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Self-correlations of Hurwitz class numbers
Alexander Walker

The asymptotic study of class numbers of binary quadratic forms is a foundational problem in arith-
metic statistics. Here, we investigate finer statistics of class numbers by studying their self-correlations
under additive shifts. Specifically, we produce uniform asymptotics for the shifted convolution sum
> wex Hm)H(n+ ) for fixed £ € Z, in which H(n) denotes the Hurwitz class number.

1. Introduction

The study of class numbers of binary quadratic forms has a rich history, dating back to Lagrange and
Gauss. In Disquisitiones arithmeticae, Gauss made several conjectures about the distribution of class
numbers, including the famous statement that the class number /(—D) of binary quadratic forms of
discriminant — D should diverge to infinity as D — oco. Gauss’ conjecture was established by Heilbronn
[12], with effective lower bounds first obtained through the combined work of Goldfeld [7] and Gross
and Zagier [11].

Moment estimates for class numbers have been studied by many authors, often using Dirichlet’s class
number to reduce the problem to estimates for families of quadratic Dirichlet L-functions at the special
point 1. For example, Wolke [34] proved that

Z h(=n)® = c()X'T2 + OO,(XH”%_%)
n<X

(1-1)

for fixed a > 0, where / (—n) denotes the number of classes of primitive binary quadratic forms of
discriminant —n. Later work of Granville and Soundararajan [10] implies that the main term in (1-1)
holds with some uniform error for any o < log X

In comparison, shifted convolution estimates for class numbers are far less understood. Recent work
of Kumaraswamy [23] considers

b
D(X.0) =Y h(=n)h(-n—20).
n<X
in which Zb denotes restriction to n such that both —» and —n — £ are fundamental discriminants, with
neither congruent to 1 mod 8. Kumaraswamy applies the circle method to prove that

DY) = e X3 (X +0 + Oc(X 30 (X +0)3Fo07e)
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for £ > 1 and all € > 0, uniformly in £ (cf. [23, Theorem 1.1]). For fixed £, this gives a power-saving of
O(X'1/69=€) in the error term.

Unfortunately, the peculiar restriction to 7,7 + £ % 1 mod 8 in [23] is essential, as this work uses the
identity

r2(n) = 12(1—(7”))/1(—;1), (1-2)
(cf. [3, Proposition 5.3.10]) to relate the class number to the Kronecker symbol and r3 (%), the number of
representations of # as a sum of 3 squares, which holds when —# is a fundamental discriminant. Since
(32) =1 for n = +1 mod 8, the identity (1-2) gives no information about ~(—n) on the residue class
—n =1 mod 8.

This article presents an alternative method for studying correlations of class numbers, via the spectral
theory of automorphic forms. In this setting, it is convenient to consider a version of the class number
h(—n) called the Hurwitz class number H (n), in which the classes containing a multiple of x2 + y2 or
x2 —xy + y? are weighted by % and 1, respectively. By convention, we set H(0) = —11—2. Hurwitz class

numbers feature, for one example, in Eichler—Selberg “class number relation” formulas, such as

Z H(4n—m?) =20,(n) + Zmin(d, %), (1-3)

meZ din

which appear in the work of Kronecker and Hurwitz. Here, oy, (n) = )_ dnd’.
More recently, Zagier [36] showed that Hurwitz class numbers arise as the coefficients of a mock
modular form. Specifically, Zagier proved that

L 1 nF(—%,4nn2y) 5
’H(z).—’;H(n)e(nz)—i—gn ﬁ+’; N e(—n’z) (1-4)

defines a harmonic Maass form of weight % on I'g(4). Here, z = x + iy,

e(z) — eZTEinZ’
and I' (B, ) denotes the incomplete gamma function. In particular, one may study Hurwitz class numbers
using automorphic forms.

In this article, we leverage the analytic theory of harmonic Maass forms and mock modular forms to
study the shifted convolution Dirichlet series

D)= 3 HH(1+6)

= ot =

where £ > 1 is a fixed integer. We prove that Dy (s) admits meromorphic continuation to s € C and use
this information to study the self-correlations of Hurwitz class numbers under additive shifts. Our main
theorem is the following result.
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Theorem 1.1. Let 0y,(m) = ) dim dV denote the sum-of-divisors function, with the convention that
oy(m) =0form & Z. Fix £ > 1 and let £, denote the odd part of £. Then, for all € > 0, we have

2X2

252&(3)( (%) (%)—FO——Z(ED))+05(X3+6+X1+€£)‘

> HmH@n+0) =

n<X

For £ < X2/3 this result achieves a uniform error of size O (X /3+€). For larger £, the error term
depends on £ but remains nontrivial when £ < X 17¢,

Since Hurwitz class numbers agree with the ordinary class numbers /(—n) for n not of the form 3m?
or 4m?, the rough upper bound H(n) <« n1/2+o() (¢f. Lemma 7.2) implies the following result as an
immediate corollary.

Corollary 1.2. With notation as above, we have
2X2

252 4‘(3) (2 (%) (%) + U—z(fo)) + O (X3+€ + XH_EEH‘G)

> h(=n—Oh(—n) =
n<X
The error bounds in Theorem 1.1 are of course not sharp. We conjecture that Theorem 1.1 should hold
with a secondary main term and an error of size O ((X £)!1€); specifically, that

2vyv2
Y HmH@n+0) = Tis)(zo_z (£) —0_2(5) +0-2(¢0))

n<X 3

o (20-1(4) —o-1 (%) + 0-1(£0)) + O (X O)'F€).  (1-6)

To support this conjecture, we show (cf. Remark 10.1) that (1-6) holds when the cutoff n < X is replaced
by a certain class of truncations with smoothing.

Paper methodology and outline

To produce shifted convolution estimates that treat all congruence classes equally, we abandon (1-2) in
favor of the generating function H(z) from (1-4). In particular, we treat shifted convolutions involving
weak harmonic Maass forms instead of ordinary modular forms. We also depart from [23] in that we treat
shifted convolutions using the spectral theory of automorphic forms, as opposed to the circle method.

Following some background material on harmonic weak Maass forms and mock modular forms
in Section 2, we relate the Dirichlet series Dy(s) defined in (1-5) to the Petersson inner product
(y3/2|1|2, Py(-,5)), in which Py(z,s) is a particular Poincaré series.

We obtain a meromorphic continuation for Dy(s) by first producing a meromorphic continuation
of (y3/2|H|?, Py(-,5)). This task is complicated by the fact that F(z) := y3/2|#(z)|? is not square-
integrable. To address this, we show in Section 4 that F(z) may be written in the form V(z) + £(z), in
which V € L? and £ is an explicit function involving Eisenstein series and the Jacobi theta function.
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The meromorphic continuations of (£, Py(-,5)) and (V, Py(-,5)) are then computed in Sections 5
and 6, respectively. While (£, P¢(-,5)) can be understood directly, the meromorphic continuation of
(V, Pg(-,5)) is accomplished through spectral expansion of the Poincaré series.

The methods described up to this point apply more generally. To illustrate this, the major results of
Sections 3—6 are presented with # replaced by a generic weak harmonic Maass form “of polynomial
growth” (cf. Section 2B). Our first significant specialization to #(z) occurs in Section 6, where we
leverage the fact that the contribution from the nonholomorphic part of #(z) is unusually simple (cf.
Remark 6.4) to more easily classify the poles and residues of Dy (s) in the right half-plane Re s > %

Our main application, Theorem 1.1, also requires uniform bounds for the growth of Dy (s) in vertical
strips. In Section 7, we address various elementary terms to reduce this problem to growth estimates for
(V, Pe(-,5)).

The spectral expansion of Py(z, s) gives a decomposition (V, Py(-,5)) = Zgisc(8) + Zcont(s) corre-
sponding to contributions from the discrete and continuous spectra of the hyperbolic Laplacian. While
Yeont 18 readily handled, the problem of bounding ¥ gisc () with respect to |Im s| is particularly complicated
and represents the central difficulty of this work.

Ultimately, our bounds for X rely on decay estimates for triple inner products of the form
(y3 / 21H|%, 1 j)» in which p;(z) runs through an orthonormal basis for Hecke—-Maass cusp forms on
[y (4). Similar inner products, of the form (yX¢; ¢2, 1 i) (with ¢y, ¢ automorphic forms of weight k)
have been studied in numerous works, and we mention a few:

o

. @1, ¢, weight k € Z holomorphic cusp forms on I'g(N), by [8];

o

. ¢1, ¢ weight 0 Eisenstein series on I'g(1), by [33];

o

. p1¢ replaced by any polynomial in Maass cusp forms, by [28];

o

. @1, ¢ weight 0 Maass cusp forms on I'g(1), by [19; 20];

o

. ¢1. ¢, weight k € 27 modular forms on Ty (N), by [22].

Of these prior works, (a) and (b) use the Rankin—Selberg method directly, (c) and (e) use the automorphic
kernel, and (d) uses a modified Rankin—Selberg method that introduces an auxiliary Eisenstein series for
the express purpose of unfolding.

Our treatment of (y3/2|H|?, u j) appears in Section 8. More generally, this section produces bounds
for triple inner products of the form (y*| |2, u i), where f is a harmonic Maass form of polynomial
growth of weight k € % + Z. In particular, we prove the following result:

Theorem 1.3. Let [ be a harmonic Maass form of polynomial growth of weight k € % + Z and level N.
Let i be an L?-normalized Hecke—Maass cusp form of weight 0 on To(N), with spectral type t € R. For
all e > 0, we have

DRI F 12 1) <ive (1212570 + 1t P72K) rfeem 31,
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We remark that the space of harmonic Maass forms of polynomial growth includes My (I'g(N)), the
space of modular forms. In this setting, Theorem 1.3 can be used to improve the spectral dependence in
certain results of [22]. (In particular, see [22, Proposition 14].)

Our proof of Theorem 1.3 draws heavy inspiration from [19; 20], though our work is more complicated
in several respects, such as the change from I'g(1) to ['g(N), the change in Whittaker functions (from
K-Bessel functions to incomplete gamma functions), the generalization to half-integral weight, and the
introduction of terms related to the fact that f need not be cuspidal. We also depart from Jutila by
considering individual inner products instead of spectral large sieve inequalities. We suspect that a spectral
large sieve inequality would not improve Theorem 1.1.

In Section 9, we apply these triple product estimates to complete our quantification of the growth
of Dy (s). At this point, our main result follows from a version of Perron’s formula with truncation, as
presented in Section 10.

2. Harmonic weak Maass forms and mock modular forms

The theory of harmonic Maass forms was introduced by Bruinier and Funke in the context of geometric
theta lifts [2]. This section reviews the basic definitions of harmonic Maass forms and mock modular
forms. A good reference for background material is [1, §4].

A weak Maass form of weight k£ on a congruence subgroup I' C SL,(Z) is a smooth function f :§— C
which transforms like a modular form of weight &, is an eigenfunction of the weight k£ Laplacian

A 2( + i viky( L il
=— —+ — i —+i—,
k Yoz T 2 Nox '% y
and has at most linear exponential growth at cusps.
If A f =0, then f is called a harmonic (weak) Maass form of manageable growth. Let H, ,'( (I") denote

the space of weight k harmonic Maass forms of manageable growth on I'. If I' = T'g(N) or ['{(N), then
any f(x+iy)e H, IL (I") admits a Fourier expansion at co of the form

f@ =Y cTmemz)+c )y + > I —k.4xny)e(—nz) 2-1)
n>n+t nzn"
n#0

(cf. [1, Lemma 4.3]), where ['(8, y) := fyoo tB=1e~" dt is the incomplete gamma function. In the case
k =1, the term ¢~ (0) y* ¥ is replaced with ¢~ (0) log y. The first sum in the Fourier expansion (2-1) of
f(z) is called the holomorphic part, and the rest of the right-hand side of (2-1) is the nonholomorphic
part. Any function which arises as the holomorphic part of a harmonic Maass form of manageable growth
is called a mock modular form.

