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INTERSECTING GEODESICS ON THE MODULAR SURFACE

JUNEHYUK JUNG AND NASER TALEBIZADEH SARDARI

ABSTRACT. We introduce the modular intersection kernel, and we use it to study how geodesics intersect on
the full modular surface X = PSLs (Z) \H. Let Cy4 be the union of closed geodesics with discriminant d and
let B C X be a compact geodesic segment. As an application of Duke’s theorem to the modular intersection
kernel, we prove that {(p,0p) : p € B8N C4} becomes equidistributed with respect to sin0dsdf on 8 x [0, 7]

with a power saving rate as d — 4o0. Here 0, is the angle of intersection between 8 and Cy at p. This
R

settles the main conjectures introduced by Rickards [Ric19].

We prove a similar result for the distribution of angles of intersections between Cy, and Cy, with a
power-saving rate in di and d2 as di 4+ d2 — oo. Previous works on the corresponding problem for compact
surfaces do not apply to X, because of the singular behavior of the modular intersection kernel near the cusp.
We analyze the singular behavior of the modular intersection kernel by approximating it by general (not
necessarily spherical) point-pair invariants on PSLa (Z)\PSL2 (R) and then by studying their full spectral
expansion.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Y be a negatively curved surface of finite area. The prime geodesic theorem [Sar80| states that the
number of primitive closed geodesics having length less than L, which we denote by 7 (L), satisfies

as L — oco. A natural problem is to understand how primitive closed geodesics of length less than L are
positioned or distributed in Y as L — co. In particular, one may ask

(1) how the number of transversal intersections I («, @2) between two primitive closed geodesics o1 and
ao is distributed, or
(2) how the set of angles of intersections between a; and «y is distributed,
as one varies a1, or both a; and ay. Bonahon [Bon86] defined the intersection form i:C x C — R™T on the
space of currents C such that when p; (¢ = 1,2) is the unique invariant measure corresponding to «;, then
i(p1, p2) = I (a1,a2). When Y is compact, Pollicott and Sharp used an extension of the intersection
form to understand the distribution of angles of self-intersections of closed geodesic a having length less than
L, as L — co. When Y is a compact hyperbolic surface, using the intersection form, Herrera proved
that the distribution of I (a1, a2)/ (I (1)l (ae)) for closed geodesics ai,aq of length < L, is concentrated
near 1/ (27% (g — 1)) = 2/ (7vol (Y)) with exponentially decaying tail, as L — oo. Here [(-) is the length
function, and g is the genus of Y.
In this article, we study a refined problem:
(3) how are the locations and angles of intersections between «; and s jointly distributed relative to
a2, as one varies aq, or both a; and as?

To state our main theorem, we let X be the full modular surface PSLy (Z) \H. On X, primitive oriented
closed geodesics are in one-to-one correspondence with conjugacy classes of primitive hyperbolic elements
of PSLy(Z). Moreover there is a bijection between the primitive hyperbolic conjugacy classes and the
SLs (Z) equivalence classes of primitive integral binary quadratic forms of non-square positive discriminant
[LRSQ9, [Sar82]. So by the discriminant of a primitive closed geodesic, we mean the discriminant of the
corresponding binary quadratic form. In particular, if the hyperbolic class « is associated to the binary
quadratic form @ then v~ is associated to —@Q.
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Each oriented primitive closed geodesics of discriminant d has a unique lift to a closed geodesic of length
2logeg in the unit tangent bundle SX. Let h(d) be the number of inequivalent primitive integral binary
quadratic forms of discriminant d. We denote the disjoint union of these h (d) closed geodesics by €y C SX,
which has total length 2k (d) log e4.

Note that the closed geodesic on X has length logeg or 2loge, according as () is or is not equivalent to
—Q |Duk88|, p.75]. We now let Cy; be the union of primitive (unoriented) closed geodesics of discriminant d
on X, and note that [ (Cy) = h (d) loge, is the total length of Cy.

Theorem 1.1. Fiz T > 100, and let 8 be a compact oriented geodesic segment of length < 1 in the region
determined by y < T on X. For 0 < 01 < 02 < m, let Ip, 9, (B,Cq) be the number of intersections between
B and Cyq with the angle between 61 and 6. (Here the angle between 8 and Cy at p € SN Cy is measured
counterclockwise from the tangent to 8 at p to the tangent to Cy at p.)

Then we have .
191 02 (ﬂv Cd) 3 / . — 25 4
—_— = — sin@df + O, (d~35s37¢ ) |
LB)L(Ca) 7 )y, ( )

uniformly in B, 01, and 02, under the assumption that
0y — 601 > di%,ﬁ

and that )
1(8) > d~ 7.

Remark 1.2. This statement is false if Cq is replaced by individual geodesics. For instance, the set of
intersections between B and a closed geodesic o does not necessarily become equidistributed as I () — oo.
To see this, take a finite sheeted covering S of X whose genus is > 2. Then according to Rivin’s work
[RivO1] there are arbitrarily long simple closed geodesics on S. Note that these simple closed geodesics must
be contained in a compact part of S [JR21]. This implies that there is a compact set C C X which contains
arbitrarily long primitive closed geodesics. Take a geodesic segment 8 in X — C. Then there are infinitely
many closed geodesics which do not intersect [3.

Remark 1.3. The exponent —% can be improved slightly by refining our argument, but in order to keep

the exposition simple, we do not discuss the optimal rate in the current article.
As an immediate consequence, we deduce that the intersection points and corresponding angles become
equidistributed, resolving the main conjectures introduced by Rickards [Ric19].

Corollary 1.4. Fiz a closed geodesic o. Then for any fized segment 5 C «, and any fired 0 < 01 < 0y < 7,

we have o
hrn 191792 (ﬂ? Cd) — l (/6) / SII ede
d—oo I (a, Cd) l (a) 01 2

Remark 1.5. Rickards’s work is motivated by the work of Darmon and Vonk [DV21] on the arithmetic (p-
arithmetic) intersection between pairs of oriented closed geodesics on the modular surfaces (Shimura curves).
The arithmetic intersection between oriented closed geodesics oy and ag of discriminants Dy and Do only
depends on D1 and Dy and the angles of intersections between oy and as. Darmon and Vonk conjectured
that [DV21l, Conjecture 2] that the p-arithmetic intersection is algebraic and belongs to the composition of
the Hilbert class field of real quadratic fields of discriminants D1 and Ds.

To prove our main results, we introduce the modular intersection kernel. For § > 0 and 61,65 € (0, ), let
k% SH x SH — R be the integral kernel defined by

kSO (@1,60) (22, 62)) = 1,
if the geodesic segments of length ¢ from x; with the initial vector ; intersect at an angle € (6,6s), and 0
otherwise. Under the identification SH = PSL, (R), for a given discrete subgroup I' C PSLy (R), we define
the modular intersection kernel Kg1’92 :T\PSLs (R) xI'\PSLs (R) — R by taking the average of k§1’92 over
I

01,0 6:.0
K327 (g1,g2) = Y kg (g1,792) -
yel

Here and elsewhere, A <, B means |A| < C(7)B for some constant C(7) that depends only on .
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The basic idea of the proof of Theorem [[.1] then is as follows. Heuristically,
191792 (ﬂv Cd)

1 01,0
] i .

where E C SXis a lift of 8 with either of orientations of 8

Bt)=(B(t),8 (1),
under assuming that §(t) is parameterized by the arc length. As noted from [LRS09], Duke’s theorem
[Duk88] can be extended to the equidistribution of €, in PSLy (Z)\PSLs (R) as d — oo. Observing that

1
57 /EK§1’92 (s1,9) dsi (1.2)

is a compactly supported function in g for compact 3, (1)) is
(6
L[] R 1, g) s,
gJB

which is asymptotically ﬂ%l (Ca)1(B) f:f sin ada as § — 0, by an explicit computation.

