arXiv:1807.11201v1 [math.NT] 30 Jul 2018

TRANSCENDENTAL SUMS RELATED TO THE ZEROS OF ZETA FUNCTIONS

SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

ABSTRACT. While the distribution of the non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta function constitutes a central theme in Mathematics, nothing is known about the algebraic nature of these non-trivial zeros. In this article, we study the transcendental nature of sums of the form ∑ ρ R(ρ)x^ρ, where the sum is over the non-trivial zeros ρ of ζ(s), R(x) ∈ Q (x) is a rational function over algebraic numbers and x > 0 is a real algebraic number. In particular, we show that the function f(x) = ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ has infinitely many zeros in (1, ∞), at most one of which is algebraic. The transcendence tools required for studying f(x) in the range x < 1 seem to be different from those in the range x > 1. For x < 1, we have the following non-vanishing theorem: If for an integer d ≥ 1, f(π √ dx) has a rational zero in (0, 1/π √ d), then L^′(1, χ_{−d}) ≠ 0, where χ_{−d} is the quadratic character associated to the imaginary quadratic field K := Q( √ −d). Finally, we consider analogous questions for elements in the Selberg class.

Our proofs rest on results from analytic as well as transcendental number theory.

1. INTRODUCTION

For s ∈ C with ℜ(s) > 1, the Riemann zeta-function is defined by ζ(s) = ∞∑ n=1 1 n^s . It is well known that ζ(s) has an analytic continuation to the entire complex plane except at s = 1, where it has a simple pole with residue 1. The functional equation for

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 11J81, 11J86, 11M06.

Key words and phrases. Zeros of zeta function, linear forms in logarithms, Selberg class. Research of the second author was supported by an NSERC Discovery grant and a Simons Fellowship. 1

2 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

ζ(s) is determined by the equation ξ(s) = ξ(1 − s), where ξ(s) is an entire function defined as

ξ(s) := s(s − 1) 2 π^{− s2} Γ( s 2 ) ζ(s). The values taken by the Riemann zeta function at positive integers and as well as its location of zeros have been studied extensively since the time of Euler and Riemann. However the nature of these special values continues to elude us though there has been some success following the works of Apery, Beukers, Rivoal, Zudilin among others.

On the other hand, the nature of the non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta function is as mysterious as the special values. Let X denote the set of its non-trivial zeros. Nothing is known about this set vis-a-vis transcendence. For instance, consider the field F = Q(X). Then one can ask the following question:

Is the transcendence degree of F over Q at least one?

Also, consider the Q -vector space V (inside C ) generated by the imaginary parts of elements in X. Again, we can ask the seemingly easier question:

Is the dimension of V over Q at least two?

In fact, there is a folklore conjecture that the imaginary parts of the non-trivial zeros in the upper half plane are linearly independent over Q (see for example Theorem A of [11], see also [18]).

One believes that the answers to both these questions should be affirmative, but it is not clear if the answers lie within the reach of the existing transcendence tools or we need to discover new tools. One of the obstacles to answer such basic questions is that the Riemann zeta function does not satisfy any differential equation with algebraic parameters. More precisely, a classical result of Voronin [23] asserts that ζ(s) does not satisfy any equation of the form n∑ j=0 s^jF_j ( ζ(s), · · · , ζ^{(n−1)}(s) ) = 0 for all s lying on a line ℜ(s) = σ with σ ∈ (1/2, 1). Here F_j ’s for j = 0, · · · , n are continuous functions on C^n , not all identically zero. This functional independence of Riemann zeta function renders effete the applicability of the known general transcendental tools to the question of the nature of non-trivial zeta zeros.

SPECIAL VALUES 3

The goal of this note is to study the nature of certain general sums related to the zeros of the ζ-function. More generally, we also consider sums related to the zeros of functions in the Selberg class.

Let us now introduce the type of sums we are interested in. Throughout the paper Q will denote the field of algebraic numbers in C . Let A, B ∈ Q [t] be polynomials. We study the transcendental nature of sums of the form (1) ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ,

where the sum is over the non-trivial zeros ρ of ζ(s). Here x > 0 is a real number. In this paper, we study the situation where B(t) has only simple zeros.

As shall be evident, we need to consider the cases x > 1, x = 1 and 0 < x < 1 separately. It appears that the transcendence input in the study of the case x > 1 is different from that of x < 1. The case x = 1 is perhaps more mysterious. For instance, if the rational function R(x) = A(x)/B(x) satisfies the functional equation R(x) = −R(1 − x), then ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) = 1 2 ∑ ρ ( A(ρ) B(ρ) + A(1 − ρ) B(1 − ρ) ) = 0,

since the functional equation for ζ(s) implies that ρ is a zero if and only if 1 − ρ is a zero.

The study of sums involving zeros of the Riemann zeta function can have deep arithmetic significance. For instance, in 1997, Xian-Jin Li [14] obtained a simple criterion (now known as Li’s criterion) linking positivity of certain sums to the Riemann hypothesis. More precisely, let

λ_n := ∑ ρ ( 1 − ( 1 − 1 ρ )_n) . Then the Riemann hypothesis is true if and only if λ_n ≥ 0 for every natural number n (see also work of Brown [2]). This result has led to a flurry of activity and a plethora of interesting results have emerged from this. For example, Bombieri and Lagarias [1] derived the following elegant arithmetic identity. Define the Stieltjes constants γ_n by ζ(s) = 1 s − 1 + ∞∑ n=0 (−1)^n n! γ_n(s − 1)^n.

