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Abstract

In previous papers it has been shown that the coefficients of terms in the large-N expansion of a
certain integrated four-point correlator of superconformal primary operators in N = 4 supersymmetric
Yang–Mills theory are rational sums of real-analytic Eisenstein series and “generalised Eisenstein series”.
The latter are novel modular functions first encountered in the context of graviton amplitudes in type
IIB superstring theory. Similar modular functions, known as two-loop modular graph functions, are also
encountered in the low-energy expansion of the integrand of genus-one closed superstring amplitudes.
In this paper we further develop the mathematical structure of such generalised Eisenstein series em-
phasising, in particular, the occurrence of L-values of holomorphic cusp forms in their Fourier mode
decomposition. We show that both the coefficients in the large-N expansion of this integrated corre-
lator and two-loop modular graph functions admit a unifying description in terms of four-dimensional
lattice sums generated by theta lifts of certain local Maass functions, which generalise the structure
of real-analytic Eisenstein series. Through the theta lift representation, we demonstrate that elements
belonging to these two families of non-holomorphic modular functions can be expressed as rational lin-
ear combinations of generalised Eisenstein series for which all the L-values of holomorphic cusp forms
precisely cancel.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.03996v1
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1 Overview and results

1.1 Introduction

Two interesting and related classes of modular functions have arisen from the study of distinct aspects of
closed superstring scattering amplitudes. Elements in these families can both be expressed as rational linear
combinations of Generalised Eisenstein Series (GESs), which are defined to be modular invariant functions
satisfying the inhomogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equation

(∆τ − s(s− 1)) E(s; s1, s2; τ) = E(s1; τ)E(s2; τ) , (1.1)

where s ∈ N and τ := τ1 + iτ2 ∈ H is a complex modulus, which takes values in a upper-half complex plane
H := {τ ∈ C | Im(τ) > 0} and ∆τ is the hyperbolic laplacian, ∆τ := τ22 (∂

2
τ1 + ∂2

τ2). The modular invariant
function E(s; τ) appearing in the source term in (1.1) is a non-holomorphic Eisenstein series, which satisfies

(∆τ − s(s− 1))E(s; τ) = 0 . (1.2)

The first class of GESs that we consider has s1, s2 ∈ N and it appears to be the relevant vector space
of non-holomorphic modular invariant functions to describe two-loop Modular Graph Functions (MGFs)
[1, 2, 3]. Interest in MGFs originated from the study of the low energy expansion of the integrand for genus-
one contributions to four-graviton scattering in either of the type II superstring theories [1, 4]. The name
MGF originates from the fact that these functions are the values of connected Feynman graphs for a free
scalar field theory living on a two-torus with complex structure τ . Modular invariance (SL(2,Z)-invariance)
is a direct consequence of diffeomorphism invariance on the genus-one world-sheet torus. The mathematical
structure of these functions generalises in an obvious manner to modular graph forms whose study has led
to an impressive symbiosis with novel ideas in algebraic geometry [5, 6, 7]. The construction of MGFs may
be extended to higher loops but in this paper we will focus on the two-loop cases since these are related to
GESs. With a slight abuse of terminology, in what follows the acronym MGFs specifically refers to two-loop
modular graph functions.

Two-loop MGFs are defined by the following lattice sums,

Ca,b,c(τ) :=
∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

(τ2/π)
a+b+c

|p1|2a|p2|2b|p3|2c
, (1.3)

where a, b, c ∈ N and the sum is over three complex lattice momenta pi = mi + niτ ∈ Λ′ = Z + τZ \ {0},
with i = 1, 2, 3, subject to the conservation condition p1 + p2 + p3 = 0. Notably, specific linear combinations
[8] of MGFs satisfy inhomogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equations with source terms that are bilinear in non-
holomorphic Eisenstein series of the form (1.1) with s1, s2 ∈ N. However, for values of s ≥ 6 modular-invariant
solutions of (1.1) with integer indices cannot all be expressed as superpositions of MGFs. The construction
of GESs requires additional contributions proportional to L-functions of holomorphic cusp forms [9, 10] with
modular weight 2s. Conjecturally, MGFs select only rational combinations of this family of GES for which
the L-value contributions precisely cancel.

A second class of GESs consists of solutions to (1.1) with sources given by non-holomorphic Eisenstein
series with half-integer indices, i.e. with s1, s2 ∈ N + 1/2. An element in this family of GESs arises in the
low-energy expansion of four-graviton scattering amplitudes in type IIB superstring theory [11, 12]. In this
case SL(2,Z) covariance is known as S-duality and can be motivated by interpreting superstring theory in
terms of eleven-dimensional M-theory compactified on a two-torus. The complex structure of the torus is
here identified with the complex axion-dilaton field, τ = τ1 + iτ2, where τ2 = 1/gs and gs is the string
coupling constant. For lack of better terminology, we refer to this second class of non-holomorphic modular
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invariant functions arising in the context scattering amplitudes in type IIB superstring theory as S-Dual
Modular Functions (SMFs).

SMFs also appear in the study of correlation functions in N = 4 supersymmetric Yang–Mills (SYM)
in four dimensions. This four-dimensional quantum field theory exhibits Montonen–Olive duality [13], in
which SL(2,Z) acts on the complex Yang–Mills coupling constant τ = θ/2π+4πi/g2

YM
. This fits beautifully

with the AdS/CFT conjecture [14], where type IIB superstring theory in an AdS5 × S5 background is
identified with N = 4 SYM with SU(N) gauge group. S-duality in the dual superstring theory here is
interpreted as the holographic image of Montonen–Olive duality of N = 4 SYM. It was shown in [15, 16],
that certain integrated correlators of four superconformal primary operators in the stress tensor multiplet are
computable using supersymmetric localisation for all N [17], and their properties depend sensitively on the
choice of integration measures (see e.g. the review [18]). In the simplest example the large-N expansion of
the correlator is a series of half-integer powers of 1/N and the coefficients are rational linear combinations of
non-holomorphic Eisenstein series with half-integer indices [19]. The second example of integrated correlators
has a large-N expansion with both half-integer and integer powers of 1/N [20, 21]. The half-integer powers
again have coefficients that are rational linear combinations of non-holomorphic Eisenstein series with half-
integer indices, while the coefficients of integer powers of 1/N are given by finite rational sums of SMFs,
which are of relevance to the observations in this paper.

SMFs satisfy inhomogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equations of the form (1.1) with source terms that are
bilinear in non-holomorphic Eisenstein series, just as was the case with MGFs, but here the Eisenstein series
in the sources have half-integer indices, s1, s2 ∈ N + 1/2. Once again, for s ≥ 6 not every GES solution
to (1.1) with half-integer indices can be expressed as a superposition of SMFs. As before, the construction
of this second family of GESs involves L-functions of holomorphic cusp forms [22] with modular weight 2s.
SMFs are conjecturally equal to special linear combinations of GESs, where the L-values cancel as was the
case for MGFs.

We will demonstrate that one of the main results of our paper establishes that both MGFs and SMFs
emerge as specific instances of a broader class of non-holomorphic modular-invariant functions. These func-
tions can be systematically constructed via a particular theta lift applied to a family of local modular Maass
functions. This construction automatically leads to rational linear combinations of GES solutions to (1.1),
where, as previously noted, the contributions from holomorphic cusp forms are entirely cancelled.

1.2 Results

As discussed in the introduction, both MGFs and SMFs can be expressed as specific rational linear combi-
nations of GESs. We will see that these two families of non-holomorphic modular invariant functions are
special cases of the theta-lifts defined by

Ew
i,j(τ) =

∫

(R+)3
Bw

i,j(t) Γ
′
2,2(τ ; t) d

3t , (1.4)

where t represents three cartesian coordinates t1, t2, t3, while the indefinite theta-series Γ
′
2,2(τ ; t) is expressed

as a four-dimensional lattice sum, as defined in (2.33). The lifted functions Bw
i,j(t) are related to local Maass

functions that will be defined in detail later in the paper, and the indices i, j, w ∈ N.
We will show that the function Ew

i,j(τ) is a specific sum of modular invariant solutions to the inhomo-
geneous Laplace equation (1.1). More concretely, we will prove that every Ew

i,j(τ) defined in (1.4) can be
expressed as a rational linear combination of GESs and non-holomorphic Eisenstein series,

Ew
i,j(τ) =

(i+j−1)
2∑

r=− (i+j−1)
2

bi,j(w, r) E(s; w
2 + r, w

2 − r; τ) + di,j(w)E(w; τ) , (1.5)
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where the eigenvalue s = 3i + j + 1 and the explicit expression of the general coefficients bi,j(w, r) is given
by (3.53). All MGFs are obtained by considering Ew

i,j(τ) when s = 3i + j + 1 and w have the same parity
with 1 ≤ s ≤ w − 2 and w ≥ 3. Conversely, SMFs are generated by Ew

i,j(τ) when s and w have opposite

parity with s ≥ w + 1 and w ≥ 3.1

We then analyse in more detail the properties of an individual GES, E(s; s1, s2; τ) of the type that appears
in the rational linear combination (1.5). Given the parity arguments mentioned above, we retrieve the claim
made in the introduction that GESs relevant for MGFs have integer indices s1, s2 ∈ N with s1, s2 ≥ 2, while
for SMFs they have half-integral indices s1, s2 ∈ N+ 1/2.

In [9, 10] it was argued that the modular invariant solution to (1.1) with s1, s2 ∈ N and s1, s2 ≥ 2 and
eigenvalue s with the same parity as s1 + s2 must take the following form,

E(s; s1, s2; τ) = Ep(s; s1, s2; τ) +
∑

∆∈S2s

λ∆(s; s1, s2)H∆(τ) , (1.6)

where Ep is a specific particular solution to (1.1) constructed explicitly in [9, 10]. Our main interest here
is the second term, which is a solution to the homogeneous equation. Here H∆(τ) denotes a particular
Eichler integral (4.14) of the Hecke-normalised cusp form ∆ ∈ S2s with S2s the vector space of holomorphic
cusp forms of weight 2s. The coefficients λ∆(s; s1, s2) were determined in a multitude of cases in [9, 10],
demonstrating that these contain the completed L-functions, Λ(∆, t), of the corresponding holomorphic cusp
form.

For the case s1, s2 ∈ N+1/2 and eigenvalue s ≥ s1+s2+1 of opposite parity, we use the method presented
in [23] to construct a particular solution to (1.1) and show that whenever dimS2s 6= 0 this does not correspond
to the GES solution. In such cases, a suitable multiple of the solution of the homogeneous equation must
be added to the particular solution to ensure that the complete expression is the modular invariant solution
E(s; s1, s2; τ). We show that again in this case, the GES solution to (1.1) with s1, s2 ∈ N+1/2 and eigenvalue
s ≥ s1+ s2+1 of opposite parity must take the same form (1.6). Using the results of [22] concerning certain
convolutions of divisor sigma functions, we find an analytic expression for the coefficients of the solution of
the homogeneous equation, which is given as

λ∆(s; s1, s2) =

π(−1)
s+s1−s2+2

2 25−4sΓ (2s− 1) Γ
(
s1+s2−s

2

)

Γ(s1)Γ(s2)Γ
(
s1+s2+s

2

)
Γ
(
s+s1−s2+1

2

)
Γ
(
s−s1+s2+1

2

) Λ(∆, s+ s1 − s2)Λ(∆, s+ s1 + s2 − 1)

〈∆,∆〉 , (1.7)

where 〈∆,∆〉 denotes the Petersson norm of the Hecke eigenform ∆ ∈ S2s.
Given the analytic dependence of the coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous equation (1.7) on the

indices s1, s2, we have verified that if we specialise (1.7) to the case of GESs with s1, s2 ∈ N and s1, s2 ≥ 2
and eigenvalue s with the same parity as s1 + s2 we reproduce all the particular cases presented in [9, 10]2.
This leads to the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1.

The generalised Eisenstein series with s1, s2 ∈ N and s1, s2 ≥ 2 and eigenvalue s with the same parity
as s1 + s2 must take the form (1.6), where the particular solution has been constructed in [9, 10] and the
coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous equation is given by (1.7).

This result is quite striking, since the particular solutions constructed in [9, 10] and [23] for the two
different cases of GESs have in principle nothing to do with one another. Yet in both cases, the “modular

1It is worth noting that many of our conclusions do apply to a wider range of weights w, for example SMFs with s < w.
However, we will focus on modular functions with parameters satisfying these specific ranges since they are most relevant for
superstring amplitudes and the integrated correlator.

2In these references, the coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous equation λ∆(s; s1, s2) was denoted by a+
∆2s,s1,s2

.
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form” content of the particular solution (which we stress is not modular invariant on its own) captures
everything but the very same Eichler integral of holomorphic cusp forms.

Having clarified the form of the solution given in (1.6) for the families of GESs relevant to both MGFs
and SMFs, we will revisit the general rational linear combination of GESs (1.5), which is produced by the
theta lift (1.4). The explicit linear combination (1.5) together with the solution for the coefficients of the
homogeneous equation (1.7) lead to a further conjecture:

Conjecture 2.

The modular invariant function Ew
i,j(τ) defined in (1.4) is a rational linear combination of generalised

Eisenstein series that admits a four-dimensional lattice sum representation, which receives no contributions
from L-values of holomorphic cusp forms.

For MGFs that are given by rational linear combinations of GESs with s1, s2 ∈ N and s1, s2 ≥ 2 and
eigenvalue s with the same parity as w = s1 + s2, this is indeed a conjecture since we do not prove (1.7)
for the coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous equation. However, for SMFs this conjecture can be
proven since these are expressed in terms of GESs with s1, s2 ∈ N + 1/2 and eigenvalue s ≥ s1 + s2 + 1 of
opposite parity for which the proof of (1.7) follows from [22].

In either case, assuming the general validity of (1.7), we will show that the L-function contribution to
Ew
i,j(τ) coming from the holomorphic cusp form ∆ ∈ S2s with s = 3i+ j + 1 is proportional to

Ki,j(∆) =

∫ i∞

0

∆(τ) [τ2(1− τ)2]i(τ2 − τ + 1)jdτ . (1.8)

The polynomials in τ appearing as part of the integrand in the above equation play a fundamental role in the
construction of the local Maass functions, Bw

i,j(t), whose theta lift (1.4) we will analyse. We will show that
Ki,j(∆) = 0 for all i, j ∈ N and for every holomorphic cusp form ∆ ∈ S2s with s = 3i+ j+1, thus providing
strong evidences that the modular functions Ew

i,j(τ) as defined in (1.4), or equivalently the particular rational
linear combinations of GESs as in (1.5), are indeed free of holomorphic cusp forms.

Remarkably, precisely these particular linear combinations of GESs appear to be the only relevant ones
for the study of important physical observables in superstring theory and its holographic dual CFT. This is
true for MGFs for perturbative genus-one contributions to superstring amplitudes, as well as for SMFs arising
in the low-energy expansion of superstring amplitudes and the large-N expansion of integrated correlators
in N = 4 SYM.

1.3 Outline

The paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we introduce the main characters of our story and define an in-
finite class of modular invariant non-holomorphic functions, constructed as theta lifts of certain modular local
Maass forms. The defining property of these Maass forms is that they are constructed via a raising procedure
from particular negative modular weight holomorphic polynomials, known as modular local polynomials. In
appendix A we present some basic properties of Maass functions and non-holomorphic Eisenstein series,
while in appendix B we discuss more technical details regarding modular local polynomials. We show in
section 3 that the theta lift thus defined satisfies an inhomogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equation with source
terms that are bilinear in non-holomorphic Eisenstein series. Hence, we derive a general expression for the
theta lift as a rational linear combination of generalised Eisenstein series and standard non-holomorphic
Eisenstein series. We discuss various properties of the generalised Eisenstein series in section 4. In particu-
lar, we revisit two methods for constructing a particular solution to the differential equation (1.1) and show
how to determine the homogeneous part so as to obtain a modular invariant solution. The solution of the
homogenous equation takes the form of an Eichler integral of a special holomorphic cusp form multiplied by
the product of two of its completed L-values that we determine analytically. Some fundamental properties
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of holomorphic cusp forms and their L-values are reviewed in appendix C. We conclude section 4 by showing
that the sum of the holomorphic cusp form solutions to the homogeneous equation that contribute to Ew

i,j(τ),
i.e. to the sum of generalised Eisenstein series obtained from the theta lifts, cancels out completely. Finally,
in section 5 we present some interesting open problems that we believe our analysis will help in solving.

2 Theta lift of local Maass functions

In this section we will define a particular example of a non-holomorphic indefinite theta-series that is a
four-dimensional lattice sum, which will enter the subsequent analysis. This theta-series is related to the
genus-one partition function for a closed string moving on a target space compactified on T 2. We will
use this theta-series to define a class of modular invariant functions via theta lift of certain local Maass
functions. This theta lift provides an elegant and unified approach to both MGFs and SMFs and clarifies
some intriguing properties shared by these two families of modular functions.

2.1 Theta lift: definitions and properties

In the study of superstring scattering amplitudes, being that MGFs or SMFs, we discover beautiful families
of non-holomorphic modular invariant functions. The simplest examples of MGFs and SMFs are the non-
holomorphic Eisenstein series, E(s; τ), with s ∈ N+ and s ∈ N + 1

2 , respectively. Some properties of these
modular functions, which enter into the source terms in (1.1), are reviewed in appendix A.

However, the space of modular invariant functions needed to discuss higher loop MGFs and higher order
coefficients in the low-energy effective action of the scattering amplitudes in type IIB becomes significantly
more complicated and goes beyond the standard world of non-holomorphic Eisenstein series or Maass func-
tions. Importantly, both MGFs and the SMFs considered here are closely related, albeit for very different
physical reasons, to a particular non-holomorphic modular function of three complex variables that can be
expressed in terms of an indefinite theta-series.

The particular indefinite theta series of relevance arises quite naturally in string theory when considering
a closed-string partition function for a genus-one world-sheet with modular parameter τ , embedded in a
T 2-compactified target space. The moduli space of the target space is the symmetric space:

[SO(2;R)× SO(2;R)]\SO(2, 2;R)/SO(2, 2;Z) , (2.1)

which describes the product of two hyperbolic planes, with each parameterised by a complex coordinate.
These are the complex structure denoted as ρ = ρ1 + iρ2, and the Kahler structure denoted by ν = B + iV ,
where V is the volume of the torus and B is the value of an antisymmetric tensor on the torus.

We now define a lattice sum Γ2,2 : H3 → R, which is a real-analytic function of the three upper-half plane
variables τ, ρ, ν ∈ H := {z ∈ C , Im z > 0},

Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) :=
∑

m,n∈Z2

V exp
(
− π

τ2
(m+ nτ)G(ρ, V )(m+ nτ̄ ) + 2πiB detM

)
, (2.2)

where we have introduced the two 2× 2 matrices

G(ρ, V ) :=
V

ρ2

(
1 ρ1
ρ1 |ρ|2

)
, M :=

(
m1 n1

m2 n2

)
= (mn) . (2.3)
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with m1,m2, n1, n2 ∈ Z. This function has the important symmetry properties,

Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) = Γ2,2(ρ; τ, ν) , (2.4)

Γ2,2(−
1

τ
; ρ, ν) = Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) , Γ2,2(τ + 1; ρ, ν) = Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) , (2.5)

Γ2,2(τ ; ρ,−
1

ν
) = Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) , Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν + 1) = Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) . (2.6)

The first identity can be derived from (2.2) by exchanging the summation variables n1 ↔ m2, while the
S-transformation for the ν variable ν → −1/ν can be derived upon performing a quadruple Poisson resum-
mation over m1,m2, n1, n2.

