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Hybrid Weyl-type bound for p-power twisted GLp2q L-functions

Zhengxiao Gao, Shu Luo, and Zhi Qi

Abstract. Let g be a fixed holomorphic cusp form of arbitrary level and nebentypus. Let

χ be a primitive character of prime-power modulus q “ pγ . In this paper, we prove the

following hybrid Weyl-type subconvexity bound

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,p,ε pp1 ` |t|qqq1{3`ε

for any ε ą 0.

1. Introduction

Backgrounds. It is a central problem in analytic number theory to bound a certain

family of L-functions Lps, πq on the critical line Repsq “ 1{2. The subconvexity problem

is to improve (usually in a sub-family) the trivial convexity bound:

Lp1{2 ` it, πq Îε Cpπ, tq1{4`ε ,

where Cpπ, tq is the so-called analytic conductor. See [IS] and [IK, §5].

Two classical results in the GL1 setting are the Weyl bound for the Riemann zeta

function ζpsq and the Burgess bound for the Dirichlet L-function Lps, χq (χ is a Dirichlet

character of modulus q):

ζp1{2 ` itq Îε p1 ` |t|q1{6`ε ,(1.1)

and

Lp1{2 ` it, χq Ît,ε q3{16`ε .(1.2)

See [Wey1, Wey2, Lit, Lan] and [Tit, Theorem 5.5] for (1.1) and [Bur1, Bur2] for (1.2).

It is a consensus that the Weyl exponent 1{6 in (1.1) and the Burgess exponent 3{16 in

(1.2) are two natural barriers in the subconvexity problem.

The first instances of hybrid subconvexity bounds for Dirichlet Lp1{2` it, χq with both

t and q varying were given by Heath-Brown [HB1, HB2], and in his second paper [HB2],

the hybrid Burgess-type bound was achieved:

Lp1{2 ` it, χq Îε pp1 ` |t|qqq3{16`ε .(1.3)
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Heath-Brown’s idea was to generalize and combine the methods of van der Corput and

Burgess.

In the ground-breaking work of Conrey and Iwaniec [CI], by considering the cubic

moment of GL2 ˆ GL1 L-central values Lp1{2, g b χq over a GL2-spectral family (g is

either Maass or Eisenstein), among other results, the Weyl-type bound was proven in the

q-aspect:

Lp1{2 ` it, χq Ît,ε q1{6`ε ,(1.4)

under the assumption that χ is quadratic and q is square-free. Later, with the same assump-

tion on χ, Young [You] proved the hybrid Weyl-type bound

Lp1{2 ` it, χq Îε pp1 ` |t|qqq1{6`ε .(1.5)

Recently, Petrow and Young [PY1, PY2] showed successfully that the Weyl-type bound

(1.5) holds for every χ unconditionally.

Thanks to the developments of the van der Corput method and the Bombieri–Iwaniec

method (we refer the readers to the treatises [GK, Hux]), many sub-Weyl exponents for

ζp1{2 ` itq have been obtained over the past century. Now Bourgain [Bou] has the best

exponent 13{84 « 0.1547. On the other hand, Milićević [Mil] has introduced a p-adic

analogue of the van der Corput method only recently, and it enables him to achieve a sub-

Weyl exponent « 0.1645 for the Dirichlet family Lp1{2, χq to p-power moduli q “ pγ

(for γ large). However, these are currently the only two instances for which sub-Weyl

subconvexity is known.

In the GL2 or GL2 ˆ GL1 setting, the subconvexity problem has been investigated

intensively since 1980’s.

The first result is the celebrated Weyl-type bound of Good [Goo]:

Lp1{2 ` it, gq Îg,ε p1 ` |t|q1{3`ε(1.6)

for a fixed holomorphic cusp form g of full level. Good used the spectral theory of auto-

morphic functions.

The bound in (1.6) was recovered by Jutila in his treatise on GL2 exponential sums

[Jut1] (see also [Hux, §§10, 20]), using Farey dissection, Voronoı̈ summation, and van der

Corput theory. Jutila’s method became quite influential. It was developed in [Meu, Jut5,

BMN] to extend (1.6) to the cases where g is Maass or holomorphic of arbitrary level and

nebentypus. Furthermore, Blomer and Milićević [BM] introduced the p-adic analogue of

Jutila’s method, especially the p-adic counterparts to Farey dissection and van der Corput

theory, and they proved the Weyl-type bound in the q-aspect when q is a p-power. More

precisely, for a holomorphic or Maass form g of full level and a primitive character of

modulus q “ pγ (p odd), Theorem 2 in [BM] reads

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,ε p1 ` |t|q5{2 p7{6q1{3`ε .(1.7)

Further, this was generalized to the case of arbitrary g in [Ass].

The purpose of this paper is to improve (1.7) and prove the hybrid Weyl-type bound

in both the t- and q-aspects. Before stating our theorem, however, we continue to discuss

the history of some related GL2 ˆ GL1 results and methods.

For the case of arbitrary χ, the first subconvexity bound in the q-aspect is due to Duke,

Friedlander, and Iwaniec [DFI1] (see also the note added at the end of [DFI2]):

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,ε p1 ` |t|q2q5{11`ε(1.8)
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for holomorphic g of full level. For this, they introduced a new δ-symbol method (usually

called the DFI δ-method nowadays) and the amplification technique. Bykovskiı̆ [Byk] used

his trace formula for certain mean values involving Lps, g b χq to improve the right-hand

side of (1.8) into p1 ` |t|q1{2`ε q3{8`ε for holomorphic g of arbitrary level and trivial neben-

typus. Blomer and Harcos [BH] pushed Bykovskiı̆’s method to its limit and generalized

his Burgess-type bound (in the q-aspect) to the general case that g may be Maass and be

allowed to have any nebentypus.

The first hybrid subconvexity bound was also obtained in Blomer–Harcos [BH]:

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,ε pp1 ` |t|qqq19{40`ε ,(1.9)

for any newform g (holomorphic or Maass) of trivial nebentypus; actually their bound also

has an explicit dependence on the level of g. Munshi [Mun1] used the DFI δ-method

to improve the exponent 19{40 in (1.9) into 4{9 for general g of arbitrary nebentypus

but level co-prime to q. Following the seminal work of Michel and Venkatesh [MV] in

which the GL2 subconvexity problem is settled (in all aspects), H. Wu [Wu] obtained (over

number fields) the Burgess-like exponent 3{8 ` θ{4, where θ is any exponent towards the

Ramanujan–Petersson conjecture. Further, by the method of double Dirichlet series in

[HH], C. I. Kuan [Kua] proved a Weyl–Burgess-like hybrid bound:

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,ε p1 ` |t|q1{p3´2θq`ε q3{8`θ{4`ε ,(1.10)

provided that g is holomorphic and has trivial nebentypus. Recently, in the case that q is

prime (g is still arbitrary), via the Bessel δ-method, Y. Fan and Q. Sun [FS] obtained the

genuine Weyl–Burgess-type hybrid bound:

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,ε p1 ` |t|q1{3`ε q3{8`ε .(1.11)

In the past decade, a new approach via variants of the δ-symbol or circle method has

been developed in a series of works by Munshi [Mun1, Mun2, Mun3, Mun4] to tackle

the subconvexity problem for GL3. It turns out that his ideas are also successful in the GL2

setting. For example, they are used to recover

(1) the Burgess-type bound of Bykovskiı̆, Blomer, and Harcos for Lp1{2, g b χq in

[Mun5, AHLS] (for q prime),

(2) the Weyl-type bound of Good for Lp1{2 ` it, gq in [AKMS, AS, Agg, AHLQ],

(3) the Weyl-type bound of Blomer and Milićević for Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq with χ of

p-power moduli in [MS],

and, as mentioned earlier, to improve

(4) the hybrid bound of Blomer and Harcos for Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq in [Mun1, FS].

In (3) the Weyl-type bound of Munshi and Singh [MS, Theorem 1.2] reads:

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,t,ε ppγ´tγ{3uq{2`εγ,(1.12)

for g of square-free level and χ of p-power modulus pγ.

