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Abstract. Let = be a Hecke—Maass cusp form for SL(3, Z) and f be a holomorphic (or Maass)
Hecke cusp form for SL(2, Z). In this paper we prove the subconvex bound

L(A/2+it, 1 X f) L, fe (1 + |¢])3/21/51+s
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1. Introduction

For 7w a Hecke—Maass cusp form for SL(3, Z), and f a holomorphic Hecke cusp form for
SL(2, Z) the associated Rankin—Selberg L-series is given by
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L(SJTXf)—ZZ (’Zn:g){(n)
n,r=1

in the half-plane o > 1. (Here A; and A are the normalized Fourier coefficients of the
forms.) This series extends to an entire function and satisfies a functional equation of
Riemann type,

y(s,m)L(s,m x f) =i*y(1 —s, 7))L — 5,7 x ),

with a gamma factor of degree 6,
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where k is the weight of the holomorphic form f, and «; are the Langlands parameters
of the form . (This functional equation can be worked out using the template given in
[4, p. 315].) This class of Rankin—Selberg L-functions plays a crucial role in arithmetic
quantum chaos as their central critical values appear in Watson’s formula for the period
integrals arising from Weyl’s equidistribution criterion (see [10, Lectures 4 and 5] and also
the survey [19]). Hence it is important to understand the size of these functions inside the
critical strip. As a first step, in this paper we study the growth of this function on the
central line s = 1/2 + it for any given pair of forms (7, f). A standard consequence of
the functional equation is the easy convexity bound

L(1/24it, 7 X f) Kn e (1+ [t])¥2F2,

for any ¢ > 0, where the implied constant depends on the forms and e. The Lindelof
hypothesis predicts that such a bound holds with any positive exponent in place of 3/2+¢.
But even breaking the convexity barrier is hard and has remained open so far. The purpose
of this paper is to prove the following subconvex bound.

Theorem 1. Let w be a Hecke—Maass cusp form for SL(3, Z), and f a holomorphic
Hecke cusp form for SL(2, Z). Then

L(1/2+it,7 X f) Knpe (14 [t])>/27V/51Fe,

Let us mention that we have not tried to obtain the best possible exponent, as our goal
here is to describe a method that works in the current scenario which was beyond existing
technology. Subconvex bounds in the 7-aspect are known for L-functions of degree up
to 3 over the field of rationals. The pioneering work of Weyl [20] yields the famous bound
for the Riemann zeta function

E(1/2 4 it) < 11/0%e,
an analogue of which in the case of degree 2 was established by Good [4],
L(1/2+it, f) < 113+,

Though a bound of the same strength is not yet known for degree 3 L-functions, a sub-
convex bound in this case was established in [17]:

L(1/2 +it,7r) < 13/471/16+e,

Similar bounds are also known for the Rankin—Selberg L-function L(s, f x g) for two
GL(2) forms f and g (see e.g. [11]).! The t-aspect subconvexity for genuine GL(4)
L-functions remains an important open problem. Our method of proving Theorem [ fol-
lows the template given in [17] and is based on the separation of oscillation technique (as

1Of course, Michel—Venkatesh [11] does far more than just z-aspect, but the author is not aware
of any work which specifically addresses the 7-aspect subconvexity problem for such L-functions.
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introduced in [15]). The key reason for a similar argument to be effective here — a much
more complicated case of degree 6 L-function — is the curious fact that the character sum

> s@ne( ) 1)

a mod g

essentially boils down to the additive character ge(—mn/q). In other words, the GL(3),
GL(2) Voronoi summations together transform the Ramanujan sums

3 e(w)

a mod q q

arising in the delta method, to additive characters with respect to the GL(3) variable (see
Section 2.3). Hence we save more by applying the Poisson summation after Cauchy’s
inequality. This is the vital structural input in this paper, and is very specific to Rankin—
Selberg convolutions of the type GL(n) x GL(n — 1). This is the main input of this paper
which goes far beyond [17], and opens the door for tackling the subconvexity problem for
higher rank groups. (One can compare this with the more obvious, yet vital, observation
that the GL(2) Voronoi summation transforms the Kloosterman sum into Ramanujan sum.
This has been crucial in reducing the subconvexity problem to shifted convolution sum
problem in several GL(2) scenarios; see e.g. [2, Section 6].)

The same feature helps us to prove a subconvex bound for these L-functions in the
GL(2) spectral aspect (thereby extending the main result of Li [9] to non-self-dual set-
ting). Also the same technique coupled with the ‘transfer of mass’ trick introduced in [18]
settles the subconvexity problem for twists of the above L-function by Dirichlet charac-
ters. These will appear in follow up papers. Let us also note that our argument works for
Maass forms f, after mild alterations. In fact the argument can be extended to Rankin—
Selberg convolutions of general GL(3) and general GL(2) automorphic forms over Q.
The cuspidality condition on 7 and f can also be removed. Thus, replacing 7 or f or
both by suitable Eisenstein series one gets subconvex bounds in ¢-aspect for GL(1), GL(2)
and GL(3) L-functions at one stroke. Needless to say, the exponents turn out to be much
worse than what are already available in the literature.

The main technical heart of [17] was the analysis of integral transforms. In this paper
we give a simpler analysis of these integrals. This is very much desired as the technique
of [17] leads to the Weyl bound in the case of GL(2) and GL(1) L-functions (see [1]),
and now perhaps with this simplification one can go further.

