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WEIGHTED GEODESIC RESTRICTIONS OF ARITHMETIC
EIGENFUNCTIONS

JIAQI HOU AND XTAOQI HUANG

ABSTRACT. Let X be an arithmetic hyperbolic surface, 1 a Hecke-Maass form, £ a geodesic
segment on X, and p a Borel measure supported on ¢ with dimension greater than 1/2.
We obtain a power saving over the local bound of Eswarathasan and Pramanik [EP22]
for the L? norm of 9 with respect to u, which is a weighted generalization of Marshall’s
geodesic restriction bound [Marl6a] and is proved by applying the method of arithmetic
amplification.

On a general 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold, we also obtain a Kakeya-Nikodym
bound for the L? norm of any Laplace-Beltrami eigenfunction with respect to a Borel mea-
sure supported on a geodesic segment with dimension greater than 1/2.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to obtain improved L? eigenfunction estimate restricted to a
general Borel sets on an arithmetic hyperbolic surface.

Let (M, g) be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, A, be the Laplace-Beltrami
operator associated with the metric g on M. We let 0 = A2 < A2 < A2 < --- denote
the eigenvalues labeled with respect to the multiplicity of —A, and ey, the associated L2-
normalized eigenfunctions, that is,

(1.1) (A, + M%)y, =0, and / e, (@) dz = 1.
M

There are several ways to quantify the concentration and size of eigenfunctions e, with
A = A; > 0. A universal result of Sogge [Sog88| states that on an n-dimensional compact
manifold without boundary, for any 2 < ¢ < oo,

(1.2) lexllany S, o(q) = max{251(5 — 1), 25 — 2}

In [BGTO07|, Burg-Gérard-Tzvetkov studied restrictions of eigenfunctions to submanifolds.
In particular, if ¢ is a smooth curve on a Riemannian surface, they showed that

(1.3) He)\HLq(Z) S XTl(q)? o1(q) = maux{l 11

Both (1.2) and (1.3) are sharp on the standard round sphere by taking e, to be the zonal func-
tions or the highest weight spherical harmonics. Under additional geometric assumptions—
such as nonpositive sectional curvature or on flat tori—one can improve (1.3); see, for example,
[CS14, BR12, Blal8, XZ17] and the references therein for more details.

Eswarathasan and Pramanik [EP22| then considered the restriction of eigenfunctions to

arbitrary Borel sets. To describe the results in this direction, we recall the Frostman Lemma
1
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in R™ (see e.g., [Mat15]). It states that for a Borel set B C R™ and s > 0, the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure satisfies H*(B) > 0 if and only if there exists a nontrivial finite Borel
measure j supported on B and a constant C' > 0 such that

w(B(z,r)) < Cr’, Ve e R", r> 0.
In this paper, we say that a Borel measure px on M has dimension « if there exists a constant
C > 0 such that
w(B(x,r)) < Cre, Vee M, 0 <r <inj(M).

Here, B(x,r) denotes the geodesic ball of radius r centered at z, and inj(M) denotes the
injectivity radius of M.

For an a-dimensional Borel measure p on a Riemannian surface, analogues of (1.2) on the
size of ||ex||La(ar;du) Was obtained in [EP22|. More recently, Gao-Miao-Xi [GMX24| proved

sharp estimate on ||ex | ra(ar;ap) for all 0 < o < 2 and ¢ > 2 on any Riemannian surface. In
the special case ¢ = 2, their conclusions can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1 ([EP22, GMX24|). Let o € (0,2], 1 be an a-dimensional probability measure
on a Riemannian surface M. Then for any € > 0, there exist C. > 0 such that

(1.4) leallzzran S X lexll 2y,
where
% -5 if 0<a< %,
() =9 if 1<a<i,
e ifl<a<2

Moreover, (1.4) is sharp on S? up to the \° loss.

1.1. Improvements in the arithmetic setting. Now we take the surface to be X = I"'\H,
an arithmetic hyperbolic surface, where I' is a cocompact congruence lattice in SL(2,R)
arising from a quaternion division algebra over QQ (see Section 3.1 for the precise definitions).
Let 1) be an L?>-normalized Hecke-Maass form on X with spectral parameter X\. Namely, v is
a joint eigenfunction of the Laplace-Beltrami operator A and all unramified Hecke operators
on X, and satisfies A+ (1/4+A2)y) = 0. As we are considering large-eigenvalue asymptotics,
we will also assume that A > 0 to exclude exceptional Laplace eigenvalues. For these X,
Iwaniec and Sarnak [[S95] showed that the classical local bound [|¢|s < AY?2 (taking n = 2
and ¢ = oo in (1.2)) can be improved a power to ||t|le Se A%/12+¢. Therefore, the trivial
estimate

1/2
1 llz2g < 1¥]lo (/Xdu(x)) <, AB/12e

provides a power saving over (1.4) when a < %. The main result of this paper is an improve-

L 1] with u supported on a

ment of (1.4) for Hecke-Maass forms on X in the range a € (3,

geodesic segment.
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Let M be any Riemannian surface and ¢(s) : [0,1] — M be a geodesic segment of unit
length, we define  to be a Borel measure of dimension a € (0, 1] supported on ¢ if p is the
push-forward of some a-dimensional Borel measure v on [0, 1] under ¢, i.e.,

(1.5) w(E) = v(¢ Y (E)) for all Borel sets E C M.

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢ be an L?>-normalized Hecke—Maass form on X with spectral parameter
A. For any geodesic segment { of unit length, and any Borel measure p supported on £, with
dimension o € (3,1], then we have

1 1/2 )
(1.6) kum(u):( /O Iw(f(s))\QdV(s)) <o MO

where the measure dv is defined in (1.5) and

=

d(a) =

(X_
a—H+2

~— |

24(

1
2
The implied constant is independent of L.

