 1127
DeTe k% for T > Ty.

Here we recall that T} = R~ > D=)(1z+9) > D7 for sufficiently small a > 0. Multiplying
by VD and summing over T = 2F for k Z>q gives the claimed error term.
O

Observe that by the error term is O.(D2 R3*¢) for & > 0 sufficiently small, and therefore it
is asymptotically smaller than the main term of as L(1,xp) >». D°.

Remark 6. The error term OE(D%+5R4_5) n is the only point in the proof of
where the range R < D129 s tight. Instead of using the bound <. Diter2+e (coming from

Young’s work [24)]) for the range T < D12 of we could have tried to use the weaker
bound <. DzTe (which holds in this range by the argument in Humphries-Radziwilt (13, Proposition
2.85]). This would produce a corresponding error term of size O-(D**¢RY) in , which is enough
to obtain asymptotics for the variance if R < D279 Here it becomes clear that it is precisely the
range of (conjectured) equidistribution, i.e. R > D_%M, which requires deeper arithmetic inputs.

Applying to the first two terms of (B6]), we obtain the main term

VDL(1,xp) [™
(37) ) [ 1) ot

where dgpect 1= #t tanh (7t) dt as before, plus the shifted convolution

1 o0
N(X) Z Z Z Xl(Sgn(miDQ)))‘Xh)m(m’ O))‘X17X2(|miD2|vO)
K + DiDy=D m=1
(38) e
1 o1+ico /I m %1
— -n 1—s) (2 ds.
om | AT s>(D2) ‘

5.5. Asymptotics for main term.

Lemma 14. Under the assumptions of and for h(t) as in , the main term is equal

to
64vDL(1,xp)R® , /r 1o [(a R
- G(E)+OE D (BT 4 75 ) ).
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Proof. Using the bounds and asymptotics of combined with the fact that h is even and
the bound L(1, xp) < log D, we see that is equal to

R R T ()]

Then allows us to complete the integral to (0,00) under the same error term as above.
From |9 6.574.2] it follows that

L nE?E . BT 4R
(10 B[ s e T e

and similarly for the term corresponding to . The cross-term can be evaluated using |9, 6.574.3],

which gives
Ji(Rt) J1 Ji(Rt)Ji(rt) 9 11, r?
2 = . F _ 2.
Rr / dt Rr 211 2, 2, ] R2 5

where 5 F; denotes the ordinary hypergeometric function. By [9, 8.113.1, 8.114.1, and 9.137.14] we
deduce that

oFy <1 1;2;22> ~3 k (14 22)E(2) — (1 - 2*)K(2)).

2" 2 22

Therefore,

(41) 2Ry / Ju(Fit J1 ABEOIT) 4y 45 <<1+§2> E(%) - (1— ;;) K (;))

Combining (40f) and ., we conclude that

[ (1))

which gives the desired result.

O
By (B5)), the error term in is O.(DzR3¥¢) for ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, so it is once

again asymptotically smaller than the main term of

5.6. Bounds for shifted convolution. To finish the proof of it suffices to show that
the shifted convolution is asymptotically smaller than the main term obtained in the previous
subsection. This requires considerably more work and involves a more careful consideration of the
oscillatory behavior of the test function h(t). The final result is indicated in the lemma below.

Lemma 15. Under the assumptions of and for h(t) as in (32)), the shifted convolution
is O-(D2 R3*¢) for every e > 0 sufficiently small.

Proof. We once again follow [13], with necessary modifications due to the fact that D > 0 and also
the presence of oscillations coming from a Bessel function, instead of a trigonometric function, in
our choice of h(t).

By Mellin inversion — where we use the convolution identity |14, (A.6)] — and the divisor bound,

it suffices to show that
“h)(x)J5E (1 /;Zx) dx

(42) Yy S
is O.(D2 R3+%) for every € > 0 sufficiently small. We consider two different ranges for m.

