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THE SIXTH MOMENT OF AUTOMORPHIC L-FUNCTIONS

JOSHUA STUCKY

Abstract

We investigate the sixth moment of the family of L-functions associated to holomorphic
modular forms on G Ly with respect to a congruence subgroup I'1(¢). We improve on previous
work and obtain an unconditional upper bound of the correct order of magnitude.

1. INTRODUCTION

Moments of L-functions are among the central objects of study in modern analytic number theory,
and there is a vast literature on the subject. In this paper, we shall be concerned with a family of
L-functions attached to automorphic forms on GLs. Specifically, we consider the sixth moment of
L-functions associated to the family of holomorphic modular forms with respect to the congruence
subgroup I'i(q) (see ﬂa] for definitions). Our work is motivated by the work of Djankovié E] and
Chandee and Li E] on this family. For a detailed introduction to this family of L-functions, see the
introductions of the above two papers.

Let Si(T'1(q)) denote the space of holomorphic cusp forms on I';(q). We assume k > 3 is an odd
integer and ¢ is prime (these assumptions are made mostly to eliminate oldforms). Then Si(I'1(q))
is a Hilbert space with the Petersson’s inner product

19 = [ g FETE s dy

x(=1)=(-1)*

and

STi(@) = B  Sk(To(a),x)-

X (mod q)

Let H, be an orthogonal basis for Si(I'o(¢), x) consisting of Hecke cusp forms, normalized so that
the first Fourier coefficient is 1. For each f € H,, we let L(f,s) be the L-function associated to f,
defined for Re s > 1 as

-1
Lp) = DA T (1 A2 X0

n>1 p

where {Af(n)} are the Hecke eigenvalues of f. In general, these satisfy the Hecke relation

Ams) = 37 @y () (1.1)

d|(m,n)

We define the completed L-function as

A(f,%Jrs):<ﬁ>%F<s+g>L(f,%+s). (1.2)

This satisfies the functional equation

A4 +5) = FmA (Fod - )
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where |n¢| = 1 when f is a newform. We define the harmonic average over H, by

-1 ay
> o= 4w>’“ T 2 TR

feHy feEHy

where ||f|| represents the norm given by Petersson’s inner product. We are interested in the sixth

moment
Ma=—= > Y

x (mod q) feHy
x(=1)=(-1)*

The conjectured asymptotic (see [2]) is

M(q)z% > Z |® ~ C(log ¢)°

(mod q) feHy
X( 1) (-1)*

where C, < 1 is an explicit constant (see (1.4) of [2] for a precise description). Using the asymptotic
large sieve for the Fourier coefficients of cusp forms developed by Iwaniec and Xiaoqing Li [7],
Djankovi¢ [3] has shown

M(q) < ¢°

for any € > 0, whereas Chandee and Xiannan Li [2] have obtained the following asymptotic formula
for the smoothed sixth moment:

= >y / ,2+z‘t)\6dt~cq(1ogq)9/oo IT(E +it)|° dt.

©(q) \ (aod ) et o
X(—1)=(~1)F

Note that the integral in ¢ is quite short due to the presence of the gamma function. Building on
these results, we prove

Theorem 1.1. Let q be prime and k > 3. Then, as ¢ — 00, we have
M(q) < (log gq)°.

Our proof of Theorem [[T] adheres closely to the work of Chandee and Li [2] and may be seen
as an application of their ideas that avoids many of the technical details of their proof. Although
we sacrifice an asymptotic, our result has the benefit of having no integral in ¢ and being of the
correct order of magnitude.

1.1. Notation

We use a bold letter such as a to denote the pair of variables a;,as and write f(a) to indicate
that f is a function depending on these variables. However, we use n and IN to indicate the pairs
(n,m) and (N, M), respectively. We write n < N to denote the condition ;N < n < coN for
some suitable constants 0 < ¢; < c2. The use of the notation Z in a sum such as z ¢) indicates
that the is sum over residue classes x which are coprime to the modulus of the sum, 111 this case
c¢. In such a sum, we denote by T the inverse of x mod c. All other notation should be clear from
context.
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2. OUTLINE OF THE PAPER

To help orient the reader, we prgvide an outline for the proof. First, after applying the approximate
functional equation for L ( 1, %) , the main object we need to understand is roughly of the form

2 h 3(m)T3(n)As(m)As(n)
Yoy y memneimie

(p(q) X (mod q) feHX m TLX[]%
x(=1)=(-1)* ’

We apply the functional equation for L ( 1, %)3 rather than for L ( 1, %)6 to avoid unbalanced sums
in m and n (i.e. m,n = ¢*/? rather than the weaker condition mn < ¢*). We note that the ¢ integral
used [2] is included for precisely the same reason. It is also worth noting that the application of
Cauchy’s inequality in (3.2]) immediately precludes any hope of obtaining an asymptotic formula by
our method, as we completely ignore the arithmetic of the root numbers 7. Applying Petersson’s
formula to the average over f € H, leads to diagonal terms m = n and off-diagonal terms. The
diagonal terms are evaluated fairly easily in Section 4l The off-diagonal terms involve sums of the

form
Tg(m)Tg(n) 2 R L A/ mn
2 A x<mzm> 2 Sl ’Q)J'H( cq >

e x(-D=(-1)*

where S, (m,n;cq) is the Kloosterman sum defined in (&J]) and Jj_; is the usual Bessel function
of order k — 1. )
The most important range for ¢ is in the transition region for the Bessel function, i.e. ¢ < ¢2.
To focus on this region, we truncate the sum in ¢ using the Weil estimate for Kloosterman sums.
The details of this truncation are given in Section [5l The conductor of the Kloosterman sum is
then essentially of size cq =< ¢2. To understand the correlations between the Kloosterman sums
and the Bessel functions, we apply harmonic analysis in the form of the Voronoi formula of Ivié
[5]. Before doing so, we reduce the conductor in the Kloosterman sums by taking advantage of the
average over . The conductor lowering trick of [2] (see Lemma [6.1]) produces new Kloosterman

sums of the form
. <m + n> Z* . (a(:g —1)m+q(T - 1)n> 7
cq ! c

where the conductor is now reduced to ¢ = q% and the exponential in front may be treated as
a smooth function with small derivatives. Applying the Voronoi formula then produces a single
main term and eight error terms. The details of these transformations are given in Section [@l The
main term is estimated in Section [[, and it is here that we require a more delicate analysis of

the Laurent series coefficients D_; of the third-order Estermann zeta function Fs (s, %) (see (6.8]),
(69), and (610)). This is accomplished via Lemma [74] in which we improve the trivial estimate



D_i(n) < n~ "< to -
72(n)(log )> "
n

In order to apply this estimate without losing too much from the triangle inequality, we need to
suitably transform the sum. This is accomplished by an application of Poisson summation (in the
form of Lemma [7.2]), along with some identities involving integrals of Bessel functions. The details
of these transformations are given in Subsection

After the above transformations, we would like to extract the contribution from the residue
of ((s) at s = 1. However, it turns out that the Laurent coefficients D_; are not multiplicative
for ¢ = 1,2. Consequently, we require a somewhat delicate analysis of certain complex-valued
arithmetic functions (see Proposition [(.5]), in contrast to the simple contour shifting argument used
in [2]. We then estimate the remaining sum by elementary means to obtain a final estimate of
(log ¢)? for the main term. These computations are given in Subsection [7.3l

Finally, the eight error terms (i.e. the dual sums arising from Voronoi summation) are estimated
in Section B The main aspect of the calculations in this section is that the dual sums are short.
This is precisely the reason for reducing the conductor in the Kloosterman sums using Lemma
The details of these calculations are standard but technical and follow closely the arguments of |2].

