arXiv:1501.00453v3 [math.NT] 13 Feb 2017

A generalization of Kronecker’s first limit formula to GL(n)

Amod Agashe*

Abstract

Kronecker’s first limit formula gives the polar and constant terms of the Laurent series
expansion of the Eisenstein series for SL(2,Z) at s = 1, which in turn can be used to find
expressions for the polar and constant terms of the Dedekind zeta function of quadratic fields.
In this article, we generalize the formula to certain maximal parabolic Eisenstein series asso-
ciated to SL(n,Z) for n > 2. We also show how the generalized formula can be used to find
expressions for the polar and constant terms of the Dedekind zeta function of any number field
at s =1.

1 Introduction

Let n > 2 be an integer. Let 7 be in the generalized upper half-plane £, which consists of n x n
matrices with real number entries that are the product of an upper triangular matrix with 1’s
along the diagonal and a diagonal matrix with positive diagonal entries such that the lowermost
diagonal entry is 1. When n = 2, one can identify $” with the usual complex upper half plane
(for details, see, e.g., [Gol06, §1.2]).

In the following, my,...,m, denote integers with perhaps some added restrictions as noted;
in particular, we follow the convention that in any sum over a subset of myq, ..., my, if a term has
denominator zero for some values of mq,...,m,, then the term is to be skipped in the sum.

Consider the maximal parabolic Eisenstein series

B, (T, 8) _ Z (det T)s

| (mq...mp)T ||75/2°

(m17~~~7mn):1

where || (mq...my)7 || denotes the norm of the row vector that is the product of the row vector
(mq...my) and the matrix 7; this series converges when Re(s) > 1, and is known to have a
meromorphic continuation to all of C.

Let

EX(r,s) = 7w ™/D(ns/2)¢(ns)E(r,s)
7"/ (ns /2) Z

mi,...,Mn

(det 7)*
|| (my...mp)7T ||7s/2 "

(1)

Note that in the case where n = 2, if 7 corresponds to the point z = = + iy in the complex
upper half plane, then

S

* - Yy
Filra) =m0 )

mi,m2

*The author was partially supported by the Collaboration Grants for Mathematicians from the Simons Founda-
tion.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1501.00453v3

The classical Kronecker’s first limit formula gives the first two terms of the Laurent expansion
of E5(,s) at s =1:

1
E3(t,s) = 1 + (v — log 4w —logy — 4log [n(7)|) + O(s — 1) , (2)
where 7 is the Euler-Mascheroni constant and 7(z) is the Dedekind eta-function.

Recall that if K is a number field and A is an ideal class of K, then the partial zeta function

associated to A is given by
1

A) = —.

CK (37 ) Z Na®
acA

The Dedekind zeta function is the sum of the partial zeta functions over all ideal classes. For a

number field K, we denote by wx the number of roots of unity in K and by dg the discriminant

of K.

Using (2), Kronecker showed that if K is a quadratic imaginary field, then

1 2n 1
A= ——— 2y —log2 —1 —41 O(s—1
(K (s, A) T <S — +27 —log2 —logy Og(\n(7)1)> +0(s—1),
where 7 is an element of the upper half plane such that {1,7} is a basis for an ideal in the inverse
class of A and y is the imaginary part of 7.

Later, Hecke used Kronecker’s limit formula (2)) to show that if K is a real quadratic field
and ¢ is a fundament unit of K, then

s 1 ¢
%(ﬂ_ld}(/z) F(s/2)2CK(s,A) = 80§61 + (v —log 4m) log e — /1 log y(t)%
~4 [ logln(r(0)|F + O = 1) . Q

where 7(t) is a certain curve in the upper half plane (which depends on A), and y(t) denotes its
y-coordinate.

Kronecker’s first limit formula (2)) and Hecke’s formula (B]) were generalized to the case n = 3
in [Efr92] (see also [BG84] for a slightly different generalization in this case). In this article, we
generalize Kronecker’s first limit formula (2)) and Hecke’s formula (3] to arbitrary n > 2 (see
Theorem [[.1] and Theorem 2.1]). A generalization of Kronecker’s first limit formula to arbitrary
n > 2 is also given in [Ter73] for Epstein zeta functions.

