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EICHLER–SELBERG RELATIONS FOR SINGULAR MODULI

YUQI DENG, TOSHIKI MATSUSAKA, AND KEN ONO

Abstract. The Eichler–Selberg trace formula expresses the trace of Hecke operators on spaces of cusp
forms as weighted sums of Hurwitz–Kronecker class numbers. We extend this formula to a natural class
of relations for traces of singular moduli, where one views class numbers as traces of the constant function
j0(τ ) = 1. More generally, we consider the singular moduli for the Hecke system of modular functions

jm(τ ) := mTm (j(τ )− 744) .

For each ν ≥ 0 and m ≥ 1, we obtain an Eichler–Selberg relation. For ν = 0 and m ∈ {1, 2}, these
relations are Kaneko’s celebrated singular moduli formulas for the coefficients of j(τ ). For each ν ≥ 1 and
m ≥ 1, we obtain a new Eichler–Selberg trace formula for the Hecke action on the space of weight 2ν + 2
cusp forms, where the traces of jm(τ ) singular moduli replace Hurwitz–Kronecker class numbers. These
formulas involve a new term that is assembled from values of symmetrized shifted convolution L-functions.

1. Introduction and Statement of Results

Let j(τ) be the usual modular function for SL2(Z) with Fourier expansion

j(τ) = q−1 + 744 + 196884q + 21493760q2 + · · · ,
where q := e2πiτ . Its values at imaginary quadratic arguments in the upper-half of the complex plane
are examples of singular moduli [31]. They are algebraic integers that generate Hilbert class fields of
imaginary quadratic fields, in addition to serving as isomorphism class invariants of elliptic curves with
complex multiplication. Well-known examples of these values include:

j

(
1 +

√
−3

2

)
= 0, j(i) = 1728, and j

(
1 +

√
−15

2

)
=

−191025 − 85995
√
5

2
.

We consider the sequence of modular functions j0(τ) := 1, j1(τ) := j(τ)− 744, . . . that satisfy

jm(τ) = q−m +O(q).

Each jm(τ) is a monic degree m polynomial in Z[j(τ)], and the set {jm(τ) : m ≥ 0} is a basis of M !
0, the

space of weakly holomorphic modular functions on SL2(Z). The first examples are j0(τ) = 1 and

j1(τ) = j(τ)− 744 = q−1 + 196884q + · · · ,
j2(τ) = j(τ)2 − 1488j(τ) + 159768 = q−2 + 42987520q + · · · ,
j3(τ) = j(τ)3 − 2232j(τ)2 + 1069956j(τ) − 36866976 = q−3 + 2592899910q + · · · .

In terms of the Hecke operators Tm (see [25, Ch. VII] and [31]), for positive integers m we have

(1.1) jm(τ) = q−m +

∞∑

n=1

cm(n)qn = mTm (j(τ)− 744) .

We shall derive infinitely many relations for the singular moduli of these functions. To make this
precise, for positive integers d with −d ≡ 0, 1 (mod 4), we let Qd be the set of integral positive definite
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binary quadratic forms Q(X,Y ) = [A,B,C] := AX2 +BXY +CY 2 with discriminant −d = B2 − 4AC.
The group Γ := PSL2(Z) acts on Qd by

(
Q ◦

(
a b
c d

))
(X,Y ) := Q(aX + bY, cX + dY ),

and does so with finitely many orbits, the number of which is the discriminant −d class number. For
each Q ∈ Qd, we let αQ ∈ H be a root of Q(τ, 1) = 0. The numbers jm(αQ) are its singular moduli.

We study the weighted traces of these values which are defined as follows. If we let ΓQ be the stabilizer
of Q in Γ, then it is well known that

#ΓQ =





3 if Q ∼ a(X2 +XY + Y 2),

2 if Q ∼ a(X2 + Y 2),

1 if otherwise.

Following Zagier [31], the trace functions we consider are

(1.2) tm(d) :=
∑

Q∈Qd/Γ

jm(αQ)

#ΓQ
.

For m = 0, where j0(τ) = 1, we obtain the Hurwitz–Kronecker class numbers H(d) := t0(d). These
numbers are prominent in the Eichler–Selberg trace formula (for example, see [29]) for the action of the
Hecke operators on S2k, the complex vector space of weight 2k cusp forms on SL2(Z).

Theorem (The Eichler–Selberg trace formula). For integers k ≥ 2, we have

(1.3) Tr(n; 2k) = −1

2

∑

r∈Z

p2k(r, n)t0(4n − r2)− λ2k−1(n),

where λk(n) :=
1
2

∑
d|nmin(d, n/d)k and

pk(r, n) =
∑

0≤j≤ k
2
−1

(−1)j
(
k − 2− j

j

)
njrk−2−2j = CoeffXk−2

(
1

1− rX + nX2

)
.

We generalize these formulas to traces of singular moduli, where (1.3) are the m = 0 cases of a doubly
infinite suite of formulas in m ≥ 0 and ν ≥ 0. The general formulas involve the trace functions tm(4n−r2).
To make this precise, for every ν ≥ 0 and m ≥ 0, we define the generating function

(1.4) Gm,ν(τ) := −1

2

∑

n≫−∞

∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(r, n)tm(4n− r2)qn,

where for d ≤ 0 we let

(1.5) tm(d) :=





2σ1(m) if d = 0,

−κ if d = −κ2 and κ | m,

0 if otherwise.

By (1.3), each Tr(n; 2k) is essentially the nth coefficient of G0,k−1(τ). Therefore, we refer to any explicit
formula for Gm,ν(τ) as an Eichler–Selberg relation for m and ν.

Our first result establishes that these generating functions are weakly holomorphic modular forms,
meromorphic modular forms whose poles (if any) are supported at cusps. For convenience, we let M !

k
denote the space of such weight k forms on SL2(Z).

Theorem 1.1. If ν ≥ 0 and m ≥ 1, then we have that Gm,ν(τ) ∈ M !
2ν+2.

The ν = 0 Eichler–Selberg relations only involve derivatives of the jm(τ), as they generate M !
2 due to

the absence of holomorphic modular forms. For convenience, we let D := 1
2πi

d
dτ = q d

dq .
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Theorem 1.2. For positive integers m, the following are true.
1) We have

Gm,0(τ) = −1

2

∑

κ|m

∑

0<r<κ

κ

r(κ− r)
·Djr(κ−r)(τ).

2) If n is a positive integer, then we have
∑

r∈Z

tm(4n− r2) = n
∑

κ|m

∑

0<r<κ

κ

r(κ− r)
cr(κ−r)(n).

Example. Theorem 1.2, with m ∈ {1, 2}, gives Kaneko’s identities [14]
∑

r∈Z

t1(4n− r2) = 0 and
∑

r∈Z

t2(4n− r2) = 2nc1(n),

which he used to derive his well-known singular moduli formula for the coefficients of j(τ)

c1(n) =
1

n




∑

r∈Z

t1(n − r2) +
∑

r≥1 odd

(
(−1)nt1(4n− r2)− t1(16n − r2)

)


 .

Such formulas have been extended to higher levels N in subsequent works [16,17,22].

For ν > 0, there are holomorphic modular forms, and so the relations have richer structure. To make
this precise, we recall the weight 2k modular Poincaré series [3, Ch. 6.3]

P2k,h(τ) :=
∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

qh|2kγ,(1.6)

where |2k is the slash operator, Γ = PSL2(Z), and Γ∞ is the stabilizer for the cusp infinity. The usual
Eisenstein series is P2k,0(τ) = E2k(τ), and for negative integers −h, we have the weakly holomorphic

(1.7) P2k,−h(τ) = q−h +
∞∑

n=1

c2k,−h(n)q
n.

For small ν, when there are no cusp forms, we obtain the following Eichler–Selberg relations.

Theorem 1.3. If ν ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 6}, then for every positive integer m the following are true.
1) We have that

Gm,ν(τ) =
∑

κ|m

∑

0<r≤κ

r2ν+1P2ν+2,−r(κ−r)(τ).