D_i(n) <

3. APPROXIMATE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION

As is standard in such problems, we begin with an approximation functional equation for L(f,1/2)3.
The derivation of this is standard. For our purposes, it suffices to cite equation (2.5) of 3], which
is

an)T: a3 2’1’L
g2y = Y33 MOt (o )
a>1b>1n>1 n)2 q2
T3 an)m3(n a3 2’1’L
177f ZZZM a)X(b) ;fi )73( )U< b§ )7
a>1b>1n>1 (a3bn)> q2

where

1 . 2\3 ds T +s)
U) =55 [57%0) (%) 20 a6 = (2 =5

27
(2)

Here we have chosen the specific function e** to ensure that U (y) is real when y is real. This is
mainly for notational simplicity. The function U satisfies

Uly) < (1+y)~ 4,

3.1
Uy)=1+0(@y") asy—0 31
for any A > 1. Applying Cauchy’s inequality, we have
2 a)T: ab)Ar(an a3b?n \ |?
M) < Z Z‘Z“ (0 53()’[( )U< §> (3.2)
s fery abn=1 (a%b?n)? q?

x(—= 1) ( 1k



Expanding the square and rearranging, we obtain

ay)p(a (b b ab?n asbzm
<<Z ZM 1) 2%1) )%)(agb) )(%) T3(m )U< 151 >U<2§ >

a1,b1,n>1 q2 q2
az2,ba,m>1
2 h _
“\ @ x(a1b1)X(azbe) ) D Ag(ain)Xs(agm) ).
o\ x(q) fEH
x(=D)=(=1)*

Note that by [B.I), the terms with a$bin, a3bdm > ¢27 give a contribution of q=2022,

4. ORTHOGONALITY AND THE DIAGONAL CONTRIBUTION

We now apply the orthogonality relations for x and Ay given by the following lemma.

Lemma 4.1. The orthogonality relation for Dirichlet characters is

5 1 if m=n(q), (mn,q) =1,
o D MmXm) = (1) ifm = —n(a), (mng) =1,
x(q) 0 otherwise.

x(=D)=(=1*

Petersson’s formula gives

h _
Z Af(n)Af(m) = dm=n + oy (m,n),
feHy

where

4
oy(m,n) = 2mi~ kz (cq) ™Sy (m, m; cq) Ty <C;T\/mn>

c=1

and Sy is the Kloosterman sum defined by

Sy(mmcq) = 3 xlape () (a.1)

a(cq)
Here Z* denotes a sum over residues a with (a,cq) =1 and @ satisfies aa = 1(cq).

Lemma [£.1] gives
M(q) < D+ OD,

where OD is given by (5.1)) and D = D4 + D_ with

w(ar)p(az)7s(by)3(n)73(be)3(m) asbin asbim
bz P (2%2 )2 (a3b3m)2 U( >U< )

a1bi=azba(q)
ain=asm

(a1brazb2,q)=1

and D_ is the same sum but multiplied by (—1)* with the condition a1b; = asbs (mod q) replaced
by a1by = —agbs (mod ¢). The only relevant case is when a1b; = agby in Dy, since in the other



cases we have aib; > q/4 or ashy > q/4, which means that a3b3n > ¢* or a3b3m > ¢*. Thus

372 372
Z Z plaq)p 1123 2(b1) 35 2)7'3(2)2)7’3(771)[] <alb§1n) I <a2b§m) O, (42)
ai,b1,n,a2,ba,m>1 ( b )2( b )2 qz qz2

a1bi=aszbs

ain=asm
(a1brazb2,q)=1

Neglecting the error term, we open the factors of U and write

dSl d82

3
5 sl—i-sg 1 3 3 3(51+s )21 )
2m // (14 81+ 52)7°(51)7"(s2)e -

where ()7 (b))
al )T T3(N
2)=" ), s . > laz)Ts(b2)Ts(m).
(aibin)s
a1,b1,n>1 171 az,ba,m
(a1b1,9)=1 azba=a1b;
asm=ain
(a2b2,q)=1

We write Z(s) as the Euler product

P

where

_ Yy pp™ ) (™) s (" ) (") 75 (") s (P™) _ L9

ps s(3a1+2b1+n) o ps
a1,b1,n,a2,b2,m>0

a1+bi=a2+bo

a1+n=az2+m
for p # ¢ and

73(q")? 9
‘9‘1(8):2 qsn :1+¥+
n>0

Thus

9(s) = (*(s)H(s)

for some H(s) that is analytic for Re s > 1/2. After the change of variables u = s1 + s2, s = $9,
we have
du ds

u—s s

oz [ [ 4 H (L 0y = ) (5)e 2

(2) 4

The rapid decay of (s) and 3 on vertical lines allows us to move the line of integration in s to
Re s = —1 and the integration in u to Reu = —3 + e. In doing so, we pass a simple pole at s =0
and poles of orders 9 and 10 at u = 0. Thus

D =Ry + Ry + E1 + E>,



where

Ry = Res [0 + wH( + (e ],

= 1 3 Sus9 3 3u2—2us L ds
Ra= g [ APRey | 0RO+ 0P e e L] 2
(=1
1 Su,9 30,3 3u? QU
Bi= e [ 0+ wH +un e L,
271 U
(——+e
o ey e duds
By = 27” / / U1+ W H( +upr(u— 517 (s)e =

(—14e)
Using Stirling’s formula and the rapid decay of 63“2, we see that
By, By < g 3/,
A straightforward calculation shows that
Ry = (logq)”.
In Ry, the leading order term of the residue (in terms of ¢) is of the form

C(logq)®

21

ds
| P95 = toga)*.
(-1
We deduce that Ry < (log q)®, from which it follows that
D = (logq)®.

We proceed now to our treatment of the off-diagonal terms, which constitutes the remainder of
the proof

5. TRUNCATION OF THE THE OFF-DIAGONAL TERMS

The off-diagonal contribution is

OD — Z Z,u ar)p a23 by)73(n)T3 (i) )Tg(m)U (a‘%bjn) U <a§’b§m)

1
a1,b1,n>1 1b )E( %b% ) q2 qz
az2,ba,m>1
2 aasm + aain
X (— Z X (a1b1)x(azb2) )(2772 kz (cq)™ Z x(a)e (#))
©(q) £ cq
x(q) c>1 aa=1(cq)
x(=1)=(=1)*
1 p(ar) u a2)73(b1)73(n)73(b2) 73(m) ., atbin o agbsm
- Z Z 3 2 Vi, 3 1 3 3
ay,b1,n>1 b )2 (a2b )2 q2 q2
ag,bo,m>1
aasm + aain 2 _
X 2w~ kz Z < 2 ! ) < Z X(aalbl)x(a2b2)>.
51 € aamr( v(q)
c aa=1(cq) x(



As in [2], we introduce the operator Cg = i~*g +4*g for notational convenience. Let f be a smooth
function supported on [%, 3] such that

Xr(z)-

for all ¢+ > 0. Inserting two of these dyadic partitions of unity into the sums over n, m and using
the orthogonality relations for y, we find that the off-diagonal contribution is

ay)p(az)7s(by)73(b2) T3(n)T3(m)
ORI SO ID MO I el &

ai,b1,a2,b2>1 n,m>1 nm)
(a1a2b1b2,9)=1

1 * aasm + aain (5.1)
X Zzg(a,b,n,N,c)lC Z e<—> ,

C
ezl a(cq)
a=a1 b1 a b2 (q)

l\)l»—l

where

3b2 3b2 4
G(a,b,n,N,c)=U <alq_%1n> U <a2 §m> f (%) f (%) Je_1 <c—7qr,/a1na2m> .

q2

Here 3P  denotes a dyadic sum over N = 27,
We now truncate the sum in c¢. Letting C' = q_gx/alagN M, we write

OD = # + 1 + s,

where 2 (b1)7s(b2)
T Mal az 73(b1)73(b2 D
Zi(a,b, N 5.2
T2 gyt 2, TP ©2)
ai,01,a2,02 2 )
(a1a2b1b2,9)=1
with
(a,b,N) Z Z s n)Tg(lm F(a,b,n,N,c),
c>1 nm>1 (nm)2
qle
S (a,b, N) Z Z e n)Tg(lm F(a,b,n,N,c),
c>C nm>1 nm)§
(c,9)=1
and

F(a,b,n,N,c) =G(a,bn, N,k > e(W)
cq
a(cq)
aEalblazbz(q)

The quantity .# is defined like %5, except with the condition ¢ < C replaced by ¢ > C. We now
prove the following proposition.

2

Proposition 5.1. For C = q~ 3+/ajas N M, we have

I+ <K q_%+€.



For the proof of this proposition and for our arguments in Section [§, we will need several
properties of the J-Bessel functions. These are summarized in the following lemma. These results
are standard and can all be found in [§].

