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ON LENGTH SETS OF SUBARITHMETIC HYPERBOLIC
MANIFOLDS

ALEX KONTOROVICH AND XIN ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We formulate the Asymptotic Length-Saturation Conjecture on the
length sets of closed geodesics on hyperbolic manifolds whose fundamental groups
are subarithmetic, that is, contained in an arithmetic group. We prove the first
instance of the conjecture for punctured, Zariski dense covers of the modular surface.

1. INTRODUCTION

By the length spectrum of a hyperbolic manifold M, we mean the set of lengths
of closed geodesics on M, with multiplicity. As is well-known, closed geodesics on M
correspond to hyperbolic conjugacy classes of its fundamental group

I'=m(M) < Isom(H") = PO(n,1),

and lengths of the former are a simple function of traces of the latter. It is also
classical to study the length set, that is, the set of lengths of closed geodesics, now
counted without multiplicity; again, this is intimately related to the set T (') of traces
(without multiplicity) of hyperbolic conjugacy classes of I'. In this paper, we initiate
a detailed study of the latter for (sub)arithmetic groups, from the viewpoint of local-
global theory.

To motivate our main results, we begin with a few illustrative examples.
Example 1: Consider the Hecke (2,3, 00) triangle group, or rather, its orientation
preserving double cover, the modular group I' = SLy(Z). The trace set T(I') of the
latter is elementarily seen to be all of Z, as for any desired integer t, one simply
expresses t as t = a + d and factors bc = ad — 1 to make a matrix (‘; 3) € I' having
trace t. This is because I' is an arithmetic (or better yet, congruence) group, and
hence any solution to ad — bc = 1 over Z gives an element. We can compare these
facts with the count for the number of points in I' in an archimedean ball By of
radius N: as with any lattice in SLy(R), we crudely have

#I' N By ~ cN?, (1.1)
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for some constant ¢ > 0, which means that the average number of times that a
particular integer ¢t < N arises as a trace of a matrix in By is of order N*/N = N.
But this does not take into account the fact that trace is a conjugacy class invariant.
For t > 2, let H(t) denote the number of conjugacy classes of elements in I' with
trace t. As is well-known (see Chowla-Cowles-Cowles [CCC80], though this was surely
known to Selberg and likely before), H(t) is equal to h(t* — 4), where h(D) is the
classical class number, that is, the number of equivalence classes of binary quadratic
forms of discriminant D (not necessarily primitive). By the Prime Geodesic Theorem
we have (compare to (1.1)):

> H(t) ~ 21?;\], (1.2)

t<N

and so a “typical” value of H(t) (for ¢t < N) is more like N/log N, rather than N.
(Note that the fundamental unit e€p for discriminant D = t* — 4 is about as small
as possible, ep = (t ++/D)/2, and hence this class number is as large as possible,
of size about \/E) The discrepancy in counting matrices versus counting conjugacy
classes makes sense, as the archimedean size of elements under conjugation grow
exponentially (the stabilizer group of a conjugacy class is a discrete subgroup of some
SO(1,1)), so (log N)-many matrices of size N are grouped together. This is a minor
issue here, but will play a major role in the next example.

Example 2: Now consider the Hecke (2,5,00) triangle group, or rather its double
cover, the group I' generated by

=((50)- G 1))

where ¢ = (14+/5)/2 is the golden mean. (Recall that SLy(Z) has similar generators,
except with ¢ replaced by 1.) The group I' is nonarithmetic, but it is subarithmetic,
being a subgroup of the arithmetic group I' := SLy(Z[¢]). The latter does not act
discretely on H, but is a lattice in SLy(R) x SLy(R), where it acts by the Galois
conjugate in the second factor. (The fact that I" is a lattice in the first factor, while
the second factor is non-compact, is one way to see its nonarithmeticity.) In fact I" is
a thin group (see, e.g. [Konl4]), as the set of Z-points of its Zariski closure is exactly
I', and it has infinite index in the latter. The set of traces of I' is again elementary
to determine; it is the full order O = Z[¢], for the same reason as in Example 1. But
now we may ask, which ¢ € O are also traces of I'?

The asymptotic count (1.1) of matrices in a ball is still of order N?. But now, since
O =2 Z @ ¢Z is a quadratic ring, the number of £ € O with norm at most N is also
roughly N2. Therefore the average number of matrices in By having a given trace
t € O is a positive constant.
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But what happens when we group by conjugacy classes? (In Example 1, this caused
the average count to drop by a factor of log NV, but here we don’t have this factor to
spare!) Let Hr(t) denote the number of conjugacy classes of I" having trace t € O.
As T is a lattice in SLy(R), we still have the Prime Geodesic Theorem (see (1.2)),

that
N2
H ~ 1.
> Hr(®) ~ g (1.3)
N(t)<N

where N : O — Z is the algebraic norm. Therefore there can’t be more than
O(N?/log N) elements t € O which actually arise as traces in I' N By, and thus
the density of those that do arise is zero! While we can’t say much about the class
number Hr(t), in every conjugacy class that does arise, there should be about log N
matrices of size N, as before. So when counting matrices, even though the “aver-
age” multiplicity is bounded, what’s really going on is that 100% of the time, the
multiplicity is exactly zero, and very rarely there are somewhat large (of size at least
log N) multiplicities. See also recent work of McMullen [McM20] in this direction.
We remark that the number of clements of I in a ball By is roughly N*, and Hz(t)
is roughly of order ¢2.

Example 3: For our last example, consider the Hecke (2,7, 00) triangle group, or
rather its double cover, the group I' generated by

= ((ha) -G

where 7 = cos(27/7). The ring O = Z[n] is cubic, and so the number of matrices of
size N in I is of order N2, while the number of possible values of the trace up to N
is N3, and hence it is clear that very few numbers in O can occur as traces.

Returning to the general setting, in light of these examples, to be able to say
anything about the length set of a general manifold M, we need some conditions.
First we should assume that its fundamental group I it is subarithmetic (or else the
traces could be completely random numbers), and let O be the ring of integers of the
trace field (that is, the field generated by the traces) of T

Obstruction 1: Let a > 0 be the “growth exponent” of I', in the sense that

#I'N By = Noto),

(When I is a geometrically finite group and ¢ is the Hausdorff dimension of its limit
set, then o = 26.) As in Example 3 (and Example 2), to be able to study the length
set, we require that a exceeds the rank of O. One can think of this as an “archimedean
local obstruction.”

Obstruction 2: There are also potentially other local obstructions. Already in the
case of a classical congruence group I'(¢) := ker(SLa(Z) — SL2(q)), only the numbers
that are 2(mod ¢) can arise as traces in I'(¢). We say that ¢t € O is admissible if,
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for every ideal Z C O, t € T(I')modZ. (We remark that the set of admissibles is
“easy” to determine in practice, as follows from Strong Approximation for Zariski
dense groups.)

Obstruction 3: There is one final archimedean local obstruction. Given any
manifold, we can take a cover that destroys the systole; that is, what was the shortest
closed geodesic need not remain closed under a cover, making the shortest length
(that is, smallest trace) of such a moving target. So we should allow for finitely many
“small” values of O to not arise as traces.

We may now formulate our main conjectures.

Definition 1.4. With notation as above, we say that a subarithmetic hyperbolic
group I' length-saturates if: every admissible ¢ € O with sufficiently large norm
arises in the trace set of I'.

Definition 1.5. We say that [' asymptotically length-saturates if

#T(I') N By
#{t € ON By : tis admissible}

— 1, (1.6)

as N — oo.

Thus the modular group length-saturates, as in Example 1 (see also work of Marklof
[Mar96] studying distinct length sets of arithmetic 3-folds), while the Hecke (2,5, 00)
group does not even asymptotically length-saturate (it fails Obstruction 1).

Conjecture 1.7 (Asymptotic Length-Saturation). Let I be a subarithmetic hyper-
bolic group, with growth exponent o exceeding the rank of O. Then I' asymptotically
length-saturates.

The stronger statement that with the same assumptions, I' length-saturates is false.
Indeed, already for certain cocompact arithmetic 2-folds corresponding to the norm-
one elements of a quaternionic division algebra, the trace equation can cut out a
ternary indefinite inhomogeneous quadric, which can exhibit infinitely many Brauer-
Manin-type obstructions.

In this paper, we make the first progress towards Conjecture 1.7, by proving as-
ymptotic length-saturation for punctured, Zariski-dense, submodular groups.

Theorem 1.8. Any punctured, Zariski dense cover of the modular surface is asymp-
totically length-saturating. In fact, it is effectively so, in that the right hand side of
(1.6) is 1 + O(N~¢) for some € > 0.

Note that we do not require geometric finiteness of I', as we can pass, if needed, to
a finitely generated but still Zariski dense and punctured subgroup of I'.!

"n dimension 2, as is the setting of Theorem 1.8, geometric finiteness is equivalent to finite
generation.



ON LENGTH SETS OF SUBARITHMETIC HYPERBOLIC MANIFOLDS 5

Remark 1.9. The question of length-saturation is closely related to the Local-Global
Conjecture for Apollonian packings, Zaremba’s Conjecture, and McMullen’s Classical
Arithmetic Chaos Conjecture (see, e.g. [Konl3, Konl6, McM12] for discussions of
these). Each of these problems amounts to understand the image of a linear form
(which in the setting of this paper is the trace) of a Zariski dense subgroup (or sub-
semigroup). In each of the previous cases, the expected multiplicity in a ball of size
N was some fixed positive power of V.

Note that in our setting here, there is no restriction on the growth exponent a of
I'; indeed, the Hausdorff dimension o of the limit set of I', which can be as small as
d > 1/2 (due to the puncture, see [Bea65]). Counting with multiplicity, we have that:

#{yveTNBy : tr(y) < N} = N+, (N — o0)

So the multiplicity of a typical trace t < N in the trace set t € T (I') may be extremely

small,
#{y €T NBy : tr(y) =t} = N1+ (1.10)
where 20 — 1 can be any quantity just above 0, and yet our methods produce a
density-one set of traces in this setting.
Also note that the methods introduced in [BK10] and applied to both the Zaremba
[BK14a] and Apollonian [BK14b] settings required the linear form to have a bilinear
structure. That is, the linear form was of type:

v = (v, yw) (1.11)

for some fixed vectors v, w. The trace is not of this form, and so the best one can
currently say towards McMullen’s conjecture is a strong level of distribution [BK18].
It is not even currently known that a positive proportion of numbers arises in the set
of traces of a Zaremba-type semigroup (see [Konl6, §3]). For related work, see also
the recent PhD thesis of Brooke Ogrodnik [Ogr21].

Remark 1.12. Returning to the setting of this paper, here are some further remarks:

(1) It is sometimes possible to completely determine the trace set of T', even
if the latter is thin. For example, take the “Lubotzky 1-2-3” group, I' =
((83%),(49))- It is easy to see that every trace is = 2(mod 9), and indeed the
element (49)(43%)" has trace 2+ 9n, so all admissible traces are represented
by this one arithmetic progression.

(2) Since we have assumed that I" does contain a parabolic element, it is immedi-
ate that its trace set 7 (I') comprises a positive proportion of integers, since,
as above, T(I') contains entire arithmetic progressions. Without assuming
that M is punctured, current technology cannot not even produce a positive
proportion of traces!

(3) On the other hand, an argument based on Furstenberg’s topology on the
integers shows that, if there is even a single local-global failure (that is, an
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FIGURE 1. The fundamental domain of I'y, and a typical orbit.

admissible ¢ not in 7(I")), then finitely many such arithmetic progressions
cannot possibly cover even a density-1 subset of 7(I").

Note that it is easy to construct explicit examples of groups with arbitrarily many
local-global failures. For just one family of such, fix m large, and consider the
group Iy < SLy(Z) generated by S; = (973'), S = (§7)(Y3) (5 7). and
Sy = ((1) _lm) (? _01)((1) T); a fundamental domain for the action of I'y is shown in
Figure 1. It is easy to see that the systole of these groups grows with m. By strong
approximation, there is some gy such that the reduction of Iy mod any prime p 1 go
is onto. Let P = P(m) be a very large prime coprime to gy and let I" be the group
generated by I'y and the translation ((1) L ) Then the reduction of I' mod any ¢ is
clearly all of SLs(q), so all numbers are admissible, while taking P large enough does
not create a shorter closed geodesic.

1.1. Methods.

We use the (orbital) circle method to access the trace set 7 (I'). In fact, our methods
apply not just to the trace function tr : SLy(Z) — Z but to any linear form, £, say,
on SLs (and hence we do not group traces by conjugacy class). It turns out (see (2.1))
that the trace function is the “generic” linear form. The main theorem, from which
Theorem 1.8 follows immediately, is the following.

Theorem 1.13. Let I' be a geometrically finite, punctured, Zariski dense subgroup of
SLo(Z), and let £ : T — Z be any linear form. Let A denote the admissible values of
Z; that is, n € A if and only if n € I'(mod q), for all q. Then there is some © > 0,
so that:
#{n e Z[T)N[1,N]}
#{ne ANl N|}

as N — oo. The implied constant is effective.

=1+0(N7°),

In the case that the linear form is bilinear (as in (1.11)) and the critical exponent of
I' is sufficiently close to 1, the above theorem is proved by the second-named author
in [Zha20]. One of the key innovations in the present paper is to use the parabolic
element in two ways to produce not only arithmetic progressions, but values of binary
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quadratic polynomials in the set of values of the linear form .Z. By this we mean the
following: given a fixed element (‘c‘ Z) € I' and a parabolic, say, ((1) P ) e I', we can
compute that

tr((¢5)(§5)) =a+d+caP,

which is a linear form in x, whereas, say,
tr((5 ) (¢5)(§0)(2h)) =a® 4+ 2bc+ d* + (a+ d)cP(z + y) + *P%xy

is quadratic as a function of the pair (z,y). (Using three or more copies of the para-
bolic produces cubic or higher forms; the added cost of increasingly larger coefficient
sizes seems not to be advantageous for this problem.)

Then varying x and y, and letting (‘CL 3) run over certain regions of I' in a ball of
size N, we study the “representation number” Ry (n) of the number of times that
n =< N occurs as a trace of such. In fact our construction of Ry is more complicated,
as we need to create multilinear forms at several scales for later estimates, see §2.1.

Following the (orbital) circle method, we decompose Ry(n) into a “main” term
Mn(n) and an “error”, Ey(n), where we integrate over the “major” and “minor”
arcs, resp. We note again that the main term is expected to be of size a singular
series times N2~ (see (1.10)), which may be an arbitrarily small (but fixed) positive
power of N. So we do not have much room to get an error off of the main term!

As in some other applications of the orbital circle method, we are only able to
control the error terms in L?, and hence produce only Asymptotic Length-Saturation,
and not full Length-Saturation (which perhaps could be expected in this setting).
Even this involves several novel techniques; there is a more standard analysis of
cancellation in certain exponential sums and averages thereof, and there is also an
appeal at some point to Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz in effective form (see §3.2).