Finally, we remark that hybrid Weyl-type bounds were achieved for certain self-dual

(twisted) GL2 L-functions in [You, PY1, PY2], but the self-dual assumption is not required

here. Moreover, in similar spirits, other Weyl-type bounds for GL2 (Rankin–Selberg) L-

functions were obtained in [JM, LLY, BJN, Nel, BFW, WX].
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Main results. Let g P S ‹
k
pM, ξq be a holomorphic cusp newform of level M, weight

k, nebentypus character ξ, with the Fourier expansion

gpzq “
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqnpk´1q{2epnzq, epzq “ e2πiz,

for Impzq ą 0. Assume that g is Hecke-normalized so that λgp1q “ 1. Let χ be a primitive

character of p-power modulus pγ. Recall that the twisted L-function Lps, g b χq is defined

by

Lps, g b χq “
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqχpnq
ns

,

for Repsq ą 1; it extends to an entire function by analytic continuation.

In this paper, we prove the following hybrid bound for Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq with Weyl

strength in both the t- and q-aspects.

Theorem 1.1. Let g P S ‹
k
pM, ξq and χpmod pγq be as above. Suppose pp, 2Mq “ 1.

Then

(1.13) L p1{2 ` it, g b χq Îg,ε p1 ` |t|q1{3`ε ppγ´tγ{3uq{2`εγ,

with the implied constant depending only on g and ε.

Theorem 1.1 will be deduced in §8 from the following estimate for twisted GL2 expo-

nential sums with φpxq “ ´ log x{2π and T “ t.

Theorem 1.2. Let the setting be as in Theorem 1.1. Let N, T, ∆ ě 1. Let Vpxq P
C8

c r1, 2s. Assume that its total variation Var pVq Î 1 and that Vp jqpxq Î j ∆
j for j ě 0.

For φpxq P C8p1{2, 5{2q satisfying |φ2pxq| Ï 1 and φp jqpxq Î j 1 for j ě 1, define

f pxq “ Tφpx{Nq.(1.14)

Define

S f ,χpNq “
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqχpnqep f pnqqV

´ n

N

¯
.(1.15)

Then

S f ,χpNq Îg,φ,ε p1 ` ∆{T qT 1{3 ppγ´tγ{3uq{2N1{2`ε ` p1 ` ∆{T q1{2N1`ε

T 1{6 ptγ{3u{2
,(1.16)

with the implied constant depending only on g, φ and ε .

The Rankin–Selberg bound in (2.1) implies that S f ,χpNq “ OgpNq, so (1.16) yields a

non-trivial result in the range

p1 ` ∆{T q3 p2Nε ă T pγ ă N3{2´ε

p1 ` ∆{T q3 p
.(1.17)

So in our arguments we may assume the wider but simpler range:

pT ` ∆qpγ`1 ă N3{2.(1.18)

By choosing Vpxq to be a suitable weight function with sharp cut-offs, the following

corollary will be proven in §7.
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Corollary 1.3. Define

S
7
f ,χ

pNq “
ÿ

nďN

λgpnqχpnqep f pnqq.(1.19)

Then for T 5 ă p3tγ{3u, we have

(1.20) S
7
f ,χ

pNq Îg,φ,ε T 1{3 ppγ´tγ{3uq{2N1{2`ε ` ppγ´tγ{3uq{4N3{4`ε

T 1{3
` N1`ε

T 4{9 ptγ{3u{3
,

and for T 5 ě p3tγ{3u, we have

(1.21) S
7
f ,χ

pNq Îg,φ,ε T 1{3 ppγ´tγ{3uq{2N1{2`ε ` N1`ε

T 1{6 ptγ{3u{2
.

Our idea is to incorporate the Bessel δ-method [AHLQ] into the approach of [MS].

The analysis in [AHLQ] is simple enough to enable us to obtain a strong Weyl-type bound

in the t-aspect, and to even go beyond the so-called Weyl barrier [HMQ]1 (there is an ap-

plication to the sub-Weyl subconvexity problem, though not enough for a solution). Also,

we take the chance to give a corrected version of [MS, Lemma 5.2] (see §5.1).

Finally, we comment that, in view of the work [FS], our results are also valid for

Maass cusp forms.

1.1. Comparison with the results of Blomer and Milićević. Let g be a holomorphic

or Maass cusp form of full level. It is proven by Blomer and Milićević [BM, Theorem 1]

that
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqχpnqW

´
n

N

¯
Îg,ε Z5{2 p7{6`γ{3`εγN1{2,(1.22)

for Wpxq P C8
c r1, 2s with Wp jqpxq Î Z j. Now, in the setting of Theorem 1.2, on choosing

Wpxq “ epTφpxqqVpxq and Z “ T ` ∆, the bound in (1.22) turns into

S f ,χpNq Îg,φ,ε p1 ` ∆{T q5{2T 5{2 p7{6`γ{3`εγN1{2.(1.23)

Note that (1.16) is better than (1.23) for N ă pT ` ∆q4´ε T 4{3 p5{3`γ.

Another result of Blomer and Milićević in [BM, (1.5)] reads:
ÿ

nďN

λgpnqχpnq Îg,ε p1{3`2γ{21`εγN6{7.(1.24)

In Theorem 1.2, by letting T “ 1 and absorbing epφpxqq into Vpxq, the proof of Corollary

1.3 yields the following bound:

ÿ

nďN

λgpnqχpnq Îg,ε ppγ´tγ{3uq{4N3{4`ε ` N1`ε

ptγ{3u{3
.(1.25)

Note that (1.24) beats the trivial bound if N ą p7{3`2γ{3`εγ, and so does (1.25) in a slightly

larger range N ą p2{3`2γ{3`εγ (up to the factor Nε ). Moreover, in this range (1.25) is better

than (1.24) for N ă p7{9`13γ{9.

We remark that the Jutila method has its advantages over the Bessel δ-method when

N is large. This is due to the nature and the limitation of the Bessel δ-method or any δ-

or circle method—it is less beneficial to separate the oscillations if either their measure is

decreasing or the length of summation is increasing.

1A similar result in the q-aspect (q “ pγ) is also obtained in [GM] by applying the p-adic van der Corput

method of Milićević [Mil].
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Notation. Subsequently, unless otherwise specified, we shall reserve the letter q for

primes, instead of the modulus of the character χ. The notation y „ Y stands for y P rY, 2Ys
(according to the context, y can be integers, primes, or real numbers).

Let ε or A be an arbitrarily small or large real number, respectively, whose value may

differ from one occurrence to another.

2. Preliminaries

Let S ‹
k
pM, ξq denote the set of (Hecke-normalized) holomorphic newforms of level M,

weight k and nebentypus ξ. We have necessarily ξp´1q “ p´1qk. Let g P S ‹
k
pM, ξq. For

its Fourier coefficients λgpnq, we have the Rankin–Selberg bound
ÿ

n ďN

|λgpnq|2 Îg N.(2.1)

Moreover, the Ramanujan conjecture for holomorphic cusp forms is well-known ([Del,

DS]):

λgpnq Î nε .(2.2)

2.1. The Voronoı̈ summation. The following Voronoı̈ summation formula ([AHLQ,

Lemma 2.1]) is a special case of [KMV, Theorem A.4].

Lemma 2.1 (The Voronoı̈ Summation Formula). Let g be a holomorphic newform in

S ‹
k
pM, ξq. Let a,sa, c be integers such that c ě 1, pa, cq “ 1, asa ” 1pmod cq and pc,Mq “

1. Let Fpxq P C8
c p0,8q. Then there exists a complex number ηg of modulus 1 (the Atkin–

Lehner pseudo-eigenvalue of g) such that

8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqe

´
an

c

¯
F pnq “ ηgξp´cq

c
?

M

8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqe

ˆ
´san

c

˙
F̌

´
n

c2M

¯
,(2.3)

where F̌pyq is the Hankel transform of Fpxq defined by

F̌pyq “ 2πik
ż 8

0

FpxqJk´1 p4π
?

xyqdx,(2.4)

and Jk´1pxq is the Bessel function of the first kind.

