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Abstract

This memoir is devoted to the theory of vector-valued modular forms for orthogonal
groups of signature (2, 7). Our purpose is multi-layered: (1) to lay a foundation of the
theory of vector-valued orthogonal modular forms; (2) to develop some aspects of the
theory in more depth such as geometry of the Siegel operators, filtrations associated
to 1-dimensional cusps, decomposition of vector-valued Jacobi forms, square integ-
rability, etc.; and (3) as applications derive several types of vanishing theorems for
vector-valued modular forms of small weight. Our vanishing theorems imply in par-
ticular vanishing of holomorphic tensors of degree less than n/2 — 1 on orthogonal
modular varieties, which is optimal as a general bound. The fundamental ingredients
of the theory are the two Hodge bundles. The first is the Hodge line bundle which
already appears in the theory of scalar-valued modular forms. The second Hodge
bundle emerges in the vector-valued theory and plays a central role. It corresponds
to the non-abelian part O(n, R) of the maximal compact subgroup of O(2, n). The
main focus of this memoir is centred around the properties and the role of the second
Hodge bundle in the theory of vector-valued orthogonal modular forms.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020). Primary 11F55; Secondary 11F50
Keywords. orthogonal modular forms, vector-valued modular forms, Siegel
operator, Fourier—Jacobi expansion, vector-valued Jacobi forms, Petersson metric,

vanishing theorem

Acknowledgements. It is our pleasure to thank Eberhard Freitag and Tomoyoshi
Ibukiyama for sharing with us their perspectives on vector-valued modular forms.

Funding. This work is supported by KAKENHI 21H00971 and 20H00112.






Contents

1 Introduction.......... ... . ... . . ... . . 1
2 ThetwoHodgebundles............. ... .. ... ... ... ........ 13
2.1 Thedomain . ........... ..ttt 13
2.2 TheHodgelinebundle ................ ... ... ... ..... 14
2.3 Thesecond Hodgebundle . ............. ... ... ... .. ..... 16
2.4 [-trivialization of the second Hodge bundle . ................. 18
2.5 Accidental isomorphisms. . ... ... .. o 19
3 Vector-valued modular forms ............ . ... ... ... . .... 25
3.1 Representations of O(n,C) . ....... ... 25
3.2 Automorphic vectorbundles . ........... .. ... . .. 26
3.3 Tube domainrealization ................. ..., 30
3.4 Fourier eXpansion . . . . ... ... vttt in e 32
3.5 Geometry of Fourier expansion . ..................c..c..... 34
3.6 Special orthogonal groups . ... ......... i, 38
3.7 Rankin—Cohenbrackets. ............ ... ... ... .. .. ..... 40
3.8 Higher Chow cycles on K3 surfaces . ...................... 41
4 Wittoperators . . ......... ... ... 45
4.1 Ordinary pullback . ...... ... . ... .. . 45
42 Quasi-pullback. . ... .. 49
5 Canonical extension over 1-dimensionalcusps .................. 53
5.1 Siegel domain realization . ............. .. ... ... 53
5.2 Jacobigroup . ... e 56
5.3 Partial toroidal compactification . .. ... ....... ... ... .. ... 58
54 Canonical eXtension . . .......... ..., 60
5.5 The Hodge line bundle at the boundary . .................... 62
5.6 Toroidal compactification . ............ ... ..., 64
6 Geometry of Siegel operators. . . ............................ 67
6.1 Invariant part for a unipotent group . . . .. .. .. ... ... 68
6.2 The sub vector bundle & /{ .............................. 72

6.3 The Siegel operator . ........... .. .. ... 77



Contents  viii

7 Fourier-Jacobiexpansion . ................. ... ... .. .. ...... 81
7.1 Fourier—Jacobi and Fourier expansion . . .................... 82
7.2 Geometric approach to Fourier—Jacobi expansion . ............. 83
7.3  Vector-valued Jacobi forms . ............. ... ... ... ...... 86
7.4 Classical Jacobiforms. . .. ... .. .. 91
8 Filtrations associated to 1-dimensional cusps ................... 99
8.1 Jfiltrationon & ... ... .. . . 99
82 JArationOn & v oo 102
8.3 J-filtration and representations . . . . ... ... ... 106
8.4 Decomposition of Jacobi forms . .......... ... ... ... ... ... 109
9 Vanishing theorem I .. ... ... ... ... ... .. ... ... ... ... .. ... 113
9.1 Proofof Theorem9.1 ... ... ... ... .. .. ... . .. . . ... 114
9.2 Vanishing of holomorphic tensors . . ... .................... 115
10 Squareintegrability ............. ... .. ... .. . .. 119
10.1 Petersson MetriCs . . . v v vt e et et e e it e e e 119
10.2 Petersson metrics on the tube domain . .................. ... 122
10.3 Asymptotic estimates on the tube domain. . .. ................ 124
10.4 Proof of Theorem 10.1 .. ... ... ... ... ... . . . ..., 127
11 Vanishing theorem IT ... ................................. 133
11.1 LiftingtotheLiegroup . . . . ... ... o e 134
11.2 Highest weightmodules . ............ .. ... ... ... ...... 136
11.3 Proofof Theorem 11.1 . ...... ... ... ... ... ... .. .. ... 139
References. . . .. ... . .. . . 141

Indexof Symbols . . . ...... ... ... .. ... . ... 145



Chapter 1

Introduction

In the theory of modular forms of several variables, it is natural and also necessary
to study vector-valued modular forms. One way to account for this is that scalar-
valued modular forms are concerned only with the 1-dimensional abelian quotient
of the maximal compact subgroup K of the Lie group, while the contribution from
the whole K emerges if we consider vector-valued modular forms. In more con-
crete levels, the significance of vector-valued modular forms appears in the study
of the cohomology of modular varieties, holomorphic tensors on modular varieties,
and constructions of Galois representations, etc. The passage from scalar-valued to
vector-valued modular forms is an intrinsic non-abelianization step.

This subject has been well developed for Siegel modular forms since the pioneer-
ing work of Freitag, Weissauer and others around the early 1980s (see, e.g., [44] for
a survey). In particular, a lot of detailed study have been done in the case of Siegel
modular forms of genus 2.

By contrast, despite its potential and expected applications, no systematic theory
of vector-valued modular forms for orthogonal groups of signature (2, n) seems to
have been developed so far. Only recently its application to holomorphic tensors on
modular varieties started to be investigated [34]. The observation that some aspects
of the theory of scalar-valued Siegel modular forms of genus 2 have been generalized
to orthogonal modular forms, rather than to Siegel modular forms of higher genus,
also suggests a promising theory.

Vector-valued orthogonal modular forms will have applications to the geometry
and arithmetic of orthogonal modular varieties, and so, especially to the moduli
spaces of K3 surfaces and holomorphic symplectic varieties. Moreover, from the geo-
metric viewpoint of K3 surfaces, vector-valued modular forms on a period domain
of (lattice-polarized) K3 surfaces are considered as holomorphic invariants related to
the family that can be captured by the variation of the Hodge structures on H?(K 3)
but typically not by the Hodge line bundle H°(Kg3) alone. For example in this dir-
ection, the infinitesimal invariants of normal functions for higher Chow cycles in
CH?(K3,1) give vector-valued modular forms with singularities (Section 3.8). This
geometric viewpoint offers another motivation to develop the theory of vector-valued
orthogonal modular forms.

The purpose of this memoir is multi-layered:

(1) tolay a foundation of the theory of vector-valued orthogonal modular forms,

(2) to investigate some aspects of the theory in more depth, and
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(3) as applications to establish several types of vanishing theorems for vector-
valued modular forms of small weight.

Our theory is developed in a full generality in the sense that we work with gen-
eral arithmetic groups I' < O1(L) for general integral quadratic forms L of sig-
nature (2, n). The facts that unimodular lattices are rare even up to Q-equivalence
(unlike the symplectic case) and that various types of groups I" appear in the moduli
examples urge us to work in this generality.

Our approach is geometric in the sense that we define modular forms as sec-
tions of the automorphic vector bundles. Trivializations of the automorphic vector
bundles, and thus passage from sections of vector bundles to vector-valued functions,
are provided for each 0-dimensional cusp. This approach is suitable for working with
general I', without losing connection with the more classical style.

In the rest of this introduction, we give a summary of the theory developed in this
memoir.

The two Hodge bundles (Section 2)

Let L be an integral quadratic lattice of signature (2, 7). We assume n > 3 for simpli-
city. The Hermitian symmetric domain £ = Dy, attached to L is defined as an open
subset of the isotropic quadric in P L¢. It parametrizes polarized Hodge structures
0 C F2 C F!' C Lc of weight 2 on L with dim F2 = 1 and F' = (F?)*. Over D
we have two fundamental Hodge bundles. The first is the Hodge line bundle

£ =0pr.(—1)lo,

which geometrically consists of the period lines F? in the Hodge filtrations. In terms
of representation theory, £ is the homogeneous line bundle associated to the standard
character of C* C C* x O(n, C), where C* x O(n, C) is the reductive part of a
standard parabolic subgroup of O(L¢) ~ O(n + 2, C). Invariant sections of powers
of &£ are scalar-valued modular forms on £, which have been classically studied.

The Hodge line bundle £ is naturally embedded in L¢ ® @9 as an isotropic sub
line bundle. The second Hodge bundle is defined as

E=x4/2.

Geometrically this vector bundle consists of the middle graded quotients F!/F? of
the Hodge filtrations. In terms of representation theory, & is the homogeneous vector
bundle associated to the standard representation of O(n, C) C C* x O(n, C). Itis this
second Hodge bundle & that emerges in the theory of vector-valued modular forms
on D and plays a central role in this memoir.

While £ is concerned with scalar-valued modular forms, & is responsible for the
higher rank aspect of the theory of vector-valued modular forms. While &£ provides
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a polarization, & is an orthogonal vector bundle, and in particular self-dual (but not
trivial). Thus &£ and & are rather contrastive.

Vector-valued modular forms (Section 3)

Weights of vector-valued modular forms on D are expressed by pairs (A, k), where
A= (A >---> A, > 0) is a partition which corresponds to an irreducible repres-
entation V; of O(n, C), and k is an integer which corresponds to a character of C*.
The partition A satisfies ‘A1 + ‘A, < n, where ' A is the transpose of A. To such a pair
(A, k) we associate the automorphic vector bundle

Cok =L@ LBk,

where &), is the vector bundle constructed from & by applying the orthogonal Schur
functor associated to A. Modular forms of weight (A, k) are defined as holomorphic
sections of &, x over £ invariant under a finite-index subgroup I" of O (L) (with
cusp conditions when n < 2). We denote by M, i (I") the space of I'-modular forms
of weight (4, k).

Sometimes it is more appropriate to work with irreducible representations of
SO(n, C) rather than O(n, C), but in that way we obtain only SO (L )-equivariant
vector bundles. Since in some applications we encounter subgroups I of O" (L) not
contained in SO (L), we decided to work with O(n, C) at the outset. It is not difficult
to switch to SO(n, C) (see Section 3.6).

Fourier expansion (Section 3)

A first basic point is that &, x can be trivialized for each 0-dimensional cusp of P in
a natural way. Let I be arank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice of L, which corresponds
to a O-dimensional cusp of . The quotient lattice /- /1 is naturally endowed with a
hyperbolic quadratic form. Then we have isomorphisms

I®0p — £, (I+/I)c®0p— &,

canonically associated to I. If we write V(1)1 x = ((I1/1)c)) ® (I(&/)@’k, these
induce an isomorphism
Virk ® Op — Epk,

which we call the [ -trivialization of &) . Via this trivialization, modular forms of
weight (A, k) are identified with V(1) x-valued holomorphic functions f on D sat-
isfying invariance with the factor of automorphy. Then, after taking the tube domain
realization of & associated to / [40], we obtain the Fourier expansion of f of the
form
f(Z2)= > allyexp2ni(l.2)). Z €Dy,
1eu()y
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where a(l) € V(I); x, D is the tube domain in (I*+/7)c ® Ic, and U()y is a
certain full lattice in (I1/1)g ® Ig. By the Koecher principle, the index vectors /
range only over the intersection of U(I), with the closure of the positive cone (a con-
nected component of the locus of vectors of positive norm). We prove that the con-
stant term @ (0) always vanishes unless A = (0), (1”), which correspond to the trivial
and the determinant characters, respectively. (In what follows, we write A = 1, det
instead.) Therefore the Siegel operators are interesting only at the 1-dimensional
cusps. We can speak of rationality of the Fourier coefficients a (/) because V(I); x
has a natural Q-structure.

In this way, the choice of a 0-dimensional cusp / determines a passage to a
more classical style of defining modular forms. Since there is no distinguished 0-
dimensional cusp for a general arithmetic group I', we need to treat all 0-dimensional
cusps equally. Even after the /-trivialization, it is more suitable to have V(1) x as
the canonical space of values, rather than identifying it with C" by choosing a basis.
This approach enables us to develop various later constructions in an intrinsic and
coherent way (and so, in a full generality) without sacrificing the classical style.

These most basic parts of the theory are developed in Sections 2 and 3. In Sec-
tion 4, as a functorial aspect of the theory, we study pullback and quasi-pullback of
vector-valued modular forms to sub orthogonal modular varieties. This type of opera-
tions are sometimes called the Witt operators. The consideration of pullbacks leads to
an elementary vanishing theorem for M} ¢ (I") in k& < 0 (Proposition 4.4). We prove
that the quasi-pullback produces cusp forms (Proposition 4.10), generalizing a result
of Gritsenko—Hulek—Sankaran [22] in the scalar-valued case.

After these foundational parts, this memoir is developed in the following two
directions:

(1) Geometric treatment of the Siegel operators and the Fourier—Jacobi expan-
sions at 1-dimensional cusps (Sections 5-9).

(2) Square integrability of modular forms (Sections 10-11).

Both lead, as applications, to vanishing theorems of respective type for modular forms
of small weight.

Siegel operator (Section 6)

Let J be a rank 2 primitive isotropic sublattice of L. This corresponds to a 1-dimen-
sional cusp H y of £, which is isomorphic to the upper half plane. We take a geomet-
ric approach for introducing and studying the Siegel operator and the Fourier—Jacobi
expansion at the cusp H, by using the partial toroidal compactification over H .
The Siegel operator is the restriction to the boundary divisor, and the Fourier—Jacobi
expansion is the Taylor expansion along it.
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The Siegel domain realization of £ with respect to J [40] is a two-step fibration
25 v, BoHy,

where 77 is a fibration of upper half planes and 5 is an affine space bundle. Divid-
ing O by a rank 1 abelian group U(J)z < T, the quotient X (J) = D/U(J)z is a
fibration of punctured discs over V. The partial toroidal compactification

X(J) = X))

is obtained by filling the origins of the punctured discs [2]. Its boundary divisor Ay is
naturally identified with V;. We can extend &, x to a vector bundle over m via the
I -trivialization for an arbitrary O-dimensional cusp I C J, the result being independ-
ent of I (Section 5.4). This is an explicit form of Mumford’s canonical extension [36]
which is suitable for dealing with the Fourier—Jacobi expansion. If f is a I'-modular
form of weight (A, k), it extends to a holomorphic section of the extended bundle &, x
over X (J).

Intuitively (and more traditionally), the Siegel operator should be an operation of
“restriction to H ;” which produces vector-valued modular forms of some reduced
weight on H ;. Geometrically this requires some justification because of the complic-
ated structure around the boundary of the Baily—Borel compactification. We take a
somewhat indirect but more geometrically tractable approach, working with the auto-
morphic vector bundle & j over the partial toroidal compactification m

Let £ be the Hodge line bundle on H ;. We write V(J) = (J1/J)c. For the
given partition A = (A; > --- > 1,,), we denote by V(J), the irreducible represent-
ation of O(V(J)) >~ O(n — 2, C) for the partition A’ = (A5 > +++ > A,_1).

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 6.1). Let A # 1, det. There exists a sub vector bundle 8){,,(
of &,k such that 8,{,k|AJ ~ n;i?kJ“h ® V(J), and that the restriction of every
modular form f of weight (A, k) to Ay takes values in 8,{,k|AJ' In particular, there
exists a V(J)/-valued cusp form ®; f of weight k + A1 on Hy such that f

5 (s f).

The map

Ay =

M; ; (T) = Skqn, T Q V(). f = d;f,

is the Siegel operator at the J-cusp, where 'y is a suitable subgroup of SL(J) >~
SL(2, Z). If we take the [ -trivialization for a 0-dimensional cusp / C J and intro-
duce suitable coordinates (t, z, w) on the tube domain in which the Siegel domain
realization is given by

(t,z,w) > (1,2) —> 1,
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the Siegel operator can be expressed as
(@yf)(r) = lim f(z.0,ir), ©eH.
—>00

In this way, the naive “restriction to H ;”” can be geometrically justified at the level of
automorphic vector bundles as the combined operation

restrict to Ay + reduce to 8;{ x + descend to H;.

This a priori tells us the modularity of ®; f with its weight. When n = 3, the weight
calculation in Theorem 1.1 agrees with the corresponding result for Siegel modular
forms of genus 2 [1,47]. The sub vector bundle & ){,k will be taken up in Section 8
again from the viewpoint of a filtration on &, .

Fourier-Jacobi expansion (Section 7)

Next we explain the Fourier—Jacobi expansion at the J-cusp. Let ® ; be the conormal
bundle of Ay in m After certain choices, we have a special generator wy of the
ideal sheaf of A ;. With this normal coordinate, we can take the Taylor expansion of
a modular form f € M, x(I") along A as a section of the extended bundle &; :

f=) ¢no}. (1.1)

m=>0

The m-th Taylor coefficient ¢,,, or rather ¢, ® w?m, is essentially a section of the
vector bundle &;  ® @?m over Ay. We call (1.1) the Fourier—Jacobi expansion
of f at the J-cusp, and call the section ¢, ® a)}@m of &1 ® ®§m for m > 0 the
m-th Fourier-Jacobi coefficient of f. (¢o is just f|a, considered above.) Although
the choice of wy is needed for defining the Fourier—Jacobi expansion, the resulting
expansion and the sections of &, x ® @?m are independent of this choice, thus canon-
ically determined by J (Section 7.2). This geometric definition of Fourier—Jacobi
expansion, whose advantage is its canonicity, agrees with the more familiar style of
defining Fourier—Jacobi expansion by slicing the Fourier expansion (Section 7.1) if
we take the (I, wy)-trivialization.

In general, we define vector-valued Jacobi forms of weight (A, k) and index m > 0
as holomorphic sections of &  ® ®?m over Ay = V; which is invariant under the
integral Jacobi group and satisfies a certain cusp condition (Definition 7.10). The m-th
Fourier-Jacobi coefficient of a modular form of weight (4, k) is such a vector-valued
Jacobi form (Proposition 7.12). In the scalar-valued case, our geometric definition
agrees with the classical definition of Jacobi forms [20,43] after introducing suitable
coordinates and trivialization (Section 7.4). When n = 3, our vector-valued Jacobi
forms essentially agree with those considered by Ibukiyama—Kyomura [27] for Siegel
modular forms of genus 2.
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Filtrations associated to 1-dimension cusps (Section 8)

While a 0-dimensional cusp of O provides a trivialization of & ; which enables
the Fourier expansion, we will show that a 1-dimensional cusp introduces a filtration
on &, x which is useful when studying the Fourier—Jacobi expansion. To start with,
we observe that for each 1-dimensional cusp J, the second Hodge bundle & has an
isotropic sub line bundle &; canonically determined by J. This defines the filtration

0C&,C&FCE

associated to the J-cusp, which we call the J-filtration. Its graded quotients are
respectively isomorphic to

&y ~n*Ly, &7/8 = /))c®0p., &/6F ~n*L;",

where m = m, o 7 is the projection from D to H . The J-filtration is translated
to a constant filtration on V(/) ® Qg by the I-trivialization for every adjacent O-
dimensional cusp I C J (Proposition 8.3).

The J-filtration on & induces a (decreasing) filtration on a general automorphic
vector bundle &} g, also called the J -filtration, whose graded quotient in level r is iso-
morphic to a direct sum of copies of n*éﬁ?k *7_Representation-theoretic calculations
show that the J-filtration on & j has length < 21 + 1 (from level —A; to A;), and
that the sub vector bundle & /{ & of &, x in Theorem 1.1 is exactly the last (= level A1)
sub vector bundle in the J -filtration (Proposition 8.13). Moreover, we have a duality
between the graded quotients in level r and —r.

We give two applications of the J -filtration. The first is decomposition of vector-
valued Jacobi forms. We prove that a vector-valued Jacobi form of weight (1, k)
decomposes, in a certain sense, into a tuple of scalar-valued Jacobi forms of various
weights in the range [k — A1, k + A;] (Proposition 8.15). More precisely, what is
proved is that certain graded pieces are scalar-valued Jacobi forms, so this result does
not mean that the theory of vector-valued Jacobi forms reduces to the scalar-valued
theory. Nevertheless, this decomposition theorem enables us to derive some basic
results for vector-valued Jacobi forms from those for scalar-valued ones. For example,
we deduce that vector-valued Jacobi forms of weight (A, k) with

k+/\1<}’l/2—1

vanish (Corollary 8.18). In the case of Siegel modular forms of genus 2 (namely,
n = 3), the fact that vector-valued Jacobi forms decompose into scalar-valued Jacobi
forms was first found by Ibukiyama and Kyomura [27]. Their method is different,
using differential operators, but it might be plausible that their decomposition agrees
with that of us.
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Vanishing theorem I (Section 9)

It is a classical fact that there is no nonzero scalar-valued modular form of weight
0 <k <n/2—1onD. Two proofs of this fact are well known. The first uses van-
ishing of Jacobi forms (cf. [20, 43]), and the second uses classification of unitary
representations. We give two generalizations of this classical vanishing theorem to
the vector-valued case, corresponding to these two approaches.

Our first vanishing theorem belongs to the Jacobi form approach, and is obtained
as the second application of the J-filtration. We assume that L has Witt index 2,
i.e., D has a 1-dimensional cusp. This is always satisfied when n > 5.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 9.1). Let A # 1,det. If k <A1 +n/2—1, then M ;(I') = 0.
In particular, M i (I') = 0 whenever k < n/2.

As a consequence, we obtain the following vanishing theorem for holomorphic
tensors on the modular variety I'\ D.

Corollary 1.3 (Theorem 9.5). Let X be the regular locus of T\D. Then we have
HO(X.(23)%) =0
forall0 <k <n/2—1.

Moreover, we obtain a classification of possible types of holomorphic tensors of
the next few degrees up to n/2 (Proposition 9.6). The vanishing bound k < n/2 — 1
is optimal as a general bound.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 is built on the results of Sections 7 and 8, and proceeds
as follows. We apply the classical vanishing theorem of scalar-valued Jacobi forms of
weight < n/2 —1[20,43] to the first graded quotient of the J-filtration on & . This
implies that the Fourier—Jacobi coefficients of f € M, x(I") take values in a certain
sub vector bundle of &, ; ® @QJ;’". Passing to the Fourier expansion at I C J, we
see that the Fourier coefficients of f are contained in a proper subspace of V(1) .
Finally, running J over all 1-dimensional cusps containing /, we conclude that the
Fourier coefficients are zero.

In the case of Siegel modular forms of genus 2, the idea to use Jacobi forms to
deduce a vanishing theorem for vector-valued modular forms seems to go back to
Ibukiyama [25, Section 6]. Our proof of Theorem 1.2 can be regarded as a generaliz-
ation of his argument.

In this way, we have the unified viewpoint that the Siegel operator is concerned
with the last sub vector bundle in the J-filtration, while the proof of Theorem 1.2
makes use of the first graded quotient. We expect that a closer look at the intermediate
pieces of the J-filtration would tell us more.
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Square integrability (Section 10)

We now turn to our second line of investigation. We can explicitly define and calcu-
late an invariant Hermitian metric on & (and on £, which is well known). They are
essentially the Hodge metrics. They induce an invariant Hermitian metric ( , ), x on
a general automorphic vector bundle &, . Apart from the matter of convergence, this
defines the Petersson inner product on M) x (I):

(fg) = /F ULl [ € M e,

where volyg is the invariant volume form on . When f or g is a cusp form, this
integral converges as usual. Conversely, we prove the following. Let

A= 1, Any2) = Ao = A As — Auets oy Anjal — Ant1—(n/2))

be the highest weight for SO(n, C) associated to A. We write || = > Ai.

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 10.1). Let A # 1,det and assume that k > n + |A| — 1. Then
a modular form f of weight (A, k) is a cusp form if and only if (f, ) < oo.

This holds also for A = 1, det at least when L has Witt index 2 (Remark 10.13).
In fact, Theorem 10.1 contains one more result that any modular form of weight
(A, k) with k <n —|A| —1 and A # 1, det is square integrable, but this is rather an
intermediate step in the proof of our second vanishing theorem.

Vanishing theorem II (Section 11)

Our study of square integrability is partly motivated by the following vanishing the-
orem. Let corank(A) be the maximal index 1 <i <[n/2]suchthatA; =A, =---=A;.
Let S) x(I') € M, x(I") be the subspace of cusp forms.

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 11.1). Let A # 1,det. Ifk < n + A1 — corank(A) — 1, there
is no nonzero square integrable modular form of weight (A, k). In particular,

(1) Spx(I)=0ifk <n+ A; —corank(1) — 1.
(2) My (D) =0ifk <n—|A] -1

Although Ay +n/2—1<n + A; —corank(A) — 1, Theorem 1.5 does not super-
sede Theorem 1.2 because it is about square integrable modular forms. It depends on
(A, k) which bound in Theorem 1.2 or Theorem 1.5 (2) is larger. The two vanishing
theorems are rather complementary.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 is parallel to Weissauer’s vanishing theorem [47] for
Siegel modular forms. If we have a square integrable modular form, we can con-
struct a unitary highest weight module for SO* (Lg) by a standard procedure. Then
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the bound k < n 4+ Ay — corank(A) — 1 is derived from the classification of unit-
ary highest weight modules [12, 13, 28]. The more specific conclusions (1), (2) are
consequences of the square integrability theorem (Theorem 10.1).

Terminology and notation

Let us summarize some frequently used terminology and notation.

(1) By a lattice we mean a free Z-module L of finite rank equipped with a nonde-
generate symmetric bilinear form (-,) : L x L — Z. (Sometimes we still use the word
“lattice” when the bilinear form is only Q-valued.) The dual lattice Hom(L, Z) of L
is written as LY. A sublattice M of L is called primitive if L/ M is free. We denote
by M~ the orthogonal complement of M in L. A sublattice I of L is called isotropic
if (1, 1) = 0. The lattice L is called an even lattice if (I,1) € 27 for every ] € L. The
orthogonal group of a lattice L is denoted by O(L). For F = Q, R, C we write

Lr =L®gzF.

This is a quadratic space over F. Its orthogonal group is denoted by O(L r). The spe-
cial orthogonal group, namely, the subgroup of O(L ) of determinant 1, is denoted
by SO(LF). A lattice L in a Q-quadratic space V is called a full lattice in V if
V = Lg. For a rational number o # 0 we write L(«) for the ¢-scaling of L, namely,
the same underlying Z-module with the bilinear form multiplied by «. In the context
of lattices, the symbol U will stand for the integral hyperbolic plane, namely, the even
unimodular lattice of signature (1, 1).

(2) Let G be a group acting on a set X and let Y be a subset of X. By the stabilizer
of Y in G, we mean the subgroup of G consisting of elements g such that g(Y) =Y.

(3) Let V be a nondegenerate quadratic space over F' = Q,R, C. Let [ be an iso-
tropic line in V', and P (1) be the stabilizer of / in O(V'). Then we have the canonical
exact sequence

0—> (It/I)®F I — P(I)— GL(I) xO(I+/I) — 1. (1.2)

Here P(I) — GL(I) and P(I) — O(I+/I) are the natural maps, and the map
(I*/1)®F I — P(I)sendsavectorm ® [ of (I+/I) ®F I to the isometry E,,g;
of V defined by

Engi(v) =v—(m,v)l + (I,v)m— %(m,m)(l, v, veV (1.3)

Here /1 € I+ is alift of m € I+/1. In particular, when v € I+, (1.3) is simplified to

Enmgi(v) = v — (m,v)l.



Introduction 11

The isometries E,,g; are sometimes called the Eichler transvections. If we take a
basis eq, ..., e, of V such that I = {e;), I+ = (e1,...,en—1) and (e1,e,) =1,
(ei,en) = 0fori > 1, then E,;g¢, is expressed by the matrix

1 —-mY —(m,m)/2
0 In_2 m s
0 0 1

where we regard m € (es,...,e,_1) =~ I1+/I. The group (I+/I) ® I of Eichler
transvections is the unipotent radical of P (/).

(4) We will not distinguish between vector bundles and locally free sheaves on a
complex manifold X . The fiber of a vector bundle ¥ over a point x € X is denoted
by Fx (not the germ of the sheaf). A collection of sections of a vector bundle ¥ is
called a frame of ¥ when it defines an isomorphism (9;?’ ~ ¥, i.e., it forms a basis
in every fiber. The dual vector bundle of ¥ is denoted by % V.

(5) Let X be a complex manifold and G be a group acting on X. Let ¥ be a
G-equivariant vector bundle on X . Suppose that ¥ is endowed with an isomorphism

V0 - F

for a C-linear space V. Then the factor of automorphy of the G-action on ¥ with
respect to the trivialization ¢ is the GL(V')-valued function on G x X defined by

j(g,x)=z;}cogotx:V—>}‘x—>3‘7gx—>V

for g € G, x € X. Here the middle map is the equivariant action by g. If " is a
subgroup of G, a I'-invariant section of ¥ over X is identified via ¢ with a V'-valued
holomorphic function f on X satisfying f(yx) = j(y, x) f(x) forevery y € T" and
xeX.

(6) We write e(z) = exp(2niz) for z € C/Z. We use the symbol H for the upper
half plane {r € C | Im(t) > 0}.

Organization

The logical dependence between the chapters is as follows. A dotted arrow means
that the dependence is weak.

Section 4 Section 6
. . . v A .
Section 2 —— Section 3 —— Section 5 —— Section 7 — Section § —— Section 9

Section 10 —— Section 11






Chapter 2
The two Hodge bundles

In this chapter we study some basic properties of the Hodge bundles £ and &. In
Section 2.1 we recall basic facts on the Hermitian symmetric domains of type I'V. The
Hodge line bundle &£ is well known, and we recall it in Section 2.2. In Sections 2.3
and 2.4 we study the second Hodge bundle &. In Section 2.5 we describe & and £ in
the case n < 4 under the accidental isomorphisms.

2.1 The domain

Let L be a lattice of signature (2, 7). Let Q = Qp be the isotropic quadric in P L¢
defined by the equation (w,w) = 0 for w € L. We express a point of Q as [w] = Cw.
The open set of Q defined by the inequality (w, @) > 0 has two connected compon-
ents. They are interchanged by the complex conjugation w +— ®. We choose one of
them and denote it by D = Py,. This is the Hermitian symmetric domain attached
to L. In Cartan’s classification, O is a Hermitian symmetric domain of type IV. The
isotropic quadric Q is the compact dual of . Points of £ are in one-to-one corres-
pondence with positive-definite planes in Ly, by associating

D > [w]+— H, = (Re(w), Im(w)).

The choice of the component D determines orientation on the positive-definite planes.
Note that (Re(w), Im(w)) = 0 and (Re(w), Re(w)) = (Im(w), Im(w)) by the isotrop-
icity condition (w, w) = 0.

We denote by O (L) the index 2 subgroup of O(LR) preserving the compon-
ent D. Then O (LR) consists of two connected components, the identity component
being

SOT(Lgr) = O (Lgr) N SO(LR).

The stabilizer K of a point [w] € O in OT(LR) is the same as the stabilizer of the
oriented plane H,,, and is described as

K = SO(H,) x O(H}) ~ SO(2,R) x O(n, R).

This is a maximal compact subgroup of O1 (Lg). We have D ~ O"(Lg)/K. On the
other hand, as explained in (1.2), the stabilizer P of [w] in O(L¢) sits in the canonical
exact sequence

0 — (0t /Cw) ® Cw — P — GL(Cw) x O(w/Cw) — 1.
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The reductive part
GL(Cw) x O(wt/Cw) ~ C* x O(n, C)

is the complexification of K.

The domain O has two types of rational boundary components (cusps): 0-dimen-
sional and 1-dimensional cusps. The 0-dimensional cusps correspond to rational iso-
tropic lines in L, or equivalently, rank 1 primitive isotropic sublattices I of L. The
point py = [Ic] of Q is in the closure of £, and this is the 0-dimensional cusp corres-
ponding to /. The 1-dimensional cusps correspond to rational isotropic planes in L,
or equivalently, rank 2 primitive isotropic sublattices J of L. Each such J determines
the line P Jc on Q. If we remove P Jr from P Jc, then PJc — P Jr consists of two
copies of the upper half plane, one in the closure of £. This component, say H, is
the 1-dimensional cusp corresponding to J. A O-dimensional cusp py is in the closure
of a 1-dimensional cusp H; if and only if 7 C J.

Let Ot (L) = O(L) N O (LR) and T be a finite-index subgroup of O (L). By
Baily—Borel [3], the quotient space

Fryt=r\(oulJu, ulJpr)
J 1

has the structure of a normal projective variety of dimension n. Here the union of D
and the cusps is equipped with the so-called Satake topology. In particular, the quo-
tient

FT)=T\D

is a normal quasi-projective variety. The variety % (I')%? is called the Baily—Borel
compactification of ¥ (I).

2.2 The Hodge line bundle

In this section we recall the first Hodge bundle. Let @ g (—1) be the tautological line
bundle over O C P L¢. The Hodge line bundle over D is defined as

£ =0g(-Dlo.

This is an OT (Lg)-invariant sub line bundle of Lc ® Ogp. The fiber of &£ over
[w] € D is the line Cw. By definition £ extends over Q naturally, and we sometimes
write £ = Op(—1) when no confusion is likely to occur. A holomorphic section
of £®k over O invariant under a finite-index subgroup of O% (L) and holomorphic
at the cusps (in the sense explained later) is called a (scalar-valued) modular form of
weight k.
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The stabilizer K C O (Lg) of a point [w] € D acts on the fiber £(,) of £ as
the weight 1 character of SO(2, R) C K. Therefore, if we denote by W ~ C the
representation space of the weight 1 character of SO(2, R), we have an O"(Lg)-
equivariant isomorphism

£ ~ O+(L]R) XK éf[a,] ~ O+(L]R) xg W.

Similarly, the extension Q¢ (—1) over Q is the homogeneous line bundle correspond-
ing to the weight 1 character of C* C C* x O(n, C).

A trivialization of &£ can be defined for each 0-dimensional cusp of O as follows.
Let I be arank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice of L. For later use, it is useful to work
over the following enlargement of D:

D(I)=Q0-0NPIZ.

This is a Zariski open set of Q containing . Its complement Q N P [ (é' is the cone
over the isotropic quadric in P(/+/1)¢ with vertex [Ic]. If [w] € D(I), the pairing
between Ic and Cw is nonzero. This defines an isomorphism Cew — I¢. Since Cow
is the fiber of £ = O g (—1) over [w], by varying [w] we obtain an isomorphism

15@(91)(1) — £ 2.1)

of line bundles on D (7). We call this isomorphism the [ -trivialization of £. This is
equivariant with respect to the stabilizer of /¢ in O(L¢). Over Q the I -trivialization
has pole of order 1 at the divisor Q N PI#, and hence extends to an isomorphism

I ®0g — £(QNPIZ).

In what follows, we work over . We call the restriction of (2.1) to O the I-
trivialization of £ too. If we choose a nonzero vector of ¥, it defines a nowhere
vanishing section of &£ via the 7-trivialization. To be more specific, we choose a
vector [ # 0 € I and let s; be the section of &£ corresponding to the dual vector of /.
This section is determined by the condition that the vector

Sl([a)]) (S :ﬁ[w] =Cw

has pairing 1 with /. The factor of automorphy of the O (Lg)-action on £ with
respect to the I -trivialization is a function on O (Lg) x & which can be written as

_ges(lo]) _ (go.0)
o) — (@1

This gives a more classical style of defining scalar-valued modular forms. Note that
if g acts trivially on /R, then j(g, [@]) = 1.

j(g. @] g € 0" (Lg), [0] € D. (2.2)
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2.3 The second Hodge bundle

In this section we define the second Hodge bundle. We have a natural quadratic form
on the vector bundle Lc ® Og. By the definition of Q, £ is an isotropic sub line
bundle of Lc ® O, so we have £ C £+. The second Hodge bundle is defined by

&=g1%.

This is an O (LR)-equivariant vector bundle of rank n over . The fiber of & over
[w] € D is w+/Cw. The quadratic form on Lc ® Og induces a nondegenerate
O™ (LR)-invariant quadratic form on &. In other words, & is an orthogonal vector
bundle. In particular, we have &Y ~ &. Since &£ is naturally defined on Q, & is also
naturally defined on Q. This is an O(Lc)-equivariant vector bundle. By abuse of
notation, we often use the same notation & for this extended vector bundle.

