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Ly~NNE H. WALLING

Using the theory of modular forms and Hecke operators, we ob-
tain arithmetic relations on average representation numbers of positive
definite quadratic forms in an even number of variables.

1. Introduction. When looking for multiplicative relations satisfied
by representation numbers of quadratic forms, it is natural to study
the effect of the Hecke operators on theta series attached to quadratic
forms; in this paper we use such theta series to construct Hecke eigen-
forms and thereby obtain relations on weighted averages of represen-
tation numbers of quadratic forms.

When working over the rationals we obtain the relations

r(gen L, mm') = A'(m)r(gen L', m')

!
- > xl@ad'r (genL, 2—?)
al(m,m’)

a>1

where L is an even rank lattice equipped with a positive definite
quadratic form, r(gen L, n) is the average number of times the lattices
in the genus of L represent n, A'(m) is an easily computed constant,
xr 1S a quadratic character associated to L, and L’ is a particular
sublattice of L scaled by 1/m (see Theorem 3.9).

We assume herein that we are working with a totally positive quadra-
tic form Q on vector space V of even dimension 2k over a totally
real number field K; for a lattice L on V we define the theta series
attached to L to be the Hilbert modular form

Q(L, ‘L’) — Z eniTr(Q(x)r).

xeL

We observe that there is a family of lattices related to L which is
partitioned into “nuclear families” such that the Hecke operators es-
sentially permute the weighted averages of theta series attached to
lattices within a nuclear family. Analyzing these permutations allows
us to construct Hecke eigenforms, and analyzing the behavior of these
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eigenforms allows us to infer relations on the weighted averages of rep-
resentation numbers of lattices within a nuclear family (as described
above for K=Q).

Note that when the character associated to the lattice L is nontriv-
ial, the eigenforms we construct are only eigenforms for the subalgebra
of the Hecke algebra which is known to map theta series to linear com-
binations of theta series with the same weight, level, and character.

2. Definitions. Let K be a totally real number field of degree »
over Q; let @ denotes its ring of integers and 9 its different. Let
/" be an integral ideal, .# a fractional ideal, kK € Z,, and x,» a
numerical character modulo .7 ; we let

a b) (ﬁ F-1g-1

l"o(/V,f)={(c d 7 p ):ad—bceé’x,

ad——bc>>0}

and we let # (I'o(7", #), xr) denote the space of Hilbert modu-
lar forms of (uniform) weight k and character y, for the group
Lo(, F).

As defined in [8] (see also (2.21) of [4]), we have Hecke operators

I'(2): (Yo F)s Xw) = #(Lo(A s IP), Xr)
where % is a prime not dividing 2.#"; we also have operators
S@): M(To(A s F), Aw) = TS, FE), X1)

where & is any fractional ideal relatively prime to 2.#° (i.e. ord» @ -
orde 2.7 = 0 for all finite primes ). The collection of these oper-
ators 7(#) and S(€) generate a commutative algebra 9 which we
call the Hecke algebra. Since the mapping from ., (I'o(*", #), xr)
onto 4 (To(/, a.?), xr) defined by f f](a(;l 0) (where a > 0)
is an isomorphism which commutes with the operators of 7, we set

M X)) =D A(To( . F), 1)
7

where the sum runs over a complete set of strict ideal class repre-
sentatives .#, and we consider 7 as an algebra of operators on
MW, xw). (Notice that f](§9) = f](%9) whenever a > 0,
o' > 0 and af = o/ #.) We let F be the subalgebra of 7~ which
acts on each component space .#(/, xr); thus 9 is generated
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as a vector space by all operators of the form 7(4)---T(#)S( %)
where _# 1is a fractional ideal relatively prime to 27", the .#; are
integral ideals (not necessarily distinct) and a.# --- 4 72 = & for
some « > 0. As shown in Theorem 3.1 of [8], a Fp-eigenform
fes LoV, 7), xr) can be lifted to several linearly independent
T -eigenforms F € #4,(NV, Xr).

REMARK. The Hecke operators 7T(&%) defined here differ slightly
from those defined in [2] and in [7]; letting 77(%?) denote the latter
operator, we have (up to identification of isomorphic spaces via the

map [~ f1(59))
Ng)o(P)PT(P)S(#7!) = T'(P).

We also have S(#~!) = V(&%) where V(%) is the operator defined
in [2] and [7].

Let V be a quadratic space of dimension 2k over K with Q a
totally positive quadratic form and associated bilinear form B such
that B(x, x) = Q(x). For L alattice on V we define the theta series

attached to L by
G(L, ‘L') — Z em‘Tr(Q(x)r)

x€eL
where 7 € #" (and # denotes the complex upper half-plane). As
shown in [7] (see also [2]), (L, 7) is a modular form of (uniform)
weight k with quadratic character y; for the group

[Y(#(L),nL) = {4 €To(#(L),nL):detd = 1}

where nL, the norm of L, is the fractional ideal of & generated
by %Q(L), and #(L), the level or stufe of L, is the product of
(nL)~'(nL*)~! and perhaps some dyadic primes (see [7]). Here L*
denotes the dual of L; note that (L) is an integral ideal and x
is a quadratic character modulo .#(L). Also note that a nondyadic
prime & divides (L) if and only if L& is not modular (as defined
in [3]). (N.B.: the norm nL defined here is not the same as the norm
defined in [3].)

