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COMPARING HECKE COEFFICIENTS OF AUTOMORPHIC REPRESENTATIONS

LIUBOMIR CHIRIAC AND ANDREI JORZA

ABSTRACT. We prove a number of unconditional statistical results of the Hecke coefficients for unitary cus-
pidal representations of GL(2) over number fields. Using partial bounds on the size of the Hecke coefficients,
instances of Langlands functoriality, and properties of Rankin-Selberg L-functions, we obtain bounds on
the set of places where linear combinations of Hecke coefficients are negative. Under a mild functoriality
assumption we extend these methods to GL(n). As an application, we obtain a result related to a question
of Serre about the occurrence of large Hecke eigenvalues of Maass forms. Furthermore, in the cases where
the Ramanujan conjecture is satisfied, we obtain distributional results of the Hecke coefficients at places
varying in certain congruence or Galois classes.

INTRODUCTION

The statistical properties of Hecke eigenvalues of automorphic forms represent a richly studied area at
the intersection of analytic and algebraic number theory. The Sato-Tate conjecture for modular forms
[11L B], a seminal result on distributions of Hecke eigenvalues, was an important application of potential
modularity lifting [7}[26]. While much progress has been made recently to describe conjecturally the statistical
distribution of the Hecke eigenvalues of a particular automorphic representation [2], little is known for general
reductive groups and general number fields, and potential modularity liftings are not suitable for general
Sato-Tate conjectures. Even in the case of GL(2) over totally real fields where the Sato-Tate conjecture
is proved for Hilbert modular forms of regular weight, only the joint distribution of at most two Hilbert
modular forms is known [10].

The present article answers a number of questions regarding the distribution of Hecke coefficients of unitary
cuspidal representations under three levels of generality. For arbitrary unitary cuspidal representations of
GL(2) over arbitrary number fields F' we obtain density bounds on the number of places where linear
combinations of Hecke coefficients are bounded. This level of generality includes Maass forms, for which
no connection to Galois representations is yet known. In the case of unitary cuspidal representations 7 of
GL(n, A ) we obtain similar distributional results under a mild functoriality assumption, namely that 7@7"
is automorphic. As a consequence we obtain distributions of large Hecke coefficients on GL(2). Finally, we
obtain stronger density bounds in the context of unitary cuspidal representations that satisfy the Ramanujan
conjecture.

A refined multiplicity one conjecture due to Ramakrishnan [I9] asserts that if m and #' are cuspidal
autmorphic representations of GL(n, Ar) with the property that 7, ~ x, for all finite places v outside a set
of Dirichlet density < 1/2n? then 7 ~ /. The statement would follow from the Ramanujan conjecture on
GL(n), but this is currently unavailable beyond n = 1. The only other case that is known unconditionally
is n = 2, which was proved by Ramakrishnan [20] using the Gelbart-Jacquet lift Ad(7). On the Galois side,
however, Ramakrishnan’s conjecture follows from Serre’s unitary trick on ¢-adic representations (cf. [I8]).

As a consequence, when 7, and 7y are non-isomorphic cuspidal representations of GL(2, Ar) with trivial
character (thus, with real Hecke coefficients) the set {v | a,(m1) # a,(m2)} has lower Dirichlet density at
least 1/8, and it is reasonable to expect that there is no bias towards one of the representations. The bound
1/8 is sharp and can only be achieved by pairs of dihedral representations [27]. When the 7;’s correspond to
distinct classical holomorphic cusp forms, the first author proved in [6] that the set {p | a,(f) < ap(g)} has
density at least 1/16. If the forms do not have complex multiplication and have weight at least 2, the Sato-
Tate conjecture implies that for exactly half of the primes the corresponding Hecke eigenvalues are negative.
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Similarly, a joint version of the Sato-Tate conjecture due to Harris [I0], gives that the set {p | a,(f) < ap(9)}
has density 1/2.

A natural question that arises in this context is whether similar estimates occur for more general unitary
cuspidal representations over number fields. Our first result (Corollary [2.6) gives a positive answer in this
direction.

Theorem A. Let F' be a number field and 71, 7o two non-isomorphic unitary cuspidal representations on
GL(2,Ar) which have trivial central character and which are not solvable polyhedral. Then the set

(1) {v | ay(m;) < 0} has upper Dirichlet density at least 0.1118.
(2) {v|ay(m) < ay(m2)} has upper Dirichlet density at least 0.0414.

Our approach to Theorem [A] relies on replacing the bound |a,(7)] < 2 predicted by the Ramanujan
conjecture with a partial bound due to Ramakrishnan [2I, Theorem A], which states that |a,(7)] < X for v
in a set of places of lower Dirichlet density at least 1 — 1/X?2, for any value of X > 1. A careful analysis of
the known instances of Langlands functoriality combined with several combinatorial arguments lead to an
optimization problem (cf. Theorem 2.5]) that can be solved via a number of computations in Sage [24].

As a corollary to Theorem [Al we obtain a distributional result on the Hecke coefficients of Maass forms
varying in certain congruence classes. For example, if ¢ is a Maass eigenform on GL(2, Ag) which is not of
solvable polyhedral type then (cf. Remark [Z9)):

5({plap(g) <0,p=1 (mod38)})
d{p=1 (mod 8)})

where by ¢ and § we denote the Dirichlet density and the upper Dirichlet density, respectively.

In a letter to Shahidi [25, Appendix] Serre asked a question about the occurrence of large/small Hecke
eigenvalues of Maass forms. This question has been studied by Walji [28 who obtains a lower bound of
ay(m) > 0.788. .. on a set of places density at least 0.01. Our second result (Corollary [30]) is concerned with
the large values of |a,(m)].

> 0.0625,

Theorem B. Let 7 be a unitary cuspidal representation of GL(2, Ar) which has trivial central character
and is not solvable polyhedral. Then {v | |ay(m)| > 1} has upper Dirichlet density at least 0.001355.

To prove Theorem [Bl we first generalize Theorem [Al to unitary cuspidal representations of GL(n,Ap)
satisfying a functoriality assumption (cf. Theorem BA4]) and obtain a lower density bound on the occurence of
negative Hecke coefficients in terms of the number of poles of a Rankin-Selberg L-function. This assumption
is satisfied by the cuspidal representation Sym? 7 of GL(3, Ar) and we remark that |a, ()| > 1 is equivalent
to a,(Sym? ) > 0.

Finally, when 7 is a regular algebraic unitary cuspidal representation occurring in the cohomology of a
Shimura variety then 7 is known to satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture (cf. {Il) and we obtain improved
bounds on the distribution of Hecke coefficients a,(7) as v varies in certain Galois conjugacy classes (cf.
Corollaries and [4).

Theorem C. Let f be a non-CM regular weight Hilbert cuspidal eigenform with trivial character. For any
coprime ideals a and m:
0({v|au(f) <0,u=a (modm)})
d{v=a (modm)})
Moreover, if E/F is any Galois extension such that there exists a quadratic subextension L/F with Gal(E/L)
abelian of order n, then:

1
>_7
-8

0({v | ay(f) < 0,v splits completely in EY})
0({v splits completely in E})

1
16°

>

Note that the density ratios in Theorem [C] can be thought of as conditional probabilities. We prove
Theorem [C] in the more general context of unitary cuspidal representations of GL(2,Ar) satisfying the
Ramanujan conjecture. We remark that the Ramanujan conjecture on GL(2) is satisfied for regular algebraic
cuspidal representations on GL(2) over totally real fields and has been proven recently over CM fields (see {II).
Our strategy uses Dirichlet’s approach to primes in arithmetic progressions in the context of arbitrary linear
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combinations of Hecke coefficients of unitary cuspidal representations satisfying the Ramanujan conjecture
from Theorem 1]

The paper is organized as follows: in {I]l we recall a number of results on cuspidal representations on
GL(n,Ap) related to Langlands functoriality and the Ramanujan conjecture. In §2] we consider the case of
GL(2) over number fields, and we deduce Theorem [Al (Corollary 2.6]) from the optimization problem that
we set up in Theorem 25l Section §3lis devoted to extending these methods for GL(n). The main technical
result here is Theorem B.4] which is followed by three applications, including Theorem [Bl (Corollary [3.5). In
4] we present several results that assume the Ramanujan conjecture, among which we mention Corollaries
and 4] that comprise Theorem

NOTATIONS

For a number field F' we denote by Ap the ring of adeles. For a finite place v we denote by F,, the v-adic
completion of F' and by w, a choice of uniformizer. An automorphic representation 7w of GL(n,Ap) is a
restricted tensor product m ~ &’ 7, over the places v of F where 7, is a smooth representation of GL(n, F,).