Theorem 1.1. For a given T € ", let yi1,...,yn—1 denote the unique positive real numbers such
that for i > 1, we have Tp—jn—; = H;’:l y;j. If mq,...,m, are integers, then for j = 2,...,n,
let b; = Zi:l,...,j—l m;T;j and c; = T;;; also let m be the nonnegative real number such that
m2=m2/c2 +m2_,/c2_|+ - +m3/c3 and d = bymy, /ey, + bp_1Mp_1/cn_1 + - -bama/cy. Let
7' be the submatriz of T obtained by removing the topmost row and leftmost column and let

g(7) = exp {—i ((ﬁy1)> - <T’, %)Jr 3 ﬁ S e (27Tid—27r|m1|mﬁyi)> }

i=1 ml;éO (ma,..., mn) i=1
#(0,...,0)
Then
. 2/n 2 o
Ei(rs) = —Lo+ (v —log 47 — = log <1:[1 y> — 4logg(7')> +0(s—1) . (4)



The theorem is proved in Section Bl Our proof is a generalization of the proof of the classical
Kronecker’s first limit formula given in [Lan87, §20.4], and the key observation is to break the
sum in () over myq,...,m, into two parts conveniently (we break it as a sum over {m;} and a
sum over {ma,...,my}; when n = 2, there is not much of a choice) and to apply the Poisson
summation formula in the second sum in the correct order (over m,, first, followed by m,_1, and
S0 on, up to my; i.e., in reverse order). Even in the case n = 3, our proof differs in some key
steps with that in [Efr92] (who introduces complex coordinates on $°, while we don’t) and that
in [BG84] (who use minimal parabolic Eisenstein series). Our proof techniques are similar to those
used in [Ter73] (about which we learned only after a first draft of this article was written), but
are more direct and elementary (the main goal of [Ter73] is to prove the functional equation of
the Epstein zeta function using generalizations of the Selberg-Chowla formula).

If we put n = 2 in the formula for E}(7,s) above, then we get the classical Kronecker’s first
limit formula (), with g(7) = |n(7)]| (this last equality follows from the correctness of our formula,
but also because our proof is identical to the classical proof in the case n = 2 as given in [Lan87,
§20.4]). Thus our function g(7) for arbitrary n is a generalization of |n(7)|. If we put n = 3, then
we recover the formula for E3(7, s) given in [Efr92] Theorem 1].

The classical Kronecker limit formula has several applications (see, e.g., [Sie80]); many of
these generalize to give applications of our generalization of the limit formula. In this article, we
shall limit ourselves to one application: in Section 2] we a formula analogous to (3)) for the polar
and constant terms of the Laurent series of the partial or Dedekind zeta function for any number
field: see Theorem [2.1] (as mentioned earlier, this was already done for cubic fields in [Efr92]).

2 Zeta functions of number fields

In this section, we a formula for the Laurent series expansion of the partial and Dedekind zeta
function of a number field times some explicit functions; the main idea is to use a generalization
of a trick of Hecke to express the partial zeta function as an integral of an Eisenstein series over a
suitable region and then use our limit formula for the Eisenstein series. The procedure is described
for n = 3 in [Efr92l §4], and the discussion below is its generalization. However, we do need a new
input, which is formula (I2]), the analog of which was not required in loc. cit.

Let K be a number field of degree n over Q. Let r denote the number of real embeddings
and ¢ denote the number of complex conjugate embeddings. We assume that r + ¢ > 1 since the
cases where r + ¢ = 1 are classical (the field of rational numbers and quadratic imaginary fields).

Let A be an ideal class of K. Fix B € A~!. Let U denote the unit group of K and as before,

let wx denote the number of roots of unity in K. Let m =r 4+ ¢ — 1, and let €1,..., €, denote a
fundamental set of units. Then
1 1 NB?* 1
CK(S’ ) Z Na® Z |N)\|s Wi Z |N/\|s ( )
acA AeB/U AEB/ (1, sem)

Order the embeddings of K so that the first ¢ are complex and the remaining r are real. If
x € K, then for i = 1,...,7 + ¢, let |z|; denote the absolute value of the image of = under the
i-th embedding. For i = 1,...,m+ 1 =r+¢, let §; = 1 if the i-th embedding is real and J; = 2
otherwise.

