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HIGHER SCHWARZIAN, QUASIMODULAR FORMS AND

EQUIVARIANT FUNCTIONS

HICHAM SABER AND ABDELLAH SEBBAR

Abstract. The Schwarzian derivative plays a fundamental role in complex analysis,
differential equations, and modular forms. In this paper, we investigate its higher-
order generalizations, known as higher Schwarzians, and their connections to quasi-
modular forms and equivariant functions. We prove that a meromorphic function is
equivariant if and only if its higher Schwarzians are quasimodular forms of prescribed
weight and depth, thereby extending classical results and linking projective differential
operators to the structure of modular and quasimodular forms.

1. Introduction

The Schwarzian derivative defined by

{f, z} =
f ′′′(z)

f ′(z)
−

3

2

(

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)

)2

is a fundamental operator in complex analysis and differential equations, with deep
connections to projective geometry, univalent functions, and modular forms. It plays
a crucial role in the study of conformal mappings, Teichmüller theory, and the mon-
odromy of second-order differential equations. Over time, various generalizations of the
Schwarzian derivative, known as higher Schwarzians, have been introduced to extend
its applicability to broader mathematical contexts.

In this work, We study the Aharonov invariants of a meromorphic function on a
simply connected domain, denoted Sn[f ], n ≥ 1, which are referred to as higher
Schwarzians. Notably, the first two cases recover well-known operators: 2S1[f ] = f ′′/f ′

known as the pre-Schwarzian, and 6S2[f ] = {f, z}, the classical Schwarzian derivative.

Parallel to this, the theory of modular and quasimodular forms has become cen-
tral in number theory, arithmetic geometry, and mathematical physics. Quasimodular
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forms, introduced by Kaneko and Zagier, extend classical modular forms by incorpo-
rating derivatives, leading to a richer algebraic structure that remains closed under
differentiation.

A key perspective on modular forms involves their transformation properties under
discrete subgroups of PSL2(R). Similarly, equivariant functions satisfy specific trans-
formation rules under discrete group actions. Given a discrete group Γ acting on the
upper half-plane H, a meromorphic function is equivariant if it commutes with the ac-
tion of Γ. More generally, if f is a meromorphic function on H, and ρ : Γ −→ GL2(C)
is a two-dimensional complex representation, then f is called ρ−equivariant for if

f(γz) = ρ(γ)f(z) , for all γ ∈ Γ and all z ∈ H.

It turns out that a function f is ρ−equivariant for some representation ρ of Γ if and
only if the Schwarzian derivative {f, z} is a weight 4 meromorphic modular form for Γ.
Equivariant functions naturally arise in the study of monodromy representations, vector
bundles over modular curves, and modular differential equations, providing a unifying
framework for understanding the role of higher Schwarzians in relation to projective
differential operators and modular forms.

In this paper, we explore the deep connections between higher Schwarzians, quasi-
modular forms, and equivariant functions. We show that higher Schwarzians inherently
exhibit quasimodular behavior, extending classical results on the Schwarzian derivative.
Specifically, we prove that a meromorphic function on H is ̺−equivariant for some rep-
resentation ̺ of a discrete group Γ if and only if its higher Schwarzians Sn[f ], for n ≥ 2,
are quasimodular forms for Γ of weight 2n and depth n− 2.

The paper is organized as follows: In Section 1, we review the classical Schwarzian
derivative and introduce its higher-order generalizations following Aharonov’s construc-
tion. Section 2 provides an overview of quasimodular forms and their fundamental
properties, emphasizing their role as a generalization of modular forms. In Section
3, we introduce equivariant functions and explore their connections to modular trans-
formations and representation theory. Finally, we present our main results on the
quasimodular nature of higher Schwarzians.

2. Higher Schwarzians

LetD be a domain in the extended complex plane Ĉ = C∪{∞}. If f is a meromorphic
function on D, the Schwarz derivative (or the Schwarzian) of f is defined as

(2.1) {f, z} =

(

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)

)

′

−
1

2

(

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)

)2

=
f ′′′(z)

f ′(z)
−

3

2

(

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)

)2

.

