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ABSTRACT. We describe an algorithmic method to determine the image of restriction maps
for Siegel modular forms with arbitrary characters and arbitrary weight. A program has
been implemented in the mathematical software Java to compute the Fourier expansion of
the image of these restriction maps for Siegel modular forms of genus two. This approach
allows us to compute an upper bound for the space of Siegel modular forms with non-
trivial character (which has not been previously known) and arbitrary weights (including
low weight k ≤ 4).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Sk
2

(
Γ
(2)
0 (l), χ

)
denote the space of Siegel modular forms of weight k and genus g = 2,

with nebentypus character χ and prime level l (cf. §2).

In this article, we are interested in the upper bound of the dimension of these vector
spaces for arbitrary weights (including low weight k ≤ 4). For classical modular forms
of arbitrary weight and nebentypus, the dimensions [3, §5] and Fourier coefficients can
be explicitly calculated [9]. It is natural to wonder if we can write down the dimension
formula and, more importantly, Fourier coefficients for Siegel modular forms of higher
genus.

Currently, there is no general formula that expresses the dimensions of these vector spaces
in terms of their levels, weights, and characters. More significantly, there is no natural
method for determining the explicit Fourier coefficients of Siegel modular forms with
arbitrary nebentypus. Nevertheless, recent progress in this direction has been made in
the works of Böcherer, Schulze-Pillot, and Das.

A compilation of known dimensions can be found in [13]. Wakatsuki derived a dimension
formula for cohomological Siegel modular weight forms ≥ 5 and arbitrary vector-valued
weights for prime level congruence subgroups with trivial nebentypus (see [15, Theo-
rem 7.4]). The computation of such low-weight cases (k < 5) was pioneered by a series
of articles by Poor and Yuen [10, 11, 12] for a prime level and trivial nebentypus. In this
paper, we write an algorithm to determine the bounds of the dimensions of the spaces
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of Siegel modular forms for prime level congruence subgroups with non-trivial character and
arbitrary weights (including low weight k ≤ 4).

In [12], the authors describe the images of the restriction maps for Siegel modular forms
of genus two for congruence subgroups of the form Γ0(p) for a prime level p and weights
below 5. In this map, a Siegel modular form of level p is sent to a collection of classical
elliptic modular forms of level pl, where l runs over primes distinct from p. The restric-
tion map is explicitly written for the prime levels p ≤ 41 and scalar weight 4, and is
subsequently used [12, p. 66] to compute the upper limits for the dimensions of the corre-
sponding Siegel modular form spaces. Since there is no algorithmic method for general p,
the computation of Fourier coefficients associated with these restriction maps becomes
very laborious. The corresponding lower bounds for these spaces can be obtained using
Jacobi cusp forms and classical elliptic cusp forms of half-integral weight.

We investigate an upper bound of the dimensions of these vector spaces. The broader
objective of this work is to establish a Sturm-type bound within the framework of Siegel
modular forms. Specifically, the aim is to ascertain the minimal number of Fourier coef-
ficients required to determine whether a given Siegel modular form vanishes identically.
As the Fourier coefficients of Siegel modular forms are naturally indexed by symmetric
matrices, it is appropriate to consider their dyadic traces and to formulate corresponding
bounds in terms of these traces.

The objective of this paper is to develop an algorithm that computes the image of the afore-
mentioned restriction map for arbitrary prime levels and general sending matrices. In par-
ticular, we provide an explicit description of the images of the restriction maps for Siegel
modular forms with arbitrary nebentypus.

The main result of the paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. There exists an algorithm to compute the Fourier coefficients of the elliptic cusp
forms that appear in the images of the restriction maps for prime level, arbitrary weight and arbi-
trary nebentypus. The above algorithm can be applied to determine an explicit upper bound for the
dimensions of the space of Siegel modular forms

Sk
2

(
Γ
(2)
0 (l), χ

)
,

for arbitrary weights k (including low weight k ≤ 4), l is a prime and χ is a non-trivial Dirichlet
character.

We restrict our attention to the genus g = 2 since the computation of dyadic traces (cf. 3)
becomes complicated for the genus g ≥ 3. We restrict ourselves to prime levels, as the
relevant decomposition for general levels is currently not available (cf. Remark 4.4).

In Section 6, we provide an example that illustrates how to apply the algorithm to obtain
an upper bound for a given level, nebentypus, and weight. Our calculations are carried
out for the weight k = 2. A similar method can be used to obtain an upper bound for any
weight k ≤ 4.
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2. NOTATION

Let N, k ∈ Z+.

• For genus g ≥ 1 we define the upper half Seigel space to be
H2g := {Ω ∈ Cg×g | Ω is symmetric and Im(Ω) > 0}

denotes the upper half-space of Siegel.
• Let R be a commutative ring with 1. We denote by 1g and 0g the identity and zero

matrix of the ring Mg(R) and now consider the matrix

Jg =

(
0 1g

−1g 0

)
.

• We denote by GSpg(R) the algebraic group of symplectic similitudes with respect
to Jg. Hence,

GSpg(R) = {M ∈ GL2g(R) | M tJgM = µ(M)Jg}
• For g = 1 we have GSp2 = GL2. The map:

M → µ(M)

defines a character µ : GSpg(R) → R∗. We refer to µ as the similarity factor.
• Γ2 = Sp2(Z) denotes the Siegel modular group.
• Let X2 be the set of positive definite matrices 2 × 2 with integral values, half-

integral.
• For any N ∈ N, consider the congruence subgroup

Γ
(2)
0 (N) =

{(
A B
C D

)
∈ Sp2(Z)

∣∣∣∣∣ C ≡ 0 (mod N)

}
.

• If g = 2, then the above group GSp2 is the symplectic similitude group defined by
the set of matrices h in GL4 that satisfy htJh = c(h)J for

J =


0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1
1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0


and some c(h) ∈ Gm. We define a map c : GSp2 → Gm by letting g ∈ GSp2 map to
c(h). This is the similitude character, and its kernel is the symplectic group Sp2.

• For Γ ⊆ Γ2 of the finite index, the space of Siegel modular forms of weight k with
respect to Γ is denoted by Mk

2 (Γ), and the subspace of cusp forms is denoted by
Sk
2 (Γ).

• Let χ̃ : (Z/NZ)× → C× be a Dirichlet character. Let χ be a character in Γ
(2)
0 (N) as

defined by Andrianov [1, section 1.3]

χ(M) := χ̃(det(D)), where M =

(
A B
C D

)
∈ Γ

(2)
0 (N).

Then, the space of Siegel modular forms with character χ is defined as

Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (N), χ) =

{
F
∣∣∣ F |M = χ(M)F

}
.
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where F |M is weight k operator for Seigel forms defined as
F |M(Z) = det(CZ +D)−kF (MZ).

• Let V2(Z) be the space of symmetric 2× 2 matrices over Z. For S ∈ V2(Z), define

t(S) =

(
I2 S
02 I2

)
∈ Sp2(Z).