The Laplace operator on this symmetric space reduces to

∆SO(2,2) = ∆ρ +∆ν = ρ22(∂
2
ρ1

+ ∂2
ρ2
) + V 2(∂2

B + ∂2
V ) , (2.7)

and the lattice-sum Γ2,2 satisfies

∆SO(2,2)Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) = 2∆τΓ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) = 2τ22 (∂
2
τ1 + ∂2

τ2)Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) . (2.8)

We note also that
∆τΓ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) = ∆ρΓ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) = ∆νΓ2,2(τ ; ρ, ν) . (2.9)

In string theory, one usually integrates over τ , the modular parameter of the genus-one worldsheet,
for example, in obtaining a genus-one correction to a closed-string scattering amplitude for external states
moving on a toroidally compactified target space. However, in the present discussion this is not the case,
instead of integrating over τ we are interested in considering a particular theta lift that involves integration
over ρ and V = Im ν after having set B = 0 in (2.2). More explicitly, we will consider

Ew
i,j(τ) =

∫

R+×Fρ

V wAi,j(ρ)Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, iV ) 2
dV

V 2

d2ρ

ρ22
, (2.10)

where, as will appear natural later, the domain of integration Fρ is the fundamental domain with respect to
the congruence subgroup3 Γ0(2), i.e. Fρ = Γ0(2)\H. The parameter w is a non-negative integer, w ∈ N. We
will shortly provide some string theory arguments that justify the importance of the integral representation
(2.10) in the discussion of MGFs as well as in the context of higher-derivative corrections to the low-energy
expansion of type IIB string theory.

In the rest of this paper we consider the theta lift (2.10) where the lifted elements, Ai,j(ρ), belong to
a special class of Maass functions. The construction of the relevant family of functions Ai,j(ρ) was given
in unpublished notes by Don Zagier [24] that are reviewed and slightly expanded in section 5.4 of [25], and
will be summarised later in section 2.2. The functions Ai,j(ρ) are local Maass functions that transform as
modular functions under Γ0(2) apart from on an ‘exceptional set’ of points forming the boundaries of Fρ

(hence the denomination ‘local’). These functions are constructed from special holomorphic polynomials with
negative modular weight via a Maass raising operation so as to become non-holomorphic modular invariant
functions. As a result Ai,j(ρ) is a Laurent series in ρ2 with coefficients that are polynomial in (ρ21 − ρ1) and
satisfies the Laplace equation

(∆ρ − s(s− 1))Ai,j(ρ) = 0 , (2.11)

with s = 3i+ j + 1.

3The congruence subgroup Γ0(2) is defined as Γ0(2) := {
(

a b
c d

)

∈ SL(2,Z) | c ≡ 0mod 2}.
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Before moving on to discuss the construction of the functions Ai,j(ρ) and the properties of their theta lifts
(2.10) in more detail in section 2.2 we present a different parametrisation for the indefinite theta series Γ2,2,
which is related to the string-theory origins of MGFs [1] and SMFs [11, 12]. One property we immediately
note is that (assuming convergence) the result of performing a quadruple Poisson resummation of the integers
in the theta-series (2.2) leads to Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, iV ) = Γ2,2(τ ; ρ, iV

−1) so that by changing variables V → 1/V in
(2.10) we find that Ew

i,j(τ) satisfies the functional relation

Ew
i,j(τ) = E2−w

i,j (τ) , (2.12)

which is very reminiscent of the functional equation (A.5) for the non-holomorphic Eisenstein series. We
now discuss an alternative parameterisation of Γ2,2, which will prove to be very useful.

An alternative parameterisation of Γ2,2

This reparameterization maps the real integration parameters ρ1, ρ2 and V in (2.10) into the three Schwinger
parameters, t1, t2, t3 of a two-loop vacuum Feynman diagram defined in the range 0 ≤ ti ≤ ∞ and given by
the following equations4

ρ1(t) =
t1

t1 + t2
, ρ2(t) =

V (t)

t1 + t2
, V (t) =

√
t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3 , (2.13)

where the measure in terms of the new variables is given by

2dV V 2 d
2ρ

ρ22
= dt1dt2dt3 . (2.14)

The domain of integration 0 ≤ ti ≤ ∞ translates into the domain in (2.10) that is given by the real positive
axis 0 ≤ V ≤ ∞ and

0 ≤ ρ1 ≤ 1 , (ρ1 − 1
2 )

2 + ρ22 ≥ 1

4
, (2.15)

which is precisely the fundamental domain of Γ0(2) illustrated by the grey domain in figure 1 (which is
reproduced from [11]).

We will now express (2.2) in these new variables. With a slight abuse of notation, we denote Γ2,2(τ ; t) :=
Γ2,2(τ ; ρ(t), iV (t)), and after a simple redefinition of summation variables we arrive at

Γ2,2(τ ; t) := Γ2,2(τ ; ρ(t), iV (t)) =
√
t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ
p1+p2+p3=0

exp
(
− π

τ2

3∑

j=1

tj |pj |2
)
, (2.16)

where the sum is over three complex lattice momenta pi = mi + niτ ∈ Λ = Z+ τZ, with i = 1, 2, 3, subject
to the conservation condition p1 + p2 + p3 = 0.

The integrand for the theta lift (2.10) can be re-expressed in terms of the ti variables in the form

Ew
i,j(τ) =

∫

(R+)3
V (t)w−4Ai,j(t) Γ2,2(τ ; t) d

3t . (2.17)

The functions Ai,j(t) must be symmetric functions of t1, t2, t3 and the integrand in (2.17) is invariant under
the symmetric group S3, a property that is not immediately apparent in (2.10). The manifest invariance of

4The notation f(t) denotes a function of the three ti variables with i = 1, 2, 3.
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ρ2
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2 1− 1

2−1

1
2

1

(123) (213)

(132) (231)

(312) (321)

t
1
=

0

t
1
=

t
2

t
2
=

0
t2 = t3 t1 =

t3

t3 = 0

Figure 1: In the ρ-plane, the domain ti > 0 is mapped to the region shaded in grey, isomorphic to a
fundamental domain of Γ0(2). Here the labels (ijk) in each sub-domain denote the ordering ti < tj < tk.

the expression (2.17) under permutations of t1, t2 and t3 is exhibited by (2.10) in terms of the ρ variable,
which is invariant under the six elements of transformation:

ρ → ρ, ρ → 1− ρ−1, ρ → (1− ρ)−1, ρ → 1− ρ̄, ρ → ρ̄−1, ρ → (1 − ρ̄−1)−1 . (2.18)

The first three of these correspond to transpositions of pairs of ti whereas the last three correspond to
three-cycles with t1, t2, t3 in different orders.

The Laplace identities (2.9) imply the relation

∆τΓ2,2(τ ; t) = ∆tΓ2,2(τ ; t) , (2.19)

where the laplacian in the ti variables is given by

∆t[F (t)] = −2
3∑

i=1

∂i[tiF (t)] +
3∑

i,j=1

∂i∂j{[titj + (2δij − 1)V 2(t)]F (t)} . (2.20)

Importantly, we see that ∆t[V (t)αF (t)] = V (t)α∆t[F (t)] for all α ∈ R, with V (t) =
√
t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3.

We will now discuss the particular functions Ai,j(ρ) that are invariant under the group of symmetries
(2.18), which will play a central role in the theta lift (2.10).

2.2 Modular local polynomials and local Maass functions

We present here the systematic construction of a basis of Γ0(2)-invariant functions Ai,j(ρ), given by Don
Zagier in unpublished notes that are expanded on in section 5.4 of [25]. The function A1,0(ρ) originally

10



arose in the construction of the modular invariant coefficient of the higher-derivative interaction d6R4 in the
four-graviton amplitude of type IIB superstring theory [12, 26]. This coefficient function is E(4; 3

2 ,
3
2 ; τ) in

the notation of (1.1) 5.
The functions Ai,j(ρ) here considered are particular examples of ‘modular local Maass forms’, constructed

from special modular forms known as modular local polynomials [27, 28].

Definition [27]: For an SL(2,Z)-invariant nowhere dense set E, a function P : H → C is called a weight-k
modular local polynomial with exceptional set E if (with k even and non-positive) P is such that

(i) For every γ = ( a b
c d ) ∈ SL(2,Z) we have P(ρ)|kγ = P(ρ), where the usual |kγ action is defined as

P(ρ)
∣∣
k
γ = (cρ+ d)−k P

(
aρ+ b

cρ+ d

)
; (2.21)

(ii) On each connected component C ⊂ H \ E we have P(ρ) = PC(ρ) where PC is a polynomial in ρ.

Furthermore, as explained in [27] we must impose some regularity condition so that the limiting values exist
when ρ → ρ∗ ∈ E. Importantly, while the modular local polynomials are finite on the exceptional set E
their derivatives are discontinuous.

In [28] modular local polynomials were introduced for which the exceptional sets are

ED :=
⋃

Q∈QD

SQ , (2.22)

where QD denotes the set of binary quadratic forms with discriminant D, i.e. Q = [a, b, c] ∈ QD is such that
Q(X,Y ) = [a, b, c](X,Y ) := aX2 + bXY + cY 2 with a, b, c ∈ Z and discriminant D = b2 − 4ac. The sets SQ

are defined by

SQ :=
{
ρ ∈ H

∣∣∣ a|ρ|2 + bRe(ρ) + c = 0
}
. (2.23)

For the case of interest the discriminant we want to consider is D = 1. As we show in appendix B that the
connected component Cρ∗ ⊂ H \ E1, which contains ρ∗ := e

πi
3 , i.e. ρ ∈ Cρ∗ , coincides with a fundamental

domain of Γ0(2), i.e.

Cρ∗ = Γ0(2)\H :=

{
ρ ∈ H

∣∣∣ 0 < Re(ρ) < 1 , |ρ− 1

2
|2 >

1

4

}
. (2.24)

We can then think of these modular local polynomials as the modular analogues of the periodic seesaw
function. Once we define the polynomial on one of the connected components, say e.g. Cρ∗ , we extend it to
a function on the whole upper-half plane H by simply patching together all of its images under Γ0(2).

The function Ai,j(ρ) in the integrand of the theta lift (2.10) is modular invariant, so it has zero holo-
morphic and anti-holomorphic weight with respect to all γ ∈ Γ0(2). It can be constructed by successive
applications of the Maass raising operator Dk to a modular polynomial P(ρ) of even negative weight, where
Dk := ∂ρ + k/(ρ − ρ̄) maps a modular form of weight (k, 0) to a modular form of weight (k + 2, 0). More
explicitly, starting with a modular form of weight −2n we can raise it to a real-analytic modular function
by acting with the iterated Maass derivative operator

D
(n)
−2n :=

(−2i)nn!

(2n)!
D−2 ◦D−4 ◦ · · · ◦D−2n+2 ◦D−2n , (2.25)

5In [12] the function A1,0(ρ) was called A(τ) and the coefficient function was called E 3
2
, 3
2
(Ω, Ω̄). See also [26] for alternative

early notation.
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which can also be rewritten as

D
(n)
−2n =

(−2i)nn!

(2n)!

n∑

m=0

(
n
m

)
(−n−m)m
(ρ− ρ̄)m

∂n−m

∂ρn−m
, (2.26)

where (x)m := x(x + 1) . . . (x +m − 1) is the Pochhammer symbol. We note that the Maass operator Dk

satisfies the property ∆k+2 ·Dk−Dk∆k = −kDk, where ∆k := 4Dk−2 ρ
2
2∂ρ̄ is the Laplacian acting on weight

k modular forms. As a consequence, given that a modular local polynomial, P(ρ), of weight k = −2n is a

holomorphic function and therefore satisfies ∆−2nP(ρ) = 0. It follows that A(ρ) := D
(n)
−2nP(ρ) is a modular

function satisfying the Laplace eigenvalue equation

[∆ρ − n(n+ 1)]A(ρ) = 0 , (2.27)

where ∆ρ = ∆0 = ρ22(∂
2
ρ1

+ ∂2
ρ2
).

As proved in [24, 25], the subspace of the modular local polynomials with exceptional set E1 and weight
k that have been lifted as described above to be modular invariant functions with respect to Γ0(2) as well
as being invariant with respect to the group of automorphism of H generated by the involutions ρ → 1 − ρ̄
and ρ → 1/ρ̄, is spanned by the basis:

Ai,j(ρ) := D
(n)
−2n[u

ivj ] , (2.28)

where i, j ∈ N such that k = −2n = −2(3i+ j), and

u := ρ2(1− ρ)2 , v := ρ2 − ρ+ 1 . (2.29)

From (2.26) and (2.27), it is easy to show that the Ai,j(ρ) are Laurent polynomials in ρ2 with coefficients
that are polynomial in ρ1, satisfying the Laplace equation

[∆ρ − s(s− 1)]Ai,j(ρ) = 0 , (2.30)

for all ρ ∈ Γ0(2)\H, where s = 3i+ j + 1. For example, we have

A0,1(ρ) = ρ2 +
ρ1(ρ1 − 1) + 1

ρ2
,

A1,0(ρ) =
ρ2
5

+
[1 + 6ρ1(ρ1 − 1)]

5ρ2
+

ρ21(ρ1 − 1)2

ρ32
, (2.31)

A1,1(ρ) =
ρ22
7

+
3[4 + 15ρ1(ρ1 − 1)]

35
+

3ρ1(ρ1 − 1)[5ρ1(ρ1 − 1) + 3] + 1

7ρ22
+

ρ21(ρ1 − 1)2[ρ1(ρ1 − 1) + 1]

ρ42
.

The particular theta lifts we want to consider are Γ2,2 lifts of the modular-invariant local Maass forms Ai,j(ρ),
which are defined by (2.10). As will be clarified in the next section, the integral in (2.10) does not quite
converge if one uses the definition (2.2) for Γ2,2 as a complete lattice sum over Z4. To obtain a convergent
expression it is necessary to exclude the points (m1, n1) = 0, (m2, n2) = 0 and (m1 +m2, n1 + n2) = 0 from
the lattice sum. In terms of the ti variables the expression for the theta lift (2.17) becomes

Ew
i,j(τ) :=

∫

(R+)3
[V (t)]w−4Ai,j(ρ(t)) Γ

′
2,2(τ ; t) d

3t , (2.32)

where using (2.16) we have defined

Γ′
2,2(τ ; t) :=

√
t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

exp
(
− π

τ2

3∑

j=1

tj |pj |2
)
, (2.33)
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and the sum runs over three lattice momenta pi = mi + niτ ∈ Λ′ = Z + τZ \ {0}, with i = 1, 2, 3, again
subject to the conservation condition p1 + p2 + p3 = 0. The symbol Λ′ indicates that we exclude the point
p = 0 from the lattice p ∈ Λ = Z + τZ, which is a requirement for the convergence of the integral (2.32).
The objects of interest can then be rewritten in terms of the lattice sum integral

Ew
i,j(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

∫

(R+)3
Bw

i,j(t) exp
(
− π

τ2

3∑

j=1

tj |pj |2
)
d3t , (2.34)

where we have defined the auxiliary functions

Bw
i,j(t) := [V (t)]w−3Ai,j(ρ(t)) . (2.35)

For example when expressed in terms of the ti variables, the Ai,j(ρ) given in (2.31) become

A0,1(ρ(t)) = σ
− 1

2
2 σ1 ,

A1,0(ρ(t)) = σ
− 3

2
2

(
1

5
σ1σ2 − σ3

)
, (2.36)

A1,1(ρ(t)) = σ−2
2

(
1

7
σ2
1σ2 +

2

35
σ2
2 − σ1σ3

)
,

where we have expressed the results in terms of the basis for symmetric polynomials in three variables σ1,
σ2, and σ3, defined as

σ1 := t1 + t2 + t3 , σ2 := V (t)2 = t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3 , σ3 := t1t2t3 . (2.37)

It is important to realise that whereas the reflection identity (2.12) can be obtained by performing a
quadruple Poisson resummation this procedure cannot be carried out for the restricted lattice sum (2.33).
However, after correcting for the absence of the (m1, n1) = (m2, n2) = (m1 + m2, n1 + n2) = (0, 0) terms
in the sums the identity (2.12) still holds modulo the addition of terms proportional to non-holomorphic
Eisenstein series, namely we find

Ew
i,j(τ) = E2−w

i,j (τ) +
(
non-holomorphic Eisenstein series

)
. (2.38)

We can now better clarify why the theta lift considered here is a suitable framework for discussing both
MGFs and SMFs. Firstly, it follows directlly from (2.34) that Ew

i,j(τ) is closely related to MGFs (1.3)

introduced in [1]. If in equation (2.34) we replace the integrand Bw
i,j(t) by the simple monomial ta−1

1 tb−1
2 tc−1

3

with a, b, c ∈ N we deduce

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

∫

(R+)3
ta−1
1 tb−1

2 tc−1
3 exp

(
− π

τ2

3∑

j=1

tj |pj |2
)
d3t = Γ(a)Γ(b)Γ(c)Ca,b,c(τ) . (2.39)

Here the parameters ti correspond to the Schwinger parameters for the two-loop graph associated with the
MGF, Ca,b,c(τ).

Similarly in the context of SMFs the integral representation (2.34) originates by considering the four-
graviton two-loop scattering amplitude in eleven-dimensional supergravity compactified on a two-torus [12],
where the ti variables are related to the Schwinger parameters for the two-loop Feynman diagrams. While
in [12] a prominent role was played by (2.35) specialised to the case of the local Maass function A1,0(ρ), in
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[21] it was shown that at large-N the expansion coefficient of a certain integrated correlator in N = 4 SYM
can be represented as a rational linear combination of theta lifts (2.34) involving more general Ai,j(ρ). The
precise connection between the theta lift (2.34) and both MGFs and SMFs will be derived by analysing the
Laplace equation satisfied by Ew

i,j(τ).
In the next section we will study the real-analytic modular invariant functions Ew

i,j(τ) of the variable τ ∈ H

and show that they satisfy an inhomogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equation with sources given by bilinears in
non-holomorphic Eisenstein series. By varying the integers w, i, j, we will show that Ew

i,j(τ) corresponds to
either MGFs that appear in genus-one superstring amplitudes or to the SMFs that appear in the low energy
effective action of the scattering amplitudes in type IIB superstring theory and in the context of the large-N
expansion of integrated correlators in N = 4 SYM.

3 Inhomogeneous Laplace Equation

In this section we analyse the properties of the theta-lifted modular local Maass functions defined in (2.32)
by studying their behaviour under the action of the hyperbolic Laplace operator ∆τ .