+ Dy|Dm=1
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Case 1: m > /Ds.
Via integration by parts and [9, 8.472.1 and 8.486.12], the integral in is

ctDy [ 1 m
43 — Z(2)Bf (4n,|—=z ) d
(43) 16m2m J, a2 (2) B ( T D2x> “

where

¢t = —2nm, ¢ =4, B,':(x) = Yy(x), B (z) = Ky(x),
and
L(x) :=3(H " h)(x) — 3z(H " h) (x) + (4 h)" (z).
We will split the integral in into three different ranges for x and bound each one separately.
Sub-case 1a: 0 < x < 1.
By [1, (A.2) and (A.4)],

Fo_ 2r)imi O~ [
T (@) = m; o) (it jean(472) = Losis—jpon(472)).
Combining this with the bound

0
(R()] + 1)3-7720-500)
valid for 0 < z < 4/|t| + 1, which follows from a slight adaptation of |1, (A.6)], we can shift
contours to obtain

xjd—j,(l/_h)(x) <<jzi:x2<"—6n> / Ih(@)[(|R()] + 1)72(r—en)ts gy

J
dx + n=0

e M Ly jron(4m2) <g00)4

S(t)=%cn

for any choice of integers —2M < ¢,, < 2M (observe that the poles of cosh™'(nt) are cancelled
by the zeros of h(t)). Choose ¢, =n —2M + 1 and apply to conclude that for 0 < x <1,
RApAM—2

TfiM

For future reference, we note that if k € Z> and z € R5( then one has the general bound

(44) L)<

xF e for0<z< 1,
(45) Bl:“t(x) Shee {1 forxz >1
vz =
for both Bessel functions in question [10, Proposition 9]. Therefore, we conclude that the

contribution of 0 < z < 1 to is

R* ([ Dy\*" [/ Dy\1
< () +(%))
Summing over m > /Dy and D,|D, this sub-case contributes O, (R*T7 2 D3%¢) to [@2),
which is O.(D2 R3*+%) by (B5).

Sub-case 1b: x© > ThlogTs.
We use |1}, (A.1)] to write

7‘2_(%) = (*271’)]' Z (i>4COSh(Wt)KQit_j+2n(47Tl')
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and apply the uniform bound

1+ |[R(t)] + 47r$) [23(0)+i=2nl+ 15

min{0,—7w(4x—|R
cosh(mt) Kaiy— j1an (477) <q(p),; €00 <t>|>}( o

valid for all ¢t € C |1} (A.3)]. Combining this with gives, for t € R and > T,

4 t 1 2M _
R (|T‘2+M) e‘n’|t\e Anx for |t| <Ty,
1
Rierltlg—ama for Ty < [t| < &,

d? R _7|t| ,—4rnx 1
h(t)t%sz_(fﬁ) <<_7 ‘tlse e for R S ‘t| S TQ,

_(L)QJVI
e T emltle=4m  for T, < |t| < 4a,

;O\ 2M j+-L
1.~ (4) (M)J " for |t] > 4z

H‘:U

| 3

[t[® ©

Considering each range separately (and in fact dividing the fourth range into |¢t| < 2z and
|t| > 2x) leads to

2

A d’
Z(x) < ij/ ‘h(t)tdxjjt(m) dt
j=0 -
2 2M 2M
) (2= Ty _ (4=
(46) < ij <R467rT2647ra:+ 7]?226271’90 4 mﬁge (%2) + %6 (%‘2> >
=0
2M
< R3z%e2™ 4 @6_(%) .
X

Therefore, using once again, the contribution of x > TslogTs to the integral is
OA(T;A(Dy/m)3) for any A > 0, which easily gives the desired bound of O, (D2 R3*) for the
corresponding contribution to (42)).

