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ALGEBRA OF BORCHERDS PRODUCTS

SHOUHEI MA

ABsTrRACT. Borcherds lift for an even lattice of signature (p, g) is a lift-
ing from weakly holomorphic modular forms of weight (p — ¢)/2 for
the Weil representation. We introduce a new product operation on the
space of such modular forms and develop a basic theory. The product
makes this space a finitely generated filtered associative algebra, with-
out unit element and noncommutative in general. This is functorial with
respect to embedding of lattices by the quasi-pullback. Moreover, the
rational space of modular forms with rational principal part is closed un-
der this product. In some examples with p = 2, the multiplicative group
of Borcherds products of integral weight forms a subring.

1. INTRODUCTION

Since ancient, mathematicians have introduced and studied product struc-
tures on various mathematical objects. In this paper we define a product
structure on a space of certain vector-valued modular forms of fixed weight
attached to an integral quadratic form, that is functorial and that reflects
some properties of the quadratic form.

Let L be an even lattice of signature (p,q) with p < ¢ and p; be the
Weil representation attached to the discriminant form of L. In [1], [2],
Borcherds constructed a lifting from weakly holomorphic modular forms
f of weight oo(L)/2 = (p — ¢q)/2 and type p, to automorphic forms O(f)
with remarkable singularity on the symmetric domain attached to L. When
p = 2 and the principal part of f has integral coefficients, ®(f) gives rise to
a meromorphic modular form W(f) with infinite product expansion, known
as Borcherds product.

The discovery of Borcherds has stimulated the study of weakly holomor-
phic modular forms of weight 07(L)/2 and type p,. If we consider the space
of such modular forms, say M'(L), it is a priori just an infinite dimensional
C-linear space. The purpose of this paper is to introduce a product oper-
ation on the space M'(L) and investigate its basic properties. This makes
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M'*(L) an associative C-algebra, finitely generated and filtered but without
unit element in general. Moreover, this product is functorial with respect to
embedding of lattices by the so-called quasi-pullback operation. This gives
a link between quadratic forms and noncommutative rings.

To state our result, we assume that L has Witt index p (= maximal). Our
construction requires the choice of a maximal isotropic sublattice I of L.
Then K = I+/I is an even negative-definite lattice of rank —o(L). Let Lé
be the pushforward operation from p; to pg (§2.1), and @g+(7) be the pg-+-
valued theta series of the positive-definite lattice K* = K(—1). In §3, we
define the ®-product of f;, f, € M'(L) with respect to I by

fi*fa= <f1l§o Ok+) * f.

Then f; * f, is again an element of M'(L).
In what follows, an associative algebra is not assumed to have a unit
element. Our basic results can be summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. The ®-product * makes M'(L) a finitely generated filtered
associative C-algebra. The algebra M'(L) has a unit element if and only
ifL ~U®---&U. The algebra M'(L) is commutative if and only if L
is unimodular. When o(L) < O, the rational space M'(L)q ¢ M'(L) of
modular forms with rational principal part is closed under .

If L is a sublattice of L of signature (p,q’) with Iy C L(’Q, the map

ML) - ML), fe /I flo,

is a homomorphism of C-algebras, where I' = I N L' and f|,, € M'(L') is
the quasi-pullback of f € M'(L) as defined in (6.1).

Here the filtration on M'(L) is defined by the degree of principal part. U
stands for the integral hyperbolic plane, namely the even unimodular lattice
of signature (1, 1). The quasi-pullback map |;,: M'(L) — M'(L’) is an op-
eration coming from quasi-pullback of Borcherds products ([1], [3], [15]),
which is a sort of renormalized restriction. The statements in Theorem [L.1]
are proved in Propositions 3.4] 4.2 4.4] 4.8 [5.1] and

The algebra structure on M'(L) requires the choice of I, but actually it
depends only on the equivalence class of I under a natural subgroup of
the orthogonal group of L. Geometrically, when p = 2, such equivalence
classes correspond to maximal boundary components of the Baily-Borel
compactification of the associated modular variety.

In some special cases, ®-product is a quite simple operation. When L
is unimodular, so that fi, f, and ®g+ = 6+ are scalar-valued, f; = f; is
just the product f; - Ox+ - f> (Example 3.3). When I comes from pU =
U®---® U embedded in L, so that we have a splitting L = pU @ K, fi, f>
correspond to weakly holomorphic Jacobi forms ¢, (7, Z), ¢»(7, Z) of weight
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0 and index K* (see [12]). Then the Jacobi form corresponding to f * f> is
$1(1,0) - ¢»(1, Z) (Example [3.6). In general, one can say that ®-product * is
a functorial extension of this simple product to all pairs (L, I).

Since the correspondence (L, I) — (M'(L), %) is a functor, we expect that
the complexity of the lattice L (within fixed p) would be reflected in the
complexity of the algebra M'(L) in some way. The first examples are given
in Theorem [[.T} commutativity and existence of (two-sided) unit element.
More widely, we show that M'(L) has a left unit element if it contains a
certain modular form with very mild singularity (Proposition 4.5). Some
reflective modular forms provide typical examples of such a modular form
(Examples and [4.7). This might remind us of Borcherds’ philosophy
[4]] that for L Lorentzian, existence of a reflective modular form should be
related to interesting property of the reflection group of L.

In the same direction, we expect that the minimal number of generators
of M'(L) would reflect the size of L. We give lower and upper bounds on
the number of generators, and deduce finiteness of lattices with bounded
number of generators for fixed (p, ¢) (Proposition[5.3). In the simple exam-
ple L = pU & (-2), the algebra M'(L) is generated by two basic reflective
modular forms (Example[3.9).

The fact that the rational part M'(L)q is closed under * enables us to
define, when p = 2, a ”®-product” of two Borcherds products as a third
Borcherds product up to powers. For some L, even the group of Borcherds
products of integral weight is closed under =, so it forms a subring.

To conclude, the present article is a proposal of a new ring structure on
M'(L) and is devoted to the basic theory. Besides to find a concrete appli-
cation, we would have at least four subjects to investigate in the theory:

(1) find further connection between the lattice L and the algebra M'(L).

(2) find an interesting M'(L)-module.

(3) whether the finiteness theorem holds even if g is allowed to vary.

(4) find a geometric interpretation of the new “unusual” product of
Borcherds products or its Lie bracket.

This paper is organized as follows. §2lis recollection of modular forms
for the Weil representation. In §3] we define ®-product. In §4] we study first
properties of the algebra M'(L). In §3l we prove finite generation. In §6 we
prove functoriality. §41— §6l may be read independently.

Unless stated otherwise, every ring in this paper is not assumed to be
commutative nor have a unit element.

