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Abstract. Let X be an arithmetic hyperbolic surface, ψ a Hecke-Maass form, ℓ a geodesic
segment on X, and µ a Borel measure supported on ℓ with dimension greater than 1/2.
We obtain a power saving over the local bound of Eswarathasan and Pramanik [EP22]
for the L2 norm of ψ with respect to µ, which is a weighted generalization of Marshall’s
geodesic restriction bound [Mar16a] 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 L2 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 L2 eigenfunction estimate restricted to a
general Borel sets on an arithmetic hyperbolic surface.

Let (M, g) be a compact n-dimensional Riemannian manifold, ∆g be the Laplace-Beltrami
operator associated with the metric g on M . We let 0 = λ20 < λ21 ≤ λ22 ≤ · · · denote
the eigenvalues labeled with respect to the multiplicity of −∆g and eλj

the associated L2-
normalized eigenfunctions, that is,

(1.1) (∆g + λ2j)eλj
= 0, and

∫
M

|eλj
(x)|2 dx = 1.

There are several ways to quantify the concentration and size of eigenfunctions eλ with
λ = λj > 0. A universal result of Sogge [Sog88] states that on an n-dimensional compact
manifold without boundary, for any 2 ≤ q ≤ ∞,

(1.2) ∥eλ∥Lq(M) ≲ λσ(q), σ(q) = max{n−1
2
(1
2
− 1

q
), n−1

2
− n

q
}.

In [BGT07], Burq-Gérard-Tzvetkov studied restrictions of eigenfunctions to submanifolds.
In particular, if ℓ is a smooth curve on a Riemannian surface, they showed that

(1.3) ∥eλ∥Lq(ℓ) ≲ λσ1(q), σ1(q) = max{1
4
, 1
2
− 1

q
}.

Both (1.2) and (1.3) are sharp on the standard round sphere by taking eλ 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, Bla18, 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
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in Rn (see e.g., [Mat15]). It states that for a Borel set B ⊂ Rn and s > 0, the s-dimensional
Hausdorff measure satisfies Hs(B) > 0 if and only if there exists a nontrivial finite Borel
measure µ supported on B and a constant C > 0 such that

µ(B(x, r)) ≤ Crs, ∀x ∈ Rn, r > 0.

In this paper, we say that a Borel measure µ on M has dimension α if there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

µ(B(x, r)) ≤ Crα, ∀x ∈M, 0 < r < inj(M).

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

For an α-dimensional Borel measure µ on a Riemannian surface, analogues of (1.2) on the
size of ∥eλ∥Lq(M ; dµ) was obtained in [EP22]. More recently, Gao-Miao-Xi [GMX24] proved
sharp estimate on ∥eλ∥Lq(M ; dµ) for all 0 < α ≤ 2 and q ≥ 2 on any Riemannian surface. In
the special case q = 2, their conclusions can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1 ([EP22, GMX24]). Let α ∈ (0, 2], µ be an α-dimensional probability measure
on a Riemannian surface M . Then for any ε > 0, there exist Cε > 0 such that

(1.4) ∥eλ∥L2(M ; dµ) ≲ λγ(α)+ε∥eλ∥L2(M),

where

γ(α) =


1
2
− α

2
, if 0 < α ≤ 1

2
,

1
4
, if 1

2
< α ≤ 1,

2−α
4
, if 1 < α ≤ 2.

Moreover, (1.4) is sharp on S2 up to the λε loss.

1.1. Improvements in the arithmetic setting. Now we take the surface to be X = Γ\H,
an arithmetic hyperbolic surface, where Γ is a cocompact congruence lattice in SL(2,R)
arising from a quaternion division algebra over Q (see Section 3.1 for the precise definitions).
Let ψ be an L2-normalized Hecke–Maass form on X with spectral parameter λ. Namely, ψ is
a joint eigenfunction of the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆ and all unramified Hecke operators
onX, and satisfies ∆ψ+(1/4+λ2)ψ = 0. As we are considering large-eigenvalue asymptotics,
we will also assume that λ > 0 to exclude exceptional Laplace eigenvalues. For these X,
Iwaniec and Sarnak [IS95] showed that the classical local bound ∥ψ∥∞ ≲ λ1/2 (taking n = 2

and q = ∞ in (1.2)) can be improved a power to ∥ψ∥∞ ≲ϵ λ
5/12+ϵ. Therefore, the trivial

estimate

∥ψ∥L2(µ) ≤ ∥ψ∥∞
(∫

X

dµ(x)

)1/2

≲ϵ λ
5/12+ϵ

provides a power saving over (1.4) when α < 1
6
. The main result of this paper is an improve-

ment of (1.4) for Hecke-Maass forms on X in the range α ∈ (1
2
, 1] with µ supported on a

geodesic segment.
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Let M be any Riemannian surface and ℓ(s) : [0, 1] ! M be a geodesic segment of unit
length, we define µ to be a Borel measure of dimension α ∈ (0, 1] supported on ℓ if µ is the
push-forward of some α-dimensional Borel measure ν on [0, 1] under ℓ, i.e.,

(1.5) µ(E) = ν(ℓ−1(E)) for all Borel sets E ⊂M.

Theorem 1.2. Let ψ be an L2-normalized Hecke–Maass form on X with spectral parameter
λ. For any geodesic segment ℓ of unit length, and any Borel measure µ supported on ℓ, with
dimension α ∈ (1

2
, 1], then we have

(1.6) ∥ψ∥L2(µ) =

(∫ 1

0

|ψ(ℓ(s))|2dν(s)
)1/2

≲α,ϵ λ
1
4
−δ(α)+ϵ

where the measure dν is defined in (1.5) and

δ(α) =
α− 1

2

24(α− 1
2
) + 2

.

The implied constant is independent of ℓ.

In the special case α = 1, Theorem 1.2 is due to Marshall [Mar16a]. 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 [Mar16a], 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 ∆g be the
Laplace-Beltrami operator associated with the metric g on M . Assume eλ is an L2 normalized
eigenfunction satisfying (1.1). For any geodesic segment ℓ of unit length, and any Borel
measure µ supported on ℓ, with dimension α ∈ (1

2
, 1), we have

(1.7) ∥eλ∥L2(µ) =

(∫ 1

0

|eλ(ℓ(s))|2dν(x)
)1/2

≲ λ
1
4

(
sup
ℓ∈Π

∫
T
λ−1/2 (ℓ)

|eλ(x)|2dx

)α− 1
2

The estimate (1.7) also holds for α = 1, up to an additional logarithmic loss in λ.

