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ON ALGEBRAIC TWISTS WITH COMPOSITE MODULI, II

YONGXIAO LIN AND PHILIPPE MICHEL

ABSTRACT. We study bounds for correlation sums of automorphic coefficients on GL3,q with trace
functions of composite moduli. This is a sequel of [KLMS20] and [LM24].

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we pursue our investigations on algebraic twists of automorphic L-function: given
some automorphic L-function of degree d > 1

Lims) =327 [T L(my. 5)

n
n>1

(normalized so that Qe s = 1/2 is the critical line), an integer ¢ and an “algebraic exponential sum”
K:Z/qZ — C

modulo ¢ and V' a smooth compactly supported function, our aim is to obtain non-trivial bounds
for the correlation sum

(L.1) ey (Xim, K) i= > Aa(mKm)V

n=1

n

? _
X) <<K77r,V Xl 0

for some fixed § > 0 as ¢, X — oo in suitable ranges. Two ranges are of peculiar interest as they
appear as natural barriers in numerous classical problems in analytic number theory:

— The convezity range
X.= qd/ 2,
Indeed for K = x a primitive Dirichlet character (1.1) is essentially equivalent to the
subconvexity problem for the twisted L-function L(m x x,1/2).
— The arithmetic progression (a.p.) range
d—1
Xap=q 2 .
Indeed for K = Kl; an hyper-Kloosterman sum in d variables, (1.1) is directly related to
the distribution of Ar(n) in large arithmetic progressions, i.e., the problem of evaluating

the sum
Z Ar(n)

n<N
n=a (mod q)

for NV as small as possible relative to g; here a natural barrier is
d+1
Nap =q 2 = qd/Xap-
Obtaining (1.1) within the a.p. range is usually quite hard in general and one often needs
extra assumptions on the multiplicative function n — A;(n) (such as being a multiplicative
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was partially supported by the SNF grant 197045 and the SNF-ANR “ETIENE” grant 10003145. Fri 8" May, 2026
01:22.

1


https://arxiv.org/abs/2605.06363v1

convolution see | ]). An intermediate objective would be to obtain (1.1) for X as close
as possible to Xg.

In | , , | we obtained (1.1) for GLg, GL3, GL4 and GLg x GL3 L-
functions for X between the convexity and arithmetic progression ranges, when the modulus is
prime and for quite general algebraic exponential sums K (then called trace functions). In | ],
we extended the results of | , ] (covering the GLg and GL2 x GL3 cases) to composite
moduli of the shape ¢ = gogq1 (with go a prime and ¢; > 2 an integer coprime with ¢p) and improved
the outcome over the prime modulus case when g is in specific ranges.

In this note, we complete | | by revisiting | | (the GL3-case) for composite moduli.

To state our main result we need to introduce some notation.

— We denote by ¢ a Hecke-Maass cuspform for GL3 q of level 1 with Fourier coefficients
(Ap(n,7))n>1,r£0 which is fixed.
— Let ¢ be a modulus of the shape ¢ = ¢pq1 with gy a prime and ¢; > 2 an integer coprime
with gg.
We give ourselves an algebraic exponential sum K : Z/qZ — C of the shape K = Ky.K;
for two functions

Ko:Z/qZ, K\ :7Z/q.Z,

whose product is defined by precomposition with the Chinese Reminder Theorem isomor-
phism:

K :n— K(n) = Ko(n(modqy))Ki(n(modq)).

e We assume that Kj is the trace function of a middle extension sheaf on AL .0 S8y T,
which is pure of weight 0, geometrically irreducible and non-trivial. We denote by
Cy = C(F) its complexity (cf. | , Def. 1.13]) and assume that C( remains
absolutely bounded as ¢ — oc.

e For the function K, we will only require that its normalized Fourier transform K 1
Z/qZ — C defined by

(1.2) Ki(n) = 1/2 > K@ ( )

G zez/qZ

has its supnorm absolutely bounded as ¢ — oc.
— Finally for Z > 1 areal number, let V' € C2°(R) be a smooth function, compactly supported
in the interval [1,2] which satisfy for each j > 0,

(1.3) VU (z) <; Z7.
Our main (mild) assumption regarding Ky is that F is what we call good:

Definition 1.1. For q > 2 a prime. A middle extension sheaf F on A%q, pure of weight 0,
geometrically irreducible and non trivial, is good if the local monodromy of F at infinity has no
indecomposable summand with slope equal to 1.

Remark. Such a sheaf F is automatically Fourier: that was the single assumption made on the
trace function K in | ].

