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Abstract

In 2011, Bourgain and Rudnick proved that for a hypersurface 3 of non-vanishing
curvature embedded in a 2D or 3D flat torus T¢ (a cube with periodic boundary
conditions), the surface L?-norm of a normalized Laplacian eigenfunction ¢y (i.e.,
[l 2(ray = 1) will be bounded from above and below by constants that only depend
on the surface 3. In particular, we have ez < [loa[|lz2(x) < Cx for all A sufficiently large.
As the propagation vector of any toral eigenfunction of eigenvalue —\? is a lattice point
in Z% intersected with AS%~!, we must study the asymptotic density of lattice points in
spherical caps Z?N RS* ' N B, (b) where R =\, r = ¢ 'R'™% and b € RS
When 4 is roughly in the range [O, %}, Henryk Iwaniec’s result for the equidistri-
bution of spherical lattice points suffices; when § € ( %, 1], a Jarnik-type theorem shows
that all points will be asymptotically coplanar. In the present paper, we outline our
progress towards understanding the density for intermediate values of § by applying
the Kuznetsov trace formula to study the cancellations between Kloosterman sums in
Bourgain’s argument.

1 The Toral Eigenfunction Restriction Theorem

Theorem 1. Letd = 2,3 and ¥ C T? be a real-analytic hypersurface with nonzero curvature.
Then, there exists cs, Cs, and As, depending only on the hypersurface such that for all A > Ay,

cslleallzry < lleallzzs) < Cslloallrz e

where —Apy = N2py and L?(X) indicates a surface integral over .

Proof. The proof is split across Theorem 8.1 and 9.1 in Restriction of Toral Eigenfunctions
to Hypersurfaces and Nodal Sets [1]. ]

Bourgain notes that —Agy = A2y, forces all of the propagation vectors for the eigenfunction
@ to lie on a sphere of radius R = A. Let the set of lattice points on the sphere be
Ey = Z2N XS 1. Then, o, has the form ¢y (Z) = >zt a.e"®%) and can be normalized so
that ||a.|/;2(e,) = 1. Next, Bourgain expands the L*-norm of ¢ over ¥ as an inner product
and pulls out the double sum. The terms from the main diagonal contribute vol(¥) because
of the normalization, while the off diagonal terms (i.e., those for which z; # 2) decompose
dyadically. Let Ay = By (¥) and Ay (¥) = Box (V) \ Bax—1(¥) be a dyadic spherical shell, so
that the norm of the eigenfunction becomes



loallfa =vol(2) + > Y > GzlazZ/eXp@(??z—Zl),f)da

k>0 Z1 €€y ZQEAk

Using the assumption of nonzero curvature, Bourgam applies the Morse Lemma to isolate
critical points and calculate the asymptotics of the integral using a stationary phase analysis.
Controlling the contributions of the asymptotics to the final norm follows from bounding
|Ex N Ak (21)|, which is connected to the clustering of lattice points on spheres.

Definition 2 (Spherical Cap). A spherical cap C (5, r) is a neighborhood around a point b
on a sphere of radius R = |b| such that all of its points are within a distance r of b.

C(b,r) = RS N B,(b)
We formalize the number of lattice points in a cap as Ny(b,r) = ‘Zd nC(b, T)’ and seek to

study limp_,0 Nd(g, r) where [b| = R and r is a function of R.

1.1 Bourgain and Rudnick’s (B&R) Bounds in d = 3

L —
If r < Rd+1, then Jarnik’s theorem implies that all of the points on C'(b; R) are coplanar
- 1 -
for any choice of b. Thus, if r < Rd+1, we have supy_pea—1 Na(b, 1) < ré=3+< for all € > 0.

sup Nd(g, r) L rYRY 4 r® R
be RSa—1
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Bourgain and Rudnick prove the following asymptotics for
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14+n|e—n € 1
4 3 |e—1] 3/2 | €
>5|d—-1]e—=1]d—3| ¢

1.2 B&R’s Progress towards d = 4 Bounds

The quantity Nd(l;, r) counts the number of lattice points inside a ball of radius r centered

at b. Change coordinates so that b is the new origin. Now, the condition of lying on the
sphere of radius R is |y|> +2b -y = 0. Lastly, inscribe the ball inside a cube to conclude