2. The set-up
Let A, (n, m) denote the normalised Fourier coefficients of the form 7 (see [3, Chapter 6])

and let A ¢ (n) denote the normalised Fourier coefficients of the form f (see [6]). Suppose
t > 2. Then taking a smooth dyadic subdivision of the approximate functional equation
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(see [6, Theorem 5.3, Proposition 5.4] and [7, Section 3]) we get

S(N
L(/2+it,mx f) <t° sup IS¢ )|+t*2°18
N<i3te N1/2

2

where N = 2%/2 with @ = [—1, 00) N Z, and S(N) is a sum of type

S(N) =" " Aa(n.r)dy(n)(nr?)™ V(%)

n,r=1

for some smooth function V' supported in [1, 2] and satisfying V) (x) <« ;1. Note that the
error term O (¢ ~2°!%) takes into account the negligible contribution of the tail, i.e. those
terms with nr? larger than the square root of the conductor of the L-function.

Remark 1 (Notation). In this paper the notation « < A will mean that for any ¢ > 0,
there is a constant ¢ such that |a| < c At®. The dependence of the constant on 7, f and ¢,
when occurring, will be ignored.

Using the Ramanujan bounds on average (see [13])

YD e m)P < X and Y () < X! 3)

2 n<x
niny<x <

we get S(N) < N, and consequently (using the above convention)

S(N
L/2+it, 7 x f) K %4_“3—9)/2'

370 <N<t3te

We set -
—i n
Sr(M) = Z)&n(l’l,r)/\f(n)n ZV(M)
n=1
Then
SV) |Sr(fV/r2)| ISr(}V/r2)| 1S, (N/r?)
N1/2 < Z N1/2 Z N1/2 Z N1/2 .
r&N1/2 r<t® rot
Employing (3) we get
|S,(N/r2)|
Y < m XY el o)
r>t9 r>t? n&KN/r?
1/2
Nl/z[z Z |Ag(n)] ] [ZZM,,(n,r)F]
r>t% n<N/r? nr2&N
N1/2
<

(6/2 "
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Also for 1379 < N < 3%¢ we find that

) Sk (N/r?)] < Z 1 sup |Sr(M)] |Sr(M)]

< sup sup —_—
6 N1/2 o 13 t3+5 M1/2 r<t® (3—¢ (3+¢ M1/2
rst rst 2 -z Tz

O <M< <M<

Plugging these bounds in (2) we conclude that

S, (N
L(/2+it,m x f) < sup sup | (1/ )l [3=0)/2
r<tf t3;9 <N<’3"2'5 N

r - r

“4)

Hence to establish subconvexity we need to show cancellation in the sum S, (N) for N
roughly of size t3 and r small. We can and shall further normalize V', for convenience, so
that [ V(y)dy = 1.

2.1. The delta method

There are three oscillatory factors contributing to the sum S, (N ). Our method is based on
separating these oscillations using the circle method. In the present situation we will use
a version of the delta method of Duke, Friedlander and Iwaniec.>? More specifically, we
will use the expansion (20.157) given in Chapter 20 of [6]. Let § : Z — {0, 1} be defined

by
1 ifn=0,
smy=14 "=
0 otherwise.

We seek a Fourier expansion which matches with § in the range [-2M, 2 M. For this we
pick Q = 2M /2. Then we have

=5 X 1Y ( ) [ g(q,x)e(qQ)dx )

l<q<Q a mod g

for n € Z N [-2M,2M] (and e(z) = e>"i7). The  on the sum indicates that the sum
over a is restricted by the condition (a, g) = 1. The function g is the only part in the
formula which is not explicitly given. We only need the following three properties (see
[6, (20.158) and (20.159)], and [5, Lemma 15])

A
g(g.x) =1+ 0(2(% + |X|) ) g(g,x) < |x| ™ forany A > 1,
1 ©)

'a—g(q X) K longm{Q i}
dx’ q |x]

2The choice is guided by the curious observation about the character sum (1). This phenomenon
is absent in Kloosterman’s version of circle method, however it is present in the GL(2) §-method in
a different guise.



Ritabrata Munshi 1548

for j > 1. In particular the second property implies that the effective range of the integral
in (5) is [-M®, M?]. Also it follows that if ¢ < Q1% and x <« Q~¢, then g(g. x) can
be replaced by 1 at a cost of a negligible error term. In the complementary range we have
x/ g (g, x) « QF. Finally, by Parseval and Cauchy we get

/ (g(@. )] + lg(g. )2 dx < Q°.

i.e. g(q. x) has average size 1 in the L' and L? sense.

