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HEERLDSBDEY 254 & IV BGER EOFRMERIZOWT
A EBRFEFREFRETHERFENER &2
§0. Introduction

FIMBEGRAHELL TWA b DL LTIRT -SSR E K3 #mEs%Fohs, £h€h
I BB LIV ROFFAPREESEAMER L L TRNAD, 2737 b Riemann @ & £ 0
Jacobian OMEZZL®H & L, T—UvEHkik & 7 — & B 111 HEK EoRBEEX (F
7215 Siegel modular form) OWFFFEIZEEENREH, ZHUCH LT, THEEO/S VR (g =
3,4,6) DEV 2T A ZEMR° del Pezzo BN T V= 5 4 /% . K3 thmDEHiEza % AWV T
LR 7203 TV A RSB OEMAIR RO ZEM E L TERR L, RIZIESH Borcherds
Bl iZX-THONIV BERAHERK LORMEREACTEY 2 71 OMKERL
W] NS OB, ZONRDT - THD, ETHER LTV DT TRV, SR
2B LTHEERED 8 SOV T A EHOBEEERY L5,

WICABENC Z O EDOHBER L 2o 3KHME (KEK 3 D del Pezzo #if) DFE
SN TEL, 3KRBEDEY 271 ZEM % 4 KT complex ball DERTAYE B X 55
& L TR L 72D iF Allcock-Carlson-Toledo [ACT} TH 5, HED FIEIXT — L EHKEF
DRABMERND O TH 5, Bif. [DOK] ILBNT K3 EOEAME b b SRR S
Z b, —#4. Complex ball i IV BIGEHO I/ HEIZ A2 5> TV A D, Allcock, Freitag
[AF] X Borcherds = & % IV Bl EDRBFEA % complex ball IZHIRT B L TZDE
CaTADHEETNEE XL, TOETAZMA [N] IZLD Cayley @ Cross ratio %
WIETFVEARBHIC BT D, ZOREOERICHE L T van Geemen [G] KL BB 8L
b, EO%. T—FarREy bERGIZRA, F (MTL OBRRH 5, LD 3 kith
HMDEV 2741, REEBROHIEAMETEDET 254 LEZBENTE, Deligne,
Mostow [DM], [Mo] @ complex reflection group & & HEHEIZBHR L TV 3,

Zhisc K 3 DR AW T 254 Dl & LT [K1], [K2}, Borcherds B
WrT ) i ABEDE V2 A G LT [K3] 5565 = L AR LTH, ERARD
FBELWVWI LI KA ICELDHTHD,

AT, £¥§1 TERR Theorem (A), Theorem (B) ##~=3, KIZ §2 T Theorem
(A) DWW T, FiZ, 72 Complex ball NEAHIEK L LTENDEI»2WMAT S, §3 T
Theorem (B) {22V T, #§IZ Borcherds DfER % L& 55 2 HAT D, KEIZ §4 T
Deligne-Mostow @ complex reflection group & ®BERIZ >V TRBLIZFEAT 5,

§1. Main results

ELF B, T n &It complex ball #. S, Tn&kxHBELERT, PP THEER P! LolEF
DENRDEV2T7AZEMERT Mumford Mu] #88), S, (FBRIZ PP IZfEALT
b‘éo

Theorem (A). K3#ifORMEMAVSHZ & T, P} % 5 KT complex ball Bs DB HT#IAT
STRE U (C Aut(Bs)) (- X 2PAZERM Bs /T @ Satake-Baily-Borel ® 222232 Mb Bs /T & L
TR TE D, $72b5 K3 thmOBMAEGR L AV mA

P8~ By /1’
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MEFET D, I6IC Bs/T7 101k Sy AERICEAL THEY. EOERLE Ss-equivariant T
5,

Remark (A). Deligne-Mostow [DM] I3HEEB LD B KA THK4RIKEL L THLND
B D Jacobian (EFEIZIE Prym 4k DEMA% AT Theorem (A) ZRL T3, =
DHETH Bs 161K Siegel EFFE~BRICEDAEN TV S, —F. Theorem (A) D
FIETHEL B X1 ORI IV A FAHERE Dy ICHRZEODAENTWS,