The stabilizer K C O (Lr) of a point [@] € D acts on the fiber E, of & as the
standard C-representation of O(n, R) C K, because we have a natural isomorphism
H} ®g C ~ ot /Co. Therefore, if we denote by V = C" the standard representa-
tion space of O(n, C), we have an O (LR )-equivariant isomorphism

& ~ O1(LRr) xk 8] = O (LRr) xk V. (2.3)

Similarly, the extension of & over Q is the homogeneous vector bundle corresponding
to the standard representation of O(n, C) C C* x O(n, C).
We present some examples where & and £ appear naturally.

Example 2.1. The “third” Hodge bundle (Lc ® Op)/ £+ is isomorphic to £~! by
the natural pairing with £.

Example 2.2. The determinant line bundle det & = A"& of & is isomorphic, as an
O™ (LR)-equivariant bundle, to the line bundle det (0 o associated to the determin-
ant character det: 0T (Lg) — {£1} of O (LRr). Indeed, by Example 2.1, we have
the O (Lg)-equivariant isomorphism

det§ ~det(Lc ®0p) QL ® £ ~det(Lc ® Op) ~ det R0 p.

The line bundle det @ o appears in the study of scalar-valued modular forms with
determinant character.

Example 2.3. Let Tp and Q}D be the tangent and cotangent bundles of D, respect-
ively. Then we have the canonical isomorphisms

Tp~6@L™, Qp~6®<L. (2.4)
Indeed, by the Euler sequence for P L¢, we have

Tpre ~ Oprc(1) @ (Lec ® OpLc)/OpLc(—1)).
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As a sub vector bundle of Tpy . |o, we have
To ~ 0o(1) ® (Og(—1)1/0p(-1) =L ' ®6.

The isomorphism for 2, is obtained by taking the dual.
Tautologically, the identity of £ can be regarded as the period map

[0] = Lo

for the universal variation 0 C £ C £+ C Lc ® Op of Hodge structures on &. Then
the isomorphism Tp ~ £~! ® & is nothing but the differential of this tautological
period map (cf. [46, Section 10.1]). By taking the adjunctions of

Tp~£'®E,
we obtain the homomorphisms
£®Tp >€6 E@Tp— £ (2.5)

These are familiar forms in the context of variation of Hodge structures. Here the
second homomorphism is given by the pairing on &:

ERTp~EQREQRL - L.

Example 2.4. Adjunctions of (2.5) induce the following complex of vector bundles
on D (the Koszul complex):

£—>60Q) > £ Q. (2.6)
Here the second homomorphism is the composition
e~ ooy S e @0k
By (2.4), the Koszul complex is identified with the complex
£8 (0p — €92 5 A%),

where Op — &®2 is the embedding defined by the quadratic form on &. This shows
that (2.6) is indeed a complex, and its middle cohomology sheaf is isomorphic to

(Sym?8/0p) ® £ ~ & ® £,

where &) is the automorphic vector bundle associated to the representation
Sym? C"/C of O(n, C) (see Section 3.2). The Koszul complex will be taken up in
Section 3.8.
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2.4 [I-trivialization of the second Hodge bundle

In this section we define a trivialization of & associated to each O-dimensional cusp.
This is the starting point of various later constructions.

Let I be a rank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice of L. The quadratic form on L
induces a hyperbolic quadratic form on the Z-module /+/1. We write

V(I)p =(I+/1)®z F

for F = Q, R, C. This is a quadratic space over F. We especially abbreviate V(I) =
V(I)c. We consider the following sub vector bundle of Lc ® O p(r):

ItNngt =g ®0p0) N Lt

The fiber of I+ N £L over [w] € D (1) is the subspace Ié N w* of Lc. The projec-
tion £+ — & induces a homomorphism /+ N £+ — &, and the projection Ié— —
V(I) induces a homomorphism 7+ N £+ — V(1) ® Op ).

Lemma 2.5. The homomorphisms [t N &+ — &and It N £+ - V() ® Qo)
are isomorphisms. Therefore we obtain an isomorphism

V) ® (91)(1) — & 2.7

of vector bundles on D(1). This is equivariant with respect to the stabilizer of Ic
in O(L¢), and preserves the quadratic forms on both sides.

Proof. At the fibers over a point [w] € D(I), the two homomorphisms are given by
the linear maps Ié‘ Nwt — ot /Cw and I(é- Nwt — (I1+/I)c, respectively. The
source and the target have the same dimension (= n) for both maps, so it suffices
to check the injectivity of these two maps. This is equivalent to Ié‘ NCw =0 and
ot N Ic = 0, respectively, and both follow from the nondegeneracy (Ic, Cw) # 0
for [w] € D).

Since both Ié‘ Nwt - ot /Cw and I(é- Nwt — (I1+/I)c preserve the quad-
ratic forms, so does the composition

wt/Cow — (I1/1)c.

Hence (2.7) preserves the quadratic forms. The equivariance of (2.7) can be verified
similarly. |

We call the isomorphism (2.7) and its restriction to O the [ -trivialization of &.
This is a trivialization as an orthogonal vector bundle. See Claim 6.10 for the bound-
ary behavior of this isomorphism at a Zariski open set of the divisor Q NP/ é.

For later use, we calculate the sections of & corresponding to vectors of V' (1). We
choose a vector / # 0 of I and let s; be the corresponding section of £ as defined in
Section 2.2.



Accidental isomorphisms 19

Lemma 2.6. Let v be a vector of V(I). We define a section of [+ N £+ by
so([w]) =0 = (@0, s1([w]))],  [w] € D),

where U € Ié‘ is a lift of v € V(I) and we regard s;(|®]) € Cw C L¢. Then the image
of sy in & is the section of & which corresponds by the I -trivialization to the constant
section of V(I) ® O p(ry with value v.

Proof. 1t is straightforward to check that s, (Jw]) does not depend on the choice of the
lift ¥ and that (s, ([]), @) = (sy([]),!) = 0. Thus s, is indeed a section of 7+ N £+,
Since s, ([w]) = © mod I¢ as a vector of I, the image of s, ([w]) in V(1) is v. This
proves our assertion. [

2.5 Accidental isomorphisms

When n < 4, orthogonal modular varieties are isomorphic to other types of clas-
sical modular varieties by the so-called accidental isomorphisms. In this section we
explain how the second Hodge bundle & in n < 4 is translated under the accidental
isomorphism. (This is well known for £; we also include it for completeness.) This
correspondence is the basis of comparing vector-valued orthogonal modular forms
in n = 3,4 with vector-valued Siegel and Hermitian modular forms, respectively.
We explain the translation from both algebro-geometric and representation-theoretic
viewpoints. Since the contents of this section will be used only sporadically in the
rest of this memoir, the reader may skip it for the moment.

2.5.1 Modular curves

When n = 1, the accidental isomorphism between the real Lie groups is PSL(2,R) ~
SO™(1,2). Its complexification is the isomorphism PSL(2, C) ~ SO(3, C). This lifts
to SL(2, C) ~ Spin(3, C). The isomorphism between the compact duals is provided
by the anti-canonical embedding P! < P2 of P!, which maps P! to a conic Q C P2.
This gives an isomorphism between the upper half plane and the type IV domain in
n = 1. The line bundle £ = Qg (—1) on Q is identified with Op1(—2) on P!. This
means that orthogonal modular forms of weight k correspond to elliptic modular
forms of weight 2k.

The reductive part of a standard parabolic subgroup of SL(2, C) is the 1-dimen-
sional torus 7" consisting of diagonal matrices (g agl ) of determinant 1. The corres-
ponding group in PSL(2, C) is T/ — 1. The weight 2 character o — a2 of T defines
an isomorphism 7'/ — 1 >~ C*. This explains Og(—1) >~ Op1(—2) from representa-
tion theory.
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The full orthogonal group O(3, C) is SO(3, C) x {£id}. By Example 2.2, the
second Hodge bundle & is the line bundle associated to the determinant character
det: O(3, C) — {=£1}. This is nontrivial as an O(3, C)-line bundle, but trivial as an
SO(3, C)-line bundle. Therefore & cannot be detected at the side of SL(2, C).

2.5.2 Hilbert modular surfaces

When n = 2, the accidental isomorphism between the real Lie groups is
SL(2,R) x SL(2,R)/(—1,—1) ~ SO"(2,2).

Its complexification is
SL(2,C) xSL(2,C)/(—1,—1) ~ SO(4, C).

This lifts to SL(2, C) x SL(2, C) ~ Spin(4, C). The isomorphism between the com-
pact duals is provided by the Segre embedding P! x P! < P3 of P! x P!, which
maps P! x P! to a quadric surface Q C IP3. This gives an isomorphism between the
product of two upper half planes and the type IV domain in n = 2. Since the Segre
embedding is defined by Opi4p1(1, 1), the Hodge line bundle £ = Og(—1) on O
is identified with Op1,p1(—1,—1) on P! x P!, This means that orthogonal modular
forms of weight k correspond to Hilbert modular forms of weight (k, k).

We explain the representation-theoretic aspect. The reductive part of a standard
parabolic subgroup of SL(2, C) x SL(2, C) is the 2-dimensional torus 77 x T3 con-
sisting of pairs («, B) of diagonal matrices in each SL(2, C). The corresponding group
in SL(2,C) x SL(2,C)/(—1,—1) is T x T, /(—1, —1). We have natural isomorph-
isms

Ty xT»/(—1,—-1) ~ C* x C* ~ C* x SO(2,C), (2.8)
where the first isomorphism is induced by
Ty xTr, - C*xC*, (o, B) — (af, " 1B).

This is the isomorphism between the reductive parts of standard parabolic subgroups
of SL(2,C) x SL(2,C)/(—1,—1) and SO(4, C). The pullback of the weight 1 char-
acter of C* € C* x SO(2,C) to T x T, by (2.8) is the tensor product y; X y, of
the weight 1 characters yi, y2 of T1, T». This explains Og(—1) >~ Opi,p1(—1,—1)
from representation theory.

The second Hodge bundle & is described as follows.

Lemma 2.7. We have an O(4, C)-equivariant isomorphism

& ~ OPIXPI(—I,l)@Oplxpl(l,—l). (29)
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Proof. Let ;: P! x P! — P! be the i-th projection. Then
Qpipr X T Qp1 ® 13 Qp1 = Opiypi (—2,0) & Opi,p1(0,-2).
By (2.4) and £7! ~ Opi4pi1(1, 1), we have
€ = Qp1,p1 ® Optup1 (1, 1) = Op1p1 (=1.1) @ Opiypr (1. —1).
This proves (2.9). ]

Note that O(4, C) is the semi-product G, x SO(4, C), where &, switches the
two SL(2, C). This involution switches the two rulings of O ~ P! x P!, and acts on
the right-hand side of (2.9) by switching the two components.

At the level of representations, the isomorphism (2.9) comes from the follow-
ing correspondence. Let y be the weight 1 character of SO(2, C) >~ C*. The 2-
dimensional standard representation of SO(2, C) is y @ y~!. The pullback of y to
Ty x T, by (2.8) is the character )(1_1 X yx». Hence the pullback of the standard rep-
resentation of SO(2, C) to Ty x Tais (7! ® x2) ® (x1 ® x3'). This explains (2.9)
from representation theory.

By Lemma 2.7, a general automorphic vector bundle &, x on Q decomposes into
a direct sum of various line bundles Op1,p1(a, b). This means that vector-valued
orthogonal modular forms in n = 2 decompose into tuples of scalar-valued Hilbert
modular forms of various weights, so we have nothing new here.

2.5.3 Siegel modular 3-folds

When n = 3, the accidental isomorphism between the real Lie groups is
PSp(4,R) ~ SO (2, 3).

Its complexification is PSp(4, C) ~ SO(5, C), which lifts to Sp(4, C) ~ Spin(5, C).
The isomorphism between the compact duals is provided by the Pliicker embedding
LG(2,4) < PV = P* of the Lagrangian Grassmannian LG(2, 4). Here V is the 5-
dimensional irreducible representation of Sp(4, C) appearing in A2C#. The Pliicker
embedding maps LG(2, 4) to a 3-dimensional quadric Q C P#, and hence gives an
isomorphism between the Siegel upper half space of genus 2 and the type IV domain
inn = 3.

Let ¥ be the rank 2 universal sub vector bundle over LG(2, 4). (This is the
weight 1 Hodge bundle for Siegel modular 3-folds.) Since the Pliicker embedding
is defined by O1g(1) = det V, the Hodge line bundle £ = O (—1) on Q is identi-
fied with det & on LG(2, 4). This means that orthogonal modular forms of weight k
correspond to Siegel modular forms of weight k.
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We explain the representation-theoretic aspect. The reductive part of a standard
parabolic subgroup of Sp(4, C) is isomorphic to GL(2, C). The corresponding group
in PSp(4, C) is GL(2, C)/ — 1. We have a natural isomorphism

GL(2,C)/ — 1 ~ C* x PGL(2, C) ~ C* x SO(3, C), (2.10)

where GL(2, C) — C* in the first isomorphism is the determinant character, and
PGL(2,C) ~ SO(3, C) in the second isomorphism is the accidental isomorphism in
n = 1. This gives the isomorphism between the reductive parts of standard parabolic
subgroups of PSp(4, C) and SO(5, C). By construction, the pullback of the weight 1
character of C* to GL(2, C) by (2.10) is the determinant character of GL(2, C). This
explains £ ~ det ¥ from representation theory.

The second Hodge bundle & is described as follows.

Lemma 2.8. We have an SO(5, C)-equivariant isomorphism
ExSym’F @ £7L. (2.11)

Proof. 1t is known (see, e.g., [44, Section 14]) that we have an Sp(4, C)-equivariant
isomorphism
Qg ~ Sym? F.

Then (2.11) follows from the isomorphism & ~ Q] , ® £71 in (2.4). n

Note that ¥ is not SO(5, C)-linearized but Sym?> ¥ is. At the level of repres-
entations, the isomorphism (2.11) comes from the following fact: the symmetric
square of the standard representation of GL(2, C), when viewed as a representation
of C* x SO(3, C) via (2.10), is isomorphic to the tensor product of the weight 1
character of C* and the standard representation of SO(3, C).

The full orthogonal group O(5, C) is SO(5, C) x {£id}. As an O(5, C)-vector
bundle, we have

E~Sym’F ® £ ®det.

The twist by det cannot be detected at the side of Sp(4, C).

2.5.4 Hermitian modular 4-folds

When n = 4, the accidental isomorphism between the real Lie groups is
SU(2,2)/ — 1 ~ SOT(2,4).
The complexification is SL(4, C)/ — 1 >~ SO(6, C). This lifts to

SL(4,C) = Spin(6, C).
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The isomorphism between the compact duals is provided by the Pliicker embedding
G(2,4) = P(A%2C*) = P? of the Grassmannian G(2, 4). This maps G(2,4) to a
4-dimensional quadric Q@ C P°, and gives an isomorphism between the Hermitian
upper half space of degree 2 and the type IV domain in n = 4.

The reductive part of a standard parabolic subgroup of SL(4, C) is the group

o= 2)

The corresponding group in SL(4,C)/ — 1 is G/ — 1. We have a natural isomorphism

g1, 82 € GL(2,C), detg, = detgl_l}.

G/ —12~C*x (SL(2,C) x SL(2,C)/(=1,-1)) ~ C* x SO(4,C).  (2.12)

Here the first isomorphism sends (g, g2) € G to (det g1, a~'g;, £ag,), where
a is one of the square roots of det g1, and the second isomorphism is given by the
accidental isomorphism in n = 2. This is the isomorphism between the reductive
parts of standard parabolic subgroups of SL(4,C)/ — 1 and SO(6, C).

Let ¥, ¢ be the universal sub and quotient vector bundles on G(2, 4), respect-
ively. Since the Pliicker embedding is defined by Og(2.4)(1) = det§ = (det F) ™!, the
Hodge line bundle £ = O ¢ (—1) is isomorphic to det ¥ . Thus orthogonal modular
forms of weight k correspond to Hermitian modular forms of weight k. At the level
of representations, this comes from the fact that the pullback of the weight 1 character
of C* to G by (2.12) is the character of G given by (g1, g2) +> det g;.

The second Hodge bundle & is described as follows.

Lemma 2.9. We have an SO(6, C)-equivariant isomorphism
E~F RE. (2.13)

Proof. We have a canonical isomorphism 72,4y >~ ¥ ® §. The natural symplectic
form ¥ ® ¥ — det¥ induces an isomorphism v ~ ¥ ® £ 1. Therefore, by (2.4),
we have

Ex>ToonR@L>F 'L ~F ®F.

This proves (2.13). ]

Note that each ¥, § is not SO(6, C)-linearized, but ¥ ® § is. At the level of
representations, the isomorphism (2.13) comes from the following correspondence.
Let V;,i = 1,2, be the representation of G obtained as the pullback of the standard
representation of GL(2, C) by the i-th projection G — GL(2, C), (g1, g2) — &i-
Then Vi, V, correspond to the homogeneous vector bundles ¥, &, respectively.
Each V1, V5, is not a representation of G/ — 1, but V3 ® V5 is. Then, as a repres-
entation of C* x (SL(2, C)?/(—1, —1)) via the first isomorphism in (2.12), V; ® V»
is isomorphic to the external tensor product of the standard representations of the
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two SL(2, C) (with weight 0 on C*). This in turn is the standard representation of
SO(4, C) via the second isomorphism in (2.12). This explains the isomorphism (2.13)
from representation theory.

Finally, O(6, C) is the semi-product &, x SO(6, C), where G, = (i) acts on
G(2, 4) by the following involution: choose a symplectic form on C# (say the stand-
ard one), and sends 2-dimensional subspaces W C C* to W+ c C*. This involution
exchanges the two P3-families of planes on G(2,4) = Q. (This is essentially the
involution Z + Z’in [17, Section 1] on the Hermitian upper half space.) The invol-
ution ¢ acts on the vectorbundle ¥ ® § ~ ¥V ® §¥ by (*F ~ §" and *§ ~ FV.
Then (2.13) is an O(6, C)-equivariant isomorphism.



Chapter 3

Vector-valued modular forms

In this chapter we define vector-valued orthogonal modular forms (Section 3.2) and
explain their Fourier expansions at O-dimensional cusps (Sections 3.3-3.5). These
are the most fundamental parts of this memoir. The rest of this chapter (Sections 3.6—
3.8) is devoted to supplementary materials: the passage from O to SO, an example of
explicit construction, and an interaction with algebraic cycles.

3.1 Representations of O(n, C)

We begin by recollection of some basic facts from the representation theory for
O(n, C). Our main reference for representation theory is [38, Section 8] (whose
main contents are more or less covered by [18, Section 19] and [19, Sections 5.5.5
and 10.2]). In what follows and in Section 3.6, all representations are assumed to be
finite dimensional over C.

Irreducible representations of O(n, C) are labelled by partitions

A=A >-->1,>0)

suchthat’A; +?A, <n, where ’ A is the transpose of A. The irreducible representation
corresponding to such a partition A is constructed as follows. Let V = C” be the
standard representation of O(n, C). Letd = [A| = )_; A; be the size of A. We denote
by V141 the intersection of the kernels of the contraction maps

V®d N V®d—2

for all pairs of indices. Vectors in V14l are called traceless tensors or harmonic
tensors in the literature. The symmetric group &4 acts on VV®¢ naturally and pre-
serves V14l Let T = Tf be the column canonical tableau on A (namely, 1,2, ..., 21
on the first column, ‘A; +1,...,"A1 + A, on the second column, ...). Let ¢; =
byay, € C&, be the Young symmetrizer associated to 7', where

a; = Z o, by = Z sgn(7)t

ocHTt teVr

as usual. (Hr and V7 are the row and the column Young subgroups of S, for the
tableau 7', respectively.) We apply the orthogonal Schur functor for A to V:

Vy =cj - V[d] =yl 0 (cy - V®d).
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This space V), is the irreducible representation of O(n, C) labelled by the partition A.
t
Since b; maps V%4 to AMY @@ A 1V, we have

ViCAMV @ @AMy cy®d, (3.1)

If we take a basis ey, ..., e, of VV such that (e;,e;) =1 wheni + j =n + 1 and
(ei, ej) = 0 otherwise, V), especially contains the vector

(e /\---/\et,\l)(X)(el /\"'/\3%2)®"'®(€1 /\-"/\Et,ul) 3.2)

(see [38, Section 8.3.1]).

Example 3.1. (1) The exterior tensor AV for0 <d <n corresponds to the partition
A= (ld) = (1,...,1). By abuse of notation, we sometimes write A = 1, St, A9 det
instead of A = (0), (1), (1¢), (1"), respectively.

(2) The symmetric tensor Symd V is reducible and decomposes as

Sym? V = Vigy @ Sym? 2V = ...
= Vi) ® Via—2) ® - ® Vi) or (0)-

Geometrically, V() is the cohomology H%(Og, _,(d)) for the isotropic quadric
On—o CPV

of dimension n — 2.

3.2 Automorphic vector bundles

In this section we define automorphic vector bundles and vector-valued modular
forms. Let L be a lattice of signature (2, n). For simplicity of exposition we assume
n > 3 so that the Koecher principle holds. (This assumption can be somewhat justified
by our calculation of & in the case n < 2 in Section 2.5.) Let A = (A > --- > A,) be
a partition as in Section 3.1 and let d = |A|. Recall that the second Hodge bundle &
is endowed with a canonical quadratic form. Let €141 ¢ £®4 be the intersection
of the kernels of the contractions §®¢ — £®2=2 for all pairs of indices. The fibers
of &14] consist of traceless tensors in the fibers of €®¢. The symmetric group G4 acts
on €4 fiberwise and preserves &[?]. We define the vector bundle &, by applying the
orthogonal Schur functor for A relatively to &:

Er=cy- 8[11'] — g[d] N (cy - 8®d),

By construction & is a sub vector bundle of £®¢, naturally defined over Q and is
O(Lc)-invariant.



Automorphic vector bundles 27

Let I be arank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice of L. Recall from Section 2.4 that
we have the [ -trivialization & >~ V(I) ® Ogp() over D(I) = Q0 — 0 N IP’I(J:-. Let
V(1) be the irreducible representation of O(V'(/)) >~ O(n, C) obtained by applying
the orthogonal Schur functor for A to V(I). Since the [ -trivialization of & preserves
the quadratic forms, it induces an isomorphism

€, ~V(U)xr® 0o

over D(1). We call this isomorphism the I -trivialization of &),
Next for k € Z we consider the tensor product

Erk = &) ® LB,
This is an O(L¢)-equivariant vector bundle on Q. If we write
VDak = V()1 ® (I,
the I -trivializations of &, and £®¥ induce an isomorphism
Erke = V(ak ® Opry

over D(1). This is equivariant with respect to the stabilizer of /¢ in O(Lc). We call
this isomorphism the [ -trivialization of &) .

In what follows, we work over . We use the same notations &, &, x for the
restriction of &, &3 x to D. These are O (Lg)-equivariant vector bundles on D.
Like (2.3), we have an O" (LR)-equivariant isomorphism

&5 >~ 0T (Lr) Xk (E)[w] = OF(Lr) Xk Vi, (3.3)

where K is the stabilizer of [w] in O"(Lg). The [ -trivialization of &, x is defined
over D. Let j(g, [»]) be the factor of automorphy for the O" (Lg)-action on &, x
with respect to the [-trivialization. This is a GL(V(/), x)-valued function on
Ot (LR) x D. Since the [-trivialization is equivariant with respect to the stabilizer
of Ig in O" (Lg), we especially have the following.

Lemma 3.2. When g € O (LR) stabilizes I, the value of j(g, [w]) is constant
over D, given by the natural action of g on V(1) .

Now let I' be a finite-index subgroup of O1(L). We call a I'-invariant holo-
morphic section of & x over O a modular form of weight (A, k) with respect to I.
By the [ -trivialization, a modular form of weight (A, k) is identified with a V(1) -
valued holomorphic function f on O such that

fylw)) = j(y. [@]) f([@])
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for every y € I' and [w] € . We denote by M, (I") the space of modular forms
of weight (A, k) with respect to I'. When A = (0), we especially write M) x(I') =
My (T) as usual.

When —id € I', the weight (A, k) satisfies a parity condition. We state it in a
slightly generalized form.

Lemma 3.3. Let [w] € O and T',) be the stabilizer of [w] in I'. The value of a
[-modular form of weight (A, k) at [w] is contained in the I'|,)-invariant part of
(82 k)[w)- In particular, when —id € T and k + |A| is odd, we have

M; 1 () = 0.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the I'f,-invariance of the section. As for the
second assertion, we note that —id acts on both £ and & as the scalar multiplication
by —1. Since & is a sub vector bundle of €®A _id acts on €,k as the scalar
multiplication by (—1)**IA. Therefore, when k + |A| is odd, — id has no nonzero
invariant part in every fiber of & . |

Product of vector-valued modular forms can be given as follows. Suppose that we
have a nonzero O(n, C)-homomorphism

Q: VM & Vlz — VM 3.4

for partitions A1, A2, A3 for O(n, C). This uniquely induces an O" (Lg)-equivariant
homomorphism
(2 8)\1,]{1 ® 8/'\2,1(2 - 8)\3,k1+k2'

If f1, f> are I'-modular forms of weight (11, k1), (A2, k2), respectively, then
J1 Xe f2 1= 0(f1 ® f2)

is a ['-modular form of weight (43, k1 + k»). This is the “p-product” of f1 and f5.
Note that a homomorphism (3.4) exists exactly when V), appears in the irreducible
decomposition of V3, ® V), and it is unique up to constant when the multiplicity is 1.
This information can be read off from the Littlewood—Richardson numbers [29,31],
see also [38, Section 12].

The map (3.4) also uniquely induces an O(V([))-homomorphism

01 VU gy @ VU an ks = VU) s k) +ko- (3.5

If we denote by ¢ the relevant 7 -trivialization maps, then we have

L(f1) Xg; t(f2) = t(f1 Xy [f2). (3.6)

In this sense, g-product and [ -trivialization are compatible.
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It will be useful to know how orthogonal weights (4, k) in n = 3, 4 are trans-
lated by the accidental isomorphisms. For simplicity we assume ‘A; < 1n/2, namely,
A1 = 1. See Section 3.6 for some justification of this assumption. (There is no essen-
tial loss of generality when n = 3.) Henceforth we write A = (d) with d a natural
number.

Example 3.4. Let n = 3. Let ¥ be the rank 2 Hodge bundle considered in Sec-
tion 2.5.3. Automorphic vector bundles on Siegel modular 3-folds can be expressed
as Sym’ ¥ ® £® with j € Z-¢ and [ € Z. In the literature this is often referred to
as weight (Sym’, det’). This corresponds to the highest weight (p1, p2) = (j + 1, 1)
of GL(2,C). When j = 2d is even, we have

Sym?? F ~ (Sym? F)(a) ~ €y ® £2¢
by Lemma 2.8. Therefore
Sym? 7 ® £8 ~ g4y @ LB+,
Thus we have the following correspondence of weights:

orthogonal weight ((d), k)
< Siegel weight (Sym’, det') with (j,1) = (2d. k —d)
<  GL(2,C)-weight (p1,p02) = (k +d,k—d)

Example 3.5. Let n = 4. Let ¥ and ¥ be the rank 2 Hodge bundles considered
in Section 2.5.4. Automorphic vector bundles on Hermitian modular 4-folds can be
expressed as

£%% @ Sym’!' ¥ @ Sym”? €, k € Z, ji.js € Z=o. (3.7)

On the other hand, in [17, Section 2], weights of vector-valued Hermitian modular
forms of degree 2 are expressed as (r, p; X p2), where r € Z and p;, p» are symmetric
tensors of the standard representation of GL(2, C). (We are working with SU(2, 2)
rather than U(2, 2), and we do not consider twist by a character as in [17].) Then £
corresponds to the weight r = 1, ¥ corresponds to the weight p; = St, and

LRE~8Y ~*F

corresponds to the weight p, = St. Thus the vector bundle (3.7) corresponds to the
Hermitian weight (r, p; X pp) with r = k — j,, p; = Sym’! and p, = Sym’/2.
Now, by Lemma 2.9, we have

&) ~ Symd F® Symd 9.
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Therefore the weights correspond as follows:
orthogonal weight ((d), k)
<> Hermitian weight (k — d, Symd X Symd)

In [17, Sections 3 and 4], some examples in the case d = 1 are studied in detail.

3.3 Tube domain realization

In this section we recall the tube domain realization of £ associated to a 0-dimen-
sional cusp. We refer the reader to [21,33,35] for some more details. This section is
preliminaries for the Fourier expansion (Section 3.4).

We choose a rank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice / of L, which is fixed through-
out Sections 3.3-3.5. Recall that this corresponds to the O-dimensional cusp [/c]
of D. The Z-module (I1/I) ®z I is canonically endowed with the structure of a
hyperbolic lattice, from the quadratic form on 7/ and the standard quadratic form
I x I — I®2 ~ 7 on I in which the generators of / have norm 1. For F = Q,R,C
we write

U()r = (I*/DF ®F Ir = V(I)F ®F IF.

This is a quadratic space over F, hyperbolic when F = Q, R.

3.3.1 Tube domain realization

The linear projection PLc --> P(L/I)c from the point [Ic] € Q defines an iso-
morphism
D) —P(L/T)c —PV). (3.8)

We choose, as an auxiliary data, a rank 1 sublattice I’ C L such that (I, I’) # 0.
This determines a base point of the affine space P(L/I)c — PV(I) and hence an
isomorphism

P(L/I)c —PV({)—V({)Qc Ic =U{)c. (3.9
Since the quadratic form on U(/)g is hyperbolic, the set of vectors v € U(I)r with
(v, v) > 0 consists of two connected components. The choice of the component D
determines one of them, which we denote by €; (the positive cone). Let

Dr ={Z e U(I)c | Im(Z) € €1}

be the tube domain associated to €;. Then the composition of (3.8) and (3.9) gives
an isomorphism

D> D cU()e. (3.10)

This is the tube domain realization of O associated to /. If we change I’ this iso-
morphism is shifted by the translation by a vector of U({)g.



Tube domain realization 31

3.3.2 Stabilizer

Next we recall the structure of the stabilizer of the /-cusp. Let F = Q, R. We denote
by I'(I)  the stabilizer of  in O" (L ) (not the stabilizer of /). Elements of I' (1) g
act on U(I)F as isometries. Let O (U(I)F) be the subgroup of O(U(I)F) pre-
serving the positive cone €. By (1.2), I'(1) F sits in the canonical exact sequence

0—>Ufr —-TU)r -0 (UU)r)xGL(I) — 1. (3.11)

Here the subgroup U(/)F consists of the Eichler transvections of L with respect
to the isotropic line /f. The adjoint action of I'(/)fF on U(/)F via (3.11) coincides
with the natural action of T'(I)r on (I+/1)r ® IF.

The choice of I’ determines the lift V(I)p =~ (I @ I)* of V(I)F in I, and
thus a splitting Lr ~ Ug @ V(I )F. This determines a section of (3.11)

O (U(I)F) x GL() = T'(I)F,

by letting O (U(I)r) ~ O (V(I)F) act on the lifted component V(I)r C L and
mapping GL(/) = {£1} to {#id}. In this way, from the choice of I’, we obtain a
splitting of (3.11):

L) ~ O (UUI)F) xGLU))x UI)F, (3.12)

where OT(U(I)F) acts on U(I)F in the natural way and GL(/) acts on U(I)F
trivially. This splitting is compatible with the tube domain realization in the following
sense. We translate the I'(/) p-action on O to action of I'(/)r on Dy via the tube
domain realization (3.10) defined by (the same) I’. Then,

» the unipotent radical U({)r C I'({)F acts on Dy as the translation by U(I)
onU(I)c,

* the lifted group O (U(I)F) in (3.12) acts on Oy by its linear action on U(I)c,
* the lifted group GL(/) = {%id} acts trivially.
Now let I be a finite-index subgroup of O* (L). We write

Iz =TU)eNT, Ul)z=Ul)oNT, TI')z=TU)z/U)z.
The group I'(1)z is the stabilizer of / in I". The exact sequence
0—->Ul)z—>TU)z>TU)g —1 (3.13)

is naturally embedded in (3.11). The group U(])z is a full lattice in U(I)q. It defines
the algebraic torus

T(I)=U)c/U)z.
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Then the tube domain realization (3.10) induces an isomorphism
D/U)z — Dr/U)z C T(1).

The group I'(1)z actson D/U(I)z =~ Dy /U(I)z.Lety e I'(I)z andlety e '(I)z
be its lift. According to the splitting (3.12), we express y as

y=U1.ea), y1€0T(UU)z), e==+id, a € UI)g. (3.14)

Here y;, a priori an element of O"(U(1)g), is contained in O (U(I)z) because
the adjoint action of I'(/)z on U(I)g preserves the lattice U(/)z. Then the action
of ¥ on Dy /U(I)z is given by the linear action by y; plus the translation by [«] €
U(l)g/U(I)z. Note that y is determined by (), €) because the projection

T(I)z — OT(U(I)q) x GL(])

is injective. Nevertheless, the translation component [&] could be nontrivial because
(3.13) may not necessarily split.

3.4 Fourier expansion

Let I and I’ be as in Section 3.3. Let f be a modular form of weight (A, k) on D
with respect to a finite-index subgroup ' of O (L). By the [ -trivialization &, j =~
V(D) x ® Ogp and the tube domain realization D ~ Dy, weregard f asa V() k-
valued holomorphic function on the tube domain ; (again denoted by f). The
subgroup U(I)z of I'({)z acts on Oy by translation, and acts on V([); i trivially.
By Lemma 3.2, this shows that the function f is invariant under the translation by
the lattice U(1)z. Therefore it admits a Fourier expansion of the form

f2)y="Y abd'. ¢ =e 2),

leUu(l)y,

for Z € Oy, where a(l) € V(1) x and U(1)y; C U(I)q is the dual lattice of U(/)z.
This series is convergent when Im(Z) is sufficiently large. The Fourier coefficients
a(l) can be expressed as

a(l) = / f(Zo+v)e(—=(Zo + v,1))dv, (3.15)
UDr/UU)z

where dv is the flat volume form on U(/)r normalized so that U(/)r/U(I)z has
volume 1.

The Koecher principle says that we have a(/) # 0 only when [/ is in the closure
of the positive cone €y, which is the dual cone of €;. See, e.g., [44, p. 191] for a
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proof of the Koecher principle in the vector-valued Siegel modular case. The present
case can be proved similarly by using (3.15) and Proposition 3.6 below. See also [8,
Proposition 4.15] for the scalar-valued case. In general, when n < 2, the condition
a(l) # 0 = [ € € is the holomorphicity condition required around the I -cusp.

The modular form f is called a cusp form if a(l) # 0 only when [ € €y at every
0-dimensional cusp /. We denote by

S k() C M (T)

the subspace of cusp forms.

It should be noted that the Fourier expansion depends on the choice of I’. If
we change I’, the tube domain realization is shifted by the translation by a vector
of U(I)q, say vg. Then we need to replace f(Z) by f(Z + vg), and the Fourier
coefficient a(l) is replaced by e((/, vg)) - a(l). In what follows, when we speak of
Fourier expansion at the I-cusp, the choice of I’ (and hence of the tube domain
realization & — Dy) is subsumed.

The Fourier coefficients satisfy the following symmetry under Tl)z-

Proposition 3.6. Lety € I'(I)g. Let y = (y1, &, @) be its lift in I'(I)z expressed as
in (3.14). Then we have

a(yil) = e(=(nil, @) - y(a(l)) (3.16)
foreveryl e U(I)y.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, the factor of automorphy for y is given by its natural action
on V(1) k. Therefore we have

Jw(2) =y(f(2), Z¢eDr,

where y acts on Dy via the tube domain realization & ~ Dy. We compute the Fourier
expansion of both sides. Since y(Z) = y1Z + «, we have

f(2) =Y al)e(.nZ +a)
I
=3 aWe(.a)e((ri'1. 2))
1
=3 abe((nl.a)e(. 2)).
I

In the last equality we rewrote [ as y;/. Comparing this with

v(f(2) =) yla)e(, 2)),
l

we obtain y(a(l)) = e((y1l,@))a(y1l). ]
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In the right-hand side of (3.16), the action of y on a(l) € V(I); x is determined
by (y1.&). More precisely, y acts on Ic by e € {1}, and on V(I) = U(I)c ® I
by y1 ® ¢.

Proposition 3.6 implies the vanishing of the constant term a(0) in most cases.