In the major arcs, we use the work of Bourgain-Varju [BV12] and Bourgain-
Gamburd-Sarnak [BGS11] for an archimedean spectral gap, together with infinite vol-
ume counting methods of [BKS10], to obtain an estimate for the main term My (n).
But there are several surprises here as well! It turns out that the singular series is a
very short sum (of length N¢) which is trying to approximate a quadratic Dirichlet
L-function at 1, see §3.6. On GRH, this L-value can indeed be approximated by such
a short sum, but our statement is unconditional! Since our error term estimate is
anyway only as an “average” over n, we also average on the main term; that is, we
show (see Theorem 3.39) that, for all but very few n’s, the approximation is valid.
But then the have another problem: we need Siegel’s bound to know that the sin-
gular series, which is now one such L-value, is not too small. Again, because we
are stating only an average result, we show (see Theorem 3.42) that we can bound
these L-values from below for all but an exceptional set of values of n, with effective
constants, leading to the effective constants in Theorem 1.13.
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Outline.

We begin in §2 with the setup of the circle method, introducing the main repre-
sentation function, and its decomposition into a main term and error, corresponding
to major and minor arcs. The next two sections provide preparatory lemmata for
the main arguments. We record in §3 various infinite volume counting theorems in
congruence towers, the savings off of such counts in progressions for arbitrarily large
modulus (this is where Nullstellensatz is used), as well as the analysis of the singular
series, which involves Weil and Burgess bounds. In §4, we prepare various exponential
sum estimates used in the minor arcs analysis, using more standard analytic tech-
niques such as estimates for Kloosterman-type sums. These allow us to complete the
major arcs analysis in §5 and then the minor arc analysis in §6.

Notation.

We use the standard notation e(x) we mean e*™*, and e,(z) = e(x/q). The notation
Z;(q) means summing over r(mod ¢) with (r,q) = 1. We use the symbols X = O(Y)
and X < Y interchangeably, and by X < Y, we mean X < Y <« X. All implied
constants, unless specified otherwise, may depend at most on I" and the linear form
%, which are treated as fixed.

2mix
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We henceforth take I' < SLy(Z) to be a given Zariski dense group. We consider a
linear form . : SLy(Z) — Z which is not everywhere vanishing; explicitly, this means
that

&z (Z 2) — Aa+ Bb+ Cc+ Dd = trKCCL Z)(g g)} (2.1)

and we assume that at least one coefficient A, B, C, D is non-zero. Note that £ is of
bilinear type (see (1.11)) exactly when its “discriminant”,

A = Ay = AD - BC

vanishes. After conjugation (possibly renaming A, B, C, D above), we may assume
that I' contains the fixed parabolic element

1 P
(17 er

We make a few further simplifying assumptions.

e We may assume that ged(A, B, C, D) = 1, since otherwise we can pull out a
common factor.

e By applying fixed elements of I' inside .Z, we may assume that the coefficients
A, B, C and D are all non-zero. Indeed, one has that:

2 (2 a)m)=el(Ea) = (5 5)]

and by the Zariski density of I', there exist elements 5,71 € T so that
Yo (g e )71 has every entry non-zero.

e By Strong Approximation and passing to a finite index subgroup of I" if nec-
essary, we may assume that for all (¢1,¢g2) = 1, we have:

I/T(q1g2) = T'/T(g1) x T'/T'(g2), (2.2)
where

I'(q) == {yeTl:y=1I(modq)} (2.3)
is the “principal congruence” subgroup of (the possibly thin group) I'. More-

over, for all “good” primes p, we have that for ¢ = p’, the mod ¢ reduction is
onto

[(g)\I" = SLa(q)-

e For a finite list of “bad” primes p (including p = 2), we have an exponent
(“saturation level”) k = k, so that

D"\ = {1}, (2.4)
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and for £ > k, T'(p")\I is the full lift of the identity from SLy(p*) to SLy(p").
In particular, the parabolic element (é L ) € I satisfies
P=0(p") (2.5)
for all bad primes p.
e We may assume, by increasing the saturation densities &, if necessary, that
kp > Lp7B, (26)

where L = L, p is determined by p”||B. (Here, as below, B is the coefficient
of bin .Z, as defined in (2.1).)

2.1. Setup of the Circle Method.
For v € I', we construct the shifted binary quadratic form:

) = 2((0)). 27
so that, if v = (‘Z Z:), then

f,(z,y) = (Aa,+Bb,+Cc,+Dd,)+(Ac,+Bd,) Pr+(Ba,+Dc,) Py+Be, P*zy. (2.8)

Note that, for any integers z,y € Z and any v € I', the value of f,(z,y) arises in
Z(T). Let N be the main growing parameter, and T, X be parameters determined
by:

T = NV X = N9/20 " g that TX? = N. (2.9)
Decompose T further at
T =TTy, with Ty =T¢, (2.10)
with C a very large constant depending only on the spectral gap for I, see (3.7).
We now define the main ensemble %1 as follows

b Y,72 €T
Fr = 71'722(62 d).

DTS ml<ny (- (2.11)
ATy <lvall<Ty
g T<asb,c,d

We show in Lemma 3.3 that .%p has cardinality =< 7%. This is a sub-multi-set of T,
as the product ;. may have multiplicity; that is, for a fixed £ € %,

Y g < TP (2.12)
YEZT

Fixing a smooth nonnegative bump function Y with supp T C [%, 1], define the main
“representation number”

Run) = 3 D31 (%) T (5) 1 wwmnr

YEFT €L yEL
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We decompose Ry into a “main” term and an error according to a (smoothed)
major/minor arcs decomposition of the circle. To this end, let
¥(t) = max(1l— |¢],0)

be the “tent” function whose Fourier transform is the Fejér-type kernel:

~ sin?(7€)
V() = :
&= ey
We fix parameters )y, Ky to be determined as follows. We set
QOINQO, K(]:NHO, (213)
where the exponents satisfy
Ko = 30(0 (214)
and
dag + Ky < O. (215)

Here O is the minimum of the two values in Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5. Setting
040:@/10, 50:3@/10

will satisfy all the criteria.
With these choices, let

Ui (B) = Y (B +m)),
mEeEZ
and define the “major arcs” weight function as:

!/

MO) = > Y Uy, (0—1) (2.16)
q<Qo 7(q)
Then the “main” term is given by:
1
My (n) = / M(O) R (0)e(—n)db, (2.17)
0

and of course the error is
1
Entn) = [ (1= M) R()e(-n0)ab,
0

so that
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3. MAJOR ARC TECHNICAL ESTIMATES

We record here a number of technical estimates needed in the analysis of the main
term.

3.1. Spectral Analysis and Counting.

Let § = or be the Hausdorff dimension of the limit set of I', and recall that § > 1/2.
By Patterson-Sullivan theory [Pat76, Sul84|, ¢ is related to the bottom eigenvalue
Ao = (1 — 6) of the hyperbolic Laplacian acting on L*(T'\H). Work of Lax-Phillips
[LP82] shows that the spectrum of the latter below 1/4 consists of finitely many
eigenvalues. By Bourgain-Varju and Bourgain-Gamburd-Sarnak there is a uniform
spectral gap, in the following sense.

Theorem 3.1 ([BV12, BGS11)). There exists a “spectral gap,”

so that, for all ¢ > 1, the eigenvalue g is the bottom of the spectrum of L*(T(q)\H),
and all other eigenvalues are at least Ao = se(l — se), where sg := § — Og. Here
['(q) is as defined in (2.3).

Recalling the construction of Zr from (2.11), we record the following counting
results, which follow from now-standard techniques.

Lemma 3.3. AsT — oo,
#eJOZT = T26.

Proof. This follows from infinite volume counting methods in Zariski dense groups
with 0 > 1/2; see, e.g., [BKS10]. O

Lemma 3.4. There exists © > 0 so that, for any ¢ > 1, v € T'(¢)\T, || < 1/X?,
and x,y < X, we have that

1 _
Z e(ﬂf’y(xay)) = m Z e(ﬁf’y(may)) + O(|ﬁT|N @)a
YEFT ’ q yEFT
Y=g (mod q)
as T" — oo.
Proof. The proof is the same as that of [BKS10, Theorem 1.14]. O

Lemma 3.5. There exists © > 0 so that, for x,y < X and n < N, we have:

> [ 666l @) — n)ds > 2 4 00741V,

’YE:@T

as T — 0.
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Proof. We first note that
Ky~ K
[ 9B () = )8 = TP ) =) ) 20,

and if [f,(z,y) — n)5&2| < 1 then () > 2. So we need to show the count:

EZd N—©
D Lol x, TOUFTINT).

YEFT

The latter follows from the same techniques as the proof of [BKS10, Theorem 1.15].
O

3.2. Nullstellensatz.

Theorem 3.6. Let ©¢ be the spectral gap in (3.2). Define C by
C =3x10%/6,. (3.7)

There exists an 1y > 0 depending only on the spectral gap for ', so that, for all
1< ¢ < N, and all r(mod q),

1
Z ]-{ca,zr(modq)} < %|ﬁT| (38)

yeEFT

Proof. We first drop the condition 751" < a,b, ¢, d from Fr in (2.11), so that we need
to count the number of ~; < T7, 72 = T, so that the “c” entry of v;7.,

(€2, 7172€1) = r(mod q),
where e; are standard basis vectors. This decomposes into two cases according to the
size of q.

Case q < T, In this case, we simply apply spectral theory in v, while leaving
v fixed, as follows. Break 7, into progressions mod ¢:

D D) Lermmen=rimoda)}

@0/3

Y1xT1 v2xT>
Z Z 1{<€21’Yl’70€1>ET(modq)} Z 1
Y1<XT1 v0€l(g)\I' N =Ty

v2="0(mod q)

The bracketed term may be estimated using the uniform spectral gap (see [BKS10])
to give

1 5—0O
< Z Z L{(e2v170€1)=r(mod g)} |:—3T226 + O(T22 0):|
1Ty €T (g)\I' q

1
< 5T225T12‘5 +PTYTS .



14 ALEX KONTOROVICH AND XIN ZHANG

Here we used that [T : T'(q)] < ¢*. This saves 1/q (more than claimed) as long as
©0/3
qg<Ty,"".

Case ¢ > 7Y% = T1%: The overview of the argument is as follows. For any fixed
72, we consider the set of v, =< T for which (es,v172¢1) = r(mod ). Since different
integers having the same residue class mod ¢ differ by ¢, and ¢ is huge compared to
Ty, we will show by Nullstellensatz that in fact the modular restriction can be lifted to
an absolute restriction (es, y172€1) = 7, for some integer r, (depending on 7y,, which
is fixed). Then we will relax the absolute restriction back down to a modular one,
but with a much smaller modulus, (es,y172e1) = ri(mod ¢, ), where ¢, =< Tle(’/?’, and
apply the previous argument to save a power of ¢,, which itself is a tiny power of q.

An issue arises in the use of Nullstellensatz that was overlooked in related arguments
in [BK14b, BK15]. Write y2e; = (u,v) and y1e1 = (¢, d), so that (ea, y172€1) = uc+uvd,
with |ul, |v] < Ty being “large” and fixed, and ||, |d| < Ty being “small” variables. It
was claimed that, since (u,v) = 1, we may assume that, say, (u,q) = 1, and rewrite
the modular condition as ¢ 4+ vud = ru(modq). Unfortunately the obvious linear
transformation that allows this rewrite requires changing the coefficients ¢, d to ones
of size bounded by TT5 = T, and this ruins the heights of the polynomials to be used
in effective Nullstellensatz. So we need a more delicate argument to control the size
of coefficients, as follows.

Suppose ¢ < N has a divisor ¢ | ¢ of size T} < ¢ < T2@°/37 say. Then we relax
(e2,7172€1) = r(mod q) to the same congruence mod ¢, and count as in the previous
case. This saves 1/¢§ > 1/T}, which is a (very small) power of N > ¢, and completes
the argument in this case.

Next we suppose that ¢ has no divisor in this range. Let ¢ be the largest divisor
of ¢ not exceeding T}, and write gy := ¢/¢. We again relax the congruence restriction
to (e2,7172€1) = r(mod qp); if we can save a small power of g, this also saves a small

power of g. Then any prime divisor p of gy must exceed T2@ o/ 3, for otherwise either p
or pq is a divisor of ¢ which is does not exceed T2@ o/3 Therefore qo is “almost-prime”,
that is, there are primes p; > T26°/3 = N, say, so that

Go = P1p2 * * * Pe,

with £ < [1/n].

Next we consider the values of u + av, for « = 1,2,... ¢ + 1, and claim that at
least one such value is coprime to ¢o. (The point here is that ¢ depends only on g,
and is bounded only in terms of ©¢, which only depends on I'.) Consider first the
primes p; which divide either u or v (recall that w and v are coprime); then since
pj > T2®°/3 > {41 (for N, and hence T, large enough), none of the p; can divide
any value of v + av. Now consider the p; which are coprime to v and v. Then
since u + av is an arithmetic progression of length ¢ + 1 < p;, at most one value
aj; € {1,2,...,0+1} can satisfy u+«; = 0(mod p;). Since the number of a’s exceeds
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the number of p;’s, there is some « so that u + awv is coprime to all the p;, and hence
coprime to qo.

Again, this « is bounded absolutely, and depends only on ¢, u, and v, and not on
¢ and d (which depend on 7). Now we proceed with the Nullstellensatz argument.
Using the modulus gy, we fix 7, let (u,v) = 721, and consider the set

S=8,={mer, |nl <71 with uc+ vd = r(modq)},

where we have set (¢, d) := y1e9. Using « from the previous argument with u + av
coprime to gy, we write uc + vd = (u + av)c + v(d — ac), so that the congruence
condition becomes

c+v(u+ av)(d — ac) = r(u+ av)(mod q).
Now consider the (linear) polynomials P,, € Z[U, V] given by
P, (UV):=c+U(d—ac)—V,

and consider the affine variety

V= ({P, =0}

€S

We claim that V(C) is nonempty. Note that the coefficients of P,, are bounded
by (¢ + 2)T;. Then if V(C) is empty, Hilbert’s Nullstellensatz, in effective form (see,
e.g., [MW83, Theorem IV]) gives the existence of polynomials @),, € Z[U, V] and an
integer 0 > 1 so that

Z P%(Uv V)Q'Yl (U7 V) = 07 (39)
Y1ES

and with 0 bounded (for NV, and hence 77, large enough) by
0 < exp(87(log Ty + log(¢ + 2) + 8log 8) < T}

(“Large enough” is in terms of an implied constant depending only on I', since ¢ de-
pends only on ©g). But if we reduce (3.9) mod g and set (U, V') = (v(u + av), r(u + av)),
we get 0 = 0(mod qo), which is impossible since ¢y = ¢/G > Tllos’l.

Therefore V(C) is nonempty, and hence V(Q) is nonempty, and so clearing denom-
inators, there exist coprime integers u,, vy, 7y, so that for all v, € S,

U+ ved = 1,.

We have turned our congruence condition into an archimedean condition. Now we
take some ¢, < T1@ o/3 coprime to uy, vy, 7y, relax the archimedean condition back to
a modular one, u.c + v.d = r,(mod ¢, ), and count the number of v, < T7 satisfying
this. As before, the spectral argument saves 1/q,, which is some small power of ¢. [
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3.3. Singular Series Preliminaries.

