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THE LOGARITHM OF THE SIEGEL FUNCTION

Daniel S. Kubert*

1. Introduction

Let a = (a), a;) € Q>*— Z>. We may define the Siegel function g,(r)
as follows. We define the Klein form k,(r), Im7>0 by k,(7)=
e "M 2q (2 ) where z = a;t + a,, 1(z, 1), o(z, ) are respectively the
Weierstrass eta-function and the Weierstrass sigma-function for the
lattice [, 1]. We define g,(7) by

1.1 8a(1) = ko (T)m*(7)

where 7 is the Dedekind eta-function. g,(7) has the g-expansion

(1.2)  ga(r) = —ql2Bavgrmiszard2(1 — gy [T (1- q%q.)(1 - q7/q.)
n=1

where g, = €™ and q, = €™, By(x) = x2— x + ¢{ (see 10).

One may easily see from the g-expansion that if a —a’'€ Z?
g.(1) = €g,(1) where € is a constant depending on a and a’. Soup to a
constant the function g,(r) depends on the coset of a in Q%Z>
Moreover g_,(7) = —g,(7). So up to a constant g, depends on the orbit
of a in Q¥ Z*=x1. Let I'(n) denote the congruence subgroup of level n
of '=SL(2,Z)/+1. From (1.1) or (1.2) it is easy to show that if
a €T(n) and na € Z? then g.(ar) = €,(a)g.(t) where €, (a)'* =1. In
fact, it is easy to explicitly calculate €,(a) (see 3, 1-4). €, will be a
character of I'(n).

The functions g, satisfy the important ‘“‘distribution relations”.
These are described as follows: Let a € Q% Let N € Z*.

Let {i)_.-}i be the inverse image of a mod Z? under multiplication by
N. Let b; € Q? be a representative for b;. Then

(1.3) H g, = Cg,
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where C is a constant. This is proved by showing that the left side
and right side have the same divisors on the relevant modular curve
which amounts to the fact that the Bernoulli polynomial, Bj(x),
satisfies a distribution relation.

We note from (2) that g, is holomorphic and never 0 on h, the
upper-half plane. Thus we may define a logarithm of g,(r) on h which
we will denote by lg,(r). Since for a EI'(n), if na € Z?%, g.(ar)=
e, (a)g.(7), we have

(1.4) lg.(at) = lg,(7) + 2mix.(a)

where x,(a) is a homomorphism from I'(n) to Q and since Q is
abelian, y, factors through the commutator I''(n) of I'(n) and we may
consider y, as a homomorphism from I'(n)/I"'(n) to Q. It is clear,
moreover, that x, only depends on the orbit of a in Q*/Z?%+1. From
the explicit calculation of €,(a), we find if « € I'(12n?) that €,(a) = 1.
So if @ € I'(12n?%), x.(a) € Z. (See 3, 1-4).

In this paper we wish to develop some properties of x, and to
explicitly calculate it. Using representation (1.1), we shall see that
X«(a) measures the difference between the area of certain paral-
lelograms and the number of lattice points therein. Given this explicit
description, we can then fairly easily prove some of the properties of
X« geometrically. Others, like the distribution property, do not have
an obvious geometric proof. This seems due to the fact that the
Dedekind eta-function does not have a canonical homogeneous
product representation.

We note that representation (1.2) may also be used to calculate y,.
This has been done by B. Schoeneberg using techniques of Dedekind
and Siegel. The expression he obtains has the form of a generalized
Dedekind sum ([9], Chapter VIII). Previous to Schoeneberg’s work
Dieter had calculated the transformation formula for the Klein
functions [1].

We note that for the ordinary Dedekind sum, Rademacher has
already given an interpretation of it as the number of lattice points in
a certain 3-dimensional region [7] (I, p. 318-321). It is therefore not
surprising that the generalized Dedekind sums y, should have a lattice
point interpretation. The techniques used below, in fact, will also
yield an expression for the standard Dedekind sum as essentially the
number of lattice points in a certain parallelogram minus the area.

