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Moments of one-level densities in families of
holomorphic cusp forms in the level aspect

Peter Cohen, Justine Dell, Oscar E. Gonzalez, Simran Khunger, Chung-Hang Kwan,
Steven J. Miller, Alexander Shashkov, Alicia Reina Smith, Carsten Sprunger,
Nicholas Triantafillou, Nhi Truong, Roger Van Peski and Stephen Willis

We study the n-th centered moments of the 1-level density for the low-lying zeros of L-functions attached to
holomorphic cuspidal newforms of large prime level and fixed weight. Assuming the generalized Riemann
hypotheses, we compute this statistic for any n > 1 and for all test functions whose Fourier transforms are sup-

ported in (—%, %) This is believed to be the natural limit of the current technology. Our work significantly
extends beyond the trivial range (— 1, 1) and surpasses the previous record of (— -, —L-) whenever n > 2.

The Katz—Sarnak philosophy predicts that the aforementioned statistic can be modeled by the corresponding

statistic for the eigenvalues of random orthogonal matrices. We prove that this is the case for test functions
with Fourier support contained in ( 2 g)_ The main technical innovation is a tractable vantage to evaluate

n’ n

the combinatorial zoo of terms, similar to the work of Conrey, Snaith and Mason. As an application, our
work provides better bounds on the order of vanishing at the central point for the L-functions in our family.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Historical perspectives. Since Montgomery and Dyson’s discovery that the two-point correlation of
the zeros of the Riemann zeta function agrees with the pair correlation function for eigenvalues of the
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Gaussian unitary ensemble (see [36]), the connection between the zeros of L-functions and the zeros of
random matrices has been a major area of study. It is now widely believed that the statistical behavior of
families of L-functions can be modeled by ensembles of random matrices. Based on the observation that
the spacing statistics of high zeros associated with cuspidal L-functions agree with the corresponding
statistics for eigenvalues of random unitary matrices under Haar measure (see [43], for example), it was
originally believed that only the unitary ensemble was important to number theory. However, Katz and
Sarnak [26; 27] showed that these statistics are the same for all classical compact groups. These statistics,
the n-level correlations, are unaffected by finite numbers of zeros. In particular, they failed to identify
differences in behavior near the central point s = %

The n-level density statistic was introduced to distinguish the behavior of families of L-functions close
tos = % Based partially on an analogy with the function field setting, Katz and Sarnak conjectured that
the low-lying zeros (i.e., zeros near s = %) of families of L-functions behave like the eigenvalues near
1 of classical compact groups (unitary, symplectic, and orthogonal). The behavior of the eigenvalues
near 1 is different for each matrix group. A growing body of evidence has shown that this conjecture
holds for test functions with suitably restricted support for a wide range of families of L-functions. For a
nonexhaustive list, see [1; 2;4; 9; 10; 11; 12; 15; 16; 17; 19; 21; 25; 28; 33; 35; 38; 39; 40; 41; 42; 44,
47; 48; 49]. Much of the previous work is focused on the n = 1 case. We study the n-th centered moment
of the 1-level density for any n > 1, a higher-order statistic first introduced by Hughes and Rudnick [22]
which is combinatorially simpler than the n-level density.

In this article, we consider the family of L-functions associated with holomorphic cusp forms. We
prove that the Katz—Sarnak conjecture holds for the n-th centered moment of the 1-level density for this
family and for all test functions ¢ with Fourier transform é supported in (—%, %) which represents the
natural limit of the current analytic machinery based on the prior works of [22] on the unitary family of
primitive Dirichlet characters, as well as [17], [15] and [29] on the n-level density for the symplectic
family of quadratic Dirichlet L-functions. Proving the conjecture past this support likely requires new
ideas or stronger hypotheses such as the ‘Hypothesis S’ discussed in [25, Section 10] (or more likely its
generalizations; see [32]).

Previously, Iwaniec, Luo and Sarnak [25] and Hughes and Miller [21] examined the same family and
statistic addressed in this article (with the former limited to the case of n = 1). Under the generalized

Riemann hypothesis (GRH), the conjecture was proved in [25] when n = 1 for ) supported in (—2, 2),
1 1
n—1°n—1

the new terms which emerge at larger supports on both the number theory and random matrix theory

and in [21] for the restricted range (— ) when n > 2. In [21], the authors were unable to handle
side (nonetheless, that work addressed some rather challenging combinatorics). Our work develops an
approach to handle all the combinatorial terms that arise when the Fourier support of the test function
extends up to 2/n, thus filling in a nontrivial gap in our current knowledge of higher-order statistics for
the zeros of L-functions in the orthogonal families.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, apart from this work, the success of a purely combinatorial
venture (i.e., without passing to function field settings in the large g-limit and using the equidistribution
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theorems a la Deligne and Katz) in verifying the Katz—Sarnak philosophy through higher-order statistics
is somewhat limited. [6] calculate the n-level density for a unitary family of Dirichlet L-functions. For
the symplectic family, Levinson and Miller [29] calculated the n-level density of a family of Dirichlet
L-functions for n < 7, extending the work of Gao [17]. See also the contributions of [7] and [31] in
the realm of random matrix theory. The pioneering work of Entin and coauthors [15; 14] calculated the
n-level density for the symplectic family studied in [29] and [17] and showed it agreed with random
matrix theory by passing to the function field setting. However, their method has not yet been successfully
applied to any of the orthogonal families. Furthermore, the success of this article seems to suggest that
the n-th centered moment statistic might offer a viable means to overcome the combinatorial barriers
encountered in [17] and [29] when verifying the higher-order Katz—Sarnak comparison for the symplectic
family.

1.2. Number theory setup. We now describe the main objects of study. Let H;'(N) be the set of
holomorphic cusp forms of weight k and level N (with trivial nebentypus) which are newforms. For
f € Hf(N), denote by L(s, f) the L-function attached to f. The completed L-function is given by

VI (ke
AG, )= X2 r(s+k—1)L(s,f). (1-1)
2 2
It admits an entire continuation and satisfies the functional equation
AGs, f)=e€r A1 =5, f), (1-2)

where € ; = %1 is the root number. The family H,"(N) splits naturally into two disjoint subfamilies:
HI(N):={f € Hi(N):e;=+1}, H_(N):={f € H(N):e;=—1}. (1-3)

For each f € H; (N), we denote the nontrivial zeros of L(s, f) by pr = % +iyr. The generalized
Riemann hypothesis (GRH) for L(s, f) asserts that y, € R.
As in [25], we take
R=KkN (1-4)

as the working definition of the analytic conductor for the families H(N) (s € {+, —, *}). Our analysis
is greatly simplified by all forms in the family having the same analytic conductor. Varying conductors
are easily handled in 1-level calculations, but cause technical difficulties through cross terms once n > 2;
see [33].

The one-level density of f € H;(N) is a weighted sum over y, given by

log R
D(f;p) = ¢ ( - Vf) , (1-5)
Yf

where the test function ¢ : R — C is an even Schwartz function whose Fourier transform qAS has compact
support. We denote this class of test functions by S..(R) and ¢ € S..(R). Because of the rapid decay of
¢, the low-lying zeros of L(s, f) contribute the most to the one-level density (1-5).
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As in [21], we use the following shorthand for taking averages over H;(N):

(Q())e ={(Q())ar) = > o, (1-6)

HINT | o

where e € {+, —, *} and Q is any complex-valued function defined on H?(N), e.g., f = D(f; ¢) defined
in (1-5).
In this article, we study the n-th centered moment of the one-level density, defined by

Dh(N: ) :={(D(5 @) = (DC3 ) ipaw) )y ) (1-7)

where n > 2 is an integer, N is prime, k > 2 is even, and ¢ € S..(R) is a test function. Readers should
keep in mind that the weight & is kept fixed and the level N goes to oo through primes.

1.3. Random matrix theory setup. Let ¢ € S..(R). The random matrix theory counterpart of the one-level
density D(f; ¢) is given by

M o] M
2= 3. ¢ <E(9n+2ﬂj)>, (1-8)
n=1 j=—o00
where U is an M x M special orthogonal matrix with eigenvalues {€/® : n = 1,..., M}. In fact, the

eigenvalues of U always occur in complex-conjugate pairs. We have the following correspondence when
comparing (1-8) to (1-5):

M <« log (k*N)
Ue SOM) < f € Hf(N)

0, +2nj} jez <— {yr}
1<n<M

Here, it is more standard to use the notation
Esom) [Z(-; ¢)]1=/ Z(U;¢)dU (1-9)
SO(M)
instead of the bracket of (1-6). The Haar measure dU on the compact Lie group SO (M) is normalized to
have total measure 1. When supp((f&) C [—1, 1], it is well-known that

. A 1 [t
e = lim™ Esoan) [Z (-5 $)] = $(0) + —/ é(y) dy, (1-10)
M— o0 2 —1
where
lim™ := lim and lim™ := Ilim
M—o0 M— o0

M—o00 M—o00
M=0 (mod 2) M=1 (mod2)

Similarly to (1-7), the n-th centered moment of Z( - ; ¢) is defined as

Z,(M; ¢) :=Esoun [(Z(-5 ) —Esoan [Z(-5 $)1)"] (M e N). (1-11)



Moments of one-level densities in families of holomorphic cusp forms in the level aspect 241

1.4. Main results. We are now ready to present our main result, which extends and generalizes [25,
Theorem 1.1] and [21, Theorem 1.6-1.7].

Theorem 1.1. Let k, n > 2 be positive integers with k even. Assume GRH for L(s, f) for all f € H;(N),
where N is any prime or N = 1. Assume also RH for ¢ (s) and GRH for all primitive Dirichlet L-functions.
Then for ¢ € S..(R) with Supp(¢) C (—— —) we have

lim DE(N; ¢) = lim* 2,(M; ¢). (1-12)
N—o00 M—o00
N prime
The moments D,jf(N; @) and Z,(M; ¢) are defined in (1-7) and (1-11).

Theorem 1.1 follows immediately from Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 below. In fact, we prove precise formulae
for each of the limits in (1-12) whenever supp(¢) C (— L1

n—a’ n—a

) where a is an integer with 0 <a <n/2.
These formulae might be of independent interest. To state these results, we need to introduce the quantities

oj=2 [ dray (1-13)

i—1
Rm, is ¢) = 2" (= 1)"*! Z(—l)z(’")

(—— 0)" + / / G (x2) - - p(xet1) / ¢ (x)"

sm 271x 1+ x| +---+|x
5 1(1 4 |xz] xe+11) dxl---dxH]), (1-14)

2JT)C1
14
) (1-15)

and
L5 |
n.
S(n,a; p) = — R(n—2¢, 2¢;
(8, 4 9) Z(; 20 AT 4’)(
where ¢ € S,c(R), 1 <i <m,and 0 <a <n/2.
We first state the number theory result.

Nl%w

Theorem 1.2. Let n, a be integers withn>2,0<a <n/2 and let ¢ € S..(R). Under the same assumptions
as Theorem 1.1, zfsupp(¢>) C (—— —) then

n—a’ n—a
lim D (N; ¢) = Lieven) (n) - (1 — D! (0)"* £ S(n, a; §), (1-16)
N prime

where 1ieven)(n) is equal to 1 if n is even and is 0 if n is odd.
Next we state the random matrix theory result.

Theorem 1.3. Let n, a be integers withn >2,0<a <n/2 and let ¢ € S,.(R). Ifsupp(q?)) C (—ﬁ, ﬁ),
then

Jim™ 2, (M §) = Lineven) - (n = D!(09)" £ S(n, as §) (1-17)
—> 00

where 1eveny(n) is equal to 1 if n is even and is 0 if n is odd.



242 Cohen/Dell/Gonzalez/Khunger/Kwan/Miller /Shashkov/Reina/Sprunger/Triantafillou/ Truong/Peski/Willis

Hughes and Miller [21, Theorem E.1] proved an analogue of Theorem 1.1 for the full family H,’(N)
under the restriction n < 2k. We remove this restriction in the following theorem, whose proof is given in
Appendix B.

Theorem 1.4. Let k, n > 2 be positive integers with k even and let ¢ € S,.(R). Under the same assumptions
as Theorem 1.1, ifsupp(dA)) C (—L L), then

n—a’ n—a
1
. * . _ - s+ . s = . -
Il&}gﬁw D,(N; ¢) = 5 |:Mlgnoo Z,(M; ¢) +Ml£noo Z(M; ¢)} : (1-18)
prime

The moments D,T (N; ¢) and Z,(M; @) are defined in (1-7) and (1-11).

1.5. Applications. As noted in [21] and [34], another application of centered moments is in bounding the
order of vanishing of L-functions at the central point. In Appendix D, we show how to use Theorem 1.2
to bound the probability that a newform with negative sign will have order of vanishing exceeding some
r at the central point. Similar calculations may be done for the positive sign family. Our results provide
the best known bounds (conditional on GRH) for order of vanishing at the central point when r > 5,
surpassing [25; 21; 5; 30].

1.6. Proof sketch and structure of the paper. We evaluate the limit (1-16) using the explicit formula and
the Petersson trace formula. We use the explicit formula to transform the sum over zeros (1-5) into a
weighted average of products of Hecke eigenvalues over primes in Lemma 2.11. After removing many
lower order subterms with Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2, we apply the Petersson trace formula and study the
resulting sums of Kloosterman sums over primes; see (3-4). We assume GRH for L(s, f) when applying
the Petersson trace formula; see Remark 2.9.

Using Lemma 2.2, we convert the Kloosterman sums into sums over Gauss sums. Assuming GRH for
Dirichlet L-functions, we show in Lemma 3.5 that the terms involving Gauss sums with nonprincipal
characters contribute negligibly in the limit when supp(qAS) C (—%, %) This requires strong bounds
for various character sums over primes, hence the need to assume GRH for Dirichlet L-functions.
Hughes and Miller [21, Theorems 1.1 and 1.3] proved results without GRH for Dirichlet L-functions for
supp(qfﬁ) - (—}l, %) (i.e., the case where @ = 0 in Theorem 1.2-1.3); we use GRH for Dirichlet L-functions
to extend the support to supp(q’s) C (—%, %)

We are left to handle certain smooth sums over primes (Proposition 4.1) and a convolution sum of
Ramanujan sums (Proposition 4.2). We arrive at Theorem 1.2 upon very careful bookkeeping of the
resulting combinatorics (see Sections 3.4 and 4).

Beyond the regime supp(qAS) C (_n+l n%]) proven by [21], more complicated terms emerge as the
size of supp(¢) increases. This serves as the primary obstacle to generalizing the work of [21]. The
main insight of our extension lies in the observation that many of these terms actually vanish in the limit
(see Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.6). This enables us to ignore the very intricate combinatorics behind
these terms. The remaining terms contribute to the limit and exhibit nicer symmetries. We are able to

obtain an integral representation for the these terms in Proposition 3.7 upon making our way through
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the combinatorial jungle. Our work features many elaborate combinatorial simplifications that result in
exact matching with the calculations from the random matrix theory side. As with number theory, the key
result that allows us to obtain greater support in random matrix theory is the vanishing of many of the
complicated terms which emerge at larger supports (see Lemma 5.20).

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, we review the notations and conventions, and
state some needed estimates. In Section 3, we work with the geometric side of the Petersson formula
with the focus of locating the main contributions in the expansion. We also prove Theorem 1.2 assuming
two key propositions (3.6 and 3.7). In Section 4, we evaluate the main contributions and complete the
proofs of Propositions 3.6 and 3.7. In Section 5 we work on the random matrix theory side and prove
Theorem 1.3.

In Appendix A, we prove Lemma 3.1 regarding the combinatorial expansion for D} (N; ¢) which
serves as the starting point of the number-theoretic calculations. In Appendix B, we give a sketch of proof
for Theorem 1.4 regarding the nonsplit family. In Appendix C, we include more details for the random
matrix theory calculations. In Appendix D we use Theorem 1.2 to bound the proportion of cuspidal
newforms vanishing to a certain order at the central point.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Notations and conventions. In this article, e(x) := ¢>™*. The Fourier transform and its inverse
transform are given by

b= [ pwexndr o= [ st dy @-1)
for x, y € R. The Mellin transform and its inverse transform are
~ & ~ d
¥ (s) :=/ Yx T dx,  P(x) = Y(s)x™ 2—S (2-2)
0 (o) Tl

for x > 0 and s € C in a vertical strip, provided that the integrals of (2-1) and (2-2) converge absolutely.

For A C R, let

1 ifxeA
1 = 2-3
=esl {O otherwise. 2-3)

We will suppress the argument of a characteristic function when it is clear from context. For x, y € R, let

1 ifx=y

8(x,y):= { (2-4)

0 otherwise.

For x, y € Z, let (x, y) denote the greatest common divisor of x and y. Set (x, y*°) = max,cn(x, y"*)
and (x°°, y) = max,cn(x", ¥).

We adopt the following set of conventions throughout this work.

(1) We use ‘1’ to denote the imaginary unit and ‘i’ for indices of summation.

(2) We use p, p;’s, g;’s to denote prime numbers.
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(3) The test function ¢ : R — C is an even Schwartz function with its Fourier transform (/3 having
compact support.

(4) The weight k is kept fixed and the level N goes to oo through primes
(5) A quantity is considered to be negligibly small if it is o(1) as N — oo.

(6) The implicit constants for O, <, >, <, etc. may depend on %, €, n, a, and of course the test function
¢ (compare Theorem 1.2). We will omit such dependencies to simplify notation.

(7) We shall frequently adopt the epsilon convention, namely that € > 0 is an arbitrary small quantity
and O(N~€) - O(N—Ckenarey = g(N~¢) (say).

(8) We always assume GRH for L(s, f) for any f € H(N) with N =1 and primes N.

