arXiv:1603.07613v1 [math.NT] 24 Mar 2016

The determinant of the Lax-Phillips scattering operator

Joshua S. Friedman^∗, Jay Jorgenson^†and Lejla Smajlović

Abstract

Let M denote a finite volume, non-compact Riemann surface without elliptic points, and let B denote the Lax-Phillips scattering operator. Using the superzeta function approach due to Voros, we define a Hurwitz-type zeta function ζ^±_B (s, z) constructed from the resonances associated to zI − [(1/2)I ± B]. We prove the meromorphic continuation in s of ζ^±_B (s, z) and, using the special value at s = 0, define a determinant of the operators zI − [(1/2)I ± B]. We obtain expressions for Selberg’s zeta function and the determinant of the scattering matrix in terms of the operator determinants.

1 Introduction

1.1 Determinant of the Laplacian and analytic torsion

To begin, let M denote a compact, connected Riemannian manifold of real dimension n with Laplace operator Δ_M . Following the seminal article [33], one defines the determinant of the Laplacian, which we denote by det^∗ Δ_M , as follows. Let K_M (t; x, y) be the heat kernel associated to Δ_M . Since M is compact, the heat kernel is of trace class, so we can consider the trace of the heat kernel which is given by

TrK_M (t) := ∫ M K_M (t; x, x)dμ_M (x),

where dμ_M (x) is the volume form on M. As shown in [33], the parametrix construction of the heat kernel implies that its trace TrK_M (t) admits a certain asymptotic behavior as t approaches zero and infinity, thus allowing one to define and study various integral transforms of the heat kernel. In particular, for s ∈ C with real part Re(s) sufficiently large, the spectral zeta function ζ_M (s) is defined from the Mellin transform of the trace of the heat kernel. Specifically, one sets

ζ_M (s) = 1 Γ(s) ∞∫ 0 (TrK_M (t) − 1) t^s dt t where Γ(s) is the classical Gamma function. The asymptotic expansion of TrK_M (t) as t approaches zero allows one to prove the meromorphic continuation of ζ_M (s) to all s ∈ C which is holomorphic at s = 0. Subsequently, the determinant of the Laplacian is defined by

det^∗ Δ_M := exp (−ζ^′_M (0)) . (1.1)

There are several generalizations of the above considerations. For example, let E be a vector bundle on M, metrized so that one can define the action of a Laplacian Δ_{E,k} which acts on kforms that take values in E. Analogous to the above discussion, one can use properties of an

∗The views expressed in this article are the author’s own and not those of the U.S. Merchant Marine Academy, the Maritime Administration, the Department of Transportation, or the United States government.

†Research supported by NSF and PSC-CUNY grants. 1 associated heat kernel and obtain a definition of the determinant of the Laplacian det^∗ Δ_{E,k}. Going further, by following [41] and [42], one can consider linear combinations of determinants yielding, for example, the analytic torsion τ(M, E) of E on M which is given by

τ(M, E) := 1 2 n∑ k=1 (−1)^kk det^∗ Δ_{E,k}. (1.2)

At this time, one understands (1.2) to be a spectral invariant associated to the de Rham cohomology of E on M. If instead one considers compact, connected complex manifolds with metrized holomorphic vector bundles, one obtains a similar definition for analytic torsion stemming from Dolbeault cohomology.

1.2 Examples and applications

Originally, Reidemeister-Franz torsion was an invariant defined, under certain conditions, for any finite cell complex and orthogonal representation of its fundamental group. As discussed in [32], Reidemeister-Franz torsion is constructed from a smooth triangulation of M but depends only on the C^∞ structure of the manifold. Ray and Singer conjectured in [41] that Reidemeister- Franz torsion is equal to analytic torsion, and their conjecture was proved by Cheeger and Müller, in separate and independent work; see [7] and [34]. It is important to note that in [41] the authors showed that Reidemeister torsion can be realized in a manner similar to (1.2), where in that case the Laplacians are combinatorial operators.

As stated, in [42] the authors extended the definition of analytic torsion, analogous to their work from [41], this time in the setting of a compact, connected complex manifolds M. If M is a genus one Riemann surface with flat metric, then one can explicitly evaluate analytic torsion in terms of Dedekind’s eta function; the calculation relies on explicit knowledge of the spectrum of the Laplacian from which one can apply Kronecker’s second limit formula. If M has genus g > 1, then it is shown in [42] that the ratio of analytic torsion for different one-dimensional unitary representations can be expressed in terms of Selberg’s zeta function; see also [20] for an extension of this evaluation.

J. Fay in [10] proved the following fascinating connection between analytic torsion and another fundamental mathematical question. Let M be a Riemann surface of genus g > 1, and let χ be a one-dimensional unitary representation of π_1(M). Fay proved that as a function of χ one can extend analytic torsion to a function whose domain is (C^∗ )^{2g} from which he proved that the zero locus of the continuation determines the period matrix of M. Thus, in a sense, analytic torsion is related to a type of Torelli theorem.

Osgood, Phillips and Sarnak used properties of the determinant of the Laplacian to obtain topological results in the study of spaces of metrics on compact Riemann surfaces, including a new proof of the uniformization theorem; see [38]. In a truly fundamental paper, Quillen [40] used analytic torsion to define metrics on determinant line bundles in cohomology, thus providing a means by which Arakelov theory could be generalized from the setting of algebraic curves, as in the pioneering work of Arakelov and Faltings, to higher dimensional considerations, as developed by Bismut, Bost, Gillet, Soulé, Faltings and others. In addition, the algebraic geometric considerations from one dimensional Arakelov theory with Quillen metrics provided a means by which physicists could study two-dimensional quantum field theories as related to string theory; see [4].

The evaluation of analytic torsion for elliptic curves is particularly interesting since one shows that analytic torsion can be expressed in terms of an algebraic expression, namely the discriminant of the underlying cubic equation. A fascinating generalization was obtained by Yoshikawa in the setting of Enriques surfaces and certain K3 surfaces; see [51] and [52]. Other evaluations of determinants of the Laplacian in terms of holomorphic functions can be found in [25], [30] and [31].

1.3 Non-compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces

If M is a non-compact Riemannian manifold, then it is often the case that the corresponding heat kernel is not trace class. Hence, the above approach to define a determinant of the Laplacian does not get started. This assertion is true in the case when M is a finite volume, connected, hyperbolic Riemann surfaces, which will be the setting considered in this article. The first attempt to define a determinant of the Laplacian for non-compact, finite volume, hyperbolic Riemann surfaces is due to I. Efrat in [8]. Efrat’s approach began with the Selberg trace formula, which in the form Efrat employed does not connect directly with a differential operator. In [22] the authors defined a regularized difference of traces of heat kernels, which did yield results analogous to theorems proved in the setting of compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces. In [37], W. Müller generalized the idea of a regularized difference of heat traces to other settings. Following this approach, J. Friedman in [15] defined a regularized determinant of the Laplacian for any finite-volume three-dimensional hyperbolic orbifolds with finite-dimensional unitary representations, which he then related to special values of the Selberg zeta-function.

The concept of a regularized quotient of determinants of Laplacians has found important applications. For example, the dissertation of T. Hahn [17] studied Arakelov theory on non-compact finite volume Riemann surfaces using the regularized difference of heat trace approach due to Jorgenson-Lundelius and Müller; see also [12]. In the seminal paper [9] the authors used the regularized difference of determinants together with the metric degeneration concept from [23] in their evaluation of the sum of Lyapunov exponents of the Kontsevich-Zorich cocycle with respect to SL(2, R) invariant measures.

1.4 Our results

It remains an open, and potentially very important, question to define determinants of Laplacians, or related spectral operators, on non-compact Riemannian manifolds.

In the present article we consider a general finite volume hyperbolic Riemann surface without fixed points. Scattering theory, stemming from work due to Lax and Phillips (see [28] and [29]), provides us with the definition of a scattering operator, which we denote by B. The scattering operator is defined using certain Hilbert space extensions of the so-called Ingoing and Outgoing spaces; see section 3 below. Lax and Phillips have shown that B has a discrete spectrum; unfortunately, one cannot define a type of heat trace associated to the spectrum from which one can use a heat kernel type approach to defining the determinant of B. Instead, we follow the superzeta function technique of regularization due to A. Voros in order to define and study the zeta functions ζ^±_B (s, z) constructed from the resonances associated to zI − [(1/2)I ± B]. We prove the meromorphic continuation in s of ζ^±_B (s, z) and, using the special value at s = 0, define a determinant of the operators zI − [(1/2)I ± B].

Our main results are as follows. First, we obtain expressions for the Selberg zeta function and the determinant of the scattering matrix in terms of the special values of ζ^±_B (s, z) at s = 0; see Theorem 6.2. Furthermore, we express the special value Z^′(1) of the Selberg zeta function in terms of the determinant of the operator −B + (1/2)I; see Theorem 6.6.

Regarding Theorem 6.6, it is important to note the structure of the constants which relate the regularized determinant of −B + (1/2)I and Z^′(1). Specifically, we now understand the nature of the corresponding constant from [43] in terms of the R-class of Arakelov theory. As it turns out, the multiplicative constant which appears in Theorem 6.6 has a similar structure.

