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1. Introduction

AR TIE, 2025 4F 1 H 21 HITRIMS TEENHEHL 72, Ev 7 EY 27 —JER
D p HEHEERIZEE T 2 NE 2 WA 2.

AROEZXTHSEY 7EY 2 7 —F & E. Ramanujan 2% Hardy 1258 L 72 i
BOFRICES T2y 77— XBBZEFICH D, Ty 77— XEBEE Y2
77— TRV, Y 2 7 BRI EE 2HD ¢ BT DH %5, Ramanujan
W EBDFHITIEZZDEFRE L IR T WA o723, 2002 1T Zwegers RIZ K > TE v
77— X B OBUANPSHHADN G- 2 617 [16], BRIFE Y 7 7 — X BB Maass
JEREMEN 2 BB OEAR T LTHIRTE 2 Z e 2HA L, TOZeiE X,
RETEFAM Maass ERROEAFI DD Z e 2y 7 EY 2 7R MATNV S,

—fRICEY 7 EY 2 7 —EROBREIRBNTE RV EEZLNTE D, p#ERY
RMHEICE L TOMRIEH E D BAKIIITON TR o7z, LA L. normalized
newform g € Si(To(N)) IZH L. H2EORENEZM7-5EY 7 €Y 27 —FF1(q)
DIFET 5 Z &b o7z, (cf. Definition 2.4) XHIZ, TDgPHEESEY 7E
Tad—ERFt & g% g|V,DEichler I TH 2 Ey(q) = ,-0(n) Fay(n)g* %
Egv,(¢) = X, =0n) Fag(n)g? D=0 HWTHIEL TH T2, pEEI 27—
A/ 2 Z e TWD, EFIIMEDEICEND By, (¢) DRI oy 1
AHHU. g DB RIK K ITBBOREL R R p 2 K THEET 285812 20oWHE
Rz BRRONBIZOWTEIDFELLAD 2WHiE, FEZEDOT LT U Vb [14]
EHIBLTWEEEEWN,

2. #8# Maass XX DEERNLEE

At 72 a rTlE. PN Maass RO EARYREEICOWTIHRNR 2, FHA] Maass
ERICOWTEDFELLHID 2w HE, [3][6] ZBBLTWEEEZV, £31EH
F Maass FERDERICOWTIER B,
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Definition 2.1 ([6]). F : H — C % smooth 72B% & 32, F HLLT D 3 St % il
7T eE FREIELVNLVN O Maass B EMESR, (k€2N, Ne Nk 335,

(UFCZi@:4m+®W%ﬂﬁé1®7:@§EFWWTﬁDﬁOO

2 2 0 0
_ R .2 : . S
(2)ALF =0, 7272L. A =—y (8932 + 8y2> +zky( - +1 y) Td 5,
(3) B ZIENX Po(2) € Clg & e > 0 DBFFEL T,

F(7) = Po(7) =0(e™) (y — o0)
MDD, F72. co IANDH R T THRIEOMEE &7z 3,

HX kEL~UL N OFf] Maass EREHROESE H,(To(N)) £ EFL, ZZTHEHEH
TRELMBIZ(2) TH D, HHAREY 25 —FRPLH 2 7R T L FE EE
A7z B8 2 & 2 T\ 7223, Sl Maass IERRTIE 2N & D [T 7 RO EE 2
TW3, EE. AT OAMERFROEY 2 7—BREFHEAEY 25 —HH I
XM, FIEHIEY 2 7 — R BARICHTHIR Maass TER 272 5,

AR Maass FEIN F € Hy(Do(N)) &7 —V ZEBZF> Z e BIohTEh,
FULIERIER D F*(q) & IEERRE D F~(q) DRI s, EARED FH(q) @ ¢ B
Bl

Ft(q)= Y a"(n)q"
n=>>—oo
EWSTBELTWS, £, WOMY, _jat(n)g" & F OFEEIE IR, —75, JF
IEAER D @ g BBIZBREBICA LSS ~BB R EPENS, L, FOEIHN0
DEE F-(q) D g EHIZ

F(q) =) a (-n)7"
n>0
LIFICET R IO NT VWS, T2 Tqldq0ESEIEETH 2, Ao
HETWREX 0D Maass ER LB LW, ZOFFTEEZEL TV
I+ TH53, b, BEX)DHMH Maass ERD 7 —V ZERIX