— ~

Ny(b,r) < Ny(b,r) := ‘C‘d(l;, r)‘ where

C’d(g, r):=<y € Al [—, r]“’/‘|y|2 1 2h - y = 0}



1.2.1 Hardy-Littlewood Circle Method

Let e(x) = exp(2mix) and e,(z) = exp <2m§>. From [ e(f(y)t)dt = dy(,), Bourgain domi-

nates the indicator function of Cy(b, r) to show

d
Nd<b, T) = Z 5|y\2+2Rv~y S /THG(t, 2b]t)dt
j=1

yeZin[—r,r]d

where
Y
1= (Dt
(to)=> v =)t eiy)
YEL

g(t,3y) = e(y’t + yp)
and v € S(R) is an even bump function with v|_1 3 > 1. For simplicity, we choose v(z) =
exp (2 — z?).
Apply Dirichlet’s Approximation Theorem to T. Define Zy = {0 < a < ¢ | ged(a,q) = 1} so
that

VieTge{l,....r—1}3a e Z) [|gt —a| <r ']

Let 8 =t — % be the remainder so that 3 € [—i i]

qr’ gqr

d r 1 d
G(t, 2b:t)dt ~ / G (L4820, (L44))ap
[Letamar=32 [0 516 (30 (7 +1)

Here, we use the ~ symbol because the intervals may overlap and the minor arcs are not yet
explicity handled.

1.2.2 Poisson Summing G(t, )

Then, B&R take a coset decomposition and a variable change to apply Poisson summation.

q—1
Y a Z=\9Z+k
G(t,w)IZW(;)g <5+5,90;y) ,!;[0
yer y—=qy+k
qg—1
qy + k Factor a out of the
=> e (k‘Qa)27< )g(ﬁ,s@;qwk)
r y-sum.
k=0 YEL
— +k
= Z ey (kQa) Z/ e( — fy)’y(qy )g (B,;qy + k) dy Poisson summation
k=0 ccz /R r
y—k
IZS(a7m;q)J(90,ﬁ,m;q) yH—am:_f
meZ q



In the final line, S(a,m;q) is a normalized Gauss sum. (The normalization follows from the
last u-substitution.) J(p, 5, m;q) is the integral of a Gaussian wave packet.

[y

q—

S(a,m;q) =

=0
J(e, B,m;q) /ﬂ{v(%)e <y26+y¢+m%) dy

1.2.3 Producing Kloosterman Sums

eq(k*a — km)

Q“‘
w

The integrand of J is a wave-envelope, so J obeys the following shifting formula when

o =2 (2+8).
J (ij (g + B) , B, m; — 2aby; Q> = J (20,8, 8, m;;q)

Take ¢ = 20;t. Then, using the periodicity of J, shift m — m — 2ab to simplify the J term
and convert the Gauss sums S(a,m;q) into Kloosterman sums K(m;q,b).

/HG t,2b;t) dt = ZZqu, (qr)~ )f((m;q,b)

q=1 mezd

where

m(bbﬁo / HJ 2bjﬁ 57mju ) 6

,30]1

K(m;q,b ZHSamJ 2abj; q)

a€Zy Jj=1

The proof that K (m; q,b) is a Kloosterman sum is quite technical, so we defer it until Section
3.1.2.

1.3 A Strategy to Improve the Bounds

B&R’s 4D argument relies on applying the Weil bound to each Kloosterman sum individually.
Although the Weil bound is optimal for a single sum, we lose information when applying
it to a sum of Kloosterman sums weighted by complex numbers, since we must first use
the triangle inequality. (The triangle inequality discards the relative phases of the elements,
thereby missing potential cancellations.)

r—1
> gk (m;q,b) (m;q, )‘
q=1

< Z‘Cq‘




The Kuznetsov formula expresses a weighted sum of Kloosterman sums in terms of the
spectrum of the automorphic Laplacian on hyperbolic space and Fourier coefficients of cusp
forms. In the remainder of the paper, we investigate the Kuznetsov formula as a means to
account for cancellations between the Kloosterman sums.

2 Refining the Scope to Focus on Shrinking Caps

2.1 B&R’s Higher Dimensional Bounds

Bourgain and Rudnick’s results about spherical caps can be summarized as follows.

Lemma 3 (Bourgain and Rudnick 2011). Let C' be a cap of size r on the sphere {|Z| = R} C
R3. Then for any 0 <n < 1/16,

£(ONT) < 36(1 + r(ﬁR)">

In higher dimensions, it is only known that

Lemma 4 (Bourgain and Rudnick 2011). Let £ = Z% N RS and w(N) be the number of
prime factors of N = R2, then

T i ifd>T
5
7t (logw(N))?r3 ifd=26
Exncil s 4 R
=R ifd=5
r? 3
\E(logw(N))Q—i-r?”RE if d =4

The exponent in r worsens from 1+ 7 =~ % to 3, which breaks the later arguments for the

upper bound. If the radius of the cap r is small enough that it obeys r <« R@T (where <
is Vinogradov’s asymptotic notation), then a variant of Jarnik’s theorem [2]| shows that all
of the points are asymptotically coplanar. In the next section, we shall handle larger balls
with an equidistribution result by Iwaniec.