Here Π denotes the set of unit-length geodesics in M and Tλ−1/2(ℓ) denotes the λ−1/2

tubular neighborhood of the geodesic ℓ. 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 µ 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 eλ = ψ to
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be an L2-normalized Hecke-Maass form with spectral parameter λ, then Marshall’s geodesic
restriction estimate [Mar16a, Theorem 1.1] directly implies that

∥ψ∥L2(µ) ≲α,ϵ λ
1
4
− 1

14
(α− 1

2
)+ϵ

for any µ 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 α approaches 1
2
. Thus

α = 1
2

is a critical value for eigenfunction restriction problems. Actually, the functions that
saturate (1.4) when α = 1

2
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 C1

and C2 such that C1B ≤ A ≤ C2B. We also use A = O(B) to mean A ≲ B.
If f ∈ L1(R), the Fourier transform f̂ of f in this paper is defined as

f̂(ξ) =

∫ ∞

−∞
f(x)e−ixξdx.

If f ∈ S(R) is a Schwartz function, the Fourier inversion formula reads

f(x) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
f̂(ξ)eixξdξ.

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 µ be an α-dimensional Borel probablity
measure supported on a unit-length geodesic ℓ(s) : [0, 1] ! M . Suppose that eλ is an L2-
normalized Laplace eigenfunction satisfying (1.1). Then there exists a constant C > 0 and
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a smooth weight function w(s) supported in |s| ≤ 2 such that for any N ≥ 1

(2.1) ∥eλ∥L2(µ) ≤ C∥eλ∥L2(w) +ON(λ
−N),

where

∥eλ∥L2(w) =

∫
|eλ(ℓ(s))|2w(s)ds.

And for any interval [a− r, a+ r] ⊂ R, we have∫ a+r

a−r

w(s)ds ≲ rα.(2.2)

Note that the Hecke–Maass form ψ with spectral parameter λ in Theorem 1.2 is also an
eigenfunction of the Laplacian with eigenvalue 1

4
+λ2 with λ > 0 (see (3.2) below). Therefore,

the conclusion of Lemma 2.1 also applies to ψ.
To prove Lemma 2.1, we shall use the following lemma, see e.g., [Sog17, Chapter 5] for its

proof.

Lemma 2.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian surface with the Riemannian distance function
dg(x, y) for x, y ∈ M and the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆g. Fix χ ∈ S(R) with χ(0) = 1

and supp χ̂ ⊂ (1
2
, 1). Then for any f ∈ C∞(M)

(2.3) χ(
√

−∆g − λ)f(x) = λ1/2
∫
M

eiλdg(x,y)a(x, y, λ)f(y)dy +Rλf(x)

where
∥Rλf∥L∞(M) ≤ CNλ

−N∥f∥L1(M), ∀N = 1, 2, 3...,

α(x, y, λ) is smooth with the uniform bounds

∂γx,ya(x, y, λ) ≤ Cγ, for all multi-indices γ,

and

(2.4) a(x, y, λ) = 0 if dg(x, y) /∈ (1
2
, 1)

Write

Tλf(x) = λ1/2
∫
M

eiλdg(x,y)a(x, y, λ)f(y)dy.

Using (2.3), we have

(2.5) eλ = χ(
√

∆g − λ)eλ = Tλeλ +O(λ−N)

Since dg(x, y) ∈ (1
2
, 1) when (x, y) is in the support of the amplitute a, it is not hard to check

(2.6) ∂sdg(ℓ(s), y) ≤ Cℓ

for some constant Cℓ depending on the metric. Hence if we fix a nonnegative ρ(s) ∈ C∞
c (R)

satisfying ρ(s) ≥ 0, ρ(s) = 1 when |s| ≤ 3
2

and ρ(s) = 0 when |s| ≥ 2, and fix η such that
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η̂ ∈ C∞
c , η̂(ξ) = 1 when |ξ| ≤ 2Cℓ and η̂(ξ) = 0 when |ξ| ≥ 4Cℓ, we have for |s| ≤ 1,

(2.7)

Tλeλ(ℓ(s)) =
1

2π

∫∫ ∞

−∞
ei(s−t)ξρ(t)Tλeλ(ℓ(t))dξdt

=
1

2π

∫∫ ∞

−∞
ei(s−t)ξη̂(ξ/λ)ρ(t)Tλeλ(ℓ(t))dξdt

+
1

2π

∫∫ ∞

−∞
ei(s−t)ξ(1− η̂(ξ/λ))ρ(t)Tλeλ(ℓ(t))dξdt.

The second term on the right side of (2.7) is ON(λ
−N) for any N if we expand Tλeλ(ℓ(t))

and integrate by parts in dt by applying (2.6). Thus, we have

(2.8) Tλeλ(ℓ(s)) =

∫
Tλeλ(ℓ(s))ρ(t)λη(λ(s− t))dt+O(λ−N), if |s| ≤ 1.

Therefore, since the measure µ is supported on ℓ, by Hölder’s inequality∫
M

|Tλeλ(x)|2dµ(x) =
∫ 1

0

|Tλeλ(ℓ(s))|2dν(s)

≤
∫ 1

0

(∫
|λη(λ(s− t))|ρ(t)dt

)(∫
|Tλeλ(ℓ(t))|2|λη(λ(s− t))|ρ(t)dt

)
dν(s) +O(λ−N)

≲
∫ 1

0

∫
|Tλeλ(ℓ(t))|2|λη(λ(s− t))|ρ(t)dtdν(s) +O(λ−N)

(2.9)

If we use (2.5) and (2.9), we have

(2.10)

∫
|eλ(x)|2dµ(x) ≲

∫ 1

0

∫
|eλ(ℓ(t))|2|λη(λ(s− t))|ρ(t)dtdν(s) +O(λ−N)

≲
∫ 1

0

∫
|eλ(ℓ(t))|2

√
λ2η2(λ(s− t)) + 1ρ(t)dtdν(s) +O(λ−N).

If we define the weight function w(t) as

(2.11) w(t) =

∫ 1

0

√
λ2η2(λ(s− t)) + 1 ρ(t) dν(s)

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

w(t) ≲
∫ 1

0

(|λη(λ(s− t))|+ 1) ρ(t) dν(s) ≲ν

∫ 1

0

|λη(λ(s− t))| ρ(t) dν(s) + ρ(t)

Thus, it suffices to verify (2.2) with w(t) replaced by

ρ(t)

∫ 1

0

|λη(λ(s− t))| dν(s).