Flg)=F )+ F (¢)= > a*(n)g"+) a (—n)7"
n>—oo n>0
CWVWIOHIEER LTV, ARBOFHTHEIEY ZET 27 —EREZUTD LS ICER
R

Definition 2.2 ([3, Definition 5.16]). JEIERIER7723 0 TRWEFRF] Maass JEZ D IER]
Wk, Ty 7EY 27— BREMR,

Rz, M Maass EROMEZTARZBCEE L 85 2 DOWAERAR AN
T2, BX kL)L N DOFEHIEY 2 7 —BROZEM%Z M (To(N)) & FL, Ak
DI D FAM Maass TERDEFED H. M (To(N)) C Hp(To(N)) DS D LD, FfiZ, 59
FHIEY 2 5 —HRSIEERTH 25 2 T % JHH] Maass FER & IRT = 5, 2 L1
EOBEREEITH LT, &y =20y F (L) ¥ED, D=L L B, ZDLE,
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NS DT TEHZRIZ

D1 Hy 1 (To(N)) = Mi(To(N)),
§o it Ho i (To(IV)) — Si(To(V))

LW EREED D, T,
DY FT) =0, &(F') =0

MDD Z e BHSLNT WS, DF D, DF1IEFHH Maass FE R D 1EHIER 73 D A
. Eo i ZIFIERIER D D ADEREIKEIM > TN b,

Theorem 2.3 ([5, Corollary 3.8]). BAE &y @ Hy x(To(N)) — Sp(To(N)) 125+
Thh, ZORKIE M (To(N)) TH 5,

ZDEHOBF T, HHHR AR T % & THHF Maass TERUTHFH LT
5 Z M TE D, XIZ, normalized newform g € Si(Fo(N)) I LT, good for g
EWVWOIEREERT b, 24D Introduction T#BX7z normalized newform (2353
LREMEY 7 EY 27 —-TEREE R %,

Definition 2.4 ([3, Definition 7.5]). g € Si(I'o(N)) % normalized newform & U.
F, 2 gD~y ke 32, F € Hy (([To(N)) DUTD3E&M%EM-TE %
good for g & FER,

(1)F @ 0o iZHBF 2 FEHE Fylg | DILTH %,

(2)oo A DA R FTlE, FEILTERTD %,

B)&n(F) = 5 j 2 BAD I,

T 2T, EHEFREFFM Maass FERDIERIGRTT F*(q) = 2,5 o at(n)g™ @ 04
TOREDHAM Y, yat(n)g" DZETH B, £lo Fhigood for gD & E, £
DIEHE 7T %2 ARG Tl good lift & FEXR,

Proposition 2.5 ([6, Proposition 5.1]). g € Si(To(N)) 2 normalized newform 73
51X, good for g & 72 B Maass B3N F € Hy 1 (To(N)) DIFFET 55

Remark 2.6. normalized newform ¢ 23X L C. good for g ¥ 7 % #f#l] Maass &3\
E—ETERW,

good for g DERIFEET. 2F D OLITORZFIZOVWTOARBMEZERL T
Wiz, LD L. g PEBEREZFEOGE T2 TORBDIREIICR 2 Z e pFIsh
TW3,

Theorem 2.7 ([9, Corollary 1.2]). g € Sp(To(N)) % BEEEREZ 2 normalized
newform £3 %, F € Hy 1 (To(N)) % good for g 72 5E. F*(q) DREBIIETF,
B %,

ZOEMIZ XD, EEERE T D normalized newform g 225, (—EHTIEZRW
HOD) BB TRENREY 7EY 27— F(q) DT X7z, DIETIE.
ZOREWNBEY 7Y 27 —TBROFD p #ERNZMEEIZOWTHINL TV L,
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3. EVIEDAS—HEARAZAWpEED a7 —HHXDOEBRSE

K72 arTid, g BRI K ICBBERELRD p» K THEET 25812,
[4] [7] [11] [12] 22 TR LN TV B HERZ RSN T 5, K DFEL <. g D good
lift 726 p#EEY 27 —HREWM T 2 HIECOWTHN T 2, At r>ar TR &
7o. REPATQ, DAL 1: Q — Q, ZEIET %, AT, ¢ I A(g) € Co((q)
DpEEY 27 -BRO7-VTEHTHZ %k, RTERT . H2 QHEHD
SHIEAIEY 2 7 —ERDF (B, (q) BFEL T, ¢fdle LT (B,(q)) & Alg) I piE
IR T %, F7o. Cy(q) DIEFAREV, ZUATO X SITED 3,

