arXiv:2201.10868v2 [math.NT] 24 Jun 2022

ON SIGNS OF HECKE EIGENVALUES OF SIEGEL EIGENFORMS

ARVIND KUMAR, JABAN MEHER AND KARAM DEO SHANKHADHAR

Abstract. In this article, we distinguish Siegel cuspidal eigenforms of degree two on the full symplectic group from the signs of their Hecke eigenvalues. To establish our theorem, we obtain a result towards simultaneous sign changes of eigenvalues of two Siegel eigenforms. In the course of the proof, we also prove that the Satake p-parameters of two different Siegel eigenforms are distinct for a set of primes p of density 1. The main ingredient to prove the latter result is the theory of Galois representations attached to Siegel eigenforms.

1. Introduction

One of the fundamental and interesting problems in the theory of automorphic forms is whether the set of Hecke eigenvalues determine the eigenform under consideration? This question is well studied for elliptic modular eigenforms and there are many results available in the literature. But in the case of Siegel cuspidal eigenforms, this was a long-standing unanswered problem and only recently in 2018, Schmidt [22] has given an affirmative answer for normalized eigenvalues. To make our statements more concrete, let us introduce some notation. Let S_k(Γ_2) be the space of Siegel cusp forms of weight k for the symplectic group Γ_2 := Sp_4(Z). For an eigenform F ∈ S_k(Γ_2), we denote the n-th eigenvalue by μ_F (n) and the n-th normalized eigenvalue by λ_F (n) := n^{3/2−k}μ_F (n). Then Schmidt loc. cit. has proved that if F ∈ S_{k1} (Γ_2) and G ∈ S_{k2} (Γ_2) are eigenforms such that for all but finitely many primes p

λ_F (p) = λ_G(p) and λ_F (p^2) = λ_G(p^2),

then k_1 = k_2 and F is a constant multiple of G. In the literature, this kind of result is known as the multiplicity one theorem. The result of Schmidt has been improved significantly by the authors of this paper in [14] by proving a strong multiplicity one result which essentially shows that any set of eigenvalues (normalized or non-normalized) at primes p of positive upper density are sufficient to distinguish the Siegel cuspidal eigenform.

Here is another and more refined question one can ask:

(1) To what extent the signs of the eigenvalues determine an automorphic form uniquely?

For elliptic modular forms, this problem was first studied by Kowalski et al. [11] by using a very deep result of Ramakrishnan stating that the Rankin-Selberg convolution L-function associated to two elliptic newforms is the L-function of some GL_4-form. Soon after, Matomäki [16] refined some of the results of [11]. Loosely speaking, she has proved that if the signs of p-th Hecke eigenvalues of two non-CM elliptic newforms agree on a set of primes p of analytic density greater than 19/25, then the two forms are the same.

In this article, we investigate the question (1) in the case of Siegel cuspidal eigenforms. Let us first recall some facts about the signs of their Hecke eigenvalues to put things in order. If F is a Siegel eigenform with normalized eigenvalues λ_F (n), then we know that λ_F (n) are real numbers for all n ≥ 1. By the works of Breulmann [3] and Kohnen [10], one knows that F is a Saito-Kurokawa lift if and only if λ_F (n) > 0 for all n ≥ 1. Therefore one should discuss about the signs of λ_F (n)

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 11F46, 11F80; Secondary 11F30, 11F60. Key words and phrases. Siegel modular forms, Galois representations, Hecke eigenvalues, simultaneous sign change. 1

only if F is not a Saito-Kurokawa lift. Let us denote the subspace of non-Saito-Kurokawa lifts inside S_k(Γ_2) by S^⊥_k (Γ_2). By using representation theoretic techniques and a weaker result than the generalized Ramanujan conjecture, Pitale and Schmidt [19] have shown that for any Siegel eigenform F ∈ S^⊥_k (Γ_2), there are infinitely many primes p such that the sequence {λ_F (p^r)}_{r≥0} has infinitely many sign changes. This result has been strengthened by Das and Kohnen [4, Theorem 1.1] by using a completely different method. They have proved that for any positive integer j with 4 ∤ j, there exists a set of primes of natural density 1 such that for any prime p in that set, the sequence {λ_F (p^{jr})}_{r≥0} has infinitely many sign changes.

Next we ask that if given any two distinct non-Saito-Kurokawa Siegel eigenforms F and G, there exists at least one integer m ≥ 1 such that the sign of λ_F (m) is different from the sign of λ_G(m). Unlike the case of elliptic modular forms, there is no unconditional result known till now about such simultaneous sign change. We first prove the following result on the simultaneous sign change of eigenvalues of two distinct Siegel eigenforms.

Theorem 1.1. Let F ∈ S^⊥_{k1} (Γ_2) and G ∈ S^⊥_{k2} (Γ_2) be Siegel eigenforms with normalized eigenvalues λ_F (n) and λ_G(n), respectively. We assume that they are not a constant multiple of each other. Then there exists a set of primes of density 1 such that for any prime p in that set, the sequence {λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^r)}_{r≥0} has infinitely many sign changes.