Fourier expansions of analogous shape exist for each cusp of I'. To describe this precisely, we assume
henceforth that k € %Z and I' C T'y(4) and restrict to Maass forms with the theta multiplier system vg.
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That is, where 0(z) := Y, <, ¢(n%z) denotes the Jacobi theta function, we assume that

s = (522" e

for all y = (¢54) € I'. This may also be written f(yz) = vg(y)**(cz + d)* f(z), in which vy is
defined by Ug((‘c‘ 3)) = 6;1(%), where € = 1 ford = 1 mod 4 and ¢; = i for d = 3 mod 4. For
y = (? 3) € GL(2, R) with det y > 0, we define the weight k slash operator by

2k
7= (B2 ra).

Finally, for each cusp a of I', let I'y = (£#,) C I" denote the stabilizer of a. Let o, denote a scaling
matrix for a, i.e., a matrix in GL(2, R) for which 7, = 04(} 1 )oi!. Define the cusp parameter x, € [0, 1)
so that e(x,) = vg(t,). If 24 = 0, the cusp a is called singular; otherwise, a is called nonsingular.

Given all this notation, f(z) admits a Fourier expansion at each cusp a of I', given by
Ja@) = flo,(2) = Y e Me((n+ xa)2)

n>nt
+e (0 F+ D g T =k 47 (n— xq) p)e(—(n— xa)z).  (2-2)

n#x,

where ¢, (0) y1=% appears only when x, = 0. When k = 1 and x, = 0, we replace this term by

¢, (0)log y. Since we work most commonly with the Fourier expansion at a = oo, we retain the shorthand
+ -

cT(n) :=c(n).

2A. The shadow operator ;. This section follows [1, §5.1]. Recall the Maass lowering operator L
defined by L = —iyz(% +i %). We define as well the shadow operator &, = yk_zL_k. By [1, Theorem
5.10], &, maps Hl!< (TCo(N)) surjectively to le_k(Fo (N)), the space of weakly holomorphic modular
forms of weight 2 — k. This map is given by

E(f(2) =(1—k)c=(0)— (4m)' ™% >~ c=(mn' e (nz).

n=zn—

n#0

(2-3)

The form & f is called the shadow of f.

2B. Harmonic Maass forms of polynomial growth. Generically, the coefficient series {C;t (n)} grow
superpolynomially as # — co. In the remainder of this article, we restrict to the special case in which the
coefficients are polynomially bounded in . This is equivalent to the property that f(z) have no poles at
cusps, or that n* £ %, > 0in (2-1) for all a.

Let H,E (I'o(N)) denote the subspace of H,!c (T'o(N)) consisting of forms with at most polynomial
growth at cusps. We remark that the space H, £ features prominently in [31], where it serves as a natural
setting to study L-functions attached to mock modular forms. Note that H, ,B is a subspace of the space of
(not necessarily cuspidal) Maass wave forms of weight k.
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The shadow operator maps & : H Iﬁ(Fo (N))— M,_;(To(N)). In particular, & annihilates H. ,é (To(N))
for k > 2. In other words, H,g = M, for k > 2, so the space H,ﬁ is most interesting for k < 2.

Though exact growth rates for the coefficients cf (n) are not known, adequate on-average bounds
are known from the Rankin—Selberg method as applied to Maass forms (including noncuspidal Maass
forms) in [26]. Specializing to the case of harmonic Maass forms and translating notation, we present the
following result.

Lemma 2.1 (cf. [26, Theorem 5.2]). Fix f(z) € H,g(I‘o(N)) with k € %Z and k # 1. If f has Fourier
expansion (2-2), then

Z |C$E(’7)|2 { faX + Of(X5 log X) if f is cuspidal,

1+ 2 )1 ot X1k 1|+0f(X1+|k—1|—§i§}§§:}I log X) else,

n<X

fOl" some constants C:ta
9

3. Shifted convolutions via inner products

In this section, we show that shifted convolution Dirichlet series of the form (1-5) can be recognized in
terms of Petersson inner products. To begin, we treat a generic form f(z) € H Ig (T'o(NV)) with Fourier
expansion (2-1). We define the £-th Poincaré series Py(z,s) of weight 0 on I'g(N) by

Py(z,s) = Z Im(yz)’e(fyz).

Y€loo\Io(N)

For s with Re s sufficiently large, the Rankin—Selberg unfolding method gives

dx dy
2

oo pl
(yklflz,Pz(-,E))Z/ / VR fo) @)

d
= . / S e(ny, y)e(ng. y)e 2 yy

ny=ny+4

(3-1)

in which c(n, y) denotes the n-th Fourier coefficient of f(z) at the cusp a = oo. In other words, ¢(n, y) =
ct(m)e™ 2™ forn > 1, ¢(0, y) = ¢t (0) + ¢~ (0)y' %, and ¢(n, y) = ¢~ (—n)T(1 — k, —4mny)e 27y
forn < —1.

The contribution of n1,n, > 0 to the inner product is a standard shifted convolution Dirichlet series:

dy T(s+k-1) ct(ny+0)ct(ny)
I+ — + PR / s+k— 1 —2n(ny+n2+L)y 4V
¢ ) Z (n)c™(n2) y (471)s+k 1 Z (ny+£)sTh=1

ni=ny+4

Since f € H lg’ the Dirichlet series in the line above converges absolutely in some right half-plane. More
precisely, Lemma 2.1 gives convergence in Res > 1 + |k—1|, extending to Re s > 1 in the cuspidal case.
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The net contributions from (n1,n,) = (£, 0) and (0, —¢) total
1 t9 (s):=

¢t e (OT(s)  ¢T @) et O (s+k—1) ¢ (0)c= ()T (s—k+1) ¢t (0)e= ()T (s)
(4l (dmg)stk—1 (4ml)ss (Aml)sth=l(s+k—1)

The function 7, 19 (s) is meromorphic in s € C and analytic in Re s > |k—1|. Note that / £9 (s) vanishes when
f is cuspidal.
There is another finite collection of “cross terms” when n; > 0 and n, < 0, which contributes
-1

. o0
I)(s) = Z c+(€—m)c_(m)/ ySthk=lo=dnt=my (1 —k,4nmy)d—y
m=1 0 Y
T(s) et (—mye=(m) _ (s.s+k—1| ¢
= Z 2 Fy 1——,
s—l—k—1m=1 (dmrm)s k-1 s+k m

in which we’ve evaluated the integral via [9, 6.455(1)]. The function / E( (s) is analytic in the right
half-plane Re s > max(0, 1 — k) and has an obvious meromorphic continuation to s € C.
Lastly, we record the contribution of n1, n, < 0, which can be written

oo

_ - “(n+t .
I,/ (s):= Z%Gk(&n,n—kﬁ), with
n=1 (3-2)

& d
Gr(s,n,n+10):= / VI (1 =k, ny)T(1 =k, (n —I—E)y)e”y—y.
0 Y

The two asymptotic expressions (8, y) = T'(8) — y#/B + 0,3()/5“) as y —> 0 and I'(B,y) =
eV yP1(1 + Oﬂ(y_l)) as y — oo imply that G (s, n,n + £) converges absolutely when Re s > |k—1].
In this region, Gy (s, n,n +£) < Gy(Res,n,n) Kres n~ X575 +1 by change of variable. Thus 1, (s)
converges to an analytic function in Re s > 1+ |k—1|, extending to the domain Re s > 1 in the cuspidal case.

We conclude that the unfolding procedure is valid in Re s > 1 4 |k— 1], and that in this region we have
the decomposition

DRI Pe(-.5)) = 1 (s) + 10 (s) + 1) (s) + 1 (s). (3-3)

3A. Application to H(z). The formulas in this section simplify considerably for the specific form
He Hf /2(F0 (4)) defined in (1-4). Recall from (1-5) the definition of the shifted convolution Dirichlet
series

Z Hn)Hn+1)

Dy(s) :=
Som+ 0T

(3-4)
which converges absolutely in Re s > % By (1-4), the coefficients ¢~ (n) of H may be written in terms of

r1(n), the number of representations of # as the square of an integer. Simplifying the various terms at
right in (3-3) produces the formula
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- L T(s+1) H(OT(s) HOT(s+3)
W P = PO Sty T o
rr(s—73) B ri (O (s)

12872(4r€)~2s 192w (4ml)s (s + 1)

LT S8 HE—myri(m) (s s+1
54_% o 167 (47 m)S 2 +2

-2
m

mimo )
+ E ———=—G3(s,m5,my). (3-5)
4(47-[)S+% 2 »

m2 T m2 ={
mi, m2>1
2 _
1

many solutions. This phenomenon generalizes to any f € Hf /2(1"0 (N)) for which My ,,(Io(N)) is

The contribution of 7, (s) in the fourth line of (3-5) is a finite sum, since m m% = { has finitely

one-dimensional, since in that case &3/, f  is necessarily a twisted theta function by [30, Theorem A].

Thus, in departure from the general case, we conclude that 7, (s) is analytic in Re s > %

Secondly, we remark that the contribution of 7/ ex (s) bears some resemblance to one side of the Eichler—
Selberg class number relation (cf. (1-3)). More specifically,

{ 1

m2<{

Res
s=0 § 4+ é 167 (4w m)s

I'(s) ! H{—m)r(m) (s s+
201 s+2

which is essentially one of the sums described in [1, §10.3]. It would be interesting to know if the methods
in this paper could be used to produce new class number relations.

4. Automorphic regularization

To produce a meromorphic continuation for the Dirichlet series Dy (s), we first show that the inner product
(yK|#)2, P;(-,5)) has a meromorphic continuation to a larger domain. This latter continuation involves
the spectral decomposition of P;(z, s) with respect to the hyperbolic Laplacian and is complicated by
the fact that y3/2|H(z)|?> & L2(Ty(4)\h). To rectify this, we modify y3/2|#(z)|? by subtracting a linear
combination of automorphic forms chosen to neutralize growth at the cusps of [y (NV).

We define the weight 0 Eisenstein series attached to cusp a of I'g(N) by

Eq.(z,5) = Z Im(o, 'yz)".
y€la\I'o(N)
These Eisenstein series have Fourier expansion at the cusp b of the form
ECI (sz’ w)

F(w_%) 1—w
W%bo(w)y + F( )

1
= O[a=p " + 72 Z%bn(w)lnlw ZKw_,(2ﬂ|n|y)€(HX) (4-1)
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in which 8. denotes the Kronecker delta, K, (y) is the K-Bessel function, and the coefficients @ap, (w)
are described in [4], for example.

As in the previous section, we first consider a general f(z) € H,ﬁ (T'o(N)), with k € %Z (k #1),
specializing to / = H when convenient. Let Fy(z) := yk|f|ga (2)|? = Im(0a2)*| f(0az)|2. If 24 # 0,
then F,(z) decays exponentially as y — oo by the Fourier expansion (2-2), and no regularization is
required. Otherwise, when x, = 0, (2-2) implies that

Fa(2) = y¥1ed 0 + c; 0y 12+ 0(~™) (4-2)

as y — oo for all M > 0. It therefore suffices to regularize growth of sizes yk , !, and yz_k at the
singular cusps.

