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ON PAIRS OF PRIME GEODESICS WITH FIXED HOMOLOGY
DIFFERENCE.

MORTEN S. RISAGER

ABSTRACT. We exhibit the analogy between prime geodesics on hyperbolic Rie-
mann surfaces and ordinary primes. We present asymptotic counting results con-
cerning pairs of prime geodesics with fixed homology difference.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M be a compact Riemann surface M of genus g > 1. It is a fascinating fact
that the norms of the prime closed geodesics on M in many respects are analogous
to ordinary primes p € N. One may think of them as being ‘pseudo-primes’. A
striking instance of this analogy is the prime geodesic theorem which was proved by
Huber [3] and Selberg (see [2]):

(L1) w(2) = #{y € P(M)|N(9) < 2} ~ li(x).

Here &2(M) is the set of prime closed geodesics (a geodesic is prime if it is not
an iterate of another geodesic), li(x) = ["1/log(t)dt, and N(v) is the norm of ~
defined by N(v) =€) where () is the geodesic length of .

Consider now ¢ : Z(M) — Hy(M,Z), i.e. the projection to the first homology
group with integer coefficients. Fix § € H;(M,Z) and let m3(z) be the number
of prime geodesics v of norm at most = and with ®(y) = 4. Phillips and Sarnak
[8] (and immediately following them Adachi and Sunada [1]) found an asymptotic
expansion for mg(x):

N g T a(f) | e(B) )
12 om0 (1 D 2 ),
The way in which ¢;() depends on the specific homology class 5 remained unex-
amined in [8]. We notice that the main term does not depend on f3.

In certain applications we would like to understand the dependence of the homol-
ogy class in this asymptotic expansions. One result in this direction is the following
due to Sharp [12]: Fix an isomorphism v : H;(M,Z) = Z* There exist a 2g x 2g
positive definite symmetric matrix N of determinant 1 such that

o~ (¥(B).N"1(8)) /20 log @ .
1.3 — li
- o (2mo? log )9 ie) + o (logg+1(x)> ’
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2 MORTEN S. RISAGER

where 072 = 27(g — 1) and the implied constant is independent of . The main

point is of course the independence of 5 in the error term, since without this (1.3)

reduces to a statement about the main term in a asymptotic expansion a la (1.2).
On average we can get better error terms. Petridis and Risager [6] proved that

o~ (WB)N () /207 log 2
(1.4) > <7Tg(x) _ i <x>> i

(2mo?log )9
BeB
1 (B)]l,,, <+/1log x log log =

From (1.4) follows an equidistribution result concerning geodesics in (large) sets
of homology classes: Let ||r|| be a norm on R?*. We say that a subset B C H,(M,Z)
has asymptotic density d.(B) with respect to ||-|| if the limit

L #Be BRI < 2}
w00 #{8 € Hi(M, Z)| |[¥(B)| < =}
exists and equals dj.|(B), i.e. if the image in Z?’ under ¢ has asymptotic density in

Z* with respect to [|-]|. In [6] it was shown that there exist a norm |[|-||,, such that
for all sets B C Hy(M,Z) with asymptotic density with respect to |||,

71'3(33')

(1.5)

7T({E) — d”'HM(B) as r — OQ.
Here mg(z) is the number of prime closed geodesics with norm N () at most x and
homology class ®(v) € B.

One may investigate what happens if we consider pairs — or more generally k-
tuples — of prime closed geodesics. Pollicott and Sharp [10] recently did so in the
following way: Let ai,...,a4,b1,...b, be a fundamental set of generators for the
fundamental group m (M) (see section 3) The conjugacy classes of m (M) are in
one to one correspondence with closed geodesics on M. For a closed geodesic we
let || = min{wl(g)g € {7}} where {7} is the conjugacy class associated with
the closed geodesic v and wl(7) is the word length of ¢ in the fundamental set of
generators. Pollicott and Sharp used sub-shifts of finite type and the thermodynamic
formalism to prove the following pair correlation result: there exist a constant ¢ such
that for any a < b
2n

(1.6) #H{( Y < 0, a <U(y) = 1Y) < b} ~ (b - a)%a

in the limit n — oo. We notice that in terms of the ‘pseudo-primes’ N(7) Pollicott
and Sharp are looking at quotients of norms in finite intervals. For a somewhat
different type of results concerning pairs see [9].

In this paper we study a more geometric counting functions for pairs of geodesics.
More precisely we consider the counting function for pairs of prime closed geodesics
with norm at most x and fixed homology difference:

(1.7) w5 (x) = #{n, 7 € P(M)IN (%) <z, (72) — ®(71) = B}
This counting function is geometric in the sense that the ordering of elements is
according to the geodesic length. We will prove the following result:

Theorem 1.1. Let € H{(M,Z).

