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SHORT SECOND MOMENT BOUND AND SUBCONVEXITY FOR GL(3)
L-FUNCTIONS

KESHAV AGGARWAL, WING HONG LEUNG AND RITABRATA MUNSHI

ABSTRACT. Let m be a Hecke cusp form for SL3(Z). We bound the second moment average of L(s, )
over a short interval to obtain the subconvexity estimate

L(1/2 + it,m) <m e (1 + [t])3/A7 18+,

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULT

The problem of bounding automorphic L-functions on the central line Re(s) = 1/2, has enthralled
researchers for over a century. The first subconvex bound was announced by Littlewood in a proceedings
of the London Mathematical Society in 1921. Adopting a method of Weyl for bounding exponential sums,
Hardy and Littlewood proved that

C(3 +it) <o (1+t)8+,

for any € > 0. In contrast the trivial (convexity) bound, a simple consequence of the functional equation
of the zeta function, yields the exponent 1/4 in place of 1/6. Complete details of the proof of Hardy-
Littlewood’s result appeared only later in a paper of Landau [21]. The exponent 1/6, which is 2/3-rd
of the convexity bound, is ‘fundamental’, and can be achieved using other methods, e.g. short moment
computation of Iwaniec [16] and high moment computation of Heath-Brown [13]. To go beyond 1/6, the so
called Weyl bound, one needs deeper understanding of short exponential sums, as was done systematically
by van der Corput and others [12]. Accordingly the Weyl bound has been breached, albeit mildly, dozens
of times in the last hundred years, and the present record is due to Bourgain [8] which states that

C( +it) <o (14 [t])ssate,

The interest in such improvements lies not in the bound itself, but in the method that leads to it.
However the strength of the bound documents the strength of the method, and as such is an important
marker.

The classical result of Hardy-Littlewood-Weyl was first extended to degree two L-functions by Good
[11] in 1980’s. For any holomorphic form f of full level, Good established the bound

L +it, f) <z (1+Jt])5Fe,

Since this L-function can be compared with the square of the Riemann zeta function, one notices that
the above exponent matches with the Weyl exponent. Later the same bound was established for the
much broader class of Maass forms by Meurmann [25]. Around the same time Jutila [18] proved the
same result using more elementary means based on his study of exponential sums twisted by GL(2)
Fourier coefficients. In a recent work, Booker et al [7] have established Weyl bound for L-functions of
holomorphic cusp forms for T’y (V) for any level N. This was extended to degree two L-functions, of any
level, nebentypus and spectral parameter by the first author [2]. However any improvement over this
bound is yet to be achieved. The recent work [14] of the third author together with Holowinsky and Q}i,
makes some progress towards this important problem by establishing cancellation in very short sums
(beyond the Weyl range). Unfortunately their work does not yield anything new in the generic length
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(square root of the conductor), and hence one does not get a sub-Weyl bound for the L-function.

The t-aspect subconvexity problem for degree three L-functions remained an important open problem
for a long time, till the breakthrough work of Li [22], where she adopted the method of Conrey and
Iwaniec [9] to establish subconvex bound for symmetric square (self-dual) L-functions

L(5 + it, Sym® ) «z,e (14 [t) 5+,

Since non-negativity of central L-values play a crucial role in the Conrey-Iwaniec approach, it seems
that Li’s method can not be extended beyond self-dual forms. However the bound has been improved
substantially. First McKee, Sun and Ye [24] established the exponent 2/3, using the techniques of Li, but
applying finer tools to deal with the exponential integrals. This was further improved by Nunes [30] to
5/8, which doubles the initial saving given by Li. A recent preprint of Lin, Nunes and Qi [23] establish
the much stronger exponent 3/5, which is most likely the limit of the method in this set-up, but still falls
short of the Weyl exponent 1/2. Hybrid bounds have been obtain by Young [31] and Khan-Young [19]
by estimating the second moment of GL3 x GLa L-functions. In the case of general non self-dual degree
three L-functions L(s, ), the first subconvex bound was established by the third author [28] using the
delta method -

L(5 + it m) e (14 [H) 57,

This was improved by the first author [3], who established the exponent 27/40 by applying delta
method with more careful analysis of integral transforms. His exponent is the limit of the delta method
recipe in this context.

In a recent pre-print, Nelson [29] has announced a solution of the t-aspect subconvexity problem for
standard L-functions, regardless of its degree. This breakthrough work is based on period approach
introduced in earlier landmark papers of Bernstein-Reznikov [4] and Michel-Venkatesh [26]. For low
degree L-functions, Nelson’s bound is worse than what is already known. It is however understood that
the method has the potential to produce strong bounds even in the case of low degrees.

1.1. Statement of Results and Methodology. We now state our results and discuss the main ideas.
Let m be a Hecke cusp form of type (v1,v2) for SL3(Z). Let the normalized Fourier coefficients be given
by A(m1,ms) (so that A(1,1) = 1). The L-series associated with 7 is given by

L(s,7) = A(l,m)n™%,  for Re(s) > 1

n=1

Our main result is given as the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. Let 7 be a Hecke-Maass cusp form for SL3(Z). Then for any e > 0 and t'/? < M < t'—¢,

we have
t+M — » 9/4 3 —~
L. Sl M 7/4,3/40 15/14415/28
o 5 +w, i/ <<ﬂ—_’5¥ W + t21/20 + M7t + M .
In particular, when M = t2/3, w, h(we

t+t2/g
5 4+a
§ +w ™ *«,ﬁgt/
t— t2/'§

The second moment average can be used to bound the L-function by modifying Good’s arguments [11]
(Lemma 3.5). We obtain that for any log(t) < tl=e,

‘ 2
i +ztﬂ' i‘g 1+ U 1’7[ § +zt+w7r , (1)

where U(z) € CP(][ ) is an appropriate bump function. This yields the following subconvexity bound.
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Theorem 1.2. Let 7 be a Hecke-Maass cusp form for SL3(Z). Then for any e > 0,
L(1/2 4 it, ) &g o t3/471/8FE,

Studying moments of L-functions is an important theme in modern analytic number theory. Various
results have been obtained by estimating the first and second moment of L-functions in the last fifteen
years. Li [22] and subsequent works improving her subconvexity exponent consider the first moment of a
family of GL3 x GLo L-functions

T+M
L(1/2,7 x f;) + |L(1/2 + it, 7)|?dt.
[t; —T|<M r-M
Here the GL3 form  is self-dual and fixed, and the average is taken over a family of GLy forms {f;}

with eigenvalues ¢;. In comparison, we consider a short second moment of the L-function of a fixed GL3
Hecke-Maass cusp form. The clear advantage is our ability to take m not necessarily self-dual.

We briefly discuss the main ideas to highlight the novelty of our proof. We start with using an
approximate functional equation in (1) and execute the v-integral to obtain a shifted sum twisted with

an additive character
T nemn AU
Smua(N)~M AL,n)A(1,n+h)e —

h~Hn~N 2mn
with H going up to N**¢/M. Next, we apply Duke-Friedlander-Iwaniec’s delta method (Lemma 4.1) to
separate the oscillations of the Fourier coefficients
”
Smua(N)~M A1, nje Cov—
h~Hn~N ™ N

A(1,m)d(m =n + h).

Application of the delta method contributes Q?-many additive frequencies of size 1 < ¢ < @, where Q is
a parameter to be chosen later. This is followed by applying dual summation formulas to the n,m and h
sums. However, at this point, we diverge from the ‘routine’ and apply a combination of Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and the Duality principle. This allows us to change the lengths of summations inside the
absolute-value squared obtained after Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and may be considered the first novelty
of our proof.

The next step is to apply dual summation formulas to the new m and n sums followed by stationary
phase analysis of the various integral transforms. Although not novel, one needs extreme care in this
analysis. This brings us close to the convexity barrier.

Previous application of Cauchy-Schwarz and Duality principle had created two copies of the h and
g-sums. The final steps involve applying Poisson summation formula to the new hp, ho-sum and the
q1, q2-sum. However, we are faced with a unique issue due to the Duality principle. The ¢1, go-sum has

structure of the form
> aqz ‘biﬁ‘
sup B@)Blale =2+ Glq, ),
1812=1 ¢, 4o~ Q@

where a, b are some integers, G is some function and f is a sequence of complex numbers appearing from
the Duality principle. While we would like to extract savings from the ¢, go-sums, the presence of 3
is an obstacle. To overcome this hurdle, we apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to take out g;-sum. This
allows us to get rid of 8(g1) and hence perform Poisson summation in gi-sum to obtain cancellations. If

we stop the analysis here, the character sum present at this stage is a Kloosterman sum. Application of
the Weil-Deli’ne bound yields

t+M —~~ » 9/4 3 —
1 Y‘ t M
~ it Cpe o + + MT/ABA0 o pgO8gO6
y 2 e M3/2 T 21720
The optimal choice of the length of the second moment is M = t?7/42, giving the subconvexity bound
" 1 S

b 5t it, T &g tO1ATE
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This already improves upon the best known exponent of 27/40 for a not-necessarily self-dual form
obtained in [3], but we can do better. Since the above process did not make use of the ga-sum, we apply
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to create two copies of it, say g2 and g3 sums. The same analysis is done
to the go-sum without using the gs-sum. We can thus iterate the above process ad infinitum to get further
savings. This may be considered the second novelty of our proof.

We highlight that doing so results in increasingly complicated character sums. We bound these
exponential sums by using the methods due to Adolphson and Sperber [1] obtained by their extension
of Dwork’s cohomology theory from smooth projective hypersurfaces in characteristic p to a general
class of exponential sums. The associated Newton polyhedron after the first such application is depicted
below.
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FIGURE 1. Newton polyhedron for the character sum in base case

We also highlight that we need a careful application of the sophisticated tools developed by Adolphson-
Sperber because the size of the Newton polyhedron grows with each application of the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality.

Notations. In the rest of the paper, we use the notation e(x) = 2™, For a and b that are either both
positive or both negative, we denote a ~ b to mean k; < a/b < ks for some absolute constants ki, ka > 0.
For j > 0, a ~; b means k1 < a/b < ko but ki, ks may depend on j. We use ¢ to denote an arbitrarily
small positive constant that can change depending on the context. We denote a = b to mean that for
any € > 0, t7°|b| <. |a| < t%|b|. We must add that for brevity of notation, we assume ¢ > 0. Indeed, the
same analysis holds for ¢ < 0 by replacing ¢ with —t appropriately.

We will denote by U(x) and ¢(x) two compactly supported smooth weight functions whose definitions
can be revised based on the context. For a > 1, C' € R and k € Z, we will refer to the intervals
[a*C, a**+1(C] as dyadic intervals even though o may not be equal to 2.

2. SKETCH OF PROOF

We expand upon the above discussion via a sketch of proof for Theorem 1.1. Let logt < M < t'~¢ be
a parameter and U € CP([—2,2]) such that U(z) =1 for -1 <z < 1.
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2.1. Short second moment average and approximate functional equation. By the approximate
functional equation (3.1), it sufﬁcej to bound

- ‘U’Zi e ”i“

where V' € C¥([1,2]) may depend on ¢ and satisfies V) (z) «; 1 for j = 0. Opening the square and
integrating yields a shifted sum (Lemma 6.1),

S N
S(N) « Mt* + sup sup &(),
H<<NT25 1SN<<t3/2+5 N
where we get the shifted sum

»> —
Sarn(N) ~ M AL )N+ hYe ;—E
™

h~H n~N

For sketch, we focus on the generic cases H = %, i.e. we focus on Syz,n/ar(INV).
We note that Lemma 3.6 gives us the trivial bound
S]W,N/M(N) < N2t6. (2)
2.2. Delta method. Next we apply the DFI delta method in Lemma 4.1 to detect m = n + h,
M 1 » R
Snn/m(N) ~0 - )\(1,”’8 - A(1,m)
1<q<@Q q hN% n~N j m m~N
> el > "
~w® a(n+h—m) n+h
% A a(n+h—m) g(q.zYe Q de.
o mod q q R qQ

For sketch, we focus on the generic case © ~ 1.

2.3. Dual summation formulas. After separating the variables with the delta method, we apply dual
summation formulas. Applying Poisson summation to the h-sum, and Voronoi summation (Lemma 3.3)
to the m and n sums, we roughly get

MN*/3 A(m) An)
Sa,nm(N) ~ (e 1/3 nl/3
q~Q hNLt m<<Nf' n<<—+ 1?4337:;
xS hymiq S hn e (fi(m,h,q,u) + fa2(n, h,q,u)) du,
|u]«1

with the analytic oscillations being of size fi(m,h,q,u) ~ % and fa(n, h,q,u) ~ W. The variable
u is a secondary oscillatory terms that is created in the Voronoi summation to the n-sum. It does not
have any significance in the generic case when N ~ t3/2, but we get a little bit extra saving when N
is smaller and the main oscillatory terms cancel out in the diagonal case. In the rigorous proof, we do

not utilize the cancellations in the integrals until later stages due to the fact that x can be smaller than

1. We choose @Q « MN Indeed to match the oscillation, we want to choose @ = 4/ @, but we will

Q3t3 N2

. . 2 2
choose Q) smaller when NNV is small. Focusing on the generic case m ~ % and n ~ % BN~ g7 We

roughly have

M -
SN/ (N) ~ae (m)
q~Qh~Wm~_ j

X S I’L m; q S I’L n; q (fl(m; thau) +.f2(na thau))duv

|u|«1

with the analytic oscillations being of size fi(m, h,q), fo(n, h,q) ~ re]
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2.4. Cauchy Schwarz inequality. Next we apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to take out the ¢, h sums,
giving us

Sn,nym(N) € A/ 8152,

M .

A(m)S h,m;q e(fj(m,h,q,u))du

~Q h’“qﬁt g_:)z’ |u|<<l

where roughly

Remark 2.1. One should note that the length of the q and h sums are shorter than the n and m sums.
Therefore it would have been beneficial to instead take out the n and m sums out of the absolute value
squared in the above step. However, our approach benefits by allowing us to separate the n and m sums.

2.5. Duality principle. We apply the duality principle (Lemma 4.2) together with Lemma 3.6 to take
the n and m sums outside the absolute value squared and obtaig

MN? -
Sj < W sup ﬂ(q, h)S h,m;q e(fj(mvhaqvu))du
Q HﬁH2:1m~N7§ h~ 2 |u|«1

This also rids us of the GL3 Fourier coefficients decreasing the complexity of the problem at hand.

2.6. Poisson summation formula. Opening the square and apply Poisson summation on the m-sum
gives us roughly

MN* .

S; <<W sup B(qr, h1)B(gz, h2)
1812=1 ¢, go~Q hy~ 9t |m|<<Q Voo
X S T.vian S Tayidz
jy mod qqu j
T WP N2 = mNZT
X yYe yu hi,qi,ur = —39,h2,q2,u2 dyduidus.
Jui|«1 |uz|«l R Q3 Q3 1q2@Q3
Now we have a spectrum of cases depending on the size of m. For the sketch, we shall focus on the
3
two extreme cases, the diagonal corresponding to m = 0, and the off-diagonal where m ~ %~ is as large

as possible. The other cases will yield bounds in between these two cases.

2.7. Diagonal terms. For the diagonal m = 0, we essentially have ¢1 = ¢2(= ¢), h1 = ha and |u; —uz| <
M—]@. In such a case, one can evaluate the y-sum and obtain the bound
Q3 Q2 N3ta
Q8t1 e Q3
Here is the only place where we extract a extra saving coming from the secondary oscillatory terms having
u1,ug. This is possible as the main oscillatory terms cancel out when g; = g2, h1 = hy. Moreover, we’ll

see that @°L 27 18 less than 1 only when N is smaller than the generic size t3/2 by our choice of Q.

2.8. Off-diagonal terms. For the off-diagonal where m ~ %3, evaluating the ~-sum and apply
stationary phase analysis on the y-integral gives us roughly
MN7/2

B(qla hl)ﬁ(qQa h2)

@ e
Hﬁszl ~92 01.02~Q hy ho~ %

v” mhigg  mhagi”

X e
q1 q2

e (F(m,hi,h2,q1,92))
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with F(m, hy,he,q1,q2) ~ % Here we dropped the uq,us-integral in sketch as we will just bound it
trivially. The bound at this point is

MN7/2 3 t
7Q—Qg « MN3/2¢,
Q5t1—a N N
We want to get saving from the ¢; sums. Assuming we are in the generic case (¢1,¢2) = 1 in sketch,
reciprocity gives us

MN7/2 _
OFri= sup Blq1, h1)B(g2; h2)
\\5\\2:1m~%3 41.a:~Q 1
v e  whowvr @ q N
xe 2y BAN, _ - + F(m, by, ha, qu,
€ mh1 th € mh1q1 thQQ (m ! 24 Q2)

2.9. Infinite Cauchy-Schwarz and Poisson summation. We want to apply Poisson summation to
the q1, g2 sums, but the 8 coefficients obtained from the duality principle prevent us from doing so. To
deal with the (8 coefficients, we have to apply Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to take out the g;-sum while
leaving the go-sum inside the square. Applying Poisson summation afterwards on the ¢;-sum would give

us a saving of r
1/2 _
vl' E‘ 1/4
Qt?
in S1(N). The process of Cauchy Schwarz creates two copies of go-sum, say go, g3 sums. We then repeat

the process of taking out the go-sum, leaving ¢g3-sum inside the square and applying Poisson summation
on the go-sum. This gives us a saving of

v= V2 1/8
Qt2
Remark 2.2. The above saving is a result of careful analysis of complicated exponential sums, and we
need to apply the Weil-Deligne bound via the result of Adolphson-Sperber obtained by their extension of

Dwork’s cohomology theory from smooth projective hypersurfaces in characteristic p to a general class of
exponential sums.

Tterating this process v times for v sufficiently large yields a total saving of

v” NeT 1/4V’7\7Y‘ 1/8 v~ N 12" v N 1/2

X X oo X —= ~ t—°
Qt? Q2 Q2 Q?
and hence we get the contribution of m ~ % is bounded by
> 072~ 1/2

A
MNYE S <« MyQNE

2.10. Final calculations. As a result, assuming all other cases lie between the two cases in sketch, we

have for Q « 4/@,

N3¢te
S; « e + MA/QNte,
and hence
Sn,nym(N) « N2te N QM FE
N Q? VN

VMN?3 MN . -
We choose Q) = Y"57— <4/~ giving us

SM,N/M(N) t9/4+5 M5/4t5/8+5
N « M3/2 + N1/6
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Together with the trivial bound in (2), we have \
.
Sunm(N)  ¢9/4+e : M5/4755/8&F6 1o/4te 15/14,415/28+
N < Ve + min { Nt°, N6 « Ve +M t ‘.

The optimal choice is M = t¥3, which gives us the bound

Snn/m(N) « PA+e,

;. . j ‘ \ , 1 —
— +it,w gt 1+ ‘U 7} — +it+iv,m Koo /412,
2 S B 2 ’

3. PRELIMINARIES ON AUTOMORPHIC FORMS

and

Let m be a Maass form of type (v, v2) for SL3(Z), which is an eigenfunction for all the Hecke operators.
Let the Fourier coefficients be A(ni,n2), normalized so that A(1,1) = 1. The Langlands parameter
(a1, 9, ai3) associated with 7 are oy = —14 — 219 + 1, ag = —v1 + V2, ag = 211 + vo — 1. The dual
cusp form 7 has Langlands parameters (—as, —ag, —ay). The L-function L(s, ) satisfies a functional
equation

v(s,m)L(s,m) = v(s,7)L(1 — s, 7),

where (s, ) and (s, 7) are the associated gamma factors. We refer the reader to Goldfeld’s book on
automorphic forms for GL,(Z) [10] for the theory of automorphic forms on higher rank groups.