To prove the above result, Theorem 3.1 plays a vital role which is the most technical part of this paper. It states that the Satake p-parameters of any two Siegel eigenforms F and G, as in Theorem 1.1, are distinct for a set of primes p of density 1. To establish this result, we make use of certain tools from the theory of Galois representations attached to Siegel eigenforms.

Remark 1.2. We want to emphasize that the ideas used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 can be adopted to prove a similar result for some other automorphic forms. For example, one can easily prove such simultaneous sign change result for eigenvalues of two non-CM elliptic newforms such that neither of them is a Galois-conjugate to a twist of the other, which generalizes [9, Theorem 3]. In the elliptic case, we need to use [15, Theorem 3.2.2] to prove an analogous result to Theorem 3.1.

Now we state our next result which answers question (1) for Siegel modular forms.

Theorem 1.3. Let F ∈ S^⊥_{k1} (Γ_2) and G ∈ S^⊥_{k2} (Γ_2) be Siegel eigenforms with normalized eigenvalues λ_F (n) and λ_G(n), respectively. If

lim inf x→∞ #{n ≤ x : sign (λ_F (n)) ≠ sign (λ_G(n))} x = 0,

then k_1 = k_2 and F is a scalar multiple of G.

The main ingredient in the proof of Theorem 1.3 is the existence of a prime power p^t_0 for which λ_F (p^t_0)λ_G(p^t_0) < 0, governed by Theorem 1.1. We want to emphasize that if one could manage to get a prime p_0 such that λ_F (p_0)λ_G(p_0) < 0 then Theorem 1.3 can be refined to distinguish F and G by the signs of their eigenvalues indexed by squarefree positive integers. Moreover, it would be of interest to study a similar problem for prime indices.

Applications. We now use the above results to obtain similar results for the Fourier coefficients of a Siegel eigenform. In particular, under certain assumptions, it is possible to characterise Siegel eigenforms in terms of signs of its Fourier coefficients supported on matrices of the form nT_0, where T_0 is a certain fixed symmetric, half-integral, positive definite 2 × 2 matrix and n varies over a set of integers of positive lower density.

Let F ∈ S_k(Γ_2) be a Siegel eigenform with eigenvalues μ_F (n) and Fourier coefficients A_F (T ). Suppose T_0 is a symmetric, half-integral, positive-definite matrix such that − det(2T_0) = −D_0 is a fundamental discriminant and Q( √ −D_0) has class number 1. Then [1, Theorem 2.4.1] simplifies to give the following relation: ∑ n≥1 A_F (nT_0) n^s = A_F (T_0) ∑ n≥1 μ_F (n) n^s , in some right half plane Re(s) ≫ 1. In particular, if A_F (T_0) ≠ 0 then

(2) A_F (nT_0) A_F (T_0)

= μ_F (n), for all n ≥ 1.

Since the sign of μ_F (n) and λ_F (n) are the same, by using the above relation together with Theorems 1.1 and 1.3, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.4. Let F ∈ S^⊥_{k1} (Γ_2) and G ∈ S^⊥_{k2} (Γ_2) be Siegel eigenforms with Fourier coefficients A_F (T ) and A_G(T ), respectively. Suppose there exists a T_0 such that − det(2T_0) = −D_0 is fundamental, Q( √ −D_0) has class number 1 and A_F (T_0) = A_G(T_0) = 1. Then we have the following.

(1) If F and G are not scalar multiples of each other, then there exists a set of primes of density 1 such that for each prime p in this set, the sequence {A_F (p^rT_0)A_G(p^rT_0)}_{r≥0} has infinitely many sign changes.

(2) If

lim inf x→∞ #{n ≤ x : sign (A_F (nT_0)) ≠ sign (A_G(nT_0))} x = 0,

then k_1 = k_2 and F is a scalar multiple of G.

Structure of the paper. In §2, we recall Siegel modular forms and some properties of the spinor L-functions. We also review some standard results about the Galois representations attached to Siegel eigenforms. These representations play a vital role in proving the distinctness of Satake parameters of two Siegel eigenforms in §3. Also in the same section, we show that the degree of a certain polynomial, appearing in the Euler product of a certain Dirichlet series, is at most 14. Finally, by using the properties of B-free numbers and the results obtained in §3, we prove Theorems 1.1 and 1.3 in §4 and §5, respectively.

2. Prerequisites

In this section, we recall some basic properties of Siegel modular forms, associated spinor Lfunctions and Galois representations which are based primarily on [1] and [18].

2.1. Siegel modular forms. The real symplectic unimodular group of degree 2 is defined by

Sp_4(R) = {M ∈ GL_4(R) : MJM^t = J},

where J = ( 0_2 I_2 −I_2 0_2 ) , M^t denotes the transpose matrix of the matrix M, 0_2 is the 2 × 2 zero

matrix and I_2 is the 2 × 2 identity matrix. Let Γ_2 := Sp_4(Z) be the subgroup of Sp_4(R) consisting of matrices with integer entries. For a positive integer k, we denote the space of Siegel modular forms (resp. cusp forms) of weight k on the group Γ_2 by M_k(Γ_2) (resp. S_k(Γ_2)). There is an algebra of Hecke operators acting on the space M_k(Γ_2) which preserves S_k(Γ_2). A Siegel modular form in S_k(Γ_2) is called a Siegel eigenform if it is a common eigenvector of all the Hecke operators.