The Voronoı̈ summation formula in [KMV, Theorem A.4] is more general, where it is

only required that ppc,Mq,M{pc,Mqq “ 1.

For the Farey dissection in the method of Jutila [Jut1] or its p-adic analogue in

Blomer–Milićević [BM], the fraction a{c has to be arbitrary, so the Voronoı̈ in [KMV]

works only if M is square-free; thus in [BMN], they need a more general Voronoı̈ even

without the restriction ppc,Mq,M{pc,Mqq “ 1.

For the circle method of Kloosterman used in Munshi–Singh [MS] (with conductor

lowering), one needs c “ pα q for any q ď Q, and hence the square-free condition on M is

imposed there.

In comparison, the Bessel δ-method is very flexible on the modulus (the reader may

compare it with the Jutila δ-method [Jut2, Jut3, Jut4] used in [Mun1])—we may choose

q „ Q to be prime so that pMp, qq “ 1 and in our application c “ pαq or pα for α ď
2tγ{3u. Therefore, Lemma 2.1 may be applied under the mild assumption pp,Mq “ 1 (as

in Theorem 1.1, 1.2). It is not hard to see that this technical assumption is removable, as

one may resort to [KMV, Theorem A.4] for the case α ě ordppMq and to [BMN, Lemma

2.4] for the remaining case 0 ă α ă ordppMq.
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2.2. A stationary phase lemma. Among the three stationary phase lemmas in Ap-

pendix A of [AHLQ], only Lemma A.1 (recorded below) will be used in our paper. How-

ever, we need their results (Lemma 5.1, 5.5) for which Lemmas A.2 and A.3 (the 1- and

2-dimensional second derivative tests2) are required.

Lemma 2.2. Let w P C8
c ra, bs and f P C8ra, bs be real-valued. Suppose that there

are parameters P,U, Y, Z,R ą 0 such that

f piqpxq Î i Y{Pi, wp jqpxq Î j Z{U j,

for i ě 2 and j ě 0, and

| f 1pxq| Ï R.

Then for any A ě 0 we have

ż b

a

ep f pxqqwpxqdx ÎA pb ´ aqZ

ˆ
Y

R2P2
` 1

RP
` 1

RU

˙A

.

2.3. The Bessel δ-method. Fix a (non-negative valued) bump function U P C8
c p0,8q

with support in r1, 2s. For a, b ą 0 and X ą 1, consider the Bessel integral

Ikpa, b; Xq “
ż 8

0

U px{Xq ep2a
?

xqJk´1p4πb
?

xqdx.(2.5)

Subsequently, the implied constants will always depend on k and U, and we shall suppress

k, U from the subscripts of O, Î or Ï for simplicity.

Let rU denote the Mellin transform of U. For a2X ą 1, [AHLQ, Lemma 3.1] states

that

(2.6) Ikpa, a; Xq “ p1 ` iqik´1 rUp3{4qX

4πpa2Xq1{4
` O

ˆ
X

pa2Xq3{4

˙
.

For our problem, the error term in (2.6) is undesirable, so we shall replace it by the follow-

ing lemma.

Lemma 2.3. We may write

Ikpa, a; Xq “ ikX

2π
Ik

`
a

?
X
˘
,(2.7)

so that Ikpxq P C8p0,8q has bounds

x j d j

dx j

1

Ikpxq Î j

?
x,(2.8)

for any x Ï 1.

Remark 2.4. Alternatively, a cumbersome asymptotic formula of Ikpa, a; Xq is ob-

tained by contour shift in Proposition 1.1 of [FS].

Proof. Recall from [AHLQ, §3.2] that

Ikpa, a; Xq “ X

2πi

ż

pσq

rUpsq 2ik´1

?
πp´8πia

?
Xq2´2s

Γpk ´ 2s ` 1qΓp2s ´ 3{2q
Γpk ` 2s ´ 2q ds,

2Note that one only needs the weight functions to have bounded variation in the second derivative tests.
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for 3{4 ă σ ă pk ` 1q{2, so the expression (2.7) is clear, with

Ikpxq “ 1

2πi

ż

pσq

rUpsq 4
?
π

ip´8πixq2´2s

Γpk ´ 2s ` 1qΓp2s ´ 3{2q
Γpk ` 2s ´ 2q ds.(2.9)

As in [AHLQ, §3.2], by shifting the contour of integration to Repsq “ 0 say, and collecting

the residues at s “ 3{4 and 1{4, we obtain

Ikpxq “
rUp3{4q

p1 ` iq ?
x

` O

ˆ
1?
xx

˙
,

which yields exactly the asymptotic in (2.6). From this, it is clear that

|Ikpxq| Ï 1{
?

x

as long as x Ï 1 is large in terms of k and U. Similar to the above, we find that

x jI
p jq
k

pxq “
rUp3{4qp2 j ´ 1q!!

p1 ` iqp´2q j
?

x
` O j

ˆ
1?
xx

˙
,

and hence

x jI
p jq
k

pxq Î j 1{
?

x,

for x Ï 1. Then the bounds for 1{Ikpxq and its derivatives follow immediately. Q.E.D.

Moreover, we record here [AHLQ, Lemma 3.2].

Lemma 2.5. Suppose that b2X ą 1. Then Ikpa, b; Xq “ OApX´Aq for any A ě 0 if

|a ´ b|
?

X ą Xε .

Finally, we refine the Bessel δ-identity in [AHLQ, Lemma 3.3] in the following form.

Lemma 2.6. Let h ą 0 be integer and N, X ą 1 be such that X Ï h2{N and X1´ε ą N.

Let r, n be integers in the dyadic interval rN, 2Ns. For any A ě 0, we have

δpr “ nq “ 2πr1{4

ikh1{2X3{4
¨ 1

h

ÿ

apmod hq

e

ˆ
apn ´ rq

h

˙
¨ Ik

ˆ?
r

h
,

?
n

h
; X

˙
Vk

ˆ ?
rX

h

˙

`OApX´Aq,
(2.10)

where Vkpxq “ 1{?
xIkpxq has bounds x jV

p jq
k

pxq Î j 1 for any x Ï 1, δpr “ nq is the

Kronecker δ that detects r “ n, and the implied constants above depend only on k, U, and

possibly A or j.

Proof. Lemma 2.5 implies that Ik p?
r{h,

?
n{h; Xq is negligibly small unless |r´n| ď

Xεh
a

N{X, while the exponential sum in (2.10) gives us r ” n pmod hq. Consequently,

the Kronecker δpr “ nq follows immediately from Xε h
a

N{X ă h as assumed. Finally,

the proof is completed in view of the expression of Ikpa, a; Xq in (2.7) and the bounds for

1{Ikpxq in (2.8) in Lemma 2.3. Q.E.D.

Remark 2.7. A merit of the Bessel δ-method is the flexibility of modulus h—it is chosen

to be a (large) prime h “ p in [AHLQ] or a product of (large) primes h “ pq in [FS] (q

is the modulus of their χ). In our case, we shall choose h “ pβq for β “ 2tγ{3u and prime

q large (pγ is the modulus of our χ).
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3. Application of Bessel δ-identity and Voronoı̈ summation

Let S pNq “ S f ,χpNq denote the exponential sum in Theorem 1.2:

S pNq “
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqχpnqep f pnqqV

´
n

N

¯
.(3.1)

Firstly, we write

S pNq “
8ÿ

r“1

χprqep f prqqV

´
r

N

¯ 8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqδpr “ nq.

Let q ą maxtp,Mu be prime. Let β ă γ. As it will turn out to be our final choice, we set

β “ 2tγ{3u.(3.2)

By applying the δ-method identity (2.10) in Lemma 2.6 with h “ pβq and reducing a{h to

its lowest term, we have

S pNq “
βÿ

α“0

`
S ‹ppα q, pβq; N, Xq ` S ‹ppα , pβq; N, Xq

˘
` OpX´Aq,(3.3)

with

S ‹pc, h; N, Xq “ 2πikM1{2N1{4

ηgh3{2X3{4

8ÿ

r“1

χprqep f prqqV6

´ r

N

¯ ÿ‹

apmod cq

e

´
´ ar

c

¯

¨
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqe

´an

c

¯
Ik

ˆ?
r

h
,

?
n

h
; X

˙
,

(3.4)

where V6pxq “ ηgξp´1qM´1{2 ¨ x1{4VpxqVkp
?

