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Es BUNDLES AND RIGIDITY

FEI HAN, KEFENG LIU, AND WEIPING ZHANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we establish rigidity and vanishing theorems
for Dirac operators twisted by Es bundles.

INTRODUCTION

Let X be a closed smooth connected manifold which admits a nontrivial
S1 action. Let P be an elliptic differential operator on X commuting with
the S! action. Then the kernel and cokernel of P are finite dimensional
representation of S'. The equivariant index of P is the virtual character of
S1 defined by

(0.1) Ind(g, P) = tr|gker P — tr| coker P,

for g € S'. We call that P is rigid with respect to this circle action if
Ind(g, P) is independent of g.

It is well known that classical operators: the signature operator for ori-
ented manifolds, the Dolbeault operator for almost complex manifolds and
the Dirac operator for spin manifolds are rigid [2]. In [30], Witten consid-
ered the indices of Dirac-like operators on the free loop space LX. The
Landweber-Stong-Ochanine elliptic genus ([20], [28]) is just the index of one
of these operators. Witten conjectured that these elliptic operators should
be rigid. See [19] for a brief early history of the subject. Witten’s conjecture
were first proved by Taubes [29] and Bott-Taubes [4]. Hirzebruch [13] and
Krichever [18] proved Witten’s conjecture for almost complex manifold case.
Various aspects of mathematics are involved in these proofs. Taubes used
analysis of Fredholm operators, Krichever used cobordism, Bott-Taubes and
Hirzebruch used Lefschetz fixed point formula. In [22] 23], using modular-
ity, Liu gives simple and unified proof as well as various generalizations
of the Witten conjecture. Several new vanishing theorems are also found
in 22, 23]. Liu-Ma [24] 25] and Liu-Ma-Zhang [26] 27] established family
versions of rigidity and vanishing theorems.

In this paper, we study rigidity and vanishing properties for Dirac op-
erators twisted by Eg bundles. Let X be an even dimensional closed spin
manifold and D the Dirac operator on X. Let P be an (compact-)Eg prin-
cipal bundle over X. Let W be the vector bundle over X associated to the
complex adjoint representation p of Eg. The twisted Dirac operator DV
plays a prominent role in string theory and M theory. In [31], the index
of such twisted operator is discovered as part of the phase of the M-theory
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action. In [§], the partition function in M-theory, involving the index theory
of an Eg bundle, is compared with the partition function in type IIA string
theory described by K-theory to test M-theory/Type ITA duality. In this
paper, we are interested in the equivariant index of the operator D and
establish rigidity and vanishing theorems for this operator.

More precisely, let X be a 2k dimensional closed spin manifold, which
admits a nontrivial S! action. Let P be an (compact-)Eg principal bundle
over X such that the S action on X can be lifted to P as a left action which
commutes with the free action of Fg on P. Let W be the complex vector
bundle associated to the complex adjoint representation of Fg mentioned
above. Then the S' action on P naturally induces an action on W by
g-[s,v] = [g-s,v], where [s,v] with s € P,v € C?#®, is the equivalent classes
defining the elements in W by the equivalent relations (s,v) ~ (s-h, p(h™1)-
v) for h € Fg. Let X9 " be the fixed point manifold and 7 be the projection
from X5' to a point pt. Let u be a fixed generator of H?(BS",Z). We have
the following theorem:

Theorem 0.1. Assume the action only has isolated fized points and the
restriction of the equivariant characteristic class 3—1062(W)51 —pi(TX)g1 to
X5 s equal to n - m*u? for some integer n.

(i) If n < 0, then Ind(g, D) is independent of g and equal to —Ind(DTcX),
minus the index of the Rarita-Schwinger operator. In particular, one has
IndDW =—IndD"eX and when k is odd, i.e. dim X = 2(mod4), one has
Ind(g, D") = 0.

(ii) If n = 0, then Ind(g, DV) is independent of g. Moreover, when k is
odd, one has Ind(g, D) = 0.

(iii) If n = 2 and k is odd, then Ind(g, D) = 0.

Actually we have established rigidity and vanishing results in more general
settings concerning the twisted spin® Dirac operators. See Theorem 2.1 and
Theorem 2.2 for details. The above theorem is a corollary of Theorem 2.1.
We prove our theorems by studying the modularity of Lefschetz numbers
of certain elliptic operators involving the basic representation of the affine
Kac-Moody algebra of Eg. In the rest of the paper, we will first briefly
review the Jacobi theta functions and the basic representation for the affine
Es by following [16] (see also [17]) as the preliminary knowledge in Section
1 and then state our theorems as well as give their proofs in Section 2.