2) If n is a positive integer, then we have
∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(r, n)tm(4n − r2) = −2
∑

κ|m

∑

0<r≤κ

r2ν+1c2ν+2,−r(κ−r)(n).

Remark. The Poincaré series in Theorem 1.3 are easily described in terms of the Eisenstein series

E4(τ) = 1 + 240

∞∑

n=1

σ3(n)q
n and E6(τ) = 1− 504

∞∑

n=1

σ5(n)q
n.

For k ∈ {4, 6, 8, 10, 14}, we have

Pk,−1(τ) =





E4(τ) · (j(τ) − 984) if k = 4,

E6(τ) · (j(τ) − 240) if k = 6,

E2
4(τ) · (j(τ)− 1224) if k = 8,

E4(τ)E6(τ) · (j(τ) − 480) if k = 10,

E2
4(τ)E6(τ) · (j(τ) − 720) if k = 14.
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Generalizing (1.1), for m > 1, we have the Hecke formula

Pk,−m(τ) = m−k+1 · TmPk,−1(τ).

Example. For positive integers n, Theorem 1.3 with ν = 1 and m = 1 implies that
∑

r∈Z

r2t1(4n − r2) = −480σ3(n).

Cusp forms arise in the general case. Special values of symmetrized shifted convolution L-functions
and Petersson norms control these cusp forms in these Eichler–Selberg relations. Throughout, we let d2k
denote the dimension of S2k, the space of weight 2k cusp forms on SL2(Z).

Theorem 1.4. If ν ≥ 1 and m ≥ 1, then we have

Gm,ν(τ) =
∑

κ|m

∑

0<r≤κ

r2ν+1P2ν+2,−r(κ−r)(τ)−
d2ν+2∑

j=1

(
24σ1(m)− Γ(2ν + 1)

(4π)2ν+1

L̂(fj ,m; 2ν + 1)

‖fj‖2

)
fj,

where the fj’s are normalized Hecke eigenforms of S2ν+2 and

L̂(f,m; s) :=

∞∑

n=1

cf (n)cf (n +m)

ns
−

∞∑

n=1

cf (n)cf (n −m)

ns
.

Example. Example 1 of [19] gives L̂(∆, 1; 11) = −33.383 . . . and L̂(∆, 2; 11) = 266.439 . . . , which arise
in Theorem 1.4 when ν = 5 and m ∈ {1, 2}. By brute force computation, we have

G1,5(τ) = E12(τ)−
82104

691
∆(τ),

G2,5(τ) = P12,−1(τ) + 2049E12(τ)−
(
α− 1746612

691

)
∆(τ),

where

P12,−1(τ) = ∆(τ)(j2(τ) + 24j1(τ) + 324 + α) = q−1 + αq + · · · ,

with α = 1842.894 . . .. Using ‖∆‖2 = 〈∆,∆〉 = 0.0000010353 . . . , these numerics illustrate Theorem 1.4

82104

691
= 24 +

65520

691
= 24− Γ(11)

(4π)11
(−33.383 . . .)

‖∆‖2 ,

α− 1746612

691
= 24 · 3− Γ(11)

(4π)11
(266.439 . . .)

‖∆‖2 .

Theorem 1.4 gives a doubly infinite family of modified Eichler–Selberg trace formulas, where Hecke
eigenvalues are weighted by shifted convolution L-values, and where traces of singular moduli tm(4n−r2)
replace the Hurwitz–Kronecker class numbers t0(4n− r2) = H(4n− r2). To make this precise, we let

(1.8) Trm(n; 2k) :=
Γ(2k − 1)

(4π)2k−1

d2k∑

j=1

L̂(fj ,m; 2k − 1)

‖fj‖2
· cfj (n),

where, as above, cfj(n) is the eigenvalue of Tn for the Hecke eigenform fj ∈ S2k.

Corollary 1.5. If 2k ∈ 2Z+ \ {2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 14} and m is a positive integer, then we have

Tr(n; 2k) =
1

24σ1(m)
·


Trm(n; 2k) +

1

2

∑

r∈Z

p2k(r, n)tm(4n− r2) +
∑

κ|m

∑

0<r≤κ

r2k−1c2k,−r(κ−r)(n)


 .
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To obtain these results, we adapt Zagier’s novel (unpublished) proof [29] of the Eichler–Selberg trace
formula. In Section 2 we recall his proof and his work on traces of singular moduli, and we prove
Theorems 1.1-1.3. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is more involved, as we make use of the theory of vector-
valued Poincaré series, the arithmetic of half-integral weight Kloosterman sums, Rankin–Cohen bracket
operators, and symmetrized shifted convolution L-functions. In Section 3 we recall important formalities
regarding vector-valued modular forms that transform according to the Weil representation. In Section 4
we relate the Fourier coefficients of half-integral weight Maass–Poincaré series to traces of singular moduli,
and finally in Section 5 we assemble these facts to prove Theorem 1.4.
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2. Zagier’s work and the proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.3

In unpublished notes [29], Zagier gave a novel proof of the Eichler–Selberg trace formula using harmonic
Maass forms (see [6] or [3] for background on harmonic Maass forms). Saad and the third author [23]
obtained further such formulas by modifying his argument. We adapt his argument in a different aspect.

2.1. Zagier’s Proof. We begin by sketching his proof, which relies on the following theorem.

Theorem (Zagier [30]). We have that

H(τ) := − 1

12
+

∑

d>0
d≡0,3 (mod 4)

H(d)qd +
1

8π
√
v
+

1

4
√
π

∞∑

n=1

nΓ

(
−1

2
; 4πn2v

)
q−n2

is a harmonic Maass form of weight 3/2 on Γ0(4), where τ = u+ iv and Γ(s;x) is the incomplete Gamma
function. Its holomorphic part is the Fourier series

H+(τ) := − 1

12
+

∑

d>0
d≡0,3 (mod 4)

H(d)qd.

Zagier uses a sequence of modular forms he constructs fromH(τ) and Jacobi’s weight 1/2 theta function

(2.1) θ(τ) :=
∑

n∈Z

qn
2
= 1 + 2q + 2q4 + · · · .

To define these modular forms, he requires Atkin’s U -operator defined by

(2.2) (f |Um)(τ) :=
1

m

m−1∑

j=0

f

(
τ + j

m

)
,

and the Rankin–Cohen bracket differential operators. For modular forms f and g (possibly non-holomorphic),
with weights k and l respectively, these operators are defined by

(2.3) [f, g]ν :=
∑

r,s≥0
r+s=ν

(−1)r
Γ(k + ν)Γ(l + ν)

s!Γ(k + r)r!Γ(l + s)
Dr(f)Ds(g),

where D = 1
2πi

d
dτ = q d

dq . These functions are weight 2ν + k + l (possibly non-holomorphic) modular

forms, which one can project to obtain a holomorphic modular form via an integral map πhol.
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Zagier studies the resulting sequence of modular forms πhol([H, θ]ν |U4), where ν ≥ 1. He computes
them in two ways. The first method is combinatorial, and it uses the identity (for example, see [18])

πhol([H, θ]ν |U4) = [H+, θ]ν |U4 + 2

(
2ν

ν

) ∞∑

n=1

λ2ν+1(n)q
n.

A straightforward brute force calculation with (2.3) gives

[H+, θ]ν |U4 =

(
2ν

ν

) ∞∑

n=0

(
∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(r, n)H(4n − r2)

)
qn.(2.4)

Therefore, the nth coefficient of πhol([H, θ]ν |U4) is
(
2ν

ν

)(∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(r, n)H(4n − r2) + 2λ2ν+1(n)

)
.(2.5)

As an alternate calculation, Zagier combines (for example, see [11, Theorem 5.5]) the Rankin–Cohen
bracket operators with Hecke–Petersson theory. As each πhol([H, θ]ν |U4) is a cusp form, we have

πhol([H, θ]ν |U4) =

d2ν+2∑

j=1

ajfj,

where the fj’s form a basis of Hecke eigenforms for S2ν+2. In particular, we have Tnfj = cfj (n)fj, where

fj(τ) = q +
∑

n≥2

cfj (n)q
n.

