arXiv:1307.4188v1 [math.QA] 16 Jul 2013

Heat trace and spectral action on the standard Podleś sphere

Michał Eckstein^1, Bruno Iochum^2, and Andrzej Sitarz^{∗,3,4}

1 Faculty of Mathematics and Computer Science, Jagiellonian University, Łojasiewicza 6, 30-348 Kraków, Poland, michal.eckstein@uj.edu.pl

2Aix Marseille Université, CNRS et Université de Toulon.

CPT, UMR 7332, 13288 Marseille, France. Laboratoire affilié à la Frumam FR7332, iochum@cpt.univ-mrs.fr

3 Institute of Physics, Jagiellonian University, Reymonta 4, 30-059 Kraków, Poland,

4 Institute of Mathematics of the Polish Academy of Sciences, Śniadeckich 8, 00-950 Warszawa, Poland.

Abstract

We give a new definition of dimension spectrum for non-regular spectral triples and compute the exact (i.e. non only the asymptotics) heat-trace of standard Podleś spheres S^2_q for 0 < q < 1, study its behavior when q → 1 and fully compute its exact spectral action for an explicit class of cut-off functions.

1 Introduction

In the classical Riemannian geometry the dimension of the manifold is fixed by its definition and then later it can be shown to determine some properties of geometric objects. In particular, for closed manifolds the dimension governs the growth rate of the eigenvalues of the Laplace operator, independently of the chosen nondegenerate metric. Unlike the classical

∗Partially supported by NCN grant 2011/01/B/ST1/06474.

situation, in noncommutative geometry [10,15], this concept becomes more involved (see [37] for a review), as there is no intrinsic notion of the dimension. The global description of the noncommutative space in terms of an algebra does allow for the possibility of a homological notion of the dimension (relative to Hochschild and cyclic (co)homology) or notion of metric dimension based on spectral triples. Yet, the latter is not a single number but rather a dimension spectrum [13, 29], which is a (possibly infinite) discrete subset of the complex plane with finite multiplicities allowed. The dimension spectrum has been computed for various commutative [3,13,14,29,30,36] and noncommutative spectral triples [5,18,21,24,27,28,30,43] including the quantum group SU_q(2) [12,19] and some of the Podleś spheres [18] (see also [16]). One of the significant features of almost all spectral triples for the q-deformations of manifolds is the discrepancy between the homological and metric dimensions. Out of these examples, a spectacular one is that of the standard Podleś sphere, with the equivariant real spectral triple of metric dimension 0.

In the study of Riemannian geometry through spectral properties of the Dirac (or Laplace) operators, the main tool is the analysis of the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel operator. This is well established for Riemannian manifolds and also for noncommutative geometries with the classical Dirac operators (like in the case of noncommutative tori or SU_q(2)). Yet, the case of standard Podleś sphere offers a new challenge, as the type of operator that appears there has not been studied extensively.

Our aim in this work, is to determine the exact dimension spectrum (providing a new definition, which appears to best suit the example under consideration) of the U_q(su(2))- equivariant spectral triple introduced in [20], to compute explicitly the zeta-function relative to the absolute value of the Dirac operator and provide the representation of the heat-trace Tr(e^{−t|D|}). Surprisingly, unlike in the classical case, we give not only an asymptotics for t → 0 but an exact representation of the heat-trace. This yields also the spectral action Tr � f(|D|) � valid for a large class of functions. We discuss the properties of the heat-trace and the spectral action, showing that the leading parts are not changed when we add a small bounded perturbation to the Dirac operator D → D + A.

The paper is organized as follows: we first recall the basic ingredients of the spectral triple introduced in [20]. In the next two sections we compute the meromorphic extension of the zeta-function ζ_D and the dimension spectrum of the standard Podleś sphere. But since the triple is not regular, we propose a new definition of dimension spectrum (see Definition 3.7) and show its link with the previous one introduced by Connes–Moscovici. Then in Section 4, we give the explicit and exact heat-trace for 0 < q < 1. Moreover, when q goes to 1 the heat-trace goes to the classical heat-trace for the 2-sphere. The last section is devoted to an exact computation of the spectral action for a specified class of functions with few comments on the fluctuations by one-forms. In the conclusions, we summarize the main differences with previously computed spectral actions.

2 Spectral triple

Let us recall the basic facts about the spectral triple over the standard Podleś sphere S^2_q . Its algebra, introduced in [45] as an invariant subalgebra of A(SU_q(2)) under a circle action, is the complex ⋆-algebra generated for some parameter 0 < q < 1 by A = A^∗, B, B^∗ fulfilling the relations

AB = q^2BA, AB^∗ = q^{−2}B^∗A, BB^∗ = q^{−2}A(1 − A), B^∗B = A(1 − q^2A). (1) As a C^∗-algebra, it is isomorphic to the minimal unitization of the algebra of compact operators on a separable Hilbert space. Throughout this paper, however, we work with the polynomial algebra A_q in the above generators, which is a dense subalgebra of the latter.

The Hilbert space suitable for a U_q(su(2))−equivariant representation of A_q has an orthonormal basis |l, m⟩ with m ∈ {−l, −l + 1, . . . , l} and l ∈^1_2 + N and is denoted by H 1_2 . There are two non-equivalent U_q(su(2))−equivariant representations π_± of A_q on H 1_2 given by the following formulas [20]:

π_±(A)|l, m⟩_± := A^+_{l,m,±} |l+1, m⟩_± + A^0_{l,m,±} |l, m⟩_± + A^−_{l,m,±} |l−1, m⟩_± , π_±(B)|l, m⟩_± := B^+_{l,m,±} |l+1, m+1⟩_± + B^0_{l,m,±} |l, m+1⟩_± + B^−_{l,m,±} |l−1, m+1⟩_±, π_±(B^∗)|l, m⟩_± := ~B^+_{l,m,±}|l+1, m−1⟩_±+ ~B^0_{l,m+1,±}|l, m−1⟩_±+ ~B^−_{l,m,±}|l−1, m−1⟩_±. (2)

where the coefficients A^j_{l,m,±}, B^j_{l,m,±}, ~B^j_{l,m,±} for j = −, 0, + are of the following form:

A^+_{l,m} := −q^{m+l+ 1}2 � [l − m + 1][l + m + 1] α^+_l , A^0_{l,m} := q^{− 1}2^1_{1+q2} � [l − m + 1][l + m] − q^2[l − m][l + m + 1] � α^0_l +^1_{1+q2} , (3) A^−_{l,m} := q^{m−l− 1}2 � [l − m][l + m] α^−_l ,

B^+_{l,m} := q^m � [l + m + 1][l + m + 2] α^+_l , B^0_{l,m} := q^m � [l + m + 1][l − m] α^0_l , (4) B^−_{l,m} := q^m � [l − m][l − m − 1] α^−_l ,

~B^+_{l,m} := q^{m−1} � [l − m + 2][l − m + 1] α^−_{l+1} , ~B^0_{l,m} := q^{m−1} � [l + m][l − m + 1] α^0_l , (5) ~B^−_{l,m} := q^{m−1} � [l + m][l + m − 1] α^+_{l−1} .

The coefficients α_l read α^−_l := −q^{2l+2} α^+_l and

for π_+ : α^0_l :=^1√_q^{(q− 1q )[l−} 1 2 ][l+^{32} ]+q [2l][2l+2] , (6)

α^+_l := q^{−l−2 1}

√_{[2l+2]([4l+4]+[2][2l+2])} ; (7) for π_− : α^0_l :=^1√_q^{(q− 1q )[l−} 1 2 ][l+ 3 2 ]−q^{−1} [2l][2l+2] , (8)

α^+_l := q^{−l−1 1}

√_{[2l+2]([4l+4]+[2][2l+2])} . (9)

Here the q-numbers are [n] :=^{q−n−qn}_{q−1−q} .

The representation π is faithful, thus the completion of the polynomial algebra A_q in the operator norm is the C^∗-algebra of the standard Podleś sphere.

We are concerned here with the spectral triple (A_q, H, D) that we describe now: Let H := H_+ ⊕ H_− where H_± := H 1_2 , with the representation of A_q on H and the operator D given by π(a) :=

�_{π+(a) 0}

0 π_−(a) � , (10) D := (^{0 w D}

w D 0 ) , D : |l, m⟩ ∈ H 1 2 → [l +^1_2 ] |l, m⟩ ∈ H 1_2 (11)

where w ∈ C \ {0} is an arbitrary constant.

We remark that |D| = |w| (^{D 0}_{0 D} ) and D = F |D| where F :=^1_{|ω|}

�_{0 ω} ω 0 � (12) satisfies [F, π(a)] = 0 for a ∈ A_q.

In the following, |l, m⟩_± represents the orthonormal basis |l, m⟩ on the first and second copy of H 1_2 in H. In particular, |l, m⟩_+ ⊕ |l, m⟩_− is an eigenvector of |D| with eigenvalue |w|[l +^1_2 ] and [l +^1_2 ] =^{q−l+} 1 2 (1−q^{2l+1}) 1−q^2 . (13)

The spectral triple (A_q, H, D) is Z_2-graded by γ := (^{1 0}_{0 −1} ) and is real for the antiunitary operator J on H defined by J |l, m⟩_± := i^{2m} |l, −m⟩_∓ with p ∈ R^+ .

In particular, J^2 = −1, Jγ = −γJ, JaJ^{−1} commutes with A_q and [D, J] = 0, so the spectral triple is of KO-dimension 2 [17].

Any generator is in the representation (2) a sum of three weighted shifts, written in a shorthand notation as π_±(a) = π^+_±(a) + π^0_±(a) + π^−_± (a) so π := π^+ + π^0 + π^− using (10). In the following, to alleviate notations, we often replace π(a) by a for a ∈ A_q. Lemma 2.1. (Compare [47]) For any a ∈ A_q, the decomposition via the weighted shifts π = π^+ + π^0 + π^− is such that [D, π^0(a)] = 0 and D π^±(a) is a bounded operator. Proof. For any generator X = A, B, B^∗, and thanks to (3–9), we get X^±_{l,m} = O(q^l) while the eigenvalues of D behave like [l +^1_2 ] = O(q^{−l}). The bounded part π^0(a) (for instance A^0_{l,l} = O(1)) is diagonal so commutes with D.

The operator D is the unique U_q(su(2))−equivariant one which makes the spectral triple real [20].

3 Dimension spectrum

We first compute the zeta-function ζ_D(s) := Tr |D|^{−s} associated to D, see [11, 15]:

3.1 The zeta-function ζ_D

Proposition 3.1. The spectral zeta-function ζ_D(s) is given by

ζ_D(s) = 4(^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^s ∞� k=0 (k + 1)^{qks} (1−q^{2(k+1)})^s , for R(s) > 0 . (14)

Proof. This is a direct computation:

Tr |D|^{−s} = � {+,−} � l∈N+ 12

m=l�

m=−l

±⟨l, m||D|^{−s}|l, m⟩_± = � {+,−} � l∈N+ 12

m=l�

m=−l � |w|^{q−l+} 1 2 (1−q^{2l+1}) 1−q^2

�_{−s}

= 2 � l∈N+ 12

(2l + 1) � |w|^{q−l+} 1 2 (1−q^{2l+1}) 1−q^2

�_{−s} = 4 ∞� k=0 (k + 1) � |w|^{q−k(1−q2(k+1))}

1−q^2

�_{−s} .

Moreover, since q^{2(n+1)} ≤ q^2 ⇒ 0 ≤ (1 − q^{2(n+1)})^{−x} ≤ (1 − q^2)^{−x}, for any x > 0, we have, for s = x + iy with x > 0,

|ζ_D(s)| ≤ 4(^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^x ∞� k=0 (k + 1)^{qkx}

(1−q^{2(k+1)})^x ≤ 4 |w|^x ∞� k=0 (k + 1) q^{kx} =^4_{|w|x (1−qx)2} < ∞.

So (14) holds for any s with R(s) > 0.

From equality (14) we deduce directly

| Tr (|D|^{−s})| ∈ R^+ , for R(s) > 0, (15)

meaning that the metric dimension d = inf{d^′ > 0 | | Tr (|D|^{−d′} )| < ∞} of the spectral triple (A_q, H, D) is zero.

To compute the full dimension spectrum of the spectral triple we need a meromorphic extension of the zeta-function ζ_D.

Proposition 3.2. The spectral zeta-function of the standard Podleś sphere admits a meromorphic continuation to the whole complex plane given by the formula

ζ_D(s) = 4(^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^s ∞� n=0 Γ(s+n) n! Γ(s) q^{2n} (1−q^{s+2n})^2 . (16)

All poles of ζ_D are of the second order and form an infinite countable subset Sd_1 of the complex plane:

Sd_1 := −2N + i^{2π}_{log q} Z . (17)

Proof. Since (1 − q^l)^{−s} =

�_∞ n=0 Γ(s+n) n! Γ(s) q

ln for any integer l, equation (16) follows by changing order of summation in series,

ζ_D(s) = 4(^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^s ∞� k=0 (k + 1) q^{ks} ∞� n=0 Γ(s+n) n! Γ(s) q

2(k+1)n = 4( 1−q^2

|w| )^s ∞� n=0 Γ(s+n) n! Γ(s) q 2n ∞� k=0 (k + 1) q^{k(2n+s)}

= 4(^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^s ∞� n=0 Γ(s+n) n! Γ(s) q^{2n} (1−q^{s+2n})^2 .

To show that there are no poles of ζ_D in C outside of Sd_1 let us first take R(s) = −2M − δ, with M ∈ N, δ ∈ (0, 2).

For n ≥ M + 1, we have

R(s) + 2n ≥ 2 − δ ⇒ 1 − q^{R(s)+2n} ≥ 1 − q^{2−δ} ≥ 0 ⇒ (1 − q^{R(s)+2n})^2 ≥ (1 − q^{2−δ})^2, whereas for n ≤ M,

R(s) + 2n ≤ −δ ⇒ 1 − q^{R(s)+2n} ≤ 1 − q^{−δ} ≤ 0 ⇒ (1 − q^{R(s)+2n})^2 ≥ (1 − q^{−δ})^2. So for any n,

(1 − q^{R(s)+2n})^2 ≥ c(q, δ), with c(q, δ) = min{(1 − q^{2−δ})^2, (1 − q^{−δ})^2}. Moreover,

|1 − q^{s+2n}|^2 = 1 − 2q^{R(s)+2n} cos � ℑ(s) log q � + q^{2R(s)+4n} ≥ (1 − q^{R(s)+2n})^2 ≥ c(q, δ), (18) so that

|ζ_D(s)| ≤ 4c(q, δ)^{−1} (^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^{R(s)} ∞� n=0 q^{2n} n! � � �^{Γ(s+n)}

Γ(s) � � � ≤ 4c(q, δ)^{−1} (^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^{R(s)} (1 − q^2)^{−|s|} < ∞, (19)

since ∞� n=0 q^{2n} n! � � �^{Γ(s+n)}

Γ(s) � � � = ∞� n=0 q^{2n}

n! |(s + n)(s + n − 1) · · · (s + 1)s| ≤ ∞� n=0 q^{2n} n! Γ(|s|+n) Γ(|s|) = (1 − q

2)^{−|s|}.