Mordell also studied functions of lattice points in certain triangles
and proved reciprocity laws for these functions (See 6).
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§2. Properties of x.
Let na € Z2. Then for a, B € I'(n).
PROPOSITION 2.1: x,(aB) = xa(a) + xa(B).
This is just the homomorphism property. One can see from (1.1)

that if y €T, g,(yr) = Cig,(r) where we think of y as a matrix
operating on the row vector a = (a;, a;). Thus for some constant C

Iga(yr) = Igay (1) + C.
Suppose a € I'(n). Then yay ™' € I'(n) and

Ig.(yay '7) — Ig.(7) = Iga(yay ™' (y7)) = Iga(y7)
=lg,(yat) — Ig.(y71) = Igay(aT) — Igay (7).

So we have
ProposiTION 2.2: Ifa €EI'(n), yE€T.
Xa(yay ™) = xay(@).

Since g, satisfies a multiplicative distribution relation mod
constants, Ig, satisfies an additive distribution relation mod constants.
Thus if a and {b;}; are as in (1.3) we have

PROPOSITION 2.3:

2 Igy, (1) =1g,(v)+ C, C constant

Moreover if we take the logarithmic differential of the quantities in
Proposition 2.3 we find

PROPOSITION 2.4:

98y . 0ga
Z 8b; (n= &a ()

In particular the coefficients of the power series in q of dg,/gs, form
additive distributions.
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We may form another distribution from (2.3) via integrating (2.4).
Let y €T. For each a € Q*>— Z? we define x,(y) as follows. Choose
r € Z* such that y" €I'(n) where na € Z°. Define x,(v) as 1/rx.(y").
Then x.(y) is independent of r and, for fixed vy.

PROPOSITION 2.5: x,(y) forms an additive distribution. If vy =[}!}
Xa(7y) is just the distribution By(a,)/2.

§3. Calculations

To calculate y, we use formula (1.1). We also will use the dis-
tribution identity

(3.1 2(3,0)g(,9g(0,3) = C, C constant.

Given a, b € Q*— Z? we may form the function

(3.2) g(a,b)=g%gzﬂ-'—” if a+b,a-bgZ2

a

From (1.1) we immediately get

Ka+vka—p
Xavbap

3.3) g(a,b)= K

To begin we must define Ig(a, b), the logarithm of g(a, b). Given
r=(r,r) and s = (s, 52) € Q*— Z?, we define

(B.4)k(r,s) = wE;—(O) (log z : : + (5) + -;— (5)2 - (%) - % (%)2) + logf

where here, by abuse of notation, r means rit+r;; s, si7+s,, and
L =[7, 1] where log is the principal branch on C — R~ and is given
imaginary part mi on the negative real axis.

Then

(3.5) e = [k,
We define Ig(a, b) by

3.6) lg(a,b)=lk(a+b,a)+1k(a—b,a).
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Define [a, h, b, k] by 1/2mi) (Ig(a +h, b +k)—lg(a, b)) for a,b €
Q?—2Z% h,k € Z*. Then [a, h, b, k] € Q since g, differs from g,., by a
root of unity etc. From the definition we have the cocycle relationship.

PROPOSITION 3.8: If hy, hy, ky, ko € Z*
[a, hy+ ha, b, ki + k3] = [a + hy, by, b + ky, ko] + [a, hy, b, ki)

One sees immediately from (3.4) that Ig(a, b)(yr) = Ig(avy, by)(7).
From this we see

ProposiTION 3.9: If vy €T, [avy, hy, by, kyl =[a, h, b, k].

Suppose na,nb € Z?, y€I'(n). Then we know Ig(a, b)(yr)—
lg(a, b)(7)isa constant which in factis 27mi(xo+5(Y) + Xa—b(¥) = 2Xa(¥Y). If
we set h =ay—a, k=by—b then since Ilg(a, b)(7) = lg(ay, by)(t),
Ig(a, b)(yr) — lg(a, b)(7) = 2wila, h, b, h]. We now calculate [a, h, b, k].
Assume in the following that h# 0 # k, and h# *k so that the elements
0, —h, —k, —h —k are distinct. In what follows set a =a+h, B =
b + k. Then

lg(e,B)= 3 (log(e;@iél) + log(gja_—_ﬁ_))

w€L-(0) o —(a) o —(a)
(528) 3 (58) +(455)
3 (558) 2(2)- (5)) e

a—B nla+B)a+B)
a 2

+

+log

BB, )

e = 3, (on(* 207 en(*5207)
(500) 3 (0 + (150) 3 (58 (D) - ()
+log(a : b) + log(a ; b) _na+b)a+b)

2
_n(a=b))a—b)
2

+n(a)a.