Bp) o 9= 1) x’
(z) 29 log?"?(x)

wmn the limit x — oo.
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In particular there are infinitely many pairs of prime geodesics with fixed homology
difference. One may think of this as a hyperbolic Riemann surface version of the
twin prime conjecture. For further explanation as to this analogy we refer to section
2. We can now ask how the error term depends on the specific homology class j3.
We prove the following result:

Theorem 1.2. Let € H\(M,Z).
1 e (B).N"1(B)) /20 log(x) .2

72
2 @rotlog@)r  log’(e) (logg”(fv))

when x > 3, where, when ||¢(5)]],, = o(v/logz/loglogx), the implied constant is
independent of [3.

As with Sharps result (1.3) the main point in Theorem 1.2 is the existence of an
error term which is independent of 3. Theorem 1.1 follows trivially from Theorem

1.2. The assumption [[¢(8)],, = o(vIog s/ loglog =) may be relaxed to [[$(3)],, =
o(v/log x).

Remark 1.3. The geometry of the surface M is intimately linked with the spectrum
of the Laplacian of the surface considered as a Riemannian manifold. This link is
evident from the Selberg trace formulae which relates the lengths of closed geodesics
with the eigenvalues of the Laplacian in a summation formulae. (See (3.7) below).
This ‘duality’ between the length spectrum and the Laplace spectrum has proven
itself extremely useful both in the study of eigenvalues (e.g. Weyl’s law (see e.g.
[13, §4.4])) as well as in the study of the lengths of geodesics which is what we
investigate in the present work. We use the Selberg trace formulae to count primes
in a homology class (a technique developed by Phillips and Sarnak [8]), and we keep
track of the dependence on the specific homology class in the error terms. We then
analyze how these error terms contribute to the relevant sum.

Ty (7) =

Remark 1.4. The fact that we are considering surfaces of fixed negative sectional
curvature —1, is not essential. If M has variable negative curvature we can combine
the ideas of this paper with the ideas developed by Sharp [12], to get results similar
to theorems 1.1 and 1.2. In this case the proof uses the thermodynamic formalism
instead of the Selberg trace formulae. It is also possible to obtain similar results for
free groups using ideas by Petridis and Risager [6, 7].

Remark 1.5. The techniques used in this paper may be used to study counting results
of a more general type than the ones we consider. Consider any A C H,(M,Z)*.
We may then consider the counting function

(1.8) #{(1i) € Z(M)*IN(7;) < w, (6(7)) € A}

This may be rewritten as

Z Hﬂ'ai (2)

(a)k_ e i=1
By using good expansions for m,,(z) it is now possible to study (1.8). To prove
Theorem 1.2 we develop and analyze this in full for

A= {(an, 0) € Hy(M,Z)*|az — oy = 3}

The techniques certainly apply to much more general sets. We hope this paper will
be facilitating for anyone interested in such questions.
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The paper is organized as follows: In section 2 we describe how the results in
this introduction may be seen as analogues of statements in analytic number theory.
Section 3 briefly describe the technique developed by Phillips and Sarnak (combined
by an idea of Sharp [12]) to count primes in a specific homology class. In the following
section we describe how this may be transformed into counting prime pairs with fixed
homology difference. In Section 5 we find the main and error term of a counting
function with certain weights, and in Section 6 we explain how to use multi-variable
summation by parts to remove these weights.

2. ORDINARY PRIMES IN ARITHMETIC PROGRESSIONS

There is nothing new in this section. Its purpose is to emphasize how (almost)
all the results mentioned in the introduction are analogues of classical results or
conjectures in analytic number theory. Readers not interested in such connections
should feel free to move to the next section, as the rest of the paper does not depend
directly on this section. We quote from [4] but most of the results can be found in
any solid textbooks on analytic number theory.

Let TI(x) = #{p < z} be the number of primes less than or equal to x. The
prime number theorem [4, Section 2.1] proved by Hadamard and de la Vallée Poussin
asserts that

(2.1) (z) ~ li(z).

The theorem of Huber and Selberg (1.1) is analogous to (2.1).

Given a primitive conjugacy class a mod ¢ i.e. (a,q) = 1 we let II(z;a, q) be the
number of primes less than x with p = @ mod ¢q. The main result about primes in
arithmetic progressions is ([4, (17.2)])

li(x)
®(q)’

where ®(q) = #{1 < a < ¢|(a,q) = 1} is the Euler totient. The result of Phillips
and Sarnak (1.2) my be considered analogous to (2.2).

In applications to other problems involving primes it is of great interest to know
how the error term in (2.2) depends on ¢ and z. A first result in this direction is the
Siegel-Walfisz theorem [4, Corollary 5.29] which states that for all A > 0 a,q € N,

(CL?q) =1

2 st = 3 +© (7).

when = > 2 where the implied constant depends only on A. We like to think of
Sharps theorem (1.3) as analogous to this result.

The extremely potent idea of taking averages over ¢ and a to get better bounds
on the error term on average has been used very successfully in the famous theorem
of Bombieri and Vinogradov [4, Theorem 17.1]:

(2.2) [(z;q,a) ~

Theorem 2.1 (Bombieri-Vinogradov). For any A > 0 there exist B > 0 such that

2 | = (logjm)

a,g)=1 ®(q)

q<Q
where Q = x'/2log=B(x). The implied constant depends only on A.