To compute the aj , he expresses H(τ) in terms of Eisenstein series (see [23, Section 2.2] or [12, Ch. 2]),
which allows him to use the method of unfolding and the Rankin–Selberg method to derive the Petersson
inner product identity (for example, see [3, Ch. 6.3])

aj〈fj, fj〉 = 〈πhol([H, θ]ν |U4), fj〉 = −2

(
2ν

ν

)
〈fj , fj〉.

For each j, this gives aj = −2
(2ν
ν

)
. Therefore, the nth coefficient of πhol([H, θ]ν |U4) is −2

(2ν
ν

)
·Tr(n; 2ν+2),

which when equated with (2.5) gives the Eichler–Selberg trace formula.

2.2. Proofs of Theorems 1.1-1.3. Zagier’s proof begins with the fact that H+(τ) is the holomorphic
part of a weight 3/2 harmonic Maass form. In 2002, Zagier [31] greatly generalized this fact.

Theorem (Theorem 5 of [31]). For positive integers m, we have that

(2.6) gm(τ) := −
∑

κ|m

κq−κ2
+ 2σ1(m) +

∑

d>0
d≡0,3 (mod 4)

tm(d)qd

is a weakly holomorphic modular form of weight 3/2 on Γ0(4).

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Emulating Zagier’s proof of the Eichler–Selberg trace formula, we replace H+(τ)
in (2.4) with the gm(τ). Namely, we define

Gm,ν(τ) := − 1

2
(2ν
ν

) · [gm, θ]ν |U4.

By the combinatorial calculation that gave (2.4), we obtain the earlier definition (1.4)

Gm,ν(τ) = −1

2

∑

n≫−∞

∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(r, n)tm(4n− r2)qn.
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Furthermore, the theory of Rankin–Cohen brackets in this setting (see [11, Theorem 5.5]) implies that
Gm,ν(τ) is a weakly holomorphic modular form in M !

2ν+2. �

Proof of Theorem 1.2. The space of weight 2 holomorphic modular forms is M2 = {0} and

Dj−n(τ) = nqn +O(q) ∈ M !
2.

Therefore, we have

Gm,0(τ) +
1

2

∑

−m2

4
≤n<0

1

n

(
∑

r∈Z

tm(4n − r2)

)
Dj−n(τ) = 0.

The first claim follows from (1.5). By comparing the nth coefficients, the second claim is obtained. �

Proof of Theorem 1.3. For ν > 0, we note that

Gm,ν(τ) +
1

2

∑

−m2

4
≤n≤0

∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(r, n)tm(4n− r2)P2ν+2,n(τ)(2.7)

is a cusp form. We are merely cancelling the poles at infinity with Poincaré series that satisfy (1.7), and we
capture the constant term with Eisenstein series P2ν+2,0(τ) = E2ν+2(τ) = 1 + · · · . For ν ∈ {1, 2, 3, 4, 6},
the space of cusp forms S2ν+2 = {0} is trivial. Therefore, the theorem follows from the identity

p2ν+2

(
r,
r2 − κ2

4

)
=

(κ− r)2ν+1 + (κ+ r)2ν+1

22ν+1κ
.(2.8)

�

3. Vector-valued modular forms of dimension 2

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is much more involved than the proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3. Neverthe-
less, its proof is still based on Theorem 1.1, and the aim is to understand the Fourier expansion of Gm,ν(τ)
arithmetically in terms of traces of Hecke operators and shifted convolution L-functions. These calcula-
tions shall depend on the arithmetic of half-integral weight vector-valued modular forms that transform
with respect to the Weil representation. To this end, here we recall essential preliminaries.

3.1. The Weil representation. Let O(H) be the set of all holomorphic functions φ : H → C. For

z ∈ C \ {0}, we take the principal branch of z1/2 as arg(z1/2) ∈ (−π/2, π/2]. For an integer k ∈ Z,

we put zk/2 = (z1/2)k. For n ∈ Z≥0, we put xn := Γ(x + n)/Γ(x) = x(x + 1) · · · (x + n − 1), and
xn := Γ(x+ 1)/Γ(x− n+ 1) = x(x− 1) · · · (x− n+ 1).

The metaplectic group Mp2(R) is a group defined by

Mp2(R) :=

{
(γ, φ(τ)) : γ =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(R), φ ∈ O(H) satisfying φ(τ)2 = cτ + d

}
,

where the group operation is (γ1, φ1(τ)) · (γ2, φ2(τ)) := (γ1γ2, φ1(γ2τ)φ2(τ)).
As usual, we have γτ := aτ+b

cτ+d , and for any γ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(R), we define j(γ, τ) = cτ + d and

γ̃ =
((

a b
c d

)
, j(γ, τ)1/2

)
∈ Mp2(R). Let Mp2(Z) be the inverse image of SL2(Z) under the projection

Mp2(R) → SL2(R). As usual, we let T := ( 1 1
0 1 ) and S :=

(
0 −1
1 0

)
. It is well known that Mp2(Z) is

generated by T̃ and S̃, (see [5, p.16]) and its center is generated by

−̃I = S̃2 = (S̃T̃ )3 =

((
−1 0
0 −1

)
, i

)
.

Moreover, we let Γ̃∞ := 〈T̃ 〉 × 〈−̃I〉, representing the metaplectic stabilizer for the cusp at infinity.
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We recall the Weil representation1, the unitary representation ρ : Mp2(Z) → GL2(C) defined by

(3.1) ρ(T̃ ) :=

(
1 0
0 i

)
and ρ(S̃) :=

1√
2i

(
1 1
1 −1

)
.

We note that ρ(−̃I) = ρ(S̃2) = −iI. We let ρ∗ : Mp2(Z) → GL2(C) be the dual representation of ρ

ρ∗((γ, φ)) := tρ((γ, φ))−1 = ρ((γ, φ)).

We recall an explicit formula for ρ(γ̃), which is easily derived from work of both Shintani [26, Propo-
sition 1.6] and Bruinier [5, Proposition 1.1], where for odd integers d we let

ǫd :=

{
1 if d ≡ 1 (mod 4),

i if d ≡ 3 (mod 4).
(3.2)

Proposition 3.1. For c ≥ 0, we have

ρ(γ̃) =





ǫc
1 + i

(a
c

)( 1 icd

iac −i(a+d)c

)
if c ≡ 1 (mod 2),

ǫ−1
a

( c
a

)(0 iab

1 0

)
if c ≡ 2 (mod 4),

ǫ−1
a

( c
a

)(1 0

0 iab

)
if c ≡ 0 (mod 4).

We now give the definition of a vector-valued modular form that transforms under the Weil represen-
tation. If k ∈ 1

2Z and f : H → C2. For (γ, φ(τ)) ∈ Mp2(Z), then we define the slash operator

(f |k,ρ(γ, φ))(τ) := φ(τ)−2kρ((γ, φ))−1f(γτ).

We say that f : H → C2 is a weight k (vector-valued) modular form with respect to ρ if

f |k,ρ(γ, φ) = f

for every (γ, φ) ∈ Mp2(Z). We define them for ρ∗ in a similar manner.

3.2. Jacobi’s theta functions. For later use, we recall the Jacobi theta functions (for example, see [11,
Section 5]) in this context. If we set ζ := e(z), where e(z) := e2πiz, we have

(3.3) θ0(τ, z) :=
∑

r∈Z
r≡0 (2)

qr
2/4ζr and θ1(τ, z) :=

∑

r∈Z
r≡1 (2)

qr
2/4ζr

and Θ(τ, z) :=
(

θ0(τ,z)
θ1(τ,z)

)
. The specialization Θ(τ, 0) is 2 dimensional weight 1/2 vector-valued modular

form with respect to ρ, and in general is a (vector-valued) Jacobi form, which for (γ, φ) ∈ Mp2(Z), in
this case means that

(Θ|1/2,1,ρ(γ, φ))(τ, z) := φ(τ)−1e

( −cz2

cτ + d

)
ρ((γ, φ))−1Θ

(
aτ + b

cτ + d
,

z

cτ + d

)
= Θ(τ, z).(3.4)

4. Maass–Poincaré series and traces of singular moduli

The proof of Theorem 1.4 relies on Maass–Poincaré series that transform with respect to the Weil
representation. We construct these series following [5], and we relate them to traces of singular moduli.

