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REIFERABES 5 L BROD 5 FHEEH L

non-vanishing B3 22DV T

A — (Yuichi Kamiya) %K% ILEE

N b g ZBEREE L,k ZEDBEERET S, Si(To(N)) & To(N) Ixs5ES
k OIER] cusp form N THEE LT H. TDEALIT Petersson WEIC L - THEX
JC Hilbert ZER1Z7% 5. Dirichlet ¥8HE x (mod ¢) & f(2) = T2, Gf,00(n)e?™™ €
Su(To(N)) ICX L L %% | |

L(fxs) = 3 XMase(n)

TEHETH. ZIT, s =0+it WHEEERTHY, F72a50(n) = 8f,00(n)n" =12
LBV AR EFE o > 1 THE P DILE PR T 5. ¢ & N *H
WIZET x PEIBHIO & 1213, L(f, x, ) 1§ C EIERNICHETER & MBS
#¥>. 72 f 2% normalized newform % 513 L(f, x, s) 13 Euler TR %2 &

s =1/2 1% L(f,x,s) \<T 5 critical strip DHGTdH % K 72D, Duke [3] T
CDEIZBT BKRD X ) 7 non-vanishing EEATE NI

Theorem (Duke). p 13FEHE L, qidp EEWIIEE L, x (mod q) 3FEMBRIE T
5. Bp iE Sa(To(p)) 12B1F HEREEK T normalized newform EH 5% 5d DL
T5 COLEHNERC & q COMBFTAERC, P"FELT,p>C, &5
9 p BBNUIEDLLLED Cplogp) 2 D F, DIT f I LT L(f,x,1/2) #0
Th5. :

—#E1Z, B 1 Sk(To(N)) D normalized newform EP L L AHREET S, Ty
DO dim Sy(To(N)) LT TH 525, k = 2,4,6,8, 10,14 3D N HEHD &
13 (Sp(To(1)) = {0} £25) ENHIFFEL 25, dimSi(To(N)) KB L TIX

(k—1)N

[1Q +1/p) + O(N2d(N))

pIN

NEZHDT, FRICBI S Fp, ODTLORIIENEHIC p/12 THAHZ LIERL
£9. ‘

Duke DEHIL, F, EICb725 L(f,x,1/2) D—FFH L _FPHZHAIZINDL
% Cauchy—Schwarz DAERNTHET LI LIZL > TH LN AS. {HL, normalized
newform @ Petersson norm (2T A BWEHMESLEL A5 0H Y, TN
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DV Tid Hoffstein-Lockhart [6] & Goldfeld-Hoffstein-Lieman [5] 512 & &R %
BHLTWS

46, Duke DTFHBEBO—DDIIRE LTRO & 3 2 FHBEBEH
ENTET

Proposition 1. N > 2,0
B, g3 N LEWIZELL,

f%;maf,x,s} = ((:7?:)1, +0 ((\/qu'r)a_llz (%) m)

&7 5. 1B L implied constant I3 k ICDAKIFET 5.

Proposition 2. 7 = |t| + 2, F iZ Si(To(N)) DEREREE, ¢ 13 N L EWIC
F&E L, x(modq) ZIRERBEHETH. ZDLE

, T =t| +2, F & Si(To(N)) DIERBERZE
q) IEHEHETH. Tk &

<o<1
x (mod

S 13 1/2+ 0 < 457 1og(v )

fer (k—2)!
1/2 qT(log(\/Nq'r))z e
N 0 ((log(\fﬁqT)) 2 4 Wit ) ifk=2

0<®d¢ﬁwwﬁ+ﬂi%%§£g if k> 2

L%y, 0>1/20k &3
(47l')k -1

E}_IL(f: Xas)lz (k 2)| (207X0)
1 qr log(\/ﬁq'r) 1 o-1/2 o
0 20_1( JN +(\/—]\—fq7') ) if k=2
+ 1 ar 1 o—1/2 .
(oo () ) e

&% fHL, xo {3 & ¢ O principal $84Z, L(-,x) & Dirichlet L F§4% T, implied
constant X k IZDARKEET 5.

NS DR TE L FEICOVTHERTAZ,
T, EEOERERERICOA AFHMEND) T {FMTE 5 2 &3 Petersson
DRFUTEL .

Theorem (The Petersson formula). F 1% Si(To(N)) DIEREREE, a, b 13
Lo(N) iZ39 5 cusp £ T 5. Sk(I‘o(N)) DTG f & a IZFF B scaling matrix o,



KL fllods %

(Flloak)(2) = 3 @ga(n)e?
n=1
DL RAL, aga(n) = dpa(n)n~ D2 LB ZOLSERO BRI m, n
Zxf L
k—2) o ——
%Z;)k_-)l > aga(m)ags(n)

FeF

47/
= 8mnbap + 2137 F Z ¢ 1Sap(m, m;¢) k-1 ( T cmn) ,

c€C(a,b)

MY LD, T T Sy & Kloosterman F, Jp_y 1 order k — 1 @ Bessel 8%k
T, bmn, bap (& Kronecker 77V % Thb.

CORRDIHRLILEOFEMICOVTIX [7) D p. 54 2 BRIz,
XT,qg & NDPEWIZET x PEHEHO L 21213 L(f, x, s) ETROBEEX %
BOoDREo7:

o \~°
( m) Ds + (k - D/2)L(f. . 5)

or \*~! _
=u( Wq) D((k +1)/2 = $)L(flloole T, 1 - 5).