H(xa q, a) -
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Conjecturally (Elliot-Halberstram) we can take @ = x'~¢. In many applications
Theorem 2.1 is an excellent substitute for the Generalized Riemann hypothesis which
says that II(x, ¢, a) = li(x) /¥ (q)+O(2/?>T¢) The large range ¢ < '~ can be handled
on average if we allow averages in a also (See [4, Theorem 17.2]):

Theorem 2.2 (Barbon, Davenport, Halberstram). For any A > 0 there exist B > 0

such that , )
> = (00 —55) =0 ()

q<Q amod q
(a,9)=1

where Q = xlog=P(x). The implied constant depends only on A.

The theorem of Petridis and Risager may be considered analogous to Theorems
2.1 and 2.2.

A folklore conjecture says that there are infinitely many twin primes i.e. primes p
such that p+ 2 is a prime. This conjecture was quantified by Hardy and Littlewood
who conjectured that

(2.4) #{p1.p2 < x|ps —p1 =2} ~ 202/ %dt

1 log™(t)
where ¢y = [[,5,(1—(p—1)7?). We could prove it if we where able to handle certain
linear combinations of II(z;q,a) — li(x)/¥(q) See ([4, Section 13.1]). Certainly the
Montgomery conjecture — I1(z; ¢, a) = li(z)/¥(q)+O(z'/**/q"/?) - would give it im-
mediately. Unfortunately we are not able to handle the relevant linear combinations
and the twin prime conjecture remains completely open.

Theorem 1.1 is analogous to the Conjecture (2.4), and its proof goes along the
same lines as what one would like to do for primes. But for prime geodesics the
B dependence of mg(x) can be understood well enough that we can prove which
contributions give error terms and which contribution gives the main term in the
relevant linear combination.

3. COUNTING PRIME CLOSED GEODESICS IN HOMOLOGY CLASSES

In this section we set up some notation and explain how the Selberg trace formula
can be used to count geodesics in a homology class. We then quote an equality from
Petridis and Risager [6] which is proved using this technique. This equality is the
starting point of our current investigation.

Any compact Riemann surface of genus g > 1 without boundary may be realized
as M = I'\H, where H is the upper half-plane and I' C PSLy(R) is a strictly hyper-
bolic discrete subgroup of PSLy(R) acting on H by linear fractional transformations.
The surface M has fundamental group m;(M) = I'. The closed oriented geodesics
are in one to one correspondence with the conjugacy classes of I' by the following
recipe: Pick a base point z; € H above m. From a conjugacy class {7} we project
(modT") the geodesic in H from 2y to vzy to M which is homologous to a closed
geodesic on M.

The group I' has a fundamental set of generators i.e. a set of generators

al,...,ag,bl,...,bgel—‘

with one defining relation
[a, b1 - - [ap, bg] =1
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where [a, b] is the commutator of a and b.

We let C;, i = 1,...g, be the geodesic induced by a; and Cyy;, ¢ = 1,...¢, be
the geodesic induced by b; (The fundamental generators lie in different conjugacy
classes so ¢ # j implies C; # C;). The first homology group H;(M,Z) is isomorphic
to the free group over Z of Ci, ..., Cyy, i.c.

H\(M,7) {ZmZC’ Im; € Z} > 729

The exist a basis for the space of harmonic 1-forms which is dual to Cf, ... Cy, in
the sense that

(31) / W; = 51]
C;

These lift to harmonic differentials o; = R(f;(z)dz) on H where f;(z) is a holo-
morphic form of Weight 2 with respect to I'. Then v € I' induces a geodesic with
homology > m;C; if and only if

(3.2) é(7) == (/W 041/V %) = (ma,...,may).

We notice that ¢(7) does not depend on the choice of path or of the choice of z.
Consider the unitary characters on I' defined by

Xe ¢ I' — St
ry — 627TZ<¢(’}/),€> :

(3.3)

where € € R?% and (,-) is the usual inner product on R™.

Consider now the set of the set of square-integrable y.-automorphic functions, i.e.
the set of f: H — C such that

(3.4) f(vz) = x(Mf(2)

and
(3.5) / FEdp(z) < oo

where F' is a fundamental domain for I'\H. Let L. denote the Laplacian defined as
the closure of

0? 0?
2
(3.6) Y <_8x2 + _8y2)

defined on smooth compactly supported functions satisfying (3.4) and (3.5). The
Laplacian is self-adjoint and its spectrum consists of a countable set of eigenvalues
0 < Ao(e) < Mi(e) < ... We write \j(€) = 1/4 4+ 77(e) = s;(e)(1 — s5(¢)). All our
geodesic counting results has their origin in the Selberg trace formula for L. which
relates the Laplace spectrum with the length spectrum in a very precise way. (See
(11, 2]):

Z h(rj(e)) =2(g — 1) /OO r tanh(7r)h(r)dr

—00

(3.7)
+stmh é(v 2)h(l(7>)
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where h is a smooth even function on R of compact support, A is its Fourier trans-
form and () is the length of the geodesic induced by v € I'. When ¢ = 0 the
contribution from ry(0) should be counted twice. One of the main ideas in [§] is
that by multiplying (3.7) with exp(—2mi (¢)((),€)) and then integrating over the
whole character variety (i.e. over e € R*\Z9) we pick out exactly those v on the
right hand side of (3.7) with homology class (.