• When t(V2(Z)) ⊆ Γ, we have the Fourier expansion

f(Ω) =
∑
t∈X2

a(t; f) e(⟨t,Ω⟩),

for f ∈ Sk
2 (Γ). Here, ⟨t,Ω⟩ = tr(tΩ), e(z) = e2πiz.

• For T, u ∈ GL2(R), define T [u] := utTu.

• Consider the following matrices E0 =

(
I2 0
0 I2

)
; E2 =

(
0 I2

−I2 0

)
.

The remaining notations in the text will be introduced as required.

3. THE RESTRICTION MAPS FOR TRIVIAL NEBENTYPUS

In this section following Poor- Yuen [12], we recall how to compute the restriction maps
for Siegel modular forms with trivial nebentypus, which forms the basis for our subsequent
extensions. We then apply their framework to compute new cases using the software
Java.

For any natural number N ∈ N, let Sk
1 (Γ0(N)) be the space of all classical elliptic cusp

forms [3] of weight k for the congruence subgroup Γ0(N).

Define the set of reduced matrices as follows:

Xred
2 :=

{(
a b
b c

)
∈ X2

∣∣∣∣∣ 0 ≤ 2b ≤ a ≤ c

}
.

We denote the symmetric matrix
(
a b
b c

)
∈ Xred

2 by [abc]. For such a matrix [abc], define

the dyadic trace

w([abc]) :=
1

2
(a+ c− |b|).

Let p be a prime. For F ∈ Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (p)), consider the set of matrices [abc] satisfying

w([abc]) < 1
6
(1 + p)k.

We write v ∈ [t] if there exists a matrix m ∈ SL2(Z) such that v = mtm−1. Following [12],
consider the quantity,

v(j, s, t) = #{v ∈ [t] | ⟨v, s⟩ = j}.
where ⟨A,B⟩ = trace(ABt), which is the usual inner product on the space.
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Following Poor-Yuen [11], we define the map ϕs : H1 → H2 by ϕs(τ) = sτ , where s is a
symmetric positive definite 2 × 2 matrix. Let p ∈ N be a prime. For f ∈ Sk

2 (Γ
(2)
0 (p)), the

above map induces the restriction map ϕ∗
s(f) ∈ S2k

1 (Γ0(pl)), whose Fourier expansion is
given by

(ϕ∗
sf)(τ) =

∑
j∈N

 ∑
t∈X2:⟨t,s⟩=j

a0(t)

 qj =
∑
j∈N

∑
t∈Xred

2

v(j, s, t)a0(t)

 qj.

For c ≡ 0 (mod pl) and l = det(s), we have

(ϕ∗
s(f))|2k

(
a b
c d

)
(τ) = f |k

((
aI2 bs
cs−1 dI2

))
(sτ) = f |k(sτ) = ϕ∗

s(f)(τ).

This is well defined for l = det(s), and therefore, since pl | c, we also have cs−1 ≡ 0
(mod p).

3.1. Upper Bound of the Dyadic Traces of the Set of Determining Coefficients. We
study restriction maps

ϕ⋆
s : S

2
2(Γ

(2)
0 (p)) −→ S4

1(Γ0(pl))

for l ∤ p. For p = 43 (a prime level for which the upper bound of the dimension is not
known), we take l ∈ {1, 2, 3, 5}. For each choice of l, we select a 2 × 2 matrix s such that
det(s) = l. For example,

s =

(
1 0
0 1

)
for l = 1, s =

(
1 0
0 2

)
for l = 2, s =

(
2 1
1 2

)
for l = 3, s =

(
2 1
1 3

)
for l = 5.

Let w([t]) denote the dyadic trace of the matrix [t].

Definition 3.1 (Set of Determining Coefficients). For a Siegel modular form F , let ai(F )
denote the i Fourier coefficients of F . For two Siegel modular forms of a given level N
and weight k, the set of determining coefficients S is defined as the set of coefficients such
that if F,G ∈ Sk

2 (Γ
(2)
0 (N), χ) satisfies ai(F ) = ai(G) for all i ∈ S, then F = G.

Our starting point is [12, Theorem 3.1]. In that work, it is shown that for a Siegel modular
form F ∈ Sk

2 (Γ
(2)
0 (p)) of level N = p, the set of determining coefficients consists of matrices

[t] with dyadic traces that satisfy

w([t]) <
1

6
(1 + p)k.

That is, equality of the coefficients in this set implies equality of the respective forms as a
whole. Klein generalized this result to the prime powers [8, Page 103].

Lemma 3.2. The set of determining coefficients for the space Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (pi)) consists of matrices [t]

with dyadic traces that satisfy:

• w([t]) <
1

6
(1 + p)k for i = 1,

• w([t]) <
3

2
+ pi

(
2k

2
√
3π

− 3

2pi

) i∏
j=1

(
1 +

1

pj

)
for i > 1.
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Proof. The result follows directly from [12, Theorem 3.1] and [8, Page 103]. □

3.2. Program for the expansion. In this subsection, we describe two programs written
in Java that facilitate the computation of the expansion of a Siegel modular form under
the restriction map. First, we present a program that computes the number of determining
coefficients for a given Siegel modular form, followed by illustrative computations. Subse-
quently, we provide a program that gives as an output the image under the restriction map
of a Siegel modular form. These images are expressed in terms of elliptic cusp forms.

3.2.1. A Java Program to Compute the Set of Determining Coefficients. We first write a pro-
gram using the Java programming language. This program is executed in the environ-
ment described in [7] to compute the index matrices appearing in the Fourier expansion
of the restriction maps. For a given level N , we set t = N , and the corresponding index
matrices can be computed by pasting the program into a Java compiler and running it
accordingly.

public c l a s s matr ices {
public s t a t i c void main ( S t r i n g args [ ] ) {

i n t a , b , c ;
i n t count =0;

for ( a =2; a<=t ; a +=2){
for ( b =0; b<=t ; b++){

for ( c =2; c<=t ; c +=2){
i f ( ( 2 * b<=a)&&(a<=c)&&(a+c−b<=28)){
System . out . p r i n t l n ( a+” ”+b+” ”+c ) ;
count ++;

}
}

}
}
System . out . p r i n t l n ( count ) ;

}
}

• Example:A new prime level case We compute the set of determining coefficients for
prime p = 43 since the index matrices are already constructed for p ≤ 41 by Poor-
Yuen [12]. Running the above program as described in the previous section, we get
the set of determining coefficients for p = 43 and k = 2 is given by the following
list of 234 positive definite matrices:

[202], [204], [206], [208], [2010], [2022, [2014, [2026, [2028, [202],



AN ALGORITHM TO COMPUTE UPPER BOUNDS OF DIMENSIONS FOR SIEGEL MODULAR FORMS OF PRIME LEVEL AND ARBITRARY NEBENTYPUS7

[216], [218], [2110], [2112], [2114], [2116], [2118], [2120], [2122], [2124],
[2126], [404], [406], [408], [4010], [4012], [4014], [4016], [4018], [4020],
[4022], [4024], [414], [416], [418], [4110], [4112], [4114], [4116], [4118],
[4120], [4122], [4124], [424], [426], [428], [4210], [4212], [4214], [4216],
[4218], [4220], [4222], [4224], [4226], [606], [608], [6010], [6012], [6014],,
[6016], [6018], [6020], [6022], [616], [618], [6110], [6112], [6114], [6116],
[6118], [6120], [6122], [626], [628], [6210], [6212], [6214], [6216], [6218],
[6220], [6222], [6224], [636], [638], [6310], [6312], [6314], [6316], [6318],
[6320], [6322], [6324], [808][8010], [8012], [8014], [8016], [8018], [8020],
[818], [8110], [8112], [8114], [8116], [8118], [8120], [828], [8210], [8212],
[8214], [8216][8218], [8220], [8222], [838], [8310], [8312], [8314], [8316],
[8318], [8320], [8322], [848], [8410], [8412], [8414], [8416], [8418], [8420],
[8422], [8424], [10010], [10012], [10014], [10016][10018], [10110], [10112],
[10114], [10116], [10118], [10210], [10212], [10214], [10216], [10218],

[10220], [10310], [10312], [10314], [10316], [10318], [10320], [10410], [10412],
[10414], [10416], [10418], [10420], [10422], [10510], [10512], [10514], [10516],

, [10518], [10520], [10522], [12012], [12014], [12016], [12112], [12114],
[12116], [12212], [12214], [12216], [12218], [12312], [12314]

, [12316], [12318], [12412], [12414], [12416], [12418], [12420], [12512], [12514],
[12516], [12518], [12520], [12612], [12614], [12616], [12618], [12620], [12622],

[14014], [14114], [14214], [14216], [14314], [14316], [14414], [14416],
, , [14418], [14514], [14516], [14518], [14614], [14616], [14618], [14620], [14714],
[14716], [14718], [14720], [16416], [16516], [16616], [16618], [16716], [16718],

[16816], [16816], [16818], [16820], [18818], [18918].

3.2.2. A Java program to compute the restriction map. We now compute the image of the
restriction map. As the computation is tedious to perform using an online Java compiler,
we execute the program again in the terminal using Java [6].

In the code, one may freely choose the inputs corresponding to the sending matrix s and
other parameters. Recall that the sending matrix is involved in the restriction map as
defined in § 3.1. For example, for the matrix

s =

(
s1 s2
s2 s4

)
,

we may take s1 = 1, s2 = 0 (since the off-diagonal elements are identical), and s4 = 2. The
variable j denotes the power up to which the Fourier expansion is computed.

In the program below, we set 0 ≤ i ≤ 29, as there are 10 matrices and each matrix con-
tributes 3 entries in the iteration. Note also that the limits chosen for the variables m,n, o, p
(ranging from −8 to +8) are sufficient for the levels considered in this paper (43 and 9).
However, for higher levels, these bounds would need to be increased accordingly.

public c l a s s p a r t i c i p a t i n g {
public s t a t i c void main ( S t r i n g args [ ] ) {

double a r r [ ] = { 2 . 0 , 1 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 0 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 1 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 0 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 4 . 0 ,
2 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 1 . 0 , 6 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 1 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 0 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 4 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 6 . 0 , 2 . 0 , 0 . 0 , 6 . 0 } ;
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double s1 =1;
double s2 =0;
double s4 =1;
i n t i , j , a , b , d ;
i n t m, n , o , p ;

for ( j =1 ; j <=8; j ++){
for ( i =0 ; i <=29; i +=3){

i n t c o e f f =0;
for ( a =2; a<=10;a +=2){

for ( b= −10;b<=10;b++){
for ( d= −10;d<=10;d+=2){

i n t count =0;
for (m= −8;m<=8;m++){
for ( n= −8;n<=8;n++){
for ( o= −8;o<=8;o++){
for ( p= −8;p<=8;p++){

i f ( (m*p−n* o = = 1 ) | | (m*p−n* o== −1)){
i f ( a *d−b *b>0){
i f ( ( a * s1 * 0 . 5 + b * s2+s4 *d*0.5== j )&&(m*m* a +2*m*n* b+n*n*d==a r r [ i ])&&(m* a * o+n* b * o+m* b *p+n*d*p==a r r [ i +1])&&(o * o * a +2*p* b * o+p*p*d==a r r [ i + 2 ] ) ){
count +=1;
c o e f f = c o e f f +count ;
break ;
}

}
}
i f ( count >0)
break ;

}
i f ( count >0)
break ;

}
i f ( count >0)
break ;
}
i f ( count >0)
break ;
}
}
}
}
i f ( coe f f >0)
System . out . p r i n t l n ( c o e f f +” ”+a r r [ i ]+ ” ”+a r r [ i +1]+” ”+a r r [ i +2]+” q ˆ ”+ j ) ;
}
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}
}
}

4. THE RESTRICTION MAPS FOR NON-TRIVIAL NEBENTYPUS

Until now, we have discussed the space of Siegel modular forms with a trivial character.
In this section, we develop restriction map for the space of Siegel modular forms with non-
trivial character. Let f ∈ Sk

2 (Γ
(2)
0 (N), χ) be a Siegel cusp form of genus two, weight k, level

N and nebentypus character χ and l be a prime.

Lemma 4.1. For a cusp form f ∈ Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (N), χ) and d ∈ (Z/l′NZ)×, we have

< d > ϕ∗
s(f) = χ(dI2)ϕ

∗
s(f),

where l′ = det(s).

Proof. Define
ϕs : H1 → H2, ϕs(τ) = sτ,

where s is a positive-definite matrix and l′ = det(s). This induces a map on the corre-
sponding Seigel cusp forms

ϕ∗
s : S

k
2 (Γ

(2)
1 (N)) → S2k

1 (Γ1(Nl′)).

The diamond operator
⟨d⟩ : S2k

1 (Γ1(Nl′)) → S2k
1 (Γ1(Nl′))

acts by
⟨d⟩f = f |[α]2k,

where

α =

(
a b
c δ

)
, δ ≡ d (mod Nl′).

Now for f ∈ Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
1 (N)), we have

⟨d⟩ϕ∗
sf = ϕ∗

sf |[α]2k, α ∈ Γ0(Nl′).

By the definition of the diamond operator,
ϕ∗
sf |[α]2k(τ) = (cτ + δ)−2k ϕ∗

sf(ατ).

Using [11, Proposition 2.1], we get

ϕ∗
sf(ατ) = f

(
aτ+b
cτ+δ

s
)
= f

(
(aτs+ bs)(cs−1τs+ δI2)

−1
)
.

That is,

ϕ∗
sf(ατ) = f

((
aI2 bs
cs−1 δI2

)
· τs

)
.



10 DEBARGHA BANERJEE, DRON AIRON, PRANJAL VISHWAKARMA, AND RONIT DEBNATH

Therefore,

ϕ∗
sf(ατ) = det(cs−1τs+ δI2)

k f |k
(
aI2 bs
cs−1 δI2

)
(τs).

