arXiv:2307.02926v1 [math.NT] 6 Jul 2023

THETA LIFTS TO CERTAIN COHOMOLOGICAL REPRESENTATIONS OF INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS

TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

Abstract. Howe and Tan [HT93] investigated a degenerate principal series representation of indefinite orthogonal groups O(b^+, b^−) and explicitly described its composition series. They showed that there exists a unique unitarizable irreducible submodule Π, which is isomorphic to a cohomological representation. In this paper we construct orthogonal automorphic forms belonging to Π as theta liftings of holomorphic Mp_2(R) cusp forms by using the Borcherds’ method [Bo98]. We will give a useful observation in computing their Fourier expansions that enables us to give very precise descriptions of the liftings specially belonging to Π. We will also determine the cuspidal supports of the liftings [MW95], then confirm the square integrability of those automorphic forms on orthogonal groups.

1. Introduction

Let V_Q be a vector space over Q with a quadratic form Q of signature (b^+, b^−) on V = V_Q ⊗R with b^+b^− > 1. Let O(V ) be the orthogonal group. We take a maximal parabolic subgroup P in O(V ), which stabilizes an isotropic line in V . Howe and Tan [HT93] investigated a degenerate principal series representation I_ε(λ + ρ) of O(V ) induced from P_R with λ ∈ C , ε = ±, and ρ =^{b++b−}_2 − 1 (see Section 2 in this paper). They gave the complete description of its composition series. In particular when k = λ−^{b+}_2 +^{b−}_2 +1 ∈ N is large enough and ε = (−1)^k, there occurs a unique irreducible submodule Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} of I_ε(λ + ρ) that admits rich properties. Here we mention two of them:

• The underlying (g, K)-module of Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} is identified with a derived functor module A_q(λ − ρ) (see [Ko21, Section 2]). Here the Levi subalgebra of q corresponds to a subgroup of O(V ) ≃ O(b^+, b^−) isomorphic to O(2) × O(b^+ − 2, b^−).

• The derived functor module, hence Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} , corresponds to a discrete series representation of Mp_2(R) in the setting of theta correspondence for the reductive dual pair Mp_2(R) × O(b^+, b^−) (see [Li90, Section 6] and [BMM17, Section 6]).

Exploiting the latter property we can construct, at least in principle, modular forms on O(V ) belonging to Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} as the theta liftings relevant to an even lattice L of signature (b^+, b^−). Actually they can be realized as liftings of vector-valued modular forms on Mp_2(R) by using Borcherds’ method [Bo98].

Let H^m(R^{b+} ) be the space of all homogeneous polynomials on R^{b+} of degree m annihilated by the Laplacian Δ_b+ =

∑_b+

j=1 ∂^2/∂x^2_j ; i.e. the space of homogeneous spherical

Department of Mathematics, Faculty of Science and Technology, Keio University, Hiyoshi, Yokohama 223-8522, Japan

E-mail addresses: miyazaki@math.keio.ac.jp, yohei1031@keio.jp. 1

2 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

harmonic polynomials on R^{b+} of degree m. As is well known it gives an irreducible O(b^+)-module. Then the K-types of Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} , K ≃ O(b^+) × O(b^−), can be given as ⨁ m,n∈N, m−n∈2N+k H^m(R^{b+} ) ⊠ H^n(R^{b−} ).

According to this description it becomes important for us to adjust the Borcherds’ method so that the constructed theta liftings exactly belong to the minimal K-type H^k(R^{b+} ) ⊠ H^0(R^{b−} ) = H^k(R^{b+} ) ⊠ 1 of Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} . On this issue we will provide a useful identity ϑ_L(f, g; p) = ϑ_L(f, g; Hp) in Corollary 4.3 of Theorem 4.2. While we refer to Section 4 for the notation not explained here we point out that this identity will serve to fairly simplify the work of explicit computation of the Fourier expansions of the theta liftings. Then our main result on the Fourier expansion will be given in Theorem 5.4, where the case b^+ > 2 is treated.

If b^+ = 2, then the module Π^{2,b−}_{k,0} is a discrete series representation of O(2, b^−). Then the closely related theta lifting gives a cusp form on O(2, b^−) and its Fourier expansion was explicitly described by Oda [Od77] and Rallis and Schiffmann [RS81] (see also [Bo98, Section 14]). In contrast to this when b^+ > 2 the module Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} is not a discrete series representation (one can see for instance that the associated local Arthur parameter is highly non-tempered, see [BMM17, Sections 4 and 6]). This fact contributes to the appearance of constant term in Theorem 5.4. Our goal is then to establish square integrability of the liftings on Γ_L\O(L_R). To do that we must specify the cuspidal supports of the liftings, [MW95], by examining the degenerate terms of their Fourier expansions. We will succeed on this, and confirm the square integrability in Theorem 6.4 by checking the admissible growth condition of the exponents of those cuspidal supports.

Until the end of Section 6, only the K-module H^k(R^{b+} ) ⊠ 1 is exploited to distinguish the representation theoretic aspects of the theta liftings. Thus, strictly speaking, it is not certain that the liftings really belong to the O(b^+, b^−)-module Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} . This problem can be completely solved in Section 7 by computing the inverse Fourier transform of a Bessel function W^κ_λ (g), (7.1), applying the method of Pollack [Po22] and Kobayashi- Mano [KM11]. Put another way, this is the explicit computation of the Bessel integral attached to the representation Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} of O(b^+, b^−), which is interesting in its own right. Actually Corollary 7.5 confirms that our liftings exactly belong to the module Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} as desired.

It is known that the restriction of the module Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} to O(b^+, b^− − 1) satisfies a nice discrete branching law (see [Ko21, Theorem 1.1 and Example 1.2]). In the final Section 8, we are particularly interested in the restriction of O(3, 2)-module Π^{3,2}_{k,0} to O(3, 1), and discuss the corresponding restrictions of our liftings with a perspective of the theta contractions discussed in [Ma19], [Ze20b].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the results in [HT93] on module structure of degenerate principal series representations of orthogonal groups and define the irreducible submodule Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} . In Section 3 we define our theta lifting following [Bo98]. In Section 4, after reviewing the theory of spherical harmonic polynomials by Vilenkin [Vi68], we will compute the theta liftings of Poincaré series. Then we will obtain Theorem 4.2 and its Corollary 4.3. By combining these results with Borcherds’

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 3

general argument we will compute the Fourier expansion of the theta lifting in Section 5. In Section 6 we will confirm the square integrability of the lifting ϑ_L(f)(g) by carefully looking at the constant terms of the expansions along Q -parabolic subgroups of the orthogonal groups. Section 7 is devoted to computation of inverse Fourier transforms of the Bessel functions occurring in the Fourier expansion formula in Theorem 5.4. Then we will establish that ϑ_L(f)(g) exactly belongs to Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} . Finally in Section 8 we describe especially a restriction to O(3, 1) of ϑ_L(f)(g) on O(3, 2) and discuss a relation with the results by Zemel [Ze20b].

2. Degenerate principal series on O(b^+, b^−)

In this section we recall the results in [HT93] about the module structures of certain degenerate principal series representations of O(b^+, b^−).

Let b^+ and b^− are integers such that b^+b^− > 1. We set b = b^+ + b^−. Denote by V = R^{b+ ,b−} the vector space over R with the bilinear form ( , ) defined by

(2.1) (x, y) =

b^+∑

j=1 x_j y_j − b∑ j=b^++1 x_j y_j for x = ∑_b j=1 x_j e_j and y = ∑_b j=1 y_je_j ∈ V with an orthogonal basis {e_j | 1 ≤ j ≤ b} of V . Thus V has signature (b^+, b^−). We take a quadratic form Q(x) = (x, x)/2, x ∈ V , on V . Let O(V ) denote the orthogonal group that leaves invariant the bilinear form.

Take isotropic vectors

(2.2) z_0 = e_1 + e_b 2 and z^∗_0 = e_1 − e_b,

which satisfy (z_0, z^∗_0 ) = 1. Thus ⟨z_0, z^∗_0 ⟩ is a real hyperbolic plane in V and we have the orthogonal decomposition V = ⟨z_0, z^∗_0 ⟩ ⊕ V_1, where V_1 = ⟨e_j⟩^{b−1}_{j=2} = R^{b+ −1,b−−1}. The group O(V ) contains the maximal parabolic subgroup P stabilizing the isotropic line ⟨z_0⟩. It admits a Levi decomposition P = MN, whose unipotent radical N is abelian and the Levi subgroup M stabilizes the inclusions ⟨z_0⟩ ⊂ ⟨z_0, z^∗_0 ⟩ ⊂ V . This setup provides group isomorphisms

(2.3) n_0 : V_1 ≃ N and m_0 : GL(⟨z_0⟩) × O(V_1) ≃ M.

For α ∈ C , and a choice ± of sign, we define the character χ^±_α of P by putting χ^±_α ( n_0(x)m_0(a, g_1) ) = { a^α, a > 0, ±|a|^α a < 0. Let I_±(α) be the corresponding induced representation:

(2.4) I_±(α) = { f ∈ C^∞(O(V )) | f(pg) = χ^±_α (p)f(g) for p ∈ P and g ∈ O(V ) } on which O(V ) acts by the right translations.

We take the orthogonal decomposition V = V^+ ⊕ V^− by putting V^+ = ⟨e_j⟩^{b+}_{j=1} and V^− = ⟨e_j ⟩^b_{j=b}+_{+1}. It determines the maximal compact subgroup O(V^+) × O(V^−) of O(V ). We also set V^+_1 = V_1 ∩ V^+ and V^−_1 = V_1 ∩ V^−. For every f ∈ I_±(α) the action of (O(V^+) × O(V^−)) ∩ M = {±1} × O(V^+_1 ) × O(V^−_1 ) on f|_K factors through the subgroup

4 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

{±1}. Hence the Frobenius reciprocity shows that the O(V^+) × O(V^−)-types of I_+(α) and I_−(α) are equivalent to

(2.5) ⨁ m,n∈N m+n: even

H^m(V^+) ⊠ H^n(V^−) and ⨁ m,n∈N m+n: odd

H^m(V^+) ⊠ H^n(V^−)

respectively, where H^l(V^±) denotes the space of spherical harmonic polynomials on V^+ = R^{b+} , or V^− = R^{b−} , of degree l.

Denote by X^0 ⊂ V the light cone of nonzero isotropic vectors in V ; X^0 = {z ∈ V − {0} | (z, z) = 0}. We see that O(V ) acts transitively on X^0 and hence X_0 is the O(V )-orbit of the point z_0 ∈ X^0, (2.2). For any α ∈ C , we define S^α(X^0) = { f ∈ C^∞(X^0) | f(tz) = t^{−α}f(z), t ∈ R^×_{>0} , z ∈ X^0 } and its two subspaces S^{α±}(X^0) = {f ∈ S^α(X^0) | f(−z) = ±f(z)}. Each of these spaces is stable under the action of O(V ) defined by g · f(z) = f(g^{−1}z), z ∈ X^0, g ∈ O(V ), and we get the decomposition S^α(X^0) = S^{α+}(X^0) ⊕ S^{α−}(X^0). Furthermore if we set δ(f)(g) = g · f(z) for f ∈ S^{α±}(X^0) and g ∈ O(V ), then we can check that δ(f)(pg) = f(g^{−1}a^{−1}z) = χ^±_α (p)δ(f)(g) for every p = n_0(x)m_0(a, g_1) ∈ P , as well as that δ(f)(gh) = δ(h · f)(g) for h ∈ O(V ). Therefore the map δ : S^{α±}(X^0) ≃ I_±(α) gives an equivalence of O(V )-modules.

Denote by S^{b+−1} ≃ O(V^+)/O(V^+_1 ) the unit sphere in V^+ = R^{b+} . There is the well known decomposition C^∞(S^{b+−1} × S^{b−−1}) ≃ ∑ m,n∈N H^m(V^+) ⊠ H^n(V^−)

into the sum of inequivalent irreducible O(V^+)×O(V^−)-submodules. On the other hand for every x ∈ V let us write x = x^+ + x^− according to the decomposition V = V^+ ⊕ V^−. Then we have a diffeomorphism β : X^0 → S^{b+−1} × S^{b−−1} × R^×_{>0} defined by β(z) = ( z^+ ‖z^+‖ , z^− ‖z^−‖ , ‖z^+‖ )

with ‖w‖ = |(w, w)|^{1/2} on each quadratic space V^± (see [HT93, Scholium 2.1]). Combining these ingredients together, we can define an O(V^+) × O(V^−)-equivalent map j_{α,m,n} = j_α : H^m(V^+) ⊠ H^n(V^−) → S^{α+}(X^0) ⊕ S^{α−}(X^0) by putting (2.6) j_α(h_1 ⊗ h_2)(z) = h_1(z^+)h_2(z^−)‖z^+‖^{−α−m−n}, h_1 ∈ H^m(V^+), h_2 ∈ H^n(V^−) (see [HT93, Lemma 2.2]). Hence by taking composition with δ, any K-finite element in I_±(α) can be written as a linear combination of (2.7) h_1((g^{−1}z)^+)h_2((g^{−1}z)^−)‖(g^{−1}z)^+‖^{−α−m−n}, g ∈ O(V ),

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 5

with varying h_1 ∈ H^m(V^+) and h_2 ∈ H^n(V^−).

Now we recall the following result by Howe and Tan [HT93, Sections 2 and 3] (see also [Ko21, Proposition 2.4]):

Proposition 2.1. Suppose b^+ ≥ 2 and k +^{b+−b−}_2 > 1 for k ∈ N. Set ε = (−1)^k. Then I_ε(k + b^+ − 2) contains a unique irreducible submodule Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} . It is unitarizable and its O(V^+) × O(V^−)-types are given by ⨁ m,n∈N m−n∈2N+k H^m(V^+) ⊠ H^n(V^−).

Here we particularly focus on the component

(2.8) H^{k,0}(V ) = H^k(V^+) ⊠ H^0(V^−) = H^k(V^+) ⊠ 1

in the above O(V^+) × O(V^−)-types, which we call the minimal O(V^+) × O(V^−)-type of Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} . The observation (2.7) implies that any element in the minimal O(V^+) × O(V^−)- type can be written as

(2.9) f(g; h) = h((g^{−1}z)^+)‖(g^{−1}z)^+‖^{−2k−b++2}, g ∈ O(V ),

with varying h ∈ H^k(V^+).

3. Theta liftings

3.1. Generalized theta series. Let L be a nondegenerate even lattice of signature (b^+, b^−) (signature of L_R = L ⊗ R understood throughout). Put sig(L) = b^+ − b^−. Denote by L^′ the dual of L; L^′ = {λ ∈ L_Q = L ⊗ Q | (λ, μ) ∈ Z for all μ ∈ L}. We set q(λ) = (λ, λ)/2 for λ ∈ L_Q whose restriction to L then takes values in Z. Moreover the modulo 1 reduction of q on L^′ gives a Q /Z-valued quadratic form on the finite discriminant group D_L = L^′/L, whose associated Q /Z-valued bilinear form coincides with the modulo 1 reduction of the bilinear form on L^′.