By combining ideas of Sharp [12] and Phillips and Sarnak [8] it is possible to get
precise information from (3.7) about

U o O G))
o = 2 SRICID

@(v)=0

(the ” on the sum means that we only sum over prime geodesics). Petridis and
Risager noticed [6, (2.11)] that up to an error term of decay (independent of 3) x7°

Rs(x) o~ ((B).N"14(8)) /202 log()

3.9 _
(3.9) 4y/x (2mo?log(x))9
equals
so(e)—1) log(x N
510 [ (S s i
B(p) 2s0(€) — 1

for every sufficiently small p. This will be the starting point for our investigation
concerning pairs of prime geodesic.

4. COUNTING PRIME PAIRS WITH FIXED HOMOLOGY DIFFERENCE

In this section we explain how to use the counting technique described in the
previous section to count pairs of geodesics with restrictions on their homology
difference.

We define, for xq, 29 > 1,

(w1, 22) = # {1, 72 € P(M)|N(7:) < 5, ®(72) — (72) = B}

and we denote 75 () := 75 (2, ). We fix 0 < k < 1. We will always assume that

(4.1) F <z <.

An obvious choice is to let x = max z;. Then (4.1) puts restrictions on min x;. The
restriction (4.1) implies that log(xy), log(xs), and log(z) are all of the same size (i.e.
log(x1) < log(zs) = log(z)) The same is true for log™*(z}), log™ ! (x3), and log™*(z).
When we, in the following, estimate various sums the error term may depend on k
but never on z.

Instead of working with 7r§ (21, z9) directly it turns out to be more convenient for
us to work with something closer related to Rg(z). In principle we would like to use

N(vi) <
W= 3 #{nne200| QST (0 s )

a€H, (M,Z)

= Z Ta(21)Tg4a(22)

a€Hy(M,Z)
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but it turns out to be more convenient to use

BI, ) / l(’Yl)l(fY?)
RS (1, 22) - N(%;m sinh (1(71)/2) sinh (1(72) /2)
D(y2)—P(m)=p

(4.2) = Y Ra(e)Rapa(ra)

o€ H, (M,Z)

The main strategy is now to use (3.9) and (3.10) to find an asymptotic expansion
for (4.2) and then use multi-dimensional partial summation to get the expansion for

7r2ﬁ(a:1, .73'2) .
We start by making some estimates on Rg(x). Consider

fx(e) — (M _ 6—<6,N6)47r202 log(a;)/Q) .

280(6) -1
We let
f€—<w(ﬂ),N‘lw(ﬁ)>/%2log(m)
AB,z) = 4Vx
(4.3) (8,2) (2mo?log(x))9
B(B,x) = Wz [ foloxide
B(p)

From (3.9) and (3.10) we have
(4.4) Ry(x) = A(B,z) + B(B,x) + O(z'/*7)

for some 9 > 0. The constant ¢ and the implied constant are absolute.
To be able to bound expressions involving B(3, ), i.e. Ya, X3, and ¥4, we recall
Proposition 2.5 from [6].

Proposition 4.1. Let N = {(w;,w;)}.
(i) For every ¢y € R

6(80(6/271'0' log(z))—1) log(z) N 67<E,N6>/2

as r — OQ.

(ii) There exists 6 > 0 such that for all ||¢|| < 0/log(z)

e(so(e/2wa\/10g(aj))—1) log(xz) 6—(5,Ne)/2 S 26_<€’NE>/4.

(iii) For all @ > 0 sufficiently small there exist C' > 0 such that for alllog(x) > 0,
lell < dlog(x)’,
1
<C———.
= log(z) 2
(iv) Let 0 < v < 1/4. For every k > 0 there exist constants 61,09 > 0 such that,

c(s0(e/p\/log(@)~1)log(x) _ ,~(e.Ne)/2

—v{e,Ne)

‘€<so(e/2m\/log<x>>—1)1og<a:> _ pleNa2| £ €
—_ k .
log" ()

when log(x) > 0, 014/log(log(x)) < ||| < day/log(z).

We use Proposition 4.1 to prove the following lemma:
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Lemma 4.2. Let j = 1,2. For every l > 0 there exist a 6 > 0 such that

(4.5 [, 1O de = O(og) %

(4.6 S MO de = 00082

where B'(z) = B(dy/loglogx/+/log x).