2.2. Analytic preliminaries. We will frequently encounter the following exponential/character sums.

Definition 2.1. Let m, n, g € Z with ¢ > 1 and x (mod ¢g) be a Dirichlet character. We define

Gy(m):= Y x(@elan/q). (2-5)

a mod g
Rn.q):=Y elan/q). (2-6)

a mod g
Sm.nig)yi= S (M4 ndy 2-7
(m,n q) a§qe(‘1+q) @-7)

where * restricts the summation to the reduced residue classes a (mod ¢), and aa = 1 (mod q).

The sums G, (n), R(n, q), and S(m, n; q) are known as the Gauss sum, the Ramanujan sum, and the
Kloosterman sum. When x = xo (i.e., the principal character (mod ¢)), we have G,,(n) = R(n, q). Also,
R(n,q) = S(0, n; g). The Ramanujan sum admits the following explicit evaluation:

q ) ¢(q)
(g, n) (p((q(,ln)) ’

where u(-) and ¢(-) are the Mobius p-function and the Euler totient function. We will need the

(2-8)

Rogy= Y lg/dd =pu(

d|(n,q)

multiplicativity of the Ramanujan sum as well:

R(n, q1q2) = R(n, q1)R(n, q2) (2-9)

for (q1,q2) =1andn € 7.
The following bounds are particularly handy in showing various sums and integrals to be negligibly
small. We have

G, ()| <1, (2-10)

and

1S(m., n; @) < (m. ., q) min{(qu), (nqq)} 7(q). @-11)
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where 7 (-) is the divisor function. The bound (2-11) is a convenient reformulation of a well-known result
of A. Weil; see [25, 2.13].

We often need to handle the Kloosterman sums in more refined ways than merely applying (2-11). In
the context of low-lying zeros (see [21; 25]), it is advantageous to expand Kloosterman sums in terms of
Dirichlet characters and Gauss sums. The following is a generalization of [21, Lemma C.1].

Lemma 2.2. Let N be a prime not dividing bQm. Then

S(m*, NQ; Nb) = — T )ZG m*G,(Q, b°°>)x<
x(®)

Proof. Setr = (Q, b*) and Q' = Q/r. Then (Q’, b) = 1. Using the orthogonality relation and opening
up the Kloosterman sum by its definition, observe that

0
N). 2-12
(Q’bw)>x< ) (2-12)

S(m*, NQ; Nb) = ( ) 3 5 x@x(Q)S(m?, Nra; Nb)

x(b) a (D) B
* d
(b) S x)y ( )Z x(a)(%). (2-13)
x(b) d (ND) a (b)

Making a change of variables a — ad in the a-sum and breaking up the d-sum by d = u| N + uyb with
(uy1,b) =1 and (up, N) = 1, it follows that

S NQ; Nb ! x(0OHG d m*d
(m*, NQ; Nb) = o0 2 X(Q)Gx () 3 )e(Nb>
x (b) d (Nb)

2 N 2
XG> X(ul)e<mbm>%e(”’;2). o

x () uy(b)

o(b)

The u>-sum and u-sum of (2-14) evaluate to —1 and G, (m?) respectively as (m?, N) = 1. The result
follows. O

Lemma 2.3. Let x (mod b) be a primitive Dirichlet character. Under GRH for L(s, x), we have
D AmxmnT" = 0c(x (bxt)%) (2-15)
n=<x
foranyx >2andt € R.
Proof. This follows from a standard argument similar to the one used to prove the prime number theorem;
see [24, Chapter 5], [8], or [37, Chapter 13]. As a quick sketch, we have
%-i—ix L s xp—it

ZA(n)X(n)nilt zﬁ . z(S‘i‘lt, X)x?ds + O (Xl/z) == Z

n<x 27X ly—t|=x

+ O (x'2(bxt)%)

p—it

using GRH and the estimate

/

L 2
7 (5. x) < (logbs) (2-16)
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for —1 <fRe(s) < 2. The desired result then follows from the fact that the number of zeros satisfying
w<y—t<u+1is <log (b(ul +))). -

The Bessel functions of the first kind occur in the Petersson formula (see Lemma 2.8) and hence
frequently in this paper. We collect some results for them.

Lemma 2.4. Let k > 2 be an integer. The following bounds are satisfied for x > 0:

(1) Je—1(x) < L.

(2) Jr—1(x) <x x.

(3) Jr—1(x) < xFL

) Jio1 () e x2,

Proof. See [18; 46]. O

We will also utilize the Mellin integral representation for the Bessel function.

Lemma 2.5. We have

1
Je1(x) = =— / Gr-1(s)x " ds (2-17)
2mi Re(s)=c
forx >0and1—k <c< %,where
s— —1 1—
Gii(s) =2 1F(" 2+S>/F ("+2 S) (2-18)
Proof. See [18, (6.561.14)]. O

2.3. Automorphic preliminaries. We collect the essential results from the standard references from [24,
Chapter 14], [23, Chapters 6-7], [25, Sections 2 and 3].

Let k and N be positive integers with k even and N prime. Recall that H;?(N) (e € {+, —, *}) denotes
the set of holomorphic cuspidal newforms of weight k and level N, depending on the sign of the functional
equation. From [25, (2.73)], we have the dimension formulae

|HF(N)| = 55 (k— )N + O((kN)*'®), (2-19)
|H} (N)| = &5 (k— DN + O((kN)*®). (2-20)

Every f € H}'(N) has a Fourier expansion of the form

k—1
2

f@ =) rsmn

n=1

e(nz) (2-21)

forzeH:={x+iy:x €R, y > 0}, where A 7(1) = 1. The L-function associated with f is defined by
the Dirichlet series

L(s, /)= hp(mn™ (2-22)

n=1
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which converges absolutely on Re s > 1. The completed L-function is given by

VN’ -
AG, )= (2= F(s+k—1)L(s, . (2-23)
2w 2
It admits an entire continuation and satisfies the functional equation
AGs, f)=er A(l—s, f). (2-24)

The root number € ; admits a nice formula in our case.

Lemma 2.6. If f € H}(N) and N is prime, then

e; = —i*A(N)VN. (2-25)
In particular, we have |\ ¢ (N)| = 1/V/N.
Proof. See [25, equation 3.5]. O

The following Hecke relations will be crucial in demonstrating that the number theoretic combinatorics
align with those of random matrix theory.

Lemma 2.7. Let f € H;(N).

(1) Foranym,n > 1,

mn
i =Y A (ﬁ) . (2-26)
(il,%nji)l

In particular, if (im, n) =1 then

Ar(m)Ly(n) = Ay(mn). (2-27)
(2) For a prime p{N, we have
Ar(p)? =2p(p?) + L (2-28)
(3) Forn > 1 and a prime p{ N, we have
[n/2]
=3[0 o
o=
Proof. Only the last property is less well-known; see [20] for its proof. U
Now, consider
A= Y xpn), eef{+,—. =) (2-30)
FeHT (N)

Splitting by sign with Lemma 2.6, we have

1 1 /N
A,ﬁN(n) = Z 5(1 +ep)hsr(n) = 5 Af () F TAZ,N(nN) (2-31)
feH[(N)

whenever N is a prime and (n, N) = 1. We have the following useful form of the Petersson formula.
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Lemma 2.8. If N is prime and (n, N*) | N then

Af n () = Ap v () + ALy (), (2-32)
where
(k— 1N (k—1)N 27ik S(m?, n; ¢) vm?n
A =— "5, = S — g4 2-33
kN () g omor > - > . k1| 47— (2-33)
(m,N)=1 c=0 mod N

m<Y c=N
with 6,0, = L only ifn = m? withm <Y and 0 otherwise, and A,‘(’?N (n) defined in [25, Lemma 2.12].
Proof. See [25, Propositions 2.1, 2.11 and 2.15]. O

Remark 2.9. The piece APy (n) is called the complementary sum. By [21, Lemma A.1], assuming
GRH for all L(s, f) with f € H(1) U H;(N), the complementary sum does not contribute in all cases
appearing in this paper.

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.10. Assume (n, N) = 1. Then

— A, NN NIte, 2-34
B ()] rn(Nn) L /n (2-34)
Proof. We take Y = N€ and write ¢ = bN for ¢ =0 mod N. Using (2-19), the Weil bound (2-11) and the
bound J;_(x) <« x from Lemma 2.4, the result follows immediately. O

2.4. Density and moment sums. Let f € H'(N) and ¢ € S..(R). Substituting the explicit formula for
L(s, f) (see [25, Section 4]) into the one-level density function

log R
D(fid):=3 ¢ ( = yf) , (2-35)
vr
we have
A 1 loglog R
D(f:9)=$O)+ 360 = P(f:$)+0 (W) , (2-36)
where R = k?N and | .
P(fi9):=) Ar(p)d (12%) ﬁcl’fng. (2-37)

pIN
See [25, (4.25)] and the relevant remarks of [25, pp. 88] and [21, pp. 129]. Using (2-36), [21] expresses

the n-th centered moments in terms of sums over primes (see [21, Section 2.3]).

Lemma 2.11. Ifsupp(qg) C (—1, 1), we have

lim DE(N; ¢) = (—1)" lim S (N) £ (=1)"H! lim SYY(N) (2-38)

N prime N prime N prime
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provided the limits on the right side exist, where

) . AN logpj) 2log p;j 1 _ )
STy = Y 1_[<¢<10gR rloeR jl:[le(p,)* (2-39)

PUN, ..., puN j=1

and

) o LN logp;\ 2logp; . . i
PNy =iVN > T] (¢(10gR) mlogk) <Af(N)}:[1Af(p,)>*. (2-40)

PUN,..., putN j=1

Proposition 2.12. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.1, we have

— D (H"? ifni ,
lim S (N) = {(” )= ifnis even (2-41)
K]V;i?;e 0 if nis odd,
for ¢ € S..(R) with supp(q;) - (—%, %) where aﬂf is defined in (1-13).
Proof. See Appendix B. O

Remark 2.13. Theorem E.1 of [21] is an analogous result but with an extra restriction n < 2k.

In Sections 3 and 4, we evaluate Sé")(N ). The main result is Proposition 3.8, in which we express
SY(N) in terms of S(n, a; ¢) (see (1-16)).

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 assuming Propositions 3.6 and 3.7

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2 assuming the key Propositions 3.6 and 3.7. We prove these
propositions in Section 4. First we decompose Sé")(N ) (see (2-40)) into subterms and show that many of
these subterms vanish as N — oo through primes. Then in Section 3.4, we apply Propositions 3.6 and
3.7 to complete the proof of Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Combinatorial expansion and cleaning. We rewrite the sums over primes in (2-40) as sums over
powers of distinct primes. This facilitates the applications of the Hecke relations (Lemma 2.7) and the Pe-
tersson formula (Lemma 2.8). More precisely, suppose p; - - - p, = qi“ . -qZ”" in (2-40), where g1, ..., q¢
are distinct primes, n >2 and £ > 1. We have (A s (N) ]—[?21 Ar(pi))s=(As(N) ]—[f-:1 Ar(gj)")«. We then
apply the Hecke relations (2-29) to each A r(¢;)"/ and then use (2-27). Then we remove the distinctness
condition from the sum over primes using a delicate inclusion-exclusion process. We conclude this
process with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. We have

sSPNy= > Y Y CiakEGi,m) (3-1)

0<w=n 0=<n'<n ﬁ::(nl sssss Ng) ’;l::(mly-usmw)
nj>1 mj=n; (mod 2)
n|—|—---+nw:n’ OSmj<nj
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for some explicit constants C; ., where!

k 10g 7, ; ) log qj nj
EGi,m):=i'VN ) 1_[( (logR) (@logR) )

GUiN,....qutN J

o log p;\ 2log p;
x T e, o

PUN .o, PN =1

and

3
|
3\

]'[ (3-3)

1

Lemma 3.1 is quite involved combinatorially, and we prove it in Appendix A, carefully decomposing
Sé”)(N ) into sums over distinct primes in order to establish the condition m; < n; in (3-1).

Lemma 3.1 allows us to apply the Petersson trace formula in the following section, as we have expressed
Sé”)(N ) in terms of the average of a single Fourier coefficient A (N Q), as opposed to the product of
Fourier coefficients in the definition (2-40). The coefficients Cj 5 are difficult to calculate in general, but
as a consequence of Proposition 3.6 we only need to determine them in specific cases (see (3-24)).

3.2. Cleaning with Weil’s bound and the prime number theorem (PNT). The following result states
that E (n, m) contributes to lim y_ o0 D (N; ¢) only if “most” of the indices satisfy n; =m.

N prime
Lemma 3.2. Suppose supp(¢) - (_ﬂ ﬂ) for some a <n/2. Ifn' > a, then E(ii,m) = O(N~°).
Proof. Let supp(qS) C (—o,0) with 0 < 1/(n — a). Using Lemma 2.10 and the PNT (with partial
summation), the sum over py, ..., pp—p in (3-2) is & N ~3/2F¢ (q;’11 . -qgw)l/zR"("_"/). Forl <j<w,
wehaven;—m;>2asm; <njandm;=n; (mod 2). Using the PNT again for the sums over g1, ..., g,
in (3-2), we have E (i, m) < N~'t¢ RO Thisis O(N~€) if n’ > a. O

We are now in a position to apply the Petersson formula (Lemma 2.8) to (3-2). We assume GRH for
L(s, f) so that the complementary sum A,ff’N does not contribute (see Remark 2.9). Since |H;/(N)| ~
N (k —1)/12 from (2-20), it follows that

2ty ( (logqj) logg; )"’ — » (log pi log p;
> 11 > Te(in)
ﬁ qQUIN,..., qwa j=1 log R Jq_jlogR PUN, ..., py_ytN =1 log R ﬁlogR
Z Z S(m?, NQ Nb) <4ﬂmJ—
Ji—1
S bv/N

where Q was defined in (3-3) and we set Y = N€. Also, recall that n’ =n; +- - - +ny.

E(n,m)=

) + O(N™°), (3-4)

I'We have omitted the dependence on w and n’ in the notation E (ii, m) as it is implicitly contained in 7, 7. We have also
suppressed the dependence on N for ease of notation.
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We impose restrictions to the b-sum of (3-4) using the following two lemmas. We will also make use
of the following bounds from Section 2:

S(m*, NQ; Nb) < m*b'?(bN)¢,  Ji_1(x) <x x. (3-5)

5
n)’ 2(n—n')

Lemma 3.3. If supp() C (— 2(n5_
(b, N) > 1is O(N~©).

), then the contribution from the terms in (3-4) with

Proof. This is a refinement of [21, Lemma 4.4]. Let supp(q§) C (—o, o). If the b-sum of (3-4) is restricted
to (b, N) > 1, i.e., b = c¢N for some ¢ > 1, then such a sum is <« N~>"¢,/0 using (3-5). Combining
this with the PNT and the fact that n; —m; > 2, we find that the contribution to (3-4) from terms with
(b, N) > 1 is < N73/2€ =) wwhich is negligible when o < g
1000 1000 )

5
2n—n’)"

’

—n' n—

Lemma 3.4. If supp(¢) C (—
is O(N~12).

then the contribution from the terms in (3-4) with b > N?0%2

Proof. This is a refinement of [21, Lemma 4.5]. Let supp(qB) C (—o, 0). If the b-sum of (3-4) is restricted
to b > N2922 then (3-5) implies such a sum is

S(m?, NQ; Nb 4
Z (m 0 )Jk—1< ﬂm)<<N_1/2+e Z p3/2+e  p=1011-1/2+¢ (3-6)

b>N2022 b b‘/ﬁ b>N2022
When o < —> 1000 , the contribution of (3-4) with b > N2022 js « N~1012+€ p(n— )0« NT12 using (3-6),
the PNT, and the fact that n; —m; > 2. This completes the proof. 0
3.3. Expanding the Kloosterman sums. Suppose supp(¢) C (—— —) for n > 2. In particular, the

assumptions of Lemma 3.3 and 3.4 are satisfied and we may impose the relevant restrictions on the
b-sum of (3-4). Also, because R = k>N and supp(qs) C (-1, 1), the conditions ¢ t N, p; { N in (3-4)
are automatically satisfied provided the primes N are sufficiently large, and thus they will be dropped
subsequently. Now, Lemma 2.2 allows us to convert the Kloosterman sums in (3-4) into Gauss sums. We
thus obtain

- 2”-‘1—1 log q 10g q; lOg pi log i
Fm == ( < J) : ) ( ) (3-7)
«/_ Zq ]1_[1 logR ) /qjlog R XP: H logR ) /pilog R

~ 0 47rm«/Q> .
— G G b NYJ—| ———— O(N™°).
X E E (p( ) E (MG, (0, ))X<(Q,b°°)>X( )k 1< Wi +ON™)

m
m<N¢ (b,N)=1 x(b)
b<N2022

Denote by E (71, m)| x+£xo the expression (3-7) but with an extra restriction x # xo in the sum over x (b).
The following lemma shows that E (1, n1)|,y, contributes negligibly as N — oo. The shape of the
expansion (2-12) allows us to capture cancellations in two ways: first, from the sum over x () via

(p(b) > 16, @G (| < b, (3-8)
x ()
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and second, the character sums over primes (see Lemma 2.3). The former follows simply from Cauchy-
Schwarz’s inequality and the orthogonality of characters, and the uniformity of (3-8) in x, y is important.
For the latter, we crucially make use of GRH for the Dirichlet L-functions, and of course the restriction
supp(¢) C ( -=, ;) Additionally, the following proposition corrects an error made in [21, Lemma 4.7].

