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HYBRID BOUNDS FOR GL(4) x GL(1) TWISTED L-FUNCTIONS

FEI HOU

ABSTRACT. Let P, M be a two primes such that (P,M) = 1. Let II be a nor-
malized Hecke-MaaBl form on GL(4) of level P, and x a primitive Dirichlet char-
acter modulo M. In this paper, we study the hybrid subconvexity problem for
L(s,1T ® x) simultaneously in the level and conductor aspects. Among other
things, we prove a hybrid subconvex bound, so long as M/5 < P < M?/5.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let P,M be a two primes such that (P, M) = 1. Let x be a primitive Dirichlet
character modulo M. There is a very long history of understanding the central values of
the L-functions. It might be traced back to the pioneering work of Burgess [3], who gave
the well-known estimate

L(I/Q,X) < M3/16+a

in the year of 1962. Here, the exponent 3/16 is nowadays known as the Burgess’ quality.
In 1978, Heath-Brown [§], for the first time, showed the hybrid subconvex bound for
L(s, x) simultaneously in the s and conductor aspects. It is remarkable that, just recently
Petrow and Young [17] proved a Lindel6f-on-average upper bound for the fourth moment
of Dirichlet L-functions along cosets, whereby to obtain the Weyl-strength hybrid bounds
for all Dirichlet L-functions; this, in turn, improves on the result of Heath-Brown after
roughly four decades.

Let f be a Hecek newform on GL(2). In 2008, Blomer and Harcos [I] firstly studied
hybrid subconvexity problem for GL(2) x GL(1) L-function L(s, f ® x) simultaneously
in the level, conductor and s aspects. Assume that the form f is of level P. Let 9 =
log P/log M, and denote by Q;, = PM? the (analytic) conductor of L(1/2, f ® x).
Blomer and Harcos’s result implies

L(1/2, foy) < Q}{§+8<Q;;/(16+819) n Q;,gcl_ﬁ)/@ﬂﬁ))
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for any 0 < ¥ < 1. More recently, by averaging the fourth moment of L(1/2, f ® x) over
a family of newforms f, Khan [12] deduced that

L(1/2, f®x) < Q}{§+€<Q;;/(8+4ﬂ) I Q;;1—2w)19/(16+819)>’

where w denotes current best exponent towards the GL(2) Ramanujan Conjecture. This,
however, completely solved the hybrid subconvexity problem for GL(2) x GL(1) in the
prime level and conductor aspects after roughly thirteen years.

In another direction, regarding the L-function L(1/2, f ® ¢ ® x), Sun [20] proved a
subconvex bound in the depth-aspect that

L(1/2,g@h®y) < M6

where g, h are any fixed holomorphic newforms, and the primitive character y is of mod-
ulus M’, M’ = P" for any integer » > 12. If the modulus is a prime P, quite recently,
Ghosh [6] attained

L(1/2,g® h® x) < P,
In addition, Sharma and Sawin [19] were able to generalize to the higher rank case, by
showing that, for any fixed GL(3) Hecek-Maafl form 7 and GL(2) newform g,

L(1/2,7T Qg X) < P3/2_1/16+€,
where the primitive character y is still of prime modulus P. It is noticeable essentially
they were working on Hecke cuspidal forms on GL(2) of level P? with the nebentypus x?2.
Just lately, Kumar, Munshi and Singh [13] investigated the hybrid subconvexity problem
for the GL(3) x GL(2) L-functions in the levels aspects. Assume that the normalized form
7 is of level P and ¢ is of level M, respectively. They achieved that

L(1/2,7® g) < Q}r{;l-i-e (Q;’E]3—2V)/(16+24u) + Q;’E]2V—1)/(16+24)1/)>

for any 1/2 < v < 3/2, where Q. , = P?>M? is the (analytic) conductor of L(1/2,7 ® g),
and the exponent v = log P/log M. The level aspect subconvexity problem for any genuine
GL(d) L-function with d > 4 still remains a very important but wide-open problem.

Let II be a normalized Hecke-Maa$l form on GL(4) of level P (see §2 for definition
and backgrounds). In this paper, we shall consider subconvexity for the GL(4) x GL(1)
L-function L(s,II ® x) in the level and conductor aspects simultaneously. To be precise,
we are able to establish the following results:

Theorem 1.1. Let P, M > 1 be two primes such that (P, M) = 1. Let x be a primitive
Dirichlet character modulo M. Let 0 = log P/log M. Then, for any normalized Hecke-
Maaj$ form 11 of level P with trivial nebentypus, we have
L(1/2,T1 @ x) < QY4+ (Q—(2—56)/(32+89) 4 Q0/(16+46) 4 5—(1-2u)0/(8+20)
L QU (20 16146) (1.1)
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for any 0 < pu < 1/2, where @ = PM* denotes the (analytic) conductor of L(1/2,11® ),
and the implied < -constant depends only on € and the Langlands parameters o;, 1 < i < 4,
as shown in (2.1]).

