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The vector valued theta series of a positive-definite even lattice is a modular form

for the Weil representation of SL2(Z). We show that the space of cusp forms for the

Weil representation is generated by such functions. This gives a positive answer to

Eichler’s basis problem in this case. As applications we derive Waldspurger’s result

on the basis problem for scalar valued modular forms and give a new proof of the

surjectivity of the Borcherds lift based on the analysis of local Picard groups.
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1 Introduction

Let L be a positive-definite even lattice of even rank m with bilinear form (·, ·). It is well-
known that the theta series θ(τ) =

∑
λ∈L e

πi(λ,λ)τ of L is a modular form of weight m/2 for the
congruence subgroup Γ0(N) and a certain quadratic character, where N is the level of L. In
[E1] Eichler announced and later in [E2] proved that for N square-free and m = 0 mod 4, the
space of new forms of weight m/2 for Γ0(N) has a basis consisting of theta series corresponding
to lattices of level N . More generally the question of finding an explicit basis of an appropriate
space of modular forms consisting of theta series is known as the basis problem. An important
contribution to this problem was given by Waldspurger. In [Wal] he proved that for all positive
integers m = 0 mod 4 and k ≥ m/2 the space of new forms of weight k for Γ0(N) and trivial
character is generated by theta series of lattices of rank m and level N weighted with harmonic
polynomials of degree k − m/2. For non-trivial character he proved the result when N is a
square free integer congruent to 1 modulo 4. Furthermore, in [BKS] Böcherer, Katsurada and
Schulze-Pillot showed that for k > 2n+ 1 the space of Siegel cusp forms of weight k and genus
n for Γ0(N) with N square free is generated by harmonic theta series of appropriate lattices.

Now let L′ be the dual lattice of L. Then L′/L is called the discriminant group or discriminant
form of L and we denote by C[L′/L] the group algebra of L′/L. Let k ≥ m/2 be an integer and
let P ∈ C[x1, . . . , xm] be a harmonic polynomial of homogeneous degree k −m/2. The vector
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valued theta series θL,P taking values in C[L′/L] is given by

θL,P :=
∑

γ∈L′/L

θγe
γ ,

where θγ(τ) =
∑

λ∈γ+L P (λ)e
πi(λ,λ)τ . When P is identically 1 it is usually dropped from the

notation. By the Poisson summation formula θL,P is a vector valued modular form for the Weil
representation, i.e.

θL,P (Mτ) = (cτ + d)kρL′/L(M)θL(τ) for
(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL2(Z),

where Mτ denotes the Möbius transformation and ρL′/L : SL2(Z) → GL(C[L′/L]) the Weil
representation of SL2(Z). The latter is a special case of the representations of symplectic groups
constructed by Weil in [W1]. Two positive-definite even lattices L and M of rank m have
isomorphic discriminant forms D and hence isomorphic Weil representations if and only if they
are in the same genus, which is denoted by IIm,0(D). It is a natural question whether the
space Sk(D) of cusp forms for ρD is generated by the theta series in the genus IIm,0(D). The
present paper answers this question in the affirmative if the rank of the lattice is sufficiently large
compared to the p-ranks of the discriminant form. Because there is no canonical isomorphism
between discriminant forms of lattices in the same genus, there is also no canonical way to
identify their Weil representations. Therefore, we define for a discriminant form D

Θm,k(D) := span{σ∗θL,P | L ∈ IIm,0(D), P harmonic of degree k −m/2, σ ∈ Iso(D, L′/L)},

where σ∗θL,P =
∑

γ∈D θσ(γ)e
γ . The main result of this paper is Theorem 6.7:

Let D be a discriminant form of even signature sign(D) and m a positive integer such that
m = sign(D) mod 8, m > p-rank(D) for all primes p and m > 6. Then there are positive-definite
even lattices L such that L′/L ∼= D, i.e. the genus IIm,0(D) is non-empty. Suppose for any L of
genus IIm,0(D) the Zp-lattice Lp = L⊗Z Zp splits a hyperbolic plane over Zp. Then

Sk(D) ⊂ Θm,k(D)

for all k ≥ m/2.

We remark that a p-adic lattice Lp of rank m splits a hyperbolic plane over Zp if and only

if p-rank(D) < m− 2 or p-rank(D) = m− 2 and
∏
q ϵq =

(
−a
p

)
, where the p-adic component of

D is equal to ⊕
q

qϵqnq

in the notation of Conway and Sloane (cf. [CS], chapter 15) and |D| = pαa with (a, p) = 1.
It is likely possible to extend the result to the case where m is odd. Then we have to consider

the metaplectic group Mp2(Z) instead of SL2(Z). Also the condition m > 6 can possibly be
relaxed. Then, however, we will need to deal with some issues regarding convergence of some of
the objects used in the proof.

In order to extend the result to discriminant forms not satisfying the condition of Theorem
6.7, we consider a larger space of theta series, namely

Θ↑
m,k(D) := span{↑DH (σ∗θL,P ) | L ∈ IIm,0(H

⊥/H) for some isotropic subgroup H ⊂ D,

P harmonic of degree k −m/2, σ ∈ Iso(H⊥/H,L′/L)}.

Here ↑DH : C[H⊥/H] → C[D] is a map that commutes with the corresponding Weil representations
and thus sends modular forms to modular forms (see section 2). We obtain Corollary 6.8:
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Let D be a discriminant form of even signature sign(D). Let m ∈ Z>0 with m = sign(D) mod
8 and m ≥ 10. Then

Sk(D) ⊂ Θ↑
m,k(D)

for all k ≥ m/2.

Corollary 6.8 follows immediately from Theorem 6.7 using a result in [Mü] (see end of Section
5).

The proof of Theorem 6.7 uses the so-called doubling method that was also employed in
[BKS]. In what follows we give a short description of the proof idea.
First let us consider the case k = m/2. The lattices contributing to Θm,k(D) are in the genus
IIm,0(D), which we will denote by G. We define a map ΦD : Sk(D) → Θm,k(D) by

ΦD(f) := µ(G)−1 · |O(D)|−1 ·
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

(f, σ∗θL) · σ∗θL.

Here the first sum ranges over the positive-definite even lattices in G, µ(G) denotes the mass
of G, (·, ·) the Petersson scalar product and O(D) = Iso(D,D) the orthogonal group of D. The
map ΦD sends cusp forms to cusp forms with image Θm,k(D)∩ Sk(D). We want to show that it
is injective. The definition of vector valued theta series can be extended to Siegel theta series
of genus 2. We find that

ΦD(f)(z
′) =

∫
SL2(Z)\H

⟨f, θ(2)G
((

z 0
0 −z′

))
⟩yk dxdy

y2
,

where

θ
(2)
G = µ(G)−1 · |O(D)|−1 ·

∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

σ∗θ
(2)
L

is the Siegel genus theta series. By the Siegel–Weil formula θ
(2)
G is equal to the Siegel Eisen-

stein series E
(2)
k,D. Studying E

(2)
k,D
((

z 0
0 z′
))

we show that ΦD can be expressed in terms of Hecke
operators for the Weil representation, i.e.

ΦD = C(k)
e(− sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∞∑
l=1

T (l2)

l2k−2
,

where C(k) is some non-zero constant depending only on k. We will see that if ΦL′/L(f) = 0,

then for any sublattice M ⊂ L we also have ΦM ′/M (↑M
′/M

L/M (f)) = 0. On the other hand, by
investigating the action of the Hecke operators for primes dividing the level of D, we find that
ΦD(f) = 0 implies that f has certain symmetries. Finally, we show that if the conditions of

Theorem 6.7 are satisfied, then we find a sublatticeM ⊂ L such that ↑M
′/M

L/M (f) has the required
symmetry only if f = 0. Thus, ΦD is injective.

For k = m/2 + h with h > 0 we apply a certain differential operator ∂h to the genus theta
series and then proceed analogously to the case k = m/2.

As first application of our main theorem we show how Waldspurger’s result can be derived
from it. Secondly we prove that the space of (geometrically) local obstructions for constructing
Borcherds products generates the space of global obstructions. This gives a condition for whether
a given divisor is the divisor of a Borcherds product that depends only on its behaviour on the
boundary components.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall some results about discriminant
forms, the Weil representation and modular forms. In Section 3 we define vector valued Hecke
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operators and study some of their properties. Then we investigate the relation between Eisen-
stein series and Petersson’s integral kernels of Hecke operators. In Section 5 we show that the
genus theta series is equal to an Eisenstein series using the adelic Siegel–Weil formula. In Sec-
tion 6 we employ the doubling method to prove the main theorem of this paper by applying the
results of the previous sections. Finally, we describe the two aforementioned applications of our
main result.

I would like to thank my advisor N. Scheithauer for suggesting this topic as part of my
doctoral thesis and for the support he has given me in pursuing it. Moreover, I would like to
thank J. H. Bruinier, P. Kiefer, I. Metzler and R. Zufetti for stimulating discussions and helpful
comments.

The author acknowledges support by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Re-
search Foundation) through the Collaborative Research Centre TRR 326 Geometry and Arith-
metic of Uniformized Structures, project number 444845124.

2 Weil representation

In this section we recall some results on discriminant forms, the Weil representation and modular
forms.

Discriminant forms

References for discriminant forms are [AGM], [Bo3], [CS], [N], [S1] and [Sk].
A discriminant form is a finite abelian group D with a quadratic form q : D → Q/Z such

that (β, γ) = q(β + γ) − q(β) − q(γ) mod 1 is a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form. The
level of D is the smallest positive integer N such that N q(γ) = 0 mod 1 for all γ ∈ D. An
element γ ∈ D is called isotropic if q(γ) = 0 mod 1 and anisotropic otherwise.

If L is an even lattice, then L′/L is a discriminant form with the quadratic form given by
q(γ) = (γ, γ)/2 mod 1. Conversely every discriminant form can be obtained in this way. The
corresponding lattice can be chosen to be positive-definite. The signature sign(D) ∈ Z/8Z of a
discriminant form D is defined as sign(D) = t+ − t− mod 8, where (t+, t−) is the signature of
any even lattice realizing D.

Let c be an integer. Then c acts by multiplication on D and we have an exact sequence
0 → Dc → D → Dc → 0, where Dc is the kernel and Dc the image of this map. Note that Dc is
the orthogonal complement of Dc.

The set Dc∗ = {γ ∈ D | c q(α) + (α, γ) = 0 mod 1 for all α ∈ Dc} is a coset of Dc. After a
choice of Jordan decomposition there is a canonical coset representative xc ∈ D with 2xc = 0.
We can write γ ∈ Dc∗ as γ = xc + cµ. Then qc(γ) = c q(µ) + (xc, µ) mod 1 is well-defined. If
c is even, then Dc/2 ⊂ Dc and for α ∈ Dc/2 we have c q(α) = 0 mod 1, so that Dc∗ ⊂ {γ ∈ D |
(α, γ) = 0 mod 1 for all α ∈ Dc/2} = Dc/2.

Let D be a discriminant form of level N and let N =
∏
p|N p

νp be the prime decomposition
of N . Then D decomposes into the orthogonal sum of its p-subgroups

D =
⊕
p|N

Dpνp .

For a prime p we define the p-rank(D) of D as the largest non-negative integer r such that
(Z/pZ)r is isomorphic to a subgroup of Dpνp .

The formula ∑
γ∈D

e(q(γ)) = e(sign(D)/8)
√

|D|

is known as Milgram’s formula. See [S1] for more general Gauss sums.
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The symplectic group Sp2n(Z)

Now we want to recall some facts about the symplectic group. A nice reference is [F].
Let n ∈ Z>0 and let J = Jn =

(
0 In

−In 0

)
, where I = In is the identity matrix of rank n. The

symplectic group Sp2n(Z) is defined as

Γ(n) := Sp2n(Z) := {M ∈ GL2n(Z) |MTJM = J}.

A matrix M =
(
A B
C D

)
with A,B,C,D ∈ Matn(Z) is in Sp2n(Z) if and only if

ATD − CTB = DTA−BTC = I, ATC = CTA, BTD = DTB

or equivalently

ADT −BCT = DAT − CBT = I, ABT = BAT , CDT = DCT ,

in particular Sp2(Z) = SL2(Z). Furthermore, for M ∈ Sp2n(Z) also MT ∈ Sp2n(Z) and
det(M) = 1. We have J−1 = JT = −J and in general the inverse of a symplectic matrix
M =

(
A B
C D

)
(notation as above) is given by

M−1 = J−1MTJ =

(
DT −BT

−CT AT

)
.

We define maps

n : Symn(Z) → Γ(n), n(S) =

(
I S
0 I

)
a : GLn(Z) → Γ(n), a(U) =

(
U 0
0 (UT )−1

)

u : Γ(n−1) → Γ(n), u

((
A B
C D

))
=


A 0 B 0
0 1 0 0
C 0 D 0
0 0 0 1



d : Γ(n−1) → Γ(n), d

((
A B
C D

))
=


1 0 0 0
0 A 0 B
0 0 1 0
0 C 0 D

 .