Lemma 3.5. Assume GRH for the Dirichlet L-functions. If supp(qg) C (—%, %) then
E,m)|y2y, = O(N~). (3-9)

Proof. Upon rearranging the sums and taking absolute values, we find E (i1, m)| 4, is bounded by

logg; ) logg; )”" = 14 (10g pi ) log pi
max ¢
O<a<n—n' %2:022 |Z 1_[ ( ( log R /q;jlog R ) |bz 1_[ logR /| /pilog R

1B, ooy palb i=1
(b N)=1
1
G , b
m<Ne€ x(b)
X#Xo
n— I’l —
log pe\ X(pe)log pe drm/Q
x 3 I1 ¢(10g’;> P 1og11e) (5o )l e
poH»l*b < Pp— n/Tb l=a+1 g pé g N

We estimate the sum over py41, ..., pp—p in (3-10) with Lemma 2.3. To separate variables, we plug in
(2-17) with s = —1 + € +it. Interchanging the order of sums and integrals and taking absolute values,

we have

Z 1—11 <1nge) )?(Pe)logpe] <47Tm\/§)
logR ) /pilogR k-l bv'N

Patifb, o pp_yrfb L=a+1

<[

. <logp) X(p)logp dt, (3-11)

log R ) petin/Zlog R

where

=114 -1»r (3-12)
j=1 i=1

and G_1(-) was given by (2-18). Suppose supp(dA)) C (-0, 0). By Lemma 2.3 (with partial summation)
and the fact that

1 1
2 10g2 = 10g2’ (3-13)
b1b 0og 0og
we find
»(logp\ Xx(p)logp o2 ¢
Z¢ <10g R) petin/2log R <K R°7“(Rbt)°. (3-14)

ptb
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By the Stirling formula |T'(x +iy)| <, (14|y)*~"/2¢~2P!, which holds for any x € R— {0, —1, =2, ...}
and y € R (see [24, equation 5.113]), we have

Gr1(Il—€e+in)] e (14 1) 7> (3-15)

for any t € R. Applying (3-14) and (3-15) to (3-11), we have

n—n’ _ 1—e¢

1 1 4 7 )

) T ( ngz) X (pe) log py S ( T/ Q) < (va ) Re=/2(Rp)e.
logR ) /pilogR bv/N bv/N

Pa+11b, ooy Pp_ptb t=a+1

(3-16)

From (3-10), (3-12) and (3-16), we have that E (71, m)|,,, is bounded by
Re—i—a(n—n’_a)/Z 1 w log q; n;j "2 log Di
Oilt;lnfanx—n’ N Z b2 Z 1_[<\/_logR> 7 Z 1_[ log R

b N2022 q1eGo<R7 j=1 pilb. ... palb i=1

x Y m (b) > G mHGy ((Q.6%)] (3-17)

m<N¢ x(b)
X#XO

Applying (3-8), Y  m™¢ < R€, and (3-13) in sequence, the expression above is further bounded by

m<N¢€
R€+J(n—n’—a)/2

Z ﬁ _logg; \V w2 1 (logh\"™" (3-18)
max ————— ; E — . -
O<a<n—n’' N /q;log R 4 b \log R

b<N2022

The contribution of the b-sum is (Re). Since n; —m; > 2, it follows from the PNT that
E (7, )|y < NENOO=10/271 (3-19)
which is negligible if o < 2/(n —n’). The result follows. g

We apply Lemma 3.5 to (3-7). This leaves only the contribution from yo (mod b) for each b < N20%2
and (b, N) = 1. Note that G,,(x) = R(x, b) is the Ramanujan sum and xo(N) = 1. Hence, we have
under GRH that

I “(~(logg;\ logg; \" log pi\ log p;
Bomi==75 ZwU(‘b(logR)\/q—jlogR) 2 H <1ogR)¢ElogR
R(m%, BYR((Q, ), b) < 0 ) (4nm@)
Jooy (ZENEY
) Z 2 bo(b) O\ v)) N\ ThuN

m<N‘ (b,N)=1
b<N2022

+O(N™9), (3-20)

provided supp(¢) C (_Z 2)
We complete the calculation of E (1, m) with the following two propositions, which we prove in

Section 4.
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Proposition 3.6. Let E (i1, m) be as in (3-2) and suppose that there exists some 1 < j < w for which
nj+mj; > 2. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.1, ifsupp(qAb) - (—2 2) with n > 2, then

EGi,m)= 0(1/log N).

Proposition 3.6 shows that many of the terms in the expansion (3-1) do not contribute in the limit. We
complete the proof of Proposition 3.6 in Section 4.3.

Proposition 3.7. Let E(n, m) be as in (3-2) and suppose w = n’ = 0. Under the same assumptions of
Theorem 1.1, ifsupp(q@) C (—L L) with1 <a <n/2, then

n—a’ n—a
(loglog N)Z)

T (3-21)

E(ii, ) = (=1)""'R(n, a; ¢) + 0(
where R(n, a; ¢) was defined in (1-13).
We complete the proof of Proposition 3.7 in Section 4.5.

3.4. Concluding the proof of Theorem 1.2. We will now demonstrate how to use Propositions 3.6 and
3.7 to evaluate Sé")(N).

Proposition 3.8. Let S(n, a; ¢) be defined in (1-15). Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.1, if

supp(¢) C (=, -L-) with | <a <n/2, then

2
(loglog N) ) (3-22)

(n) _ n+1 .
SV (N) = (=" S(n,a,¢)+0( Tog N)172

Proof. By Lemma 3.1 and Proposition 3.6, Sé") (N) is a sum of terms of the form E (1, m) withn;j+m; <2
for each j up to an error of O(1/logN). Since nj =m; (mod2),thenn; =m; =1orn; =2 and
mj =0 for each j. Let E,(N) denote the term E (71, m) in which n j=2and m; =0 for exactly £ values
of j. We have
¢ 2 2
~ (logg; 2logg,
E((N)=
() 2 H(¢<logR Vajlog R

qUN,....qfN j=1

n—2¢

~ (1 i 21 i
<V Y H¢(°gp>( og p )(mzvpl---pn_zw)*. (3-23)

PN, ... pp—2etN i=1 log R pilog R

By Lemma 3.2, the contribution to Sé")(N ) from E,(N) with £ > a/2 is negligible. We thus have

L4
(n) n!
S, (N) = —FE,(N)+0(/logN). 3-24
3 (N) ;wn_%w «(N)+0(1/1og N) (3-24)
The combinatorial factor multiplying E,(NNV) arises from choosing the indices of the primes for which
nj=m;=1,orn; =2 and m; =0. We choose the primes for whichn; =m; =1in (2"6) ways, and put
the remaining primes into pairs in (2¢ — 1)!! = (2¢)!/(£!2%) ways. Multiplying and simplifying gives the
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desired combinatorial coefficient. By Proposition 3.7, we have

logp, 2log p;

PIJ(N ----- Pn— ZMKN i=1

(3-25)

2
= (—1)n+1R(n —20,a—24; )+ 0((log log N) )

(og N)1/2 )"
Applying (3-25) to (3-23) and factoring the sums over g; gives

loglog N)? ~(logg\* 4logq \'
E¢(N) = —1”“(72 —2¢,a—2¢; 0<—( ))( < ) ) 3-26
¢(N)= (=1 (n a ¢+ (log N)1/2 (]J[ZN(b logR/ glog’ R (320

A standard partial summation argument gives

~(logq \* 4log® o
Zc/)(l gj’e) LN / NSRS (3-27)
N og qlog” R — o0

which is precisely the quantity o(; given by (1-13). Applying (3-27) to (3-26), we have

2
iyl 2 o (loglog N) )
E((N)=(=1)""(05)"R(n —2¢,a —2¢; ¢) + 0<—(10g A (3-28)
The proposition follows readily upon applying this to (3-24) and comparing with (1-15). 0
Proof of Theorem 1.2. The proof follows immediately from Proposition 3.8, (2-38), and (2-41). O
4. Proof of Propositions 3.6 and 3.7
Throughout Section 4, we assume supp(¢) C (—ﬁ ﬁ) with 1 <a <n/2 and we further analyze the

expression (3-20) for E (1, m).
In Section 4.1, we rewrite the sums over primes in (3-20) into a more analytically tractable expression.
The key quantity to be considered is

4 L . (log p; i) log p;
B(a):= N2 Z Je 1( f/"l ¢ 11 pz) I1 ¢(1(;il;)x‘)(f;2) 8P (41

Patl, i=a+1 i—a+1 logR

where the dependencies on N, m, c, b are conveniently suppressed in the notation B(«). We also set
®,(x) := ¢ (x)" for r > 0. The main result is the following.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose supp(¢) - ( L ia) with 1 <a <n/2. Under RH for £ (s), we have

a—a—1

KT n—a=s 2 (log p;\ xo(p;) log p;
Ble) = 2mm Z ( ) Z (_1)( i ) Z H¢ logRj p~jlogR :
\/_ i=0 J

oo . ’ i
X/xzojk—l(X)q)n—a—S(l gRl g( N/( Hp]>))ﬁ+0(1v 9. (4-2)

where the implicit constant does not depend on N, m, c, b, c.
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The evaluation of B(«) requires a delicate inclusion-exclusion argument to convert the sums over
primes of (4-1) into sums over integers which appears on the left side of (4-10). This is followed by
Lemma 4.5, which expresses the sums over integers into integrals via a standard contour-shifting argument
(assuming RH). Then the proof of Proposition 4.1 is completed by further combinatorial simplifications.
The final step is crucial for matching the calculations with those from the random matrix theory (see
Section 5).

One must also evaluate the convolution sum of Ramanujan sums in (3-20). This task will be carried
out in Section 4.2 and the main result is stated as follows.

Proposition 4.2. Let ¢ € S..(R). Then as N — oo, we have

Z R(1,b)R(m?, b) ()¢(2log(byf/4nm)>
Tt @ (b) Tt log R log R

_ m eM) (1 [ . log(k?Q/167°m?)
_8<(m,M°°)’1> M (_Efoqu(x)sm(Z log R )271 _¢(O))

e(loglogM)2
+O<m (log )12 ) @

uniformly form, M, Q > 1.

The contents of Sections 4.1 and 4.2 are independent of each other. The proofs of Propositions 3.6 and
3.7 crucially rely on Propositions 4.1 and 4.2. They are the subjects of Section 4.3 and Sections 4.4-4.5,
respectively. It will be essential to break up the Ramanujan sums judiciously using the multiplicativity
(2-9) and perform a prime-by-prime analysis with the exact evaluation (2-8). In Section 4.4, we managed
to find an integral representation for E (11, m). The proof of Proposition 3.7 follows from the combinatorial
simplification in Section 4.5.

4.1. Sums over primes: proof of Proposition 4.1. This subsection is dedicated to proving Proposition 4.1.
We begin by defining the quantities

a+p

Camer 5 a5 R /)

Pt TPt sl =2 i=a+p+1 j=a+1

X”ﬁg$<z,;logpj)Xo(pj)logpj . *(IOgPi>XO(pi)10gpi

(4-4)
/2 12
j=e+1 log R p; T 10gR _gipta log R/ p;"log R

and

oo oo O[+,3
Cl.p):=N""" 3" > Y I 1(47”“\/ /\/N /11 P,) df
i= a+ﬁ+l

Pat1seos Datp lotlseeoslat B=2 VatflseesUn=1 j=a+l

N n
5 Oi_f (2;(1‘] 10gp]>X0(pj)10gp] $<10gvi>X0(vi)A(Ui) (4_5)
log R 12 102 R v per log R vil/2 log R
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Observe that C’(a, B) is a generalized version of B(«) (see (4-1)) as B(a) = C'(«a, 0). Also, the
expression C(«, B) is obtained from C’(«, B) by replacing the sums over primes p;’s, where « +f+1 <
J < n, by sums over positive integers v;’s, as well as the weight log p; is replaced by von Mangoldt’s
function A (v;). We have the following relation between C’(«, 8) and C(«, B).

a—l—a—B
Property43. C'@p)=C@p)— Y. (”_‘;‘_ﬂ)c/(a, B+i)+ O(N).
i=1
Proof. The property follows directly from the definition of von Mangoldt’s function and a partitioning
argument. The sum over i in the statement of the proposition is restricted to i <a — 1 — o — 8 because
the contribution from i >a — 1 —a — 8 is O (N ~¢), which follows readily from J;_;(x) < 1. O

Property 4.3 can be applied repeatedly to obtain a relation between (4-1) and (4-5).

a—l—«a

Property 4.4. B =Y (”;“)C(a, ) (=1) + O(N~°).
i=0

Proof. Define

=) D' (") c@i - Za( “)c, z)Z( n(L)+ow . @

i=0 i=n+1
We claim that B'(«, n) = B(«) and we proceed by induction on r; The base case n = 0 holds by

Property 4.3 and the fact that B(«) = C’(«, 0). For the inductive step, assume that B’(«, k) = B(«) for
some integer k > 0. This implies

B(a)=Xk:<”7o‘)C(a,i)(—1)f—aZ ( )C(a 1)2( 1)/( >+0(N . (4-7)

i=0 i=k+1

We examine the term where i = k + 1 and we have
k+1 n—o k
J _ _ +1 7 B
(k 1)C(ak+1)§ (— 1)< >_(k 1)( D" Cla, k+1). (4-8)

This follows from the identity Zk+1( 1)/ (Hl) = 0, an easy consequence of the binomial theorem.
It follows from Property 4.3 and reindexing the sum using the change of variables £ =k + 1 4 j that

(”_“)(—1)’<+1C’(a,k+ 1)

k+1
AN ek in—a—k—1y > e
—(k+1)( 1) (C(a,n+1) 1;( i )C(a,k+1+]) +O(N9
(T ket Xk n—a k+1+47Y\, ket - —e
= (41 )Enc@ k+ > (i) (ot D ic @k + 14+ o)
a—a—1
DM Cla k+1) — o DM C (@, €) + O(N~¢ 4-9
= (1 )0 C@ k) 2%2( ¢ )(k—i-l)( e 9

Substituting the last equality into (4-7), we have B(«@) = B(«, k+ 1) and this completes the induction. [
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The innermost sums of (4-5) can be rewritten as follows.

Lemma 4.5. Under RH for ¢ (s), zfsupp(qS) C (—— —) then

Z (1—[ (logv,)xO(vi)A(vi))J (4nmm)
iz N \ogR ) Jolog R )™ bJVN
b/N L i~y (M= (] - L (log v\ xo(w) A(vy)
2T NG Z Z(_l)J ( J ><V> Z (H¢<logR> v; log R )
y=0 Jj=y Ve Uy =1 Ni=1

- 0 2 bx N dx '
1) Py 1 N2, (@1
X/x:oJk 1) Py y(lOgR og<4nm o, ))logR + O( ), (4-10)

where the implicit constant does not depend on N, m, c, b.

Proof. This is a generalization of [21, Lemma 4.9]. Open up the J-Bessel function on the left side of
(4-10) with the Mellin inversion formula (2-17):

1 2 . (logv\ xo(w)A@) \'~ drm
o [ () ) (M) as @
T JRe(s)=1 1 IOgR v k IOgR N
Under RH, a simple contour-shifting argument (or see [21, (4.34)]) gives
oo
~( logv xo(V)A(v) 1—s
= log R E(s), 4-12
;d)(logR)v(l“)/zlogR ¢ dmi o + &) (4-12)
where
2z—1—s)logR
E(s) 1= —o— (( ) loe )—(z Xo0) dz. (4-13)
2mi Re(z)=3/4 4mi

As a consequence, (4-11) becomes

R (¢(1_Slo R)—i—é’(s))n_nG (s)(4”'"*/z)_s
2 Re(s)=1 4 g k-l b\/ﬁ

— n—n L 1— n=n-y y 4nmﬁ K
_Z< 14 )2711’ /D%e(s)=1¢( Ari 10gR> E(s) Gk—l(S)( bIN ) ds, (4-14)

where the last line follows from the binomial theorem. Now, [21, (4.43)] gives the bound

1 n=n=y drm e\~
— > log R E(5)Y Gy Nmn=yIo/ate 4-15
i %(s):l¢< 1g7 08 ) (s)" Gy 1(S)( o/ ) < (4-15)

which is in turn O(N'/?>=¢) when y >a —n—1and o < 1/(n —a). Hence, (4-11) is equal to

a—n—1

n—n 1— n—n-y drm e ds "
Z( Y )/me<s)=1¢( 4mi 10gR> 5(S)VGk—1(s)( Wi ) S+ O @-16)

y=0




Moments of one-level densities in families of holomorphic cusp forms in the level aspect 259
For integers y, n with 0 < y < n, we define

. 2 logv xoAW) \  [1—s noy drm/c\* ds
(4-17)

It follows that (4-11) is given by

a—n—1

zn: (n;n>zy:(—l)f—V(JJ/_)T(j,n—n)+O(Nl/Z—e)
y= j=0 .
B g i( b’ y(n n)(y)T(V’”—"HO(N”Z 9, (4-18)

using the formula for £(s) in (4-12).
In (4-17), applying the formula fooo Ji—1(x)x*~Vdx = Gy_; (s) with the change of variable s = 1 4 it,
it follows that
bJyN [ —tlogR\" 77 ([ & o~ flogui\ xowi)A(v;)
T(y.n)=c— ¢ Z l_[ ¢ /241
872m./c Ji—_s 4 , log R v; log R
V.t =1i=1
<4nmf
b/N

Upon rearranging and a change of variables u = —¢ log R/(4m), we have

_ N (T4 (log v xo @A)
T(y’n)_anﬁv ZU (Hd)(logR) v; log R )

,=1 Ni=1

00 . 2 b d
x / S (1) ey log [ == N X (4-20)
=0 Arm logRY cvi---vy, /) 1logR

Now, (4-20) and (4-18) lead to the desired claim. Il

(=]

) f Jeo1(O)xdx dr.  (4-19)
0

Next we apply Lemma 4.5 to C(a, B).
Property 4.6. We have

_ a—a—p—1 a—a—B—y—1 L n
een=3 vann(E (R0
where D(«, B, y) is defined by

00 00 a+p+y

b ~(tilogp; (pj)logp;
271mf Z Z Z 1_[ ¢( jlogé)J)XO ]’?fj -

Patlseeos Datpty latlsslatf=2 latptlselatpry=1 j=a+p+1 pj log R

o0 A 2 bx~/N"\ dx
Ji— D, _u_p_ I ,  (4-21
X,/x k=1 ) Pra—p y(logR 8 drm >logR ( )

with
4 N
N = —— P (4-22)
CPyy1" " Poutpty
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Proof. Applying Lemma 4.5 to (4-5), we have

a—a—pf—1 a—a—p—1 N — ,3
Cla, ) = D(e, B, i ( )()+0N‘€. 423
(@, B) VZ:;) (aﬂy)(Z( ) j g (N~ (4-23)
The property follows from the reindexing i = j — y and simplifying. U

Remark 4.7. The three multiple sums of (4-21) can be interpreted as follows: the first & primes are those
that divide b; the next two sums involving 8 powers of primes are those left over from converting to sums
over integers; and the last sums over y integers are those leftover from applying Lemma 4.5.