2.2. Separation of oscillation

We apply (5) directly to S,(V) as a device to separate the oscillations of A(n, r) and
Ag(n)n~'*. This by itself does not suffice, and as in [16] and [17] we need a ‘conductor
lowering mechanism’. For this purpose we introduce an extra integral, namely

s =% [ V(5) X antrrsis o™ (E)-Uv(%)v(%)dv,

nml

where ¢ < K < t!7¢ is a parameter which will be chosen optimally later, and U is a
smooth function supported in [1/2,5/2], with U(x) = 1 for x € [1,2] and UV <; L

Forn,m < N, the integral
1 iv
_/ vIiZNE) @
K R K m

is negligibly small (i.e. O4(t~4) for any A > 0) if |n — m| > Nt?/K. Hence we can
gligibly y

apply (5) with
N\ /2
Q0= IS(E) (7

and we find that up to a negligible error term, S, (N) is given by

aclro (i) 2,50 T

1<¢g<0Q a mod g

ZA e )e(ig) v (5)

—i@+v) [ _4M mx mn
XmX::l)Lf(m)m ( )e( qQ)U(N)dvdx, (8)

where W is a smooth bump function with support [—2¢, ¢°].
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2.3. Sketch of proof

We end this section with a brief sketch of the proof. For simplicity let us focus on the
generic case,i.e. N =13, r = landg ~ Q =132/ K"/2 50 that the main object of study
is given by

/ IDID An(”,l)e(%)ni” > /\f(m)e(—%)m"‘(’*”) dv.
m~N

v~ K g~Qamodqgn~N

Our aim is to save N plus a ‘little more’. First we apply the Voronoi summation formulae
to both the m and n sums. In the GL(2) (resp. GL(3)) Voronoi we save (NK)/2/t (resp.
N1/4/K3/%) and the dual length becomes m* ~ t2/K (resp. n* ~ K3/2N1/2). Also we
save /0 in the @ sum and +/K in the v integral. Hence in total we have saved N/7, and
it remains to save ¢ plus a little extra in a sum of the form

> > Ax(ln) Y Ap(m)E3
q~Q n~K3/2N1/2 m~t2/K

where 3 is an integral transform which oscillates like n'K with respect to n, and the
character sum is given by

€= Z*S(&,n;q)e am ~ qge _mn .
q
a mod g

Here ~» means that the left hand side essentially reduces to the right hand side. Next
applying the Cauchy inequality we arrive at

)DEDIEDS M(m)e(—”_%)sz

n~K3/2N1/2'q~Q m~2/K

€))

where we seek to save #2 plus extra. Opening the absolute value square we apply the
Poisson summation formula on the sum over n. We save enough in the zero frequency
(diagonal contribution) if 12Q /K > t2,i.e. if K < t. On the other hand, we save enough
in the non-zero frequencies if K32N1/2/K1/2 > ¢2_ which boils down to K > /2.

Remark 2. Notice that since the character sum boils down to an additive character we
are saving more than usual. In the general case, one would have a character sum modulo ¢
in place of the additive character inside the absolute value in (9), and hence after applying
Poisson in the next step one would obtain a more complicated character sum. Hence in the
general case, we would only hope to save square root of the modulus in the character sum.
Consequently, in the non-zero frequencies we would have saved K3/2N1/2/(QK'/?) (in
place of K3/2N1/2/K'/2), which would be larger than 2 only if we had K > #*/3. This
would contradict the upper bound K < 7.
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3. Voronoi summation formulae

3.1. GL(2) Voronoi

Consider the sum over m in (8). The Voronoi summation formula (see [6, Section 4.5])
transforms this sum into

N1-it+v) 2 am\ [ » Nx 47 /mN
WD S ome(T) [t ) (Y
q q /) Jo q0 q

m=1

where k is the weight of the form f. Extracting the oscillation of the J-Bessel function
(see [7, Section 4])

Jr(2rx) = e(x)Wp(x) + e(=x) Wy (x),
with )
Y
meWr(x) &5 1/V/x,
we see that the above sum is essentially given by a sum of two terms of the form

N3/4=i+v) X ) 7 o0 , N 24/mN
f(m)e am U(y)y_’(H'”)e _ﬂi£ dy. (10)
1/2 1/4
q —m 0 qQ q

(Notice the slight abuse of notation: the weight function U in (10) is different from the one
in the previous expression.) By repeated integration by parts it follows that the integral is
negligibly small if

N

In the complementary range the size of the integral is given by the second derivative
bound. However we need a more precise analysis of the integral based on the stationary
phase expansion, which will be taken up later, e.g. in Lemma 5. At this point we note that
if Nx/(gQ < t'7%) then m < (qt)?/ N, otherwise the integral is negligibly small.

t2 2
m>> ts(—q + K) = M,.

3.2. GL(3) Voronoi

Next we apply the GL(3) Voronoi summation (of Miller—Schmid [12]) to the sum over
n in (8). A similar sum occurred in [17]. The only difference is that there we had r = 1,
while here r is allowed to take small values r < r?. This only introduces certain cos-
metic complications. Let {o; : i = 1,2, 3} be the Langlands parameters for 7. Let g be a
compactly supported smooth function on (0, co). We define, for £ = 0, 1,

—3s—3/2 3 F( 1+S—;Ot,' -Hi)

2 L r(Es)

/g

Ye(s) ==
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set y+(s) = yo(s) F iyi(s) and let

G+(y) = Y y+(s)g(—s)ds,

210

where 0 > —1 + max {—Re(«1), —Re(az), —Re(a3)} and g is the Mellin transform of g.
The GL(3) Voronoi summation formula (see [9] and [17]) is given by

E A (” ’)e( ) (”)
Z Z Z A (”15”2)5( / )G ( 2) (11)
niny ’ ! ’

+ nilgrn2=1

In the present case we have g(n) = e(nx/(qQ))n**V(n/N). Next we need to extract the
oscillation of the integral transform as in the case of GL(2) above. To this end we employ
Lemma 6.1 of [8], which gives an explicit expansion of the integral transform together
with a bound for the error term,

