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On zero-density estimates of zeta-functions associated with Fourier coefficients of cusp forms

Wei Zhang

Abstract Let f(z) be a holomorphic cusp form for the full modular group SL2(Z), and
let L(s, f) be the corresponding automorphic L-function associated to f . In this paper,
we show that

Nf (σ, T ) ≪ TA(σ)(1−σ)+ε

with

A(σ) =

{

4
4σ−1

for 21
22

≤ σ ≤ 1,
2

13σ−11
for 17

18
≤ σ ≤ 21

22
,

where

Nf(σ, T ) :=
∑

L(β+iγ,f)=0
σ≤β≤1, 10≤|γ|≤T

1.

When σ is near to 1, this improves the result of Ivić [7] and gives a best possible estimate
from the exhausted Weyl bounds. Moreover, such type results cannot be obtained from
the general results of Perelli [11].
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1. Introduction

The zero-density estimates for L-functions are interesting and important problems in
number theory which has significant applications in many topics. For example, one can
refer to [1, 3, 5, 8]. In this paper, we are interested in the zero-density problem for L-
functions associated to a holomorphic cusp form f with respect to the full modular group
SL2(Z). L(s, f) can be defined as

L(s, f) =

∞
∑

n=1

λf(n)

ns
=
∏

p

(

1− λf(p)p
−s + p−2s

)−1
, ℜ(s) > 1,

where λf(n) ∈ R (n = 1, 2, · · · ) are eigenvalues of the Hecke operators T (n) and is
normalized so that λf(1) = 1. It is well known that the above series converges absolutely
for ℜ(s) > 1, and L(s, f) can be continued analytically to the whole complex plane. One
can refer to [4] for these facts. The Generalized Riemann Hypothesis predicts that the
non-trivial zeros of L(s, f) all lie on the critical line ℜ(s) = 1/2. Ivić considered such
type problems and showed in [7] that Nf (σ, T ) ≪ T 8/3(1−σ)+ε, where

Nf(σ, T ) :=
∑

L(β+iγ,f)=0
σ≤β≤1, 10≤|γ|≤T

1. (1.1)

And the zero density hypothesis implies that A(σ) = 2. Moreover, when σ is close to 1,
much shaper bounds were given. For example, in [7], Ivić proved that

Nf(σ, T ) ≪ TA(σ)(1−σ)+ε,
1
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where

A(σ) =
4

8σ − 5
for

11

12
≤ σ ≤ 1. (1.2)

When σ is near to 1, this upper bound is the best possible estimate so far in the existing
literature. However, the so-called Weyl bound (especially the L6-norm of Jutila [9]) was
not exhausted. In this paper we will prove the follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let f be a holomorphic cusp form for SL2(Z). Then we have

Nf (σ, T ) ≪ TA(σ)(1−σ)+ε

with

A(σ) =











4
4σ−1

for 1+λ−4κ
2−6κ

≤ σ ≤ 1,

4κ(1−σ)
(2−2κ)σ+(3κ−λ−1)

for 1+λ+κ
2(1+κ)

≤ σ ≤ 1+λ−4κ
2−6κ

,

where (κ, λ) is any exponent pair and the implied constant depends only on f and ε.

If we choose (κ, λ) = (1/14, 11/14), we will obtain the follows. When σ is near to 1 (for
21/22 ≤ σ ≤ 1), we obtain a best possible estimate, which improves (1.2) with exhausted
Weyl bounds.

Corollary 1.2. Let f be a holomorphic cusp form for SL2(Z). Then we have

Nf (σ, T ) ≪ TA(σ)(1−σ)+ε

with

A(σ) =

{

4
4σ−1

for 21
22

≤ σ ≤ 1,
2

13σ−11
for 17

18
≤ σ ≤ 21

22
,

where the implied constant depends only on f and ε.

Remark 1. We remark that for the Wely’s bound, we obtain a best possible upper bound
A(σ) = 4/(4σ−1). And we give nontrivial improvement for the previous results in 17/18 ≤
σ < 1.

Remark 2. One can also obtain a little better result by using the estimate

∫ T

0

|ζ(5/7 + it)|196 dt ≪ T 14+ε

in [12]. By using such an idea, one may also improve some related results slightly.
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2. Proof of Theorem 1.1

In order to estimate the number of zeros of L(s, f), the usual procedure of zero-detecting
technique will be used. For L(s, f), we have

1

L(s, f)
=

∞
∑

n=1

µf(n)

ns
, ℜs > 1,

where the multiplicative function µf(n) is

µf (p
a) =











1 if a = 0, 2,

−λf (p) if a = 1,

0 if a ≥ 3.