Then n, a, u and d are group homomorphisms and u(M)d(M ′) = d(M ′)u(M). The symplectic
group Γ(n) is generated by Jn and matrices of the form n(S) for S ∈ Symn(Z). The subgroup

Γ(n)
∞ :=

{(
A B
0 D

)
∈ Γ(n)

}
is generated by elements of the form n(S) and a(U). In the case n = 2 we will later need the
matrix

Al := J2 · n
((

0 −1
−1 −l

))
J2 · n

((
l2 + l −l − 1
−l − 1 1

))
J2 · n

((
0 0
0 1

))

=


l2 + l −l − 1 −1 −l − 1
−l − 1 1 0 0
−l 1 0 0
0 0 −1 −l

 .
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The Weil representation of Sp2n(Z)

Let D be a discriminant form of even signature and level N and let C[Dn] be the group algebra
of Dn = D× . . .×D spanned by a formal basis (eγ)γ∈Dn , where γ = (γ1, . . . , γn). Then the Weil

representation ρ
(n)
D : Sp2n(Z) → C[Dn] of Sp2n(Z) can be defined by (cf. [W1], [Bo1] and [Zh])

ρ
(n)
D (n(S))eγ = e(1/2 tr(S(γ, γ)))eγ

ρ
(n)
D (J)eγ =

e(n sign(D)/8)√
|D|n

∑
β∈Dn

e(tr(γ, β)) eβ,

where e(z) := e2πiz and (γ, β) = ((γi, βj))
n
i,j=1 ∈ Matn(Q/Z). This implies

ρ
(n)
D (a(U))eγ = det(U)sign(D)/2eγU

−1

and in particular ρ
(n)
D (−I)eγ = e(n sign(D)/4)e−γ .

We define a scalar product on the group algebra C[Dn] which is linear in the first and
antilinear in the second variable by

⟨eγ , eβ⟩ =

{
1 if γ = β

0 otherwise.

Then the Weil representation is unitary with respect to this scalar product. There is a natural
isomorphism C[Dn] ∼= C[D]⊗n that we will make frequent use of. For the following cf. [St,
Lemma 3.4].

Proposition 2.1. For a symplectic matrix M ∈ Γ(n−1) the symplectic matrices u(M) and d(M)
transform in the Weil representation as

ρ
(n)
D (u(M))e(γ1,...,γn) = ρ

(n−1)
D (M)e(γ1,...,γn−1) ⊗ eγn

ρ
(n)
D (d(M))e(γ1,...,γn) = eγ1 ⊗ ρ

(n−1)
D (M)e(γ2,...,γn).

Proof. It suffices to prove the assertion for the generators n(S) and Jn−1 of Γ(n−1). For S ∈
Symn−1(Z) we have

u(n(S)) = n(S1)

d(n(S)) = n(S2)

with S1 =
(
S 0
0 0

)
and S2 =

(
0 0
0 S

)
and the identity is trivial. Furthermore, we find

u(Jn−1) = −n
((

In−1 0
0 −1

))
Jnn

((
In−1 0
0 0

))
Jnn(In)

d(Jn−1) = −n
((

−1 0
0 In−1

))
Jnn

((
0 0
0 In−1

))
Jnn(In)

and verify that these transform as claimed.

Let H be an isotropic subgroup of D. Then H⊥/H is a discriminant form of the same
signature as D and order |H⊥/H| = |D|/|H|2. There is an isotropic lift

↑H :=↑(n)H : C[(H⊥/H)n] → C[Dn]

defined by

↑H (eγ+H
n
) =

∑
µ∈Hn

eγ+µ
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for γ ∈ (H⊥)n and an isotropic descent

↓H :=↓(n)H : C[Dn] → C[(H⊥/H)n]

defined by

↓H (eγ) =

{
eγ+H

n
if γ ∈ (H⊥)n,

0 otherwise

(cf. for example [Br], [S2] or [S3]). The following result is easy to prove.

Proposition 2.2. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature and H an isotropic subgroup

of D. Then the maps ↑(n)H and ↓(n)H are adjoint with respect to the inner products on C[(H⊥/H)n]

and C[Dn] and commute with the Weil representations ρ
(n)

H⊥/H
and ρ

(n)
D . In particular they map

modular forms to modular forms. This implies that ↑(n)H and ↓(n)H as maps of modular forms are
adjoint with respect to the Petersson scalar product (defined below).

For two discriminant forms D, D′ with quadratic forms q and q′ we define

Iso(D,D′) := {σ : D → D′ | σ is a group isomorphism with

q′(σ(γ)) = q(γ) mod 1 for all γ ∈ D}

and a σ ∈ Iso(D,D′) induces a pullback σ∗ := σ∗(n) : C[D′n] → C[Dn] and a pushforward

σ∗ := σ
(n)
∗ : C[Dn] → C[D′n] by

σ∗e(γ1,...,γn) = e(σ
−1γ1,...,σ−1γn) and

σ∗e
(γ1,...,γn) = e(σγ1,...,σγn)

respectively. The pushforward defines a unitary representation of O(D) := Iso(D,D) on C[Dn]
that commutes with the Weil representation.

For an isotropic subgroup H ⊂ D′ and σ ∈ Iso(D,D′) we easily check that σ̃(γ + σ−1H) :=
σγ +H defines an element σ̃ ∈ Iso((σ−1H)⊥/(σ−1H), H⊥/H). This implies that the diagram

C[Dn] C[D′n]

C[((σ−1H)⊥/(σ−1H))n] C[(H⊥/H)n]

σ∗

↓σ−1H ↓H

σ̃∗

commutes.

Modular forms for the Weil representation

We will now define modular forms for the Weil representation of Sp2n(Z) generalizing the defi-
nition from [F] to the vector valued case (cf. also [Br] and [Zh]). Let

Hn := {Z ∈ Symn(C) : Im(Z) ∈ Posn(R)}

be the Siegel upper half space. Let k ∈ Z and f be a function from H to a complex vector space.
Let M =

(
A B
C D

)
∈ GL2n(R) be a symplectic similitude matrix, i.e. MTJnM = lJn for some

l ∈ R. We define the Petersson-slash operator |k by

(f |k[M ])(Z) = det(M)k/2 det(CZ +D)−kf((AZ +B)(CZ +D)−1).

Definition 2.3. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature and level N and let k ∈ Z. A

function f : Hn → C[Dn] is called a modular form of weight k with respect to ρ
(n)
D and Sp2n(Z)

if

7



(i) f |k[M ] = ρ
(n)
D (M)f for all M ∈ Sp2n(Z),

(ii) f is holomorphic on Hn,

(iii) f is bounded on all domains of type Im(Z) ≥ Y0, Y0 > 0.

When n > 1 condition (iii) already follows from (i) and (ii) by the Koecher principle. Condition
(iii) is equivalent to the fact that f has a Fourier expansion of the form

f(Z) =
∑
γ∈Dn

∑
S=ST even

S≥0

c(γ, S)e

(
tr(SZ)

2N

)
eγ .

Moreover, if c(γ, S) ̸= 0 implies S > 0, then f is called a cusp form. The C-vector space of

modular forms of weight k with respect to ρ
(n)
D and Sp2n(Z) is denoted by M

(n)
k (D), the subspace

of cusp forms by S
(n)
k (D).

In the special case n = 1 the Fourier expansion takes the form

f(z) =
∑
γ∈D

∑
n∈Z+q(γ)

n≥0

c(γ, n)e(nz)eγ .

For f, g ∈ M
(n)
k (D), where at least one of f and g is in S

(n)
k (D) we define the Petersson inner

product (·, ·) = (·, ·)(n) by

(f, g) =

∫
Γ(n)\Hn

⟨f(Z), g(Z)⟩ det(Y )k
dXdY

det(Y )n+1
,

where Z = X + iY . On S
(n)
k (D) the Petersson inner product defines a scalar product.

We now want to define theta series weighted with harmonic polynomials. Again we generalize
the definition in [F] to the vector valued case in the same way as was done for n = 1 for example
in [Bo1].

Definition 2.4. A harmonic form of degree h in the matrix variable X = (xij) ∈ Cm,n is a
complex polynomial P (X) with the properties

(i) P (XA) = (detA)hP (X) for A ∈ Cn×n,

(ii) ∆P =
∑

i,j
∂2

(∂xi,j)2
P = 0.

Let L be a positive-definite even lattice of even rank m with dual lattice L′ and bilinear
form (·, ·). We can choose an embedding L ⊂ Rm such that (·, ·) extends to the standard scalar

product on Rm. Let P be a harmonic form of degree h ≥ 0. We define the theta series θ
(n)
L,P by

θ
(n)
L,P (Z) :=

∑
λ∈(L′)n

P (λ)eπi tr((λ,λ)Z) · eλ+L,

where (λ, λ) = ((λi, λj))
n
i,j=1 ∈ Matn(R) for λ = (λ1, . . . , λn). When P is identically 1 it is

usually dropped from the notation. The Poisson summation formula implies

Theorem 2.5. The theta series θ
(n)
L,P is a modular form of weight m/2+h with respect to ρ

(n)
L′/L

and Sp2n(Z). If h > 0, then θ
(n)
L,P is a cusp form.

8



The genus G of an even lattice L is the set of isometry classes of lattices equivalent to L over
Zp for all primes p and over R. It is uniquely determined by the signature (t+, t−) of L and its
discriminant form L′/L (cf. [N]). Therefore, the positive-definite even lattices L of rank m with
L′/L ∼= D form a genus denoted by IIm,0(D).

We define the genus theta series of the genus G = IIm,0(D) as

θ
(n)
G := µ(G)−1|O(D)|−1

∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

σ∗(n)θ
(n)
L ,

where

µ(G) =
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

is the mass of the genus G and the first sum ranges over the positive-definite even lattices in G.
We describe the theta series for n = 1 in more detail. Let Hhm denote the space of har-

monic polynomials in m variables homogeneous of degree h, i.e. harmonic forms of degree h in
(x1, . . . , xm)

T . For a discriminant form D we define

Θm,k(D) := span{σ∗(1)θ(1)L,P | L ∈ IIm,0(D), P ∈ Hk−m/2m , σ ∈ Iso(D, L′/L)}

=span{σ(1)∗ θ
(1)
L,P | L ∈ IIm,0(D), P ∈ Hk−m/2m , σ ∈ Iso(L′/L,D)}

and

Θm,k(D)0 := Θm,k(D) ∩ S
(1)
k (D).

For lattices L ⊂M ⊂M ′ ⊂ L′ the group M/L is an isotropic subgroup of L′/L and

↓M/L (θ
(n)
L,P ) = θ

(n)
M,P ,

where we identified (M ′/L)/(M/L) with M ′/M . We find that ↓H (Θm,k(D)) ⊂ Θm,k(H
⊥/H).

We can generate the space of harmonic polynomials using the so called Gegenbauer polyno-
mials Ghm(s, n), which are defined by

1

(1− 2sX + nX2)m/2−1
=

∞∑
h=0

Ghm(s, n) ·Xh.

(cf. [EZ] and [I]). Then we obtain

Proposition 2.6. The polynomial

P hm(x, y) := Ghm(x
T y, ∥x∥2∥y∥2)

on Rm × Rm is harmonic of degree h in both x and y when the other variable is fixed and
P hm(Sx, Sy) = P hm(x, y) for all S ∈ O(m).

Proof. We denote

f(x) =
1

(1− 2xT yX + ∥x∥2∥y∥2X2)m/2−1

and compute

∂2

(∂xi)2
f(x) =

∂

∂xi

(−m/2 + 1)(−2yiX + 2xi∥y∥2X2)

(1− 2xT yX + ∥x∥2∥y∥2X2)m/2

=
(m/2− 1)m/2(−2yiX + 2xi∥y∥2X2)2

(1− 2xT yX + ∥x∥2∥y∥2X2)m/2+1
− (m/2− 1)2∥y∥2X2

(1− 2xT yX + ∥x∥2∥y∥2X2)m/2
.
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Now

m∑
i=1

(−2yiX + 2xi∥y∥2X2)2 =
m∑
i=1

(4y2iX
2 − 8xiyi∥y∥2X3 + 4x2i ∥y∥4X4)

= 4∥y∥2X2(1− 2xT yX + ∥x∥2∥y∥2X2).

Hence

∆f(x) =
(m− 2)m∥y∥2X2

(1− 2xT yX + ∥x∥2∥y∥2X2)m/2
− (m− 2)m∥y∥2X2)

(1− 2xT yX + ∥x∥2∥y∥2X2)m/2
= 0.

Furthermore, for a λ ∈ R we have

P hm(λx, y) = Ghm((λx)
T y, ∥λx∥2∥y∥) = Ghm(λx

T y, λ2∥x∥2∥y∥)

and

∞∑
h=0

Ghm(λs, λ
2n) ·Xh =

1

(1− 2λsX + λ2nX2)m/2−1

=
1

(1− 2s(λX) + n(λX)2)m/2−1

=
∞∑
h=0

Ghm(s, n) · (λX)h

=
∞∑
h=0

λhGhm(s, n) ·Xh

so that P hm(λx, y) = λhP hm(x, y). The fact that P hm(Sx, Sy) = P hm(x, y) for all S ∈ O(m) follows
from definition.

Now let Z = ( z1 z2z2 z4 ) ∈ H2 and λ = (λ, µ) ∈ (L′)2. We compute

eπi tr((λ,λ)Z) = eπi((λ,λ)z1+2(λ,µ)z2+(µ,µ)z4)

and therefore

1

2

∂

∂z2
eπi tr((λ,λ)Z)

∣∣
z2=0

= πi(λ, µ)eπi((λ,λ)z1+(µ,µ)z4)

∂2

∂z1∂z4
eπi tr((λ,λ)Z)

∣∣
z2=0

= (πi)2(λ, λ)(µ, µ)eπi((λ,λ)z1+(µ,µ)z4).

It follows that

Ghm

(
1

2

∂

∂z2
,

∂2

∂z1∂z4

)
θ
(2)
L (Z)

∣∣
z2=0

= (πi)h
∑

γ,β∈L′/L

 ∑
λ∈γ+L
µ∈β+L

P hm(λ, µ)e
πi(λ,λ)z1eπi(µ,µ)z2

 eγ ⊗ eβ ∈ Θm,m/2+h(D)⊗Θm,m/2+h(D).