Recall that gcd(A, B,C,D) =1 and A = AD — BC. Let ¢, denote the Ramanujan
sum. (There should be no confusion between ¢, and bottom left element ¢ = 7, of a
matrix v = (‘c‘ Z)) We study here sums arising in the singular series analysis, of the

form
1

Sy(n) = === > clf(z,y)—n),
IT(g)\T'|
YEL(@\I'
for fixed z,y € Z. Note immediately that the sum, being over all v € I'(¢)\I', is
independent of x,y, which we may assume are both 0; thus §, = Aa + Bb+ Cc+ Dd.
By the structure of I'(¢)\I" in (2.2), the sum is multiplicative, so we may assume that
q = p' is a prime power. For “good” primes, we have that I'(¢)\I' = SLy(q), and for
“bad” primes, I'(mod p*) = {I} for some “saturation exponent” k, while I'(mod p*)
for £ > k is the full lift to SLy(p?) of the identity in SLy(p*).

3.4. Good Primes.

Lemma 3.10. Assume that q is a power of a good prime. Then we have that

1
S,(n) = == cqlay + Ad, —n).
q ) |F(q)\F| ’Ye%\r (J( Y Y )

Proof. Recalling that
R0.0) =t [v(35)] =t (L5 (25) (5 )]

for any (f_: f) € Sk, and the sum being over all v € SLy(q), we may simplify the

expression in the following way. Assume WLOG that (A, q) = 1; then we can rescale
(]/31 g) to ( B gﬁ), and continuing by elementary operations, we may replace (]/31 g)
by (%), as claimed. O

3.4.1. Case A = 0(modp).
Lemma 3.11. Assume A = 0(p). For ¢ = p a good prime, we have that:

&.(n) = {T if n=0(p),

= ifn#0(p).
Proof. Recall that

-1 else.

p—1 ifx=0,
Cp(x):{

Write v = (‘C‘ 3) Assume p is a good prime. From Lemma 3.10, we need to count
the number of (%) with a = n or a # n.

Consider the case n = 0(modp). Then either a = n = 0(mod p) or not. In the
first case, bc = 1(mod p) and d is free (p(p — 1) matrices) and ¢, = p — 1 for a total
contribution of p(p —1)%. In the second case a # n, there are p — 1 choices for a, then
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p? choices for b, ¢, and d = (bc + 1)a is determined. This is p?(p — 1) matrices with
¢, = —1. Combining these contributions gives (—1)p(p — 1) when n = 0.

Now suppose n # 0. Then if @ = n, then b and c are free (with p? choices) and d
is determined, with ¢, = p — 1, for a net contribution of p*(p — 1). If a # n, then
¢, = —1 and we either have a = 0,bc = 1 and d free (p(p — 1) choices), or a # 0 (with
p — 2 choices), and b, ¢ free and d determined (p? choices). The total contribution is
then p when n # 0(p).

The size of SLa(p) = p(p — 1)(p + 1), which gives the claim. O

Lemma 3.12. Assume A = 0(mod p). For q = p* a power of a good prime (€ > 2),
we have that:

S,(n) =0.
Proof. For prime powers, we have that:
0 if 2« # 0(p ),
cpe(z) =< —pt! if z # 0(p%) but x = 0(p*~1),

Pl p—1) ifz=00p").

So there is no contribution unless a + Ad = n(mod p*~!). Fix 7y € SLy(p*~!) which
solves ag + Ady = n(mod p*~!) and agdy — bocy = 1. Consider any lift v € SLo(p*) of
Y0, that is, a = ag +p*~'ai, etc, with the restriction that ad —bc = 1(mod p*), that is,

a1d0 + d1a0 — Clbo — blCO = O(modp) (313)

(This is just the Jacobian of the determinant.) The above defines a 3-dimensional
subspace restricting the values of ay, by, ¢1, d; (this is the Lie algebra). Assume WLOG
that ap # 0(modp). Then (3.13) determines d; once ay, by, c; are determined. We
consider two cases, a+Ad = n(mod p*) or not; since A = 0(mod p), this is a restriction
on ay, which leaves by, ¢; free (p? choices, which is the same count either way). If a;
is the unique value mod p for which a + Ad = n(mod p*), then c,c = p*~*(p—1). But
if a; is one of the (p—1) values for which a + Ad # n(mod p*), then c,c = —p*~'. The
net contribution from these two cases exactly cancels. 0

3.4.2. Case A # 0(mod p).
Lemma 3.14. Assume A # 0(modp). For ¢ = p a good prime, we have that:

1 +p <n2;4A)
GQ(n) = p2 —1

Y

where <5> 18 the Legendre symbol.

Proof. Again by Lemma 3.10, we need to count the number of (‘; g) with a4+ Ad =n
or not. We decompose SLy(p) according to whether ¢ = 0 or not.
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If c =0, then v = (‘5 3)7 and we need to know whether @ + Aa = n or not. This
equation is equivalent to a®> — na + A = 0, which has <”2_T4A> + 1 solutions for a

with b free (with p choices), each contributing ¢, = p — 1 to &,. The remaining

<p —_ 1= (n2—4A

p
If ¢ # 0, then for any choice of d, we either have a = n — Ad (with one choice,

contributing ¢, = p — 1) or not (p — 1 choices contributing ¢, = —1). Then c is free
(p — 1 choices) and b = (ad — 1)¢ is determined. These two contributions exactly
cancel.

On using | SLa(p)| = p(p — 1)(p + 1), the net contribution is as claimed. O

Lemma 3.15. Assume A # 0(modp). Let p~||(n? — 4A). For q = p* a power of a
good prime (¢ > 2), we have that:

> — 1) p solutions contribute ¢, = —1 each.

0 if L<V0—2,0riflis odd and L > ¥,
&, (1) = p==32(p2 — 1)1 (—("274]?)/#) if € is odd and L = — 1,
! p~E=22(p 4 1)1 if £ is even and L > ¢,
—p =222 —1)7? if £ is even and L = { — 1.
(3.16)
In any case,
Se(n) < p /2 (3.17)

Proof. We decompose SLs according to the value of ~,:
SL.(p) = || .

ceZ/pt

where
€. = {v € SLy(p") : 7. = ¢}.

Notice that I'so = {n, : x € Z/p'} acts on the left on ¢, where n, = ({7), so we
may decompose 6, into I'w-cosets. The value §, = a+Ad changes to f,,, = a+Ad+cz
when 7 is replaced by n,v. If ¢ #Z 0(mod p*), then this is an arithmetic progression as
x varies (otherwise, it is constant). For some I'-cosets, the values of this progression
are never = n(modp‘~1), in which case there is no contribution to &, since the
Ramanujan value c,¢ vanishes. If the progression does attain the value n(mod p‘™),
then as z ranges mod p’, this value in Z/p‘~! is attained with equal multiplicities
from its p lifts in Z/p*. Exactly one of these lifts is = n(mod p?), which contributes
ce = pH(p — 1), and the other (p — 1) lifts contribute c,c = —p*~*. The two types
of contributions exactly cancel.

We are left to study the distribution of the values a + Aa from ~ = (g g) ranging
in 4,. In particular, we need only consider the values a + Aa = n(modp’~!) and
determine which of these are also = n(mod p?). The equation

a 4+ Aa = n(mod p)
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is equivalent to
a®> —na + A = 0(mod p'),
which on completing the square gives the equation:
(a —2n)? = 4(n® — 4A)(mod p"). (3.18)

We want to consider the number of solutions to (3.18) as compared to the solutions
to the same equation but mod p*~!:

(a —2n)? = 4(n® — 4A)(mod p*). (3.19)

Consider first solutions to (3.19). If n? — 4A is not a square mod p‘~1, then (3.19)
has no solutions, and &, = 0. Assume henceforth that n? —4A is a square mod ptL
Let pl||n? — 4A.

Case: L</-2.

If L is odd, then (3.19) has no solutions. So we assume that L = 2L; is even.
Since n? — 4A is a square, we can thus write n? — 4A = s*p?L1(mod p*~!) for some

s # 0(mod p). Then (3.19) becomes:
(a —2n — 2sp™)(a — 2n + 2sp™) = 0(mod p" ).
This equation is equivalent to the existence of U,V < ¢ —1 with U +V > ¢ —1 such
that
a —2n — 2sp™ = 0(mod pY), a — 2n + 2sp™* = 0(mod p").
Assume WLOG that U < V. Then taking the difference of these equations, we have
that U > L;. But since s is invertible mod p, we must also have U < L;, that is,

U = Ly, and only the equation mod p" needs to be solved, which is solved uniquely.
Thus are then 2p’* solutions to (3.19), which are all of the form:

a =2n+ 2sp™ + kp'~t

as k ranges in Z/p™.
For each such value of a, the question becomes: which of these also solves (3.18)?
Letting k range in Z/p“'™! and inserting this expression for a into (3.18), we get:

(a —2n)? = 4s?p*™ £ skp™™! = 4(n* — 4A)(mod p"),

where we used that 2(¢—1— L) > £. Since s # 0(mod p), as k ranges in Z/p™*1 the
values of 4s5%p?*/1 4 skp®~! range in an arithmetic progression of step size p*~!, and so
are periodic, taking each value with equal probability. As before, the corresponding
Ramanujan values are then such that the contributions to &, exactly cancel.

Case L > /¢ —1 and /¢ even:

In this case, (3.19) asks for (a — 2n)? = 0(mod p*~1). The solutions to this are

a=2n+ kp'’?,

as k ranges in Z/péz—l.
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To see which solutions lift to (3.18), we let k range in Z/p“?. Then (3.18) asks
whether

(a —2n)? = k%’ =
If n?2 —4A = 0(mod p*), that is, L > ¢, then every solution to (3.19) also solves (3.18).
So there are p*/? values of a in (8 ), and another p’ values of b which is free. Each
such matrix has a Ramanujan value ¢, = p*~!(p — 1), for a net contribution of:

4(n? — 4A)(mod p*).
>
b

B p(Qfé)/Q
p+1"

g =

where we used that | SLy(p?)| = p*“Vp(p + 1)(p — 1).
If n? —4A # 0(mod p?), that is, L = £ — 1, then no solution to (3.19) lifts to (3.18).

Each matrix as above has a Ramanujan value of ¢, = —p‘~!, for a net contribution
of:
& — _p(2—2)/2
q p2 . 1

Case L > /¢ —1 and /¢ odd:
Now the solutions to (3.19) are:

a=2n+ kp“=Y/2

as k ranges in Z/p‘=1/2,

Inserting these values into (3.18) and letting &k range in Z/p
whether

H41/2 we are asking
(a —2n)? = kK*pY = 4(n* — 4A)(mod pY).

If L > ¢, then this equation is satisfied if and only if £ = 0(p), so again there is a
balance and the contributions to &, cancel.

Lastly, if L = ¢ — 1, which is even since ¢ is odd, then note that (n? — 4A)/p" is
a non-zero square mod p if and only if n? — 4A is a square mod p’. Whether or not

this holds, there are (W) + 1 solutions for k(modp), and every lift of these
to Z/p“1/2 solves (3.18). The number of these lifts is

(D)2 (((n2 - ;l?A)/pL) N 1) |

each contributing a Ramanujan value of ¢, = p*~!(p — 1). And of course the comple-
mentary number of solutions to (3.19) that do not lift to (3.18) is

p(E-D/2 (p 1 <(n2 - j;A)/pLD |
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each giving a Ramanujan value of ¢, = —p‘~!. Recalling that there are p* values of b
in (¢2), the total contribution to &, is then:

p—(£—3)/2 (n2 _ 4A)/pL
pr—1 ( p ) ‘
This completes the proof. 0

G, =

We summarize this subsection as follows.
Corollary 3.20. Let p be a good prime for I', and let
SW(n) :=1+6,(n) +&p(n) +---
be the “local factor” at p. Then for all p,
&P (n) =14 &,(n) + &,2(n) + O(p~?).
Moreover,
o Ifp| A, then
SW(n)=14+0(p™").
If pt A and ptn? — 4A, then

1 2 4A
SW(n) =1 +]; (RT> +O(p?).

If pt A and p|n® — 4A, then
&P (n) =1+ 0(p*?).
If pt A and p?||n* — 4A, then
S®(n)=1+0(p™").
If pt A and pt||n® — 4A with L > 3, then
GP(n) =14+ 0(p~*?).

3.5. Bad Primes.
For bad primes, our strategy is as follows. Rather than evaluating &,(n) explicitly,
we show the following “density formula.”

Lemma 3.21. For any { > 0 and any prime p (good or bad), we have that
_ ot #{v € T(P")\I' : §, = n(mod p*)}
[T T(p")]

This will tautologically capture the condition that n is admissible. And then, for ¢
large enough, we claim that &,¢(n) = 0, so these probabilities stabilize.

14+ 6,(n)+ -+ 6ue(n) (3.22)
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Proof of Lemma 3.21. This follows immediately from

1
6 m = m — y
pr (12) DO\ ﬂ/e;(p[:)\r cpm (fr — )

for any 0 < m </, together with the fact that
14 Cp(x) +-F Cpt («73) = 1{w§0(m0dp£)}p£‘

Finally, we show that the densities stabilize.

Lemma 3.23. Let p be a bad prime, and let k = k, be the “saturation level” of p, as
in (2.4). Let p"||B (and recall that B # 0, and that k > L by (2.6)). If £ > 2k, then
S,e(n) = 0.

Proof. Decompose I'(p“)\I" into disjoint s = {n, = (§ %)} cosets; here z ranges in
Z/p* but is restricted (by saturation) to z = 0(p*). We claim that the Ramanujan
values on each coset exactly cancel. Note that f, = Aa+ Bb+ C'c+ Dd changes when
Y = Ny to

froy = Ty + (Ac + Bd)z.
Since ¢ = 0(p*) and d = 1(mod p¥), and p*||B with k > L, we have that

p"||Ac + Bd.

Now as x ranges over p’ subject to # = 0(mod p*), since ¢ > 2k > k + L, the values
of f,,~ range in some non-constant arithmetic progression. The resulting Ramanujan
values cancel exactly, as claimed. 0

So the high powers of bad primes have vanishing &,. For the lower powers, we give
the following trivial estimate on &,.

Lemma 3.24. For any prime p (good or bad) and any ¢ > 1, we have:

S, ()] < 1. (3.25)
Proof. The density formula (3.22) gives upper and lower bounds for its left-hand side
of: p’ and 0, respectively. Replace ¢ by ¢ — 1 and subtract to get the claim. O
3.6. Short Sum of G,,.
Define

&(n) =) &,(n).

q>1

Lemma 3.26. Assume that A = 0. Then the series defining S(n) is absolutely
convergent,

Y 8,(n) =6(n) + 0-(Qy '),

q<Qo
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as Qo — 00, and satisfies, for n admissible,

—_ 1.
log logn <6 <

Proof. By Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.12, we have that
S 164(n)] < Q5

q>Qo

1
G(n)xH(l——),
pln b
where we also used Lemma 3.21 and Lemma 3.23. The claim follows immediately. [J

For n admissible,

To prepare for the case A # 0, we need some preliminaries.

Lemma 3.27. Let x be a Dirichlet character of conductor M and fix Il € Z. Then

> xlg)| < H2MY'(HMTI),

q=<H
squarefree
(¢,1)=1

as H — oo.

