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Introduction

A celebrated theorem of Gross, Kohnen, and Zagier in [GKZ] states that the
Heegner divisors on modular curves correspond, in parts of the Jacobian variety
of the modular curve, to coeflicients of a modular form of weight % This result
was proved using height evaluations. Borcherds gave in [B2] another proof of
this theorem, using his singular theta lift from [BI]. The latter proof general-
izes to Shimura curves, and the argument extends to yield the modularity of
Hirzebruch—Zagier divisors from on Hilbert modular surfaces, of Humbert
surfaces on Siegel threefolds, etc. The goal of this paper is to establish a modu-
larity result for cycles of higher codimension inside the universal families arising
from the moduli interpretation of Shimura and modular curves.

Shimura curves parametrize Abelian surfaces with quaternionic multiplica-
tion. This implies (under some technical assumptions) the existence of universal
families of Abelian surfaces over these curves. By taking the mth symmetric
power, we obtain a Kuga—Sato type variety, of dimension 2m + 1, in which
the fiber over a point in the Shimura curve is the product of m copies of the
Abelian surface it represents. In correspondence with universal families of ellip-
tic curves, we denote this variety Wa,,. The CM points on the Shimura curve
correspond to those Abelian surfaces whose endomorphism ring, or equivalently
whose group of cycles, is larger than the generic one. The mth power of such an
additional, normalized cycle has dimension m, and considering it as a subvariety
of the fiber of Ws,,, it has codimension m + 1 in the latter variety. One defines
the Heegner cycles to be certain combinations of these cycles in Wa,,,. As these
cycles are cohomologically trivial, one would like to investigate their images in
the intermediate Jacobian of Wa,,, or in Hodge components of this Jacobian.
There are several results indicating the modularity of related objects in related
groups (see, e.g., [Zh] or [H]). This paper is proving another result of this type,
namely

*The initial stage of this research has been carried out as part of my Ph.D. thesis work at
the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Israel. The final stage of this work was carried out at
TU Darmstadt and supported by the Minerva Fellowship (Max-Planck-Gesellschaft).


http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.6463v2

Theorem. The images of the (m + 1)-codimensional Heegner cycles in Way,
correspond, in an appropriate quotient group, to the coefficients of a modular
form of weight % + m.

Before discussing the method of proof, we mention that the CM cycles are
defined in the modular case as actual cycles (normalized graphs of CM isogenies),
but in the general case only cohomology classes are considered (see, e.g., Section
5 of [Be]) . A first aim of this paper is to describe the CM cycles also in the
non-split case as actual CM cycles inside the Abelian surface (see Definition
[LI6). We then evaluate the fundamental cohomology classes of these cycles
explicitly, as well as simplify the proofs of several assertions from [Be], using
de-Rham cohomology. These CM cycles form, together with the generic cycles
in case the quaternion algebra is trivial, all the Abelian subvarieties of Abelian
surfaces with QM. However, the main result is proved for the corresponding
cohomology classes, or Hodge vectors in variations of Hodge structures.

Our method of proof follows [B2] closely, but using the more general theta lift
from [BI], allowing the theta kernel of the even lattice L of signature (2,b_) to
involve certain homogenous polynomials on Lr. The resulting functions are not
meromorphic on the complex manifold G(Lg), but are eigenfunctions of eigen-
value —2mb_ with respect to the weight m Laplacian on G(Lg), with known
singularities. In the case b_ = 1 of Shimura and modular curves, the images
of these theta lifts under the weight raising operators are meromorphic (with
known poles). This establishes a new singular Shimura-type correspondence, as
stated in the following

Theorem. Let m be an even positive integer and let f =" c,q" be a weakly
holomorphic modular form of weight % — m with respect to T'o(4) which lies in
the Kohnen plus-space. Then the function

i =

2 52mq)L,m,m,O(v, F) = Z <de+10d2)1"mqr

r=1 d|r

is a meromorphic modular form of weight 2m + 2 with respect to SLo(Z). Its
poles are all of order m + 1, and they lie at CM points on the upper half-
plane. More explicitly, %62m<I>L7m,m70(v, F) has a pole at a CM point of negative
discriminant —D if and only if the Fourier coefficient c_p of f does not vanish.

The method is developed here in a way aiming for proving similar results
also for higher-dimensional base spaces. Indeed, the subsequent work [Zed]
investigates the results thus obtained for the case b_ = 2. It requires a non-
trivial analysis of the theta lift, which is based on the machinery from [B1], but
has to be examined explicitly since these particular functions do not appear in
that reference. The differential properties are established by arguments similar
to those appearing in [Bru]. Additional useful properties of our theta lifts are
studied in [Ze2].

This paper is divided into 4 sections. In Section [[] we discuss universal fam-
ilies over Shimura curves and the corresponding variations of Hodge structures,



as well as the CM cycles and their properties. In Section 2l we derive a differen-
tial equation which is satisfied by Siegel theta functions. Section [3] presents the
singular theta lift which we are using, as well as its meromorphic image in the
case b_ = 1 (the singular Shimura-type correspondence stated above). Finally,
Section M defines the relations which we consider between the CM (or Heegner)
cycles in question, proves the main result of this paper, and suggests possible
connections between our results and existing theorems and conjectures.
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tions discussed here, for many enlightening discussions, and for being a constant
source of support during the work on this project. I would also like to thank H.
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merous comments and suggestions, which greatly improved this paper relative
to the original version. The help of S. Ehlen in the evaluation and verification of
several explicit examples of the singular Shimura-type lift is also acknowledged.
My special thanks are delivered to the anonymous referee, whose suggestions
greatly improved the readability of this paper.

1 CM Cycles in Universal Families

In this Section we present universal families of Abelian surfaces over Shimura
(and modular) curves, and the variations of Hodge structures arising from them.
We give the definition of general CM cycles inside such surfaces having also CM,
and show how to evaluate their fundamental cohomology classes.

1.1 Variations of Hodge Structures over Shimura Curves

Let H denote the upper half plane {r = = + iy € C|S7 > 0}. The Shimura
variation of Hodge structure over #H, denoted V1, is defined (see also Section 5
of [Be] and Section 3 of [Bry]) as follows. The real local system is just H x R2.
Tensoring the fiber over 7 € H with C, we fix (]) to have Hodge weight (1,0) and
(7) to have Hodge weight (0,1) there. The determinant of 2 x 2 matrices defines
amap R? x R? — R, (u,v) — det ((u,v)), which polarizes V1. Let Vp,, be be the
mth symmetric power of V;, elements of whose fibers we write as homogenous
polynomials of degree m in the fiber of V;. Then the vector G) " G)mf with
m4 + m_ = m, has Hodge type (m4,m_) in the complexification of the fiber
of V,,, over T € H.
Given 7 € H, we define

_ .2 12 = _ =2
Moo= (T 7T 2 (Y o (T 7T,
1 -7 y\l -z 1 -7
L3 (R) sends 7 € H to A7 = 27 with
e have the useful equation
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m
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Recall that the action of A = (g Z)
automorphy factor j(A,7) = ¢7 + d.

A D = j(A,T)<AlT>, (1)
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as well as the relations
AM adjA = j(A,7)>Ma, and AJ, A7 = Ja,. (2)

Here adjA = det A- A=! = (7‘; _Z) for A as above. More generally, Equation
(@) holds for every A € M3(R) and 7 € C for which the natural extension of
J(A,7) does not vanish (so that A7 makes sense). In addition, Equation (2

extends to the case of A € GLa(R) and 7 € HUH (where J- = —J,). We have
Proposition 1.1. The following assertions are true:

(1) Multiplication of (I) by any non-zero complexr number can be achieved by

the action of GLF (R).

(i) Vi, hence also Vi, for every m, is GL3 (R)-equivariant. SLa(R) preserves
the polarization as well. Hence they descent to variations of Hodge struc-
tures on quotients of H by Fuchsian groups.

Proof. Part (i) follows by Equation () from the fact that M = dI +cJ, satisfies
M7 = 7and j(M, ) = ci+d. Part (i7) is an immediate consequence of Equation
(@. This proves the proposition. O

Let B be a rational quaternion algebra, i.e., a 4-dimensional central simple
algebra over QQ, with reduced trace Tr : B — Q, reduced norm N : B* — QX
and main involution z — Z. For background on (rational) quaternion algebras
we refer the reader to [Vi], for example. Assume that B splits over R, and fix
an isomorphism i : Bg — My(R). We identify Bg with My(R) via 4, hence omit
i from the notation. Recall that an ideal in a rational quaternion algebra is a
finitely generated subgroup of full rank in B, and an order is an ideal which is
a subring of B. An order is mazimal if it is not contained in any larger order
in B, and is Fichler if it is the intersection of two maximal orders. Given an
order M in B, we consider Abelian surfaces A with quaternionic multiplication
(QM) from M. To be precise, the latter statement means not only that M is
embedded into A, but also that the intersection of End(A) with B C End(A)g
is M (i.e., if M is a larger order in B which is embedded into End(A) we say
that A has QM from M , and not from M). As an example of such a surface,
take 7 € HUH and an ideal I C B such that the order L(I) = {z € BlzI C I} is
equal to M, and define A, = C?/I(7). M embeds into End(A.) by identifying
C? with M(R)(7) and letting M operate on I and M2(R). The Shimura curve
associated with I is the quotient of # by the group R(I)7 of (invertible) elements
of reduced norm 1 in the order R(I) = {z € B|Ix C I'}. We now have

Lemma 1.2. Let 7 and o be elements of HUH, and let I and J be ideals in
B such that L(I) = L(J) = M. Then the maps C*/J(]) — C*/I(]) which
commute with the action of M are in one-to-one correspondence with elements
M € B satisfying M = o and JM C I. FEvery such non-zero map is an
isogeny, and it is an isomorphism if and only if JM = 1I.



Proof. Any map between these two Abelian surfaces gives a linear map from
C% = M3(R)(9) to C* = M»(R)(]) between the tangent spaces. Commutation
with the (left) action of M means that this map is described by right multipli-
cation on M3(R) by some matrix M. Considering the H; groups shows that M
must satisfy JM C I. In particular M € B. On the complex vector spaces, the
only maps which commute with M are multiplication by scalars, which yields
the equality M (]) = j(7). If j = 0 then M = 0 and we are done. Otherwise
Equation () yields 0 = M7 (and j = j(M,7)). This implies M € B* (for
M # 0), so that a certain integral multiple of M ~! yields a map in the other
direction. As one may use M ! itself for the map C2/I(]) — C?/J () if and
only if JM = I, this completes the proof of the lemma. O

The geometric interpretation of Shimura curves is given in

Proposition 1.3. The moduli space of Abelian surfaces having QM from M is
a disjoint finite union of Shimura curves. If M is an Fichler order, this space
s a single Shimura curve.

Proof. As a real manifold, an Abelian surface A with QM from M is V/A
with A = H1(A,Z) and V = Tp(A) = Ag. Both A and V are M-modules.
As B has exactly one module of every Q-dimension divisible by 4, Ag may
be identified with B (hence V with M3(R)), and A with some ideal I C B
such that L(I) = M. The complex structure commutes with the action of
M, hence is defined through right multiplication by a matrix in Ms(R). This
matrix must thus be of the form J, for some 7 € # U H. Identifying elements
of the holomorphic tangent space of A with their first column multiplied by iy
shows that A is isomorphic to A, defined above. Now, Lemma yields an
isomorphism C2/IM ~! (]V{T) — (CQ/I(I) for any M € B*. Applying this to M
with N(M) < 0 shows that every A, with 7 € H is isomorphic to some A,
with 0 € H (and perhaps a different ideal). Hence we may restrict attention to
indices from #H alone. The same argument shows that we may also assume that
the ideal I belongs to a set of representatives for the classes of ideals I with
L(I) = M modulo right multiplication from B*. There are finitely many such
classes, and if M is an Eichler order then there is only one such class (see [Vi]).
In addition, for fixed I, Lemmal[l.2lshows that if 7 and o are in H then A, = A,
if and only if 0 = M7 for M € R(I)*. Such M must also have positive reduced
norm since 7 and M are both in H. This proves the proposition. O

Let 7 : A — H be the universal Abelian surface with QM from the order
M (say with ideal I) as in, e.g., Section 4 of [Be]. This means that the fiber
() is A;. Let T C R(I)X be of finite index, and let X (') be the associated
Shimura curve. This is just T'\'H if B is not split. The map in which M € T
takes v+1(7) |T (with v € C?) to T +I(M7) . 18 @ well-defined action of I'
on A over H (see the proof of Lemmal[l.2), yielding a universal Abelian surface
with QM over X(T') (at least when T" has no elements with fixed points in H),
as well as variations of Hodge structures on X (I'), which we describe below. As
such a universal family is the quotient of # x C? by the semi-direct product of



I' and I, this suggests the existence of a theory of Jacobi-like forms on H x C2
in which T" is the group acting on .

Let I be an ideal in B, with discriminant disc(I), and consider the cor-
responding Abelian surface A, with 7 € H. As Hy1(A,,Z) = I, the group
H?(A,,Q) is identified with as the space of alternating rational-valued bilinear
maps on Igp = B. For an element b in the space By of traceless elements of B,
[Be] defines two elements of H?(A, Q) by

ub) = (z,y) = Tr(bay),  i(b): (z,y) = Tr(bTy)
(with z and y in I, or in B). We quote Theorem 3.10 of [Be:

Theorem 1.4. The following assertions hold:

(i) We have H*(A;,Q) = 1(Bo)®i(Bo), an orthogonal direct sum with respect
to the cup product.

(i1) Given b and c in By, the pairing of v(b) and u(c) is disc(I)Tr(be), while
that of i(b) and i(c) to —disc(I)Tr(be).

(iii) 1(Bo) € HY1(A,), while i(Bo)c is isomorphic to the fiber of Vo over T.
(iv) For a € M C End(A;) we have a*1(b) = 1(aba) and a*i(b) = N(a)i(b).
(v) Let 7, o, I, J, and M as in Lemma [Z.2 be given. Then the equalities
M*u(b) = N(M)u(b) and M*i(b) = i(MbM) hold.

Part (i73) of Theorem [[4 also includes assertions from Theorem 5.8 and
Proposition 5.12 of [Be]. Part (v) is a generalization of part (6) of Theorem
3.10 of [Be], but the (straightforward) proof extends to this case. We shall
later consider these cohomology classes in the de-Rham setting, which will also
simplify the proofs of the first three parts of Theorem [[L4l Theorem [[4] also
has the following

Corollary 1.5. Let 7, I, and A, be as above.

(i) v embeds A = {b € Bo‘L(b)(I,I) C Z} into the Néron-Severi group
NS(A;) of Ar.

(ii) A= {be Byl|i(b)(I,I) C Z} is an even lattice of signature (2,1).

(i4i) Any element of the form \/d‘;‘f—cu) € B, with o € H, yields via ¢ a principal

polarization of A,.

(iv) All the possible polarizations are related by the action of M.

Proof. Part (i) follows from parts (ii¢) and (v) of Theorem [[4] together with
the Lefschetz Theorem on (1,1) classes. Part (i7) is a consequence of part (i%)
of Theorem [[4l For part (iii) we apply parts (i) and (4i7) of Theorem [[.4 and
the positivity condition —T'r(vazJz) > 0 for 0 # = € B. Part (iv) follows from
part (iv) of that theorem. This proves the corollary. O



Part (iii) of Corollary justifies, a fortiori, our reference to A, as an
Abelian surface (rather than just a complex torus). On the other hand, part
(iv) shows that the polarization cannot be characterized further than coming
from ¢(A).

Consider now the universal family = : A — H, as well as the ones over X (T")
for T without fixed points. Theorem [[.4] then yields

Corollary 1.6. The variation of Hodge structure R*m.C is the orthogonal direct
sum of two wvariations of Hodge structures. One is the constant variation of
Hodge structure (Bo)c[l]. The other one is isomorphic to Va, but with the
polarization multiplied by disc(I). 1 embeds the lattice A also into NS(A).