We thus obtain the hybrid subconvex bound in both parameters P, M with 1/(4+2u) <
6 < 2/5 for any 0 < p < 1/2. The main theorem above follows from an immediate
application of an estimate upon the cancellations for the average of the coefficients of the

Dirichlet series for L(1/2,1T® ).

Theorem 1.2. Let the notations be as in Theorem [I.1. Let V be a smooth function,
compactly supported on [1/2,5/2] with bounded derivatives. Denote by Ap(n,1,1) the n-th
coefficient of the Dirichlet series for L(s, 11 ® x). Then, for any MYU+2) < P < M2/
and QV?*7¢ < X < QY2+ with 0 < p < 1/2 and £ > 0 being arbitrary, we have

An(n, 1, Dx(n) . [ n i PO 1 M4 1
; NG Vi )| <X\ qpatpa T e T pia ) (1.2)

where the implied < -constant depends only on € and the Langlands parameters c;, 1 <
1 < 4.

As a direct application of Theorem [L.I] above, we obtain

Corollary 1.3. With the notations being as before, there exists a family of Hecke-Maafs
forms 11 of level P, with P =< M?/"™*¢  such that

1‘/(1/27 H ® X) <<H,5 Q1/4—1/60+€.

The basic manoeuvre in the paper follows a well-trodden but powerful path in studying
L-functions involving levels aspects, namely the moment method plus the amplification.
We shall employ a decomposition formula which was rooted in Munshi’s work [16], and
then explicitly revealed by Holowinsky and Nelson [9]. This makes it feasible to attack the
hybrid subconvexity problem for the GL(4) x GL(1) L-function by using the decomposition
formula twice; otherwise, it seems impossible to succeed. It is crucial that the at the first
stage we artificially introduce an amplifier and then we resort to this trick again before
the second decomposition of the dualized L-values. To increase the degree of freedom of
the L-structures, we gradually introduce the flexible parameters 7, R, R* and S relative
to the fixed parameters P, M attached to the central value L(1/2,II1® x). It, on the other
hand, is very challenging to devise them to draw down on each other, so as to extract an
admissible bound to beat the convexity barrier.

To expose the method in this paper as clearly as possible, we have handled the degen-
erate term Sgeg‘ in a relatively direct manner in §3.3; this enables us lose the coverage of
subconvexity for e < § < 1/5 (observing that morally the degenerate term Sgeg‘ is always
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dominated by the non-degenerate term STNIOH'de'). Indeed, if one proceeds by repeating the

argument as in §3.1 in full details one can establish the range ¢ < 6 < 2/5, where the
Voronoi summation formula in ramified case would be put into use instead. One might
also wander if the method implies a way out of the subconvexity problem for GL(5). We
are now working on this, and expect to report the progress in the future article.

Throughout the paper, € always denotes an arbitrarily small positive constant which
might not be the same at each occurrence.

2. PREREQUISITES

2.1. Automorphic L-functions and functional equations. In this part, we shall give
a recap of the theory of automorphic L-functions. Let N > 1 be a square-free integer. We
introduce the congruence subgroup

Iy (N) := Stabsruz ((0,0,0,1)) C SL(4, Z).

Let IT be a normalized Hecke-Maaf} form of type v = (vy,vs,v3) € C for the congruent
subgroup I';(N) with trivial nebentypus, which has a Fourier-Whittaker expansion with
the Fourier coefficients Ar(my, ma, ms3); see, e.g., [1, Chapter 9] for definition and back-

grounds. The Fourier coefficients of II and that of its contragredient II are related by
Apr(my, ma, mg) = Ag(ms, me, my) for any (my, me, msg, N) = 1, with Ap(1,1,1) = 1. The
Jacquet-Langland L-function is given by L(s,II) = > o, An(n,1,1)n™° for Re(s) > 1.
Now, let N

a; =3/2—v —2uy — 3vg, @9 = —3/2+ 3v; + 20y + vs, 2.1)

a3 =—1/2—v1 +2v+v3, g =1/2—v; — 205+ v3

be the Langlands parameters of II. We define the completed L-function
A(s,IT) = Q/*c(IT) Loo (5, TI) L(s, IT),

where

4
Loo(s. 1) = [ [ Ta(s + o).
i=1

the (analytic) conductor Qp < N, and |e(II)|= 1. Here, we have followed the notational
convention that I'g(s) = 77%/?I'(s/2). One thus has the following functional equation
A(s, 1) = e(IDA(1 — s, 11).