Theorem 1.2. Let ¢, qo,q1,q, Ko, K1, K, Z,V be as above.
We assume that Ky is the trace function of an f-adic sheaf F which is good in the sense of
Definition 1.1.
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Let X > 1 be such that X > Z4q2q0_2; for any € > 0 and any integer r > 1, we have

(L4) Cv(Xip, K) = Y A KMV (%)

n=1
—~ X3/4,1/2
e XO(UZHK1HOO7’1/2 <X1/4q1/2q(1)/2 X334 17/%
9o
Remark 1.3. (a) To compare with | |, we consider the case
g0 = ¢*/°
and r = Z = 1; we obtain that for X > ¢%/°
_ 1) (y1/4,7/10 3/4_3/10
(1.5) Cy (X0, K) <, ey XD (XG0 4 XP/AGP10).
For X = ¢3/? (the convexity range) we obtain
3/2. . 3/2-3/40+0(1

Cv (@0 K) €4y €.

This is better than the bound from | ]
3/2. . 3/2-1/36+0(1

ev(q / 7907K) <<<,07HK1H007C() q / / o(1)
(for ¢ a prime). Moreover (1.5) is non-trivial (i.e., (1.1) holds) as soon as
(1.6) X > ¢3/2-3/10+n
for some 1 > 0 (notice that g3/23/10 — q*/q3); while this does not yet reach the a.p. range, this is
better than the range X > ¢3/271/6+9 obtained in [ ] for the prime modulus case; moreover
this matches the range X > [t|/273/1040 in the t-aspect (i.e., K(n) ~» n') proven by Aggarwal
[ ] (see | | for further extensions).

(b) Improving (1.6) to
X>¢ ™ n>0
for ¢ cuspidal and some modulus ¢ remains a very interesting unsolved problem. When ¢ is not
cuspidal the a.p. range has been passed for A\ (n,1) = d3(n) = 1 %1% 1(n) the ternary divisor

function by Friedlander—Iwaniec in their groundbreaking work | ] and for A\,(n,1) = 1x Ag(n)
with f a GLg-cusp form by Kowalski, Sawin and the second named author [ ] when ¢ is a
prime. This was for K = Kl k > 2, hyper-Kloosterman sums; by now the result | ] allows

to handle much more general classes of trace functions.

In (1.5) taking K = x to be the primitive Dirichlet character of modulus ¢ (the conditions
of Definition 1.1 are satisfied since a Kummer sheaf is tamely ramified at oco) and applying the
approximate functional equation for the twisted L-function

n=1

we readily obtain that

Corollary 1.4. Assume that q has a prime factor qo satisfying

qo = ¢*/>+W.

Then we have
L(go X Y, 1/2) <<SO q3/4—3/40+0(1)‘

This improves the subconvexity exponent obtained in | , | in the case of the prime
modulus ¢ and also the exponent for composite moduli obtained in | ].
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Remark 1.5. It is relatively straightforward, using the same method, to incorporate the t-component
and obtain the bound
. 3/4—3/40+0(1
L(p x x, 1/2 4 it) <, (q([t] +2)) ¥ 71000,
This removes the restriction that ¢ < (|t|+2)%7 in the work | | of Kiral, Kuan, and Lesesvre,
at the cost of requiring ¢ to have a divisor of appropriate size.

Let Mmp(n) = 1x Ap(e,1)(n) = 3, Ap(m, 1). Applying Theorem 1.2 to the trace function
K(n) = Kly(an;q)

(the conditions of Definition 1.1 are satisfied since the hyper-Kloosterman sheaf K¢, is Fourier and
its only slope at co is 1/4) we have

Corollary 1.6. Using the notation from the theorem. Assume that q has a prime factor qo satisfying

qo = ¢*/>to),

Given any n > 0. For any (a,q) =1 and for q satisfying
g < X2/61-n _ x2/5+3/305n

we have

Z A (n)V (%) B gp(lq) Z Migp(n)V (%) Lpn,V (Z()lé

n>1 nzl
n=a mod q (n,q)=1

for some 6 = d(n) > 0.

This is better than | , Thm. 1.6] where (for a prime modulus ¢) the level of distribution
2/5 + 1/260 was obtained; interestingly, the exponent 3/305 matches exactly the exponent 3/305
of | , Thm. 3] concerning the error term of the Rankin-Selberg problem!. See also | ] in
the case ¢ = pF.

Principle of the proof. The proof of Theorem 1.2 is based on (variants of) the d-symbol method
pioneered by Munshi [ | in the case K = y.

Here we follow closely the approach of | ] and start by separating A(r,n) and K(n) in the
correlation sum

i)\(r, n) K (n)V (%)

through a form of the d-symbol method. As in [ | we take advantage of the factorisation
q = qoq1 through a “conductor-lowering” trick (modulo ¢p) in the application of the d-symbol. This
gives us the flexibility of detecting the equation n = 0 in two steps: n = 0 mod g and n/qgyp = 0. The
firt is via orthogonality of additive chracter and the second via the §-symbol of Duke, Friedlander,
and Iwaniec [ ], but now with a reduced size in the choice of the parameter C.

