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NON-ESCAPE OF MASS FOR ARITHMETIC QUANTUM LIMITS ON
HYPERBOLIC 4-MANIFOLDS

ALEXANDRE DE FAVERI AND ZVI SHEM-TOV

ABSTRACT. We make progress on the quantum unique ergodicity (QUE) conjecture for Hecke—
Maass forms on a congruence quotient of hyperbolic 4-space, eliminating the possibility of “escape
of mass” for these forms.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold of negative sectional curvature and
consider a sequence ¢; € L*(M) of eigenfunctions of the Laplace-Beltrami operator A with unit
norm and eigenvalues going to infinity. Let p; denote the probability measure on M defined
by p; = |¢)j|2d volys, where dvolys is the uniform Riemannian probability measure on M. The
quantum unique ergodicity (QUE) conjecture of Rudnick and Sarnak [12] asserts that every weak-*
limit of the u; is equal to dvolys. See [13] for a survey of the subject.

In its original form, the conjecture is open for any manifold M as above. However, significant
progress has been made for arithmetic manifolds, that is for M = T'\S where S is a symmetric
space and I' is an arithmetic lattice of isometries of S. In this case it is natural to consider joint
eigenfunctions of both A and the Hecke operators, which are discrete averaging operators coming
from the arithmetic structure of M.

In the seminal work of Lindenstrauss [§], QUE was proved for such eigenfunctions on certain
(arithmetic) compact quotients of the hyperbolic plane H?. For SLy(Z)\H?2, which is not compact,
Lindenstrauss proved that any weak-* limit as above must be proportional to the uniform probability
measure. To complete the proof of QUE in that case it was necessary to rule out the possibility of
“escape of mass”, i.e. to show that the constant of proportionality is equal to 1. This was achieved
by Soundararajan [16]. His work was later generalized by Zaman [18] to quotients of H?, a case in
which arithmetic QUE was recently established by Silberman and the second named author [14].
In a subsequent paper [15] they obtained certain homogeneity results for weak-* limits on quotients
of H*. In this paper we prove non-escape of mass for such limits.

1.2. Statement of results. As a model for the hyperbolic 4-space we take the upper half-space
H* = {2 = (v0,21,72,y) € R* | y > 0},

with the metric ds? = y~2(dad +dx? + dr3 +dy?). Let G denote the group of orientation-preserving
isometries of HY. Then G is generated by translations t5 and the inversion s given by

tg:z—2+p and s:zH—ﬁ,
z

where 8 € V3 := {z € R* |y = 0}, Z:= (z0, —21, —T2, —y), and ||| is the usual £2-norm in R%.
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Let I' denote the subgroup of G generated by s and tg, where  ranges over integral vectors
(that is 2o, x1, 22 € Z). Then T is a non-uniform lattice in G and we can endow the quotient space

X :=T\H*

with the probability measure dz coming from the Riemannian measure on H*. In fact, G is naturally
identified as the central quotient of SVa(R) ~ Spin(1,4) (see for a discussion of SV,).
Under this identification, I' corresponds to SVa(Z). Let H denote the corresponding algebra of
Hecke operators on X at primes p # 2 (see for the definition). We are ready to state
our main result.

Theorem 1. Let ¢; € L?(X) be a sequence of joint eigenfunctions of H and A with unit norm
and Laplace eigenvalues \; — co. Suppose the probability measures p; = |¢;(z)|[>dz converge to u
in the weak-* topology. Then p is a probability measure.

Combining [Theorem 1] with [I5] gives the following.

Theorem 2. Let p be a limit measure as in[Theorem 1. Then u is a countable convex combination
of measures, each of which is either the Riemannian probability measure on X or the Riemannian
probability measure on a totally geodesic hyperbolic submanifold of codimension 1.

We remark that for SLy(Z)\H? and SLg(Z[i])\H?, arithmetic QUE (with a quantitative rate of
convergence) follows from GRH, since the Watson—Ichino triple product formula [6l [17] reduces it
to subconvexity for certain L-functions (see [2, [I0] for details). As far as the authors are aware,
no such formula is available for congruence quotients of H” when n > 4, since they are no longer
naturally identified with an adelic quotient of SLy over a number field. To illustrate this difference,
we remark that there are violations of the Ramanujan conjecture on the space X = SV, (Z)\H*
considered in this paper [11]. We refer to [3, [5] and references therein for more on the relevant
spectral theory.

1.3. Sketch of the argument. The proof of [Theorem 1l follows the basic strategy of [16], which
is based on arithmetic relations between the Fourier coefficients. However, in our context these
relations are significantly more complicated. For instance, unlike in the cases of H? or H?, they
involve an unbounded number of terms. After recalling the argument of Soundararajan (which
we present with slight differences from the original), we will describe in more detail the main
difficulties which arise in our setup and how we overcome them. The discussion in this subsection
will be imprecise for conceptual clarity.

1.3.1. Soundararajan’s proof for SLa(Z)\H?. In [16] non-escape of mass is deduced from a uniform
inequality for the Fourier coefficients a(n) of a Hecke-Maass form, of the shape

i\/x; for s(z) := g la(n)|?.

Let A(m) denote the eigenvalue of the Hecke operator Tp,, so that A(m)a(n) = 3= (.0 a(mn/d?).
Consider primes p < ,/y. By the relation
(1) AMp)? =Ap*) +1,

at least one of A(p) and A(p?) is bounded away from zero. For simplicity assume [A(p)]? < L > 1
for all p < ,/y. Soundararajan splits s into two sums s<K and s2¥ depending on whether n has

s(z/y) <
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< K or > K prime factors p < ,/y, for some parameter K. Then

(2) Lyy- s (2) = > Ia(n)l2< > |Mp)|2> < K55 (2y)
Py

n<z
#{p=vy : pIn}<K pin

since there are ~ ,/y primes p =< ,/y (we are ignoring log factors) and K will be small . Applying
this for z = z/y and again for z = z/,/y gives s<¥ (z/y) < s(x)/,/7 as long as K < Ly'/*.
Each n present in s2¥ (x/y) is a multiple of some product d = p; -+ px of K primes p; < VY-

Note that d = (\/Q)K , and there are =~ (‘I/?) such d. Ignoring lower order terms in the Hecke
relation, each one contributes

mgyid
Fixing # and using induction for the shorter sum s(z/y(\/y)’), where the base case is trivial since
s(z/y) =0 for y > x, leads to

= (5) < ()2 (e < <%>K%

This succeeds if K > 20Ly'/*, which is consistent with the restriction K < Ly'/4.

1.3.2. Our proof for SVo(Z)\H*. The Fourier coefficients A(f3) are now indexed by 3 € Z3, and we
follow the strategy of deducing non-escape of mass from an inequality of the form

S(z/y) < iffg for S(x) == > A(B)]*.

[B]*<z

Instead of (1) we have a relation involving three Hecke operators, as SV has rank 2 over Qp>3.
There are two algebraically independent Hecke operators, with eigenvalues A1 (p) and Az(p), and we
consider a third (natural) one with eigenvalue A3(p) and obtain a relation of the form

A (p)? = A2(p) — As(p) ~ 1,

which forces max, |\¢(p)| > 1. As in [I6], we split S into two sums S* and S° corresponding
respectively to 3 divisible by few or many primes p < y'/8 (we must also control prime powers but
ignore this point for the sketch).