In the special case & = 1, Theorem 1.2 is due to Marshall [Marl6a]. The proof of Theo-
rem 1.2 follows by reducing the restriction norm to a weighted geodesic restriction norm and
adapting the arguments of Marshall [Marl6al, which are based on the arithmetic amplifica-
tion method, to this weighted setting.

1.2. A Kakeya-Nikodym bound. Following ideas in the work of Bourgain [Bou09|, we
also obtain the following result on a general compact manifold.

Theorem 1.3. Let (M, g) be a compact 2-dimensional Riemannian manifold, let A, be the
Laplace-Beltrami operator associated with the metric g on M. Assume ey is an L? normalized
eigenfunction satisfying (1.1). For any geodesic segment € of unit length, and any Borel
measure ji supported on £, with dimension o € (%, 1), we have

1
a—3
sup / lex(@)Pdz
Cell JT, _1/2(8)

The estimate (1.7) also holds for a« = 1, up to an additional logarithmic loss in \.

S

(1.7) lexllzzg = (/01 lex(ﬁ(S))\ZdV(x)y/Q SA

Here IT denotes the set of unit-length geodesics in M and T,-12(f) denotes the A\~1/2
tubular neighborhood of the geodesic ¢. The quantity on the right side of (1.7) is often
referred to as the Kakeya-Nikodym norm. (1.7) suggests that any improvement on the
Kakeya-Nikodym norm bound yields a corresponding improvement in the restriction bounds
of eigenfunctions to Borel measures p satisfying dimensional assumptions. For example,
on Riemannian surfaces of nonpositive curvature, one obtains improved Kakeya—Nikodym
estimates over the uniform bound; see, for instance, [BS18, Theorem 1.1] and [HS24, Theorem
1.2]. If we take M to be an arithmetic hyperbolic surface X as in Theorem 1.2 and e\ = 9 to
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be an L?-normalized Hecke-Maass form with spectral parameter A, then Marshall’s geodesic
restriction estimate [Marl6a, Theorem 1.1] directly implies that

1 1 1
HlpHLQ(u) ga,e )‘Ziﬁ(aii)Jﬁ

for any p satisfying the assumptions in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. However, it may be seen that
the above bound is weaker than (1.6) in Theorem 1.2.

Note that the exponents in both (1.6) and (1.7) tend to 0 as « approaches 1. Thus
o= % is a critical value for eigenfunction restriction problems. Actually, the functions that
saturate (1.4) when a = % include both the Zoll spherical functions and the highest weight
spherical harmonics. Hence, in this case, the restriction norm is sensitive to both pointwise
and geodesic concentration of eigenfunctions. We wish to explore this critical case in future

work.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we reduce the restriction norm to a
weighted norm along geodesics using the locally constant property of eigenfunctions and
prove several auxiliary estimates for the corresponding weights. In Section 3, we introduce
the definition of Maass forms on arithmetic hyperbolic surfaces, the Hecke operators, and
the related amplification inequalities. In Sections 4 and 5, we prove Theorem 1.2. Finally,
in Section 6, we give the proof of Theorem 1.3.

1.3. Notation. Throughout the paper, the notation A < B will mean that there is a positive
constant C' such that |A| < CB, and A ~ B will mean that there are positive constants C}
and Cy such that 1B < A < CyB. We also use A = O(B) to mean A < B.

If f € L'(R), the Fourier transform fof f in this paper is defined as

7o) = / " fw)e .

If f € S(R) is a Schwartz function, the Fourier inversion formula reads
1 [~ .
— z:cfd

1.4. Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Yakun Xi for suggesting study-
ing fractal restriction estimates, which motivated this project. The second author was sup-
ported in part by the Simons Foundation and NSF (DMS-2452860).

2. WEIGHT FUNCTIONS AND AUXILIARY ESTIMATES

By rescaling the metric, or in the hyperbolic surface case by passing to a finite-index
sublattice if necessary, we may assume throughout that the injectivity radius of our manifold
is at least 10. We will first show the following reduction.

Lemma 2.1. Let M be a Riemannian surface and p be an a-dimensional Borel probablity
measure supported on a unit-length geodesic £(s) : [0,1] — M. Suppose that ey is an L*-
normalized Laplace eigenfunction satisfying (1.1). Then there exists a constant C > 0 and



WEIGHTED GEODESIC RESTRICTIONS OF ARITHMETIC EIGENFUNCTIONS 5

a smooth weight function w(s) supported in |s| < 2 such that for any N > 1
(2.1) lellz2uy < Clleallzzqy + On(A™Y),

where
leallzzw) = / lex(€(s)) Po(s)ds.

And for any interval [a — r,a+r] C R, we have

a+r
(2.2) / w(s)ds S re.
Note that the Hecke-Maass form 1 with spectral parameter \ in Theorem 1.2 is also an
eigenfunction of the Laplacian with eigenvalue +A? with A > 0 (see (3.2) below). Therefore,
the conclusion of Lemma 2.1 also applies to .

To prove Lemma 2.1, we shall use the following lemma, see e.g., [Sogl7, Chapter 5| for its
proof.