Much as in | ], the contribution of the factor K7 is absorbed very softly and requires only
that the co-norm of its Fourier transform K 1 be absolutely bounded (is ¢; a prime this follows if
K is the trace function of a sheaf with absolutely bounded complexity). Handling the contribution
of Ky however is more delicate and requires to bound correlation sums of the shape

> Z(w)Z' (v +9)
z€Fq,
where Z,Z' are two trace functions formed from K, via multiplicative convolution against some

pull-back of a Kloosterman sum in one variable (see Prop. 3.2 and §4). These sums are very similar

Lwhich itself was inspired by [ ]; see [ , p-2].
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to the sums treated in | , Prop 4.5] (although a bit simpler) and we follow closely the proof
of loc.cit.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank Tengyou Zhu for an inquiry that led us to
writing this note.

2. PROOF OF COROLLARY 1.6

In this section, we show how to derive Corollary 1.6 from Theorem 1.2.

Let ¢ = qogq1. We apply the duality principle [ , Cor. 9.2] to the sum
n
S Mo (WK (n)V <Y)
n=1
where

K(n) = q1/26nza mod q-

Setting X = q*/X, this gives (up to some negligible error terms)

Z Mp(n )V< ) Z Mg (n ( ) = gﬂZAIBﬂ@(n)K14(an; )V (;) -
n>1

n>1
n=a mod ¢ (n q)

Inserting the definition
Mmp(n) = Y Ag(m, 1)
Im=n

and subdividing the variables [, m into dyadic ranges, we are reduced to bounding

(2.1) S Xl DK (abm: ) Vi (1) V()

q 21 m>1

for O(log? X) many real numbers L, M > 1 satisfying

¢
2.2 LM< —.
(2.2) L
Here Vi, V, are smooth functions compactly supported in [1,2].
From now on we assume that g is such that

g0 = ¢*/>+W.

2.1. The case M > ¢%/°79. Applying Theorem 1.2, the double sum in (2.1) is bounded by

XL
3" Ap(m, VKl (alm; q) V(o }<<X° D M3 A0

52} 5/2
C]/ m>=1 q/

X L5 36 2
<<XO() ( X15 )

)

which is < (X/q)' 79 as long as
g < X5/12-n=5/36

for some fixed n > 0.



2.2. The case L > ¢'/2. According to the calculations in | , §3.2], we have

7 20 3 Aslm, DKls{almi ) V( Valp) < (/)"

121 m2>1
as long as
L > ¢85+,
3. The case L < ¢' . According to | , §3.3], we know
l _
o 2SS Al DKL (alm; @) Vi~ IVa(3) < (X/q)' "
121 m=1
as long as

Let Lo = X3/%1 be the solution of
X5/127-5/36 _ x2/571/5 _ x2/5+3/305

By combining the above three cases and following the analysis presented in | , §3.4], we know
that there exists some J = () > 0 such that

S e () - g 3 Mol () < X/
n=a mod ¢ (n)=1

as long as

This completes the proof of Corollary 1.6.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

3.1. First transformations. We assume that Z satisfies 1 < Z < g and V € CX(R) satisfies
the bound (1.3). We suppress the dependence on ¢ and denote by A(r,n) the (r,n)-th Fourier
coefficient of ¢. As in | |, we write

(3.1) Cyp (X K) = ix (%) .
n=1

We can write Cy,,(X; K) as

(3.2) Cyp(X; K) = i A(r,n) i K(m)op_mU (%) v (%) .
n=1 m=1

Here U is a smooth function supported in (1/100,100) and satisfying U(x) = 1 for = € [1,2] and
U (z) <; 1 for j > 0.
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Let C = (X/qo)"/?. We apply a version of the delta method due to Duke-Friedlander-Twaniec

(I )
dno = — Z Z (cq0> <2'C'ZQO>

<20 u(
(c 9)=1
n
* 0 2. ; Z (%) <c Cq >
<20
(c 9)=1
cq n A
0 3 a2 () h () 0a@
c<2C/q €q90 a(cqq €490 c'C
as presented in | , Thm. 1] and | , (3.7)] to dp=m in (3.2), and we obtain
(3.3) Cy,-(X; K) = Main + Erry + Erry + O4 (X ~4)

where

) Man= g 3 LSS e () v ()

c<2C u(cgo) n=1
xiK —um V(T)h cn-m
cqo X C’ C?q )’

(c,q)=
m=1

x i K(m)e (‘im> v (%) h (é w) ,

b= g 3 23S ame ()0 (§)

c<2C/q va‘IO)” 1
(c,q)=1
s —am m cqg n—m
K —h|{=,— .
XZ (m)€<cqqo)v<X) (C’ CQ(]O)

m=1
As in | ], we focus our analysis on the term Main in (3.4) which is the hardest and is
responsible for the final bound. The treatment for the terms Errq, Errg are very similar to the one
presented in [ , §7.1], and just as in | | their contribution turns out to be smaller as

compared to that of Main. As such we completely skip their treatments and the reader is referred
to | , §7.1] for the relevant details.
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3.1.1. Bounding Main. We apply the Poisson summation formula to the m-sum in (3.4), to get

69 =0 S S (S )e () e ()« ()7 ( )

m>1 1 ez Blq B(c)
X ~ -~ mX
= D Z K(e(m — quu))V (n, cq>
MmEZL
u=gim(c)

where K is the normalized Fourier transform (1.2) and

c n—yX
(3.6) V(n, ) / V(y <C’ o > e(—zy)dy
is the Fourier transform of V(y)h <5, "CQyX). We also note that the weight function V (n, %)
restricts the effective range of the dual m-sum to
(3.7) Im| < X°W Zeq/X.