If r ≤ λ−1, let Ik = [a+kλ−1, a+(k+1)λ−1] for k ∈ Z. Since η is a Schwartz function, it is
not hard to check that for any t ∈ [a−r, a+r] and s ∈ Ik, we have |η(λ(s− t))| ≲ (1+ |k|)−2.
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Hence,

(2.12)

∫ a+r

a−r

ρ(t)

∫ 1

0

|λη(λ(s− t))| dν(s)dt

≲
∑
k

∫ a+r

a−r

ρ(t)

∫
Ik

λ(1 + |k|)−2 dν(s)dt

≲ rλ1−α ≲ rα,

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

If r ≥ λ−1, let Ik = [a+ kr, a+ (k + 1)r] for k ∈ Z. Then one can similarly check that for
any t ∈ [a− r, a+ r] and s ∈ Ik, we have

|√η(λ(s− t))| ≲ (1 + λ|k|r)−2 ≲ (1 + |k|)−2.

Hence,

(2.13)

∫ a+r

a−r

ρ(t)

∫ 1

0

|λη(λ(s− t))| dν(s)dt

≲
∑
k

(
sup
s∈Ik

∫ a+r

a−r

ρ(t)λ
√
η(λ(s− t))dt

)(∫
Ik

(1 + |k|)−2 dν(s)

)
≲ rα.

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 < α, we define the s-energy of the measure
w(x)dx by

Is(w) :=

∫∫
R

w(x)w(y)

|x− y|s
dxdy.

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

Is(ϕw) =

∫∫
R

ϕ(x)ϕ(y)w(x)w(y)

|x− y|s
dxdy.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that 0 < s < α and ϕ ∈ S(R) ⊂ L2(w) = L2(R, w(x)dx). Then

Is(ϕw) ≲α,s ∥ϕ∥2L2(w)

Proof. By the mean inequality,

Is(ϕw) ≤
1

2

∫∫
R

|ϕ(x)|2 + |ϕ(y)|2

|x− y|s
w(x)w(y)dxdy ≲

∫ (∫
w(y)dy

|x− y|s

)
|ϕ(x)|2w(x)dx.

It suffices to show that the inner integral is Oα,s(1). As both w(x) and w(y) are nonzero
only when |x|, |y| ≤ 2, this follows from the next lemma with δ = 4. □

Lemma 2.4. If 0 < s < α, 0 < δ ≤ 100 and x ∈ R, then

(2.14)
∫ ∞

−∞
1|x−y|≤δ

w(y)

|x− y|s
dy ≲α,s δ

α−s.
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Proof. We write |x− y|−s = s
∫∞
|x−y| r

−s−1dr, so∫ ∞

−∞
1|x−y|≤δ

w(y)

|x− y|s
dy = s

∫ ∞

−∞

(∫ ∞

|x−y|
r−s−1dr

)
1|x−y|≤δw(y)dy

= s

∫ ∞

−∞

(∫ ∞

|y|
r−s−1dr

)
1|y|≤δw(y + x)dy

= s

∫ δ

−δ

(∫ ∞

|y|
r−s−1dr

)
w(y + x)dy.

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

s

(∫ δ

0

(∫ r

−r

w(y + x)dy

)
r−s−1dr +

∫ ∞

δ

(∫ δ

−δ

w(y + x)dy

)
r−s−1dr

)
.

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

2.2. Fourier decay estimates. We denote by Rs(x) = |x|−s the Riesz kernel for s ∈ (0, 1).
Then the energy integral Is(ϕw) can be written as∫

(Rs ∗ (ϕw))(x)ϕw(x)dx.

By [Mat15, Theorem 3.6], as a tempered distribution

R̂s(ξ) = γ(s)R1−s(ξ/(2π)),

where

γ(s) = πs−1/2Γ(
1−s
2
)

Γ( s
2
)
.

If ϕ ∈ S(R) and 0 < s < α, then by the Plancherel theorem,

Is(ϕw) =
1

2π

∫
(R̂s ∗ ϕw)(ξ)ϕ̂w(ξ)dξ =

γ(s)

2π

∫
R1−s(ξ/(2π))|ϕ̂w(ξ)|2dξ.

By Lemma 2.3, we conclude the following mean square estimate for ϕ̂w(ξ).

Lemma 2.5. If 0 < s < α and ϕ ∈ S(R), then
γ(s)

(2π)s

∫ ∞

−∞
|ϕ̂w(ξ)|2|ξ|s−1dξ = Is(ϕw) ≲α,s ∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

2.3. Frequency projection. Now we let λ > 0 (which will be taken to be the spectral
parameter of the Maass form) and take a parameter β > 0 satisfying 1 ≤ β ≤ λ. Let
η ∈ C∞

0 (R) so that η̂ ∈ C∞
c (R) is nonnegative even function, η̂ = 1 on [−1/2, 1/2] and η̂

vanishes outsied (−1, 1). Let ηβ ∈ C∞
0 (R) be such that

η̂β(ξ) = η̂(
ξ − λ

β
) + η̂(

ξ + λ

β
).

We define the frequency projection Πβ to be the operator

Πβϕ(x) =

∫ ∞

−∞
ϕ(x− y)ηβ(y)dy.
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Lemma 2.6. For any N ≥ 1, we have

ηβ(x) ≲N β(1 + β|x|)−N .

Proof. By the Fourier inversion, we have

ηβ(x) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

(
η̂(
ξ − λ

β
) + η̂(

ξ + λ

β
)

)
eixξdξ =

1

2π
β(eiλx + e−iλx)

∫ ∞

−∞
η̂(ξ)eiβxξdξ,

so the lemma follows by integrating by parts. □

We let Π⊥
β = 1−Πβ, so that Π⊥

β ϕ = ϕ−Πβϕ. It is direct by definition to see the following.

Lemma 2.7. If ϕ ∈ S(R), then we have

(a) Π̂βϕ is supported inside ±[λ− β, λ+ β].
(b) The support of Π̂⊥

β ϕ is disjoint from ±[λ− β/2, λ+ β/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 =
(

a,b
Q

)
be a quaternion division algebra over Q, where

a, b ∈ Z are squarefree and a > 0. We choose a basis 1, ω,Ω, ωΩ for A over Q that satisfies
ω2 = a, Ω2 = b and ωΩ + Ωω = 0. We denote the reduced norm and trace on A by
nrd(α) = αα and trd(α) = α + α, where α 7! α 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) = {α ∈ R | nrd(α) = 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 ι : A ! M2(Q(

√
a)), the

2-by-2 matrices with entries in Q(
√
a) by

ι(α) =

(
ξ η

bη ξ

)
,

where
α = x0 + x1ω + (x2 + x3ω)Ω = ξ + ηΩ.

