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PARTITION EISENSTEIN SERIES AND SEMI-MODULAR FORMS
MATTHEW JUST AND ROBERT SCHNEIDER

ABSTRACT. We identify a class of “semi-modular” forms invariant on special subgroups
of GL3(Z), which includes classical modular forms together with complementary classes
of functions that are also nice in a specific sense. We define an Eisenstein-like series
summed over integer partitions, and use it to construct families of semi-modular forms.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

1.1. Semi-modular forms. In a landmark 2000 paper [3], Bloch and Okounkov intro-
duced an operator from statistical physics, the g-bracket, under the action of which certain
partition-theoretic g-series transform to quasi-modular forms, a class of functions that in-
cludes classical modular forms. This work was expanded on by Zagier [11] and subsequent
authors, e.g. [6, 8, 9, 10]. In recent work [4], Bringmann-Ono-Wagner produce examples
of modular forms, quantum modular forms, and harmonic Maass forms via relations to
classical Eisenstein series and properties of t-hooks from the theory of integer partitions,
again by applying the g-bracket.

These works display an intriguing theme: patterns and symmetries within the set P
of partitions, give rise to modularity properties. In this paper, we apply similar ideas to
answer a theoretical question we pose regarding the existence of classes of special functions:
we construct a class of Eisenstein series summed over partitions — and dependent on
symmetries within the set P — to produce first examples of what we call “semi-modular
forms”, which in short are functions of a complex variable enjoying one of the two canonical
invariances of modular forms, as well as a strong complementary invariance property.

Let us recall the canonical generators of the general linear group G Lo(Z), viz.

() o) v )

An important subgroup of GLy(Z) is the modular group PSLs(Z), which is well known
to be generated by the “translation” matrix T' together with the “inversion” matrix

S — (2 _01) € GLy(Z).

Functions on z € H (upper half-plane) invariant under (S, T) = PSLy(Z) up to a simple
multiplier in z are modular forms, a class of functions central to modern number theory.

Of course, the canonical generators T,U,V for GLy(Z) are not unique. Then given
that the matrices S, T induce modular forms, a natural question to ask is: can one find
examples of a “nice” complementary matrix R € G Ls(Z) such that

GLy(Z) = (R,S,T),

that come with “nice” complementary functions invariant on (R, S) and/or (R, T'), as well

as modular forms invariant on (S,7)? Such families of functions would be, in a sense,
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“half-modular” or semi-modular as we will denote them, in that they are invariant with
respect to two of the three generators R, S,T of GLy(Z), including at least one of the
generators of the modular group. Take for instance the following matrix R € GLy(Z):

(1) R;:<51$).

Even functions are the forms invariant under R, a very nice class of functions. In recent
work [5], the matrix R is found by Duncan-McGady to play a natural role in their theory
of half-integral weight modular forms defined on the double half-plane C\R.

Indeed, observing that one can rewrite the generators U,V of GLy(Z) as

U=RS, V =RS

then one can alternatively view GLo(Z) = (R, S,T), as desired. Note that the subgroup
(R,T) induces invariance in even periodic functions of period 1, e.g. the function

f(z) =cos(2mz), =z e€C,

is in this class. From this perspective, modular forms invariant on (S, T") and even periodic
functions of period 1 invariant on (R,T’) are members of the larger class of semi-modular
forms defined above, functions invariant on two out of three of the generators R, S, 7.}

1.2. Partition-theoretic Eisenstein series. Giving further consideration to the gener-
ators R, S, T of GLy(Z), one wonders about the other, more obscure-feeling sibling class
of functions invariant on (R, S) that should complete the family {(R,S),(R,T),(S,T)}
of “semi-modular forms”, complementing modular forms and even periodic functions of
period 1. This type of semi-modular family does not appear to be widely studied in the
literature; we seek explicit examples. Here we construct semi-modular forms invariant
under (R, S) to complete the family, by fusing classical Eisenstein series with ideas from
partition theory.