When v is a finite place of F such that m, is an unramified representation of GL(n, F,) we denote by
ay,(m) the sum of the Satake parameters «, ; of m,. Explicitly, if 7, is the normalized induction of the
character x,1 ® -+ ® Xy, where x, ; : F — C* are continuous unramified, then a,; = Xy, j(w,) and

n

n
ay(m) = Zaw-. For convenience, if £ > 1 we denote a, (7)) = Za’j’j.
=1 =1

For a Dirichlet series Z(s) which converges absolutely when Res > 1 we denote

) Z(s)
D(Z = limsup ———.
PN =P ol — 1)
When F is a set of finite places of a number field F we define 6(F) as D( Y. ¢, °).
veEF
If (sn)n>1 is & sequence of reals in (1,00) with lim s, = 1 we denote
- n—roo

= . Z(Sn)
Dis.y(Z(s)) =1 S Y
(s1)(Z(5)) msup e 1)’

and (s, (F) = D(s,) (X g, *). We denote &5, )(F) = &(s,)(F) if the limit exists, in which case we say that
veEF
F has (s, )-Dirichlet density.

1. AUTOMORPHIC REPRESENTATIONS ON GL(n) OVER NUMBER FIELDS

The Sato-Tate and Lang-Trotter conjectures describe statistical behaviors of the Hecke coefficients a, ()
for a unitary cuspidal representation 7 of GL(n,Ar), as v varies among almost all places of a number field
F away from the infinite places and the places where m, is ramified. In this section we describe certain
properties satisfied by these Hecke coefficients that will be necessary for our applications.

First, if 7 is unitary the complex conjugate T is naturally isomorphic to the dual 7#¥. As a result, if
7w ~ ¥ then a,(w) = a,(T) and therefore a,(w) € R. When 7 is a unitary representation on GL(2,Ap),
self-duality is equivalent to m having quadratic central character, which must be trivial if 7 is not dihedral.
Remark that if 7 is an algebraic representation such that all a,(7) are real numbers, the global Langlands
conjecture would imply that 7 = 7V. We will mostly concern ourselves with self-dual representations for
simplicity of statements, but in Theorem ] we explain how our methods yield slightly weaker information
in the context of non-self-dual representations.

The Ramanujan conjecture posits that for a unitary cuspidal representation 7 of GL(n, Ar), where F is a
number field, the local representation 7, is a tempered representation for every place v of F'. Equivalently,
|ey,i(m)| =1 for every place v and 1 < ¢ < n, which implies that |a,(7)| < n for all v.

Special cases of the Ramanujan conjecture are known, as follows:

(1) If F is a totally real field and 7 is a unitary cuspidal representation of GL(n, Ar) which is regular,
algebraic and essentially self-dual. (This includes cohomological Hilbert modular forms.)

(2) If Fis a CM field and 7 is a unitary cuspidal representation of GL(n, Ar) which is regular, algebraic
and conjugate self-dual.



(3) If Fis a CM field and 7 is a unitary cuspidal representation of GL(2, Ar) which is regular and
algebraic, but without any assumptions on duality.

(4) If  is a unitary cuspidal representation on GL(n, A ) satisfying the Ramanujan conjecture then the
base-change of 7 to a number field F/F will also satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture.

The first two cases are a consequence of the realization, due to Harris-Taylor [12], of such automorphic forms
in the cohomology of certain Shimura varieties. The third case is a recent stunning result by Allen, Calegari,
Caraiani, Gee, Helm, Le Hung, Newton, Scholze, Taylor, and Thorne [I].

For general unitary cuspidal representations and general number fields weaker bounds are known due to
[16] with an improvement for smaller rank groups due to [4]. Our general results rely on the following weaker
version of the Ramanujan conjecture, due to Ramakrishnan [2I] proof of Theorem A]: if 7 is a cuspidal
unitary representation of GL(n, Ar) and X > 1, then |a,(7)| < X for v in a set of places of Dirichlet density
at least 1 — %

Finally, our main results make use of a series of deep results on Langlands functoriality. If 7 is a cuspidal
representation of GL(2, Ar) then:

(1) Sym?® 7 is an automorphic representation of GL(3,Ar) by [9]. It is cuspidal if and only if 7 is not
dihedral, i.e., 7 is not the automorphic induction of a character from a quadratic extension.

(2) Sym® is an automorphic representation of GL(4,Ar) by [14]. It is cuspidal if and only if 7 is
neither dihedral nor tetrahedral, i.e., 7 does not become dihedral after a cubic extension.

(3) Sym* 7 is an automorphic representation of GL(5, Ar) by [I3]. It is cuspidal if and only if 7 is not
dihedral, tetrahedral, or octahedral (i.e., ™ becomes tetrahedral after a quadratic extension).

(4) If o is another cuspidal representation of GL(2, Ar) then 7 ® o is an automorphic representation of
GL(4,Ar) by [22]. Tt is cuspidal unless 7 and o are twist equivalent.

(5) If o is a cuspidal representation of GL(3,Ar) then 7 ® o is an automorphic representation of
GL(6,Ar) by [14]. Tt is cuspidal unless either 7 is not dihedral and o is a twist of Ad(w), or 7
is dihedral and o is the induction of a character on a cubic field E, with 7x Eisensteinian [23].

(6) If 7 is a cuspidal representation of GL(4, Ar) then A?7 is an automorphic representation of GL(6, Ag)
by [13].

We say that 7 is solvable polyhedral if 7 is dihedral, tetrahedral, or octahedral.

2. HECKE COEFFICIENTS FOR GL(2) OVER NUMBER FIELDS

We begin by generalizing results of [6] to collections of cuspidal automorphic representations on GL(2)
over arbitrary number fields. The principle underlying our approach, already present in [I5] is the following.
Suppose {f,} are real numbers indexed by (almost all) finite places of the number field F' and

F=A{v]| f, <0}
Suppose, further, that |f,| < B for a bound B that does not depend on v. Consider the Dirichlet series

f2
Z(s) =30
v 4y
When v ¢ F, f, > 0 and therefore f2 < Bf,, whereas if v € F then —f, < B. As

Z<8)§Bzzg+3(zﬁ_zf_g)

S
= a G

we conclude that D(Z(s)) < 2B*3(F) + Bﬁ(z f—Z) For real numbers m, M such that m < D(Z(s)) and

v v

M >D(}, 5_1) we conclude that
m— MDB
2B2
In the context of this section, the last hypothesis of the above approach is not satisfied and the technical
difficulties lie in using Langlands functoriality to control the resulting errors terms.
4

O(F) >



We note that solvable polyhedral representations are known to satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture, and we
will consider such representations in §4l In this section we will consider unitary cuspidal representations of
GL(2,Ar) which are not solvable polyhedral.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose my,ma, T3, T4 are twist inequivalent unitary cuspidal representations of GL(2,Ar)
which are not solvable polyhedral. Then the following Rankin-Selberg L-functions have the following poles at
s=1:

-function pole of order
T2 x T %2 s)

L
L 2
L 0
L <
L xmi@m,s) 1
L 0
L 0
L(7T1®7T2><7T3 Qmy,s ) <1

If w1, ..., 74 are not assumed to be twist inequivalent then all of the above L-functions have poles at s =1 of

order < 2.

Proof. The first four lines in the table follow from [27, Lemma 5]. Note that
L(7®% x ) @y, s) = L{wn,m) Xy, s s)L(Sym? 7; x (m] @my), s).

Since the representations are twist inequivalent it follows that w;/ ® )/ is cuspidal and the result follows
from properties of Rankin-Selberg L-functions.
The second to last line follows from the previous as

~/ 2
m@m @n;@m 2P @ (Wemf)Y @),

and the last line follows from the fact that m ® w3 and 73 ® 74 are cuspidal representations on GL(4, Ap).
When 71, ..., 74 are not assumed to be twist inequivalent the upper bound 2 follows as in the first part,
using the fact that m; are not solvable polyhedral. O

Lemma 2.2. Let 71,..., 7, be unitary cuspidal representations of GL(2,Ar). Let A\1,..., A\ € C and R a
set of places of F'. Then for any sequence (sp) — 11 we have

<Z | S Niay(m;)]? ) <3y (R)V2TY2 and D, <Z PIRY av(m)|> <o) (RYATVA,

vER i vER @

where T = 2 Z I[P 46 D (N2 +24 S0 [N AN if the representations T, ..., T, are pairwise twist
1<J i<j<k<l
inequivalent and T =23 |\i])* otherwise.