4 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

It is not difficult to show that the γ_n’s are given by the limits

γ_n = lim_{m→∞} (_m ∑ k=1 log^n k k − log^{n+1} m n + 1 ) , and these can be viewed as generalizations of the more familiar Euler constant γ_0 = γ. This allows us to define the related constants η_n via − ζ^′(s) ζ(s) = 1 s − 1 + ∞∑ n=0 η_n(s − 1)^n.

By long division, it is now clear that the η_n’s can be expressed as polynomials in the γ_n’s with rational coefficients. For instance,

η_0 = −γ_0, η_1 = −γ_1 + 1 2 γ^2_0 , η_3 = −γ_2 + γ_0γ_1 − 1 3 γ^3_0 .

Then, it is shown in [1] that

λ_n = − n∑ j=1 ( n j ) η_j + 1 − (log 4π + γ) n 2 − n∑ j=2 (−1)^{j−1} ( n j ) (1 − 2^{−j} )ζ(j).

For n = 1, this reduces to (2) ∑ ρ 1 ρ = 1 + γ 2 − log 4π 2 = .0230957...

In this context, one has the following curious equivalence:

Riemann hypothesis ⇐⇒ ∑ ρ 1 |ρ|^2 = 2 + γ − log 4π

This is easy to show. Indeed,

(3) 2 ∑ ρ 1 ρ = ∑ ρ ( 1 ρ + 1 ρ ) = ∑ ρ 2ℜ(ρ) |ρ|^2 from which we immediately see the result if the Riemann hypothesis is true. For the converse, suppose ρ = x + iy, with x, y ∈ R is a zero such that x > 1/2. Then, (1 − x)^2 + y^2 < x^2 + y^2 so that (x − 1/2) ( 1 (1 − x)^2 + y^2 − 1 x^2 + y^2 ) > 0. In other words, for x > 1/2, (4) 1 2 ( 1 (1 − x)^2 + y^2 + 1 x^2 + y^2 ) > x x^2 + y^2 + 1 − x (1 − x)^2 + y^2 .

SPECIAL VALUES 5

Writing our sum as ∑ ρ 1 |ρ|^2 = ∑ ρ,ℜ(ρ)=1/2 1 |ρ|^2 + ∑ ρ,ℜ(ρ)≠1/2 1 |ρ|^2 and pairing the zero ρ with 1 − ρ in the second sum, we deduce from (4) that ∑ ℜ(ρ)≠1/2 1 |ρ|^2 > 2 ∑ ℜ(ρ)≠1/2 ℜ(ρ) |ρ|^2 . Since ∑ ρ,ℜ(ρ)=1/2 1 |ρ|^2 = 2 ∑ ℜ(ρ)≠1/2 ℜ(ρ) |ρ|^2 we see that if the Riemann hypothesis is false, then using (3) and (2), ∑ ρ 1 |ρ|^2 > ∑ ρ 2ℜ(ρ) |ρ|^2 = 2 + γ − log 4π

contrary to our hypothesis. This idea can be easily generalized to the Selberg class (see [6] for details).

Related to this, we study the possible transcendental nature of sums of the form ∑ ν>0 cos(ν log x) 1 4 + ν^2

for any algebraic x > 1, subject to Riemann hypothesis. Here, the sum is over the positive imaginary parts of the non-trivial zeros of the zeta function. Similar investigations are also carried out without the assumption of the Riemann hypothesis.

The expression for λ_n has been studied by several authors from various angles. Coffey [3] writes λ_n = 1 − n 2 (γ + log 4π) + S_1(n) + S_2(n), where S_1(n) = n∑ j=2 ( n j ) (−1)^j ( 1 − 1 2^j ) ζ(j) and S_2(n) = n∑ j=1 ( n j ) η_{j−1}. Coffey showed that for n ≥ 2, 1 2 (n(log n + γ − 1) + 1) ≤ S_1(n) ≤ 1 2 (n(log n + γ + 1) − 1).

In particular, S_1(n) is non-negative for every n ≥ 2. This theorem reduces the study of λ_n to the study of S_2(n) and sums involving the Stieltjes constants.

6 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

Bombieri and Lagarias [1] show that the condition of positivity can be considerably weakened to deduce the Riemann hypothesis. In fact, they show that if for any ϵ > 0, there is a constant c(ϵ) > 0 such that λ_n ≥ −c(ϵ)e^{ϵn} for every n ≥ 1, then the Riemann hypothesis follows. Estimates for the Stieltjes constants have been studied by several authors (see for example, [4]), but these estimates give super-exponential estimates for the sums in question.

Though the prototypical zeta function is the Riemann zeta function, it is useful and interesting to consider the more general setting of the Selberg class S which we carry out in this paper.

Before we proceed further, let us fix some notations. Throughout the paper, we denote by ρ_F or sometimes by ρ (if the context is clear) the non-trivial zeros of an element F (s) in the Selberg class. In this context, we examine sums of the form (1) when ρ runs through zeros of a fixed element of the Selberg class. More details of this theory can be found in section 6 below.

2. SOME TRANSCENDENTAL PREREQUISITES

First we recall the following theorem due to Alan Baker which will play a key role in our investigation.

Theorem 2.1. (Baker) If α_1, ..., α_m are non-zero algebraic numbers such that log α_1, ..., log α_m are linearly independent over Q, then

1, log α_1, ..., log α_m

are linearly independent over Q .

Let Ł denote the Q -vector space generated by the logarithms of non-zero algebraic numbers. We refer this as the space of Baker periods. Baker’s theorem asserts that every non-zero Baker period is transcendental.

We shall call the elements in the Q -vector space generated by the logarithms of nonzero algebraic numbers and 1 as extended Baker periods.

We now recall the following far reaching conjecture in transcendence theory due to S. Schanuel.