Proposition 3.7. Assume that A # 1, det. Then a(0) = 0.
Proof. We apply Proposition 3.6 to / = 0 and elements ¥ in the subgroup
{yel'(I)y |e=1,dety; =1} (3.17)

of mz- By trivializing I ~ Z, we identify V(1) x with V(1),. We also identify
SO(U(1)g) with SO(V(I)g) naturally. Then elements y of the group (3.17) act
on V(1) by the action of y; € SO(V(I)g) on V(I),. Therefore, by Proposi-
tion 3.6, we find that a(0) = y1(a(0)) € V(1) for every such y. The mapping y > y1
embeds the group (3.17) into SO(V' (1)), and the image is an arithmetic subgroup of
SO(V(I)q). By the density theorem of Borel [7] (see also [41, Corollary 5.15]), it is
Zariski dense in SO(V (1)). Therefore the vector a(0) € V(1) is invariant under the
action of SO(V (1)) on V(I),. However, by our assumption A # 1, det, the SO(n, C)-
representation V), contains no nonzero invariant vector (cf. Section 3.6). Therefore
a(0) =0. [

Remark 3.8. Since V(/)c and I¢ have the natural Q-structures V(I)g and Ig,
respectively, the C-linear space V' (1), i has the natural Q-structure

V(Do ® (I3,

where V(I)gar =cx- V(U )g] is the Q-representation of O(V(/)g) obtained by
applying the orthogonal Schur functor to V(/)g. Thus we can speak of rationality
and algebraicity of the Fourier coefficients a(/). (Rationality depends on the choice
of I’, but algebraicity does not because the transition constant e((/, vg)) is a root
of unity.) When the homomorphism ¢y in (3.5) is defined over QQ, the p-product of
two modular forms with rational Fourier coefficients at the /-cusp again has rational
Fourier coefficients by (3.6).

3.5 Geometry of Fourier expansion
Let I and I’ be as in Sections 3.3 and 3.4. In this section we recall the partial toroidal

compactifications of O /U(1)z following [2] and explain the Fourier expansion from
that point of view.
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3.5.1 Partial toroidal compactification

We write X (1) = D/U(I)z. The tube domain realization identifies X (/) with the
open set Dy /U(I)z of the torus T'(1). Let

€ =¢ Ul JRxov
v

be the union of the positive cone €; and the rays R>ov generated by rational isotropic
vectors v in €;. Let 7 = (o) be a rational polyhedral cone decomposition of €;",
namely, a fan in U(/)r whose support is ‘C’;L . Note that every rational isotropic ray
in€ 1+ must be included in X;. We will often abbreviate X; = X when [ is clear from
the context. The fan X is said to be I'(/)z-admissible if it is preserved by the I'(/)z-
action on U(/)gr and there are only finitely many cones up to the I'(/)z-action. The
fan X is called regular if each cone oy, is generated by a part of a Z-basis of U(1)z.
It is possible to choose X to be I'(/)z-admissible and regular [2, 14].

Let X be a I'(/ )z-admissible fan. It determines a I" (/) z-equivariant torus embed-
ding T(I) — T(I)*. The toric variety T'(1)* is normal; it is nonsingular if ¥ is
regular. The cones o in ¥ correspond to the boundary strata of 7(1)*, say Ay. A
stratum A, is in the closure of another stratum A; if and only if 7 is a face of o.
The stratum A, is isomorphic to the quotient torus of 7'(/) defined by the quotient
lattice U(1)z/(U(I)z N (o)), where (o) is the R-span of ¢. In particular, the rays
Rxov in X correspond to the boundary strata of codimension 1, say A,. If we take v
to be a primitive vector of U(1)z, the stratum A, is isomorphic to the quotient torus
of T(I) defined by U(I)z/Zv. The variety T(I)* is nonsingular along A,. If we
take a vector / € U(I)y with (v,/) = 1, then q' = e((l, Z)) is a character of T(I)
and extends holomorphically over A,. The divisor A, is defined by ¢/ = 0. More
generally, a character ¢’ of T(I), where [ € U(I )5, extends holomorphically around
a boundary stratum A, (i.e., extends over A, and the strata A; which contains A,
in its closure) if and only if ([, o) > 0, or in other words, / is in the dual cone of o. If
moreover [ has positive pairing with the relative interior of ¢, the extended function
vanishes identically at A,.

Now let X (1) be the interior of the closure of X (/) in T'(1)*. We call X (I)>
the partial toroidal compactification of X (1) defined by the fan X. As a partial com-
pactification of X (1) = D /U(I)z, this does not depend on the choice of I’. When
acone o € X is not an isotropic ray, its relative interior is contained in €7, and the
corresponding boundary stratum A, of T(I)¥ is totally contained in X (I)=. On
the other hand, when o = R (v is an isotropic ray, only an open subset of A, is
contained in X (1)*. (This will be glued with the boundary of the partial toroidal
compactification over the corresponding 1-dimensional cusp: see Section 5.3.) By
abuse of notation, we still write A, for the boundary stratum in X (1) in this case.
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3.5.2 Fourier expansion and Taylor expansion

Let f(Z)=) ;a(l )q' be the Fourier expansion of a I'-modular form of weight (1, k)
at the 7 -cusp. This can be viewed as the expansion of the V' (1), x-valued function f
on X (1) by the characters of 7'(1).

Lemma 3.9. The function f on X (I) extends holomorphically over X (I)*. When
A # 1,det and o is not an isotropic ray, f vanishes at the corresponding boundary
stratum Ag. When f is a cusp form, it vanishes at every boundary stratum A.

Proof. Since the dual cone of €} is €; itself, €; is contained in the dual cone of every
cone o in X. Therefore, if [ € U(I )% N €, then [ is contained in the dual cone of
every o, which implies that the function ¢’ extends holomorphically over X (7). By
the cusp condition in the Fourier expansion, this shows that the function f extends
holomorphically over X (1).

When o is not an isotropic ray, its relative interior is contained in €;. Hence any
nonzero vector [ € U(I); N €; has positive pairing with the relative interior of .
This shows that the corresponding character ql vanishes at the boundary stratum A, .
It follows that f|a, is the constant a(0). By Proposition 3.7, this vanishes when
A #£ 1, det.

Finally, if f is a cusp form, we have a(l/) # 0 only when [ € €;. Such a vector /
has positive pairing with the relative interior of every cone o € %, and so, ¢ vanishes
at A,. Therefore f vanishes at the boundary of X (1)%. ]

Let us explain that the Fourier expansion gives Taylor expansion along each
boundary divisor. Let 0 = R>ov be a ray in ¥ with v € U(/)z primitive. We can
rewrite the Fourier expansion of f as

f@Zy=3, >, abq" (3.18)
m=01eU(l)y,
(,v)=m

We choose a vector o € U([);, with (lp,v) =1 and put go = g'o. The boundary
divisor A, is defined by go = 0. We put

$m=) a0 =" al+ml)q".
leu(D)y, levinUI)y
(l,v)=m

Note that vt N U )y, is the dual lattice of U(I)z/Zv and hence is the character
lattice of the quotient torus A,,. Therefore ¢y, is (the pullback of) a V([); x-valued
function on A,. Then (3.18) can be rewritten as

12 =" ¢maf-

m=>0
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This is the Taylor expansion of f along the divisor A, with normal parameter gy,
and ¢,, (as a function on A,) is the m-th Taylor coefficient. In particular, the restric-
tion of f to A, is given by ¢y:

flas=¢o= 3 ald"

levtnUI)y,

When (v, v) # 0, this reduces to a(0) because v N €; = {0} holds (cf. the proof of
Lemma 3.9). On the other hand, when (v, v) = 0, this reduces to

fla, = Y aly (3.19)

leQunU(I)y,

because v+ N €7 = Rxov.

Remark 3.10. Sometimes it is useful to allow /o from an overlattice of U(I)y, e.g.,
when considering the Fourier—Jacobi expansion (Section 7). Then go and ¢, are still
defined, as functions on a finite cover of T (7).

3.5.3 Canonical extension

In Sections 3.4 and 3.5, we regarded modular forms as V' (/) x-valued functions via
the /-trivialization. Let us go back to the viewpoint of sections of & ;. The vector
bundle &; x on £ descends to a vector bundle on X (/) = £ /U(I)z, which we again
denote by &; . We extend it over X (1) as follows.

Since the [-trivialization &, x >~ V(I))r ® Ogp is equivariant with respect
to U(I)z which acts on V([); i trivially, it descends to an isomorphism

Erk = Vax ®Ox)

over X (I). Then we can extend &;  to a vector bundle over X (1)¥ (still denoted
by &; k) so that this isomorphism extends to &3 x ~ V(1)1 x ® O x ()= over X(I)E.
In other words, the extension is defined so that the frame of &, x over X (/) corres-
ponding to a basis of V' (1), x by the /-trivialization extends to a frame of the exten-
ded bundle &, . This is an explicit form of Mumford’s canonical extension [36]. By
construction, a section f of &, x over X (/) extends to a holomorphic section of the
extended bundle &; x over X (/) if and only if f viewed as a V(1) -valued func-
tion via the /-trivialization extends holomorphically over X (1)*. Then Lemma 3.9
can be restated as follows.

Lemma 3.11. A modular form f € M ;(I") as a section of €,y over X (I) extends
to a holomorphic section of the extended bundle &) y over X(I)%. When A # 1, det
and o is not an isotropic ray, this extended section vanishes at Ay. When f is a cusp
form, this section vanishes at every Ag.
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3.6 Special orthogonal groups

In the theory of orthogonal modular forms, there is an option at the outset: which Lie
group to mainly work with. The full orthogonal group O, or the special orthogonal
group SO, or the spin group Spin, or even the pin group Pin. We decided to start
with O for two reasons: (1) in some applications we need to consider subgroups I" of
O* (L) not contained in SO™ (L), and (2) the explicit construction by the orthogonal
Schur functor for & will be useful at some points.

On the other hand, it is sometimes more convenient to work with SO. In this
section we explain the switch from O to SO. The contents of this section will be used
only in Sections 6.1, 10 and 11, so the reader may skip it for the moment.

3.6.1 Representations of SO(n, C)

We first recall some basic facts from the representation theory of SO(n,C) fol-
lowing [38, Sections 4 and 8] and [18, Section 19]. Irreducible representations of
SO(n, C) are labelled by their highest weights. When n = 2m is even, the highest
weights are expressed by m-tuples p = (p1, ..., pm) of integers, nonnegative for
i < m,such that p; > -+ > pp_1 > |pm|. We write p¥ = (o1, ..., pm_1, —pm) for
such p. When n = 2m 4+ 1 is odd, the highest weights are expressed by m-tuples
o = (p1,...,pm) of nonnegative integers such that p; > --- > p,, > 0. We denote
by W, the irreducible representation of SO(n, C) with highest weight p. The dual rep-
resentation va is isomorphic to W, itself when n is odd or 4|n, while it is isomorphic
to WpT in the case n = 2 mod 4.
By the Weyl unitary trick, W, remains irreducible as a representation of

SO(n,R) C SO(n, C),

and the above classification is the same as the classification of irreducible C-represen-
tations of SO(n, R).

The restriction rule from O(n, C) to SO(n, C) is as follows [38, Proposition 8.24].
Let A = (A1 >---> A, > 0) be a partition expressing an irreducible representation V),
of O(n, C). We define a highest weight A for SO(n, C) by

A

(/\1 - kna AZ - An—la R A[n/z] - An+l—[n/2])'

Note that A itself can be viewed as a partition for O(n, C). When n is odd or n =
2m is even with ‘A1 # m, the O(n, C)-representation Vj remains irreducible as a
representation of SO(n, C), with highest weight . The vector defined in (3.2) is a
highest weight vector. Thus V), ~ Wy as a representation of SO(n, C) in this case. In
particular, since the highest weight for the partition A is A itself, we have V) ~ V75 as
SO(n, C)-representations. More specifically, when ‘A1 < n/2 we have A = A, while
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when ‘A1 > n/2 we have V) ~ V7 ® det as O(n, C)-representations. (In the latter
case, the partitions A and A are called associated in [18,38].)

In the remaining case, namely, when n = 2m is even and ‘A1 = m, V), gets redu-
cible when restricted to SO(n, C). More precisely,

Vy ~ WI &) WXT (3.20)

as a representation of SO(n, C). Note that A=A and A, # 0 in this case. Since
A # AT, this decomposition is unique. In this case, V} is the induced representation
from the representation W3 of SO(n, C) C O(n, C).

3.6.2 Automorphic vector bundles

We go back to the automorphic vector bundles on . We choose a base point [wo]€D.
Let K >~ SO(2,R) x O(n,R) and SK =~ SO(2,R) x SO(n, R) be the stabilizers
of [wo] in OF (LR) and in SO (LR), respectively (cf. Section 2.1).

Proposition 3.12. The following holds.

(1) Ifeithernis odd orn =2m is even with' A1 # m, then &, remains irreducible
as an SOT (Lg)-equivariant vector bundle, and we have

&) ~ SO (Lg) xsx Wj.

In particular, we have &) ~ &3 as SO (Lg)-equivariant vector bundles.

(2) Ifn is even and 'y = n/2, then &; as an SO™ (Lg)-vector bundle decom-
poses into the direct sum of two non-isomorphic vector bundles:

61~ 65 @& (3.21)

with each component isomorphic to SO (Lr) Xsk W3 and SO (Lgr) xsx
Wi+, respectively.

Proof. By (3.3), we have &, ~ OT(LR) xg V; as an O" (LR)-equivariant vector
bundle. Therefore
81 ~ SO+(L]R) XSK VA

as an SO™ (LR )-equivariant vector bundle. Note that the representation of O(n, R) ~
O(leo) C KonV, = (a)OL/(Ca)O)A o~ (Haf0 ®r C), extends to a representation of
O(n,C) ~ O(H aJ);) ®r C) naturally. Then our assertions follow from the restriction
rule for SO(n, C) C O(n, C). [

At each fiber of the vector bundle, the decomposition (3.21) is the irreducible de-
composition of (w®/Cw); as a representation of SO(w/Cw). The I -trivialization
respects the decomposition (3.21) in the following sense. As a representation of
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SOV (I)), V(I), decomposes according to (3.20), which we denote by V([), =
W(I)3; & W(I)z:. By the uniqueness of the decomposition (3.20), the / -trivialization
&), ~V(I)) ® Op sends the decomposition (3.21) of &, to the decomposition

V), ® 09 =WU); ® 0p) ® (W(l)3+ ® Op)
of V(1)) ® Og. Thus we have the I -trivializations
EF~W);® 00, & W)z ®Op (3.22)

of each component 8; €.

3.7 Rankin—-Cohen brackets

In this section, as an example of explicit construction of vector-valued modular forms,
we define the Rankin—Cohen bracket of two scalar-valued modular forms. This is
a general method: see, e.g., [9, 16, 17, 26, 42] for the case of some other types of
modular forms, where Rankin—Cohen bracket is a successful technique for explicitly
describing some modules of vector-valued modular forms.

Let f, g be nonzero scalar-valued modular forms of weight k, [, respectively, for
I' < O™ (L). We define the Rankin—-Cohen bracket of f and g by

{(f.gt =/ edf!/g").

Here g©*1/f1=1 is a meromorphic section of

P®UK+D—k(I—1) _ &K+

and d( f'/g¥) is the exterior differential of the meromorphic function f*/g* on D.
Thus d( f!/g¥) is a meromorphic 1-form on . It is immediate to see that {g, f} =
—{ /. g}. When k = [, the Rankin—Cohen bracket reduces to the more simple expres-
sion

(fgt =@/ k(f/9)f " - d(f/g)
=kg*®d(f/g).

Proposition 3.13. The Rankin—Cohen bracket { f, g} is a modular form of weight

(St,k + 1 + 1) for T. We have {f, g} # 0 unless when f' is a constant multiple

ofgk.

Proof. Since gkt /f'=1 and d(f'/g¥*) are meromorphic sections of £®¥*+! and
QL ~ & ® &£, respectively, { f, g} is a meromorphic section of & ® FOk+IHT § e
has weight (St,k + [ + 1). The I'-invariance is obvious from the definition. It remains
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to check the holqmorphicity over D. We take a frame s of £ and write f = f s®k,
g = 2s® with f, § holomorphic functions on O. Then

{fgh= @G /s @ d(f!/g")
=s®H @ (1(d /g —kdg) f).

From this expression, we find that { f, g} is holomorphic. The nonvanishing assertion
is apparent. ]

When f =0or g =0, we simply set { f, g} = 0. Then the Rankin—Cohen bracket
defines a bilinear map

My (T') x Mj(T') — Msigy1+1(D).

When k = [, this induces A2My (I') — Mg 2x+1(I) by the anti-commutativity.

3.8 Higher Chow cycles on K3 surfaces

One of the geometric significance of vector-valued modular forms on & is the appear-
ance of the middle graded piece of the Hodge filtration, while scalar-valued modular
forms are concerned only with the last piece. Thus the connection between modu-
lar forms and geometry related to the variation of Hodge structures on D shows up
fully. In this section we present such an example of geometric construction of vector-
valued modular forms with singularities. This section is independent of the rest of the
memoir.

Let m: X — B be a smooth family of K3 surfaces. We say that 7: X — B is
lattice-polarized with period lattice L if we have a sub local system A ys of R%m,Z
whose fibers are primitive hyperbolic sublattices of the Néron—Severi lattices of the
m-fibers X} and the fibers of A7 = AJA-, 5 are isometric to L. Let B be an unramified
cover of B, where the local system A7 can be trivialized (e.g., the universal cover)
and let X = X xp B. After choosing a base point o € B and an isometry

(AT)o ~ L,
we have the period map
P B>D, b [H>°(X;) C Lc).

If T is a finite-index subgroup of O7 (L) which contains the monodromy group
of Ar, & descends to a holomorphic map

P : B — F(I).
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When B is algebraic, & is a morphism of algebraic varieties by Borel’s extension
theorem.

Let Z = (Z3) be a family of higher Chow cycles in CH?(X}, 1). By this, we
mean that

e Z is a higher Chow cycle of type (2, 1) on the total space X, i.e., a codimen-
sion 2 cycle on X x A! which meets X x {0} and X x {1} properly and satisfies
Zlxxtoy = Z|xx{1}, and

* the restriction Z, = Z|x, to each fiber X}, is well defined, i.e., without using the
moving lemma, Z already intersects with X x A! properly and gives a higher
Chow cycle on Xp.

The normal function vz of Z is defined as a holomorphic section of the fibration of
the generalized intermediate Jacobians # /(F?# + R?m4Z). Here # = R?*7,C ®
Op and (F?#), is the Hodge filtration on #. The infinitesimal invariant §vz of vz
is defined as a section of the middle cohomology sheaf of the Koszul complex

F2H — (F'H/F*H)®@ Qp — (K /F'H) ® Q3 (3.23)

over B. See [11,45] for more details and examples.

We explain the connection with vector-valued modular forms. We first consider
the case where B = B is an analytic open set of O and the period map B — D
coincides with the inclusion map. Then we can identify

F?} =%|p. F'J/F*¥ =8&|p® (Ans ®z Op), H/F'H =2£7'p.
The Koszul complex (3.23) is the direct sum of the complex
0—> Ans ®Qp —0
and the modular Koszul complex (2.6) restricted to B:
£-ER0 - £ 003

According to this decomposition, we can write §vz as ((§vz)pol, (8V2)prim), Where
(8vz)por is a section of Ays ® Qllg and (8vz)prim is a section of the middle cohomo-
logy sheaf of the modular Koszul complex over B. By the calculation in Example 2.4,
we see that

(SVZ)prim € HO(B7 8(2) &® :6)’

namely, (8Vz)prim is a local modular form of weight (A, k) = ((2), 1) over B.

Now we consider the case where the family 7: X — B is algebraic, —id ¢ I', and
the algebraic period map #: B — ¥ (I') is birational. By removing some divisors
from B if necessary, we may assume that & is an open immersion and  — F (I")
is unramified over B C ¥ (I'). Then we may take B to be a I'-invariant Zariski open
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set of D. In this case, the Koszul complex (3.23) over B is the direct sum of 0 —
AnNs ® Q}; — 0 and the descent of the modular Koszul complex (2.6) from BCcDto
B C ¥ (). Let Z be a family of higher Chow cycles on X — B as above. According
to the decomposition of the Koszul complex over B, we can write

vz = ((SVZ)pol’ (SVZ)prim)

as in the local case. Then the pullback of the primitive part (§vz)pim to BisaTl-
invariant holomorphic section of €;) ® &£ over B. By a vanishing theorem proved
later (Theorem 9.1), there is no nonzero holomorphic modular form of weight ((2), 1)
on D. Hence, if (§vz)prim does not vanish identically, it must have a singularity at
some component of the complement of B in D. In other words, the primitive part
(8vZ)prim of the infinitesimal invariant vz of Z is a modular form of weight ((2), 1)
with singularities.






Chapter 4

Witt operators

In this chapter, as a functorial aspect of the theory, we study pullback of vector-
valued modular forms to sub orthogonal modular varieties, an operation sometimes
called the Witt operator. Let L be a lattice of signature (2, n) and L’ be a primitive
sublattice of L of signature (2,n’). We put K = (L')* N L and r = rank(K) =
n—n'. If we write O’ = D/, then D’ = IF’L{C N D. Let f be a vector-valued
modular form on 9. In Section 4.1 we study the restriction of f to O’. This produces
a vector-valued modular form on £’, whose weight (in general reducible) can be
known from the branching rule for O(n’, C) C O(n, C). An immediate consequence
is the vanishing of M} x(T") in k < 0 (Proposition 4.4). A more interesting situation
is the case when f vanishes identically at D', which we study in Section 4.2. In that
case, we can define the so-called quasi-pullback of f, which produces a cusp form
on D’ (Proposition 4.10). These operations will be useful when studying concrete
examples.

Restriction of modular forms to sub modular varieties has been considered
classically for scalar-valued Siegel modular forms, going back to Witt [48]. Quasi-
pullback has been also considered in this case: see [10, Section 2] for a general
treatment.

Quasi-pullback of orthogonal modular forms was first considered for Borcherds
products by Borcherds [5, 6], and later for general scalar-valued modular forms by
Gritsenko—Hulek—Sankaran [22, Section 8.4] in the case r = 1. Our terminology
“quasi-pullback” comes from this series of work. The cuspidality of quasi-pullback
was first proved in [21, 22] in the scalar-valued case. Our Proposition 4.10 is the
vector-valued generalization.

4.1 Ordinary pullback

We embed O (L) x O(KR) in Ot (Lr) naturally. This is the stabilizer of L} in
Ot (LR). Let T be a finite-index subgroup of O (L). Then I = T NO*(L') is a
finite-index subgroup of O (L’), and G = I' N O(K) is a finite group. The product
I'" x G is a finite-index subgroup of the stabilizer of L’ in T".

Let £/, & be the Hodge bundles on O’. Since Opr (=Dlpz, = Opr,. (-1,
we have £|p = £’. We also have a natural isomorphism

Elpg ~ 8 @ (Kc ®0Oyp), 4.1)
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which at each fiber is the decomposition
(0t NLc)/Co = (0 N LE)/Cw) @ Kc.

This corresponds to the decomposition St = St’ @ St” of the standard representation
of O(n, C) when restricted to the subgroup O(n’, C) x O(r, C), where St’ and St” are
the standard representations of O(n’, C) and O(r, C), respectively.

Let A be a partition expressing an irreducible representation V) of O(n, C). We
denote by

Vi~ D Vi B Vi 42)
o

the irreducible decomposition as a representation of O(n’, C) x O(r, C), where V;, (@
(resp., V; ’,,( «)) 18 the irreducible representation of O(n’, C) (resp., O(r, C)) with par-
tition A/ (&) (resp., A”(a)). See [30, 32] for an explicit description of this restriction
rule in terms of the Littlewood—Richardson numbers. Let k£ be an integer.

Proposition 4.1. Restriction of modular forms to D' C D defines a linear map

Mk (T) > P My, ) @ (K@) - flor-
o

This maps cusp forms to cusp forms.

For the proof of Proposition 4.1, we need to calculate the Fourier expansion
of f|p’. We take a rank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice I of L". Let U(I)z C U(I)q
be as in Section 3.3 and we define U(1); C U(I)gq similarly for (L', T"). Then
Ull)g C Ul and U(I)z C U(I)z. 1f we write K, = Ko ® I, we have

Ul)g = U(I)f@ &) Kb.
The tube domain realization with respect to I (with I’ also taken from L’) identifies
D' C D with
o((-); =Dr N U(I)gc C Dy.

Lemmad.2. Let f(Z) = ZleU(I)% a(l)q' be the Fourier expansion of f € M, ,(I')
at the I -cusp of D. Then we have

flog@h=>_ b, @) =e.2). (4.3)
reUUY,)v
for Z' € Dy, where
b= > al’+1").

l”eKb
I'+1"eU(l)y,
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Proof. Letm:U(I)g — U(I)fQ) be the orthogonal projection. This maps U(1)y, to a
sublattice of (U(1)%)Y. For [ € U(I)y, the restriction of the function ¢’ = e((/, Z))
to D; C Dy is ()™ = e((r(1), Z')). Then our assertion follows by substituting
q' = (@)D in f =3, a(l)q". Note that the sum defining b(I’) is actually a finite
sum by the condition I’ 4 [” € €; (the cusp condition for f) and the fact that Kg is
negative-definite. u

Now we prove Proposition 4.1.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. From the expression (3.3) and the decomposition (4.2), we
see that

Exlp = @ &) ® (Kc)ar () 4.4)
o

as an OF (Lg) x O(KR)-equivariant vector bundle on £’. With the isomorphism
£|p = L', we obtain

Exxlo > @ &k ® (KO)a()-

o
If f is a I-invariant section of &, y over D, this shows that f|p/ is a IV x G-
invariant section of P, €, ® (Kc)a7(@ over D’. Hence it is a I'-invariant
section of P, 8;,(05),,{ ® (Kc)f,,(a) over D’.

Holomorphicity of f|gp at the cusps of D’ holds automatically when n’ > 3 by
the Koecher principle. In general, this can be seen from Lemma 4.2 as follows. Let /
and Kb be as in Lemma 4.2. Since Kb is negative-definite, the orthogonal projec-
tion U(/)r — U(I )i maps the positive cone €7 of U(I)R to the positive cone €;
of U(I)g, and maps €] to F; Hence the vectors I’ in (4.3) actually range over
Uy n ‘67} This proves the holomorphicity of f|gps around the -cusp of D’.
Since I is arbitrary, f is holomorphic at all cusps of D’. When f is a cusp form, the
vectors [’ range over (U(I)7)¥ N €} for the same reason. This means that f|gp/ is a
cusp form. This proves Proposition 4.1. |

Example 4.3. Let us look at a typical example. Let A = St. As noticed before, this
decomposes as St = St’ @ St” when restricted to O(n’, C) x O(r, C), which corres-
ponds to the decomposition (4.1). Therefore restriction to O’ gives a linear map

Mg (T) — Mgy 1 (T') ® (Mi(T') ® K&).

The first component Mg x (") — Mgy x(I'") can be considered as the main com-
ponent of the restriction, but we also obtain some scalar-valued modular forms in
M (T) ® Kg as “extra” components. When G fixes no nonzero vector of K, these
extra components vanish. For example, this happens when I" contains a reflection
and L’ is the fixed lattice of this reflection.
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As an application of Proposition 4.1, we obtain the following elementary vanish-
ing theorem. Although this will be superseded later (Section 9), we present it here
because it can be proved easily and is already informative.

Proposition 4.4. When k <0, we have M _;(I") = 0. Moreover, we have M), o(I") =
0 when A # 1, det.

Proof. Let f € M) x(I") with k < 0. We consider restriction of f to 1-dimensional
domains Dy, C D for sublattices L C L of signature (2, 1). As a representation
of O(1,C) = {£id}, V, is a direct sum of copies of the trivial character and the
determinant character. By Proposition 4.1 and the calculation in Section 2.5.1, we see
that f'|p,, is a tuple of scalar-valued modular forms of weight 2k < 0 on the upper
half plane Dy. Since there is no nonzero elliptic modular form of negative weight,
we find that f vanishes identically at Dr. Now, if we vary L', then £y run over a
dense subset of D. Therefore f = 0.

When f €M, o(T") with A#1, det, by combining Proposition 3.7 and Lemma 4.2,
we see that f|p,, is a tuple of scalar-valued cusp forms of weight 0 on £y, which
vanish identically. Therefore f = 0 similarly. ]

The idea to deduce a vanishing theorem by considering restriction to sub mod-
ular varieties is classical. In the case of Siegel modular forms, this goes back to
Freitag [15].

Proposition 4.4 in particular implies the following.

Proposition 4.5. Let n > 3. Assume that (I', —id) does not contain a reflection. Let
X be the regular locus of ¥ (I') = T'\D. Then H°(X, T)}@k) = 0 for every k > 0.

Proof. Let w: D — F (T') be the projection and X’ C X be the locus where 7 is
unramified. By [21], the absence of reflection in (I, —id) implies that 7 is unramified
in codimension 1, so the complement of 7! (X’) in & has codimension > 2. Since
we can pull back sections of Tgk by the étale map

M X)— X,
we see that
_ r
HY(X, T = HOX' T = HO(x 7' (X'), T ) = HO(D. TEH)".
Since Tp ~ & ® £~ ! by (2.4), we find that

HO(X. TE%) = HO(D. %% @ £27)T' = (P M)~ (D).
i

where A(i) run over the irreducible summands of St®%. By Proposition 4.4, the last
space vanishes when —k < 0. ]
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4.2 Quasi-pullback

In this section we show that when f |9/ = 0, we can still obtain a nonzero cusp form
on D’ by considering the Taylor expansion of f along £’. We assume n’ > 3 for
simplicity of exposition, but the results below hold also when n’ < 2 (see the proof
of Proposition 4.10).

We first describe the normal bundle &' = Ngp//p of D’ in D.

Lemma 4.6. We have N ~ (£')™! ® K¢ as an O (L) x O(KR)-equivariant vec-
tor bundle on D'

Proof. By (2.4) and (4.1), we have natural isomorphisms
Tolp ~ (6 QL™ )|p ~ (6@ (Kc ® 0p)) ® (£)7!
~To & (£)7' ® Ko).

This implies
N~ (&) '® K. "

Let I be the ideal sheaf of &’ C D and v > 0. By Lemma 4.6 we have
Y/ 1" o ~ Sym” MY =~ (£)% ® Sym" K¢ (4.5)

as an O1(Lj) x O(KR)-equivariant vector bundle on £’. Therefore we have the
exact sequence

0— 1"118, 4 - I"E 4 — il @ (LN @Sym” K — 0 (4.6)
of sheaves on O. By (4.4) we have an O (L}) x O(Kg)-equivariant isomorphism
Exlor ® (L) @ Sym” K¢ = (D) e iv ® (KO)irie) ® Sym” K¢
o
Note that KX ~ K¢ canonically by the pairing on K. Taking global sections in (4.6),
and then the I'" x G-invariant part, we obtain the exact sequence
0— HD. I 6,07 — HOD. 1", 0" ¢
— B Mu@.k+v(T) ® (Kc)ar@) ® Sym” Kc)©. 4.7
o
By definition, a modular form f € M), x (") vanishes to order > v along O’ if it is

a section of the subsheaf IV&,  of &, k. The vanishing order of f along D’ is the
largest v for which f is a section of IV&, .
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Definition 4.7. Let f € M, ;(I") and v be the vanishing order of f at D’. We define
the quasi-pullback of f

flor € B My atv(T) ® (Kc)ar@ ® Sym” Kc)@
o

as the image of f by the last map in (4.7).

By the exactness of (4.7) and the definition of the vanishing order, we have
fllor # 0. Note that the vanishing order v contributes to the increase kK ~> k + v
of the scalar weight. When v = 0, the quasi-pullback is just the ordinary pullback
considered in Section 4.1.

Example 4.8. When r = 1, ignoring the symmetry by G C {£id}, the quasi-pullback
S llor belongs to @, My (a)k+v(I''). Explicitly, f|lo- is given by the restriction of
f/(,6) to D', where § is a nonzero vector of K and (-, §) is the section of O (1)
defined by the pairing with §.

Example 4.9. The quasi-pullback of a Borcherds product f considered by Borcherds
[5,6] is defined as f/[[5(8,-)| o/, Where § run over primitive vectors in K (with mul-
tiplicity) such that f vanishes at §* N D. This is a single scalar-valued modular form
(again a Borcherds product), while our quasi-pullback produces a tuple of scalar-
valued modular forms, or more canonically, a Sym" K¢-valued modular form. The
relationship is as follows.

The denominator [ [(3, -) is a section of IV - O (v) over D. This corresponds to
a sheaf homomorphism ¢: £8” — IV. By a property of Borcherds products, f is a
section of the subsheaf ((£®V) - £8% of TV . £®% Let7: (£/)® — Sym” NV be the
embedding induced by (| o/ and (4.5). Under the isomorphism

Sym” NV >~ (£)®” ® Sym” K¢,

this corresponds to the vector [ [5(-, §) of Sym” K%, which in turn corresponds to the
vector [ [5 8 of Sym” K¢. Then f'|| o as a section of Sym” NV ® (£/)®¥ takes values
in the sub line bundle T((£/)®") ® (£/)®% ~ (£/)®**V. This section of (£/)®¥+V is
the quasi-pullback in [5, 6].

Next we prove the cuspidality of quasi-pullback. In the case A = 0 and r = 1, this
is due to Gritsenko—Hulek—Sankaran [22, Theorem 8.18].

Proposition 4.10. Let f € M; x(I") and v be the vanishing order of f at D'. Sup-
pose that v > 0. Then f | o’ is a cusp form. Thus

flo € P Sv@iiv(T) & (Kc)ar(@ ® Sym” Kc)©.
o

For the proof of Proposition 4.10, we calculate the Fourier expansion of f || p/.
We work under the same setting and notation as in the proof of Lemma 4.2. We
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choose a basis of Kg,. According to the decomposition U(I)q = U(I)q ® K¢, we
express a point of U(I)c as Z = (Z',zy,...,z,) with Z' € U(I)¢ and z; € C.
Then JD} C Py is defined by z; = --- = z, = 0. The coordinates zy, ..., z, give
a trivialization of the conormal bundle &Y of ;. The quasi-pullback f| o as a
V(I)jx ® Sym” C”-valued function on D; is given, up to constants, by the Taylor
coefficients of f along O in degree v:

A av 4
fllo(Z) = (aw—fvr(z ,0))
Zl cee 8Zr U1+“'+Vr=v

We calculate the Fourier expansion of the Taylor coefficients. In what follows, we
identify (Kg)" =~ Q" by the dual basis of the chosen basis of K¢, and express vectors
of (Kg)" as (n1,...,n,),n; € Q.

Lemmad.11. Let f(Z) =), a(l)q' be the Fourier expansion of f. Let (vy, ..., vy)
be an index with vy + --- + v, = v. Then we have

" p
L _zo=eav=y Y b)),

vl ) vr
0z, 0z, Ve,

where (¢")! = e((I', Z")) and

b(l') = Z ny'eeentcal + (ny, ... np)).

(n1,....,nr)€Q”
U'+(ny,...n)eUU)y,

Here, by convention, 0° = 1 but 0™ = 0 whenm > 0.

Note that the sum defining b(/’) is actually a finite sum for the same reason as in
Lemma 4.2.

Proof. We can rewrite the Fourier expansion of f as

f(Z/,Zl,...,Z,-)
=Y Y al'+(m.....np) e+ (n1....onp) (221, 2p))
I’ (ny,..,nr)
=Y Y all'+ (ny.....np)-e(. Z2) - [ [ enizo).

I’ (ny,...,nr) i=1

Here [’ ranges over (U(1)7)" and (n1, ..., n,) ranges over vectors in Q" = (Kg)"
such that /" + (ny,...,n,) € U(I)y. Since we have

" [, e(nizi)
m (2 TN — )Ul_[n e(n Zl
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we see that
avf
dzyl -0z

=(271«/—_1)”Z Z a(l’—l—(nl,...,nr))-(q')l/-l_[n:-)"-e(nizi).

I (ni,..nr)

(Z/,Zl,...,Zr)

Substituting z; = -+ = z, = 0, this proves Lemma 4.11. ]
Now we complete the proof of Proposition 4.10.

Proof of Proposition 4.10. Let I’ be a vector in ‘C’_} N (U(I)y)Y with (I',1") = 0.
For (ny,...,n,;) € Q", we have I’ + (ny,...,n,) € €7 only when (ny,...,n,) =
(0, ...,0) because Kb is negative-definite and perpendicular to U(/ )b By Lem-
ma 4.11, this shows that

b(l'y = 0" -0 -a(l') = 0

because (vq,...,v,) # (0,...,0) by the assumption v > 0. This proves Proposi-
tion 4.10. ]



Chapter 5

Canonical extension over 1-dimensional cusps

In this chapter we recall the partial toroidal compactification over a 1-dimensional
cusp and the canonical extension of the automorphic vector bundles over it. This
provides a geometric basis for the Siegel operator (Section 6) and the Fourier—Jacobi
expansion (Section 7). Except for a few calculations in Sections 5.4 and 5.5, most
contents of this chapter are essentially expository. We refer the reader to [2] for the
general theory of toroidal compactification, to [21,33,35] for its specialization to the
case of orthogonal modular varieties (especially for more details on the contents of
Sections 5.1-5.3), and to [36] for the general theory of canonical extension. Never-
theless, since this chapter is the basis of many later chapters, we tried to keep the
presentation as self-contained, explicit, and coherent as possible.

