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HYBRID SUBCONVEXITY BOUNDS FOR TWISTS OF GL2 ×GL2

L-FUNCTIONS

CHENCHEN SHAO AND HUIMIN ZHANG

Abstract. In this paper, we prove hybrid subconvexity bounds for GL2 × GL2 Rankin–
Selberg L-functions twisted by a primitive Dirichlet character χ modulo a prime power, in
the t and depth aspects.

1. Introduction

The subconvexity problem for general L-functions is one of the central questions in analytic
number theory and it has many applications in number theory. Let f and g be holomorphic
or Maass cusp forms for SL2(Z) with normalized Fourier coefficients λf(n) and λg(n) respec-
tively. Let χ be a primitive Dirichlet character of prime power conductor pκ with p prime.
The GL2 ×GL2 ×GL1 Rankin–Selberg L-function is defined by

L (s, f × g × χ) = L(2s, χ2)

∞
∑

n=1

λf(n)λg(n)χ(n)

ns
,

for Re(s) > 1. And this L-function has an analytic continuation to the whole complex plane.
The subconvexity problem for GL2 × GL2 × GL1 L-functions is to obtain a bound of the
form

L

(

1

2
+ it, f × g × χ

)

≪ (pκ(|t|+ 1))1−δ+ε

with 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1.
The convexity bounds correspond to the bounds with δ = 0, which follow from the func-

tional equation and the Phragmén–Lindelöf convexity principle. The Lindelöf hypothesis is
the statement with δ = 1.

The literature on the subconvexity problem is rich and the first result can be traced
back over 100 years ago. For the GL1 case, Weyl [24] proved a subconvexity bound for
Riemann zeta function. Burgess [6] proved a subconvexity bound for Dirichlet L-functions.
For GL2 case, see Michel–Venkatesh [21] and the references therein. Many progress on GL3

L-functions has been made in the past ten years (see [3], [17], [19], [20], [11], etc.).
Subconvexity for GL2×GL2 L-functions have been solved by many number theorists. For

the t-aspect, see Bernstein–Reznikov [2], Acharya–Sharma–Singh [1], Blomer–Jana–Nelson
[4], Huang–Sun–Zhang [10]. For the depth aspect, see Sun [22].
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In this paper, we extend the techniques to prove hybrid subconvexity bounds for twists
of GL2 ×GL2 L-functions, which generalizes the best known bounds using delta method in
the depth aspect and in the t-aspect simultaneously.

Theorem 1.1. Let f and g be holomorphic or Maass cusp forms for SL2(Z) and let χ be a
primitive Dirichlet character of prime power conductor pκ with p an odd prime and κ > 12.
The following hybrid subconvexity bound holds:

L

(

1

2
+ it, f × g × χ

)

≪ε p
3
4 (pκ)1−

1
16

+ε(|t|+ 1)1−
1
10

+ε.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Professors Valentin Blomer, Bin-
grong Huang and Lilu Zhao for many helpful comments and encouragement. The authors
also thank Dr. Xinchen Miao for pointing out some references. A large part of this research
is finished when Huimin Zhang is visiting the University of Bonn. She is grateful to the
China Scholarship Council for supporting her studies at the University of Bonn, and also
thanks Mathematical Institute of the University of Bonn for their hospitality.

Notation. Throughout the paper, the letters ε and A denote arbitrarily small and large
positive constants, respectively, not necessarily the same at different occurrences. We use
A ≍ B to mean that c1B ≤ |A| ≤ c2B for some positive constants c1 and c2. The symbol
≪a,b,c denotes that the implied constant depends at most on a, b and c. As usual, e(x) = e2πix

and q ∼ R means R < q ≤ 2R.

2. Outline of the proof

We give a brief sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1. In section 4.1, after using the approx-
imate functional equation, we are left with estimating the sum

S(N) =
∑

n∼N

λf(n)λg(n)n
−itχ(n)

with N ≪ p2κt2. In section 4.2, we apply the conductor lowering mechanism for the depth
aspect, and apply a version of the delta method of Duke, Friedlander and Iwaniec to decouple
the oscillations. For simplicity we consider the generic case, i.e. N = p2κt2 and q ∼ Q =
√

N/pλK with (q, p) = 1, then we essentially have

S(N) ≈
∫

u∼1

1

Qpλ

∑

q∼Q
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑⋆

a(mod qpλ)

∑

n∼N

λg(n)e

(

− na

qpλ

)

e

(

− nu

Qqpλ

)

·
∑

m∼N

λf(m)m−itχ(m)e

(

ma

qpλ

)

e

(

mu

Qqpλ

)

du.

Trivially we have S(N) ≪ N2. Note that we don’t need the conductor lowering trick for the
t-aspect as [1], in fact, the u-integral above plays the same role.

Next we apply the GL2 Voronoi summation formula on the sums over n and m in section
5. For the n-sum, we roughly arrive at

S1 =
∑

n∼N

λg(n)e

(

− na

qpλ

)

e

(

− nu

Qqpλ

)

≈ N

qpλ

∞
∑

n=1

λg(n)e

(

an

qpλ

)

Φ1

(

nN

q2p2λ

)

,
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for certain weight function Φ1. The conductor is K2Q2p2λ, so the dual length becomes

n ≍ K2Q2p2λ

N
= Kpλ. By Lemma 5.1, we can trivially estimate the dual sum as N

Qpλ
·Kpλ ·

(KpλN
Q2p2λ

)−1/2. So we save N1/2

pλ/2K1/2 from n-sum. By the stationary phase method, we save K1/2

from the u-integral. And for the m-sum, we get

S2 ≈
N

qpκ

∑

m

λf(m)e

(−a∗m

qpκ

)

Φ2

(

mN

q2p2κ

)

,

for certain weight function Φ2. The conductor is t
2Q2p2κ, and hence the dual length becomes

m ≍ t2Q2p2κ

N
= t2

K
p2κ−λ. By Lemma 3.5, we can trivially estimate the dual sum as N

qpκ
·

( N
q2p2κ

)−1/4 · ( t2Q2p2κ

N
)3/4 · t−1/2. So we save N1/2pλ/2K1/2

pκt
from m-sum.

Because of a Ramanujan sum appearing in the character sum and assuming square-root
cancellation for the remaining part of the character sum, until now we have saved

N1/2

pλ/2K1/2
×K1/2 × N1/2pλ/2K1/2

pκt
×Qpλ/2 ∼ N.

So we are on the convex bound and need to save a little more.
After an application of the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the Poisson summation formula

to the sum over m in Section 6, we arrive at

S(N) ≪ Q

p(κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1











∑

n1≍ N
Q2

|λg(n1)|2
∑

n2≍ N
Q2

n2≡n1 mod q

R2pκt2

Nq

∑

m∈Z
C(m,n1, n2) · I(m,n1, n2)











1/2

for certain character sum C(m,n1, n2) in (6.4) and integral transform I(m,n1, n2) in (6.5).

In total, we save
(

pλK
Q

)1/2

= p3λ/4−κ/2K3/4

t1/2
from the zero frequency and save

(

pκt2pκ−λ

QK2

)1/2

×
(

pκ+λ

p
5κ
2
−(κ−λ)

)1/2

×K1/4 = p
κ−λ
4

t1/2

K1/2

from the non-zero frequencies. So the optimal choice for λ and K are given by λ = 3κ/4
and K = t4/5. In total, we have saved N × pκ/16t1/10. It follows that

S(N) ≪ N1/2p
3
4 (pκ)1−

1
16

+ε(|t|+ 1)1−
1
10

+ε.

3. Preliminaries

3.1. The delta method. Define δ : Z → {0, 1} with δ(0) = 1 and δ(n) = 0 for n 6= 0. We
will use a version of the delta method of Duke, Friedlander and Iwaniec (see [13, Chapter
20]) which states that for any n ∈ Z and Q ∈ R

+, we have

δ(n) =
1

Q

∑

q≤Q

1

q

∑⋆

a mod q

e

(

na

q

)
∫

R

g(q, u)e

(

nu

qQ

)

du (3.1)
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where the ⋆ on the sum indicates that the sum over a is restricted to (a, q) = 1. The function
g has the following properties (see (20.158) and (20.159) of [13] and [9, Lemma 15])

g(q, u) ≪ |u|−A, g(q, u) = 1 + h(q, u) with h(q, u) = O

(

Q

q

(

q

Q
+ |u|

)A
)

(3.2)

for any A > 1 and

uj ∂j

∂uj
g(q, u) ≪ (logQ)min

{

Q

q
,
1

|u|

}

, j ≥ 1. (3.3)

In particular the first property in (3.2) implies that the effective range of the integration in
(3.1) is [−Qε, Qε].

Sun [22] shows a new variant of delta method, which can reduce Q to a smaller value by
an idea of Munshi [19].