1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Jacobi theta functions. The four Jacobi theta-functions are defined
as follows (cf. [5]),

(11) 0(z.7) = 2¢"sin(rz) [[1(1 = #)(1 = 7/ TTog) (1 - 2T,

J=1
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(1.2) 61(2,7) = 2¢"* cos(m2) [[[(1 = /) (1 + "¢/ ) (1 + >V 120,
j=1

(1.3) 92(2,7’) = ﬁ[(l — qj)(l _ e2w¢jlij_1/2)(1 _ 6—2Wﬁij—1/2)]7
j=1

(14) 63(z7) =] [(1 ~ )1 4 @V (1 g o2V Tz -1/2)] |
j=1

where ¢ = 62’“/__17, 7 € H, the upper half plane.

They are all holomorphic functions for (z,7) € C x H, where C is the
complex plane.

Let 0'(0,7) = %H(Z,T)’Z:(). One has the following Jacobi identity (c.f.

[51),

(15) 9,(077—) = 7T-91(077—)92(077_)03(077—)‘
Let
._ ap a2 _ _
SL(Z,Z) = { < _— > ai,az,as,04 € 4, ajaq — asaz = 1}
0 -1 11
be the modular group. Let S = 10 >, T = < 0 1 > be the two

generators of SL(2,Z). Their actions on H are given by

1
S:t——, T:7—=717+1.
T

The actions on theta-functions by S and T are given by the following
transformation formulas (cf. [5]),
(1.6)

mv—1 1 T 1/2 2
0(Z7T+1) = GTH(Z7T)7 H(Z, _1/7—) = \/——1 <\/—1> eW\/__lTZ H(Tsz) )
(1.7) y
e+ ) =T 0, 01 Gim1/n) = (5 ) T o)

r O\ 2 2
(1.8) Oa(z,74+1) = O5(2,7), O3(z,—1/7) = <\/__1> eV 1T 01(72,7);

1/2
(1.9) O3(z,74+1) = O9(2,7), 0O3(z,—1/7) = <\/7;_1> e’rm”293(7'z,7') :
One also has the following formulas about how the theta functions vary
along the lattice I' = {a + b7|a,b € Z} (cf. [5]),
(1.10)

0(z + a,7) = (=1)%0(z,7), O(z + br, ) = (—1)be 2V =Tbz=mV=1rg ().
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(1.11)
01('2 +a, T) = (_1)a01(z, T)a 91(2 + b7—7 T) = e—27r\/—_1bz—7r\/—_lb2791(z’ 7—);

(1.12)
O2(2 + a,7) = Oa(2,7), Oa(z +br,7) = (—1)be2mV102mmV=1 g, (o 7y,

(1.13) O3(z+a,7) =03(2,7), O3(z+ b7, 7) = 6_27r\/__11)2_“‘/__11’2T(93(Z7 T).

1.2. The basic representation for the affine Fg. In this subsection we
briefly review the basic representation for the affine Eg following [16] (see
also [17]).

Let g be the (complex) Lie algebra of Eg. Let (,) be the Killing form on
g. Let g be the affine Lie algebra corresponding to g defined by

g=C[t,t7 @ g® Cc,
with bracket

P()©+36, Q)@+ ] = POQUE) 0L, o]+ (r.5) Resico (T 000 )

Let g be the affine Kac-Moody algebra obtained from g by adding a
derivation t% which operates on Cl[t,t7!] ® g in an obvious way and sends
cto 0.

The basic representation V(Ag) is the g-module defined by the property
that there is a nonzero vector vy (highest weight vector) in V(Ag) such that
cvy = vp, (C[t] ® g & Ctd)vg = 0. Setting V; := {v € V(Ag)[t4v = —iv}
gives a Zj-gradation by finite dimensional subspaces. Since [g,t%] =0,
each V; is a representation of g. Moreover, V; is the adjoint representation
of Eg.

Fix a basis {Z;}5_; for the Cartan subalgebra. The character of the basic
representation is given by

(1.14)

Ch(zh 22y 4,28, 7—) = Z(Ch‘/i)(zb 22y 7z8)qi = (10(7—)_869(’217 22,7 528, T)7
i=0

where (1) = [[22,(1 — ¢") so that n(t) = ¢"/?*¢(r) is the Dedekind n

function; Og(21, 22, - - - , 28, 7) is the theta function defined on the root lattice

@ by

(1.15) Og(21, 22,7+ ,28,T) = Z q”'z/zez’r\/?”(Z?:llel).