Throughout this chapter, L is a lattice of signature (2, n) with n > 3. We fix a
rank 2 primitive isotropic sublattice J of L, which corresponds to a 1-dimensional
cusp of D = Dy. We write

V(Ip=U4])®z F

for F = Q, R, C. This is a quadratic space over F, negative-definite when F =
Q. R. We especially abbreviate V(J) = V(J)c. We also write U(J ) = A%Jf. The
choice of the component D determines an orientation of J so that the R-isomorphism
(w,-): JR = C preserves the orientation for any [w] € £. This determines the positive
part of U(J)R.

For2U = U & U, where U is the integral hyperbolic plane, we will denote by e1,
f1 and e5, f> the standard hyperbolic basis of the first and the second components,
respectively. We say that an embedding ¢: 2Ur < L is compatible with J if it
satisfies ((Ze; @ Ze,) = J. This defines a lift V(J)r ~ (QRQUp)* N Lr of V(J)F
inJ IJ; and hence a splitting

L ~2Ur ®V(N)F =(Ur®J)®V(J)F, (5.1

where we identify (({ f1, f2)) with J;/. We often choose a rank 1 primitive sublat-
tice I of J. We say that (:2Uf < L F is compatible with I C J if ((Ze; & Zey) = J
and ((Ze,) = 1.

5.1 Siegel domain realization

In this section we recall the Siegel domain realization of D with respect to the J-cusp
and explain its relation with the tube domain realization.
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5.1.1 Siegel domain realization
The filtration J C J+ C L on L determines the two-step linear projection
PLc -5 P(L/J)c -2 P(L/J ). (5.2)
Via the pairing on L, this is identified with the dual projection
PLE - P(J&)Y - PJY.

The centre of 7; is P J¢, and the centre of 5 is PV (J). The projection 7, identifies
P(L/J)c —PV(J) with an affine space bundle over P(L/J+)c. If we choose a lift
V(J) < J& of V(J), it defines a splitting (L/J)c = V(J) & (L/J*)c, and so,
defines an isomorphism between the affine space bundle P(L/J)c — PV(J) with
the vector bundle V(J) ® O(1) over P(L/J4)c.

We restrict (5.2) to the isotropic quadric Q C PPL¢. The closure of a my-fiber
is a plane containing P Jc. When this plane is not contained in PJ&, it intersects
properly with Q at two distinct lines, one being P J¢. This shows that

mlg:Q—QNPJEF — P(L/J)c —PV(J)

is an affine line bundle.
Next we restrict (5.2) further to an enlargement of the domain D C Q. Let H
be the connected component of P J ' — P Jy consisting of C-linear maps ¢: Jc — C
such that ¢| s, : JR — C is an orientation-preserving R-isomorphism. By the canon-
ical isomorphism P J Y ~P J¢, H s corresponds to the J-cusp. We put Vy=m5 ' (H,)
and D(J) = (m1]0) 1 (Vs). Then D C D(J). We thus have the extended two-step
fibration
Do) v, Bowy, (5.3)

where V; — Hj is an affine space bundle isomorphic to V(J) ® On, (1), D(J) —
V; is an affine line bundle, and £ — V; is an upper half plane bundle inside D (J) —
V. This is the Siegel domain realization of D with respect to J. (Up to this point,
canonically determined by J.)

5.1.2 Relation with tube domain realization

We choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice / of J. Recall from Section 3.3 that the
tube domain realization at the 7-cusp (before choosing a base point) is the canonical
embedding

DC D)= P/ —PV()

induced by the projection PL¢ --> P(L/I)c. Note that D(J) C D(I). We can
factor the projection 1 in (5.2) as:

PLc --> P(L/I)c - P(L/J)c - P(L/JY)c.
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Hence we have the following commutative diagram:

P(L/)c~PV(U) — P(L/])c~PU*/])c — P(L/JH)c-PU+/TH)c

] I ]

DcCOHW) i sy V, 2 s Hy.

Here the upper row is projections of affine spaces, the left vertical map is the tube
domain realization at I/, and other vertical maps are natural inclusions. The two
squares are cartesian, i.e., D(J) — V; — Hy is the restriction of the upper row
over H ;. Thus the Siegel domain realization at J can be given by a decomposition
of the tube domain realization at I C J.

Next we choose a rank 1 isotropic sublattice I’ C L with (I, I’) # 0 and accord-
ingly a base point of the affine space P(L/I)c — PV(I). This identifies the upper
row of the above diagram with the linear maps

Ull)c =/ De®Ic— (IH/))c®Ic — I/ T e ® Ic.

We identify U(J)c = A%Jc with the isotropic line (J/I)c ® Ic in U(I)c. Then
this is written as the quotient maps

U(l)c - U)c/U(J)c = U(l)c/UWJ)g. (5.4)

Therefore, after choosing the base point I/, the above commutative diagram can be
rewritten as

Ul)e —=— U(I)c/U(J)c —= U(I)c/U(J)E

I I |

DcDWJ) sy, s Hy

where the vertical embeddings are defined by I’ and the two squares are cartesian.
This gives a simpler (but depending on I, I’) expression of the Siegel domain realiz-
ation.

Finally, we introduce coordinates. Let vy be the positive generator of A2J ~ Z.
We choose an isotropic vector I; € U(I)g with (vy,ly) = 1. This defines a split-
ting U(/)g >~ Ug @ Kq, where Kg = V(J)g ® Ig, which determines a splitting
of (5.4). Accordingly, we express a point of U(I)c >~ Cl; x K¢ x Cvy as

Z=(r,z,w)=tly+z+wvy, zeKc, r,weCl. (5.5)
In these coordinates, the 7 -directed Siegel domain realization (5.4) is expressed by

(t,z,w) — (1,2) —> 1.
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The w-component gives coordinates on the 71-fibers (~ U(J)c¢), and T gives coor-
dinates on the base U(I)c/U(J )é >~ U(J){- The images of the embeddings

D) = Ule, Vi=Ul)c/UJ)c, Hy = Ul)c/UU)E

are all defined by the inequality Im(z) > 0, and the tube domain O; C U(I)c is
defined by the inequalities

—(Im(z),Im(z)) < 2Im(7) - Im(w), Im(z) > 0.

Thus the choice of I, I’, I; defines a passage from the canonical presentation (5.3)
to a more classical presentation of the Siegel domain realization.

Remark 5.1. The choice of I’ and [ is almost equivalent to the choice of an embed-
ding 2Ug <> Lg compatible with /g C Jg. More precisely, we choose one of the
two generators of / =~ Z, say vy. Let v; € I, be the dual vector of vy in Ig. We
can write vy = Uy ® vy and [y = l} ® vy for some vectors v € (I(’))l N Jo and
Iy e (I@)J- N 16. This defines an embedding 2Ug < Lg compatible with /g C Jg
by sending

ev—>vr, fir v, er—Uy, f 1.

5.2 Jacobi group

In this section we describe the rational/real Jacobi group of the J-cusp and its action
on the Siegel domain realization.

Let F = Q, R. Let I'(J) r be the subgroup of the stabilizer of Jg in O(L ) act-
ing trivially on A2JF and V(J) . We call I'(J)  the Jacobi group for J over F. (It
is certainly useful to take into account the action on V(J) r, but here we refrain from
doing so for simplicity of exposition.) The Jacobi group has the canonical filtration

U)r CW(I)F CT()F
defined by

W(J)r = Ker(I'(J)r — SL(JF)),
U(J)r = Ker(T'(J)F — GL(JF)).
The group U(J)F consists of the Eichler transvections E;g;s for [,1’ € JF. Since

Epgr = E_jg, U(J)F is canonically isomorphic to A2J . This justifies our use of
the notation U(J)r. We also have the canonical isomorphism

VINFQ®Jr > W(I)F/UJ)F, mIl+— Egzgr mod U(J)F,
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where m € JI% isaliftof m € V(J)F. The linear space V(J)r ® JF has a canonical
U(J) F-valued symplectic form as the tensor product of the quadratic form on V(J)
and the canonical A?Jf-valued symplectic form on Jz. We thus have the canonical
exact sequences

0— W(J)F — F(J)F —>SL(JF) — 1,

(5.6)
0—>UN)rF—>WJ)r >V(J)F®Jr — 0.

The group U(J)F is the centre of I'(J)r, and W(J)F is the unipotent radical of
I'(J)F. The first sequence (5.6) splits if we choose an embedding 2Ur < L com-
patible with Jr and hence a splitting Lz ~ (Jr @ J¥) @ V(J)F asin (5.1):

I'(J)F ~ SL(JF) x W(J)F. (5.7)

Here the lifted group SL(Jr) C I'(J)F acts on the component Jr @ J % in the nat-
ural way. The adjoint action of SL(Jr) on W(J)r/U(J)Fr =~ V(J)F ® JF is the
tensor product of the natural action of SL(JF) on JF and the trivial action on V(J)F.
The group W(J)F is isomorphic to the Heisenberg group attached to the symplectic
space V(J)F ® JF with centre U(J) . We call W(J)F the Heisenberg group for J
over F.

If I is arank 1 primitive sublattice of J, we have

UJ)r CUIF CcI'(J)F, (5.8)

as can be seen from the definitions. In U(I)r = (I+/I)F ® I, U(J)F corresponds
to the isotropic line (J/I)r ® Ir. We also have W(J)r C I'(/)F and

U r "W =U)F =/ DF ® IF.

The image of W(J)Fr in O(V(I)F) is the group of Eichler transvections of V(/)F
with respect to the isotropic line (J/I)F.

The Jacobi group I'(J)r preserves the Siegel domain realization (5.3) by defin-
ition. The actions of the factors U(J) g, W(J)r/U(J)F, SL(JF) of T'(J)F on the
spaces in (5.3) are described as follows.

(1) The group U(J)F acts on Vy trivially. The projection D (J) — V; is a prin-
cipal U(J)c-bundle, where U(J)c = A?Jc is the group of Eichler transvections
Ejgr with 1,1’ € Jc.

(2) The Heisenberg group W(J)F acts on H trivially. The quotient W (J)r/
U(J)F acts on the fibers of V; — H; by translation. More precisely, if  is a point
of Hy C PJY and Jc = J'0 @ J! is the corresponding Hodge decomposition
of Jc (where J'0 is the kernel), the fiber of O, (1) over 7 is Jc/J 0. So the
fiber (V). of V; over 7 is an affine space for V(J) ®c (Jc/J'°). On the other
hand, we have a natural projection V(J)r ®r Jr — V(J) ®c (Jc/J %) which is
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an R-isomorphism. Then the action of an element of W(J)r/U(J)r =~ V(J)r ®r
Jr on the affine space (Vy), is the translation by its projection image in V(J) Q¢
(Jc/TT0).

(3) To describe the action of SL(JF), we take an embedding 2Ur — L com-
patible with Jg. As explained before, this induces an isomorphism V; ~ V(J) ®
Om, (1) and a lift SL(JF) < I'(J) r. Then the lifted group SL(JFr) acts on V; by
its equivariant action on O, (1).

5.3 Partial toroidal compactification

Let T be a finite-index subgroup of O*(L). We take the intersection of I'(J)q,
W(J)q, U(J)g with I" and denote them by

I'N)z=TW)o NI, WU)z=WUJ)oNI, UWJ)z=UJ)gNT.

By the orientation on J, we have a distinguished isomorphism U(J)z =~ Z. We also
denote by I'(J )7, the stabilizer of J in I'. The integral Jacobi group I'(J)z is of finite
index in I'(J))7, because

I'(J);/T(J)z = O(J1/J)

and O(J+/J) is a finite group. If T is neat, we have )z =TW)z.
We put

T(J)z =T()z/U)z, T)p=T)Fr/UJ)z

for F = Q, R. These quotients make sense because U(J)F is the centre of I'(J)F.
By definition we have the canonical exact sequence

0— W(J)z/UW)z = T(J); = T(J)z/W(J)z — 1,

which is canonically embedded in the quotient of (5.6) by U(J)F: more specific-
ally, '(J)z/W(J)z is embedded in SL(J) as a finite-index subgroup, and W(J)z/
U(J)z is embedded in V(J)g ® Jg as a full lattice.

LetT(J) =U(J)c/U(J)z =~ C* be the 1-dimensional torus defined by U(J)z.
We denote by T(J) ~ C the natural partial compactification of T'(J). We take the
quotient of H C D(J) by U(J)z:

X(J)=D/U)z, TJ)=D)/U)z.

Then 7 (J) is a principal T (J)-bundle over V;, which contains X (J) as a fibration of
punctured discs. Let 7 (J) = 7 (J) X7 T(J) be the relative torus embedding. This
has the structure of a line bundle on V; : the scalar multiplication on each fiber is given
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by the action of 7'(J) >~ C*, and the sum is determined by the scalar multiplication
because the fiber is 1-dimensional. The group WR acts on 7 (J) naturally, and this
extends to an action on 7 (J). The fact that I'(J)g commutes with U(J)c implies
that the action of WR on m is an equivariant action on the line bundle.

Let X(J) be the interior of the closure of X (J) in T(J). We call X(J) the
partial toroidal compactification of X (J). This is a disc bundle over V; obtained by
filling the origins in the punctured disc bundle X (J) — V;. Let A; be the boundary
divisor of m This is naturally isomorphic to V. We denote by ® ; the conormal
bundle of Ay in m This is a mwequivariant line bundle on A ;. (Although the
subgroup U(J)r/U(J)z of T(J)g acts on Ay trivially, it acts on the fibers of @ ;
by rotations.)

Lemma 5.2. We have a natural T (J )y -equivariant isomorphism ®V >~ T (J) of line
bundles on Aj.

Proof. Since Ay is the zero section of the line bundle 7 (J), its normal bundle
in X (J) is the same as the normal bundle in 7 (J), which is isomorphic to 7 (J)
itself. "

The partial compactification m already appears in essence in the partial com-
pactifications X (1)* for I C J considered in Section 3.5.1. Recall that the isotropic
ray oy = (U(J)Rr)>0 appears in every I'(/)z-admissible fan X as in Section 3.5.1.
Since U(J)z C U(I)z, we have a natural étale map X (J) — X (I) which is a free
quotient map by U(l)z/U(J)z.

Lemma 5.3. The map X (J) — X (I) extends to an étale map X (J) — X (I)=. The
image of Ay is a Zariski open set of the boundary divisor of X (I)* associated to the
isotropic ray 0.

Proof. Since D(J) C D(I), we have the following commutative diagram (cf. Sec-
tion 5.1.2):
T(J) — DD)/UJ)z — T()

| | |

Vy —— DU)/UJ)c — T)/T{).

Here the vertical maps are principal 7' (J)-bundles, and the two right horizontal maps
are free quotients by U(I)z/U(J)z. The two squares are cartesian: the right is the
pullback of a principal 7'(J)-bundle to a U(I)z/U(J)z-cover, and the left is the
restriction to an open set. Since the upper row is 7'(J)-equivariant, it extends to

T(J) = (DU)/UJ)z) xr5y TT) = T) x5y T(J).

The second map is still a free quotient by U(1)z/U(J)z. The image of Ay C T(J)
by this map is an open set of the (unique) boundary divisor of T'(I) X7y T(J).
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Since T'(1) x7y) T(J) is the torus embedding of 7'(I) associated to the ray oy, it
is a Zariski open set of 7'(/)%. Thus we obtain an étale map 7 (J) — T(I)* which
maps A to an open set of the boundary divisor of 7'(I)¥ correspondingtoo;. m

5.4 Canonical extension

In this section, which is the central part of Section 5, we extend the automorphic
vector bundles & ; over m This is an explicit form of Mumford’s canonical
extension [36] which is suitable for dealing with the Fourier—Jacobi expansion. We
use the same notations &£, &, &,, &, x for the descends of these vector bundles
to X (J). They are TJ)R -equivariant vector bundles on X (J).

We choose an adjacent 0-dimensional cusp I C J. Since U(J)z C I'({)R, the /-
trivialization of &, x over & descends to an isomorphism &, x >~ V(1) x ® Ox(J)
over X (J) = D/U(J)z. Thus we still have the [-trivialization over X (J). This is
equivariant with respect to (I'(/)r N I'(J)r)/U(J)z. We extend &, j to a vector
bundle over X (J) (still use the same notation) by requiring that this isomorphism
extends to

Erk = V()i k ® Oxipy-

We call it the canonical extension of & j over m This is the pullback of the
canonical extension over X (/)= defined in Section 3.5.3 by the gluing map X (J) —
X (I)% in Lemma 5.3. By construction, the frame of &, x over X (J) corresponding
to abasis of V([); x viathe [ -trivialization extends to a frame of the extended bundle
over X (J).

Proposition 5.4. The canonical extension of &), y over X (J) defined above does not
depend on the choice of 1. The action of I'(J ) on &, x over X (J) extends to action
on the canonical extension of &), y over X (J).

The proof of this proposition amounts to the following assertion.

Lemma 5.5. The factor of automorphy of the I' (J )r-action on & _j with respect to
the I -trivialization is constant on each fiber of w1: D — Vj. In particular, if I’ is
another R-line in Jg, the difference of the I -trivialization and the I'-trivialization at
[w] € D as the composition map

VD, = (Er)w = VU ik (5.9)
is constant on each 1 -fiber.

Proof. Let j(y, [@]) be the factor of automorphy in question. This is a GL(V(1); x)-
valued function on I'(J)r x . What has to be shown is that j(y, [w]) = j(y, [@']) if
71 ([w]) = m1([@']). We consider the natural extension of &, x over £(J), on which
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the group U(J)c-T"(J)R acts equivariantly. Note that U(J)c commutes with I'(J)R.
We can write ['] = g[w] for some g € U(J)c. Since U(J)¢ acts trivially on I¢
and V (1), we have j(g,-) = id. Therefore

Iy, glo]) = j(rg, [@]) = j(gy. [w]) = j(y. [@]).

As for the second assertion, we choose y € I'(J)r with y(Ig) = I’. Then (5.9)
coincides with the isomorphism

yo ity Llw)) : V(Dax = V(Dak = VU )ik

1

Hence the constancy of j(y™", [w]) over m;-fibers implies that of (5.9). |

Now we can prove Proposition 5.4.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. Let I, I' be two rank 1 primitive sublattices of J. By the
second assertion of Lemma 5.5, the difference of the 7-trivialization and the [I’-
trivialization

VIDrk @ Oxry = Erk = VU Nak @ Oxsys (5.10)

viewed as a GL(n, C)-valued holomorphic function on X (J) via basis of V(1) x
and V(I’), k. is constant on each fiber of X (J) — V;. Therefore it extends to a
GL(n, C)-valued holomorphic function over X (J). This implies that (5.10) extends
to an isomorphism

V(IDak ® Oy = VU ak ® Oxzy

over m Thus the two extensions agree.

Extendability of the WR—action on &,  can be verified as follows. Let y €
I'(J)r. The y-action on &, ; sends a frame corresponding to a basis of V(I);
via the /-trivialization to a frame corresponding to a basis of V(y[I), x via the yI-
trivialization. By Lemma 5.5 again, the latter extends to a frame over X (J) also in
the 7-trivialization. Thus y sends an extendable frame to an extendable frame. This
means that the y-action extends over m ]

The fact that the canonical extension comes with an [/ -trivialization (but inde-
pendent of it) enables us to develop the theory of Fourier—Jacobi expansion (Sec-
tion 7) in an intrinsic but still explicit way. The following property will play a funda-
mental role in Section 7.

Proposition 5.6. Let w1: X(J) — Vj ~ Ay be the projection. Then we have a
I (J)g-equivariant isomorphism & x >~ w{ (&} k|a,) over X (J).
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Proof. We fix a rank 1 primitive sublattice / C J and let j(y, [w]) be the factor
of automorphy of the I'(J)r-action on &, ; with respect to the [ -trivialization. By
Lemma 5.5, the GL(V (1), x)-valued function j(y, [w]) on I'(J)r x X (J) descends
to a GL(V({) x)-valued function on I'(J)r x Ay. This gives the factor of auto-
morphy of the I'(J)r-action on &, x|a, with respect to the /-trivialization

Exxlay, 2 VU )rx ®Oa,.

The fact that its pullback agrees with the factor of automorphy of &,  implies that
the composition

71 (Eakla,) = i (V(Dak ® Oa,) = V(Iak ® Oy = Eak

gives a I'(J )r-equivariant isomorphism 777 (€, x|a ;) — &x k over X (J), where the
first isomorphism is the pullback of the I-trivialization over A, and the last iso-
morphism is the /-trivialization over X (J). ]

Remark 5.7. By the proof, we have the following commutative diagram:

7 Erula,) —— &k

| |

f(V(Dak ® Oay) —— VUik ® Oxgy-

Here the upper arrow is the isomorphism in Proposition 5.6, the vertical arrows are
the 7 -trivializations, and the lower arrow is the natural isomorphism.

Remark 5.8. Although the canonical extension at the level of X (J) still has a trivi-
alization (by construction), this no longer holds when passing to the full toroidal
compactifications (Section 5.6). Around Ay we need to further take the quotient
by mz» which does not preserve the trivialization.

5.5 The Hodge line bundle at the boundary

In this section we study the Hodge line bundle &£ relative to the J-cusp and show that
its canonical extension can be understood more directly. Let

Ly =0m,(=1) = Opp sy (=Dlm,

be the Hodge bundle over the upper half plane H ;. The group I'(J)r acts on £
equivariantly via the natural map I'(J)gr — SL(Jr). Letm = mp o 11: D — H; be
the projection from D to H ;.
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Lemma 5.9. We have a T (J)r-equivariant isomorphism £ ~ 7*£Lj over D.

Proof. Recall that 7 is restriction of the projection PL¢ --> P(L/J1)c. Since this
is induced by the linear map L¢c — (L/J1)c, we have a natural isomorphism

7 Opy 1y (1) =~ Opre(=1)

over PLc — IP’J(é-. Restricting this isomorphism to D, we obtain £ >~ 7n*£ ;. Since
the projection Lc — (L/J+)c is T'(J)r-equivariant, so is the isomorphism £ ~
a*Ly. n

The fiber of 7* &£y over [w] € D is the image of the projection Cw» — (L/J 1),
and the isomorphism £ — 7*£ s over [w] is identified with the natural map Cw —
Im(Cow — (L/JY)c).

The projection § — H; descends to X (J) — H; and extends to m — Hy,
naturally. We denote it again by m: m — Hy. The isomorphism in Lemma 5.9
descends to a T'(J ) -equivariant isomorphism £ ~ 7* £ | %) over X (J). We have
respective extension of both sides over m: for £ the canonical extension construc-
ted in Section 5.4, and for 7*& s | (s the natural extension 7*&£ ;. It turns out that
these two extensions agree, as the following proposition shows.

Proposition 5.10. The isomorphism £>~n*&L j|x () over X (J) extendstoaT'(J )g-
equivariant isomorphism between the canonical extension of £ and n*£j over
X (J). In particular, we have £|p , >~ 75 Ly over Aj.

Proof. We choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice / C J. The canonical extension of &£
is defined via the [ -trivialization of £, which we denote by (7: &£ ~ I ® Ox(s). On
the other hand, we also have a trivialization (}: £; ~ Il ® Om, of £; = Om, (—1)
over Hy C P(L/J+)c induced by the pairing between (L/J1)c and Ic. The nat-
ural extension 7*& ; of *& ;| x(s) over X (J) coincides with the extension via the
trivialization

B

Tl
7*Lylx) —= 7 UE ® Om,)|xw) = I ® Ox(y, (5.11)

because 7 *(} is defined over m

We observe that the composition of (5.11) with the isomorphism & >~ 7* &£ s | x ()
in Lemma 5.9 coincides with the [ -trivialization ¢; of &£: this is just the remark that
taking the pairing of a vector w € L¢ with I¢ (this is ¢7) is the same as projecting @
to (L/JL)c (thisis £ — 7*£ ) and then taking pairing with I¢ (this is w*t}). From
this coincidence, we see that the isomorphism in Lemma 5.9 extends to an isomorph-
ism over m from the extension of &£ via ¢; (this is the canonical extension of &£)
to the extension of 7*&£ y|x(s) via 7*(} (this is 7*&£ ). The TJ)R—equivariance
holds by continuity. ]
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Thus the canonical extension of £ defined in Section 5.4 via the [ -trivialization
can be understood more directly as the canonical (verbatim) extension 7*&£; of
w* L%

Remark 5.11. By the proof of Proposition 5.10, £ is endowed with the [ -trivial-
ization /¥ ® Op, — £, induced by the pairing between (L/J1Y)c and Ic, and its
pullback by 7 agrees with the [ -trivialization of £ via the isomorphism &£ >~ 7*L ;.

5.6 Toroidal compactification

In this section we recall the (full) toroidal compactifications of the modular variety
F(I') = I'\D following [2]. While this provides a background for our geometric
approach, logically it will be used only in Section 10 in a rather auxiliary way, so the
reader may skip it for the moment.

The data for constructing a toroidal compactification of ¥ (I") is a collection ¥ =
(X7) of I'(I)z-admissible rational polyhedral cone decomposition of ‘C’I’L CcCU)r
in the sense of Section 3.5.1, one for each I'-equivalence class of rank 1 primitive
isotropic sublattices I of L. Two fans X, ¥/ for different I"-equivalence classes I,
I’ are independent, and no choice is required for rank 2 isotropic sublattices J (it is
canonical). Then the toroidal compactification is defined by

7% = (DU X v X))/ ~,
I J

where I (resp., J) run over all primitive isotropic sublattices of L of rank 1 (resp.,
rank 2), and ~ is the equivalence relation generated by the following étale maps.

(1) The y-action D — D, X(I)* — X(yI)*1, X (J) — X(yJ) fory e T.

(2) The gluing maps D — X ()%, D — X (J)and X (J) — X (I)>! forI C J
as in Lemma 5.3.

By [2, Section IIL5], #(I")* is a compact Moishezon space which contains % (T")
as a Zariski open set and has a morphism ¥ (I')* — ¥ (F)bb to the Baily—Borel
compactification. We have natural maps

X(I)* /T(I)g — F@O)= X))/ (T)y/UJ)z) — FO)  (5.12)

These maps are isomorphism in a neighbourhood of the locus of boundary points
lying over the 7 -cusp and the J -cusp, respectively (see [2, p. 175]). We may choose
so that ¥ (T")¥ is projective. When I is neat and each fan X; is regular, i.e., every
cone is generated by a part of a Z-basis of U(I)z, then ¥ (I')* is nonsingular [2,
Section II1.7].
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Next we explain the canonical extension of &, x over ¥ ()% (cf. [36]). We
assume that I is neat and 3 is regular. Then not only I itself but also the subquotients
I'(I)z and I'(J)7/U(J)z = T'(J)g are torsion-free, so the quotient map

Dul | XD u| | X)) - F(D)*
1 J

is étale. The vector bundle &, x is initially defined on & and hence on

Du| |xmul |xw.
1 J

In Sections 3.5.3 and 5.4, we constructed the canonical extension of &, x over X (/) Zr
and X (J), respectively. By construction we have a natural isomorphism

P 6k = &k

for a gluing map p in (2) above. Moreover, we have a natural isomorphism y* & j >~
&,k for the action of y € T': this is evident for O and X (/)*/, while it is assured by
Proposition 5.4 for X (J). Since these isomorphisms are compatible with each other,
the extended vector bundle &, x on

Du| x> ul |xd)
1 J

descends to a vector bundle on ¥ (T")Z. We denote it again by &, k. This is the
same as extending &, x on F (T") over the boundary of ¥ (I")* by using the local
charts (5.12).

Proposition 5.12. For T neat, we have M x(T') = H°(¥ ()%, &; ).
Proof. We have the natural inclusion
HO(F(T)”, &30) — HY(F(T), &14) = My ().

It is sufficient to see that this is surjective. Let f € M, x(I"). As a section of & x
over X (1), f extends holomorphically over X (7)¥/ by Lemma 3.11. By the gluing,
J extends holomorphically over X (/). Therefore, as a section of &, x over ¥ (I"),
f extends holomorphically over ¥ (I")*. ]

Let us remark an immediate consequence of this interpretation. We go back
to a general finite-index subgroup I' of OT(L). For a fixed A, the direct sum
Drso0 Mi x(T) is a module over the ring Py Mk (T') of scalar-valued modular
forms.

Proposition 5.13. For each A, the module @, M), i (') is finitely generated over the
ring @ My (T).
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Proof. We may assume that I" is neat by replacing the given I' by its neat sub-
group of finite index. We take a smooth toroidal compactification ¥ (I')¥ as above
andlet 7: F (I)* - F (F)bb be the projection to the Baily—Borel compactification.
Then £®" = 7*©(1) for an ample line bundle (1) on ’F(I‘)bb by [36, Proposi-
tion 3.4 (b)]. (In fact, £ itself descends, but we do not need that.) It suffices to show
that for each 0 < ko < n, the module @ M} k,+nk (') is finitely generated over
@D M,k (T'). By Proposition 5.12, we have

B Mi ko 1ni (@) = P HO(F (D)%, €5 4, ® 7*O(K))
k>0 k>0

~ P HOF (D) 154 ® O(K)).
k>0

where the second isomorphism follows from the projection formula for w. Since
F (F)bb is projective, the last module is finitely generated over the ring

P HOF @), 0(k) = P Mur(T)
k k

by a general theorem of Serre (see, e.g., [37, p. 128]). |



Chapter 6

Geometry of Siegel operators

Let L be a lattice of signature (2,n) with n > 3 and I" be a finite-index subgroup
of OT(L). Let A = (A; > --- > A,) be a partition expressing an irreducible repres-
entation of O(n, C). We assume A # 1, det. This in particular implies A, = 0, and
s0, “A1 < n. In Proposition 3.7, we proved that a modular form f € M) _x(T") always
vanishes at all O-dimensional cusps. In this chapter we study the restriction of f to a
1-dimensional cusp, an operation usually called the Siegel operator.

Let J be a rank 2 primitive isotropic sublattice of L, which we fix throughout this
chapter. A traditional way to define the Siegel operator ®; at the J-cusp is to choose
a 0-dimensional cusp I C J, take the [ -trivialization and the coordinates (z, z, w) as
in Section 5.1.2, and set

(5 )(x) = tli)rgo f(z,0,it), teH. 6.1)

In this way it is easy to define the Siegel operator, but we have to check the modularity
of ®; f and calculate its reduced weight after defining it.

In this chapter we take a more geometric approach working directly with the auto-
morphic vector bundle &, x. This improves the geometric understanding of the Siegel
operator, and tells us a priori the modularity of ®; f and its weight. We work with the
partial toroidal compactification X (J), rather than with the Baily—Borel compactific-
ation, because the boundary structure of m is easier to handle and &, ; extends
to a vector bundle over m as we have seen in Section 5. We also wanted to put
the Siegel operator on the same ground as the Fourier—Jacobi expansion (Section 7).
Understanding the Siegel operator at the level of toroidal compactification will be
useful in some geometric applications.

Let A be the boundary divisor of m and m: Ay — H be the projection to
the J-cusp. Let £ be the Hodge bundle on H ;. For V(J) = (J+/J)c we denote
by V(J), the irreducible representation of O(V(J)) ~ O(n — 2, C) with partition
A = (Ay = -+ > A,—1). Our result is summarized as follows.

Theorem 6.1. Let A # 1, det. There exists a I'(J)r-invariant sub vector bundle & ;{
of &, with the following properties.

1 & /{ extends to a sub vector bundle of the canonical extension of &) over
X (J).
(2) We have a T'(J)g-equivariant isomorphism 8){ A, =~ n;‘l’?h QV(J)y.

(3) If f is a T-modular form of weight (A, k), its restriction to Ay as a section
of &,k takes values in the sub vector bundle 8){ ® §€®k|AJ of Exkla,-
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In particular, we have
fla, =m0 (@5 1)
SJor a V(J)-valued cusp form ®; f of weight k + A1 on H; with respect to the
image of T'(J)z — SL(J). If f =Y, a(l)q" is the Fourier expansion of f at a 0-
dimensional cusp I C J, the Fourier expansion of ® f at the I -cusp of H j is given
by

@@ =Y. aDe(,v), teH; CUDc/UWNE (62

leoy ﬂU(I)%
where o5 = (U(J)R)>o is the isotropic ray in U(I )r corresponding to J.

In (6.2), the pairing (/, 7) for / € o5 and © € H is the natural pairing between
UJ)cand U(I)c/ U(J)(JC-. (This T € Hy is different from the coordinate t € H in
Section 5.1.2, but rather is identified with the point 7/; there.)

A point here is that the vector bundle &) x “reduces” to the sub vector bundle
& ){ ® £®* at the boundary divisor A 7. This is the difference with the Siegel operator
in the scalar-valued case. This reduction corresponds to the reduction A ~> A X A/
of the weight, and makes it possible to descend f'|a, to H ;. Roughly speaking, this
reduction occurs as a result of taking the direct image of &, x to the Baily—Borel com-
pactification. In this way, the naive Siegel operator (6.1) can be more geometrically
understood as

restriction to A y 4+ reduction to 8){ ® £®* + descend to H J-

The sub vector bundle & ){ will be taken up again in Section 8.3 from the viewpoint
of a filtration on &}.

In Section 6.1 we prepare some calculations related to & ){ . In Section 6.2 we
define & /{ and prove the properties (1), (2) in Theorem 6.1. The Siegel operator @ is
defined in Section 6.3, and the remaining assertions of Theorem 6.1 are proved there.

6.1 Invariant part for a unipotent group

This section is preliminaries for introducing the Siegel operator. We prove that the
Fourier coefficients of a modular form in the J-ray are contained in the invariant
subspace for a certain unipotent subgroup of O(n, C), and study this space as a rep-
resentation of C* x O(n — 2, C).

Let F = Q,R. Let W(J)r C I'(J)F be the Heisenberg group and the Jacobi
group for J over F defined in Section 5.2. We choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice /
of J, and also a rank 1 sublattice I’ of L with (I, 1) # 0. Let I'(I) r be the stabilizer
of I as in Section 3.3.2 and let

I(I,J)F = T'(J)r NKer(T(I)f — GL(I)).
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By definition I'(/, J) r consists of isometries of L r which act triviallyon I g, Jr/IF
and V(J)r = (J+/J)F. As a subgroup of I'(J) g, ['(I, J) r contains W(J)r, and
the quotient I'(1, J)p/W(J)F >~ F is the subgroup of I'(J)r/W(J)F =~ SL(JF)
which acts trivially on IF.

As a subgroup of I'(/)fr, I'({, J)F contains the unipotent radical U(/)fr of
I'(I)F by (5.8). Let U(J/I)F be the subgroup of O(V(I)F) acting trivially on
Jr/IF and V(J)F. Then U(J/I)F is the image of I'(1, J)F in O(V(I)F). This
is also the image of W(J)F in O(V(I)F). From (3.11), we have the exact sequence

0— UI)r — T, J)F —UWJ/I)F — 0. (6.3)

By (1.2), the group U(J/I)F is the unipotent radical of the stabilizer of Jg/IF in
O(V(I)F) and consists of the Eichler transvections of V (/) r with respectto Jr/IF.
We have a canonical isomorphism

UWJ/I)F ~V(J)F QF (JF/IF).

We define U(J/I)c < O(V(1)) similarly.

Now let f be a modular form of weight (A, k) with respect to I', and f =
> adl )¢' be its Fourier expansion at /. We are interested in the Fourier coefficients
a(l) € V(1) k for [ in the isotropic ray oy = ((J/I)r ® Ir)>o corresponding to J.
We denote by

V(D = vnyvie

the invariant subspace of V(1) for the unipotent subgroup U(J/I)c of O(V (1)),
and put
VDY, =vDY @ UH®* c VT)x.

Lemma 6.2. Ifl € U(I)y Noy, thena(l) € V()T .

Proof. We take the splitting of (6.3) for FF = Q following (3.12), and accordingly
express elements of I'(/, J)g as (y1,®), where y; € U(J/I)g C O(V(I)g) and
a € U(I)g. (In the notation (3.14), this is (y; ® idy, 1, @).) There exists a finite-
index subgroup H of I'(1, J)g N I" such that « € U(])z for every element (y;, @)
of H. The group I'(/, J)g acts trivially on the isotropic ray o;. Therefore, if [ €
U(1); N oy, we see from Proposition 3.6 that

a(l) = a(y1l) = y1(a()))

for every element (y;, ) of H. Here y; € U(J/I)q acts on V(1) x by its natural
action on V' (I),. This equality means that a(/) is contained in the H -invariant sub-
space V(I)fk = V(I)f ® (I(g)@’k of V(I); k. The image of H by the projection

r'i,J)o = U/, (y1.o) =y,
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is a full lattice in U(J /I ). In particular, it is Zariski dense in U(J /I )c. This shows
that V(I)i = v(I)¥{, and s0,a(l) € V(I)¥,. "

Let P(J/I)c be the stabilizer of the isotropic line Jc/Ic C V(I) in O(V(1)).
Then U(J/I)c is the unipotent radical of P(J/I)c and sits in the exact sequence

(cf. (1.2))
0—>UWJ/I)c — P(J/I)c - GL(Jc/Ic) xOWV(J)) — 1. (6.4)
Therefore V(1 )/[{ is a representation of
GL(Jc/Ic) xO(V(J)) ~C* xO(n —2,C) ~ SO(2,C) x O(n —2,C).
Proposition 6.3. Ler A # det. As a representation of C* x O(V(J)) we have
VDY = 2, BV,

where y, is the character of C* of weight Ay and V(J ),/ is the irreducible repres-
entation of O(V(J)) associated to the partition ' = (A > --+ > A,—1).

