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SCATTERING MATRIX AND ANALYTIC TORSION
MARTIN PUCHOL, YEPING ZHANG, AND JIALIN ZHU

ABSTRACT. We consider a compact manifold with a piece isometric to a (finite length)
cylinder. By making the length of the cylinder tend to infinity, we obtain an asymptotic
gluing formula for the zeta determinant of the Hodge-Laplacian and an asymptotic
expansion of the L2-torsion of the corresponding Mayer—Vietoris exact sequence. As an
application, we give a purely analytic proof of the gluing formula for analytic torsion.
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0. INTRODUCTION

We consider a flat vector bundle F' equipped with a Hermitian metric A over a
compact Riemannnian manifold Z. The associated Ray-Singer analytic torsion [30] is a
weighted product of the zeta determinants of the Hodge-Laplacian on the vector space
of p-forms with values in F', Q?(Z, F) (p = 0,--- ,dim Z). The Ray-Singer metric [T1]
on det H*(Z, F) is the product of the Ray-Singer analytic torsion and the L?-metric
(induced by the Hodge theory). The Ray-Singer metric has a topological counterpart,
the Reidemeister metric [38]. Ray and Singer [36] conjectured that the two metrics
coincide for unitary flat vector bundle. Cheeger [16] and Miiller [29] independently proved
the conjecture. This result is now called Cheeger-Miiller theorem. Bismut, Zhang and
Miiller simultaneously considered the extension of this theorem. Miiller [30] extended
the theorem to unimodular flat bundles, i.e., det F is unitary. Bismut and Zhang [11]
extended the theorem to arbitrary flat vector bundles. There are also various extensions
to equivariant cases [25] 26 12].

Now we suppose that there is a hypersurface Y C Z cutting Z into two pieces, which
we denote by Z; and Z,. Ray and Singer [36] proposed that there should be a gluing
formula expressing the analytic torsion of Z in terms of the analytic torsions of Z; and
Z5. They proposed such a formula as an intermediate step towards the Ray-Singer
conjecture. Dramatically, the conjecture was proved by other means, and the gluing
formula was proved as a consequence of the conjecture. Liick [26] proved the gluing
formula for unitarily flat vector bundles. The proof is based on the Cheeger-Miiller
theorem and [25]. Briining and Ma [14] proved the gluing formula for arbitrary flat
vector bundles. The proof is based on an equivariant extension of the Cheeger-Miiller
theorem by Bismut and Zhang [I2]. There are also purely analytic proofs, i.e., without
using Cheeger-Miiller theorem or its extension. Vishik [39] found an analytic proof for
unitarily flat vector bundles. There are also related works by Hassell [20] and Lesch [24].

Both the Ray-Singer analytic torsion and the Reidemeister torsion were generalized to
the relative context, i.e., a flat vector bundle over a smooth fibration. Bismut and Lott
[T0] constructed analytic torsion forms (Bismut-Lott torsion). Igusa [2I] and Dwyer,
Weiss, Williams [I8] independently constructed higher Reidemeister torsions, which
turned out to be equivalent [2] up to a universal cohomology class. Bismut and Goette [§]
proved a higher version of Cheeger-Miiller /Bismut-Zhang theorem under the condition
that there exists a fiberwise Morse function. However, the higher version of Cheeger-
Miiller /Bismut-Zhang theorem in general remains unknown. Igusa [22] axiomatized the
higher torsion invariants. Two torsion invariants satisfying the axiomatization are equiv-
alent up to a universal cohomology class. Igusa also showed that higher Reidemeister
torsion satisfies his axiomatization. It was conjectured that there should exist a gluing
formula for Bismut-Lott torsion [l The gluing formula conjectured together with the
work of Ma [27] could show that Bismut-Lott torsion satisfies Igusa’s axiomatization (cf.
[19] for a survey). Zhu [41] proved the gluing formula for Bismut-Lott torsion under the
condition that there exists a fiberwise Morse function. The proof is based on the work
of Bismut and Goette [§], which we mentioned earlier. Zhu [42] also proved the gluing
formula for Bismut-Lott torsion under the condition that H*(Y, F') = 0. This proof is
analytical.

Leonference on the higher torsion invariants, Gottingen, September 2003
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In this paper, we give an analytic proof of the gluing formula for Ray-Singer torsion.
Our approach would eventually lead to a proof of the gluing formula for Bismut-Lott
torsion in full generality [34]. Our proof is based on the adiabatic limit. We assume
that the Riemannian metric is product on a tubular neighborhood of Y C Z, which we
identify with a cylinder (—1,1) x Y. In the adiabatic limit, we deform the Riemannian
metric such that the length of the cylinder tends to infinity.

Note that the study of the adiabatic limit of n-invariant started first in Bismut-Freed [3],
6], Bismut-Cheeger [4] by blowing up the metric on the base manifold of a fibration. The
adiabatic limit used in our paper first appeared in the work of Douglas-Wojciechowski
[17] on n-invariant. Cappell-Lee-Miller [15] studied the behavior of the eigenvalues of a
Dirac operator in the adiabatic limit. They classified the eigenvalues according to their
decaying rate: large eigenvalues, polynomially decaying eigenvalues and exponentially
decaying eigenvalues. In Miiller’s work [31I] on n-invariants associated with manifolds
with cylindrical ends, scattering matrix was implied. Based on Miiller’s work, Park-
Wojciechowski [33] expressed the asymptotics of the polynomially decaying eigenvalues
in terms of the scattering matrix.

Now we explain our results in more detail.

Let Z be a compact manifold. Let Y C Z be a hypersurface. We suppose that Y cuts
Z into two pieces, which we denote by Z; and Z, (see §I.2] §3.1)). Then

7 = 7y Uy Zs. (0.1)

Let ¢4 be a Riemannian metric on Z. Let ¢’ be the induced Riemannian metric on
Y. We identify a tubular neighborhood of Y with (—1,1) x Y such that (—1,0] xY C Z;
and [0,1) X Y C Z,. Let (u,y) € (—1,1) x Y be the coordinates. We assume that g’%
is product on (—1,1) x Y, ie.,

77 _ g2 TY
g ‘(fl,l)xY_du +g 7. (0.2)

Let (F,VT) be a flat complex vector bundle over Z with flat connection V¥, i.e.,
(VF)2 = 0. Let my : (=1,1) x Y — Y be the canonical projection. As V¥ is flat, we
can identify (F), VF)}(AJ)XY with the pullback 7§ (F|,,, V¥|,)) via the parallel transport
with respect to V" along the curves v, : t € (=1,1) — (t,y) € (—1,1) x Y.

Let h'" be a Hermitian metric on F. We assume that k! is product on (=1,1) x Y,
ie.,

(£, V", hF)’(fl,l)xY =my (Fly, VI 0] (0.3)

For R > 2,set Z1 p = Z1Uy ([0, R] xY'), where we identify 0Z; with {0} xY. We extend
the Riemannian metric g7%, the flat vector bundle (F, V¥') and the Hermitian metric h’

to Z g such that (0.2)-([0.3) hold on (=1, R) x Y. Set Zo r = ([—R,0] x Y) Uy Z5. Set
Zpr = Z1,r Uy Za R, (0.4)

where we identify 0Z; p = {R} x Y with 025 r = {—R} x Y (see Figure[ll). We extend
g"7, (F,VT) and h" to Zy g and Zy in the same way. Note that we take R > 2 to avoid
confusions between Z;, Z and Z for R = 1,2. In this paper, we will always consider
Zr with R large enough.

We denote by Q°*(Zg, F') the vector space of differential forms on Zg twisted by F.
Let d¥' : Q*(Zg, F) — Q**1(Zg, F) be the de Rham operator induced by V. Let d**
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be the formal adjoint of d¥. The Hodge-de Rham operator is defined as
Dy =d" +d"*. (0.5)

Let DIZ?LR and D%R be the Hodge-de Rham operators on Q2 (Z g, F) (with the relative
boundary condition) and 22, (Zs g, F') (with the absolute boundary condition, see (L.4))).

Let N be the number operator on Q*(Zg, F), i.e., Nw = pw for w € QP(Zg, F).
Let P : Q*(Zg, F) — Ker (Dgs) be the orthogonal projection (with respect to the L2-
metric). The zeta-type function associated with Dg; is defined as follows, for s € {C :

Re(s) > 1 dim Z},
@@y:—ﬁﬁ—nwwpgy*u—Pﬂ. (0.6)

The function fg(s) admits a meromorphic continuation to the whole complex plane,
which is holomorphic at 0 € C (see Definition [[L2 for an alternative definition). Let 6 g
and 0, r be the zeta-type functions associated with DIZ?R and DIZ?R

Let DI be the Hodge-de Rham operator on Q°(Y, F'). Let Sp(D?) be the spectrum
of DE. Set

Sy =min {|\| : 0# X € Sp(Dy)}. (0.7)

Set H*(Y, F) = Ker (Df) C Q*(Y, F). Let Ci(-) (resp. C5(+)) be the scattering matrix
associated with D7 (resp. D}, ) in the sense of [31], which are analytic functions on
(=dy, dy) with values in End(H*(Y, F) & H*(Y, F)du) (see §2.2). Set

Cia = (C5'Ch) (0), forp=0,---,dimZ.  (0.8)

P _
Chy = ClQ}U{P(Y,F)GBU{P—l(Y,F)du’
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Let H2(Z1, F) (resp. Hy(Zs, F)) be the relative (resp. absolute) cohomology of Z;

(resp. Z,) with coefficients in F'. In the whole paper, we denote n = dim Z. Set

n

= Z(—1)pp{ dim H?(Z, F) — dim H?

rel

(21, F) - dim HE,, (%2, F) }.

p=0

(—1)Pp dim Ker (C}, — 1d) , (0.9)

X(Y) = S (=1)7 dim H?(Y, C).

For a square matrix A, we denote by det*(A) the product of its non-zero eigenvalues.
Let rk(F") be the rank of F.

Theorem 0.1. For any e >0, as R — 400,
0r'(0) — 01,r'(0) — 62,7'(0)

=2x"log R + (X(Y) rk(F) + XI<Cl2)> log 2 (0.10)

P . 2_017 o CP —1 e
+ > 21" log det ( 12 4( i2) >+(‘)(R 1+
p=0

For a finite dimensional complex vector space E, we set det & = A™*E := AImER,
For a complex line \, we denote by A~! its dual line. For a Z-graded vector space
E* =@, , E*, we define

.S ey (D
det B* = (X) (det E¥)" . (0.11)
k=0
For an exact sequence of finite dimensional complex vector spaces
(Ve,0): 05V Syt S ym (0.12)
there is a canonical section ¢ € det V* defined as follows: let m; = dimIm (a’w’)’ we
choose (8;)1<k<m, in V7, which form a basis of V7 /OV/™!, set Apsjp =81 A+ Asjm,,

m

0= ((/\kﬁsj,l,k) A (/\kSJ"k))(il)J € det V°. (013)

Jj=0

Let hV* = @7, h"" be a Hermitian metric on V*. Let T(V*,0,h"") be the analytic
torsion associated with (V*,0,h"") (see [7, Def. 1.4]). Let ||-|lgetve be the norm on
det V* induced by hV". By [7, Prop. 1.5], we have

TV, 0,0 ) = | 0f] oy e (0.14)
We consider the following Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence (see §L.2)
e — HY (ZLR,F)—)HP(ZR,F)—)HP (ZZ,RaF)_)"' . (015)

rel abs
We denote by Tx the analytic torsion associated with the exact sequence ([(.I5]) equipped
with L%-metrics (induced by Hodge theory).
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Theorem 0.2. As R — +o0,

, ) n 2_(CP _ D V=1 2(—1)P ,
T = 2X'(C2)/2 px Hdet*< i 4 e ) +O(RYT). (0.16)

p=0

Let H . HdLetH°(ZR ) be the L?*-metric on det H*(Zy, F). The Ray-Singer metric on
det H*(Zg, F) is defined as

1 /
H HdetH'(ZR F) = H HdetH' 75, F) SXP (_QR (O)) (0.17)

We define the Ray-Singer metrics H HdetH . (ZinF) and H Hdet 1o (ZonoF) in the same
way (see §L.1I).
Set
)\R(F) det Hr.el(Zl R,F) (det H.(ZR, F)) ®d€tHbs(Z2 R,F) (018)

Let or € Ar(F) be the canonical section (see (013, (0.I5)). Let H H/\ ) be the metric

on )\R(F) lnduced by H HdetH' ZR F H HdetH ZlR F) and H HdetH abs (ZQR F
The gluing formula of the analytlc torsion estabhshed in [T4, Theorem 0.3] is stated
as follows.

Theorem 0.3. We have s )
loallx e = 27Xk, (0.19)

In this paper, we give a different proof of Theorem [0.3 In fact, (0LI9]) is equivalent to
the following identity

1 1 1 1
S08'(0) = 50 7(0) — 564 2(0) — log T = Sx(V) rk(F) log 2. (0.20)

By Theorem [T}, 2} the left hand side of ([L20) tends to $x(Y) rk(F)log2 as R — +o0.
On the other hand, by the anomaly formulas ([IT, Theorem 0.1], [I3, Theorem 0.1]) the
left hand side of ([0.20) is independent of R. Then ([0.20) follows.

This paper is organized as follows. In Il we recall the definition of Ray-Singer metrics
and introduce the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence. In §2, we study the spectrum of
Hodge-Laplacians on manifolds with cylindrical ends. In g3 we study asymptotics of
the spectrum of the Hodge-Laplacian on Z as R — +o0o. In §4] we prove Theorem
In §5 we prove Theorem [I.2 We also give a (more detailed) proof of Theorem [0.3]

Notations. Hereby we summarize some frequently used notations in this paper.

