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A METRIC APPROACH TO ZERO-FREE REGIONS FOR L-FUNCTIONS
NAWAPAN WATTANAWANICHKUL

ABSTRACT. For integers m, m’ > 1, let 7 and 7’ be cuspidal automorphic representations of
GL(m) and GL(m'), respectively. We present a new proof of zero-free regions for L(s,7) and
for L(s,m x 7') under the assumption that 7, 7" or L(s, 7 x 7’) is self-dual. Our approach
builds on ideas of “pretentious” multiplicative functions due to Granville and Soundarara-
jan (as presented by Koukoulopoulos) and the notion of a positive semi-definite family of
automorphic representations due to Lichtman and Pascadi.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Notation and motivation. In 1896, Hadamard and de la Vallée Poussin, as part of

their independent proofs of the prime number theorem, established that the Riemann zeta

function ((s) is nonzero on Re(s) = 1. In 1899, de la Vallée Poussin further showed that ((s)

remains nonzero in a narrow region to the left of Re(s) = 1, where the width at height ¢ is

proportional to (log#)~*. Such a region is referred to as a classical zero-free region of ((s).
To explain their argument, we let o,¢t € R and s = o + ¢t. For 0 > 1, we know that

Clo+it)y ' =T]@-p "), (1.1)

p

For t # 0, suppose that ((1 4 it) = 0. By analyticity of ((s), we must have that for some
a€C,((o+it) ~a(o—1)as o — 1*. The only way that the product in (II)) can tend to
infinity as o — 17 is when p~% frequently points towards —1. Consequently, p~2* must often
point towards 1. Thus, via (1), ¢(s) should have a pole at 1+ 2it, which is impossible as
((s) has only one simple pole at s = 1 but t # 0.

Motivated by the theory of “pretentious” multiplicative functions developed by Granville
and Soundararajan (see [5]), Koukoulopoulos in [14, Theorem 8.3] formalized the idea of
Hadamard and de la Vallée Poussin through the following family of metrics. For any positive
integer n, let f(n) and g(n) be multiplicative functions taking values in the unit circle. For
any o > 1, he defined

D, (f.q)? = %ZZ [f (") —g(p )|210gp’ (1.2)

ko
p k=1 p

where o serves as a parameter to be optimized later.
Let u(n) be the Mobius function. Koukoulopoulos considered the triangle inequality

Dy (™", n") < Do(n™", u(n)) + Dy (pu(n), n") = 2D, (u(n), n'7),
which implies, after squaring both sides, that

D, (n~, n)? < 4D, (u(n), n")% (1.3)
1
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The above inequality rigorously demonstrates that if p* often points towards —1, then p?”
frequently points towards 1. Each distance in (I.3]) can be expressed as a linear combination
of the logarithmic derivatives of L-functions, up to an additive constant O(1). Specifically,
([L3) can be rewritten as
/ !
0 < -3% (o) — 4Re (C
C ¢
which recasts the 3-4-1 argument by Mertens.

Let F' be a number field with adele ring Ap, Op the ring of integers of I, and N = Np/q
the norm defined on nonzero ideals a of Or by Na = |Or/a|. Let §,, denote the set of
cuspidal automorphic representations 7 of GL,,(Ar) whose central character w, is unitary.
For convenience, we also define

/

(0 + w)) —Re (C—

¢ (o + 2i7)> +0(1),

§r, =47 € §m : wy is trivial on the diagonally embedded positive reals.}. (1.4)

In this paper, we restrict ourselves to the case where 7 € §;, and 7’ € §, and adapt the
family of metrics in ([L2) to establish zero-free regions for L(s,7) and L(s, 7 x 7).

1.2. Statements of results. Recall the notation in the introduction and refer to Section
for more discussion of L-functions. Let 7 € § and 7’ € §},, and let €(7) > 3 denote the
analytic conductor of 7. We now present the main theorems of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Let m > 1 be an integer and m € §,. Let 0,t € R and s = o +it. Then
L(s, ) has no zero in the region

1
©16(2m + 3) log(€(7)(3 + [¢])mFQ)’
except possibly for one simple real zero, in which case w is self-dual. Moreover, when m is
self-dual, the exponent m[F : Q] of 3 + \t| can be reduced to [F : QJ.

o

Theorem 1.2. Let m,m' > 1 be integers, and let 7 € §, and n’' € §:,. Let o,t € R and
s=o+it. Ift#7, 7" =7, and

1
28(m + m/) log(€(m)&(7')(3 + [t[)mF)’

then L(o +it,m x 7') # 0.

Theorem 1.3. Let m,m' > 1 be integers, and let m € §, and n' € §,. Let o,t € R and
s=o+it. If L(s,m7 x @) = L(s,m x '), then L(s, ™ x ') has at most one zero (necessarily
real and simple) in the region

1
72 ) Tog (€& (3 & )@

1.3. Novelty of the present work. We now explain our motivation for adapting the metric
in ([2) and highlight the novelty of our work. As in the case of ((s), to prove a zero-free
region for L(s, ), we assume it has a zero at s = 1+t with ¢ # 0. Let A;(n) be the Dirichlet
coefficient of L(s, 7). For a prime ideal p, we expect Np~® to often point toward —\,(p),

suggesting the study of
log Np

p k=1
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for Re(s) > 1, which arises naturally from (L2).

Assuming progress towards the generalized Ramanujan conjecture (GRC), the sum in (L5
can be approximated by —(L'/L)(s,m)+ O(1), where the implied constant depends on m. A
similar approximation holds for L(s, 7 x 7'), but now requires progress towards GRC that is
not yet proved in full generality to handle prime powers. To avoid this, we use the observation
that the Dirichlet coefficient of —(L'/L)(s, ) at a prime ideal p, denoted a,(p), equals A\ (p).
Thus, instead of (L), it is more natural to study

ax(p lo N
SOy P, (1.6
p S
p k=1

where Re(s) > 1, which leads naturally to the modified metric in (B.1]). This shift in perspec-
tive not only circumvents the need for progress towards GRC, but also underpins our new
approach to proving zero-free regions for both standard and Rankin—Selberg L-functions. In
addition, our approach improves upon earlier results in several aspects:

(1) Brumley [7, Theorem A.1] was the first to establish a classical zero-free region for
L(s,m x 7’) under the assumption that at least one of 7 or 7’ is self-dual. However,
his result does not include an explicit constant and exhibits a weaker dependence
on the degrees of m and #’ compared to Theorems and [[3l Goldfeld and Li [4]
Theorem 1.2], in contrast, established a zero-free region for L(s,m x 7) of the form

c

(log([t] +2))*’
which is narrower than the region in Theorem and is proven only in the t-aspect.

(2) Theorem is new, except in the cases where (i) both 7 and 7" are self-dual or (ii)
7' = 7, which have been previously established—for instance, by Brumley [7, Theorem
A.1] and Moreno [I7, Theorem 3.3] in the former case, and by Humphries-Thorner
[8, Theorem 2.1] in the latter. Furthermore, taking 7’ = 1, Theorems and
together imply Theorem [[.1] with the constant 16 in the denominator replaced by 33.