1For more general settings, see Bruinier’s book [5, Ch. 1] and Borcherds [2].
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4.1. The Whittaker functions. Let Mµ,ν(z) and Wµ,ν(z) be the Whittaker functions (for example,
see [27, Ch. 16] and [15,21]). The next two lemmas are crucial for constructing Maass–Poincaré series.

Lemma 4.1 ([15, 7.2.1], [21, 13.15.19]). For positive integers n, we have

dn

dzn

(
e−z/2z−ν−1/2Mµ,ν(z)

)
= (−1)n

(µ + ν + 1/2)n

(2ν + 1)n
e−z/2z−ν−n/2−1/2Mµ+n/2,ν+n/2(z).

Lemma 4.2 ([15, 7.5.1], [21, 13.23.1]). For Re(ν + α+ 1/2) > 0 and 2Re(z) > β > 0, we have
∫ ∞

0
e−zttα−1Mµ,ν(βt)dt =

βν+1/2Γ
(
ν + α+ 1

2

)
(
z + β

2

)ν+α+1/2
· 2F1

(
ν − µ+

1

2
, ν + α+

1

2
; 2ν + 1;

2β

β + 2z

)
,

where 2F1(a, b; c; z) is the Gaussian hypergeometric function.

For n ∈ Z, k ∈ 1
2Z, y > 0, and s ∈ C, we define the modified Whittaker functions

Mk,n(y, s) :=

{
Γ(2s)−1(4π|n|y)−k/2Msgn(n)k

2
,s−1/2(4π|n|y) if n 6= 0,

ys−k/2 if n = 0,
(4.1)

Wk,n(y, s) :=





Γ(s+ sgn(n)k2 )
−1|n|k−1(4π|n|y)−k/2Wsgn(n)k

2
,s−1/2(4π|n|y) if n 6= 0,

(4π)1−ky1−s−k/2

(2s − 1)Γ(s − k/2)Γ(s + k/2)
if n = 0.

(4.2)

The special values of these functions at s = k/2 play a crucial role in the construction of the Maass–
Poincaré series. To this end, for n < 0, we have

Mk,n

(
y,

k

2

)
= Γ(k)−1e−2πny.(4.3)

As for the W-function, we have

Wk,n

(
y,

k

2

)
=

{
Γ(k)−1nk−1e−2πny if n > 0,

0 if n ≤ 0,
(4.4)

(see [15, 7.2.4]). Moreover, we note that, ([15, 7.6.1], [21, 13.14]),

Wµ,ν(y) ∼ e−y/2yµ (y → ∞),

Mµ,ν(y) = yν+1/2(1 +O(y)) (y → 0).
(4.5)

4.2. Kloosterman sums. The Fourier expansions of the Maass–Poincaré series require Kloosterman
sums, which we recall here. For k ∈ 1

2Z \ Z, m,n ∈ Z, and c > 0 with c ≡ 0 (mod 4), we define the
half-integral weight Kloosterman sum by

(4.6) Kk(m,n, c) :=
∑

d (c)∗

( c
d

)
ǫ2kd e

(
md+ nd

c

)
,

where d ∈ Z/cZ satisfies that dd ≡ 1 (mod c). The condition d (c)∗ means that d runs over d ∈ Z/cZ
such that (c, d) = 1. We note that the Kloosterman sums satisfy

Kk+2(m,n, c) = Kk(m,n, c) and K3/2(m,n, c) = −iK1/2(−m,−n, c).(4.7)

We now relate the Weil representation to such Kloosterman sums. For notational convenience, we let

ρ(γ̃) =

(
ρ(γ̃)00 ρ(γ̃)01
ρ(γ̃)10 ρ(γ̃)11

)
.

Then the following sum formula holds for each entry of ρ(γ̃).
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Proposition 4.3. If α, β ∈ {0, 1} and m and n satisfy m ≡ −α (mod 4) and n ≡ −β (mod 4), then for
every positive integer c we have

1

4

(
1 +

(
4

c

))
K3/2(m,n, 4c) =

∑

d (c)∗

ρ(γ̃)αβe

(
ma+ nd

4c

)
,

where we take any γ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z) for which (c, d) forms its bottom row.

Proof. First, we check that the right-hand side is well-defined. Let Rαβ(γ) denote its summand. It suffices

to show that Rαβ(T
jγT l) = Rαβ(γ) holds for any j, l ∈ Z. Since T̃ jγT l = T̃ j γ̃T̃ l holds, we have

Rαβ(T
jγT l) = iαj+βlρ(γ̃)αβe

(
ma+ nd

4c

)
e

(
mj + nl

4

)
= Rαβ(γ).

Next, for each γ =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z) with c > 0, we prove the refined equation

ρ(γ̃)αβ =
1

4

(
1 +

(
4

c

)) ∑

δ (4c)
δ≡d (c)
δ≡1 (2)

( c
δ

)
ǫ−1
δ e

(
a− δ

4c

)α

e

(
d− δ

4c

)β

,(4.8)

where δ is the inverse of δ in (Z/4cZ)×. This immediately implies the proposition.
To confirm (4.8), let δ = dj := d+ cj and bj := b+ aj (j = 0, 1, 2, 3). For simplicity, let ρ′′(γ)αβ denote

the right-hand side of (4.8) and show that ρ′′(γ)αβ = ρ(γ̃)αβ . If δ is odd, then we can easily check that

δ =





a(1 + bjc) if c ≡ 1 (mod 2) and a ≡ 1 (mod 2),

(a+ c)(1 + (bj + dj)c) if c ≡ 1 (mod 2) and a ≡ 0 (mod 2),

a(1− abjcdj) if c ≡ 2 (mod 4),

a(1− bjc) if c ≡ 0 (mod 4).

We prove the case where c ≡ 1 (mod 2) and a ≡ 1 (mod 2), leaving the others to the reader. We have

ρ′′(γ)αβ =
1

2

∑

0≤j≤3
dj≡1 (2)

(
c

dj

)
ǫ−1
dj

e

(−abj
4

)α

e

(−j

4

)β

=
i−abα

2

(
d

c

) ∑

0≤j≤3
dj≡1 (2)

(−1)
(c−1)(dj−1)

4 ǫ−1
dj

i−j(α+β).

Since the value of the sum depends only on c, d (mod 4), a direct calculation yields

ρ′′(γ)αβ =
i−abα

2

(
d

c

)
2ǫc
1 + i

×





1 if (α, β) = (0, 0),

icd if (α, β) = (0, 1), (0, 1),

(−1)d−1 if (α, β) = (1, 1).

Combining simple calculations with Proposition 3.1, one obtains ρ(γ̃)αβ . �

4.3. The Maass–Poincaré series. Using the two previous subsections, we now construct the Maass–
Poincaré series. We let e0 :=

(
1
0

)
and e1 :=

(
0
1

)
. Assume that k ∈ 1

2Z satisfies 2k ≡ 3 (mod 4). For
α ∈ {0, 1} and m ≡ −α (mod 4), we define the Maass–Poincaré series of weight k with respect to ρ∗ by

P
(α,m)
k,ρ∗ (τ, s) :=

∑

(γ,φ)∈Γ̃∞\Mp2(Z)

Mk,m

(v
4
, s
)
e
(mu

4

)
eα

∣∣∣∣
k,ρ∗

(γ, φ)(4.9)

=
∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

Mk,m

(v
4
, s
)
e
(mu

4

)
eα

∣∣∣∣
k,ρ∗

γ̃.

This series converges absolutely and uniformly on compact subsets in Re(s) > 1 [5, p.29], and we note

that Mk,m(v/4, s)e(mu/4)eα is invariant under |k,ρ∗(γ, φ) for any (γ, φ) ∈ Γ̃∞ as 2k ≡ 3 (mod 4).
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The Fourier expansions of the functions involve the Bessel functions (see [15, Ch. 3] and [27, Ch. 17])

Iν(z) :=
∞∑

m=0

(z/2)ν+2m

m!Γ(ν +m+ 1)
, Jν(z) :=

∞∑

m=0

(−1)m(z/2)ν+2m

m!Γ(ν +m+ 1)
.