By this we mean that for any € > 0, the contribution of the terms satisfying
im| > X*Zeq/ X

is bounded by O .(X~4) for any A > 1
We find that (3.4) can be rewritten as

(3.8) Mam_% Z ZZ)‘TTL (cq0>U<?(>

c<2C u (cqgo)

(c.)=1
> mX
1/2 Z K(e(m — qlu))\?( cq)'
u= Q1m(0)
We next apply the Voronoi summation of | | (see | , Prop. 2.2]) to the n-sum in (3.8),

which gives

n\ mX
Z)\rn (cq())U(X)v(n’cc])
2
S D D ST NS AT T

+ nilrego n>1

where after inserting (3.6),

ee c X(&—=x
W 2) == [ Vo) ([ UOMG T ) sl ) e
R 0 4o
see | , (3.34)] for the definition of J, +(&) and | , (3.19)] for details.
If z > 1, by using integration by parts to the inner integral over &, we know that
(3.10) Wy, z) <a (1+]z))™
For z < 1, from | , (2.9)] we know that W4 (y, z) < 2%?; in particular, we have

(3.11) Wy, 2) < 2'/2.
8



Substituting back, we obtain a sum of the form

(3.12) Main = qu/gz Z Z Z ””1)

c<2C ni|rego n=l
(e,9)=1
2
m nin

* =~ _ _Teqo
X %:) ZG:Z K(em — quu))S(rin 203 = EYWe (s g )
ulcqo m

u=gim(c)

Notice that for (go,q1) = 1 we have the twisted multiplicativity

~

K(e(m — qiu); qoq1) = Ko(c(m — qiu)qu; go) K1(6mgo; q1).-
We further split the sum in (3.12) into two subsums according to (n1,qg) = 1 or not, and write

Main = Maing + Errs,

where
(n,m1) x—* _
W= 5 Y Y SIS S R
c<2C ni|re nz1 u(cqo) mEZ
(C(I) 1 (n1,q90)=1 u=gim(c)
2
—~ o _ reqo m nin
x K — 1qo)S +n; w
O(C(m Q1U)(J1,QO) (TU, n; n ) :I:(Cq/chgqgr/X>v

which corresponds to the sum with (gp,n1) = 1 and

Errs = Ca 1/2 Z Z Z Z (n, 1) Z Ki(emqo; q1)S(rqim, j:n;E)

nn n
¢<2C nilren=1 190 meZ !
(c.q)=1

m nin

cq/ X’ Bqor/ X7

x 3 Ko(@(m — quu)ars go) W (
u(qo)

that corresponds to the complementary sum with gg|n; in (3.12).

3.2. The case of Errs. Notice that we have

* — —
> Ko(e(m — quu)qs; o) = —Ko(emar; qo) < [ Kolloo-
u(qo)

We can bound Errs as follows

(3.13)

X[ Kolloc | 50 | A, m1g0)| reia rey i

o(1) 0lloo|| A1 ]|oo » 140 ey /

R L LT o D S LI SRR TS

c<L2C ny|re n>1 m<ZCq/X
n%n<C3qor/X
X | Kollso || K1llccqo™* ., ZC DU
< Xo(l) || OHOOH 1||OOqO C q(T‘C)l/Q < Xo(l)”KO||OO||K1||OOZT1/2X3/4qOW377/4q1/2

Cq1/2q0 X

upon plugging in C' = (X/qo)"/?. Here ws = 5/14 is the Kim-Sarnak bound | ].
9



3.3. The case of Maing. For Maing, since ni|re, we have

S(ru, £n; @) S(eniu, £renin; qo)S(qora, £qon; re/ny)
n

so that we can write the sum over v mod cqy in Maing as

— *
S(@qrrm, £qon; re/ni) Ky (emgo; ¢1) Y Ko(e(m — q1u)q; go) S(ena, £7en 1 n; qo).
u(qgo)

Hence we have

(3.14) Maing = ij’zz DD DD B Aln, i)

e<2C  nqlre n=l
(¢,a)=1 (n1,q0)=1

m nin

cq/X’ (:3qg’7"/X>7

x Y K1(emigs; 1) New (m,n; g0) S (@qurm, £qon; re/ny) W (
meEZ

where

1 * o~
(3.15)  Ne,(m,n;q0) = “ > Ko(e(m — qru)qr; o) S (@na, £7enyn; qo)
u(qo)

* —~
= ql/2 Z Ko(e(m — q]_u)Q]_,qo)K].Q(Zl:C rnlnu q0)-
0 u(qo)

We break the c-sum in (3.14) into O(log X') many dyadic intervals with ¢ ~ C’, where C”’ satisfies
C' <20 = 2(X/q0)2.
Notation. To lighten the expressions to come we write
A < B in place of A < X°WB.
By (3.7) and (3.10), we know that the m and (n1,n) sums in (3.14) can be truncated at

C/
(3.16) mSM=27— x nn%§ e
For each fixed nj we break the n-sum in (3.14) into O(log q) dyadic intervals n ~ N/n? with N

satisfying

Cgir
—
Now for each ¢ ~ C" and nn? ~ N we will evaluate the truncated version of Mainy.