3.1. Approximate functional equation and Voronoi summation formula. We are interested in
bounding L(s, ) on the critical line, Re(s) = 1/2. For that, we approximate L(1/2+it, 7) by a smoothed
sum of length t32%¢. This is known as the approximate functional equation and is proved by applying
Mellin transformation to f followed by using the above functional equation.

Lemma 3.1 ( [17, Theorem 5.3]). Let G(u) be an even, holomorphic function bounded in the strip
—4 < Re(u) < 4 and normalized by G(0) = 1. Then for s in the strip 0 < o < 1

) W ®)
L(s,m) = M1, n)n " Vi(n) + 22— X1,n)n" 19V _(n),
n;l FY(S?Tr) n;l
where
1 _ v(s + u,7) du
Vs(y) = 5= Yy G () ——————,
(v) 2mi (3) ( v(s,m)  wu

and (s, ) is a product of certain T'-functions appearing in the functional equation of L(s, f).

Remark 3.2. On the critical line, Stirling’s approzimation to (s, ) followed by integration by parts to

the integral representation of Vija1(n) gives arbitrary sciving forn > (1 + [t])3/2*e.

One of the main tools in our proof is a Voronoi ty e formula for GL3(Z). Let h be a compactly

supported smooth function on (0,0), and let h(s) = Soh(a:)af*1 dx be its Mellin transform. For

o > —1 + max{—Re(a1), —Re(az), —Re(as)} and a = 0,1, define

q—3s—3/2 .3 F(HH%)
2 H:l F(fsfgcﬁra)
Further set 4 (s) = vo(s) F iv1(s) and let j

Ya(s) =

Hi(y) = —  y*ya(s)h(—s) ds. 3)

EREZI

We need the following Voronoi type formula (See [5,22,27]).
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Lemma 3.3. Let h be a compactly supported smooth function on (0,00). We have

” ” A(n,n0) o 2 /3
AL, n)e(an/q)h(n) = q ———=5(a@, £n; q/no) H+ (ngn/q°),
n=1 + no‘qnzl nno

where (a,q) =1 and aa =1 mod gq.
Stirling approximation of v4(s) gives v4 (o + it) < 1 + |7[>?*3/2. Moreover on Re(s) = —1/2
Y4 (=1/2 +i1) = (|7]/em)> 7 @4 (1), where ', (1) « |71

Lemma 3.4 ( [5, Lemma 6]). Let h be a compactly supported smooth function on [a,b] < (0,00) and
Hy be defined as in (3). Then there exist constants -y, depending only on the Langlands parameters
(a1, 9, a3) such that

Y
Hi(z)=z h(y) xy; e(£3(zy) ) dy + R(z),
where .
d
k L(k—L)/3
x —dka( < |A||so

The implied constant above depends on a,b,aq,as, a3,k and L.

3.2. Short second moment average. We bound the square of the L-function by a second moment
average over a short interval by following Good’s arguments [11].

Lemma 3.5. Let T/2 < T, then we have

logT 1 — 9 !
+ztﬂ' T 1+ — +it+iv,m =2y
—logT 2

Proof. Let ¢ =1/logt for t 2’10. By the residue theorem,

2
1 s 1 s
(e) (=0

2

Functional equation for L(s,7) and Stirling’s approximation give
L(1/2 —c4i(t +v)) <« (1+ [t +v>)|L(1/2 + c +i(t +v))|.

Therefore

o0 —1)2
: 2 : 2 6c €
|L(1/2 + it,7)|* « . |[L(1/2 + ¢+ i(t + v)|* (1 + |t + v|°°) CEYELE dv. (4)
Similarly, for 1/2 <o < 11 j
9 . 1 9 . e’ 1 9 . e’
L* (o +in,m)=-—, L¥o+in+sm)—ds— — L*(c +im +s,m)—ds
s 2mi _ s
1 (1) (1/2—0)
0 ) e~ T
1 L(1/2 41 d
“ir e ol e e o

Putting 0 = 1/2 + ¢, m = t + v, substituting the above estimate into (4) and trivially estimating the
To-integral, we obtain

1 "
i +ztﬂ' § ‘gt 1+ §§+it+iv,ﬂ' imﬂ!v

Since L(1/2 + it + v, 7) is polynomially bounded, the integral can be cutoff at [—logT,logT] for a

negligible error term.
O

We will also use Ramanujan bound on average which follows from the Rankin—Selberg theory.
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Lemma 3.6 (Ramanujan bound on average). We have
IA(ng,n1) | <pe ot TE.

n?ng <z
4. PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

Lemma 4.1 (DFT delta method). Let Q > 1. Then we ha@j

1 1 vAr"‘ »> s

d(n=0)=—= - q,:c’e ne dx,
ngqngamodq ¢ qQ
where g(q,x) is a smooth function satisfying
<A
saa) =1+ 08 L Ll L g el forany A1, 6

and

PY _

2 gla.x) <ol min(la " Q/g)og Q. for j > 1

Moreover, g(q,x) satisfies
9(q,x) « Q°. (6)

Proof. See [17, Section 20.5], and [15, Lemma 15] for minor corrections in the original estimates of the
derivatives of g(q,r). To prove (6), we observe that when ¢ > Q'~¢, the first property in (5) gives us
g(q,z) « Q° by taking A = 1. In the case ¢ < Q'~° and = > ¢, the second property in (5) gives us
g(q,7) « Q° by taking A = 1. In the remaining case where ¢,z < Q'¢, then the first property gives us
g(q,z) < 1 by taking A sufficiently large. Combining all the cases, we have the result.

O
We will also use the Duality principle (see [17, Chapter 7]).
Lemma 4.2 (Duality principle). Let ¢ : Z? — C. F any complex numbers a,,
am@(m,n) Ia sup (n)¢(m,n)
1Bll2=1 p,
where the supremum is taken over all sequences of complex numbers S(n) such that
18]z = |B(n)> = 1.
5. STATIONARY PHASE ANALYSIS
We need to use stationary phase analysis f? oscillatory integrals. Let Z be an integral of the form
b
= w(t)e?® dt, (7)

a

where w and ¢ are real valued smooth functions on R. The fundamental estimate for integrals of the
form (7) is the rt"-derivative test

I<< Varw /'mln ¢(T I/T .

We will however need sharper estimates and will use the stationary phase analysis of Blomer—Khan—
Young [6] to analyze Z and state these in the language of inert functions as given by Kiral-Petrow—
Young [20].
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Definition 5.1. Let F be an indexing set and X : F — [1,0) be a function of T € F, so that X1 € [1,0).
A family {wr}rer of smooth functions supported on a product of dyadic intervals in R, is called X -inert
if for each j = (j1,..-,jd) € Zio, we have

sup sup X;(.jl"r---‘f‘jd)‘ Id w(]h 7Jd)(I17-"7Id)‘lijd 1.

TeF (z1,...,zq) ERL,

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that w = wr(t) is a family of X -inert functions with compact support of [Z,2Z], so
that w9 (t) « (X/Z)7. Also suppose that ¢ is smooth and satisfies ¢ (t) < Y /Z7 for some Y /X? = R> 1
for all t in the support of w. Let {

0
I= w(t)ew(t) dt.
—o0
(1) If |¢'(t)| » Y/Z in the support of w, then T «a ZR™ for arbitrarily large A. Moreover, the
statement also holds under the weaker condition Y /X = R.
(2) If ¢/'(t) » Y/Z? in the support of w, and there exists some not necessarily unique to € R such
that ¢ (to) = 0, then

eto(to) P ( ) 0 (ZR A)
= ————=1I7(to) + OalZ "
Qb//(to)
for any A = 0, where Fr is a family of X-inert functions (possibly depending on A) supported

onty = Z.
(3) Same setting as (2). Let U » R(¢"(to))~Y? and let Wy € CP([—2,2]) such that Wy(x) = 1 for
|x| < 1. Then we have j
* T t—10
= wiW

Ot + 0,4 RT
o U O

for any A =0

6. MAIN CALCULATIONS

6.1. A Short Second Moment. We first apply Lemma 3.5 to bound the square of L(1/2 + it,7) by a
short second moment. Let T/2 <t < T, then e have

logT 1 T~ 5 !
+ztﬂ' T 1+ =+t +iv, T = 2hy (8)
—logT 2

Let € > 0 and let 1 <M <t'"Fbea parameter Let U € CL(R) be a fixed function supported in [—2, 2]
and satisfying U(x) = 1 for —1 < & < 1, then ( gwes us F

§ +zt7r i‘gt 1+ ‘U 1’7[ § +zt+w7r

Applying Lemma 3.1, we get

\ ——
A 1
+2t7r t 1+ — 4+t + v,

1+ sup ,
1S N«t3/2+e N

where j
(
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with V e C%([1,2]) depending on ¢ satisfying V) () «; 1 for any j > 0 (See e.g. [17, Proposition 5.4]).
Opening the square and integrating yields

S(N) = 141/% %WEJJU’} E

By repeated integration by parts on the v-integral, we obtain arbitrary saving unless
Nte

|m —n| «

FL‘ “E\ it
S(N) =M A1, )X 1n+h!V ﬁ i
jh\«N'E n

>
X U(H) nt

R n

Hence we have

\E‘ iMuv

dv + O(t™™),
for any A > 0. For h = 0, (3.6) on the n-sum gives us

M) N ﬁ U (v) dv « MN#.

n

Now performing a smooth dyadic subdivision of h-sum for h # 0 yields

i ‘H Arh » h
S(N)« sup M A(Ln)N 1n+h!V‘%Y/ I YT N

Hj szt[E + hon H n
»~ +~E~ iMv
x U®) dv + MNt,
R

where ¢4 (y) = p(zy) for some fixed function ¢ € C*([1/2,2]). Finally, we rewrite

vtk v" 20 AR A7 i ¥ B
=e -— 1og 1 + — = n n
n 27TTL 27T n L n

Notice that when multiplied by the weight function V' ( n/N‘) ¢+ (h/H), the integral U (v) %’T M

is t°-inert as a function of n and h, while e % log 1+ ; % is t°-inert as a function of n and h
when M » t'/2+¢_ For brevity of notation, we define j
v v" . oy oy v” Nz + Hy~ iMv
Wi(z,y) =V(x — 1 1+ = - = U _— dv.
+(2,y) )+ ( yye 5, 108 N: Ni . ©) —xa v

As a result, we obtain the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let ¢, A > 0 and let t'/2* « M « t'==. Then there exist functions W4 € CP([1,2] x
[+1, £2]) satisfying

2Ty W) (g y) j1,jo 1 for any ji, j2 = 0,

such that
+t t1+ \b [ 1+'t+'
it, T -+t +iv, T
" ¥
+
t Mit*+ sup sup
H«NEE ISN«td/2+e 4 N
where
»> »
s R " GO
St g(N) == M AL, )N, n + By ST € g
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6.2. Trivial Bound. Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality together with Lemma 3.6, we have the trivial

bound
b

/2.
SEp(N) « M A1 n’|2 ‘ M1, n + h’|2 « MHN{®. (9)

|h n«N n«N

tﬁs. Hence we will restrict our attention to the case

We will apply this bound for the cases with H «
H> tl% in the rest of the paper.

6.3. Application of the Delta Method. Now we focus on the case H » tl% To bound SIJ{{_’H(N), we
start by applying the DFT delta method (Lemma 4.1) to separate the oscillations. Let U € C¥([1/2,5/2])
be fixed such that U(z) =1 for 3/4 < z < 9/4. Then

I T 4*
St 1 (N) =M ALmWE 5 Ve o g m=n+h)

M 1 T v" TR
0 q AL )WY NH 27mj

S € h—m)" h
< NLNU g vooolnthom)t oy (e hompst
m o mod g q R qQ
We divide the g-sum into segments C' < g < (1 4+ 10719)C to get
SJEH(N) « 1" sup SMHC(N) (10)
’ 1<C«Q
where
M 1 ¥ n hw® th "
St o(N) =5 - At L2 Y o
h q N H f 2mn
C<q<(1+10-19C * h n
\ \ 4 h_‘\ - h
e f% v" a(n+ h—n) q,xye % .
q

6.4. Dual summation formulas. We shall now apply dual summation formulas to the h, m and n
sums.

6.4.1. Analysis of the h-sum. We start with an application of the Poisson summation formula to the
h-sum mod ¢, giving us

> o w™ ah th hrx™
W T ek T
N N H q 2mn qQ
1 v” (et h]y” ‘!, % vty zy YT
= = RSl & + 7
h q’ymodq q R N 2mn qQ

\ v e
n tHy Hxzy hHYy
=H J0(a=—-hmodgq i y Ve — dy.
N ( ) R N' 27m q@Q q

The above congruence condition and («,¢) = 1 imply (h,q) = 1, so that when h = 0, the terms with
q > 1 vanish. Since H » tl%, choosing @ » HL*E and repeated integration by parts gives us arbitrary
saving unless

qgt Ct

h#0 dh~—~—
# 0 an N N
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This gives arbitrary saving unless C' » tl% and yields

MH 1 )
SJJT},H,C(N) =— — A1,n) A1, m)U g

ot o oilte O<g<(1410710)C 4 H'<h<(1+4107"0)H' ™ m
dyadic : (h,q)=1
> —h(n—m)" I’/ ", w® (n+ Hy — tHy hHy T
e 7@ m) 9(q, 2)Wy ﬁ'y e (n+ Hy = m)a + Yy 4 dedy +0 t=4 |
q R R N qQ 2mn q

for any A > 0.
6.4.2. Analysis of the m-sum. Next we apply the Voronoi summation formula (Lemma 3.3) to the m-sum

v> hm  mx”

\
ML, m U g ameme
g qQ
b\ > —5~ 2, —~-~
_ Alm, mo v omm; L 0,y mem w
m=2 molq m mom mo q
where j F
2 \ 1
e ! Ayl 0‘ (S 2, —wz " 2mu Y3
Ul.,:: 03 54, Y 03 U % ﬂo T W w B e 1'5 03 dw
q 0 qQ q
and
r Ve
1 (11)

Uo(u,w) = _
ol ) =1 (uw) ™=

for a fixed large L, and -y, as give in Lemma 3.4. Note that Up(u,w) is a fixed flat function. By a change

of variables, we obtain j
.2 -
R T W m2mNT » 2 T .
MR U@ " N w e (i) du,
0
where the phase function is
1
v” mimNw™ * Nuwz
filw,z) =m3 ——— - :
( ¢ 9@

Repeated integration by parts gives us arbitrary saving unless
NZ2te

2
mom < 7

Writing j
> 2 = o » 2 -~
ULy, m(;gm,q,x = U mym Nw wFe(fi(w,z)) dw (12)
0
we obtain
MHN?/3¢¢ 1
Stncn) <IN ! A
m=+ H'~% c<q<(1+10-10)c 4 H'<h<(1+10"10)g’ n
, (h,q)=1

! \ \ 1/39® 7 ~wv® —Ih
X A(m, ) leg "S h, mm; — v, _n
j“,amgm«ﬂf ¢

. g(q x) +\ 2 y, 1'17 mgm q\;“

R R N’ P E
> H tH
v, (ntHyle  tHy Y dedy+0 t
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for any A > 0.

6.4.3. Analysis of the n-sum. Finally, we apply Voronoi formula (Lemma 3.3) to the n-sum. Applying
similar analysis as above yields

n, 'v® —hn nzx tHy

\
(1, — — + — +
) (n)iN’ye . T2 2m
N2/3 o' 1/3V’ _ ‘z]"
= A(TL, 0) :i; S 717’7 T2m; TL_ W()J_ffrfh (ngnaqv'r?y)a
q N2=% nglqg N 0
where j
0 V4 n2n -~ 1
Woi,nz (ngnaQ7x7y) = WJ_F (wvy) [yO %aN’w w 3
0

ol

" Nwz  tHy v n%nJ‘WE"
+ ——— — 23 dw, 13
‘ - L (13)
where Uy is given in (11). Since H » tl%, repeated integration by parts gives us arbitrary saving unless
"N (CHEP
nn % ( ) te.
0 Q3 N4

By choosing Q? « N M /t'~¢, the first term on the right side dominates, so that n2n « N2t¢/Q3. Changing
12 to —mo for ease of notation, this yields

MHN3t¢ 1 ! Vo s
SJE’H@(N) ZT sup - A(n, M) Zilg

Ct
mnp=+ H'~ 5 C<q<(1+10710)C q H'<h<(1+1071%)H' nolq ngn«‘NQz%ti
(h,q)=1 )

! '\ V 1/3¢® _ T T e "R
X A(ma 0) ﬁ/ilg V‘S’ hanlm; mi YS’ h7772n; ni
Y‘T m2m« NQ23’55 0 0

v” mim  “w® Hxy hHy T
X g(qv'r)WOitng (n(2)n7QaIay)U1-,771 L37(1317 - - dydI + Ot 4
R R q qQ q

(14)
for any A > 0.
6.4.4. Analysis of integral transforms obtained by dual summation. We now consider the y, w-integral.
Then (13) and ¢ change of variable gives us

» Hxy hHy"
j WOi,ng (n?)naQ7x7y € qQ - - dy

R q

) » 2 T~ ‘ » 2 AT,
ngn Nwz n an’\
= UOZ2 %,Nw wie —n2'3 0 3

(1 q qQ q

y

Wl

» tHy Hxy hHy
x W ,yle + — — = dydw
. i(‘i Ve sive t 50 . W

» 2

4 ﬂ."‘
=€

= —~= —3

t t
v e g +Nu' q

P

U o™
2rhQ 5 U 3 2rmh T

* N > 2 7 t R
. U 772'5 ngnN' q u
j qQ

q3 2rhN F
gt Iy B tHy™ q -t Hzxy hf.y
X V\Z: +u g‘ e —— U + — - dydu.
q

=y 2rN  2xhN o)
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Since C' » t1+€ and H « M ~, choosing MQ > t'*¢ gives us % « _Q « 1. Hence repeated integration
by parts on the y-integral gives us arbitrary saving unless

> qt — -1 qta
27‘rhN 2”25\7“ hH Htl €

= |u| « Ht1 -

Take a fixed function U € C¢([—2, —2]) such that U(z) =1 for —1 <z < 1, and let

1

— -1

gA' thlfs - "' qt

1 7Qah7x = +u
N hN
0 4 1 ir‘
> gt tHy™ q "~ H h
2 g +u,4e tHy d +u +ﬂ— qy dy

R 2mhN 2rN  2mhN qQ

X
H+

1 ‘
Then(ﬁl “H]t\;% ,q, hjx is t°-inert and the y, w-integral becomes

v~ Ec"‘j T uHTE G T e g gt
2rh@Q R N N 1;* q3 ' 2mh
‘ ) % - 772?:; quN’ 2wqifN?‘v S a0 T
:%'é' %‘ . U(u)gr (u,q, h,z) Up nggnv Qchiﬁ é\il ‘;‘
‘ 64 chvfj? = an;N' s H]leif dutO £
Defining
| D
I/Vlin72 (ndn,q, h,u) :=[y(;' %, % + é\;?l_z e *772':;' n(%q?v' 27Tq]fN + H]zlzv ;’ , (15)
we have
Szﬁ,H,C(N) :MN7/3t€ sup ig | A(n, ’LO)\ Zilg‘ "

tl 5 ot X
Q n,me=+ H ~% C<q<(1+10— 10)C H'<h<(14+107 ') H' nolq 2« N2+(CHt 3 e
(h,q)=1

! \ — e
\ 1/3 | ) > P
X A(m, ) " h,mim; 4 vS’ h, nan; 4
mo no
Y"O‘qm Fm<« N;ta

x U(U)Wling (ngnv(L h,’LL) g(an)(bl (U7Qa h,CC)
R

~=

v mim T "w® NZ2zu tx

.y g
x Uy, q—37q,17 e QQHtl_E+27ThQ drdu + 0O t
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for any A > 0. Applying smooth dyadic subdivisions on the mgm, n3n sums, we get

MN7/3 1
3
H’<h<(1+10*1°)H/
(h,q)=

A(n, !o)y %‘ 1/37"

S;T})HC(N) <t sup sup sup Ot
2
N1<<N L& Ny« NQ'E H'~SE ) na=+ C<q<(1+10-10)C

\ v o1/ » 2
X /\(m,;so) leg 3'(2 o™

molg ™ yl nolg ™

r R .