00 K 1/3 d: _ 1/3
600 = [ o3 SEEEDIGEEE D 6+ 00w

where c; +, dj + are constants depending on the Langlands parameters of the form 7.
(The proof is based on standard properties of the Mellin transform and exploits well-
known relations between the gamma function and the Bessel function. In particular, in the
proof, the error term is estimated trivially by shifting the contour integral and using the
trivial bound |g(—s)| < N 77 in terms of the support of g.) This expansion can be used
in our context for the range

2
ninaN
ar

where we are able to replace the expression in (11) essentially by

> 1°, 12)

N2/3+tv

Az(nynz)
Tqris 2 2m 2 Z 11/3 2 S(ra. £na1qr/ny)

+ nylgr ny=1
(o) . N 3(N 2 1/3
x/ V(gyzive( VX2 L 3Wmma2) TNy )
0 q0 gqri/3

Next by repeated integration by parts we see that the integral is negligibly small if

K 3
niny > t° ((qN# + K3/2N1/2rx3) =: No.

We now substitute (10) in place of the third line and (13) in place of the second line of (8),
to get the object of focus.
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3.3. Error term

Consider the range complementary to (12). In this case we move the contour in the defi-
nition of G4 to the left up to 0 = —5/2 passing through the poles given by

Il+s+oa +4
2

The second derivative bound yields

. _ X2\ s dz s 149
g(_s)‘fo (qQ) V(N)z<<N Ve

To the gamma factor we use Stirling, which ensures absolute convergence of the integral
over the contour 0 = —5/2. Consequently, we get the bound

n3n n2ny N \°/?
G:l:( L 2) < (—1 2 ) 22
q°r q-r Nx

1+£+Re(e;)
N Z Z(n N N) /%_

£=0,1i=1

=0, ie. s=-1—0—q;.

The first term accounts for the integral over 0 = —5/2 and the second term accounts for
the contribution of the poles. Now since 1 4+ £ + Re(w;) > 1/2, and since we are in the
range complementary to (12), i.e. n3n2N/(¢3r) < t%, it follows that

1/2
G:I:(nznz) < (n%ng) /
q r q rx

Plugging this bound in (11), and using the Weil bound for Kloosterman sums, and the
Ramanujan bound on average (3), we find that the expression in (11) is bounded by

q*/Or
VNx

(We can ignore the /x in the denominator as the integral over x in (5) balances this
up.) Comparing with the left hand side of (11) we see that in this case GL(3) Voronoi
saved N3/2/(¢%./Or). Returning to our analysis in Section 3.1, and using the second
derivative bound for the oscillating integral in (10) we see that the GL(2) Voronoi saved
Vv N/M,. As we will see later we will have square root cancellation in the complete sum
over ¢ mod ¢. So in the present case we are able to save N2/(¢>/%/MyQr) over the
trivial bound in (8), and consequently the total contribution of the terms in the range
complementary to (12) to (8) is bounded by

0 f(7+f) < f(K3/2 j—?) (14)
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4. Reduction of integrals

4.1. Simplifying the integrals

We have transformed the sum in (8) into a new object with four integrals

AW(x)g(q,x)AV(%) /Ooo U(y)y—i(t+v) /:o V(z)z'

Nx(z—y) 2/m 3(Nn 2)1,2)1/3
X e
qQ q qr'/?
which we need to simplify. Consider the integral over x which is given by

/ W(x)g(q, x)e(M) dx
R q0

First consider the case where ¢ < Q7. Break the integral over x into two parts using a
smooth partition of unity. In the first part we have

/ U(x)g(q,x)e(w) ax,
R f]Q

where U is supported in [-Q ¢, 0¢], and satisfies U /) <; Q% . In this range we can
replace g(¢, x) by 1 up to a negligible error term (see (6)). Then by repeated integration
by parts we see that the integral is negligibly small unless |z — y| < t®¢q/(QK). In the

remaining part we have
Nx(z —
/ V(x)g(q,x)e (M) dx,
R q0

with V supported in [-Q%, —Q~¢/2] U [Q~¢/2, Q°] and satisfying V) «; Q% . Now
using (6) and by repeated integration by parts we see that the integral is negligibly small
unless |z — y| < t®q/(QK). It remains to consider the case where g > Q17°. Here the
derivatives of g(g, x) can be large for x near 0. However, in this case we can use the v
integral to conclude that |z — y| < t°/K < t®q/(QK). Note that the x integral (or the v
integral) is used only to get the above restriction on z, where we effectively save QK /g
(roughly K) in the length of z, which is equivalent to ‘square root’ saving in both x (or v)
and z integral. (Of course we cannot expect to save in both x and v integrals.) Next writing
z =y +u with |u| < t%q/(QK) we arrive at the y integral

o0 ‘ 2JmNy  3(N 1/3
I(m.ninz.q) :=/ U(y)y_”e( Ny 30 nZ(f/:r )
0 qr

)dy dzdvdx, (15)

)dy. (16)

Observe that (z/y)"Y = (1 +u/y)"’ =e' l°g(1+”/y), which is not oscillating as a function
of y, and hence can be absorbed (as elsewhere in this paper) in the weight function U.
Thus we have reduced the four-fold integral in (15) to

00 1/3
/(‘) U(y)y_”e( 2/m 3(Nn na(y + u)) )dy,

qri/3

&xwa(q)x
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with the understanding that one needs to take supremum over |u| < C/(QK) at the end
when the sum over g is restricted to the dyadic block C < ¢ < 2C (i.e. ¢ ~ C). One will
notice that our analysis below is uniform with respect to u in the given range. Note that
the factor ¢/(QK) (resp. K) in front of the integral reflects the length of the u integral
(resp. v integral). Also the weight w(g) < 1 comes from the integral

/W(x)g(q x)e( 0 )dx

4.2. Size of the integral I(...)

Suppose K =t~ for some 5 > 0. Then we claim that essentially 7(...) < t~'/2. We
will prove that the bound holds in the L2-sense.