1.5 Outline of the paper

The article is organized as follows. In section 2 we recall various background material from the literature and establish the notation which will be used throughout the paper. This discussion continues in section 3 where we recall results from Lax-Phillips scattering theory. In section 4 we establish the meromorphic continuation of superzeta functions in very general context. From the general results from section 4, we prove in section 5 that the superzeta functions ζ^±_B (s, z) admit meromorphic continuations, with appropriate quantifications. Finally, in section 6, we complete the proof of the main results of the paper, as cited above.

2 Background material

2.1 Basic notation

Let Γ ⊆ PSL_2(R) be torsion free Fuchsian group of the first kind acting by fractional linear transformations on the upper half-plane H := {z ∈ C | z = x + iy , y > 0}. Let M be the quotient space Γ\H and g the genus of M. Denote by c number of inequivalent cusps of M. We denote by ds^2_{hyp}(z) the line element and by μ_{hyp}(z) the volume form corresponding to the hyperbolic metric on M which is compatible with the complex structure of M and has constant curvature equal to −1. Locally on M, we have

ds^2_{hyp}(z) = dx^2 + dy^2

y^2 and μ_{hyp}(z) = dx ∧ dy y^2 . We recall that the hyperbolic volume vol_{hyp}(M) of M is given by the formula

vol(M) = 2π ( 2g − 2 + c ) . Let V^Γ denote the space of Γ−invariant functions φ : H −→ C . For φ ∈ V^Γ, we set

‖φ‖^2 := ∫ M |φ(z)|^2μ_{hyp}(z),

whenever it is defined. We then introduce the Hilbert space

H(Γ) := { φ ∈ V^Γ | | ‖φ‖ < ∞} equipped with the inner product

⟨φ_1, φ_2⟩ := ∫ M φ_1(z)φ_2(z)μ_{hyp}(z) (φ_1, φ_2 ∈ H(Γ)).

The Laplacian

Δ := −y^2 ( ∂^2 ∂x^2 + ∂^2 ∂y^2 )

acts on the smooth functions of H(Γ) and extends to an essentially self-adjoint linear operator acting on a dense subspace of H(Γ).

For f(s) a meromorphic function, we define the null set, N(f) = {s ∈ C | f(s) = 0} counted with multiplicity. Similarly, P (f) denotes the polar set.

2.2 Gamma function

Let Γ(s) denote the gamma function. Its poles are all simple and located at each point of −N, where −N = {0, −1, −2, . . . }. For | arg s| ≤ π − δ and δ > 0, the asymptotic expansion [2, p. 20] of log Γ(s) is given by

log Γ(s) = 1 2 log 2π + ( s − 1 2 ) log s − s + m−1∑ j=1 B_{2j} (2j − 1)2j 1 s^{2j−1} + g_m(s). (2.1)

Here B_i are the Bernoulli numbers and g_m(s) is a holomorphic function in the right half plane Re(s) > 0 such that g^{(j)}m (s) = O(s^{−2m+1−j} ) as Re(s) → ∞ for all integers j ≥ 0, and where the implied constant depends on j and m.

2.3 Barnes double gamma function

The Barnes double gamma function is an entire order two function defined by

G (s + 1) = (2π)^{s/2} exp [ − 1 2 [ (1 + γ) s^2 + s ]]^∞∏ n=1 ( 1 + s n )_n exp [ −s + s^2 2n ] , where γ is the Euler constant. Therefore, G(s + 1) has a zero of multiplicity n, at each point −n ∈ {−1, −2, . . . }. For s /∈ −N, we have that (see [13, p. 114])

G^′(s + 1) G(s + 1) = 1 2 log(2π) + 1 2 − s + sψ(s), (2.2) where ψ(s) =^{Γ′}_Γ (s) denotes digamma function. For Re(s) > 0 and as s → ∞, the asymptotic expansion of log G(s + 1) is given in [11] or^1 [1, Lemma 5.1] by

log G(s + 1) = s^2 2 ( log s − 3 2 ) − log s 12 − s ζ^′(0) + ζ^′(−1) − n∑ k=1 B_{2k+2} 4 k (k + 1) s^{2k}

+ h_{n+1}(s). (2.3)

Here, ζ(s) is the Riemann zeta-function and

h_{n+1}(s) =

(−1)^{n+1} s^{2n+2} ∫_∞ 0 t exp(2πt) − 1

∫_t2 0 y^{n+1} y + s^2 dy dt. By a close inspection of the proof of [1, Lemma 5.1] it follows that h_{n+1}(s) is holomorphic function in the right half plane Re(s) > 0 which satisfies the asymptotic relation h^{(j)}_{n+1}(s) = O(s^{−2n−2−j} ) as Re(s) → ∞ for all integers j ≥ 0, and where the implied constant depends upon j and n. Set G_1(s) = ( (2π)^s(G(s + 1))^2 Γ(s)

)^{vol(M )}_{2π} (2.4)

It follows that G_1(s) is an entire function of order two with zeros at points −n ∈ −N and corresponding multiplicities^{vol(M)}_{2π} (2n + 1).

2.4 Hurwitz zeta function

The Hurwitz zeta-function ζ_H (s, z) is defined for Re(s) > 1 and z ∈ C \ (−N) by the absolutely convergent series

ζ_H (s, z) = ∞∑ n=0 1 (z + n)^s . For fixed z, ζ_H (s, z) possesses a meromorphic continuation to the whole s−plane with a single pole, of order 1, with residue 1. For fixed z, one can show that ζ_H (−n, z) = − B_{n+1}(z) n + 1 , 1Note that (2.1) is needed to reconcile these two references.

where n ∈ N, and B_n denotes the n−th Bernoulli polynomial.

For integral values of s, the function ζ_H (s, z) is related to derivatives of the digamma function in the following way:

ζ_H (n + 1, z) =

(−1)^{n+1} n! ψ^{(n)}(z), n = 1, 2, ... 2.5 Automorphic scattering matrix

Let ϕ(s) denote the determinant of the hyperbolic scattering matrix Φ(s), see [44, §3.5]. The function ϕ(s) is meromorphic of order two ([44, Thm. 4.4.3]). It is regular for Re(s) >^1_2 except for a finite number of poles σ_1, σ_2, . . . σ_m ∈ (1/2, 1]; each pole has multiplicity no greater than c, the number of cusps of M.

We let ρ denote an arbitrary pole of ϕ(s). Since ϕ(s)ϕ(1 − s) = 1, the set of zeros and poles are related by N(ϕ) = 1 − P (ϕ), hence 1 − σ_1, 1 − σ_2, . . . 1 − σ_m are the zeros in [0, 1/2). Each pole σ_i ∈ (1/2, 1] corresponds to a Δ−eigenspace, A_1(λ_i), with eigenvalue λ_i = σ_i(1 − σ_i), i = 1, ..., m, in the space spanned by the incomplete theta series. For all i = 1, ..., m we have ([18, Eq. 3.33 on p.299])

[The multiplicity of the pole of ϕ(s) at s = σ_i] ≤ dim A_1(σ_i(1 − σ_i)) ≤ c. (2.5)

For Re(s) > 1, ϕ(s) can be written as an absolutely convergent generalized Dirichlet series and Gamma functions; namely, we have that

ϕ(s) = π^{c2} ( Γ ( s −^1_2 ) Γ (s) )_{c ∞} ∑ n=1 d(n) g^{2s}_n (2.6)

where 0 < g_1 < g_2 < ... and d(n) ∈ R with d(1) ≠ 0.

We will rewrite (2.6) in a slightly different form. Let c_1 = −2 log g_1 ≠ 0, c_2 = log d(1), and let u_n = g_n/g_1 > 1. Then for Re(s) > 1 we can write ϕ(s) = L(s)H(s) where

L(s) = π^{c2} ( Γ ( s −^1_2 ) Γ (s)

)_c

e^{c1s+c2} (2.7) and H(s) = 1 + ∞∑ n=2 a (n) u^{2s}_n , (2.8)

where a(n) ∈ R and the series (2.8) converges absolutely for Re(s) > 1. From the generalized Dirichlet series representation (2.8) of H(s) it follows that d^k ds^k log H(s) = O(β^{− Re(s)}_k ) when Re(s) → +∞, (2.9)

for some β_k > 1 where the implied constant depends on k ∈ N.

2.6 Selberg zeta-function

The Selberg zeta function associated to the quotient space M = Γ\H is defined for Re(s) > 1 by the absolutely convergent Euler product Z(s) = ∏ {P_0 }∈P (Γ) ∞∏ n=0 ( 1 − N(P_0)^{−(s+n)} ) , where P (Γ) denotes the set of all primitive hyperbolic conjugacy classes in Γ, and N(P_0) denotes the norm of P_0 ∈ Γ. From the product representation given above, we obtain for Re(s) > 1

log Z(s) = ∑ {P_0 }∈P (Γ) ∞∑ n=0 ( − ∞∑ l=1 N(P_0)^{−(s+n)l} l ) = − ∑ P ∈H(Γ) Λ(P ) N(P )^s log N(P )

, (2.10)

where H(Γ) denotes the set of all hyperbolic conjugacy classes in Γ, and Λ(P ) =^{log N(P0)}_{1−N(P )−1} , for the (unique) primitive element P_0 conjugate to P .