SPECIAL VALUES 7

Schanuel’s Conjecture: Suppose that α_1, · · · , α_n are complex numbers which are linearly independent over Q . Then the transcendence degree of the field Q (α_1 , · · · , α_n, e^{α1} , · · · , e^{αn} ) over Q is at least n.

We shall need the following consequence of the above conjecture which is not difficult to deduce. This was done in an earlier work of ours (see [8] for details).

Proposition 2.2. Assume that Schanuel’s conjecture is true. If α_1, · · · , α_n are non-zero algebraic numbers such that log α_1, · · · , log α_n are linearly independent over Q, then log α_1, · · · , log α_n, log π are algebraically independent. In particular, log π is a transcendental number which is not an extended Baker period.

Finally, we shall need the following theorem of Nesterenko ([19], see also [20]). Theorem 2.3. Let ℘(z) be a Weierstrass ℘-function with algebraic invariants g_2, g_3 and with complex multiplication by an order of an imaginary quadratic field K. Let ω be a non-zero period and η the corresponding quasi-period. Then for any τ ∈ K with ℑ(τ) ≠ 0, each of these sets {π, ω, e^{2πiτ} } and {ω, η, e^{2πiτ} } is algebraically independent over Q.

3. THE CASE OF THE RIEMANN ZETA FUNCTION We begin by considering the following function f : (0, ∞) → C given by f(x) = ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ := lim_{T →∞} ∑ |t|<T x^ρ ρ , where ρ = σ + it runs over the non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta function in the critical strip 0 < ℜ(s) < 1. Recall that f(1) = 1 2 γ + 1 − 1 2 log 4π, where γ is the Euler’s constant. It is not known whether f(1) is an irrational number.

8 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

We are interested in studying the values taken by the function f at algebraic points. We first have the following theorem:

Theorem 3.1. The set X given by X := {f(x) : x ∈ (1, ∞) ∩ Q } has at most one algebraic element.

Proof. For x > 1, consider the function ψ_0(x) given by

ψ_0(x) = ∑ n≤x Λ(n) if x is not a prime power; ∑ n≤x Λ(n) −^1_2 Λ(x) otherwise.

Observe that ψ_0(x) is a Baker period. Here

Λ(n) = log p if n is a power of a prime number p; 0 otherwise.

is the classical von Mangoldt function.

When x > 1, one has the following explicit formula of von Mangoldt (see page 77 of [10], for instance)

f(x) = x − ψ_0(x) − log 2π − 1 2 log ( 1 − 1 x^2 ) . For x > 1, consider the function

g(x) = f(x) − x + log 2π = −ψ_0(x) − 1 2 log ( 1 − 1 x^2 ) . Note that g(x) is a strictly decreasing function in (1, ∞). Now suppose that f(x) is algebraic at two distinct algebraic points, say α and β. Then g(α) − g(β) = f(α) − α − f(β) + β is a non-zero algebraic number. But this is also a Baker period, a contradiction. □

Theorem 3.2. The function f has infinitely many zeros in (1, ∞) of which at most one is algebraic.

Proof. Note that for any algebraic x > 1, f(x) − x + log 2π is a Baker period. Thus by Baker’s theorem, f is injective on the set of algebraic numbers greater than 1. Hence f can have at most one algebraic zero.

SPECIAL VALUES 9

We now show that f has infinitely many zeros in (1, ∞). Let us write f as

f(x) = h(x) − ψ_0(x)

where h(x) = x −^1_2 log ( 1 −^1_{x2} ) − log 2π. Since ψ_0(n) − n = Ω_±(n^12 ) (see [10], page 91), the sequence {f(n)}_{n∈N} changes sign infinitely often. In particular, there exists infinitely many N ∈ N for which f(N) < 0 while f(N + 1) > 0. Note that f is continuous in (1, ∞) except at prime powers where it is right continuous. Also h(x) is a strictly increasing continuous function in (1, ∞). Let N_0 > 1 be a natural number such that f(N_0) < 0 while f(N_0 + 1) > 0. If f(x) ≥ 0 for some x ∈ (N_0, N_0 + 1), we have a zero of f in (N_0, N_0 + 1). Assume otherwise. Since ψ_0(x) is non-negative and constant in [N_0, N_0 + 1), N_0 + 1 cannot be a prime power. Thus the function f is continuous in [N_0, N_0 + 1] and hence must have a zero in this interval. □

We also have the following conditional result.

Theorem 3.3. Assume Schanuel’s conjecture. Then X has no algebraic element.

Proof. Suppose that both f(x) and x are algebraic. Then log π lies in the Q -vector space generated by logarithms of non-zero algebraic numbers and 1. But by Proposition 2.2, this is not possible if we assume Schanuel’s conjecture. □

We now consider the case for 0 < x < 1. When 0 < x < 1, one has the following expression as indicated by (Ingham [10], page 81): ∑ n≤1/x ′ Λ(n) n = − log x − γ + ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ + 1 2 log 1 + x 1 − x − x, where γ denotes the Euler’s constant. The dash in the sum means that there is a correction factor of 1/2 in the last term of the sum involving the von Mangoldt function when x is the reciprocal of some prime power.

The above expression can be deduced by considering the following integral 1 2πi ∫_{3+i∞} 3−i∞ x^{1−s} 1 − s ζ^′ ζ (s) ds. By Perron’s formula, this integral is equal to the left hand side of the above expression. As with the explicit formula for x > 1, completing this integral into a rectangular contour, we will have contributions exactly from the residues of the poles of^{x1−s}_{1−s}^{ζ′}_ζ (s)

10 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

in the complex plane. The double pole at s = 1 contributes the factor − log x − γ. The poles from non-trivial zeros contribute the factor ∑ ρ x^{1−ρ} 1 − ρ = ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ . Finally, the trivial zeros of the zeta function contribute ∞∑ n=1 x^{2n+1} 2n + 1 = 1 2 log 1 + x 1 − x − x. Arguing as earlier, we can now deduce the following result:

Theorem 3.4. The set Y given by Y := {f(x) − x : x ∈ (0, 1) ∩ Q } has at most one algebraic element. In particular, f has at most one algebraic zero in (0, 1).