Lemma 5.2. We have

Jo1(272) = % (W(Zm:)e <3: - g 4 é) + T (2m)e (—:c + g - %)) , (5.3)

where W) (z) < 277. Moreover,

0 2Z+k+1

and )
Je—1(z) < min(z~2,z*71). (5.5)

Proof of Proposition[5.1l. To treat 1, we begin by writing

(a,b,N) Z Z Z L n)Tg(m F(a,b,n,N,cq").

c>1 n,m>1 (nm)
(c,q)=

MI»—-

For a fixed r, we use the Chinese Remainder Theorem and the Weil bound to see that the modulus

of the Kloosterman sum in F is
* aaggm +aain\ | * Tasm + Tain * yasm + yain

Y ()| -] X ()| (e

z (mod ¢7) y (mod c)

a(eg"™)
a=ai bl a b2 (q)

< (eq") 2T \/(arn, agm, ) (n,m, q").

From (5.5]), we have
2
4 NM
Jk_1< u ><<<7vawz>

Wwalnagm CqT'l'l
and so
e 1 1
3 r
yl(avbv N) < a1a2(NM)2 Z q%+2_e Z cﬁ_a Z Tg(n)Tg(m)\/(aln,@m,c)(n,m,q )
r= 021 n=N
(c,q)= m=M
< ajax(N M) Z o e B DALt
c>1 n=N
mx=M
3
arao(NM)2
< : 2(4—5 )
q

Here we have bounded the geds by ¢ and ¢", respectively. Returning to (5.2]), we conclude that

D 75 (b1 )73 (Do) .
p EUNEICISRYAS SRRt

a1,b1,a2,b2>1  N,M (araz) 2blb2
a3BIN a3b3M < g3+



We now turn to #5. Again by the Chinese Remainder Theorem and the Weil bound, the modulus
of the Kloosterman sum in F is

* aazm + aain * agm + yain 1
‘ Z e <;> ‘ = Z e <u> ‘ < c2te (a1n,agm,c).
cq c

a(cq) y (mod c)
a=a1bira2ba(q)
Using (5.5) once more, we see that
- aras ) L
F(a,b,N) < ¢°(NM)2 Zc 2< ) Z V (a1n, agm, c)
c>C n=xN
mx=xM
k—1
<A e (YER) Y VE Y
c>C “q dlc n)j]]\\i[
(alny,g;m,c):d
k—1
k _1 a1G2
SINM)ETEY O F d 1
<A Y e (VER) Y VaY ¥

dlc nxN mxM
dlain dlazm

k—1
< qe(NM)g ch_% <\/ala2> Z M

so long as £ > 5. On the fifth line above we have used the estimate (d,a;) < v/da;. Once again
returning to (5.2), we conclude that

D b (be)
o brasbast . N (a1a2) )ibiby
alb%N,a;b%M<<q?+e
O
6. VORONOI SUMMATION
It remains to estimate
Z Z Z Z M al CL2 T3 bl) (b2) Z Z Tg(n)Tg(m) U a‘%b%n U a%b%m
Fa3b3)* (nm)z ¢ ¢
a1,by,a2,b2>1 1 2 N,M n,m>1
(a1a2b1b2,9)=1 (6.1)
n m 1 47 * aasm + aain ’
X — — —J_1 | —/ K —_— .
f(N)f<M>C<§;c F 1<cq alna2m> z(:) e( cq >
< a(cq

a=ai b1 a b2 (q)

Before applying Voronoi summation, we reduce the conductor in the Kloosterman sum using Lemma
5.3 of [2], which we cite in the following form.

10



Lemma 6.1. Let ¢,q,m,n be positive integers with (cmn,q) = 1, and let

Y (u,v) = Z e <au;—1av> .
a(cq)
a=mn(q)

Vi) = (LI § (Ama Z o (w07 =),

where § denotes the inverse of ¢ (mod c).

Then

Applying Lemma with m = a1b1, n = agbe, the expression in (G.I)) is

u al a2 T3 ) bg T3 n)Tg( a?b%n b

ZZZZ )] sty v
a1,b1,a2,b2>1 10202)2 N,M n,m>1 (nm) q2 q2
(a1a2b1b2,q)=1

n m 1 47 (a1b1)2a1n + (a2b2)2a2m
< f (N) f (M> ; ch_l <cq alna2m> Ke < cqai1biasby
(c.)=1

« Z agng — albl)aln . q(alblx — agbg)agm
© agbac arbic
p(ar)pu(az)T3(by)T3(be
Yy S H ) 0 5 5 s
ai,by,a2,b2>1 N,M c<C’ z(c)
(a1a2b1b2,q9)=1

N

where
S(c,x) =S(¢,xz;a,b,N)
. agng albl)aln G(alblw — agbg)agm
ZT?’ ( agbgc > Z Tg(m)e < alblc
n>1 m>1
4
XFl( ) ( )Jk 1 q\/alnagm
and
2 372
1 (Y aibiy aybiy
F; = =
() =y 2f (N> e <an2b2> U ( 2 ) :
2 372
1. (Y azbay a;bzy
F = = .
- () (%)

We write 3 _

At q(agbeT — arbr)a

m asbac ’

6.2
A2 qlaibiz — asby)as (6.2)
72 aibic

where (A1,71) = (A2, 12) = 1. Thus

z) =Y Fi(n)r3(n) <)\1n> > Fy(m)rs(m (A;m> Jr1 <%W> :

n>1 m>1

11



We also define
U(ciy) = Fi(y1) Fa(y2)

1 Y1 Y2 a?biyr | a3bays aibiy: a3b3ys
a %f<N>f(M)e<cqagbg +cqa1b1 v 3 v 3 '

(y1y2) q2 q2

We now apply Theorem 2 of [5] with the same notations used there, except with A3 in place of
Ivic’s Bs, first to the sum over m, and then to the sum over n, to obtain

where

A1 A
T1(c,z) = Res Res [ (81, )Es <82, 2)
s1=1s2=1 ?’]

(6.3)
/ / (& y1,y2) Jk—1 ( \/a1a2y1y2> Yy dy, dyz],

3
T2 )\1 1 2 e 7T3my2
Ta(c,x) = FRele?) <81, E) /0 Fily)yi ™ > Af < > /0 Fo(y2)Us < p

m>1 2 (6.4)
47
X Jp—1 <a\/a1a2y1y2> dyr dya,

3
A1 / 1 < >/OO (737”@/2)
—R E. — Fi(y1)y™ ™ Ag F \%
Ts(c,x) = e B (Sl, 771> o )y > ; 2(y2) V3 3

m>1

47
X Jr—1 (C—q\/a1a2y1y2> dyy dys,

T4 and T5 are defined as 75 and 73, but one swaps all subscripts of 1 and 2,

=3 Z > AT < ) (m’ %) /OO /OOO Fi(y1)Fa2(y2)

771772 n>1m>1 (6.6)

™n ™=m 47
x Us < " yl) Us < e y2> Jr—1 < q\/a1y1a2y2> dyr dya,
1 5

77 is defined similar to Tg except we replace the leading coefficient by its negative, AT with A~
and Us with V3,

_ i TS A ( > Az (m, %) /OOO /OOO Fi(y1)Fa(y2)

771772 n>1m>1 (6.7)

mn m™m 47
x Us < 3y1> Vs < 3y2> k-1 <a\/a1y1azyz> dyy dys,

Up)

and Tg is defined as Tg, but one swaps all the subscripts of 1 and 2. Here and throughout, Ej3
denotes the third-order Estermann zeta function:

(1) -3 (5] .

ns
n=1

12



The only information we require about Fj is its Laurent series expansion at s = 1. For (A\,n) =1,

this is
A L—3(77) ( ) ( )
E3 <s’ _77> (S - 1)3 + (3 — 1)2 s—1 + DO T (69)

where the coefficients D_; are given by

P
||
3M| —
\E
Ms

1 77|011012

a1=1az2=1

1 < iU aq
Do) == > Y 1(nleas) <3vo<n>—3logn>

a1=1az=1 (610)

1 - o 9 «Q
D_1(n) = = Z Z (naiaz) <§(10gn)2—9’yo <71> logn

n(3)(3)(3)

Here 1(n]ajaz) is 1 if 5 divides aiy g and 0 otherwise, and v, 71 are generalized Stieltjes constants
defined by

Csr) = —— > () (s — 1), (6.11)

where ((s,7) is the Hurwitz zeta function. For a proof of (€.9) and (6.10), see Equation (2.13) of
[3].