A manifold (with or without boundary) is usually denoted by X, Y or Z. We always
consider a manifold equipped with a flat complex vector bundle (F, V). We denote
by Q°(X, F) (resp. Q2(X, F')) the vector space of differential forms (resp. differential
forms with compact support) on X with values in F. We denote by d the de Rham
operator on Q°(X, F) induced by V. We will also use the notation d§ when we want
to emphasize the underlying manifold. We denote

Hy (X, F) = H*(X,F)~ H*(Q*(X, F),d"),

abs

Hey(X,F) = HY(X,0X,F) ~ H*(Q(X, F),d").

rel

(0.21)
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We write Hpy (X, F') for short if the choice of abs/rel is clear. If X is equipped with
a Riemannian metric, we denote by || - ||, the L2-metric (see (L)) on Q(X, F) or its
L?-closure L*(Q¢(X, F)). For a vector subspace V C L?(Q2(X, F)), we denote by L?(V)
the closure of V' with respect to H . HX

For a linear map A, we denote by Ker(A) (resp. Im(A)) the kernel (resp. image) of A.
For a self-adjoint operator A, we denote by Sp(A) its spectrum. For a Hermitian matrix
A, we note

det*(A)= ] M (0.22)

A€Sp(A)\{0}
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1. RAY-SINGER METRICS

In this section, we recall several fundamental notions and constructions. This section
is organized as follows. In LT we recall the definition of Ray-Singer metric. In §I.2]
we introduce the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence.

1.1. Hodge theory and Ray-Singer metrics. Let X be a n-dimensional compact
manifold with boundary Y. Let F' be a flat complex vector bundle over X with flat
connection V¥

Let ¢g7* be a Riemannian metric on X. Let A’ be a Hermitian metric on F. Let
(- ~>A_(T*X)®F be the scalar product on A®*(T*X)®F induced by g7* and h*". Let o(TX)

be the orientation line bundle of X. Let dvx € Q"(X, 0o(T X)) be the Riemannian volume
form on (X, g7¥). The L?-metric on Q°(X, F') is defined as follows: for s,s’ € Q°(X, F),

<3’3'>X=/X<8(93),S'(w)>A.(T*X)®dex. (1.1)

Let d** be the formal adjoint of d*" with respect to (LT)). The Hodge-de Rham operator
is defined as

DY =df +d". (1.2)
Then the associated Hodge-Laplacian is defined by
DY? = dfdf™  d™d" . QP(X,F) = QP(X, F). (1.3)
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We identify the normal bundle n of Y C X with the orthogonal complement of TY}Y C
TX|y. We denote by e, the inward pointing unit normal vector field on Y. Let e" be the
dual vector field. We denote by i. (resp. A-) the interior (resp. exterior) multiplication.

Set

Qe (X, F) = {0 € (X, F) : (ic,0) |y =0},
O (X, F) = {o € Q(X,F) : (" Ao)ly =0). (14)
The restriction of DY to QF, (X F) Is essentially self-adjoint. Set
o p2 (X, F) = {0 € (X, F) : (ie,0) |y = (ic,(d"0)) [y =0}, 5)
By (X, F)={0 € (X, F) : (" No)ly = (" A (d"0)) |y = 0}. .

We denote by Di’ibs and Df(’iel the restrictions of D% to Qe p2 (X, F) and Q7 o (X, F).
For the sake of convenience, a unified notation 'bd’ will be adopted to represent ’abs’
or 'rel’; when it is not necessary to distinguish the boundary conditions. The operator
pE2 . -

Xba 1s essentially self-adjoint. Set

HL(X, F)={oeQ (X,F) : DY’c=0}. (1.6)

bd, D2

Let Kx be a smooth triangulation of X. Let Co(Kx, F*) (resp. C*(Kx, F')) be the
corresponding chain (resp. cochain) groups with coefficents in F* (cf. [14] § 1.1]). We
define the de Rham map P, : Q*(X, F) — C*(Kx, F) as follows (cf. [14], (1.15)]),

P(o)(a) = /a, foro € Q*(X, F), a € Co(Kx, F"). (1.7)

The following theorem comes from [14, Theorem 1.1].

Theorem 1.1 (Hodge decomposition theorem).
(1) We have
HP (X, F) = Ker(d") N Ker(d™) N QP (X, F). (1.8)
(2) The vector space Hi (X, F) is finite dimensional.
(8) We have the following orthogonal decomposition
(X, F) = 9,(X, F) & 405" (X, F) @ 404 (X F), (19)
L(OF(X, F)) = 9y(X, F) & I2(d7 045 (X, F)) @ L2 (d™ 0 (X, F)).

(4) The inclusion H} (X, F) — Ker(d") N QF (X, F) composed with P, maps into
CP(Kx, F) for bd’ = ‘abs’ (resp. CP(Kx,Ky, F) for bd’ = Tel’). Moreover,
the induced map

HEy (X, F) = HE,(X, F). (1.10)

18 an isomorphism.
The de Rham cohomology is defined as
Ker(d")nQf (X, F
HY (X, F),d7) = — Sl ) DX F) (L11)
dF (g (X, F)) N Q5 (X, F)
By Theorem [LL1], the map P, induces an isomorphism

HP (O 4(X, F),d") ~ HY (X, F). (1.12)
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Let Py : Q°(X,F) — Hp,(X, F) be the orthogonal projection (with respect to the
L*metric (). Set Pz = 1 — Py. Let N be the number operator on Q (X, F) (see
[@8)). Let exp (— tDﬁ;id) be the heat semi-group associated with DX -

Definition 1.2. For s € C with Re(s) > 7, set

0% pa(s) = —ﬁ/o T [(—1)NNeXp(—tD§id)Pg{}ait (1.13)

The function 6% 4(u) admits a meromorphic continuation to C, which is holomorphic

at s =0 (cf. [I4, Theorem 3.2]).

Definition is equivalent to the definition of zeta-type function given in the intro-
duction. It is Definition [[.2] that will be used in our proof (in ).

Definition 1.3. The Ray-Singer analytic torsion is defined as
1
Toa(X, 9", h7) = exp (5054'(0) ). (1.14)

Let det H2y(X, F') be the determinant line (see (OI])) of H2y(X, F). By the iso-
morphism in (CIQ), Hpy (X, F) inherits a L2-metric A5 from the L?-metric on

. L : . .
Q*(X, F). Let || - HdetH‘;d(X’F) be the induced metric on det Hyy (X, F).
Definition 1.4. The Ray-Singer metric on det H2 (X, F') is defined as
TX 3 F
H HdetH'l(XF H ' HdetH;d(X,F)de<X’g ShT). (1.15)

1.2. Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence. In this subsection, we will use the notations in
the introduction. Recall that Z is a compact smooth Riemannian manifold and Y C 7
is a hypersurface cutting Z into two pieces Z; and Z,. We have the following Mayer-
Vietoris exact sequence (cf. [14] (0.16)])

-— H?

rel

By (LI2) and (ILI€]), we get the following exact sequence
(2, F),d") %8 HY(Q(Z, F),d") 5 HY(Qf

abs

(Z,,F) % 07(Z,F) 3 [

abs

(Zo, F) 2% HPPY (20, F) — - . (1.16)

rel

s HP(Q (Zo, F),d") % ... (1.17)

rel

The following proposition is well-known.

Proposition 1.5. The maps «y,, 5, and 9, in (LIT) are given as follows:
a) For [o] € HP(Q,(Z,, F),d"), there exists o' € [o] vanishing near Y. Let 0" €

rel
OP(Z,F) be the extension of o' by zero. We have a,([o]) = [0”].

b) For [o] € HP(Q*(Z, F),d"), there exists o’ € [o] such that 0" := a’}ZZ e W (2, F).
We have B,([o]) = [0"].

c) For [o] € HP(Q%.(Zo, F),d"), there exists o’ € QP(Z, F) such that a’}Z2 € [o]. Then

o’ =dFd'|, € Q"7 F). We have 6,([0]) = [0"].

’ 71 rel

By Theorem [T and (LId]), we have the following exact sequence

5p

= K2y, F) B 3P (2, F) HE, (7o, F) 5

By Theorem [[.1], Proposition and (LI2), we get the following proposition.

(1.18)
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Proposition 1.6. For w € H? (Z,,F), p € H(Z,F), v € HP,,
HP(Zy, F), we have

<O‘P<w>w“>z - <w7“>zl’ <Bp<'“)7 V>ZQ - <'“’ V>ZQ’ <5p<’/)7wl>zl - <V7 Z'enwl>y' (1.19)

Proof. We only prove the first identity. The second and third identities can be proved
in a similar way.

By the second identity in ([(0.2]]) and (LIZ), there exists w’ € QP(Z1, F) (i.e., w’ vanishes
near 07;) such that

(Zy, F) and w' €

d"w' =0, [W]=[w]€H(

rel

(Z1, F),d"). (1.20)

We may view w’ as an element in QP(Z, F'), i.e., w’ vanishes on Z,. By Proposition

and (L20), we have

[ay(w)] = [w'] € HPY(Z, F). (1.21)

By Theorem [[LT], (T20) and (T2T]), we have
<O‘P<w>w“>z - <wl7'“>z - <W/M“>Z1 - <w7“>zl' (1.22)
This completes the proof of Proposition [L.6l O

2. MANIFOLDS WITH CYLINDER ENDS AND SCATTERING MATRIX

In this section, we study the Hodge-Laplacians on manifolds with cylindrical ends.
This section is organized as follows. In §2.11 we calculate the eigensections of the Hodge-
Laplacian on a cylinder without boundary condition. In §2.2 we study the absolutely
continuous spectrum of the Hodge-Laplacian in question. In §2.3] we study the extended
L?-solutions, i.e., generalized eigensections associated with 0.

2.1. Hodge-de Rham operator on a cylinder. Let (Y, ¢g7Y) be a compact Riemann-
ian manifold. Let F be a flat vector bundle over Y. Let hf be a Hermitian metric on
F.

Let du be a unit odd Grassmannian variable such that (du)? = 0, which we view as an
endomorphism of degree 1, and fix its norm by |du| = 1 and assume that it anticommutes
with A*(T*Y). Set Q°*(Y, Fldu]) = Q*(Y, F') ® Cldul, then as a Zs-graded vector space,

QP(Y, Fldu)) = QF(Y, F) @ QP 1Y, F)du. (2.1)

Let DI be the Hodge-de Rham operator (cf. ([L2)) on Q°(Y, F[du]). Let H*(Y, F)
(resp.  H*(Y, F[du])) be the kernel of DI on Q*(Y,F) (resp. Q°(Y,F[du])). For
€ R, Let &,(Y,F) (resp. &,(Y, F[du])) be the eigenspace of D¥ on Q*(Y, F) (resp.
Q°*(Y, F[du])) associated with p. Then we have

H*(Y, Fldu]) = H*(Y, F) ® H*(Y, F)du,
Eu(Y, Fldu]) = E.(Y, F) ® E_ (Y, F)du.

Let I C R be an interval. For ease of notation, we denote Y; = I x Y. Let (u,y) € Y;

be the coordinates. Let my : Y7 — Y be the canonical projection. We equip Y; with the

product metric ([I2). The pull-back of F' (resp. h") by 7} is still denoted by F' (resp.
h*). We equip F over Y7 with the flat connection

(2.2)

0
F F
Vi =dun—-+V - (2.3)
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We will use the following identification
Q*(vy, F) = € (1, Q%(Y, Fldu]). (2.4)

For w € I and w € Q*(Y7, F), we denote by w, € Q*(Y, F[du]) the value of w, viewed as
a function on I, at u € I. By (1) and (24)), for w,w’ € Q°*(Y7, F'), we have

<w,w’>YI = /<wu,w;>ydu. (2.5)

Let 2 be the dual of du. We define the action on C[du] by

c(2) =duh—ia, (L) =dul+io. (2.6)
Let D{ be the Hodge-de Rham operator on Q°(Y7, F'). We have
0
Dy, = e(#) 5+ Dys () Dy = =Dye(). (2.7)
For I = [a,b], we have the Green formula: for w,w’ € Q°*(Y}, F),
(Dy w,w >Y <w,D$Iw'>Y (c( 2 )wp, wh)y — ({2 )wa, wh), - (2.8)
Set
dy =min{|u| : 0+ p € Sp(Dy)}. (2.9)
For w € Q*(Y7, F) an eigensection of D{ associated with eigenvalue A € (—dy,dy), by

&), we have

W= e A (¢8 _ Z'C(ai)(bo) + elur ((bo + ZC(%)Q%L)

2 2 _>\
+ VPR M2 (a)g)
o#eszpwa R (2.10)

> eV L —2_(2)60),

0#£peSp(DY) W )\2
where ¢y € H*(Y, F), ¢ € €,(Y, Fldu]) (cf. [31, §4]). Note that
(1—ie(£)) (1 +ic()) = 0, (211)

which explains that ¢g € H*(Y, F) (instead of ¢5 € H*(Y, F[du])). Set
wzm,:l: — e:l:iu)\ ((bél: + ZC(%)Q%E),

222+ p=A +
wﬂ = € H (gbﬂ 4+ \/ﬁC(i)Qﬁu),

wt = Z whE W = whT 4wt (212)
0£p€Sp(DE)
W = W™ ™™t WM =0T T
We remark that
o 2 )w™F = Fiw™E, (2.13)

We call w”™™ the zeromode of w. By (Z10)-(212), we have
Ww=wm+w” =™+ w +wt. (2.14)
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Moreover, for u € I and p,v € R with |u| # |v|, we have
<wffn,w{j>y =0, <w5,wz’j>y = 0. (2.15)

Furthermore, for a < u < v < b, we have

oy lly <e @ IVENwr|lL, lwi]ly < e CTIVENwl|,- (2.16)
By (Z12), } wm }Y is independent of u € I. We denote

Z1m

w

Z1m

Wy,

(2.17)

|

Lemma 2.1. We assume that I = [a,b]. For wy, wy € Q*(Y, F) eigensections of DY,
associated with eigenvalues in [—dy /2,y /2], we have

2
)<W?Z7W§Z y,‘ < 251?1(1 - ei(bia)éy”) leHaYIHWHaYI’

}Y - ‘ ‘Y'

(2.18)

zZm zZm 1
)<w1 » Wo >y‘ < 5““1‘}81/1““2”3%'

Proof. They follow from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (210)-217). O

2.2. Hodge-de Rham operator on manifolds with cylindrical ends. Let (X, g7%>)

be a non-compact Riemannian manifold with cylindrical end Y, , i.e., X contains a
subset isometric to Yg, whose complement is compact. Let (F,V¥) be a flat vector
bundle over X. Let h* be a Hermitian metric on X such that (03] holds on Yg, .