Sub-case Ic: 1 <z < ThlogThs.
We use the identity

(A~ h)(z) = 1 /OQ e(2z sinh(7u)) /00 h(t)t tanh(rmt)e(—ut) dt du

™ — 00 — 00

from [I, (A.8)], which is valid due to the rapid decay of h(t), following from (12). Then
integrating by parts in u gives
1 oo o0 -
(47) ZL(x) == / e(2z sinh(ﬂ'u))/ h(t)(co(u) + c1(w)t + c2(u)t?)e(—ut) dt du,

™

— 00 — 00

where

h(t) := h(t)t tanh(nt)
and
co(u) := 8 — 8tanh?(7u) 4 3 tanh?®(7u),
c1(u) := —14i tanh(7u) + 6i tanh® (7u),
—4tanh?(7u).

co(u) :
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From < tanh(mt) = msech(nt)? and 4 sech(nt) = — tanh(nt) sech(rt) we can show by induc-
tion that for j > 1, there is a polynomial Q;(x,y) such that

dJ

- tanh(rt) = sech(mt)? - Q;(tanh(rt), sech(nt)) <; e~ 271,
which will be negligible in what follows. Combining such a bound with , , and we
conclude that for j € {0,1,...,2M} and t € R,

(L)QM. L CRYZ ) L for |t| < T
T (HERNE il =
AV (VM -(E)TY L payge 1 1
) 1+ (7 + (7 e \T1 g R [t]* - ¢ - wp for T <|t| < 5,
hY(t) < 2M 2M j )M ;
1+ ()" + () ) B fer k<<,
2Mj (¢ \?*M .
(%) e(T2> .#.%.|t|.33 for [t| > T,
4 2M —j
il (‘tljj;v)l for |t| < T1,
%j for Ty < [t| < &,
<4y _m_ for & < |t| < Ty
|t‘3T17 2M = B 7
i —Li(_t
R|t1;]e 2(T2) for |t| > To.

We now bound by dividing the integral over w into the ranges |u| < v and |u| > v, where
v € (0,1) will be chosen later. In the case |u| > v, we estimate the integral over ¢ by integrating
by parts 2M times. Since ¢;(u) < |u|® for i € {0,1,2}, shows that the contribution of this
range to Z(x) is

< Rlog(1/R)T*My=2MHY(R 4 v)2.

For |u| < v < 1, we Taylor expand twice to get e(2zsinh(mu)) = e(2x(mu + O(u?))) =
e(2rzu) + O(zu?), as long as zv® < 1 (which will be the case for our choice of v). Plugging
this into and using , the error term is

< Rlog(1/R)zv*(R + v)2.
To make the two error terms collected so far match, we choose
T1_1+%

R S
v = X 2MF3

which satisfies the necessary restrictions since in the present sub-case z < ThlogT5. In the
remaining integral over |u| < v we use

cou) = 8+ Ou?),

c1(u) = —14iru + O(u®),

ca(u) = —4n%u? + O(u*).
The contribution of these error terms to is

< Rlog(1/R)v*(R +v)? < Rlog(1/R)v°,
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as 1 <z < Ty log T,. Finally, we can complete the integral over u to (—oo, 00) under an error
term

< Rlog(1/R)T;*Mu=2M+Y(R 4 v)? = Rlog(1/R)2zv* (R + v)* < Rlog(1/R)xv®

by the argument via integration by parts from before. Therefore,

(49)
1 o0 o0 ~
L(r)== / e(27m:u)/ h(t)(8 — 1dimut — 4r*ut*)e(—ut) dt du + O (Rlog(1/R)v° (1 + zv))
T J -0 —o0
1/ ~ d 1+ o d? 5
= = ( 3h(27z) — 335% [h(Q?Tl‘):| + 22 ) [h(?ﬂ'l‘)} + O (Rlog(1/R)v°(1 + av)),
0
where the double integral was evaluated via Fourier inversion. For 1 < x < T5log T, we have
5 xiﬁ x17% R
Rlog(1/R)v°(1 +av) = Rlog(1/R) | ————+ ———= <L —
e e Tz
due to . Applying this combined with to , we obtain
R*2? 1
R forl <z < %,
(50) L)< —5+4 & ) n
T1§ a:le for B S x S Tg lOg TQ.