Proof. For 0 < x < 1, f(x) − x − γ = ∑ n≤1/x ′ Λ(n) n + log x − 1 2 log 1 + x 1 − x and hence a Baker period if x is algebraic. If there are two algebraic values in the set, we argue as we did in our earlier theorem. □ Also, we immediately observe the following:

Corollary 3.5. If f(x) is algebraic for some algebraic x in (0, 1), then γ is transcendental.

It seems that the existence of the (presumably) fictitious algebraic element in the above theorem cannot be ruled out under Schanuel’s conjecture. Thus the transcendence tools required for studying f(x) in the range x < 1 seem to be different from those in the range x > 1. We however have the following curious theorem.

Theorem 3.6. For an integer d ≥ 1, suppose that f(π √ dx) has a rational zero in (0, 1/π √ d). Then for the quadratic character χ_{−d} associated to the imaginary quadratic field K := Q( √ −d), one has L^′(1, χ_{−d}) ≠ 0. Proof. As discussed above for 0 < x < 1, f(x) = ∑ n≤1/x ′ Λ(n) n + log x + γ − 1 2 log 1 + x 1 − x + x.

SPECIAL VALUES 11

Suppose f(π √ dr) = 0 for some rational r ∈ (0, 1/π √ d). Write x = πr √ d. Then we have γ = − ∑ n≤1/x ′ Λ(n) n − log x + 1 2 log 1 + x 1 − x − x. Therefore, (5) e^{2γ} = αe^{−2πr√d} where α ∈ Q (π).

Now let χ_{−d} be the quadratic character associated to the imaginary quadratic field K = Q ( √ −d) such that L^′(1, χ_{−d}) = 0.

It is known (see [16], page 848) that (essentially by the Chowla-Selberg formula) exp ( L^′(1, χ_{−d}) L(1, χ_{−d}) − γ ) = (2D/A^2) D∏ a=1 Γ(a/D)^{−χ−d(a)w/2h} where A = √ D/π, D is the absolute discriminant of K, h and w are the class number and order of unit group of K respectively.

As observed by Gross [9], the number D∏ a=1 Γ(a/D)^{χ−d(a)} is, up to an algebraic factor, equal to a product of a power of π and a power of a nonzero period ω of the CM elliptic curve attached to the full ring of integers of K.

Since L^′(1, χ_{−d}) = 0, we see from above that e^γ ∈ Q (π, ω). On the other hand, from (5), we have e^{2γ} = αe^{−2πr√d} with α ∈ Q (π). This contradicts Nesterenko’s result (Theorem 2.3). □

As evident, while log π is the mysterious number that shows up in the evaluation of f(x) for x > 1, it is γ that enters the picture for x < 1. We would like to obtain transcendence results involving both log π and γ. For x > 1, replacing x by 1/x in Ingham’s formula, we obtain

L(x) := ∑ n≤x ′ Λ(n) n = log x − γ + ∑ ρ x^{−ρ} ρ − 1 2 log x + 1 x − 1 − 1 x . Recall that for such an x, we have

ψ_0(x) = x − ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − log 2π − 1 2 log ( 1 − 1 x^2 ) .

12 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

Assuming the Riemann hypothesis so that a typical zero ρ is of the form 1/2 + iν, and pairing the zeros 1/2 + iν with 1/2 − iν, we obtain the following expression for x > 1: ∑ ν>0 2 cos(ν log x) 1 4 + ν^2 = ∑ ν x^{iν} + x^{−iν} 1 2 + iν = x − ψ_0(x) √ x − log 2π √ x − 1 2 √ x log ( 1 − 1 x^2 )

+ √ x(L(x) − log x) + γ √ x − √ x 2 log x + 1 x − 1 + 1 √ x and hence ∑ ν>0 2 cos(ν log x) 1 4 + ν^2 + log 2π √ x − γ √ x = x − ψ_0(x) √ x − 1 2 √ x log ( 1 − 1 x^2 )

+ √ x(L(x) − log x) − √ x 2 log x + 1 x − 1 + 1 √ x . We now have the following:

Theorem 3.7. Assume the Riemann hypothesis. For any algebraic x > 1, ∑ ν>0 2 cos(ν log x) 1 4 + ν^2 + log 2π √ x − γ √ x is an extended Baker period. If Schanuel’s conjecture is true, then the following set { ∑ ν>0 cos(ν log x) 1 4 + ν^2 : x > 1, x ∈ Q }

has at most one algebraic number.

We now derive a related result without assuming the Riemann hypothesis. To this end, we observe that we can write ∑ ρ x^{−ρ} ρ = ∑ ρ x^{−(1−ρ)} 1 − ρ = ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} 1 − ρ , by virtue of the functional equation. Thus L(x) = log x − γ − ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} ρ + ( ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} ρ + ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} 1 − ρ ) + 1 2 log x + 1 x − 1 − 1 x . The sum in brackets can be written as ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} ρ(1 − ρ)

SPECIAL VALUES 13

which is an absolutely convergent series and is thus equal to ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} ρ(1 − ρ) = L(x) − log x + γ + ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} ρ − 1 2 log x + 1 x − 1 + 1 x . The sum ∑ ρ x^{ρ−1} ρ is equal to x − ψ_0(x) x − log 2π x − 1 2x log ( 1 − 1 x^2 )

and hence ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ(1 − ρ) − γx + log 2π = 1 + x(L(x) − log x) + x − ψ_0(x)

− x 2 log x + 1 x − 1 − 1 2 log ( 1 − 1 x^2 ) . As the right hand side is an extended Baker period for algebraic x, this proves:

Theorem 3.8. For x > 1,

S(x) := ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ(1 − ρ) − γx + log 2π

is an extended Baker period. In particular, assuming Schanuel’s conjecture, the set { ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ(1 − ρ) : x > 1, x ∈ Q }

contains at most one algebraic number.