Lemma 2.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface with the Riemannian distance function
dy(z,y) for x,y € M and the Laplace-Beltrami operator A,. Fiz x € S(R) with x(0) =1
and suppX C (3,1). Then for any f € C®(M)

(2.3) X(vV =8y —A) f(z) = /\1/2/ e a(x,y, ) f(y)dy + Raf(x)
M
where
||R>\f||L°°(M) SCN)\_NH]C”LI(M), VN =1,2,3...,

a(x,y, ) is smooth with the uniform bounds

oy a(x,y, A) < C,, for all multi-indices -,
and
(2.4) a(z,y,\) =0 if dy(x,y) & (3,1)
Write

Tof(z) = A2 / e a2,y ) f () dy.

M
Using (2.3), we have

(2.5) e\ — X(\/Ag — )\)6)\ = T,\e,\ + O()\_N)
Since dy(z,y) € (3,1) when (z,y) is in the support of the amplitute a, it is not hard to check
(2.6) 0sdy(L(s),y) < Cy

for some constant C; depending on the metric. Hence if we fix a nonnegative p(s) € C°(R)
satisfying p(s) > 0, p(s) = 1 when |s| < 2 and p(s) = 0 when [s| > 2, and fix 7 such that
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€ O, n(€) =1 when [£| <2C,; and 7j(§) = 0 when |£| > 4C, we have for |s| <1,

Tes(tls) = 5 | / " () Ty (1) dEdt

0 T o // ¢ UGRE/N) plt) Thex (€(1))dédt
o / /_ ¢TI =&/ N)p() Taea(E(t))dédt.

The second term on the right side of (2.7) is Ox(A™Y) for any N if we expand They(£(t))
and integrate by parts in dt by applying (2.6). Thus, we have

(28)  Tea(l(s) = / Thea(£(s))p(O)M(A(s — D)t + O(N), if |s] < 1.

Therefore, since the measure p is supported on ¢, by Hélder’s inequality

/ Tyea(w)Fdpu(x / Trea(t(s)dv(s)
/ (/|)\77 (s —1))|p(t dt> (/\T,\e,\ N An(A (S—t))|p(t)dt> dv(s) + O(A™N)

/ / Trex(CE)PIAn(A(s — 1) |p(B)dtdu(s) + OA)

If we use ) and (2.9), we have

le(@)[*dp(x [ex(CE) | An(A(s — 1))l p(t)dtdv(s) + O(A™Y)
/ CECEI IR

/ / lex(€(0)) P/ N2 NS — 1) + Lp(t)dedu(s) + O(A™).
If we define the weight function w(t) as

(2.11) / VRO = 8) + 1 p(t) du(s)

Then (2.1) follows from (2.10). Now let’s verify (2.2), note that since v is an a-dimensional
Borel measure on [0, 1], we have

wlt) < / (IN(A(s — £))] + 1) p(t) dis) / (A — )] p(t) di(s) + plt)
Thus, it suffices to verify (2.2) with w(t) replaced by
/ IAn(A(s —1))| dv(s).

Ifr <A ' let Iy = [a+kA" a+(k+ 1)\ for k € Z. Since 1 is a Schwartz function, it is
not hard to check that for any ¢ € [a—7,a+7] and s € I, we have [n(A(s—1t))| < (1+]k])~2
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Hence,

/aw ()/llkn( (s — )| dv(s)dt

-

(2.12) <Z/ / (14 [K))2 du(s)dt

Sr)\l © < re

where in the second inequality we used the fact that v is an a-dimensional Borel measure
on [0, 1].

Ifr > X1 let I, = [a+ kr,a+ (k+ 1)r] for k € Z. Then one can similarly check that for
any t € [a —r,a+ r| and s € I}, we have

[VI(AGs =) < (14 Alk|r) ™ < (1+[k]) 2

a+r 1
| ot [ i = o)) dutep

2.13) <Z<sup [ v - o) ([ s eh )

sely

Hence,

(0%
< re.

2.1. Energy-integral estimates. Now we fix the weight function w produced by Lemma
2.1. Following [Mat15, §2.5], for any 0 < s < «, we define the s-energy of the measure

w(z)dx by
// dxdy
R |z — y\

[Mat15, Theorem 2.8] shows that if we have (2.2), then I (w) = O4(1). We first refine the
above estimate as follows. We let

_ [ e@)emwn)wly)
Li(gw) _//R |z —yl* ey

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that 0 < s < a and ¢ € S(R) C L*(w) = L*(R,w(z)dx). Then
I(9w) Sas H(Z)H%Q(w)

Proof. By the mean inequality,

(] 22

It suffices to show that the inner integral is O, s(1). As both w(x ) and w(y) are nonzero

only when |z|, |y| < 2, this follows from the next lemma with § = 4. O
Lemma 2.4. If0 <s<a, 0< 6 <100 and x € R, then

w(y) -
2.14 1, dy <o 6975,
( ) / lz—y|<o T yls Y Sa,

oo |
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Proof. We write |z —y|™* = s f‘;iy‘ r=~ldr, so

o w (0.9} oo
/ 1my|<5ﬁd'g = S/ (/ T_S_ldr) Lig—yj<sw(y)dy
oo - 00 \Jja—y
= s/ (/ r_s_ldr) Lyj<sw(y + x)dy
—oo \Jyl
0 00
= s/ (/ T_S_ldr> w(y + z)dy.
=5 \Jy|

We swap the order of the integrals so that the last line above is equal to

s (/05 (/_Z w(y + x)dy) 5 dr + /500 (/_iw(y + a:)dy) r‘s_ldr) .

By (2.2), the integral is bounded by the right side of (2.14). O

2.2. Fourier decay estimates. We denote by R,(x) = |z|~° the Riesz kernel for s € (0, 1).
Then the energy integral I3(¢w) can be written as

[ (o) )5l
By [Mat15, Theorem 3.6], as a tempered distribution
R, (€) = 7(s)Rios(¢/(2m)),

where

2

LG

2
If p € S(R) and 0 < s < a, then by the Plancherel theorem,

Low) = 5= [(Rdw©mu@ds = B2 [ R ie/emiutia

’y(S) _ 71_5—1/2{‘(&)

By Lemma 2.3, we conclude the following mean square estimate for (52\1)(5 ).