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
transformation:

g · z = az + b

cz + d
, where g =

(
a b

c d

)
∈ GL+(2,R) and z ∈ H.

We define the lattice Γ = ι(R(1)) ⊂ SL(2,R), which is cocompact as we assumed A to be
a division algebra, and let X = Γ\H be the corresponding compact arithmetic hyperbolic
surface.
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3.1.2. Hecke operators. We define the Hecke operators Tn : L2(X) ! L2(X), n ≥ 1, by

Tnf(z) =
1√
n

∑
α∈R(1)\R(n)

f(ι(α)z).

There is a positive integer q, depending on R, such that for any positive integers m and n

so that (m, q) = (n, q) = 1, Tn has the following properties:

Tn = T ∗
n , that is, Tn is self-adjoint,

TmTn = TnTm =
∑

d|(m,n)

Tmn/d2 .(3.1)

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

a(y) =

(
ey 0

0 1

)
,

and let N = {( 1 ∗
0 1 )} be the unipotent subgroup. We denote the Lie algebra of G by g and

equip g with the norm

∥ · ∥ :

(
X1 X2

X3 −X1

)
7!
√
X2

1 +X2
2 +X2

3 .

This norm defines a left-invariant metric on G, 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 g ∈ 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 ∆ be the Laplace-Beltrami operator on H and X, which is
induced from the standard hyperbolic Riemannian metric. Let ψ ∈ L2(X) be a Hecke-Maass
form that is an eigenfunction of ∆ and the operators Tn with (n, q) = 1. We let λ(n) be the
Hecke eigenvalues of ψ and λ be its spectral parameter, so that

(3.2)
Tnψ = λ(n)ψ,

∆ψ + (1/4 + λ2)ψ = 0.

We assume that ∥ψ∥2 = 1 with respect to the hyperbolic volume on X and assume that
λ > 0 is large. Note that because ∆ and Tn with (n, q) = 1 are self-adjoint, we may assume
that ψ is real-valued. For functions on X, we will also think of them as functions on G that
are left Γ-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 φs be the spherical function on G of spectral parameter s, which
can be obtained by the integral formula:

φs(g) =

∫
K

e(is+1/2)A(kg)dk

where dk is the probability Haar measure on K. As φs is right K-invariant, we view φs

as a function on H = G/K as well. Equivalently, φs is the unique smooth left K-invariant
function on H satisfying φs(i) = 1 and ∆φs + (1/4 + s2)φs = 0. Moreover, φs is invariant
under the Weyl group, that is, φs = φ−s for any s ∈ C.

We denote by C∞
c (G�K) the space of compactly supported smooth bi-K-invariant func-

tions on G. Given f ∈ C∞
c (G �K), the Harish-Chandra transform of f is given by

H f(s) =

∫
G

f(g)φ−s(g)dg, s ∈ C.

The Paley-Wiener theorem of Gangolli [Gan71] says that the Harish-Chandra transform H
gives an isomorphism from C∞

c (G�K) onto PWW (C), the space of Paley-Wiener type even
entire functions. Moreover, the inverse Harish-Chandra transform is given by the integral
formula:

f(g) =

∫ ∞

0

H f(s)φs(g)dνPL(s)

where dνPL = (2π)−1s tanh(πs)ds is the Plancherel measure for H.

3.3. Amplification inequality. We choose g0 ∈ G so that our geodesic segment ℓ is the
image of {g0a(x) | 0 ≤ x ≤ 1} under the projection G ! H ! Γ\H. Since the weight w(x)
in (2.1) is supported in |x| ≤ 2, we fix a function b ∈ C∞

c ([−3, 3]), which we may assume to
be real-valued. Following Marshall’s notation [Mar16a, §3], if ϕ ∈ L1

loc(R, dx), we let

⟨ψ, bϕ⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
ϕ(x)ψ(g0a(x))b(x)dx.

Motivated by the problem studied in this paper, if ϕ ∈ L1
loc(R, w(x)dx), we define the

weighted integral

⟨ψ, bϕ⟩w = ⟨ψ, bϕw⟩ =
∫ ∞

−∞
ϕ(x)ψ(g0a(x))b(x)w(x)dx.

We fix a real-valued function h ∈ C∞(R) of Paley-Wiener type that is nonnegative and
satisfies h(0) = 1. Define h0λ by h0λ(s) = h(s−λ)+h(−s−λ), and let k0λ be the K-bi-invariant
function on H with Harish-Chandra transform h0λ. The Paley–Wiener theorem implies that
k0λ is of compact support that may be chosen arbitrarily small. Define kλ = k0λ ∗ k0λ, which
has Harish-Chandra transform (h0λ)

2. If ϕ ∈ L1
loc(R, dx) and g ∈ G, we let

I(λ, ϕ, g) =

∫∫ ∞

−∞
b(x1)b(x2)ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2))dx1dx2.

By using a partition of unity on b, we can assume that the supports of b and k are small
enough so that I(λ, g, ϕ) unless d(g, e) ≤ 1. Let N ≥ 1 be an integer, and let {αn}Nn=1 be
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complex numbers so that αn = 0 if (n, q) ̸= 1, both to be chosen later. Define the Hecke
operator

T =
N∑

n=1

αnTn.

We recall the amplification inequality of Marshall [Mar16a, Proposition 3.1].

Proposition 3.1. If ϕ ∈ L1
loc(R, dx), we have

|⟨T ψ, bϕ⟩|2 ≤
∑

m,n≤N

|αmαn|
∑

d|(m,n)

d√
mn

∑
γ∈R(mn/d2)

|I(λ, ϕ, g−1
0 γg0)|.

4. Estimates of integrals on the geometric side

4.1. Bounding I(λ,Π⊥
β (ϕw), e). We take a parameter β > 0 satisfying λϵ′ ≤ β ≤ λ for some

ϵ′ > 0. By Lemma 2.7, the Fourier support of Π⊥
β (ϕw) is disjoint with ±[λ− β/2, λ+ β/2].

Let b1 ∈ C∞
c (R) be a cutoff function that is equal to 1 on [−6, 6] and zero outside [−7, 7] so

that

I(λ,Π⊥
β (ϕw), e) =

∫∫ ∞

−∞
bΠ⊥

β (ϕw)(x1)bΠ
⊥
β (ϕw)(x2)b1(x2 − x1)kλ(a(x2 − x1))dx1dx2.