Now, assume

R(s) = −2M, ℑ(s) =^{2π}_{log q} (N + ϵ), with M ∈ N, N ∈ Z, ϵ ∈ (0, 1). By the same reasoning as above we have

for n ≥ M + 1, |1 − q^{s+2n}|^2 ≥ (1 − q^{−2M+2n})^2 ≥ (1 − q^2)^2, for n ≤ M − 1, |1 − q^{s+2n}|^2 ≥ (q^{−2M+2n} − 1)^2 ≥ (q^{−2} − 1)^2 ≥ (1 − q^2)^2, and for n = M, |1 − q^{s+2n}|^2 = 2 − 2 cos(ℑ(s) log q) = 2 − 2 cos(2πϵ).

Thus for any n, |1 − q^{s+2n}|^2 ≥ ~c(q, ϵ), with ~c(q, ϵ) = min{(1 − q^2)^2, 2 − 2 cos(2πϵ)}, and again |ζ_D(s)| ≤ 4~c(q, ϵ)^{−1} (^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^{R(s)}

�_∞ n=0 q^{2n} n! � �^{Γ(s+n)}

Γ(s) � � < ∞.

We have thus shown that the poles of ζ_D come uniquely from the coefficients (1−q^{s+2n})^{−2}, so are indeed of second order and located at s ∈ Sd_1.

Before we end this section let us make a side-remark about the q-zeta functions and their applications. The q-deformed special functions where already considered by Ramanujan [2] in his famous notebook. There were various different propositions in the literature [9,33,46,48] for a q-analogue of the Riemann zeta-function including the generalizations to multiple qzeta-functions [1,50] and Euler q-zeta-functions [34]. It is worth mentioning that, in [48], the motivation for studying Riemann q-zeta-functions came precisely from the theory of quantum groups. Unfortunately, to our knowledge, this direction has not been further investigated and the main interest in q-zeta-functions was in number theory [9, 33].

An important result on meromorphic extension of q-zeta function has been obtained in [33], with a slightly different definition of q-numbers {x}_q :=^{1−qx}_{1−q} . In fact, an alternative proof of Proposition 3.2 could be given by observing that

ζ_D(s) =^2_{log q} (|w|q)^{−s ∂}_{∂ t} f_q2 (s, t)|_{t=s/2} ,

with f_q(s, t) = (1 − q)^s

�_∞ r=0 Γ(s+r) Γ(r+1)Γ(s) q^{t+r} 1−q^{t+r} being the meromorphic extension of a general-

ized Riemann q-zeta function [33, Proposition 1].

Finally, let us mention a result [32, Proposition 4.1] analogous to our Proposition 3.2 that appeared in the context of SU_q(2) quantum group.

3.2 About the dimension spectrum

Let B(H) be the algebra of bounded operators. We now recall the definition of the dimension spectrum:

Definition 3.3. (see [13]) Given a spectral triple (A, H, D), let δ be the derivation defined on B(H) by δ(T ) := [|D|, T ] (so T preserves Dom(|D|) and [|D|, T ] extends (uniquely) in B(H)).

For α ∈ R, define the set of operators of order (at most) α by

OP^α := {T ∈ L(H) such that |D|^{−α}T ∈ OP^0} where OP^0 := � n∈N Dom δ^n.

Assuming A ⊂ OP^0, let B_0 be the algebra generated by δ^n(a) for n ∈ N and a ∈ A (where by a standard abuse of notation we shall omit the symbol of representation π), A spectral triple (A, H, D) has dimension spectrum Sd if Sd ⊂ C is discrete and for any element P ∈ B_0, the function

ζ^P_D (s) := Tr(P |D|^{−s}) (20)

extends holomorphically to C \ Sd.

Let us stress here that the above original definition of dimension spectrum requires a kind of “weak regularity” condition: A ⊂ OP^0. To define the pseudodifferential calculus, one imposes a stronger regularity assumption [13] on the spectral triple. It consists of requiring that not only A ⊂ OP^0, but also [D, A] ⊂ OP^0. Under these assumptions, the algebra of pseudodifferential operators ΨDO(A) is the set of all operators T of the form T ≃ � n∈N P_n |D|^{d−n} (21)

where the P ’s are in the polynomial algebra D(A) generated by A, JAJ^{−1}, D and |D| and moreover, the ≃ means that T =

�_N

n=0 P_n |D|^{d−n} mod (OP^{−N} ) for each N ∈ N.

However A_q ⊈ OP^0: it is known [35, 41] that the U_q(su(2))-equivariant spectral triple on standard Podleś sphere does not satisfy the regularity assumption. In fact it does not even satisfy the weak regularity condition. Indeed, already � |D|, [|D|, a] � is an unbounded operator and more generally δ^n(a) is an operator of order n − 1 for a generic element a ∈ A and this could be seen by computing a fixed matrix element of the operator δ^n(A), for instance:

±⟨l + 1, m| δ^n(A)|l, m⟩_± = � [l +^3_2 ] − [l +^1_2 ]

�_n

A^+_{l,m} .

Since the behaviour for large l of A^+_{l,m} in (3) is like O(q^l) while � [l +^3_2 ] − [l +^1_2 ]

�_n

= O(q^{−nl}), the above expression is unbounded for n > 0, and, generally, δ^n(A) is in OP^{n−1}. Note that δ^0(a) and δ^1(a) are bounded for any a ∈ A_q, but not δ^2(a).

Hence, if one insists on keeping the original definition of the dimension spectrum without the regularity property, then one would find in B_0 operators of arbitrary order. As a consequence, the real part of the dimension spectrum would not be bounded from above and one would be forced to conclude that Sd(S^2_q ) = Z + i^{2π}_{log q} Z. This would mean that the metric dimension (viewed as a largest real number in Sd) of the spectral triple at hand is infinite.

Let us recall that in [13] is defined another class of operators: we get the following scale of spaces for a parameter s ∈ R

H^s := Dom(|D|^s) = Dom � (1 + D^2)^{s/2} � . (22)

(The second equality is used when D is not invertible.) If s ≤ 0, H^s = H^0 = H and for s ≥ 0, they are Hilbert spaces for the Sobolev norm ‖ξ‖^2_s := ‖ξ‖^2 + � � �(1 + D^2)^{s/2}ξ � � �^2, with ξ ∈ H^s.

Moreover, H^∞ := ∩_{s≥0}H^s and H^{−∞} := topological dual of H^∞,

op^r :={ T ∈ L(H) | Dom(T ) ⊃ H^∞ and T maps (H^∞, ‖·‖_s) continuously into (H^∞, ‖·‖_{s−r}) for each s ≥ r }.

Thus any operator in op^r has a bounded extension from H^s → H^{s−r} for any s ≥ r and op^0 ⊂ B(H) since H^0 = H. In particular op^r ⊂ op^s when r ≤ s and |D|^r ∈ op^r for any r ∈ R. Moreover OP^r ⊂ op^r for any r ∈ R since op^r · op^s ⊂ op^{r+s} and � n∈N Dom δ^n ⊂ op^0 (compare [4, Corollary 6.3]).

Our results formulated below show that although the regularity is not satisfied, a pseudodifferential calculus on the U_q(su(2))-equivariant spectral triple on standard Podleś sphere is possible.

Lemma 3.4. (Compare [41, Corollary 3.3]) For any element a, b ∈ A_q and any z ∈ C we have |D|^za = a|D|^z + B(a, z) |D|^{z−1}, (23) |D|^zdb = χ^z db |D|^z + ~B(b, z) |D|^{z−1}, z ∈ C (24) where χ := � �q 0 0 q^{−1} � � and z → B(a, z), ~B(a, z) are two analytic functions in z with values in bounded operators on H = H_+ ⊕ H_− for any a ∈ A_q. In particular, a and [D, a] preserve H^∞ for all a ∈ A_q. More generally, for any one-form A := � finite aidbi and any z ∈ C , we have

|D|^zA = χ^zA |D|^z + ^B(A , z)|D|^{z−1} , (25) DA = χ^{−1}F A |D| + χ^{−1}F ^B(A , 1), (26) with an analytic function z → ^B(A , z) valued in B(H) for any A .

Proof. From Lemma 2.1 we know that |D|^z π^0(a) = π^0(a) |D|^z and that |D| π^±(a) is a bounded operator. Moreover, we have |D|^z π^±(a) − π^±(a) |D|^z =: � |D|^z − |D^±|^z � π^±(a), where |D^±| is essentially the module of a shifted Dirac operator, that is a Z_2-graded operator with the eigenvalues ±|w|[l +^1_2 ± 1]. Our aim is to show that the above expression could be written as B(π^±(a), z)|D|^{z−1} for an analytic function B(π^±(a), z) in B(H):

|D|^z π^±(a) − π^±(a) |D|^z = � |D|^z − |D^±|^z � |D^±|^{−z+1}π^±(a)|D|^{z−1} = � |D|^z − |D^±|^z � |D^±|^{−z} � � |D^±| π^±(a) � |D|^{z−1} =: B(π^±(a), z)|D|^{z−1}.

Indeed, the first bracket is a diagonal operator with eigenvalues � [l +^1_2 ]^z − [l +^1_2 ± 1]^z � [l +^1_2 ± 1]

�_{−z}

and for any z ∈ C , it is bounded and analytic as a function of z. On the other hand, the element |D^±| π^±(a) is bounded, as we observed earlier, hence the conclusion.

The second equality (24) is obtained in [41, Corollary 3.3] and the equality (25) follows from the two previous one. Using z = 1 in (25) together with F χ = χ^{−1}F we obtain DA = F |D|A = F χA |D| + F χ ^B(A , 1) = χ^{−1}F A |D| + χ^{−1}F ^B(A , 1).

Proposition 3.5. We have A_q ⊂ op^0 and [D, A_q] ⊂ op^0. Moreover J, J^{−1} ∈ op^0.

Proof. The assertion follows directly from Lemma 3.4 which allows us to perform commutations of |D| with one-forms (given by finite sums of adb := a[D, b]) up to operators of lower order and the fact H^s ⊂ H^{s−1} for any s ∈ R. Since J commutes with D, it preserves H^∞, so J ∈ op^0.

To construct a pseudodifferential calculus, we need one additional property.

Lemma 3.6. For any a ∈ A and z ∈ C , we have

χ^z a = a χ^z, χ^z D = D χ^{−z}, χ^z da = da χ^{−z}.

Proof. The lemma just uses the fact that χ commutes with the chirality-preserving operators (T : H_± → H_±) and

�_{qz 0}

0 q^{−z}

� �_{0 T1}

T_2 0 � = �_{0 T1}

T_2 0

� �_{q−z 0}

0 q^z � . Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 guarantee that we can commute the elements of the algebra generated by a, JaJ^{−1} and [D, a], a ∈ A_q, through |D| without changing its op class. The commutations through J and F neither would change the class. It thus justified to define the order of an operator on H in the non-regular case to be its op class instead of the standard approach based on OP classes.

We shall keep the standard definition of the algebra of pseudodifferential operators [13,29]

Ψ(A) := � P � � � ∀ N ∈ N, ∃ T ∈ D(A), R ∈ OP^{−N} , p ∈ N, P = T |D|^{−p} + R � , with D(A) being a polynomial algebra generated by A, D, |D| (and JAJ^{−1} in the real case). On the other hand we change the notion of a pseudodifferential operator of order k for

Ψ^k(A) := Ψ(A) ∩ op^k . (27)

The lemmas of this section prove that Ψ(A) is still a graded algebra with the grading defined by (27) and that ΨDO’s of complex order are sound and controllable.

Finally, let us remark that in the regular case |D|^{−1} ∈ Ψ(A) ∩ OP^0, but |D|^{−1} /∈ B_0 and that, for a d-dimensional compact spin Riemannian manifold, the dimension spectrum of Definition 3.3 is only included in { d − n | n ∈ N } while to get equality one needs the whole set of Ψ^0(A) [29].

The above remarks encourage us change previous Definition 3.3 of dimension spectrum as: Definition 3.7. Let (A, H, D) be a spectral triple such that A and [D, A] are in op^0 and let B := Ψ^0(A) = Ψ(A) ∩ op^0. The dimension spectrum Sd is a discrete subset of C defined as the poles of ζ^P_D : s → Tr(P |D|^{−s}) for P ∈ B.

Note that B contains the algebra B_1 of all operators of the form

|D|^zω|D|^{−z−p}, (28)

for any z ∈ C , p ∈ N and any ω = a_0da_1 · · · da_k where k ≥ 0 and a_j ∈ A ∪ JAJ^{−1}, since op^r · op^s ⊂ op^{r+s}. The algebra B could be seen as a the largest algebra of generalized pseudodifferential operators of order at most 0.

Remark that, when (A, H, D) is regular (A and [D, A] are in OP^0 = � n∈N Dom δ^n), this definition extends Definition 3.3: with regularity, the algebra B_0 generated by the δ^n(A) is included in OP^0 and contained in B. Moreover, since |D| b |D|^{−1} − b = [|D|, b] |D|^{−1} for any b ∈ A ∪ [D, A] (by [13, Lemma B.1] |D| b |D|^{−1} − b ∈ op^{−1}), we see that B_0 is equal to B up to |D|^{−1} ∈ B_1 ⊂ B. In the regular case, the differences between B_0 and B_1 are not essential since they are subsets of pseudodifferential operators.

Note that in [13, p.206] it is also assumed that the analytic continuation of ζ^P_D is such that Γ(z) ζ^P_D (z) is of rapid decay on vertical lines z = x + iy, for any x > 0. This technical assumption was introduced to facilitate the use of heat kernel methods in the proof of local index index theorem [13, p.217] (see also [41]). It would not be satisfied for the standard Podleś sphere with the definition (3.3) of B_0, since unbounded elements would give rise to poles at z = n +^{2π}_{log q} i for n ∈ N_+ . However, with the new definition of B, this assumption is satisfied. In the proof of Proposition 4.3 we show that the contour integration is sound since |Γ(x ± iy) ζ_D(x ± iy)| decays exponentially with y for any value of x. On the other hand, from the proof of Proposition 3.8 it follows that the large y-behaviour of ζ^P_D (x ± iy) is not altered by P ∈ B for x > 0.

Now we are in a position to compute the dimension spectrum of the U_q(su(2))-equivariant triple on the standard Podleś sphere.

Proposition 3.8. When P ∈ B, the set of poles of the function ζ^P_D : s → Tr(P |D|^{−s}) is a subset of −N + i^{2π}_{log q} Z and the poles are at most of the second order.

Proof. It is sufficient to consider

P = T |D|^{−p},

with T ∈ D(A) ∩ op^n for some n ∈ N and N ∋ p ≥ n. Applying a finite number of times the Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 we can move all the operators |D| and D to the right hand side while moving all χ to the left. In the end we obtain P = N� k=0 χ^{r(k)}h_k(T ; q) |D|^{n−p−k}, (29)

where h_k is a bounded operator on H and r(k) ∈ Z for any k ∈ {0, . . . , N}.