2. WEIL REPRESENTATION AND MODULAR FORMS

In this section we recall some basic facts about modular forms of Weil
representation type following [2], [6].
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2.1. Weil representation. Let L be an even lattice, namely a free abelian
group of finite rank equipped with a nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form
(,): LX L — Z such that (/,]) € 2Z for all [ € L. When L has signature
(p,q), we write (L) = p — g. The dual lattice of L is denoted by L". The
quotient A; = LY/L is called the discriminant group of L, and is endowed
with the canonical Q/Z-valued quadratic form ¢g,: A, — Q/Z, q;(x) =
(x,x)/2 + Z, called the discriminant form of L. In general, a finite abelian
group A endowed with a nondegenerate quadratic form g: A — Q/Z is
called a finite quadratic module. We will frequently abbreviate (A, g) as
A. Every finite quadratic module A is isometric to the discriminant form of
some even lattice L. We then write 0(A) = [0(L)] € Z/8. We denote by CA
the group ring of A. The standard basis vector of CA corresponding to an
element A € A will be denoted by e,.

Let Mp,(Z) be the metaplectic double cover of SL,(Z). Elements of

Mp,(Z) are pairs (M, ¢) where M = (? Z) € SL,(Z) and ¢ is a holomor-

phic function on the upper half plane such that ¢(7)> = ¢t + d. The group
Mp,(Z) is generated by T = (((1) }) , 1) and § = (((1) _01), \/?), and the

center of Mp,(Z) is generated by Z = §2 = _01 _01 , V=1

The Weil representation p, of Mp,(Z) attached to a finite quadratic mod-
ule A is a unitary representation on CA defined by

pa(T)(er) = e(g(d)ey,

e(—0(A)/8)
paS)e) = ———— > e(—(,n)e,.
A A a #; M

Here e(z) = exp(2niz) for z € Q/Z. We have
pa(Z)(ey) = e(—a(A)/de_,.

We will also write p4 = p, when A = A, for an even lattice L.

Let A(—1) be the (—1)-scaling of A, namely the same underlying abelian
group with the quadratic form g replaced by —g. Then p, ) is canonically
isomorphic to the dual representation p; of p4. The isomorphism is de-
fined by sending the standard basis of CA(-1) to the dual basis {e}} of the
standard basis {e,} of CA through the identification A(—1) = A as abelian
groups. We will tacitly identify p4_1) = p} in this way.

Let I C A be an isotropic subgroup. Then A" = I'/I inherits the structure
of a finite quadratic module. Let p : I* — A’ be the projection. We define
linear maps

.1) 1. CA" — CA, 14:CA > cA,



called pullback and pushforward respectively, by

A _ A ep(#), M E IJ',
e/l TA/— Z e‘u, eﬂ ‘LA’_ {0 ¢ IJ-
uep=() ’ K ’

for A1 € A’ and u € A. Then 14, and |4, are homomorphisms between the
Weil representations (see, e.g., [2]], [6], [13]). Note that |4, o T4, is the
scalar multiplication by |/|. Note also that 74, and |4, are adjoint to each
other with respect to the standard Hermitian metrics on CA and CA’. When
A = A, for an even lattice L, the isotropic subgroup [ corresponds to the
even overlattice L ¢ L’ ¢ LY of L with L’/L = I. Then A’ = A,,. In this
situation, we will also write 14,=1%, and |4, =%

2.2. Modular forms. Let A be a finite quadratic module and let k € %Z
with k = 0(A)/2 modulo 2Z. (We will be interested in the case k < 0.)
A CA-valued holomorphic function f on the upper half plane is called a
weakly holomorphic modular form of weight k and type p, if it satisfies
f(M7) = ¢(v)*pa(M, $)f(7) for every (M, ) € Mp,(Z) and is meromor-
phic at the cusp. We write

f@=>" > amqe

A€A neq(N)+Z

for the Fourier expansion of f where ¢" = exp(2rint) for n € Q. By the in-
variance under Z, we have c_,(n) = c,(n). The finite sum ), >, .o ca(n)q"e,
is called the principal part of f. When k < 0, f is determined by its prin-
cipal part; when k = 0, f is determined by its principal part and constant
term. We write M, (p,4) for the space of weakly holomorphic modular forms
of weight k and type ps. By the Borcherds duality theorem ([3], [4], [6]),
which polynomial arises as the principal part of some f € M (p,) is deter-
mined by certain cusp forms as follows. This will be used in §4land §3l

Theorem 2.1 ([3]], [4], [6]). Let P = }.,, ca(n)q"e, be a CA-valued polyno-
mial where A € A andn € q(A)+Z withn < 0, such that c_,(n) = c,(n). Then
P is the principal part of a weakly holomorphic modular form of weight
k = 0(A)/2 mod 27Z and type pa if and only if Y, ci(n)a,(—n) = 0 for
every cusp form )., ,, a,(m)q™e; of weight 2 — k and type py.

Theta series are typical examples of holomorphic modular forms of Weil
representation type. Let N be an even positive-definite lattice. By Borcherds
[2], the py-valued function

On®) = ). ¢ e = ) ey,

leNY An
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where clﬂ" (n) is the number of vectors [ in A + N C NY such that (/,]) = 2n,
is a holomorphic modular form of weight rk(N)/2 and type py. All Fourier
coeflicients of ®y(7) are nonnegative integers. If N’ is an even overlattice
of N, we have @y = Oy Y,.

Let L be an even lattice. For A = A; and k = o(L)/2, we write

M!(L) = M(!)—(L)/z(pL)-
We especially write
M'=MUe&: - &U) =M(J0)),

which is just the space of scalar-valued weakly holomorphic modular forms
of weight 0. Then M' is the polynomial ring in the j-function j(t) = g~ +
744 + - .. It is a fundamental remark that for every even lattice L, M'(L) is
a M'-module.

Let p = 2. When the principal part of f € M'(L) has integral coeffi-
cients, Borcherds [1], [2] constructed a meromorphic modular form W(f)
on the Hermitian symmetric domain attached to L, now called a Borcherds
product, which has weight ¢y(0)/2 € Q and whose divisor is a linear combi-
nation of Heegner divisors determined by the principal part of f. The lifting
f = Y(f)is multiplicative.

3. ®-PrRODUCT

Let L be an even lattice of signature (p, g) with p < g and assume that
L has Witt index p. We choose and fix a maximal (= rank p, primitive)
isotropic sublattice / of L. In this section we define ®-product * = x;
on the space M'(L) = M;(L) 1»(p) with respect to I, which makes M (L)
an associative algebra. §3.1]is lattice-theoretic preliminary. ®-product is

defined in §3.21 In §3.3]we look at some examples.