Let P_{00} be the primitive hyperbolic conjugacy class in all of P (Γ) with the smallest norm. Setting α = N(P_{00})^12 , we see that for Re(s) > 2 and k ∈ N the asymptotic d^k ds^k log Z(s) = O(α^{− Re(s)}) when Re(s) → +∞. (2.11)

Here the implied constant depends on k ∈ N.

We now state the divisor of the Z(s) (see [45, p. 49] [18, p. 499]):

1. Zeros at the points s_j on the line Re(s) =^1_2 symmetric relative to the real axis and in (1/2, 1].

Each zero s_j has multiplicity m(s_j ) = m(λ_j ) where s_j (1 − s_j ) = λ_j is an eigenvalue in the discrete spectrum of Δ;

2. Zeros at the points s_j = 1 − σ_j ∈ [0, 1/2) (see § 2.5). Here, by (2.5), the multiplicity m(s_j ) is [multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ_j = σ_j (1 − σ_j ) ] − [order of the pole of ϕ(s) at s = σ_j ] ≥ 0;

3. If λ =^1_4 is an eigenvalue of Δ of multiplicity d_{1/4}, then s =^1_2 is a zero (or a pole, depending on the sign of the following) of Z(s) of multiplicity 2d_{1/4} −^1_2 ( c − tr Φ(^1_2 ) ) ; 4. Zeros at each s = ρ, where ρ is a pole of ϕ(s) with Re(ρ) <^1_2 ; 5. Trivial Zeros at points s = −n ∈ −N, with multiplicities^{vol(M)}_{2π} (2n + 1); 6. Poles at s = −n −^1_2 , where n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , each with multiplicity c.

2.7 Selberg zeta function of higher order

For Re(s) > 1 and r ∈ N, following [27], Section 4.2. we define the Selberg zeta function of order r, or the poly-Selberg zeta function of degree r, by the relation

Z^{(r)}(s) = exp − ∑ P ∈H(Γ) Λ(P ) N(P )^s (log N(P ))^r .

This definition is consistent with the case r = 1 (see Equation 2.10), namely Z^{(1)}(s) = Z(s). Following [27], Section 4.2. it is easy to show that

Z^{(r)}(s) = ∏ {P_0}∈P (Γ) ∞∏ n=0 H_r ( N(P_0)^{−(s+n)}

)_{(log N(P0))}−(r−1) ,

for Re(s) > 1, where H_r(z) = exp(−Li_r(z)), and

Li_r(z) = ∞∑ k=1 z^k k^r (|z| < 1) is the polylogarithm of a degree r.

The meromorphic continuation of Z^{(r)}(s) follows inductively for r ∈ N from the differential ladder relation d^{r−1} dz^{r−1} log Z^{(r)}(s) = (−1)^{r−1} log Z(s).

See [27, Proposition 4.9] for more details. Note that [27] deals with compact Riemann surfaces, so one must modify the region Ω_Γ defined in [27, Proposition 4.9] by excluding the vertical lines passing through poles ρ of the hyperbolic scattering determinant ϕ; the other details are identical.

2.8 Complete zeta functions

In this subsection we define two zeta functions Z_+(s) and Z_−(s) associated with Z(s) which are both entire functions of order two. Set Z_+(s) = Z(s) G_1(s)(Γ(s − 1/2))^c , where G_1(s) is defined by (2.4). Note that we have canceled out the trivial zeros and poles of Z(s), hence the set N(Z_+) consists of the following:

• At s =^1_2 , the multiplicity of the zero is a, where

a = 2d_{1/4} + c −^1_2 ( c − tr Φ(^1_2 ) ) = 2d_{1/4} +^1_2 ( c + tr Φ(^1_2 ) ) ≥ 0;

• Zeros at the points s_j on the line Re(s) =^1_2 symmetric relative to the real axis and in (1/2, 1].

Each zero s_j has multiplicity m(s_j ) = m(λ_j ) where s_j (1 − s_j ) = λ_j is an eigenvalue in the discrete spectrum of Δ;

• Zeros at the points s_j = 1 − σ_j ∈ [0, 1/2) (see § 2.5). Here, by (2.5), the multiplicity m(s_j ) is

[multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ_j = σ_j (1 − σ_j ) ] − [order of the pole of ϕ(s) at s = σ_j ] ≥ 0;

• Zeros at each s = ρ, where ρ is a pole of ϕ(s) with Re(ρ) <^1_2 . Set Z_−(s) = Z_+(s)ϕ(s).

Then it follows that N(Z_−) = 1 − N(Z_+). That is, s is a zero of Z_+ iff 1 − s is a zero (of the same multiplicity) of Z_−.

3 Lax-Phillips scattering operator on M

Following [28] and [39] we will introduce the scattering operator B on M and identify its spectrum. Let u = u(z, t) be a smooth function on H × R. Consider the hyperbolic wave equation for −Δ, u_{tt} = Lu = −Δu − u 4 , with initial values f = {f_1, f_2} ∈ H(Γ) × H(Γ), where

u(z, 0) = f_1(z) and u_t(z, 0) = f_2(z).

Recall that ⟨·, ·⟩ is the inner product on H(Γ) . The energy form (norm) for the wave equation is E(u) = ⟨u, Lu⟩ + ⟨∂_tu, ∂_tu⟩ .

The energy form is independent of t, so in terms of initial values, an integration by parts yields E(f) = ∫ F

( y^2 |∂f_1|^2 −

|f_1|^2 4 + |f_2|^2 ) dxdy y^2 ,

where F denotes the Ford fundamental domain of Γ.

In general, the quadratic form E is not positive definite. To overcome this difficulty we follow [39] and modify E in the following manner: Choose a partition of unity {ψ_j | j = 0, . . . , c} with ψ_0 of compact support and ψ_j = 1 in the jth cusp (transformed to ∞) for y > a, where a is fixed and sufficiently large. Set

E_j (f) = ∫ F ψ_j ( y^2 |∂f_1|^2 −

|f_1|^2 4 + |f_2|^2 ) dxdy y^2 ,

so that E = ∑ j E_j . There exists a constant k_1 and a compact subset K ⊂ F so that

G(f) := E(f) + k_1 ∫ K |f_1|^2 dxdy y^2

is positive definite^2.

Define the Hilbert space H(Γ)_G as the completion with respect to G of C^∞ data f = {f_1, f_2} ∈ C^∞_0 (F) × C^∞_0 (F) with compact support.

The wave equation may be written in the form f_t = Af where A = ( 0 I L 0 ) , defined as the closure of A, restricted to C^∞_0 (F) × C^∞_0 (F). The operator A is the infinitesimal generator a unitary group U(t) with respect to the energy norm E. The Incoming and Outgoing subspaces of H(Γ)_G are defined as follows.

• The Incoming subspace D_− is the closure in H(Γ)_G of the set of elements of the form {y^{1/2}φ(y), y^{3/2}φ^′(y)}, where φ is a smooth function of y which vanishes for y ≤ a, and φ^′ =^d_{dy} φ.

• The Outgoing subspace D_+ is defined analogously as the closure of {y^{1/2}φ(y), −y^{3/2}φ^′(y)}.

The subspaces D_− and D_+ are G orthogonal. Let K denote the orthogonal complement of D_− ⊕ D_+ in H(Γ)_G and let P denote the G-orthogonal (and E-orthogonal^3) projection of H(Γ)_G onto K and set Z(t) = P U(t)P , for t ≥ 0. The operators Z(t) form a strongly continuous semigroup of operators on K with infinitesimal generator B. For every λ in the resolvent set of B, (B − λI)^{−1} is a compact operator [29, Sec. 3]. Hence, B has a pure point spectrum of finite multiplicity and (B − λI)^{−1} is meromorphic in the entire complex plane. See also [28, Thm. 2.7].

Following [39], we define the singular set σ(Γ). First, we define the multiplicity function m(r) as follows:

1. If Im(r) ≤ 0 and r ≠ 0, the multiplicity m(r) is the dimension of the eigenspace for λ = 1 4 + r^2 for Δ on M = Γ \ H . Hence for Im(r) ≤ 0, m(r) = 0 outside of (−∞, ∞) ∪ −i(0,^1_2 ].

2[39, p. 4] and [29, p. 265] differ in the y^{−2} term.

3Since the functions ϕ(y) are zero outside of the cusp sectors, the E and G forms agree.

2. If Im(r) > 0, m(r) is the multiplicity of the eigenvalue^1_4 + r^2 plus the order of the pole (or negative the order of the zero) of ϕ(s) at s =^1_2 + ir.

3. For r = 0, m(r) is twice the multiplicity of the cusp forms (with eigenvalue λ = 1/4) plus (c + tr(Φ(1/2))/2.

Then, the singular set σ(Γ) is defined to be the set of all r ∈ C with m(r) > 0, counted with multiplicity. The singular set σ(Γ) is closely related to the spectrum Spec(B) of the operator B by the equation Spec(B) = iσ(Γ), see [39].