Let & be a prime not dividing 2%°(L); as shown in [7], when
L/ L is hyperbolic we can realize 6(L, 1)|T(%) as a linear combi-
nation of theta series attached to Z-sublattices of L, when L/#L
is not hyperbolic we can realize (L, t)|T(%)? as a linear combina-
tion of 6(ZL, 1) and theta series attached to #2-sublattices of L,
and 6(L, 1)|S(#) is a constant multiple of §(#L,1). (A sub-
lattice L' of L is a Z-sublattice of L if #L ¢ L' ¢ L and
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L'/?L is a maximal totally isotropic subspace of L/Z#L; a
P-sublattice L” of a Z-sublattice L' of L is a S2-sublattice of
L if dimL"/(L" N PL) = dimL'/®L.) Thus the subspace of
M. (F (L), xr) generated by forms whose components are theta series
is invariant under the action of the subalgebra 7L of . where
L is generated as an algebra by all operators S(.%), T(%?),
and by T(£) when L/ZL is hyperbolic. Thus the subspace of
M (To(F (L), n(L)), xr) S #4(TH(#(L),n(L), xr) spanned by
theta series is invariant under the subalgebra ;L =7 n%.

3. Constructing the eigenforms. From now on we set ¥/ = (L)
and we require that for all dyadic primes #, the localization Lg is
an even unimodular lattice. As remarked in [8], y; = 1 if and only
if L/ZL is hyperbolic for all primes & ¢ 2#°. The space L/#L
is hyperbolic if and only if (—1)kdiscLy» = n2e where n is some
nonzero element of K» and & € 45 such that ¢ is a square modulo
& (and disc Ly denotes the discriminant of L) ; since discLy =
discV (in &%) for all primes & and by 65:19 of [3] disc V is a
square at an infinite number of primes, L/ZL is hyperbolic for an
infinite number of primes & .

DEFINITION. A lattice K is in the family of L, denoted fam L, if
K is a lattice on V* for some a > 0, a relatively prime to 277, and
for every prime & there exist some ugp € &, such that K‘;;“ ~ Ly
(where ~ denotes isometry; here V* denotes the quadratic space V
scaled by o and K%» denotes the lattice K scaled by ug). We say
K € fam L is in the nuclear family of L, denoted fam™ L, if there
exists some u € #* such that K* is in the genus of L.

REMARK. In the case that y; = 1, the requirement that a be rela-
tively prime to 2/ is superfluous: For any S > 0, we can find some
a > 0 such that « is relatively prime to 2.#" and the Hilbert symbols
(a, (-1)kdisc V) and (B, (—1)kdiscV)s are equal at all primes
2 dividing 27 (see §63B of [3]). (Note that if & is nondyadic
then specifying the square class of f in @5 allows us to control
(B, (=DkdiscV)p; if & is dyadic then, by the Local Square The-
orem, taking # = o (mod4) we get f = aw? for some w &
1422 and hence (B, (=1)*¥disc V) = (o, (-1)k disc V)5 .) For &
a prime not dividing 2#°, disc V% = disc L&, and since y; =1, §3
of [7] shows that (—1)*disc L is a square. Thus for every prime %
we have (a, (—1)kdiscV)p = (B, (—1)k disc V)4, so by 66:5 of [3]
we have Ve~ VE,
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It was remarked in [8] that the number of isometry classes in fam L
is finite when y; = 1; we now prove

LeEmMMA 3.1. The number of nuclear families in fam L is 2" where
re’l.

Proof. As shown in [7], L is modular at all primes &% + 2.4, so it
follows from 92:1a of [3] that LZ;?" ~ Ly forall up € ¢ . In fact, for

P+ 2 and ugp € @ , we must have L;-,?” ~ L unless Ly has an odd
rank Jordan component and (#¥»|%) = —1 (see 92:2 of [3]). For £|2
and ugp € @, the norm group of Ly is equal to the norm group of
L;f (since Ly is even unimodular), so by 93:16 of [3], L;,? ~ L if
and only if V¢ = V&, and by §63 of [3], V.5 ~ V5 if and only if the
Hilbert symbol (ug, (~1)*discLyp)s = (4p, (1)K discVp)p = 1.
Consider & to be a “bad” prime for L if & {2 and L& has an
odd rank Jordan component, or if #|2 and there exists some Uy €

&% such that (um, (—1)FdiscLge)w = —1. Let &1, ..., d; denote
the “bad” primes for L. Thus there are at most 2! genera in fam L.
We associate to K € fam L the vector ((u; : @), ..., (u; : &;)) where

Kg{ =~ Lg and (+:&) is the Legendre symbol if € {2, and (x: @) is
the Hilbert symbol (x, (—1)¥ disc Lg)g if €|2; thus each genus within
fam L is associated to one such vector. We claim that these vectors
associated to the genera in fam L form a multiplicative subgroup of
{£1}. Since gen L is associated to (1, ..., 1) and each vector has
order 1 or 2, we only need to verify that the set is closed. Take
J, KefamL. Thus K ison V* where a > 0, « is relatively prime
to 27, and gen K is associated to the vector ((a: &y), ..., (a: &y)).
For any prime & { 24", we have Ky ~ K;,g’ ~ L, S0 V;ﬁ ~ V.
From §63 of [3], we see this means

1=(a, (-1)*discV)gp = (o, (—1)* disc L) .

Since Ly is modular and of even rank, discLy» = f2%¢ for some
B €Ky and ¢ € @5. If ordza is odd, then (—1)*¢ must be a
square, which implies that L/ L is hyperbolic (see §3 of [7]). Thus
we have a%, - - F.#2 = @ where the & are primes not dividing
27 such that L/#L (and hence J/&#J) is hyperbolic, and .# is
some fractional ideal. Let Jy = J, and let J; be a Z-sublattice
of Ji_;. Then .#J2? must be in fam L, and for any “bad” prime &,
(FJI)e = Jg . Thusif genJ is associated to the vector (uy, ..., ),
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the genus gen(#J) is associated to the vector (ui(a : &1), ...,
u(a : @;)). Thus the set of vectors associated to the genera within
fam L forms a subgroup of the group {£1}.

A genus gen K lies within fam™ L if and only if there is some
totally positive unit % such that gen K% = gen L ; thus each nuclear
family within fam L contains the same number of genera, which is
the number of distinct vectors in the set

U={(...,u:@)...):ueec*, u>0}.