So,

(cτ + δ)−2k ϕ∗
sf(ατ) = (cτ + δ)−2k det(cs−1τs+ δI2)

k f |k
(
aI2 bs
cs−1 δI2

)
(τs).

This simplifies to

f |k
(
aI2 bs
cs−1 δI2

)
(τs).

Since f ∈ Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (N), χ), we know

f |kM = χ(M)f, M =

(
A B
C D

)
, χ(M) = χ(detD).

Thus,

f |k
(
aI2 bs
cs−1 δI2

)
(τs) = χ(det δ) f(τs) = χ(det δ)ϕ∗

sf(τ),

since cs−1 ≡ 02 (mod N) and(
aI2 bs
cs−1 δI2

)
≡
(
aI2 ∗
0 a−1I2

)
(mod N).

□

By the above lemma, when we restrict the map induced by the restriction map ϕ∗
s to the

eigenspace Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (l), χ), we obtain the following:

ϕ∗
s : S

k
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (l), χ) −→ S2k

1 (Γ0(l
′l), χ′),

where χ̃ is a character over Z/lZ, and
χ(M) := χ̃(detD),

while χ′ denotes the extension of χ̃ to Z/ll′Z.

In the next proposition, we observe that the upper bound for the set of determining
coefficients obtained in Lemma 3.2, is independent of the nebentypus character χ.

Proposition 4.2. The upper bound of the dyadic traces of the set of determining coefficients for
the space Sk

2 (Γ
(2)
0 (N), χ) is the same as that for the space Sk

2 (Γ
(2)
0 (N)).

Proof. Let F,G ∈ Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (N), χ), and consider the Siegel modular form H = F − G. The

Fourier coefficients of H vanish for all matrices t with dyadic traces w(t) < M for some
natural number M .

If χ is a Dirichlet character of order r, then Hr ∈ Skr
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (N)), and a0(t) ≡ 0 for all t with

w(t) < Mr. Hence Hr ≡ 0, since all relevant coefficients vanish for the corresponding
bound and therefore H ≡ 0. Under these conditions, we conclude that F = G.
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□

Let Wl be the Atkin-Lehner operator at the prime l. Note that the Atkin-Lehner operator
has a decomposition

Wl =

(
lx y
ll′z lw

)
=

(
x y
l′z lw

)(
l 0
0 1

)

with
(
x y
l′z lw

)
∈ SL2(Z), with l ∤ l′. Let E2 be as in the notation § 2.

Proposition 4.3. Let f ∈ S2
k(Γ

(2)
0 (l), χ) and s be a positive-definite matrix with l′ its determi-

nant. Then

Wlϕs
∗f(τ) = lkχ(l′z2)ϕ∗

ls(f |E2)(τ).

Proof. Let

ϕ∗
s : S

k
2

(
Γ
(2)
0 (l), χ

)
−→ S2k

1

(
Γ0(ll

′), χ
)
.

By definition,

Wlϕ
∗
sf(τ) = ϕ∗

sf
∣∣Wl(τ) = ϕ∗

sf

∣∣∣∣∣
[
x y
l′z lw

] [
l 0
0 1

]
(τ).

Now, by the definition of the weight-k operator for γ ∈ GL2(Q), we have

ϕ∗
sf
∣∣Wl(τ) = ϕ∗

sf

∣∣∣∣∣
[
x y
l′z lw

] [
l 0
0 1

]
(τ) = lk ϕ∗

sf

∣∣∣∣∣
[
x y
l′z lw

]
(lτ).

Using [12, Proposition 4.1], we can write

(4.1)

[
xI2 ys

l′zs−1 lwI2

]
= ME2

[
A B

0 A∗

]
.

where M ∈ Γ
(2)
0 (l),

E2 =

[
0 I2

−I2 0

]
,

[
A B
0 A∗

]
∈ Sp4(Z).

A direct computation with B = lI2 gives

M =

[
−lxI2 + ysA −xA∗

lwA− ll′zs−1 −l′zs−1A∗

]
,

and hence M ∈ Γ
(2)
0 (l).
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Therefore,

lk ϕ∗
sf

∣∣∣∣∣
[
x y
l′z lw

]
(lτ) = lk f

∣∣∣∣∣
[

xI2 ys
l′zs−1 lwI2

]
(slτ)

= lk f

∣∣∣∣∣ME2

[
A lI2
0 A∗

]
(slτ).

Using Proposition 4.1, f |M = χ(M)f . Thus,

lkχ(M) f

∣∣∣∣∣E2

[
A lI2
0 A∗

]
(slτ) = lkχ(M) f

∣∣∣∣∣E2(AslτA
T + lAT ).

Without loss of generality, set A = I2. Now,
Wlϕ

∗
sf(τ) = lkχ(l′z2)

(
f |E2

)
(lsτ + lI2)

= lkχ(l′z2)
(
f
∣∣∣E2

[
I2 lI2
02 I2

])
(lsτ)

= lkχ(l′z2)
(
f
∣∣∣ [ I2 0

−lI2 I2

]
E2

)
(lsτ)

= lkχ(l′z2)
(
f |E2

)
(lsτ)

= lkχ(l′z2)ϕ∗
ls

(
f |E2

)
(τ).

(4.2)

□

Remark 4.4. We restrict ourselves to prime levels because the decomposition of Wl used
in Equation 4.1 is not known for general levels. This equation in turn depends on [4,
Proposition 3.4]. For general level, there will be more cusps and we need to understand
Fourier expansion at more cusps.

Proposition 4.5. Let f ∈ Sk
2 (Γ

(2)
0 (l), χ) be a Siegel modular form of level l. Let l′ be a natural

number such that l′ = det(s). Then the elliptic modular form ϕ∗
s(f) is

ϕ∗
s(f)|Wl′ = χ(det((1− ll̂)s−1))ϕ∗

sf ;

where l̂ is obtained using ll̂ ≡ 1 (mod l′).

Proof. We first observe the decomposition[
1 0
c 1

]
=

[
ll′

c
−ĉ

ll′ 1− ĉc

][
1 ĉ

0 ll′

c

]
· c

ll′
,

where the matrix

Wc̃ =

[
ll′

c
−ĉ

ll′ 1− ĉc

]
is the Atkin-Lehner involution with c̃ = ll′

c
.
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For g ∈ M2k
1

(
Γ0(l

′l)
)
, we have

g
∣∣∣
2k

[
1 0
c 1

]
(τ) =

(
g
∣∣∣
2k
Wc̃

)∣∣∣∣∣
[
1 ĉ
0 c̃

]
(τ) = c̃−k

(
g
∣∣
2k
Wc̃

)(τ + ĉ

c̃

)
.

Taking c = l, we obtain

ϕ∗
sf
∣∣∣ [1 l

0 1

]
(τ) = (l′)−k

(
ϕ∗
sf
∣∣∣
2k
Wl′

)(τ

l′

)
.

Using [12, Proposition 4.2], we also have[
I 0

ls−1 I

]
=

[
s −l̂I

lI (1− ll̂)s−1

][
s−1 l̂I
0 s

]
,

where [
s −l̂I

lI (1− ll̂)s−1

]
∈ Γ2

0(l), ll̂ ≡ 1 (mod l′).