NS

3.3.1. Cauchy-Schwarz. We now factorize ¢ = cycy with
c1 < C', nylrer, c1](n1r)™ and (e, nyr) = 1.

Then we apply Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the Rankin—Selberg estimate to bound the sum
Maing as follows (for the various choices of :I:)

(3.17) Maing < Xo(l) sup B(N)'/?

1
1/2 1/2
C / <C/3qgr N/
Ns—%
10



with

“YXE Y Y R
c1,nn2xN m<M ¢y’ /ey
(n1,qo) 1 (C2>Q):1

m n3n
cie2q/ X c3gir/ X
Here U € C°(Rg) is a smooth function satisfying UV)(2) <; 1 for j > 0.

After opening the square, the factor B(N) equals

(3.18) ZZTHZZZZKl (emi@s; 1) K (' T; 1)

C1,n1 cz,c2

)

x S(qoqirm, £qon; reica/n1) Ney ey r (M, 15 o) Wa(

()

Y S(q@qurm, £qon; re/n1) S (@aqurm/, £qon; vc /n)

n=1

- mn
XNC,T‘(m7n; qO)NC’,T(mlvn; qO)W (N/n%) ’

where
(3.19) c=ciea, d = cid

and

n m nyn m n’n
W U W L w L .
(N/n1> (N/ ) Srre c3q8r/X) (G c’SQS’T/X)
We apply Poisson formula to the n-variable keeping in mind that

n + S(qoqirm, =qon; re/n1)S(@aqrm’, £gon; v /n1) Ney (myn; qo) Ne o (m/,n; qo)

is periodic of period gok with k = reicach/ny, and we see that (3.18) becomes

(3.20) ZZMZZZZ-’Q cmqo; q1 Kl(chanl)

C1,Mn1 CQ,C2

X

nlqok ZFTI n; qO)FTQ(TL k) (n/N*)

=

where (after inserting (3.10))

(3.21) FTi(n;qo) ZZ Ko(&(m — qru)ar: qo) Ko(d (m’ — q1u/)T1; qo)

u,u’ mod qq

= — k
X Z Klg(:l:c2rn%vu;qo)Klg(:i:c’an%vu’;qo)e<nv>

v mod qo do
and with
(3.22) k = rcicach/ny
and

— nvqg
FTa(n; k) = Z S(qoqirm, £qov; reica/na)S(Qogirm/, £qov; reich /ni) e < qu>
v(k)
and
(3.23) N* := gokn?/N.
11



The Fourier transform \/A\?(y) of W is of rapid decay when |y| > ¢°. Hence we can truncate the
dual n-sum in (3.20) at |n| < ¢ N*. For |n| < ¢° N*, from the estimate (3.11), we readily have the
bound

(3.24) W(n/N*) < N

CPadr/X
3.3.2. Computation of FTy(n; k). The following bounds can be proved.

Lemma 3.1. We have the following estimates

/
rcicac
FT5(0; k) < Gepee, 1712 2 > d
1 d|(rcica/n1,r(m—m'))

and for n # 0 (mod k)
rec
FTy(n; k) < (—)cach.
ny
Proof. Inserting the definition of the Kloosterman sum, we can write
rc1Cocs * T1GoqLTTT * —anairm
FTg(n;k) _ Ittty Z e Y14q0491 Z e ?JQQO/Q1 .
n1 reica/ny reich/ny
y1(reicz/na) ya(reich/ny)
+(y1ch—y2c2)+n=0(rcicach/n1)

We consider two cases.
Case 1. If n = 0(mod k), then the inner sum vanishes unless co = ¢, and y1 = y2 mod reqjca/ng
in which case we obtain that

FTo(0: k) =6,y 1022 3 e(yl(m_m/)q‘)q”>

/

co=c
2 n reica/ny
y1(reica/na)

/
rc1eoc rca C2/”1
Same" S Y (),
1
d|(rcice/ni,r(m—m'))

Case 2. If n # 0 (mod k), then we can further write
/ e e I
rC1C2Cy * Y14ogq1mmce * —Y2q0q17TMM Cy
FTy(n: k) = J1900 T T2 240N T Ty
2(n; k) ny Z € < rey/ng ) Z ¢ ( rey/ng )

yr(res/m1) ya(res /na)
+(y1ch—y2c2)+n=0(rc1 /n1)