Next, let M > 1 be a square-free integer satisfying that (N, M) = 1 by a little of abuse
of notation. For any primitive Dirichlet character modulo M, we turn to considering the
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GL(4) x GL(1) twisted L-function L(s,II ® x), which is given by the Dirichlet series
> st An(n, 1, 1)x(n)n=* for Re(s) > 1. Now, one defines the Gamma factor by

4
Looo(s, I® x) = HFR(S + o, + 0),

i=1
where o = 0 or 1 according to whether x is even or odd. The completed L-function defined
by
A(Sv I ® X) = QS/2L0070(57 11 ® X)L<87 I ® X)
with Q =< NM* is thus an entire function with an analytic continuation to all s € C, and
satisfies the function equation that

A5, TT® x) = (T @ Y)A(l — 5, T @ Y).

2.2. Voronoi summation formula. Before stating the exact formula, we need define
a hyper-Kloosterman sum of a special type which has appeared in the GL(4) Voronoi
formula. Let a, ¢ € Z, and let

q=(q1,¢2), d=(di,dy)

be 2-tuples of positive integers satisfying the divisibility conditions

a4142€
dl|(]1C, d2| 1d2 .
1
The hyper-Kloosterman sum KLy(n,m, ¢;q,d) is defined as
* * dixyn  doTiTs  x9m
KLy(n,m,ciq.d) = Y > e( — T @ T aac ) (2.2)
1 mod % 2 mod % dy dido
1 142

Let now w be a smooth function compactly supported [1/2,5/2] with bounded derivatives,
and w its Mellin transform. For any given Maafl form II of prime level P, let the Langlands
parameters be as in (2.I]). For all s € C, define

4 4

B Ir(l —s— ;) B Ir(2—s— )
o) =< [y e = Ferasyy
and set .
Ot(r;w) = %/_ w(s)z*Gy(s)ds

for £ > 0 and some o > 0. We then proceed by writing
O(r;w) =04 (15w) + O_(25w), U(—z;w) = U4 (r;w) — O_(z;w).

The GL(4) Voronoi summation formula is thus given by
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Lemma 2.1. Let a € Z,c € NT with (¢,aP) = 1. With notations as above, we have

sni(2)-(3) P L L 5 S

n#0 + d|cd\cm;£0

2 713
K Lo(—a,m, c; (1, 1), (dy, da)) U(M; w).

AP

The assertion for Hecek-Maafl forms with trivial levels has already given in many works
such as [14, 4]. The version involving the level aspect can be referred to Zhou [21] who
formulated the analog of the Voronoi summation formula in the GL(3)-case by appealing
to the construction of a double Dirichlet series and the functional equations of L-functions
twisted by Dirichlet characters. Indeed, Corbett’s formula [5, Theorem 1.1] can cover this,
which proceeds in the framework of the adelic interpretations.

We might proceed by writing KLy (@, m, c; (1,1), (d1, ds)) asymptotically as

1 Z* e dll’a + dldgmy + dldgz
d%dg C )

z,y,z mod ¢
zyz=1 mod ¢

With this, one has seen the relation that

S (21

_ _ (2.3)
An(m, ds, dv) Kls(—a, m;dy, ds, c) |m\Xd§di’
=D " O —ap—iw )
dl\c d2|im;ﬁ0 d d ¢ ¢ P
where the sum
* d did did
Klg(m, nidy, dyc) = ( p ) (2.4)

z,y,z mod ¢
zyz=1 mod ¢

for any integers m,n,c > 1.

We have a good control of the asymptotic behavior of €)1, upon expressing it in term
of the oscillatory integral; see, e.g., [4, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 2.2. For any fized integer IC > 1 and x > 1, we have

Uy (1;0) = /]R+ w(y) zlc: W{qe <4(:):y)1/4) Wi (87r(xy)1/4)

j=1
+ dge( - 4(:17y)1/4) Wy (87(ey)*) by + O (atR/-18)
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where )/V]i are certain smooth weight functions satisfying that xin(i) () < 1 for any
t > 1, and c¢j,d; are suitable constants depending on the four parameters a;, 1 <11 < 4,
above. Furthermore, U_(x;w) has the same expression except values of constants.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

In this section, we are dedicated to proving Theorem The point of departure,
however, is the assembly with the amplification method. For any fixed T" > 1, we introduce
a set of moduli t:

t={T <t <27T is prime, (t, MP) = 1}.