We remark that an expression similar to ours in the above theorem was also obtained by Ramaré [21] (however, sign in the sum over the zeros in his Lemma 2.2 should be negative).

4. SUMS OF GENERAL TYPE INVOLVING THE RIEMANN ZETA FUNCTION

We now consider more general sums of the form

f(x) := ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ,

14 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

where A(t) ∈ Q [t] while B(t) ∈ Q[t] be polynomials and x ∈ (0, ∞). We assume that B(t) has simple rational roots with degree greater than that of A(t). As before, the sum is defined following the convention of section 3.

We shall need the following elementary lemma whose proof we omit (see p. 137 of [7]).

Lemma 4.1. Let for |z| < 1, let

f_u(z) = ∞∑ n=1 z^n n + u . If u = p/q is a rational number, then f_u(z) = −z^{p/q} q−1∑ m=0 ζ^{−pm}_q log(1 − ζ^m_q z^{1/q}),

where ζ_q = e^{2πi/q}.

We first consider the case when x > 1. For this, we shall further assume that B(t) has simple rational roots lying in Q \ {1, −2, −4, −6 · · · }. We have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let A(t) and B(t) be as described above and let α_1, · · · , α_d be the roots of B(t). For an algebraic number x > 1,

g(x) := ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ + d∑ i=1 A(α_i) B^′(α_i) ζ^′ ζ (α_i)x^{αi}

is an extended Baker period. Further for λ_i :=^{A(αi)}_{B′(αi )} ,

• if ∑_d i=1 λ_i 1−α_i ≠ 0, then g(x) has at most one algebraic zero in (1, ∞);

• if ∑_d i=1 λ_i 1−α_i = 0 and g(x) ≠ 0 for some algebraic x > 1, then at least one of the two

numbers ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ, d∑ i=1 λ_i ζ^′ ζ (α_i)x^{αi} is transcendental.

Proof. For any x > 1, α ∈ R \ {1, −2, −4, −6 · · · }, we have the following expression

ψ_0(x, α) = x 1 − α − x^α ζ^′ ζ (α) − ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α + ∞∑ n=1 x^{−2n} 2n + α ,

SPECIAL VALUES 15

where

ψ_0(x, α) := x^α ∑ n≤x Λ(n) n^α if x is not a prime power; x^α ∑ n<x Λ(n) n^α + 1 2 Λ(x) otherwise.

This follows by modifying the explicit formula suitably. We now re-write this as (6) ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α + x^α ζ^′ ζ (α) = x 1 − α − ψ_0(x, α) + ∞∑ n=1 x^{−2n} 2n + α . Note that by Lemma 4.1, when α is a rational number and x is algebraic, the right hand side of (6) is an extended Baker period. Now by using partial fractions, we can write A(t) B(t) = d∑ i=1 λ_i t − α_i with λ_i :=^{A(αi)}_{B′(αi)} . Thus the function ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ + d∑ i=1 A(α_i) B^′(α_i) ζ^′ ζ (α_i)x^{αi} is equal to x d∑ i=1 λ_i 1 − α_i − d∑ i=1 λ_iψ_0(x, α_i) + d∑ i=1 λ_i ∞∑ n=1 x^{−2n} 2n + α_i . which is an extended Baker period if x is algebraic. The second part of the theorem is again a consequence of Baker’s theorem. □

Finally, when x ∈ (0, 1) and α ∈ R \ {0, 1, 3, 5, 7 · · · }, we have T (x, α) = ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α + 1 α − x^α ζ^′ ζ (1 − α) + ∞∑ n=1 x^{2n+1} 2n + 1 − α , where

T (x, α) := x^α ∑ n≤1/x Λ(n) n^{1−α} if 1/x is not a prime power; x^α ∑ n<1/x Λ(n) n^{1−α} + x 2 Λ(1/x) otherwise.

Hence we have ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α − x^α ζ^′ ζ (1 − α) = T (x, α) − 1 α − ∞∑ n=1 x^{2n+1} 2n + 1 − α ,

16 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

where the right hand side is an extended Baker period when x is algebraic and α is rational. Thus we have the following theorem for x < 1.

Theorem 4.3. Let A(t) and B(t) be as before and let α_1, · · · , α_d be the roots of B(t) all of which lie in Q \ {0, 1, 3, 5, 7 · · · }. For an algebraic x ∈ (0, 1), the number

h(x) := ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ − d∑ i=1 A(α_i) B^′(α_i) ζ^′ ζ (1 − α_i)x^{αi} is an extended Baker period. Further, the set {h(x) | x ∈ (0, 1) ∩ Q } can have at most one algebraic number.

Proof. As before, using partial fractions, we can deduce that h(x) = d∑ i=1 λ_iT (x, α_i) − d∑ i=1 λ_i α_i − d∑ i=1 λ_i ∞∑ n=1 x^{2n+1} 2n + 1 − α_i , where λ_i :=^{A(αi)}_{B′(αi)} . When x is algebraic, h(x) is an extended Baker period. Finally the second part of the theorem follows by noting that for x, y algebraic, h(x) − h(y) is a Baker period. □

5. THE SELBERG CLASS

Selberg [22] defined a large class S of Dirichlet series admitting analytic continuation and functional equation. It is likely that this class includes the universe of automorphic L-functions, though this has not yet been proven. The class S is defined as follows.