2.2 Equidistribution of 4D Spherical Lattice Points in Large Balls

On account of the following result proven by Iwaniec, the remaining asymptotic regime is
r=c TR for some ¢ > 0 and §y < § < ﬁ with dg > 0 a currently unknown lower bound.

Theorem 5 (Iwaniec 1997 Prop. 11.4). Let d > 4. If f : S*! — C is C*, then

)= S f (%)

meZ:|m|=n

has the asymptotic for some € > 0



ri(n) = ( - f(m)da:) ra(n) + O (nf+>

where r4(n) counts the number of lattice points on a sphere of radius n [3].

The theorem only applies when f is constant in n, not when the support of f is shrinking

as n — o0o. To roughly approximate dy, let f be a smooth bump function supported on
C(b/R,r/R) C S™!, where R = |b|. (We construct f by making a bump function supported

on C (b r) C RS ! and then hnearly scale everything down by multiplying by + +-) Then, by

rotational symmetry, we can assume b = ¢; and define C(b/R, r/R) = S 'N{z € RYz; > h}

for h = ( R) Also, the spherical cap has an opening angle 6§ = 2 arcsin ( ) Recall that
the surface area of a d — 1 dimensional spherical cap is given by the followmg formulas.

/2
A — d—1
L(a,b) = [ t“" 1 —¢)"""dt
0
1

vol (O(l;, 7“)) = Ay(R) = zAu(R) 24 (%’ %)

We can perform an easy trigonometric argument to find # and A in terms of r.

2

r=DR, z=Re" g+%+¢=ﬂ

|z —z| =7 p=2-1%

|z — 2|? = r? h—rcos (9)

i1 - o = = reos s )

|2 sm(9/2)\2 le= /2 — /2|2 = (%)2 = rcos (5 — arcsin (55))
2sin(6/2) = —rsm (arcsm( )

g = arcsin (QR) h =

f = 2 arcsin (2R

Asymptotically, the surface area integral will behave like

- sin?()
VOI(C(b, T)) ~ [(9) = / t1/2(1 . t)_1/2dt
0

= /9 tan(f) - 2sin(0) cos(0)do

% %
_ / 2 5in(6)d = / (1= cos(20))d0
0 0
1
=0 - 5 sin(26) ~ 6°

Also, I() can be extended to all of R by stipulating that it is even and has period w. We can
apply Jacobi’s 4 square formula and Gronwall’s asymptotic formula for the sum of divisors
function to conclude that for any € > 0



n) :8Zm§82m:80(n)

4m
— 8¢"nIn(ln(n)) + o(n In(In(n)))
_ O(nl-‘rs)

We get the more accurate bound

re(R) = ( » f(m)dx) ra(R) + O (R%ﬂ)

~ vol (O(E/R, r/R)) ra(R) + O ( R%we)
. 1
~ T <2 arcsin (ﬁ)) (8¢"R(In(In(R))) + o( RIn(In(R)))) + O(R¥**)

but decide to apply r4(n) = O(n'*¢) and I(#) ~ 63 to conclude the more manageable bound

ri(R) ~ R~¥ry(R) + O(R¥**°)
~ O(R1—36+e) + O<R3/4+e)

Solving, 1 — 30 < % yields the constraint that 6 > §y = % Practically speaking, we are most
interested in the lines for our computational plot for which log(r) € log(R)[1/(d+1),1—0d¢] =

log (R) [%, %} Thus, for d = 4, we are interested in § € [%, %]

3 Setting up the Kuznetsov Formula

3.1 A More Detailed Phase Analysis of the Kloosterman Sums
3.1.1 Removing the Linear Phase of the Gauss Sum

Lemma 6. The quadratic Gauss sum has the following recursive evaluation

1 &
S(a,m;q) = 52% (K*a — km)
k=
eq(m*(2a);1((2)7" = 1)))S(a,0:9) 214
S0 2 [m.2 g
¢ (0(q/2)m*(a); ") 25(20,059/2)  21m,2]|q
21m,41]q
where ¢(q/2) = 2(4 q/2 ;/2 . For24{m,2|| q, we can also write to simplify the factor

appearing in front of m?
S(a,m;q) = eq(—(a); ' ((m* = 1)/4 — 6(q/2)))25(2a, 0; ¢/2)

7



Proof. We consider translations k +— k + d for various values of d

‘JZ eq(kK*a+ k(2da — m) + (d°a — dm))
k=
— co(da — dm)S(a.—(2da — m)ia)

S(a,m;q) =

vQI»—A

Case 1 (q is odd): 2a will be invertible modulo ¢, so letting d = m(2a),;" will show that

S(a,m;q) = eq(m2(2a) a—m (2@);1))S(a,0;q)
= eq(m*(20),((2);" = 1)))S(a,0;q)

Case 2 (q and m are even): Let m = 2u, so that 2da — 2 = 0 becomes the desired formula.
-1

d = p(a), " suffices. Then, d*a — dm = p*(a)*a — p(a);'m = p(a);(n —m) = —p*(a),*.