We will now highlight two obstructions which arise in the proof. First, assume for simplicity
that [A(p)[? < 1 for all p < y'/® (the case when the |\;(p)|? localize around a larger value turns
out to be easier, and the case when they are small will be addressed below). Identify 3 € Z3 with
B = byi+ baj + bsk. The first Hecke operator acts by

) NEAE) ~ 4p5) + 4 (2) + =>4 (2).

where o runs over integral quaternions. To deal with S? as in @), it is crucial to obtain for instance

(5) > 1AEB)IP < M)? - S(2) < S(2).

1BI? <=

lee|>=p

Note that isolating A(pB) in (@), we now have to contend with the sum over «, of length =< p.
A naive application of Cauchy—Schwarz would lead to terms of the form |A(pd)|? appearing with



4 ALEXANDRE DE FAVERI AND ZVI SHEM-TOV

multiplicity > p (from each choice 8 = @da). We remedy this by adding appropriate weights:
setting

I(B) = {a: |af* = p and vy(af@) > vy(B)},

unique factorization of quaternions gives |I(B)| < 16, so

oz x e

lee|2=p a€l(B)
This dampens the problematic terms, so that denoting by m;1(d) and ms(9) the multiplicities coming
respectively from the first and second terms in the RHS of (@) leads to the desired bound

- Z 3 A(aﬁa) <Y (mfum(a)) IA(S)? < S(2),

|ﬂ\2<z lee|>=p [6]<=

2 — 2
EPMUCHE

ag¢l(B)

since we show the crucial estimate m2(0) < 1 using the restriction « & I(3).
Let us now mention another issue when we are forced to use the Az(p). For that, assume
IA\1(p)] < 1 and |X2(p)|? < L > 1 for all p < y'/®. The second Hecke operator acts roughly by

(7) Az2(p)A — Z { (af@) +A<Ofa)].

\alz—p

The amplification scheme of ([2]) leads to

2
X
® whst(t)< ¥ IA(B)I2~< > Il ) Y Y Y A
y 2L 2 2
1BI°<5 p=y'/® 1BIP <% p=y'/® [lal?=p
BEM(R) ptB pem(r) PP

for a certain set M(K) defining S?, where we applied (@) and the terms A(afa/p?) were ignored
since they can be directly treated by the argument in ().

At this point, using Cauchy—Schwarz as in [16] (with any choice of weights) is a bad move: it
leads to terms |A(8)|? with very large weighted multiplicity (on average ~ y'/®) for many large §
(162 < z/y*/*) with little detectable structure (v,(8) = 0 for all p < y'/®). Indeed, one considers
the § which are a conjugate by one « for each p = y'/% in certain congruence classes. This issue
would not arise if M(I? ) were defined to control multiplicity of representations as a conjugate by
each a, but this would require the bound (Bl with pS replaced by aS@, which seems difficult since
isolating A(afa@) in @) or (@) becomes wasteful due to the small coefficient —

Instead, we trade conjugation by « for powers of p by observing from ) and (@) that

(9) X2 (p)A(B) = Mi(p)A(pB) — A(p*B) — A(B),

(10) X2 (P)A(B) = X2 (p)A(P?B) + M (p)A(P*B) — A(p*B) — A(P*B).

Then (@) leads to the required bound, provided that L is sufficiently large so that the contribution
of the terms A(f) is subsumed by the LHS of (). Similarly, (I0) leads to the required bound as

long as L < 1, since then the factor of A2(p) on the RHS does not nullify the required gain of L in
). The case which requires using Az(p) presents no further obstructions.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. The group SV, (R) and its action on H"2. In this section we recall how to use Clifford
algebras to describe orientation-preserving isometries of hyperbolic spaces. We begin by reviewing
the basic definitions and facts about Clifford algebras, which will be used throughout the paper.
The material below is standard; proofs may be found in [I] and [4], which we mostly follow.

2.1.1. Clifford algebras. The Clifford algebra C,, is the (unital) associative algebra over R generated
by elements i1, ...,¢, with the relations i4i;, = —ipig for g # h, z,% = —1, and no others. Note
that Cy can be identified with R, C7 with C, and C5 with the Hamilton quaternions H. In the
last case, 1, j, and k correspond respectively to i1,42, and i1i2. Each element a € C), has a unique
representation of the form a = 3" a;I, where a; € R and the sum is over all products I =iy, - - ip,
with 1 < hy < --- < h, < n. The empty product is included and identified with the real number
1, and its coefficient is referred to as the real part Re(a). The norm of a is N(a) := Y a% € Rxo.
Clearly C), is a vector space over R of dimension 2.

2.1.2. Clifford vectors. The Clifford elements of the form z = zy + x1i1 + -+ + x,i, are called
vectors. They form an (n + 1)-dimensional subspace V"1 which we shall identify with R"*!.
There are three involutions in C,,, similar to complex conjugation. The main involution is the
automorphism a — o’ obtained by replacing every ¢, by —i,. The reverse involution a — a* is
obtained by reversing the order of the factors in each I = iy, ---ip,. It is an anti-isomorphism, so
(ab)* = b*a*. These involutions can be combined into the anti-isomorphism a +— @ := a’* = a*'. If
x is a vector then z = z* and 2’ = T, so all three involutions preserve V"1, If x and y are vectors
one verifies that 2y + yZ = 2(z,y), where (-,-) is the usual inner product on R"*1. In particular
N(z) = |z|> = 2T, so that every non-zero vector z is invertible with =% = |z| " Z. It follows that
the set I';, of all products of vectors is a multiplicative group, called the Clifford group. Another
characterization of T, is the set of all invertible elements a € C,, so that aV"Tl¢/~1 = V7+1 In
fact, the map = — axa’~! is an Euclidean isometry of V" t1,

2.1.3. Hyperbolic isometries and the group SV, (R). To describe the connection between Clifford
algebras and hyperbolic isometries, let H"t2 denote the upper half-space model for the hyperbolic
(n + 2)-space, which is

H 2 = {LL‘ =20+ 2101+ + Tpin + Tnt1intl € ynt2 | Tpy1 > 0}
with the hyperbolic metric ds* = 7, (dad + -+ + dz2 ;).
Z with entries in T';, U {0},
satisfying ab*,cd* € V"1 and u(g) := ad* — bc* = 1 (u is called the pseudo-determinant). Then

it turns out SV, (R) is a group, with the usual matrix multiplication, and it acts by isometries on
Hn+2 by

(11) g-x:= (ax+b)(cx +d) !,

We let SV,,(R) denote the set of all (2 x 2)-matrices g = (CCL
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where we used the obvious embedding C,, C Cp,4+1. In fact, ({0} induces a short exact sequence
1 — {£1} = SV, (R) = Iso™ (H"™?) — 1,

where Iso™ (H"+2) is the group of orientation-preserving isometries of H"*2. Using the hyperboloid
model for H"+2 we also have Iso™ (H"*2) ~ SO+ (1,n +2) (the identity component of SO(1,n+2))
and SV, (R) ~ Spin(1,n + 2).