In the case where B = M2(Q) and M = I = M(Z), Corollary is
already established in Section 3 of [Bry|. Indeed, we have A, = E, x E, with
E, =C/(ZT ®Z), and A is £ x4 & for the universal elliptic curve 7€ : & — H.
The group H?(E, x E,) decomposes as

2
(H*(E.) ® H(E,)) & (H(E,) @ H*(E,)) ® [\ H'(E.) & Sym®H"(E:)

(Kiinneth and the action of Sy on H'(E,)®?), where the lattice A from part (i)
of Corollary [[L5 is the direct sum of the first three terms. The lattice A from
part (i) of that Corollary is the last term. Since V3 = R'7€C, it follows that

2
R?*1,C = (R?fC ® R°7EC) @ (R°76C ® R*7fC) @ /\ Vi@ Vs,

with the first three variations of Hodge structures being constant of type (1,1).
The cycles from Corollaries and which are associated with the decom-
positions are the axes {0} x E; and E x {0} (or their unions (J, ., {0} x ET’T
and J, ¢y Er x {0}|_ inside the universal family £ x4 £) and the normalized
diagonal Ap_ = Ap, — {0} x E, — B, x {0} (or U,y Ap, | CExu &), where
Apg, is the imae of diagonal embedding of F. into A,. More generally, if M
(and I) is the classical Eichler order of level N in M5(Q), so that I' = Tg(N),
then the Abelian surface A, is E; X En,. Then the first axis is {0} x En,, and
A E. is replaced by the normalized graph of the classical isogeny E; — En-
descending from multiplication by N on C.

1.2 De-Rham Cohomology Classes

The complex multiplication (CM) cycles inside Abelian surfaces with QM are
defined in Section 5 of [Be] as certain cohomology classes. We shall later define
them as actual cycles, generalizing the classical graphs of CM endomorphisms
from the split case. Evaluating the cohomology classes of our cycles is most
easily carried out in the de-Rham setting, since it has the advantage that the
calculation is independent of the choice of quaternion algebra B with which
we work. This is so, since Hyp(A,) & H*(A;,R) is the space of algebraic k-
forms on the space Ty(A,) = M2(R), which is independent of B. The Hodge



decomposition of the complexification of this space is also independent of B.
This approach also has the advantage of extending to some base spaces of higher
dimensions (see [Ze4] for more details). Now, writing matrices in M(R) as (¢ Z)
defines a, b, ¢, and d as algebraic 1-forms on Ms(R), and we have

Lemma 1.7. Ezxtending scalars to R, the maps ¢ and i on (Bo)r = M2(R)g
may be evaluated by the equalities

0 -1 1 0 0 0
L(O O)—d/\c, L(O _1>—a/\d—b/\c7 L(l O)—b/\a7

(0 -1 (1 0 (0 0
L(O 0)—0/\a, L(O _1)—d/\a+c/\b, L(l 0>—d/\b.

The proof is straightforward and simple. For the cup product, we prove

Lemma 1.8. The formaAbAcANd=bANaANdANc=dANcAbANa on A; is
oriented. If A, is defined by the ideal I in B then the integral of this form over
A, equals disc(I).

Proof. The assertion about orientation is immediate. For the integral, we first
observe that for I = M3(Z) it indeed equals 1. Moreover, M2(Z) is self-dual
with respect to the pairing (z,y) — Tr(zy) on M2(R). For the general case, let
T € M4(R) be the matrix representing a basis of I over Z by a, b, ¢, and d. The
dual basis for I* = {z € Ma(R)|(x,I) C Z} is represented by (T*)™!, so that
the definition of the discriminant yields disc(I)? = det T/ det(T*)~1 = (det T)2.
As the integral in question equals | det T'|, the lemma follows. O

Tensoring with C we obtain the Hodge types, which are determined by the
following

Lemma 1.9. If dz; and dzo are the holomorphic 1-forms on the holomorphic
tangent space C? of A, defined by writing its elements as (2) , then the equalities

d/\c:w, b/\a:M7 a/\d—b/\c:dz2/\d21_'.—dzl/\d22,
—25y —25y 29y
d dz1 —d dz
dzaNdzy = I(M,),  dZandz = i(My), and 222000 5 AN T
hold.

Proof. The identification C? = M, (R)(]) gives
dzy =ar+b, dz=cr+d, dzy=aT+0b, and dzs=cT+d.

The first three equalities follow from a direct calculation. The other equalities
are consequences of Lemma [[.7] This proves the lemma. O



As Lemma shows that the cup product of n and w in H?(A,,R) is
Ndisc(I) if n A\w = Na AbAecAd, Lemmas [[7] [ and prove the first
three parts of Theorem [[4] directly. The proof of part (zii) also makes use of
the explicit isomorphism between the representations Sym?2R? and My(R)g of
SLy(R) (the action on the latter is by conjugation) given by

00
(i o)

1’ — 0 -1 1 (0 — Lt 0 and 0’ —
0 0 0/’ 0/\1 2\0 —1)’ 1
Corollary 1.10. The fundamental (cohomology) class of a 1-codimensional cy-

Similar considerations also prove
cle C in A, is represented by
1
—_— /d/\c bAa+ /b/\a dNc— /d/\b cAa+
d'LSC(I) C C C
—(/c/\a)d/\b—f—(/c/\b)d/\a—i—(/d/\a)c/\b .
c c c

Proof. the cycle C' is represented, in terms of Poincaré duality, by the 2-form
w, if and only if the equality

/nz/ w/\n:/ nAw holds for every n € H*(A,,C).
c A, A,

The corollary now follows from Lemma [[.8 O

We first recover the expressions for the fundamental classes of the graphs of
the generic maps between elliptic curves. Take I = M to be the classical Eichler
order of level N in B = M3(Q). For any M € NZ we define ¢y : E; — En,
to be the map descending from multiplication by M on C. Similarly, if L € Z
then ¢r : En, — E; descends from multiplication by L on C. The graphs of
these maps are cycles in A, = E; x En,, for which we indeed obtain

Proposition 1.11. The fundamental class of the graph of war in A; is

Eb/\a—k%(a/\d—b/\c)—i—d/\c—b M/N - —1/N
N N N  \M2/N —M/N)

For the graph of vy, it is

5 L —1L?
bAa+Land—bAc)+LdANc=1 ) 1)

Note that the first class here lies in H*(A,,Z) since < € H'(A;,Z).



Proof. The equalities dzo = Mdz, and dzy = Mdz, hold along the graph of
wa, which is defined by the relation zo = Mz;. This gives ¢ = Ma and d = Mb
by the proof of Lemma The integral of b A a over this cycle coincides with
its integral over E., which equals 1. Using the relations ¢ = Ma and d = Mb
on this cycle we can evaluate the other integrals appearing in Corollary [L10
This gives the desired result since disc(I) = N. For the graph of 11, we get the
equalities @ = Lc and b = Ld, while the integral of d A ¢ over En, (and over the
cycle) is N. A similar argument now completes the proof of the proposition. O

In particular, the axes E; x {0} and {0} x Ex, are the graphs of ¢ and
respectively. Proposition [[.T1] assigns to these the classes % = L(g 7léN ) and
bAha = L((lJ 8) respectively. The third “basis element” L((lJ _(f) =aANd—DbAc
is indeed obtained by subtracting the appropriate multiples of the axes from
the graphs of either ¢x or 11 (which are dual isogenies). Hence for split B the
generic subgroup of NS(A,) is generated by classes of Abelian subvarieties of

A,. This is never the case if B is a division algebra—see Theorem [[.T9] below.

Next, we consider the classical CM isogenies. Let an imaginary quadratic
field K = Q(@) be given. For any 7 € H N K, both F, and Ey, have
CM from an order O in K. Multiplying D by an appropriate square, we may
assume that v—D € O. Over such an element 7 of H one can define the CM
isogenies “multiplication by NV vV=D” from E, to En. and “multiplication by
vV=D” from En- to E,. Let us reproduce the results about their fundamental
classes in A, = E. X En,:

Proposition 1.12. The fundamental class of the graph of the latter isogeny is

D -D
b/\a—|—Dd/\c—|—\/—y_[|T|20/\a+x(d/\a+c/\b)+d/\b] = L<2 0 >+Z(\/5JT).

For the former, we get

dAc

D
—|—NDb/\a—§[|T|2c/\a+x(d/\a+c/\b)+d/\b],

which equals L(NOD _1O/N) —i(v/DJ,).

Proof. Along the graph of the CM isogeny En, — E; we have dz; = V—=Ddzs
and dz; = —v/—DdZ,, which translate to (a b) = (¢ d)v/DJ, (as row vectors
of length 2). The integral of d A ¢ over the cycle is N (like with t; from
Proposition [[LTT]). Evaluating the other integrals along the cycle by relating the
2-forms to d A ¢ and substituting the results as well as the value N of disc(I)
into Corollary yields the asserted value. The equalities satisfied along the
graph of the other CM isogeny are dzo = N+v/—Ddz; and dzs = —N+v/—Ddz,
whence (¢ d) = (a b)NvVD.J,. The integral of b A a along this graph is 1
(as for ¢y in Proposition [[LT]), and again we obtain the required fundamental
class. For the description using ¢ and 7 we apply Lemma [[L71 This proves the
proposition. o

10



The generic parts in the fundamental classes appearing in Proposition
are multiples of the axes E, x {0} and {0} x En, coming from the intersection
numbers. In view of Theorem [[LI7 below, we mention that they are equal
L(\/EJ m) and L(\/EJ_l /N \/j) respectively. The normalized fundamental

classes are the transversal classes +i(v/D.J,), indeed of Hodge type (1,1) by
part (i) of Theorem [[4 The different signs are related to the fact that these
isogenies are not dual to one another, but to minus one another.

1.3 CM Points and CM Cycles

Let B now be arbitrary, with i, M, I, 7, A, and 7 : A — H as above. For every
T € H, NS(A;) contains the generic part ¢(A) (hence is of rank at least 3), but it
cannot be of rank exceeding dime H'!(A,) = 4. The CM points, which depend
on B and on the isomorphism i, are characterized by the following extension of
Lemma 7.2 of [Be]:

Proposition 1.13. For 7 € H, the following conditions are equivalent:

(i) There exists b € B\ Q with N(b) > 0 such that b = i(b) € GL3 (R) fizes
T.

(73) Some (real) multiple of J; lies in B = i(B).
(151) The rank of NS(A;) is 4 (rather than the generic 3).

(tv) There is a non-trivial endomorphism of A, commuting with the action of

M.

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (i7) follows from the fact that the stabilizer
of 7 in GL3 (R) consists of the matrices of the form dI + ¢J, with ¢ and d real.
(ii) and (iii) are equivalent since H''(A,) N t(By)* consists of multiples of
2(J;), using the Lefschetz Theorem on (1,1) classes. Now, Lemma [[.2] implies
that endomorphisms of A, which commute with the action of M are given by
right multiplication by a matrix from R(I) whose action preserves 7. As such
a non-zero element must have a positive reduced norm, the equivalence of (i7)
and (iv) also follows. This proves the proposition. O

The proof of Proposition shows that if A; has CM then Enda(A,) is
generated by some element of the form b = c¢J, of B, whose square —c? = —N (b)
is rational and negative. Hence Endaq(A;) is an order in an imaginary quadratic
field, which embeds into B. This imaginary quadratic field thus splits B.

Fixing an imaginary quadratic field K which splits B, we need to normalize
certain embeddings. Fix one embedding of K into C (which we write just as
inclusion), so that henceforth v/—D € K with positive D € Q will mean the
element of KN via this inclusion. Any embedding of K into B C M3(R) sends
V=D € K to +vV/DJ; for some 7 € H. We call this embedding normalized if
the sign is positive. Considering the action of the endomorphism v/ D.J, of A,
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appearing in part (iv) of Proposition [LI3 on HY(A,), one easily verifies that
our normalization is equivalent to the one given in Section 7 of [Be]. All the
embeddings henceforth will be assumed to be normalized.

Recall that in the split case, all the points from H NK for a fixed imaginary
quadratic field K are related by the action of GLF (Q). We now extend this
assertion to any quaternion algebra B. Let 79 € H be the fixed point of a
normalized embedding of some imaginary quadratic field K (of discriminant — D)
into B. Thus A,, has CM from an order in K and v/D.J,, € B by Proposition
We now prove

Lemma 1.14. For a point T € H, the following are equivalent:
(1) The Abelian surface A; (with QM from M) has CM from an order in K.

(i) 10 =T for some v € B with positive norm.

Proof. Proposition shows that condition (i) is equivalent to v/D.J, being
in B. Combining Equation (2]), the Skolem-Noether Theorem, and the fact that
Jr determines 7 with the fact that dety must be positive if 79 = 7 holds with
7 and 79 from H now yields the desired equivalence. This proves the lemma. O

Scalar multiplication from Z can take the element v in condition (i) of
Lemma [[.T4] to any order or ideal in B of our choice. Moreover, Lemma [[.T4]
extends to 79 € H by allowing v to have negative reduced norm. This will be
useful for defining the most general CM cycles in A, below.

We consider the graphs of CM isogenies from the split B case as the images
in A; of the lines (C( N \/13) and (C(‘/IiD) in the universal cover C? respectively.
Multiplying D by an integral square changes the slopes of these lines, yielding
many CM cycles in A.. The graphs of the generic maps ¢y with M € NZ or ¢y,
for L € Z are described similarly, using the lines (C( 1\14) and (C(f) respectively.
With this motivation, let B (and i) be general, let 79 € H U H and K be as in
(the extended version of) Lemma [[.T4] and assume that the Abelian surface A,
with QM has also CM from an order in K. We now prove

Proposition 1.15. The image of the line (C(Tlo) C C? in A, is an Abelian
subvariety of A.. Furthermore, it is isomorphic to an elliptic curve with CM
from K.

Proof. Tt suffices to show that the intersection I (71') N (C(Tlo) is a full lattice in
that line. Lemma [[.T4] produces an element v € B such that y7 = 79, which
we assume to lie in I and be primitive there. Hence v(7) € I(7) lies in C(7)
by Equation (). But v/D.J, € B by Proposition [[I3, and by renormalizing
D we may assume that this element lies in R(I). As v/D.J, multiplies (D by
V=D € C\R (Equation (I)) again), we find that v-v/D.J; (7) is another element
of (C(Tlo), which is linearly independent of the previous one over R. Hence
the image of (C(Tlo) in A, is an Abelian subvariety of A,, which is an elliptic

12



curve. As « is primitive in I, we may find integers g > 0 and h such that 7({)
and VMG) generate the lattice I (I) N (C(Tlo). Our elliptic curve is thus

g
isomorphic to E; for 7 = 7”5_}1 € H, indeed having CM by /—D € K. This
proves the proposition. ‘ O

Proposition [[.15] allows us to make the following

Definition 1.16. Given 7 and 1y as above, we define the CM cycle correspond-
ing to 79 in A, to be the cycle described in Proposition [I.1

Definition [[.16] includes the case of graphs of CM isogenies in the split case
from above, as the cases 10 = v—D € H and 19 = N—\/lj € ‘H respectively.
The graphs of the generic maps may be seen as an extension of Definition [I.10]

to some rational (or infinite) 7o—more on this below.
Let o =xo +iyo € HU H be as above. We prove

Theorem 1.17. The fundamental class of the CM cycle corresponding to Ty
equals sgn(yo) [L(ﬂ\/ﬁ‘]wo-i-ﬂyo\) + Z(ﬂ\/BJT)} for some positive B € Q.

