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Abstract

We prove the polynomiality of the bigraded ring J; ;W(F4) of weak
Jacobi forms for the root system Fj; which are invariant with respect
to the corresponding Weyl group. This work is a continuation of the
joint article with V.A. Gritsenko, where the structure of algebras of the
weak Jacobi forms related to the root systems of D,, type for 2 < n < 8
was studied.
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1 Introduction

The Chevalley theorem states that the algebra of polynomials which are
invariant under the action of a finite group is polynomial if and only if this
group is generated by (pseudo)reflections (see [1]). The generalization of this
result to the case of complex crystallographic Coxeter groups was studied in
[2], [3], [4] and [5]. An analogue of the Chevalley theorem for weak Jacobi
forms was obtained by K. Wirthmiiller in [6] where the structure of the
algebras was studied for all root systems, except Eg. In the case of the
root system Eg, as it has been proven by H. Wang in [7], the corresponding
algebra of weak Jacobi forms is not polynomial.

The Wirthmiiller’s proof does not contain a direct construction for all
generators of the corresponding algebras, but explicit formulas of them could
be useful in applications. A one of such application is the computation of
flat coordinates on some Frobenius manifolds (see [8], [9], [10, §4], [11] and
[12, 13]). For example, M. Bertola has considered the cases of the root
systems A,, B, and G in papers [12] and [13], and 1. Satake has studied
the case of the root system Eg in [11].
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The main goal of the present paper is to prove an analogue of the Cheval-
ley theorem for the bigraded algebra of the weak Jacobi forms which are
invariant under the action of the Weyl group for the lattice generated by
the root system Fj. More precisely, we prove that this algebra is polynomial
over the ring of modular forms. In the joint paper with V. Gritsenko [14] we
have proven the same result for the case of root systems D,, with 2 < n < 8,
and have explicitly constructed the generators of the corresponding alge-
bras. In this paper, we make use of these generators for the case of D4 and
provide the direct construction of generators for the case Fj.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2 we give necessary definitions of
root systems, Jacobi forms, and their examples. In §3 we introduce notations
for the coefficients of Fourier expansions of Jacobi forms which are invariant
under the action of Weyl group. In §4 we state the main theorem of this
paper and construct the generators of the algebra of weak Jacobi forms for
Fy. In §5 we prove that constructed forms are algebraically independent
over the ring of modular forms and generate the corresponding algebra of
weak Jacobi forms.

The author is grateful to O. Schwarzman for the original formulation of
the problem, helpful discussions of results and useful remarks to the paper,
and to V. Gritsenko for supervision and very stimulating conversations.

2 Definitions and constructions

2.1 Root systems

In this paper we deal with the root systems of D,, and Fj type. Let us define
them, following [15].

Definition 2.1. Let £1,...,g, be the standard orthonormal basis of Z".
Then oy =1 —€9,...,p_1 = €p—1 — &, and o, = £,_1 + &, form a basis
of the root system D,, and generate the lattice

n
Dp={(z1,...,2y) €Z"| > ;=0 mod 2}.
1=1

By definition, this lattice is even, that is for any vector A € D, the
square of its length (A, \) € 2Z.

Hereinafter, for simplicity, we use the same notation for the root system
D,, or Fy and for the corresponding lattice. It should be noted that it is
possible to define the root system D,, for n = 2. In this case we obtain the
reducible root system isomorphic to Ay @ Ay, where A; is the 1-dimensional
root system with the basis 1 — £5 € R?, and the corresponding lattice is

A = {(561,562) S ZQ|£C1 + 20 = 0}



The Weyl group for D,, acts by permutations and by sign changes of

even number of coordinates of vectors A = (z1,...,z,) € D, in the standard
basis.
Definition 2.2. The vectors a; =1 —€9,...,0_1 =€,p_1 — &, and oy, =

2e, for n > 3 form a basis of the root system C,,. The lattice generated by
the root system C), is the lattice D,,.

For n # 4 the Weyl group W(C),,) acts by permutations and by sign
changes of any number of coordinates of vectors belonging to D,. This
group is also called the full orthogonal group O(D,,) of the lattice D,; it
contains the Weyl group W (D,,) as a subgroup of index 2.

For n = 4 the Weyl group W(C,,) acts the same way. Following [14], we
denote it O'(Dy), because it is not equal to the full orthogonal group O(Dy),
and the exceptional root system F), appears.