X h,mym; — S h,nmon; — Ul(u )W (non q,h,u)
R

LS}

N2

v mim T "w® NZzu 72 .
x Rg(‘]7x)¢1 (u,q, h,2) U1y, ?,q,x e O + 570 dxdu +t

for some fixed ¢ € CF([1/2,2]).

6.4.5. x-integral. We get arbitrary saving for || » ¢ due to bounds on g(gq,z) as given in (5). So we
can restrict |z| « t°. Moreover, we expect to obtain cancellations in the z-integral when |z| » CQt/N.
Therefore we use a smooth partition of unity to split the x-integral into dyadic segments and a small
‘remainder’ part of size CQt¢/N.

Let ¢ : (0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth compactly supported function satisfying

-
supp(p) < [1/2,2] and 'cp Qy—J =1 for y e (0,).
JEZ
Define ¢(0) = 1, and for y € R\{0}
> | T, o j—1 €
\ v 2y vy 270Qt .
= d = = for X=4———" and j>1

vo(y) © CQtE/N +s0 corN ™ px(y) = & for = and j

=1

[
v —C’Qt6 cQrT | -CQtc CQte
Then ¢o(y) is smooth and supported i ] I N with ¢g(y) =1 for y € [ SN —%2 .

Hence we have

MNT/3 1
Sty o(N) «t* sup sup, sup sup  sup p
o SR <IXIStE Ny« 2248 N D242 HY~ G e =2 Q C<q<(i+10-10)c 4
orX 0 \
! ) 1/3v17m ’ITL ! \ ) 1/3vA'
X % A, 7o) % T
H'<h<(1+1071°%)H’ molg m nolg ™ 2
(h,q)=1 j
y 4 =~ _» —=
= 4 v = q + (2
X h i— S h ;— U(u)Ws- h
f , 11T mo , 11213 no R (U) 1,m2 (TLOTL, q, ,’LL)
> m2m “"VA' N2xu t‘"‘
X , ¢, h,z)U 2 q, + drdu 4+ t=4.
R@X(f)g(q z)p1 (u, q, hy ) Ur e q,r € GOHt'—= " 27hQ Tau

6.5. Cauchy-Schwartz Inequality and the Duality principle. We now apply Cauchy-Schwartz
inequality to take out everything in (14) except the m,mg, n, ng-sums and the z-integral, giving us

+ 1} \ ~ ~ v 1/2
St m,c(N) <t sup sup sup sup  su SLX(N)SQ(]V) +t
Y ni,m2=1 CQf <|X|<t® Ny <<N t No« N2r6 H'~ Ct
Q3
or X=0

—A
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for any A > 0, where

S1.x(N) ::gli,}\ZI,H,H/,c,X(Nv Ny) j
MN7/3 1
B t _3 U(U)2
Q C<g<(1+10— 10)0 H' <h<(1+1071°)H’ R

(h,q)=1

7771m7_
mo

2

= | N2 t“v‘
el o ) 3. w* e
®" q

JOHT = " 27h0

and

Sa(N) = S;]\Z2HH/ (N, N2) j
MNT/3 1
@ C<q<(1+10~ 10)0 H'<h<(1+107%g" R
(haQ):l
(e /39 n2n”~ w® IR
x /\(n,so) i— 3'(,0 N 'S‘ h,mam; qo an2(n3n,q, h,u)

By the duality principle (Lemma 4.2) and Lemma 3.6, we have the following theorem

Theorem 6.2. For any positive numbers A > 0, \/t <« M « N, t1 - <« H « M , Q> tlis, C «Q, we
have

S;\—}yH_’C(N) «t 4

unless C' » tl% When C » tl%’ we have

12 -
STy o(N) <t sup  sup sup sup sup  sup (S1,x(N)S2(N)) 2 A,
lul«L o=t CGE <) X|<t* Ny« 2045 No« 2045 HIN G

or X=0

where

+,
S1.x(N) ::Sf,)\?,H,H/,C,X(Nv Ny)

MN;BN7/3 1 v mim 1
=—— 5 sup o ——
1—e 32
@t 183=1 mo "0 m N <q<(1+10710) & T <h<rro10)m
(h,gmo)=1

X S Ev mmsq U(u)ﬁ(moq,h,u) QOX(I)g(mO(LI)(bl (u,q,h,I)
R

vA' m B ‘vA' N2xu EC"‘
U —_ dxd 16
X 1,m qgmoamOQ7x € moqQHtlfs + 27ThQ LAY ( )
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and

Sy(N) ;:s;;g;nyH,ycyu(N, Ny)

MN,/ANT/3 1 v n2n” 1 _ -
:W sup e ¥ N, 32 S h,man;q
[Bl2=1 ng ™0 n 2 g<(1+10-10) < T pren<@riooym
(h,qno)=1
x  U(u)B(nog, h, u)Wli)n2 (n2n,noq, h, u)du (17)

R

with Ulm,Wlim2 as defined in (12) and (15) respectively.

7. OPENING THE SQUARE AND POISSON SUMMATION TO S x (V)

In this section we focus on the analysis of S7 x (V). We will then apply similar treatment to Sz(N) in
the next section.

7.1. Opening the square and Poisson summation. Opening the square in (16), we get

MNYENT/3 1 v mZm” 1
Sy x(N)=—"2—"—"— sup — 0 —
: ( ) Qtl_a [Bll2=1 1 mo ., 7 Ny c (Q1Q2)3/2

s <q1,2<(1+10710)

mq
X S hy,mmi;qr S ho,mim;qe
H'<hi,ha<(1+10710)H’
(h1,q1mp)=1
(h2,q2mo)=1

x  Ulur)B(moqr, hi,ur)  ox(w1)g(moqr, 1)é1 (w1, moqu, b1, 1)
R R

y vl' m “"'A' N2x1u1 N tw‘l"‘ e d
fl,m —q%moamofhaxlf ot QI 20 1 duy

X U(UQ)ﬂ(mOQm h27u2) <PX($2) g(m()QQ, I2)¢1 (U27mOQQ7 h2,$2)
R

R
XU"' m D 2 NZzous 22N daod

——,Moq2, T2 € — — Todus.
MmO mo@QHI—  2rh,@

Applying Poisson summation to the m-sum, we have

v& ozt - - ~ —- r —
NL S hi,mm;qn S he,mmiqe Uiy ——,moq1, 71 Uiy, ——,M0G2, T2
m 1 qi1mo gamo
Ny
=5 Cnl(m7h17h27qlq2)jl,1(m7m01q17q21$11x2)7
mpq1qz .,
where
e ST
Cry (m, hi, he, q1q2) = S hi,mviqr S he,myiqz € —— (18)
v mod q1q2 42
and
fl,l(mamanlanaxla‘T?)
© > —- > ——_» T
v Niz v Niz v mN1z
= z2)Uiny, ———=,moq1,x1 Un, ———=,MoG2, T2 € — dz. 19
0 P2 (moq1)? T (moge)? maqqe (19)
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)
Now we analyse J1,1(m, mo, g1, g2, 1, x2). Recall the definition of Ur,, “é\g—;?)g, moq;, rj n (12) for
J
j = 1,2. The oscillatory integral in Uy ,, has the phase function
— 1
Nwx,; v” NiNwz™ 3
fi(w) = — LAm3
mogq;Q (mog;)?
Differentiating gives us
Nz; ¥ NNz 3
/ J
(w) =— +m
! moq;Q (mogj)?w?
” NNz
M) = — 771‘2 _ vz
1 3 Tmogy)Pw
1
@) (N1N)s
Lj—t
fl (U)) J C
for any j > 2.
N2 « t¢, and hence (1) in Lemma 5.2 gives us

For the case X = 0, the support of ¢o(z;) gives us o6

arbitrary saving unless

1
» VN3 O34
v 61'3 Ltf = N; « .

In such case, Uy, is t°-inert. Now by repeated integration by parts on the z-integral in [J; 1, we get

arbitrary saving unless

24
&
mf « &
We have J11(m, mo, q1,q2, 1, x2) is t°-inert when |m| « %fs and
MN}3N/ ™ CPE 1 1
SLO(N) :W Ny « N sup ﬁ ( )5/2
18l2=1 mq 70 o5 <q1,q2<(1+10710) & naz H'<hihe<(14+107 1) H'
(h1,q1mp)=1
(h2,q2mp)=1
X Cp, (m, hi, ha, q192) U(u)U (u2)B(mogi, hi,u1)B(moge, he, us)
R R

Cc2¢e
jm\« N

X po(x1)g(moqr, x1)d1 (w1, moqi, hi, 1)
R

wo(x2)g(moqz, v2)d1 (u2, mog2, ha, x2)
R
% ._7 ( Y" N2£L'1’U,1 N2£L'2’IL2 i tl‘l tJTg"‘
m, Mo, q1, G2, T1,T2)€ — —
b O B2 LT G QHEE T meQHE | 27hiQ  2mhaQ

dxodridusduy + O t_x

for any A > 0. We get

4/3 ar1/3 37~
MN;"°N C-1 1
S1.0(N) <<QW_S%:S Ny « sup —
1812=Lmo c_<g, gs<(14+10-10) - NP g1 cpy ha<@10-10) 17
(h1,q1mo)=1
(h2,q2mo)=1
X |B(moq1, b1, u1)B(mogz, ha, uz)|duaduy |Coyy (M, Ry hay qrgo)| + 4
Jur|«1 |us|«1 ‘m‘«c%g
Ny

(20)
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For the case X # 0, the support of px(z;) gives us Jgg ~ % » t¢, (1) in Lemma 5.2 gives us

arbitrary saving unless

(NIN)Y3  NX

C ~CQ>>t.

mX >0 and

In such case, we have f](w) » t°. Computing the stationary phase point fi(wp) = 0, we get

N1Q32
wo = 51 12
O TN N2y B
2N x;wo N1Qz
fi(wg) ==——= =2 '
mogq; Q (mog;)?|z;]

Hence for any A > 0, (2) in Lemma 5.2 yields

v> Nz T 1 » N1Q%
Lm T3, M0q;,T; =——=0(mX >0 52
" (mogy)® 7 (wo) ( ) N2z |3
+o 7
for some t*-inert function Uy € CP([1/4,25/4]). Writing
" Ni1Q3z T (W)Y ” NQPET
o

3 o 31 z0oq;,T; = 2 )
N2m8|xj|3 YRRl \/a /f{/(wo) N2|£Cj|3
then Us is a t°-inert function supported on [1/4,25/4] x R x R such that

v" le m ‘;;‘ _ \/6
Y Tmeg)? O T NGNS

M@ T
N2| |37mOQJ7IJ

smX >0
b

Inserting this back into (19) yields

J1,1(m,mo, q1, qz, IleQ)

C 0 L QS T o N:1Q3z I
71/35(771X>0) o(2)05 A N[z 042 2

R
‘{e 2\/ N1Qz _2\/( N1Qz miN- .

molh |$1| moQ2)2|1172| - m(z)Qi(JQ

Repeated integration by parts gives us arbitrary saving unless

N N
|m| Ny « 1Q

CVQ . CQ,.
e <\ X

JNIIX| | NXZ

> |m| «
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Hence we have for X # 0,

CM N; N2
——— L 5(mX >0) sup my° (1q2)

Qe =1
1Bl2=Lmo e g1 gp<(14+10-10).C

S1.x(N) « —5/2

x Cp, (m, b, ha, q1g2)

H'<ha,ha<(14107 ) H' ||« €L 4=

(h1,q1mo)=1
j j (h2,q2mo)=1 j

i U(U1)U(u2)ﬂ(i"oq1,hl,ul)ﬂ(moq2,h2,u2) ox (z1)g(moq1, 1)
R R R

R

» " NQP: T N NQP:
)[y; ﬁ%vmoqlaxl [y3 i

N | 35m0q25I2
‘{ \/ N1Qz \/ N1Qz mN-
dz

Xf1 (w1, mog1, h1,21)  px(z2)g(moge, 2)d1 (u2, Moge, he, T2)

qul |5171| m8q§|x2| m(Q)(Ji(h

—

N2x1u1 NQZCQ’U,Q tIl tIQ

— - dradrydugduy + t=4 21
moquHtl € moquHtl_E + 27‘1’th 27‘1’th Tardtigdy + ( )

for any A > 0.

7.2. Bounding S o(N). To bound S1,0(V), we are left to bound the character sum C,,, (m, h1, ha, ¢1g2)
n (20). Recalling the definition in (18), we get for m = 0,

Cni (0,1, h2,q1q2) = S hi,myiqi S ha,miqe
v mod q1q2
» w” oqhy” » W% aghy” v>  (@ig +wma)y”
= e e e m—"
a1 mod g gl az mod g2 92 ~ mod qi1 g2 192
« W oy s wmaohy”
=q142 e e d (a1ge = —a2¢q1 mod q1¢2)
a1 mod q1 ¢ az mod g2 42
«w” a(hy —h3)”
=Q% € —— 6(Q1 = QZ)
a mod q1 il
, N -
=q] Qi 7 § hy=hymod ¢}, q1 =q2 - (22)
ala 1
Hence the contribution of m = 0 to S1 o(N) is bounded by
QMNP NVy™® C3E™
Té N1 < sup q/
1Bl2=Lmo ¢ <qe(1410-10) S @'la  H'<hy ho<(1+10710)H/
(h1,q1m0)=1
j j (h2,q2mo)=1
hi1=hs mod ¢’
X |B(mogq, h1,u1)B(moq, he, uz)|dusdu; .

Jup|«1  |uz|«1
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Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, we get the above is bounded by

MN4/3N1/ > CW?E‘
<Q+75%6 N « sup
Ct N gla=1
j j ~b/2
X q |B(moq, h1,u1)|2du2du1)
- <g<(14+10710);S ¢'lq  H'<hy ha<(1+107 1)’ lusf«l |uz|«l
hi1=hs2 mod ¢
j j ~b/2
/ )
X q |B(mog, ha, u2)|*dusdu,
<g<(1+10710) Coq'lq  H'<hyha<(1+10- 10y g7 [l<d fuzf«l
hi1=hs mod ¢
/3N1@7 T ™ OB~
\/ /
& i 1+ N 0 N« . (23)
Remark 7.1. To get the inequality above, we have used
» -~ »  —
F(mg,q) = b3 mo, 4 « q° sup% mg, —
Mo -C<g<(14+10-10) ;< C<q<(1410-10)C molq Mo C<q<(1+10-10)C Mol Mo
For the case m # 0, the character sum is
o ‘- o 4 F,Ljy"
Cpy(m, h1,ho,q1q2) = S hi,mv;q1 S ha,m7v;q2 ¢ —
v mod q1q2 192
_ * vé' aihy” * vé' azhia™ vé' (m(a1g2 + a2qr) + m)y~
a1 mod g1 « a2 mod g2 42 v mod q1q2 N4z
<q142 0 (—mm = a1q2 + aeqr mod ¢1¢2) . (24)

a1 mod g1 a2 mod g2

Hence (20) gives us the contribution of m # 0 to S1,9(V) is bounded by

4/3 T~
QMNP Ng™ C3F
—— 6 N < sup
cti=e N gl=1
2TImo Lo<qr,ga<(1410710) 2 H'<hy ho<(14107 1) H'

(h1,q1mo)=1
j j (h2,g2mo)=1

X |B(moqu, hi,u1)B(moge, ha, uz)|duzduy
Jur|«1  |us|«1

X 8 (—mm = a1ga + azqr mod qig) + 4

[m|« 01\27“? a1 mod g1 az mod g1
1
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for any A > 0. Performing Cauchy-Schwartz inequality as the m = 0 case, we get the above is bounded
by

4/3 Ar1/3 9 ~37E~
MN{""N C37
%5 N « N sup {
18l2=1 { mgq n%szn.,q2<(1+jo10)?r H'<hi,ha<(1+10710) HY || Q202
1
x § (—mm = a1g2 + a2q1 mod q1¢2) 1B(mogy, ha, ur)| dugdu k

a1 mod ¢1 az mod g2 Jup|«1  Juz|«1

* *

>< {
Mo 28 <q1,q2<(1+10710) 7= H’Shl,hT(l-o—lew)H’ |m|« Czsfs a3 mod g1 az mod g2

-

x 6 (=mm = a1g2 + azq1 mod ¢1G2) |B(moga, ha, x2, u2)|?dugduy k -

|lur|«1  |uz|«1

To analyse the congruence condition, we let ¢o = (q1,¢2), ¢1 = ¢oq1,0q%, ¢2 = 092,095 such that
@1,0,q2,0l95° and (o, ;) = (g0, ¢5) = 1. Then the congruence condition decompose into go|m and

m _ ! /
—nlq— =a1¢2,095 + a2¢1,0¢; mod gog1,042,0
0

mfh,o% mod q'

ar=—m 1

/
mqi 04
g =— m% mod ¢). (25)
0

This implies

* *

mo 7y%gql.,q2<(1+10710),,% H/<h17h2<(11f0*10)lj [m|< 01\27;5 a1 mod g1 as mod ga

x 0 (—mm = a1q2 + azq1 mod q1q2) ‘jW(mo(Jl, hy,uy)[* dusduy
|lur|«1  Juz|«
Ct
L=+ |ﬁ(qlah15u1)|2du1
C<q1<(14+10719)C moqoqr,od, =a1 St <hy<(1+10-10)St [ual<1
q1,0lq0°
(¢1,90)=1
>< * *
‘m‘«%f C<g2< (1410710 C moqoqz,oqoéiih a1 mod @ az mod a2
qo|lm moqolqz (;1/22’2‘30:1 ar=—m —mqg(‘)oqQ mod ¢} as=—m —mqég)oql mod q)
v m T
X6 *771(]— = 142,095 + 241,097 mod Goq1,0G2,0
0
Ccitlte
« )
NN
Hence the contribution of m # 0 to S1 o(N) is bounded by
MN{BNy™ C3~ C4  C3QMN, ™ C31E™
« Qli%é N « « COMN, s N « : (26)
Cti—= N NN N23 N
Combining (23) and (26), we get
C3QM N, 1™ 3"
S1.0(N) « Q715 Ny « (27)

N2/3
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7.3. Int(Tral Analysis for X # 0. Consider the z;-integral in (21),

»” N3 —~
X(Il)g(WOQhSCl)le (ul,moiJ1,h1,I1)U3 rj\%,moﬂhyxl

2
R
‘ N N2 ¢
9 212622 N xluli N x ds
f magilz]  moqQHt'"¢  2mhiQ
=X

i
. o (@1)g(mogr, Xa1)én (w1, mogi, ha, Xa1) Us NZX355

NiQ3z s
1Q moql,Xxl e(Fl(xl)) dIl,

where the phase function is

N1Qz N2Xzu tXx
mig3| X|z1  moqiQHt'— ' 21h,Q

Fl(:vl) =2

Recall we have N; ~ & ;)%(3 by the support of Us. Differentiating, we get

N1Qz N2Xu tX

Fl(z1) = — +

1) m3gi| X |z3  moqiQHt'=¢  27hiQ
F”(.’L’l) =§ NIQZ . \/NIQ

' 2\ mia7|X|z}  OVX

. NQ

F9 (1) «; !