Note that ([[2)) is a discontinuous function. Therefore, in order to obtain the rate of convergence, we need
a smooth approximation of (L2), and a quantified version of Duke’s theorem with explicit dependency on
the test functions. To this end, we follow the argument sketched in [LRS09)] to prove:

Theorem 1.6. Assume that f € C§° (PSLs (Z)\PSLs (R)) has support in the region determined by y < T.
Then we have

1 / 3 25
— | f(s ds:—/ f(9)dug + Oc (logTd™ 52| f|l 6.0 ) -
1(Ca) Je, (#) 72 ) pSLy(z)\PSLs(R) (9) ditg ( I llw )

Here || - ||y#.» is the Sobolev norm:
[ fllvwer = max [195 (40:)™* (y0y)™ fll1r-

|a

should be well approximated by

Remark 1.7. The proof of Theorem[I1lis based on the equidistribution of the lifts of Cy in the unit tangent
bundle. For this reason, one may generalize Theorem [l to any surfaces and any sequence of closed geodesics
whose lifts become equidistributed on the unit tangent bundle.

1.1. Intersecting two closed geodesics. We now consider the number of intersections between two closed
geodesics when both vary.

Theorem 1.8. The following estimate holds uniformly in di,de > 0, and 0 < 6; < 0y < 7 such that
25
92 — 91 > (d1d2)7W

191,92 (Od1a0d2) _ 3 o2 : —giag e
e = /9 sin 09 + O, ((dldz) )

Note that if I" is co-compact, then the modular intersection kernel coincides with the intersection kernel
from [Lall4] when 6 = = and § > 0 is sufficiently small. However, when I'\H is non-compact, then they
are never the same; for instance, we have K;"%* (g,9) = Q(y) as y — oo (Proposition 2Z2). In particular,
K" is not a Hilbert—Schmit kernel, so the usual spectral theory does not apply. This is the main
technical difficulty of dealing with the modular intersection kernel for non-compact quotients of H. As it will
be shown in the subsequent chapters, when both «; and g are closed geodesics, Ip g (a1, a2) / (I (1)l (a2))
is the integral of 5’2Kg1’92/ (I (1)1 (ag)) over ag X aig. When 3 and ap vary over closed geodesics of length
< L, as L — oo, we expect that the integral converges to the integral of 5*2Kg1’92 over I'\ SH x I'\ SH, since
a1 X ag becomes equidistributed in T\SH x T'\SH, as L — co. However, unboundedness of the modular
intersection kernel K causes issues of interchanging the limit and the integral. In particular, the argument of
[PS06] using intersection form does not apply in this case. Hence, in order to prove Theorem [[8 we study
the full spectral expansion of K3 (g1, g2). This is similar to the existing work on the weight-m Selberg’s
trace formula [Hej76], except that we have to deal with all weights simultaneously, and that the modular
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intersection kernel is not diagonalizable in general. We go over this carefully in Section[Bl Once the spectral
expansion is obtained, the integral of 5*2Kg1’92 over a; X aig becomes a linear combination of the period

integrals of the form
/ d)lds X ¢2d$.
[e5] [e5)

We may now use the same estimates that we use in order to prove the effective Duke’s theorem to bound
these, which leads to Theorem [[L8] generalizing [PS06] to a non-compact hyperbolic surface.

2. THE MODULAR INTERSECTION KERNEL

2.1. Parametrization. Recall that PSLs (R) acts transitively on H and on SH with the fractional trans-
formations. For g € PSLs (R), z € H and u € SH we write these actions by gz and gu. We parameterize
the points of H and SH with z + iy and (z + iy, exp (i6)). Let

IT ((x + iy, exp (i9))) := = + iy,

be the projection map from SH to H.
Fix zg = ¢ and ug = (i, exp (z%)) Let g = naRy € PSLy (R) be the Iwasawa decomposition where

1 =z 50 cosf —sind
n_n(a?)—(o 1)aa—a(y)—(y0 y—%>’ and R9_<Sin9 0059)'

gzo = + 1y

gug = (x + iy, exp (z (g + 29))) .
For the rest of the paper, we identify SH with PSLs (R) by sending g € PSLs (R) to gug. We often use the
following fact in our computation without mentioning.

Then we have

and

Proposition 2.1. The image under v € SLy(R) of the geodesic segment of length & corresponding to
g = (x,&) is the geodesic segment of length 0 corresponding to ~vg.

We use the volume form given by dV = %. The volume of SX is then %2

2.2. Preliminary estimates. We first recall here the definition of the modular intersection kernel described
in the introduction. For § > 0 and 61,6, € (0, 7), we define the integral kernel
k2% . SH x SH — R
by
K50 (21.61) s (@2, €)) = 1,

if the geodesic segment of length 6 on H from x; with the initial vector & and the segment from xo with
the initial vector £ intersect at an angle € (61,62), and 0 otherwise. Here the angle of the intersection of
geodesic segments [; and [y at p € I3 Nl is measured counterclockwise from [ to lo. Under the identification
SH = PSLs (R) from §2701 we note here that

kg % (991, 992) = kg* (g1, 92)
for any g, 91,92 € PSLs (R).

Now for a given discrete subgroup I' C PSLy (R), we define the modular intersection kernel Kg1’92 :
T\PSLs (R) x T\PSLs (R) — R by taking the average of k§1’92 over I':
K§2% (g1, 92) = Z kg% (91,792) -
yel’

Note that when I' is co-compact, and § > 0 is less than a half of the injectivity radius of I'\H, we have
Kg1’92 < 1. However, when I"\H is non-compact, Kg1’92 (91, 92) becomes arbitrarily large near the diagonal
91 = g2 as y1,y2 — oo. This is illustrated in the following proposition when I' = PSLo(Z).

Proposition 2.2. Fizr 0 < 0 < 7. Then for any 1 > § > 0, we have
K3 (9,9) = Q0 (5y) .
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Proof. Consider
g= (Rei(%ﬁ-a(é))’eia(é)) € SH,

where a (9) is chosen such that the geodesic segment
By = {Re™ : |6~ g| <a()}CcH

has length 6. Note that the length of the segment does not depend on R and that « (§) ~ § as § — 0. From
this, we infer that 8, and By + n with 0 < n < RJ intersect.
The angle of intersection is explicitly given by 2arcsin %. So for all sufficiently small 0 < § < 6, we have

1 n
ks " (g, (0 1) g) =1,

Kg1’02 (g,9) > 0R > dy. O

for 0 < n < RJ. This implies that

In view of Proposition 2.2] the following proposition provides a nice upper bound of the modular inter-
section kernel.

Proposition 2.3. Let ' = PSLy(Z) and let 1 > § > 0. Let h be a compactly supported function on SH,
where we assume that h ((+,£)) is supported in Bs (i) for any & € S*. Define H : T\SH x T'\SH by

H (g91,92) = Z h (g1 'vg2)

~el’
for g1,92 € T\PSL3 (R). Then for g; = (2;,&) with distr\i (21, 22) > 20, we have
H (g1,92) = 0.

When y1 > 0 and y2 > 0 are sufficiently large, we have
H (g1, 92) < 0v/yryz|hl[ Lo~
Proof. If H > 0, then there exists v € I" such that
h (g7 'vg2) > 0.

This implies that the balls of radius § centered at z; and 7zo intersect, hence disty (21,722) < 260, which
contradicts the assumption.

Now to prove the second estimate, we first note that when ys is sufficiently large, we have y (yg2) < 1
unless v = ((1) Tll) Therefore h (gflvgz) > 0 only if v = ((1) Tll) Note that h (gf1792) =1 holds only if

disty (21,7 + 22) < 24. This is equivalent to

2 2
arccosh (1 + (nt ez = 21)” + (1= vo) ) < 20,

Y1Y2
and so
(n+ 9 — x1)* < y1y2 (cosh (26) — 1) — (y1 — y2)? < y1ye (cosh (28) — 1),
from which we infer that there are at most < §,/y1y2 choices of v which makes h (g1,vg2) > 0. ]

Now we analyze the modular intersection kernel when one variable is assumed to be contained in a compact
set. We first note that if § is less than half of the injectivity radius of go in T'\SH, then for each g € SH,
there is at most one v € I" such that

k2% (go,vg) # 0.