We apply Property 4.6 to the formula for B(«) described in Property 4.4.

Property 4.8.

a—a—1 a—a—5—1

o= (";%) X (—1)1'(”_‘;‘_5)28:(—1)5V(i)D(a,a—y,y)JrO(Nf). (4-24)
. g

= 1=
Proof. The property from applying Property 4.6 to the equality in Property 4.4 and collecting terms with
s=B8+vy. O

We now eliminate the sums over prime powers in (4-21). Define

b e A 2 bx N dx
G(a, ) := Ji—1(x)Ppy_o— 1 /
(.9 2wm CmZ /xzo k=10 P 8<logR 0g(47rm cp1---p 5)) log R

T (logp,\ xo(p)) log p,
X ]‘[ ! / L, (4-25)
log R pjlogR

which is obtained from (4-21) upon specializing all ¢;’s to be 1 and reindexing. The expressions D(«, 8, ¥)
and G(«, 6) (with 6 = B 4 y as above) satisfy the following recursion:

Property 4.9. G, 8) = Y3 _o(—1)*7 ()‘i )D(a, 5—v.7).

This can be deduced from a more general result:

Lemma 4.10. Let f (11, ...,t,) be a symmetric function taking as its input a finite sequence t|, ..., t, of

arbitrary length, and define a transform T (i, j) on f by

TG, ()= Z Z F@ oty S, 5)) (4-26)

=251,....,55=1

Then, denoting by [1]"* the sequence of 1’s repeated n times, we have

Z(;(—l)"(’f)ﬂi,n — ()= £, (4-27)
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Proof. We proceed by induction on n. The base case n = 1 holds immediately. Assume the result holds
up to n and define a new function g(¢,...,t,) = f(#1,...,t,, 1). Then

f([l]"“)=g([1]")=2<—1)"(’f) Z Z Flt e st s D)
i=0

----- =251,.80-i=1

- ;(?)((—1)’7(1’, =D+ DTG+ 1+ 1= G+ D))

n+1

=S DI TGn+1—i )(f)("“) (4-28)

i=0
This completes the induction. g

Proof of Property 4.9. A special case of Lemma 4.10: take f([11°) = G(«, 8) and T (i, j) = D(«, i, j). O
Applying Property 4.9 to (4-24) gives the following relation between B(«) and G («, §).
Property 4.11. We have

a—a—1 a—a—5—1

B() = Z( ) Z (—1) (” o S)G(a 5). (4-29)

Proof of Proposition 4. 1. Substitute (4-25) into (4—29), the result follows. O

4.2. A convolution sum of Ramanujan sums: proof of Proposition 4.2. This is a generalization of [25,
Section 7] and [21, Lemma 2.12]. We take this opportunity to correct typos and include more details that
were omitted in previous works.

We first claim that the left side of (4-3) is equal to

, R(1,b)R(m?,b) > 2 byJO\ d
lim ) ()9 log 22 Y (4-30)
e—0 o(b) b¢ log R 4rm Jlog R
(b,M)=1
Since ¢ is compactly supported, the b-sum and the y-integral of (4-30) in total is bounded by
dy m RO 2 1
(4-31)

PN << )
. ¢ (b) y<<’"b%” logR — /QlogR — o(b)b

where the bounds |R(1, b)| = 1, |[R(m?, b)| <m*, Jy_; (x) < 1 (see (2-8) and Lemma 2.4) are used above.
The last b-sum converges because p(b) > b/ loglogb (see [3, Theorem 13.14]). Our claim now readily
follows from the dominated convergence theorem.

Applying the Mellin inversion formulae (2-2) and (2-18) to the integral of (4-30) gives

00 00 drix p(k _ Ao s
/0 Jit (y)‘z’(lo;R log bj;/n?) loiyR - /_oo ¢(xlog R)(ijf/%) ;EZ + Ziig dx. (432)
2
Substituting (4-32) into (4-30) and interchanging the sum and integral, we have
2m \* F(% —2mix)
Vo ) (5 +2mix)

(4-30) = lirr(1) foo ¢ (x log R)( Xmu(e+4mix;m)dx, (4-33)
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where the Dirichlet series

2
Xu(sim) = > RU ’jg;(;: -5) (4-34)
(b,M)=1
converges absolutely on the half-plane PRes > 0.

We evaluate the integral of (4-33) asymptotically by breaking it into two pieces: one for |x| < X and
the other for |x| > X. The first piece can be handled by Laurent expansions while the second contributes
negligibly due to the rapid decay of ¢. We must carefully keep track of the dependence on m and M.

By (2-9), the Dirichlet series (4-34) can be expressed on fRe s > 0 in terms of an Euler product

R, pHR 1+ ——) if (p,m)=1,
Xp(s;m) = l_[ Z @ PR P) l_[ {( (l(jll);)
o

m (4-35)
(p.M)=1 1=0 v(pOp (p.M)=1

if (p,m) > 1,

where the second equality follows from the fact that R(1, b) = u(b), R(m>, 1) =1, R (m?, p) = —1 if
(m, p) =1, and R(m?, p) = ¢(p) = p — 1 if (p, m) > 1. Moreover, (4-35) can be written as

1 Ly ! 1y
oy =[1(1+ —— ) TI(1+——=) - TT (1) (1
Xon (s m) |p|<+(p_1)ps) l;[l(ﬂp_l)ps) H( pf)(+<p—1>ps)

|(m M)

= x D) x2(s)- x (53 m). (4-36)

This corrects a mistake made in [25, p. 99] regarding the factorization of Xs(s; m). For this reason, the
relevant Laurent expansions must be recomputed and the correct results can be obtained as follows.
For fRes > 0, it is easy to verify that

Mgy - A4S (1 ! ) 4-37
TPy 1;[ To-nem D) 437
For s = O(1), we have
1 1
[€))] -1 _ .1 B
XV =67+ 0<1>)(§(2) 1‘[(1 o 1) + 0(|s|)> =s"'+0(1). (4-38)
Define ¢y (s) :== [] (1 — p~%)~L. In particular, ¢y;(1) = M/@(M). For any s = O(1/loglog M), we
have riM
o(M) p! ( ( Ing))_l
tu(l+s) — == = 14+ 0| s
. 15[41— 1+0(|s|‘°g”) }l_][v, p
— 1+ O(|s| Y ﬂ) — 1 + O(Js| loglog M). (4-39)
P
From this and (4-37), it follows that
1
13 =814 0sl10g10g 1) (¢M<2>1|_A[4( )+ ousn)
p
= M(l + O(|s|loglog M)). (4-40)

M
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Suppose m/(m, M>*) > 1. For s = O(1/logm), we have

[T a-r™ < J] Isilogp < Isl [] logp. (4-41)
Plomirss Pl Gissy Pl Gy
Observe that
log J] logp < > loglogp < (logn;) k)]gloglogm, (4-42)
Pl p=01logm) oglogm
which implies
[ a-p™<lsim® (4-43)
Pl iy

for any €’ > 0. (In this proof, we distinguish € with €’ for clarity.)

When m/(m, p~*) = 1. In other words,
XD (sim) =8 ——— 1)+ 0(s|m®). (4-44)
(m, M)
Altogether, for |s| < X <« 1/((logm) loglog M), the following estimate holds:
pM) m ¢
; = 8 , 1 (0] . 4-45
Xm(sim) === ((m’Moo) )+ (m”) (4-45)
From [18, (8.322)] we have
k+s>_ <k—s>(li>5 )
r(*2%) =r(*3%)(5) a+odsi/k. (4-46)
For s = € +4mix with €, x <« X, we have
I'(5—2mix) M) < m ) f\ i :
X (ssm - 5 1 (-) +0@m®). 4-47
MO S iy = sm ) (") (“4-47)

Making the change of variables x — —x and using the evenness of ¢, we have

X 2em \Y (K —2mix
/ ¢(x10gR)< J'rm) (2 - )XM(6+47rix;m)dx
-X

Y (4 +2mix)
_(P(M) \/@ Amix dx y
M 8<(m My’ )/ ¢(“°gR)(4 m) T+ 0" X). (448)

We next bound each of the three products over primes in (4-36) for s = € +4mwix with |x| > X.
The last infinite product and ¢ (2+2s)" ! in (4-37) are clearly O(1). Using the bound ¢ (1+4s) < log |x|
for |x| > 3 (see [3, Theorem 13.4]) and (1 +5) = O(|s|~!) as s — 0, we have

XV ) <12 +5)] < X log 3+ |x)). (4-49)

Next, observe the inequality

log 1_[ ‘1 + l)p
p>2

c-Yog(1-o) =Y Lirom. @so)

pIM pIM
p>2



264 Cohen/Dell/Gonzalez/Khunger/Kwan/Miller /Shashkov/Reina/Sprunger/Triantafillou/ Truong/Peski/Willis

From the identity ¢p;(1) = M /@(M) and Taylor’s expansion, one easily obtains

log —1 > : +0() (4-51)
og —— = —_— . -
pM) o p—1
As a result, we have
(4-50) <log on + O(1) <logloglogM + O(1) (4-52)
@

using the bound ¢ (M) > M /loglog M (again from [3, Theorem 13.14]). We may deduce that
1X\2(5)] < loglog M, (4-53)
where the implicit constant is absolute. The estimate for X 1(1;) (s; m) follows from a similar argument. Thus
[Xam(s; m)| K X_lme/(loglogM) log 3+ |x]) (4-54)

for any €' > 0.
Equation (4-54) and the decay of ¢ imply

2nm>4”ix F(% - 27'rix) dx‘

1 dricm\ == | S mn)
‘/X ¢ (xlog R)X (e + ”’x’m)(@ r(’%+2m‘x)

o0
< X" m€ (loglog M) / (xlog R) " log (3 + |x|) dx
X

< m€ (loglog M)(X log R)™, (4-55)
as well as
o0 k dmix d o0 1
/ ¢(xlogR) /o - <</ — (xlogR) ™" dx < (Xlog R)™* (4-56)
X 4mrm €—4mix x X
for any A > 0.
Combining the estimates (4-55), (4-56) and (4-48), it follows that
M 00 k 4ix d
@30 =s( —" 1) ¥ )lim/ ¢ (xlog R) Y Al
(m, M) M €0 J_o 4drm € —4mix

+ 0 (m€ (loglog M)(X log R)™*) + O(m® X)  (4-57)

for any € >0, A >0, and X < 1/((logm)loglog M).
Taking A = 1 and X! := (logm)(loglog M)(log R)'/?, and following the same argument of [25,
p. 100], we may now conclude that (4-30) equals

5 m 1<p(M) 1 °°().<2an k2Q>dx+1 0))
((m,MOO)’ ) M <_§/_Oo¢x S Jog & °8 Tox2m? ) 2mx T 29

+ ofme (loglog M)?
(log R)'72

) . (4-58)

The proof of Proposition 4.2 is complete.
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4.3. Proof of Proposition 3.6. Suppose n; +m; > 2 for some 1 < j < w in (3-20). Firstly, applying
Proposition 4.1 to (3-20) withc = py - - - po,q;"1 -+ - g, we obtain

. A S
. logq; log" g; T1 2 (log pi\ logp;
w3 16w - PRI
(nj+m;)/2 . .
Gt j=1 log R n’ )l 1og" R ) T huis iml logR ) pjlogR
1 R(m D)R(p1 -+ pag™ - g, b)
DIF DS _F

m=<N¢ (b,Npa+1++Pa+890+1qw)=1
DPlses Parqls--2q0 b

[l i o
X 1) Py 0 ’ )
0 k=1 n—e—5 ]()gR & dmrm Pl"‘pa+8q’1nl"'qglw IOgR

up to an error O (N ~€). The condition b < N?°?? has been removed at a negligible cost.

Secondly, we convert the sums over ¢; and p; in (4-59) into sums over distinct primes, requiring us to
break up the sums depending on whether some of the primes in the sums are equal or not, as well as the
order of the primes factors of b. It follows that E (7, m) is a sum of terms of the form

SN logg; \“ log" g; 1 R(m* b)R(q{" - q. b)
F(aaba C,d, e) = Z 1_[ <10gR qb~ o a; Z _2 Z (p(b)

J m
@1 ae j=1 j 108V R v ™ Vg1 q0=1

q; distinct b=b’qii1 gl
o0 A 2 b'x dx
Jr— O, | —1 ——VNg{'---q}" , (4-60
X/x=o k—1(x) Dy ”(1ogR og(4nm qr 4 log R (4-60)

up to an error term of size O (N ~€), where a;, b;, ¢;, and d; are positive integers, and the ¢;’s are integers.
Additionally, Y " a; = v and b; > 1 for some i (since n; +m; > 2 for some j), as well as b; > d; for
all j (since nj > m; in (4-59)).

As a result, the proof of Proposition 3.6 rests on the following lemma, which will also be useful in
Section 4.4.

Lemma 4.12. Let F(a, b.C.d. é) be defined as in (4-60) with aj, b, c;, d;’s being positive integers, e;’s
being integers, b; > d; forall 1 < j <«.Ifb; > 1 ord; < ¢; for some i, then F (a, b.C.d, ¢) < 1/logN.
Proof. Using the multiplicativity of the Ramanujan sums and the totient function ¢, observe that
Rm* D)R(qy" g b) _ Ry ---qi.qi'---q%) Rm>,bYR(m’, g7 ---q)R(1L, b))
¢(b) oy - ) p(b')

where b = b'q}" --- g% and (b', Ngi ---q¢) = 1. Apply (4-61) to (4-60). This allows us to rewrite
F@,b,¢,d,e) (w1thQ Ng{'---q;") as

, (4-61)

4 ; . . C .
~ (logg;\*" log" g, R(g]" - q¢ ,ql qf) R(m? g7 -+ q)
Z l_[ ¢ log R b a; ( . ) m?2
q1,--- qe  j=1 q lo 0og 'R m<NE ¢ q G
q; distinct R(m b’)R(] b) b Q
x Y / @b, log —— . (4-62)
@) =0 log R drm ) logR

'\ Nqi...qe)=1
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By Proposition 4.2, one observes that the sum over b’ in (4-62) is <« m€, and hence, (4-62) is
(log q; )af log" g;

log R qu log% R
The last m-sum is bounded by

|R(q7. q] )IIR(qi .q;) IR(g?. g IR(leli,CI,-Ci)I
( Z (m/)z e)(HZ i )<<1_[Z (2 et ’

(2 e ci
(m’,q1--pe)=1 i=11>0 q; (p(ql) i=11>0 q; QD(C] )

IR g%, g - g)| IR(m2, ¢¢" - - - q&)
w(q] e qil) m2—¢

j=1 m<N¢€
q] dlitlnct

once again due to the multiplicativity of the Ramanujan sums.

We now analyze the sum over ¢, primarily relying on (2-8) to bound the Ramanujan sums. When
2t < ¢; — 1, then R(ql ,ql ) = 0. When 2t = ¢; — 1, then R(ql ,ql N = qiz’. When 2t > ¢;, we have
R, qi) = 9(qi") < q;".

The sum over ¢ is O(qié Lei/ 2J) when d; > ¢;, and is O(g; Ielei/ 2J) when d; < ¢;, where the bounds

IR(g™, ¢)| < (g’) and |R(¢", ¢)| < qfi " were applied respectively. Therefore,

IOg q] aj loguj q]
F b d
@bcdo< ) <log R q?_/H_/—e lc;/2] log®/ R
q, dlstmct
log p log® p
< H( <log R) pbitni=€leil2l|og% R )’ (4-63)

where n; = 1dj<c_,~- Observe the following:

(1) Setx;:=bj+n; —€lc;/2]. The sum over p in (4-63) is O(1/log" R) when x; > 1, and is O(1)
when x; = 1.

(2) Suppose d; > c;. By assumption, we have b; > d; and so b; > c;. If b; =1, then x; = 1, and if
bj > 1, then x; > 1. Suppose d; < cj. Then x; > 1.

In particular, x; > 1 always holds and each of the p-sums in (4-63) is O(1).

By our assumption, there exists i for which either d; < ¢; or b; > 1 hold. In either case, we have x; > 1
and the i-th factor in (4-63) is thus < 1/1log"% R <« 1/log N (since a; > 0 by assumption). Taking the
product over all j’s, we may now conclude that F(a, b,%.d, ¢) < 1/log N. This completes the proof of
the lemma. O

Proof of Proposition 3.6 . By Lemma 4.12 and the arguments preceding (4-60), E (11, m) can be written
as the sum of finitely many terms of sizes O(1/log N) whenever n; +m; > 2 for some j. Note that the
number of such terms is independent of N. This completes the proof. O
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4.4. Analytic simplification of the main contribution. Recall the expression (3-20) for E (7, n) and the
fact that the main contribution comes from terms withw =0andn; =m;=1forall1 < j <n,ie,

a—1

" log log p;
A=_2X@zﬂn2jﬂ@@%ﬁ>fng§: ZjETEMmbmwl Pasb)

a=0 PloesDa j=1 <N (b,N)=1
b<N2022
Plseees Dalb
4 Dy D " /1 . 31 .
x N2 Jk-1<—m b p") I] ¢( ng’)x‘)(p’) O2Pi L O(N"9). (4-64)
Patto P b~/ N ot log R /pjlog R

Remark 4.13. (1) The coefficient (Z) comes from the choices of indices for the prime factors of b.