Since all generators of the algebra are represented by weighted shifts on the Hilbert space and |D| is a diagonal operator, the operator h_k must be again a finite sum of weighted shifts. On the basis vector |l, m⟩_± of H_± it assumes the form for r = 0, 1

h_k |l, m⟩_{(−)}r = 1� r^′=0 M� i=−M N� j=−N

P_{hk} (l, m, r, r^′, i, j) |l + i, m + j⟩_{(−)}r′ ,

where both the M, N and the function P_{hk} depends on the arguments of the operator h_k. Since our aim is to compute Tr(P |D|^{−s}), we are only be interested in the diagonal part of the operator h_k. Moreover, since ζ^P_D (s) = ζ^{P0}_D (s − n + p) with

P_0 := P |D|^{−n+p},

we restrict to the case p = n.

Let us abbreviate P_{hk} (l, m, r) := P_{hk} (l, m, r, r, 0, 0). Now, for any h_k, the function P_{hk} will be a finite composition of polynomials, rational functions and square roots of (bounded) variables q^{l+m}, q^{l−m} and q^l as can be deduced from the explicit forms of the representation (3–5) and the Dirac operator (11).

Moreover, due to reality of the coefficients A^j_{l,m,±}, B^j_{l,m,±}, ~B^j_{l,m,±}, one can express the square roots in terms of infinite series using the formulas � [l ± m] = (q^{−1} − q)^{−1/2}q^{−(l±m)/2} � 1 − q^{2(l±m)}

= −(q^{−1} − q)^{−1/2} ∞� n=0 (2n)!

4^n(n!)^2(2n−1) q

(2n+1/2)(l±m),

which are convergent for all l ∈ N +^1_2 , −l ≤ m ≤ l and 0 < q < 1.

An analogous operation can be done for rational functions involved in the formulas (6–9). Since a finite sum and a finite product of convergent power series is again a power series with at least finite non-zero radius of convergence (such radius appears in next lemma), we may use the formula

P_{hk} (l, m, r) = ∞� α,β=0

~p_h(α, β, r) q^{α(l+m)} q^{β(l−m)}, (30)

which holds for l ∈ N +^1_2 , −l ≤ m ≤ l and 0 < q < 1.

Let us now use the above considerations to investigate the holomorphic structure of functions ζ^{P0}_D . Since the sum over k of (29) is finite it is sufficient to consider the function ζ^{P,k}_D (s) := Tr � h_k(T ; q)|D|^{−k−s} � . We have, assuming |w| = 1 to simplify,

ζ^{P,k}_D (s) = Tr(h_k|D|^{−s}) = 1� r=0 � l∈N+ 12 l� m=−l

P_{hk} (l, m, r)[l +^1_2 ]^{−k−s}_q

= 1� r=0 � l∈N+ 12 l� m=−l ∞� α,β=0

�P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^{α(l+m)}q^{β(l−m)} � 1 − q^2

�_{s+k q(s+k)(l−1/2)}

(1−q^{2l+1)})^{s+k} .

Since for R(s) > 0, all of the series in the above expressions are convergent, we can perform the partial summation over m, so

ζ^{P,k}_D (s) = 1� r=0 � l∈N+ 12

∞�_′

α,β=0

�P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^{(α+β)l q(β−α)l−q(α−β)(l+1)}

1−q^{α−β} � 1 − q^2

�_{s+k q(s+k)(l−1/2)}

(1−q^{2l+1})^{s+k} + 1� r=0 ∞� l∈N+ 12 ∞� α=0 �P_{hk} (α, α, r) (2l + 1) q^{2αl} � 1 − q^2

�_{s+k q(s+k)(l−1/2)}

(1−q^{2l+1})^{s+k}

, (31)

where

�_{′ ∞}

α,β=0 denotes the sum with the diagonal indices β = α omitted.

Let us now make use of the analytic continuation of ζ_D in (16) to define an analytic continuation of ζ^{P,k}_D (s):

ζ^{P,k}_D (s) = � 1 − q^2

�_{s+k}^1� r=0 ∞�_′

α,β=0 ∞� j=0 Γ(s+k+j) j! Γ(s+k)

�_{Phk (α,β,r) q}^{2j} [_q^β_{−q}^{2α−β} ]

(1−q^{α−β} )(1−q^{s+k+2β+2j} )(1−q^{s+k+2α+2j} ) + 2 � 1 − q^2

�_{s+k}^1� r=0 ∞� α=0 ∞� j=0 Γ(s+k+j) j! Γ(s+k)

�_{Phk (α,α,r) q}^{α+2j}

(1−q^{s+k+2α+2j} )^2 . (32)

The structure of the above formula suggests that the poles (of at most second order) of ζ^{P,k}_D (s) are located at s ∈ −N_{≥k} + i^{2π}_{log q} Z with possible cancellations due to vanishing of some of the coefficients. Since k ≥ 0 we conclude that the set of poles of ζ^{P0}_D is included in

Sd := −N + i^{2π}_{log q} Z.

To prove that (32) gives indeed a maximal analytic extension of ζ^{P0}_D and that it has no poles outside of Sd we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.9. For any r ∈ {0, 1} and k ∈ {0, . . . n}, the following series of (32) are locally uniformly convergent as functions of s on C \ Sd:

∞�_′

α,β=0 ∞� j=0 Γ(s+k+j) j! Γ(s+k)

�P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^{2j+β} � (1 − q^{α−β})(1 − q^{s+k+2β+2j})(1 − q^{s+k+2α+2j})

�_{−1}

, (33)

∞�_′

α,β=0 ∞� j=0 Γ(s+k+j) j! Γ(s+k)

�P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^{2j+2α−β} � (1 − q^{α−β})(1 − q^{s+k+2β+2j})(1 − q^{s+k+2α+2j})

�_{−1}

, (34) ∞� α=0 ∞� j=0 Γ(s+k+j) j! Γ(s+k)

�P_{hk} (α, α, r) q^{α+2j} (1 − q^{s+k+2α+2j})^{−2} . (35)

Proof. The formula (30) for m = ±l = ±^1_2 guarantees the convergence of the following numeric series for 0 < q < 1 ∞� α,β=0

�P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^α, ∞� α,β=0

�P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^β. (36)

Moreover, the following series of functions of the argument s ∞� j=0 Γ(s+k+j) j! Γ(s+k) q

j (37)

is locally uniformly convergent for any k ∈ N and any 0 < q < 1.

In the proof of convergence of the series (33–35) we use the comparative criterion. Recall that, if � i∈N^T ai(s) is locally uniformly convergent for some T ∈ N + , then � i∈N^T ai(s) bi(s)

is so when the sequence {|b_i(s)|}_{i∈N}T is locally uniformly bounded. In the series (33–34) we have a multiindex i = {α, β, j}, so let us set

a^A_i (s) = �P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^α q^{j Γ(s+k+j)}_{j! Γ(s+k)} , a^B_i (s) = �P_{hk} (α, β, r) q^β q^{j Γ(s+k+j)}_{j! Γ(s+k)} ,

b^A_i (s) = q^j � (1 − q^{α−β})(1 − q^{s+k+2β+2j})(1 − q^{s+k+2α+2j})

�_{−1} , b^B_i (s) = q^{j+α−β} � (1 − q^{α−β})(1 − q^{s+k+2β+2j})(1 − q^{s+k+2α+2j})

�_{−1} . Similarly, for (35) (with multiindex i = {α, j}) we set

a^C_i (s) = �P_{hk} (α, α, r) q^α q^{j Γ(s+k+j)}_{j! Γ(s+k)} , b^C_i (s) = q^j (1 − q^{s+k+2α+2j})^{−2}.

Due to the convergence of series (36) and local uniform convergence of (37), the series � i∈N^T a L i (s) are locally uniformly convergent in each of the three cases (L = A, B, C).

Hence, to show the local uniform convergence of the series (33–35), it is sufficient to check that for any s_0 ∈ C \ Sd, there exist a neighborhood U ∋ s_0, U ∩ Sd = ∅ and constants M = M(U) > 0, N = N(U) ∈ N such that for any i > N (which means α, β, j > N) we have |b^A_i (s)|, |b^B_i (s)|, |b^C_i (s)| ≤ M for any s ∈ U.

Let us consider first the pointwise limit α, β, j → ∞ with α − β = const. = a ∈ Z^∗ (recall that we need α ≠ β in series (33) and (34)) of b^L_i (s_0) with L = A, B. It is straightforward that both limits exist for any a ∈ Z^∗, s_0 /∈ Sd, 0 < q < 1 and are both equal to 0. Since b^L_i are analytic near any s_0 /∈ Sd, we can always find a suitable neighborhood U and a universal upper bound M(U) = sup_{s∈U} {M(s) � � � ∀i > N(s), |b^L_i (s)| < M(s)} to guarantee the local uniform boundedness. The same argument shows that {|b^C_i (s)|}_{i∈N}2 is locally uniformly bounded.

Consequently, the series (33–35) are locally uniformly convergent for any 0 < q < 1.

End of proof of Proposition 3.8. To finish the proof we use Weierstrass’ theorem which states that if a sequence of analytic functions {f_n} converges locally uniformly to a function f, then f is also analytic. In the case of locally uniformly convergent series, the sequence is defined as usual in terms of partial sums.

Finally, recall that ζ^P_D (s) = ζ^{P0}_D (s − n + p), so for any r ∈ N the poles of ζ^P_D would form a subset of −N_{≥r} + i^{2π}_{log q} Z, hence in particular of Sd.

We have thus constructed an analytic extension of the function ζ^P_D for any P ∈ B and have shown that the set of poles of any of those functions form a subset of Sd. Moreover, the poles are of at most second order.

Corollary 3.10. The dimension spectrum (see Definition 3.7) of the U_q(su(2))-equivariant Podleś sphere is

Sd(S^2_q ) = −N + i^{2π}_{log q} Z (38)

and the poles are at most of the second order.

Proof. The above lemma shows that Sd(S^2_q ) ⊂ −N + i^{2π}_{log q} Z. To prove the equality it is sufficient to note that for any z = −k + i^{2π}_{log q} a with some k ∈ N and a ∈ Z, the zeta function ζ^P_D associated with P = |D|^{−k} will have a second order pole at z.

The dimensions spectrum of the standard Podleś sphere turns out to be quite different than that for SU_q(2) [12] and this is rather unexpected since S^2_q is a quantum homogeneous space of SU_q(2) [45]. First pathology comes from the fact that the highest real number in the dimension spectrum is 0 hence, S^2_q is 0-summable, see (15). This drawback, already known in the literature [35, 41] can be cured by the introduction of an auxiliary twist [35]. A second unexpected feature is the existence in the dimension spectrum of poles of second order. Such a behaviour can appear in singular manifolds [36]. This is serious difficulty from the point of view of noncommutative geometry, since many formulas concerning the spectral action [6, 7] have been proved under the assumption of simplicity of the dimension spectrum (note however that there are explicit formulas for the local index without this assumption [13]). It turns out that this trouble also disappears when the twist is employed. Finally, the dimension spectrum of S^2_q contains complex numbers – a feature already seen in fractals [14]. Those persist even if the twist is introduced [41].

4 Heat kernel expansion

In this section we shall provide an exact formula for the trace of the heat operator e^{−t |D|}, which is valid for any t > 0. We shall use is the inverse Mellin transform [23].

Let us recall the definition of the Mellin transform (and its inverse) of a function g:

M[g](s) :=

�_∞ 0 t^{s−1} g(t) dt,

M^{−1}[g](t) :=^1_{2πi}

�_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

t^{−s} g(s) ds, where s ∈ C and t > 0. This needs convergence in some (largest open) infinite vertical strip (a, b) ⊂ C with a, b ∈ R ∪ {±∞} for the first integral and c chosen in this strip (a < c < b) for the second integral.

To justify the use of Mellin transform we need the following technical lemma.

Lemma 4.1. For any ε > 0, the function t ∈ (0, ∞) → t^ε Tr e^{−t |D|} is continuous and bounded.

Proof. We essentially follow [41, Lemma 3.4]. The definition (11) yields Tr e^{−t |D|} = 4

�_∞

n=1 n e^{−t|ω|[n]q} . Thus t → t^ε Tr e^{−t |D|} is continuous and vanishing at infinity for any positive ε (compare with Lemma 4.9), so we focus on showing boundedness near t = 0. Let us chose m ∈ N_+ such that q^m ≤ t ≤ q^{m−1} and note that |ω|[n]_q ≥ (q^{−n} − 1)u, with u :=^{|w| q}_{1−q2} > 0. Hence, ∞� n=1 t^ε n e^{−t|ω|[n]q} ≤ ∞� n=1 q^{(m−1)ε}ne^{−(q−(n−m) −qm)u} ≤ q^{−ε} ∞� k=−∞

q^{mε}(k + m)e^{−(q−k −qm)u}

≤ q^{−ε}e^u

�^∞�

k=−∞

ke^{−q−ku} +^1_{ε e log q−1} ∞� k=−∞

e^{−q−ku} � < ∞ where in the second inequality we performed the change of variables k = n − m and took into account that m may be arbitrarily large and in the third, we used the facts q^m ≤ 1 and x e^{−x} ≤ e^{−1} for x > 0. Since u > 0, the last two series are convergent since and we get an estimate which is independent of m. So, using m → ∞, the desired function is uniformly bounded near t = 0.

Lemma 4.1 assures that the Mellin transform of t → Tr e^{−t |D|} exists with the fundamental strip (1, ∞). The next lemma proves that the conditions of the Mellin inversion theorem [23, Theorem 2] are met.

Lemma 4.2. For any t > 0 and any c > 0,

Tr e^{−t |D|} =^1_{2πi}

�_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

ds t^{−s} Γ(s) ζ_D(s). (39)

Proof. Lemma 4.1 shows, that t → Tr e^{−t |D|} is indeed continuous and integrable. The analysis we shall perform below shows that the fundamental strip may actually be extended to (0, ∞) since the integral

�_{c+i∞}

c−i∞ ds t

−s Γ(s) ζ_D(s) is convergent for any c > 0. With

g(t) := Tr e^{−t |D|} = 4 ∞� n=1 n e^{−t|ω|[n]q} ,

we have

M[g](s) = 4 ∞� n=1 n �_∞ 0 t^{s−1}e^{−t|ω|[n]q} dt = 4Γ(s) |ω|^{−s} ∞� n=1 n [n]^{−s}_q dt = Γ(s) ζ_D(s) converges for any s ∈ C with R(s) > 0, so M[g](c + iy) converges for any c > 0. Thus, applying [23, Theorem 2],

g(t) = M^{−1}[M[g]](t) =^1_{2πi}

�_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

t^{−s} M[g](s) ds =^1_{2πi}

�_{c+i∞}

c−i∞

f_t(s) ds,

for all t > 0 where f_t(s) := t^{−s} Γ(s) ζ_D(s). The infinite number of poles on vertical lines at −N do not pose a problem, because of Corollary 1 of Theorem 2 in [23] (compare also with Example 12 therein).