Theorem [[.Tlnow follows from the following two propositions, which we prove in Sections [l and
[, respectively.

Proposition 6.2. Let

RN DN Ve v WS I WL

ai,b1,a2,b2>1 N,M ¢<C = z(c)
(a1a2b1b2,q)=1

Then
R(q) < (logq)°.

Proposition 6.3. For j =2,...,9, let

EEPD DNy S I DL WL O
N,M c<C  z(c)

a1,b1,a2,b2>1 1a2
(a1a2b1b2,q)=1

Then )
Eilg) < q 57

7. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [6.2]

Recall that

Ti(c,x) = Res Res [ <31, /\—> E5 <82, /\2>
s1=1s2=1 ’I’}

/ / Ucsyi,y2) Ji— 1< Vaiaxyiys > Yty dyy dys |

13



To estimate the contribution from 77, we first compute the residues via the Laurent series for Fj.
For j17j2 > 07 let

a7
Zi(c; j1, o) = T / / (51, y2) (log Y1) (10g y2)" Jy—1 < q\/a1a2y1y2> dy1 dy»

so that

/ / (e y1,y2) Jk—1 < Vaiaxyiyo > Yy dyr dys
=3 Tileijrga)(s1 — 1) (52 — 1)

Jj1=0j2=0

Using ([6.9) and (6.I0]), we have

Ti(z,c)= > D, (m)D-i,(n2)Ti(c; 1, jo),
1<l 15<3
0<j1,j2<2
Ji—li=—1

and so

27T ZZZZ ,u a1 a2 7'3(51)7'3(52)

2
a1,b1,az2,b2>1 aibfa3bs )
(a1a2biba,q)=1

x Ky = Z > Dzlleg??zZIlCJl,Jz

c<C z(c) 1<01,12<3
0<317]2<2
Ji—li=—1

(7.1)

As discussed in Section [2, we would like to estimate the factors of D_;, using Lemma[7.4] below.
However, we will lose too much in our upper bound if we ignore the oscillations present in the
integrals 7y (c; j1,72). To take advantage of these oscillations, we apply several Fourier-analytic
manipulations to suitably transform the sum over ¢ in (7.I)). This requires several technical lemmas
which we collect in the following subsection. The manipulations themselves are then performed in
Subsection Finally, we conclude the proof of Proposition in Subsection [Z.3] by applying
Lemma [T.4] and estimating the remaining Dirichlet series via elementary means.

7.1. Preliminary Lemmas
The first three of these are Lemmas 7.1-7.3 of [2].
Lemma 7.1. Let (a,f) = 1. We have
* 1
l=c 1——-,
> eedl())
x(cl) plc
z=a(l) il
where the sum is over x coprime to cf.

Lemma 7.2. Let o, 8,y1,y2 be nonnegative real numbers satisfying oy, Bys < ¢° and define
I T— s
T(y17y27 7 Z Jk 1 < a5y1y2> ICe <T + %

14



Further, let L = ¢'%° and w be a smooth function on R>o with w(x) =1 if0 <2 <1 and w(z) =0
if x > 2. Then for any A > 0, we have

_ %Z ( ) Jir (4 /et i (4Bt
— 2T /Ooow <%> Jp_1 <47T\/m> Jp_1 <4W\/@> dl + O(q=20%2),

Lemma 7.3. Let w and L be as in Lemma[7.9 and let u be a complex number with |Re u| <

Then
= ¢\ 1 AN o0
Zw<f> o —/0 w<f> o = (1w + 0.

/=1

1
logq-

It can be seen from the proof of this last lemma that the error term is holomorphic in u, and
thus we can differentiate in u to see that

So(g) SEE - [Tu(g) G a= v vo ). @)

(=1

The last lemma we need is an improvement on the bound D_;(n) < 77 '*¢ used by Djankovié.

Lemma 7.4. Fori=1,2,3, we have

72(n)(log n)* ™"

D_Z'T]<<
(n) ,

Proof. Note that D_3(n) is multiplicative, so
= H D_3(p
pln

At a prime power, we have

) QTZZZ (0" | anas) = Z:Z: 57 | an)

7=0 a1=1 az=1
P’|lea

—2<<>> e (o

D_s(n) = 72(n) H <1 _ p(r:_ 1)) < 72(77)‘

n
p"lIn

and so

To estimate D_o and D_1, we need the following result of Berndt (see |1], Theorem 2) for the
generalized Stieltjes constants (G.II)): for x € (0,1] and n > 1, we have

|log 2"

Yo () Kn

15



Combining this with our estimate for D_3, we see that

1 < " 1(n|aia lo
DLm<~3 (nloraz) (n)logn
nalzlagzl a1 N
We then have
n o7 n n
Z Z 1( \04102 _Z Z Z 1(n|o a2)
a1=1az2=1 d‘n 1= as=1 al
(061777):%
d n
d 1
5 SEID DI SETTINI Sl pRE T

d‘n a1=1 as=1 d‘n a;=1
,d)=1 (al,d) 1

which gives the claimed estimate for D_5. Finally, for D_, our arguments above give

1 & nlogn = ¥ n "
7 2 2:: (n]o ) (( ogn)? + — o +a1a1 oy 08 <a1>>

< 7‘2( + Z Z 72?()1[2042)'

ai=1az=1

Following our treatment of D_o, we have

K 1(nlena ! " 1(n|eqa d & 1 < 1(d|
D> (721;22): DS (721;22): : 3 a_z (d]az)

a1=1as=1 dln  oa= as=1 dln ar1=1 1 as=1 a2
(c1,m)=4 (a1,d)=1
d n/d
_1 3 R (n)(log n)
n a1~ a n ’

which gives the claimed estimate for D_3.

7.2. Fourier-Analytic Manipulations

Returning to (TIl), we first transform the sums over N, M, c¢,x. This will allow us to determine
the main term (in terms of logq) of the double residue R(q), which we then estimate by purely

arithmetic means in Subsection [7.3]

By the decay of the Bessel function, we may extend the sum over ¢ < C to all ¢ > 1 in a similar
way as our truncation in Section Bl Note that after extending the sum, the only parts of R(q)
that depend on N, M are the factors of f. Because of the absolute convergence of the integrals

Z1(c; j1,j2), we may execute the dyadic sums over N, M to see that

(lo 31 lo a3b? b
Z (e 1. ja) / / g Y1) gyz) U< i ;yl) U< 2y2)
N,M ylyz q2 qz2
ab a2b A1
X e < L1 2 2y2> Jr—1 <C—q\/a1a2y1y2> dyy dys.

cqazby  cqaiby

16



Thus R(q) is

ZZZZMGI o)y bl)Tg(b2) Z To(l1, 12, J1, J2)

a1,b1,a2,b2>1 (afb] %bZ) 1<ly,lo<3 (7.3)
(alazblbz,q) 1 0§j17j2§2
a?bf<<q3/2+5 ji—li=—1
where
(lo ]1 (lo a3b? a3b?
Ir(ly, 1o, g1, j2) = / / Bu1) gyg) U< ! éy1> U( 2 ém) C(l1, b2 y1, y2)dyr dya,
(y1y2)2 qz q2
and 7o)
C *
C(la, a3 y1,92) =K . > Doy (m)D_i,(m2),
c>1 z(c)
where

4 2p 2b
F(&) = Jos < W\/a1a2yly2> . <a1 w1 ) 2y2>

cq cqasby  cqarby

and 71,7y are as in ([6.2). We write
(albl, a2b2) = )\, a1b1 = ul)\, a2b2 = 'LLQ)\, (ulf — ug, C) = (UQJJ —Uui, C) = 5, (74)

where (u1,u2) =1, and so

o uge/d wcefd
= (a1, uzc/d)’ 1”2 = (ag,uic/d) (75)

We now focus on estimating the integrals 7y in (Z.3]). To do so, we first transform the cums C. We
proceed by fixing the value of ¢ in the sum over z and writing

. B F(e) * usc/d uic/o
Clh 3 y1,92) = K;; ¢ Z(:) a ((a1,u20/5)> Drs ((az,ulc/é)
; (ugz—u1,c)=0

. (7.6)

1 F(ch) uzc ujc
eyl ey (e Y, (we Yo
= ) 5 (a1,usc) (ag,uic) —
(Y22 o)1

Mobius inversion in the sum over x gives

> Zu S
z(cd) z(cd)
(%,c):l u2x=u1(bd)