Therefore Kg“ez (9o, ) coincides with k?l’ez (g0, -) in the 2d-neighborhood of gg, which is a translation of
k3% ((4,),-) around (i,4).



6 JUNEHYUK JUNG AND NASER TALEBIZADEH SARDARI

Lemma 2.4. For 0 < 61 < 6y < 7, we have
/ k§1’92 ((i,4),9) dV = (cos@; — cos ) §°.
H

Assume that 0 < 6 < 1. Then for any € = 0(0) and € = o (02 — 61) there exist a smooth majorant Mg1’92

. 01,00 -
and a smooth minorant mg*"*, i.e.,

0< m§1,92 < k§1702 ((272) ) < Jw:?m%7

such that

/ mi*2dv and / M ay
are both

(cos by — cos ) 6% (1 + O (¢)),
and that

61,0 61,0 _
[mg" 2 o + [|1Mg " lyrkco = O (e7%) .

Proof. Note that the action of the geodesic flow of time ¢t on SH = PSLy (R) is the multiplication from the
right by a (e'). For given ¢ € (61,65), we describe the collection of g € PSLy (R) for which the corresponding
geodesic segment of length § intersects {iy : e’ >y > 1} transversally at angle ¢. Note that this happens
only when

for some 0 < tq,t> < d. Hence

Consider ¥ : AKA — PSLs (R) given by

ta

(t1,p,t2) — a (e%> Rga (e_7>

The determinant of the Jacobian of ¥ is a nonzero multiple of |sin ¢| (we refer the readers to Appendix [Al
for the computation), and so this defines a local diffecomorphism away from ¢ = 0 and 7. Observe that U is
injective away from ¢ = 0 and 7. From this we infer that the support of k§1’92 ((i,7), g) is the image of the
open box

{(tl,go,tg) s 0<ty,ta <9, 01 <p<By or 6‘1+7T<(p<92+71’}

under ¥, and

72 Os+m
/kglv‘h ((3,4) / / / |'sin (@) |dedtdts + = / / / |sin () |ddtydts
H 01+

= (cosf; — cosb) 62,

where we used dV = 3|sinp|dpdtdts ((A).

Note that the support of k01’02 ((i,1),-) is an open set which has a piecewise smooth boundary. Therefore,
under the assumption that e = 0 (d) and € = 0 (f2 — 61), there exist smooth majorant and minorant whose
L' norms are (cosf; — cosfz) 6% (14 O (¢)), and whose k-th derivatives are Oy (e7%). O

As an immediate application, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 2.5. Fix a compact subset C C T\SH, and assume that § is less than the half of the infimum
of injectivity radius of g € C in T\SH. Then for any given compact geodesic segment 3 C C, and for any

given € > 0 which is 0 (d) and o (02 — 61),
/Kg1’92 (s,-)ds
B
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admits a smooth majorant Mg1(§92 and a smooth minorant m?;fQ such that

lm 5 (o, 1M | = 1(8) (cos 0y = cos02) 6 (1 + O (e)) ,

and that
[m 7 e + M55 e = Ok (1(B) ™).

2.3. Intersection numbers. In this section, we prove formulas relating the number of intersections between
two geodesics to the integral of the modular intersection kernel over the two geodesics.

Lemma 2.6. Let a; = {a; (t) : t €[0,1())} be closed geodesics in T\H parameterized by the arc length,
and let a; = {(a; (t), 0} (t)) : t€[0,l(e))} C SH be the lifts of a; for i =1,2. Then for any § > 0,

1
191792 (a17a2) 52/ B Kgl)ez (81,82) dsidss.
(e8] «aq

Remark 2.7. For each «;, there are two choices of parameterization by the arc length, namely «; (t) and
a; (—t), but the integral does not depend on the choice of the parameterizations.

Proof. By abuse of notations, we think of each «; with ¢ € [0, («;)) a geodesic segment in H and accordingly
@; a corresponding curve in SH. For a geodesic segment o« C H parameterized by t € [a,b], let [o] C H be
the bi-infinite geodesic {a (t) : ¢ € R} that contains a. Then we express the integral as follows:

1
5—2‘/~ K01,02 (81,82) dsidsy = Z 52/ / k01’92 81,82) dsi1dss
as Jag ya2 J oy

= Z —Q/N/ k§1702 (Sl,SQ)dsldSQ
0% Jylaal Ja

YEL /T o

= Z Z / / k01,02 (81, 82) dsi1dss
'€l o Yloa]

YEL (0] \F/F 1
= / / kel 2 51,82) dSldSQ
0(2 [041]

~€ET al]\r/r[a ]
Here I'f,,) is the stabilizer subgroup of I' with respect to [ay].

Now because two geodesics in H may intersect at most once, for each intersection point p € a; N ag on
I'\H, there exists a unique v € I'/T'[,,) such that a; and 7[ao] intersect at a lift of p. Also, because [a1] is
a disjoint union of v’y with 4" € '), each {7’y : 7" € Iy} contains at most one v"y such that v'~[cs]
intersects o.

Therefore the intersections of oy and ay are in one-to-one correspondence with v € I'l4,)\I'/I'[4,] such
that y[ae] intersects [a;]. We complete the proof by observing that

/N /N kgl’ez (81, 82) dsidss =1,
Ylaz] Jaq]

if [aq] and vy[ag] intersect at an angle € (01, 62), and = 0 otherwise. O

Now let 8= {8 (t) : t €[0,1(B))} be a compact geodesic segment in I'\H, and let ay be a closed geodesic

as before. Then )
5—2/ /_vf(gl’e2 (51, 82) dSldSQ
az J B

does not always give I (8, a2). Instead, it is a weighted sum over the intersections of Sy := {8(t) : t €
[0,1(B) 4+ 60)} and as. We prove the following.

Lemma 2.8. With the same notations as above, assume that 0 < § < 1(B) and that By has no self inter-
section. For 0 < 61 < 03 < 7, let 5(50702)91 g, be the set of intersections between By and as where the
intersection angle is € (61,02). Then we have

-1 a1
52/ /K91’92 (s1,82)ds1dss = Z min{ﬁ 5(p),1,l(6)+55 b (p)}

PGS(ﬁ01a2)91,92
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Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 2.6 we first have

1 1
ﬁ/ ‘/~K§1’92 (817 82) d81d82 = Z ﬁ/ /~]€§1702 (81, 82) d81d82
az /B ~yel yaz JB

1
- Z ﬁ/w/Jfgl’% (s1,82) ds1dsa.
v[e2] J B

’YEF/F[Q2]

Note that because we assumed that Sy has no self-intersection, p € S (5o, a2) 9,.0, 1S I one-to-one correspon-

dence with v € I' /T, such that By and 7[a] intersect at p at an angle € (61,62). We denote by v, the v

corresponding to p. Observe that
/N /~]€§1’92 (81, 82) ds1dss =0,
Y] /B

if y[ae] N By = 0. So it is sufficient to prove that

i/ ~/~k§1702 (s1,82) dsidso —min{ﬁl(p) 1 1(B)+d-p" (p)}
Yplaa] /8

52 5 5
This follows by observing that k3% (8 (t1), 8’ (t1)), (vpz (t2) , (paz2)’ (t2))) = 1 for
(tita) € (B7 () = 6,871 () x (2" (p) = 6,05 (D)) ,

and 0 otherwise, whereas the integral over E is over the range t; € (0,1(8)). 0

3. SPECTRAL THEORY

3.1. Spectral expansion. We first go over the spectral decomposition of L? (SX). Readers may find more
details on the subject from [Kub73| and [Lan83]. On G = PSLs (R), there is a differential operator of order
2 that commutes with G action:

Q =02 + y0; + y0.0p,
which is called the Casimir operator. An equivariant eigenfunctions of € is a function f € C*°(SX) that
satisfies

Qf = Af
for some A € R, and
f(gRo) =™ f (g) (3.1)

for some m € 2Z. We say that a function has weight m if it satisfies (3.1]).
Each irreducible (cuspidal) sub-representation of the right regular representation

pg : f (h) = f (hg)

on L? (SX) is generated by an equivariant eigenfunction of Q.
We let E* and E~ to be the raising and lowering operator acting on equivariant functions on L? (SX),
which are given by [Jak94]

ET = 2 (2iy0, + 290, +i0p) , and

. 3.2
E™ = ¥ (2iyd, — 2y0, +1i0p) . (3.2)

Note that ET (resp. E™) maps a weight m eigenfunction of  to a weight m + 2 (resp. m — 2) eigenfunction
of Q.
For an even integer m let

Ysm (9) = y*e” ™.
Note that s, is invariant under the action of the unipotent upper triangular matrices. The weight-m
Eisenstein series is then given by

Em (9, S) = Z ws,m (’79) 5

YEL\I
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1 n
1
right-hand side of the equation is absolutely convergent only for Re(s) > 1, the weight-m Eisenstein series
has a meromorphic continuation to the entire complex plane.
Let © be the closure of

{/_Zh(t)Em (g,%Jrz’t)dt L h(t) € CF (R), meQZ}

L2, (SX) = {f € L* (5X) / [ (n(z) g)dz = 0 for almost every g € SX}

where ', = ) : m € Z ; is the stabilizer subgroup of I' with respect to the cusp ico. Although the

in L? (SX), and let

be the space of cusp forms. Then we have the decomposition

L*(SX) = ({1)e0 @ L?

cusp

(SX),

where ({1}) is the subspace spanned by a constant function.
We express the cuspidal subspace as a direct sum of subspaces generated by Maass forms and modular
forms as in [LRS09, (1.10)],

ZW EBZZ( Wep & W, )

m>12 j=1

where each Wﬁ;n corresponds to a G and Hecke irreducible subspace of a right regular representation on
L? Here d,, is the dimension of the space of holomorphic cusp forms of weight m for PSLs (Z). Each

cusp”

w? corresponds to a Maass—Hecke cusp form which we denote by ¢?. For m > 0, 7" corresponds to a

holomorphic Hecke cusp form ¢7". We identify a weight m function on N\H

m a b
f(yz)=(cz+d)" f(z) for (c d> =~vel
with a weight m T'-invariant function F on PSLs (R) via

F(g)=y? f(z)e™. (3.3)
When m > 0, viewing ¢}" as a function on SX, each W,r;n is spanned by
—\3 m —\2 m — m m m 2 m
o (B e, (BY) 67 Ber, of, BYel, (BY) o, (BY) 67
Note that when m > 0, E~¢7" = 0.
For m < 0, we set

W—mZWﬂ—;n:{f : fEWﬂ—Jm}

Now let
U 0 - Wﬂ-(?, and Uﬂ-m == Wﬂ-”_n @W 77717

when m > 0. We specify an orthonormal basis of each Uy m as follows.

The Maass cusp form case m = 0. Let — ( + t2) be the Laplacian eigenvalue of ¢Oﬁ for some real
. We set, (;5] o = ¢3, and define gb for [ € 27Z inductively by

E*¢), = (I +1+2it;) ¢ 145

The holomorphic Hecke cusp form case m > 0. We set ¢7',, = ¢]" and ¢]"_, = W, and define oy
for | € 2Z inductively by

(3.4)

E™ d)_]l_( _m)d)_?,ll—% and

3.5
E* ¢y = (I +m) ¢} (35)

TFormaHy, it is the eigenvalue of the Laplace—Beltrami operator on X that corresponds to (;5?.
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Finally, note that we have the following relation among the weight m Eisenstein series.

1 1
E E, (g, 3 + it) =(m+1-2it)E,_o <g, 3 + it> , and

1 1

With these notations, we have

Proposition 3.1. Let f € L?(SX). Then we have

dm
Flo) = [ fladn+ 33 (£ g o)

m>0j=1 1€2Z
1 > 1 1
— Enl- =+it En g, =+it)dt,
+ Z 47r/oo<f7 ( 2+Z>>sx (g2+z>

2|m [{]>m
me27Z

where we set dy = 400.

4. EFFECTIVE EQUIDISTRIBUTION

4.1. Invariant linear form. Define pq to be the integral over discriminant d oriented closed geodesics on

SX,
,ud(F):—[g F(s)ds = Z /C()F(s)ds.

disc(q)=d
where C (q) C SX is the oriented closed geodesic associated to the binary quadratic form ¢ [LRS09, 2.3].
Then for any F' € Uw;."a we have

pa (F) = pa (87) 0 (F)
for some linear form 77" on UF;_n invariant under the diagonal action [LRS09, §3.7.1], which we describe
below following [LRS09, §3.2]. (Note that the parameter s in [LRS09| is replaced by 2it in this article for
consistency.)

The Maass cusp form case m = 0. Let gb?’l be the Maass form defined by (34). When 4|l and [ > 4,
we have

2 (0 = i (60_,) = (1 = 2it;) (5 — 2it;) -+ (I — 3 — 2it;) w1)
GANTR AR (3 4 24t ) (T + 2at) - - (1 — 14+ 2it)] '
and 79 ( ]QJ) is identically 0 if I = 2 (mod 4). Note that {¢]Q7l}l€22 is an orthogonal basis of Uro, and

normalized so that,

165ll2 = l[65]| 2
The holomorphic Hecke cusp form case m > 0. Let gb;”l be the holomorphic Hecke cusp form defined
by B.5). When m =2 (mod 4), nj" is identically 0.
When m =0 (mod 4), for I > 4 with 4]l,

1.3.5...(%_1)

and n;" (qﬁ}?mﬂ) vanishes for | =2 (mod 4).
Note that {QS?J}ZGQZ l|>m 18 an orthogonal basis of U,r;n, and normalized so that
16712 = (187" ]| 2

for I € 2Z, |I| > m.
Eisenstein series case. By the above identities and following [LRS09, Section 3], we have

o (B (0 +0)) =m0 (8 (02 ).
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where for m > 4 such that 4|m,
(1 - 2it) (5— 2it)- - (2m — 3 — 2it)
(3+ 2it) (7 + 2it) - (2m — 1 + 2it)’

n (ma t) =n (_ma t) =
and n (m, t) is identically 0 if m =2 (mod 4).
4.2. Period integrals.

4.2.1. Holomorphic cusp forms. In this section, we give an upper bound on the period integrals of holomor-
phic forms. We first use the results of Shintani to relate the period integrals of holomorphic cusp forms
to the Fourier coefficients of half integral holomorphic forms. We then apply the result of Kohnen and
Zagier [KZ81] which gives an explicit version of the Waldspurger’s formula for the Fourier coefficients of half
integral holomorphic forms. An upper bound on these period integrals is deduced by using the subconvexity
bounds on the central value of the L-functions and the Ramanujan bound on the Fourier coefficients of
holomorphic modular forms.