Using the bound above and , the contribution of 1 < x < Ty logT» to is

D Ts log Ts 1 D 1+e D % 1

wl (G (R) E)
x mx m NG
R ((D:\*"*  [Dy\}
<= (=) (=) ).
T1§ m m
9

Summing over M > /D and D,|D, this sub-case adds O.(RT; 2 D%%) to (d2). This is the
most delicate range, but from we see that it contributes O.(Dz R3€), as desired.

Case 2: 1 <m < +/Ds.
In this case we directly bound the integral from , which is

(51) c* /Ow(%h)(x)Bgt <4w\/DW2x> da.

The strategy is to divide it into the same three ranges for x, and observe that the bounds ,
({46), and for £ (x) are actually bounds for max;co,1,2} ‘Ij%(%*h)(x)‘, so they apply

verbatim to (£ ~h)(z). We simply combine them with to estimate (51)).

Sub-case 2a: 0 < x < 1.
We see from that the contribution of 0 < z <1 to is O(R4T172M(D2/m)%), so this
corresponds to a term of size OE(R4Tf2MD§+5) in , which is acceptable.

Sub-case Qb x> TorlogTs.
From , the contribution of this sub-case to is Ox(Ty (Dg/m) ) for any A > 0, and
this easﬂy 1eads to an acceptable error term of O A E( ADS“) for
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Sub-case 2¢c: 1 <z < ThlogTs.
Finally, shows that this final sub-case contributes O(R2Ty2(Dy/m)3) to (51), which

translates to O.(R2T72D5+<) in ([@2). This is O-(D2 R3*¢) by (35), so we have exhausted all
possible cases and the proof of (and therefore also of [Theorem 2|) is complete.

O

6. LIMITATIONS AND CONNECTIONS TO SUBCONVEXITY

As shows and we use in the course of our argument, bounds towards subconvexity have
implications to (at least upper bounds for) the variance Var(r, R; Ap). We remark that the opposite
is also true, in the sense that upper bounds of the correct order of magnitude for the variance imply
subconvexity for certain L-functions. This clarifies the obstacles for improving

For simplicity consider the case of balls, » = 0. If one has an upper bound of the (expected)
correct order of magnitude for the variance, i.e. Var(0, R;Ap) < vVDL(1, xp)R®, then assuming

R = o(1) the argument in shows that ho r(t) > R? for |t| < 4, so by and

non-negativity of the terms we get

. i 2
G2 Y L(3.f/)L(3.fexp) 1 / C(z+it) L(5 +it.xp)| dt _ L(1,xp)
L(1,sym? f) |t] 2 C(1 + 24t) [t] +1 R
Ty =
trl<% a

for squarefree fundamental discriminants D > 0 (observe that |tf| > 1 for I'). As an aside, we
note that here the significance of the exponent 5/12 in [Theorem 2| becomes clear. This is because
the hardest range in is |ty], [t] =< D7z, where the bounds of [Lemma 11| intersect, and the best
one can do is use Holder’s inequality against the third moment result of [24] and the large sieve,
obtaining

dt <. D=7e.

o oy LeALGJow) Lo (340 L +itoxo) |

o L (1,sym? f) 27 1 ¢(1 4 2it)
lt;|=DT2 [H=D2

An improvement in the first moment bound is essentially equivalent to an extension of the

range of R in
Going back to our point about subconvexity, dropping all but one term in and using the

bound L(1,sym? f) >. [t¢|~° of we get

1 1 De [t |1+
L= f)L(= Z
(2’f> <27f®XD> <e R
for f € By(T') with [tf| < . The conductor of the product of L-functions on the left is < D?|¢y|*,

so if f € By(I) is fixed and R > D=3+ for a given § > 0, we would obtain sub-Weyl subconvexity
for f ® xp in the twist aspect, which is currently an open problem.

In conclusion, improving the exponent 5/12 of requires a better bound for the first
moment (53), and improving it to anything below 1/3 seems especially difficult at present, as it
implies a challenging case of sub-Weyl subconvexity.
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