Proof. The proof of Proposition [[.T5 shows that as a subset of A, the CM cycle
in question is C(7?) /j (v, T)(Z7®Z)(77) (recall the coefficient j(v, 7) in Equation
(). Along this cycle the relations dz; = 79dz2 and dz; = Todz2 hold, and in
A, these relations are equivalent to (¢ b) = (¢ d)(xol + yoJ-). As in Propo-
sitions [[L.11] and [[.T12] evaluating the integral of d A ¢ over our cycle suffices for
determining the required fundamental class. Using the first formula in Lemma
[[9] we evaluate the integral of dzs A dzZ3 instead. Now, the isomorphism of our
cycle with E; is given by the second coordinate divided by j(v,7). Hence we
may substitute dze = j(v,7)dz and dzy = j(v, 7)dz, where z is the coordinate
of Ez. A straightforward evaluation now gives

)

dety - 37
/ dzsNdZs = |j(7,7) 2 / dzndz = —2i]j(v,7)]PS7 = 20y~ >T
(c(p)->4-) Bs Yo

(3)
where in the last step we have used the equality yo = 58:—1)@"2 (recall that
To = 7, and det~y is not necessarily 1). Dividing by —2iy to get the integral
of d A ¢ and evaluating the other integrals appearing in Corollary [[T0 as in the
proofs of Propositions [[.1T] and gives the expression

dety-S7[bA 2 2 dAb
e.v hdl a+|TO| d/\c—f—ﬂc/\a—f——-i-(z—ﬁ)d/\a—i— (f—f—@)d\b]
disc(I) | yo Yo Yy Yy Y Yo ¥ Yo

for the fundamental class in question. Lemma [L.7] reduces the latter expression
to LLXST (47 ) 4 i(J;)). Now, the coefficient 93T oquals 3v/D for some

R disc(I) disc(I) 5
B € Q having the same sign as dety as well as yo. Putting 8 = |8] and using
the relation J,, = —Jz if 79 € H completes the proof of the theorem. O
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The proofs of Proposition and Theorem [L.IT involve the parameter 7,
which depends on the choice of the primitive element v € I taking 7 to 7p.
However, choosing another such element § and taking the appropriate g and h
can be seen to yield the index a7 for some o € SLy(Z). Moreover, v~ 14§ has
reduced norm |j(a, 7)|? in this case. As E,z & E; and det d - SaF = dety - 37,
both the description of the CM cycle and the coefficient we wrote as 8v/D are
intrinsic. The actual value of 3 is probably the minimal positive rational number
such that both terms give elements of H?(A,,Z), but this point requires further
investigation.

We remark that the generic cycles in the split B case can be obtained as
the case 79 € P1(R) of Proposition and Theorem [[LT7 Indeed, by keeping
|7(~,7)|? instead of the (here undefined) expression d;# in Equation (B]), the
same argument works if dety = 0 and 79 € R. Similar manipulations extend
the assertion to 79 = oo as well. Note that the sign of the normalized cycle
from Theorem [[.17] distinguishes between lines having slopes in H from those
with slopes in H (whence the signs in Proposition [[.I2]). The vanishing of the 7
part for 7o € P}(R) in Proposition [Tl corresponds to the fact that P1(R) lies
between H and H.

We remark that this method of calculating fundamental classes of CM cycles
is equivalent to the more direct approach of finding intersection numbers of the
cycles themselves (see, e.g., the proof of Corollary [LTI0). However, it has the
advantage of avoiding the need to analyze the structure of the specific quaternion
algebra B. We also note that our set-theoretic presentation depends on the
embedding i. However, by the Skolem—Noether Theorem, this makes no essential
difference algebraically.

An Abelian surface A, with QM having CM from an order in a field K
contains infinitely many different CM cycles. For these we prove

Proposition 1.18. For 7 as above we have

(i) The action of M C End(A;) relates all the CM cycles in A; to one
another.

(it) Given M € R(I)%, the isomorphism An;r — Ay from Lemma [L2 takes
the CM cycle corresponding to 79 in Api+ to the one in A,.

(1i1) If A, and its QM and CM endomorphisms are defined over a number field
F then all the CM cycles are also defined over F.

(iv) A, is isogenous, over F, to the self-product of an elliptic curve with CM
from an order in K.

Proof. Part (i) follows from Lemma [[LT4l For part (i7), Lemma [[2 shows that
the isomorphism in question multiplies the holomorphic tangent space C? by a
scalar. Thus, this map preserves lines in C?, hence also CM cycles. To prove
part (iii) note that Equation () characterizes C(7?) as those vectors in C? on

which the QM endomorphism \/BJTO € M C B acts like the CM endomorphism
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V=D € O C K C C (with positive imaginary part). By connectedness, the CM
cycle corresponding to 7 is thus the connected component of the kernel of the
endomorphism vD.J,, —v—D € M®O = End(A,). The kernel itself is clearly
defined over F. For the connected component, observe that any automorphism
of C/F gives an isomorphism of Abelian varieties from A, to itself, preserves the
kernel in question, takes connected components to connected components, and
maps 0 to 0. Hence any such automorphism preserves the CM cycle in question
(this argument was shown to me by Philipp Habegger), which completes the
proof of part (ii7). For part (iv) we recall that embedding two different CM
cycles into A, defines an isogeny between the product of these CM cycles and
A,, and that any two elliptic curves with CM from K are isogenous. The
desired assertion now follows from part (iéi) and Proposition This proves
the proposition. O

Part (i) of Proposition [ I8 shows that like with polarizations, there is no
“canonical” choice of a CM cycle in A,. Part (i¢) implies that the CM cycles
are well-defined also on fibers over X(I') for I' € R(I). They may therefore
be considered as cycles of codimension 2 in the (algebraic) universal family A
over X (T"). Parts (4i4) and (iv) essentially appear in Section 7 of [Be], but our
proof is simpler and more elementary. The first three assertions of Proposition
[LI¥ extend to the generic cycles in the split B case, when part () is interpreted
appropriately.

We now have two kinds of (1-dimensional) Abelian subvarieties of an Abelian
surface A with QM: The split B case gives rise to generic cycles (graphs of
generic correspondences), while the CM case (with general B) introduces CM
cycles. On the other hand, we can prove

Theorem 1.19. For 7 € H we have

(1) If the Abelian surface A, with QM has also CM then the lines with finite
non-real slopes in C? which give Abelian subvarieties of A, are exactly the
lines descending to CM cycles as in Proposition [[.13.

(i) If A; has no CM then no lines of non-real slopes give Abelian subvarieties

of Ar.

(iii) If B = M2(Q) then a line of slope from P*(R) gives an Abelian subvariety
of A, if and only if the slope is in P1(Q).

(iv) If B is not split then no lines of real or infinite slope give Abelian subva-
rieties of Ar.

Proof. We need to find all slopes 7y such that I (I) intersects (C(Tlo) in a full
lattice in this line. Equivalently, by Equation () and its extensions we need
two linearly independent elements of B which take 7 to 79. Now, for part (7)
we must have 19 = y7 for v € B*, and the assertion follows as in Lemmas [[.T3]

and [LT4 Now, for two elements v and & sending 7 to 79, 7~ '8 stabilizes 7.
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Hence part (i7) follows from Proposition as well. In addition, the equality
10 =7 with T € H, v # 0, and 79 € P}(R) implies N(v) = 0. Part (iv) is thus
also established. For part (#ii), recall that an element 0 # v € M(Q) satisfies
dety = 0 if and only if its rows are rational multiples of one another. Hence
only slopes from P'(Q) may be obtained. Finally, for 79 = & € P}(Q) (with

00 = ¢), the elements 6 L) and (AL/[ %) of M2(Q) send () to (AZ) and T(AZ),

0 M
respectively. Thus, lines with such slopes do give Abelian subvarieties, which
proves (#i7). This completes the proof of the theorem. O

Theorem [[LT9shows that the only Abelian subvarieties of an Abelian surface
A with QM are the CM cycles (if they exist), plus the generic cycles if B splits.
This result is related to rational points on Brauer—Severi varieties (the algebra
is End(A)g considered over its center, the latter being K in the case of CM and
Q otherwise). Recall that any Abelian subvariety C' of an Abelian variety A
admits a “complementary” subvariety C of A such that A is isogenous to C' x C
(see, for example, the proof of Proposition 10.1 of [M]). Expressing the latter
result in terms of (connected components of) kernels of endomorphisms of A
shows, together with the proof of part (iii) of Proposition [[.I§ here (extended
also to the generic cycles), that our Theorem agrees with the expected
result. However, it also provides an explicit, set-theoretic description of the
Abelian subvarieties in this case of Abelian surfaces with QM.

Let A™ be the fibered product of A with itself m times over H, with the
projection 7, : A™ — H. Given a CM cycle C C A, we define its mth power
ot be

C™ ={(21,...,2m) € AL"|2; € C,1 < j <m} C A"

This m-cycle in AT is also called a CM cycle. We consider C™ as a vertical
cycle in A™, which is algebraic in A" as well as in A™ over X (I"). Such a cycle
has a fundamental cohomology class in H?™(A™), or more precisely in the S,,-
invariant part Sym™H?(A,) of the Kiinneth component H?(A,)®™ of the lat-
ter cohomology group. By letting 7 vary, the normalized fundamental classes of
these cycles give elements of the fiber of the symmetric part Sym™V; of the sub-
variation of Hodge structure V,*™ C (R?m,C)®™ of R*™r,, .C over H or over
X(I'). Now, Sym™V; admits a smaller rational subvariation of Hodge structure
which is isomorphic to Va,, (it is defined as the kernel of a certain Laplacian
map to Sym™2V5). The objects referred to as CM cycles in Section 5 of [Be]
are the images of the normalized fundamental classes of our m-dimensional CM
cycles under the projection onto this subvariation of Hodge structure (denoted
P in that reference). Theorem below proves the modularity of our cycles in
the larger subvariation of Hodge structure Sym™V,. We note that [FMI] and
[FM2] have related modularity results, but with the local system Vs, (using
other means like the Shintani and Kudla—Millson lifts). For the split B case,
the m-codimensional cycles arising from 79 = v/—D resemble the cycles defined
in page 123 of [Zh] (for m = k —1). The action of the larger group Sa, (rather
than our S,,) appearing in [Zh] is the incarnation of the projector P in this
case.
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2 Differential Operators on Theta Functions

In this Section we prove a relation between the actions of two Laplacians on
Siegel theta functions with polynomials of a specific type. This relation is a
crucial step in showing that the theta lifts considered in the next Section are
eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on the Grassmannian. This property is central
in the following applications.

2.1 The Basic Summand in a Theta Function

Let V' be a real vector space with a bilinear form (-,-) : V- x V' — R, which
is non-degenerate with signature (b;,b_). We shorthand (A, \) to A%. Hence
the associated quadratic form, denoted ¢ in [Bru], is A\ — )‘—22 Consider the
Grassmannian

G(V):{V:U+ @v,|v+ >>07’U, <<O7’U+ J_’U,}

(i.e., vy is positive definite and v_ is negative definite) of V| in elements of
which we have dimwvy = by. Given A € V|, its projection onto vy in a given
element of G(V) is denoted A,,. The Laplacian of vy is A,, = :l:Zh 1 w

using an orthonormal basis for v4+. The Laplacian Ay of V is A, + Avf
(this is independent of the choice of the decomposition), and the Laplacian
corresponding to v € G(V) is A, = A, — A,_ (this operator is based on the
majorant corresponding to v). For 7 € H, v € G(V), a polynomial p on V, and
A € V, define the function

A2 22
Frovp ) = e e (r g + 70 ).

where e(z) = €2™%* for any complex number z. The polynomial p involved with
these functions will usually be homogenous of degree (m.y,m_) with respect to
v. This means that for A € V, which decomposes as A\,, + A,_ with respect to
v, and two numbers oy € R, we have p(ayA,, +a_X,_) = aT* a™ p(N).

An even lattice in V is a discrete subgroup L C V of maximal rank by +b_
such that A2 € 2Z for any A € L. The dual lattice L* = Hom(L, Z) is a subgroup
of V which contains L with finite index Ayp. The Siegel theta function of L,
with respect to the element v € G(V') and a polynomial p which is homogenous
of degree (m4,m_) with respect to v, is the C[L*/L]-valued function

OL(r,v,p) = ZGTvpeW, 0,(1,v,p) = ZFT’UP,
yeL*/L AEL+y

Here e, is the canonical basis element of C[L*/L] which corresponds to the
element v € L*/L.

The group SL2(R) admits a double cover, known as the The metaplectic
group Mpa(R). Its elements are pairs (M, ) with M € SLy(R) and ¢ : H — C
holomorphic such that ¢?(7) = j(M,7) for every 7 € H. The product rule in
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Mps(R) takes (M, ) and (N,) to (MN, (¢ o N)-1). Let Mpy(Z) denote
the inverse image of SL2(Z) in Mp2(R). Tt is generated by the two elements
T=((""%),1)and S = ((, "), V/7 € H), satistying the relation S? = (ST)*.
This common element Z = (—I,i) has order 4 and generates the center of
Mp2(Z) (as well as that of Mpsy (R)) The kernel of the projection to SLz2(R)
is generated by Z2? = (I, —1). Let py be the Weil representation of Mpy(R) on
the space S(V) of Schwartz functions on V. Explicitly, let (M = (¢ Z),cp) and
a Schwartz function ® on V be given. If ¢ = 0, so that ¢(7) is the constant
5+/]d| for some § € {£1, +i}, then py (M, )@ is the function

2
Ao 5bb+|a|(b++b)/2<1>(a/\)e<ab>\ )
2
Otherwise, it gives the function sending A € V' to

sgn(c b——by — d/lz2 )\,/L a)\2
(sgn (o)) e s /V¢<u>e[%‘( 4 5 |

Here (s = e(%) is the basic 8th root of unity. Furthermore, we denote py, the
Weil representation of Mp2(Z) on C[L*/L], which is defined on the generators

by the well-known formulae

pL(T)(e,) = e(v*/2)e,.
_—by

\/A_L

(see, for example, Section 4 of [B1] or Section 2 of [B2]). The number Cé)*_b’
is the Weil index of V arising from its quadratic structure and the character
t — e(t) of R, as well as of the discriminant form L*/L. This representation
factors through a double cover of SLo(Z/NZ) for some integer N called the
level of L, or through SL2(Z/NZ) itself if the signature of L is even. The action
of a general element of Mps(Z) via py, is given in in [Sche] for even signature
and [Str] or [Zel] for the general case.

Let K be the stabilizer of i € H in Mpy(R). It is a maximal compact
subgroup of Mpy(R). It consists of the elements kg = ((‘;’53 _i:g),w), where
©(i) = €/2 for € R/4wZ. Some properties of the functions F and O, which
will turn out useful in this paper, are summarized in the following

pL(S)(ey) =
s€L*/L

Theorem 2.1. Assume that the polynomial p is homogenous of degree (m4, m_)
with respect to v.

(i) For any M € Mps(R) we have the equality

b

pv(MYF(7,0,p,3) = §(M,7)~ % ~™ 50, 7) > "~ F(M7,0,p,))

of functions of A € V.
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(#3) The action of py (ko) multiplies F(i,v,p,\) by (eie)b%+m*’b7+7m+.
(i73) If M € Mpo(Z) then the equality

b

pL(M)GL(Tu Uup) = j(Mu T)_%_erj(Mu T) T_7n761/(]\47—7 Uap)
holds in C[L*/L].

Proof. Part (i) is essentially Lemma 1.2 of [Sn] (in fact, only the case by = 2
and certain harmonic polynomials of homogeneity degree (m., 0) are considered
there, but using the results of Section 3 of [BI] the proof extends to the general
case). Part (i) is the special case in which we take M = kg € K and 7 = i in
part (i). Part (iii) is the case & = § = 0 in Theorem 4.1 of [B1]. This proves
the theorem. (]

Given real r and s, let Ans denote the operator
v (0% + 85) —iy(r — 8)0; + y(r + 5)0, = 4y°0, 0= — 2iryd- + 2is0,

on functions on H. The operator A, ; = Zm + (r — 1)s is the weight (r,s)

Laplacian on H, and the equality A, ;4" = y'A, 44 s1¢ holds for any ¢t. The

weight r Laplacian is just A, = A, o. On the other hand, let Ag+ denote
by b

the Laplacian of O(V), i.e., the Casimir element of the universal enveloping
algebra of so;, ;. We shall need the following

Proposition 2.2. Lett € H, A € V, and v € G(V) be as above, and let p be as
in Theorem [2.1l. Denote b% +my — % —m—_ by k. Then we have the equality

b_ b_
Agor Y2z T F(1,0,p,\) =40,y 2 T F(1,0,p,A)+

by b

+[(my —m_)my —m_ +by —b_—2)— (by — 2)b_]yb%+m*F(T,v,p, A).

