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Quasi-modularity in MacMahon partition variants and prime detection

Soon-Yi Kang, Toshiki Matsusaka, and Gyucheol Shin

ABSTRACT. Building on the results of Craig, van Ittersum, and Ono, we provide a refined understanding of
MacMahon’s partition functions and their variants, including their quasi-modular properties and new prime-
detecting expressions.

1. Introduction

For positive integers k and n, MacMahon’s partition function, (also known as MacMahon’s sum-of-divisor)
My (n) is defined by

My, (n) = > dydsy - - - dy.

0<my<mea <---<myg
n=midi+mada+---+mpdy

This represents the sum of the products of the heights across all possible arrangements of n squares into k
rectangular blocks with varying widths.

(L[]
1]

]

FIGURE 1. Two examples of partitions of 17 squares into 3 rectangular blocks: 1 x 1, 2 x 3,
5x2and2x1,3x1,4 x 3. In these cases, the products of the heights are given by 1-3 -2
and 1-1 -3, respectively.

As is clear from the definition, Mi(n) = 3_,,, d is the divisor sum. MacMahon’s idea in [15] was to extend
the divisor sums from the perspective of the theory of integer partitions. Recently, Craig—van Ittersum-—
Omno [6] revealed several prime-detecting expressions involving MacMahon’s partition functions. For instance,
they proved the following theorem:

Theorem (Craig—van Ittersum-Ono). For positive integers n, we have
(n? — 3n 4 2)M;(n) — 8Ms(n) > 0,
(3n® — 13n? + 18n — 8) M1 (n) + (12n* — 120n + 212) My (n) — 960M3(n) > 0,

and for n > 2, these expressions vanish if and only if n is prime.
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They further discovered five distinct prime-detecting expressions involving MacMahon’s partition functions
([6, Theorem 1.2]) and conjectured that any such expression (in terms of My(n)) can be written as a Q[n]-
linear combination of these five expressions. In this article, we present several questions that naturally arise
from their results and provide answers to them.

The motivation of the first question dates back to MacMahon’s original article [15] from 1920. In this
work, he introduced not only the My (n) function discussed above but also several variants, which he examined
in parallel. For instance, as a natural analogue of the generating function for My(n),

qm1+mz+---+mk
— gl (L= g

(1.1) Ar(q) =) My(n)q" = ) (1

0<my <ma <+ <my
he also introduced the following “level 2” function:
qm1+m2+~~-+mk
(1 =gm)>(L—qm2)*--- (1= qm)>

2 n
(1.2) Ci(q) = Z M,g )(n)q = Z
n=1 0<my <ma<---<my
m:#0 (2), (1<i<k)

The function Ck(q) often appears alongside Ai(g) in the works of Andrews—Rose [1], Bachmann [2], Ono—

Singh [19], and others. This naturally raises the question of whether M 22)(71) can also give rise to a prime-
detecting expression. Our initial answer to this question leads to a more refined expression that detects not
only primes but also powers of 2 simultaneously.

Theorem 1.1. For positive integers n > 2, we have
=0 ifn is odd prime,
(n® —dn +3)MP(n) —24MP () { <0 ifn =2 forl € Zs,,
>0 otherwise

and
(n* — n® — 140 + 290 — 15)M? (n) — 120(3n — 8)M{? (n) — 5760ML% (n)
=0 ifn is odd prime,
<0 ifn=2" forl e Zs,

>0 otherwise.

The proof follows similarly to that in [6], relying on the quasi-modularity of Ck(q) on the level 2 congruence
subgroup I'g(2). A quick review of the theory of quasi-modular forms will be provided in Section 2.

To reveal the quasi-modularity inherent in all variants studied by MacMahon, we develop a unified frame-
work for MacMahon functions. Fix a positive integer N and a non-empty subset S C Z/NZ. For positive
integers k, we define the generalized MacMahon functions as

qm1+mz+---+mk
(1—gm)?(1—gm2)2--- (1 —qm+)?’

(1.3) Agnilg) = >

0<my<ma<---<my

mi€S, (1<i<k)

where m € S means that when m € Z is projected onto Z/NZ, its image lies in S. For instance, the above
functions Ax(q) and Cy(q) are included as special cases where Ay(q) = Aoy,1.£(q) and Ci(q) = Ay 2.%(q),
respectively. This generalization was studied by Rose [20] in 2015, who showed that if S is symmetric, meaning
I € S implies — € S, then Ag v 1(q) is a quasi-modular form for a certain congruence subgroup I'. The precise
identification of I" was later made by Larson [12]. As can be inferred from the fact that two articles are
required to specify I', Rose’s results are rather complicated. At least, they are not presented in a way that
immediately yields basic equations such as

(1.4) Mi(n)=Yd oo MPmn)= Y d
d|n d|n
n/d=1 (2)

Here, we aim to provide an alternative proof that more clearly shows the quasi-modularity.
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Theorem 1.2. Let Ap(x2,24,...,22k) € Q[za, 24, ..., z2x] be a polynomial defined in Definition 3.2. Then,
for any positive integer N and a non-empty subset S C Z/NZ, we have

Asnk(q) = A(Gs,n2(0), Gs,na(q), - - Gs v 2i(q)),

where we define

Gs,nk(q) = > ( > dkl)Qn-

n=1

In particular, if S is symmetric, then As n k(q) is a (mized weight) quasi-modular form of level N.