Definition. 8 DXF {1,2,...,8} # 235D 4IZ/H3T B H D% tableaux EFFU
TR, $72bb {n,.,m}={1,..,8} £FHLx

Tl T12
To1  T22

T31 T32
Tal T42

IOXSR T EH1O0SEGEETD, & riCxL
pr = Migigq det(v™v™2)

EEDB, FIEL VG ECED FI) Y bkt 5, Standard 72 tableaux iE 1 4 BFEE
L. —fX®D tableaux (T b D—KRER E LTERED, 2D &M Sg-equivariant RER

[T Pf — pl3
/OB, p iIBDRBRTHDZ RO TVWS (H1 2 Koike [Koi))o

Theorem (B). IV BRI Dyo FOREBRDRT | ARTOEMBEEL, £h% Bs
IZHIMRY 25 2 &L o T (Remark(A) BB) Sg-equivariant 7258

v 35/[‘ — p3
B4, Theorem (A) PE—EDHL LI U & p iT—FT 3,

Remark (B). Matsumoto-Terasoma [MT2] . IV B EORAERXORDHVIZ, Re-
mark (A) THRAF-@HOTF —F 2 XF 2 b & BT Theorem (B) &% L7,

§2. On Theorem (A)
ZOEITHE, 72¥ Complex ball BENZ %2 PLIZRTWVL,

(1) A K3 surface associated to 8 points on Pl
{M:1)} Q1 <i<B &P DREZ87ETSH, Q = P! x P! @ bi-homogeneous
coordinate % (zo:Z1,y0:¥1) £ 9%, Q D bidegree (4,4) PHF

D = yoyr (g - sy (o — Nim) + 7 - Mg (2o — Xia1)) =0
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%E25, D THKTE Q O2EHBOR/NIET L X 1t K3 #iliciiz b, HE
(To:zT1,y0:y1) — (To:21) X X LCHAHEEE r: X S PL2EDD, nidy=0%
Ty =0 IR L2 o052 FEL, FA8ACKICLETE SO I BFERT 7
A N—EFFORABETH D, Q @ involution

(o : 1, Y0 1 Y1) = (To : T1, Y0 : —¥1)

it X OMEADECRE ¢ #3182 L. 1 OFT 7 A N—%F->TNBHDT, ZD
Y@t iso-trivial TH D, ZD I &M Deligne-Mostow i & OBEERYH SHATH
5 (RO #B8BE LX), X @ Neron-Severi #-F Sx i£. X 7% generic RBFE. B
1 0T det(Sx) = 26 THBZ &MHNd, Sx ® HYX,Z) DR TOEZHER Tx
t¥ transcendental lattice & FEIENL D23, Tx DHF BT (2,10). det(Tx) = £28 &2 0,
Tx 2T =UUQR)®Dys® Dy DY ILD, 7272L U X even unimodular, signature (1,1)
O lattice, U(2) 13 U OREHRE 2% L7 lattice, Dy tx Dy B D Dynkin 1751% 22247
F& 35 lattice TH D, Lattice T DREMICET2ECRE p BNHFEEL . 0* D Tx ~D
ERIL p & conjugate THDZ L7305,

(2) Period domain.

7
={wePT®C): (wv,o) >0, (w,w) =0}

EECL, DALED K3 dhmoBEGEE (250 IV RMEFRMES disjoint union) 252
3, 5 0OBEe, KI#EFiT T, K3#mEFoaeRY ¢ ODHMAEZE LV, K3
AOER 2R wx 1L o* PEAENT MR- TNWAR I EIZEE L, RO L 5 W AHEE
P EBETD. £T p OEAEM~DNARR

TRC=V,aV.