By [31, Theorem 3.2], the Hodge-de Rham operator DX_ on Q2(X., F) is essentially
self-adjoint. Its self-adjoint extension is still denoted by DY _. We have the following
decomposition

L(Q0(Xoo, F)) = €5 (Xoo, F) ® €2 (Xoo, F) 0 &5 (Xoo, F), (2.19)

where the vector subspaces on the right hand side correspond to purely point spectrum,
singularly continuous spectrum and absolutely continuous spectrum of Df(oo (cf. [B7,
Chapter 7.2]). We denote by DY, D¥  and DY . the restrictions of DY _ to the
corresponding vector subspaces.

Now we give a formal definition of generalized eigensection. We refer to [3, Chapter

5] for details. For A C R a Borel subset, let In : R — R be the function defined by

|1 forAe A,
B ={ g gy 220

We denote by A®*(X, F) the vector space of currents on X, with values in . The
operator

In(DE) : 92(Xao, F) = L*(22(Xao, F)) C A*(Xoo, F) (2.21)
is well-defined. There exists an operator valued distribution
¥ : R — Hom (O (Xuo, F), A*(Xws, F)) (2.22)
such that
IN(DX_) = / U(N)dA. (2.23)
A

We have the decomposition
U=V, + ¥+ Uy, (2.24)
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where U, (resp. WUy, V,.) is a purely point (resp. singularly continuous, absolutely
continuous) measure. We define

Ex = Ve(N) (2 (Koo, F)) C A* (X, F). (2.25)

An element in €, is called generalized eigensection. It turns out that €, C Q°*(X., F).
Moreover, the following properties hold,
- For wy € 8)\, Df(oow,\ = )\W)\.
- We have &, N L*(Q2(Xw, F)) = 0. In particular, a generalized eigensection is
determined by its restriction to Yg, .
- For w € &5,(Xw, F), there exists a unique family (wy € EA)AER such that w =
f]R w )\d)\
In this paper, the word ’generalized eigensection’ is uniquely assigned to the absolutely
continuous spectrum. In other words, a non zero eigensection will not be consid-

ered as a generalized eigensection.
Let

IT: Q*(Y, Fldu]) = H(Y, F)du @ P (1 — du)€,(Y, F) & (1 + du)€_, (Y, F)) (2.26)

n>0

be the orthogonal projection. Let Dgh be the Hodge-de Rham operator with
Dom(D$R+) ={we Q(Ye,.F) : wy € Ker(Il)}, (2.27)

where wy is defined in the paragraph containing (Z4)). Such boundary condition was
considered by Atiyah, Patodi and Singer [Il, (2.3)]. By the proof of [I, Proposition 2.5],
D{fRJr only possesses absolutely continuous spectrum.

Let J : L?(Q°*(Yz,, F)) = L*(Q°(Xw, F)) be the push-forward map induced by the
embedding Yr, — X.. Following [31] Prop. 4.9], we define the wave operators

) AR —itD
Wi (DX_,Dy. )= lim e"xxJe
o Ry t—=to0

F
e L0 (Ye,, F)) = LH(Q%(Xoo, F)). (2.28)
The following theorem comes from [31, Theorems 4.1, 4.2].

Theorem 2.2. The operator Df(oo has no singularly continuous spectrum. For t > 0,

the heat operator exp ( — th(’Q pp) i1s of trace class. The operator Wy (Df( ’D5]R ) 15
[o ok} (oo} +

unitary. Its image is E2.(Xw, F'). Moreover, the following diagram commutes,

F

L2(Q°(Ya,. F)) —% L2(0*(Ye,, F)) (2.29)
we (50t ) | Ny | (o808, )
8;0<X007F> e 8;0<X007F> .

Set
(D%, DY) = Wi (D, DY, ) oW (D, DY, ) € Bnd(12(2* (Y, F))). (2:30)

Then C (D% _, D$R+) commutes with D5R+'
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By ([210), (2I1) and (2.27), a generalized eigensection of D$R+ associated with \ €
(—dy, 6y ) takes the following form,
Eo(¢,A) = e (¢ —ic(2)9) + e (p+ic(2)p), wherep € H(Y,F).  (2.31)

Since C (DX _, D5R+) commutes with D5R+, there exists C'(\) € End(H*(Y, F)) such that
we have the formal identity

C(D§W7D1};R+)EO<¢7 )‘) = E()(C()\)(bu )‘) (232>
More precisely, for
oy
W= / Eo(ér, \)d\ € L? (Q'(YR+, F)), (2.33)
—5y
we have
oy
C(DX.., Dy, Jw = / Eo(C(A\) g, A)dA. (2.34)
—5y

We call C'()) scattering matrix. We extend the action of C'(A) to H*(Y, F[du]) such that
CN)e(F) = =e(3)CN). (2.35)

The following propositions come from [31), §4, paragraphs between Lemma 4.16 and
Proposition 4.26].

Proposition 2.3. The following properties hold,

- C()\) depends analytically on X;
C(N\) € End(H*(Y, F[du))) is unitary;
C(X) preserves HP(Y, F) and HP(Y, F)du forp=0,- -1y
C(\)C(=)) =1d, in particular, C'(0)*> =1d .

Proposition 2.4. A generalized eigensection of D%_ . associated with A € (—dy, dy)
takes the following form on Yg_,

e (¢ —ic(£)9) + MOV (& —ic(L)o) +0(6, N, (2.36)
where ¢ € H*(Y, F) and 0(¢p, \) € L? (Q' (Ye,, F ) Furthermore, foru € R,
6(p,\), L H(Y, Fldul). (2.37)

Conversely, for ¢ € H*(Y,F) and X € (=dy,dy), there exists a unique generalized
eigensection of DX_ . satisfying [Z30), which we denote by E(¢, A).

In Proposition 2.4 ¢ € H*(Y, F') is due to the same argument as in (2.10).

We remark that E(¢, \) depends linearly on ¢ and analytically on A ([31], §4]). Since
H*(Y, F) is finite dimensional, there exists a > 0 such that, for any ¢ € H*(Y, F') and
A€ [0y /2,0y /2],

1B@ My, <all@lly: 1B Ny, < allo]ly- (2:38)
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2.3. Extended L*-solutions. Set
$2(Xoo, F) = L*(Q°(Xw, F)) NKer (DY?),
H*(Xoo, F) = {(w, ) € Ker (Df(i) & H (Y, Fldu]) : w™ =0, ™ =mja}, (
where w*, w”™ are defined in (ZI2). The elements of H?. (X, F) (resp. H*(Xo, F)) are

called L?-solutions (resp. extended L?-solutions) of Df(i and H3, (X, F) is naturally
identified as a vector subspace of H*(Xo, F') by sending w € H3. (X, F) to (w,0) €
H*(Xoo, F'). By Proposition 24, H*( X, F') is spanned by H$,(Xo, F') and generalized
eigensections of Df(oo associated with 0, i.e.,

2.39)

H*(Xoo, F) = H}2(Xoo, F) @ {E(¢,0) = ¢ € H(Y,F)}. (2.40)
Proposition 2.5. For (w,w) € H* (X, F), we have
dfw=d"™w=0. (2.41)

Proof. By ([ZI0) and ([239), d"w and d"*w are L*-integrable and mutually orthogonal.
Then dfw + d"*w = D¥w = 0 implies (241]). The proof of Proposition is completed.
0]

By Proposition 28 and (210, for (w,w) € H*(X, F), we have
Yo, = Ty + Z e““‘“(7‘ml —du A Ty5), (2.42)
70, peSp(DY)

with 7,1 € Q*(Y, F) and 7,5 € Q1 (Y, F) satisfying

|

AT, =dy 1 =0,  dy T = |plTee,  dbTie = |plTen (2.43)
We construct linear maps
Rar + H( X, F) = Q7 (Y, F), Ryt H( X, F) = QT (Ye,, F) (2.44)
as follows: for (w,w) € H* (X, F') satisfying (2.42), set

1 1
Rar (w,0) = Z —e““‘“TM, Ry (w, w) = Z We““‘“du ATy (2.45)

p#0 ,u| u#0
Proposition 2.6. The following identities hold on Yg, ,

d¥ Ryr (w, &) = w’Y — @, AP Rer(w, @) =0,
Ry

2.46
A5 Ry (w, @) = w’Y — 1, dFRgra(w, @) = 0. (2:46)
Ry
Proof. These identities follow from ([2.42), ([2.43) and ([2.45). The proof of Proposition
is completed. [

Set
L ={&eH(Y,Fldu]) : there exists w such that (w,w) € H*(Xo, F)}.  (2.47)

The elements of £* are called limiting values of H*(X ., F'). Let Py : H*(Y, F[du]) — £°®
be the orthogonal projection. Recall that C'(\) is defined by (2.32)) and (2.35]). We denote
by C'= C(0). By Proposition 2.3 and ([2.36]), ([2.37) for A = 0, we have

L*=Im(C+1d) =Ker(C —1d), C=2P;,—1d. (2.48)
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By Proposition and (248)), we have the decomposition of vector spaces
LP = L7 @ L7 (2.49)

rel

with £ C HP(Y, F) and £P; C HP~ (Y, F)du. From (238 and (248,
Lht = iaiLf‘;[l C HP(Y, F) (2.50)

abs

is the orthogonal complement of £?, = in H?(Y, F)).
By (Z39) and (2.47), we have the following short exact sequence,

0 — H2(Xoo, F) — H* (X, F) — L* — 0. (2.51)
Set
Hosret (Xoos F) = {(w,0) e H*'(Xoe, F) : € L;bs/rel}' (2.52)
By ([2351]) and [2352), we get the following short exact sequence,
0 — H72(Xoos ) — Hipgrel(Xoor F) — Lipg/ra — 0. (2.53)

3. ASYMPTOTICS OF THE SPECTRUM OF HODGE-LAPLACIANS

In this section, we study the asymptotics of the spectrum of the Hodge-Laplacian. In
§3.11 we introduce the gluing of two manifolds, which will be the central object in the
whole paper. In §3.2] we introduce a model, which could be viewed as the limit of the
Hodge-Laplacian in question. In §3.3land §3.4] we study the asymptotics of the spectrum
of the Hodge-Laplacian in question. In §3.5] we extend the results in §3.3] and §3.4] to
manifolds with boundaries.

3.1. Gluing two manifolds. For R > 2, set
Zyr= 21Uy YR, Zor=Z2UyY_Rrq,

oo = Z1 Uy Yo oo)y  Z2,00 = Z2 Uy Y(_oo s (3:1)
where we identify 07; ~ Y (j = 1,2) with Yj := Yq3. Set (cf. Figure[I)
Zr = Z1r Uy ZoR, (3.2)
We have the canonical embeddings
Zior € Zr, Zaor € Zg. (3.3)

We will use the following coordinates on their cylindrical parts: (u1,y) € Yjo,r) € Z1 .25,
(u2,y) € Yi_ro € Zo2r and (u,y) € Yi_pr € Zg. Under the embedding (B3]), we have
the following coordinate transformations

(u,y) < (w1 — R,y) < (u2 + R, y). (3.4)
We will also use the following canonical embedding: for R’ < R,
Zj,R/ g Zj,R7 fOI'j = 172, (35)

which is compatible with the coordinates (u;,y).
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3.2. Model of eigenspaces associated with small eigenvalues. For j = 1,2, let
H 2 (Zj oo, F) (vesp. H*(Zj o0, F)) be the vector space of L?-solutions (resp. extended

L*-solutions) of DZZOO (see (2.39)). Set
W (Ziror F) = {(wn,0m @) (3,0) € H(Zjoor F) forj =12} (3.6)
For R > 2, we equip H*(Z12,0, I') with the following metric,

o8 1 = el ol 7

We will omit the subscript R if R = 0. By Lemma 2] and (2Z39)), there exists a > 0

such that

2 2

H ' ’ 500 (Zigoe F)R S (1+aR) H : ’ He(Z12,00,F)" (3.8)
By (B6]), we have the following injection,
J—CZQ(ZLOCM F) P j{zg <Z2,007 F) — J’C.(Zlgpo, F) (3 9)

(w1, w2) = (W1, ws,0).