For k > 1, the Eisenstein series Eq(z, k) counteracts growth of size y¥ at a, while for k < 1 we
utilize Eq(z,2 — k) to address y2~%. Unfortunately, this technique fails to regularize growth of size
y1, since E4(z, w) has a pole at w = 1. In this case, we instead subtract a multiple of the constant
term in the Laurent expansion of Eq(z, w) at w = 1, which we denote Eq(z, 1), and which satisfies
Ea(abz, 1) = 8[q=p)y — mlog y Resy—1 @apo(w) + Cap + O(e™2™) for some constant ¢qp. Thus, for
example,

Vr(2):=F(z) = Y leg (07 Ea(z.2—k) =2 Y Re(c; (0)¢; (0) Eq(z. 1) (4-3)

a:xq=0 a:xqa=0

satisfies Vr(0qz) = O(y* +1ogy)as y — oo when k < 1. If k < %, it follows that Vr € L2(To(N)\h).
The case k > % may be treated analogously.

The situation is more complicated in weights k = % and k = % as here we must regularize terms of

1/2

size yl/ 2. The obvious choice for regularizing y!'/? is to subtract a multiple of E, (z, %), but this term

equals 0 since the completed Eisenstein series ¢*(2w) Eq(z, w) is analytic at w = % Likewise, it is not

possible to regularize with a linear combination of terms of the form lim,, 1 C*Qw)Eq(z, w), as these

grow as yl/2 log y near a.
In weight k = %, the growth of size yl/ 2 comes from the nonholomorphic part (cf. (4-2)). In particular,
we can regularize all cusp growth of size yl/ 2

y1/2|§‘3/2f|2. Specifically, we define

V@)= FE) = Y lef P Ea(2.3) =2 ) Relef (0)c; ) Ealz, ) —4p2 15 /()2 (4-4)

a:xqa=0 a:xqa=0

simultaneously by subtracting an appropriate multiple of

Then V¢ (04z) = O(log y) at each cusp by (2-3), so Vr € L2(To(N)\b).

In weight k = %, we may likewise attempt to regularize by subtracting a function of the form y! /2 lg(2)|?,
where g € My/5(I'9(N)). However, there is no guarantee that a modular form with compatible cusp
growth need exist. If f € H f /2(F0 (N)) is chosen, we may test for the existence of a compatible g using
the basis for M5 (I'g(N)) described in [30, Theorem A]. Since we do not require k = % for our principal
application, we leave the question of the existence of a compatible g as an interesting open problem.
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4A. Automorphic regularization of #(z). In practical terms, the problem of regularizing H(z) reduces
to the problem of computing the constant Fourier coefficients c;t (0) at each singular cusp a of I'g(4). In
this section, we determine these coefficients, as summarized in the following proposition.

Proposition 4.1. Let H € H /2(F0 (4)) denote Zagier’s nonholomorphic Eisenstein series from (1-4). The

cusp a = % is nonsingular for vg; for the other cusps, H(z) has a Fourier expansion of the form (2-2), in

which

0= @O=  GO=0  GO=—r
Consequently, the function
Vi(2) 1=y )P Eao (2. 3) — e Eo (2. 3) 4 o Bz Db = Bz, 1) = —— y310(2) 2
144 27576 27 487 961 6472

lies in L*>(To(4)\h).

Proof. To verify that a = % is nonsingular, we first note that I'y /5 is generated by ¢/, = (:‘11 %) Since
vg(t1/2) =i, we have x;/, = % #0.

As for the singular cusps, we clearly have ¢ (0) = —% and ¢, (0) = é from the Fourier expan-
sion (1-4). To understand the behavior of H(z) near a = 0, we follow [13] and relate #(z) to certain

Eisenstein series of weight 5 3. Specifically, we introduce the Eisenstein series

(2) e
(Z) - ZZ (mz 4+n)3/2|mz +n|2s’

m>0,ne”z
(m,2n)=1

as well as a second Eisenstein series F3/, () := z73/2) 7|25 Es3)5 s(—1/4z). Though E3/5 ¢ converges
only for Res > £, [13, Theorem 2] implies that E3/; ; and F3/; ¢ have meromorphic continuation to
s € C and that

F(z) = =5 (1=i)E32,5(z) — i F35 5(2))
satisfies Fo(z) = H(z2).
To investigate H(z) near the cusp 0, we compute a partial Fourier expansion of Fi|s,(2), where

op = ( 10 ) The functional equation 0(—1/4z) = (—2iz)'/26(z) implies that the weight k = 5 3 slash
operator satisfies

Filoo(2) = (=2i2) 2 Fy(—4k)
3 3 - —3
= —55(-2i2) 73 (1 =23 |27 Fyy,0(2) =i (—55) 24z Ez2,6(2)
= —qa5i|z|* F3/3 5(2) + 25 (1 =) |z|*2% E3 5 4 (2).

Thus H|s,(z) has a Fourier expansion which may be read from the Fourier coefficients of E3/; ¢(z)
and F3/5 o(z). Since we require only the constant Fourier coefficient of |, it suffices to consider the
constant Fourier coefficients of E3/, ¢ and F3/5 .
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By [13, p.93-94], the constant Fourier coefficient of E3/; () equals

]

woisy) Y mE ) 5 eer)

%
m odd 2s+ m odd (m2)2s+2
o(m fs+1) 1— p—4s—1
=ao(s.») ) 4s+2 = ao(s, y)§(4 12) 1242
m(ﬂd

in which ¢ (m) denotes the totient function and «q(s, ») is defined by

2(1+0)VEsT (25 +3) 1oy,
r(2s+2) '

3
o(s, ) = / w3 w2 dw =
Imw=y

By taking the limit as s — 0, we conclude that the constant Fourier coefficient of E3/5 ¢(z) equals
—Q242i)/n-y~ V2,
Similarly, formulas on [13, p.94] show that F3,, ¢ has constant Fourier coefficient

—1/2 Zj(Zm)( ) (%) .

(m/2)2s+1

22513 1 (1 +i)ag(s. p) Z

m even

The sum ZJ mod 2m( )e(]/8) vanishes for m even unless m = 2n2, in which case it equals V20 (2n?).
Thus the constant Fourler coefficient equals

0 Cn?) (s p@n)
22553 1 (14 iao(s. 1) Y B T 22”31+(1+l)ao(S,y)Zn4s+2

n>1 n>1

, ] C4s+1) | —24s—1
:22s+3l +(1+l)a0(s’y)24s+2é-(4s+2) 1_ 1_2—45—2 :

By taking the limit as s — 0, we conclude that the constant Fourier coefficient of F3/; (z) equals
8i —8i/(y1/?). It follows that the constant Fourier coefficient of Moy (2) equals

—i g 1 —2-2i\ 1 1
192 n[ ayl/2 ) 24 8n /¥y’
hence ¢ +t(0) = 2 7 and ¢, (0) = —%. O

5. Inner products involving regularization terms

As before, we fix k € %Z and f(z) € H,g (To(N)) and define F(z) = y*| f(2)|?. In Section 4, we showed
that F(z) differed from an L? function Vr(z) by a sum involving Eisenstein series and theta functions,
at least when k ¢ {% 1}. In this section, we relate (Vr, Pg(-,5)) to (F, P¢(-,5)) by accounting for the
contribution of these regularization terms.
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To compute the inner products of the form {E,(-, w), Py(-,5)), we recall the Fourier expansion of
Ey(z, w) from (4-1). We unfold the inner product using the Poincaré series as in (3-1) to produce

1
27.[w+§

Ew_%%ooe(w)f‘(s +w—-DI(s—w)

(Eh(~,u0,1%(',5))::Ezgzggjg ['(s)T(w) ’

(5-D
provided that Re s > % + |Rew — %| to begin. We write ¢@goon (W) = @qn(w) for brevity and remark that
formulas for these coefficients appear in [4].

The functions ¢4, (w) have meromorphic continuation in w. For n # 0, they are analytic at w = 1. By
considering the Laurent expansion of each side of (5-1) at w = 1, we obtain

(Ea(" 1)’ PZ(9§)> = ”‘/’ae(l)

= WF(S —_ 1),

in which Ea(z, 1) is the constant term of the Laurent expansion of E4(z,w) at w = 1 (as defined
immediately before (4-3)).

Lastly, we consider inner products of the form ( y% lg(2)|, Py(-,5)), in which g € M, /2(To(N)).
Suppose that g(z) = Y b(n)e(nz). Then

(21g(2) %, Pe(-,5)) =

T(s—1) 5 b(n+0)b(n)
@n)~3 15 (407

By [30, Theorem A], M />(I'o(N)) is spanned by theta functions of the form x:(n)e(n?tz), with t
square-free and satisfying 4 cond(;)?¢ | N, where cond() denotes the conductor of ¥, x;(n) = (%) if
t=1mod4, and x;(n) = (%) otherwise. We note that cond(x;) =t if f = 1 mod 4 and 4¢ otherwise.
In particular, {b(n)} is supported on integers of the form n?¢, where n € Z and 4¢3 | N. Thus

b(n21;)b(n31)

—1
(n31y)572

1 - P(s—3)
(P2g@IP P 9) = ——F > >
(m)"72 5 5N w2nmndi e
t; square-free

If My/5(To(N )) is one-dimensional (for example, if % is cube-free), then 11 = t, = 1. In this case,
the inner sum n% = n% + £ has finitely many solutions. Otherwise, the sum may be infinite (depending

on {). Since the solution set (1, 1;) of n%tl = n%tz + £ is exponentially sparse in any case, the sum

1

> No matter the

above always converges for Re s > % Thus (y% |g(2)|, P¢(-,5)) is analytic in Re s >
dimension of M /,(To(N)).

Remark 5.1. In fact, { y% |g(2)|?, P¢(-,5)) has a meromorphic continuation to all s € C. To see this,
note that the series above is essentially supported on positive integers x satisfying the generalized Pell
equation ¢;x2 — t, y? = £. When solutions exist, they lie in finitely many classes of linear recurrences.
Splitting ( y% |g(2)|2, P¢(-,5)) along this subdivision, and splitting further to ignore the effect of the
characters y,, and x,,, it suffices to continue series of the form ), -, A4,%, where {4,,} satisfies a
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degree two linear recurrence. Fortunately, such results are known; see for example [29], which treats a
much more general case.

At this point, it is straightforward to relate the inner products (F, Py(-,5)) and (Vr, P¢(-,5)). We
record our results in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Let f € H{(To(N)) and set F(z) = y*| f(2)|?. Fork = 3,

- - ﬁF(s—i—%)F(s—%) + 12 3
F,Py(-, = V¢, Py(-, . (0 w5
(F, Pg(-,5)) = (Vr, Pe(+,5)) + PP E lea (0) 17 @ae (3)

27T (s — 1 =
%)H) Z Re (e (0)c5(0)) @ (1)

a:xg=0

a:xa=0

4T (s — 1) agr(n?ty)agf(nity)
.

(47)5~ 2 (n21y)5" 2

3 31N 24 2
11,6517 niti=nstr+L
t; square-free

in which Vy is defined as in (4-4) and agr (n) denotes the n-th Fourier coefficient of &3, f(z). For k < %
in %Z, we have instead

2nl(s+1—-k)I'(s+k—2)
40y~ 2 (n k3T ()T (2 — k)
2rl(s—1)

(F. Py(-.5)) = (Vr, Pe(-.9) + > e (0P 2—k)

a:x,=0

Y Re(e (0)¢5 (0)ac(D).

xq=0

(4ml)s—1
in which Vy is defined as in (4-3).
As a corollary, we specify the contribution of correction terms in the regularization Vy(z) of H(z).