Definition 2.3. The vectors

N 5 5 B 1
] = €9 — &3, Qg =¢E3— &4, Q3 =¢&y4, 044=§(€1—€2—€3—€4)

form a basis of the root system Fj. The lattice generated by this root system
is odd and contains the lattice D4 as a sublattice of index 2.

The Weyl group W (F}y) corresponds to the full orthogonal group O(Dy)
and it is equal to the semidirect product of the symmetric group S3 and the
Weyl group W(D,). The group W (Fy) is generated by reflections in +e¢;,
ie’:‘i + Ej and %(ie’;‘l + €9 + £3 + 54).

Remark 2.1. Let L be a lattice with inner product (-,-). Given an integer
m, we denote by L(m) the same lattice L, but with the inner product m(-, -).

Example 2.1. By definition, the lattice A; consists of vectors (z, —z) with
x € Z. The square of the length of any such vector is equal to 2z2. Hence,
Ay ~ 7(2). By Definition 2.1, D, is a sublattice of Z" of index 2. Therefore,

D, (2) < Z(2)%"™ ~ A"

Example 2.2. Let us consider the lattice Fy(2). One can show by construct-
ing an explicit isomorphism that this lattice is isomorphic to the lattice Dy
with standard inner product.

As it was mentioned above, the Weyl group W (Fj) is the orthogonal
group of the lattice D4. Thus, there are the following correspondences be-
tween the root systems and the pairs (lattice, group)

D4 — (D4, W(D4)), C4 e (D4,0,(D4)), F4 — (D4,0(D4))



2.2 Jacobi forms

For any positive definite lattice L one can introduce the notion of Jacobi
forms associated with this lattice.

Definition 2.4. Let L be a positive definite lattice with the inner product
(+,+), let 7 be a variable in the upper half-plane H and let 3 = (21,...,2,) €
L ® C. Then a weak Jacobi form of weight k € Z and index m € Z for the
lattice L is a holomorphic function ¢y, : H X (L ® C) — C which satisfies
the functional equations

c(3:3)

b i £(3:3)
Phom <GT+ 3 ) _ (CT _|_d)kemm07+d@k,m(7—a3) for (‘ég) c SLQ(Z),

cr+d er+d

—2mim(A, 3)—mim(A, \)T

@k,m(T,z + AT+ u) =e cpkm(T,g) forall \,u € L

and such that ¢y, (7,3) has a Fourier expansion

Pem(T,3) = Y Y a(n,1)g"¢,

leLY n=0

Hereinafter LV = {m € L@ Q|VI € L: (m,l) € Z} is the dual lattice of
L, q= e (b= 260 for all [ from L or LV.

The first condition is called the modular equation, the second one is
called the quasiperiodicity equation. The set of all weak Jacobi forms has
the natural structure of the bigraded ring

JEA(L) = @ T (L)
k,m

Remark 2.2. If the function ¢y ,,(7,3) satisfies the quasiperiodicity and
the modular equations and has a Fourier expansion

Prm(T:3) = > Y aln,D)g"¢’

leLv n

where a(n,l) # 0 = 2nm > (I,1), then it is called a holomorphic Jacobi
form. If, moreover, ¢y, ,,,(7,3) satisfies the stronger condition a(n,l) # 0 =
2nm > (I,1), then it is called a cusp Jacobi form. By these definitions,

Jew(L) C Jou(L) € JEL(L)

where J¢ (L) and J, +(L) are the sets of cusp and holomorhic Jacobi forms,
respectively. Let us note here that the holomorphic Jacobi forms are often
called just Jacobi forms, after [16]. However, to avoid confusion, in this pa-
per we use the name Jacobi form only when we consider a form of general
type, that is when it does not matter whether this form is weak, or holo-
morhic or cusp. Also it should be noted that the main theorem 4.1 of this
paper does not apply to the cases of holomorphic and cusp Jacobi forms.



Remark 2.3. Let ¢(7,3) be a Jacobi form of weight k& and index m for the
lattice L. Then, by definitions, ¢(7,3) is also a Jacobi form of the same type
(weak, holomorhic or cusp), of weight k and of index 1 for the lattice L(m)
(see Remark 2.1).

Lemma 2.1. Let L be an odd positive definite lattice. Then the index of
any Jacobi form for this lattice is even.