7eqQ
It is proved in [10] (cf. [11]) that there is a basis for the Eg root lattice
such that
(1.16)

99(21,- . .2’8,7') =

8 8 8
(H@(Zl,T)-l- 01(2[,7')+H02(21,T)+H93(21,T)> .
1 =1 =1

=1 =

N | —
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2. Es BUNDLES AND RIGIDITY

In this section we prove two rigidity and vanishing theorems for spin®
manifolds with Fg principal bundles. Theorem 0.1 is deduced from the first
one (Theorem 2.1).

Let X be a 2k dimensional closed spin® manifold, which admits a non-
trivial S action that preserves the spin® structure. Let L be the complex
line bundle associated with the spin® structure of X. It’s the associated line
bundle of the U(1)-bundle Q/spin(2k) — Q/spin®(2k) = X, where @ is the
spin©(2k) principal bundle over X determined by the spin® structure. We
denote the first equivariant Chern class of L by ¢1(X)g1. Let P be an Eg
principal bundle over X such that the S! action on X can be lifted to P
as a left action which commutes with the free action of Eg on P. Let W
be the vector bundle associated to the complex adjoint representation of Fg
mentioned above. Then the S' action on P naturally induces an action on
W as described in the introduction.

Let ¢”X be a Riemannian metric on X. Let VX be the Levi-Civita con-
nection associated to ¢g7X. Denote the complexification of TX by TcX. Let
gTeX and V7cX be the induced Hermitian metric and Hermitian connec-
tion on TcX. Let h” be a Hermitian metric on L and V¥ be a Hermitian
connection. Let L be the complex conjugate of L with the induced Her-
mitian metric and connection. Assume that the S! action on X preserves
the metrics and connections involved. Let S.(TX) = Sc+(TX) & S¢—(TX)
denote the bundle of spinors associated to the spin¢ structure, (T'X, g7*¥)
and (L, h*). Then S.(TX) carries induced Hermitian metric and connection
preserving the above Zs-grading. Let D 4 : I'(Se +(TX)) — I'(Se+(TX))
denote the induced spin® Dirac operators (cf. [21]). If V' is an equivariant
complex vector bundle over X with equivariant Hermitian metric A" and
Hermitian connection VV, let DXi D(Sex(TX)@V) = T(S+(TX)®V)
denote the induced twisted spin® Dirac operators.

Theorem 2.1. Assume the action only has isolated fized points and the
restriction of the equivariant characteristic class

1
%CQ(W)Sl + 301(X)%1 — pl(TX)S1

to X5" is equal to n - m*u? for some integer n.
(i) If n < 0, then

L T -2 _
Ind(g, DY) 4 Ind(g, DI PIOTeX (2L HIAL),

)

0.

In particular,

mdD W | uap(FDETeX-WHTIHIAD) _

)

(ii) If n =0, then

_ . o
Ind(g, DY) 4 Ind(g, DO TeX (LD HIAL),

)
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1s independent of g. Moreover, when k is odd, one has

Tnd(g D(1:Z)®W)+Ind(g D(1+E)®(Tcx—(L2+ZQ)+(L+Z)))

C,+ 0-

(iii) If n = 2 and k is odd, then

L T —2 _
Ind(g, DDV 4 Ind(g, DD TeX (L) +(L+1)))

)

0.

Proof. Let g = e2™V=1t ¢ Gl he the generator of the action group. Let
X5 = {p} be the set of fixed points. Let TX|p = E; @ --- & Ej, be the
decomposition of the tangent bundle into the S'-invariant 2-planes. Assume
that g acts on E; by 62”\/__1°‘jt, a; € Z. Assume g acts on L|, by 62“\/__1“, ceE
Z. Clearly,

k
(2.1) p1(TMp)gr = 2V =1)* > " a2, er(Llp)gr = 2mv/—1et.
j=1
Denote L & L by Lc. If E is a complex vector bundle over X, set E =
E — C*¥) ¢ K(X).
Let O(X, L,7) be the virtual complex vector bundle over X defined by

Ox.L.7)i= (& 5, (TeX) ) o (52 (L))