We will choose the sequence {v;}; € C of moduli at most one, supported on the set t,

such that
= LS e

Here, T stands for the cardinalities of the set t, whcih satisfies that 7 =< T'/logT'. Notice
that the sequence ~, is well-defined. For example, one can take v; = x(t), whenever ¢ € t,
and zero otherwise. Now, if one defines

Su(X, M, P)=3" AH("’\%)X(”) V(%) (3.1)

with V' being a smooth function supported on [1/2,5/2] of bounded derivatives, we thus
transform Sy (X, M, P) into

Sax P = L3 ZAHn,l,l m)v(X)'

tet n>1

For any given primitive Dirichlet character y mod M, let us recall that Holowinsky and
Nelson [9] has formulated a decomposition for x

0e(57)0 (%) 7 S0 (577) - @2

where 0 < R < M is a freely chosen parameter. Here, the twisted Kloosterman sum

Khoy(mmig)= Y. x(x)e (w)

q

z,y mod ¢
zy=1 mod q

for any 1ntegers m,n q > 1, and U is the Fourier transform of the smooth weight function
U, ie., U fR N e(zy)dy, which is supported on [1/2,5/2] and normalized such
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that U (0) = 1. Recall that typical transformation formula for x should be

wn = 3 e )

r mod M

One might recognize the first term on the right-hand side of (3.2]) as a truncated approx-
imation for x by an exponential sum of the length less than the conductor; while, the
second term should be thought of as its dual form. Now, an application of (B3.2]) splits
Snu(X, M, P) into three parts:

Su(X, M, P) = SNomde (X M, P) — S2' (X, M, P) + SL®* (X, M, P), (3.3)
where
SNonde (X M P Z,yt Z ,,,. (i)
TRT g2 R
(r,P)=1 (34)
An(n,1,1) <nsﬁ) (n)
Z e V=,
nEZ¢0 \/ﬁ M X
Sk (X M, P) = U (AUR)
tet r>1 (3 5)
An(n,1,1) - < n) ’
—— Kl (r,tn; M) V| = |,
Z o x
and
SPes (X, M, P) = 27 3 x(r Z ”’1’1)e<”ﬁ)U(r)v(”)
t - = BYa - ~ |
TRT pn T>|1 = N4 M R X (3.6)
P|r

respectively. Observe that Sgeg‘ survives, if and only if R > P. We will assume henceforth
that the parameters R and 7T satisfy that

R<T < M. (3.7)

3.1. Treatment of SY°™de:. This subsection is devoted to estimating Sy°"de. Recall
([34). By the reciprocity law, one writes

() (2 ) )

Now, if one chooses



the harmonic e(n/(trM)) is automatically flat. We thus turn to the following

e SR () (7)o
(r,P)=

in estimating the non-degenerate term SY°™4¢. Our strategy next is to apply the GL(4)-

Voronoi formula to the n-sum above, followed by the delicate analysis of the resulting
structures reformulations. This (essentially) produces a transformation for the display in

B9) as follows
An(m, dy, dy)
REE S SRTE) Sl ol R A

tet r>1 ditr dal|tr/d1 m=>1
(r,P)=1

(3.10)

273
Ky (PM, n; dy, da, tr) W <md2d1 . )

N R
Here, for any r,. € Rt the smooth weight #4 is defined as #4(¢,r) = UL(; V)U(r),

and A4 = (TR)*P/X'~¢. Upon combining with Lemma 2.2 one sees that the resulting
integral transform U4 (z; V') asymptotically equals

28 Z_L: /]R+ ZSQ@( + 4(3:y)1/4> Wi (SW(xy)1/4) dy (3.11)

plus an acceptable error term, with the weights Wi satisfying that 2 Wli(])(x) < X°
for any j > 1. Recall the definition of Kls(m,n;dy, ds, tr) as shown in (2.4). It suffices to
take care of the salient case where dy = 1 in the following, the portion with ds being large
contributes less significantly (as one expects) by a similar analysis. Note that (¢,r) = 1
by the pre-condition (B.7)); this implies that there are three options for dy, that is, d; = 1,
dy = t and dy|r,d; > 1 (d; = tr cannot occur, in view of that 4 < (TR)3X~¢). For
clarity of presentation, it suffices to deal with the case of d; = 1 (this will be responsible
for the dominated contribution of S§°™4); the same argument works for other situations
which brings relatively small contributions. In this sense, the task is essentially boiled
down to

TR Z% Z (r Z%Klg(PMn tr)Wi(/V %) (3.12)

tet r>1 n>1
(r,P)=1

where the classic hyper-Kloosterman sum Klj is defined as

Khmng) = 3 6(%)

q

z,y,z mod q
zyz=1 mod q
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for any integers m,n,q > 1. Observe that (M, r) = 1, on account of the assumption that
R < M. Let n = ngny with ng|(tr)* and (n1,tr) = 1. By a standard computation (see,
e.g., [18 Section 2]), one might write