2.2. The lattice SV2(Z). We now restrict the discussion to the case n = 2. In other words,
we consider the action of SVa(R) on the upper half-space model for the hyperbolic 4-space H*.
By convention we will identify an element z € H* with its coordinates with respect to the basis
{1,i1,149,i3} of V4 writing

(12) z = (xo,x1,T2,y) with y > 0

for an element g + 2141 + T2i2 + yiz € H*. In this case, SV (R) consists of matrices with entries in
I'; U{0}. It is easy to check that I'o U {0} = Co, which from now on we identify with the Hamilton
quaternions H. This readily leads to

o= {(c ) esom () (4 )E 9)-(4 )

Thus it is clear how to view SVa(R) as the group of R-points of an affine algebraic group SV, over
Z. We consider the group of Z-points SV2(Z) C SV2(R). Concretely, SV2(Z) is the subgroup of
SV3(R) consisting of matrices whose entries belong to the Lipschitz integral quaternions

H(Z) = Z + Zi + Zj + Lk.
Then SV (Z) is a non-uniform lattice in SV,(R), and we let X denote the quotient space]
X = SV,y(z)\H*

with the probability measure dz coming from the Riemannian measure dvol(z) = dzodzidrady/y*
on H*. By [7, Proposition 1], the set

1 1 1
= Yo <2< = < < - >
F {zeHl 5 <%0 <5 0_5617902_27 |Z|_1}
is a fundamental domain for the action of SVa(Z) (or more precisely of PSV(Z)) on H*. 1In

particular, we have dz = V‘il‘z‘;). For T > 1 consider the regions

Sr={zeFly>T}

and
~ L1 1
St = 26H|—§§I0,$17$2§§7 y=>T,.

While Sy (for T'— o) parametrizes the cusp, it will be more convenient to work with Sr as it is
more symmetric. We can easily do so since

~ 0 0 k0
(13) Sr=8rU ((Z) i’) Sru ({) j’) Sru (0 k’) Sr,

where the four components above are pairwise disjoint away from their boundaries, which have
Riemannian volume zero.

IThis definition is consistent with the one given in [Section 1.7 since the image of SV2(Z) on Isom™ (H4) is the
group I' described there [I1, Proposition 3.1].
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2.3. Maass forms and their Fourier expansion. With our usual choice of coordinates ([I2]) the
Laplace—Beltrami operator is given by
A=y* (0 + 02 +02,+07) — 290,
In our context, an automorphic form ¢ is an SVq(Z)-invariant eigenfunction of A satisfying the

moderate growth condition |¢(z)| < y™ as y — oo, for some constant M. Writing \ = (3/2)% + 2
for the A-eigenvalue, ¢ has a Fourier expansion (see e.g. [9])

(14) 6oz) = dol)+ Y. ABY K (27N By ¢ (Re(B2)
(2)

0#£BEV3(Z
where V3(Z) := Z +iZ + jZ, K, denotes the K-Bessel function, and

(b ( ) _ A1y3/2+ir +A2y3/27ir if r 7& 0,
o= A% 4 AP ?logy  if = 0.

Convention 1. We will always view the function A(-) as a function on all of V3, rather than just
on V3(Z), by setting A(B) = 0 whenever B ¢ V3(Z).

The form ¢ is called cuspidal, or a cusp form, if A; = Ay = 0, so that ¢ is identically zero.

2.4. Hecke—Maass cusp forms. To define Hecke operators we will use the group of similitudes,
GSVH(R) = {g - (‘CL Z) € My(H) | ad* — bc* = pu(g) € R, ab*, dc* € V3} .

Like SVa(R), it acts on H* by (). Suppose that ¢ € GSV3(R) belongs to the commensura-
tor CommGSV;(R)(SVQ(Z)) of SV5(Z) in GSV3 (R), i.e. SVo(Z)\(SV2(Z)gSV2(Z)) is finite. The

corresponding Hecke operator T' on L?(X) is defined by

(15) Tf(x) = f(s),

seS
where S C SV3(Z)gSV2(Z) is a fixed set of representatives for SVo(Z)\SV2(Z)gSVa(Z). We will
occasionally use the notation T ~ g.

To each prime number p # 2 we shall associate two Hecke operators T7(p) and Ta(p); they will
play a central role in the proof of [Theorem 3l To define them we follow the presentation of Pitale
from [II] and choose, for a fixed odd prime p, an element & (= G&(p)) of H(Z) such that N(&) = p
and p does not divide &" for all n > 1. Let T1(p) and T»(p) denote the operators corresponding to
the following diagonal matrices:

(16) no~ (g 0)  ma mo~(p )

0 p a&'p
(Note that T1(p) is what Pitale calls T), and T5(p) is what Pitale calls T).)

Let #, denote the C-algebra of operators generated by T1(p), T»(p), and the identity operator I.
We have T4 (p) - T2(p) = T2(p) - T1(p), so that H,, is commutative. Also, Hecke operators correspond-
ing to different primes commute, so that the C-algebra generated by all the H, is commutative.
We denote this algebra by H and call it the Hecke algebra. The Hecke operators, being defined
by isometries, commute with A. A cusp form ¢ is called a Hecke—Maass cusp form if it is a joint
eigenfunction of H (thus a joint eigenfunction of A and H).

For what comes next it will be convenient to define a third operator T3(p) by the relation

(17) Ti(p)® — (p+ D)Ta(p) — T3(p) = (1 +p+p* +p°) L.
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Remark 1. In fact T53(p) corresponds to a double coset, namely
1 0
(18) 1)~ (5 ).

and this forms our main motivation for using T1(p), Ta(p), T5(p). However, we will not use (L8]).

3. THE COMPARISON INEQUALITY

3.1. Statement of result. As noted in the introduction, to prove [Theorem 1 we closely follow
the strategy of [16]. The main technical result of the paper is the following theorem, which is the
analog of [16], Theorem 3] in our context.

Theorem 3. There exist absolute constants C, R > 0 such that the following holds. Let A(B) be
Fourier coefficients of a Hecke-Maass cusp form on X as in ([I4)). Then for any 1 <y <z,

1+ logy)®
> et A S g,
0£BEV3(Z) 0£8eV3(2)
N(B)<z/y N(B)<z

3.2. [Theorem 3limplies[Theorem 1l The proof of[Theorem 3| will occupy most of the remainder
of the paper; before going any further, let us show how to deriveTheorem 1] from it. We shall make
use of the regions St and St defined in [Section 2.2

Proposition 1. There exist R,C > 0 such that for every T > 1 and Hecke—Maass cusp form
¢ € L*(X) with ||¢]l, =1,

2 (1 + log T)R
/ST lp(2)|" dz < OT
Proof. Let ¢ be as above and for each T > 1 set Zp(¢) := || Sr 2)|? dz. Using ([I3) and the Fourier

expansion ([I4) of ¢ we obtain

4vol(F) - Ir(¢) = / |6(2)]? dvol(z)

d
/ / / / | d{EO d,’El d{Ez y
-1J-1/1 y?

In A@) Ko (2N B )|

0;&66\/3(2

2 dy

= > AP |Kp (27y)|* =
0£BEV3(Z) T/ N(B) y

/100 ( 2. |A<ﬂ>l2> | Ky (m)f%.

0£B€V3(Z)
N(B)<y?/T?