NXx{hq (recall that ξp´1q “ p´1qk). As

usual, the superscript ‹ in the a-sum means pa, cq “ 1. It is clear from the bounds for Vpxq
and Vkpxq in Theorem 1.2 and Lemma 2.6 that the new V6pxq has the same nature as Vpxq;

namely, V
6
pxq is supported in r1, 2s, satisfying Var pV6q Î 1 and V

p jq
6 pxq Î j ∆

j.

For the moment, let

h “ pβq; c “ pα q, pα .

Recall from (2.5) that

Ik

ˆ?
r

h
,

?
n

h
; X

˙
“
ż 8

0

U px{Xq e

ˆ
2

?
rx

h

˙
Jk´1

ˆ
4π

?
nx

h

˙
dx.

Our assumptions pp,Mq “ 1 and q ą M ensure that pc,Mq “ 1. By applying the Voronoı̈

summation in (2.3) in the reversed direction, we infer that

S ‹pc, h; N, Xq “ ξpcqh1{2N1{4

cX3{4

8ÿ

r“1

χprqep f prqqV6

´
r

N

¯

¨
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqS pr, n; cqe

ˆ
2

?
nr?

Mc

˙
U

ˆ
h2n

MXc2

˙
,

(3.5)

where S pr, n; cq is the Kloosterman sum

S pr, n; cq “
ÿ‹

apmod cq

e

ˆ
ar ` san

c

˙
.
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Moreover, we introduce an average of (3.3) over primes q in the dyadic segment

rQ, 2Qs (q „ Q) for parameter Q ą maxtp,Mu; say there are Q‹ — Q{ log Q many

such primes. Then

S pNq “
βÿ

α“0

´
S 0

αβpN, X,Qq ` S 1
αβpN, X,Qq

¯
` OpX´Aq,(3.6)

where

S τ
αβpN, X,Qq “ 1

Q‹

ÿ

q„Q

S ‹ppα qτ, pβq; N, Xq.(3.7)

Finally, we consider here the conditions for the parameters in Lemma 2.6. It will be

convenient to introduce H and K in place of Q and X such that

H “ pβQ, X “ H2K2{N, N ε ă K ă T 1´ε .(3.8)

The first assumption X Ï h2{N (for h “ pβq „ H) is justified by K ą Nε . The second

assumption X1´ε ą N amounts to

H ą N1`ε {K.(3.9)

4. Application of Poisson summation

Let S pn, c; Nq denote the r-sum in (3.5):

S pn, c; Nq “
8ÿ

r“1

χprqS pr, n; cqep f prqqe

ˆ
2

?
nr?

Mc

˙
V6

´
r

N

¯
.(4.1)

Recall that χprq is of modulus pγ and f prq “ Tφpr{Nq. For c “ pαqτ, we apply the

Poisson summation of modulus rc, pγs “ pγqτ to transform S pn, c; Nq into

S pn, c; Nq “ N

8ÿ

r“´8

Cχpn, r, c, rc, pγsqJpn, r, c, rc, pγs; Nq(4.2)

where

(4.3) Cχpn, r, c, dq “ 1

d

ÿ

bpmod dq

χpbqS pb, n; cqe

ˆ
rb

d

˙
,

Jpy, r, c, d; Nq “
ż 8

0

V6pxqe

ˆ
Tφpxq ` 2

?
Nxy?
Mc

´ rNx

d

˙
dx,(4.4)

for h2y{c2 „ MX.

4.1. Evaluation of the character sum Cχpn, r, c, dq. We start by simplifying the char-

acter sum Cχpn, r, c, dq defined as in (4.3).

First, we consider the case pc, dq “ ppα q, pγqq. To this end, we open the Kloosterman

sum S pb, n; cq in (4.3), obtaining

1

pγq

ÿ‹

apmod pα qq

e

ˆ
san

pα q

˙ ÿ

bpmod pγqq

χpbqe

ˆ
bpr ` apγ´αq

pγq

˙
.

Then we use reciprocity
1

pγq
” sq

pγ
` spγ

q
pmod 1q,
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as pp, qq “ 1, to write the inner b-sum as

ÿ

b1pmod pγq

χpb1qe

ˆ
b1pr ` apγ´αqsq

pγ

˙ ÿ

b2pmod qq

e

ˆ
b2pr ` apγ´αqspγ

q

˙
.

Further, the b1-sum equals sχpr ` apγ´αqχpqq ¨ τpχq, where τpχq is the Gauss sum

τpχq “
ÿ

apmod pγq

χpaqe

ˆ
a

pγ

˙
,

while the b2-sum yields the congruence a ” ´rspγ´α pmod qq. Thus we arrive at

χpqqτpχq
pγ

ÿ‹

apmod pα qq

a”´rspγ´α pmod qq

sχpr ` apγ´αqe

ˆ
san

pαq

˙
.

Note that one must have pr, qq “ 1, as the sum is empty if otherwise. This sum may be

simplified by reciprocity, and we conclude that

Cχpn, r, pαq, pγqq “ χpqqτpχq
pγ

e

ˆ
´ pγsp2αsrn

q

˙ ÿ‹

apmod pα q

χpr ` apγ´αqe

ˆ
aqn

pα

˙
.(4.5)

Similarly, for the degenerate case pc, dq “ ppα , pγq, we have

Cχpn, r, pα , pγq “ τpχq
pγ

ÿ‹

apmod pα q

χpr ` apγ´αqe

ˆ
san

pα

˙
.(4.6)

Trivially, as |τpχq| “ pγ{2, we have

Cχpn, r, pα , pγq ă pα´γ{2.(4.7)

4.2. Estimates for the integral Jpy, r, c, d; Nq. For the integral Jpy, r, c, d; Nq de-

fined in (4.4), we have the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.1. Let ∆ ě 1. Define

S “ T ` ∆Nε .(4.8)

Suppose that V6 P C8
c r1, 2s has bounds V

p jq
6 pxq Î j ∆

j. Let h2y{c2 „ MX. Then for any

A ě 0 we have Jpy, r, c, d; Nq “ OApN´Aq whenever |r| Ï S d{N.

This lemma manifests that one can effectively truncate the sum at |r| — S d{N, at the

cost of a negligible error.

Proof. For h2y{c2 „ MX, the derivative of the phase function in (4.4) is equal to

´ Nr

d
` Tφ1pxq `

?
Ny?

Mxc
“ ´ Nr

d
` O

ˆ
T `

?
NX

H

˙
.

By (3.8),

max
 

T,
?

NX{H
(

“ maxtT,Ku “ T.

Therefore, the derivative is dominated by ´Nr{d since |Nr{d| Ï S ą T , while the i-th

derivative (i ě 2) is bounded by OipT q. Finally, we apply Lemma 2.2 with Y “ T , P “ 1,

U “ 1{∆, and R “ S , so that

Y

R2P2
` 1

RP
` 1

RU
“ T

pT ` ∆Nε q2
` 1

T ` ∆Nε
` ∆

T ` ∆Nε
“ O

ˆ
1

Nε

˙
.
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Q.E.D.

Lemma 4.2. Let Var pV6q Î 1. For h2y{c2 „ MX, we have

Jpy, r, c, d; Nq Î 1?
T
.(4.9)

Proof. For y „ MX, h „ H, and X, N, H, K as in (3.8), define

Jopy, r, h; Nq “
ż 8

0

V6pxqe

ˆ
Tφpx{Nq ` 2

?
Nxy?
Mh

´ rNx

h

˙
dx,(4.10)

which was originally defined in [AHLQ, (5.3)]3. It is proven in [AHLQ, Lemma 5.1] that

Jopy, r, h; Nq Î 1?
T
.(4.11)

Evidently, the Jo-integral is a special case of the J-integrals. However, the change of

variables

yo “ h2y{c2, No “ Nh2{d2, ho “ h2{d, (Ho “ Hh{d),(4.12)

may also turn the J-integral into a Jo-integral in the sense that

Jpy, r, c, d; Nq “ Jopyo, r, ho; Noq.(4.13)

Note that No ą 1 or N ą p2γ´2β is ensured here by (1.18) and (3.2). Hence (4.9) is a

consequence of (4.11). Q.E.D.