Lemma 3.1. [22, Lemma 1] Suppose λ ≥ 1. Let U0 ∈ C∞
c (−4, 4) be a smooth positive

function with U0(x) = 1 if x ∈ [−2, 2] and satisfying U
(j)
0 (x) ≪j 1. Then

δ(n) =
λ
∑

k=0

1

Q

∑

q≤Q
(q,p)=1

1

qpλ

∑⋆

a mod qpλ−k

e

(

na

qpλ−k

)
∫

R

U0

( u

N ε

)

g(q, u)e

(

nu

Qqpλ

)

du

+

[logQ/ log p]
∑

r=1

1

Q

∑

q≤Q/pr

(q,p)=1

1

qpλ+r

∑⋆

a mod qpλ+r

e

(

na

qpλ+r

)

∫

R

U0

( u

N ε

)

g(prq, u)e

(

nu

Qqpλ+r

)

du+OA(N
−A)

for any A > 0.

Proof. See [22, Lemma 1]. �

First we recall some basic results on automorphic forms for GL2 (see e.g. [8]).

3.2. Holomorphic cusp forms for GL2. Let f be a holomorphic cusp form of weight kf
for SL2(Z) with Fourier expansion

f(z) =
∞
∑

n=1

λf(n)n
(kf−1)/2e(nz)

for Im z > 0, normalized such that λf(1) = 1. By the Ramanujan–Petersson conjecture
proved by Deligne [7], we have λf(n) ≪ τ(n) ≪ nε with τ(n) being the divisor function.

For ϕ(x) ∈ Cc(0,∞), we set

Φ(x) = 2πikf
∫ ∞

0

ϕ(y)Jkf−1(4π
√
xy)dy, (3.4)

where Jkf−1 is the usual J-Bessel function of order kf − 1. We have the following Voronoi
summation formula (see [16, Theorem A.4]).
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Lemma 3.2. Let q ∈ N and a ∈ Z be such that (a, q) = 1. For N > 0, we have
∞
∑

n=1

λf (n)e

(

an

q

)

ϕ
( n

N

)

=
N

q

∞
∑

n=1

λf(n)e

(

−an

q

)

Φ

(

nN

q2

)

,

where a denotes the multiplicative inverse of a modulo q.

The function Φ(x) has the following asymptotic expansion when x ≫ 1 (see [18, Lemma
3.2]).

Lemma 3.3. For any fixed integer J ≥ 1 and x ≫ 1, we have

Φ(x) = x−1/4

∫ ∞

0

ϕ(y)y−1/4

J
∑

j=0

cje(2
√
xy) + dje(−2

√
xy)

(xy)j/2
dy +Okf ,J

(

x−J/2−3/4
)

,

where cj and dj are constants depending on kf .

3.3. Maass cusp forms for GL2. Let f be a Hecke–Maass cusp form for SL2(Z) with
Laplace eigenvalue 1/4 + t2f . Then f has a Fourier expansion

f(z) =
√
y
∑

n 6=0

λf(n)Kitf (2π|n|y)e(nx),

where Kitf is the modified Bessel function of the third kind. The Fourier coefficients satisfy

λf (n) ≪ nθ+ε, (3.5)

where, here and throughout the paper, θ denotes the exponent towards the Ramanujan
conjecture for GL2 Maass forms. The Ramanujan conjecture states that θ = 0 and the
current record due to Kim and Sarnak [14] is θ = 7/64. It is well-known that

∑

n≤N

|λf(n)|2 ≪f N (3.6)

by the Rankin–Selberg theory.
For ϕ(x) ∈ C∞

c (0,∞), we define the integral transforms

Φ+(x) =
−π

sin(πitf )

∫ ∞

0

ϕ(y)
(

J2itf (4π
√
xy)− J−2itf (4π

√
xy)
)

dy,

Φ−(x) =4εf cosh(πtf )

∫ ∞

0

ϕ(y)K2itf (4π
√
xy)dy,

(3.7)

where εf is an eigenvalue under the reflection operator. We have the following Voronoi
summation formula (see [16, Theorem A.4]).

Lemma 3.4. Let q ∈ N and a ∈ Z be such that (a, q) = 1. For N > 0, we have
∞
∑

n=1

λf (n)e

(

an

q

)

ϕ
( n

N

)

=
N

q

∑

±

∞
∑

n=1

λf(n)e

(

∓an

q

)

Φ±
(

nN

q2

)

,

where a denotes the multiplicative inverse of a modulo q.

For x ≫ 1, we have (see (3.8) in [18])

Φ−(x) ≪tf ,A x−A. (3.8)

For Φ+(x) and x ≫ 1, we have a similar asymptotic formula as for Φ(x) in the holomorphic
case (see [18, Lemma 3.4]).
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Lemma 3.5. For any fixed integer J ≥ 1 and x ≫ 1, we have

Φ+(x) = x−1/4

∫ ∞

0

ϕ(y)y−1/4

J
∑

j=0

cje(2
√
xy) + dje(−2

√
xy)

(xy)j/2
dy +Otf ,J

(

x−J/2−3/4
)

,

where cj and dj are some constants depending on tf .

Remark 3.6. For x ≫ N ε, we can choose J sufficiently large so that the contribution from
the O-terms in Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 is negligible. For the main terms we only need to analyze
the leading term j = 0, as the analysis of the remaining lower order terms is the same and
their contribution is smaller compared to that of the leading term.

Notice that Lemma 3.5 are only valid for x ≫ N ε. So we also need the facts which state
that, for y > 0, k ≥ 0 and Re ν = 0, one has (see [16, Lemma C.2])

ykJ (k)
ν (y) ≪k,ν

1

(1 + y)1/2
,

ykK(k)
ν (y) ≪k,ν

e−y(1 + | log y|)
(1 + y)1/2

.

(3.9)

3.4. Estimates for exponential integrals. Let

I =

∫

R

w(y)eih(y)dy.

Firstly, we have the following estimates for exponential integrals (see [5, Lemma 8.1]).

Lemma 3.7. Let w(x) be a smooth function supported on [a, b] and h(x) be a real smooth
function on [a, b]. Suppose that there are parameters Q,U, Y, Z,R > 0 such that

h(i)(x) ≪i Y/Q
i, w(j)(x) ≪j Z/U

j,

for i ≥ 2 and j ≥ 0, and

|h′(x)| ≥ R.

Then for any A ≥ 0 we have

I ≪A (b− a)Z

(

Y

R2Q2
+

1

RQ
+

1

RU

)A

.

Next, we need the following evaluation for exponential integrals which are Lemma 8.1 and
Proposition 8.2 of [5] in the language of inert functions (see [15, Lemma 3.1]).

Let F be an index set, Y : F → R≥1 and under this map T 7→ YT be a function of T ∈ F .
A family {wT}T∈F of smooth functions supported on a product of dyadic intervals in R

d
>0 is

called Y -inert if for each j = (j1, . . . , jd) ∈ Z
d
≥0 we have

C(j1, . . . , jd) = sup
T∈F

sup
(y1,...,yd)∈Rd

>0

Y −j1−···−jd
T

∣

∣

∣
yj11 · · · yjdd w

(j1,...,jd)
T (y1, . . . , yd)

∣

∣

∣
< ∞.

Lemma 3.8. Suppose that w = wT (y) is a family of Y -inert functions, with compact support
on [Z, 2Z], so that w(j)(y) ≪ (Z/Y )−j. Also suppose that h is smooth and satisfies h(j)(y) ≪
H/Zj for some H/X2 ≥ R ≥ 1 and all y in the support of w.

(1) If |h′(y)| ≫ H/Z for all y in the support of w, then I ≪A ZR−A for A arbitrarily
large.
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(2) If h′′(y) ≫ H/Z2 for all y in the support of w, and there exists y0 ∈ R such that
h′(y0) = 0 (note y0 is necessarily unique), then

I =
eih(y0)
√

h′′(y0)
F (y0) +OA(ZR

−A), (3.10)

where F (y0) is an Y -inert function (depending on A) supported on y0 ≍ Z.

Finally, we also need the rth derivative test with r ≥ 2 (see [12, Lemma 5.1.3, Lemma
5.1.4]).

Lemma 3.9. Let h(x) be real and r times differentiable on the open interval (a, b) with
h(r)(x) ≫ λ0 > 0 on (a, b). Let w(x) be real on [a, b] and let V0 be its total variation on [a, b]
plus the maximum modulus of w(x) on [a, b]. Then

I ≪ V0

λ0
1/r

.

4. Setting

Now we start to prove Theorem 1.1.

4.1. Approximate functional equation. By the approximate functional equation [13,
Theorem 5.3], we have

L

(

1

2
+ it, f × g × χ

)

≪ (pκt)ε sup
N≪(pκt)2+ε

S(N)

N1/2
+ (pκt)−A (4.1)

for A > 0. Here

S(N) =
∞
∑

n=1

λf (n)λg(n)n
−itχ(n)W

( n

N

)

with W some fixed smooth functions supported in [1, 2] and satisfying W (j)(x) ≪j 1. Note
that by the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the Rankin–Selberg estimate (3.6), we have the
trivial bound S(N) ≪f,g,ε N . Therefore our goal is to obtain any extra savings on this trivial
bound at this point.