This formulation shows that the type (i.e., the polynomial A) is determined independently of the choice
of N and S, and that the quasi-modularity of the series G n x(¢) immediately implies the quasi-modularity of
Ag nk(q). In addition, since Aq(z2) = x2, the equations in (1.4) follow directly. As shown in Proposition 3.5,
when S is symmetric, the quasi-modularity of Gg nr(q) is well-known, and thus the quasi-modularity of
As.N.1:(q) becomes clear. The generalized MacMahon functions defined in (1.3), however, are not yet sufficiently
generalized to encompass all the variants introduced by MacMahon himself. Further generalizations, along
with the proof of Theorem 1.2, are provided in Section 3. In Section 4, we then prove Theorem 1.1 using this
quasi-modularity as a key step and discuss the prospects for further prime-detecting expressions.

Finally, while M;(n) inherently involves the structure of n’s divisors, we present prime-detecting expres-
sions that rely exclusively on the counting of lattice points, without any dependence on prime factorization.
Here, we consider the following three lattices (with a translation).

2 0 0 0 0
0 2 0 0 1 o
Li=Z|,[+2Z],|+% 3 +Z| +ﬁ K
0 0 0 V2 1
2 0 0 0 V2
. 0 2 0 0 1|2
Lo=Z| | +2Z|y|+2 /3 +Z| +ﬁ e
0 0 0 V2 1
2 -1 0 0 0 0 0 1/2
0 1 -1 0 0 0 0 1/2
0 0 1 -1 0 0 0 1/2
o 0 0 0 1 -1 0 0 1/2
Eg =7 0 + Z 0 + Z 0 + Z 0 + Z 1 + Z 1 + Z 0 + Z 1/2
0 0 0 0 0 1 -1 1/2
0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1/2
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2

Here, L1 and Ly are translations of rectangular lattices, while the last lattice is the Eg-lattice, a special lattice
that achieves the densest sphere packing in dimension 8 [21]. For each lattice L € {Ly, Lo, Fs}, we define

rp(n) =#{z € L:|z|*=n},
where ||*(21,...,2,)||> = 27 4+ - - - + 22. Then, the following prime-detecting expressions hold.
Theorem 1.3. For positive integers n > 2, we have
=0 ifn isprime withn=1 (mod 4),
60(n® —n+1)rr, (n) —re,(2n){ <0 ifn#1 (mod 4),
>0 otherwise
and
=0 ifn is prime withn =3 (mod 4),
60(n* —n+ )rp,(n) —re,(2n) <0 ifn#3 (mod 4),

>0 otherwise.



This provides refined prime-detecting expressions with respect to the remainder modulo 4. To reveal the
tricks, the idea of the proof is based on that for MacMahon’s partition functions and more recent work by
Gomez [8] and Craig [5]. Recall that there are two standard approaches to constructing modular forms: one
using Eisenstein series and the other using theta functions. The proof in [6] employs Eisenstein series, and
the result here is essentially a reformulation in terms of theta functions. While the modularity of Eisenstein
series follows directly from its definition, establishing the modularity of theta functions relies on Poisson’s
summation formula in Fourier analysis, which is central to the nontriviality of the argument. This proof will
be presented in Section 5.

2. Quasi-modular forms

First, we discuss a general theory of quasi-modular forms. Let H := {z € C : Im(z) > 0} denote the
upper half-plane. For a positive integer N, the subgroups I'g(N) and T'y (V) of SLy(Z), known as congruence
subgroups, are defined by

IuNy_{@ QESM@%C:O(mﬂNﬁ,
FﬂNy:{CZZ>eFMNymdzl mmdN%.