Proof. Let us consider an arbitrary Jacobi form ¢y, of weight £ and index
m for L. After substitution of 7 4+ 1 instead of 7 in the quasiperiodicity
equation we obtain

SDk,m(T +1,54 )\(7_ + 1) +M) _ 6727rim()\,3)77rim()\,)\)(T+1)80k7m(7_ + 1’3).
The modular equation and the periodicity under shifts z — z + X give

Ckom (T3 + AT + 1) = Ok (7,5 + AT+ (A + p)) =
_ e—27rim(>\,5)—7rim(>\,A)(T—I—l)(pk,m(ﬂj) _

_ efﬂim()\,)\)ef%rim()\,3)77rim()\, AT

ka,m('r,ﬁ)-

Comparing this equation with the quasiperiodicity equation we conclude
that m(A,A) € 2Z for all A € L. Therefore, all Jacobi forms for the odd
lattice L have even indices. Or, equivalently, as it follows from Remark 2.3,
it is possible to consider Jacobi forms of an arbitrary integer weight, but for
the even lattice L(2). O

Definition 2.5. Let G be a subgroup of the full orthogonal group O(L) of
the positive definite lattice L. The Jacobi form ¢y, (7, 3) for this lattice is
called a G-invariant Jacobi form if for all g € G

k(T 9(3)) = Crm(T,3)-

In this paper we consider weak G-invariant Jacobi forms for positive
definite lattices. We denote the bigraded algebra of the corresponding forms

w w,G
ey = @il ).
k,m

Our main goal is to prove that the algebra of weak W (F})-invariant Jacobi
forms is polynomial. As it was mentioned above the lattice Fy is odd. Hence,
by Lemma 2.1, we consider Jacobi forms for the lattice Fy(2). However, by
Example 2.2,

T (Fu(2)) = 50 (Da).

Therefore, we study the structure of the algebra of weak O(Dy)-invariant
Jacobi forms.



Any O(Dy)-invariant Jacobi form is W (D,)-invariant because W (Dy) is
a subgroup of O(Dy). So, the generators of ij,’kO(Dél) are W (Fy)/W(Dy) ~
Ss-invariant polynomials in generators of the algebra of weak W (Dy)-invariant
Jacobi forms (the other conditions of Definition 2.4 are satisfied automati-
cally).

2.3 Examples of Jacobi forms

In this section we give the main examples of Jacobi forms and, following
[14], generators of J3" (Dy).

Example 2.3. One of the most important functions in the theory of Jacobi
forms is the odd Jacobi theta-function (see e.g. [17]):
n(n+1) 1

I(r,2) = —idhi(r,2) = g5 Y _(~)"g 2 (e =

nez

to

= —qs(2 H )1 —=¢"¢H(1 = q").

Formally, J(7, z) is not a Jacobi form (if we consider forms of integer weight
and without characters), because

O(r, 2+ AT + ) = () MHe TN (- )\ ez,
-1 2
9 (—, E) = —ivire™ = ¥(1, 2).

TT
However, combining it with the Dedekind n-function
1
n(r) =q= [J(1-¢")
n=1

one can construct many examples of Jacobi forms. For example, the weak
Jacobi form of weight —2 and index 1 from [16] can be represented as

I(r, 2)0(1, — %)
n5(7)

because A1 ~ Z(2), and the Weyl group acts on A; by the sign changes (see
Remark 2.1).

¢-21(7,2) = = -2+ N +q (.)€ J% (A,

Definition 2.6. Another method to construct Jacobi forms is a modular
differential operator. More precisely, it is the operator Hj acting on Jacobi
forms of weight k and index m for a lattice L of rank ng with the inner
product (-,-) by

H (ppm) (73) =



_;L_a¢%ﬂn 1 < 0 0

— S o)+ e (g g ) Pe(T0) (2= n0)Galr)pun(7.5) =

=3y <n - %(z, 1)> a(n,1)q"¢" + (2k — 10) G2 (T)Prm(7.5);

n=01eLVY
where Go(T) = —2; + > n>10(n)q" is the quasimodular Eisenstein series of
weight 2 and
or(n) = Z dr.
dn

One can check that this operator transforms weak (holomorphic, cusp)
Jacobi forms of weight k& and index m into weak (holomorphic, cusp) Jacobi
forms of weight k + 2 and the same index m. For details see [18].