Kis(PM, mitr) = —— S 7(B, no) (@) (PM)(n),
()0( r 1 mod tr
with
@)= Y e(z—f)wnot).

t mod tr

With the help of this, the expression (3.13) becomes

VM T2 ()(PM)
WZ% Z x(r) Z W

tet r>1 1 mod tr
(r,P)=1

— AH(nv 17 1)¢(n) ( n T )

(1, o) Vol —. = ) (3.13)
; \/ﬁ

no| ()%

(n1,tr)=1

Now, we proceed by introducing a new amplifier 3. For any S > 1, we define another set
of moduli s by

s ={9 <s<2Sis prime, (s, MP) =1, and (s,t) =1 for any ¢ € t},

with s = S < S/log S to be chosen optimally in the sequel. Here, as before the sequence
{Bs}s is of moduli at most one, supported on the set s and satisfies that

éZBsx(S) =1

SES

By an assembly with this new amplifier, the multiple sum (3.I3)) is transformed into

VM ()Y (PM)
S(TR)? s;ta BsVe ; x(7) . n%;tr —go(tr)
(r,P)=1

; T*<@7HO)W,L\/%)w(n§)Wi(ﬂ L)

n=noni
nol(tr)>°
(n1,tr)=1
The manoeuvre for the next stage is to resort to the formula (3.2) twice. Let 1 < R* < TR
be a parameter which will be explicitly determined later. The display above thus turns
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nto
VM ()Y (PM)
S(TRY Sesztgﬁs% ; X(T)wgﬁ o(tr)
(r,P)=1
v Anm LD [t ey, (15T r
nZZI T (¢>n0) \/ﬁ {R*T(J) r*21¢(r) ( tr ) ('R,*)
nol(in)>

1 _ ~(VR* n o r
_ % ZKlng(V, 7’L87t’f’) 7/(7_7?/) }Wi (7, ﬁ),

v>1

where 7 i is a Schwarz functlon which behaves like U, and ¥ denotes its Fourier transform
given by ”// = Jor ¥ (y)e(zy)dy such that ”//( ) = 1. Observe that

! Z (B, mo)r (T PM)

i X (M) S Bt Pa)

z,y mod tr 1 mod tr

= Kly(r*PM, 1; tr).
We are thus led to the following two terms

SNondo I(X M P) 87\—/7:7?/* Z BS’}/t Z ZZAH n,l,l

sestet 7“21 r*>1n>1
(r,P)=

nsr* N * r
€< o )KIQ(PMT' ,1,tr)"V<R*)7/i<7 ﬁ)’
and

SNonde 2(XMP Z 65'% Z ZZAH n,l,l

365 tet 7"21 v>1 n>1
(r,P)=

~(VR" r
(s, V,n7tr)”//<7,R)Wi <W ﬁ) (3.14)

with

C(s,m,n;q) = Z* e(w)Klg(?M% 1;9) (3.15)

v mod ¢ q

for any integers s,m,n,q > 1 with (s,q) = 1.
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In the rest of the paper, we will continue to assume that

R<S, S+T<R'<TR. (3.16)

3.1.1. Bounding Slj]von'de"l. Let us now begin with estimating the term ng’“‘de"l. By ap-
plying the GL(4)-Voronoi formula, together with Lemma 2.2], this term turns out to be
bounded by

\/M AH m d27d1
CZIT Bs

R X 'R
(3.17)

- . * d2d3
Kly(— s P, m: dy, do, tr) Kly(PMr*, 1; t7) 7/( " ) Wi( 4 )

where

W (x,r) = U(r)/1 /R+ (;/;g():g;s e(4(ty)Y* £ 4(tz)Y*)
Wi (87 (ty) V) WiE (8 (t) V) dydt

for any z,7 € R*. One might identify % as a Schwarz function, which behaves like one

2 0 LW, (x,r) < X° for any 4,j > 0. As hinted before,
for the purpose of gaining an effective control over the magnitude of the sum (B.I7) the
main focus is enough to be on the focal situation where d; = dy = 1. The expression in

(B.I7) is dominated by

s O B Y0 ()Y Z%mg(—sr*ﬁ e tr)

565 tet r>1 r*>1 m>1

(r,P)=1
— r* m r
Kly(PMr*, 1;tr) ”/(R )Wi (X R)