Recall for k > 2,7 € H, the weight k Eisenstein series (a double summation) which is
the prototype of an integer-weight holomorphic modular form invariant on PSLy(Z):

G(T) = Z (aT +b)7".
a,beZ
(a,b)#(0,0)

If the weight k& > 2 is odd, then Gy(7) = 0. Taking k — 2k, then for k£ > 1, the function
Gor - H — C satisfies the defining properties of a weight 2k modular form:

(i) Gor(—2) = 7" Gaoi(7) (weighted invariance under inversion matrix 5),

(ii) Gok(T + 1) = Gox(7) (invariance under translation matrix 7).

We mimic this classical function using ideas from partition theory, to construct semi-
modular partition-theoretic Eisenstein series invariant on (R, S). Now, for N > 1 one
immediately sees that the truncated Eisenstein series

(2) Z (az +b)~2*

la|<N,[b|<N
(a,0)#(0,0)

While modular forms are also semi-modular, we note that the identification of a third, complementary
generator of GL2(Z) such as R is implicit in our definition of semi-modularity.
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still respects (i) above, and is an even function of z ¢ R, an observation expanded on
significantly in [5]. Thus the double sum (2) is semi-modular with respect to (R, S); as
we remark explicitly below, this ad hoc example has a partition-theoretic interpretation.

Recall P is the set of integer partitions, including the empty partition (). As we detail
explicitly in Section 2.1 below, we define a Ferrers-Young lattice in the complex plane,
which is a four-fold symmetric version of the classical Ferrers-Young diagram? of an integer
partition A € P, with the vertices (dots) of the Ferrers diagram plotted according to a
natural rule (see Section 2.1) in the lattice (z,1) C C\R generated by the fundamental
pair z and 1, for fixed z € C, z € R.

Summing over points w = az + b € .% (A, z) consisting of vertices of the Ferrers-Young
lattice for partition A, for k € Z we define an auxiliary single-partition Eisenstein series

(3) fr(A, z) = i Z Wk = i Z (CLZ—}-b)_k,
)

weF (A2 az+beF (\,z)

with f(0,2) := 0. (The factor 1/4 compensates for the four-fold symmetry of .% (A, 2).)
As we show in Section 2.2, if £ = 0 then fy(A, z) = |A|, the size (sum of parts) of partition
A; thus fr (X, 2) generalizes |A|.

Remark. In this combinatorial setting, the truncated Fisenstein series (2) represents

Z (az+0)"% = 4 for (NN, 2) + 2+ 2% +27%) Z m~2k
la|<N,[b|<N 1<m<N
(a,b)#(0,0)

for z € R, where (N)N € P is the partition of size N* consisting of N copies of N; thus
1
for (NN, 2) ~ 1 [Gor(2) — (24 2% + 272)((2k)]

as N — oo for k > 1. We note the factor 2 + 2% + 2= s also invariant on (R, S).

Then analytic properties of fi(\, z) yield semi-modular behavior of the following finite
partition Fisenstein series summed over partitions of n > 1 for z ¢ R:

(4) gk(nv Z) = ka()‘vz)a
An
where “\ F n” means A is a partition of n, with gx(0, z) := 0. We note go(n, z) = n-p(n).
Theorem 1. Let k € Z,n > 0,z € R. If k is an odd integer then gi(n,z) = 0. For even
weights, gor(n, z) satisfies the following properties:
(i) gon(n, —1) = 2% goy(n, 2) (weighted invariance under S),

(11) gor(n, —2) = gar(n, 2) (invariance under R).

By Theorem 1, then, gx(n, 2) is semi-modular in z over (R, S); it will serve as a building
block for this class of semi-modular forms. In the next section we see that the identity (i)
above has the following combinatorial interpretation: taking z — —1/z produces partition
congugation in certain “dual” Ferrers-Young lattices.

ZFerrers diagrams use dots to illustrate partitions; Young diagrams use unit squares in identical
arrangements.
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Let us now consider the following two-variable generating function:

(5) G.(2) = 9(z,q) := ngnz

n>1

= filh 2)q

AeP
valid for z ¢ R, |q| < 1. Then % (z) inherits semi-modularity in z from its coefficients.

Corollary 2. Let k € Z,z ¢ R. If k is an odd integer then %.(z) = 0. For even weights,
“Gor(2) satisfies the following properties:

(i) Gor(—2) = 2%y (2) (weighted invariance under S),

(11) Gor(—2) = Gor(2) (invariance under R).