Example 2.4. Using this operator one can construct the weak Jacobi form
of weight 0 and index 1 from [16]:

G0.1(7,2) = H23(¢-21(,2)) = (C+10+ ¢ +q- () € Jg7" (A1)

As it was proven in [16],

TV (Ay) = Mo, p—2.1),

where
M, = @5 M2k (SL(Z)) = C[Ey, E]
k>0

is a ring of modular forms. This ring is generated by two Eisenstein series

Ey(r) =14240) o3(n)q", Eg(r)=1-504> o5(n)q". (1)

n=>1 n=>1

Example 2.5. Let ¢1(7,31) be a weak Jacobi form of weight k; and index
m for the lattice L, and let po(7,32) be a weak Jacobi form of weight ks
and the same index m for the lattice Ly. Then for the lattice L = L1 @ Lo
(here we consider the orthogonal sum of the lattices) the form

©(1,3) = 1(7,31)2(7, 32)

is a weak Jacobi form of weight ki + ko and index m. The averaging over a
subgroup G of the O(L) group gives G-invariant Jacobi forms.
For example, if L = Aie", then for any k& the form

1
olop1 = W =R ZS —21(7, 25(1)) - - - 9—2,1(T, Zo(k)) X
gESH

X 0,1(T; Zg(ks1)) - - - 90,1(T; Zo(n))



is a weak Jacobi form of weight —2k and index 1 for (A;)®". Here ¢_3
and ¢g 1 are the same as in Examples 2.3 and 2.4. By Remark 2.1, all
such forms or.1 are weak O(Dp)-invariant (or O'(Dy)-invariant, if n = 4)
Jacobi forms of weight —2k and index 2.

The case of holomorphic or cusp Jacobi forms is practically the same,
but we do not consider it in this paper.

Example 2.6. In [19, Example 1.8], the functions
ﬁD4(T73) - 0(7-7 2’1) et 19(7-7 24)7

19(2)(7_3):19 7_—21+2’2+2’3+Z4 9 Tz1—22+z3+z4 y
Dg\'"> ) 9 5 9
21+ 22 — 23+ 24 21+ 22+ 23— 24
X’19 T, 2 19 T, 2 ,
79(3)(7_’3):19 T’ZI+Z2‘|‘Z3+Z4 9 7_21—22—23—|—Z4 "
Dy 5 , 5

Xﬁ<7_721+22—23—24>79<T’21—Z2+23—Z4>

2 2

have been introduced for the lattice D4. These functions are not Jacobi
forms in the sense of Definition 2.4, because they transform with some mul-
tiplicative characters under the action of SLy(Z) and the shifts by elements
of the lattice Dy. However, like in Example 2.3, the use of suitable power of
the Dedekind n-function makes possible to get rid of these characters and
to obtain weak W (D,)-invariant Jacobi forms of weight —4 and index 1:

woar(r3) = Ip,(7,3) _ Hryz1) oo (T, 24)
o n'2(7) n'2(7) ’

(2) (3)
2) A GY) 3) AU GY)
<P_4,1(7'73) = 77712(7_) and ¢—4,1(773) = n2(r)

The form w_41 vanishes at each z; € Z @ Z7r. Also this form is anti-
invariant under sign changes of odd number of j-coordinates. The other
two forms are neither invariant nor anti-invariant, but one can check that
W_41 = <p(_231 1+ <p(_331 1, and that ¢_41 = <p(_231 1— <p(_331 | is invariant under
such transformations. 7 7

Remark 2.4. By analogy with construction of w_41(7,3), for any lattice
D,, the form
W1y 21) oo (T, 2)

(1)
is a weak Jacobi form of weight —n and index 1, which is anti-invariant
under sign changes of odd number of 3-coordinates, and its divisor consists
of z e LB Zr.

w*ml(’r’ 3) =



In [14], the author of this paper and V. Gritsenko proved that set of all
W (D,,)-invariant weak Jacobi forms for the lattice D,, with 3 < n < 8 has
the structure of a polynomial algebra with n + 1 generators over the ring of
modular forms. Moreover, these generators were constructed in an explicit
way. Here we need this result only in the case n = 4.

Theorem 2.1. The bigraded algebra of weak W (Dy)-invariant Jacobi forms
for the lattice Dy is polynomial

JEW (Dy) = Mo, 9—2,1, 941,962, w—4.1]-

The form w_41 is anti-invariant under sign changes of odd number of 3-
coordinates, and the other forms are invariant. Moreover,

,W-_31] -
24=0

The forms ¢_4 1 and w_4,1 here are exactly the same as in Example 2.6.
Construction of ¢_g o is described in Example 2.5. Let us note that for the
lattice Dy the images of both ¢_4 1 and w_4 1 under the differential operator
H_, are identically equal to zero (by direct computation). However, for D,
with n # 4

; P—211

24=0

, P41

24=0

J2V (D3) = M, [@o,l

H_4(p_a41) =p_21 #0,

while H_4(w_4,) is still equal to zero; the form ¢_5; # 0 for Dy can be
obtained from ¢_o; for D, with n > 4 by restriction on D4 (for details see
[14]). The last form g ; can be obtained, for example, as

1
o1 =4H o(p_21) + §E4<P—4,1-

We add the last summand here because of some technical details (see [14]).