Proof. To capture both the squarefree and coprime conditions, we use Mobius in-

version.  Using ((5)/((25) = 3°, cquaretree 1/7°s We have that 1(q)? = 3, ., u(m).
Similarly, >, #(d) =1 if z =1 and 0 otherwise. Therefore

Yoox@ = D x@) ulm)= D um)xm)? > x()

sy G ™l el ol
= Y umx(m)* Y x(@9)) uld)
r(nfg)lz/l? g=<H/m? :ii\llL'II
= Y um)x(m)?® Yy uldx@ Y xla).
m<HL/2 A< H /m? g=<H/(m?2d)
(m,I)=1 |11

Applying Burgess [Bur62] to the last sum, we have that

H1/2 5
/16+e e 771/24€ 3 13/16+<
Z X(q) < Z Z md1/2M <. EH M ’
s lf;gree m<<H1/2 d<H/m?2
((lq,l'l):l d|II

as claimed. (Slightly better estimates are available today but not needed here.) [
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Going forward, we let B; be the (finitely many) primes which are “bad” (for I'),
By be the primes not in B, which divide A, and B3 = B3(n) be the primes not in
B, or By which divide n? — 4A. Let B = B(n) = L;B;, and set

II=T1I(B) = H .
peB
For all the other primes, Lemma 3.14 gives that
n? — 4A)
p

+E

D)

&0 = (

where

n2—
E, = E,(n) p+< p4A> 1
= n)=——r—7—1<K —.
r p(p*—1) T p?
We extend £, to a multiplicative function E, supported on square-free gq.
Note that we now do not have absolute convergence, and must be much more
careful.
We break the tail ) ., of &(n) into dyadic regions »_ _, with Qo < H — oo.

Lemma 3.28. Assume that A #0. Then as H — oo,

Z Sy(n)

q=<H

<. (nH)*n3*H/2, (3.29)

for any € > 0.

Proof. From Lemma 3.15, we have that &, vanishes if (¢,II) = 1 and ¢ is not square-
free. For ¢ square-free and coprime to II, we have then that

1 (n?—4A 1 /n?—4A
6 — —_ e — — _— . .
=TI ("52)+5) -1 (“55) B Ga)
plq ab=q
Write any ¢ as
q=4gms - q1,

where

g =[] 7' andgs = [] '

pllq »!llq
p|II (p,II)=1

From multiplicativity, we have that G, = &, - &,,.
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Then we have

ZGq(n> = Z Sy (n) Z Sy, (n)

g=<H ap<H a1<H/qxp
plaggy ==p|II square-free
(qq,11)=1
1 (n? —4A
= E : 6(1%(71) E E - Eb
a a
ap <H q1<H/qp ab=q
plagg ==p|II square-free
(q1,1M)=1
1 (n? —4A
= ) 6,0 > B, » —|——
a a
ap<H b<H/qsg axH/(qpb)
plagg=p|II square-free, (b,I1)=1 square-free

(a,II)=1

< (nHYn*HTE Y 8, (n)gy”,

ap <H
plag =p|II

where we used Lemma 3.27, partial summation, and F, < b°/b%.
To deal with the remaining ¢x sum, we decompose

S ()3 = G, (M), G, ()0 G, ()0
corresponding to B = B; U ‘B, LI Bs.

Since ‘B is a finite set of primes which are bad for I'; and only finitely many powers
of such primes have non-vanishing G, by Lemma 3.23, the total contribution from
B, is bounded by a constant depending only on I' and the linear form .Z, that is, on
A B,C,D.

Recall that 285 consists of the good primes dividing A; Lemma 3.12 removes any
non-square-free gy, contributions, and Lemma 3.11 otherwise gives Gq% (n) < 1/qs,.
So again this contribution is bounded.

Finally, for B3, we use (3.17) to offset the factor of q‘lB/f, and (3.16) to kill the
contribution from any powers ¢ of p’ in g, unless £ < L+1 < 2L, where p’||n? — 4A.
Therefore the only g, contributing to the sum are divisors of (n? — 4A)?, and the
number of such is < n®. This gives the claim. ([l

Lemma 3.28 is sufficient to show that &(n) converges (conditionally, not abso-
lutely), but does not allow us a good enough error estimate for the very short sum
> q<o ©q(n), since H needs to be at least n3/4F for (3.29) to decay. If we replaced
our use of Burgess with GRH, we could get good estimates with H as small as @,
which is a tiny power of N. Unconditionally, we can only do this on average, as

follows.

Theorem 3.31. As H — oo, we have

Z Z Sy(n)

. N
<. H (H+ —Hl/Q) ;
n<N |g<H
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for any € > 0.

Proof. As before, let 28, be the “bad” primes for I', and 2B, be the primes not in B,
which divide A. Since B3 depends on n, we now have to handle it separately. We

now write B =8B, LB, and II := Hpe%p as before, and decompose

q = 4q»s - q1,
with (qp,IT) = 1. Furthermore, we will split off the square-full part of ¢, writing

q1 = q2 * g3, wWhere
w=]]r s=a/e=]]r

pllg1 plllay
0>2

With this decomposition, we open the square and reverse orders:

2|2 Suln)

2

n<N |g<H
2
= > Su(n) > S, (n) > Sy, (n)
n<N ap <H q3<H/qsm q2<H/(qmq3)
plggy ==pEDB (q3,I1)=1, square-full (q9,I1)=1=(q2,93), square-free

_ Z Z G (1)B s, ()8, ()B4 (1) B, (1) S gy ()

48,403,942 G0 195,95 TN

Here, instead of using the decomposition (3.30), we return to Lemma 3.14 and
write

2 _4A
n > p —i—Ep,

p—1

where
1

E,= T
The crucial fact for our purposes here is that F, is now independent of n. Extending
E, to a multiplicative function on square-frees gives

1
By < 2 (3.32)

where we used that [],,(1 —1/p?) < 1. Then we can write, for any ¢ square-free and
coprime to II, that

& =TT ((“222) 2 +8) = L vt (2 )

p ab=q
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where 1 is a multiplicative function supported on square-free numbers taking the
value ¢¥(p) = p/(p* — 1) on primes. In particular,

Y(g) < % (3.33)

For ¢» and ¢, we insert this expression to get:

Z Z Sy(n)

n<N |g<H

- Yo D G ()8 (), (n)Sy (n) (3.34)

4,943,492, 45,45 "N

x Y b(a) (#) By, > ¥(d) ("2;—,4A> Ey

ab=q2 a'b'=ql,

S 3 Y wa)e(d)|EEy|

4%5,43,92,0% ,95,95 ab=q2 a’'b/=q}

X Z ‘64% (10)S g4, (110)S g5 (10) S (120) |

no mod §

> (n2;4A) <n2;4A)’ 3.35)

n<N
n=nqg(mod §)

IA

where we have decomposed n into progressions mod ¢, where

q = (g%, 9. 43, 63
While it is clear at, say, a and g3 are coprime (by construction, since a | ¢a), we
actually also have that there is no contribution unless a and ¢} are coprime. Indeed,
if p| a and p | ¢4, then either n* —4A = 0(p), in which case ("LTM) vanishes, or else

&, (n) vanishes from (3.16) and the square-full-ness of ¢3. Therefore, we may restrict
the summations to

(aan) = (a/an) =L
We first analyze the last n sum. Let a := aa’/(a,a’)?, so that

)

for n such that n? — 4A is coprime to (a,a’). (Otherwise the characters vanish.)
Breaking the n sum further into residue classes mod a gives:

> () - 20

n<N mod a n<N
n=ng(mod q) m( od a) n=ng(mod §), n=m(mod a)
(n2—4A,a,a’)=1 (n2—4A,a,a’)=1
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We wish to get square-root cancellation from Weil in the m summation, but the n
sum may be incomplete, which will give too large an error in terms of m. So we
separate the roles of n and m by completing the sum.

Z (n2;4A) _ %Z Z <m2;4A) en (—km)
nEN k(@) |m(moda)

n=ng(mod §)
(n274A,a,u/):1

X > ealkn)| . (3.36)

n=nq(mod q)
(n2 —4A,a,a’)=1

Now the m sum is free and is bounded by @'/?*¢ by Weil. We now deal with the last
n sum. We remove the gcd condition via Mobius inversion.

. ealkn) = D opd) Y ealkn)

n&<N dl(a.a’ n<N
n=nq(mod §) |( ’ ) n=ng(mod §)
(n2—4A,a,a’)=1 n2 —4A=0(mod d)

= > ud Y Y ealkn)|,  (337)

d|(a’a’) mq(mod d) n<(<Nd 5
2_— n=ng(mod q
m{=4A(mod d) n=mg (mod d)

where we decomposed the n sum further into residue classes my mod d. Note that
d | a is square-free, and for each p | d, there are at most two solutions to m2 = 4A(p),
so the number of mg is at most d°. The last bracketed sum restricts n to a residue
class z, say, mod ¢d (since (d, §) = (a,q) = 1). Changing n — z + ngd, the bracketed
term is a geometric series, giving:

Z ea(kn)| = |ea(kx) Z ez (kgdn)
nen n<N/(3d)

n=nq(mod §)
n=mq(mod d)

. N 1
< min E + 1, m 5 (338)
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where || - || is the distance to the nearest integer. Inserting (3.38) into (3.37) and into
(3.36) gives

Z (n2;4A) <. ~1/2+5 Z = me( ||k(11d||>

n<N d|(a,a’)
n=ng(mod §)
(n2—4A,a,a’)=1

Since a and o’ are square-free, d is coprime to a@, and hence (¢d,a) = 1. So the k sum
is invariant under k — kqd. This finally gives

n? —4A . N 172
S (MY« w (X e,
—~ a qa

n=nqg(mod q)
(n2—4A,a,a’)=1

Returning to (3.35), we get that

i 1
DD < H Y DY s

n<N |g=<H 4%5,43,92,0% ,95,95 Ab=q2 a’'b/=q}

X Z }6% no) Sy, nO)Gqs(no)qu(n0)|

no mod §
N / Nn1/2
(), a0y

qlaa’)'? — (a,a)

where we used (3.33) and (3.32).

Next we analyze the contributions from ¢y, g. Combining Lemma 3.12 and Lemma
3.11 (for gs,) with Lemma 3.23 and (3.25) (for ¢s,), we see that in fact there is no
contribution unless ¢y, ¢ < 1, and in this case the constribution is &, Sy, < 1L
Therefore ¢ < [gs, ¢5].

Recall from (3.17) that &, (ng) < ¢4 2 Finally, we analyze the number of
ng(mod g) for which &,,&,, is non-vanishing. Suppose that p™||[gs, g3]. Then since
A # 0(p), (3.16) shows that, if S m(ng) # 0, then nZ — 4A = 0(modp™~ ). The
number of such ng(mod p™) is at most 2p < p™/2, since m > 2. So the number of
no(mod ¢) which contribute is <. §*/?*¢.

Putting everything together gives

Z qu(n) < HEZ([% q3])1/2 1/2qé 1/2

n<N |g<H 43,93

<220 aaa ( C.Is»(lg(? OL))”2 " (?j/z:’f) '

CI2Q2
92,95 alg2 a’|q)




30 ALEX KONTOROVICH AND XIN ZHANG
Let t := (a, d’), which is a divisor of (ge,¢5), and let a; := a/t and a} := a’/t. Then

2

>

<o HOY (s, i) Va5 Py

Z Sy(n)

n<N |g<H quqé
Nl(aia' /2
DI DIND I NEC SR
Bt (g3, 5]
92,44 tl(a2,a5)  a1]%2 ,‘ql
< H° Z Z Q3,Q3 1/2 _1/2(];, 1/2
a3 <H dy<H
sf‘f;i)_ﬁfn (q’S,H):l

square-full

I LR D VD
(4345 a3 ] 5 wory (25)
(q2,11)=1=(q2,93) (ab,T)=1=(gly.a})

square-free
square-free

Next we need some cancellation from (gz, ¢5). Let d = (g2, ¢5) which is a divisor of ¢
such that ¢4 = 0(d).

2

D

n<N

< HTOY Z lgs, a5)) 25 g

93<H ah<H

(g3,11)=1 e
square-full (qB,H)—l
square-full

Z Sy(n)

qg=<H

H N d
x + —
(3052 (g3, 4] 22 2 (q2q5d)3/?

( It%xH/(% ) dlg2  ay<H/(d4d)
q2,11)=1=(q2,93 / (ol o
square-free (q2,H) 1 (q2,q3)

square-free

1 N (g3, 44)" 2>
<. H? ( + =)
) q;, q; (a3¢5)" (g5, 43)'* ~ H (g3g5)"/*

(q3,11)=1 Iy
square-full (qS m=1
square-full

Finally, we bound (g3, ¢5) < H in the numerator and (g3, ¢5) > 1 in the denominator.
It remains to estimate a sum of the form

1
>
q3<<H 3
square-full
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Since g3 is square-full, any such g3 can be written as g3 = k*¢ where ¢ | k. Then

Z 1/2<<ZZ <<€Zka < H"

a<H 43 k2<H |k k2<H

square-full

The claim follows immediately. U

Theorem 3.31 allows us to show, for almost all n (with power savings error), that the
very short sum |, &,(no) (With Qo = N, ap > 0 small) is a good approximation
(also with power savings error) for &(n).

Theorem 3.39. For any n > 0 with n < %Oé(], there is a set & of “exceptional” n of
cardinality
&EN[L,N] < N
such that, for alln < N, n & &,
D 8,(n) = &(n)+ON™).

a<Qo

Proof. Recall that the series &(n) does converge (conditionally) by Lemma 3.28, but
the error there is insufficient to approximate it to the required error in all ranges of

H.
. N—n} |
We estimate

For n > 0 fixed, let
#EN) = > 1 < N7Y |&(n) -
n<N n<N
|- g<qy Sa(m|=N7

vy | Y [Yew ¥

bl WY oy H>N4/5
dyadic dyadic

- Z Sy(n)

q<Qo

E(N) := {n €[N

Z Sy(n)

q<Qo

Z Sy(n)

qg=<H

We apply Theorem 3.31 in the first term, and Lemma 3.28 (individually) in the second
term.

#EN) <. N [Ny 1/2+ >, D

H>N4/5 n<N
dyadic

20+ 4/5

+N7/4N 4/5) )
0
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Since 7/4 — 4/5 = 19/20 < 1, we have a power savings as long as 2n < %040, where

Qo = N*. Aslong as n < gop, we are guaranteed to have &(N) < N'~7. This

completes the proof. O
Theorem 3.40. For all admissible n < N, and all € > 0,
6(”) >>€ n_EL(]-aXn)u

L(1Lxa) =[] (1 — % (”Q_T“A))l . (3.41)

p

where

The implied constant is effective.

Proof. By the multiplicativity of &,, we have that
S(n) = [[(1+6,(n) +&,(n) +---).

p
(Since the series only converges conditionally, we argue by considering the functions
5 2 aen Gg(n)g* and s = [ (1 + &,(n)p~° + Gpe(n)p™ + - --); for Re(s) > 0,
both converge absolutely and coincide, and hence their limiting values as s — 07 do
too.)