We calculate the subtraction in two parts, those involving n and the
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others. Using the fact that % is R-linear we find

_n(a+ 32)(a +8)_mla— Bz)(a =B) | n(e)e)
=—n(b + k)b + k)
~nlaxt)arh) n@-bXa=b), ,aya)=—nibp

and —n(b + k)(b + k) + n(b)b = —q(b)k — n(k)b — n(k)k. Set

* —

e w—(a+[3)+log<w—(a—ﬁ))+(a+B)

©wEL—(0) ( o —(a) o —(a) o
3 (5E) (22 (458) ()~ ().

Then via w—>w + h

= 3 log(w—(:is+k)) w—(a—b—k))+<a+h+b+k)

wEl=(-h) + IOg ( w—a w+h

1ja+h+b+k\, a+h—b—k)+1<a+h~b—k)2_2(a+h)
+§< w+h ) ( w+h 2 o+h o+h

_(a+h)2

wo+h)’
w—(a+b+k) a+h+b+k)

wefn log( w—a )+( o+h
l(a+h+b+k)2_(a+h)__l_(a+h>2
2 w+h w+h w+h

2
is convergent and equals

2

_( a+h )__1( a+h )2
woth+k) 2\w+h+k/"

(w—(a+b)) (a+h+b+k)+1<a+h+n+k)2
weL T h-k) & w+k—a o+h+k w+h+k

Set

= me;_(o)l"g (w ;(_‘f:b))+log(w ;(f;b))_‘_ (a:b)_'_% (a:b)z

(204 (452 x0)- (o)

oot () () 5 (42 - (9) - @
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is convergent and equals

meLZ—(—k) log(w :n(-‘:- ;f ; k)) + (w + ll’() +% (w + 2)2 (w :1- k)

_l< a )2
2\w+k/°

Thus Ig(a + h, b + k) — Ig(a, b) equals

_ ©—(a+b)
nb+RG+O kb 3 log(254 D)
$=(0,—h,—k,—h—k)

_Hog(w—(a—b—k))_lo (w (a+b)

w—a

(w (a=—b- k))

) wtk—a
1(a+h+b+k> (a+h )1 a+h \’
2\ w+h+k w+h+k 2(w+h+k)
+(a+h—b—k)+1(a+h b— k)z_(a+h)_l(a+h
w+h 2 wo+h w+h/ 2 w+h)
_<a+b)_1(a+b)+ _>+1 a\’_ <a—b) 1(a—b>2
® 2\ w (w 2((0) w+k/) 2\o+k

a_ 1/ a V w—(a+b) w—(a—b—k)
+w+k+2(w+k)+210g(w+k—a)+10g

(a+h+b+k)
o+h+k

w—a
_ w—(a+b)\ w—(a—b—k)) a+h+b+k)
log( w—a ) IOg( w+k—a +S(Z1k)( w+h+k

+1(a+h+b+k)2_< at+h )_1( a+h )2

2 w+h+k wo+h+k 2\w+h+k
. <a+h—b—k)+1<a+h—b—k) (a+h) 1(a+h)2
S=(=h) w+h 2 w+h w+h 2 w+h

a+b a+b a 1/a\’ a—b>b

sz(o)( ® )+2( ) ) (w) 2(10) s_(Z_k)<w+k)
36T -GG
2\w+k w+k) 2\0+k/"

Now we shall see presently that except for a finite number of o,

log("’_(a+2))+logw_(‘j:z_k)——log<w_(a +b))

w+k— w—a

(m—(a—b—k))

is zero. Thus we may separate this quantity into three convergent
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sums, lg(a+ h, b+ k)—Ig(a, b) = (1) + (2) + (3) where

) =—-qn(b+k)b+k)+nb)b

@ = S tog(% 552 7) rlos(*= 5=
_ o —(a+b) w—(a—b—k)
log( w—a ) log( wt+tk—a )

_ a+h+b+k at+h+b+k a+h
&) _s_(g_,‘)( w+h+b )+2< w+h+k ) <w+h+k)

1/ a+h \* a+th—-b—k ath—b—k
_§<m+h+k> +s§h,< w+h )+2( w+h )
a+h l1/a+h a+b a+b a
_<w+h)_§(w+h) Z(0)( ® )+2( w )_<;)
1/a\? a—-b\ 1[/a—b\? a 1/ a \?
-5(;)— ;k)<w+k)+ <w+k> (w+k>_§(w+k>
at+h+b+k a+h+b+k a+h