(3) The uniformity in m and m’ in Theorems improves upon or matches all prior
results. Degree dependence is crucial in certain problems in analytic number theory.
For instance, in [21], an effective version of the Sato—Tate conjecture for holomorphic
cuspidal newforms relies on uniform prime number theorems for the L-functions of
their symmetric m-th powers, for all m up to some integer M. The quality of the
error term depends on the choice of M, which in turn relies on the degree dependence
of zero-free regions for these L-functions.

(4) An alternative proof of Theorem [l in [9, Theorem 5.10] requires a nonnegative
product of L-functions where the multiplicity of a zero p in a certain region exceeds
the number of poles at s = 1. Such constructions could be difficult without the
notion of isobaric sums, which inherently produces a nonnegative linear combination
of logarithmic derivatives of L-functions with a square number of terms. Our method,
in contrast, yields a different range of nonnegative linear combinations. For example,
it recovers Mertens’ 3-4/-1 argument, which clearly has 8 terms. Our approach, which
extends the method in [I4], Theorem 8.3], thus brings the standard and Rankin—Selberg
L-functions settings in line with the approach of Hadamard and de la Vallée Poussin.

(5) The proof in [0, Theorem 5.10] requires a minor adjustment due to an oversight in
[9, Lemma 5.9]. Specifically, their argument accounts only for the contribution from

o>1-—
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the poles of the nonnegative product of L-function under consideration at s = 1 but
overlooks potential contributions from poles at s = 1 4 iy for some v # 0, which can
be significant when ~ is small. We address this issue and provide a more complete
analysis in Section

Acknowledgements. The author thanks Jesse Thorner for suggesting this project and pro-
viding valuable guidance and support throughout its development. The author also thanks
Dimitris Koukoulopoulos and Alexandru Pascadi for helpful comments on the manuscript.
All numerical computations were carried out using Mathematica 14.

Outline of the paper. In Section[2, we review the fundamental properties of both standard
and Rankin—Selberg L-functions. In Section [B] we present preliminary computations and
establish useful bounds that will be used throughout the paper. In Section E we prove
Theorems under the assumption that Nq, = Nq» = 1. In Section [l we extend the
proofs of Theorems in Section M to the case where Nq, > 1 or Nq,» > 1.

2. PROPERTIES OF L-FUNCTIONS

Let F' be a number field with adele ring Ap. Let Dgr be the absolute discriminant of F
Op the ring of integers of F', and N = Ng/g the norm defined on nonzero ideals a of O by
Na = |Op/al|. For a place v of F, let v | oo (resp. v 1 00) denote that v is archimedean (resp.
non-archimedean), and let F, be the corresponding completion of F'. Each v { oo corresponds
with a prime ideal p of Op. The properties of L-functions given here rely on [3| 11 [16].
In our use of f = O(g) or f < g, the implied constant is always absolute and effectively
computable, unless specified otherwise.

Let m € §pn. Recall § in ([L4]). There exists a unique pair (7%, t,) € §F X R such that
T =7*®|-|" in which case L(s,7) = L(s+it,, 7). Therefore, in our discussion of standard
L-functions and Rankin—Selberg L-functions, it suffices to restrict to §7,.

2.1. Standard L-functions. If 7 € §; , then for each place v, there exists an irreducible
admissible representation 7, of GL,,(F,), with 7, ramified for at most finitely many v, such
that 7 is a restricted tensor product ®,m,. When v { co and p corresponds with v, we write ,
and m, interchangeably. For each prime ideal p, there exist m Satake parameters (a;-(p))jL,
such that the local L-function L(s,m,) is given by

SWP Hl_a]ﬂ Nps Z Np]s'

j:l ZO

The standard L-function L(s, ) attached to 7 is
11 Ax(n)

= L =
: (87 WP) . Nns ’

which converges absolutely for Re(s) > 1. If v | oo, there exist m Langlands parameters at
v, namely, (11 (), po(V), ..., pim=(v) € C, from which we define

m

=TI L6 m) =[] Tu(s + sm(v)),

v]oo v]oo j=1
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where

s) =15/ (s i =
FU(S):{PRO I(s/2) if F, =R, 21)

Fe(s) =2(2n)°T'(s) if F, =C.
Luo, Rudnick, and Sarnak [15], along with Miieller and Speh [18], showed that there exists

O0m € 10,5 — — —] such that we have the uniform bounds

() S Np™, R(pjr(v)) = —On, (2.2)

and the generalized Ramanujan conjecture asserts that one may take 6,, =

Let g, denote the conductor of 7, and let 1 € §} denote the trivial representation (whose
L-function is the Dedekind zeta function (r(s)). Let §, = 1 if 7 = 1, and 0, = 0 otherwise.
Let T € §,, be the contragredient of 7. The completed L-function

A(s, m) = (s(1 = )’ (DFNGz)*? Loo (s, 7) L(s, )
is entire of order 1. There exists W () € C of modulus 1 such that A(s, ) satisfies
A(s,m) =W (m)A(1l —s,7) = W(m)A(1 — 5, 7).

Since {a;#(p)} = {a72 P}, Naz = Naz, and {s;(0)} = {152(0)}, we have that L(s, 7) =
L(s,m). If v | 0o, we define €,(7) = &€,(0, 7), where

o (it, ) HWM ) 4 it| + 3)F
7=1

The analytic conductor is given by €(7) = €(0, 7), where
¢(it,m) = DyNg, [ [ €, (it 7).
v]oo
Lastly, we define a,(p*) by the Dirichlet series identity
¥log Np

——(s,m) ZZ 2 laﬂpks = ZZ an (P pllngp, Re(s) > 1. (2.3)

p k=1 p k=1

2.2. Rankin—Selberg L-functions. Let 7 € § and 7’ € §,. Let 0, = 1 if 7’ =7 and
Orxn = 0 otherwise. For p 1 q,q,, define

/ _ - r 1
Mo xm) =1 = e e

Jaquet, Piatetski-Shapiro, and Shalika proved the following theorem.
Theorem 2.1. [II] If (m,7') € §F, X §r,, then there exist

(1) complex numbers (0 ji wxr (p));”zly}/:l for each p | qzqn, from which we define

1
. .
L(s,m x m,) = H H 1 — @ jrpsenr (p)Np=s’
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(2) complex numbers (tijjr zxx (V)72 1], | for each v | 0o, from which we define

Loo(s,m x 1) HL S, Ty X ) Hﬁ ﬁ Lo(s + pjjrmxn (v));

v]oo v]joo j=1j'=1

(3) a conductor, an integral ideal whose norm is denoted N« = Nqzxz; and
(4) a complex number W (m x ©') of modulus 1

such that the Rankin—Selberg L-function
L(s,m x 7") H L(s,m, x 7r

converges absolutely for Re(s) > 1, the completed L-functions
A(s,mx ') = (s(1 — )%= (DB Nxr )2 Loo (s, X 7' )L(s,7 X ) (2.4)
are entire of order 1, and
As,mx 7)) =W(r x 7 )A(1 —s,7T x 7).
It follows from Theorem 2.0l that L(s,7 x 7') = L(3, 7 x 7). We can explicitly determine
the numbers 1t s rx(v) at all v | 0o (resp. @ jr rxr(P) at all p | q-q,) using the archimedean

case of the local Langlands correspondence [18, Section 3.1] (resp. [20, Appendix]). These
descriptions and (2.2]) yield the bounds

|aj,j’,7r><7r’(p)| S Np07n+0ml, R,e(/,LjJIJrXW/(’U)) Z _(em + Hm/) (25)
If £ > 1 is an integer, then we define
A pk A/ pk lfp 9z,
e () = { )2 (P7) . e (26)
Zj=1 Zj’=1 O‘J'J’JTXW’(p) if p | qr Yz,
We have the Dirichlet series identity
L’ Arxr (p¥) log Np
—(s,mx ) 2;;; NMS . Re(s) > 1. (2.7)