For p € ®B; a “bad” prime for I', this is a finite sum (Lemma 3.23) which is non-
vanishing only if n is admissible by Lemma 3.21. For the other primes p, the Euler
factor is (1 + &,(n) + &,2(n))(1 + O(p~/2)). Recall that B, contains the (finite list
of) primes p | A. By Lemma 3.11 and Lemma 3.12, we have

I]0+6,m)> —

> oeloan’
ety og logn

For all other primes we apply Corollary 3.20. If pt A and p f n? — 4A, we have

1+ 68,(n) +&,2(n) =1+ 1 <712—T4A) +0(p7),

p
while if p 4 A but p | n? — 4A,
L+ &,(n) + Spaln) = 1+ O(p).
The product of the latter (finite set of primes) is >, n°. O

By Siegel’s theorem, L(1,x,) >. n~¢ with an ineffective implied constant. But
since we anyway only prove our result on average over n, we want to make this
constant effective.

Theorem 3.42. There is an exceptional set & with the following property. For all
admissible n < N outside of &, and any € > 0, we have

S(n) >.n"".
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Moreover

#E <. N°. (3.43)
The implied constants are all effective. (But the exact determination of the exceptional
set & is ineffective!)

Proof. Consider the characters x, = <"2’+4A> appearing in (3.41). These need not

be primitive, and are induced from characters (), where g, := sqf(n? — 4A) < N?
is the square-free part of n? — 4A; that is,

n? —4A = q,m?, (3.44)

for some integer m. Group admissible n < N according to the values of g,; that is,
for a given square-free ¢ < N2, let

N, = {n =< N :sqf(n® — 4A) = ¢}

If (n,m) is a solution to n* — gm? = 4A, then the ideal (n+ ,/gm) in Z[,/g] has norm
|4A[. The prime ideals p dividing (n 4 /gm) and their multiplicities are bounded in
terms of those of the rational primes dividing 4A (which is fixed). Therefore there
are < 1 inequivalent solutions to (3.44), and equivalent solutions grow exponentially
in terms of the units in Z[,/q]. Therefore

max #MN, <. N°, (3.45)

q<N?
for any € > 0 with absolute implied constants.
By Landau’s theorem (see, e.g., [IK04, Theorem 5.28]), there is an absolute constant
A > 0, such that for all distinct primitive real characters x, x’ of conductors ¢, ¢’
(resp.), with L-functions L(s, x), L(s,x’) having largest real zeros 3, 5’ (resp.), we
have: 4

max(ﬂ,ﬁ/) S 1-— w

Therefore, there is at most a single exceptional q < N? such that, for all other
square-free ¢ < N? and their corresponding largest real zeros 3 (if any such exist),
we have

Al

<1- -
b= log N’

where A’ > 0 is another absolute constant.

We then define the exceptional set & := N, so that the bound (3.43) is confirmed
by (3.45), again with absolute constants. (Though we cannot effectively determine
the elements of &, we can effectively control their cardinality.)

Then we use standard arguments (see, e.g., [Gol74]), and take into account the
imprimitive factors, to show that L(1, x,) >. N~° with absolute implied constants,
for all n ¢ &. This gives the claim. O
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4. MINOR ARC TECHNICAL ESTIMATES

We collect here various lemmata needed in the analysis of the minor arcs. We begin
by defining the exponential sum

S,(r k, b;y) = —ZZGQ ri (x,y) + kx + Lly). (4.1)

z(q) y
Lemma 4.2. Assume that (r,q) = 1. Write ¢ := (BcP?,q), ¢ = q1¢2, and BeP? =
@ E, with EE = 1(mod g). Then

(BcP?,q)

S,(r Kk, l;y) = eq(r(Aa+ Bb+ Cc+ Dd)) 1 {—i=pr(BatDe)(mod a1)

—k=Pr(Ac+Bd)(mod qq)}
X €qay (—fE’(Pr(Ba + Dc) + £)(Pr(Ac+ Bd) + k))

Note that the last exponential term is well-defined by the congruence conditions on £
and k, and independent of the lifts of 7, E to Z/(qq1).

Proof. Write v = (¢%) and insert (2.8):

1
S,(r k., b)) = ?eq(r(Aa + Bb+ Cc+ Dd)) > ey(r(Ac+ Bd)Px + k)

z(q)
x Y ey(ylr((Ba+ Dc)P + BeP?x) + ().
y(q)
The y sum vanishes unless
BeP?r = —(F — (Ba+ De)P (mod q), (4.3)

in which case the sum contributes gq.
Let q; = ged(BceP?,q) and write ¢ = ¢1¢go and BeP? = ¢ E. Then (4.3) has a
solution only if the right hand side is congruent to zero mod ¢;. If this is the case,

then x is determined mod ¢,
—lr+ (B Dce)P
xExO::—ET+( at De) (mod g2).
q1

So & = x¢ + gox’, where ' € Z/q;. Thus we have:
Sy(r k, b)) = eq(r(Aa+ Bb+ Cc+ Dd))1{—r=pr(Ba+De)(mod(BeP?,))}
1
xgeq(zo(r(Ac + Bd)P +k)) Y _ eq,(2'(r(Ac+ Bd)P + k).

z’'(q1)

The 2’ sum vanishes unless
—k = Pr(Ac+ Bd)(mod ¢1),

in which case it contributes g¢;. O
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Next we need cancellation over the r sum on the product of two such. A preliminary
calculation is the following.

Lemma 4.4. Assume that (r,q) = 1 as before, and also use (‘;,' Zi) = ~". Write
q1 := (BcP?%q), ¢ = qiq2, and BcP? = ¢ E, with EE = 1(mod q2). Similarly, set

¢, == (BCP?,q), ¢ = ¢\¢, and B P? = ¢, E', with E'E’ = 1(mod ¢}). Then

(BcP?,q) (BCP?,q)  ¢(q)
S k g k/ g/ —
Tz(q: (r ke, 67)S,(r K, 05 ) q q  olandy)

/

E 1{ ¢=Pr(Ba+Dc)(mod q7) 1{ ¢/=Pr(Ba’+Dc’)(mod ql)
—k=Pr(Ac+Bd)(mod qy)} —k/=Pr(Ac!+Bd')(mod ql)}

r(q9q14})
X €qqq (1 +TK + L), (4.5)
where
J = qqy(Aa+ Bb+ Cc+ Dd) — q1qy(Ad’ + BY + Ccd + Dd')
—¢\E(qFaA + aB*dP* + A*DP? + ¢, EdD)
+q B (¢ E'd A+ d' B*d'P* + AC®?DP? + ¢, E'd' D),
K = —¢Elk + . E'U'K

and

L := —qiEP(Acl + Bak + Bdl + Dck) + ¢ E'P(AJl' + Bd'k' + Bd'l' + DJ'k).
Moreover,
J=EE'BP*(c—)(B* - Acc) (mod(q2, ¢5)), (4.6)

where A = AD — BC.
Note that for every value of r(mod qq1q]) occurring in (4.5), we have that

rJ +7K + L = 0(modqq}). (4.7)
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Proof. Inserting Lemma 4.2, and extending the r sum to modulus ¢q;¢] (which over-
counts by a factor of ¢(qq1¢})/¢(q)), we have that

ZS (rik, €;7)S (rk’ﬁ’ "

_ (BeP?,q) (BEP? q)  d(q)
= Z 1{ = Pr(Ba+DC)(m0dq1)]-{ = PT(Ba’+Dc’)(mOdq1

/!
q ¢ lanq) = =PSB}l mpract sty mod o))

€qq1q, (rq1qy(Aa + Bb + Cc + Dd))

€qnq, (—T1q1(Ad + BY 4+ C¢ + Dd'))

eand, (—7d, E(Pr(Ba + De) + 0)(Pr(Ac + Bd) + k)
€qq14} (fqlE'(Pr(Ba’ + D) + 0" (Pr(Ad + Bd') + k’)) .

By the congruence restrictions on r, the values of F and E’ are independent of their
lifts to Z/(qq1q}). Collecting terms gives (4.5).

In the modulus ¢q;¢}, we do not know that, for example, EE = 1, since we took
arbitrary lifts. But this does hold when reduced mod g9, or any divisor thereof.
Therefore to prove (4.6), we compute J mod (gq, ¢5), as follows.

J = —qEP*(B*+ A) + i E'P*(B* + Ac?)
EE'BP*(c—d)(B*>—Acd)  (mod(gs, 43)),

where we used ad — bc = d'd — b = 1.
To see (4.7), observe that the “true” exponential sum has all along been e,, with
periodic replacement of terms like e,(X) by ey, (¢1X) ete. O

As a corollary, we record a simplified version of this lemma.

Corollary 4.8. With the same notation as Lemma 4.4, we have:

ZS (r, ke, ;) S, (r, K 05~ )<<(q1"h).

r(q) 1
Proof. Returning to Lemma 4.4, we estimate
S T k E 7’ k:/ 6/ 1 {—¢=Pr(Ba+Dc)(modqy) ,
Z 7 ( ) q Z —¢/=Pr(Ba’ «:—Dc’)(modgi)}

r(q) r(qq14})

where we used that ¢(q)/é(qnd)) = 1/(q1q,), since every prime dividing ¢1¢; also
divides gq.
Since B, P are fixed throughout, consider the condition

—¢ = Pr(Ba+ Dc)(mod ¢,), = —¢ = rPBa(mod(qi, c)).
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Since det v = 1, we have that a is invertible mod ¢, so r is restricted to a bounded
(in terms of B, P) number of residues mod ¢;. Similarly, r is also restricted to a
bounded number of residue classes mod ¢j. Therefore the total number of r mod
qq1q; satisfying the congruence is at most qq14;/[q1, ¢;]. This gives the claim. O

Next we record a Kloosterman-type estimate necessary in what follows.

Lemma 4.9. Fiz any J,K,L € Z and let qo | q. Then

/

1
Z eq (Jr+ K7+ L)| <. min (i,q3/4+61—/4 ged(q/qo, J, K)1/4> :

r(a) do o

r=rg(mod qq)

Proof. It qo = 1, this is just Kloosterman’s estimate, so we assume go > 1. The first
bound in the minimum is just the trivial bound, and is sometimes better than the
second bound.

Following Kloosterman’s method, we take the fourth moment, and consider

4
/
u:= > Y e (Jr+ KT+ L) . (4.10)
J/,K’ mod q r(q)
r=rg(mod qq)
We open the power and evaluate.
!/
U = Z Z €q<JI(7”1+T2—7’3—T4)+K/(f1+772—7:3—f4)) (411)

J',K'modq r1,72,73.74(q)
r;=rg(mod qq)

The J', K’ sum is a complete sum over all of Z/q, which vanishes unless
r+7ry—1r3—ry =0(modq), ™ + 79— 73— 7y =0(modgq),

in which case they contribute ¢ each. So we have that

/

Z/{ == q2 E 1 {r1+rg—r3—rg4=0(mod q)

71+79—73—74=0(mod q) }
r1,72,73,74(q)
T =rg(mod qq)

We need to count the number of 7; contributing to the remaining sum. The count
is multiplicative, so we may assume that ¢ is a prime power. Set ¢ := q/qo, and let
R € Z/q be defined by: r; — r3 = Rqp; the first condition above is that we also have
ry — 19 = Rqp. For the second condition on the r;, we multiply through by rirarsry,
getting the condition:

(ro —73) R(qgoR + 12+ 73) = 0(mod q).

Recall that gy > 1, and notice that goR + o + 13 = 2r¢(mod qo) is then invertible
mod g (except perhaps when 2 | ¢, in which case an extra constant factor contributes
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to the estimate below). We now evaluate the count as follows. First sum over divisors
q | ¢, then over those R with (R, q) = q. The above condition becomes

r3 = ro(mod g/q).
Then r3 has < ¢qq/q = qoq possible values. In total, we have:

/

Z 1 (r4rp—rg—rg=0(mod gy K Z Z Z Z Lirs=ra(mod /a)}

71 +79—72 —74=0(mod
r1,79,73,74(q) 172 =73 =g =0( 0} q|?j R(mod q) ro(mod q) r3(mod q)
rjEro(mod q0) (R,9)=q rg=rg(modqq) r3=rg(mod qq)

24-¢

q- q
<Y G <«
qlg

In summary, we obtain the following estimate:

do
Next we determine the multiplicity of the size of the original sum (that is, when
(J', K') = (J, K)) contributing to /. Any change of variables r — rs with s € (Z/q)*
and s = 1(mod qp) corresponds to a change in the coefficients ¢, : (J, K) — (Js, K3).
Another invariance comes from the map oy, : (J, K) — (J + ug, K + vq), because

U <

/ !/

Z eq (J +uq)r + (K +vq)F + L) = eg, (urg + vrp) Z eq(Jr+Kr+ L),
rzrozfggd q0) rzrozr(rllzg)d q0)
with both sides having the same magnitude.

Next we must determine the number of distinct (J', K') obtained by the above
transformations which contribute the same magnitude to U as (J, K). Assume that
ged(J, q) < ged(K, q). We use ¢s to produce as many values of J' as possible, and for
each such, we use 0, to construct distinct K's.

The s € (Z/q)* with s = 1(mod qp) which give distinct values of Js(modq) are
determined by solving

J = Js(q).

The number of distinct values of Js(mod ¢) is then g/ ged(q, goJ). For each such value
of s.J, applying o0y, produces a distinct pair (J', K’) where v ranges in Z/qo.
In total, we have that:

! 2+4e
q )qo Z eq (Jr+ Kr+ L) §U<<gq2q ;

ged(q, @0/, gk o o

r=rg(mod qq)

from which the claim follows. O
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Lemma 4.12. With the same notation as Lemma /.4, we have that
ZS (r b, NS, K057 <o a7 (@) (a1, ¢4) Y ged (g(aqr, ), J, )Y

for any € > 0.

Proof. Applying (4.5), we decompose the sum on r mod ¢q;¢; into residue classes
mod ¢o := [q1, q1] to catch the indicator functions.

ZS (r, k, £;7)Sy(r, K 075"
r(q)

_ (BeP?,q) (BIP? q)  ¢(q)
== Z 1{ (= PTO(Bu+Dc)(rnodq1)1{ /=Pry(Ba’ +D(")(modq1)

q ¢ Q@) L= e=ProlActBntmedn)) _y=pug(acsBa)imoda) )
/
> g (rJ+TK + L), (4.13)
r(qqa14d})
r=rq(q0)

On the last summation, we apply Lemma 4.9.

(BeP?,q) (BEP?,q)  ¢(q)
Z 1{ = on(Ba+Dc)(modq1)]—{ ¢/ =Prg(Ba’ +Dc’)(modq1)

/
q ¢ Panq) L k=ProlactBNtmodn))  Luzpry(acsBa)moda)))

1
(9010})**** 7 ged(gandt /a0, J, K)'/*.
9o

S

Finally, we estimate the number of ry contributing. Recall that ¢; = (BcP?, q). Since
B, P are fixed throughout, consider the condition

—{ = Pro(Ba+ Dc)(mod ¢;), = —{ = roPBa(mod(qy, ¢)).

Since dety = 1, we have that a is invertible mod ¢, so r¢ is restricted to a bounded
(in terms of B, P) number of residues mod ¢;. Similarly, 7o is bounded mod ¢,
and hence the sum on ry has a bounded number of contributions. The claim follows
immediately. U

If ¢ # ¢, this analysis will suffice. But we need more work if ¢ = ¢, since then J in
(4.6) will be 0 mod ¢2. (Note here that in this case, ¢ = ¢}, ¢2 = ¢;, and E = E".)