S(a,m;q) = eq(—p*(a); ") S(a, 05q)

Case 3 (q is even and m is odd):
Case 3a (41 q): As2 || q, 2 and ¢/2 are coprime to one another. We can apply a factorization

S(a,m;q) = S(2a,m; q/2)S(aq/2,m; 2)
to reduce to the first case (since ¢/2 is odd)
, _ , 204 \—1 -1
$(2a,m:/2) = 5(20,0;4/2) g2 (m?(40) . (2,5~ 1))
— 5(20,0:/2) ¢, (2m*(4a)4 ((2);4 — 1))

= 5(2a,0;q/2) e, ( (q/2)m? (a)q_l)
Finally, we have that

S(a,m;q) = S(2a,m;q/2)S(ag/2,m;2)

S(a,b;c) d ds onl
:S(2a,m;q/2)5(171;2) (a,b;c) depends only

= 25(2a,0;¢/2) e, (6(q/2)m?(a);")

Case 3a Aliter (Simpler m? coefficient): Let m = 2u + 1, we wish to find d such that
2da —m =, 1. Taking da = j1 4 1, we have that d = (a), (1 + 1) where p = [m/2].

on a and b mod ¢

S(a,m;q) = eq (d(da —m)) S(a, —(2da — m); q)
= eg((a)7 (u+ D) ((p+ 1) — (2 +1)))S(a, —1; )
= eq(—(a) ' p(p+1))S(a, ~1;q)



As 44q, q/2 is odd. ged(a,q) =1 will imply ged(a, ¢/2) = 1 allowing us to conclude

S(aa _1;(]) = S(q&/?, _1; 2) : S(2a> _1; Q/Q)
=25(2a,-1;¢/2)

Here, we have used the fact that qa/2 and 1 are both odd, so that (ga/2)k* + k =, 0 for
k=0,1.
By case 1,

S(2a, =15q/2) = ega((—1)*(4a)5((2), 1, — 1)))S(2a,0: ¢/2)
= eq/2((4a) 5((2),, — 1)))S(2a,0;4/2)

qa is even, but ged(q,a) = 1 implies 4 1 ga. 2 | ga, so
S(a,0; ) = 5(24,0;4/2)S(ga/2,0:2) = 5(2a,0;/2) (~1)% +1) =0

preventing us from expressing the identity as a phase times S(a, 0; ¢). As aresult, 25(2a, 1;¢/2)
shall take the role of S(a,0;q). When we collect our terms, the identity becomes

S(a,m; q) = eg(—(a); " plp + 1) +2(4a), 5 ((2),5 — 1)))25(2a, 0; ¢/2)
= ey(— (), (u(u + 1) — 2(4),5((2); 4 — 1)))25(24,0; ¢/2)

as 2(a);/12a =, 2 and a is invertible modulo g. Another way to see this is that (a)q’/éa =42 1,
SO (a)q_/12a =, jq/2 + 1 for j = 0,1 depending on which coset we choose. Multiplying by 2
forgets our choice. Lastly, we see that m = 2u + 1 implies that u(u + 1) = (m? — 1)/4, so
we can express the equation as

((m* = 1)/4 = 2(4),5((2),5 — 1)))25(2a,0; ¢/2)
H(m® = 1)/4 — ¢(q/2))25(2a,0;¢/2)

—e, (((Q/2)2 -1 m- 1) (a);l) 25(2a,0: ¢/2)

Case 3b (4] q): Let ¢ = 2"q for an odd q. Then, S(a,m;q) = S(qa,m;2")-S(2"a,m;q§) =0
as S(ga,m;2") = 0. O

3.1.2 Creating and Simplifying the Kloosterman Sums

Lemma 7. Let 4 | d. The product of Gauss sums has the following phases depending on the
residue of ¢ (mod 4) and parity of m.



d
K(m;q,b) = HS(a,mj — 2abj; q)

j=1
= q’d/2Cgeq(Aqa + Bq(a);1 +m-b)