For j = 1,2, let L3 be the set of limiting values of H*(Z; o, F') (see (2.41)). We have
the following surjection,

H*(Z19,00, F) = LI N L3
(w1, we,w) — w.
From (ZX51)), (39) and ([B.10), we obtain the following short exact sequence
0 = H32(Zioo, F) & Hoa(Zo o, F) — H*(Zigo, F) — L3101 L3 — 0. (3.11)
For A € (—=dy,0) U (0,dy) (see ([29)), set
Ex(Z100, F) = {(w,w™) € Q*(Z1,00, F) x Q* (Yo, 400), F)

w is a generalized eigensection of Dgl _ ac associated with A, (3.12)

(3.10)

w”™ is the zeromode of w},

where the zeromode is defined in ([Z.12)). We construct €,(Zs,, F) in the same way, i.e.,
BI2) with Z; « replaced by Zs . and Yjg o) replaced by Y(_ . For R > 2, set

8A,R<Zl2,w7F) = {(wl,wfm,wg,wgm) : (wj,wjz»m) € 8)\<Zj,oo,F) fOI‘ j = 1,2, (
Voar = Yisn under (BE)}

For j = 1,2, let C;(\) € End(H*(Y, F[du])) be the scattering matrix associated with
DZOO (see (232)) and ([2.35))). From Proposition 2.3] we have

Cia(A) := CyHN)CL(N) € End(H*(Y, F)) @ End(FH* (Y, F)du). (3.14)
For R > 2, set

3.13)

zZm

Wy

zZm

2

Arp={XN€R : det (" C15(N)

He(YV,F) Id) - O}v (3.15)

which is viewed as a multiset.

Lemma 3.1. We have
{)\ eR : EA,R(ZH,ooa F) 7& O} = AR. (316)
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Proof. Let (wy,wi™, wa,ws™) € Ex r(Z12,00, F'). By Proposition 2.4] we have
=e M ¢y —ic(Z)p1) + €M CL(N) (o1 — ic(Z) 1),
e = Gy — ie(§)6) + (M) (02 — ie( £)0),

with ¢y, ¢o € H*(Y, F'). By (B13), we have w™
and (BI7), we get

[0,2R]

(3.17)

— zm

Vi ano" Now applying (B.4)

0,2R]

01— el 5)6n = %M (90 — ic(£)02).

CLN) (61 = e @)60) = ¢ P00 (62 — ic( 1)) o
By (814) and (B.I8), we have
A Cra(N) (02 — ic(£)¢2) = b2 — ic() 2. (3.19)
By Proposition and (BI4), equation ([BI9) is equivalent to
O (N = ¢o. (3.20)
Thus we obtained a map
Exr(Z12,00, F) = Ker (e C1a(N) |, v~ 1d) (3.21)

sending (wy, wi™, wa, wi™) € Exr(Z12.00, F) to ¢o € H*(Y,F) determined by (BI7).
Moreover, by Proposition 2.4 the map (B8.21I]) is bijective. This completes the proof
of Lemma 3.1 OJ

3.3. Approximating the kernels. Let ) € C*°(R) such that
0<yv' <3, Y =0 foru<1/4, (u)=1 foru=>3/4. (3.22)
For j = 1,2, we construct x; r € C°([—R, R]) as follows,

Xir(w) =v¥((=1)u/R), (3.23)

which we view as a function on Y_p g, i.e., Xjr(u,y) = xj,r(u) for (u,y) € Y_g g
Let

Rar 1 3 ( F) = (Y[ F)
:RdR*J : .(Zl 005 F) Q’“(Y[Q%w F), (3 24)
Rar 2 = H(Zo0, F) — Q7Y F) '
Raroe gt H( F) (
be the maps in (Z44]) with X replaced by Z; o and Zs .. We compose the maps in
[B24) with the restriction maps induced by

Y_rr =~ Yo2r € Yo+oo)  Y—rR = Y—2r0 € Y- (3.25)

Now these maps take values in Q°*(Y[_g g}, F).
We construct

FZRaGZR : J{.(ZlQ,oan) — Q.(ZR, F) (326)
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as follows,

= GZR(W1,W2,@)’ =wj, forj=1,2,

Frp(wi,wa, @) Zio

25,0

2
FZR (wl, wa, (IJ) }Y[—R,R] = W;(IJ + Z dF (Xj,R iRdF,j(wj, (IJ)), (3 27)
j=1 -

2
GZR (wl, wa, CZ)) }Y[—R,R] = W;(I} + Z dF’* (Xj,R de,*7j(wj, (2))) .
j=1

By Proposition [2.0] Fz,, and Gz, are well-defined. Moreover, we have
dFFZR(wl,(,ug,d)) = dF’*GZR(wl,WQ,(;}) =0. (328)
Let ¢p: [-R—1, R+1] — [—1,1] be an odd smooth function such that ¢;(u) > 0 and
or(u) =u+Rforu e [—~R—1,—R—1/2]. We construct a diffecomorphism ¢ : Zr — Z
as follows,
or=1d on Zp\Y_ g 1,ry1, ¢r(w,y) = (¢r(w),y) for (u,y) € Y r 1rsy- (3.29)
Then ¢g induces an isomorphism ¢g. : H*(Zg,Y) — H*(Z, F).
Proposition 3.2. For (w,ws, @) € H*(Z12.00, F') with & € H*(Y, F'), under the identi-
fication g, the cohomology class [FZR(wl,wQ,dj)] € H*(Z, F) is independent of R.
Proof. Let R' € [R,TR/6]. Let ¢pr g : [—R, R] — [-R', k'] be an odd function such that
b (1) = u—R +R if ue [-R,—iR),
RER u— (R — R)x1,rss(u) ifue [—%R, 0].
Then ¢ p(u) > 0. Let pppr : Zr — Zr be the diffeomorphism defined by ¢p r in the
same way as (3.29). Then ¢g g is homotopic to ¢ o pgr. Let u € Q*(Zg, F) such that
2

(3.30)

M‘ZR\YFR,R] - 0’ 'LL‘Y[fR,R] - Z (Xj’R o (bj%vR'Xj’R/):Rdij(wj’ aj) <3'31>
j=1
By (3217), (330) and (3.31)), we have
FZR(LUI,LUQ,(:J) _¢E7R’FZR/(wl7w27aj) = dF,u7 (332)
which implies g, [Fz, (w1, ws,&)] = @ «[Fz,, (wi,ws, )] € H(Z,F). The proof of
Proposition is completed. O

For a > 0, we denote by O(a) a number in [—a/3, ] with § > 0 independent of R.
In the sequel, R is always supposed to be large enough.

Proposition 3.3. There ezists a > 0 such that for (wy,ws, @) € H*(Z12.00, F'), we have

| Fzn(eor w2, @), = (14 0(e7%) )| (w1, w0, )]

Proof. By B27) on Yjo.r C Z1,r, Fz,(wi,ws,w) — wy vanishes on Z; . By Proposition
and (327,

(FZR(wl, w9, (Z)) — wl) ’Y[O,R] = dF (XLR fRdF,l(wl, C:))) + 7T1*/(2) — W1

(3.33)

He(Z12,00,F),R’

(3.34)

0 . .
= (%XLR)dU A Rgr 1 (w1, @) + (XLR — 1)(w1 — Tyw).
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By B22) and B2Z3), 21,5 is bounded by 1 and with support in Y{_sr/4 gy, X1,r — 1
is bounded by 1 and with support in Y[_3gr/4,0). Then we have

| Fzp (w1, wa, @) — leZl,R < || Rar 1 (wi, @)

By (2.43]), we have
HfRdF,l(Wl,@) ,

Yi—3R/4,—R/4]

By Lemma 21|, (Z16), (239) and ([3.25), we have

2651 (1 — e 5% 2|y — 73

+ || — “;@Hn,wm . (3.35)

Y{_3Rr/4,~R/4] ]

<02 P R[5, (3.36)

2
Y_3pr/4UY0

. 12
Wy — T wH <
H 1 YNY _arja0

] 3.37
cap-cton et o O

Let H . Hl,Zl,o be the H'-Sobolev norm on €*(Z;, F') induced by g’ and h'". By the

trace theorem, || - H;Zm = 0(1)|| - Hi,Zlo' By ellipticity of D}, , we have | -

Hi,Zl 0 o
O(l)(H . H2Zl’0 + HDZO . H2Zm) Applying these estimates to w; and using the fact that

ngwl =0, we get

lwillaz, , = O], 7, = OW) e, , (3.38)
Set a = 0y /5. By ([B.30)-([B.3]), we have
HFZR((Ul,CUQ,(:J> — leZI,R = O(e’“R) leHZl,R' (3.39)

For the same reasons, we have

’FZR (wl, w2, CI)) — WZHZQ,R = (‘)(e_“R) HWQHZZR. (340)
Then ([B.33)) follows from [3.7)), (339) and (3:40). The proof of Proposition is com-
pleted. O

For w € Q*(Zg, F'), we denote

HWHGQZR = xseuzi |wa AT X)BF, " (3.41)
Proposition 3.4. Let k be an integer greater than §. For w € Q*(Zg, F),
l<llgo 7, = O ([l]l 5, + P77l ,)- (3.42)

Proof. For any (u,y) € Y|_g r), we apply the Sobolev inequality on Y}, 1 ,41]. Since g*#
and AP are product on Yju—1,u+1), there exists €y > 0 independent of R > 1 such that
for any w € Q°*(Zg, F'), we have

(3.43)

ZpW

}w(my)} <G (Hw Y[u—17“+11).

Combing (3.43) with the Sobolev inequalities on Z; ; and Z,;, we obtain (B.42)). This
completes the proof of Proposition 3.4] O

Yv[u—l,u-ﬁ— 1]
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Let PKer( ) :Q%(Zg, F) — Ker (DF’Z) be the orthogonal projection. Set
Ty — PKer( ZR> o Fz, : H*(Z19,00, F) — Ker (D;j), (3.44)
pE2 '
9 = PKer( ZR) ¢} GZR : j-(:.<2127007 F) — Ker (D?}?)
Proposition 3.5. There exists a > 0 such that for (wy,ws, &) € H*(Z12.00, F),
|(Fzn — Fz0) (wr, w2, (’O)HGO,ZR = 0(e™) || (wi, w2, @) H (Z12,00.F). R’ (3.45)
As a consequence, F 7, : H*(Z12,00, F) = Ker (ng) is injective.
Proof. By Proposition 20 and ([321), we have
(FZR - GZR)<W17W27®)‘Y[7R7R]
R (3.46)
_ Z( i) (A R (005, @) + i g Rarie (5,3 )
By Proposition 2.6 (L2) and (3.46]), for m € N, we have
D;ﬁm (FZR — GZR) (wl, wa, (IJ) ’Y[—R,R]
g2m+1 (3.47)

=(-1)" 22: (WXj’R) (du A Rgr j(wy,w) 41 8 R g7 (w],w)>
=1

Jj=

By 3:23), %XI,R (resp. %XQ,R) is O(R~*"~') and with support in [-3R/4, —R/4]
(resp. [R/4,3R/4]). Then, by ([B:47), we have

HDFzm(FZR - GZR)(wlaWQaa}) ;

=O0(R™"7?) <HfRdF,1(wh w + [|Rar 2 (w2, @) (3.48)

HY[R/4,3R/4]

+ || Rare 1 (w1, ) s T | Rar 2 (w2, @) )

)

Set a = dy /5. Proceeding in the same way as in (3.306]) and applymg (Bﬂ) B38), we
see that the norms on the right hand side of ([348)) are O( leHzl R H QHZQR)

Combining with ([B.7]), we get
HDFzm FZR - GZR)(whw%@)

= O(e’“R)H(wl,WQ,(IJ)‘

(3.49)

HZ H*(Z12,00,F),R’

We denote py = (ffZR SZR)(wl,wQ, W), P = (FZR ?ZR)(wl,ng, w) and py =
(GZR SZR)(wl,wQ, @). Then we have

(FZR GZR)<W1,W2, W) = po + p1 — o (3.50)

By Theorem [LLT] for the manifold without boundary Zr, (8.28) and (3.44]), we have
o € Ker (D7?), € Im(d"), pp € Im(d"™). (3.51)
Since DFzm commutes with d* and d** (see (L3)), B.EI) holds with p; (j = 0,1,2)
replaced by DFRQm,u]. As a consequence, (D;}fm,uj)J g0 A€ mutually orthogonal. Then,
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by (8.49) and (B.50), we have
1Dz (Fzn = Fzi)(@r, w2, 0)|| 5, = 12"l 5,
< || DZ2 " (Fap = G (w1, w0, @), (3.52)
=0 (eiaR) H (Wi, wa, d’)’ Ho(Z12,00 F), R’

By Proposition B4 and ([352)), we obtain (345). From [333) and (34H), we know that
the map Fz, : H*(Z12,00. ') — Ker (ng) is injective. The proof of Proposition is
completed. 0

Remark 3.6. In the proof of PropositionB.5, Hodge decomposition is used in an essential
way. Hence our argument is not valid for general Dirac operators.

Theorem 3.7. For R > 2 large enough, the map Jz, is bijective.