Lemma 2.5. If0 < s < a and ¢ € S(R), then

(s) [~ o

[ IO PIE g = L(0w) S [0l

(27)° J -

2.3. Frequency projection. Now we let A > 0 (which will be taken to be the spectral

parameter of the Maass form) and take a parameter § > 0 satisfying 1 < f < A. Let

n € Cg°(R) so that 7 € C°(R) is nonnegative even function, = 1 on [—1/2,1/2] and 7

vanishes outsied (—1,1). Let ng € C§°(R) be such that
E—A E+ A

np(§) = ﬁ(T) +7( 3

We define the frequency projection Iz to be the operator

s6(x) = / " (@ — y)s(y)dy.

).
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Lemma 2.6. For any N > 1, we have
N
ne(x) Sn B+ Blzf)~.

Proof. By the Fourier inversion, we have

e ERAN N R
775(56):%/;00 <ﬁ<§ﬁ )"‘77(5; )) 6m£d£:%ﬁ(62/\x—l—e ZAI)/_mn(ﬁ)elﬂxéd&

so the lemma follows by integrating by parts. 0

We let Hé = 1—1Ig, so that Héqzﬁ = ¢ —1Ilz¢. It is direct by definition to see the following.

Lemma 2.7. If ¢ € S(R), then we have

(a) ﬁg\(b is supported inside £[\ — B, X\ + f].
(b) The support of Tz ¢ is disjoint from £[X — /2, A+ 3/2].

3. MAASS FORMS ON ARITHMETIC HYPERBOLIC SURFACES

3.1. Arithmetic hyperbolic surfaces. We first recall the constructions of compact con-
gruence arithmetic hyperbolic surfaces from quaternion division algebras over Q.

3.1.1. Quaternion algebras. Let A = (%) be a quaternion division algebra over QQ, where
a,b € 7Z are squarefree and a > 0. We choose a basis 1,w, Q,w() for A over QQ that satisfies
w? = a, 9 = band wQ + Qw = 0. We denote the reduced norm and trace on A by
nrd(«a) = aa and trd(a) = a + @, where o — @ is the standard involution on A. We let R
be a maximal order in A (or more generally an Eichler order). For any integer m > 1, we let

R(m) ={a € R | nrd(a) = m}.

The group R(1) of elements of reduced norm 1 in R acts on R(m) by multiplication on the
left, and R(1)\R(m) is finite (see [Eic55]). We fix an embedding ¢ : A — M5(Q(\/a)), the
2-by-2 matrices with entries in Q(y/a) by

-5 )

a=xo+ 1w + (T2 + 23w)Q = + 1l

Let H = {z € C | Im(z) > 0} be the upper half plane. The Lie group GL*(2,R), con-
sisting of 2-by-2 real matrices with positive determinant, acts on H via the fractional linear

where

transformation:

b

_aztb where g = (CCL d) € GLT(2,R) and z € H.

e+ d

g-z

We define the lattice I' = ¢(R(1)) C SL(2,R), which is cocompact as we assumed A to be
a division algebra, and let X = I'\H be the corresponding compact arithmetic hyperbolic
surface.
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3.1.2. Hecke operators. We define the Hecke operators T, : L?(X) — L*(X), n > 1, by

1
Taf(2) = 7 QER%%RW f((@)2).

There is a positive integer ¢, depending on R, such that for any positive integers m and n
so that (m,q) = (n,q) = 1, T,, has the following properties:

T, =1, that is, T;, is self-adjoint,
(3.1) T, T, =T,T,, = Z T2
d|(m,n)

3.1.3. Lie groups. We let G = PSL(2,R) and let K = PSO(2), which is a maximal compact
subgroup of G. Let A be the diagonal subgroup of G, with parameterization

aly) = (eg (1)) ,

and let N = {({ %)} be the unipotent subgroup. We denote the Lie algebra of G by g and
equip g with the norm

. X1 X 2 2 2
||.||,(X3 _Xl)H\/X1+X2+X3.

This norm defines a left-invariant metric on GG, which we denote by d. We define the function
A : G — R through the Iwasawa decomposition, that is A(g) € R is the unique number so

that ¢ € Na(A(g))K. As H = G/K, we let dg be the Haar measure on G that is the
extension of the usual hyperbolic volume by the measure of mass 1 on K.

3.1.4. Hecke-Maass forms. We let A be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on H and X, which is
induced from the standard hyperbolic Riemannian metric. Let v € L*(X) be a Hecke-Maass
form that is an eigenfunction of A and the operators T,, with (n,q) = 1. We let A(n) be the
Hecke eigenvalues of ¢ and A be its spectral parameter, so that

Totp = Mn)y,

(3:2) A+ (1/4+ X = 0.

We assume that ||¢||2 = 1 with respect to the hyperbolic volume on X and assume that
A > 0 is large. Note that because A and T,, with (n,q) = 1 are self-adjoint, we may assume
that v is real-valued. For functions on X, we will also think of them as functions on G that
are left [-invariant and right K-invariant.