Proof. Given 7 € H define g, = (%(” e = +%) € Mpy(R). Part (i)

of Theorem 21 yields pv (g-)F (i,v,p,A) = yb%"’mf;*‘bf*‘m%F(T,v,p, A). On
the other hand, after extending the Weil representation py to the Lie algebra
slo(R) of Mp2(R) and then to its universal enveloping algebra, Lemma 1.4 of
[Sn] (with m = 2k) and part (i4) of Theorem 2] show that

b_ ~ b_
pv(C)y 3t Tt F(ru,p,\) = 48g sy T T T F(rupN),  (4)

k
27207

where C = 2EF +2FE + H? is the Casimir element of the universal enveloping

algebra of sl3(R). Now, the right hand side of equation () can be written as
b_

ys (4Ak,- + k(k — 2))y= t™= F(7,v,p, A). Moreover, Lemma 1.5 of [Sn] shows

that the action of py (C) coincides with that of ASO{f . T (b++b*)(i++b*_4).
b

Substituting the value of k in the constant completes the proof of the proposi-
tion. o
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In the case p = 1, Proposition [Z2] suffices to prove Proposition 4.5 of [Brul.
Indeed, in this case the action of SO} . in the A variable coincides with its
action on the v variable. Thus the actions of the Laplacians coming from these
two operations of SO;;)IL coincide, so that one only needs to find the form of

A soF in the variable of the Grassmannian G(V'). Here we consider the case
bl

of a non-trivial polynomial. There is thus no evident connection between these

two actions (and Laplacians). Indeed, p depends on v by the homogeneity con-

dition, and this dependence affects strongly the form which Ay + , attains.
by b’

However, we now present a particular case in which the actions can be related.

2.2 Grassmannians with Complex Structures

We take by = 2, where the Grassmannian carries the structure of a complex
manifold, which we now briefly describe (see Section 13 of [BI] or Section 3.2
of [Bru] for more details). Indeed, in this case G(V) is diffeomorphic to a
connected component of the analytically open subset which is defined by the
inequality (Zv, Zy) > 0 on the conic P(Vg)o = {[Zv] € P(V¢)|ZE = 0} (here P
stands for the associated projective space). The inverse image P of this variety
in V¢ corresponds, by taking the real and imaginary parts of a complex vector,
to the set of oriented, orthogonal pair of vectors of the same positive norm.
Such a pair of vectors forms a basis for v; in the image of that point in G(V).
We may view P as a C*-bundle over G(V).

Given an indefinite vector space V, pick an isotropic vector z € V. Then
Kg = 21 /Rz is non-degenerate of signature (b, —1,b_ —1). By choosing ( € V
with (z,¢) = 1, we identify Kg with {z,(}*. Vectors of V may then be written
as triplets (7, a,b), with n € K and a and b in R. This symbol stands for the
vector +al +bz (under the identification of Kg with {z,(}*), which has norm
n? + a%¢? + 2ab. If b, = 2 then the choice of z defines a holomorphic section
G(V) — P by picking the element pairing to 1 with z. Moreover, Kg is then
Lorentzian, so that the set of positive norm vectors is the disjoint union of two
cones. The choice of z and of the orientation on the bases determine one cone C'
to be the positive one. Our section then yields a biholomorphic diffeomorphism
between G(V) and the tube domain K + ¢C. Under this identification, the

section maps Z = X +1Y € Kgr+¢C to the element Z, y = (Z, 1, 7ZQ27<2) of P

(the inverse map is subtracting ¢ and projecting to K¢). The real and imaginary
parts of this vector are X,y = (X, 1, W) and Y, vy = (Y,O, —(X, Y))
respectively. We have X, v 1Y,y and X7}y = X7, = Y? > 0. Here v stands
for the element of G(Lg) in which vy is spanned by the latter two vectors.

AZuy ) M)
(¥Y=)e
is homogenous of degree (r + t,0) with respect to v. Hence the constant in
Proposition reduces, for p = P44, to (r +t)(r +t —b_). Given an even
lattice L in V, we denote the theta function O (7, v, Prs) by Op . s,(7,v).
Let O% (V) be the subgroup of O(V') in which the orientation on the positive
definite part is preserved. It operates on G(V) = Ky + iC, with a factor of

For non-negative integers r, s, and ¢, let P, .(Z,\) =
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automorphy which we denote j(o,Z) for 0 € OT(V) and Z € Kg +iC. It is
defined by the equation

0(Zov) =j(0,2) Zovy, orequivalently j(o,Z) = (0(Zyv),z).

Given integers k and [ and a discrete subgroup I' of OT(V), we say that a
function ® : Kg +iC — C (or on G(V)) is an automorphic form of weight (k,1)
with respect to T" if the equality

B(0Z) = j(0, 2)" (o, Z) D(Z)

holds for every Z € Kr+iC and o € I'. A standard argument shows that this is
equivalent to the definition of automorphy appearing in [BI], using homogeneity
and ['-invariance on P. We now prove

Proposition 2.3. For fized 7 € H, the function v — O, s.(T,v) is automor-
phic of weight (s —r, s —t) with respect to the discriminant group I' of L, namely
the kernel of the natural map from Aut™ (L) = Aut(L)NO™ (L) to Aut(L*/L).

Proof. The definition of j(o, Z) and the equality (%(UZ))2 = ﬁ from (the
simple) Lemma 3.20 of [Bru] imply the equality

Prsi(0Z,N) = (0, 2)* 500, 2) Prass(Z,071N) (5)

for all Z € Kgp +iC, A € V, and 0 € O (V). Now, AP = Ay, Prsy is
just 47tP,._1 s_1+—1. As this operation preserves the differences s —r and s —t,
Equation (B continues to hold if we replace P, by e’Av/g’TyPT_rsyt. By the

)\2 2
usual automorphic properties of the expression e(r o+ + ?%), the validity

2
of Equation () extends also to F, (7, Z,\) = F(1,v, Py s, ). Now, as the
operation of ¢ € I" preserves absolutely convergent sums on cosets of L inside
L*, this completes the proof of the proposition. o

For o € OT(V), let [0]s— s—t denote the slash operator of weight (k,1):

©lo]ki(2) = 2(02)j(0, 2) " j(0,Z)

Equation (B]) relates the usual action of O* (V) on the A variable in P, s, or

F, s to its action on Z via the slash operators of weight (s — r,s — ). As the

operator A g+ 4 has order 2 and it commutes with the action of SOZ')"+ . On
by b b

A, its action must be related to an operator (of order 2) in the Z variable which
commutes with the action of these slash operators. The standard theory of
Laplacians and Casimir operators in simple Lie groups shows that there should
be only one such second order differential operator (up to multiplicative and
additive constants). Let AY be the operator which in an orthonormal basis for
K takes the form

8 Z ygyhaﬁh — 4Y2 <3131 — Z 8k5k>

g,h k>1
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(this is 8 times the operator A; of [Na| or 80 in the notation of [Brul), and
define D* = 3, ypOp and D* = ), ypdp. The differential operator we are
looking for is given in the following

Lemma 2.4. The combination
AY, = A% - 4ikD~ + 4ilD*
commutes with the slash operators o], for every o € O (V).

Proof. [Na] has shown that O" (V) is generated by the elements p¢ for £ € K,
kq.a for a € R* and A € Os9n(a) (KRr), and w. In the Kg + R 4+ Rz notation,
under the assumption ¢(? = 0 (which is made in [Na] and can always be satisfied

by replacing ¢ by ¢ — %—22), these elements take the form

I 0 —¢ A 00 w 0 0
pe = 51—% . kaa=|0 2 0], w=|o0 0 -1],
00 1 0 0 a 0 -1 0

where £* : Kg — R is defined by pairing with ¢ and w is the reflection with
respect to the hyperplane perpendicular to a pre-fixed positive norm vector in
Kg. The sign condition on A ensures that k, 4 € O1(V), and w lies in SOT (V).
Hence it suffices to verify the commutativity of ZkG , with [o],; for o being one
of the elements p¢, kq,4, or w. 7

For ¢ = p¢ and for 0 = k4 4 the automorphy factor j(o, Z) is a constant
function of Z (1 for p¢, L for kq, 4). Hence the assertion follows easily from the

fact that the three operators A%, D*, and D+ are invariant under such o. For
o = w, the action of the part —4ikD* + 4ilD* of AkGJ on Flo]y, yields

—4ik[D*(Fow)j ' +(Fow)D*j ~'|j~*44il [D*(Fow)j ¥+ (Fow)D*j*]7 ~'.

On the other hand, A% is the sum of two operators, so that apart from the

expression AY(F ow)j~Fj 7l, the combination A% (F[o]x,) involves
8D*(F ow)D*j=*j ' 4+ 8D*(F ow)j D7 ' + 8(F o w)D*j~*D*j ~

from the action of the operator > oih y;yn0,0p and similar three expressions
from the action of the other operator. The automorphy factor j(w, Z) is Z;

Evaluating D*j %, D* j _l, and the other derivatives of j* and j ! thus shows
that AkG’l(F[a]kﬁl) equals

AC(Fow)j ™ ' = 2ikZ D (F ow)j 1] T+ 2122 D" (Fow) T T+

+4kY?D(F o w)j 517 ~' + 41Y2D(F o w)j ] '
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(and the coefficients of F(wZ)j %15 ! cancel out). Now, the Theorem of
[Na] shows that A%(Fow)(Z) = (AYF)(wZ), and the formulae concerning D*
and D* in [Na| translate to

D*(Fow)(Z) = ZQ(D F)(w Z)—2Z(SW2)2(DF)(wZ)
and
D*(Fow)(Z) = w (D~ F)(wZ)—|—2i( W) (DF)(wZ),

w2 w2
with W = w(Z) (recall that the expressions denoted § and d in [Na] are ZTQ
and %2 respectively). One also Verlﬁes that D(F o w)(Z) = —(DF)(wZ) and
D(F o w)(Z) = ~(DF)(wZ), while % = 2. T° = 2 and (SW)? = 22
Therefore, Agl(F[a]kJ)(Z) equals

(ACF)(wZ2)j %] ' — 4ikD F(wZ)j~*] ~' + 4ilD*F(wZ2)j %] ',

which agrees with the value (ﬁkGJF)[a]kﬁl(Z). This proves the lemma. O

The weight (k,1) Laplacian on G(V') is the operator Ak = Agl—2(2k—b_)l.
Lemma 3.20 of [Bru] shows that multiplication by (Y?2)! takes an automorphic
form of weight (k +t,I + t) to an automorphic form of weight (k,1). One also
verifies that the operators Ak ; satisfy the relation AkGl(YQ) (Y2)tAk+t It

We remark that the results of [Na] are stated for b_ (or ¢ in the notation
of [Nal) being at least 3. However, the proof holds equally well for ¢ = 2, and
the same applies for our Lemma 2.4l For b_ = 1 the Grassmannian Kg + iC
is M, the operator A% is the usual Laplacian 44?00 on H, and AkGJ is Aok 21.
Therefore, Lemma 2.4 holds for any value of b_.

2.3 A Differential Equation for Oy, ,;

The following generalization of Proposition 4.5 of [Bru| will turn out very im-
portant for our purposes:

Proposition 2.5. Let L be an even lattice in the space V' of signature (2,b_),

and let k = 1+b7’+r+t. Then the theta function Oy , ¢+ satisfies the differential
equation

b_ b_
AN, YT O s4(T,Z) = [AG rs—t.z T 2r(b_ — 2t)]yT@L1T751t(T, Z).

Proof. We follow the proof of Proposition 4.5 of [Bru], with the necessary ad-
justments. It suffices to prove that the basic summand F, ,.(7, Z,\) satisfies
this differential equation for any A. Let py; be the representation of O1 (V') on
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C>(G(V)) using the weight (k, 1) slash operators, namely pg ;(0)® = ®[o~]x,
and extend it to the universal enveloping algebra of so(V'). Lemma [Z4] shows
that the action of the Casimir operator of O (V) via py; must be the same as
that of ozAf)l + (3 for some constants a and 5. Equation (B and the paragraph
following it imply the equality

Fr,s,t(Tu 27 0_1)‘) = ps—r,s—t(o)Fr,s,t(Ta Za )‘)

for every 7 € H, Z € Kg +iC, A € V, and ¢ € O (V). Since the Casimir
operator of OT (V) acts on functions of \ as Aso,jb , we obtain

Agor, AFrst(m,Z,0) = £(aAL, s + B)Frs(r, 2, ).
Proposition now yields
b_ ~ b_
VAV TN T,S,t(Tv Z,\) = (aAgfr,sft + By T,S,t(Tv Z,\)

for some constants a and E which are independent of A. Choose a basis for Ky
in which the first two basis elements span a hyperbolic plane and the rest are
orthonormal (or with common norm —2, as in [Bru] and [Na]), and take A to
be the second basis element. Then evaluating e~2+/87Y (Prs,t) shows that

min{r,t}

B 4! r\ [t 2 TEt Comylzl?
Rz =3 s () () e

= VAV

with z; being the first coordinate of Z in this basis. A straightforward compu-
tation shows that @ = 1 and 8 = 2r(b_ — 2t). This proves the proposition. O

We remark that all these results extend to the case where P,  , is multiplied
by (A2 )" for some integer h (powers of A7, just change the indices of Py,

hence produce no new functions). Then the weight is k = 14+ %’ +r+t—2h, and
the constant 3 from Proposition 25 becomes 2(r — k) (b— — 2(t — h)). However,
we shall not need this generalization in this paper.

In fact, as we are concerned with explicit functions and operators, Equation
@) and Propositions and can be obtained by direct evaluation of the
corresponding derivatives. In addition, it is expedient to evaluate the images

b_
of y = ™= F(r,v,p,\) under the weight raising operator Rj = 22'% + g and
the weight lowering operator L = —2iy26% (note the sign difference relative to
[Brul!) in general. The resulting functions are
b_ 1 -
_27Ty7+miF(T7 v, )‘121+p7 )‘) - 8_y7+m7_2F(7—7 v, Avfpu )‘) (68“)
s

and

2y T F(r, 0, A2 p,A) + %ybf“’”F(ﬂ v, A,y A) - (6D)
T
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respectively. Thus similar formulae describe the action of these operators on
arbitrary theta functions with polynomials. One verifies that the action of

b b o o .
ASOZ7++,17, aonyz TM-F(r,0,p, \) takes it to yz Tm-g(Ne(r—E +7—=) with

q being the image of e=2+/37¥(p) under the operator

ASOQ,L +8myAZ I, — 87Ty)\12,+ I, +4myb, N2 — 47Tyb_)\3+ —1672y2A2 )2

vy v

(7)
The symbol Iy, for a vector space U, stands for the homogeneity operator

> ujaiuj in some (hence any) basis (u;)$21Y of U. Evaluating the action of

b_
Ar = Ri_o-Lfor k = %+m+— %—m, ony= ™M= F(1,v,p, \) yields the func-

b_
tion described in Equation (7)) up to the constant multiple of y = T™= F (1, v, p, \)
appearing in Proposition 22l In the case by = 2 and the polynomial P, 5, one
can check directly that the operator from Equation () takes P; 5 to

- 4A%ar,tpr—l,s—l,t—l - 47Tyb—Pr+l,s+1,t+l + 2tb—Pr,s,t7 (8)
where a,; stands for
(r— 27Ty/\12)+)(t — 27Ty/\12)+) — 27'1'34/\12)+ =rt—(r+t+ 1)27Ty)\12)+ + (27Ty/\12)+)2.

A direct evaluation of the action of the operator A |+ (r—t)?4+b_(r—t) on

A2 A2
P.s.(Z, )\)e(T% —|—F%) gives the expression from Equation (8) multiplied by

2 2

v_

A’L/ —
e(TT+ +7—5
for any j < min{r,t}, and the difference (r — j) — (¢t — j) equals r — ¢. It follows
that AS , 4+ (r—t)? +b_(r —t) and Aso; , 2 give the same result also

b

. Recall that AZ)+ P, s+ is some constant multiple of Pr_; s

on F, s;. This argument suggests an alternative proof of Equation () and of
Propositions [Z2] and (as well as of Proposition 4.5 of [Brul), a proof which
is independent of Theorem 2] the results of [Snl, and theorems about actions
of Casimir operators and Laplacians in general.