3.1. Preliminary. We first prepare a lattice-theoretic lemma. We write
K = I n L/I, which is an even negative-definite lattice of rank —o(L).
We shall realize K as an orthogonal direct summand of a canonical over-
lattice of L. Let I* = I N LY be the primitive hull of [ in the dual lattice
LY. Then L* = (L,I*) is an even overlattice of L with L*/L ~ I*/I. For
rU=U@®&---®&U (r times) we denote by ey, fi,: - , e, f, its standard basis,
namely (e;, f;) = ¢;; and (e;, e;) = (fi, ;) = 0. We write I, = (e, , e,).

Lemma 3.1. There exists an embedding ¢: pU — L* such that p(I,) = I".
In particular, we have L* = ¢(pU) & ¢(pU)* ~ pU & K. The induced
isometry A;- — Ak does not depend on the choice of .

Proof. By the primitivity of I* in LY, we have (I,L*) = (I,L) = Z for any
primitive vector / in I*. We take one such vector /; € I"* and a vector m; €
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L* with (l;,my) = 1. Then (/;,m;) ~ U and we have a splitting L* =
(I}, m;Y®L, where L, = {l;,m;)* NL*. The intersection I; = I N L, satisfies
I" = Iy ®Zl, and we have ([, L) = (I, L") = Z for any primitive vector [ € I,.
Then we can repeat the same process for I; C L. This eventually defines an
embedding ¢: pU — L* with ¢(I,) = I". We have natural isomorphisms

e(pU) L S (I NL /I =I*nL/I =K.

For the last assertion, we use the following construction. (I* C L* will be
I C L below.)

Claim 3.2. Let L be an even lattice and / C L be a primitive isotropic
sublattice. Let ¢1,¢,: rU <— L be two embeddings such that ¢(,) =
¢2(1,) = I and ¢y|;, = ¢»|;,. Then there exists an isometry y of L which acts
trivially on I, K = I'-/I and A, such that ¢, = y o ¢;.

The last assertion of Lemma[3.1]is deduced as follows. Let ¢y, ¢, : rU <
L satisfy just ¢;(I,) = ¢»(I,) = I. We can find an isometry y’ of rU preserv-
ing I, and (fi,--- , f;) = I such that ¢,|; = ¢ o y’|;. Then there exists an
isometry vy of L with properties as in Claim [3.2] such that ¢, = y o ¢ 0 y'.
If we write K; = ¢;(rU)* N L, then we have y(K;) = K,. The prop-
erties of y imply that the composition A, — Ak, — Ak coincides with
A — Ak, — Ak, which is the desired assertion.

We prove Claim[3.2]by induction on r. When r = 1, we let [ = ¢;(e;) and
m; = @;(f1). Then as y we take the Eichler transvection E,,,_,, (see, e.g.,
[13]]) which fixes /, sends m; to m,, and acts trivially on K and on A;.

For general r, let rU = (r — 1)U & U be the apparent decomposition and
let ¢! = ¢il—1yy and I’ = ¢;(I,_1). By induction, there exists an isometry y’
of L which acts trivially on I’, (I")*/I" and A, such that ¢, = y" o ¢}. We
show that v also acts trivially on I and K = I*/I. Since I/I" c (I')*/I',y’
preserves I. Since K is a subquotient of (I’)*/I’, y acts trivially on K. We
put I” = ¢;(Ze,). Since

YA =y INei((r = DU =1Nnga((r—= DU)" =1,

we find that " preserves I”. Since the y’-action on /I’ is trivial, y’ acts on
I” trivially. Thus y" actson I = I’ @ I” trivially.

Weset L' = p,((r—1)U) and L” = (L’)*NL. Then we can apply the result
in the case r = 1 to ¢} = ¥ o i1ly, ¢5 = @aly, and I” C L”. This provides
us with an isometry y;» of L” which acts trivially on 1", (I”)*/I"” ~ K and
Apr = Ap, such that ¢ = yp» o ¢f. Now y = (idp, @ y) o ¥’ satisfies the
desired properties. O

Remark 3.3. The lattice K can also be realized as a sublattice of I+ N L as
follows. We choose a basis Iy, - - - , [, of I and its dual basis [/, - - - ,llv, from
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LY. Weput K =(lY,--- ,17)* 0 1= N L. By construction we have a splitting
I* N L =1& K, so the projection gives an isometry K — K.
3.2. ®-product. We now define ®-product on M'(L). We put K* = K(-1),
which is an even positive-definite lattice of rank —o(L). We identify A;- =
Ag as in Lemma[3.1] Let

E=EAp - AL = Ag

be the pushforward operation defined in ZI). If f € M'(L), then fl% is
an element of M'(K). We take the tensor product f|% ® @ with the theta
series Og+. This is a weakly holomorphic modular form of weight 0 and
type px ® px+ = px ® py. Taking the contraction px ® py — C produces
a scalar-valued weakly holomorphic modular form of weight 0, namely an
element of M'. We denote this modular function by

E(f) = (flk.Og:) €M
The map &: M'(L) — M' is M'-linear.
Now if fi, f» € M'(L), we define
fix o= &(f) - fa=<h %(’®K+>'f2-
This is again an element of M'(L). The map
x: M' (L) x M'(L) - M'(L)

is M'-bilinear. We write * = *; when we need to specify 1.

Explicitly, if fi(v) = 2., cﬁ(n)q”eﬂ for i = 1,2 and Og«(1) =
wm CX(m)g™e), the Fourier coefficients of fi* f, = ), c.(n)q"e, are given
by

3.1) am= D" > cym)- (1) ).

m+l+k=n ueJ+

Here J = I/l c Ay and p : J&- — Ag is the projection. Note that even
coeflicients of fi, f, in n > 0, sometimes not being paid much attention,
may contribute to the principal part of f; * f>.

Proposition 3.4. We have

(i =)= f3=fix(faxf3)
for fi, f. f3 € M'(L). Therefore ®-product + makes M'(L) an associative
C-algebra. Moreover, the map &: M'(L) — M' is a ring homomorphism.

Proof. For the first assertion, we have

(ixf)=fr = Efixf) fz = EESD)- L) S
EfD-E() - i = E(fD) - (ax f3)
Ji=(fax f3).



For the second assertion, we calculate

E(f1x o) = EEf) - ) = E(f) - E(f).

Thus ¢ preserves the products. O

The algebra M'(L) has the following filtration. For a natural number d
we denote by M'(L), ¢ M'(L) the subspace of modular forms f whose
principal part has degree < d. Then we have

M (L)g * M\(L)yr € M (D)gsar-

Hence M'(L) is a filtered algebra with this filtration.
By the general theory of associative algebra, M'(L) has the structure of a
Lie algebra by the commutator bracket

(3.2) Lf1, 2] = fi = fa— fa = f.