Note that since (z,bd) = (u1,uz) = 1, the congruence usz = uq(bd) has a solution in z if and only
if (uqug,bé) = 1. Applying Lemma [T}, the last line of (Z.6]) can be written

11(b) < usch ) < uych > F(ché) ( 1>
c — D\ 7——= D, | —— |K 1—=.
; g b '\ (a1, uacd) > \ (ag,uich) ; ) g P
(uru2,b)=1 (uruz.6)=1 oy

17



Several more applications of Mobius inversion give

O | N RO S SES S I (B Do s

6>1 p|(c,bdh) hl|uiug v|e g\ < ple 0>1
(u1u2,0)=1 ptbyh
and thus
w(h) w(b) ugch uich
C(ly, lo; = — N D, | —— | D, | —m——
( 17 27y17y2) Z h Z b Z l1 (al,UQCb) 12 (CZQ,UICb)
hluiuz b>1 c>1
(u1u2,b)—1
Z ZM H < _1>Kzf(0bh975)
—
Te VglE ple P75
pfbvh
We now apply Lemma [7.2] with
__ ah __ aby
" agbacbhgydq’ "~ a1bicbhgyéq’

Note that oy, fys < q%+5 by the decay of U. Thus with negligible error, we have

F(cbhgyd)
LY —5—

6>1
¢ oo ¢ a2bryil a2boysl
=2 — — — 4 1 3 4 2
7T<é§>:1w <L> /0 <L> df) Tt ( TW i | AT a1bicbhgyq
For brevity, we set

asbocbhgyq’ Az = dm a1bicbhgyq’

Returning to the definition of Zy, the above analysis and change of variables y; — y? give

) uzch e _
To(l,lo g1, 52) = Q Y T > Z D, ( al,UQCb)>D_l2 ((az,ulcb)>

h|u1u2 bZl C>1
(uluz,b) 1
P (e (z) - e (2) )
'y\c gl< ple p >1 L 0 L
5 plovh (7.7)
> j a%b%yl
X/ (logy))'U | —5— | Jk—1 (Alyl\/z) dy1
0 qz
> j a%b%yz
></ (log y2)”?U | =5 | Ji— 1(«4292\/_) dys.
0 q2

Let Z3(¢, Ay, As) denote the product of integrals on the last line. Here and throughout this section,
we let ) denote a positive constant, not necessarily the same at each occurrence, depending at
most on ji,jo. Opening the factor of U, the integral in y; is

2mi

3 S1

3 - ds,
v(s1)°G3(s1) (%—22> / (log y1)7 y1 > Ty (Alyl\/_> dyl— (7.8)
o) ajby 0
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where a1 > 0, and a similar expression holds for the integral in y,. The inner integrals are Hankel
transforms which can be evaluated explicitly using equation 6.561.14 of [4], which is
L(3+iv+ip
P(3+5v—gm)

/ 2 J, (ax)dr = 2#aH1 (-Rev—1<Rep<3, a>0).
0

Differentiating this with respect to u, we obtain

L+ 3v+ip)
B+ o=t

/ at(log )’ J, (az)dx = (=1)/2¢a"H"" Pj(loga, u,v), (7.9)
0

for j > 0, where P;(w, pu,v) is a monic polynomial of degree j in w with coefficients involving
polygamma functions and the parameters p, v. For instance,

IS +4v—gp) 175+ 4v+3
Pi(w) = w —log2 — = ( 2:“) ( ZV + /)
2T(3 + 3 V—§,u) 2F( + vt gp)
In the present case, specifying v = k — 1 and u = —2s;, the coefficients will be holomorphic and of

rapid decay on vertical lines so long as «; > —k/2 + ¢, say. Applying (7.9)), we see that (8] is

3 2s1—1
JlQ 5 Ar2q2 a2by ! Ik —s) dsi
e e 2 "Vpo(y
/ (1) ( 3b2> \/ @sbacbhgrg r(§+sl)Pﬂ<0g (VD)) T 51

Here we have suppressed the dependence of P; on k. A similar expression holds for the integral in
Y2, and thus Z3(¢, A1, As) is

_1)J1t72 cbhgq 1y’ s3G5 (s $5)3G3 (s F(E_Sl)r( — 52)
(= Vtae <2m> (/)(/) (51)°G(51)7(52)°G*( 2)F(5+31)F(§+32)

%_ﬁﬂ_fm%@%w@@%@%wﬁgmm.

[T

ol [N

alblagbgcbhg’y S92 S1

Let Pj,(n,s;) denote the coefficient of w™ in Pj,(w, s;). We view the product of P;, and P;, as a
polynomial P in log ¢ of degree j; + jo, where the coefficient of (log ¢)™ is given by

P, (log Ay,log A3, s1, 52)
J1

Z Z Z < >< > P, (n1, 51) Pj, (ng, s2) (log Ay )™ =¥ (log Ag)"2 k2,

n=ki+k2 n1=k1 na=ko

Applying (T2]), we see that
0\ Plog?) (L P(logl)
Zw(L) (1=s1=sz /0 Az
>1
Jitj2
= > Pu(log Ay, log Az, s1,52)¢"™ (1 — 51 — 53) + O(¢ ™)
n=0
=: P*(log Ai,log Az, s1, 52),
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say. Up to a negligible error term, we then have

(B Lo

Cbhg’}/q ( > / / 5 3 F(% — s1) F(% ~s9)
B s G
- o et (32)F(§ +51) D(% + 57)
(a1) (a2)
S1+s82
Amg> dso dsq
o log Ay, ] dsy ds
. <albla2b26bhg’y> P*(log Ay, log Az, 51, s2) 5y 51

say. Note the coefficient of (log.41)" (log.A2)”2 in P*(log . Aj,log As, s1,82) is (1 — s1 — s2). We
deal only with the contribution of this term, as it will be clear from our analysis that the other
terms of P* can be treated similarly. Returning to (7.7]), we see that the representative term of
TIr(l1, 12, j1, J2) is

Ve 2 M > w0 eD (o) P ()

hluius b>1 c>1
ujug,b)=1
= (7.10)
x> > ulo) [] (1 - 5) (log A1)’ (log Az)2 Y (cbhgr),
Ve glz plc
ptbyh
where
Ss1+s2
1)\? 5 L& —s)T(E—s5) [ 4n2q2 '
— [ = G3 3G3 2 2
v = (55) [ [0 o) s T e
(1) (1)
X C(l — 81 — 82)@@
S22 S1

S1+s2
47 q2 d82 d81
1 — 51 — go) 22271
<2m> //g 51,52) <a1b1a2b2w> C(1— 51— s2) 5 51

say, and we have taken the lines of integration to 1. Here G is holomorphic and decays rapidly on
vertical lines so long as Re s1,Re 51 < % Changing variables, we obtain

4m4q2 : du ds
Yiw) = <2m> //g <a1b1a2b2w> C(l_z)z—s?' (7.11)

We deal first with the case cbhgy > q. For w > ¢, we take the line of integration in z to

Reu = %. Applying the functional equation for ¢ and Stirling’s formula, we see that in this case

Y(w) < g

(a1 b1a2b2w) % .

Recalling the definition of A, As and noting the ranges of summations for the variables in the
expression Zo, we have

log Aj,log Az < log(beq) < (cbq)®.

20



Using the trivial bound D_;(n) < 1, we find that

usch uich 1 o
Y P A e

c>q Ve gl pfblch
y
g+€b€ be
q‘*—zc Te grite—_ ¥
(alblangbh) c>q (a1b1a2b2bh)5

Using (7.3]) and (7.7)), we see that the contribution to R(q) from those terms with ¢ > ¢ is O(q_i%)
(the error term can be improved here, but this suffices for our purposes).