Lemma 4.14. With notation as in Lemma 4.4 and assuming ¢ = ¢, we have that:

Zs r ke GANS, K ) <o q e ged (q, 0K — k)
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Proof. Applying Lemma 4.12 gives
ZS ke, S (r K Oy <. q g i gcd(q,K)1/4,

where
K =qE(l('K — k),
which gives the claim on bounding ged(q, ) by qi, since E is invertible mod ¢o. O

This suffices as long as k¢ # k’¢’. In the final case that both ¢ = ¢ and k¢ =K'V,
we have

Lemma 4.15. Assume that c = ¢ and kl = k'0'. Then

/

BeP?
ZS T k ‘g f)/ (7“ k, gl ) ((C—’q>> Zl{ {=Pr(Ba+Dc)(modqq) -
q @ —k=Pr(Ac+Bd)(mod q1)}

Proof. Returning to Lemma 4.2, we estimate the r sum trivially:

(BeP?q)\ Z
S —_— 1{ £=Pr(Ba+Dc)(mod q1) 1{ ¢/=Pr(Ba’+Dc)(mod q1) »

q —k=Pr(Ac+Bd)(modqy1)} —k'=Pr(Act+Bd’)(modqy)}

Z‘s (1, ke, ) S, (s K, 05 77)

r(q)

which gives the claim (crudely). O

Now we need an estimate where we average over q itself. To this end, we will first
need the following result.

Lemma 4.16. Given positive integers R > S > W, U,V, X, we have that

oq) - SUSU,(U, X)W) 8 _ [U,W]logR XS

P, (X)) <. 2 g :

_Z_ 2 lUX) < RUW TR TR T row
(q,U)=1,g=V (W)
R<qg<R+S

(4.17)

for every € > 0.

Proof. 1f ged(V, W) is not coprime to U, then the sum is empty, whence (4.17) holds
trivially. So we assume that (V,W,U) = 1.
The trivial bound is S/(RW). Since (¢,U) = 1, there exist z,y with

T Yy 1
+Uy=1, or =+ ==—,
qr Y TU ¢ qU

so that U = y(mod ¢). Then

e,(UX) = e(2X) = e(~ 5X) + O(X/(qV)) = eu(~aX) + O(X/(aV).
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We have that the left hand side of (4.17) is:

o) - XS
(¢,U)=1,q4=V (W)
R<q<R+S
Leaving the last error term aside, we break ¢ into residue classes mod U, := [U, W].

LHS, = Yoo ewl=aX) | > ¢;2q) . (4.19)

qo(mod Uy ) 7=q0(U1)
(q0,U)=1,99=V (W) R<q<R+S

Our point will be that the bracketed sum is independent of qq, to first order, and
therefore we can get cancellation from the first gy sum. To this end, next use Mobius
inversion in the form ¢(n) =n3_,, n(d)/d,

H: 3 %QZ@: 3 @ 3 t (4.20)

9=q0(U7) dlq d<R+S 4=4q0(U1),q=0(d) q
R<q<R+S R<q<R+S

Introduce a parameter 0 < D < R+ S and break the sum on d according to d < D
or not. We deal with the large d first.

d 1 1 1
DRI S ST DI

D<d<R+S qd=q0(U71) q D<d<R+S R<dgq<R+S
R<dq<R+S
1 1/8
= = - (=+1
7 X (54
D<d<R+S
< S +logR
RD R’

which saves either D or S over the trivial bound.

Next we handle small d’s. Observe that since (g, U) = 1, we have that (g0, Uy) | W.
But we must also have ¢o = V(W), and thus (qo,U;) = (V,W) =: V}, say. Since
q=0(d), we let t := q/d. Then

p(d) I (d) 3 1
Z d 72 dt Q2 t
dSD td:qO(Ul) dSD td:qO(Ul)

R<dt<R+S %StS%JF

195}

S8

The condition dt = ¢o(U;) admits a solution in ¢ iff d; := (d, Uy) divides (qo, U1) = V4.
Write d = dydy with (dy,U1/d;) = 1. For d satisfying this condition, the restriction
on t becomes t = dy(qo/d1)(mod Uy /dy), which of course is now uniquely determined
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mod U; /dy. Thus

S ae Y Y

d<D td=qo(U1) d<D,d=dydgy t=dp(qp/d1)(mod Uy /dy)
R<dt<R+S dy=(d,Uy),d1 |V} Roy<c Ry S
dStSqgta
oA 1402
Z R/d R
d<D,d=dydg t=da(qg/d1)(mod Uy /dy)
dy=(d,Uq),d1|V1 §<t<5+%
_ Loy A5 o)) o),
R d dU1 R
d<D,d=dqdo
dy=(d,Uq),d1|Vq
(do,Uy/dy1)=1
(4.21)

The conditions (dy, Uy /dy) = 1 and (ds, d;) = 1 (from M&bius) are together equivalent
to (dg,U;) = 1. This allows to separate the d; and ds sums, and extend the ds sum
to infinity. The “main” contribution becomes:

1 wd) Sdy ,Ud1 Mdz
R 2 d dU, Z 2

d<D,d=ddy d1 Vi do<D/dy
d1=(d,Uy),d1 |V (do,Up)=1
(d2,Uy/d1)=1

(di/D)

_ Zudl) 3 M

d1|V1 dg <o
(dg,Uy)=1

_ R Z puldy) [My, + O(d,/D)],
d1|V1 d

My, =[] (1—2%) = 1, (4.22)

pptUi
is 1/¢(2) with the primes of U; removed.
Continuing the analysis gives

where

1% dl) SVV6
_ M,
R Z o + O (DRU1>

1
d1 V1

— iMUIV2_|_OE(

Swe
RU,

DRU,

where

-0

pIVi
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satisfies
VirFE. <L (4.23)
We return to handle the error terms of (4.21). The first is:

1 1 log D
_ L ’
R dgn;il do d R

d1=(d,Uq),d1|V1
(do,Uy/d1)=1

saving about S/W over the trivial bound. The second is:

1 15d, S 52
E 2 dmr<mr
d<D,d=dqdq 1 1
d1=(d,U1),d1|Vq
(do,Uy/dy)=1

which saves about R/S.
Putting everything together into (4.20) gives:

€ 2
(4.20) = iMUIVQJrOE(SW LlgD 5 D€>+O(i+logR>

RU, DRU, ' R ' R, RD ' R
S S2 S logR

- = M =D+ :
o, Mo Ve + 0 (R2U1 "®DT R )

which is, at least in the main term, independent of ¢g, as desired. Inserting this into
(4.19) now gives

S S? S log R
LHS, = Z ev(—qoX) {R_UlMUl% + O« <R2—U1D5 + =D + i )}
(a0 B3 g2 W)
S _ SQ c SUl U1 logR

qo(mod Uy)
(a0,U)=1,q9=V (W)

(4.24)

We analyze the bracketed summation by first decomposing it into residue classes mod

U:
H= Z ew(=gX) >, L

gmod U gp(mod Uy)
g=V (mod(W,U)) 90=q(U),qq=V (W)

Using U; = [U, W] and the compatibility condition ¢ = V(mod(W,U)), the Chinese
Remainder Theorem gives that the last summation has exactly one ¢y contributing.
Therefore only the first summation remains. Let X; := (U, X) and write X = X; X,
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and U = X U, with (X5, Us) = 1. Then we break into residues mod Us

[] = Z ev, (—X2) Z 1.

a2 (Usz) gmod U
g9 =V (mod(W,Us)) q=q2(U2),q=V (mod(W,U))

In the last summation, we again get a unique contribution from the compatibil-
ity condition on ¢, which together with the Chinese Remainder Theorem deter-
mines ¢ uniquely mod [Us, (W,U)]. Therefore the second summation evaluates to:
o(U)/o([Uz, (W,U)]). In summary, we have that

_ o) / )
[ | ] - o([Uz, (W, U))) Z ev, (—2X2).

92(Uz)
qo =V (mod(W,Uy))

Looking locally, it is easy to see that the remaining summation either vanishes or is
1 in absolute value.
Returning to (4.24) and inserting the above argument gives that:

S o(U) $2 . SUi _UilogR
RWWJMWWXMW@J* P*Ep Tt

LS < r” "RD T TR

where we used (4.22) and (4.23). We choose D = S for simplicity. Returning all the
way to the left hand side of (4.17), we have from (4.18) that:

o(U) S? _ [UW]lgR XS
R[U, W] L/b([U/(U, X), (W, U)JJ TR R Tmow
Finally we note that
S(U/(U, X), (W, U))) 3. U=([U/(U, X), (W,U)))

from which the claim follows. O

LHS <.

Now we can give the final estimate, as follows.

Lemma 4.25. Assume that ¢ = and kl = k'0'. Then for parameters Q >V — o0,
and any € > 0, we have that:

> Zsrkm S (r K 0

Q<q<Q+V r(q)

< Qa Z 1{dfzakzd’€’za’k’(mod(q1,c))}-/\/:h Z

q1|BeP2 Q1lar
E=BcP2?/q; plQ1=(r*>°,q1)|Q1
(E,q1/Q1)=1

{V(EQl,Z) Vi c3+M]
QEQ Q?  Q Q*)
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where

Z =27k, Kl ~~) = (Acl + Bak + Bdl + Dck) — (Acl' + Bd'k' + Bd'¢' + Dck'),
(4.26)

and

« —{=Pr(Ba+ Dc),—k = Pr(Ac+ Bd),
—{' = Pr(Bad' + Dc), —k' = Pr(Ac+ Bd')
(4.27)

Now = N (ke 0K 07, +) = #{r € (Z/m) }-

Proof. We apply Lemma 4.4, but with the special condition ¢; = ¢} and K = 0:

S Sk S, (r K 1)

Q<q<Q+V r(q)

BeP?, )2 !
- Z ( q) ¢<q) Z 1 {—¢=Pr(Ba+Dc)(mod q1) ]_ {—¢/=Pr(Ba’+Dc)(mod q1) eqql (TJ + L),

q? d(qq1) r(220) —k=Pr(Act+Bd)(modq1)}  —k/'=Pr(ActBd')(modq1)}

Q<g¢<Q+V
(4.28)

where now
J = q(Aa+ Bb+ Dd) — ¢;(Ad’ + BV + Dd')
—E(qFaA + aB*dP? + qEdD)
+E(qFEd' A+ d B*d'P* + ¢, Ed' D),
and
L = —FEP(Acl + Bak + Bdl + Dck) + EP(Acl' + Bd'k' + Bd'l' + Dck').  (4.29)
The analogue of (4.6) here becomes:
J = 0(mod ¢s).
Returning to (4.29), we have that
= —EPB(ak — d'K + dl — d'¢')(mod(qy, ¢)).
But the restrictions on r in (4.28) require that
PrB=—dl = —ak = —d'l' = —d'k'(mod(qy, ¢)),
where we used that ad = ¢’d’ = 1(mod ¢). Therefore
L = 0(mod(q, ¢)). (4.30)

The sum on r is multiplicative with respect to the modulus, but ¢; and ¢, are not
necessarily coprime. To fix this, introduce a new parameter

QQ = H pu’

p%llq
plag
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so that Qs | ¢, and g2 | Q2. Then let Q; be defined by

q = 1Q2,

and it is easy to see that (Q1,Q2) = 1 and @y | ¢;. Moreover, if p | @), then
(p™°, q1) | Qq; that is, the largest prime power of any prime dividing ()1 occurs in Q.
It will be convenient to define

m = (Q1,Q2)~

Decompose ¢; further as

Q1 = (Q1,Q1)(Q2791) = @Q1m.

Note that (E,q) =1, and m | g2, so (E,q1/Q1) = 1. Then

qq1 = Q?QQm.
Let
Q5 = Qam and Q) = Q3
so that
91 = Q1 Qs,

with (Q},Q}) = 1. The lift £ can be chosen so that EE = 1(mod Q%). Observe for
later use that

(Q1, Qﬁ) = Q1.
Then the same calculation leading to (4.6) gives
J = 0(mod Q5).
Now we split the r» sum according to these moduli. Let sy, so be determined by:

S1 S9o 1 1

7 + -~ - ’
@y @y Q1@
that is, 51, = 1(mod Q}), and s, = Q mod Q}, which implies that

Sg = @2 mod Q5. (4.31)
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We will also need the basic fact that, if a | b, then ¢(ab) = ¢(b)-a. Then we can write

> Zs (r, ke, £;7)Sy(r, K/ 075"

Q<q<Q+V r(q)

= > > Lae=ak=a'¢'=a'k’ (mod( ))}ﬁﬂ
=ak=d'V'=a’k’' (mod(q1,c q q) @

2
E|BcP2 Q<q<Q+V ¢( )
q1=BcP2/E (a,BcP?)=q1, qa1=Q} Q)

!/

1{ £=Pr(Ba+Dc)(mod(q1,Q) )1{ ¢/=Pr(Ba’+Dc)(mod(q1,Q) ) €Q’ (Sl(TJ + L))
Q]

’ —k=Pr(Ac+Bd)(mod(qy, Ql )} —k'=Pr(Ac+Bd’)(mod(qq, Q N}
r(Q)

/

X | eq, (soL) E 1 (—t=Pr(Ba+De)mod(a1,@)) 1 {~¢/=Pr(Ba’+ De)(mod(a,@})
(QQ) —k=Pr(Ac+Bd)(mod(qq, QQ))} —k/'= Pr(Ac+Bd’)(mod(q1 Q2))}

— Z 1{d£5ak5d’€’5a’k’(m0d(q176))} Z q_12 Z Qi%

E|BcP2 Q1lay 1 (Q2,E)=(Q2,Q1)=1,Q1Q2=0(q1)
q1=BcP2/E plQ1=(p°,q1)|Q1 Q<LR1Q25Q+V
% =af iy
E, -1 42=Q1Q2/q1
(E,q1/Q1) Qh=aa1/ @)

!/

X Z 1{ ¢=Prj(Ba+Dc)(mod Q) 1{ ¢'=Prq{(Ba’ +DC)(mon1)6Q/ (QQ(le—{—L)) (4.32)

! —k=Pri(ActBd)(modQ1)} —k/=Pri(Act+Bd’)(mod Q1)}
r1(Q))

/
X €Q), (SQL E 1{ ¢=Pr(Ba+Dc)(mod(qq, Q2))1{ ¢/=Pr(Ba/+Dc)(mod(q1,Q)))

—k=Pr(Ac+Bd)(mod(qq, QQ))} —k/’=Pr(Ac+Bd’)(mod(q1, Q2))}
r(Q3)

Next we make the following two claims: (i) that the first sum on r; only depends only
on the value of Q)2 modulo ¢;; and (éi), that we can count the number of solutions in
the r sum mod Q5. We first work on (i7). Observe that

= (QIaQQ) (QIaQ2) Ql

which is a divisor of Q5. That is, (m, @) = 1. Recalling the definition (4.27) of Ny,
the sum on 7(Q)) clearly contributes

o(@)
(%) A o)

(Q17 Q2)
"6((q1,Q2))

= P(Q2)Nnm

Next we argue (7). Recall from the analogue of (4.7) in this setting that any ry
occurring in the first summation satisfies:

7"1<]+ L= O(Ql)
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Therefore the r; summation in (4.32) is:

/
_—7"1J —|— L
Q1 Y Lit=prsuipomeany 1(-o=pr (s pomedar €0 (Q2(Qa, 1) —5—

—k=Pri(Ac+Bd)(mod Q1)} —k/=Prj(Ac+Bd’)(mod Qq)} Q1
r1(Q1)

)

The term @, only depends on the residue class, Q9, say, mod @y, so we break the
sum according to these residue classes. Returning to the original expression, we have:

S Sk S, (r K 1)

Q<q<Q+V r(q)

Z Z q1 m
= ]-{dfzakzd’é’za’k’(mod(ql o)} @Nm m
E|BcP?2 Qi1la1 1
q1=BcP2/E plQ1=(p*°,q1)|Q1
Q)=0%
m=q1/Q1, (m,Q1)=1
(E,q1/Q1)=1

/

X E Ql E 1 {—¢=Pr{(Ba+Dc)(mod Q1) 1 {—t'=Pr(Ba’+Dc)(mod Q1) €Q; (ng

QY%(mod Q1) r1(Q1) —k=Pri(ActBd)(mod Q1)}  —k'=Pry(ActBd’)(mod Qq)} 1
2 1

% Z ¢(Q2) eq, (SQL)

2
(Q2,5Q1)=1,Q5=0(m),Q2=QY (mod Q1) Q3
Q<Q1Q25Q+V
3=Q1Q2
92=Q1Q2/q1
Q4=qa1/Q}

Let
/1/ = (Qb 0)7
with @1/Q7 < 1. (Recall here that P is a constant depending only on the group T,

and implied constants may depend on I' and the fixed parameters A, B, C, D.) From
(4.30), we have that L = 0(mod Q7), since Q7 | (¢1,¢). Let

my = (m,c),

so that m/m; =< 1. By the same argument, we also have that L = 0(modm,), and
since (my, Q) = 1, we have that L = 0(mod Q{m,).