Proof. This is purely a representation-theoretic calculation. Let us first rewrite the
setting. Let V' =C" be an n-dimensional quadratic space over C with abasis ey, ..., ey
such that (e;,ej) = 1if i + j =n + 1 and (e;, e;) = 0 otherwise. Let P be the
stabilizer of the isotropic line Ceq in O(V) and let V' = {(es,...,en—1). Then

P =(C*x0(V"))xU,

where C* = SO({e1, e,)) >~ GL(Cey) and U is the group of unipotent matrices

I —vY —(v,v)/2
0 I, v veV.
0 0 1

The problem is to calculate the U -invariant part V)LU of V, as a representation of the
reductive part C* x O(V").

Step 1. There exists a C* x O(V')-equivariant embedding y,, X V,, < VAU.
Proof. We write

Wo=AMV @@ AV,

Wo' = ANV @@ APl

Wi = (Cey A /\ul_lV’) ®-®(Cer A /\tkll_lV’).
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We have a natural C* x O(V’)-equivariant isomorphism
l :(Ce?l' ® Wy 5 W, C W.

Recall from (3.1) that V) C Wy and V)(, C W;. (Here we notice that the transpose

of M is ("Ay — 1,...,7A;, — 1).) We shall show that the image of@e“lml ® V], byt
is contained in V,V. Since (Cefswt
our assertion.

Since U acts on W trivially, it does so on ¢(C e?'xl ® V/,). Thus it suffices to see

that ((C e?kl ® V],) is contained in V}. Recall from (3.2) that V) and V;,, respect-
ively, contain the vectors

' ~ y,, as arepresentation of C*, this would imply

A Al
vx=®(€1/\“'/\€t,x,-), vi,:®(e2/\---/\ez,1i).
i=1 i=1

Since L(efM' ® v},) = va, we have O(V’) - L(é’?kl ® v},) C Vj. Taking the linear
hull and using the irreducibility of V,,, we see that L((Ce?’l‘ ® V;(/) C V. m

For the proof of Proposition 6.3, it thus suffices to prove dim V;, = dim VAU. We
use the restriction to SO(V) C O(V). We first consider the case when V) remains
irreducible as a representation of SO(V'). As recalled in Section 3.6.1, this occurs
exactly when # is odd or n is even with ‘A{ # n/2, and V) has highest weight

A=A Apy) = A Az = Aucts e o Ay — Anti—fny2))

in this case.

Step 2. When V), is irreducible as a representeltion of SO(VL VAU is irreducible as a
representation of SO(V”) with highest weight A" = (A5, ..., A[,/2)). In particular, we
have dim V], = dim V.,V

Proof. Let B and B’ be the groups of upper triangular matrices in SO(V') and SO(V”),
respectively (the standard Borel subgroups). Let Uy and U be the groups of unipotent
matrices in B and B’, respectively. Then U and U generate Uy. Therefore we have

Vo = ). (6.5)

The space VAUO is the highest weight space for the SO(V)-representation V), while
( VAU)U{) is the highest weight space for the SO(V’)-representation VAU. The irredu-
cibility of V; as an SO(V')-representation implies dim VAUO = 1, which in turn implies
by (6.5) the irreducibility of V)LU as a representation of SO(V').

We shall calculate the highest weight of VAU for SO(V’). Let T and T’ be the
groups of diagonal matrices in B and B’, respectively. Then T = C* x T’. The
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highest weight A = (A1, ... ,/_\[n /21) of the SO(V')-representation V) is the weight
of the T'-action on the highest weight space VAUO. Therefore T” acts by weight A’ =
()_kz, ... ,)_k[n/z]) on VAUO. By (6.5), this means that the highest weight of VAU for
SO(V’)is \. [

It remains to cover the exceptional case where V) gets reducible when restricted
to SO(V), namely, n is even and ‘A1 = n/2.
Step 3. We have dim V], = dim VAU even when V) is reducible as a representation

of SO(V).

Proof. In this case, the irreducible summands of V; have highest weight 1 = A
and AT, respectively. We can argue similarly for each irreducible summand. This
shows that VAU as a representation of SO(V’) has two irreducible summands, of
highest weight A’ = (A2, ..., 4,/2) and AN =@, ..., —An/2). On the other hand,
V), is also reducible as a representation of SO(V’) with highest weight A" and (1’ y =
(A7) by Section 3.6.1. This implies that VAU ~ V;, as SO(V')-representations. =

The proof of Proposition 6.3 is now complete. |

6.2 The sub vector bundle & ){

Let A # det. We define the sub vector bundle & ;{ of &) as the image of V(I )f{ R 09
by the [ -trivialization ¢;: V(1)) ® Op — &;.

Lemma 6.4. The sub vector bundle & ){ of &, is I'(J)r-invariant. In particular, it
does not depend on the choice of I.

Proof. Let y € I'(J)r. What has to be shown is that the image of V([ )i] ® Op by
the composition homomorphism
L_l
V(1)L ® Op => &5 6, = V(1), ® O

is again V(I )ﬁ] ® O@gp. This homomorphism coincides with

-1
L
V(I ®0p 5 VD), ® Op 2> €~ V(1) ® Op.

where t, is the yI-trivialization. The image of V(/ )S{ by y: V() — V(yl), is
V(yl )f{, the invariant subspace of V(yI), for the unipotent radical U(yJc/yIc) =
U(Jc/ylc) of the stabilizer of Jc/yIc in O(V(y[l)). Therefore it suffices to show
that the homomorphism

G o V(IDL®Op = V(yD;i ® Op

sends V()Y ® Op to V(y){ ® 0p.
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The problem is pointwise. Let [w] € . At the fiber of & over [w], the difference
of the [ -trivialization and the y[ -trivialization is the isometry

Ié/[c — Ié Not - ot/Co — ylé Not - ylé/ylc.
This sends the isotropic line J¢ /Ic of I(é /Ic as
Jc/lc — Je Nwt = Jc Nwt — Je/ylc.
Therefore the induced isomorphism
ow(I)) — OV (yI))
sends the subgroup U(J /I )¢ to U(Jc/yIc). It follows that the induced isomorphism
(&7 ° D] - VUi = V(yDa
sends V(1Y to V(yI)¥. "

Recall that the canonical extension of &, over the partial toroidal compactification
X (J) is defined via the [-trivialization V (1), ® Ox ) — €,. Therefore, by con-
struction, & /{ extends to a sub vector bundle of the canonical extension of &, (again
denoted by & ){ ). The [ -trivialization &) — V(I)) ® OW over X (J) sends & ){ to
V(DY ® Oxy-

Proposition 6.5. There exists an SL(JRr)-equivariant vector bundle ® ;&) on H
such that we have a T (J ) -equivariant isomorphism

&fla, =~ 73 (&)
of vector bundles on Aj.

Proof. Let j(y, [®]) be the factor of automorphy of the I'(J)r-action on & /{ with
respect to the I -trivialization &7 ~ V(I )f{ ® Op. Thisisa GL(V (I )g)—valued func-
tion on I'(J)r x . We shall prove the following.

(1) For fixed y, the function j(y, [w]) of [w] is constant on each fiber of H — H ;.

2) j(y.[w]) =idify € W(J)r.
Since I'(J)r/ W(J)r =~ SL(JRr), these properties ensure that j(y, [w]) descends to
aGL(V(I )ij)-valued function on SL(Jgr) x H . This function defines the factor of
automorphy of an SL(JR)-equivariant vector bundle ®;&; on Hy such that &/ ~
7*(®8),) as I'(J)r-equivariant vector bundles on £. This gives an isomorphism
8){|AJ ~ ﬂ;(qllg)t) over AJ.

We first check the property (2). Since W(J)Rr acts on [y trivially, we see from
Lemma 3.2 that the factor of automorphy of the W(J)gr-action on &, with respect
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to the [-trivialization is given by the natural action of W(J)r on V(I),. Since the
image of W(J)r in O(V({)r) is equal to U(J /I )r, W(J)r acts on V(I)ﬁ] trivially
by definition. This implies (2).

Next we verify the property (1). The fibers of & — V; are contained in U(J)c-
orbits in D(J) D D, and the fibers of Ay — Hy are W(J)r/U(J)r-orbits. In
particular, the constancy on the fibers of & — V; would follow from the constancy
on U(J)Rr-orbits and the identity theorem in complex analysis for U(J)r C U(J)c.
Thus we are reduced to checking the constancy on W(J)r-orbits. Let y € I'(J)r and
g € W(J)Rr. Then we can calculate

J(y.g(w]) = j(rg. [@]) o j(g.[w) ™" = j(vg. o))
= jlygy " y(w)) o j(y.[w]) = j(y. [w]).

In the second and the last equalities we used the property (2) proved above, with the
normality of W(J)r in I'(J)R in the last equality. The property (1) is thus proved. =

Remark 6.6. By construction, ® ;&) is endowed with a trivialization
V(] ® Om, ~ ©,&;,

whose pullback agrees with the [-trivialization V([ ))L{ ®0p, =& /{ |n, of & ){
over Aj.

We can calculate the weights of ®;&; by using Proposition 6.3. Let £ 7 be the
Hodge bundle on H ;.

Proposition 6.7. There exists an SL(JR)-equivariant isomorphism
@6, ~ LM @V (),

of vector bundles on H .

The proof of Proposition 6.7 is divided into several steps. Let us formulate the first
half as preparatory lemmas as follows. Let P(J) be the stabilizer of J¢ in O(L¢).
We write Q(J) = Q0 -0 N ]P’Jé-. Recall that &) is naturally defined over Q as an
O(Lc)-equivariant vector bundle.

Lemma 6.8. The vector bundle & ){ extends to a P(J)-invariant sub vector bundle
of &, over Q(J) (again denoted by 8){).

Proof. Foreach C-line I’ C J¢, the I’-trivialization t;: V(I'); ® @ — &, is defined
over Q(I') = O — Q N P(I’)*. The same argument as the second half of the proof
of Lemma 6.4 shows that for two C-lines /1, I, C J¢, we have

u, (VUIDY ® 0) = u,(V(1)Y ® 0)
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over Q(I1) N Q(I). Therefore, by gluing the image of ¢; for all C-lines I’ C J¢, we
obtain a sub vector bundle of &, over Q(J) = |J;» Q(I’) which extends & ){ . Since
y € P(J) sends L[/(V(I’)g ® ) to Lyp(V(yl’)/[{ ® O) (cf. the proof of Lemma 6.4),
this sub vector bundle is P (J)-invariant. ]

Lemma 6.9. Let Dy = Q(J) NP1Z. The I-trivialization V(I)Y ® Qo) — €]
over D (1) extends to an isomorphism

V(DY ® Oguy — €] ® Oguy(M1Dy) (6.6)
over Q(J), which is equivariant with respect to the stabilizer of Ic in P(J).

Proof. We choose an arbitrary embedding 2Uc <> L¢ compatible with I¢ C J¢
in the sense of Section 5 and accordingly take a lift GL(J¢) < P(J) of GL(J¢).
Let T ~ C* be the subgroup of GL(J¢) consisting of matrices (§ ), & € C*, with
respect to the basis ey, e, of Jc. (e; spans Ic and e; spans Jc/Ic.) The image of T
in P(J/I)c is alift of GL(Jc/Ic) in (6.4). Then

Vil)=Cex®dV(J)dCfy

is the weight decomposition for T, where Ce,, V(J), C f, have weight 1, 0, —1,
respectively. A general T-orbit C° = T [w] in D(I) gives a flow converging to the
point p = [ f] of D; as o — 0 from a normal direction. Let C = C° U p ~ C be the
closure of such a T-orbit in Q(J). The proof of Lemma 6.9 is based on the following
assertion.

Claim 6.10. The I-trivialization &|co >~ V(I) ® O¢o over C° extends to an iso-
morphism

Elc 2Cea®0c(—p)®V(J)®0c ®Cf2®Oc(p)
over C.

We postpone the proof of this claim for a while and continue the proof of Lem-
ma 6.9. From Claim 6.10, we see that if V(7)) = €, V(r) is the weight decom-
position for 7" with V(r) the weight r subspace, the /-trivialization of &, over C°
extends to an isomorphism

Eile ~ P V() ® Oc(-rp)

over C. Since V(I )i] C V(A1) by Proposition 6.3, we obtain
&flc ~ V(D ® Oc(~A1p).

Finally, if we vary the embedding 2Uc < L, then the point p = [ f2] runs over D ;.
This implies the assertion of Lemma 6.9. |
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We give the postponed proof of Claim 6.10.

Proof of Claim 6.10. Letv € V(I) be a weight vector for 7' with weight r € {—1,0, 1}
and let s, be the corresponding section of &. We calculate the limit behavior of s, on
the T-orbit C° = T[w] as @ — 0. We write yo = (§ 9) € T. Wellift V(I) < I by
the given embedding Uc < Lc. By Lemma 2.6 for [ = e; € I, we have

sy(Yal@]) = v — (v, ¢, (va[w]))er  mod Cyy(w)
= v — (v, Ya(Se, ([@])))er mod Cyy(w)
=0 — (Vg (), 5, ([@]))er  mod Cyg(w)
=v—a (v, ([®]))er mod Cyy(w). (6.7)

We take the Ce,-trivialization of & and express sy (Yo [@]) as a V(Cey)-valued func-
tion. We identify V(Ce,) = Cey & V(J) & C fi naturally. Then, according to the
weight r of v, we have

v+ Ci(v)ey ve V),
sv(Yalo]) = § a7 1Cre v = e,

Olcz_lfl +aCszey +avg v = f2

as a V(Cey)-valued function. Here C; (v) is a linear function on V(J), C2 # 0 and C3
are constants, and vy € V(J) is some constant vector. These expressions in the cases
v € V(J) and v = e, are apparent from (6.7), because the vector in (6.7) is already
perpendicular to e; in these cases. The case v = f; follows from the conditions

($Sfys8e2) =1, (85,,86) =0, (sg,80) =0 forw e V(J).

(This can also be calculated by using the coordinates (z, z, w) in Section 5.1.2.) The
assertion of Claim 6.10 now follows from these expressions. |

Now we can complete the proof of Proposition 6.7.

Proof of Proposition 6.7. We pass from Q(J) to PJ. By the same argument as the
proof of Proposition 6.5 with I'(J)r replaced by P(J) and W(J)R replaced by the
kernel of P(J) — GL(J¢) x O(V(J)), we find that the P(J)-equivariant vector
bundle & ){ on Q(J) descends to a GL(J¢) x O(V(J))-equivariant vector bundle
on IP’J&’. This is an extension of ®;&), and we denote it again by ®;&,. Let py =
I+ NP JY be the I-cusp of Hy . Since D is the fiber of Q(J) — PJ over py, we
find that the isomorphism (6.6) descends to an isomorphism

V(D] ® Op sy — ©16, ® Op (21 p1). (6.8)

This is equivariant with respect to the stabilizer of /¢ in GL(J¢) and O(V(J)). Note
that these groups act on V([ )i] by the representation in Proposition 6.3.
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Claim 6.11. The element g(a) = (O‘ 0 ) of GL(J¢), a € C*, acts on the fiber

0a!
of ®8; over py as the scalar multiplication by a1
We prove Claim 6.11. By Proposition 6.3, the matrices ((1) 2) in GL(J¢) act on
| 401 )f{ as the scalar multiplication by a*!. Moreover, the matrices (g (1’) acton V(1)
trivially. It follows that g(«) acts on V(/ )i] as the scalar multiplication by @ ~*!. On

the other hand, since the tangent space of p; € PJ is
Hom(I* N J&, J& /(I N JY¥)) ~ Hom((J /D), 1Y),

the element g () acts on it by the multiplication by 2. Hence g(«) acts on the fiber
of Op T (=A1pr) over py as the multiplication by «?*1. By the isomorphism (6.8),
we find that g(«) acts on the fiber of ®; &, over py as the scalar multiplication by
a~*1 . @?*1 = g*1. This proves Claim 6.11.

We go back to the proof of Proposition 6.7. The torus consisting of the matri-
ces g() is the reductive part of the stabilizer of py in SL(J¢). Therefore Claim 6.11
implies that ® ;&) is isomorphic to a direct sum of copies of l’?l‘ as an SL(J¢)-
equivariant vector bundle on IP’J(\:/ . Moreover, by the isomorphism (6.8) and Pro-
position 6.3, the action of O(V(J)) on the fibers of ®;&, is isomorphic to the
representation V(J),,. Therefore ®;&; ~ éﬁQJM' ® V(J) as SL(Jc) x O(V(J))-
equivariant vector bundles on P J¥. This finishes the proof of Proposition 6.7. ]

Remark 6.12. By the proof, the vector bundle ® 5 &, is in fact SL(Jr) x O(V(J)Rr)-
linearized, and the isomorphism ®; &, ~ :ﬁ(?)“ ® V(J), is SL(Jr) x O(V(J)R)-
equivariant.

6.3 The Siegel operator

Combining the arguments so far, we can now define the Siegel operator at the J-cusp.

Proposition 6.13. Let f € M, (') with A # 1,det. There exists a cusp form ®; f
on Hjy with values in ®;8) ® éﬁ?k ~ Sﬁ?lﬁ_k ® V(J) and invariant under the
image of T'(J)z — SL(J) such that flan, = w5 (s f). If f =D a(l)q' is the
Fourier expansion of f at a 0-dimensional cusp I C J, the Fourier expansion of @y f
at the I -cusp of H y is given by

@, NH@ =Y abe( ), teH;CUU)c/UJE.
leo;NUT)y,

Here we recall that £; and ®;&, on H; are endowed with [-trivializations
whose pullback agree with the I-trivializations of & and &7, respectively (Re-
marks 5.11 and 6.6). These define the I -trivialization

D6, ® £8* ~V(DHY, ® On,
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of ;6 ® Q‘C?k whose pullback agrees with the I -trivialization of & ){ ® £%k The
Fourier expansion of @ f is done with respect to this trivialization.

Proof. We choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice / C J and let f = 3, a(l)q’ be
the Fourier expansion of f at 1. By (3.19) and the gluing map X (J) — X (1) in
Lemma 5.3, we see that

fla, = ), aly 6.9)
leoy ﬂU(I)%
as a V(1) k-valued function on Ay C U(I)c/U(J)c. By Lemma 6.2, the func-
tion f|a, takes values in V([ )g - This in turn implies that f|a, as a section
of &, k|a, takes values in the sub vector bundle

6] @ LK, ~ 7} (6 @ £85) ~ nf £ T @ V(J)0.

Since the section f'|a , is I'(J)z-invariant, it is in particular W (J)z /U(J)z-invari-
ant, and so, it descends to a section of the vector bundle 77} jﬁQJMﬁk ® V(J), over
Ay/(W(J)z/U(J)z), where

T2 Ay /(W(J)z/U(J)z) — Hy

is the projection. Since 7, is a proper map (family of abelian varieties), we find that
f|a, is constant on each m,-fiber. Therefore f|a, = 75 (®y f) for a section ®; f
of éCQJM‘Jrk ® V(J) over Hy. Since f|a, is T(J)z-invariant, ®; f is invariant
under the image of I'(J)z — SL(J).

The fact that the pullback of the /-trivialization of ®;&; ® éﬁ?k agrees with the
I-trivialization of €] ® £® implies that the pullback of ®; f as a V(1) ;-valued
function by Ay — Hy is equal to f|a, asa V(I )f{,k-valued function. Therefore
®; fasaV(l )ﬁ’ ~Valued function on Hl; is given by the right-hand side of (6.9):

e f = Y. ay.

lGO‘JﬂU(I)\Z;

Here ¢! forl e o N U(I)y is naturally viewed as a function on H; CU(I)c/ U(J)é
by the pairing between U(J)c and U(I)c/U(J )é This gives the Fourier expansion
of & f at the I-cusp of H . By Proposition 3.7, ®; f vanishes at the /-cusp. Since
this holds at every cusp of H 7, we see that ®; f is a cusp form. |

Let 'y be the image of I'(J)z in SL(J) =~ SL(2, Z). We call the map
My (T) = Sp,+6T)) @ V(. f > Py ). (6.10)

the Siegel operator at the J -cusp.
We look at some examples. We use the same notation as in the proof of Proposi-
tion 6.3.
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Example 6.14. Let A = (14) for0 < d < n, namely, V) = A4V . Then
(/\dV)U = (Cel AN (/\d_1<€1, e ,en_l)) ~ (Cel ® /\d_l(é’z, ... ,en_l).

In this case, @y f is a (Z:i)—tuple of scalar-valued cusp forms of weight k + 1.

Example 6.15. Let A = (d), namely, V(4) is the main irreducible component of
Symd V (see Example 3.1 (2)). We have

V(g) = (Ce?d c Sym“ V.
In this case, @ f is a single scalar-valued cusp form of weight k + d.

The Siegel operator for vector-valued Siegel modular forms is studied in [47,
Section 2]. The case of genus 2 is also studied in [1, Section 1]. Let us observe that
the weight calculation in Example 6.15 in the case n = 3 agrees with the results
of [1,47] for Siegel modular forms of genus 2.

Example 6.16. Letn = 3. In [1,47], it is proved that the Siegel operator for a Siegel
modular form of genus 2 and weight (Sym’ det') produces a scalar-valued cusp form
of weight j + [ on the 1-dimensional cusp.

On the other hand, when j = 24 is even, we saw in Example 3.4 that the Siegel
weight (SymZd, det) corresponds to the orthogonal weight (A, k) = ((d),d + {).
According to Example 6.15, ®; f is a cusp form of weight d + (d + 1) = j + 1.
This agrees with the above results of [1,47].

In general, the Siegel operator in the form of (6.10) is still not surjective for the
following obvious reason. Let I"'(J)7, be the stabilizer of J in I', and let '} be the
image of I'(J)7 in SL(J) x O(J+/J). Then Ty = I'; N SL(J) is of finite index
and normal in T'}. Let

G =T%/T; ~T()5/T(J)z.

The modular forms are not only I'(J)z-invariant but also I'(J)7-invariant. There-
fore, in view of Remark 6.12, we see that the image of the map (6.10) is contained in
the G-invariant part of Sy, 4x(I'y) ® V(J) .






Chapter 7

Fourier—Jacobi expansion

Let L be a lattice of signature (2,n) with n > 3 and I" be a finite-index subgroup
of O (L). We fix a rank 2 primitive isotropic sublattice J of L. In this chapter we
study the Fourier—Jacobi expansion of vector-valued modular forms at the J-cusp.
From a geometric point of view, the Fourier—Jacobi expansion is the Taylor expansion
along the boundary divisor A y of the partial toroidal compactification m The m-
th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient is the m-th Taylor coefficient, and is essentially a section
of the vector bundle & ; ® @?m over Ay, where ®; is the conormal bundle of A .
Here we have some special properties beyond general Taylor expansion:

» existence of the projection 7r1: X' (J) — Ay and the isomorphism
Erk =7y (Eakla,)

(Proposition 5.6), and

» existence of a special generator w; of the ideal sheaf of A ; which is a linear map
on each fiber of ;.

These properties ensure that the m-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient as a section of the
vector bundle &)  ® ®§’m over Ay is canonically defined (Corollary 7.5) and is
invariant under TJ)Z. If we take the (/, wy)-trivialization for / C J, we can pass
to a more familiar definition of the Fourier—Jacobi coefficient as a slice in the Fourier
expansion at /.

In general, we define vector-valued Jacobi forms as T'(J)z-invariant sections
of &)1 ® @?m over Ay with cusp condition (Definition 7.10). Thus the Fourier—
Jacobi coefficients are vector-valued Jacobi forms (Proposition 7.12). Although our
approach is geometric, our Jacobi forms in the scalar-valued case are indeed classical
Jacobi forms in the sense of Skoruppa [43] if we introduce suitable coordinates and
the (I, wy)-trivialization (Section 7.4). When n = 3, our vector-valued Jacobi forms
essentially agree with those considered by Ibukiyama—Kyomura [27] for Siegel mod-
ular forms of genus 2.

When J comes from an integral embedding 2U < L and I is the so-called stable
orthogonal group, the Fourier—Jacobi expansion of scalar-valued modular forms is
well understood through the work of Gritsenko [20]. A large part of this chapter
can be regarded as a geometric reformulation and a generalization of the calculation
in [20, Section 2]. A lot of effort will be paid for keeping introduction of coordinates
as minimal as possible (though never zero), or in other words, for describing what is
canonical in a canonical way. We believe that this style would be suitable even in the
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scalar-valued case when working with general (T, J), for which simple expression
by coordinates is no longer available.

7.1 Fourier-Jacobi and Fourier expansion

We begin with the familiar (but non-canonical) way to define Fourier—Jacobi expan-
sion: slicing the Fourier expansion. The passage to a canonical formulation will be
given in Section 7.2.

We choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice I of J, and also a rank 1 sublattice I’ C L
with (1, 1") # 0. Recall from Section 5.1.2 that U(J)r = A2 Jg is identified with the
isotropic line (J/I)r ® Ir in U(I)r = (I*/I)r ® Ir, and that the Siegel domain
realization of  with respect to J can be identified with the restriction of the projec-
tion

U()e — Uc/UW)c = U(l)e/U()E

to the tube domain Dy C U(I )¢ after the tube domain realization D >~ Dy. The ori-
entation of J determines the nonnegative part 65 = (U(J)Rr)s0 of U(J)r. Let vy r
be the positive generator of U(J)z = U(J)g N I'. We choose a rational isotropic vec-
tor/yr € U(I)g suchthat (vyr,lyr)=1.Thenv, , /s span arational hyperbolic
plane in U({)g. We put

wy =q"T =e(sr.2)), ZeU)c.

This is a holomorphic function on U(I )¢ invariant under the translation by U(J)z.
Thus we have chosen the auxiliary datum /7, ', /j . These will be fixed until Lem-
ma 7.4.

Let f be a I'-modular form of weight (A, k). We identify f with a V(1)) -
valued holomorphic function on O; via the [-trivialization and the tube domain
realization, and let f(Z) = ) ; a(l )q' be its Fourier expansion. Like the calcula-
tion in Section 3.5.2 (see also Remark 3.10), we can rewrite the Fourier expansion
as

£(Z) = Z( 3 ad +ml,,p)q’)w;". (1.1)

m=0 1eU(J))g

Here [ ranges over vectors in U(J) (J@ such that/ +mlyr € U(I)y . They form a trans-
lation of a full lattice in U(J )6 Although [ is not necessarily a vector in U(1)y,
this expression still makes sense over the tube domain ;. We call (7.1) the Fourier—
Jacobi expansion of f at the J-cusp relative to 7, I’, [y r, and usually write it as

f=2 dmo} (7.2)

m=>0



Geometric approach to Fourier—Jacobi expansion 83

with
¢m= > al+mlr)g. (7.3)

1eU(NG

We call ¢, the m-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient of f at the J-cusp relative to 1,
I’, lyr. This is a V(1) x-valued function on £y. Since [ € U(J)@ in (7.3), ¢m
actually descends to a V([) -valued function on Ay C U(I)c/U(J)c. We often
do not specify the precise index lattice in (7.3); it is convenient to allow enlarging it
as necessary by putting a(/ + mlyr) = 0when! +ml;r ¢ U(I)y. Whenm = 0,
¢o is the restriction of f to Ay and was studied in Section 6. In this chapter we study
the case m > 0.

7.2 Geometric approach to Fourier-Jacobi expansion

In Sections 7.2 and 7.3 we give a geometric reformulation of the Fourier—Jacobi
expansion (7.2). Our starting observation is (compare with Section 3.5.2):

Lemma 7.1. The Fourier—Jacobi expansion (7.2) gives the Taylor expansion of the
V(1) k-valued holomorphic function f on m along the boundary divisor Ay
with respect to the normal parameter wj, where ¢y, is the m-th Taylor coefficient as
a V(1) k-valued function on Aj.

Proof. Since the function f is invariant under the translation by U(J)z C U(I)z, it
descends to a function on X (J) >~ Dy /U(J)z. Since (I;r,vsr) = 1 for the posit-
ive generator vy 1 of U(J)z, the function w; = e((/s,r, Z)) descends to a function
on X(J) and extends holomorphically over X (J), with the boundary divisor A s
defined by w; = 0. In particular, w; generates the ideal sheaf of A ;. On the other
hand, as explained above, the Fourier—Jacobi coefficient ¢,, is the pullback of a
V(1) x-valued functionon Ay C U({)c/U(J)c (again denoted by ¢,,). Thus [ =
Y (T dm)w’} gives the Taylor expansion of f along A ; with respect to the normal
parameter wy, in which the V' (/) x-valued function ¢,, on A is the m-th Taylor
coefficient. ]

Recall from Section 5.3 that m is an open set of the relative torus embedding
TJ)=TWU) XT(J) T(J) which has the structure of a line bundle on A ;. Since
D(J) C D) ~ U(I)c, the function wy on X (J) extends over T (J) naturally. It
is a linear map on each fiber of 7(J) — A . Indeed, the fact that w; preserves the
scalar multiplication follows from the equality

e((yr.avyr + Z)) = e(@)-e((sr.Z)). aeC,

and similarly for the sum. The following property will be used in Section 7.3.
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Lemma 7.2. Foreachy € I'(J)z we have y*w; = (7] j,) - wj for a nowhere van-
ishing function j, on Aj.

Proof. Since y acts on 7 (J) — Ay as an equivariant action on the line bundle (see
Section 5.3), y*wy is also linear on each fiber. Therefore y*wy/wy is the pullback
of a function on A ;. See also Corollary 7.15 for a computational proof. |

Let us reformulate Lemma 7.1 by passing from vector-valued functions to sec-
tions of vector bundles. Let I = I, be the ideal sheaf of Ay and ®; = I /T 2
be the conormal bundle of A ;. As explained above, w; generates I over m In
particular, it generates ® ; over A y. We have

"/ I = @9 = On, 0§

for every m > 0. In what follows, we write & k|a, ® @?m =8&1x ® @QJZ”” for
simplicity. The I -trivialization & k|a, ~ V(I)jx ® Oa, of &, k|a, and the trivi-
alization of %™ by »%" define an isomorphism

Erk ®OF" ~ V(1) 4 ® Op,.

We call this isomorphism the (I, wy)-trivialization of &, y ® @?m. Via this iso-
morphism, we regard the V' (1), x-valued function ¢, over A as a section of &) ; ®
®?m over A . Specifically, the process is to multiply the function ¢,, by w?m, and
then regard ¢, ® a)}@m as a section of &) x ® @?m by the I -trivialization.

Proposition 7.3. The Taylor expansion of sections of &, y over X (J) along the
boundary divisor A j with respect to the normal parameter wj and with the pull-
back

aiHY(A g, Exkla,) = HY (X)), Exx) (7.4)

defines an embedding

HOX(D). &) = [ HO(As. €24 ® O™, f 1> (b @ 0™, (1.5)

m=>0

where ¢y, are the sections of &), |a, with f =), (7{ ¢m)@'}. If we send a modular
form f € My x(I') as a section of &), x by this map, its image is the Fourier—Jacobi
coefficients of f regarded as sections of &) x ® @Q})m via the (I, wy)-trivialization.

Here the pullback map (7.4) is defined by the isomorphism
Erk =7y (Eakla,)

in Proposition 5.6. Via the [ -trivialization, this is just the pullback of V' (1), x-valued
functions by 71: X (J) — Ay (see Remark 5.7). The existence of this pullback map
is one of key properties in the Fourier—Jacobi expansion.
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Proof. The exact sequence of sheaves
0—>I"ME x> Ik > E1p ®OF" >0
on X (J) defines the canonical exact sequence

0— HYX(J). I" &) > HYUX(J). I™E3 k) — H(Ay. 63 @ OF™).
(7.6)
The generator @’} of I"™ and the pullback map

nfHY(Ay, Eakla,) = HO(X (). Erk)

define the splitting map
HO(Ay. 83 ® OF") = HY(X()). I"Ep). ¢ @ 0F™ 1> 0 -7fdp (1.7)

of (7.6). Here a)?m in the source is a section of @?m over Ay, while @7 in the
target is a section of the sheaf I™ over X (J). This defines a splitting of the filtration
(H°(X(J), I™E&) k))m on H°(X(J), &, k) and thus an embedding

HOX(J). &20) = [ H(As. 61k @ OF™).

m=>0

Explicitly, this is given by writing a section f of &, x over X (J) as

f = Z(nrd’m)wrjn

with ¢,, a section of &, x|a,, and sending f to the collection (¢, ® a)?m )m of
sections.

Since 77 is just the ordinary pullback after the /-trivialization, the equation
f =2 w@dm)w when f is a modular form coincides with the Fourier-Jacobi
expansion (7.2) of f after the /-trivialization. Thus the [/ -trivialization of ¢,, is the
m-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient (7.3). It follows that the section ¢, ® a)}gm is identi-
fied with the Fourier—Jacobi coefficient by the (7, wy)-trivialization. |

At first glance, the Taylor expansion (7.5) may seem non-canonical because the
lifting map (7.7) uses the special normal parameter s, which as a function on X (J)
depends on the choice of /5, I’, I. In fact, it is canonical.

Lemma 7.4. The map (7.7), and hence the Taylor expansion (7.5), does not depend
on the choice of Ly, I', I.

Proof. Let @y be the special normal parameter constructed from another such data
(I,1',1yr). Both wy and @y extend over 7 (J) and are linear at each fiber of the
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projection 7r1: 7 (J) — A . Therefore we have @ /w; = m{§ for a nowhere vanish-
ing holomorphic function £ on A ;. Then the map (7.7) defined by using @y in place
of wy sends ¢ ® a)?m as

PP = (TP @G > B T () = 0F -7,
This coincides with the map using w;. ]

This in particular implies the following.

Corollary 7.5. The m-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient of a modular form, viewed as a
section of &)k ® @QJD’" over Ay via the (I, wy)-trivialization, does not depend on
the choice of lyr, I', I.

This means that we obtain the same section of &, ; ® @?m even if we start from
the Fourier expansion at another 0-dimensional cusp IcJ.

To summarize, the Fourier—Jacobi expansion of a modular form f as a sec-
tion of &, x is a canonical Taylor expansion along Aj; which uses but does not
depend on the choice of a special normal parameter wy. The m-th Fourier—Jacobi
coefficient is canonically determined as a section of &)  ® @?m. If we take the
(I, wy)-trivialization, this section is identified with the V(1) x-valued function (7.3)
defined as a slice in the Fourier expansion of f at the /-cusp.

7.3 Vector-valued Jacobi forms

We want to refine Proposition 7.3 by taking the invariant part for the integral Jacobi
group I'(J)z and imposing cusp condition. This leads us to define vector-valued
Jacobi forms in a geometric style. In what follows, we let m > 0 and consider the
vector bundle &,  ® @?m over Ay, leaving modular forms on £ for a while.

As in Sections 7.1 and 7.2, we choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice / of J, a
rank 1 sublattice I’ C L with (I, ") # 0, and an isotropic vector I;r € U(I)q
with (I;r,vyr) = 1. (I will be fixed until Definition 7.10, and I’, Iy will be
fixed until Lemma 7.9.) We keep the same notation as in Section 7.1. Since U(I)z C
I'(J)z by (5.8), the group WR contains U(1)z/U(J)z as a subgroup. As recalled
in Section 7.1, I’ determines an embedding Ay < U(I)c/U(J)c. The action of
U(l)z/U(J)z on Ay is given by the translation on U(I)c/U(J)c.

We consider the action of U(1)z/U(J )z on the vector bundle &; x ® ®§’m. The
I -trivialization &) g |a, ~ V(1) x ® Oa, over Ay is equivariant with respect to the
subgroup (I'(/)r N I'(J)R)/U(J)z of I'(J)g. In particular, it is equivariant with
respect to U(1)z/U(J)z. Since U(1)z/U(J )z acts trivially on V(I); x, the factor
of automorphy for the 7 -trivialization of &, |a, is trivial on this group. On the other
hand, as for the w-trivialization of ® s, we note the following.
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Lemma 7.6. There exists a finite-index sublattice Ao of U(1)z/U(J)z such that
v*wy = wy forevery y € Ay. In particular, the factor of automorphy for the (I, wy)-
trivialization &) j ® @‘?m V() ®0a, of €5 k ®®§’m is trivial on the group A .

Proof. Recall that v € U(/)Rr acts on the tube domain Dy ~ P as the translation
by v, say t,,. Then

tyog =e((lyr.Z +v)) =e((lyr,v)) ;.
Therefore, if we put

Ao={veUl)z/UJ)z | (syr.v+U(J)z) CZ}, (7.8)

we have 1wy = wy forevery v € Ay. Since (U(I)z.l;,r) C Q and U([)z is finitely
generated, we have (U(1)z, 1y r) C N~'Z for some natural number N. This shows
that Ay is of finite index in U({)z/U(J)z. ]

Let ¢ be a mz-invariant section of the vector bundle &, ; ® @?m over Aj.
By the (I, wy)-trivialization of &, x ® @?m, we regard ¢ as a V(I), x-valued holo-
morphic function on A y. By Lemma 7.6, the function ¢ is invariant under the trans-
lation by the lattice A¢. Therefore it admits a Fourier expansion of the form

$(Z) =) alq', ZeA;CcUU)c/UW)c, (7.9)
leA

where a(l) € V(1) k., g' = e((l, Z)), and A is a full lattice in U(J)(J@ (which is the
dual space of U(I)q/U(J)q).