In this section, I" will refer to either T'g(N) or I'y (V). For an integer k, a holomorphic function f : H — C is
called a modular form of weight k on I' if it satisfies the transformation law

F(E5) =t

for all (‘; g) € T and is also holomorphic at cusps Q U {ico}. In particular, when a modular form f decays
exponentially at each cusp, it is called a cusp form. (For a detailed definition, see [7, Chapter 1]). Let My(T)
(resp. Sk(I')) denote the C-vector space of weight k& modular forms (resp. cusp forms) on I'. It is known
that My (T") = {0} for & < 0 and that Mj(T") is finite-dimensional for any integer k. The most fundamental
example is a class of functions called Fisenstein series. For an even integer k > 4, we have

(2.1) EN@::1—%£§;ahﬂmmnewu@Lﬁm%

where By, is the k-th Bernoulli number, o;_1(n) = Z:d‘ndkfl7 and ¢ = €™, The structure of the space of
modular forms on SLy(Z) is well understood. It is known that

P M4 (SL2(Z)) = C[Ex, Eq],

keZ

implying every modular form can be expressed as a polynomial in F4(z) and Eg(z). On the other hand, the
function

Ey(z)=1-24 Z o1(n)q",
n=1

obtained by applying equation (2.1) for k = 2, is not a modular form. However, the algebra

M(SLz(Z)) = C[Es, E4, Eg],

which extends the previous polynomial ring by including Fs(z), satisfies the special property of being closed
under the action of the g¢-differential operator

_td_ 4
Co2midr qdq'
This can be seen from Ramanujan’s identities:
E2-FE E3Ey — E EyE¢ — E?
(2.2) DE; = 2T4’ DE, = =22 ¢ 43 0 DEg=—220_"1 62 4.

We call an element of MV(SLQ(Z)) = C[E?2, E4, Es] a (mixed weight) quasi-modular form on SLy(Z). Although
quasi-modular forms are typically defined through (quasi-)modular transformation laws, we adopt this ad-hoc
definition for convenience. For a comprehensive and intrinsic treatment, see the work of Kaneko—Zagier [10)]
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or [22, Section 5]. The space of quasi-modular forms on a congruence subgroup is defined analogously, and
the following structure theorem holds [10, Proposition 1]. This characterization will serve as our working
definition throughout this article.

Definition 2.1. Let I be the congruence subgroup I'o(N) or I'; (N). We define a (mixed weight) quasi-modular
form on I' as an element of

(2.3) M(D) = (@ Mk(l“)> ® C[Ex).

kEZ
In particular, if it can be expressed in the homogeneous form
@)= Y LBz, (f; € My2;(T)),
0<j<k/2

we call f a quasi-modular form of weight k£ on T

Let ka(r) denote the C-vector space of weight k quasi-modular forms on I'. The following structure
theorem is also known.

Proposition 2.2 ([10, Proposition 1] and [22, Proposition 20]). For any even integer k > 2, we have
D(M(I)) C Mpy2(I), and
k/2—1

Mp(D) = €@ DI(My9i(I)) @ C- DF/>"1g,
=0

where ¢ € ./T/l/g(F) \ Mz (T) is a weight 2 non-modular quasi-modular form on T'. (For instance, we can take

¢=FEs).
3. MacMahon partition variants

3.1. Generalized MacMahon functions. MacMahon [15] developed his discussion further by intro-
ducing not only Ag(q) and Ci(q) defined in (1.1) and (1.2), but also their variants Ag(q), Bx(q),- .., Hx(q)-
In this context, we introduce generalized MacMahon functions, which encompass all of these as special cases,
and examine their quasi-modularity.

Definition 3.1. Fix a positive integer N and a non-empty subset S C Z/NZ. For a positive integer k and
e {-1,1}, we define

As.Nek(q) = >

0<m<ma<---<my
m; €S, (1<i<k)

Ekqm1+m2+'~+mk
(1—eqm)2(1 —eqm)2--- (1 — eqm*)2"

This provides a further generalization of (1.3). MacMahon’s variants are realized as

Ar(q) = Agoy,1,1,1(q), Br(q) = (_l)kA{O},l,—l,k(Q>a
Cr(q) = Aqy2.1.%(0), Dy(q) = (—1)kA{1},2,—1,k(Q),
Ey(q) = Ap1ay,5.1.%(0), Fr(q) = (—1)kA{1,4},5,—1,k(‘J)7
Gr(q) = A2,3),5,1,1(0), Hy(q) = (—1)kA{2,3},5,—1,k(‘J)-

Andrews—Rose [1] showed that A (q) is a (mixed weight) quasi-modular form. Although not explicitly stated,
the quasi-modularity of Cj(g) can also be deduced from [1, Corollary 3]. Rose [20] later introduced the
aforementioned generalization and showed that if the set S is symmetric, then Ag n . x(¢) is a quasi-modular
form for a certain congruence subgroup I'. The precise characterization of I' for the case ¢ = 1 was subsequently
provided by Larson [12].

In this section, we provide an alternative proof of Rose’s result by presenting a generating function for
the generalized MacMahon functions Ag . k(q) that differs from Rose’s. This new generating function im-
mediately shows that Ag n ¢ x(¢) can be expressed as a polynomial in Eisenstein series. Consequently, the
quasi-modularity of Eisenstein series directly implies the quasi-modularity of Ag n e x(¢). This contrasts with
Rose’s generating functions and Larson’s work, where determining the group I' required additional efforts. To
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achieve this, we recall (normalized) Lehmer’s polynomials Ag(z2, 24, ..., z2x), which were initially introduced
experimentally in [13] through the first few terms, without a definition, and were later defined by the second
author and Shibukawa [17] in the context of derivative values of cyclotomic polynomials.