- nrJ+L

)
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So using (4.31) the last sum can be written as

(Q2,EQ1)=1,Q2=0(m),Q2=Q% (mod Q1)
QRLQ1Q25QR+V

= Z ¢(Q2) 6Q2<UX)7

2
(Q2,U)=1,Q2=0(m),Q2=QY (mod Q1) @
QR<Q1Qe5Q+V

where U = EQ1(Q1/QY)(m/my) < EQ, and
—P(Acl + Bak + Bdl + Dck) + P(Acl' + Bd'k' + Bd'l' + Dck')

X =
Qim ’
by (4.29). Note that
_ PZ
- Qimy

where Z is defined as in (4.26). It is at this point that we apply Lemma 4.16, with
R=Q/Q, S =V/Q1, and W = [m, Q1] = ¢;. Note that

(U, X) = K(EQ,, X) = K—(EQimQ), PZ) = K%(quQl, 7).

1
@l
Here K is an absolute constant, not the same in each occurrence. Then

(U, (U, X)W) = K(EQ1, EQ1q1, Z) < (EQq, Z).

Now applying Lemma 4.16 gives:

V(EQq, Z I%& c V|X
[] = Qa( C<2E%1q1) +@+%+ C2|20|) '

Returning to the original summation, we have:

S Sk S, (r K 1)

Q<q<Q+V r(q)

m
<e Qe Z l{dZEakEd’f’Ea’k’(mod(m,c))} Z qle—

¢(m)
E|BcP? Q1la1
q1=BcP2/E p|Q1=(p>°,q1)|Q1
Q=Q3%
m=q1/Q1, (m,Q1)=1,
(B,q1/Q1)=1
! 2
V(EQl, Z) V Qlc
X E 1 {—¢=Pr1(Ba+Dc)(mod Q1) 1 {—t'=Pri(Ba’+Dc)(mod Q1) —_— + —~ + — 4+
—k=Pri(ActBd)(mod Q1)} —k/=Pri(Ac+Bd’)(mod Q1)} QEqul Q Q

r1(Q1)

VIX|
Q%c
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Note that the r;(mod 1) summation is exactly Ng,, and since (m, Q1) = 1, we have
that N, - N, = N,. Now we have, crudely, that

> Zsrkm S, (r K 0

Q<qLQ+V r(q)
<e Qa Z ]-{dézakzd/f’za/k’(mod(ql,c))} Z Nq1
E|BcP?2 Q1lay

q1=BcP2/E pIQ(1E:q>1(;7Q1>¢11)IQ1
V(EQ,, Z) V2% & V|Z

ViEQuz) Ve &, viZI,

QREQ: Q@  Q @
from which is the claim. O

Next we analyze the size of AV, in (4.27).
Lemma 4.33. Let m | BcP?. Then
N, < 1. (4.34)

Proof. Our goal is to count the number of r in (Z/m)* satistying —¢ = Pr(Ba+ Dc),
—k = Pr(Ac+ Bd), and also —¢' = Pr(Bd’ + Dc), —k' = Pr(Ac+ Bd'). Let
my = (m7 C)a

so that my | ¢, and m < my (since B and P are fixed). Reducing the moduli mod
my gives the equations:

—al =rPB, —dk =rPB, —d'{' =rPB, —d'k' = rPB(modm,).

Here we used that (a,c) = 1 since v € SLy(Z), etc. There are clearly a bounded
number of solutions in 7 to the above, which gives the claim. 0

And lastly, we analyze the number of elements in SLy(Z) with a given value of ¢
and satisfying a congruence in Z in (4.26).

Lemma 4.35. Let v € SLy(Z) N By be given with v, = ¢, and fiz a divisor Zy | ¢
with ¢ < T. Also fix k, 0, k', 0" with kl = K'l'. Then the number of v € SLy(Z) with
v =c and |d],|V|,|d'| < T and satisfying Z = 0(mod Z,) is bounded by

T
< —(Z1,4d — ka), (4.36)
Z
as T — oo.
Proof. In the variables @', d’, we have the pair of equations: a’'d’ = 1(mod Z;) and

= (Acl + Bak + Bdl + Dck) — (Acl' + Bd'k' + Bd'l' + Dck') = 0(Z,),

or

Bk'a* — (Bak + Bdl)d' + Bl' = 0(Z,).
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Let By := (B, Zy) and set Zy := Z1/B; and By := B/ By, with (B, Z5) = 1. Dividing
through by Bj, the equation reduces to
Ka? — (ak + dl)a' + € = 0(Zy).
Let
Z = (k’,, E,, ZQ)
Since kf = k’ﬁ’i we have that Z2 | k€. Working locally, suppose that Z | ¢. Then
reducing mod Z gives the equation

—(ak)d = 0(2).

But (a,Z) = (a,¢) = 1 and ' is also coprime to Z, which implies that & = 0(2).
Therefore there are no solutions unless both Z | k and Z | £. In this case, we can
divide the whole equation by Z. Set ky := k/Z, ..., 0} :={'/Z and Z3 := Zy/Z.
Then the equation becomes

Kia? — (aky + dty)a' + ) = 0(Z3),

with (K], 0}, Z3) = 1. Working locally, we may assume that (k}], Z3) = 1. Now we
can simply solve the equation. Assuming for simplicity that Z3 is odd (with minor
modifications otherwise), we have that

(CL/ — Ql_fi (ak1 + d£1>>2 = —/?;iﬁ’l + Zl]_cf(akl + d£1)2 = (27@1 (Cbk’l — dﬁl))z(mod Z3),

where we again used that k¢ = k'¢’ and ad = 1(mod Z3). The equation is now a
difference of squares, so

(o' — K 01d)(a’ — Ky kia) = 0(mod Z3).
Again working locally, suppose that Z3; = pV. Then for V+W = U, we get a solution
d' = kif,d(mod p") and o' = K, kia(mod p™).

Assume WLOG that V' < W. Then for there to be any solutions, it must be the
case that £;d — kya = 0(mod p), and if this is the case, then there are pV=" = pV
solutions for a’. Let

Z4 = (Zg,éld - kla).

By the above discussion, the number of solutions for a/(mod Z3) is at most

min(Z4, \/Zs).

So once the value of ¢’ mod Zj3 is fixed, the total number of such a’ < T is

T TZ - T(K 0, Zy)
Z3 Zy Z '
Thus we can bound the total number of values of a’ by

Z4T(k,, E,, Zl)/Zl <K T(Zg, éld - kla)(k', gl, Zl)/Zl < T‘(Zl7 ld — ka)/21
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With o and ¢ fixed, the number of d’,0' is < 1, since they are all of order T" and
a'd — b'c=1. This completes the proof. O
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5. MAJOR ARC ANALYSIS

Theorem 5.1. There is ann > 0 and a set & C Z of “exceptional” n, of zero density,
1

such that, forn ¢ &, n < N, we have that

My(n) > 6<n)Rf]VV(O) +O<RNT(0)N—77>7

as N — oo, where, for admissible n ¢ & and for any € > 0, the “singular series”
S(n) satisfies

S(n) >, |n|~".
The implied constants are absolute.

Proof. We begin with (2.17):

Mpy(n) = / M(O) Ry (0)e(—nb)do

- [ S 3 ST (B + m) R + Bel—nlz + B))ds

q<Qo r(q) meZ
- / 3 ZRN T B)e(—n(Z + B)(BLL)ds.
q<Qo (g

We have that

=2 T(5)T(%) X alhaley)| X clBhy)

z,y€l Y€ (g\I' VEFT
Y=70(mod q)

For the bracketed term, we apply Lemma 3.4, together with |3| < Ky/N < 1/X2.

Ry(G+8) = Y T(5)T(%) X alfu@y)

Y€ (g)\T

[m Z e(Bf,(z,y)) + O(|.F7|N~©)

YEFT
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Inserting this into My gives:

My(n) = Zr(f—()r(%) Zm eq(r(F1o(2,y) — n))

z,y€E” q<Qo Y€ (Q\L 7(q)

<30 [0 - n))dﬁ]
+0 (RNT(())N_QQSK()) ;

where we have split into modular and archimedean components. The proof then
follows on applying Theorem 3.39 and Theorem 3.42 to the modular component,
and Lemma 3.5 to the archimedean part, together with the choice of parameters in

(2.15). O
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6. MINOR ARC ANALYSIS

Our goal is to estimate Ey in 2, or what is the same (by Parseval), to bound

1
lEnl? = 1EnI? =(A|1—anwn%Ran%&

The main result of this section is the following.

Theorem 6.1. There exists some n > 0 so that, as N — 00,
RO -
N

A standard argument concludes the main Theorem 1.13 (and hence Theorem 1.8)
from Theorem 5.1 and Theorem 6.1. We begin the analysis as follows. In Dirichlet’s
approximation theorem, we choose the level

M = TX,
so that for every 6 € [0, 1], there is a ¢ < M and (7‘, q) = 1 so that § = © + § with

lEn]? <

P—— Bl <

Now we decompose the circle into dyadic regions of the form

T 1
Wy = {045 5 4= Qulna) - 1ww<QM}
so that

IEnIP < Z/ 11— 9M(0)*| R (6)[2d6.

Q<M
dyadic

This decomposes further into three ranges, according to whether () satisfies: Q) < Qo,
or Qo< Q< X/Y,or X/Y <@Q < XT = M. Here we have set

Y = TZ-D/10 = N, y >0, (6.2)

to be a small power of N.
On the latter two ranges, the weight |1 — 9%(0)|? is exactly 1. To keep track, we
define the integrals:

2
LQo ko = ot —| |Rn(0)[*d0,
q<Qo,\ﬂq\<Ko/N
IQO = ot s ‘RN<9)|2d‘97
4<Qo.Ko/N<IBI<1/(aM)
— 2
Ty = o ’RN(Q) do. (6.3)

Q<q<2Q,(rq)=1 \5\<1/(QM)
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6.1. Preliminaries.
We first estimate Ry (6) for 0 = g + [ as follows. We begin by decomposing = and
y according to their residue classes mod ¢ and applying Poisson summation in x and

Y gives:
Ra(0) = 30 YT ()T () el + ()

yEFT x,YEL

= X2 NS,k ) Tx (B kL ;). (6.4)

yeFr k€L

where S, is given in (4.1) and

Tx(Bok lqiy) = // ] ) e(B1 (2 X, yX) — X (kz + ty))dady.

Lemma 6.5. Suppose that ¢ < X/Y. Then for any L < oo, we have that
| Tx (B, k.0, q57)] <o X5, (6.6)

unless |k|, |¢] < 1, in which case, we have:

|Tx (B, k, €, ¢; )| < min(1, ﬁ). (6.7)

Alternatively, if X/Y < q, then we have the same arbitrary cancellation (6.6),
unless |k|, [(| < Y3 (in which case, we only need the trivial bound).

Proof. The phase of Jx can be written as e(g) where

9(z,y) = Bf,(zX,yX) — %(lm + Ly).

Inputting (2.8), the partial derivatives of g are
X
Ogla,y) =~ (BgBe, P? Xy — k) + O(|B|ITX) (6.8)

and similarly
9y9(z,y) = )q—( (BgBe, P’Xz — £) + O(|B|TX). (6.9)
First consider the case that ¢ < X/Y. Recalling that |5| < 1/(QTX), B, P,z,y < 1,
and ¢, < T, we have that Vg # 0 unless
k[, [€] < [Bl¢TX < 1.

Outside of this range, we apply non-stationary phase, giving (6.6).
Now suppose that the pair (k,¢) is such that Vg does vanish at some point p in
the support of T x Y. In this case, we apply stationary phase to show that

| Jx| < min(1, A1),
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where A, is absolute determinant of the Hessian of g at p. Since
A, = |det(9;(9))| = (I8|Be, PPX?)* = (|B|TX?)?,

we have that
1 1

TX?|Bl  NIpJ
which gives (6.7). (In fact, since the form is bilinear in the variables, it is possible to
evaluate the integrals explicitly, though this is not needed here.)

In the case that X/Y < ¢, we can only apply non-stationary phase if the phase
is actually growing, which is the case if max(|k[,[¢|) > Y &. This completes the
proof. O

A;l/Z <

6.2. Minor Arcs I: Case q < Q.
Proposition 6.10. Assume that g < X. Then

. 2|
‘RN (g + ﬁ)‘ < XN“‘/’;'T‘. (6.11)

Proof. Inserting Lemma 6.5 gives

( +ﬂ)<<X2Z > S, rk€7)|N|m

yEFT kLK1

which gives the result on trivially estimating |S,| < 1. O
Corollary 6.12. We have:

[Rn(0) Q3

7z
QO»KO << N KO

and

[Rn(0)P @3

7 .
QO << N K()

Proof. Inserting the L* bound (6.11) gives:

N 2X4\9T\2 \RN( )\
) =2 9 Q
p N2|BJ? W < K? °N

IQOJ(O << KO

0=5+8
4<Qq,|BI<Kqg/N

giving the claim. Similarly,
X Fp| [
N|B|

as claimed. O

Ry (0)]? Q3N

a9 <

To, <

0=5+8
a<Qq,Ko/N<|B|

The choice of parameters (2.14) ensures that these are power savings, as required
in Theorem 6.1.
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6.3. Minor Arcs II: Case Q) < Q < X/Y.