So each nuclear family is associated to a unique coset of {+1}'/Uy,
and thus there are 2" nuclear families within fam L where r is some
nonnegative integer. o

REMARK. If K is a Z%-sublattice of L then & 'K € genL C
fam™ L since at all primes @ # & we have Ky = Ly = #Ls, and
Ko ~ PLsp by construction. (For a more detailed discussion of #-
and Z2-sublattices, see §6 of [7].)

Let L;,..., Ly represent the distinct nuclear families within
fam L, and define

1
O(fam*L;, 1) =Y —0(K, 1)
5 51K

where the sum is taken over a complete set of isometry class represen-
tations K € fam* L; and o(K) denotes the order of the orthogonal
group O(K) of K. Notice that

6(fam* L;, 7) € #4(To(#", N(L)), xr).
To help describe the action of F;r on #(fam* L;, 1), we first prove
LEMMA 3.2. Let & be a prime ideal such that # + 24,

and consider T(%) as a map from #(To(¥/,nl), xr) into
M (Lo, PnL), xp).

(1) If L/ L is hyperbolic then
6(fam™ L, 1)|T(P) = Nk/o(P)*/*(Nk/o(2)*~! + 1)6(fam™ K , 1)

where K is any P-sublattice of L.
(2) If L/ L is not hyperbolic then

6(fam* L, 1)|T(%?)
= Ni/o(P)F(Ngjo(P)*2 = Ngjo(#)F! + 1)8(fam* 2L, 1).
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Proof. The first assertion follows from Lemma 5.2 of [8] and the
observation that f(fam*™ L, t) = Y, 6(gen L*, 7) where the sum runs
over a finite set of totally positive units # (which represent the distinct
vectors in the set Uy defined in the proof of the preceding lemma).

To prove the second assertion, we let L', ..., L), represent the
distinct isometry classes in fam™ L; as remarked above, any #2-
sublattice L' of L lies in fam™#L. We set g;; =the number
of isometries g of ¥ which map L) to a &*-sublattice of L;.
Then we have that (1/0(L))gi;is the number of P2-sublattices of
L; which are isometric to #L}, (1/0(L}))g;; is the number of P2
sublattices of L’ which are isometric to #L;, and by Proposition 7.3
of [7],

1 1
= N(P)kN(P)k2... N(@)UN(P)F + 1) (N(P)? +1).

Now Proposition 6.1 and Theorem 7.4 of [7] yield the desired re-

sult. O

Let gens 7L be the commutative monoid consisting of all (finite)
products of the operators

{T(£): L/2L is hyperbolic}
U{T(#?* : L/2L is not hyperbolic} U {S(.#)}
where it is understood that Zis a prime ideal, & t 2/, and .~
is a fractional ideal relatively prime to 2.#°. Then as vector spaces,

JL is generated by gensg L and ;L is generated by gens L =
FpNgens. I L. Now we prove

LEMMA 3.3. Let T € gens.F;L. Then
0(fam™ L;, 7)|T = Ar6(fam™ L, (), 1)

where At is nonzero and dependent only on T, and or is a permuta-
tion of {1,...,2"}. Furthermore, 6% =1 and or has a fixed point
only if or = 1, the set {or : T € gensJ,L} forms a commutative
group of order 2" which acts transitively on {1, ...,2"}.

Proof. Let @y, ..., &, be the “bad” primes for L as in the proof
of Lemma 3.1, and associate as before each genus within fam L with
a unique element of {*1}’, and each nuclear family within fam L
with a unique element of the quotient group {+1}!/U;.
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Take T € gens.,r. Thus
T=T(R)  T(P)T(PL,) - T(PL)S(F)

where the % are primes (not necessarily distinct) such that L/%;L
is hyperbolic for 1 < i < [/ and not hyperbolic for i > /, and
aP - PPL, - P FP =& forsome a > 0. Let K = Kjis C
- C Ky ¢ Ky = L be lattices such that K; is a Z-sublattice of
K;y for 1 <i</,and K; is a P?*-sublattice of K;_; for i > /.
Then repeated use of the preceding lemma and Proposition 6.1 of
[7] shows that §(fam™ L, 1)|T = Arf(fam™ _#K*, 1) (where 4 # 0
depends only on T); the techniques used in Lemma 3.1 show that
fam™ 7K is associated to the coset (... , (a|&}), ...)Ur . Similarly,
if fam* L; is associated to (... , &;, ...)Ur then O(fam™ L;, 7)|T =
Ar0(fam*L;, 1) where fam™L; is associated to (...,&;(a|@}),...)UL.
Hence we may associate to 7 a permutation oy of {1,...,2"}
where a% =1 and or has a fixed point only when o7 = 1. Clearly
{or:Te€ gens%L} is an abelian group of order 2’ ; that this group
is transitive follows from Lemma 3.2 and the proof of Lemma 3.1. O
This shows us that for T € gens.7;~ we have

Z a;0(fam* L;, 7)|T = Ar Z a;0(fam™* Lo (iy> 7)
= ZaaT(i)G(fam+ L;, ‘t')
(since 0% = 1) so to find the eigenspaces of J;= on
@ (0(fam+ Li ’ T))
i
we merely need to find the eigenspaces of {o7:.7 € gens?oL} acting
on C¥ by (a1, a,...) — (@,(1)> 45,(2)5 ---)- Since 0} = 1 and
{or : T € gensJyL} is transitive, a vector (a;, a, ...) is an eigen-
vector for {or : 7 € gensJ;F} only if there is some a € C such that
a; = xa for each i. Clearly (1,1,...,1) is an eigenvector; this
corresponds to §(fam L, t) = Y_; 0(fam™ L;, 1), which was shown to
be a %L-eigenform in [8] in the case that y; = 1.
LEMMA 3.4. For 1 <i<vr, let p;; be the permutation
pil= (1222 =1)(32=2).-- (271 2i-1 4 1)
and for 1 < j < 2", define p;; inductively by
Pij = (Zl +a; 2i+a2) (2l +a;_ 25+a1)
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where p;j—1 = (ay a2)---(aj-; a;). Set

2r—i

o; = Hpij-
j=1

Then up to a reordering of fam™* L, ..., fam* L,-, the permutations
01, ..., 0r generate {or:J € gensJ,L}.