1 ( 1) J C\/y

for any j > 2. The stationary point x; o satisfying Fy(x1,0) = 0 is

v" 2l T P Q)™ 2rh Nz
 moqit |X] moq Ht?—¢

<~~~ 1/3
Filong) = 3| Qs w7 Mtz v, NTTT /
’ maai| X |10 2rh1(moqr)? oa Hi—

Note that the properties of g(moq1, Xx1) stated in Lemma 4.1 gives us

1,0

and

g(moq1, Xx1) =1+ 0 7 for any A>0 if X <¢t~/10 and C < Qt—</10
g(moqr, Xx1) is /19 inert w.r.t. x, otherwise.

cQt N1Q NX

25

(28)

Since X » =%—, we have FY'(z1) ~ G/~ ~ g »1°. Hence by (2) in Lemma 5.2, there exists a ¢¢-inert

functioi ® supported on [1/4,25/4] x R such that the z1-integral is equal to

[yA' N1Q3z -

X (z1)g(mogr, Xx1)d1 (w1, moqr, b1, Xa1) Us W,mo(h,XﬂCl e(Fi(xy))dz
R 1

CvVX tgg'NlQ% B ‘vé' Nitz ™ 2 N2y~ f?

X - - T - - -
/—NlQ N2X3 , Toq1, Ul g(m0q17 xl‘)e 27Th1(m0q1)2 + moqutQ,E

y
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for any A > 0. Applying the same treatment to the zs-integral and inserting them back into (21), there
exists a t°-inert function @’ supported on [1/4,25/4] x R such that

C?M+/N,N2X5/2 _ _
S1.x(N) ==z ——0mX > 0) sup  m;® (0102)”"2
1Bll2=1 mq o <q1,q2<(1410710) & H'<hy,ha<(14+107 1) H’
h1,q1mo)=1
j j jéhzxqzmo)—l
s o8]
X Cp, (m, ha, ha, q1g2) U(ur)U(u2)B(mogi, hi,u1)B(moge, ha,u2)  ¢(2)
co? R R 0
\m\<<NX2tE
> NlQSZ = ;' NlQSZ =
X s Mo, U 4 W,motp,Uzr‘g(molh,XILO)Q(WO(D,XZCQ,O)
Avé' Nitz v 2nh NZa
e
2mh1 (moga)? mog1 Ht?>—¢ F
. ) o~ 1/3 .
e Ay Mtz v" 2mhy Nz / _mN dzdugduy + O =% (29)
2mha(mog2)? moqa Ht2—¢ miqiqe

for any A > 0, and

v 21l " Q(Ni2) ' |, 2 NT 2/

mQth X ’I”l’L()(]in“fQ_E

(30)

Zj.0

for j = 1,2. Note that z; ¢ is flat with respect to z.
Before we continue the analysis of S7 x(IV), we first reduce S2(N) in a similar fashion as above.

8. OPENING THE SQUARE AND POISSON SUMMATION TO S2(N)

In this section, we apply similar treatment to S2(N) as done in the previous section. Recall that in
(17) we have

MN1/3N7/3 1 » o2 1 - -
SQ(N):W sup - "‘P % — S hyman;q
1812=1 7o 70 2 \q<(1+10*1°)%q H'<h<(141071°)H’
(h,qno)=1
x  U(u)B(nog, h, ) Wit (ngn,nog, b, U)dU§
R
Opening the square, we get
MN1/3N7/3 1 > s 1
) =g e o T PSR
1Bl2=1 ng 0 n 2 = <q1,q2<(1+1010) & N2 H'<hi,he<(14+107 1) H'
(h1,q1m0)=1
(h2,q2m0)=1
x S hy,mniqr S ha,man;qe U(u1)U (uz)B(noq, hi,u1)B(nogz, ha, ua)
R R
X WlJ—fm‘ nan, noqu, b, u1 me (ndn, noqz, ha, uz)dusdus . (31)

Applying Poisson summation to the n-sum, we have
v ﬁg‘ﬁ‘
o 2

2

7 R . o WE 2 o WE (n2
S hlﬂ?Z”le S h27772n,QZ 1,12 n0n7n0q17h17u1 1,12 (n0n7n0q27 h27u2)
n

No

= Zodn Cro(ny b1, b2, q192)J2,1(1, 0, q15 G2, Bty hay ua, uz),
049142

n



SHORT SECOND MOMENT BOUND AND SUBCONVEXITY FOR GL(3) L-FUNCTIONS 27

where
vA' n’7 ™
Cp,(n, hi,ho,qig2) = S hi,m2v; Q1 S h2,772%Q2 e —
v mod q1q2 1192

is the same character sum defined in (18). Therefore, by (15)
}72,1(”,TLO,Q1,Q2,h1,h2,U1,U2)

“ v nNo% ~

nleQ2

* v” Noz  nogit  N?uy~  w® Naz  noget  NZuy -
= (P(Z)UO,ng

0 (noq1)3’ 2mhy  Htl~e 0,12 (noq2)3’ 2mhy  Htl~e r\
‘e‘ LY NN meqit | NuiTT e NoNe® nogat | Nui T nNL .

(n0q1)3 27Th1N Htl € (TLQ(]Q)3 27Th2N Htl € B n%qlqg

dz

:j <p(z)Wf—fn2 (Naz,noq1, hi,u1) Wf-fm (Naz,m0q2, ha, uz)e  —
0

Repeated integration by parts in the z-integral gives us arbitrary saving unless

CNl/Bts
NI

In| «

Inserting this back into (31), we get

—3
L
‘ ‘<< N1/3t€ C<iqj l+10 10

X Cpp (1, h1, B2, q1G2) u1)U (u2)B(noqr, hi, u1)B(nogz, ha, uz)
H'<hy,ha<(1+10710)H' R R
(h1,q1m0)=1
(h2,q2m0)=1

J2,1(n, 1m0, q1, g2, Ry ha, ur, ug)dugduy + O T (32)

4/3
Sy MMV
QU7 Bla=1

(Q1Q2)75/2

for any A > 0.

9. ANALYSIS OF S1,x(IN) AND S2(N)

Using Ny ~ , (27) (29) and (32), we have the following Lemma.

Lemma 9.1. For 0 < |X| « t¢, we have

C2QMN;1/3N1/%A' NZX3™

=< ) m X > 0 N1 7

» Ot e® 673%5‘ = .

Y T '5 N < +RIUN) +0 T
1

Sl)X(N) <

and
MN§/3N7/3

e Ra(N) 40 =

S2(N) «
for any A > 0, where for j = 1,2,

-3 —5/2
R;(N)= sup  nq (q1g2)™" Cy,; (0, ha, ha, q1g2)
1812=1 g |n|« CN3e C<q1,q2<(1+10710) & H'<hy,ha<(1+107 %) H’

I (h1,q1m0)=1
(h2,q2m0)=1

X U(u1)U(u2)B(nogi, ha, u1)B(noge, he, u2)J;(n, no, g1, g2, k1, he, ur, u2)dusdus,
R R
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and

}E(nanantha hla hQ,U1,U2)

o0
= 0(2)®;,, (nog1,nog2, ur, uz) (g(TLo(JhXSCl,O)Q(”O(Jmsz,O))Qﬂ F
0

‘{ ’ y" N;Nw™ noqit Nuq y" N;Nw™ nogat Nus -~ % nN
e

-

dz,

+ —_
77] (n0q1)3 27Th1N Htl € 77] (TLQQQ)3 27Th2N Htl € ngQ1QQ

with My = 1,05 = 02, 21,0,T2,0 are defined in (30) and ;. is a t*-inert function. Moreover, x10,22,0
are flat with respect to q1,qo, 2

With the above lemma, we are left to bound R;(N). We separate the analysis into 4 cases depending
on the size of |n|.

9.1. Diagonal Contribution. We first deal with the case n = 0. Its contribution to R; (V) is equal to

sup ng® (q12) " Cy,; (0, h1, b2, q1g2)
1812=1 n o <q1,q2<(1+10710) & H'<hi,he<(14+107 1) H'

(h1,q1m0)=1

(h2,q2m0)=1
X U(u1)U(u2)B(noqr, hi,ur) B(noge, ha, u2)J5(0,no, g1, g2, i, ha, wr, us)dusdu; .

R R

Recall that (22) gives us

N : -
Cn, (0,1, ha,q1q2) = g7 A 6 hi=hymod qj,q1 = q2 .

a1 la

Using (28) and =z, is flat with respect to z, repeated integration by parts on the z-integral in J; with
q1 = q2 = q gives us arbitrary saving unless

0q)® 2mhyN ' Htl-¢ T q)? 2nheN | HE

h_ _ N C'te
— 2 Htl 6( *UQ) (NjN)1/3

2t1+s C'te
:>07é|h2—h1|<<37+— r h1=h2and|u2—u1|<<
NJ/ N3 H

1
v -N" gt Nui "~ 0™ N;N" nogt | Nuz T §

CHt!
N_1/3N4/3
J

Note that (6) gives us J; « t° for both j = 1,2.
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Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality gives us the contribution of n = 0 to R;(N) is bounded by

1

«t* sup ”53 a3
18l2=1 p, L <q<(1410-10) & dla H'<hiha<(1+10-10) g lual<l Juzl«l
hi1=hs2 mod ¢
C2t1+€
|h2_h]‘<<N],1/3N4/3
‘ ‘ CHt!
x |B(nogr; b, ua)|[B(nogz, ho, @) 0(hy # ho) @6 I = hafus —un| « ——EX duduy
Nj N4/3
[ / 2
<G5 sup q |B(noq, hi,u1)]
1Bl2=1 { ng £ <q<(14+1010) .S ¢'lg  H'<hy ha<(1+107 ") B’ luaf«d Juz|«l
hi1=hs mod ¢
2,14
|h27h1|<< Nci/g 453
CHt! -
X 6(]11 # hg) ) hl = hg, |UQ — U1| < 73 7 duzdul k
N/ N‘Vj
/ 2
q |B(nog, ha,uz)|

X{
no 2 <q<(1+10710): S ¢'lg  H'<hy ha<(14107 ) H' lusf«l |uz|«l

hi1=hs mod ¢

2,1+¢
ho—h1|« cot
| | ~N1/3N4/3

) 4 CHtlj” -
X 5(}11 #* h2) 1) hl = hQ, |UQ — U1| < d’UQdUl k

N»1/3N4/3
J

oot Ht'*e (33)
“c2 1/3N4/3  ONYBNas
J

\
e 7:2];[1 ~ is {-inert. Using (28) and ;¢ is flat with respect to z, repeated integration by
9]

parts in the z-integral in J; gives us arbitrary saving unless

9.2. C(!nt\_ribution when n is small. Now we deal with the case 0 # |[nN;| « C?¢°. Since |[nN;| « C?t¢,

we hav

1

vENNT nont | Nui T i NN mopt | Nuz T
oq)* 2wy N - Hti=e (noge)® 2whoeN ~ Htl—¢

t." LT N yTuw te
gsh ndHE = ¢ g C2(N;N)V3

- 2N Chy
C%E CN
- ‘h SN, N8 moH

Together with (24) giving us

tE

Cpy (n, by, ha,q1,G2) € q1g2 d(n =192 + a2gi mod ¢1¢2),

a1 mod g1 oz mod g2
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the contribution of 0 # |[nN;| « C?t* to R;(N) is bounded by

B -3 —3/2
&t~ sup ng (9192) /
1B8l2=1 o 0#|n|« S H'<hihe<(1410710)HY
j

o <q1,q2<(1+10710)
j j h1 o2, coNn
‘ Ry d ‘LO(N]-N)I/S noHt1—¢
* *
|B(noqu, h1,u1)||B(noge, he, uz)|duzdu,
a1 mod q1 az mod g2 lur]«l  Juz|«1

% (g(noq1, X21,0)9(nogz, X22,0))* 7 6 (n = a1g2 + g mod q1g2) .

Applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (6) giving us g(mog;, Xx;j0) < t°, we get this is bounded by
N3

X

<

sup

C3 — {
[B8ll2=1 0#|n|« 2= M0 H'<hy,ho<(1+10710)H' %<Q1,Q2<(1+10 10y ©
J

no
/ cN
j ‘ hqu‘om N)1/3+n0Ht1*5

18(noqu, hi,ur)Pdurd (n = aige + azqr mod qigz) l
a1 mod ¢q; az mod g2 [ui|«1

* *
X

>< { ___t
0#|n|< C]ifi no H'<hy,ho<(1+10-10)H’ _<q17q2<(1+10 10y <
J

o
CN
j ‘ h2q1‘m (N N)1/3+710Ht1*5
*

*

X |B(noga, ha, u2)|*duzd (n = a1gz + azqr mod q1g2) k
a1 mod g1 az mod gs luz|«1
Applying the same analysis as in S o(

N) using (25), the above is bounded by

e C? ™ C? CN~ " C? CN~
ST 4+ LN . (34)
C3 N; N (N;N)/3 ~ Ht N;N (N;N)1/3 ~ Ht

Notice we have this contribution only when N; « C?t*

9.3. Integral Analysis. Now we continue the analysis when |n|N; » C?t°. Recalling the definition of
J; in Lemma 9.1, the phase function is

v" N;Nw*™ noqit Nuj v" N;Nw*™ nogat Nus =~ 3 nN;z
F5(z) :== —1;3 3 + + 759 3 + - — .
(noql) 27Th1N Htl—¢ (TLQ(]Q) 27Th2N Htl—¢ noqlqg
Differentiating, we get
Fi(z) = v”  N;Nw™ noqit N Nuy ™~ @ +v‘_' N;Nw* nogat N Nug ™~ @ nN;
3 — (noq1)322 2mhiN  Ht'~= K (nog2)322  2mho N Ht'—¢ néqiqe
ey =¥ NN noat | N 5 W NNw® nogt | Nup T #
3 77]3 (npq1)32% 2whqyN = Htl—¢ 7773 (npg2)325  2mhs rﬂtlfs
4 1 1
; lv™ t Nuj =3 lv™ t Nus 3
FB(])(Z) < (N, Nl v" noq Uy W7 noge U2
noq1 27Th1N Htl—= noq2 27Th2N Htl—=
for any j > 2. Computing the stationary phase point F5(z0(q1,g2)) = 0, we get F
. - e 3/2
( ) V" NOq1t N ‘ 1/3 e v" noqgt N’U,Q 3
20(noq1, = n in
0{n04q1, 10Gq2 3/ 7 77] 0492 27 N Hil—< 151041

2rhe N~ Htl—¢



SHORT SECOND MOMENT BOUND AND SUBCONVEXITY FOR GL(3) L-FUNCTIONS 31

and
2nN; zg
F3(20(noq1, nog2)) = —5——
(ol ) n%Qle
. - — 3/2
5 ¥ et v” 2 NTE T R T |, 2mhaNTET 3
n 2rh1q1 N noq Ht?—¢ K 2mqoho N nogqeHt2—¢

Using (28) and ;¢ is flat with respect to z together with |[nN;| » C?t, (1) in Lemma 5.2 gives us
arbitrary saving unless

|n|N;
F?/)/(Z) ~ O—QJ > 1.
Hence (2) in Lemma 5.2 gives us

Jj(n,no,q1,q2, hi, he,ui, us)

C )
=———(9(noq1, Xx1)9(nogz, Xx2))*~7
V/In[N;

n|N; :
x ®(20(n0g1, 102), 1, 10, M0G1s Mod2, b, ha, s, uz)e (Fy(20(nogi, noga))) + O 1% (35)
for any A > 0, with some flat function ® supported on [1/2,5/2] x R”, and
v” 21 Q(Nizo(nogr, nogz)) W 2mh; N?u ~ e
zj 1= x;(20(n0q1,n0q2)) = P X 1+ roq; HIP— ;
for j = 1,2. Inserting this back into (32) yields the contribution of nN; » C?t¢ to R;(N) is equal to
1 sup 1 1
C2/Nj |Bl2=1 n, G2 o e ] S <qr1.42<(14+10-10) & DL 1 ) hy<(+10-19) 87
7 Ny (h1,q1m0)=1
(h2,q2n0)=1

x Cp; (n, b1, ha, q1G2) U(u1)U(u2)B(noqr, hi,ur) B(noge, he, uz)
R R

x ®(z0(noq1, n0gz2), n, no, Noq1, M0Gz, hi, ha, w1, uz)e (F3(20(nog1, nogz))) duzdu, + O = ,
for any A > 0, with
®(20(n0q1,m0q2), M, M0, N0GL, N0G2, P, R, ur, ug)
C3 ~ .
2=273/2(I’(20(n0q1,nogz),n,no,noqhno(hah1,h27U17U2)(9(n0(J1,Xiﬂl)g(no(haXffz))Q 7.
(n§q192)

Using (6) and (28), ® is a t*-inert function supported on [1/2,5/2] x R” up to an arbitrarily small error.