4.2. Applying DFI’s delta method. We write

S(N) =

∞
∑

n=1

λg(n)V
( n

N

)

∞
∑

m=1

λf(m)m−itχ(m)W
(m

N

)

δ(m− n),
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where V is a smooth function supported in [1/2, 5/2], V (x) = 1 for x ∈ [1, 2] and V (j)(x) ≪j 1

for any j ∈ N. Applying Lemma 3.1 with Q =
√

N/Kpλ, we express S(N) as

∞
∑

n=1

λg(n)V
( n

N

)

∞
∑

m=1

λf(m)m−itχ(m)W
(m

N

)

×
( λ
∑

k=0

1

Q

∑

q≤Q
(q,p)=1

1

qpλ

∑⋆

a mod qpλ−k

e

(

a(m− n)

qpλ−k

)

∫

R

U0

( u

N ε

)

g(q, u)e

(

(m− n)u

Qqpλ

)

du

+

[logQ/ log p]
∑

r=1

1

Q

∑

q≤Q/pr

(q,p)=1

1

qpλ+r

∑⋆

a mod qpλ+r

e

(

a(m− n)

qpλ+r

)

∫

R

U0

( u

N ε

)

g(prq, u)e

(

(m− n)u

Qqpλ+r

)

du

)

+OA(N
−A)

for any A > 0. Note that λ and K are parameters to be determined later with λ ∈ N (2 ≤
λ < κ) and 0 < K < t.

In the following we will only treat the terms with k = 0 and r = 0, because the terms
with k 6= 0 or r 6= 0 are lower order terms that can be handled by the same way. Inserting
a smooth partition of unity for the u-integral and a dyadic partition for the q-sum, we have

S(N) ≪ N ε sup
X≪Nε

sup
1≪R≪Q

|S♭(N)|+N−A (4.2)

for any A > 0, where

S♭(N) =

∞
∑

n=1

λg(n)V
( n

N

)

∞
∑

m=1

λf(m)m−itχ(m)W
(m

N

)

× 1

Q

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

qpλ

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

e

(

a(m− n)

qpλ

)
∫

R

U

(±u

X

)

g(q, u)e

(

(m− n)u

Qqpλ

)

du.
(4.3)

Here U is a fixed compactly supported 1-inert function with suppU ⊂ [1, 2].
Rearranging the order of the sums and integrals in (4.3) we get

S♭(N) =
1

Q

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

qpλ

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

∫

R

U

(±u

X

)

g(q, u)
∞
∑

n=1

λg(n)e

(

− na

qpλ

)

e

(

− nu

Qqpλ

)

V
( n

N

)

×
∞
∑

m=1

λf (m)m−itχ(m)e

(

ma

qpλ

)

e

(

mu

Qqpλ

)

W
(m

N

)

du.

(4.4)
Without loss of generality, we only consider the contribution from u > 0 and t > 0 (the
contribution from u < 0 or t < 0 can be estimated similarly). By abuse of notation, we still
write the contribution from u > 0 and t > 0 as S♭(N).
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5. Voronoi summation formulas

In this section, we transform the m and n sums in (4.4) by Voronoi summation formulas.
We first apply the GL2 Voronoi summation formula to the n-sum

S1 :=
∞
∑

n=1

λg(n)e

(

− na

qpλ

)

e

(

− nu

Qqpλ

)

V
( n

N

)

.

Applying Lemma 3.4 with ϕ1(x) = e
(

− Nux
Qqpλ

)

V (x), we obtain that

S1 =
N

qpλ

∑

±

∞
∑

n=1

λg(n)e

(

± an

qpλ

)

Φ±
1

(

nN

q2p2λ

)

(5.1)

where if g is holomorphic, Φ+
1 (y) = Φ1(y) with Φ1(y) given by (3.4) and Φ−

1 (y) = 0, while
for g a Hecke–Maass cusp form, Φ±

1 (y) are given by (3.7).

Lemma 5.1. (1) For y = nN
q2p2λ

≫ N ε, we have Φ−
1 (y) ≪ N−A. For y = nN

q2p2λ
≫ N ε and

n ≍ Nu2

Q2 ≍ NX2

Q2 , we have

Φ+
1 (y) = y−

1
2V1

(

y
Q2q2p2λ

N2u2

)

e

(

y
Qqpλ

Nu

)

+O(N−A).

(2) For y = nN
q2p2λ

≪ N ε and NX
pλRQ

≫ N ε, we have Φ±
1 (y) ≪ N−A.

(3) For y = nN
q2p2λ

≪ N ε and NX
pλRQ

≪ N ε, we have Φ±
1 (y) ≪ N ε.

Proof. For y = nN
q2p2λ

≫ N ε, we know that Φ−
1 (y) ≪ N−A by (3.8), and

Φ+
1 (y) = y−

1
4

∫ ∞

0

V (ξ)ξ−
1
4 e

(

− Nu

Qqpλ
ξ + 2σ1

√

yξ

)

dξ +O(N−A) (5.2)

with σ1 = ±1. For Φ+
1 (y), it is negligibly small by repeated integration by parts unless√

y ≍ Nu
Qqpλ

and sgn σ1 = +, in which case we apply stationary phase method to the ξ-

integral in (5.2). Let

h1(ξ) = − Nu

Qqpλ
ξ + 2

√

yξ.

Then we have

h′
1(ξ) = − Nu

Qqpλ
+
√
yξ−1/2, h′′

1(ξ) = −1

2

√
yξ−3/2 ≍ √

y, h
(j)
1 (ξ) ≪j

√
y, j ≥ 3.

Note that the stationary point is ξ01 = yQ2q2p2λ

N2u2 and we have h1(ξ01) = yQqpλ

Nu
. Let w1(ξ) =

V (ξ) ξ−1/4. Then we have w
(j)
1 (ξ) ≪j 1 and suppw1 ⊂ [1/4, 4]. By Lemma 3.8(2), we obtain

that

Φ+
1 (y) = y−

1
2V1

(

y
Q2q2p2λ

N2u2

)

e

(

y
Qqpλ

Nu

)

+O(N−A), (5.3)

where V1 is an 1-inert function (depending on A) supported on ξ01 ≍ 1. Hence, case (1) is
proved.

For y = nN
q2p2λ

≪ N ε, by (3.7) we may regard Φ±
1 (y) as

Φ±
1 (y) =

∫ ∞

0

W (ξ)e

(

− Nuξ

Qqpλ

)

J±
g (yξ)dξ, (5.4)
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where

J+
g (y) =

−π

sin(πitg)

(

J2itg(4π
√
y)− J−2itg(4π

√
y)
)

,

and

J−
g (y) = 4εg cosh(πtg)K2itg(4π

√
y).

Then, by partial integration and (3.9), Φ±
1 (y) is negligible unless Nu

Qqpλ
≪ N ε, in which case

Φ±
1 (y) ≪ N ε. Therefore, case (2) and (3) are proved. �

According to Lemma 5.1, we first consider the estimations for the case nN
q2p2λ

≍
(

NX
RQpλ

)2 ≫
N ε. For the complementary range nN

q2p2λ
≪ N ε and NX

pλRQ
≪ N ε, we will analyse the contri-

bution of the case in §10.
Plugging (5.3) into (5.1), we find that the n-sum is asymptotically equal to

N
1
2

∑

n

λg(n)

n1/2
e

(

an

qpλ

)

V1

(

nQ2

Nu2

)

e

(

nQ

qpλu

)

,

and we have n ≍ Nu2

Q2 ≍ NX2

Q2 . Hence

S♭(N) =
N

1
2

Q

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

qpλ

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

λg(n)

n1/2
e

(

an

qpλ

)

∑

m

λf(m)χ(m)m−ite

(

am

qpλ

)

V
(m

N

)

·
∫

R

U
( u

X

)

g(q, u)V1

(

nQ2

Nu2

)

e

(

nQ

qpλu
+

mu

Qqpλ

)

du+O(N−A).

Making a change of variable u = Xξ, we have

I(X) = X

∫

R

U(ξ)g(q,Xξ)V1

(

nQ2

NX2ξ2

)

e

(

nQ

pλqXξ
+

mXξ

Qqpλ

)

dξ. (5.5)

Next, we apply stationary phase method to (5.5). Let

h2(ξ) =
nQ

pλqXξ
+

mXξ

Qqpλ
.

Then we have

h′
2(ξ) = − nQ

pλqXξ2
+

mX

Qqpλ
, h′′

2(ξ) =
2nQ

pλqXξ3
≍ NX

pλRQ
.

Let h′
2(ξ02) = 0. Then we have the stationary point ξ02 =

n1/2Q
m1/2X

and h2(ξ02) = 2m1/2n1/2

qpλ
. By

Lemma 3.8(2), we obtain that

I(X) = X

(

nQ

pλqX

)−1/2

V2

(

nQ2

mX2

)

e

(

2
m1/2n1/2

qpλ

)

+O(N−A), (5.6)
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where V2 is an 1-inert function (depending on A) supported on ξ02 ≍ 1. Hence

S♭(N) =
X

3
2N

1
2

Q
3
2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

(qpλ)1/2

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

λg(n)

n
e

(

an

qpλ

)

·
∑

m

λf(m)χ(m)m−ite

(

am

qpλ

)

V
(m

N

)

V2

(

nQ2

mX2

)

e

(

2
m1/2n1/2

qpλ

)

+O(N−A).