Proof. By Proposition B35 Jy, is injective. It remains to show that F, is surjective.
Suppose that, on the contrary, there exist R; — 400 and w; € Q°(Zg,, F') such that

DgRiwi = O, Wi 7& O, Wi 1 Im(?ZRi). (353)
By Lemma 2.1 wi’ Z10U%0 # 0. By multiplying suitable constants, we may assume that
2 2
leoill, , + llevillz, , = 1 (3.54)
By Lemma 21, (3:38)) and ([354), there exists a > 0 such that for T' € [0, R;],
i[5, <1+ al (3.55)

As a consequence, for T fixed, the series (wi

} ZIT)’i is L?-bounded. Moreover, by ([B.53),

the series (wl} 2, T)i is H?-bounded. By Rellich’s lemma, we may suppose that (wl} 2 T)i

H'-converges. By a diagonal argument (involving ¢ and T'), we may supppose that for
any 1" > 0, (wi }Zl T)i H'-converges. Then there exists W1,00 @ Current on Z o, with values

in F' such that for any 7' € N, (wi‘zl T)Z. H'-converges to wl,OO}Zl . Now, taking 1 — +o00

in (B.53), we get

Dy, w1 =0. (3.56)
Thus wy « € Q2°(Z1,00, F). Taking i — 400 in ([B.55), we get
oo, , < 1+a. (3.57)
By (Z12) and ([B.51), we have
Wi oo = 0 € Q°* (Yo, 400), F)- (3.58)
By 239), B.56) and B.58), wi o is an extended L*-solution of D7 | i.e.,
(1,00, 01) € H*(Z1,00, F), (3.59)

where @) = Wi, | o07,, € H*(Y, Fldu]). Moreover, since w; HL.

L?-converges to @.

‘ZI,R -converges t0 wi o,

i
Wi 0Z1,0

The same argument on w; yields

}ZgyT

(WZ,OOa('DQ) € }C.(ZQ,Ooa F) (360)
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satisfying parallel properties. In particular, w; L2-converges to wo. By (2I2) for

‘822,0

A =0, we have
w™ 0Zny = wi™ 710" (3.61)
Taking i — 400 in (B.61]), we get w1 = wy. Then, by [B.6]), (B.59) and (B.60), we get
(wl,oo, WQ,OO, (;Jl) & j{.<Zl2,oou F) (362)
Set p; = Fzp, (W1 005 W2,00, 1) and f1; = F2zn, (W1,005 W2,00, W1)-
Case 1. w; = 0. We have
<wz‘,w1,oo>ZLRi = <wi,w1,oo>zm + <W?Z,wizoo>yloﬂi]. (3.63)
We know that wi} Zin. L% ~converges to wy » and that Z; o is compact. Then we have
2 :
<wi,w1,oo>Z1 L HwLoonl ,  asi— +00. (3.64)
We know that wi*|, L -converges to wi . Then, by the dominated convergence

theorem and (2.16]), we have

<wz¥lzawizoo>y[0ﬂi] — Hw?zoo ’f,[o’+oo), as i — +00. (3.65)
By (@39), (53 and (E03)-@HI), we have
<wi, M>Zl,Ri — HwLOOHQZLOO, as ¢ — +00. (3.66)
The same argument also yields
<wi, m>Z2’Ri — szpoH;w, as 1 — +o00. (3.67)
By Proposition B8, (3.60) and ([B.67)), we get
<wi7/ji>ZRi — HwLooH;oo + sz,wHQZ%w #0, asi— +oo. (3.68)

However, by (8.53]), we have <w,~,ﬁi> Zn = 0. Here we get a contradiction.
Case 2. @; # 0. We have l

<wi’w1’°°>21,m = <wi,w17oo>zl’0 + <W?Z>W?,Zoo Yo, + <wfm,wfff)lo>},[o’Ri]. (3.69)
Here (B.64) and (B.63]) still hold. We just need to consider <w§m,w§jgo>mm We know
that w?™ 9710 L?-converges to W, = Wite 9710 Then, by ([2I2), we have
Ry N wm, wim Yors delHi, as i — +00. (3.70)
Now, proceeding in the same way as in Case 1, we get
RN wi i) 5, = 2l 2 #0, asi— +oo, (3.71)

which leads to the same contradiction.
The proof of Theorem B.7]is completed. O
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3.4. Approximating the small eigenvalues.
Theorem 3.8. There exists o > 0 such that
Sp(D7,) C (—o0,—aR ) U{0} U (aR ™, +00). (3.72)

Proof. The proof consists of several steps.
Step 1. We prove a result in linear algebra.
Let

(W®,0):0 =W = ... 5 W" =0 (3.73)

be a chain complex of finite dimensional complex vector space. Let h)'" = @, h}" " with
t € R be a smooth family of Hermitian metrics on W*. We denote
-1 0 ppe
Q= (h") 1§th € End(W*). (3.74)
Let 9; be the adjoint of & with respect to h})". Set D; = 9 + 0;. By the perturbation
theory [23, §2.6, Theorem 6.1] (cf. Theorem in the appendix), there exist smooth
functions A\;(t), -+, Ay, (t) such that

{A(t), -+, An(t)} = Sp(Dy). (3.75)

For A € End(W'), we denote by HAHt the operator norm of A with respect to h}"". We
will show that
0
o] < @l et (370
For ease of notation, we will write A(¢) rather than A (¢). Let P(t) : W* — W* be the
projection corresponding to A(¢) in Theorem [6:2 We remark that ¢ — P(¢) is smooth.
Take w € W* such that P(0)w # 0. For t close to 0, take

w(t) = (n" (P(t)w. P(t)w))l/ “Pltyw e W, (3.77)
Then ¢ +— w(t) is smooth. Moreover, we have
Dyw(t) = At)w(t), (3.78)
and
h (w(t), w(t)) = 1. (3.79)
As a consequence, we have
Re h'V* (w(t), %w(t)) — 0. (3.80)
Taking the derivative of ([B.78]), we get
0 0 0 0
(aDt)w(t) 4D, (awt> - (a)\(t)>w(t) FA®) (aw(t)). (3.81)
By B.78)-([B.81]), we get

%A(t) = Reh"” (w(t), (aDt)w(t)> : (3.82)



SCATTERING MATRIX AND ANALYTIC TORSION 25

Let W*" be the anti-dual of W*. We may view h}"* as a map h}'* : W* — W*", defined
as follows: AlV"(w,v) = V" (w)(v) for w,v € W*. Let 9 : W* — W* , determined as
follows: (97)(w) = 7(dw) for w € W*, 7 € W* . Then

o = (n")""onl". (3.83)
Taking the derivative of ([3.83]), we get
0 0 * * *
aDt = aat = 0, Qr — Q:0;. (3.84)

By (B:82)) and (3:84), we get

I = Re V" (w(t), 8:Qtw(t)> _Reh!” <w(t), Qtﬁjw(t))

ot
— Re !V’ (6w(t), Qtw(t)) _Reh”" (Qtw(t), a;fw(t)) (3.85)
— Re WV’ ((a — O )w(t), Qtw(t)>.
Using (B:85) and the fact that (0 — 8;‘)2 =—(0+ 8:)2, we get
a ? we * * we
D] < B (0= 00 w), (0= 0)w(®) )h (Quo(t). Qu())
= 0" (04 05)w(t), (0 + 87 )w(®) ) Al (Quo(t), Quu(t) )

< MO [|;-

The result proved in Step 1 also holds true for the de Rham complex (Q'(Z AN )
equipped with L2-metrics.

Step 2. We prove (B.72).
For € > 0 and t > 0, we perturb ¢?#% on the cylindrical part Y|_r,g as follows,

A(t)

(3.86)

R — |u|\ 2t du?

TZR> _ ( TZR> n ( ) 3.87

(ge’t (u,9) g (u,9) v € R’ ( )
where 1 is constructed in ([3.22). Set
R

R—u\2t
= 1 ( )—d . 3.8
Rey /0 \/ HY( ) du (3.88)

Then Zg (viewed as a differential manifold) equipped with the Riemannian metric geTtZ R

is isometric to Zg,,. A direct calculation yields
li aRe,t
im
e—0 8t

Let hg;(ZR’F) be the L2-metric on Q*(Zg, F') induced by g/ and h". By [I1 Propo-
sition 4.15], we have
t=°> ()

((h?,; o) 70 panzn)
I (1_7“") Re( )l 4,) € Bnd (A%(T"Zr) & F)

=1. (3.89)

t=0

8t et
(3.90)
€

(u,y)
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As a consequence,

Q'(ZR £) lﬁhf"(zR Bl <R 3.91
I(» O] | <pt (391)
We denote
5R:min{|)\| L 04 M€ sp(DgR)}. (3.92)
For each Ry > 0, we take 0 < b < dp, < a such that
{—aa}nSp(Dg, ) =0, [-0,]NSp(Dyz, ) < {0} (3.93)

Since dim Ker (D} ) is constant, [333) holds with Ry replaced by R close enough to
Ry. Applying Theorem to the restriction of DIZ:R to its eigenspace associated with
eigenvalues in [—a, —b] U [b, a], we get

([=a,—bl U [b,a]) NSp(D7,) = {\(R), -, An(R)}, (3.94)
where A\ (R),- -+, \n(R) depends smoothly on R. By Step 1 and (B.91]), we have

0 -1

SR =R
Taking € — 0 in ([B.93) and applying ([B.89), we get

%]/\k(R)] > —R ' \(R)|. (3.96)

R)|, fork=1,--- ,m. (3.95)

As a consequence, the function R +— R})\k(R)} is non decreasing. Then so is the function
R — ROg. This completes the proof of Theorem [3.8 O

For 7 =1,2, let ngoo,pp be the restriction of ng __ to the eigenspace associated with
the purely point spectrum (cf. §2.2). We fix 0, > 0 such that

Sp(D7, . pp) N [=02,,02,] € {0} (3.97)
For j = 1,2, we fix d¢; > 0 such that for 0 < a < d¢;, the Fourier expansion
Ci(A })\e[_a’a] = gexp (ima™ " kX) C o (3.98)
€

satisfies

[ =

1
I1Csa0 =1l < 3, [[Cranll <
where H H is the operator norm on End (fH'(Y Fldu

, fork #£0, (3.99)
)) with respect to H : HY Set

|_:OQ

1
0= émin{éy,521,522,501,502}. (3100)

Here we indicate the usage of each term in ([B.I00). In the proof of Proposition 3.9, we
only use the fact that § < dy /2. In the proof of LemmaB.I0, we use < %min{cSy, 02,,07,}
In the proof of Lemma [B.11] we use the whole construction of §.

For A Q (—5y, O) U (0, 5)/) set

Ear(Z12,00, F) = @D Exr(Z12,00, F). (3.101)
A€A

We construct
Jazpt €ar(Zizeo, F) = Q(ZR, F) (3.102)
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as follows: under the identifications ([B.25]) and ([B.23)),
JA,ZR(M,wf““’w%w;m)}zjﬁ —w;, forj=1,2

J a2, (w1, W™, way w = X1,R W1 ’Y[0,2R] + X2,r WZ}Y[_QR’O] (3.103)

}Y[—R,R]
+ (1 — X1,R — XlR)w%m}Y[O,?Rl'

For B C R, we denote by €5(Zg, F') C Q*(Zg, F) the eigenspaces of D} associated
with eigenvalues in B. Let P} : Q*(Zg, F) = €(Zg, F) be the orthogonal projection.
Set

3A,B,ZR = PgR o JA7ZR : EA,R(ZH,ooa F) — EB(ZRa F) (3104)

For A, B C R and a > 0, we denote A C, B, if (r — a,z + o) C B for each x € A.

Proposition 3.9. There exists a > 0 such that for A C.—ar B C (—0,0) U (0,0) and
(w1, W™, wo, wi™) € Ea r(Z12,00, F'), we have

| (3a.8,2, — JA7ZR)(W1,w%m,WQ,wgm)HquR = 0(e ) (leHzl,O + HWQHZM). (3.105)
As a consequence, Ja gz, 1S injective.

Proof. For A\g € A C (—6,0)U(0,0) and (wy, wi™, wp, ws™) € €3 g(Z12,00, F), similarly to
B43), we could show that for any m € N, there exists a > 0 such that

= 0 ) (lenlly, , +llwnll, ). (3.106)
On the other hand, for B C R satisfying {)\0} C.-ar B, we have
HDZR (JAZR_gABZR '>HZR_ HD Id PgR)JAZR HZ
< D7 (D2 = 20) Taze () 1,

Now (B.105)) follows from Proposition B4 (B.106) and (BI07). The proof of Proposition
is completed. [

Lemma 3.10. There exists a > 0 such that for R > 2 large enough and w € Q*(Zg, F)
an eigensection of DY associated with X € (—06,0) U (0,0), we have

|w

HDZR (DZR o) J a2 (Wi, wi™, wo, wi™)

(3.107)

(3.108)

[y = allwll 7, 002,

In particular, w™ is non zero.

Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist R; — 400, w; € Q°(Zg,, F') and \; €
(—0,0) U (0,0) such that

Dy w; = A\w;, (3.109)
and

=1, “|l, =0, asi— +oo. (3.110)

[ P

We may assume that \; — Ay
Proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Theorem [B.7, we may assume that there
exist Wi oo € 2°(Z100, F) and wo o € Q°(Za00, F) such that for any 7" > 0, (wl}

H'-converges to wﬂ%oo’zﬂ (7 = 1,2). Moreover,

Zj’T)z

Wi =0, wy,=0. (3.111)

l,00 =
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Now, taking i — 400 in (.109) and B.II0), we get

loneols,, + lozmclls,, =10 DE, wioe = Aaowjoer @i =0, for j=1,2. (3.112)

Without loss of generality, we assume that w;. # 0. By Lemma 2T (BI1I) and
BI1J), wi e is a L*-eigensection of D . Then we have A € Sp(D%, _ ). Since

[Aoo| < 0 < dz,, which is the lower bound for the non zero elements in Sp (Dg

l,ooypp)’ we
must have A\, = 0. Thus
Wieo € Hi2(Z1,00, F). (3.113)

Proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Theorem B.7], we could show that
{wi, F 75, (W1,00, 0, 0)>ZR- — HwLOOHQzl _7#0, asi— +oo. (3.114)

However, since w; is an eigensection of DgR, associated with A; # 0 while Fz, (w1,«,0,0) €
Ker (DER,), we should have <wz~, F 25, (W1,00, 0, 0)>ZR, = 0. Here we get a contradiction.
The proof of Lemma [B.10 is completed. Z 0]

Lemma 3.11. There exists a > 0 such that for R > 2 large enough and w € Q*(Zg, F)
sum of several eigensections of D}~ associated with eigenvalues in (—0,0) U (0,6), we
have

le’I’l

> 4 (3.115)

w| .
}Y[—R,R] ‘ Z1,0UZ2,0

As a consequence,

me

Proof. Suppose, on the contrary, that there exist R; — +o0, and w; € Q°*(Zg,, F') such
that w; is sum of eigensections of D}~ associated with eigenvalues in (—d,0)U (0,d) and

yinn = all@llz, (3.116)

=1, [|w/™ — 0, asi— 4o00. (3.117)

HwiHZLQUZQ’Q ‘ﬂ*Ri,Ri]

Proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Lemmal[B. 10, we obtain w; o, € Q°(Z; ~, F)
(j = 1,2) satisfying the same properties except for the second identity in ([B.112). In-
stead, we know that w; ., only consists of (generalized) eigensections of ng _ associated
with (generalized) eigenvalues in [—4, J]. ’

Without loss of generality, we assume that wy o 7# 0. Let

Wi,00 = Wlioo + Wi (3.118)

be the decomposition with respect to (2I9). Proceeding in the same way as in the
proof of Lemma B.I0, we have wi% € H7.(Z100, F). In particular, the zeromode of
Wi vanishes. On the other hand, by (BII2), the zeromode of w; o vanishes. Then so
does wi%,. For ¢ € H*(Y, F') and A € [—0,0], we denote by E(4,\) be the generalized

eigensection of DZ _ associated with A satisfying Proposition 2.4l There exists a family
(@‘)Ae[—é,é} such that

)

d
W = / RACRRVES (3.119)
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Taking the zeromode of w{t,, and applying Proposition 2.4, we get
5

0= (wi%)™ = (1—ic(2)) / e M rdA,
;00 (3.120)
0= (w‘i‘foo)zm’Jr =(1+ zc(aﬁ))/ MO (N pad.
)
Since ¢y € H*(Y, F') and Cy(A)py € H*(Y, F) (see Proposition 2.3]), we have
5 5
/ e Mg dN = / e CLN)padA = 0. (3.121)
-5 -5

We remark that u; > 0. Then, by (B.I2I]), the Fourier expansion of (qﬁ)\))\e[_é 3 (resp.

(C1(N)¢n) /\6[7575]) only possesses strictly negative (resp. strictly positive) frequency.
Now, applying (3.98) and ([8.99), we see that ¢ = 0 for A € [0, 0]. Thus wi,, = 0 and
Wloo = wlpf)o S J{zQ(ZLOO, F). This leads to the same contradiction as in the proof of
Lemma B.10.

The inequality (B.116]) is a consequence of Lemma 21|, (3.1T3]) and the obvious identity

2 2 2
lollz, = Nl z oz + | Vinn

This completes the proof of Lemma B.11] O

nz

W™ (3.122)

—

Lemma 3.12. There exists a > 0 such that for w € Q°(Zg, F) an eigensection of D}
associated with A € (—9,0) U (0,0), we have

In particular,

Cij(Nw

=0 (G—QQR

forj=1,2. (3.123)
Y

_,zm,+ ’
w 97,0

zm,—
’8Zj,0 ) HWHZLQUZQJ)’

H (MRC,(A) — 1d)w™

m,—
021,

L= O (e " (3.124)

) HWHZLOUZQ,O'

Proof. We will follow the argument in [31, § 8]. Here we only consider j = 1.
By @I0)-@2I4), on Y_g g C Zg, there exist ¢y, ¢} € H*(Y, F[du]) such that

Wy =€ NG+ NG W, (3.125)
Under the identification (3.23)), on Yjg 2z, we have
W}Y[o,zm — ARG i =R gl 0z, (3.126)
Thus
W pgy = €M1 =0, W = e = g (3.127)
By Proposition 2:4] there exists (0, 0"™) € Ex(Z1,00, F) (cf. (BI2)) such that
Oy, =€ Mo+ MOV +a™. (3.128)

Set = W}ZI,R — @ L€ Q*(Zy g, F'). We have

Zy,

(DY, s i), = (1 DGy o) 5= ), = (s Au) =0 (3.129)
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On the other hand, note that 7, r = Yz, by [2.8) and (3.126)-[B.I128), we have

(D, s 11) 5, = (1 Dy ) 5= (@)1 1),
(3.130)

2
L G ) o5,
We remark that the last equality in (BI30]) needs the identities

()1 = —idy,  c(Z)C(N)gy = iC (M), (3.131)
which come from (2Z12) and [2I7). By (3129) and (B.I30), we get

jq(A)w

=i

zm,f‘ zm,+}
0Z1,0 0710

Hcl(k)wzm’*bzl,o =™ ozio|| <0 Nloz, < N lloz, T 187 oz, (3:132)
By (2I4), we have
™ lloz, , = O™ wllozgozor 18Nz, . = O )@z, (3:133)
Proceeding in the same way as in (8.38)), we get
HwHaZLOU@Z?,O - o(l)HwHZLOUZQ,O’ H&VJHBZLO - O(l)HwHZLo' <3'134)
By ([23]), BI1217) and BI28), we have
@]l , = 0Ml¢lly = oM wllyy, (3.135)

By (BI32)-(BI35), we obtain (3123).

Using (B123)) and proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Lemma B}, we get

(B124). The proof of Lemma is completed. O
Theorem 3.13. There exists a > 0 such that for A, B C R satisfying
Sp(D5, )N B Co-ar A Comar B C (—6,0) U (0,9), (3.136)

the map Ja gz, : €ar(Z12.00, F) = Ep(ZR, F) is bijective.

Proof. The proof consists of several steps.
Step 1. We prove the following result. For A\ € (—=4,6) and v € H*(Y, F), if

€ = ||e"C(N)v — v < HUHY’ (3.137)
then there exist an orthogonal decomposition v = vy + -+ 4+ v, A1, , Ay € R and
Wy, e, Wy € H(Y, F) satisfying

4iR>\jC )\ R L — 0’
e 12( ])w] wj1/2 b (3.138)
A = Ao < e Zlolly o = wyly < €20l

Let 61(A),---,0,,(A) € R and Pi(\), -+, Pn(A) € End(H*(Y, F)) such that (G3)
holds with C replaced by Cio. Set v; = Pj(Ag)v. Then v = vy +- - - +v,, is an orthogonal
decomposition. Moreover, we have

2

‘ , ‘ 2
2 — H€4ZR/\0012()\0)U — AR 0+i0; (M) _ 1) HvﬂHi (3.139)

J]=
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If ijHi vy set w; = 0 and A\; = Ag. Then (B.I38) holds trivially. Otherwise, by
we have

iR+ (M) _ 1)2 < EHUH;I < 1. (3.140)

Using the inequality |e™ — 1}2 > 2?/4 for |z| < 7/3 and [BI40), we know that there
exists k; € Z such that

[4R A + 0;(Ao) — 2k;m| < 2¢V2|Jo]|;*. (3.141)
For R large enough, the derivative of the function [—36/2,30/2] 3 X\ — 4R\ + 6;(\) is
greater than R. Thus, by (8.141]), there exists a unique A; € R such that 4R\;+6;(\;) =
2k;m, and

I\ = Xo| < 2R71Y2|Ju|,* < B4R + 6;(0) — 2k;7]. (3.142)
Set w; = P(\j)v. We have
o = wily = [[(Fi00) = iAo = 0130 = A [o]ly- (3.143)

By (B142) (3I43) and (6.8), we get (3I33).
Step 2.  We show that for w € Q°(Zg, F') an eigensection of D§R associated with
Ao € B, there exists u € Q°(Zg, F) lying in the image of J4 p z, such that

|l = ll 5, = O™ ) [[w]| (3.144)
By 217), B127), (B:DBI) and (3134), we have
"y <lwlloz, = OWllwll 2, gz, (3.145)

On the other hand, by Lemma BI0, we have

HMHZI,OUZQ,O - O(l)’ w™ ’Y' (3'146)
Since C1(\) and Cy(\) are unitary, by Lemma B.12] (3.145) and (B.146]), we have
o™=y = 0wl ozer 192 0z, = O™y (3.147)

By Lemma and Step 1, there exist integer m < dim H*(Y, F') and
A€ (No—e ™ Not+e ™), ¢y, 05 € (1—ic(2))H(Y,F) with j=1,---,m, (3.148)
such that (gbj)

L<jem AT€ mutually orthogonal and

zm,

(3.149)

O g = D05 O =0y s dslly < e Flw™ )y
j=1

By Proposition 2.4 ([B.I3]) and the second identity in ([3.I4S), for each j = 1,---,m,
there exists (Wy,j, WY, W5, W55) € Ex; r(Z12,00, F) such that

OP = e 4 eV O () (3.150)
By (B103), set

ZJAZR (W15, W15, Wa 5, Wys ). (3.151)
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By BI03), BI50) and BI5), we have
ZE&TI? _ Z (G_Mjul@j + ei)‘ijH()\j)@j)- (3.152)

7j=1
Now we take the dlfference between (B.I120) and (B.I52). Applying Lemma and
(BTED)- (BID), we get

Z1m ~ zm

w

= O(e_aR) HWHZLQUZQJ)' (3153)

}Y[ R,R]

By (@I, set

p=Y3ap2, (@151, By, D5%). (3.154)
j=1
Now we take the difference between (B.I51)) and (3I54). Applying Proposition 3.9 we
get

m

@ = pl,, = 0O(e™) Z (Il , + 12411 ,)- (3.155)
By 238), B.147), B.143) and B.I53), we get
e — <@ =nl,, =0 Z leilly = 0(e™ )l 7, oz, (3-156)

By Lemma BTl (B153) and ([B.I50), we obtam B144).
Step 3.  We prove the following result. Let (V,|[-||) be a Hermitian vector space

of dimension m. Let {v;}i<j<» be an orthogonal basis. Let {w;}1<j<» be a family of
vectors in V' satisfying ij - ij < m*I/QHUj”. Then {w;}1<j<m is a basis of V.

Since the condition is homogeneous, we may assume that {v;}1<j<,, is an orthonormal
basis. Let 1, -, x,, € C such that Zm,l zjw; = 0. We have

zm:xjv] Zx] — wj). (3.157)
j=1

Taking the norm of both sides and applymg Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get

>l < (illeuvj —u]) < (Zlm )(ZH% —wl). (3158)

Jj=1 Jj=

By the hypothesis, we have Z;nzl ij —ij2 < 1. Then we must have 1 = --- =z, = 0.
Hence {w; }1<j<m is a basis.
Step 4. We show that J4 p 7, is bijective.

We fix Ry > 2. By the proof of Theorem B.8 for any a > 0, the function R
dim €[_og-1,0r-1](ZR, F') is non increasing. Taking o = d R and applying Weyl’s law, we
get

dim EB(ZR, F) < dim 8[_575}(ZR, F)
< dim & _sr/Ryor/R0)(ZRy F) = O(R").

By Step 2, Step 3 and ((B.159), Ja 5 7, is surjective. On the other hand, by Proposition
B.9 Ja Bz, is injective. The proof of Theorem [3.13]is completed. O

(3.159)
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Recall that the Ar was defined in (B8.I5). We denote
ARN{0} = { N\ : k€ Z\{0}}, with - <A1 <0<A <A< oon
Sp(Dz, )\{0} = {px : k€ Z\{0}}, with -~ <p1 <O0<p <pp<
Theorem 3.14. There exists a > 0 such that for any |\;| < /2,
Ak — pp = O(e” ). (3.161)
Proof. We only consider k > 0. By the paragraph in Appendix containing ([6.9), (315
and (B.I59), we have
#(An [-5.8) = O(R),  #(Sp(DE,) N1-6.8]) = O(R"). 3162

We fix a > 0 such that Theorem holds. By the pigeonhole principle, we could
construct 0 < b; < --- < b; such that

b <R 2 by =26/3, bjy <bj+e 2 forj=1,---,1-1, (3.163)

(3.160)
P2

and
by — 2¢7%,b; + 2¢7%) 1 (Ap USP(DE,) ) = 0. (3.164)

Now applying Theorem with A = (bj,b;41) and B = (b; —e "%, b1 +e ), we see
that the number of A\, lying in (b;, bj11) equals to the number of pj, lying in (b;, bj41). On
the other hand, by Theorem and the paragraph in Appendix containing (€3], there
is neither A\, nor py lying in (0, b1). Thus A, € (b, bj41) if and only if p, € (b;,bj+1). We
get

Ae — pr| < bjp1 — by < e 2 (3.165)
The proof of Theorem B.14]is completed. O

For p=20,--- ,n, set

Cla(A) = 012()‘)}%P(Y,F)@%Pfl(YvF)du’

A%, ={A>0 : det (" CE,(N) —1d) = 0}. (3.166)
Let D?ﬁv(m be the restriction of D} to Q?(Zp, F). We denote
A= s k=1,2--}, with0< M\ <A< -,
Sp(DLZPN(0} = {px : k=1,2,---}, with0<p; < ps < (3.167)
Theorem 3.15. There exists a > 0 such that for A\, < /2,
X = pp = 0(eR). (3.168)