Admittedly, Lemma 4.2 is an easy application of the second derivative test (see [AHLQ,

Lemma 5.1, A.2]). However, the true value of the observation above is for a direct de-

duction of Lemma 5.3 below from [AHLQ, Lemma 5.5]. In this way, we may avoid a

repetition as in [FS] of the three-page proof of [AHLQ, Lemma 5.5].

4.3. Estimates for S 0
αβ

pN, X,Qq. From (4.2), (4.7), and Lemma 4.1, 4.2, it follows

that

S pn, pα; Nq Î N
ÿ

|r|ÎS pγ{N

pα´γ{2

?
T

` N´A Î S pγ{2`α

?
T
.

By (3.5), (4.1), and the Rankin–Selberg bound in (2.1) (and Cauchy), we infer that

S ‹ppα , pβq; N, Xq Î
a

pβqN1{4

pα X3{4

S pγ{2`α

?
T

ÿ

n„MX{p2β´2α q2

|λgpnq|

Îg

S pNXq1{4 pγ{2´3β{2`2α

Q3{2
?

T

“ S
?

K pγ{2´β`2α

Q
?

T
,

where the last equality follows from (3.8). Consequently,

βÿ

α“0

S 0
αβpN, X,Qq Î S

?
K pγ{2`β

Q
?

T
.(4.14)

3Note that p „ P is used in [AHLQ] in place of our h „ H.



HYBRID WEYL-TYPE BOUND FOR p-POWER TWISTED GLp2q L-FUNCTIONS 13

4.4. Formulation for S 1
αβ

pN, X,Qq. To summarize, in view of (3.5), (3.7), (3.8),

(4.1)–(4.5), and Lemma 4.1, with simpler choice of notation, we formulate S 1
αβ

pN, X,Qq
in the following way.

Lemma 4.3. We have

S 1
αβpN, X,Qq “ ξppα qτpχqN2

pγ`β`α Q‹pQKq3{2

ÿ

n

λgpnqU

ˆ
p2β´2αn

MX

˙

¨
ÿ

q„Q

ξχpqq
?

q

ÿ

pr,qq“1

|r|ÎS pγq{N

Cα

χ pn, r, qqJβγpp2β´2α n, r, qq,
(4.15)

up to a negligible error term, where

Cα

χ pn, r, qq “ e

ˆ
´ pγsp2αsrn

q

˙ ÿ‹

apmod pα q

χpr ` apγ´αqe

ˆ
aqn

pα

˙
,(4.16)

Jβγpy, r, qq “
ż 8

0

V6pxqe

ˆ
Tφpxq ` 2

?
Nxy?

Mpβq
´ rNx

pγq

˙
dx,(4.17)

for y „ MX.

5. Application of Cauchy inequality and Poisson summation

Next, we apply the Cauchy inequality to (4.15) and the Rankin–Selberg bound for the

Fourier coefficients λgpnq as in (2.1), getting

S 1
αβpN, X,Qq Îg

N3{2

pγ{2`βQ‹
?

QK
¨
b

T 2
αβ

pN, X,Qq,(5.1)

where T 2
αβ

pN, X,Qq is defined by

ÿ

n

U

ˆ
p2β´2α n

MX

˙ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ
ÿ

q„Q

ξχpqq?
q

ÿ

pr,qq“1

|r|ÎS pγq{N

Cα

χ pn, r, qqJβγpp2β´2α n, r, qq
ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

2

.(5.2)

Opening the square and switching the order of summations, we obtain

(5.3) T 2
αβpN, X,Qq “

ÿÿ

q1,q2 „Q

ξχpq1sq2q?
q1q2

ÿÿ

pri,qiq“1

|ri|ÎS pγqi{N

T 2
αβpn, r1, r2, q1, q2; N, Xq,

where T 2
αβ

pn, r1, r2, q1, q2; N, Xq is the n-sum given by

ÿ

n

Cα

χ pn, r1, q1qCα

χ pn, r2, q2qJβγpp2β´2α n, r1, q1qJβγpp2β´2αn, r2, q2qU

ˆ
p2β´2αn

MX

˙
.(5.4)

We then apply the Poisson summation with modulus pα q1q2 to transform this n-sum into

MX

p2β´2α

ÿ

n

Eα

χ pn; r1, r2, q1, q2qLβγ
ˆ

MXn

p2β´αq1q2

; r1, r2, q1, q2

˙
,(5.5)

where the character sum Eα

χ pnq “Eα

χ pn; r1, r2, q1, q2q is given by

Eα

χ pnq “ 1

pα q1q2

ÿ

bpmod pα q1q2q

Cα

χ pb, r1, q1qCα

χ pb, r2, q2qe

ˆ
nb

pα q1q2

˙
,(5.6)
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and the integral Lβγpxq “Lβγpx; r1, r2, q1, q2q is given by

Lβγpxq “
ż 8

0

UpyqJβγpMXy, r1, q1qJβγpMXy, r2, q2qep´xyqdy.(5.7)

5.1. Analysis of the character sum Eα

χ pnq. By inserting (4.16) into (5.6), we obtain

Eα

χ pnq “ 1

pα q1q2

ÿ‹ ÿ‹

a1,a2pmod pα q

χpr1 ` a1 pγ´α qχpr2 ` a2 pγ´αq

¨
ÿ

bpmod pα q1q2q

e

ˆ
pγsp2αsr2b

q2

´ pγsp2αsr1b

q1

` a1q1b

pα
´ a2q2b

pα
` nb

pαq1q2

˙
.

By reciprocity, the exponential b-sum yields two congruence relations:

sa1q2 ´ sa2q1 ` n ” 0 pmod pα q,(5.8)

pγ´α psr2q1 ´sr1q2q ` n ” 0 pmod q1q2q.(5.9)

Therefore,

Eα

χ pnq “
ÿ‹

apmod pα q

χpr1 ` apγ´αqχpr2 ` saq2 ` n ¨ q1 pγ´α q,(5.10)

if (5.9) holds, and Eα

χ pnq “ 0 if otherwise.

Lemma 5.1. Let α ď 2tγ{3u. Let p be odd. DefineEα

χ pnq as in (5.10) with pq1q2, pq “ 1

(here q1 and q2 are not necessarily prime as far as the definition is concerned).

(1) If n ı 0 pmod pα q, then Eα

χ pnq vanishes unless r1q1 ” r2q2pmod pordppnqq, in which

case

(5.11) Eα

χ pnq Î
#

prα{2s`ordppnq, if n ı 0 pmod ptα{2uq,
prα{2s`ordppnq{2, if otherwise.

(2) If n ” 0 pmod pα q, then Eα

χ pnq vanishes unless r1q1 ” r2q2pmod pα´1q, in which

case

(5.12) Eα

χ pnq “
#
χpsr1r2q ¨ pα´1pp ´ 1q, if r1q1 ” r2q2pmod pα q,
´ χpsr1r2q ¨ pα´1, if otherwise.

Proof. 4 First of all, since Eα

χ pn; r1, r2, q1, q2q “ χpq1sq2qEα

χ pn; r1sq2, r2sq1, 1, 1q, we may

assume q1 “ q2 “ 1, that is,

Eα

χ pnq “
ÿ‹

apmod pα q

χpr1 ` apγ´αqχpr2 ` sa ` npγ´α q.(5.13)

Moreover, if we let δ “ ordppnq, then it can be assumed that n “ pδ if δ ă α (by

a Ñ n{pδ ¨ a) or n “ 0 if otherwise.