+LZ( w+h+k )+2< w+h+k ) (w+h+k)

1/ a+h \* (a+h-b—k a+h—-b—k
_§(w+h+k)+( w+h )+2( w+h )
(a+h) 1(a+h)2_<a+b)_1<a+b)2+(£)+1(£)2
w+h 2\w+h ) 2\ o ) 2 \w
(5505 6 G 2 G

w+tk/ 2\0+k wt+k) 2\w+k/’

We shall first analyze term (3). We recall the definition of n(z, L).
The Weierstrass zeta function is defined by

(3.10) {(xL)—-le 3 1+%+Zx’

WEL-O) X — @
n(z, L) is then defined by
3.11) n(z,Ly=¢(x+2)—¢(x) forz€L

and is extended by R-linearity to €. Evaluating at x =0 we find for
z€L, z#0

(3.12) n(z) =2 }; ; ZZ’

PRroPosSITION 3.13: Expression (3) equals (2b + k)n(k).
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The calculation will be left to the reader via use of (3.12) with the
hint that (2b +k)n(k) = (b + k)n(k)+ bn(k). One must also ap-
propriately translate the lattice and one should be guided by the
identity thati(a + h + b + k)Y’ +¥a+ h—b—k)*—(a + h)*—3(a + b)*—
Ha—b)’+a*>=(2b + k)k. The calculation is also valid if h=0 or
k=0.

This proposition yields the surprising conclusion that [a, h, b, k]
=lg(a+h, b+k)—Ig(a,b) is actually independent of h. For the
proposition shows that expression (3) is independent of h, and it is
clear that expressions (1) and (2) are independent of h. Combining (1)
and (3) we obtain

(3.14) 2mila, h, b, k1= n(k)b — n(b)k + (2).

Set (x,y)=n(x)y —n(y)x. By the Legendre relation if Im y/x >0,
(x,y)=2mi times the area of the parallelogram generated by the
vectors (x, X3), (y1, ¥2). If Im y/x <0, (x, y) = —2i times the area of
the parallelogram generated by the vectors (xi, x2), (1, ¥2).

We now evaluate (2). Let f(z) =log z/y —log z/x where Im x/y = 0.
f(2) has two values. On the shaded region f(z) has the value log x/y.
On the unshaded region f(z) has the value log x/y —2wi. The ray
[0, —x] is in the unshaded region and the ray [0, —y] is in the shaded
region. One notes that the half-plane going from y to —y counter-
clockwise is always in the shaded region.

(3.15)

We wish to express analytically when a vector lies in the unshaded
region. Set x = x,i + X5, y = y,i + ¥, z = z,i + 2. 2 lies in the unshaded
region iff Imx/y>0, Imx/-z=0, Im—z/y>0, or x/y<0 and
Imy/z>0 or y/z> 0. Now

X1Y2 — Y1X2 _ 2aby—z:by
Imx/y = , Im—z|]y =—"5—-F—".
y yity: Iy yity:
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Set (x, y) = x1¥2— Xx2y:- Then z is in the unshaded region iff

(3.16) (x,y)>0,(-2,9y)>0,(x,—2)=0 orx/ly<o0
and z/ly>0 or(—zy)>0.

We now evaluate (2) at the point 7=i. In our application if
Im(w—-a)l(w+k—a)=0 we set y=w+k—a, x=w—a, z;=
w—(a+b),z=w—(a—b—k). Then

e (5 ) +lor(*= =) (41

~10g(2 =478 - f2) - £,

This quantity will equal 0 unless z, or z, is in the unshaded region. If

we set €(z) =0 if z is in the shaded region and e(z) = ~2i if z is in
the unshaded region then

(3.17) log(gj—_—u) + ]og<“’___(:_:ll_:_k_)) —log(w —(a+ b))

w+k—a a w—a
_ w—(a—b—k)\ _ _ w—a
log<—_w+k—a )—G(Zx) €(22), Im——w+k_a>0.