If k is an even integer, the Saito-Kurokawa conjecture asserts the existence of a lifting of any modular form of weight 2k − 2, level 1 to a Siegel modular form of degree 2 of weight k on Γ_2. This conjecture has been proved now due to the work of many mathematicians. The image of this lifting is a special subspace of M_k(Γ_2) named Maass space. Moreover, this Saito-Kurokawa lifting is an isomorphism from the modular forms space onto the Maass space mapping Eisenstein series to Eisenstein series, cusp forms to cusp forms, and eigenforms to eigenforms.

Note that the space S_k(Γ_2) is a Hilbert space under the Petersson inner product given by [1, Eq. (1.1.16)]. We denote by S^⊥_k (Γ_2) the subspace which is the orthogonal complement to the Maass space in S_k(Γ_2).

2.2. Satake p-parameters and Spinor L-functions. Fix a Siegel eigenform F ∈ S_k(Γ_2) with n-th Hecke eigenvalue μ_F (n) and n-th normalized Hecke eigenvalue λ_F (n) :=^{μF (n)}_{nk−3/2} . For any prime p, let α_{0,p}, α_{1,p}, α_{2,p} be the Satake p-parameters of F . Then we know that α^2_{0,p}α_{1,p}α_{2,p} = p^{2k−3}. We now define the complex numbers (3) β_{1,p} := α_{0,p} p^{k−3/2} , β_{2,p} := α_{0,p}α_{1,p} p^{k−3/2} , β_{3,p} := α_{0,p}α_{2,p} p^{k−3/2} , β_{4,p} := α_{0,p}α_{1,p}α_{2,p} p^{k−3/2} and by abuse of notation, we say that β_{i,p}’s are the (normalized) Satake p-parameters of F . It is clear that β_{1,p} = β^{−1}_{4,p} and β_{2,p} = β^{−1}_{3,p} .

The spinor L-function attached to F is defined by L(s, F, spin) = ∏ p prime L_p(s, F, spin), where (4) L_p(s, F, spin) = ∏ 1≤i≤4 (1 − β_{i,p}p^{−s})^{−1}. Indeed, one can obtain that (see, for example [18, Theorem 3.11]) L_p(s, F, spin)^{−1} = p^{−4s} − λ_F (p)p^{−3s} + ( λ_F (p)^2 − λ_F (p^2) − p^{−1} ) p^{−2s} − λ_F (p)p^{−s} + 1. Remark 2.1. The above equation shows that p^{k−3/2}β_{i,p}’s are the roots of the p-th Hecke polynomial (cf. (9)). In other words, ∏ 1≤i≤4 (X − p^{k−3/2}β_{i,p}) = X^4 − μ_F (p)X^3 + ( μ_F (p)^2 − μ_F (p^2) − p^{2k−4} ) X^2 − μ_F (p)p^{2k−3}X + p^{4k−6}.

This fact will play a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 3.1.

2.3. Bounds of eigenvalues. We now assume that the eigenform F ∈ S^⊥_k (Γ_2). Then the generalized Ramanujan conjecture proved by Weissauer [24] asserts that for any prime p, we have (5) |β_{i,p}| = 1 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ 4.

However, the above assertion is not true if F is a Saito-Kurokawa lift. Writing L(s, F, spin) = ∞∑ n=1 a_F (n) n^s as a Dirichlet series, one deduces from (5) that (6) |a_F (n)| ≤ d_4(n) for all n ≥ 1, where d_4(n) is the number of ways of writing n as a product of 4 positive integers. Furthermore, it easily follows from [1, Theorem 1.3.2] that (7) ∞∑ n=1 λ_F (n) n^s = ζ(2s + 1)^{−1}L(s, F, spin) = ζ(2s + 1)^{−1} ∞∑ n=1 a_F (n) n^s from which we conclude that for any integer n ≥ 1, we have

λ_F (n) = ∑ d^2|n μ(d) d a_F ( n/d^2 ) , where μ is the Möbius function. Using the bound (6), we see that |λ_F (n)| ≤ ∑ d^2|n d_4(n/d^2 )

d and therefore for any ϵ > 0, we have

(8) |λ_F (n)| ≪_ϵ n^ϵ.

2.4. Galois representations attached to Siegel modular forms. Let F ∈ S_k(Γ_2) be a Siegel eigenform with n-th eigenvalue μ_F (n). Suppose E denotes the number field generated by μ_F (n), n ≥ 1. It follows from the works of Taylor, Laumon and Weissauer that one can attach a family of Galois representations to F . More precisely, if λ is a prime in E above a rational prime ℓ and E_λ denotes the completion of E at λ, then there exists a continuous semisimple Galois representation

ρ_{F,λ} : Gal(Q /Q) → GSp_4(E_λ)

such that ρ_{F,λ} is unramified outside ℓ. Moreover, the characteristic polynomial of the Frobenius Frob_p at p ≠ ℓ is

(9) X^4 − μ_F (p)X^3 + ( μ_F (p)^2 − μ_F (p^2) − p^{2k−4} ) X^2 − p^{2k−3}μ_F (p)X + p^{4k−6}.