From their definition (2.28), it follows that the functions Ai,j(ρ) are Laurent polynomials in ρ2 with
coefficients that are polynomial in ρ1. We recall that Ai,j(ρ) satisfies the homogeneous Laplace eigenvalues
equation (2.30) with respect to the Laplace-Beltrami operator ∆ρ = ρ22(∂

2
ρ1

+ ∂2
ρ2
)

[∆ρ − s(s− 1)]Ai,j(ρ) = 0 , (3.1)

where ρ is inside the domain ρ ∈ Cρ∗ = Γ0(2)\H and s = 3i+ j + 1.
When translated into t-variables, the differential equation (3.1) implies that the function Bw

i,j(t) defined
in (2.35) satisfies another homogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equation

[∆t − s(s− 1)]Bw
i,j(t) = 0 , (3.2)

where again s = 3i + j + 1 and the laplacian ∆t is defined in (2.20). Furthermore it is straightforward to
show that

∆τ exp
(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)
= ∆t exp

(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)
, (3.3)

so by acting with ∆τ on (2.32) and combining (3.3) and (3.2) we deduce

[
∆τ − s(s− 1)

]
Ew
i,j(τ) = b.t. , (3.4)

where ‘b.t.’ denotes the boundary terms that arise from integrating the Laplacian ∆t by parts.
We will shortly analyse these boundary terms and show that they produce the source terms for the

inhomogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equation,

[∆τ − s(s− 1)] Ew
i,j(τ) =

(i+j−1)
2∑

r=− (i+j−1)
2

bi,j(w, r)E
(w
2
+ r; τ

)
E
(w
2
− r; τ

)
+ d̃i,j(w)E(w; τ) , (3.5)

for particular values of the coefficients bi,j(w, r) and d̃i,j(w). Note that the source terms in this equation
have total “transcendental weight” w = s1 + s2. We also note that when the weight w and the eigenvalue
s = 3i+ j + 1 have the same parity the source terms contain bilinears in non-holomorphic Eisenstein series
with integer indices. This is relevant to the discussion of MGFs for which s ≤ w − 2 so that the indices of
the non-holomorphic Eisenstein series on the right hand-side of (3.5) are always integers greater or equal
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than two. Conversely, when the w and s have opposite parity the source terms contain bilinears in non-
holomorphic Eisenstein series with half-integer indices. This is the case that is relevant to the discussion of
SMFs, in which the eigenvalues are such that s ≥ w+1. Hence the indices of the non-holomorphic Eisenstein
series in the bilinear term in (3.5) may have different signs. Nonetheless, it is always possible to use the
functional equation

Γ(s)E(s; τ) = Γ(1− s)E(1 − s; τ) , (3.6)

to rewrite (3.5) so that all Eisenstein series in the source term appear with positive indices, although in that
case the functional equation does not respect uniform transcendentality in weight.

It is important to notice that for all the cases we are interested in the eigenvalue s 6= w hence it is always
possible to use (A.2) and invert the laplacian6 over the single Eisenstein series appearing as source to obtain

Ew
i,j(τ) =

(i+j−1)
2∑

r=− (i+j−1)
2

bi,j(w, r) E
(
s;

w

2
+ r,

w

2
− r; τ

)
+ di,j(w)E(w; τ) , (3.7)

where di,j(w) := d̃i,j(w)/[w(w − 1) − s(s − 1)]. We now describe how to compute the coefficients bi,j(w, r)
and di,j(w) starting from the definition (2.32) for the theta lift of local Maass functions.

3.1 Boundary terms

Applying the laplacian ∆τ to (2.32) gives

∆τEw
i,j(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

∫ ∞

0

[V (t)]w−3 Ai,j(ρ(t))∆t exp
(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)
d3t , (3.8)

where we have used (3.3). We integrate (3.8) by parts and note that

∆t[V (t)αF (t)] = V (t)α∆t[F (t)] , (3.9)

for all α, hence by using the definition (2.35) and the relation (2.30) it follows that

∆t

[
Bw

i,j(t)
]
= [V (t)]w−3

[
∆ρAi,j(ρ)

]

ρ=ρ(t)
= s(s− 1)Bw

i,j(t) , (3.10)

with s = 3i+ j + 1. From this we we see that

∆τEw
i,j(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

∫ ∞

0

Bw
i,j(t)∆t

[
exp

(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)]

d3t

=
∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

∫ ∞

0

∆t

[
Bw

i,j(t)
]
exp

(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)
d3t+ b.t.

= s(s− 1)Ew
i,j(τ) + b.t. , (3.11)

6We can check from the lattice sum representation (2.34) that for the range of eigenvalues relevant for the SMFs the
coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous equation E(s; τ) vanishes. Similarly, for the case relevant for discussing MGFs
we can directly evaluate (2.34) to find a vanishing coefficient for the solution of the homogeneous equation E(s; τ), apart from
the case s = 1 and w odd where this solution reduces to a simple rational multiple of ζ(w) which can be computed [29]. This
implies that there is no issue in inverting the Laplace operator in (3.5).
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where ‘b.t.’ represents boundary terms.

The boundary terms in (3.11) are easily collected by integrating ∆t by parts using the definition (2.20).
We start by noting that since all the momenta p1, p2, p3 = −p1−p2 are non-vanishing we only need to worry
about boundary contributions coming from ti → 0 since the integral is exponentially suppressed along any
direction ti → ∞. Using the fact that the integrand is invariant under permutations of (t1, t2, t3) we arrive
at the expression

b.t. =
∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

3

∫ ∞

0

[
t1t2(∂3 − ∂1 − ∂2)B

w
i,j(t1, t2, t3)

]

t3=0
exp

(
− πt1|p1|2

τ2
− πt2|p2|2

τ2

)
d2t

+
∑

p∈Λ′

6π|p|2
τ2

∫ ∞

0

[
t1t2B

w
i,j(t1, t2, t3)

]

t3=0
exp

(
− π|p|2(t1 + t2)

τ2

)
d2t , (3.12)

where we have defined p = m+ nτ ∈ Λ′ with (m,n) ∈ Z2 \ {(0, 0)}. We now show that with the definition
of Bw

i,j(t) given earlier that the first term produces a bilinear in Eisenstein series, while the second term
produces an expression linear in Eisenstein series.

Although we do not have a closed formula for the complete boundary terms associated with a general
Bw

i,j(t), we can make some general observations. It follows from (2.28) that when Ai,j(ρ) is rewritten in
terms of ti via (2.13) it can be expressed in terms of the basis σ1, σ2, σ3 for symmetric polynomials in three
variables defined in (2.37). Using these variables, Ai,j(ρ) takes the following general form

Ai,j(ρ(t)) = σ
− s−1

2
2

∑

α,β,γ≥0
α+2β+3γ=s−1

c(α, β, γ)σα
1 σ

β
2 σ

γ
3 , (3.13)

where the coefficients c(α, β, γ) ∈ Q implicitly depend on i, j (and s = 3i + j + 1). We note that when
s is even the overall factor is an half-integer power of σ2 while for s odd the power becomes integer. The
condition on the sum that constrains the powers to satisfy α+2β+3γ = s− 1 comes from the fact that the
Ai,j(ρ) are homogeneous functions of ti since ρ1 and ρ2 defined in (2.13) are. From (2.13) we also deduce
that the transformation ρ → ρ̄ is equivalent to ti → −ti, or equivalently

σ1 → −σ1 , σ2 → σ2 , σ3 → −σ3 , (3.14)

hence using (2.26) and (2.28) we see that

Ai,j(ρ̄) = (−1)i+jAi,j(ρ) = (−1)s−1Ai,j(ρ)

=⇒ Ai,j(ρ(−t)) = Ai,j(ρ̄(t)) = (−1)s−1Ai,j(ρ(t)) . (3.15)

Using the expansion (3.13) this implies

c(α, β, γ) = 0 , for α+ γ 6≡ (s− 1)mod 2 . (3.16)

For example we can derive formulae for infinite families of Ai,j(ρ) at fixed low value of i and arbitrary j.
From (2.28) we can then prove by induction over j that

σ
j
2
2 A0,j(ρ(t)) = σ1

j
2F1

(
1
2 − j

2 ,−
j
2 ;

1
2 − j| 3σ2

σ1
2

)
, (3.17)
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and

σ
j+3
2

2 A1,j(ρ(t)) =

j(j − 1)(j − 2)σ1
j−3σ3

2 2F1

(
3−j
2 , 2− j

2 ;
1
2 − j| 3σ2

σ1
2

)

(2j + 1)(2j + 3)(2j + 5)
+

j(j + 4)σ1
j−1σ2

2
2F1

(
1−j
2 , 1− j

2 ;−j − 1
2 | 3σ2

σ1
2

)

(2j + 3)(2j + 5)

+
σ1

j+1σ2 2F1

(
− j

2 − 1
2 ,−

j
2 ;−j − 3

2 | 3σ2

σ1
2

)

(2j + 5)
− σ3σ1

j
2F1

(
1−j
2 ,− j

2 ;−j − 5
2 | 3σ2

σ1
2

)
. (3.18)

We note that all the hypergeometric functions 2F1(a, b; c|z) that arise are actually polynomials in their
argument z.

We can then focus on the integrand (2.35) and expand it as

Bw
i,j(t1, t2, t3) = σ

w−s−2
2

2

∑

α,β,γ≥0
α+2β+3γ=s−1

c(α, β, γ)σα
1 σ

β
2 σ

γ
3 . (3.19)

From this equation it is rather easy to compute the boundary contribution (3.12) where only the terms with
γ = 0 and γ = 1 contribute. Therefore, for the purpose of extracting the source terms in the differential
equation we can restrict our analysis of (3.19) to terms constant or linear in σ3. In general, these terms take
the form

Bw
i,j(t1, t2, t3) =

σ
w−s−2

2
2








⌊ i+j

2 ⌋∑

n=0

c
(0)
i,j (n)σ

i+j−2n
1 σi+n

2



+ σ3




⌊ i+j−1

2 ⌋∑

n=0

c
(1)
i,j (n)σ

i+j−2n−1
1 σi+n−1

2



+O(σ2
3)



 , (3.20)

where we compactly denoted the coefficients of (3.19) as c
(ℓ)
i,j (n) := c(i + j − 2n− ℓ, i+ n− ℓ, ℓ).

Although the coefficients c
(ℓ)
i,j (n) are not known in closed form for arbitrary i, j we have found expressions

for infinite families at fixed i or at fixed j. For example for the infinite family Bw
0,j(t) from (3.17) we find

c
(0)
0,j(n) =

Γ(j + 1)

Γ
(
j + 1

2

) × (− 3
4 )

nΓ
(
j − n+ 1

2

)

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(j − 2n+ 1)
, (3.21)

with c
(ℓ>0)
0,j (n) = 0. Similarly from (3.18) we deduce that for the family Bw

1,j(t),

c
(0)
1,j(n) =

Γ(j + 1)

Γ (j + 7
2 )

× (− 3
4 )

nΓ (j − n+ 5
2 )

18Γ(n+ 1)Γ(j − 2n+ 2)
[ j(9− 6n) + 4(n− 7)n+ 9] , (3.22)

c
(1)
1,j(n) = − Γ(j + 1)

Γ (j + 7
2 )

× (− 3
4 )

nΓ (j − n+ 7
2 )

Γ(n+ 1)Γ(j − 2n+ 1)
, (3.23)

with c
(ℓ>1)
1,j (n) = 0. While for Bw

i,0(t) we have

c
(0)
i,0 (n) =

√
π Γ(i + 1)2

33iΓ
(
i + 1

6

)
Γ
(
i+ 5

6

) × 22n+1Γ
(
2i− n+ 1

2

)

Γ(2n+ 1)Γ(i− 2n+ 1)Γ(i− n+ 1)
, (3.24)

c
(1)
i,0 (n) = −

√
π Γ(i+ 1)2

33iΓ
(
i+ 1

6

)
Γ
(
i+ 5

6

) × 22n+2Γ (2i− n+ 3
2 )

Γ(2n+ 2)Γ(i− 2n)Γ(i− n+ 1)
, (3.25)
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where now in general c
(ℓ>1)
i,j (n) 6= 0 for i ≥ 2.

We can then focus on the boundary terms produced by a single monomial contribution to Bw
i,j(t1, t2, t3),

i.e. rather than the sum over n in (3.20) we consider the individual term,

Bw
i,j(t1, t2, t3) → c

(0)
i,j (n)σ

i+j−2n
1 σ

w−s−2
2 +i+n

2 + c
(1)
i,j (n)σ

i+j−2n−1
1 σ

w−s−2
2 +i+n−1

2 σ3 , (3.26)

and substitute it into (3.12) to find

b.t. =
∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

3(2n− i − j)c
(0)
i,j (n)

∫ ∞

0

(t1t2)
w−s

2 +i+n(t1 + t2)
i+j−2n−1e−

πt1|p1|2

τ2
−

πt2|p2|2

τ2 d2t

+
∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

3c
(1)
i,j (n)

∫ ∞

0

(t1t2)
w−s

2 +i+n(t1 + t2)
i+j−2n−1e−

πt1|p1|2

τ2
−

πt2|p2|2

τ2 d2t

+
∑

p∈Λ′

6π|p|2
τ2

c
(0)
i,j (n)

∫ ∞

0

(t1t2)
w−s

2 +i+n(t1 + t2)
i+j−2ne

−
π|p|2(t1+t2)

τ2 d2t , (3.27)

once again in the above we have only focused a single monomial contribution to the boundary term.
We see from (3.20) that in the above expression the exponent α of each term (t1 + t2)

α is always a
positive integer, hence we can use binomial expansion and integrate term by term, arriving at the sum of
three boundary contributions,

b.t. = 3
[
(2n−i−j)c

(0)
i,j (n) + c

(1)
i,j (n)

] i+j−2n−1∑

m=0

(
i+j−2n−1

m

)
Γ
(w+(i+j−2m−2n−1)

2

)
Γ
(w−(i+j−2m−2n−1)

2

)

×
[
E(w+(i+j−2m−2n−1)

2 ; τ)E(w−(i+j−2m−2n−1)
2 ; τ)−E(w; τ)

]

+ 6c
(0)
i,j (n)E(w; τ)

[ i+j−2n∑

m=0

(
i+j−2n

m

)
Γ
(

w+1+(i+j−2m−2n)
2

)
Γ
(

w+1−(i+j−2m−2n)
2

) ]
, (3.28)

where we have used the identity

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

(τ2/π)
s1+s2

|p1|2s1 |p2|2s2
=

∑

p1,p2∈Λ′

(τ2/π)
s1+s2

|p1|2s1 |p2|2s2
−

∑

p∈Λ′

(τ2/π)
s1+s2

|p|2(s1+s2)

= E(s1; τ)E(s2; τ)− E(s1 + s2; τ) . (3.29)

Note that we have substituted for the eigenvalue s = 3i + j + 1 in (3.28) and we can easily see that the
indices of the bilinear in non-holomorphic Eisenstein series are such that w ± (i + j − 1) ≡ w − s (mod 2).
Hence, we deduce that when w and s have the same parity the bilinear source terms is the product of
two non-holomorphic Eisenstein series with integer indices. Similarly, when w and s have opposite parity
the bilinear non-holomorphic Eisenstein series have half-integer indices. Finally, the third line gives terms
proportional to the non-holomorphic Eisenstein series E(w; τ). Thus we have reproduce the claim (3.5).

To obtain the complete boundary term we simply need to sum over the boundary terms in (3.28) arising
from (3.20). After changing summation variables (n,m) → (n, r:=n+m − 1

2 (i + j − 1)) and inverting the
Laplace equation (3.11) (with the caveat explained in footnote 6) we arrive at

Ew
i,j(τ) =

(i+j−1)
2∑

r=− (i+j−1)
2

bi,j(w, r)E(s; w
2 + r, w

2 − r; τ) + di,j(w)E(w; τ) , (3.30)
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where the coefficients bi,j(w, r) and di,j(w) are given by

bi,j(w, r) =Γ
(w
2
+ r

)
Γ
(w
2
− r

)
×



min(

i+j−1
2 −r,

i+j−1
2 +r)∑

n=0

3
[
(2n− i− j)c

(0)
i,j (n) + c

(1)
i,j (n)

]( i+j−2n−1
1
2 (i+ j − 1) + r − n

)

 , (3.31)

di,j(w) =−
(i+j−1)

2∑

r=− (i+j−1)
2

bi,j(w, r)

[w(w − 1)− s(s− 1)]
+

(i+j)
2∑

r=− (i+j)
2

{6Γ
(
w+1
2 + r

)
Γ
(
w+1
2 − r

)

[w(w − 1)− s(s− 1)]
×

[min(
i+j
2 −r,

i+j
2 +r)∑

n=0

c
(0)
i,j (n)

(
i+j−2n

1
2 (i + j) + r − n

)]}
. (3.32)

Note that the GES terms in (3.30) are invariant under the exchange w → 2 − w as one can check from
the coefficients (3.31) combined with the reflection property for the GESs

Γ(s1)Γ(s2)E(s; s1, s2; τ) = Γ(1− s1)Γ(1 − s2)E(s; 1− s1, 1− s2; τ) , (3.33)

which can be inferred from its differential equation (1.1) combined with the functional identity (2.12). On
the other hand, the single Eisenstein series term in (3.30) is not invariant as one can see from the coefficient
(3.32) and the result is the modified functional equation (2.38) for Ew

i,j(τ).
In the next sections 3.2 and 3.3 we provide an alternative way of determining the coefficients bi,j(w, r) of

the GES part of (3.30) for general values of i, j ∈ N. Importantly, we will see that this second method does

not rely on knowing the general form for the coefficients c
(0)
i,j (n) and c

(1)
i,j (n) in (3.20).

3.2 Alternative approach

In this section we discuss an alternative method, originally presented in [26], for obtaining the source terms
in the Laplace equation (3.11). Although this method does not fully capture the single Eisenstein series
contribution in (3.28), it leads to a particularly efficient procedure for determining the explicit coefficients
bi,j(w, r) for generic values of parameters, i, j, w, r.

For this calculation we make use of the formulation for the theta lift of modular local polynomials in
terms of the original variables ρ and V . As discussed just below equation (2.17), the Maass functions Ai,j(ρ)
are invariant under the permutation group of three elements S3 as is manifest in terms of the ti variables. In
particular, the Ai,j(ρ) are invariant under ρ → 1− ρ̄. It is important to note that the symmetry ρ1 7→ 1−ρ1,
implies that the derivative ∂ρ1Ai,j(ρ) satisfies the following conditions on the boundary of the shaded domain
Fρ = Γ0(2)\H in figure 1,

∂ρ1Ai,j(ρ)|ρ1=0 = −∂ρ1Ai,j(ρ)|ρ1=1 . (3.34)

It is convenient to use the symmetries of Ai,j(ρ) to map the original domain Fρ into a three-fold covering

of the fundamental domain of SL(2,Z) given by F̂ρ = SL(2,Z)\H. In that case the two vertical boundary

lines in Fρ, ρ1 = 0 and ρ1 = 1, are respectively mapped to the lines ρ1 = 0 − ǫ and ρ1 = 0 + ǫ in F̂ρ, with

ǫ → 0+. If we now define Âi,j(ρ) as the mapping of the local Maass function Ai,j(ρ) to F̂ρ, we see that

the relation (3.34) implies the existence of a discontinuity in ∂ρ1Â(ρ) at ρ1 = 0. It therefore follows from

∂2
ρ1
|ρ1| = 2δ(ρ1) that inside the domain F̂ρ we have

ρ22 ∂
2
ρ1
Âi,j(ρ) = 2ρ2 ci,j(ρ2) δ(ρ1) , (3.35)
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where ci,j(ρ2) = ci,j(1/ρ2) is a Laurent polynomial in ρ2 that will play a key role in the following.

A crucial consequence of this fact is that on the fundamental domain F̂ρ the Laplace equation (2.30) is
modified to

[∆ρ − s(s− 1)] Âi,j(ρ) = 2ρ2 ci,j(ρ2) δ(ρ1) . (3.36)

The contribution of the boundary terms to the Laplace equation may then be determined by an argument
similar to (3.8). After changing the integration domain in the theta lift (2.32) from Fρ to its triple cover F̂ρ,
acting with the τ Laplacian gives

∆τEw
i,j(τ) = 6

∫

R+×F̂ρ

V wÂi,j(ρ)∆ρΓ
′
2,2(τ ; ρ, iV ) 2

dV

V 2

d2ρ

ρ22
, (3.37)

where (2.9) has been used. At this point integrating by parts and using (3.36) leads to

[∆τ − s(s− 1)]Ew
i,j(τ) ∼ 6

∫

R+×[1,∞)

V wci,j(ρ2)Γ
′
2,2(τ ; iρ2, iV ) 2

dV

V 2

dρ2
ρ2

, (3.38)

where we have discarded contributions on the right-hand side, which are linear combinations of non-
holomorphic Eisenstein series.