Lemma 1. Let

L= / W(w)|I(m, Now?, q)|* dw
where W is a bump function. Then

L <« min{1/t,qr'?/(NNy)'/?}.

Proof. To prove this assertion we make the change of variable z = y'/2, so that the phase
function in (16) reduces to

2/mN z 3(NNo(z +u))Pw
qr1/3

t
P=——logz %+
g

Then

t 2(NNo)3w
=— F W + smaller order terms.

"

By the second derivative bound one gets
I(...) < min{1/¢Y2 ¢'2r1/® /(N Ny)'/6},

except possibly when 3(N No)'/3w/(gr'/?) < t. In this special case opening the absolute
value square we arrive at

1/3
L<<// U(ynU(y2) /W( Je (3 (Nll\j(;) ((y1+u)1/3—(y2+u)1/3)) dw‘dyldyz

< // UGn)U(y2) dyr dys +172918 <1 /1= qr'/3 (N No) /3,
[y1—=y2IK1/t

The lemma follows. u
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5. Cauchy and Poisson

5.1. Cauchy inequality

Substituting (10) and (13) to (8), and using (7), we find that the expression in (8) essen-
tially reduces to

N>/12 w(g) * 1/3 Ag(ni,ng) ., _
,2/3 Z PEE Z ZZ’% Z TS(ra,:tnz;qr/nl)
1=<¢<Q amodq + nilgr ny<No/n? 2
Ay (m)
Z ’;1/4 e( )I(m n nz,q)
m<<M0 q

The weights w(g) < 1 will not be of any concern as we will see below. Splitting the sum
over ¢ into dyadic blocks ¢ ~ C, and writing ¢ = g1¢9> with g1 | (n17r)*®°, (n1r,q2) = 1,
we see that the contribution of the C-block to the above sum is dominated by

N5/12 1/3 [Az (1, 7m2)]
e S N I
(,11 r) <C (nn]il‘,)\qll(nlr)"" ny<No/n? 2
(m)
<| > wiqig) Y. f1/4 D m.ndna.g)). A7)
a2~C/q1 m< Mo

where the character sum €(. . .) is given by

> seagmigrme( ) = Yan(§) X e
a mod ¢ q dlq a mod gr/ny
nyae=—m mod d

qr/nl

To analyse the sum in (17) further we break the sum over m into dyadic blocks. Then
applying Cauchy’s inequality and using the Ramanujan bound on average we see that the
expression in (17) is dominated by

N5/12 1/3
@1/2 QI/Z 18
Mo r2/3C3/22 Z . > (18)
(n] r) <C (n].r)‘111|("1r)°°
where
|/\n(’11»”2)|2
o= > TERat (19)
n2<<N0/n% i)
_ Ar (m) 2
Q= > | X w@g) Y ZEC)Im nina,q) (20)
ny<No/n?3 42~C/q1 m~M,
with

Cc?22 CK)3
M, € My = ,s(K+ v ) No = ,(% ~|—K3/2N1/2rx3). 21
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5.2. Poisson summation

Smoothing out the outer sum in (20) with an appropriate bump function and opening the
absolute value square we get

Ag(m)A
Q< ZZ w(q192)w(q145) ZZ f((mn131/;1(/2n)

42,45~C/q1 m,m’~M
—————  (nan?
30 B Hmmdna. gy T s, g (202 )
no€Z NO

where ¢’ = q1¢5. Next we apply the Poisson summation formula (see [0, (4.25)]) to
the sum over n, with modulus ¢1¢.¢g5r/n;. After a standard change of variables in the
Fourier transform, and a simple evaluation of the character sum, we arrive at

e MYy LY Y wnl @

l q2, q2~C/q1 m,m’'~M| ny€eZ
where

c=YYarw(§)u(s) T X

dlg o mod gr/ny o’ mod q'r/ny
d'\q’ nja=—mmodd nja’=—m’ modd’

agh—a’qr=n3 mod q2q5q1r/n1
__ N,
=/W(w)](m,Now,q)l(m’,Now»q/)e(——on%w )dw
niq24,491r

(Note that since we are considering the case of f holomorphic, we can simple use the
Deligne bound for the Fourier coefficients Ay (m). For Maass forms one needs to apply
the Ramanujan bound on average after a suitable application of the Cauchy inequality at
the end.) By repeated integration by parts we see that the integral is negligibly small if

CN3;2/3p,

[na| > t° >
/3
NO

=: N,. (23)
In the complementary range Lemma 1 yields a bound for the integral 3.

5.3. The zero frequency

The zero frequency n, = 0 has to be treated differently. Let $2¢ denote the contribution
of the zero frequency to €2, and let X be its contribution to (18).