Note that ¢(d) is identically zero when m = 2 (mod 4), and so we assume that 4|m. Let gZA);” be a
normalization of the Hecke holomorphic cusp form ¢7" of weight m such that a; = 1. Let

cld)= o (2)q(2,)F 7 de,
disc(q)=d Cla)

where (;32” (z) is the associated holomorphic modular form defined on the upper half plane and the integration
is on the upper half plane [B.3]). By [LRS09, equation (2.4) p.14], we have

e (d) | =l |ua (67°) | (4.4)
Let
0 (z, ézn) = Z c(d)e(dz).

d>1

By [Shi75, Theorem 2], 6 (z,qﬁ;-”) is a Hecke holomorphic cusp form of weight mT'H and level Ty (4). By
[LRSQ9, (6.2), p.37], we have the following explicit version of Rallis inner product formula

: i (m-1)1 (1 -
m m _ 2 m m m
(o(65) 0(6)) - Bl (hop) o i)
Suppose that d = Db? with D a fundamental discriminant. By [KZ81, Theorem 1], for D a fundamental
discriminant with D > 0 and 4|m, we have

¢(D)* (-1,

m—1 L (%7 (b;n @ XD)

2

o@r)elor)) (o)

mo (2 —1)! H
o)== B (1 (o) e (or o))

which implies that

[\

T2
By using the Ramanujan bound on the Fourier coefficients of integral weight cusp forms and the above, we
have

1
m— m— m_ 1 ' 1 1 2
@] <o o) < e (L (Lop) e (Jopen) )

T2

. (1) 1 1 z
|1ta (¢T) | <e |d|1+5% (L (§a¢}n> L (§7¢§n ®XD)> )
by (.4).

We now use the convexity bound

[\

and so

Lo Lye
L<§7¢] ) < m2+7
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and the subconvexity bound [BHMO07, Theorem 1]

1 m 75+129 1_1¢1_ €
L(§,¢j ®XD> Kem 15 D2ms(7200%e

where 6§ = = is the best exponent toward Ramanujan conjecture for Maass forms, to see that

mo_ |
lpa (@ ( ) | <e d4+6%m2'G4D1%-
2 T2
It is well-known that

(d.67) = T (Lyme)

up to a constant. Hence, by Stirling’s approximation

la ($7) | e diTem>O DI~ < @i~ dte,?9, (4.5)

[N
o
=
[

4.2.2. Maass forms. In this section, we give an upper bound on the period integrals of Maass forms. We first
recall some results of Katok and Sarnak [KS93| that generalize the work of Shintani [Shi75] to Maass forms
and related the period integrals to the Fourier coeflicients of half integral Maass forms. Then we use an
explicit version of the Waldspurger formula [BM10] and give a non-trivial bound on these period integrals by
using the subconvexity bound on the central value of the L-functions and the best bound toward Ramanujan
conjecture for Maass forms.

Let ¢9 be a Hecke—Maass form with < 9, ¢9—> = 1 and with the Laplacian eigenvalue — (% + t?) For

d >0, let
1 / 0
LN $2ds
1,3
\/§ﬂ-4d4 dlsc(q) d

p(d) =

be the associated period integral, and let
9 ((U + ’L'U Z p sgn(d) ” (4.7T|d|'U) ( )
d#0

where ngn(d) iy is the usual Whittaker function. Here p (d) for d < 0 is the sum of ¢0 over the CM points

with the discriminant d appropriately normalized (see [KS93| p.197] or [T'S20| section 3.3] for a detailed
discussion.)
Note from [KS93] that 6 ((u + iv), (;59) is a weight-3 Hecke—Maass form with the Laplacian eigenvalue

2
_ (% + tzj) By [KS93, (5.6), p.224] or [LRS09, (6.4), p.38], we have the following version of the Rallis inner

product formula

(0(5).069) =31 (3.9).

O i Ll E P

is the completed L-function.
By an explicit form of Waldspurger formula [BM10, Theorem 1.4], and the best exponent toward the
Ramanujan conjecture [LRI20, Corollary 6.1], we have

p(d) 1 L(3,4® XD)) : T e sen(d)  wltyl
1 <<€ b t 1 1 ,
0(60).0(e0)) VI (L(1,sym2¢g) #5171 e

where d = Db? with D a fundamental discriminant. Note from Stirling’s formula that

1 ; 1 ;
Lyt Lt Sy
F(2 2 J)F(Q 2 J><<|tj|%e

where
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from which we infer that

11 (69) < di|p(d)]

LD (L 40 z .
L di (A <%¢9>>2 <—L(2’¢j ®XD)> bt~ = o

L (1,sym2¢9)

1
1 1 2 sgn(d)
<. di (L (5,41,9) L <§7¢2 ®XD>> b&ﬂmr( SO
We now use the convexity bound,
1 .
L (§7¢9) <<6 |t.7|2+ )
and the subconvexity bound [BHMO7, Theorem 1],

1

1 314404 1 1.1
L<§’¢?®XD> < Jtj) T D220t

to conclude that
25

pa (89) <o dite|t;|Tpsite DT « a3 I )T, (4.6)

4.2.3. Eisenstein series. For a non-square integer d = 0,1 (mod 4), let d = Db? where D is a fundamental

discriminant. Then we have the following explicit formula for the period integral of the Eisenstein series

[Zag81, p.282[l:

[(3)%d% L(s, d)
I(s)¢(2s)

pa (Eo (5 8)) = (4.7)

where
o) = Eloxo) | S (Z) oo (2)]. (18)

Here L(s,xp) is the Dirichlet L-function attached to the quadratic Dirichlet character xp(-)
the Mobius function, and oy, (-) = >_,|. a” is the divisor function.

Il
—
Io
S—
=
=
N
=
wn

Now assume that s = % + it for some t € R. By Stirling’s formula, we have

L(3)?

1
t| 2.

By the zero free region of ((2s) around 2s = 1 4 2it, we have
IC(25)] > t™¢.
We also have the convexity bound
¢ (s) < It]%,
and we know from [HB80] that

1 3 e
L5 +itw ) < (] + DD

Finally, observe that we have

50 (2) - (2) <o

alb

Combining all these estimates, we deduce the following estimate from @7 for s = % + it:
p1a (Bo (-, 5)) < dz1te, (4.9)

TWhen b = 1, this is a classical result due to Hecke [Sie65, p.88].
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4.3. Proof of Theorem For any compactly supported smooth function F € Cg§° (SX), recall from
Proposition 3] that we have

—WQ/Fgldgl-f—ZZZ (F,07) g5 971 (9)

m>0 j=1 €27
Z / F B, 1 + it En, ! + it | dt
2 SX 93 2 ’

2|lm |l|>m
mEQZ

and so from the discussion of Section 1], we have

w0 = (5) [ P@dgs X S X (e g )

m>0 j=1 4z
4|m [l|>m
1 1 1.
—|—Z F E, -,§—|—zt an m,§+zt wa | Eo -,§+zt dt.

m€4Z

Firstly, we have from (@I, &2), and 3) that n" ((b;.’?l) and n (m, 3 +it) are both O (1). Note by
successive integration by parts and Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we have for all N > 1,
m —-N

(F, 971 <n (|l|2 +1) " ||F|lweanz2sx),

when m > 0, and
-N
(F, 050 <w (12 + 162 +1) 7 1 Fllwarzsx)-

Likewise, assuming that the support of F' is contained in y < T', we have

2

where we used [Kub73, (6.1.6)] and [Jak94, (1.6),(1.7)].
Now for m > 0, we take N = 3 and apply (&3] to see that

dm
YD na (7)) D AF ST e (@71) e d2 T F o),

m>0 j=1 ledZ
4im |[|>m

and for m = 0, we take N = 2 and apply (£8) to deduce

1 _
<F, Epn ( ~ 4 zt)> <n (mP+2+1)7" | F|lwanz(sx) log T,
SX

Zﬂd $9) D (Fd) 1) g ) (651) <e dFFE | F| a2 syy.