If Im(w—alw+k—a)<O0 then we set y=w—a, x=w+k—a, z;=
w—(a—b—-k), z2=w~—(a+b) and with z; and z, so defined (3.17)
again holds. Thus

- ~(@a-b-k)-e(w—(a+b)
(2) Im(a—ag.k_a)zo G(to (a b )) e(w (a

* Im(m—agl-k—a)<o E(w - (a -b- k)) - E(w —(a+ b))

Let us suppose now that b and k are not colinear. Then we may via
(3.16) picture the above regions. Suppose first that Im b/k > 0. Then
2 imw—-aw+k-a)=0 €(@ — (@ — b — k)) is 0 and Zmw-aiwrk-a)=0 €(@ ~ (a + b))
equals —27i times the number of lattice points in the triangle with
vertices (a,a + b, a —k) with the segment [a + b, a — k] excluded.
2 Imw-alw+k-a)<0 €(@ — (a + b)) is 0 and = jnw-gw+k-ay<o €(@ —(a — b —k))
equals —27i times the number of lattice points in the triangle with
vertices (a,a — k,a — b — k) with the segments [a,a — k], [a,a —b —
k] excluded. Thus the total is —2i times the number of points in the
parallelogram with vertices [a,a+ b,a —k,a — b — k] with the seg-
ments [a + b, a — k], [a, a — b — k] excluded.
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a—k

(3.18) a_b_k&“b
a

Now suppose Im b/k < 0. Then 2 im@-gw+k-ay=0 €(@ — (a + b)) is 0 and
2 imw-ao+k-ay=0 —€(@ —(a — b — k)) equals 27i times the number of
lattice points in the triangle with vertices (a, a — k, a — b — k) with the
segment [a —k, a — b — k] excluded. Zinw-aw+k-ay<o €(@ —(a ~ b — k))
is 0 and 2 1nu-g/o+k-ay<0 —€(@ — (a + b)) equals 27ri times the number of
lattice points in the triangle with vertices (a, a + b, a — k) with the
segment [a, a + b] excluded.

a+b a—k
P 5
a a—-b-k
In summary combining (3.14) with (3.18) and (3.19) we find if

(a, a+b, a—k, a—b—k) denotes the parallelogram with vertices
a,a+b,a—k,a—b-k,if

(3.20) Im b/k > 0,hen [a, h, b, k]l = A(a,a+b,a—k,a—b —k)
—I(a,a+b,a—k,a—b—k)

where A is the area of (a,a+ b,a —k,a— b —k) and I is the number
of integral points therein as in (3.18). If

Im b/k <0, then [a, h,b,kl=I(a,a+b,a—k,a—b—k)
—A(a,a+b,a—k,a—b—k)

where I is the number of integral points in (a,a +b,a —k,a ~b — k)
as in (3.19).

One may also calculate the case when Im b/k =0, i.e., the case
when b and k are colinear but this will not be needed in application.

§4. Determination of y,
We would now like to use the results of Section 3 to calculate the

homomorphism y,. Let a, b belongs to Q>— Z2. Suppose n is such
that na, nb € Z. Let y € I'(n). Then we may use (3.20) to determine
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Xa+p(¥) + Xa=(¥) — 2Xa(y). From the definitions (1.1), (3.3), we have

“4.1) Xa+6(¥) + Xab(¥) —2xa(y) =[a, ay — a, b, by — b].

So h = ay —a, k = by — b. Let us first consider the case when k and b
are colinear. Suppose 3A € R such that by = Ab. Then A must be an
eigenvalue of y and since y € SLy(Z) and b € Q> we must have
A € Q. One then sees quickly that A = *1 and Tr(y)=+2, i.e. vy is
parabolic. By (2.2) we may assume that y=[}""], mE€ Z and b =
(0, b,) nb,€ Z. We show that [a,ay —a, b, by —b] is zero. This is
obvious since by — b = 0 and we have shown that [a, h, b, k] does not
depend on h. So since [a,0, b,0] is clearly 0, the result follows.
Alternatively, y fixes i» and if b = (0, b,) one checks that g(a, b) has
a zero of order 0 at i. Thus evaluating Ig(a, b)y(t) —Ig(a, b)(t) as
t—>io we get 0.

Hence we may suppose that b and k are not colinear. We then may
use (3.20) to evaluate xo+5(v) + Xa=b(y) —2x.(y) With h = ay—a, k=
by — b. Seeing that [a, h, b, k] does not depend on h we may change
our notation and set

4.2) [b, kl. =I[a, h, b, k].

We have xais(¥) + Xa-s(¥) — 2X6(¥) — (Xass(¥) + Xab(¥) — 2xa(¥))
= 2(xa(y) — x»(¥)- So

(4.3) Xa(y) — xs(y) =ila, ay — al, —3[b, by —bl, a# +b mod Z°.