Lemma 2. We have

NoM!?C?r (1 cCr'/3

e
niqi t (NN

where K = 177,

2o < }(C + M), Zo <L PNV
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Proof. In the case n, = 0 it follows from the congruence conditions in the definition of ¢
that g» = ¢, and « = «’. So the character sum is bounded as

c<Y Y Y o1« XY d’ qr

d,d’|q o mod gr/ny d,d’|q
nje=—m mod d (d,d")|(m—m’)
nia=—m’ mod d’

and hence we get (using Lemma 1)

QO<<’M]4V—1°/2Y Z quZ(d,d’) ZZ 1

1771 a2~C/q1 d,d’|q m,m’~M
d,d")\m—m’

Y S YY) + M),

<« —0
2a41/2
miM{"Y  Cla ddg

where ¥ = max {t, (N No)'/3/(Cr'/3)}. Trivially handling the remaining sums we get
the first part of the lemma.
This bound when substituted in place of €2 in (18) yields

N3/12 136 (Nor)2M}"*C
Z Z /2 Z 0 1 Yral g
MSI<J<€M r2/3C3/2 © ni(q1Y)1? (WC + yity).
(’ll ,)<<C ﬁlml(mr)‘” (24)

Substituting the expression for My in place of M;, using the trivial bound Ny <
K3/2N1/2p and replacing the range for n; by the longer range n; < Cr, one arrives
at

N2/3K3/4,1/3 N K2 N Ccl/2; 1/a N (Ct)l/z (r, ,11)1/2®1/2
Y1l/2 Ccl/2 N1/2 N1/4 n7/6
n;<LCr 1

To the last sum we apply Cauchy to get

r.n)'2 (r.n) Az (n1.n2)]> 7" /6
Z n7/6 ® < Z ni ZZ (n n2)2/3 << N
n1<LCr 1 n1<KCr n n2<<N

(25)

where in the last sum we applied (3) and partial summation. It follows that the expression
in (24) is bounded by

N3/4K 1/2 K1/2 Cl/zl Ct 1/2
(B )

y1/2 Cl/2 + N1/2 N1/4 (26)

Here if we substitute \/N/K (resp. t) in place of C (resp. Y) and use the fact that
K =177, then we get O(r'/2N1/2¢3/271/2) 35 the final bound on (18). This takes care
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of all the terms in (26) except the single term which has C'/2 in the denominator. For this
term we substitute (N Ng)'/3/(Cr!/3) in place of Y. Hence, this particular term of (26)

is bounded by
N3/4K7'1/2 K3/4 N7/12K7/4r2/3 K3/2(Nr)1/2
< L
((NN0)1/3/CI‘1/3)1/2 C1/2 N01/6 |x|1/2

(In the last inequality we have used (21).) The integral over x takes care of the x'/2 in the
denominator, and we see that the total contribution of this term to (18) is dominated by
O(r'/2N1/243/2-31/2) The lemma follows. n

6. Analysis of non-zero frequencies

6.1. The character sum
Our next lemma gives a bound for €.
Lemma 3. We have
2r(ny,m'
€« WL S gy,

ni 7
d>|(g2,95n1 +mn3)
d}|(g5.qon1+m'n3)

Proof. The ‘character sum’ € can be dominated by a product of two sums, € <« €;C,,

where
’ * *
¢ = E E did; E E 1,
di,d{lq1 amodgir/ng o’ mod g1r/ny
nje=—mmod dy nja’=-m’ mod d]
aqy—&'qa=ns mod qr/n|
’ * *
¢, = E E dard, E E 1.
dz|q2 o mod g3 o’ mod ¢
dé‘q’z niae=—m mod dp nie’=—m’ mod dé
agh—a’qr=n» mod q24
In the second sum, since (n1,q2q5) = 1, we get o« = —mii; mod d, and o =

—m'ii; mod d). Then using the congruence modulo g»¢5 we are able to conclude that

K YY) dady

d>1(q2.95n1+mn3)
d}|(g5.qon1+m'n2)

In the first sum €; the congruence condition determines « uniquely in terms of ¢/, and
hence

(FIRSE ZZdld{ Z* 1 < szld{qlrrgmc;,/nl) < q%r(m/,nl).
147

ni
dy,d{lq o’ mod g1r/ny dy,d{lq
nia’=—m’ mod d|

This completes the proof of the lemma. ]
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We now substitute these bounds in (22). Writing g, d> in place of g, and g5 d;, in place
of ¢}, we find that the contribution of the non-zero frequencies to € is

Q¢0<<n°q11/2 Shd Y el @D

1 1 d>, d/ g2~C/(q1d2) m,m'~M1 nyeZ—{0}
q5~C/(q1d5) g5din1+mn=0 mod d

q2dany+m’ny=0 mod d}

We denote by X the term we get by substituting this for €2 in (18).

6.2. The case of small modulus

In this section we will consider the case where ¢ ~ C < t17¢. Recall that 3 <« 1/¢ and
ny # 0. Also note that while writing the bounds we will be using the convention from
Remark 1.