€4z
For the Eisenstein series contribution, we take N = 2 and apply (£9) to see

1 1 1
S L[ (L)) (i) (5 (L)) T
2 ox 2 2

m€4Z
Therefore Theorem will follow once we establish the following lower bound for the total length of %;:

1(%a) = 2h(d) log eq > d> . (4.10)

To see this, let d = Db? where D is a fundamental discriminant. Then by Dirichlet class number for-
mula [Dav67, p.50] for binary quadratic forms discriminant d (or by letting s — 1 in (7)), we have

h(d) log(eq) = d? L(1,d)
with the same L(-,d) given in [@3]), i.e.,

L(1,d) = L(1,xp) | Y _ p(a <> 10_1<§)

alb



INTERSECTING GEODESICS ON THE MODULAR SURFACE 15

S0 (D)oo () 50 (2);

alb

Note that

where e = ac, and that

- (5)) =

el ple
Now (@I0) follows by using Siegel’s lowler bi)lund [Sie35]
L(1,xp) > D™,
and this completes the proof of Theorem
4.4. Proof of Theorem [I.Tl We are now ready to prove Theorem [Tl Assume that 5 :[0,1(8)] — X is a
sufficiently short compact geodesic segment in the region determined by y < T such that 5 ([—1(5),2l(5)])

has no self intersection. (We fix T for simplicity, but it is possible to vary T with d.) For § = d=¢ with a > 0
to be chosen later, such that [ (3) > 4, let

Pr=A{B(@) : t€[0,1(8)—10]}
and
Ba:={B () : te[=4,1(8)]}
Then from Lemma 2.8 we have
5—12/% EK(?I’GZ (s1,82) dsidsg < 1972 (B, ay) < 5—12/~

(63

/N Kgl’ez (81, 82) dsi1dss
2 1
for any closed geodesic ay. Now define fi, fo € C§° (SX) using Lemma [Z4] by
1 _
filg) =+ ; my % (sy'g) ds
1

and )
fale) = 55 [ M0 (s7'g) ds,
Bz

with € = d72%, where we assume that 6 — 6, > d—®. Note that m (gflgg) and M (gflgg) are minorant and

majorant of Kgl’ez (g1,92) for g1 € Bi, g2 € SX for all sufficiently large d. Hence, for all sufficiently large d

(independent of as), we have

/~ f1(s)ds < 1% (B, a3) < / f2(s) ds,

and so

f1(s)ds < 21992 (8,.Cy) < | fa(s)ds, (4.11)
C(apd (gd
where the factor 2 amounts to the fact that &y is a double cover of Cy.
We now apply Theorem to see that
1 3 25
| fi()ds =5 [ fi(g)dg + O (4 F Y fillwoos )
@ | A= [ I Fillws

Because of the choice of f; and fs, we have
[ fillwe. < 7% (8) < d'*1(B),

and
/SX fi () dpg = (cos by — cosb2) (1 (B) + O (8)) (1+ O (€)) = (cosby — cosbz) 1 (B) (1+ O (d_Q“))

by Lemma 241 Now we complete the proof of Theorem [Tl for sufficiently short geodesic segments by

choosing a = % and applying these estimates to ([{I1). This then implies Theorem [L1] for any geodesic
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segment of length < 1 by dividing the segment into finitely many sufficiently short geodesic segments, and
then applying Theorem [l to each of them.

5. SELBERG’S PRE-TRACE FORMULA FOR PSLs (R)
Let k € C§° (PSL2 (R)), and let K be the integral kernel on SX defined by
K (g1,92) = Yk (91,792),
yel’
where k (g1,92) = k (gflgg). The corresponding integral operator Tk acts on f € L? (SX) by
T (f) = | K(g1,92) f(g2)dg2 = / k(91 '92) f (92) dgo-
SX PSL>(R)

It follows that Tk (f) € L?(SX). In this section, we study the spectral expansion of K in terms of the
equivariant eigenfunctions of the Casimir operator, which are explicitly described in §8.11 In other words,
we derive Selberg’s pre-trace formula for PSLy (Z)\PSLs (R).

5.1. Cuspidal spectrum. In this section, we describe explicitly the spectrum of Tk acting on the cuspidal
subspace L2, (SX). Let R, (f) () = f (zg) be the right regular action of PSLy (R) on

cusp
Lgusp (F\PSL2 (R)) = Lgusp (SX) :

Lemma 5.1. Let @ be an irreducible unitary representation of PSLs (R). Then for any f € W, C
L2, (SX), we have

TK(f) c W,.
Proof. Observe that

Ti(f) (1) = / K (g1, 92) f (g2) dgs = / k(97 92) f (92) dga = / k(u) f (g10) du, (5.1)

PSLa(R) PSL:(R) PSLy(R)
where u = g7 1gs. Hence, we have
Te(f)= [ k@R du
PSL2(R)
and because R, (f) € W, for every u, we conclude that Tk (f) € W;. O

From (510, for an abstract irreducible unitary representation m of PSLy (R) and f € W, we define the
action of k on f by

kx f= k (u) m (u) (f) du,
PSLa(R)
which agrees with Tk (f) when Wy is a subspace of L2, (SX).

Let ¢ : W — Wy be an isomorphism of representations © and «’. Note that for f € W, and f' € W/
with ¢ (f) = f’, we have ¢ (k % f) = k * f'. We denote by ¢,, € W, the unique (up to a unit scalar) vector
of norm 1 and weight m. We fix the unit scalar except for the spherical or the lowest weight vector, by using
the normalized lowering and raising operator that we introduced in 4] and (3)).

Now let

h(k,m,n,m) := (k * ¢m, dn), (5.2)
and let My (m,n)(g9) = (7(9g) ¢m,Pn) be the matrix coefficient of m. We note that h (k,m,n,n) and

My (m,n) (g) do not depend on the choice of the unit scalar of the spherical or the lowest weight vector.
We recall some properties of M, (m,n) (g) in the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2. We have for every g € PSLy (R),
|Mz (m,n) (g9)| <1,

and
M, (m,n) (Rg:gRp) = eiimeeimeler (m,n) (g)-
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Proof. We have
= |7T (g) ¢m|2 = Z <7T (g) Dms ¢n>2 )

n

from which it is immediate that |M, (m,n) (g) | < 1. For the second identity, we have
My (m,n) (RorgRo) = (x (9) 7 (Ro) dm, ™ (R-g:) du) = € "™ "" My (m,n) (g) . O
Define ki, € C§° (PSLy (R)) by

2w 27
km.n (9) = 47T2 / (RorgRg) e~ =m0 4p’ d. (5.3)

Note that
Emmn (Ro,gRe,) = ein91km1n (9) Moz (5.4)

The following lemma holds for every unitary irreducible representation of PSLs (R).
Lemma 5.3. We have
h(k,m,n,m) = / Emn (u) Mx (m,n) (u) du,
PSL>(R)
and for all non-negative integers N1, Na, we have the following estimate
B (kymyn, ) <nenen, (14 m) ™ (04 )™ [k
Proof. Recall from the definition that

h(k,m,n,7) = /PSLQ(R) k (u) {7 (u) pm, dn) du = / k(u) My (m,n) (u) du,

PSLy(R)

and so

h(k,m,n,m) = /PSL2(R) k (u) My (m,n) (u) du.

= 47_‘_2 ‘/PSL /// RQI’LLRO (mu TL) (RO’URG) d6‘d6‘/du
2

471'2 PSLa( )M () /// (RoruBRg) e™ %" dfd! du
2

/ Emon (u) My (m,n) (u) du.
PSL3(R)

Therefore, by integration by parts, we have

1 . -
h(k,m,n,ﬂ')g/ K () |du:/ —2// k(RouRp) e~ ™0e=% d0d0’ | du
PSL>(R) PSL>(R) a2 Jo Jor

<n (L+m) ™M @+ [n)) ™™ ||kl s,

where we used |M, (m,n) (u)| <1 from Lemma[5.21 This completes the proof of our lemma. O

5.1.1. Principal series representation of SLa (R). For our application in the subsequent chapters, we need a
refined estimate for h (k, m,n,7) when 7 is a unitary principal series representation. We first give an explicit
representation of h (k, m,n, 7).