3.2. Spherical functions and Harish-Chandra transforms. In this section, we review
the definitions and basic properties of spherical functions and Harish-Chandra transforms
on G = PSL(2,R) and H, and we refer to [Hel84, Chap. 4].
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For any s € C, we let ¢, be the spherical function on G of spectral parameter s, which
can be obtained by the integral formula:

903(9) :/ e(is+1/2)A(kg)dk
K

where dk is the probability Haar measure on K. As @, is right K-invariant, we view
as a function on H = G/K as well. Equivalently, ¢, is the unique smooth left K-invariant
function on H satisfying ¢,(i) = 1 and Ay, + (1/4 + s*)p, = 0. Moreover, , is invariant
under the Weyl group, that is, ps = ¢_, for any s € C.

We denote by C2°(G J/ K) the space of compactly supported smooth bi- K-invariant func-
tions on G. Given f € C*(G J/ K), the Harish-Chandra transform of f is given by

/f 9)dg, s € C.

The Paley-Wiener theorem of Gangolli [Gan71] says that the Harish-Chandra transform .72
gives an isomorphism from C°(G J K) onto PWy (C), the space of Paley-Wiener type even
entire functions. Moreover, the inverse Harish-Chandra transform is given by the integral
formula:

_ /Ooo [ (s)ps(g)dvpL(s)

where dvpr, = (27) !stanh(ws)ds is the Plancherel measure for H.

3.3. Amplification inequality. We choose gy € G so that our geodesic segment ¢ is the
image of {goa(x) | 0 < x < 1} under the projection G — H — I'\H. Since the weight w(z)
in (2.1) is supported in |z| < 2, we fix a function b € C2°([—3, 3]), which we may assume to
be real-valued. Following Marshall’s notation [Mar16a, §3], if ¢ € L{ (R, dx), we let

,bg) = / 3@)d(goalz))b(x)dz.

Motivated by the problem studied in this paper, if ¢ € L{_(R,w(z)dx), we define the
weighted integral

(0, b6 = (1, bgw) = / " @ (goa(x))b(a)w(x)da

We fix a real-valued function h € C*(R) of Paley-Wiener type that is nonnegative and
satisfies 1(0) = 1. Define h by hS(s) = h(s—A)+h(—s—A), and let k9 be the K-bi-invariant
function on H with Harish-Chandra transform h3. The Paley—Wiener theorem implies that
kY is of compact support that may be chosen arbitrarily small. Define k) = kY x k%, which
has Harish-Chandra transform (h3)2. If ¢ € L} (R, dz) and g € G, we let

I\ ¢,9) = //_ b(xl)b(xg)deQ)kA(a(—xl)ga(xQ))dxldxg.

By using a partition of unity on b, we can assume that the supports of b and %k are small
enough so that I()\, g, ¢) unless d(g,e) < 1. Let N > 1 be an integer, and let {a,}_; be
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complex numbers so that «,, = 0 if (n,q) # 1, both to be chosen later. Define the Hecke
operator

N
T = Z o, T,
n=1

We recall the amplification inequality of Marshall [Marl6a, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 3.1. If ¢ € L] (R, dz), we have

loc

(T 00)* < > aman] Y F > 1N ¢90 90l

m,n<N d|(m,n) YER(mn/d?)

4. ESTIMATES OF INTEGRALS ON THE GEOMETRIC SIDE

4.1. Bounding I (), Hé(qﬁw), e). We take a parameter 5 > 0 satisfying A < # < X for some
¢ > 0. By Lemma 2.7, the Fourier support of Il (¢w) is disjoint with [\ — 5/2, X + 3/2].
Let by € C°(R) be a cutoff function that is equal to 1 on [—6, 6] and zero outside [—7, 7] so
that

TS (fuw), € / / BITL (g0) (i JDITS () (22)bn (22 — 1) k(s — 1)) dy s,
Let €9 > 0. We decompose by (z) dyadicly as

bi(z) = by(2)by (B ) +Zb1 2B 0r) — by(27 B 0w))

We also have the corresponding dyadic decomposition for I(A, IT5 (¢w), e):

I\ 15 (gw), e —[o+zf

where
Iy = //_OO Wbﬂéww(m)bl(m — x1)b1(51760<x2 —x1))kx(a(xy — x1))dz1dey
and

I, = //00 bHé‘((bw)(xl)bﬂé(qbw)(xg)bl(xg — 1)
(b1(2_n61_60 (ZL’Q — 5(71)) — b1(2_n+161_eo(l’2 — Il))) k?)\((l(l'g — ZEl))d{Eldl'g.

Lemma 4.1. I() ,Soa /\1/2,87(1760)@[71/2)||¢||%2(w)

Proof. We let &y be the delta distribution at 0 and write IT; (¢w)(z) as

/ " (Goly) — ms())bw(e — y)dy.

—00
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If we define Jy(y1,y2) to be the integral

//_"0 b(z1)b(za)pw(z1 — y1)pw (s — y2)bi(x2 — 21)b1 (B (22 — 1)) kr(a(z2 — 21))da1das,

then Fubini’s theorem for distributions gives

(4.1) Io= / / " (Golwn) — 73 5)) (Bo () — 13(92)) ol o)yl

By the mean inequality, Jy(y1,y2) is bounded by

S [ bepleabes - b5 a2 = 2) b ale = )

(Ip(zr — y0) PP + 18(x2 — y2) ) wlwr — yo)w(wy — yo)daydas
S [ be0baata(oz = 20b (3 (az — 22 (ataz — 20)

|p(x1 — y1)Pw(zy — y1)w(z — yo)dardas
= [ ([ antitan = a5 = ) lbslates — ) utes ~ )i )

b(x1)|p(21 — yo)|Pw (s — y1)day

By [Mar16b, Lemma 2.8], ky(a(ra — 21) S A1+ Moy — 21])7Y2 < AV2 |2y — 24|72, 50

Jo(y1,92) S ||¢||%2(w)/ N2y — 21| 7P w(wy — yo)des.