Proposition 4.4. For Re(s) > 1, we have

P
(α,m)
k,ρ∗ (τ, s) = Mk,m

(v
4
, s
)
e
(mu

4

)
eα +

∑

β∈{0,1}

∑

n∈Z
n≡−β (4)

b
(β)
m,k(n, s)Wk,n

(v
4
, s
)
e
(nu

4

)
eβ ,

where

b
(β)
m,k(n, s) = 2πi−k

∑

c>0

(
1 +

(
4

c

))
K3/2(m,n, 4c)

4c

×





|mn| 1−k
2 J2s−1

(
π
√

|mn|
c

)
if mn > 0,

|mn| 1−k
2 I2s−1

(
π
√

|mn|
c

)
if mn < 0,

2k−1πs+k/2−1|m+ n|s−k/2(4c)1−2s if mn = 0,m+ n 6= 0,

22k−2πk−1Γ(2s)(8c)1−2s if m = n = 0.

4.4. Proof of Proposition 4.4. Following the method in [5, Section 1.3], we have

P
(α,m)
k,ρ∗ (τ, s) = Mk,m

(v
4
, s
)
e
(mu

4

)
eα +

∑

γ=
(
a b
c d

)
∈Γ∞\Γ

c>0

Mk,m

(v
4
, s
)
e
(mu

4

)
eα

∣∣∣∣
k,ρ∗

γ̃.

Let H
(α,m)
k,ρ∗ (τ, s) denote the sum of the second term, which is calculated as follows:

H
(α,m)
k,ρ∗ (τ, s) =

∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ
c>0

j(γ, τ)−kMk,m

(
Im(γτ)

4
, s

)
e

(
mRe(γτ)

4

)
ρ∗(γ̃)−1

eα

=
∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ/Γ∞

c>0

∑

h∈Z

j(γ, T hτ)−kMk,m

(
Im(γT hτ)

4
, s

)
e

(
mRe(γT hτ)

4

)(
1 0
0 ih

)
tρ(γ̃)eα.

Here we used the facts that j(γT h, τ) = j(γ, T hτ), γ̃T h = γ̃T̃ h, and

ρ∗(T̃ h)−1 = tρ(T̃ )h =

(
1 0
0 ih

)
.

Since the inner sum over h ∈ Z is invariant under τ → τ + 4, we obtain the Fourier expansion

H
(α,m)
k,ρ∗ (τ, s) =

∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ/Γ∞

c>0

∑

β∈{0,1}

∑

n∈Z

cβ,γ(n, v)e
(nu

4

)
eβ,

where the sum over γ ∈ Γ∞\Γ/Γ∞ with c > 0 is equivalent to the sum over c > 0 and d ∈ (Z/cZ)× and

cβ,γ(n, v)

=
1

4

∫ 4

0
e

(−nu

4

)
t
eβ

∑

h∈Z

j(γ, T hτ)−kMk,m

(
Im(γT hτ)

4
, s

)
e

(
mRe(γT hτ)

4

)(
1 0
0 ih

)
tρ(γ̃)eαdu.
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Using ǫd introduced in (3.2), we find that

=
ρ(γ̃)αβ

4

3∑

h=0

ǫh(−1)βe

(
nh

4

)∫ ∞

−∞
e

(−nu

4

)
j(γ, τ)−kMk,m

(
Im(γτ)

4
, s

)
e

(
mRe(γτ)

4

)
du

=




ρ(γ̃)αβ

∫ ∞

−∞
e

(−nu

4

)
j(γ, τ)−kMk,m

(
Im(γτ)

4
, s

)
e

(
mRe(γτ)

4

)
du if n ≡ −β (mod 4),

0 if otherwise.

Next, we compute the integral. Assume that n ≡ −β (mod 4). Since we have

γτ =
a

c
− u+ d/c

c2|τ + d/c|2 + i
v

c2|τ + d/c|2
for γ ∈ SL2(R), we find that

cβ,γ(n, v) = ρ(γ̃)αβ

∫ ∞

−∞
c−k(τ + d/c)−kMk,m

(
v

4c2|τ + d/c|2 , s
)
e

(
m

4

(
a

c
− u+ d/c

c2|τ + d/c|2
)
− nu

4

)
du.

By changing variables via u′ = u+ d/c and τ ′ = u′ + iv, we have

= ρ(γ̃)αβe

(
ma+ nd

4c

)∫ ∞

−∞
c−kτ ′−kMk,m

(
v

4c2|τ ′|2 , s
)
e

(
− mu′

4c2|τ ′|2 − nu′

4

)
du′.

The last integral, denoted by Im(n), is calculated as follows (for example, see [5, Proof of Theorem 1.9])

Im(n) =





2πi−k

c
|mn| 1−k

2 J2s−1

(
π
√

|mn|
c

)
Wk,n(v/4, s) if mn > 0,

2πi−k

c
|mn| 1−k

2 I2s−1

(
π
√

|mn|
c

)
Wk,n(v/4, s) if mn < 0,

41+k/2−2sπs+k/2i−k|m+ n|s−k/2

c2s
Wk,n(v/4, s) if mn = 0,m+ n 6= 0,

4−3s+k+1πki−k

c2s
Γ(2s)Wk,0(v/4, s) if m = n = 0.

By combining this with Proposition 4.3, we obtain Proposition 4.4.

4.5. Traces of singular moduli. The coefficients of these functions are related to traces of singular
moduli, which is analogous to several previous works (for example, see [4, 7, 10]). To make this precise,
we consider weight 3/2 modular forms h on Γ0(4) satisfying

h(τ) =
∑

n≡0,3 (4)

cn(v)q
n.(4.10)

We define hi(τ) =
∑

n≡−i (4) cn(v/4)q
n/4 for i ∈ {0, 1}, and then we have that

H(τ) :=

(
h0(τ)
h1(τ)

)
(4.11)

is a weight 3/2 vector-valued modular form with respect to ρ∗ (see [11, Section 5] and [3, Ch. 2]).
We relate the gm(τ) in (2.6) and g0(τ) := H(τ) to the Maass–Poincaré expressions

Gm(τ, s) :=





− 1

12
P

(0,0)
3/2,ρ∗(τ, s) if m = 0,

−
√
π

2

∑

n|m

nP
(α,−n2)
3/2,ρ∗ (τ, s) + 2σ1(m)P

(0,0)
3/2,ρ∗(τ, s) if m > 0,

(4.12)

where α ≡ n2 (mod 4) for each n. To be precise, we have the following theorem.
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Theorem 4.5. If m is a non-negative integer, then we have

lim
s→3/4

Gm(τ, s) =

(
gm,0(τ)
gm,1(τ)

)
.

Remark. We note that the case of m = 0 was stated by Williams [28, Example 5.1].

Sketch of the Proof. This result is standard, and so we sketch the proof. We first recall facts about
Niebur–Poincaré series Fm(τ, s) (see [20] or [10, Section 4]), which are defined for Re(s) > 1, and give
alternative expressions for the jm(τ). Specifically, as described in [10, (4.10)], it is known that

Res
s=1

F0(τ, s) =
3

π

and

(4.13) lim
s→1

F−m(τ, s) = jm(τ) + 24σ1(m) (m > 0).

For non-negative integers m, the trace functions

Trd(F−m(·, s)) :=
∑

Q∈Qd/Γ

F−m(αQ, s)

#ΓQ

have a direct connection to the coefficients of the earlier Maass–Poincaré series. Indeed, Duke, Imamoḡlu,
and Tóth proved [10, Proposition 4], for Re(s) > 1, m ≥ 0, and d > 0 with d ≡ 0, 3 (mod 4), that

Trd(F−m(·, s)) =





−d1/2
∑

n|m

nb
(β)
−n2,3/2

(
d,

s

2
+

1

4

)
if m > 0,

−2s−2π−s/2−1d1/2ζ(s)b
(β)
0,3/2

(
d,

s

2
+

1

4

)
if m = 0.