By performing the change of variables ρ2 =
√
y/x, V =

√
xy equation (3.38) becomes (ignoring a subtlety

in the limits of integration to be described below),

[∆τ − s(s− 1)]Ew
i,j(τ) ∼ 3

∑

p1,p2∈Λ′

∫ ∞

0

x
w−2

2 y
w−2

2 ci,j(
√
y/x) e−πx

|p1|2

τ2
−πy

|p2|2

τ2 dxdy . (3.39)

In writing this expression we have assumed that the integration over ρ2 can be extended from the range
[1,∞) to the semi-infinite line [0,∞) by exploiting symmetry of the integrand under ρ2 → 1/ρ2. However,
this ignores a subtlety that arises from the fact that the manifest S3 symmetry of (2.33) has been lost
in mapping the domain Fρ to F̂ρ and the symmetry ρ2 → 1/ρ2 only exists if we remove the restriction
p1 + p2 6= 0. In other words, the expression (3.39) includes the p1 + p2 = 0 term but the p1 = 0 and p2 = 0
terms must be omitted in order to avoid obvious divergences in the expression for the source term. So in
order to maintain S3 symmetry we must subtract the p1+ p2 = 0 term from (3.39) even though its presence
does not cause a divergence. From (3.29) it is easy to see that subtracting the p1 + p2 = 0 term adds a term
proportional to a single non-holomorphic Eisenstein series, while leaving the bilinear source term unaffected.

From (2.28) the Laurent polynomial ci,j(ρ2) takes the form

ci,j(ρ2) =

(i+j−1)
2∑

r=−
(i+j−1)

2

si,j(r) ρ
2r
2 . (3.40)

Importantly, we see that each monomial in the above expression leads to a particular bilinear in Eisenstein
series in (3.39),

[∆τ − s(s− 1)] Ew
i,j(τ) ∼

(i+j−1)
2∑

r=−
(i+j−1)

2

3si,j(r)Γ
(w
2
+ r

)
Γ
(w
2
− r

)
E(

w

2
+ r; τ)E(

w

2
− r; τ) , (3.41)

where we have made use of the integral representation for the non-holomorphic Eisenstein series (A.6).
Comparing this equation to (3.30) we deduce that the coefficients bi,j(w, r) given in (3.31) can be written in
the simpler form

bi,j(w, r) = 3si,j(r)Γ
(w
2
+ r

)
Γ
(w
2
− r

)
. (3.42)
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In the next section this alternative computation of the source term (3.41) will be used to derive a general
expression valid for all i, j ∈ N of the coefficients bi,j(w, r) of the GES part of (3.30).

3.3 General expression for Ew
i,j(τ)

We now exploit the analysis of section 3.2 to deduce a general expression for the source term (3.36) generated
by the modular local Maass function Ai,j(ρ) defined in (2.28) and hence derive an explicit formula for the
particular linear combinations of GESs produced by Ew

i,j(τ). Thanks to (3.40) and (3.42), this will in turn
allow us to determines the coefficients bi,j(w, r) of the GES part of (3.30).

The coefficient si,j(r) appearing in (3.40) for a particular Ai,j(ρ), can be obtained by expanding the
corresponding modular local polynomial, uivj , as a polynomial in ρ,

uivj = ρ2i(1− ρ)2i(ρ2 − ρ+ 1)j =

2i∑

k=0

j∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

m=0

(−1)k+m+ℓCi,j;k,ℓ,m ρ2i+k+ℓ+m , (3.43)

where Ci,j;k,ℓ,m are simply the binomial coefficients, given by

Ci,j;k,ℓ,m :=

(
2i

k

)(
j

ℓ

)(
ℓ

m

)
. (3.44)

The task of computing the source term (3.35) for a fixed Ai,j(ρ) is then simplified to determining the source
contribution that originates from a single monomial term ρ2i+k+m+ℓ. Firstly, we need to use the definition
(2.26) to perform the Maass raising (2.28) and compute

D
(n)
−2n[ρ

q] =
(−2i)nn!

(2n)!

n∑

m=0

(
n
m

)
(−n−m)m
(2iρ2)m

Γ(q + 1)

Γ(q+m−n+1)
ρq+m−n , (3.45)

where the integer n is related to the eigenvalue s via n = s− 1 = 3i+ j. We then use (3.35) to derive

ρ22 ∂
2
ρ1

(
D

(n)
−2n[ρ

q]
)
= 2ρ2

(−1)n+
q+3
2 Γ(n+1)Γ(q+1)ρq−n

2

Γ(2n+1)

[ n∑

m=0

(−1)m2n−mΓ(m+n+1)

Γ(m+1)Γ(n−m+1)Γ(m−n+q)

]
δ(ρ1)

= 2ρ2

[
(1− (−1)q)

Γ
(
q
2+1

)
Γ
(
n− q

2+1
)

√
π Γ

(
n+1

2

) ρq−n
2

]
δ(ρ1) . (3.46)

From the above equation we use (3.39) to derive the Laplace eigenvalue equation satisfied by the theta lift

of the single Maass lifted monomial D
(n)
−2n[ρ

q], which we denote as Es;q(τ),

[∆τ − s(s− 1)]Es;q(τ) = 3
[
1− (−1)q

]
C̃s;s1,s2E(s1; τ)E(s2; τ) , (3.47)

where s1, s2 have been defined to be

s1 =
w + s− q − 1

2
, s2 =

w − s+ q + 1

2
, (3.48)

and the coefficient C̃s;s1,s2 is given by

C̃s;s1,s2 :=
Γ(s1)Γ(s2)√
πΓ

(
s− 1

2

)Γ
(
s+ s1 − s2 + 1

2

)
Γ

(
s− s1 + s2 + 1

2

)
. (3.49)
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We see that Es;q(τ) is simply a multiple of a single GES with a non-trivial normalisation factor related to

C̃s;s1,s2 . We anticipate that these coefficients C̃s;s1,s2 will play a key role in section 4.
Finally, we combine the result (3.47) for the single monomial with the general expansion (3.43) to arrive

at

[∆τ − s(s− 1)] Ew
i,j(τ) = 3

2i∑

k=0

j∑

ℓ=0

l∑

m=0

(
1− (−1)k+ℓ+m

)
Ci,j;k,ℓ,m C̃s;s1,s2 E(s1; τ)E(s2; τ) , (3.50)

with s = 3i+ j + 1, and

s1 =
w

2
+

k + ℓ+m− i− j

2
, s2 =

w

2
− k + ℓ+m− i− j

2
. (3.51)

We therefore conclude that the theta lift (2.32) of the modular local Maass form Ai,j(ρ) is given by

Ew
i,j(τ) = 3

2i∑

k=0

j∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

m=0

[
1− (−1)k+ℓ+m

]
Ci,j;k,ℓ,m C̃s;s1,s2 E(s; s1, s2; τ) + di,j(w)E(w; τ) . (3.52)

In the above equation we have also re-instated the boundary term contribution producing a multiple of the
non-holomorphic Eisenstein series E(w; τ) and evaluated earlier in (3.32), although this simpler contribution
will not play any role for the following discussion.

Using (3.51) it is easy to see the linear combination of GESs E(s; s1, s2; τ) in (3.52) appears with a range
of indices s1, s2, which precisely matches the earlier statement (3.7). We conclude that for arbitrary i, j ∈ N,
the coefficients bi,j(w, r) of the generalised Eisenstein contribution to Ew

i,j(τ) as presented in (3.7) are given
by

bi,j(w, r) = 3
2i∑

k=0

j∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

m=0

δ(2r − (k + ℓ+m− i− j))
[
1− (−1)k+ℓ+m

]
Ci,j;k,ℓ,m C̃s;s1,s2 , (3.53)

with δ(r) denoting Kronecker delta and s1, s2 given in (3.51).
Although the general coefficients (3.53) are not quite expressed in a fully explicit form, in section 4 we

will see that they do hide rather beautiful mathematical structures.

4 Structure of generalised Eisenstein series

This section emphasises some interesting number theoretic aspects of GESs. In particular, we discuss the
occurrence of the L-values associated with holomorphic cusp forms in the Fourier mode expansion of GESs.
Surprisingly, due to some intriguing cancellations such L-values are absent from the modular functions
Ew
i,j(τ), which are constructed as theta lifts of local Maass functions (2.32) and correspond to MGFs and

SMFs that are relevant to superstring scattering amplitudes.

4.1 Fourier mode expansion

It is useful to consider the structure of the Fourier mode expansion of GESs with respect to Re τ = τ1. As in
(1.1) we define a GES as the modular invariant solution to the inhomogeneous Laplace eigenvalue equation

(∆τ − s(s− 1)) E(s; s1, s2; τ) = E(s1; τ)E(s2; τ) , (4.1)

subject to the condition that E(s; s1, s2; τ) has moderate growth at the cusp τ2 → ∞ and fixing the boundary
condition that the coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous equation τs2 vanishes, thus implying the
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growth condition E(s; s1, s2; τ) = O(τs1+s2
2 ) as τ → i∞. For s ∈ N, which is the case of present interest,

E(s; s1, s2; τ) is the unique modular invariant solution to (4.1) subject to the above boundary conditions.
It follows from the Fourier mode decomposition of the non-holomorphic Eisenstein series (A.3), that the

GESs E(s; s1, s2; τ) can be decomposed in Fourier modes as

E(s; s1, s2; τ) =
∞∑

n,m=0

E(n,m)(s; s1, s2; τ2)q
nq̄m , (4.2)

where q = e2πiτ and q̄ = e−2πiτ̄ . The mode number is given by k = n−m and modes with k > 0 represent
the contributions of instantons while modes with k < 0 are contributions of anti-instantons. It is useful to
separate the terms with k = 0 into purely perturbative contributions, coming from the m = n = 0 term, and
instanton/anti-instanton contributions where m = n > 0.

The E(0,0) term is a Laurent polynomial that is given by7

E(0,0)(s; s1, s2; τ2) =

4π−2s1−2s2ζ(2s1)ζ(2s2)

πs1+s2(s1 + s2 − s)(s1 + s2 + s− 1)
(πτ2)

s1+s2 +
4π− 1

2−2s2Γ(s1 − 1
2 )ζ(2s1 − 1)ζ(2s2)

(s2 − s1 + s)(s2 − s1 − s+ 1)Γ(s1)
(πτ2)

1−s1+s2

+
4π− 1

2−2s1Γ(s2 − 1
2 )ζ(2s2 − 1)ζ(2s1)

(s1 − s2 + s)(s1 − s2 − s+ 1)Γ(s2)
(πτ2)

1−s2+s1 (4.3)

+
4Γ(s1 − 1

2 )Γ(s2 − 1
2 )ζ(2s1 − 1)ζ(2s2 − 1)

π(s1 + s2 − s− 1)(s1 + s2 + s− 2)Γ(s1)Γ(s2)
(πτ2)

2−s1−s2 + β(s; s1, s2) (πτ2)
1−s ,

where the first four terms can be obtained by matching powers of τ2 on the left-hand and right-hand sides
of (4.1) and the last term satisfies the homogeneous equation and its coefficient is given by [12, 26]8

β(s; s1, s2) :=
4πs−1

Γ(s1)Γ(s2)

ζ∗(s− s1 − s2 + 1)ζ∗(s+ s1 − s2)ζ
∗(s− s1 + s2)ζ

∗(s+ s1 + s2 − 1)

(1− 2s) ζ∗(2s)
, (4.4)

with ζ∗(s) := ζ(s)Γ(s/2)/πs/2.
In addition to the purely perturbative terms, the zero-mode sector contains an infinite tower of instanton/anti-

instanton contributions, (i.e. all E(n,n) terms with n > 0), which have the form

E(n,n)(s; s1, s2; τ2) =
ns1+s2−2σ1−2s1(n)σ1−2s2 (n)

Γ(s1)Γ(s2)
Φs;s1,s2(4πnτ2) , (4.5)

where σs(n) :=
∑

d|n d
s denotes the standard divisor sigma function. When s1, s2 ∈ N the expression

Φs;s1,s2(4πnτ2) is a polynomial in inverse powers of τ2 of degree s2+s1−2. The first two perturbative orders
in the (n, n) sector do not depend on the eigenvalue s and have the form

Φs;s1,s2(y) =
8

y2
+

8[s1(s1 − 1) + s2(s2 − 1)− 4]

y3
+O(y−4) . (4.6)

7There are some special cases for the parameters s1, s2 and s for which either the differential equation (4.1) does not admit
a modular invariant solution, or the Laurent polynomial has to be slightly modified, see e.g. [30]. In particular, we note that
for the case where either s1 = 1

2
or s2 = 1

2
, the Laurent polynomial requires the addition of a logarithmic term log(τ2). None

of these cases seem to be important for either MGFs or SMFs.

8In these references, this coefficient is determined by projecting the Laplace equation (4.1) on E(s; τ). Alternatively, it may
be obtained from a Poincaré series representation as in [9].
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Higher-order coefficients do depend on s and can be computed from the differential equation (4.1) as per-
formed in [20, 23] or via resurgence analysis methods [31, 32, 33]. Note that similar instanton/anti-instanton
contributions contribute to the general kth Fourier mode associated with terms in (4.2),

E(n,m)(s; s1, s2; τ2) =
ns1−1ms2−1σ1−2s1 (n)σ1−2s2 (m)

Γ(s1)Γ(s2)

( 1

4nm (πτ2)2
+O(τ−3

2 )
)
+ (n ↔ m) , (4.7)

where k = n−m 6= 0 and both m,n are non-vanishing.
Analysis of the (n, 0) and (0,m) terms requires more care since in these sectors we have the freedom of

adding solutions of the homogeneous equation to the differential equation (4.1) without spoiling either the
boundary condition or the moderate growth condition at the cusp. From the differential equation (4.1) it is
easy to see that the solutions of the homogeneous equation in the zero-mode sector are simply τs2 and τ1−s

2 .
While the coefficient of the τs2 term has been set to zero thanks to our choice of boundary condition, the
coefficient of τ1−s

2 must hence take the value (4.4) as a consequence of modular invariance. For the non-zero
Fourier mode the story is more interesting since the solution of the homogeneous equation in the nth Fourier
mode sector (with n 6= 0) is proportional to Ks− 1

2
(2π|n|τ2), which satisfies 9

(∆τ − s(s− 1))
[
e2πinτ1

√
|n|τ2Ks− 1

2
(2π|n|τ2)

]
= 0 . (4.8)

The modified Bessel function is exponentially suppressed at the cusp, i.e.

√
|n|τ2Ks− 1

2
(2π|n|τ2) = e−2π|n|τ2

(
1

2
+

s(s− 1)

8π|n|τ2
+O(τ−2

2 )

)
, τ2 ≫ 1 . (4.9)

Furthermore we note for future convenience that at the origin τ2 → 0 this solution of the homogeneous
equation behaves as

√
|n|τ2Ks− 1

2
(2π|n|τ2) =

(π|n|τ2)1−sΓ(s− 1
2 )

2
√
π

(
1− 2(π|n|τ2)2

2s− 3
+O(τ42 )

)
, τ2 → 0 . (4.10)

A key point is that a particular solution of the differential equation (4.1) is not necessarily modular
invariant. To ensure that we have indeed constructed the unique modular invariant solution to (4.1) (given
the boundary condition above) it may be necessary to add to the particular solution a suitable solution to
the homogeneous equation

(∆τ − s(s− 1))H(τ) = 0 , (4.11)

which is given by the linear combination10

H(τ) =

∞∑

n=1

αn
√
nτ2Ks− 1

2
(2πnτ2)

(
e2πinτ1 + e−2πinτ1) , (4.12)

with particular real coefficients αn. We now show that this is precisely the case when constructing GESs
relevant for MGFs and SMFs, and the homogeneous coefficients αn are crucially related to the Fourier
coefficients of certain holomorphic cusp forms.

9Note that there is a second, linearly independent, solution of the homogeneous equation that is proportional to the mod-
ified Bessel function of the first kind I

s− 1
2
(2π|n|τ2). This solution to the homogeneous equation is discarded since it grows

exponentially at the cusp τ2 ≫ 1.

10Here we are interested in constructing modular invariant solutions to (4.1) that are even under the upper-half plane
involution τ → −τ̄ . This condition forces the solution of the homogeneous equation to take the form of (4.12) and the
coefficients αn to be real. In section 5 we comment on a different family of modular invariant functions introduced in [9] that
are odd under this involution and are related to cuspidal MGFs.
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4.2 L-values and generalised Eisenstein series

In this subsection we clarify how to determine the coefficients in the solution of the homogeneous equation
(4.12) so as to obtain a modular invariant solution to (4.1). We first discuss how to construct a particular
solution to the differential equation (4.1) and how to check whether or not this is modular invariant. Since
the discussion is rather different for the case of GESs relevant to MGFs (where s1, s2 ∈ N+) and the case
relevant to SMFs (where s1, s2 ∈ N + 1

2 ) we will discuss these two cases separately. However, the basic
arguments that determine the solution of the homogeneous equation are the same for both families of GESs.
We will present a conjectured closed-form expression for the coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous
equation for the GESs relevant for MGFs (4.20) that reproduces all previously known results. Strikingly,
we prove that the analytic continuation (4.39) of this conjectural expression to the case of GESs relevant
for SMFs also produces the correct solution for the coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous equation,
which will be determined thanks to some recent results on convolution identities for divisor sums [22]. We
will highlight these important parallels amongst the two families when they arise in the following discussion.

Two-loop Modular Graph Functions

In [9], two related methods for constructing solutions to the differential equation (4.1) were presented for
the case

s1, s2 ∈ N , with s1, s2 ≥ 2 , s ∈ {|s1 − s2|+ 2, |s1 − s2|+ 4, . . . , s1 + s2 − 4, s1 + s2 − 2} . (4.13)

A first approach is via Poincaré series where the key idea is to write one of the non-holomorphic Eisenstein
series on the right hand side of (4.1), say E(s1; τ), as a sum over images under the action of B(Z)\SL(2,Z) of
the much simpler function τs12 where B(Z) := {( 1 n

0 1 ) |n ∈ Z} is the Borel stabiliser of the cusp τ = i∞. It is
then possible to find a solution to this modified differential equation via standard methods. Upon summing
this solution over all the images under B(Z)\SL(2,Z) we retrieve the modular invariant GES solution.

One of the advantages of this approach is that it immediately generates a modular invariant solution to
(4.1). However, the drawback is that while it is possible [31, 32] to extract the zero-mode sector E(n,n) (4.5)
from the Poincaré series, it becomes much harder, if not impossible, to say anything about the instanton or
anti-instanton sectors E(n,0) and E(0,n).

Interestingly, this Poincaré series approach suggests a different way of tackling the problem of obtaining
a particular solution to (4.1) for the spectrum of sources and eigenvalues of present interest. In [9] it was
realised that passing to the Poincaré seeds for the GESs motivates a certain notion of depth for the functional
space under consideration. Building on [6, 7, 34], in [9] it was shown that a possible Poincaré representation
of the GESs with spectrum (4.13) can be given in terms of depth-one iterated integrals of holomorphic
Eisenstein series, and their complex conjugates, thus suggesting that GESs themselves are given by depth-
two iterated integrals of holomorphic Eisenstein series and their complex conjugates plus possibly lower
depth terms.