Since & is a ring homomorphism and M' is commutative, these brackets are
annihilated by £&. We have

Six fox fza=faxfixfz

for fi, fo, f» € M'(L).

The above construction requires the choice of a maximal isotropic sub-
lattice 7, so we should write * = x;, & = & and M'(L) = M'(L,I) when we
want to specify this dependence. In fact, the freedom of choice is finite. If
v: L — L is an isometry of L, then y acts on A;. Since the induced action
on CA; preserves the Weil representation p;, y acts on M'(L). We have

Ei(yf) = &(f) and so
(Vf)) #1 (Vo) = y(fi %1 fo)-

In other words, the action of y on M'(L) gives an isomorphism
y: ML, 1) = M'(L,yI)

of algebras. In particular, when 7y acts trivially on Ay, its action on M'(L) is
also trivial, so we have M'(L,I) = M'(L,yI) as algebras.

To summarize, if O(L) is the orthogonal group of L and I'; < O(L) is
the kernel of the reduction map O(L) — O(A.), then M'(L, I) depends only
on the I'; -equivalence class of I. Moreover, its isomorphism class depends
only on the O(L)-equivalence class of /. In particular, we have only finitely
many algebra structures M'(L, I) on M'(L) for a fixed lattice L.

Geometrically, the I';-equivalence class of I corresponds more or less to
a boundary component of some compactification of the locally symmetric
space associated to I';. (For example, when p = 2, a boundary curve in the
Baily-Borel compactification.) Perhaps this geometric picture might lead
one to wonder whether it is possible to interpolate M'(L,I) and M'(L,1")
for I » I’ by some continuous family of algebraic objects.
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3.3. Examples. We look at ®-product in some examples.

Example 3.5. Assume that L is unimodular. Then 8|o-(L). Modular forms
of type p, are just scalar-valued modular forms. For any maximal isotropic
sublattice I we can find a splitting L ~ pU @ K with I C pU, and K is also
unimodular. In particular, Lﬁ is identity and @+ = k- is also scalar-valued.
In this case, ®-product is just the product

fixr o= fi-0k - f2

for fi, f» € M'(L). This shows that M'(L) is commutative and has no zero
divisor. Furthermore, M'(L) has no unit element unless when L = pU.
Indeed, if f € M'(L) is a unit element, then f-0x+ = 1, but this is impossible
when K # {0} because then f would be a holomorphic modular form of
negative weight.

Example 3.6. More generally, assume that we have a splitting L = pU & K
with I C pU (K not necessarily unimodular). This is equivalent to
I = I". In this situation, modular forms of type p, = px correspond
to Jacobi forms of index K* as follows (see [12] for more detail). Let
Ok+(1,Z) = Y jca, Ox++a(t, Z)e) be the pg+-valued Jacobi theta series. If
(@) = Yiea fa(r)e, is a weakly holomorphic modular form of weight
o(L)/2 and type pg, the function

¢(1,2) = (f(1), O+(7,2)) = Z Ja(™)b+ia(7, Z)

A€Ak

given by the contraction px ® py — C is a weakly holomorphic Jacobi form
of weight 0 and index K*. This gives a one-to-one correspondence between
two such forms. Note that the restriction ¢(t,0) of ¢(7,Z) to Z = 0 is just
the modular function &£(f) because Og-(7,0) = O+ (7).

Now let f, f» € M'(L) and ¢, ¢, be the corresponding Jacobi forms.
Then the Jacobi form corresponding to f; *; f> is

$1(7,0) - ¢2(7, 2).

Indeed, we have

<f1 * fZ(T)’ ®K+(T’ Z)>

&) - fo(1), Ok (1, 2))
()@ - {fo(7), O+ (7,2))

= ¢1(7,0) - ¢a(7, 2).
Thus Jacobi form interpretation of ®-product is simple: substitute Z = 0
into ¢; to obtain a scalar-valued modular function, and multiply it to ¢,.
®-product for general (L, ), not necessarily coming from pU <— L, can

be thought of as a functorial extension of this simple operation using the
pushforward operation | %.
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4. FIRST PROPERTIES

In this section we study some first properties of the algebra M'(L).
The reference maximal isotropic sublattice I C L is fixed throughout and
we write * = ;. In §4.1]1 we study the left annihilator ideal of M'(L),
which plays a basic role in the study of M'(L). In §4.2] we study exis-
tence/nonexistence of unit element. In §4.3] we prove that the rational part
M ’(L)Q is closed under *. §4.2]should be read after §4.11 but §4.3l may be
read independently.

4.1. Left annihilator. The left annihilator ideal of M'(L) is a two-sided
ideal of M'(L). Since M'(L) is torsion-free as a M'-module, this coincides
with the kernel of ¢: M'(L) — M', which we denote by

O ={feM L I|{flg,O)=0}.

This is also a sub M'-module. Note that ®* also coincides with the left
annihilator of any fixed g # 0 € M'(L). We have (*)? = 0. The ideal O+
is the maximal nilpotent ideal of M'(L), consisting of all nilpotent elements
of M'(L).

Proposition 4.1. The quotient ring M'(L)/®* is canonically identified with
a nonzero ideal of the polynomial ring M' = C[j]. Every homomorphism
from M'(L) to a ring without nonzero nilpotent element factors through
M'(L) — M'(L)/©*.

Proof. By the definition ®* = Ker(¢), the quotient M'(L)/®* is identified
with the image £&(M'(L)) C M' of &. Since & is a M'-linear map, &(M'(L))
is an ideal of M'. We shall show that & is a nonzero map. Since the
map |%: M'(L) —» M'(K) is surjective, it suffices to check that the map
(-,@k+): M'(K) — M'is nonzero. This can be seen, e.g., by taking a mod-
ular form f € M'(K) with Fourier expansion of the form f(7) = ¢"ey+o0(q")
for some negative integer n, which is possible as guaranteed by Lemma[5.2]
The last assertion follows by a standard argument. m|

Proposition 4.2. The following three conditions are equivalent.
(1) L is unimodular.
(2) M'(L) is commutative.
(3) ©+ ={0}.

Moreover, if @+ # {0}, we have dim @+ = co.

Proof. (1) = (2), (3) is observed in Example 3.3l (3) = (2) holds because
[f1, /2] € ©®+. We check (2) = (3). If ®* # {0}, we take f; # 0 € ®* and
f» ¢ ©+. Then fi = f5 = 0 but f> = f; # 0, so M'(L) is not commutative.
Finally, we prove (3) = (1). Suppose that L is not unimodular. We shall
show that dim ®* = co. We consider separately according to whether K is
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unimodular or not. When K is unimodular, ®* coincides with the kernel
of the pushforward |%: M'(L) —» M'(K). We show that dim Ker(|%) = co.
The map |% preserves the degree filtration, namely M'(L);l% ¢ M'(K)q.
By the Borcherds duality theorem, we have

dimM'(L); = |AL/ +1]-d+0(),

dim M'(K), 1-d+0(1),

as d grows. Therefore
dim(Ker(l5) n M'(L)y) = AL/ +1|-1)-d+0O(1) = o

as d — oo. Here |A;/ = 1| > 1 because Ay # {0}.