The group O(L) of automorphisms of L gives a discrete subgroup of the Lie group O(L_R). Let SO^+(L_R) be the connected component of O(L_R) and set SO^+(L) = O(L) ∩ SO^+(L_R). Since L^′ is stable under SO^+(L), we find that SO^+(L) acts on D_L. Then we define the discriminant kernel

(3.1) Γ_L = {g ∈ SO^+(L) | gλ − λ ∈ L for all λ ∈ L^′}.

We fix an isometric isomorphism v_0 from (L_R, q) to the space (V, Q) defined in (2.1). For every x ∈ L_R, we write v_0(x) = v^+_0 (x) + v^−_0 (x) according to the decomposition V = V^+ ⊕V^−. On the vector space V we shall consider the Laplacian Δ_b = ∑_b j=1 ∂^2/∂x^2_j associated with the definite form ∑_b j=1 x^2_j on R^b . We note that it differs from the Laplacian of (V, Q) invariant under O(V ). Denote by P^m(V ) be the space of all homogeneous polynomials on V of degree m. We say that p ∈ P^m(V ) is homogeneous of degree (m^+, m^−), if m = m^+ + m^− and p is homogeneous of degree m^+ in the first b^+ variables of V^+, and of degree m^− in the last b^− variables of V^−. We denote by P^{m+,m−} (V ) the subspace of all such polynomials. It should be emphasized that H^{k,0}(V ) = H^k(V^+) ⊠ 1 defined in (2.8) is regarded as a subspace of P^{k,0}(V ).

6 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

Now we take p(x) ∈ P^{k,0}(V ). Then for τ = x + iy ∈ H_1 (= the complex upper half plane), g ∈ O(L_R), and γ ∈ D_L, we define θ_{L+γ} (τ, g; p) = y^{b−2} ∑ λ∈L+γ [ exp ( − Δ_b 8πy ) p ] ( v_0(g^{−1}λ) ) (3.2) × e ( τQ(v^+_0 (g^{−1}λ)) + τ Q(v^−_0 (g^{−1}λ)) ) , where e(x) = e^{2πix} for x ∈ C . It will be useful to introduce a more general theta function defined by

(3.3) θ_{L+γ} ( τ, g; ( α β ) ; p ) = y^{b−2} ∑ λ∈L+γ [ exp ( − Δ_b 8πy ) p ] ( v_0(g^{−1}(λ + β)) )

× e ( τQ ( v^+_0 (g^{−1}(λ + β)) ) + τQ ( v^−_0 (g^{−1}(λ + β)) ) − ( λ + β 2 , α ) )

with additional α, β ∈ L_R.

Denote by Mp_2(R) the two-fold metaplectic cover of SL_2(R). It can be written as the group of pairs (A, ϕ(τ)), where A = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ SL_2(R) and ϕ : H_1 → C is a holomorphic function on H_1 = {z ∈ C | Im(z) > 0} satisfying ϕ(τ)^2 = cτ + d. The product rule is defined by (A, ϕ_1(τ))·(B, ϕ_2(τ)) = (AB, ϕ_1(Bτ)ϕ_2(τ)), where Aτ = (aτ +b)(cτ +d)^{−1} is the standard action of SL_2(R) on H_1 . We write Mp_2(Z) for the inverse image of SL_2(Z) under the covering map. Given an even lattice L, we let e_γ for γ ∈ D_L be the basis of C [D_L ] so that e_γ e_δ = e_{γ+δ}. We then put an inner product ⟨·, ·⟩_L on C [D_L ] as

(3.4) ⟨ ∑ γ∈D_L a_γ e_γ , ∑ δ∈D_L b_δe_δ ⟩ L = ∑ γ∈D_L a_γ b_γ . Recall the Weil representation ρ_L : Mp_2(Z) → Aut C [D_L ] associated with L defined by

ρ_L(T )e_γ = e(q(γ))e_γ , ρ_L(S)e_γ = e(−sig(L)/8) √ |D_L| ∑ δ∈D_L e(−(γ, δ))e_δ, where S = ((_{0 −1} 1 0 ) , √ τ ) and T = ( (^{1 1}_{0 1} ) , 1 ) , the standard generators of Mp_2(Z). It is unitary with respect to the inner product (3.4).

Now we define the C [D_L ]-valued theta function

(3.5) Θ_L ( τ, g; ( α β ) ; p ) = ∑ γ∈D_L θ_{L+γ} ( τ, g; ( α β ) ; p ) e_γ .

If α = β = 0, then we will write Θ_L (τ, g; (^0 ) ; p) simply as Θ_L(τ, g; p). Since Γ_L acts on D_L trivially, we see that Θ_L(τ, g; p) is left Γ_L-invariant. On the other hand, [Bo98, Theorem 4.1] shows that (3.5) satisfies the following transformation formula:

Proposition 3.1. Let k ∈ N and suppose p(x) ∈ P^{k,0}(V ). Then

(3.6) Θ_L ( Mτ, g; ( aα + bβ cα + dβ ) ; p ) = ϕ(τ)^{2k+sig(L)}ρ_L(M, ϕ)Θ_L ( τ, g; ( α β ) ; p )

for every (M, ϕ) ∈ Mp_2(Z) with M = (_{a b} c d ) ∈ SL_2(Z).

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 7

3.2. Lifts of vector-valued modular forms. Let ν ∈^1_2 Z and assume that ν ≥^3_2 . A C [D_L ]-valued holomorphic function f on H_1 is called a holomorphic modular form of weight ν and type ρ_L for the group Mp_2(Z), if f(Mτ) = ϕ(τ)^{2ν} ρ_L(M, ϕ)f(τ) for every (M, ϕ) ∈ Mp_2(Z) and f is holomorphic at the cusp i∞. Such a modular form has a Fourier expansion of the form

(3.7) f(τ) = ∑ γ∈D_L f_{L+γ} (τ)e_γ = ∑ γ∈D_L ∑ n∈q(γ)+Z c(n, γ)e(nτ)e_γ , where c(n, γ) = 0 if n < 0. If furthermore c(0, γ) = 0 for all γ ∈ D_L, then we say that f(τ) is cuspidal. We denote by S_ν (D_L) the space of holomorphic cusp forms of weight ν and type ρ_L. If f, g are modular forms of the same weight ν and type ρ_L, and at least one of f and g is cuspidal, then we can consider their Petersson inner product

(3.8) (f, g)_τ = ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ⟨ f(τ), g(τ) ⟩ Ly^ν dxdy y^2 . Now set ν = k +^{sig(L)}_2 with k ∈ N and suppose that ν >^3_2 . Then Proposition 3.1 allows us to define

(3.9) ϑ_L(f; p)(g) = (f(τ), Θ_L(τ, g; p))_τ

for every f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L) and p(x) ∈ P^{k,0}(V ). Here it should be noted that Θ_L(τ, g; p) is not holomorphic in τ when b^− > 0, but the definition (3.8) still has a meaning. Consequently the pairing (3.9) gives a left Γ_L-invariant function on O(L_R), and we will investigate it, a lifting of f(τ) to O(L_R), precisely in the subsequent sections.

4. Theta lifts of Poincaré series

In this section we will consider the liftings (3.9) of Poincaré series belonging to S_ν (D_L) by exploiting the theory of harmonic polynomials, [Vi68].

4.1. Representations of O(n). The space P^{k,0}(V ) is naturally identified with P^k(V^+) of homogeneous polynomials of degree k on V^+ = R^{b+} , on which O(V^+) acts. Then we recall the O(n)-module structure of P^k(R^n ) described by Vilenkin [Vi68, Chapter IX].

Consider the Euclidean space R^n with the standard orthonormal basis {e_j }^n_{j=1}, where e_j is the unit vector with 1 on j-th entry, 0 others. We write x = ∑ x_ie_i ∈ R^n as x =^t(x_1, . . . , x_n) with ‖x‖^2 = ∑_n j=1 x^2_j positive definite. The Laplacian on R^n is given by Δ_n = ∑_n j=1 ∂^2/∂x^2_j . It is invariant under the O(n)-action g·f(x) = f(g^{−1}x), f ∈ P^k(R^n ).

Let H^k(R^n ) be the subspace of harmonic polynomials in P^k(R^n );

H^k(R^n ) = {f ∈ P^k(R^n ) | Δ_nf = 0}.

As is well known, H^k(R^n ) is an irreducible O(n)-module and P^k(R^n ) is decomposed into the sum

(4.1) P^k(R^n ) = ⨁ 0≤j≤[^k_2 ] ‖x‖^{2j} H^{k−2j}(R^n ).

8 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

For every p(x) ∈ P^k(R^n ) let us set

(4.2) Hp(x) =

[^k_2 ]∑ j=0 (−1)^j Γ (_n 2 + k − j − 1 ) 4^j j!Γ (_n 2 + k − 1 ) ‖x‖^{2j} Δ^j_np(x). Then Hp(x) ∈ H^k(R^n ) and H(Hp) = Hp. Therefore the linear map H gives the orthogonal projection from P^k(R^n ) onto H^k(R^n ) in (4.1) (see [Vi68, p.446, (15)]).

Next we consider the decomposition of H^k(R^n ) restricted to the subgroup O(n − 1) that stabilizes the point^t(1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ R^n . For each fixed integer l, the polynomials H(x^{k−l}_1 h(x^′)) with varying h(x^′) ∈ H^l(R^{n−1} ), x^′ =^t(x_2, . . . , x_n) ∈ R^{n−1} , span a subspace of H^k(R^n ) that we denoted by H^{nkl}. According to [Vi68, Chapter IX, §3.5], we then obtain

(4.3) H^k(R^n ) = k⨁ l=0 H^{nkl}, which is indeed the irreducible decomposition of H^k(R^n ) as an O(n − 1)-module. By definition (4.2), we see that

(4.4) H(x^{k−l}_1 h(x^′)) = h(x^′)Hx^{k−l}_1 = (k − l)! 2^{k−l} ‖x‖^{k−l}C^{n−22 +l}_{k−l} ( x_1 ‖x‖ ) h(x^′) (see [Vi68, p. 465, (9)]), where C^λ_n (z) (λ > 0) is the Gegenbauer polynomial

C^λ_n (z) =

[^n_2 ]∑ j=0 (−1)^kΓ(λ + n − j) j!(n − 2j)!Γ(λ) (2z)^{n−2j} . This and (4.3) then imply that any element of H^k(R^n ) is written as a linear sum of products of h ∈ H^{k−l}(R^{n−1} ) and the Gegenbauer polynomials. By induction on n, this yields

Proposition 4.1. ([Vi68, p.466, (2)]) Suppose n ≥ 2 and take the standard ordered orthonormal basis {e_j }^n_{j=1} of R^n as above. Then H^k(R^n ) has a basis {h^n_κ(x)}_κ consisting of the polynomials h^n_κ(x) = (x_{n−1} ± ix_n)^{kn−2} n−3∏ j=0 ‖x‖^{kj −kj+1} j C^{kj+1+ n−j−22} k_j −k_{j+1} ( x_{j+1} ‖x‖_j ) , where ‖x‖^2_j = x^2_{j+1} + · · · + x^2_n and κ = (k_0, k_1, . . . , k_{n−3}, ±k_{n−2}) varies over all multiindices in Z^{n−1} such that k = k_0 ≥ k_1 ≥ · · · ≥ k_{n−2} ≥ 0. If n = 2, we understand that κ = ±k with an integer k ≥ 0, and h^2_{±k}(x) = (x_1 ± ix_2)^k.

Remark 4.1. We note that the operator H is written as a polynomial of Δ_n. It implies that the characterization of h^n_κ(x) using the coordinates x_j in Proposition 4.1 naturally transforms under the action of O(n) on ordered orthonormal bases of R^n . Therefore we may keep the same symbol h^n_κ(x), x ∈ R^n , to denote the bases of H^k(R^n ) regardless of the particular choice of ordered orthonormal basis of R^n . This convention must be kept in mind when a choice of an ordered orthonormal basis is strictly considered.

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 9

4.2. Theta lifts of Poincaré series. Let L be an even lattice of signature (b^+, b^−) as before. For a C [D_L ]-valued function f(τ) on H_1 , we define an action of (M, ϕ) ∈ Mp_2(Z) by f|_{ν,L}(M, ϕ)(τ) = ϕ(τ)^{−2ν} ρ_L(M, ϕ)^{−1}f(Mτ), ν = k + sig(L) 2 . Suppose that ν ≥^3_2 . For every β ∈ D_L, 0 < m ∈ Q(β) + Z, and τ ∈ H_1 , we put e_β(mτ) = e(mτ)e_β . Then we define the C [D_L ]-valued Poincaré series P_{m,β}(τ) of weight ν and index (m, β) by

(4.5) P_{m,β}(τ) = 1 2 ∑ (M,ϕ)∈ ~Γ_∞\Mp_2(Z) e_β(mτ)|_{ν,L}(M, ϕ), where ~Γ_∞ = ⟨T ⟩. It belongs to S_κ(D_L) and satisfies (f(τ), P_{m,β}(τ))_τ = 2Γ(ν − 1) (4πm)^{ν−1} c(m, β) for every cusp form f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L) having the Fourier expansion (3.7) (see [Br02, Theorem 1.4 and Proposition 1.5]).

Now we describe the theta liftings (3.9) of P_{m,β}(τ). Theorem 4.2. Suppose that p(x) ∈ P^{k,0}(V ). Then

(4.6) ϑ_L(P_{m,β}; p)(g) = 2Γ ( k +^{b+}_2 − 1 ) (2π)^{k+ b+}2^{−1} ∑ λ∈L+β Q(λ)=m Hp ( v^+_0 (g^{−1}λ) ) ‖v^+_0 (g^{−1}λ)‖^{2k+b+−2} ,

where Hp is the projection of p defined in (4.2). In particular, one has ϑ_L(P_{m,β}; p)(g) = ϑ_L(P_{m,β}; Hp)(g). Proof. Definition (4.5) and Proposition 3.1 imply that ϑ_L(P_{m,β}; p)(g) is equal to 1 2 ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ∑ (M,ϕ)∈Γ̃_∞\Mp_2(Z) ⟨ e_β(mMτ), ρ_L(M, ϕ)Θ_L(τ, g; p) ⟩ Lϕ(τ)^{−2ν} y^ν dxdy y^2 = ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ∑ M∈Γ_∞\SL_2(Z) ⟨ e_β(mMτ), Θ_L(Mτ, g; p) ⟩ LIm(Mτ)^ν dxdy y^2

with Γ_∞ = ⟨ (^{1 1}_{0 1} )⟩ ⊂ SL_2(Z). By the unfolding argument, we can compute it as 2 ∫_∞ 0 ∫_1 0 e(mτ)θ_{L+β} (τ, g; p)y^ν dydx y^2 = 2 ∑ λ∈L+β Q(λ)=m

∫_∞ 0 [ exp ( − Δ_b+_{+b}− 8πy ) p ] (v_0(g^{−1}λ))exp ( −4πQ(v^+_0 (g^{−1}λ))y ) y^{k+ b+2 −1} dy y .