Proof. Let S be a finite set of places such that m; ,, is unramified for all ¢ and v ¢ S. By the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality:



Since

)\ v\ e 1 _— _
> 12 diaw(m)l* ST (D Il Hanm) [+ AN (792 @ ) +23 NNy (r @ @ 7))

S
vgs % vgs o i+ i#j
+ Z )\ )\/\kav( ®7T Q) —|—2Z)\)\/\ av(m®7rj®7rv®2)
4,7,k distinct i#j
+2) P Pamenemen)+4 Y APAMe(m e @ ey)
i#j i,j.k distinct

+4 Z Aidj i av(m T 7TV®2) + Z AidjARA LGy (T @ 5 & meomn) |,

i,5,k distinct i,7,k,l distinct

using Lemma 2] (see also Lemma [B2) we get that

i@y (T
%)(Z'Z ()

vER i

g 23 Nlt 33 P+ > [Nidj Ak A twist inequivalent
0 . i i#] i.5,k,1 distinct
(sn)( ) 4 .
2032 1\l) otherwise

Applying Cauchy-Schwarz again yields the second inequality. O

We now turn our attention to our main theorem for GL(2). We are grateful to the anonymous referee
for pointing out that Ramakrishnan’s result [2I, Theorem A] did not apply in our setting as written. We
therefore adapt Ramakrishnan’s work to control Hecke operators in many intervals.

Lemma 2.3. Let Fi,...,Fy, be a finite collection of sets of finite places of a number field F and (ay)n>1 —
1T be any sequence. Then there exists a subsequence (Sn)n>1 — 1% of (an) such that each set F; has
(sn)-Dirichlet density.

Proof. We will prove the result by induction on m, in the base case m = 0 choosing (s,,) = (a,). Suppose
Fi,...,Fm all have (s, )-Dirichlet density and F,,+1 is an additional set of finite places. We choose (s},) a
subsequence of (s,) such that

. Zvefm+1 q; § . Zvefm+1 q'l)_sn
lim ——2%—— = limsup ———————
k—oo —log(s—1) nooo —log(s—1)
In this case F; has (s))-Dirichlet density for each i < m + 1. O

The following lemma can be thought of as a version of [2I, Theorem A].

Lemma 2.4. Let F' be a number field. For 1 <i <r let m; be a cuspidal representation of GL(n;, Ar), and
let 1 <X =X9< X1 <...<Xp <o0. Then there exists a sequence of real numbers (Sp)n>1 — 1t and
sets Rj for 0 < j <m and R of finite places of F' such that if v € R; then |a,(m;)| < X, for all i, each
set R; with j > 1 has (s,)-Dirichlet density, and

Z 15 Sn) ) + Xr2n5(5n)(R00) <

Proof. For each i we define R; ; as the set of finite places v of F' such that X; ;1 < |a
convention that X_; = 0. We also denote R;  the set of finite places v of F' such tha
in the proof of |21, Theorem A] we have

(1) log L(mix 7wy 8) =Y Y aw(m)Pa, "+ > lao(m)Pa, " =D X7 Y ¢+ X7 > g

J=1veER;; VER, 00 j=1 VER;,; VER, 0o

o(m)| < X, with the
t < ay

i)
Xom (mi)]- As

We define recursively Roo = Ui, Ri,o and Rj = (Ui, Rij) \ (R UUre; i R ) for each j < m.
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Lemma 23] implies the existence of a sequence (s,,) — 17 such that all of the above mentioned sets have
(8n)-Dirichlet density. From (Il) we deduce that for each i:

. log L(m; x )/, s)
5 i Xi8(s,) (Rijoo) € lim ——tmtos = 1
Z ~10(s,) (Rij) + X50(5,) (Risoo) < st —log(s — 1)

The desired result now follows from the fact that d(,,)(R;) < >~ 0(s,)(Rq,;) for each j <mor j =oo. 0O
i=1

Theorem 2.5. Let F' be a number field and w1, . .., m, be pairwise non-isomorphic unitary cuspidal self-dual
representations of GL(2, Ar) which are not solvable polyhedral. Let A1, ..., \. be complex numbers, not all

zero, such that Y Nja,(m;) € R for all v. Then the set
i=1

F = {’U | Z)\iav(m) < 0}
i=1

has upper Dirichlet density at least
A= VUL YTPBOO )~ (B B e gy (BOG) = BOO),”

max min Xom X! k=1 Xia k=1 X;iézl
1<X <X <o X YLy Yy 20 2B(X)? ’
Yyitysr
where A = 3 |Ni[?, B(x) = /e Z I\i|, and T = 22 IN[EH63 AP +24 3T NN RN if
4 i<j 1<j<k<l
the representations i, ..., T, are pairwise twist inequivalent and T =23 |\i)* otherwise. We remark that

3
for any m the above mazimum is positive.

Proof. Consider a sequence of real numbers 1 < X = Xy < X; < ... < X,,. As before, let S be a finite set of
places such that m; , is unramified for all ¢ and v ¢ S. The representation Sym? 7, is cuspidal on GL(5,AFR)
as 7; is not solvable polyhedral and therefore Lemma [2.4] implies the existence of a sequence (s,) — 11 and
sets Ro, - . ., R of finite places such that each set R; has (s, )-Dirichlet density, |a,(Sym®* 7;)| < X; for each
1 and each v € R;, and

Z 15 sn) R;) + Xié(sn)(Roo) <r.

We will repeatedly use the fact that if |a,(Sym* ;)| < X then

an(m)| < e(X) = || 2

where ¢(X) is the largest root of the polynomial t* — 3t — 1 — X = 0. Indeed, this follows from the fact that
|aw(Sym* m)| = Jau(m)* = 3ay (1)* + 1] > |ay(m)]* = 3Jau(m)[* - 1.
We see that

Z|/\i|2 gﬁ(s (Z M) gﬁ(sn) (Z Z M) +5(5n) < Z w> ,

vgS it k=0vER} i VER 0o Tv
At the same time, Lemma [2.2] implies that

— ity ()2
D(Sn) < Z M) = 6(5n)(R0°)1/2T1/2'

VER q'u
Using the idea from the the beginning of this section we get
Aiy, (T 1 iy (T
S Al opxy ¥ Lapeo Y B,
VERL @ vEFNRy Y vER T
7



Putting these inequalities together and, if necessary, replacing (s,) with a subsequence in order to make
each set F N Ry, have (s,)-Dirichlet density yields

Dsy) (Z > M) < 3 2B(X) 0 (F N R + <ZB P ppIL W),

k=0vER qv k=0 VER qv
Again, using the fact that > Aia,(m) < | > Nay(m;)|, Lemma 222 implies:

5(3n) (ZB(Xk Z W) <D () ( Z Z)\ av (T ) -I-Z'D(sn) ( Z 3 Aiaw 71'1))
k=0 v

VERY veuRk VER a5

<Dy <B(X) > M) +> Dsn) ((B(Xk)—B(X)) > M)
k=1

VER o 9o UERXk v
§T1/4< (X)d(s) (R 3/4+Z ))6<sn)(ka)3/4>.
It follows that
D I € 2B(X)%0(0,) (F\ Rao) + 3 2(B( — B(X)*)5(s0) (F N Ri)+
k=1
+ TY4B(X)d(5,)(Roo)*/* + T”“Z (X))8(s) (Rk)** + 8, (Roo) /T2

In the above formula note that o, )(F NRx) < 6(s,)(Ri) and (s, ) (F \ Reo) < (s, (F). Writing yp =
X? 1605, (Ry) and y = X2,6(5,)(Roc) we deduce that

" 2(B(X1)? - B(X)*)yx
Z IAil* <2B(X)*6(s,,)(F) + Z X2 +
k=1 k-1
TVABX)y* | s (B(Xi) = B(X))y)* T2y
3/2 +T Z 3/2 + X )
Xm k=1 Xel m

for nonnegative real numbers y1, ..., Ym,y such that > y; + y < r. The desired lower bound on §(F) >
8(s,)(F) 2 0(s,)(F \ Roo) immediately follows. O

We remark that even for Hilbert modular forms our results do not follow from the Sato-Tate conjecture
as currently available. Harris proved the Sato-Tate conjecture for pairs (f,g) of Hilbert modular forms
using the Rankin-Selberg L-functions L(Sym™ f x Sym" g, s). Since Rankin-Selberg L-functions of the form
L(m X g X -+« X, 8) are not currently available for more than two general cuspidal representations (except,
in a small number of cases, on lower rank groups), it is not known that normalized Hecke coefficients of more
than 2 Hilbert modular forms are distributed independently. In particular, Theorem for more than 2
representations is new even in the context of Hilbert modular forms.