(1) Each F ∈ S is a Dirichlet series

F (s) = ∞∑ n=1 a_F (n)n^{−s}, absolutely convergent for ℜ(s) > 1.

(2) There exists an integer m ≥ 0 such that (s − 1)^mF (s) is an entire function of finite order. Let m_F denote the least value of such m.

(3) For each F ∈ S, there exist numbers Q_F > 0 and r ≥ 0, and numbers λ_j > 0 and μ_j with ℜ(μ_j) ≥ 0, such that

ξ_F (s) := Q^s_F r∏ j=1 Γ(λ_js + μ_j)F (s)

SPECIAL VALUES 17

satisfies the functional equation

ξ_F (s) = w ξ_F (1 − s),

with w a complex number of absolute value 1. Here ξ_F (s) = ξ_F (s) and an empty product equals 1.

(4) The Dirichlet coefficients a_F (n) satisfy a_F (n) ≪ n^ϵ for every ϵ > 0; (5) log F (s) can be written as a Dirichlet series ∞∑ n=1 b_F (n)n^{−s}, where b_F (n) is zero unless n is a prime power and b_F (n) ≪ n^θ for some θ < 1/2.

There are several celebrated conjectures related to this class and we refer the reader to [22] and [15] for further details. Because of the Legendre duplication formula for the Γ-function, it is easy to see that the functional equation is not unique for an arbitrary element F in S. However, the invariants

d_F = 2 r∑ j=1 λ_j , q_F = (2π)^{dF} Q^2_F r∏ j=1 λ^{2λj}_j , θ_F = 2ℑ (_r ∑ j=1 (μ_j − 1/2) ) , are well-defined and called, the degree, the conductor and shift, respectively. One conjectures that d_F and q_F are positive integers. Recently, some impressive work [12] has appeared that shows that 0 < d_F < 1 and 1 < d_F < 2 are impossible.

We now derive a general formula for an element in the Selberg class. It is convenient to write − F^′ F (s) = ∞∑ n=1 Λ_F (n)n^{−s}, Λ_F (n) = b_F (n) log n.

For x > 1, let us introduce the notation

ψ_0(x, F, α) := x^α ∑ n≤x Λ_F (n) n^α if x is not a prime power; x^α ∑ n<x Λ_F (n) n^α + 1 2 Λ_F (x) otherwise.

Let α be a complex number not equal to any of the poles and zeros of F (s). Again the explicit formula for F (see formula (12) of [17], for instance) yields that ψ_0(x, F, α) = −x^α F^′ F (α) + m_F x 1 − α − ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α + r∑ j=1 ∞∑ n=0 x^{−((n+μj )/λj )} n+μ_j λ_j + α − m_F α ,

18 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

where ρ runs over the non-trivial zeros of F in the sector 0 ≤ ℜ(s) ≤ 1. Recalling the following series introduced earlier

f_u(z) = ∞∑ n=1 z^n n + u , we have:_∞ ∑ n=1 x^{−((n+μj )/λj )} n+μ_j λ_j + α = x^{−μj /λj} λ_jf_{μj +αλj} (x^{−1/λj} ), and hence x^α F^′(α) F (α) + ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α is equal to = m_F x 1 − α − ψ_0(x, F, α) + r∑ j=1 x^{−μj /λj} λ_jf_{μj +αλj} (x^{−1/λj} ) + r∑ j=1 x^{−(μj /λj )} μ_j λ_j + α − m_F α . Again let A(t) ∈ Q [t] and B(t) ∈ Q[t] be polynomials such that B(t) has simple rational roots not equal to any of the poles and zeros of F (s) and degree of B(t) is strictly greater than the degree of A(t). Then as before, A(t) B(t) = d∑ i=1 β_i t − α_i with β_i :=^{A(αi)}_{B′(αi)} , and hence we have ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ + d∑ i=1 A(α_i) B^′(α_i) F^′ F (α_i)x^{αi} is equal to m_F x d∑ i=1 β_i 1 − α_i − d∑ i=1 β_iψ_0(x, F, α_i) + d∑ i=1 β_i {_r ∑ j=1 x^{−μj /λj} λ_jf_{μj +αiλj} (x^{−1/λj} ) }

+ d∑ i=1 β_i {_r ∑ j=1 x^{−(μj /λj )} μ_j λ_j + αi − m_F α_i } . We will say two functions F, G ∈ S are of the same Hodge type if they admit a functional equation with the same λ_j and the μ_j. In such a situation, we can prove the following.

SPECIAL VALUES 19

Theorem 5.1. Consider the set of elements F ∈ S with a fixed Hodge type such that

Δ_F := ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ + d∑ i=1 A(α_i) B^′(α_i) F^′ F (α_i)x^{αi} is algebraic for algebraic x > 1. Further assume that β_i =^{A(αi)}_{B′(αi)} are real with same sign for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. If there are two elements F, G in this set, then for any prime p with √ x < p ≤ x, we have b_F (p) = b_G(p).

In particular, if 2 ≤ x < 3, then b_F (2) = b_G(2).

Proof. For any such elements F and G, the above discussion along with Baker’s theorem would necessarily imply that d∑ i=1 β_iψ_0(x, F, α_i) = d∑ i=1 β_iψ_0(x, G, α_i). The theorem then follows as logarithms of primes are linearly independent over Q and hence over Q by Baker’s theorem. □

6. THE ARITHMETIC SELBERG CLASS A We now focus our attention on a subclass A of S, which we call the arithmetic Selberg class. The class A is defined by the following axioms:

(1) Each F ∈ A is a Dirichlet series

F (s) = ∞∑ n=1 a_F (n)n^{−s}, absolutely convergent for ℜ(s) > 1.