When K is not unimodular, we can still argue similarly. The map
Lk M'(L) - M'(K) is surjective as the composition |% o T% is a nonzero
scalar multiplication. Therefore it is sufficient to show that the subspace
Ker(-, ®g+) of M'(K) has dimension co. The map (-, Ox+): M'(K) — M’
preserves the degree filtration, so we have similarly

dim(Ker(-, Ox-Y N M'(K)y) = (Ax/ +£1|-1)-d+ O(1) -
as d — oo. This finishes the proof of (3) = (1). O

By Proposition .1, M'(L) is decomposed into two parts: the ideal
&M'(L)) in the polynomial ring M' = C[j], and the left annihilator ®*.
By the proof of (2) = (3) in Proposition [4.2] the Lie brackets [f, g] gen-
erate a large part of ®* containing at least £(M'(L)) - ®*. In §6 we will
see that the kernels of the quasi-pullback maps provide natural examples of
two-sided ideals contained in ®*.

Remark 4.3. We have only studied the left annihilator. The right annihilator
of a fixed f € M'(L) coincides with the whole M'(L) if f € ®*, while it is
{0}if f ¢ ©F.

4.2. Unit element. Next we study existence/nonexistence of unit element.
Right unit element exists only in the apparent case.

Proposition 4.4. M'(L) has a right unit element if and only if L = pU. In
this case it is actually the two-sided unit element.

Proof. 1t suffices to verify the “only if” direction. Let g € M'(L) be a right
unit element. If L is not unimodular, we can take f # 0 € ®* by Proposition
4.2l Then f * g =0 # f, which is absurd. So L must be unimodular. Then
the assertion follows from the last part of Example[3.3] O

On the other hand, left unit element, though still relatively rare, exists in
more cases. They are exactly modular forms f € M'(L) with &(f) = 1. In
particular, if f is a left unit element, every element of f + ®* is so.
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Proposition 4.5. (1) M'(L) has a left unit element if and only if the homo-
morphism &: M (L) — M" is surjective. This always holds when o (L) = .

(2) If there exists a modular form f € M'(L)\®* with f(r) = o(qg™"),
then M'(L) has a left unit element. Such a modular form f exists only when
lor(L)| < 24.

Proof. The first assertion of (1) holds because & is M'-linear. When o(L) =
0, we have M'(K) = M' and ¢ = |X: M'(L) - M'(K) is surjective.

Next we prove (2). If f = o(g™"), we have &(f) = o(g™"). Since Fourier
expansion of elements of M' have only integral powers of g, we have in
fact £(f) = O(1). Hence £(f) is a holomorphic modular function, namely
a constant, which is nonzero by our assumption f ¢ ©*. As for the last
assertion of (2), we consider the product Af with the A-function. This is a
cusp form , so its weight 12 + o(L)/2 must be positive. O

The condition f ¢ ®* in Proposition [4.5](2) is satisfied when the princi-
pal part of f|% has nonnegative (at least one nonzero) coefficients. Indeed,
Ok+(1) = ej + o(1) has nonnegative coefficients and the coefficient cy(0) of
f lﬁ is positive ([6], [8]]), so £(f) has nonzero constant term.

Some reflective modular forms provide typical examples of modular
forms as in Proposition [4.3] (2).

Example 4.6. Let L = pU @ (—2). Then K* = (2). Let ¢ be the weak
Jacobi form of weight 0 and index 1 constructed by Eichler-Zagier in [11]
Theorem 9.3. The corresponding modular form in M'(L) has Fourier ex-
pansion f(r) = g '/*e; + 10e, + o(1) where ¢; is the basis vector of CA;
corresponding to [i] € Z/2 ~ A;. This modular form satisfies the condition
in Proposition[4.3] (2). We will return to this example in Example

Example 4.7. More generally, let L = pU & (=2t). Then K = K; = (-2¢).
Eichler-Zagier’s Jacobi form ¢,; was generalized by Gritsenko-Nikulin in
[14] §2.2 to Jacobi forms ¢, of weight O and index ¢. For t = 2,3,4,
the pg,-valued modular form f; corresponding to ¢, has Fourier expansion
fi(r) = ¢g"*e; + aey +--- where a, = 4,2, 1 for t = 2,3, 4 respectively.
Thus f; for t = 2, 3, 4 satisfy the condition in Proposition 4.3](2).

4.3. Rational and integral part. We assume o(L) < 0 for simplicity. For
a subring R of C (typically Z or Q) we write M'(L)z ¢ M'(L) for the group
of modular forms f whose principal part has coefficients in R. It is clear
that M'(L); ®, Q = M !(L)Q. Moreover, McGraw’s rationality theorem [/16]
and the Borcherds duality theorem imply that M'(L)g ® C = M'(L).

Proposition 4.8. Let o(L) < 0. Then M !(L)Q is closed under =. Hence it
forms an associative Q-algebra.



14

This follows from the explicit calculation (3.1)) of the Fourier coefficients
of fi = f>, the fact that the ®-series Qk-+(7) has integral Fourier coefficients,
and the following well-known fact.

Lemma 4.9. Let A be a finite quadratic module and k < 0. If f € M}((pA)
has rational principal part, every Fourier coefficient of f is also rational.

Proof. We supplement a proof for the convenience of the reader. Let A(7) be
the A-function. When d > 0, the product A?f vanishes at the cusp, namely
Af € Sii124(pa). By McGraw [16], the C-linear space S j.124(04) has a
basis fi,--- , fy with integral Fourier coefficients. We write AYf = 3. a;f;
with a; € C. Since A(7) has integral coefficients, the coefficients of A f in
degree < d are rational by the assumption on f. Since k£ < 0, cusp forms in
S «+124(pa) are determined by the coefficients in degree < d, so this implies
that a; € Q for every i by a standard argument. Since A~!(7) has integral
coefficients too, we find that f = 3. a;,(A~ f;) has rational coefficients. O

Remark 4.10. Proposition4.8]also holds in the case o (L) = 0 if we include
the constant term ), c,(0)e, into the principal part.

Let M ’(L)fZ C M'(L)z be the group of modular forms f whose all Fourier
coefficients are integer. By the same reason as for Proposition4.8] we have

Proposition 4.11. M'(L),, is closed under * and hence forms a subring.