We now introduce a smooth weight by letting ¢(z) € Cg°(R,R™) be a function supported
on [X7¢/2,5X¢/2], identical to one for z € [X ¢, 2X¢|, with the bounded derivatives.
Via interchanging the order of sums and then applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to
get rid of Fourier coefficients Ap(m,1,1) with the help of the bound of “Ramanujan on
average” Y+ |An(m,b, c)|?< Pe(beX)*e (see, e.g., [4, Section 3]), we arrive at

VM

Syl (X, M, P) < AY2(X, P, M), (3.18)
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where A(X, P, M) is given by

Zcb( )Z T T S Y

m>1 81,52€58 r1,ro>1
ttact (r1,r2,P)=1

Z Klg(—slri‘ﬁ, m; tlrl) KIQ(FMTI, 1; tlrl) Klg(—Sg’F;F, m; t2’l“2)

ri,ry>1
m 7T m To
7 (eR) (@)% 7)

Here, L > 1 is a parameter to be chosen after a while. This is reminiscent of the ‘Maass
transfer trick’ given by Munshi [I5] and the trick of Blomer and Leung [2), Section 5]. We
are in a position to exploit Poisson summation with the modulus ¢,t27175 to the sum over
n. Note that R < 7T; this implies that (¢;t9,7172) = 1. The m-sum is essentially converted
into

X1iter, _ . - .
Z Z Klg(—PSl’Fl,’y;tl’l“l)Klg(—PSQ’I“Q,’)/;tQ’I“g)6 -

titariry
|h| < (t1tarire)ite /XL v mod titarira

KIQ(FMT;, 1;t27’2) 7/(

vh

We will choose L = PY/2+100 5o that the non-zero frequences do not exist, upon recalling
([B-8) which shows that M'~*v/P <« TR < M'*¢y/P. With this, we find that ¢; = ¢,, and,
moreover, (ry,r) = 1 which implies 7, = ry; otherwise, the sum is (negligibly) small, on
account of the fact that >, 4, Kls(¢t, 1; g) essentially ‘vanishes’ for any integers £,q > 1.
Assume that ¢t = t9 =t and r; = ro = r, say. By Poisson summation with the modulus
tr, it thus follows that the quantity we are faced with actually is the following

Xl—l—s\/_
TR

Z |Bs1ﬁszf7t‘2 Z Z Kl2 PMTDLT'T) Kl2(PMT2717tT)

s152€5 (B T
S Klg(—Psyr, s tr) Kly(—Poyrs, i) 7 (2, 22 1),
g mod tr R* R* R

(3.19)
with 7°(z,y,2) = ¥ (2) ¥ (y)U(2) for any z,y,z € R*.

—When sy = sy and r{ = r3. Note that ris; = r3s, mod tr. If 1y = 79, then 51 = s9,
upon recalling the pre-condition (3.16). In this case, the sum A(X, P, M) is estimated as

< XEVP ST IBwd D D KL (PMr* 15tr)|* Y [Kls(=Psr®, g5 tr)?
TR st 2 y Ly 3 s J

ses tet r~R r*~R* g mod tr (320)

< XVPSRY(TR)

titoriro

)
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—When sy # sy and r] # r3. Next, we consider r; # r3; this implies s; # s5. The
display (3.19) is controlled by

< X"VP(TR) Y 1B4Buul?d | D Kh(PMry, Litr)

S1,82€85,t€t r>1 riri>1

_ ry o rs T
K].Q(PMT;, 1, t?”) 17«1‘57‘532§ mod tr /Vb (721* ) 7?/2* ’ ﬁ) .

Observe that

Z Kly(PM7} 8957, 1;tr)Klo(PMr3, 1;tr) Z ”/(;é) ”V(;;i)

r5>1 ri>1

1 25251 od
(/r) 0 ,7—,72 R l—e

<

D = lh
Z Klg(PMths_l, 17 t’f’) KIQ(PMFL, ]_’ t’r‘) 6<;) '
A mod tr

by invoking Poisson summation with the modulus ¢r to the rj-sum. Now, if ¢ = 0, this
shows that s; = s9 mod tr and thence s; = so. We thus return to the former situation.
We will be devoted to the non-zero frequences in what follows. By the estimate for the
triple sum

h
> Kly(m, 1;tr) K12(n%1;(J)€<%) < (myn,q)"*(m —n,h,q)'?¢***  (3.21)

v mod ¢q

for any integers m,n,h,q > 1 (see, e.g., [L1, Section 4]), the contribution from this case
is bounded at most by a quantity

<X'"VP(TR)*  sup D 1BaBaoul® D ()P )

17
é<<TR/R* N s1,52€5,tet r>1

(r,P)=1

< XEVP(TR)Y?+E82,

Combining with ([3.20) and (3.I8]) shows that
Non-de.,1 \/M

(X, M, P —
SH ( ) ) )<< S(TR)2R*
VMPUT VM(TRP) )
SR~ R '

1/2
(X" VPSR (TR)! + X'**VP(TR)"2+8?)