The first main result of this paper, Theorem [A] can now readily be deduced from the above.

Corollary 2.6. Let m and o be twist inequivalent unitary cuspidal representations of GL(2, Ar) with trivial
central characters, which are not solvable polyhedral. Then:

(1) ay(m) <0 for v in a set of upper Dirichlet density at least 0.1118, and
(2) ay(m) < ay(o) for v in a set of upper Dirichlet density at least 0.0414.

Proof. In the statement of Theorem 25 take r =1, A=1, T =2and X =3 <5 <8< 17<27T<38<

49 < 61 for the first part (for this choice of X; the minimum of the expression is attained at y = 0.0016,

(yx) = (0.86,0.078,0.055,0.00012,0.000011, 2.39e — 6,7.99e — 7,3.03e — 7,1.38¢ — 7)) and r = 2, A = 2,

T=10, X =10<23<30<36<45<54<72<81 <090 for the second part. These values were searched

for, and the explicit lower bound was computed using Sage. 0
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Remark 2.7. Assuming the Ramanujan conjecture Theorem, [{.1] would yield the bounds 1/8 = 0.125 instead
of 0.1118 and 1/16 = 0.0625 instead of 0.0414. For classical holomorphic modular forms, the bound 1/16
was obtained by the first author in [6, Theorem 1.1].

The ability to take arbitrary linear combinations of Hecke coefficients in Theorem[2.5lallows us to generalize
Dirichlet’s approach to primes in arithmetic progressions to obtain distribution results on the sign of a, ()
as v varies in certain ray classes.

Corollary 2.8. Let F' be a number field and © a self-dual unitary cuspidal automorphic representation of
GL(2,Ar) which is not solvable polyhedral. For any coprime ideals a and m, a,(w) <0 (or >0) forv=a
(mod m) wvarying in a set of places of upper Dirichlet density at least

1 V2 V2yieX) _Qi (e(Xk)* — (X ‘/_Z o(X))y"
hm Xm X3/2 k=1 kal XI::/Z
max min — ! ,
1<X<X1 <o <X YLsorUm y20 2¢(X)?

Yyity<hm

where hy, is the narrow ray class number of conductor m and c(x) = |/ A3+ V123+4””.

Proof. Let Cl(m) be the narrow ray class group and Hy, the associated class field. Consider every character
x of Gal(Hy, /F) = Cl(m) as a Hecke character of F'. We will apply Theorem 28] to the linear combination

fo = Z X(afl)av(xﬂ _ {%(W) ifv=a (modm) .

0 otherwise
x:Cl(m)—Cx m

The linear combination is a real number for all v as 7 is self-dual. Moreover, since 7 is not solvable polyhedral
the representations x7 are pairwise non-isomorphic as y varies.

Remark that f, < 0 if and only if a,(7) < 0 and v is in the class of a (mod m). The lower bound on the
upper Dirichlet density follows from Theorem B with A = 37 |Ai2 = ht and T = 2(X [A])* = O

Remark 2.9. For the explicit bound for Maass forms mentioned in the introduction after Theoreml[d], namely
that if g is a Maass eigenform then a,(g) < 0 forp =1 (mod 8) in a set of places with upper Dirichlet density
at least 0.0156 we take h = 4 = ¢(8) and X =19 < 40 < 69 < 98 < 127 < 156 < 185 < 214 < 243 in the

main formula above.

3. HECKE COEFFICIENTS FOR GL(n) OVER NUMBER FIELDS

The purpose of this section is to extend the method developed in §2]to the setting of GL(n) over arbitrary
number fields F'. We do that for a class of unitary cuspidal representations 7 of GL(n, Ar) which we call
good (see the definition below). For such 7 the L-function L(7%? x 7V®2 s) = L((r @ V) x (r @ 7), s) is
a product of Rankin-Selberg L-functions which converges when Re s > 1 and whose pole at s = 1 has order
which can be computed in terms of the decomposition of T ® 7V.

Definition 3.1. A wunitary automorphic representation © of GL(n, Ar) is said to be a cuspidal sum if there
T

exist unitary cuspidal representations m; of GL(nj,Ar), 1 < j <r, such that Y n; =n and for all v in F:
j=1

) = Zav(wj).

Vs a cuspidal sum.

We say that w is good if m @ 7

We remark that if 7 is an essentially self-dual unitary cuspidal representation of GL(n,Ar) such that
Sym? 7 and A2r are cuspidal sums on GL (("H) AF), resp. GL ((g),AF), then 7 is good automorphic.
Indeed, if 7V = 7 @ n for some character 7, then

T ~ (Sym’T®n) @ (NPr®e7n).

We will need the following results about good representations:
9



Lemma 3.2. Let m and o be good unitary cuspidal automorphic representations of GL(n,Ar). Let S be a
finite set containing all the ramified places of ™ and o. Then

503 el g 3y Lt

k>20v¢S k>20v¢S

converge when Res > 1.

Proof. By assumption, there exist unitary cuspidal representations m; of GL(n;,Ar), 1 < i < r, such that
T T
S n; =n? and a,(r @ 7Y) = Y a,(m;). Then

=1 i=1

§ a'uk 771

Using the Luo-Rudnick-Sarnak bound [16], it follows that
k(1/2-1/(n? +1))

<Z|avk 7T1

|av-,k( )| |avk T’

|a'u k(ﬂ-z)| < niqu

and therefore

_ 4
|av,k(7")|2 < n2q5(1/2 1/(n +1))'
In conclusion
|av k
>0 S S e
k>20v¢S k>2 U€S
which converges when Res > 1. The same argument apphes for the second convergence. 0

Lemma 3.3. Let m be a good unitary essentially self-dual cuspidal representation of GL(n,Ap). Let M
be the order of the pole of the Rankin-Selberg L-function L(r®? x 7V®2 s) at s = 1. If (s,) — 17 is any
sequence and R is a set of places of F' with §(s,\(R) = d then

sn) <Z la, (7 ) <vVMd and 5(%) <Z MU—(:”

vER @ vER Tv

) < vV Md3.

Proof. Let S be the union of the archimedean places of F' with the finite set of places where 7 is ramified.

Then
Z |av < Z Z |av k 1ogLS(7T®2 X 7Tv®275)

vgS @ vgS k>1

and therefore 5(571) (Z la”;—:)ﬁ> < M. The statement then follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality:
vgS v

() = () (o) o () = (2225) (52)

Now we are ready to state the main technical result of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Let my,...,m, be pairwise non-isomorphic good unitary cuspidal automorphic representation

of GL(n;, Ar). For anyt >0, and any A\1,..., A\ € C such that Y, Mja,(m;) € R for all v, the set
i=1

F = {v | Z)\iav(m—) < —t}
i=1
has upper Dirichlet density at least

5 ’ — - 3/40) — (42 1/2
5(F) > max min L PATEFXB)(A—y) +y¥0) - (2 + Ay +y!/2D)
X>10<y<rX—2 3(XB + 1)
10




the Rankin- Selberg L functmn L(n®% x 1/®2 s).
the minimum is achieved when y = 1"/X2

where A = Z I\i|?, B = E [Ai], C = Z [ANilv/M;, D = E VM;, and M; is the order of the pole at s =1 of

The bound is positive when t is close to 0, and when t =0

| 2° Aiaw(mi) + t?
Proof. Set Zg(s) = Z =1

S
vgS T

, where S is a finite set containing all the ramified places of the
m;’s and the archimedean places of F'. By Lemma we have

D(Zs(s)) =t +D()_ Nidjlog La(m; x ), 5)) =2+ > |\i] .
i=1
For X > 1 we denote by R the set of finite places v ¢ S such that |a,(m;)| < X for all 4, and we denote
by R its complement, excluding the places in S. By Ramakrishnan’s estimate 21, Theorem A] we have
I(R) < % As in the proof of Theorem we choose a sequence (s,) — 11 such that R and R have
(sn)-Dirichlet densities, in which case §