Guided by the Example 12 of [23], we shall now prove that the right hand side of (39) is in fact a sum of residues of the integrand: Proposition 4.3. For any t > 0, Tr e^{−t |D|} = � s_0∈(Sd_1 ∪−N)

Res_{s=s0} t^{−s} ζ_D(s) Γ(s).

Proof. Let us close the integration contour of the right hand side of (39) as shown on the

R(s) iℑ(s) 0 c + i ~R c − i ~R −R + i ~R

−R − i ~R

I_H +

I_H − I_V c

figure where we have set

~R := ηR, η := −^{2π}_{log q} > 0

and the crosses are the poles of the function

f_t(s) = t^{−s} Γ(s) ζ_D(s).

We shall increase the value of R in a discrete way R = N +^1_2 , with N ∈ N for the contour to avoid the poles.

Using Lemma 4.2 and the Residue Theorem, we have

Tr e^{−t |D|} = lim_{R→∞} � � � α∈S_R

Res_{s=α} f_t(s) + I_H+ (R) + I_H− (R) + I_V (R) � � = � s_0∈(Sd ∪−N)

Res_{s=s0} f_t(s) + lim_{R→∞} (I_H+ (R) + I_H− (R) + I_V (R)) ,

where S_R denotes the set of poles of f lying inside the rectangular contour of integration. The second equality is sound whenever both the infinite series of residues and the contour integrals converge. Note, that the the first equality is true by Lemma 4.2, so if the contribution of

the contour integrals is finite in the R → ∞ limit, then the infinite sum of residues must be

finite as well, so the series of residues converges. In particular, to demonstrate the statement

of the lemma we shall show that

lim_{R→∞} |I_H± (R)| = lim_{R→∞} |I_V (R)| = 0. (40)

We will need a control of the Γ-function on vertical and horizontal lines: using the ex-

pression for the logarithm of the Gamma function [44, eq. (2.1.1)] we have

Γ(z) = (2π)^{1/2} e^{−z} z^{z−1/2}e^{Ω(z)}, for | arg(z)| < π. (41)

Writing down the real and imaginary parts explicitly, we obtain

|Γ(x + iy)| = (2π)^{1/2} e^{−x} � � �(x + iy)^{x−1/2+iy} � � � � � �e^{Ω(x+iy)} � � � = (2π)^{1/2} e^{−x−y arg(x+iy)} (x^2 + y^2)^{x/2−1/4} � � �e^{Ω(x+iy)} � � � = (2π)^{1/2} e^{−x−|y| | arg(x+iy)|} (x^2 + y^2)^{x/2−1/4} � � �e^{Ω(x+iy)} � � � . (42)

Note that since the remainder term Ω can be written as [44, eq. (2.1.2)]

Ω(z) = 2

�_∞ 0 arctan(t/z)

e^{2πt}−1 dt, for R(z) > 0,

we have � �e^{Ω(z)} � � = e^{R (Ω(z))} ≥ 1, for R(z) > 0. So, using (42), a lower bound on |Γ(z)| can be

given: |Γ(x + iy)| ≥ (2π)^{1/2}e^{−x−|y|| arg(x+iy)|}(x^2 + y^2)^{x/2−1/4}, for x > 0. Hence

|Γ(x + iy)|^{−1} ≤ (2π)^{−1/2} e^{x+|y| | arg(x+iy)|} (x^2 + y^2)^{−x/2+1/4}, for x > 0. (43)

Let us first start with the estimation of |I_H± (R)| for large positive R.

|I_H± (R)| = � � � � �_c −R f_t(x ± i ~R) dx � � � � ≤ 4

�_c −R dx (^{1−q2}_{|w| t} )^x ∞� n=0 |Γ(x+n±i ~R)| n! q^{2n}

|1−q^{x±i}~^{R+2n}|^2 .

We have � � �1 − q^{x±i} ~^{R+2n} � � �^2 = � � �1 − q^{x+2n±2πi(N+1/2)/ log q} � � �^2 = (1 + q^{x+2n})^2 ≥ 1 , so |I_H± (R)| ≤ 4

�_c −R dx (^{1−q2}_{|w|t} )^x ∞� n=0 q^{2n}

n! |Γ(x + n ± i ~R)|.

Application of formula (42) gives

|I_H± (R)| ≤ 4 √ 2π �_c −R dx (^{1−q2}_{|w| t e} )^x ∞� n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (x + n)^2 + ~R^2

�_{(x+n)/2−1/4}

e^− ~^{R | arg(x+n±i} ~^{R)|} � � � �e^{Ω(x+n+i} ~^{R)} � � � � .

The remainder term can be given the following estimate [44, eq. (2.1.5) with n = 1 and eq. (2.1.6)] where we assume ~R > 1: � � �Ω(x + n ± i ~R) � � � ≤^1

12 cos^2( 12 arg(x+n±i ~R)) |x+n±i ~R|

≤^1

12 sin^2( 12 arctan η ((x+n)^2+ ~R^2)^{1/2}

≤^{c(q)}

(x^2+1)^{1/2} , (44)

with c(q) := (12 sin^2(^1_2 arctan η))^{−1} > 0; since −R ≤ −R + n ≤ x + n, the second inequality comes from

cos^2

�_1

2 arg(x + n ± i ~R) � ≥ cos^2

�_1

2 arg(−R ± i ~R) � = cos^2

�_1

2 (±π ∓ arctan η) � = sin^2(^1_2 arctan η).

Without the loss of generality, we can assume c = 1/2 so that x/2 − 1/4 ≤ 0. Since (x + n)^2 + ~R^2 ≥ ~R^2 and with the abbreviation v :=^{1−q2}_{|w| t e} ,

|I_H± (R)| ≤ 4 √ 2π �_{1/2} −R dx v^x ~R^{x−1/2} e^{c(q)(x2+1)−1/2} S(x, ~R) ≤ 4 √ 2π e^{c(q)} ~R^{−1/2}

�_{1/2} −R dx (v ~R)^x S(x, ~R)

where

S(x, ~R) := ∞� n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (x + n)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

e^− ~^{R | arg(x+n±i} ~^{R)|} ≤ ∞� n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (x + n)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

e^− ~^{R | arg( 1}2^{+n±i} ~^{R)|},

and in the second line we have used the fact that for any n ≥ 0 and −R ≤ x ≤^1_2 we get | arg(x + n ± i ~R)| ≥ | arg(^1_2 + n ± i ~R)|.

Let us now divide the series of S on n into two pieces: n ≤ R −^1_2 and n ≥ R +^1_2 (recall that we have assumed that R = N +^1_2 , with N ∈ N). For the first of those we have

R−1/2 � n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (x + n)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

e^− ~^{R| arg( 1}2^{+n±i} ~^{R)|}

≤ e^− ~^{R| arg(R±i} ~^{R)|}

R−1/2 � n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (x + n)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

≤ e^− ~^{R arctan(η)}

R−1/2 � n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (R + n)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

≤ e^− ~^{R arctan(η)}

R−1/2 � n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (2R)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

≤ e^− ~^{R arctan(η)} ∞� n=0 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (4 + η^2)R^2

�_{n/2}

= exp � −R � η arctan(η) − e^{−1}q^2 � 4 + η^2 � = e^{−ηF (η)R}, with F (η) := arctan(η) − e^{−1−4π/η} � 1 +^4_{η2} , since η = −^{2π}_{log q} .

Note that F (η) > 0 when η > 0 (this can be checked by using Reduce[F [η^{−1}] > 0, η] in Mathematica [40]), so F � η(q) � > 0, for 0 < q < 1.

To proceed with the remainder of the series, we remark that, since x ∈ [−R, 1/2], for R < n ∈ N we get: 0 < −R + n ≤ x + n ≤ 1/2 + n < n + 1, so:

(x + n)^2 + ~R^2 ≤ (n + 1)^2 + ~R^2, for n > R, x ∈ [−R,^1_2 ], (45)

Now, using the fact (45) and the formula (43) for n! = Γ(n + 1) we obtain ∞� n=R+1/2 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (x + n)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

e^− ~^{R | arg( 1}2^{+n±i} ~^{R)|} ≤ ∞� n=R+1/2 e^{−n} q^{2n} n! � (n + 1)^2 + ~R^2

�_{n/2}

e^− ~^{R | arg( 1}2^{+n±i} ~^{R)|} ≤ ∞� n=R+1/2 e^{−n} q^{2n} Γ(n+1) � (n + 1)^2 + ~R^2

�_{(n+1)/2}

e^− ~^{R | arg(1+n±i} ~^{R)|}

≤^{e√}_{2π} ∞� n=R+1/2

q^{2n} (n + 1)^{−(n+1)+1/2} � (n + 1)^2 + ~R^2

�_{(n+1)/2}

e^− ~^{R | arg(1+n±i} ~^{R)|}

≤^{e√}_{2π} ∞� n=R+1/2 √ n + 1 q^{2n} � 1 + � ~R/(n + 1)

�_2�(n+1)/2

e^− ~^{R arctan(} ~^{R/(n+1))}

=^{e√}_{2π} ∞� n=R+1/2 √ n + 1 q^{2n} e n+1 2 log � 1+( ~_R

n+1 )^2 � − ~_{R arctan(} ~^R_{n+1 )}

=^{e√}_{2π} ∞� n=R+1/2 √ n + 1 q^{2n} e^− ~^{R G}( ~^{R/(n+1)})

with G(y) := arctan y −^1_y log(1 + y^2). The function G turns out to be positive for any y > 0 (with lim_{y→∞} G(y) → π/2). So we can write ∞� n=R+1/2 √ n + 1 q^{2n} e^−

~_{R G(} ~^R_{n+1 )} ≤ ∞� n=R+1/2

(n + 1) q^{2n} = q^{2R+1}(^1_{1−q2} R +^{3−q2}_{2(1−q2)2} ) ≤ ~c(q) R q^{2R},

with a constant ~c depending only on q.

Finally, putting the two parts of the series together, we obtain

|I_H± (R)| ≤ 4 √ 2πe^{c(q)} ~R^{−1/2}

�_{1/2} −R dx (v ~R)^x � e^{−η F (η) R} + ~c(q) R q^{2R} � , and lim_{R→∞} |I_H± (R)| ≤ lim_{R→∞} 4 √ 2πe^{c(q)} ~R^{−1/2} � e^{−η F (η) R} + ~c(q) R q^{2R}

�_1

log(v ~R) � (v ~R)^{1/2} − (v ~R)^{−R} � ≤ lim_{R→∞} const.^R_{log R} e^{−H(q) R} = 0, where H(q) > 0 for any 0 < q < 1.

Thus the contribution of the integrals along the horizontal lines vanish.

Let us now focus on the vertical line. We have

|I_V (R)| ≤

� ~_R − ~_R

dy |f_t(−R + iy)| ≤ 4t^R

� ~_R − ~_R

dy |Γ(−R + iy)| |ζ_D(−R + iy)|.

Since R = N +^1_2 , with N ∈ N and for any 0 < q < 1 min{(1 − q^{3/2})^2, (1 − q^{1/2})^2, (1 − q^{−1/2})^2, (1 − q^{−3/2})^2} = (1 − √ q)^2, we have using (19) |ζ_D(−R + iy)| ≤ 4(1 − √ q)^{−2} (^{1−q2}_{|w|} )^{−R} (1 − q^2)^{−|R+iy|}.

As |Γ(x + iy)| ≤ |Γ(x)| [42, Ex. 1.4, p. 38], we can estimate |I_V (R)| ≤ 4(1 − √ q)^{−2}ν^R

� ~_R − ~_R

dy |Γ(−R + iy)| (1 − q^2)^{−|R+iy|} ≤ 4(1 − √ q)^{−2}ν^R 2 ~R |Γ(−R)| (1 − q^2)^−

√_{1+η2R} , with the abbreviation ν :=^{|w| t}_{1−q2} > 0.

To estimate |Γ(−R)|, we shall use the Euler reflection formula [44, eq. (2.1.20)] |Γ(−R)| =^1_{|Γ(1+R)|}^π_{| sin(π(−R))|} =^π_{|Γ(1+R)|} ≤

�_π

2 e^{1+R}|1 + R|^{−R−1/2} ≤

�_π

2 e e^RR^{−R−1/2} where we have used the fact that R = N +^1_2 and the formula (43).

Hence, finally we obtain

|I_V (R)| ≤ 4 √ 2πe(1 − √ q)^{−2} ν^R e^R ~R (1 − q^2)^−

√_{1+η2 R} R^{−R−1/2} −−−→_{R→∞} 0.

The heavy dumping R^{−R} assures that the contribution from the vertical part of the contour integral will vanish in the limit R → ∞ independently of the values of q and t.

We have thus shown that (40) holds true and completed the proof of the proposition. We have shown that the trace of the heat operator e^{−t|D|} is given by a (doubly infinite) sum of residues of the function s → t^{−s} Γ(s) ζ_D(s). In order to present the result in a compact form it will be convenient to introduce some special functions. Let us take the Bessel functions of first kind, J_ν (z) := ∞� k=0 (−1)^k k! Γ(ν+k+1) ( 1 2 z)^{2k+ν} , z, ν ∈ C , (46) and introduce new special functions, defined for z, ν ∈ C and n ∈ N

~J^{(n)}_ν (z) :=^{∂n}_{∂αn} � (^1_2 z)^{−α}J_{α+ν} (z) � �_{α=0} = ∞� k=0 (−1)^k

k! (^1_2 z)^{2k+ν}

�_{∂n}

∂α^n 1 Γ(k+α+ν+1) � |_{α=0} . (47)

By (43) we have 1 Γ(k+ν+1) ∼k→∞ e

k |k + ν + 1|^{−k−ν−1/2}, for any k ∈ N, ν ∈ C and | arg(k + ν + 1)| < π. Moreover, we have the following large argument behaviour of polygamma functions ψ(z) = log z + O(z^{−1}), ψ^{(n)}(z) = (−1)^{n+1 Γ(n)}_{zn} + O(z^{n−1}).

We conclude that for large k we have

�_{∂n}

∂α^n 1 Γ(k+α+ν+1) � |_{α=0} ∼_{k→∞}^{(−1)n√}_{2π} e^k |k + ν + 1|^{−k−ν−1/2} log^n k,

hence the power series defining ~J^{(n)}_ν have infinite radius of convergence for any n ∈ N and any ν ∈ C .

Now we are ready to state the main result concerning the trace of heat operator associated with D.

Theorem 4.4. For any t > 0 and 0 < q < 1, the trace of the heat operator associated with D has the following form

Tr e^{−t |D|} =^1_{log2 q} � g(t) log^2 t + � h_0(t) + � a∈Z^∗

h_a(t) � log t + c_0(t) + � a∈Z^∗

c_a(t) � + ∞� n=1 d_n t^{2n} (48)

where the coefficients are defined by

g(t) := 2J_0(2ut) , h_0(t) := 4 log u J_0(2ut) + 4 ~J^{(1)}_0 (2ut) , c_0(t) := � 2 log^2 u +^2_3 π^2 −^1_3 log^2 q � J_0(2ut) + 4 log u ~J^{(1)}_0 (2ut) + ~J^{(2)}_0 (2ut) , h_a(t) := −i4π J_{i ã}(2ut)^1_{sinh(πã)} , c_a(t) := −i4π ~J^{(1)}_{i ã} (2ut)^1_{sinh(πã)} + 4π^2 J_{i ã}(2ut)^{coth(πã)}_{sinh(πã)} , d_n := 4

�_u q �_{2n}^{2n}�

k=0, k≠n

(−1)^k k!(2n−k)! q

2k (1 − q^{2(k−n)})^{−2} ,

with ~a :=^{2π}_{log q} a, u :=^{|w| q}_{1−q2} > 0 .