Proof. Clearly the o, commute, aiz =1l,andfor ij <i)<---<i,
we have

i+ 0,0 (1) # 1.

Hence if we demonstrate that o;,...,0, € {o7: T € gens%L} then
it must be the case that these g; generate {g7 : T € gens %L} .

We begin by choosing a1 # 1 and then ordering the nuclear fami-
lies within fam L such that ar = (12)(34)---(2"~12") = g . Next,
using the transitivity of the group {07 : T € gens %L} , we choose o7,
such that or,(1) = 4. Now, o707, = or,0r, 50 or(2) = 3. Thus
or, = (1 4)(2 3)x. Next we observe that o7,(5) # 6 else o707, is
a nontrivial permutation with a fixed point; thus we can reorder the
nuclear families such that o7,(5) = 8. Notice that we can choose
this reordering to preserve the equality or, = 0. Since we have
or0r, = 07,01, , W€ get

o7, = (1 4)(2 3)(5 8)(6 7) *.

Reasoning as above, or,(9) # 10, thus a reordering of {fam™ L;}
gives us

or, = (1 4)(2 3)(5 8)(6 7)(9 12)(10 11)

and we still have or, = 1. Continuing this process of reordering
{fam™ L;} gives us o7, = 0; and o7, = 0.

Now we choose or, such that aTs(l) = §; the subgroup (UTl » OT, 5
UT3> is commutative and has no nontrivial elements with fixed points,
so arguing as before we can reorder the nuclear families {fam™ L;}
so that or, = 03, 01, = 02, and o1, = 0]. Continuing this process,
we find o7, ...,0r € {o7 : T € gens.;"} and a reordering of the
nuclear families {fam™* L;} such that o1 =0y, ... , 0T =0]. O

This shows that the J;--eigenforms of the form ¥, a;6(fam™ L;, 1)
correspond to the vectors (..., a;,...) which are eigenforms for
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{o1, ..., 0,}. Now we show

LEMMA 3.5. Let gy, ..., 0, beasinLemma 3.4. Fori=1,...,r,
let vi = (vj1,...,V;y) Where v;j = (—1)% with a € Z such that
a-2"'<j<(a+1)-2"'. Then vy, ..., v, generate an abelian group

of order 2" under componentwise multiplication, and every element in
this group is an eigenvector for {or : T € gens %L} (where the permu-
tation ¢ maps the vector (a; , az, ...) € (C¥)? to (Ag(1)» Ag(2)s ---)) -
Furthermore, if v and v' are distinct elements of this group, then v and
v have distinct eigenvalues for some ar .

Proof. Notice that the entries of the vector v; occur in blocks of
2i-1 5o
Vi if j<i,
7(%i) = { v, ifj> i
For 1<j<rand v=v, v, with i} <. <, take [ <5 such
that j >, and j < i, if /+1<s;then
v if /is even,
73 (V) = { v if [ is odd.
Since a(w') = g(v)a(v'), two vectors v and v/ have the same eigen-
values for all the o; if and only if v=V'. O

REMARK. For any vectors v = (aj, ay, ...) in this group (v, ...,
v;) we have } ;a, =0 unless v=(1,1,...,1). To see this, write
V=V v where i; < --- < Iy, and observe that for i < i; and
j=1! (mod2i~1), we have

vy ifi<igorj=/(mod29),
vii = { —v; if i=1i;and j # [ (mod2k).
Thus a; =a; if j =1 (mod2%), and aj = —a; if j =1 (mod2i~1)
but j £/ (mod2%).

Let v,y1, ..., vy denote the other vectors in the group generated
by vy, ...V,, and write v; = (v, ..., ;). With the nuclear families
of fam L ordered as in Lemma 3.4, set

Ei(1) =) vf(fam* L;, 7).
J

Then we have

THEOREM 3.6. Those E;(1) which are nonzero are linearly indepen-
dent TE-eigenforms. We also have

@D (6(fam™* L;, 7)) = @ (Ei(2)),

i i
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so the number of forms 0(fam* Ly, 1), ..., 6(fam™ L,-, 1) which are
linearly independent is equal to the number of E;(t) which are nonzero,
here 2" is the number of nuclear families within fam L.

Proof. Lemmas 3.3 and 3.5 show that for T € gens 7%,
ATE,; if ) =v;,
Ei(7)|T = { TEi(7) 1 or(vi) =V, .
—ArEi(t) if o7 (vi) = —v;;

since v; and v, have the same eigenvalues for o, ..., o, only when
[ = j, the nonzero E;(7) must be linearly independent.

To finish proving the theorem, it suffices to show that the matrix
A = (v;;) is nonsingular. Now, the i, j-entry of AA4’ is the dot
product of v; with v;, but this is just the sum of the entries of the
vector v;v;. As remarked above, the sum of the entries of any vector
v in the group generated by vy, ...,v, isOif v#(1,1,...,1); thus
AA' =27 . T where I denotes the 2" x 2" identity matrix. O

Next we use Theorem 3.1 of [8] to lift the J,l-eigenforms E;(7)
to 7 L-eigenforms E;(1) € #.(/, x) where x is a Hecke character
“extending Y7 Yoo ” With Xoo(@) = sgn(de)* for an adele & € K, .
(Thus yx is a Hecke character such that the finite part of its conductor
divides the conductor of x;, x(d,) = xr(a) when a4, , the .#'-part
of the adele 4, is a unit at all primes dividing .#* and a € KX such
that A =a (mod.?"); cf. [8] or [4]. Note that for u e &>,

xr(u)8(fam* L, 1)

= f(fam™ L, 1) 0
so xr(u) = sgn(u)* as required in [8].) The lift of E;(t) involves
theta series attached to lattices in the “extended family” of L, which
is defined as follows.