In light of this we define on the space of C∞ functions on H2 the operator

∂h : C∞(H2) → C∞(H×H)

∂hf = Ghm

(
1

2

∂

∂z2
,

∂2

∂z1∂z4

)
f(Z)|z2=0.
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Also let

ϑG,k := ∂hθ
(2)
G ∈ Θm,m/2+h(D)⊗Θm,m/2+h(D).

Note that ∂h is essentially the operator Dh defined by Eichler and Zagier in [EZ]. It is a special
case of the operators studied in [I].

We define a scalar product h(·, ·) on Hhm by

h(p, q) =

∫
B1

∇p(x)T ∇q(x)dx.

An element S ∈ SO(m) naturally acts on Hhm by S.p = p(ST ·) and it is well-known that
this representation is irreducible (see for example [KV, (0.9) and (5.7)]). Note that we have
∇S.p = S · (∇p)(ST ·) so that for any p, q ∈ Hhm we obtain

h(S.p, S.q) =

∫
B1

∇p(STx)T ∇q(STx)dx =

∫
B1

[(∇p)(STx)]TSTS (∇q)(STx)dx

=

∫
STB1

∇p(x)T ∇q(x)dx = h(p, q),

where we substituted Sx for x in the last step and used the fact that STS = I. This implies

Proposition 2.7. Let m be even and h > 0 and let (P1, . . . , Pr) be any orthonormal basis of
Hhm with respect to h(·, ·). Then P hm(x, y) is up to a non-zero constant equal to

r∑
i=1

Pi(x)Pi(y).

Proof. We define a map ϕ : Hhm → Hhm by

ϕ(p)(x) = h(p, P hm(·, x)).

We find that

(S.ϕ(p))(x) = h(p, P hm(·, STx)) = h(p, P hm(S·, x)) = h(S.p, P hm(·, x)) = ϕ(S.p)(x)

and so by Schur’s lemma, ϕ must be a multiple of the identity. Since P hm is non-zero, this scalar
is non-zero. Clearly the identity map is given by

p 7→
r∑
i=1

h(p, Pi)Pi.

3 Vector valued Hecke operators

We now want to define vector valued Hecke operators. They were introduced by Bruinier and
Stein in [BS] and naturally appear when we use the doubling method. We will study some of
their properties and describe their kernel functions. In this section we will only consider the
case n = 1. So from now on, unless stated otherwise, whenever n is omitted, it is assumed to
be equal to 1.

Let D be a discriminant form of even signature and level N . We define Hecke operators T (l2)
acting on Mk(D) (see [BS]). In order to do so we extend the right action given by the inverse
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of the Weil representation to certain matrices in Mat2(Z). Let l be a non-negative integer and
α =

(
l2 0
0 1

)
∈ Mat2(Z). We define

ρD(α)
−1eγ = elγ .

For any δ = AαB ∈ ΓαΓ we put

ρD(δ)
−1eγ = ρD(B

−1)ρD(α)
−1ρD(A

−1)eγ .

It is shown in [BS] that ρD(δ)
−1 is well-defined and that

ρD(AδB)−1eγ = ρD(B)−1ρD(δ)
−1ρD(A)

−1eγ = ρD(B
−1)ρD(δ)

−1ρD(A
−1)eγ

for all δ ∈ ΓαΓ and A,B ∈ Γ. Furthermore, β =
(
1 0
0 l2

)
∈ ΓαΓ, in fact β = −JαJ and

ρD(β)
−1eγ =

∑
µ∈D
lµ=γ

eµ.

The element β satisfies

⟨ρD(α)−1v, w⟩ = ⟨v, ρD(β)−1w⟩ and

⟨ρD(β)−1v, w⟩ = ⟨v, ρD(α)−1w⟩.

When (l, N) = 1 we find that for δ ∈ ΓαΓ

ρD(δ)
−1 = χD(l)ρD(δ̃)

−1 = χD(l)ρD(δ̃
−1), (3.1)

where δ̃ ∈ Γ is any representative of l−1δ ∈ SL2(Z/NZ) and χD is the quadratic character

χD(l) =

(
l

|D|

)
e((l − 1) oddity(D)/4).

Here oddity(D) mod 8 depends only on the 2-adic subgroup of D and is even if the signature
of D is even. For a precise definition see [CS, Chapter 15]. The following lemma is well-known
(see e.g. [F, Hilfssatz IV.1.12])

Lemma 3.1. For l,m ∈ Z with (l,m) ̸= (0, 0) we have the equality

Γ

(
l 0
0 m

)
Γ =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ Mat2(Z) | ad− bc = lm, gcd(a, b, c, d) = gcd(l,m)

}
.

We will sometimes, when convenient, simply write (·, ·) for gcd(·, ·). Denote by

Ml := ΓαΓ =

{(
a b
c d

)
∈ Mat2(Z) | ad− bc = l2, gcd(a, b, c, d) = 1

}
.

Now let

Ml = ΓαΓ =
⋃
i

Γ · δi

be a disjoint right coset decomposition. We define the Hecke operator T (l2) on modular forms
f ∈ Mk(D) by

T (l2)f := lk−2
∑
i

ρD(δi)
−1f |k[δi].

Then
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Theorem 3.2 (Theorem 5.6, [BS]). For any positive integer l, the Hecke operator T (l2) is a
linear operator on Mk(D) taking cusp forms to cusp forms. It is self-adjoint with respect to the
Petersson scalar product. Moreover, if l, m are coprime, then

T (l2)T (m2) = T (l2m2).

The operators T (l2) with l is coprime to N behave analogously to the classical Hecke oper-
ators for SL2(Z).

Proposition 3.3. There exists a basis of Sk(D) consisting of simultaneous eigenforms for all
Hecke operators T (l2) with (l, N) = 1. Let f be a simultaneous eigenform with eigenvalues λ(l2).
The L-series

L(f, s) :=
∞∑
l=1

(l,N)=1

λ(l2)

ls

converges for Re(s) > k and has an Euler-product

L(f, s) =
∏
p∤N

(1− χD(p)p
k−2−s)(1 + χD(p)p

k−1−s)

1− (λ(p2) + χD(p)(1− p)pk−2)p−s + p2k−2−2s
.

Proof. Let (l, N) = 1 and M̃l := {M =
(
a b
c d

)
∈ Mat2(Z) | det(M) = l2}. We define operators

T̃ (l2) by

T̃ (l2)f := lk−2
∑

δ∈Γ\M̃l

ρD(δ)
−1f |k[δ],

where ρD(δ)
−1 acts as χD(l)ρD(δ̃

−1) for any representative δ̃ ∈ Γ of l−1δ ∈ SL2(Z/NZ). By
equation (3.1) this extends the previously defined action of Ml. Clearly

M̃l =
⋃
d|l

l

d
Md

so that

T̃ (l2) =
∑
d|l

χD

(
l

d

)(
l

d

)k−2

T (d2),

which implies T (p2r) = T̃ (p2r) − χD(p)p
k−2T̃ (p2(r−1)) for a prime p. Therefore, the operators

T (l2) and T̃ (l2) generate the same algebra of operators. Furthermore, as in the classical scalar
case, we can show that for r ≥ 2 we have

T̃ (p2r) = T̃ (p2(r−1))(T̃ (p2)− χD(p)p
k−1)− p2k−2T̃ (p2(r−2)) (3.2)

and so this algebra is a commutative algebra of self-adjoint operators. (More details of this Hecke
algebra can be found in the upcoming [Me].) This implies that Sk(D) has a basis consisting of
simultaneous eigenforms. Let f be an eigenform with eigenvalues λ(l2) for T (l2) and λ̃(l2) for
T̃ (l2). We define

L̃(f, s) :=
∞∑
l=1

(l,N)=1

λ̃(l2)

ls
.
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Then we have

L(f, s) =
∏
p∤N

∞∑
r=0

λ(p2r)

prs

=
∏
p∤N

( ∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs
− χD(p)p

k−2−s
∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs

)

=
∏
p∤N

(1− χD(p)p
k−2−s)

( ∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs

)

= L̃(f, s)
∏
p∤N

(1− χD(p)p
k−2−s).

The convergence of the latter product is clear for Re(s) > k, as it the reciprocal of a Dirichlet
series. We want to deduce the convergence of L̃(f, s) from the scalar situation. Let γ ∈ D be of
order n and χ : (Z/nZ)× → C× a character. Define

vγ,χ :=
∑

x∈(Z/nZ)×
χ(x)−1exγ .

Let Ra ∈ SL2(Z) be any preimage of
(
a−1 0
0 a

)
∈ SL2(Z/NZ). Then{

Ra
(
a bN
0 d

)
| ad = l2, 0 ≤ b < d

}
is a system of representatives for Γ\M̃l, but also for

Γ(N)\{M ∈ Mat2(Z) | det(M) = l2,M =
(
1 0
0 l2

)
mod N}.

Using this system of representatives we compute

⟨T̃ (l2)f, vγ,χ⟩ = χ(l)TΓ(N)(l2)⟨f, vγ,χ⟩,

where TΓ(N)(l2) is the standard Hecke operator on Sk(Γ(N)) (cf. [Wr, Theorem 31 (ii)]). Since
the elements of the form vγ,χ generate C[D], we find a pair (γ, χ) such that

g := ⟨f, vγ,χ⟩ ≠ 0

and g ∈ Sk(Γ(N)) is a simultaneous eigenform with eigenvalues χ(l)−1λ̃(l2). Now the conver-
gence of L̃(f, s) follows from the scalar case (see for example [R]). Again we write

∞∑
l=1

(l,N)=1

λ̃(l2)

ls
=
∏
p∤N

∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs
.

From (3.2) we obtain

∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs
= 1 +

λ̃(p2)

ps
+ (λ̃(p2)− χD(p)p

k−1) ·
∞∑
r=2

λ̃(p2(r−1))

prs
− p2k−2 ·

∞∑
r=2

λ̃(p2(r−2))

prs

= 1 + χD(p)p
k−1−s +

λ̃(p2)− χD(p)p
k−1

ps
·

∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs
− p2k−2−2s ·

∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs
,

which implies

∞∑
r=0

λ̃(p2r)

prs
=

1 + χD(p)p
k−1−s

1− (λ̃(p2)− χD(p)pk−1)p−s + p2k−2−2s
.

The theorem now follows from λ̃(p2) = λ(p2) + χD(p)p
k−2.
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We also want to study the behaviour of the Hecke operator T (p2r) for p | N and r ∈ Z≥0.
Let x ∈ Q/Z with Nx = 0 mod 1. Then

χx
((

a b
c d

))
= e(bx)

is a character on Γ1(N). For p | N and r ∈ Z≥0 we define an operator T x(p2r) : Mk(Γ1(N), χp2rx) →
Mk(Γ1(N), χx) by

T x(p2r)f := prk−2r
p2r−1∑
b=0

e(−bx)f |k
[(

1 b
0 p2r

)]
.

It is not difficult to verify that this is well-defined.

Proposition 3.4. Let D be a discriminant form, p a prime and r ≥ 1. Let f ∈ Mk(D) and
γ ∈ D with γ ̸∈ Dp and if p = 2, also γ ̸∈ D2∗. Then

⟨T (p2r)f, eγ⟩ = T q(γ)(p2r)⟨f, eprγ⟩.

Proof. A system of representatives δi of the right coset decomposition of Mp2r is given by{
δs,b =

(
ps b
0 p2r−s

) ∣∣ 0 ≤ s ≤ 2r, 0 ≤ b < p2r−s and (b, p) = 1 if 0 < s < 2r

}
so that

⟨T (p2r)f, eγ⟩ = prk−2r⟨ρD(α)−1f |k[α], eγ⟩+ prk−2r
2r−1∑
s=1

p2r−s−1∑
b=0

(b,p)=1

⟨ρD(δs,b)−1f |k[δs,b], eγ⟩

+ prk−2r
p2r−1∑
b=0

⟨ρD(δ0,b)−1f |k[δ0,b], eγ⟩.

Recall that

ρD(β)
−1eγ =

∑
µ∈D
prµ=γ

eµ

and so

⟨ρD(α)−1f |k[α], eγ⟩ = ⟨f |k[α], ρD(β)−1eγ⟩ = 0

because γ ̸∈ Dp. For a given s < 2r and b, there exist x, y ∈ Z such that xb− yps = 1. Hence,
we can write (

ps b
0 p2r−s

)
=

(
0 1
−1 p2r−sx

)(
p2r 0
0 1

)(
x y
ps b

)
.

Let 0 < s < 2r. Similar to s = 2r, using the explicit formula for the action of an arbitrary
element in the Weil representation from [S1, Theorem 4.7] we obtain

⟨ρD(δs,b)−1f |k[δs,b], eγ⟩ = ⟨f |k[δs,b], ρD(
(

0 1
−1 p2r−sx

)
)ρD(β)

−1ρD(
( x y
ps b

)
)eγ⟩

= ⟨f |k[δs,b], ρD(
(

0 1
−1 p2r−sx

)
)ρD(β)

−1

ξ

√
|Dps |√
|D|

∑
µ∈Dps∗

e(x qps(µ))e(y(µ, γ))e(by q(γ))e
bγ+µ⟩

= 0
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because of the following reasoning: Suppose that prγ′ = bγ + µ for some γ′ ∈ D. If p is odd,
then Dps∗ = Dps and µ = psµ′. But then also

bγ = p(pr−1γ′ − ps−1µ′).

Since (b, p) = 1, this contradicts γ ̸∈ Dp. If p = 2, first consider s = 1. Then bγ = 2rγ′−µ ∈ D2∗

because D2∗ is a coset of D2. It is not difficult to see that then also γ ∈ D2∗ because b is odd. If
s > 1, recall that D2s∗ ⊂ D2s−1

. Hence, µ = 2s−1µ′ and bγ = 2(2r−1γ′ − 2s−2µ′) ∈ D2 and since
b is odd, also γ ∈ D2.
Finally, δ0,b = β

(
1 b
0 1

)
implies

⟨ρD(δ0,b)−1f |δ0,b , e
γ⟩ = ⟨f |δ0,b , ρD(α)

−1ρD(
(
1 b
0 1

)
)eγ⟩

= e(−b q(γ))⟨f |δ0,b , e
prγ⟩.