Proof. We let j = 1. By a change of variables we see that

IR A

|le]| <2mod/loglog

/ fa(€)] de = (2n0\/log )% / fule/2m0/Tog m)’ de
B(0)\B'(z)

21ad+/loglog x<||e[| <p2ma4/log(z)

We now let § = 0,/2m0 where ¢; are constants as in Proposition 4.1 (iv) with
k = 1. We may safely assume that p has been chosen so small that p27o < d5. Since
so(€) is even with so(0) = 1 we have

(47) @2s0(6) = 1) = 1| < P
when ||e|]| < p. Hence the integrand is bounded by

Y

‘6(50(6/27ra\/@)—1)10g1’ . e—(e,Ns)/Z’ +C ‘é&)(s/?wa@)‘l)logaf H€”2 log 23_1
which by Proposition 4.1 (ii) is bounded by

bl

‘e(so(ﬁ/gﬂaﬁ)_l)T . 6—(6,N6>/2‘ + Ce—M<E,N6> IOg I'_l

for some small p > 0.
When ||¢|| < 2mod+/loglogx we use Proposition 4.1 (iii) to conclude (4.5).
We can safely assume that d, is big enough that

—u/2{(e,Ne
g o €N
log'(x)
when dav/loglogz < ||¢|| < p2moy/log(z). Using Proposition 4.1 (iii) we see that
(NG /2
fx(e/QﬂJ\/logx)) < ;
log (2)

in this region, from which we easily conclude (4.6).

The case j = 2 is similar.
OJ

We now return to the sum (4.2) We start by showing that we only need a finite
sum:

Lemma 4.3. Let ||r||,, = > |ri| be the maz norm. There exist a constant C' > 0
depending only on M such that

(4.8) e, < Cly

for all closed geodesics 7y .
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Proof. This follows directly from [6, Lemma 2.4]. O
From Lemma 4.3 follows that Rz(z) = 0 if ||¢(5)]]

that in (4.2) we only need to sum over
(4.9) [+ A, < Clogs
(4.10) [(@)]l,,, < Clog

Since we are mainly interested in asymptotics we may restrict the sum to a much

smaller sum. We define u(x) = /log(z) loglog z and let

> C'log(x). This implies

m

(4.11) Ri(x1,22) == > Ra(w1)Rasp(a2)
OéEHl(M,Z)
b (@)l <u(z)
Then
(4.12) R (21, m) — Ry (21, 2) = > Ro (1) Rayp(22)

a€H(M,Z)
u(z) <[P ()|, <Clog(z)

(4.13) <0 (10\;2 > Ra(m1)>
2 )

a€H(M,Z
u(z) <Y ()], <Clog(x)

We used Lemma 4.2 to get the inequality. The sum

Z Ra(xl)

a€H(M,Z)
u(@)<[[¥(a)ll,, <Clog(z)

is o(y/z1) by [6, Lemma 2.7].
It follows that

~ A/ L1T2
(414) R§($1,$2> — Rg(l'l, LCQ) =0 (M
so for the asymptotic results we are aiming at, we may consider the small sum
RE(x1, 2).
Using (4.14) we conclude that when = > 3

Rg(xl, To) = Z Ao, z1)A(a + 8, x2)

a€H, (M,Z)
()|l Su(z)

+ Z A(Oé,x1>B(Oé+5, 'TQ)
a€H1(M,Z)
b (), Su(z)

(4.15) + Z B(a, 1) A(a+ 3, 12)
a€H 1 (M,Z)
% (@)l <u(z)

+ Z B(a,z1)B(a + 8, 12) + o (z122)'/?/ log? x)
a€H, (M,Z)
¥ (@)l <u(=)

= Y1(B, 21, 22) + Xo(B, 21, 22) + 33(6, 21, 22) + Eu(B, 21, 22)
+ o (z122) Y2/ log? ).

for some ¢ > 0.
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5. FINDING THE MAIN TERM AND ERROR TERM

We ended the last section by splitting the function Rg (21, z2) into four different
contributions and an error term. In this section we determine which contributions
are ‘big’ and which are ‘small’. We will prove the following result:

Theorem 5.1. Let € Hi(M,Z) and 0 < k < 1. Then

—(w(B),N~14(8)) /202 log 2 /2, 1/2
Rg(ﬂfl, L) = 1635}/2335/2 . 2 +o0 7o N 7o
(2mo?(log x1 + log x2))9 log?’?(z1) log?’? ()

when 3 < 2 < x; < x, |[¥(B)|,, = o(\/logx/loglogx)) and x — oo, where the
implied constant depends at most on k and M.

Our starting point is the identity (4.15). We start by showing that the main term
comes out of .

Lemma 5.2.