Lemma 4. The contribution of ¢ ~ C < t'%% and ny # 0 to (18) is bounded by
S0, gman <K 12372,
Proof. We use the congruences to count the number of (m, m’) in (27). We have
> (m'.ny) <Y 8 > 1< (azg,nz)(n1 +%).
2

m’~M1 8|n1 m’~M1/8
q2dani+m’ny=0 mod d} g2d28n14+m'ny=0 mod d)

Recall that (d;, n;) = 1. Counting the number of m in a similar fashion we see that the
number of pairs (m,m’) is dominated by

0((d2. q5d5n1)(d5, n2)(1 + My/dy)(ny + My /dy)).
It follows that the contribution of this to 2o is dominated by

Nogir_ YD ddy DY Y (da qzdno(d’,nz)( )( +]Z—21)

n3 T3agl/2,
My 1~C/(@rd>) 1=n;<N;
qz"’c/(ql dz)

Summing over n, and g, we arrive at
N0q1 V‘CNZ , I M M1
3M1/2 ZZ d Z (dzachdznl) 1+d_2 1+7 .
da,d; 95~C/(q1d3)
Next summing over d, we get

N, CN. C M
oq1” ZZd' Z (—+M1)(n1+d—,1).
2

3 1/2
Mt gecra@ay N
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Handling the remaining sums we get

r (N0N2C4n1 NoN,C3M}n, N N0N2C2M13/2) 08)
n3 Ml/th1 tq t '
Using (21) and (23) we get
NoN» < rqn—l(NK)l/ZC. (29)
1

Let us first consider the third term of the expression (28). Substituting this bound for
Q in (18) we get

NS/IZ

M, <M, r2/3C3/2

1/4C3/2M3/4
1/341/2 r  (NK) 1
Z Z m ® Z 16111/2 11/2 ’

+ o <€ 7(,1’111,,) lg1l(nyr)®®

which reduces to (using (25) and the trivial bound My < t*/N,as C <K t)

K1/4¢5/2,1/3 (nl,r) /2 < K1/4t5/2r1/3N01/6
1/12 76 1/12
N (nl r) <C " N

« KV24512,1/2 o p1/23-1/2

The contribution of the second term in (28) to (18) is given by

N5/12

1/4C2M1/4
1/3 1/2 r  (NK) 1
sup 2/3C3/2Z > © > 12 172 :

Mi<My " n
(nnllr)<<c (rlriil,r)‘qll(nlr)oo i

and again using the bounds My < My < t*/N, C < t, we arrive at

5/12 1-1/4,..1/3 (n1.r) 1/2 5/12 p-1/4, .5/6 (n1,r)'/? 1/2
N3 g4y > e O <« NYRK Ay > — 2

o ny ny
ny.r

n
<C m<<c

This is smaller than the bound obtained for the third term as N < #37¢/r2. Next consider
the contribution of the first term of (28). We will get a satisfactory bound for this term
in two cases. As the first case suppose M; > C ni/ 4 /q1. Then the first term of (28) is
dominated by

r NoN>C*ny r2  (NK)Y2Co2

n? Ml/thf 7/8qf/2 t

’
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which when substituted for €2 in (18) yields

_ 1
N2/3(Kt)1/4r1/3 Z n}/3 7/161/2 Z i
n<KLCr (n’iil,r)‘qll("lr)oo q;
5/4
2/3 1/4.,1/3 (n1.r) 1/2
K NTE(KD) Z 7etae©
n<LCr
This is dominated by

N2/3(Kt)1/4 1/349/16 Z (n1, 7’/)6 Q2 « N3IAK1/241/4,1/2,9/16  (3=n/2
nm<Ccr M1

In the second case we suppose M, =< (tC)?/N. Then

NoN»C*ny r2 NK12C4
Ml/th1 nlq% 2 ’

’
n3
which when substituted for €2 in (18) yields

NU/12g1/4,1/3

_ 1
11/2 Z m og2 Z 32

n<LCr m'lli{r)|41|(”1’)°° q1
N11/121/4,1/3 (n1,7) 3/2
t1/2 Z 5/3

n1<LCr ny

<

This is dominated by

N11/12K1/4r1/3r1/2
t1/2

NKV2p1/2,1/2

7 L 1372,

1/2
Z ("1,”) ®1/2 <

m<Cr 1

It remains to analyze the range where M; < Cn }/4/q1 and M is not of size (C)?/N.
Then according to the comment at the end of Section 3.1 one has Nx/(CQ) > t'7¢, and
hence Ny < N2rx3/0Q3 > (Ct)3r/N. In this case we adopt a different strategy for
counting. (Let d, ~ D < D" ~ dj.) We have

g2dany +m'ny L Cny/q1 + MiN> < Cny/q1 + N”5/4/(Qf 2).