¢, (it, m x ) HHIu]mm ) + it| + 3) R,

The analytic conductor is given by €(7m x 7') = €(0, 7 x 7’), where
C(it,m x ') = D™ N H ¢, (it, T x 7).
v]oo
We have the inequality
C(it,m x ') < €(x)™ & (x")"™(|t] + 3)"m (2.8)

as well as €(7 x 7') < (7)™ &(x')™. We provide a detailed proof of (Z8) in the appendix of
this article, following [7, Theorem A.2] and the correction noted in [19, P. 9].
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3. PRELIMINARY COMPUTATIONS AND USEFUL BOUNDS

We begin by modifying the family of metrics defined in (IL2). Let 7 € UX_,F*, 0 € {£1},
and v € R. We define M to be the set of functions n + da,(n)Nn?, where a,(n) denote
the Dirichlet coefficient of —(L'/L)(s, ) at n. Let my,my > 0 be integers and m € §
Ty € T, For 71,72 € Rand 01,6, € {£1}, we define Dy(-,-) on M as

Dy (810, (n)N0 Gyar, (n)Nni?2)

mi?

._ Z Z |01ax, (pF)Npik1 — dyar, (p*)Npikr2|2 log Np (3.1)

i Npk‘a

where ¢ > 1 is a parameter to be optimized later. We note that d; and d, are not limited to
{£1}, but this choice suffices for our purposes and simplifies the computations. To simplify
notation, for j € {1,2,3}, we set z;(n) := d;a,(n)Nn"7. The quantity in (BI)) defines a
family of metrics on M as it satisfies the following properties:
(1) Nonnegativity: “D,(zi(n),z2(n)) > 0, with equality if and only if z1(n) = z5(n).”
The nonnegativity follows from the definition in ([B]). For the second statement, the
“only if” direction also follows immediately from the definition. For the “if” direction,
suppose that D, (x1(n), z2(n)) = 0. This implies that

x1(p*) = z4(p") for all prime powers p.

Since a,, (n) and a,,(n), and hence z1(n) and z5(n), are supported on prime powers,
then x1(n) = x2(n) = 0 for all n that are not prime powers. It follows that x;(n) =
x9(n) for all n as desired.

(2) Symmetry: By (Bj:l)v we have ]D)o(xl(n)v x2(n)) = ]D)o(x2(n)7 xl(“))’
(3) Triangle inequality: The inequality

Do (z1(n), 25(n)) < Dy (21(n), 23(n)) + Do (23(n), 22(n)) (3.2)

follows from (B.I]) and Minkowski’s inequality.

In Section M, we will apply the new family of metrics in (B.1]) to establish zero-free regions
for L(s,7) and L(s, 7 x 7’), by carefully choosing =}, v;, and §; for j € {1,2,3}, and using an
appropriate triangle inequality of the form ([B.2]). Before proceeding, we carry out preliminary
computations and derive useful bounds that will be used throughout the rest of the paper.

3.1. Preliminary computations. Consider the right-hand side of ([B.1]). Direct computa-
tion gives

G160z, (NPT = G, () Np™2

= |z, (1) + |ax, (p)|? — 26105 Re(ar, (%) an, (pF)NpkO1=72)),
It follows that

' - log N > |ag, (9%)[?log N
Dyt (AN B, (N = 5 37 3 2P0 57y elP e
P

p k=1

(0, (PF) log N
—5@}@(22“ Npkoaszkm ). (33)
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In the proofs of Theorems [[LTHI.3], choices of m; and 7y will be chosen from {7, ', 7, 7'}.
If Ngr = Ng = 1, by (2.6) and [2.7)), we have

i i 1L - 1L
D, (810, (W)NW™, Gpar, (W)N02)? = —2— (0,1 % 1) — o=
/

L , ~
-+ (5152 Re ( (O’ -+ (’}/2 — ’}/1)7,,77'1 X 7T2)>. (34)
If Ng, > 1 or Ng,» > 1, the first term on the right-hand side of (B3] equals

= (P)[*logN 1 - (PF)PlogN mxq (pF) log N
§ 30> nPILhsRe Sy e PICoeN | sy e ) 08

0, Ty X T3)

p k=1 plar, k=1 P|q7r1 k=1
‘am ‘ 10g Np a7r1 ><7r1 10g N]J
+3 ZZ N ZZ Noww
p|q‘rr1 k=1 P‘qwl k=1

which, by ([Z0]) and 27, equals

1L - log N i (P7)log N
Ao x4 (03 e losNe 575 PUEIE) g

Plan, k=1 plan, k=1

For convenience, we define

aT( a'7r 10 N Ay < lO N
E(U+ZW’W1XW2 Z Z : plj(a-i-z‘y : p Z Z = zpk(a-i-ryg p (36)

plany qmy k=1 plany qry k=1
Then (B.0) can be written as

1r
2L
The second and third terms on the right-hand side of ([B3]) can be rewritten in the same
manner as described above. Consequently, it follows from ([B3) that
Dy (81r, (M)NN, G3a0r, (n)Nn'72)?
1r _ 1r L

= 2 L(O' T X 7T1) 2 L(O' To X 7T2) +5152R,€ <f(0'+ (’YQ —’}/1)7;,77'1 X 7?2))

1 _ 1 - . -
+ §E(0, T X ) + §E(a, Ty X 7o) — 0102 Re(E(0 + (72 — m1)i, m X Ta)).  (3.7)

1
—(o,m X ) + 2E(U T X 7).

3.2. Useful bounds. In the proofs of Theorems [[LTHI.3, we will need to estimate the right-
hand side of ([B.4) in the case where Nq, = Ng,» = 1 and the right-hand side of ([B.7) in the
case where Nq, > 1 or Ngq,» > 1. To proceed, we require the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let m € §,, and my € §;,,. Let p denote the nontrivial zeros of L(s,m X m3)
different from 0 and 1. Let § be the order of pole or zero of L(s,m X m3) at s = 1. Let
Yo be the Euler—-Mascheroni constant. Let o,t € R, and define ¢c; = logm + o > 1.721. If
1<o<2ands=oc+it, then

/

—Re <Lf(s,7r1 X 7r2)) < Re (

Sil) —;Re(sip) +(6-5) +%log€(it,7r1 X 103).
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Proof. Since A(s,m x m9) as defined in (2.4]) is entire, it admits a Hadamard factorization

A(s, m x mp) = eats H <1 — %) e=s/P, (3.8)
p

where a = a(m X ) and b = b(m; X my) are constants, and p ranges over zeros of A(s, m X m3)
different from 0,1. Using the definition (24]), we take the real parts of the logarithmic
derivatives of both sides of (B.8) and apply the fact that Re(b) = —>_ Re(1/p), which
follows from [9, Theorem 5.7]. It follows that