EROTND, ZELVy = {w: pw) =tvV—1w} ETD, p OWEDNDL, Vi FFEIISK
FTREND, Ve DR w it (ww) =02l T ZENERNOLRSICEITDS, #-T

B=DnNPV,) ={weP(Vy): (w,@) >0}

7 K3 #ilE & £ DB CRBEOMADEMEILTH 5, Lattice T DFEH (2,8) THDZ &
& V. Hermitian form (w,d) OHFAIE (1,4) THHEZ ENRED, TROLEYREEL R
~i

(w D) == 2020 — 2121 — 2922 — 2323 — 2424

ET&, Ibilz=1&TEDDTBIL4KT complex ball LRETHD, B DERIC
it (K3 thimO R EROLFMELY) K3 HESAGL TSI, £TLb pidacRE
POVERBIENTWB EEFBOAR VN, p 2% ample class #FEDE VI FRENRLELRD,
WETORr Tri=-20H0IIxL

H ={weB: (v,r)=0}, H=|JH,

B, L rid T 02TH (-2)-vector B & T, T5&. p A ample class &2
DIHDLE+ZEHILIwEH ThD,
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Remark. fER2FE T (r,p(r)) =0 M52 0, €T

_r+op(r)
0= 2

EBCE P2 =-1THD, ELITH, =BNé* THAHRZLLHENDOLND,

BEICERNEAREERT D, T = Hom(T,2) £T5&. Ar =T*/T 2 (F,)®
MM B, E5ILF, LOZKER

qr : AT —+Z/2Z

M gr(x mod T) = (x,x) mod 2 TEREIND, qr DEREEE Oqr) £ET &, O(gr) = Ss
BRELNATWS, UEDEFOTIZ

F={yeOT):vop=pon},

I'={yel:y|Ar =1} = Ker{l' — O(qr)}

LB, REOERT - O(gr) HEHTHY , - TI/IV X Sy PRV I, [ i3 Aut(B)
DER53BE T properly discontinuous (2 B IZER L TW3, £LH2 EHEERLEONERFGT
EBRDEL 2574 FEM PP OPFORZ D 8 RICHHIE LHES (PR 225 (B-H)/T! ~
D Sg-equivariant RERE/NR EOBRTE L O, ZOREAM PP 55 B/I' O Satake-
Baily-Borel ® =122 MEB/T ~OREEEDERZ T L) D2, Theorem(A) THh 5,

(3) Discriminant locus.

ETRE PP WIHERZ S8 A0, FOLIAR8EMMbY, ZhANED XS4 K3 thil
RIS T 20 EBR~DZ L2758, £ETHE4 30 (Fx 4fE) OSA—BTDHEEE "stable”
("strictly semi-stable”) 72 8 & FES, Z X Mumford D EKR T stable, semi-stable (=
flizoevy, 1R LEFDO 1 2xSEE, bL2A (3R8) B—&Thid2 (3) 2aE
EHT8REEC LT B, FITHRERD 88T (11111111) ERT, TD & & stable 728
RIL8 RDNEFEERT D &

(11111111), (2111111), (221111), (22211), (2222), (311111), (32111), (3221), (332)

DWFRANCA B, Strictly semi-stable 7285412, minimal closed orbit 23 —EHIZFFIEL
(44) TIREEN D, Stable 72 8 RITH L Ti§2 (1) OFET K3 #EAXIET 5, £ I
REICEIIC L CTHAMEOBES AL BER 7 7 A S~ 1 LT IITRL, 21C# LT
I3, 34T LT [T MARNS, B2 (332) DBAE 2KD [I1* BBERT 71 A—
& 1ARD [FHBRT 7 4 1 —% b OMMAMEHREDN A D, Strictly semi-stable 72 (44) IZ
. K 3 @ o [T RRMEARNAS, 50841 Shah (8] © 4 KD K3 #E D 1T Bk
YA MIRIELTHWS,

82D 3H (2111111) D& A 7H P3N\ (P)® @ component D —fx D AIZHIE L T
%, Component DEEIL2 8 THH Z LIIALNTH S D, 7= strictly semi-stable locus
E35@OENLRDIZELHRATH D, —H T Ar =T*/T 2 (F2)% TRDO~T bhb
A
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Type (00): z = 0, #z = 1 (zero);
Type (0): z #0, qr(z) =0, #z = 35 (non-zero isotropic vector);
Type (1) : gr(z) = 1, #z = 28 (non-isotropic vector).