Proof. We denote

€ (Ziz,00, F) = {s € &% p(Zinoe, F) = Jazn(s) C Q(Zn, F)}. (3.169)
Using Propositions 2.3, 24, (2.39), (B13) and (BI0I), we could show that if A C R is
symmetric (i.e., A € A= —\ € A), €4 r(Z12,00, F') is homogeneous, i.e.,

Ear(Z12,00, F @EAR (Z12,00, F). (3.170)
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Moreover,
{A>0: &\ g(Ziee, F) # 0} = A (3.171)

On the other hand, if B C R is symmetric, €g(Zg, F') is homogeneous. Now, by Theorem
BI3, for symmetric subset A, B C R satisfying (B1306), Ja .z, maps 8’;17}%(212700, F)
bijectively to E3(Zg, F) := E5(Zr, F)NQOP(ZR, F). Restricting da gz, t0 €% p(Z12,00, F)
and proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Theorem B.14] we obtain (B.I68]). This
completes the proof of Theorem O

3.5. Boundary case. We use the convention from (2.52)),
Hoq(Z100, F) = Hof(Z1 00, ), Hpq(Zooos F) = (Z2.00, F). (3.172)
Recall that the maps Ryr; and Ryr 5 are defined in ([3.24). For j = 1,2, we construct
Fz o Ha(Zjoo, F) = 54(Zjir, F) (3.173)

abs

as follows,
FZj,R(waa))‘Zjo =w, forj=1,2

Fy o(w, dj)‘Y[O,R] =d" (x1,r(- + R) Ryr 1 (w,©)) + T, (3.174)
FZQ’R(M7®)‘Y[—R,0] = dF (XZR(. — R) RdFQ(w,(IJ)) + W;(IJ

By Proposition .6, F, ,, is well-defined. Moreover, we have

d"Fy, p(w,@) =0. (3.175)
Recall that pg : Zr — Z is defined by (BTZQI) Set
iR =Ry . Zir = Z;, (3.176)

which is a diffecomorphism. Then ¢; p induces an isomorphism ¢, g, : H3q(Z;r,Y) —
H];d(Zja F)

The following proposition is parallel to Proposition 3.2
Proposition 3.16. For w; € H}:(Z1 00, F) and (we, &) € H3 (2o, F'), under the
identification @; g, the cohomology classes

[Fz, p(w1,0)] € Hyp(Z1, F),  [F, (w2, 0)] € Hyy(Zo, F) (3.177)
are independent of R.
Proof. For j = 1,2, let Z,; p be another copy of Z;z with inverse coordinates on its

cylindrical part, i.e., we identify the cylindrical part of Z; g (resp. Zax) with Y_ro
(resp. Yjogr)). Set Zﬁ% = Z; r Uy Z; g, which is a compact manifold without boundary.
Then the cylindrical part of Z¢ db ' 1s identified with Y|_g g).

Let ¢ : Zﬁ'}’% — Zﬁ'}’% be the diffeomorphism exchanging the two copies of Z; r. We
extend (F, h"') i-equivariantly to Z{%. We denote by ¢* the action on H*(Z{%, F) induced

+
by ¢. Let <H‘(ZJC.“}{2,F)> C H*(Z%, F) be the eigenspaces of /* associated with =£1.

The embedding Z; p — Z" ik induces the following isomorphisms

H\(Zyp, F) = (H'(Zf}g%, F)) , H(Zop, F) = (H‘(ZS}}%,F)Y. (3.178)

rel
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Let H*(Z{"_ | F) (resp. H*(Z$P, F)) be H*(Z12,00, F) (defined by [B.6) with (Z1 oo, Z2.00)

1,007 2,007

replaced by (Z1 00 Z1.00) (168D, (Z2.00, Z2.0)). We have the following embedding
Hpa(Zjoor F) = H(ZSE,, F)

(0,8) o (@, (~1, ). (8:179)
We construct an involution
P IO ) 5 1 )
(wo, w1, &) if & e H(Y,F), (3.180)

((,dl,WQ,w) = { (w2’w1’ —(I_}) if @ € :}C.(Y, F)du

+
Let <fH'(ZC.”° F)) C H*(Z% | F) be the eigenspace of (** associated with 41.

7,007 7,007

Under the identification (3179)), by ([239), ([2.52)) and (3I80), we have

(fH‘(Zdb F))i = K\ (Z1 o, F), (J{‘(Zdb F))+ = Ky (Zooe, ). (3.181)

1,000 2,007 abs

By B217) and (B.I80), the following diagram commutes

Feo (2 F) —2 3eo(295_ F) (3.182)

7,007 7,007

o l l o
H*(Z& F) —~ H*(Z3%, F).

Taking the eigenspace associated with +1 in (B.I82) and applying (B.I78)) and (B.I8]]),

we get the following maps

[FZ?}}J K (Zl,oan) — H;61<ZI,R7F)7

rel

[Fagn ]+ 3e(Zooo, F) = Hyp(Zor, F).

From [B.27) and (BI74), we could verify that the maps in ([B.I83) coincide with [F 7z R}
and [F Zs, R]. Now Proposition B.16] follows from Proposition B.2l This completes the
proof of Proposition B.16] O

(3.183)

In the rest of this subsection, we will state several results parallel to those in §3.3] 3.4l
For R > 2, we equip H}4(Z; 00, F) with the following metric,

H(w, w)

By taking the (—1)/-eigenspace of ¢ in Q°(Z%, F) and applying Proposition to
F zvd,, We get the following result.
J»

(3.184)

2 2
H (Zj00, F)R HWHZJ"R'

Proposition 3.17. There exists a > 0 such that for (w,w) € H}4(Z) 00, F), we have

[P n @, = (1 0() [ w.2)

58,2y, (3.185)

F,2
Zj,R> . (Zj R, F) = Ker (D;;QR) be the orthogonal projections. Set

F.,2
Fg,n = prer(PZ) o Fy, i H34(Zjoo, F) — Ker (D2). (3.186)



36 MARTIN PUCHOL, YEPING ZHANG, AND JIALIN ZHU

Again, by taking the (—1)/-eigenspace of ¢ in Q'(Z}D’%, F) and applying Proposition
to Fyva , we get the following result.
Js

Proposition 3.18. There exist a > 0 such that for (w,w) € Hpy(Zj 00, F'), we have
H (FZj,R - ngj,R)<w7 @) HGO7Zj,R = o(eiaR) H (wv @) 3o ( (3187>

Again, by using the Zs-equivariant version of Theorem [B.7] as above, we get the fol-
lowing result.

Zj 0 F),R’

Theorem 3.19. For R > 2 large enough, the maps Fz, ., is bijective.

The following result is a direct consequence of Theorem [B.8, which is compatible with
the Zs-action.

Theorem 3.20. There exists a > 0 such that

Sp(D?j’R) C (=00, —aR ) U{0}U (aR™, +o0). (3.188)
For j = 1,2, set
CJ,bd(A) = (_Uj (CJ'()‘) He(Y,F) CJ'O‘) U{‘(Y,F)du)' (3.189)
For p=20,--- ,n, set
Chpa(A) = Cjpa(N) |5, b1 :
J;bd J ’U{ (Y, F)HP~1(Y,F)du (3.190)

Al ={A>0 : det (#CY, (A) —1d) =0},
Finally the Zs-equivariant version of Theorem 315 is as follows.
Al F727( )
Theorem 3.21. Theorem [313 holds true for (Sp(DZJ_’Rp ) AT R)

We sketch the idea of the proof of Theorem B2I] A direct application of Theorem
ol to Z5 db ' yields the following equation

0 = det (" CP2 (N) —1d) = det (e*CP) (A) —1d) det (e¥CP, (A)+1d). (3.191)
And the first factor on the right hand side of (B:I91]) corresponds to the (—1)’-eigenspace.

4. ASYMPTOTICS OF ZETA DETERMINANTS

In this section, we study the asymptotics of zeta determinants of the Hodge-Laplacians
in question. In §4.1] we introduce a simplified version of the model constructed in §3.21 In
§4.2 we decompose the zeta determinant into short/large time contribution and estimate
the short time contribution. In §4.3 we estimate the large time contribution.

4.1. Model operators. For R > 2, we denote I} g = [-R,0], Iy, g = [0, R] and Ip =
[—R, R]. We sometimes add a sub-index 0 to objects associated with Ig, e.g., lo g = Ig.

We denote by 2° (I r, H* (Y, F)) the vector space of differential forms on I with values
in H*(Y, F). For w € QP(Ig, HU(Y, F)), we denote degw = p+ ¢, which we call the total
degree of w. We have the canonical identification

O (Ip, HO(Y, F)) == € (I, HO(Y, Fldu])). (4.1)

For w € Q*(Ig, H*(Y, F)) and u € I, we denote by w, € H*(Y, F[du]) its value at u as
in (24).
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Recall that £5 C H*(Y, Fldu]) (j = 1,2) is the set of limiting values of H*(Z; ., I)
(see (Z4D)). Let Dy, = c(2)Z with
Dom(Dp,) = {w € Q*(Ir, H*(Y, F)) : w_g € L], wr € L3}. (4.2)

Let Dy, , = c(2)% and Dy, , = ¢(2)2 with

Dom(Dy, ) = {w € Q* (L1 g, H* (Y, F)) : w_g € L}, wo € H*(Y, F)du},

Dom(Dy, ) = {w € Q*(Lr, H*(Y, F)) : wr € L3, wy € H*(Y, F)}. (4:3)

We use the convention £7 4 = L7 and £3,4 = £3 ;.. The operator D%j . (1=0,1,2)

preserves the total degree. We denote by Dz’,(ﬁ ) its restriction to the component of total

degree p. Let L5 o C £} (j = 1,2) be the absolute/relative component (see (Z43)).

By (£2) and (43]), we have
Ker (D}") = £8nLh,  Ker (D7?) =£2,, forj=1,2, (4.4)

Ig iR

where the elements in LY NLY (resp. L;’ Lq) are viewed as constant functions on I (resp.
I; r). Here we remark that the boundary condition for D%j .. is defined in the same way

as in (LH).
Let

o LF g — LYNLY (4.5)
be the composition of the orthogonal projection £, — L7 NL5 . and the embedding
LY aN LY g — LYN LY. Let

61’71: : Lll) N LZQ) — Lg,abs (46)

be the composition of the orthogonal projection £y N Ly — LV, N LY, and the
embedding £V | NLH o L8 . Let

51775 : Lg,abs - 'Czl),tell (47)

be the composition of the map dun : L§,, . — L5, du = ng‘jﬁ (cf. (Z50)), the
orthogonal projection ng‘jﬁ — L{’j;mgjjﬁ and the embedding L{’j;m;’jelﬁ — Lﬁell.
The maps in ([@5), (£0) and (£7) form an exact sequence

, Bp,c Op,
ﬂﬁﬁfgﬁg"_‘)ﬁgabsp_L)..._ (4.8)

. [P
Ll,rel

The exactness of (4.8) is guaranteed by the following identities from (2.49) and (2.50),
Im(ape) = Ker(Bpe) = L1 10 N L5 0,
Im(B,.) = Ker(6pc) = inabs N Lg,abs’ (4.9)
(3 z) = Ker(api1,c) = £ N L5

We denote Chg = C12(0) (resp. Cjpa = Cjpa(0)). Let CF, (resp. CF,4) be its restriction
to HP(Y, F) & HP~Y(Y, F)du. By ([248), C; is the reflection with respect to £;. Then,
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by (249), (250) and ([BI89), we have
Ker (Cf,rel - Id) = Uf,rel ©® i%Lﬁella
Ker (Cg,abs - Id) = Lg,abs ©® Lg;ésdu,
Ker (Cf, —1d) = (LN £5) @ia (L1710 NLE ) © (L s N L5 1) du.
Reall that ' is defined in ([09). For C € {012, C rels Cg,abs}, we denote
X'(C) = Z(—l)ppdimKer (C?—1d).

p

Lemma 4.1. The following identity holds,
X' (C12) — X' (Chabs) — X' (Caal) = 2X.

Proof. We denote

h, = dim H?(Y, F), x,=dim L’iabs, Y, = dim Lgabs,

u, = dim (Lzl),abs N Lg,abs)v vp = dim (Lzlj,,jx_bs N Lg:;_bs)'
By (249) and (Z.50), we have

dim L?,El =hp —zp, dim ngell =hp —yp, dim (Lf,ﬁl N Lg,tell) = Up.
Since (Y, F) = (£ + L5 ) ® (£75, 1 L0k ), we have
hy = xp +yp — up + .

By [@249), 250), (£10), @-11), {.14) and ([I5), we have
X (C12) = X' (Crpa) = X' (Capa) = > 2(=1)(yp — up),

p
S (= 17p dim (&7 1 £5) — dim £ — dim £5 . } = 3 (=1 (g — ).
p p

By (@9) and (416, it remains to show that
dim (L] N LY) — dim £7 ., — dim L5,
=dim H?(Z, F) — dim H | (Z,, F') — dim H |
By Theorems [Tl B7 B19, (£1I7) is equivalent to
dim £7 N L4 — dim £F ; — dim £,
= dimH(Z19,00, F) — dim H? ((Z) oo, F) — dim H?, (Z2 00, F),

which follows from ([2.53]) and (3.11]). The proof of Lemma [l is completed.