9.4. Contribution when |n| is of intermediate size. For a technical reason, we deal with the case

C?te CN*3
NJ < |TL| < W
j
before proceeding further. Note that the restriction of zo(nog1,nogz2) ~ 1 implies
* noqit Nup = v nogat Nuz =~ '* ”sz/?)
—n A
orhiN | Htl—< 0N orhaN T HEc N3
T dt e et n|N* L CON _ CN
> mN on N NUB T HE © HEE

_ ¥ [ hy CN
h2 « noHtl_E '
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Performing similar procedure as the case 0 # |n|N; « C?t*, Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and (24) gives

O« |n| « €N7/ to R;(N) is bounded by

us the contribution o
]{tl—s

1

T aw { N
2 .
¢ V NJ [B8l2=1 0#|n|« cN4/3 |n| no H'<hyhe<(1410710)H' € <q;,g2<(14+10719) .S

N2/3 l—s 0 0

J ’ ~  [h1 CcN
j ‘ Ty q1¥0Ht17_5

* *
2 _

X B(nogy, b1, u)|*dusd (n = a1ga + anqs mod qug2) R

a1 mod ¢; as mod g2 [ui|«1

{ 1 . .
>< —_—

n
Oi‘n‘<<7]\]2c/73]\§j;ffa | | no H'<hy,ha<(1+10-19)H’ %gql,q2<(l+10’10)n—(’;} a1 mod g1 az mod g2
j h
j i ‘—q/h;mfogﬁg
2 _

X |B(nog2, he, uz)|*dusd (n = a1q2 + aaqr mod q1q2) ﬂ )

|ua|«1
Applying the same analysis as in S1 o(N) using (25), the above is bounded by
e \/6]\]2/3 &A’ CN- t1/2+5 vl' ) CN-
« = 4 = 14— .
2 CA1/3 N Ht 5/6 Ht
C*/N;j N;VHt VCHN;"N/3

C?2N? s
(Ht)’i/2

(36)

Notice we have this contribution only when N; «

—

A'
9.5. Contribution when [n| is big. Let R¥ (V) denote the contribution of |n| Y + CZN/;; ¢ to
R;(N) in Lemma 9.1, i.e.

RE(N) = sup  ng° 3 (q1q2) "2
& <q1,q2<(1+10710) &
2/%

[Bl2=1 5,
' 02 4+ cnt t5<<|n|<<7CNl//3'E ™0
J

X Cp; (n, b1, ha,q1g2)
H'<hi,ha< (1410710 H’

(h1,q1m0)=1
j j (h2,q2m0)=1
X U(u1)U(u2)B(noqr, hi,ur) B(noge, ha, u2) J5(n, no, g1, g2, b, ha, uy, ug)dugdu; .

R R

9.5.1. Character Sum Analysis. Recall that (24) gives us

N ==

« w¥ aily « W% ashy
e e
q1 q2

Cy; (0, ha,he, q1q2) = 12 d (—mjn = a1g2 + a2qr mod ¢1¢2) .

a1 mod q1 az mod g2

Apply the same analysis as in (25): Write (¢1,¢2) = qo, let ¢1,0, ¢}, ¢2,0, ¢4 be unique positive integers
such that ¢1,0,¢2,0/65, (€165, q0) = 1 with ¢1 = qoq1,0¢; and g2 = qoge,0¢5. Then the congruence condition
above breaks down into go|n and
_ n — / / d
771q—0 =Q14¢2,092 T @241,047 MOd ¢04G1,092,0

n J—
a1 = — N2—q2,0¢5 mod ¢)
q0

n—
g = — 2—q1,0¢; mod gj.
q0
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Then the Chinese Remainder Theorem and reciprocity yields

v nhiq1,092,095 nh2¢2,0q1,04]
Cp; (n, b1, ho, q1q2) =qrgze —1); ; 2 — ; !
91 qs r‘
N . " B h
y . Bihiq] N B2
B1 mod qoqi1,0 B2 mod qogq 01,0 9092,0

v T
X0 qoln, *ﬁjq— = B141¢192,095 + B2dbdbq1 04, mod qgogi, oq

—q e n‘Z(h,oqlg + ,%‘h,oqi o 42,04 o n oq\'
Tnhigro 7 nhageo 7 nhiqiog) nh2¢]2 05
. . o -
" v B1 N B2

81 mod qogq1,0 B2 mod gogao 10910 4092,0

~=

v n
X0 qoln, *ﬁjq—o = B1h142,04105 + B2h2q1,045 5 mod qogi,092,0

Together with (35), we get

1 1
R¥(N) =———= sup —
J C2\/N; 18], »
VNG 18251 VIl g g o
‘ er 021\/]';1 te<<|n|<<—czl\:,1?//i—tE 0ROt
J

X

C<q1=n090q1,097 <(1+10710)C c<q2:n0qoq2,oq;<(1+10*10)c H'<hi,ha<(1+107 10 H’

(q7,95)=1 (h1,q1)=1
F(}Q ,q2)=1
o . 919200 N n}QéQl,OQi o Q2,090 ;i 04
Tnhiqro 7 nhagao U nhiquodi Y nhageods
* * > Bor ™

« Vé B1 N B2

B1 mod goga,0 B2 mod dodz,o qo41,0 qo42,0
vl' n — =

/! /i

Xf j*ﬁj% = B1h192,09195 + B2h2q1,0q1 G5 mod goq1,0q2,0
X U(u1)U (u2)B(q1, h1,u1)B(q2, ha,uz)

R R .
X ®(20(noqr,m0gz), U1, u2, M0, 1, g2, h1, ha)e (F3(20(noq1, nogz))) durdus + O =

for any A > 0.

9.5.2. Second Cauchy-Schwartz Inequality and Poisson Summation. Notice that

1
Sup n do
[Bll2=1 O#n‘«m C<q1<(14+10~10)C noqoq1,0|q1 q2v0<(1+10—10)qg
NJ?/3 aln do0la” 0
a1,0lq0’” j olte
9 t1+8
x 1B(q1, h1,u1)|“duy dug < N

|ug|«1 |ua|«1

2|2

t<hy,ha<(1410-10) <t

33
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Let T € CP([1 — 10791 + 107%]) be a fixed function such that Y(z) = 1 for 1 < z < 1+ 107,

Then applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to take out n,n0, qo, ¢1,0, 42,0, ¢i, P1, he-sums and the uq, us-
integrals, we get

. t1/2+s 1
RI(N) « =—=——=——= sup sup —
J C'3/2 /NN |8]la=1 ui|«1 Jus|«1 ‘04 , \ »

c?2, ¢oN

1/34¢
te «|n|« ENZEE
No U N2y N2/®

qo|n w© 91,0,92,098°

Y" n0qoq1,04;

8 C
a C<q2=n0q042,095<(1+10719)C H'<hy,ha<(1+107°)H’
C<q3=n09092,095<(1+107*")C  (h1,m090q1,04)=1
(g5a5,47)=1 (h2,42¢3)=1

x D1(q})B(qz2, ha,uz)B(gs, he, u2)¥(nogoqi,0q1, 42, 43)

x e F3(20(n0goq1,041,42)) — F3(20(n0qoq1,041,43)) duz ﬂ +t4 (37)

for any A > 0, where

A q_’q2 olgz — g3) (q_/ - q_/)ih 0']/1
Dl(qi)*e 4144, +77j 2 3 >

J

nhiqi o nhaqao
« « . " > _na —Aars
% Ve ﬁl ﬁ1 + ﬁ2 /82
B1 mod goqi,0 8] mod qog1,0 B2 mod qogz2,0 B, mod qogz,0 doq1,0 d092.0
5 0 = s od.ds + Bohads od,d, mod
77;% = B1h1g2,09195 + B2h2q1,0q1 93 mod goq1,092,0,
n —~
*ﬁj% = B1h1g2,0q195 + Bohaqr 045 ¢5 mod qogi,0q2,0 (38)

U (n0g0q1,041, 92, 43) =P (20(n0qoq1,041, q2), U1, 2, N0, N0qgoq1,041 - 42, M1, h2)

x ®(20(n0qoq1,041,q3), 1, U2, N0, N0Goq1,041 5 43, P1, h2)

chj'in_qz,O(Q’z—fJé) Q108 @091
? nhiqi,0q) "nhageodh 7 nhageodh
with
‘ L I 2
(2,9) > ot N Nuj 1/3+ w5 q N Nus 3
20(z,q) = —1; Y J )
D= T SN T H e B orhoN T HE
and
2nN;
F5(20(nogog1,044, 9)) ——20(noqoq1,041, ),

_noiJoqLoq/lq

as before.
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Consider the ¢j-sum. Notice that D(g}) is determined by ¢i mod nhihaqogi,092,0, hence applying

Poisson summation gives us

Y\' noqoq1,04; v n0q0q1,04;

/ e Di(qy)e —c U (nogoq1,041, 92+ 3)
9 )
x e F3(20(n0g0q1,041, 92)) — F3(20(n0g0q1,041, 93))
C » q/ Y~
g bR Di(3)e nhih v
(T 1024091,092,0 41 mod nhyhagoqs 0d2,0 1129091,042,0 F
* :Cy '
X T(y)V(Cy,q2, @)e F3(20(Cy,q2)) — F3(20(Cy,q3)) — dy.
. (y)¥(Cy ‘) (20(Cy. ¢2)) (20(Cy. q3)) R R otz Y

Differentiating gives us

L2

d (Cr.d) 3 " w" Oty Nui ™ 1/3+ ¥ gt . Nuz ™
L _ N . ,
ay O\ =5 T qa N T H WY orhoN T HE < 3

X” im” Cty . Nui~ 2B ot oY gt Nup® 3

3 27N | Htl—¢ 2N Y oppoN T Hit—e
e 13
20(Cy,q) . CNY3 > gt Nus
= + Ui 2/3 ZO(Cyv Q)lﬁ + 1—¢
Y nN? 2rho N~ Ht

J
7;gNPu; w®  Cty Nuy ~ %3
2nN2/3Ht175y 27Th1N Htl—= ’

J

which together with the condition H » tl% yields

: - onpr
¥ (cw)& lan/g (1)

for any j > 0. Together with ® (not ¥ because of zo(n0qoq1,0¢1,92,¢3)) is flat, repeated integration by
parts gives us arbitrary saving unless

4 )

nonh1h2ngaot,o CNlE v In|N;~
FARS o 1+ WP 1+ CQJ t° < n1qoq;i QB
J

where

1/3
non’(JOQQ,on/ t3re

QB = N
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Here we used &5 « |n| « ony N7 . Inserting the above back into (37) yields
J
N t1/2+€
RI(N) « sup

! C\/ N jg]2= 1|u1|<<1 luz|«1 2 q0|n 41,0,92,0|a&F

c2 , cnN? e CN1/34¢ PSR

‘ N]+ 2/3Ht t <<W<<W
J
1 _

X P B SRR B(qz2, ha,uz2)B(gs, ha, uz2)
C<as=n0a0a.00,<(1410~2)C H'<hi ha<(14+10-10) g7 011 11124041,092,0
C<q3=noqogz,0q5<(1+107'°)C  (h1,n0q041,041)=1

(dhd5,q5)=1 (h2,92¢3)=1 j
> r T =d ®
a1y

X Dy (VYG P Bt g Y(y)¥ (Cy,q2,q3)
l¢}1«n1goq} (Qp v mod nhih2qoq1,042,0 11129091,092,0 0
64 F3(20(Cy, q2)) — F3(20(Cy, 3)) — it dydus § +t*

’ ’ nonhihaggqs 0q2.0
for any A > 0.

We first deal with the character sum
» e

@y
DY
v mod nhih2qoq1,042,0 11249041,092,0

Recall the definition of Dy in (38). Writing n = nin’ with n1|¢l®, (n’,q0) = 1, and hg = (n'h1, h2),

he = hohg,ohh with haolhg, (hh, ho) = 1, the Chinese Remainder Theorem yields

> / —
Y
POV i hgooms
v mod nhih2q0q1,092,0 L . F

. a1 792,0(5 — q3) - (J3 q1
- ¢ Thih KA "j o
~ mod nhihagogi.0q 11249091,092,0 141,0 22,0

* * * * > _ A _Ars
Ve ﬂl 51 + 52 52
qo041,0 q042,0

x
B1 mod goqi,0 8] mod qog1,0 B2 mod qogz2,0 B, mod qogz,0
v" n _ / /
X0 *qu— = B1h1g2,07q5 + B2h2q1,07g, mod gogq1,092,0,
0

~=

n
—77jq— = B1h1g2,07q5 + Brhag,07q5 mod qoqr,092,0
0

=h§S(Q1QOQ1 0q2.0n1hh +mi(gh — q_/g)hl(h 0q2,0n1hh, 1m;92,0(q5 — q3)hohe,0qr,0m1; 0 hihohs o)

§ q m%hl(qg q3 mod} Do QQ,‘J?,)

where

(yiThihs L — )Ry | (d — o
ayvhihe (a5 — q3)7 1+n(q2 el B

DO(q/27 q/3) = e i j

~ mod n1qoq1.0q q041,0492,0M1 n1¢1,0 n1q2,0
* * * * vé' ﬂliﬁi +BQ jBQ‘
qo041,0 q042,0

X
B1 mod goqi,0 8] mod qoq1,0 B2 mod qog2,0 B, mod qogz,0
A' n

_ / /
<5 —njq— = B1h1g2,07q3 + B2h2q1,0795 mod qog1,0G2,0,
0

~=

n
—njq— = B1h1q2,0745 + Byh2q1,0795 mod qoq1,042,0 < M1G3a1,042,0-
0

(43)
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Hence the Weil bound for Kloosterman sums gives us

| 4 / -
D, (7y2 _@wy

nhih
v mod nhih2qoq1,092,0 11124091,092,0

<<”£hQQOQ1 042 0\/” hihoha o (410010 + 15h101,0(¢5 — ¢5), hoha,o(gh — ¢4), n'hihoha o )t°
§ ¢y = —niq0h1(gh — ) mod } (44)
Next we analyse the y-integral with the phase function being

q,Cy

F3(Z0(Cy7QQ)) - F3(Z0(0y?q3)) - nonhthng% 0920

_2nN" 20(Cy,q2)  20(Cy,a3)” ¢:Cy
Cy q2 q3 nonhih2qsa gde,0°
Denote
G(y72) =Gh1,h2(yaz) = F3(ZO(CyaCZ)) F

" _ o 3/2

t v oz 2 N2y~ P vy 27 N2ugy = s

= -1y T+ f t1n ot e . (45)
n hiy  CHt?¢y? hoz CHt2—¢2

Lemma A.1 gives us

c‘ G" ¢ i | _2maN%ui 13 Y7 Cy | 2mON%ugy”
dy yvb =1 " 5 hCy  C2H{Z <42 5 haq QP Ht2—=
% 9mrgNZuy ™ 1/3y+" c orCNZwy ™ /3
hiCyt ' C2ZHZ<yp hoqy® | qEHI2 42

2rgN2uw™ ¢ 2mgNZui —2/3 k.
C?Ht?>—cy3 hiCy C2Ht?>¢y?

A2

We split the analysis depending on whether |¢}| « nlqoq%OQ 5 or not, where

n0qoga,0C3t*+e

= 46
Qs (N, N3 (46)
We first deal with the case |¢f| « n1qogi ¢Qs including ¢ = 0. Using (40) to bound the derivatives
of U, applying (1) in Lemma 5.2 on the y-integral gives us arbitrary saving unless there exists y’ €

[1—107%,1 + 107?] such that 2¢(Cy’,q;) ~ 1 for j = 1,2 and

Yoy CQN2/3tE
$U g gy o
n2N; /3
CN4/3

Note that for any y such that zo(Cy, q) ~ 1, together with the condition |n| » —7

? N lmphes

A' Cty Nu‘ ~ 1/3 > qt Nu"‘ 1/3 TLN2/3
2mh1 N Htl € 2rho N  Htl—¢ N1/3

§ + 1Y
~= 1 v ~~ 1/3 /3
:v‘§ 277qu R C’y 27C N2ugy / nN;
1

Cy CQHtQ cy " hag + QCHt>—= C4/3¢1/3" (47)
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Hence in the case where such 3’ exists, the bound for the derivative above implies

27rq2N2“ - 173 v Cy N 21CN2usy ™ s N 2wqaN2ui - 1/3
h C’y C2Ht2 s /2 h2q2 ngtQﬁs hlcy/ FQQHtQ*Ey’Q
2

" Cy  2rCN%uyy’~ 13 21 N2uw™ ¢ N 2ngoNZuy =~ 3
hQQQ 2Ht2 € CQHt275y/2 hlcy/ CQ 75y/2
v g 2msN%ui =~ P Oy 2mCON*wy T M v s 2mgsNZuy = 1
hlcy/ CQHtQ*Ey’Q h2q3 q%HtQ € ' h10y’ C2Ht2—sy/2
> / 277~ 1/3 2 4 2“ <~ -§3 2
!L Cy 2nC' N=ugy n 2mqs N uw q3 N 2mqs N
hgq;:, ngt2—a C2Ht2—ay/2 hlcy/ C2H##2— ey /2
« C2N2/3n(N;N)Y3  CN

n2N4/3 Ctl—¢ - antl—a ’

and simplifying gives
34€
|QQ — Q3| < . (48)
niN;
Moreover, (47) gives us
— o~ 1/3 2/3 e 2/3
!’ hags / nN/ 5’ N . Vhago an/
h102 CN1/3 Htl—=¢ /hlc CN1/3 .
Here we used |n| » W%Nihzf% Hence the y-integral is bounded by
i
2/3 ¢ =<
nIN 2 ta® C—3z5
« —2 % — 3] « +t74
oNiE 0 e sl < oT

for any A > 0. Together with (44), this gives us the contribution of |¢}| « n1gog3 (@s to S2(N)* in (42)
is bounded by

2/3
t1/2+5 TLNJ/
L——F—— sup sup e
C\/N;N - CN1/3
FEV NBl2=1 Jur|«l [ Ju2l<1 ng go go|n g 0% |n=nin’|< CN12//?E 01,0,q2,0la%
N
(n',q0)=1
X
ho H'<ho|h1,ha=hoh2,0hy<(14+1071°)H' C<g2=n0q0g2,095<(1+1071°)C lg}|«n1qoq} Qs

C<q3=n0q092,0q5<(1+107%)C ¢y =—njqoh1(gb—q}) mod h),
(h1/hosh2,0hs)=(hy,ho)=1

| \/(q/l(IOQLO +nihiq1.0(dhy — @4), hoha.o(dh — @4),n'hihohao) N
U2

n0q1,04/" h1hoha,o k .