Using the congruence relations in (27) we write

Gadany +m'ny = —djh with h < Cny/(q1D') + Nn3'*/(g*>D") =: H.
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With this we transform (27) to

2
M S S day O Y sl Go)

3pp1/2
nlMl dz,dé , h<H , m,m’~M1 nyeZ—{0}
45~C/(q1d3) qhdsny+mnz=0 mod d
hd}+m’n>=0 mod d>

The first congruence gives the number of m, which is O((n2, d2)(1 + My /D)). Using
the second congruence we either count the number of d}, which turns out to be
O((da, h) D'/ D) for h # 0, or count dy, which turns out to be O(¢°) for & = 0. It follows
that (30) is dominated by

NOQI Z D” ZZ Z Z (nz,dz)(h,dz)(m’,nl)(l—k%),

n3 3as1/2,
Myt D hH  m'~M; 0<ny<N>
q5~C/(q1D")

(Observe that this also takes care of the 4 = 0 case.) First summing over 75, and then over
m’ and d,, we arrive at

Nogir MyN,DD" ZZ (1+—)

3M1/2
q2~C/(q1D)

which is dominated by

3/2

" )(D M) < NoN>C5/2r  (NK)Y2C7/%?
2 1

3/2 3/2 5/2,1/2
”1/ 511/ %/ ”1/

Nor
3M1/2

M]NzC(CI’l] +
(31

To get the middle inequality we substitute D < C/qy, My < Cn}/4/q1 and C <« t17¢,
and use the fact that Nr2 < t3, g, > n1/r. (Also observe that H > ny > 1.) When the
above bound is substituted in place of 2 in (18) we get

N5/12 1/3 ) (NK)1/4c7/4r
/2
e S ST T S 2
1

n
("1 r)<<C W{,)MH("I’)OO 1

which is dominated by

N2/3(Kt)1/4 1/3+3/4 Z (”1’;/)6 eL/2 <<[3—n/2.

n<cr M

The lemma follows. u
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6.3. The generic case
It now remains to tackle the case where C > t!*¢ and n, # 0.

Lemma 5. The contribution of ¢ ~ C > 1'1¢ and ny # 0 10 (18) is bounded by
s, generic &K N V/243/271/6+30/4,

Proof. In this case we need a better bound for J. To this end we seek to apply the station-
ary phase analysis to the integral /(...) in (16), namely

o0 t
/ U(y)e(—z—logyiAﬁiB(y+u)1/3) dy,
0 T

where A = 2+/mN /q and B = 3(Nn3n,)'/3/(gr'/3). Since C > t'*, from (10) we
deduce that we have A with a plus sign and that A < ¢. From (13) we conclude that
B < t171/2_ (Otherwise the integrals in (10) and (13) are negligibly small.) Hence the
stationary point, which is a solution of
t . A " B —0

2y 2y T 34w
can be found using Newton’s method. We can write the stationary point as yo + y1 +
v + --- with y; < (B/t)*. Explicit calculation yields

NERS _ L AB (1 8/3
Yo = A Y1 = 3 \74 )

and in general y; = fr(A/1)(B/t)F for some function fi < 1. It follows that
I(m,n?ny, q) is essentially given by

| B3
Taete(Ba + e + o 5))

where g1(4) = Ft23/(3(wA)?/?) « 1 and g2(A) < 1/t. Also note that we have
= (NNo)/3/(qr'/3). It follows that the integral 3 is given by

/ W(y)e((Bgl(A) Bg1(4) + (B2g2(4) — B’Zgz(A))+0(N °))

C3rt2
N
Xe(_Lfy)dy
niq29,4917r

3NNoy)'P 3N Noy)'?

’

where

B =

gri/3 q'ri/3
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Since n, # 0 we get

Non N, NN,
=22 > S
n19295917 (ny,r)C?r C3rt

(32)

because C > t!*¢ and Nr? « t3. Making the change of variable y = z3 we write the
integral as

L [ Ve
where

NNy

3/
f(z) =az + Bz? —yz> + H(z) with z’—H(Z) L = TN

(Note that the leading term involving B and B’ is quadratic in z.) Let

g(2)=f"(z)=2B—6yz + H"(2).

Then because of (32) we have g’(z) < y, which implies that g is monotonic. Also by
the mean value theorem the length of the interval where g(z) < y2/3 turns out to be
O(y~'/3). Over this interval we use the trivial bound for the integral. In the complemen-
tary range, since g(z) = f”(z) > p*/3, we use the second derivative bound. It follows
that

2]

<

1 1 (ni1g2q5q:1r 1/3 Crl/352/3
l)/l/3 t Non, I(NN())I/?’.

In our bounds for €2 (see (28) and (31)), we had the factor NogN, which boils down to
C(N No)'3r2/3 /(nq;) by substituting the value of N>. Now when we incorporate the
new bound for the integral, this factor is replaced by C2t2/3r/(n14q,). In other words, the
bound in (29) is replaced by

(e < (NK)I/ZC x (1713
niqa

(as K = 17" and C <« (N/K)"/?). Hence we save t'/3~" in our estimate for . Taking
this into account and substituting C < (N/K)/2 (in place of C < t), and accordingly
My < t?/K, in place of the corresponding bounds in the proof of Lemma 4, we get
Lemma 5. ]

6.4. Conclusion

We now put together the bounds from Lemmas 2, 4, and 5 and the bound for the error
term in (14) to get

Sy (N) « V22 },1/2t3/2_7’/2

orlV) e —1/6+3n/4
N1/243/2 N1/2 +1 ’
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where 1379 /r2 < N < ¢3/r2. It follows that

Nﬁr/(zfi)/z « V22 20-n/2 4 —1/6+3n/4

for r < 1. Hence (for subconvexity) we need at least 1/3 > > 46, and consequently the
last term dominates the first. Equating the last two terms we find that the optimal choice
for n is given by n = 86/5 + 2/15. Plugging this in (4) we get

L2 4 it,7 x f) < 3/2+60/5-1/15 4 ;3/2-6/2

and with the optimal choice 8 = 2/51 we obtain the bound given in Theorem 1.
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