|z —z1|<7871F<0

Applying Lemma 2.4 to s = 1/2 and d = 75717%, we obtain

Jo(y1, 12) Sa )\1/257(1760)(%1/2) H¢H%2(w)'
We get the same bound for Iy by combining (4.1) with Lemma 2.6. O

Lemma 4.2. [, S, 0N 2_”)\_N|\¢H%Q(w) for any N > 1.
Proof. We first recall the inverse Harish-Chandra transform for k,:
a) = [ ma(s)oula(o)dven(s),
0

By [Marl6b, Theorem 1.5], there are functions fi € C°°((0,3) x Rx() such that

(4.2) (%) fe(z,8) S x_m(sx)_1/2
and
(4.3) ps(a(x)) = fr(z,8)e™ + f_(x,5)e”™" + On((sx) ™)

for z € (0, 3).
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After changing the variables x5 — x9+ 21, applying the inverse Harish-Chandra transform
in I,,, and applying the rapid decay of h,, it suffices to prove the bound

[ [Pt 6w s + )ty ()

(4.4) (012778 0ag) — b1 (27" 1 Vmy)) pa(alw))dardry Sepera 27 A 0]I72 )
for |s — A| < B/4. We let

F(zy) = /bHé(@u)(a:Q + x1)by (z2) (b1(2_”61_50x2) — b1(2_"+161_60x2)) os(a(xsg))dxy
and we claim that
(4'5) F(J71) 56076’,N 2_n)‘_N||¢||L2(w)-
Also we notice that by Lemma 2.6 and the Cauchy-Schwarz
@6) [ psew)@lds < [ ow@ldz+ [ ) [ ba)out - yidedy £ (6],

Assuming (4.5), the integral in (4.4) is

Seoeron 27N N0 2w / [b115 (dw) (1) |dy 27" A7 [0 22w,

which proves (4.4). It remains to prove (4.5). We shall estimate this integral by applying
(4.3) to F(z1). By (4.6), the error term in (4.3) makes a contribution of

(82nﬁ_l+60)_N / bﬂé(qﬁw) (CL’Q + ZL‘l)bl(ZL‘Q) (bl(Q_nﬁl_EofL’Q) — 61(2—n+161—60x2)) dlL’Q
Seov AV 2710 22w

~€0,

which may be ignored. We shall only consider the integral involving f,, as the other term is
similar. We apply the Fourier inverison for IT§ (¢pw)(z1 + 22), so the term in F(z1) involving
f+ is equal to

[0 =G0 [ baa +)bula) (b2 0aa) — b (27 )
fi(xa, 5)eCTOT2 g de.

eifxl
27

If we replace xo with 27371+, this becomes
szg e [(1- ) [ou) \ o (2267 ) () — ba(22)
f+(2n6_1+60x27 S)ei(s+£)2"6_1+50m2dx2 dé—

By (4.2), the k-th derivative of the amplitude factor is <, A~1/22%/23-(1=€)/2 " Integrating
by parts k times with respect to x5 gives that the term in F'(z;) involving f, is bounded by

< /\—1/22—1m+n/26(k—1/2)(1—60)/ ‘ggz\u(f)
|s££[>B/4

|s+§]_kd§.
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We define ¢,(x) = ¢(z)e® so that

[ Jawefis+atas< [ [t s)le s - (©)] e ae.
[s£=£]=p/4 1€]>8/4 |€]1>6/4
By applying Lemma 2.5, we get
[ Jem|lertae= [ Jamies el ag
1€1>8/4 [€1>8/4

2 1/2 1/2
s( 3 \£|‘1/2d£) ( /5 » 15\—2’““/%5)

Sa 5_k+3/4||¢||L2(w)

In summary,
F(:El) Sa,k )\—1/22—kn+n/2/3(k—1/2)(1—eo)ﬁ—k+3/4||¢||L2(w) 560,6,7]\[ 2_n/\_N|l¢||L2(w)7
which proves (4.5). O

By combining the above two lemmas and summing over n, we get:
Proposition 4.3. Suppose that A < § < X for some € >0 and ¢ € S(R). Then we have
I(, Hg(gbw), e) Sae e )\1/257(&71/2)%||¢H%2(w)-
4.2. Bounding I(\,z(¢w), g). We first give a uniform bound for I(\, IIg(¢pw), g).
Lemma 4.4. Suppose that ¢ € S(R) and § < X\. We have I(\,11z(¢w), 9) Sa )\1/2||¢||%2(w)

Proof. By writing Ilz(¢w) as [ ns(y)ow(z — y)dy, and defining
JAsy1,92) = // b(w1)b(w2)pw (w1 — y1)pw(wy — yo)kr(a(—r1)ga(zs))drdry,

then we have

(4.7) I(\ Ts(6w), g / / 7)1 (92) T (s v, o)y

By the mean inequality we obtain

Ty 9) < / / b b(a2) or (a(—1)ga (22)) |62 — o) P01 — g )w(as — go)dadics

+ // b(x1)b(x2)|kx(a(—21)ga(x))||d(x1 — y1) Pw(xy — y1)w(xe — yo)dwidas.