Now putting the right-hand side of [ exp ( − Δ_b+_{+b}− 8πy ) p ] (v_0(g^{−1}λ)) =

[^k_2 ]∑ j=0 (−1)^j [Δ^j_{b+} p](v^+_0 (g^{−1}λ)) j!(8πy)^j

10 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

into the final line above and carrying out the integrals over y, we then obtain (4.6). Since H(Hp) = Hp, the identity (4.6) concludes the second assertion. □

Since the family of Poincaré series (4.5) span the space S_κ(D_L), Theorem 4.2 gives the following important identities:

Corollary 4.3. For every p(x) ∈ P^{k,0}(V ) and f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L), one has ϑ_L(f; p)(g) = ϑ_L(f; Hp)(g). 4.3. Theta lifts of vector-valued modular forms. We have a natural equivalence P^{k,0}(V ) ≃ P^k(V^+) ⊠ 1 as O(V^+) × O(V^−)-modules. Then H^{k,0}(V ) = H^k(V^+) ⊠ 1 is identified with H^k(V^+) as O(V^+)-modules. The fixed isometry v_0 determines a maximal compact subgroup K_{v0} of O(L_R) that preserves the pullback of the decomposition V = V^+ ⊕ V^− to L_R. Thus K_{v0} is isomorphic to O(V^+) × O(V^−) and acts on H_k = H^{k,0}(V ). Denote by τ_k this K_{v0} -representation on H_k and let τ^∨_k be its dual representation on H^∨_k = Hom_C (H_k, C ). For any basis A = {h} of H_k, we take its dual basis {h^∨} of H^∨_k . Then we define a H^∨_k -valued function on O(L_R) by

(4.7) ϑ_L(f)(g) = ∑ h∈A ϑ_L(f; h)(g)h^∨ for every f ∈ S_ν (D_L), which satisfies ϑ_L(f)(g)(h) = ϑ_L(f; h)(g) for every h ∈ H_k. Clearly it does not depend on any choice of A. The following properties are direct consequences of the left Γ_L-invariance of theta series and the definitions (3.9) and (4.7):

Lemma 4.4. For every h ∈ H_k, γ ∈ Γ_L, and w ∈ K_{v0} one has

ϑ_L(f; h)(γgw) = ϑ_L(f; τ_k(w)h)(g) and ϑ_L(f)(γgw^{−1}) = τ^∨_k (w)ϑ_L(f)(g).

5. Fourier expansions of theta liftings

Let L be an even lattice of signature (b^+, b^−). In this section, we will compute the Fourier expansions of the lifting ϑ_L(f)(g) defined in (4.7). Borcherds [Bo98] established a general method to compute the expansions of theta liftings by decomposing Θ_L into a combination of generalized theta series associated to a smaller lattice. Our idea is to combine his arguments with our observation obtained in Corollary 4.3.

5.1. A smaller lattice and a maximal Q -parabolic subgroup. Firstly let us recall the arguments in [Bo98] and [Br02]. Take and fix any primitive isotropic vector z ∈ L and an element z^′ ∈ L^′ with (z, z^′) = 1. Then we can take the lattice L_1 = L ∩ ⟨z⟩^⊥ ∩ ⟨z^′⟩^⊥ and its dual L^′_1 ⊂ (L_1)_Q . Over Q we have the orthogonal decomposition (5.1) L_Q = (L_1)_Q ⊕ ⟨z, z^′⟩_Q , and hence L_1 is an even lattice of signature (b^+ − 1, b^− − 1). For each x ∈ L_R let x_{L1} be the orthogonal projection of x to the subspace (L_1)_R, which is explicitly given by x_{L1} = x − (x, z)z^′ − ( (x, z^′) − (x, z)(z^′, z^′) ) z. Denote by P_z be the maximal Q -parabolic subgroup of O(L_R) stabilizing the isotropic line ⟨z⟩. It admits the Levi decomposition P_z = M_zN_z with the abelian unipotent radical N_z and the Levi subgroup M_z = P_z ∩ P_z′_{−q(z}′_{)z}, where P_z′_{−q(z}′_{)z} is the maximal

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 11

Q -parabolic subgroup stabilizing the isotropic line ⟨z^′ − q(z^′)z⟩. We have group isomorphisms n_z : (L_1)_R ≃ N_z and m_z : GL_1(R) × O((L_1)_R) ≃ M_z, which are characterized by the following identities: n_z(u)z = z, n_z(u)x = −(u, x)z + x, n_z(u)z^′ = −q(u)z + u + z^′, (5.2)

m_z(a, g_1)z = az, m_z(a, g_1)x = g_1x, m_z(a, g_1)z^′ = a^{−1}z^′ + (a − a^{−1})q(z^′)z

(5.3)

for every u, x ∈ (L_1)_R, a ∈ R^× , and g_1 ∈ O((L_1)_R). We note that P_z stabilizes the sequence Qz ⊂ (L_1)_Q ⊕ Qz ⊂ L_Q .

Recall the fixed isometry v_0 : (L_R, q) ≃ (V, Q). Denote by L^±_R the inverse images of V^± under v_0. Once again, we write every x ∈ L_R as x = x^+ + x^− according to the orthogonal decomposition L_R = L^+_R ⊕ L^−_R . For the fixed z ∈ L we put

(5.4) z^∗ = z^+ − z^− 2‖z^+‖^2 ∈ L_R, then q(z^∗) = 0 and (z, z^∗) = 1. Hence ⟨z, z^∗⟩ = ⟨z^+⟩ ⊕ ⟨z^−⟩ is a hyperbolic plane in L_R, and provides the other orthogonal decomposition of L_R than (5.1):

(5.5) L_R = W_R ⊕ ⟨z, z^∗⟩, W_R = ⟨z^+⟩^⊥ ∩ ⟨z^−⟩^⊥.

We denote by x_W the orthogonal projection of x ∈ L_R to W_R. Of course the hyperbolic planes ⟨z, z^′⟩ and ⟨z, z^∗⟩ do not coincide in general, but the map x → x_W induces an isometric isomorphism (L_1)_R ≃ W_R by the following reasons: if x ∈ ⟨z⟩^⊥ = W_R ⊕ ⟨z⟩, then we have x_W = x−(x, z^∗)z and ‖x‖ = ‖x_W ‖, and by definition we have (L_1)_R ⊂ ⟨z⟩^⊥ and (L_1)_R ∩ ⟨z⟩ = {0}.

We also define a linear map v_1 from L_R into V as

(5.6) v_1(x) = v_0(x_W ), x ∈ L_R.

In particular, v_1 vanishes on ⟨z^+⟩ ⊕ ⟨z^−⟩ = ⟨z, z^∗⟩, and its restriction to (L_1)_R gives an isometry of (L_1)_R onto its image v_1((L_1)_R) = v_0(W_R) = v_1(L_R).

Lemma 5.1. Let g_z = n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z. Then one has that v_1(g^{−1}_z x) = v_1(g^{−1}_1 x_{L1} ) for every x ∈ (L_1)_R ⊕ ⟨z⟩, and also that (g^{−1}_z z^∗)_{L1} = g^{−1}_1 (z^∗)_{L1} − u.

Proof. Since v_1 vanishes on ⟨z⟩, the first assertion follows from (5.2) and (5.3). The condition that (z, z^∗) = 1 implies that z^∗ = cz + z^′ + (z^∗)_{L1} with c ∈ R. Then (5.2) and (5.3) conclude the second assertion. □

5.2. Reduction of theta series to smaller lattices. In this section we suppose that b^+ > 2. Keep z ∈ L, z^′ ∈ L^′, and P_z as defined earlier. As to the map v_1 in (5.6), we write v_1(x) = v^+_1 (x) + v^−_1 (x) for every x ∈ L_R according to the decomposition V = V^+ ⊕ V^−. Take 0 ≠ v^+_0 (z)/‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ∈ V^+, and extend it to an ordered orthonormal basis of V^+ by taking appropriate elements of v^+_1 (L_R). This new basis differs from the original one {e_1, . . . , e_b+ } only by the O(V^+)-action, and we treat each h^{b+}_κ (x) ∈ H^{k,0}(V ) using this new basis after Remark 4.1.

With reference to (4.3) and Proposition 4.1, we define polynomials

(5.7) p_κ(v_0(x)) = ( v_0(x), v^+_0 (z) ‖v^+_0 (z)‖ )_{k0−k1} h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (v^+_1 (x))

12 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

for x ∈ L_R, κ = (k_0, k_1, . . . , ±k_b+_{−2}) with k = k_0 ≥ k_1 ≥ · · · ≥ k_b+_{−2} ≥ 0, where we set κ^{(1)} = (k_1, . . . , ±k_b+_{−2}) in the right-hand side. By definition we see that p_κ(v_0(x)) = p_κ(v^+_0 (x)), and hence p_κ ∈ P^{k,0}(V ). By (4.4), we note that

(5.8) Hp_κ(v_0(x)) =

(k_0 − k_1)! 2^{k0−k1} h^{b+}_κ (v_0(x)).

Thus {Hp_κ}_κ gives a basis of H^{k,0}(V ). Combined with Corollary 4.3, the polynomials p_κ play an auxiliary role in our computation of the Fourier expansion of ϑ_L(f; h^{b+}_κ )(g).

Let N be the positive integer uniquely determined by (L, z) = NZ and ζ ∈ L be a vector satisfying (ζ, z) = N. Then L can be written as (5.9) L = L_1 ⊕ Zζ ⊕ Zz as an additive group (see [Br02, Proposition 2.2]).

Lemma 5.2. Suppose b^+ > 2. Let z ∈ L be a primitive isotropic vector, and let p_κ be as in (5.7). For every γ ∈ D_L and g_z = n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z, one has

θ_{L+γ} (τ, g_z; p_κ) = y^{b−−1}2 a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∑ λ∈L_1⊕Zζ+γ ∑ n∈Z ( (λ, z)τ + n −2iy )_{k0−k1} h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (v^+_1 (g^{−1}_z λ))

×e ( τQ(v^+_1 (g^{−1}_z λ)) + τQ(v^−_1 (g^{−1}_z λ)) − n(λ, ag_zz^∗) − a^2|(λ, z)τ + n|^2 4iy‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 ) . Proof. Let us write v^±_0 (g^{−1}_z u) simply as v^±(u) and also set f(λ, v; n) = y^{b−2} [ exp ( − Δ 8πy ) p_κ ] (v^+(λ + nz))e ( τQ(v^+(λ + nz)) + τQ(v^−(λ + nz)) ) . The Poisson summation formula and (5.9) imply that θ_{L+γ} (τ, g; p_κ) is equal to ∑ λ∈L_1⊕Zζ+γ ∑ n∈Z f(λ, v; n) = ∑ λ∈L_1⊕Zζ+γ ∑ n∈Z ^f(λ, v; n), where ^f(λ, v; n) is the partial Fourier transform of f(λ, v; n) in the variable n. We refer to [Bo98, p.509] for the explicit description of the factor [exp(−Δ/8πy)p_κ](v^+(λ + nz)) occurring in f(λ, v; n). Then we follow the computation of ^f(λ, v; n) given in the proof of [Bo98, Lemma 5.1] with noting that g^{−1}_z z = a^{−1}z, and hence h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (v^+_1 (g^{−1}_z (λ + nz))) = h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (v^+_1 (g^{−1}_z (λ))). Since Δh^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} = 0, we conclude the required equality. □ Take a sublattice M^′ = {λ ∈ L^′ | (λ, z) ≡ 0 mod N} of L^′. Then there is a projection map π : M^′ → L^′_1 defined by

(5.10) π(λ) = λ_{L1} − (λ, z) N ζ_{L1} , λ ∈ M^′ (see [Br02, p.41, (2.7)]). It satisfies that π(L) = L_1, and thus induces a surjective map M^′/L → L^′_1/L_1 = D_{L1} , which we also denote by π.

For every g_z = n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z, we put (5.11) μ(g_z) = −z^′ + ag_zz^∗ = −z^′ + z^∗ + u − q(u)z. Then μ(g_z) ∈ ⟨z⟩^⊥ = W_R ⊕ ⟨z⟩ = (L_1)_R ⊕ ⟨z⟩. Now we recall the reduction formula of θ_{L+γ} (see [Bo98, Theorem 5.2] and [Br02, Theorem 2.4]):

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 13

Proposition 5.3. Suppose b^+ > 2. Let γ ∈ L^′ and g_z = n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z. For every p_κ ∈ P^{k,0}(V ) defined in (5.7), θ_{L+γ} (τ, g_z; p_κ) is equal to a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∑ c,d∈Z c≡(γ,z) mod N

( cτ + d −2iy )_{k0−k1} e ( −a^2|cτ + d|^2 4iy‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 − d(γ, z^′) + cd(z^′, z^′) 2 )

× θ_{L1+π(γ−cz}′_) ( τ, g_1; ( dμ(g_z)_{L1} −cμ(g_z)_{L1} ) ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ) . Proof. Write γ ∈ L^′ as γ = γ_{L1} +a_γ z^′ +b_γ z ∈ (L_1)_R ⊕⟨z^′, z⟩ with γ_{L1} ∈ L^′_1, a_γ = (γ, z) ∈ Z, and b_γ = (γ, z^′) − (γ, z)(z^′, z^′) ∈ Q . In particular, every λ ∈ L_1 ⊕ Zζ + γ can be uniquely written as λ = λ_{L1} + cz^′ + f(c, γ)z with c ∈ Z, c ≡ a_γ mod N, λ_{L1} ∈ L_1 + γ_{L1} + (c − a_γ )ζ_{L1} /N, and f(c, γ) = b_γ +^{(c−aγ )bζ}_N where b_ζ = (ζ, z^′) − (ζ, z)(z^′, z^′) ∈ Q so that ζ = ζ_{L1} + Nz^′ + b_ζ . Then we observe that γ − cz^′ ∈ M^′ and π(γ − cz^′) = γ_{L1} + (c − a_γ )ζ_{L1} /N, and hence that λ_{L1} ∈ L_1 + π(γ − cz^′).