(5.7)
Let

S2 :=
∑

m

λf(m)χ(m)m−ite

(

am

qpλ

)

e

(

2
m1/2n1/2

qpλ

)

V
(m

N

)

V2

(

nQ2

mX2

)

.

By the Fourier expansion of χ in terms of additive characters, we have

S2 =
1

τ(χ)

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑

m

λf(m)e

(

(apκ−λ + cq)m

qpκ

)

m−ite

(

2
m1/2n1/2

qpλ

)

V
(m

N

)

V2

(

nQ2

mX2

)

.

Note that (apκ−λ + cq, q) = 1 and (apκ−λ + cq, p) = (cq, p) = 1. Thus (apκ−λ + cq, qpκ) = 1.
Denote a∗ = apκ−λ + cq.

Next, we apply the GL2 Voronoi summation formula in Lemma 3.4 with

ϕ2(x) = x−ite

(

2
N1/2n1/2

qpλ
x1/2

)

V (x) V2

(

nQ2

NX2x

)

and obtain that

S2 =
1

τ(χ)

N1−it

qpκ

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑

m

λf (m)e

(−a∗m

qpκ

)

Φ±
2

(

mN

q2p2κ

)

,

where Φ±
2 (y) are given by (3.7).

Lemma 5.2. If y = mN
q2p2κ

≪ N ε, then Φ±
2 (y) is negligible unless t ≍ N1/2n1/2

qpλ
≍ NX

pλRQ
.

Proof. For mN
q2p2κ

≪ N ε, by (3.7) we may regard Φ±
2 (y) as

Φ±
2 (y) =

∫ ∞

0

V (ξ)V2

(

nQ2

NX2ξ

)

e

(

−t log ξ

2π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ1/2
)

J±
f (yξ)dξ, (5.8)

where

J+
f (y) =

−π

sin(πitf )

(

J2itf (4π
√
y)− J−2itf (4π

√
y)
)

,

and

J−
f (y) = 4εf cosh(πtf)K2itf (4π

√
y).

Then, by partial integration together with (3.9), Φ±
2 (y) is negligible unless t ≍ N1/2n1/2

qpλ
≍

NX
pλRQ

. �

We will analyse the contribution of the case mN
q2p2κ

≪ N ε to S(N) in §10. In this section

we consider the estimations for the case mN
q2p2κ

≫ N ε.
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For y = mN
q2p2κ

≫ N ε, in view of (3.8), Φ−
2 (y) is negligible. By Lemma 3.5, we have

Φ+
2 (y) = y−

1
4

∫ ∞

0

V (ξ)V2

(

nQ2

NX2ξ

)

ξ−
1
4 e

(

−t log ξ

2π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ1/2 + 2σ2

√

yξ

)

dξ+O(N−A)

(5.9)
with σ2 = ±1. Making a change of variable ξ1/2 → ξ and taking y = mN

q2p2κ
, we obtain

Φ+
2

(

mN

q2p2κ

)

= 2

(

mN

q2p2κ

)− 1
4
∫ ∞

0

V3(ξ)e

(

−t log ξ

π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ + 2σ2

√
mN

qpκ
ξ

)

dξ +O(N−A),

where V3(ξ) = V (ξ2)V2

(

nQ2

NX2ξ2

)

ξ
1
2 is an 1-inert function.

By repeated integration by parts, one can truncate them-sum atm ≪ max{ t2R2p2κ

N
, NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2 }.
Hence, it is sufficient to estimate

N5/4−itX3/2

Q3/2τ(χ)p(κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

λg(n)

n

∑

m≪max{ t2R2p2κ

N
,NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2 }

λf(m)

m1/4

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

(

an

qpλ

)

·
∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)e

(−a∗m

qpκ

)
∫ ∞

0

V3(ξ)e

(

−t log ξ

π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ + 2σ2

N1/2m1/2

qpκ
ξ

)

dξ.

(5.10)

Note that

e

(−a∗m

qpκ

)

= e

(

−(apκ−λ + cq)m

qpκ

)

= e

(

−(apκ−λ + cq)mq̄

pκ

)

e

(

−ap2κ−λm

q

)

.

The character sum in (5.10) is

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

(

an

qpλ

)

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)e

(−a∗m

qpκ

)

=
∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑⋆

b mod pλ

e

(

−(apκ−λ + cq)mq̄

pκ
+

nq̄b̄

pλ

)

∑

d|q
n≡mpλp2κ−λ mod d

dµ
(q

d

)

.
(5.11)

Plugging (5.11) into (5.10), we are led to estimate

N5/4−itX3/2

Q3/2τ(χ)p(κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
dµ
(q

d

)

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

λg(n)

n

×
∑

m≪max{ t2R2p2κ

N
,NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2 }
n≡mpλp2κ−λ mod d

λf(m)

m1/4
C
∗(m,n, q)I(m,n, q)

(5.12)

with

C
∗(m,n, q) :=

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑⋆

b mod pλ

e

(

−(apκ−λ + cq)mq̄

pκ
+

nq̄b̄

pλ

)
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and

I(m,n, q) :=

∫ ∞

0

V3(ξ)e

(

−t log ξ

π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ + 2σ2

N1/2m1/2

qpκ
ξ

)

dξ.

6. Applying Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and Poisson summation formula

Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality to the m-sum in (5.12) and using the Rankin—
Selberg estimate in (3.6), we get

S♭(N) ≪ sup
M1≪max{ t2R2p2κ

N
,NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2 }

N5/4X3/2

Q3/2p(2κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d

·
∑

m∼M1

| λf (m) |
m1/4

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

n≡mpλp2κ−λ mod d

λg(n)

n
C
∗(m,n, q)I(m,n, q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≪ sup
M1≪max{ t2R2p2κ

N
,NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2 }

N5/4X3/2M
1/4
1

Q3/2p(2κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d · Σ(d, q)1/2,

(6.1)

where

Σ(d, q) :=
∑

m

W1

(

m

M1

) ∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

n≡mpλp2κ−λ mod d

λg(n)

n
C
∗(m,n, q)I(m,n, q)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

with W1 supported on [1, 2] and satisfying W
(j)
1 (x) ≪j 1. Expanding the absolute square

and switching the order of summations, we obtain

Σ(d, q) =
∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

λg(n1)

n1

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod d

λg(n2)

n2

∑

m≥1

m≡n1pλp2κ−λ mod d

W1

(

m

M1

)

· C∗(m,n1, q)C∗(m,n2, q)I(m,n1, q)I(m,n2, q).

Note that λg(n1)λg(n2) ≪ |λg(n1)|2 + |λg(n2)|2. Hence we have

Σ(d, q) ≪ Q4

N2X4

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2
∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod d

|K|, (6.2)

where

K =
∑

m≥1

m≡n1pλp2κ−λ mod d

W1

(

m

M1

)

C
∗(m,n1, q)C∗(m,n2, q)I(m,n1, q)I(m,n2, q).

Applying the Poisson summation formula with modulo dpκ, we get

K =
M1

dpκ

∑

m∈Z
C(m,n1, n2) · I(m,n1, n2), (6.3)
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where

C(m,n1, n2) =
∑

γ mod pκ

C
∗(γ, n1, q)C∗(γ, n2, q)e





m
(

n1p
3κ−λpκ+λ + γdd̄

)

dpκ



 (6.4)

and

I(m,n1, n2) :=

∫

R

W1 (z) I(M1z, n1, q)I(M1z, n2, q)e

(

−mM1

pκd
z

)

dz (6.5)

with

I(M1z, n, q) =

∫ ∞

0

V3(ξ)e

(

−t log ξ

π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ + 2σ2

N1/2M
1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
ξ

)

dξ. (6.6)

For the character sum, Sun [22, Lemma 4] has the following estimation:

Lemma 6.1. Assume (2κ+1)/3 ≤ λ ≤ 3κ/4. The character sum vanishes unless (n1n2, p) =
1 and pκ−λ|m. Let m = m′pκ−λ, λ = 2α + δ1 and κ = 2β + δ2 with δ1, δ2 = 0 or 1, α ≥ 1
and β ≥ 1.

(1) If pβ−κ+λ|m′, then n1 ≡ n2(mod pβ−κ+λ) and

C(m,n1, n2) ≪ p2κ+λ+δ1.

(2) If pℓ‖m′ with ℓ < β − κ+ λ, then pℓ‖n1 − n2 and

C(m,n1, n2) ≪ p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2.

(3) For m = 0, we have

C(m,n1, n2) = p2κ
∑

d|(n1−n2,pλ)

dµ
(

pλ/d
)

.

Next, we deal with I(m,n1, n2).