Furthermore, for all but finitely many primes ℓ, the representation ρ_{F,λ} is valued in GSp_4(E_λ) (see, for example [13, Corollary 2.2]) and hence we can view ρ_{F,λ} (after conjugating this representation) as a representation valued in GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ), where O_{Eλ} is the ring of integers of E_λ. Therefore, the maximal possible image for ρ_{F,λ} is the group

A_λ = {γ ∈ GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) : sim(γ) ∈ (Z^×_ℓ )^{2k−3}},

where sim(γ) denotes the similitude of γ. Let F be a non-Saito-Kurokawa lift. Dieulefait [6, Theorem 4.2] has proved that if ℓ is large enough and splits completely in E, then the image of ρ_{F,λ} is A_λ. In a recent paper [13], the precise image of the Galois representations attached to Siegel eigenforms of higher level has been studied. Since F is of level 1, it cannot have any (non-trivial) inner twists. This can be easily deduced from the fact that if (σ, χ) is an inner twist of a Siegel eigenform of level N and nebentype ε then we have χ^2 = σ(ε) · ε^{−1} and hence the only prime divisors of the conductor of χ are the primes dividing N (see [13, Section 2.1]). So, it follows from [13, Theorem 1.4 (ii)]) that for any sufficiently large prime ℓ, the image of ρ_{F,λ} is A_λ.

For our purpose, we need the information about the images of the product Galois representations which we recall from [12]. Let F and G be Siegel eigenforms and let E be the number field generated by all the Hecke eigenvalues of F and G. Let λ be a prime in E above a rational prime ℓ. Let ρ_{F,λ} and ρ_{G,λ} be the λ-adic Galois representations attached to F and G. From the above discussion, we may assume that, for a large prime ℓ, both of these representations are valued in GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ). Consider the product Galois representation

ρ_{F,λ} × ρ_{G,λ} : Gal(Q /Q) −→ GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) × GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) defined by σ → (ρ_{F,λ}(σ), ρ_{G,λ}(σ)).

Then we have the following result.

Theorem 2.2. [12] Let F ∈ S^⊥_{k1} (Γ_2) and G ∈ S^⊥_{k2} (Γ_2) be Siegel eigenforms such that F is not a constant multiple of G. Then for all but finitely many primes ℓ, the image of ρ_{F,λ} × ρ_{G,λ} is

{(γ_1, γ_2) ∈ GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) × GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) : ∃ v ∈ Z^×_ℓ , sim(γ_i) = v^{2ki−3}, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2}.

2.5. Algebraic Chebotarev density theorem. We now recall the following result, a special case of a result of Rajan [20], giving an algebraic formulation of the Chebotarev density theorem for the density of primes satisfying an algebraic conjugacy condition. This plays a crucial role in proving Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 2.3. [20, Theorem 3] Let K be a finite extension of Q_ℓ and let G be an algebraic group over K. Let X be a subscheme of G defined over K that is stable under the adjoint action of G. Suppose that R : Gal(Q /Q) → G(K) is a Galois representation which is unramified outside a finite set of primes. Let H denote the Zariski closure of Im(R) (the image of R) in G(K), with identity connected component H^∘ and component group Φ = H/H^∘. For each ϕ ∈ Φ, assume that H^ϕ denotes its corresponding connected component. Let Ψ = {ϕ ∈ Φ : H^ϕ ⊂ X }. Then the set of primes p with R(Frob_p) ∈ X (K) ∩ Im(R) has density^{|Ψ|}_{|Φ|} .

2.6. B-free numbers. The notion of B-free numbers was first introduced by Erdös in [7]. These numbers are a certain generalization of squarefree numbers.

Definition 2.4. Let B = {b_i : 1 < b_1 < b_2 < · · · } be a sequence of positive integers such that ∞∑ i=1 1 b_i < ∞ and gcd(b_i, b_j ) = 1 for i ≠ j. A positive integer n is said to be B-free if it is not divisible by b_i for any i ≥ 1.

Let A be the set of all B-free numbers, then a result of Erdös [7, Theorem 3] states that (10) #{n ≤ x : n ∈ A} ∼ δx as x → ∞, where δ = ∏ b_i∈B ( 1 − 1 b_i ) . Note that if we take B to be the sequence of squares of all primes, then

the set of B-free numbers is nothing but the set of all squarefree numbers.