We claim that

// 0)b(a) a(a(—1)ga(e)) |92 — yo)Pwlar — g )w(as — yo)dardas
-/ ( [t -l xnga(mmdm) (o) (s — y2) 62 — yo) s

SN2(161172 )
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and the other term can be bounded similarly. The result will follow from the claim and
Lemma 2.6. Given g € G and 25 € R, we let g € R be such that a(xy) -7 = e*i € H is
the perpendicular projection of ga(xs) - onto the vertical geodesic Ri C H. Therefore, in
the hyperbolic triangle formed by a(z1) - 7, a(xg) - i and ga(xs) - i, the side length |x; — ¢
is bounded by the hypotenuse, which is the distance between a(x;) - ¢ and ga(xs) - i. By
[Mar16b, Lemma 2.8], we have

Ex(a(—z1)ga(xe)) S M1+ Az — :1:0])_1/2 < )\1/2]:1:1 — x0|_1/2‘

Therefore, by the above bound and Lemma 2.3 with s = 1/2, we have

/ﬂmmurwmmmvmmmmw@sxﬂ/Mmm@rwmm—%rmwma»@

which completes the proof. U

4.2.1. Rapid decay estimate of I(\, Ilg(¢pw), g). We first recall Marshall’s estimate [Marl6a,
Proposition 3.7, (22)]:

Lemma 4.5. Given 0 < € < 1/2, suppose that A < B < A=, and ¢ € L*(R) with
/2y = 1 and Supp(¢) C £[A — B, A+ 8. If eg > 0 and d(g, A) > \"V2F0 Y2 we have

](/\; ¢7 g) 560,6’,N )\_N~

Remark. In [Marl6a, Proposition 3.7], it is required that 3 < A?/3. However, this is not
necessary, and A%/? could be replaced with A=< as above (this is also mentioned in [Mar16a,

Remark p.466]).

To modify Marshall’s estimate in terms of ||¢|| 12w, we apply the Fourier decay estimate
for ¢pw as follows.

Proposition 4.6. Given 0 < ¢ < 1/2, suppose that X < f < X'=¢, and ¢ € S(R). If
€0 >0 and d(g, A) > N\"V20 312 e have

](/\7 H5<¢w)7 g) geo,e’,N /\_NHQbH%Q(w)

Proof. By the Plancherel theorem and the support condition Supp(7z) C £[A — 8, A+ (] we
have

1 o~ -
Moo = 5 [ 0@ (6 de
5/ €2 G ()2l 2
E[A-B8,2+8]
< N2 / (e Ple|V2de
E[A-82+8]

< A2 /R Gw(e)Ple) 2.
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Since a > 1/2, applying Lemma 2.5 with s = 1/2, we obtain ||IIz(¢w)||3, R®) Sa )\1/2||qb||L2(w
Combining this estimate, we apply Lemma 4.5 to Ig(¢w)/||g(¢w)| L2(r) to obtain

I(A\Tg(gw), g) = [Ta(¢w) |72y LA, Ts(¢w) /|5 (dw)l| 2y 9)
Seoen AN [(0w) 122y S A2 10072

which completes the proof. 0

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

From the estimates in the last section, we need to take a parameter [ > 0 satisfying
A < B < A for some ¢ > 0.

a— 1/2

Proposition 5.1. For any ¢ € S(R), we have (1), bIIF(¢pw)) Saee AV4TB~ 191l 22 ()

Proof. We pass to a finite-index sublattice I" C T' such that I"\H has sufficiently large
injectivity radius and apply Proposition 3.1 with 7 the identity operator. Then only v = e
contributes to the geometric side, and we obtain the result from Proposition 4.3. 0

To prove a nontrivial improvement for (¢, bIlz(¢w)), we use the amplification method and
need an input on the estimation of Hecke returns, which counts how many times the Hecke
operators map the geodesic ggA close to itself. We define

M(g,n, k) = #{n € R(n) | d(g~"ng,e) < 1,d(g""ng, A) < r}.
The following lemma is proved by Marshall [Marl6a, Lemma 3.3].
Lemma 5.2. If k <1, we have the bound
M(g.n, k) Se (n/k) (nVk +1)
uniformly in g.
Now we recall the construction of an amplifier, which is equivalent to the one used in [[S95]

and [Marl6al. Let N > 1 be a large positive integer to be chosen later. If 1 < p < VN is a
prime so that (p,q) =1, (3.1) implies the following relation for the Hecke eigenvalues:

Ap)? = Ap?) = 1.

For such a prime p, the above relation implies that if [A(p)| < 1/2 then |A(p?)| > 3/4. We
set

A .

{ap =R o =0 @) 2172
A .

ap =0, e = if [\(p)| < 1/2.

We set «,, = 0 for all the other n. It may be seen that
(5.1) dlanl =) lanf= D 1SNV

n<N n<N 1<p<v'N
(p,a)=1
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Let T = Z _, &, T, be our amplifier. Then we have Ty = (Zﬁle an)\(n)) ¥ and the
eigenvalue of the amplifier satisfies

N
1
. > — > N2«
(5.2) dan)| = > 5 Re NV
n=1 1<p<VN
(pa)=1

Proposition 5.3. Given 0 < € < 1/2, supppose that \* < 3 < A\~ and ¢ € S(R). Then
we have (1, bl1g(¢w)) Saere N2 BV L2(w)

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the proof for [Marl6a, Lemma 3.9]. We include
the proof here for completeness.

By Proposition 3.1, we have
d _
(53) [T, bls(@w))* < Y Jaman| Y T > O Ts(ew), g5 v90)l-
m,n<N d|(m,n) YER(mn/d?)