6.1. The large modulo case. Assume N ε ≪ NX
pλRQ

≪ t1−ε. Then we have

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
≍ NX

pλRQ
≪ t1−ε.

We first consider I(M1z, n, q). For I(M1z, n, q), it is negligibly small by repeated integration

by parts unless t ≍ N1/2M
1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
(i.e. M1 ≍ t2R2p2κ

N
) and sgn σ2 = +, in which case we

apply the stationary phase method to the ξ-integral. Let h3(ξ) = − t log ξ
π

+ 2N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ +

2
N1/2M

1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
ξ. Then we have

h′
3(ξ) = − t

πξ
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
+ 2

N1/2M
1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
, h′′

3(ξ) =
t

πξ2
≍ t.

The stationary point is

ξ03 =
t

2π(
N1/2M

1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
+ N1/2n1/2

qpλ
)
,

and

h3(ξ03) =
t

π
log

2eπ(
N1/2M

1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
+ N1/2n1/2

qpλ
)

t
.
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By Lemma 3.8(2), we have

I(M1z, n, q) = t−
1
2V4





N1/2M
1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
+ N1/2n1/2

qpλ

t/2π



 e





t

π
log

2eπ(
N1/2M

1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
+ N1/2n1/2

qpλ
)

t



 ,

(6.7)
where V4 is an 1-inert function supported on ξ03 ≍ 1. The oscillation in the above exponential
function is of size t, which is quite large. Next, we will reduce the oscillation. This is one of
the key observations in our paper. Let

h(M1z, n, q) :=
t

π
log

2eπ(
N1/2M

1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
+ N1/2n1/2

qpλ
)

t

=
t

π
log

2eπ

t
+

t

π
log

N1/2M
1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
+

t

π
log

(

1 +
pκ−λn1/2

(M1z)1/2

)

.

(6.8)

Since

p2κ−2λn ≍ p2κ−2λNX2

Q2
≪ p2κ−2λR

2p2λt2

N
t−2ε ≍ M1t

−2ε,

by the Taylor expansion we get

log

(

1 +
pκ−λn1/2

(M1z)1/2

)

=
pκ−λn1/2

(M1z)1/2
+

p2κ−2λn

2M1z
+
∑

j≥3

cj

(

pκ−λn1/2

(M1z)1/2

)j

. (6.9)

By (6.8) and (6.9), we have

h(M1z, n, q) = h1(M1z, q) + h2(M1z, n, q), (6.10)

where

h1(M1z, q) =
t

π
log

2eπ

t
+

t

π
log

N1/2M
1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ

and

h2(M1z, n, q) =
t

π

(

pκ−λn1/2

(M1z)1/2
+

p2κ−2λn

2M1z
+
∑

j≥3

cj

(

pκ−λn1/2

(M1z)1/2

)j
)

.

Plugging (6.7) and (6.10) into (6.5), we get

I(m,n1, n2) = t−1

∫

R

W2(z)e

(

h2

(

M1z, n1, q
)

− h2

(

M1z, n2, q
)

− mM1

pκd
z

)

dz, (6.11)

where W2 is an 1-inert function.
Then we deal with z-integral.

Lemma 6.2. We have

(1) If m ≫ N2Xd
R3Qt2pκ+λN

ε, then I(m,n1, n2) ≪ N−A.

(2) If dN
R2pκt2

N ε ≪ m ≪ N2Xd
R3Qt2pκ+λN

ε, then I(m,n1, n2) ≪ N−A unless |n1 − n2| Q
pλRX

≍
|m|R2pκt2

Nd
in which case we have

I(m,n1, n2) ≪
(

dN

|m|R2pκt4

)1/2

.
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(3) If m ≪ dN
R2pκt2

N ε, then I(m,n1, n2) ≪ N−A unless

|n1 − n2| ≪
pλRX

Q
N ε,

in which case we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪ t−1.

Proof. (1). Let

ρ(z) = h2

(

M1z, n1, q
)

− h2

(

M1z, n2, q
)

− mM1

pκd
z.

Note that

h2

(

M1z, n1, q
)

− h2

(

M1z, n2, q
)

=
t

π

(

pκ−λ

(M1z)1/2

(

n
1/2
1 − n

1/2
2

)

+
p2κ−2λ

2M1z
(n1 − n2) +

∑

j≥3

cj

(

pκ−λ

(M1z)1/2

)j
(

n
j/2
1 − n

j/2
2

)

)

.

For n1 ≍ n2 ≍ NX2/Q2, we have

∂k

∂zk

(

h2

(

M1z, n1, q
)

− h2

(

M1z, n2, q
))

≪k
NX

pλRQ
, k ≥ 1.

By repeated integration by parts, we have I(m,n1, n2) is negligibly small unless m ≪
N2Xd

R3Qt2pκ+λN
ε.

(2). Note that
(

pκ−λ

(M1z)1/2

)j
(

n
j/2
1 − n

j/2
2

)

=
pκ−λ

(M1z)1/2

(

n
1/2
1 − n

1/2
2

)

(

pκ−λ

(M1z)1/2

)j−1
∑

i+ℓ=j−1

n
i/2
1 n

ℓ/2
2

≍ pκ−λ

(M1z)1/2

(

n
1/2
1 − n

1/2
2

)

(

N1/2

tRpλ

)j−1(
N1/2X

Q

)j−1

≪ pκ−λ

(M1z)1/2

(

n
1/2
1 − n

1/2
2

)

t−(j−1)ε,

for j ≥ 2. We have

∂k

∂zk

(

h2

(

M1z, n1, q
)

− h2

(

M1z, n2, q
))

≍k |n1/2
1 − n

1/2
2 |N

1/2

pλR
≍ |n1 − n2|

Q

pλRX
,

for any k ≥ 1.
By repeated integration by parts, we have I(m,n1, n2) is negligibly small unless |n1 −
n2| Q

pλRX
≍ |m|R2pκt2

Nd
. Note that

ρ
′′

(z) ≍ |n1 − n2|
Q

pλRX
≍ |m|R2pκt2

Nd
.

By Lemma 3.9 with r = 2, we have

I(m,n1, n2) ≪ t−1

( |m|R2pκt2

Nd

)−1/2

=

(

dN

|m|R2pκt4

)1/2

.

(3). For m ≪ dN
R2pκt2

N ε, by repeated integration by parts, I(m,n1, n2) is negligibly small

unless |n1 − n2| ≪ pλRX
Q

N ε, in which case I(m,n1, n2) ≪ t−1. �
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6.2. The small modulo case. Assume that NX
pλRQ

≫ t1−ε. Then we have R ≪ NX
pλQt1−ε .

Recall that

I(m,n1, n2) =

∫

R

W1 (z) I(M1z, n1, q)I(M1z, n2, q)e

(

−mM1

pκd
z

)

dz

with

I(M1z, n, q) =

∫ ∞

0

V3(ξ)e

(

−t log ξ

π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ + 2σ2

N1/2M
1/2
1 z1/2

qpκ
ξ

)

dξ.

Lemma 6.3. (1) For m ≫ N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε, we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪ N−A.

(2) For pκd
M1

N ε ≪ m ≪ N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε, we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1
t

(

mNM2
1

q2p3κt2d

)−1/3

.

(3) For m ≪ pκd
M1

N ε, we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1
t
.

Proof. (1). Plugging (6.6) into (6.5) and interchanging the order of integrals, we express
I(m,n1, n2) as

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0

V3(ξ1)V3(ξ2)e

(

−t log ξ1
π

+
t log ξ2

π
+ 2

N1/2n
1/2
1

qpλ
ξ1 −

N1/2n
1/2
2

qpλ
ξ2

)

·
(

∫

R

W1 (z) e

(

2σ2
N1/2 (M1z)

1/2

qpκ
ξ1 − 2σ2

N1/2 (M1z)
1/2

qpκ
ξ2 −

mM1

pκd
z

)

dz

)

dξ1dξ2.

(6.12)

We first deal with the z-integral in (6.12). Let

ρ2(z) = 2σ2
N1/2 (M1z)

1/2

qpκ
ξ1 − 2σ2

N1/2 (M1z)
1/2

qpκ
ξ2 −

mM1

pκd
z.

Note that

∂k

∂zk

(

2σ2
N1/2 (M1z)

1/2

qpκ
ξ1 − 2σ2

N1/2 (M1z)
1/2

qpκ
ξ2

)

≪k
N1/2 (M1)

1/2

qpκ
, k ≥ 1.

By repeated integration by parts, we have the z-integral is negligibly small unless m ≪
N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε.

(2). Now we consider the case m ≪ N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε. For i = 1, 2, we have

I(M1z, ni, q) =

∫ ∞

0

V3(ξi)e

(

−t log ξi
π

+ 2
N1/2n

1/2
i

qpλ
ξi + 2σ2

N1/2 (M1z)
1/2

qpκ
ξi

)

dξi.