(2) We have truncated the a-sum in (4-64) to 0 < o < a—1 because the contribution from & > a—1 the term
is O(N~¢), which follows from the bounds Ji_;(x) < x, R(m?, b) <m* and R(p; - - - pu, b) < @ (D).

Applying Proposition 4.1 to (4-64), we have, upon simplification,

a—1 a—a—1 a—a—§—1

A= Z(Z) 3 (”g“) > (-1)"(”_‘;‘_5)H(a, 8)+ O(N™°), (4-65)
i=0

a=0 §=0
where
H(Ol 3) Z l—[ <logp]> Ingj Z L Z R(mz,b)R(Pl "‘Pa,b)
9 . . 2
PlosPats j=1 logR J pjlog R X m (b,NpaH---pafzSﬁ):l ¢(b)
Plse-sPa

o0 A 2 bx~/N dx
X / Ji1(0)Pp_g—s ( log ) . (4-66)
x=0 log R 4mwm/p1 - Pats ) 10g R

The rest of this subsection is dedicated to proving the following lemma.

Lemma 4.14.
H(x, ) =
—T“*%4W/ f P(x2) -+ p(hatstr)
(/ 5 (1) sin(27x; (14 x| 4+ - -+ |[Xgi1 | — [Xag2| = - — |xa+5+1|))dx1 B %d),,_a_(g(o))
27TX1 5
(loglog N)
X dX2 cee dxa+5+1 =+ (0] (W . (4—67)
First, we transform the sum over the primes py, ..., pe+s in H (e, §) to a sum over distinct primes.

Property 4.15. A distinctness condition can be added to (4-66) at the cost of an error of size O(1/log N).

Proof. The distinctness condition can be imposed to the sums over primes of (4-66) by inclusion-exclusion,
depending on which primes are equal. If p; = p; forsome 1 <i <a and o +1 < j <« +4, then the
corresponding term of H (¢, §) is zero due to the condition on the h-sum.
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Without loss of generality, we let py - - - py = qi‘l ... q;’f" and pyi1 - Pats = qaw++ll .. .q:?‘j;;/,

the primes ¢; are distinct and at least one u; > 1. To add in a distinctness condition to H (¢, §), our

where

inclusion-exclusion introduced terms of the form

> Tlo(lay ety Ly ReRDRG ey
uj . 2
o i \logR) gllogh R o om? L o(b)
q; distinct uy Uy

o A 2 bx~/N d
X Jec1(0) D5 log a al . (4-68)
1 U ey
x=0 og R 47tm~/q1‘ ...qa”H log R

148

After breaking up (4-68) based on the multiplicities of the prime factors of b, we appeal to Lemma 4.12
and find (4-68) is O(1/log N) since at least one u; > 1. This completes the proof. g

Upon inserting the distinctness condition to H (¢, §), we break up the terms based on the multiplicities
of the prime factors of b. Consider the b-sum of (4-66) over b’s of the form 2’ pfl -+ pex, where
(', p1-++py) = 1. Due to Lemma 4.12, if any of the ¢;’s is > 1, then the corresponding term is
O(1/log N). Thus, it suffices to consider the case when each of the ¢;’s is 1, i.e.,

logp;\ logp; i R(m*, b)R(p: - - - pa, b)
He ) = Z l_[ (10gR>pjlogR Z m?2 Z @(b)

PloesPats j=1 m<N¢ b=b'p1-pa

pi distinct (b ,Np1- pats)=1
o0 A 2 bx~/N dx
X 1) Dy lo + O(l/logN). (4-69
fx:()“()naa(lOgR g4nmm>low (1/10gN). (4-69)

The b-sum can be simplified with the multiplicativity of ¢ and the Ramanujan sums, R(q, g) = ¢(g),
and the conditions b = b'py - - - p, with (b', Np; - -+ pgss) = 1. In fact,

R(m?,b)R(p1 - pu, b) . R(m?,bYR(m?, p1--- po)R(1, D)
@(b) B P(b) '
Npi--: P

(4-70)

Applying this to (4-69), we have, with Q = ,
Pa+1 """ Pa+s

logp;\ logp; 1 )
H(a,$) = —R D
@d= Y H (logR plegRE —R(m?, p1-+- pa)
PloeosPats j=1 m<N¢
pi distinct

R(m2, b)R(1, b) 2 bxJO\ dx
x ) o) / Tt () ®1—a 5(1 ok ¢ drm )logR

(b',Np1-+-pays)=1

+0(1/logN). (4-71)

We are ready to apply Proposition 4.2 to the sum over b’ in (4-71). We first show that the contribution
of the error term of (4-3) to H(«, 6) is O ((log log N)?/(log N)'/ 2). Indeed, using the multiplicativity of



Moments of one-level densities in families of holomorphic cusp forms in the level aspect 269

the Ramanujan sums, the m-sum in this case is

R(m?, pi---ps) . (loglogN)*  (loglog N)? 1~ R(p?, pi)
<) m2 M T log N)12 < (log N)1/2 ) (m/)2—< [T(2 2—ey
(m', p1--pa)=1 i=1 “i>0 Pi @-72)
. (loglog N)* 1 ( R(p?’,p»)
1/2 2—e)t :
(log N)!/2 1 ‘

>0 i

When t =0, R(pz’ pi)=R(, pi)=1. Whent > 0, R(pl , Pi) = @(p;) < p;. From this, it is clear that
the sum over ¢ is O (1) (independent of p;) and the sum over m is O ((loglog N )2/ (log N Y172y, Our claim
follows by also considering the sums over primes and thus, setting M = Npy - - - py+s,

logp;\ logp; R m (M)
Ha, %)= Z lTqﬁ(logR)pjlogR Z mzR(m P pa)S((m,MOO)’1> M

Ploeess Pats j=1 m<N¢
pi distinct

1 n—a—3a . 2mx k2Q dx 1 —a—48 (IOg IOg N)2
=5 1 ¢ (0)" o —=—%), @73
X ( 2 /_OO¢>(x) Sln(logR o8 1672m? ) 2 x + 4¢( ) + (log N)!/2 ( )

The factor 8(
Since

#, 1> and the fact that N { m force m in (4-73) to take the shape p1 p:;ﬁfg
m, M

Npi -+ pa o(M) 1 5 1

Pa+1 """ Pa+s

we can then simplify (4-73) as

ate logp;\ logp; 1 R(pml P, pre Pa)
Hed= >, []é(7 ) DD T
ogR /pjlogR pj pn”_ pa)
Plsees Pa+s j=1 0<t,..., tyts <€log N 1 oa+s
pi distinct
00 1 R | -1 — .. d
X _l/ ¢(x)n—0l—(ssin 27TX 1+ 0gp1+ +ng0l ng()l+] ngﬂl-‘rS X
2 J - log R 2w x
+%¢(0>"—“—5)
loglog N)?
(oglog N =
(log N)1/2
Next, we show that the contribution over the complement of 1| = - - - =45 = 0 in (4-74) is negligible.
Indeed, upon inserting an absolute value, the quantity of interest is bounded by
a+$ 2t 21,
log pj IR(py", pDI - IR(py"™, pa)l
1<1}l<22(+8 Z 1_[ 10 JR Z 1 24 2to(+3a . ’ (4_75)
- Plseees Da+s j=1 pjlog 0<ty,...,tqrs<€log N Py a+6

Pj<R 10
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which is equal to

max "‘+5( Z logp; Z —IR(]??;;.P;/N)’ (4-76)
tsisets o (N R PilOgR (o e P}
where s; =1forl < j<aandOfora+1=<j<a+3.
We have |R(1, p*)| =1 when t; = 0, whereas the sum over t; > 1 is O(1/p;). When j #1i, the sums
over t;’s and p;’s are both O(1). When j =i, the sum over #;’s is O(1/p;) as the term with ; =0 is
absent. As a result, we have

log pi R( 2“, ) log p;

i log R 2
Pi<R pi 108 1<ti<elogN i p<R lg

Upon taking the product over j, we deduce that (4-76) is O(1/log N). Our claim follows.

It remains to consider the contribution when #; = --- = f,4.5 = 0 (and so m = 1). In this case, we
approximate [ | ; (1=1/pj) in (4-74) by 1 as the contribution from the rest of the terms in the expansion
of such a product is negligibly small. More precisely, we have

a+é
log p;\ logp;
H@.d)=(-D" Y 1_[ (E,ggl;{) e

Plse-es Pa+s j p] IOg R
pi distinct
X _1/00¢(x)n—a—8 sinl 27 x l+logpl+"'+10gpa_10gpa+l_'"_IngoH—B dx
2J-x log R 2w x

+;i¢>(0>"—“—5)

loglog N)?
(loglog N) 478)
(log N)1/2
where we use the identity R(1, p;--- py) = p(p1 - - po) = (—1%.
Property 4.16. Equation (4-78) holds with the distinctness condition in the prime sum removed.

Proof. In the process of removing the distinctness condition, we apply inclusion-exclusion and we are
left to show that the terms with p; = p; for some i # j can be eliminated as they contribute negligibly.
Indeed, suppose the condition in the sum of (4-78) is replaced by p; - - - pyas = qi” S qge, where g; # g
when i # j and where a; > 1 for some j. Now, such a contribution is bounded by

14 14 y4 .

log® g, log® g, log® g

Z 1_[ jlo ajR Z l_[ 110 a,R 1_[ Z 110 a/R (4‘79)
e j=1 CI] g qise.s =1 q] g j=1 “q;<R q] g

q, dlSt}?Ct qi < R
qi<

The last sum is O(1) and O(1/log® R) when a; =1 and a; > 1 respectively. Since a; > 1 for some j,
we find (4-79) is O(1/ log2 R). This completes the proof. O
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To complete the proof of Lemma 4.14, we apply the prime number theorem with partial summation to
each of the sums over primes in (4-78) without the distinctness condition. We find that

H(a,8) =—271707%(—1)® f / G(x2) - p(Xaris1)

dxy

s sin(27rx1 (14 [x2] 4+« + [Xa1] = [Xag2l = - = [Xags411)
X ] (x1) >
—00 TTX1

- %¢"_a_8(0)> dxy - -dxgis+41

(loglogN)z)
( (log N)1/2 )

as desired.

4.5. Proof of Proposition 3.7: combinatorial simplification of the main contribution. In this section
we finish the proof of Proposition 3.7 by applying Lemma 4.14 to (4-65) and simplifying. This step is
mostly combinatorial, although we need the following lemma.

o0
Lemma 4.17. / @ (y) (sin(z + 2w x|y|) + sin(z — 2w x|y|)) dy = 2sin(z)¢ (x).
—o0o
Proof. Using that sin(z 4+ 2w x|y|) + sin(z — 2w x|y|) = 2 sin(z) cos(2w xy) we have
o0 [e.8]
f #(y) (sin(z + 27 x|y|) + sin(z — 2w x|y])) dy = 2sin(z) f ¢(y) cosLmxy) dy

— 2sin(2) / $()Re(exp(2mixy)) dy

= 2sin(z)¢ (x)
as desired. O
Applying Lemma 4.14 to (4-65) gives
a—1 a—a—1 n O[—|—(S a—a—38—1 N —8
— 1\ e n—l—a—8,_ 1\«
A= 3 (s (") X ()t
a=0 §=0 i=0
o0 o0 R R
X/ / d(x2) - P(Xato+1)
—0oQ —0o0
o0 sin(2wx1 (14 x| +-- -+ |x —|x — o —x
y (/ # (xy) ( 1(1+ |x2] |2a+1| |Xq+2] | a+8+1|))dxl
oo TX1

- %¢n—a—8 (0)> dxp - dxgysy1

((log log N)?

—(log N2 ) (4-80)

Our first step is to eliminate the integral over ¢""*7%(0) in (4-80) when o + & > 0. We fix some v < a
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and collect the terms of (4-80) for which o 4+ 6§ = v:

—v—1

(Z(;)(_l)“)(ﬁ)z (")

a=0 i=0

xf / P(x2) - Py ) (—3¢" " (0)) dxy -+ dxppr.  (4-81)

By the binomial theorem, we have Z:{:o (;)(—1)"‘ =(1—-1)"=0for v > 0, so the sum over « in (4-81)
is 0 unless v = 0. Thus, the terms where o + § = v cancel when v > 0. When v = 0, we pull out the
—%gb” (0) term and find that

a—1 a—a—1 a—a—5—1

R TR (T
a=0 6=0 j

1= a—1 2
i:0

(log N)!/2

where

o0 o0 n n o0
I(a, 5)=/ / ¢(x2)"'¢(xa+8+l)f ¢" 0 (x1)

—0 —00 —00

sin(2wx (1 + |x2| + - -+ |x —|x - —x
8 (2mxi(1+ |x2] |2(j:;| |Xo+2] | “+5+1|))dx1---dxa+5+1. (4-83)
1

We simplify the first sum over « in (4-82), which we denote by A’. By Lemma 4.17 we have I («, §) =
201, 8§ —1)—I(ax+1,8 —1). We express A’ in terms of I («, 0) via the following result, where I (&, &)
remains defined by (4-83)):

b
. /8
Lemma 4.18. I(a,8) = 225—1(—1)-/< .)I(oz—i—j, 0).
j=0 /
Proof. We show by induction that

k
I(«, 3):sz—f(—l)f(k.)l(wrj,a—k), (4-84)
j=0 /
after which setting k = § proves the lemma. The base case k = 0 holds immediately. Suppose (4-84)
holds up to k. Using that /(«, ) =21 (a, 6 — 1) — I (¢ + 1,5 — 1) we have
k

I 8) =Y 2= ()Qla+j,6—k—=D)—I(@+j+1,6—k=1)
j=0

ko J((k+1 k .
=J§OZ (=D <(j+1)_(j)>l(“+1’5—k—1)

k+1 . .
= 2 =) (@ j, 8 —k—1) (4-85)
j=0 |

completing the inductive hypothesis and the proof of the lemma. U



Moments of one-level densities in families of holomorphic cusp forms in the level aspect 273

Proof of Proposition 3.7.. Apply Lemma 4.18 to (4-82), we have

a—1a—a—1

Z Z Z(a+5>((x:8>a “25 1( e (T 5)2" e ’(-)I(a+j,0). (4-86)

The terms are collected according to the values of w := o + j. Upon simplification, it follows that

o a—l—-aa—6—a—

v S ST (1)) e

w=0 a=0d=w—a i=0
We then make a change of variables § = £ + w — o and rewrite the sums above as

o a—l—-wa—Ll—w—1

L D i R
wulwa[w—

=" 122 0 S 3 0 () ()T @

Grouping terms based on the values m = £ +i and rearranging, we have

a w

e SEREIITS 3/ (15 S PR L Do L NI
i=0

m=

As a consequence of the binomial theorem, the sum over i is zero unless m = 0. Thus, summing over «
yields ()2 and so,

a—1
/ __ An—1 n 1\ ~
A =273 (M) (1)1 @, 0). (4-90)
=0
2
Applying this to (4-82), we find that A = (—1)"" 'R, a: ¢) + 0(%), where R(n, a; ¢)
o
was defined in (1-13). This completes the proof of Proposition 3.7. & O

5. Extending support for random matrix theory: proof of Theorem 1.3

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.3. We focus on the case where n > 3 as [21, Theorem 1.7] have
proved the n = 2 case.

In Section 5.1, we use results from [22] and [21] to reduce the proof of Theorem 1.3 to proving
Proposition 5.2, which gives a closed form expression for the quantity Q, (¢) defined in (5-4).

The rest of the section is dedicated to evaluating Q,(¢). In Section 5.2, we define the notion of a
system of parameters and of a t-class, and express Q,(¢) as a sum over these two objects in Lemma 5.12.
Lemma 5.12 splits Q,(¢) into a combinatorial piece and an integral piece. We evaluate the combinatorial
piece in Section 5.3. In particular, we calculate the contribution to Q,,(¢) from ¢-classes with t = 1
using Lemma 5.19, and show that the 7-classes with ¢t > 2 do not contribute in Lemma 5.20. Then, in
Section 5.4, we evaluate the integral piece, completing the proof of Proposition 5.2.
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5.1. Proof of Theorem 1.3 assuming Proposition 5.2. We calculate the n-th centered moments of
Z(U; ¢), denoted in Section 1.3 by Z,,(M; ¢), using the method of cumulants. Weyl’s explicit represen-
tation of Haar measure would allow us to compute the higher moments directly. However, to facilitate the
comparison with number theory, we use the cumulants as in [22] and [21]. The cumulants CZ (¢) and
C, (¢) are defined to satisfy the following equality of formal power series:

00 ¢
A .
Y CE@) = Jim logEsoun[expG-Z(U; ¢))], (5-1)
(=1 Y YA
D Cr@)y = lim logEsoun[expGZ(Us $))]. (5-2)
=1 T M
Given the first n cumulants, one can compute the first # moments. In particular, for n > 2, we have
@\ (CE@N"  n!
lim* Z,(M: )= ) ( : ) ( : ) : (5-3)
5 [ ! Vevik, !
M— o0 Ve 3k3 ity =n 2! n! kz. kn.
ijO
Now, set S(x) := sin(zx) and define
X

n—1 S (=1t n! Oo * A A
Ou@):=2"""%" > - w---w/ f GO - (xm)™

m=1 At =
Ai>

= X S(x1 —x2)S(x2 —x3) -+ - SXm—1 — X)) S (X +x1)dx1 - - dxpy.  (5-4)

Thanks to the next lemma, in order to prove Theorem 1.3, it suffices to calculate Q,(¢), which we do

in the subsequent proposition.