* T mcin * —T m/ein
% e( 190g1mcy 1) Z e( 2(]0(11/ 1 1)
) C9 1)

x1(c2 x2(ch)
t(z1ch—wz202)+n=0(c2ch)

/
rcicac rci
< TG 1
ni ni
with ¢ being Euler’s totient function. ([l
3.3.3. Computation of FT1(n;qp). Using calculations very similar to | , §4.2.2] (in the nota-
tion of | , (4.21)-(4.22)], L(x) = Ko(zc; q0)e(mqiz/qo)), we can express FTq(n;qp) which is

given in (3.21) as
FT1 (n; qO) = Z Z(U)Z/(U — (5),

v mod qo
12



where

Z(v) = Zap(v) == —— Z Ko(xv; g0)e ( )Klz(ﬁél? %),

and Z'(v) is defined likewise with the parameter («, 3) being replaced by (¢/, 8’) and o, o/, 3,8 €
F,, are given by

(3.25) o =emgi, o = Im'qr, B =, B =ed Tn3, § = kn,
with € = £1.
The following result is analogous to [ , Prop 4.5].

Write g := qo; let T5(F;) be the subgroup of F defined by
T5(F,) = {\ € F;, [xA]"T is geometrically isomorphic to '}
and let Aff5(F,) be the subgroup of affine linear transformations of F, defined by
Aft5(Fy) ={y:y— ay +b, [y]'F is geometrically isomorphic to JF}.

Proposition 3.2. Assuming that the sheaf F is good in the sense of Definition 1.1 and that q is
sufficiently large depending on the complexity C(F). For any «, 8,a/, 5,0 € F, we have

(3.26) > Z()Z'(v - 6) = 0(qg"?).

If § =0, (3.26) holds unless one of the following holds
—a/d =8/8" and
vi=al/d =B/ € T5(F,),
~ajd #B/8, B/ #1 and

B a B
In these two cases, we have

(3.27) > Z()Z'(v) = c5(v)g + O(¢"?)

for cg(y) some complex number of modulus 1. In these estimates, the implicit constants depend
only on C(F).

Returning to our original sum, applying Proposition 3.2 (with ¢ = gp) and using that (3.25), we
see that the FT;(n;qo) in (3.21) is O(q(l)/Q) unless 6 = 0 and either

(3.28) v i=dmjem’ =7 ) e T5(Fy)

or
3 3
C/ / /

— ,_dm ¢
vy C—gy + c’m/ql(cm/ — 0—3) € Aff5(Fy,)

in which case FT1(n;qo) equals c5(v)qo + O(qé/2) with [egr(7)| = 1.
13



3.4. Contribution of the n = 0 frequency. In this section we bound the contribution to B(NN)
in (3.20) from the frequency n =0, given by

ZZZZZZfﬁ (e 1) Ko (' )

C1,n1 02,02
w«— N pr (0; go)FT2(0 L /m)W(0)
_ ; ;TC1C2ch /N .
qorercady 1(0;5q0)E 12(0;rercacy /ny
By Lemma 3.1, when n = 0 we know that
(3.29) co=chy c=d, k=reics/ng.

We use the case § = 0 of Proposition 3.2: by (3.29) and (3.28) we have that FT1(0;qp) is O(qé/Z)
unless we have the congruence modulo gg:

m = m’ (mod qg)

in which case FT1(0; qo) equals cqg + O(qé/ 2) for some complex number ¢ of modulus 1.
Similar to the calculations presented in | , §5], upon plugging in Proposition 3.2 and Lemma
3.1, we see that B,—o(/N) is bounded by

2
L1535 3o Fn e CET S D

o L di(rerea/na,r(m—m))

< X°O|| K, |2rN(C?M + 1—/20 'M?).
4o

Taking the square root of this term and multiplying it by %ﬁ, where N runs over all
C’ 3q5’r

X b
we see that the contribution of these terms to (3.17) and therefore to (3.14) is bounded by

N K

(3.30) X°W| kK, ||Oo Gl D2 (O M2 4 O g0 %)
< Xo(l)HK1||oo7“1/2(Zl/201/2X1/2qO +ZC1/2ql/2qO3/4)
< Xo(l)HI/(\1|IOOTI/2(Z1/2X3/4q03/4—|—ZX1/4q1/2qé/2).

3.5. Contribution from the n # 0 frequencies. Recall from (3.20) the contribution from the
non-zero frequencies n # 0 to B(NN) is given by

BaM-=YY -3 Y Y%

c1,m1 m<M m/<M co~C' /ey cf NC//Cl

01 c1camqo; q1) K1 (e1chbm/qo; 1)

x 3 " FT1(n;qo)FTa(n; k)W(n/N¥),
n#0

where k = rcicach/ny and N* = gokn?/N.
We distinguish two cases:
14



— If n = 0 mod gp we use again Proposition 3.2 for § = 0 and using Lemma 3.1 and (3.24), we
obtain the following bounds

_ 1 N
B N) < X°O| K |22 g P 2 — - .
wlnnz0(N) Ml M7 e

—If n # 0 mod gy we apply (3.26) of Proposition 3.2 for § # 0 and obtain

o) 7712 24 /27,2 N
Bi0 mod g0 (V) < X7V K [|Sr°C gy "M CR@rX
The reader is referred to | , §6.1-86.2] for very similar calculations.