Remark 2.5. In further constructions we also use representation of ¢_4 1
(2) (3)

41 and ¢7) ;. Let us note that the transformation

and w_4 1 in terms of ¢
between these two pairs of forms is invertible. So, the form ¢ € J.’ MV (Dy)
can also be uniquely represented as a polynomial in ¢q 1, ¢_2 1, gp(fil, ©_6,2

and <p(_33171.

3 Invariant Fourier coefficients

As it was mentioned in Definition 2.4, a weak Jacobi form has a Fourier
expansion of the following type:

p(r.3)=>_ > aln,)q"¢.

leLY n=0

9



Let L be a lattice generated by a root system. Its Weyl group acts on
elements of L and LV. So, if any two vectors [; and Iy belong to the same
orbit under the action of the Weyl group, then any W (L)-invariant Jacobi
form satisfies a(n,l1) = a(n,lz). Consequently, each ¢"-coefficient can be
represented as a sum of W (L)-invariant polynomials in ¢!. For the lattice
Dy we introduce the following polynomials:

Qo =1 corresponding to the orbit of 0,

4
P = Z(Cj + Cj_l) corresponding to the orbits of 1 and — &1,
j=1
" 41 +1 41 41 : 1
P = Z ¢ 26 %G for the orbit of 5(61—|—62+63—|—64),
* {even number of +}
_ +1 41 41 41 . 1
Py = Z ¢y ¢y %¢5%¢, *  for the orbit of §(€1+€2+€3—€4),
{odd number of +}
P.s =P+ Py,
4 1 1
Qo = Z giﬂgjﬂ for the orbit of roots +¢e; £ e9,
1<i<j<4
Py = Z Ciilg“jil écl for the orbit of elements of the type +e1+eotes,
1<i<j<k<d
4
Q}l = Z Ciilcjilclflglﬂ for the orbit of elements of the type Z +e;,
1<i<j<k<lI<4 i=1
4
QZ = Z(CJZ + C;z) corresponding to the orbits of 2e; and — 2¢q,
j=1

Q4 = Qéll"'Q?b

1
P12 sum over the orbits of elements of the type 5(:|:361 tegtegtey),
4

1 1 1
§(j:61 +3e9 3t ey), §(i€1 +e9 +3e3tey), §(i€1 +eg +e3+ 3ey).

Remark 3.1. Following the tradition, () corresponds to the orbits of ele-
ments belonging to the lattice and P corresponds to the orbits of the weight
vectors. The subscripts of P and @) are equal to the length of each element
of the orbit. We use different subscripts for polynomials P, and Pa which
represent different orbits. This separation is correct because in the4general
case of the lattice D,, the dual lattice D,/ contains the vector %(61 +...4¢n)
of the length 7. The notations P3 and P% are similar. In the case of Q} and

Q7 this way to distinguish the orbits does not work, and we use superscripts
instead.

10



One can prove by direct computation the following representations of
generators of the algebra of weak W (Dy)-invariant Jacobi forms, using their
explicit construction from Theorem 2.1:

©o,1 =32Q0+P% +q-(...),

p21=24Q0 — P —Pi+q-(..),
p-a1=-2P1+P1+q- ()
w_41=Pf —P;+q-(...),
4 4
©_62 = —320Q + 112P; — 32Q2 + 4P +4Q4 +¢q - (...).
Also, it follows from the Example 2.6 that

= —Pi+ P +q ()
4

<P(_34)171:Pl_P%_+Q'(---)-

Remark 3.2. The polynomials Q% and P12 defined above are not contained
4

in ¢%-coefficients of W (Dy)-invariant Jacobi forms, but they appear below
in the construction of O(Dy)-invariant generators.

4 Construction of generators

We mark weak Jacobi forms for the lattice F4(2) (that is, O(D,)-invariant
forms) with the superscript Fy. However, to shorten notation we omit this
label for W (D,)-invariant Jacobi forms. The main result of the paper is the
following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. The ring of weak Jacobi forms of even index for the lattice
Fy, which are invariant under the action of the Weyl group W (Fy), has a
structure of a polynomial algebra over the ring of modular forms. Namely,
T (Fy) = JEW (Fy(2)) = Mfoh 0 105 o 0% 5, 08 5] = J20 (Dy).
Remark 4.1. A first idea of the proof is to construct the generators of
the algebra of weak W (F}))-invariant Jacobi forms as the averages of the
generators of Jy W (Dy) over the group W (Fy,)/W(Dy) ~ Ss5. However, a
straightforward computation proves that the average of the form ¢_4 1 is
identically equal to zero, and this is a stumbling block in the construction,
because this form is central in the case of the lattice D4. Nevertheless, we
construct generators of J, W (Fy) by use of generators of Ji W (D,), but this
construction is a little bit tricky than averaging over Ss.