Hence,

f

∣∣∣∣∣
[

I 0
ls−1 I

]
(sτ) = f

∣∣∣∣∣
[
s −l̂I

lI (1− ll̂)s−1

][
s−1 l̂I
0 s

]
(sτ)

= χ
(
(1− ll̂)s−1

)
f

∣∣∣∣∣
[
s−1 l̂I
0 s

]
(sτ)

= χ
(
det((1− ll̂)s−1)

)
det(s−1)k f

(
s−1sτ + l̂I2

)
(s−1).

Now, replacing τ by l′τ and taking A = s−1 in Proposition 4.5 of [12], we obtain(
ϕ∗
sf
∣∣
2k
Wl′
)
(τ) = (l′)k χ

(
det((1− ll̂)s−1)

)
det(s−1)k ϕ∗

l′s−1f(τ)

= χ
(
det((1− ll̂)s−1)

)
ϕ∗
l′s−1f(τ)

= χ
(
det((1− ll̂)s−1)

)
ϕ∗
sf(τ),

(4.3)

since det(s−1) = (l′)−1 and l′s−1 is properly equivalent to s. □

5. PROOF OF THE MAIN THEOREM

Using the results established in the previous section, we now present an algorithm to
compute the Fourier coefficients of the elliptic cusp forms that appear in the image of
the restriction maps. This enables us to determine an upper bound for the dimension of
the space of Siegel modular forms of level l with non-trivial nebentypus, l, l′ are distinct
primes. This algorithm corresponds to the statement of the main theorem.

For f ∈ S2
2(Γ

(2)
0 (l), χ), proceed as follows:
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Step 1: Choose s ∈ V2(Z) such that l′ = det(s) is prime and relatively prime to l. Using the
restriction map ϕs, compute the image ϕ∗

s(f). The form ϕ∗
s(f) lies in S4

1(Γ0(ll
′), χ′),

where l′ = det(s), and its coefficients are determined by those of f . Using Sage-
Math, determine the dimension of S4

1(Γ0(ll
′), χ′), express ϕ∗

s(f) as a linear combi-
nation of the basis elements of this space, and compare the coefficients.

Step 2: Compute Wl′ϕ
∗
s(f) using the results established in the previous section. Observe

that ϕ∗
s(f) lies in the kernel of Wl′−χI2, which is zero-dimensional (since the eigen-

values of Wl′ are never roots of unity and χ is l’-primary). By equating the coeffi-
cients of ϕ∗

s(f) to zero, we obtain a system of homogeneous linear equations.

Step 3: Repeat this process for various s to obtain multiple systems of linear equations,
with the variables corresponding to the coefficients of f .

Step 4: Solve the resulting system of equations to identify the dependent and independent
variables.

The minimal set of independent variables obtained through the above procedure provides
an upper bound for the dimension of the Siegel eigenspace S2

2(Γ
(2)
0 (l), χ).

6. APPLICATION OF THE ALGORITHM TO COMPUTE THE UPPER BOUND.

In this section, we consider two examples: one with a trivial nebentypus and a prime
power level, and another with a prime level and non-trivial nebentypus. Using the results
obtained in the previous sections, we compute the corresponding Fourier coefficients and
the dimensions of the associated spaces.

To the best of our knowledge, the action of Atkin-Lehner operators on the space of Siegel
modular forms with character is not implemented in any existing mathematical software.
Therefore, to carry out the corresponding computations, we employ the space of modular
symbols, since the action of these operators is available in Sage.

6.1. Siegel Modular forms of a prime power level with trivial nebentypus. The dimen-
sional formulae for the upper bound of the space of Siegel modular forms are known for
the weight k ≥ 5 or for the prime levels themselves. In this section, we investigate the
same for a prime power level. We are interested in space S2

2(Γ
(2)
0 (9)). For the sake of deter-

mining the coefficients for a prime power, we refer to Klien’s Thesis [8, Page 103], where
we look at t ∈ X2 such that

w(t) <
3

2
+ 9(

4

2
√
3π

− 3

2 · 9
)(1 +

1

3
)(1 +

1

32
).

In other words, we are interested in the set of t such that w(t) < 8.5. This bound may not
be optimal. In the context of this level, the corresponding set X2 is:
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[a0(2
02)] ∪ [a0(2

04)] ∪ [a0(2
06)] ∪ [a0(2

12)] ∪ [a0(2
14)] ∪ [a0(2

16)] ∪ [a0(4
04)]

∪[a0(414)] ∪ [a0(4
24)] ∪ [a0(4

26)].

We choose s =

(
1 0
0 1

)
,

(
1 0
0 2

)
, with l = 1, 2 respectively. For the matrix s =

(
1 0
0 1

)
, we

get the expansion :

ϕ∗
sf(τ) = (2a0(2

12) + a0(2
02))q2+

(4a0(2
02) + 4a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
04))q3+

(a0(2
12) + 2a0(2

14) + 4a0(2
04) + 2a0(4

24) + 4a0(2
16) + 2a0(4

14) + a0(4
04) + 2a0(2

06))q4+

(4a0(2
14) + 4a0(2

04) + 4a0(4
14) + 4a0(4

26) + 4a0(2
06))q5 + ...

From SAGE, we find that there is a unique cusp form in S4
1

(
Γ0(9)

)
, given by

f(q) = q − 8q4 + 20q7 − 70q13 + 64q16 + 56q19 + · · · .
Its leading term is q. Hence we have ϕ∗

s(f) = C f . Comparing the coefficients shows that
C = 0. Thus ϕ∗

s(f) ≡ 0, which yields the following system of equations :

(2a0(2
12) + a0(2

02)) = 0

(4a0(2
02) + 4a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
04)) = 0

(a0(2
12) + 2a0(2

14) + 4a0(2
04) + 2a0(4

24) + 4a0(2
16) + 2a0(4

14) + a0(4
04) + 2a0(2

06)) = 0

(4a0(2
14) + 4a0(2

04) + 4a0(4
14) + 4a0(4

26) + 4a0(2
06)) = 0

Next, we choose s =

(
1 0
0 2

)
. The corresponding expansion we get in this case is :

(2a0(2
12) + a0(2

02))q3 + (2a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

14) + a0(2
04))q4+

(2a0(2
12) + 2a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
14) + 3a0(2

04) + 2a0(2
16) + a0(2

06))q5 + ...

Using the equality ϕ∗
s(f) = W2(ϕ

∗
s(f)), we get the relations :

2a0(2
12) + a0(2

02) = 0

2a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

14) + a0(2
04) = 0

2a0(2
12) + 2a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
14) + 3a0(2

04) + 2a0(2
16) + a0(2

06) = 0.
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Solving for the variables using the above equations gives us the dimension of the space
S2
2(Γ

2
0(9)) ≤ 6. Hence, this is the first example of an upper bound for the space of Siegel

modular forms of a prime power level.