At this point, A can be taken to be the dual lattice of A defined by (7.8), but
we can replace A by its arbitrary overlattice (or even the whole U(J )6) by setting
a(l) =0if [ ¢ Ay. It is sometimes convenient to enlarge A in this way. For this
reason, we do not specify the lattice A in (7.9).

Remark 7.7. The dual lattice of Ag in U(J )6 can be explicitly written as
Ay = Uy Zlyr) N UG-
We do not use this information.
Replacing A by its overlattice, we assume that A is of the split form
A =Z(Bvsr) ® K,

where 81 > 0 is a rational number and K is a full lattice in / JLF nUJ )(JQ;. Note that K
is negative-definite. Accordingly, we can rewrite the Fourier expansion of ¢ as

¢$(Z)= > Y am.Dq'dtr. qir=e(vir,2)), (7.10)

nGﬂIZZGK

forZe Ay cUU)c/UJ)c.-
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Definition 7.8. We say that ¢ is holomorphic at the I -cusp of Hy if a(n,l) # 0 only
when 2nm > |(I,1)|. We say that ¢ vanishes at the I-cusp if a(n,l) # 0 only when
2nm > |(1,1)].

The expression (7.10) of the Fourier expansion of ¢ depends on the choice of I’,

Iy, A. Specifically,

» I’ determines the embedding Ay — U({)c/U(J)c.

* [ determines the normal parameter w; which determines the trivialization
of @QJ;’". The vector /7  also determines the splitting U(J)(J@ =U(J)g ® Kg of
the index space U(J )6

* A is the index lattice in the Fourier expansion which is taken to be a split form.

However, we can prove the following.
Lemma 7.9. Definition 7.8 does not depend on the choice of I', Iy r, A.

Proof. We verify this for the holomorphicity condition. The case of vanishing condi-
tion is similar.

(1) If we change I, its effect is the translation on Ay C U(I)c/U(J)c by a vec-
tor of U(1)g/U(J)q. This multiplies each Fourier coefficient a(n, /) by a nonzero
constant, so its vanishing/nonvanishing does not change.

(2) The condition 2nm > |(I, )| is the same as the condition

(mlyr+v.mlyr+v)>0 (7.11)

for the vector v=nvyr+[/ of U(J )6 which corresponds to the index (n,/). With /7 ¢
fixed, this condition does not depend on the lattice A.
(3) Finally, if we change /; r, the new vector can be written as

Uyr =150 +1lo—2""(lo. lo)vsr

for some vector /o € Kg. Since the normal parameter wy = e((/;r, Z)) is replaced
by

(o.l0)/2 .
r

oy =e((l)r.2)) =q" - q] vy,

—mlo ,q'Jn(r{o,lo)/Z

we have to multiply the function ¢ by ¢ when passing from the w -

trivialization to the w’;-trivialization of @?m . Also
Ko =I7rNUW)G
is replaced by K(’@ = /J’F)L NUWJ )(JQ;, for which we have the natural isometry

K@—)Kb, ll—)l/ Z=l—(l,lo)v,],r.
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Therefore the new Fourier expansion is

_ lo,l0)/2
¢/ ::¢.q mly .q';lg_‘o 0)/

s

=3 Y an g gm0

neQleKg

'—mll, n+(,lo)—m(lo,lp)/2
_ Z Z a(n,lyq' mloq;’F( 0)-m(lo.l0)/2.
nEQlGK@

In the last equality we used
I —mly = (1 —mly) + (I —mlo,lo)vyr.
This means that a(n, [) is equal to the Fourier coefficient of ¢’ of index
(n+ (I.1o) —m(lo.1o)/2,1' =mly) € Q & Kg.
The holomorphicity condition 2nm > —(I, 1) for ¢ can be rewritten as
2m(n + (I,10) — m(lo, lo)/2) = —(I" = mlg, " — mly).
This is the holomorphicity condition for ¢’. ]

Lemma 7.9 ensures that Definition 7.8 is well defined for a I (J ) -invariant sec-
tion of &) x ® @?m.

Definition 7.10. We denote by
Jrakm(T(N)z) C HO(Ay, €10 @ OF™)

the space of mz—invariant sections ¢ of &, x ® G)Q}’m over Ay which are holo-
morphic at every cusp I C J of Hj in the sense of Definition 7.8. We call such
a section ¢ a Jacobi form of weight (A, k) and index m for the integral Jacobi
group I'(J)z. We call ¢ a Jacobi cusp form if it vanishes at every cusp I C J. When
A = (0), we especially write Joy x,m(I'(J)z) = Ji,m(T'(J)z).

For later use (Section 7.4), we note the following.

Lemma 7.11. Let y be an element of I'(J)q which stabilizes J. A mz-invariant
section ¢ of &) k ® @?m over Ay is holomorphic at the y(I)-cusp of Hy if and
only if the y 1T (J )z y-invariant section y*¢ of €, x ® @?m is holomorphic at the
I-cusp of Hy.

Proof. This holds because the pullback of a Fourier expansion of ¢ at the y(/)-cusp
by the y-action

y :U)c/U(J)c - Uyl)c/U(J)c
and the isomorphism y: V(1) x — V(yI)a k gives a Fourier expansion of y*¢ at
the I-cusp. |
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Now we go back to modular forms on & and refine Proposition 7.3 for M} x (T").
Recall that the m-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient of a modular form was initially defined
as a V(I); x-valued function on A by (7.3), and then regarded as a section of the
vector bundle &) ; ® 6)?”’ by the (/, wj)-trivialization. By Corollary 7.5, this section
is independent of /.

Proposition 7.12. For m > 0 the m-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient of a modular form
f € My x(I') as a section of & x ® @?m is a Jacobi form of weight (A, k) and
index m in the sense of Definition 7.10. When f is a cusp form, the Fourier-Jacobi
coefficient is a Jacobi cusp form.

Proof. In what follows, &s‘m stands for the m-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient of f as
a section of &, x ® @?m. What has to be shown is that ¢, is T'(J) z-invariant and
is holomorphic at every cusp of H ;. We first check the cusp condition. Let I C J
be an arbitrary cusp (not necessarily the initial one). Corollary 7.5 ensures that the
Fourier expansion of 5,,, at the I -cusp of H ; is given by the series (7.3) obtained from
the Fourier expansion of f at the /-cusp of £. Then the holomorphicity condition
for 5,,, at I, written in the form (7.11), follows from the cusp condition in the Fourier
expansion of f at /. The assertion for cusp forms follows similarly.

It remains to check the mz -invariance of 5,,, Let ¢y, = {5,,, ® a)?_m. This is a
section of &, x|a, whose I-trivialization is the (1, w)-trivialized form (7.3) of &m
By Proposition 7.3, we have the expansion

f=) @iomoT (7.12)

as a section of & , where we view w; as a generator of the ideal sheaf T of A;. We
let y € T'(J)g act on this equality. Then we have

Y=Y v Eiem) o™ =Y a1t om) (Yo"

by Proposition 5.6. By Lemma 7.2, we have y*w; = (1] j,) - @ for a holomorphic
function j, on A;. Therefore we have

v f =Y mtU) v eme]. (7.13)

Since f is [-invariant, we have y* f = f. Comparing (7.12) and (7.13), we obtain
bm =J," y*¢m for every m. This means that ¢, = ¢, ® a)?m is y-invariant. This
proves Proposition 7.12. ]

When m = 0 and A # det, let us denote by J ,o(I'(J)z) the space of I'(J) -
invariant sections of

&) @ L%, ~ n £ @ V(JI)u
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over Ay which is holomorphic at every cusp of H;. By the result of Section 6,
the 0-th Fourier—Jacobi coefficient ¢9 = f|a, of a modular form f € M, (')
belongs to this space (cuspidal when A # 1). Then, as a refinement of Proposition 7.3
for M; ("), we see that the Fourier-Jacobi expansion gives the embedding

My x (@) = [ Takem@DNz), =D (1 ¢m)e] = @m @ @F)m,

m=>0

which is canonically determined by J.

7.4 Classical Jacobi forms

In this section we introduce coordinates and translate Jacobi forms with A = 0 in
the sense of Definition 7.10 to classical scalar-valued Jacobi forms a la [20,43]. The
result is stated in Proposition 7.18. Our purpose is to deduce a vanishing theorem in
the present setting (Proposition 7.19) from the one for classical Jacobi forms.

7.4.1 Coordinates

We begin by setting some notations. In U(J )g ~ A% Jg we have two natural lattices:
A2J and U(J)z. The former depends on L, and the latter depends on I'. Recall that
the positive generator of U(J)z is denoted by v r (Section 7.1), and the positive
generator of A2J is denoted by vy (Section 5.1.2). Then vy = Bov J,r for some
rational number B¢ > 0. This constant 8¢ depends only on L and I". We choose an
isotropic plane in Lg whose pairing with Jg is nondegenerate, and denote it by J&
for the obvious reason. This is fixed throughout Section 7.4. We identify V(J)g =
(J+/J)q with the subspace (Jo & J)* of Lo.

Next we choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice / of J. Let ey, f1, €2, f> be the
standard hyperbolic basis of 2U . We take an embedding 2Ug < Lg which sends

Zei @ Zey —J, Zey—1. QfidQfs— Jy

isomorphically. Thus it is compatible with / C J in the sense of Section 5. We
identity ey, f1, e2, f> with their image in Lg. Then vy = e; ® e;. We define vectors
ly,ljr € U(I)g (asin Sections 5.1.2and 7.1) by Iy = f, ® ey and [ = Bols. We
also put I’ = Z f1. The choice of these data has two effects: it introduces coordinates
on P and on the Jacobi group.

The coordinates on D are introduced following Section 5.1.2. The choice of
I’ = 7 f defines the tube domain realization & — D; C U(I)c. According to the
decomposition

Ul)c = Uc®V(J)c)®Ic =Cly x (V(J) ® Cey) x Cuy,
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we express a point of U(/ )¢ as
Z=tlj+zQe +wvy =(r,z,w), t,weC, zelV(J)c.

These are the same coordinates as in (5.5) except that z in (5.5) is z ® e; here. When
Z € Py, the corresponding point of D is Cw(Z), where

wZ)=fi+ttf/h+z+wes—((z,2)/2+ Ttw)e; € Lc. (7.14)

Note that this vector is normalized so as to have pairing 1 with e;. In these coordin-
ates, the Siegel domain realization D — V; — H; with respect to J is the restriction
of the projection

ClyxV({J)yxCvy —>Cly xV({J)—>Cly, (t,z,w)>(1,2)>T1

to the tube domain £y . The coordinates introduced on H; C P(L/J l)<c and V; C
P(L/J)c are written as

HSHy, tetly=C(fi +1h), (7.15)
Hx V)=V, (2)>tly+z@e=C(fi+1tf+z). (7.16)

Note that the isomorphism (7.15) maps the cusps ]P’é ={ico} UQ of H C P! to the
cusps PJy of Hy C P J¢¥, and especially maps the cusp i oo to the /-cusp ItNPJY
of Hy.

Next we consider the Jacobi group I'(J) r, F = Q, R. Recall from (5.7) that the
splitting Ly = (Jr @ JY) @ V(J)F defines an isomorphism

F(J)F ZSL(JF)D(W(J)F, (7.17)
which we fix below. (This splitting depends on J ., but not on 1.) We identify
SL(JF) = SL(JF) = SL(2, F)

by the basis f>, f1 of J } , or equivalently, by the basis e;, —e; of Jg. Thus an element
(¢5) eSL(2, F)actson Jp & Jy by

ey = ae; —cey, eyt> —bey+dey, fi—dfi+bfa, far>cfitafs.

Finally, we have a splitting of the Heisenberg group W(J)F as a set:

W(J)F ~UUJ)F x(V(J)F ® Fer) x (V(J)F ® Fes)
~ FxV(J)r xV(J)F, (7.18)

where we take vy as the basis of U(J)Fr. Accordingly, we write an element of
W(J)F as (a, vy, v2), where o € F and vy,v, € V(J)F C L. In this expression,
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(2,0,0) = avy corresponds to Egeyne; € U(J)F, (0,v1,0) to Ey, e, and (0,0, v2)
to Ey,ge,. Note that each V(J)r ® Fe; and V(J)fF ® Fe, are, respectively, sub-
groups of W(J) F, but they do not commute.

Proposition 7.13. The action of T'(J)F on D is described as follows.
(1) (2,0,0) € U(J)F acts by

(t.z,w) —~ (1, z,w + ).
(2) (0,v1,0) € W(J)F acts by
(r,z,w) — (1,2 + v1, w).
(3) (0,0,v5) € W(J)F acts by
(t.z,w) = (1,2 + T2, w — (V2,2) — 271 (V2, V2) 7).

(4) (45) e SL(2, F) acts by

at+b z c(z,z) )

(#.2,w) > (cr+b’cr+d’w+2(cr+d)

Proof. Letw(Z) € Lc be asin (7.14). By direct calculation using the definition (1.3)
of Eichler transvections, we see that

Eqeype, (@(Z)) = fi+tfa+z+ (w+a)ex + Ae;
=w(Z +(0,0,a)),
Eyige (0(Z2)) = f1 + /2 + (z + v1) + wea + Aey
= w(Z + (0,v1,0)),
Ev,0e,(0(Z2)) = f1 + tf2 + (2 + tv2)+ (W — (2, v2) —(7/2) (v2, v2))ez + Aey
= (Z + (0, 7v2, —(z,v2) — (v/2)(v2, v2))),

(¢ )@ =crrasntans

+z4+ ((ct+d)w + (c¢/2)(z,z2))es + Aey.
Here the constant A in each equation is an unspecified constant determined by the
isotropicity condition. This proves (1)—(4). ]

Proposition 7.13 agrees with the classical description of the action of Jacobi group
in [20, p. 1185]. («, vy, vy correspond to r, y, x in [20], respectively.) We note two
consequences of the calculation in Proposition 7.13.
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Corollary 7.14. Let y € I'(J)r and (% 5) be its image in SL(2, R). The factor of
automorphy of the y-action on £ with respect to the I -trivialization £ ~ I ® O 9
isct+d.

Proof. In view of (2.2), this follows by looking at the coefficients of fj in the equa-
tions in the proof of Proposition 7.13. ]

This gives a computational explanation of the I'(J)gr-equivariant isomorphism
£ ~ x*£L; in Lemma 5.9. We also provide a computational proof of Lemma 7.2.

Corollary 7.15 (cf. Lemma 7.2). Let y € I'(J)r and wj = e((lyr, Z)) be as in
Section7.1. Then y*wy; = j, (v, z)wy for a function j,(z,z) of (t, z) which does not
depend on the w-component.

Proof. Since ljr = Boly, if we express Z = (z, z, w), we have
wy =e((lsr.2)) = e((Bols. wvy)) = e(Bow).
Therefore, if we denote by y*w the w-component of y(Z), we have
Vos)/o; = eBo(y™w —w)). (7.19)
It remains to observe from Proposition 7.13 that y*w — w depends only on (7,z). =

The function j, (7, z) is the inverse of the factor of automorphy of the y-action
(= pullback by y~!) on the conormal bundle ®; of A; with respect to the w-
trivialization. Thus j, (7, z) is the multiplier in the slash operator by y on ®; with
respect to the w-trivialization. By (7.19), j, (t, z) is explicitly written as follows.

e(ﬂoa)’ )/ = (Ol,(), O)v

: 1, y = (0,v1,0),

Jy(T.2) = » : (7.20)
e(—Bo(v2,2) =27 Bo(v2,v2)T), ¥ = (0,0,v7),
e(SEE2), y=(25).

If we divide I'(J)r by U(J )R, these coincide with the multipliers in the slash oper-
ator in [43, p. 248] with k = 0 and the quadratic space V(J)g(—pBo). (We identify
the half-integral matrix F' in [43] with the even lattice with Gram matrix 2 F, and this
lattice tensored with Q corresponds to our V(J)g(—pBo).)

7.4.2 Translation to classical Jacobi forms

Now, using the coordinates prepared in Section 7.4.1, we describe Jacobi forms with
A = 0in a more classical manner. We identify

Ay ~Hx V(J)
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by (7.16) and accordingly use the coordinates (,z) on Ay. We put g5 = e(t) =
e((vy,Z))andgyr =e((vsr,Z)) (asin (7.10)) for Z = (r,z) € Ay. Since vy =
Bolvs.thengyr = e(By't) = (g7)P0 " . We also write B = By !B

Let ¢ € Ji m(I'(J)z) be a Jacobi form of weight (0, k) and index m in the sense
of Definition 7.10. Via the (I, wy)-trivialization and the basis e; of 7,

L8 @ 09" ~ (IH)®* ® Oa, ~ O4,.

we regard ¢ as a scalar-valued function on A ;. Let V(J)(Bom) be the scaling of the
quadratic space V(J) by Bom.

Lemma 7.16. We identify V(J) = V(J)(Bom) as a C-linear space naturally and
regard ¢ as a function on Ay ~ H x V(J)(Bom). Then ¢ has a Fourier expansion
of the form

o(t,z) = Z Z a(n,l)qlqﬁ, t e H, z € V(J)(Bom).

n€PrZ leKy (Bom)Y

Here ¢! = e((1, 2)) with (1, z) being the pairing in V(J)(Bom), and Ky is some full
lattice in V(J)q such that Ki(Bo) is an even lattice. The holomorphicity condition
at the I-cusp is 2n > |(1,1)|.

Proof. Recall from (7.10) that ¢ as a function on H x V(J) has a Fourier expansion
of the form

¢(t,z) = Z Za(n,l)qlqj,r, teH, zeV({J),

nep1Z leK’

where K’ is some full lattice in V(J)g and ¢’ = e((1,z)). (The vectors [ in (7.10) are
| ® ey here.) The I-cusp condition is 2nm > |(/,[)|. We substitute g; r = (q;)ﬂt?l
and rewrite 8 5 as n. Then this expression is rewritten as

o(t,z) = Z Z a(n,l)qlqﬁ, teH, zeV({J)),

nePrZ leK’

with the 7-cusp condition being 2nBom > |(I,1)|. By enlarging K’, we may assume
that K’ = K for alattice K; C V(J)q such that K;(Bo) is even.

Next we identify V(J) = V(J)(Bom) as a C-linear space, which multiplies the
quadratic form by Bom. This identification maps the lattice K;” C V(J) to the lattice
Bom Ky (Bom)Y CV(J)(Bom). Then, by multiplying the index lattice K’ by (Bom) ™
and identifying it with K;(Bom)" by this scaling, the Fourier expansion of ¢ as a
function on H x V(J)(mpBo) is written as

¢p(r.z)= Y. > alDg'q;. teH, zeV(I)(Bom),

nePrZ leKy (,Bom)V
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where (1, z) in ¢' = e((l, z)) is the pairing in V(J)(Bom). The I-cusp condition is
then rewritten as 2n > |(I,1)| for l € Kj(Bom)". [

Here we passed from g r to gy because the latter does not depend on I, and
passed from V(J) to V(J)(Bom) in order to match our holomorphicity condition at
the I-cusp to the holomorphicity condition at i co of Skoruppa [43, p. 249].

Next we shrink the integral Jacobi group I'(J) to a subgroup of simpler form.
We let 'y C SL(J) be the intersection of I'(J)z with the lifted group SL(Jg) C
I'(J)g- (This is different from the notation in Section 6.3 in general.) Note that I'y
does not depend on / (but on J(é C Lg). The splitting (7.17) defines an isomorphism

L'(J)/U(J)q = SL(Jg) x (V(J)q ® Jo),

where SL(Jg) acts on V(J)g ® Jg by its natural action on Jg. We fix this splitting
of I'(J)g/U(J)g. The inclusion I'(J)z C I'(J)q defines a canonical injective map
mz — I'(J)g/U(J)g. Its image is not necessarily a semi-product. Elements in
the intersection mz N (V(J)g ® Qe;) are images of elements of I'(J)z of the
form Ege,nes © Evge;» v € V(J)q, but ey A ey € U(J)q is not necessarily con-
tained in U(J)z in general. We remedy these two subtle problems by passing to a
subgroup of TJ)Z as follows.

Lemma 7.17. There exists a full lattice K} in V(J)q such that
I'yx (K;®zJ)CT(J)g (7.21)

as subgroups of I'(J )q/U(J )q, and for each i = 1,2, the subgroup K; @z Ze; of
this semi-product is contained in the image of W(J)z N (V(J)o ® Qe;) in I'(J)q/
U(J)q, where V(J)g ® Qe; is the component of W(J)q in (7.18).

Proof. The intersection of W(J)z with the component V' (J)g ® Qe; in (7.18) is a
full lattice in V(J)g ® Qe; and hence can be written as K; ®z Ze; for some full
lattice K; in V(J)g. We put K; = K; N K,. Then the second property holds by
construction. Since J = Ze; @ Ze,, it follows that

K;i®zJ CT(J)zN(V(J)g ® Jo).

Since we also have I'y C I'(J)5 N SL(Jg) by construction, the inclusion (7.21) is
verified. ]

The second property in Lemma 7.17 means that Eyge,, Evge, € W(J)z forv €
K}, and their images in I'(J)q/U(J)q form the subgroups K; ®z Ze,, K; @z Ze;
in (7.21), respectively. Their factors of automorphy on ®; are given by the second
and the third line in (7.20), respectively. This is why we require the second property
in Lemma 7.17.
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We can now state the translation of Jacobi forms in a precise form. For an even
negative-definite lattice K’, let Ji g/(I'y) be the space of Jacobi forms of weight k
and index lattice K’(—1) for the group

I'; <SL(J) ~ SL(2,7Z)

in the sense of Skoruppa [43, p. 249]. (In the notation of [43], K'(—1) is the positive-
definite even lattice with Gram matrix 2 F, and corresponds to the Z" in the Heisen-
berg group in [43, p. 248]. The dual lattice of K’(—1) corresponds to the index Z" in
the Fourier expansion in [43, p. 249].)

Proposition 7.18. There exists a full lattice K in V(J)q such that K(Bo) is an even
lattice and we have an embedding

Jem(T(N)z) = T,k (Bom)(T'y)
foreverym > 0 and k € Z.

Proof. The correspondence is summarized as follows.
(1) Start from a section ¢ of L%k @ 6)?'” over Aj.

(2) Choose arank 1 primitive sublattice / C J and identify ¢ with a holomorphic
function on Ay by the (I, wy)-trivialization of L%k @ ®‘§m.

(3) Identify Ay >~ H x V(J)(Bom) by the coordinates in Section 7.4.1 and the
scaling

V(J) = V(J)(Bom).
(4) In this way ¢ is identified with a holomorphic function on H x V(J)(Bom).

We shall show that this correspondence defines a well-defined map from Ji ,, (I'(J) z)
to Ji, k(om) (') for a suitable lattice K C V(J)q.

We replace K; in Lemma 7.16 and K} in Lemma 7.17 by their intersection
K; N K and rewrite it as K;. Then Lemma 7.16 says that our Jacobi form ¢ viewed
as a function on H x V(J)(Bom) by the above procedure has the same shape of Four-
ier expansion as that of Jacobi forms of weight k and index lattice Kj(Bom) atioo
in the sense of [43, p. 249]. Our I -cusp condition 2n > |(/,1)| agrees with the holo-
morphicity condition at oo in [43]. By Corollary 7.14 and (7.20), we see that the
factor of automorphy for the action of I'; x (K; ® J) on £8% @ @?m with respect
to the (I, wy)-trivialization agrees with the factor of automorphy for the slash oper-
ator |k, v (J)(Bom) in [43, p. 248]. Therefore the function ¢ satisfies the transformation
rule of [43, p. 249] (Definition (i)) for the group I'y < SL(J) with weight k and
index lattice Ky (Bom). In particular, the function ¢ is also holomorphic (in the sense
of [43]) at the cusps equivalent to / under I';.

It remains to cover all cusps. The coincidence of the automorphy factors on
SL(Jr) implies that the function ¢ v (s)(gom)y for y € SL(J) is identified with
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the section y*¢ via the (I, ws)-trivialization. Then we have

the section ¢ is holomorphic at the yI-cusp in our sense
& the section y*¢ is holomorphic at the 7 -cusp in our sense

< the function ¢

k,V(J)(Bom)Y 18 holomorphic at i oo in the sense of [43].

The first equivalence follows from Lemma 7.11, and the second equivalence follows
by applying the argument so far to the Jacobi form y*¢ for y~'T'(J)zy C T'(J/)o
(with J = y(J) and U(J )z unchanged). Here the index lattice for y*¢ is determined
from the Fourier expansion of y*¢ at the I-cusp with the group y~'I'(J)zy, by
the procedure in Lemma 7.16. We denote it by K, ;(Bom), with K, a full lattice
in V(J)q. This may be in general different from Kj.

Then we take representatives Iy = I, I, ..., Iy of I'j-equivalence classes of
rank 1 primitive sublattices of J and put

K =K1, C V().

As a function on H x V(J)(Bom), ¢ satisfies the transformation rule of Jacobi forms
of weight k and index lattice K(Bom) for 'y < SL(J), and is holomorphic at the
cusps I1 =ioo, I,...,Ixy of Hy >~ H in the sense of [43]. If y([;), y € 'y, is an
arbitrary cusp of Hy, the holomorphicity of ¢ = ¢|r v(s)B,m)Y at I; implies that
of ¢ at y([/;). Thus ¢ is holomorphic at all cusps, namely, ¢ € Jx k(gom)(I's). ]

Proposition 7.18 implies the following.
Proposition 7.19. We have Ji ,,,(I'(J)z) = O when k <n/2 —1.

Proof. This holds because J x/(I'y) = 0 when k < tk(K")/2 = n/2 — 1 (see [43,
p- 251)). [



Chapter 8

Filtrations associated to 1-dimensional cusps

Let L, T', J be as in Section 7. In this chapter we introduce filtrations on the auto-
morphic vector bundles canonically associated to the J-cusp, and study its basic
properties. These filtrations will play a fundamental role in the study of the Fourier—
Jacobi expansion. Our geometric approach will be effective here. In Section 8.1 we
define the filtration on the second Hodge bundle &. This induces filtrations on general
automorphic vector bundles & x (Section 8.2). In Section 8.3 we study these filtra-
tions from the viewpoint of representations of a parabolic subgroup. In Section 8.4,
as the first application of our filtration, we prove that vector-valued Jacobi forms
decompose, in a certain sense, into scalar-valued Jacobi forms of various weights.
The second application will be given in Section 9.

8.1 J-filtration on &

In this section we define a filtration on & canonically associated to J. For [w] € O
we consider the filtration

0Cw'nNJcCotnlis Cot (8.1)
onwl =wltnLc.

Lemma 8.1. Let p:w* — wt/Cw be the projection. Then p(w* N Jc) has dimen-
sion 1 and p(w+ N Jé-) = p(wt N Jc)tinwt/Co.

Proof. Since (w, J) # 0, we have dim(w’ N Jc) = 1. The fact that Cw ¢ Jc then
implies that p(w® N Jc) has dimension 1. Next we prove the second assertion. It is
clear that p(w* N Jé‘) C p(w* N Je)*t. Since p(wt N Jo)t is of codimension 1
in o /Cw by the first assertion, it is sufficient to show that p(w' N Jé‘) is of codi-
mension 1 too. Since Cw ¢ Jc, we have (w, J1) # 0. This implies that o+ N Jé
is of codimension 1 in J(Cl, and so of codimension 2 in w*. The fact that Cow ¢ J(é-
implies that the projection w® N J(é- — w*/Cuw is injective. Hence p(wt N J(é-) is
of codimension 1 in w*/Cw. ]

Let &7 be the sub line bundle of & whose fiber over [w] € D is the image of
ot N Jc in wt/Cw. This is an isotropic sub line bundle of &. Taking the image
of (8.1) in w'/Cw and varying [w] € D, we obtain the filtration

0C& C&fCét (8.2)

on &. We call it the J -filtration on &. By construction, this is I'(J)r-invariant.
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We calculate the graded quotients of the J-filtration. Let 7: ) — H, be the
projection to the J-cusp and £ be the Hodge bundle on H ;. We write V(J) =
(J+/J)c as before.

Proposition 8.2. We have T'(J)Rr-equivariant isomorphisms
&y ~n*ly, &7/8;~V(J)®0p, &/&F ~n*E7l. (8.3)

Proof. We begin with €. Let [w] € D. The fiber of & over [w] is the line w* N J¢ C
Jc, while that of 7*&£ is the image of Cw in (L/J+)c. In order to compare these
two lines, we consider the canonical isomorphisms

(L/JYe — I < Jc. (8.4)

Here the first map is induced by the pairing on L, and the second map is induced by
the canonical symplectic form J x J — A2J ~ Z on J . The second map sends a line
in J¢ to its annihilator in J&/ . In (8.4), the above two lines are both sent to the line
(Cw,-)|jc in J¢ (the pairing of Jc with Cw). This gives the canonical isomorphism

(T*E ) = IM(Co — (L/IJH)c) = o N Jc = (81)w)-

Varying [w], we obtain a I' (J)r-equivariant isomorphism 7*£; ~ &;.
Consequently, we obtain the description of the last graded quotient

8/&F ~ &Y ~n*£3,

where the first map is induced by the quadratic form on &.
Finally, we consider the middle graded quotient & } /& s. The fiber of this vector
bundle over [w] € D is (w0t N J(é)/(a)J- N Jc). We have a natural map

(0t NJS)/ (@t NnJc) = J&/Jc = V(). (8.5)

This is clearly injective. Since the source and the target have the same dimension, this
map is an isomorphism. Varying [w], we obtain a I'(J)gr-equivariant isomorphism
€7/65 > V(J)®Op. n

Next we choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice I of J and describe the J -filtration
under the [ -trivialization.

Proposition 8.3. The I -trivialization & ~ V(I) @ Oy sends the J-filtration (8.2)
on § to the filtration

OcJ/IcJt)IcIt/I)c®0p

onV(l)R® 0Oyp.
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Proof. Since the [ -trivialization V(/) ® Oy — & preserves the quadratic forms, it
suffices to check that this sends (J/I)c ® Ogp to &. Recall that the [ -trivialization
at [w] € D is the composition map

Ié/lc —>a)LﬂICl—>wl/Cw. (8.6)

The inverse of the first map sends the line ot NJcinwtn Ié to the line J¢/Ic in
I(é- /Ic, and the second map sends w* N Jc to (& J)[w] by definition. Therefore (8.6)
sends Jc/Ic to (87)[w]. This proves our assertion. [ ]

The J -filtration descends to a filtration on the descent of & to X (J) =D/U(J)z.
We consider the canonical extension over the partial toroidal compactification X (J).

Proposition 8.4. The J-filtration on & over X (J) extends to a filtration on the
canonical extension of & overm by mminvarl’ant sub vector bundles. The iso-
morphisms (8.3) for the graded quotients on X (J) extend to isomorphisms between
the canonical extensions of both sides over X (J).

Proof. We choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice / of J. Recall that the canonical
extension of & is defined via the [-trivialization & — V(/) ® Ox (). By Propos-
ition 8.3, the I-trivialization sends the sub vector bundles &; and & j‘ of & to the
sub vector bundles (J/I)c ® Oxyy and (J1/I)c ® Ox(sy of V(I) ® Ox(s)s
respectively. The latter clearly extend to the sub vector bundles (J/I)c ® GW
and (J1/I)c ® (QW of V(I) ® OW, respectively. This means that &; and & JL
extend to sub vector bundles of the canonical extension of &. They are still TJ)R-
invariant by continuity.

We prove that the isomorphisms (8.3) extend over m We begin with &5 ~
m*L . For each [w] € D we have the following commutative diagram of isomorph-
isms between 1-dimensional linear spaces:

ot nJe 2% (Co. ) e

\2
J(C/](CTI(C.

Here p; is restriction of the second isomorphism J¢ — J in (8.4), p, is the map
induced from this Jc — J¥, p3 is the natural projection, and p4 is the restriction
of the natural map JX — I to the line (Cw, -)|j. of J¥. Recall from the proof of
Proposition 8.2 that p; is identified with the isomorphism §; — n* &£ at [w] after
the canonical isomorphism

J& = (L) T ).
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Varying [w], we obtain the following commutative diagram of isomorphisms between
line bundles on X (J):

pP1
&) —— = n*dy

(J/Dc ® Oxy 57— I¢ ® Ox)-

Here p; is the isomorphism we want to extend, p, is the constant homomorphism,
p3 is the [ -trivialization of &, and p4 is the pullback of the [ -trivialization of £ s
(cf. Remark 5.11). By construction, the canonical extension of & is given via ps.
Similarly, by the proof of Proposition 5.10, the canonical extension of 7*£ ; is given
via p4. Since p, is constant, it extends over TJ) Then this commutative diagram
shows that p; extends to an isomorphism between the canonical extensions of &
and 7*&L ;.

Next we consider 8}'/81 — V(J) ® Ox(). We observe that for each [w] € D,
the natural composition

(0= NJg) /(0 NJc) = (Jg/Ic)/(Uc/Ic) = J&/Jc.

where the first isomorphism comes from wt N Ié — Ié /Ic, coincides with the iso-
morphism (8.5) defining & j‘ /&5 = V(J) ® Ox(s) at [w]. Therefore the isomorphism
8}/81 — V(J) ® Ox(y) in (8.3) factorizes as

€7/65 — (J-/c ® Ox)/(J/Tc ® Oxsy = V(I) ® Ox(s).

where the first isomorphism is induced by the [-trivialization and hence gives the
canonical extension of & j‘ /&, and the second isomorphism is the constant homo-
morphism. The constancy of the second isomorphism ensures that it extends over
X (J). This shows that the isomorphism 8}-/81 — V(J) ® Ox(s) in (8.3) extends
to an isomorphism between the canonical extensions.

Finally, the extendability of §/&§+ ~ n*£7! follows from the extendability of
&5 ~ n*£L; and the fact that the quadratic form on & extends over the canonical
extension (by construction). ]

8.2 J-filtration on &)

In this section we use the J-filtration on & to define a filtration on a general auto-
morphic vector bundle & .

We begin with a recollection from linear algebra. Let V' be a C-linear space of
finite dimension endowed with a decreasing filtration of length 3:

OCFWcFVcFlvy=vV
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We denote by
Gr'V = F'V/F 'ty

the r-th graded quotient. (By convention, F2V =0.) Let d > 0. On the tensor product
V@4 we have a decreasing filtration of length 2d + 1 defined by

FrV®d=ZFi1V®Fi2V®"'®FidVv —d <r<d, (8.7)
lil=r

where i = (i1,...,ig) run over all multi-indices such that |?| =i;+---+igisequal
to r. The graded quotient Gr” V®4 = Fry®d jpr+1y®d js canonically isomorphic
to
G Ve ~ PGV QG2 YV ®---®Gri V. (8.8)
li|=r
This construction of filtration is well known in the case d = 2; the construction for
general d is obtained inductively.
We apply this construction relatively to the J-filtration on the second Hodge
bundle &. We put

F'¢ =¢;, F'¢=¢&5, F'e=g¢,
and define a decreasing filtration
0cC Fd8®d c Fd_18®d CeoC F_d8®d — 8®d
of length 2d + 1 on £®¢ by
F7e® = 3" Flg@ F26®---® F€, —d<r=<d.

[i|=r
This is a filtration by I' (J )R -invariant sub vector bundles.
Lemma 8.5. We have a I'(J)r-equivariant isomorphism

Gr €94 ~ ”*:C?r ® @ V(J)®b(;),

li=r

where b(;) > 0 is the number of components i Of; = (i1,...,iq) equal to 0.

Proof. By (8.8) we have

Gr %4 ~ @ Gr''€®---®Gr'd 8. (8.9)

li|=r
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By Proposition 8.2, each factor Gr'* & is isomorphic to 7*£7, V(J) ® O, ;!
according to i, = 1,0, —1, respectively. Let a(?), b(z?), c(;) be the number of com-
ponents i, of i = (i1,...,ig) equalto 1,0, —1, respectively. Then (8.9) can be written
more explicitly as

G €84 = (P V())®D @ 7*£FrO=D),

li|=r
We havea(?)—c(?) = |;| =r. [
Since Gr™* & ~ (Gr' €)Y, the expression (8.9) shows that we have the duality
Gr7 e84 ~ (G £87),

by sending an index i = (i1, ...,ig) toits dual index (—iy,...,—ig).
By Proposition 8.3, the [ -trivialization

€% ~ V()% ® 0y

sends the sub vector bundle F”&®¢ of £®¢ to the sub vector bundle F”V(I)®? @
Op of V(I)®? ® Og, where F”V(I)®¢ is the filtration (8.7) applied to V = V(I),
FYW=(J/I)c and FOV =(J1/I)c. This implies that the filtration F*&®? on &®4
over X (J) extends to a filtration on the canonical extension of £®¢ over X (J) by
sub vector bundles. (We use the same notation.)