X |/8(QQ7 h’27u2)/6(Q37 h’27u2
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Applying Cauchy—Schwartzjnequality to take out everything, we get the above is bounded by

nN2/3

tl/2+5
«———=—— sup sup
CA/NiN 8l2=1 |us|«1 | Jus|«1 - CN1/3
JAV [Bll2=1 |ua] [uz|<1 ng g0 0171195 0% | =nyn/ <<%//‘Zt5 q1,0,92,0]q% ho
j

X |B(q27h27u2)|2du2
H'<hg|h1,ha=hoh2,0h,<(1+107'°)H' C<q2=n0q092,095<(1+1071%)C
ha,0lhg C<q3=n090q2,095<(1+1071%)C
|g2—a3

\/(q/llJoqLo +n5h1q1.0(dy — d4)s hoha.o(gh — @4),n'hihoha,o)

n0q1,04/ M h1hohs F j

104543 092,0CF &

X

‘X ) qézqgmodhg +

hon(N,; N)4/3
2 ( J ) |’Uz2‘<<1 no qo QOlnl‘QSC 0;&|n:n1n’ <<CN12//5;tE
NZ
2/3
nN/ 9
x CN 1/3 |6(g3, ha, u2)|*dus

q1,0,02,0l48 ho H'<holh1,ha=hoha,0hl,<(1+107 ') H C<g2=m0q0g2,05<(1+107°)C

hz,0lhg’ C<g3=m0q0q2,095<(1+107'%)C

3
F lg2—q3|« %th

* 2

n04343.092,0C

§ ¢ =g, mod b +
‘X B VR

\/(QiQOQI,O +n;h1q1,0(dh — d4), hoha,o(gh — @), n'hihoha,o) -

x
n0q1,04/n"h1hohao k
t1/2+5 CNl 2/3 C2 C3t2 N N72/3 \‘
“CINN /NjN N (N;N)L/3 C’t CN1/3 (N;N)/3 (N;N)4/3 EONV b
«Bi, ;
where
t1/2+5 C éB‘t -~ 1/2
Byim— ¥ Ty

VC N5/6N1/3 N
Inserting the above analysis back iTo (42) yields

N tl/2+5
R¥*(N) « y

|ua|«1 ,
c2 cnN4 CN1/3¢e
teL|n|«
‘ i i 2/3 Inl N2/3

sup
! C\/N N |plact o1

qo|m q1,0,92,0q

1

nonhihaq3qi oqa,0

X

C<g2=n04042,095<(1+107'")C H'<h1,ha<(1+10~ ') H'
C<as=noqoqz,0q5<(1+107"°)C  (h1,n0q0q1,047)=1
(9295,47)=1 (h2,q2q3)=1

x B(q2, ha,u2)B(q3, ha, uz) Ds(qs, q5)
n1qoqf,on<<|q’1|<<n1qoqngB r\

0

| \ ,
- ' ! C
x T(y)\I/(Cy,qz,q‘)e‘G y% JG y% - 1Y dyduy i + Bi,

22
0 nonhih2q5qi 42,0
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with

Ds(qs, q3) =h§5,\(q'1qoq17oq270n1h’2 +1;(dh — @) h1q1,002,0n1 P, 1j42,0(gh — @5)hoha,o@r0mt; 0 hihoha,o)
§ ¢; = —n;q0h1(qh — ¢5) mod Vz Do (¢, 43) (50)

and the notations n = nyn’ with n1|q¢l®, (n/,q0) = 1, and hg = (n'hi, ha), ha = hohaohh with hao|hd,
(hh, ho) =1 and Dy(dh, ¢5) as in (43).

9.5.3. Third Cauchy Schwarz Inequality and Poisson Summation. Now we consider the remaining case
lg1] » Qs by iterating the above process.
Notice that

sup

q2, Oqu

1812= 1C'<qz<(1+10 19)C noqoq2,095=92 q1, 0<(qi+10 10) C 0<|¢}|«n1904? (@B qoln1lqy’ 0%#|n=nin’ <<L//3t€
olag”

1

— = B(qa. b, uz)2du
ninhiqi,0G2,0lq1] (g2, ha, uz)l"duz

H'<hi,ha<(14+10-10)f  |uz]<1 v mod 119041,092,0
* L /gl n ’ / hh e
X 4 *qu— = B1hi1g2,07q5 + B2h2q1,07ge mod gog1,092,0 t=.
0

od qoq1,0 B2 mod qog2,0

Recall the definition of Dy in (50), applying Cauchy-Schwartz inequality to take out
7,10, 40, 41,0, 42,0, 41+ @55 1, he, y-sums, Wf get for the same fixed T € CX([1 —107% 1+ 107?]) as before,

t1/2+6
RE(N) «

sup
J
C\/ N gja=1 |u1\<<1

Jug|«1

no go q1,o7q2,o\q(§i qo|n11g° n1goai ( Qs «|di|«n1904f QB
\

g2
X 3 T
— / _ ’ —10
c2+ OB ey | O 92="109092,092 C<q37n0q042,04;3<(1+10 10)C
N; 2/3 N2/3 C<q14=n09092,09,<(1+107°)C
’
( "a0)=1 (g343,41)=1
/
% |¢; |

B(g3, ha,u2)B(qa, o, us)

/
H'<hy,ho<(1+10"10)H’ ngn'hah34543 0420

(h1,m0q0q1,047)=1
(h2,92q3)=1

-

x D (g5, 45) Db (a5, ¢4)Do(ds, 44) 1241 42, 43, qa)duz - § + Bi, (51)
where

Dy(d5.4") ths(ql%(]l 0q2,0mihh +n;(gh —q )h1Q1 092,0n1hh,1392,0(¢5 — ¢')hoha,oGromt; ' hihoha o)
5 ¢; =—njqohi(dh— ¢ mody

with the previous notations hg = (n'h1, ha), he = hoha,ohh with haolh, (hh, ho) = 1 and Dy(dh, ¢)) as

n (43), and j F
, . Cow e e )
I(q1,92,q3,94) =, Y(y1)¥(Cy1,q2, @)e "G yl,% -G y1,% Y1

cj nonhihaqgqs oqz,0 ' F
dy27

0 . ‘ '\ 2‘ ‘ v\. 4‘ q/ OyQ
X T(yQ)\I/(Cy%qu )6 -G 927% +G y%% + - 2 9
0 nonhihaq5qi 042,
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with

’ 4 23~ 1/3 > 275~ 32’/2
t v z 2 N4u w oy 27N usy
G(y,2) = =N —+7 t0 ot A ! )
n 7 hyy  CHt?—=y? hoz CHt2—¢22
as in (45). Notice that D} is defined modn’hihe. Now we apply Poisson summation on the g4-sum to
get

> 7~
1040492,09: ~ 7 N
N m0dt20% 1y T o (dh g g 01)

9 C
2
C AR TAR
TN T Dy(v,¢5)Ds(v.dyle —r2
nyv h1h2q0q2,0 ¢, v mod n'hyhs n'hihs
© . / —
~Vv 25Cys3
X Y(ys)lz ¢1,Cys s, qa € ——F—
0 non'hi1h2qoqo,0

Applying a similar computation as the computation on D; in the previous section with the Chinese
remainder theorem, the character sum simplifies to

»
Vg
Dy (v, d5) Dy (7, 4 e /hth

~ mod n’hihs }r‘
4 "hoh
—h28 ¢ = ¢, mod h‘ o dotrhohaold; —nyd)

D3(qéa qil)v

R
where
R > Y
Ds(q3.q)) = M #ﬁfizo

v mod n’hihoha,o

x S(d}q0q1,0q2,0n1 1y + 1 (T — @4)h1q1,092,0n1 1Yy, ;G20 (7 — ) hoh,oGromT; 7 hihoha o)

x S(q190q1,0q2,0n1 1 + (7 — @4)h1q1,092,0n1 By, njg2,0(y — g4)hohe,oqromt; ' hihoha,o).
(52)

Applying Lemma B.1, we have
Dg(qé, q:l) <<(n’h1h0h2,0)2t56 (*3) + (n/hlhohg)o)g/zts, (53)

where #3 is the condition

= {qé = qfl mod n/h1h0h270

or ¢1q0q1.0 = h1q1.0(ds — ¢4) = 0 mod n’hihohao
or qlqoqm —njhiq1, 0_’3 =0modn h1h0h2 0

-

or Q1QOQ1 0 — njhiqi, o_ﬁl = 0 mod n’hlhohm k

Using (39) as before, repeated integration by parts nov%gives us arbitrary saving unless

non/hlhg(JQ 704 CNl v" |7’LT a
g «40‘; 1+4EnN2/3 1+O—2J t* « Qp,
J
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with @p defined in (41). Inserting this bafk into (51), we get

tl/2+5
RIM) <Gy C
H'BHZ 1 |u1|<<1 luzl<1 ng g0 g1,0,g2,0la8 golna g n1qoq} o Qs ¢} |«n1q043 4 QB

><‘ 3

2 4 1/3,¢

C CN € ’ CN t

‘ ~; + N2/ t*«|n=nin'|« 273
i

‘QQ‘«QB ngg:noqoqz)oq/3<(1+10710)c
C<qa=n0q0q2,0q5<(1+107'°)C
(n/7q0):1 (‘13q4=q1):1
| '1|h'2 TP —
X TSI B(as, h2,u2)B8(q4, ha, u2)
H'<hy,ha<(1+10710g" 0 24697 0030

(h1,m0490q1,041)=1
(h2,q2q3)=1

x Ds(qh, 44)Ds.0(gh 44)I3(a1, gh. g5, qa)duzd gh =gy mod by Qi + B, (54)

where F
T, A qoqyn hoha o(q5 77]37)

Ds0(q5,qy) ‘ e , Do(dh. q}) < M1G501,092,04 (55)

by (43), and j
0

=

4
v

!
q Cy3
I(q1, 45, q3,q4) = Y(y3)l2 ¢1,Cy3,q3,q4 € 2

_ 56
0 non’'h1haqoqz,0 (56)

Now we want to again separate the contribution when |g5| is small, applying similar treatment as the
case |¢}] « nlqoqioQS. Precisely, we first deal with the case

noqoge,0C3t*+e

! <L =
|q2| QS nln(NJN)4/3

including the case ¢, = 0. Applying (1) in Lemma 5.2 on the y3-integral, we get arbitrary saving unless
there exists y5 € [1/2,5/2] such that

C2N2/3ta
i (y1,93) — G(y2,3)) AN
J

Applying the same analysis as in the previous subsection (to get (48)) with Lemma A.1, (47) on
20(Cy1,¥3), 20(Cy2,y3) ~ 1 in ¥, the above bound for the derivative yields

Qts

niN; -

|y1 — ygl < (57)

Inserting these conditions into I3(q}, g5, g3, q4), writing y2 = y1 + v and bounding the ys-integral trivially,
we have for |¢}| < Qs,

13(‘1,171/27(]3&4)1
o0
«t° sup Y(y1)Y (y1 +v)¥(Cy1,Cys,q3) VY (C(y1 + v),Cys, qa)

ys~1 o]« S22

2

/
C
Kbl dyrdv + =4

nonhihaq3qi oqe,0

+ \ . \ ‘
"8 G(y17y3)‘G yh% G(y1+v,y3)+‘G y1+v,% +
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for any A > 0. Applying Taylor expansion on the functions involving 1 + % and 1+ %, using H » tl%,

and bounding the v;-integral trivially, t}Tre exists some nghts—inert function ¢ such that
J

C?te

0 ) \ \ '\‘ .
I3(d), 45, 3, qa) < sup Y(y)¥2(Cy, q3,9d)e ~G y% +‘G yﬁ

niV; DIHES C2t; 0
with
\IJQ(Cyv g3, Q4) = \I/(Cyv Cy37 Q3)\IJ(O(y + U)? Cy37 q4)(p(y7 Y3, U, 43, q4)a
beingva‘ ‘C‘]jv 12/ /: + o 3/02%1_ 7T t-inert function. Applying the same repeated integration by parts process

on the y-integral, we get

24 . . 02 CQNl/’ yi B
I3(q}, 43, 43, qa) <<n44;6 |Q3(J4‘<< Fee 474,

N N 1/3 \/_N2/3

for any A > 0.

Remark 9.2. We are using the same analysis to get (48) and (57). One may notzce the difference in the
v

CN'3 CN
N2/'5 n3/2Nj\/f

" (e
f ¢ N4/3 t¢ due to the presence 01‘8 6 Oy ot e 450
"lo'ﬂhthqoql 040 " nogoafo

Inserting (55) and the above bound for I5 into (54), we get the contribution of |¢}| « Qg is bounded

by j
t1/2+€

sup
C\/i {
18l2=1 ‘ull«l lu2l< ng o g1,0,q2,014% qoln1le@ 119043 o Qs <} |«n1904? (@B
C3

truncation above, which is a result of the weight functwn bemg te-inert and instead

><‘ y

N; lgz|«Qs  C<gz=n L<(1+1071%C  H'<hi,ha<(1+107 1) H’
‘ ez, N ey | SN Y e 2 <(¢3=n09092,0q3 <hi,h2
J

2/3 N2/3 CSQ4:n0qoq2,oqé<(1+107 )v (h1,m090q1,097)=1
’ : N/ (h2,92q93)=1
lgs—affl « - ¢
(N;N)1/3 \ \tN2/3
(4544,41)=1
|Q1|h2 n1

h ha, u2)||Ds(gh, ) dusd ¢y = ¢ mod b .
ng /Qh%hquqLOqQ,OLB(QS’ 27u2)ﬁ(q47 27u2)|| 3(Q37Q4)| U2 q3 q4 mo 2 k

Recall that Qg,@p are defined in (46) and (41) respectively. Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as
before to deal with the 8 terms, using (53), the above is bounded by

t2ee 30N P v%'u CHT T o
C\/W cwynee i N°s n(N;N)43 n? N
|n|« ENLE ’

J'

‘ oL C2N1/3 tw® nCt 3/2 ‘
(N;N) i3 T Tle N2/3 e; N
19/8+¢ Vil v 2 o VA

N0 L+ NYONs12  (N;N)/3 N
J

Indeed, with the same process we have the following technical Lemma that we will apply repeatedly
later.



44 KESHAV AGGARWAL, WING HONG LEUNG AND RITABRATA MUNSHI

» —
Lemma 9.3. Letqs,qs ~ C. Let B « % andletn=0orl. Let W be' |C|];[V12//33 u lgg]]\\; 7 t°-
n|N; n
inert function a}d let j j
o0 [e¢] o0
J=Tly) Tlyn)  T(y2)¥(Cyi, Cy,q3)¥(Cy2, Cy, )W (Y, 41,92, 3, 44)

\ 0 [ \ , ,
fe Gy,y) —G yl,[@ - G(y2,y) +G yz,% +(1*77)iyy dyzdy1dy.

~=

4
Then there e{ists som'(; ‘nglg/fg + ‘n‘gg%ﬂﬁ te-inert function ?/ and some function F such that
J

=

o 0

By CW' Flu,)  Y(y)Y(y + 0)¥(Cy, Cu, g3)

1/2 | |<< (1=n) v ™ N)l/s \n\th/s t‘E ' 0
\ \

t (o

) \' Y
x U(C(y +v), Cu, q)W(u, 4,y + v, g3, q@)e ~G y% +G yB dydvdu.

Moreover, we have
” 24 N1/3’ '
{« (1—mn) ‘ 7

niN; LA EEN VN

54 R 2N t° 4t
|43 — < (N; N)1/3 \/_N2/3 +

for any A > 0.
All together we have j
t1/2+5
R;‘ (N) « C'\/— C
H'BHZ 1 |u1|<<1 lual<1 ng o g1,0,q2,01a8 qoln1leg n1q04} Qs <|q}|<n190q} , QB
. 2
Qs«|gy|«Qp C<gz= L<(1+1071%C
o2 . on4 15 e | CN/34E EAES B C<q3=n0q04q2,0q95<(1+ )
J+ 2/3 g «n=nin’l« Njg/a C<qa=n0q0q2,09,<(1+10719)C
!
(n’,qg):l (¢594,91)=1
1112 _
|Q1|h
X B(qs3; ha,uz)B(qs, ha, uz)

1212
n3n hi h3
H'<h1,ha<(1+10720)" 0 240470920

(h1,m09041,047)=1
(h2,q2q3)=1

-

x Ds(dh, 44)Ds.0(gh, 44) 131, Gb, g3, 44)du20 (g = g4 mod hh) R + Ba + B,

where B; is defined in (49) and

B A \/E. v o (58)
- CVAN;NY/S NJ_1/6N5/12 (N;N)/3 N '

9.5.4. Iteration of the above Process. By iterating the above process, we prove the following lemma in
this subsection.

Lemma 9.4. For any positive integer v = 2, we have

Ri(N) <A, +  Bj,

J=1
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where j
t1/2+5 { 1

A, =————— sup sup { =
VONN jgla=t juf<t [ € Jusl«t py 4 o a0l g5 d
0 40 41,0,q2,0ld0" doIn1 0" 2 e - /o CN1/3¢e
J+ 2/3 tfL|n=nin <<W
x
n1q0qi o Qs <|q1/«n190a? o QB Qs <9350, [<QB C<qy 1= noQonoq,,+1<(l+10 lei
C<qu12=N09092,0q, ., <(1+107'%)C
’ ’ ’
(@419 42,91)=1
2v—l_2ypv=t) s2v=to1 r2v2-1 /
X o "y _ln o | ()(ry = qlsp mod h)
2 —1 n/2r- 1h2u 1h2u 1 ov+1_1 ov—1411 ouv—1 q+1 =942 2
H'<hy, ha<(1+10-19)F" 10 40 1,0 420

(h1,m090491,04}) =1
(h2,qv+1qu+2)=1

-«

B'(qu+15 ha,u2) B/ (qur2, hay u2)Dus1(Gyr1> Gor2) Do @it i) Lot (615 0 @y Gt 1, Qo 2) dui ﬂ ;

with the notations n = nin’ with n1lg’, (n',q0) = 1, and hg = (n'h1, ha), he = hohaohl with haolhy,

(R, ho) = 1. Here 8/ = 3 or 3, Dy = Dy or Dy depending on v, with By, Do, D3, I3 as defined in (49),

(43), (52) and (56) respectively, '
\ -

‘. qoqén’hohzg(qé—ﬁjlﬁ)‘ v =13

‘ "‘ 9,4, .17 hoh2,0
h/

The character sum and integral D, (g, 1, 2) and 1,(q1, -, @y, Gu+1, Qu+2) are defi d‘acurswely by
V%Wi

DV+1 (ql/+17 QV+2) ’77 QI/+1 F)/a qy 7
~ mod n'hyhoha,o n’hihoha o
and j
a0

Loyi(qys o @ oty @us2) = Ty 1) L), s @)1, CY2v 1, qus1)
0

D(v) =
v > 3.

" 4
x IV(Qi? ey q;/—la Cy2"—17 QV+2ye -

—qf,Cyzu_T"‘ dyav 1
non’'h1h2qoqz,0

respectively, and for € = 2

\Ot2+e N3 Ng/3* c22) v Ct oz ““-
J 1+ A
¥ .