Definition 3.2. We define the polynomial Ag(zo, x4, ..., zok) € Q[xa, 24, ..., x2x] by the generating series
[e%s} X 27
1+I;Ak(x2,x4,...,x2k) = exp 2; <2arcsin?> Ta;j

The first few examples of the polynomials Ay are given by

A1 (x2) = 22,
1
Ao(zo, m4) = 2 <63:2 + 29 — 3:4)

As(xo, 4, 26) = 360 (60962 + 3023 — 2(1524 — 2)zo — by + :Cﬁ>

Ag(x2, 24, 26, 8) = (840:102 + 84023 — 42(2024 — 7)z2

20160

+4(14xg — 10524 + 9)xo + 7027 — 4924 + 1426 — xg) .

REMARK 1. The original Lehmer polynomial Qg (s, ..., zok) is given by
2k)!
Qk (:102, T4y .. ,Jjgk) = (—1)k%Ak(—Bg$2, —B4£L‘4, ey —ng,fgk).

The main result presented here is that generalized MacMahon functions Ag n . x(¢) can be expressed using
this polynomial and the Eisenstein series defined below.

Definition 3.3. Under the same notation as in Definition 3.1, we define the divisor sum as
— d ik
08, N,ek(n) = Z e“d”.
d|n
n/des

The associated Eisenstein series is then defined by
o0
GoNer(@) =Y 0sNer-1(n)g",

Under these notations, for any non-empty subset S C Z/NZ, which is not necessarily symmetric, the
following generating function is obtained.

Theorem 3.4 (A generalized version of Theorem 1.2). We have
(—1)7-1 X\
1+ ; Asn.en(@)X?* = exp 22 TG&N)E)QJ‘(Q) (2 arcsin 7) )

which implies that
As Nek(q) = A(Gs,N,e,2(0), Gs,N,e,4(q), - - -, G N,e,2k(q))-

PRrROOF. As MacMahon [15] showed in the simplest case, and as is clear from the definition of Ag n . k(q),
the following holds:

S o p\2k eq” )2
1+ZA57N767k(q)(2s1n6‘) = H <1+m(2sm6‘)),

k=1 0<mesS o

where 0 < m € S indicates that m runs over the positive integers whose images in Z/NZ lie in S. Taking the
logarithm of both sides yields,

log (1+ZA57N767’“( )(25sin 0)? ) Z Z - 1—€q )2n(2sin9)2"

k=1 o<meSn=1
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This function is an even function (in 6) with period m, implying that it has a Fourier series expansion of the
form
'ﬂ

(3.1) Z Z - 1 e )277, (25in60)*" = ag + Z a, cos(2k0).

o<meSn=1 k=1

Since the following formula is known:

(25in §)2" = <2”> + 22 ( > cos(2k6),

(see, for instance, [16, Appendix to Chapter XI, p.471]) the left-hand side of (3.1) can be expressed as

- > Z nn 1inf::)2n <2n)—2 > Z nn 1_€q ) Zn:(—l)k<n2_"k) cos(2k6).

0<meSn=1 0<meSn=1 k=1

First, to compute the constant term ag, note that

= (=1)" /2 14++/1+4X
_Zu<n)X"_210g%,
n n

n=1

which can be derived from the binomial theorem (1 —4X)~/2 = >l (2") X". The constant term is therefore

X S () o 3 e

(32) o<meS n=1

L Im

=2y e

o<meS =1

Next, for k > 1, we prove the equation

x (_1)n7k enqmn m Equm
59 S o o= U CE LR
o<meS n=k o<mesS
As a refinement, we now show that
e DA 2n \ _ ¢
(34) Z n (1-¢>\n—-%k) Kk’
n=k q

Replacing ¢ with e¢™ and taking the sum of both sides over 0 < m € S, we obtain (3.3). By applying the
binomial expansion to (1 — ¢) 2", the left-hand side of (3.4) becomes

B () S (R )

n==k
1)k 2n N+n-1 N
__+ Z (Z (n—k)( 2n — 1 ))q
N=k+1 \n=k
We show that the coefficient of ¢V vanishes when N > k. By a direct calculation, we obtain
N
(~1)n=k  2n N+n—-1 N-E\/N+n-1
3.5 —_ .
(35) 7; n n—=k 2n —1 T N- kZ —k/J\N—-k-1