<_

sn)(R) + 05,1 (R) = 1 and we denote y = 45, (R) <z
Using Lemma B3] we find that

| S Niay () + ]2

_ 2 r _ ; |ay (i) |?
Doy | >, = = <@+ NP [ Doy | D=
vER v =1

s (!
vER % ﬁ
<@+ NP (Z Vs, ®)+ 5<5n>®>

et Y (3 VAT )

Note that if v € FNR then|2)\av (m) +t]* < XZ [Ai] + 1) Z)\av(m)—i—t) therefore

em|}_'

| ;)\iay(m)-l-tP Zi: )+t
Z 1= =

- XZ|/\ | +1)
vEFNR T

i:)\iav(ﬂ'i)—f—t
_ Z 1=1

S
vEFNR £
Since Y % converges at s = 1 we have
vgS v

Z )\iav(m) +t — Z )\iav(m)
~ =1 Y =1
Doy | D e |~ t6(5,)(R) + Doy | D
vER v

~ qs
vER v

<t(1 —y)+y3/42|/\i|\/4 M,
where the last inequality follows from Lemma The desired inequality follows by putting everything
together as for all X > 1 we have

24+ A< (t+ XB)(t(1 —y) +y>/40) + 2(XB +1)25(5) (FNR) + (2 + A)(y + y'/2D).

O
Next, we exhibit a number of situations when the hypotheses of Theorem [3.4] are satisfied. We begin with

an application of Theorem [B.4lto the occurence of large Hecke coefficients of unitary cuspidal representations
of GL(2) with trivial central characters, previously considered by Walji in [28]

11



Corollary 3.5. Let 7 be a unitary cuspidal representation of GL(2, Ar) which has trivial central character
and is not solvable polyhedral. Then |a,(w)| > 1 for v in a set of places of upper Dirichlet density at least
0.001355.

More generally, if X > 0 then |a,(7) — A| > V1 + A2 for v varying in a set of places of upper Dirichlet
density at least

(1+4X%) (1= (2+V6) X1 —2X2) — 25/4(20v/2 + V/3)(1 + 20) X ~1/2
ey 2(1 + 21)2X2 '

Proof. First, we remark that if 7 is a good self-dual cuspidal automorphic representation of GL(n, Ar) the
previous theorem implies that a,(7) < 0 (or a,(m) > 0) for v in a set of places of density at least

a 1 vM VM 1 <0
max — — -
X>1\2X2 2X%/2 2X3 2X4 ’

where M is the order of the pole of the Rankin-Selberg L-function L(7®? x 7V®2 5).
Let II be the symmetric square lift of 7, which is an automorphic representation of GL(3, Ar). Since 7 is
not solvable polyhedral, both Sym? 7 and Sym® 7 are cuspidal. This means that the representation

eIV ~Sym* 7 BSym?rH1

is good and therefore II satisfies the hypotheses of Theorem [3.4] (here 1 is the trivial automorphic represen-
tation of GL(1, Ag)). The L-function

L(II®% x I1V®2 5) = L ((Sym4 THIIE1) x (Sym* 7 BIIE 1), s)
has a pole of order three at s = 1. Therefore a, (II) > 0 for v in a set of places with upper Dirichlet density

at least
< 1 V3 V3 1 ) 1.355

max

X1\ 2X2  2X5/2 2X3 2x4 1000

In this case a,(II) = a,(7)?> =1 > 0 and therefore |a,(7)| > 1. The value 0.001355 can be obtained by
substituting X = 9.47.
For the second part of the corollary note that |a,(7)—A| > v/1 + A2 if and only if a,, (Sym? 7)—2\a,(7) > 0.

The representations 7 and Sym? 7 are cuspidal and not isomorphic and the corresponding Rankin-Selberg
poles are of order 2 and 3. Then lower density bound then follows from Theorem 3.4 O

In our second example we consider the automorphic induction from GL(2) to GL(4).

Corollary 3.6. Let E/F be a quadratic extension and 7 a non-dihedral unitary cuspidal representation of
GL(2,Ag) with trivial central character and which is not the base change from F of a representation of
GL(2,AFp). Then the set of split places F = {v place of F split in E | v = w - w°, ay(7) + aye(m) < 0} has
upper Dirichlet density at least

- ( 1 V7 1 V7

W) zmax| o5z ~ox52 ~ oxd  ax?

> ) >3.49.-107%
X>1

Proof. Consider the unitary cuspidal representation Il = Indg,p 7. In this case
Nl ~ ]lEEIGEEIndE/FSym27TEEI7T®7TCEEHT((X)WC,

where 6 is the quadratic character defining E/F and 7 is the conjugate representation. The representation
T ® w¢ a priori defined over E descends to an automorphic representation over F and therefore in the
expression above we treat 1,0, Indg,p Sym? 7, 7 @ 7€ and 07 @ 7¢ as representations over F.

We will apply Theorem B4l in the case of IT to study a,(IT), which equals 0 when v is not split in E, and
equals @, (7) + aye(m) when v = w - w® is split in E.

The assumption on 7 implies that 7V % 7¢ and therefore 7 ® 7¢ is cuspidal on GL(4, Ag). We deduce that
the order of the pole at s = 1 of the Rankin-Selberg L-function L(II®%xI1V®2 s)is at most 12+124+12+4+22 =7
as among 1,6, Ind Sym? m, 7 @ 7€, O ® 7 the first four are not isomorphic. The lower bound then follows
from Theorem B4l The explicit lower bound can be obtained by taking X = 18. O

12



Our final application of Theorem [3.4lis a generalization of Corollary 2.8 to places v which split completely
in certain Galois extensions.

Corollary 3.7. Let m be a non-dihedral unitary cuspidal representation of GL(2,Ar) with trivial central
character. Suppose E/F is a finite Galois extension and L/ F is a quadratic subextension such that Gal(E/L)
is an abelian group of order n. Then a,(mw) < 0 (or > 0) for v in a set of places of F that split completely
in E of upper Dirichlet density at least
(n+1)(1 -2 — (n+ 1)742v2+ (n — DVI9) X V2 —/n+1(2v2+ (n — 1)V19) X ! 0

R 2(n + 1)2X2 -
Proof. For each character x of Gal(E/L) consider the automorphic representation o, of GL(2,Ar) given by
oy = Ind,px. When x # 1 the representation o, is cuspidal and we denote I, = 7 ® o, the cuspidal
representation of GL(4, Ap).

If 0 is the quadratic character associated to L/F then:

2na,(m) v splits completely in F

3

ao(m) + ay(m) + Z a(Ih) = {O otherwise
x#1
is a real number for all v.
We will apply Theorem B4 to 7, O (where 6 is the quadratic character of L/F), and to the represen-
tations IL,, as y varies among the nontrivial characters of Gal(E/L), grouped in isomorphism classes, all

representations appearing with coefficient 1. Note that
I, ® I} ~ 1 86 B Sym® 7 B 6 Sym® 7 &8 Ind x* B Ind x* ® Sym® 7.

Therefore IT ® ITV is good since the representation Ind x? ® Sym? 7 is either cuspidal or an isobaric sum of
type (3,3) by [23], Theorem A]. Moreover, the order of the pole at s = 1 of the Rankin-Selberg L-function
L(IT$? X ITY®2, 5) is at most 12412417442 = 19, while the order of the pole at s = 1 of L((xm)®?x (x7)"®?, s)
is 2. Hence, we seethat A>n+1, B=n+1,C < 2\/5—1—(11— 1)\/@, and D < 2\/5—}—(71—1)\/@.

Theorem B4l implies that for v in a set of places of upper Dirichlet density at least the RHS in the desired
lower bound we have

ay () + a,(07) + Z ay(m ® oy) < 0.
x#1
However, this can only happen when v splits completely in F in which case we see that a,(7m) < 0 as well.
O

4. COMPARING HECKE COEFFICIENTS WHEN THE RAMANUJAN CONJECTURE HOLDS

In this section we give improved density bounds in the context of unitary cuspidal representations that
satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture. This includes, for example, regular algebraic cuspidal representations
that show up in the cohomology of Shimura varieties.