&szW C3t7 278 /3 N TR

Moreover, we have the bound

Dyi1(q) 4154 1a) < (n'hihohap)? 71‘? /1 hihohg, 00 (%, —2 4’ ,

where *,_9 is the condition
*/ = ! = ! mod n/h hoh
v—2 qy+l qy+2 17601t2,0

or ¢190q1,0 + h1q1,0(¢, 11 — ¢)+») = 0 mod n'hihohsa o
or ¢1q0q1,0 — Njh1q1,04,, 41 = 0 mod n'hihoha o

or ¢190q1,0 — Njh1¢1,04,,+5 = 0 mod n’hyhoha g k
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Proof. We prove this by induction. Note that By coincides with the definition in (58) and the statement
is proved in the previous subsection for v = 2. Assume the statement is true for v = k, then we have

k
SQ(N)* < Ak} + Bj,

Jj=1

Notice that

sup
18]2=1 C<qr+1<(1+10719)C noqoqz,0 )41 =k +1 quo<(1+10710)% qoln1lgd” 0¢|n:n1n’\<<%//zts 0<l|q}|«niqod} QB
QQ,O‘Q()I q1’0|q(f N
1 2
y — R 18(qk+1, ha,uz)|*dus
0<lgbl,..|d} | «Qp H'<hy ha<(1410-10)pr 1 TH1141,092,0191 " Qpl - Juz|<«1 v mod n14041,092,0

* * v" n - ’ ’ T €

X ) 0 —qu— = B1h1G2,07q 41 + B2h2q1,07G) 1 mod qog1,042,0 i°.
0

B1 mod goq1,0 B2 mod qog2,0

Recall the definition of Dy in (43), applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to take out

7,10, 40, 41,0, 42,05 415 ¢4, h1, he-sums, ~-sum in Dy and the wus-integral, we get for the same fixed
TeCPr([1-1072,1+1077]) asjbefore,

tl/2+€ 1
Ap K« ——= sup sup { —
i 2
VONGN 81a=1usl«t [ €% Jual«t ng go gojma g v
0 ¢, ont te<|n=n n’\<<M
Nj N2y ! N2/3
J ‘ \ ‘ ‘
kg1
X T
41,0,92,0198° 719047 Qs <|q]1<n19043 QB Qs<|a|:--,1}|<QB qr+1=n0g092,09;,
2¥—2;3 2v | 12Y —1 2"t _1 /3
« ny “hy gy dz oy
n2V+172n/2u_1h2V71h2V+172q2v+272q2V+2 21
C<qr+2=N109092,0q% 4 2 <(1+107'°)C H'<h1,ha<(1+107"0)H" 70 1 2 0 1,0 42,0

C<qr+3=n09092,0q) 4 3<(1+107'9)C (h1,m0q091,091)=1
(@hoy 2@y 3-01)=1 (h2,qk+2qK+3)=1

X ﬁ/(%+2, ha, u2)5/(%+3, ha, u2) Dy, (q;g+17 QZH)D/@ (Q;+1=Q;€+3)6(Q;+1 = Q;c+2 = Q;c+3 mod h,2)

-y

X D,O(q;chQ? Q;CJFB)Ik(q,l? 23} q;cu qk+1, Qk+2)Ik (Qiu eeey q;ga qk+1, Qk+3)du2 k

Note that Dy, is defined modn’hyhohzo. Applying Poisson summation on the g, ,-sum, we get

 10G042,0q5 11 -
Y % Dk(q;cﬂa Q2+2)Dk(qk+1v q;c+3)6(q;€+l = q;€+2 = q;c+3 mod h/2)

/
k41

X Ik(q/h sy q;cu qk+1, qk+2)Ik(Qi7 sy q;ga Qk+1an+3)

c BT V6= o — of ALy
gt Di(: Ghes2)Pi(7: G4 3)0(7 = Qoo = Qg mod hpJe -7
T 1124042,0 @y, v mod n'hihy -

0

X T(:‘/Q’“*lfl)lk(q/la'-'7Q;cucy2k+1flaq}’€+2)
0

/ —~=
quCkaﬂ,l

-
X I /, ceey f ) C —Lb ¢ -
k(@1 s Qs CYarri 1, Qiors ) non'hihaqoga,o

dy2k+1,1.
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For the character sum, the Chinese remainder theorem yields
T~
= Vk+1
Dr(Y, @hot2) Pk (V, @1 3)0 (Y = Qg = oy mod b Y ,hjhz

v mod n’hqha r
4 qk+1'q§c+2"/h1hoh.,o , ) ,
€ §( = (43 mod hy)

h/2 iy2 = | F

) Vo1 P

» D (Vs @or2) Dr (7, 4, n'hihoha o

Y mod n/h1h0h210
=D(k + 1)Dk+1(q;c+2a Q;+3)5(Q;¢+2 = q;c+3 mod h).
For the integral, note that the phase function in the yor+1_-integral is
/
Qo1 CYar+r g
(—1)k+1 (G(Yor—1 kg1, Yar+r1-1) — G(Yoryom—1 gy Yor+1_1)) — .
109092,0

Hence repeated integration by parts gives us arbitrary saving unless |q; | « @B.
Let Byy1 be the contribution when |g; ;| « Q, including the case ¢;,; = 0. Then we have

k
N -
So(N)* « Agy1 + By + Biya,
j=1
with Agy1, B, ..., B as defined infhe statement and
N t1/2+a 1
Bi+1 :=———= sup sup { —
VONN g1o=1 ur|«1 | O Jus|«1 o - 2
: 21T 0 90 g1,0,92,0(98° qoln1lgg g2y oyt oN1/3e
+ 2/3 te & n=nin’ <<W
X
nlqOQion«lqll|<<n1q0qioQB Qs«lqlzlv“'v‘q;@‘«QB |q;c+1|<<QS CSQk+2:n0q0q2,0q%+2 (1410~ IO)C
C<qr43=109092,0q) +3<(1+107 e
(q;c+2q;€+3'rq1):
_ k_ k—1
2h/2|/2 1/2 -1, q;c| D(k 16 , - dh/
X kt+1_ k4 0k Ok+1_ k+2_ k I3 ( + ) (Qk+2 = (j43 MO 2)
n2 1/2h2h2 12 1 2841 2
H'<hi,ha<(1+10710)H’ "0 90 q10 92,0

(h1,m0q091,097)=1
(h2,qr+2qK+3)=1

-y

B (qr+2, ha, u2) B (Gh+35 hay u2) Drva (@i as ot 3) Do (@ogs Dot s) Do 2(@s oo Goge1s o2, Qrv3)dun l

Applying Lemma 9.3 with 7 = 0 on the yor+1_-integral, then n = 1 for (2¥ — 2)-times on the remaining
integrals, followed by the final statement on the single integral left after the process, we get for |q; | «

Qs,

T2 (qrs ooy Qg1 Qht2, Qhts) y
. 22 ., .
o C CNY/ 5 C? C2N1/' Fi LA
< . (N;N)13 \/7]\]2/3 |Gk — Grsf < (N; N)1/3 \/7]\]2/3

for any A > 0. The fact that every use of Lemma 9.3 will truncate two variables of integration and finally
truncate the distance between q;,_ o, q;,, 3 can be seen by noticing every integral y; appears in some G (-, )
in the phase function of the (28! —1)-fold integral twice and no two of them appears in the same G(-, ).
Also, the way qx12, gr+s is constructed through iterations of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality shows that the
truncation between them occurs at last.
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On the other hand, notice that the character sum Dy, o is exactly of the form defined before Lemma
B.2. Indeed, we have

Drv2(qhr2s hys)

=Cr—1(ar,_,,919091,092,0n1 1%, 1;h1G1,092,0m1 My, njG2,0hoha,0q1,0m1, 7' hihoha,0, Qs p0s Tots)

with ar,_, is some set consisting of q;h/2 appropriately. Hence Lemma B.2 gives us

Div2(Ghra> Ghys) < (' hihohag)? /‘ta v/ 1 hihoha,0d (%51 4’ ,

where #;_1 is the condition

#p—1 = {%4,2 = ¢y mod n'hihohao

or ¢1q0q1,0 + h1q1.0(¢), o — Goys) = 0 mod n'hahgha o
or ¢1qoq1,0 — 1;h1q1,04),, 5 = 0 mod n'hihoha o

or q/lquLo — 7’]jh1(]170q;c+3 =0 mod n,hlhohzo k

This proves the last statement of the Lemma.

Together with D(k + 1) « 1 and Dy « n1¢3q1,092,0 as in (43), this yields

~ tl/2+e 1j
Bii1 K« ———— sup sup { —
«\/CN]N HBHQZJ‘ ‘u1‘<<1 C ‘ug‘((l no qo q1,0-,q2,0|(180 qalmlq?ﬁ

* y
3.c M190q; o Qs<«|q)|«n1goq? QB Qs (5,91« QB |q) 11« Qs
02 4ot te <ln=nyin’|< ON1/34e 1,0 1 1,0 2 k k+1
N; 2/2 N2/3
2k _1, 0k /2"71 k=l 1 /
% ny —“hy |4y D gy
n2k+1 1 /Qkthh2k+1 1 2k+t2_4 ok 2k_1
C<qk+2 =n04q04q2, 0qk+2<(1+10 lo)C H' <h1,h2<(1+10 IO)H/ 0 qo ql 0q2 0
C<qris= ngng2 0} 45<(1+10710) (h1,m0q0q1,097)=1
qk+2 qk+'§ mod h, F* (h2,qr+2GqK+3)=1
« 1/’
|¢Zk+2 9k + \ (N N)l/s \fN2/g
L E’“—z
cfts c CONY
|ﬂ(q]€+25hQaUQ)ﬁ(qk+3ah25u2)|

; N)1/3 \/_N2/3 dus
' s -
x (n'hihohs,)? ™ n'hihohs,00 (k-1 4’1 1
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Recall the definition of Qg,@p in (46) and (41). Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to deal with £ as
before, we get
r;k+172

1/2+e N 1/ 2 > 3,7~~~ 72k+1/2
Brst «— {1 R CR v Ct” T Gt
[n|« CNI/%'E

- ! _ 14 — -
CN,N | C N5/3 n(N;N)¥3 N

r‘ Fk —1
el c? CQNl/' O onv] TR
‘X N + (N;N) 1/3 /—N2/3 j 1/3 /_N2/3 k

N {N;“/BNF‘ e ven e T

< i —
N,N32 | T O3 NENes N (NN

With the above lemma, we are left to bound I,,41(q}, -, ¢, qu+1,qv+2)-

9.5.5. Integral Analysis for I,11. Now we apply stationary phase analysis on the integral
Lo1(ql, 4, Gus1,Gv+2)- Recall thit such an integral is defined recursively by

o0
Il/+1(q/13 "'7q:/7Ql/+17ql/+2) = T(y2ufl)11’(q/17 "'7QL7150y2“*17QV+1)
0
» / —-
v 0, Cy2v 1
x I,(q",....q Cyov_ —— 77 - dyg_
(@1 @1, Cy2 1 Qv i2)e non'hihadodz.0 Yav—1
with j
0 . 4 / —
ro / ha 4 QQC?JZ)’
3(q1,G2,93,94) =  Y(ys)l2 q1,Cy3,q3,q4 ¢ —————— dy3
j( 1742 f ) 0 (y) 1 Y non/hthQOCD,O ' F
0 0 * ‘ \ \ C
3 1
= T(ys) Yw)¥(Cy1,Cys,@e Gy1,y3) =G yh% - “Cy
cj 0 nonhi hagg q]FQZO
w | '

‘ \
! C
x  Y(y2)¥(Cy2, Cys, @)e G(yz,yg)Jr‘G yz,% + 1Cye dyo

2 2
0 nonhihaqpqi 042,

——

v"  ¢Cys

xXe —— 2t —
non'hih2qoqo,0

Recall the definition of G in (45). Applying Taylor expansion, we get

Gly,z) = Gy, 2) + 6(y, 2),

~=~1/3 e '37‘3/2—.7'

/ B B LYy
1/7 773 27Th1y K th

‘X T e o NZET W g T P g 2k, N2,
fnj

where

b,

4

- _— Jr e —
hy . CHe= N s ¢ CHiz*,
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for some constants a;, by € R. Then e (6(y, z)) is %-inert and I3 is simplified to
j3(q17q/21?7q4) F
* * = A ‘ ) 3' “Cy '
= T(y?)) T(yl)\lj(cyla Cy3a )e G(y17y3) -G Y1, % - ! 2 2 dyl
cj 0 nonhihag, q]FQQ,O
w )

4 \ )
. ) ) ‘ .
x Y(y2)¥(Cy2, Cys, @e —G(y2,y3) JG yg,% n 01 CY2

dy2
0 nonhihaqgqs oqe,0
5 A % T
e 7 Y3,
non’h1h2qoqz2.0
where
v («T,y, Z) =0 (:Ca Y, Z) € (9(1’,y) - 9(5E, Z))
X 14 NV L N et by (40) and ab lysis on 0
s 1+ n N7 Crme © -inert by (40) and above analysis on 6.
Write ¢f = % and q7 = ¢, for all 2 < j < v. Note that n >!’C—2 + M‘ t¢ and |¢;| »
1 n1qoqf10 J J = = : N, Nf/SHt J

Qs0; nlqoqf; , this allows us to apply Lemma A.3 (2¥ — 1)-times to bound the integral. (The lower

bounds for q.;- and n are needed so that the oscillation of 1/3 satisfies the condition in Lemma A.3.) For
1 < j < v, we choose

23 [ "
U'X (j >X nN; N g n (N; N)Y3ngn'hihagoga.o \
J CNV3, /g ymin{al 1 1<u<j- I}QI{V
/

J

/

as the parameter U in Lemma A.3 on the 277 integrals with q;-. We first apply 1 time on the integral
with ¢/, , then 2-times on the 2 integrals with ¢} and go on until we apply 2~ !-times on the 2“~! integrals
with ¢j. Such choices of U are made so that the conditions of Lemma A.3 is fulfilled in the next iteration.

Remark 9.5. Ezplanation on the choice of Uj: Suppose we have gpplied Lemma A.8 on all the
: il

inteimls involving q,, ..., qj,. Then a number of functions of the form Wy “—¥° s created, and they
\

(N N

[tj—aj 1+ e -inert by Lemma A.3, where Z = ¢

non’hi1h2qoqz,0
integrals involving q,_,, we need to make sure U,, ..., Uy are chosen such th%t‘
2

. 2/3
st N (NP
LT nqogi, Z§; CN3 CqjZ

Applying the above procedure and bounding the resulting integral trivially yields

are To apply Lemma A.3 on the

forallk <j<wv.

2u—2

v—1
Lo (dh, o @) Qi1 Qui2) < UY UF - Ut

2/3 <"
nN; m N (N;N)Y3non'hihaqoga.o \
CNV3, ! \/min{qg l<u<j— 1}61;-’5/

v—2 v—1
(n1Xad0)® (non'hihaqogo)® ~V/2
qV12V*2q/22V*3 .. ,q/2*102V*1—1/2

t /

for any v > 2.
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Inserting the above bound into the bound of R¥(N) in Lemma 9.4, together with D(k + 1) « 1,
Dy < n1ggq1,0g2,0 as in (43) and the last statement of Lemma 9.4 on Dy41(q), 41,4, ), We get for any

v =2,
’R £1/2+e { 1’

CVONN it imron | C sl

70 90 q1,0,92,0/q5° qo|n1|q 0<|n=n1n’|« CN12//?;ta
N2

X

n19oq7 o Qs «|q}|«n190a QB Qs <310 [«QB C<qy41=1090q2,04, 4, <(1+107'°)C
C<Qu+2=n0<ZOQ2,oq:,+2<(1+10’1°)C
(‘J;//+1q1//+2aq/1):1

3(2Y7%) =1 jov-1 2v=2_1 sov- 211
ny hy ol 'd q;
2v—1_1/2 2=1_1/2 3(2/—1)—7/2 fgo—1_
ng V1 hihs % C? 1/2

X

H'<hy,ha< (1410710 H’
(h1,m0q0q1,0q7)=1
(h2,qv+1qu+2)=1

X |B(ql/+17 h27 UQ)B(qV+27 h?a u2)|d’LL2
27 I

2/3 N
nN’ m (N; N)1/3n0n h1h2qogz,0 \
CN1/3\/¥ \/mm lgp:l<susj—1 q”C/

‘
(nh1h0h202y 1( A/ T /h h0h205 *,_9 +’1 5ql,+1_ql,+2 HlOdh,) k =+ B[,

{=1

2

with (#,_3), (*,,_5) as defined in Lemma 9.4. Recall the definition of Qp in (41). Applying Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality to deal with 3’ as before, together with Da(d}, ¢)) « nhihagoqi,0qz2,0 from (50), we
get the above is bounded by

1/2+ ‘ 1/ 2EV7271/2
Ri(N /e {# 3(272) /2 N;
2r—141/2
O / ‘n‘«CNl/?’tf

CVONIN 51t 1 N3
1 JF;,,72 2”7271/
v O 2v- —142' ct 2 . anl/ 9 ‘
o ¥ R b B
t2 | N‘576‘
VCE VT (N;N) +v su / (59)

NN (OO

1<i<v

for N » tl—=.

Remark 9.6. To get the above bound in the first line, first observe that the worst case scenario for q;- 18
when ¢, ..., q,, are as big as possible, and |q}| is either 1 or as big as possible.

9.6. Bound for R;(IN). Recall the definition of R;(/N) in Lemma 9.1, the definition of B, in (49) and
Lemma 9.4. Taking v = t° in (59) and combining it with the bounds (33), (34) and (36), we get for
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N » tl—e,
Htl-‘ra t1+617 02 éN‘ ‘-
R;(N 1+ ————+— 6§ N; « C?t°
i(N) < NN NN TN T g <
t1/2+5 vA' CN™ vA' CS/QN ~= t1/2+5 vl' C 37 = 1/2
N, « ="' 4¢ v ¥y . x°
/C N°/6N1/3 Ht i< (Ht)3/2 * \/6 5/6]\71/3 \/% + N;N
Ot2+e \Ot2te NJ»Q/?’N /3 c22) v Ct oz ““-
— + 1 : e . (60
TN TSR NN CSHF T NN N (GNP b o

10. FINAL BOUND
We choose @ such that £~ < Q < ts Inserting (60) into Lemma 9. ]‘ bhe conditions A= « C «

3) e
Qte, 112+ « H « M ¢1/24e « M « tl € N « t3/2te Ny ~ NQ§ and N\« Qg 4+ e N4 & « %t

(by the choice of Q) 1mphes

(S1.x (N)S2(N))/?

M (M N2)2/3N4/3‘{’ Ctw® C3E" - -

5 N« +Ri(N) Ra(N) K

tl—e NlN N
o —
MHN? v~ QY QN” MN? Q5/4M312y’ QN~
QM + ——— + Q*PMNT 1 < i 1+ 2
« {Q Ty e TNE T T TN\ Qv @ " H

MN"VQ QW v afvar o] S
tovr it N +«/QN‘4t 1+Q5/4t7/8 1+W1 ~ [}

including the case X = 0.

We choose Q = M, then @ satisfies tl% < Q < -X_¢¢ when H » Inserting the

N2
Mb5/2¢3/4—¢< *

$374 VHL
bound into Theorem 6.2 and then (10), we get for ti2te « M « 175, N « 32T /i + W;,E &

Nt
H<<7

) e T Em Y T et T e T TN

St (N) <<t5{ /4 Ng5/2 pg29/9  Ng23/843/16 ) [7/1247/8 M5/4t5/8‘
N

Inserting the above bound toget er with the trivial bound (9) into Lemma 6.1, we get

b 1 T
i +zt7r i‘g 1+ j/—[ §—+it+iv,w
2 \

<<ta{ +9/4 M5/2 ) { M29/9 M23/843/16 MT/1247/8 S i

A T e TSI T e t s T T s
19/4 . ]\/[5/4155/8} i ‘
W-ﬁ-sy\lfpmm{w,N l
» 9/4 M5/2 M3 , —~
/4,3/40 9/14,3/4 15/14,15/28
<¥ 757 i g + MU MO Ay
A' t9/4 M3 =

M3/2 t21/20 + MT/A3/40 | pr15/14415/28
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The optimal choice of M is M = t?/3, which y1

<<t5/4+a

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.1.