11



The Weyl group W (Fy) is generated by reflections in +¢; & ¢;, +¢; and
%(:I:sl +egtegtey), while the Weyl group W (Dy) is generated by reflections
only in +¢; + ;. Suppose that we have constructed generators in the case
of the lattice Fy. Let us choose one representative of each type of vectors
+e; (this corresponds to the sign changes of any number of 3-coordinates),
%(ial + g9 £+ £3 + &4) with odd number of +, %(isl + g9 £+ e3 + &4) with
even number of +, and call reflections in them by f, g, h, respectively.
Because of W (Dy)-invariance of generators for Dy it is enough to check that
constructed generators for F) are invariant under these reflections.

Statement 1. The reflections f, g and h act on polynomials P, P; and
4

P as follows:

4

f: Pr—Pf, Pi—P, P+ P;
4 4 4 4

g: Pr—P, Pf—Pf PwP;
4 4 4 4

h: P, —P;, Pf—P, P~ P
4 4

4 4

Proof. Direct calculation. O

Statement 2. The reflections f, g and h act on Jacobi forms gp(Qil and
cp(_gd)ﬂl as follows:

2 3 3 2
i 80(4)1,1 = —SDL);,D 80(4)1,1 = _90(4)1,15

2 2 3 3 3
g: 90(4)1,1 = 90(4)1,1 + 80(4)1,1, SD(JL,l = _30(4)1,1§

2 2 3 2 3
h: soii,l > —so(,i,l, sogi,l = sogi,l + 909;,1-

Proof. Like in the previous statement, the proof amounts to a direct calcu-

2) ®3)

lation due to the explicit expressions of the Jacobi forms ¢ ; and ¢ | in

terms of ¥? and ¥ given in Example 2.6. U

4.1 Construction of gpf“u,g and gpf“&Q

As it was mentioned in Definition 2.3, the Weyl group W (Fy) is the semidi-
rect product of W(Dy) and S3. Realization of the involutions f, g and h as
transpositions in S3 defines the following matrix representation of Ss:

0 -1 1 1 -1 0
= w) el )G
Hence, by the Chevalley theorem over C (see e.g. [15, V, §5]), the subalgebra
2

of invariants of algebra of polynomials in ¢} ; and 8034,1 is freely generated

12



by two polynomials of degrees 2 and 3, respectively. These polynomials are
weak W (Fy)-invariant Jacobi forms golj‘*lz?) and golj‘*&Q automatically. Let us
find them.

The form gpf‘i2,3 is equal to

2 3 2 2 3 2 3 3
P(p®) 1, 0%) 1) = a(0®)1)® + 00 )20, + o)1 (08 )2 + () 1)?

with some complex coefficients, due to the weight and index considerations.
A direct calculation of S3 action shows that up to a constant factor there is
only one such invariant Jacobi form:

207, 5 = 20071102 + 3(%) %001 — 3021 (0% )2 — 20 ).

)

Using the fact that ¢_41 = cp(_QA)ﬂl (31 and w_41 = @

obtain

2
( A)t1 + QP( 1)117 we
8@15412,3 = 9@—4,1“’%4,1 - @34,1 = @—4,1(900%4,1 - ¢34,1)-

As for pF" 5.9, it can be written as

Q%) 1, 0% 1) = a(@®) )% + b 108 + (912

with complex coefficients. Again, a direct calculation proves that up to a
constant factor there is only one invariant form

o, = (@22 + 02108+ (%) )%

Using the fact that ¢_41 = cp(_%)l 1 cp( il and w_41 = <p(231 1+ <p(_33171, we get

F
dp”go = 3“)34,1 + @2—4,1-

4.2 Products of some invariant polynomials

For the further computations we need to find the ¢’-terms of all W (Dy)-
invariant forms of index 2. The ¢%-term of ¢—6,2 is known and the q"-terms of
generators of index 1 are linear combinations of Qg, P, PZ' and P, . Hence,

4 4
we need to calculate the pairwise products of these four polynomials, with
the exception that we do not need to know P - P;L and P; - P, separately,

4 4
only their sum P; - P1 is required. Obviously, the multiplication by Qg is
4

trivial. The other products are the following:

(PF)? =8Q0 +2Q2 + Q"
(Pr)* =8Q0+2Q2+ Q'
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where Qi’_ and Qi’Jr correspond to the summands with odd and even num-
ber of + signs, respectively,

PZPZ_:4P1+P3,
4

1
(P1)? = 8Qo +2Q2 + Q1
Py - Ps =4Ps + Pi2.
4 4 4
Using all these formulas we obtain all pairwise products of generators of

index 1 for Dy.