—[bP, (£52) mi2, 1 2 q.m e Z¢
A B = P =m0 2 4] gm e (22)"
qs Q@ ~q
b2, L (d(q/2)% — [m[?),2v2 2| ¢,m € (2Z + 1)
0 otherwise

Proof. We combine the results of Lemmas 1 and 2 to find
S(a,05q) =gz (a | q)

eq (2m*(a); ' (4),5 ((2)5 — 1) ) 25(2a,05q/2) = 2¢, (2m*(a); ' (4) 5 ((2), — 1 eqﬂ#@am/z)
Va/2

(eq (m?(2a);1((2);" — 1)) &4 (a | q) 21q
, V2eq (—(m/2)*(a);" + 2) e (¢ | a) 2| m,4|q
S(a,m;q) = — 40 24m,4|q
VI 2v3e, (2041, (@054 1) mP@); ) ey (2a | 0/2) 24m.2 ]l g
L0 2|m,2||q

Note that when 2t ¢, S(a,m;q) never vanishes. When 2 | ¢, the product depends on the
parity of the components of m — 2ab =5 m (for vectors we have the convention that = is
interpreted component-wise).

d
[[S(a,m; —2abj:q) £0 = (4| qgAm e (22)") v (2] g Am € (2Z +1)%)

J=1

Thus, we need only consider the three cases 21 ¢, 4 | gAm € (2Z)%, and 2 || gAm € (2Z+1)4.
£qs €aty €qs2: (a ] @), (¢ ] a), and (2a | ¢/2) all have orders dividing 4. By the restrictions on
parity of m and ¢, we have no mizing of the three nonzero cases, so 4 | d implies that all
terms involving ¢ and the Jacobi symbols will disappear. For notational simplicity, let

d
[ 5(a,m; = 2abj;q) = ¢~ ¥>Cileg(®(a, m, b; q))

Jj=1

Case 1 (21q): C, =1

10



q)(a7mv b; Q) = ((2);1 - 1)) Z(Qa . my — 2abj)2

d
j=1
q+1 : m2 272
——1 Z (2a), " (m; — dam;b; + 4a”b;)

7=1

(E) ((2a),"|m|* — 2m - b+ 2a[b|*)

—1 1

=, —alb]® + (q )\my (a); +m-b

Case 2 (4| gAm € (22)%): C, =2

d
®(a,m,b;q) gq Z m — dam;b; +4a2b2)( )
1
= % — Z(|m|2(a);1 —4m - b+ 4alb|?)
1
=l L) b D

Case 8 (2||qAm e (2Z+1)4): C, =22

Note that 2(4);/12 =, #.

®(a,m,b;q) = 2(4);/12 ( q/2 ) i — 2ab;)" (a), !

=, 2(4);} ((2);/12 ) (Im[*(a),;* = 4m - b+ 4alb|?)
- % (Im[*(a);" — 4m - b+ 4alb]?)

Case 3 Aliter:

S(a,m;q) = e, (((Q/2)42 -1 m24_ 1) (a)q1> 25(2a,0;q/2)

25(2a,0;q/2) = %Eqﬂ (2a | q/2)

Stamsa) = 22, (W21 - 22 @) a2

11



C, =22

Once again, (g4/2 (2a | q/2))d = 1 can be neglected.

®(a,m,b;q) = d(q/2 S - Z 2ab > (a),"
= (d q/2)* Z ; — 2ab;) > (a),"

(d(q/2)? — |m|* + 4ab - m + 4a*(b]?) (a),"

|b]2a + i (d(g/2)* — |m|?) (a)q1> +m-b

Lemma 8. Let d = 4. The Kloosterman term becomes

i K((|b]/2)%,|m|*; q) 21q,2]10]
K(m;q,b) = q %eg(b-m) § —4K (|b%, (jm|/2)*;q) 4| q,m e (22)*
—64K (b2, — (Im|/2)*;q) 4|qm € (2Z + 1)?

For the case 2 1 q, there may be a way of keeping the % factor on the m-term instead of the
b term. As m € Z% may not be divisible by 2, more delicate casework will be required.