Before proving the above result let us make few remarks. Remark 4.5. Reappearance of log t-terms:

The function ~J^{(1)}_0 can be expressed in terms of standard Bessel functions, namely ~J^{(1)}_0 (z) =^∂_{∂α} � (^1_2 z)^{−α}J_α(z) � �_{α=0} = − log(^z_2 ) J_0(z) +^∂_{∂α} � J_α(z) � �_{α=0}

= − log(^z_2 ) J_0(z) +^π_2 Y_0(z) (49) where Y_0 :=^2_π^∂_{∂ν} J_ν |_{ν=0} is the Bessel function of the second kind of order 0 [42, p. 243].

However, for arbitrary n ∈ N and ν ∈ C the expansion of ~J^{(n)}_ν in terms of known functions, if possible at all, would only obscure the properties of newly defined functions. The reason is that the formula (49) suggests that ~J^{(1)}_0 (z) is singular at z = 0 due to the presence of log(^z_2 ) term. But the behaviour of Y_0(z) near z = 0^+ is also logarithmic [42, p. 243] and both singularities precisely cancel out, so that ~J^{(1)}_0 (z) is regular at z = 0 and

~J^{(1)}_0 (0) = γ,

where γ denotes the Euler gamma constant. Similarly we have

~J^{(2)}_0 (0) = γ^2 −^{π2}_6 .

On the other hand, for purely imaginary ν, the functions ~J^{(n)}_ν including n = 0 - the standard Bessel function, are not regular at z = 0. Near z = 0 we have J_ν (z) =

�_z 2 �_{ν 1}

Γ(ν+1) (1 + O(z 2)) [42], so the behaviour at the origin is oscillatory. This behaviour is reflected by the coefficients � a∈Z^∗ ha(t) and � a∈Z^∗ ca(t) in the formula (48). However, those oscillations are bounded since � a∈Z^∗ ha(t) and � a∈Z^∗ ca(t) converge for any t > 0.

This shows that our decomposition in (48) in terms of the ~J^{(n)}_ν -functions is convenient since it clearly singles out the different parts of the trace of the heat kernel operator: the singular one is proportional to log t and log^2 t, the oscillatory one is � a∈Z^∗ ca(t) while the

remainder is regular at t = 0. It is also convenient to separate this remainder in c_0(t) and

�_∞

n=1 d_nt^{2n}, since they are of different origin as will become clear in the course of the proof. Let us also mention that the oscillatory behaviour of the heat kernel for the standard Podleś sphere has been detected in [41, Lemma 3.4] in the context of a twisted version of the index theorem.

Remark 4.6. About the reappearance of complex numbers:

Since Tr e^{−t |D|} is a real function of t, one may be worried about the appearance of complex numbers in coefficients h_a(t) and c_a(t). However, the imaginary parts of h_a(t) and c_a(t) are antisymmetric in a, hence will cancel out in (48) because of summation over a ∈ Z^∗. Indeed, the definition (47) of functions ~J^{(n)}_ν involve Γ functions of a complex argument and ℑ(Γ(z)) = −ℑ(Γ(z)) and R(Γ(z)) = R(Γ(z)) for any z ∈ C . By combining this fact with the parity of hyperbolic functions, we get the desired result.

Remark 4.7. All series in (48) are absolutely convergent: This remark concerns the convergence of the series � a∈Z^∗ ha(t), � a∈Z^∗ ca(t) and

�_∞

n=1 d_nt^{2n}.

As we mentioned at the beginning of the proof of Proposition 4.3, a finite (equal to 0 in particular) contribution from the contour integral guarantees that the sum of residues is finite for all t > 0. It turns out, that those series are in fact absolutely convergent for any fixed t as we shall show below.

Let us first investigate the behaviour of Bessel functions J_i~_a for large ~a: as ν tends to ∞ in the sector | arg ν| < π, we have the following expansion (compare with [42, p. 374]) J_ν (z) =^1_{Γ(1+ν)} (^1_2 z)^ν � 1 + O

�_1 ν � , for |ν| ≫ |^1_2 z|^2, z ∈ C (50) which follows from 1 Γ(ν+k+1) = 1 (ν+k)...(ν+1)Γ(ν+1) = ν^{−k} Γ(1+ν) � 1 + O

�_1 ν � , ∀k ∈ N, and can be used in (46). From Euler reflection formula Γ(z) Γ(1 − z) =^π_{sin πz} for any z ∈ C \ Z, (51) we deduce the following |Γ(1 + i~a)|^2 = Γ(1 + i~a) Γ(1 − i~a) = i~a Γ(i~a) Γ(1 − i~a) =^{πã}_{sinh(πã)} .

So we finally get, assuming (ut)^2 < ã by (50) |h_a(t)| = � � �^{4π (ut)iã}

Γ(1+iã) sinh(πã) � � � � 1 + O(~a^{−1}) � =^{4π}

√_{πã sinh(πã)} � 1 + O(~a^{−1}) � , what guarantees the absolute convergence of � a∈Z^∗ ha(t).

We now pass on to the analysis of the coefficients c_a(t). For the digamma-function ψ that appears in the ~J^{(1)}_i~_a function (47), the following recurrence relation holds: ψ(z+1) = ψ(z)+z^{−1} thus ψ(ν + k + 1) = ψ(ν) + O(ν^{−1}). As a consequence of the latter and the previous analysis for J_ν , we get ~J^{(1)}_ν (z) = −^1_{Γ(ν+1)} (^1_2 z)^ν ψ(ν) � 1 + O(ν^{−1}) � , for |ν| ≫ |^1_2 z|^2, z ∈ C .

The digamma function behaves logarithmically for large |z|: ψ(z) = log(z) + O(z^{−1}) [42, p. 39]. Thus |ψ(i~a)| = � (log |~a|)^2 +^{π2}_4 + O(~a^{−1}) = log |~a| + O � log^{−1} |~a| � , and we arrive at the conclusion |c_a(t)| =^{4π log |ã|}

√_{πã sinh(πã)} � 1 + O(log^{−1} |~a|) � , for t < √ ãu^{−1}, showing that � a∈Z^∗ ca(t) is indeed absolutely convergent.

Finally, let us address the problem of convergence of series

�_∞

n=1 d_nt^{2n}. We have ∞� n=1 |d_n t^{2n}| ≤ 4 ∞� n=1 �_{ut} q �_{2n}^{2n}�

k=0, k≠n 1 k!(2n−k)!

q^{2k}

(1−q^{2(k−n)})^2 .

Let us split the sum over k into two parts: 0 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 and n + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n. The first inequality implies that (1 − q^{2(k−n)})^{−2} ≤ (1 − q^{−2})^{−2}, so

n−1� k=0 1 k!(2n−k)!

q^{2k}

(1−q^{2(k−n)})^2

≤^1_{(1−q−2)2}

n−1� k=0 q^{2k} k!(2n−k)! < 1 (1−q^{−2})^2 ∞� k=0 q^{2k} k!(2n−k)! = 1 (1−q^{−2})^2

(1+q^2)^{2n} (2n)! .

Similarly, n + 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n ⇒ (1 − q^{2(k−n)})^{−2} ≤ (1 − q^2)^{−2}, so 2n� k=n+1 1 k!(2n−k)!

q^{2k}

(1−q^{2(k−n)})^2

≤^1_{(1−q2)2} 2n� k=n+1 q^{2k} k!(2n−k)! ≤ 1 (1−q^2)^2 ∞� k=0 q^{2k} k!(2n−k)! = 1 (1−q^2)^2

(1+q^2)^{2n} (2n)! .

Hence, by putting the two parts back together we obtain the following estimate ∞� n=1 |d_n t^{2n}| ≤ 4^{1+q4}_{(1−q2)2} ∞� n=1 1 (2n)!

�_{ut(1+q2 )} q �_{2n}

= 4^{1+q4}_{(1−q2)2} � cosh(|w|^{1+q2}_{1−q2} t) − 1 � , ∀t > 0. So �_∞

n=1 d_n t^{2n} is indeed absolutely convergent for any fixed t.

Remark 4.8. About the existence of log-terms:

The presence in (48) of log-terms is not a surprise: in [26, eq. (1.1)], the asymptotics of the heat trace

Tr e^{−t P} ∼_{t→0} ∞� l=0 a_l(P ) t^{(l−m)/d} + log t ∞� k=1 b_k(P ) t^k (52)

is recalled for a classical positive elliptic pseudodifferential operator P of order d on a vector bundle on a m-dimensional compact smooth manifold.

The coefficients b_k(P ) = Res_{s=−k} (s + k) Γ(s) ζ_P (s) correspond to the poles or order one of ζ_P at the point s ∈ −N. So, even if in (52), we could forget these terms since lim_{t→0} t^k log t = 0, they pop up when one wants to get an exact heat trace formula and not only its asymptotics. Recall that here, ζ_D has poles of order two on negative integers.

Proof of Theorem 4.4. By the Proposition 4.3 we have

Tr e^{−t |D|} = � s_0∈(Sd_1 ∪−N)

Res_{s=s0} t^{−s} ζ_D(s) Γ(s),

and we obtain the following structure of the heat-trace using Mathematica [40]:

Tr e^{−t |D|} = � α∈Sd_1 2� n=0 a_{α,n} (log t)^n t^{−α} + ∞� n=0 ~d_n t^n (53)

:=^1_{log2 q} � � m∈N g_m (ut)^{2m} log^2 t + � m∈N � a∈Z h_{m,a} (ut)^{2m+ 2πilog q a} log t + � m∈N � a∈Z c_{m,a} (ut)^{2m+ 2πilog q a} � + ∞� n=0 ~d_n t^n. (54)

It should be stressed that the residues at real poles should be computed separately from the complex ones. The reason is that the function Γ(s + n) appearing in the formula (16) is singular at s = −2m, but regular at s = −2m +^{2πi}_{log q} a for any a ∈ Z^∗. Note that Γ(s)^{−1}, which cancels the third order pole in the ζ_D-function is suppressed by Γ(s) from the inverse Mellin transform (39). In particular, this means that the residues at complex poles do not contribute to the log^2 t term in (48). Moreover, it is convenient to consider separately the residues at s ∈ −N resulting from the singular part of the Γ-function. This is because our ζ_D-function (16) is an infinite series and for m ∈ N we have Res s=−2m t

−s Γ(s) ζ_D(s) = 4 Res_{s=−2m} (ut)^{−s} ∞� n=0 Γ(s+n) Γ(n+1) q^{s+2n} (1−q^{s+2n})^2

= 4 Res_{s=−2m} (ut)^{−s Γ(s+m)}_{Γ(m+1)}^{qs+2m}_{(1−qs+2m)2}

+ 4(utq^{−1})^{2m} 2m� n=0,n≠m 1 Γ(n+1) q^{2n}

(1−q^{2(n−m)} )^2 Res s=−2mΓ(s + n), Res s=−2m−1 t

−s Γ(s) ζ_D(s) = 4(utq^{−1})^{2m+1}

2m+1� n=0 1 Γ(n+1) q^{2n}

(1−q^{2(n−m)−1})^2 Res s=−2m−1Γ(s + n).

Precise formulas for the coefficients are obtained with Mathematica g_m =^{(−1)m 2}_{(m!)2} , (55) h_{m,0} =^{(−1)m4}_{(m!)2} � log u − ψ^{(0)}(m + 1) � , (56) c_{m,0} =^{(−1)m}_{3(m!)2} � 6 log^2 u − log^2 q + 2π^2 − 12 log(u) ψ^{(0)}(m + 1) + 6ψ^{(0)}(m + 1)^2 − 6ψ^{(1)}(m + 1) � , (57) h_{m,a} = −^4_{m!} Γ(−m − i^{2π}_{log q} a) , (58) c_{m,a} = −^4_{m!} Γ(−m − i^{2π}_{log q} a) � log u − ψ^{(0)}(−m − i^{2π}_{log q} a) � , (59)

~d_n = 4

�_u q �_n^n�

k=0,k≠n/2

(−1)^{n−k} k!(n−k)! q

2k(1 − q^{2k−n})^{−2} , (60)

where ψ^{(n)} stands for polygamma-functions of order n.

Using the definition of modified Bessel functions of first type (47), the Euler’s reflection formula and the fact that ~d_0 = ~d_{2n+1} = 0, one obtains the formula (48) with d_n := ~d_{2n} for all n ∈ N. Since we have already commented on the convergence of series over a in (48), the proof of Theorem 4.4 is now complete.

Let us summarize the origin of each term in the heat kernel expansion (48). The formula (48) is obtained by computations of the residues of the function f_t : s → t^{−s}Γ(s)ζ_D(s). This function has poles of third order at s ∈ −2N and second order ones at s ∈ −2N +^{2πi}_{log q} Z^∗. The Laurent expansion at s = −2m ∈ −2N of the function f_t is: f_t(s − 2m) = t^{−s+2m} � γ^{−1}_m^1_{s−2m} + γ^0_m + γ^1_m(s − 2m) + O((s − 2m)^2) � × � ζ^{−2}_m^1_{(s−2m)2} + ζ^{−1}_m^1_{s−2m} + ζ^0_m + O(s − 2m) �

with some coefficients γ^i_j and ζ^i_j. The following structure of coefficients (55–60) emerges:

• g_m comes from ζ^{−2}_m γ^{−1}_m ;

• h_{m,0} comes from ζ^{−2}_m γ^0_m and ζ^{−1}_m γ^{−1}_m ; • c_{m,0} comes from ζ^{−2}_m γ^1_m and ζ^{−1}_m γ^0_m; • ~d_n comes from ζ^0_m γ^{−1}_m .

Similarly, near s = −2m +^{2πi}_{log q} a we have f_t(s − 2m +^{2πi}_{log q} a) = t^{−s+2m− 2πilog q a} × � γ^0_{m,a} + γ^1_{m,a}(s − 2m +^{2πi}_{log q} a) + O((s − 2m +^{2πi}_{log q} a)^2) � × � ζ^{−2}_{m,a}^1 � s−2m+ 2πilog q a

�_2 + ζ^{−1}_{m,a}^1

s−2m+ 2πilog q a

+ ζ^0_{m,a} + O(s − 2m +^{2πi}_{log q} a) � , so • h_{m,a} comes from ζ^{−2}_{m,a} γ^0_{m,a};

• c_{m,a} comes from ζ^{−2}_{m,a} γ^1_{m,a} and ζ^{−1}_{m,a} γ^0_{m,a}.