Therefore, by setting s =^1_2 + ir and referring to §2.8, we have

Spec ( 1 2 I + B ) = N(Z_+). (3.1) and Spec ( 1 2 I − B ) = N(Z_−). (3.2)

4 Process of zeta regularization

In the mathematical literature, there exist mainly three different approaches to zeta regularization. In the abstract approach, as in [19], [21], [24] and [26] the authors start with a general sequence of complex numbers (generalized eigenvalues) and define criteria for the zeta regularization process. For example, in [21], a theta series is introduced and, under suitable conditions at zero and infinity, a possibly regularized zeta function is defined as the Laplace-Mellin transform of the theta series.

The second approach is based on a generalization of the Poisson summation formula or explicit formula. Starting with the truncated heat kernel, one defines a regularized zeta function as the Mellin transform of the trace of the truncated heat kernel modulo the factor^1_{Γ(s)} . Variants of the second approach can be found in [42], [43] , [8], [36], [37], [35], [15] and many others. The third approach, formulated by A. Voros in [46], [47], [48], and [49] is based on the construction of the so-called superzeta functions, meaning zeta functions constructed over a set of zeros of the primary zeta function. In this setting, one starts with a sequence of zeros, rather than the sequence of eigenvalues, of a certain meromorphic function and then induces zeta regularization through meromorphic continuation of an integral representation of this function, valid in a certain strip. In this section we give a brief description of this methodology. Let R^− = (−∞, 0] be the non-positive real numbers. Let {y_k}_{k∈N} be the sequence of zeros of an entire function f of order two, repeated with their multiplicities. Let X_f = {z ∈ C | (z − y_k) /∈ R^− for all y_k}. For z ∈ X_f , and s ∈ C (where convergent) consider the series

Z_f (s, z) = ∞∑ k=1 (z − y_k)^{−s}, (4.1)

where the complex exponent is defined using the principal branch of the logarithm with arg z ∈ (−π, π) in the cut plane C \ R^− .

Since f is of order two, Z_f (s, z) converges absolutely for Re(s) > 2. The series Z_f (s, z) is called the zeta function associated to the zeros of f, or the simply the superzeta function of f. If Z_f (s, z) has a meromorphic continuation which is regular at s = 0, we define the zeta regularized product associated to f as D_f (z) = exp ( − d ds Z_f (s, z)|_{s=0} ) .

Hadamard’s product formula allows us to write

f(z) = Δ_f (z) = e^{g(z)}z^r ∞∏ k=1 (( 1 − z y_k ) exp [ z y_k + z^2 2y_k^2 ]) , (4.2)

where g(z) is a polynomial of degree 2 or less, r ≥ 0 is the order of eventual zero of f at z = 0, and the other zeros y_k are listed with multiplicity. A simple calculation shows that when z ∈ X_f ,

Z_f (3, z) = 1 2 (log Δ_f (z))^{′′′} . (4.3)

The following proposition is due to Voros ([46], [48], [49]). For completeness, we give a different proof.

Proposition 4.1. Let f be an entire function of order two, and for k ∈ N, let y_k be the sequence of zeros of f. Let Δ_f (z) denote the Hadamard product representation of f. Assume that for n > 2 we have the following asymptotic expansion:

log Δ_f (z) = ~a_2z^2(log z − 3 2 ) + b_2z^2 + ~a_1z (log z − 1) + b_1z + ~a_0 log z + b_0 + n−1∑ k=1 a_kz^{μk} + h_n(z), (4.4)

where 1 > μ_1 > ... > μ_n → −∞, and h_n(z) is a sequence of holomorphic functions in the sector |arg z| < θ < π, (θ > 0) such that h^{(j)}n (z) = O(|z|^{μn −j} ), as |z| → ∞ in the above sector, for all integers j ≥ 0.

Then, for all z ∈ X_f , the superzeta function Z_f (s, z) has a meromorphic continuation to the half-plane Re(s) < 2 which is regular at s = 0.

Furthermore, the zeta regularized product D_f (z) associated to Z_f (s, z) is related to Δ_f (z) through the formula D_f (z) = e^{−(b2z2 +b1z+b0 )}Δ_f (z). (4.5)

Proof. For any z ∈ X_f , the series

Z_f (3, z + y) = ∞∑ k=1 (z + y − y_k)^{−3} (4.6)

converges absolutely and uniformly for y ∈ (0, ∞). Furthermore, application of [16, Formula 3.194.3], with μ = 3 − s, ν = 3 and β = (z − y_k)^{−1} yields, for all y_k, ∞∫ 0 y^{2−s} dy (z + y − y_k)^3 = 1 2 (z − y_k)^{−s}Γ(3 − s)Γ(s).

Absolute and uniform convergence of the series (4.6) for Re(s) > 2 implies that

Z_f (s, z) = 2 Γ(3 − s)Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 Z_f (3, z + y)y^{2−s}dy, for 2 < Re(s) < 3. From the relation 1 Γ(s)Γ(3 − s) = 1 Γ(s)Γ(1 − s)(1 − s)(2 − s) = sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) , (which is obtained by the functional equation and the reflection formula for the gamma function) we obtain Z_f (s, z) =

2 sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) ∫_∞ 0 Z_f (3, z + y)y^{2−s}dy, (4.7)

for 2 < Re(s) < 3.

Next, we use (4.7) together with (4.4) in order to get the meromorphic continuation of Z_f (s, z) to the half plane Re(s) < 3. We start with (4.3) and differentiate Equation (4.4) three times to get

Z_f (3, z + y) = ~a_2 (z + y) − ~a_1 2(z + y)^2 + ~a_0 (z + y)^3 + n−1∑ k=1 a_kμ_k(μ_k − 1)(μ_k − 2) 2(z + y)^{3−μk} + 1 2 h^{′′′}_n (z + y), for any n > 2.

Since μ_k ↘ −∞, for an arbitrary μ < 0 there exists k_0 such that μ_k ≤ μ for all k ≥ k_0, hence we may write

Z_f (3, z + y)y^3 = y^3 ( ~a_2 (z + y) − ~a_1 2(z + y)^2 + ~a_0 (z + y)^3 + k_0 −1∑

k=1 a_kμ_k(μ_k − 1)(μ_k − 2) 2(z + y)^{3−μk} ) + g_μ(z + y),

where g_μ(z + y) =^1_2 y^3h^{′′′}_{k0} (z + y). Note that g_μ(z + y) = O(y^μ) as y → ∞, and g_μ(z + y) = O(y^3) as y ↘ 0. (4.8) Application of [16, Formula 3.194.3] yields ∫_∞ 0 Z_f (3, z + y)y^{2−s}dy = ~a_2z^{2−s}Γ(3 − s)Γ(s − 2) − ~a_1 2 z^{1−s}Γ(3 − s)Γ(s − 1) + ~a_0 2 Γ(3 − s)Γ(s) + k_0 −1∑

k=1 a_kμ_k(μ_k − 1)(μ_k − 2)

Γ(3 − s)Γ(s − μ_k)

2Γ(3 − μ_k) z^{μk −s} + ∫_∞ 0 g_μ(z + y)y^{−s−1}dy. (4.9) The integral on the right hand side of (4.9) is the Mellin transform of the function g_μ. By (4.8) this integral represents a holomorphic function in s for all s in the half strip μ < Re(s) < 3. The other terms on the right hand side of (4.9) are meromorphic in s, hence the right-hand side of (4.9) provides meromorphic continuation of integral ∫_∞ 0 Z_f (3, z + y)y^{2−s}dy from the strip 2 < Re(s) < 3 to the strip μ < Re(s) < 3. Since μ < 0 was chosen arbitrarily, we can let μ → −∞ and obtain the meromorphic continuation of this integral to the half plane Re(s) < 3. Formula (4.9), together with (4.7), after multiplication with^2_{Γ(s)Γ(3−s)} , now yields the following representation of Z_f (s, z), for an arbitrary, fixed z ∈ X_f , valid in the half plane μ < Re(s) < 3:

Z_f (s, z) = 2~a_2 (s − 1)(s − 2) z^{2−s} − ~a_1 (s − 1) z^{1−s} + ~a_0z^{−s} − k_0 −1∑

k=1 a_k Γ(s − μ_k) Γ(s)Γ(−μ_k) z^{μk −s} + 1 Γ(s)Γ(3 − s) ∫_∞ 0 h^{′′′}_{k0} (z + y)y^{2−s}dy. (4.10) From the decay properties of h^{′′′}_{k0} (z + y), it follows that Z_f (s, z) is holomorphic at s = 0. Furthermore since^1_{Γ(s)} has a zero at s = 0, the derivative of the last term in (4.10) is equal to ( d ds 1 Γ(s) | | | |_{s=0} ) 1 Γ(3) ∫_∞ 0 h^{′′′}_{k0} (z + y)y^2dy = − 1 2 ∫_∞ 0 h^{′′′}_{k0} (z + y)y^2dy = h_{k0} (z),

where the last equality is obtained from integration by parts two times, and using the decay of h_{k0} (z + y) and its derivatives as y → +∞, for μ_{k0} < 0. Moreover, since d ds Γ(s − μ_k) Γ(s) | | |_{s=0} = lim_{s→0}

Γ(s − μ_k) Γ(s) · Γ^′ Γ (s) = −Γ(−μ_k), elementary computations yield − d ds Z_f (s, z) | | | |_{s=0} = ~a^2z^2(log z − 3 2 ) + ~a_1z (log z − 1) + ~a_0 log z +

k_0 −1∑

k=1 a_kz^{μk} + h_{k0} (z),

for z in the sector |arg z| < θ < π, (θ > 0). Finally, (4.5) follows from the uniqueness of analytic continuation.