Corollary 5.3. Let £, denote the odd-part of £. In Res > % we have

3 . _ VAT(s + D (s =32) 20-2(5) —0-2(8) +0-2(L0)
JIH2 P (- 5)) = (Va. Py(- 2 2) 4 2
(V2IH|" Pe(-.5)) = (V. Pe(-.5)) + arl-ir ) 203223)

T(s—1) 20-1(5)—o0_1(5) +o-1(6) T(s—1%) 2
_ , e
(4m)s—1 288¢(2) + 325+3 d%:( +7)

dEgmodZ

Proof. Since £3/,H(z) = L_0(z) by (2-3) and the Fourier expansion (1-4), we have

T 16m

agln) =~y (n).
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Propositions 4.1 and 5.2 then give

V?TTS+%)F@—%)(1

(P2IH2 Py(-.5) = (Vi Po(-.5)) + 2
(403 T(s)

T(s—1) r

- M;ﬁ(ﬁfﬂme(l) + %‘Poe(l)) + J

To simplify further, we give explicit descriptions of the Fourier coefficients ¢.¢(w). Conveniently, the
formulas we require appear in [15, §3.3]:

@ 2—4w L\ _Hl—dw ¢
05,0 2 o1-2w(z) =2 o1-2uw(5) ]
poe(w) = 40z (2w)’ $oot (W) = @ (2w) : (5-3)

in which @ (s) = (1 —27)Z(s), 052) denotes the sum-of-divisors function with its 2-factor removed,
and we adopt the convention that o, (m) = 0 for m & Z. By Euler products, 052) (€) = 0,(£,), where £y
is the odd part of £.

Finally, we note that the series in (5-2) may be written as a divisor sum:

Zrl(n-l-ﬁ)rl(n) _ Z |n2|1_2s=22s_1 Z |d1+d2|1_23=22s Z (d+§)1—2s’

1
g1
n=>0 (n +€) 2 ny,ny€l dy,dre7 dlg
n%—n%=€ didr=t dzg mod 2
d1=d> mod 2
which completes the proof. O

6. Spectral expansion and rightmost poles

As before, fix f € HIE(FO(N)) with k & {%, 1} and define F(z) = y¥| f(z)|2. In this section, we show
that the inner product (F, Py(-,5)) admits meromorphic continuation to s € C. By Proposition 5.2,
it suffices to consider the inner products (Vr, P¢(-,5)) instead, as the regularization terms contribute
explicit terms which are meromorphic in C, either by inspection or as a consequence of Remark 5.1.
Selberg’s spectral theorem (cf. [18, Theorem 15.5]) gives the following spectral expansion of Py (z, s):

Pg(z,s)=Z<Pe(-,s),uj)uj(z)+zg/_ (Pe(-.5). Ea(-. 5 +it))Ea(z. 3 +it)dt,  (6-1)

J
in which a varies through the cusps of I'o(N), Vv = 5 - N [[,5(1 + 1/p) denotes the volume of
Co(N)\b, and {u;} is an orthonormal Hecke eigenbasis for the space of weight 0 Maass cusp forms on
I'o(N). These Maass forms have Fourier expansions at all cusps, which we write in the form

1a(2) = i1y () = 12 3 pjaln) Kigy Q| p)e (). 62)
n#0

We next record two useful lemmas regarding the growth of the coefficients pj, (1) on average. The
first of them concerns the average growth of pj,(m) with respect to m and is taken from [17].
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Lemma 6.1 [17, (8.7)]. Let ju;j be an L2-normalized Maass cusp form on To(N) with Fourier expansion
at a of the form (6-2). Then
D lpjam)* <y (M + |t;])e™ ],
m=<M

Our second lemma is a spectral average generalizing [24, Theorem 6].

Lemma 6.2. Let {jj} denote an orthonormal basis of Maass cusp forms for I'o(N), with Fourier
expansions given by (6-2). For £ > 0 and any € > 0,

= 5 + One(X log X + X( 4eate,
cosh i

Z |,0j (£)|2 X?

ltjl=X

Proof. For level N = 1, this result is [24, Theorem 6]. More generally, we adapt [24, §6], replacing
the level 1 trace formula with one on I'g(/N), as found in [4, Lemma 4.7], for example. To carry out

this generalization, we require the Kloosterman sum estimate Soooo (£, £, ¢) < (£, ¢)Y/2¢1/2d(c) from
[4, Lemma 2.6] as well as the Eisenstein series coefficient estimate

d(0)
1C(1 + 2i1)]|

To see (6-3), one may represent E,(z,s) in terms of Eisenstein series attached to characters via [35,

Pat (% +it) <N L pn,ed()logt, (6-3)

Theorem 6.1] and apply the Fourier coefficient formulas in [35, Proposition 4.1], then apply [32, (3.11.10)].
O

Continuing on, substitution of (6-1) into (Vy, P(-,5)) produces

(Vr P 5)) = D g Pe(-.5) (Vs 1 (2))
j o0
+EZ/_OO<Ea("%+”)vPL’(',E))(Vf,Ea(z,%+il))dl, (6-4)

a

which we call the spectral expansion of (Vr, Py(-,5)). We will refer to the terms at right in (6-4) as the
discrete spectrum and continuous spectrum, respectively. To make this more explicit, we apply (5-1) and
the formula

()7 T(s—3—it;))T(s— % +it))
pj (D)7 2t 2 J
(4ml)s=2 L'(s) ’

(MJ»PZ(’EN =

which follows from [9, 6.621(3)]. We conclude that (Vy, P¢(-,5)) admits a spectral decomposition of
the form Xgisc (5) + Zcont(s), in which

Pdisc () :—W%;PJ(E)F %+itj)r(s_%_ilj)<vf’uj>’

VN Gat (3 +11)0(s—5 +i)0(s— 5 —it)
cont(s) 2/ (47TE)S_7(7T£) ”F(S)F( +il) (

Vi Eqo(-. 3 +i1))dr.
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This spectral expansion is initially defined for Re s > 1 4 |k—1|, provided all expressions converge.
Fortunately, convergence is not an issue:

Lemma 6.3. The functions Zgisc(s) and Zconi(s) converge for all s € C away from their poles.

Proof. In the discrete spectrum Xgisc (), this follows from Lemma 6.2, Stirling’s approximation (providing
decay of size e~ "% ! for fixed s), and the trivial estimate (Ve )| < IIVfIII/2 il 172 <y 1. Here,
we’ve used that [|u;]| = 1 (by definition of 1) and that Vr € L?(Ty(N)\b) by our work in Section 4.
(This estimate is very weak, and will be improved in Section 8.)

In the continuous spectrum, convergence follows from Stirling’s approximation, weak upper bounds for
(Vf, E a( -, % +i t)) derived from the Rankin—-Selberg method and Phragmén-Lindeldf convexity principle,
and (6-3). O

Thus X4isc () defines a meromorphic function on the entire complex plane, with potential poles at
§= %j:i tj —m for integer m > 0 and any spectral type ;. It is analytic in the right half-plane Re s > % +0,
where ® < 7/64 denotes partial progress towards the Ramanujan—Petersson conjecture [21].

The continuous spectrum X¢on(s) also has meromorphic continuation to all s, though the precise
continuation to Res > —M involves both .o (s) and O(M) residue terms extracted through contour

shifts of the integral in X.o,. For a discussion of the continuation process in a similar case, we refer the
1

5 .

Thus (Vr, P¢(-,5)), originally defined for Re s > 1 +|k— 1|, extends meromorphically to a function on

reader to [14, §4] or [15, §3.3.2]. The continuous spectrum is clearly analytic in Re s >

the entire complex plane. Since it is analytic in Re s > % + O, any pole of (F, Py(-,5)) inRes > % + 0
occurs as a pole of the explicit regularization factors presented in Proposition 5.2.

Remark 6.4. In Section 3, we gave the general decomposition
(F. Py(+.5)) = 1,7 (5) + 17(5) + 15(s) + I (5)-

The two terms [ 1? (s) and 1 EX (s) are finite sums and inherit meromorphic continuation to s € C from
the continuations of G and the , F-hypergeometric function. Thus the continuation of (F, Py(-,5))
implies a continuation for / Z (s) + 1, (s). It is possible, albeit challenging, to establish the meromorphic
continuations of / €+ (s) and I, (s) as separate entities. Here, the idea is to first continue 7, (s) by relating
it to the Dirichlet series

i agf(n)azg—f(n +E)

“w—kwtl’
= (n+0)s—w—kpw

which admits meromorphic continuation through relation to the triple inner product (y2 =% |&¢ 1|2, Py(-,3)).
Establishing this continuation is not so difficult when Re w < —1, but in practice we require Re w as
large as —k (to evaluate a particular contour integral representation), and this creates major complications
in weights k < 1.

Fortunately, these problems disappear altogether for /= H, as the series I, (s) defines a finite sum
in this case (cf. Section 3A). To simplify the exposition in this work, we narrow our typical focus
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from f € ng (To(N)) to f = H. Still, the construction of the meromorphic continuations of 1 L,i (s)
and estimates for shifted convolutions of generic mock modular forms of polynomial growth are of
independent interest and will appear in future work.

6A. Classifying the rightmost poles of Dy (s). As an application of our work thus far, we classify the
rightmost poles of the shifted convolution Dirichlet series Dy (s) from (3-4). We prove the following
theorem.

Theorem 6.5. The Dirichlet series Dy(s) is analytic in the right half-plane Res > % and extends
meromorphically to all s € C. If £ =2 mod 4, then Dy(s) = 0 identically. Otherwise, Dy(s) has two
simple poles in the right half-plane Re s > % ats = % and s = 1, with residues

2

i 14

Res Dy (s) = o_2(%) +0-2(L0)),

1
Res Dy(s) = —3—(20-1(5) —0-1(3) + 0-1(Lo).

. . . .. 1
The function Dy(s) is otherwise analytic in Re s > 5.

Proof. Equation (3-5) relates Dy (s) to (y3/2|H|2, Py(-,5)) and Corollary 5.3 relates (y3/2|#|2, Py(-,5))
to (Vx, P¢(-,5)). When combined, this produces

JT%F(S -3) . 20_2(§) —o_z(%) +oa(lo) 720(s —1) 20 (%) —0_4 (%) +0_1({y)

D =
=" 5 252¢(3) eI 3622
(47[)”%(1/%,1’15(',5))_ H(OT (s) H(()
T'(s+1) A/mOT(s+ 1) 1205%2
on® . nOre
327r€s_%s(s—%) 96ﬁ€SF(s+%)
-1
I(s) H(—m)ry(m) (s s+1 E)
_ Fi L
RSP S N O
mimyGsyp(s,m3,my) 23574 £\ 1-25
- d+ 5 . (6-5)
m%—zm§=£ 16T (s + 1) w(s—3) G (@+32)
my,mp=1 dE§ mod

Recall that (Vy, Pe(-,5)) is analytic in Res > % -+ ©. By Huxley’s resolution of the Selberg eigenvalue
conjecture in low level [16], the inner product is in fact analytic in Re s > % Thus, by previous comments,
all but the first two terms at right above are analytic in Re s > % Computation of residues completes the
proof. O

Since Dy (s) has nonnegative coefficients, the Wiener—Ikehara theorem (see [25, Corollary 8.8], for
example) immediately produces the following:
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Corollary 6.6. For fixed £, as X — oo we have

72X?

> HmH®nA+0) ~ m(za_z(g) —0_2(%) +0-2(L0)).
n<X

7. Bounding Dy (s) in vertical strips

To quantify the rate of convergence in Corollary 6.6, we require additional information about the mero-
morphic properties of Dy(s). Specifically, we require uniform estimates for the growth of Dy (s) with
respect to |Im s| in vertical strips outside the domain of absolute convergence.