We first deal with the case where K has at least one real embedding. Then the (m + 1)-st
embedding is real, and thus d,,41 = 1. A change of variables shows that for any positive real



numbers aq, ..., Gm+1,
2 2,2 2 s Sn—2\—ms/2dtr  dt
/ / (@3t + ...+ a2 12, + a2 g (8] - t0m) )"8/?...]5_7”
m

dt dt
= (@S- admi)” / /t%+ +t2+(t‘fl"'t%L)_Q)_"S/Qt—l”‘t—m- (6)
1 m

Now for i =1,...,7 + ¢, let a; = |A|;. Then a‘;l ---af;’ff = |N)|. Let

o o o\ _ns/odt dtm, ['(618/2) - T(0my18/2)
— 2 2 01, . 40my—2y—ns/2071 - Tm ! +

Putting all this in formula (@), we see that

1 o o0 dt dt
R 224+ N2+ A 01 Omy=2y—ms/2201 0 O0m
S)‘N)\’s /0 /0 (| |1 1+ +| |m +| |m+l( m) ) tl tm )

and so

1
W

AeB/(€1,....€m)
dt dt
5 Sm\—2\ — 1
> / AR o B Bty Sl
AEB/(€1,---,€m 1 m
Now 1 =|N¢| = Hm+1 |62| and so
5 o —
leilmi1 = (el - leilom) ™ (9)
considering that 0,41 = 1. Fori = 1,...,m, let ¢; act on (R} )™ by multiplying the j-th coordinate
by |€;|;. Letting D be a fundamental domain under the action of (ey,...,€y,) on (RY)™ , we get
dt dt
> / AR o PR PRty
NEB/{€1,rem) h tm
dt dt
= 2 / (NBE + . AR, + A (- )™ /220 2m (10)
\eB t tm

Let aq,...,0,, € K be a Z-basis of B. Let A € B. Then A = miag + - - - my«y, for some
mi,...,my € 4. Fori=1,...,7+ ¢, let \; denote the image of A under the i-th embedding.
We denote (a;); by «;;. Recalling the way we ordered the embeddings of K, we see that for
i=1,...,c, ]N? = R(\)? + S(\i)?, while for i = ¢+ 1,...,c+ 7, A2 = A? (if ¢ = 0, then any
expression below containing R or & should be ignored). Thus

AR+ A2, + P"?n+1(t61 0 )2
= m1§R(a1 1) + ...+ myR(ay, 1)) + (miS(a1) +...+ mn%(aml))%% + ...
miR(oqe) + ... + mn%(amc)) + (miS(are) +... + mn%(amc))ztz

(
(
(miage1+ ...+ mnan,c+1)2 PR S
(miogm+ ...+ mnan,m)2tfn

(

+ o+ 4

2740 Om\—2
miay,m+1 +...+ mnan,m-l—l) (tll e tm )
mMM'm T,

()



where m is the row vector with entries m1,...,m, and M is the n x n matrix whose i-th row has
entries

R(ain)t, S(ain)ti, ..., Rlaue)te, S(ic)te, Qietiterts -y Qimbm, ai,m—i—l(t(l;l"'t%L)_Q .

Let @ = MM7T. Then Q is an n x n positive definite symmetric matrix, and thus can be written
as Q = (det Q)" (det 7(t1, ..., twm)) 2" 7(t1, .., tw)7(t1,. .., tm)T for some uniquely defined 7 :
R™ — $H" (note that det @ is independent of t1,..., ;). Thus

—2\—ns dt dtm
S OB o N A 0ot o2

t t
AEB
= > /mMMT m’)" ns/ﬂ”1 .t
tm
mi,...,Mm
- ¥ /QO ns/ﬂ“l Cit_m
mi,...,m m
= ¥ / (det @)Y/ (det (1, ))—2/"T(t1,...,tm)T(tl,,,,,tm)TmT)—ns/z%...Cit_m
1 m
mi,...,m
= (detQ)_S/z/(detT(tl,...,tm))s Z (mT(tl,...,tm)T(tl,...,tm)TmT)_"sﬂ%---dt—m
D mM1,y...,;Mn tl tm
tm
— (@@ s/ [ Bt ) ) T T
D 1 m

by definition of E(7,s) (see formula (Il)). Thus from the equation above and equations (&), (&),
and (I0)), we see that