Let us note that for a compact Riemannian spin manifold of even dimension (like the sphere S^2 which has been deformed here) the zeta-function associated with the usual Dirac operator is regular for arguments in Sd_1 defined in (17) [25, Lemma 1.10.1], so only the coefficients ~d_n are “classical”.

4.1 About t → ∞

Lemma 4.9. We have the following behaviour Tr e^{−t |D|} ≤ c e^{−|ω| t} for t ≥ 1. (61) Proof. Recall that if A is a positive operator (possibly unbounded) with discrete spectrum 0 = λ_0 < λ_1 ≤ λ_2 ≤ · · · such that Tr e^{−A} < ∞, then Tr e^{−t A} = d + O(e^{−tλ1} ) for t ≥ 1 where d := dim Ker(A): Tr e^{−t A} = d+

�_∞

n=1 e^{−t λn} = d+e^{−t λ1}

�_∞

n=1 e^{−t (λn−λ1)} ≤ d+e^{−t λ1} c for t ≥ 1, where c :=

�_∞

n=1 e^{−(λn−λ1)} = e^{λ1} Tr e^{−A} < ∞.

Thus Tr e^{−t |D|} ≤ c e^{−|ω| t} for t ≥ 1, since λ_1(|D|) = |ω|[1]_q = |ω|.

The reader might be suspicious about the large t behaviour of the formula (48) since for instance g(t) log^2 t ∼_{t→∞}^{2√}_{uπ} cos(2ut −^π_4 )^{log2 t√}_t which does not seem to be compatible with (61). But, in fact the term

�_∞

n=1 d_n t^{2n} does cancel exactly the logarithmic divergences, the constant terms and the oscillating part, giving the expected exponential decay. This sounds surprising, but seems to be a generic property of double exponential sums - see [23, Example 12].

4.2 About q → 1

We are now interested in the behaviour of (48) when q → 1, so denote by D_q the operator introduced in (11) and by D_1 the usual Dirac operator on the 2-sphere times |w|.

Proposition 4.10. We get the following limit:

lim_{q→1} Tr e^{−t |Dq|} = Tr e^{−t |D1|} for any t > 0.

Proof. Note that |D_1| and |D_q| have the same eigenspaces so they commute. The eigenvalues of |D_q| − |D_1| are λ_n(q) := |w|([n]_q − n) for n ∈ N^∗ . The following lemma implies that |D_q| ↓ |D_1| as q ↑ 1 and by the normality of the trace, Tr e^{−t |Dq|} ↑ Tr e^{−t |D1|}.

Lemma 4.11. For each n ∈ N^∗ , λ_n(q) is non-negative function of q which is strictly decreasing to 0 when 0 < q ↑ 1.

Proof. We can take |w| = 1. With x = − log q ∈ [0, ∞[,

λ_n(q) =^{sinh(n log q)−n sinh(log q)}

sinh(log q) = sinh(nx)−n sinh(x) sinh(x)

is positive since both numerator and denominator are positive. Moreover, λ_n(q) ∼_{q→1}^{n3−n}_6 log(q)^2 > 0 for n ∈ N^∗ .

Note however, that the Theorem 4.4 holds only for 0 < q < 1, so one should not expect to have a well-defined limit of the RHS of (48). The situation is somewhat similar to that encountered in the case of SU_q(2) [30].

4.3 Heat kernel for a simplified Dirac operator

The eigenvalues of the Dirac operator for the Podleś sphere D have exponential growth (13), slightly modified by a bounded term. For this reason, it is often convenient to consider the operator D_S, which has a similar form as (11):

D_S :=

�_{0 w Ds}

w D_s 0 � , D_S : |l, m⟩ ∈ H 1_2 →^{q−(l+1/2)}_{q−1−q} |l, m⟩ ∈ H 1_2 . (62)

As diagonal operators, D and D_S commute and are related by

D = D_S −

�_{|w|q}

1−q^2

�_2

D^{−1}_S .

The operator D^{−1}_S is compact and trace-class, so it is obvious that taking D_S instead of D we preserve most of the properties of the spectral triple with the exception of the order-one condition.

Remark 4.12. The heat-trace expansion of |D_S| and |D| are identical up to terms regular at t = 0 since 0 < Tr e^{−t |D|} − Tr e^{−t |DS |} = O(t log^2 t), for t > 0.

Proof. If X is a bounded selfadjoint operator, then lim_{t→0}^1_t � �1 − e^{−tX} � � ≤ ‖X‖. This is due to � � �1 − e^{−tX} � � � = � � � �_∞

n=1(−1)^{n tn}_{n!} X^n � � � ≤ �_∞ n=1 t^n

n! ‖X‖^n = e^{t‖X‖} − 1. Now, we have

0 < Tr e^{−t |D|} − Tr e^{−t |DS |} = Tr � e^{−t |D|} (1 − e^{−t (|DS |−|D|)}) � ≤ � � �1 − e^{−t(|DS |−|D|)} � � � Tr e^{−t |D|}.

Since X = |D_s| − |D| is bounded, we know that above norm behaves like ‖|D_s| − |D|‖ t at t → 0^+. Therefore the limit at t → 0^+ of the difference of heat-traces vanishes because, using (48), both t log t as well as t log^2 t vanish at t = 0.

Note that lim_{q→1} � � �e^{−t |DS |} � � � = 0 for any t > 0.

The corresponding version of (48) for the heat-trace of simplified Dirac operator is Theorem 4.13. For any t > 0,

Tr e^{−t |DS|} =^1_{log2 q} � 2 log^2(ut) + h_S � log(ut) � log(ut) + c_S � log(ut) � + R(ut)

where u =^{|w| q}_{1−q2} and h_S , c_S are the following periodic bounded C^∞-functions on R

h_S (x) := 4γ − 4 � a∈Z^∗

Γ(^{2πi}_{log q} a) e^{2πiax}, (63)

c_S (x) :=^1_3 (π^2 + 6γ^2 − log^2 q) − 4 � a∈Z^∗

Γ(−^{2πi}_{log q} a) ψ^{(0)}(^{2πi}_{log q} a) e^{2πiax}, (64)

while R(ut) is the regular part (with lim_{t→0} R(ut) = 0):

R(x) = ∞� m=1 (−1)^m q^{−m} (m)!(1−q^{−m} )^2 x m. Proof. As the proof goes directly along the lines of previous Theorem 4.4, we skip most of the arguments, which can be easily repeated. The meromorphic extension of the zeta-function associated with D_S reads ζ_{DS} (s) =^4_{|ω|} (1 − q^2)^s (1 − q^s)^{−2}, which is precisely the n = 0 term of (16). Thus, the residues related to the poles of ζ_{DS} are just the coefficients of (55–59) with m = 0:

g_0 = 2, h_{0,0} = 4 log u + 4γ, c_{0,0} = 2 log^2 u +^1_3 π^2 −^1_3 log^2 q + 4 log uγ + 2γ^2, h_{0,a} = −4Γ(−i^{2π}_{log q} a), c_{0,a} = −4Γ(−i^{2π}_{log q} a) � log u − ψ^{(0)}(−i^{2π}_{log q} a) � .

This agrees with the formulae (63–64) and the coefficients (55–59) and with Remark 4.12, since the coefficients with m > 0 contribute to the heat kernel with coefficients proportional to t^m.

The leading non-oscillatory parts of the heat kernel expansion of |D_S | come from the residue at s = 0 of f_t(s) = t^{−s}Γ(s)ζ_{DS} (s), whereas the oscillatory parts arise from the poles along the imaginary axis. Since the Γ-function is rapidly decreasing along the imaginary axis for both its real and imaginary parts, the resulting periodic function is a bounded periodic C^∞-function on R.

Finally, the term R(t) results from the residues of f_t(s) at s = −n ∈ −N_+ , which can be obtained by taking only the k = 0 part from the formula (60).

5 Spectral action

The spectral action for a spectral triple is defined as a functional on the space of all admissible Dirac operators:

S := Tr f (|D|/Λ) , (65)

where 0 < Λ is a cut-off and f is a (positive) smooth cut-off function [6]. The formula (65), although simple in its form, is difficult to calculate exactly due its non-local character. Recently, some tools have been developed [8,38,39] to perform non-perturbative computations of spectral action. Unfortunately, the fundamental assumption about the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator (polynomial growth) is not satisfied for the Podleś sphere, so we cannot use those methods. However, since we have at hand an exact formula for the heat kernel (48) we can use the (distributional) Laplace transform to compute the spectral action exactly.

Let us also mention, that the usual asymptotic expansion of the spectral action (65) for large Λ is [6]

S ∼_{Λ→+∞} � k∈Sd^+

f_k Λ^k � − |D|^{−k} + f(0) ζ_D(0) + O(Λ^{−1}), (66)

and such behaviour cannot hold for the standard Podleś sphere, since the spectral triple neither has a simple dimension spectrum nor is regular.

5.1 Spectral action computation

To be able to use the results on the heat kernel of D, we have to put some restrictions on the regularizing function f.

Denote the Laplace transform of a measure dϕ by

L(dϕ)(x) :=

�_∞ 0 e^{−sx} dϕ(s), for x ∈ R^+ .

Definition 5.1. Let C be the set of functions f = L(dϕ) where dϕ is a non-negative (not necessarily finite) Borel measure on R^+ , such that

�_∞ 0 e^{s t} dϕ(s) < ∞, for any t ≥ 0. (67) By the Hausdorff-Bernstein-Widder theorem [49, p. 160], when dϕ is finite, f = L(dϕ) always exists (independently of (67)) and is a completely monotonic function (see also [31] for definition and properties). Let us stress that dϕ is allowed to have support of Lebesgue measure 0, so the class C contains

f(x) = p(x) e^{−ax}, with a > 0 and p(x) = d� k=0 c_k x^k with c_k ≥ 0, so dϕ = d� k=0 c_k δ^{(k)}_a .

In particular, the heat operator case corresponding to f(x) = e^{−t x} for t > 0 is included in C. All of the functions f resulting from a Laplace transform of positive Borel measures dϕ with compact support in ]0, ∞[ are encompassed by C since for these, the constraint (67) is clearly satisfied. As an example take for instance

f(x) =^1_x (e^{−ax} − e^{−bx}), with 0 < a < b, so dϕ(s) = Θ(s − a) − Θ(s − b). In fact, any function f in this subclass is of the form f(x) =^1_x � n (e^{−anx} − e^{−bnx}), with 0 < a_0 < b_0 < a_1 < b_1 < . . . , where the sum over n might be infinite whenever it is convergent for any x > 0. Moreover, C contains other functions like for instance

f(x) = e^{x24a} � 1 − erf(^x_2^√_a ) � , where erf is the error function, so dϕ(s) =

�_{4a}

π e^{−as2} ds.

We now compute the spectral action, written with some energy scale Λ even if the result is not asymptotic but exact.

Theorem 5.2. For f ∈ C and any Λ > 0, the spectral action on standard Podleś sphere S^2_q reads Tr f (|D|/Λ) = � α∈Sd_1 2� p=0 a_{α,p} p� k=0 (−1)^{p−k}

�_p k � f_{α,k} (log Λ)^{p−k} Λ^α (68) = � m∈N � n∈Z 2� p=0 a_{−2m+} 2πi_{log q n,p} p� k=0 (−1)^{p−k}

�_p k � f_{−2m+} 2πi_{log q n,k} (log Λ)^{p−k} Λ^{−2m+ 2πilog q n} where f_{α,k} :=

�_∞

0 s^{−α} log^k(s) dϕ(s) and f = L(ϕ). The coefficients a_{α,p} := p! Res_{s=α} � (s − α)^p Γ(s) ζ_D(s) � (69) are related to formulas (55–59) by (recall that u =^{|w| q}_{1−q2} ):

a_{α,2} =^{u−α}_{log2 q} g_m

a_{α,1} =^{u−α}_{log2 q} h_{m,0}

a_{α,0} =^{u−α}_{log2 q} c_{m,0} + d_m

� � � � � � � for α = −2m ∈ −2N, (70)

a_{α,2} = 0 a_{α,1} =^{u−α}_{log2 q} h_{m,−n}

a_{α,0} =^{u−α}_{log2 q} c_{m,−n}

� � � � � � � for α = −2m +^{2πi}_{log q} n, with m ∈ N, n ∈ Z^∗. (71)

Proof. Since f = L(dϕ), we can write formally f(t|D|) =

�_∞

0 e^{−st |D|} dϕ(s) for t > 0.

By Theorem 4.4 and Lemma 4.9, we know that there exist non-negative constants c_i and s_0, s_1 such that

0 < Tr e^{−s|D|} ≤ � � � c_1 log^2 s for 0 < s < s_0, c_2 e^{−c3 s} for s > s_1.

(72)

By the assumption (67) both

�_{s0}

0 log^2(s) dϕ(s) and

�_∞

s_1 e

−c_3 s dϕ(s) are finite since log2 is

integrable at the origin, so f(|D|) is trace-class since Tr � f(|D|) � ≤ �_∞

0 Tr(e^{−s |D|}) dϕ(s) < ∞.

Moreover, the trace being normal, Tr � f(t|D|) � = �_∞

0 Tr e^{−st |D|} dϕ(s).

Using (54) with coefficients a_{α,p} given by the formulas (70, 71), we obtain

Tr e^{−st |D|} = � α∈Sd_1 2� p=0 a_{α,p} log^p(st) (st)^{−α} = � α∈Sd_1 2� p=0 a_{α,p} p� k=0 �_p k � log^{p−k}(t) (st)^{−α} log^k(s). (73)

Now, to obtain the formula (68) we need to commute the integral over s with the sum over α. To this end we resort to Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, which needs a uniform bound of the absolute value of the partial sums.

For the coefficients (55–60) we obtain the following estimates with η = −^{2π}_{log q} :

|g_m| =^2_{(m!)2} , |h_{m,0}| =^4_{(m!)2} |log u − ψ(m + 1)| ≤^4_{(m!)2} (| log(u)| + |ψ(1)| (m + 1)) , |c_{m,0}| =^1_{3(m!)2} � � �6 log^2 u − log^2 q + 2π^2 − 12 log(u) ψ(m + 1) + 6ψ(m + 1)^2 − 6ψ^{(1)}(m + 1) � � � ≤^1_{3(m!)2} � 6| log^2 u| + log^2 q + 2π^2 + 12| log(u)| |ψ(1)| (m + 1) + 6ψ(1)^2 (m + 1)^2 + 6ψ^{(1)}(1) � , |h_{m,n}| =^4_{m!} |Γ(−m − iη n)| ≤^{4√2π}_{m!} � m^2 + η^2n^2

�_{−m/2−1/4}

e^{−πηn/2} e^{1/(6}

√_{m2+η2 n2)}

≤^{4√2π}_{m!} � m^2 + η^2

�_{−m/2−1/4}

e^{−πηn/2} e^{1/6m}, |c_{m,n}| =^4_{m!} � � �Γ(−m − iη n) � log u − ψ(−m − iη n) � � ≤^{4√2π}_{m!} � m^2 + η^2

�_{−m/2−1/4}

e^{−πηn/2} e^{1/6m} (| log u| + |ψ(iη)| (m + 1 − η|n|)) ,

|d_n| ≤ 4^{1+q4}_{(1−q2)2}^1_{(2n)!}

�_{u(1+q2)} q �_{2n}

where we have used [44, (2.1.19)], Remark 4.7 and rough estimates of polygamma functions

0 ≤ |ψ(x)| ≤ (x + 1) |ψ(1)|, 0 < ψ^{(1)}(x + 1) ≤ ψ^{(1)}(1), for x ≥ 0, |ψ(−x − iηy)| ≤ |ψ(iη)|(x + 1 + η|y|), for x ≥ 0, y ∈ Z^∗

based on large argument behaviour of the latter (essentially, |ψ(z)| grows logarithmically with |z| it is sufficient to bound it by its value at 0 multiplied by 1 + |R(z)| + |ℑ(z)|).

