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AN EXTENSION OF VENKATESH’S CONVERSE THEOREM TO THE
SELBERG CLASS

ANDREW R. BOOKER, MICHAEL FARMER, AND MIN LEE

ABSTRACT. We extend Venkatesh’s proof of the converse theorem for classical holomorphic modular
forms to arbitrary level and character. The method of proof, via the Petersson trace formula, allows
us to treat arbitrary degree 2 gamma factors of Selberg class type.

1. INTRODUCTION

Venkatesh, in his thesis [Ven02], gave a new proof of the classical converse theorem for modular
forms of level 1, in the context of Langlands’ “Beyond Endoscopy”. The key analytic input is
Voronoi summation, or equivalently the functional equation for additive twists. More precisely,
given a modular form f(z) => 7, fnn% e(nz) of weight k, level N, and nebentypus character Y,
we define the complete additive twist

_ k-1 N~ fne(na)
Af(s,a) =Tc(s+ 1) ; BT for a € Q,

where e(z) = e*™* and T'c(s) = 2(27) *I'(s). Then, for any ¢ € NZso and any a,a € Z with
aa = 1 (mod q), Ay (s, %) and Ay (s, —%) continue to entire functions and satisfy the functional

equation [KMV02, (A.10)]
A (s, g) = ikx(d)ql_zsAf(l — s, —%).

In this paper we generalize Venkatesh’s proof to forms of arbitrary level and character. Our
precise result is the following:

Theorem 1.1. Consider {fn}n>1, N, X, w, and (s) with the following properties:

—S

(1) {fultn>1 is a sequence of complex numbers such that Y " fan™* converges absolutely for

R(s) > 1;
(2) N is a natural number and x is a Dirichlet character modulo N ;
(3) w is a nonzero complex number;
(4) 7(s) = Q°T[j=1 T(Njs + j) for some numbers Q,\j € Rxq and p; € C with R(uy) > —I\
and 375 _; Aj = 1.
Given any o € Q, define the complete twisted L-function

Ap(s,0) = () Y 220,
n=1

Suppose that for every q € NZsqo and every pair a,a € Z with aa = 1 (mod q), Af(s,%) and
Ay (s, —%) continue to entire functions of finite order and satisfy the functional equation

(1.1) Ag(s, %) = wx(a@)g A, (1—s, —%).
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Then there exists k € Zso such that f(z) == > 7, fnn%e(nz) 1s a modular form of weight k,
level N, and nebentypus character x.

Remarks 1.2.

(1) One feature of the argument is that it admits a generalization to gamma factors of Selberg
class type. In this way, our result can be viewed as a converse theorem for degree 2 elements
of the Selberg class, albeit with infinitely many functional equations. Recently, Kaczorowski
and Perelli have classified the elements of the Selberg class of conductor 1 without
the need for any twists. Very little is known for higher conductor, however, and our result
is the first that we are aware of to consider both arbitrary level and degree 2 gamma factor.

(2) For k > 1, it is enough to assume that the finite L-functions Ly (s, %) = Ag(s, %)/’y(s)
have analytic continuation to C, and in this case we can also conclude that f is cuspidal.
When k = 1, we need to know that Ay (s, %) is analytic at s = 0, and there are noncuspidal
examples satisfying all of the hypotheses of Theorem [Tl

(3) If we suppose that L¢(s,1) lies in the Selberg class then we can combine the transformation
formula in [KPI5] Theorem 2] with the Vandermonde argument in [BK14, Lemma 2.4] to
constrain the possible poles of A (s, %) In this way, it is likely possible to prove a result
that allows the twisted L-functions Ay (s, %) to have arbitrary poles inside the critical strip,

but we have not pursued this.
(4) Using the Bruggeman—Kuznetsov trace formula and the method of [HLN21], it is likely
possible to prove a similar converse theorem for Maass forms.

2. LEMMAS
We begin with some preparatory lemmas.

Lemma 2.1. Let v(s) = [[;_; T'(A\js + p;), where A; € R, pj € C. If y(s) has poles at all but
finitely many negative integers then 25:1 Aj > 1.

Proof. Since the poles of I'(Ajs+ ;) are spaced )\j_l apart, the number of poles of y(s) in ZN[-T,0)
for large T' > 0 is at most T’ z;zl Aj + O(1). If all but finitely many negative integers are poles of
7(s) then this count is at least 7'+ O(1). The conclusion follows on taking 7" — oo. O

Lemma 2.2. Let v(s) be as in the statement of Theorem [, and suppose that v(s) has poles at
all but finitely many negative integers. Then (s) is of the form cP(s)H*T'c(s), where ¢, H € R+
and P is a monic polynomial whose roots are distinct non-positive integers.