Applying [Theorem 3] to the sum over 8 shows that there are absolute constants R, C > 0 such
that

o R
(19) Zr(o) < BT, ),
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On the other hand Z;(¢) < ||¢||§ = 1. Thus the result follows from (I9)).
(]

Proof of[Theorem 1. Let ¢; € L*(X) be a sequence of joint eigenfunctions of H and A with unit
norm and Laplace eigenvalues A\; — co. Suppose that the probability measures p; = |, (9c)|2 dx
converge weak-* to a measure u. Since the ¢; are in the discrete spectrum of A and the residual
spectrum is ﬁnitda, by passing to a subsequence we may assume that the ¢; are all Hecke-Maass
cusp forms. Thus the result follows from by approximating the y-measure of X by

the measures of the bounded sets X \ Sy as T — oo.
O

4. TWO LEMMAS ON INTEGRAL QUATERNIONS

We collect some facts on integral quaternions that will be used in the sequel. For v € H(Z) and
m € Z, write m | -y if m divides each of the four coordinates of y. If ¢ is a prime, v4(7) denotes the
largest integer such that ¢va(?) | v. Now fix a prime number p > 2. Recall that there are 8(p + 1)
integral quaternions (that is, elements of H(Z)) of norm p, and fix a set of representatives

{041, . ,Oép_;,_l} - H(Z)
for the orbits of the left action of the group of unit quaternions {+£1, 4,44, +k} on them.
Lemma 1. Let § € V3(Z).
e For all o € H(Z) with N(a) = p we have
up(B) < vp(d Ba) < vp(B) + 2.
e For all a as in the previous item and any odd prime q # p we have
v(B) = vq (o' pa)
o There are at most two distinct i € {1,2,...,p+ 1} such that
vp (o B5) # vp(B).
Proof. This follows directly from [11l Proposition 5.8 (2)].

As a corollary we get the following useful fact.

Lemma 2. Let 6 € V3(Z). If there exists a subset S C {a € H(Z) | N(a) = p} with |S| > 16 such
that p? | o*Sa for each o € S, then p? | §.

Proof. Since each orbit of the unit quaternions as above has size 8, it follows that S := {@ | a € S}
must intersect at least three distinct such orbits. Then there are three distinct ¢ € {1,2,...,p+ 1}
such that p? | (a;)*da; = a/de;. Thus the result follows from the last item of [Lemma 1l

(]

2In fact, from the Fourier expansion of the Eisenstein series given in [7} Eqs. (12) and (14)] it follows that the
only residual form for SV (Z)\H* is the constant function.
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5. THE ARITHMETIC STRUCTURE OF FOURIER COEFFICIENTS OF HECKE-MAASS CUSP FORMS

From now on we will work with a single Hecke-Maass cusp form ¢, and p will denote an odd
prime number. Let Ay¢(p) denote the eigenvalue of ¢ under the normalized operator p~¢Ty(p), i.e.

p “Ty(p)p = \e(p),

where e; = 3/2, e3 = 2, and e = 3. For future reference we state the Hecke relation (7)) in terms
of these eigenvalues, where it becomes
1 1 1 1
20 A 2—(1+—>)\ —A(p)=1+-4 = + —.
(20) 1(p) > 2(p) — As(p) p P2

The proof of [Theorem 3l crucially (and in some sense solely) relies on the following consequence
of ([20), giving an arithmetic structure on the Fourier coefficients of a Hecke-Maass cusp form. We
view it as the analog of the Hecke multiplicativity property that was used in [16]. To state it, retain
the notation of and let {a,...,ap11} be a fixed choice of representatives for the orbits
of the left action of the unit quaternions on the set of integral quaternions of norm p.

Lemma 3. Let ¢ be a Hecke—Maass cusp form with Fourier expansion
o=)= > AP Ky (2r/NB)y) e (Re(52)).
0£BEVS(Z)
(a) For each 3 € V3(Z) and odd prime p,
L o B
NOIAG) = 409 + A/ + >4 ().
(b) For each 3 € V3(Z) and odd prime p,

p+1

1 ;o eeren
Aa(p)A(B) = ﬁ;[aaiﬁaz)w( 25| + esmacs,
where
p—1 ifp| B,
1 -1 ifp| N(B) and p1 B,
EBp) =3 X\ p-1 if (FH2) =1,
—p-1 i (A2)=-1.

¢) For each 3 € V3(Z) and odd prime p,
(c)

As(p)A(B) = A(p*B) + A(B) - <1p(ﬁ) - %5([3, p) — %{j“) A <§)

8t ()4 () ()

=1

p+1p+1
#3234 (DR o),

]111

where 1,(7y) denotes the indicator function of p | .
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Proof. The first two items are Propositions 5.8 and 5.11 of [I1]. The last item follows from a direct

computation combining the first two items and the Hecke relation (20).
O

6. BOUNDING FOURIER COEFFICIENTS ALONG MULTIPLES OF AN INTEGER

For a positive integer d and z > 0 we set

Sa(z):= > AP = D |A@d) and  S(z) = 51(2).

0#£8€V3(Z) 0£5€V3(Z)
N(dB&;z N(8)<z/d>

The following proposition is the main result of this section.

Proposition 2. There exists an absolute constant A > 0 such that for any prime number p > 2,
integers k,c > 1 with pt ¢, and real number z > 0 we have

Sept(2) < A’“( > )™ |Az<p>|2b>8c (W) :

a,b>0
a+2b<k

Before turning to the proof of we record the following immediate consequence.

Corollary 1. There exists an absolute constant A > 0 such that for every odd integer d > 1 and
real number z > 0 we have

Sa(z) < HAW”( > |A1<p>|2“|Az<p>|2b> (=)

pld a,b>0
a+2b<vp(d)

Proof. Follows directly from repeated application of for each prime factor of d.
([l

The main idea for the proof of is to use the Hecke relations to reduce the size of
the common divisor. This is done via the recursive inequalities in the next result. To state it, for

a prime number p > 2 and an integer £ > 0 denote
2
+1 _
G|
‘
p

1
Ry (z) ==
i=1

0£BeV3(Z)
N(B)<z
d|p

Lemma 4. For any prime number p > 2, integers d > 1, > 0, and real number z > 0 we have:

(a)

) P z a1 2
Sap(2) < M ()" Sa (P) T S(d‘flp) (E) R <P) -

z D,2 z
)+ ()

()
R (2) < (1Ra(p) +1) S <
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(¢) For any integers k > 0 and ¢ > 1 with p1c,

L o
Ripk (2) < Scpmax(o,kfﬁ) (m> .

We emphasize that the implied constants in [Lemma. 4] are absolute.