It suffices to produce growth estimates for each component of the decomposition of Dy (s) given in (6-5).
In this section, we produce uniform estimates for every term besides (47)* +3 (V. Pe(+,5))/ T (s + %),
which requires more involved techniques.

Proposition 7.1. Fix s with Res > 0. Away from poles of Dy(s), we have

3 R V , P . —
Dy(s) < L7RESTE  g3Reste|g=3 ‘W—e(ls))‘
L(s+3)
forall e > 0.
The proof requires a few lemmas, starting with a simple upper bound for the Hurwitz class number.

Lemma 7.2. We have H({) <¢ £27%€ for all € > 0.

Proof. The moment estimate (1-1) implies h(—0) <e £2+€ for all € > 0. Since h(—=€)= Zd2lé h(—t/d?),
we have h(—0) <) ;54 (E/dz)%"'e « £2%€_ The same bound holds for H{)=h(—-0)+0(1). O

We also require uniform estimates for the  F;-hypergeometric function and the function G35, which
are provided by the following two lemmas.

Lemma 7.3. For 1 <m <{—1andRes > 0, we have

sos+3l L m \Res
2F1( 1 m)<<(£> .

S +%
Proof. Following [9, 9.131(1)] and the Euler integral [9, 9.111],
1 1—s 3
ZFI(S,S+21_£):<£) 2F1(2’131—£)
m m s+ 3 m

3
S+ 35
1
A 1 (1—1)*"2dt
= () G+ %)[ ), ¢2 e
O (1=(1=5))
in the region Re s > —%. In this form, we recognize that the hypergeometric function at right in (7-1)
is bounded by 2F1(%, 1, % ‘ 1— %) when Re s > 0. To conclude, note that 5 F; (%, 1, % ! 1— %) = % by
[9, (9.121)]. O




2452 Alexander Walker

Lemma 7.4. Fix € > 0. In the region Re s > 0, the function G3 (s, n,n + ) defined in (3-2) satisfies

Gi(s,n,n+10) K |S|Res_2+ee_%|lmsl |S|% + :
3(s,nm, —_— —_—t+t—).
3 (n + L)Res i+l Jn

Proof. We begin with the contour integral representation [5, (8.6.12)]

—k r kyy=®
r—kope = -2 L [ SO g, (72
I'tk) 2xi Jo  sin(ww)
where C is a contour separating the poles of I'(w + k) from those at w =0, 1, . .. arising from 1 /sin(rw).

Here we require & ¢ —N. For k > 0, we may take C as a vertical line with Re w = —e. We apply (7-2)
and the Mellin transform [5, (8.14.4)] to Gy (s, n,n + £) to write

L Pw+k) ([ dy
G =~ ST —k o) a
T Tk 2ni /(_6) Sin(zw)n® (/0 y (1—k, (n + )y)y) w

T 1 F'w4+k)C(s—w-—Kk)csc(mrw)
__ — dw, (7-3)

(k) 2mi J—e) nkTw(n+ s~ w=1(s—w—1)
provided Re s > max(1, k) to begin. Shifting the contour of integration to Re w = —max(1, k) — € passes
finitely many poles from csc(ww) and gives a meromorphic continuation of G to Res > 0 when k > 0.
We now specialize to k = % The contour shift in (7-3) to Rew = —% — € passes a single pole at

w = —1, with residue
1
2T (s — 3) |s[Res—2,=Flims|.

<
Jnm+10)5s  /n(n+ L)Res
Stirling shows that the integrand decays exponentially in |Im w|, for any s. We may therefore truncate
the integral to |[Im w| < %|Ims|. In this range, the estimates |s — w — k| =< |s| and e~ ZIms—w)|
eZmwl=Fms| 4110w us to extract the s-dependence of the integrand. Hence the shifted integral (7-3) is
O((n+ Z)_R”_% |s|R“_%+€e_%|Ims|), which completes the proof. O

Proof of Proposition 7.1. Lemma 7.2 and the divisor estimates 0_,(£) < 1 and 0_; ({) <« £¢ imply that
the terms at right in the first three lines of (6-5) (excluding the term containing (Vy, P¢(-,5))) are

ORes,e(E%_Re”Sl_% +€%—Res+6|sl—% +£—Res+e). (7-4)

By factoring this upper bound in the form £~ Res+€ |s|_% (Z% 102 Is| 4 |s] %), we observe that the second
summand is always dominated by the first or third term, and may be ignored.

It remains to estimate the three terms in the last two lines of (6-5). We first consider the divisor
sum. In the right half-plane Re s > %, we bound |d + £/d|! 73RS « E%_Res, so the divisor sum is
0(8%_R”+E |s|~1), which is nondominant. Otherwise, if Re s < %, we bound |d +£/d | 72ReS « g1 72Res
so the full divisor sum is O(£!=2Res+€|5|=1) This term is dominated by the second term of (7-4) when
Res > 0.



Self-correlations of Hurwitz class numbers 2453

We next consider the contribution of the hypergeometric term in (6-5). By Lemma 7.3, Stirling’s
formula, and then Lemma 7.2, this term is
{—1
Kres LTR[s|72 7 H(E—m)ry(m) Krese 17RT]5| 72
m=1
in the region Re s > 0. Note that this term is dominated by the first error term in (7-4).
Finally, we consider the term in (6-5) involving G35 (s, m%, m%). By Lemma 7.4, this term is
mym S 2 1
oRes(lsl‘”é Y e (|m|1 + m—z)) (7-5)

m
22 1
mi{—m5={

in the region Re s > 0. The contribution of 1/m, in the parenthetical is

_ 1 _ 1 3
KL Res |s| 24€ Z —— KRes |S| 2+ege(£2 Res +€1 2Res)’
2

2__ 1
my—m5={

in which we’ve used that ~/£ < m; < £ and that the sum has at most d () terms. Since m; > m, the

1/2

contribution of the other term in the parenthetical of (7-5) is at most |s|'/“ times larger. Both upper

bounds are majorized by the contribution of the divisor sum in (6-5). |

8. Noncuspidal spectral inner products

To bound (Vy, Py(-,5)) in vertical strips, we apply the spectral expansion (Vy, Py(-,5)) = Zgisc(s) +
Yeont(s) computed in Section 6. In the discrete spectrum, Stirling’s approximation, dyadic subdivision,
Cauchy—Schwarz, and Lemma 6.2 reduce our task to bounding the inner products (Vs it;). Since Maass
cusp forms are orthogonal to Eisenstein series and to norm-squares of theta functions (cf. [27, Remark
2]), this is equivalent to bounding the unregularized inner products (3/2|H|?, 11;).

While good estimates for inner products of the form (y¥| /|2, j) are known when £ is a holomorphic
cusp form or Maass cusp form (at least on average), the noncuspidal nature of H meters the applicability
of prior results. Fortunately, it is possible to modify work of Jutila [19; 20] in the Maass cusp form case
to address the case of harmonic Maass forms. Working in a somewhat general setting, we prove the
following theorem.

Theorem 8.1. Fix f € H,B (Co(N)) with k € % +Z. Let 1 (z) be an L*-normalized Hecke—Maass cusp
form of weight 0 on T'o(N ), with spectral type t; € R. For all € > 0, we have
(yk|f|2, ,LLJ) < (|tj |2k—1+€ + |tj |3—2k+e)e—%|t]’ |
Our proof of this follows the general method of [19; 20]. Very roughly, this plan involves two steps:

a. We relate (y*| f]%, u i), which is an integral over I'g(V)\b, to an “unfolded” integral over I'so\b,
by introducing an Eisenstein series as an unfolding object. This technique was developed in [19, §2]
for f alevel 1 holomorphic or Maass cusp form, and we adapt it to the case of f € H, ,E (TCo(N)).
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b. The unfolded integral can be understood as an integral transform of a sum involving Fourier coeffi-
cients of f and p; at various cusps. We truncate the sums and integrals and apply estimates for the
Fourier coefficients of f and p; to bound the truncations.

We remark that [20] also applies the spectral large sieve, to produce a fairly sharp upper bound for the

spectral average Z|tj|~T (R, )
argument when f is noncuspidal, we do not apply the spectral large sieve and instead produce bounds for

|2e7!ti | (when f is a Maass cusp form). To simplify parts of our
individual (y¥| £ |2, u ). It would be interesting to determine if our growth estimates for Dy(s) could be
improved by replacing Theorem 8.1 with an appropriate spectral average.

Though not the main focus of this work, we remark that Theorem 8.1 has applications to modular
forms of half-integral weight, since M} (I'g(N)) C H, ,g (Co(N)). For convenient reference, we present
this as a corollary.

Corollary 8.2. Fix k € % +Zand | € My(I'o(N)). Let pj(z) be an L?-normalized Hecke—Maass cusp
form of weight 0 on I'g(N ), with spectral type tj € R. For all € > 0, we have

DR ) < (16125714 4 ] +e)e= 3161,

We remark that Corollary 8.2 improves certain technical results in [22]. In particular, we improve the
tj-dependence of [22, Proposition 14] in any case that our result applies.

8A. Jutila’s extension of the Rankin—Selberg method. The material in this section adapts [19, §2] from
SL(2,Z) to T'y(N). Let ¢(z) be an L? function on [y (N )\b satistying ¢ (z) = O(y_‘s) for some § > 0 as
y — o0 and let Exo(z, s) denote the Weight 0 Eisenstein series at the cusp oo of T'g(N). Since Exo(z, 5)
has a simple pole at s = 1 with res1due 3. [To(N):SLQ2,2)! =Vy ! we have

// N dy // $(2) lim (s—1) Eoolz. s)dx @,
Lo (N)\b To(N)\b s—>1+

We now interchange the limit and integral, which can be justified by expanding E(z,s) in a (rapidly

converging) Fourier series and noting that the pole at s = 1 appears only within the constant phase. The
growth estimate ¢(z) = O( y_‘s) gives convergence in this surviving term and justifies the exchange.
Then, since Re s > 1, the method of unfolding provides

dx d
/f $() "% =Vy lim (s— DR($.s), with
To(N)\b y s—>1+

o0 pl d d
R(¢,s):=/0 /0 sy S

in which R(¢, s) is the typical Rankin—Selberg transform of ¢.
We define R*(¢, s) = {*(25)R(,s) and R (¢, s) = s(s — 1) R*(¢, ), so that (8-1) equals

(8-1)

zVN Res R*(¢, s) = EVNRS@, 1).
6 s=1 6
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Note that R§(¢, s) is entire, in part because ¢ € L?. By the residue theorem,

* _ 1 R3(¢,S)
Ry =5 /@ g2 s

in which O is a contour encircling s = 1 once counterclockwise and g (s) is a rapidly decaying holomorphic
function satisfying g(1) = 1. We bend O into a rectangle connecting ¢ +i7 and 1 —a £ i T, then let
T — oo and use decay in g to render the horizontal components of O negligible. It follows that

R(’;(qﬁ,s)ds 1/1 )g(s)RZ;(qb,S)ds

s—1 2w s—1

1
Ri@ D=5 | )

1 (g(S)R(¢ )+g( —5)
(@) s—1

(8-2)

2mi

R3 (4,1 —s)) ds

We now apply the functional equation of the Eisenstein series on I'g(N) to relate R*(¢, 1 —5) to a
sum of Rankin—Selberg transforms at the other cusps of I'g(N). This takes the form

R*(¢,1—5) = Z Va($) R* (¢, 5), (8-3)

in which y,(s) is an entry of the scattering matrix for I'o(N) and ¢, = ¢|,, under the weight 0 slash
operator. Exact formulas for y, may be obtained by combining [35, Theorem 6.1] and [35, Proposition 4.2].
We have y,(s) = O(1) in fixed vertical strips away from poles. By applying (8-3) to (8-2), we conclude
that

s—1

: L[ (E9R6.5) gy *
rwn =5 [ 7 SR 00 ds.