/

—Re(%(s,m X 7r2)> = Re(% + %) - ;Re<sip)

1 L
+ 5 log(DR""*Nqry xmy) + Re(L%’o(s,m X 7T2)>, (3.9)

o0

leaving us to bound the last two terms.
By the definition of L. (s, X ms) in Theorem Pl we have that

!/

LOO
Re <K(s,7ﬁ X 7T ) Re (Z Z Z (s + ujl,mm(v))). (3.10)
v|oo j1=1j2= 1
Recall the definition of I',(s) in (ZI). By [0, Lemma 4.1] and the fact that I'c(s) =
Ir(s)T'r(s + 1), there is a constant ¢; = log 7 + g such that

/

Re (%(s)) < R R)(~ L4 Slo(ls +1))). (3.11)

v

Denoting /1), jy.m xm (V) With i, ;,(v), we have log(|s + p;, ;, +1|) < log(|pj, j, +it| +3), using
o < 2. Thus it follows from ([3I0) and (B.IT)) that

/

Re (%(S,?ﬁ y 7r2)> < _C1mm2[F + Re (ZZZ [Fy - R log(|pj,.5, + it +3)>

v|oo j=1 j'=1

By using the above inequality in ([3.9) and applying the definition of €(it, m; X ) as defined
in Section 2.2, we obtain

!/

—Re <%(s,7r1><7rg)) < Re <5

s—1

)3 Re (- )= Clmmlz[F i 4508 €(it, T xm).
p

The lemma then follows from the fact that ¢ > 1 and mm/[F : Q] > 1. O

We note that the contributions from zeros p of L(s, 7 X m3) in Lemma B.I] can be handled
by observing that for ¢ > 1 and any nontrivial zero p = 4 ¢y, we have

1 B o—p
Re <a+it—p> (o= B)2+(t—7)? 2 0. (312)

Now, we let w(n) denote the number of distinct prime ideals dividing the ideal n, namely,
w(n) == [{p:p[n}.

The next lemma provides an estimate for F(o + i7,m X ms), which arises only when Nq, > 1
or Nq,» > 1, given that we take my,m € {7, 7,7, 7'}
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Lemma 3.2. Recall the deﬁmtzon of E(o+it, m xms) in [B.0). Letm € §
i € {1,2}, let 0, € 0,1
congecture for ;. Then we have

my and Ty € §y For
| be the best bound towards the generalized Ram(muyan

2+1

, mim
|E(0 + iy, m X m2)| < %w(qﬂlqﬂ?)'
1 =0, —On,

Proof. For i € {1,2}, we first note that

an, (0] = | D i ()] < D7 NpHr = N
j=1 j=1
By 22), 3), 1), and @.8), for p | gx,qr,, We have

‘aﬂ'l(pk)Haﬂz(pk” <m mngk(€m1+9m2);

mip  m2

2 (E : k k(Omq 40
‘CLW1><7FQ | - ‘ ijl ]2 T X2 ) ‘ S mlmQNp ( " nz).

Jj=1 j=1

Since o > 1, we have

NpkOmi+0m3) |oo N log N
B0 + iy, m x )| < Z Zmlmz p 0g P_m1m2 Z og Np

k 1_0m1 —Omy 17
Pl dmy k=1 Np plamy dmy N]J : L
The lemma then follows from the observation that
o 1 N 10, —6m 7
(1=, = Omy) log Np = log(Np'~0mi=0m2) < 3 Uoa(Rp~ ™)) _ Npt-tm =0 _1. 0

|
j=1 I

4. PrROOF OF THEOREMS [[LTHL.3l WHEN Nq, = Nq =1
In this section, we establish Theorems [[LTHI.3 under the assumption that Nq, = Ng,» = 1.

4.1. Proof of Theorem [I.1l Let 7 € §F, and p = [ + iy be a nontrivial zero of L(s,).
Assume that for any constant ¢y > 0, we have

B>1-1/(caL), L1 = (2m+3)log(€(m)(3 + [y[)"" ). (4.1)

We will show that (41]) does not hold for sufficiently large cs.
Consider the triangle inequality

D, (ax(m)Nn™ a,(n)Nn?) < D, (ax(n)Nn~, —1) 4+ D, (-1, a, (n)Nn')
= 2D, (a;(n)Nn~" —1).
By squaring both sides of the above inequality, it follows that
D, (az(n)Nn~™ a,(n)Nn™)? < 4D, (a,(n)Nn™", —1)2.
Applying the computation in (3.4 to the above inequality, we then have

I B CF I/ » I/

Og—f(a,ﬁxw) CF( )—Re(f(0+2w,ﬂ><7r)>—4Re<L(

o+ i, w)>. (4.2)
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For the first term in (4.2), we apply Lemma Bl and use (8.12) to drop the contribution of
all nontrivial zeros, yielding

L 1 1
—f(a,ﬂx%)gU_1+<1—%>+§log€(7rx%). (4.3)

Similarly, for the second term of (£.2), we have

—22—;1:(0) <

For the last term of ([4.2), we apply Lemma B.1] and use ([B.12) to remove the contribution of
all nontrivial zeros except for p = 8 + i7. It follows that

p— + (2 —c¢1) + log€(1). (4.4)

/

—4 Re <Lf(a + i%ﬂ)) < -

4 :
i 2¢; + 2log €(iy, ). (4.5)

We then consider the following two cases.

4.1.1. Case 1: 7 is not self-dual. Then L(s,m x ) is entire. For the third term of (£2), by
applying Lemma B and ([8.12)), we obtain

L 1
~Re <f(a 4 2,7 X w)) < —% + 5 log €20y, x ). (4.6)
Inserting (E3)-(E6) in (£2) and using Lemma [AJ] and the fact that 3 — 4¢; < 0, we have
3 4
0< — L. 4.
“o—-1 o-—-p0 Rt (4.7)

Let ¢3 > 0 denote a sufficiently large constant, and choose 0 =1+ 1/(¢3£4). Using ([(@.1]) and
substituting our choice of ¢ into (A1), it remains to determine the smallest co > 0 for which

0 S 303£1 — 40203£1/(02 -+ Cg) + £1. (48)
fails for some ¢3 > 0. Since (L) fails only when ¢3 > 1, we then contradict (A.8]) once taking

) 30% +c3
Co > min
c3>1 C3 —

= 13.9282. ..