Again, the transformation z — —1/z appears in connection with partition conjugation.
As an infinite series, %(z) = % (z, q) appears as something of a close cousin to functions
in the realm of modular forms. For instance, the simplest case k=0 gives

2) = Y nep)g” = [[A=g™)™" ) on)g",
n>1 m>1 n>1

which connects to well-known identities writing sz(T) in terms of ) - o9 —1(n)g" when
q:=e*™7 7 € H (see e.g. [2]), linking %(2) = %(z,q) to the quasi-modular form Gs(7).
):

Remark. One wonders more generally if [],,,(1—¢™)%ax(2, q) is worthy of deeper study,
noting by (4) it represents the q-bracket of for (X, 2) in the sense of Bloch-Okounkov.

2. PROOFS OF THEOREM 1 AND COROLLARY 2

2.1. Ferrers-Young diagrams in the complex plane. Let A = (A, Ao, ..., \p), A\ >
Ay > ...\ > 1, denote a nonempty partition, with () € P denoting the empty partition;
we call the number of parts » > 0 the length of the partition. We write A - n to indicate
that \ is a partition of n, noting that () = 0. We recall the classical Ferrers-Young diagram
of a partition as well as partition conjugation (swapping rows and columns of the Ferrers-
Young diagram); see e.g. [1]. For instance, the partition A = (3,2,2,1) and its conjugate
X = (4,3, 1) have the following Ferrers-Young diagrams, respectively:

For any point z = z+iy € C\R we define a four-fold Ferrers- Young lattice representing
partition A, to be the set of points

(6) F(Nz)={az+b:1<|b| <rand 1< Jal < Ayt

where 7 is the length of A\. In words, plot the Ferrers-Young diagram on the vertices in
the corner of the first quadrant of the lattice (z, 1) such that the top edge of the diagram
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is parallel to the line tz, ¢t € R, the left-hand edge is parallel to the real number line, and
neither edge falls on its respective border; likewise, plot the diagram into the other three
quadrants with top and left edges still parallel to the line £z and real axis, respectively.
For an illustration, set z = 1 4+ 4 and take A = (3,2,2,1) as above. Then the Ferrers-
Young lattices .Z (A, z) (left) and .% (), 2) (right) are both illustrated, respectively, here:

1y 1y

-----

nnnnn

The single-partition Eisenstein series fx(\, z) defined in (3) is the sum over the vertices
w of the lattice .7 (), z). We note that conjugation looks like “skewed” rotation within the
lattice. Nice properties of fi.(A, z) resulting from symmetries between conjugate partitions
together with easy complex-analytic properties of Ferrers-Young lattices, will yield the
semi-modularity of gx(n, z) and %(z) in z € C\R.

2.2. Proofs. The main results follow almost immediately from the following lemma.

Lemma 3. For k € Z,z € C\R, the function fr(\, z) has the following properties:

(1) If k =0 then fi(X\, z) = |\| (thus fi represents a generalization of partition size).
(11) If k is odd then fi(\, z) = 0.
(11i) If k is even then fi(\, z) is an even function of z.

(iv) Moreover, we have

Z2kf2k()\, Z) = fgk (X, —%) .

Proof of Lemma 3. To establish these properties we start by writing the function f(\, 2)
as defined in (3) in the following way. Let

=1 S Y e

1<b<r 1<a< Ny

@, 2) :i S Y (@b,

1<b<r 1<a< )y

LYY ey

1<b<r 1<a<Np

A, Z Z —az +b)”

1<b<r 1<a<Np
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viz. the sums over the four individual quadrants of % (), z), so that
(1) felh2) = f;i”( )+ 7O 2) + fS’)(A, 9+ 70 2)
=1 Z Z [(az +0) " + (az = b) ™" + (—az = b) " + (—az + b)7"].
1<b<r 1<a<X