ZO¥FO—F (35, 28) LBIR T4 <. non-zero isotoropic vector 2 B D T’ %&
modulo & L7z AR FIZ—%f—IZ%tG L TR Y. non-isotropic vector 23 H/[' ? component
i—xt—ZxE LTV 5, bbb 6 #§2. (2) © Remartk Db D& L

Ha= Z JLHB

§ mod T=a

H= Y  H,

a€Ar, gr(a)=1
T, & Ho IV B L TR TIZZ2V,

LB EE,

§3. On Theorem (B)

Z OE TIE. Borcherds [B] @ IV Bt #riAME EORBFEREE AV PP OREET L O
IOV Tik =3,

(1) Lifting.

—Z ¥ D modular form X cusp @B Y T Fourier BRAMAE X b5, IV RARIAFER D
DBEE. KDL D12 1 KL boundary component (cusp P—A%{k) DEIY T Fourier-
Jacobi BM%Z b2, £7" 1 KD boundary component (2% L D IZIRD X IITRTRTE S
(—EHOBEOL¥Fm HY (CHHET5)

D:Im(r) - Im(w) — Q(Im(z1),...,Im(z,)) >0, Im(r)>0.

IZTTrweEHY, z2=(21,.,2) €ECT L L. QI Q LERESNIEEMED 2KREATH
5, F# D LobsENHHSBCETIES k ORBEERET S L&

F(r,z,w) = Z O (1, 2)exp(maw)

m>0

EEAS, REICRILD O0,(r,2) ZE S k, F58 m O Jacobi form & 5,

FZ 1 ERORES L ORBEER f NEX ORI, ZHOENHRT—FEREBRT D
e THES k1 D Jacobi form MBELND, T Hecke fERFE A M4 Z & T B
k ® Jacobi form AEHND, TNHERLLETFT D LOBRMERXL BRI STt %
(additive) Lifting & /.5, IV RO E L Gritsenko FDLEEM B> 7225, Borcherds [B] 43
—f{EL T3,

(2) Weil representation.

Lifting 2§ T 258 1 EHOREERZOLOTHARL, X7 MEOREER 2 E
LHBMENR, TIT Ay = T*/T OBR ClA7] £ 2%, a € Ap 2R L, MG
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45 ClAr] DEMITE eq & L. SL(2,Z

)@C 7]
SLE, )@éiﬁim&bf((l) 1> ( )& %

~DRB p ERDL S IZERT Do

M(é i)ka=(.1wﬂ°km ,x(l Bl>ka::%%;04ﬁTmﬁkﬁ

TpAERT D, BL by H2KER ¢r KM LERBREERET S, SL(2,Z) DERAIK
EBIL SL(2,Fo) DIERIZ T 5,
ERIE#
f={fa}: HY - ClA7]

BES kO PEERRBEENTHS &t

k

Jalr +1) = (D)@ falr)y fal-1/7) = 5 D (=D)T@D fa(r)
g

MEYMD cusp TEAITHD L Z &2V, FAMBEIDL, bob LIELREZ0DBSR.
TiehH ClAr)SHATF) OTTH D, MEARFHET ClAT|SIAF) ORTIEl 5KRTTH D
T ENDB, ClAT] I O(gr) = S WHRIHERL TV BM, p DERALARTSH S,
5T O(gr) 1* C[A7])SLEF) IER L TW A, Sy PBEMNERBRE LTIKRITE 1 4K
AT S, 01 ARTOBEMRREL W L3 5L. (1) T~/ Lifting 45 - &T
Sg-equivqriant 72 58

¢: W — W)

2B, 2L W (V)R KBEI3HEX40 D LORBEEROZ2T 7 FLEMT, £
O LI Sg 2 T/U BABERICEA LTS, Lifting @ Fourier BEADOERITLHE T2
ETHHREREFMY, ZOXIXLTEZ4AORHEEXDOLT 1 4KRTDOY FILZER
(W) &2/ 5,

(3) Automorphic forms.
(2) THROLONERBEERXDOZEMA LD linear system ¢(W) @ base locus & F~ 2 LEMN
Hb, COEDRKRMEEZFESREEREL 0PN BRT I LN00ED D, F0EHICS
LZEHEZRET D,