Now we consider a general automorphic vector bundle &) = &, ® L8k Let
d = |A]. Recall from Section 3.2 that §; = c; - €191 is defined as an OT (Lg)-
invariant sub vector bundle of §®¢, where c; = bja; is the Young symmetrizer
for 1. We define a decreasing filtration on &, by taking the intersection with F”&®4
inside £®4:

F'6, =8 NFE®, —d<r<d.

Then we take the twist by £®K:
Frg,x,k =F"§,® §6®k.

This is a I'(J )r-invariant filtration on &, ;. We call it the J -filtration on &, k. This
is a standard filtration on &, ; that can be induced from the J-filtration on &. In
Proposition 8.13, we will prove that the range of the level r reduces to —A; <r < A;.

Remark 8.6. We also have the following natural expressions of F" &) :
F &, = c; (61 N Fre®dy = gldl n ¢, (Fr®Y).

These equalities hold because we have c; (F" %) ¢ F"&®4 by the & -invariance
of F"&%4 and c, is an idempotent up to scalar multiplication.
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Let
F'V(D,=V(DanFV(N®, —d<r<d, (8.10)
be the similar filtration on V(). The I -trivialization &; ~ V (1), ® Qg sends the
J-filtration F*&, on &) to the filtration F*V(I)); ® Ogp on V(I); ® Ogp. This
implies that the J-filtration on &, x, after descending to X (J), extends to a filtra-

tion on the canonical extension of &, y over X (J) by I'(J)g-invariant sub vector
bundles.

Proposition 8.7. At the boundary divisor Ay of X (J), we have a ' (J )g-equivariant
isomorphism
Gr" (Exxla,) = (m3 £ )&, (8.11)

where a(r) > 0 is the rank of Gr” &) and 7, is the projection Ay — Hy.

Proof. Since £|a, >~ 5 & by Proposition 5.10, it suffices to prove this assertion in
the case k = 0. By Lemma 8.5, we have a I'(J )g -equivariant embedding

Gr' &, — Gr’ €% ~ (n*£¥7)®P

over X (J) for some b > 0. By Proposition 8.4, this embedding extends over X (J).
By restricting it to Ay, we obtain a I'(J )g-equivariant embedding

Gr' (E1]a,) = (m3£57)®°.

The image of this embedding is a WR -invariant sub vector bundle of (7} SCQJZW &b,
Since the Heisenberg group W(J)r C I'(J)Rr acts on each fiber of m5: Ay — Hy
transitively, this image can be written as 75 ¥ for some SL(JR)-invariant sub vector
bundle ¥ of (éﬁ?’ )®?_ By the SL(JR)-invariance, ¥ is isomorphic to a direct sum
of copies of £%". [

Before finishing this section, we look at two typical examples.

Example 8.8. Let A = (14) with 0 < d < n, namely, V3 = A?V. We have A’8; =0
ifi > 1and (A'€F) A (A/E) = ATH € if j > 0. This shows that the J -filtration on
A% € reduces to the following filtration of length 3:

0C &5 A (ATTT6T) C A€ + 85 A (ATT16) C A%6.

These three subspaces have level 1, 0, —1, respectively. (Note that we have Ad-lg —
(A4728F) A € in the second term and A9 € = (AY71E7F) A & in the last term.) The
three graded quotients are, respectively, isomorphic to

Er @ ANTHEF/E)) 2 ATV () @t Ly,
A (E7/87) ® ATTHET/Er) = (MV() & ATTPV(J)) ® O,
(€/67) @ ATTHEF /1) ~ ATV @ mr LT
Here A72V(J) = Owhend = 1,and A°V(J) = 0whend =n — 1.
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Example 8.9. The J-filtration on Sym? & has length 2d + 1, with subspaces

F”"Sym? € = Z Sym® & -Sym? &7 -Sym¢ €, —d <r <d.
a+b+c=d
a—c=r
The graded quotient Gr’ Sym? & is isomorphic to
7* 2% @ (Sym? M v(r) @ Sym? M2y (1) @ - @ Sym L v ())).

This shows that the J-filtration on the main irreducible component &) of Symd &
has length 2d + 1 with graded quotient

Gr" &) ~ £ @ Sym? " v()), —d<r<d. (8.12)

8.3 J -filtration and representations

In this section we study the J -filtration, in its 7 -trivialized form, from the viewpoint
of representations of a parabolic subgroup. As consequences, we determine the range
of possible levels, and also relate the Siegel operator (Section 6) to the J -filtration.

We choose a rank 1 primitive sublattice I C J. Let P(J/I)c be the stabilizer of
the isotropic line (J/I)c C V(1) in O(V(1)). Asin (6.4), P(J/I)c sits in the exact
sequence

0— UWJ/I)c — P(J/I)c — GL((J/I)c) x O(V(J)) — 1, (8.13)

where U(J/I)c >~ V(J) ® (J/I)c is the unipotent radical of P(J/I)c consisting
of the Eichler transvections of V(I) with respect to (J/I)c. The filtration

(F'V(I)-12r<1 = (0 C (J/)c C (J*/I)c C V(I))

on V(I)is P(J/I)c-invariant. The unipotent radical U(J/I)c acts on the graded
quotients trivially, so they are representations of

GL((J/I)c) x O(V(J)) ~ C* x O(n — 2, C).

Specifically,

e Gr' V(I) = (J/I)c is the weight 1 character of C*.

« G V(I) = V(J) is the standard representation of O(V(J)).

e Grlv() = (J/I){ is the weight —1 character of C*.
Letd > 0. Asin (8.7), let

Frv(n® =" F'vI)®--® F4V(I), —d <r <d,

li|=r
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be the induced filtration on V(1)®?. This is P(J/I)c-invariant. By (8.8), the uni-
potent radical U(J/I)c acts on the graded quotients Gr” V(1)®¢ trivially. Hence
Gr” V(I1)®4 is a representation of C* x O(V(J)). Specifically, by the same calcula-
tion as in Lemma 8.5, we have

G V(D% ~ 1, & @ V()20 (8.14)
lil=r
where y, is the weight r character of C*. If we take a lift of C* x O(V(J)) in (8.13),
we have a decomposition

d
V(% ~ P G v(I)®?

r=—

as a representation of C* x O(V(J)) because C* x O(V(J)) is reductive. By (8.14),
this is the weight decomposition with respect to C*.

Now let A = (A1 > --- > A,) be a partition expressing an irreducible representa-
tion of O(V (1)) ~ O(n, C). As in (8.10), let

F'V({I), = V()N F V()%

be the filtration induced on the space V(I),. This is a P(J /[ )c-invariant filtration,
and U(J/I)c acts on the graded quotients trivially. By the above argument, if we
take a lift of C* x O(V(J)) in (8.13), we have a decomposition

VD), ~ @G V() (8.15)

as a representation of C* x O(V(J)), and this agrees with the weight decomposition
for C* with Gr” V(1) being the weight r subspace.

Proposition 8.10. Ler A # det. We have
FMHlyh, =0, F MV, = V(),;. (8.16)

Thus the filtration F*V (1), has length < 2A1 + 1, from level —A{ to A1. Moreover,
we have
FRy(ny, = vnyv/he, (8.17)

Proof. This is purely a representation-theoretic calculation. We write V' = V(I) and
take a basis ey, ...,e, of V such that (J/I)c = Cey, (ej,e;) = 1ifi + j =n + 1,
and (e;, ej) = 0 otherwise. We also write P = P(J/I)c and U = U(J/I)c. (The
same notation as in the proof of Proposition 6.3.) We identify V(J) with V' =
(ea, ..., en—1). This defines a lift C* x O(V’) < P. Then C* acts on Ce; by
weight 1, on ¥’ by weight 0, and on Ce, by weight —1.
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We first prove (8.16). Recall from (3.1) that
Vi cAMV @@ At (8.18)

Since the weights of C* on each space ALV are only —1, 0, 1, the weights of C*
on the right-hand side of (8.18) are contained in the range [—A1, A]. Therefore the
weights of C* on V), are contained in [—A1, A1]. Since Gr” V), is the weight r subspace
for the action of C*, this shows that Gr" V; # 0 only when —A; < r < A;. This
implies (8.16).

Next we prove (8.17). In Proposition 6.3, we proved that V)LU ~ xy, XWasa
representation of C* x O(V’), where W is a representation of

O(V') ~ O(n —2,C).

(We do not use precise information on W.) In particular, C* acts on VAU by weight A;.
This means that VAU C FM V3. On the other hand, since U acts trivially on

Gr' vy = FAy, JFAtLYy, = Fhy,,
we also see that FA1V; C VAU. Therefore FA1 V) = VAU. ]
We have the following duality between the graded quotients.
Lemma 8.11. We have Gr" V(I), ~ Gr " V(I),, as representations of O(V(J)).

Proof. We keep the notation as in the proof of Proposition 8.10 and take the C* x
O(V")-decomposition (8.15) of V. Let ¢ be the involution of ¥ which exchanges e;
and e, and acts on V' = (e,, ..., e,—1) trivially. Thus ¢ and C* = SO({e1, e,))
generate O({e1, e,)). The involution ¢ normalizes C* x O(V"). Its adjoint action acts
on C* by o = a1, and acts on O(V’) trivially. Therefore the action of ¢ on V; maps
the weight r subspace Gr" V), to the weight —r subspace Gr™" Vj, and this map is
O(V')-equivariant. [

It will be useful to know that the graded quotients in level —A; and A; are indeed
nontrivial.

Lemma 8.12. Let A # det. We have Gt V(I); # 0 and Gr=1 V(I); # 0.

Proof. We keep the notation as in the proof of Proposition 8.10. Recall from (3.2)
that V, contains the vector

(er AN+ Ney)®(er Ar-Nery,) @+ R (er /\"'/\ethl)'

Since TA; < n by A # det, this vector is contained in the weight A; subspace for the
C*-action. Therefore Gr*! V), # 0. The nontriviality of Gr=*! V; then follows from
Lemma 8.11. ]
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Since (8.15) is the weight decomposition for C*, we can write
Gr" V() = xr BV ()

as a representation of C* x O(V'(J)), where V(J) () is some (in general redu-
cible) representation of O(V(J)) >~ O(n — 2, C). The representation V'(J) /() can be
understood through the restriction rule of V for SO(2,C) x O(n —2,C) C O(n, C).
See [30, 32] for a description of this restriction rule in terms of the Littlewood—
Richardson numbers.

By translating the conclusions of Proposition 8.10 and Lemmas 8.11 and 8.12 by
the /-trivialization, we obtain the following consequence for the J-filtration on &.

Proposition 8.13. Let A # det. The J -filtration F*&), on &, satisfies
FM—HSA:O, F_MSA:SA
and
F*6&, =G 6, #£0, Gr g, #0.

Thus F*&) has length <2\ + 1, from level —\A1 to A1. The graded quotients Gr" &),
and Gr™" &), have the same rank. Moreover, FM &, coincides with the sub vector
bundle & ){ of &, defined in Section 6.2.

Remark 8.14. (1) By this description of &7, some of the results of Section 6.2 also
follow from the results of Section 8.2.
(2) The isomorphism (8.11) can be written better as

Gl‘r(g,{,klAJ) ~ ﬂ;i§r+k (24 V(J))L’(r)-

8.4 Decomposition of Jacobi forms

In this section we use the J -filtration on &, x to show that vector-valued Jacobi forms
decompose, in a sense, into some tuples of scalar-valued Jacobi forms.

Proposition 8.15. Ler A # det. There exists an injective map

Al
kmT(Nz) = P TerrmT()z)®0, (8.19)

r=—2>A;
where (1) is the rank of Gr™ &}.

Proof. We use the notation in Section 7. Let F"J) x n(I'(J)z) be the subspace of
J k,m(I'(J)z) consisting of Jacobi forms which take values in the sub vector bundle
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F &k ® O™ of &, x ® ®%2™. This defines a filtration on J; ,(I'(J)z) from
level r = —A; to A1. By the exact sequence

0— Fr-H@A’k & @Q;m — F &)1 ® @?m — Gr" &3k ® @Q;m —0
and Proposition 8.7, we obtain an embedding

Gt" (Jrgem(D(J)2)) = H(Ay.Gt" €4 ® ©F™)T )2
~ HO(AJ, (n;i?r-i-k)@a(r) ® @?M)F(])Z.
The image of this embedding is contained in Jy 4, (I'(J )2)®2() | namely, holo-
morphic at the cusps of Hy. Indeed, if we take the (I, wy)-trivialization at I C J,

the quotient homomorphism F’ &) x ® @?m —-Gr' &, ;1 ® ®c;>m is identified with
the quotient homomorphism

F'V(; @ (IHP*®@0p, — G V(1)1 @ (IX)®*F ® 04, .

Since this is constant over Ay, its effect on the Fourier expansion of a Jacobi form
is just reducing each Fourier coefficient from F"V(I); ® (/¢ )8k to Gr" V(I); ®
(g )®k 5o the Fourier coefficients still satisfy the holomorphicity condition at the
I -cusp.

Therefore we obtain a canonical embedding

Gt" (S dem (T (1)2)) = Jrpteam (T (1)z2)®T. (8.20)
Finally, if we choose a splitting of the filtration F*Ji 3 »,(I'(J)z), we obtain a (non-
canonical) isomorphism

Al
Jeam@T(Nz) ~ @ G (Jeam(T()z)).

r=—A2A1
This defines an embedding as claimed. ]

As the proof shows, the embedding (8.19) is not canonical: it requires a choice of
a splitting of the filtration F*J} i ,, (I'(J)z). But at least the last subspace is canon-
ically determined.

Corollary 8.16. Let A # det. We have a canonical embedding
Jk+rm(T(Nz) @ V()i = Iapem(T(J)z),
where M = (Ay = -+ > Apy—1).

Proof. The last (= level A1) subspace F*1.J A.k.m (I (J)z) is the space of Jacobi forms
with values in FA1 Erk ® ®?m. By Proposition 8.13 and Theorem 6.1, this sub vec-

tor bundle is isomorphic to n;:ﬁ?kJrM QV( )y ® @?m, -
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Example 8.17. Let n = 3 and A = (d). In this case, in view of (8.12), the embed-
ding (8.19) takes the form

d

Jaykm(T(Nz) = P Jirrm(T()z).
r=—d

In the context of Siegel modular forms of genus 2, Ibukiyama—Kyomura [27] found
an isomorphism of the same shape for a certain type of integral Jacobi groups. (In our
notation, L = 2U @ (—2), K = (—2), J C 2U the standard one, U(J)z = A2J, and
mz =TIy x (K ® J).) The method of Ibukiyama and Kyomura is different, based
on differential operators. It might be plausible that their decomposition essentially
agrees with that of us.

Propositions 8.15 and 7.18 enable us to deduce some basic results for vector-
valued Jacobi forms from those for scalar-valued Jacobi forms. We present two such
consequences.

Corollary 8.18. Let A # det. We have Jj j m(I'(J)z) = 0whenk + Ay <n/2—1.

Proof. In this case, all weights k + r in (8.19) satisfy k +r <k + A1 <n/2—1.
Then we have Ji ., (I'(J)z) = 0 by Proposition 7.19. [

Corollary 8.19. J; i m(I'(J)z) has finite dimension. Moreover, we have the follow-
ing asymptotic estimates:

dim J; g m(T'(J)z) = Ok) (k — 00),
dim J3 4 (D (J)z) = O(m"™%)  (m — o0).

Proof. By Propositions 8.15 and 7.18, we have

A
dim Jy g m(T(N)z) < Y a(r) -dim Sy rm(T(J)z)

r=—2Aq
Al
< Y a(r) - dim Ty kgom) (L)),

r=—A>A;

where K, Bo, I'y do not depend on A, k, m. By the dimension formula of Skoruppa
[43, Theorem 6], we see that each Ji 1, x(g,m)(I's) is finite dimensional and

dim Ji 47 k(om)(Ly) = O(k)  (k — 00),
dim Ji1r, k(Bom)(T'y) = O(det K(Bom)) = O(m"™?)  (m — o0).

These imply the asymptotic estimates for dim J  », (I'(J)z). ]
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Remark 8.20. From Proposition 8.10, we have imposed the assumption A # det.
This was necessary in our representation-theoretic calculation. Indeed, (8.17) and
Lemma 8.12 do not hold for A = det. On the other hand, since I'(J)z C SOT(L),
Jacobi forms with A = det are the same as those with A = 1 (scalar-valued Jacobi
forms) as far as I'(J)z is concerned. The difference arises when we consider the
action by the full stabilizer I"(J))7, which may contain an element of determinant —1.



Chapter 9

Vanishing theorem I

Let L be a lattice of signature (2, n) with n > 3. We assume that L has Witt index 2,
i.e., has a rank 2 isotropic sublattice. This is always satisfied when n > 5. Let I’
be a finite-index subgroup of O*(L). Let A = (A; > --- > 1,) be a partition with
"1+ "A, < n which expresses an irreducible representation of O(n, C). We assume
A # 1, det. In this chapter, as an application of the J -filtration, we prove the following
vanishing theorem.

Theorem 9.1. Let A # 1.det. Ifk <Ay +n/2—1, then My (I") = 0. In particular,
we have M), x(I') = 0 whenever k < n/2.

This generalizes the well-known vanishing theorem My (T") = 0 for 0 < k <
n/2 — 1 in the scalar-valued case. This classical fact can be deduced from the vanish-
ing of scalar-valued Jacobi forms (Fourier-Jacobi coefficients) of weight < n/2 — 1.
Our proof of Theorem 9.1 is a natural generalization of this approach. The outline is
as follows.

The first step is to take the projection &,  — Grt e 2.k to the first graded quo-
tient of the J -filtration for each 1-dimensional cusp J. Then we apply the classical
vanishing theorem of scalar-valued Jacobi forms (Proposition 7.19) to Gr g Ak
This tells us that when k — A1 < n/2 — 1, the Fourier coefficients of a modular form
at a 0-dimensional cusp / C J are contained in a proper subspace of V' (1), k. Finally,
running J over all 1-dimensional cusps containing /, we find that the Fourier coeffi-
cients are zero.

The second step of this argument (and hence the bound in Theorem 9.1) could
be improved for some specific (I, L) if a stronger vanishing theorem of classical
Jacobi forms is available (cf. Remark 9.4). Theorem 9.1 would be a prototype in this
direction.

Let us look at Theorem 9.1 in the cases n = 3, 4 under the accidental isomorph-
isms.

Example 9.2. Let n = 3. Recall from Example 3.4 that the orthogonal weight
(A.k) = ((d). k)

corresponds to the GL(2, C)-weight (p1, p2) = (k + d, k — d) for Siegel modular
forms of genus 2. In this case, the bound in Theorem 9.1 is k < d + 1/2, namely,
k < d. This is rewritten as p, < 0. This is the same bound as the vanishing theorem
of Freitag [15] and Weissauer [47] for Siegel modular forms of genus 2.
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In the case of Siegel modular forms of genus 2, the idea to use Jacobi forms
to derive a vanishing theorem of vector-valued modular forms seems to go back to
Ibukiyama. See [25, Section 6] (and also [26, p. 54]). Our proof of Theorem 9.1 can
be regarded as a generalization of the argument of Ibukiyama.

Example 9.3. Let n=4. Recall from Example 3.5 that the orthogonal weight (A,k)=
((d), k) corresponds to the weight (r, p X p) with r = k —d and p = Sym? for
Hermitian modular forms of degree 2. In this case, the bound in Theorem 9.1 is k <
d + 1,i.e., k <d.Thus Theorem 9.1 says that there is no nonzero Hermitian modular
form of degree 2 and weight (r, p ® p) with p = Sym? # 1 when r < 0. Furthermore,
our second vanishing theorem (Theorem 11.1 (1)) says that there is no nonzero cusp
form when r < 1.

The rest of this chapter is as follows. In Section 9.1 we prove Theorem 9.1. In
Section 9.2 we give an application of Theorem 9.1 to the vanishing of holomorphic
tensors of small degree on the modular variety ¥ (I").

9.1 Proof of Theorem 9.1

In this section we prove Theorem 9.1. Let A # 1, det and assume that k — A <
n/2 — 1. For a rank 2 primitive isotropic sublattice J of L, we denote by F; 8, =
FJ_A'HSA’k the level —A; + 1 (= the first) sub vector bundle of &, x in the J-
filtration. Here we add J in the notation in order to indicate the cusp.

Step 1. Every Jacobi form in Jj x ,(I'(J)z) takes values in the sub vector bundle
Fr&x ® 0% of §; 1 @ OF™.

Proof. Recall from (8.20) that we have an embedding
Gr ™ (S aem(T())2)) <> Tk, m(T(J)z) B4,
Since k — Ay <n/2—1, we have
Jk—am(T(J)z) =0

by Proposition 7.19. Therefore Gri(J 2.k,m(I'(J)z)) = 0, which means that every
Jacobi form in Jj k ,, (I'(J)z) takes values in Fj & x ® ®QJ§”’. [

Now let f € M) ;(I'). We want to prove that f = 0. We fix a rank 1 primitive
isotropic sublattice I of L and let f = ", a(l)q' be the Fourier expansion of f at
the I-cusp, where a(/) € V(I) k. For a rank 2 primitive isotropic sublattice J of L
containing [/, we denote by FyV(I); = FJ_)“Jrl V(I), the level —A; + 1 subspace
in the J-filtration (8.10) on V([1), and write

EyV(I ), = FyV(I) ® (IH®F c V(D)x.
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Step 2. Every Fourier coefficient a(/) is contained in the subspace FjV([);
of V(I k-

Proof. Let o be the isotropic ray in U(/ )r corresponding to J.If [ € o7, then a(l)
appears as a Fourier coefficient of the restriction f|a, of f to Ay. By Lemma 6.2
and Proposition 8.10, we see that a(/) is contained in F}‘ Ve CFEVU )k
Next let / € os. Then a(/) appears as a Fourier coefficient of the m-th Fourier—
Jacobi coefficient ¢, of f for some m > 0 along the J-cusp (see Section 7.1). By
Proposition 7.12, ¢, is a Jacobi form of weight (A, k) and index m. By Step 1, ¢, as a
section of &) x ® @?m takes values in the sub vector bundle F; &, x ® @?m. Since
the I-trivialization over X (J) sends F;& Ak 0 FpV()ie ® OW’ this implies
that the Jacobi form ¢,,, regarded as a V' (1), x-valued function on A ; viathe (/,wy)-
trivialization, takes values in the subspace FjV (), x of V(1) k. It follows that its
Fourier coefficients a (/) are contained in F; V(I)) k. ]

Step 3. Every Fourier coefficient a(/) is zero.

Proof. Let W = () ;5; FyV(I),. By applying Step 2 to all J D I, we find that a(/)
is contained in W ® (I )®k . We shall prove that W = 0. Since (J /I )g runs over all
isotropic lines in V' (I)g in the definition of W and

FygV(U)y = y(FrV(I)yn)

for y € O(V(I)g), we see that W is an O(V (I )q)-invariant subspace of V (/).
Since O(V(I)q) is Zariski dense in O(V' (1)), we find that W is O(V(]))-invariant.
But V(1), is irreducible as a representation of O(V (1)), so we have either W = 0
or W =V(),. Since FyV(I)) # V(I), by Lemma 8.12, we have W # V(I);.
Therefore W = 0. This finishes the proof of Theorem 9.1. |

Remark 9.4. Atleast when V) remains irreducible as a representation of SO(n, C), it
is also possible to replace the argument in Step 3 by an argument using the symmetry
of the Fourier coefficients in Proposition 3.6 and the Zariski density of I'(/) as
in the proof of Proposition 3.7. This approach allows improvement of Theorem 9.1
when a stronger vanishing theorem of scalar-valued Jacobi forms holds for I'(J)z.

9.2 Vanishing of holomorphic tensors

In this section, as an application of Theorem 9.1, we deduce vanishing of holomorphic
tensors of small degree on the modular variety ¥ (I') = I'\D. To be more precise,
let X be the regular locus of ¥ (I'). Sections of (Q}()@’k are called holomorphic
tensors on X. Among them, those which extend holomorphically over a smooth pro-
jective compactification of X are a birational invariant of & (I").
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Theorem 9.5. When 0 < k <n/2— 1, we have H(X, (Q})®*) = 0. In particular,
HO(X, (Q})®k) = 0 for any smooth projective model X of ¥ (I').

Proof. Let w: D — F (I') be the projection. We can pull back sections of (€2 )1()®k to
I"-invariant sections of (QJIT,1 ( X))®k. They extend holomorphically over D because
the complement of 771(X) in O is of codimension > 2. Hence we have an embed-
ding

H(X, (2% — HO(D, (QL)®)T. 9.1)
Recall from (2.4) that Q}D ~ & @ L. 1f we denote by St® = D, Vi) the irreducible

decomposition of St=*, we thus obtain an embedding

H(X. (Qx)®) < @D Ma(@ (D). 9.2)

When A(a) # 1, det, we have My ) x(I') = 0 for k < n/2 by Theorem 9.1. The
determinant character does not appear in the irreducible decomposition of St® if
k < n [38, Theorem 8.21]. Finally, when A(x) = 1, we have My (I') = 0for0 < k <
n/2—1 as it is classically known. Therefore H°(X, (24)®%) = 0 when 0 < k <
n/2—1. ]

We can also classify possible types of holomorphic tensors on X in the next few
degreesn/2 —1 <k <n/2.
Proposition 9.6. We write N(k) = k!/2K/2(k /2)! when k is even.

(1) Letk = [(n — 1)/2]. Then we have an embedding

0 n=0,3 mod4
HO(X, (23)%) — ’ ’
(X (2™ Mp(D)N® =12 mod 4.

(2) Let k = n/2 with n even. Then we have an embedding

M,k 4 (T) n=2 mod 4,

HO(X, (Q3)®F) —

(X (@)™ M, 1 (T) ® Mp(D)®N® =0 mod 4.

The component M« ;(T') in (2) gives the holomorphic differential forms of
degree k = n/2. The component My (T)®N®) in both (1) and (2) corresponds to
t®%_ In both (1) and (2), the embedding is an isomorphism
when (', — id) contains no reflection.

the trivial summands in S

Proof. We keep the same notation as in the proof of Theorem 9.5.
(1) When A(a) # 1, det, we still have

M)k (T) =0
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for k < n/2 by Theorem 9.1. The determinant character does not appear too. By [38,
Exercise 12.2], St®* does not contain the trivial representation when k is odd, while
it occurs with multiplicity N (k) when k is even.

(2) When A(a) # A with 0 < d < n, we have 1; > 2, and so, M) n/2(I') =0
by Theorem 9.1. By [38, Theorem 8.21], the representations A withd > n /2 or
d # n/2 mod 2 do not appear in St®/2 and A"2 occurs with multiplicity 1. The
multiplicity of the trivial summand is as before. It remains to consider A¢ with
0<d <n/2and d = n/2 mod 2. We apply our second vanishing theorem (The-
orem 11.1(2)). This says that M,a ,/,(I') = 0 when n/2 < n —d — 2, namely,
d<n/2-2.

Finally, when (I", —id) contains no reflection, the projection  — ¥ (I") is unram-
ified in codimension 1 by [21]. Then (9.1) and (9.2) are isomorphisms, and so, the
above embeddings are isomorphisms. ]

Remark 9.7. (1) The weight k = [(n — 1)/2] in Proposition 9.6 (1) is the so-called
singular weight when n is even, and the critical weight when n is odd, for scalar-
valued modular forms. Since My (I") # 0 in general for these weights, the bound in
Theorem 9.5 is optimal as a general bound.

(2) Theorem 9.5 and Proposition 9.6 imply in particular vanishing of holomorphic
differential forms of degree < n/2 on X. Via the extension theorem of Pommeren-
ing [39], this can also be deduced from the vanishing of the corresponding Hodge
components in the L2-cohomology (cf. [4]).






Chapter 10

Square integrability

Let L be a lattice of signature (2,n) with n > 3 and I" be a finite-index subgroup
of OF(L). In this chapter we study convergence of the Petersson inner product

/ (f.€)1.xv0lp
F ()

for f. g € M ("), where (, ), x is the Petersson metric on the vector bundle &, i
and vol g is the invariant volume form on D.

For A=Ay >--->A1,) let A = (A1 = Ans ooy Alny2] — Ant1—[n/2]) be the asso-
ciated highest weight for SO(, C) (see Section 3.6.1). We denote by |A| the sum of
all components of A. Our results are summarized as follows.

Theorem 10.1. Let f, g € M, (') with A # 1, det.
(1) If f is a cusp form, then ff(r)(f, g)akvolp < oo.
(2) Whenk > n + |A| — 1, f is a cusp form if and only if

/ (f. f)axvolp < oo.
F(T)

(3) When k < n — |A| — 2, we always have f?(r)(f’ g)akVvolp < oo.

See Remark 10.13 for the scalar-valued case. The assertion (1) should be more or
less standard. The assertions (2) and (3) give a characterization of square integrability
except in the range

n—|Al—1<k<n+|A-2. (10.1)

The assertion (3) is in fact an intermediate step in the proof of our second vanishing
theorem (Theorem 11.1), where we eventually prove that M ;(I") = 0 in the range
k<n—IAl—2.

This chapter starts with defining the Petersson metrics on the Hodge bundles
explicitly (Section 10.1) and calculating them over the tube domain (Section 10.2). In
Section 10.3 we give some asymptotic estimates needed in the proof of Theorem 10.1.
In Section 10.4 we prove Theorem 10.1.

10.1 Petersson metrics

In this section we explicitly define the Petersson metrics on the Hodge bundles &£
and &, and hence on the automorphic vector bundles &, .
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We begin with £. By the definition of &, the Hermitian form (-,~) on L¢ is pos-
itive on the lines parametrized by . Thus restriction of this Hermitian form defines
a Hermitian metric on each fiber of &£, and hence an O (LR)-invariant Hermitian
metric on £. We call it the Petersson metric on £ and denote it by (, ).

Next we consider &. We first define the real part of €. We write Ly for the product
real vector bundle Lr x D, which we regard as a sub real vector bundle of Lc ® Op
in the natural way. Then we define a sub real vector bundle of Lg by

Er:i=LTNLg = (LD L)' N Lg.

This is a real vector bundle of rank 7. By the second expression, the fiber of Eg over
[w] € D is the negative-definite subspace

(Re(w), Im(w))* N Ly (10.2)

of Lg (cf. Section 2.1). The O"(Lg)-action on L preserves the sub vector bun-
dle &r. The natural homomorphism

3R®R(C<—>$J‘—>8

gives an O1 (Lg)-equivariant C *-isomorphism between &g ®g C and &. This de-
fines a real structure of &.

By the description (10.2) of the fibers, the real vector bundle &g is naturally
endowed with an O (LR)-invariant negative-definite quadratic form. We take the
(—1)-scaling to turn it to positive-definite. This is a Riemannian metric on &r. It
extends to a Hermitian metric on &g ®gr C in the usual way. (Explicitly, the Her-
mitian pairing between two vectors v, w is the quadratic pairing between v and w.)
Via the C *®°-isomorphism Eg ®g C — &, we obtain an O" (LR )-invariant Hermitian
metric on &. We call it the Petersson metric on & and denote it by (, )g.

The Petersson metric on & induces an O"(Lg)-invariant Hermitian metric on
€®4 and hence by restriction an OF (Lg)-invariant Hermitian metric on &, with
|A| = d. Taking the tensor product with the Petersson metric on £®¥, we obtain an
O™ (LR)-invariant Hermitian metric on &, . We call it the Petersson metric on &, j
and denote it by (, ) k.

Remark 10.2. When L is the primitive integral cohomology of a lattice-polarized K3
surface X with period [w] € D, we have the identifications

L) = H°(X),  Erjo) = Hyip (X, R),
and € (o) ®r C — €] is identified with H 3 (X.C) — H20(X)/H>(X). On
H?°(X) and ler’irln(X , C) we have the so-called Hodge metrics defined by [, o A B
and — fX oA ,5 respectively (see [46, Section 6.3.2]). Thus the Petersson metrics
on £ and & are essentially the Hodge metrics in this geometric setting.
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Let / be a rank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice of L. For a vector v of V(I)r =
(I1/I)R, let s, be the section of & which corresponds to the constant section v
of V(I) ® Oy by the [ -trivialization V(1) ® Op >~ &. We compute the Hermitian
pairing between these distinguished sections. We choose and fix a lift V(I )gr — Iﬂé
of V(I)r and regard vectors of V(I)r as vectors of Iﬁ C L in this way.

Lemma 10.3. Let vy, v, € V(I)r. The pairing of the sections sy,, Sy, of & with
respect to the Petersson metric ( , )g is given by

2+ (v, Im(w)) - (v2, Im(w))

(o (@]). sva ([@])e = —=(v1.v2) + —— 7m0

Jor [w] € D. In the right-hand side, ( , ) is the quadratic form on Ly, and o is
normalized so as to have real pairing with Ir. In particular, (Sy,, Sv,)e is R-valued.

Proof. Let [w] € O. We choose a nonzero vector [ € 1. We may normalize w so that
(l,w) =1.Forve V()r C I]Ié we write
(v, Im(w)) (v, Im(w))

a(v) = (Im(w), Im(w)) - (Re(w), Re(w))

and define a vector of L¢ by
sp([@]) = v—(v,w)] + V—1a(v)o. (10.3)

Claim 10.4. s} is a section of Er ®r C and is the image of s, under the C°-
isomorphism & — &r ®r C.

We prove Claim 10.4. The conditions to be checked are
(Re(sy([w])), w) =0,  (Im(s,([w]), @) =0, s,([w]) € sp([0]) + Cow.

Since sy ([w]) = v — (v, w)! + Cw by Lemma 2.6, the last condition follows from
the definition of s;,. We check the first equality. Since

Re(s) ([0])) = v — (v, Re(®))] — a(v) - Im(w),
we see that
(Re(s, ([0]). @) = (v, ) — (v, Re(®)) — V—1a(v)(Im(w), Im(w))

= (v,0) — (v,Re(w)) — vV—1(v, Im(w))
=0.

In the first equality we used (Re(w), Im(w)) = 0. The equality (Im(s, ([w])), w) = 0
can be verified similarly. This proves Claim 10.4.
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We return to the proof of Lemma 10.3. We take two vectors v, v, € V(I )r. By
definition, (s, ([@]), sv, ([]))g is the pairing of s;,, ([w]) and s, ([@]) with respect to
the Hermitian form on ég ®g C. This in turn is the pairing of the vectors s, ([w])
and s, ([@]) of L¢ with respect to the (—1)-scaling of the quadratic form on L¢. By
the expression (10.3) of s, ([w]), we can calculate

- (Svl ([w])’ svz([w]))g
= (v1 — (v1, ®)] + V=la(v))w, v2 — (v2, D) — V—1a(v2)D)
= (v1,v2) + a(v)a(v2) (@, ®) — 2a(v)(Im(w), v2) — 2a(v2)(IM(w), v1).

Since we have

a(v)a(v2)(w,®) = 2a(vy)(Im(w), v2) = 2a(v2)(Im(w), v1)
_ 2(vy, Im(w)) (v, Im(w))
- (Im(@),Im(@))

this proves Lemma 10.3. ]

Remark 10.5. By the expression (10.3), the imaginary part of s, ([w]) is nonzero for
general [w]. This shows that the real structure on & >~ V(I) ® Qg given by &g is
different from that given by V(/)r. Nevertheless, the Petersson metric on the real
part given by V([ )R is R-valued by Lemma 10.3.

Let volgp be the invariant volume form on D. The Petersson metric ( , )get,n Of
weight (det, ) gives an invariant metric on the canonical bundle Ko ~ £®" ® det,
where det stands for the determinant character (cf. Example 2.2). This can be used
to express volgp as follows. If €2 is an arbitrary nonzero vector of (Kp)[,] over a
point [w] of O, the volume form volg at [w] is written as

N (104)

volp ([w]) = ———— .
(Q ) Q)det,n

up to a constant independent of [w]. Indeed, the right-hand side does not depend

on the choice of €2, and the differential form of degree (n,n) on D defined by the

right-hand side is clearly O (Lg)-invariant, so it should coincide with volg up to

constant.

10.2 Petersson metrics on the tube domain
Let I be a rank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice of L. We calculate the Petersson

metrics on &£, & over the tube domain Dy C U(I)c. We choose a rank 1 isotropic
sublattice I’ C L with (I, I’) # 0. Recall that the choice of I’ determines a tube
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domain realization £ — Dy. We take a generator / of / and identify U(I)g ~ V(I )g
accordingly.

Lemma 10.6. On the tube domain Dy we have

(51(2),51(Z2)) ¢ = 2(Im(Z),1Im(2)), (10.5)

_ 2-(v1,Im(2)) - (v2,Im(Z))
(Sv1 (Z)’svz(z))é‘ =—(v1,v2) + (Im(Z), Im(Z)) ,

(10.6)

for Z € Dj. Here s7 is the section of £ corresponding to the dual vector of [, vy, v

are vectors of V(I )R, and ( , ) in the right-hand sides are the natural quadratic form
on V(])R =~ U(I)]R.