5 Polar structure of superzeta functions associated to Z_+ and Z_−

Recall the definitions of Z_+, Z_−, G_1, and the null sets N(Z_±).

Set X_± = X_{Z±} , and for z ∈ X_±, denote by ζ^±_B (s, z) := Z_{Z±} (s, z) the superzeta functions of Z_±. In this section we prove that ζ^±_B (s, z) has a meromorphic continuation to all s ∈ C , with simple poles at s = 2 and s = 1, and we determine the corresponding residues.

Let G_1(s, z) be the superzeta function associated to the G_1(s), defined for z ∈ X_{G1} = C \ R^− , and Re(s) > 2 by

G_1(s, z) = vol(M) 2π ∞∑ n=0 (2n + 1) (z + n)^s = vol(M) π [ζ_H (s − 1, z) − (z − 1/2)ζ_H (s, z)] . (5.1)

Equation 5.1 and the meromorphic continuation of ζ_H (s, z) immediately yield

Proposition 5.1. For for z ∈ C \ R^− , function G_1(s, z) admits a meromorphic continuation (in the s variable) to C with simple poles at s = 2 and s = 1, with corresponding residues^{vol(M)}_π and −^{vol(M)}_{2π} (2z− 1), respectively.

Recall the divisor of the Selberg zeta-function Z(s) in §2.6 and note that {z ∈ C | (z − w_k) /∈ R^− for all w_k} = X_+, where w_k is a zero or a pole of Z(s). Analogously, the set {z ∈ C | (z − y_k) /∈ R^− for all y_k}, where y_k is a zero or a pole of ZH(s) is equal to X_−. The polar structure of the superzeta function ζ^+_B (s, z) is given as follows:

Theorem 5.2. Fix z ∈ X_+. The superzeta function ζ^+_B (s, z) has meromorphic continuation to all s ∈ C , and satisfies

ζ^+_B (s, z) = −G_1(s, z) + cζ_H (s, z −^1_2 ) + sin πs π ∫_∞ 0 ( Z^′ Z (z + y) ) y^{−s}dy. (5.2) Furthermore, the function ζ^+_B (s, z) has two simple poles at s = 1 and s = 2 with corresponding residues

vol(M)

π (z − 1/2) + c and −^{vol(M)}_π respectively.

Proof. For z ∈ X_+ and 2 < Re(s) < 3, we apply Proposition 4.1 and Equation 4.3 to get

ζ^+_B (s, z) + G_1(s, z) =

2 sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) ∫_∞ 0 [ ζ^+_B (3, z + y) + G_1(3, z + y) ] y^{2−s}dy (5.3) = sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) ∫_∞ 0 (log F (z + y))^{′′′} y^{2−s}dy = sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) ∫_∞ 0 y^{2−s}d ( (log F (z + y))^{′′} ) , where we put F (x) = Z_+(x)G_1(x), hence, according to §2.8

log(F (x)) = log Z(x) − c log ( Γ(x −^1_2 ) ) , and (log F (z + y))^{′′} = −cψ^′(z + y − 1/2) + ( Z^′(z + y) Z(z + y) )_′ . For fixed z ∈ X_+, it follows from ((2.11) and (2.1)) that

(log F (z + y))^{′′} = O ( 1 y ) , as y → ∞ and (log F (z + y))^{′′} = O(1), as y ↘ 0.

Therefore, for 1 < Re(s) < 2 we may integrate by parts and obtain sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) ∫_∞ 0 y^{2−s}d ( (log F (z + y))^{′′} ) = (5.4) − sin πs π(1 − s) ∫_∞ 0 ( Z^′(z + y) Z(z + y) )_′ y^{1−s}dy + c sin πs π(1 − s) ∫_∞ 0 ψ^′(z + y − 1/2)y^{1−s}dy = I_1(s, z) + I_2(s, z).

First, we deal with I_1(s, z). By (2.11),^{Z′(z+y)}_{Z(z+y)} = O(y^{−n}), for any positive integer n, as y → ∞. Also,^{Z′(z+y)}

Z(z+y) = O(1), for fixed z ∈ X+, as y → 0. Hence we may apply integration by parts to the

integral I_1(s, z) and obtain, for 0 < Re(s) < 1 and z ∈ X_+,

I_1(s, z) = − sin πs π(1 − s) ∫_∞ 0 y^{1−s}d ( Z^′(z + y) Z(z + y) ) = sin πs π ∫_∞ 0 Z^′(z + y) Z(z + y) y^{−s}dy.

The integral I_1(s, z), for z ∈ X_+ is actually a holomorphic function in the half plane Re(s) < 1. To see this, let μ ≤ 0 be arbitrary. Since (log Z(z + y))^′ = O(N(P_0)^{− Re(z+y)/2}), as y → +∞, we have that (log Z(z + y))^′ = O(y^{−2+μ}), as y → +∞, where the implied constant may depend upon z and μ. Hence, (log Z(z + y))^′y^{−s} = O(y^{−2}), as y → +∞, for all s such that μ < Re(s) ≤ 0. Moreover, the bound^{Z′ (z+y)}_{Z(z+y)} = O(1), for fixed z ∈ X_+ implies that (log Z(z + y))^′y^{−s} = O(1), as y → 0, for all s in the half plane Re(s) ≤ 0. This shows that for z ∈ X_+ the integral I_1(s, z) is absolutely convergent in the strip μ < Re(s) ≤ 0, hence represents a holomorphic function for all s in that strip. Since μ ≤ 0 was arbitrarily chosen, we have proved that I_1(s, z), for z ∈ X_+, is holomorphic function in the half plane Re(s) ≤ 0.

Next, we claim that I_1(s, z), for z ∈ X_+, can be continued to the half-plane Re(s) > 0 as an entire function. For z ∈ X_+ and 0 < Re(s) < 1 we put

I_1(s, z) = ∫_∞ 0 ( Z^′ Z (z + y) ) y^{−s}dy and show that for z ∈ X_+ the integral I_1(s, z) can be meromorphically continued to the half-plane Re(s) > 0 with simple poles at the points s = 1, 2, ... and corresponding residues

Res_{s=n}I_1(s, z) = − 1 (n − 1)!

(log Z(z))^{(n)}. (5.5)

Since the function sin(πs) has simple zeros at points s = 1, 2, ... this would prove that I_1(s, z), for z ∈ X_+ is actually an entire function of s.

Let μ > 0 be arbitrary, put n = ⌊μ⌋ to be the integer part of μ and let δ > 0 (depending upon z ∈ X_+ and μ) be such that for y ∈ (0, δ) we have the Taylor series expansion

(log Z(z + y))^′ = n∑ j=1 (log Z(z))^{(j)} (j − 1)! y^{j−1} + R_1(z, y),

where R_1(z, y) = O(y^n), as y → 0. Then, for 0 < Re(s) < 1 we may write

I_1(s, z) = n∑ j=1 (log Z(z))^{(j)} (j − 1)! δ^{j−s} j − s + ∫_δ 0 R_1(z, y)y^{−s}dy + ∫_∞ δ ( Z^′ Z (z + y) ) y^{−s}dy.

The bound on R_1(z, y) and the bound (2.11) imply that the last two integrals are holomorphic functions of s for Re(s) ∈ (0, μ). The first sum is meromorphic in s, for Re(s) ∈ (0, μ), with simple poles at s = j, j ∈ {1, ..., n} and residues equal to −(log Z(z))^{(j)}/(j − 1)!. Since μ > 0 is arbitrary, this proves the claim. Therefore, we have proved that I_1(s, z) is holomorphic function in the whole complex s−plane.

In order to evaluate integral I_2(s, z) we use the fact that ψ^′(w) = ζ_H (2, w) and that, for 1 < Re(s) < 2 ∞∑ k=0 ∫_∞ 0 | | | | y^{1−s}dy (z + k − 1/2 + y)^2 | | | | ≪ ∞∑ k=0 1 |z + k − 1/2|^{Re(s)} < ∞.

For z − p /∈ R^− , and 0 < Re(s) < 2, applying [16, Formula 3.194.3.] we get ∫_∞ 0 y^{1−s}dy (z + y − p)^2 = ∫_∞ 0 y^{s−1}dy (1 + y [z − p])^2 = 1 (z − p)^s · Γ(s)Γ(2 − s) Γ(2) = = (1 − s)Γ(s)Γ(1 − s) (z − p)^s = π(1 − s) sin πs · 1 (z − p)^s , hence the dominated convergence theorem yields

I_2(s, z) = c sin πs π(1 − s) ∞∑ k=0 ∫_∞ 0 y^{1−s}dy (z + k − 1/2 + y)^2 = c ∞∑ k=0 1 (z + k − 1/2)^s = cζ_H (s, z − 1/2).