In our application, we take ¢(z) = ¢;(z) = yk|f(z)|2/Lj (z), where p; is a Maass cusp form on
Fo(N) with || || = 1. We conclude that

(F, 1)) Z/ (8ja=c01sg (s) + (s = g (1 —5)7a(5))¢*(25) R(¢ja 5) ds, (8-4)

120
which generalizes [19, (2.10)]. This expression lets us determine (F, ) while only sampling R(¢jq,s)
on the line Re s = a > 1. We also note that the pole of {*(2s) at s = 5 is canceled by R(¢j. 5); hence
the only poles of the integrand in Re s > 0 are those of R(¢j, s).

Remark 8.3. Following [19, (2.8)], we take g(s) = exp(l —cos 2 ) for some large B > 0. This choice
implies |g(s)| <€ exp(—zexp(|lm s|/ B)) in the vertical strip |[Re s — 1| < w B/3. In particular, the contour
integral (8-4) converges if R(¢jq,s) grows at most exponentially in [Im s|. This will be established in
Remark 8.10.

To bound the Rankin—Selberg transform

oo pl _ dxd
R(¢ja,s):/0 /0 o i L
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we represent f, and jij, as Fourier series, as described in (2-2) and (6-2), then execute the x-integral.
This expresses R(¢jq, s) as a triple sum over integers (77, 12, n3) subject to the relation ny —ny = nj.
As in Section 3, we group these terms based on the signs of n; and 7;, so that

R(Bja,8) = L5(8) + 1;(8) + 17(s) + 10, (5),

denoting the subsums in which (7, n,) are both positive, are both negative, have mixed sign, or contain a
zero, respectively. By changing variables to introduce m := |n; —n,| = |n3| and grouping similar terms,
we write

i)=Y 2Re(cf(n+myct 0pja(m) o] (m,n + xa.s),

m,n+x,>0

I(s)= > 2Re(cg (mcy (n+m)pja(m)) @f (m.n—xa.s),

m,n>1

oo m—1
I7(s) = Z Z 2Re(cj(n)ca_(m —n)pja(m)) @/ (m,n+ xq,5),

m=1n=1—[x,4]

in which the functions (pj+, @i and (,0]?< are defined by
+ % stk—L —2n(2n+m) dy
¢ (m,n,s):= / PITET 2T ATV Ky (2emy) —, (8-5)
0 Y
— * s+k—1 2m@n+m) dy
@; (m,n,s):= y 2e 'T(1 =k, 4mnny)T(1 —k,4n(n+m)y)K;;; 2Qmrmy)—, (8-6)
0 y
X * s+k—1 2m(m—2n) dy
@/ (m,n,s) = y 2e 'T(1—k,4n(m—n)y)K;s; Qmmy)—. (8-7)
0 Y

Here we have assumed without loss of generality that pjq(—m) = pjq(m) for Maass cusp forms of weight
0. Lastly, for singular cusps, we define

I(s) =Y 2Re(c (m)cif (0)pjalm))f (m,0,5)

m>0

+ Z 2Re(c:'(m)c;(O)pja(m))(ijr(m, 0,s—k+1)

m>0

+ ) 2Re(c (m)ef (0)pjalm))e} (m. 0, 5)

m>0

+ ) 2Re(c; (m)c; (0)pja(m))@) (m. 0.5 —k +1). (8-8)

m>0

For nonsingular cusps, we set / ;)a (s) =0, as the corresponding summands vanish or otherwise incorporate
: +
into /; 1 (s).
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Remark 8.4. These decompositions mirror [19; 20], except that we separate ]7; from 7 ia and introduce
1 Jf)a to account for noncuspidality. In fact, ¢ j+ exactly matches an unnamed function from [19, p. 449]. Our

functions @i and ¢ ;‘ can be viewed as variants of the functions (pj+ and @i from [20, (3.4)], respectively.

8B. Representations and estimates for (p;!', (p;.‘, and (p]T. We now record some useful information about
the functions gojr, 10 ]?<, and @ - We first consider ¢ j+, leveraging earlier work of Jutila.

Lemma 8.5 [19, §3]. Define h = A(m,n) := /1—m?2/2n +m)? and set p :=s + k — % The function
(p;' (m,n,s) defined in (8-5) is analytic in Re p > 0 and may be written in either of the forms

JamUiT(p+it)T(p—it))
(47)P(2n +m)PHLT (p 4+ 1)

o3 (m,n5) = A+ 7705 F (pop+in 2o ). 689)

2—1—217”—17 . iy _
o (m,n,s) ((1 X) P T(—it)T(p+itj)2Fy (P, I-p,1 +ilj‘%)

~ (i +m))P2\\1+ 1
it
1-A\ 2 ). ) -1
Proof. These identities are implicit in [19, (3.16)—(3.21)]. 0

In the special case n = 0, we have A = 0 and (8-9) implies that

ﬁF(p + ilj)F(p —il‘j)
(47rm)PF(p + %)

; (m,0,s) = (8-11)

which can also be seen directly via [9, 6.621(3)]. For n # 0, we don’t expect simplification but can still
produce upper bounds. For example, in the text surrounding [20, (4.5)], Jutila applies (8-9) to produce

IC(p+it;))(p—it))l
+ m)ReP(1 4+ 1)ReP|T(p)]

valid for Re p > 0. An upper bound derived from the representation (8-10) is presented in the following

0 (mon.s) Krep o log(2n +m), (8-12)
lemma.

Lemma 8.6 (cf. [20, p. 452]). Fixtj € Rand € > 0. Suppose that A # 0. For any s in a fixed vertical strip
away from poles,

t:|Rep—1 1+ 5|2 1+|Re p|+e o5 |lms|
o m,n,s) < LR“, 1+ il —. (8-13)
’ (n(n+m)) 2 Aty elt]
Proof. For p € Z and nonpositive z € C, consider the integral representation
r'(1+it)r rda- re
2F1<p,1—p,1+itj‘z):/ (iU =prwlCw) w4, (8-14)
B F(pr(1-pr(d+itj+w)

in which the contour B separates the poles of I'(p + w)I'(1 — p + w) from those of I'(—w) [5, (15.6.6)].
We suppose that Re p > 0 and shift the contour B to the line Re w = Re p + €. This shift passes poles
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and extracts residues at w =0, 1, ..., |[Re p + €], totaling
[Re p+e]
(2w — P (L+|pP)z 7
3 PPy |AEIPD

v=0

in which (@), := I'(v + )/ I'(@) denotes the Pochhammer symbol. The same upper bound holds for
the shifted integral, by Stirling’s approximation. We apply this estimate for z = )‘2;; < A1, then apply
Stirling’s approximation to the other factors of (8-10) to complete the case Re p > 0. The case Re p <0

then follows using the invariance of (8-14) under p <> 1 — p. O
We conclude our discussion of <p17" by presenting a uniform upper bound for the size of its residues.

Lemma 8.7. Fixt; € R. For each integer r > 0, we have

L _myp,
Res ‘P;_(m,n,s) L (n+m) |t 2e Zltl
=%—k:l:itj—r

Proof. Stirling’s approximation and (8-10) give

Res f"(m’n’s) < M

1/2,5% 1t
s=L—k+itj—r |tj|1/2e 2141

A—1

AL
The transformation » Fy(a, b, c,z) = (1 —z) 3 Fi(a.c —b,c, ;%7) (cf. [9, 9.131(1)]) relates the hyper-
geometric function above to the finite sum

x+1)—”f+’ iti—r,—r, (it V)v(_r)v<1—k v
L F A~
(2)\ 21—y 1+,\ < Z (1—itj)yv! 1+x>’

which is O, (A7"), uniformly in ;. The claim now follows from the estimate A < n/(n + m), and the

—r1+4+r—itj,
2F1( 1—it

computation for s = % —k —itj —r is identical. O

To understand gof and @; » We express them as contour integral transforms of (pj+. The following

lemma consolidates relevant information about ¢ ]?‘.

Lemma 8.8. The function (pjx (m,n, s) defined in (8-7) admits meromorphic continuation to s € C, with
poles at s = —% Litj—rands = %—k Litj—r,forr € Z>. If tj € Rand Res > 0 away from poles,

we have

@¥(m,n,s)

. . Res—1 k
1 ls—itj|-|s+it;|\"°° _1 m|s| hlte —7|t;|+Z|Ims]|
< ls|72( 1+ - - e THITa
(m—n)k Jm m|s| (m—n)|s—itj|-|s+itj]

A _— 3T
 Sres<y gy (m 1+ Is| 4 |t5]) Te 72T TS (8-15)

for all € > 0 and for some A > 0 depending only on k.
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Proof. The integral representation (7-2) implies that

— 1 r k > d
gf(m.n,s) = — . / w ). (/ ys_é_'”e_z”'"yKn-(hmy)—y) dw
J C(k) 2ni Jo (dn(m—n))?+ksin(rw) \Jo ! y
1 [ T@+k)g) m,0.s—k—w)
= . w,
C'k) 2ni L (4m(m —n))w+k sin(rw)
where C is a contour separating the poles of I'(w+k) from those at w =0, 1, ..., arising from 1 /sin(zr w).

To begin, we require Re s > % + max{Re w : w € C}. To consider general s, we shift the contour C left,
passing poles from I'(w + k) and 1/sin(;rw) and extracting residues involving gojT" (m, 0, s) at shifted
arguments. By (8-11), these residues contribute poles at the poles of I" (s +k— % +i tj) and I’ (s + % +i lj).

To produce growth estimates, we then shift C rightwards, to the contour Re w = |k| + €. This extracts
a sum of residues equal to

Lo (m, 0.5k —q)

""2‘5 (~)?T(q +k)
= [ (k)(4m(m —n))k+a

_ 1
LIk|+e—Res+7] nF(w—I—k)(pjT"(m,O,s—k—w)

+ Res _ )
Z;) ;w:s—i:}:i[j—{-r @m(m —n))@+k sin(rw)I (k)

Stirling’s approximation and Lemma 8.7 show that the exponential decay in the residues in the second line
is e 3 msitj |=5 11|  p=27ltj 1+ 3 Ims| \while the worst polynomial growth is O((m +n -+ |s| + Iti)4)
for some A > 0 depending linearly on |k| and Res. Since Res € (0, |k| + %) when these terms appear,
we may take the constant 4 to depend on k alone.

Exponential decay in |Im w| within the integrand bounds the shifted contour integral to at most a
constant multiple of the integrand near |k| + €. Stirling’s approximation and (8-11) then complete the
proof of (8-15). O

The corresponding properties of @; may be obtained in a similar (though more complicated) way and
are summarized in the following lemma.