(2) There exists an integer m ≥ 0 such that (s − 1)^mF (s) is an entire function of finite order. As before, m_F is the smallest such m.

(3) For each F ∈ A, there exist numbers Q_F and r, and rational numbers λ_j > 0 and μ_j ≥ 0 such that

ξ_F (s) := Q^s_F r∏ j=1 Γ(λ_js + μ_j)F (s)

satisfies the functional equation ξ_F (1 − s) = wξ_F (1 − s),

20 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

with w a complex number of absolute value 1. Moreover, the conductor q_F is assumed to be a natural number.

(4) log F (s) can be written as a Dirichlet series ∞∑ n=1 b_F (n)n^{−s}, with b_F (n) algebraic satisfying b_F (n) = 0 if n is not a power of p, with p prime.

Technically speaking, A is not a subclass of S since the reader will note that the Ramanujan estimate for the coefficients a_F (n) which appears in the definition of the Selberg class S, is not assumed in the above definition since it is not essential for the nature of the theorems we will derive. We also do not assume any estimate for b_F (n). It is also easy to see that the algebraicity of b_F (n) implies the algebraicity of a_F (n).

Most of the zeta functions that arise in number theory (such as the Artin L-functions and zeta functions attached to algebraic varieties) either belong to A or are expected to belong to A.

As earlier, for F ∈ A and for x > 1, x^α F^′ F (α) + ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α is equal to = m_F x 1 − α + r∑ j=1 x^{−(μj /λj )} μ_j λ_j + α − m_F α − ψ_0(x, F, α) + r∑ j=1 x^{−μj /λj} λ_j f_{μj +αλj} (x^{−1/λj} ). From this formula, we see that for x algebraic, the right hand side is an extended Baker period provided α, the μ_j’s and the λ_j’s are all rational numbers.

Theorem 6.1. Let F ∈ A. Let A(t), B(t) be polynomials as before and B(t) of degree d with simple rational roots α_1, · · · , α_d not equal to the zeros and poles of F . For x > 1 and algebraic, we have that g(x) := ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ + d∑ i=1 β_i F^′ F (α_i)x^{αi} where β_i :=^{A(αi)}_{B′(αi )} , is an extended Baker period. Further suppose that μ_j = 0 ∀j. Then • if m_F ∑_d i=1 β_i 1−α_i ≠ 0, then g(x) has at most one algebraic zero in (1, ∞); • if m_F ∑_d i=1 β_i 1−α_i = 0, then the set {g(x) | x ∈ (1, ∞) ∩ Q } has at most one algebraic number.

SPECIAL VALUES 21

Proof. The proof follows from the preceding discussion and appealing to Baker’s theorem. □

7. THE CASE 0 < x < 1 FOR THE SELBERG CLASS

When 0 < x < 1, recall that one has the following expression as indicated by Ingham: ∑ n≤1/x ′ Λ(n) n = − log x − γ + ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ + 1 2 log 1 + x 1 − x − x, where γ denotes the Euler’s constant. As noted earlier, this is deduced by considering the following integral 1 2πi ∫_{3+i∞} 3−i∞ x^{1−s} 1 − s ζ^′ ζ (s) ds. A similar argument can be applied to an arbitrary element F in the Selberg class.

Let us write − F^′ F (s) = m_F s − 1 − γ_F + O(s − 1). Then, for x ∈ (0, 1) such that 1/x is not a prime power, we have ∑ n≤1/x Λ_F (n) n = −m_F log x − γ_F + ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ + r∑ j=1 { λ_j x^{1+μj /λj} f_{λj +μj} (x^{1/λj} ) + λ_jx^{1+μj /λj} λ_j + μ_j } ,

where ρ runs over the non-trivial zeros of F (s). Finally, when x ∈ (0, 1) and α ≠ 0 and also not equal to poles and zeros of F , we have T (x, F, α) = ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α + m_F α + m_F x 1 − α − x^α F^′ F (1 − α)

+ r∑ j=1 λ_j x^{1+(μj /λj )} μ_j + λ_j − αλ_j + r∑ j=1 λ_jx^{1+μj /λj} f_{μj +λj −αλj} (x^{1/λj} ),

where ρ runs over the non-trivial zeros of F (s). Here

T (x, F, α) := x^α ∑ n≤1/x Λ_F (n) n^{1−α} if 1/x is not a prime power; x^α ∑ n<1/x Λ_F (n) n^{1−α} + x 2 Λ_F (1/x) otherwise.

22 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

Hence we have ∑ ρ x^ρ ρ − α − x^α F^′ F (1 − α) = T (x, F, α) − m_F α − m_F x 1 − α − r∑ j=1 λ_jx^{1+(μj /λj )} μ_j + λ_j − αλ_j − r∑ j=1 λ_j x^{1+μj /λj} f_{μj +λj −αλj} (x^{1/λj} ). Recalling that two functions F, G ∈ S are of the same Hodge type if they admit a functional equation with the same λ_j and the μ_j , we have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.1. Let A(t), B(t) be as in theorem 7.2. Consider the set of elements F ∈ S with a fixed Hodge type such that

h(x) := ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ − d∑ i=1 A(α_i) B^′(α_i) F^′ F (1 − α_i)x^{αi} is algebraic for algebraic x < 1. Further assume that β_i =^{A(αi)}_{B′(αi)} are real with same sign for 1 ≤ i ≤ d. If there are two elements F, G in this set, then for any prime p with 1/ √ x < p ≤ 1/x, we have b_F (p) = b_G(p).

Proof. The proof follows arguing along the line of proof of theorem 5.1. □

Finally, when F is in the Arithmetic Selberg class, we have the following theorem whose proof is analogous to that of theorem 6.1.