Let ϵ0 > 0. We decompose b1(x) dyadicly as

b1(x) = b1(x)b1(β
1−ϵ0x) +

∞∑
n=1

b1(x)
(
b1(2

−nβ1−ϵ0x)− b1(2
−n+1β1−ϵ0x)

)
.

We also have the corresponding dyadic decomposition for I(λ,Π⊥
β (ϕw), e):

I(λ,Π⊥
β (ϕw), e) = I0 +

∞∑
n=1

In

where

I0 =

∫∫ ∞

−∞
bΠ⊥

β (ϕw)(x1)bΠ
⊥
β (ϕw)(x2)b1(x2 − x1)b1(β

1−ϵ0(x2 − x1))kλ(a(x2 − x1))dx1dx2

and

In =

∫∫ ∞

−∞
bΠ⊥

β (ϕw)(x1)bΠ
⊥
β (ϕw)(x2)b1(x2 − x1)(

b1(2
−nβ1−ϵ0(x2 − x1))− b1(2

−n+1β1−ϵ0(x2 − x1))
)
kλ(a(x2 − x1))dx1dx2.

Lemma 4.1. I0 ≲α λ
1/2β−(1−ϵ0)(α−1/2)∥ϕ∥2L2(w)

Proof. We let δ0 be the delta distribution at 0 and write Π⊥
β (ϕw)(x) as∫ ∞

−∞
(δ0(y)− ηβ(y))ϕw(x− y)dy.
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If we define J0(y1, y2) to be the integral∫∫ ∞

−∞
b(x1)b(x2)ϕw(x1 − y1)ϕw(x2 − y2)b1(x2 − x1)b1(β

1−ϵ0(x2 − x1))kλ(a(x2 − x1))dx1dx2,

then Fubini’s theorem for distributions gives

I0 =

∫∫ ∞

−∞
(δ0(y1)− ηβ(y1))(δ0(y2)− ηβ(y2))J0(y1, y2)dy1dy2.(4.1)

By the mean inequality, J0(y1, y2) is bounded by

≲
∫∫

b(x1)b(x2)b1(x2 − x1)b1(β
1−ϵ0(x2 − x1))|kλ(a(x2 − x1))|(

|ϕ(x1 − y1)|2 + |ϕ(x2 − y2)|2
)
w(x1 − y1)w(x2 − y2)dx1dx2

≲
∫∫

b(x1)b(x2)b1(x2 − x1)b1(β
1−ϵ0(x2 − x1))|kλ(a(x2 − x1))|

|ϕ(x1 − y1)|2w(x1 − y1)w(x2 − y2)dx1dx2

=

∫ (∫
b(x2)b1(x2 − x1)b1(β

1−ϵ0(x2 − x1))|kλ(a(x2 − x1))|w(x2 − y2)dx2

)
b(x1)|ϕ(x1 − y1)|2w(x1 − y1)dx1

By [Mar16b, Lemma 2.8], kλ(a(x2 − x1) ≲ λ(1 + λ|x2 − x1|)−1/2 ≤ λ1/2|x2 − x1|−1/2, so

J0(y1, y2) ≲ ∥ϕ∥2L2(w)

∫
|x2−x1|≤7β−1+ϵ0

λ1/2|x2 − x1|−1/2w(x2 − y2)dx2.

Applying Lemma 2.4 to s = 1/2 and δ = 7β−1+ϵ0 , we obtain

J0(y1, y2) ≲α λ
1/2β−(1−ϵ0)(α−1/2)∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

We get the same bound for I0 by combining (4.1) with Lemma 2.6. □

Lemma 4.2. In ≲ϵ0,ϵ′,N 2−nλ−N∥ϕ∥2L2(w) for any N ≥ 1.

Proof. We first recall the inverse Harish-Chandra transform for kλ:

kλ(a(x)) =

∫ ∞

0

hλ(s)φs(a(x))dνPL(s).

By [Mar16b, Theorem 1.5], there are functions f± ∈ C∞((0, 3)× R≥0) such that(
∂

∂x

)m

f±(x, s) ≲m x−m(sx)−1/2(4.2)

and

φs(a(x)) = f+(x, s)e
isx + f−(x, s)e

−isx +ON((sx)
−N)(4.3)

for x ∈ (0, 3).
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After changing the variables x2 7! x2+x1, applying the inverse Harish-Chandra transform
in In, and applying the rapid decay of hλ, it suffices to prove the bound∫∫

bΠ⊥
β (ϕw)(x1)bΠ

⊥
β (ϕw)(x2 + x1)b1(x2)(

b1(2
−nβ1−ϵ0x2)− b1(2

−n+1β1−ϵ0x2)
)
φs(a(x2))dx1dx2 ≲ϵ0,ϵ′,A 2−nλ−A∥ϕ∥2L2(w)(4.4)

for |s− λ| ≤ β/4. We let

F (x1) =

∫
bΠ⊥

β (ϕw)(x2 + x1)b1(x2)
(
b1(2

−nβ1−ϵ0x2)− b1(2
−n+1β1−ϵ0x2)

)
φs(a(x2))dx2

and we claim that

F (x1) ≲ϵ0,ϵ′,N 2−nλ−N∥ϕ∥L2(w).(4.5)

Also we notice that by Lemma 2.6 and the Cauchy-Schwarz∫
|bΠ⊥

β (ϕw)(x)|dx ≤
∫

|bϕw(x)|dx+
∫
ηβ(y)

∫
|b(x)ϕw(x− y)|dxdy ≲ ∥ϕ∥L2(w).(4.6)

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

≲ϵ0,ϵ′,N 2−nλ−N∥ϕ∥L2(w)

∫
|bΠ⊥

β (ϕw)(x1)|dx1 ≲ 2−nλ−N∥ϕ∥2L2(w),

which proves (4.4). It remains to prove (4.5). We shall estimate this integral by applying
(4.3) to F (x1). By (4.6), the error term in (4.3) makes a contribution of

(s2nβ−1+ϵ0)−N

∫
bΠ⊥

β (ϕw)(x2 + x1)b1(x2)
(
b1(2

−nβ1−ϵ0x2)− b1(2
−n+1β1−ϵ0x2)

)
dx2

≲ϵ0,N λ−N2−Nn∥ϕ∥L2(w),

which may be ignored. We shall only consider the integral involving f+, as the other term is
similar. We apply the Fourier inverison for Π⊥

β (ϕw)(x1 + x2), so the term in F (x1) involving
f+ is equal to

eiξx1

2π

∫
(1− η̂β(ξ))ϕ̂w(ξ)

∫
b(x2 + x1)b1(x2)

(
b1(2

−nβ1−ϵ0x2)− b1(2
−n+1β1−ϵ0x2)

)
f+(x2, s)e

i(s+ξ)x2dx2dξ.