For y € I'(12n?), from the transformation of the Klein function we
know that y,(v) — x»(y) must take values in 2#iZ. This is not obvious
from (3.20).

Now suppose a is not a 2-point i.e. 2aZ Z>. Let p,, p,, p; represent
the three 2-points in Q% Z2. The distribution relation (3.1) tells us that
80.80,.8p, 18 constant. So for each y € I'(2)

4.4) Xo (V) + X (V) + Xpi(¥) = 0.

Then if na € Z*, yETI'(2n), n odd or yEI'(n), n even, 3y.(y)=
(xa(¥) = X0, (YD) + (Xa(¥) = X0(¥)) + Xa(¥) — Xp,(¥) SO

4.5)

xa(y) = ¢(a, ay — al,, + [a, ay — al,, + [a, ay — al,) — ¢(p1 P1y — Pila
+[P2, P2y — Pala + [P3, P37y — P3la)-
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If yET'(n) and n is odd we may calculate x.(y) by xa(y) = txa(¥®)
and y*€ I'(2n).

There is a simpler expression for y,(y) which we may obtain as
follows which is, however, not quite as aesthetically pleasing.

Consider g(p;, a — p:); g(p1, a — p1)g(P2, a — pP2)g(p3, a — p3) equals

2
l—I gaga+2p,~ - Cl l—[ 5241 — ng?,

ggi i gPi

So if na € 2%, y €I'(2n), n odd, or y €I'(n), n even

(4.6) xu(y)=tda—py, (a—p)(y — D, +[a—ps(a—p)(y— DI,
+[a — ps, (a — p)(y — D],).

Again, if n is odd and y € I'(n) one may calculate x,(y) as ¢x.(y®) and
vy € I'(2n).

If p is a 2-point g(p, a) is peculiar in that g(p, a) = C(g3,/g2) so for
vy €EI'(8n?, na € Z* [a — p, (a — p)(y — 1)], must belong to 4miZ.

We may see this fact geometrically. Set a’ = a — p so 2na’ € Z%. Set
k=a'(y—1). Then k € 4nZ*. The parallelogram (p,p +a’,p —k,p —
a’, —k) has area twice an integer since a’ has denominator at most 2n
and k €4nZ>% So we must only show that 2 divides I(p,p +a’,p —
k,p —a'— k). We first consider the case when Im b/k > 0. Consider
the transformation z+— Zp — k — z which preserves lattice points since
Zp — k belongs to Z> Then the segment [p, p — k] is taken to itself
under this transformation. The triangle [p, p — k, p + a'] is taken to the
triangle [p,p —k,p —a’—k]. The interval [p,p —a’'—k] is taken to
[p + a’, p — k]. Moreover the fixed point of the map is z = p — k2 & Z°
since k€2Z% So I(p,p+a',p—kp—a —k) equals twice the
number of points in the triangle (p, p + a’, p — k) excluding the inter-
vals (p,p —k) and (p,p + a’) plus the points on (p,p —k) which
number is even. The arguments are similar in the case that Im b/k <0,
and are left to the reader. We explore the geometric aspects, more
thoroughly in the next section.

We still must show how to calculate x, in the case a is a 2-point.
Let’s say we wish to calculate x,. We have

8 p1+p:8 12 8p1-p38p1+p3
5 .

4.7 6=
@7 En g, P

, ¢ constant

from the distribution relations. So if y € I'(2)

4.8 Xo,(¥) = —§([p2, P2y — D1, + [p3, ps(y — D],).
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§5. Geometric insights

One might, a priori, define a function [a, h, b, k] as in (3.18) or (3.19)
and then try to deduce, geometrically, properties about it. We show
here how some of the major properties of [a, h, b, k] can be so
deduced without referring to the definition in terms of Siegel
functions.