Therefore, we find

⟨T (p2r)f, eγ⟩ = prk−2r
p2r−1∑
b=0

e(−b q(γ))⟨f, eprγ⟩|k[δ0,b].

Corollary 3.5. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature and level N , p a prime dividing
N and s ∈ C. Let f ∈ Sk(D) and assume that( ∞∑

r=0

T (p2r)

prs

)
f = 0.

Then
⟨f, eγ⟩ = ⟨f, eµ⟩,

whenever pγ = pµ and q(γ) = q(µ) mod 1 and γ, µ ̸∈ Dp and if p = 2, also γ, µ ̸∈ D2∗.

Proof. Since both γ and µ satisfy the condition of Proposition 3.4, we have for r ≥ 1

⟨T (p2r)f, eγ⟩ = T q(γ)(p2r)⟨f, eprγ⟩ and
⟨T (p2r)f, eµ⟩ = T q(µ)(p2r)⟨f, eprµ⟩.

Furthermore, pγ = pµ and q(γ) = q(µ) mod 1, so that the right-hand sides are equal, thus

⟨f, eγ⟩ = −⟨
∞∑
r=1

T (p2r)

prs
f, eγ⟩ = −

∞∑
r=1

T q(γ)(p2r)

prs
⟨f, eprγ⟩ = −⟨

∞∑
r=1

T (p2r)

prs
f, eµ⟩ = ⟨f, eµ⟩.

Finally, we want to find a kernel function for the Hecke operators. We will need

Lemma 3.6. Let k ≥ 2 and z ∈ H. Then for x ∈ Q

∞∑
n=−∞

e(nx)(z + n)−k =
(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∑
r∈Z−x
r>0

rk−1e(rz).
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Proof. The case x ∈ Z is well-known (see e.g. [Mi, (7.1.9)]). For x = p
q with (p, q) = 1 write

∞∑
n=−∞

e(nx)(z + n)−k =

q−1∑
m=0

∞∑
n=−∞

e((m+ qn)x)(z +m+ qn)−k

=

q−1∑
m=0

e(mx)
1

qk

∞∑
n=−∞

(
z +m

q
+ n

)−k
.

Applying the equation for x ∈ Z with z replaced by z+m
q we get

q−1∑
m=0

e(mx)
1

qk
(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∞∑
r=1

rk−1e

(
r
z +m

q

)

=
(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∞∑
r=1

(
r

q

)k−1

e

(
r

q
z

)
1

q

q−1∑
m=0

e

(
m

(
x+

r

q

))

=
(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∞∑
r=1

(
r

q

)k−1

e

(
r

q
z

){
1 if r = −p mod q

0 else

=
(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∑
r∈Z−x
r>0

rk−1e(rz).

For l ∈ Z>0 define functions ωl : H×H → C[D]⊗ C[D] by

ωl(z, z
′) :=

∑
γ∈D

∑
a,b,c,d∈Z
ad−bc=l2
(a,b,c,d)=1

1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

(
ρ
(1)
D

((
a b
c d

))−1

eγ

)
⊗ eγ .

Finally, we also define ⟨·, ·⟩ : C[D]× (C[D]⊗ C[D]) → C[D] by

⟨v, w ⊗ u⟩ := ⟨v, w⟩ · u

for elements v, w, u ∈ C[D] and extend antilinearly in the second argument. The following
proposition adapts [Za, Proposition 1], which is originally due to Petersson, to the vector valued
case.

Proposition 3.7. Let

C(k) :=
ikπ

2k−3(k − 1)
. (3.3)

For l ∈ Z>0 the function C(k)
−1
l2k−2ωl(z,−z′) is the kernel function for the Hecke operator

T (l2), i.e.

C(k)−1l2k−2

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), ωl(z,−z′)⟩yk
dxdy

y2
= (T (l2)f)(z′).

Proof. First note that we can write

ωl(z, z
′) =

∑
γ∈D

∑
a,b,c,d∈Z
ad−bc=l2
(a,b,c,d)=1

(cz + d)−k

(z′ + az+b
cz+d)

k
ρ
(1)
D

((
a b
c d

)−1
)
eγ ⊗ eγ

= l−k
∑
γ∈D

∑
M∈Ml

1

(z′ + ·)k
∣∣
k
[M ](z)ρ

(1)
D (M)−1eγ ⊗ eγ .
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It is easily seen that T (l2)ω1(·, z′) = l2k−2ωl(·, z′). Hence, since the Hecke operators are self-
adjoint, it suffices to prove the proposition for l = 1. We set T = ( 1 1

0 1 ) and Γ+
∞ = ⟨T ⟩. Then

ω1(z, z
′) =

∑
γ∈D

∑
M∈Γ

1

(z′ + ·)k
∣∣
k
[M ](z)ρD(M)−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
∑
γ∈D

∑
M∈Γ+

∞\Γ

∞∑
n=−∞

1

(z′ + ·)k
∣∣
k
[TnM ](z)ρD(T

nM)−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
∑
γ∈D

∑
M∈Γ+

∞\Γ

∞∑
n=−∞

e(−n q(γ))
(z′ + ·+ n)k

∣∣
k
[M ](z)ρD(M)−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
∑
γ∈D

∑
M∈Γ+

∞\Γ
M=

(
a b
c d

)
(cz + d)−k

∞∑
n=−∞

e(−n q(γ))
(z′ +Mz + n)k

ρD(M
−1)eγ ⊗ eγ .

By Lemma 3.6 this is

ω1(z, z
′) =

∑
γ∈D

∑
M∈Γ+

∞\Γ
M=

(
a b
c d

)
(cz + d)−k

(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∑
r∈Z+q(γ)

r>0

rk−1e(r(z′ +Mz))ρD(M
−1)eγ ⊗ eγ

=
(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∑
γ∈D

∑
r∈Z+q(γ)

r>0

rk−1


∑

M∈Γ+
∞\Γ

M=
(
a b
c d

)
(cz + d)−ke(rMz)ρD(M

−1)eγ

⊗ e(rz′)eγ

=
(−2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∑
γ∈D

∑
r∈Z+q(γ)

r>0

rk−1Pγ,r(z)⊗ e(rz′)eγ ,

where Pγ,r is the Poincaré series of index (γ, r) as defined in [Br]. There it is shown that

(f, Pγ,r) = 2
(k − 2)!

(4πr)k−1
c(γ, r)

for a cusp form

f(τ) =
∑
β∈D

∑
r∈Z+q(γ)

r>0

c(β, r)e(rτ)eβ.

We thus have

C(k)−1(f, ω1(z,−z′)) = C(k)−1 (2πi)k

(k − 1)!

∑
γ∈D

∑
r∈Z+q(γ)

r>0

rk−1(f, Pγ,r)e(rz
′)eγ

= C(k)−12
(2πi)k

(k − 1)!

(k − 2)!

(4π)k−1

∑
γ∈D

∑
r∈Z+q(γ)

r>0

c(γ, r)e(rτ)eγ

= f(z′).
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4 Vector valued Eisenstein series

In this section we will study a relation between the Eisenstein series for genus n = 2 and the
Hecke operators for n = 1. In the scalar valued case a similar result was shown in [G] and
[Bö], called the pullback formula. We generalize the pullback formula to the vector valued case,

however using a different approach. In particular, we will prove that ∂hE
(2)
m/2

((
z 0
0 z′
))

is the sum
of the kernel functions for the Hecke operators from the previous section. When h = 0 we get,
as an additional term, the product of the genus 1 Eisenstein series in z and in z′ (also cf. [St]).

Definition 4.1. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature, n ∈ Z>0 and k ∈ Z with
k > n+ 1. Then the Eisenstein series

E
(n)
k (Z) := E

(n)
k,D(Z) :=

∑
M=

(
A B
C D

)
∈Γ(n)

∞ \Γ(n)

det(CZ +D)−kρ
(n)
D (M)−1e0

converges normally and thus defines a modular form (cf. [W2, Theorem 1]).

For a matrix
(
a b
c d

)
∈ Mat2(Z), we introduce the notation

(
a b
c d

)′
= ( d bc a ) and gcd

((
a b
c d

))
=

gcd(a, b, c, d).

Proposition 4.2. Let M =
(
A B
C D

)
∈ Γ(2) and denote by C1, C2, D1 and D2 the first and second

column of C and D respectively. We define the maps

φ : Γ(2) → Mat2(Z), φ(M) =

(
det(C1, D2) det(D)

det(C) det(D1, C2)

)
and

ν : Γ(2) → Z, ν(M) = det(C1, D1).

Then we have

φ(M · u(A)) = φ(M) ·A,
φ(M · d(A)) = A′ · φ(M),

ν(M · u(A)) = ν(M),

ν(M · d(A)) = ν(M)

for M ∈ Γ(2) and A ∈ Γ(1). The map

ϕ : Γ(2)
∞ \Γ(2) → {(δ, l) ∈ Mat2(Z)× Z | det(δ) = l2, gcd(δ) = 1}/{(I, 1), (−I,−1)},

M 7→ (φ(M), ν(M))

is bijective.

Proof. The first relations follow from simple computations. It remains to prove that ϕ is a
bijection. First we show that it is well-defined, i.e. that det(φ(M)) = det(C1, D1)

2, that

gcd(φ(M)) = 1 and that for any M̃ ∈ Γ
(2)
∞ the matrices M̃M andM have the same image under

ϕ. The last statement follows immediately from the fact that any M̃ ∈ Γ
(2)
∞ is of the form(

U B
0 (UT )−1

)
for some U ∈ GL2(Z) and that det(U) = ±1. Now let C = ( c1 c2c3 c4 ) and D =

(
d1 d2
d3 d4

)
. Then(

a b
c d

)
= φ(M) =

(
c1d4 − d2c3 d1d4 − d2d3
c1c4 − c2c3 d1c4 − c2d3

)
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and so

det(φ(M)) = ad− bc

= (c1d4 − d2c3)(d1c4 − c2d3)− (d1d4 − d2d3)(c1c4 − c2c3)

= −c1c2d3d4 + c1c4d2d3 + c2c3d1d4 − c3c4d1d2.

Because M is symplectic, we know that CDT = DCT , which is equivalent to c1d3 − d1c3 =
d2c4 − c2d4. Therefore, we have

det(C1, D1)
2 = (c1d3 − d1c3)(d2c4 − c2d4)

= −c1c2d3d4 + c1c4d2d3 + c2c3d1d4 − c3c4d1d2

= det(φ(M)).

By Lemma 3.1 every M̃ ∈ Mat2(Z) of determinant l2 can be written as A
(
α 0
0 δ

)
B for A,B ∈ Γ

and αδ = l2 and we have

φ(M · d(A′) · u(B)) = Aφ(M)B. (4.1)

We show that there exists an M ∈ Γ(2) such that φ(M) =
(
α 0
0 δ

)
if and only if (α, δ) = 1:

It is well known that a right coset decomposition of the integral 2× 2 matrices of determinant
c is given by ⋃

c1>0
c1c4=c
c2 mod c4

Γ

(
c1 c2
0 c4

)
.

Hence, if φ(M) =
(
α 0
0 δ

)
for M ∈ Γ

(2)
∞ \Γ(2), we can choose the representative M such that

C = ( c1 c20 0 ). We then find that c1d4 = α and −c2d3 = δ and c1d3 = −c2d4 = l. Therefore,
c1 | gcd(α, l). If x = gcd(α, l)/c1, then x | d4 and x | d3. But the last row of M is (0, 0, d3, d4) so
that x = 1 and c1 = gcd(α, l). By an analogous argument c2 = ± gcd(δ, l). Using the Laplace
expansion along the 3rd row, we find that

1 = det(M) = c1 · det(. . .)− c2 · det(. . .) + det(D) · det(A)
= c1 · det(. . .)− c2 · det(. . .),

so that 1 = gcd(c1, c2) = gcd(gcd(α, l), gcd(δ, l)) = gcd(α, δ). Therefore, ϕ is well-defined.
Recall the definition of

Al =


l2 + l −l − 1 −1 −l − 1
−l − 1 1 0 0
−l 1 0 0
0 0 −1 −l

 ∈ Γ(2).

We have

φ(Al) =

(
l2 0
0 1

)
and ν(Al) = l. Using (4.1) and Lemma 3.1 this implies that ϕ is surjective. For injectivity
recall that if φ(M) =

(
l2 0
0 1

)
, then we can assume that C = ( c1 c20 0 ) with c1 = gcd(l2, l) = l and

c2 = ± gcd(1, l) = ±1. Then d4 = l, d3 = ∓1 and d2 = ∓ld1. Now(
1 b
0 1

)
· (C,D) =

(
1 b
0 1

)
·
((

l ±1
0 0

)
,

(
d1 ∓ld1
∓1 l

))
=

((
l ±1
0 0

)
,

(
d1 ∓ b ∓l(d1 ∓ b)
∓1 l

))
.

20



Therefore, for every d1 the corresponding matrices M are in the same coset mod Γ
(2)
∞ . We

choose a representative with d1 = 0. Then ν(M) = l if and only if ± = −. So there exists
exactly one pair (C,D) ∈ GL2(Z)\(Mat2(Z) × Mat2(Z)) such that for M =

(
A B
C D

)
we have

φ(M) =
(
l2 0
0 1

)
and ν(M) = l. If M,M̃ ∈ Γ(2) have identical C and D, then M̃M−1 ∈ Γ

(2)
∞ and

so ϕ is injective.