Theorem 7.2. Let F ∈ A. Let A(t) and B(t) be as before and let α_1..., α_d be the roots of B(t) which are all rational, non-zero, simple and not equal to the zeros and poles of F . Then for an algebraic x ∈ (0, 1), the number

h(x) := ∑ ρ A(ρ) B(ρ) x^ρ − d∑ i=1 A(α_i) B^′(α_i) F^′ F (1 − α_i)x^{αi} is an extended Baker period. Here ρ runs over the non-trivial zeros of F (s). Further suppose that μ_j = 0 ∀j. Then • if m_F ∑_d i=1 β_i 1−α_i ≠ 0, then h(x) has at most one algebraic zero in (0, 1); • if m_F ∑_d i=1 β_i 1−α_i = 0, then the set {h(x) | x ∈ (0, 1) ∩ Q } has at most one algebraic number.

SPECIAL VALUES 23

8. CONCLUDING REMARKS

It is yet unclear what role (if any) transcendental number theory plays in our journey towards the grand Riemann hypothesis. The generalized Li criterion as well as many of the theorems of this paper suggest that there may be a link. If so, this paper represents a humble beginning towards our lofty goal.

REFERENCES

[1] E. Bombieri and J. Lagarias, Complements to Li’s criterion for the Riemann hypothesis, Journal of Number Theory, 77 (1999), 274–287.

[2] F. Brown, . Li’s criterion and zero-free regions of L-functions, J. Number Theory, 111 (2005), no. 1, 1–32. [3] M.W. Coffey, Toward verification of the Riemann hypothesis: application of the Li criterion, Mathematical Physics, Analysis and Geometry, 8 (2005), 211–255.

[4] M.W. Coffey, The Stieltjes constants, their relation the η_j coefficients and representation of the Hurwitz zeta function, Analysis, 30 (2010), 383–409.

[5] H. Davenport, Multiplicative number theory, Revised and with a preface by Hugh L. Montgomery, Graduate Texts in Mathematics 74, Springer-Verlag, New York, 2000.

[6] A. Droll, Variations of Li’s criterion for an extension of the Selberg class, Ph.D. thesis, Queen’s University, 2012.

[7] N. Feldman and Yu. Nesterenko, Number Theory, IV, Transcendental Numbers, Encyclopaedia Math.

Sci. 44, Springer, Berlin 1998.

[8] S. Gun, M. Ram Murty and P. Rath, Transcendence of the log gamma function and some discrete periods, J. Number Theory, 129 (2009), no. 9, 2154–2165.

[9] B. H. Gross, On an identity of Chowla and Selberg, J. Number Theory, 11 (1979), 344–348 [10] A. Ingham, The distribution of prime numbers, with a foreword by R. C. Vaughan, Cambridge mathematical library, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1990.

[11] A. E. Ingham, On two conjectures in the theory of numbers, American Journal of Mathematics, 64 (1942), no. 1, 313-319.

[12] J. Kaczorowski and A. Perelli, On the structure of the Selberg class, VII: 1 < d < 2, Annals of Mathematics, 173 (2011), 1397–1441.

[13] M. Kontsevich and D. Zagier, Periods, Mathematics Unlimited-2001 and Beyond, Springer, (2001), 771–808.

[14] Xian-Jin Li, The positivity of a sequence of numbers and the Riemann hypothesis, Journal of Number Theory, 65 (1997), 325–333.

[15] M. Ram Murty, Selberg conjectures and Artin L-functions, Bulletin of the American Mathematical Society, 31 (1994), 1–14.

[16] M. Ram Murty and V. Kumar Murty, Transcendental values of class group L-functions, Math. Ann., 351 (2011), no. 4, 835–855.

[17] M. Ram Murty and A. Perelli, The pair correlation of zeros of functions in the Selberg class, International Math. Research Notices, 10 (1999), 531–545.

24 SANOLI GUN, M. RAM MURTY AND PURUSOTTAM RATH

[18] M. Rubinstein and P. Sarnak, Chebyshev’s bias, Experiment. Math. 3 (1994), no. 3, 173–197. [19] Y. V. Nesterenko, Modular functions and transcendence, Math. Sb., 187 (1996), no. 9, 65–96. [20] Y. V. Nesterenko, P. Philippon (Eds), Introduction to algebraic independence theory, Lecture Notes in Math., 1752, Springer, Berlin, 2001.

[21] O. Ramaré, Explicit estimates for the summatory function Λ(n)/n from the one of Λ(n), Acta Arith., 159 (2013), 113–122.

[22] A. Selberg, Old and new conjectures and results about a class of Dirichlet series, Proceedings of the Amalfi conference on analytic number theory, (Maiori, 1989), 367–385, Univ. Salerno, Salerno, 1992.

[23] S. M. Voronin, The differential independence of ζ-functions, Dokl. Akad. Nauk SSSR 209 (1973), 1264– 1266.

(Sanoli Gun) INSTITUTE OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, HOMI BHABHA NATIONAL INSTITUTE, C.I.T CAMPUS, TARAMANI, CHENNAI 600 113, INDIA.

E-mail address: sanoli@imsc.res.in

(M.Ram Murty) DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS, QUEEN’S UNIVERSITY, JEFFREY HALL, 99 UNI-

VERSITY AVENUE, KINGSTON, ON K7L3N6, CANADA

E-mail address: murty@mast.queensu.ca

(Purusottam Rath) CHENNAI MATHEMATICAL INSTITUTE, PLOT NO H1, SIPCOT IT PARK, PADUR PO, SIRUSERI 603103, TAMILNADU, INDIA E-mail address: rath@cmi.ac.in