< X1/2+E< (3.22)

3.1.2. Bounding Sﬁvon_de"’g. In this part, we shall turn to handling the term Sg"“‘de-’?, the
exact expression of which has been given as in (B.I4]). By interchanging the order of sums
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and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, one finds

vM
(TR)?>—=S
where the multiple sum B(X, P, M) is given by

B(X, P, M) Z¢< ) Yo BaBurn¥m Y x(r)x(r)
s81,82€8,t1,ta€t

Sgon—de.,Z(X’ M, P) < Bl/Q(X’ P’ M)’ (323)

n>1 ri,ro>1
(r1,r2,P)=1
- R*
Z C(s1,v1,n5t171) €(S2, Vo, My tars) ¥ -
TR
v1,v22>1
n o ~ (Vg R* no Ty
Wil —. = |V y/ 4
i(JV’R) (TR) i(w R)

(3.24)

Recall that the co-primality relation (f1t3,7179) = 1 holds. We find that there is only
one scenario, namely t; = ty and r; = 79, need to be taken into account (as far as the
dominated contribution is concerned), upon recalling the explicit expression of € presented
in (B10), and employing the philosophy that Z,Y mod ¢ K12(@7, 15 ¢) “vanishes’ essentially
for any integers a,q > 1. Now, if one puts t; = t; =t and r; = ro = r, say, by applying
Poisson summation with the modulus ¢r, the n-sum is essentially simplified into a form
of the following

N -
<<(t7,,>71_5 Z Q:(Slayla];tr)Q:(SQaVQa];tr)a

7 mod tr

upon noticing that the non-zero frequences do not exist anymore. Upon resorting to the
expression (B.15), the inner-sum over j turns out to be

&,p mod tr tr g mod tr tr
=tr Z KIQ(FMf,]_;t’l")Klz(FMS2S—1€’1;tr)6<(l/1—z—28281)§).
r

& mod tr
Next, we will proceed the argument by distinguishing two different situations.

— When sy = sy and vy = vy. In this case, recalling ([3.24]) one finds the multiple sum
B(X, P, M) is dominated by

(TR > B> Yo Y Y KL(PME, L))

s€stet 7€ZL2o v~TR/R* £ mod tr
(T,P):l (325)

L (TR)*™ENS/R*.
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—When sy # s and v1 # v5. Next, let us take care of the case where s; # so, 11 # Vs
this case will provide another significant contribution to B(X, P, M). By appealing to the
estimate (3:21), one infers that

BX,P.M) < (TR)'""/ > BBuul®d. D>, >

s1,52€5,t€t r~R vi,ve~TR/R* £ mod tr

Klp(PME, 15 tr) Klo(PMso5i€, 1; tr) e<(’/l_:—25281)5)
,

< (TRH S BB S () (s — s, 1)

$1,52€8,t€t re~R v1,va~TR/R*
< (TR)Y?+e N/ S? /R,

Observe that, here, s11q # $avy; otherwise, si|vp and ss|vy which cannot occur provided
that TR/R* < S. This is already guaranteed by the final choice of R* in (8.33]) below.
Together with (B.25]), we are thus allowed to find

B(X,P,M) < (TR)** N¥S/R* + (TR)"* =¥ S?/R**.
This yields

4./ 17/4
‘Sgon—de.ﬂ()(7 M, P) < S\/M <(TR) SP + S(TR) P)

(TR)? X

XR* R* X
i 9/8 1 73/4
<<X1/2+5(P M+P/M/)’
VSER* R*
upon combining with (3:23)), (3:25) and (B.8). It is clear that this estimate is larger than
that for Sy ' (X, M, P) as shown in (3:22). In summary, we conclude that
PVM  POSMBA
¥ )
SR* R

(3.26)

Sgon—de.(X’ M’ P) < X1/2+E < (327)

3.2. Treatment of SP"a. In this subsection, we will atempt to seek a sharp estimate
for SR, Recall [B.5). It is straightforward to verify that

2 1 ~ r ~ r
Dua. 1 2 _
S (XM P <y 2. U(M/R)U<M/R) >
r1,r2>1

t1,t2€t

> Koy (r1,Fm; M) Kly o (73, Ean; M) V(%) (3.28)

n>1

By appealing to Poisson summation with the modulus M, the last line above is
V(0)X

<

Z Klz,x(ﬁ,a& M) K12,X(7“2,E5§ M)7

6 mod M
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where V is the Fourier transform of V given by V = Jor V(z)e(zyX/M)dz, and it
is noticeable that the zero-frequence only survives, since the resultlng length of the dual
sum after Poisson is roughly <. M /X < 1. As of now, let us take a quick glance at
the exact form of the J-sum. Via opening the Kloosterman sums and executing the §-sum,
the d-sum above asymptotically equals

t —t
tl MH H Z (1711—2712>B) <<]\41+E |(t2’f’1—t1’l“2,M)|.