The most obvious property is the independence of [a, h, b, k] on h,
since h does not appear in (3.18) or (3.19). So we defined the symbol
[b, k1. as before b, a € Q*— Z2, k € Z>. We will slightly change the
definition in order to make things more symmetric. If Im b/k = 0 we
define [b, k], to be zero. If Im b/k > 0 we define [b, k], to equal the
area of the parallelogram (a, a — k, a + b, a — b — k) minus the number
of points therein, with each point on the boundary counted with
weight one-half. If Im b/k <0 we define [b, k], to equal the number of
integral points in the parallelogram (a, a — k, a + b, a — b — k), counted
as above, minus the area of the parallelogram. In actual application,
this change is unimportant for the following reason. In application, k
will equal b(y — 1) where y € SL(2,Z) and a(y — 1) € Z% Under the
action of v, the segment [a, a + b] goes into the segment [ay, ay + by]
which via translation by —a(y—1)—k goes into [a—k,a+b]. In
particular, since a(y— 1) € Z? the interval [a, a+ b] has the same
number of integral points as the interval [a + b, a — k]. Likewise the
interval [a, a — b — k] has the same number of integral points as the
interval [a — k, a — b — k]. Thus for k = b(y — 1) our revised definition
of [b, k], agrees with (3.18) and (3.19). We note from the definition
that [b, k], only depends on the class of a mod Z? since translation by
elements of Z” preserves lattice points. We now prove directly
analogues of propositions (3.8) and (3.9).

PROPOSITION 5.1: If na € Z%, y € I'(n) then

[by, kyl. = [b, k]..
Ifyer

[by, kylay = [b, K]

The second statement is immediate since y preserves orientation,
area, and lattice points. If y € I'(n) then a — ay differs by a lattice
point and translation gives the desired first statement.

PROPOSITION 5.2: Let ky, k, € Z*. Then

[b9 kl + k2]a = [b + kl’ k2]a + [b’ kl]n-
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The proof of this is “pictorial”’. We must distinguish cases cor-
responding to the relative positions of a, a + b, a — ki, a — k; — k,. One
case is when the convex hull of (a, a+b, a —k;, a—k;—k,) is not
equal to that of any triangle. We have other cases when it is equal to
that of a triangle, and finally we have degenerate cases when some of
the subtriangles collapse into lines. We will consider the first case and
leave the rest to the reader. Suppose, that the convex hull is not that
of any triangle. Let us say that Im k,/b > 0, Im(k; + k;)/b > 0. Then
pictorially we have

a-—k.
(5.3) a—ki —k; a+b

The area of triangle (a, a + b, a — k; — k) plus the area of triangle
(a —k,—ky,a+ b,a— k) equals the area of triangle (a,a + b, a —k;)
plus the area of triangle (a,a —k;, a —k,— k;). We have equivalent
statements for numbers of integral points in the respective triangles
with the integral points on boundaries counted ;. Since k; € Z?, the
number of integral points in (a —k,—k,, a+ b, a —k;) equals the
number in (a — k,, a + (b + k), a).

Given a parallelogram (a, a + b, a — k, a — k — b) we may consider it
as the sum of 2 triangles, (a,a + b,a — k), (a,a — k,a — k — b). Under
the transformation z+—> —k — z, the latter goes to (—a, —a — k, —a — b).
So we may think of [b, k], as consisting of the sum of two parts, the
a-part, being the difference between the area and number of integral
points in (a,a + b, a — k) and the —a part being the difference be-
tween the area and number of integral points in (—a, —a + b, —a — k).
If we now draw the corresponding ““—a” diagram of (5.3) and draw
the corresponding conclusions we reach the statement that [b,
ki+ ky)o — [b + ki, kola — [b, kil equals the area of (a, a —k;, a — k;—
k;) minus the number of integral points therein plus the area of
(—a,—a—k;,—a—k,— k;) minus the number of points therein. But
using the transformation z+>—k, — z, we find this quantity equals the
area of (a,a—k,,a—k,—ky,a+k,) minus the number of integral
points therein.

Now (a, a — ky, a — k; — kj, a + k,) with the sides (a — k;, a — k,) and
(a — ky— k3, a — k;) excluded form a fundamental domain for the sub-
group of Z? generated by (k;, k;). Thus the number of integral points
therein equals the area. Here we are giving full value to the integral
points on two adjacent sides and excluding the other two.
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k

a— K,
(5-4) a — kl - kz@a + k2
a

In the above calculation we counted the integral points on the
boundary with value 3. But since opposite sides in this parallelogram
differ by translation by an element of Z2 the two calculations are
identical and [b, k, + k3], — [b + ki, k2], — [b, ki}. = 0 which proves
the proposition.

We may deduce the following general properties of symbols [b, k],
satisfying (5.1) and (5.2).