® < ®1A_qu71/2 (EC/J)> ® (wglAqwl/z (Ijé)) s

v=

Let W; (i = 0,1.---) be the associated bundles P x,, V;, where V;’s are
the representations of Eg as in §1.2. Then W = Wj.
Consider the twisted operator

(2.2) DS:Z)@)@(XLJ)@(@S(T) 320 Wigt) ]

Expanding ¢-series, we have
(2.3)

O(X,L,7) @ (¢*(7) Y Wig')
=0

—(1+ (TeX —2k)q + O(¢*)) ® (14 Leg + O(g?))
® (1 - Log"? — 2Leq + 0(¢*%) ® (1 + Leg'/? — 2Leq + 0(¢7/?))
®(1-87+0(¢%) ® (1+Wq+0(¢%))

=1+ (W — 8+ TcX — 2k — 3L¢ — Le @ Le)q + O(g?).

It’s not hard to see that Lo ® Le = L2 + ° - 4(L+ L) +6. So

(A+L)@O(M,L,7)® (¢ (1) 32720 Wiq")
c,+

:DS:Z) _|_Dél_:—f)@(W+TCX—(L2+Z2)+(L+Z)—8—2k)q+O(qg).

(2.4)
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By the Atiyah-Bott-Segal-Singer Letschetz fixed point formula, for the

D(1+f)®®(X,L,T)®(s08(T) 320 Wig')
c,+

twisted operator , the equivariant index

k
) O1(ct, ) Oo(ct,T) O3(ct,T)
I(t,7) 22 271-\/_ 1;[ a]t 7) 61(0,7) 62(0,7) 63(0,7)

®(7) - <Z Ch(Wi|p)Slqi> } :

1=0

(2.5)

On the fixed point p, fixing an element s € P|p, one can define a map
fs:S' = Egby g-s=s5-fs(g). It’s not hard to check that f, is a group
homomorphism. Moreover, for h € Eg, we have

g-(s-h)=(g-s)-h=s-fig)-h={(s-h) (" fs(g)h).

As all the maximal tori in Fg are conjugate, then one may choose s € P|p
such that f, : S — Eg maps S! into the maximal torus t that corresponds to
the Cartan subalgebra such that the theta function ©g4(21, - - - , 23, 7) appears
as in (1.16). For any unitary representation p : Eg — U(N), let T be a
maximal torus of U(N) that contains p(t). Let

g7 lg

be the induced maps on the character groups. Assume ﬁ(z,) = B;t. Let
{x;} are basis for T. By definition,

N
(Chp)(zl7 22y ,Zg) = Z eﬁ(xi)7
i=1

and therefore

(chp)(Bit, Bat,- -, Bst)
=fu((chp) (21, 22, -, 28))

N ~
=5 elfente)
i=1
=ch((P %, CY)[,)s:

So for each i, we have ch(W;|p)s1 = (chV;)(5it, fat, - - , Pst). Then by (1.14)
and (1.16), we have

® (1) - (Z ch(Wilp)s1 qi>

=0

8 8 ] 8
:% <H 6(Bit, ) + H@l(ﬁlt, )+ HGg(ﬁlt, ) + Heg(ﬁlt, T)) '
=1 =1 =1 e

(2.6)
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Comparing both sides of (2.6), we can see by direct computation that

8
(2.7) 30 (2mv/=1)% > Bt = co(Wlp)s;n

=1
By (2.5) and (2.6), we have

01(ct,7) Oa(ct, ) O3(ct, T)
Ep: (27-(-\/_kH904]tT ) 01(0,7) 02(0,7) 05(0,7)

8 8
: (H 0(Bit,7) + H 01(Bit,7) + [ 02(6ut, 7) + [ [ 05 (5t T)> } :
=1 =1 =1 =1

From the transformation laws of theta functions (1.10)-(1.13), for a,b €
27, it’s not hard to see that

I(t + ar + b,7) = ™ LEI B35 mh(EPr+2br) g 1

Since when restricted to fixed points, z5c2(W)g1 + 3c1 (L)% — p1(TX) g1 is
equal to n - 7*u?, then for each fixed point, from (2.1) and (2.7) we have

8 k
st -Y et
=1 j=1
and therefore
(2.9) It+ar+0b,71) = e_wm"(bzﬂrzb'r)[(t, T).
It’s easy to deduce from (1.6) that

oy r O\ Y2
0 0,7+1) = eT\/_QI(O,T), 9 (0,-1/7) = \/%_1 <\/—__1> 70" (0,7).