For the next proposition we will need

Lemma 4.3. Let l ∈ Z, A ∈Ml and B ∈ SL2(Z). Then (AB)′ = B′A′ and∑
γ∈D

ρD(A)
−1eγ ⊗ ρD(B)−1eγ =

∑
γ∈D

ρD(B
′A)−1eγ ⊗ eγ .

Proof. The fact that (AB)′ = B′A′ follows from a simple calculation. Now let B1, B2 ∈ SL2(Z)
and assume that the identity holds whenever B is equal to B1 or B2. Then for A ∈ Ml by
Proposition 2.1 also∑

γ∈D
ρD(A)

−1eγ ⊗ ρD(B1B2)
−1eγ = ρ

(2)
D (d(B−1

2 ))
∑
γ∈D

ρD(A)
−1eγ ⊗ ρD(B1)

−1eγ

= ρ
(2)
D (d(B−1

2 ))
∑
γ∈D

ρD(B
′
1A)

−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
∑
γ∈D

ρD(B
′
1A)

−1eγ ⊗ ρD(B2)
−1eγ

=
∑
γ∈D

ρD(B
′
2B

′
1A)

−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
∑
γ∈D

ρD((B1B2)
′A)−1eγ ⊗ eγ ,

so it suffices to prove the identity for B equal to generators of SL2(Z), i.e. J1 =
(

0 1
−1 0

)
and

n(1) = ( 1 1
0 1 ). Note that both J ′

1 = J1 and n(1)′ = n(1). For n(1) the identity is trivial, while
for J1 we have∑

γ∈D
ρD(A)

−1eγ ⊗ ρD(J1)
−1eγ =

∑
γ∈D

ρD(A)
−1eγ ⊗ e(− sign(D)/8)

|D|
∑
β∈D

e(−(β, γ))eβ

=
∑
β∈D

ρD(A)
−1 e(− sign(D)/8)

|D|
∑
γ∈D

e(−(β, γ))eγ ⊗ eβ

=
∑
β∈D

ρD(A)
−1ρD(J1)

−1eβ ⊗ eβ.

We can now show that in a special case, the action of an element M ∈ Γ(2) in the Weil
representation is given in terms of the action of φ(M).

Proposition 4.4. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature. And let M ∈ Γ(2) and
ϵ = sgn(ν(M)) with sgn(0) = −1. Then

ρ
(2)
D (M)−1(e0 ⊗ e0) =

e(sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(φ(M))−1e−ϵγ ⊗ eγ .
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Proof. We first show the statement for M = Al = Jn1Jn2Jn3 with

n1 = n

((
0 −1
−1 −l

))
, n2 = n

((
l2 + l −l − 1
−l − 1 1

))
, n3 = n

((
0 0
0 1

))
.

Then we find

ρ
(2)
D (Al)

−1(e0 ⊗ e0) = ρ
(2)
D (n1Jn2Jn3)

−1 e(− sign(D)/4)

|D|
∑

(µ1,µ2)∈D2

eµ1 ⊗ eµ2

= ρ
(2)
D (Jn2Jn3)

−1 e(− sign(D)/4)

|D|
∑

(µ1,µ2)∈D2

e((µ1, µ2) + l q(µ2))e
µ1 ⊗ eµ2

= ρ
(2)
D (n2Jn3)

−1 e(− sign(D)/2)

|D|2
∑

(β1,β2)∈D2

∑
(µ1,µ2)∈D2

e(−(µ1, β1)− (µ2, β2))

e((µ1, µ2) + l q(µ2))e
β1 ⊗ eβ2

= ρ
(2)
D (n2Jn3)

−1 e(− sign(D)/2)

|D|
∑

(β1,β2)∈D2

e(−(β1, β2) + l q(β1))e
β1 ⊗ eβ2 ,

where we used that ∑
µ1∈D

e((µ1, µ2 − β1) =

{
|D| if µ2 = β1

0 otherwise.

We proceed

ρ
(2)
D (Jn3)

−1 e(− sign(D)/2)

|D|
∑

(β1,β2)∈D2

e(−(l2 + l) q(β1) + (l + 1)(β1, β2)− q(β2))

e(−(β1, β2) + l q(β1))e
β1 ⊗ eβ2

= ρ
(2)
D (n3)

−1 e(−3 sign(D)/4)

|D|2
∑

(γ1,γ2)∈D2

∑
(β1,β2)∈D2

e(−(β1, γ1)− (β2, γ2))

e(− q(lβ1) + l(β1, β2)− q(β2))e
γ1 ⊗ eγ2

=
e(−3 sign(D)/4)

|D|2
∑

(γ1,γ2)∈D2

∑
(β1,β2)∈D2

e(− q(β2 − lβ1 + γ2))

e(−(γ1 + lγ2, β1))e
γ1 ⊗ eγ2 .

Taking the sum over β2 and using Milgram’s formula we get

e(sign(D)/8)

|D|
3
2

∑
(γ1,γ2)∈D2

∑
β1∈D

e(−(γ1 + lγ2, β1))e
γ1 ⊗ eγ2

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ2∈D

e−lγ2 ⊗ eγ2

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ2∈D

ρD

((
l2 0
0 1

))−1

e−ϵγ2 ⊗ eγ2 .

(Note that ρD
((

l2 0
0 1

))−1
eγ = e|l|γ by definition.)

Now let M ∈ Γ(2) be arbitrary. By Proposition 4.2 and Lemma 3.1 we have

M ∈ Γ(2)
∞ · Alu(A)d(B)
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for some l ∈ Z and A,B ∈ Γ(1). Since M̃ = n(S)a(U) ∈ Γ
(2)
∞ acts on e0⊗ e0 as multiplication by

det(U)sign(D)/2 and φ(M̃M) = det(U)φ(M) and ν(M̃M) = det(U)ν(M), we can assume that
M is equal to Alu(A)d(B). By Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.3 we have

ρ
(2)
D (Alu(A)d(B))−1(e0 ⊗ e0)

= ρ
(2)
D (u(A) · d(B))−1ρ

(2)
D (Al)

−1(e0 ⊗ e0)

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(A)
−1ρD(φ(Al))

−1e−ϵγ ⊗ ρD(B)−1eγ

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(B
′φ(Al)A)

−1e−ϵγ ⊗ eγ

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(φ(Alu(A)d(B)))−1e−ϵγ ⊗ eγ .

Recall that Ml =
{(

a b
c d

)
∈ Mat2(Z) | ad− bc = l2, gcd(a, b, c, d) = 1

}
. For the case l = 0 we

will need

Lemma 4.5. We define a function ψ : Γ(1) × Γ(1) →M0 by((
∗ ∗
r s

)
,

(
∗ ∗
t u

))
7→
(
ru su
rt st

)
.

Then ψ defines a bijection between Γ
(1)
∞ \Γ(1) × Γ

(1)
∞ \Γ(1) and M0/{±1} and we have

ρD(A)
−1e0 ⊗ ρD(B)−1e0 =

e(sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(ψ(A,B))−1eγ ⊗ eγ .

Proof. It is easy to see that ψ is well-defined as a mapping from Γ
(1)
∞ \Γ(1)×Γ

(1)
∞ \Γ(1) toM0/{±1}.

A simple computation shows that for A,B,C,D ∈ Γ we have

ψ(A · C,B ·D) = D′ · ψ(A,B) · C.

Noting that ψ(I,−J1) = ( 0 0
0 1 ), surjectivity follows from Lemma 3.1. For injectivity assume that

ψ(A,B) = ψ(C,D) and so

ψ(AC−1, BD−1) = ψ(I, I) =

(
0 1
0 0

)
.

We need to show that AC−1, BD−1 ∈ Γ∞:
Suppose that

AC−1 =

(
∗ ∗
r s

)
, BD−1 =

(
∗ ∗
t u

)
.

Then ru = 0 and su = 1, so that we must have r = 0. Because st = 0 and su = 1, we also have
t = 0 and s = u = ±1, i.e. AC−1, BD−1 ∈ Γ∞.
Now we find that

ρD(I)
−1e0 ⊗ ρD(−J1)−1e0 =

e(sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∑
γ∈D

e0 ⊗ eγ

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD

((
0 0
0 1

))−1

eγ ⊗ eγ .
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For arbitrary A,B ∈ Γ we once again use Proposition 2.1 and Lemma 4.3 to get

ρD(A)
−1e0 ⊗ ρD(B)−1e0 = ρ

(2)
D (u(A)d(J1B))−1(ρD(I)

−1e0 ⊗ ρD(−J1)−1e0)

= ρ
(2)
D (u(A)d(J1B))−1

e(sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(ψ(I,−J1))−1eγ ⊗ eγ


=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(A)
−1ρD(ψ(I,−J1))−1eγ ⊗ ρD(J1B)−1eγ

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(B
′J1ψ(I,−J1)A)−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
γ∈D

ρD(ψ(A,B))−1eγ ⊗ eγ .

The next result finally describes the relation between E
(2)
k and the Hecke operators and is

due to Stein (cf. [St, Theorem 5.3]). We include it together with its proof because we will
generalize the argument to establish Theorem 4.7.

Theorem 4.6. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature and let k > 3 with k =
sign(D)/2 mod 4. Then we have

E
(2)
k

((
z 0
0 z′
))

= E
(1)
k (z)⊗ E

(1)
k (z′) +

e(sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∑
l∈Z>0

ωl(z, z
′).

Proof. Let M =
(
A B
C D

)
∈ Γ(2) and consider C = ( c1 c2c3 c4 ) and D =

(
d1 d2
d3 d4

)
. Then for Z =

(
z 0
0 z′
)

det(CZ +D) = det

((
c1z + d1 c2z

′ + d2
c3z + d3 c4z

′ + d4

))
= (c1z + d1)(c4z

′ + d4)− (c2z
′ + d2)(c3z + d3)

= (c1c4 − c2c3)zz
′ + (c1d4 − d2c3)z + (d1c4 − c2d3)z

′ + (d1d4 − d2d3)

= czz′ + az + dz′ + b,

where
(
a b
c d

)
= φ(M). Hence, E

(2)
k

((
z 0
0 z′
))

is equal to∑
M∈Γ(2)

∞ \Γ(2)

φ(M)=
(
a b
c d

)
1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k
ρ
(2)
D (M)−1(e0 ⊗ e0)

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
M∈Γ(2)

∞ \Γ(2)

φ(M)=
(
a b
c d

)
1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(φ(M))−1e− sgn(ν(M))γ ⊗ eγ

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
l∈Z>0

∑
M=

(
a b
c d

)
∈Ml

1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(M)−1eγ ⊗ eγ

+
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
M=

(
a b
c d

)
∈M0/{±1}

1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(M)−1eγ ⊗ eγ ,

24



where we applied Propositions 4.2 and 4.4 as well as the fact that

1

(−czz′ − az − dz′ − b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(−φ(M))−1e−γ ⊗ eγ

=
(−1)k

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(φ(M))−1ρD(−I)e−γ ⊗ eγ

=
(−1)ke(sign(D)/4)

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(φ(M))−1eγ ⊗ eγ

and e(sign(D)/4) = isign(D) = i2k = (−1)k. So it remains to show that the term for l = 0 is

equal to E
(1)
k (z)⊗ E

(1)
k (z′). In fact, by Lemma 4.5, we have

e(sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∑
M∈M0/{±1}

1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(M)−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
A,B∈Γ(1)

∞ \Γ(1)

ψ(A,B)=
(
a b
c d

)
1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(ψ(A,B))−1eγ ⊗ eγ

=
∑

A,B∈Γ(1)
∞ \Γ(1)

ψ(A,B)=
(
a b
c d

)
1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k
ρD(A)

−1e0 ⊗ ρD(B)−1e0

=

 ∑
A=( ∗ ∗

r s )∈Γ
(1)
∞ \Γ(1)

1

(rz + s)k
ρD(A)

−1e0

⊗

 ∑
B=( ∗ ∗

t u )∈Γ
(1)
∞ \Γ(1)

1

(tz′ + u)k
ρD(B)−1e0


= E

(1)
k (z)⊗ E

(1)
k (z′).

By first applying ∂h to the Eisenstein series we obtain

Theorem 4.7. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature, m > 6 with m = sign(D) mod 8
and k = m/2 + h with h ≥ 0. Then

(∂hE
(2)
m/2)(z, z

′) = Ghm(1, 1) ·
(k − 1)!

(m/2− 1)!
· e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
l∈Z>0

lhωl(z, z
′).

Proof. We have already seen that for any M ∈ Γ
(2)
∞ \Γ(2) we can find a representative such that

M = Alu(A)d(B) for suitable A,B ∈ Γ(1) and l ∈ Z≥0. Hence,

E
(2)
m/2(Z) =

∑
l∈Z≥0

∑
A,B

1|m/2[Alu(A)d(B)]ρ
(2)
D (M)−1(e0 ⊗ e0),

where the second sum ranges over the appropriate A and B (which depend on l). It was shown
in [I, section 3.1.1] that ∂h commutes with the slash operator of u(A) and d(B) on H×H ⊂ H2,
i.e. for a f : H2 → C we have

∂h(f |m/2[u(A)]) = (∂hf)|1m/2+h[A] and

∂h(f |m/2[d(B)]) = (∂hf)|2m/2+h[B],
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where |1k acts on the first and |2k on the second variable (recall that (∂hf) : H × H → C).
Therefore, we obtain

(∂hE
(2)
m/2)(z1, z4) =

∑
l∈Z≥0

∑
A,B

∂h(1|m/2[Ala(A)d(B)]ρ
(2)
D (M)−1(e0 ⊗ e0)

=
∑
l∈Z≥0

∑
A,B

(∂h1|m/2[Al])|1k[A]|2k[B]ρ
(2)
D (M)−1(e0 ⊗ e0).