By Lemma 5.2, θ_{L+γ} (τ, g_z; p_ν ) is written as y^{b−−1}2 a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∑ c,d∈Z c≡(γ,z) (N) ∑ λ_{L1} ∈L_1+π(γ−cz^′) ( cτ + d −2iy )_{k0−k1} h^{b+−1}_{ν1} ( v^+_1 ( g^{−1}_z (λ_{L1} + cz^′) ))

× e ( τQ ( v^+_1 ( g^{−1}_z (λ_{L1} + cz^′) )) + τQ ( v^−_1 ( g^{−1}_z (λ_{L1} + cz^′) ))) × e ( −d ( λ_{L1} + cz^′ + f(c, γ)z, ag_zz^∗ ) − a^2|cτ + d|^2 4iy‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 ) , where we have used v^±_1 (z) = 0, (z, z) = 0, and (λ_{L1} + cz^′, z) = c. Lemma 5.1 and the remark that μ(g_z) ∈ (L_1)_R ⊕ ⟨z⟩ imply that v^±_1 (g^{−1}_z (λ_{L1} + cz^′)) = v^±_1 (g^{−1}_z (λ_{L1} − cμ(g_z)) + acz^∗) = v^±_1 (g^{−1}_1 (λ_{L1} − cμ(g_z)_{L1} )).

Regarding definition (3.3), it remains therefore to prove the identities − d(λ_{L1} + cz^′ + f(c, γ)z, ag_zz^∗) (5.12) ≡ − ( λ_{L1} − cμ(g_z)_{L1} 2 , dμ(g_z)_{L1} ) − d(γ, z^′) + (z^′, z^′)cd 2 mod 1.

Since (z, ag_zz^∗) = 1, we find that −d(f(c, γ)z, ag_zz^∗) ≡ −d(γ, z^′) + cd(z^′, z^′) mod 1 as in [Br02, p.44]. On the other hand, the identity −d(λ_{L1} + cz^′, ag_zz^∗) = − ( λ_{L1} − c 2 μ(g_z), dμ(g_z) ) − cd 2 (z^′, z^′)

is obtained from the calculation in [Br02, pp.44-45], where the first term in the righthand side depends only on μ(g_z)_{L1} . These conclude (5.12), and the proof is completed. □

14 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

5.3. Fourier expansions of theta lifts. For f(τ) = ∑ γ∈D_L fL+γ (τ)eγ ∈ Sν (DL) and r, t ∈ Z, we define a C [D_{L1} ]-valued function f_{L1} ( τ; ( r t )) = ∑ λ∈D_{L1} f_{L1+λ} ( τ; ( r t ))

by putting f_{L1+λ} ( τ; ( r t )) = ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=λ e ( −r(δ, z^′) − rt (z^′, z^′) 2 ) f_{L+δ+tz}′ (τ).

Then it satisfies the relations

(5.13) f_{L1} ( Mτ; M ( r t )) = ϕ(τ)^{2ν} ρ_{L1} (M, ϕ)f_{L1} ( τ; ( r t ))

for all (M, ϕ) ∈ Mp_2(Z) (see [Bo98, Theorem 5.3] and [Br02, Theorem 2.6]). We write f_{L1} (τ; 0, 0) simply as f_{L1} (τ), then f_{L1} (τ) ∈ S_ν (D_{L1} ).

Recall the basis {h^{b+}_κ }_κ of H^{k,0}(V ) in Proposition 4.1.

Theorem 5.4. Suppose b^+ > 2. Take f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L), ν = k +^{sig(L)}_2 , with the Fourier expansion (3.7). Then the value ϑ_L(f; h^{b+}_κ )(g_z) at g_z = n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z is equal to δ_{kk1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ( f_{L1} (τ), Θ_{L1} (τ, g_1; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ) ) τ + (−i)^{k−k1} (a/|a|)^{k−k1} |a|^{k+ b+−1}2 2^{k1+ b+}2^{−3}(k − k_1)!‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k+ b+−1}2 ∑ λ∈L^′_1 q(λ)>0

(∑ n|λ n^{k+ b+−32} ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=λ/n e ( (nδ, z^′) ) c (q(λ) n^2 , δ ))

× e ( (λ, u + ag_1(z^∗)_{L1} )

) h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ))

‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖^{k1+ b+−3}2

K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} ( 2π|a|‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖ ‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ) , where the sum ∑ n|λ runs over all n ∈ N with λ/n ∈ L^′_1, and K_α(z) denotes the standard K-Bessel function.

Proof. According to Corollary 4.3 and (5.8), it suffices to evaluate ϑ_L(f)(g_z; p_κ) = (f(τ), Θ_L(τ, g_z; p_κ))_τ for p_κ ∈ P^{k,0}(V ) in (5.7). During this proof we write μ(g_z) simply as μ. By (5.11) we then see that μ_{L1} = u + ag_1(z^∗)_{L1} (thus we have μ_{L1} = u in the special case where ⟨z, z^∗⟩ = ⟨z, z^′⟩). By Proposition 5.3 we can write ϑ_L(f)(g_z; p_κ) as a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ∑ c,d∈Z e ( −a^2|cτ + d| 4iy‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 ) ∑ γ∈D_L (γ,z)≡c (N) f_{L+γ} (τ)

× e ( d(γ, z^′) − cd(z^′, z^′) 2 ) ( cτ + d 2iy )_{k0−k1} θ_{L1+π(γ−cz}′_) ( τ, g_1; ( dμ_{L1} −cμ_{L1} ) ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ) y^ν dxdy y^2 .

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 15

Then the term of c = d = 0 vanishes unless k_0 = k_1, and hence equals δ_{kk1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ∑ λ∈D_{L1} ( ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=λ f_{L+δ}(τ) ) θ_{L1+λ} ( τ, g_1; h^{b+−1}_{(k,k2,...,±kb+−1)} ) y^ν dxdy y^2

= δ_{kk1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ( f_{L1} (τ), Θ_{L1} (τ, g_1; h^{b+−1}_{(k,k2,...,±kb+−1)}) ) τ , when κ is of form κ = (k, k, . . .) (in this case, h^{b+}_κ depends only on b^+ − 1 variables from the start, and we can identify h^{b+}_κ with h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} as polynomials).

To compute the remaining terms, we change γ to γ + cz^′ for each pair (c, d). Then the integral of the sum over (c, d) ≠ (0, 0) becomes a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2(2i)^{k0−k1} ‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ∑ (c,d)≠(0,0) e ( −a^2|cτ + d|^2 4iy‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 ) (cτ + d)^{k0−k1}

× ∑ γ∈D_{L1} f_{L1+γ} ( τ; ( −d c )) θ_{L1+γ} ( τ, g_1; ( dμ_{L1} −cμ_{L1} ) ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ) y^{ν−(k0−k1)}y^{−2}dxdy

By replacing the sum over (c, d) ≠ (0, 0) by a sum over (nc, nd) with c, d coprime and n > 0, we get a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2(2i)^{k0−k1} ‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ∞∑ n=1 n^{k0−k1} ∑ (c,d)=1 e ( −a^2n^2|cτ + d|^2 4iy‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 ) (cτ + d)^{k0−k1}

× ⟨ f_{L1} ( τ; ( −nd nc )) , Θ_{L1} ( τ, g_1; ( ndμ_{L1} −ncμ_{L1} ) ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )⟩ y^{ν−(k0−k1)} dxdy y^2 . By Proposition 3.1 and (5.13), this becomes a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2(2i)^{k0−k1} ‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∫ SL_2(Z)\H_1 ∑ n>0 n^{k0−k1} ∑ M∈Γ_∞\SL_2(Z) e ( −a^2n^2 4iIm(Mτ)‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 )

× ⟨ f_{L1} ( Mτ; ( −n 0 )) , Θ_{L1} ( Mτ, g_1; ( nμ_{L1} 0 ) ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )⟩ Im(Mτ)^{ν−(k0−k1)} dxdy y^2 = 2a^{k0−k1} |a| √ 2(2i)^{k0−k1} ‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k0−k1+1} ∫_∞ 0 ∑ n>0 n^{k0−k1} e ( −a^2n^2 4iy‖v^+_0 (z)‖^2 )

× ∫_1 0 ⟨ f_{L1} ( τ; ( −n 0 )) , Θ_{L1} ( τ, g_1; ( nμ_{L1} 0 ) ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )⟩ dxy^{ν−(k0−k1)−2}dy. We insert the Fourier expansion of f_{L1} and the definition (3.3) of theta series to compute the integral in x. After that we use the formula ∫_∞ 0 e^{−Ay−B/y}y^{ν−1}dy = 2(B/A)^{ν/2}K_ν (2 √ AB)

16 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

to compute the integral in y. After these steps the above expression becomes (−ia)^{k−k1} |a|^{k1+ b+−1}2 2^{k+ b+}2^{−3}‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k+ b+−1}2 ∑ λ∈L^′_1 q(λ)>0 ∞∑ n=1 n^{k+ b+−32} ( ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=λ e ( (nδ, z^′) ) c(q(λ), δ) )

× e ( (nλ, u + ag_1(z^∗)_{L1} )

) h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)) ‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖^{k1+ b+−3}2

K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} ( 2πn|a|‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖ ‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ) , which concludes the claimed identity. □

We focus on the factor (5.14) ϑ_{L1} (f_{L1} ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )(g_1) = (f_{L1} (τ), Θ_{L1} (τ, g_1; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ))_τ

occurring in the constant term of ϑ_L(f; h^{b+}_κ )(g_z) in Theorem 5.4. Let Γ_{L1} be the discriminant kernel in SO^+(L_1). By definition (5.14) satisfies Lemma 5.5. Suppose b^+ > 2 and k = k_1 for κ. Then for every γ ∈ Γ_{L1} , w ∈ M_z ∩ K_{v0} , ϑ_{L1} (f_{L1} ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )(γg_1w) = ϑ_{L1} (f_{L1} ; τ_k(w)h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )(g_1), g_1 ∈ O((L_1)_R).

On the other hand, our choice of the Levi subgroup M_z ⊂ P_z guarantees Lemma 5.6. [Ze20a, Proposition 3.2] One has Γ_L ∩ M_z = {m_z(1, γ) | γ ∈ Γ_{L1} } ≃ Γ_{L1} . These two lemmas explain a complete recursive aspect of the expansion formula in Theorem 5.4.

When b^+ = 2, the Fourier expansion of ϑ_L(f; h^2_{±k})(g_z) was computed in [Bo98] by performing the binomial expansion of h^2_{±k}(x) inside his formula in [Bo98, Theorem 7.1]. Theorem 5.7. [Od77, Theorem 4], [Bo98, Theorem 14.3] Suppose L has signature (2, b^−) and k ≥ 2. Then ϑ_L(f; h^2_{±k})(g_z) at g_z = n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z is equal to 2a^k ‖v^+_0 (z)‖^k ∑ λ∈L^′_1, q(λ)>0 (v_1(λ),e_2)>0

(∑ n|λ n^{k−1} ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=∓λ/n e((nδ, z^′))c ( q(λ) n^2 , δ ))

× e((∓λ, u + ag_1(z^∗)_{L1} )) exp ( − 2π|a|‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖ ‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ) . 6. The square integrability In this section we will establish the square integrability of ϑ_L(f)(g) on Γ_L\O(L_R).

6.1. Rational parabolic subgroups. Let P be any Q-parabolic subgroup of O(L_R) with Levi decomposition P = MN. Then we consider the constant term

ϑ_L(f)_P (g) = ∫ Γ_L∩N\N ϑ_L(f)(ng)dn (6.1)

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 17

of the Fourier expansion of ϑ_L(f)(g) along P . It is again an H^∨_k -valued function on O(L_R). In particular if P = P_z, Section 5.1, and b^+ > 2, then we have seen that

(6.2) ϑ_L(f)_{Pz} (g_z)(h^{b+}_κ ) = δ_{kk1} |a| √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ϑ_{L1} (f_{L1} ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )(g_1)

for g_z = n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z in Theorem 5.4. On the other hand if b^+ = 2 and k ≥ 2, then Theorem 5.7 shows that ϑ_L(f)_{Pz} = 0.

As Lemmas 5.5 and 5.6 have suggested, we can repeat the argument in Section 5 to compute the Fourier expansion of ϑ_{L1} (f_{L1} ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )(g_1), (6.2), as long as we find a primitive isotropic vector in L_1. This observation motivates us to introduce a set L = {L_j }^s_{j=0} of smaller even lattices in L_R satisfying the following properties:

• L_0 = L;

• For j ≥ 0, there exists a pair (z_j , z^′_j) of a primitive isotropic vector z_j ∈ L_j and z^′_j ∈ L^′_j satisfying (z_j, z^′_j ) = 1 so that L_{j+1} = L_j ∩ ⟨z_j ⟩^⊥ ∩ ⟨z^′_j⟩^⊥, where L^′_j = {λ ∈ (L_j )_Q | (λ, μ) ∈ Z for all μ ∈ L_j };

• Consecutive inclusions L_{j+1} ⊂ L_j by definition, and L_s has no isotropic vector. Here are a few remarks. Obviously s ≤ min{b^+, b^−}. By restricting ( , ) to L_j , we have identified a primitive isotropic vector of L belonging to L_j with a primitive isotropic vector of L_j . Also we regard z^′_j as an element of L_Q by the inclusions L^′_j ⊂ (L_j )_Q ⊂ L_Q .

For any isotropic subspace U ⊂ L_Q we denote by P_U the maximal Q-parabolic subgroup of O(L_R) that stabilizes U. Now suppose L = {L_j }^s_{j=0}, and z_j ∈ L_j and z^′_j ∈ L^′_j for 0 ≤ j ≤ s − 1 are given as above. Then for each 0 ≤ r ≤ s − 1 we take the maximal Q -parabolic subgroup P_{Ur} of O(L_R) stabilizing U_r = ⟨z_0, . . . , z_r⟩_Q . Besides it, we define a linear map α from U^′_r = ⟨z^′_0, . . . , z^′_r⟩_Q to U_r by setting α(z^′_j ) = q(z^′_j )z_j . Note that U^′_r is a complement of U^⊥_r in L_Q , then U^{′′}_r = {u^′ − α(u^′) | u^′ ∈ U^′_r} gives another isotropic subspace of L_Q (see [Ze20a, Lemma 1.5]). Consequently P_{Ur} admits the Levi decomposition P_{Ur} = M_{Ur} N_{Ur} with the Levi subgroup M_{Ur} = P_{Ur} ∩ P_U ′′_r and the unipotent radical N_{Ur} .

On the other hand we define Q -parabolic subgroup

(6.3) P_{≤r} = ⋂ 0≤j≤r P_{Uj} of O(L_R) for every 0 ≤ r ≤ s−1. In particular P_{≤s−1} is a minimal Q-parabolic subgroup of O(L_R), and each P_{≤r} is understood as the stabilizer of the sequence U_0 ⊂ U_1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ U_r. It admits the Levi decomposition P_{≤r} = M_{≤r}N_{≤r} with the Levi subgroup

(6.4) M_{≤r} = ⋂ 0≤j≤r M_{Uj} . 6.2. A suitable choice of an isometry. To discuss the square integrability of ϑ_L(f)(g) there is no matter to replace an isometry v_0 : (L_R, q) ≃ (V, Q) with another one that is convenient for a given L = {L_j }^s_{j=0}. Actually for a given ~v_0 : L_R ≃ V one can find h ∈ O(L_R) so that ~v_0 ∘ h^{−1} = v_0, which naturally sends ϑ_L(f)(g) to ϑ_L(f)(gh). Clearly the square integrabilities of these functions are equivalent.