Write

MX(s, f) =
∑

n≤X

µf(n)

ns
,

where X, Y > 2 are some powers of T which will be chosen later. Then we can obtain the
following

L(s, f)MX(s, f) =

∞
∑

n=1

CX(n)

ns
, ℜs > 1,

where

CX(n) =











1 if n = 1,

0 if 2 ≤ n ≤ X,

DX(n) if n > X

(2.1)

with

DX(n) =
∑

d|n, d≤X

µf(d)λf(
n

d
).

By the well known Mellin’s transform

e−x = (2πi)−1

∫ 2+i∞

2−i∞

Γ(w)x−wdw, (2.2)

we have
∞
∑

n=1

CX(n)

ns
e−

n
Y =

1

2πi

∫

(2)

∞
∑

n=1

CX(n)

ns+w
Y wΓ(w)dw

=
1

2πi

∫

(2)

L(s+ w, f)MX(s+ w, f)Y wΓ(w)dw.

Shifting the integral to ℜw = 1/2 − σ where σ = ℜs > 1/2, and leaving the residue at
w = 0, the above expression becomes

L(s, f)MX(s, f) +
1

2πi

∫

( 1
2
−σ)

L(s+ w, f)MX(s+ w, f)Y wΓ(w)dw.

3



Let s = ρ = β + iγ be a zero of L(s, f) with σ ≤ β ≤ 1. Then by (2.1) we get

e−
1
Y +

∑

n>X

DX(n)

nρ
e−

n
Y

=
1

2πi

∫ +∞

−∞

L(
1

2
+ iγ + iω, f)MX(

1

2
+ iγ + iω, f)Γ(

1

2
− β + iω)Y

1
2
−β+iωdω.

By Stirling’s formula, one finds that a non-trivial zero counted in Nf (σ, T ) satisfies either
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

X<n<Y log2 Y

DX(n)

nρ
e−

n
Y

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≫ 1, (2.3)

or

Y
1
2
−β

∫ log2 T

− log2 T

∣

∣

∣

∣

L(
1

2
+ iγ + iω, f)MX(

1

2
+ iγ + iω, f)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dω ≫ 1. (2.4)

Now we divide rectangle A = [σ, 1] × [−T, T ] into a series of consecutive rectangles Ai

of height 3 log4 T , starting from A1 = [σ, 1] × [0, 3 log4 T ], A2 = [σ, 1] × [−3 log4 T, 0].
By Theorem 1 in [11], each rectangle has at most O(log5 T ) zeros of L(s, f). Denote
by R1 the number of the class-1 zeros ρ = β + iγ ∈ A for which (2.3) is satisfied, and
R2 for the class-2 zeros which satisfy (2.4). Moreover, we assume that any two zeros
ρ = β + iγ, ρ′ = β ′ + iγ′ counted in Ri satisfy |γ − γ′| ≥ 2 log4 T . Then we have

Nf(σ, T ) ≪ (1 +R1 +R2) log
5 T. (2.5)

To bound Nf(σ, T ), one need to bound R1 and R2, respectively. In order to bound R2,
we also need a result related to Jutila [9].

Lemma 2.1. Let T > 1 and |tr| ≤ T (1 ≤ r ≤ R). Suppose |tr− ts| ≥ (log T )2 for r 6=
s ≤ R. Then we have

R
∑

r=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

L

(

1

2
+ itr, f

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

6

≪ T 2+ε. (2.6)

Lemma 2.2. We have

R2 ≪ T 2+ǫY 3−6σ.

Proof. By Deligne’s bound λf (n) ≪ nε, for X = T ε and |ω| ≤ log2 T , we have

MX

(

1

2
+ iγ + iω, f

)

≪ T ε.

By (2.4), there exists γ′ ∈ (γ − log2 T, γ + log2 T ) such that

T ε(log2 T )Y
1
2
−σ

∣

∣

∣

∣

L

(

1

2
+ iγ′, f

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≫ 1.

Taking the sixth power on both sides and summing over all the class-2 zeros in R2 we get,
by Lemma 2.1,

R2 ≪ T 2ε(log4 T )Y 3−6σ
R2
∑

r=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

L

(

1

2
+ iγr, f

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

6

≪ T 2+3εY 3−6σ.