4.1.2. Case 2: 7 is self-dual. Then L(s, 7 x ) has a simple pole at s = 1. Using Lemma 31
and ([B.I2)), we obtain the following bound for the third term of ([Z2l):

!/

—Re(%(c—l—2i%7r><7r)>< o1 +<1—ﬁ>+110g€(21’y,7r><7r). (4.9)

=0 — 12+ 472 2) 72
Inserting (A3)—(43) and ([@I) in (£2) and using Lemma [A 1] and that 4 — 4¢; < 0, we have
3 -1 4
0< d + L. (4.10)

a—1+ (0—12+4y2 o—§
Let ¢4 > 0 denote a sufficiently large constant. We now consider the following scenarios.
(1) Suppose that || > 2/(c4Ly). Choosing 0 = 1+1/(c4Ly), we have |y| > 2(c — 1), and
it follows from (4.10) that

52 4
< - . 4.11
O_17(0—1) 0—5+£1 (411)
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Using (1)) and our choice of o, we contradict (£I1) once taking

. 5203+ 17¢y
> ————— =15.8663. ..
= c4§1117:(/116 16¢, — 17 ’

where the minimum is attained at ¢4 = 2.2775. ..
Suppose that 0 < |y] < 2/(csLy). Since 7 = 7 and |y| # 0, then p is a zero of L(s, )
different from p. We then obtain a tighter bound for the fourth term of (£.2]), namely,
L : 4 (o — p)
e (G -4
Re L(O'—FZ”)/TF) Sy Rl P B
Choosing o = 1+ 4/(c4Ly), we have |y| < 2(c — f3). It follows that
L 4 2
—4Re <—(O’ + i, 7r)) < — — —2¢; + 2log €(iy, 7). (4.12)
L co—p o-—p

Inserting (A3), [@4), [@3), and (£I12) in (2] and applying Lemma [A. T and the fact
that 4 — 4¢; < 0, we have

!/

—2¢1 + 2log €(iry, 7).

4 6
0< — L. 4.13
“o—-1 o-p e (4.13)
Using (@.1]), our choice of o, and the value of ¢4 from (), we contradict (LI3]) when
2
i+ cy
— =13.4489 ...
27 90,4

Lastly, suppose that p is a multiple zero. We then obtain a tighter bound for the
fourth term of ([@2]), namely,

/

L
—4Re <f(a + i, 7r)) < —% — 2¢1 + 2log €(iy, 7). (4.14)

Inserting (£3), (£4), ([A9), and (£I4) in (£2]) and applying Lemma [A T and the fact
that 4 — 4¢; < 0, we have

4 8
o—1 o-p
Choosing 0 = 14 1/(c4L3) and using ([4.1]) and the value of ¢, from (), we contradict
(415) when

0< + L. (4.15)

4¢% + ¢

—92.8391 ...
27 e, —1

Thus taking ¢ = 16 guarantees a contradiction in each of the above cases, establishing
Theorem [Tl To prove the second claim—namely, when 7 is self-dual, the exponent m[F' : Q]
of 3+ |¢| in Theorem [Tl can be reduced to [F': Q]—we consider the alternative inequality

D,(Nn=" Nn") < Dy (Nn™", —a,(n)) + D, (—a,(n), Nn") = 2D, (Nn~", —a,(n)),

which holds when 7 is self-dual. Squaring both sides of the above inequality, we have

D, (Nn~, Nn")? < 4D, (Nn~", —a,(n))>.

By the computation in (34]), the above inequality can be rewritten as

/ I _ I/ /
0< —2—?(0’) — 2f(a,w x ) — 4 Re (f(a+z'fy,7r)> — Re <2—§(0 + 21’7)).
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Following a similar analysis as in Section {.1.2] we arrive at
3 oc—1
+ —
o—1 (c—-124+44* o-p
The inequality above differs from (LI0) only in the exponent of 3 + |y| in the last term,
allowing us to conclude our claim using the same reasoning as in Section [4.1.2]

0< + (2m + 3) log(€(m)(3 + || ) F@).

4.2. Proof of Theorem [I.2l Let 7 € §, and 7’ € §,, and let 7 # 7 and 7’ = 7. Let

m/)

p = B+ iy be a nontrivial zero of L(s, 7 x 7). Assume that for any constant ¢; > 0, we have
B>1—1/(cs5L9), Ly = 2(m 4+ m) log(€(m)&(n")(3 + |y|)™EFd). (4.16)

We will show that ([AI6]) does not hold for sufficiently large cs.
Consider the triangle inequality
Dy(a-(m)Nn~ a,(n)Nn") < D, (az(n)Nn~™, —ap(n)) + Dy(—ar (n), ax(n)Nn')
= 2D, (a(M)Nn™", —a.(n)),

using that 7 = 7 in the last step. Squaring both sides of the above inequality, we obtain

0 < 4D, (az(MNn™, —a(n))? — Dy(ar(n)Nn~27, a ()2 (4.17)
By (B34, it follows from ([EI7) that
/ " L/ " L/
0< —f(a,w X TT) — 23(0, 7w x ') —4Re <f(a + iy, T X 7r/)>

!/

— Re <Lf(0' + 267y, X 7T)) (4.18)

For the first term of (£I§]), we apply Lemma B.I] and use ([B.12) to drop the contribution
of all nontrivial zeros. It follows that

r - 1 1 ~
—f(O',?TXﬂ')S U_1+<1—%>+§log€(7r><7r). (4.19)
A similar conclusion can be derived for the second term of (A.I8]), namely,
L 2
—QZ(U, ' x7) < " (2 —¢1) +log €(n" x 7). (4.20)
O' —

For the third term of ([AIS), we apply Lemma [B.I] and then (B.12)) to drop the contribution
of all nontrivial zeros except for p = 3 + ¢y. It follows that

/

—4Re <Lf(a + iy, X w’)) < —

4
5 2c1 + 2log €(iy, ™ x 7). (4.21)
O' —

For the last term of (£I8), using Lemma B and (B12) and the fact that m # 7, we obtain

r 1
—Re <f(a + 20y, T X 7r)) < —% +5 log &(2i7y, 7 X ). (4.22)
Inserting (LI19)-#22) in (ZIY) and applying Lemma [A1] and that 3 — 4¢; < 0, we have
3 4
0< - Lo (4.23)

c—1 o-p
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Let ¢g > 0 denote a sufficiently large constant, and choose ¢ = 1 + 1/(c6L2). Using (4.16)
and the choice of o, we contradict (L.23]) when

= 13.9282...

. 3C% + cg
C5 > INin
ceg>1 C6 —

In conclusion, Theorem follows once we take c5 = 14.

4.3. Proof of Theorem Let L(s,m x ") = L(s,m x ©') and p = 3+ iy be a nontrivial
zero of L(s,m x 7'). Assume that for any constant ¢; > 0, we have

B>1-1/(crLs), L3 =2(m+m')log(€(m)&(n")(3 + |y[)"" ). (4.24)

We will show that (£.24]) does not hold for sufficiently large c;.
We begin with the triangle inequality

Dy ()N~ ar(n)Nn™) < Dy (ax(n)Nn™, —a(0)) + Dy (—ar (n), ax(n)Nn?).  (4.25)

Squaring both sides of (25 and applying the inequality of arithmetic and geometric means,
we obtain

Dy (ax ()N, ax (m)N0)? < 2D, (ar ()N, —az())* + 2D, (—az (), ax(m)Nn')?.

Using (B4) and the fact that L(s,m x ') = L(s, 7 x 7'), we express the above inequality as

/ / /

B N L
0< —7(o,m x @) =2—7(0,7" x 7) —4Re <f(0 + iy, X W’>)

!/

— Re <Lf(a + 267y, X 7?)) (4.26)

We then consider the following two cases.