NB?® dty dt,

(det Q)—3/27T”5/2F(n8/2)_1 / E:L(T(tly o ,tm)a 8)— R
K D 131 Im

d(s)Ck (s, A) =

Considering that for a complex number z, R(z) = (z + %)/2 and J(z) = (z — Z)/2, we see that
4¢det Q = discB = (N B)?d, where recall that dx denotes the discriminant of K. So

(2¢d %)
WK

W"S/Qr(ns/m—l/ B (r(ty, ), s) 2L G (11)
D

d(s)Ck (s, A) = t o tm

Now consider the case where K does not have a real embedding, i.e., K is totally complex.
In that case, formula (6] does not work, and instead, we use the following formula:

= R 2 42 2 —o\—ns/2dt1  dtm
(altl+...+amtm+am+1(t1“‘tm) ) —_— s —
0 0 t1 tm

© © dt dt,
:(a%...agnﬂ)ﬂ/o /0 (t%+...+tfn+(tl'-'tm)‘z)‘"sﬂ—l---—, (12)

t tm

The argument above starting right after formula (@) goes through, with the following changes:

take
> > dty  dty, [(s/2)m+
— 21 142 Feon 2y-—ns/2271 - Zimo 1
/ /0 (et o (b)) o = o DTy ()

replace throughout the term (75‘51 - tdm) by (1 ---tn), replace the line containing equation (@) by
“Now 1 = |N¢;| = HmH \e,] and so |€;|m41 = (]ei\‘fl .-+ |€;|®»)~1” and replace the last entry in



the i-th row of M by the two entries R(v; mi1)(t1 -« tm) 2 and S(im+1)(t1 - tm) 2. So equa-
tion (IIJ) is still valid, but with d(s) given by formula (I3)), and with the definition of 7(¢y, ..., t,,)
modified as per the change in M mentioned above.

Let V = [, % x CZ"L Then from equation (1) and our generalization of Kronecker’s limit
formula (formula (), we get

Theorem 2.1. Recall that K is a number field that is not the rational numbers or a quadratic
imaginary field. With notation as above, in paricular, taking d(s) to be given by formula (7) if K
has a real embedding, and by formula (I3) if not, we have

s 2V,
K(2_C7T_”/2d}</2) d(s)I'(ns/2)Ck (s, A) = /T + (v —log 4m)V
dtq dtm,
/lOg(Hyltl,..., >t1 E

dty . dtm

—4/Dlogg(7'(t1,...,tm))? +O0(s—1).

tm

When n = 2, we recover Hecke’s formula (B]) and when n = 3 and K has a complex embedding,
we get Theorem 3 of [Efr92]. Finally, note that the Dedekind zeta function is the sum of the partial
zeta functions over all ideal classes, so from the formula above, we get a corresponding formula
involving the Dedekind zeta function.

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

We first prove the formula for E* (7, s) and deduce from it the formula for EIL(T, s). In formula (),
the term corresponding to mq = 0 is

(Hzn 11 Y Z)

| (ma...ma)7" [/

Si = 7"/ T(ns/2) >

m2,...,Mn

n—1 n—2 n—l—i)(ﬁs)

__—ns/2 . G\ (Il v
= 77"/T(ns/2) <Hyi > > o [

i=1 ma,...Mn | (ma...my)T

i

n—1 S
= < H yi"1)> . W_”s/zf(ns/2) B, (T/, Ls)
ey n—1

n—1 S
G =) () /2 _ n . L
};[lyi > 7r T (n 1)<n_13)/2 E,_1 TS
n—1 i ) S n
_ n—1 . * /
= (1) mia () (1)