Now, let us provide a uniform bound for the absolute value of the partial sums of (73): � � � � � M� m=0 N� n=−N

a_{−2m+iηn,p} (st)^{2m−iηn} � � � � � ≤ M� m=0 N� n=−N

|a_{−2m+iηn,p}| (st)^{2m} ≤ ∞� m=0 ∞� n=−∞

|a_{−2m+iηn,p}| (st)^{2m} =: K_p(st).

In view of formulas (70,71) and the estimations on (55–60) obtained above, we conclude that the last power series has an infinite convergence radius and moreover, there exist constants C_1, C_2 > 0 such that for any p ∈ { 0, 1, 2 }, we have

K_p(st) ≤ C_1 e^{C2 ts}, for any t > 0.

Moreover, one can always refine the constants as to have K_p(st) | log^k s| ≤ ~C_1 e ~^{C2ts} valid for any t > 0 and any k = 0, 1, 2. Thus, by the assumption (67), we have

�_∞ 0 K_p(st)| log^k s| dϕ(s) ≤ ~C_1

�_∞ 0 e ~^{C2 ts} dϕ(s) < ∞ for any t > 0 and any k, p = 0, 1, 2.

Hence, the conditions of Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem are met and we obtain Tr � f(t|D|) � = �_∞ 0 Tr e^{−st |D|} dϕ(s) = � α∈Sd_1 2� p=0 a_{α,p} p� k=0 �_p k � log^{p−k}(t) t^{−α}

�_∞ 0 s^{−α} log^k(s) dϕ(s)

and the result follows by setting t = Λ^{−1}.

Remark that in (68), α ∈ C so Λ^α = Λ^{R(α)}Λ^{i ℑ(α)} ∈ C exactly like in Theorem 4.4 where the oscillations are hidden in the definitions of ~J^{(n)}_i~_a .

In (68), the coefficients of the spectral action are computed in terms of the Laplace transform of the function f. We postpone to the Appendix, the computation of these coefficients directly in function of f.

Remark 5.3. Another presentation of the exact spectral action:

The formula (68) is particularly useful for comparison with the standard asymptotic expansion (66). On the other hand, if one does not insists on having an explicit power-like expansion in Λ, one could use directly the exact formula (48) instead of (73) to obtain Tr � f(|D|/Λ) � = �_∞ 0 Tr e^{−s |D|/Λ} dϕ(s) = 1 log^2 q � � log^2 Λ

�_∞ 0 g(s/Λ) dϕ(s)

− log Λ

�_∞ 0 � �g(s/Λ) log(s) + h_0(s/Λ) + � a∈Z h_a(s/Λ) � � dϕ(s)

+ �_∞ 0 � �2g(s/Λ) log^2(s) + h_0(s/Λ) log(s) + � a∈Z h_a(s/Λ) log(s)

+ c_0(s/Λ) + � a∈Z c_a(s/Λ) + log^2 q ∞� n=1 d_ns^{2n}Λ^{−2n} � � � � dϕ(s).

Let us note, that we do not have to satisfy the demanding conditions of the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem to derive the above formula. In fact, we only need the convergence of all of above integrals for any Λ > 0, which includes

�_{s0}

0 log^2(s) dϕ(s) < ∞ and

�_∞

s_1 e

−c_3 s dϕ(s) < ∞ by (72). So, the above formula is satisfied for a significantly larger class

of functions than C, which include for example

f(x) = (x + a)^{−r} for any a > 0, r > 0, with dϕ(s) = Γ(r)^{−1} s^{r−1} e^{−as} ds.

since

�_∞ 0 e^{st} dϕ(s) = (a − t)^{−r}, for any t < a,

�_∞ 0 s^{−α} dϕ(s) =^{(a)α−r Γ(r−α)}_{Γ(r)} ,

�_∞ 0 s^{−α} log s dϕ(s) =^{(a)α−r Γ (r−α)}_{Γ(r)} � ψ^{(0)}(r − α) − log a � , �_∞ 0 s^{−α} log^2 s dϕ(s) =^{(a)α−r Γ(r−α)}_{Γ(r)} � ψ^{(1)}(r − α) + [log a − ψ^{(0)}(r − α)]^2 � . Let us now compare the computed spectral action with the one for the simplified Dirac operator (62). The notation is the same as in Theorem 5.2.

Proposition 5.4. For f ∈ C, the spectral action on standard Podleś sphere S^2_q with the simplified Dirac operator (62) reads

Tr f (|D_S |/Λ) = � n∈Z 2� p=0 ~a 2πi_{log q n,p} p� k=0 (−1)^{p−k}

�_p k � f 2πi_{log q n,k} (log Λ)^{p−k} Λ^{2πilog q n} + ∞� n=1 ~b_nf_{−n,0}Λ^{−n}, (74)

with

~a_{0,2} =^{g0}_{log2 q} , ~a_{0,1} =^{h0,0}_{log2 q} , ~a_{0,0} =^{c0,0}_{log2 q} , (75)

a_{α,2} = 0 a_{α,1} =^{u−α}_{log2 q} h_{0,−n} a_{α,0} =^{u−α}_{log2 q} c_{0,−n}

� � � � � � � for α =^{2πi}_{log q} n, with m ∈ N, n ∈ Z^∗ (76)

and ~b_n = (^{|ω|}_{1−q2} )^{n (−1)n}_{(n)!(1−q−n)2} .

It follows from Theorem 5.2, Proposition 5.4 and Lemma 4.12 that:

Corollary 5.5. The spectral action for the simplified Dirac operator (62) coincide with the one for the full Dirac operator (11) up to terms, which vanish at Λ → ∞; that is, which are negligible for high energy scales.

5.2 On the fluctuations of spectral action

In this section we shall investigate how fluctuations of the Dirac operator, D → D_A = D + A , affect the spectral action when A = � i a_i[D, b_i], for a_i, b_i ∈ A, is a selfadjoint one-form. The perturbation of the square of the Dirac operator, X_A := D^2_A − D^2 = DA + A D + A^2 is of order one (X_A ∈ op^1, compare Lemma 3.4). We always may assume that ‖X_A D^{−2}‖ < 1 by changing A into ϵA for a small enough ϵ > 0: indeed, observe first, using (26) that

X_A D^{−2} = DA D^{−2} + A F |D|^{−1} + A^2 D^{−2}, and DA D^{−2} = χ^{−1}F A |D|^{−1} + O(|D|^0) D^{−2},

so X_A D^{−2} is a sum of bounded operators.

By dilation, ‖X_{ϵA} D^{−2}‖ ≤ ϵ‖DA D^{−2} ‖ + ϵ‖A F |D|^{−1} ‖ + ϵ^2‖A^2 D^{−2}‖, so for ϵ < ϵ_A where ϵ_A is defined by ϵ_A ‖DA D^{−2} + A F |D|^{−1} ‖ + ϵ^2_A ‖A^2 D^{−2}‖ = 1, and we get

‖X_{ϵA} D^{−2}‖ < 1, ∀ϵ < ϵ_A . (77)

Theorem 5.6. For any fluctuation D_A of the Dirac operator D by a small enough A (i.e. ‖X_A D^{−2}‖ < 1), the heat kernel expansion of D_A is the same as that of D up to terms, which vanish at t = 0. Consequently, the leading terms of the spectral action (that is, the terms, which do not vanish in Λ → ∞ limit) do not depend on A .

Proof. We shall begin by investigating |D_A |^{−s}. Using x^{−s} =^{sin(πs)}_π

�_∞ 0 μ^{−s}

x+μ dμ for 0 < R(s) < 1 and the functional calculus, we obtain:

|D_A |^{−s} =^{sin(πs/2)}_π

�_∞ 0 μ^{−s/2} D^2_A +μ dμ, for 0 < R(s) < 1. (78)

The operator X_A of order one will be used in the power series expansion of (D^2_A + μ)^{−1}. Since A is small enough,

(D^2_A + μ)^{−1} = � (1 + X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}) (D^2 + μ)

�_{−1}

= (D^2 + μ)^{−1} ∞� n=0 � X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}

�_n

= (D^2 + μ)^{−1} + (D^2 + μ)^{−1} ∞� n=1 � X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}

�_n

and by (78)

|D_A |^{−s} = |D|^{−s} +^{sin(πs/2)}_π

�_∞ 0 dμ μ^{−s/2} (D^2 + μ)^{−1} Y, Y := ∞� n=1 � X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}

�_n

. (79)

Since

‖Y ‖ ≤ ∞� n=1 ‖X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}‖^n ≤ ∞� n=1 � ‖X_A D^{−2}‖ ‖D^2(D^2 + μ)^{−1}‖

�_n ≤ ∞� n=1 ‖X_A D^{−2}‖^n ≤ C_A ,

Y is a bounded operator. Thanks to the relation Y = X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1} (1 + Y ), we get � � � �Tr � � ∞ 0 dμ μ^{−s/2} (D^2 + μ)^{−1}Y � � � = � � � �Tr � � ∞ 0 dμ μ^{−s/2} (D^2 + μ)^{−1}X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}(1 + Y ) � � � ≤ ‖1 + Y ‖

�_∞ 0 dμ μ^{−s/2} Tr � |(D^2 + μ)^{−1}X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}| � .

For a positive trace-class operator U and a selfadjoint unbounded operator V , we have

Tr |UV U| = Tr |U(V_+ − V_−)U| ≤ Tr UV_+U + Tr UV_−U = Tr U|V |U = Tr |V |U^2.

thus Tr � |(D^2 + μ)^{−1}X_A (D^2 + μ)^{−1}| � ≤ ‖X_A |D|^{−1}‖ Tr |D|(D^2 + μ)^{−2} ≤ ‖X_A |D|^{−1}‖ min � Tr |D|^{−3},^1_{4μ} Tr |D|^{−1} �

using for the last inequality either (D^2 + μ)^{−1} ≤ D^{−2} or D^2 + μ ≥ 2 √ μ |D|.

Let μ_0 be defined by Tr |D|^{−3} =^1_{4μ0} Tr |D|^{−1}. Then, gathering all inequalities, � � � � Tr

�_{sin(πs/2)} π �_∞ 0 dμ μ^{−s/2} (D^2 + μ)^{−1}Y � � � � ≤ ‖1 + Y ‖ ‖X_A |D|^{−1}‖ � � sin(πs/2) π � � � Tr |D|^{−3}

�_{μ0} 0 dμ μ^{−s/2} + Tr |D|^{−1}

�_∞

μ_0

dμ μ^{−s/2 1}_{4μ} �

= ‖1 + Y ‖ ‖X_A |D|^{−1}‖ � � �^{sin(πs/2)}_π � � � � Tr(|D|^{−3})^{2μ−s/2−10}_{2−s} + Tr(|D|^{−1})^{μ−s/20}_{2s} � . Since the right hand side of last equality is regular function of s for 0 ≤ R(s) < 2, the use of (79) gives

ζ_{DA} (s) = ζ_D(s) + a regular function of s for 0 ≤ R(s) < 2.

Both ζ_{DA} (s) and ζ_D(s) are regular for R(s) > 0, so if they difference is regular at R(s) = 0, the poles on the imaginary axis are identical for both functions. Therefore, in the heat trace the expansion (53) the terms that arise from R(α) = 0 coincide in both cases and the heat trace expansion is identical up to terms which vanish at t = 0. Similarly, in the spectral action expansion (68) the terms in the sum over α ∈ Sd_1 = −2N + i^{2π}_{log q} Z with R(α) = 0 are the same, so the spectral action asymptotics is identical for D and D_A up to terms, which vanish at Λ → ∞.

6 Conclusions

The study of the spectral triple over the standard Podleś sphere has brought a richness of surprising results. Having left the world of classical or almost classical Dirac operators, we find new and interesting phenomena. Let us summarize the most important ones:

• The spectral zeta-function ζ_D is not regular at 0 and has poles at an infinite square lattice of points in the left half of the complex plane.

• The dimension spectrum can be computed despite of the lack of regularity and contains second order poles.

• The heat trace has a computable exact expansion, not only asymptotic for t > 0.

• The leading term of the heat-trace expansion is log^2 t (and, consequently, the large Λ-expansion of spectral action is log^2 Λ).

• The heat-trace is oscillatory in t (and, consequently, the spectral action is oscillatory in Λ) due to complex poles in the dimension spectrum.

• The leading parts of the spectral action do not depend on small perturbations of the Dirac operator.

Each of the above listed phenomena is a new one, at least in the context of spectral triples and raises a lot of questions. First of all, the behavior of the zeta-function resembles that of zeta functions for fractals. Although that similarity might prove to be superficial only, it is certainly worth further investigations. The appearance of log terms in the heat-trace and spectral action suggests, on the other hand, the existence of singularities [36]. It would be interesting to find more common features of this type. Finally, as the heat-trace is an exact formula it would be interesting to characterize the family of operators, for which the exact formula (of the type, which we found) is possible.

The coefficients of the heat-trace expansion are, in the case of classical Riemannian geometry, expressed in terms of geometrical objects. As we are dealing with a 0-dimensional spectral triple, no usual geometrical objects can be identified in that way. However, the stability of the leading terms with respect to small perturbations of the Dirac operator suggests that they also carry some information about the object in question and its geometry, and it would be very interesting to identify them.

Moreover, the spectral action appears to have an absolutely undesired feature, as it includes oscillating terms. It is doubtful whether such behavior is admissible from the physical point of view, and what possible consequences it would signify.

Finally, let us mention that the q → 1 limit cannot be easily recovered from the obtained heat-trace formula. The heat kernel expansion diverges for q → 1 and the reason is that the analytic continuation of ζ_D simply does not hold for q = 1. This situation already appeared in SU_q(2) case [30].

Appendix

The class C of functions f = L(ϕ) has a non empty intersection with the Schwartz space S(R^+ ), so we could restrict to the case where f_{α,k} = ⟨ϕ, L(η_{α,k})⟩ = ⟨η_{α,k}, f⟩, for f ∈ S(R^+ )∩ C and some distributions η_{α,k} ∈ S^′(R^+ ) to get the coefficient of (68) directly in terms of f. Thus here we compute the intrinsic distributions η_{α,k} .

Let us first fix notations:

F ∗ G stands for convolution of distributions F and G, F^{∗n} = F ∗ F ∗ . . . ∗ F� � � n with the

convention F^{∗0} = δ. The Euler gamma constant is denoted by γ, Fp denotes the Hadamard finite part [22], Θ is the Heaviside step function and H(k) =

�_k m=0 1 m is the k-th harmonic number.