Y1(8, 21, 22) = 1621253/ e WD) o s +o0 x}/gxép
Y o2 (27T0'2(10g 1 + log {L‘Q))g logg/Q(g;l) logg/z(q;Q)

where, when || (5)],, = o(v/1ogx/loglogx), the implied constant is independent
of .
Proof. Using (4.15) and (4.3) we easily find that

VT2 1
¥ =1
1(8, w1, 29) 6(27m2)29 (log x1 log x2)9

(an=1a)  ((atw(), N @t (8)

E 6_ 202 log x| 6_ 202 log g

a€Z?9
llexll,,, Su(z)

JETy e (LONTI(8)) /207 log z
16
(2m02)?29  (logxy + log )9

a,N71a> .
e B G ),
Z ———¢ © 207%lgay
Q€729 g(x17$2)g
llexll,,, <u(z)
where
1 1
(5.1) g(a1,2) = (log™" @y + log ™ y) 7 = —STLE 2

~ logxy +logzy
We must therefore understand the above sum.
We consider first the case where § = 0. In this case we consider

1 €7<a,N_1a>/202g(931,a:2)
5.2
(5.2) o

a€Z29
llall,y, Sw(e)

9(117 x2)g

It follows from [6, Lemma 2.10] that this sum converges to 1, and we conclude that

£,(0, 1, 22) 1600y e,
T1,Tq) = 9
1(U, 21, 72 (2mo2(log zy + log 2))9 10g9/2(x1) 1og9/2(x2)
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which proves the lemma when 3 = 0.
The general case follows in the same way if we verify that

€_<a,N*1a>/2a2g(1‘1,9E2) 9 N-1 2
__—2{a, P(B))/20°logzay __
(5'3) Z g(:ﬁ,m)g (1 ¢ < > ) B O(1>

a€Z?9
llexll,,, Su(z)

when ||3]|,, = o(\/log z/loglog ).
There exist a decreasing function r(x) going to zero as x — oo such that ||3]|,, <
r(z)v/logz/loglog x). Hence there exist an absolute constant C' > 0

(5.4) (1 — €_2<047N71¢(5)>/202 logﬂcz) < C’r(:v)

when |||, < v/logzloglogz. The bound (5.3) now follows from this and the fact
that the remaining part of the sum converges to 1 ([6, Lemma 2.10]). In particular
it is bounded (independently of 3) U

Remark 5.3. 1t is fairly straightforward to improve Lemma 5.2 to only requiring
18|, = o(v/logx). This requires showing that we need only to sum over u(t) =

V0og(z)v(x) in 4.15. Here v(x) is some function which grows sufficiently slowly to
infinity.

We are now ready to bound the 3 remaining terms of (4.15) which all go into the
error term in Theorem 5.1:

Lemma 5.4.

L1/2,1/2
(B, x1,x9) =0 L , 1=2,3
() (1ogg/2<x1>logg/2<x2>)

where the implied constant is independent of 3.
Proof. We see from (4.3) and (4.15) that the function ¥5(0, x1, x2) equals

e~ (Y(atB), N~ (a+6)) /207 log(w2)

1/2_1/2
16070, [ a0 ) i

acHy (M,Z)
BO) @, <u()

X&de.

By bounding the character trivially and using Lemma 4.2 we get that

1/2 1/2
xl/ xz/ e

lognglfs(xl)

— (W (a+8),N~1¢(a+8)) /202 log(w2) )

(5.5)  X3(B,x1,70) = O( (2702 log(z2))?

a€H{(M,Z)
[l ()]l Sul=)

The result follows from the fact that

log_l(xl) <k tlog™* (x2),
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if we show that the remaining sum in (5.5) is uniformly bounded. To see this we
note that

o~ (W(@tB) N~ (a+)) /207 log(w2) o~ (¥(@),N~19(a)) /20? log(2)
<
(2mo?log(xs))? - Z (2mo? log(xs))9

a€H (M,7) a€H (M,7)
(), <u(z) 1 (), <u(@)+181,,

—{1(),N~1y(a)) /20% log(z2) o~ (#(@).N 1) 207 log(w2)

e
< +

ag%/[’z) (2mo?log(xz))9 aeh;(M@ (2mo?log(xs))9

l¥ (), Su(z) u(@) <[ ()|, <w(z)+IBl,,

The first sum is independent of 3 and converging to 1 ([6, Lemma 2.10]. The second
sum may be bounded by an absolute constant times

Z efunz/logx Ze,un2/10g36 !
e Vdogz = Vdiogz

u(z)<n

for some small p > 0. It is easy to see that this is bounded (in fact converging to
zero) by comparison with an integral. The sum (3, x) may be handled in the
same way. O

L2172
Yu(fB,x1,22) =0 L2
4(5 1 2) <log9/2(x1)logg/2(x2)>

where the implied constant is independent of 3.

Lemma 5.5.

Proof. Using the definitions (4.3) and (4.15) we see that ¥4(3, x1, z2) equals

R ) BRI GO D SR

Blo)xB(e) TR

We write B(p) x B(p) = [B'(x) x B'(x)] U[(B(p) x B(p)\ (B'(z) x B'(2))] where
B'(x) is defined in Lemma 4.2, and the corresponding [ is chosen sufficiently large.
We split the integral in (5.6) accordingly.

In the part over B(p) x B(p)\B'(x) x B'(xz), we bound the sum trivially by
O(u(v)?9) and the remaining integral is easily seen to be O(log(x)™") for h as big as
we care for by choosing the data of B’(x) sufficiently well.