Now suppose L = {L_j }^s_{j=0}, and z_j ∈ L_j and z^′_j ∈ L^′_j for 0 ≤ j ≤ s − 1 are given as before. Correspondingly we choose an isometry v_L : (L_R, q) ≃ (V, Q) given as follows.

18 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

First we take isotropic vectors z^∗_j = z^′_j −α(z^′_j ) for 0 ≤ j ≤ s−1, which satisfy ( z_j , z^∗_j ) = 1 and ⟨z_j , z^′_j⟩_Q = ⟨z_j, z^∗_j ⟩_Q . Then we take 2s elements

z^±_j = 1 2 (z_j ± z^∗_j ), 0 ≤ j ≤ s − 1, which are orthogonal to each other and ‖z^±_j ‖ = 1. We use them to give an ordered orthogonal basis of L_R by adding more elements of (L_s)_R as appropriate. We define the isometry v_L by sending this basis to the standard ordered orthogonal basis {e_i} of V . More precisely, v_L is defined as

v_L(z^+_j ) = e_{j+1}, v_L(z^−_j ) = e_{b−j}, 0 ≤ j ≤ s − 1,

(6.5) and v_L((L_s)_R) = ⟨e_{s+1}, . . . , e_{b−s}⟩ (b = b^+ + b^−).

The hyperbolic planes ⟨z_j , z^′_j⟩ = ⟨z_j , z^∗_j ⟩ = ⟨z^+_j , z^−_j ⟩, 0 ≤ j ≤ r, contribute to the orthogonal decomposition

L_R = (^r⨁ j=0 ⟨z_j , z^′_j⟩ ) ⊕ (L_{r+1})_R

for every 0 ≤ r ≤ s − 1. Here note that they are all defined over Q . The restriction of v_L to (L_j )_R induces an isometry v_j of (L_j )_R into V , 0 ≤ j ≤ s. Again we write v_j (x) = v^+_j (x) + v^−_j (x) for every x ∈ (L_j )_R according to the decomposition v_j ((L_j )_R) = (v_j ((L_j )_R) ∩ V^+) ⊕ (v_j((L_j )_R) ∩ V^−).

6.3. The constant term along P_{≤r}. Recall the parabolic subgroups P_{≤r}, (6.3), for 0 ≤ r ≤ s − 1. Each has a bijection

(6.6) P_{≤r} ≃ (^r∏ j=0 (L_{j+1})_R ) × (R^× )^{r+1} × O((L_{r+1})_R), 0 ≤ r ≤ s − 1,

given as follows. Firstly, for each 0 ≤ j ≤ r, we take a maximal Q-parabolic subgroup Q_{⟨zj ⟩} of O((L_j)_R) stabilizing the line ⟨z_j ⟩ in (L_j )_R (thus in particular Q_{⟨z0⟩} = P_{⟨z0⟩}). It admits a Levi decomposition Q_{⟨zj ⟩} = M_{zj} N_{zj} with the Levi subgroup M_{zj} = Q_{⟨zj ⟩} ∩Q_{⟨z}∗_{j ⟩} and the abelian unipotent radical N_{zj} . We then take group isomorphisms m_{zj} : GL_1(R)× O((L_{j+1})_R) ≃ M_{zj} and n_{zj} : (L_{j+1})_R ≃ N_{zj} given in the same way as (5.2) and (5.3). Now to each element (u_1, . . . , u_{r+1}, a_0, . . . , a_r, g_{r+1}) of the product set in the right-hand side of (6.6), let us attach g_j = n_{zj} (u_{j+1})m_{zj} (a_j , g_{j+1}) ∈ Q_{⟨zj ⟩} successively for j in descending order from r to 0, which then terminate at g_0 ∈ P_{⟨z0⟩} ∩ P_{≤r} = P_{≤r}. This assignment gives the bijection (6.6) for each r. We write those g_j ∈ Q_{⟨zj ⟩}, 0 ≤ j ≤ r, attached to (u_1, . . . , u_{r+1}, a_0, . . . , a_r, g_{r+1}) simply as g_j = [u_{j+1}, . . . u_{r+1}, a_j , . . . , a_r, g_{r+1}]. Thus in particular

(6.7) g_0 = [u_1, . . . , u_{r+1}, a_0, . . . , a_r, g_{r+1}] ∈ P_{≤r}.

Conversely for g_0 ∈ P_{≤r} given in this form, we set

(6.8) (g_0)_j = [u_{j+1}, . . . u_{r+1}, a_j , . . . , a_r, g_{r+1}] ∈ Q_{⟨zj ⟩}

for every 0 ≤ j ≤ r.

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 19

Recall the basis {h^{b+}_κ (x)}_κ of H_k = H^{k,0}(V ) in Proposition 4.1. For each multi-index κ = (k, k_1, . . . , k_j, . . . , ±k_b+_{−2}) we set κ^{(j)} = (k_j, k_{j+1}, . . . , ±k_b+_{−2}), which has length b^+ − j − 1. On the other hand we set

(6.9) Λ^+_{j+1} = {λ ∈ L^′_{j+1} | q(λ) > 0}

for every 0 ≤ j ≤ s−1, whose elements correspond to characters on the abelian unipotent radical N_{zj} . Now let us fix r, 0 ≤ r ≤ s − 1, and consider the constant term ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g) along P_{≤r}.

Proposition 6.1. Let g_0 = [u_1, . . . , u_{r+1}, a_0, . . . , a_r, g_{r+1}] ∈ P_{≤r}. Then the H^∨_k -valued function ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g_0), f ∈ S_ν (D_L), satisfies the following properties.

(i) If k > k_{r+1} for κ, then ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g_0)(h^{b+}_κ ) = 0.

(ii) On the other hand if k = k_{r+1} for κ, then

(6.10) ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g_0)(h^{b+}_κ ) = (_r ∏ j=0 |a_j| √ 2‖v^+_j (z_j )‖ ) · ϑ_{Lr+1} ( f_{Lr+1} ; h^{b+−r−1} κ^{(r+1)} ) (g_{r+1}),

where f_{Lr+1} (τ) denotes the form (· · · (f_{L1} )_{L2} · · · )_{Lr+1} (τ) ∈ S_ν (D_{Lr+1} ).

(iii) If k = k_{r+1} for κ, then the Fourier expansion of ϑ_{Lj} (f_{Lj} ; h^{b+−j}_{κ(j)} )((g_0)_j ) along Q_{⟨zj ⟩}, 0 ≤ j ≤ r, is supported only on the characters of N_{zj} corresponding to λ ∈ Λ^+_{j+1} ∪ {0}.

Proof. The proof is based on the identity (6.2). Then the first two assertions are obtained by repeatedly applying Theorem 5.4. The third assertion is directly deduced from the Fourier expansion formula in the same theorem. □

6.4. The constant term along P_{Ur} . Recall the maximal Q-parabolic subgroup P_{Ur} = M_{Ur} N_{Ur} , 0 ≤ r ≤ s − 1. Let Hom^{as}((U^′_r)_R, (U_r)_R) be the space of R-linear maps ψ from (U^′_r)_R to (U_r)_R of the form ψ(u^′) = ∑ i,j b_{ij} (z_j , u^′)z_i with b_{ij} = −b_{ji} ∈ R. Then there is a bijection

P_{Ur} ≃ GL((U_r)_R) × O((L_{r+1})_R) × (L_{r+1})^{r+1} × Hom^{as}((U^′_r)_R, (U_r)_R);

(6.11) g_{Ur} → (A, g_{r+1}, x, ψ); x = (x_0, x_1, . . . , x_r)

(see [Ze20a, p.106, (7)]), which is characterized by g_{Ur} u = Au ∈ (U_r)_R, g_{Ur} y = g_{r+1}y − (∑ i (x_i, g_{r+1}y)z_i ) ∈ (L_{r+1})_R ⊕ (U_r)_R

g_{Ur} u^′ = ( Aα(u^′) − α(^tA^{−1}u^′) − ∑ 0≤i,j≤r 1 2 (x_j , x_i)(z_i,^tA^{−1}u^′)z_j + ψ(^tA^{−1}u^′) )

+ ( ∑ 0≤i≤r (z_i,^tA^{−1}u^′)x_i ) +^tA^{−1}u^′ ∈ (U_r)_R ⊕ (L_{r+1})_R ⊕ (U^′_r)_R

for u ∈ (U_r)_R, y ∈ (L_{r+1})_R, and u^′ ∈ (U^′_r)_R. Here^tA denotes the unique element in GL((U^′_r)_R) satisfying (Au, u^′) = (u,^tAu^′) for every u ∈ U_r and u^′ ∈ U^′_r. Using this bijection we write then g_{Ur} = [A, g_{r+1}, x, ψ] ∈ P_{Ur} .

20 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

We remark that M_{Ur} = {[A, g_{r+1}, 0, 0]} and that N_{Ur} = {[id_{Ur} , id_{Lr+1} , x, ψ]}, a generalized Heisenberg group with the center (6.12) Z(N_{Ur} ) = {[id_{Ur} , id_{Lr+1} , 0, ψ]} and N_{Ur} /Z(N_{Ur} ) ≃ (L_{r+1})^{r+1}_R . According to [Ze20a, Corollary 3.3] we see that Γ_L ∩ N_{Ur} = { [id_{Ur} , id_{(Lr+1)R}, x, ψ] | x ∈ (L_{r+1})^{r+1} and b_{ij} +

(x_i, x_j ) 2 ∈ Z for 0 ≤ i, j ≤ r } . We can observe the following relations between the expressions (6.6) and (6.11):

• Any element g_0 ∈ P_{≤r} corresponds to [A, g_{j+1}, x, ψ] ∈ P_{Ur} with A of “upper triangular type” in the certain sense of the word through the inclusion P_{≤r} ⊂ P_{Ur} .

• [id_{Ur} , id_{(Lr+1)R}, 0, ψ] = [ψ(z^′_0), . . . , ψ(z^′_r), 1, . . . , 1, id_{(Lr+1)R}] ∈ Z(N_{Ur} ) through the inclusions Z(N_{Ur} ) ⊂ N_{Ur} ⊂ N_{≤r}.

• [id_{Ur} , id_{(Lr+1)R}, x, 0] = [ x −^1_2 φ(x), 1, . . . , 1, id_{(Lr+1)R} ] ∈ N_{Ur} , where we set

φ(x) = ( ∑ 1≤i≤r (x_i, x_0)z_i, . . . , ∑ j+1≤i≤r (x_i, x_j )z_i, . . . , (x_r, x_{r−1})z_r, 0 ) ∈ r∏ j=0 (L_{j+1})_R.

for x = (x_i)^r_{i=0} ∈ (L_{r+1})^{r+1}_R ⊂ ∏_r j=0(L_{j+1})_R.

Proposition 6.2. Let g_0 = [a · A_0, g_{r+1}, x, ψ] ∈ P_{≤r} ⊂ P_{Ur} with a ∈ R^× and A_0 ∈ SL((U_r)_R) of upper triangular type. Then the H^∨_k -valued function ϑ_L(f)_{PUr} (g_0), f ∈ S_ν (D_L), satisfies the following properties. (i) If k > k_{r+1} for κ, then ϑ_L(f)_{PUr} (g_0)(h^{b+}_κ ) = 0. (ii) On the other hand if k = k_{r+1} for κ, then

(6.13) ϑ_L(f)_{PUr} (g_0)(h^{b+}_κ ) = (_r ∏ j=0 1 √ 2‖v^+_j (z_j )‖ ) |a|^{r+1}ϑ_{Lr+1} (f_{Lr+1} ; h^{b+−r−1}_{κ(r+1)} )(g_{r+1}).

Proof. Proposition 6.1 (iii) implies that we can write ϑ_L(f)(g_0) in the form

(6.14) ϑ_L(f)(g_0) = |a|^{r+1}Φ^{Lr}_{0Lr+1} (g_{r+1}) + r∑ j=0 ∑ λ∈Λ^+_{j+1}

|a|^jΦ^{Lj}_λ ((g_0)_j ),

where Φ^{Lj}_λ ((g_0)_j), (g_0)_j ∈ Q_{⟨zj ⟩}, denotes the gathering of the λ-th Fourier coefficient of ϑ_{Lj} (f_{Lj} ; h^{b+−j}_{κ(j)} )((g_0)_j ) along Q_{⟨zj ⟩} over the various κ^{(j)}’s. In particular we observe |a|^{r+1}Φ^{Lr}_{0Lr+1} (g_{r+1}) = ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g_0),

which has been described in Proposition 6.1 (ii).

Now we put the expression (6.14) into the right-hand side of

ϑ_L(f)_{PUr} (g_0) = ∫ Z(N_{Ur} )Γ_L∩N_{Ur} \N_{Ur} ∫ Γ_L∩Z(N_{Ur} )\Z(N_{Ur} ) ϑ_L(f)(n_1n_2g_0)dn_2dn_1,

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 21

and look at every integral (6.15) ∫ Z(N_{Ur} )Γ_L∩N_{Ur} \N_{Ur} ∫ Γ_L∩Z(N_{Ur} )\Z(N_{Ur} ) Φ^{Lj}_λ ((n_1n_2g_0)_j )dn_2dn_1

for 0 ≤ j ≤ r and λ ∈ Λ^+_{j+1}. Firstly we focus on the condition for the inner integral over Γ_L ∩ Z(N_{Ur} )\Z(N_{Ur} ) not to vanish. Using the coordinate (6.12) of Z(U_r) we then find that it is necessary that ψ(λ) = 0 for all ψ ∈ Hom^{as}((U^′_r)_R, (U_r)_R), or equivalently it should be satisfied that (6.16) λ ∈ (U_r)^⊥_R ∩ L^′_{j+1} = ((U_r)_R ⊕ (L_{r+1})_R) ∩ L^′_{j+1}. When this holds, next we consider the condition for the integral of Φ^{Lj}_λ ((n_1g_0)_j) over Z(N_{Ur} )Γ_L ∩ N_{Ur} \N_{Ur} ≃ (L_{r+1}\(L_{r+1})_R)^{r+1} not to vanish. Then we find that it should be satisfied that (6.17) λ ∈ (L_{r+1})^⊥_R ∩ L^′_{j+1}.

To sum up, (6.16) as well as (6.17) are necessary for the nonvanishing of the integral (6.15), which is equivalent to that λ ∈ (U_r)_R ∩ L^′_{j+1} and λ ∈ Λ^+_{j+1} at the same time. However this is impossible, because U_r is isotropic. Therefore we conclude that ϑ_L(f)_{PUr} (g_0) = ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g_0), g_0 ∈ P_{≤r}, which gives the claimed assertion. □ Corollary 6.3. For any Q -parabolic subgroup P such that P_{≤r} ⊂ P ⊂ P_{Ur} one has ϑ_L(f)_P (g) = ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g).