By multiplying two binomial expansions

1 > (N+n—-1\ ,
Fma - 2 (v ko)l

and
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we find that the constant term of 2/(N — k)(—1)Y =% ¢=N=F is equal to the right-hand side of (3.5). Since this
is zero, the desired claim (3.4) is proven.
Finally, by combining (3.2) and (3.3) with (3.1), we obtain the Fourier series expansion

log <1 + ZAsﬂNﬂeﬁk( )(2sin 0)? ) = —22 Z (cos(2k6) — 1),
k=1 k=10<m€S
which is calculated as
_ oy PO S D g 95 E (57 k=1 ghm | (20)%
=-2> > 2 Z (x> (26)
k=10<meS j=1 j=1 k=10<meS
— (-1t 2j
=2) G5 Ne2i(q)(20)7
g @) 1(a)(26)
Comparing it with Definition 3.2 concludes the proof. O
REMARK 2. Theorem 3.4 generalizes Bachmann’s generating series:
X\
14+ ZA/C X2k = exp 22 GQJ ) (2 arcsin 5) R
where we put
(3.6) Gr(q) = Grop11.k(0) = iak—l(n)qn = —&(Ek( ) —1).
. — 2k

It is important to highlight that Bachmann’s result in [2] was established using the theory of multiple Eisen-
stein series. Additionally, Bachmann derived a similar generating series for Cx(q) by utilizing “odd multiple
Eisenstein series”.

REMARK 3. Rose [20, Theorem 1.11 and 1.12] computed the weight 2w part of the function Ag n . x(q) in
terms of derivatives of theta functions. In contrast, our polynomials Ag(xa,z4,. .., xer) provide simpler and
unified expressions by assigning weight &l to xﬁc Notably, Rose’s results require case distinctions depending
on whether S includes 0, whereas our expression avoids such distinctions.

. Rose’s theorem on quasi-modularity. As a direct consequence of Theorem 3.4, we reproduce
Rose S result. Moreover, although Larson [12] did not determine the group in the case ¢ = —1, this also
follows immediately. Since the generalized MacMahon function Ag n . x(q) is expressed as a polynomial in
the Eisenstein series Gg n.,2;(q), the problem reduces to identifying the modular properties of the Eisenstein
series.

Proposition 3.5. For e =1 and a positive even integer k, we have the following.
(1) If S = {0}, then Gs.n1.x(q) € M(To(N)). N
(2) f N>1and S={n€Z/NZ: (n,N) =1}, then Gs,n1,k(q) € Mg(To(N)).
(3) If S = {-1,1} for somel € Z/NZ\ {0}, then Gs n1,k(q) € Mr([T1(N)).

The assertion (3) corresponds to the results of Rose and Larson. To verify this proposition, we recall
well-known claims.

Lemma 3.6 ([3, Proposition 7.3.3] and [7, Exercise 1.2.8 (e)]). We have the following.

(a) If f € Mg(To(N71)), then f(Naz) € My(Do(N1N2)), and similarly for Ty instead of Ty.
(b) We have Eo n(2) = Ea(z) — NE3(Nz) € Ma(To(N)).

PROOF OF PrOPOSITION 3.5. (1) Since ooy, n,1,5(1) = 0103,1,1,6(n/N), it follows that

By,

Gioyn16(0) = Groyk(dY) = _%(Ek(NZ) —=1).
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Here, we put s n.ck(z) = 0 for any € Z. By Lemma 3.6 (a), we obtain that Ex(Nz) € My (To(N)) for
k > 4. For k =2, Lemma 3.6 (b) implies that

1 —
(3.7) Ey(Nz) = W(Eg(z) — By n(2)) € Ma(To(N)).

Therefore, for any positive even k, we conclude that Goy n,1,1(q) € .//\/IV(FO(N)).
(2) By the inclusion-exclusion principle, we derive

YAt =Y Yo dh

d|n N d|n
(n/d,N)=1 n/d=0 (1)
which implies the equation
Bk Bk
(3.8) Gsnan(a) = =55 Y uD)(Ex(lz) = 1) = =2 > " n(l)Ex(l2),
N N

where we used the property of the Mobius function p(n) that Z”N p(l) = 0 for N > 1. Observing that
Mi(To(1)) € My(To(N)) for I | N, we conclude that G n.1.x(q) € Mp(To(N)).
(3) By applying [7, Theorem 4.2.3] to the vector v = (1,0) € (Z/NZ)?, for an even k > 4, we have
1
—— =c-G_
Z ) (m-Nz+ n)’f c- Gy l,z},N,l,k(Q)
(m,n)€Z
(m,n)=(1,0) (mod N)
for a certain (explicit) constant ¢ € R. Note that it is assumed in [7, Section 4.2] that v € (Z/NZ)? is of order

N. However, even if v is not of order IV, the same argument still holds. For instance, it is also helpful to refer
to [11, Chapter III-3, Proposition 22]. For any v = (2 %) € I'(N), it can be verified that