If we replace x2 with 2nβ−1+ϵ0x2, this becomes

≲ 2nβ−1+ϵ0

∫
(1− η̂β(ξ))

∣∣∣ϕ̂w(ξ)∣∣∣ ∣∣∣∣∫ b(2nβ−1+ϵ0x2 + x1)b1(2
nβ−1+ϵ0x2) (b1(x2)− b1(2x2))

f+(2
nβ−1+ϵ0x2, s)e

i(s+ξ)2nβ−1+ϵ0x2dx2

∣∣∣ dξ.
By (4.2), the k-th derivative of the amplitude factor is ≲k λ

−1/22n/2β−(1−ϵ0)/2. Integrating
by parts k times with respect to x2 gives that the term in F (x1) involving f+ is bounded by

≲k λ
−1/22−kn+n/2β(k−1/2)(1−ϵ0)

∫
|s±ξ|≥β/4

∣∣∣ϕ̂w(ξ)∣∣∣ |s+ ξ|−kdξ.
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We define ϕs(x) = ϕ(x)eisx so that∫
|s±ξ|≥β/4

∣∣∣ϕ̂w(ξ)∣∣∣ |s+ ξ|−kdξ ≤
∫
|ξ|≥β/4

∣∣∣ϕ̂w(ξ − s)
∣∣∣ |ξ|−kdξ =

∫
|ξ|≥β/4

∣∣∣ϕ̂sw(ξ)
∣∣∣ |ξ|−kdξ.

By applying Lemma 2.5, we get∫
|ξ|≥β/4

∣∣∣ϕ̂sw(ξ)
∣∣∣ |ξ|−kdξ =

∫
|ξ|≥β/4

∣∣∣ϕ̂sw(ξ)ξ
−1/4

∣∣∣ |ξ|−k+1/4dξ

≤
(∫ ∣∣∣ϕ̂sw(ξ)

∣∣∣2 |ξ|−1/2dξ

)1/2(∫
|ξ|≥β/4

|ξ|−2k+1/2dξ

)1/2

≲α β
−k+3/4∥ϕ∥L2(w).

In summary,

F (x1) ≲α,k λ
−1/22−kn+n/2β(k−1/2)(1−ϵ0)β−k+3/4∥ϕ∥L2(w) ≲ϵ0,ϵ′,N 2−nλ−N∥ϕ∥L2(w),

which proves (4.5). □

By combining the above two lemmas and summing over n, we get:

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that λϵ′ ≤ β ≤ λ for some ϵ′ > 0 and ϕ ∈ S(R). Then we have

I(λ,Π⊥
β (ϕw), e) ≲α,ϵ′,ϵ λ

1/2β−(α−1/2)+ϵ∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

4.2. Bounding I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g). We first give a uniform bound for I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g).

Lemma 4.4. Suppose that ϕ ∈ S(R) and β ≤ λ. We have I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g) ≲α λ
1/2∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

Proof. By writing Πβ(ϕw) as
∫
ηβ(y)ϕw(x− y)dy, and defining

J(λ; y1, y2) =

∫∫
b(x1)b(x2)ϕw(x1 − y1)ϕw(x2 − y2)kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2))dx1dx2,

then we have

I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g) =

∫∫
ηβ(y1)ηβ(y2)J(λ; y1, y2)dy1dy2.(4.7)

By the mean inequality we obtain

J(λ; y1, y2) ≲
∫∫

b(x1)b(x2)|kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2))||ϕ(x2 − y2)|2w(x1 − y1)w(x2 − y2)dx1dx2

+

∫∫
b(x1)b(x2)|kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2))||ϕ(x1 − y1)|2w(x1 − y1)w(x2 − y2)dx1dx2.

We claim that∫∫
b(x1)b(x2)|kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2))||ϕ(x2 − y2)|2w(x1 − y1)w(x2 − y2)dx1dx2

=

∫ (∫
b(x1)w(x1 − y1)|kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2))|dx1

)
b(x2)w(x2 − y2)|ϕ(x2 − y2)|2dx2

≲λ1/2∥ϕ∥2L2(w)
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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 x2 ∈ R, we let x0 ∈ R be such that a(x0) · i = ex0i ∈ H is
the perpendicular projection of ga(x2) · i onto the vertical geodesic Ri ⊂ H. Therefore, in
the hyperbolic triangle formed by a(x1) · i, a(x0) · i and ga(x2) · i, the side length |x1 − x0|
is bounded by the hypotenuse, which is the distance between a(x1) · i and ga(x2) · i. By
[Mar16b, Lemma 2.8], we have

kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2)) ≲ λ(1 + λ|x1 − x0|)−1/2 ≲ λ1/2|x1 − x0|−1/2.

Therefore, by the above bound and Lemma 2.3 with s = 1/2, we have∫
b(x1)w(x1 − y1)|kλ(a(−x1)ga(x2))|dx1 ≲ λ1/2

∫
b(x1)w(x1 − y1)|x1 − x0|−1/2dx1 ≲α λ

1/2,

which completes the proof. □

4.2.1. Rapid decay estimate of I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g). We first recall Marshall’s estimate [Mar16a,
Proposition 3.7, (22)]:

Lemma 4.5. Given 0 < ϵ′ < 1/2, suppose that λϵ′ ≤ β ≤ λ1−ϵ′, and ϕ ∈ L2(R) with
∥ϕ∥L2(R) = 1 and Supp(ϕ̂) ⊂ ±[λ− β, λ+ β]. If ϵ0 > 0 and d(g, A) ≥ λ−1/2+ϵ0β1/2, we have

I(λ, ϕ, g) ≲ϵ0,ϵ′,N λ−N .

Remark. In [Mar16a, Proposition 3.7], it is required that β ≤ λ2/3. However, this is not
necessary, and λ2/3 could be replaced with λ1−ϵ′ as above (this is also mentioned in [Mar16a,
Remark p.466]).

To modify Marshall’s estimate in terms of ∥ϕ∥L2(w), we apply the Fourier decay estimate
for ϕw as follows.