(6.18) Proof. We observe that ϑ_L(f)_P (g) = (ϑ_L(f)_{PUr} )_P (g). Since the unipotent radical of P is contained in N_{≤r}, the assertion follows from the proof of the proposition. □ 6.5. The square integrability of the lifting. In order to show the square integrability of ϑ_L(f)(g), we will apply the criterion in [MW95, Lemma I.4.11] to the formulas of constant terms in our previous results, Propositions 6.1, 6.2, and Corollary 6.3. Theorem 6.4. Let f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L). Then ϑ_L(f)(g) is square integrable on Γ_L\O(L_R), except when O(L_R) ≃ O(3, 1) and ϑ_{L1} (f_{L1} ; h^2_{±k})(g_1) ≠ 0 for a positive definite lattice L_1 ⊂ L of rank 2. Here one notes that θ_{L1+γ} (τ, g_1; h^2_{±k}) = ∑ λ∈L_1+γ (g^{−1}_1 λ, e_2 ± ie_3)^ke(q(λ)τ)

for g_1 ∈ O((L_1)_R) ≃ O(2), and γ ∈ D_{L1} , and ⟨e_2, e_3⟩ = (L_1)_R.

Proof. Recall Proposition 6.2 and the formula (6.13). In accordance with [MW95, I.217, p.38, (v)], we write |a|^{r+1} = χ_{PUr} (a)|a|^{(b−r−2)(r+1)/2} by putting χ_{PUr} (a) = |a|^{−(b−r−4)(r+1)/2}. Then this character χ_{PUr} exactly gives the cuspidal exponent of ϑ_L(f)(g) along P_{Ur} . We see that if b − r − 4 > 0, then χ_{PUr} satisfies the condition in [MW95, Lemma I.4.11].

22 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

Next we recall Proposition 6.1 and (6.10) for the description of ϑ_L(f)_{P≤r} (g_0)(h^{b+}_κ ) at g_0 = [u_1, . . . , h_{r+1}, a_0, . . . , a_r, g_{r+1}] ∈ P_{≤r} for every 0 ≤ r ≤ s − 1. Then we write ∏_r j=0 |a_j| = χ_r(a) ∏_r j=0 |a_j |^{(b−2j−2)/2} by putting

χ_r(a) = r∏ j=0 |a_j |^{−(b−2j−4)/2}, a = (a_0, . . . , a_r) ∈ (R^× )^{r+1}.

It can be also written as

χ_r(a) = (_{s−3} ∏ j=0 | | | a_j a_{j+1} | | | −^{(j+1)(b−j−4)} 2 ) · | | | a_{s−2} a_{s−1} | | | −^{s(b−s−3)}_4 +1 · |a_{s−2}a_{s−1}|^{− s(b−s−3)4} if b^+ = b^− = s = r + 1, or

χ_r(a) = (_{r−1} ∏ j=0 | | | | a_j a_{j+1} | | | | −^{(j+1)(b−j−4)} 2 ) · |a_r|^{− (r+1)(b−r−4)2} , otherwise.

This character χ_r exactly gives the cuspidal exponent of ϑ_L(f)(g) along P_{≤r}. We see that χ_r satisfies the condition in [MW95, Lemma I.4.11], if b − r − 4 > 0 again. In particular the cuspidal exponent χ_{s−1} along P_{≤s−1} satisfies the condition, when b − s − 3 > 0.

Now suppose the condition that b − s − 3 > 0 is satisfied. Then Corollary 6.3 ensures that the cuspidal exponent along any Q -parabolic subgroup P satisfies the condition in [MW95, Lemma I.4.11]. Thus we can conclude the square integrability of ϑ_L(f)(g) on Γ_L\O(L_R) in this case.

Suppose on the other hand that b − s − 3 ≤ 0. Since b ≥ 2s, we then get O(L_R) is isomorphic to the split O(s, s) with s = 2, 3, or the split O(s + 1, s) with s = 1, 2, or the quasi-split O(3, 1). In the case that O(L_R) ≃ O(s + 1, s), we see O((L_{s−1})_R) ≃ O(2, 1). Then Theorem 5.7 implies that ϑ_L(f)_{P≤s−1} (g) = 0, and thus we conclude the square integrability of ϑ_L(f)(g) by applying [MW95, Lemma I.4.11] again. In the case that O(L_R) ≃ O(s, s), we have O((L_{s−2})_R) ≃ O(2, 2). Again we can apply Theorem 5.7 to conclude the claimed square integrability in this case. Finally, when O(L_R) ≃ O(3, 1), we get the statement in the theorem. This finishes the proof of the theorem. □

7. Archimedean Bessel integrals

Let P_z be the maximal Q-parabolic subgroup of O(L_R) corresponding to an isotropic vector z ∈ L, Section 5.1. For every g_z ∈ n_z(u)m_z(a, g_1) ∈ P_z and λ ∈ (L_1)_R with q(λ) > 0, we set

W^κ_λ (g_z) = e ( (λ, u) ) (−i)^{k−k1} (a/|a|)^{k−k1} |a|^{k+ b+−1}2 2^{k1+ b+}2^{−3}(k − k_1)!‖v^+_0 (z)‖^{k+ b+−1}2

(7.1)

× h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ))

‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖^{k1+ b+−3}2

K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} ( 2π|a|‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖ ‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ) , if b^+ > 2, and

(7.2) W^{±k}_λ (g_z) = e((λ, u)) 2a^k ‖v^+_0 (z)‖^k exp ( 2π|a|‖v^+_1 (g^{−1}_1 λ)‖

‖v^+_0 (z)‖ ) , if b^+ = 2.

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 23

Recall the degenerate principal series representation I_ε(k + b^+ − 2) of O(V ) and its irreducible submodule Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} , Proposition 2.1. Depending on the decomposition V = V_1 ⊕ ⟨z_0, z^∗_0 ⟩ with z_0 and z^∗_0 in (2.2), we define w ∈ O(V ) so that wz_0 = z^∗_0 , wz^∗_0 = z_0, and w|_{V1} = id_{V1} . Now for every f(g; h), (2.9), belonging to the minimal K-type of Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} we define the Bessel integral

(7.3) W_λ(g; h) = ∫ V_1 e(−(λ, u))f(wn_0(u)g; h)du, g ∈ O(V ) and λ ∈ V_1. In order to confirm that the lifting ϑ_L(f)(g) belongs to Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} , we will compute the inverse Fourier transform of (7.1) by following the arguments in [KM11] and [Po22]. Then we will show that (7.1) expresses the values of (7.3).

7.1. Non degenerate terms. When b^+ > 2, each h^{b+}_κ (x) ∈ H^{k,0}(V ) can be written as h^{b+}_κ (x) = ‖x‖^{k−k1} C^{k1+ b} +−2 2 k−k_1 ( x_1 ‖x‖ ) h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (u^+)

for x = (x_1, u^+) ∈ V^+ = ⟨e_1⟩ ⊕ V^+_1 with u^+ ∈ V^+_1 . In contrast to this we treat h^2_{±k}(x) = (x, e_1 ± ie_2)^k as it is, when b^+ = 2. Again we write u = u^+ + u^− ∈ V^+_1 ⊕ V^−_1 for each u ∈ V_1. Define a positive valued function τ(u) ≡ τ(u^+, u^−) = τ(u^−, u^+) on V_1 by

τ(u)^2 = τ(u^+, u^−)^2 = ( 1 − ‖u^+‖^2 − ‖u^−‖^2 4 )_2 + ‖u^+‖^2 = ( 1 − Q(u) 2 )_2 + ‖u^+‖^2 = ( 1 + ‖u^+‖^2 − ‖u^−‖^2 4 )_2 + ‖u^−‖^2 = ( 1 + Q(u) 2 )_2 + ‖u^−‖^2.

(see [KO03, (2.8.1)]). In particular when b^− = 1, hence V_1 = V^+_1 and V^−_1 = {0}, we recognize it as τ(u) = 1 +^1_2 Q(u), u = u^+ ∈ V^+_1 .

Here let us explicitly take the isomorphisms n_0 and m_0 in (2.3) as

n_0(u)z_0 = z_0, n_0(u)x = −(u, x)z_0 + x, n_0(u)z^∗_0 = −Q(u)z_0 + u + z^∗_0 ,

(7.4)

m_0(a, g_1)z_0 = az_0, m_0(a, g_1)x = g_1x, m_0(a, g_1)z^∗_0 = a^{−1}z^∗_0

(7.5) for every u, x ∈ V_1, a ∈ R^× , and g_1 ∈ O(V_1). Lemma 7.1. Suppose b^+ > 2 and b^− ≥ 1. Then

f(wn_0(u); h^{b+}_κ ) = h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (u^+) τ(u)^{k+k1+b+−2} C^{k1+ b} +−2 2 k−k_1 ( 1 −^1_2 Q(u) τ(u) )

for u = u^+ + u^− ∈ V_1 and h^{b+}_κ (x) ∈ H^{k,0}(V ). On the other hand when b^+ = 2 and b^− ≥ 1, one has

f(wn_0(u); h^2_{±k}) = ( 1 −^1_2 Q(u) ∓ i(u, e_2) )_{−k} = ( e_2 ∓ i u 2 , e_2 ∓ i u 2 )_{−k} .

24 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

Proof. Since (wn_0(u))^{−1}z_0 = n_0(−u)z^∗_0 = −Q(u)z_0 − u + z^∗_0 , we see that ‖ ( (wn_0(u))^{−1}z_0

)_+ ‖ = τ(u) and ( (wn_0(u))^{−1}z_0, e_1 ) = 1 −^1_2 Q(u).

Besides these, we note that V^+_1 = ⟨e_2⟩ ⊂ V^+ = ⟨e_1, e_2⟩ when b^+ = 2, and

f(g; h^2_{±k}) =

(g^{−1}z_0, e_1 ± ie_2)^k

‖(g^{−1}z_0)^+‖^{2k}

= (g^{−1}z_0, e_1 ∓ ie_2)^{−k}.

The lemma follows from these identities. □ Note that ‖z^+_0 ‖ = ‖e_1/2‖ = 1/2. Assume that b^+ > 2 and b^− ≥ 1. Then for every h^{b+}_κ (x) ∈ H^{k,0}(V ) we define a function

(7.6) J^κ(λ) = char(Q(λ) > 0)‖λ‖^{2A} h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (λ^+) ‖λ^+‖^{k1+ b+−3}2

K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} (4π‖λ^+‖), λ ∈ V_1,

on V_1, where char(Q(λ) > 0) means the characteristic function of the subset of all λ ∈ V_1 with Q(λ) > 0 and A = k +^{b+−b−}_2 − 1. We consider its transform

(7.7) I^κ(u) = ∫ V_1 e((λ, u))J^κ(λ)dλ, u ∈ V_1, with the standard Lebesgue measure dλ on V_1 ≃ R^{b−2} .

On the other hand when b^+ = 2 and b^− ≥ 1, we define J^{±k}(λ) = (−1)^k · char(Q(λ) > 0)‖λ‖^{2k−b−} k∑ h=0 ( k h ) (−i)^h (7.8)

× [^{k−h}_2 ]∑

j=0 (k − h)!(λ, ±ie_2)^{k−h−2j} (8π)^jj!(k − h − 2j)!‖λ^+‖^{k−h−j− 1}2 K_{k−h−j−} 1_2 (4π‖λ^+‖) for every λ ∈ V_1 = ⟨e_2⟩. We have then (7.9) J^{±k}(λ) = 2^{k− 32} i^kchar ( Q(λ) > 0, (±λ, e_2) < 0 ) ‖λ‖^{2k−b−} exp(4π(±λ, e_2)) (see the proof of [Bo98, Theorem 14.2]). We also consider the integral transforms I^{±k}(u) of J^{±k}(λ) defined by replacing J^κ(λ) with J^{±k}(λ) in (7.7). Lemma 7.2. The integrals ∫ V_1 |J κ(λ)|dλ and ∫ V_1 |J ±k(λ)|dλ are finite.

Proof. This can be proved in the same way as in the proof of [Po22, Lemma 4.5.2]. □ According to this lemma, it makes sense to apply the Fourier inversion theorem to the pair J^κ(λ) and I^κ(u), or J^{±k}(λ) and I^{±k}(u). So let us compute the value of I^κ(u) (b^+ > 2), or I^{±k}(u) (b^+ = 2). We recall the hypergeometric series F_4(a, b; c, d; x, y) = ∞∑ m,n=0 (a)_{m+n}(b)_{m+n} (c)_m(d)_nm!n! x^my^n.

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 25

Lemma 7.3. (i) Assume b^+ > 2 and b^− > 1. Then I^κ(u), u = u^+ + u^− ∈ V_1, equals i^{k1} Γ(k + k_1 + b^+ − 2)Γ ( k +^{b+−b−}_2 ) 2^{k1+ b++b−}2 (2π)^{2k+b+− b−+3}2 Γ ( k_1 +^{b+−1}_2

)h^{b+−1}_κ(1) (u^+) × F_4 ( k + b^+ − 1 2 , k + k_1 + b^+ − 2; k + b^+ − 1 2 , k_1 + b^+ − 1 2 ; − ‖u^−‖^2 4 , − ‖u^+‖^2 4 ) . (ii) Assume b^+ > 2 and b^− = 1. Then I^κ(u), u = u^+ ∈ V^+_1 , equals

i^{k1} Γ(k + k_1 + b^+ − 2)Γ ( k +^{b+−1}_2 ) 2^{k1+ b++1}2 (2π)^{2k+b+−2}Γ(k_1 +^{b+−1}_2 ) h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (u)

×_2F_1 ( k + k_1 + b^+ − 2, k + b^+ − 1 2 ; k_1 + b^+ − 1 2 ; − ‖u‖^2 4 ) . Proof. We follow the idea in the proof of [Po22, Proposition 4.5.3]. Let S(V^±_1 ) denote the unit sphere in V^±_1 . Firstly we treat the case that b^− > 1, thus V^−_1 ≠ {0}. We write λ = t_+σ_+ + t_−σ_− with t_± > 0 and σ_± ∈ S(V^±_1 ). Then I^κ(u) is equal to ∫ t_+>t_−>0 ∫ σ_+ ∫ σ_− e(t_+(σ_+, u^+))e(t_−(σ_−, u^−))(t^2_+ − t^2_−)^At^{− b} +−3 2 + × h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (σ_+)K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} (4πt_+)t^{b+−2}_+ t^{b−−2}_− dt_+dt_−dσ_+dσ_−.