4.3.1. Case 1: L(s, 7 x ') is entire. In this case, the first, second, and third terms of (28]
can be estimated exactly as in ([LI9), (£20), and ([£21)), respectively. For the fourth term of
(#24), since L(s,m x 7) has a pole at s = 1, upon using Lemma 3.1l and (B.12]), we have

/

L : ~ o—1 c1 1 , ~
~Re(=(c+ < p(1-2) 42 . .
Re < 7 (0 + 2iry, T X 7r)> S G IEr e <1 5 ) 5 log €(2iy, m X ) (4.27)

Let cg denote a sufficiently large positive constant. We consider the following three scenarios.

(1) Suppose that |y| > 2/(csL3) and choose ¢ = 1+ 1/(csL3). Then |y| > 2(c — 1), and

the first term on the right-hand side of ({21 is bounded above by % Inserting

(EI19)-#21) and (#27) in (£26) and applying Lemma[Aland the fact that 4 —4c; <

0, we have

D2 4
< — . 4.2
O—17(0——1) a—ﬁ+£3 (4.28)
Using ({£24)) and our choice of o, we contradict (£28)) once taking

. D2¢2 + 17cs
c; > min ————
es>17/16 16cg — 17

— 15.8663 ...,

where the minimum is attained at cg = 2.2775. ..
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(2) Suppose that 0 < |y] < 2/(csL3). Since p is a zero of L(s,m x 7’) and L(s, 7 x 7') =
L(s,m x 7'), it follows that p and p are distinct zeros of L(s, 7 x 7). Using Lemma
B and (B.12), we can bound the third term in (£26]) more tightly, namely,

L : , 4 4(oc = B) , ,
_ < _ _ _
4Re<L(a+w,7T><7r)) ST T o gEtar 2¢1 +2log €(iy, m x 7'). (4.29)

For the fourth term of (.20, it follows from (A.27) and the fact that |y| > 0 that

L/ . ~ C1 1 .
—Re(=(0+ < +(1-2) 4= . .
Re < 7 (0 + 2iy, 7 x 7r)) < <1 2) 5 log €(2iry, ™ x ) (4.30)

By inserting (L.19), (£20), (£29), and (£30) in (@26) and applying Lemma [A.T] and
the fact that 4 — 4¢; < 0, it follows that
4 4 (o — B)
0< — — Ls.
So—1 o-8 (o-pp+ap
Choosing o = 1+ 4/(csL3), we have |y| < 3(c — f3). It follows that

4 6
< — 4.31
0<—— 0__5+£3, (4.31)
Using ({24), our choice of o, and the value of ¢g from (), we contradict (£31]) when
o> B 43480
7 25 — 4 = lo. c

(3) Suppose that p is a multiple zero. Using Lemma B and (8.12]), we then have a tighter
bound for the third term of (4.2€]), namely,

/

—4Re (Lf(a + iy, T X 7'('/)) < -

s 5 2¢1 + 2log €(iy, ™ x 7). (4.32)

O' J—
Inserting (A19),[#.20), (£30), and (£32) in ([£26) and applying Lemma [A.1] and the
fact that 4 — 4¢; < 0, we have
4 8
co—1 o-p
By choosing o = 1+ 1/(csL3) and using (£.24]) and the value of c¢g from (), it follows
that ([£33)) fails when taking
4¢3 + cs
>
T des— 1
4.3.2. Case 2: L(s,m x ') is not entire. This means m = 7’ and, equivalently, 7 = 7’. Then

L(s,m x ') has a simple pole at s = 1. Let p = 8 + iy be a nontrivial zero of L(s,m x 7).
Using the fact that # = 7 in (£.26]), we obtain

0< + L (4.33)

=2.8391...

L/ L/ L/
0< —3f(a,7r x ') —4Re <f(a + iy, X 7T/)) — Re <f(0’ + 20y, T X 7T/)). (4.34)
For the first term of (£34)), upon using Lemma B and ([BIZ), we have
L , 3 3cq 3 /
—o— < — - — — . 4.35
3L(U,7r><7r)_0_1+<3 2)+210g€(7r><7r) (4.35)

Similarly, for the second term of (4.34]), we have
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/

—4Re <%(U+ify,7r X 7T/)> <

do-1) 4
(c—12++* o-8

+ (4 - 201)
+2log €(iy, ™ x 7). (4.36)
Lastly, for the third term of ([4.34]), we obtain

L . o—1 1 1 .

—Re (Z(a + 20y, T X 7r')> < SV + (1 — 5) +3 log €(2iy, 7 x 7). (4.37)
Putting together (E30)-([@37) in (34) and applying Lemma [A1] along with the fact that
7' =7, we obtain

3 4(0c—1) o—1 4

- - — -
c—1 (6—=12%24+92 (c—-1244y2 o-p
Let cg > 0 denote a sufficiently large constant. We consider the following three scenarios.

(1) Suppose that |y| > 4/(coL3). Using the definition of L3 in ([A.24]), the last two terms
of (A38)) can be bounded above by

Choosing 0 = 1+ 1/(c9L3), we have v > 4(c — 1). It follows from (4.38)) that

3592 4
0< — kLs. 4.39
ST0s0—1) o—p " (4:39)
Using ({.24)) and our choice of o, we contradict (£39) when
3592¢3 4+ 1105kcq
min
co>1105k/828 828cq — 1105k

where the minimum is attained when ¢ = 3.5273 ...

(2) Suppose that 0 < |y| < 4/(coLs3). We consider —(L'/L)(o,m x ©') and apply Lemma
B and (BI2). Since L(s,7 x 7') is self-dual and v # 0, then 7 is another zero of
L(s,m x 7). Tt follows that

L / 1 2(0_5) €1
_f(a’ﬂxw)ga—l_(a—ﬁ)2+72+<1_5

By the definition of L3, the last two terms of (£.40) can be bounded above by

(1 =c1/2)/(41og3) +1/8)L3 < 0.1567L3 := k' L3.
Since 7" = 7, then —(L'/L)(o,m x ©') > 0 when o > 1. Choosing 0 = 1 + 8/(c9Ls3),
it follows that |y| < 2|o — 3|. It then follows from ([@A0) that

1 8
0§a—1_5(0—5)

Using ([£24), our choice of o, and the value of ¢g from (), we contradict (41 when

. 5ca + 40k cqg
"7 24cy — 320K

Hence, taking ¢; = 33, we have proved a zero-free region for Cases ([Il) and (2).

0<

(8 - 401) + £3. (438)

cr > =32.2770.. .,

) + % log &(7 x 7). (4.40)

+ K L. (4.41)

= 2.4431...
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(3) Lastly, we handle potential real zeros of L(s,m x 7). Let N be the number of all real
zeros, counted with multiplicity, in the range 1—1/(33L3) < § < 1. Again, we consider
—(L'/L)(o,mx7") and use Lemma[31] (8.12), and the fact that —(L'/L)(o,mx7') >0
when ¢ > 1. It follows that

1 N
0< — + k' Ls.
“o—1 o-—p s
Using the same choice of ¢ as in Case (), we obtain
0< 2 N + K

=16 16/co + 1/33

which, upon using the value of ¢g from (I, implies that N < 2. Thus there is at most
one real simple zero.

In conclusion, taking c; = 33 ensures a contradiction in all cases, whether L(s,7m x 7’) is
entire or not. Theorem thus follows.