For simplicity, suppose that α “ 2ν is even with 0 ă ν ď γ{3; the odd case may be

treated in the same way. Note that Lemma 5.1 is trivial for α “ 0, 1. In our later analysis,

we shall always split apmod p2νq into

a “ a0 ` a1 pν, a0, a1pmod pνq, pa0, pq “ 1.(5.14)

The next lemma will be very helpful.

4Note that there is a careless mistake in Lemma 5.2 of [MS]: The αqn ` q1 in their character sum should

be αq αn ` q1 “ qn ` sαq1. As such, a proof of Lemma 5.1 is needed here (it is actually more involved).
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Lemma 5.2. Let µ ă ν ď γ{2. Then for p4, pq “ 1 we have

(5.15)
ÿ

a1pmod pνq

χpu ` 34a1 pγ´νq “
#
χpuq ¨ pν, if pν|3,
0, if otherwise,

(5.16)
ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

χpu ` 34a0 pγ´νq “

$
’&
’%

χpuq ¨ pν´1pp ´ 1q, if pν|3,
´ χpuq ¨ pν´1, if pν´1}3,
0, if otherwise,

and for odd p and p441, pq “ 1 we have

(5.17)

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

χpu ` 34a0 pγ´ν ` 41a2
0 pγ´ν`µq

ˇ̌
ˇ̌
ˇ “

#
ppν`µq{2, if pµ}3,
0, if otherwise.

To prove Lemma 5.2, one may let u “ 4 “ 1 and use the fact thatψpxq “ χp1`xpγ´νq
is a primitive additive character modulo pν. Note that (5.15) is just the orthogonal relation,

while (5.16) is reduced to an evaluation of Ramanujan sums (see [IK, (3.3)]). For (5.17),

we have the Gauss sum
ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

ψp3a0 ` 41 pµa2
0q.

To evaluate this, we first reduce the modulus ofψ by p3, pµq, and then resort to [IK, Lemma

12.2, 12.3]. Their hpyq is linear in our case, so it is easy to see (with p odd) that the sum is

non-zero if and only if pµ}3, in which case the Gauss sum above has norm ppν`µq{2.

Proof of Lemma 5.1 (2): Case n ” 0 pmod p2νq. In this case, it is clear that E2ν
χ pnq “

E2ν
χ p0q (see (5.13)) is equal to

ÿ‹

apmod p2νq

sχpr1 ` apγ´2νqχpr2 ` apγ´2νq.(5.18)

By inserting a “ a0 ` a1 pν (as in (5.14)), and using the congruence relation

r1 ` a0 pγ´2ν ` a1 pγ´ν ” pr1 ` a0 pγ´2νq2pr1 ` a0 pγ´2ν ´ a1 pγ´νqpmod pγq,(5.19)

we obtain

E2ν
χ p0q “

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

ÿ

a1pmod pνq

χpu0pa0q ` 3 ¨ 4pa0qa1 pγ´νq,(5.20)

where

u0pa0q “ pr1 ` a0 pγ´2νqpr2 ` a0 pγ´2νq, 3 “ r1 ´ r2, 4pa0q “ pr1 ` a0 pγ´2νq2.

Note that γ ď 2γ ´ 3ν (or ν ď γ{3) is indeed needed here (and used implicitly hereafter).

An application of (5.15) in Lemma 5.2 implies that E2ν
χ p0q can be non-vanishing only if

r1 ” r2pmod pνq, in which case we have

E2ν
χ p0q “ pν ¨

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

χpu0pa0qq.(5.21)

Further, it follows from r1 ” r2pmod pνq that

u0pa0q ” sr1p1 ´sr1a0 pγ´2ν ` sr2
1a2

0 p2γ´4νqpr2 ` a0 pγ´2νq
” sr1r2 ` sr2

1pr1 ´ r2qa0 pγ´2ν pmod pγq,



16 Z. GAO, S. LUO, AND Z. QI

and hence we arrive at

E2ν
χ p0q “ pν ¨

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

χpu ` 314a0 pγ´νq,(5.22)

with

u “ sr1r2, 31 “ pr1 ´ r2q{pν, 4 “ sr2
1.

Thus (5.12) is a direct consequence of (5.16) in Lemma 5.2. Note that E2ν
χ p0q is non-zero

if and only if pr1 ´ r2q{pν ” 0 pmod pν´1q or in other words r1 ” r2 pmod p2ν´1q.

Proof of Lemma 5.1 (1). For n ı 0 pmod p2νq, we need to treat the cases pn, pq “ 1 or

p separately. Recall that the E2ν
χ pnq under consideration is given by (5.13).

Case pn, pq “ 1. Assume n “ 1. It follows from the change of variables a ` 1 Ñ a,

r1 ´ pγ´2ν Ñ r1, and r2 ` pγ´2ν Ñ r2 that

E2ν
χ p1q “

ÿ‹‹

apmod p2νq

sχpr1 ` apγ´2νqχpr2 ´ sapγ´2νq,(5.23)

where the ‹‹ in the a-sum indicates papa ´ 1q, pq “ 1. Now let a “ a0 ` a1 pν as in (5.14).

The congruence in (5.19) together with

a0 ` a1 pν ” sa0 ´ sa2
0a1 pν pmod p2νq,(5.24)

yields the expression

E2ν
χ p1q “

ÿ‹‹

a0pmod pνq

ÿ

a1pmod pνq

χpupa0q ` 3pa0q4pa0qa1 pγ´νq,(5.25)

with

upa0q “ pr1 ` a0 pγ´2νqpr2 ´ sa0 pγ´2νq, 3pa0q “ r1sa2
0 ´ r2.

It follows from (5.15) in Lemma 5.2 that the character sum is equal to

E2ν
χ p1q “ pν ¨

ÿ‹‹

a0pmod pνq

a2
0
”r1sr2pmod pνq

χpupa0qq,(5.26)

and trivially bounded by 2pν as the quadratic equation a2
0

” r1sr2pmod pνq has at most 2

solutions for p odd.

Case pn, pq “ p. Assume n “ pδ with 0 ă δ ă 2ν. We need to consider

E2ν
χ ppδq “

ÿ‹

apmod p2νq

χpr1 ` apγ´2νqχpr2 ` sa ` pδ ¨ pγ´2νq.

By

sa ` pδ “ a ¨ 1 ` apδ ” a ´ a2 pδ ` a3 p2δ ´ ... pmod p2νq,
and a “ a0 ` a1 pν (see (5.14)), we have

sa ` pδ ” a0 ` a1 pν ´ pa2
0 ` 2a0a1 pνqpδ ` pa3

0 ` 3a2
0a1 pνqp2δ ´ ...

” sa0 ` pδ ` p1 ` a0 pδq2a1 pν pmod p2νq.
(5.27)

Similar to the cases above, by (5.19) and (5.27), we have

E2ν
χ ppδq “

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

ÿ

a1pmod pνq

χpuδpa0q ` 3δpa0q4pa0qa1 pγ´νq,(5.28)
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with

uδpa0q “ pr1 ` a0 pγ´2νqpr2 ` sa0 ` pδpγ´2νq, 3δpa0q “ r1p1 ` a0 pδq2 ´ r2.

Next we apply (5.15) in Lemma 5.2 in two different cases. Our goal is to prove that the

character sum E2ν
χ ppδq is non-zero only if r1 ” r2pmod pδq, and bounded by pν`δ{2 for

δ ě ν or by pν`δ for δ ă ν.
For δ ě ν, since 3δpa0q is reduced to 3 “ r1 ´ r2 modulo pν, by (5.15) we have

E2ν
χ ppδq “ pν ¨

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

χpuδpa0qq(5.29)

under the condition r1 ” r2pmod pνq. Now

uδpa0q ” sr2
1pr1 ´ a0 pγ´2ν ` sr1a2

0 p2γ´4νqpr2 ` a0 pγ´2ν ` a2
0 pγ´2ν`δq

” sr1r2 ` sr2
1pr1 ´ r2qa0 pγ´2ν ` sr1a2

0 pγ´2ν`δ pmod pγq.
Then we arrive at

E2ν
χ ppδq “ pν ¨

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

χpu ` 314a0 pγ´ν ` 41a2
0 pγ´2γ`δq,(5.30)

with

u “ sr1r2, 31 “ pr1 ´ r2q{pν, 4 “ sr2
1 , 41 “ sr1.