This is the lowest-order differential operator that is projectively invariant. Specifically,

if g(z) = af(z)+b

cf(z)+d
with ad − bc 6= 0, then {f, z} = {g, z} . This operator was named
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after Schwarz by Cayley; however, Schwarz himself credited its discovery to Lagrange
in 1781. It also appeared in a paper by Kummer in 1836 [12].

The Schwarz derivative is fundamental in various areas of mathematics, including
the study of the complex projective line, univalent functions, conformal mappings,
Teichmüller spaces, and the theories of automorphic and hypergeometric functions [2,
3, 5, 10, 11, 14]. Furthermore, it has a profound connection to the theory of ordinary
differential equations, as outlined below.

Let R(z) be a meromorphic function on D and consider the second order differential
equation

(2.2) y′′ +R(z) y = 0

with two linearly independent solutions y1 and y2. Then f = y1/y2 satisfies the
Schwarzian differential equation

(2.3) {f, z} = 2R(z).

This relationship with second-order ordinary differential equations underpins many key
properties of the Schwarz derivative which we now give:

(1) Cocycle property: If w is a function of z, then

{f, z} = {f, w}(dw/dz)2 + {w, z},

which says that {f, z} behaves as a quadratic differential

{f, z}dz2 = {f, w}dw2 + {w, z}dz2.

(2) We have

{f, z} = 0 if and only if f(z) =
az + b

cz + d
for some a, b, c, d ∈ C

.

(3) If w =
az + b

cz + d
with

(

a b

c d

)

∈ GL2(C), then

{f, z} = {f, w}
(ad− bc)2

(cz + d)4
.

(4) For two meromorphic functions f and g on D,

{f, z} = {g, z} if and only if f(z) =
ag(z) + b

cg(z) + d
for some

(

a b

c d

)

∈ GL2(C).

(5) If w(z) is a function of z with w′(z0) 6= 0 for some z0 ∈ D, then locally near z0,
we have:

{z, w} = {w, z} (dz/dw)2 .
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Higher order analogues of the Schwarz derivative that enjoy similar properties than
the ordinary Schwarzian have been studied in the literature, notably those defined by
Aharonov [1], Tamanoi [16] and Kim and Sugawa [8] among others. In this paper, we
will follow Aharonov’s construction which we now introduce.

Let f be a meromorphic function on a domain D and z ∈ D be a point where f is
holomorphic and f ′(z) 6= 0. Define

G(w, z) =
f ′(z)

f(w)− f(z)
.

As a function of w, the function G(w, z) has a simple pole at w = z, and near w = z,
it admits the expansion:

(2.4) G(w, z) =
1

w − z
−

∞
∑

n=1

Sn[f ](z)(w − z)n−1.

The coefficients Sn[f ](z), referred to as the Aharonov invariants of f , exhibit several
interesting properties shown in [1]. Differentiating G(w, z), with respect to z, we see
that G satisfies a Riccati differential equation:

(2.5)
∂G

∂z
= G(z)2 +

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)
G(z).

Using the expansion (2.4) and equation the coefficients of (w − z)−1, we get

S1[f ](z) =
f ′′(z)

2f ′(z)
,

known as the pre-Schwarzian, that is used to construct the Schwarz-Christoffel mapping
between the upper half-plane and a polygonal domain. Now, equating the constant term
in w − z, we obtain:

6S2[f ](z) = {f, z},

the usual Schwarzian.

Finally, equating the coefficients of positive powers of w − z shows that the higher
Schwarzians satisfy the recurrence relation:

(2.6) (n+ 1)Sn[f ] = S ′

n−1[f ] +

n−2
∑

k=2

Sk[f ]Sn−k[f ] , n ≥ 3.

Differentiating (2.4) with respect to w, we get

(2.7)
f ′(w)f ′(z)

(f(w)− f(z))2
=

1

(w − z)2
+

∞
∑

n=1

(n− 1)Sn[f ](z)(w − z)n−2.
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Since the quantity

f ′(w)f ′(z)

(f(w)− f(z))2

is invariant under a linear fractional transformation of f , and by the uniqueness of the
Laurent series expansion around w = z, we conclude that for n ≥ 2 and ad − bc 6= 0,
we have:

Sn

[

af(z) + b

cf(z) + d

]

= Sn[f ].