Proof. Using and Cauchy—Schwarz, we get

Spa(2) = D JA@BIT = Y

2

p+1 ! B
M@AG) - A/ - < >4 (M)

0£8eV3(2) 0£6eV3(2) VP P
N(:@)SZ/P2 N(,@)Sz/p2
d|p d|js

2

IES

<3 > (@I ARG+ AB/PIF + -

0#£BeV3(2)
N(B)<z/p®
d|g
z z 1 s, o fag
2 7
it (3) 15 () 5% a().
0#56\/3(2) i=1
N(B)<z/p*
dlg

where for the middle term we changed variables 5 — pf and used the fact that d | pg if and only
if g4y | 8- This gives [Cemma 4 (a)
To prove the second item, note first that RZ]’DE,Z () = R (2/p?*"). Using [Lemma 3 (b)| we obtain

z 1
R”(p%) = 2 | Al

0£B8eV3(Z) i=1
N(B)<z/p*

d|p

1 p+1 O/ﬂ@ 2
= X A - e a0 - 2234 ()

0£8eV3(Z) 1 P4 p
N(B)<z/p*

d|p

2

< > a2(p)|* [A(B) P + |A(B
0£BeV3(2)

N(B)<z/p**
d|p

e

and this immediately gives |Lemma 4 (b)
Finally, we prove the last item. For 0 # 3 € V3(Z) denote

IB)={1<i<p+1: Up(a;ﬂa_i) > Up(ﬂ)"'l}-
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Then [Lemma 1] gives |1(8)| < 2. Using this and Cauchy—Schwarz we obtain

= a; ﬂaz a; ﬂaz a;ﬂa_z ?
S () « 2 (B o 3 ()

icI(B) iZI(B)

so that

’a=—\ |2
(21) RML(z)< Y ‘ (a ﬁaz)} + > A(a1€a1>
0#£BeV3(Z) zel(ﬁ igI(B)
N(B)<=z

cp®|B

Observe that for each i € {1,...,p+ 1} and S as above we have cp™ax(0-F=6) | %

(e;p) =1, and N (“ ﬁ‘“) = N(B)p~2¢=1 < zp=2(=1)_ Thus the RHS of (1) is equal to

(22) S hE) A,
0£5€V3(Z)

N(§)<z/p*‘“~V
Cpmax((),kfl) |5

, since

for certain quantities h(d) > 0, and to finish the proof it suffices to show that h(§) < 1. For each
0 appearing in ([22) we see from (ZI)) that

mia (5)
p

(23) h(s) < + ma(8),

where

ml(é)z#{(ﬁai)15€V3(Z),iel(5)sat1sfy /pﬂ 1_5}

:#{ie (1, p+1}:0,(0) +1 > vy(atdoy) 22_4}

and

ma(d) = # {(ﬁ,i) 1B eV3(Z),i & I(B) satisty Bal — 5}
<#{ie . p+1}iu(ajdar) > vp(5)+1},

For my () we use the obvious bound m1(6) < p+1. ApplyingLemma 2to 5 :=p 5 e V3(Z),
since vy, (0 §) = 0, it follows that ms(8) < 16. Therefore ([23) implies h(5) < 1, which completes the

proof of [Cemma 4 (c]
O

Proof of [Proposition. 3. We will prove the stronger statement that if B is a sufficiently large absolute
constant, then for any integers k > 0 and ¢ > 1 with p{ ¢, and real number z > 0,

(24) max (Scpk (z),Rf‘:’]’;c (z)) < Bk+1< Z M (p)2 |/\2(p)|2b>5C (2%)

a,b>0
a+2b<k
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and
b @ b Z
(25) R’:puz)sw*l( > M@ o) )Sc ()
a,b>0
a+2b<k+1

The proof is by induction on k. For the base cases k = 0 and k = 1, first note that
implies

(26) RPN (z) < Se(z),
(27) RP2(z) < Se (2/p?),
RE2(2) < Se (2/p?) .

From (7)) and [Lemma 4 (b)| we also obtain
R} (2) < (2@ +1) - Se (2/p%) -
Furthermore, by [Lemma 4 (a)|and (28) we have

Sep(2) < () - Se <§> + 5, <§) + 5. <]%) .

Combining those five inequalities, we see that (24) and (23] hold for k = 0 and k = 1, as long as B
is a sufficiently large absolute constant.

The induction step for k > 2 follows directly from [Lemma 4 (a){and [Lemma 4 (b)] as long as B
is large enough in terms of the implied constants in that lemma (which are absolute), concluding
the proof.

O

7. PrROOF OF [THEOREM 3} AUXILIARY RESULTS

The proof of [Theorem 3 requires the following three lemmas, which we derive from the results
of [Section 6l

Lemma 5. For any prime p > 2, real number z > 0, and ¢ € {1,2},
M@ -8 (2) < 5 (207).
Proof. The case £ =1 follows by applying [Lemma 3 (a)] Cauchy—Schwarz, and [Lemma 4 (c)| to get
M) 5 (2) < S (2p%) + S(2/p%) + B (2) < S (2p%) + S(2/p%) + S(2) < S(2p?).
The case ¢ = 2 follows by applying Cauchy—Schwarz, and to get
Pa®)I - S (2) < RY°(2) + RY?(2) + 5 (2) < S(2p°) + S(2/p%) + 5(2) < S(2p?).

For the rest of this section, consider a real parameter P > 1, and an arbitrary subset
P
PC {p € [5, P} :p is an odd (rational) prime} .

Following [16], to bound the sums S(z), we will distinguish between A(8) with g divisible by “many”
elements of P and those with g divisible by “not as many” elements of P. To make this distinction
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precise we define the following subsets of V3(Z), analogous to the sets N;(k) in [L6, Section 3]. For
K > 0 and a positive integer ¢, set

(28) M, (K) :={0# B € V¥(Z) : there are < K primes p € P such that p’ | 3} .

Lemma 6. For any real numbers z >0 and K > 1,
2

p+1
(29) DY ZA(”C“) <K-S(2)
BeEM(K) peP
N(B)<z piB

and

(30) >y

z
<75 (_)
BEM, (K) pEP " (P/2)*
N(B)<z P8

Proof. By [Lemma 1 the inner sum in both (29) and ([B0) has at most two non-zero terms. Thus
by Cauchy—-Schwarz 29) and (B0) are
()]

where ¢ = 1, 2 respectively. [Lemma. 1] also yields that each of the elements a;ﬁa appearing in (29)
and (B0) belongs to M (K + 1), so the quantity in (31)) is

1 2
seM(K+1)
N(8)<z/(P/2)*“"D

2
—+1 _
L5 na ()
NG p?

i=1

p+1

(31) SZZZ

BeM;( )peP
N(B)<z piB

where

! B
m(0,0) = # {(ﬁ,p,i) :BeV3Z),peP,1<i<p+1satisfy pf 3 and alﬂeal = 6} .
p
We now treat the cases £ = 1 and ¢ = 2 separately, starting with the former one. Fix 0 # § €
V3(Z). Note that there are at most p+1 < P+1 pairs (3,i) with % = §, since p and i determine

B. For each choice of p € P, either there are in fact at most 16 pairs (§,4) with O‘;g =4, or
implies that p | §, since p? | af (pd)a; for each of these pairs. Thus if § € My (L) then

m(3,1) < (P +1)L+16(]P| - L).
Since K > 1 this leads to
1
5 > m(1)- A <

dEM(K+1) SeEM1(K+1)
N(6)<= N()<z

RPAPL S jaor < K-56).

concluding the proof of ([29). For the case £ = 2 we use the obvious bound
m(6,2) < (P +1)-[P],
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which (since P > 1) yields

1 5 _ PIP] 9 z
5 > m2)-APP < —; > JAGP < |PI-S FaE )
seMy(K+1) seM(K+1)
N(8)<z/(P/2)? N(8)<z/(P/2)?
0
Denote
(33) Si(z )= > AP
BEM,(K)
N(B)<z

Lemma 7. There exists an absolute constant B such that the following holds. For any integers
{, K > 1 and real number z > 0 we have