The non-zero frequencies contribution to (3.17) and hence to (3.14) is bounded by

Xqo 1 1/2
1 .
XW 2 s s (Buzomoa o(N) + B asol(N)
NSl ar

X
Xqo sup 1 |
O "ok NP
N D"

X

< Xo(l)

e N 1/2
rKllriorQC“qé”M?)

X1/201/2 1/2 o
Tq < Xo(l)ZHKlHOOT /

') 4o
since by (3.16) M = 252 and €' < 2C = 2(X/qo) /2.

(3.31) < XD Z|| K| oer/?

3.6. Bounding Cy,(X; K): the final steps. Let us recall that the sum Main in (3.12) was split
into two subsums Maing and Errs depending on whether (n1,go) = 1 or not.
By (3.30) and (3.31) the sum Maing in (3.14) is bounded by

7 1/4 1/2 1/2 X3/4q1/2
B3) < XWIRr (212X b 2X g 4 27 )
9o
According to (3.13), the complement sum Errs is bounded by
(3:33) < X Kolloo | K [loo 20! X3 4gg™s =T/ g2,
where w3 = 5/14 is the Kim—Sarnak bound | |. This bound is absorbed into the last factor
in (3.32) (by simply applying the trivial bound ||Ky|lec < qé/Q).

Combining the bound (3.33) with (3.32) we see that the sum Main in (3.4) and hence the sum
Cy,r(X; K) in (3.1) is bounded as follows

X3/4g1/2
)

Cyp(X; K) <<XO(1)ZHI/(\1HOO7"1/2 <X3/4q03/4—|—X1/4q1/2qé/2—|—
q0

This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

4. SQUARE-ROOT CANCELLATION FOR CERTAIN EXPONENTIAL SUMS

In this section we establish Proposition 3.2 whose statement and notation we recall below:
Given ¢ a prime and K (e) the trace function of a geometrically irreducible middle-extension
£-adic sheaf F on A%‘q weight < 0 and complexity C'(F); We will assume that the sheaf F is Fourier
and good that is
— The local monodromy of F at infinity has no indecomposable summand with slope equal to 1.
15



Given o, 8,0/, 8’ € Ff, we set

1
(4.1) Z() == Zag(v) := 7 g; K (zv)eq(axv) Klo(B; q),

and define
Z'(0) i= Zaryo (v).
Let T(F,) be the subgroup of F  defined by
T5(F,) = {\ € F, [xA]"T is geometrically isomorphic to '}
and let Aff5(Fy) D T5(F,) be the subgroup of affine linear transformations of F, defined by
Aff5(Fy) = {v:y+— ay +0, (a,b) € F; x Fy [y]"F is geometrically isomorphic to J}.

Proposition 4.1. Assuming that the sheaf F is good and that q is sufficiently large depending on
C(F). For any o, 8,0/, 8',6 € F\, we have

(4.2) > Z(w)Z'(v =) = O(qg"?).

If 6 = 0 the above bound holds unless one of the following holds
—a/d =3/8 and
v:=a/d' = B/f € T5(Fy),
—a/d #B/B, B/B #1 and

iy g,y + O/(% - g,) € Aff5(F,).

In these two cases we have

(43) > 2W)Z' () = es(v)g + O(¢"?)

for cg(y) some complex number of modulus 1. In these estimates, the implicit constants depend
only on C(F).

Remark 4.2. This proposition is analogous to | , Prop 4.5] where we studied the correlations
of sums similar to Z(v), Z’'(v) but with e,(axv) replaced by the Kloosterman sum Kl (azv; q).

4.1. The case § = 0. We observe that for v € F; one has

=— Z z)eq(ax) Kl (Buz; q) 7 Z (y + a)eq(B/yvu) ™
IGFX cFy
where v = —v~!. In particular
Z Z Z K(2)K(2)eq(ax — o'z) Z Klo(Bzu; q)Kla (f'x'u; q)
veF S z,2'€Fy u€Fy

16



The inner sum equals (since Kly(0;¢q) = 0)

LS Klp(Bru ) Ru(Fwg) = ~ 3 Klo(Buz; o) Ki(Fa q)

ueF ucF,
- (1] 3 ey(Bu/z —6'96’/2')(11 Y el(z—2)u)
2,2/ €F uek,
= =Y al(Bz-5a)/2)
z€F
1
= 5531::,8’3:’ - 5
Hence
> 2070 = ¥ K@Kl - 00 + (R - KOTR @) - KO)
UEF; aceF;<
= Y K@EGoea -+ o)
z€F]

since F is Fourier and therefore || K||oo <) 1.
The z-sum in the last expression above is O(q!/ 2) unless one has a geometric isomorphism

3:’(g)’C’eq(oz’mn) . [XB/B/]?
forn=a/a’ —B/3.