COROLLARY 5.3: Let [b, k], take values in an abelian group and
satisfy (5.1) and (5.2). Suppose na,nb € Z*>. Then if vy & I'(n),
[b, b(y ~ 1)1, depends only on the class of b mod Z2.

ProOOF: We must show if h € Z2, [b, b(y — D], =
[b + h,(b+ h)(y — 1)],. From (5.2)

[(b+h),(b+h)(y—Dla
=[b+h,b(y-Dla+[by+h h(y—Dl
=[b,b(y— 1)+ hla—[b, hl. + [by + h, h(y = Dla
=[b, b(y — )]s +[by, hla —[b, k]l + [by + h, h(y — Dla
=[b, b(y — Dla + [by, hyl. — [b, hla
=[b, b(y — D]a by 5.1).

We also note that [b, 0], = 0 from (5.2).

COROLLARY 5.4: Let [b, k], be as in Corollary 5.3. Then if na, nb €
Z?, y—>[b, b(y — 1], is a homomorphism of ['(n) into the value group.

PROOF: By the above remark that [b, 0], = 01— 0 under this map. So
we must only show given vy, y2€ I'(n), [b, b(yyy2— D] = [b, b(y: -
Dla + [b, b(y2 — Dl..

Using (5.1) we have
[b, b(viy2— Dla =[b, b(v1y2— v2+v2— Dl

= [b’ b(‘)‘z— 1)]n + [bYZ’ b‘Yl‘Yz‘ yZ]n
=[b, b(y2— Dla + [b, b(y:— 1)]. by (5.2).
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We may also prove versions of the distribution relations. Suppose
we are given b € Q>— Z2, ¢ € Q*— Z? and a number N € Z* such that
if d=Nb, c+d, c—d, d& Z*. Then we have

(5.5) I g(a, b) = Cg(c, d)

Na = (2%

by the distribution relations where C is a constant. The group-
theoretic analogue of this relation is the following. Let n be such that
na, nb € Z°. Then if y € I'(n) we have

(5.6) > [b,b(y— D], =[d, d(y - D]

Nam=c(Z?)

We would like to prove (5.6) geometrically. This is not hard. Given
¢, d we consider the parallelogram (c,c+d,c—k,c—d— k) where
k = d(y —1). The integral points of (¢c,c+d,c—k, c —d — k) may be
divided into congruence classes mod N. Let {a;} represent these
congruence classes. If we let'I(c, c +d, ¢ — k, c — d — k) represent the
number of integral points of (¢, c +d, ¢ —k, c —d — k) we have

6.7 I(c,c+dic—k,c—d—k)=2 I(c,c+d,c—k,c—d—k)

where I;(c, c + d, c — k, c — d — k) represent the number in congruence
class i. We let Iyc,c+d,c—k,c—d—k) designate those points
which are congruent to 0 mod N. Then Ii(c, c+ d,¢c —k,c —d — k) =
Ifc—a,c+d—a,c—k—-—a,c—d—k—a;)and Io(c —a;, c +d —
a, ¢ — k —a, c —d -k — ) equals I(c —a/N, ¢c—ai/N + d|IN,
c—ajfN —kIN, c-aj/N —d/N —k/N) and d/IN =b, kIN =b(y-1).
Combining this with (5.7) and noticing that the areas of the paral-
lelograms behave as they should we obtain (5.6). If mb € Z° and if
y € I'(m) both the left and right side of (5.6) are defined and the proof
still holds. If also mc € Z*> we may interpret the right side as
lg(c, d)y(1) — Ig(c, d)(7) and thus also the left side.

We conclude with some observations about congruence properties
of integral points in parallelograms. If one tries to get an actual
formula for I(a,a+ b,a —k,a — b — k) one finds it to be rather hor-
rible, involving greatest integer functions left and right. Given
a, b,one may ask if one places a congruence condition on k will
I(a,a+b,a—k,a—b—k) satisfy a congruence condition. The
answer essentially is no. For if it did, say modulo some number M
then g..s, ga—s/g2 would have an Mth-root which was fixed by a
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congruence subgroup of I'. But (4,1V) via Shimura’s Theorem on the
integrality of g-expansion of modular forms says this is impossible
except in the obvious cases e.g. a or b is a 2-point, M =2 or a and b
are 2-points, M = 4. Since Leutbecher and Wohlfahrt obtain similar
statements by brute force from the explicit formula for the case of
the Dedekind eta function, one surmises that a brute force approach
could eventually succeed here also.
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