Lemma 5.4. Let W, be a unitary principal series representation of SLo (R) with the parameter it [Kna0ll
Cahpter VII]. Let

h(k,m,n,t) = / Fmn (9) y? e dg, (5.5)
PSLy(R)

where g = na (y) Rg. Then we have
h(k,m,n,7) = h(k,m,n,t).
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Proof. We note that principal series representations are induced from the unitary characters of the upper
triangular matrices to PSLs (R) [KnaOll, Cahpter VII]. In this model, a dense subspace of a representation
is given by

{f: PSLy(R) — C continuous : f (zan)= e(it+3) log(@) £ ()}

P = / | (Ro) a6,

m(9) f(z)=f (9 ').

The weight-m unit vectors are explicitly given by
¢m (Rga (y) n) _ eimey—(%—i-it)-

Note that the orthonormal basis {¢,,} is normalized as our convention in ([B4), i.e.,

with the norm

and the PSLs (R) action is given by

E ¢ = (m+1—2it) ¢p—2, and
ET ¢ = (m 414 2it) ¢pio.

With these, we first see that
ki * b (Ror) = / k() y (u Ry ) "3 gm0 (e Rar) gy,
PSL>(R)
— [ k(e y (o) ) g,
PSLa(R)
where v = u™ 'Ry and v = Rg(yya (y (v))n (v). We therefore have
1
(k) = (k * fon f) = / ko f (Ro) Fo (o) 0
27

=— [ e / k(Rov™ ')y (U)f(%ﬂ.t) e dude’
% PSL;

1
Cor

_ / km,n (w> y%+it67im0dw,
PSLy(R)

where w = v~ and w = na (y) Ry. Note that y =y (v) " and § = —6 (v). O

y%Ht / e ind g —imb . (Row) dd' dw
PSLy(R) o'

We now prove that h (k, m,n,t) decays fast in all parameters uniformly.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that k is supported inside the compact subset C C SLy (R). Then we have
/ Ko (9) y2 e ™™ dg <o (14 m)) ™ (1 ) ™™ (14 1) ™™ [kl
PSL>(R)

for any N1, No, N3 > 0, where N = N; 4+ N3 + Njs.
Proof. From the definition, we have

2T 2m
) dxd
/ i (9)y? Fite ™ dg = —// / (Royn (x) a (y) Rey) y* e 0= % g agy =27
PSL2(R) Y2

and so the statement follows from integration by parts. O
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5.2. Continuous spectrum. For k,, ,, given by (5.3), let
Km,n (91792) = Z km,n (9;1792) . (56)
~el’

Then we infer from (5.4) that

Km,n (glR91 ’ 92R92) = eiinele,n (91, 92) eim92,

and so it defines an integral operator that maps weight m-forms to weight n-forms. Denote by S™ C
L? (I\PSLs (R)) the space of weight m forms and by S the space of weight m forms in L, (SX). We

cusp
first recall the following result regarding the decomposition of Ky, m,.

Theorem 5.6 ([Hej76]). The integral kernel

oo

1 1
h(k,m,m,t) Ep, (gl, 3 —|—it) E., (927 > +it)dt

1
Km,m (91792) - E/

— 00

defines a compact operator ST, — S™  that acts trivially on ©. (Here h (k,m,m,t) is given by (5H).)

cusp cusp
We define E¢ to be (E*)" if a > 0, and (E_)‘a‘ if @ < 0. We have
= (-B) ",
which follows directly from [B2). Let ¢, n be given by
E"""E,, (g,8) = cmn (s) En(g,8).

Observe that

- —im# —in®
E’ﬂ myse m :cm7n (S)yse Z’ﬂ7

1 1
Cmom <5 + it> = Cn.m <5 + it> (5.7)

and that

for t € R.

Theorem 5.7. For m,n € 27Z,
Koo ( )—i/ooh(kmnt)E L it B (g0t +it )at
m,n \g1, 92 Ar - s 110y T, n 9172 m 9272

defines a compact operator S¢i., — St that acts trivially on ©.

Proof. Note that
[ B (0 (91,92 £ (02)) dgz =0
for every g1, m # n, and f € C5° (I'\PSLs (R)). Hence
TxkE™™": Cg° (T\PSLs (R)) — C5° (T\PSLz (R))
is an integral operator with the integral kernel

K'(g1,92) = Z K (97 'v92)
~yer
where
K (9) = (-E)" " k(g) = E"""k(g).
Then by Theorem [5.6] we see that

1 [ 1 N [/ 1 _\
KN (91792) = K’:I,’Il (91792) - E/ h(k/7n7n7t) E’n (glu 5 +'Lt) En (927 5 +’Lt)dt
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defines a compact operator T : ST . — ST  that acts trivially on ©. Note that

cusp cusp

o0 1 1
/ h (k/,’I’L7’]’L,t) En (gl, 5 + lt> En (927 5 + Zt) dt
(K n,n,t 1 1
- / hEnnt) g <gl, S 4 it> Er-mE,, <92, S 4 it> dt.

—0o0 Cm,n (% + ’Lt) 2 2
Let
1 (> h(k nnt 1 1
K”/ (91792) = Km,'n, (91,92) — —/ %En <917 — —|— ’Lt) Em (gg, — —|— ’Lt) dt
A J o Cm,n (5 + zt) 2 2
Note that

TK” = TK/// 0] Em_n.

Firstly, since E™~"™ does not annihilate the Eisenstein series, Tk acts trivially on ©.
If m>n2>0orm<n <0, then as a map S, — Sii,, ker (E™™") is empty, and we may decompose
ST o, as

cusp
sm . =Im(E™ ") @R,

cusp

where R is a finite dimensional subspace of ST spanned by modular forms of weight > n and their images

cusp
under raising operators in S7 .. Note that

(E™™) " Im (™) — 82

cusp
is a bounded operator, hence

Trcrr| pm(Em—ny = T © (Emin)il
is a compact operator. This implies that Tk is a direct sum of a compact operator and finite dimensional
linear operator, which is a compact operator.

Ifn>m2>0o0rn<m<O0, then E™™" : S, — ST, is surjective, and so we may define a bounded
operator

(E™ )72 Sy = (ker (B™"))
from which it follows that
Ty = Tien o (B™ )7
is a compact operator.

If n>0>m orm >0 >n, then we further decompose Tk~ to

E*’Vl Em T
qn SO gm K" Sn

cusp cusp cusp cusp’

and then combine the above arguments to see that Tk is a compact operator.
Finally, observe that

h(K',n,n,t) :/

PSLy(R)

1 L
= Com (_ * it) / k(g)y=*te™dg,
2 PSLa(R)

and we complete the proof using (5.7)). O

(En——mk (g)) y%“tei"edg

5.3. General case. We are now ready to describe Selberg’s pre-trace formula for PSLs (R).

Theorem 5.8. For k € C3° (PSLs2 (R)), let K be the integral kernel on SX defined by

K (g1,92) = > _ k(91,792) -
yel
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Then we have

K 91792 //K 91792 dgldg2+zz Z k m,n,w;) (b;,n (gl)(b;,m (92)

e>0 j=1 m,ne2Z
2le \m| In|>e

1 1
—|—— Z / h(k,m,n,t) E, (g1,§+it) En, (927§+it>dt,

m,neE27

where 7§

< is the irreducible unitary representation of PSLa(R) associated to ¢5.