In some cases, M'(L),, = M'(L)z holds. This is the case when

e L = pU ® mEg with m > 0 (unimodular)
o L =pU®mEg ®(-2)

as can be seen from the constructions of nice basis in [9], [10] respectively.
In both cases, we have in fact ¢((0) € 2Z for f € M'(L); by [17]]. Therefore,
when p = 2, M'(L); is identified with the multiplicative group of Borcherds
products of integral weight. This means that we have new “unusual” prod-
uct Y(f; * f>) of two Borcherds products W(f;), P(f>) of integral weight as
a third one. When L is not unimodular, M'(L)z also forms a nontrivial Lie
algebra over Z under the Lie bracket (3.2). What is geometric interpretation
of these new products?

5. FINITE GENERATION

In this section we prove that M'(L) is finitely generated and give esti-
mates, from above and below, on the number of generators. This section
may be read independently of §4l
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5.1. Finite generation. In this subsection we prove
Proposition 5.1. The algebra M'(L) is finitely generated over C.
For the proof we need the following construction.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a natural number dy such that for any pair (A, n)
with 1 € Ap and n € qg(d) +Z, n < —d,, there exists a modular form
fin € M'(L) with Fourier expansion fi,(t) = q"(e; + e_,) + 0o(q").

Proof. For simplicity we assume o (L) < 0; the case 0(L) = 0 can be dealt
with similarly. For each natural number d we let V,; be the space of CA,-
valued polynomials of the form

(5.1) DD cmgern,  calm) = coam).

A€A; —d<m<0
meq(A)+Z

Then dimV,; = |A;/ = 1| - d. The filter M'(L), of M'(L) is canonically
embedded in V, by associating the principal parts. Let S = S»_1)2(p;) be
the space of cusp forms of weight 2—o7(L)/2 and type p,. By the Borcherds
duality theorem, we have the exact sequence

0- M(@L)y,—V,—S".
When d > 0, V;, — SV is surjective ([3]]), and hence
dimM'(L); = A,/ +1|-d —dim .
In particular, we find that
dim M'(L)y,; — dim M'(L); = |A,/ = 1].

On the other hand, M'(L), as a subspace of M'(L),,, is the kernel of the
map p;: M'(L)z.1 — C(A/ 1) that associates coefficients of the principal
part in degree € [-d — 1, —d). Therefore p; must be surjective when d > 0.
The form f;, as desired can be obtained as p;l(e 1+ e_y) for suitable d. O

By the proof, dy can be taken to be the minimal degree d where V; — SV
is surjective. We now prove Proposition[3.1]

(Proof of Proposition[5.1). We first define a set of generators. First we take
fo € M*(L) whose Fourier expansion is of the form g~% e, +0(g~") for some
natural number d,. Next, letting dj, be as in Lemmal[3.2] we put

A ={fimld€A/ 1, meq)+2Z, —-dy—d; <m < —dy }.
Then we take a basis of M !(L)do and denote it by A,. We shall show that f;,
A and A, generate M'(L) as a C-algebra.
By definition M ’(L)d0+d1 is generated by A; U A, as a C-linear space. The
quotient M'(L)/M*(L)4,+a, is generated as a C-linear space by any set of
modular forms whose Fourier expansion is of the form ¢"(e,; + e_,) + o(¢")
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where A varies over A;/ + 1 and n varies over g(1d) + Z with n < —d, — d,.
Therefore it suffices to show that we can construct such a modular form as
a product of f; and elements of A;. Since fo(‘r)ﬁ{ = g %ey + o(g™") and
Ok+(1) = ey + o(1), we have &(fy) = g + o(g~"). We take m = n modulo
dy from —dy —dy < m < —djy and put r = (im — n)/d, € N. Then

Jox-x fox fam (fo rtimes)
= (@ +0(g ™) (q" (e +e_) +0o(gd™)
= q"(e;+e_y +o(g").

This gives a desired modular form. O

Remark 5.3. The rational part M'(L)q is also finitely generated as a Q-
algebra. The same proof works if we use the Q-structure of S given by
McGraw’s theorem [16]].

5.2. Bounds on the number of generators. In this subsection we study
upper and lower bounds on the minimal number of generators of M'(L).
We first determine the structure of M'(L) as a M'-module.

Proposition 5.4. M'(L) ~ (M"®A/%D g5 a M*-module.

Proof. Let W; = M'(L)4,1/M'(L),. Taking coeflicients of the principal part
in degree € [-d — 1, —d) defines an embedding p;: W; — C(A./ = 1). On
the other hand, multiplication by the j-function j(r) = ¢~' + O(1) € M"
defines an injective map W, — W, which is compatible with p; and p,.
We thus have the filtration (W;), of the space C(A,/ + 1) which stabilizes
to C(Az/ £ 1)ind > 0. Let

Wo=Ws CWy &--- W, =CAL/ £ 1)

be the reduced form of this filtration, namely W, = W, ind; < d < d;4;.
We take modular forms {f;;};;, 1 < i < N, such that f;; € M'(L), and

{p4,(fij)}; form a basis of W;,/W,,_,. Then {p,(f;;)}i ; form a basis of C(A; /£
1). We show that {f,}, freely generate M'(L) as M'-module. Since we have

M (L)gs1 = M (L)g, Wa) = (M"(L)a, j - M'(L)g, Wa/ Wy_1),

induction on d tells us that M'(L); c Y, M' - f, for every d. Thus {f,}.
generate M'(L). If there was a relation

(5.2) D PeliDfa=0, P, eClx,

then we would obtain a nontrivial C-linear relation between {p,(f,)}, in
C(A./ = 1) by looking at the coefficients of the principal part of (5.2)) in
highest degrees. Thus {f,} are free generators. O
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This gives a lower bound of the number of generators of M'(L) as algebra,
which implies the following.

Proposition 5.5. Let p < g be fixed. Let N be a fixed natural number. Then
up to isometry there are only finitely many pairs (L, I) of an even lattice L of
signature (p, q) and Witt index p and a maximal isotropic sublattice I C L
such that the algebra M'(L, I) can be generated by at most N elements.

Proof. In §3.2] we observed that the dependence on [ is finite for a fixed
lattice L. Hence it is sufficient to prove finiteness of lattices L. Since f* g =
E(f) - g, generators of M'(L) as algebra also serve as generators as M'-
module. By Proposition [3.4] we obtain the bound

N > |AL/ £1] > |AL]/2.

Then our assertion follows from finiteness of even lattices of fixed signature
and bounded discriminant. O

Proposition is a consequence of the structure of M'(L) as a M'-
module. It would be a natural problem whether the finiteness still holds
even if we let g vary with p fixed. By Proposition[5.4] the same statement is
not true for generators as M'-module. (Take direct sum with the unimodular
lattices mEg.) So this could be one of touchstones for the theory of algebra
structure on M'(L).