The claimed properties are easily deduced from the summands on the right-hand side of
this expression. If k£ = 0, then clearly

foh2) =3 > 1=
1<b<r 1<a<X,
which establishes (i). If k is odd, positive and negative summands cancel:
(az +b0) "+ (az —b) ™ — (az +b)™" — (az = b)F =0,
which gives (ii). If we replace z with —z, the summands become
(a(=2) +b)7 + (a(=2) = o)™ + (=a(=2) = b) ™ + (—a(—2) + )™,

which are identically the summands on the right side of (7), giving (iii).
To prove (iv), note that for even weights 2k # 0, one can write

for(A, 2) Z Z (az +b)7* + (az — b)7*"].
1<b<r 1<a<A,
Much as with classical Eisenstein series, factoring out (—z)~2* yields

for(\2) = (=) o Y0 Y [(0(=1/2) = a) 7 4 (b(=1/2) + a) 7))

1<b<r 1<a<\

NS [(al=1/2) + )7 + (a(~1/2) — b) )]

1<“<31§b§A
= 2% o (N, —1/2),

since interchanging coefficients a, b and order of summation in the second equality is equiv-

alent to summing over lattice .# ( , —1/z) for the conjugate partition A = (A, Ag, ..., Ay).
[

= (=)

l\DI}—t [\DI}—t

Remark. An interesting feature of this proof is the explicit interdependence of partition
conjugation X\ — X and complex variable inversion z — —1/z, yielding a duality between

F (N, 2) and F (X, —1/2).

Proof of Theorem 1. We note the finite double series gx(n, z) defined in (4) is valid for all
z ¢ R and all k. It is clear from Lemma 3 that since the f; all vanish if k£ is odd, then
gr(n, A) = 0 as well. It is also clear that the evenness of the fy; in the z-aspect yields
evenness of gop(n, z) in z. Observing that the partitions of n represent identically the
same set as the conjugate partitions of n, it follows from (4) together with Lemma 3 that

g2k(n7 _1/Z> = sz Z f%(xv Z) = Z% Z f%()‘v Z) = Z%g?k(nv Z)?

AFn AFn

which completes the proof of the theorem. O
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Proof of Corollary 2. Note from the geometric visualization of the Ferrers-Young lattice
in C, that for any A we have |1+ z| < |w| < |A| - |1 + 2| for every w € .# (A, z). Then for
n =1\, 2 & {-1,0}, when k > 0 we have that |f,(\,2)| < n|l + 2|7%, thus |gr(n, 2)| <
p(n)|1 + z|~* with p(n) the classical partition function (number of partitions of n).
Therefore, for k > 0 the convergence of ¥%(z,q) as defined in (5) follows from the well-
known convergence of the series
> n-p(n)g

n>1
for |g| < 1 (see [1]). By a similar argument, for k& < 0 let &’ := —k > 0; then we have that
|fe(X\, 2)| < ¥ HH1 + 2|, thus |gi(n, 2)| < n**'p(n)|1 + 2|¥ and convergence follows by
comparison with Y _, n¥*1p(n)¢" < oo for |¢| < 1.
By Theorem 1, that the g, vanish when & is odd yields the vanishing of %; and the
evenness of the gof, in the z-aspect induces evenness of % (z) as well.
Finally, for the functional equation in z, it suffices to note by Theorem 1 that

Gor(—1/2) = Zggk n,—1/2)¢" = 2* Zg% n, 2)q" = 2"y, (2).

n>1 n>1

3. FURTHER QUESTIONS

(Classical modular forms enjoy many nice interrelations, and structural properties such
as being finitely generated (see [7]), viz. any holomorphic integer-weight modular form
can be expressed as a combination of the classical Eisenstein series G4(7),Gg(7). Our
definition of semi-modular forms was algebraically inspired by ideas about generators of
G Ly (Z), without looking in this study for analogues of growth conditions, being finitely-
generated or other interesting properties of modular forms.

Then one wonders: Do the partition Eisenstein series form a basis for a suitably defined
space of functions? Are there further connections to modular forms theory, such as links
to quasi-modular forms or other generalized modular forms like Hilbert modular forms?
Finally, considering the uniquely combinatorial-analytic constructions in Section 2, might
other families of semi-modular forms exist that involve “complementary” transformation
matrices different from R above, arising from other types of naturally-occurring mathe-
matical structures — either within the set of partitions or from elsewhere in mathematics?
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