V}<§:<ﬁm¢)¢= > aln/p)q"

n>—oo n>—oo

RiZ g & g|V,D Eichler {73 % LT TED %,

E,(q) := Z n**a,(n)q",

n>0

Egv,(q) ==Y _(pn)' Fay(n)g™.

n>0

772U ay(n) gD nRD7 =V TR TH %, F % good for g TH 2 il Maass
ERET2, KplERHyeC,ITRLT, TWRKHREHEF, € C,(q) %

Fy = FT = qEyy,

CEDD, B X2 —a,p) X+ =X2+pOIRET S, (pH K THEELTWVWS
72D, ay(p) =0 DIID, ) 2D E, DUFOEEHRLD LD,

Theorem 3.1 ([4, Theorem 1.3]). pl& N ZEI SR WRHTH 2T 5, DL &,
gRCDBKFET 2D 2 —HHI5 p R oy PEEL T, F,, 3 pi#EEY 2 7 —FKD
7=V ZREMICRS, BT, o BUATORXTEZHNS,

2m+1)

QA k-
ay = lim Dt 1(F)(p

m—oo BQm
7272 U apr-ipy(n) & DM HF) D n XD 7 — V) FHTDH 5.

2, L. Candelori & F. Castella lXE v 7 €Y 2 7 — D[220 Bl G & 4%
L. Fo, DEDHSBINREY 2 7 —TERITRD IR LK [T, 2D piEa,
WX LTy HFEIRNICA T OEMZ R T2,

Theorem 3.2 ([15, Theorem 1.5]). p & 2N ZE| 52 WEE T, dim S, (Ty(N)) =1
CIRET 5, DL E, pB K THENT 272013, o 13 pEHHTDH 2.

FrHdr, gPOLEZAZREMNEETY 7EV 27— (@) &, g b EZ
5 piEfa, TAHWTpEEY 2 57— WA F,, RSz, EEOARICET 5 E
FERIE, g PEX 2 0BERBOB A, a, 80 TRV 2R, £0 pETE
2 LEHBOR TR L= TH D,
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4. BETO0DEYIESAS—FRD pEMILEE

Kt aryTid 11 THEONLMRZ. g € So(To(N)) BEEHRE TR
FTEEROLEHAN T 5, ZELIE LT, [1|[11]| DZonEFohd, 3.
g € Sa(To(N)) ZEERECT, BXIE K ICEBEREZFR>D DL 35, 2L T,
F € Hy(To(N)) Z good for g TH 2 T 5, $3. Fl(q DpiERy Infie bk
RTEB/IFRBSNT VWS,

Proposition 4.1 ([11, Proposition 5]). p Z N Z#| 560 WHEHE T5, 2Dk %,
B —ENR p R N, 1, € Q, BFEIEL T,

(4.1) F+(Q> — NEy(q) — L Egv, (@) € Zp(q) ® Q,
DI D LD,

HFHRIZORRD 7 o= R ORI 1, ICHH L. Z0D 0y =T 2 Z
t %/—‘T_\‘Lf:o

Theorem 4.2. p23 N 2H|563, K THEET LT 5, 20L&, (41)IZBWVT,
>‘p =0, Hp = Oy 75”3?. DYLOO

ZOEHDP S, plila, ZHRBIZIE. Fr(q) @ pihihy ezt 5k
Wz enbnrsd, LrL. gD goodlift FH(q) IZMRVIZEZHNTED, 20D
BEFITTHIFEALRHRETETWARY, 207D, F'q) ZEHKS O TId%L
FHOWGELWHIONREHE L. 20D pERy ORREMET 5, ZORION
R, BRDN*(q) TH 5,

g \FE X 2 DEHUREL normalized newform TH 5 DT, FHIET A £ modular
parametrization ¢ : Xo(N) — C/A 23

*y(0)
A= {/ 2mig(T)dT | v € FO(N)}

G:T —/ 27ig(t")dr" mod A

TEZE S, 2z € CITRL T, Weierstrass (-function & ((A, z) £EHE L 2 &I2T 5%, &
CHIHENTWVWS K51, (A 2) FARABBERICE R TwAwn, UL, @ik
MIEZ1TS Z & Ty ARBANZBIRDIEN 5, a(A) & A OEAPATINLE O HiE,
SN REX207 4L a XL T 5, DF D,