6.2. Seigel Modular form with nebentypus. Consider the vector space S2
2(Γ

(2)
0 (13), χ)

where χ is the character induced by the Dirichlet character χ̃ : (Z/13Z)× → C× where
χ̃(2) = −ζ6 completely determines its values. In the LFMFDB, we are looking at 13.4.c.a.

Choose the matrix
(
1 0
0 2

)
of the determinant 2, then ϕ∗

s(f) ∈ S4
1(Γ

(1)
0 (26), χ). By choosing

the matrices s =

(
1 0
0 1

)
and

(
2 1
1 3

)
, the map ϕ∗

s maps the space S2
2(Γ

(2)
0 (13), χ) to the

spaces S4
1(Γ0(13), χ), S

4
1(Γ0(26), χ) and S4

1(Γ0(65), χ), respectively, with l = 1, 2 and 5.

The set of determining coefficients is t with w(t) < (1+13)(2)
6

by lemma 3.2.

Hence, the set of determining coefficients explicitly is :
a0[2

02], a0[2
04], a0[2

06], a0[2
12].a0[2

14],

a0[2
16], a0[2

18],

a0[4
04], a0[4

14], a0[4
16], a0[4

24], a0[4
26], a0[6

36].

And the restriction map that follows is

(ϕ∗
sf)τ =

(
a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
12)
)
q2

+
(
4a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
04) + 4a0(2

14)
)
q3

+
(
4a0(2

04) + 2a0(2
06) + 4a0(2

12) + 2a0(2
14) + 4a0(2

16) + a0(4
04) + 2a0(4

14) + 2a0(4
24)
)
q4

+
(
4a0(2

04) + 4a0(2
06) + 4a0(2

14) + 4a0(2
18) + 4a0(4

14) + 4a0(4
16) + 4a0(4

26)
)
q5

+
(
4a0(2

02) + 4a0(2
14) + 6a0(2

16) + 4a0(4
04) + 4a0(4

16) + 2a0(4
26) + 2a0(6

36)
)
q6 + · · ·

The basis of S4
1(Γ0(13), χ) is of dimension 3 and only two elements will contribute to

restriction maps as they start from q2 given below;

f1 = q2 − ζ6q
4 + (4ζ6 − 4)q5 − 4ζ6q

6 − 2ζ6q
7 +O(q8),

f2 = q3 − 2ζ6q
4 + (3ζ6 − 3)q5 + 2ζ6q

6 − ζ6q
7 +O(q8).

Comparing coefficients will give the following results:
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q2 : a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

12) = c1 (matches f1 coefficient 1),

q3 : 4a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

04) + 4a0(2
14) = c2 (matches f2 coefficient 1),

q4 :

4a0(2
04) + 2a0(2

06) + 4a0(2
12) + 2a0(2

14) + 4a0(2
16)

+ a0(4
04) + 2a0(4

14) + 2a0(4
24)

= c1(ζ6 − 1) + c2(2ζ6 − 2)

=
(
a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
12)
)
(ζ6 − 1)

+
(
4a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
04) + 4a0(2

14)
)
(2ζ6 − 2),

q5 :

4a0(2
04) + 4a0(2

06) + 4a0(2
14) + 4a0(2

18)

+ 4a0(4
14) + 4a0(4

16) + 4a0(4
26)

= c1(−4ζ6) + c2(−3ζ6)

=
(
a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
12)
)
(−4ζ6)

+
(
4a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
04) + 4a0(2

14)
)
(−3ζ6),

q6 :

4a0(2
02) + 4a0(2

14) + 6a0(2
16) + 4a0(4

04) + 4a0(4
16)

+ 2a0(4
26) + 2a0(6

36)

= c1(4ζ6 − 4) + c2(−2ζ6 + 2)

=
(
a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
12)
)
(4ζ6 − 4)

+
(
4a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
04) + 4a0(2

14)
)
(−2ζ6 + 2).

For the purpose of obtaining the necessary equations for the level 26, we make use of
the isomorphism of spaces. This step is essential since we consider the action of the
Atkin–Lehner operator on modular symbols as implemented in Sage.

We examine the space of modular symbols
M4(Γ0(26), χ, sign = 1).

This space has dimension 13, consisting of 9 cusp forms and 4 Eisenstein series forms.

We obtain the basis for the cuspidal subspace S4
1(Γ0(26), χ) with character χ of order 6 is

of dimension 9. This is given by Manin symbols given by code:

# SageMathCell code : Cuspidal modular symbols f o r l e v e l 26 , weight 4 ,
# with a D i r i c h l e t c h a r a c t e r of order 3 over Q( z e t a 3 ) .

# Base f i e l d : Q( z e t a 6 )
K = CyclotomicField ( 6 )

# D i r i c h l e t group modulo 26 over K
G = DirichletGroup ( 2 6 , K)
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# Find a c h a r a c t e r of exac t order 3
c h i s = [ ch i f o r ch i in G i f ch i . order ( ) == 3]
i f not c h i s :

p r i n t (”No order −3 c h a r a c t e r modulo 26 found . ” )
e l s e :

ch i = c h i s [ 0 ] # pick one such c h a r a c t e r
p r i n t (” Chosen c h a r a c t e r : ” , ch i )
p r i n t (” Conductor : ” , ch i . conductor ( ) )
p r i n t (” Order : ” , ch i . order ( ) )

# Modular symbols space with nebentypus chi , weight 4
M = ModularSymbols ( chi , 4 , s ign =1 , b a s e r i n g=K)
S = M. cuspidal subspace ( )

p r i n t (”\ nCuspidal modular symbols space : ” )
p r i n t ( S )
p r i n t (” Dimension : ” , S . dimension ( ) )

# Bas i s
p r i n t (”\ nBasis ( Manin symbols ) : ” )
f o r i , b in enumerate ( S . b a s i s ( ) , 1 ) :

p r i n t ( f ”{ i } : {b}”)

whose output is given as

Chosen character: χ : (Z/26Z)× −→ Q(ζ6)
× χ(15) = ζ6 − 1, cond(χ) = 13,

ord(χ) = 3, S = S4(Γ0(26), χ), dimS = 9.

Basis of Manin symbols for this cuspidal subspaces:
1. [X2, (1, 4)]− [X2, (1, 21)]

2. [X2, (1, 18)]− [X2, (1, 21)]

3. [X2, (1, 19)]− [X2, (1, 21)]

4. [X2, (2, 1)]− [X2, (2, 23)]

5. [X2, (2, 7)]− [X2, (2, 23)]

6. [X2, (2, 9)]− [X2, (2, 23)]

7. [X2, (2, 13)]− [X2, (2, 23)]

8. [X2, (2, 21)]− [X2, (2, 23)]

9. [X2, (13, 1)] + (ζ3 + 1) [X2, (13, 2)].
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We have an action of the Atkin–Lehner operator W2 in the space of cuspidal symbols. We
use the above basis to obtain the transformation matrix A that describes the transforma-
tion of the cuspidal symbols under the Atkin-Lehner operator W2. Note that the space of
cuspidal symbols contains two copies of the space of cusp forms [14, Chapter 8].