This finishes the estimate of R2. �
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We will also prove the following lemma in the next section.

Lemma 2.3. For 1/2 < σ < 1, we have

R1 ≪ T ε
(

N2−2σ +R1N
1+λ−κ−2σT κ+ε

)

, (2.7)

for some N satisfying

Y
1
2 log Y < N ≤ Y log2 Y, (2.8)

where (κ, λ) is any exponent pair.

To bound R1, the interval [−T, T ] can be divided into consecutive intervals of length T0.
Denote by R0 the number of class-1 zero in R1 with |t| ≤ T0. Then Huxley’s subdivision
[3], we have

R1 ≪ R0

(

1 +
T

T0

)

.

Set
T0 = N

2σ−1−(λ−κ)
κ

+ε.

By Lemma 2.3, one can obtain
R0 ≪ T εN2−2σ.

Therefore, for
1 + λ+ κ

2(1 + κ)
≤ σ ≤ 1,

we have

R1 ≪ T εN2−2σ

(

1 +
T

T0

)

≪ T ε
(

N2−2σ + TN2−2σ−
2σ−1−(λ−κ)

κ

)

.

By Lemma 2.2,
R2 ≪ T 2+εY 3−6σ. (2.9)

Setting
Y = T 2/(4σ−1),

for
1 + λ− 4κ

2− 6κ
≤ σ ≤ 1,

we get

R1 +R2 ≪ T ε
(

N2−2σ + TN2−2σ−
2σ−1−(λ−κ)

κ + T 2+εY 3−6σ
)

≪ T ε
(

Y 2−2σ + TY 1−σ−
2σ−1−(λ−κ)

2κ + T 2Y 3−6σ
)

≪ T ε

(

T
4(1−σ)
4σ−1 + T 1+

2(1−σ−
2σ−1−(λ−κ)

2κ )
4σ−1

)

≪ T
4(1−σ)
4σ−1

+ε,

where we assume that κ < 1/3. Note that when κ+ 1 ≤ 4λ, we have

1 + λ− 4κ

2− 6κ
≥

1 + λ+ κ

2(1 + κ)
.

Setting

Y = T
2κ

(2−2κ)σ+(3κ−λ−1)
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and apply (2.9), for

1 + λ+ κ

2(1 + κ)
≤ σ ≤

1 + λ− 4κ

2− 6κ
,

we get

R1 +R2 ≪ T ε
(

N2−2σ + TN2−2σ−
2σ−1−(λ−κ)

κ + T 2Y 3−6σ
)

≪ T ε
(

Y 2−2σ + TY 1−σ− 2σ−1−(λ−κ)
2κ + T 2Y 3−6σ

)

≪ T ε
(

T
4κ(1−σ)

(2−2κ)σ+(3κ−λ−1) + T 2+
6κ(1−2σ)

(2−2κ)σ+(3κ−λ−1)

)

≪ T
4κ(1−σ)

(2−2κ)σ+(3κ−λ−1)
+ε.

This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. �

3. Proof of Lemma 2.3

To prove Lemma 2.3, we will follow the argument in Ivić [6]. By dyadic interval we

split the sum in (2.3) into O(log Y ) sums of the form
∑

M<n≤2M
DX(n)

nρ e−
n
Y . Hence each

ρ = β + iγ counted in R1 satisfies

∑

Mj<n≤2Mj

DX(n)

nρ
e−

n
Y ≫

1

log Y
(3.1)

for some Mj satisfying

X ≤ Mj = 2−jY log2 Y ≤ Y log2 Y, j = 1, 2, ..., J,

where J = [log(X−1Y log2 Y )/(log 2)] + 1. Denote by Rj the number of zeros satisfying
(3.1) in R1, and let R = Rj0 be the largest among Rj for 1 ≤ j ≤ J . Then

R1 ≪ R log Y. (3.2)

Write M = Mj0 and choose the large enough positive integer k ≥ r ≥ 1 such that (k is a
natural number depended on M and r is a fixed integer)

Mk ≪ Y r log2r Y ≪ Mk+1,

and then raise both sides of (3.1) to the power k, we get
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

Mk<n≤(2M)k

EX(n)

nρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≫
1

logk Y
,

where

EX(n) =
∑

n1n2···nk=n

M<ni≤2M

DX(n1)DX(n2) · · ·DX(nk)e
−

n1+n2+···+nk
Y .