Using the above two formulas and the transformation laws of theta functions
(1.6)-(1.9), we have

(2.10) I(t,7+1)=1I(t,7)

and

(2.11)
¢ 1 wm(ZSZ BE+3c2-3k_ | a2)e2 o/ "Tnt?
T T

(2.9)-(2.11) tell us that I(t,7) obeys the transformation laws that a Jacobi
form (see [9]) should satisfy.

Next we shall prove that I(¢,7) is holomorphic for (¢,7) € C x H. First,
we have the following lemma:

Lemma 2.1. I(t,7) is holomorphic for (t,7) € R x H.
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The proof of this lemma is almost verbatimly same as the proof of Lemma

1.3 in [22]. We shall prove that I(¢, 7) is actually holomorphic on CxH. The

m(cT+d)
l

possible polar divisor of I(¢,7) can be written in the form t = for

w is a pole for I(t,7). Find

integers m, [, ¢, d with (¢,d) = 1. Assume
integers a, b such that ad — bc = 1. Consider the function ( L dr—b )

—cT+a’ —ct+a
By (2.10) and (2.11), it’s easy to see that

(2.12) I( ! dr—b ) = ft,7)-1(t,7),

—ct+a’ —ct+a

where f(¢,7) is an entire function of ¢ for every 7 € H. If 7/ = g:i’g,
’ m\c d,Tlfb +d /
then 7 = _d;,jrba and ( —7 ta ) is a pole for the function [ (t, _d;,jrba).

However by (2.12), we have

m (et 1 d) gy
I ;
l —ct!’ +a

_J T dr' — b
T\ —er'+a -’ +a

1 ()1 ()

As T is real, by Lemma 2.1, we get a contradiction. Therefore I(t,7) is
holomorphic for (¢,7) € C x H.

Combining the transformation formulas (2.9)-(2.11) and the holomorphic-
ity of I(t,7) on C x H, we see that I(t,7) is a weak Jacobi form of index
2 and weight k + 4 over (2Z)? x SL(2,Z). Here by weak Jacobi form, we
don’t require the regularity condition at the cusp but only require that at
the cusp ¢ appears with nonnegative powers only. We refer to [9] for the
precise definition of the Jacobi forms.

If n =0, by (2.9), we see that I(t,7) is holomorphic on the torus

C/2Z +2Z1

and therefore must be independent of t. So, by (2.4), we see that
1+L
Ind(g, D),

f— 72 J—
Ind(g’DS_:—L)@(W-!—TCX—(L2+L )+(L+L)—8—2k))
are both independent of g. So
f— f— 72 J—
Ind(g, DS:—L)@W) 4 Ind(g’Dg’l_:-L)®(TcX—(L2+L )+(L+L)))
must be independent of g. The index density of the operator

D)W 14+ 0)(Te X —(L2+ L)+ (L+L
DD | [+DeTeX—(12+L)+(L+1)
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involves the characteristic forms
AT M), er@/2(1 + e~ L)) ch(W), ch(TeM), ch(L + L), ch(L2 + L7),

which are all of degree 4/ (noting that W is the complexification of the
real adjoint representation of compact Eg). Therefore by the Atiyah-Singer

p— p— —2 p—
index theorem, IndDS:L)(@W + IndDSiL>®(TCX_(L2+L JHI+L)) (i.e. when

g = id) must be 0 when the dimension of the manifold is not divisible by 4.
So when k£ is odd,

Ind(g D(1+Z)®W)+Ind(g D(1+Z)®(TCX—(L2+Z2)+(L+Z)))

c,+ c,+ 0.

This finishes the proof of part (ii).
If n # 0, i.e in the case of nonzero anomaly, we need the following two
lemmas.

Lemma 2.2 (Theorem 1.2 in [9]). Let I be a weak Jacobi form of index m
and weight h. Then for fized T, if not identically 0, I has exactly 2m zeros
i any fundamental domain for the action of the lattice on C.

Lemma 2.3 (Theorem 2.2 in [9]). Let I be a weak Jacobi form of index m
and weight h. If m =1 and h is odd, then I is identically 0.

We would like to point that Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.3 are stated in [J]
for Jacobi forms. However, as in the proofs of them no regularity condition
at the cusp are used, we state them here for weak Jacobi forms. See [9] for
details.

If n < 0, then by Lemma 2.2, I(t,7) = 0, therefore

md(g, D) =0,

0.