This, together with the representation (5.1) of G_1(s, z) and formula (5.3) proves (5.2) for z ∈ X_+. Moreover, for z ∈ X_+, the function I_2(s, z) is meromorphic in the whole s−plane, with a single simple pole at s = 1, with residue c, hence the function I_1(s, z) + I_2(s, z) is also meromorphic in the whole s−plane, with a single simple pole at s = 1, with residue c. Combining this with Proposition 5.1 completes the proof.

The polar structure of the superzeta function ζ^−_B (s, z), in the s−plane, for z ∈ X_− is determined in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.3. For z ∈ X_− the superzeta function ζ^−_B (s, z) can be represented as

ζ^−_B (s, z) = −G_1(s, z) + cζ_H (s, z) + sin πs π ∫_∞ 0 ( (ZH)^′ ZH (z + y) ) y^{−s}dy. (5.6) Moreover, the superzeta function ζ^−_B (s, z), for z ∈ X_−, is a meromorphic function in variable s, with two simple poles at s = 1 and s = 2 with corresponding residues^{vol(M)}_π (z − 1/2) + c and −^{vol(M)}_π .

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Theorem 5.2. We start with

Z_−(s)G_1(s) = π^{c/2} exp(c_1s + c_2)Γ(s)^{−c}(ZH)(s), (5.7)

where the left-hand side of the equation is entire function of order two. Proceeding analogously as above, for 2 < Re(s) < 3 we get

ζ^−_B (s, z) + G_1(s, z) =

2 sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) ∫_∞ 0 [ ζ^−_B (3, z + y) + G_1(3, z + y) ] y^{2−s}dy = sin πs π(1 − s)(2 − s) ∫_∞ 0 y^{2−s}d ( (log T (z + y))^{′′} ) , where (log T (z + y))^{′′} = −cψ^′(z + y) + ( (ZH)^′(z + y) ZH(z + y) )_′ . Bounds (2.9) and (2.11) imply that, for an arbitrary μ > 0, positive integer k and z ∈ X_− we have d^k dy^k (log(ZH)(z + y)) = O(y^{−μ}), as y → +∞, where the implied constant depends upon z and k. Moreover, from the series representation of Z(s) and H(s) it is evident that (log(ZH)(z + y))^′ = O(1), as y → 0.

Therefore, repeating the steps of the proof presented above we deduce that (5.6) holds true and that the superzeta function ζ^−_B (s, z), for z ∈ X_−, possesses meromorphic continuation to the whole complex s−plane with simple poles at s = 1 and s = 2 with residues^{vol(M)}_π (z − 1/2) + c and −^{vol(M)}_π , respectively.

6 Regularized determinant of the Lax-Phillips operator B

After identifying the polar structure of the zeta functions ζ^±_B , we are in position to state and prove our main results.

First, we express the complete zeta function Z_+(z) as a regularized determinant of the operator zI − (^1_2 I + B), modulo the factor of the form exp(α_1z + β_1), where α_1 = vol(M) log(2π)/π and β_1 =^{vol(M)}_{4π} (4ζ^′(−1) − log(2π)) +^c_2 log(2π) and obtain an analogous expression for the complete zeta function Z_−(z), see Theorem 6.2. below.

Moreover, we prove that the scattering determinant ϕ(z) is equal to the product of exp(c_1z + c_2 + c 2 log π) and the quotient of regularized determinants of operators zI −(^1_2 I −B) and zI −(^1_2 I +B). Then, we define the higher depth regularized determinant, i.e. the regularized determinant of depth r ∈ {1, 2, ...} and show that the determinant of depth r of the operator zI − (^1_2 I + B) can be expressed as a product of the Selberg zeta function of order r and the Milnor gamma functions of depth r, see Theorem 6.4. below.

Finally, we express Z^′(1) in terms of the (suitably normalized) regularized determinant of^1_2 I −B.

6.1 Regularized product associated to G_1, Z_+, and Z_−

A simple application of Proposition 4.1 yields expressions for regularized products associated to G_1, Z_+, and Z_−. We start with G_1(s, z), which is regular at s = 0, hence we have the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. For all z ∈ C \ (−∞, 0], the zeta regularized product of G_1(s, z) is given by

D_{G1} (z) = exp ( − vol(M) 2π [ 2z log(2π) + (2ζ^′(−1) − log( √ 2π)) ]) G_1(z).

Proof. From (2.4) we get

log G_1(z) = vol(M) 2π (z log(2π) + 2 log G(z + 1) − log Γ(z)) ,

upon applying (2.3) (2.1), (and ζ^′(0) = −^1_2 log(2π)), and after a straightforward computation we obtain

log G_1(z) = vol(M) 2π [ z^2(log z −^3_2 ) − z(log z − 1) + (2 log(2π))z

+^1_3 log z − (^1_2 log(2π) − 2ζ^′(−1)) ] + m−1∑ j=1 c_j z^j + h_m(z), where c_j and h_m(z) can be explicitly determined from (2.3) and (2.1) as Re(z) → ∞ in the sector | arg z| <^π_2 − δ, where δ > 0. Applying Proposition 4.1 with

~a_2 =^{vol(M)}_{2π} , b_2 = 0, ~a_1 = −^{vol(M)}_{2π} , b_1 =^{vol(M)}_π log(2π), ~a_0 =^{vol(M)}_{6π} , b_0 =^{vol(M)}_{2π} (2ζ^′(−1)−log( √ 2π)) we obtain exp ( − d ds G_1(s, z) | | |_{s=0} ) = exp ( − vol(M) 2π [ 2z log(2π) + (2ζ^′(−1) − log( √ 2π)) ]) G_1(z) (6.1)

Recall that Spec

(_1 2 I + B ) = N(Z_+) and Spec

(_1 2 I − B ) = N(Z_−), hence Spec ( zI − (^1_2 I + B) ) = {z − y_k | y_k ∈ N(Z_+)} and Spec ( zI − (^1_2 I − B) ) = {z − y_k | y_k ∈ N(Z_−)}. Therefore, for z ∈ X_± we define

det ( zI − ( 1 2 I + B) ) = D_{Z+} (z) = exp ( − d ds ζ^+_B (s, z) | | | |_{s=0} ) , respectively det ( zI − ( 1 2 I − B) ) = D_{Z−} (z) = exp ( − d ds ζ^−_B (s, z) | | |_{s=0} ) . Our main result is

Theorem 6.2. For z ∈ X_±, the regularized product of Z_±(z) is given by det ( zI − ( 1 2 I ± B) ) = exp ( − d ds ζ^±_B (s, z) | | |_{s=0} ) = Υ_±(z)Z_±(z), (6.2)

where

Υ_+(z) = exp [ vol(M) 2π ( 2z log(2π) + 2ζ^′(−1) − 1 2 log(2π) + cπ vol(M) log(2π) )] , and Υ_−(z) = exp [( vol(M) π log(2π) − c_1 ) z + vol(M) 2π (2ζ^′(−1) − log( √ 2π)) − c_2 + c 2 log 2 ] . Moreover, for z ∈ X_+ ∩ X_−

ϕ(z) = (π)^c2 e^{c1z+c2} det ( zI − (^1_2 I − B) ) det ( zI − (^1_2 I + B)

) . (6.3)

Proof. As z → ∞, in Re(z) > 0, upon applying (2.3) (2.1) we get

log Z_+(z) = log Z(z) − log G_1(z) − c log Γ(z −^1_2 ) = log Z(z)− − vol(M) 2π [ z^2(log z −^3_2 ) − z(log z − 1) + 2z log(2π) +^1_3 log z − (^1_2 log(2π) − 2ζ^′(−1)) ]

− c ( 1 2 log(2π) + (z − 1) log z − z ) + m−1∑ j=1 c_j z^j + h_m(z), (6.4)

where the c_j and h_m(z) can be calculated explicitly (with the help of Legendre’s duplication formula). By (2.11), log Z(z) and its derivatives are of rapid decay, so it can be grouped with the last terms on the right.

Applying Proposition 4.1 with

~a_2 =^{− vol(M)}_{2π} , b_2 = 0, ~a_1 =^{vol(M)}_{2π} − c, b_1 =^{− vol(M)}_π log(2π),

~a_0 =^{− vol(M)}_{6π} + c, b_0 =^{vol(M)}_{2π} (log( √ 2π) − 2ζ^′(−1)) − c 2 log(2π), gives us the first part of (6.2).