Thus (5.17) in Lemma 5.2 implies that this sum is zero unless pr1 ´ r2q{pν ” 0 pmod pδ´νq
(in other words r1 ” r2 pmod pδq) and bounded by pν`δ{2.

For δ ă ν, one has p1 ` a0 pδq2r2 ” r1pmod pνq, and this yields r1 ” r2pmod pδq
together with 2a0 ` a2

0
pδ ” pr1sr2 ´ 1q{pδpmod pν´δq. Consequently, (5.15) yields the sum

E2ν
χ ppδq “ pν ¨

ÿ‹

a0pmod pνq

2a0`a2
0
pδ”pr1sr2´1q{pδpmod pν´δq

χpuδpa0qq.(5.31)

By Hensel’s lemma, the sum has at most pδ many terms, so it is bounded by pν`δ. Q.E.D.

5.2. Bounds for the integral Lβγpxq. Recall that the integral Lβγpxq is defined by

(4.17) and (5.7).

Lemma 5.3. Let S , T,K,Q ą 1, N ą p2γ´2β be parameters with Nε ă K Î T Î S

and pβQ ą N1`ε {K. Let qi „ Q and |ri| Î S pγQ{N (i “ 1, 2). Let Var pV6q Î 1. Suppose

that φp jqp3q Î 1 for j “ 2, 3 and that |φ2p3q| Ï 1 for all 3 P p1{2, 5{2q.

(1) We have Lβγpxq “ OpN´Aq if |x| ě K.

(2) Assume that K2{T ą Nε . For K2{T Î |x| ă K, we have

Lβγpxq Î 1

T
a

|x|
.(5.32)

For |x| Î K2{T, we have

Lβγpxq Î 1

T
.(5.33)

(3) Let q1 “ q2 “ q. Then

Lβγp0q Î min

"
1

T
,

S pγQNε

T KN|r1 ´ r2|

*
.(5.34)
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Proof. This lemma is a generalization of [AHLQ, Lemma 5.5]—if we let pβ “ pγ “
1 and S “ T , then we arrive at their Lemma 5.55. It is easy to see that their proof for (3) is

still valid if several T were replaced by S provided that S Ï T . By the simple observation

in the proof of Lemma 4.2, this lemma is actually a consequence of (the S -version of)

[AHLQ, Lemma 5.5] by the change of variables No “ N{p2γ´2β, qoi “ p2β´γqi, and

Qo “ p2β´γQ (see (4.12)). Q.E.D.

Remark 5.4. By checking the proof of Lemma 5.5 in [AHLQ], it seems that the con-

dition pβQ ą N1`ε {K arising from the Bessel δ-method (see (3.9)) is redundant—we keep

it here only for the sake of safety.

5.3. Estimates for S 1
αβ

pN, X,Qq. Now we are ready to estimate S 1
αβ

pN, X,Qq. In

view of (5.1)–(5.5), (5.9), and Lemma 5.3 (1), we have

S 1
αβpN, X,Qq Îg

b
S 2

diag
pN, X,Qq `

b
S 2

off
pN, X,Qq ` N´A,(5.35)

with

S 2
diagpN, X,Qq “ N3X

pγ`4β´2α Q‹2Q2K

ÿ

q „Q

ÿÿ

pr1r2,qq“1

|ri|ÎS pγq{N

r1” r2pmod qq

Eα

χ p0; r1, r2, q, qqLβγp0; r1, r2, q, qq,

(5.36)

S 2
offpN, X,Qq “ N3X

pγ`4β´2α Q‹2Q2K

ÿÿ

q1,q2 „Q

ÿÿ

pri,qiq“1

|ri|ÎS pγqi{N

¨
ÿ

0ă|n|ÎN{pα K

n”pγ´α psr1q2´sr2q1qpmod q1q2q

Eα

χ pn; r1, r2, q1, q2qLβγ
ˆ

MXn

p2β´αq1q2

; r1, r2, q1, q2

˙
,

(5.37)

in correspondence to the cases where n “ 0 and n ‰ 0, respectively. Note that for n “ 0,

the congruence relation in (5.9) reads sr2q1 ” sr1q2pmod q1q2q, and it forces q1 “ q2(“ q)

and r1 ” r2pmod qq. Moreover, X “ p2βQ2K2{N (as in (3.8)) is used here for the range of

the n-sum.

For S 2
diag

pN, X,Qq, we split the sum over r1 and r2 according as r1 “ r2 or not, and

apply Lemmas 5.1 (2) and 5.3 (3). Consequently, S 2
diag

pN, X,Qq is bounded by

N3X

pγ`4β´2α Q‹2Q2K

ÿ

q „Q

˜
ÿ

pr,qq“1

|r|ÎS pγq{N

pα

T
`

ÿ

δ“0,1

ÿÿ

r1‰r2

pr1r2,qq“1

|ri|ÎS pγq{N

r1” r2pmod pα´δqq

S pγ`α´δQNε

T KN|r1 ´ r2|

¸

and hence

S 2
diagpN, X,Qq Î N3X

pγ`4β´2α Q‹Q2K

ˆ
S pγQ

N

pα

T
` S pγQ

N

S pγNε

T KN

˙

Î
`
KN p3α´2β ` S pγ´2β`2α Nε

˘ S

T
log Q.

(5.38)

5Note that pi „ P in [AHLQ] corresponds to our pβqi „ pβQ.
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To deal with S 2
off

pN, X,Qq, we need to strengthen the condition Q ą N1`ε {pβK (see

(3.9)) into

Q ą N1`ε {K,(5.39)

so that we would necessarily have q1 ‰ q2. Otherwise, if q1 “ q2 “ q, the congruence

condition n ” pγ´α psr1q ´ sr2qqpmod q2q would imply q|n, but this is impossible, in view

of the length N{pα K of the n-sum.

For ease of exposition, we shall only treat the partial sum S ‹2
off

pN, X,Qq with the co-

prime condition pn, pq “ 1. For general n, one just needs to use Lemma 5.1 at full strength.

Next, we interchange the sum over n and the sums over r1, r2. Note that for fixed n,

the congruence n ” pγ´α psr1q2 ´ sr2q1q pmod q1q2q splits into r1 ” snpγ´αq2pmod q1q and

r2 ” ´snpγ´αq1pmod q2q. By Lemma 5.1 (1) and 5.3 (2), we infer that S ‹2
off

pN, X,Qq is

bounded by

N3X

pγ`4β´2α Q‹2Q2K

ÿÿ

q1,q2 „Q

˜
ÿ

pn,pq“1

|n|ÎN{pα T

ÿÿ

|ri|ÎS pγqi{N

r1”snpγ´α q2pmod q1q
r2”´snpγ´αq1pmod q2q

prα{2s

T

`
ÿ

pn,pq“1

N{pα TÎ|n|ÎN{pα K

ÿÿ

|ri|ÎS pγqi{N

r1”snpγ´α q2pmod q1q
r2”´snpγ´αq1pmod q2q

prα{2s pβ´α{2 ?
q1q2

T
a

X|n|

¸
.

We record here the condition in Lemma 5.3 (2):

K ą
?

T Nε .(5.40)

When N ď S pγ, we have

S ‹2
offpN, X,Qq Î N3X

pγ`4β´2αQ2K
¨ prα{2s

˜
N

pα T 2
` pβ´α{2Q

T
?

X

d
N

pα K

¸ˆ
S pγ

N

˙2

“ pγ`r3α{2s´2β

ˆ
KN ` NT?

K

˙ˆ
S

T

˙2

.

(5.41)

When N ą S pγ, the pS pγ{Nq2 in (5.41) needs to be replaced by 1. In other words, we lose

pN{S pγq2. However, the loss may be reduced to N{S pγ if we rearrange the sums in the

following order:

ÿ

q1„Q

ÿ

pr1,q1q“1

|r1|ÎS pγq1{N

˜
ÿ

pn,pq“1

|n|ÎN{pα T

`
ÿ

pn,pq“1

N{pα TÎ|n|ÎN{pα K

¸
ÿ

q2„Q

q2”r1nspγ´α pmod q1q

ÿ

|r2|ÎS pγq2{N

r2”´snpγ´α q1pmod q2q

.