4.3 Construction of gof‘gQ

In the case of the lattice Fy the differential operator Hy acts on the Jacobi
F.
form (pk:lm = Z;L.O:(] Zl€F4 a(na l)anl by

K(ort,) = Z - <n - l)) a(n, 1)g"¢ + (2k — 4)Gapl™,
n=01€Fy

Let us apply the differential operator H_g to the constructed Jacobi form
golj4872. By use of the above pairwise products we obtain

P 2
Fy 3wyt s

Y82 =

7 1 :24Q0—4P1—4P%+6Q2—P3—P%+Q4—|—q-(...).

Hence, as one can calculate,

12H_g(¢" ) = 240Q0 — 28 Py —28P1 +24Q2— Py~ P12 —2Qu+q-(...) # 0,

and we may choose this form as gof %.9- Let us express this form in terms of
the generators of Ji ,LW(D4). As we know,

Jz—UéYg(DA:) = (p-6,2; P-2,10—4,1; P-2,1W_41)-

However, the form ¢_3 jw_4 1 is anti-invariant under the odd number of sign
changes of 3-coordinates. Thus,

ol =ap_c2+bp_ 219 4.
We know that
P62 = —320Q0 + 112P, —32Q2 + 4P3 +4Qj + ¢ (...);
po219-41 = (24Qo — P — Pa)(=2P1 + Ps) + ¢ (...) =

= —56P, 4 28Ps — 2P3 + P12 — Q) 4+ 2Q3.
4 4
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Therefore,

240Qg — 28P; — 28P1 +24Q9 — Py — P12 — 2Q4 =
1 4

a(—320Q0+112P; —32Q2+4P3+4Q}) —b(56 P; ~28P1+2P;— P2 +Q1—2Q7),

and a = —%, b= —1. As a result, we obtain

—480@%,2 =3p_62+dp_21p-41.

4.4 Construction of gof“m

Similar to the previous case, let us apply the differential operator H_g to
gof%g. We get

H—6(<P€%72) =

1
= = (1920@0 — 140P, — 140Ps +48Qs + Py + Pi2 +8Q4 +¢ - (.. .)) .
However, in this case

Jﬂ‘g(DO = (Bap® 415 Baw’ 4 1307 915 00,10-4,15 P0,10—4.1)-

The latter Jacobi form is not invariant under the odd number of sign changes
of 3-coordinates. So, it does not appear in the expression of H,6(g0€%72) as
a linear combination of Jacobi forms of weight —4 and index 2 for D4. Let
us calculate ¢*-term of other forms. By use of the pairwise products from
Section 4.2, we obtain

Eyw? ;1 = 16Qo — 8P +4Qs — 2P3 + QJ;
Eyp* 4, = 48Qo + 8P — 16Ps +12Q2 +2P3 — 4P + QL +4Q%
0251 = 600Qo — 40P; — 40Py + 6Q2 +2P3 + 2P12 + Qu;
p-11901 = 16Qo — 56P — 40Py +4Q2 + 2P — 2Pz + Q.

Suppose that H—6(<P€%72) = aE4w3471+bE4cp2_471 +c<p2_271 +dpo,19—4,1- Then

we get a system of linear equations, which has the unique solution a = 12

4
b:%,c:?),d:O. Hence,

15 3
H76(SD€%,2) = ZE4W%4’1 + ZE4SD%4’1 + 3902,2,1 =

5
= Z(3E4W34,1 + E4¢34,1 + 3@%2,1)-

By subtracting

5
H—G(‘Pf%z) - 5E4<P€48,2 = H—6(<P€%,2) - Z(3E4W34,1 + E4¢34,1)7
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we obtain that 0 # @2, € Ji”;lg/(le).

Let us prove now that ¢_o; is W(Fy)-invariant. By construction it is
invariant under the action of W(Dy) and any number of sign changes of 3-
coordinates. So, we only need to check invariance under reflections in roots
of type %(isl + e9 £ e3 £ £4). Because of invariance of @2_271 under this
transformations, the form ¢_s 1 is invariant or anti-invariant. However, the
q"-term of ¢_51 is equal to 24Qy — P — P%, and it is W (F}y)-invariant by
Statement 1. Therefore ¢_o 1 is W (F}y)-invariant.