<u‘1 2) = sgn(u)*0(fam™ L, 1)

DEFINITION. A lattice K is connected to L by a prime-sublattice
chain if there exist lattices Ko = L, K;, ..., K; such that K; is
a - or a P?-sublattice of K;_; (depending on whether L/ L is
hyperbolic) and K = #K® for some fractional ideal .¥ and some
a > 0. Here it is understood that &, ..., % are prime ideals (not
necessarily distinct) which do not divide 247, and .¥ and a& are
relatively prime to 2./ ; also, we take K; to be a Z-sublattice of
K;_y if L/ L is hyperbolic, and we take K, to be a Z??-sublattice
of K;_; otherwise. If K is connected by a prime-sublattice chain to
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a lattice in fam L then we say K is in the extended family of L,
denoted xfam L.

We can lift any E;(7) regardless of whether E;(7) is nonzero (al-
though if E;(1) =0 then the lift of E;(t) is also zero). Theorem 3.1
of [8] shows us that each nonzero J;t-eigenform E;(t) can be lifted
to ¢;i' linearly independent 7 L-eigenforms E;(r) where 4’ is the
class number of K/Q and c¢; is the cardinality of

{[€]:@ = a2, ---2.7? with a > 0 and L/, L hyperbolic} ;

here [€] denotes the complex of the strict ideal class of &, and it
is understood that .# is a fractional ideal relatively prime to 2./".
Thus if y; = 1, each nonzero E;(7) can be lifted to 4 linearly 7 -
eigenforms where 4 is the strict class number of K/Q. Furthermore,
an examination of this lift gives us

COROLLARY 3.7. Foreach i =1, ...,2", each component of E,-(r)
is a linear combination of theta series attached to lattices in xfam L,
and

Ei ()| T(P) = 6:(P)(Ngo(#) ™ + 1)E(x)

where 5,(95) = +1 so that O'T(ga)(vi) = 51'(!@)“' .

_To obtain nice relations on the “Fourier coefficients”of the lifts
E;(1), we follow [4] and define the “Fourier coefficients” associated to
an integral ideal .# by

8;(@) = au(&)Ngjo(S) ™2

where & > 0, ¢&77'i = #, and the form Y, a,({)e?™ 70 ¢
My (Lo(#, A), x1) is a component of Ei(t). Thus for & € /L,
¢>0,and .# =¢&(nL)~! we have

a;(#) = Ngjo(mL)™ 2 v r(fam* L;, &)
J
where r(fam* L, &) = Y, (1/o(L))r(L', &) with the sum running
over isometry class representatives L' € fam™ L, and where we take
nL to be one of the strict ideal class representatives used to define
(N, xL) = By 4 To(, I), xr). Since E;(t) is an eigenform
we have

K(M)al'") = Z X*( )N o2 ) ay (it o7 =2)
MM CA
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where T(.#) e 9L and k() is some constant such that E;(7)|T(#)
= k(#)E;(1) (see (2.23) of [4]). These relations and a scrutiny of the
lift will yield relations on the numbers r(fam™ L, &) ; as a step toward
that goal we prove

LEMMA 3.8. For a prime % + 24", define
1 if L/ZL is hyperbolic,
—1 otherwise;

eL(P) = {

and define
er(@) = [] er(#)%.
P\A

Then for any a € @ such that a is relatively prime to /', yr(a) =
sgn(a)<er(a@). Moreover, if we let 7, ..., % be strict ideal class
representatives such that

Ei(tv) € 4, x) S @D #(To(#, AnL), 1)
n

(where y is a Hecke character “extending xpjy..”—see the discussion
Jollowing Lemma 3.6), then for # = EmL)~', with ¢ enL, &> 0,
A relatively prime to 2.0 and /|4 ,

a,(/ 2l) = 7 ( )eL (4 ) Nijo(mL)™*/2. Y " r(fam* w/ L, 2¢)
J

where x*(&/) = y(a) for an adele a such that aza = 1 for all primes
P with ordee & =0 and a@ = .

Proof. Letting (¢%) € I'o(#", nL) such that ad — bc = 1, we see
that the restrictions on d in the transformation formula (2) of [7]
are unnecessary, but one needs to replace N(d)~"™/2 by d—™/2. Then
the arguments used to prove Theorem 3.7 of [7] show that y;(a) =
sgn(a)ker (a) for any a € & with (a@, /) =1.

Now, take u and a € K* such that &/ =a.%, and a > 0. Then
from the construction of E;(t) we find that

a,(/ 2 M) = 7" (A) Nk ()"
> vgr(fam® £ Lj, 2a7%) - Ngjo(n(F,L)) /2
J
= 7" (A)er(F) Nijo(mL) ™ 2> v x(fam™ a s, L, 28).
J
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Since yx; is quadratic, we have
1 )eL(&) =7 (Aer(A)xL(a)er(al) = 1 (F)eL(A) »
and so the lemma follows. O

For a prime ideal & + 2.#° we now define
MP) = Ngjo( P (Ngjo(#)Y"1 + 1) when er(#) =1,
and
A(P?) = Ngjo(P)*(Ng o(P) 2
— Ngjo(#)¥~1 +1) when e, (#) = -1.
We inductively define A(#) where T(#) € I L by defining

min{a, b}

)],(,@a),{(,_@b) — Z NK/Q(QZ’)C(Z"“”A(?“”":"C)
c=0

and A(A)A(A') = A(##') whenever # and .#' are relatively prime.