Proposition 4.6. Given 0 < ϵ′ < 1/2, suppose that λϵ′ ≤ β ≤ λ1−ϵ′, and ϕ ∈ S(R). If
ϵ0 > 0 and d(g, A) ≥ λ−1/2+ϵ0β1/2, we have

I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g) ≲ϵ0,ϵ′,N λ−N∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

Proof. By the Plancherel theorem and the support condition Supp(η̂β) ⊂ ±[λ− β, λ+ β] we
have

∥Πβ(ϕw)∥2L2(R) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
|ϕ̂w(ξ)|2 |η̂β(ξ)|2 dξ

≲
∫
±[λ−β,λ+β]

|ξ|1/2|ϕ̂w(ξ)|2|ξ|−1/2dξ

≲ λ1/2
∫
±[λ−β,λ+β]

|ϕ̂w(ξ)|2|ξ|−1/2dξ

≲ λ1/2
∫
R
|ϕ̂w(ξ)|2|ξ|−1/2dξ.
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Since α > 1/2, applying Lemma 2.5 with s = 1/2, we obtain ∥Πβ(ϕw)∥2L2(R) ≲α λ
1/2∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

Combining this estimate, we apply Lemma 4.5 to Πβ(ϕw)/∥Πβ(ϕw)∥L2(R) to obtain

I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g) = ∥Πβ(ϕw)∥2L2(R) I(λ,Πβ(ϕw)/∥Πβ(ϕw)∥L2(R), g)

≲ϵ0,ϵ′,N λ−N∥Πβ(ϕw)∥2L2(R) ≲α λ
−N+1/2∥ϕ∥2L2(w),

which completes the proof. □

5. Proof of Theorem 1.2

From the estimates in the last section, we need to take a parameter β > 0 satisfying
λϵ

′ ≤ β ≤ λ1−ϵ′ for some ϵ′ > 0.

Proposition 5.1. For any ϕ ∈ S(R), we have ⟨ψ, bΠ⊥
β (ϕw)⟩ ≲α,ϵ′,ϵ λ

1/4+ϵβ−α−1/2
2 ∥ϕ∥L2(w).

Proof. We pass to a finite-index sublattice Γ′ ⊂ Γ such that Γ′\H has sufficiently large
injectivity radius and apply Proposition 3.1 with T the identity operator. Then only γ = e

contributes to the geometric side, and we obtain the result from Proposition 4.3. □

To prove a nontrivial improvement for ⟨ψ, bΠβ(ϕw)⟩, 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 g0A close to itself. We define

M(g, n, κ) = #{η ∈ R(n) | d(g−1ηg, e) ≤ 1, d(g−1ηg,A) ≤ κ}.

The following lemma is proved by Marshall [Mar16a, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 5.2. If κ ≤ 1, we have the bound

M(g, n, κ) ≲ϵ (n/κ)
ϵ(n

√
κ+ 1)

uniformly in g.

Now we recall the construction of an amplifier, which is equivalent to the one used in [IS95]
and [Mar16a]. Let N ≥ 1 be a large positive integer to be chosen later. If 1 < p ≤

√
N is a

prime so that (p, q) = 1, (3.1) implies the following relation for the Hecke eigenvalues:

λ(p)2 − λ(p2) = 1.

For such a prime p, the above relation implies that if |λ(p)| < 1/2 then |λ(p2)| > 3/4. We
set {

αp =
λ(p)
|λ(p)| , αp2 = 0, if |λ(p)| ≥ 1/2,

αp = 0, αp2 =
λ(p2)
|λ(p2)| , if |λ(p)| < 1/2.

We set αn = 0 for all the other n. It may be seen that∑
n≤N

|αn| =
∑
n≤N

|αn|2 =
∑

1<p≤
√
N

(p,q)=1

1 ≲ N1/2.(5.1)
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Let T =
∑N

n=1 αnTn be our amplifier. Then we have T ψ =
(∑N

n=1 αnλ(n)
)
ψ and the

eigenvalue of the amplifier satisfies∣∣∣∣∣
N∑

n=1

αnλ(n)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≥ ∑
1<p≤

√
N

(p,q)=1

1

2
≳ϵ N

1/2−ϵ.(5.2)

Proposition 5.3. Given 0 < ϵ′ < 1/2, supppose that λϵ′ ≤ β ≤ λ1−ϵ′ and ϕ ∈ S(R). Then
we have ⟨ψ, bΠβ(ϕw)⟩ ≲α,ϵ′,ϵ λ

5/24+ϵβ1/24∥ϕ∥L2(w).

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as the proof for [Mar16a, Lemma 3.9]. We include
the proof here for completeness.

By Proposition 3.1, we have

|⟨T ψ, bΠβ(ϕw)⟩|2 ≤
∑

m,n≤N

|αmαn|
∑

d|(m,n)

d√
mn

∑
γ∈R(mn/d2)

|I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g
−1
0 γg0)|.(5.3)

Choose ϵ0 > 0. Proposition 4.6 implies that we only need to consider the terms in (5.3) with
d(g−1

0 γg0, e) ≤ 1 and d(g−1
0 γg0, A) ≤ λ−1/2+ϵ0β1/2. Lemma 5.2 gives

M(g0, n, λ
−1/2+ϵ0β1/2) ≲ϵ n

ϵλϵ0+ϵ(nλ−1/4β1/4 + 1),

and so by the uniform estimate (4.4) we have∑
m,n≤N

|αmαn|
∑

d|(m,n)

d√
mn

∑
γ∈R(mn/d2)

|I(λ,Πβ(ϕw), g
−1
0 γg0)|

≲

 ∑
m,n≤N

|αmαn|
∑

d|(m,n)

d√
mn

λ1/2M(g0,
mn

d2
, λ−1/2+ϵ0β1/2) +Oϵ0,δ,A(λ

−A)

 ∥ϕ∥2L2(w)

≲ϵ

N ϵλϵ0+ϵ
∑

m,n≤N

|αmαn|
∑

d|(m,n)

(√
mn

d
λ1/4β1/4 +

d√
mn

λ1/2
)
+Oϵ0,δ,A(λ

−A)

 ∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

As in [IS95, p.310], we have∑
m,n≤N

∑
d|(m,n)

|αmαn|
√
mn

d
≲ϵ N

1+ϵ

(∑
n≤N

|αn|

)2

and ∑
m,n≤N

∑
d|(m,n)

|αmαn|
d√
mn

=
∑

m,n≤N
(m,n)=1

∑
ml,nl≤N

∑
d|l

|αmlαnl|
d

l
√
mn

≲ϵ N
ϵ
∑

m,n≤N

∑
ml,nl≤N

(
|αml|2

n
+

|αnl|2

m

)
≲ϵ N

ϵ
∑
n≤N

|αn|2.
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Hence from (5.3) we have

|⟨T ψ, bΠβ(ϕw)⟩|2 ≲ϵ

N ϵλϵ0+ϵ

Nλ1/4β1/4

(∑
n≤N

|αn|

)2

+ λ1/2
∑
n≤N

|αn|2
+Oϵ0,δ,A(λ

−A)

 ∥ϕ∥2L2(w).