Proof. We begin with (, ). We can view the section s; over Dy as a function Dy —
Lc which lifts the inverse O; — D of the tube domain realization and satisfies
(s7,1) = 1. Let I’ be the vector of /g, with (/, ") = 1, and we identify V(I)q with
lo® ! b)J-. Then we can explicitly write s; as

s1(2)=1"+Z-2"YZ,2)l € L¢
for Z € Oy C V(I). Thus we have

($1(Z),51(2)e = (51(2),51(2)) = (Z,2) = (Z,2)/2—(Z.2)]2
= 2(Im(Z),Im(Z)).

Next we calculate (, )g. By Lemma 10.3, we have

B 2 (v1,Im(s;(Z))) - (v2,Im(s;(2)))
(Svl (Z)9S1)2(Z))8 - —(Ul, v2) + (Im(S](Z)), Im(S](Z)))

Since
Im(s;(Z)) = Im(Z) — 27 Im((Z, 2))!,

we see that

(Im(s;(2)), Im(s;(2))) = Im(Z),Im(Z)),  (v;, Im(s57(2))) = (vi.Im(Z)).

This proves (10.6). ]

At each point Z € Dy, the Petersson metric on & can be understood as follows.
We take an R-basis vy, ..., v, of V(I)Rr such that vy € RIm(Z) and (v;,Im(Z)) =0
fori > 1. Then, by (10.6), we have

(vlvvl)y l :,] = 11
(SU,‘(Z)’SUJ'(Z))E = _(vivvj)a l»] > 1’
0. i=1,j>1.
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The right-hand side can be seen as the positive-definite modification of the hyperbolic
quadratic form on V(/)g given by taking the (—1)-scaling of the negative-definite
subspace Im(Z)L. The Petersson metric on &z ~ V(I) is the Hermitian extension of
this modified real metric on V()R to V(I).

Finally, we recall the expression of volgp over Dy. Let voly be a flat volume form
on Oy C U(I)c- Then, as it is well known, we have

volp = (Im(Z),Im(Z))™" vol; . (10.7)

This can be seen by substituting 2 = s}@” ® v in (10.4) and using (10.5), where v
is a nonzero vector of det. The section sl®” ® v of £®" ® det corresponds to a flat
canonical form on Oy C U(I)¢ by its U(I)¢-invariance.

10.3 Asymptotic estimates on the tube domain

In this section we prepare some estimates of the Petersson metrics on & x over the
tube domain £y. This will be a main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 10.1. We
keep the setting of Section 10.2.

We choose an R-basis {v;}; of the real part (V(I)r)x of V(I),. Then {v;}; is
also a C-basis of V(I),. Let s, be the section of &, corresponding to v; via the /-
trivialization &, ~ V(/); ® Op andlets; =5 ® sl®k. Then {s;}; is a frame of &, x
corresponding to a basis of V([); x by the [ -trivialization. Accordingly, we express a
section f of &) y over D >~ Dy as f =) ; fis; with f; a scalar-valued holomorphic
function on Dy .

Lemma 10.7. There exist real homogeneous polynomials {P;;}; i on U(I)r of de-
gree < 2|A| determined by the basis {v;}; of (V(I)r) such that

(L @rxvolp = ) fig; - Pi;(Im(Z)) - (Im(Z), Im(Z))* "M vol;  (10.8)
i,J
for all sections =7 _; fisi, g=_;8iSi of &x x over Dy. The matrix (P;;(Im(Z)));, ;
is symmetric and positive-definite for Z € Dj.

Proof. The section s; is an R-linear combination of |A|-fold tensor products of the
distinguished sections s, of & associated to v € V(I)r. (Recall that V) C Vel
The equation (10.6) can be written as

—(1. v2)(Im(Z). Im(Z)) + 2(v:1.Im(Z)) (v2. Im(Z))

(50,(Z),50,(2))e = (Im(Z),Im(Z))

The numerator is a real homogeneous polynomial of Im(Z) of degree < 2. Therefore
the Petersson paring between s; and sj/. can be written as

(5/(Z).5}(Z)x = Pi(Im(Z)) - (Im(Z), Im(Z)) "™ (10.9)
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for a real homogeneous polynomial P;; of Im(Z) of degree < 2|A|. Together with
(10.5) and (10.7), we obtain

(5:(Z),5;(Z))skvolp = Pij(Im(Z)) - (Im(Z), Im(Z))F "~ vol, .

This proves the equality (10.8). Since the matrix ((s;(Z), sj’. (Z£))1):,; is real symmet-
ric and positive-definite, so is (P;;(Im(Z))); ; by (10.9). [

Let T' be a finite-index subgroup of O1(L) and let X(I) = D;/U(I)z. We
take a regular I"(/)z-admissible cone decomposition X; of ‘€I+ C U(I)R in the
sense of Section 3.5.1. Let X (/ )21 be the associated partial toroidal compactific-
ation of X (/). Let o be a cone in X; of dimension c¢. By the regularity of X;, we
can write 0 = R>gv; + -+ + R>qv, such that vy, ..., v, is a part of a Z-basis of
U(l)z,say vi,...,v,. Letly,.... [, € U(I)% be the dual basis of vy, ..., v,. Then
zi = (l;,Z),1 <i < n, are flat coordinates on U(I)c. We have

voly =dzi A~ ANdzy, NdZy AN---NdZ,

up to constant. We write ¢; = e(z;) for 1 <i < c. Let A; be the boundary stratum
of X(1)®! corresponding to the cone o, and A; = A,; be the boundary divisor
corresponding to the ray R>ov;. Thengi,...,qc, Zc+1, - - -, Zn give local coordinates
around A,. The divisor A; is defined by ¢; = 0, and A, is defined by g; = --- =
qc = 0. We write ¢; = rje(6;) withr; = |g;] and 0 < 6; < 1. Then

dg1 dg dg. dg
ﬂ/\ﬂ/\.../\ qc/\ _qc

q1 q1 dc de

1
= dri ANdOy A ---ANdre NdO. Ndzegy Ao ANdZy (10.10)
rl...rc

vol; = ANdzesi AN~ ANdZy

up to constant.

We give an asymptotic estimate of the right-hand side of (10.8) as g1, ..., g
approach to 0. We take an arbitrary base point Zy € Dy and consider a flow of points
of the form

Z =7Z(ty,...,.tc) =Zo+ ~V=1(t1v1 + -+ tcve), ti,...,tc = o00. (10.11)

This flow converges to a point of Ay as #q,...,#. — 00, and every point of A, can
be obtained in this way. Let vg = Im(Zy). This is a vector in the positive cone €;.

Lemma 10.8. The following asymptotic estimates hold as t1, .. .,t. — o0.
Pij(Im(2)) = O((tx + -+ + 1)*), (10.12)
(Im(Z),Im(2)) = O((ty + -+ + 1)*). (10.13)

(Im(2),Im(Z))"' = O((t1 + -+ 1) 7). (10.14)
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Proof. We have Im(Z) = v + ) _; t;v;. Since P;; is a real homogeneous polynomial
of degree < 2|A| on U([ )R, we see that P;j(vo + ), t;v;) is a real inhomogeneous
polynomial of ¢q, ..., . of degree < 2|A|. This implies (10.12). Next we have

(Im(Z).Im(Z)) = (vo.v0) +2 D (vo. vi)ti +2 > _(vi.v)tit; + ¥ _(v;. vi)t2.
i i#j i

The estimate (10.13) is obvious from this expression. Since vy € €7 and vy,...,V, €
€y, all coefficients in the right-hand side are nonnegative; possibly except for (v;, v;)
with i > 1, they are furthermore positive. Therefore we have

(Im(Z).Im(Z)) > 2 (v, vi)ti > C - Y 1;

for some constant C > 0. This implies (10.14). ]

Lemma 10.9. In a small neighbourhood of an arbitrary point of Ay, we have

Pij(Im(Z)) = O((=logry -+~ re)*), (10.15)
(Im(Z2),Im(Z)) = O((—logry ---re)?), (10.16)
(Im(Z),Im(Z))"! = O((—logry---r:)™Y), (10.17)

asqi,...,qc — 0.

Proof. We consider the flow (10.11) with Z, varying over the range where Re(Z)
is in a fundamental neighbourhood of U(J)r/U(I)z and vy = Im(Zy) is in a small
neighbourhood of an arbitrary point of €;. Since

ri = |qi| = exp(=27(l;,Im(Z))) = exp(—27(l;, vo) — 271;),
we have
ti = —2n) ogr; — (I;, vo). (10.18)

The constant term —(/;, vg) depends on vy = Im(Zg) continuously. Therefore our
assertions follow by substituting #; ~ —(27r)~! log r; in the estimates in Lemma 10.8
and using logry + -+ 4+ logr, = logry -« 7. |

Summing up the calculations so far, we obtain the following asymptotic estimate
of (f,g)xkvolo.

Proposition 10.10. Let f = ) ; fisi and g = ) _; gisi be as in Lemma 10.7. In a
small neighbourhood of an arbitrary point of Ay, we have

(f-@axvolp =Y figj - O((=logry---re)*) - (ry--re) ™"
i,j
Xdri A ANdre NdOy AN~ ANdO. Ndzeg1 Ao ANdZy
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asqi,...,qc — 0, where
) 2k —2n, k>n+|Al
k—n+|Al, k<n+]Al
Proof. By substituting (10.15) and (10.10) in the right-hand side of (10.8), we obtain

(f. &) kvolo
=Y fi& - O((—logry -+ re)*™) - (Im(Z). Im(Z))F "~

i,J
X (ri-re) bedri Ao Adre AdOL A - ANdOe AdZegy Ao AdZy.

Then, according to whether the power degree k —n — |A| of (Im(Z), Im(Z)) is non-
negative or negative, we use (10.16) and (10.17), respectively. |

Before going to Section 10.4, we recall the following exercise in calculus.
Lemma 10.11. Let m € 7. The integral

1/2 1
lim[ —dr
>0 J¢ (logr)™-r

converges if m > 2, and diverges if m < 1.

Proof. This can be seen from

1 ! I
(logrym=1) — (logr)™ -r
when m # 1, and (log(—1logr))’ = ((logr) - r)~' whenm = 1. ]

10.4 Proof of Theorem 10.1

Now we prove Theorem 10.1. Let us begin with some reductions. For the proof of
Theorem 10.1, there is no loss of generality even if we replace the given group I" by
a subgroup of finite index. Thus we may assume that I" is neat. In particular, I" is
contained in SO™(L). By Proposition 3.12 (1), when ‘A, > n/2, we have &, ~ &
as SOT (Lg)-equivariant vector bundles. This isomorphism preserves the Petersson
metrics up to constant by their uniqueness as SO (Lg)-invariant Hermitian metrics.
Thus we have a natural isomorphism

M) (') =~ M3 (')
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which preserves the Petersson inner product up to constant. Since the highest weight
for the partition A is A itself, the assertions of Theorem 10.1 for weight (A, k) follow
from those for weight (A, k). Therefore, for the proof of Theorem 10.1, we may
assume that ‘A; < n/2.

We take a smooth toroidal compactification ¥ (I')* of  (T"), where the fans X;
are regular. We take a subdivision of ¥; as follows.

Lemma 10.12. There exists a I'(I)z-admissible and regular subdivision X of X1
such that every cone in X', contains at most one isotropic ray.

Proof. We take representatives 71, ..., Ty of mz-equivalence classes of 2-dimen-
sional cones spanned by two isotropic rays. For each 7,, we choose a rational vec-
tor from the interior of 7,. This vector has positive norm, and the ray it generates
divides t,. By letting TI)Z act, we obtain a division of every 2-dimensional cone
spanned by two isotropic rays. This is well defined because I"(/) is torsion-free, and
so, acts on the set of such cones freely. The collection of these divisions is I'(/)-
invariant by construction.

The division of 7 uniquely induces a division of every cone o having t as a
face, because o is simplicial. Explicitly, if 0 = R>ov1 + - + Rsove, 7 = R5ov1 +
Rsov, and vy € 7 is the division vector, we add the wall R>qvg + Rsov3 +-+- +
R>ov.. The collection of these new walls defines a I"(/)4-invariant subdivision of
the fan X7 such that every cone contains at most one isotropic ray. Taking its regular
subdivision [2, p. 186], we obtain a desired subdivision. [ ]

Thus our reduced situation is: I' is neat, “A; < n/2 so that A = A, and every cone
in ¥ contains at most one isotropic ray. (The last property will be used only in the
proof of the assertion (3).)

Now, the integral | W(F)( /. 8)a kvolp converges if for every boundary point x
of ¥ (I')* there exists a neighbourhood U = U, of x such that Ju (f. &)axvolp
converges. Therefore, for the proof of (1) and (3) of Theorem 10.1, it suffices to verify
the convergence of the integral over U. Conversely, when f = g, if [, (f. f)i kvolp
diverges around some boundary point x, then |, 37(1“)( J. f)a.xvolp diverges because
(f, f)a k is nonnegative, real-valued. Therefore, for the proof of (2) of Theorem 10.1,
it suffices to show that the integral [, (f, f) xvolp diverges at some U when f is
not a cusp form.

Recall that we have étale maps X (7)%/ — ¥ (I')% and X (J) — F(I')® which
give local charts around the boundary points of  (I")*. Moreover, we have an étale
gluing map X(J)— X(I)%! for I C J. Therefore the problem is reduced to estimat-
ing [;;(f. &)k volp for a small neighbourhood U of a boundary point of the partial
toroidal compactification X (7)>! over a 0-dimensional cusp /. We are thus in the
situation of Section 10.3. In what follows, we use the same notation as in Section 10.3.
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(1) We first prove the assertion (1) of Theorem 10.1. By Proposition 10.10, the
local integral [y, (f, g)a kvolp can be bounded from above by

aj ac 1 1
lim / / / / /
€15ee0sEc—>0 € ¢ 0 0 U’

> £igi - O((=logry 1)) - (- re) ™
i,
Xdri A Adre NdOy A~ ANdO. Ndzesy N+ ANdZy

for some integer N > 0, where ay,...,a. > 0 are small constants and U’ is a small
open set in A, with coordinates z¢41, ..., z,. If f is a cusp form, its components f;
vanish at the boundary divisors Ay, ..., A, by Lemma 3.9. Hence

fi=q1--qc.-0().

Similarly we have g; = O(1). We also have —logry ---r. < ]_[‘;:1(— log r7). Then
the above integral can be bounded from above by

aj ac €
lim / / HO((—logrl)N)drl/\---/\drc.
€15.e0sEc—0 &1 e ]

This integral converges because | : (log r)¥dr converges in ¢ — 0. Thus the integ-
ral fU (f. ) xvolp converges if f is a cusp form. This proves the assertion (1) of
Theorem 10.1.

(3) Next we prove the assertion (3) of Theorem 10.1. Let k <n — |A| — 2. When
o has no isotropic ray, f and g vanish at the boundary divisors Aj,..., A, by
Lemma 3.9. (Recall our assumption A # 1, det.) Therefore we can give a similar (actu-
ally stronger) estimate as in the case (1) above, which implies that [;,(f, &)1,k Volp
converges. We consider the case when o has an isotropic ray, say R>v;. Since other
rays R>ova,...,R5ov. are not isotropic by our assumption, we see from Lemma 3.9
that f and g vanish at A,, ..., A.. Therefore we have f = ¢ ---¢q. - O(1) and
g = ¢q2---q. - O(1). By substituting these estimates in the second case of Proposi-
tion 10.10, we see that

(f:@)rkvolp = (ra---1e) - O(1) - O((—logry -+ re) " HH) !
XdriA--Adre NdOy A---ANdO Ndzes1 N+ ANdZy.

We have (—logr; ---r.)~! < (—logr;)~!. Therefore Ju (f.8) 2,k volp can be bound-
ed from above by

a

1
lim O((—log r)k="+ A= 1yar

81—)0 £1

Since k —n + |A| < —2 by the assumption, this integral converges by Lemma 10.11.
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(2) Finally, we prove the assertion (2) of Theorem 10.1. When L has Witt
index < 1, we have S; x(I') = M, x(I') by Proposition 3.7. Thus we may assume
that L has Witt index 2. Let k > n 4+ |A| — 1 and assume that f is not a cusp form.
Then f does not vanish identically at a boundary divisor A = A, corresponding
to an isotropic ray 0 = Rxov for some 0-dimensional cusp /. We shall show that
fU (f. f)axvolp diverges for a general point x of A. Thus we consider the case
¢ = 1. We rewrite g1 = rie(01) as ¢ = re(0), and also denote Z’ = (2, ..., z¢)
which give local charts on A.

We go back to the flow Z = Z + +/—1tv in Section 10.3. Then P;;(Im(Z))
is a real polynomial of ¢ whose coefficients depend continuously on vy = Im(Zy).
Therefore, by substituting (10.18), we see that in a neighbourhood of x,

Pij(Im(Z)) = Qij(logr)

for a real polynomial Q;; of one variable whose coefficients depend continuously
on Z'. Moreover, as in the proof of Lemma 10.8, we have

(Im(Z),Im(Z)) = (vo, vo) + 2(vg,v)t ~—C logr

for some constant C = C(Z’) > 0 depending continuously on Z’. Therefore, by the
same calculation as in Section 10.3, we see that

(fs flaxvolp = Z fi f; Qij(logr)(—log P g AdO A -
iJ
asr — 0.

We take the base change of the frame (s;); by a GLy (C)-valued holomorphic
function A = A(Z’) of Z' around x so that f; — land f; - Ofori > 1asr — 0.
This is possible because f # 0 € V(I), x around x. Then the real symmetric mat-
rix Q = (Qj)i,; is replaced by the Hermitian matrix ' AQ A, which we denote by
Q' = (Q};)i,j- Each Q}; is a C-polynomial of log r whose coefficients depend con-
tinuously on Z’. Since the Hermitian matrix Q’ is positive-definite when r is small,
we have in particular Q’; # 0. Then

(f, /)axvolp = 07, (logr)(—log r)k_"_lllr_ldr ANdO A ---

as r — 0. Since Q7, is a nonzero real polynomial and k —n — [A| > —1 by our
assumption, we obtain

(f. faxvolp = (=logr) 'rtdr ndO A ---

as r — 0. By Lemma 10.11, this implies that the integral [, (f, f)a xvolgp diverges.
This completes the proof of Theorem 10.1. |
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Remark 10.13. As the proof shows, the assertion (1) of Theorem 10.1 holds even
when A = 1, det. Similarly, the assertion (2) holds also for A = 1, det at least when L
has Witt index 2. On the other hand, the proof of (3) makes use of Proposition 3.7,
which requires A # 1, det.






Chapter 11

Vanishing theorem I1

Let L be a lattice of signature (2,n) with n > 3 and I" be a finite-index subgroup
of OT(L). Let A = (A; > --- > A,) be a partition expressing an irreducible repres-
entation of O(n, C). We assume A # 1, det. Therefore A1 > 0 and A, = 0. In this
chapter we prove our second type of vanishing theorem. We define the corank of A,
denoted by corank(A), as the maximal index 1 <i < [n/2] such that

Alz)tzz-'-:/\i and An:/\n—lz"':)tn—f-l—i:(l
Let
=1 Any2) = Ao = A As — Auets oy Anja] — Ant1—(n/2))

be the highest weight for SO(n, (C)_associatgd to A. Then corank(A) is the maximal
index i suchthat Ay = A, = --- = A;. Let [A| = ), A; be as in Section 10.
Our second vanishing theorem is the following.

Theorem 11.1. Let A # 1,det. If k < n + A; — corank(A) — 1, there is no nonzero
square integrable modular form of weight (A, k). In particular,

(1) Sy x(I') =0whenk <n+ Ay —corank(1) — 1.
(2) Mj () =O0whenk <n—|A|— 1.

We compare Theorems 11.1 and 9.1. The bound n/2 + A; — 1 in Theorem 9.1
is smaller than the main bound n + A; — corank(4) — 1 in Theorem 11.1 because
corank(A) < [n/2]. However, Theorem 11.1 is about square integrable modular forms,
while Theorem 9.1 is about the whole M} _x (I'), so Theorem 11.1 does not supersede
Theorem 9.1. The comparison of Theorem 11.1 (1) and Theorem 9.1 raises the ques-
tion if we have convergent Eisenstein series in the range

n/2+ A —1<k <n+ A; —corank(A) — 1.

As for the comparison of Theorem 11.1 (2) and Theorem 9.1, it depends on A which
n—|A|—1lorn/2—1+ Ay is larger. Roughly speaking, Theorem 11.1 (2) is stronger
when |A| is small, while Theorem 9.1 is stronger when A; is large. Thus Theor-
ems 11.1 and 9.1 are rather complementary.

The proof of Theorem 11.1 follows the same strategy as Weissauer’s vanishing
theorem for vector-valued Siegel modular forms [47]. If we have a square integrable
modular form f # 0, we can construct a unitary highest weight module for the Lie
algebra of SO (LR) by a standard procedure (cf. [23,47] for the Siegel case). By
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computing its weight and comparing it with the classification of unitarizable highest
weight modules [12, 13, 28], we obtain the bound kK > n + A; — corank(4) — 1. The
more specific assertions (1), (2) in Theorem 11.1 are derived from combination with
Theorem 10.1.

The rest of this chapter is devoted to the proof of Theorem 11.1. The construction
of highest weight module occupies Sections 11.1 and 11.2, and the concluding step
is done in Section 11.3.

11.1 Lifting to the Lie group

In this section we work with G = SO*(Lg). We lift a square integrable modular
form on D to a square integrable function on G in a standard way. We choose a base
point [wg] € D. Let K >~ SO(2,R) x SO(n, R) be the stabilizer of [wg] in G. We
denote by g, ¥ the Lie algebras of G, K, respectively. Let ¢ = £ & p be the Cartan
decomposition of g with respect to ¥, and pc = p+ @ p— be the eigendecomposition
for the adjoint action of s0(2, R) C ¥ on p. Then p is identified with the real tangent
space T{u,),RD of D at [wo], and the decomposition pc = p+ @ p— corresponds to
the decomposition
Tiwo, kD ®r C = T[(lu’g]i) ® T[?U’;]J).

For each point [w] = g([wy]) of D, the g-action gives an isomorphism p_ — T[?U’]l D.
This isomorphism is unique up to the adjoint action of K.

The Lie group P_ = exp(p—) is abelian and is the unipotent radical of the stabil-
izer of [wp] in SO(L¢) (see, e.g., [2, pp. 107-108]). Therefore, in view of (1.2), P—
coincides with the group of Eichler transvections of L¢ with respect to the isotropic
line Cwy. In particular, P_ acts trivially on Cwg = £[4,) and a)é- /Cwo = &[p,)- We
will use this property in the proof of Claim 11.3 (3) below.

Now let A be a partition for O(n, C) and A be the associated highest weight for
SO(n, C). To start with O(n, C) is somewhat roundabout here, but this is for consist-
ency with the formulation of Theorem 11.1 and eventually with other chapters. We
first consider the case when V) remains irreducible as a representation of SO(n, C)
(cf. Section 3.6.1). Let Wy , be the finite-dimensional irreducible C-representation
of K ~ SO(n,R) x SO(2, R) with highest weight (1, k).

Lemma 11.2. Assume that either n is odd or n = 2m is even with' Ay # m. Let f # 0
be a square integrable modular form of weight (A, k) for a finite-index subgroup T’
of SOV (L). Then there exists a smooth function ¢r # 0 on G with the following
propetrties.

(1) ¢r € L2(T\G).
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(2) p—-¢r =0. (Here g acts on ¢ as the derivative of the right G-translations.)

(3) The linear subspace of L*>(I'\G) spanned by the right K -translations of ¢y
is finite dimensional and is isomorphic to WIvk as a K-representation.

Proof. We choose a rank 1 primitive isotropic sublattice / of L and let j(g, [w]) be
the factor of automorphy associated to the /-trivialization &, x >~ V(I )1 x ® Op.
The homomorphism

K —End(V(I)y k). ki jk,|wo]), (11.1)

defines a representation of K on V(I) x = (€ k)[w,]- This is irreducible of highest
weight (A, k) by our assumption on A. The Petersson metric on (€3 x)wo] 15 K-
invariant. Via the /-trivialization at [wg], this defines a K-invariant Hermitian metric
on V(1) k. The induced constant Hermitian metric on the product vector bundle G x
V(1) x over G corresponds to the Petersson metric on &, x through the isomorphism

gk,k ~G XK (8A,k)[a)0] ~G XK V(I)A,k. (11.2)

Via the [ -trivialization we regard the modular form f as a V(1) k-valued holo-
morphic function on . We define a V' ([), _-valued smooth function f on G by

f(g) = j(g.lwo) ™" - f(g(lwo]). g€ G.

This is the V(1) x-valued function on G that corresponds to the section f of & x
via the G-equivariant isomorphism (11.2).

Claim 11.3. The V(1) r-valued function f satisfies the following.

() f(yg) = f(g)foryeT.
) f(gk) =k (f(2)) fork € K, where k™" acts on V(I x by (11.1).

3) p--f=0
(@3] f is square integrable over I'\G with respect to the Haar measure on G and
the Hermitian metric on V(I )y k.

All these properties should be standard. We supply an argument for the sake of
completeness (cf. [23] for the Siegel modular case). The property (1) follows from the
I'-invariance of f, and the property (2) is just the invariance of f under the K-action
on G x V(1) k. Both (1) and (2) can also be checked directly by using the cocycle
condition for j(g, [®]).

The property (4) holds because we have

/ (f(g). f()duc = / volg / (f(2). f(@)duk
'\G T\D K

- / (. f)zavolp
o
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up to constant, where dug, diug are the Haar measures on G, K, respectively, and
(', ) in the first line is the Hermitian metric on V(1) k.
Finally, we check the property (3). We have

X- f(g) = (X-jg [wo) ™) f(g([@o]) + j (g, [wo]) (X - f(g([wo]))

for X € p_. Then X - f(g([wo])) = O by the holomorphicity of f. As for the first
term, since P_ fixes [wo] and acts trivially on (&} k)[w,] as noticed before, we have

J(gexp(tX), [wo]) = j(g.exp(tX)([wo])) o j(exp(tX). [wo]) = j(g.[wo]).

This shows that X - j(g, [wo]) = 0, and so,
X - j(g. [wo]) ™" = —j(g.w0)™ o (X - j(g.[wo]) e j(g.[wo]) ™" = 0.

Therefore X - f = 0. Claim 11.3 is thus verified.
We go back to the proof of Lemma 11.2. The property (2) in Claim 11.3 means
that f as a vector of the K-representation

L2(T\G,V(Dx) ~ L2(T\G) ® V(I =~ L*(T\G) ® Wy,
is K-invariant. Therefore it corresponds to a nonzero K-homomorphism
A 2
(OF S WX,k — L°(T'\G),

which must be injective by the irreducibility of Wivk‘ The image of ® consists of

the scalar-valued functions L o f for Le V(I )X’ c iSy the irreducibility, the K-orbit
of any such nonzero vector generates the image of ®¢. Then we put ¢y = Lo f
for an arbitrary L # 0. The property (3) in Claim 11.3 implies the property (2) in
Lemma 11.2. This finishes the proof of Lemma 11.2. ]

11.2 Highest weight modules

In this section we construct from ¢ a unitary highest weight module of g. The result
is summarized in Propositions 11.4 and 11.5.

First we recall the theory of highest weight modules following [12, 13,24] and
specialized to G = SOT(Lg). Let £y = s0(2,R) and £; = so(n,R). Then ¥ = £y @
£1, £o is the centre of £, and £ = [£, £] is the semi-simple part of £. We take a maximal
abelian subalgebra §) of £. Then f¢ is a Cartan subalgebra of gc. We have ) =¥y & §;
with h; = § N £; being a maximal abelian subalgebra of £;. We may take a Borel
subalgebra b of g¢ constructed from the root data in hc which is the direct sum of a
Borel subalgebra of ¢ and p_ (rather than p4 ).
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Let p € h¢ be a weight which is dominant and integral with respect to £c (rather
than g¢). According to the decomposition §) = £ @ b1, we can write

152 (IO’O[)’ o E (bﬂ(é? o€ (?0)(\6 ~ (C’
with p a dominant and integral weight for (¥;)c = so(n, C). Here we identify
(Fo)l ~C

by the pairing with the unique maximal non-compact positive root. (In the notation
of [13, Section 4], p = (m»,...,my) and @ = my; in the notation of [12, Sections 10
and 11], p = (A2, ..., A,) and @ = A; + z.) We denote by C,, the 1-dimensional
module of hc of weight (p, o). We can regard C, , as a module of b naturally. We
also denote by W, , the finite-dimensional irreducible module of £¢ of highest weight
(p, @). This is compatible with the notation in Section 11.1.

Let U(gc) and U(b) be the universal enveloping algebras of g¢ and b, respect-
ively. Let

M(p,a) = U(gc) ®uep) Cp,a

be the Verma module of g¢ with highest weight (p, o). The module M (p, ) has a
unique irreducible quotient L(p, o) (see [24, Section 1.3]). This is called the irredu-
cible highest weight module of gc with highest weight (p, &). The module L(p, ) is
also a unique irreducible quotient of the generalized (or parabolic) Verma module

N(p, o) = U(gc) Quecar—) Woa-

because N(p, o) is also a quotient of M(p, &) (see [24, Section 9.4]). The highest
weight module L(p, @) is said to be unitarizable if it is isomorphic as a gc-module
to the K-finite part of a unitary representation of G.

Now we go back to modular forms on D.

Proposition 11.4. Assume that either n is odd or n = 2m is even with '\ # m. If
we have a square integrable modular form f # 0 € My x(I'), then the irreducible
highest weight module L(AY, —k) is unitarizable.

Proof. Let Vy be the minimal Hilbert subspace of L(I'\G) which contains the right
G-translations of the function ¢r in Lemma 11.2. This is a sub unitary representa-
tion of L2(I'\G). The K-finite part (Vy)x of Vy is a (g, K)-module. Let V be the
subspace of (Vr)k generated by the right K-translations of ¢¢. By Lemma 11.2(3),
Vo is isomorphic to WXV,k = WIV,—k as a K-representation. By Lemma 11.2 (2), Vj
is annihilated by p_. Indeed, for X € p_ and k € K, we have

KU (X (k- gp) = Adg1 (X) - ¢ =0
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because the adjoint action of K preserves p_—. Therefore the natural homomorphism
U(gc) ®c Vo — (Vr)k descends to a surjective homomorphism

N, —k) =~ U(gc) ®uecar) Yo = Vr)k

from the generalized Verma module N (A, —k). By the minimality of the quotient
L(AY, —k), this in turn implies that there exists a surjective homomorphism

(Vi)x = LAY, k).
Since (V) is unitarizable, so is LAY, —k). [

So far we have considered the case when V), remains irreducible as an SO(n, C)-
representation. It remains to consider the exceptional case n = 2m, Ay =m, where V),
gets reducible. In that case, Proposition 11.4 is modified as follows. For a highest
weight p = (p1. ..., pm) for SO2m, C), we write p* = (p1, ..., pm—1,—Pm) as in
Section 3.6.1.

Proposition 11.5. Let n = 2m be even and ')y = m. Suppose that we havi a square
integrable modular form f # 0 € M; ;. (T'). Then either L(AY,—k) or L(AT), —k)
is unitarizable.

Proof. According to the decomposition of &) in Proposition 3.12(2), we can write
f = (fy. f) with f4 of weight (X, k) and f_ of weight (AT, k) with respect to
SO(n,R) x SO(2, R). We have either f1 # 0 or f_ # 0. Then we can do the same
construction for the nonzero component f1 as before, by using the component-wise
I -trivialization (3.22). u

Finally, we recall the classification of unitarizable irreducible highest weight
modules [12, 13, 28]. For our purpose, we restrict ourselves to those weights (p, o)
such that o € Z and p is a highest weight for SO(n, C) (rather than so(n, C)).
In this situation, the version in [13] is convenient to use. For such a weight p =
(P1, ..., P[m/2]), We denote by corank(p) the maximal index i such that

p1 = p2 == pi-1 = |pil.

Theorem 11.6 ([12,13,28]). Let p=(p1,. . ., p[n/2]) be a highest weight for SO(n, C).
Assume that py # 0, i.e., p nontrivial. Let a € Z. Then the irreducible highest weight
module L(p, &) is unitarizable if and only if —a > n + p; — corank(p) — 1.

Here we follow [13, Theorems 4.2 and 4.3], with & = my, p = (ma, ..., my)
and corank(p) = i — 1 in the notation there. A complete classification of unitary
irreducible highest weight modules for general (p, ) (and also for other Lie groups)
is given in [12,28]. For the proof of Theorem 11.1, we just use the “only if” part of
Theorem 11.6.
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Remark 11.7. In fact, the result of [12] tells us more than unitarizability. Let p; > 0.
By the calculation of “the first reduction point” in [12, Lemmas 10.3 and 11.3], we
see that the generalized Verma module N(p, ) is already irreducible when —a >
n + p; —corank(p) — 1. Thus L(p, ) = N(p, @) in that case. Furthermore, according
to [12, Theorem 2.4 (b)], L(p, ) belongs to the holomorphic discrete series when
—a > n + p; — 1, and to the limit of holomorphic discrete series when —a = n +
p1 — 1. Note that @ = A + z in the notation of [12, Sections 10 and 11], and this A4
corresponds to —p; — n + 1 in our notation, so z in [12] is« 4+ n + p; — 1 here.

11.3 Proof of Theorem 11.1

With the preliminaries in Sections 11.1 and 11.2, we can now complete the proof of
Theorem 11.1. Letn > 3 and A # 1, det. We first consider the case when either n is odd
orn = 2m is even with ' # m. Suppose that we have a square integrable modular
form f # 0 € M, x(I"). Then the highest weight module L(AY, —k) is unitarizable
by Proposition 11.4. By applying Theorem 11.6 to (p, @) = (AY, —k), we see that
(A, k) must satisfy

k>n+ (AY); —corank(A") — 1.

Recall from Section 3.6.1 that AY = A in the case n # 2 mod 4 and AV = At in the
case n = 2 mod 4. Since n > 3, we have A1 = ()LT)l, and so,

AV = A1 =X (11.3)
in both cases. Since corank(A") = corank(1), we also have

corank(1") = corank(1) = corank(1) (11.4)

by the definition of corank(4). (Note that all components of A are nonnegative.)
Hence (A, k) satisfies the bound

k >n+ Ay —corank(4) — 1. (11.5)

This proves the main assertion of Theorem 11.1. The assertion (1) for S, x(I') is
then a consequence of Theorem 10.1(1). As for the assertion (2), we note that the
inequality

n—|Al—1<n+A; —corank(d) — 1

holds, because corank(A) < |A| and A; > 0. Therefore, when k < n — |A| — 1, any
modular form of weight (A, k) is square integrable by Theorem 10.1 (3), but at the
same time its weight violates the bound (11.5). This implies that M} ;(I") = 0 in this
case.
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Next we consider the exceptional case when n = 2m is even and ‘A; = m. Note
that A = A in this case. If we have a square integrable modular form f #0e M 2k (D),
then either L(AY, —k) or L((A%)Y, —k) is unitarizable by Proposition 11.5. Since
AV = A or AT, this means that either L (A, —k) or L(AT, —k) is unitarizable. By The-
orem 11.6, we obtain the bound

k > min(n + A, — corank(A) — 1,n + (AT); — corank(AT) — 1).

Since (A%); = A; and corank(AT) = corank(1) as before, this reduces to the same
bound as (11.5). The rest of the argument is similar to the non-exceptional case. This
completes the proof of Theorem 11.1. ]

Remark 11.8. Since Theorem 11.1(2) is derived from Theorem 10.1 (3), this part
could be improved if we could improve the characterization of square integrability in
the remaining range (10.1).

Remark 11.9. Let Vy C L?(T'\G) be the unitary representation attached to a square
integrable modular form f € M, (I"), say in the non-exceptional case. Recall from
the proof of Proposition 11.4 that

NQAY,—k) — (Vy)k — LAY, —k).
If we apply Remark 11.7 to (p, ) = (A, —k) and use (11.3) and (11.4), we find that
(Vi)x ~ LAY, —k) ~ NQAV, —k)

when k > n + A1 — corank(4). The unitary representation V¢ belongs to the holo-
morphic discrete series when k > n + A, and to the limit of holomorphic discrete
series whenk =n + Ay — 1.
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This memoir is devoted to the theory of vector-valued modular forms for orthogonal groups
of signature (2, n). Our purpose is multi-layered: (1) to lay a foundation of the theory of
vector-valued orthogonal modular forms; (2) to develop some aspects of the theory in more
depth such as geometry of the Siegel operators, filtrations associated to 1-dimensional
cusps, decomposition of vector-valued Jacobi forms, square integrability etc; and (3) as
applications derive several types of vanishing theorems for vector-valued modular forms of
small weight. Our vanishing theorems imply in particular vanishing of holomorphic tensors of
degree less than n/2 — 1 on orthogonal modular varieties, which is optimal as a general
bound. The fundamental ingredients of the theory are the two Hodge bundles. The first is
the Hodge line bundle which already appears in the theory of scalar-valued modular forms.
The second Hodge bundle emerges in the vector-valued theory and plays a central role. It
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