>0 az”M B mod p %

Therefore, we infer that the multiple sum on the right-hand side of ([3.:28) is controlled by

<<AXV1+a Z Z t2’f’1—t1’f’2,M).

0<r1,roKM/R t1,l2€t
tor1 >tirg

One verifies that the non-generic terms t; = ty, 7y = ro such that tor; = t;ry provide a

quantity by <. X' M?TR™1; whilst, the generic terms (namely, the terms such that
tory # t1719), however, contribute an amount < X*¢(7T MR 1)2. This reveals that

1 1
Sp"™ (X, M, P) < X*VMX (— + —)
i ) VIR R

1 T1+€
< ﬁ(pm_g + W)’ (3.29)

upon recalling (B.8]).

3.3. Treatment of SL°¢. In this part, we are left with handling the term S;°® in (3:0).
Write r — rP* with ¢« > 1. One can recast (3.0]) as

|log R/log P|

Fo s L T DG ) () (%)

tet r>1 n>1

Here, the focal point is to analyze the situation where ¢+ = 1; an entirely analogous analysis
will, however, produce a much relatively smaller magnitude for the case of ¢+ > 2. We shall
proceed by an argument which bears some resemblances to that for S?" in the preceding
paragraphs. In the light of this, we briefly outline the proof. Indeed, whenever ¢+ = 1,
one invokes the Voronoi formula, Theorem 2.1l to the n-sum above. This quickly yields
(essentially)

An(m, dy, dy)
TngZ%ZX Z Z Z 1-ITn/ d22d31

tet r>1 di|M da|M/dy m>1

2 73 P
Kl?)(_tr?n;dlad% )W:I:<mdd L )

"R
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with the parameter ¥ = M*P/X'¢. Notice that d; = 1, in view of that N < M3X—.
We will concentrate on the salient scenario where dy = 1, from which the dominated
contribution of Sgeg' thus can be captured. Now, interchanging the order of sums, followed
by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies that the multiple sum above is bounded by the
square-root of

X Z x(r1) 2%1%22615( )Klz% (—tiry,n; M)

r1,ro>1 t1,ta€t n>1

P P
KLy (—tyre 30 W(]A?) 7/(7?) (3.30)

where the weight function ¢ is as before. Observe that M < N X Equipping with the
Possion shows that the zero-frequence only exists; this implies that t;r1 = tyry mod M.
If ri = ro mod M, it follows that the contribution to Sgeg' (X, P, M) is

1/2
€ b [ X S X ]

r<R/P tet v mod M
< /XP_3/4+€,

upon recalling that (t;71tere, M) =1 and R, T < M by ([B.7). On the other hand, when
r1 # ro mod M, the contribution is majorized by

1 N o 1/2
< rrmeie X L humEl X Kkanaan?]

r1,r2KR/P t1,ta€t v mod M
t1=toroT1 mod M

VXR

< i (3.31)

3.4. The endgame. At the end of this paper, we are ready to finish the proof of Theorem
L2l By combining with (B.3]) and the estimates in (3.27), (8.29) and (3.31]), one infers that

Su(X, M, P) P\/M+P9/8M3/4 Tite

X172+ SR R AP
(3.32)
1 VR
+ = + W1P<R>

provided that R < S+T < R* < TR, and R+T < M with RT = X/M. A brute-force
computation shows that, for the sake of securing the widest ranges of the parameters P, M
to ensure subconvexity, it is necessary that

MP?
S

+ S+ T+ PEM* < R* < MVP, (3.33)
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with VM P41 /P < T < V/MP, VM < R < T + P%? and VM + P¥? < S <
v/PM. This implies that the choices of the parameters R, R*,S and T should be

X « 1-e 1-100e
R=mmpn R=M VP, S=M VP, T=vVMP* (3.34)
for any 0 < u < 1/2, whereby the right-hand side of (8:32)) turns out to be
([P P® 1 1 M4
<X ( M - M1/4 * p/4 * P1/2—n * P1+u/2)' (3:35)

This estimate above is trivial unless MY #+20) < P < M?/® for any u < 1/2, as elaborated
in Theorem
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