Theorem 4.1. Let F' be a number field. For each 1 <1i < r let m; be pairwise non-isomorphic unitary cuspidal
automorphic representation of GL(n;, Ar) that satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture. Fiz A1,..., A\, € C, not
all zero, t € C, and € € (0,7/2). Then:

(1) The set F ={v | arg(>_ Niay(m) —t) ¢ (—€,€)} has upper Dirichlet density
3(F) > [£12 + 3 1N+ (8] + D0 nal ) Izetsece
(1 +sece) (o nilAil +[¢])
(2) If 3" Niay(mi) € R for all v (e.g., if m; are self-dual for all i and X\; are all real), > Ajay(m) <t <0
for v in a set of places with upper Dirichlet density at least
2N+ 2 malAil)
222 nal Al + 1))
(3) More generally, Re Y Miay(m) <t <0 for v in a set of places with upper Dirichlet density at least
2Nl + 200l Nil)

A2 nal Al + [¢])
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Proof. (1): Let S be a finite set of places such that m; , is unramified for v ¢ S and 1 <7 < k. We will apply
the approach described above to the Dirichlet series

Z |25 Aiaw(mi) — Z | 2ol Niaw(mi)? —2Retz Z/\i;sv(ﬂi) +|t|zzis.

vgS @ vgS v vgS v vgs Y

First, as m; is cuspidal it follows that log Ls(m;, s Z Z @k k

vgS k>1 gl

converges at s = 1. As m; , is tempered

(i)

for v ¢ S it follows that the above sum converges for k£ > 2 and therefore Z v converges at s = 1. We

vES v
)\ v K3
conclude that D(Zg(s) Z |32z Niaw (o) )+ [t%
v S o
For i # j, m; % m; and therefore the function Lg(s Z A\i)j log Lg(m; x 7}, s) converges in the region
7,7=1
k
Re s > 1 and has a simple pole at s = 1 with residue Z I\i|>. Expanding, we deduce that
i=1

o I Ny ()P
ZZ“—

v S k=1

Since m;, is tempered it follows that |a, x(m)| = | > ok ;(m;)| < n; for each i. We deduce that

IZ/\’avk )|
>3 = (I n) SN el

ve¢S k>2 vgS k>2

which converges at s = 1. We conclude that D( Z [ 2oimy i () 2 ) =D(Ls(s)) = Z |2
4 i
vgS =1
Let F={v ¢S |arg(d> Niay(m) —t) ¢ (—¢,¢)}. We will use the fact that if arg(z) € (—¢,€) then

|22 < |2|sec(e) Re(z).
Let F = {v ¢ SUF}. We denote B =Y |\;|n; + [t|, in which case | Y. \ja,(m;) — t| < B. Tt follows that

Z IS Niay(m) —t]? < Bsec(e Rez ST Aiay(m;) —t

vEF @ v @
)\ o\ ) — )\ v\
= Bsec(e RezM Bsec(e RezM
vgS i veEF i
NGy (5 t 1
< Bsec(e Rez 2 Aau(m) =t + B%sec(e) —
v¢S v vEF T

Putting everything together we get
oIl + 1t =D(Zs(s))
A CANGE) A v\t —t
ZIZ i (i) — +DZ|Z it (i) I)

veF it veF it

< B*(1 +sece)§(F) — BRetsece

and therefore:
— [t|*> + BRetsece + > |\; |2

o0F) z B2(1 + sece)
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(2): When > Mja,(m;) and ¢ < 0 are reals, we obtain the desired inequality letting e — 0, as real numbers
have argument 0 or . o
(3): Apply the second part to the representations m; with coefficients A; and w; with coefficients A;. Then

Z(Aiav(m) + Ny (1)) = Z(Aiav(m) + Ny (7)) = 2ZRe ity (7;)

are all real numbers. Therefore Re Y  \ja,(m;) < t < 0 for v in a set of places of upper Dirichlet density
2N+ 2630 il Mil)
4032 nalAil)?
the representations {m;, 7} depends on isomorphism classes among the representations {m;, 7 | 1 <14 < r}
i|?+ 2t il A
2N+ (ZZ| D as desired. 0
4032 nalAil)

We use Theorem [T to study the distribution of Hecke coefficients a,(7) where 7 is a unitary cuspidal
representation satisfying the Ramanujan conjecture (e.g., classical and Hilbert modular forms of regular
weight) and v varies in certain Galois conjugacy classes. As Theorem M1l is stated for mutually non-
isomorphic representations, in our first application we will impose an additional technical assumption on the
representation 7, which is automatically satisfied when 7 is not automorphically induced.

at least

. Indeed, the lower bound L from the second part of this theorem applied to

but, since t < 0 and | > x| < > |z we get L >

Corollary 4.2. Let F be a number field and 7 be a self-dual unitary cuspidal representation of GL(n, Ap)
satisfying the Ramanugjan conjecture. Let a and m be coprime ideals of O, and denote by hy, the (narrow)
ray class number of conductor m. Suppose that for every character x of the ray class group of conductor m
such that m ~ wx we have x(a) = 1.

Then ay(m) < t < 0 for v = a (mod m) in a set of places of F of upper Dirichlet density at least
1 in

+ :
2(n+ [t])*hm — 2(n+ [t])?

Proof. Let Cl(m) be the narrow ray class group and Hy, the associated class field. Consider every character
x of Gal(Hy, /F) = Cl(m) as a Hecke character of F'. We will apply Theorem E] to the linear combination

f= Y X(Z_l)ww):{“”(”) fv=a (medm)

Cllmy s m 0 otherwise
Xt

The linear combination is a real number for all v as 7 is self-dual. Let H C Cl(m) be the group H =

{x € /C\l(m) | m = wx} and denote by h its order. We will apply Theorem H.1] to the representations x for
hx(a™?)

m
representative by assumption. We conclude that f, < t for v in a set of places with upper Dirichlet density
at least

representatives x € a\l(m) /H with coefficients noting that x(a™!) is independent of the choice of

> hx(aTh) /el + 10

x€Cl(m)/H B h n tn < 1 N tn
202( >0 Ihx(@)/hel + ) 20+ [t)2he 200+ ()2 T 200 4 [)2he  2(n+[t)?
x€CI(m)/H
The desired result follows from the fact that f, = 0 unless v = a (mod m), in which case f, = a, (7). O

Remark 4.3. Considering upper Dirichlet density as a probability function Pr, Corollary[f-g can be rephrased
in terms of conditional probability, using the Chebotarev density theorem, as
1
2n?’
In the case of GL(2) and GL(3) we are able to get additional distributional properties using the functo-
riality of tensor product on GL(2) x GL(2) and GL(2) x GL(3).

Pr(ay(m) <0]v=a (modm))>

Corollary 4.4. Let F' be a number field and E/F a finite Galois extension such that there exists a quadratic
subextension E/L/F with Gal(E/L) abelian of order n.
15



(1) Let m be a self-dual unitary cuspidal representation of GL(d,Ar) where d = 2 or 3, such that
satisfies the Ramanugjan conjecture. When d = 2 we furthermore assume that w is not dihedral. For
each t < 0 we denote by Fg(t) the set of places v of F which split completely in E such that
ay(m) < t. Then

— n+ 1+ 2td’n?
NFel) > s
Fe) 2 S e
(2) Ifm is a non-dihedral self-dual unitary cuspidal representation of GL(2, Ar) satisfying the Ramanugjan
conjecture then |a,(w)| > 1 for v in a set of completely split places in E of upper Dirichlet density
at least —.
2n?
Proof. For each character x of Gal(E/L) consider the automorphic representation o, of GL(2, Ap) given by
oy = Indz;r x. When x # 1 the representation o is cuspidal and we denote I, = 7 ® o, the automorphic
representation of GL(2d, Ap).
As in the proof of Corollary L4 we will treat each v € Gal(L/F') as a Hecke character on F'. Note that

dnay, lit letely in F/

Z 0 () + Z 0y (7 @ 0y) = () Z 0o () = na,(m) v spli s. completely in
0 otherwise

veGal(L/F) x#1 X

is a real number for all v as 7 is self-dual.

We will now proceed with the case d = 2. Then 7 is not twist equivalent to any of the o,, as pi is
not dihedral, and therefore II, are cuspidal representations. Moreover, since 7 satisfies the Ramanujan
conjecture so do the representations II,. We will apply Theorem E.1] to m, O (where 6 is the quadratic
character of L/F'), and to the isomorphism classes of representations IL,, as x varies among the nontrivial
characters of Gal(E/L). Let II,,,...,II,, be the representatives of the isomorphism classes of II,, and let
a; be the number of x such that II,, ~ II,,. In Theorem (1] we have 2 of the \; = ﬁ with n; = d = 2, the

2 2
other \; = :il_;z with n; = 2d = 4, giving E |/\z|2 = % and Enl|/\z| = 2. We obtain that
1 a;
(2) o Z a,(vm) + Z ﬁav (IL,,) < t
veGal(L/F)
for v in a set with upper Dirichlet density at least
2
D20 L 1+ 2d%n?
22+ [t)?2 T 2(2+ |t])2d2n?’

the inequality following from Cauchy-Schwarz as Y~ a; = n— 1. The desired result then follows from the fact
that the LHS of (2) can only be < 0 when v splits completely in E, in which case it is a, (7).