BY|P| sup,ep Lo(p) )"
b Pl ep Lo z
Si(z K) < ( K1 ) S(W)’

Lop) =" @™ @)

a,b>0
a+2b</

where

Proof. Since every element § which appears in Sz (z, K) is a multiple of at least K + 1 distinct ¢-th
powers of primes in P,

Sz, K) < > Y. lAB)P= > Sa(2)-

d=(p1pa---pr 1)’ 0£BEV?(Z) d=(p1pa---pr+1)"°
p1<p2<--<prk+1 N(B)<z P1<p2<--<PK+1
piEP d|B pi€P

Observe that d > (P/2)* &+ Applying gives, for some absolute constant A > 0,

sim) < (V)4 (s (ot
0= (g p £ (P2

K+1
_ (e IPI- A" supyep Lo(p) g z
— K+1 (P/2)2Z(K+1)

8. CONCLUDING THE PROOF OF

We are finally ready to prove [[Theorem 3l Recall that the partial sums S were defined using an
eigenfunction ¢. The content of [Theorem 3] is that the functions y + S(x/y)/S(x) decay uniformly
in ¢. The following general result provides a uniform rate of decay for any collection of compactly
supported functions f : [1,00) — [0, 1] satisfying a single recursive inequality of a certain kind.

We will prove [Theorem 3 by showing that our functions f(y) = Séggé ‘1)’) satisfy such a recursive

inequality.
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Lemma 8. Let f:[1,00) — [0,1] be a compactly supported function with f(1) = 1. Consider real
numbers A > 0,¢e € (0, ), and A > 10, integers M, N > 0, and functions am,b, : [1,00) = R, for
each 1 <m < M and 1 <n < N, satisfying

1> am(y) >¢ and bn(y) > (1 +1logy)°.

Assume that for every y > A we have

M N
logy a a
fly) <A ( yA) gy + Y A ( 1- m<y>) Z W) . f(yubn(y))]_
m=1 n=1
Then there exist parameters C and R which depend only on {A, M, N, A e} such that
(1+logy)®
flyy <C- T

for every y > 1. In particular, if A, M, N,A, e are all absolute constants, then so are C' and R.

Remark 2. holds under the weaker assumption that by, (y) > h(y) for an arbitrary
function satisfying h(y) — 0o as y — 0o, in which case the parameters C and R would also depend
on h. We state the result as above for concreteness.

Proof. Define g : [1,00) — Rxq by g(y) = y® - f(y). Then for every y > A,

1

(34) gly) < A (IOgy)A-g(1) +€ + Z ( 1— am(y)> Ze ebn (y) ( 1+b, (y ))]

Since f is compactly supported and bounded, for any real number r > 0 there exists a real
number z, > 1 such that

gzr) 1 sup 9(y)
(1+logz)" — 2 y>1 (1+1logy)

Thus for any y > 1,

(35) g(y) <2 (%f:i) g(zr).

We have g(z,) > 0, since g(1) = 1.
Let R denote the smallest integer satisfying R > A > 10,

E R
2A(log A) R < and 2AM (1 — 5) <

1
4’

=

so that R <4 m 1.

Case 1: zp > max (A, [BA(1 + )] i)
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In this case we may apply (34]) followed by (BEI) to obtain

(log zp)* elogzp log zr "
<24 | —7F——= 1 1+ logzp
gler) < (1+logzr)t Ut +logzr R)TA " Z m(z) " 1+logzr
N log z R
+ Z e—bn(zr) <1 4 bn(zR) . ﬁ) g(ZR)
1 R R
<24 |(logaytR 4 LDy (1") +Z TG (14 ba(zn) ) ]9<ZR>'

8A(1+¢e)"
Since g(zg) > 0, this implies

Lo i o) (14 o)

There is a parameter B > 0 depending only on R and ¢, and therefore only on {A, M, e}, such
that e=**(1 + z)® < Be™ %% for every # > 0. Therefore,
N 2
2ABY e 3t () < gABNe~ > (HHlos=n)”,
n=1
This shows that zgr <4 m,n,e 1. Since f is bounded by 1, condition (BH) for r = R shows that
for any y > 1 we have

1
- <
1S

1+logy)® 1+ logy)®
( gy) (2r)> <<AJWM)E( Agy) 7

P A
) ) <2040 (2) e <2 !

as desired.
1
Case 2: zp < max (A, [BA(1+¢)ft] =&
In this case, since R <4 a1 we have zp <4 m,A ¢ 1, so arguing as in (B6) we conclude that

(1+log y)R

fly) <ama.e A

and the result follows.
O

Proposition 3. There exists an absolute constant D > 0 such that the following holds. Let x > 1,
y > 101010, and denote v := % and P :=y". There exist positive integer parameters Ky satisfying

Ky >logP
for each ¢ € {1,2,3,4} such that

e

3

Lt 5w+ 5 (i ) + o P s ()

(=1

4 P\ 200Kt D) .
—(Ke+1) [ I . - =
2 (z) ° (y(P/MW))] |

Let us see how to conclude once we have [Proposition
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Proof of [Theorem 3 We will work with a single value of z > 1 in the proof. If S(z) = 0 the result
is trivial, so we assume otherwise.
The theorem then follows from applying [Lemma 8§ to the compactly supported function f(y) :=

Séggé ‘1)’), with parameters A = %, A a sufficiently large absolute constant, € > 0 a sufficiently small

absolute constant, M = 3, and N = 4. Indeed, shows that f satisfies the required
conditions for with (say) ¢ = 155 and A = max (D, 101010).

Proof of [Proposition. 3. If & < y then S(z/y) = 0 and there is nothing to prove, so we assume
x>y > 109" Let Q@ denote the set of primes contained in the interval [%, P].

If there exists p € Q such that |\(p)|> > y for some £ € {1,2,3}, then the Hecke relation (20)
implies that either [A;(p)|* or [A2(p)|” is greater than y'/?, so [Lemma 5l gives

2
S (E) < y—1/3 . S (ﬂ) ,
Y Y

and the desired inequality follows (with plenty of room). Thus from now on we assume that

(37) Me(p)” <y
forallpe Q and ¢ € {1,2,3}. For i > 1 and ¢ € {1, 2,3}, set

i—1 i
of={peo:io <ol g={reoiver < g}
and
Pijk = QN Q7N Qj.
By (B7) we have
Q= |_| Pijk
0<i,j,k<J
for (say) J :=2logy. From y > 100" it follows that
P
Q[ > 2Tog P’

so there exists a tuple (4, j, k) such that
|Q] < P < P
(J+1)2 = 2log P - (3logy)® — 102 (log P)*
We fix such a tuple and observe that (4,7,k) # (0,0,0), due to the Hecke relation (20). Denote
P :=Pjji. The argument splits into three cases.

[Pijk| >

Case 1. 7 > 0.