Lemma 8.9. The function @ (m,n,s) defined in (8-6) admits meromorphic continuation to s € C, with
poles ats =k — % —m=itjands = %—k—m +itj,form e Z>y. Iftj € Rand Res > 3|k|+ 1, then
forall e > 0 we have

@; (m,n,s) (8-16)

log(m + n) |s —itj||s +it;] Res—k=1 - (n+m)|s|? lk|+€ al 4 Elims]
(n(m +n))k+% 2n+m)(1+A)[s| nls—itj|?|s +itj|? '
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Proof. Using (7-2), we write @ (m,n,s) as a double contour integral,

R / / T(wy + k)T (ws + k)
by 3= T(k)22ri)? Je, Jo, (Amn)witk(dm(n 4+ m))w2tk sin(rw ) sin(rw,)

% k=L wi—w, 27 (2n+m) dy
X / ySTRT T wWIm w2 A (ln myK,-,j(any)7 dw, dw,
0

2 '(w; + k) (ws —I—k)(pj’L(m,n,s—2k—w1 —wy) dw, dwq
(2mi)? /Cl /Cz L' (k)2 (4 n)W1+k (47 (n + m)) w2tk sin(mwy) sin(mw,)

where C; and C, are instances of the contour C described in Lemma 8.8 and Re s > k + % +2max{Rew:
w € C} to begin. As in Lemma 8.8, shifting the contours left produces residues which determine the
poles of @i - To produce growth estimates, we shift C; and C, to the lines Rew; = Rew, = |k| + ¢,
extracting a series of single contour integrals and a double sum of residues from 1/sin(rw;) sin(ww,)
equal to

_1
K22 (DT (g + KT (g2 + K)o (mon.s — 2k — g1 —q2)

8-17
F(k)2(4ﬂn)k+q1 (47-[(m + n))k+q2 ( )

q1 aq2=0
Exponential decay in vertical strips implies that the contour integrals are bounded by their values near the
near axis, whereby the bound (8-12) and Stirling’s approximation gives (8-16). O

Remark 8.10. The upper bounds for (pj+, gof, and @ given in (8-12), (8-15), and (8-16) imply that
R(¢jq, s) satisfies a bound of the form

R(¢ja,5) < (Is| + [t )™ 2l 13 ms] (8-18)

for sufficiently large Re s and some A > 0. Indeed, such a bound holds for each of 1 jt (s), 1 j);(s), 1 J;(s),
and / Jpa(s), by dyadic subdivision of their defining sums, polynomial growth bounds on c:*' (n), and a
bound for pj4(n) such as Lemma 6.1.

Note that (8-18) implies that the contour integral (8-4) for (F, u;) converges for Res sufficiently
large. More specifically, it implies that (F, ;) < |¢; |4e~%14! for some A > 0. These coarse estimates
also show that the integral in (8-4) may be truncated to [Ims| = clog(1 + |¢j|) for some ¢ > 0 while

introducing negligible error. We assume this henceforth.

We conclude this section with an upper bound for @i obtained via (8-13). We assume A > |t; |~ =€ We
also assume that |s| < log |¢; |, which holds without loss of generality by Remark 8.10. The bound (8-13)
implies that the contribution of the residues (8-17) is

k4 _
R —k—é-f- 2 a1—42
0( It esl 3 ek e~y +Flims| § (m+n) z |tj|_ql_qz)
TrestE_T :

(n(m+n))2 " +273 g

Since A =< /n/\/n+ m, the estimate A > |1,‘j|_1_E implies that |tj|2"'26 > mT'H’ Thus, up to |#;|€
factors, the (¢1, ¢2)-sum is dominated by the ¢; = ¢, = 0 term. Our estimate for the ¢; = ¢, = 0 term
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likewise acts as a bound for the shifted double contour and any of the single contour integrals associated
to residues from 1/sin(rw1) or 1/sin(wrw,).

The contribution of the residues from the poles of gojT" (m,n,s—2k —wy —w,) (as either single contour
integrals or residues from single contour integrals) is O((m +n+|s|+ |t ) Ae2lt |+37”|Ims|) for some
A > 0, by Lemma 8.7 and Stirling’s approximation. (At this level of precision it suffices to consider only
the exponential factor in Stirling’s approximation.) Thus
@; (m,n,s)

< |Zj|Res—k—%+e

(n(m-i—n))%Res‘*'%—%e nltl|+2|Ims|+8[Res<|k—1|_%](m+n+|s|+|tj|)A€ 2l 1+ msl (g 19)

8C. Sum truncation. For some (m,n), the functions gz);', gof, and @; may be made arbitrarily small
by taking Res very large. For example, (8-15) implies that (p; (m, n,s) decays with respect to |tj]
as Res — oo provided m < |t; |2+3 for any fixed § > 0. In other words, we may truncate I jxa(s) to
m < |tj 1243 in our estimate for (F, i i), with a negligible error. Likewise, (8-12) and (8-15) imply that
ija(s) may be truncated to m < |¢;|>*.

We claim that j+ (s) and ;1(5) may be truncated to n(m +n) < |t; |2""S at the cost of negligible error.

a

To prove this, we follow [19, (3.25)] and subdivide cases based on whether A < |¢; |_1.

a. If A < |¢;71 and n(m + n) > |tj|2+8, then A2 < [tj|72, so that (2n + m)? > n(n + m)|t;|?
after simplifying. The lower bound 7(m + n) > |t;]>*? implies that 21 +m > |¢;1>+%/2, hence
n+m> |t |2+5/ 2 In this case, (8-12) and (8-16) produce arbitrary polynomial improvements in
|tj| as Re s — oo.

b. If A >> |¢;| 7! and n(m +n) > |1 |2+8 we instead argue using the upper bounds (8-13) and (8-19).

Let J ; and J ia denote the truncations of / J?: and / i to n(m+n) < |t |2+5. Likewise, define J j?;
0 : X 0 1248
and Jja as the truncations of Ija and Ija tom < |tj|77°.

8D. Estimation of the truncated sums. To complete our estimation of the inner product (F, j;), we
bound the sums J J.Jg (s), J ];(s), J ]?;(s), and J ;)a(s) on the line Res = §, where § is the same constant
used to define the truncation conditions. We assume that [Im s| = O(log|¢;|), by Remark 8.10.

We first consider J ;; (s), which we truncated to n(m + n) < |t; |2+, We subdivide into dyadic
intervals, with m ~ M and n ~ L. On each dyadic subsum, we estimate <pj+ (m,n + xy, s) using (8-13),
which outperforms (8-12) in these regimes. Since L(L + M) < |¢; |2+ and A2 < n/(n + m), we have
A > |t |=1=3. This observation, and the free assumption s = O(log |#;]), shows that (8-13) bounds a
given dyadic sum by

;[ 3+0) gl -+ 5 ms] ) |ca (n +m)eg (m)pja(m)]

wr (L(L+M))s s
n~L

(8-20)
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In the sum within (8-20), we apply Cauchy—Schwarz, Lemma 2.1, and Lemma 6.1 to compute

S el Y I mypjam)] < Z|c:(n)|( ) |c+(q)|2) (Z 1pra(m) )

n~L m~M n~L q~M+L m~M

& L3 (L(L + MYFHR=1Y2 (0 4 [g])2e 30, (8-21)

Thus the (L, M )-dependence in (8-20) is L2 M 2 (L(L + M))s T2k or L3 (L(L + M))a+zlk=11,

In the first case, the dominant dyadic interval takes M ~ [¢; |2 and L ~ 1, while in the second case we

dominate by the M ~ 1 and L ~ |¢;| subintervals (up to |¢; |3 factors). Either way, we conclude that

JJ-:(S) < |[j |k+|k—1|+0(5)e—%|tj|+%|Ims|‘ (8—22)

Our treatment of J ia (s) is essentially the same. We again subdivide into dyadic intervals, with m ~ M

and n ~ L, then apply (8-19). The contribution from (m + n + |s| + |lj|)Ae_2”|’f|+37n|lms| within

|A/e_27[|tj

¢ (m,n,s) is clearly O(|¢; ) for some A’ > 0, which will be exponentially nondominant.

Otherwise, (8-19) bounds a given dyadic interval by

’

|3 +0@ gy -+ F s ) |cq (n4+m)ey (”)Pfa(””)|

mor (L(L+M)53
n=L

|—2k

which matches the J ; (s) case except that we’ve multiplied by |; and replaced cc'l" with ¢;". By

Lemma 2.1, the change ¢;" + ¢ does not worsen our estimate. We conclude that
J]:I(S) < |tj ||k—1|_k+0(5)e—%|tj [+ % [Ims| ) (8-23)
We next consider J j)fl(s). By applying (8-15) and disregarding the nondominant contribution of

m 4 n+ |s| + |t ) Ae 2716 1+ Fms| (o find that
j

. m—1 + _
Jj)fl(s) < |Zj|_2+0(5)e_n|tj|+%|1ms| Z |pja(m)| Z g (n)eg (m—n)|

—1/2 k
m m-—n-—x
m<|tj|2+38 n=1-[5,] ( )

El

under the standing assumptions on s. To estimate the sums, we map 7 + m — n in the n-sum, restrict m
to a dyadic interval m ~ M, swap the order of summation, and apply Cauchy—Schwarz and Lemma 2.1:

+ - 1 - % %
Z I,OJa_(1n/12)| Z lea (m — n)cz (n)| < M} Z |cq E{n)|( Z |pja(m)|2) ( Z |cj(m)|2)
(n_%a) n m~M m~M

m~M n=1 n<2M
g ()]

nk

1ol 1 | _
&« MzkHalk=tts a4 |tj|)§e%|tl| Z
n<2M

The remaining #-sum has size O(M 3=kt 3lk=1| log M) by dyadic subdivision, Cauchy—Schwarz, and
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Lemma 2.1. The largest overall contribution to J j>:1 appears when M ~ [t; |2+5, which gives the estimate

|t |2F1H0@) if | > 1,

|£;]372k+06) if k< 1. (8-24)

JX(s) < ezl lmsl {

. ) 0
Finally, we consider J i

Applying (8-12) and (8-15) and ignoring the contribution of (m+n+|s| 4 |t;])1e =271 |+ 5 ltms| gy (8-15)
(since it is nondominant) produces

. . o . 0 .
(s), which we treat according to the four-part decomposition of / ; o (8) in (8-8).

J].Oa(s) K e_”ltj H‘%lImS' |tj | 0(%)

lea” (m)pja(m)| | le m)pja(m)|  leg (m)pja(m)| | ez (m)pja(m)]
k 1 + 1 + k 1 + 1 :
m _§|[j|2—2k m?2 m _7|[j|2 m§|t]|2k

X

m<|tj|2+8
For each term in the parenthetical, we subdivide dyadically on 1, then apply Cauchy—Schwarz, Lemma 2.1,
and Lemma 6.1. In each term, the largest dyadic contribution has m ~ [t; |2+‘3. The first two terms
contribute O(|¢; [¥Tk=11+0®) 31151y while the last two are O(|t; |k~ 1I=k+0@) 341y We conclude

that
|t;|Pk=1H0@) if fo> 1,

J0(s) < emzllrlmsl fp 1+06) if k=1, (8-25)
;|1 72k+0@) if k <0.
By combining the upper bounds derived in this section, we complete our estimation of (F, u;) and
prove Theorem 8.1:
Proof of Theorem 8.1. We estimate (8-4), truncating the contour to [Ims| < ¢ log(1 + |¢j|) with negligible
error by Remark 8.10. We write R(¢jq,5) = Ij"; (s) + I;I(s) + I].Xa(s) + ija(s), truncating each term in
the decomposition as described in Section 8C. Within the truncated contour, we shift to Re s = § (with
negligible error) and apply (8-22), (8-23), (8-24), and (8-25) to produce

(F, ,LLJ) < Z e_j‘tjl(lfj |2k—1+0(3) + |[j |3—2k+0(6))
a
X /(8) |5[a=oo]sg(s) +(s—1)g(l —S)Va(S)‘ . |§*(2S)|87|1ms|d&
The integral is O, s(1), and the proof follows by taking & near 0. O

9. Bounding Dy (s) in vertical strips, part I1

In Section 7, we proved Proposition 7.1, which reduced the problem of bounding Dy (s) to the problem
of bounding (Vy, P¢(-,5)). In this section, we estimate the latter to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 9.1. Fix € > 0 small. In the vertical strip Re s € (% + €, % + 6) away from poles of Dy(s), we
have
%—Res

5 1 3
Dy(s) e £6]s]€- (|s]2 + L3 ]s]* + £]s|72)

The proof follows the decomposition of (Vy, P¢(-,5)) into discrete and continuous spectra.
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9A. Growth of the discrete spectrum X gisc. For convenience, recall that the discrete spectrum equals

Zaisc () 1—%;/&(5” — 3 +it)T(s =3 =it} (V. ).