7.3. The Remaining Dirichlet Series
Let H(c) denote the product of ¢ and the factors of D_;,. We consider the sum over c,

D HE©D D no) ] (1 - —) (log A1) (log A2)2 Y (cbhgr).
c<q Ve g5 ple P
phybh

Since b and h are squarefree, we may rewrite this as

Y HOw Y]] (1__> > ulg)(log Ar)7 (log A2)7 Y(Aeabhgr),

d|bh )\cd>1 | Aeq plAcy gl Acg
(\,bh)= piybh ¥
plea <= pld

and the variable ¢ has been modified in the definitions of A;,.45. For fixed d | bh and v | Acg, we
write 7 = 12, where 1 | A and 75 | ¢4 so that

()= I (-5) =T 05) T(-5) -3
piybh

The sum over v becomes

A
)290(7711) Z Z Z 1(g2) (log A1 )7 (log A2)2Y (Acabhgi g27172),
1A g1

72‘011 92‘7‘;

where again, the variables in the definitions of Ay, As have been appropriately modified. Moving
the sums over 71,9 inside the integral, we are led to consider the functions

10 10
%1(n) = G1(n, 25 41, j2) = Z 7 g7 ZM gg
A ¥
(l . (7.12)
. . o 0
) = a2, 3) = 3 S 5~ 40 ’
ln 95

where now the ji, jo are arbitrary nonnegative integers.
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Proposition 7.5. For all integers n > 2, j1,j2 > 0, and z with Re z > 0, we have
€1(n), €a(n) < (logn)/1772,

Proof. Let v(n) be either 1 or @ and consider the function

€ (n,z,s) =v(n Z ZM

vln

We will show that , _
ot Iz
|:82;j1 83j2

for all n > 2 and z with Re z > 0. We have

_vn) Lo (oM (e
Cln,z8) =5 11 <v(p")+<1 ps) (’”(PH)Jr ") P ))

p"l|n

(e () (e 2 (520)

p"l|n

= H Cp(2,5),

pTl|n

“n, 2. sﬂ < (log n)1 7

S=Uu

say, since v(p") = v(p) for all p and r > 1. For s = z, we have
—1
Cg(nazaz) = H <U(p) + U(%) )
p"lIn

and specifying v(p) = 1 and v(p) = 1 — %, it follows that |€(n,z,z)] < 1. This gives the case
J1=7J2=0.

To produce the logarithmic factors, we differentiate in z and s. Writing n = pj*--- p:f(;s), we
have .
—%(n,z,s ‘5 Z,8
9= 8 (5 D) Lot
JitFiwn)=J
where ( i ]] ( )) denotes the multinomial coefficient. A similar expression holds for the jth partial

derivative with respect to z. For 7 > 1, we have

- (52) (o 1 (57)
Y

Zte= o (0 (1-2) (3 eee 528)

Since v(p) < 1, we have

and thus




for Re z,Re s > 0. Likewise, if we set s = z, then

i 7 1 9i ri— (r —1)7
o —(_ J P A
|:8Zj (gp(zvs)_ o ( Ing) <p t p2z + pTZ > ’
and thus
oi . . .
‘ [ﬁ%p(u, Sﬂ < (logp)! (1 + (2 = 1) + -+ (17 = (r = 1)7)) = (rlogp)’

so long as Re z > 0. Since we have already shown that |€,(z, s)| < 1, we deduce that

< ri(log p;)’* < (logn)?,
Z <]17---7an> Zl_Il ( )

Jit+tiwm)=J

s=z
Ji>0

and the same estimate holds for the jth partial with respect to u evaluated when s = u. It remains
to deal with the case when both j;, jo are nonzero. In this case, we have

o HIz _ —(- 1ng)j1+j2 1 2J1 (r — 1)]'1
g g ) =\t E T e )

and as before, we find that

o
‘ [&zjl €(n,z, s)]

S=z

. . w(n) k- l-
J1 J2 o%i o4
Z <k717---yk7w(n)> <ll,...,lw(n)> H az’f 88 Cg(z S)

kit +kymy=n
Lt A+l my=72

Z ( J )( J2 >
K1+ (my =1 R VAU SRR () =

£
)

ki+l;

IN

(i log p;)

It () =32 (k:,13)7(0,0)

< (log n)j1+j2 ]

o

[y

O

Returning to our analysis, we now study the sum over ¢ < ¢ with the additional assumption
that cbhgy < ¢, so log Ay,log A2 < logq. We decompose the sum over ¢ as in the beginning of
this Subsection move the sums over g, inside the integral, take the line of integration in ) to
Re z = logq, and apply Proposition [.5l The factor (log A1)’ (log.A2)?2 in (Z.I0) produces products
of logarithms of various combinations of the summation variables, but no matter how they are
arranged, their boundedness by log ¢ combined with Proposition shows that we obtain a power
of (log ¢)’772 that may be factored through the entire sum after applying the triangle inequality.
From (73]) and (7.I0), we deduce that the representative term of R(g) is bounded by

2200 nh) T?;bi;;(uluz) > (logg)ytit!

a1,b1,a2,b2>1 1<1,12<3
(alazblbz,q):l 0_§j17j2§2
adb2<qd/2te Ji—li=—1

DI

b>1 c¢<q

usch uych
D_ D_, | ——
h < al7u2€b)> = <(a2,u1cb)>"
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where the extra log g comes from the factor of { in ) and we have ignored the contribution from
¢ > q. Each variable in the summation is bounded a power of ¢, and thus so are the arguments
of D_;,. We note at this point that if one considers a term other than the leading term in P*,
one obtains a higher power of log ¢ from the zeta factor (which will have been differentiated some
additional number of times), but the total powers of logarithms of the other variables are smaller,
and so we still obtain the same estimate as above. Thus after applying Lemma [.4] we obtain

R < oga S35 37 Bl

a1,b1,a2,b2>1
(a1a2b1b2,q)=1

adbI<gd/ e
1 (a1, ugcd)(ag, uich) uach uich
% bg; b2 CZ; c 2 (a1, uz2ch) 2 (ag,urch) )

Using the bounds

mj(ah) Smy@m), 7 (3) Sm@ifdla, @) <d, (abe) < (ab)(a,o)

and neglecting several summation conditions, we find that

(a1b1aghy)®(a1by, aghs)? (a1, ug)(ag, ur)
R(q) < (logq) ZZZZ (araz)3(bybe)?

a1,b1,a2,b2>1

x <Z M) (Z (a176)(a2c, c)72(0)2>'

b>1 c<q

The sum over b is

T 2 72(d)? 72(0)?
Zé Z 2(:2d) < Z 2(5) Z 2152) < my(araz) < (araz)%,

d\alaz N 221 d|a1a2 b>1
(4122 )1

so we are left to consider

? T2(c)?
(log ¢) ZZZZ (a1bragho)® a;i);;c)mz)zl)bgl;,U2)(a2,U1) Z (al,c)(agc,c) 5(c) .

a1,b1,a2,b2>1 c<q

Let 0 = (a1, a2) and write a; = 0\, ag = 5)\2 with (A1, A2) = 1. Then the sum over c is

Z Z 5)\1, (5)\2, T2 <ZT d Z ()‘1)\27?7'2(0)2

s c<q o c<a/d
(c,0)=d (c,9)=1
)\1>\27 c)ma(c 7(cg)?
SR PRCETIECED PNTTD DS —
d|é c<q d|s glA1Az c<q
<Y Y 72<g>2z—”<6>2.
- C
d|s glA1 A2 c<q

The inner sum over ¢ on the right is bounded by (log )%, the sum over g by (aja2)®, and the sum
over d by (ajas)®(aq,asz). Thus

(a1b1agha)®(a1by, azbs)? (a1, uz)(az, u1)(a1, az)
R(g) < (1 '
)< (log)? > D >N (a1az)3(b1bo)?

a1,b1,a2,b2>1
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Let 2 denote the sum on the right. To see that & converges, we take ¢ < i and express & as an
Euler product 7 =[], 7, with

Dy = Z Z Z Zpy(al,bhamfu)’

a1,b1,a2,b2>0
and
y(ay,by,az,by) = e(a; + by + ag + by) + 2min(ay + by, as + b)) + min(ay, ug) + min(asg, uq)
+ min(ay,az) — 3(a; + az) — 2(by + ba).
Here we have written w; = a; + b; — min(a; + by, as + by). It suffices to show that for a;, b; not all
0, we have y(ay,b1,az,b2) < —%, say. We have trivially that
y(a1,bi,az,b2) < (a1 + by +az + b2) + (a1 + b1 +az + bo) + a1 + az
+ 2(a1 + a2) — 3(a1 + az) — 2(b1 + bo)
—X(a1 + az) — (b1 + bo).
Thus we may assume that aq + a9 < 5 and by + by < 1. This leaves only a few cases to check, and

one may verify by direct computation that we indeed have y(aq, by, ag,bs) < —% unless all the a;, b;
are 0. Therefore the sum converges, and we have

R(q) < (log q)°.