Proof. Recall that v(s) = Q°[[j—; T'(\;s + ;). By Lemma ] each factor in the product must
contribute infinitely many poles in the negative integers; in particular A;, u; € Q for each j. Let

Aj = aj/q; in lowest terms. If a; > 1 then we can consider ¥(s) = F(S_q;nj ) ILiz; T(Xis + i), where
m; is the negative integral pole of I'(Ajs + p;) of smallest absolute value. Then 7(s) also has poles
at all but finitely many negative integers, contradicting Lemma 2]

Hence we have a; = 1, so y(s) = Q° H;Zl ['(Z24), where vj = pjqj € Zso. Let g =

q;
lem{q,...,q;} and write F(%) = F(qij - SJ;Vj ). By the Gauss multiplication formula, we have
r ST 1q/qi—1 )
- q\ 4 2 s+ v +1ig;
A(s) = (Vo) T"Q? (‘) F< |

!
s—i—uj

which we can rewrite in the form cH?* 3—:1 F( > , for some ¢, H € R<( and I/]’- € Z>p. Moreover,

the 1/;- must run through a complete set of representatives for the residue classes mod ¢. Replacing
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each 1/;» by its mod ¢ reduction 1/.’ € {0,...,q—1} and using the recurrence formula to relate I'( SJ;Vj )
and F(szyj ), we get ¢ P(s)H*[[]_, F(szyj > , with P as described in the statement of the lemma.

Finally, applying the Gauss multiplication formula once more and inserting a factor of 2(27)~*, we
arrive at the claimed form. O

The final lemma that we need is a special case of [HLN21l Lemma 4.1].
Lemma 2.3. Let r¢(n) = ) 4modq€(na/q) be the Ramanujan sum. Then, for n,N > Z-q and

(a,q)=1
R(s) > 1, we have
o1—2s(n;N) 5 0
Z rq(n) {74(1\’)(25) when n # 0,
s —2s — 2s5—1
qz‘l ¢ NI n(1—p 1)5((T(23)) when n = 0.
Nlq

Here, when —2 n
Y Hp‘Np| Y

(ordp(n)+1)s _ s—1\,(ordp(n)+1)s _ _ =1y ordp(N)s
~1I plrds —1 11 L=—p)p L-p~)p
1) _ (( ) ( ) ) |

s 1
pln p|N p
pIN

Otherwise o5(n; N) = 0.

3. PROOF OF THEOREM [[.1]

Let Si(N, x) denote the space of holomorphic modular forms of weight &, level N and nebentypus
character x, and let Hi(N,x) be an orthonormal basis for Si(N,x). Each g € H(N,x) has a
Fourier expansion of the form

Z pg(n)n e (nz)

for some coefficients pg(n) € C. An apphcatlon of the Petersson formula gives the following formula
found in Corollary 14.23]: for positive integers n and m, we have

I'k—-1 _ (m,n; 4my/mn
B0 Tl S i = Y B (AT,

gEHK(N,X) >1
Nlq
where
ma + na
= ¥ e
a mod ¢ q
ng([I,q):l

is the twisted Kloosterman sum and Ji_;(y) is the classical J-Bessel function.

Fix a choice of data {f,}n>1, N, X, w, and 7(s) satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem [Tl Let
€ € {0,1} be such that x(—1) = (—1). For k > 4, R(s) € (3, %) x>0, and 07 € (— —R(s)),
define

du.

(32) Fu(s.1) = 1 / Te(u+ 5871 — s — u) L
R(u)=01

2 Te(—u+ 51)y(s +u)

By Stirling’s formula, the integral converges absolutely since R(s) > % Note also that our choice
of o1 ensures that the contour (u) = o) separates the poles of I'c(u + %) and (1 — s —u).
The proof will be split into two cases depending on whether Fj(1,1) is nonzero for some k or
not.
3



Proposition 3.1. Suppose that F,(1,1) # 0 for some k > 4 with k = ¢ (mod 2). Then f as
defined in Theorem [I1] is in S(N, x).