5. PROOFS OF THEOREMS WHEN Ng, > 1 OR Ngq, > 1

In the previous section, we adopted the family of metrics defined in ([B.1]) to prove Theorems
under the assumption that Nq, = Ng» = 1. If we assume that Nq, > 1 or Ng, > 1,
the square of (B.I]) can be expressed as in (3.7), which includes additional contributions from
ramified primes of the form E(o +iv,m X 7). To estimate these extra contributions, we can
apply Lemma [3.2] which relies on progress towards the generalized Ramanujan conjecture.
However, this results in narrower zero-free regions than those in Theorems For
instance, the zero-free region in Theorem [L.T] would take the form

o<1-— ! 2 )
ca(mlog(€(m) (3 + [t)mFY) + 55— (dx))
for some absolute constant c;. The extra term in the denominator, which comes from the
application of Lemma B.2] introduces a significant dependence on m,m’ and q.
To eliminate this extra term, we define a new quantity as follows. For integers mq, mo > 1,
let m € §,,, T2 € 8ipyr V1,72 € R, and 01,05 € {£1}. We define

]D:(r((ﬂ-lv 71, 51)7 (7T27 Y2, 52))

1 L - L - L _ -
= \/§< — f(a’ T X ) — f(a, Ty X Ta) + 20102 Re (f(UﬂL (V2 — )i, m ¥ 7T2)>>, (5.1)

where ¢ is a parameter to be optimized later. The square of this quantity is essentially
identical to (B.7), except for the exclusion of the extra terms of the form F(o + iy, m X m3).
In other words, when Nq, = Nq.» = 1 and 7y, 7 € {m, 7,7, 7'}, we have

D;((ﬂ-b 71, 51)7 (7T2> 2, 52))2 = DU(51a7T1 (n)anl ) 52a7T2 (n)NniWF'

Our motivation for considering the quantity in (5.I]) is to eliminate contributions from
ramified primes at the outset, ensuring that they do not appear in any triangle inequalities
of interest. For positive integers my, ma, ms, let m € ., T2 € §,ys T3 € Sy 11,72, 73 € R,
and 01, ds,03 € {£1}. In what follows, we shall establish that D ((my, 1, 01), (72,72, 02)) is
well-defined and nonnegative, and that the following inequality holds:
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D;((71771751>7 (7T27’Y2,52))2
< Q]D)Z((m,%, 51), (7T3773, 53))2 + QD:((W&’Y:},, 53)7 (7T2772, 52))2- (5-2)

Remark. In Section [l we used the triangle inequality (82)) to construct a nonnegative linear
combination of logarithmic derivatives of L-functions. In this section, we instead rely on
(52)), which is not a triangle inequality in the usual sense. In fact, when Nq, = Nqn = 1,
(B2)) is equivalent to squaring (3:2)) and applying the arithmetic—geometric mean inequality.
This weaker form, however, suffices to construct the desired nonnegative linear combinations.

To this end, we exploit the positive semi-definiteness of Rankin—Selberg L-functions. Fol-
lowing the approach in [2], we first define positive semi-definite families of L-functions.

Definition 5.1. Let Z be a finite ordered sequence. Fori,j € I, let L; j(s) = Y, a;j(n) Nn~*
be a formal Dirichlet series with complex coefficients. We say that the family (L; ;(s))ijez is
positive semi-definite if and only if for any n, the matriz M € Ct*T with entries

Mi,j = CLZ'J'(H)

1s Hermitian and positive semi-definite. When applied to complex L-functions, this definition
refers to their Dirichlet expansions in Re(s) > o, for large enough o.

Proposition 5.2. Recall that §,, is the set of all cuspidal automorphic representations m
of GL,,(Ap) with unitary central character. For any finite subset § C US_ &, the family
(=(L'/L)(s,m X T'))raes is positive semi-definite. In particular, for any w,,w, € C and

o > 1, we have
/

Z —wﬂwn/f(a, Tx7)>0.

7w, €F

Proof. The proof follows closely from |2, Proposition 4], which establishes that for F' = Q, if
m > 1 is an integer and § is a finite subset of §,,, then the family (log L(s, 7 X 7))z reg s
positive semi-definite. We first observe that the proof of [2 Proposition 4] extends naturally
to any number field F' with minimal modification. Furthermore, since their argument does
not depend on m and 7" having the same degree m, the same result holds for any finite subset
§ C U G

It remains to show that if the family (log L(s, 7 X T'))x reg is positive semi-definite, then
so is the family (—(L'/L)(s, 7 X 7))z rez. Given o > 1, observe that for each ideal n, the
Dirichlet coefficients at n of log L(o, 7 x 7') and of —(L'/L)(o,m x 7’) differ only by a positive
scalar that depends only on n, and is independent of 7 and #n’. Therefore, by Definition
.11 the positive semi-definiteness of (—(L'/L)(s,m X 7)) r rez follows directly from that of
(log L(s, ™ X ')z rres- O

Recall D% ((m1, 791, 61), (m2,72,d2)) in (BI)). To show that this quantity is always a nonneg-
ative real number, it suffices to verify the inequality

1 r _ r _ r , _

5( — f(a, T X 1) — f(a, Ty X To) + 2d102 Re (Z(O' + (72 — m)i, ™ X Wg))) > 0.
Recall that 41,0, € {£1}. The above inequality holds by setting § = {m ®|-|7*, ma®|-|72},
with the corresponding constants w,, = d; and w,, = —ds, respectively, and then applying

Proposition 5.2
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Next, we verify (5.2]). By Definition (5.I), this is equivalent to verifying that

1 / _ L/ _ / _
0< 5( - f(a,m X 1) — f(a,m X Tg) — 4f(0, T3 X T3)
L _ L _
+ 4(51(53 Re <f(0’ -+ (’}/3 — ”yl)i, T X 7T3)> + 4(5352 Re (f(O’ -+ (’}/2 — ’)/3)7;,77'3 X 7T2)>
L , -
— 251(52 Re <f(0' + (”)/2 - ’)/1)’&, T X 7T2))> .

Recall that 1, 09,03 € {£1}. Setting § = {m @ |- |7, m @ |- |72, m3 @ | - 773} with the
corresponding constants wy, = 01, Wy, = 02, and w,, = —203, respectively, we conclude that

the above inequality holds upon applying Proposition

Proofs of Theorems[I.IHI.3. We begin by proving Theorem [Tl Recalling the hypothesis of
Theorem [T, we consider the inequality

]D):(r((ﬂ-v -7 1)7 (%7 Y5 1))2 < Q]D):((ﬂ-7 = 1)7 (]]-7 Ov _1))2 + Q]D):((]lv 07 _1)7 (%7 Vs 1))27 (53)
which follows from (52)). By the definition of D*((my,71,01), (72,72, d2))? in (B1), the in-
equality (5.3)) simplifies to

/ / /

0< _%(a,w X ) — 2%(0) —Re (Lf(o + 207, 7 X w)) —dRe (%(“ ”7’”))'

This recovers ([A2]), which serves as the starting point for the proof of Theorem [T under the
assumption Ng, = Nq,» = 1. From this point, the proof proceeds identically to Section A1l
Similarly, for Theorem [[.2] we consider the inequality