Therefore, (4.13) implies that

(4.14) tm(d) = lim
s→3/4





−d1/2
∑

n|m

nb
(β)
−n2,3/2

(d, s) +
4d1/2√

π
σ1(m)b

(β)
0,3/2(d, s) if m > 0,

− d1/2

6
√
π
b
(β)
0,3/2(d, s) if m = 0.

By (4.3) and (4.4), the formulas in Proposition 4.4 equal these expressions, thereby proving the theorem.
�

Remark. We note that subtle technicalities arise in the proof of Theorem 4.5, which have been addressed
in the aforementioned works but deserve commentary. The Gm(τ, s) are defined for Re(s) > 1, where
they enjoy the Fourier series expansion in Proposition 4.4. As we can only be analytically continued up to

Re(s) > 3/4, care is required when letting s → 3/4. In fact, the Fourier coefficients b
(β)
−m2,3/2

(−n2, s) have a

simple pole at s = 3/4, which cancels out with a zero from W3/2,−n2(v/4, s), (for example, see [10, Lemma
3]). This issue is addressed by examining the growth of the Fourier coefficients of Gm(τ, s), including
Trd(F−m(·, s)), as d → ∞ and the behavior as s → 3/4. We refer the reader to [7, 9, 10] for these details.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.4

We have constructed the Poincaré series Gm(τ, s) whose Fourier coefficients give the traces of singular
moduli. We turn to the problem of providing the Hecke decomposition of Gm,ν(τ). Specifically, we
compute the Petersson inner product 〈Gm,ν , f〉 with a normalized Hecke eigenform f of S2ν+2. We first
recall useful facts about Jacobi forms to relate the Rankin–Cohen brackets to these Poincaré series.
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5.1. Jacobi forms and the modified heat operator. For a function φ : H×C → C, γ ∈ SL2(Z), and
positive integers k,m ∈ Z>0, we define the slash operator

(φ|k,mγ)(τ, z) := (cτ + d)−ke

(−cmz2

cτ + d

)
φ

(
aτ + b

cτ + d
,

z

cτ + d

)
,

and the weighted heat operator

Lk,m := −D − 1

16π2m

(
∂2

∂z2
+

2k − 1

z

∂

∂z

)
.

Then we have

Lk,m(φ|k,mγ) = (Lk,mφ)|k+2,mγ(5.1)

for any γ ∈ SL2(Z), (see [11, (11) in Section 3]). For simplicity, we put Lk := Lk,1.

Lemma 5.1. For a Poincaré series defined by

G(τ) =
∑

(γ,φ)∈Γ̃∞\Mp2(Z)

(
ϕ0(τ)
ϕ1(τ)

) ∣∣∣∣
3/2,ρ∗

(γ, φ),

we have
tΘ(τ, z)G(τ) =

∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

(θ0(τ, z)ϕ0(τ) + θ1(τ, z)ϕ1(τ))|2,1γ.

Proof. By a direct calculation with (3.4), we have

tΘ(τ, z)G(τ) =
∑

(γ,φ)∈Γ̃∞\Mp2(Z)

φ(τ)−4e

( −cz2

cτ + d

)
tΘ

(
γτ,

z

cτ + d

)
tρ((γ, φ))−1ρ∗((γ, φ))−1

(
ϕ0(γτ)
ϕ1(γτ)

)
.

Since tρ((γ, φ))−1ρ∗((γ, φ))−1 = I and φ(τ)−4 = (cτ + d)−2, we obtain the result. �

We require the following proposition for the pk(r, n) in the Eichler–Selberg trace formula.

Proposition 5.2. For ν ≥ 0, we define

p2ν+2(r,D, l) :=
∑

0≤j≤ν

(−1)j
(
2ν + 2l − j

j

) (2l
l

)(ν+l−j
l

)
(2ν+2l−j

l

)(ν+l
l

)Djr2ν−2j.(5.2)

Then we have the Taylor expansion

L2ν ◦ · · · ◦ L2f(τ)(ζ
r + ζ−r) = 2

∞∑

l=0

p2ν+2(r,D, l)f(τ)
(2πirz)2l

(2l)!
.

In particular, we have that

lim
z→0

L2ν ◦ · · · ◦ L2f(τ)(ζ
r + ζ−r) = 2p2ν+2(r,D)f(τ).

Proof. We check that the Taylor coefficients of L2ν ◦ · · · ◦L2f(τ)(ζ
r + ζ−r) and the sequence (5.2) satisfy

the same recursion. The claim is clear for ν = 0. For ν > 0, let

Sν,l,j := (−1)j
(
2ν + 2l − j

j

) (2l
l

)(ν+l−j
l

)
(2ν+2l−j

l

)(ν+l
l

)Djr2ν−2j .

Then Sν,l,j satisfies the recursion

Sν,l,j = −DSν−1,l,j−1 +
r2

4

(
1 +

4ν − 1

2l + 1

)
Sν−1,l+1,j,



15

for ν ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ ν with Sν,l,−1 = 0, which implies that

p2ν+2(r,D, l) = −Dp2ν(r,D, l) +
r2

4

(
1 +

4ν − 1

2l + 1

)
p2ν(r,D, l + 1).

One can check that the Taylor coefficients also satisfy this recursion. �

We use this proposition to understand the combinatorial properties of the Rankin–Cohen bracket
operators, which is a slight generalization of [11, Theorem 5.5].

Proposition 5.3. Let ν ≥ 0 be a non-negative integer. For a modular form h of weight 3/2 on Γ0(4) of
the form (4.10), we have

[h, θ]ν |U4 =

(
2ν

ν

)∑

n∈Z

∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(r,D)c4n−r2(v/4)q
n =

(
2ν

ν

)
lim
z→0

L2ν ◦ · · · ◦ L2
tΘ(τ, z)H(τ).

Proof. By definition, we have

[h, θ]ν |U4 =
∑

r,s≥0
r+s=ν

(−1)r
Γ(3/2 + ν)Γ(1/2 + ν)

s!Γ(3/2 + r)r!Γ(1/2 + s)
Dr


 ∑

n≡0,3 (4)

cn(v)q
n


Ds

(
∑

m∈Z

qm
2

)
|U4.

A direct calculation implies that

Dr


 ∑

n≡0,3 (4)

cn(v)q
n


Ds

(
∑

m∈Z

qm
2

)
|U4 =

∑

N∈Z

∑

m∈Z

m2s(4D −m2)rc4N−m2(v/4)qN

and
∑

r,s≥0
r+s=ν

(−1)r
Γ(3/2 + ν)Γ(1/2 + ν)

s!Γ(3/2 + r)r!Γ(1/2 + s)
m2s(4D −m2)r =

(
2ν

ν

)
p2ν+2(m,D).

The last equation immediately follows from Proposition 5.2. �

For each n ≥ 0, we define

φn,ν(τ, s) := lim
z→0

L2ν ◦ · · · ◦ L2
tΘ(τ, z)P

(α,−n2)
3/2,ρ∗ (τ, s).

Combining Theorem 4.5 and Proposition 5.3, for m ≥ 1, we obtain the following key expressions

Gm,ν(τ) = − 1

2
(2ν
ν

) · [gm, θ]ν |U4 = −1

2
lim

s→3/4


−

√
π

2

∑

n|m

nφn,ν(τ, s) + 2σ1(m)φ0,ν(τ, s)


 .(5.3)

The order of limits of s and z is interchanged, which is justified by the Remark at the end of Section 4.5.

5.2. The Selberg–Poincaré series. To prove Theorem 1.4 using (5.3), we must calculate φn,ν(τ, s) and
〈φn,ν(·, s), f〉 at s = 3/4 for Hecke eigenforms f . To this end, we use Selberg’s generalization [24] of the
Poincaré series in (1.6). For integers k ≥ 2 and m ∈ Z, they are defined by

(5.4) Pk,m(τ, s) :=
∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

vsqm|kγ.