Combining this with (5.1) and (5.2) and choosing ϵ0 small gives

N1−ϵ|⟨ψ, bΠβ(ϕw)⟩|2 ≲ϵ

(
N ϵλϵ

(
N2λ1/4β1/4 +N1/2λ1/2

)
+Oδ,A(λ

−A)
)
∥ϕ∥2L2(w),

which completes the proof by choosing N = λ1/6β−1/6. □

Given small ϵ′ > 0, by combining Propositions 5.1 and Proposition 5.3, for any ϕ ∈ S(R)
and β satisfying λϵ′ ≤ β ≤ λ1−ϵ′ , we have

⟨ψ, bϕ⟩w = ⟨ψ, bΠ⊥
β (ϕw)⟩+ ⟨ψ, bΠβ(ϕw)⟩ ≲α,ϵ′,ϵ

(
λ1/4+ϵβ−α−1/2

2 + λ5/24+ϵβ1/24
)
∥ϕ∥L2(w).

Therefore, by choosing ϕ = bψ|ℓ, we obtain

∥bψ|ℓ∥L2(w) ≲α,ϵ′,ϵ λ
1/4+ϵβ−α−1/2

2 + λ5/24+ϵβ1/24.

Theorem 1.2 follows from choosing

β = λ
1

1+12(α−1/2) .

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(∫
|s|≤2

|eλ(ℓ(s)|2w(s)ds
) 1

2

By using (2.5), we are reduced to bound

λ1/2

(∫
|s|≤2

∣∣∣∣∫
M

eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)dy

∣∣∣∣2w(s)ds
) 1

2

By duality, let η be a smooth function such that ∥η∥L2(w) = 1, we need to estimate

(6.1)
∫ ∫

M

eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)η(s)w(s)dyds

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

(6.2) β ∈ C∞
c ((1/2, 2)), β(τ) = 1 for τ near 1, and

∞∑
j=−∞

β(2−jτ) = 1, τ > 0.
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Denote β0(τ) =
∑0

j=−∞ β(|τ |) and βk(τ) = β(2−k|τ |). 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

(6.3)
∫ ∫

M

eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)βk(y2)η(s)w(s)dyds

for λ−
1
2 ≤ 2k ≤ C, as well as

(6.4)
∫ ∫

M

eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)β0(λ
1
2y2)η(s)w(s)dyds.

Write

(6.5) Ωk = {y = (y1, y2) | |y1| ≤ C, 2k−1 < |y2| < 2k+1}.

We have for each fixed k,∫ ∫
Ωk

eiλdg(γ(x1),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)βk(y2)η(s)w(s)dyds

≤
∥∥∥∥∫ eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)βk(y2)η(s)w(s)ds

∥∥∥∥
L2

∥eλ∥L2(Ωk)

Note that

(6.6)

∥∥∥∥∫ eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)βk(y2)η(s)w(s)ds

∥∥∥∥2
L2

≤
∫∫ ∣∣∣∣∫ eiλ(dg(ℓ(s),y)−dg(ℓ(s′),y))a(ℓ(s), y, λ)a(ℓ(s′), y, λ)β2

k(y2)dy

∣∣∣∣
· |η(s)w(s)η(s′)w(s′)|dsds′.

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

(6.7) ∂y2(dg(ℓ(s), y)− dg(ℓ(s
′), y)) ∼ 2k|s− s′| if y ∈ Ωk

and

(6.8) ∂ny2(dg(ℓ(s), y)− dg(ℓ(s
′), y)) ≲ 1, n ≥ 2.

Hence, integration by parts in y2 gives

(6.9)

∣∣∣∣∫ eiλ(dg(ℓ(s),y)−dg(ℓ(s′),y))a(ℓ(s), y, λ)a(ℓ(s′), y, λ)β2
k(y2)dy

∣∣∣∣
≲N 2k(1 + 22kλ|s− s′|)−N

Note that

(6.10)
∫∫

2k(1 + 22kλ|s− s′|)−N |η(s)w(s)η(s′)w(s′)|dsds′

≲
∫∫

2k(1 + 22kλ|s− s′|)−N(η2(s) + η2(s′))w(s)w(s′)dsds′.
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And by (2.2), it is not hard to check that

(6.11)
∫

2k(1 + 22kλ|s− s′|)−Nw(s)ds ≲ 2kλ−α2−2αk.

Hence, (6.6)–(6.11) implies that∫ ∫
Ωk

eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)βk(y2)η(s)w(s)dyds ≲ 2k(
1
2
−α)λ−

α
2 ∥eλ∥L2(Ωk).

Let us denote
sup
γ∈Π

∫
T
λ−1/2 (γ)

|eλ|2dx = sKN .

Then since eλ is L2-normalized, we must have λ−
1
2 ≲ sKN ≤ 1. Since Ωk can be covered by

O(2kλ1/2) geodesics tubes of width λ−
1
2 , we also have

∥eλ∥L2(Ωk) ≲ min{1, (2kλ1/2sKN)
1
2}.

Therefore, ∑
k:λ− 1

2≤2k≤C

∫ ∫
Ωk

eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)βk(y2)η(s)w(s)dyds

≲
∑

λ− 1
2≤2k≤C

2k(
1
2
−α)λ−

α
2 min{1, (2kλ1/2sKN)

1
2}

≲

{
λ−1/4s

α− 1
2

KN , if 1/2 < α < 1,

λ−1/4s
1/2
KN log λ, if α = 1.

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

eiλdg(ℓ(s),y)a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)β0(λ
1
2y2)η(s)w(s)dyds

∣∣∣∣
≲
∫ ∫

M

|a(ℓ(s), y, λ)eλ(y)β0(λ
1
2y2)η(s)w(s)|dyds

≲ λ−
1
4 s

1
2
KN

(∫
|η(s)w(s)|ds

)
≲ λ−

1
4 s

1
2
KN .

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.3.
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