From the JAVA software, we calculate the restriction map for ϕ∗
s(f) for s =

(
1 0
0 2

)
and

f ∈ S2
2(Γ

(2)
0 (13), χ)

ϕ∗
s(f)(τ) = a0(2

02)) + 2a0(2
12)
)
q3

+
(
2a0(2

02) + a0(2
04) + 2a(214)

)
q4

+
(
2a0(2

02) + 3a0(2
04) + a(206) + 2a(212) + 2a(214) + 2a(216)

)
q5

+
(
2a0(2

06) + 4a0(2
14) + 2a0(2

18) + a0(4
04) + 2a0(4

14) + 2a0(4
24)
)
q6

+
(
2a0(2

02) + 4a0(2
04) + a0(2

06) + 2a0(2
12) + 4a0(2

16) + 2a0(4
14) + 2a0(4

16) + 2a0(4
26)
)
q7

+
(
2a0(2

04) + 2a0(2
14) + 2a0(4

04) + 2a0(4
14) + 4a0(4

16) + 2a0(4
26)
)
q8

+
(
2a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
06) + 2a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
16) + 2a0(2

18) + 2a0(4
14) + 2a0(4

26) + 2a0(6
36)
)
q9 + ...

Using [12, Page 64], we have the following Fourier expansion:

ϕ∗
13s(f

∣∣∣
E2

)(τ) =
(
a2(

202
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
)
)
q3

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + a2(

204
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
)
)
q4

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + 3a2(

204
13
) + a2(

206
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
) + 2a2(

216
13
)
)
q5

+
(
2a2(

206
13
) + 4a2(

214
13
) + a2(

404
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
)
)
q6

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + 4a2(

204
13
) + a2(

206
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
) + 4a2(

216
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
) + 2a2(

416
13
) + 2a2(

426
13
)
)
q7

+
(
2a2(

204
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
) + 2a2(

404
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
) + 4a2(

426
13
)
)
q8

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + 2a2(

206
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
) + 2a2(

216
13
) + 2a2(

218
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
) + 2a2(

426
13
) + 2a2(

636
13
)
)
q9

+ · · ·
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Using the Atkin-Lehner operator W2 =

(
2 1

−26 12

)
obtained from SAGE on the restriction

map above, we have the following restriction.(
ϕ∗1 0

0 2


(f)
)∣∣

W2
(τ) = χ

(
det
(
(1− 13ℓ̂)

(
1 0

0 1
2

)))
ϕ∗1 0

0 2


(f)(τ)

= χ(7)ϕ∗1 0

0 2


(f)(τ)

= χ(7)
((

a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

12)
)
q3

+
(
2a0(2

02) + a0(2
04) + 2a0(2

14)
)
q4

+
(
2a0(2

02) + 3a0(2
04) + a0(2

06) + 2a0(2
12) + 2a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
16)
)
q5

+
(
2a0(2

06) + 4a0(2
14) + a0(4

04) + 2a0(4
14)
)
q6

+
(
2a0(2

02) + 4a0(2
04) + a0(2

06) + 2a0(2
12) + 4a0(2

16)

+ 2a0(4
14) + 2a0(4

16) + 2a0(4
26)
)
q7

+
(
2a0(2

04) + 2a0(2
12) + 2a0(2

14) + 2a0(4
04) + 2a0(4

14) + 4a0(4
26)
)
q8

+
(
2a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
06) + 2a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
16) + 2a0(2

18)

+ 2a0(4
14) + 2a0(4

26) + 2a0(6
36)
)
q9 + · · ·

)
.

From SAGE we also obtain the action of W2 in the cuspidal subspace S4
1(Γ

(1)
0 (26), χ). Let A

be the transformation matrix for this cuspidal subspace obtained as given by Sage, set

s =

(
1 0
0 2

)
, {fi}9i=1 the basis elements.

Then
ϕ∗
s(f) =

∑
i

λifi,

ϕ∗
s(f)

∣∣
W2

=
∑
i

λifi
∣∣
W2

.

Using Proposition 4.4 we have

χ(7)ϕ∗
s(f) = A

∑
i

λifi = Aϕ∗
s(f).

Hence

ϕ∗
s(f) ∈ ker(A− χ(7)I2) = 0,

which implies ϕ∗
s(f) = 0.
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Comparing coefficients, we obtain the following relations:
a0(2

02) + 2a0(2
12) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + a0(2

04) + 2a(214) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + 3a0(2

04) + a(206) + 2a(212) + 2a(214) + 2a(216) = 0,

2a0(2
06) + 4a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
18) + a0(4

04) + 2a0(4
14) + 2a0(4

24) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + 4a0(2

04) + a0(2
06) + 2a0(2

12) + 4a0(2
16) + 2a0(4

14) + 2a0(4
16) + 2a0(4

26) = 0,

2a0(2
04) + 2a0(2

14) + 2a0(4
04) + 2a0(4

14) + 4a0(4
16) + 2a0(4

26) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

06) + 2a0(2
14) + 2a0(2

16) + 2a0(2
18) + 2a0(4

14) + 2a0(4
26) + 2a0(6

36) = 0.

Now we see the action of the Atkin-Lehner operator W13 =

(
13 1
156 13

)
=

(
1 1
12 13

)(
13 0
0 1

)
on ϕ∗

s(f).

Using Proposition 4.3, we have the following:
W13ϕ

∗
sf(τ) = 132χ(2 · 62)ϕ∗

13s(f |E2)(τ)

= 132χ(7)ϕ∗
13s(f |E2)(τ)

= 132χ(7)
((

a2(
202
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
)
)
q3

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + a2(

204
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
)
)
q4

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + 3a2(

204
13
) + a2(

206
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
) + 2a2(

216
13
)
)
q5

+
(
2a2(

206
13
) + 4a2(

214
13
) + a2(

404
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
)
)
q6

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + 4a2(

204
13
) + a2(

206
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
)

+ 4a2(
216
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
) + 2a2(

416
13
) + 2a2(

426
13
)
)
q7

+
(
2a2(

204
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
) + 2a2(

404
13
) + 2a2(

212
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
) + 4a2(

426
13
)
)
q8

+
(
2a2(

202
13
) + 2a2(

206
13
) + 2a2(

214
13
) + 2a2(

216
13
)

+ 2a2(
218
13
) + 2a2(

414
13
) + 2a2(

426
13
) + 2a2(

636
13
)
)
q9 + · · ·

)
.

(6.1)

Using the Fricke involution, we compute the action of W26 on the restriction ϕ∗
sf . Let

W26 =
1√
26

(
0 −1
26 0

)
.
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W26ϕ
∗
sf(τ) = ϕ∗

sf
∣∣
W26

(τ)

= ϕ∗
sf

∣∣∣∣∣ 0 − 1√
26√

26 0


(τ)

= f

∣∣∣∣∣ 0 − s√
26√

26s−1 0


(sτ)

= f

∣∣∣∣∣
E2


√
26s−1 0

0 s√
26


(sτ)

=
(
det( s√

26
)
)2

f
∣∣
E2
(26τI2s

−1)

=
(

1
13

)2
f
∣∣
E2
(2s−113τI2)

=
(

1
13

)2
ϕ∗
2s−1

(
f
∣∣
E2

)
(13τ)

∗
=
(

1
13

)2
ϕ∗
s

(
f
∣∣
E2

)
(13τ)

=
(

1
13

)2
ϕ∗
13s

(
f
∣∣
E2

)
(τ)

(6.2)

The ∗ follows since 2s−1 is properly equivalent to s.