Write N = Mk, N1 = (2M)k. Then

Y
r2

r+1 log
2r2

r+1 Y ≪ N ≪ Y r log2r Y.

6



As the upper bound of 2-th power moment for the cusp forms, we know that choosing
r = 1 is suitable. Then R counts the number of ρ which satisfies

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤N1

EX(n)

nρ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≫
1

logk Y
. (3.3)

Now we show that

∑

N<n≤N1

|EX(n)|
2

n2σ
≪ N1−2σ+ǫ. (3.4)

By Deligne’s [2] bound, we have

∑

N<n≤N1

|EX(n)|
2

n2σ
≪ N1−2σ+ǫ.

To bound R, we let ρ = βr + iγr in (3.3), where σ ≤ βr ≤ 1, |γr| ≤ T . Then

R ≪ logk Y
∑

r≤R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤N1

EX(n)

nβr+iγr

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= logk Y
∑

r≤R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤N1

EX(n)

nσ+iγr
nσ−βr

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

By partial summation we get

R ≪ logk Y max
N<u≤N1

∑

r≤R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

N<n≤u

EX(n)

nσ+iγr

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (3.5)

To bound the above double sum, we will use the following well known lemma, which can
be seen in [6, 12, 10].

Lemma 3.1. (Halász-Montgomery inequality) Let an, bn (n = 1, 2, ...) be complex

numbers. For a = {an}
∞
n=1 ∈ C∞, b = {bn}

∞
n=1 ∈ C∞, define the inner product

(a, b) =

∞
∑

n=1

anbn, ‖a‖2 = (a, a).

Let ξ, ϕ1, ϕ2, ..., ϕR be arbitrary vectors in C
∞. Then we have

∑

r≤R

|(ξ, ϕr)| ≤ ‖ξ‖

(

∑

r,s≤R

(ϕr, ϕs)

)
1
2

. (3.6)

For ξ = {ξn}
∞
n=1, by Lemma 3.1, we have

ξn =

{

EX(n)e
n
2N n−σ if N < n ≤ u,

0 otherwise,

and ϕr = {ϕr,n}
∞
n=1 with ϕr,n = e−

n
2N n−iγr . By (3.4) one has ||ξ||2 ≪ N1−2σ+ε. Thus by

(3.5) and Lemma 3.1 we get

R2 ≪ Y ε

(

RN2−2σ +N1−2σ
∑

r 6=s≤R

|G(iγr − iγs)|

)

. (3.7)
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where G(it) =
∑∞

n=1 e
− n

N n−it. Here we have used the fact that G(0) ≪ N for bounding
the diagonal terms. By (2.2) we have

∞
∑

n=1

e−
n
Y n−s = (2πi)−1

∫ 2+i∞

2−i∞

ζ(s+ ω)Γ(ω)Y ωdω.

Thus

G(it) = (2πi)−1

∫ 2+i∞

2−i∞

ζ(ω + it)Γ(ω)Nωdω.

Let (κ, λ) be any exponent pair. Then move the integration line to ℜ(ω) = λ − κ, and
note that the residue at the simple pole ω = 1− it is O

(

Ne−|t|
)

, we get

G(it) = (2πi)−1

∫ λ−κ+i∞

λ−κ−i∞

ζ(ω + it)Γ(ω)Nωdω +O
(

Ne−|t|
)

.

By Stiring’s formula, it is easy to check that the contribution from |v| ≥ log2 T to the
above integral is O(1), where v = ℑω. Moreover for |v| ≤ log2 T , one has Γ(λ−κ+iv) ≪ 1.
Therefore, we get

∑

r 6=s≤R

|G (iγr − iγs)|

≪N
∑

r 6=s≤R

e−|γr−γs| +R2 +Nλ−κ

∫ log2 T

− log2 T

∑

r 6=s≤R

|ζ (λ− κ+ iγr − iγs + iv)| dv

≪RN +R2 +Nλ−κR2T κ+ε,

where we have used
ζ(λ− κ+ it) ≪ (|t|+ 1)κ+ε,

which can be seen in [6, 12].
Back to (3.7), we get

R ≪ T ε
(

N2−2σ +R2 +N1−2σNλ−κRT κ+ε
)

≪ T ε
(

N2−2σ +R2 +RN1+λ−κ−2σT κ+ε
)

.

This together with (3.2) proves (2.7) with N satisfies (2.8). �
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