Let L .= so that L > % and

21
100°

for every p € P. Let K7 be any integer satisfying

(38) 1<K < %'
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and denote

Stz = Y JAB)) and S'(z)= Y A
BEM1 (K1) BEM (K1)
N(B)<= N(B)<z

(Note that S°(z) is S? (2, K1) from (33), but we set this more general notation for the cases ahead.)
Then S = S* + S” and we bound S(z/y) by bounding S*(z/y) and S°(x/y) separately, always

assuming (B8)).
To bound S*(x/y), we will amplify using A;(p). Consider the expression

A= 37 JAB)IP- [ D IM)P
BEM (K1) peEP
N(B)<z/y piB

Since |A1(p)|*> > & for every p € P and K; < ‘—723‘,

(39) A> Msﬁ G) > LIP|- §° <§> _

On the other hand, by the Hecke relation for A;(p)A(B),

A= > 3 |Aws) +A6/p+\i/§,4(/5al)

2

BeM, (K1) peP p
N(B)<z/y piB

p+1 aﬂa
<« Y Suesr+ ¥OYE ZA( )
BEM (K1) PEP ﬁ€M1(K1)P€7>
N(B)<z/y piB N(B)<=z/y piB

The first double sum is < (K1 + 1) - S (%) Indeed, if 8 € My (K1) then 6 = pf € My (K1 + 1),

therefore for each such 0 there are at most Ky + 1 choices for p € P. The second double sum is
< K1 - S(z/y), due to Combining this with (89) we conclude that

Kl $P2
40 S* ( ) < -8 (—) :
o) e\
To bound S°(x/y) we first apply Lemma 7l and get

w (5= < (7))

for some absolute constant B > 1. If L > % then [Lemma 3l trivially implies the desired result,

so we assume otherwise. Then we can take K; := {e- Ji%;” —1 > log P and (3]) is satisfied.
Applying (40) and {I) we conclude that

z zP? BL|P|\ x
S(=)<P?.3 [ [ —
(y) < ( y )+<K1+1) (y(P/2)2(K1+1>>

2v(Ki1+1
< pr.g (PP 4 -y (P ( 1+>S . |
y 2 y(PJ2)XF)
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This completes the proof of Case 1.

Case 2. i =0and 57 > 0.
In this case we have

1 L
A (p)f* < 100 and 3 < X (p)* < L

for every p € P, where L := % > 5—10. Our argument depends on the size of L.

Subcase 2.1. L > 10'°,
Consider integers

P

(42) 1§K1 ST and ngl

to be chosen later. Let M(K) := M, (K1) N My(K3) and denote

a
O
i
]
=
=

2 and  S°(z):== Y JA(B).

BEM(K) BEM(K)
N(B)<z N(B)<=z

To bound S*(x/y), we will amplify using Az(p). Consider the amplified expression

A= 3 AP | Y )P

BEM(K) pEP
N(B)<z/y b

Since [A2(p)[> > £ for every p € P and K; < ‘—72)‘,

A MPL ) g (1) UPL (2
2 y 4 Y

Using the Hecke relations for A2(p)A(8) and A1 (p)A(ppB),

o B

Az(p)A(B)Z%i[A(aéﬁa_iHA( J )}ww,p)A(m

1 o o
— A - A + 34 (20T

) ) L (EB.p) — 1) A(B).

21
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Therefore, since |£(5,p)| < 1 and |\ (p)|? < Wlov
p+1 o Ba 2
A= T Y w)Aes) - o (“5%) + @0 - v ae)
BeEM(K) PEP

N(B)<z/y PIP

>3 |4+ B g P 4|

BEM(K) PEP

p+1 /
LS ()
N(B)<z/y
Ki+1 P2 P
g16|73|-sﬁ(§>+ Lt -S<xy )+4(K2+1)-S(I—)

25 Y
2
& (s
DD IS WIE-DIE
,BGM(K) peP zl
N(B)<z/y PIB

2

In the last step we used the fact that pf is a multiple of at most K7 + 1 distinct primes in P, and
p?f is a multiple of at most K5 + 1 squares of distinct primes in P, since 3 € M(K).
Applying [Lemma 6l to the last term, since M(K) C M;(K;) we see that it is

T
< |P|-S (7) .
VTioE
Since L > 100, we have £ — 16 > £, so we obtain
K xP? K5 xP* 1 T
43 S”() S( >+ -S( + =8 ==
) el S\ ) T ) T e
By [Lemma. 7}, we also have

w s (5)<n (o) rs(Ge) <3 (F5) s (o)

for some absolute constant B > 1.
Combining ([A3)) and @), we conclude that

2

s(2) <15 () S s (5) + (B25) s (o)

{=1

If L > wpm 5 then the desired result follows from [Lemma 5l Otherwise, note that we can choose
B|P|L
Ki=lee——|-1> ——m—
! [ (P/2>ww = 107(log P)’?
for ¢ € {1,2}, and ([A2) is satisfied. Therefore, we obtain

200 (K,+1)
z —20v xP? —(Ko+1) f ) £
> (y) < S( (P/2)? ) +ZP S( ) 2 *\ypppEa )

This finishes the proof of Subcase 2.1.

P1—2€u
>log P
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Subcase 2.2. L < 109,
Similarly to the previous subcase, we consider integers

(45) 1§K1§|£2|, Ky >1, K3>1, and  Ky>1

to be chosen later. Let M(K) := ﬂ?zl M (K) and denote
Sie)i= D0 AP and  S(z)i= ) JA)

BeEM(E) BEZM(K)
N(B)<z N(B)<z

To bound S*(x/y), we will again amplify using Aa(p). Consider the amplified expression

A= Y JABP- [ Y )

BEM(K) pEP
N(B)<z/y B

Since [\a(p)|? > & > 1by for every p € P and K, < 12,

2 Yy Yy

Using the Hecke relations for A2 (p)A(8), followed by X2 (p) A(p?3) and A (p)A(p?B),

p+1

Az(p)A(B)—%;{ (aipm) + 4 (25T ) | + £(6.0040)

= Xa(p)A(p?B) + %% [A (aélia_i) —A (p2a/iﬁ04_i):|

=1

E(B,p)A(B) — Ew*B,p)A(PB)
A+ S5 (0‘950‘7) —MAGS) + A (')
VP P’
— A(p*B) + £(B,p)A(B) — E(p° B, p) AP*B).
% Then using |A1(p)|? < 145 and

We have |€(p?3,p)| < 1, and since p { 8 also |E(B,p)| < p;rl
[A2(p)]? < 101 <« 1, we apply Cauchy—Schwarz to obtain

Lty e A | 1S aigany|

A< 30 3 |AED +[AGB)] + 4w 8) [ + =+ 72A(_2)
BEM(K) PEP p P p

N(B)<z/y PP

- PP\ Pl (e 2 [
K 1 .S = 7 )
<y s(5) v s(5)r ZTlERa ()

(B)<;E/y ptB

In the last step we used the fact that for £ € {2,3,4}, p’3 is a multiple of at most K, + 1 distinct
{-th powers of primes in P, since f € M(K) C M(Kj).
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Applying [Cemma 6 to the last term, since M(K) C M;(K;) we see that it is

T
< |P|-S <7) .
P15\ yere
Therefore

w () enms () () s ()

By we also have
()G S (75 S ()

for some absolute constant B > 1.
Combining ([@6]) and 1), we conclude that

5(5) =75 () v (wr)