Lemma 5.1 [22, Section 2.1]. Let ¢ € S.c(R) with supp($) € [—2, 2]. Forn >3,

n’

COCN (@) = 0n(@) and €7 (9) =—0.(9). (5-5)
Forn >4, 00
C3 = €32 =2 [ ylgrPdy =of -6)
—o0
where aé is as in (1-13).
Proposition 5.2. Let ¢ € S,.(R) with supp(¢) € [—ﬁ, ﬁ] for some integer 1 < a < [n/2]. Let

R(n, a; ¢) be as in (1-13). Then
0n(9) =R(n,a; ¢). (5-7)

We complete the proof of Proposition 5.2 in Section 5.4. Assuming Proposition 5.2, we now prove
Theorem 1.3.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. By [21, Theorem 1.4], since supp(qB) - [—L L], we have Cf(q&) =0 for

n—a’ n—a
3 < j <n—a, as in this case the cumulants are the same as those of the Gaussian. Hence, restricting the

sum in (5-3) to those terms with k3 = - - - = k,,_, = 0 does not change its value. Moreover, a < [n/2]
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and ZZZZ Lke = n imply that k,,, k,—1, ..., kn—q+1 € {0, 1} and at most one of &k, k,—1, ..., kn—qg+1 18
equal to 1. Thus, we can rewrite (5-3) as

g e @)\ nl cE@\ (CE @)\ n!
A}I_I)noozn(M,(ﬁ)—l{neven}( > ) (n/2)!+ ; (2! ) n—o1 ) ol (5-8)

2ky+(n—L€)=n
0<f¢<a-—1

where the first term is from when k, = n/2. Observing that 2k, + (n — £) = n forces £ = 2k,, we have
1454 ]
. . + n/2
i 2, (M3 ) = L cven) (€5 (@) 20— DIl + kZO
=

nlCy . (9) (Cf @) )k2 . (5-9)
kz! (I’l — 2k2)' 2

Now, applying Lemma 5.1 and Proposition 5.2 to the right hand side of (5-9) and simplifying completes
the proof of Theorem 1.3 after comparing with (1-15). 0

5.2. Decomposition of Q,(¢). In this section, we work towards Proposition 5.2 by evaluating Q,(¢),

as defined in (5-4), when supp(q§) C [—L L] and a < [n/2]. The main result of this subsection

n—a’ n—a
is Lemma 5.12, which splits Q,(¢) into a combinatorial term and an integral term which we will then
evaluate separately.

Equation (5.27) of [21] gives (independently of the choice of support) that

o0 o0
Qn<¢>=2"—2/ / SO0 SOMKOL. sy dy1 -~ dyn, (5-10)
0 0
where
KGu.oom)=Y_ > P SR > nx{\z_’;=1n<z,j>e,»y,~\sl} (5-11)
m=1 A+...4+A,=n €1,....,6n{E1} l=1
}\,]‘21
and

+1if <Y Mo
—1 ifj> Y ke
5.2.1. Simplifying K (y1, ..., yn). Toevaluate Q,(¢), we first discuss how we will interpret the expression

K(yl,...,y,,)foryl,...,yne[O,ﬁ].

n, j) = { (5-12)

Definition 5.3. Throughout this section, if / C {1, ..., n}, we write
X1 = Xyt tyn=142 5,0 i) (5-13)
Definition 5.4. A system of parameters, abbreviated s.o.p., is an ordered tuple (m, Ay, ..., Ay, €1, ..., €,)

withl <m<n,A+---+A,=n,A; >1forall1 <i <m,ande; = %1 foreach 1 < j <n.

Given a system of parameters S, we may use ns(£, j) to denote the function 1 (¢, j) where the A; are
taken from S. When it is clear from context that the A; are taken from the s.o.p. S, we simply denote this



276 Cohen/Dell/Gonzalez/Khunger/Kwan/Miller /Shashkov/Reina/Sprunger/Triantafillou/ Truong/Peski/Willis

function n (¢, j). Fix n > 2a and an s.o.p. S = (m, Ay, ..., Ay, €1, ..., €,). Consider the product
m
1_[ Xy n(@jyejyil<y (5-14)
=1

from (5-11). Fix 1 < £y <m. In order to study (5-14), we study the complement of the indicator functions
in (5-14), given by

XUy nteo. jyesyil=1)- (5-15)
> n—a > n—a

that 2?21 n(lo, j)€jy; < —1 because a < [n/2]. Thus the indicator function (5-15) is identical to (5-13)

for a particular choice of /. Moreover, there exists y; € [O, ﬁ] such that (5-15) is nonzero if and only if

For yi,...,yn € [O L], if Z'}Zl n(Lo, j)€;jy; > 1 then we cannot find y|, ..., y, € [0 L] such

one of the following mutually exclusive conditions holds:
@ [{1=j=n:nl e =+1}|<a—1.
() {1 <j<n:nl, He;=~1}|<a—1.

In case (i), we define
Jop :={1<j=<n:nl,je; =+1} (5-16)

and say that Jy, has sign ¢y, = +1. In case (ii), we define
Jop ={l=j=n:nlo, je;=—1} (5-17)
and say that Jy, has sign ¢y, = —1. If neither case holds, then Jy, is undefined.

Lemma 5.5, If S=(m, A1, ..., Ap, €1,...,€y) isan s.o.p.and J C [1, n] is any subset, then there is at
most one £y € [1, m] and ¢ € {1} such that n(Ly,i)e; = ¢ fori € J and n(ly, j)e; = —¢ for j ¢ J.

Proof. Suppose £; > £y and that both ¢y and ¢; have this property for some ¢y and ¢;. Without

loss of generality, we assume that J = {i : n(£o,i)e; = —1}. It is clear that we cannot also have
I ={i:nl,i)e = —1}, so we may assume that I = {i : n(£1,i)e; = +1}, but then we must have
n(€o, j) = —n(£y, j) for all j, and this is clearly impossible. U

In particular, if J,, and J,, are both defined, then J,, # Jy,.

Definition 5.6. For an s.o.p. S=(m, A1, ..., Ay, €1,...,€), let {€1,..., ¢} C{1,..., m} be the set of
indices for which Iy, is defined. Set
J(S) = 1{Jey, ..., Jo}, (5-18)
and define
I1(S):={hL,..., I} (5-19)

to be the subset of elements of J(S) which are minimal with respect to inclusion. That is, 7 (S) consists
of those elements of J(S) which do not strictly contain any other elements of J(S). By Lemma 5.5, for
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each i € [1, r] there is a unique ¢; such that I; = J,. Finally, define the function

o= Y D X )G ), (5-20)

i=1 1<ji<-<ji<r
and the quantity
(_1)m+1 n!

Al Al

The next lemma for o5 resembles the Mdbius inversion formula from elementary number theory.

A(S) = (5-21)

Lemma 5.7. For any s.o.p. S, we have

—1 ifxXii, ..., yn) =1 forsomel € I(S),
oSy = A ) = L (5-22)
0 otherwise.
Proof. Fix (y1, ..., yn). Suppose there are k elements in /(S) whose support contains (yi, ..., y,). If

k = 0 the result is immediate. Now, for k > 1 and 1 <i <k, there are (ll‘) terms in the i-th summand of

with coefficient (—1)’ and all the other terms vanish. Thus we have

k
k .
Gs(yl"yn):Z(l)(_l)l=(1—1)k—1=—1 OJ
i=1
We now reformulate the quantity from (5-11) in terms of A(S), defined in (5-21).

Lemma 5.8. For (y1, ..., y,) € [0, 21",

> n—a
n
KOty =3 (=D Y Gy X0 osy) Y ACS), (5-23)
t=1 (Iy,..., I;) s.0.p. S with
valid I,...I;el(S)

Proof. The product (5-14) vanishes at (yy, ..., y,) if and only if there is some J € J(S) such that X is

supported at (yy, ..., Y,), (and thus) if and only if there is some I € I(S) such that X; is supported at
(y1, -+, Yu). So, by Lemma 5.7,
m
[Txus e nemiznGrs ey =1+ Gr, -+ ya). (5-24)
=1

Substituting (5-24) into (5-11), we have

. —1ymt! !
KOy =Y > (17)1 )\1!.’?.)\’”!-2’14—2A(S)as(y1,...,yn). (5-25)

m=1A1+...4+A,=n 5.0.p.’s §
)\jZl
Now, we apply an identity given by Soshnikov [45],
=log(1 1) = n 5-26
z=log(l+(e*—1)) Zz Z Z m Al Ayl (5-26)
n=1 m=1 AM+--4+A,=n

}hjzl

to conclude that the first sum in (5-25) is 0. Expanding the second sum using the definition of o5 from
(5-20) and rearranging completes the proof. O
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5.2.2. Simplifying Q,(¢). In this section, we simplify Q,(¢) by applying Lemma 5.8 to the quan-
tity Q,(¢) as in (5-10). First, we define further notation which allows us to express Q,(¢) (through
Lemma 5.12) in terms of combinatorial quantities which we then compute in Section 5.3.1 and 5.3.2.
The symmetric group S, acts naturally on sets of (unordered) #-tuples of subsets of [1, n] by permuting
the elements in each subset of each tuple. Take such a t-tuple (11, ..., I;) and some I; = {iy, ..., ix}.
Given some permutation T € §,,, we have t(/;) = {t(iy), ..., t(ix)}. Let Xy - X, and xj, --- xJ, be
elements of €2 such that there exists a permutation T € S, so that for each 1 < ¢ <¢, t(ly) = J;. Then,

[ [ 000 B0,y = )1 ey =0, (52D

This motivates the following definition.

Definition 5.9. The symmetric group S, acts naturally on sets of (unordered) ¢-tuples of subsets of [1, n],
as described above. An orbit of this action is called a ¢-class.

For a t-class C, we define

/Cdyrzfo /0 PO - BODX Y1y s Yu) dyr -+ - dyn, (5-28)

where X := X Lo X with (I, ..., I;) e C. Equation (5-27) shows that the integral f C dy is well-defined.

Definition 5.10. We call an unordered tuple (/y, ..., I;) of subsetsof {1, ..., n}validif I, ..., I, € I(S)
for some s.o.p. § and X; --- X, is supported at some point in [O, ﬁ]n

We can extend this definition to a z-class.
Definition 5.11. We call a ¢-class valid if it contains at least one valid tuple.

We are now ready to prove the main result of the section.

Lemma 5.12. For an s.o.p. S and a t-class C, set

TS, C):=#{1,....1neC:Li,....1; €l(S)}. (5-29)

We have ;
Qu(@)=2"7) (=1 ), ( > T(.0) A(S)) / Cdy. (5-30)

t=1 valid f-classes C “s.0.p.’s S

Proof. Given a valid r-class C, there is a valid tuple (11, ..., I;) € C for which X, --- X, is supported
at some point (yi, ..., y,) € [—nia, ﬁ]n Therefore, if T € Sy, then x¢(1,) - - - Xz(,) is supported at
(Yz(1)s - - - » Ye@))- Since S, acts transitively on C, this means that every tuple in C is valid. Now, applying
Lemma 5.8 to (5-10) and grouping tuples into ¢-classes completes the proof. (|

5.3. Computing the combinatorial piece. In this section, we calculate > | T'(S, C) A(S) for valid #-classes
C, where T'(S, C) and A(S) are defined as in (5-29) and (5-21), respectively. In Section 5.3.1 we find a
closed form for the case ¢ = 1, and then in Section 5.3.2 we show that when ¢ > 2 the quantity vanishes.
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5.3.1. Computing for valid 1-classes. In this section, we compute the terms in (5-30) for which r = 1.
We first classify the valid 1-tuples.

Lemma 5.13. If I and J are subsets of [1, n] such that |I U J| > a, then X; - x; is identically zero on
=i

Proof. Let I and J be as in the hypotheses, and assume for contradiction that both y; 4+ ---+ y, >
14+2% ;v and y; +---+y, > 1+22jej y; for some (yi, ..., yn) € [0, ﬁ]n Since y, < ﬁ for

every h, 3 a5y Yo < 1,80 we must have that 3., yi < ;¢\, vj and similarly 375, v; <o Vi
by our assumptions. Adding these inequalities gives

Yoyt yi< D v+ Y v (5-31)

iel jeJ iel\J jeN\I
which is a contradiction, as all the y,’s are nonnegative and the terms on the right are a subset of those on
the left. O

Lemma 5.14. If [ is a subset of [1, n], then the 1-tuple (I) is valid if and only if |I| <a — 1.

Proof. If |I| > a — 1, then (1) is not valid by Lemma 5.13, taking both subsets to be /.

Now suppose |I| <a—1. Let y; =1/(n —a) for each j ¢ I and let y; =0 for each i € I. It is clear
that X; (1, ..., y») = 1. Now consider the system of parameters S = (m, Ay, ..., Ay, €1, ..., €,), Where
m=1,A; =n,and ¢, = —1 if and only if i € I. Clearly, I € I1(S). Therefore, (/) is valid. O

It follows from Lemma 5.14 that the valid 1-classes are exactly the classes
Cr={DH:1<(L,n]|ll=f} (5-32)
with0 < f <a-—1.

Lemma 5.15. Let1 < f <a—1. Let S = (m, Ay, ..., A, €1, ..., €,) be a system of parameters with
m > 2 and suppose (I) € Cy is such that, for some 1 < £ < m, we have I = J, € J(S). Define
ANg:=A+---+Ap. Then I € I(S) ifand only if [Ag—1 + 1, Agd L T and [Ag+ 1, A1) £ 1. If €L = m,
then we set [A,, + 1, A1) to [1, Al =1[1, Aq]

Proof. Assume without loss of generality that J, has sign ¢, = —1,i.e., Jy ={j :n¢, j)e; = —1}.
For any ¢’ < ¢, we have
) _{—77(5/,])6,/' if jelAp+1, Agl,
nit, je; = ;. o
n(, e if jE[Ae+1, Al
If[Ae—1+ 1, A¢] € Jg, then Jo—y = Jp N [Ae—1 + 1, A¢] € Jp. In particular, J; is not minimal, so
Jo ¢ 1(S). Similarly, if [A¢+ 1, Agr1] S Jo then Jop = Jp N [A¢+ 1, Agyq] so Jp is not minimal.
Now assume Jy is not minimal, so there exists some Jy» C Jy.
First, suppose the sign of Jy is ¢ = —1. Suppose that ¢’ < £. By (5-33), Jo N [Ap + 1, Af] =
JoN[Ap+1, Ag], while JpN[Ag+1, A¢]land JeN[Ap+1, Ag] are disjoint with union [Ay+1, Ag]. So,
so Jp C Jy implies [Ag—1+1, Al S [Ap+1, A¢] C Jp. Similarly, if £/ > £, we have [Ag+1, Ag1]1 C Jp.

(5-33)
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Next suppose that sign ¢ = 1. Suppose that ' < £. By (5-33), Ju N[Ap+1, Al =JeN[Apy+ 1, Ag],
while Jy N [Ag + 1, A¢] and J; \[Ag + 1, Ag] are disjoint with union [1, n] N [Ag + 1, A¢]. Since J;
is not minimal, we must have [A; 4+ 1, Ay 1] C[1, n]~[A¢—1+ 1, A¢] C J;. When £’ > £, by the same
reasoning we have [Ay_1 + 1, A¢] C Jp. U

Lemma 5.16. Fix1 < f <a — 1. We have

1
— 1 (1) _1\¢c+d+1 B
Z T(S,Cp AS)=2n1(=1)" Y (=DF*'G(n, f,c,d) e (5-34)
s.0.p.’s § ct+d<n
with m>2 c,d>0
where J J
n n—c n— n—c—
s rea=()- (L) -(T (70 e
Proof. Let S = (m, Ay, ..., Ay, €1, ..., €,) denote a variable system of parameters. By Lemma 5.5, we
can rewrite T'(S, Cy) as
m
T(S,Cyp)= Z Lijer(s)and #Ji=f) - (5-36)
(=1

We sum over systems of parameters by first summing over all values of m, then summing over all possible
values of ¢, then summing over all possible values of ¢ = A; and d = A1, then summing over all possible

values of A1, ..., A, and finally summing over all possible choices of €1, ..., €,. For fixed m, A1, ..., Ay,
the €1, ..., €, and Jy, {¢ uniquely determine each other, so we may rewrite the innermost sum as
> A Lens mdsti=n =AS) > Y Lyens)- (5-37)
(e,)e{£1}" Cee{x1} =1

By Lemma 5.15, the sum over J; is G(n, f, ¢, d), since we can choose a general f element subset in (';)
ways, and we need to subtract off when the ¢ element subset [A; +---+Xe—1 + 1, A1 +---+ 1] S 1 or
when the d element subset [A{ +---+As+ 1, A1 4+---4+ Xey1] € I. Then, we add back in the case when
both subsets are contained in J; since we have double counted it. Finally, there are two choices for ¢.
We have

n.om (_1)m+1 !
Y TES.CHA®=) > > > Al!"?‘km!ZG(n,f,c,d). (5-38)

m
5.0.p.’s S m=2 (=1 c¢,d>1 A+FAn=n
with m>2 ct+d=n Ai>1, p=c, gt 1=d

Noting that for each value of £ the inner summand is the same, we can set £ = m — 1 and write

G, f,c,d) (—1)m+! 1
E T(S,Cyr)A(S) =2n! E E E . (5-39)
T ad l... |
5.0.p.’s S c,d>1 cld! — Al A2 m Ap! Am—2!
with m>2 c+d<n =n—c—d

The sum over m equals (—1)"T¢+t4+! /(n — ¢ —d)!, which follows from evaluating the coefficient of 7" in

=n"* ., . 1 (=™
Z ol e Tt —1 Z 2 FOTRW (5-40)

n=0 n=0 m=1 A ++An=n

)szl
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Applying this to (5-39) gives

1
_ _1\n _1\ctd+1 _
Z T(S,Cp) A(S)=2n!(=1)" > (=1) G(n,f,c,d)(n_c_d)!c!d!. (5-41)
$.0.p.’s N c+5i§1n
with m>2 c,d>

Now, we can extend the sum to include when ¢ = 0 or d = 0 to complete the proof as in this case
G, f,c,d)=0. O

We complete our evaluation of the case when m > 2 with the following lemma, proven in Appendix C.1.
Lemma 5.17. Fix1 < f <a— 1. We have
Y rs.cpa® =2} ) -, (5-42)

s.0.p.’s §
with m>2

Now we evaluate the case when m = 1.