We recall the formula [KM11, p.55 (3,3,4)] ∫ S^{m−1} e^{it(u,σ)}ϕ(σ)dσ = (2π)^{m2} i^lϕ(u)t^{1− m2} J^m_{2 −1+l}(t), u ∈ S^{m−1}, (7.10)

where ϕ is harmonic polynomial of degree l and J_m denote the J-Bessel function. Using this identity and putting t_− = st_+ with 0 < s < 1, we can express I^κ(u) as (2π)^2i^{k1} h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (u^+/‖u^+‖)

‖u^+‖^{b+−3}2 ‖u^−‖^{b−−3}2 ∫_∞ 0 t^{2A+ b} −+3 2 + J_{k1+} b+−3_2 (2π‖u^+‖t_+)K_{k1+} b+−3_2 (4πt_+) × ∫_1 0 s^{b−−12} (1 − s^2)^AJ_b−_{−32} (2π‖u^−‖t_+s)dsdt_+.

We then apply [GR07, (6.567.1)]: ∫_1 0 s^{ν+1}(1 − s^2)^μJ_ν (bs)ds = 2^μΓ(μ + 1)b^{−(μ+1)}J_{ν+μ+1}(b)

(b > 0, Re(ν) > −1, Re(μ) > −1) to compute the inner integral in s. It yields that

I^κ(u) =

2^A(2π)^{1−A}i^{k1} Γ(A + 1) ‖u^+‖^{b+−3}2 ‖u^−‖^{A+ b−−1}2 h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ( u^+ ‖u^+‖ )

× ∫_∞ 0 t^{A+ b} −+1 2 + J_{A+ b}−_{−12} (2π‖u^−‖t_+)J_{k1+ b}+_{−32} (2π‖u^+‖t_+)K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} (4πt_+)dt_+.

26 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

Finally, the identity [GR07, (6.578.2)] ∫_∞ 0 t^{ρ−1}J_λ(at)J_μ(bt)K_ν (ct)dt = 2^{ρ−2}a^λb^μc^{−ρ−λ−μ} Γ(λ + 1)Γ(μ + 1) Γ ( ρ + λ + μ − ν 2 ) Γ ( ρ + λ + μ + ν 2 )

× F_4 ( ρ + λ + μ − ν 2 , ρ + λ + μ + ν 2 ; λ + 1, μ + 1; − a^2 c^2 , − b^2 c^2 )

(Re(ρ + λ + μ) > |Re(ν)|, Re(c) > |Im(a)| + |Im(b)|) concludes the first assertion.

On the other hand when b^− = 1, hence V^−_1 = {0}, we see that

I^κ(u) = ∫ t>0 t^{2A− b+−32} K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} (4πt) ∫ σ∈S(V_1 ) e(t(σ, u))h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (σ)t^{b+−2}dσdt. Again by (7.10) we get

I^κ(u) = 2πi^{k1} ‖u‖^{b+−3}2 h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ( u ‖u‖ ) ∫_∞ 0 t^{2A+1}J_{k1+ b}+_{−32} (2π‖u‖t)K_{k1+ b}+_{−32} (4πt)dt.

Then the formula [GR07, (6.576.3)]: ∫_∞ 0 x^{−λ}K_μ(ax)J_ν (bx)dx = b^ν Γ (_{ν−λ+μ+1} 2 ) Γ (_{ν−λ−μ+1} 2 ) 2^{λ+1}a^{ν−λ+1}Γ(ν + 1)

×_2F_1 ( ν − λ + μ + 1 2 , ν − λ − μ + 1 2 ; ν + 1; − b^2 a^2 )

(Re(a ± ib) > 0, Re(ν − λ + 1) > |Re(μ)|) , concludes the second assertion. □ Proposition 7.4. Assume b^− ≥ 1. Then I^κ(u) (b^+ > 2), or I^{±k}(u) (b^+ = 2), equals i^{k1} Γ(k − k_1 + 1)Γ(2k_1 + b^+ − 2)Γ ( k +^{b+−b−}_2 ) 2^{k1+ b++b−}2 (2π)^{2k+b+− b−+3}2 Γ ( k_1 +^{b+−1}_2 ) f(wn0(u); h^{b+}κ ), where k = k_1 understood in the case that b^+ = 2.

Proof. When b^+ > 2 and b^+ = 1, we apply [Er53, Vol.I, p.64, (22)]:

2F_1(a, b; c; z) = (1 − z)^{−a}_2F_1 ( a, c − b; c; z z − 1 )

to rewrite the expression of I^κ(u) in Lemma 7.3 (ii). Similarly when b^+ > 2 and b^− > 1, we apply [KO03, Lemma 5.7]:

F_4 ( p − 1 2 , p + q − 4 2 ; p − 1 2 , q − 1 2 ; − |z^′|^2 4 , − |z^{′′}|^2 4 )

= τ(z^′, z^{′′})^{− p+q−42}_2F_1 ( q − p 4 , p + q − 4 4 , q − 1 2 ; |z^{′′}|^2 τ(z^′, z^{′′})^2 )

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 27

to rewrite the expression of I^κ(u) in Lemma 7.3 (i). Then, in the case where b^+ > 2 and b^− ≥ 1, the assertion is obtained from the above rewrite with additional use of

C^λ_n (x) =

Γ(n + 2λ) Γ(n + 1)Γ(2λ)^2

F_1 ( −n, n + 2λ; λ + 1 2 ; 1 2 − x 2 )

= Γ(n + 2λ) Γ(n + 1)Γ(2λ)^2

F_1 ( − n 2 , n 2 + λ; λ + 1 2 ; 1 − x^2 )

(see [Er53, Vol.I, p.175, 3.15.1 (3)] and [Er53, Vol.I, p.111, 2.11 (2)]) and Lemma 7.1.

For the remaining case that b^+ = 2 and b^− ≥ 1 we use the expression (7.9) of J^{±k}(λ) and see that ∫ λ∈V_1,Q(λ)>0, (±λ,e_2)<0 ‖λ‖^{2k−b−} exp ( (±λ, ye_2) ) dλ = 2^{2k−1}π^{b−2 −1}Γ(k)Γ ( k − b^− 2 + 1 ) (ye_2, ye_2)^{−k}

[Si38, §5, Hilfssatz 1] for y > 0. This yields that

I^{±k}(u) = i^kΓ(k)Γ(k −^{b−}_2 + 1) 2^{k+ 5}2 π^{2k− b−}2^{+1} ( e_2 ∓ i u 2 , e_2 ∓ i u 2 )_{−k} , u ∈ V_1, [Sh82, Section 1, (1.22)], which completes the proof of the proposition. □

Corollary 7.5. The function (7.1) equals up to a constant multiple the value of a Bessel integral (7.3) attached to the minimal O(V^+)×O(V^−)-type H^k(V^+)⊠1 of the irreducible submodule Π^{b+,b−}_{k,0} of I_ε(k + b^+ − 2).

Proof. By definition we can check that

W_λ(g_z; h^{b+}_κ ) = e((λ, u))ψ^±_{k+b+−2} ( m_0(a^{−1}, g_1) ) |a|^{b−2}W_{a·g}−1_{1 λ}(1_b; h^{b+}_κ )

for every g_z = n_0(u)m_0(a, g_1) ∈ P_z with the unit element 1_b = 1_b+_{+b}− ∈ O(V ). However, Proposition 7.4 and the Fourier inversion theorem imply that W_{a·g}−1_{1 λ}(1_b; h^{b+}_κ ) equals J^κ(a · g^{−1}_1 λ) up to a constant multiple. Thus W_λ(g_z; h^{b+}_κ ) equals a multiple of (7.1), which completes the proof. □

7.2. Bessel integrals on the Levi subgroup M. Take z_0 and z^∗_0 ∈ V as in (2.2) and also take the corresponding maximal Q -parabolic subgroup P = MN of O(V ) with the isomorphisms n_0 : V_1 ≃ N and m_0 : GL(⟨z_0⟩) × O(V_1) ≃ M, (7.4) and (7.5). Recall the decomposition V = V_1 ⊕ ⟨z_0, z^∗_0 ⟩. In this subsection, we assume that b^+ > 2 and b^− ≥ 2 for V , and hence V_1 is indefinite. Let then z_1 and z^∗_1 ∈ V_1 be isotropic vectors given by

z_1 = 1 2 (e_2 + e_{b−1}), z^∗_1 = e_2 − e_{b−1},

which provide the decompositions V_1 = ⟨z_1⟩ ⊕ V_2 ⊕ ⟨z^∗_1 ⟩ and V = ⟨z_0⟩ ⊕ ⟨z_1⟩ ⊕ V_2 ⊕ ⟨z^∗_1 ⟩ ⊕ ⟨z^∗_0 ⟩.

Let Q_1 be the maximal Q-parabolic subgroup of O(V_1) stabilizing the line ⟨z_1⟩. Its unipotent radical N_1 is isomorphic to V_2. We write the isomorphism as n_1 : V_2 ≃ N_1, which is defined in the same manner as in (7.4).

28 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

Let w_{01} ∈ O(V ) be the element that exchanges z_0 and z_1, z^∗_0 and z^∗_1 , and also w_{01}|_{V2} = id_{V2} . Besides it, let w_1 ∈ O(V_1) be the element that exchanges z_1 and z^∗_1 and w_1|_{V2} = id_{V2} . Now for any λ_2 ∈ V_2, h(x) ∈ H^{k,0}(V ), and g ∈ O(V ), we define

W^{dg}_{λ2} (g; h) = ∫ V_2 ∫ R e(−(λ, u))f(w_{01}n_0(te_{b−1})m_0(1, w_1n_1(u))g; h)dtdu.

(7.11)

Proposition 7.6. Suppose b^+ > 2 and b^− ≥ 2. For every λ_2 ∈ V_2 satisfying Q(λ_2) > 0 and h^{b+}_κ (x) ∈ H^{k,0}(V ), one has the following identities. (i) If k > k_1 for κ, then W^{dg}_{λ2} (1_b; h^{b+}_κ ) = 0. (ii) If k_1 = k for κ, then

W^{dg}_{λ2} (1_b; h^{b+}_κ ) = 2 √ πΓ(k +^{b+−3}_2 ) Γ(k +^{b+−2}_2 ) ∫ V_2

e(−(λ_2, u))f_1(w_1n_1(u); h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )du,

where

f_1(g_1; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ) = h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ((g^{−1}_1 z_1)^+)‖(g^{−1}_1 z_1)^+‖^{−2k−b++3}, g_1 ∈ O(V_1) (k = k_1).

Thus, up to a constant multiple, W^{dg}_{λ2} (1_b; h^{b+}_κ ) equals the value of Bessel integral on O(V_1) of type (7.3) at the unit element 1_{b−2}.

Proof. By definition, f(g; h^{b+}_κ ), g ∈ O(V ), can be written as

‖(g^{−1}z_0)^+‖^{−k−k1−b++2}h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ((g^{−1}z_0)^+)C^{k1+ b} +−2 2 k−k_1 ( (g^{−1}z_0, e_1) ‖(g^{−1}z_0)^+‖ ) . Note that [w_{01}n_0(te_b+_{+b}−_{−1})m_0(1, w_1n_1(u))]^{−1}z_0 = n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1 − tz_0 with n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1 ∈ V_1, and that h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ((x − tz_0)^+) = h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} (x^+) for t ∈ R and x ∈ V_1. These are combined to give that

W^{dg}_{λ2} (1_b; h^{b+}_κ ) = ∫ V_2

e(−(λ_2, u))h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ((n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1)^+) × ∫ R ‖(n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1 − tz_0)^+‖^{−k−k1−b++2}C^{k1+ b} +−2 2 k−k_1 ( −t 2‖n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1 − tz_0‖ ) dtdu By changing the variables from −t/(2‖n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1 − tz_0‖) to s, the inner integral in t can be rewritten as

2‖(n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1)^+‖^{−k−k1−(b+−1)+2}

∫_1 −1 (1 − s^2)^{k+k1+b+−52} C^{k1+ b} +−2 2 k−k_1 (s)ds. When k − k_1 is odd, this becomes 0, since its integrand is an odd function with respect to s. When k − k_1 is even and k > k_1, it is again shown to vanish by using the partial integration [MO48, p.100, line 1]: ∫_1 −1 (1 − s^2)^{ν− 12} C^ν_n(s)F (s)dt = C

∫_1 −1 (1 − s^2)^{n+ν− 12} d^nF dt^n (s)dt

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 29

with a constant C = C_{ν,n}. Finally when k = k_1, W^{dg}_{λ2} (1_b; h^{b+}_κ ) is equal to 2 ∫ V_2

e(−(λ_2, u)) h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} ((n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1)^+) ‖(n_1(u)^{−1}w_1z_1)^+‖^{k+k1+(b+−1)−2} du ∫_1 −1 (1 − s^2)^{k+ b+−52} ds,

which concludes the proposition. □

Let I_ε(k+b^+ −3) = I_ε(k+(b^+ −1)−2) be a degenerate principal series of O(V_1), which then contains the irreducible submodule Π^{b+−1,b−−1}_{k,0} with the minimal O(V^+_1 ) × O(V^−_1 )- type H^{k,0}(V_1) = H^k(V^+_1 ) ⊠ 1.

Corollary 7.7. The function W^{dg}_{λ2} (m_0(1, g_1); h^{b+}_κ ), g_1 ∈ O(V_1), equals a multiple of a Bessel integral on O(V_1) of type (7.3) attached to the minimal O(V^+_1 ) × O(V^−_1 )-type H^{k,0}(V_1) of the irreducible O(V_1)-module Π^{b+−1,b−−1}_{k,0} . In particular the Fourier expansion of the constant term δ_{kk1} |a| · ϑ_{L1} (f_{L1} ; h^{b+−1}_{κ(1)} )(g_1)/( √ 2‖v^+_0 (z)‖) in Theorem 5.4 involves pulling back the integrals W^{dg}_{λ2} (m_0(a, g_1); h^{b+}_κ ), λ_2 ∈ L^′_2, Q(λ_2) > 0, by an isometry v_0.

Proof. The assertions are direct consequences of Proposition 7.6 and the definition (7.11), and also of Proposition 7.4 and Theorem 5.4 applied to the factor (5.14) occurring in the constant term of ϑ_L(f; h^{b+}_κ )(g_z). □

8. A restriction

Zemel [Ze20b] investigated restrictions of theta liftings of f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L) to SO(b^+, b^−) to subgroups and explicitly described them as liftings of the theta contractions of f(τ) with the appropriate theta functions associated with sublattices in L (see [Ze20b, Theorem 2.6]). Here we can directly compute such a restriction using our Fourier expansion formula of ϑ_L(f)(g), Theorem 5.4. In this section we will compare these two computations for the lifting to O(3, 2) and check our result is consistent with [Ze20b].