) 1

AeA\{0}
Thr, ThHZOD0RFHWTEEBR(:) %
R@y:qm@—smp—aaf

TERT 2, TR AREREKE 22, AAEDOET T, R(2) & C/A LD
T =, modular paramitrization ¢ £ DERN = Rop B HEZ DT ENTE
%, 22T NDqEBN(q) % R(E,(q)) TERT %, T5&. N(g) ZHAIWK

N*(g) = C(A, Ey(q)) — S(M)Ey(q), N (q) = —ﬁm
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DZODHNITFREEINSE, ZIZ T, NDgood for gl > TWVWBED TRV EHE
RTINS o L2 b0 LW, L L, #@f Maass BRI ZE A 2 A2 L
Fele o, NG EPEPE Bz orlgEtErd 5, 2% D, E,(q) =0&7%%
T DET AA[EMED D 5, LA L. N(q) & good for g 7% F(q) birf&?ﬂ(k LtTeX
DEBERTITR . ROFERPH SR T WD

Proposition 4.3 ([11, Proposition 2]). modular parametrization ¢ DX % C, &
& <o

N(q) = CoF(9) =N "(q) — CoFF(q) € Q(a)
DDILE, FEACETORERBpITHLT
N*(q) — CoF"(q) € Zyp((q))
DI D LD,
FEHIZOMRETHUBEL. U T 2R L7,
Theorem 4.4. £ TD N ZE| & WEMS 2 28 p laxt LT,
N(q) = CyF(q) = N"(q) — CoF " (q) € Z,(q) ® Qy
WAL T b,

ZOEBIZ X o T, Fw)wpﬁﬁ//\%%ﬁmétmaﬁmm Nt(q)2o%
D (A, E,(q )) DpER Y SRR HNS Z L ITIHE T X7z, Weierstrass (-function
D p Ry DR R B IFEMMEE C/A OV 2 O0ERTH 5, Z
D7z, XKDt ¥ ayTRIFAMD I VAR ¥ RERI—ITDOWTRENT S,

5. ieXBEDOIVREUY - OFREOD—

Rty oarTik, BRHBRIHES 2EAHO 7 VX&) Y - akEry —

DWWl 2, A7y a VHEICBWT, [2] [13] DMXESE I L, F %
ﬁn@Zi@ﬁTﬁtL ZFONERZ & TEL 22T 5, Frd - DD%EH
ZVF). BL(F) %.

Zl(f") = {w < ﬁ%p[[x}]/z | Fw(X @Y) - Fw(X) - Fw(Y) < Zp[[X]]}
BY(F) = {df € O, pxyyz, | F(X) € Z,[X]}
TERT %, LEL. F, 3w oA ANWRFGERTH D, ZH(F) Oz s
YW, ZOTODEBMERWT, FOZYRRY Y - akERI— HL (F/Z,) %
Heio(F/Z,) = Z'(F)/B'(F)

TERT b, ZHUIZ, LONBECR 2, ZONMBHORETNE AT 7 axR=y 2 1E
ﬁ#ﬁftfmé *ThHb, %W @%@ﬂﬂ®§ﬂ§ﬁ@ff@j%ﬂXﬂK
ERAE

Proposition 5.1 ([2, Proposition 2.3]). F D&mE % h Z@’% L. Hims(]—"/Zp) [
Y7 hDEMZ, MER 2. $loy w FOAREWIT w* = plp@) & LI
%_W(FMQ@%EZLT@M@SiSh—DﬁWﬂéO

CT18
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C/A O Weierstrass E7 /L& LT
(5.1) B y? =42 — go(N)x — g3(A)

FROEIET 2, ZHUIS U EOFEHp I LT, Z, FOETFILERS>TWS, (cf.
[8, Section 2.14].) BAFTl&. p > 5% K TIHEM L. Weierstrass €7V (5.1) i&p T

BETREOL T2, $72 ERNTA—Rt=—2z/y LT 3HRELT 3, ED
B log 2 A\(t) £RE L. NEWT ©(t) e WA 7(t) %=
dx dx

w(t) : " n(t) = 93?