For I(M1z, ni, q), it is negligibly small by repeated integration by parts unless t ≍ N1/2n
1/2
i

qpλ
+

σ2
N1/2(M1z)

1/2

qpκ
, in which case we apply the stationary phase method to the ξi-integral. Let

h4(ξi) = − t log ξi
π

+ 2
N1/2n

1/2
i

qpλ
ξi + 2σ2

N1/2(M1z)
1/2

qpκ
ξi. Then we have

h′
4(ξi) = − t

πξi
+ 2

N1/2n
1/2
i

qpλ
+ 2σ2

N1/2 (M1z)
1/2

qpκ
, h′′

4(ξi) =
t

πξ2i
≍ t.
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Then we have the stationary point

ξi0 =
t

2π

(

N1/2n
1/2
i

qpλ
+ σ2

N1/2(M1z)
1/2

qpκ

) ≍ 1,

and

h4(ξi0) =
t

π
log

2eπ

(

N1/2n
1/2
i

qpλ
+ σ2

N1/2(M1z)
1/2

qpκ

)

t
.

Hence, we have

I(M1z, ni, q) = t−
1
2V1i





N1/2n
1/2
i

qpλ
+ σ2

N1/2(M1z)
1/2

qpκ

t/2π



 e









t

π
log

2eπ

(

N1/2n
1/2
i

qpλ
+ σ2

N1/2(M1z)
1/2

qpκ

)

t









,

(6.13)
where V1i are 1-inert functions supported on ξi0 ≍ 1.

We insert (6.13) into (6.5), make a change of variable z → z2 and write a(n, z) := N1/2n1/2

qpλ
+

σ2
N1/2M

1/2
1 z

qpκ
, then we obtain

I(m,n1, n2) =
2

t

∫

R

zW1

(

z2
)

V11

(

a(n1, z)

t/2π

)

V12

(

a(n2, z)

t/2π

)

e (ρ3(z)) dz, (6.14)

where

ρ3(z) =
t

π
log a(n1, z)−

t

π
log a(n2, z)−

mM1

pκd
z2.

Note that

∂

∂z

(

t

π
log a(n1, z)−

t

π
log a(n2, z)

)

=
t

π

σ2N
1/2M

1/2
1

qpκ

(

1

a(n1, z)
− 1

a(n2, z)

)

.

For pκd
M1

N ε ≪ m ≪ N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε, by repeated integration by parts, I(m,n1, n2) is negligible small

unless

tN1/2M
1/2
1

qpκ

(

1

a(n1, z)
− 1

a(n2, z)

)

≍ mM1

pκd
, (6.15)

in which case we consider the third derivative of ρ3(z)

∂3

∂z3
ρ3(z) =

2t

π

(

σ2N
1/2M

1/2
1

qpκ

)3
(

1

a(n1, z)3
− 1

a(n2, z)3

)

. (6.16)

Note that 1
a2

+ 1
ab

+ 1
b2

≫ min( 1
a2
, 1
b2
) for any a, b 6= 0. Then we have

1

a(n1, z)3
− 1

a(n2, z)3
=

(

1

a(n1, z)
− 1

a(n2, z)

)(

1

a(n1, z)2
+

1

a(n1, z)a(n2, z)
+

1

a(n2, z)2

)

≫
(

1

a(n1, z)
− 1

a(n2, z)

)

1

t2
.

(6.17)
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Therefore, by (6.15), (6.16) and (6.17) we obtain

∂3

∂z3
ρ3(z) ≫ t

(

N1/2M
1/2
1

qpκ

)3
(

1

a(n1, z)
− 1

a(n2, z)

)

1

t2
≍ mM1

pκd

(

N1/2M
1/2
1

qpκt

)2

=
mNM2

1

q2p3κt2d
.

By Lemma 3.9 with r = 3, we have

z-integral ≪
(

mNM2
1

q2p3κt2d

)−1/3

.

Hence,

I(m,n1, n2) ≪
1

t

(

mNM2
1

q2p3κt2d

)−1/3

.

(3). For m ≪ pκd
M1

N ε, we estimate (6.14) trivially and obtain I(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1
t
.

�

7. The zero frequency

In this section, we deal with the terms with m = 0. The character sum with m = 0 is

C(0, n1, n2) = p2κ
∑

d|(n1−n2,pλ)

dµ
(

pλ/d
)

.

The contributions of the zero frequency to Σ(d, q) and S♭(N) are denoted by Σ0(d, q) and
S♭
0(N), respectively.

7.1. Large modulo case: N ε ≪ NX
pλRQ

≪ t1−ε. In this case, we have |n1 − n2| ≪ pλRX
Q

N ε,

I(0, n1, n2) ≪ 1
t
. The contributions of this part to Σ(d, q) and S♭(N) are denoted by Σ01(d, q)

and S♭
01(N), respectively. By (6.2), (6.3) and M1 ≍ t2R2p2κ

N
, we get

Σ01(d, q) ≪
Q4

N2X4

R2pκt2

Nd

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2























∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpλ

|n1−n2|≪ pλRX
Q

Nε

p2κ+λ

t
+

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpλ−1

|n1−n2|≪ pλRX
Q

Nε

p2κ+λ−1

t























≪ R2pκt2

Nd

Q2

NX2
N ε

(

1 +
pλRX

Qdpλ

)

p2κ+λ

t

≪ R2Q2tN ε

N2X2d
p3κ+λ +

R3QtN ε

N2Xd2
p3κ+λ.

(7.1)
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By (6.1), (7.1) and N ≪ (pκt)2+ε, we obtain

S♭
01(N) ≪ NX3/2R1/2t1/2

Q3/2p(κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d

(

R2Q2tN ε

N2X2d
p3κ+λ +

R3QtN ε

N2Xd2
p3κ+λ

)1/2

≪ N1/2+ε

(

p3κ/2−3λ/4 t3/2

K3/4
+ pκ−λ/2 t

K1/2

)

.

7.2. Small modulo case: NX
pλRQ

≫ t1−ε. We have I(0, n1, n2) ≪ 1
t
, M1 ≪ NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2 and

R ≪ NX
pλQt1−ε . The contributions of this part to Σ(d, q) and S♭(N) are denoted by Σ02(d, q)

and S♭
02(N), respectively. By (6.2) and (6.3), we get

Σ02(d, q) ≪
Q4

N2X4

M1

pκd

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2













∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpλ

p2κ+λ

t
+

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpλ−1

p2κ+λ−1

t













≪ M1

pκd

Q2

NX2

(

1 +
NX2

Q2dpλ

)

p2κ+λ

t

≪ Q2M1N
ε

NX2dt
pκ+λ +

M1N
ε

d2t
pκ.

(7.2)
By (6.1), (7.2) and N ≪ (pκt)2+ε, we obtain

S♭
02(N) = sup

M1≪NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2

N5/4X3/2M
1/4
1

Q3/2p(2κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d · Σ1/2

0

≪ sup
M1≪NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2

N5/4X3/2M
1/4
1 N ε

Q3/2p(2κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d

(

Q2M1N
ε

NX2dt
pκ+λ +

M1N
ε

d2t
pκ
)1/2

≪ N1/2+ε

(

p3κ/2−3λ/4K
5/4

t1/2
+ pκ−λ/2K

3/2

t1/2

)

.

8. The non-zero frequencies

In this section, we deal with the terms with m 6= 0.

8.1. Large modulo case: N ε ≪ NX
pλRQ

≪ t1−ε.

8.1.1. m ≪ dN
R2pκt2

N ε. For m ≪ dN
R2pκt2

N ε and m 6= 0, we have |n1 − n2| ≪ pλRX
Q

N ε and

I(m,n1, n2) ≪ t−1. The contributions of this part to Σ(d, q) and S♭(N) are denoted by
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Σ11(d, q) and S♭
11(N), respectively. By (6.2), (6.3) and Lemma 6.1(1)(2), we get

Σ11(d, q) ≪
Q4

N2X4

R2pκt2

Nd

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2 ·
(

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpβ−κ+λ

|n1−n2|≪ pλRX
Q

Nε

∑

m≪ dN
R2pκt2

Nε

pκ−λ+β−κ+λ|m

p2κ+λ+δ1

t

+
∑

0≤ℓ≤λ−κ/2

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpℓ, pℓ‖n1−n2

|n1−n2|≪ pλRX
Q

Nε

∑

m≪ dN
R2pκt2

Nε

pκ−λ+ℓ|m

p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2

t

)

≪ R2Q2t2pκ

N2X2d
N ε

((

1 +
pλRX

Qdpβ−κ+λ

)

Nd · p2κ+λ+δ1

R2pκt2pβ · t +
pλRX

Qdpℓ
Nd · p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2

R2pκt2pκ−λ+ℓ · t

)

≪ Q2N ε

NX2t
p3κ/2+λ+δ1+δ2/2 +

QRN ε

NXdt
p2κ+λ+δ1+δ2 +

QRN ε

NXdt
p3κ/2+2λ+δ1+δ2/2.

(8.1)
By (6.1), (8.1) and N ≪ (pκt)2+ε, we obtain

S♭
11(N) =

NX3/2R1/2t1/2

Q3/2p(κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d · Σ11(d, q)

1/2

≪ N1/2+ε

(

p5κ/4−λ/2+3/4 t

K1/2
+ pκ−λ/4+1 t1/2

K1/2
+ p3κ/4+λ/4+3/4 t1/2

K1/4

)

.