2UHR Ap = T*/T = (F2)® D3RTHAEM V TEVKERT S 350 non-
isotropic vectors TARK 245 b D% maximal totally singular subspace &FE5, E7ELW
IZHEZAT 5 3 20 non-zero isotoropic vectors THRK X5 3 WL W ZEM M % maximal
totally isotropic subspace &FES, V L by AMEHMIZ, M Lk gr PEEMICFEERDZ L
PEBELTEL, TODEXRMED IO,

Lemma 1. M % Ar ® maximal totally isotropic subspace & 45, ZD& &

> ea € C[Ap|SHEF2)
aEM

MR Y Lo,

—135—



WIZ V % Ar @ maximal totally singular subspace & 3%, V @ totally isotropic
subspace £ 2 RTLTH BN, FhEET AT D maximal totally isotropic subspace 23T &
2OMFET B, TNEMT M~ &35, ZDEEED Lemmal £V

fv= Z €o — Z Ca

aeM+ acM-
X C[AT)SLF) OTEED LM, 2O fy (TROMHEZF
Lemma 2. fEED ae V iZxtL
ta(fv) =—fv
MRV LD, Z Z T t, ¥ non-isotropic vector @ tZBI3 % transvection
ta(z) =2+ br(a, 2)0
15,

to T DTV 7 hTE B, TRDELr # TORTr2 = -2 D7 fAT 0 od T =
a BEETLORIMB &, § = T (o fHRE L gER

ss(z) =z + ﬁzé—é)é
B Ar Bty #51FEZF. ZZT (np(r) =09, ?=-1THHZLEEELTE
o fv @ lifting Fy (3EE 40 D LORBERTH 523, Lifting 73 Sg-equivariant Th
52 &L Lemma 2 LD ERAF (Fy) i3d72< &b

> o

a€V, qr(a)=1

22, HL
Da= . 6*
4 mod T=a

FRAIRERBEOBILEOTIES THD,

Fy OERERET 572912 Borcherds [B] D ERFEAR T HoREBXNOBERZFE ),
¥ T RDOEEZ meromorphic EE —4(= (2 — 10)/2) O~ rAERREKK h = (ha) 25
2B, Thbbh, tda DFAF, §72% 0 A non-zero isotorpic 7> non-isotropic 2%
HETFTHET B, ha # a =0 D& & hgy, a 7 non-zero isotropic ® & & hy, a o3
non-isotropic D& & hy & KT, DL EEEND

hoo(T + 1) = hoo(7), hoo(—1/7) = %(hoo(T) + 35ho(7) + 28h1 (7)),
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—4

ho(T + 1) = ho(7), ho(—1/7) = 7—T(hoO(T) + 3ho(T) = 4hi(7)),

-4
hi(r +1) = =hi (1), (~1/7) = %(hoo(T) = Sho(7) + 4hu (7))
MY MR ER LR, ThEf#T h &L T
hoo(r) = 56n(27)/n(7)'® = 56 + 896q + 8064¢” + - - -,

ho(r) = —8m(2)® /n(r)!® = —8 ~ 128¢ — 1152¢* — - -,
ha(r) = 8n(2r)® /n(r)'® +-0(r/2)8/n(r)'® = g7 + 364" + 402¢%% + - -

MEF b B, 7272 L () i Dedekind @ eta function Tq=e?™V-I7 &5, ZD Az
Borcherds [B] SRR & FREBAOFEEEL A5 2 L T, &S 28(=56/2) T
FERFH

> e

a€Ar, gr(a)=1

THLHEREEX G BFETLIZ LN D, 4 ¢ 22 TD maximal totally singular sub-
spaces V IZb7=% Fy O &+ 5, Maximal totally singular subspaces O %451 0 5 @
THY, & V IZiZTE 4 @D non-isotropic vectors MEFENHZ &M, diIFEZX420
TE Do LTHRCLELEBELISTELRD, ~F TGP IXI® LELEETE D, £T
TEREEE 1S5 TELRD, LoTHERY Koecher REBARAWDIET G & & IEEF
DBNTHBZENIND, UEhb Fy OBARTRICERE -1,