Proof. Fix k as in the hypotheses. For n € Z~ and R(s) > 1, define

(3.3)
Dk —1) T(k—1 -
Koo f) =029 S S o = et S S <)
gEHL(N,x) gEHL(N,x)
where

Lis.fxg) = (M) 30 ) g () = (o) [T (- 7).
T; - yv( )
Note that the series for L(s, f x g) converges absolutely for R(s) > 1 thanks to the Ramanujan
bound py(m) <. m®
Now consider s € C with R(s) € (2, %) Applying BI) to B3), we get

10260 o S (1)

q>1
Nlq

_ ()f"+2m Z me m"qJ <47”m">.
q

Here the interchange of the sums is justified for R(s) > % by the estimates
Je-1(y) < min{y* 1y~ 2} and Sy (myn5q) <ne g'7F
Let

Kon(s, f:x) = Kn(s, f,X) = fan "¢ (2s).
By the Mellin—Barnes type integral representation [GRI5, (6.422)], we have

1 Pe(u+ Ly
2nJy—1(4my) = / (—,fl)y 2 du,
2 Jpuy=oo De(—u + E21)

for any choice of og € (%, 0). Applying this with og € (1 — R(s),0), we may change the order of
sum and integral, to obtain
k

Kon(s. £.3) = ¢ st2m/ e +T) ! —fm 00150 ()
qu

Opening up the Kloosterman sum, this becomes

clu+® 7 D) w1 _
— ¢ n" a)e(na/q)Lr(s+u,2) du.
Z2T”/§R(u—o'0 Te(—u+ k+1)q Z x(a)e(na/q) f( q)
qu

a mod q
aa=1 mod ¢

Next we shift the contour to R(u) = o1 € (5%, —R(s)), so that R(1 — s —u) > 1, and apply the
functional equation

_ 9e_ l1—s5s—u 3 _
Z X(a)e(na/q)Lf(s—Fu,%) = wqt™% 201 =8~ u) Z e(na/q)Lf(l—s—u,—%),
a mod q fY(S +u) a mod q
aa=1 mod ¢ aa=1 mod ¢



obtaining
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Kon(s, f,x) =i "w( (23);(128 2mi

Nlq

Te(u+ 551 y(1—s— )
(=1 Te(—u+5L) (s +u)

n—u

Z e(nd/q)Lf(l—s—u,—%) du.

a mod q
aa=1 mod q

Note that the contour shift is justified by the fact that A (s, %) has finite order and the estimates
Te(u+551) 4(1—s—u)
Te(—u+52) (s +u)

The same estimates show that we may swap the order of sum and integral. We also expand
L f(l -5 —u, —%) as a Dirichlet series, obtaining

S ema/gLi(l—s—u-2)= > na/qummlT‘f/q memlsu ’

a mod q a mod q
aa=1 mod ¢ aa=1 mod ¢

< Ju| 72 for R(u) = o7.

Lf(l—s )<<1 and

where 7, is the Ramanujan sum. An application of Lemma leads to the following expression.

Kn(s, f,x) = fan™*¢™)(25)

Te(u+ @) (1—s—u)

—k s—1 1-2s —1 C )

+ i "wfn 2s — 1)N Ill—p / du
f C( ) ( ) R(u)=01 I (C( U k—é—l) ) (S u)

pIN
(3.4)
Z fmo1-2s(n —m; N)/ FC(U‘F%) (1 —s—u) <E>u du
= Ruw)=oy De(—u+ L) A(s+u) \n
m#n
It is straightforward to see that oy_o(r; N) < |r[*, uniformly for r # 1 and R(s) > 1. Thus,
for a fixed o1, both integrals and the sum over m converge absolutely for % < R(s) < —o1.

This establishes the meromorphic continuation of K,(s, f,x) to that region, and hence also of
> get (N ) Pe(M)L(s, f x g), in view of (B.3).

Since the g form a basis for Sk(N,x), we can choose a finite set {n; : i« = 1,...,d}, where
d = dim S(N,x), such that the vectors (pg(n1),...,pg(nq)) are linearly independent. Taking
a suitable linear combination of (B4 for n = n;, we deduce the meromorphic continuation of
L(s,f x g) to R(s) > % for each individual g. The only possible pole is at s = 1, and taking
residues we see that

k-1
W Z pg(n) Ress—1 L(s, f x g) = 3i~ N~ 1H (I—=p7") - Fx(1,1) fp.
gEH (N ,X) pIN
Since Fj(1,1) # 0, we see that there exist x4, € C such that f,, = ZgEHk(N,x) xgpg(n) for any

positive integer n. Since Si(N,x) is a vector space, we have proved the claim. O

We have taken care of the case where the integral ([8:2)) is nonzero at s = 1, z = 1 for some k > 4.
If this is not the case, we use the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. If Fi(1,1) = 0 for all k > 4 with k = € (mod 2), then y(s) is of the form

cH*T¢c(s + %), where ¢, H € Rq, and ¢ € {1,2,3} with £ = ¢ (mod 2).
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Proof. We replace u by u/2 in the definition of F}(1,1) and shift the contour to R(u) = —3, which
is permissible for all £ > 4. Our hypothesis then implies that