8.1.2. dN
R2pκt2

N ε ≪ m ≪ N2Xd
R3Qt2pκ+λN

ε. For m ∼ M with dN
R2pκt2

N ε ≪ M ≪ N2Xd
R3Qt2pκ+λN

ε, we

have |n1−n2| ≍ MR3Xt2pκ+λ

NQd
and I(m,n1, n2) ≪

(

dN
MR2pκt4

)1/2

. The contributions of this part

to Σ(d, q) and S♭(N) are denoted by Σ12(d, q) and S♭
12(N), respectively.

Σ12(d, q) ≪
Q4

N2X4

R2pκt2

Nd

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2
(

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpβ−κ+λ

|n1−n2|≪MR3Xt2pκ+λ

NQd

∑

m∼M
pκ−λ+β−κ+λ|m

p2κ+λ+δ1d1/2N1/2

M1/2Rpκ/2t2

+
∑

0≤ℓ≤λ−κ/2

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpℓ, pℓ‖n1−n2

|n1−n2|≪MR3Xt2pκ+λ

NQd

∑

m∼M
pκ−λ+ℓ|m

p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2d1/2N1/2

M1/2Rpκ/2t2

)

≪ RQ2pκ/2N ε

M1/2N3/2X2d1/2

((

1 +
MR3Xt2pκ+λ

NQd2pβ−κ+λ

)

Mp2κ+λ+δ1

pβ
+ sup

ℓ

MR3Xt2pκ+λ

NQd2pℓ
Mp5κ/2+2ℓ+3/2

pκ−λ+ℓ

)

≪Q3/2p3κ/2+λ/2+3/2N ε

R1/2X3/2N1/2t
+

N1/2X1/2p2κ−λ/2+1N ε

R1/2Q1/2dt
+

N1/2X1/2p3κ/2+λ/2+3/2N ε

R1/2Q1/2dt
.

(8.2)
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By (6.1), (8.2) and N ≪ (pκt)2+ε, we obtain

S♭
12(N) =

NX3/2R1/2t1/2

Q3/2p(κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d · Σ12(d, q)

1/2

≪ N1/2+ε

(

p5κ/4−λ/2+3/4 t

K1/4
+ pκ−λ/4+1t1/2K1/2 + p3κ/4+λ/4+3/4t1/2K1/2

)

.

8.2. Small modulo case: NX
pλRQ

≫ t1−ε.

8.2.1. m ≪ pκd
M1

N ε. Form ≪ pκd
M1

N ε andm 6= 0, we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1
t
. The contributions

of this part to Σ(d, q) and S♭(N) are denoted by Σ13(d, q) and S♭
13(N), respectively. By (6.2),

(6.3) and Lemma 6.1(1)(2), we get

Σ13(d, q) ≪
Q4

N2X4

M1

pκd

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2
(

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpβ−κ+λ

∑

m≪ pκd
M1

Nε

pκ−λ+β−κ+λ|m

p2κ+λ+δ1
1

t

+
∑

0≤ℓ≤λ−κ/2

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpℓ

pℓ‖n1−n2

∑

m≪ pκd
M1

Nε

pκ−λ+ℓ|m

p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2
1

t

)

≪ Q2

NX2

M1

pκd

((

1 +
NX2

Q2dpβ−κ+λ

) pκd
M1

N ε

pβ
p2κ+λ+δ1

t
+ sup

ℓ

NX2

Q2dpℓ

pκd
M1

N ε

pκ−λ+ℓ

p5κ/2+2ℓ+3/2

t

)

≪ Q2p3κ/2+λ+3/2N ε

NX2t
+

p2κ+2N ε

dt
+

p3κ/2+λ+3/2N ε

dt
.

(8.3)
By (6.1), (8.3) and N ≪ (pκt)2+ε, we obtain

S♭
13(N) = sup

M1≪NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2

N5/4X3/2M
1/4
1

Q3/2p(2κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d · Σ1/2

13

≪ N1/2+ε

(

p5κ/4−λ/2+3/4 K

t1/2
+ pκ−λ/4+1K

5/4

t1/2
+ p3κ/4+λ/4+3/4K

5/4

t1/2

)

.

8.2.2. pκd
M1

N ε ≪ m ≪ N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε. For pκd
M1

N ε ≪ m ≪ N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε, we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪
1
t

(

mNM2
1

q2p3κt2d

)−1/3

. The contributions of this part to Σ(d, q) and S♭(N) are denoted by Σ14(d, q)
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and S♭
14(N), respectively. By (6.2), (6.3) and Lemma 6.1(1)(2), we get

Σ14(d, q) ≪
Q4

N2X4

M1

pκd

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2
(

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpβ−κ+λ

∑

m≪ N1/2d

M
1/2
1

q
Nε

pκ−λ+β−κ+λ|m

p2κ+λ+δ1
1

t

(

mNM2
1

q2p3κt2d

)−1/3

+
∑

0≤ℓ≤λ−κ/2

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpℓ

pℓ‖n1−n2

∑

m≪ N1/2d

M
1/2
1

q
Nε

pκ−λ+ℓ|m

p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2
1

t

(

mNM2
1

q2p3κt2d

)−1/3)

≪ Q2M
1/3
1 q2/3

N4/3X2d2/3t1/3

((

1 +
NX2

Q2dpβ−κ+λ

)

(

N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε

)2/3

p2κ+λ+δ1

pβ

+ sup
ℓ

NX2

Q2dpℓ

(

N1/2d

M
1/2
1 q

N ε

)2/3

p5κ/2+2ℓ+3/2

pκ−λ+ℓ

)

≪Q2p3κ/2+λ+3/2N ε

NX2t1/3
+

p2κ+2N ε

dt1/3
+

p3κ/2+λ+3/2N ε

dt1/3
.

(8.4)
By (6.1), (8.4) and N ≪ (pκt)2+ε, we obtain

S♭
14(N) = sup

M1≪NX2p2κ−2λ

Q2

N5/4X3/2M
1/4
1

Q3/2p(2κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q

∑

d|q
d · Σ1/2

14

≪ N1/2+ε

(

p5κ/4−λ/2+3/4 K

t1/6
+ pκ−λ/4+1K

5/4

t1/6
+ p3κ/4+λ/4+3/4K

5/4

t1/6

)

.

9. Conclusion

By (4.2) and the upper bounds of S♭
01(N), S♭

02(N), S♭
11(N), S♭

12(N), S♭
13(N), S♭

14(N),

S♭
b0(N), S♭

b1(N), S♭
c0(N), S♭

c1(N), the best choice of parameters is K = t
4
5 and λ = [3

4
κ],

where [x] denotes the largest integer which does not exceed x. Therefore, we have shown the
following bound

S(N) ≪ N1/2p3/4(pκ)1−
1
16

+εt1−
1
10

+ε. (9.1)

Substituting the estimate in (9.1) for S(N) into (4.1), we obtain

L

(

1

2
+ it, f × g × χ

)

≪ε p
3
4 (pκ)1−

1
16

+εt1−
1
10

+ε.

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.1.

10. The complementary cases

In this section we focus on the complementary cases whose estimations can be bounded
by that of the main case. And we give the brief proofs for the complementary cases. Next,
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we consider the following three cases:

case a
nN

q2p2λ
≪ N ε,

NX

pλRQ
≪ N ε and

mN

q2p2κ
≪ N ε,

case b
nN

q2p2λ
≍
( NX

RQpλ
)2 ≫ N ε and

mN

q2p2κ
≪ N ε,

case c
nN

q2p2λ
≪ N ε,

NX

pλRQ
≪ N ε and

mN

q2p2κ
≫ N ε.

It is easy to see that the contribution from case a to S(N) is negligibly small by repeated
integration by parts for (5.8).

10.1. Case b: nN
q2p2λ

≍
(

NX
RQpλ

)2 ≫ N ε, mN
q2p2κ

≪ N ε. We first use the same method as in §5

to n-sum and u-integral. Then we use the GL2 Voronoi summation formula to m-sum and
obtain that

S♭
b(N) =

X
3
2N

1
2

Q
3
2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

(qpλ)1/2

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

λg(n)

n
e

(

an

qpλ

)

· 1

τ(χ)

N1−it

qpκ

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑

m

λf (m)e

(

−a∗m

qpκ

)

Φ±
2

(

mN

q2p2κ

)

+O(N−A).

(10.1)

By Lemma 5.2, Φ±
2 (y) is negligible small unless t ≍ N1/2n1/2

qpλ
≍ NX

pλRQ
, in which case

Φ±
2 (y) =

∫ ∞

0

V (ξ)V2

(

nQ2

NX2ξ

)

e

(

−t log ξ

2π
+ 2

N1/2n1/2

qpλ
ξ1/2

)

J±
f (yξ)dξ, (10.2)

with ykJ±
f

(k)
(y) ≪k,f N ε.