D;((m, =7, 1), (7,7, 1))* < 2D;((7, =7, 1), (', 0, =1))* + 2D; (', 0, = 1), (7, 7, 1))
< 4]]);((71-7 -7 ]-)7 (7T,7 Oa _1))2a
using that 7’ is self-dual the last step. By Definition (5.1), the inequality (54 recovers
(#18]), which serves as the starting point for the proof of Theorem under the assumption
Ng, = Ng,» = 1. The rest of the proof then follows the same steps as in Section 1.2
Lastly, to prove Theorem [[.3] we consider the inequality
]D:;((ﬂ-> - 1)7 (7Ta s 1))2 < 2D;((7Ta = 1)a (%/7 Oa _1))2 + 2D:((7~T,7 Oa _1)’ (71-7 s 1))2 (55)

Again, by (5.1)), the inequality (5.3]) recovers (26), which serves as the starting point for the
proof of Theorem under the assumption Nq, = Ngq,» = 1. The rest of the proof follows
the same steps as in Section O

(5.4)

Remark. The method in this section actually supersedes the work in Section M|, which is
restricted to the case Nq, = Ngn = 1. We included Section Ml which uses the family
of metrics D, (d1a,, (N)Nn daa,, (n)Nn"2), to illustrate how Koukoulopoulos’s work can be
extended in a similar manner.

APPENDIX A. AN INEQUALITY ON THE RANKIN-SELBERG CONDUCTOR

We now restate (2.8) in the following lemma and provide a detailed proof, which closely
follows the argument in [7, Theorem A.2] and incorporates the correction noted on [19, P. 9].
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Lemma A.1. If (n,7') € §, x &%, then
Clit,m x ') < E(m)™ ¢(x)™(|t| 4+ 3)mm A,
Furthermore, we have €(r x 7') < €(m)™ &(7')™.

Proof. For the arithmetic conductor, we use the bound Ny, | qum'Nq?, as given in [
Theorem 2]. For the archimedean conductor, it remains to show that

¢ (it,mx ') < Qv(ﬁ)m’gv(ﬂ)mﬂﬂ 4 3)mm’[Fu:R]‘

We note that the proof of this lemma closely follows [7, Theorem A.2]. Utilizing Langlands’
classification of the admissible dual of GL, (F}), the representations 7, and x/, correspond to
the direct sums ©y; and @y}, for irreducible representations ¢; and ¢ of the Weil group
W, of F,. By definition, we have

(s,7y) HL s,¢i), L(s,m)= HL(S,QO;-), L(s,m, x 7)) = HL(S, @i X ©F).
J i,
This factorization also applies to the associated conductors. Let d;, d; denote the dimensions
of p; and ¢, respectively, so that n = ) d; and n' = »_ dj. Omitting the indices i and
j, it remains to prove that for irreducible representations ¢ and ¢’ of Wg, , of respective
dimensions d and d’, we have

€, (it © ¢') < () () (18] + 3) T, (A1)

When F, = C, the Weil group is given by W¢ = C*, implying that all irreducible represen-
tations are one-dimensional. Any such character can be expressed as x1.,(z) = (z/]z|)*]2|?,
for k € Z and v € C. Defining p = v + |k|/2, the corresponding L-factor is I'c(s + ) (see
[13, (4.6)]). According to the recipe in [I0, (21) and (31)], we obtain

¢, (it, ) = (|l +it| + 3)%.
Now if ¢ =y, and ¢ = xp ., then ¢ ® ¢’ = Xj4r 1. This leads to the bound

¢, (it, p® ') = ()"”2 l|+1/+1/+z't)+3>2§<<‘k‘+| )+ (W‘H |>+|t|+3)2. (A.2)

Next, we establish that @ + |v| < 3|u| + 1. This part of the proof in [7, Appendix A.2] is
slightly incomplete, as the inequality preceding [7), (A.13)] fails when k = 1. This issue was
identified and corrected in [19, P. 9]. We present a complete proof of this part as follows.

(1) If £ =0, then @ + |v| < 3|p| + 1 holds trivially.
(2) If k| =1, we have Bl 4 |u| = |+ L < v+ L +1<3[v+ L +1 =3[ + 1.
(3) If |k| > 2, we recall [I2 Corollary 2.5], namely, | Re(v)| < 3. Since @ > 1, we have

Re(v)| < |Re(v M , and also 2| Re(v) + M > M. It follows that
|

||+ ‘ |k|)+ |k|‘+2‘ |k|)<3‘ |)§3|u|+1-

3 <l
Thus we have shown that %l + [1] < 3|u| + 1. Substituting this into (A2)), we obtain
Cy(it, o @ ') < (3lpal + 3lw'| + [t] +5)% < (|l +3)* (|| + 3)*(|t] + 3)?,

which implies ([(A]) in the case where F, = C.
When F, =R, each irreducible representation ¢ of Wr = C* U jC* has dimension 1 or 2.
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e If © is one-dimensional, its restriction to C* takes the form g, for v € C (see [13],
(3.2)). Defining k =1 — p(j) € {0,2}, we set p = v + k/2, yielding
L(s,p) =Tr(s+p),  €lit,p) = |p+it[ + 3.
e If ¢ is two-dimensional, then it is the induction of i, from C* to GLy(R), where
k> 1and v € C. Setting p = v + k/2, we obtain
L(s,p) =Tc(s+p),  Cit, @) = (|p +it] + 3)°.
In both cases, let (k,v) and (K',v') be the parameters associated with ¢ and ¢', respectively.
We now analyze the tensor product parameters.
(1) If both ¢ and ¢’ are one-dimensional, then ¢ ® ¢’ remains one-dimensional, with
parameter (1 — ¢(j)¢'(j),v + v/). In this case, (AT is equivalent to
1—9(j)¢'()
2
Since 1 — ()¢’ (7) < (1—¢(j))+ (1 —¢'(j)) = k+ k', we can apply the same analysis
as in the complex setting to obtain (A.3)).
(2) If o is one-dimensional, and ¢’ is irreducible and two-dimensional, then ¢ ® ¢’ is irre-
ducible and two-dimensional, induced from C* by the character xo, Xk = Xi' vtv/-
Thus ¢ ® ¢ has parameters (', v + ¢/). Then (AT is equivalent to

(I + 4+ it] +3)% < (Jul +3)* (' + 3) (It + 3)*,

which holds by the triangle inequality.

(3) Let ¢ and ¢’ be both irreducible and two-dimensional, and let & > £’. Then ¢ ® ¢’
is the direct sum of two two-dimensional representations, induced from C* from the
characters X, Xw . = Xktk/w+v &0d Xk —uXk'r = X&/—k—v- (The latter representa-
tion is reducible when k = k’.) This shows that

L(s,p @ @) =Tels+p+p\lels +p— 1), Cit,p®¢) = (ln+u'|+3)°(|u— | +3)
Thus ([AJ) is equivalent to
(It +at] +3)% (e — g+ it +3)* < (el + 3) (| + 3)*(Jt] + 3)%,
which holds by the triangle inequality.
This completes the proof of Lemma [AT] O

+y+1/+z’t’+3§<§+|u|>+(%/+|1/|>+|t|+3. (A.3)
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