Proof. We first note from (&3] and (5.6) that
1 27 27 o ,
Kmn(91,92) = Z m/ / k (Raigfl’yggR@é) e_mel_zm%d@id@é
0 0
2 27r o
“ g [ Sk s e i,
2 27r
47‘-2 / 1R9/ , QQRO/) ind) —zm92d9/ d6"
271' 27 o , ) )
i [ R ) G ) g a0

Therefore, we have the Fourier expansion of K,

K (g1, 92) Z Kpn (91, 92)
n,me27

where the summation is uniform for g; and g2 in compacta.
We infer from Theorem [B5.7] that

1 > 1 1
Kpn(91,92) — E/ h(k,m,n,t) E, <gl, B + it> E,, <92, B + it) dt

— 00

21

defines a compact operator acting on L.usp that acts trivially on ©. Because it only acts non-trivially on

weight m forms, we see that

— 00

1 & 1 1
Km,n (91792) - E/ h(kumunat) En (gh 5 + lt) Em <927 5 + ’Lt) dt

min{|m|,|n|} de

= 5 [ Ko lonadgdga > (koo n) 65,0 (90 )

e>0 Jj=1
2[e

where we used (52), and the fact that

o 1 1
/ h(k,m,n,t) E, (gl, B + it) E,, <92, B + it>dt

acts trivially on LCusp Note that the integral on the right-hand side of the equation vanishes unless m =

n = 0, in which case it is identical to

9
—4/ K (91, 92) dg1dga.
T
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5.4. Proof of Theorem [I.8. We now present a proof of Theorem Recall from Theorem [5.8] that we
have

K 91592 //K 91,92 dgldQQ +ZZ Z k m 7’),,71']) (b;,n (gl)(b;,m (92)

e>0j=1 m,ne2Z
2le \m| In|>e

1 N [ 1 \
+— Z / h(k,m,n,t)E, <g1,§+zt) En <92,§+Zt>dt.
m,ne27
Therefore we have

1
o~ o~ K(Sl,SQ> d51d82:M+D+—E,
l((gdl)l((gd2) [gdz %dl

47
where
9
= —4/ K (g1, 92) dg1dga,
T
i -
ZZ S nw?)udlw n) tds (05.,,)
e>0 j=1 m,ne2Z ! l(cgdl) (Cfdz)
2le [ml,|n|>e
a “d2 (45) e Vel Y
7221% 1(%4,) > hkmon,m) 0§ (65,) 05 (65,).
e>0 j=1 m,ne4z
4le [m[,|n|>e
and

E = Z /Oo h(k m,n t) Hd, (En (,%-ﬁ-lt)) hdsy (Em ('7%+7;t))dt

mone2z” = T L(Ca,) 1(%y,)
Hdy (Eo (-,%—I—it)) hds (EO (.7%4_1'15)) 1 . f
ng€4Z/ ) 1(€a,) 1(C,) ™3 +at | n|m, 5 + it | dt.

For D with e > 0, we use (£2), (@3], Lemma 53] with N; = Ny = 5, and [@I0) to see that

)33 Mldlgd Mdz(;zj) D (o w) i (65,0) 05 (95,m)

e>0 j=1 m,nE4Z
4le [ml,|n|>e
_ 25 _ _
<e > ¥ (dady)TTETE D" |m| P | Kl o,
e>0 m,ne4’
4le lm|,|n|>e

_ 25
& (dida) 32 k|lyi0.00

For D with e = 0, we use (&), ([@L6]), Lemma B3 with Ny = No = 2 and N3 = 4, and (£I0) to see that

o0 0 20 (A0 )
B S ) 600 )

j=1 l(%l) W) 52
> _25 4., 3 _ _ _

S N 2 I (T SO € o ) e O T € ) 1
=1 m,ne4z

_ 25
< (d1da) 75 k| ps.e.
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For E, we use [@3)), (£9), Lemma B.5 with N3 = Ny = 2 and N3 = 3, and ([@I0) to see that

o0 N R T/ 1\
Z / h(k,m,n,t)udl (E0(72+Zt))ud2 (EO(72+zt))77(n7%+lt>’r](m,l"'lt)dt

ORI Y/ l(%dl) l(cg(b) 2
> -1 € — — —
<o X[y ) o ) 1) e
m,n€edz” —°

< (dids) T |1k
102 W00

Now observe that

2
_ T
//K(gl,gz)dgldgz :/ / k (97 " g2) dgadgr = 5 [ k(9)dg,
SX JSH SH
3

and so
M= —2/ k(g) dg.
T Jsu
So far, we proved the following:
Theorem 5.9. For any k € C5° (SH), we have
! / K (s1,50) dsvdss = — [ k(g)dg+ 0 ((d dy) 3 k| )
T NI 1,82)ds1dse = — e | (did2 Wioes | .
U %a,) U(Caz) Jeu, Ja, ™ Jsm

Remark 5.10. Note that this is not the same as equidistribution of €y, X €4, in SX x SX. For instance,
if we replace K with any compactly supported smooth function in SX x SX, then the equality may not hold
when dy is fized and dy tends to co.

In order to prove Theorem [[L8 we make specific choices of k in Theorem We let K7 and K to be
the kernel corresponding to k = m§1’02 and k = M§1’92 defined in Lemma[24] respectively. Then by Lemma

2.4 we have

! 1 01,0
- - K1 (s1,82)ds1ds Si/ K99 (s, 55) dsds
l(%)l(%)l@ N IR TICZR N S R
1
S~~~ K5 (s1,589)ds dss,
_Z(ng1)l(cgd2) [gdz cgdl 2( 1 2) 1 2

while we know from Lemma that

/ th% (s1,82) dsidsy = 46%Iy, 4, (Cq,, Cay) -
(€d2 Clapdl

We now apply Theorem and Lemma 24 to see that

(51, 59) dsidss = — (cosfy — cos0a) 62 (1 + O (£)) + O, ((dndy)~Fte o).

T2

1
T K;
l ((gdl) l ((gdZ) /C(apd2 (gdl

Therefore, we have

1 Cq,,C4q, 3 ~25 4 _j0.—
W == (cosby —cos) (L+ 0 (6%)) (1 + O (g)) + O ((dldg) ) 2),

and by choosing 6% = ¢ = (dldg)_%, we complete the proof of Theorem [[L8
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APPENDIX A. JACOBIAN COMPUTATION

Recall that ¥ : AKA — SLy (R) is given by

t1 _t2 t1—to t1tta
e 0 e 2 0 e 2 cosy —e 2 sin¥g
(tla 2 t2) = _t1 R% o | = —tiztz . T, ta—ty ©
0 e 2 0 ez e~ 2 siny e 2z coss

In this section, we compute the pullback of dV = % under ¥. We start with the identity

t1—to titta
e"? cosy —e 2 sing * *
—t1—ta ta—ty =n (‘T) a (y) R9 = |\ sinf cosf | -

- @ sinf  cosf
e 2 sing e 7 coss NN

By comparing the image of i € H, we have

t1—to . titte
) e~ 7 cosgi—e 2 sing
$+ly: —t1—to t
e

. . 2—t1 ?
= sinfi+e = cos¥

and for simplicity, we write this as %. By comparing the second row of each matrix, we have

= B.

=
.
Ned S
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From a quick computation, we see that

A B A B el et — 1
—. B, =——, A, ==—,B,=—, A,=——B, B,=—A, ImAB =1, y= ——.
27 t1 2; to 2; to 27 %] 2 ) %] 92 , 11 y Y |B|2
We use these to express the Jacobian matrix in terms of A and B as follows

A 1 ell et A2
Re Im@ Re(—-4% — 5 B?

Ay =

B 2
d(x,y,0) N L o1 e—t1 42
e R R
0 2Img 2B
From this, we have
i 6($7y76‘)‘:|3|4 8(w,y,9)‘
y2 8(t15t25@) 8(t15t25@)

1 A 1 — _ A2
= ‘—§et1Re <§> + Zhn (BQ) Im <AB <et1 + et1§)> ‘
el et
=|—Im (B? —_—
’ 2 m( ) + 4|B|2
Now we use the definition of A and B to compute each term explicitly as follows
2Re (AB) = — (e + e ") singp

e Im (BQ) =siny

(—2Re (AB) — |A[*Im (BQ))‘ :

e M| A2 = e'2 sin? g tet2cos?

e"'|B]? = e~ "2 sin? 2 1 etz cos? f,
2 2

and so

1| 9(xy0) ‘ L ingl

— |/ | = <|siny|.

y? |0 (t1,ta,0)| 2 v
Therefore, we conclude that

1
dv = §| sin p|dty dtadep. (A1)
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