3. Technical Results 3.1. Distinctness of Satake p-parameters. We start by recalling a result of Weiss about the distinctness of Satake p-parameters of a non-Saito-Kurokawa Siegel eigenform. For F ∈ S^⊥_k (Γ_2) with Satake p-parameters {β_{i,p}}_{1≤i≤4}, defined by (3), he proved that there exists a set of primes of density 1 such that for any prime p in that set, all the four elements β_{i,p}, 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, are distinct [23, Corollary 5.11]. Using a similar argument, we prove the following result about the distinctness of Satake p-parameters for two Siegel eigenforms.

Theorem 3.1. Let F ∈ S^⊥_{k1} (Γ_2) and G ∈ S^⊥_{k2} (Γ_2) be Siegel eigenforms which are not a constant multiple of each other. For a prime p, let {β_{i,p}}_{1≤i≤4} and {δ_{i,p}}_{1≤i≤4} be the Satake p-parameters of F and G, respectively. Then there exists a set of primes of density 1 such that for any prime p in that set, all the eight elements {β_{i,p}, δ_{j,p} : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4} are distinct.

Proof. Let E be the number field generated by the eigenvalues of F and G. Let λ be a prime in E above a large rational prime ℓ such that the assertion of Theorem 2.2 is true. In particular, both the representations ρ_{F,λ} and ρ_{G,λ} are valued in GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ). We now consider the λ-adic product Galois representation R_λ := ρ_{F,λ} × ρ_{G,λ} : Gal(Q /Q) −→ G(O_{Eλ} ), where G := GSp_4 × GSp_4 is the algebraic group considered over Q_ℓ. For any prime p ≠ ℓ, if R_λ(Frob_p) = (γ_1, γ_2), then by Remark 2.1, it is easy to observe that the eigenvalues of sim(γ_2)γ^2_1 and sim(γ_1)γ^2 are

p^{2(k1+k2−3)}β^2_{1,p}, p^{2(k1+k2−3)}β^2_{,p}, p^{2(k1+k2−3)}β^2_{3,p}, p^{2(k1+k2−3)}β^2_{4,p}; and p^{2(k1+k2−3)}δ^2_{1,p}, p^{2(k1+k2−3)}δ^2_{,p}, p^{2(k1+k2−3)}δ^2_{3,p}, p^{2(k1+k2−3)}δ^2_{4,p}, respectively. Hence in order to complete the proof, it is sufficient to show that for a set of primes p of density 1, any two elements in the collection of all the eight eigenvalues of sim(γ_2)γ^2_1 and sim(γ_1)γ^2 are distinct, where R_λ(Frob_p) = (γ_1, γ_2).

Let X be the set of elements (γ_1, γ_2) of G such that at least two eigenvalues are the same among all the eight eigenvalues of sim(γ_2)γ^2_1 and sim(γ_1)γ^2 . Then we need to show that the set of primes p such that R_λ(Frob_p) ∈ X (E_λ) ∩ Im(R_λ) is of density 0, where X (E_λ) is the set of E_λ-points of X . We will prove it by applying Theorem 2.3 in this setting and for that, we first need to check certain required properties of X and understand the image of R_λ.

Clearly, X is stable under the conjugate action of G because the eigenvalues do not depend on conjugacy classes. Also, X is a closed subscheme of G. To see this, consider the polynomial f(X) = P ( sim(γ_2)γ^2_1 ) (X) · P ( sim(γ_1)γ^2 ) (X), where P(γ)(X) denotes the characteristic polynomial of γ ∈ GSp_4. Then X is the vanishing set of the discriminant of the polynomial f.

Let H := Im(R_λ) denote the Zariski closure of Im(R_λ). From Theorem 2.2, it follows that the algebraic group H is connected which might be well known to the experts but for the sake of completeness, we have given an idea of its proof in Lemma 3.2.

Summarizing the above discussions, we have

• a representation R_λ : Gal(Q /Q) → G(E_λ) such that the Zariski closure of its image (denoted by H) is a connected algebraic group; and • a closed subscheme X of G that is stable under the action of G by conjugation.

We are now ready to apply Theorem 2.3. Since H is connected, the identity connected component H^∘ is equal to H and hence the component group Φ is trivial. Also, it is obvious that H ⊄ X which gives |Ψ| = 0. Applying Theorem 2.3, we deduce that the set of primes p such that R_λ(Frob_p) ∈ X (E_λ) ∩ Im(R_λ) has density 0. This completes the proof. □

Finally, we give a proof of the fact that the algebraic group H, defined in the proof of the above theorem, is connected.

Lemma 3.2. The algebraic group H is homeomorphic to GSp_4 ×Sp_4. In particular, H is connected.

Proof. From Theorem 2.2, recall that

Im(R_λ) = {(γ_1, γ_2) ∈ GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) × GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) : ∃ v ∈ Z^×_ℓ , sim(γ_i) = v^{2ki−3}, 1 ≤ i ≤ 2}.