Next take the intermediate range, where Qo < @ < X/Y. We need to estimate
(6.3). Inserting (6.4) and opening the square gives
2

X2 Sy k 7)TIx (B, K Lg; )| df

yEFT kLEL

T, =
@ 0=r/q+8
Q<9<2Q,(rq)=1,|8|<1/(QM)

= Z Z ZZSrkE’y S,(r K, 0~

Y €EFT kLK U ELq=Q | r(q)

/ T (B, ke, £,q:7) T (B, W, 0, o 1) dB.
|B]<1/(QM)

We apply Lemma 6.5 to get

Ip € — Z Z Z Z (r, b, 0;7)Sy(r, K 054 (6.13)

vy €EFT kLK <1 q=Q | r(q)
Now we introduce a parameter
H:=Qr" (6.14)
where 7 is the constant in (3.8), and decompose
according to whether ged(c, ) < H or ged(e,¢’) > H. We first deal with the large
ged.
Proposition 6.15. There exists some n > 0 so that:

Ry(0)f
I —N"
<R
Proof. Let h > H be the ged of ¢ and ¢’. Then applying Corollary 4.8 (and notation

therein) to (6.13), we have

< LYY Y Y Y >t

’YELQT hley qq|BeP2 ~'eFp a} \Bc’P2 q
h2H g1<Q =0(h) <@ 9= 0((41 1))

where in the last sum, we weakened the condition that ¢ is divisible by both ¢; and
¢y to just being divisible by their gecd. Now estimating divisor sums and applying
Nullstellensatz (3.8) in the 7' summation gives

I(Z) £X4 —no| g7 |2
Q < N WH "/,T’ ,

from which the claim follows. O
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Next we handle the small ged.

Proposition 6.16. There exists some n > 0 so that:

!RN( )
N

Proof. We begin with the observation that (¢, ) < H implies that ¢ # ¢, since ¢ < T

and H = o(T"). We apply Lemma 4.12, estimate ged (q(q1, ¢1), J) by ged ((g2, ¢5), J) 9.9

(q2,95) ’

I —F—N"".

and apply (4.6), giving

15 <. N Z > 0 1/4(‘]1Q1)/(Q1 )"
v eFp ¢<Q
(e,c/)<H

1/4
(2d (@2, ), (e = ) (B = Acc))) ™.
Since ¢ = q1q2 = q1¢5, we have that (g2, ¢5) = q/[q1,q}]. We crudely estimate

X4 _ 1/4
Ié;) < NEW Zq 5/4 Z (q1q1) (ged (g, BP*(c — ¢)(B* — Acc))) "
=Q vy €FT
c;éc’
a1=(BcP2,q)
aj=(Bc' P2,q)

(6.17)
Let h = (q1,q}), then h | BP*(c,d), and h < min(Q, H). Then we can write
q1 = hg, ¢, = hg', with (g,¢') = 1. Also note that & | (¢, BP*(c — ¢')(B* — Acc)), so
we can write
(¢, BP*(c — ¢)(B* — Acc)) = hj.
Then it follows that
(3, 9) < (BP*(c—c)/h,g) - (BP*(B* = Acc'), g).

The first ged on the right hand side above is 1, since a factor of both should have
been included in h. Since g | BP?Acc, the second ged is equal to (BP?B?,g) < 1.
A similar argument shows that

(9,9) <1,
and hence we have the bound

[hg, hg',hg) > g9'g

on their least common multiple. (Since h may be small, it will not help us in this
estimate.)
Similarly, we note that

(g,c) < (BP*(c—(),c)- (B*— Acd,c).

The second ged is again bounded, while the first is bounded by H, by the definition
of T8
Q
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Thus we can estimate

RS XD YD SED SED S S

YEFT vy eFr h|BP2(c,c!) g|BP2¢c g |BP2 /
c#c! (e, /) <H h<@Q 9<kQ J'<Q

X > (hghg) (hg)"* >~ 1

g\BPQ(c—c/)(BQ—Acc’) qu/ 3
99'§<Q, (g,c)<H q=0([hg,hg’,h3g])

S ALID SED DI D DI

yeEFr §<KQ v eFp
(g:0)<H BP2(c—c')(B2—Ace!)=0(g)

For fixed ¢, let R = R(g) C Z/§Z denote the set of roots mod § of the polynomial
BP%*(c — z)(B* — Acx). If A = 0, then this is a linear polynomial with leading
coefficient BP?, so #R < 1. If A # 0, then this is a reducible quadratic polynomial
with leading coefficient BP?Ac; since (g,c¢) < H, it follows that #R <. H''e.
Finally, we have that

Ié;) <. NaX 5/4H9/4Z Z o Z Z L

YEFT  9KQ a€R(g ’yeff’T
(g,0)<H =a(g)

We apply Nullstellensatz (3.8) in the last summation to obtain:

(<) X+ 5/4 9/4
) < NN S S L

VEFT §KQ

4
<. NEXWQ_I/4H13/4Q1/4_WO|ﬁT|2~

The choice of the parameter H in (6.14) ensures that we have saved a power of
@ > Qo. The claim follows since Qg is a power of N (by (2.13)). O

These two propositions establish Theorem 6.1 in the intermediate range of ().
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6.4. Minor Arcs III: Case X/Y < Q < M.
In this largest range, we return to the exact evaluation:

XN N Y ZSrk£7 S,(r, &, 0:7)

VY EFr kLK VEL q=<Q | r(q)

/ T By ks £, 45 7) T (B R 0 6 7)) dB.
|8]<1/(QM)

Now we break
Io <T5 +1)
depending on whether ¢ = ¢ or not. We first handle the latter case.

Proposition 6.18. There is an n > 0 so that

" Ry (0)?

as N — 0.

Proof. To begin, we can use the last part of Lemma 6.5 to show that:

I¢<<— > > ZZS (r, ke, 6:7)S,(r K 054 | + O(NT10),

w "E€TT k||, |K| 0| < 2L =R | r(q)
(6.19)
We will omit this last term henceforth. In the case ¢ # ¢/, we estimate using Lemma
4.12, crudely (e.g., ¢ < T, etc) giving:

4
+ X
fo < QMZ >
=Q vy €Fp
a1=(BcP2,q),q} =(Bc' P2,q)

<Y a3 () (g1, )Y ged (q(q, 4, J, K)Y*
Ikl el |7 || < X2

5X4T3/2 % 1/
< Q9/4M Z Z Z ged (g, J, K)
GRQYNETT |k o], |1, J0'| <
Recall from Lemma 4.4 that J does not depend on k, k', ¢, ¢’ but K does. Then
Y4X4T3/2
IZ;<< [ —i—l}z Z ged (q, J 1/4

9/4 M
Q q=Q vy eFy
c#c!

By (4.6), we have that:
ged (g, J) < TP ged (g2, 65), J) < T? ged ((g2, g5), (¢ — €)(B* — Acd)) < T°,
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since B? — Acc is never zero. Then

Nsx4T3/2 Q4 X473/2
# 25 /4 4 |p3/277/4 25 /4
7} QUi {X4+1}Q|J\T LY |T*M + g | Fr|*T
T° Ry(O) T°
4 2 y2 4

< YA S <Y = s

The claim again follows due to the large power of X savings (relative to the small

loss of powers of T" and Y); see (2.9) and (6.2). O

Next we analyze the case that ¢ = ¢/. At this stage, we decompose Z5 further
according to whether k¢ = k'¢' or not,
= == :77£
I <1y + 1,
We first analyze the case that k¢ #£ k'¢'.

Proposition 6.20. There is an n > 0 so that

R (0)]?

I:17£
Q < N

N7
as N — 0.

Proof. We again apply Lemma 6.5 as in (6.19). In this case, we then apply Lemma
4.14, which giveS'

1_7"é < QM Z Z Z[ At oed (g, UK — Zk)l/ﬂ.

we9’T kL lel IR 10 < X2 a=Q
=c ke£k 0!

The ged is bounded by |kf] < (Yq/X)?, giving:

15’7& < Y1/2X4 Z Z Z —5/4+e zq/X)l/Q}

vy €9’T kL lel k| e« X2 a<Q
ekl e!

5 X* 2 Q_4 —5/421)2 v —1/2
< Yoyl Gt 1| @

SRy (0)2 T°
<K Y —N i/

The claim again follows due to the large power of X savings. ([l

The last case is when ¢ = ¢ and kf = k'¢’; here we will fight not for powers of @
but powers of the much smaller parameter 7. We can save a factor of 72°~! from the
fact that ¢ = ¢ (and hence there are only T values for v/, not T% = |Z7|). But this
is insufficient for a power gain in the end. So new ideas are needed.
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Proposition 6.21. There is an n > 0 so that

Ry(O)F -
VL N
N Y

I, <
as N — oo.
Before beginning the proof, we return to the original formulation:

I,m = XY Y > ZSTI{:E7 S, (r k', 05 7")

v EFp kK EL ¢=Q r(q
c=c! ke= kl’

/ jX(ﬂakaqu)/Y)jX<6’ k,7£,7Q§’7/>d5'
1Bl<1/(QM)

We apply the last part of Lemma 6.5 to truncate the k, ¢, k', ¢’ range:

I, = X' ) > ZZSrk€7 S, (r k', 05 7")

o €9T k]l 610 < X2 ¢=<Q | m(q)
b=k ¢!

/ Tx(B. k. 0,09 Tx (B . 0, 4, 7)dB.
18]<1/(QM)

Over this range of k, £, k', ¢', we need to level out the ¢ dependence from the archimedean
component J. But the range of ¢ < () is too long for this purpose, so we decompose
the sum into U intervals, where U is a parameter chosen to be

U=Q""

Each interval is of length Q/U = Q'/2, which is much larger than T. Let @ range
over the starting points of these intervals. Then we have:

I, = X' ) > > > Zsrkm S,(r, K 05"

" effT [kLleLIR e | < 5@ T U g <qg<u+g [
ke=k'e! QI=Q+igy

/ jX(ﬁa k;£7q77)\7X(5’ k/7€,7q;’y/)d/8‘
181<1/(QM)

On each of these sub-intervals, we will replace ¢ in J by @1, thereby freeing the ¢
variable for a purely modular analysis, as follows.
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Lemma 6.22. For any € > 0, we have that:

Iy~ <. —X4 D > > D Zsrkm S,(r k0 7")

YV ETT e« X IO Qi <q<Qutg 7(9)
ke=k'e! Q1=Q+ir

Y4 |RN( )|2
N U
Proof. Returning to the definition of 7, we see that

Y
|\7X(67k7€7(b7) - jX(B7 k7£7 Q177)| < 57

since k,/ < YQ/X. We replace the two appearances of ¢ in J one at a time.
Each time, we apply Lemma 4.15 to the resulting difference, which is bounded by

< YQ—— E E E (c.9) E 1 (—t=Pr(BatDc)(mod qy)
r(Ba c)(mod ¢
UQM —k= PT(AC#»Bd)(moqu%}

7
VY EQT |k|,12],|K], |2/‘<< T(q)

Lo—k! ¢! Q1 (c )
1 X4
2
<Yy Z Z ql § : E E 1 (—e=PrBa(modqy) ,
UQSM e F qile Yq —k=PrBd(modqq)}
’y’l <! r 411<<Q q= O(Il’lodql) Ikl |€‘<< T

where we used that ¢ = 0(¢y). Since (a,c¢) = (¢,d) = 1, for given ¢, the value of r is
determined up to constants mod ¢y, so there are < ¢/q; values of r contributing. For
each value of (¢,7), we have that k is determined mod ¢;, but we won’t use this. In
total, we bound the difference by

1 X* QAQ
< YQUQ?)M Z ZQ% Z }ay

v EFp aile 7=Q
c=c/ 1 <KQ q=0(mod q7)
< Y2 - § § 2 Q Q Q Q
Q M Ty X X
v E€EFp  aile
c=c! 11<KQ
L elRaOPT

N U
Finally, we estimate trivially that

1
[ Bkt Qi TR QS < i
181<1/(QA) Q

whence the claim follows, since @) > X/Y. O

Now we have leveled out the sum, and are in position to apply the crucial Lemma
4.25.
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Proof of Proposition 6.21. Inserting Lemma 4.25 into Lemma 6.22 gives:

1,7 <. —X4 > > U

v ef*'T [l lel, 1871 | < Y&

ke=k'e!
X QE Z 1{d€£ak£d’€’£a’k’(mod(q1 ,c))}Nq1 Z
ql\BcP2 Q1la1
E=BcP2/q; p|Qp=(p>® q1)IQ1
(B,q1/Q1)=
(EQ1,Z) ¢ |Z| 1
X |\~ —l- —l- —l- 6.23
T Qg (0:23)
|RN( T
NE z
* N U’

where Z and N, are as defined in the statement of Lemma 4.25.
We first handle the contribution from the latter three terms in (6.23)

v x 3 [+l

7763‘% kel k7| e | < K&

ke=k'¢!

Ney? ON’[T T3U T2
XYz 2 X T
< Qi 'T'(X)[U+ Q'*@}
Ry [T2 TU T
Nsy2| -
<K N U + X + X |

where we bounded Z < TYQ/X < YT? from (4.26) and used (4.34). With U =
Q'/2, this is sufficient savings if T is small enough relative to QQ > X/Y’; these are all
power savings. Only the first term of (6.23) remains to be handled.

EQ., 7
_X4 Z Z Z Liar=ak=a'e'=a’ k' (mod(q1,¢))} Z %

v Gg‘T (Kl Jel, k71,10 | < 5Q  a1]BeP? Qila
K=k 0! E=BcP2/qy plQ1=(p>°,q1)|Q1
(B,q1/Q1)=1

X4 Z Z Z l{dg;ak;d%/za’k’(mod(m70))}

YEFT |kl,lel k|1« X2 a1lBeP?
k=Ko E—BCPQ/ql

Z EQl Z A Z 1(7(v)=0(mod 71)} -

Q1lar Z1|EQ1 v 637‘
plQ1= (P> q1)\Q1 c=c!
(E,q1/Q1)=
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Now we apply (4.36) to the last summation, expanding 7' € Zr to all of SLy(Z)
(recalling that in .Zr, all entries are < T'). This gives

QMX4 Z Z Z ]—{dﬁzakzd’f’za’k’(mod(ql,c))}

YEFT |k|Jel, k|||« X2 a1lBeP?

ko= 0! E=BcP2/q)
3 EQ N T(Z,td ~ ka)
Q1la Z1|EQx
PlQ1=(p>°,q1)|Q1
(E,q1/Q1)=1
SSTXY Y >
YEFT  q1|BcP? Q1lay Zl‘EQl Zg‘Zl
E= BcP2/q1 p|Q1=(p>® ‘11)\@1
(B,q1/Q1)=
) 2. b
kLY@ w1 <X
d¢=ak(mod(qq,c)) ke=k'0/

d¢=ak(mod Z3)

The &', ¢ sum is a divisor sum. Note that (¢, ¢) < ¢;. Replace the condition d¢ =
ak mod(qi, ¢) by d¢ = akmod(q;/Q1,c). Note that ¢;/Q; is coprime to FQ;. So with
k fixed, ¢ is restricted to a residue class mod (q1/Q1, c)ZQ. This gives

EREID D DD S

YEFT q1|BcP2 Q1lay ZglEQl
E= BcP2/q1 p|Q1=(p™>° 41)|Q1
(BE,q1/Q1)=

X <X<q1/gl,c>22 * 1)

Ra (@) 1
N T26—1"
This gives the claim, by the choice of Y in (6.2). O

Theorem 6.1 has now been established in all ranges of (), thus completing the proof
Theorem 1.8.

<L YiX?|Zr| < Y2
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