Lemma 5.18. Fix1 < f <a— 1. We have

Y TS, Cp A =2(”). (5-43)
, ‘ f

5.0.p.’s S

with m=1
Proof. Welet S = (1, A1, €1, ...,€,) denote a variable system of parameters. Since m = 1, we have
A =nand A(S) = (b ]) ”' =1 for all S. Now, as in (5-37), we may rewrite the sum over €;, ..., €, as a

sum over Ji, ¢j. Slnce m= 1, any f-element J; € J(S) will be minimal. So,

> TE.CHAS =AE) Y Z Lersn= Y. Z 1=2("). O

5.0.p.’s S G e{£l} #1= G e{£l} #1=
with m>2

Adding (5-42) and (5-43) gives the main result of the section.
Lemma 5.19. Fix1 < f <a—1. Then
Y T(S.Cp)AS) :2(—1)"+f+1(;). (5-44)

5.0.p.’s S
5.3.2. The vanishing of valid t-classes for t > 2. In this section, we show that all terms with > 2 in
(5-30) vanish. Our main result is the following.

Lemma 5.20. Let C be a valid t-class with t > 2. Then

> T(5,0)AS) =0. (5-45)

5.0.p.’s §
Throughout this section, let S = (m, Ay, ..., Ay, €1, ..., €,) be a system of parameters, C a valid
class, and (I, ..., I;) € C a tuple of subsets of [1, n] such that for each 1 < i < ¢, there is some ¢;

and ¢, € {£1} such that I; ={j : n(¢;, j)e; = ¢, }. Le., I; = Jy, with sign ¢y, Reorder the I; so that
by <ty <--- <t andset I/ :=1; — ﬂtkzl Iy and j; = Ay, = Ziizl Ax. To begin, we prove lemmas which
characterize (11, ..., I,).
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Lemma 5.21. Set I} = J;, with sign {p, and suppose there is some minimal T such that IT = Jo, with
sign Cop = —C¢,. Then, for all i > T, we have I; = g, with sign {y, = —0y,.

Proof. Assume without loss that {,, = —1so Iy = {j : n(£y, j)€; = —1} and let T be the smallest value
such that I ={j : n(¢r, j)€; = 1}. Suppose there exists some s > T such that Iy = {;j : n({,, j)e; =—1}.
Ifj<jr_jorj>jg,thenn(lr, j)=ns, j),s0 jelpUlgso[l, jr_1]JU[js+1, n] C IrUI;. Similarly,
it j€l[jr—1+1, jsl. then n(€r—y, j) = —n(&s, j), so j € Ity Ul so [jr—1+ 1, js] € Ir—; U L. Since
[1, jr—1JUjs + 1, n]U[jr—1+ 1, js] =[1,n] and a < n/2, we must have that either |I7 U I;| > a or
|[I7—1 U] > a. Then, by Lemma 5.13, C is not valid, a contradiction. Thus such an s cannot exist so
Ii ={j:n;, j)ej=+1}foralli > T. O

Lemma 5.21 shows that the sign of (Iy, I, ..., I;) can switch at most once. This motivates the
following definition.

Definition 5.22. The transition point of ({1, . .., I;) is the smallest T such that o, = —¢,,. If I, Lo, ..., I,
all have the same sign (so that no such 7T exists), then we set T = 1.

Lemma 5.23. Let T be the transition point of (11, ..., I;). Then

t
Ul =I;_ VI =[1,nl\[ir-1 + 1, jrl, (5-46)
i=1
I NIy =2, and (5-47)
t
N L=Ir1NIr S ljir1+1, jrl, (5-48)
i=1

taking indices cyclically in [1, t] and intervals cyclically in [1, n] so that I(/) =1/ and Iy == I; and
Ljo+ 1, jil=1j:+1,n]U[1, ji]. Additionally, if 1 <i <t withi #T — 1, then

(LN + 1, i) U (L NG+ L i) = Ui + 1, il and (5-49)
(LN + L jia) 0 (L NG+ 1 jig]) = 2. (5-50)

In other words, the restriction of I; and I;1\ to the interval [j; + 1, ji+1] forms a partition of the
interval. Ifi =t and T # 1, again taking indices and intervals cyclically, we set 1,11 = I and
e+ L al=10+1,n]U[l, j1].

Proof. We consider indices and intervals cyclically in [1, #] and [1, n] respectively, as in Lemma 5.23.
For j € [jr—1+1, jr], the value n(¢;, j)€;¢, is independent of i since for any i, i’ either Ce;/&e, and
n(;, j)/ny, j) are both 1 or both —1. So, for any j € [jr_| + 1, Jr] either j € I; for all i of j ¢ I; for
alli. So, Ui, I C [1,n]~ [jr—1 +1, jrland i, LN Ljr—1 + 1, jrl = Ir—1 N Ir N [jr—1 + 1, jrl.
For j ¢ [jr—1+1, jr], we have n(¢r—1, j) =n(lr, j) and so n(r—1, j)€j, Sory = —n(lr, j€j, Loy
So, every j & [jr—1+1, jr]belongs to exactly one of I;._, and I.. We conclude that | Ji_, I/ =1} NI} C
(L nlN[jr—1+1, jrland Ir_1NI7 C[jr—1+1, jrl. So, Ir.iNIrNjr—1+1, jrl=Ir NIy =i, L.
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Fori #T — 1, we have n(¢;, j) = —n(¢;41, j) if and only if j € [j; + 1, ji4+1]. Since ¢y, = &, this
means 1({;, j)€;S,, = —n(iv1, j)€;Le,, if and only if j € [j; +1, ji+1]. Hence, each j € [ji + 1, ji41]
is contained in exactly one of /; and /;,, as desired. O
Definition 5.24. Foreach 1 <i <, set

ric= L0+ 1, jigldl and  spc= Lo NG+ 1, jig]l (5-51)
We call the ordered tuple (T, ry, 51, ..., r, 8¢) the structure of (I, ..., I;) in § where T is the transition
point of (Iy, ..., I;). f (T, ry, sy, ..., 14, S;) is a structure for some (Iy, ..., I;) € C, we call it a valid

structure for C.

By Lemma 5.23, ry_) = s7_1 = ’ﬂ;zl Ik’. Lemma 5.23 also shows that wheni AT — 1, r; +s; =
Iji + 1, jix1ll = ji+1 — ji = Ae;+1 +- - -+ Ag,,, . The following lemma shows that the two tuples with the
same structure are in the same 7-class.

Lemma 5.25. Let C be a valid t-class and let (11, ..., 1;) € C such that (I, ..., I;) € I(S) for some
s.o.p. S. Let (J1, ..., J;) be another tuple such that (J1, ..., J;) € I (P) for some s.o.p. P. If the structure
of (I1, ..., I;) in S is the same as the structure of (J1, ..., J;) in P, then (J1,...,J;) € C.

Proof. We first set notation. Set S = (m, A1, ..., Ay, €1,...,€) and P = (m, A}, ..., A, €],...,€).
Setfy <--- <{; and £} <--- < £ such that [; = {j : ns(¢;, j) = ¢y} and J; = {j : np(l}, j) = S
Lastly, define j; = Zi’: | A and j = Zi’;l A

Without loss of generality, we may assume ¢, = ¢/, or else we may replace each €; with —¢;. Since
(Ii,..., 1) and (J1, ..., J;) have the same structure, for each i, we have

L0+, i = [50GE+ 1 i)l and LN+ 1 jia]| = [T 0L+ 1 i1 (5-52)

Let T € S, be the permutation that maps the k-th smallest element of |I; N [j; + 1, ji+1]| to the k-th
smallest element of |J; N [j[.’ +1, jl./+1]| and the k-th smallest element of |/;..1 N [j; + 1, ji+1]] to the k-th
smallest element of |J; 11 N[5+ 1, j/, 11

Since t([j; + 1, ji+1]) = [jl./+ 1, jix1l, foralli € [1,¢] and j € [1, n] we have n(¢;, j) = n(Z;, 7(j)).
Since (Iy, ..., I;) and (Jy, ..., J;) have the same transition value 7" and we assumed ¢y, = Sor, we have
¢, = ¢y for all i. Moreover, for j € [ji + 1, ji+1] we have n(¢;, j)€;g, = n(e, r(j))eé(j)g“g; so that
;(j). But this is true for all i, so in fact €; = e;(j) for all j € [1,n]. So, for all i € [1,¢] and
J € [1,n] we have n(€;, j)e;te, = n(L;, t(j))e;(j)g“g;. It follows that (I, ..., ;) = (J1,..., J;) so
Ji,..., ) ecC. a

€j=6

Lemma 5.25 shows that if a structure is valid for C, then all tuples with that structure are in C. Thus in
order to calculate Y T (S, C) A(S), we can first sum over all valid structures for C and then count tuples
and s.o.p.s with that structure. All that remains is to determine when (11, ..., I;) € I(S).

Lemma 5.26. Suppose I, ..., I, € J(S). Then, I,...,1, € I(S) if and only if for each 1 < i <t,
i —Ae +1, il € 1 and [ i + 1, ji + A1) € 1.
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Proof. Note that I; € J(S) implies #I; < a — 1. So, this is an immediate corollary of Lemma 5.15 which
says I; € [(S)if and only if [j; — Ay, + 1, i1 £ I; and [j; + 1, ji +Ae,1] £ 1. O

Lemma 5.27. Let C be a valid t-class with t > 2. Then

> T(S.0)A(S) (5-53)
5.0.p.’s S
is a sum of terms of the form
d (-1
Yo Y ———H(fg ) (5-54)
d=1 puiegpg=p 11T HE
mi=>1
for some f and g, where
(N _(f—m\ _ (f—Ha f—m1—na
H(f,g,m,ud).—(g) (g_m) ( g )+( o— 1y ) (5-55)

Proof. Let C be a valid ¢-class. By Lemma 5.25, when summing over all s.0.p.s, we can first sum over
all valid structures, and then over all s.o.p.s and tuples with that structure. To do this, we can sum over
all m, then over all possible values of ¢y, ..., ¢;, thenover all Ay,..., A, suchthat A; +---+ A, =n
and A1 +---+ Ay, =1 +s5; foreachi # T — 1. Now we use Lemma 5.26 to determine the
summand. We can pick the elements of ﬂfc:] I, which by Lemma 5.23 is a subset of [jr—; + 1, jr], in
G(jr — jT—1, 7T, Aoy, Ag;) Ways, where G is defined as in (5-35). Next, we choose the r; elements of
I; contained in the interval [ j; + 1, jiy1]in H (r; +5;, i, Ag; 41, Ag,,,) Ways. Then, there are two possible
choices for the sign ¢, of I and then the signs for the rest of the I;’s follow because the point of transition
T is fixed. The choice of ¢, and each r;-element set [ j; +1, ji+-1]1N/; determines all €, so they determine
exactly the same data as the ;.
Lastly, we multiply by A(S). We have

> T(S.0)-AS) = > Z > >

5.0.p.’s S (T,r1,81,....,12,8;) m=11<l<---<l;<m AM++An=n
a valid structure for C )\.[[+1+"'+}»[,.+1 =riy1+Si+1 foreachi #T
rizl (_l)m—H n!
X 2G(u, v, Ay, Ag,+1) 1_[ H(ri +si,riy Agpv1s Aoy, .
Al A!
1<i<t m
i£T—1
For each structure, we can fix some i = T — 1, which exists since ¢ > 2, to see that this is a sum of terms
of the form
Ti+si (—l)d
E E ﬁH(ri‘i‘si,ri’Ml,lﬁd)- O
d=1 p1+-+pug=ri+s; K Ha:

mi=1

We finish the calculation with the following combinatorial lemma, proven in Appendix C.2.
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Lemma 5.28. Fix f, g and let H(f, g, |11, ta) be as in (5-55). Then

f (1)
Z Z ———H(f, 8 n1, na) =0. (5-56)
d=1 “1++Md=f I’Ll' /-/Ld.
Hi=1
Combining Lemmas 5.27 and 5.28 completes the proof of Lemma 5.20. O

5.4. Computing the integral piece. In this section we complete the proof of Proposition 5.2 by calculating
the integral | C dy appearing in (5-30). Applying Lemmas 5.20 and 5.19 to 5.12 gives

0n(¢) =2""(=1)" 2(—1)6(’2 ) /O T /0 B0 B Kt i dy (557)
Next we define _

E(¢) = fo T /O B0 POt 11—y 1 1 (5-58)

Ei(¢):= /_z . /_Z P -+ GO Xl +-+3nel Iyt =gl 1AV AV (5-59)

Equation (5-57) equals
a—1
0,¢)=2""'(=1)" Y (~1(, (@), (5-60)
=0

We express Q,(¢) in terms of Ee (¢) with the following lemma.

Lemma 5.29. Let ¢ € S,c(R) with supp(¢) € [—-L, -1 ]. Then

a—1
n— n n\g¢
0,(9) =221 Y (=11 (} )& ). (5-61)
=0
Proof. Given supp(qa) - [—ﬁ, ﬁ] andt <a—1,if |[y1 4+ -+ Vot = [Yn—t41l — - - — |yul > 1, then

either at most i <a — 1 —¢ of the y;’s in the first absolute value are nonnegative and the rest are negative
orat mosti <a—1—1t of the y;’s in the first absolute value are nonpositive or zero and the rest are
positive. Moreover, the sign of y; + - - - y,_; matches the second group. There are ("l_’ ) ways to choose
these indices and we introduce a factor of 2 from choosing the sign of y; + - - - + y,—,. Lastly, since b is
even, we multiply by a factor of 2 to account for changing the limits of integration over y,_;41, ..., Yu.
Thus we have
00 00 a—1—t
E@ =27 [ [Taon-- ¢3<yn>< > ("7 x{yﬁ...ﬂni,_yn,.,H_..._M}) iy, ey,
a—1—t n—t =
=2 3 (" s, (5-62)

i=0
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Applying the identity
¢ ¢
S ()5 = ()X ()= (a-2= (e

to (5-60) gives
a—1 4

o) =21 Y a2 (1) ().

£=0 =0
Switching the order of summation and setting i = £ —t gives
—1—t

0. (@) =2"2(—1>"QZ_](—1)‘(’Z)<2’“GZ (”,._l)sm(cb)).
t=0

i=0
Applying (5-62) gives the desired result.

We complete the evaluation of Q,(¢) by computing E, (0).
Lemma 5.30. Let ¢ € S,c(R) with supp(¢) C [, —L-]. Then we have

Ei(9) =9"(0)

00 o A 00 (2 1+ Lot
_2/ / ¢(xe+1)~--q5(x2)/ ¢n—[(x1)51n( x1(1 4 |x2] |x1+1|))

—00 27'[)61

fort <a-—1.
Proof. We apply to (5-59) the change of variables given by

X1 =1 Y1 =X

X2=y1+y Y2 =X —X|

_ \yn—¢ _
Xn—t =21 Vi  Yn—t =Xn—g — Xn—t—1

Xn—0+1 = Yn—t+1 Yn—t+1 = Xn—t+1

Xn = Yn Yn = Xn,
obtaining

~

ge(¢)=/ / Gx1)Pp(x2 —x1) - -~ P (Xn—p — Xn—e—1)

X PXn—p41) = D) Xt |~ (ngt [+ ) > 1} AXT - - -

(5-63)

(5-64)

(5-65)

dx1 s ‘d.x[+1

(5-66)

(5-67)

dx,. (5-68)

Repeatedly applying the identity ffooo f (v)g(u —v)dv = ]/‘E(u) (which arises from the convolution

theorem) to (5-68) gives

gz(¢)=/ / &:Z(xn—i)é(xn—i-i-l)"'Qg(xn)X{lx,,_gl—(\xn_/CH|+---+|xn|)>1}dxn—£"

~dxp. (5-69)
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We rename x,,_; to X1, X,—¢+1 t0 X2, and so on until x,, to xy1. This and the identity

Xtbxrl = (ol e D>1 = 1= X{bei| <14+t brep 1} (5-70)
gives

o o o n n
Er = [ o [ R0 Bl (Xt dr 5T
—00 —00
Distributing and using the identity ¢ (0) = f_oooo qAS(x)dx, we have

ge(¢)=¢"(0)—/ / ¢7’:€(x1)¢3(xz)"'¢A5(X6+1)X{|x1|§1+|x2|+---+|xe+1|}dxl coedxeyr. (5-72)

Fix x5, ..., xgy1 and set Sy(x1) = sin(Qwx; (1 4 |x2| + - - - + |x¢+1])) /(2w x1). We have the identity

Xt <14t ) (1) = 28 (x1), (5-73)
which follows from the Fourier pair
sin(2 Ax) > 1 ix
— = — < “du. 5-74
T f_oo 5 Xlui=aje u (5-74)
Thus Plancherel’s theorem gives us (5-66), as desired. Il

Applying Lemma 5.30 to (5-61) and comparing with (1-13) completes the proof of Proposition 5.2.

Appendix A. Proof of Lemma 3.1

Proof. We begin by imposing a distinctness condition on the sum over primes in (2-40). Fix a partition
n=(ny,...,ng) of n, where 1 <n; <---<ngandny +---+n, =n. We want to write p;--- p, =
gy' ---q,". If the parts of our partition are distinguishable, then by the multinomial theorem there are
( n ) _ n! (A1)
niy..., Ny (ny!) -+ - (ng)
ways to do this. Let r,(72) denote the number of values of i for which n; = x in the partition 7. Because

the parts of our partition which are the same size are indistinguishable, the number of ways to write
plpn:qi” qzle lS

n
- n 1
o (i) = (nlng)]_[; (A-2)
j=1
Thus
(n) 4 nj nj
S. N . ~1 . J 21 . j
2=y Y e ¥ TI(0(0%) (o))
1 \/N 1<t<n ﬁ::(nl ..... ne) qﬂN ..... q[)(N j=1 Og \/% Og
I<ni<--<ng q; distinct
ne=n X (Ap(NAp(g)™ - dp(go)™),. (A-3)

Now that we have a distinct sum over primes, we want to apply the multiplicative properties of Fourier
coefficients given in Lemma 2.7. We do some careful bookkeeping in the process. We will sum over tuples
m=(my, ..., mg) which are admissible to a given partition 7. This means that m; <n;, n; =m; (mod 2),
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and if n; =n; withi < j then m; < m;. This last condition means that we order the m;s for each fixed
value of n;.