This series converges absolutely and uniformly on compact subsets for Re(s) > 1 − k/2 and admits
meromorphic continuation. In particular, it is known that Pk,m(τ, s) is holomorphic at s = 1− k/2. This
fact follows from comparing it with the Maass–Poincaré series defined by

∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

Mk,m(v, s + k/2)e(mu)|kγ (Re(s) > 1− k/2).
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Indeed, from (4.5), we have

(4π|m|v)s − Γ(2s+ k)Mk,m(v, s + k/2) = O(vRe(s)+1).

Thus, for Re(s) > −k/2, the poles of these two types of Poincaré series agree. On the other hand, the
Fourier expansion of the Maass–Poincaré series, (see [13, Theorem 3.2]), and the Weil bound for the
Kloosterman sums imply its holomorphy at s = 1− k/2.

The next lemma describes the Petersson inner product of cusp forms with these series.

Lemma 5.4. For f ∈ Sk and m > 0, we have

〈Pk,m(·, s), f〉 :=
∫

Γ\H
Pk,m(τ, s)f(τ)vk

dudv

v2
=

Γ(s+ k − 1)

(4πm)s+k−1
cf (m).

Proof. It follows from the classical unfolding argument, (see [3, Ch. 10.1] for instance). �

5.3. The case of n = 0. Here we calculate 〈φ0,ν(·, s), f〉 at s = 3/4 for a normalized Hecke eigenform f .
To this end, we decompose φ0,ν(τ, s) in terms of the Selberg–Poincaré series.

Proposition 5.5. We have that

φ0,ν(τ, s) = 4−s+3/4
∑

0≤l≤ν

(s− 3/4)l

(4π)l

(
2ν + 1

2l + 1

)∑

r∈Z

r2ν−2lP2ν+2,r2

(
τ, s− 3

4
− l

)
.

Proof. By applying (5.1), Lemma 5.1, and Proposition 5.2,

φ0,ν(τ, s) = lim
z→0

∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

∑

r∈Z
r≡0 (2)

(
L2ν ◦ · · · ◦ L2

(v
4

)s−3/4
qr

2/4ζr
) ∣∣∣∣

2ν+2,1

γ

= 4−s+3/4
∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

∑

r∈Z

p2ν+2(2r,D)vs−3/4qr
2

∣∣∣∣
2ν+2

γ.

The summand is calculated as

p2ν+2(2r,D)vs−3/4qr
2
=
∑

0≤j≤ν

(−1)j
(
2ν − j

j

)
(2r)2ν−2jDj

(
vs−3/4qr

2
)
.

Then the claim follows from the Leibniz rule, where Dvs−3/4 = −1
4π

d
dvv

s−3/4, and the fact that

∑

l≤j≤ν

(−1)j22(ν−j)

(
2ν − j

j

)(
j

l

)
= (−1)l

(
2ν + 1

2l + 1

)
.

�

The next result provides a formula for the Petersson norm of a cusp form f .

Theorem 5.6. For a normalized Hecke eigenform f ∈ S2ν+2, we have

lim
s→3/4

〈φ0,ν(·, s), f〉 = 24‖f‖2.

Proof. First, we note that the Fourier coefficients of a normalized Hecke eigenform are real. By Lemma 5.4
and Proposition 5.5, we find that

〈φ0,ν(·, s), f〉 = 4−s+3/4
∑

0≤l≤ν

(s− 3/4)l

(4π)l
Γ(2ν + s+ 1/4 − l)

(4π)2ν+s+1/4−l

(
2ν + 1

2l + 1

)
· 2

∞∑

r=1

cf (r
2)

r2s+2ν+1/2
.
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As in [8, Lemma 11.12.6], let

B(f, s) :=

∞∑

n=1

cf (n
2)

ns
=

1

ζ(2(s− 2ν − 1))
L(Sym2(f), s)

for f ∈ S2ν+2. Then it is known that B(f, s) admits the meromorphic continuation to the whole C-plane,
and L(Sym2(f), s) has no poles, (see [8, Remark 11.12.8]). In particular, B(f, 2s+2ν +1/2) has no pole
at s = 3/4. Therefore, by [8, Corollary 11.12.7], we have

lim
s→3/4

〈φ0,ν(·, s), f〉 =
Γ(2ν + 1)

(4π)2ν+1
(2ν + 1)2B(f, 2ν + 2)

=
2(2ν + 1)!

(4π)2ν+1

6

π2

π

2

(4π)2ν+2

(2ν + 1)!
〈f, f〉

= 24‖f‖2.
�

5.4. The cases of n > 0. We turn to the case of positive n. Again, we first decompose φn,ν(τ, s).

Proposition 5.7. For n > 0, we have

φn,ν(τ, s) =
1

Γ(2s)

∑

r∈Z
r≡n (2)

∑

i1,i2≥0
i1+i2≤ν

(−1)i1

i1!i2!

(
n2

4

)i1+i2

Qν,i1+i2(n, r)
(s− 3/4)i1(s − 3/4)i2

(2s)i2
P̃ i1,i2
n,r (τ, s),

where we let

Qν,i(n, r) :=
∑

i≤j≤ν

(−1)j
(
2ν − j

j

)
r2ν−2j j!

(j − i)!

(
r2 − n2

4

)j−i

,

P̃ i1,i2
n,r (τ, s) :=

∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

(πn2v)−3/4−i1−i2/2M−3/4+i2/2,s−1/2+i2/2(πn
2v)e

(
r2 − n2

4
u

)
e−

πr2v
2

∣∣∣∣
2ν+2

γ.

Proof. Arguing as above, by applying (5.1), Lemma 5.1, and Proposition 5.2, we obtain

φn,ν(τ, s) = lim
z→0

∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

∑

r∈Z
r≡n (2)

(
L2ν ◦ · · · ◦ L2M3/2,−n2

(v
4
, s
)
e

(−n2u

4

)
qr

2/4ζr
)∣∣∣∣

2ν+2,1

γ

=
∑

γ∈Γ∞\Γ

∑

r∈Z
r≡n (2)

p2ν+2(r,D)M3/2,−n2

(v
4
, s
)
e

(−n2u

4

)
qr

2/4

∣∣∣∣
2ν+2

γ.

The summand is calculated as

p2ν+2(r,D)M3/2,−n2

(v
4
, s
)
e

(−n2u

4

)
qr

2/4

=
1

Γ(2s)

∑

0≤j≤ν

(−1)j
(
2ν − j

j

)
r2ν−2jDj

[
(πn2v)s−3/4 · (πn2v)−sM−3/4,s−1/2(πn

2v)e−
πn2v

2 · q r2−n2

4

]

=
1

Γ(2s)

∑

0≤j≤ν

(−1)j
(
2ν − j

j

)
r2ν−2j

×
∑

i1,i2,i3≥0
i1+i2+i3=j

j!

i1!i2!i3!
Di1(πn2v)s−3/4 ·Di2

[
(πn2v)−sM−3/4,s−1/2(πn

2v)e−
πn2v

2

]
·Di3q

r2−n2

4 .
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Similar to the case of n = 0, direct calculation utilizing Df(v) = −1
4π

d
dvf(v) yields

Di1(πn2v)s−3/4 =

(
−n2

4

)i1

(s− 3/4)i1(πn2v)s−3/4−i1 ,

Di3q
r2−n2

4 =

(
r2 − n2

4

)i3

q
r2−n2

4 .

For the second term, by Lemma 4.1, we find that

Di2

[
(πn2v)−sM−3/4,s−1/2(πn

2v)e−
πn2v

2

]

=

(
n2

4

)i2 (s − 3/4)i2

(2s)i2
e−

πn2v
2 (πn2v)−s−i2/2M−3/4+i2/2,s−1/2+i2/2(πn

2v).