THEOREM 3.9. Take E €nL, £ > 0. Write E(nL)™! = . 4#' where
M and &' are integral ideals and T(#) € T*. Then

r(fam* L, 2¢) = A(#)Ng/o(#) 7%/ *r(fam* L', 2¢)

- Y en()Nyjp( )< 'r(fam* 7 L, 2¢)

MM A
A #G

where nL' = #nL and L' is connected to L by a prime-sublattice
chain. In the case that K = Q, we can scale L to assume nL = Z;
then for m, m' € Z such that T(m) € 7L we have

—k/2

r(gen™ L, 2mm') = A(m)m~"/“r(gen L', 2m’)

!
- Y xl@a (genL, Z'Z—zm)

al(m,m’)
a>1

where L' € gen L with gen L' determined by m.

Proof. Take & € nL, ¢ > 0, and write ¢(nL)~! = 44" with
T(#)e T (ie. # is relatively prime to 2/ and ordg .# is even
whenever ¢7(#) = —1 for & + 2#7). To lift E;(1), we may as well
assume that .#nL is one of the strict ideal class representatives used
to define . (#, x); then we observe that

Ei(1)|T(#)*S(#~") = Ngjo( M) A M) E;(7)
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so we can fix a square root of 7*(#) and define the .#nL-component
of E;(7) to be

VIONo @I o

MA)
= \/Z" (M) Ng)o(A)I* > v;6(L;, T
J

where nL} =.#-nL and L} is connected to L; by a prime-sublattice
chain. (Notice that if .# = _#? then we can interpret

\/7*(wfi’)NK/Q(///)k/2 Y i b(L, T
J

as &1 ()Y (S )Nk o(F)* > vijf(FL;, 1) since FL; € fam* L in
this case.) Then

E(0)\T(#) =

AMA) 5

= Ei(7).
VX (M) N oA )2
Since A" =EM~ 1(nL) I we have

a;(#') = \/7"(#) Ny o (M )*/ Z'v, r(fam* L, 2¢)

- Njo(#) </ NK/Q(nL)k/ 2

$O
Ki(A)a; (A"
= (M) Nio(# ) *2Ng;o(mL)™ /2 Y " v;jr(fam* L), 2¢)
(where E;(7)|T(#) = k;(#)E;i(1)). Thereforé we have
a,(AM") = Ki(A )a;(A')
- Y X)) Nk ) a2

MM
A 4O

which, together with Corollary 3.7 and Lemma 3.8, give us
Z U,‘jl‘(fam+ Lj s Zf)
j
= }.(%)NK/Q(%)—](/Z Z v,-jr(fam+ L; N 26)
J
- > er()Ngjp(es Zv,,r fam* &/ L, 2¢).

MM
A AE

Summing on i and normalizing yields the desired result. O
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4. Linear independence of theta series when K = Q, y; = 1, and
rank L > 2. Suppose now that K = Q, . = 1, and rankL = 2k
with k£ > 1. Since the object of this section is to show that the E;(7)
constructed in §3 are nonzero (and thus by Theorem 3.6 the forms
{6(fam™ L;, 7)} are linearly independent), we may assume that the
lattice L has been scaled so that nL = Z. Let ¢, ..., q; denote the
“bad” primes for L (as defined in the proof of Lemma 3.1). Since L
is even unimodular when localized at 2, an analysis of the Hilbert sym-
bol (x, (—1)kdisc L), shows that 2 is not a “bad” prime for L. Fur-
thermore, since y; = 1, there are 2! nuclear families within fam L.
(Using the Chinese Remainder Theorem we can realize each vector
in {£1}! as ((a : q1),...,(a : q)) where a = p;---ps with the
p; primes (not necessarily distinct) and p; + 2#°. Since L/p;L is
hyperbolic, K'/? € fam L where K = K, Ky = L, and K, is a p;-
sublattice of K;_;. Then fam* K!/2 = gen K1/ is associated to the
vector ((a:¢qy),...,(a:q:)).) Forany prime p the localized lattice
L, has the Jordan decomposition

Ly~JyL---L1J;
letting e; = ord, nJ; and m; =rank J; =dim J; ® Q, for 4 > 0 with
ord, b = e we define
e<e
Notice that rank,(b, L) depends on fam L, p and b; since famL
is fixed, we simply write rank,(b) for rank,(b, L).

LEMMA 4.1. Fix a prime q and suppose L' € fam L such that for
all primes p we have L) ~ L, except when p =q. (Thus q must be
a “bad” prime for L.) Then

f(fam* L, 1) — 8(fam* L', 1)
_ _ a —_a)k
= 2mass L Z H(b,L) (bt —a)

b>0, (a,b)=1
rank, b odd

and
6(fam* L, 7) + O(fam* L', 1)

=2massL- |1+ Z H(%,L) (bt —a)™*

b>0,(a,b)=1
rankq b even
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where
H(%, L) = if(dise) ' P2pk 3 emianew
xEL/BL

_ 1 . . .
and mass L =3 ey 5oy 1S an invariant for fam L.

Proof. First we verify that massL is an invariant of fam L.
From our construction we know that the zero-Fourier coefficient of
f(fam* L, 1) is mass L; from the definition of Hecke operators we
know that the zero-Fourier coefficient of 6(fam™ L, 7)|7(p) must be
(p¥~1 4+ 1) times the zero-Fourier coefficient of §(fam™ L, 7). Using
Lemma 3.2 and identifying isomorphic spaces of modular forms via

the map
1 0
fol(O b))

we see that for p a prime such that y;(p) =1 we have
O(fam* L, 7)|T(p) = (p*~! + 1)0(fam* K1/7 1)

where K is a p-sublattice of L and hence K!/? € fam L. Since the
zero-Fourier coefficient of §(fam™* K!/?, 1) is massK!/?, we have
that mass L = mass K!/7 . Now, as discussed at the beginning of this
section, any nuclear family fam™ L' C fam L has a representative of
the form (K;)!/¢ where a = p;---ps; with p;, ..., ps primes (not
necessarily distinct) such that y;(p;) =1 and Ko =L, Ky, ..., K;
are lattices with K; a p;-sublattice of K;_;; thus it follows that
mass L' = mass L. for any L' € fam L.
From equation (82) of [5] we have