This projective invariance of Sn (for n ≥ 2) justifies calling them higher Schwarzians.

3. Quasimodular forms

From now on, we consider the domain D to be the upper half of the complex plane,
H = {z ∈ C : Im z > 0}. Let Γ be a discrete subgroup of SL2(R), that is a Fuchsian
group of the first kind, acting on H via linear fractional transformations.

The notion of quasimodular forms was introduced by Kaneko and Zagier in [7] as a
generalization of classical modular forms that includes all derivatives of modular forms.
Following [17] and [13], we begin with the definition of nearly holomorphic modular
forms.

A nonzero complex function F defined on H is said to be a nearly holomorphic
modular form of weight k and depth n on Γ, for nonnegative integers k and n, if it
satisfies the following conditions:

(1) There exist holomorphic functions f0, f1, . . . , fn on H, with fn 6≡ 0, such that
for all z ∈ H,

(3.1) F (z) =

n
∑

r=0

fr(z)

(−4πy)r
, y = Im z.

(2) For all z ∈ H and

(

a b

c d

)

∈ Γ,

(3.2) F

(

az + b

cz + d

)

= (cz + d)kF (z) .

(3) F has a finite limit at the cusps of Γ.

A function f on H is said to be a quasimodular form of weight k and depth r if it
is the holomorphic part of a nearly holomorphic form F of weight k and depth r, i.e.,
f = f0 in (3.1). It turns out that f is a quasimodular form of weight k and depth n if
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and only if there exist holomorphic functions f0, f1, . . . , fn on H, with fn 6≡ 0 such that
for all z ∈ H, we have:

(3.3) (cz + d)−kf

(

az + b

cz + d

)

=
n

∑

r=0

fr(z)

(

c

cz + d

)r

.

Here, the coefficients fr, r = 0, . . . , n, are the same as those of (3.1). In particular, a
quasimodular form of weight k and depth 0 is an ordinary modular form of weight k,
while the derivative of a weight k modular form is a quasimodular form of weight k+2
and depth 1. The polynomial

Pf(z)(X) =

n
∑

r=0

fr(z)X
r

is referred as the quasimodular polynomial of f and it is unique.

Furthermore, if f satisfy (3.3), then f = f0, and for each r (0 ≤ r ≤ n), fr is a
quasimodular form of weight k − 2r and depth n− r. More precisely,

(cz + d)−k+2rfr

(

az + b

cz + d

)

=
n−r
∑

j=0

(

r + j

j

)

fr+j(z)

(

c

cz + d

)j

.

In particular, fn is a modular form of weight k − 2n.

The space of quasimodular forms on Γ is of weight k and depth n denoted by Mn
k (Γ)

or simply Mn
k if there is no confusion. The total space of quasimodular forms M∗ is

closed under differentiation as

D(Mn
k ) ⊆ Mn+1

k+2 ,

where D is the differentiation.

As an example, when Γ is the modular group SL2(Z), the space M∗ has a special
structure. Let us recall the Eisenstein series E2, E4 and E6, defined on H by:

E2(z) = 1− 24
∞
∑

n=1

σ1(n)q
n ,

E4(z) = 1 + 240
∞
∑

n=1

σ3(n)q
n ,

and

E6(z) = 1− 504
∞
∑

n=1

σ5(n)q
n.

Here, q = exp(2iπz), and σk(n) denotes the sum of the k−th powers of the divisors of
n. It turns out that E2 is a quasimodular form of weight 2 and depth 1, while E4 and
E6 are modular forms of respective weight 4 and 6.
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Furthermore, M∗ has a structure of a graded differential ring given by

M∗ = C[E2, E4, E6]

where the grading correspond to the weights of the Eisenstein series as quasimodular
forms. The space M∗ can also be viewed as a graded module of the graded ring of
modular forms C[E4, E6].