1 1 Z 1
- k E : az+b - k’
(cz+d) (m,n)ez? (mN catd T n)* (m’,n')ez? (m'Nz +n/)
(m,n)=(1,0) (mod N) (m',n")=(1,0) (mod N)

where we changed variables via (m/,n’) = (m,n)( ./ NP, Hence, Gioiy,n,1,k(q) € Mg(I'1(N)) for any even
k > 4. For k = 2, by similarly applying the argument in [7, Section 4.6] to the vector v = (I,0) and using the

above reasoning, it can be verified that G_; ;3 n.1,2(q) € ﬂz(l—‘l(N)). Thus, the proof is complete. O

Corollary 3.7. For ¢ = 1 and a positive integer k, the generalized MacMahon functions Ag nak(q) are
quasi-modular forms in the following cases.

(1) ]fS = {O}, then AS7N71)k(q) S M(Fo(N)) .

(2) If S={n€Z/NZ: (n,N) =1}, then Asn1x(q) € MTo(N)).

(3) If S is symmetric, that is, | € S implies —l € S, then As n1.k(q) € M(T1(N)).

PROOF. The first two assertions immediately follow from Theorem 3.4 and Proposition 3.5. As for the
last assertion, note that any symmetric subset S can be expressed as a disjoint union of subsets of the form
{=1,1} for some 0 <! < N/2. This decomposition ensures that Gg n.ex(q) € M(T'1(N)), thereby establishing
the desired result. (|

For the case e = —1, it suffices to focus on the following equality:
osN—15-1(n) =205 N1k_1(n/2) — os.N1k-1(n).
This implies that
(3.9) Gsn-1.6(0) = 2°Gs n1k(d) — Gsna.k(0)
and the following:

Corollary 3.8. For e = —1 and a positive integer k, the generalized MacMahon functions Ag N —1x(q) are
quasi-modular forms in the following cases.

(1) If S = {0}, then As.n.—1.x(q) € M(Tx(2N)). N
(2) If S={n€Z/NZ: (n,N) =1}, then As n,—1k(q) € M(To(2N)).
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(3) If S is symmetric, then As n —1,1(q) € M(T1(2N)).

PROOF. By combining Lemma 3.6 and (3.9) with the proof of Proposition 3.5, we deduce that G, n,—1,k(q) €
M(To(2N)) if S = {0} or S = {n € Z/NZ: (n,N) = 1}, and Gs.n_1.x(q) € M(T1(2N)) if S = {—1,1} for
some | € Z/NZ\{0}. Only the case k = 2 in (3) requires further attention, so the details are explained below.
Since G_i,13,n,1,2(q) € MQ(Fl(N)), by the definition of quasi-modular forms, it can be expressed as

Giinni2(q) = g(2) + cEa(2)

for some g € M3(I'1(NV)) and a constant ¢ € C. By applying Lemma 3.6 and (3.7), we have
G1iy.v1.2(07) = 9(22) + cBs(22) € Ma(T1(2N).
The proof is then completed in the same way as in the proof of Corollary 3.7. (]

The results above do not offer a full classification of all cases where Ag n ¢ r(q) is a quasi-modular form.
However, they do establish that all variants of MacMahon’s original functions are quasi-modular forms.

Corollary 3.9. MacMahon’s functions Ax(q), Bk(q), ..., Hk(q) are quasi-modular forms as follows.

Ax(q) € M(SLa(Z)),  Brlg) € M(To(2)),  Crlg) € M(To(2)),  Di(a) € M(To(4)),
By(q) e MT1(5)),  Filg) € M(T1(10),  Gilg) € M(T1(5),  Hi(q) € M(T'1(10)).
4. Proof of Theorem 1.1
As a corollary of Theorem 3.4, we obtain explicit formulas for the level 2 MacMahon partition functions
M ,52)(71) in terms of level 2 divisor sums defined by
0P (n) = opyeann) = Y. d~.
n/ddzhll 2)

In this section, we extend the formulas originally shown by MacMahon, recall Lelievre’s criteria—a fundamental
strategy for obtaining prime-detecting expressions—for level N, and conclude with the proof of Theorem 1.1.
For simplicity, we put

G (@) = Cuyoan(@) = > o1 (n)g

4.1. MacMahon’s explicit formulas, revisited. By Theorem 3.4, the first few examples of Ck(q) =
A1y 2.1.4(q) are given as follows:
Cr =Gy,
1
T ( 6(G5”)* + G5 — Gf)),
1
= 360 (60(G(2 ) +30(GP)? — 2(156 — 262 — 5GP + Gé?’),
1
Ci= 20160 <840(G( ))4 + 840(G§2))3 - 42(20fo) — 7)(ng))2

+ 414G — 105G + 9)GY + 70(GP)? — 199G + 146 — G§f)>-

These provide the following explicit formulas for M ,§2) (n). While the formulas for M 1(2) (n) through M§2) (n)

were given by MacMahon, it is important to note that when considering up to M, £2) (n), these are no longer
Q[n]-linear combinations of divisor sums but instead involve the Fourier coefficients of a cusp form.