35  — C(k+12_ W2 20 for all k> 4 with k= € (mod 2).
210 Jy=—3 20 (=) (1 + u/2)

For n > 0, define

Faly) = 10,1)(y) |cos(narcsiny) if 2 |n,
Y /1 —y? |sin(narcsiny) if 2{n.
Using the formulas in [GR15] §3.631], we see that f,, has Mellin transform

(— 1)L"/2JF(C(3)
/ Inly T 2T (S re (2 for 3(s) >0

For k =€ (mod 2) we have
Pel=)y(cw2) _ Pel—w)  2Te(Amre(E) o(cup)
2N (BH=)y(1 +u/2) 21T (BE=)Ie(35=Y) (1 —w) (1 +u/2)
(MR (1 —u)  y(-u/2)

~u Te(l —u)sin(F(u+k—1)) y(1 4 u/2)

_ fro1(1 =) V(=u/2)
-~ 207 (1 —w)sin(5(u+1—€) (1 + u/2)

Y2 e () (u/2)

B == T

Thus, (3.5 can be written as

1 - _ o VT (BER) y(=u/2)
— fr_1 (I —w)g(u)du =0, where g(u — .
210 J(u)=-3 ( )g(u) (w) = Ie(252) y(1+u/2)
Applying the inverse Mellin transform, we define
1
= — gu)yy " du f .
9y) = 5 R(u)e—d 9wy " du fory >0
By Stirling’s formula we have g(u) < |u|=3/? for R(u) = 2, and it follows that g(y) extends

continuously to [0, co).
An application of Fubini’s theorem shows that for any measurable functions f,g on (0,00) sat-
isfying [ |f(y)ly~7 dy < oo and [, [§(o + it)| dt < oo, we have
1
— f (1 —u)g(u)du = / fly

2mi R(u)=0

It is easy to see this is satisfied by the functions f,, and g above with o = —%. Hence, (3.5) becomes

/fkl y)dy =0 for all k > 4 with k = € (mod 2).
Suppose € = 1. Then we have
/7r cos(%@)gﬂ sin(6/2)|)df =0 for every odd k > 5.
Thus, the function h(6) = g¢(|sin(f/2)|) has Fourier series of the form a + bcosf. Since h is

continuous, we have h() = a + bcos 6 for all 0, and thus g(y) = a + b — 2by? for y € [0, 1].
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Since g(y) = O(y5/ %), we must have a = b = 0. Computing the Mellin transform again, we

see that g(u) = [~ g(y) y“_l dy, so g(u) is analytic for ®(u) < —35. Since Fé(ﬁ)) is analytic and
nonvanishing for R(u) < —3, it follows that (Fﬁ(u%/)z) is analytic for §R(u) < —5. This means that

~(s) has a pole at each negative integer.

Applying Lemma 22 we have v(s) = ¢P(s)H*T'c(s), where P is a monic polynomial whose roots
are distinct non-positive integers. Since 7(s) has poles at all negative integers, either P(s) =1 or
P(s) = s. Thus, ~(s) is of the form ¢ H*T'¢(s + Z_Tl) for some ¢ € {1,3}, as required.

Now suppose that € = 0. Then

T gin k-1
(3.6) /_7r ﬁ\ sin(6/2)|g(|sin(6/2)])dd =0 for every even k > 4.

sm( k=1p)

Note that (9 oy = Wi_2(cos @), where W, is a polynomial of degree n (the ‘Chebyshev polyno-
2
mial of the fourth kind’, see [Mas93]). Writing v = cosf = 1 — 2sin?(6/2), [B.8) becomes

1w
0—/ Wk 2 ( )\/1_1_ dv, Whereh(v):%forve(—l,l).

Since the W,, are an orthogonal family with respect to the measure ﬁ dv, there exists a constant

a such that (h(v) —a),/ % — is continuous and absolutely integrable on (—1,1), and orthogonal to

all polynomials. It follows that h(v) = a for all v € (— 1 ,1), and thus g(y) = a2y for y € (0,1).
Since g(y) = O(y°/?), we must have a = 0, and thus §(u = " 9(y)y*tdy.