ZIT p=Fx(N)W(x)2q™ T, W(x) i Gauss FITH Y, 0o 1& cusp 0 1ZxF
¥ 5% scaling matrix T 5. Balasubramanian-Ramachandra [2] ® Lemma 1’
DFEEEANNL, ZOBEBEERPS L(f,x,s) DfE% =20 Dirichlet ZIHI
Y HABEEBSOMTERTHAIENTES (ThixdsEOEMBEHENL
SoTRWH» D HN% ). Dirichlet ZIHAD—F i cusp oo T Fourier £RE
25FICEYL, b 9 —JF D Dirichlet ZIEF T cusp 0 TP Fourier FA¥Z 7511
D, #Z T, Proposition 1 % 3& { 121X EFED Petersson DA T a = o0 P2
b=o00, bl iZa=00 2 b=0 LHRLADDEHANTFHEHEL TV L
27 %. Proposition 2 i3 Dirichlet L BA¥DE¥)EIZEI$ 5 Balasubramanian-—
Ramachandra NDFE ([2] ® Lemma 2' #ZH) & Duke-Friedlander-Iwaniec [4],
Twaniec [7] 51 & % & % BE % 3 (A1%& © Theorem 1, 3 ® Theorem 5.7 %
ZM, Zh 5t Petersson DAR T a=00 P2 b=oco0 ERIRLZZDDZHNT
BErnb) s VW TEEAT 52 L 0ST& 5.

Proposition 1 & 2 ICBWTREEND g & t DPEESHFERTHS. Duke D
FHEEZZFOIIHVEL, INLDONRT XY DEGHFRECZoTLE ). —7,
Balasubramanian-Ramachandra DFEEZ VI b D35 X 5 ORGIEHT
BN TELDTHA. &T, Proposition 2 IZBWT, 0 =1/2 DL i
THRFEHOLREDH A TVEY, N BT AR EEC LD REEETD
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5. ZOREIZH LTI, Balasubramanian-Ramachandra DFiEL ) Duke DF
EOTHDERT, COREDRBFICHAERLENTBL (BEED ¢ L t DY
513 Proposition 2 IZBIF B FN L) EW),

Proposition 1 & 2 T s =1/2+ 1t &HfllBR L Cauchy-Schwarz DA % v
NWERDFERDPES 1B OLNS.

Proposition 3. N > 2, 7 = [t| +2, F i3 Si([o(N)) DEBHEREE, g 13 N &
BWIZEEL, x (mod q) 1B ET . k=2DEE N %

VN

(log(N + 1))?

BAHEIIIEN, k>20DLE N %

_VYN__

log(N +1)

BEEICER ZZTC Bk ICDRMEETEHAEHTHS. DL EH S
MXTIER C BFFFEL T

> max{qT(lOg(qT))z’ Ca}

> max{qr log(qr), Cx}

S Jagmpz U €
P (k—2)log N
L(fx1/2+it)£0

ALY ALD.
—IZ, |are(V))2E N & fe FIZOWT—HIZ, LD EHMET 5 - & i3k

LwekEbhs, L2L,FIZITE =222 N PEKD L X3 Hoffstein-Lockhart
[6] & Goldfeld-Hoffstein-Lieman [5] & I & % #& D> —EB:

|af,e0(1)]* < logp/p
7A@ % DT Proposition 3 L &b TROERZES.

Theorem. p ITFEKEL L, qld p LHEWVIZEEL, x (mod.q) SEBET 5. 3,
(& S5(To(p)) 12T A EAREE T normalized newform ZE S 255N ET 5. p
z

VP 2

(oglp + D)) > max{g7(log(q7))?, C}
HIIER TITCE HAESERTHS. DL X LHNTEH C B
FELTC'p(logp) 2 D Fp DT f 123 LT, L(f,x,1/2+1it) #0 T 5.

wift, Akbary [1] 124 5T Duke DEHIIFEEDOES k ITHEESI Z0 &
D BYPRIZE b 72 ) WED, Si(To(p)) PIEBEREED old class ICBT AT S
ATV BH DT, LFLOD Proposition 3 #*5H non-vanishing #& R % < & % old class
BT ATIINT 5 |ae(1)? DERVEHMEASLEIZR S Z LS54T 5. Akbary

3



[1] T3, Pizer [10] TERINHIERERTEATHILICLY) TORER
TRL7DTH 5.

B 2Bk, Iwaniec—Sarnak, Kowalski~Michel, Vanderkam 512X ) Duke D%
BE D positive proportion MRASEER S 7z, BlH, Duke DEHIZE VT Cp(logp) 2
O KN EZONSE LV ) KERTH S, FEMICOWTIE [9], [11] 28RS
n7zw, ;

B #%12, Duke DFEICHERITRD & 9 %= N IZBT 5 #HEXAET 5 0 Thith
TBE.

Proposition 4. F I Si(To(N)) DERHERER, ¢ i3 N EEWIIELL, x
(mod q) I3FIER, e >0 &T 5. ZDEE '

4 k-1
T2+ 0 =gy E P 0 + e

S+ O(NO-R/245) N oo,

LD 1/2<0 <1 DEEITIE
47T)k—1

L(f,x 9 = &
>0 = gy

4r)k-1 4n2 >t
1 ()

+ O(Nl—k/Z—a'—{-s), N — 0,

%A, B ¢()) 1 Euler B, Cr g ZETETREZ T, implied constant (&
k,q t e \CHKETA.

L(207 XO)

T(1—s+(k-1)/2)
T(s + (k — 1)/2)
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