Choose €y > 0. Proposition 4.6 implies that we only need to consider the terms in (5.3) with
d(go_lﬂ]oa e) <1 and d<90_1790, A) < \7Y2+0g1/2 Temma 5.2 gives

M(go,n XM g12) <, nea b (A= A 4 1),
and so by the uniform estimate (4.4) we have

> lamanl D \/— > O s(dw), g5 ' vg0)|

mmn<N d|(m,n) YER(mn/d?)

mn
S| 2 lamonl > FW (g0, 5 A7 0BY2) 4 O 5. a W) | 1002200

m,n<N d|(m,n)

€\ € € d -
S WA T ol 30 (VEENAG AN 10450 ) [,

m,n<N d|(m,n)

As in [IS95, p.310], we have

S fanan L, N (Zm)z

m,n<N d|(m,n) n<N
and

Z Z |O‘mo‘”|\/— Z Z Zlo‘mlo‘"lb\/—

m,n<N d|(m,n) m,n<N mlnl<N d|l
(m n)=1

<Y Y (\amll |O:;i|2)

m,n<N mlnl<N

Se N° Z |O‘n|2'

n<N
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Hence from (5.3) we have

2
(T, bl (pw)) * < [ Nexore [ Nat/agy/e (Zm) + A2 gl | + O sa(A) | 1601320w)-

n<N n<N
Combining this with (5.1) and (5.2) and choosing €, small gives

N, blTg (¢w)) [ Se (NX(NAVABYE 4 NVEXYZ) 4 05 a(A) (1911720,
which completes the proof by choosing N = A/63-1/6, O

Given small ¢ > 0, by combining Propositions 5.1 and Proposition 5.3, for any ¢ € S(R)
and § satisfying A¢ < 8 < A\'=¢, we have

(6,00 = (1, BT (6) + (16, BTLa(90)) S (V448737 4 XOT2HBU20) )] 1.
Therefore, by choosing ¢ = bi|,, we obtain

a—1/2

HbTMEHLQ(w) Sa,e’,e )\1/4+eﬁf 5 4 )\5/244’6/81/24'

Theorem 1.2 follows from choosing

5 — )\1+12(01¢71/2).

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

In this section, we shall give the proof of Theorem 1.3 following ideas in the earlier work
of Bourgain [Bou09].

By Lemma 2.1, it suffices to estimate

( /. ea(t(9) () s ;

By using (2.5), we are reduced to bound

(1 o)

By duality, let 7 be a smooth function such that ||7]|z2(w) = 1, we need to estimate

(6.1) //Mei’\dg(e(s)’y)a(é(s),y, Nex(y)n(s)w(s)dyds

We can choose Fermi coordinates geodesic ¢ such that ¢(s) = (s,0). Now, let us decom-
pose the y-range in dyadic regions according to the distance of y to the geodesic ¢. Fix a

/ el W) q(0(s), y, Nex(y)dy
M

Littlewood-Paley bump function satisfying

(6.2) g eCx((1/2,2), B(r) =1 for 7 near 1, and i BR2777r)=1, 7> 0.

j==o0
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Denote [y(1) = Z?:_Oo B(|7|) and B(r) = B(27%|7|). Note that by (2.4) we may assume
y = (y1,y2) variable in (6.1) is supported in the set |y| < C for some constant C' which may
depend on the metric. Thus, it suffices to estimate

(©:3) [ [ O a(t(s). 5. er () ulaadn(s s

for \~2 < 2k < C, as well as

(6.4 [ [ omaes) e )3 (e s)duds.
Write

(6.5) Q= {y = (y1,10) | l;| < C, 2571 < |yo| < 281,

We have for each fixed k,
[ [ eeenmatets).pxes) il n(s)uts)duds
Qf

< H [ D), )8l s ()

p lexllz2 )

Note that
2

H/ei’\dg(f(S),y)a(g(s),% N)Be(ya)n(s)w(s)ds

L2

< / / ’ / em(dg(z(s»y)fdg(e(s’»y))a(g(s),y, A)mﬂﬁ(m)dy’
-n(s)w(s)n(s")w(s')|dsds’.

In Fermi coordinates about the geodesic ¢, one can Taylor expand the distance function and
show that (see e.g., Lemma A.6 in [HS25])

(6.6)

(6.7) O,y (£(5), 1) — dy(£(5'), ) ~ 2|5 — '] if y €
and
(6.8) Oy, (dg(L(s),y) — dg(£(s),y)) S 1, n=>2.

Hence, integration by parts in y, gives

[ - O a(t(5), Nl N )i

<y 28(1 4 2%Ns — &)V

(6.9)
Note that
(6.10) // 2F(1 4 2% \|s — &) Nn(s)w(s)n(s)w(s')|dsds'

< // 281+ 2% X\|s — &) N (n?(s) + () w(s)w(s)dsds .
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And by (2.2), it is not hard to check that
(6.11) /2’“(1 + 2% )]s — &))" Nw(s)ds < 28 ATk,
Hence, (6.6)-(6.11) implies that

/ [ P Oa(t(s), 5. 0er ()5 s S 2ENE e

Let us denote

sup/ lex?dz = sk
YEILJT, _1/2(7)

Then since ey is L?-normalized, we must have A3 < sgn < 1. Since , can be covered by
O(28A12) geodesics tubes of width A~2, we also have

leall 2y < min{1, (2825 n)7 ).
Therefore,

Z //Qk eV (0(s5), y, Nex(y) Br(ya)n(s)w(s)dyds

k: A~ 2 <2k<C

< Y 2METON S min{l, (2P 2skn) )

1
AT 2<2k<C
a 1
< AV, if 1/2<a<1,
AV og A, if a =1,

To handle the remaining term in (6.4), note that

‘/ /Me’”g““)’”a(é( )., Nea(®) Bo( A ya)n(s)w(s)dyds
< / / a(E(5), 5, Nea() oM y)n(s)w(s)|dyds

SAT 4SKN (/|77 |d3) SAT

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.

1
2
SKN.

=
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