Proposition 4.1. We have
2 2
M (n) = o7 ”)(

M) = g (o7 0) = (30 - 20w
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MP (n) = ﬁ (a§2) (n) — 5(3n — 8)0$? (n) + 2(15n* — 60n + 32)a§2>(n)>,
MO () = — <3a§2) (n) — 119(n — 6)0t> (n) + 357(3n% — 30n + 56)05” (n)
16450560
— 51(35n® — 420n% + 1176n — 576)0\>) (n) + 14a(n)),
where
(4.1) As(q) =Y a(n)g" =q H(l — ') (1 = ¢")® € S3(T'0(2)).

My (To(2)) = CEy,
My(To(2)) = CE; & CGY,
Ms(To(2)) = CEs © CG?,
Ms(To(2)) = CEs & CGP @ CA,,

where Ej(z) and Es2(z) are defined in (2.1) and Lemma 3.0, respectively. Indeed, the dimensions of the
spaces M (To(2)) (k = 2,4,6,8) are given as 1,2,2,3, respectively, by [7, Theorem 3.5.1], and Sg(T'0(2)) =
CAs is shown in [7, Proposition 3.2.2]. The fact that Ej and G,(f) form a basis of the quotient space
M (T0(2))/Sk(To(2)) (k > 4) can be verified from the expression (3.8) and their Fourier series expansions.
By applying Proposition 2.2 for a quasi-modular form ¢ = G§2), we see that Ck(g) can be expressed as a linear
combination of the D-derivatives of these basis and GéQ). For instance, since C3(q) is a linear combination of

quasi-modular forms of weight 4 and 2, it can be written as

Co(q) = <<11E4 + GQGSLQ) +asDEs 5 + a4DGé2)> + <G5E2,2 + aﬁng))

for some ay,...,as € C. By comparing the first few coefficients of the g-series expansions, a system of equations
in ay,...,aq is obtained, and solving this system yields
Lo 10, Lo 1 (e )
C =—G,;” —=-DG —Gy' =—=|G,”" — (3D —-2)G
>(q) o4 4 3 2 +12 2 24 4 ( )G ),
which implies the desired formula for M2(2)(n). In a similar manner, the other results can be obtained. g
4.2. Leliévre’s criteria. We begin the proof of Theorem 1.1. The strategy, as in the work in [5,6, 8],

follows Lelievre’s criteria appeared in an unpublished note [14]. First, we extend this criteria to level N for
our purpose. Here, we consider the case in (2) of Proposition 3.5, that is, S = {n € Z/NZ : (n,N) = 1} and

GM(q) = Gs.naklg) = Z ( Z dk—l)qn'

d|n
(n/d,N)=1

Proposition 4.2 (Leligvre’s criteria). Let k,l be positive integers with | > k. For n > 2, the n-th Fourier
coefficient of

(@) = (D' + DG (@) - (DF+ DA (@)
satisfies

=0 ifn is prime withn{ N,

<0 if all prime factors p of n satisfy p | N,

>0 otherwise.
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PROOF. By the definition of G,(CN) (q), we have

,Efy)(q) = i ( Z (n! 4+ 1)dF — (nF + 1)dl>q".

n=1 d|n
(n/d,N)=1

If n is prime and n { N, then the n-th Fourier coefficient of f,gjy)(q) is given by
(n'+1) = "+ 1)+ (0" + n* — (" + D)n' = 0.

If all prime factors p of n satisfy p | N, the contribution to the sum comes only from the case where d = n,
and the n-th Fourier coefficient of f,gzy)(q) becomes

(n' + 1)n* — (n* + 1)n! =n* —n! <0.
Finally, in the remaining case, we can uniquely factor n as n = ning, where (nao, N) =1, ny > 1, and all

primes factors of n; divide N. For any divisor d | n such that (n/d, N) = 1 except for d = n, since d < n/2,
we have

l—k
(n! + 1)d* — (n* + 1)d' > (n! +1)d* — 2nkd* (g)

1

The term corresponding to d = n gives n* — n! < 0, which requires careful consideration. However, by

considering it together with the term corresponding to d = n1, we obtain the following estimate:
(n' + 1)n* — (0% + D)n' + (0" + D)0k — (nF + 1)n}