Let A_{λ,1} = {γ ∈ GSp_4(O_{Eλ} ) : sim(γ) ∈ (Z^×_ℓ )^{2k1−3}}. We now consider the following split short exact sequence:

1 A_{λ,1} Im(R_λ) Im(R^λ)⧸ξ (A_{λ,1}) 1. ξν

In the above sequence, for γ_1 ∈ A_{λ,1} with sim(γ_1) = v^{2k1−3}, the injective homomorphism ξ is defined by

ξ(γ_1) = (γ_1, γ_2), where γ_2 = J(v, k_2) := ( v^{2k2−3}I_2 0_2 0_2 I_2 )

and the section ν is the natural projection. Therefore, we have Im(R_λ) ≃ A_{λ,1} × Im(R^λ)⧸ξ (A_{λ,1}). From [14, Proof of Theorem 1.5], we know that A_{λ,1} is Zariski dense in GSp_4 and so by using the fact that a product of closed spaces is closed in the product topology and H is the Zariski closure of Im(R_λ), we obtain

H ≃ GSp_4 × ( Im(R_λ)⧸ ξ (A_{λ,1}) ) . By [17, Lemma 3], we know that Sp_4(O_{Eλ} ) is Zariski dense in Sp_4 and hence to complete the proof it is sufficient to show that Im(R_λ)⧸

ξ (A_{λ,1}) ≃ Sp^4(O^Eλ ).

Fix a coset (γ_1, γ_2)ξ (A_{λ,1}) in the quotient group with sim(γ_i) = v^{2ki−3} for some v ∈ Z^×_ℓ . Then we can write

(γ_1, γ_2)ξ (A_{λ,1}) = (γ_1, γ_2)(γ^{−1}_1 , J(v, −k_2))ξ (A_{λ,1}) = (I_4, γ_2J(v, −k_2))ξ (A_{λ,1}) .

It is now easy to see that the map (γ_1, γ_2)ξ (A_{λ,1}) → γ_2J(v, −k_2) is a well-defined injective homomorphism onto Sp_4(O_{Eλ} ), which completes the proof. □

3.2. Euler product of the spinor L-functions. The aim of this section is to show that the degree of the polynomial, appearing in the Euler product of a certain Dirichlet series with coefficients the product of eigenvalues at prime powers for a fixed prime, is at most 14. This result improves on a result of Gun et al. [9, Lemma 15]. Though the result of Gun et al. is sufficient for our purpose, we would like to present the proof of our result since it gives a better result by following a completely different but elementary approach compared to [9, Lemma 15]. We follow the idea presented in the proof of [5, Lemma 2.7.13].

Lemma 3.3. Let F ∈ S^⊥_{k1} (Γ_2) and G ∈ S^⊥_{k2} (Γ_2) be Siegel eigenforms with respective n-th normalized eigenvalues λ_F (n) and λ_G(n). Let {β_{i,p}}_{1≤i≤4} and {δ_{i,p}}_{1≤i≤4} be the Satake p-parameters of F and G, respectively. Then for any prime p and any s with Re(s) > 0, we have ∞∑ r=0 λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^r) p^{rs} = g_p(p^{−s}) ∏ 1≤i,j≤4 (1 − β_{i,p}δ_{j,p}p^{−s})^{−1}, where g_p(p^{−s}) is a polynomial in p^{−s} of degree at most 14.

Proof. By using (7) and (8), we deduce that for each prime p and Re(s) > 0, we have

Φ_F (p^{−s}) := ∞∑ r=0 λ_F (p^r) p^{rs} = ( 1 − 1 p^{2s+1} ) ∏ 1≤i≤4 (1 − β_{i,p}p^{−s})^{−1}, and Φ_G(p^{−s}) := ∞∑ r=0 λ_G(p^r) p^{rs} = ( 1 − 1 p^{2s+1} ) ∏ 1≤i≤4 (1 − δ_{i,p}p^{−s})^{−1}. Let s_0 = σ_0 + it_0 be any complex number such that σ_0 > 0. Let C be the circle centred at 0 of radius bigger than 1 but strictly less than 2^{σ0} . Now consider the integral

(11) 1 2πi ∫ C Φ_F (p^{−s0} z)Φ_G(1/z) dz z . Using the above series form of Φ_F and Φ_G, we deduce that the above integral (11) is equal to

(12) ∞∑ r,r^′=0 λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^{r′} )p^{−s0r} 1 2πi ∫ C z^{r−r′−1}dz = ∞∑ r=0 λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^r)p^{−s0r}.

By using the Euler product form of Φ_F and Φ_G, the integral (11) is equal to 1 2πi ∫ C ( 1 −^1_p p^{−2s0} z^2 ) ( 1 −^1_{pz2} ) ∏ 1≤i≤4 (1 − β_{i,p}p^{−s0} z) ∏ 1≤i≤4 ( 1 − δ_{i,p} z ) dz z .