3 Theta Lifts with Polynomials

In this Section we evaluate the theta lifts of certain almost weakly holomorphic
modular forms, which will give the main tool for the arithmetic application
later (see Definitions and 4] below). Many parts of this Section are very
technical, and skipping most of it except the statements of Theorem [3.9 for
general b_ and Theorem [3.10 for b_ = 1 may suffice on the first reading.

3.1 Modular Forms and their Theta Lifts

Let I' € Mp3(R) be a Fuchsian group of the first kind, and let p be a represen-
tation of I' on some finite-dimensional complex vector space V,. Given k and [
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in %Z, a modular form of weight (k,1) and representation p with respect to T is
a real-analytic function f:H — V, which satisfies the functional equation

F(Mr) = (M, 750, 7) p(M)f(7)

for every 7 € H and M € T' (the metaplectic data makes the half-integral
powers well-defined). For example, part (iii) of Theorem [Z]] states that O,
is modular of weight (b% + my, %’ + m_) and representation pr with respect
to Mps(Z). A function f : H — V, is called almost holomorphic if it takes

the form f(7) = Z:;’”‘gm / ’; ) for some integer k.44, with the fi holomorphic
functions. This condition is stable under the action of Mpy(R). In case I' has
cusps, a weakly holomorphic modular form is a modular form which is holo-
morphic on H but may have poles at the cusps. Relaxing the requirement of
holomorphicity on H to almost holomorphicity yields almost weakly holomor-
phic modular forms. The weight raising operator Ry increases the weight of a
modular form of weight k£ by 2, while the weight lowering operator L reduces it
by 2. Both preserve almost holomorphicity and almost weakly holomorphicity,
with the latter operator annihilating (weakly) holomorphic modular forms.

A modular form f of any weight (k,[) and representation py, with respect to
Mp2(Z) has a Fourier expansion

f(r) = Z Z Cyn(Y)q" ey, 9)

~yeEL*/LneQ

with the standard notation ¢ = e(r). Here ¢, are smooth functions of y which

vanish unless n € Z + 772 If f is almost weakly holomorphic then the functions
¢y,n are polynomials of bounded degree in %, and if f is weakly holomorphic
then they are constants. In both cases they vanish unless n > —oo.

Let L be an even lattice of signature (by,b_). We take, for every v € G(Lg),
a polynomial p, on Lg which is homogenous of degree (m4,m_) with respect
to v. Assume that p, depends smoothly on v. Let F be a (not necessarily
holomorphic) modular form of weight % +my — % — m_ and representation
pr. Considering C[L*/L] as a unitary space in which the canonical basis is or-

thonormal, the function 7 yb%"’m* (F(7),0L(T,v,p0)) p,, I8 Mpo(Z)-invariant
for every v. Following [BI] and others, we define the theta lift of F' as the integral

dxdy
— (10)

b im
(0, F,py) = / Y (7), 0L (r,0,0)) e
X(1) Y

as a function of v € G(Lgr). If F decreases exponentially towards the cusp,
then the integral in Equation (I0]) converges for every such v, yielding a smooth
function on G(Lg) (depending on the polynomial p : v — p,). If F grows
exponentially toward the cusp, then the integral in Equation ([0 diverges, but
can be regularized as follows. Let

D ={r e H|R7| < 1/2,|7| > 1}
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be the classical fundamental domain for SLs(Z), and let D,, be the compact
domain {7 € D]y < w} for every w > 1. Multiply the integrand from Equation
(@) by y—*, carry out the integration over D,,, and take the limit as w — oc.
For \ € L* with A\? < 0 we define the sub-Grassmannian

M ={veG(Lp)|)€v_} CG(Lg)

of G(Lg). Tt has real codimension by in G(Lg), and in the case by = 2 it has
complex codimension 1 there. The results of Sections 6 and 7 of [B1] give the
following

Theorem 3.1. Assume that the coefficients cyn(y) in Equation @) satisfy
the condition that for any two real numbers v > 0 and B > 0, the integral
fooo c,yﬁn(y)e’“/yfﬁyyftdy converges for t € C with Rt > —oo to give a function
of t which can be meromorphically continued to all t € C. Then the limit from
above produces, for any v € G(LR), the restriction of a meromorphic function
of s € C to some right half-plane in C. The constant term of this function at
s =0 yields a function on G(Lg), which is smooth outside a locally finite union
of the sub-Grassmannians \* defined above, and has singularities along these
sub-Grassmannians.

Note that a function is considered “singular” along a submanifold if it is not
smooth there, not only discontinuous.

Assume now that the modular form F' is almost weakly holomorphic, so that
Equation (@) becomes

kmaax

F(r) = Z Z Z c%n,kZ—:e,y

yeEL*/L k=0 n>—00

for some integer kpqz With ¢y, 1 € C. The polar part of F' is a finite sum, and
we have

Theorem 3.2. An almost weakly holomorphic modular form satisfies the con-
dition of Theorem[3 1l If such a modular form is expanded as above, then given
j and k we define = b% +mq4 —j —k —1. The singularity of the regularized
theta lift ®1, from Theorem [31) along A\ then looks like

_ r'(8)
Con, a2a2 AN (B0) () @z PEN
Z Z (—87)ij! In(a®X?,)

aleL* j,k
(=2ma?A7, )P (=B)!

B e —N.

The set N is assumed to include 0 in Theorem [3.2

Proof. The fact that F satisfies the condition of Theorem B.1] follows from Lem-
mas 7.2 and 7.3 of [BI] (note the difference in conventions arising from the fact
that in Equation (@) the coefficients ¢, ,(y) multiply ¢"e while in [BI] the no-
tation ¢4, (y) is used for the coefficient of e(nz)e). The form of the singularity
is now given in Theorem 6.2 of [B1]. This proves the theorem. O
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The sums in Theorem are essentially finite: For a we consider only
coefficients from the (finite) polar part of F', for j we need A (p,) not to vanish,
and 0 < k < kg

If p, is homogenous of degree (m.,m_) with respect to v and o € O* (V)
then p, o 0~ ! has the same homogeneity degree with respect to ocv. Moreover,
one has Ayy(poo™t) = (A,p) oot Section 6 of [BI] states that the equality

®p(ov, Fpyoo™ ) =®L(v, f,pv)

holds wherever the regularized theta lift of F' from Theorem Bl is well-defined
and o lies in the discriminant kernel I' from Proposition For p = 1 this
gives the I'-invariance of ®;. For a general polynomial p, the automorphic
property of ®; depends on the behavior of v — p, under I'. The latter may
be complicated in general, but for the case b4 = 2 and the polynomials P, ;
defined above (or even for P, ¢ .(A\2 )"), Proposition 23 implies

=S

O ,si(0v, F) = j(0,2)° (0, 2)  ®prsi(v, F) (11)

for any Z € Kg + iC and o € T (the complex conjugation on O, in ®j, in-
terchanges the powers of j and j). Here and throughout, ®r, . s (v, F) denotes
@L(U7 F7 Pr,s,t)'

At this point we need to sort out some inaccuracies in the proofs of [B1] which
are relevant for our discussion. In particular, the argument based on Lemma
14.1 of this reference (specifically Corollary 6.3 and Corollary 14.2 there) can
be replaced by the following

Lemma 3.3. Let C' be a positive integer, and let p be a polynomial of degree
smaller than C. Then Z;’;O(—l)j (?)p(]) =0.

Proof. Let (?) is the polynomial H::_(} (x — 1)/r!, of degree r. Since we can
write p(z) as Y% a, (¥), it suffices to prove the claim for p(z) = (7) with
0<r<C.In th_is case only terms with j > r contribute, and the contribution

is given by (f) () = (C) (Cfr). Hence we find that

s r/\j—r
C . C—r
(CN (] C (C—r
— J = |— T — i ==
S (G- () Ze () -o
j=r =0
as r < C. This proves the lemma. O

Indeed, both Corollary 6.3 and Corollary 14.2 of [BI] involve sums over bi-
nomial coefficients of the form (AZE) 2—j2j ) = (A+g_2j ) for A and D non-negative
integers with D < C' which are independent of j. This expression is a polyno-
mial function of j of degree D < C, so that our Lemma [3.3] applies for both
cases.

Somewhat more disturbing are the assertions in Corollary 6.3 and Theorem

10.3 of this reference which state that certain expressions are polynomials in
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an oriented norm 1 vector v; in a Lorentzian space. Indeed, in our notation
(with v — p,), the “wall crossing formula” from Corollary 6.3 states that the
difference between the values of the theta lift on two adjacent Weyl chambers
W and W with separating “wall” A+ for (\, W) > 0 is

4e | L2x2 Aj(p_v)(x)‘)r(er—j—k_l)
N, BRI ! | L
Z Z (—87r)jj! (\/%$(/\,vl))1+2ﬂ+2k 2 +)

zAEL* j,k

(12)
with only > 0 and with v; being an oriented norm 1 vector spanning vy. The
proof there shows that only positive powers of (A, v1) appear. However, this is
not necessarily a polynomial in v; because of the unknown dependence of p, on
v (or on v1). The fact that in [BI] one does not work with v € G(M) but with
v an isometry from Lr to R’+*~ does not overcome this problem, since then
the expression in Equation (I2]) depends on v as an isometry and not only on
its image in G(Lg). Hence this expression cannot be described as a function
of v; alone. Only the smoothness of this difference as a function on all of
G(Lg) survives (at least in our conventions with p,). On the other hand, when
pu(A) = (A, v1)™+ of homogeneity degree (m,0) (and no multiplying constant),
the expression in Equation (I2) is indeed the restriction of a polynomial on Lg
of the asserted degree to the set of vectors of the form wv;.

The decomposition of p appearing just above Lemma 5.1 of [B1] takes, in our
notation, the following form. Given v € G(Lg), a polynomial p, with the usual
homogeneity property, and natural numbers hy and h_, there is a (unique)
polynomial p, . n_ on Kg such that the equality

PN = Y Az )" (A2 ) ponn KA - &W Rz}

2
z,
h+,h, U4

holds for every A\ € Lg. py,n, n_ is homogenous of degree (my —hy,m_ —h_)
with respect to the decomposition w of Kk into the images w4 of zji C oy in

Kg. Note that it depends on v (not only on w), and the map v — w is not

>\7 v .
injective. The map \ — ()\— ( ;)Z + )/Rz corresponds to the map denoted w in
vt

[B1]. A careful verification of Sections 5 and 7 of [BI] shows that the reduction
formula in Theorem 7.1 of [B1] holds in our notation with each py, 1 +,h_ replaced
by puh,,n_. Now, Theorem 10.2 of [BI] implies that the theta lift &y is a
smooth function inside any Weyl chamber. However, the assertion that it is a
polynomial does not necessarily hold, because of the same problem discussed in
the previous paragraph. Only in the special case in which p,(X) = (A, v1)™+,
where we have h_ = 0 and pym, 0 = 1, the assertion of Theorem 10.3 of [B1]
holds as stated. This is related to the fact that the equality p, o 67! = pyo
holds for this p,, since I'-invariance is used in the proof of that theorem.
These remarks show that one must be careful when investigating properties
of lifts of modular forms using theta functions with polynomials. However, in
the applications appearing in [BI] one considers only the case p = 1 (in Sections
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11, 13, and 15 there), or some multiple of 1 — (1, v1)™+ (in Section 14). Hence
the results of these sections hold as stated.

3.2 Differential Properties of Certain Theta Lifts

Let
R 0r l
5l == — —
4w 2w 4wy

be the (normalized) weight raising operator for weight I, where 9, denotes %

from now on. A well-known formula for the composition of these operators,
which is easily proved by induction, states that
1 k 67— m—Fk
ATy 27

m—1
6["251+2m_20...o(5122<72) [ H (I+s)
k s=m—k
(see, for example, Equation (56) in [Za]). Moreover, ¢; sends eigenfunctions
of (minus) the weight ! Laplacian A; having eigenvalue X to eigenfunctions of
(minus) Aj4o with eigenvalue A+1. Hence the §]"-images of the former functions
have the eigenvalue A + m(l + m — 1). In particular, if f = E%n Cynq"ey is

weakly holomorphic of weight 1 — % — m and representation py, for some even
lattice L of signature (2,b_) then

k—1
m qn m m—k b— Cy,n
F = 5 = n —_— 5 n = . —_— .
1_%_mf ’Y;kc'y-, kR €y, Cynk <k)” rl;[o (T"' 2 ) (4m)F
(13)
b

is an almost weakly holomorphic modular form of weight 1 — = + m and rep-
resentation py, which is an eigenfunction of (minus) A b o with eigenvalue

mb_

2

An important feature of L-®p, , mo(v, F) is that it is an eigenfunction of
(minus) the operator AG = A%O. The proof is similar to the results appearing
in Section 4.1 of [Bru]. However, as the regularization in [Bru] is different from
ours, we give the proofs of all assertions, with an emphasis on the differences
relative to [Brul.

Lemma 3.4. Let f and g be modular forms of weights k and k+ 2 respectively,
and representation pr,. The equality

I e e T T R T
N M R/Z+iw

holds for any w > 1 and s € C.

Proof. For the proof, see Lemma 4.2 [Bru| (with some sign differences). The
first term on the right hand side arises from the difference between y~*dw and
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d(y~*w), for w being the SLy(Z)-invariant 1-form y*( f,§)d7 appearing in [Bru].
Note that while y~*w is not Mps(Z)-invariant in general, the fact that y—* is

T-invariant and its restriction to the curve |7| = 1 is also S-invariant (since
S(ST) = #) allows us to apply the argument also in this case. This proves
the lemma. (]

Using Lemma B4 twice yields the following analog of Lemma 4.3 of [Brul:

Lemma 3.5. Let f and g be two modular forms of weight k and representation
pL, and let w > 1 and s € C be given. The difference

/ yk<Akf,g>y_sdu—/ v (f, Arg)y~*dp

Dy, D,

equals

s / 1 (Lf.g) — (f. Lg))y~*dp — / W2 (L, g) — (f, Lg))w > da.
Do, R

/Z+iw

b_
We are interested in the case where g(7) = y= ™™= 0 (7,v,p,) (so that

k= b% +my — % —m_). The line integrals at the limit w — oo are dealt with
in the following

Lemma 3.6. Let L be an even lattice of signature (by,b_), let v be an element
of G(Lg) which does not belong to any A= for A € L*, and let p be a polynomial
on Lg which is homogenous of degree (my, m_) with respect to v. Let F be a
modular form of weight b% +my — % — m_ and representation pr, and write
F as in Equation [@)). Assume that for every v and n we have cy . (y) = o(e®Y)
as y — oo for every e > 0. In the case where my +m_ s even and the constant
Ai(p) for j = 2+~ does not vanish, we assume further that coo(y) = o(y™)

2
as y — oo for some T'. Then

b
lim wT++m+_2_S<F(x+iw),®L(w+iw,v,pv)>pLd:c =0
w—0o Jg/7

for large enough Rs.

Proof. For fixed w, the integral equals some power of w times the constant term
of the Fourier expansion of (F,Op) at y = w. Hence we are considering the limit
of the expression

b _ 2
wE PR T AT ) (Aey aa (w)e T (14)

AEL* ?
as w — 0o. As v & A for any A € L*, we have )\3+ > 0 for any non-zero

A € L*, so that e

The contribution of the term with A = 0 may be non-zero only if m4 + m_ is
even and the constant AJ(p) with j = ™+E™= does not vanish. In this case we

- 2
TwXoi eliminates the sub-exponential growth of ¢, 2 (w).
EP)

b .
consider some constant multiple of co)o(w)w%er**Q’J’s, which tends to 0 for
Rs > 0 because of the polynomial growth of ¢g . This proves the lemma. [
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Using Lemmas and 3.6 we generalize Lemma 4.4 of [Brul as follows.