By the comments at the start of Section 8, we may replace V;; here with the unregularized form
3/213(2)|*. Then, by Theorem 8.1 and Stirling,

1_ 1_ 1t ) _ . -1 - :
Edisc(s) <02 Resls| 3 Rese 7 [Im s| Z |IOJ( )l |tj |2+€|S + ll‘j |Res 1 |S — Zj |Res le 7 max(|¢; |,|Ims|).
cosh %
Here we have used that ¢; € R for Maass forms on 'y (4).
By Lemma 6.2, the mass in the #;j-sum in Xgis(s) concentrates to within |#;| < [Ims|. Thus

| |%—Res+e

1_ N _
Sdisc(s) < £27Res > J‘”( ) |s +itj|Res s —ig;Res—1, 9-1)

osh Z¢;

T
Z|Tm |
¢ 171 <ITm s| 2

Lemma 6.2 implies a short-interval second moment estimate of the form

10 (02 Lrepe o1

_— X1Tepe 4 p2te, _
Z cosh i tj SN + (9-2)
X=<|tj|<X+1

By dividing the range of summation in (9-1) into subintervals of length 1 and applying Cauchy—Schwarz
and (9-2) to each subinterval, we find

Saise(5) KRes,e 2R 2V (Js[RS 1) (|52 + £3) e F sl 9-3)

9B. Growth of the continuous spectrum Y..ont. Recall that the continuous spectrum equals

Pt (3 +it)T(s—%+it)D(s—1—ir) L
cont % ,Ea 5+ dt
Z/ (4]T€)S_§(]T£) ltF(S)F( —‘,—l[) ( H ( 2 ll))

in Res > % To bound the growth of X¢on(s) with respect to |Im s| in this region, we must control the
growth of both ¢, (% + il) and (VH, Ea(. , % + il)). Sufficient estimates for ¢y (% + it) appear in (6-3).

To estimate (Vy., Eq( -, 3+it)), we apply the Phragmén-Lindelof convexity principle to (Vy, Eq(-,0)),
studying the latter outside the critical strip. We prove the following result.

Proposition 9.2. Forall € > 0, (VH, Ea(~, % + it)) Le (14 |t|)%+€e_%|’|.

Proof. To begin, we interpret (V;, Eq(-, w)) via the Rankin—Selberg method. More precisely, we interpret
the inner product using Zagier’s extension of the Rankin—Selberg method to functions with polynomial
growth at cusps, as generalized to congruence subgroups by Gupta [37; 6].

Recall from (4-4) that Vy(z) differs from y3/2|#(z)|? by a linear combination of the functions
Eb(z, %), Eb(z, 1), and y'/2|0(z)|2. It follows that

Vi (0az) = Ya(p) + O(y™™™)
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for all M > 0 as y — 0o, in which () is a linear combination of y~!/2 (from Ey(z, %)), log y, and
¥ (both from E b(z, 1)). We define the Rankin—Selberg transform R,(Vy, w) by

dx dy

Ra(Vio w) = / / (Vo) = 1) (9-4)

We write Vy(z) as a Fourier series and execute the x-integral in (9-4), extraoting the constant Fourier
coefficient. This produces

*° dy
Ra(Vyy, w) ::/ yw-i-% Z |C+(n)|2 —4n(n+xa)y 4
0 n+x,>0 Y

*© w4 - 2 1 2 am(n—x )ydy
) 2 ey (mPT(—3. 4m(n—xa)y) e )y

n>1 Y

1 fm w—1 2 —dn(n+xa) dy
— | »y" 2 |[ra(n)| ™ T HY —
i >

- 2
64m n+x,>0 y

where 0|y, (z) = )5 ra(m)e((n + x4)z). Note that the constant Fourier coefficients of E b( ) and
Ey (z, 1) cancel with corresponding terms in ¥,(y) and do not appear above. It follows that

F(w+3) e > T(w—3) ra(m)|?
(47T)w+% n>—x, (n+ %a)w—i_% 4(4].[)w+% n>—x, (n+x)*"2

- 2 00
'y |ca ()] 1/0 yw-i-%]"(_%,y)zeyd_y‘

=1 (4r(n =)V "2

Ra(VH, w) =

Lemma 2.1 implies that the two Dirichlet series converge in Re w > % Note that the integral above
equals G3/,(w, 1, 1) as defined in (3-2), so by the comments following (3-2), the second line above
converges for Re w > %

To estimate the growth of Ry(Vy, w) on the line Rew = % + €, we must quantify the growth of

G3/2(w, 1, 1) with respect to |[Im w|. This was computed in Lemma 7.4; away from poles, we have
Gy(w.1.1) e |w[Rew—3+e,—Flmuw|

It follows that Rq(Vy, w) < |w|%+€e_%|lmw| on the line Rew = % +e.

The estimate {*(2 —2w)Ra(Vy, 1 —w) K D", £* (2w) Ry (Vy, w) (cf. (8-3)) can be used to produce
bounds in a left half-plane. In particular, we find R,(Vy, w) < |w|%+ee_%IIme on Rew = —% —€.
The Phragmén-Lindelof convexity principle then implies

Ra(Vi, k4 it) < (14 |13 Hee™ 31,

for real . To complete the proof, we note that Rq(Vy, w) = (Vy, Eq(-, w)) within the critical strip
Rew € (0, 1) by [15, Proposition A.3]. (The constant ® defined therein equals 0, since ¥4(y) is a linear
combination of log y, y°, and y_l/ 2 for each a.) O
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By Proposition 9.2, (6-3), and Stirling’s approximation, we have

dt

- Res—1 i |Res—1
s e s — i e st 4

—00

5 (s) < E%—Res+ee§|lms|/oo (1 + m)%—l—e
cont

|S|Res—%

The mass of the integral above concentrates in |¢| < |Im s|; restricting to this range, we find that

E%_R°S+E|S|3—Res+e [Im s|
Teom(s) < z / s +it[Res s —iz|Res
ej‘lmsl —|Ims|

IR
< 0z es+e|sl2+e

(s|Re* + 1), (9-5)

e Z |Ims|
at least in the region Re s > % (where X oy has this one-term description).

9C. Growth of Dy(s). InRes > %, the upper bound for X onc(s) from (9-5) is dominated by the upper
bound for Xgisc(s) from (9-3). It follows that

(V'H’PZ("S)) e E%—Res+€|sl2+é(|s|% _}_E%)

I(s+1) ©-6)

in this region. By combining this estimate with Proposition 7.1 and the convexity principle, we complete
our proof of Theorem 9.1.
Proof of Theorem 9.1. For Re s > 3, the upper bound

2 1 2 \% 2
Dy(s) € (Z A) (Z M) <Y I::QL <1
n>1 " 2

et (I’l +£)Res+% =1 (}’l +Z)Res+%

implies that the result holds on Re s = % + €, for € > 0. The result also holds on the line Re s = % + €,
by Proposition 7.1 and (9-6). The full theorem now follows by the convexity principle.

10. Applying a truncated Perron formula

To prove our main arithmetic result, Theorem 1.1, we apply a truncated Perron formula to Dy (s). Fix
€ > 0. For X nonintegral, we have

> HmH@n-1)

n<X

1 2+e+iT . X y2+e 2X %
=5 o De(s—i)Tds+0( - —}—n_ZX/ZIH(n)H(n—ZNmm(l,m)) (10-1)

by [25, Corollary 5.3]. By Lemma 7.2, the error term in (10-1) is

2X

X2 e . X y2te

n=X/2
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To estimate the integral in (10-1), we shift the contour from Res = 2 4+ ¢ to Res = 1 + €. By
Theorem 6.5, this extracts two residues, which total

3
1X? 5—65 Dy(s)+3X2 §=eIS Dy (s).
-2

Shifting the truncated contour introduces error terms from horizontal contour integrals, which by
Theorem 9.1 are bounded by

24+iT+e€ X* T)€ 2+€ _
0(/ Dg(s——)—d) ¢7) / (T3 + €572 +0T73) " X%do
14T +e T Jite

2
< (LXT)* (XT FXT?+05XT + EXT—%).

Once the contour is shifted to Res = 1 + €, we separate the contribution of the discrete spectrum
Ygisc(s) from the rest of Dy(s). The estimates from Proposition 7.1 and (9-5) imply that the non-X i
terms contribute

1+iT +e 1
0(/ (E|s|)€(|s|2 +472 +
1

—iT+e

Y 1+e
5 )—ds) LK (UXT)S(XL+XT?).
1s|2/ sl

To bound the contribution of X g (s — %) / T'(s), we shift the contour farther left, to Re s = €. This
shift introduces an error term (from the horizontal contours), which has size

O(UXT) - (T3X +L4TX + T> 4 L3T?)),
by (9-3) as well as a finite sum of residues equal to

Y 1+it x1-it

Ri= (— Res Xgisc(s)+ ————— Res Xy (s)).
ET CQ+ity) s=iyis; PQ—itj) s=lig;

The contribution of X i on the contour Res = € is O(((XT)¢ - (T3 + 03 T%)) by (9-3). Evaluating
the residues in R and bounding in absolute values gives

RKX > M«XTE > _ij(ﬁ)l. < XT1+6( )3 ij(ﬁ)IZ)z’

coshmi;
tj|<T tj|<T tj|<T

in which we’ve applied Theorem 8.1 and Cauchy—Schwarz. Lemma 6.2 then implies that R <,
X(ET)E(T? +05T3).
Putting everything together and omitting obviously nondominant errors, we conclude that

> HmH(n—t)
n<X 2

2 X ‘ ‘
= 3 X7 Res Dy(s) + 3% Res Dy(s) + O ((ZXT)E (7+X(T2+65T§ +0)+£7° +eZT§)).
-2
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When £ <« X2/3, these errors are minimized by setting 7 = X 173, producing a collected error of size
O(X%"'e). In the range X2/3 « £ « X, we choose any T € [X/{, X%ﬁ_ﬁ], producing a collected
error of size O(X !*€¢). Using the residue formulas from Theorem 6.5, we conclude that

T2 X?

252—;(3)(20_2(9 —0_a(%) +0_2(L0)) + 0€(X§+e 1 X+,

> HmHn—1() =

n<X
Theorem 1.1 then follows by assuming £ < X and mapping X — X + £.

Remark 10.1. The error terms in Theorem 1.1 may be improved dramatically if the sharp cutoff n < X
is replaced by a smooth cutoff. To this effect, fix a smooth function w(x) with inverse Mellin transform
W (s). We have

1
Y HmH-0w() =5 [ Dils=3)Wxds
n=1 21i J(o4e)
provided both sides converge. If W(s) decays exponentially in |[Ims|, we may shift the contour of
integration left to Res = 1 4 € by Theorem 9.1. This extracts two residues, and the shifted contour

integral contributes O((X £)!*€) by Theorem 9.1. We conclude that

Y HmHMn-w(%) =W(2)X? Res Dy(s) + W(%)X% Res Dy(s) + O (X 0)119),

n>1

which offers some evidence in support of the conjecture (1-6).
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