APPENDIX A. INTEGRAL ANALYSIS

Lemma A.1. Let n = +1 and let hy, ho, A1, As,z,y be such t

‘ | Z“- 1/3
g(xvyahlahQ,Al,A2‘= —'7‘7 hL—F—IQy
1T x

we have

ha! 77\ 3'5‘

vA' T
+n —
hay

1/3 ! \ V1/3
X E’_E‘ . Let g be
o 3/2
Ag‘w‘ 3 /
y? ’

g(Ia Y, hla hQa A17 AQ) = (71)3/29(?4’ xz, h?a hla A27 Al)

Differentiating yields

gm(xaya hla h21 Ala AQ) = (_1)3/297;(3/1 x, h27 hl

Y < Z‘-- 1/3 Z‘-- 1/3
‘Xv‘ v AT N e Asr

1
Lemma A.2. Let n = +1 and let hy, ho,x,y be such tha! n

hi,ho = —-n — +
f(xvya 1 2‘ n hl n

we have

Ay)

i

L 1/3 v iy

f(‘rayahlahQ) = (_1)3/2f(y7557h2,h1)-

Differentiating yields

fm(‘ra Y, h17 h?) =(_1)3/2fy(y7x7 h27 hl)

n v g 3 g '3
5 N n +n

h,1I th

foo(@,y, ha, ha) =(=1)*2 f, (y, 2, ha, ba)

9y2/3

.V

1 * 'A"U‘" 1/3 A' /2
:‘E g hl.%' hgy

2/3308/3

3

o (h1h2)1/3x2 o

3

halB 4/3y2/3

2 7

hlx hgy

1 * vA' ~ = 1/3 vA' )/ 1 2
fzy(x,y,hl,hz)=‘f2 -1 +7

Jr
(hFaPy)t/?

(h3ay?) '

(hiho) Y3y

53
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and r
‘ ——~ 13 _p—~ 3 32
nowvr oy v '
flwy(x7yahlah2) :‘6 - h_ +77 h—
1T 2Y F

><4 ) + 13 - T - 2'

hawy? — piPhy Pty m PRy eyt
Define

[ 2t
G(I,y) = Ghl-,hz(xvy) = %f(xvya hi, h2)

as in the main sections. Then we have the following integral analysis lemmas.
Lemma A.3. Let 1 < a,b, 2 22 <1+ 10710, Let Y e CX([1— 1079, 1+ 107°]) be fized and let W be
a X -inert function such that W(y,a,b) contains the restriction

- A !"‘?Jv\ 1/3 5~ /3 v 1/3 anZ/?,

— —. 61
1Y hga 1Y hgb C4/St1/3 ( )

Let Z > 0 and let |¢'| » X72t1 Let
o0] -
J= Y(yYW(y.able Gly.a) - Gy,b) —q'Zy dy
0

and let yo be such that
Ga(yo,a) — Ga(yo,b) = ¢'Z.

2/3

Let U » %ﬁts and let Wy € CL([—2,2]) such that Wy(z) =1 for |z| < 1, then we have

© >~ o - o
J= T(y)W(y,a,b)WS Y Uyo ¢ Gly,a)—Gly,b)—¢Zy dy+0 t 7
0

for any A > 0. Moreover, we have

. ),
dyo  d’yo nN;'? (NjN)'g
i + .

da’ ’ dbI CN1/3 CqZ
for any j = 1.

Proof. Since W is X-inert and |¢'| » X72t5, (1) in Lemma 5.2 gives us arbitrary saving unless there exists
1 <y <1+10710 such that

d
& (G(y,a) = G(y,b)) = Gz (y',a) — G (y',0) ~ ¢'Z.
Applying the same analysis that concludes (57) yields
RN
la — b| ~ N2J/3 qZ. (62)

Differentiating once more with Lemma A.2 yields

d? t

15 (Gl5.0) = G(1.) = | 7= (F(a) = F(b),
where
SNJS >
F(2) = Gy ( v I +v" Y 92:%/3 2 3
xr) = TT , L= - e . - -
v\ T hy T o 2Py (mha) Py 2B g2syus
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We want to compute the bounds for the derivatives of G in order to apply stationary phase analysis in

Lemma 5.2. Notice that
. —~1/3 _gr—e ’3‘13/2

n w¥ vr oy
Fa) gl % L Y
() ‘6 (v e
v 43 9 27 17 T
X + —
(h%h2x2y7)1/3 h2x2y h1y3 (h1h2:c4 )1/3
[N 1/ \ \ 1/3
Moreov!r, Eﬁ :‘f is increasing w.r.t. x for x,y > 0 together with (61) gives us
B g 18 T B g 18 T B s 13 ]
znzlizr,lb 1Y a h217 a hzfl? Hﬁﬁ 1Y a hz—x
~—~1/3_ppr—~~1/3 2/3
YT (63)
Iy hox C4/3t1/3

for any x in between a,b. Together with 1 < a,b, };11,, % <1+107191-10"? <y <1+ 107 by the
assumption and the support of T, we get

ey

4 /
nN> v> Ct” -1 CN
F’(x‘» J

C4/341/3 N n3/2Nj\/f

for x in between a, b. Hence the mean value theorem yields

d? t t
— (G G(y,b F(a)— F(b i F —b
e (G(y,a) — G(y,b)) = o ¢ (a) = F(b)) » i) T e 727m| ()||a — b
CN b CN/3
>>—n2Nj|a— | ~ N2/3q

J

With similar analysis we obtain

. j—1
a’ CNY?
—— (G(y,a) = G(y, b)) [K; 7z
dy’ J an/3
for any j > 2. Let yo be as in the statement, i.e.
d /
5 y,a) — Y, = Gz (Yo, a) — Gz\Yo, =q 4.
0 (Gy,a) = G(y,b)) = G(yo,a) — Gx(yo,b) = ¢'Z (64)

Y0

Then (3) in Lemma 5.2 yields the first statement.
For the second statement about the derivatives of yo, notice that differentiating (64) yields,

@ Gzy (?Jo, a)

da - Gex (?Jo, b) — Gy (yOv a) .

Mean value theorem then implies that there exists some z’ in between a and b such that

Gz (Y0,0) = Gaa (Y0, a) = Gray(yo, 2")(b — a),
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with Guey(yo, ") computed with Lemma A.2 as F above. Then the restriction (62) and (63) together
with 1 < a/,a,b, 2 B2 <1 4107191 -1072 < yo < 14 1072 gives us

) H/7 H/
dyo _ Cuylo,a)
da  (b—a)Gyzy(yo, ) F
_ ’ _'A' a8 +"'E‘ 3 714217 3 . 3 - 9 T
afp 7 w7 hag (i) " (3a7yo)' P~ (haha)Payg
) . . 3/2 .
L R T B 43 L9 17 !
hlyo n hox! (h%hzx’2y7)1/3 hQIIQyO h1y8 (h1h2 14 5)1/3
R N2/3 anQ/?"Arg‘ 1/3 _ (N;N)3
an/3 17 C4/341/3 N Cq/Z
Performing similar analysis yields F
d7yo djyo N2/3 y B nN2/3 NN’
dai”’ db? Nl/ an/B 7 B CN1/3 CqZ

APPENDIX B. CHARACTER SUM ANALYSIS

Let a, b1, b2,b3,¢,q1,q2 be in 1{egers such that (g1g2,¢) = 1 and ¢t by, bs. Let

C(a, b1, b2,b3,¢,q1,q2) % S(b1 — qiba + b2, b3(v — q1); ¢)S (b1 — G2b2 + Fb2, b3 (v — q2); ¢).

v mod ¢

Lemma B.1. Ifq; = g2 mod ¢ or by £b2(q1 —G2) = 0 mod ¢ or by —g1ba = 0 mod ¢ or b1 —gzbs = 0 mod ¢,
then we have
Cla, by, bz, b3, ¢, q1,q2) « **°

Otherwise, we have

C(au b17 b27 b37 ¢ q1, (J2) « 03/2+5'

Proof. Write d; () = ged(by — @bz +7ba, bs(y — q;), ¢) for j = 3,4. For the first statement, applying Weil
bound on the two Kloosterman sums yields

C(a7 b17 b25 b3a ¢ q1, q2) « Cl+€ (d3 (7)d4(7)) < C2+6
v mod ¢

For the second statement, we apply the method in [1]. Consider the Newton polyhedron A(f) of
f(@,y,2) = az + x(by — @ba) + 327 by + 2~ " 2bs — 2 "b3qy + y(b1 — Gaba) + Yz~ by + Yy Tzbs —y 'bsge.

We have to separate into two cases.

(1) @ =0 mod ¢, other coefficients of f are not 0 mod ¢
(2) No coefficients of f is 0 mod c.

The Newton polyhedron A(f) for case (2) is illustrated in Figure 1.1. One can check that the locus of
0fs/0x = 0f, /0y = 0f,/0z = 0 is empty in (IF?)3 for any face o in the Newton polyhedron A(f) that
corresponds to any of the three cases unless ¢; = g2 mod ¢ or by + ba(q7 — gz) = 0 mod c. O

In general, we can extend the above lemma to the following setting. Let v > 0 be an integer and let
I, c P({1,2,...,2"}) be the set defined by . .

L2+ 1.2+ 20 < <2~ 1) /I (
2P+ 45),28B +44) 1 4,k = 0,283+ 45) <2v \ {2V 1,2} .
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Let J, = {(4,5) :1<j<2",Sel, and j€ S}. Let ay,...,aov,as (S €1,), b1,ba,bs, c,q1,q2 be integers.
Write ay, = {a1,...,a2v,as : S € I} and define

Cl/(a’lyvbla bQ; b3a ¢, q1, q2)

= *... * vé' fV(aJu7617ﬁ2u/7l:j‘
{aj,5:(4,5)€Ju},81,82,71,--,v2v  {vs:S€l,} mod ¢ ¢
with
21/
folag,: Br, Bosvn,) = agy+ asvs + (vj,5(b1 —Fsba +75b2) + @5 5(75 — vs)b3))
Jj=1 Sel, (4,S)edy

+ B1(by — qibz + For-1b2) + Bi(Y2e-1 — q1)bs)
+ Ba(by — Gaba + Farba) + B2(v2r — g2)bs),
and the notation ay, = {ajs:(4,5) € J.} and v, = {y1,..,72v,vs : S € I}

Lemma B.2. Notations as above. Let ai,...,asv,as (S € 1), b1,ba,bs,c,q1,q2 be integers such that
(q192,¢) = 1 and ¢ 1 ba,bs. If g1 = g2 mod ¢ or by + ba(q7 — G2) = O0mod ¢ or by — grbe = 0 mod ¢ or
b1 — qzba = 0 mod ¢, then we have

2v Ty
Cu(aluablab%b&ca(hqu) Kec c

Otherwise, we have
Cl/(a],/ ) b17 b27 b3a ¢, q1, QQ) < CQU+171/2+E'

Proof. We apply the same method as the proof of Lemma B.1.

For the second statement, we apply the method in [1]. Studying all the cases whether each a;,as
for 1 < j < 2%,5 € I, can be 0 mod ¢ or not, one can check that the locus of df,,/0x; = 0 for all

v+2

1 <j<2"*?2—1isempty in (F* )2 ! for any face o in the Newton polyhedron A(f,) that corresponds
to any of the three cases unless ¢; = g2 mod ¢ or by £ ba(q7 — g2) = 0 mod c.

For the first statement, we prove them by induction. Note that v = 0 is precisely the statement of
Lemma B.1. Notice that

<
<

,\_ |
Cy(ar,, by, ba, b3, ¢, q1, q2) = ’ ‘ e “{2”’2’3@“’2)”{2“2’3(2“’?}
v ) ) ) ) ) c

Vov—2 3(2v—2)

x Cy_1(ar,_,,b1,b2,b3, ¢, Yov—2 30902y, q1)
X Cvfl(a/]l,71 5 b17 b25 b3a c, 72”*2,3(2”*2)7 qQ)a

with appropriate choices of as,_, and a}  given ay,. Hence we have

*

CV(GJV 3 blu b27 b37 ¢ q1, Q2) < ‘1 (GIU71 B blu b27 b37 c, ’72”*2,3(2”’2)7 ql)‘
Yav—2 3(av—2) mod ¢

x ‘1(6%17517 b2, b3, ¢, Yar—2 3(2v-2), ‘h)i

For j = 1,2, write (*;) as the condition {721,7273(2%2) = g; mod c or by + ba(F2v—2 32v—2) — 7;) =0 mod ¢

or by — =2 3(2v—2)b2 = 0 mod ¢ or by — by = 0 mod d . By induction hypothesis, we have

l(all,,1 3 b17 b27 b37 C, 72"*2,3(2“*2)7 Cl])‘
«® TV Jos(x) + 1

Hence we have

*

vt _14e T
Cv(a1y5b15b25b3acv Q1aq2) « c €~ \/55(*J) +1 ’
Vov—2 3(2v—2) mod ¢ El,Q

which yields the desired results. O



58

(1]
2]

(10]

[11]
(12]

13]
(14]

[15]
[16]

(17]

(18]

(19]
20]
21]
[22]
23]
[24]
25]
[26]
27]
(28]
[29]

(30]
(31]

KESHAV AGGARWAL, WING HONG LEUNG AND RITABRATA MUNSHI

REFERENCES

A. Adolphson and S. Sperber. Twisted exponential sums and Newton polyhedra. J. Reine Angew. Math., 443:151-177,
1993.

K. Aggarwal. Weyl bound for GL(2) in t-aspect via a simple delta method. J. Number Theory, 208:72-100, 2020.

K. Aggarwal. A new subconvex bound for GL(3) L-functions in the t-aspect. Int. J. Number Theory, 17(5):1111-1138,
2021.

J. Bernstein and A. Reznikov. Subconvexity bounds for triple [-functions and representation theory. Ann. of Math.
(2), 172(3):1679-1781, 2010.

V. Blomer. Subconvexity for twisted L-functions on GL(3). Amer. J. Math., 134(5):1385-1421, 2012.

V. Blomer, R. Khan, and M. Young. Distribution of mass of holomorphic cusp forms. Duke Math. J., 162(14):2609-2644,
2013.

A. R. Booker, M. B. Milinovich, and N. Ng. Subconvexity for modular form L-functions in the ¢ aspect. Adv. Math.,
341:299-335, 2019.

J. Bourgain. Decoupling, exponential sums and the Riemann zeta function. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 30(1):205-224, 2017.
J. B. Conrey and H. Iwaniec. The cubic moment of central values of automorphic L-functions. Ann. of Math. (2),
151(3):1175-1216, 2000.

D. Goldfeld. Automorphic forms and L-functions for the group GL(n,R), volume 99 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2006. With an appendix by Kevin A. Broughan.

A. Good. The square mean of Dirichlet series associated with cusp forms. Mathematika, 29(2):278-295 (1983), 1982.
S. W. Graham and G. Kolesnik. Van der Corput’s Method of Exponential Sums. London Mathematical Society Lecture
Note Series. Cambridge University Press, 1991.

D. R. Heath-Brown. The twelfth power moment of the Riemann-function. The Quarterly Journal of Mathematics,
29(4):443-462, 12 1978.

R. Holowinsky, R. Munshi, and Z. Qi. Beyond the Weyl barrier for GL(2) exponential sums. preprint, arXiv:2104.05157,
2021.

B. Huang. Hybrid subconvexity bounds for twisted L-functions on GL(3). preprint, arXiv:1605.09487, 2016.

H. Iwaniec. Fourier coefficients of cusp forms and the riemann zeta-function. Seminaire de Théorie des Nombres de
Bordeauz, 9:1-36, 1979-1980.

H. Iwaniec and E. Kowalski. Analytic number theory, volume 53 of American Mathematical Society Colloquium
Publications. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2004.

M. Jutila. Lectures on a method in the theory of exponential sums, volume 80 of Tata Institute of Fundamental
Research Lectures on Mathematics and Physics. Published for the Tata Institute of Fundamental Research, Bombay;
by Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1987.

R. Khan and M. P. Young. Moments and hybrid subconvexity for symmetric-square 1-functions. Journal of the Institute
of Mathematics of Jussieu, page 1-45, 2021.

E. M. Kiral, I. Petrow, and M. P. Young. Oscillatory integrals with uniformity in parameters. J. Théor. Nombres
Bordeauz, 31(1):145-159, 2019.

E. Landau. Uber die Wurzeln der Zetafunktion. Math. Z., 20(1):98-104, 1924.

X. Li. Bounds for GL(3) x GL(2) L-functions and GL(3) L-functions. Ann. of Math. (2), 173(1):301-336, 2011.

Y. Lin, R. Nunes, and Z. Qi. Strong subconvexity for self-dual GL(3) L-functions. preprint, arXiv:2112.14396, 2021.
M. McKee, H. Sun, and Y. Ye. Improved subconvexity bounds for GL(2) x GL(3) and GL(3) L-functions by weighted
stationary phase. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 370(5):3745-3769, 2018.

T. Meurman. On exponential sums involving the Fourier coefficients of Maass wave forms. J. Reine Angew. Math.,
384:192-207, 1988.

P. Michel and A. Venkatesh. The subconvexity problem for GLa. Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci., (111):171-271,
2010.

S. D. Miller and W. Schmid. Automorphic distributions, L-functions, and Voronoi summation for GL(3). Ann. of
Math. (2), 164(2):423-488, 2006.

R. Munshi. The circle method and bounds for L-functions—III: ¢-aspect subconvexity for GL(3) L-functions. J. Amer.
Math. Soc., 28(4):913-938, 2015.

P. D. Nelson. Bounds for standard L-functions. preprint, arXiv:2109.15230, 2021.

R. M. Nunes. Subconvexity for GL(3) L-functions. preprint, arXiv 1708.04424, 2017.

M. P. Young. The second moment of gl(3)xgl(2) l-functions, integrated. Advances in Mathematics, 226(4):3550-3578,
2011.

ALFRED RENYI INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICS, HU 1053 BUDAPEST, REALTANODA U. 13-15.
Email address: keshav@renyi.hu

DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, THE OHIO STATE UNIVERSITY, 231 W 18TH AVENUE, COoLUMBUS, OHIO 43210, USA
Email address: leung.179Qosu.edu

STAT-MATH UNIT, INDIAN STATISTICAL INSTITUTE, 203 B.T. ROAD, KOLKATA 700108, INDIA
Email address: ritabratamunshi@gmail.com



	1. Introduction and statement of result
	1.1. Statement of Results and Methodology
	Notations

	2. Sketch of Proof
	2.1. Short second moment average and approximate functional equation
	2.2. Delta method
	2.3. Dual summation formulas
	2.4. Cauchy Schwarz inequality
	2.5. Duality principle
	2.6. Poisson summation formula
	2.7. Diagonal terms
	2.8. Off-diagonal terms
	2.9. Infinite Cauchy-Schwarz and Poisson summation
	2.10. Final calculations

	3. Preliminaries on automorphic forms
	3.1. Approximate functional equation and Voronoi summation formula
	3.2. Short second moment average

	4. Preliminary lemmas
	5. Stationary phase analysis
	6. Main Calculations
	6.1. A Short Second Moment
	6.2. Trivial Bound
	6.3. Application of the Delta Method
	6.4. Dual summation formulas
	6.5. Cauchy-Schwartz Inequality and the Duality principle

	7. Opening the square and Poisson summation to S1X(N)
	7.1. Opening the square and Poisson summation
	7.2. Bounding S10(N)
	7.3. Integral Analysis for X not equal to 0

	8. Opening the square and Poisson summation to S2(N)
	9. Analysis of S1X(N) and S2(N)
	9.1. Diagonal Contribution
	9.2. Contribution when n is small
	9.3. Integral Analysis
	9.4. Contribution when |n| is of intermediate size
	9.5. Contribution when |n| is big
	9.6. Bound for Rj(N)

	10. Final Bound
	Appendix A. Integral Analysis
	Appendix B. Character Sum Analysis
	References