TERT %o
Lemma 5.2 ([2, Lemma 3.4]). 7y(t) %

LLZEE, G(t) 1B _EMYTH B,
4. pld K TS 20T F 3HBERTEED, 2% EO&EX132ThH 5,

Z0%, EOREY LT{G(1),w ()} BN S, KIHBN2EHE, o, D pERHE
ZREST S L THDTEHETH S,

Theorem 5.3 ([2, Corollary 3.8]). 7o(t) € H. . .(E/Z,) %3
(1) = A@(1) + Aaw™(t) in H,, (E/2Z,)

YOWIRRTETSD L &, wi(t) DRI A 3 p TS 3,

6. TEEDEADRT v F

Kt oarTld, THFETITREA LSS R AWTFEEFOGERH O fif B 72 S
5 2%, AEOFEEHILUTTH 5,

Theorem 6.1. g € Sy(To(N)) Z LRI D normalized newform TR K& K 12
BERIETZ RO EIRET . p > 5T Weierstrass model (5.1) 1% p TRZEITLZFFD
95, ZOLE p»B K THENET 22613 Cho, 13 pEHETDH 2,

ARSI E, (¢) 1FAREXA TR X24pTHD, X24+pld 74> a kg v
ZHRTH 2, 2OZe»odHd 7, LOKKEEG TZDERlog DI E,(q) 12725 D
PIFES %o RIS, G DOREMD & LT w,(q) i= L E,(q) B wi(q) = 4 Egv, (9)
MDD, ¥ T AT, EDBRlog bKEEXA TR X2+ pThHb, 2D, &
HEGEIC X DIEREEF & G RFERETH Y., FRERIT f(¢) == exppologg THZAH
N5, [AEEH
(E/Z,) — HY\(G/Zy)

7
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GRHEZERICED, 2 piEHE e ZHWT

) = 4 (—<<A, E,(@) + ﬁ)
F@(0) = = LE0)

* [Nk * d
[H(@*(t) = ew, = ed—quw,,(q)
MDD Z bbb, LoT,
ﬁo(t) = Al(ﬁ(t) + AQ(A}*(t> in Hl

cris (E/Zp>
W fFRERHEE 5 Z 8T,

d 1 d d
@<%MJMM+?@>=m@QMHw&@%W@
BRD IO Z L b s, FROWIEHRBG LT, f(q) € Z,[q]* BT 5 &,
(6.1) (A Ey(g)) + A Ey(q) + eAeEyy, (0) € Zy((9) ® Q,

PRONDE, ZhDRDIDoT2 (A, E ) DplERy DR TH %, EH 44 KD,
CoF ™ (q) + (S(A) + A1) Ey(q) + eAs By, (q) € Zp(q) ® Q,
WEENG, Wl%E C, TEHZLIZkD,
F*(q) + G5 (S(A) + A1) Ey(q) + Cy e As By, (q) € Zy((0)) ® @,

750 ad Frq) D pitiky YDRICBI 2 70X ZAF R DHRETH o722
R BV,

Cyoy = €Ay
DEDID, ed Ay b plERETH o772, Cha, b pEHEITR B,

Remark 6.2. EEDARICEAT 2L 7Y > b ([14]) Z arXiviZ 7 vy 7B — K L
7=1%. Pavel Guerzhoy B2 & [ARROFER Z A OFEZ AW TR L &g Z W2
7207z (cf. [10]) D 7L 7V >k ([10]) Tld. —f% D normalized newform g €
S5 (To(N),Q) EIFE AL RTDHRIMpITH LT py #0in (4.1) I RS NTze (FHD
FER TR, BEREDREZD 5 S DDEBDD LD p DEMAZIHFL L TV 5, )
GRIOFERICEHRE RN T3, EFEOT LTV Y P e bR TSR LTWEE
%f:b\o

7. BiEE

FIHDHIC, BRICBI2#BHEOERI NICARHEOE R S5 2TV 0
7HEEANOM)I fE— K CRRERAY), HA £—K (FEIFERY) 0 = NIZEH
HLETES, £ AFROEFBRICOVTIME BE—K (JUNKE) 2252 D)
ShEWEEE, HBIGEREZITVWE L, ZOGR2MED THEBILEZHL FIFE 3,
F7e. BA B (MMXSHOCERER) CEARROERTDH % p B o, 12T
PHEEBRFmoTWilFwWEF Lz, ZOHTHRDHTBILEHL EIFET, %
72 ARBEZEE JSPS B E JP23KJ1720 DB 22 72dDTT, ZLTEETD
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