Since |β_{i,p}| = |δ_{i,p}| = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4, the singularities of the integrand of the above integral which are inside C are the poles at z = δ_{i,p} for 1 ≤ i ≤ 4. Applying Cauchy’s residue theorem, we deduce that

(13) 1 2πi ∫ C Φ_F (p^{−s0} z)Φ_G(1/z) dz z = g_p(p^{−s0} ) ∏ 1≤i,j≤4 (1 − β_{i,p}δ_{j,p}p^{−s0} )^{−1}, where g_p(p^{−s0} ) is a polynomial in p^{−s0} of degree at most 14. Therefore from (12) and (13), we conclude the result. □

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1 For a prime p, let {β_{i,p}}_{1≤i≤4} and {δ_{i,p}}_{1≤i≤4} be the respective Satake p-parameters of F and G, defined by (3). Let P be the set of primes p such that any two elements in the set {β_{i,p}, δ_{j,p} : 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4} are distinct. From Theorem 3.1, we know that the set of primes P is of density 1. To prove Theorem 1.1, we show that for any p ∈ P, the sequence {λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^r)}_{r≥0} changes sign infinitely often.

We now fix a prime p ∈ P and on the contrary, we assume that the sequence {λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^r)}_{r≥0} has all but finitely many terms non-negative. Since F and G are non-Saito-Kurokawa lifts, by using (8) we see that the Dirichlet series

(14) ∞∑ r=0 λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^r) p^{rs} converges absolutely for Re(s) > 0. Also, from Lemma 3.3, we know that

(15) ∞∑ r=0 λ_F (p^r)λ_G(p^r) p^{rs} = g_p(p^{−s}) ∏ 1≤i,j≤4 (1 − β_{i,p}δ_{j,p}p^{−s})^{−1}, where g_p(p^{−s}) is a polynomial in p^{−s} of degree at most 14. Since |β_{i,p}| = 1 = |δ_{j,p}| for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 4, the function ∏ 1≤i,j≤4 (1 − β_{i,p}δ_{j,p}p^{−s})^{−1} has 16 singularities on the line Re(s) = 0. On the other hand, as a polynomial in p^{−s}, g_p(p^{−s}) is of degree at most 14 showing that the function on the right of (15) and hence the Dirichlet series (14) has at least two singularities on the line Re(s) = 0. Therefore the abscissa of absolute convergence of the Dirichlet series (14) is 0. Thus by Landau’s theorem [2, Theorem 11.13] on Dirichlet series with non-negative coefficients, we deduce that the Dirichlet series (14) has a singularity at s = 0 and thus the series on the right of (15) has a singularity at s = 0. It follows that ∏ 1≤i,j≤4(1 − βi,pδj,p) = 0 and hence β_{i,p} = δ^{−1}_{j,p} for some i, j. But we know that δ^{−1}_{1,p} = δ_{4,p}, δ^{−1}_{2,p} = δ_{3,p} and hence we arrive at a contradiction because of the choice of our prime p.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.3 Consider the set F := {n ∈ N : λ_F (n)λ_G(n) < 0}. Suppose F is not a scalar multiple of G. To prove the theorem, we show that #{n ≤ x : n ∈ F} ≫ x, that is, there exists an absolute constant c > 0 such that #{n ≤ x : n ∈ F} ≥ c x for all sufficiently large x. By Theorem 1.1, there exists a prime p_0 and an integer t ≥ 1 such that λ_F (p^t_0)λ_G(p^t_0) < 0. Define

B := {p_0} ∪ {p : p ≠ p_0 and λ_F (p)λ_G(p) = 0} ∪ {p^2 : p ≠ p_0 and λ_F (p)λ_G(p) ≠ 0}, and let A be the set of all B-free numbers. Then any element n of A is a squarefree positive integer satisfying λ_F (n)λ_G(n) ≠ 0. We now claim that ∑ b∈B 1 b < ∞.

Since ∑ p 1 p^2

< ∞, to prove the above claim it is sufficient to show that ∑ λ_F (p)λ_G(p)=0 1 p < ∞. But ∑ λ_F (p)λ_G(p)=0 1 p ≤ ∑ λ_F (p)=0 1 p + ∑ λ_G(p)=0 1 p . We know from [21, Theorem 4] that there exists a δ > 0 such that #{p ≤ x : λ_F (p) = 0} ≪ x (log x)^{1+δ} . Using the above result, integration by parts yields ∑ p≤x λF (p)=0 1 p = ∫_x 2^− 1 u d ∑ p≤u λF (p)=0 1 ≪ 1 + ∫_x 2 du u(log u)^{1+δ} ≪ 1.

Similarly, we have ∑ p≤x λG(p)=0 1 p ≪ 1. This proves our claim.

Note that the set A can be written as a disjoint union of the sets A_1 and A_2 defined by A_1 = {n ∈ A : λ_F (n)λ_G(n) < 0}, A_2 = {n ∈ A : λ_F (n)λ_G(n) > 0}.

If n ∈ A_2, then p^t_0n ∈ F. Therefore F ⊇ A_1 ∪ p^t_0A_2 and hence we have #{n ≤ x : n ∈ F} ≥ #{n ≤ x : n ∈ A_1 ∪ p^t_0A_2} ≥ #{n ≤ x/p^t_0 : n ∈ A}. Next by using (10) we deduce that #{n ≤ x/p^t_0 : n ∈ A} ∼ δ x/p^t_0, for a constant δ > 0. Therefore for sufficiently large x, we have #{n ≤ x/p^t_0 : n ∈ A} x ≥ c, where c is a positive constant. This in turn implies that #{n ≤ x : n ∈ F} ≫ x.