*ijw < %>*«Q5Tu)mﬂs(5675%fﬁﬂ>

If P?¥ < 10'9B, then trivially

p? p?
s(f) <S<x )<<P‘2” s(w )
Y Y Y
and the result follows. Otherwise, note that we can choose
BIP|
Kip=le——|-1>————
‘ [;<Pmﬁbw = 10°(log P
for ¢ € {1,2,3}, and (@3] is satisfied. We also choose
B|P]|
Ky := max([logP}, {e- -‘ —1)
(P/2)
so clearly log P > K4 > log P. Since P® =y, we can bound

Ky (:cPS) (log P)®
— -5 < -S(z).
P y p @)

Plfol/
> log P

Therefore,

i ( ) P 20v(Ke+1) T

e (3) 5 )
20(Kp+1

= 2 y(P/2)2(KetD)

This finishes the proof of Subcase 2.2.
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Case 3. 1=j7=0and k > 0.
In this case we have

max (|A1(p)*, N2 (p)[?) < 100’

so by the Hecke relation (20) we obtain
1< s(p))* <4
for every p € P. Consider integers

1Pl

and K2 Z 1
2

(48) 1<K <
to be chosen later. Let M(K) := M (K1) N My(K3) and denote

Stz)= > AP and S'(z)= > AP
BEM(K) BEM(K)
N(B)<z N(B)<z

To bound S*(x/y), we will amplify using A3(p). Consider the amplified expression

A=Y AP | Y )P

BEM(K) pEP
N(B)<z/y Pt

Since |A3(p)|? > 1 for every p € P and K; < ‘—72)‘,

Az (Pl- K5 (L) > 1Pl (2)).

For p1 B, observe that |E(5,p)| < sz;l and we have the Hecke relation

JaA) = 4678) - 4()- (Lt epp) + 2L

5y Atatpm) - (1 (afpm) - 1) - 24 (25T

i=1

p+1p+1
2303 a (SR ol

lel

25
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We can apply Cauchy—Schwarz to obtain

A< Y S A

BEM(K) PEP
N(B)<z/y PIB

2

p+1 1
ZA | fag) - (]Lp(agﬁa—i)—;)

2

1)1 2= o fag sy Pl ﬂazaj
~1=—N"4 -
i3 ( 2 ) Zl (o:6) ZA( )
2
pt |P] x s o By
s ()0 L s(2) (com)
: y ) (PRP T \y gm% ﬁg p*

N(B)<z/y P18

p+1 2 p+1 p+1 ' A BAT A
ZA L Bag) - ( (o Bag) — —) Z 1( ol fag) - ZA <w>

In the last step we used the fact that p?3 is a multiple of at most K5 + 1 distinct squares of primes
in P, since f € M(K) C Ma(K>).
By [Lemma @ since M(K) C M1 (K1) we see that

> Y i A(%F)| <55 Gomp) <25 (5):

BeM(K) pe”P i=1
N(B)<=z/y PIB

Also notice that for each 8 € V3(Z) with p t 3, there are at most two distinct i € {1,2,...,p+1}

such that p | o/ Ba;, by [Lemma 1l Thus by Cauchy-Schwarz

p+1 1 2 1 p+1
_ _ 2
S Sl (hem - 1)) <5 X 23l 1w
BEM(K) pE'P BEM(K) PEP i=1
N(B)<z/y PP N(B)<z/y PIB

p+1

tp L XYl

ﬁeM(K) peP i=1
N(B)<a/y PIF

For each § € V3(Z) and p € P there are at most p + 1 < P + 1 pairs (3,4) with o/fa; = 4§, as i
uniquely determines 3. Also, by [Lemma 1l we observe that if 3 € M;(K;) then § € Mq(K; + 1).
This implies

p+1

! 1 P P?
w2 2 lAlsml<5d Y JAOP < % s (L)
BEM(K) PEP i=1 pEP €M (K1+1) Yy

N(B)<z/y PIB N(&)<zp®/y
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and
1 sy ) zP?
5 > ZZ 0Bm) 1, (i) < > > AP < (K1) S (=),
BeM(K) M;’ i=1 peEP S€ M (K1+1)
N(B)<z/y

N(8)<zp®/y
p|d

where we used the fact that ¢ is a multiple of at most K7 + 1 distinct primes in P, since § €
M; (K7 +1). In conclusion
2

P2
<<K1-S(“’7>.

p+1

> > IRIECE (10 ) - )

gem(i) P’
N(B)<z/y PP

Finally, we must properly bound the sum

2
p+1 p+1
a; a
o= T g nm LA ()
,BEM(K) pGP i=1
N(B)<z/y P1P
As in the previous arguments, [Lemma 1l shows that
p+1 ol (M) @ ?
soey Ly S Sa ()T
pEP ,BEM(K) =1 Jj=1 p

N(ﬁ)zz/y

and that § := 22% € V3(Z) satisfies 6 € My (Ky + 1) N Ma(K3) € My(Ky+ 1) N Ma(Kz +1)
M(K +1). Furthermore, v,(8) = 0 or 1. Fix p € P. If v,(§) = 0, then [Cemma 2 gives

#{(ﬁ,i):O#ﬁeV?’( ),1 <i<p+1 satisfy aifa Z:(5}§16,

while if v,(d) = 1 the set above trivially has size < p+ 1, since ¢ uniquely determines 8. Therefore

2 2
1 LA o0y iy o 0ar;
sep ¥ SIE (M) Yy 1Sy a(MR)
SEM(K+1) PEP J 1 SEM(K+1) PEP Jj=1
N(§)<z/y PO N(§)<z/y vp(8)=1
By for the first term we have
pt! o.da; ’ K T
LY N |Ea () < B (Y).
SEM(E+1)PEP \/_J 1 P Y
N(5)<z/y PO
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For the second term, we can write § = pvy for v € M(I? + 1) with p { v. Then we can use the
Hecke relation for \;(p)A(py) and the constraint |A;(p)|> < &= to obtain

100
p+1 p+1 2
a6a
YO |G (—J) < Y |Gl
SeM(K+1) PEP J=1 PEP ye M(K+1)
N(8)<a/y vp()=1 N(7)<-2

<X X [P+ eF AP+ 1A

PEP yeM(K+1)
N()<-2

pty

<<K2-S<$TP2>+K1-S(§)+|P|-S<ﬁ).

In the last step we used the fact that for £ € {1, 2}, p’y is a multiple of at most K, + 2 distinct /-th
powers of primes in P, since v € M(K + 1) C M,(K,; + 1).
Therefore, combining all of the bounds described above we conclude that

Ky xP* K; zP? T
49 S“<)<< S( > S< +S5(—= |-
) Pl P\ P
To complement ([@3]), we can apply [Lemma 7 to get

(50) P A isb z K, ) < i B|P| Kzz-HS oz
y) ~ pot 14 ya = — K, +1 y(P/2)2f(Kg+1)

for some absolute constant B > 1.
If P?¥ < 10'9B, then trivially

2 2
s(f) gs(ﬁ) < P2”-S(£),
Yy Yy Yy

and the result follows. Otherwise, note that we can choose

B|’P| P1—2€u
K= le 20 1 g5 &~
f [ u»M = 10°(log P!
for ¢ € {1,2}, and (@]) is satisfied. Thus summing (@9) and (B0) gives

200 (K,+1)
z —20v xP? —(Ko+1) f ) £
S<y) <<S( (P/2)? ) ZP S( ) 2 *\ypppEan )

This finishes the proof of Case 3.

>log P

O
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