8. PROOF OF PROPOSITION [6.3]

The analysis of the other 8 terms coming from Voronoi summation adheres closely to the analysis in
Section 8 of [2]. Recall that by the decay of U, we may assume a3b?N; < ¢¥/*te For j=2,...,8,

let
abN Z Z

c<C’ z(c)

Changing variables in the sum over ¢ as in (EEI) - (IEI) we have

I3 DD S
5<C c<C’/6 x(
(ugz— u1,c6) )

where uy, us are as in (7.4).

8.1. The Sums 75,..., 75

Since each of these sums has the same form and behavior, we treat only 75. The residue in the
definition of T35 gives
Z T;(cd, x)
z(cd)
(ugz— ul,cé)—5

Z AF < 2> / Fi(y1) (D=1(m) + D—2(m) log y1 + %D—g(m)(log y1)?)

7T2
772 m>1 0

*

4
/ Fy(y2)U: <7r my2> Jk—1 (%\/aﬂmylw) dys dyr Y 1

z(cd)
(ugz—u1,c0)=4
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where as before,

2 372
_1 Yy albly albly
F = = U
1) =y 2f<N>e<c<5qa2b2> ( q% )’

2 3b2

1, (Y azbay @302y
Fy(y) = i \Ta )
2(y) =y 2f<M)e<céqalbl> < q% )

By Lemma [T4], we have D_;(n;) < ¢°n; ', and from (8.9) of [5], we have

A (m, %) < (nm)gn%m%. (8.1)
We analyze the term coming from D_q, as the analysis of the other two terms is nearly identitcal.
Thus
Ex(abN) <Y S =S mi+ |1(m
§<Ce<C/s N3 m>1
where

OO o 3m 4
I(m) = / Fl(yl)/ Fy(y2)Us <7T n3y2> Ji—1 <£\/a1a2y1y2> dya dyn,
0 0

. 2
= / Fy(y) i (m, y1)dyr,
0
say, and we have bounded the sum over z trivially by ¢§. To estimate F,, we write
EQ(aa b7 N) = Hl + H27

where H; is the contribution to Eo from m < ¢°n3/M, and H, is the rest.

8.1.1 The Contribution of H;
For brevity, put C; = ¢~ 'v/ajaaNM. Using (3.17) of [5], which is

Us(z) < z°, (8.2)
and (5.5]), we have

and so

1 2 k— -1
2y x dm((9)7(9))
M3 526 o5 ¢ ¢
N2a1u1 k-t 01 _%
< q° Z Z c4 min <—5> , <—>
Miuy §<C e<C/s ¢

a
L¢E——
4

13
< (a3bIN)F (a3b3M)Sq T
— q%+e‘
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Here we have used the estimates woc
2

N2 < upc, m=>—.
a

Summing the above estimate over a, b, N gives the desired result. All of the estimates that follow
will be sufficient when summed over these variables, so we omit this sort of remark in what follows.

8.1.2 The Contribution of Hy

To handle Hs, we use the following identity for Us, given by (3.12) of [|5]. For some suitable
constants c¢;, d;, we have

K
Us(riz) = Z 1 (cje <3a:%) +dje (—33%)) +0 <m> . (8.3)

3
In the present case, we have % > ¢°. Thus
1

, J 1 1
Ii(m,y) = i < 172 1>j OOF2(Z/2) <%> ’ cje 3myg + dje _3m%y23
=1 \M3sms 0 Y2 2 2 (8.4)
X Jo-1 <f5—”q\/m> dys + O (q~2%)
for K sufficiently large in terms of €. This also gives the trivial bound
I(m) < 2 N2 M+ < ¢F(NM)3. (8.5)

m3
Let Cy = 87(q6)~'\/ajaaNM. We divide into two cases depending as ¢ < Cy and ¢ > Cs.

Case 1: ¢ > (. Using (5.4]), we can write I; as

K j oo Y
Il(m,yl)zz< 7;72 )%W

1
= M3ms3s

1 L1
> 3m3ysd 3m3uy3 2p
x Fi(y1,y2,0) | cje 7Y maYs . < ‘22 2yb2>d 7
0 2 m2 c0qa101

where

q2

~L e NTE L (e 2 2kt a3b3ys
. — g2 (22 2R
Fi(y1,92,€) =y, (M> f <M> (céq\/mazylyz U 5 |-
We now analyze the integrals
/0 ‘Fj(ylay27€)e(wi(may2))dy27

where
a% b2

1
3ms 1
m,ys) = +°—y3 + Bys, — :
w (M, y2) ol Y2 cSqaibs
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We have

=

m
w;:(mv y2) ==

+B

N ol

Yo 12
1 €
If m > 64(Bn2)3M? or m < &;(Bn2)3M?, we have w/(m, y2) > 2> > L

. Thus the contribution
Y3 n2
of these terms is negligible by integrating by parts many times. Thus we need only consider those
m for which m = (Bng)>M?. But since

3172 q
(B?]g) M < =

83’
there are no terms of this form unless M >

[ 1Y)

q
(a3b2) %
see that the contribution to Hy of these terms is bounded by

and § < ¢°. Using the trivial bound (8] we
1 1 1
CNEME DD

1
5<qF c>Cy Mg Mm<q®

Z m~12te <<q€N%M%a1%b%a§b2_i Z Z 3
0K qt c>Co
1 ; 51 1 1
<L ¢"Nz2Msaibiasb,* <

1

q >2
NMa1a2
1 1 1 1 1
< @2 fa1bi Niby T M~ 12

3
q2
24e 1 312 i
< ¢85 (ara2)7 (afbiN)
<K (alag)iq%%.

1
1 1 2p 13\ 12
< q%"'sblZN%bz_Z ((a2b2)2>

Here we have used the estimate

1

1 11
use [ uic ) 2 3 bi as by
2 —
771772 2 < ) = c2 1
ai ag 2
ai (

11
242

(NI

PRGN
;=€ 1 5 = c%ap "y tay Ty
aiby, azbs)? af (a1braghs)1
Case 2: ¢ < Cy. We return to (84]), but instead use (5.3]) in place of (5.4)) to write I as
K

e =32 (7)o ()

11 11
Cj 3m3y23 +dj€ —3m3y23
2 2
1
cdq 2 47 2 ko1
— 2Re W [ —/ =/ BTN I
) <2\/a1a2y1y2> ( ‘ <C5q a1a2y1y2>e<65q iy 4 +8>> -
L0 (q—2022) ‘
Note that this gives the trivial bound
sa \ 2
72 coq Loy 1
Im) <« —= NiM™~1z, 8.6
(m) m% <vala2> (89)
Define i
~1 23 (MN\3 , /o 4 a3b3ys
. — 1,4 (2= Ja =0 Jatads
Hi(y1,y2) = Y1 ¥y <y2> f <M> Wy (Céq\/ala2yly2> U ( 2 ;
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where W is either W or W. For some absolute constants b;, we find that I; is (up to a negligible
error term) a sum of expressions of the form

K
Il(m,yl):<(@>zbj< 7 %>/ Hj(y1,y2)e(w(yr, y2)) dys,

1
a1a2)® ) 5=

where

N

e (a1a2y1) a3by

cdq

1
3m
w(y1,y2) = in—yQ i2Ay2 + Bys,

)

- cdqarby’
Differentiating with respect to yo gives

1

, m3 -2 _1
W' (y1,y2) = iayg 5 + Ay, * + Bys.

We divide into several cases.

3 3
Case 1.1: ai by N 3 > 4asz by M 2. Then it is easily checked that

1A A
5 1< < ‘j:AyQ + Bya| < 2—.
(7 Y3
3 4€
Itm > 64(A772)3M2 or m < —(An2)3M2 then |w'(y1,y2) L. since n > %. Thus
y n2

we may mtegrate by parts many times to see that the contrlbutlon of these terms is negligible. For
the terms with (An2)3M2 <m< 64(A772)3M2 note that

1 (@BBN)@EM): ¢
(Amp)* Mz < 1 55 <

Moreover, the left side is only > 1 if M > q%/ a3 and § < ¢°. By (80), the contribution from
these terms is bounded by

1
l+€ C2 +e
D SLD DD DR
M3 (a1a2 §<g=  ¢<Cy 771772 m<qe
(NM)i 3

M3 (a1a2)%

1
— a3q?*(a}N)7 (a3 M) (a3 M) 75

< q2te

< agqfre,

where we have used the trivial bound 7; > .