Acknowledgements. The first author would like to thank Ariel Weiss and Shaul Zemel for several useful discussions and for sharing their ideas with him. The research of the first author was partially supported by the grant no. 692854 provided by the European Research Council (ERC). The research of the second and the third authors was partially supported by the DST-SERB grants CRG/2020/004147 and ECR/2016/001359, respectively. We would like to thank the anonymous referees for their careful reading and some useful suggestions which improved the presentation of the article.

References

[1] A. Andrianov, Euler products corresponding to Siegel modular forms of genus 2, Russian Math. Surveys 29 (1974), 45–116.

[2] T. M. Apostol, Introduction to analytic number theory, Springer-Verlag (1976). [3] S. Breulmann, On Hecke eigenforms in the Maass space, Math. Z. 232 (1999), no. 3, 527–530. [4] S. Das and W. Kohnen, On sign changes of eigenvalues of Siegel cusp forms of genus 2 in prime powers, Acta Arith. 183 (2018), no. 2, 167–172.

[5] A. Deitmar, Automorphic forms, Translated from the 2010 German original, Universitext, Springer, London (2013).

[6] L. V. Dieulefait, On the images of the Galois representations attached to genus 2 Siegel modular forms, J. Reine Angew. Math. 553 (2002), 183–200.

[7] P. Erdös, On the difference of consecutive terms of sequences defined by divisibility properties, Acta Arith. 12 (1966), 175–182.

[8] S. Gun, W. Kohnen and B. Paul, Arithmetic behaviour of Hecke eigenvalues of Siegel cusp forms of degree two, Ramanujan J. 54 (2021), no. 1, 43–62.

[9] S. Gun, W. Kohnen and P. Rath, Simultaneous sign change of Fourier-coefficients of two cusp forms, Arch.

Math. (Basel) 105 (2015), no. 5, 413–424.

[10] W. Kohnen, Sign changes of Hecke eigenvalues of Siegel cusp forms of genus 2, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 135 (2007), 997–999.

[11] E. Kowalski, Y.-K. Lau, K. Soundararajan and J. Wu, On modular signs, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc.

149 (2010), 389–411.

[12] A. Kumar, M. Kumari and A. Weiss, Images of Galois representations for Siegel eigenforms and applications (in preparation).

[13] A. Kumar, M. Kumari and A. Weiss, On the Lang–Trotter conjecture for Siegel modular forms, https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.09278.

[14] A. Kumar, J. Meher and K. D. Shankhadhar, Strong multiplicity one for Siegel cusp forms of degree two, Forum Math. 33 (2021), no. 5, 1157–1167.

[15] D. Loeffler, Images of adelic Galois representations for modular forms, Glasg. Math. J. 59 (2017), no. 1, 11–25. [16] K. Matomäki, On signs of Fourier coefficients of cusp forms, Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc. 152 (2012), 207–222.

[17] G. Prasad and A. S. Rapinchuk, Subnormal subgroups of the groups of rational points of reductive algebraic groups, Proc. Amer. Math. Soc. 130 (2002), no. 8, 2219–2227.

[18] A. Pitale, Siegel modular forms. A classical and representation-theoretic approach, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 2240. Springer, Cham, 2019. ix+138 pp.

[19] A. Pitale and R. Schmidt, Sign changes of Hecke eigenvalues of Siegel cusp forms of degree 2, Proc. Amer. Math.

Soc. 136 (2008), no. 11, 3831–3838.

[20] C. S. Rajan, On strong multiplicity one for l-adic representations, Internat. Math. Res. Notices (1998), no. 3, 161–172.

[21] E. Royer, J. Sengupta and J. Wu, Non-vanishing and sign changes of Hecke eigenvalues for Siegel cusp forms of genus two (with an appendix by E. Kowalski and A. Saha), Ramanujan J. 39 (2016), 179–199.

[22] R. Schmidt, Packet structure and paramodular forms, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 370 (2018), no. 5, 3085–3112. [23] A. Weiss, On the images of Galois representations attached to low weight Siegel modular forms, J. Lond. Math.

Soc. (to appear), DOI: 10.1112/jlms.12576.

[24] R. Weissauer, Endoscopy for GSp(4) and the cohomology of Siegel modular threefolds, volume 1968 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2009.

(Arvind Kumar) Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Technology Jammu, Jagti NH-44, PO Nagrota, Jammu 181221, India.

Email address: arvind.kumar@iitjammu.ac.in

(Jaban Meher) School of Mathematical Sciences, National Institute of Science Education and Research, Bhubaneswar, An OCC of Homi Bhabha National Institute, P. O. Jatni, Khurda 752050, Odisha, India.

Email address: jaban@niser.ac.in

(Karam Deo Shankhadhar) Department of Mathematics, Indian Institute of Science Education and Research Bhopal, Bhopal Bypass Road, Bhauri, Bhopal 462 066, Madhya Pradesh, India.

Email address: karamdeo@iiserb.ac.in