"3/2F(ns/2)
Z Z )7- ||ns/2’

m1#0 m2,...,Mn

Let

so that
n—1 ) S
EX(1,s) = S + ( 11 ygl—l> - S, (15)
i=1
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Our next goal is to find a suitable expression for Sy, which will not be achieved till equa-
tion (26]) below. We use the formula

LF(S) = /000 exp(—wat)ts% (16)

as
with a =|| (my...my,)7 ||, and s replaced by ns/2 to get
ns/2 dt
=2 et e e (")
m1§é0m27 -

For j=2,...,n, let

a; = (mim1)* + - < Z MiT; 1>2, (18)

=1,...,5-1

and recall that b; =37, ,_;m7j, and ¢; = 7;;. Then

| (maeoma)r || = (m171,1)2+“'+< )3 mmnl) +<( 3 mm>+mnmn>2

=1,....n—1 i=1,....n—1

= ap + (bn + camy)?, (19)
Putting (19) in (I7), we get

Sy = Z Z / exp(—mtay,) exp(—nt(by, + cpymy,) )tns/th

m13é0m27 -
ns/2 %Y dt
= Z Z eXp —mtay) Zexp —mt(bp + camap)?)t (20)
m17#0 m2,....,Mn_1 Mn

The Poisson summation formula says that for real numbers ¢, b, ¢, with ¢ # 0,
Z exp(—7t(b + cm)?) = \/_ Z exp(2mibm/c) exp(—mm? /tc?). (21)
meZ

Using this with b = b,, and ¢ = ¢, replacing m by m,,, and noting that ¢,, being a diagonal entry
of 7, is always positive, we get

Z exp(—mt(by + cpmy)?) = . 1\/% exp(—(wtay)) Z exp(2mibymy /¢y ) exp(—mm? /tc2).

Mn Mn

Putting this in (20)), we get

Sy = — Z Z / exp(—mtay,) Zexp (2mibnmy, /) exp(—mm? Jtc2 )"/~ 1/2d75

mi1#0me,...,Mmn—1

1 dt
= — E E exp 27sznmn/cn)/ exp(—(mapt + mm2 /tc2))t"s/>71/12 =
Cn, t
m1§é0m27 -Mn
1 ,
= = g exp(2mib,my,/cp)

n
mi 7507mn

./OOO exp(—m(m?/c2)/t) Z Z exp(—(mapt )t"8/2_1/2£ (22)

m2,...,Mn—2 Mn—1

7



Now from equation ([IS]),

2
an = (m171,1)2+"'+< > miTi,n—2> + << > miTi,n—1> +mn—1Tn—1,n—1>

i=1,....n—2 i=1,..,n—2

= Qp—1+ (bn—l + Cn—lmn—1)2 .

2

So using formula (2I]) again as above, we have

Z exp(—(mant))

Mn—1

= exp(—(mtan—1)) Z exp(—mt(bp—1 + Com1mn_1)?)
Mn—1
1 .
= exp(—(mtan—1)) Z exp(27mibymy_1/cpn_1) exp(—mm2_, /tc2 ).
Cn—l\/i Mp—1
Putting this in (22]),
1 - ~ 2/, 2 1
Sy = Z exp(2mib,my,/cy) exp(—mm;, /tc;) Z 7exp(—(7rtan_1))
Cn—1Cn m17£0,mn 0 m2,...,Mnp—2 ¢
dt

. Z exp(2miby,—1Mmp—1/Cn-1) exp(—ﬂmi_l/tci_l)t”s/z_z/z?
Mnp—1

1 )

= Z Z exp(2mi(bpmp/cp + bp—1Mp_1/cn—1))

n— n

m1#£0,mpy Mn—1

* _godt
[ eplemtmd /om0 Y expl—(mtan )R

m2,...,Mn—2

1 .
= Z exp(2mi(bymy/cn + bn—1mp—1/cn-1))
n—1tn m1#£0,mp,mp—1

et/ md s S Y el (nta, ) 23

m2,...;Mn—3 Mn—2

Looking at equations (22]) and (23]), we see that repeated use of Poisson summation gives

2t

Sy = % Z exp(2m’d)/ exp(—ﬂm2/t) exp(_(ﬂtal))t"ﬂ?—(n—l)/
[[i—pc 0 t

m17#0,Mp,Mp—1,...,m2

where recall that m and d were defined in Theorem [[LII Now a; = m2y? where y = 71 =
Y1y2 -+ Yn—1. SO
n 0
(H cZ-) Sy = Z Z exp(27rid)/
=2 0

m1#0 m2,...,Mn

dt
exp(—(m(my)*t + wm2/t))tn(s—1>/2+1/2?