4.2

2 = (™ = Dl Mok = 1) = (0 + D - 1)),

If n, = 1, this equals 0. In this case, by the assumption made in the case distinction, ny must be a composite
number, implying that there is a divisor of n other than d = ny,n. Therefore, the n-th coefficient is positive.
Ifny > 1 and | — k > 2, since n}"(n¥ — 1) > n!™% — 1, (1.2) is bounded by

o (™ = D = 1) = (05 + D0 = 1)) = b - Db = 2) - 1) >0
Finally, if ny > 1 and I — k =1, (41.2) becomes
=t (o = Dk = 1) = (0 + )0 - )
> b = 1) (4 + 0+ ) = (1)) >0,
which concludes the proof. ([

PRrROOF OF THEOREM 1.1. By Proposition 4.1, we can easily verify that
1@ = 0+ D)((D* = 4D+ 3)C1(0) - 24Ca(a)).
) = (D+1) ((D4 — D?—14D? 4+ 29D — 15)C4(q) — 120(3D — 8)Ca(q) — 576003(q)>.

Proposition 4.2 immediately implies the desired results. (]
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4.3. Remarks on further prime-detecting expressions. In the proof of Theorem 1.1 above, the key
idea was to realize the function f1§2l) (q) of Lelievre’s criteria through the combination of C4(q), Ca(g), and
C3(q). The same approach for C4(q), however, fails because the cusp form Ay cannot be expressed as a linear
combination of D-derivatives of Eisenstein series. A similar obstruction arose in Craig—van Ittersum—Ono’s
work [6] due to A € S§12(SL2(Z)). In contrast, the case of Ax(q) benefits from the fact that S14(SL2(Z)) = 0,
which allows the derivation of the fifth prime-detecting expression. For these reasons, in the level 2 case,
if we make a reasonable conjecture based on previous work [6], it appears that the level 2 prime-detecting
expressions described using M]?) (n) are essentially limited to the two provided in Theorem 1.1.

By following a similar approach, the level 3 version can also be considered. Let M Igs) (n) denote the n-th
coefficient of g-series expansion of Ay 2y3.1.%(q), that is,

Ag12y,3,1.%(0) = Z M}gg) (n)q" = Z
n=1

O<mi<mo<---<myg

A level 3 prime-detecting expression is obtained as

qm1+m2+m+mk
(1 =gm)?(L—qm2)*--- (1= qm)>

=0 if n is prime except for 3,
(4.3) (n® = 3n+2)MP (n) —12MP () { <0 it n =3 for | € Z>1,
>0 otherwise.

However, due to the cusp form

o0
As(q) =g [J(1 = )1 = ¢%)" € Ss(To(3)),
j=1
the argument stops here. While the quasi-modularity of the generalized MacMahon functions holds for more
general levels N, the phenomenon of prime-detecting expressions involving the MacMahon function seems to
be specific to the lower levels.
Finally, applying the same argument to the MacMahon function By(q) would require examining when

> (=1 ((nl +1)d* — (n"* + 1)dl>
d|n

becomes zero and how its sign changes. However, due to the influence of the factor (—1)%

detailed and refined analysis is necessary. For this reason, it is not addressed in this article.

, a much more

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3

The proof of Theorem 1.3 involves the use of theta functions, but the foundation remains Lelievre’s criteria.
First, we show that the counting functions rr,(n) for the lattice L € {L;, Lo, Es} can be expressed using divisor
functions.

Proposition 5.1. For any n > 1, we have ri,,(n) = 40%1’4)(71), rL,(n) = 40%3’4) (n), and rgs(2n) = 24003(n),
where
a.N or(n) ifn=a (mod N),
U,(C )(n) = ,
0 otherwise,

for integers N > 0 and 0 < a < N.

PROOF. To begin, the function 7, (n) is expressed as

1 1
e, (n) = #{(nl,nz,n3,n4) €Z*:4 <n%+n§+ na(ns + 1) + na(na £ )> +1 —n}.

2 2
From this expression, if n # 1 (mod 4), then rz,(n) = 0. For n = 1 (mod 4), it is known that rp,(n) =
401(n), (see, for instance, [9, (1.16)]). Therefore, rr,(n) = 4a§1’4)(n). Similarly, it is also known that
rL,(n) = 40%3’4) (n), (see, for instance, [18, (3)]). As for the Eg-lattice, it is known that the theta function
defined by
GES(Z) = Z qHIH2/2
rzeFg
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equals Ey(z), that is, rg,(2n) = 24003(n), (see [4, p.122]). O

ProoOF OF THEOREM 1.3. The claims are equivalent to
=0 ifnis prime withn =a (mod 4),
(n® + 1)0’§a’4) (n) —(n+1)os(n){ <0 ifn#Za (mod4),

> (0 otherwise,

for a = 1,3. This follows from a simple observation and the application of Proposition 4.2 with N = 1 and
(k,1) =(1,3) O

REMARK 4. Leligvre’s criteria for general arithmetic progressions modulo N were discussed in Gomez [8].
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