Proof. Case 1 (21q):

K (m;q,b) = ¢~ "eq(b-m)K (= |b, [m[*p(q): 0)
= ¢ ey (b m)K (—p(a)|bl*, m[*; q) ged(do(g), q) =1
= qid/zeq(b . m)K((’b\/2)2, \m|2; q) - ¢0(Q)|b’2 =q (’b‘/2>2

Case 2 (4] g Am € (2Z)?):

_ 2
K (ms q,b) = (—1)"3q~ e, (b - m) K (‘rb\% ﬂﬂ)
- <_1)d/4q_d/2€q(b -m)K (|b’27 m—; q) Symmetry of the Kloosterman sum
Case 3 (2 || g Am € (2Z+1)7):

®(a,m, b; g) = (|b|2a + 7 (d(a/2)? ~ |mP) <a>;1) +m-b

Rms0.0) = - m) ¢ (0P (0/27 = )

12



Asm e (2Z+1)% 4| |m|? for 4 | d. As always, (¢/2)° =42 4/2 =42 0, s0 (q/2)* =, q/2
or (q/2)2 =, 0. If (q/2)2 =, 0, then ¢ | %, 4q | ¢*, and 4 | ¢. By assumption, 2 || g,
so (¢/2)° =, 0 is a contradiction. Thus, (¢/2)° =, ¢/2. Also, ged(a,q) = 1, so 2 f a and

e ((9/2)(a);") = ()" = 1.

K (W, (q/2)% — @;q) =) e (\512@ - @ (C‘El) K <(Q/2>2 (a)f)

3.1.3 The Final Weight Function

Theorem 9. The final weight function occurring on the arithmetic side of the Kuznetsov
formula is

b
) (%) = q "X, (9) A(m; q,b, Bo)

where 11, (q) is a smooth approzimation of the indicator function on [1,r] and A(m;q,b, By) =

eq(b-m)J(m;q,b, Bo)

3.2 Circumventing Artificial Oscillatory Terms in the Weight Func-
tion
3.2.1 A Naive Trigonometric Mask

The weight function depends on the residue of ¢ (mod 4). One may consider introducing
periodic functions such as sin and cos to select different residue classes. Unfortunately, on
the spectral side of the Kuznetsov formula, the parameter ¢ is exchanged for # o< ¢!, which
introduces oscillatory terms roughly of the form sin(z!) and cos(z~!). These terms become
highly oscillatory and damage the precision of the bounds in the later analysis. From a high-
level standpoint, this oscillation is undesirable because it does not naturally arise from facts
about the original counting problem or spectral geometry in hyperbolic space. Instead, we
can use subgroups of SLy(Z) to place the necessary constraints on the residue of ¢ (mod 4)

without introducing artificial sines and cosines.

3.2.2 Simplifying the Weight Function with I'y(q) < SLs(Z)

Consider the surjection from SLo(Z) to the set of matrices on the integers modulo n that
still have determinant one. Concretely, this surjection is given by sending each entry of a
matrix to its residue modulo q.

13



7 SLy(Z) — SLo(Z/qZ)
a b (a modg b modgq
"™ e d) ™\ ¢ modg d modg

Using the projection 7, we can define three principal subgroups of SLs(Z): I'(q), I'o(q), and
I'i(g).

I'(q) = Ker(m)

To(q) = 7" ({ (8 Z) ta,b,d € Z/qZ,ad = 1})
so=e({( ) vease]

Proposition 10 (Double Coset Decompositions). For two cusps a, b of a finite volume
(though not necessarily co-compact) subgroup I' < SLo(Z), we have the following double
coset decomposition.

Uc;_lrab:(;ubﬂoouu U Qd/C

>0 deZ/cZ

Here, we have defined

Qs = Bw,oB=HB
Qd/c = de/cB

1 = % %
a;OO:(O 1)€F and wd/C:(C d)EF
1 =z
po{(12)sen)

In the union over ¢ > 0 and d € Z/cZ, it is understood that Qq/. = 0 if ﬂwd/c el.

Definition 11 (Kloosterman Sums). The generalized Kloosterman sum Sy (m, n; ¢) for fre-
quencies m and n and modular basis ¢ is given by a convolution of the additive characters

Yase(m) = e. (md) and Y_q/.(n) = e.(—na).

Sap(m, n;c) = Z e.(dm + na)

@ x €B\o; 'T'oy/B
c d !
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where B\co, 'T'o,/B simply denotes the set of B-double cosets of o, 'T'oy [4].

Note that this definition is well posed, since every double B-coset uniquely determines ¢
for all of its representatives and determines a and d up to integer multiples of ¢. These
integer multiples belong to the kernel of the homomorphism e, : (Z/cZ,+) — S* C C, so
they are forgotten.

Also,

Can(T) = {c >0: (i :) € UalFab}

is the set of ¢ for which the Kloosterman sum Sgp(m, n; ¢) is defined.

Example 12 (Kloosterman Sums I'g(q) < SLy(Z)). We wish to find a I' such that Cqu(I)
imposes a constraint on the residue of ¢ mod 4 to avoid having to introduce the unnatu-
ral oscillatory term given roughly by sin(g), which would degrade the spectral information
recoverable from the Kuznetsov trace formula.