Now we have W2(ϕ
∗
sf) = χ(7)ϕ∗

sf and W26(ϕ
∗
sf) = ( 1

13
)4χ−1(7)W13(ϕ

∗
sf) Working with

s = I2 and s =

(
1 0
0 2

)
we get these 10 equations in 13 unknowns.

a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

12) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + a0(2

04) + 2a0(2
14) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + 3a0(2

04) + a0(2
06) + 2a0(2

12) + 2a0(2
14) + 2a0(2

16) = 0,

2a0(2
06) + 4a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
18) + a0(4

04) + 2a0(4
14) + 2a0(4

24) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + 4a0(2

04) + a0(2
06) + 2a0(2

12) + 4a0(2
16) + 2a0(4

14) + 2a0(4
16) + 2a0(4

26) = 0,

2a0(2
04) + 2a0(2

14) + 2a0(4
04) + 2a0(4

14) + 4a0(4
16) + 2a0(4

26) = 0,

2a0(2
02) + 2a0(2

06) + 2a0(2
14) + 2a0(2

16) + 2a0(2
18) + 2a0(4

14) + 2a0(4
26) + 2a0(6

36) = 0,

(−9z + 9) a0(2
02) + (−2z + 2) a0(2

04) + 2a0(2
06) + (−2z + 4) a0(2

12) + (−6z + 10) a0(2
14)

+ 4a0(2
16) + a0(4

04) + 2a0(4
14) + 2a0(4

24) = 0,
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16z a0(2
02) + (6z + 4) a0(2

04) + 4a0(2
06) + 8z a0(2

12) + (12z + 4) a0(2
14) + 4a0(2

18)

+ 4a0(4
14) + 4a0(4

16) + 4a0(4
26) = 0,

4z a0(2
02) + (4z − 4) a0(2

04) + (−8z + 8) a0(2
12) + (8z − 4) a0(2

14) + 6a0(2
16)

+ 4a0(4
04) + 4a0(4

16) + 2a0(4
26) + 2a0(6

36) = 0;

where z = ζ6, the sixth root of unity.

These 10 equations in 13 unknowns are all independent and therefore give 3 free vari-
ables and 10 dependent variables. So dim(S2

2(Γ
(2)
0 (13), χ)) ≤ 3.

Similarly, working with s =

(
2 1
1 2

)
with det s = 3, restriction map ϕ∗

s(f) ∈ S4
1(39, χ)

ϕ∗
s(f)(τ) = (a0(2

12))q3

+(2a0(2
02))q4

+(3a(212) + 3a(214))q5

+(6a0(2
04) + a0(4

24))q6

+(6a0(2
14) + 3a0(2

16) + 3a0(4
14))q7

+(6a0(2
02) + 6a0(2

06) + 3a0(4
04) + 3a0(4

26))q8

+(6a0(2
16) + 3a0(2

18) + 3a0(4
14) + 6a0(4

16) + a0(6
36))q9

+(2a0(2
04) + a0(4

24))q10

+(2a0(2
12) + a0(2

14) + 2a0(2
18) + 2a0(4

16))q11

+(2a0(2
06) + 2a0(4

26))q12

+(2a(214) + 2a0(4
14))q13

+(2a0(2
04))q14

+(2a0(2
16) + 2a0(4

16) + a0(6
36))q15...

For S4
1(39, χ), we have the Atkin-Lehner operators as W3 =

(
3 1

−39 −12

)
, W13 =

(
13 1
156 13

)
and W39 =

1√
39

(
0 −1
39 0

)
. Taking ϕ∗

sf as before, we obtain the following:

W3

(
ϕ∗
sf
)

= χ(9)ϕ∗
sf and W39

(
ϕ∗
sf
)
=
(

1
13

)4
χ−1(7)W13

(
ϕ∗
sf
)
.

However, these identities do not yield any additional relations among the Fourier co-
efficients. Consequently, the bound obtained above is the minimal bound achievable by
our algorithm.
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7. LOWER BOUND

The Saito–Kurokawa lift provides a method for lifting classical modular forms to Siegel
modular forms. However, the Saito–Kurokawa construction has been established only
for even weights k > 2, while our interest lies in the case k = 2. The Saito–Kurokawa map
can be factored as

S
k− 1

2
1 (Γ0(4N))+ −→ Jcusp

k,1 (Γ0(N)) −→ Sk
2 (Γ0(N)),

for odd square-free N . The second map in the above composition holds for general k.
Poor and Yuen proved in Lemma 6.1 [12] that the first map will be an isomorphism for
k = 2 for odd square-free N . So, the lower bound will be the dimension of the space

S
k− 1

2
1 (Γ0(4N))+ in the case of a trivial nebentypus. When working with nontrivial Neben-

typus characters, such a factorization is not available. However, injective maps can be
constructed that yield lower bounds for the dimensions of the corresponding spaces.

From Brown and Keaton [2], there exists an injective linear map
S1
2k−2(Γ0(N), χ2) −→ Jcusp

k,1 (N,χ),

where Jcusp
k,1 (N,χ) denotes the space of Jacobi cusp forms of level N and χ is an even

Dirichlet character.

Furthermore, Ibukiyama [5, Theorem 3.2] established an injective map

Jcusp
k,1 (N,χ) −→ S2

k(Γ
(2)
0 (N), χ).

Combining these two injections, we obtain a lift

S1
2k−2(Γ0(N), χ2) −→ S2

k(Γ
(2)
0 (N), χ).

Consequently, the lower bound for the dimension of the Siegel eigenspace S2
k(Γ

(2)
0 (N), χ)

is given by

dimS2
k(Γ

(2)
0 (N), χ) ≥ dimS1

2k−2(Γ0(N), χ2).

7.1. Lower bound for S2
2(Γ

(2)
0 (13), χ). Putting the values N = 13, k = 2 and χ as the

character taking 2 → −ζ6 in the above injections, we get the lower bound to be 0.

8. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORK

Building on the restriction map techniques of Poor and Yuen, we have established explicit
upper bounds for the dimensions of spaces of Siegel modular forms with non-trivial even
nebentypus of weight k = 2 and level N = ll′, where l and l′ are distinct primes. The
computational framework developed here has been demonstrated through representative
examples, providing a clear illustration of the underlying method.

In addition, we have obtained the corresponding lower bounds for these spaces by
relating them to classical and Jacobi cusp forms. Together, these results offer a more
complete understanding of the dimension theory of Siegel modular forms in low-weight
and non-trivial character settings.
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