Inserting (10.2) into (10.1) and rearranging the order of summations and integrals, we
arrive at

S♭
b(N) =

N3/2−itX3/2

τ(χ)Q3/2p(2κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q
3
2

∑

d|q
dµ
(q

d

)

∑

n≍NX2

Q2

λg(n)

n

·
∑

m≪ q2p2κNε

N

n≡mpλp2κ−λ mod d

λf(m)C∗(m,n, q)Φ±
2

(

mN

q2p2κ

)

with

C
∗(m,n, q) =

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑⋆

b mod pλ

e

(

−(apκ−λ + cq)mq̄

pκ
+

nq̄b̄

pλ

)

.

Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality and the Poisson summation formula to m-sum, we
have

S♭
b(N) ≪ NX3/2

Q3/2p(κ+λ)/2

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q
1
2

∑

d|q
d · Σb(d, q)

1/2, (10.3)
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where

Σb(d, q) ≪
Q4R2pκ

N3X4d

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2
∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod d

∑

m∈Z
|C(m,n1, n2) · Ib(m,n1, n2)|,

with

C(m,n1, n2) =
∑

γ mod pκ

C
∗(γ, n1, q)C∗(γ, n2, q)e





m
(

n1p
3κ−λpκ+λ + γdd̄

)

dpκ





and

Ib(m,n1, n2) :=

∫

R

V (ξ)Φ±
2 (ξ)Φ±

2 (ξ)e

(

−mR2pκ

Nd
ξ

)

dξ.

Lemma 10.1. (1) If m ≫ N1+εd
R2pκ

, we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪ N−A.

(2) If m ≪ N1+εd
R2pκ

, we have I(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1.

Proof. The first result can be done by applying integration by parts with respect to the
ξ-integral. For m ≪ N1+εd

R2pκ
, we have the trivial bound I(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1. �

The contribution from the zero frequency to Σb(d, q) is

Σb0(d, q) ≪
Q4R2pκ

N3X4d

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2













∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpλ

p2κ+λ +
∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpλ−1

p2κ+λ−1













. (10.4)

Plugging (10.4) into (10.3), we get

S♭
b0(N) ≪ N1/2+ε

(

p3κ/2−3λ/4K
5/4

t3/2
+ pκ−λ/2K

3/2

t3/2

)

.

The contribution from the non-zero frequencies to Σb(d, q) is

Σb1(d, q) ≪
Q4R2pκ

N3X4d

∑

n1≍NX2

Q2

|λg(n1)|2
(

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpβ−κ+λ

∑

m≪ dN1+ε

R2pκ

pκ−λ+β−κ+λ|m

p2κ+λ+δ1

+
∑

0≤ℓ≤λ−κ/2

∑

n2≍NX2

Q2

n2≡n1 mod dpℓ

pℓ‖n1−n2

∑

m≪ dN1+ε

R2pκ

pκ−λ+ℓ|m

p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2

)

,
(10.5)

Plugging (10.5) into (10.3), we get

S♭
b1(N) ≪ N1/2+ε

(

p5κ/4−λ/2+3/4 K

t1/2
+ pκ−λ/4+1K

5/4

t1/2
+ p3κ/4+λ/4+3/4K

5/4

t1/2

)

.
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10.2. Case c: nN
q2p2λ

≪ N ε, NX
pλRQ

≪ N ε, mN
q2p2κ

≫ N ε. Applying Lemma 3.4 to m-sum in

(4.4) and by (3.8), we are led to estimate

1

τ(χ)

N1−it

qpκ

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑

m

λf(m)e

(

−a∗m

qpκ

)

Φ+
2

(

mN

q2p2κ

)

with

Φ+
2 (y) = y−

1
4

∫ ∞

0

V (ξ)ξ−
1
4 e

(

−t log ξ

2π
+

Nu

Qqpλ
ξ ± 2

√

yξ

)

dξ +O(N−A). (10.6)

By repeated integration by parts, Φ+
2 (y) is negligibly small unless

√
mN
Rpκ

≍ t, in which case

by making a change of variable ξ → ξ2 and applying the stationary phase method we have

Φ+
2 (y) = 2y−

1
4 t−1/2e

(

− t

π
log

Rtpκ

2πe
√
mN

)

W

(

mN

R2p2κt2

)

+O(N−A).

Then we apply the GL2 Voronoi summation formula to n-sum and making a change of
variable u → Xu, we have

S♭
c(N) ≪ XN7/4+ε

p2λ+κQ
√
t

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q5/2

∑⋆

a mod qpλ

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑

η=±1

∑

n

λg(n)e

(

η
an

qpλ

)

∑

m

λf(m)

m1/4
e

(−a∗m

qpκ

)

·
∫

R

Wq (u) g(q,Xu)Φsgnη
1

(

nN

q2p2λ

)

e

(

− t

π
log

Rtpκ

2πe
√
mN

)

W

(

mN

R2p2κt2

)

du.

(10.7)
By Lemma 5.1(3),

Φsgn η
1 (y) =

∫ ∞

0

W (ξ)e

(

−NXuξ

Qqpλ

)

J sgn η
g (yξ)dξ, (10.8)

with ykJ sgn η
g

(k)(y) ≪k,g N
ε.

Applying the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we get

S♭
c(N) ≪ XN3/2R1/2

p2λ+κ/2Q

∑

q∼R
(q,p)=1

1

q5/2

∑

d|q
d · Σc(d, q)

1/2,
(10.9)

where

Σc(d, q) :=
∑

m

W2

(

m
R2p2κt2

N

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

n≪ q2p2λNε

N

n≡mpλp2κ−λ mod d

λg(n)C
∗(m,n, q)J(m,n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

with

C
∗(m,n, q) =

∑

cmod pκ

χ(c)
∑⋆

b mod pλ

e

(−a∗mq̄

pκ
+

ηnq̄b̄

pλ

)

and

J(m,n) =

∫

R

Wq (u) g(q,Xu)e

(

− t

π
log

Rtpκ

2πe
√
mN

)

Φsgn η
1

(

nN

q2p2λ

)

W

(

mN

R2p2κt2

)

du.
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We apply the Poisson summation formula on m with modulo dpκ and get

Σc(d, q) ≪
R2pκt2

Nd

∑

n1≪ q2p2λNε

N

|λg(n1)|2
∑

n2≪ q2p2λNε

N
n2≡n1 mod d

∑

m∈Z
|C(m,n1, n2)Ic(m,n1, n2)|,

where

C(m,n1, n2) =
∑

γ mod pκ

C
∗(γ, n1, q)C∗(γ, n2, q)e





m
(

n1p
3κ−λpκ+λ + γdd̄

)

dpκ





and

Ic(m,n1, n2) =

∫

R

W2 (ξ)J

(

R2p2κt2ξ

N
, n1

)

J

(

R2p2κt2ξ

N
, n2

)

e

(

−mR2pκt2

Nd
ξ

)

dξ. (10.10)

Lemma 10.2. (1) If m ≫ N1+εd
R2pκt2

, we have Ic(m,n1, n2) ≪ N−A.

(2) If m ≪ N1+εd
R2pκt2

, we have Ic(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1.

Proof. The first result can be done by applying integration by parts with respect to the
ξ-integral. For m ≪ N1+εd

R2pκt2
, we have the trivial bound Ic(m,n1, n2) ≪ 1. �

The contribution from the zero frequency to Σc(d, q) is

Σc0(d, q) ≪
R2pκt2

Nd

∑

n1≪ q2p2λNε

N

|λg(n1)|2













∑

n2≪ q2p2λNε

N

n2≡n1 mod dpλ

p2κ+λ +
∑

n2≪ q2p2λNε

N

n2≡n1 mod dpλ−1

p2κ+λ−1













.

(10.11)
Plugging (10.11) into (10.9), we get

S♭
c0(N) ≪ N1/2+ε

(

p3κ/2−3λ/4 t3/2

K5/4
+ pκ−λ/2 t

K3/2

)

.

The contribution from the non-zero frequencies to Σc(d, q) is

Σc1(d, q) ≪
R2pκt2

Nd

∑

n1≪ q2p2λNε

N

|λg(n1)|2
(

∑

n2≪ q2p2λNε

N

n2≡n1 mod dpβ−κ+λ

∑

m≪ N1+εd
R2pκt2

pκ−λ+β−κ+λ|m

p2κ+λ+δ1

+
∑

0≤ℓ≤λ−κ/2

∑

n2≪ q2p2λNε

N

n2≡n1 mod dpℓ

pℓ‖n1−n2

∑

m≪ N1+εd
R2pκt2

pκ−λ+ℓ|m

p5κ/2+2ℓ+δ1+δ2/2

)

.

(10.12)
Plugging (10.12) into (10.9), we get

S♭
c1(N) ≪ N1/2+ε

(

p5κ/4−λ/2+3/4 t

K
+ pκ−λ/4+1 t1/2

K5/4
+ p3κ/4+λ/4+3/4 t1/2

K5/4

)

.
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