Thus for N ą S pγ, we have

S ‹2
offpN, X,Qq Î N3X

pγ`4β´2α Q‹Q2K

S pγQ

N
¨ prα{2s

˜
N

pα T 2
` pβ´α{2Q

T
?

X

d
N

pα K

¸

Î N

p2β´r3α{2sT

ˆ
KN ` NT?

K

˙
S

T
log Q.

(5.42)
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Combining (5.41) and (5.42), we have

(5.43) S ‹2
offpN, X,Qq Î pγ`r3α{2s´2β

ˆ
KN ` NT?

K

˙ˆ
1 ` N

S pγ

˙ˆ
S

T

˙2

log Q.

Finally, we conclude from (5.35), (5.38) and (5.43) that

βÿ

α“0

S 1
αβpN, X,Qq Î

ˆa
T pγ ` pγ{2´β{4

ˆ?
KN `

?
NT

K1{4

˙ˆ
1 `

d
N

S pγ

˙˙
S

T
Nε .(5.44)

6. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Recall that β “ 2tγ{3u and S “ T ` ∆Nε as in (3.2) and (4.8), so the bound in (1.16)

that we need to prove is translated into6:

S pNq Î S pγ{2´β{4N1{2`ε

T 2{3
` S 1{2N1`ε

T 2{3 pβ{4
.(6.1)

Moreover, we may impose the condition (see (1.18))

T 1{3 pγ{3 ă N1{2,(6.2)

because if otherwise (6.1) is worse than the trivial bound S pNq Î N.

It follows from (3.6), (4.14) and (5.44) that

S pNq Î S
?

K pγ{2`β

Q
?

T
` S pγ{2Nε

?
T

` S pγ{2´β{4Nε

T

ˆ?
KN `

?
NT

4
?

K

˙ˆ
1 `

d
N

S pγ

˙
.

On choosing K “ T 2{3 and Q “ N1`ε {
?

T , we have

S pNq Î S T 1{3 pγ{2`β

N
` S pγ{2Nε

T 1{2
` S pγ{2´β{4N1{2`ε

T 2{3
` S 1{2N1`ε

T 2{3 pβ{4
.(6.3)

The required conditions in (3.8), (5.39), and (5.40) are well justified for our choice of K

and Q. Finally, the condition (6.2) implies that the first two terms are dominated by the

third term in (6.3), so we arrive at the desired bound (6.1).

7. Proof of Corollary 1.3

It suffices to prove the same estimates in (1.20) and (1.21) for the sum over dyadic

segments,

S 5pNq “
ÿ

Nďnď2N

λgpnqχpnqe p f pnqq .

To this end, choose the Vpxq P C8
c r1, 2s in Theorem 1.2 so that Vpxq ” 1 on r1 ` 1{∆, 2 ´

1{∆s and compare S 5pNq with S pNq. By Deligne’s bound (2.2), we infer that

S 5pNq “ S pNq ` O
`
N1`ε {∆

˘
.

In order to have cleaner exponents, we consider the case γ ” 0pmod 3q. It follows from

(1.16) that

S 5pNq Î T 1{3 pγ{3N1{2`ε ` N1`ε

T 1{6 pγ{6
` N1`ε

∆
(7.1)

6Note that the Nε is removed from S “ T ` ∆Nε in (1.16) due to our ε-convention.
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for ∆ ď T , and

S 5pNq Î ∆pγ{3N1{2`ε

T 2{3
` ∆

1{2N1`ε

T 2{3 pγ{6
` N1`ε

∆
(7.2)

for ∆ ą T . Note that in the former case, the best choice is clearly ∆ “ T , while in the latter

case, the optimal choice of ∆ is the one that balances the last and the first two terms.

For T 5 ă pγ,

(1) if N ě T 4{9 p10γ{9, we choose ∆ “ T 4{9 pγ{9 so that (7.2) yields

S 5pNq Î N1`ε

T 4{9 pγ{9
;

(2) if T 8{3 p2γ{3 ď N ă T 4{9 p10γ{9, we choose ∆ “ T 1{3N1{4{pγ{6 so that (7.2) yields

S 5pNq Î pγ{6N3{4`ε

T 1{3
;

(3) if N ă T 8{3 p2γ{3, we choose ∆ “ T and (7.1) yields

S 5pNq Î T 1{3 pγ{3N1{2`ε .

Consequently, we obtain (1.20) by combining these bounds.

For T 5 ě pγ, we choose ∆ “ T and (1.21) follows directly from (7.1).

8. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Theorem 1.1 is a standard consequence of Theorem 1.2. Let t ą 1 say. We have the

following approximate functional equation (see [IK, Theorem 5.3, Proposition 5.4]):

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq “
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqχpnq
n1{2`it

Vt

ˆ
n?
Mpγ

˙

` ǫp1{2 ` it, g b χq ¨
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqχpnq
n1{2´it

V´t

ˆ
n?
Mpγ

˙
,

where |ǫp1{2 ` it, g b χq| “ 1, and V˘tpxq is a smooth function with x jV
p jq
˘t pxq Î j,A

p1 ` x{tq´A for any j, A ě 0. By applying a dyadic partition of unity to the sums above, it

follows that for some N ď ptpγq1`ε we have

Lp1{2 ` it, g b χq Îε,A

|S pNq|?
N

Nε ` N´A,

where

S pNq “
8ÿ

n“1

λgpnqχpnqn´itV

´ n

N

¯
,

and Vpxq P C8
c r1, 2s with Vp jqpxq Î j 1. Thus Theorem 1.1 follows directly from Theorem

1.2 on choosing φpxq “ ´ log x{2π, T “ t, and ∆ “ 1.
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[Mil] D. Milićević. Sub-Weyl subconvexity for Dirichlet L-functions to prime power moduli. Compos. Math.,

152(4):825–875, 2016.

[MS] R. Munshi and S. K. Singh. Weyl bound for p-power twist of GLp2q L-functions. Algebra Number

Theory, 13(6):1395–1413, 2019.

[Mun1] R. Munshi. The circle method and bounds for L-functions—I. Math. Ann., 358(1-2):389–401, 2014.

[Mun2] R. Munshi. The circle method and bounds for L-functions—II: Subconvexity for twists of GLp3q L-

functions. Amer. J. Math., 137(3):791–812, 2015.

[Mun3] R. Munshi. The circle method and bounds for L-functions—III: t-aspect subconvexity for GLp3q L-

functions. J. Amer. Math. Soc., 28(4):913–938, 2015.

[Mun4] R. Munshi. The circle method and bounds for L-functions—IV: Subconvexity for twists of GLp3q L-

functions. Ann. of Math. (2), 182(2):617–672, 2015.

[Mun5] R. Munshi. A note on Burgess bound. Geometry, algebra, number theory, and their information tech-

nology applications, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., Vol. 251, pages 273–289. Springer, Cham, 2018.

[MV] P. Michel and A. Venkatesh. The subconvexity problem for GL2. Publ. Math. Inst. Hautes Études Sci.,

(111):171–271, 2010.

[Nel] P. D. Nelson. Eisenstein series and the cubic moment for PGLp2q. arXiv:1911.06310, 2019.

[PY1] I. Petrow and M. P. Young. The Weyl bound for Dirichlet L-functions of cube-free conductor. Ann. of

Math. (2), 192(2):437–486, 2020.

[PY2] I. Petrow and M. P. Young. The fourth moment of Dirichlet L-functions along a coset and the Weyl

bound. arXiv:1908.10346, to appear in Duke Math. J., 2019.

[Tit] E. C. Titchmarsh. The theory of the Riemann zeta-function. The Clarendon Press, Oxford University

Press, New York, second edition, 1986. Edited and with a preface by D. R. Heath-Brown.
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