4.5 Construction of gogfl

Finally, the form of weight 0 and index 1 can be obtained as
S00F,41 = 6H72(80€42,1) =48Q0 + P + P% +q-(...).

As we know, any Jacobi form of weight 0 and index 1 which is invariant
under any number of sign changes of 3-coordinates is a linear combination
of ¢o,1 and Eyp_41. Therefore, by comparing the coefficients we obtain the
representation

2@541 = 3p0,1 — E1p-41.

5 Algebraic independence and sufficiency of the
constructed Jacobi forms

Now let us prove that the constructed Jacobi forms for the lattice [y are
indeed generators of the algebra of weak W (F})-invariant Jacobi forms.

Lemma 5.1. Jacobi forms gpg‘i, gpf‘él, golj‘gQ, gpf‘§2 and golj‘*m?) are alge-

braically independent over the ring of modular forms.

Proof. Let us recall the expressions of these forms in terms of generators of
the algebra of weak W (D,)-invariant Jacobi forms:

2004 = 3001 — Eap_u 1,
F.
o1 = P2,
—4plh 5 = 3062 + dp_210-41,
F.
dp %0 = 3W34,1 + 802_4,1,

F 2 2
8p 993 = P41 y1 — ¥Z41)-

Suppose that these forms are algebraically dependent. Then

F4 F4 F4 F4 F4
U(%,u ¥Y_21,%_6,20 P82 80—12,3)
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for some polynomial U over the ring of modular forms. Consider its mono-
mials containing the maximal degree k of the form gpg - Their sum is equal
to

Fy\k F. F. F. F.
(800,41) U (80:1271a 90:%,2, %07%;72’ 807412,3)

for some polynomial U;. Now let us set ‘ng41 = %4,00,1 — %E4<p_471. Then the
polynomial U = 0 can be written as

k F. F. F F. k—1 F. F. F. F.
800,1U1(90742,1’ 80,%72, 90748,2’ 30:112,3) +¥0,1 U2(30f2,1a 907%,2’ 80,%;72, 907412,3) +e.
Considering this relation as relation for D4 we obtain that U; = 0. Hence,
U does not depend on <p§ %, because of maximality of k.

The same argument shows that U does not depend on 905%72, because the
Jacobi form ¢_g 2 does not appear in expression of other forms in terms of
generators for Dy. Then the same argument shows that U does not depend

F,
on ¢y .

Thus we need only to check that gplj %2 and gof ‘a3 are algebraically in-
dependent over the ring of modular forms. Suppose the contrary. Then
U (g013§72,30€41273) = 0. Consider the explicit formulas for these forms in
terms of ¢_41 and w_4 1, which were obtained in §4.1. Setting z4 = 0 we

get the non-trivial relation on gof)f’l 1 =$—41 for the lattice D3, because
24=0

W_4,1 = (. And this is a contradiction to Theorem 2.1. O
24=0

Lemma 5.2. Any weak W (Dy)-invariant Jacobi forms is a polynomial in

@541, cplj‘é 1 @f‘g 92 cplj‘g 5 and cplj‘*lz 3 over the ring of modular forms.

Proof. Consider an arbitrary Jacobi form @y, € Ji W (Fy). As we know,

this form can be expressed as a polynomial in generators of Jff ,;W(D4). Thus,
for some polynomial U over C

Ppm = U(E4, Eg, 00,1, P21, P41, P—6.2,W—4,1)-
Let us substitute into U the expressions

2004 + Esp_a1

©Yo,1 = 3 ;
@f%g —4p 21041
¥Y-6,2 = .
3
Then we obtain that ® ., equals
Z aaUa(SDf4,1,W7471)EZIEg2 (90541)”3 (9057%,1)”4(8012%72)”5,

a=(n1,n2,n3,n4,n5)
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where « is a multi-index, a, are complex numbers, U, is a polynomial in
¢—4,1 and w_4 1 over C. This representation is correct since gpf‘é 1= P_21.
By construction, each form

F. F. F.
By Eg* (001)"™ (975,)™ (975.2)"™

is invariant under the action of W(F}y). Hence, all U, are also invariant.
Then each of them is a polynomial in gplj“gz and gplj“u,:s, as it has been
noticed in §4.1. O

Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2 together complete the proof of Theorem 4.1.
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