In the integral over B'(z) x B'(z) we use Cauchy-Schwarz to conclude that

/ f:tl (el)fm (62) Z X?1X?2+Bd€1d€2
'(x '(x OLEH (M,Z)
Brapape) i), <)

is bounded by

1/2
(5.7) ( / }fm(el)fm(62)\2d61d62>,

B’(z)xB’'(x)
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which is O((log x1 log z5)~9/2+1)+¢) by Lemma 4.2, times

2 1/2
(5.8) ( / Z X?lX?;rﬁ deldez)
BB (@) | e
Notice that
2 1/2
( / Z Xfl)(?;ﬁ d€1d€2>
B/(z)xB'(z) | “EH1(M.Z)

(@)l <u(z)
< #Ha e Hy(M, Z)| [¢ ()], < ulz)} x vol(B'(x))

= O(u(x)2g(\/log log x/\/log $)2g)
= O((loglog x)*)

Collecting the pieces we see that
1/2,1/2

Yu(B,x1,29) = O L 2 log® !
4(5 1 2) <lOgg/2(l'1)lOgg/2(fL'2) g )

from which the result follows.

Theorem 5.1 now follows from (4.15), Lemmata 5.2, 5.4, and 5.5.

6. USING PARTIAL SUMMATION

In this section we show how to use multi-dimensional partial summation to con-

clude from Theorem 5.1 our main result:
Theorem 6.1. Let f € H(M,Z) and 0 < k < 1.
5 o~ ($(B).N"14(9)) /20% log(w2) T4
Ty (21, T2) = 2
(2mo?(log x1 + log(z2))9 log(z1) log(xs)

4 ( L1232 >
0
log?/**! (1) log?/*** (5)
when 3 < 2% < 2; < and © — oo, where the implied constant depends at most on
k and M for ||¢(5)]],, = o(\/log z/loglog z).
We notice that putting x; = x5 we obtain Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.1
To prove Theorem 6.1 we let

Z/ 410gN(71)10gN(72)).

P} (w1, 75) =

N ()< \/N(/YI)\/N(/VQ)
O(y2)—®(m1)=p8
We have a trivial bound
(6.1) P)(w1,22) = O(xy*23?)

which follows directly from (1.1) by ignoring the condition ®(7y3) — ®(v1) = S.
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It is not difficult to see that
Ry (x1,22) — P (21, 22)

<y 210g (7)) log(N(72))
T NGts, VN(n) N(yz)sinh (log(N(72)/2))

B Z’ 2log(N(72)) log(N(m))
NG, Sinh(log(N (72)/2)) N (1) sinh (log(N(71)/2))

(6.2) Z 210% Z’ }Og(N(’Yz))

Naem VN ks, V(02 sinh (log(N(72)/2))

-y 21og(N(72)) Z’ log(N(71))
oo sun(loa(N (12)/2)) 2= N () sinh (108(N (71)/2))
— O(! 2 1/2)
We used (1.1) again in the last estimate. It follows that Theorem 5.1 holds with
R2 (x1,z2) replaced by P (21, 22).
Using multi-dimensional partial summation ([5, Theorem 1.6])we find

/ B / 4logN(71)logN(72)_ VN()V/N(72)
> 1= X VN 1)V/N(v2)  4log N(71)log N(72)

N(vi)<z; N(vi)<z;
Q(72)—2(11)=0 Q(72)—2(n1)=0
:—\/x_l\/x_g Pﬂ(x T2)
2 1,42
4 log x1 log xo
41\(4;’51 P2 ([El,tg)m(tQ)dtg
(6.3) - 410\/;% PQﬂ(tth)m(tl)dtl
/ / tl,tg m(t1)m(to)dtadt;.
where
d t 1 1
(6.4) m(t) = Vi =

dtlog(t) — 2V/ilog(t) +/log(1)

We then find the asymptotics of the three integrals.
Lemma 6.2. Let w € R.

/ P (11, 1) (Vi log® (1))t = Y7L PP(ay, )

log™ (1)
xlx;/ 2
’ <1ogg/2+W< ) log?%(z >)
where the implied constant is independent of 3.

Proof. We start by noting that it follows from the trivial bound (6.1) that

VZ1
/ Pg(tlaxQ)(\/Elog’LU(tl)) 1dt1 . 0( 3/4 1/2)
1
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(Clearly Py (xy,25) = 0 for 21 or x, close to 1 since lengths of geodesics does not
accumulate at zero, so the integral makes sense even though there seems to be a
singularity at 1).

Let

1/2_1/2 o~ (¥(B).N"1(B)) /207 log w2

=16
mp (1, T2) Ly Lo (2mo?(log 21 + log x2))9

Counsider now

/ Y Pt ) (Vi og® (1)) Mty — —Y I BB (y. 1)

VEL log" (1)
- / (B (tr,22) — mip(ty, ) (v log™ (1)),

N
1
65+ [ malie) (Vg (1) i — TP )
VZL 0g”(z1)
z1
= [ (Pi(ta) — ma(ta o) (Vo (01))
N
/2 1/2
JE VI 7"
VoL ~ V% p N
F o)) T gy 2 P F O for

Using Theorem 5.1 and (6.2) it follows that there exist a function gx(z) depending
on k', independent of 3, and decreasing to zero as x — oo such that if z¥ < z; <z
then
I

6.6 Pﬁx,x —mg(xy,x
( ) 2( 1 2) ﬂ( 1 2) logg/Z(xl)logg/Z(x2>

< gw ()

We let k' = k/2. Then since we are assuming % < z; < z we have zF < 1,290 < x
when t; > /x;.