More interestingly, for a general Γ, we define the operator δ on M∗ by δ(f) = f1
where f is a quasimodular form satisfying (3.3). Then δ lowers the weight by 2. Define
also the operator E on M∗ which multiplies by k a quasimodular form of weight k.
These operators δ, E together with differentiation operator D, satisfy the following
commutation relations:

[E,D] = 2D , [E, δ] = −2δ , [D, δ] = E.

These relations endow M∗ the structure of an sl2(C)−module.

Remark 3.1.

(1) In the definition of quasimodular forms given above, one can replace the term
holomorphic with meromorphic throughout to define the notion of meromor-
phic quasimodular forms. All previously stated properties remain valid, except
for the ring structure of quasimodular forms for SL2(Z). Additionally, unless
explicitly stated otherwise, a modular form is assumed to be meromorphic.

(2) For convenience, even when the discrete group Γ is not a subgroup of the mod-
ular group, we will use the terms modular forms and quasimodular forms rather
than the more general terms automorphic forms and quasi-automorphic forms.

4. Equivariant functions

We now introduce the notion of equivariant functions, which are closely related to the
Schwarz derivative. Let h be a meromorphic function onH. By leveraging the properties
of the Schwarz derivative, one can show that f(z) = {h, z} is a weight 4 modular
form for a discrete subgroup Γ of SL2(R) if and only if there exists a representation
̺ : Γ −→ GL2(C) such for all z ∈ H and all γ ∈ Γ,

h(γz) = ̺(γ)h(z).

Here, the action in both sides is by linear fractional transformation. A functions sat-
isfying this property is called a ̺−equivariant function for Γ. Throughout this paper,
whenever we consider a representation ̺ of a discrete subgroup of SL2(R), we assume
that ̺(−I) ∈ C×I if −I ∈ Γ. As for the existence of these type of functions, we have

Theorem 4.1. [15] For every discrete group Γ and every 2-dimensional representation

̺ of Γ, ̺−equivariant functions for Γ always exist.
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This result is proven by associating to each pair (Γ, ̺) a vector bundle whose sections
yield the desired ̺−equivariant function. The construction of this vector bundle relies
on sophisticated techniques, including solving various Riemann-Hilbert problems locally
and applying the Kodaira Vanishing Theorem. The theorem is still valid if Γ is a
Fuchsian group of the first or the second kind.

When ̺ is the constant representation, i.e., ̺(γ) = I for all γ ∈ Γ, a ̺−equivariant
function is simply an modular function for Γ. Meanwhile, if ̺ is the defining represen-
tation of Γ (i.e. the natural embedding of Γ in GL2(C)), then h commutes with the
action of Γ and is simply called an equivariant function. Examples of such functions
include the trivial function h(z) = z. Additionally, if f be a modular form of weight k
for Γ, then

hf(z) = z + k
f(z)

f ′(z)

is an equivariant function for Γ. Functions of this type are referred to as the rational
equivariant functions [4].

We now prove the main result of this section. Recall that if f is ̺−equivariant for
Γ, then {f, z} is a weight 4 modular form. It turns out that the higher Schwarzians
satisfy similar properties.

Theorem 4.2. Let Γ be a discrete subgroup of SL2(R). A meromorphic function f
is ̺−equivariant, for some 2-dimensional representation of Γ, if and only if, for each

n ≥ 2, the higher Schwarzian Sn[f ] is a quasimodular form of weight 2n and depth

n− 2.

Proof. We need to determine Sn[f ◦ γ](z) for γ(z) = az+b
cz+d

, with
(

a b

c d

)

∈ Γ. We have, on
one hand

(f ◦ γ)′

f ◦ γ(w)− f ◦ γ(z)
=

1

w − z
−

∞
∑

n=1

Sn[f ◦ γ](z)(w − z)n−1.