While invariance under a T -transformation τ → τ + 1 is manifest in the space of iterated Eisenstein
integrals, invariance under a S-transformation τ → −1/τ is not and has to be checked case by case. Given
a particular solution constructed in terms of iterated integrals of two holomorphic Eisenstein series, its S-
transform can be evaluated and it can be checked whether or not the particular solution is modular invariant.
The difference between an iterated integral of holomorphic Eisenstein series and its S-dual is controlled by
a family of periods called multiple modular values. While at depth-one the only multiple modular values we
find are standard Riemann zeta values, the same is not true at higher depth. In particular, as discussed in
[9, 10] multiple modular values at depth-two display (amongst other things) L-values of holomorphic cusp
forms. As a consequence, we see that for the spectrum (4.13) the particular solution to (4.1) constructed
via depth-two iterated Eisenstein integrals fails to be modular invariant whenever the eigenvalue s is such
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that dimS2s 6= 0 where S2s is the vector space of holomorphic cusp forms with weight 2s. In appendix C we
review some important properties of holomorphic cusp forms and their associated L-values.

As argued above, if the particular solution is not modular invariant we must add a suitable solution of
the homogeneous equation of the form (4.12) to obtain the unique GES modular invariant solution to (4.1).
In [9, 10] it was shown that the failure of modularity for the particular depth-two iterated Eisenstein integral
solution can be cancelled by a suitable multiple of the non-modular invariant solution of the homogeneous
equation

H∆(τ) :=
∞∑

n=1

a∆(n)

ns

√
nτ2Ks− 1

2
(2πnτ2)

(
e2πinτ1 + e−2πinτ1

)

= (−1)s
πsi

Γ(s)
τ1−s
2

∫ i∞

τ

(τ − τ1)
s−1(τ̄ − τ1)

s−1 ∆(τ) dτ1 + c.c. , (4.14)

which can be thought of as a depth-one iterated integral of the Hecke-normalised, holomorphic cusp form
∆(τ) =

∑∞
n=1 a∆(n)q

n ∈ S2s. Hecke normalisation implies a∆(1) = 1 and we refer again to appendix C for
important aspects on the theory of holomorphic cusp forms.

It should be stressed that the Eichler integral H∆(τ) is not modular invariant on its own. However, the
addition of a suitable multiple of H∆(τ) to the particular solution Ep(s; s1, s2; τ) is crucial for obtaining a
modular invariant solution to (4.1). As a result the GESs can be expressed as

E(s; s1, s2; τ) = Ep(s; s1, s2; τ) +
∑

∆∈S2s

λ∆(s; s1, s2)H∆(τ) , (4.15)

where the sum is over a basis of Hecke-normalised cusp forms for S2s. In this expression Ep(s; s1, s2; τ)
denotes the particular solution constructed in [9], which contains only iterated integrals of holomorphic
Eisenstein series with depth less than or equal to two and their complex conjugates.

Recalling the formula for the dimension of the vector space of holomorphic cusp forms:

dimS2s =

{ ⌊
2s
12

⌋
− 1 2s ≡ 2mod12 ,

⌊
2s
12

⌋
otherwise ,

(4.16)

we see that the first instance where the particular solution fails to coincide with the GESs happens at
eigenvalue s = 6 for which we have S12 = span{∆12} where ∆12 =

∑∞
n=1 τ(n)q

n is the discriminant modular
form whose q-series coefficients are given by the Ramanujan tau-function τ(n) (not to be confused with the
modular parameter τ). For the spectrum (4.13) the eigenvalue s = 6 is attained by considering sources with
indices (s1, s2) ∈ {(2, 6), (3, 5), (4, 4)} and we find that the corresponding GESs are given by [9, 10]

E(6; 2, 6; τ) = Ep(6; 2, 6; τ) +
2

17275

Λ(∆12, 13)

Λ(∆12, 11)
H∆12(τ) ,

E(6; 3, 5; τ) = Ep(6; 3, 5; τ)−
5

11056

Λ(∆12, 13)

Λ(∆12, 11)
H∆12(τ) , (4.17)

E(6; 4, 4; τ) = Ep(6; 4, 4; τ) +
7

10365

Λ(∆12, 13)

Λ(∆12, 11)
H∆12(τ) .

Here Λ(∆, t) denotes the standard completed L-function, defined in (C.8), of the cusp form ∆ ∈ S2s.
While in [9] the coefficients λ∆(s; s1, s2) have not been determined in closed form for general parameters

s, s1, s2 in (4.13), they appear to take the form

λ∆(s; s1, s2) = κ∆,s,s1,s2

Λ(∆, w + s− 1)

Λ(∆, 2s− 1)
, (4.18)

26



where w = s1 + s2. From the spectrum (4.13) it is easy to see that since w = s1 + s2 ≥ s+ 2 it follows that
the ratio of L-values in the coefficients (4.18) always consists of an odd critical L-value in the denominator
and an odd non-critical L-value in the numerator where, for a cusp form ∆ ∈ S2s, the critical L-values
are the numbers Λ(∆, t) with t ∈ {1, . . . , 2s − 1}. The general expression for the coefficients κ∆,s,s1,s2 is
not determined at this stage but they can be evaluated on a case by case basis by evaluating the multiple
modular values associated with the particular solution part of (4.15) and they are generically in the number
field associated with S2s.

11 However, we will shortly propose a strongly motivated conjectural expression for
the coefficients in (4.18) based on the expression (4.40) for these coefficients in the context of SMFs, which
will be discussed in the next sub-section.

In order to make contact with the expression for λ∆ that we will find for SMFs in the next sub-section
it is convenient to re-express (4.18) so that the critical L-value in the denominator is converted to the
Petersson norm 〈∆,∆〉 defined in (C.15). This makes use of a classic result by Rankin [35] that states that
the Petersson norm of a Hecke eigenform ∆ can be written in terms of the product of two critical L-values
with opposite parity. For example the Petersson norm of the Ramanujan cusp form ∆12, i.e. the unique
Hecke normalised element of S12, can be written as (see (9.1) of [35])

〈∆12,∆12〉 =
691

7680
Λ(∆12, 8)Λ(∆12, 11) . (4.19)

The general expression for the norms of arbitrary cusp forms follows from Rankin’s theorem stated explicitly
in (C.16).

Furthermore, a beautiful result by Manin [36] known as the periods theorem and briefly reviewed in
appendix C, proves that the ratio of any two even critical L-values or any two odd critical L-values are
rational over the algebraic number field generated by the Fourier coefficients of the cusp forms. Hence by
combining (C.16) and Manin’s theorem we can rewrite (4.18) as

λ∆(s; s1, s2) = κ̃∆,s,s1,s2

Λ(∆, s+ s1 − s2)Λ(∆, s+ w − 1)

〈∆,∆〉 . (4.20)

According to Conjecture 1 presented in section 1.2 the expression for the coefficients of the solution of
the homogeneous equation, λ∆(s; s1, s2), in the MGF case (with integer s1 and s2) are the same as those in
the SMF case with (half-integer s1 and s2). An explicit expression for the latter will be derived in the next
sub-section and is given in (4.39)-(4.40). As a result the coefficient κ̃∆,s,s1,s2 which appears in (4.20) is given
by

κ̃∆,s,s1,s2 = (−1)
s+s1−s2+2

2
Γ(s)Γ

(
w−s
2

)

22s−3Γ
(
w+s
2

)
C̃s;s1,s2

, (4.21)

with w = s1 + s2 and where C̃s;s1,s2 is the rational number defined in (3.49). The number field content
for the coefficient λ∆(s; s1, s2) in the expression (4.20) is entirely carried by the Petersson norm 〈∆,∆〉 in
the denominator, since κ̃∆,s,s1,s2 in (4.21) is manifestly rational for the spectrum (4.13). Furthermore, for
this spectrum λ∆(s; s1, s2) always contains the product of an even critical L-value and an odd non-critical
L-value.

We have checked that our conjectural expression (4.20) does indeed reproduce all particular examples
presented in the ancillary file of [9]. If we rewrite the particular examples (4.17) using (4.19) in order to

11Whenever dimS2s = 1 this number field actually coincides with the rational numbers. However, when dimS2s > 1 that is
no longer true. For example, with 2s = 24 we have dimS24 = 2 and the Fourier coefficients of the two Hecke eigenforms basis
elements of S24 belong to the number field Q[

√
144169]. by the Fourier coefficients a(n) of ∆(τ) =

∑

∞

n=1 a(n)q
n.
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implement the above representation we can check that (4.20) is correct for s = 6 and we find

E(6; 2, 6; τ) = Ep(6; 2, 6; τ) +
1

184320

Λ(∆12, 10)Λ(∆12, 13)

〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) ,

E(6; 3, 5; τ) = Ep(6; 3, 5; τ)−
125

32
· 1

184320

Λ(∆12, 10)Λ(∆12, 13)

〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) , (4.22)

E(6; 4, 4; τ) = Ep(6; 4, 4; τ) +
35

6
· 1

184320

Λ(∆12, 10)Λ(∆12, 13)

〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) ,

where we have expressed all the critical L-values in terms of Λ(∆12, 10) by using Manin’s relations [36]. We
will shortly see that the coefficients in front of the solutions of the homogeneous equation appearing in (4.22)
are actually deeply connected with the particular combinations of GESs obtained from the theta-lifted local
Maass functions discussed in section 3. However, before doing that we will now review how a similar interplay
between the particular solution and the solution of the homogeneous equation related to holomorphic cusp
forms is also present in the context of GESs associated with SMFs.

S-dual Modular Functions

We now consider the GES solution to (4.1) with spectrum12

s1, s2 ∈ N+
1

2
, s ∈ {s1 + s2 + 1, s1 + s2 + 3, . . .} . (4.23)

An algorithm for constructing a particular solution, Ep(s; s1, s2; τ), to (4.1) for the special case Ep(4; 3
2 ,

3
2 ; τ)

in [37] (see also [20]), and later generalised in [23] to the spectrum (4.23). Particularly important for the

present discussion is the form of the particular solution for E(n,0)
p and E(0,n)

p with n 6= 0 as defined in (4.2).
Given the differential equation (4.1) and the Fourier mode expansion for the non-holomorphic Eisenstein

series (A.3) we see that E(n1,n2)
p with n1 + n2 6= 0 can be represented as

e−2π(n1+n2)τ2E(n1,n2)
p (s; s1, s2; τ2) = ĝn1,n2(τ2) , (4.24)

where the functions ĝn1,n2(τ2) are solutions to the second order differential equations

[
τ22 ∂2 − (2πnτ2)

2 − s(s− 1)
]
(ĝn,0(τ2) + ĝ0,n(τ2)) =

(2ζ(2s1)
πs1

τs12 +
2Γ(s1 − 1

2 )

πs1−
1
2Γ(s1)

ζ(2s1 − 1)τ1−s1
2

) 4
√
τ2

Γ(s2)
ns2−

1
2 σ1−2s2(n)Ks2−

1
2
(2πnτ2) + (s1 ↔ s2) , (4.25)

and

[
τ22 ∂2 − (2π(n1 + n2)τ2)

2 − s(s− 1)
]
ĝn1,n2(τ2) =

16τ2
Γ(s1)Γ(s2)

ns1+s2−1σ1−2s1(n1)σ1−2s2 (n2)Ks1−
1
2
(2πn1τ2)Ks2−

1
2
(2πn2τ2) + (s1 ↔ s2) . (4.26)

The terms ĝn,0(τ2) and ĝ0,n(τ2) in (4.25) originate from contributions to the source term coming from the
product of the n-instanton sector of E(s1; τ) and the perturbative expansion of E(s2; τ) (together with the
terms with s1 ↔ s2) while ĝn1,n2(τ2) in (4.26) comes from contributions from the product of the n1-instanton
sector of E(s1; τ) with the n2-instanton sector of E(s2; τ).

12As mentioned in footnote 7, the case with either s1 or s2 equal to 1
2
is slightly different from the other half-integer cases

since the Fourier zero-mode sector does contain a term proportional to log(τ2). Although our present discussion encompasses
this case as well, these particular modular invariant functions do not seem to be relevant when discussing SMFs.
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Equation (4.25) can be solved by standard methods, while (4.26) can be brought into a nicer form by
writing it as

ĝn1,n2(τ2) =
16

Γ(s1)Γ(s2)
n
−s1+

1
2

1 n
−s2+

1
2

2 σ2s1−1(n1)σ2s2−1(n2)G(2πn1, 2πn2, τ2) , (4.27)

where we have used σ−α(n) = n−ασα(n). The auxiliary function G(n1, n2, y) solves:

[
y2∂2

y − ((n1 + n2)y)
2 − s(s− 1)

]
G(n1, n2, y) = yKs1−

1
2
(n1y)Ks2−

1
2
(n2y) . (4.28)

The results in [23] lead to a particular solution of the form:

G(n1, n2, y) =

1∑

i,j=0

ηij(n1, n2, y)Ki(n1y)Kj(n2y) , (4.29)

with ηij(n1, n2, y) a rational function depending on the parameters s1, s2 and s. The key question now is
whether this particular solution of (4.1) is modular invariant and is therefore a GES. In order to answer this
question we recall an important lemma proved in [37].

Lemma. If F(τ) is an SL(2,Z) invariant function on the upper half-plane such that at the cusp τ2 → ∞,
with τ2 = Im τ , it satisfies the growth condition F(τ) = O(τw2 ) with w > 1, then each of its Fourier modes

Fn(τ2) =
∫ 1

0
F(τ)e−2πinτ1dτ1 satisfies the bound Fn(τ2) = O(τ1−w

2 ) in the limit τ2 → 0. It is important
to note that in the special case where the modular invariant function F(τ) satisfies the growth condition
F(τ) = O(τ2), we can obtain the slightly weaker bound Fn(τ2) = O(τ−ǫ

2 ) in the limit τ2 → 0 for all ǫ > 0.

The proof of this lemma is based on the fact that a cuspidal growth of order τw2 implies that the modular
invariant function F(τ) must be bounded by E(w; τ) on the whole upper half-plane and since for small τ2
we have E(w; τ) = O(τ1−w

2 ), then the same bound must hold for Fn(τ).
We will now argue that thanks to the result of [22], the particular solution constructed in [23] and given

by the solution of (4.27)-(4.29) violates the Lemma whenever the eigenvalue s is such that dimS2s 6= 0 and
hence it is not a modular invariant solution to (4.1). However, by adding a suitable multiple of exactly
the same solution of the homogeneous equation (4.14) previously considered, we will be able to construct a
modular invariant solution to (4.1) for the spectrum (4.23).

From the asymptotic expansion as τ2 → ∞ presented in (4.3), we see that the GES E(s; s1, s2; τ) grows
at the cusp as τs1+s2

2 = τw2 . Hence from the above Lemma we know that the behaviour of any of its
Fourier modes at the origin is bounded by τ1−w

2 . In the zero-mode sector we immediately see that the
perturbative solution of the homogeneous equation τ1−s

2 violates the growth condition at the origin for the
spectrum (4.23) since s ≥ w + 1. However, the zero-mode sector also contains the infinite tower (4.5) of
instanton/anti-instanton terms. While these terms are are exponentially suppressed at the cusp τ2 ≫ 1, it is
possible to show either by direct calculation [37, 32] or via SL(2,Z) spectral theory [33] that near the origin
τ2 → 0 the sum of instanton/anti-instanton terms behaves as τ1−s

2 and cancels the unwanted power of τ1−s
2

coming from the perturbative part, thus proving that in the zero-mode sector the growth condition implied
by the Lemma is indeed respected.

We now turn to consider the small-τ2 behaviour of the non-zero mode part, which is given by

∫ 1

0

Ep(s; s1, s2; τ)e−2πinτ1dτ1 = ĝn,0(τ2) + ĝ0,n(τ2) +
∑

n1+n2=n
n1,n2 6=0

ĝn1,n2(τ2) . (4.30)

The small-τ2 limits of ĝn,0(τ2) and ĝ0,n(τ2) are easy to obtain from the differential equation (4.25), but the
small-τ2 limit of the infinite sum of the ĝn1,n2(τ2) contributions is more complicated. Firstly, we notice from
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(4.29) that since the modified Bessel functions K0(x),K1(x) decrease exponentially fast for large and positive
x (4.9), the sum over n1 + n2 = n appearing in (4.30) is absolutely convergent for all n 6= 0. Hence we can
first expand ĝn1,n2(τ2) for small-τ2 before performing the sum over n1+n2 = n. Using the results of [23] the
expansion of the particular solution ĝn1,n2(τ2) given by (4.27)-(4.29) in the limit τ2 → 0 with n1 + n2 = n
and n1, n2 6= 0 is given by

ĝn1,n2(τ2)
τ2→0∼ Rs;s1,s2τ

1−s
2

1

ns+s1+s2−1

[
σ2s1−1(n1)σ2s2−1(n2)Q

2s1−1,2s2−1
s−s1−s2

(n2 − n1

n2 + n1

)]
+O(τ3−s

2 ) , (4.31)

where Qr1,r2
d is a Jacobi function of the second kind and the coefficients Rs;s1,s2 are given by:

Rs;s1,s2 := 4
Γ
(
s−s1−s2+1

2

)
Γ
(
s+s1+s2−1

2

)

πs C̃s;s1,s2

, (4.32)

and the coefficients C̃s;s1,s2 have been defined in (3.49). Although we do not have a proof of this expression,
we have checked its validity by computing the particular solution (4.29) using the methods of [23] for a
multitude of values for the parameters s, s1, s2 in the spectrum (4.23).

Furthermore, although (4.31) only displays the leading power of the small-τ2 expansion of ĝn1,n2(τ2) we
have checked that, for the range of parameters s, s1, s2 in the spectrum (4.23), the particular solution ĝn1,n2

does produce all power-like terms τ−ℓ
2 in the range ℓ ∈ {w,w + 2, . . . , s − 3, s − 1} with w = s1 + s2 that

violate the boundary condition at small-τ2. Importantly, these “unwanted” terms can be all written in the
form (4.31) with exactly the same prefactor function of n1, n2 multiplying a polynomial in inverse powers of
(nτ2) that is identical to the small-τ2 expansion of

√
nτ2 Ks−1/2(2πnτ2) given in (4.10).

To check whether the complete nth Fourier mode (4.30) does in fact violate the Lemma we still need to
perform the sum over n1 + n2 = n in (4.31). To this end we utilise the following crucial theorem.

Theorem FKR. (Fedosova, Klinger-Logan, Radchenko [22]) For any d ≥ 1 and r1, r2 ∈ 2Z>0 we have:

∑

n1+n2=n
n1,n2 6=0

σr1(n1)σr2(n2)Q
r1,r2
d

(n2 − n1

n2 + n1

)
= (−1)dCr1,r2

d (n)σr1(n)− Cr2,r1
d (n)σr2(n) +

ã(n)

nd
, (4.33)

where

Cr1,r2
d (n) =

(r2 − 1)!(r1 + d)!