6(fam™ L, 7) = mass L {1 + ZH (%, L) (bt — a)k}
a,b

where the sum is over all integers a and b with b >0 and (a, b) =1,
and
a — ik —1/2p—k a
H(b , L) = i*(discL)" 207k Y e(bQ(x))
xeL/bL
(here we write e(a) for €™®). Using the results of §3 of [7] we have

S e(fom) = @ ] ( > e(%@x)))

x€L/bL pprime \xep “bL/bL
01 b'

where b = b'b"” with (b, b")=1=(b", N). Fix a prime p|b’ and let
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e = ord, b; by assumption p # 2 (since L is even and unimodular
when localized at 2 and so 2 + N; see §3 of [7]) and hence we can

write
Ly~JyL---1J

where rankJ; = m; and J; ~ p%(1, ..., 1, &) with & € Z; and
es; < e;,1. Since we are assuming Z = nL we have e; = 0. We know
L/p°L ~ L,/p°L, (where the isomorphism 1s as Z/p®Z-modules),
and if x € L and x' € L, such that x — x' € p°L,, then

Q(x) = Q(x") (modp°Z).

Thus, choosing u € 2Z such that u = p¢/b (modp¢), the techniques
of §3 of [7] give us

> (o)

xep~*bL/bL

=11 Yo e(uaptT(di + -+ dy _y +eidy,))

s=11d,,..,d, eZ/pr

2kerm(e —e)/ (%,L,p)

e <e

where

a

Cs (—b_ s L> p)

1 if 2|(e —ey),

={ ((=1)"=3/2)p) if 2 t (e — e;) but 2|my,

(=1)m/2laggp)p= 12 Y yeq ppe(ud?®) if 2 1 (e — e5)m;
(Recall that e; = 0 since nL =Z,so e > e;.) For L' € fam L such
that L, ~ L} with u € Z;, we see that ¢(§,L',p) = (u|p)cs(%, L, p)
if es <e and 2 ¢ (e)ms, and ¢5($, L', p) = ¢(§, L, p) otherwise.
Since (u|p) = —1 only when p = g, the lemma now follows. O

Now we can prove

LEMMA 4.2. Foreach i=1,...,2" we have
t ! a -k
E, (1) =massL- H ~1)%) +2 ZH<E’L) (bt —a)
j=1 a,b

where the sum runs over all integers a, b with b > 0, (a,b) = 1
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and for each j, 6;; is chosen to be 0 or 1 such that rankqj b =4
(mod 2). Also, ]'Ij~=1(1 +(=1)%) = 0 unless E;(t) = (famL, 7).

Proof. Choose Ty, ..., T; € gens.I L such that §(fam* L, 7)|T; =
/1T f(fam™ L', 7) for some L' € fam L with L, ~ Lj except when
s = j. Then we can arrange the nuclear families w1th1n fam L such
that g; =07, 1 <j<t, where o; is as defined in Lemma 3.4. Let

o { 0 ifO'j(V,‘) =V;,

YL ifo(vy) = -
(where v; is defined in Lemma 3.5 and E;( 'c)=25-=1 v;;0(fam*L;, 1)).
Then the argument used to prove Lemma 4.1 now gives us

Ei(7)

mass L
21 1

=1+ (=1 +23 3 H(Z, )(b‘c—a)

j=1 rankql b=6, (2)
:(1+(_1)5,,)(1+(_1)5,-,_1)

2!—-2

+4)° > H(%,LJ-) (bt —a)7*
j=1 rankqI b=é, (2)
ranqu b=é, (2)

t

=T+ vy +20 % H(%,Ll)(br—a)“k. O
Jj=1 rankq} b=4, (2)
(1<)

Finally we have

THEOREM 4.3. Foreach i=1,..., 2", the form E;(t) is nonzero,
and hence the set {0(fam™ L, 1), ..., 6(fam* Ly, 7)} is linearly in-
dependent.

Proof. If E;(1) = 6(fam L, 7) then the zero-Fourier coefficient of
E;(7) is nonzero. So suppose E;(7) # 6(fam L, 7); we will show that
the first Fourier coefficient of E;(7), a;(1), is nonzero. As before, let
g1, ..., q; denote the “bad” primes for L and set Q = qf" e qf i
where the J;; are as defined in the preceding proof. From the
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preceding lemma we have
(2'mass L)~ E;(1)

Z Z H(%,L) (bt —a)*

b>1 acl
rankq bEJu 2) \(a,b)=1

ZH(%, ) Yo (alQ)) (bt—a+bm)*

ac(Z/bZ)* meZ

. (1)~ 12k (k)
§H(b,) > (@o=

ac(Z/bZ)*

o0
x Z mk—lezmm(t—a/b)

m=1

k IZkC
- o (5.1)
X Z (i(__alQ)mk—le27zima/b62nimt) )

a€(Z/bZ)* \m=1
(Here { denotes the Riemann-zeta function, and Bj is the kth Ber-
noulli number.) Now, take é € Z such that
0 ifptb,
ord,0={ 1 if ord,Q =1,
2 otherwise;
then for b > 1 with rank; b = J;; (mod2), we have
Z (_a|Q)62nima/b

a€(Z/bZ)*

— Z (_alé)eZnima/b

ordqa ~
q> Z (a!q)ordq QeZnima/q"

a€Z/q’Z

ordq é
)

x ( E (Clq)ordqaezmmc/q” Z e27'tt'md/q"l)

cEZ/qZL deZ/q*"'Z
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where it is understood that in the above product ¢ is a prime dividing
b. Unless g~ !|m, the above sum over d is zero; also, the sum over
c is —1 if g + m and ord, Q is even. Thus in the Fourier expansion
of E;(1), the coefficient for €277 is