Next, to study ζ^−_B , recall that Z_− = ϕZ_+. By (2.7), (2.9) and expansion

log L(z) = c 2 log π + c_1z + c_2 + c log Γ(z −^1_2 ) − c log Γ(z),

we have, as z → ∞, in Re(z) > 0,

log Z_−(z) = log Z(z) − log G_1(z) − c log Γ(z) + c 2 log π + c_1z + c_2 + log H(z) = − vol(M) 2π [ z^2(log z −^3_2 ) − z(log z − 1) + 2z log(2π)

+^1_3 log z − (^1_2 log(2π) − 2ζ^′(−1)) ] − c ( 1 2 log(2π) + (z −^1_2 ) log z − z )

+ c 2 log π + c_1z + c_2 + log Z(z) + log H(z) + m−1∑ j=1 c_j z^j + h_m(z) (6.5)

Note that we can group log Z(z) + log H(z) with the rapidly decaying remainder terms in (6.5). Applying Proposition 4.1 with

~a_2 = −^{vol(M)}_{2π} , b_2 = 0, ~a_1 =^{vol(M)}_{2π} − c, b_1 = −^{vol(M)}_{2π} · 2 log(2π) + c_1,

~a_0 = −^{vol(M)}_{6π} + c 2 , b_0 = −^{vol(M)}_{2π} (2ζ^′(−1) − log( √ 2π)) + c_2 − c 2 log 2

gives us the second part of (6.2).

It is left to prove (6.3). It follows after a straightforward computation from the relation ϕ(z) = Z_−(z)/Z_+(z) combined with (6.2).

Remark 6.3. Equation (6.3) shows that the scattering determinant, modulo a certain multiplication factor, is equal to a regularized determinant of the operator ( B + ( z −^1_2 ) I ) ( R(_{z−} 1_2 )(B) ) , for z ∈ X_+ ∩ X_−, where R_λ(B) denotes the resolvent of the operator B. This result is reminiscent of [14, Theorem 1], once we recall that B is the infinitesimal generator of the one-parameter family Z(t). Namely, the right hand side represents the quotient of regularized determinants of operators with infinitely many eigenvalues, while the left hand side is a determinant of a matrix operator.

Remark 6.4. Since the Selberg zeta function Z(s) possesses a non-trivial, simple zero at s = 1, it is obvious that z = 1/2 /∈ X_+. However, inserting formally z = 1/2 into equation (6.3) and recalling the fact that exp(c_1/2 + c_2) = d(1)/g_1, we conclude that equation (6.3) suggests that ϕ(1/2) = (−1)^csgn(d(1)), where sgn(a) denotes the sign of a real, nonzero number a.

6.2 Higher-depth Determinants

By Theorems 5.2 and 5.3 functions ζ^+_B (s, z) and ζ^−_B (s, z) are holomorphic at s = 0, −1, −2, ..., hence it is possible to define higher-depth determinants of the operators ( zI − (^1_2 I + B) ) and ( zI − (^1_2 I − B) ) , as in [27].

The determinant of the depth r (where r = 1, 2, ...) is defined for z ∈ X_± as

det_r ( zI − ( 1 2 I + B) ) = exp ( − d ds ζ^+_B (s, z) | | | |_{s=1−r} ) (6.6) and det_r ( zI − ( 1 2 I − B) ) = exp ( − d ds ζ^−_B (s, z) | | | s=1−r ) , respectively. When r = 1, we obtain the classical (zeta) regularized determinant. The higher depth determinants of the operator ( zI − (^1_2 I + B) ) can be expressed in terms of the Selberg zeta function Z^{(r)}(s) of order r ≥ 1 and the Milnor gamma function of depth r, which is defined as

Γ_r(z) := exp ( ∂ ∂w ζ_H (w, z) | | | |_{w=1−r} ) . We have the following theorem

Theorem 6.5. For z ∈ X_+, and r ∈ N one has

det_r ( zI − ( 1 2 I + B) ) = Γ_r(z − 1 2 )^{−c} [ Z^{(r)}(z)

][_{(−1)}r−1_{(r−1)!}] ( Γ_{r+1}(z) Γ_r(z)(^{z− 12} )

)^{vol(M )}_π .

Proof. From Theorem 5.2, for z ∈ X_+ one has

ζ^+_B (s, z) = − vol(M) π [ζ_H (s − 1, z) − (z − 1/2)ζ_H (s, z)] + cζ_H (s, z − 1/2) + + sin πs π ∫_∞ 0 ( Z^′ Z (z + y) ) y^{−s}dy The right hand side is holomorphic, at s = 0, −1, −2, ....

Differentiating the above equation with respect to the variable s, inserting the value s = 1 − r, where r ∈ N and having in mind the definition of the Milnor gamma function of depth r we get d ds ζ^+_B (s, z) | | | |_{s=1−r} = − vol(M) π [ log Γ_{r+1}(z) − (z − 1 2 ) log Γ_r(z) ] + c log Γ_r(z − 1 2 ) + (6.7)

+(−1)^{r−1} ∫_∞ 0 ( Z^′ Z (z + y) ) y^{r−1}dy for z ∈ X_+.

Assume for the moment that Re(z) > 1. Then, for y ≥ 0 Z^′ Z (z + y) = ∑ P ∈H(Γ) Λ(P ) N(P )^{z+y} .

The absolute and uniform convergence of the above sum for Re(z) > 1 and y ≥ 0 imply that, for r ∈ N ∫_∞ 0 ( Z^′ Z (z + y) ) y^{r−1}dy = ∑ P ∈H(Γ) Λ(P ) N(P )^z ∫_∞ 0 y^{r−1} exp(−y log N(P ))dy =

= (r − 1)! ∑ P ∈H(Γ) Λ(P ) N(P )^z (log N(P ))^r .

Equation (6.7), together with the above relation yield the formula − d ds ζ^+_B (s, z) | | |_{s=1−r} = vol(M) π log ( Γ_{r+1}(z) Γ_r(z)(^{z− 12} ) ) − c log Γ_r(z − 1 2 ) + +(−1)^{r−1}(r − 1)! · log Z^{(r)}(z),

for Re(z) > 1. The statement of theorem follows by (6.6) and uniqueness of meromorphic continuation.

6.3 An expression for Z^′(1) as a regularized determinant

Recall that for z ∈ X_+ we have det ( zI − ( 1 2 I + B) ) = D_{Z+} (z) = exp ( − d ds ζ^+_B (s, z) | | | s=0 ) . The above regularized product is not well defined at z = 1, since z = 1 corresponds to the constant eigenfunction (λ = 0) of Δ of multiplicity one, hence it does not belong to X_+. Therefore, for Re(s) > 2 we define

(ζ^+_B )^∗(s, z) = ζ^+_B (s, z) − (z − 1)^{−s} = ∑ η∈N(Z_+)\{1} 1 (z − η)^s .

Meromorphic continuation of (ζ^+_B )^∗(s, z) for z ∈ X_+ ∪ {1} to the whole s−plane is immediate consequence of Theorem 5.2 which implies that (ζ^+_B )^∗(s, z) is holomorphic at s = 0. Moreover, − d ds (ζ^+_B )^∗(s, z) = − d ds ζ^+_B (s, z) − log(z − 1) (z − 1)^s , hence

det^∗ ( I − ( 1 2 I + B) ) = lim_{z→1} exp ( − d ds (ζ^+_B )^∗(s, z) | | | |_{s=0} ) = lim_{z→1} 1 z − 1 D_{Z+} (z), (6.8)

We give a direct proof of the following: Theorem 6.6.

det^∗ ( −B + 1 2 I ) = 2^{c2} exp [ vol(M) 2π ( 2ζ^′(−1) + 3 2 log(2π) )] Z^′(1).

Proof. From (6.8) and Theorem 6.2 it follows that

det^∗ ( 1 2 I − B ) = exp [ vol(M) 2π ( 2 log(2π) + 2ζ^′(−1) − 1 2 log(2π) + cπ vol(M) log(2π) )] ·lim_{z→1} Z_+(z) z − 1 = exp [ vol(M) 2π ( 3 2 log(2π) + 2ζ^′(−1) + cπ vol(M) log(2π) )] Z^′(1) G_1(1)(Γ(1/2))^c = = 2^{c2} exp [ vol(M) 2π ( 2ζ^′(−1) + 3 2 log(2π) )] Z^′(1).

Remark 6.7. The above corollary may be viewed as a generalization of the result of [43, Corollary 1], for the determinant D_0 to the case of the non-compact, finite volume Riemann surface with cusps. Here, the role of the Laplacian is played by the operator −B +^1_2 I. In the case when c = 0, the spectrum of −B +^1_2 I consists of points s =^1_2 + ir_n, s =^1_2 − ir_n, r_n ≠ 0, with multiplicities m(λ_n) and the point s =^1_2 with multiplicity 2d_{1/4}. Therefore, formally speaking ∏ λ_n≠0 ( 1 2 + ir_n ) ( 1 2 − ir_n ) = ∏ λ_n≠0 λ_n = det^′(Δ_0),

in the notation of Sarnak. For c = 0, Corollary 3 may be viewed as the statement

det^′(Δ_0) = exp [ vol(M) 2π ( 2ζ^′(−1) + 3 2 log(2π) )] Z^′(1).

This agrees with [43], the only difference being a constant term exp(−^{vol(M)}_{8π} ). It appears due to a different scaling parameter we use. Namely, in [43, Theorem 1], parameter is a (natural for the trace formula setting) parameter s(s−1), while we use s instead. This yields to a slightly different asymptotic expansion at infinity and produces a slightly different renormalization constant.