On the other hand, direct computation gives

(f ◦ γ)′

f ◦ γ(w)− f ◦ γ(z)
=

γ′(z)f ′(γ(z))

f(γ(w)− f(γ(z))

=
γ′(z)

γ(w)− γ(z)
−

∞
∑

k=1

γ′(z)Sk[f ](γ(z))(γ(w)− γ(z))k−1

Meanwhile,

γ′(z)

γ(w)− γ(z)
=

1

w − z
+

c

cz + d
,
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which implies that S1[γ](z) =
−c

cz+d
and Sn[γ] = 0 for n ≥ 2. This is expected since Sn

is projectively invariant for n ≥ 2 and thus Sn[γ] = Sn[z] = 0 for n ≥ 2.

Furthermore,

∞
∑

k=1

γ′(z)Sk[f ](γ(z))(γ(w)− γ(z))k−1

= γ′(z)S1[f ](γ(z)) +

∞
∑

k=2

Sk[f ](γ(z))
(w − z)k−1

(cz + d)k−1

1

(cw + d)k−1

= γ′(z)S1[f ](γ(z)) +

∞
∑

k=2

Sk[f ](γ(z))
(w − z)k−1

(cz + d)k−1

∞
∑

n=0

1

n!

dn

dzn

[

1

(cz + d)k−1

]

(w − z)n

= γ′(z)S1[f ](γ(z)) +
∞
∑

k=2

Sk[f ](γ(z))
∞
∑

n=0

(

n + k − 2

k − 2

)

(−c)n

(cz + d)n+2k
(w − z)n+k−1

= γ′(z)S1[f ](γ(z)) +
∞
∑

k=2

Sk[f ](γ(z))
∞
∑

n=k

(

n− 2

k − 2

)

(−c)n−k

(cz + d)n+k
(w − z)n−1

= γ′(z)S1[f ](γ(z)) +
∞
∑

n=2

n
∑

k=2

Sk[f ](γ(z))
∞
∑

n=k

(

n− 2

k − 2

)

(−c)n−k

(cz + d)n+k
(w − z)n−1

Consequently,

S1[f ◦ γ](z) =
−c

cz + d
+ γ′(z)S1[f ](γ(z)),

and for n ≥ 2:

Sn[f ◦ γ](z) =
n

∑

k=2

Sk[f ](γ(z))

(

n− 2

k − 2

)

(−c)n−k

(cz + d)n+k

=
n−2
∑

j=0

Sn−j [f ](γ(z))

(

n− 2

j

)

(−c)j

(cz + d)2n−j
.

Replacing γ with γ−1 and substituting z by γ(z), we deduce

(cz + d)−2nSn[f ◦ γ−1](γ(z)) =

n−2
∑

j=0

(

n− 2

j

)

Sn−j[f ](z)

(

c

cz + d

)j

.

If f is ̺−equivariant then, for n ≥ 2, we have

Sn[f ◦ γ−1] = Sn[̺(γ
−1)f ] = Sn[f ]
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since Sn is projectively invariant. Therefore,

(4.1) (cz + d)−2nSn[f ](γ(z)) =

n−2
∑

j=0

(

n− 2

j

)

Sn−j[f ](z)

(

c

cz + d

)j

.

Thus, for n ≥ 2, Sn[f ] is a quasimodular form of weight 2n and depth n− 2.

Conversely if each for each n ≥ 2, Sn[f ], is a quasimodular form of weight 2n and
depth n− 2, then, in particular, the Schwarzian derivative {f, z} = 6S2[f ] is a weight
4 modular form for Γ. Consequently, f is ̺−equivariant for some 2-dimensional repre-
sentation of Γ. �

We have the following type of converse.

Proposition 4.3. Suppose that for a meromorphic function f , there exists n ≥ 2 such

that the relation (4.1) holds for all γ ∈ Γ, then it holds for every n ≥ 2, and f is

ρ−equivariant for some representation ̺ of Γ.

Proof. Suppose that for some n ≥ 2, the relation (4.1) holds, then Sn[f ] is quasimodular
of weight 2n and depth n−2. In particular, S2[f ](z) = {f, z}, the term of highest depth
corresponding to j = n− 2, is a weight 4 modular form. Therefore, f is ̺−equivariant
for some ̺ and the relation (4.1) holds for all n ≥ 2 by the above theorem. �
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