Since

Al =


l2 + l −l − 1 −1 −l − 1
−l − 1 1 0 0
−l 1 0 0
0 0 −1 −l

 ,

we have

1|m/2[Al](Z) = det

((
−lz1 + z2 −lz2 + z4

−1 −l

))−m/2
= (l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)

−m/2.

Then

∂

∂z2
(l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)

−s = 2ls(l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)
−s−1

and

∂2

∂z1∂z4
(l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)

−s =
∂

∂z4
l2(−s)(l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)

−s−1

= l2s(s+ 1)(l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)
−s−2.

Since Ghm(x, y
2) is homogeneous of degree h, we find

Ghm

(
1

2

∂

∂z2
,

∂2

∂z1∂z4

)
(l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)

−m/2

= Ghm(l, l
2) ·m/2 · . . . · (k − 1) · (l2z1 − 2lz2 + z4)

−k

= Ghm(1, 1) ·
(k − 1)!

(m/2− 1)!
· lh · 1|k[Al](Z).

Hence

(∂hE
(2)
m/2)(z1, z4) = Ghm(1, 1) ·

(k − 1)!

(m/2− 1)!
·
∑
l∈Z≥0

lh

∑
A,B

1|k[Alu(A)d(B)]
((

z1 0
0 z4

))
ρ
(2)
D (M)−1(e0 ⊗ e0)

= Ghm(1, 1) ·
(k − 1)!

(m/2− 1)!
· e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|
·
∑
l∈Z>0

lh

∑
M=

(
a b
c d

)
∈Ml

1

(czz′ + az + dz′ + b)k

∑
γ∈D

ρD(M)−1eγ ⊗ eγ

= Ghm(1, 1) ·
(k − 1)!

(m/2− 1)!
· e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∑
l∈Z>0

nhωl(z, z
′),

where the last two steps are the same as in Theorem 4.6.
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5 Vector valued Siegel–Weil formula

In this section we will see that the genus theta series defined in section 2 is equal to the Eisenstein
series defined in section 4. This is essentially an application of the Siegel–Weil formula shown
by Weil in [W2]. Some missing cases were later completed by Kudla and Rallis in [KR]. The
Siegel–Weil formula is formulated in an adelic setup that contains the classical case that we are
interested in. We will state the Siegel–Weil formula and show how to deduce the equality of the
genus theta series and the Eisenstein series from it. For this purpose we will first introduce this
more general setup. We mostly follow [Li]. Most of the calculations in this section are known,
but there seems to be no reference giving the result in the generality that we require.

Consider Z2n together with the alternating bilinear form given by (x, y) 7→ xTJny and let
Sp2n be the corresponding symplectic Z-group scheme. We denote by P = AN ⊂ G = Sp2n the
standard Siegel parabolic subgroup, so that we have

A =

{
a(u) =

(
u 0
0 (uT )−1

) ∣∣ u ∈ GLn

}
,

N =

{
n(s) =

(
In s
0 In

) ∣∣ s ∈ Symn

}
.

Let V be a quadratic space over Q of dimension m = 2k with non-degenerate symmetric bilinear
form (·, ·) and V (R) = V ⊗Q R for any ring R ⊃ Q. Let O(V ) be the corresponding orthogonal
group scheme. Then (G,H) = (Sp2n,O(V )) is a reductive dual pair.

For a prime p let Qp denote the completion of Q at p and Zp the ring of integers of Qp. Let

Ẑ =
∏
p<∞ Zp and A = Af×R be the ring of adeles of Q. Let S (V (A)n) be the space of Schwartz

functions on V (A)n. For an additive character ψ : A → C× we will define a representation
ω = ωV,ψ of G(A)×H(A) on this space that we will also call the Weil representation. It generalizes
the representations described in section 2. Let disc(V ) ∈ Q×/(Q×)2 be the discriminant of V
defined to be

disc(V ) := (−1)k det((xi, xj))
2k
i,j=1

for any Q-basis {x1, . . . , x2k} of V and let χV : A×/Q× → C× be the quadratic character that
corresponds to the quadratic extension Q(

√
disc(V ))/Q, i.e. χV (x) = (x,disc(V )), where (·, ·)

is the Hilbert symbol. We denote by | · | : A× → R>0 the normalized absolute value and define
(x, y) := ((xi, yj))

n
i,j=1 ∈ Matn(A) for x = (x1, . . . , xn) ∈ V (A)n and y = (y1, . . . , yn) ∈ V (A)n.

Finally, denote by φ̂ the Fourier transform of φ using the self-dual Haar measure on V (A)n with
respect to ψ, i.e.

φ̂(x) =

∫
V (A)n

φ(y)ψ(tr(x, y))dy.

Let us now fix the standard additive character ψ : A → C× whose archimedean component is
given by ψ∞ : R → C×, x∞ 7→ e(x∞) and the finite components by ψp : Qp → C×, xp 7→
e(−x′p), where x′p ∈ Q/Z is the principal part of xp. The Weil representation ω = ωV,ψ is the
representation of G(A) × H(A) on the space of Schwartz functions S (V (A)n) that is uniquely
determined by the following equations. Let φ ∈ S (V (A)n) and x ∈ V (A)n, then

ω(a(u))φ(x) = χV (det(u))|det(u)|kφ(x · u), a(u) ∈ A(A),
ω(n(s))φ(x) = ψ(12 tr(s(x, x)))φ(x), n(s) ∈ N(A),
ω(Jn)φ(x) = φ̂(x),

ω(h)φ(x) = φ(h−1 · x), h ∈ H(A).
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Note that for the local components ωp we define ωp(Jn)φp(x) = γpφ̂p(x), where γp is an eighth
root of unity. If (t+, t−) is the signature of the quadratic space V , then γ∞ = e((t+ − t−)/8)
and

e((t+ − t−)/8)
∏
p<∞

γp = 1.

If L is an even lattice in V , then ρL′/L or rather its dual ρL′/L can be viewed as a subrepre-
sentation of ωV,ψ. More precisely, let L be a positive-definite even lattice of rank 2k and set
V := L⊗Q. Consider the subspace SL of Schwartz functions in S (V (Af )n) which are supported

on (L′)n ⊗ Ẑ and which are constant on cosets of Ln ⊗ Ẑ. There is an isomorphism

ι : C[(L′/L)n] → SL

given by mapping a basis element eµ of C[(L′/L)n] to φµ =
⊗

p<∞ φp, where φp ∈ S (V (Qp)
n)

is the characteristic function of µ+ (L⊗ Zp)n. We obtain (cf. [Zh, section 2.1.3])

Proposition 5.1. For any M ∈ Γ(n) we have

ωf (M) ◦ ι = ι ◦ ρ(n)L′/L(M).

We want to define theta series and Eisenstein series in the adelic setting. These will be
generalizations of the corresponding classical objects.

Definition 5.2. For φ ∈ S (V (A)n) define the theta series

θ(g, h;φ) :=
∑
x∈V n

ω(g)φ(h−1x), g ∈ G(A), h ∈ H(A).

Then θ(g, h;φ) is automorphic on both G and H (i.e. invariant under G(Q) × H(Q)) by
Poisson summation.

Definition 5.3. For φ ∈ S (V (A)n) define the Siegel Eisenstein series

E(g, s;φ) :=
∑

γ∈P (Q)\G(Q)

Φφ(γg, s), g ∈ G(A), s ∈ C,

where

S (V (A)n) → Ind
G(A)
P (A)(χV | · |

s), φ 7→ Φφ(g, s) := (ω(g)φ)(0) · | detu(g)|s−s0

is the standard Siegel–Weil section and

s0 := k − n+ 1

2
.

Here we write g = na(u)k under the Iwasawa decomposition G(A) = N(A)A(A)K for K the
standard maximal open compact subgroup of G(A), and the quantity |detu(g)| := |detu| is
well-defined.

The Eisenstein series converges absolutely for Re(s) > n+1
2 and thus defines an automorphic

form for G(Q). The average of the theta series over the orthogonal group is equal to the Eisenstein
series at s0.

Theorem 5.4 (Siegel–Weil formula (cf. [W2] and [KR])). Let V be a positive-definite quadratic
space of rank 2k over Q and let φ ∈ S (V (A)n) with k > n+ 1. Then E(g, s;φ) is holomorphic
at s0 and ∫

H(Q)\H(A)
θ(g, h;φ)dh = E(g, s0;φ).

Here the Haar measure dh is normalized so that vol(H(Q)\H(A)) = 1.
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Now we can use Theorem 5.4 to prove that the genus theta series defined in section 2 is equal
to the Eisenstein series defined in section 4.

Theorem 5.5. Let L be a positive-definite even lattice of rank 2k for k ∈ Z>0. Let G be the
genus of L. Then

θ
(n)
G = E

(n)
k,L′/L.

for k > n+ 1.

Proof. We will show that for a suitable choice of φ, the component functions of the vector valued
theta series can be recovered from θ(g, h;φ). Averaging over H(Q)\H(A) then becomes a sum
over the genus of L. Finally we show that E(g, s0;φ) recovers the component functions of the
Eisenstein series and so the result follows from the Siegel–Weil formula.
Let V := L ⊗Z Q, D = L′/L and µ = (µ1, . . . , µn) ∈ Dn. Let φ∞(x) = e−π tr(x,x) be the
standard Gaussian function and set φ = φ∞ ⊗ ι(eµ). For Z = X + iY ∈ Hn, we consider
gZ = n(X)a(U) ∈ G(R), where U ∈ Posn(R) is symmetric such that Y = U2. Then gZ · iIn = Z
and

ω∞(gZ)φ∞(x) = χ∞(detU)|detU |k∞ · eπi tr((x,x)Z).

We show that

χ∞(detU)−1|detU |−k∞ ·
∫
H(Q)\H(A)

θ(gZ , h;φ)dh

is the µ-component of the genus theta series:
Let S ⊂ H(A) be the stabilizer of L. Then we have a bijection

H(Q)\H(A)/S ∼−→ G, h 7→ h(L⊗ Ẑ) ∩ V.

Let {hj} be a complete set of representatives ofH(Q)\H(A)/S and let {Lj} be the corresponding
representatives of G under this bijection. Then∫

H(Q)\H(A)
θ(gZ , h;φ)dh =

∑
j

∫
H(Q)\H(Q)hjS

θ(gZ , h;φ)dh.

Substituting h for hhj and applying H(Q) ∩ hjSh−1
j = Aut(Lj) we obtain∫

H(Q)\H(Q)hjS
θ (gZ , h;φ) dh =

∫
H(Q)\H(Q)hjSh

−1
j

θ (gZ , hhj ;φ) dh

=
1

#Aut(Lj)

∫
hjSh

−1
j

θ (gZ , hhj ;φ) dh.

Substituting h for hjhh
−1
j the third integral becomes∫

S
θ (gZ , hjh;φ) dh =

∫
S

∑
x∈V n

(ω∞(gZ)φ∞ ⊗ ι(eµ))(h−1h−1
j x)dh

=
vol(S)

|O(D)|
∑

σ∈Iso(D,L′
j/Lj)

∑
x∈σµ+Ln

j

(ω∞(gZ)φ∞)(x),
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where in the last equation we used that the canonical homomorphism S → O(D) is surjective
(see [N, Corollary 1.9.6.]). Combining these computations we find

χ∞(detU)−1|detU |−k∞ ·
∫
H(Q)\H(A)

θ(gZ , h;φ)dh

=
vol(S)

|O(D)|
∑
j

1

#Aut(Lj)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′

j/Lj)

∑
x∈σµ+Ln

j

eπi tr((x,x)Z)

=
vol(S)

|O(D)|
∑
j

1

#Aut(Lj)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′

j/Lj)

⟨θ(n)Lj
, eσµ⟩

=
vol(S)

|O(D)|
∑
j

1

#Aut(Lj)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′

j/Lj)

⟨σ∗θ(n)Lj
, eµ⟩.

Finally, note that

vol(S) · µ(G) = vol(S) ·
∑
j

1

#Aut(Lj)
= vol(H(Q)\H(A)) = 1

by our choice of normalization.
On the other hand we consider χ∞(detU)−1| detU |−k∞ · E(gZ , s;φ) at the value s0:

It is not difficult to prove that P (Q)\G(Q) ∼= Γ
(n)
∞ \Γ(n). We write

Φφ(g, s) = Φf (g, s)⊗ Φ∞(g, s)

with

Φf (g, s) =
⊗
p<∞

Φp(g, s).

One can show that for M =
(
A B
C D

)
∈ Γ(n)

Φ∞(MgZ , s) = det(U)k+s−s0 det(CZ +D)−k|det(CZ +D)|−s+s0∞ .

For details see for example [Ku]. We consider the finite part. Note that for v ∈ C[Dn], β ∈ Dn

and x ∈ β + Ln we have ι(v)(x) = ⟨v, eβ⟩. Furthermore, ω(gZ) acts trivially on ι(eµ) since
gZ ∈ G(R) and therefore

χ∞(detU)−1| detU |−k∞ · E(gZ , s0;φ∞ ⊗ ι(eµ)) =
∑

M∈Γ(n)
∞ \Γ(n)

det(CZ +D)−kωf (M)ι(eµ)(0)

=
∑

M∈Γ(n)
∞ \Γ(n)

det(CZ +D)−k⟨ρ(n)L′/L(M)eµ, e0⟩

=
∑

M∈Γ(n)
∞ \Γ(n)

det(CZ +D)−k⟨ρ(n)L′/L(M
−1)e0, eµ⟩

= ⟨E(n)
k , eµ⟩,

where we used Proposition 5.1 and the fact that χ∞(x)|x|k∞ = xk. This proves the theorem.