2(r1 + r2 + d)!
ζ(r2)n

r2 +

(
d+ r2

d

)
ζ′(−r2)

2
, (4.34)

while ∆̃ =
∑∞

n=1 ã(n)q
n ∈ Sk is a holomorphic cusp form of weight k:

k = 2d+ r1 + r2 + 2 , (4.35)

given by ∆̃(τ) =
∑

∆∈Sk
µ′
∆∆ where ∆ runs over normalised Hecke eigenforms in Sk and

µ′
∆ =

π(−1)d+
r2
2 +1

2k

(
k − 2

d

)
Λ(∆, d+ 1)Λ(∆, r1 + d+ 1)

〈∆,∆〉 . (4.36)

If we specialise this theorem to the present case (4.31) we have r1 = 2s1 − 1, r2 = 2s2 − 1 while
d = s− s1 − s2. Hence in our case L-values of holomorphic cusp forms will appear whenever

k = 2d+ r1 + r2 + 2 = 2(s− s1 − s2) + (2s1 − 1) + (2s2 − 1) + 2 = 2s , (4.37)
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with dimSk 6= 0. We then apply this theorem to the infinite sum over n1+n2 = n of the small-τ2 expansion
(4.31) for the particular solution ĝn1,n2 to deduce the schematic form:

∑

n1+n2=n
n1,n2 6=0

ĝn1,n2(τ2)
τ2→0∼

[ζ(2s1) + ζ(2s2)

ns+s1+s2−1
+

ζ(2s1 − 1)

ns+s2−s1
+

ζ(2s2 − 1)

ns+s1−s2
+

ã(n)

n2s−1

]
τ1−s
2 +O(τ3−s

2 ) . (4.38)

Substituting this behaviour in the full n-instanton sector (4.30) we see that the terms proportional to
Riemann zetas cancel against the same terms coming from the small-τ2 expansion of ĝn,0 + ĝ0,n, in exactly
the same fashion as for the zero-mode sector. However, when dimS2s 6= 0 we see that the power behaved
term proportional to ã(n)τ1−s

2 does not vanish and therefore violates the growth condition coming from
the Lemma. We deduce that whenever the eigenvalue s is such that dimS2s 6= 0 the particular solution
constructed using the methods of [23] cannot possibly be a GES.

However, although the small-τ2 limit of the nth Fourier mode contains power-like terms τ−ℓ
2 in the range

ℓ ∈ {w,w+ 2, . . . , s− 3, s− 1} with w = s1 + s2, which all violate the Lemma, as mentioned below equation
(4.31) they all multiply the same overall factor ã(n)/ns and their relative coefficients coincide with the
small-τ2 expansion of

√
nτ2Ks−1/2(2πnτ2). This tells us that if we add to the particular solution a suitable

multiple of the solution of the homogeneous equation H∆̃(τ) given in (4.14) for the holomorphic cusp form

∆̃ defined in Theorem FKR, we can cancel all of the unwanted powers of τ2 in (4.38) that do not satisfy the
Lemma without spoiling the differential equation (4.1), i.e. for the spectrum (4.23) we are led to the solution

E(s; s1, s2; τ) = Ep(s; s1, s2; τ) + [C̃s;s1,s2 ]
−1

∑

∆∈S2s

λ′
∆(s; s1, s2)H∆(τ) , (4.39)

where C̃s;s1,s2 is given in (3.49) and the coefficients λ′
∆ are obtained from (4.36)

λ′
∆(s; s1, s2) = (−1)

s+s1−s2+2
2

Γ(s)Γ
(
w−s
2

)

22s−3Γ
(
w+s
2

) Λ(∆, s+ s1 − s2)Λ(∆, s+ w − 1)

〈∆,∆〉 , (4.40)

with w = s1 + s2. Using the functional equation (C.8) for the completed L-function it is easy to show that
λ′
∆ is symmetric under s1 ↔ s2. Importantly, when compared with the identical conjectural coefficients

(4.18) for the case (4.13) relevant for MGFs, we see that λ′
∆ for the spectrum (4.23) is now always given by

the product of two critical even L-values.
Crucially, the solution (4.39) produces the GES solution to (4.1) with spectrum (4.23). The proof of

this statement follows again from the Lemma. Firstly, recall that the particular solution defined in (4.39)
was constructed so as not to violate the growth condition at the origin. While this growth condition is a
necessary condition for the modular invariance of E(s; s1, s2; τ) in this case it turns out to be sufficient as
well. This can be seen as follows.

Firstly, we can use SL(2,Z) spectral methods to show that the modular invariant GES solution to (4.1)
for the spectrum of parameters (4.23) does in fact exist [30]. Suppose now that the solution (4.39) is not
modular invariant and therefore differs from the GES solution, even though it respects the growth condition
at the origin for any of its Fourier modes. Since both (4.39) and the GES solution solve the same differential
equation (4.1) they must differ by a solution to the homogeneous equation. However, it is not possible to add
any such solution to (4.39) without spoiling the growth condition at the origin. In the zero-mode sector this
would amount to either introducing a τs2 term or changing the coefficient (4.4) of the τ1−s

2 term, neither of
which is allowed. In the non-zero mode sector, this would amount to adding a new term of the form (4.12).
However, since we know that the solution (4.39) grows like O(τ1−w

2 ) at the origin, adding a new solution
to the homogeneous equation will re-introduce an unwanted τ1−s

2 term in the limit τ2 → 0, thus spoiling
the necessary growth condition coming from the Lemma. We conclude that (4.39) must be the modular
invariant GES solution to (4.1) for the SMF spectrum of parameters (4.23).
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A similar argument regarding the necessity of having to add a solution of the homogeneous equation
can be made for the GES relevant for the MGFs, with spectrum given in (4.13). Firstly, note that for a
GES E(s; s1, s2; τ) with parameters satisfying (4.13) we have that a term proportional to τ1−s

2 , originating
from the particular solution constructed, does not violate the growth condition at the origin of the form
τ1−s1−s2
2 dictated by the Lemma. However, we simply need to consider a more refined version of the Lemma
where rather than E(s; s1, s2; τ), we analyse F = E(s; s1, s2; τ) + αE(s1+s2; τ) where α is chosen in such a
way as to cancel the leading τs1+s2

2 cuspidal growth. The auxiliary function F has now the tamer growth
at the cusp τs1+1−s2

2 (without loss of generality we may assume s1 ≥ s2), thus implying a behaviour at
the origin bounded by τs2−s1

2 . If s1 > s2 we can furthermore construct yet another “improved” modular
invariant function by considering F ′ = F+βE(s1−s2+1; τ) with β chosen as to cancel the cuspidal behaviour
τs1+1−s2
2 so that F ′ = O(τ2) at the cusp. We can then use the Lemma and bound F ′ by the Eisenstein series
E(1+ǫ; τ) for all ǫ > 0. For the diagonal case, s1 = s2, we have F = O(τ2) at the cusp and this is directly
bounded by E(1+ǫ; τ) for all ǫ > 0. As a consequence, we deduce that every Fourier modes must diverge at
the origin at most as τ−ǫ

2 . The particular solutions constructed in [9] via iterated integrals of holomorphic
Eisenstein series do not always satisfy this bound, hence they are not in general modular invariant functions
and a suitable multiple of the homogenous solution (4.15) must be added so as to obtain the GES solution
to (1.1) with spectrum (4.13).

It should be stressed that there is no analogue of Theorem FKR for the GESs with integer s1 and s2, i.e.,
with the spectrum (4.13), and so far the only way to fix the coefficient of the solution of the homogeneous
equation so as to construct a modular invariant solution to the inhomogeneous Laplace equation has relied
on the analysis of [9, 10]. In addition to the asymptotic argument just presented, we believe that there
should be a more general version of Theorem FKR responsible for the validity of Conjecture 1.

Returning to the case of SMFs, we see that the first instance where L-values of holomorphic cusp forms
appear in the GESs (4.39) is again for eigenvalue s = 6 where we know that S12 is a one-dimensional vector
spaced spanned by Ramanujan cusp form ∆12. From the spectrum (4.23) we see that an eigenvalue s = 6
necessitates weight w = s1 + s2 = 3 or w = 5. In these cases the GESs are given by

E(6; 1
2 ,

5
2 ; τ) = Ep(6; 1

2 ,
5
2 ; τ) −

625

6048
· Λ(∆12, 10)

2

π〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) ,

E(6; 3
2 ,

3
2 ; τ) = Ep(6; 3

2 ,
3
2 ; τ) +

25

72
· Λ(∆12, 10)

2

π〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) ,

E(6; 1
2 ,

9
2 ; τ) = Ep(6; 1

2 ,
9
2 ; τ) −

32

6615
· Λ (∆12, 10)

2

π〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) , (4.41)

E(6; 3
2 ,

7
2 ; τ) = Ep(6; 3

2 ,
7
2 ; τ) +

10

189
· Λ (∆12, 10)

2

π〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) ,

E(6; 5
2 ,

5
2 ; τ) = Ep(6; 5

2 ,
5
2 ; τ) −

8

81
· Λ (∆12, 10)

2

π〈∆12,∆12〉
H∆12(τ) ,

where, again, we have used Manin’s relations to express the results in terms of Λ(∆12, 10) only. As was
the case with (4.22) the seemingly random rational numbers appearing in front of the solutions of the
homogeneous equation will shortly prove to be rather special.

To summarise, in this section we have shown that for both spectra (4.13) and (4.23) (relevant to MGFs
and SMFs, respectively) it is possible to find GES solutions of the form (4.15) and (4.39). In either case
the modular invariant solution is obtained by first constructing a particular solution whose Fourier modes
have asymptotic expansions at the cusp with coefficients that are quadratic forms in Riemann zeta values.
Furthermore, in each case it is necessary to add a suitable multiple of the solution of the homogeneous
equation that contributes only to the (0, n) and (n, 0) instanton sector and has an asymptotic expansion at
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the cusp with coefficients controlled by the q-series coefficients of holomorphic cusp forms and their associated
critical and non-critical L-values.

4.3 Absence of L-values in theta-lifted local Maass functions

Although there is no known lattice representation for an individual GES we now use the results of section
3 to show that the lattice sum constructed as a theta lift of a local Maass function (2.32) produces special
linear combinations of GESs for both MGFs and SMFs. Furthermore, these four-dimensional lattice sum
representations produce precisely the rational linear combinations of GESs (4.15) and (4.39) for which the
cuspidal contribution H∆ cancels. Once again, we will present the cases of MGFs and SMFs separately.

Two-loop Modular Graph Functions

Using the results of section 3, we see that if we want to obtain linear combinations of GESs with parameters
in the spectrum (4.13) relevant for MGFs we have to consider the theta lift (2.32), or equivalently (2.34),
for w ≥ 4 and 1 ≤ s ≤ w − 2 with the same parity. As a consequence we see from (3.13) that the integrand
(2.35) reduces to a symmetric polynomial in ti of degree w − 3.

It is then straightforward to perform the integration (2.34) using the basic integral representation of
a MGF given in (2.39). We deduce that the theta lift (2.32) of a local Maass function with w ≥ 4 and
1 ≤ s ≤ w− 2 produces a rational linear combination of MGFs (Ca,b,c(τ) with w = a+ b+ c), that solves an
inhomogeneous Laplace equation with eigenvalue s and source terms given by bilinears, E(s1; τ)E(s2; τ), in
non-holomorphic Eisenstein series with w = s1 + s2 and possibly a multiple of the single non-holomorphic
Eisenstein series E(w; τ).

Moreover, the dimension of the vector eigenspace VC(w, s) of MGFs of a given weight w = a+ b+ c and
eigenvalue s was determined in [8] to be

dimVC(w, s) =

{ ⌊
s+2
3

⌋
for 1 ≤ s ≤ w−2 and s, w of same parity,

0 otherwise.
(4.42)

Note that this matches the total number of functions Bw
i,j defined in (2.35) consistent with the spectrum

(4.13) given that s = 3i+ j + 1. Hence we see that the theta lift off local Maass functions with w ≥ 3 and
1 ≤ s ≤ w − 2 results in the vector space of Ca,b,c(τ) conveniently arranged in terms of eigenvectors of the
Laplace operator.

However, a similar calculation of the number of independent GESs E(s; s1, s2; τ) with spectrum (4.13)
gives

dimVE(w, s) =

{ ⌊
s
2

⌋
for 2 ≤ s ≤ w−2 and s, w of the same parity,

0 otherwise,
(4.43)

where w = s1 + s2. Note that VC(w, s) includes the eigenvalue s = 1, which occurs when w is odd. In
this case, the Laplace equation reduces in complexity and the corresponding eigenvector becomes a non-
holomorphic Eisenstein series plus a constant. This special case with s = 1 corresponds to the theta lifts of
Bw

0,0 for w ≥ 3. For example, when w = 3 we have B3
0,0(t) = 1 and

E3
0,0(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3∈Λ′

p1+p2+p3=0

∫

(R+)3
exp

(
− π

τ2

3∑

j=1

tj |pj|2
)
d3t = C1,1,1(τ) = E(3; τ) + ζ(3) . (4.44)

Comparing the dimensions (4.42) and (4.43) we see that there are in general more GESs E(s; s1, s2; τ)
with spectrum (4.13) than the Ca,b,c(τ). As noticed in [9] for s ≥ 2 the difference in dimensions gives
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strikingly,
dimVE(w, s) − dimVC(w, s) = dimS2s . (4.45)

Since dimS2s = 0 for s < 6 and since s < w−2 it follows that at weight w = 8 and at any weight w ≥ 10, the
number of independent GESs is strictly larger than that of Ca,b,c(τ). More precisely, the number of GESs
at weight w and eigenvalue s in the MGF spectrum (4.13) that cannot be written in terms of MGFs equals
the number of holomorphic cusp forms at modular weight 2s (which is given in (4.16)).

The first case for which this mismatch starts playing a role is s = 6, for which S12 is the one-dimensional
vector space S12 = span{∆12}, and necessarilyw ≥ 8. From the spectrum (4.13) we see that for (s, w) = (6, 8)
there are three GESs, E(6; 2, 6; τ), E(6; 3, 5; τ) and E(6; 4, 4; τ), each of which can be written in terms of
iterated integrals of holomorphic Eisenstein series of depth at most two and crucially a non-zero homogeneous
contribution originating from an iterated integral of the Ramanujan cusp form ∆12 as seen in (4.17)-(4.22).

Conversely, there are only two theta-lifted local Maass functions (2.34) corresponding to MGFs with
weight 8 and eigenvalue 6 given by E8

1,2(τ) and E8
0,5(τ). Thanks to the results of section 3, we have

E8
1,2(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3 6=0
p1+p2+p3=0

∫ ∞

0

(
7σ1

3σ2 − 63σ1
2σ3 + 3σ1σ2

2 + 21σ2σ3

)

63
exp

(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)
d3t

= −24

7

[
112 E(6; 3, 5; τ) + 75 E(6; 4, 4; τ)

]
− 436

7
E(8; τ) (4.46)

=
8

7

[
14C1,2,5(τ) + 24C1,3,4(τ)− 2C2,2,4(τ) − C2,3,3(τ)

]
,

where the notation in the first line utilises the basis of symmetric polynomials in three variables σ1 =
t1 + t2 + t3, σ2 = t1t2 + t1t3 + t2t3 and σ3 = t1t2t3. Similarly we find,

E8
0,5(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3 6=0
p1+p2+p3=0

∫ ∞

0

σ1

(
21σ1

4 − 70σ1
2σ2 + 45σ2

2
)

21
exp

(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)
d3t

= −180

7

[
140 E(6; 2, 6; τ) + 112 E(6; 3, 5; τ) + 51 E(6; 4, 4; τ)

]
+

87270

91
E(8; τ) (4.47)

=
60

7

[
42C1,1,6(τ) + 28C1,2,5(τ) + 18C1,3,4(τ) + 2C2,2,4(τ) + C2,3,3(τ)

]
.

At this point it is straightforward to substitute (4.22) in the above relations and check that indeed the
solution of the homogeneous equation involving L-values of holomorphic cusp forms do drop out and both
E8
1,2(τ) and E8

0,5(τ) can be written as linear combinations of iterated integrals involving solely holomorphic
Eisenstein series (and their complex conjugate).

This phenomenon whereby the holomorphic cusp form contributions to GESs conspire to cancel out in
linear combinations ultimately given by lattice sums corresponding to MGFs had been studied in [9, 10].
These magical cancellations provide the first hint of a beautiful algebraic structure at play behind the scenes.
To better understand this story we need to consider a wider class of non-holomorphic modular covariant
forms introduced by Francis Brown. The intriguing mathematical properties of MGFs stimulated Brown’s
construction of an infinite family of non-holomorphic modular forms dubbed equivariant iterated Eisenstein
integrals [5, 6, 7] but the connection between MGFs and equivariant iterated Eisenstein integrals is indirect,
see e.g. [38, 39].

In [6, 7] Brown has shown how to construct non-holomorphic forms as combinations of non-modular
invariant iterated integrals of holomorphic Eisenstein series and their complex conjugates. However, not
every equivariant iterated integral corresponds to a higher-loop MGF. Notably, in the Fourier expansion of
modular graph forms we encounter only a very small subset of the vast number of multiple modular values
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given by single-valued multiple zeta values and, in particular, we do not encounter completed L-values of
holomorphic cusp forms, which can instead be present in a given equivariant iterated integral. However, if
we consider the generating series of all modular graph forms constructed in [40, 41] we see that only special
linear combinations of Brown’s equivariant iterated integrals correspond to modular graph forms.

To extract a particular MGF from the generating series we simply need to extract the coefficient of certain
non-commutative sign-post variables, which furnish a representation of an important mathematical object
called Tsunogai’s derivation algebra [42]. As a consequence of this fact, we find that MGFs are related only
to specific linear combinations of equivariant iterated Eisenstein integrals, namely those that follow from the
so-called Tsunogai’s relations [42, 43], see also [7, 41, 10, 38, 44]. While the modular completion of iterated
integrals of holomorphic Eisenstein series necessitates the addition of iterated integrals of holomorphic cusp
forms [5, 7], such as for the depth-two examples (4.17), the linear combinations of equivariant iterated inte-
grals selected by Tsunogai’s relations and hence corresponding to MGFs are expressible in terms of iterated
integrals involving solely holomorphic Eisenstein series (and their complex conjugates) and in addition the
periods arising in this construction are conjecturally restricted solely to single-valued MZVs.

As a concrete consequence of this structure, we find that the theta lift of modular local polynomials
corresponding to the spectrum (4.13) produces precisely ths linear combinations of GESs in (4.46)-(4.47), or
equivalently of depth-two equivariant iterated Eisenstein integrals for which the cusp form contributions have
dropped out. We expect that a generalisation of (2.32) to a higher-dimensional lattice sum will produce
higher-loop MGFs and hence the corresponding linear combinations of higher-depth iterated Eisenstein
integrals selected by Tsunogai’s relations.

S-dual Modular Functions

We now turn to consider the theta lift of local Maass functions giving rise to linear combinations of GESs
with the spectrum (4.23), in which case s1 and s2 are half-integral. From the general structure (3.30), we see
that in order to obtain linear combinations of GESs with this spectrum we need to consider the case where
w and s have opposite parity. Furthermore, since in general i+ j ≤ s−1 where s = 3i+ j+1, we see that the
indices s1, s2 of the GESs E(s; s1, s2; τ), which appear in (3.30) always lie between (w − s+ 2)/2 ≤ s1, s2 ≤
(w+s−2)/2. Hence in order to obtain the spectrum (4.23) where s ≥ w+1, some of these GESs might have
negative indices. This is however not a problem since if s1 is a negative half-integer the functional relation
(3.33) can be used to consider instead E(s; 1− s1, s2; τ). As previously mentioned, this comes at the price of
spoiling uniform transcendentality in (3.30).