Lemma 3.7. Let L, v, p, and F be as in Lemmal3.8 Assume that the regu-
larized theta lift of F from Theorem [31l is well-defined. If e=%+/37(q)(\ = 0)
vanishes for either ¢ = p, g = Ay, p, orq = A2 _p, then the theta lift of A F (1),

with the weight k being b% +my — bT’ + m_, gives the same result as the regu-
larized integral

dxdy
y:

b
/ <F(T)7Aky%erJr@L(TaUapv»PL
X(1)

Proof. Fix w > 1 and s € C. By Lemma [35 the difference between the
corresponding integrals on D, is the sum of a line integral at y = w and
a certain integral over D,, multiplied by s. The weight lowering operator L
preserves the properties of F needed for Lemma [3.6] and by Equation (Gh) the

image of ybf+m* OL(7,v,py) under L is the sum of two theta functions with
polynomials. Thus, for large enough fs, Lemma[3.6limplies that the line integral
vanishes as w — oo. For the other integral, we may change the integral by a
finite number without affecting the constant term in the Laurent expansion at
s = 0 because of the factor s. We thus replace the domain D,, by the rectangle
x € R/Z and 1 < y < w. Equation (6h) reduces the expression we consider to
a linear combination of integrals of the form

s / / Y (Gr), O (7, v, gu)dady
1 JR/zZ

for (G, q) being (LF,p), (F,A,,p), and (F, A2, p), each with the corresponding
power «. Expanding (G,©p) and integrating over x we obtain s times the
integral of a function of the form appearing in Equation ([I4). Our assumption
on v implies that the integral over [1,00) of every term with A # 0 is finite for
every s, so that the factor s eliminates it at s = 0. The difference between the
theta lift and the integral asserted in the lemma is thus the constant term at
s =0 of a linear combination of expressions of the form

S0 (@) / e o (y)dy (15)

for the appropriate j. Since we assume that the coefficient AJ(g) in Equation
(I3) vanishes for the three possible polynomials g, the lemma follows. O

In general the expression in Equation (IH) does not vanish. For example,
if F' is weakly holomorphic then for large enough s Equation (IH) becomes a
linear combination of expressions of the form ﬁ Such a combination may
have a non-zero constant term at s = 0 in case a term with 5 = 0 appears.

The conditions required by Lemma and Lemma [B7] are satisfied by a
large variety of modular forms: Almost weakly holomorphic modular forms,
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various eigenforms of Ay, and the functions from Definition 1.8 in Section 1.3
of [Bru| to name a few. These lemmas are thus applicable in many settings.

Returning to the theta lift ®r, 1, mo(v, F) for F = 5;” ». [ and f weakly
i m

holomorphic, we obtain

Corollary 3.8. For m > 0, or for m = 0 (with F = f) under the condition
co.0 = 0, the action of the operator AS, multiplies ® 1, 1 m.o(v, F) by 2mb_.

Proof. The operator AG = ﬁg_o acts on the conjugated theta function ©y, 1m0
which shows up in the definition of D1 m,m,0. Hence its action is the same
as the action of the conjugated operator Zg*:m = AOG:m + 2mb_ on the theta
function Or .m0 itself (after conjugating). But with r = s =m and ¢ = 0, the
combination Agm + 2mb_ coincides with the operator appearing on the right
hand side of Proposition It follows that Ag@me,o(u, F) is 4 times the
integral from Lemma 7l Since for m > 0 the polynomial e=2*/87(P,, .. 1)
vanishes at A = 0 and for m = 0 we assume ¢y o = 0, the expression in Equation
(@) vanishes in both cases. Hence Lemma B.7] implies that A ®p, . m o(v, F)
coincides with 4@, 1, mo(v, ARF). As Ag multiplies F' by mTZL, the corollary
follows. O

3.3 The Theta Lift of ' = 5;” N
—=m

(=)™
2

h_ =0 appear (since m_ =0), and as z,, = % the binomial decomposition

We begin by evaluating p, ., for p, = Py mo. Only elements with

(=)™ (N Xy v +1iY,v)" Z(m)((A,XU,V))’”im—M (A, Y,y )mh+

9 Y2)m = he y2 2m (Y2)mhr

hy

implies

)"+ /'m m—hy
pv,m,o(n) = ( 2) (h+>((n{/§2/))7mh+' (16)

This polynomial is homogenous of degree (m—h, 0) with respect to the element
w € G(KR) in which wy is spanned by Y (or by the normalized generator %)
This illustrates the reason for using the notation py p, o rather than py ., o:
The latter notation allows dependence only on w, i.e., on %, while Equation
([I6) displays dependence on Y itself (hence on v). On the other hand, we can
write py.0,0(n) as W(n,wl)m with wy = I—% (as in Theorem 14.3 of [B1]),
so that the term with ®x in Theorem 7.1 of [BI] can be evaluated using the

polynomial p(n) = (n,w1)™. Since for this polynomial Theorem 10.3 of [Bi]

remains valid, we deduce that @k (v, F, py.0,0) is a polynomial in |—¥‘ divided by

[y,
We can now state the properties of the theta lift @, ., m.0(v, F).
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Theorem 3.9. For F = (5;’1 o f and f a weakly holomorphic modular form

2
of weight l—bT’—m, the theta lift %‘I)L,m,m,O(v; F) is a function of Z € Kg+iC
whose singularity along A\ for negative norm X is given by

DS gjg;i [“ﬁ (r+%5) G (L l0ZEY,

aleL* r=0
- kk' 1 2 ) O Zo ) FOVRF m— k|

This function is annihilated by AS —2mb_ outside its singularities. Its Fourier
expansion at the primitive norm 0 vector z of L (if it exists) decomposes, in a
Weyl chamber W containing z in its closure, as

_V2(Y) Ak (V) [ e((p,2)) (p,W)>0
T 1|Y|m 1 ZZ Z W:Jrcc )k X{ e((p,2)) (p,W)<o0.

k=0 C=0 peK*

Here o(Y) is a polynomial of degree not exceeding m + 1 in l—%, plus some

constant divided by |Y|™'. The constants Ay c,, involve rational mnumbers,
roots of unity of some finite order, and the Fourier coefficients of f.

Proof. The fact that AG®p n.m.0 = 2mb_®f .m0 is the content of Corollary
B.8 The singularities can be read off Theorem B.2] with by = 2, my = m,
k < m, and j = 0 since p, is harmonic. The condition 5 € —N holds only for
k = m, and the term with In(a?) multiplies a smooth function. Substituting
the coefficients ¢, from Equation (I3) thus yields the asserted singularity
near A*. The rest of the proof follows the proof of Theorem 14.3 of [BI]. We
assume that L contains a primitive norm 0 vector (otherwise the assertion about
Fourier expansions is vacuous), and that v (or w) is not on any wall between
two Weyl chambers. Since the polynomial p, is of homogeneity degree (m,0),
we can take h_ = h = 0 in Theorem 7.1 of [B]. Thus, %Q)Lym,myo(v, F) is the
sum of %@K(w, Fr,pv0,0), & term coming from the element 0 € K*, and the
expression

V2lY| Z W Z A, pvh+0()z (n(n, X) + (7, Q)]) x

hy.jkn O0#nEK™

7’LY2 m—hy—j—k—3
chyéyk-2(m) Km h+ j—k— (27T7’L|(77, )|)

Here 7 is the L*/L-image of an element of L* whose restriction to z+ C L is the
pull-back of 1 : K — Z under the projection z+ — K. The derivation employs

Lemma 7.2 of [BI], together with the fact that by =2, 23 = sz, b= X, and
_ (Y)?
nw+ - Y2 -
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Next, applying A, (which differentiates twice with respect to the pairing
with l—}’f‘) to the complex conjugate of p, . o from Equation (I6) gives

i+ m! (n,Y)ym—h+=2i

AP = 5 e o e (D

Furthermore, we quote from the proof of Theorem 14.3 of [B1] the formula

ot (v+nr)!
\/ Z rl(v—r) )
for the K-Bessel function of half-integral index (here v € N, including 0). Since

inverting the index leaves the K-Bessel function invariant, the same expansion
holds for K?,jf%(t). Substituting, and collecting the total powers of 2, 7, n,

(n,Y), |(n,Y)], and Y? we find that this expression reduces to

ml(v+r)lc 2 k(—l)j

) k—m—2j—2r __—j—r, m—k—j—r—1
> E:h m—h _Qyww@_¢y2 T x
hoy.g.knmyy,r +( + T AT '

X |(, Y| sgn(n, Y)™ T (Y2) " Fe(n[(n, X) + il (n, V)| + (v, Q)]).  (18)

Here v stands for m — hy — j — k — 1 when this integer is non-negative and for
j+ k4 hy —m otherwise. We observe that j and r appear in exponents only
through their sum C' = j 4+ r, and we wish to show that only terms with C < k
appear. Considering the terms in which v = j + k + hy — m, we recall that 2j
is bounded by m — hy. Hence we have the inequality j + hy — m < —j, which
implies r < v < k — j hence C' = j +r < k. For the other terms we fix C' and
write r = C' — j, so that the only part depending on j is

1 SO\ (m—hy+C—k—1-2j)!

— —1)7 .

LT ()
For C' > k 4+ 1 this sum equals

o))

J

hence vanishes by Lemma [3.3] since the rightmost binomial coefficient is a poly-
nomial of degree C — k — 1 < C in j. Thus, only terms with C' < k survive,
which implies that |(n, Y)|*~¢ is continuous for every .

Now, by Equation ([I3)), ¢ ok

Thus, given k, C, n, n, and v (with C' < k and the usual relation between ~
and 77), the corresponding terms in Equation (I8) take the form

n 2\m—k k—C
ot e, o e (al(n X) il Y] + (000,

()"

is some rational multiple of ¢_ 2 :
7y

mfkfcfl(
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where e = sgn(n,Y’) and the coefficients ay, ¢ - are rational numbers. [B1] shows
that ag,0,. equals 2™ for ¢ = +1 and 0 for ¢ = —1. Now, the power of n lies
in Q, and raising e((v,¢)) to a power which equals the level of L gives 1. The
remaining part of the exponent is e(n(n, 2)) if (n,Y) > 0 and e(n(n, Z)) if

k—C

(n,Y) < 0. We may substitute nn = p, and the total coefficient of W)(ifz)k
times e((p, Z)) or e((p, Z)) becomes

Ak cp = arce(p’)" " Z Z Jmﬁi n(7,¢))- (19)

n>0,£ Lelx 'y| 1=

This coefficient clearly has the asserted properties. As the dependence on X = p
comes only from e((n, 11)), the terms with ®x or with =0 all go into o(Y).

Now, the term involving ® i was discussed above (note the factor IY\’" from

Pv.0.0 but also the coefficient v/2|Y| from Theorem 7.1 of [BI]). The reason for

the coefficient 7‘[ T is explained below. The polynomial from Theorem 10.3 of

[B1] has degree at most m+1 since my = kg = m and m_ = 0. For the term
with 7 = 0, fix hy and j. As AJ,(p, 5, o)(17) does not vanish for n = 0 only if
2j = m — h,, we fix only j and write hy = m — 2j. Recall that for n = 0 the
values which v € L*/L attains are the images of % for § € Z/NZ (where N is
defined by (L, z) = NZ). Combining this with Equation (I7) and Lemma 7.3
of [B1] thus yields the expression

—25 ‘m—2j

i m! on
\/—|Y|Z 2Jj 8y 2 (m—25)(YV?2)d Z e(ﬁ)x

5€Z/NZ

m™m2Y? jk=gs 1 .
XC%,O,k'< ) ) F<S+§+k—]).

Collecting powers gives
2h (=1)/m! 1 ) 2 \*
20%70,k(yz)kﬁk+% ;Mﬂ(m_%)!r s+§—|—k_] 7 ) %

k.,
x ;e<%>nm2kl2s. (20)

The sum over n equals N~ 2k—1-2s Ziv ) e( )C(l + 2k —m+2s, ) involving
values of the Hurwitz zeta function. Now, Equation (I3)) 1mp11es that cs. o,

equals HT 0 (r—l— =) ( ) > for k = m and vanishes otherwise. Since the Hurwitz

zeta function is holomorphic at m + 1, the constant term of this expression at
s = 0 is obtained by substitution. The fact that I'(§ 4+ k — j) € Q- /7 renders
the expression from Equation (20])

a N 5
(Y2)mg2m Z C%voge(ﬁa>é<m+l,%)

§€Z/NZ
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with some @ € Q. Since this is a constant times W, adding it to the term
with ®x shows that ¢(Y") has the desired form. This proves the theorem. O

A remark about the evaluation of the constant term P, in Theorem 14.3 of
[B1] is in order here. In the case of weakly holomorphic F' considered there,
only k£ = 0 appears. Evaluating the Hurwitz zeta function thus obtained and
using the symmetry and duplication formulae for the gamma function shows
that the true value of P» is half the value given in the proof of Theorem 14.3 of
[B1]. The constant appearing in the assertion of that theorem is, on the other
hand, correct. One should thus be careful when evaluating P, as the limit of
the expression for 1 # 0 (indeed, with (n, W) < 0 one gets 0). In any case, the
proof of Theorem shows how to evaluate this term directly.

Note that the coefficients of the polynomial part of ¢(Y") involve the lattice
K, some roots of unity, and the Fourier coefficients of the modular form f
(this is the reason for the coefficient w\ﬁl)' Hence for “algebraic” f these
coefficients are algebraic. On the other hand, evaluating the constant coming
from Equation (20) for n = 0 is very hard. For example, for N = 1 we must
take even m, yielding the values of the Riemann zeta function at odd positive
integers, whose properties (not to mention a finite formula) are not yet known.

We remark that Theorem extends to the case m = 0, if cpo = 0. In
general, AF1®p 000(v,F) is a non-zero constant multiple of coo. Indeed, in
this case one obtains the usual theta lift with p = 1 from Theorem 13.3 of [B1]
(up to a factor of 2), In|¥|? is harmonic for meromorphic ¥, and A§ = 8Q
sends In|Y| to a non-zero constant by Equation (4.3) of [Bru]. We mention
that Theorem B9 as well as Theorems 4.6 and 4.7 of [Brul, provide answers to
Problem 16.6 of [BI] in some (interesting) special cases.

We remark that %(I)L7m)m70(v,F) can be written in terms of the weakly

holomorphic modular form f itself, namely as %@ (v, f, py) with the poly-
nomial p,(A) = Py m,0(X, Z)(A2_)™ (recall that Py, m,0 is Ay, -harmonic). This
is a consequence of Equation (Gh), using an argument similar to Lemmas [3.4]
B0, and 377 This is useful in case one wishes to apply the embedding trick
from Section 8 of [B1]. Indeed, the lifted modular form is then divided by the
classical holomorphic cusp form A of weight 12 (not to be confused with the
various Laplacians, whose notation also involves the symbol A). Now, if f is
weakly holomorphic then so is %, while if F' is an eigenfunction of Ay then %
does not necessarily share this property.

3.4 The Caseb_ =1

In the case b_ = 1 we may consider our lattices as embedded in the vector space
V = M3(R)g of traceless 2 x 2 real matrices. This space has signature (2, 1) with
(A,B) = Tr(AB) and A? = —2det A. Take z = ( 1/5) for some non-zero 3
and ¢ = (ﬁfh/w) (where h = ¢?). Then Kg = {2,(}+ is the space of traceless
diagonal matrices. We send x € R to (ﬁm —Bw) € Kg with the norm 23222, and
take C to be the cone of positive reals. Thus G(V') & Kr+4C is identified with
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‘H. Explicitly, given 7 € H, the vector Z, v is M, and v_ = RJ; using the
matrices defined in the beginning of Section[Il Automorphic forms are modular
forms of twice the weight, as Equation ([2)) shows. The group SL2(R) acts on V/
by conjugation, yielding an isomorphism PSLy(R) 2 SO (V). We remark that
right multiplication by S (and rescaling the bilinear form) gives the model in
which the vector space consists of the symmetric 2 x 2 matrices from Example
5.1 of [B2]. In order for z to be a primitive norm 0 vector in the lattice L
considered there we must take 8 = VN.