Tnd(g, DS:—Z)@(W-%—TCX—(L2+ZQ)+(L+Z)—8—2k))

So part (i) follows.
If n = 2, as the the the weight of I(t,7) is k + 4, so part (iii) similarly
follows clearly from Lemma 2.3.
O

Theorem 0.1 can be easily deduced from Theorem 2.1 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 0.1: When X is a spin manifold, L is trivial and D, = D.
By the Atiyah-Hirzebruch vanishing theorem ([2]), we have Ind(g, D) = 0.
Moreover by the Witten rigidity theorem ([29, 4, 22], the operator DTcX is
rigid. i.e. Ind(g, DT¢X) = IndD7c¢X. Also note that IndD7cX equals to 0
when k is odd. Then the three parts in Theorem 0.1 easily follow from the
corresponding three parts in Theorem 2.1. [

For Spin® manifolds, we have rigidity and vanishing theorem for another
type of twisted operators.
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Theorem 2.2. Assume the action only has isolated fired points and the
restriction of the equivariant characteristic class

1
%CQ(W)SI + Cl(X)%q — pl(TX)Sl
to X" is equal to n - m*u® for some integer n.

(i) If n <0, then

Id(g, D) + Ind(g, DT PP = o,
In particular,
mdD{ TP 4 apsDeTeX=(+D) _
(it) If n = 0, then
I, DD I, DO DTN
is independent of g. Moreover, when k is even, one has
md(g. D70") + Ind(g, D PPIEXE) < o,

(iii) If n = 2 and k is even, then

Proof. We will use same notations as in the proof of Theorem 2.1.
Let ©*(X, L, 7) be the virtual complex vector bundles over X defined by

O*(X,L,7) := (Elsqm(fé()> ® <§1A_qu(%)> .

Consider the twisted operator

(2.13) DS;Z)G@@*(X,LJ)@(@S(T) Yiso Wid') ]

Expanding ¢-series, we have
e .
6*(X’ L, T) ® (908(7—) Z Wiql)
i=0

(2.14) =(1 + (ToX - 2k)g + O(¢%)) @ (1 — Leg + O(q?))
®(1-8¢+0(¢*) @ (1+Wgq+0(¢%))
=1+ (W +TcX — (L+1L) -2k —6)g + O(¢*).
So

(I—Z)®®* (X7L7T)®(4P8 (T) Zfio Wiqi)

(2.15) C’1+Z 1-L)@(W+Tc X —(L+L)—2k—6
:Di; )+D£’; )&(WHTec X —(L+L)—2k— )q—I—O(q2).
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By the Atiyah-Bott-Segal-Singer Letschetz fixed point formula, for this

D(l—f)®®*(X,L,T)®(s08(T) 720 Wig')
c,+

twisted operator , the equivariant index

(2.16)

1
J(t,7) =2 /T | 11 ;

D

'(0,7) O(ct, 1)
ajt, 7) 01(0,7)82(0,7)83(0, )

—~

B 1 b0, 7) 0(ct, )
_Zp: (2my/—1)k H - 0(at, 7) 01(0,7)02(0,7)03(0, 7)
8 8
: (H 0(Bit,7) + Helwzt, )+ Hezwlt, )+ [ 0s(Bit, r>> } :
=1 =1 =1 =1

As when restricted to fixed points, s5co(W)g1 + a(L)% — pi(TX)g is
equal to n - m*u?, then for each fixed point, we have

Z’Bl +C -

Therefore, similar to (2.9), one can show that for a,b € 2Z

||M?r

(2.17) J(t+ar+b,71)= e_”\/__ln(b2T+2bT)J(t, T).

One can also show that

(2.18) J(t,7+1)=J(t,T)

and
t 1 T — nt2

(2.19) J <—,——> = Tk+3er+,](t,7').
T T

So similar to I(¢,7) in the proof of Theorem 2.1, combing Lemma 2.1 and
the above transformation laws, we can prove that J(¢,7) is a weak Jacobi
form of index 2 and weight k -+ 3 over (2Z)% x SL(2,Z).

Then one can prove the three parts of Theorem 2.2 almost the same as
those in Theorem 2.1. The only difference one needs to notice is that by

the Atiyah-Singer index theorem, IndD(1 Dew + In dD(1 D®(ToX~(L+L)
must be 0 when the dimension of the manlfold is d1V1Slble by 4 as the index
density of the operator

DSJ:Z)(@W—I—D(I L)®(Tc X —(L+L))

is a differential form of degree 4l + 2. O
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