As T'y(q) enforces that ¢ =, 0, I' = I'y(¢) is a natural candidate for this purpose. To further
simplify things, we consider the case when both cusps a and b are the point at co.

a=b=o00, and aazab:(é ?)

The double coset decomposition has a particularly simple form.

O'a_lrab = 5ubQoo U U U Qol/c

c>0dez/cZ

:BUU U Qd/c

c>0deZ/cZ

:BUU U Qd/c

ceqN de(Z/cZ)*

where €14/ is given by

Qd/c = de/cB

o a—+ czy * _ _
{( . d+czz>\ad_ql,c_qO,zl,zgeZ}

As hinted earlier, the set of ¢ on which the Kloosterman sum is defined enforces that ¢ =, 0.

Coooo(To(N)) = {c >0 (Z :) < Fo(q)}

={c>0:c=,0}
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Finally, the Kloosterman sum Sy : Z X Z X Cqp(I') — R simplifies to

Sae(m,n;c) = Z e.(dm + na)

@ x €B\oy 'Toy/B
c d ’

= > elmd+n(d).")

de(Z/cZ)*

Theorem 13 (Deshouillers and Iwaniec 1982). Let m,n € N, and let ¢ € C3((0,00)) be
compactly supported. Let a,b be two cusps of I' = I'y(q). Denote by Z7€F a summation over
the positive real numbers ~y for which Sgp(m,n;~y) is defined. Let DL (v) be defined by

aa,ﬁezKi‘ ?)EaalFabl}

For frequencies m,n > 0, the standard Kuznetsov trace formula is

Sav(m,1;7) @ (47“4%) =

.
it s :
F 2 D Tamymmyet RO ko) Bk~ Lt

B i)  pey) + G e G e (i) ey

cosh(mk;)

Dgp(7) = {6 mod ~Z

L1

- M

7>1

where k; = \/\j —%1 for the j™ eigenvalue \; of the Laplacian, p; (n) is the n™ Fourier

coefficient associated with the cusp form corresponding to \;, and

yel

R

) EDEb ()

The opposite sign case is simpler

YR
ija p]b —( j) +

= cosh (7k;)

1 o 1 1\
- Z/_m(mn) Deam (5 + 7,7") Oebn (5 + ZT) o(r), dr

In the above formulae, the integral transforms ¢, ¢, and ¢ are defined by
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Ny o () — J_9ir(2) dx
) = sinh (7r) /0 2i # (@) x
y 4 > dx
@(r) = — cosh (7r) Ko (z)p(x)—
7r 0 T
Proof. See Theorem 1 in the paper [5]. O

When a = b = oo and I' = I'y(q), the left hand sides of the Kuznetsov trace formulae simplify
as

§ % Seolm, £1) 0 (4ﬂm> SDIET (4“/%) > e (matn(@))

i yEgN 7 i de(Z/y2)*
1 4
= % 20 (L) S )
vEgN v v

and DL () becomes

D9 () = {6 mod 7Z

Jo,BEZ K : ? > € 0. To(q)os = Fo(Q)”
= {0 modZ|3e,B € L[ =, 1Nad — By =1Av=,0]}
= {6 mod yZ|ged(é, q) = ged(d,7) = 1}

Recalling that the Kloosterman sum term for our problem is

K(m;q,b) = eq(b-m)Ko(m;q,b)

where
K((|6]/2)?, |m|?; q) 21¢q,2| b
Ko(m;q,b) = ¢S —4K (b, (jm|/2)*;q) 41q,m e (2Z)*
—64K (b2, = (jm|/2)*;q) 2|l ¢,m € (2Z + 1)¢
If 2| |b], then
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ZZqu, )" K(m; q,b) =

mezZd q=1
r—1
D> Ko(migq,b)A(m;q,b, o) =
mezZd q=1
Z 251(%7”,5) - Z Z S1(g; m, b)
meZd qeN meZd ge2N

—4 Z ZSQq,mb

me(2Z)? qe4N

— 64 Z ngq;m,b)+64 Z ngcpmb

me(2Z+1)% ge2N me(2Z+1)? g€4N

where

2m|m|[b]

Su(gim,b) = 16 (
(27rlm||b|
q

b o = <qr>—1) K((b]/2)2, [ o)

So(q;m, b) = ¢ ¢ ym,b, By = (qr) " ) K (b (Iml/2)*;q)

Sulgim.b) = - ¢(2””Z”b' 5,60 — (a >1)K<|b|2,—<|m|/2>2;q>

b

A(m;q,b, Bo) = ey(b- m)J'(m; a.b, Bo)

Thus, we can apply the generalized Kuznetsov formula to each g-sum by noting that K (m,n;q) =

Socoo (11,15 ).