3 3 _1
Case 1.2: a; bgM% > 4af blN%. Then as before, one checks that %B < ‘j:AyQ 24+ Bl < %B. By
the same arguments as in the previous case, the range of m that should be considered is of size
1
(Bn2)3M, and the contribution to Hj of this range is bounded by a3 q%+€ .

o

3 3 3 _
Case 1.3: %af bgM% <aj blN% < 4a; bgM%. In this case Ay, > < B, and so the range of m that
should be considered is of size (Any)3M 2 by the same arguments above, and the contribution from

this range is also bounded by agq%Jre.
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8.2. The Sums Tg, ..., 7y

Each of the four sums 7g, ..., 79 has essentially the same form and behavior, so we deal only with
Ts. The treatment these sums is very similar to that of 7s,..., 75, so we shall be somewhat brief.
Recall that

ot M= ST T TS ar () ar (n )
6<C e<0ys © a( 2 331 m=1 2
(ugz— u1,c6) )

o[ n ™m 4
X / / Fi(y1)Fa(y2)Us < n3y1> Us <73y2> k-1 <%\/a1y1a2y2> dyr dysz,
o Jo

1 Up]
where
_ W€ __wme
= (a1, usc)’ & (ag,uic)’

As before, we use (8.1) and estimate the sum over x trivially by ¢d to see that

Eg(a,b,N) < > Y 5> Y (nm) )i+ [I(n,m)],

§<C ¢<C/6 (771772 n>1m>1

where

T™n ™m 4
I(n,m) / / Fi(y1) Fa(y2)Us ( 7 ) Us <73y2> Jr-1 <@\/alyla2y2> dyr dys.

b

Recall that it suffices to show that Fg < (alag)%q%JrE. Following our previous analysis, we write

4
Ee = Z Eg.;,
i—1

where Eg; is the contribution to Eg from case 7 below.

3q° m34°
(1) n < - and m < 37—

=

3 ,€ 3
(2) n> AL and m < BL;
nia° 134°

(3) n < = and m > =27,
3,€ 3,€
(4) n> AL and m > L.

By symmetry, the treatment of cases (2) and (3) is the same, so we treat only the second case.

8.2.1 The Contribution of Fs

For this case, we use the estimate

along with (B3] to see that

I(n,m) < ¢°(NM)2



and so

Es1(a.b.N) < ¢ (NM)> 3 R <<@>_ | <@>H>

3
5<C c<cys (M12)?

X Z Z (nm)%Jrs

3¢ 34
n14q Mn54
n e e B

9 13
(’LL1’LL2)Z vairagNM\ 4
< q° 5 5

8.2.2 The Contribution of Fjg >

We write

momys

I(n,m) :/o Fz(yz)U3< e )Il(n7y2)dyl dys.
5

The integration in ys can be bounded trivially and the sum over m can be treated as in the previous
subsection. The integral I(n,y2) can be handled in the same way as cases 1 and 2 in the Section

BI2 and we obtain Ego < afq%“,

8.2.3 The Contribution of Fs 4

As in Section BL2l we let Cy = 87(¢d) ~!v/ajaa NM and divide into two cases depending as ¢ < Cy
and ¢ > (.

Case 1: ¢ > Cy. We again use (0.4) and (83]) and consider integrals of the form

1

1
[e'e} [e¢) 2b 2b 3 % 3 3 % 3
o Jo coqazba  cdgaiby m 2

where %’H(‘yl,yg) < N7TM~* H(y1,y2) < 1, and is supported on [N,2N] x [M,2M].
Thus the ralngé of integration is O(NM).

By the same arguments as in Case 1 of Section RI.2] it suffices to consider the case when
c1(Bim)3N? < n < co(Bim)3N? and c1(Banp)3M? < m < ca(Bana)3M?, where cy,cy are some
constants,

a%bl

1= codqas by

a% b2

2= coqarby

and

The terms outside these ranges give negligible contribution from integration by parts many times.
As before, we have

(a%bl)3N2 qs (a%b2)3M2 qe

3 aT2 372
(Bl’l’]l) N« 53(]3 < 5—3, (32772) M* <« (53(]3 ok

31



There are no terms of this form unless

3

3
> 2q = M > 2q = 0 < ¢°.
(aib1)? (a3b2)2

The contribution to Fg 4 of the terms with ¢ > C5 is bounded by

ENME 5~ g~ (@1, we) (@, u10)F &)

3
(uruz) §<qt ¢>Co ¢

To estimate the sum over ¢, let
g1 = (a1,u2), a1 =Ag1,  u2 =91,
g2 = (az,u1), a2 = Aaga, UL = Y202,

and
d=(A1,22), M =aid, A =and,
where (A1,71) = (A2,72) = (a1, a2) = 1. Then the sum over c is

3

(9192)2 Y (1,90, )2 (9192)2 > Z ((nd; ) a2d <)

c3

3
2

c>Co l)d c>C’2
(c,d)=¢
3
alag, 5 3 3 1
(9192)2 > Z @O (i YK Y S
ld %2 £]d klono >
(C,%)=1 (c,;d)=1
(a1a2,0)=k
3 _3 9192 2
=(ng)2 >, 3 k2 > DI
lld klaias c>% fd  klarae
(e, )=1
(alk.a2vc):1

< 822 (9192) Paran)t < 52q2+s(alau2)(a27Ul)(ilyaz)'
2
Thus the total contribution is bounded by
a1, u2)(az,ur)(ar,a
2+e (@1, 12)(02,u)(a1,00) o

a1a2NM NM(a1a2)
(1112) ¥ (1102) (N M) (uru)? (araz)? >

1 CLl,CLQ 3 3 3 3 1 1
< q2+e(u(uﬁ))é <(112 bfa22 b§> = q2+5(a1,a2)(a1b1,agbg)(b1b2)4
1uU20142

N[

1, (a1,uz)(az,u1)(a1,az) <a1%b1%a2%b

7
< ¢8%% (a1, az)(a1by, agb).

Summing this over a1, as, b1, by produces several factors of log ¢, and thus the contribution from
these terms is sufficiently small.

Case 2: ¢ < (3. We proceed as in the last case, except that we use (5.3) in place of (5.4]). The
integrals we consider have the form

/0 /0 G(y1,y2)e (e(m,n,y1,y2)) dyr dyz,

32



where ) .

1 L 11
a2biy N a3bays L3yl | 3miys | 2V/a1ayiys
coqazba  coqaiby m 72 coq

go(m, n,yi, y2) =

%G(m,yg) < N7IM~* G(y1,y2) < 1. As before, the range of integration is O(NM).
1 2

Then )
8 ) 7 ) g A
(P(man Y1,92) _ B+ 7; LA
YL yim oy
1
0 5 A
b2 yine Y3
where By, By are as above and A; = 7”616(123/2 and Ay = 7”615123“. We now follow closely the analysis
for Case 2 of Section B.1.2] dividing into several subcases.
3 3
Case 2.1: a%bgM% > 4a12b1N%. For this case, we have é%l— + By| =< % and A—; + By| =< Bas.
Yi Y3

By similar arguments to Case 2 of Section B2l we consider the ranges n < (An)3N > and
m < (Banz)?M? and note that

3
1 Vai 1 ¢ 2 (a3b2)* M* '3
Am)3NE < N2 <« =, Bomp)?M? < | 22— ==,
(A1m) 5q 5 (Banz) B <53
3 3
and thus there are no terms of this form unless N > ‘2—3, M > ( qu 3 and 0 < ¢°. The contribu-
1 a3 b2

11
tion from these terms to Eg 4 is O(af afq%ﬁ).

Jun

3 3 11
Case 2.2: aj bN2 > 4a2byN?. The calculation as in Case 2.1 gives and error of O(a? afq%ﬁ).

3 3 3
Case 2.3: %af blN% < a3 bgM% < 4aj blN%. For this case, we have A—%l = Bj and % = By. By
Yi Y3
similar arguments to Cases 1.2 and 1.3, we need only consider the ranges n =< (Ayn)3N 3 and

11
m =< (Alm)gN%. The contribution from these terms is also O <af afq%ﬁ).
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