The following set of lemmas give the exact formulas for distributions η_{α,k} for any α ∈ C and k ∈ N.

Lemma A.1. For k ∈ N and α ∈ C \ −N , the inverse Laplace transform η_{α,k} of the function s ∈ R^+ → s^{−α} log^k s reads

η_{α,k}(t) = (−1)^{k dk}_{dαk}

�_{tα−1}

Γ(α) � , t > 0. (A.1)

Proof. Let us first assume R(α) > 0 and compute the Laplace transform: L �_{dk}

dα^k

�_{tα−1}

Γ(α) � (s) =

�_∞ 0 dt^{dk}_{dαk}

�_{tα−1}

Γ(α) � e^{−st} =^{dk}_{dαk}

�_∞ 0 dt^{tα−1}_{Γ(α)} e^{−st} =^{dk}_{dαk} s^{−α} = (−1)^ks^{−α} log^k s.

Now assume that 0 > R(α) > −1. Then we make use of the general formula, which holds for any distributional Laplace transform [22]: F (t) = L^{−1}(f(s)) ⇒ t F (t) = L^{−1} � −^d_{ds} f(s) � . For f(s) = s^{−α} log^k s we have

L^{−1} � −^d_{ds} f(s) � = α L^{−1} � s^{−α−1} log^k s � − k L^{−1} � s^{−α−1} log^{k−1} s � = (−1)^kα^{dk}_{dαk}

�_{tα}

Γ(α+1) � + (−1)^kk^{dk−1}_{dαk−1}

�_{tα}

Γ(α+1) � = (−1)^{k dk}_{dαk}

�_{α tα}

Γ(α+1) � = (−1)^{k dk}_{dαk}

�_{tα}

Γ(α) � . Hence, by making use of the standard analytic continuation of the Γ function, we have obtained (A.1) for 0 > R(α) > −1. Iterating this procedure, we can proceed to arbitrary low R(α), so the formula (A.1) is well defined for arbitrary α ∈ C \ −N.

Let us remark, that since α is complex number, the Laplace transform of s ∈ R^+ → s^{−α} log^k s is also a complex valued function.

It is known that Fp

�_{Θ(t)} t � =^d_{dt} � Θ(t) log t � [22, (2.75)] and in fact

Lemma A.2. The distributional inverse Laplace transform of s ∈ R^+ → Θ(s) log^k s where k ∈ N is given by

L^{−1} � Θ(s) log^k s � (t) = (−1)^k � (1 − δ_{k,0}) k� j=1 �_k j � γ^{j−1} � Fp �_{Θ(t)} t �_{∗j}

+ γ^k δ(t) � , t > 0. (A.2)

Proof. By definition, the Laplace transform of the distribution F is L(F )(s) = ⟨F (t), e^{−st}⟩, so L � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t ) � (s) =

�_1 0 e^{−st}−1

t dt +

�_∞ 1 e^{−st}

t dt = −γ − log s. Thus (A.2) is obtained for k = 1 by L � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t ) + γ δ(t) � (s) = − log s since s > 0. Using L^{−1}(fg) = L^{−1}(f) ∗ L^{−1}(g), we get L^{−1}(Θ(s) log^k s)(t) = [L^{−1}(Θ(s) log s)]^{∗k}(t).

The formula (A.2) follows from δ ∗ f = f ∗ δ = f and the standard binomial expansion.

Lemma A.3. We have the following formula for the distributional derivative of Fp

�_{Θ(t)} t � : d^n dt^n Fp �_{Θ(t)} t � = (−1)^nn! Fp

�_{Θ(t)}

t^{n+1} � − H(n) δ^{(n)}(t). (A.3) Proof. We should proceed by induction on n by making use of the following formula [22, (2.76)] d dt Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tk} ) = −k Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tk+1} ) +^{(−1)k}_{k!} δ^{(k)}(t). (A.4) The first step for n = 1 follows directly from (A.4) for k = 1. Now, assume n > 1 and suppose (A.3) is satisfied for n − 1. Then we have

d^n dt^n Fp(

Θ(t)

t ) = (−1)^{n−1}(n − 1)!^d_{dt} Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn} ) − H(n − 1) δ^{(n−1)}(t) = (−1)^nn! Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn+1} ) −^1_n δ^{(n)}(t) − H(n − 1) δ^{(n)}(t) = (−1)^nn! Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn+1} ) − H(n) δ^{(n)}(t).

Lemma A.4. The distributional inverse Laplace transform η_{−n,k} of s ∈ R → Θ(s) s^n log^k s where n ∈ N and 0 ≠ k ∈ N is given by

η_{−n,k}(t) = (−1)^{k+n}n! k� j=1 �_k j � γ^{j−1} j� i=1 (−1)^{i+1} H(n)^{i−1} Fp

�_{Θ(t)}

t^{n+1} � ∗ [Fp

�_{Θ(t)} t � ]^{∗(j−i)}

+ (−1)^k[γ^{−1} � (1 − γ H(n))^k − 1 � + γ^k] δ^{(n)}(t), t > 0. (A.5) Proof. L^{−1} � Θ(s) s^n log^k s � (t) = � L^{−1}(Θ(s) log^k s) ∗ L^{−1}(s^n) � (t), in which L^{−1}(s^n)(t) = δ^{(n)} and L^{−1}(Θ(s) log^k s)(t) is given by (A.2). Since δ^{(n)} ∗ T = D^nT , where D denotes the derivative operator and D^n(T^{∗j} ) = (D^nT ) ∗ T^{∗(j−1)} we should proceed by induction on j. We claim that for n ≥ 1, j ≥ 1,

d^n dt^n � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗j}

= (−1)^nn! j� i=1 (−1)^{i+1}H(n)^{i−1} Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn+1} ) ∗ � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j−i)}

+ (−1)^j H(n)^j δ^{(n)}(t). (A.6) The first step j = 1 is just the formula (A.3). Now assume (A.6) is satisfied for j − 1, then with the help of the formula (A.3) we deduce

d^n dt^n � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j)}

=^{dn}_{dtn} � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t ) � ∗ � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j−1)}

= (−1)^nn! Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn+1} ) ∗ � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j−1)}

− H(n)^{dn}_{dtn} � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j−1)}

= (−1)^nn! Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn+1} ) ∗ � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j−1)}

− H(n)(−1)^nn!

j−1� i=1 (−1)^{i+1}H(n)^{i−1} Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn+1} ) ∗ � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j−i−1)}

− H(n)(−1)^{j−1} H(n)^{j−1} δ^{(n)}(t)

= (−1)^nn! j� i=1 (−1)^{i+1}H(n)^{i−1} Fp(^{Θ(t)}_{tn+1} ) ∗ � Fp(^{Θ(t)}_t )

�_{∗(j−i)}

(−1)^j H(n)^j δ^{(n)}(t).

Now, the formula (A.5) is obtained by combining (A.2) and (A.6). In the δ^{(n)}(t) term of (A.5) we have used the binomial expansion to compact the formula.

Acknowledgments

We thank Philippe Dumas for a fruitful correspondence and Artur Zając for his remarks on the draft.

Project operated within the Foundation for Polish Science IPP Programme “Geometry and Topology in Physical Models” co-financed by the EU European Regional Development Fund, Operational Program Innovative Economy 2007-2013.

References

[1] D.M. Bradley: Multiple q-zeta values, J. Algebra 283 (2005), 752–798.

[2] B.C. Berndt: Ramanujan’s Notebooks Part IV, Springer-Verlag, New-York, 1994.

[3] A.L. Carey, V. Gayral, A. Rennie, F. Sukochev: Index theory for locally compact noncommutative geometries, arXiv:1107.0805, to appear in Memoirs of the American Mathematical Society.

[4] A.L. Carey, J. Phillips, A. Rennie, F. Sukochev: The local index formula in semifinite Von Neumann algebras I: Spectral flow, Adv. Math. 202 (2006), 451–516.

[5] F. Cipriani, D. Guido, T. Isola, J.-L. Sauvageot: Spectral triples for the Sierpinski gasket, math.OA/arXiv:1112.6401v2.

[6] A.H. Chamseddine, A. Connes: The spectral action principle, Commun. Math. Phys.

186 (1997), 731–750.

[7] A.H. Chamseddine, A. Connes: Inner fluctuations of the spectral action, J. Geom. and Phys. 57 (2006), 1–21.

[8] A.H. Chamseddine, A. Connes: Spectral action for Robertson-Walker metrics, J. High Energy Phys. 10 (2012), 101.

[9] I. Cherednik: On q-analogues of Riemann’s zeta function, Sel. math., New ser. 7 (2001), 447–491.

[10] A. Connes: Noncommutative Geometry, London San Diego: Academic Press, 1994.

[11] A. Connes: Geometry from spectral point of view, Lett. Math. Physics 34 (1995), 203– 238.

[12] A. Connes: Cyclic Cohomology, quantum group symmetries and the local index formula for SU_q(2), J. Inst. Math. Jussieu 3 (2004), 17–68.

[13] A. Connes, H. Moscovici: The local index formula in Noncommutative Geometry, GAFA 5 (1995), 174–243.

[14] A. Connes, M. Marcolli: A walk in the noncommutative garden, An invitation to Noncommutative Geometry, M. Khalkhali, M. Marcolli Eds, World Scientific, Singapore (2008), 1–128.

[15] A. Connes, M. Marcolli: Noncommutative Geometry, Quantum Fields and Motives, Colloquium Publications, Vol. 55, Providence. RI: Amer. Math. Soc., 2008.

[16] F. D’Andrea, L. Dąbrowski: Local index formula on the equatorial Podleś sphere, Lett.

Math. Phys. 75 (2006), 235–254.

[17] F. D’Andrea, L. Dąbrowski: Dirac Operators on Quantum Projective Spaces, Commun.

Math. Phys. 295 (2010), 731–790 .

[18] L. Dąbrowski, F. D’Andrea, G. Landi, E. Wagner: Dirac operators on all Podleś quantum spheres, J. Noncomm. Geom. 1 (2007), 213–239.

[19] L. Dąbrowski, G. Landi, A. Sitarz, W. van Suijlekom, J. C. Varilly: The Dirac operator on SU_q(2), Commun. Math. Phys. 259 (2005), 729–759.

[20] L. Dąbrowski, A. Sitarz: Dirac operator on the standard Podleś quantum sphere, Noncommutative geometry and quantum groups, Banach Center Publ. 61, PAN, Warsaw (2003), 49–58.

[21] D. Essouabri, B. Iochum, C. Levy, A. Sitarz: Spectral action on noncommutative torus, J. Noncomm. Geom. 2 (2008), 53–123.

[22] R. Estrada, R.P. Kanwal: A Distributional Approach to Asymptotics, Theory and Applications, Birkhäuser 2002.

[23] P. Flajolet, X. Gourdon, P. Dumas: Mellin transform and asymptotics: Harmonic sums, Theoretical Comp. Science 144 (1995), 3–58.

[24] V. Gayral, J. M. Gracia-Bondía, B. Iochum, T. Schücker J. C. Várilly: Moyal planes are spectral triples, Commun. Math. Phys. 246 (2004), 569–623.

[25] P.B. Gilkey: Invariance theory, the heat equation, and the Atiyah-Singer index theorem, Publish or Perish Press, 1985.

[26] P.B. Gilkey, G. Grubb: Logarithmic terms in asymptotic expansions of heat operator traces, Commun. in Partial Differential Equations 23 (1998), 777–792.

[27] D. Guido, T. Isola: Dimensions and singular traces for spectral triples, with applications to fractals, J. Funct. Analysis, 203 (2003) 362–400.

[28] D. Guido, T. Isola: Dimensions and spectral triples for fractals in R^N , In Advances in Operator Algebras and Mathematical Physics, F.P. Boca, O. Bratteli, R. Longo, H. Siedentop Eds., Theta Series in Advanced Mathematics 5 (2005), 89–108.

[29] B. Iochum, C. Levy: Tadpoles and commutative spectral triples, J. Noncomm. Geom.

5 (2011), 299–329.

[30] B. Iochum, C. Levy, A. Sitarz: Spectral action on SU_q(2), Commun. Math. Phys. 289 (2009), 107–155.

[31] B. Iochum, C. Levy, D. Vassilevich: Spectral action for torsion with and without boundaries, Commun. Math. Phys. 310 (2012), 367–382.

[32] J. Kaad, R. Senior: A twisted spectral triple for quantum SU(2),

arXiv:1109.2326v1 [math.QA].

[33] M. Kaneko, N. Kurokawa, M. Wakayama: A variation of Euler’s approach to values of the Riemann zeta function, Kyushu J. Math. 57 (2003), 175–192.

[34] T. Kim: Note on Euler q-zeta functions, J. Number Theory 129 (2009), 1798–1804.

[35] U. Krahmer, E. Wagner: A Residue formula for the fundamental Hochschild class on the Podleś sphere, arXiv:1008.1830v1 [math.QA].

[36] J.-M. Lescure: Triplets spectraux pour les variétés à singularité conique isolée, Bull. soc.

Math. France 129 (2001), 593–623.

[37] Y.I. Manin: The notion of dimension in geometry and algebra, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc.

43 (2006), 139–161.

[38] M. Marcolli, E. Pierpaoli, K. Teh: The spectral action and cosmic topology, Commun.

Math. Phys. 304 (2011), 125–174.

[39] M. Marcolli, E. Pierpaoli, K. Teh: The coupling of topology and inflation in noncommutative cosmology, Commun. Math. Phys. 309 (2012), 341–360.

[40] Wolfram Research, Inc.: Mathematica Version 8.0, Wolfram Research, Inc., Champaign, Illinois (2011).

[41] S. Neshveyev, L. Tuset: A Local index formula for the quantum sphere, Commun. Math.

Phys. 254 (2005), 323–341.

[42] F.W.J. Olver: Asymptotics and Special Functions, A.K. Peters, Wellesley, 1997. [43] A. Pal, S. Sundar: Regularity and dimension spectrum of the equivariant spectral triple for the odd-dimensional quantum spheres, J. of Noncomm. Geom. 4 (2010), 389–439 [44] R.B. Paris, D. Kaminski: Asymptotics and Mellin–Barnes integrals, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge and New York, 2001.

[45] P. Podleś: Quantum Spheres, Lett. Math. Phys. 14 (1987), 193–202. [46] J. Satoh: q-Analogue of Riemann’s ζ-function and q-Euler numbers, J. Number Theory 31 (1989), 346–362.

[47] A. Sitarz: Twisted Dirac operators over quantum spheres, J. Math. Phys. 49 (2008), 033509.

[48] K. Ueno, M. Nishizawa: Quantum groups and zeta-functions, Quantum Groups: Formalism and Applications, Polish Scientific Publishers PWN, Warsaw (1995), 115–126; hep-th/arXiv:9408143v1.

[49] D. Widder: The Laplace Transform, Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1946. [50] J. Zhao: Multiple q-zeta functions and multiple q-polylogarithms, Ramanujan J. 14 (2007), 189–221.