Let L be an even lattice of signature (3, 2). Take any pair of primitive isotropic vector z ∈ L and an element z^′ ∈ L^′ such that (z, z^′) = 1. For every such pair we construct a sublattice K of L in the following way. Set L_1 = L ∩ ⟨z⟩^⊥ ∩ ⟨z^′⟩^⊥ as before, and let K_1 be a positive definite sublattice of L_1 of rank 2. Then we set an even lattice

(8.1) K = L ∩ (K_1 ⊕ ⟨z, z^′⟩),

of signature (3, 1). According to this definition O(K_R) will be identified with the corresponding subgroup of O(L_R). Then the maximal Q -parabolic subgroup P^′_z = M^′_zN^′_z of O(K_R), which stabilizes ⟨z⟩ ⊂ K_R, is also embedded into the maximal Q -parabolic subgroup P_z of O(L_R) in the canonical way. As to the isomorphisms n^′_z : (K_1)_R ≃ N^′_z and m^′_z : GL(⟨z⟩) × O((K_1)_R) ≃ M^′_z, which are defined in the same way as (5.2) and (5.3), we will regard that n^′_z(u^′) = n_z(u^′) and m^′_z(a, g^′_1) = m_z(a, g^′_1) for every u^′ ∈ (K_1)_R, and a ∈ R^× and g^′_1 ∈ O((K_1)_R) ≃ O(2) through this embedding P^′_z ⊂ P_z.

Under the above setup the restriction of ϑ_L(f)(g) on O(L_R) to O(K_R) gives an automorphic form for the discrete group Γ_L ∩ O(K_R). We remark that Γ_K ⊂ Γ_L ∩ O(K_R) since γλ − λ ∈ K ⊂ L for every γ ∈ Γ_K and λ ∈ L^′. In the following we will especially focus on the case where K_1 ⊂ L_1 is primitive and (z, L) = (z, K) = NZ. Under these assumptions we can write K as K = K_1 ⊕ Zz ⊕ Zζ^′ as an additive group with ζ^′ ∈ K

30 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

such that (z, ζ^′) = N. This implies that K ⊂ L is primitive, and furthermore that Γ_L ∩ O(K_R) = Γ_K .

We will use Theorem 5.4 to describe the restriction of ϑ_L(f)(g) to O(K_R) directly in terms of the Fourier series expansion. For that purpose we choose an isometry v_0 : L_R ≃ R^{3,2} so that its restriction to K_R is compatible with the decomposition K_R = (K_1)_R ⊕ ⟨z, z^′ − q(z^′)z⟩; more precisely we set

v_0 ( z + z^′ − q(z^′)z 2 ) = e_1, v_0((K_1)_R) = ⟨e_2, e_3⟩,

v_0(L_1(R)) = v_0((K_1)_R) ⊕ ⟨e_4⟩, v_0 ( z − z^′ + q(z^′)z 2 ) = e_5,

where {e_1}^5_{i=1} denotes the standard ordered orthogonal basis of R^{3,2} . Then we set an isometry w_0 = w^+_0 + w^−_0 : K_R ≃ R^{3,1} as the restriction of v_0 = v^+_0 + v^−_0 to K_R. Lastly we let w_0 restrict to the isometry w_1 of (K_1)_R onto R^{2,0} . Now we get the following:

Proposition 8.1. Assume the above setting. Let h^3_κ(x) ∈ H^{k,0}(R^{3,2} ) with κ = (k, ±k_1) and g_K = n^′_z(u^′)m^′_z(a, g^′_1) ∈ P^′_z with u^′ ∈ (K_1)_R, a ∈ R^× , and g^′_1 ∈ O((K_1)_R). Then

ϑ_L(f; h^3_κ)(g_K ) = δ_{kk1} |a| √ 2‖w^+_0 (z)‖ ( f_{L1} (τ), Θ_{L1} (τ, g^′_1; h^2_{±k}) ) τ (8.2) + ∑ 0≠λ∈K^′_1 (∑ n|λ n^k ∑ γ∈L^′_1,n|γ γ|_{K1} =λ ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=γ/n e((nδ, z^′))c ( q(γ) n^2 , δ )) W^κ_λ (g_K ),

where γ|_{K1} = λ means that (γ, ν) = (λ, ν) for all ν ∈ K_1 and

W^κ_λ (g_K ) = (−i)^{k−k1} (a/|a|)^{k−k1} |a|^{k+1} 2^{k1−2}(k − k_1)!‖w^+_0 (z)‖^{k+1} ×e((λ, u^′)) ( w_1((g^′_1)^{−1}λ), e_2 ± ie_3 )_{k1} ‖w_1(λ)‖^{k1} K_{k1} ( 2π|a|‖w_1(λ)‖ ‖w^+_0 (z)‖ )

for every λ ∈ K^′_1 \ {0}. This restriction is a modular form on O(K_R) ≃ O(3, 1) for the group Γ_K , which belongs archimedean locally to the O(3, 1)-module Π^{3,1}_{k,0}. Moreover its constant term involves the values on O((K_1)_R) ⊂ O(L_R) of cuspidal automorphic forms belonging to the discrete series representation Π^{2,1}_{k,0} of O(2, 1).

Remark 8.1. In (8.2) we have ignored the condition q(γ) > 0 for the summation in γ ∈ L^′_1 with n|γ and γ|_{K1} = λ, since the coefficients c(n, δ) = 0 for n ≤ 0. Also we note that q(λ) > 0 for every nonzero λ ∈ K^′_1.

Now we specialize [Ze20b, Theorem 2.6] to give the other description of ϑ_L(f; h^3_κ)(g_K ). Take the orthogonal decomposition L_Q = K_Q ⊕ K^⊥_Q , and write x = x_K + x_K⊥ ∈ L_Q according to it. Then the orthogonal projection from L_Q to K_Q sends L^′ to K^′, and its composition with K^′ → K^′/K factors through L^′/K to define the map p_K : L^′/K → K^′/K = D_K . Define a C [D_L ] ⊗ C [D_K ]-valued theta function on H_1 by

Θ_{L,K} (τ) = ∑ δ∈D_K ∑ λ∈L^′/K p_K (λ)=δ e(τ q ( λ_K⊥ ) ) e_{λ+L} ⊗ e_δ,

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 31

where λ_K⊥ ∈ K^⊥_Q is well-defined for λ ∈ L^′/K. Then the following states a specialization of [Ze20b, Theorem 2.6] to our case:

Theorem 8.2. Let f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L). Then the function (8.3) Θ_{(L,K)}(f; τ) : τ → ⟨f(τ), Θ_{L,K}(τ)⟩_L belongs to S_ν (D_K ) and one has the identity (8.4) ϑ_L(f; h^3_κ)(g_K ) = ( Θ_{(L,K)}(f; τ), Θ_K (τ, g_K ; h^3_κ) ) τ for every g_K ∈ O(K_R).

As in (3.7) for f(τ) we write the Fourier expansion of (8.3) as

Θ_{(L,K)}(f; τ) = ∑ δ∈D_K ∑ m>0 m∈q(δ)+Z C_{L,K} (m, δ)e(mτ)e_δ.

Then the definition of Θ_{(L,K)}(f; τ) implies that

(8.5) C_{L,K} (m, δ) = ∑ μ∈L^′/K p_K (μ)=δ c(m + q(μ_K⊥ ), μ + L)

for every δ ∈ D_K and m > 0 with m ∈ q(δ) + Z. On the other hand Theorem 5.4 gives that the right-hand side of (8.4) is equal to δ_{kk1} |a| √ 2‖w^+_0 (z)‖ ( Θ_{L,K} (f, τ)_{K1} , Θ_{K1} (τ, g^′_1; h^2_{±k}) ) τ (8.6) + ∑ 0≠λ∈K^′_1 (∑ n|λ n^k ∑ ε∈F^′/K π_{K1} (ε)=λ/n e((nε, z^′))C_{L,K} ( q(λ) n^2 , ε )) W^κ_λ (g_K ),

where F^′ = {ε ∈ K^′ | (ε, z) = 0 mod N} and π_{K1} is the map from F^′/K to D_{K1} defined in the same way as π in (5.10). Here we also note that z^′ ∈ K^′ by (8.1). Thus our task is to check the equality of the right-hand side of (8.2) and (8.6). To this end we observe the following:

Lemma 8.3. (i) Suppose 0 ≠ λ ∈ K^′_1 and n|λ, n ∈ N (i.e. λ/n ∈ K^′_1). Then one has ∑ ε∈F^′/K π_{K1} (ε)=λ/n e((nε, z^′))C_{L,K} ( q(λ) n^2 , ε ) = ∑ γ∈L^′_1,n|γ γ|_{K1} =λ ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=γ e((nδ, z^′))c ( q(γ) n^2 , δ ) . (8.7)

(ii) For f(τ) ∈ S_ν (D_L) one has that Θ_{L,K} (f, τ)_{K1} = Θ_{L1,K1} (f_{L1} , τ). Proof. We apply (8.5) to rewrite the left-hand side of (8.7) as ∑ ε∈F^′/K π_{K1} (ε)=λ/n e((nε, z^′)) ∑ μ∈L^′/K p_K (μ)=ε c ( q(λ) n^2 + q(μ_K⊥ ), μ + L )

= ∑ μ∈M^′/K π_{K1} (p_K (μ))=λ/n e((nμ, z^′))c ( q(λ + nμ_K⊥ ) n^2 , μ + L ) .

32 TAKUYA MIYAZAKI AND YOHEI SAITO

Then (8.7) is obtained, if we apply the bijection {μ ∈ M^′/K | π_{K1} (p_K (μ)) = λ/n} ≃ {(γ, δ) ∈ L^′_1 × M^′/L | n|γ, γ|_{K1} = λ, π(δ) = γ/n}, sending μ to (λ + nμ_K⊥_R , μ + L) for a given λ ∈ K^′_1 with n|λ, to rewrite the right-hand side of the identity above.

The same bijection in the case where n = 1 is again applied to give the equality

(8.8) ∑ ε∈F^′/K π_{K1} (ε)=λ ∑ μ∈L^′/K p_K (μ)=ε c(m + q(μ_K⊥_R ), μ) = ∑ γ∈L^′_1 γ|_{K1} =λ ∑ δ∈M^′/L π(δ)=γ c(m + q(γ_{(K1)}⊥_R ), δ)

for λ ∈ K^′_1 and m ∈ q(λ) + Z. This shows the claimed equality in (ii), since each side of (8.8) equals the (m, λ)-th Fourier coefficient of Θ_{L,K}(f, τ)_{K1} or Θ_{L1,K1} (f_{L1} , τ) respectively. Thus the proof is finished. □

By putting (8.7) into (8.6), we see that (8.6) and (8.2) coincide for every nonzero λ ∈ K^′_1. As to the constant terms Lemma 8.3 (ii) and [Ze20b, Theorem 2.6] applied to the pairing (Θ_{L1,K1} (f_{L1} , τ), Θ_{K1} (τ, g^′_1; h^2_{±k}))_τ conclude their coincidence. Thus we have checked the equality of the right-hand side of (8.2) and (8.6) as desired.

References

[BMM17] N. Bergeron, J. Millson, and C. Moeglin, Hodge type theorems for arithmetic manifolds associated to orthogonal groups, International Mathematics Research Notices, 2017, No.15, 4495-4624.

[Bo98] R. E. Borcherds, Automorphic forms with singularities on Grassmannians, Invent. math. 132 (1998) 491-562 [Br02] J. H. Bruinier, Borcherds products on O(2, l) and Chern classes of Heegner divisors, Lecture Notes in Math. 1780 (2002), Springer-Verlag [Er53] A. Erdélyi, Higher Transcendental Functions, Vol. II, McGraw-Hill, New York, 1953 [GR07] I. S. Gradshteyn, I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series, and Products, 7th ed., Elsevier/Academic Press, Amsterdam, 2007 [HT93] R. Howe and E. Tan, Homogeneous functions on light cones, Bull. Am. Math. Soc. 28 (1993) 1-74 [Ko21] T. Kobayashi, Branching laws of unitary representations associated to minimal elliptic orbits for indefinite orthogonal group O(p, q), Adv. Math. 388 (2021) [KM11] T. Kobayashi and G. Mano, The Schrödinger model for the minimal representation of the indefinite orthogonal group O(p, q), Mem. Am. Math. Soc. 213 (2011) [KO03] T. Kobayashi and B. Ørsted, Analysis on the minimal representation of O(p, q). III. Ultrahyperbolic equations on R^{p−1,q−1} , Adv. Math. 180 (2) (2003) 551-595 [Li90] J. -S. Li, Theta lifting for unitary representations with nonzero cohomology, Duke Math. J. 61 (1990) 913-937 [Ma19] S. Ma, Quasi-pullback of Borcherds products, Bull. London Math. Soc. 51 (2019) 1061-1078 [Mi04] T. Miyazaki, On Saito-Kurokawa lifting to cohomological Siegel modular forms, Manuscr. Math.

114 (2), (2004) 139-163 [Mi20] T. Miyazaki, On Siegel paramodular forms corresponding to skew-holomorphic Jacobi cusp forms, Internat. J. Math. 31 (8) (2020) [MO48] W. Magnus and F. Oberhettinger, Formeln und Sätze für die speziellen Funktionen der mathematischen Physik, 2nd ed. Springer-Verlag, Berlin (1948)

THETA LIFTS FOR INDEFINITE ORTHOGONAL GROUPS 33

[MW95] C. Moeglin and J.-L. Waldspurger, Spectral Decomposition and Eisenstein Series, Une Paraphrase de l’Écriture, Cambridge Univ. Press (1955) [Od77] T. Oda, On modular forms associated with indefinite quadratic forms of signature (2, n − 2), Math. Ann. 231 (1977) 97-144 [Po22] A. Pollack, Modular forms on indefinite orthogonal groups of rank three, J. Number Theory 238 (2022) 611-675 [RS81] S. Rallis and G. Schiffmann, On a relation between ~SL_2 cusp forms and cusp forms on tube domains associated to orthogonal groups, Trans. AMS 263 (1981) 1-58 [Sh82] G. Shimura, Confluent hypergeometric function on tube domains, Math. Ann. 260 (1982) 269- 302 [Si38] C. L. Siegel, Über die Zetafunktionen indefiniter quadratischer Formen, Math. Z. 43 (1938) 682-708 [Vi68] N. J. Vilenkin, Special functions and the theory of group representations, Translated from the Russian by V. N. Singh, Translations of Mathematical Monographs, Vol. 22 American Mathematical Society, Providence, R.I. 1968 [We64] A. Weil, Sur certains groupes d’opérateurs unitaires, Acta Math. 111 (1964) 143-211 [Ze20a] S. Zemel, The structure of integral parabolic subgroups of orthogonal groups, Journal of Algebra 559 (2020) 95-128 [Ze20b] S. Zemel, Seesaw identities and theta contractions with generalized theta functions, and restrictions of theta lifts, preprint, https://arxiv.org/abs/2009.06012 (2020)