Denote the term corresponding my = --- = m, = 0 by S}, i.e.,
/ > 2 _1y/241/20
Sy = Z / exp(—(mqy)*t)t"(e 7
m1#0 0



Using formula (I6]), with s replaced by n(s —1)/2 + 1/2, we get

, 7= (=024 (n(s — 1)/2 4+ 1/2)
Sy = Z (myy)2(n(s—1)/2+1/2)
— 1Y
_ y—(n(s—l)—l—l)ﬂ.—(n(s—l)/2+1/2)r( (S _ 1)/2 + 1/2 .9 Z n(s e
my1>0 1
= 2y (=D 7= (=21 (s — 1) /2 + 1/2)C(n(s — 1) + 1) (24)
Let
Sy = <H ci> Sy — S (25)
i=2
= Z Z exp(27rz'd)/ exp(—(ﬂ(mly)zt+7Tm2/t))t”(s_1)/2+1/2%.
m1#£0 (ma,...,mn)#(0,...,0) 0
For a and b positive real numbers, recall the function
Ks(a,b) = / exp(—(a®t + b*/t))t*
0
Noting that m # 0 if not all mao, ..., m, are zero,
=3 S exp@rid) Koy (VAlmly, VM) (26)

m1#£0 (m2,...,mn)#(0,...,0)

From equations (I4)), (I5)), (24), (25), and (26]), we finally get an expression for E¥ (7, s):

n—1 . S
x 1) x n
Ey(r,8) = (Hyl ' > T bp—1 <7—/7 n— 18>

1=1

+2< H yr ) oy~ (=D F) =(ls=D2H 2P (s — 1) /2 + 1/2)C(n(s — 1) + 1)

221

‘|‘< H yzn_z> 1—[ Z Z exp(2mid) K, n(s— 1)/2+1/2(\/_|m1|y, \/_|m|) (27)
=1

=2 Zml?éo(mz 77777 mn)
#(0,...,0)

The good thing about the formula above is that it is easy to read off the polar part and the
constant term in each of the summands above, which is what we do now. It is known that K is
an entire function of s, and so all the functions appearing in the expression above are holomorphic

at s = 1 except ((2s — 1), which has a simple pole at s = 1, and perhaps E}_, <7”, %s) By

induction, £} _; (7'/ , =275 | is also holomorphic except perhaps when (-7)s = 1, and in particular

is homlomorphic at s = 1. So the first and last summands on the right side of equation (27)) are

holomorphic at s = 1; using the fact that K /5(a,b) = g exp(—2ab), their sum is

Hy/l MY LA N S exp(@mid)— exp(—2n|mi ||mly)+O(s—1),
(I )i (525) o

m17#0 (m2,...,mn)#(0,...,0)

9



which is —4log g(7) + O(s — 1).
In order to deal with the second summand on the right side of equation (27]), note that

and

((n(s—1)+1) = +7+0(s—1),

I
n(s—1)

T(n(s — 1)/2 +1/2) = V(1 + g(’y —logd)(s — 1)+ O(s — 1)2,

%(1 — Slogm(s — 1) + O(s = 1)?,

y~ TR = 71 (1 — nlogy(s — 1) + O(s — 1)?,

= (n(s=1)/2+1/2) _

<1§y?_i>s: (ﬁy"_>( ~1)+1 (Hy > 1+10g<Hy” ) (s—1) +O(s — 1)2).

Using the formulas above, the second summand in on the right side of equation ([27)) becomes

s2£n1 + ( — logdm — —log <ﬁyz>> +0(s—1)

i=1

Using the formulas obtained above for the three summands on the right side of equation (27]), we
get the formula for E} (7, s) given in Theorem [l
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