Suppose n = 0 then, since F is geometrically irreducible, we then must have a/a’ = /5" €
T (F4) and (4.3) holds.
If n # 0, taking the Fourier transforms on both sides we have

[+a'n)F = [xB' /)T <= [T = F
where v is the affine transformation

p a p
iy EHO‘,(J — @)-
Notice that if 8 = (', then v would then be a non-trivial translation which would imply (for
C(F) <4 1) that F is an Artin-Schreier sheaf which is excluded.

4.2. The case § # 0. Let £, be the Artin—Schreier sheaf associated with the additive character
x — eq(ax), then
Ky :xz— K(z)eq(ax)
is the trace function of the twist ¥, := F ® L.
Next we observe that Z(v) is the multiplicative convolution of x + K, () with z + Kla(B2z™1)
so that Z(v) is the trace function of the middle convolution sheaf

(4.4) Z=20p8:=TFaxy—= B/y]"Kly =TFo+xXK
say. Likewise Z’ is the trace function of
Z = Zalwgl = 370/ * [y — ﬁ,/y]*xfg = ?o/ * K.

Notice that F, and F, are geometrically irreducible and non trivial (being Artin—Schreier twists
of the geometrically irreducible sheaf &, which is Fourier).
17



This implies that Z and Z’ are also geometrically irreducible. This is because Z and Z/ are
obtained from F, and F, by two applications of a geometric Fourier transform which preserves
geometric irreducibility.

It follows that (4.2) holds unless we have the geometric isomorphism

2~ [+6]*2.

To show that this does not occurs, we follow the same path as in | , §8] excepted that the
present argument is much simpler.

Lemma 4.3. If F has no slope at 0o equal to 1, then Z is lisse away from {0, 00}.

Proof. The middle convolution F, x X is equal to the compactly supported convolution F, 1 K up
to a lisse sheaf, so it suffices to prove this for the compactly supported convolution.
We can rewrite the compactly supported convolution as

m(Fa @ [XBx/v]*Klsy)
where
G x G, — G,
T
(z,v) = v
To study where Z is lisse, we apply Deligne’s semicontinuity theorem and examine the variation
with v of the Euler characteristic of the sheaf (in the x-variable) F, ® [x — Sz /v]*Kla. Since Kl

is wildly ramified only at co (with a single slope 1/2) it suffice to look at the variation with v of
the Swan conductor

(4.5) v = Swane (Fo @ [z — Ba/v]Kls).

We recall that for a # 0, £, has a (unique) slope at oo, equal to 1 and for for any v the sheaf
[x — Bz /v]*Kls has a single slope at oo, equal to 1/2, with multiplicity 2.

Let V be an indecomposable summand of the local monodromy representation of & at oo and
s # 1 be its slope; the slope of (V ® £,) equals max(s, 1) > 1; in particular it does not depend on
a.
It follows that the sheaf in the z-variable, (V ® L,) ® [x — Bz /v]*K{ly has for unique slope
max(1/2, max(s, 1)) = max(s,1) > 1 for every v , so the contribution of this representation to the
Swan conductor (4.5) is constant with v.

By Deligne’s semicontinuity theorem F, ® X is lisse on Gy,. (|

Lemma 4.4. If F has no irreducible summand with slope equal to 1, then Z = Fo x K has a
nontrivial singularity at zero.

Proof. Following the same arguments as in the beginning of the proof [ , Lemma 8.7] (the
fact that the Euler characteristic of x is non-positive) with the sheaf ¥, = F ® L, here, replacing
the sheaf denoted X = F ® [xa]*K¢3 and noting that the sheaf K = [z + Bz ~]*K/ly was denoted
Lin | ], one shows that at least of the following situations happens:

(1) ¥ is singular at some point on G,.
(2) The local monodromy representation of F at zero is not unipotent.
(3) The local monodromy representation of F at zero has a Jordan block of size > 4.
(4) The local monodromy representation of F at co has a summand with slope > 1/3.
Since F, has no summand with slope 1, the following holds for ¥, = F ® L.
(1) F, is singular at some point on Gyy,.
(2) The local monodromy representation of F, at zero is not unipotent.
(3) The local monodromy representation of F, at zero has a Jordan block of size > 4.
(4)

The local monodromy representation of F, at oo has all its slopes > 1.
18
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The first three situations are the same as in | , Lemma 8.7] while the fourth is stronger in
the present paper; hence the arguments of | , Lemma 8.7] apply and we obtain that F, x X
has non-trivial local monodromy at zero. g

We can now conclude the proof of (4.2): we have to show that Z' is not geometrically isomorphic
to [4+4]Z for any 0 # 0 but if it were the case Z' would have a non-trivial singularity at +4 (inherited
from the non-trivial singularity of Z at 0 by Lemma 4.4) and this is impossible by Lemma 4.3.
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