14+
% is analytic for §R(u) < —g. Defining (s) = (s + %) we

see that 7(s) satisfies the hypotheses imposed on v(s) in Theorem [[I] and has a pole at every
negative integer. Appealing again to Lemma 2] we find that §(s) is of the form c¢P(s)H*T'c(s),
where either P(s) =1 or P(s) = s. Thus vy(s) = H*P(s — —)Fc(s —1). Thanks to the hypothesis
R(p;) > —3A; in Theorem [T ~(s) cannnot have a pole at 3, and therefore P(s) = s. Hence
v(s) = "H*T¢c(s + %), as required. O

As before we conclude that

Now we can complete the proof of Theorem [Tl In view of Propositions Bl and B2, we may
assume that v(s) = cH*T'¢c(s + %), where ¢, H € Ry and ¢ € {1,2,3} with £ = € (mod 2). In
this case we fall back on a more traditional proof of the converse theorem as in [Raz77], but we
must first address the fact that our gamma factor differs from the expected one by the exponential
factor H*.

Suppose first that H > 1. Equation ([B8.5) becomes

1 Pe(*=5)Te(F + )

— H™ 2 du=0 forall k>4 with k = ¢ (mod 2).
2mi Jaw=-5  Te(®F)Te(l+4+ 5

Since H > 1, we can shift the contour to the right, as the integrand vanishes in the limit as
R(u) — 0.

Suppose ¢ = 2. Then when k = 4, we pick up poles at u = 1,3 and derive that 0 = H~! — H~3.
Thus H = 1, giving a contradiction. Similarly, when £ = 3 we take k = 5; we have poles at u = 2,4,
getting 0 = H~2 — H~*, which results in the same contradiction. When ¢ = 1, looking at k =5,
we have poles at u = 0, 2 4;thus 0=1—-4H 2430~ Wthh implies that H~ 2 _ = 3 Now 100k1ng
at k = 7, we get an extra pole at u = 6, so that 0 = 3 —6H 2+ 12H* — goH 6. which is not

satisfied for H—2 = %

2
2
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Hence H < 1. Let f(z) = > 2, fnne%le(nz). Applying Hecke’s argument [Miy06, Theo-
rem 4.3.5] to our Voronoi formulas (1), we get the modularity relation

(3.7 f<ﬂ) - wx(a)(—z‘Hz)ffC - )

q

for all ¢ € NZ~ and a,a € Z with aa =1 (mod gq).
The ¢-slash operator is defined for matrices M = (‘C’ g) of positive determinant by

(FIM)(2) = (det M)¥?(cz +d)—ff<ziz> .

In this notation, (B7) becomes

aH? -1\ ., 1 —a
f‘ <qH2 O>_Z UJX(CZ)f' <0 q>7
or equivalently

aaH?—1
(3.8) f‘ (Zg gz > =i~ fwy(a)f.

We may assume that f is not identically 0, since the conclusion is trivial otherwise. Applying
(L) twice, we have

Af(S, %) = wX(d)ql_zsAf(l - 7_%) = W2X(_1)Af(87 %)7

and thus (i~‘w)? = (=1)'x(~1) = 1.

Suppose H < 1. Taking a = a = 1, the matrix above has absolute trace 2H < 2, so is elliptic.
Unless 2H = (+(~! for some root of unity ¢, this matrix has infinite order, and then a generalization
of Weil’s lemma Lemma 4.2] implies that f = 0.

Hence 2H must be an algebraic integer. For prime p and i = 1,2, let M;, be the matrix

g H=H!
il EJL} , where ¢1 = pN, ¢2 = (p+ 1)N. We compute that
7

tr(My My ,) = (2H)? — 2 — (4 — (2H)?) (4p(p+ 1)) .

Since limy,_, o tr(M7 , M2 ) = (2H)? — 2, we have | tr(M; ,M> )| < 2 for all sufficiently large primes
p, and again by Weil’s lemma, it follows that tr(M; ,Ms ) is an algebraic integer. Let K be a
number field containing 2H. Clearly tr(M; ,Ms ) € K for each p. Taking norms,
—[K:
Nicjo(tr(MypMa ) +2 — (2H)?) = (—4p(p+1)) Ny o (4 — 2H)?).

Taking a sufficiently large prime p, this is not an integer, giving a contradiction.
Hence H = 1. By ([B.38)), it follows that

fIM =i *wy(M)f for M = (Z Z> € I'g(N) with ¢ > 0,

where we define y(M) = x(a). Taking Mj, My € T'o(N) such that My, My and M; My are all of
this form, we have
X (M M) f = fIMi My = (f|My)[My = (i~"w)*x (M) x (M) f.

Since x (M M) = x(M;)x (M), we have must have w = ‘. Finally, since the M of the above form,
together with (1) and (_01 ). generate T'g(NN), we conclude that f € M;(N,x), as required.
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