For some fixed 7, m with m admissible to 7, let s, (71, m) be the number of values of i for which
(nj, m;) = (x, y). For each value of x, the number of ways to order the indices i for which n; = x is

ry(n)!

=S (A-4)
H;:] sx,j(n, m)‘
Define the auxiliary function
n . - ’
T Y g — (A-5)
i=1 Hj:l si,j(n, m)!
and let 1, ,, be the coefficient of A s (p™) in the expansion of A ¢ (p)" (see (2-29)), so that
n
AP =) tamd s (P™). (A-6)
m=0

Note that 1, , = 1 for all n. Expanding the Fourier coefficients with (2-29) and using (2-27), we have

Sy (N) I
WUN Z Z Z on)t(n,m) Z

1<t<n n:=(ny,...,ng) m admissible to 7 @1iN,....qIN
I<n<--<ng q; distinct
ni+--+ng=n

IOg q; / 210g q; & m m
| | t Ar(Ng!™t g, 9) .. (A7
X ("1 m] (log R) (\/q_jlog R < f( q 4y ))* ( )

We want to separate (7, m) into a part with n; = m; and a part with n; < m;. Let

b b b
=(ny,ny,...,n,)

denote the subpartition of 7 with n; > m;, and

it = (n?,ng,...,ng_w)

denote the subpartition of 7 with n; = m;. The analogous notation holds for m. Set > nlb =n/, so that
an =n—n'. We have

o = n! 1
ocm)t(n,m)= ——— =S
nil--ong!t 233 L i(n,m)!
i=1j=1 "
n i—1 n
n! (n—n')! 1
:n"(n—n’)' X< b l_[l_[s (n, m)') ( Booonb Ml i, m)!
: : Ciml j=1"07 R L L
n 1 (n— ,)' n—n’ 1
n n'! n—n')!
= X X
(2) (= bnn_.w.) (=T )
nyleengl iy iy Sig 0, m?)] nyle-ong 1o Ti(@nf)!

= () )o @)e G, ii)o ). (A-8)
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Applying this identity to (A-7) and using ¢, , = 1 and nf = mf gives

Sé")(N) n Sby_2b =b
e 2l X 2 oG A

0<w<n 0<n'<n b —(n ..., m” admissible to 7’
\ b <m”,
1<n’ <..<n, nj<m;
n + +nw—n

b b
logg; \'i( 2logqg; \"
> 1_[(¢<10g,§) (Wlog]R
QtN,....qutN j=1 J
q; distinct

t 8
§ : Z - ~(logp 2log pi \"
ft E | | i
) o () <¢(logR> (,/p~logR
¢ =, ) PUN, ..., pe—otN i=1 !
O<t—w=n—n’ b ffw Di distinct

; t-o PiFq;
n]+~~+n§7w:n—n/

l<ni<..<n

Ar(N mbl me, n?... nsz A-9
X (Ap(Ng" - qiep) - o), (A-9)

Arguing as in (A-3), we have

Y ey () ()

V4 . 8 # N,.. IN i=1
nti=n",..., n,_ ) P1 »Pl-w
0<l—w<n—n' - ﬁ<1 - l: © Di distinct
. _nl_;i.‘_nz_w Pi#ij mb b nﬁ nZ
=n—n’ 1 m 1 —w
nyteetn,_,=n—n X <)"f(NQI U qa)wpl o pZ—w)>*

= ~(logpi\ 2logp; m’ m’
= H<¢<1ogR>ﬁlogR (hr(Ngy" - qg 1+ paw)),.  (A-10)

We apply (A-10) to (A-9). In doing so, we remove the condition that 1 < n? s < nz, as we are no longer
concerned with the ordering of our partition. We also relax the condition that 7” is admissible to 7”. We
also suppress the b notation (as there are no more fs). Lastly, the first line of (A-9) is purely combinatorial,
so we combine the combinatorial factors appearing in (A-9) into the coefficients C; . appearing below.
Thus

SSPNy= > Y > " E @, m) (A-11)

0<w=<n 0<n'<n n:=(ny,...,ny,) m:=(mi,...,my)
nj>1 mj=n; (mod2)
nit+etne=n'  0<m;<n;

where each C7 . is some explicit constant only dependent on 7, 7 and



290 Cohen/Dell/Gonzalez/Khunger/Kwan/Miller/Shashkov/Reina/Sprunger/Triantafillou/ Truong/Peski/Willis
o 1 "io21 O\
E'Gom)= Y 1_[ o84 084, (A-12)
log R /q;log R

GUN,....qutN j=
q; distinct log , 210g N
X Z H( ( l) i >(M»(Nq;"|, g™ py - pnfn’))*-
PUN oo py_IN =1 logR / \/pilog R
PiFq;

We want to remove the condition p; # g; from the sum over py, ..., p,—» in (A-12). We apply an
inclusion-exclusion process, subtracting off the terms where some p; = q;. We have

E'Gioi)=E'Gi) =Y Y ChaaE'Gi+a,m+a), (A-13)
a=1 a:(ala---»au))
ajZO
ar+-Fay,=a

where each C7 . - is some explicit constant only dependent on 7, 1, a and

. logq;\" ( 2logq; \" )
ean= ¥ 60 (o) ) w14

q1IN,....qutN j
q; distinct n—n log » 2 log i
% THO(R) e b .
le(N """ Pn—n TN i=l1 log R pl log R
The addition of vectors is taken componentwise, so that 7 +d = (n| +ay, ..., n, +a,). We apply the

inclusion-exclusion identity (A-13) to each term E” (1 + a, m + a) appearing on the right side of (A-13).
Repeating this process n —n’ times, we find that

E"(i,m) = Z > ChaaEGitd.m+a), (A-15)

where each C, .. - is some explicit constant only dependent on n, m, a. In particular, C Y 1. Applying
(A-15) to (A- 11) gives

sy =Y > > CLaEGLm), (A-16)

0<w=<n 0<n’'<n n:=(ni,...,ny,) m:=(mi,...,;my)
nj>1 mj=n; (mod 2)
ny+-4ny=n' O0<mj<n;

where each C/, - is some explicit constant only dependent on 7, .

We want to femove the distinctness condition from the sum over ¢y, ..., g, in (A-14). We again apply
inclusion-exclusion, subtracting off terms where some of the ¢;’s are equal. First, we define a partition of
a set S tobe aset 7 = {my,...,m,} where each r; C S is a nonempty subset of S, 77; N 7 = & for every
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i #j,and (-, 7 = S. We have

E'Gi,m)=E@. m)~ ) Y. EG. (A-17)
1<a<w—1 7 partltlons {1,...,0}
7[:{7{1 ----- nzx}

where E (11, m) is as in (3-2) and for each 7 we have
X=(0x1,..., %), Xj= an and
JEm;

Y=y yi= Yy my.

Jemi

(A-18)

We apply the inclusion-exclusion identity (A-17) to each term E’(X, y) appearing on the right hand side
of (A-17). Repeating this process w times, we have

E'Gi,m)= Y > C:E(X,5) (A-19)
I<a<w 7 partitions {1,...,w}
T=(m1,...,Tg)

where each C; is some explicit constant only depending on 7. Applying (A-19) to (A-16) gives the
desired result. O

Appendix B. Increasing support for the nonsplit family
We prove Theorem 1.4. Arguing as in Appendix E of [21], we need to bound terms of the form
lo i 2logq; \" S(m?, Q Nb) 4m
st [16(8) (250 )Z A58 (759)
plle log R qjlogR Nb

q1s--es = m<N€
q; dlstmct

(B-1)
where Q = q{"' . qzn‘f and n; =m; (mod 2) for all j. Showing that these terms vanish as N — oo for ¢
with supp b C (—%, %) completes the proof of Theorem 1.4. These terms are very similar to the E (11, m)
terms introduced in Section 3 (see (3-4), for example), and we are able to evaluate them in a similar
fashion. We omit proofs as they are analogous to the proofs of the corresponding lemmas in Section 3,
which we refer to. We will eventually prove the following lemma.

Lemma B.1. Ler E(ii, m) be defined as in (B-1). Under GRH for Dirichlet L-functions, if supp(¢) C
(—%, %), then E (i1, m) < N~¢ and thus does not contribute in the limit.

First we restrict the sum over b as in Lemmas 3.3 and 3.4.

Lemma B.2. Suppose Supp(d)) - ( 5 2n) Then the subterms ofE(n m) in (B-1) for which (b, N) > 1
are O(N™°).

Lemma B.3. Suppose supp(¢) C (- 1000 1000). Then the subterms of E(ii,m) in (B-1) for which
b> N*% are O(N12).
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Applying Lemmas B.2 and B.3 to (B-1) gives

——— logq;\"( 2logq; \" 1 )
E.m =2t Z H( <10gR) <¢q_j10gR) )Z m 2

Sqe j=1 m<N¢
q] dlitmct
S(m?, Q; Nb) drm+/Q _
——Ji | ——— O(N™9).
X Z b k-1 b +O(NT)
(b,N)=1
b<N2022

We convert the Kloosterman sums to sums over Gauss sums as in Lemma 2.2.

Lemma B.4. Let N be a prime not dividing b, Q, m. Then

0
S(m*, NQ: Nb) = G G b ( ) B-3
(m*, NQ; Nb) (Nb) (ENb) L (mHG, ((Q, DN K 0.0 (B-3)

Applying Lemma B.4 to (B-2) gives

¢ nj "

. . 2 (logg; \" ( 2logg; \" !

E(i, i) = —2nmi* ] V ] m -
Gi,m) = =2mi* ) n(¢(logR) ( qjlog R m<ZN’" o

q1s---s qe j=1
q,dlstmct
o 0 drm~/Q i
E —wa(Nb) E G, (m»)G,((Q.b ))X((Q’boo))Jk—l(—Nb )+0(N ).
(b,N)=1 X (Nb)
b< N2022

Next, subterms involving nonprincipal characters in (B-4) are negligible in the limit. This leaves only
subterms involving xo = xo (mod Nb) for each b. It holds that G,,(x) = R(x, Nb), a Ramanujan sum.

Lemma B.5. Assume GRH for Dirichlet L-functions and suppose that supp(¢) C (—Z Z) Then the sum

over all nonprincipal characters in (B-4) is O (N ™).

This lemma corresponds to Lemma 3.5. Applying Lemma B.5 to (B-4) gives

s o g logg;\" [ 2logq; \" 1 )
E(n,m) = —2mi Z l_[( <logR> (ﬁlogR) ) Z - (B-5)

qi;--9¢ j=1 m<N¢
q; distinct
R(m*, Nb)R((Q, b>), Nb) Q 4mm~/Q -
> X0 — kot — |+ ONTO).
W5 Nbg(Nb) (0, b%) Nb
b<yN2022

Applying the bounds R(m?, Nb) <m*, R(x, Nb) < ¢(Nb), and J;_;(x) < x to (B-5) and using the fact
that supp $C ( 2 2) we find that the main term is absorbed by the error term, completing the proof of
Lemma B.1.
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Appendix C. Proofs of the lemmas in Section 5

C.1. Proof of Lemma 5.17. We will consider each term appearing in (5-35) separately. First, define

g fedy=(%).  mofed=(1_0).

C

n—d n—c—d (C-1)
g(n, f.c,d) = <f—d)’ gs(n, f,c,d) = (f—c—d)’
and
; d
Gi(n, f) = 2(~1)"n! ; (- 1)‘*"“% C2)
c+d=<n
c,d>0

We want to evaluate G| (n, f) — Go(n, f) — G3(n, )+ G4(n, f). We set £ = ¢ +d to rewrite (C-2) as

n 4
Gitn, ) =2(-1y"* w1 3 (=1t Y & (. fre. =) (C-3)

(=0 0 n—-0!L—-o0o)lc!

To evaluate G (n, f), we group the binomial coefficients to find that

0.5 =2 () S () () =20 () S () =—2(}). e
£=0 £=0

c=0

Next, we note that G, (n, f) = G3(n, f). We have

dn =2 () S S (D) =20 ()5 Do)

We reindex the sum by setting ¢’ = £ — ¢. Doing so, we see that sum over ¢’ is zero unless n — ¢ = 0.
However, in this case we have ({ ) =0since f <n/2 < n. Thus each term vanishes and

Ga(n, f)=Gs3(n, f)=0. (C-5)

Lastly, again grouping terms into binomial coefficients gives

Gatn, ) =201 ("} )Z( (4 )Z( ) =20 (" )Z( (7). o

We may restrict the sum in the last line to 0 < £ < f since f <n and (]2) =0 when £ > f. Doing so, we
find the sum over ¢ is (—1)/ so

Ga(n, f) =2(—1)"+/ +1(’}). (C-7)

Combining (C-4), (C-5) and (C-7) completes the proof of the lemma.
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C.2. Proof of Lemma 5.28. We consider each term appearing in (5-55) separately. First, define

Plf. & 1, id) ::(;[)’ ho(f. 8+ 11 pa) = (g:/‘j]‘)
h3(f, g, w1, ma) == (f;ﬂd), ha(f, g, 1, Ha) i= (f;lilu—l,ud)’
and
f (1)
Hi(fa g) = Z Z ﬁhl(f, g, Uy, I’Ld) (C-S)
T T At
Hiz

fori € {1, 2, 3, 4}. We will show that H;(f, g) = (—l)f/g!(f — g)! independent of i, so that H; — H, —
H; + Hy = 0 as desired. For H; the result follows immediately from comparing coefficients of z/ in the
identity (5-40). For H,, we pull out the p| term to get

Hy(f. 8) Xf: 1 (f_’“)fil 3 ™ (C-9)
2(fe)=—) —I(° _ -
ot MmN — M1 i M2+"'+Md1=f—m ol !
Wi=
Applying (5-40) and simplifying gives
f - f
T A o VY (=D (-1
H)(f,g)=— — =— = , (C-10
21:8) MXZ:I m!(é’—lﬂ)(f—m)! (f—g)!;::1 ml(g—pt  gl(f -8 (10

where the last step comes from restricting the summation to 1 < p; < g and using the binomial expansion
of (1 —1)8. We can show the result for H3 similarly. For Hy, we pull out the | and u, terms to get

[ f—na 1 F— 1 — pha f—ri—ta (_l)d—z
Hy(f, 8) = Z Z Ml!ﬂd!< g—u1 ) Z Z m (C-11)
na=1 p1=1 =1 “2+"'+Md71=1f*m*ud
Hiz
Applying (5-40) and simplifying gives
;o= o
Hi(f.9) =Y le : (f‘/“—/*d)w
’ =1 pg=1 plpal N 8= (f — 1 — pa)!
Ly G K con
—1 (f — & — na)'na! - uil(g — up)!
ta= P
_ (=1t f (—1)Hd B (—1)f o
gl = (f-g—ualud gl(f—e)

where the last two steps come from restricting the summationto 1 < u; <gand 1 < uy; < f — g and
using the binomial expansion of (1 — 1)& and (1 — /e,
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Appendix D. Bounding the order of vanishing at the central point

In this section, we follow the arguments of Section 6 of [21] in order to bound the proportion of newforms
with negative sign whose order of vanishing exceeds a certain threshold r. While they are conditional on
GRH, our results surpass the best known conditional and unconditional bounds established in [25], [21],
and [5] when r > 5. We focus on the case r =5, however our results may be easily generalized the case
when r > 5. Additionally, we study the fourth centered moment as it provides the best bounds for the
case r = 5, but utilizing higher moments provides better bounds as r increases. Lastly, similar results
may be obtained for the positive sign family. See [13] for a more in-depth analysis, where the results of
this paper are used to find excellent bounds for vanishing to order r or more; specifically, for a fixed test
function Dutta and Miller determine what level density gives the best bound.
We utilize Theorem 1.2 with n =4 and

sinrox\> . 1o —|yl|/a? iflyl <o
¢(X)—( p— ) , ¢(y)—{ 0 it y| > 0. (D-1)

This test function is likely not optimal in general for minimizing the n-th centered moment, and optimal
test functions for the case n = 1 and n = 2 are found in [25] and [5]. However, they are sufficient to
surpass the bounds established in those papers. While Theorem 1.2 requires o < 0.5 when n = 4, we may
utilize the bounds given by o = 0.5 by setting 0 = 0.5 — € and letting ¢ — 0. Now, Theorem 1.2 gives

Jim ((D(f50) = (D(f3 $)) ) =3(05)" = R4, 2; ¢) = 5. (D-2)

N prime

Now, if a newform f with negative sign has order of vanishing r > 5 at the central point, then by
Theorem 1.4,

D(f:¢)—(D(f;$))— = r$p(0) — (¢(0) + 3¢ (0)) =r —3 > 3. (D-3)

Let Pr(r > 5) be the proportion of newforms with negative sign whose order of vanishing at the central
point is at least 5. Then (D-2) and (D-3) give

Pr(r > 5) (3)' < 2L, (D-4)

SO

2\4 31 496
Pr(r >5) < (2) 755 = z2e0s ~ 0.00756.

In [25] and [21] the respective upper bounds 31—2 =0.03125 and 41—9 ~ (0.02040 were obtained; our results
surpass both of these. As the order of vanishing increases, our results are even better. For instance, taking
r =19 and n = 20, we find the proportion of newforms with negative sign whose order of vanishing
exceeds 19 is at most 2.86 - 101, improving the upper bound 5.77 - 107° given in [5] and the upper
bound 3.29 - 1073 implicit in [25].
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