If we take absolute values in (6.5) we therefore find

1

1 < gw (VO)2Y? log 9/2(x) / log =9/~ (t,))dt,
N

T x}m é/Q xlxém
+ ———gp(x +O0 | —7—
toe” () " iog2 () 10g 2 (y) T \logm ()

1/2
log9/2+w(3:1) logg/Q(:UQ)

Lemma 6.3. Let w € R.

/112 Py (w1, t2) (VI3 log" (t2)) ' dty =

i) 8
—— P
1ng(I2) 2($17I2)

1/2
+o0 3 3
log??(21) log? > (z)

where the implied constant is independent of (3.
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Proof. We claim that

/acg ( . )( 1 w(t ))_1 ’ ( ) \/ T2 x}/Ql'Q
mg(Ty, Vislo dt = mg(z1, v2) —5—+0
VZ2 e 2R s log®(z2) logg/z(ml)IOgg/erw '

where the implied constant depends at most on &£ and w. Using partial integration
we see that

/’IQ 6*<w(ﬁ),N_1’¢'(ﬁ)>/202 log(t2) " e <T/J(,8),N_11[)(ﬂ)>/20-2 log(x2)
=X
Vi3 log?™ (t,) 2o log?™ (5)

o~ ($(8).N719(8)) /207 log(y/72)

log”™ " (/)

- VT
(6.7)

dts.

7 TR (9, N M) o st~ )
N log?™ 1 (t,)

Since e~*wv is bounded for v € R, the enumerator of the integrand is bounded
(depending on g an w) and the claim follows easily.
Using the claim the proof follows the proof of Lemma 6.2 almost verbatim. [

Lemma 6.4. Let wy,wy € R.

T1 T2
/ / Pég(tl, tg)(\/t_llogwl (t1>\/510gw2 (tg))_ldtldtg
1 1

g2 l?
1 b2 B
= P.
logwl(xl) 1ng2($€2> 2 (1'1,.1'2)

‘o ( L1209 )
log?/ 21 (1) log?/ 2 (,)

Proof. If we bound Pf (x1,29) trivially 6.1 we see that we only need to bound the

integral over (t1,%2) € [\/Z1, 1] X [\/T2, T2).

1/2 1/2

x1 T2 :El 1'2 5
ce dtldtg - loo™L log™? P2 (II)xQ)
NN og"! (1) log"? (x2)

7 (t1,t2) — mp(t1, 2)) (V1 log" (t1)v/T2 log™ (t2)) " dtydts

mﬁ(tl’tQ) dtydt ry " Py (1, z2)
— T,
YL(t1)/t2 log™ () 1 log™ (1) log™? (22) 2 11,2

We use (6.7) and a calculation on the last integral:

- ‘/x / (Py(t1,ta) — mp(ty, t2)) (vt log™ (t1)V/E2 log"? (ta)) ™ dtydts

12

11
_ ps of—==t
+ log™ (1) log™ (z2) (mﬂ<xl7x2) 2 (-771»552))‘ + (logg+w1+wz (gj))
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We then use (6.6)

x1 €2 t}/2t;/2 \/_ \/_ 1
= gr (T t11og™ (t1)Vtalog"* (t2))  dtydt
9w ( )/\/ﬁ/\/@ logg/2<t1>logg/2<t2)( 110g™! (t1)V/ta log™ (t2)) ™ dtdt;

x}ﬂx;ﬂ xi/zxéﬂ 121
+ gv(2) — - + 0\ —rogur
g ( )log '(z1) log 2(152)log9/2(x1)logg/2(x2) <10gg+ o 2(55))

T1T2

=0 .
<1Ogg/2+w1 (21) logg/2+w2 (22) )
which finishes the proof the the lemma. U

We are now ready to finish the proof of Theorem 6.1. From (6.3) and lemmata
6.2, 6.3 and 6.4 we find that

1 202

B8 _ -t T ps
™ (@1, 22) 16log i logzy 2 (w1, 22)
L2172
6.8 0] L 2 Py
(6:8) * log 1 log x5 log () 2 (1, 22)

i ( L1L2 )
0

log?/**! (1) log?**! ()
From (6.3) and Theorem 5.1 we find easily

L1/2,1/2
6.9 Py =022
( ) 2 (xb x2) ( logg<x)
where the implied constant is independent of 3. We conclude that
(6 10) ﬁ( ) 1 x}/Qx;/Q Pﬁ( ) n T1T9
. s (21, 22) = — x1,T 0
2\ 16 log(z1) log(xs) 232 logg/2+1(x1) lOgg/2+1(5E2)

Using (6.10) Theorem 6.1 follows from Theorem 5.1.
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