The claim follows by combining these results. �

We split the sum defining φn,ν(τ, s) into φ+
n,ν(τ, s) and φ−

n,ν(τ, s), based on the inequalities r2 > n2 or

r2 ≤ n2. We consider them as s → 3/4. By (4.5), the summand of the Poincaré series P̃ i1,i2
n,r (τ, s) satisfies

v−3/4−i1−i2/2M−3/4+i2/2,s−1/2+i2/2(πn
2v)e

(
r2 − n2

4
u

)
e−

πr2v
2 = O(vRe(s)−3/4−i1)

as v → 0. Therefore, for Re(s) > −ν + i1 + 3/4, the Poincaré series is holomorphic (in s). In particular,

P̃ i1,i2
n,r (τ, s) is holomorphic at s = 3/4 for 0 ≤ i1 < ν. Regarding the case of i1 = ν, by a similar argument

as in Section 5.2, that is, by comparing it with the Selberg–Poincaré series or the Maass–Poincaré series,
we see that it is also holomorphic at s = 3/4. Therefore, we have

lim
s→3/4

φ−
n,ν(τ, s) =

1

Γ(3/2)

∑

r∈Z
r≡n (2)
r2≤n2

Qν,0(n, r)P̃
0,0
n,r (τ, 3/4).

Since Qν,0(n, r) = p2ν+2(r, (r
2 − n2)/4) and P̃ 0,0

n,r (τ, 3/4) = P
2ν+2, r

2
−n2

4

(τ), by (2.8), we have

lim
s→3/4

φ−
n,ν(τ, s) =

4

n
√
π

∑

0<r≤n

r2ν+1P2ν+2,−r(n−r)(τ).(5.5)

As a counterpart to Theorem 5.6, the Petersson inner product of φ+
n,ν(τ, s) with a Hecke eigenform is

expressed in terms of the symmetrized shifted convolution L-functions.

Theorem 5.8. For a normalized Hecke eigenform f ∈ S2ν+2, we have

lim
s→3/4

〈φ+
n,ν(·, s), f〉 =

4

n
√
π

Γ(2ν + 1)

(4π)2ν+1

∑

d|n

µ(d)L̂(f, n/d; 2ν + 1).

Proof. By Proposition 5.7, we have

〈φ+
n,ν(·, s), f〉

=
1

Γ(2s)

∑

r∈Z
r≡n (2)
r2>n2

∑

i1,i2≥0
i1+i2≤ν

(−1)i1

i1!i2!

(
n2

4

)i1+i2

Qν,i1+i2(n, r)
(s− 3/4)i1(s− 3/4)i2

(2s)i2
〈P̃ i1,i2

n,r (·, s), f〉.

The unfolding argument, combined with Lemma 4.2, gives

(πn2)
3
4
+i1+

i2
2 〈P̃ i1,i2

n,r (·, s), f〉
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=
∞∑

m=1

cf (m)

∫ ∞

0

∫ 1

0
v2ν−

3
4
−i1−

i2
2 M

− 3
4
+

i2
2
,s− 1

2
+

i2
2

(πn2v)e

((
r2 − n2

4
−m

)
u

)
e
−2π

(
r2

4
+m

)
v
dudv

= cf

(
r2 − n2

4

)∫ ∞

0
e
−π

(
r2−n2

2

)
v
v2ν−

3
4
−i1−

i2
2 M

− 3
4
+

i2
2
,s− 1

2
+

i2
2

(πn2v)dv

= cf

(
r2 − n2

4

)
(πn2)s+

i2
2 Γ
(
s+ 2ν + 1

4 − i1
)

(πr2)s+2ν+ 1
4
−i1

· 2F1

(
s+

3

4
, s + 2ν +

1

4
− i1; 2s + i2;

n2

r2

)
.

By changing variables r = 2m+ n for r > n and r = −2m− n for r < −n, we have

〈φ+
n,ν(·, s), f〉

=
2

Γ(2s)

∑

i1,i2≥0
i1+i2≤ν

(−1)i1

i1!i2!

(
n2

4

)i1+i2 (s− 3/4)i1(s− 3/4)i2

(2s)i2
(πn2)s−

3
4
−i1Γ

(
s+ 2ν +

1

4
− i1

)

×
∞∑

m=1

Qν,i1+i2(n, 2m+ n)cf (m(m+ n))

(π(2m + n)2)s+2ν+ 1
4
−i1

2F1

(
s+

3

4
, s+ 2ν +

1

4
− i1; 2s + i2;

n2

(2m+ n)2

)
,

where we note that Qν,i(n,−r) = Qν,i(n, r) holds. For a normalized Hecke eigenform f ∈ S2ν+2, since

cf (m(m+ n)) =
∑

d|(m,m+n)

µ(d)d2ν+1cf

(m
d

)
cf

(
m+ n

d

)
,

the last sum becomes

∑

d|n

µ(d)d2ν+1
∞∑

m=1

Qν,i1+i2(n, 2dm+ n)cf (m)cf (m+ n/d)

(π(2dm + n)2)s+2ν+ 1
4
−i1

× 2F1

(
s+

3

4
, s+ 2ν +

1

4
− i1; 2s+ i2;

n2

(2dm + n)2

)
.

Then, this Dirichlet series is holomorphic at s = 3/4. Indeed, since Qν,i1+i2(n, 2dm + n) has degree
2(ν − i1 − i2) in m, it suffices to show that

∞∑

m=1

cf (m)cf (m+ n/d)

m2(s+ν+1/4+i2)

(conditionally) converges at s = 3/4. This can be seen by partial summation using the estimate
∑

1≤m≤x

cf (m)cf (m+ n/d) ≪ x2ν+2−δ,

with some δ > 0, (see [1, Corollary 1.4]). Therefore, all terms corresponding to non-zero (i1, i2) vanish
as s → 3/4, and we obtain

lim
s→3/4

〈φ+
n,ν(·, s), f〉 =

4√
π
Γ(2ν + 1)

∑

d|n

µ(d)d2ν+1

×
∞∑

m=1

Qν,0(n, 2dm+ n)cf (m)cf (m+ n/d)

(π(2dm + n)2)2ν+1 2F1

(
3

2
, 2ν + 1;

3

2
;

n2

(2dm+ n)2

)
.

Since we have
1

r2(2ν+1) 2
F1

(
3

2
, 2ν + 1;

3

2
;
n2

r2

)
=

1

(r2 − n2)2ν+1
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and Qν,0(n, r) = p2ν+2(r, (r
2 − n2)/4) with (2.8) again, the proof is complete as

lim
s→3/4

〈φ+
n,ν(·, s), f〉 =

4

n
√
π

Γ(2ν + 1)

(4π)2ν+1

∑

d|n

µ(d)
∞∑

m=1

cf (m)cf (m+ n/d)

(
1

m2ν+1
− 1

(m+ n/d)2ν+1

)
.

�

5.5. Proof of Theorem 1.4. We apply the results from the two previous subsections. For m > 0, let

φ(τ, s) :=

√
π

4

∑

n|m

nφn,ν(τ, s)− σ1(m)φ0,ν(τ, s).

As stated in (5.3), we have

lim
s→3/4

φ(τ, s) = Gm,ν(τ).

On the other hand, from (5.5), the minus part

lim
s→3/4

φ−(τ, s) := lim
s→3/4

√
π

4

∑

n|m

nφ−
n,ν(τ, s) =

∑

n|m

∑

0<r≤n

r2ν+1P2ν+2,−r(n−r)(τ).

For the plus part, by Theorem 5.6 and Theorem 5.8 and the Möbius inversion formula, we have

lim
s→3/4

〈φ+(·, s), f〉 =
∑

n|m

Γ(2ν + 1)

(4π)2ν+1

∑

d|n

µ(d)L̂(f, n/d; 2ν + 1)− 24σ1(m)‖f‖2

=
Γ(2ν + 1)

(4π)2ν+1
L̂(f,m; 2ν + 1)− 24σ1(m)‖f‖2.

Combining these facts, we are pleased to obtain the conclusion of the theorem

lim
s→3/4

φ(τ, s) =
∑

n|m

∑

0<r≤n

r2ν+1P2ν+2,−r(n−r)(τ)−
d2ν+2∑

j=1

(
24σ1(m)− Γ(2ν + 1)

(4π)2ν+1

L̂(f,m; 2ν + 1)

‖fj‖2

)
fj.
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