Next we study upper bound of the number of generators of M'(L) as
algebra. By the proof of Proposition[3.1l we have the upper bound

(5.3) 1+d,-|AL/ £ 1]+ dimM!(L)d0 < 1+dy+d) 1AL £1],

where dy and d; are as defined there. Clearly d; < dy + 1. We have the
following upper bound of d,. Let V; and S be as in the proof of Lemma
5.2l Recall that d, does not exceed the minimal degree where V; — SV is
surjective.

Proposition 5.6. The dimension dimIm(V; — SV) is strictly increasing
with respect to d until V; — SV gets surjective. In particular, we have

(5.4) dy < dimS —dy)(|AL/ £1]|-1),

where dy = —[o(L)/24 + 1] is the largest integer with d, < |o(L)|/24.
Proof. For the first assertion, what has to be shown is that V; — SV is
surjective whenever Im(V, — SV) = Im(Vy,; — SV). By the Borcherds
duality theorem, this condition means that the codimension of M'(L), in

V, equals to the codimension of M'(L)s.; in Vg, If we write W, =
M'(L)gs1/M'(L),, we find that

dim W, =dim(Vy,/Vy) = 1AL/ £ 1].
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As in the proof of Proposition[5.4] this implies that dim W, = |A;/ + 1| for
everyd >d.

On the other hand, if V; — S was not surjective, there must existd’ > d
such that Im(V, — SY) # Im(Vy,; — SV). By the same argument as
above, this implies that

dim W, <dim(Vy i1 /Vae) = 1AL/ £ 1],

which is absurd.
The second assertion follows from Lemma which implies the injec-
tivity of V;, — SV. m]

By (5.3) and (5.4)), we obtain an upper bound for the minimal number of
generators in terms of dim S. An estimate of dim § is given in [7]].
We also note that d; > |07(L)|/24 by the following well-known property.

Lemma 5.7. If M'(L); # {0}, then |o(L)| < 24d.

Proof. If f # 0 € M'(L),, the product A?f with the A-function is holomor-
phic at the cusp, so its weight o7(L)/2 + 12d must be nonnegative. m|

We close this subsection with some simple examples.

Example 5.8. Assume that the obstruction space S,_qz)2(0)) is trivial.
(Such lattices L with p = 2 are classified in [7].) Then every polynomial as
in (3.I) is the principal part of some modular form in M'(L). In this case,
using the notation in the proof of Proposition[3.1l we have dy = 0, d;, = 1,
A, = 0, and the modular form £ can be included in A;. Therefore M'(L)
can be generated by modular forms f; = ¢"(e,;+e_))+O(1) withd e A;/+1
and n € g(1) + Z, -1 < n < 0. The minimal number of generators is thus
equal to |A./ £ 1]. The generator f; with A4 # 0 is either a left unit element
or a left zero divisor according to Proposition 4.3 (2).

Example 5.9. We go back to Example where L = pU @ (-2). The
algebra M'(L) is generated by the two elements f, = ¢ 'ey + O(1) and
fi = g *e; + O(1) with the relation f; * f; = 12f; and f; * fy = 12f,. Thus
the two basic reflective modular forms for L give minimal generators of the
algebra M'(L).

6. FuNcTORIALITY

In this section we prove that ®-product is functorial with respect to em-
bedding of lattices if we use quasi-pullback as morphism. The statement is
Proposition and the proof is given in §6.2l and §6.3l In §6.4] we also
prove functoriality with respect to special pushforward. Except for Corol-
lary[6.3] this section may be read independently of §4land §5l
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6.1. Quasi-pullback. Let L be an even lattice of signature (p, ¢) and L’ be
a sublattice of L of signature (p, ¢’). We do not assume that L’ is primitive in
L. Following [15]], we define a linear map |, : M'(L) — M'(L’) as follows.
Let N = (L')* n L, which is a negative-definite lattice. We write N* =
N(=1). The lattice L’ ® N is of finite index in L. Let f € M'(L). We
first take the pullback f T5®V, which is an element of M'(L’ & N). Since
Pren = pr ® py, we can take contraction of f Tf@N with the py+-valued
theta series @y« of N*. This produces a p;,-valued weakly holomorphic
modular form of weight o(L")/2, which we denote by

(6.1) flo = (FTEN, @y € M'(L).

We call f];, the quasi-pullback of f to L’. The map |, : M'(L) — M'(L) is
M'-linear.

The geometric significance of this operation comes from Borcherds prod-
ucts as follows. Assume that p = 2 and f has integral principal part, and let
Y(f) be the Borcherds product associated to f on the Hermitian symmetric
domain D, for L. The Hermitian symmetric domain 9,  for L’ is natu-
rally embedded in D;. The quasi-pullback of ¥(f) from L to L’, discovered
by Borcherds [[1], [5], is defined by first dividing W(f) by suitable linear
forms to get rid of zeros and poles containing 9,,, and then restricting the
resulting form to D, € D;. It is proved in [15] that this quasi-pullback of
¥(f) coincides with the Borcherds product for f|;, € M'(L") up to constant.
Thus the operation |;, defined in (6.1)) can be thought of as a formal C-linear
extension of the quasi-pullback operation on Borcherds products.

We can now state the main result of this §6| We assume that p < ¢’ < ¢
and both L and L’ have Witt index p.

Proposition 6.1. Let L' C L be as above. Let I be a maximal isotropic
sublattice of L such that Iq C L. We set I' = 1 N L. Then we have

(fle) #r (glw) = /T - (f #1 Q)
for f, g € M'(L). Therefore the map
/I ML T - ML T
is a ring homomorphism.
This means that the assignment
(L) » M'(L,])

is a contravariant functor from the category of pairs (L, /) to the category of
associative C-algebras, by assigning the morphism |I/I’|~" - |;, to an embed-
ding (L', I') — (L, I).

The proof of Proposition[6.1]is reduced to the following assertion.
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Proposition 6.2. Let L' c L and I’ C I be as in Proposition We put
K=I'nL/IandK = I")*NL/I'. Leté: M'(L) » M'and & : M'(L') —
M' be the maps & = (-1%, @k+) and & = (- J,f(/,, O+ ) respectively. Then we
have

ol =&

Indeed, if we admit Proposition[6.2] we can calculate

fle) = @) = &) - @) = /T E(f) - (8le)
= /T &) -l = U/ (f *1 )l

Thus Proposition[6.2] implies Proposition
Before proceeding, we note a consequence.