As a note, when 2 1 |b|, the odd ¢ have a more complicated phase shift. Blomer and Milicevic

[6] have developed a technique that leverages Mobius inversion to peel out dependencies
q2

similar to the (T_1> term occuring when ¢ is odd.

4 Next Steps

4.0.1 Studying the Oscillatory Integrals with Varieties

For the standard Kuzntesov trace formula, we must solve the following oscillatory integrals
defined in terms of Bessel functions of the first kind.
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T dz

— / (o) = T (@) ()
() e
Jol) = mZ:O m!I'(a+m+1) <§>

In(m,a) = /OO p*m ey (1) de
0

T (6)(s)

V.
I = g~ (mtel]
(m, a) m!I'(a+m+1) o(m )

After expanding the Bessel functions with their power series the integral transform of the
weight function ¢ becomes.

T(@)(s) = 2s1n.h s) Z m, 2is) — I(m, —2is)]

Recall the following definitions

¢ <27r|7:”b|> X (@) A(m; g, b, Bo)

A(m; q,b, Bo) = eq(b- m)ﬂm- 4,b, o)

J(ms q,b, fo) = / [T 72655, 6,m: )3

Bo j—1

J(so,ﬁ,m;q)z/ﬂgv(%) <2B+y¢+m )dy

Let x[1/r,1) be a smooth bump function. We can expand the term by term integration of the
power series as follows.

Iy(m, ) :/ PTG (2)dw
0
= [ () A b )
0

= [ ey @)l ms / L Xre (528 -+ m - ) dydide
0

From our definitions in previous sections, we have £ =

" #ﬂm'andxm——m Let x be
defined by

~ x -
X1/ (£) = Xi/m (2 - R) X 2rfm| 2 2l 1) (€) =2 X (@)

For notational simplicity, introduce a constant A = (27|m/)?™ T Rdr=1(1 — r~1).

19



1 27r|'rfz\Rr
I — ~ 2m—+a b . ~
o(m, a) 27T|m|R/RX<m)/ ) /Rda: e(b-m7)

~ 27[m|Rr

X X[-rsa(y) R (R*|y[*B + 2RBb -y + Ry - m¥) dydBdx  y~— Ry, B+ b

27t|m|Rr
Z/r
= / X[r1,1] (JE)/ / (27|m|RZ)*™e(b- mi) x| a(y) @+ 2m|m|RE
R —&/r JRe
x e(|yl’8 +28b -y +y - mZ) dy dp di
1 1
= N/ / / F2rretly ) g (cR%) T=(1—-t)r "+t
0 J-1Jre

2 | ol . \Am.pl+o 7 - 3 3L

x e ([(|y| +2b-y)BEcR™® + R(y + b) mx]) dyaidt B 5

Finally, Io(m,«) can be written as an oscillatory integral in three dimensional space. We
can draw an analogy to a wave packet in physics. There are multiple oscillating functions
0*BE, b-mi, J1(27|z|0) whose frequencies grow at different rates as R — oo. The term with
the slowest scaling in R will play the role of the wave envelope.

1 1 00
Iy(m, o) = N/ / / ety e (cR%)
0o J-1Jo
e (ngchHé + Rb- mi)
2m 02" 1 (27| 2] 0)dod Bdt

where z = 2¢R'™3%b + Rim. ®1(p, 3,%) will have the highest associated frequency R,
and its Hessian is nondegenerate along the normal bundle of the variety which encourages us
to use the co-area formula and the clean version of the Morse-Bott stationary phase formula
discussed in Semi-classical Analysis by Guillemin and Sternberg |[7].

@1(@,,@,5/’) - 925‘%

i 2087
V(0 5,%) = | &
0°p

28% 20% 208

V20 (0,8,%) = | 208 0 ¢

208 0* O

In particular, the variety on which the gradient of ®; vanishes is given by

vV ={(0..7) e RIV®:(0,3,5) =0} = {(0.5,0) lo. f e R} U{(0,0,) 7 € R}

The only point where the Hessian of ®; is completely degenerate in all three variables is the
origin, which we expect would provide the principle asymptotic of the integral. We will split
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the integral into different regimes where the Bessel function can be well approximated by a
low order polynomial or a cosine function. The regime where the Bessel function is linear
contains a neighborhood of the origin, so we can “zoom in” and apply stationary phase to ®,
while treating .J; like part of the amplitude. The geometry of |z|p = C' for a constant C' > 0
is rather complicated, but we may be able to approximate the boundary in dyadic spherical
or cubical shells.
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