In the case d = 3 the analysis is complicated by the fact that Indy ,r x ® 7 need not be cuspidal when 7 is
a cuspidal representation on GL(3, Ar). However, [23] Theorem 3.1] implies that if x # 1 then II, is either
cuspidal on GL(6,Ar) or is an isobaric sum of cuspidal representations on GL(3,Ar). In the former case
II, satisfies the Ramanujan conjecture, as m does, and in the latter case the two cuspidal representations
satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture.

As in the previous case the lowest density bound occurs when the representations II, are all non-
isomorphic, after an application of Cauchy-Schwarz. We group the cuspidal II, into groups of isomorphic
representations on GL(2d) of size aq, ..., ay. If II, is not cuspidal we write II, = Hi H Hi and we group the
H{( into groups of isomorphic representations on GL(d) of size by, ..., b, noting that > a; + % Sbhi=n—1.
In Theorem [£1] we take 2 of the \; = % with n; = d = 3, the other \;’s being \; = % with n; = 2d and
Ai = Lo with n; = d, giving 3 [Ni[2 = 255 (24+ Y a2 + 300?) and Y ny| ;| = 2. We again obtain that

1 1 1 ) ,
® o Y aent Y tal)r Y (et am) <
veGal(L/F) I, cuspidal I1, >I1) 112
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for v in a set with upper Dirichlet density at least

2 2
LGtV L o p4 1+ 2td2n?

22+ t)* T 22+ [t])2d*n?
as Cauchy-Schwarz implies that > a? + > b7 > n — 1. The result then follows from the fact that the LHS
of @) can only be < 0 when v splits completely in E in which case the LHS is a, ().

The last statement follows from applying the above bounds to the cuspidal representation Sym?w of
GL(3,Ar) when t = 0. O

Corollary 4.5. Let F' be a number field and E/F a finite Galois extension such that there exists a cubic
Galois subextension E/L/F with Gal(E/L) abelian of order n. Let m be a non-dihedral self-dual unitary
cuspidal representation of GL(2, Ar) which satisfies the Ramanujan conjecture. For each t < 0 we denote
by Fr(t) the set of places v of F' which split completely in E such that a,(7) < t. Then

- n+ 2+ 18tn?

0 1) > —————.

Fe) 2 T+ yen?

Proof. For each nontrivial character x of Gal(£/L) consider the cuspidal representation o, = Indy,/p X, a
cuspidal representation of GL(3,Ar), and consider the cuspidal representation I, = o, ® m of GL(6, Ap),
which necessarily satisfies the Ramanujan conjecture. Note that

3nay lit letely in

Z av(]/ﬂ')—f—Za/v(ﬂ'@o'X) :av(ﬂ')Zav(gX) _ na (7T) v spli S. completely 1
0 otherwise

veGal(L/F) x#1 X

is a real number for all v as 7 is self-dual. Theorem ] then implies that
1 1
= Z av(uﬁ)+%2av(ﬁ®ax)<t
veGal(L/F) x#1

n+2 2
o5 + 2t 2+ 18t
for v in a set of place with upper Dirichlet density at least 29"2 not st o

(24 [t))2  18(2 + [t])2n?’

O

Example 4.6. Suppose f is a non-CM holomorphic newform with real Fourier coefficients. Since the
Ramanujan conjecture is known in this case, we obtain the following distribution results:

1
(1) Corollary[4.3 implies that a,(f) < 0 for p=a (mod n) in a set of upper Dirichlet density > So0n)
o(n
(2) Recall that a prime p is of the form m? 4 27n? if and only if p splits completely in E = Q((3, V/2).
Then Corollary implies that a,(f) < 0 for p of the form m? + 27n? varying in a set of upper

Dirichlet density at least ok

Example 4.7. Suppose X is a smooth projective genus 2 curve over Q such that End(Jac(X)) = Z, and
ap =p+1—|X(F,)|. A recent result of Bozxer, Calegari, Gee, and Pilloni [5] implies that there exists a totally
real field F' and cuspidal representation m of GSp(4,Ar) such that L(px qlcr,s) = L(m,spin, s), where for
a fized prime q, px,q = Ty Jac(X) ® Qq is the Tate module of the Jacobian of X. The representation 7 then
satisfies the Ramanugjan conjecture as px.q is realized in the etale cohomology of Jac(X).

The density of primes p = a (mod n) such that a, < 0 is then equal to the density of totally split places
v of F such that N(v) = a (mod n) and a,(7) < 0, where a, () is the Hecke coefficient of the functorial

1
transfer of ™ to an automorphic representation of GL(4, Ar) which, by Corollary [[-3 is at least 327()
w(n
We now turn to products of Hecke coefficients. The following result generalizes [6, Theorem 1.2] with
A1 =1, Ay = —1, all other coefficients being 0.

Corollary 4.8. Let F be a number field. Suppose m1,...,Tq,01,02 are pairwise twist inequivalent self-

dual non-dihedral unitary cuspidal representations of GL(2,Ar). Let 71 be a self-dual unitary cuspidal

representation of GL(2,Ap) which is not a twist of o; and 1o a self-dual unitary cuspidal representation of
17



GL(3,AF) which is not a twist of Ad(c). Consider coefficients M, ..., A, v1,V2, and t € R. Suppose the
representations m;, 0, T; satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture. Then the set

o1 3o Aau(m)? + 3 vyaslog)a(n) < 1}

has upper Dirichlet density at least
(t—AP?+ B+ (t—A) (|t — Al +3C + 4|v1| + 6[e])
2(3C 4+ 4)v1| + 6|va| + |t])? ’

a

where A = Z/\l,B Z/\2+Z 2, and C = Y7 [\l
1=1 =1 Jj=1 =1

In particular, if m and o are twist inequivalent unitary cuspidal representations of GL(2, Ar) which satisfy

the Ramanujan conjecture then signa,(w) # signa, (o) for v in a set of places of upper Dirichlet density at

least 1/32.

Proof. We denote by II; = Sym? 7;, which is a cuspidal representation of GL(3,Ar), since m; is assumed
not to be dihedral. Similarly, ¥; = 0; ® 7; is an automorphic representation on GL(4, Ar), resp. GL(6,Af).
The hypotheses imply that >J; is cuspidal and that II; and >; satisfy the Ramanujan conjecture. Then

2 a
Z/\a” ) —I—Zyjav 0;)ay(T5) Z)\av i +Zuj(2j)+2)\i.
j=1 i=1

The desired result would follow from Theorem BT using ¢t — Y ¢, A; if we showed that the representations II;
and X; are pairwise non-isomorphic. First, II;, ¥, and X, are representations on groups of different ranks
so they cannot be isomorphic. Since m; are twist inequivalent it follows that II; are mutually non-isomorphic

[8, Appendix]. O

In the context of unitary cuspidal representations of GL(2, Ar) with trivial central characters we are able
to answer a finer question, concerning the distribution of linear combinations of the Hecke coefficients in a
given interval. For classical modular forms, a similar question was studied by Matomaki in [I7].