Corollary 6.3. Let ®+(L) ¢ M'(L) and ®*(L") ¢ M'(L’) be the respective
left annihilators. Then we have |Z,1(®l(L’)) = @*(L). In particular, we have
Ker(|;;)) € ®*(L). The map M'(L)/®*(L) — M'(L")/®*(L") induced by
\I/I'|7" - |, is inclusion of ideals in the polynomial ring M' = C[j].

Proof. The equality [;/(@*+(L")) = ©*(L) follows from Proposition
Since & and & embed M'(L)/®*(L) and M*'(L")/®*(L’) as ideals in M' re-
spectively, the last assertion follows. O

Thus the kernel of the quasi-pullback map |;, provides a natural example
of two-sided ideal of M'(L) contained in ®*.

The proof of Proposition [6.2] occupies §6.2] and §6.3| It is divided into
two parts, reflecting the fact that the quasi-pullback |;; is composition of
two operators T5®V and (-, ®y-). In §6.2l we consider the case when L’ is of
finite index in L. In §6.3|we consider the case when the splitting L = L’ ® N
holds. The proof in the general case is a combination of these two special
cases.

6.2. The case of finite pullback. In this subsection we prove Proposition
[6.2lin the case when L’ is of finite index in L. In this case, the quasi-pullback
|1, is the operation 1%, and Proposition[6.2] takes the following form.

Lemma 6.4. When L' C L is of finite index, we have for f € M'(L)
&) = - €.

This is a consequence of the following calculation in finite quadratic
modules.

Lemma 6.5. Let A be a finite quadratic module and I,,I, C A be two
isotropic subgroups. We set Ay = I /11, A, = Iy /I, and

A =y NN L) + (LN I;)).
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LetI) = LN I /I, N1, be the image of LN I} in Ay, and I} = I, NIy /1,01,
be the image of I} N Iy in A,. Then, under the natural isomorphism

(6.2) A~ (Ié)l NA /L = (Ii)L N A/,
we have
(6.3) W ot =Ihnh 14 oLy

as linear maps CA, — CA,.

We postpone the proof of Lemmal6.5]for a moment, and first explain how
Lemmal6.4lis deduced from Lemmal6.3]

(Proof of Lemmal6.4). Let K = I* N L/l and K’ = (I')* N L'/I'. We have a
canonical embedding K’ < K of finite index. Since Og+ = Ok lgg) , We
find that

E(f) = (fli @) = (ks Ouory L) = (FLE K Ouiye).
On the other hand, we have
E) = 1L 1k O
Thus it is sufficient to show that
(6.4) % oTf = /I 1% olk
as linear maps CA; — CAg.

We apply Lemmal6.5] as follows. Let I* = Io N LY and (I')* = I N (L)".
WesetA =Ap, 1 =L/L"and I, = (I')"/I'. Then Ay ~ A; and A, = Ag.
We have I, N I} = I"/I’ and

LNnhL =N, YY)/ L =L, IL =I]I'.
This implies that I; = I*/I C A; and A’ = Ag. Thus we have
MW= Wtk W=l ety
hence (6.3) implies (6.4). m|
We now prove Lemmal6.5]

(Proof of Lemmal6.5). We first justify the isomorphism (6.2), which also
implies that A” is nondegenerate. We write /] = [, NIy and [; = LN 1. We
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shall establish the following commutative diagram:

- It

\

P P
I Nl ——I Nl ——= @) N A,

Sk

I N A, A

q1
Here p; is the quotient map by /; and p! is the restriction of p;. Since we
have [; = I, N (I+ N I}") and
L = () 0 AE 0 1y) = )1,

we see that p| is surjective and is the quotient map by IA{. This induces the
map ¢,: (I})* NA; — A’ as the quotient map by 7). Similarly, we find that
P, 1s the quotient map by fé and g, is induced as the quotient map by I].

We now prove (6.3). Let A € A;. It suffices to show that
(6.5) e Thlh,= I Nl -ey L)1

When A ¢ (I5)*, we have e, |{/= 0. On the other hand, we have (1, }) # 0
for every el f in the inverse image of A. In particular, we have A, 5L)£0
and hence e; | = 0. This implies that e, 74 4 = 0.

Next let A € (I}))*. By the above commutative diagram, we can choose
de I N I such that p’l(;l) = A. Then

AL A A
(6.6) e LTy = e Ty = Z €y (u-
wel
On the other hand, we have
A A _ A _ L <
(6.7) e Thi = D e = D i = D, e
kel peii peii

Here we used the equality (/~l+Il)ﬁIzL = /~l+IAi. Since the map p) : IA{ — I} is
the quotient map by I, N1, its fibers consist of |I; N I,| elements. Comparing
(6.6) and (6.7), we obtain the desired equality (6.3). O

6.3. The split case. Next we prove Proposition [6.2] in the case when the
splitting L = L’ @ N holds. In this case, T5®" is identity, I’ coincides with
1, so Proposition[6.2] takes the following form.

Lemma 6.6. When the splitting L = L' ® N holds, we have for f € M'(L)
E({(f, On+)) = E(f).
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Proof. Since K = K’ @ N, we have O+ = O+ ® Oy+ under the natural
isomorphism pg+ =~ px)+ ® py+. Therefore

EWL,On) = (f,On) K, Owns) = ((flk One), Ok )
= (flk-On: ® Okyr) = £(f).
This proves the desired equality. m|

We can now prove Proposition[6.2]in the general case.

(Proof of Propositionl6.2). Let L' ® N c L and I’ C I be as in Proposition
We write L = L' @ N, K” = (I')* 0 L”/I' and & = (- |£,, ©x)+). By
using Lemmal6.6/for ' ¢ L” and Lemmal6.4for L” C L, we see that

”

E(fl) = WL O = E"(FTD) = /T - £
This proves Proposition[6.2]in the general case. m|
6.4. Special finite pushforward. ®-product is also covariantly functorial

with respect to pushforward to a special type of overlattices. Let I C L be
as before.

Proposition 6.7. Let L’ be a sublattice of L of finite index. Assume that
L=<L,I). Weset]’"=1NL". Then we have

(FLEY % (gUE) = (f*r g) IF
for f,g € M'(L).

Proof. We use the notation in the proof of Lemma Since I} = L/L’
coincides with I; NI, = I/I', we have I, C I,. Hence I; = {0} and so the
canonical embedding K’ <— K is isomorphic. Moreover, since I, = (I')*/I’
coincides with I, N I+, we have (I’)* = I and hence (L,I*) = (L', (I')").
These equalities imply that [X, = |k o |L'. Therefore we have

Ef)=(fLE, Oy) = (FLELE, Ok = E(fLE),

As in the case of quasi-pullback, this implies

LD @l = &FLD) @l = € -(@glp)
E) -l = (f=r L

This proves Proposition [6.71 |
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