6 Space of theta series

In this section we will prove the main theorem of this paper. As explained in the introduction,
we define a map from the space of cusp forms to the space generated by the theta series by
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integrating a cuspform against the genus theta series of Siegel genus 2 evaluated on a diagonal
matrix. This process is called the doubling method. By the Siegel–Weil formula we can then
substitute the genus theta series for the Eisenstein series. Using the results from sections 3 and
4 we find that the resulting map is a linear combination of Hecke operators. Finally, we will
show, that this map is bijective if the conditions of the main theorem are met.

Let D be a discriminant form of even signature and level N and let m be even with m >
p-rank(D) for all primes p. We set G = IIm,0(D) and k = m/2+h with h ≥ 0. By [N, Corollary
1.10.2] G is non-empty. We define a linear map

Φ := ΦD := ΦD,m,k : Sk(D) → Θm,k(D)

by

ΦD,m,k(f)(z
′) :=

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), ϑG,k(z,−z′)⟩yk
dxdy

y2
.

Recall that ϑG,k := ∂hθ
(2)
G . Note that for a lattice L we have

θ
(2)
L

((
z 0
0 z′
))

= θ
(1)
L (z)⊗ θ

(1)
L (z′).

Because of Proposition 2.7, for h > 0 also

(∂hθ
(2)
L )(z, z′) = C ·

r∑
i=1

θ
(1)
L,Pi

(z)⊗ θ
(1)

L,Pi
(z′),

where (P1, . . . , Pr) is an orthonormal basis of Hhm and C is some non-zero constant. We therefore
find that

ΦD,m,k(f) = µ(G)−1|O(D)|−1C
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

r∑
i=1

(f, σ∗θL,Pi) · σ∗θL,Pi . (6.1)

IfD′ is a discriminant form isomorphic toD, then for a τ ∈ Iso(D′,D) it follows from ⟨τ∗v, τ∗w⟩ =
⟨v, w⟩ for all v, w ∈ C[D] that

ΦD′,m,k ◦ τ∗ = τ∗ ◦ ΦD,m,k. (6.2)

The following lemma will be useful.

Lemma 6.1. Let V be a C-vector space with scalar product (·, ·), which is linear in the first
variable and (vi)

n
i=1 ⊂ V an arbitrary finite family. Then f : V → V defined by

f(v) :=
n∑
i=1

(v, vi) · vi

is surjective onto span(vi)
n
i=1 and is self-adjoint. In particular f is diagonalizable and

V = im(f)⊕ ker(f).

Proof. Let v, w ∈ V . Then

(f(v), w) =
n∑
i=1

(v, vi) · (vi, w)

= (v,

n∑
i=1

(w, vi) · vi)

= (v, f(w)).

31



Let A = (aij) with aij = (vi, vj) be the Gram matrix of (vi)
n
i=1 and define g : Cn ↠ span(vi)

n
i=1

by

x = (x1, . . . , xn) 7→
n∑
i=1

xi · vi.

Then

x ·A = ((g(x), v1), . . . , (g(x), vn))

and g(x · A) = f(g(x)). From the first assertion we see that ker(g) = ker(A) and since A is
self-adjoint Cn = im(A)⊕ ker(A) = im(A)⊕ ker(g). This implies that

im(f ◦ g) = im(g(·A)) = im(g) = span(vi)
n
i=1.

Applying Lemma 6.1 to Φ yields

Proposition 6.2. Let D, m and h be as above. If h = 0, assume m > 4. The linear map Φ is
self-adjoint and surjective onto Θm,k(D)0. In particular we have

Sk(D) = Θm,k(D)0 ⊕ ker(Φ)

and Φ is diagonalizable.

Proof. We begin with the case h = 0. By the Siegel–Weil formula we know that for m > 4

µ(G)−1|O(D)|−1 ·
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

σ∗θL = Ek.

Furthermore, the forms σ∗θL − Ek ∈ Sk(D) span Θm,k(D)0. Since any f ∈ Sk(D) is orthogonal
on Ek, we thus get

ΦD,2k,k(f) = µ(G)−1|O(D)|−1 ·
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

(f, σ∗θL) · σ∗θL

= µ(G)−1|O(D)|−1 ·
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

(f, σ∗θL) · σ∗θL − (f,Ek)Ek

= µ(G)−1|O(D)|−1 ·
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

(f, σ∗θL) · (σ∗θL − Ek)

= µ(G)−1|O(D)|−1 ·
∑
L∈G

1

#Aut(L)

∑
σ∈Iso(D,L′/L)

(f, σ∗θL − Ek) · (σ∗θL − Ek)

and we can apply Lemma 6.1 to the family (σ∗θL − Ek)(L,σ).
If h > 0, we can immediately apply Lemma 6.1 because of equation (6.1).

It remains to determine when ΦD has trivial kernel. To do this we will need

Lemma 6.3. Let H ⊂ D be an isotropic subgroup and let f ∈ ker(ΦH⊥/H). Then also ↑H (f) ∈
ker(ΦD).
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Proof. If g ∈ im(ΦD), then it is a linear combination of theta series, i.e.

g =
∑
L∈G

∑
σ∈Iso(L′/L,D)

r∑
i=1

cL,σ,iσ∗θL,Pi .

Then

↓H (g) =
∑
L∈G

∑
σ∈Iso(L′/L,D)

r∑
i=1

cL,σ,iσ̃∗ ↓σ−1H (θL,Pi) ∈ Θm,k(H
⊥/H)0,

where ↓σ−1H (θL,Pi) is again a theta series (cf. page 9) and σ̃ is as on page 7. Hence, ↓H (g) ∈
Θm,k(H

⊥/H)0 = im(ΦH⊥/H). Therefore, we have

f ∈ ker(ΦH⊥/H) ⇔ (f, g) = 0 ∀g ∈ im(ΦH⊥/H)

⇒ (f, ↓H (g)) = 0 ∀g ∈ im(ΦD)

⇔ (↑H (f), g) = 0 ∀g ∈ im(ΦD)

⇔↑H (f) ∈ ker(ΦD).

Combining the results of the previous sections we obtain

Theorem 6.4. Let m > 6. The map Φ is a linear combination of Hecke operators, namely

ΦD,m,k = C(m, k)
e(− sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∞∑
l=1

T (l2)

l2k−2−h ,

where C(m, k) = G
k−m/2
m (1, 1) (k−1)!

(m/2−1)!C(k) with C(k) as in (3.3).

Proof. Let us first consider the case h = 0. We have

ΦD,2k,k(f)(z
′) =

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), θ(2)G
((

z 0
0 −z′

))
⟩yk dxdy

y2

=

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), E(2)
k

((
z 0
0 −z′

))
⟩yk dxdy

y2

=

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), E(1)
k (z)⟩yk dxdy

y2
⊗ E

(1)
k (z′)

+
e(− sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∫
Γ\H

∞∑
l=1

⟨f(z), ωl(z,−z′)⟩yk
dxdy

y2
,

where we have used Theorems 5.5 and 4.6. The integral defines a scalar product on the finite
dimensional vector space Sk(D) and for a fixed z′ the sum is a convergent series in the space
Sk(D). Hence, by the continuity of the scalar product we may interchange the order of integration

and summation. We use the fact that E
(1)
k ∈ Sk(D)⊥ and Proposition 3.7 to obtain

ΦD,2k,k(f)(z
′) =

e(− sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∞∑
l=1

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), ωl(z,−z′)⟩yk
dxdy

y2

= C(k)
e(− sign(D)/8)√

|D|

( ∞∑
l=1

T (l2)

l2k−2

)
f.
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If h > 0, we first apply ∂h and use Theorem 4.7 to obtain

ΦD,m,k(f)(z
′) =

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), (∂hθ
(2)
G )(z,−z′)⟩yk dxdy

y2

=

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), (∂hE
(2)
k )(z,−z′)⟩yk dxdy

y2

= Ghm(1, 1)
(k − 1)!

(m/2− 1)!

e(− sign(D)/8)√
|D|

∞∑
l=1

∫
Γ\H

⟨f(z), lhωl(z,−z′)⟩yk
dxdy

y2

= Ghm(1, 1)
(k − 1)!

(m/2− 1)!
C(k)

e(− sign(D)/8)√
|D|

( ∞∑
l=1

T (l2)

l2k−2−h

)
f.

We remark that [St] derived the formula∫
Γ\H

⟨f,E(2)
k

((
z 0
0 −z′

)
, s
)
⟩yk dxdy

y2
=
e(sign(D)/8)√

|D|
C(k, s)

∑
d∈Z>0

d−k−sT (d2)f,

where

E
(2)
k (Z, s) =

∑
M∈Γ(2)

∞ \Γ(2)

det(Im(Z))s|k[M ]ρ
(2)
D (M−1)e0 ⊗ e0

and C(k, s) only depends on the weight k and the variable s. However, a factor got lost: In
formula (4.8) in [St] a factor of dk−2 must be added. Then instead of d−k−s one gets d−2k+2−s.
Furthermore, the factor e(sign(D)/8) should be e(− sign(D)/8), as it was pulled out of the
antilinear part of the scalar product. Then Stein’s formula coincides with ours.

We further study when ΦD(f) vanishes.

Lemma 6.5. Let m > 6. If ΦD,m,k(f) = 0, then there exists a p | N such that( ∞∑
r=0

T (p2r)

p2rk−2r−hr

)
f = 0.

Proof. By the previous theorem and Theorem 3.2 we can write

ΦD,m,k(f) = C(m, k)
e(− sign(D)/8)√

|D|

∞∑
l=1

T (l2)

l2k−2−h f

= C(m, k)
e(− sign(D)/8)√

|D|

 ∞∑
l=1

(l,N)=1

T (l2)

l2k−2−h

∏
p|N

( ∞∑
r=0

T (p2r)

p2rk−2r−hr

)
f.

For the primes coprime to N we have seen in Proposition 3.3 that Sk(D) has a basis consisting
of simultaneous Hecke eigenforms and for such an eigenform f and Re(s) > k we have

∞∑
l=1

(l,N)=1

T (l2)

ls
f = L(f, s) · f

with

L(f, s) =
∏
p∤N

(1− χD(p)p
k−2−s)(1 + χD(p)p

k−1−s)

1− (λ(p2) + χD(p)(1− p)pk−2)p−s + p2k−2−2s
.
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Since L(f, 2k − 2− h) ̸= 0 for m > 4, the operator

∞∑
l=1

(l,N)=1

T (l2)

l2k−2−h

is bijective.
For a prime p define

R(p) :=
∞∑
r=0

T (p2r)

p2rk−2r−hr .

For distinct primes p and q the operators R(p) and R(q) are self-adjoint and commute, which
follows from Theorem 3.2. Therefore, they are simultaneously diagonalizable for all primes p.
Hence, if

0 = ΦD(f)

= C(m, k)
e(− sign(D)/8)√

|D|

 ∞∑
l=1

(l,N)=1

T (l2)

l2k−2−h

∏
p|N

( ∞∑
r=0

T (p2r)

p2rk−2r−hr

)
f,

then
(∑∞

r=0
T (p2r)

p2rk−2r−hr

)
f = 0 for some p | N .

As explained in the introduction, we now show that if the conditions of the main theorem
are satisfied, then for any lattice L ∈ G there exists a sublattice M ⊂ L with certain properties
that will be useful in the proof of the main theorem.

Lemma 6.6. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature sign(D) and m a positive integer
such that m = sign(D) mod 8 and m > p-rank(D) for all primes p. Then the genus IIm,0(D) is
non-empty. Suppose for any L of genus IIm,0(D) the Zp-lattice Lp = L⊗Z Zp splits a hyperbolic
plane over Zp. Then for any L of genus IIm,0(D), there exists a sublattice M ⊂ L such that

M ′/M ∼= D ⊕ ⟨γ, µ⟩,

where nγ = nµ = 0, q(γ) = q(µ) = 0 mod 1 and (γ, µ) = 1/n mod 1.

Proof. By assumption we can write
Lp = L̃p ⊕ Up,

where Up is the lattice α1Zp + α2Zp with Gram matrix ( 0 1
1 0 ). We define

Mp :=

{
L̃p ⊕ Up(p) if p | N
Lp if p ∤ N

and M :=
⋂
p<∞(Mp ∩ (L⊗Z Q)), where Up(p) is the lattice pα1Zp + α2Zp. By [Kn, Satz 21.5]

we have M ⊗Z Zp =Mp for all p and for p | N we have

M ′
p/Mp = L̃p

′
/L̃p ⊕ Up(p)

′/Up(p) ∼= L′
p/Lp ⊕ ⟨γp, µp⟩

with pγp = pµp = 0, q(γp) = q(µp) = 0 mod 1 and (γp, µp) = 1/p mod 1. This proves the
result.

Finally, we can prove the main theorem.

35



Theorem 6.7. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature sign(D) and m a positive integer
such that m = sign(D) mod 8, m > p-rank(D) for all primes p and m > 6. Then there are
positive-definite even lattices L such that L′/L ∼= D, i.e. the genus IIm,0(D) is non-empty.
Suppose for any L of genus IIm,0(D) the Zp-lattice Lp = L⊗Z Zp splits a hyperbolic plane over
Zp. Then

Sk(D) ⊂ Θm,k(D)

for all k ≥ m/2.

Proof. By Proposition 6.2 it suffices to show that ΦD is injective, so assume that ΦD(f) = 0 for
some f ∈ Sk(D). Let n =

∏
p|N p be the radical of N . The genus IIm,0(D) is non-empty (see [N,

Corollary 1.10.2]). We choose some L ∈ IIm,0(D). By Lemma 6.6 there exists a lattice M ⊂ L
such that

D̃ :=M ′/M ∼= D ⊕ ⟨γ, µ⟩,

where nγ = nµ = 0, q(γ) = q(µ) = 0 mod 1 and (γ, µ) = 1/n mod 1. We set H := ⟨γ⟩ so that
D ∼= H⊥/H. Because of (6.2) we can assume that D = H⊥/H. According to Lemma 6.3 also

ΦD̃(↑H (f)) = 0.