(4) Projective model. ’
1 ARTEDORBERA 6725 linear system ¢(W) % B IZHIPRT 5 Z & T Sg-equivariant 72
AHEMG )

¥ =| (W) |: B/T" = P13

WEED, T4 & Theorem(B) TR u BESBEFRTINERRB, T 4 2EFET
BAFRFIZIZHA VT tableaux 21 05 @Ho= 2 & 2BV T, kY tableaux & Ap @
maximal totally singular subspace A3 1 ¥ LIZXET 2 Z EMFRENSZD, UTO LI
wmATE S,

Pl o8 Ul L7 K3 dhi X I3EAsmoBE2#HFS, 8ALTIHIROKRT 7
ANR=FFEo TV, T7AR—L—20UHBL R T 7 4 /3—D components T4
S5 lattice # K £ T35 &

K=UgA$®

R0, A = K*/K =2 (F)® BV ID, a=(1,1,1,1,1,1,1,1) € A &TH &

at = {(z1,...,28) € Ag : in =0(2)}

gk | at/{a) = qsy = —qr
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AEE Y 320, Tableaux

-~ W
o0 O W=

DEFTICR L Ag DT hv
(1,1,0,0,0,0,0,0),(0,0,1,1,0,0,0,0),(0,0,0,0,1,1,0,0),(0,0,0,0,0,0, 1, 1)

MHIG L. IBIZED gr & g OEEND. 42D Ar @ non-isotropic vector A3FHhRd
D, Z# 5 420 non-isotropic vector ¥ Ar ® maximal totally singula subspace V % &
BT 5, pur OERIZ4O0 component T, = To, T3 = Tq,Ts5 = Tg, L7 = g NHLD, L
B, Fy OFSH VIZEEN D 42D non-isotoropic vector a Xfhd 5 4 2D component

Mo HETF
()_ BND,)/T

acV

Thd, UEMDD p, OFB[E Fy OBSHTEMETHZ LE. 0B L TIHIT
LB,

8§4. Deligne-Mostow’s complex reflection groups
HEEROBATHIETZ24ROFaTHBBL L THELONIHMBE D £T5
D:yt=18_,(z ~ \).

Z DB L Deligne-Mostow DEFHOHFICHATE Y. @3 [DM]. [Mo] DEESFEMVD &

BRETELOTH D, BHEIXZDOMEBD Hodge BE LI 4 0ECRROEZ X DER
% EETHZ LT PP O complex ball 0@ & LTORR %[, LZATE %24 DE
CRMEEFOBAMERETDE. ExD ObBUK4DECRATHEL L-LbDE, 8K
WATREL 7= K3 A HEBEE THDH Z B mhd, ZoxGd, LT~/ K3 dhimd
B % A= FiEE Deligne-Mostow D5 ik & ZBFR-S3F TV 5,

Final Remark. = Z CIIHEERDO S EDEV 254 #E X -H, T IIfE 3 0BHE
MEBROES 2T EHEBEZXDIENTED, —F, FBE 34,6 DHMBDOET 27 1% del
Pezzo BIHIDEY 2 7 A %, K3 thfm D FE % AV T Complex ball R0 fit <t Frea k0 B #f
FeLTRES (DCK], [K1], [K2]), FXIZbER7RIZ, ZhbDHBEI. FUERE
FoHRBEZLND, Bl T3 DBE. Coble [C] 1T Gopel B EE>7=E 2T
A4 O P ~D W(Eq)-equivariant REDIALEZEZ T D, Thux I I T~ VI AR
i E DR R A V- BT Coble DERMPZBRTENEFERBVTHA 5, RHRICKE
4 @ del Pezzo D EY 2 T A (BHAVWIIHEERLEDIBFMESSOEVa T () K
5D del Pezzo B T 1 ORDEBED > TR Y GERNEN S, THD, ZOHEICD
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Botclireds DHIETES 2T 4% PP 0?2 kBT DX (5K del Pezzo i DIZE
EFA) ELTERBTENERBLLANTHAS S,
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