References

[1] V. S. Adamchik, Contributions to the theory of the Barnes function, Int. J. Math. Comput.

Sci, 9(1), 11-30. (2014) Chicago [2] G. Andrews, R. Askey, and R. Roy, Special functions, Vol. 71. Cambridge university press, 1999.

[3] M. Abramowitz and I. Stegun, Handbook of Mathematical Functions, With Formulas, Graphs, and Mathematical Tables, NBS Applied Mathematics Series 55, National Bureau of Standards, Washington, DC,1964.

[4] L. Alvarez-Gaumé, J.-B. Bost, G. Moore, P. Nelson, C. Vafa, Bosonization on higher genus Riemann surfaces, Comm. Math. Phys. 112 (1987), 503 - 552.

[5] J. Burgos Gil, J. Kramer, U. Kühn, Arithmetic characteristic classes of automorphic vector bundles, (English summary) Doc. Math. 10 (2005), 619–716.

[6] J. Burgos Gil, J. Kramer, U. Kühn, Cohomological arithmetic Chow rings, J. Inst. Math.

Jussieu 6 (2007), 1 - 172.

[7] J. Cheeger, Analytic torsion and the heat equation, Ann. of Math. 109 (1979), 259 - 322. [8] I. Efrat, Determinants of Laplacians on surfaces of finite volume, Comm. Math. Phys. 119 (1988), 443-451, Erratum, Comm. Math. Phys. 138 (1991), 607.

[9] A. Eskin, M. Kontsevich, A. Zorich, Sum of Lyapunov exponents of the Hodge bundle with respect to the Teichmüller geodesic flow, Publ. IHES 120 (2014), 207 - 333.

[10] J. Fay, Analytic torsion and Prym differentials, Riemann surfaces and related topics: Proceedings of the 1978 Stony Brook Conference (State Univ. New York, Stony Brook, N.Y., 1978), pp. 107–122, Ann. of Math. Stud., 97, Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, N.J., 1981.

[11] C. Ferreira and J. Lopez. An asymptotic expansion of the double gamma function, Journal of Approximation Theory 111, Vol. 2 (2001), 298-314.

[12] G. Freixas i Montplet, An arithmetic Riemann-Roch theorem for pointed stable curves, Ann.

Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4) 42 (2009), no. 2, 335 - 369.

[13] J. Fisher, An approach to the Selberg trace formula via the Selberg zeta function, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1253, Spirnger Verlag, 1987.

[14] R. Forman, Functional determinants and geometry, Invent. Math. 88 (1987), 447-493. [15] J. S. Friedman, Regularized determinants of the Laplacian for cofinite Kleinian groups with finite-dimensional unitary representations, Comm. Math. Phys. 275 (2007), no. 3, 659–684.

[16] I. S. Gradshteyn abd I. M. Rzyzhik, Table of integrals, series and products, seventh ed., Elsevier Academic Press, 2007.

[17] T. Hahn, An arithmetic Riemann-Roch theorem for metrics with cusps, Humboldt Universität Dissertation, 2009.

[18] D. A. Hejhal, The Selberg trace formula for P SL(2, R), vol. II, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1001, Springer-Verlag, 1983.

[19] G. Illies, Regularized products and determinants, Comm. Math. Phys. 220 (2001), 69-94. [20] J. Jorgenson, Analytic torsion for line bundles on Riemann surfaces, Duke Math. J. 62 (1991), 527 - 549.

[21] J. Jorgenson, S. Lang, Basic analysis of regularized series and products, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1564, 1-122, Spirnger Verlag, 1993.

[22] J. Jorgenson, R. Lundelius, Convergence theorems for relative spectral functions on hyperbolic Riemann surfaces of finite volume, Duke Math. J. 80 (1995), 785-819.

[23] J. Jorgenson, R. Lundelius, Continuity of relative hyperbolic spectral theory through metric degeneration, Duke Math. J. 84 (1996) 47-81.

[24] K. Kimoto, M. Wakayama, Remarks on zeta regularized products, Int. Math. Res. Not. 17 (2004), 855-875.

[25] A. Kokotov, D. Korotkin, Tau-functions on spaces of abelian differentials and higher genus generalizations of Ray-Singer formula, J. Differential Geom. 82 (2009), 35-100.

[26] N. Kurokawa, M. Wakayama, Zeta regularizations, Acta App. Math. 81 (2004), 147-166. [27] N. Kurokawa, M. Wakayama, Y. Yamasaki, Milnor-Selberg zeta functions and zeta regularizations, J. Geom. Phys 64 (2013) no. 1, 120 - 145.

[28] P. Lax, R. Phillips, Scattering theory for automorphic functions, Annals of Mathematics Studies No. 87., Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, N.J., 1976.

[29] P. Lax, R. Phillips, Scattering theory for automorphic functions, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. (N.S.)

2 (1980), no. 2, 261–295.

[30] A. McIntyre, L. Takhtajan, Holomorphic factorization of determinants of Laplacians on Riemann surfaces and a higher genus generalization of Kronecker’s first limit formula, Geom. Funct. Anal. 16 (2006), 1291 - 1323.

[31] A. McIntyre, L.-P. Teo, Holomorphic factorization of determinants of Laplacians using quasi- Fuchsian uniformization, Lett. Math. Phys. 83 (2008), 41 - 58.

[32] J. Milnor, Whitehead torsion, Bull. Amer. Math. Soc. 72 1966 358 - 426. [33] S. Minakshisundaram, A. Pleijel, Some properties of the eigenfunctions of the Laplaceoperator on Riemannian manifolds, Canadian J. Math. 1, (1949), 242 - 256.

[34] W. Müller, Analytic torsion and R-torsion of Riemannian manifolds, Adv. in Math. 28 (1978), 233 - 305.

[35] J. Müller, W. Müller, Regularized determinants of Laplace-type operators, analytic surgery, and relative determinants, Duke Math. J. 133 (2006), 259 - 312.

[36] W. Müller, Spectral geometry and scattering theory for certain complete surfaces of finite volume, Invent. Math. 109 (1992), no. 2, 265 - 305.

[37] W. Müller, Relative zeta functions, relative determinants and scattering theory, Comm.

Math. Phys. 192 (1998), no. 2, 309–347.

[38] B. Osgood, R. Phillips, P. Sarnak, Moduli space, heights and isospectral sets of plane domains, Ann. of Math. 129 (1989), 293 - 362.

[39] R. Phillips, P. Sarnak, Pertubation theory for the laplacian on automorphic functions, J. Am.

Math. Soc. 5 (1992), no. 1, 1-32.

[40] D. Quillen, Determinants of Cauchy-Riemann operators on Riemann surfaces, Functional Anal. Appl. 19 (1985), no. 1, 31 - 34.

[41] D. Ray, I. Singer, R-torsion and the Laplacian on Riemannian manifolds, Advances in Math.

7 (1971), 145 - 210.

[42] D. Ray, I. Singer, Analytic torsion for analytic manifolds, Ann. Math. 98 (1973), 154-177. [43] P. Sarnak, Determinants of Laplacians, Comm. Math. Phys. 110 (1987), 113 - 120.

[44] A. Venkov, Spectral theory of automorphic functions, Vol. 153, American Mathematical Soc., (1983).

[45] A. Venkov, Spectral theory of automorphic functions: and its applications Vol. 51, Klower Academic Publishers, (1990).

[46] A. Voros, Spectral functions, special functions and the Selbeg zeta functions, Commun.

Math. Phys. 110 (1987), 439-465.

[47] A. Voros, Zeta functions for the Riemann zeros, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 53 (2003), 665 - 699.

[48] A. Voros, More Zeta functions for the Riemann zeros I, In: Frontiers in Number Theory, Physics and Geometry, Springer Berlin (2006), 349-363.

[49] A. Voros,Zeta functions over Zeros of Zeta Functions, Lecture Notes of the Unione Matematica Italiana, Spirnger Verlag, 2010.

[50] K. Yoshikawa, Discriminant of theta divisors and Quillen metrics, J. Differential Geom. 52 (1999), 73 - 115.

[51] K. Yoshikawa, K3 surfaces with involution, equivariant analytic torsion, and automorphic forms on the moduli space, Invent. Math. 156 (2004), no. 1, 53 - 117.

[52] K. Yoshikawa, A trinity of the Borcherds -function. Symmetries, integrable systems and representations, 575 - 597, Springer Proc. Math. Stat., 40, Springer, Heidelberg, 2013.

Joshua S. Friedman Department of Mathematics and Science UNITED STATES MERCHANT MARINE ACADEMY 300 Steamboat Road Kings Point, NY 11024 U.S.A.

e-mail: FriedmanJ@usmma.edu, joshua@math.sunysb.edu, CrownEagle@gmail.com

Jay Jorgenson Department of Mathematics The City College of New York Convent Avenue at 138th Street New York, NY 10031 U.S.A. e-mail: jjorgenson@mindspring.com

Lejla Smajlović Department of Mathematics University of Sarajevo Zmaja od Bosne 35, 71 000 Sarajevo Bosnia and Herzegovina e-mail: lejlas@pmf.unsa.ba