Then ( ∞∑
r=0

T (p2r)

p2rk−2r−hr

)
↑H (f) = 0

for some p | N by Lemma 6.5. For any β ∈ D clearly (n/p)γ + β and (n/p)µ+ β are not in D̃p.
If p = 2, then (n/2)γ, (n/2)µ ∈ D2 and

2 q((n/2)µ) + ((n/2)µ, (n/2)γ + β) = 2 q((n/2)γ) + ((n/2)γ, (n/2)µ+ β)

= (n/2)2(µ, γ) = 1/2 mod 1,

so that (n/2)γ + β ̸∈ D̃2∗ and (n/2)µ+ β ̸∈ D̃2∗. Since p · ((n/p)γ + β) = pβ = p · ((n/p)µ+ β)
and q((n/p)γ + β) = q(β) = q((n/p)µ+ β), we can apply Corollary 3.5 to obtain

⟨↑H (f), e(n/p)γ+β⟩ = ⟨↑H (f), e(n/p)µ+β⟩.

Then

⟨f, eβ⟩ = ⟨f, ↓H (e(n/p)γ+β)⟩ = ⟨↑H (f), e(n/p)γ+β⟩
= ⟨↑H (f), e(n/p)µ+β⟩ = ⟨f, ↓H (e(n/p)µ+β)⟩ = 0,

where the last equation follows from the definition of ↓H since ((n/p)µ+ β, γ) = 1/p mod 1 and
so (n/p)µ+ β ̸∈ H⊥. Because β was chosen arbitrarily, it follows that f = 0.

We extend the result of the main theorem to all discriminant forms of even signature and
lattices of rank at least 10 by considering the space

Θ↑
m,k(D) := span{↑DH (σ∗θL,P ) | L ∈ IIm,0(H

⊥/H) for some isotropic subgroup H ⊂ D,

P ∈ Hk−m/2m , σ ∈ Iso(H⊥/H,L′/L)}.

Then we obtain
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Corollary 6.8. Let D be a discriminant form of even signature sign(D). Let m ∈ Z>0 with
m = sign(D) mod 8 and m ≥ 10. Then

Sk(D) ⊂ Θ↑
m,k(D)

for all k ≥ m/2.

Proof. Let H ⊂ D be any isotropic subgroup such that all p-ranks of H⊥/H are less than or
equal to 6. Then any lattice in IIm,0(H

⊥/H) locally splits a hyperbolic plane (cf. [N, Corollary
1.9.3]). By Theorem 6.7 we know that Sk(H

⊥/H) ⊂ Θm,k(H
⊥/H). It was shown in [Mü] that

Mk(D) = span{↑H (f) | f ∈ Mk(H
⊥/H),

H ⊂ D isotropic subgroup such that p-rank(H⊥/H) ≤ 6 for all primes p},

which proves the corollary.

7 Applications

In this section we describe two applications of our main result.

Waldspurger’s result on the scalar valued basis problem

Waldspurger’s result on the scalar valued basis problem can be derived from Theorem 6.7 by
showing that any newform of level N is the 0-component of a suitable vector valued cusp form.
For a positive integer N let Snewk (N) denote the space of scalar valued newforms of level N .
Following [Wal] we let Θ(m, k,N,D) denote the space generated by scalar valued theta series
of positive-definite even lattices of rank m, level N and discriminant D weighted with harmonic
polynomials of degree k−m/2, i.e. the 0-components of elements in Θm,k(D), where D has level
N and |D| = D.

Corollary 7.1. Let m,N be positive integers.

(i) For m = 0 mod 8 and m ≥ 8 we have Snewk (N) ⊂ Θ(m, k,N,N2) (cf. [Wal, Theorem 1]).

(ii) Form = 4 mod 8 andm ≥ 12 and for any prime q | N we have Snewk (N) ⊂ Θ(m, k,N,N2q2)
(cf. [Wal, Theorem 2]).

Proof. By Theorem 6.7 it suffices to show that any f ∈ Snewk (N) is the 0-component of some
vector valued cusp form for an appropriate Weil representation. For a discriminant form D of
level N we define a lift LD : Snewk (N) → Sk(D) by

LD(f) :=
∑

M∈Γ0(N)\Γ

f |k[M ]ρD(M
−1)e0

and consider the map ΨD : Snewk (N) → Sk(N) defined by ΨD(f) = ⟨LD(f), e
0⟩. In [SV, Theorem

1.1] it was shown that for certain discriminant forms, ΨD is a non-zero multiple of the identity
map, say cD · id.
For part (i) let m = 0 mod 8 with m ≥ 8 and D = (Z/NZ)2 with quadratic form given by

(a, b) 7→ ab

N
mod 1.

Then IIm,0(D) is non-empty and satisfies the conditions of Theorem 6.7 as well as those of
[SV, Theorem 1.1], so that for any f ∈ Snewk (N) we find LD(f) ∈ Θm,k(D) and hence, f =
ΨD(c

−1
D f) ∈ Θ(m, k,N,N2).
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For part (ii) let m = 4 mod 8 with m ≥ 12 and q | N a prime and consider the discriminant
form D = (Z/NZ)2 ⊕ (Z/qZ)2 with quadratic form given by

(a, b) + (c, d) 7→ ab

N
+
c2 − ud2

q
mod 1,

where u is a non-square modulo q. Then IIm,0(D) is non-empty and again, the conditions of The-
orem 6.7 and those of [SV, Theorem 1.1] are satisfied, which implies Snewk (N) ⊂ Θ(m, k,N,N2q2).

Theorem 3 in [Wal] on cuspforms with character can probably also be proved using Theorem
6.7, but we have not checked all the details.

Local Borcherds products

Now we want to apply the main result of the present work to show that the space of local
obstructions for constructing Borcherds products generates the space of global obstructions.
This extends Theorem 5.4 in [BF]. For details on Borcherds products see for example [Bo1],
[Bo2], [Br] and [BF].

Let L be an even lattice of signature (l, 2) with bilinear form (·, ·) and quadratic form
q(x) = 1

2(x, x). Note that in [BF] lattices of signature (2, l) were considered. Throughout we
will assume that l > 8 is even and that L splits two hyperbolic planes II1,1⊕ II1,1. The complex
manifold

K = {[ZL] ∈ P(L⊗Z C) | (ZL, ZL) = 0, (ZL, ZL) < 0}

has two connected components, which are exchanged by complex conjugation of ZL. We choose
one of the connected components and denote it by Hl. The group O(L⊗Z R) acts on K and its
index-2 subgroup O(L⊗ZR)+ preserving Hl consists of the elements of positive spinor norm. Let
Γ be a subgroup of finite index of the orthogonal group of L, denote Γ+ = Γ∩O(L⊗Z R)+ and
let XΓ be the Baily-Borel compactification of Γ+\Hl. The boundary of this compactification
is a curve with usually many irreducible components, which are determined by the isotropic
subspaces of L⊗Z Q.

A divisor D on XΓ is a formal linear combination D =
∑
nY Y (nY ∈ Z) of irreducible

closed analytic subsets Y of codimension 1 such that the support
⋃
nY ̸=0 Y is a closed analytic

subset of everywhere pure codimension 1. For any vector λ ∈ L′ of positive norm the orthogonal
complement of λ in Hl defines a divisor λ⊥ on Hl. Let β ∈ L′/L and n ∈ Z+ q(β) with n > 0.
Then

H(β, n) =
∑

λ∈β+L
q(λ)=n

λ⊥

is a Γ-invariant divisor on Hl. It determines a divisor on Γ+\Hl and by taking the closure also
on XΓ. Following Borcherds we call this divisor Heegner divisor of discriminant (β, n). Note
that H(β, n) = H(−β, n). A Heegner divisor defines an element in the Picard group Pic(XΓ) of
XΓ, which is the group of divisors modulo linear equivalence. Two divisors are called linearly
equivalent if their difference is principal, i.e. the divisor of a meromorphic function on XΓ.

Let F ⊂ L⊗Z Q be any 2-dimensional isotropic subspace and let F̃ ⊂ L⊗Z Q be a comple-
mentary subspace such that F+F̃ is the sum of two hyperbolic planes. We setM = L∩F⊥∩F̃⊥.
Then M is positive-definite of rank l − 2 > 6. Note that D := L′/L ∼= M ′/M . There exists a
natural isomorphism π : D → M ′/M induced from the projection from L′ to M ′. Let s be a
generic boundary point, i.e. a point on the 1-dimensional boundary component corresponding
to F that does not correspond to a 0-dimensional boundary component. The local divisor class
group of XΓ in s is the local Picard group

Pic(XΓ, s) = lim
−→

Pic(Ureg),
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where U ranges through all open neighbourhoods of s and Ureg = U ∩(Γ+\Hl). For Γ∞ = P ∩Γ,
where P ⊂ O(L⊗ZR) is the parabolic subgroup stabilizing F ⊗R, we can consider the pullback
of divisors on Γ+\Hl to divisors on Γ+

∞\U . The pullback of H(β, n) to Pic(XΓ, s) is denoted by
HF (β, n) and will be called a local Heegner divisor. One can show that

HF (β, n) =
∑

λ∈(β+L)∩F⊥

q(λ)=n

λ⊥

(for details see [BF]). The following proposition was shown in [BF].

Proposition 7.2 (Proposition 5.1, [BF]). A finite linear combination of divisors

1

2

∑
β∈D

∑
n∈Z+q(β)

n>0

c(β, n)HF (β, n)

(with c(β, n) ∈ Z and c(β, n) = c(−β, n)) is a torsion element of Pic(XΓ, s) if and only if∑
β∈D

∑
n∈Z+q(β)

n>0

c(β, n)a(π(β), n) = 0

for all theta series θM,P with spherical polynomial P ∈ H2
l−2 and Fourier coefficients a(β, n)

(γ ∈M ′/M and n ∈ Z+ q(γ)).

Let from now on Γ = ker(O(L) → O(L′/L)) be the discriminant kernel of L. In [Bo1]
Borcherds constructed lifts of certain vector valued modular forms of weight 1− l/2 for Mp2(Z)
to meromorphic modular forms for the group Γ+ (cf. Theorem 13.3 [Bo1]). These lifts have
product expansions at 0-dimensional cusps and are therefore called automorphic products or
Borcherds products. Their divisors are linear combinations of Heegner divisors. The following
characterization can be found in [BF, Theorem 5.2] and goes back to Borcherds (cf. Theorem
3.1 [Bo2]).

Theorem 7.3 (Borcherds). A finite linear combination of Heegner divisors

1

2

∑
β∈D

∑
n∈Z+q(β)

n>0

c(β, n)H(β, n)

(with c(β, n) ∈ Z and c(β, n) = c(−β, n)) is the divisor of a Borcherds product for the group
Γ+ (as in [Bo1, Theorem 13.3]) if and only if for any cusp form f ∈ S1+l/2(D) with Fourier
coefficients a(β, n) the equality ∑

β∈D

∑
n∈Z+q(β)

n>0

c(β, n)a(β, n) = 0

holds.

According to Theorem 7.3 the space S1+l/2(D) carries some information on the subgroup of
Pic(XΓ) generated by the divisors of Borcherds products, while the space generated by the theta
series θM,P carries information on the local Picard group Pic(XΓ, s). So when the theta series
span the space of cusp forms, then we can infer that a linear combination of Heegner divisors is
the divisor of a Borcherds product if and only if it is locally trivial.

Definition 7.4. A divisor H on XΓ is called trivial at generic boundary points if for every
one-dimensional irreducible component B of the boundary of XΓ there exists a generic point
s ∈ B such that H is a torsion element of Pic(XΓ, s).
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The following result was suggested by Jan Bruinier and generalizes [BF, Theorem 5.4] to
non-unimodular lattices.

Theorem 7.5. Let L be an even lattice of signature (l, 2) with even l > 8 splitting two hyperbolic
planes II1,1 ⊕ II1,1. Assume that the discriminant form D = L′/L satisfies the conditions of
Theorem 6.7 for m = l − 2. Let

H =
1

2

∑
β∈D

∑
n∈Z+q(β)

n>0

c(β, n)H(β, n)

be a finite linear combination of Heegner divisors H(β, n) (with coefficients c(β, n) ∈ Z). Then
the following statements are equivalent:

i) H is the divisor of a Borcherds product for the group Γ+ as in [Bo1, Theorem 13.3].

ii) H is the divisor of a meromorphic automorphic form for Γ+.

iii) H is trivial at generic boundary points.

Proof. The modularity of a meromorphic modular form ψ for the group Γ+ immediately implies
that the divisor (ψ) attached to ψ is trivial at generic boundary points. Therefore, we only need
to prove (iii) implies (i). So assume that H is trivial at generic boundary points. Note that,
since L splits two hyperbolic planes, the genus of L contains only one class and the natural
projection O(L) → O(L′/L) is surjective (cf. [N, Theorem 1.14.2]). So by proposition 7.2∑

β∈D

∑
n∈Z+q(β)

n>0

c(β, n)a(β, n) = 0

for any cusp form f ∈ Θm,1+l/2(D) with Fourier coefficients a(β, n) (β ∈ D and n ∈ Z+ q(β)).
Now according to Theorem 6.7 Θm,1+l/2(D) = S1+l/2(D) and so Theorem 7.3 implies that H is
the divisor of a Borcherds product.

As a corollary we find for lattices L that satisfy the conditions of Theorem 7.5 that any
meromorphic modular form for the discriminant kernel of L, whose divisor is a linear combination
of Heegner divisors, is a Borcherds product. This was already proved in greater generality in
[Br], however, using an entirely different argument, which says nothing about the local Picard
groups.
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