We can now analyse the vector space of theta-lifted Maass functions at fixed weight w and eigenvalue s,
as we did earlier for MGFs. From the analysis of the previous section we expect that the lowest eigenvalue
for which some cusp form might appear to be s = 6, which from (4.23) requires either w = 3 or w = 5. This
leads us to consider the theta lifts Ew

1,2(τ), Ew
0,5(τ) with w ∈ {3, 5}. It is now a matter of exploiting (3.30)

combined with (3.31)-(3.32) to obtain

E3
1,2(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3 6=0
p1+p2+p3=0

∫ ∞

0

(
7σ1

3σ2 − 63σ1
2σ3 + 3σ1σ2

2 + 21σ2σ3

)

63 σ
5
2
2

exp
(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)
d3t

= − π

14
[84 E(6; 1

2 ,
5
2 ; τ) + 25 E(6; 3

2 ,
3
2 ; τ)]−

π

2
E(3; τ) , (4.48)

E3
0,5(τ) =

∑

p1,p2,p3 6=0
p1+p2+p3=0

∫ ∞

0

d3t
σ1

(
21σ1

4 − 70σ1
2σ2 + 45σ2

2
)

21 σ
5
2
2

exp
(
− π

τ2

3∑

i=1

ti|pi|2
)

= −15π

56
[168 E(6; 1

2 ,
5
2 ; τ) + 34 E(6; 3

2 ,
3
2 ; τ) + 105 E(6; 3

2 ,
7
2 ; τ)] +

225π

32
E(3; τ) , (4.49)
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with similar equations for E5
1,2(τ), E5

0,5(τ), which can be expressed as

E5
1,2(τ) = −15π

56
[28 E(6; 3

2 ,
7
2 ; τ) + 15 E(6; 5

2 ,
5
2 ; τ)]−

125π

56
E(5; τ) , (4.50)

E5
0,5(τ) = −45π

112
[490 E(6; 1

2 ,
9
2 ; τ) + 140 E(6; 3

2 ,
7
2 ; τ) + 51 E(6; 5

2 ,
5
2 ; τ)] −

16347π

224
E(5; τ) . (4.51)

Note that the GESs on the right-hand side of (4.49) do not have uniform weight 3 but also contain E(6; 3
2 ,

7
2 ; τ),

which arises from inverting the negative index of E(6;− 1
2 ,

7
2 ; τ) using the functional equation.

Crucially, if we substitute (4.41) into the linear combinations (4.48)-(4.51) we can easily check that the
cuspidal contributions to the solution of the homogeneous equations do in fact cancel out. In other words
we see that the linear combinations of GESs belonging to the spectrum (4.23) that are selected by the theta
lift of local Maass functions are precisely the same as those for which the L-values of holomorphic cusp
forms are absent. In contrast to the MGF case, in the present case there is no Tsunogai’s derivation algebra,
which could be responsible for such cancellations. However, it is entirely possible that upon studying higher-
dimensional lattice versions of these particular theta lifts, which play the analogue of higher-loop MGFs in
the previous section, such a structure might emerge thus justifying this seemingly magical cancellation of
holomorphic cusp forms.

The results described in this section provide substantial evidence for the validity of Conjecture 2 presented
in section 1.2, which implies that the modular invariant function Ew

i,j(τ), given by the theta lift of Bw
i,j(t)

defined in (2.34), is a rational linear combination of GESs, which admits a four-dimensional lattice sum
representation and receives no contributions from L-values of holomorphic cusp forms. This applies both
to MGFs and to SMFs. It is worth stressing that for the case of SMFs, thanks to the result of [22]
we have derived a general expression (4.39)-(4.40) for the L-value contribution to an arbitrary GES in the
spectrum (4.23). Hence what we will now show amounts to a proof of Conjecture 2 specialised to the case
of SMFs. However, for the MGFs the expression for the L-value contribution (4.20) to an arbitrary GES in
the spectrum (4.13) is only conjectural.

Let us consider the theta lift of Bw
i,j(t) as defined in (2.34). From the general expression (3.52) we know

how to write Ew
i,j(τ) as a rational linear combination of GESs. Thanks to (3.52) we then deduce that the

L-value contribution to Ew
i,j(τ) coming from a single Hecke eigenform ∆ ∈ S2s, which we denote by Ew

i,j(τ)|∆,
must take the form

Ew
i,j(τ)

∣∣∣
∆
= 3

2i∑

k=0

j∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

m=0

[
1− (−1)k+ℓ+m

]
Ci,j;k,ℓ,m C̃s;s1,s2 E(s; s1, s2; τ)

∣∣∣
∆
, (4.52)

with s1 = (w+k+ℓ+m−i−j)/2 and s2 = [w−(k+ℓ+m−i−j)]/2. For the MGF case, the GESs appearing
in the linear combination on the right-hand side of this equation belong to the spectrum of parameters (4.13),
while for the SMFs they belong to the spectrum (4.23). Hence, if we want to extract the L-value contribution
to (4.52) specialised to the MGFs we must use the conjectural expressions (4.20), while for SMFs we have
proved that the L-value contribution is given by (4.39)-(4.40).

Importantly, our Conjecture 1 states that the L-value contribution for GESs with spectrum (4.13) has
the same functional dependence on the parameters s, s1, s2 as (4.39)-(4.40). Substituting (4.39)-(4.40), we
deduce that for both MGFs and SMFs the L-value contribution (4.52) takes the form

Ew
i,j(τ)

∣∣∣
∆
= 3

Γ(s)Γ
(
w−s
2

)

22s−4Γ
(
w+s
2

) Λ(∆, s+ w − 1)

〈∆,∆〉 Ki,j(∆) , (4.53)

where we have defined

Ki,j(∆) :=
1

2

2i∑

k=0

j∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

m=0

[
(−1)k+ℓ+m − 1

]
Ci,j;k,ℓ,m (−1)

2i+k+ℓ+m+1
2 Λ(∆2s, 2i+ k + ℓ+m+ 1) , (4.54)
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and again s = 3i+ j+1. It is important to note that the coefficients C̃s;s1,s2 defined in (3.49) and appearing
in (4.52) cancel out when we consider the cuspidal contributions (4.20) and (4.39).

We shall prove that Ki,j(∆) vanishes identically for all i, j ∈ N and for every Hecke eigenforms ∆ ∈ S2s

with s = 3i+ j + 1, i.e.

Ki,j(∆) = 0 , ∀ i, j ∈ N , ∀∆ ∈ S6i+2j+2 . (4.55)

To prove this statement we proceed as follows. Firstly, we rewrite the L-values in (4.54) using the integral
representation discussed in appendix C,

Λ(∆, ℓ+ 1) = i−ℓ−1

∫ i∞

0

∆(τ)τ ℓdτ . (4.56)

The sum of completed L-values (4.54) can then be written simply as

Ki,j(∆) =
1

2

∫ i∞

0

∆(τ)
[ 2i∑

k=0

j∑

ℓ=0

ℓ∑

m=0

[
(−1)k+ℓ+m − 1

]
Ci,j;k,ℓ,mτ2i+k+ℓ+m+1

]
dτ

=
1

2

∫ i∞

0

∆(τ) τ2i
[
(τ − 1)2i(τ2 − τ + 1)j − (τ + 1)2i

(
τ2 + τ + 1

)j]
dτ , (4.57)

where we have used the definition (3.44) for the coefficients Ci,j;k,ℓ,m originating from having expanded
(3.43). The two terms in (4.57) are actually identical as one can easily check by changing the integration
variable of the first term to τ = S · τ ′ = −1/τ ′ and using the fact that ∆ is a modular form of weight
2s = 2(3i+ j + 1). We then deduce that (4.57) is identical to

Ki,j(∆) =

∫ i∞

0

∆(τ)uivjdτ , (4.58)

where uivj is precisely the modular local polynomial defined in (2.29) (here a function of the variable τ)
whose theta lift Ew

i,j(τ) we are presently studying.
To prove that (4.58) vanishes identically for all i, j ∈ N and for every Hecke eigenforms ∆ ∈ S2s with

s = 3i+j we simply need to consider the action of the order-three generator of SL(2,Z) given by U =
(
1 −1
1 0

)
,

which maps

U · 0 = i∞ , U · 1 = 0 , U · i∞ = 1 .

Since the modular local polynomial uivj transforms under U with modular weight −2(3i+ j) = −2(s− 1)
and given that ∆ ∈ S2s we see that ∆(τ)uivjdτ is invariant under U . We deduce that under the change of
integration variables τ = U · τ ′ equation (4.58) becomes

Ki,j(∆) =
( ∫ 1

0

+

∫ i∞

1

)
∆(τ)uivjdτ

=
( ∫ i∞

1

+

∫ 0

i∞

)
∆(τ ′)u′iv′jdτ ′ , (4.59)

where with u′iv′j simply means the same modular local polynomial that was defined in (2.29) in the variable
τ ′. Similarly, we rewrite (4.58) using the change of integration variables τ = U2 · τ ′′,

Ki,j(∆) =
( ∫ 1

0

+

∫ i∞

1

)
∆(τ)uivjdτ
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=
( ∫ 0

i∞

+

∫ 1

0

)
∆(τ ′′)u′′iv′′jdτ ′′ , (4.60)

Combining (4.59) with (4.60) we deduce that Ki,j(∆) = 0 for all i, j ∈ N and for every Hecke eigenforms
∆ ∈ S2s with s = 3i + j + 1. Finally, thanks to (4.53) we conclude that Ew

i,j(τ) receives no contributions
from L-values of holomorphic cusp forms contained in each individual GES.

Furthermore, a quick counting argument shows that any rational linear combination of GESs, E(s; s1, s2; τ),
at fixed weight w = s1+s2 and eigenvalue s with parameters (s, s1, s2) in either (4.13) or (4.23) and for which
the cusp form contribution cancels must be a linear combination of theta lifts Ew

i,j(τ) with s = 3i+ j+1. For
the spectrum of parameters (4.13) it is easy to see that at fixed eigenvalue s we have ⌊ s

2⌋ linearly independent
GESs at fixed weight w = s1 + s2. Similarly, for the spectrum of parameters (4.23) at fixed eigenvalue s
the largest number of GESs is found at weight w = s − 1 where there are again ⌊ s

2⌋ linearly independent
GESs. In both cases we can write a general rational linear combination of GESs and impose cancellation
of the L-values, using either the conjectural expression (4.20) or (4.40), and we obtain a system of dimS2s

equations13 in ⌊ s
2⌋ variables. From the dimension formula (4.16) we see that this system of equations has

exactly ⌊ s−1
3 ⌋ linearly independent solutions, which is precisely the number of Ew

i,j(τ) with s = 3i+ j + 1.
We conclude this section by noting that the cuspidal contribution defined in (4.54) for arbitrary i, j ∈ N

as a finite sum over completed L-values can be simplified dramatically for the particular infinite families of
Ew
i,j(τ) considered in section 3.1. For example, if we consider the infinite family Ew

i,0 with eigenvalue s = 3i+1
and integer weight w ≤ s−1 constructed using (3.24)-(3.25), we find that the vanishing of the corresponding
cuspidal contribution Ki,0(∆6i+2) with ∆6i+2 ∈ S6i+2 reduces to

Ki,0(∆6i+2) ∝
i−1
2∑

r=− i−1
2

(−1)r+
i−1
2

Λ(∆6i+2, (3i+ 1) + 2r)

Γ(i + 1 + 2r)Γ(i+ 1− 2r)
. (4.61)

The first value of i for which the identity Ki,0(∆6i+2) = 0 becomes non-trivial is i = 3 for which we must
consider the unique Hecke normalised cusp form of weight 6i + 2 = 20 and, after using the L-function
reflection identity (C.8), equation (4.61) for i = 3 reduces to

−Λ(∆20, 10)

36
+

Λ(∆20, 12)

60
= 0 , (4.62)

which is a consequence of Manin’s periods theorem [36]. It is easy to show that using the integral represen-
tation (4.56), equation (4.61) coincides with the general vanishing expression (4.57) specialised to j = 0.

If we repeat a similar argument for the infinite family Ew
0,j(τ) with eigenvalue s = j + 1 and weight

w ≤ s− 1 and use (3.21) to compute the cuspidal contribution K0,j(∆2j+2) we find

K0,j(∆2j+2) ∝
j−1
2∑

r=− j−1
2

(−1)r 2F1

(
− j

2 − r + 1
2 − j

2 + r + 1
2 ;

1
2 − j| 34

)
Λ(∆2j+2, 2r + j + 1)

Γ(j − 2r + 1)Γ(j + 2r + 1)
. (4.63)

Surprisingly, for this infinite family of linear combination of GESs, the cuspidal contribution (4.63) becomes
a rather complicated linear combination of completed L-values, although it is the result of the integral
representation (4.56) by specialising to i = 0. We have not performed an analytic derivation of this starting
from (4.56), however, with the aid of Pari/GP [45] we have numerically verified that (4.63) is satisfied for
all cusp forms of weight 2s ≤ 100 within the numerical precision of 10−50 utilised.

13Since we are working with rational linear combinations of GESs and the cusp form coefficients (4.20) and (4.40) take values
in the number field associated with S2s we deduce that a single linear equation with number field coefficients becomes a system
of dimS2s equations with rational coefficients.
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5 Discussion

We conclude with comments on some possible extension of the current work.

5.1 Cuspidal generalised Eisenstein series

Within the context of the low-energy expansion for genus-one string scattering amplitudes, it is also necessary
to consider a different class of odd MGFs [49, 41]. These odd MGFs are again modular invariant functions
that can be represented in terms of lattice sums similar to (1.3). However, they are odd under the involution
of the upper-half plane τ → −τ̄ , thus necessarily leading to a cuspidal expansion at τ2 ≫ 1, i.e. rather than
having polynomial growth as for the GESs (4.3) their asymptotic expansion at the cusp must necessarily be
O(e2πiτ ). In [9, 10] it was realised that equation (1.1) can be modified so as to obtain a second vector space
of cuspidal generalised Eisenstein series,

(∆τ − s(s− 1))E−(s; s1, s2; τ) =
∇E(s1; τ)∇E(s2; τ)−∇E(s2; τ)∇E(s1; τ)

2τ22
, (5.1)

with ∇ := 2iτ22∂τ . It is easy to see that the modular invariant solutions to the above equation must be odd
under the involution E−(s; s1, s2;−τ̄) = −E−(s; s1, s2; τ).

In the same way as the GESs with spectrum of parameters (4.13) are related to MGFs, rational combi-
nations of cuspidal GESs with spectrum of parameters

s1, s2 ∈ N , with s1, s2 ≥ 2 , s ∈ {|s1 − s2|+ 1, |s1 − s2|+ 3, . . . , s1 + s2 − 3, s1 + s2 − 1} , (5.2)

produce all odd MGFs. Importantly, it was shown in [9, 10] that whenever the eigenvalue s, which now
has the opposite parity to the weight w = s1 + s2, is such that dimS2s 6= 0, the function E−(s; s1, s2; τ)
receives a non-vanishing contribution from an odd variant of the solution of the homogeneous equation (4.14).
However, compared to (4.20) the coefficient of the solution to the homogeneous equation is proportional to
the product of an even non-critical L-value times an odd critical one. Cancellation of L-values in the rational
linear combinations of cuspidal GESs that produce odd MGFs is again a consequence of the same Tsunogai’s
derivation algebra as discussed in section 4.3 for MGFs.

Although these modular functions have not yet appeared in the physics literature, it is rather natural to
ask whether in the odd SMFs case a generalisation of (5.1) to the case of half-integer indices s1, s2 ∈ N+1/2
and eigenvalue with the same parity as the weight w = s1+s2 plays a role analogous to that of (4.23). Firstly,
we believe that a suitable modification of Theorem FKR [22] ought to produce an L-value contribution which,
in parallel to (4.40), should now result in the product of two critical odd values. We are not aware of an
expression similar to (4.58) that is responsible for the cancellation of the odd critical L-values in the rational
linear combinations of cuspidal GESs corresponding to odd MGFs or odd SMFs. Furthermore, even in the
case of odd MGFs where a lattice sum representation is available, we do not know whether these objects can
be constructed in terms of some modified theta lift akin to (1.4).

5.2 Finite-N integrated correlators

As mentioned in the introduction, it was conjectured in [21] that the correct vector space of modular invariant
functions containing the coefficients of the large-N expansion of a certain integrated correlator, HN (τ), of
four superconformal primary operators in the stress-tensor multiplet in N = 4 SYM is given by the direct
sum of non-holomorphic Eisenstein series with half-integer index and SMFs Ew

i,j(τ) where w and s = 3i+j+1
have opposite parity. An interesting open question is how can this integrated correlator be represented at
generic finite value of N .
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Inspired by a simpler case [50, 51] where the same four-point correlator is integrated with respect to a
different measure, we may expect that in passing from large-N to finite N , the vector space of modular
invariant functions changes to the direct sum of non-holomorphic Eisenstein series with integer index and
MGFs Ew

i,j(τ) where w and s = 3i + j + 1 have the same parity. At finite N we expect the integrated
correlator to be given by a formal sum over infinitely many elements of this vector space.

For computational purposes, it might be useful to try and enlarge this vector space and use as a basis
all GESs with spectrum (4.13). However, at any given N this physical observable can be computed from
a well-known matrix model originating from supersymmetric localisation, which is believed to not produce
L-values of holomorphic cusp forms. It is of interest to find explicitly the expression for the integrated
correlator in terms of MGFs, thus immediately proving the absence of L-values, or as a sum of GESs with
spectrum (4.13) and subsequently verify whether the cusp forms do indeed cancel in the infinite sum.

Guided by [50, 51], we conjecture that at finite N the representation of the integrated correlator HN (τ)
as an infinite sum over MGFs and integer-index non holomorphic Eisenstein series should be equivalent to

HN (τ) =

∫

(R+)3
BN (t) Γ2,2(τ ; t) d

3t . (5.3)

Two additional key properties motivate this conjecture. Firstly, the finite-N expression (5.3) when expanded
at large-N ought to reproduce the results derived in [21]. In particular, the integrand function BN(t)
originates from the resummation of the infinite series of MGFs with coefficients depending from N . Order
by order at large-N , the expansion of BN (t) should produce a linear combination of integrands Bw

i,j(t) of
the form (2.35), which upon integrating over t produces the linear combination of SMFs found in [21]. This
is exactly what happens in the simpler case [50, 51].

Secondly, in (5.3) we have used the complete theta-series (2.16) which includes terms in the lattice sum
with vanishing momenta pi = 0. While for a single Ew

i,j(τ) the inclusion of these terms leads to an ill-defined
singular integral in (2.34), for the resummed expression in (5.3) we expect the integral to converge even in the
absence of the exponential suppression coming from (2.33). Furthermore, if we consider Ew

i,j(τ) by extending
the theta-series to the complete lattice sum as in (2.17), we can regularise the integral by introducing a
cutoff, i.e. by integrating over (t1, t2, t3) ∈ [0, L]3 rather than over (R+)3. One can then easily check that
terms where one or three momenta vanish14 produce divergent terms as L ≫ 1, which are either constant or
proportional to integer index non-holomorphic Eisenstein series when w and s = 3i + j + 1 have the same
parity, or half-integer index when w and s have opposite parity. We believe that this phenomenon is a signal
of the fact that the large-N expansion of (5.3) produces both integer powers in 1/N terms, which are linear
combinations of SMFs, as well as the half-integer powers in 1/N , which are rational linear combinations of
non-holomorphic Eisenstein series with half-integer indices.

5.3 S-dual modular forms

The generic type IIB superstring amplitudes and correlators in N = 4 SYM are not necessarily invariant
under SL(2,Z). In particular, these include U(1)-violating interactions, which transform covariantly with
non-zero modular weight under SL(2,Z). A natural extension of the cases studied in this paper involves the
maximal U(1)-violating amplitudes [46] and their holographic dual correlators in N = 4 SYM [47, 48].