Proposition 4.9. Let F' be a number field. Let my and wo be two twist-inequivalent unitary cuspidal repre-
sentations of GL(2, Ap) with trivial central characters, satisfying the Ramanujan conjecture. Suppose that
w1 and wo are not dihedral or tetrahedral. Let A1, Ao, a,b € R with a < b. Then the set

F=A{v]a<May(m)+ Aaay(me) < b}
has upper Dirichlet density 6(F) at least
2(A1 + A3) + 6N + (AF 4+ A3)((a + b)? + 2ab) 4 a®b?
2(4(0a] + [Aal)? +2(/al + B (As] + Ael) + |ab])”
A+ A3 +ab
2(4(IAal + 1222 + 2(|al + [P (IAx] + [A2]) + [ab]))
Proof. Consider the Dirichlet series
3 (i Miaulm) = @) (S Niou() ~b)°

qy

Zs(s) =

)

vES
where S is a finite set of places outside of which 71 and 7o are unramified. Then

4
Zs(s) = Z (Aray(m) +S)\2au(772)) T ((a+ b)* + 2ab) Z (Aray(m) +S)\2a1, 72)) a2 Z 1
ves . vEs % vaés
‘Q“W+WE:M%WﬂtM%W”—2@+m2ﬂk%“”tk%“ﬂﬁ
v S 2o vg S ay
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Since m; (1 < i < 2) is not dihedral or tetrahedral, the representations 7, Sym2 7, and Sym3 m; are all
cuspidal. Moreover, since m; and 7y are twist-inequivalent, m; ® 7o is also cuspidal. It follows that their
L-functions are entire, so the last two terms in the above identity are bounded. Moreover, by the properties
of the Rankin-Selberg convolution:

A1y (1) + Aay, (o 2 1
Z( (m) . (m2)) =(AT+A3)> —+0).
vgS T vgsS Y
By the cuspidality of 7y ® me and the properties of Rankin-Selberg L-functions:
Aay (1) + A2ay 4 1
Z( 10y (71) o (m2))" _ (2X1 42X +6M7A3) >~ =+ 0(1).
vgS 9o vgs Y
Combining the previous two estimates we get

1
Zs(s) = (21 42X + 6ATA3 + (AT + A3)((a + b)° + 2ab) + a®b%) Y — + O(1).
dy
v S
At the same time, the Ramanujan bound implies that

2 2
O Niav(m) = a)(Q_ Niav(mi) = b)| < 4(1M] + [Ao])® + 2 (lal + [B) (I\a] + [A2]) + |ab].
i=1 i=1
Therefore, using the approach outlined in the beginning of Section [2] with

fo= (Z Aiay (i) — a)(z Aiay (i) = b),

B =4\ + [X2])? + 2(Jal + [b) (] + [Az]) + [ad],
m = 2A} + 205 + 6AINZ + (A2 4+ A3)((a + b)? + 2ab) + a?b?,
M =\ + A3 + ab,
the conclusion follows. O

Remark 4.10. Taking \1 =1, Ao = —1 and b = —a > 0 we obtain that |a,(71) — ay(m2)| < b for v in a set
of places F with:
- b* + 43 + 5% — 8b — 11
5(F) > 0t ,
(b2 + 8b+ 16)2

which is positive when b > 1.3371.

REFERENCES

(1] P. B. ALLEN, F. CALEGARI, A. CARAIANI, T. GEE, D. HELM, B. V. L. HUNG, J. NEWTON, P. SCHOLZE, R. TAYLOR, AND
J. A. THORNE, Potential automorphy over cm fields, 2018.

(2] G. Banaszak AND K. S. KEDLAYA, An algebraic Sato-Tate group and Sato-Tate conjecture, Indiana Univ. Math. J., 64
(2015), pp. 245-274.

(3] T. BARNET-LAMB, T. GEE, AND D. GERAGHTY, The Sato-Tate conjecture for Hilbert modular forms, J. Amer. Math. Soc.,
24 (2011), pp. 411-469.

[4] V. BLOMER AND F. BRUMLEY, On the Ramanujan conjecture over number fields, Ann. of Math. (2), 174 (2011), pp. 581-605.

[5] G. BOXER, F. CALEGARI, T. GEE, AND V. PILLONI, Abelian surfaces over totally real fields are potentially modular, 2018.

[6] L. Cuiriac, Comparing Hecke eigenvalues of newforms, Arch. Math. (Basel), 109 (2017), pp. 223-229.

[7] L. CLozEL, M. HARRIS, AND R. TAYLOR, Automorphy for some l-adic lifts of automorphic mod | Galois representations,
Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Etudes Sci., (2008), pp. 1-181. With Appendix A, summarizing unpublished work of Russ Mann,
and Appendix B by Marie-France Vignéras.

[8] W. DUKE AND E. KOWALSKI, A problem of Linnik for elliptic curves and mean-value estimates for automorphic represen-
tations, Invent. Math., 139 (2000), pp. 1-39. With an appendix by Dinakar Ramakrishnan.

[9] S. GELBART AND H. JACQUET, A relation between automorphic representations of GL(2) and GL(3), Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm.
Sup. (4), 11 (1978), pp. 471-542.

[10] M. HARRIS, Galois representations, automorphic forms, and the Sato-Tate conjecture, Indian J. Pure Appl. Math., 45
(2014), pp. 707-746.

[11] M. HARRIS, N. SHEPHERD-BARRON, AND R. TAYLOR, A family of Calabi-Yau varieties and potential automorphy, Ann. of
Math. (2), 171 (2010), pp. 779-813.

19



12]
(13]
[14]
(15]
[16]
[17)
(18]
19]
20]
(21]
(22]
(23]

[24]
[25]

[26]

27]
(28]

AMm

M. HARRIS AND R. TAYLOR, The geometry and cohomology of some simple Shimura varieties, vol. 151 of Annals of
Mathematics Studies, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 2001. With an appendix by Vladimir G. Berkovich.

H. H. Kim, Functoriality for the exterior square of GLa and the symmetric fourth of GL2, J. Amer. Math. Soc., 16 (2003),
pp. 139-183. With appendix 1 by Dinakar Ramakrishnan and appendix 2 by Kim and Peter Sarnak.

H. H. Kim AND F. SHAHIDI, Functorial products for GLa x GL3 and the symmetric cube for GL2, Ann. of Math. (2), 155
(2002), pp. 837-893. With an appendix by Colin J. Bushnell and Guy Henniart.

E. KowaLskl, Y.-K. LAu, K. SOUNDARARAJAN, AND J. WU, On modular signs, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 149
(2010), pp. 389-411.

W. Luo, Z. RUDNICK, AND P. SARNAK, On the generalized Ramanujan conjecture for GL(n), in Automorphic forms,
automorphic representations, and arithmetic (Fort Worth, TX, 1996), vol. 66 of Proc. Sympos. Pure Math., Amer. Math.
Soc., Providence, RI, 1999, pp. 301-310.

K. MATOMAKI, On signs of Fourier coefficients of cusp forms, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 152 (2012), pp. 207-222.
C. S. RAJAN, On strong multiplicity one for l-adic representations, Internat. Math. Res. Notices, (1998), pp. 161-172.

D. RAMAKRISHNAN, Pure motives and automorphic forms, in Motives (Seattle, WA, 1991), vol. 55 of Proc. Sympos. Pure
Math., Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994, pp. 411-446.

, A refinement of the strong multiplicity one theorem for GL(2). Appendiz to: ‘“l-adic representations associ-
ated to modular forms over imaginary quadratic fields. II” [Invent. Math. 116 (1994), no. 1-3, 619-643; MR1253207
(95h:11050a)] by R. Taylor, Invent. Math., 116 (1994), pp. 645-649.

, On the coefficients of cusp forms, Math. Res. Lett., 4 (1997), pp. 295-307.

, Modularity of the Rankin-Selberg L-series, and multiplicity one for SL(2), Ann. of Math. (2), 152 (2000), pp. 45—

111.

D. RAMAKRISHNAN AND S. WANG, A cuspidality criterion for the functorial product on GL(2) X GL(3) with a cohomological
application, Int. Math. Res. Not., (2004), pp. 1355-1394.

SAGEMATH, INC., CoCalc Collaborative Computation Online, 2016. https://cocalc.com/.

F. Suauipi, Symmetric power L-functions for GL(2), in Elliptic curves and related topics, vol. 4 of CRM Proc. Lecture
Notes, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 1994, pp. 159-182.

R. TAYLOR, Automorphy for some l-adic lifts of automorphic mod I Galois representations. II, Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes
Etudes Sci., (2008), pp. 183-239.

N. WaLJL, Further refinement of strong multiplicity one for GL(2), Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 366 (2014), pp. 4987-5007.
N. WaLJI, On the occurrence of large positive hecke eigenvalues for GL(2), 2016.

UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSSETTS AMHERST, DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS AND STATISTICS, 710 N. PLEASANT STREET,
HERST, MA 01003
E-mail address: chiriac@math.umass.edu

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME, 275 HURLEY HALL, NOTRE DAME, IN 46556
E-mail address: ajorza@nd.edu

20



	Introduction
	Notations
	1. Automorphic representations on GL(n) over number fields
	2. Hecke coefficients for GL(2) over number fields
	3. Hecke coefficients for GL(n) over number fields
	4. Comparing Hecke coefficients when the Ramanujan conjecture holds
	References