Consider now I't = 'NSO™(Lg) (in the case b_ = 1) as a Fuchsian subgroup
of PSLs(R). %@Lm,m@(?}, F) is then a modular form of weight 2m on H with
respect to I't, which has eigenvalue —2m with respect to AG = Ay,. A
negative norm vector A € L* is a multiple of J, for some ¢ = s + it € H, and
then A\ = {o}. By a slight abuse of notation, we replace the variable v € G(V)
of ® by 7 = &+ iy once more (as we consider only ® and not © here, this should

i

lead to no confusion). The description of 5-62py, @ m,m,0(v, F) is given in

Theorem 3.10. The function %52m¢L)m7m)o(’U, F) is a meromorphic modular
form of weight 2m + 2 with respect to T'". Its poles are at points o € H for
which a real multiple of J, lies in (the isomorphic copy of) L*. The principal
part at such o s

i ™ m!(2it)™

«
Gy 2o, e (=

In case I't has cusps, the Fourier expansion at such a cusp is

r’ m—+1 r r
§ ﬁ2m E d E 6%_402322 € <a(77 <)> q,
r>0 d|r vl J_:Lz

z 28

plus some constant if m = 0.

Proof. We first observe that applying d2,, to a modular form of weight 2m
having eigenvalue —2m yields a meromorphic modular form of weight 2m + 2.

The singularities of %52m®L1m7m10(v, F) are the d2,,-images of the singularities

of %‘I)L,m,m,O(Ua F) given in Theorem B9l The constant Hf;é (r—i— %) is %,

for A = J, we have A\? = —2, and Y? equals 23%y%. The pairing of Z, v = 3M,
and of Z,y = BM, with A\ = J, gives —%(T — o)(t — @) and its complex
conjugate respectively. Hence the singularity of %(1) L.mmo(v, F) at o is

1 (i)™ | 2m)! [=(T = 0)(T —2)"™ (r = )PI(r —7)?
o ( )

als€L* )" 4mm) (4y2)mpBmim 2y?
m—1 m!(_l)mfk (2I€)' [— (? — o') (F — 3)]ktm72k 1
N e e e E T m_k]'

38



We write this expression as

m! iat \" e (2K)!(=1)F  _ _
T X cne(gg) X s 07 n)

aJ,eL* =0

o NI2( (=2
Tfa)"llfk(q-f?)mfk for 0 <k <mand —1In %
for k = m. Applying 02, reduces to letting d2,,,—2x operate on gy for each k.

Hence the singularity of %62m¢L7m,m70(v, F) at o is

mli iat \" e (2k)!I(=1)F _ _
e Z CaJU)_a2<%) ;W(T—J)k(r—g)kx

alJseL* =0

with gx(7) being =

— 2(t—o)(r—7)
(r—o)+(T—0)+=——5—

(7- _ O-)erlfk(T _ E)erlfk

For ease of presentation we omit, until the last step, the coefficient in front
of the sum over k. Expand the kth powers of 7 — 0 = (7 — 0) — 2iy and

—1)k . .
T—7 = (1 —7) — 2iy, and write (Elyz))% as (2t)2k(1—2iy)2k . This gives

(2k) 1 1
k; (26)2F zb: al(k — a)Ibl(k — b)(—2ig)e | (7 —o)nHi—Fa(; —gym—Fs

2
+ ! + 2

(T _ O-)mfkfa(,r _ E)erlfkfb (7- _ O-)mfkfa(,r _ E)mfkfb .
TR We thus
take @ = [ and b = ¢ — [ in the first summand within the square brackets,

a=1—1and b=c—1+1 in the second summand, and a =1 —1and b =c¢—
in the third summand. This gives

Now fix ¢ and [, and collect the terms involving (ng)m,k,ll 1

(2k)1(26)~2¢ .
l;c,l (7‘ — o)m—k—l-i-l(T — E)m—k—c+l(—2iy)c [l'(k - l)!(c — l)l(k T= C)!+

1
S (T Ty g T

T

2
N CESED DI c)!}

kE+1)(c+1)
z()!(cfz(ﬂ)!(kufc)! » 80

The sum of the combinatorial expressions reduces to 3 (s
that we can write the latter expression as

c+1)(—2iy)~¢ 26k + 1) (7 — o)kt (r — 7)1t
Z( (c+1)(—2iy) Z(Qt( Nk +1)(r —0)"" (7 —7)

T — o) (7 —g)mtie 2= @Ok + 1 Dl(c— L+ DIk +1— )
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Expand the power of 7 — & = 7 — o + 2it, and write (2t)2% = (—1)*(2it)2*.
We thus obtain for every ¢ a sum of the form

(—1)F(2k)!(k + 1) (7 — o)F+i+h
2 Qit)yF (e — 1+ )l(k+1— )k +1—1—h)!

klh
The index change k = s — [ — h yields

Z( 1)%(c+1)(—2iy)~¢(2it)~ SZ D (2s — 21 —2R)(s — 1 —h+ 1)
(1t —o)mt+1- S(T—O'm+1 c 1! c—l—|—1 W(is —h—c)lhl(s +1— 20 —2n)!

c,s

For every ¢ and s now write r = h + [, and the corresponding term becomes
Z(_l) (2s —=2r)l(s —r+1) c—|—1 s—c
— (s+1=2r)l(c+1!(s —0)! r—1)

A well-known combinatorial identity shows that the sum over [ is simply (

By writing (s+1—7)(°*%") as (s+1)(%) and W(ic)’ as 5 (%), the expression
in question reduces to

(=1)%(s + 1)(—2iy)~¢(2it)!=° (s s\ (2s—2r)!
Z (1 —o)ymti=s(r —g)mti-cgl <c> ;(_1) <7‘> (s+1—2r)

c,s

s+1) )

As % = Hfis+2(i —2r) is a polynomial of degree s — 1 < s for all s > 0,

Lemma B3] shows that the sum over r vanishes unless s = 0. Thus only the
term (Tig)mfli(:_ig)mﬂ, corresponding to s = ¢ = 0, survives. Multiplying by
the factor we omitted above now gives the asserted singularity at o.

Assume that '™ has a cusp, corresponding to a primitive norm 0 vector
z € L which 1s normalized as above. Theorem [3.9] shows that for b_ = 1, the
expansion of - <I> L,m,m,0(v, F') at the cusp is the sum of an almost holomorphic
function of depth < 2m the complex conjugate of such a function, and an

expression of the form u > 2m for some constants B and D. Note that the

condition on the sign of (p, W) implies a sub-exponential growth at the cusp.
Moreover, the eigenvalue —2m implies that B = 0 (unless m = 0) and that the
conjugate almost holomorphic part combines with -2 to a give hg;? with h anti-
holomorphic. 2, thus annihilates this part. Now, if the almost holomorphic
part is >, wTy—ST) with meromorphic functions 1, then the meromorphicity of

%52m(1)L7m1m70(U,F) shows that its expansion is just 1!1207(:) We normalize z

and 3 such that K* = 22322 C R and (p, W) > 0 is equivalent, for p = #, to

r > 0. Then the part with (p, W) > 0 in the expansion of %(I)L,m,m o(v, F) in
. e

TheoremBAis 3y o Ak,c.p mamyrgrprroe(r7)- Hence ¢o(7) =32, - Ao, 05224

so that % => . from Equation (I9), the

value ap,0,+1 = 2", and the norm % of ﬁ € K*, and make the index change

d = . This yields the asserted Fourier expansion for %52m@L)m7m)o(’l}, F) at
the cusp, and completes the proof of the theorem. o
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Note that the Fourier coefficients in Theorem B.10] are based, up to rational
numbers and the global power of 3, on roots of unity of bounded order and the
Fourier coeflicients of the weight % — m weakly holomorphic modular form f.

-m

As an example for the map f +— 5-62m®L m,m.o0(v, F), fix N € N, and take
L to be the lattice spanned by z = ( 1/‘/N), ¢ = (\/ﬁ ), and the vector

(\/ﬁim)' In this case 8 = /N, L*/L = K*/K is cyclic of order 2N, pr, = px,
(2,L) = Z and ¢ € L, and Tt = T'o(N) acts by conjugation. Hence Theorem
yields a singular Shimura-type correspondence, as stated in the following

Corollary 3.11. Let f(r) = Z'yEZ/2NZ > e Cr.ng" ey be a weakly holomorphic
modular form of weight £ —m and representation pr for some m € N. The

2
q-series

Z ;\}_7:;<dzdm+lcdﬁ%>qr

r>0

defines a meromorphic modular form of weight 2m + 2 with respect to T'o(N),
which has poles of order m+1 at some points in H which are quadratic over Q.

In the case N = 1 in CorollaryB.11lthe modular forms of % —m and represen-
tation py, correspond to weakly holomorphic modular forms of the same weight
with respect to I'g(4) which lie in the corresponding Kohnen plus-space (see
Chapter 5 of [EZ|] or Proposition 1 of [K], which easily generalize to the weakly
holomorphic case). They exist only if m is even (since L*/L has exponent 2),
yielding the statement given in the corresponding Theorem in the Introduction.

The subsequent work [Ze2] investigates the behavior of %@ L,m,m,0 under
weight changing operators for automorphic forms on Grassmannians (defined in
that reference) in higher dimensions. As meromorphic images are constructed in
that reference, it should be possible to obtain a Gross—Kohnen—Zagier type the-
orem for higher-codimensional Heegner cycles in universal families over higher-
dimensional varieties along the lines of the proof of the main result of this paper
(see [Zed] for the case of dimension 2). On the other hand, [Ze3] investigates
the modular forms from Theorem further, and relates them to the results
of [BK] as well as to other modular objects.

4 Relations between CM Cycles

Let B and i be as in Section I and let L be the lattice A C By from part (ii) of
Corollary [[LAl The arithmetic applications of the theory of theta lifts are based
on

Proposition 4.1. The following assertions hold:

(i) The map d identifies Ly with Ma(R)o as quadratic spaces.

v/ disc(I)
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(it) A point T € H is a CM point for B and i if and only if it is of the form
AL for some X from L*.

Proof. Part (i) follows from part (ii) of Theorem L4l For part (i7) use the
description for G(Lg) preceding Theorem B I0land apply Proposition[[.T3l This
proves the proposition. O

The observation from Proposition B ] relates the special points At on H
as a Grassmannian to the CM points on modular and Shimura curves. This
shows that the automorphic forms of [BI] have divisors with arithmetic meaning,
and as we shall see below, similar assertion holds for the singularities of our
automorphic forms.

4.1 m-Divisors, Heegner m-Divisors, and their Classes

We now define the objects for which we prove the main result. Let L be an even
lattice of signature (2,b_), and let G(Lg) be its positive Grassmannian.

Definition 4.2. An m-divisor on G(Lg) is a locally finite sum of elements in
Sym™L¢ @ Div(G(Lr)), namely of expressions of the sort

(ﬁ)\i> ®Y, (21)

where \; € L¢ and' Y C G(Lg) s an irreducible divisor. Recalling that O(Lg)
acts on both G(Lg) and Sym™Lc, we define an m-divisor on the quotient
X (') = T\G(Lg) to be an m-divisor on G(Lr) which is invariant under the
action of the discrete subgroup T' of O(Lg). An m-divisor on G(Lgr) or on X (I")
1s of totally negative type if it satisfies the following condition: For every term
of the form appearing in Equation (21I), each \; lies in (the complezification of)
the space v_ corresponding to every point v € Y. This condition is well-defined,
and is equivalent to every term being of the form a\™ @ A\ for some negative
norm vector A € Mg, with ay € C.

So m-divisors are divisors with coefficients in local systems. Lemma [[.9 and
part (i7) of Theorem [[4show that the local system from Definition [4.21becomes
Sym™Vy when b_ = 1.

We need to introduce another property of automorphic forms on G(Lg).
Let ® be an automorphic form of weight m on G(Lg) = Kg + ¢C which is an
eigenform of AS with eigenvalue —2mb_, and assume first that the lattice L
contains a primitive norm zero vector z. The expansion of ® around z in a Weyl
chamber W containing z in its closure is of the form

A va ) —c e(aZ> (aW)>O
SFD 9) 9 i i Che ey AN

k=0 C=0 peK*
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(as in Theorem B9). We call ® algebraic if the coefficients Ay, ¢, are algebraic
over Q. If L contains no norm zero vectors, then as in Section 8 of [B1], we
can embed L in two different lattices M and N of signature (2,b_ + 24), giving
embeddings of G(Lg) into the larger Grassmannians G(Mg) and G(Ng). As-
sume that we can present ® as the difference of weight m automorphic forms
on G(Mg) and G(Ng), which are eigenforms with eigenvalue —2m(b_ + 24) of
the corresponding Laplacians, minus their singularities. We call ® algebraic if
it is obtained in this way from algebraic automorphic forms on the larger Grass-
mannians. We note again that one has to apply the argument carefully in this
case—see the last remark following Theorem [3.9] above. The g-expansion prin-
ciple shows that in the case where b_ = 1 and I" has cusps, the d3,,-images of
an algebraic automorphic form of automorphic weight m is an algebraic mero-
morphic modular form of 2m + 2. This assertion is likely to extend also to the
case where I" has no cusps.

Let I be a discrete subgroup of O"(Lg) (we will take the intersection of the
discriminant kernel with SO (L) in our applications). In general we make the
following

Definition 4.3. The m-divisor of totally negative type on X(T'), specified as
doneLpaz<g WA @ At (a locally finite, T-invariant sum) is called strongly
principal if there exists an algebraic automorphic form of weight m on G(Lg)
whose singularities lie on the divisors A, and along each such A\ the singularity

G 6 R (o),

r=0
m—1 m—k k-1 _
ml (X b A Zow) 1
* ]§) 2k k! (7) .TE[O <T+ 7) ' (A, Zy v )k (Y2)R k|

If b_ =1 we adopt the alternative

Definition 4.4. We call the m-divisor of totally negative type on X (T') defined
bY D nerzaz<o WA ® At (again a locally finite, T -invariant sum) principal if
there exists an algebraic modular form of weight 2m + 2 on G(Lg) = H, whose
poles are at the points A=, and at each point N = o the singularity is

; 1(24¢)m+1L
v Z andam m ( ? ) _ '
(4m)m+1 - (1 — o)1 (1 — 5)mt1

We remark that while the (principal) divisor of a rational function depends
also on the zeros of the function, our (strongly) principal m-divisors involve only
the singularities of the function. Indeed, when comparing the case m = 0 here
with [B2], the theta lift ® from [B1] (considered in Definition [43)) is (roughly)
the logarithm of the absolute value of the Borcherds product ¥, and for b_ =1
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Definition [4.4] considers the singularities of Jo® = ﬁg—f ~ %, the logarithmic
).

derivative of U (see also the remarks at the end of this Section). The algebraicity
constraint corresponds to the fact that the Fourier coefficients of negative indices
of the weakly holomorphic modular form appearing in Theorem 13.3 of [B1] are
required to be integral.

A subtle point in Definitions and 4.4l is dealt with in the following

Lemma 4.5. If the two terms axA™ ® A+ and aup™ @ ut coincide then so are
the corresponding singularities in Definitions [{.3 and [{4)

Proof. The assumption of the lemma is equivalent to A = zu and a, = 2™ ay for

— 7 \k — 7 \k
some real z # 0. As (%Q)W i % equals :vm(“;)m o %

every 0 < k < m in this case (and the difference in the logarithm gives a smooth
function of Z), the assertion holds for Definition I3l For Definition [4.4] with
b_ =1, we have A = aJ, for some a € R and o0 € H. Then p = £J,, and the

assertion follows from the equality o = z™ (%)m This proves the lemma. [

for

Given v € M*/M and n € Q, let y,(l"fy) = Yneltyaz——an A" ® AT
is trivial if n # 4?/2(mod Z), and also if 2y = 0 in L*/L and m is odd.
In particular, if L*/L has exponent 2 (or 1) then y%"fy) = 0 for all n and
7 if m is odd. The group Heeg™ (X(T')) of Heegner m-divisors is the free
Abelian group of m-divisors which is generated by the m-divisors ysln;) Let
PrinHeeggn)(X(F)) be the subgroup of Heeg™ (X(T')) consisting of those
Heegner m-divisors which are strongly principal. If b_ = 1 then we denote
the group of principal Heegner m-divisors by PrinHeeg™ (X (T')). The spaces
Heeggln)Cl(X(l")) and Heeg™ CI1(X(I")) of (strong) Heegner m-divisor classes
on X (I') are the corresponding quotient groups. We denote the image of y%"fy)
in these quotients by y%"fy) as well.

We can now state and prove the main result of this paper.