(=1)*"2k{(k)

By,
> (enr (Qi L) ¥ (-algerer
neZ ,(n,Q)=1 ag(Z/nZ)*
n square-free
1)k-1 .
— ( 1) klzgkC( ) H< @_ q (clq)eanc/q
Q" By a0 1 ceZ/qz
Yo nFu(n)(nlQ)
n€Z,_, (n,Q)=1
n square-free
Note that ((—1)k~12k{(k)/Q¥By)H (L, L) # 0. We know that

Z (Clq)ehic/q

c€Z/qZ

=4

thus to show that the coefficient of €27i* is nonzero, we only need to
show that the last sum in the above expression is nonzero. We have

S nhumm@ =1+ > n*x(n)(nlQ)

nez_,(n,Q)=1 n>1
n square-free n square-free

and

<Zn‘2<1 0

n>1

Y nFxi(n)(n|Q)

n>1

5. Concluding remarks. Since the techniques used in this paper are
in some ways rather general, one can imagine there are many exten-
sions of the results presented here. First let us note that equation (82)
of [5] (which we used in §4 to show E;(7) # 0 in the case that K=Q,
xr =1 and k > 1) is extended in [6] to allow K # Q; however, in [6]
Siegel only concerns himself with free lattices. Thus the techniques of
§4 can be used to show that the E;(t) are all nonzero in the case that



200 LYNNE H. WALLING

the strict class number of K is 1; this author suspects that Siegel’s
results hold regardless of the strict class number of K, and thus in
general all the E;(t) are nonzero. Next, let us observe that Theorem
5.2.5 of [1] implies that the results of §3 can be extended to Siegel
modular forms when K = Q and yx; = 1. In view of the techniques
used to prove Theorem 7.4 of [7], this author suspects that Theorem
5.2.5 of [1] can be extended to allow K # Q and y; # 1. If this is in-
deed the case, then the results of §3 herein may be extended to general
Siegel modular forms. Furthermore, Siegel’s papers [5] and [6] extend
equation (82) of [5] to include Siegel modular forms attached to free
lattices; thus the results of §4 could probably be extended to Siegel
modular forms. Finally, we mention that these results should extend
to include lattices of odd rank; this, in fact is the author’s current
concern.

REFERENCES

[11 A. N Andrianov, Quadratic Forms and Hecke Operators, Springer-Verlag, New
York, 1987.

{21 M. Eichler, On theta functions of real algebraic number fields, Acta Arith., 33
(1977), 269-292.

[3] O. T. O’Meara, Introduction to Quadratic Forms, Springer-Verlag, New York,
1973.

[4] G. Shimura, The special values of the zeta functions associated with Hilbert
modular forms, Duke Math. J., (1978), 637-649.

[51 C.L.Siegel, Uber die analytische Theorie der quadratischen Formen, in “Gesam-
melte Abhandlungen”, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1966, pp. 326-405.

[6] ——, Uber die analytische Theorie der quadratischen Formen 111, in “Gesam-
melte Abhandlungen”, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1966, pp. 469-548.

[71 L. H. Walling, Hecke operators on theta series attached to lattices of arbitrary
rank, Acta Arith., 54 (1990), 213-240.

[81 ——, Onlifting Hecke eigenforms, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. (to appear 1991).

Received January 22, 1990 and in revised form October 18, 1990.

UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO
BouLbper, CO 80309-0426



PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

EDITORS

V. S. VARADARAJAN NicHOLAS ERCOLANI C. C. MOORE

(Managing Editor) University of Arizona University of California
University of California Tucson, AZ 85721 Berkeley, CA 94720
Los Angeles, CA 90024-1555-05 R. FINN MARTIN SCHARLEMANN
HERBERT CLEMENS Stanford University University of California
University of Utah Stanford, CA 94305 Santa Barbara, CA 93106
Salt Lake City, UT 84112 VAUGHAN F. R. JONEs HAROLD STARK
THOMAS ENRIGHT University of California University of California, San Diego
University of California, San Diego Berkeley, CA 94720 La Jolla, CA 92093

La Jolla, CA 92093

STEVEN KERCKHOFF

Stanford University
Stanford, CA 94305

ASSOCIATE EDITORS

R. ARENS E. F. BECKENBACH B. H. NEUMANN F. WoLF K. YosHIDA

(1906-1982)

(1904-1989)

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA

UNIVERSITY OF BRITISH COLUMBIA
CALIFORNIA INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY
UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA

MONTANA STATE UNIVERSITY
UNIVERSITY OF NEVADA, RENO

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIVERSITY
OREGON STATE UNIVERSITY

UNIVERSITY OF OREGON

UNIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
STANFORD UNIVERSITY

UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII

UNIVERSITY OF TOKYO

UNIVERSITY OF UTAH

WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY
UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON



Pacific Journal of Mathematics

Vol. 151, No. 1 November, 1991

Fernanda Maria Botelho, Rotational entropy for annulus endomorphisms . ... 1
David F. Cowan, Some infinite chains in the lattice of varieties of inverse

7] 101 o 4 1001 AP 21
S. Greco and G. Raciti, The Liiroth semigroup of plane algebraic curves ... .. 43
Kang-Tae Kim, Automorphism groups of certain domains in C" with a

singularboundary . ......... ... 57
R. James Milgram, Surgery with finite fundamental group. I: The

ODSIIUCHIONS ... v ettt e e e 65
R. James Milgram, Surgery with finite fundamental group. II: The oozing

Fole) 01 T L1 (A 117
Shahriar Shahriari, On central type factor groups ........................ 151

Lynne Walling, Hecke eigenforms and representation numbers of quadratic
FOTINS e 179




	
	
	