Explicit examples discussed in [46] include the maximal U(1)-violating scattering amplitudes of four
gravitons and h axion-dilatons excitations in type IIB superstring theory, which are described by modular
forms with holomorphic and anti-holomorphic weights (h,−h), here denoted by Eh(s; s1, h1; s2, h2; τ). In

14Due to momentum conservation p1 + p2 + p3 = 0 in the lattice sum (2.16), if two momenta are zero then the third one is
necessarily zero.
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general, such modular forms transform as

fh(γ · τ) =
(
cτ + d

cτ̄ + d

)h

fh(τ) , for γ =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z) . (5.4)

It was argued in [46], the coefficients in the low-energy expansion of such amplitudes obey a Laplace eigenvalue
equation of the form,

[
∆

(h)
(+) − (s+ h)(s− h− 1)

]
Eh(s; s1, h1; s2, h2; τ) = Eh1(s1; τ)Eh2(s2; τ) , (5.5)

where h1 + h2 = h, and

∆
(h)
(+) = 4D−h−1Dh , with Dh = i

(
τ2

∂

∂τ
− i

h

2

)
, (5.6)

The modular forms Eh(s; τ) in the source term of (5.5) are defined by

Eh(s; τ) =
2hΓ(s)

Γ(s+h)
Dh−1 · · ·D0E(s; τ) =

∑

(m,n) 6=(0,0)

(
m+ nτ̄

m+ nτ

)h
(τ2/π)

s

|m+ nτ |2s . (5.7)

When h = 0, E0(s; τ) reduces to the non-holomorphic Eisenstein series, E(s; τ).
The Laplace eigenvalue equation (5.5) is a very natural generalisation of (1.1) that was studied in this

paper. An interesting case that is relevant to superstring amplitudes was considered in [46] corresponds to
s = 4, s1 = s2 = 3

2 and h > 0. In this case solutions to (5.5) can be related to the action of the covariant
derivatives Dw on E(4; 3

2 ,
3
2 ; τ) with appropriate values of w. It is of interest to study the solution to equation

(5.5) with more general parameters (with s1, s2 ∈ N and s1, s2 ∈ N + 1
2 , respectively), and in particular

examine the roles played by the L-values of holomorphic cusp forms and their potential cancellations.
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A Non-holomorphic Eisenstein series

Non-holomorphic Eisenstein series constitute an important class of modular invariant functions that arise
both in the study of one-loop MGFs as well as in the analysis of low-order coefficients in the low energy
effective action of type IIB superstring theory.

They are special examples of Maass functions for the group SL(2,Z) which we recall are modular invariant
functions f(τ), i.e.

f(γ · τ) = f(τ) , ∀ γ =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z) , (A.1)

with γ · τ := aτ+b
cτ+d , of moderate growth for large τ2, i.e. there exists N ∈ N such that f(τ) = O(τN2 ) as

τ2 ≫ 1, and importantly f(τ) satisfies the Laplace eigenvalue equation

[∆τ − s(s− 1)]f(τ) = 0 , (A.2)
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for some s ∈ C. The non-holomorphic Eisenstein series, E(s; τ), is perhaps the simplest example of a Maass
function and can be defined by the two-dimensional lattice sum,

E(s; τ) =
∑

(m,n) 6=(0,0)

(τ2/π)
s

|m+ nτ |2s . (A.3)

The function E(s; τ) satisfies the Laplace equation (A.2) and has a Fourier expansion given by

E(s; τ) =
2ζ(2s)

πs
τs2 +

2Γ(s− 1
2 )

πs− 1
2Γ(s)

ζ(2s− 1)τ1−s
2 (A.4)

+
4
√
τ2

Γ(s)

∑

k 6=0

|k|s− 1
2 σ1−2s(k)Ks− 1

2
(2π |k| τ2) e2πikτ1 ,

where Ks− 1
2
(2π |k| τ2) is a modified Bessel function of the second kind and σs(n) :=

∑
d|n d

s is the divisor

sigma function. Although the lattice sum definition (A.3) only converges for Re(s) > 1, it is possible to
analytically continue E(s; τ) to a meromorphic function of s ∈ C, with a simple pole located at s = 1. For
later convenience we note that with the normalisation convention chosen the non-holomorphic Eisenstein
series satisfies the functional equation

Γ(s)E(s; τ) = Γ(1− s)E(1 − s; τ) , (A.5)

and we also recall the integral representation

E(s; τ) =
∑

(m,n) 6=(0,0)

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

ts−1e−πt
|m+nτ|2

τ2 dt , (A.6)

valid for Re(s) > 1.

B Modular local polynomials

In this appendix we provide more details regarding the modular local polynomials presented in section 2.2.
Following [28] we are interested in analysing the exceptional set ED, as defined in (2.22), where the modular
local polynomials become non-differentiable. In particular, we now prove the claim made in the main text
that for the case of discriminant D = 1, modular local polynomials with exceptional set E1 are uniquely
specified by their values on the fundamental domain of Γ0(2).

We start by noting that the exceptional set ED defined in (2.22) is SL(2,Z) invariant since for all
γ ∈ SL(2,Z) and for any Q = [a, b, c] ∈ QD (where D = b2 − 4ac is the discriminant) we have

SQ|γ =
{
ρ ∈ H

∣∣∣ a|γ · ρ|2 + bRe(γ · ρ) + c = 0
}
= SQ′ , (B.1)

with Q′ = [a′, b′, c′] ∈ QD given by

a′ = aI2 + bIK + cK2 ,

b′ = 2aIJ + bIL+ bJK + 2cKL , (B.2)

c′ = aJ2 + bJL+ cL2 ,

and

γ =

(
I J
K L

)
∈ SL(2,Z) . (B.3)
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From now on, we focus our attention to the case where the quadratic forms have discriminant D = 1 and
note that the class [0, 1, c] with c ∈ Z belongs to Q1 with corresponding set

S[0,1,c] =
{
ρ ∈ H

∣∣∣Re(ρ) + c = 0
}
. (B.4)

We also see that [−1, 1, 0] ∈ Q1 with set

S[−1,1,0] =

{
ρ ∈ H

∣∣∣ |ρ− 1

2
|2 =

1

4

}
. (B.5)

The subsets of E1 given by S[0,1,0], S[0,1,1] and S[−1,1,0] coincide precisely with the boundary of the
fundamental domain of Γ0(2), hence we claim that the connected component Cρ∗ ⊂ H \ E1 which contains

ρ∗ := e
πi
3 coincides with the fundamental domain of Γ0(2), i.e.

Cρ∗ = FΓ0(2) :=

{
ρ ∈ H

∣∣∣ 0 < Re(ρ) < 1 , |ρ− 1

2
|2 >

1

4

}
. (B.6)

Proof: Firstly we show that ρ∗ cannot possibly belong to the exceptional set, i.e. ρ∗ 6= E1. By contra-
diction, if ρ∗ ∈ E1 then there must exist Q = [a, b, c] ∈ Q1 such that

a|ρ∗|2 + bRe(ρ∗) + c = 0 ⇒ b = −2(a+ c) , (B.7)

which would imply D = b2 − 4ac even thus contradicting the fact that D = 1.
Now we will show that the sets S[0,1,0], S[0,1,−1] and S[−1,1,0] form the boundaries of FΓ0(2), Re(ρ) = 0,

Re(ρ) = 1 and |ρ− 1
2 |2 = 1

4 , respectively. Suppose there exists Q = [a, b, c] ∈ Q1 such that SQ ∩ FΓ0(2) 6= ∅,
without loss of generality we can assume that a ≥ 0, since

[a, b, c] ∈ Q1 ⇐⇒ [−a,−b,−c] ∈ Q1 , (B.8)

and furthermore
S[a,b,c] ∩ FΓ0(2) 6= ∅ ⇐⇒ S[−a,−b,−c] ∩ FΓ0(2) 6= ∅ . (B.9)

We can furthermore discard the case a = 0 since we already know that S[0,1,c] either does not intersect FΓ0(2)

or produces the two vertical boundaries.
Let us suppose there exists ρ̃ = x+ iy ∈ S[a,b,c] ∩ FΓ0(2), i.e.

a(x2 + y2) + bx+ c = 0 , ρ⋆ ∈ FΓ0(2) . (B.10)

Firstly, we see immediately that if c < 0 it is impossible to satisfy the discriminant condition D = b2−4ac = 1
unless a = 0, b = 1 which we have already considered, hence we can assume c ≥ 0.

Since ρ̃ ∈ FΓ0(2) we know already that 0 < x < 1 and x2 + y2 > x so we deduce

a(x2 + y2) + bx+ c > (a+ b)x+ c . (B.11)

If we assume that (a+ b) ≥ 0, since as discussed above c ≥ 0, we find that the only possibility of satisfying
(B.10) given the constraint (B.11) and D = 1 is to consider S[1,−1,0] = S[−1,1,0] which correspond to the
lower boundary of FΓ0(2). Let us consider then the case (a + b) < 0. Since ρ̃ ∈ FΓ0(2) we must have x < 1
hence for (a+ b) < 0 (B.11) becomes

a(x2 + y2) + bx+ c > a+ b+ c . (B.12)

To satisfy (B.10) given this constraint we must have −b > a+ c ≥ 0 hence the discriminant must satisfy

1 = D = b2 − 4ac ≥ (a− c)2 . (B.13)

This implies either a = c ∈ N+ and hence b = −
√
4a2 + 1 /∈ Z or a = c ± 1 and hence b = −2c∓ 1 so that

the constraint (B.12) becomes a(x2 + y2) + bx+ c > 0 and again ρ̃ can only live at the boundary of FΓ0(2).
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C Holomorphic cusp forms and their L-values

In this appendix we review some important facts about holomorphic cusp forms for SL(2,Z). We start by
defining Mk as the vector space of modular forms of weight k ∈ Z under SL(2,Z), which are furthermore
analytic in the upper half-plane H. It is well-known (see for example [52]) that when k odd, or if k < 0, or
k = 2 then the only element of Mk is given by the zero-function while for k = 0 the only element of M0 is
the constant function. For k > 2 and even, Mk splits naturally as

Mk = span{Gk} ⊕ Sk , (C.1)

where Gk denotes the holomorphic Eisenstein series

Gk(τ) =

∞∑

n=0

αk(n)q
n , (C.2)

where q = exp(2πiτ) and the Fourier coefficients αk(n) are given by

αk(0) = 1 , αk(1) = αk = − 2k

Bk
, αk(n) = αkσk−1(n) , (C.3)

with Bk denoting the kth Bernoulli number and σs(n) =
∑

d|n d
s the divisor sigma function.

The second term in (C.1) is given by the vector space Sk of SL(2,Z) holomorphic cusp forms. A function
∆ analytic in the upper half-plane H belongs to Sk if it is a modular form of weight k and vanishes at the
cusp τ → i∞, i.e. its q-series Fourier expansion must not contain the constant term

∆(τ) =

∞∑

n=1

a(n)qn . (C.4)

We furthermore say that the cusp form ∆ ∈ Sk is Hecke normalised if a(1) = 1. The dimension of the vector
space of holomorphic cusp forms is given by

dimSk =

{ ⌊
k
12

⌋
− 1 k ≡ 2mod12 ,

⌊
k
12

⌋
otherwise .

(C.5)

In [53] Hecke introduced an infinite family of linear operators Tn : Sk → Sk with n ∈ N, now called Hecke
operators, defined by

[Tn∆](τ) = nk−1
∑

d|n

d−k
d−1∑

b=0

∆

(
nτ + bd

d2

)
. (C.6)

A preferred basis for Sk can be constructed by considering the basis of Hecke eigenforms which simultaneously
diagonalise all Tn. Importantly, the eigenvalues of a Hecke eigenform ∆(τ) =

∑∞
n=1 a(n)q

n ∈ Sk are precisely
given by its Fourier q-series coefficients, i.e. we have [Tn∆](τ) = a(n)∆(τ) so that from (C.6) we see that a
Hecke eigenform is automatically Hecke normalised.

Since the Hecke operators are multiplicative, i.e. TmTn = Tm·n if (m,n) = 1, it follows that the Fourier
coefficients a(n) of every Hecke eigenform must be multiplicative as well, i.e. a(m)a(n) = a(m · n) for
(m,n) = 1. This important property leads to the fact that in general the coefficients of a Hecke eigenform
live in a number field extension of the rationals, which is a finite degree field extension of Q by the roots of
an associated defining polynomial of degree dimSk. Whenever dimSk = 1 we have that this number field
actually coincides with the rational numbers. However, when dimSk > 1 that is not true any longer. For
example if we consider k = 24, for which dimS24 = 2, we find that the Fourier coefficients of the two unique
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Hecke normalised basis elements of S24 belong to the number field Q[
√
144169] originating from the defining

polynomial x2 − x− 36042.
Given a Hecke eigenform ∆(τ) =

∑∞
n=1 a(n)q

n ∈ Sk, an important quantity to consider is the associated
L-function defined via the Dirichlet series

L(∆, s) :=
∞∑

n=1

a(n)

ns
. (C.7)

In general this series converges for Re(s) large enough but it can be analytically continued to a meromorphic
function of s ∈ C. From L(∆, s) we construct the completed L-function for a Hecke eigenform,

Λ(∆, s) := (2π)−sΓ(s)L(∆, s) , (C.8)

which satisfies the important functional equation

Λ(∆, s) = (−1)
k
2 Λ(∆, k − s) . (C.9)

We remind the reader that the critical strip for the completed L-function Λ(∆, s) of a cusp form ∆ ∈ Sk

is defined as the strip Re s ∈ (0, k) and the critical L-values of ∆ are given by Λ(∆, s) with s ∈ (0, k) ∩ N

while values outside of this range are called non-critical. A beautiful result by Manin [36], known as the
periods theorem, proves that the ratio of any two even critical L-values or any two odd critical L-values
are all rational over the algebraic number field generated by the Fourier coefficient of the cusp forms. This
theorem effectively means that there are only two independent critical values for any given cusp forms,
usually denoted as ω±

∆ and called the periods of the cusp form. On the other hand, all non-critical L-values
are conjecturally transcendentally independent from one another.

Manin’s results rely heavily on the notion of period polynomials. For every Hecke-normalised cusp form
∆ ∈ Sk we define its associated period polynomial

r∆(X) :=

∫ i∞

0

∆(τ)(τ −X)k−2dτ , (C.10)

which is a degree k − 2 polynomial in the variable X . We can use the explicit q-series representation
∆(τ) =

∑∞
n=1 a(n)q

n with q = exp(2πiτ) to show that

Λ(∆, ℓ+ 1) = i−ℓ−1

∫ i∞

0

∆(τ)τ ℓdτ . (C.11)

Using (C.11) it is easy to prove that the period polynomial (C.10) takes the form,

r∆(X) =
k−2∑

ℓ=0

iℓ+1(−X)k−2−ℓ

(
k − 2

ℓ

)
Λ(∆, ℓ+ 1) . (C.12)

We immediately note that the coefficients of this polynomial are the completed L-values for the cusp form
∆, and r∆(X) carries important information about the underlying modular group SL(2,Z). In particular,
considering the order-2 and 3 generators of SL(2,Z) respectively given by S =

(
0 −1
1 0

)
and U =

(
1 −1
1 0

)
, the

period polynomial must satisfy the two cocycle conditions

r∆|1(X) + r∆|S(X) = r∆|1(X) + r∆|U (X) + r∆|U2(X) = 0 , (C.13)

where the SL(2,Z) slash-action on r∆ is given by

r∆|γ(X) := (cX + d)k−2r∆

(
aX + b

cX + d

)
, γ =

(
a b
c d

)
∈ SL(2,Z). (C.14)
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It is easy to check that for the critical L-values, the reflection identity Λ(∆, s) = (−1)k/2Λ(∆, k−s) is a direct
consequence of the S-cocycle condition in (C.13). The aforementioned periods theorem of Manin [36] is a
consequence of considering both S and U cocycle conditions in (C.13) as well as the action on r∆(X) induced
by the Hecke operators (C.6) which are sensitive to the number field generated by the q-series coefficients of
the Hecke normalised cusp forms in Sk given that their eigenvalues are the precisely Fourier coefficients of
the Hecke eigenform considered.

Lastly, it is important that it is possible to put a norm, called the Petersson norm, on the vector space
Sk, which is defined by

〈∆,∆〉 :=
∫

F

|∆(τ)|2τk−2
2 d2τ , ∆ ∈ Sk , (C.15)

where the integral is over the fundamental domain F = SL(2,Z)\H. In section 4.2, we use a classic result
by Rankin [35] which allows us to write the product of two critical L-values with opposite parity, i.e. one
even and one odd, in terms of the Petersson norm. For the jth Hecke normalised eigenform ∆(j) ∈ Sk with
j ∈ {1, . . . , dimSk}, Rankin’s theorem states

〈∆(j),∆(j)〉 = −q rΛ(∆(j), k − 1)Λ(∆(j), q)

BqBr κ(j, q, r)
, (C.16)

where Bn is the nth Bernoulli number and q and r are any even integers such that q+r = k and 4 ≤ r ≤ k
2−2.

The function κ(j, q, r) takes value in the number field generated by the Fourier coefficients of the Hecke
eigenforms of Sk and it is given by

κ(j, q, r) :=

dimSk∑

n=1

(
H−1

)
jn

[
n∑

m=0

αq(m)αr(n−m)− αk(n)

]
, (C.17)

with αk(n) given in (C.3). The (dimSk) × (dimSk) matrix H is defined by Hnj := a(j)(n), i.e. the entry
in the nth row and jth column of the matrix H is precisely the nth q-series coefficient of the jth Hecke
eigenform, i.e. ∆(j)(τ) =

∑∞
n=1 a

(j)(n)qn ∈ Sk. A particularly simple expression can be derived when we
specialise (C.16) to the cases where dimSk = 1, i.e. k ∈ {12, 16, 20, 22, 26}. In this case the 1 × 1 matrix
H reduces to 1 from the Hecke normalisation, and if we furthermore choose r = 4, q = k − 4 we find that
(C.16) reduces to

〈∆,∆〉 = −15 25−k(k − 4)Bk Λ(∆, k − 4)Λ(∆, k − 1)[
(k − 4)Bk − (k + 120Bk)Bk−4

] . (C.18)

For example, for the Ramanujan cusp form ∆12 which is the unique Hecke normalised element of S12,
equation (C.18) reduces to (see (9.1) in [35])

〈∆12,∆12〉 =
691Λ(∆12, 8)Λ(∆12, 11)

7680
=

10!× 14511

224π19
L(∆12, 8)L(∆12, 11) . (C.19)
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[53] E. Hecke, “Über Modulfunktionen und die Dirichletschen Reihen mit Eulerscher Produktentwicklung.
I,” Math. Ann. 114 (1937) no. 1, 1–28.

49

http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2020)064
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.03476
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2020)190
http://arxiv.org/abs/2004.05156
http://dx.doi.org/10.2977/prims/1195164794
https://dukespace.lib.duke.edu/dspace/handle/10161/1281
http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.05099
http://pari.math.u-bordeaux.fr/
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2019)087
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.13394
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2021)042
http://arxiv.org/abs/2009.01211
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2021)132
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.08086
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2019)136
http://arxiv.org/abs/1902.04180
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.126.161601
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.08305
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2021)089
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.09537
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4612-0999-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01594160

	Overview and results
	Introduction
	Results
	Outline

	Theta lift of local Maass functions
	Theta lift: definitions and properties
	Modular local polynomials and local Maass functions

	Inhomogeneous Laplace Equation
	Boundary terms
	Alternative approach
	General expression for Ewi,j()

	Structure of generalised Eisenstein series
	Fourier mode expansion
	L-values and generalised Eisenstein series
	Absence of L-values in theta-lifted local Maass functions

	Discussion
	Cuspidal generalised Eisenstein series
	Finite-N integrated correlators
	S-dual modular forms

	Non-holomorphic Eisenstein series
	Modular local polynomials
	Holomorphic cusp forms and their L-values