Theorem 4.6. The formal power series Znﬁ ygﬁ)q"ew is a modular form of

weight 14 bT’—i—m and representation p} with respect to Mpa(Z), with coefficients
in the finite-dimensional space Heeggzn)Cl(X(l")) ® Q.

Proof. The proof follows [B2]. Consider the space of weight k¥ modular forms
with representation pj (as a finite-dimensional subspace of the space of power
series), and the space of singular parts of weakly holomorphic modular forms of
weight 2 — k and representation py, (which is a subspace of finite codimension
of the space of singular parts). By Theorem 3.1 of [B2], these two spaces are
the full perpendicular spaces of one another for any half-integral k. Let f be
a weakly holomorphic modular form of weight 1 — % — m and representation
pr with respect to Mp2(Z). Expand f as in Equation ([@). Then Theorem
shows that the singularities of the theta lift %‘PL,m,m,o(U, F)of F = 5;” s f

2
are along the divisors At with A € L*, where every A € L* contributes a
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singularity along A' which takes the form appearing in Definition E3] with
ax = c, »2. If we assume that f has algebraic Fourier coefficients, then it

2
follows from the description of the coefficients Ay, ¢, that the automorphic form
%@L,m,m,o(v, F) is algebraic. Assuming that the Fourier coefficients ¢, , with

n < 0 are integral, this implies that the m-divisor Zn>0) . c_nﬁyr(ff?,) is strongly

principal, hence it vanishes in H eeggln)Cl (X(T)). Let €™ be the map which

takes a “singular part” »°, _(  ayng" ey to the element 3 a,y_,,ny,(ﬁ) in the

n>0,y
class group HeegET)Cl(X(F)). The map £(™) is surjective, and since the space
of weakly holomorphic modular forms of any weight and representation py, has a
basis consisting of modular forms with integral Fourier coefficients (see [McG]),
£(m) factors through the quotient of the space of singular parts by singular parts
of weakly holomorphic modular forms. By Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, and 4.4 of [B2] this
quotient space is finite-dimensional. Hence dim H eeggn)Cl(X (I) < oo as well.
Thus the Serre duality pairing extends to the case where the space of singular
parts and the image of the pairing are tensored with Heegi’tn)C’l(X(I‘)), and
continues to be non-degenerate.

Now, for an algebraic modular form f as above, the vanishing expression
2 >0y c,n,yyr(fffy) is obtained as the Serre duality pairing of the formal power
series Znﬁ ygffy)q"eV with the singular part of f. Hence this power series is per-
pendicular to all the singular parts of weakly holomorphic meromorphic modular
form of weight 1 — % — m and representation py, with respect to Mpy(Z). By
Lemma 4.3 of [B2] and the result of [McG], the formal power series in question
lies in the space of (holomorphic) modular forms of weight 1+ % +m and repre-

sentation pj tensored with Heeggln)C'l(Xp) ®C. The fact that the Serre duality
pairing and the spaces we consider are defined over QQ implies the “algebraicity”
of >, , ygffy)q"eV as a modular form with coefficients in Heeg(™ Cl(Xt) ® Q.
This proves the theorem. O

In the case b = 1 we obtain an assertion like that of Theorem but
with coefficients in Heeg(™ CI(X(T')) ® Q (no subscript st). This follows either
by omitting this subscript and replacing Definition by Definition B4 in the
proof of Theorem [£.G] or using the fact that if every strongly principal Heegner
m-~divisor is principal. Indeed, if ® is an automorphic form which shows that
some m-divisor is strongly principal, then §5,,P reveals the principality of this
m-~divisor. Whether or not the notions of principality and strong principality
are equivalent in the case b_ = 1 remains an interesting question. We also
remark that unlike the result of [B2], here the “constant term” yg o does not
show up. Thus our expression is in fact a “cusp form”.

Let us give an example of an automorphic form yielding the principality of
a Heegner m-divisor. This also illustrates Corollary 311l above. Take N =1 in
the example preceding Corollary 3.1l and let m be even. Theorem implies
that the generating series of the Heegner m-divisors is a cusp form of weight
% + m and representation pj. Equivalently, it lies in the Kohnen plus-space of
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cusp forms of weight 3 +m on I'g(4) (see [EZ] or [K]). This space is isomorphic
to the space of cusp forms of weight 2m + 2 on SL2(Z) by Theorem 1 of [K].
Hence this series may not vanish only if m > 8. We take m = 2, and present

the function yielding the principality y(2) Define

5.
1l

0(r)=>_q¢" and  Hs(r)=120> H(2,n)¢"
nez n=0

as in [K] (here H(2,n) is the function introduced in [Col, and Hs is normalized
to attain 1 at oo and to have integer coefficients). Let E; be the classical
(normalized) Eisenstein series of even weight | > 4 on SL2(Z), and let A be the
classical cusp form of weight 12. The weight —% weakly holomorphic modular
form f with representation py, having the appropriate principal part corresponds
to the weakly holomorphic modular form

B E10(47‘)6‘(7‘) — E8(4T)H% (T)
9(r) = A(4T)

= q73 — 56 4 384q — 15024¢* + 39933¢° — 523584¢"® 4 1129856¢° + O(¢*?)

in the Kohnen plus-space of weight —%. The lift §54<I>L721270(v, F)of F=6,f
2
is given by the Fourier expansion

384q — 479232¢% + 274558464¢> — 118219210752¢" + 438673260096004° + O(¢°)

around oo. It is a modular form of weight 6 with respect to SLy(Z), which has
a pole of the form M at o the 3rd root of unity in H (recall that g

T7—0)3(1—0)3
and the Fourier coefficient are 1 and o = 2t = \/§) These properties determine

%64‘I>L)272)0(U,F) as 38‘2#, a fact which can also be verified directly by an
4

explicit evaluation of the Fourier coefficients.

4.2 Algebaricity and Relations to Other Works

We now explain why the condition of algebraicity of the automorphic form is
required in the definition of principal m-divisors (both in Definition and in
Definition [£4]). The eigenvalue of the function %‘PL,m,m,o(U, F) from Theorem
B9 under the action of AG is a consequence of the fact that F' =™, f has

1——-m
a specific eigenvalue under the weight 1 — % + m Laplacian on H. Replacing
the weakly holomorphic modular form f by a harmonic weak Maafl form would

yield F' = 51” » [ with the same eigenvalue. Hence %‘I)L,m,m,o(v, F) would

have the same 2proper‘cies. For further details on harmonic weak Maaf} forms we
refer the reader to Section 3 of [BF].

Now, every harmonic weak Maafl form f of weight | and representation pr,
with respect to Mp2(Z) decomposes as the sum of a holomorphic part (which
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yields a similar expression in the theta lift) and a non-holomorphic part. The
non-holomorphic part consists of “constant terms” multiplying a power of y and
expressions which are based on incomplete gamma functions. Hence the part
of F' = §"f arising from the non-holomorphic part of f is again a power of
y, plus the complex conjugate of an almost holomorphic function, plus similar
incomplete gamma functions. For ! < 1—m the map 6] f is invertible (its inverse
is a constant multiple of the mth power of the weight lowering operator L). Thus
every modular form F' of weight [ + 2m and representation py with respect to
Mp2(Z) having eigenvalue m(l +m — 1) is 6;" f for some harmonic weak Maafl
form f. Takel =1— %’ —m, and consider first the case where the operator & of
IBE] takes f to a weakly holomorphic modular form which is not holomorphic
at the cusp. An argument similar to Section 6 of [BI] (or Theorem B2) shows
that the corresponding theta lift %@ L.m.m.o0(v, F') from Theorem B0 has, apart
from the usual singularities, also singularities along the sub-Grassmannians of
the form {v € G(Lg)|\ € vy} for A € L* with positive norm (these are A
on G(Lgr(—1)) &2 G(Lg)). In the case b_ = 1 these lifts may be related to
(non-harmonic) locally Maa$ forms as defined in [BKK], and their da,,-images
are probably examples of the locally harmonic Maafl forms considered in that
reference. In any case, lifts of such forms do not yield additional principal
Heegner m-divisors.

Consider now the case where & Lobe f is holomorphic at the cusp. The

singularity then arises only from the holomorphic part of f. Now, if L con-
tains a norm zero vector z then the Fourier expansion of %@Lymﬁmyo(v,F)
contains, apart from the expression from Theorem [3.9, terms involving Bessel
K-functions evaluated at 2an|Y| - [ny_| = 27n4/(0,Y)2 — Y2102 > 0 (the strict

positivity follows from the condition on & e f, since only elements with
b

n? < 0 contribute in the non-holomorphic part of f). Hence one may distin-

guish, for b_ > 1, the theta lifts arising from weakly holomorphic modular forms

from those in which & b f # 0 by the fact that the former do not include
5 m

terms of the form e((p, X) +i\/(p,Y)? — Y?p?)). Note that for b_ = 2, with
(p, Z) = p1o + paT, the latter expression is either e(p10 + poT) or e(p1G + pa7).
These expressions may thus be related to the class map defined in Section 5 of
[Bru] in terms of the operator 9. On the other hand, in case b_ = 1 the lattice
K is positive definite. Hence only the holomorphic part of f contributes to the
theta lift. As any principal part at co can be obtained as the principal part
of a harmonic weak Maaf} form of every weight (see Proposition 3.11 of [BE]),
omitting the algebraicity condition in Definitions 3] and .4 would reduce the
the (strong) Heegner m-divisor class group (for b_ = 1) to 0. Now, (algebraic)
weakly holomorphic modular forms give rise to algebraic theta lifts, while for
harmonic weak Maafl forms we pose the following

Conjecture 4.7. Let f be a harmonic weak Maafs form of weight % —m (with
m > 0) and representation pr, and assume that £1_ .. f is holomorphic at oo.
Assume further that the principal part of f involves only Fourier coefficients
which are algebraic over Q, or even integral. Then the condition 5%7mf #0
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implies the existence of some Fourier coefficient of the holomorphic part of f
which is transcendental over Q.

Although we do not investigate the Fourier coefficients of harmonic weak
Maaf forms in this paper, let us indicate what evidence towards Conjecture [£.7]
does exist. First, we mention Corollary 1.4 of [BO], as well as the conjecture
preceding it in that reference. Indeed, in the weight % case considered there one
has certain theta series of weight % which map by the Shimura correspondence
to Eisenstein series of weight 2. Harmonic weak Maaf} forms which map to these
forms under the operator £: are known to have algebraic Fourier coeflicients.
Since in higher half—integrai weights the Shimura correspondence takes cusp
forms to cusp forms, we expect in Conjecture [£.7] only the weakly holomorphic
modular forms to have algebraic coefficients. In any case, it will be interesting
to find, under Conjecture .7, whether every relation between the Heegner m-
divisors in Heeggln)C'l(X(F)) (or in Heeg(™CI(X(T)) for b_ = 1) arises from
a weakly holomorphic modular form as we described.

Theorems 0.2.1 and 0.3.1 of [Zh] (with & = m + 1) relate the images of
m-~dimensional CM cycles in the Kuga—Sato variety Wa,, over modular curves
in a certain vector space to modular forms of weight 2m + 2. Such a modular
form may be related to the modular form of weight % + m obtained from our
Theorem [4.6] by the Shimura—Shintani correspondence. This may also indicate,
once a relation between our construction and the one in [Zh] is established, that
Conjecture 7l may be true, since otherwise the power series from Theorem
must lie in a strict quotient Hecke module. Furthermore, [H] defines, for any m,
a map on the Heegner divisors on X (V) into some elliptic curve. This reference
conjectures that the images of these divisors under this map correspond to the
coeflicients of a modular form of weight 2m+2. In some cases this map coincides
with the Abel-Jacobi map on the CM cycles into a certain sub-torus of the
intermediate Jacobian of the Kuga—Sato variety Wa,,. [H] supplies numerical
evidence that this is true in some other cases as well.

Now, the results of Section[lrelate the Heegner m-divisors in the case b_ = 1
to symmetric powers of normalized cohomology classes of Heegner cycles inside
Kuga—Sato type varieties. In the case m = 0 considered in [B2], the automorphic
form 50%@ £,0,0,0 is roughly the logarithmic derivative of the Borcherds product
U. Hence it is (under some normalization, when cpo = 0) a meromorphic
modular form of weight 2 with only simple poles in CM points, and the residues
in these poles are integral. It thus corresponds to a differential of the first kind in
the description of [Sch] or Section 3 of [BOJ. Its algebraicity thus corresponds to
the fact that its residue divisor vanishes in the Jacobian of the curve X (T') (being
the divisor of the rational function ¥)—see Theorem 1 of [Sch] or Theorem 3.2 of

2m
", or ()
of the local system Sym™ L¢, to the meromorphic modular form ds,, %‘I)L,m,m,o-
We thus obtain a meromorphic modular form of weight 2 and representation
Vam- This corresponds to a meromorphic differential form of degree 2m + 1 on
(the Shimura curve analog of) Wa,,. Pairing this modular form with \™ @ A\t

[BOJ]. Returning to the case of general m, we attach the element M™, or (

)
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for A = aJ, gives the function 52m%¢L7m1m70(7’)(7’ —o)™(t =)™ (up to
normalization), whose pole at ¢ is simple. Moreover, if we assume that f has
integral Fourier coeflicients, then the residues are integral. In addition, it seems
that the corresponding differential of the third kind is canonical in the following
sense: The cohomology group H?™T(Ws,,,) has a component H'(X, Va,,) of
Hodge weight (2m + 1,0) and (0,2m + 1) whose holomorphic part consists of

g(I) ™ dr for g a cusp form of weight 2m + 2 with respect to I'. This is shown
explicitly for m = 1 in Section 6 of [Be], and it is not hard to generalize to
arbitrary m. The H'(X, Va,,) part of the cohomology class which is Poincaré

dual to a (2m+1)-dimensional cycle Z in W, equals g(7)(7) 2de—l—g(T) ) " i
for some cusp form g. We should therefore have the equality

-m 2m -m
/ 62mZ—(I)L7m)m70 (T> dr = / (2’L.y)2m(52mz_(I)L,m,m,Og(T)deF

(up to the poles). As the latter form is exact like in Lemma B4 the integral
reduces to the contribution from the poles, which also vanishes since g is smooth
and the integral over a circle of radius € around each pole o gives an expres-
sion which vanishes as ¢ — 0. This evaluation process is well-defined up to the
location of the poles of 52m%<13 L.m,m,0 With respect to the choice of the cycle.
However, jumping over a pole o changes the value by a totally imaginary mul-
tiple of the residue of (52m%<I>L7m,m70(T —o)™(r —7)™, which is assumed to be
integral. It may be interesting to compare this evaluation with the regularized
integrals from [BK]. In any case, if we could establish some generalization of
Theorem 1 of [Sch] assuring us that the algebraicity of this differential form
with local coefficients implies the vanishing of a certain expression inside some
generalized Jacobian (up to torsion), then we would know that the images of
our Heegner m-divisors in Heeg(™CI(X (T")) are the same as their images in
this Jacobian.

The map « of [H] also seems to be related to the (H?™+1.0)* part of the
intermediate Jacobian of the Kuga—Sato variety Wa,,. For any CM point o,
consider the mth symmetric power 2" of the normalized CM cycle corresponding
to o in A,. In addition, consider the closure of the (2m + 1)-dimensional cycle
[0,00) X 2z in the notation of Section 8 of [Be] (in the modular case this is
possible) plus some cycle bounding the fiber over co. This resembles, in the
case m = 1, the cycle considered in [Sc|, where the latter part is the counterpart
of the combination of the cycles Ay, from [Be]. Then the integral of some form
g(7)(dz1 A dz2)™dr of type (2m + 1,0) over this cycle decomposes as in the
proof of Theorem 8.5 of [Be]. The integral from o to oo is of the function
g(T)(t —o)™(7 — 7)™ (up to some constant). Since o is a (modular) CM point
on H, this gives (under the correct normalization) the integral considered in [HJ.
The integral over the cycle in the fiber over co probably gives some period of
g, and when we focus on one newform g (of weight 2m + 2) this reduces to the
image modulo the lattice in C appearing in [H|. It will be very interesting to
investigate what relations can be established between the existence of the form
52m§<I)L7m1m70 and the values of these integrals.
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