(Z27F)'

Lemma 4.2. The following identities holds,
X = Z(—l)p dimIm(d, ¢),

p

X(Cho) = Z(—l)p(dim Im(ay, ¢ ) — dim Im(ﬁpvﬁ)).

p

(4.10)

(4.11)

(4.12)

(4.13)

(4.14)

(4.15)

(4.16)

(4.17)

(4.18)

(4.19)
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Proof. By ([£9) and (£I4), we have

dimIm(d, 2) = hy, — zp — V), = Yp — Up. (4.20)
From (£9), (@12), @I3), [@I0) and @20), we get ([AI9). This completes the proof of
Lemma (4.2l 0
For R > 2, set
W={A>0: det (¢"C}, —1d) = 0}, (121)
]R_{)\>0 det (e**CT  —1d) =0}, for j=1,2. '

Proposition 4.3. We have

Sp(DFPI\{0} = {A* : Ae ATR}, forj=0,1,2. (4.22)

Proof. We may proceed in the same way as in §8lwith Z; g, Z5 g and F replaced by I; g,
Ir g and H*(Y, F). In particular, if w € Q°(L; g, H*(Y, F)) is an eigensection of Dz’,(?
associated with eigenvalue A2, then

w=e"M(¢T —ic(Z)oT) + e (07 +ic(£)dT) (4.23)
with ¢ € H*(Y, F). From the boundary condition (see ({2) and [#3)) and (Z23), we
get (£22). This completes the proof of Proposition O

Djj);et 07 r(s) ( = 0,1,2) be the zeta-type functions associated with D?J_’R (see Definition

Proposition 4.4. The following identities hold,
07 (0) = x'(C12) log(2R) — x(Y)rk(F") log 2

dim Y

+ Z 1)?log det” ( — Gy ; (C%)_l), (4.24)

07 r'(0) = x (Cj,bd) log R — x(Y, F)log2, forj=1,2.

Proof. Both identities are consequences of Proposition and Proposition in the
Appendix. The first (resp. second) identity is a weighted sum of (G.I3) with V' replaced
by HP(Y,F) & H*~ (Y, F)du and C replaced by Cf, (resp. C?,,). Since Sp(C?,,) C
{ -1, 1}, there is no log det™ term in the second identity. This completes the proof of
Proposition [£.4l O

4.2. Small time contributions. Henceforth we add a sub-index 0 to objects associated
with ZR7 e.g., ZO,R = ZR; 9073 = HR-
We fix e € (0,1). Forj = 0,1,2, we denote by 67 z(s) (resp. 81(s)) be the contribution

of fORQ_E (resp. [ps—.) to 0 g(s) in Definition L2 Then we have
0;.r(s) = 05 p(s) + 05 x(s). (4.25)

We define 9;‘;” (j =0,1,2) in the same way.
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We denote

On(t) = i(_l)“”é]” Tr [(—1)NNeXp ( — thfR)},

j=0
Ont) =3 (=) Ty [(_1)NNexp (- tD?j’R)].
j=0

By Definition [[.2], and the constructions of Qf r(9), 9;%(5) we have

(4.26)

S0 050~ 05 =~ [ ¢ Onl) — R0 (421

Jj=0

Theorem 4.5. There exists a > 0 such that
2

D (1)U (98,(0) — 6;5/(0)) = O (e ). (4:28)

Jj=0

Proof. We will follow [9, §13(b)].
Let f € C*(R) be an even function such that f(u) =1 for |u| < 1/2 and f(u) = 0 for
|lu| > 1. For t,¢ > 0 and z € C, set

R = [ e i (i)

= \/_” . (4.29)
Gro(z) = /_ VA (1= () <
We have
Fm(\/fz) + Gio(2) = exp (—t2°). (4.30)
Let
Ft,g(\/Eng’R)(xay% Gt&(ng’R)(xvy) (4 31)

€ (A(T"Zjp) @ F), @ (A*(T*Z;p) ® F),, where z,y € Zg,

be the smooth kernel of operators Ft,g(\/ngjR) and Gy (ngR) (with respect to the
Riemannian volume form). ’ 7

By the construction of G (z), for any k € N, there exist C' > 0 and a > 0 such that
for t > 0,0 <¢<1and z € C, we have (cf. the argument of [28] (1.6.16)])

‘szt,g(z)‘ < Ce /<, (4.32)
Since 0 < ¢ < 1, we have
e—a/qt < e—a/2t€—a/2ct < 2a—1te—a/2§t. (433)

By [@32) and (£33), for k, k' € N, there exist C' > 0 and a > 0 such that for 0 < ¢ < R*>~¢
and 0 < ¢ < R727/2 we have

, 110,0 .
| D5t (o, 05| < creer . (43)
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where || - || is the operator norm associated with the L?-norm. By Proposition B.4] and

(E34), there exist C' > 0 and a > 0 such that for 0 < ¢ < R* 0 < ¢ < R72**/2 and
x,y € Zj r, we have

|Gro (D7, ) (2. y)] < Cte R, (4.35)

In the rest of the proof, we take ¢ = R=2*</3. By the finite propagation speed of the
wave equation for ngR (cf. [28, Appendix D.2]), if the distance between = and y is

greater than ¢~1/2 we have Ft,g(\/ngjR)(x,y) = 0. Moreover, Ft,g(\/ngjR)(:p, -) only

1/2

depends on the restriction of D% . on the ball of radius ¢~/* centered at x. Thus, for

7, R

T e Zj,R/2 - Zj,R - ZR (j = 1,2),’ we have
F(VtDy, ) (2,7) = F(ViDy, ) (z, ). (4.36)

We may view Y(—%,%) C Zg as a subset of Yg. Let D{TR be the Hodge-de Rham operator
on Q°*(Yg, F). Let ¢ be the involution on Yg sending (u,y) to (—u,y). For x € Y& om0

Zir (1 =1,2) (cf. (3:23)), by the argument in the proof of Proposition B.I6] involving
the involution ¢, we have

Ft,g(\/Eng’R) (x,x) = Fy¢ (\/ED%%) (z,z) + (_1)]'37;(\/%1)%%) (z,1x)

‘ (4.37)
=Fi (\/EDQR) (x,z) + (—1)JFt,§(\/ED§R) (z,1x).
As a consequence, for x € Y _rryNZigp=Y_rg, we have
272 27
Fi. (\/ZD?LR) (z,2) + 1" Fy (\/ZD%R) (1x,1z) (4.38)

=F (\/ED?R)(ZL‘, x) + L*Ft,g(\/EDgR)(up, 1) € End (A*(T"Z;r) @ F)x .

By (4.30), we may decompose Op(t) into the contributions of F; . and G;.. By (430
and (4.38)), the contribution of F; to (£.27) vanishes identically. By (43%), the contri-
bution of G, to ([L217) together with its derivative at s = 0 is O(e*“REm). The same
argument works for ©%(¢). The proof of Theorem is completed. O

4.3. Large time contributions and a proof of Theorem [0.1Il By Definition [L.2]
Lemma [ T] and (£.26]), we have

& §—1)(j—2)/2 (L *L _ 1 e s—1 *
SR W) = 05(5) =~ [ 1 (Or() = Bp)ar. (439)

]:0 R2-¢

We fix k € (g,1). We denote by ©%L(t) (resp. ©%(t)) the contribution of Sp (DZQR) N
(0, R~ (resp. Sp(DIZ:fR) N [R™%™", +00)) to Og(t). We define ©%'(t) and O3 () in
the same way:.

Proposition 4.6. We have

+o0 400
/ o)L — o), / o (I — o(etm. (4.40)

R2—¢ t
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Proof. Let {\¢(R)} be the set of eigenvalues of D;;QR (j = 0,1,2) such that \y(R) >
R=2*%_ Then, for t > R*>¢, we have

DR <nd_ e et DR R o)
k k
(4.41)

2
< me” DR Z Tr [exp (— D372 )].

Zj,R
J=0

Let exp (— D§J2R) (x,y) (x,y € Z; r) be the smooth kernel of the operator exp (— D§J2R)
Proceeding in the same way as in the proof of Theorem [4.5] there exists a > 0 such that

for any x,y € Z; g, )exp ( — Dg;_ZR)(:L’,y) < a. As a consequence, there exist a,b > 0,

such that

Tr [exp (= Dy?,)] < aVol(Z;r) <bR, for j=0,1,2. (4.42)
By (£41) and ([@42), we get the first estimate in (£40). The second one can be estab-
lished in the same way. The proof of Proposition is completed. 0]

Proposition 4.7. We have

[ @t - e =o (r), 443

R2—¢ t

Proof. For A > 0, we denote

+o0 +oo
er(\) = / t~te Mt = / t~te tdt. (4.44)

R2—< R2—<)
By splitting the integral into 1+oo + f};,s/\ (if R?7°X < 1), we have
}eR()\)’ < 1+ max{ —log (R*°)), 0}, }eR'()\)} <AL (4.45)
For a finite multiset A C R, we denote eg[A] = > ., er(\). We have

[ @kt - ey

R2-¢ t
2 i—1)(j—2

=SS e Sp(D5%) 0 (0, R)] (4.46)
j=0 p

—er[Sp(DFW) N (0, R*2)] }
By Theorems and [B.2]] we have

er[SP(Dzr ") N (O, R = D erlp?) + O, (4.47)
peAL,, 0<|p|<RH/2=1
By Proposition 4.3 we have
er[Sp(D7P) N (0, R?)] = > er(A?). (4.48)

AEARP, 0<|A|<Rr/271
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By Proposition [6.3] in Appendix and (£45), we have

> er(p?) — > er(N?) = O(R" ). (4.49)

pEAE,, 0<|p|< R—1+/2 AEALP, 0<|A[<R-1+r/2
By (£46)-([.49), we get (£43]). The proof of Proposition .17 is completed. O

Theorem 4.8. We have
2
(=1)G=2) . .
D (1) (004(0) = 635/(0) = O(R). (4.50)
=0
Proof. 1t is a direct consequence of Propositions [4.6] [4.7] O

Proof of Theorem[1 : 1t is a direct consequence of Lemma (1], Proposition [£.4] and
Theorems (5] ] O

5. ASYMPTOTICS OF TORSIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE MAYER-VIETORIS EXACT
SEQUENCE

In this section, we study the asymptotics of the torsion associated with the Mayer-
Vietoris exact sequence. In §5.11 we introduce a filtration of the Mayer-Vietoris exact
sequence in question. In §5.2, we estimate the L2-metrics on the filtered Mayer-Vietoris
exact sequence. In §5.3] we estimate the maps in the quotient of the filtered Mayer-
Vietoris exact sequence. In §5.4] we establish the asymptotics of the torsion associated
with the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence. In §5.5 we prove Theorem [0.3]

5.1. A filtration of the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence. In the whole section, we
use the following identifications
H*(Zg,F)=H*(Z,F), Hy(Zjr F)=H3y(Z; F), forj=1,2, (5.1)
which are induced by ¢ : Zr — Z and ;g : Z;r = Z; (see (3.29) and (B170)).
Recall that the maps Fz, : H*(Z19,00, ') — H*(ZR, F) and Tz, . + H}y(Zjoe, F) —
Hpy(Zj g, F) are defined by ([B:44) and ([BI80). Let
(T2« H(Zrooo, F) — H*(Z, F),

(5.2)
52,) + H0a(Zjo, F) = Hpa(Z;, F)
be the compositions of I, Fz, , with the identification (LI0). We denote
H2(Z12,00, F) = H32(Z1 00, F) B H32 (2200, F). (5.3)
Set
KTy = [ffZR] (5{22<Zl2,m7F)) C H*(Z,F), (5.4)

K$ =192, (H2(Zj 0, F)) C H3g(Z;, F), forj=1,2.

In this section, --» in a commutative diagram means the unique map making the diagram
commutative. The following diagram commutes,

0—— :}022(21,007 F) - j_C122<212,007 F) - j{i2<Z2,oovF) —0

|70 |52:] | .0] (55)
Kp oo - K oo - K}
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where the maps in the first row are the canonical injection/projection. By Propositions
B2 B0, K7, K5 and K7, together the maps between them are independent of R. Set

Liy = HY(Z, F)/ KTy, Ljyq = Hpa(Z, F)/ K7, for j =1,2. (5.6)

Proposition 5.1. We have the following commutative diagram with exact rows and
columns,

0 0 0
KY KT, K3
Qp 6P 517
- Hy (2, F) —= HY(Z,F) — H} (Z>, ) — - - (5.7)
Qp Bp 5p
___>Lzl)rel _____ >L11)2 _____ >Lgabs___>
0 0 0 ,

where the vertical maps are canonical injection/projection, the first row is given by (5.0,
the second row is the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence.

Proof. We show that the upper left square commutes. It is equivalent to show that

oy ([F7 4 (w,0)]) = [Fz,(w,0,0)] € HY(Z,F), for w € H}2(Z1 00, F). (5.8)
By B27) and BI74), we have
FZR(w,O,O)]ZLR = Fz, ,(w,0), FZR(w,o,O)}ZM = 0. (5.9)

By Proposition [3 and (), we have
@ ([Frun(@,0)]) = [Fzp(w,0,0)] € HY(Z, F). (5.10)

By BZd) and I86), we have
(T2, 5 (w,0)] = [Fz, ,(w,0)] € H\(Z1, F),
[52,(w,0,0)] = [Fz,(w,0,0)] € H'(Z,F).

Then (B.8) follows from (5.I0) and (G.1T).

Proceeding in the same way, we can show that the upper right square commutes.
Now we show that d, (Kg ) = 0. It is equivalent to show that

0y ([F2,0(w,0)]) =0€ HESN(Z1, F),  for w € HY,(Zono, F). (5.12)
By ([BI74]), we have

(5.11)

Fz,,(w,0)[, =0 (5.13)
By Proposition [L and (5.I3)), we have
0y ([Fz, n(w,0)]) =0€ HYSH(Z,, F). (5.14)

rel
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By (B.I84]), we have
[?ZQ,R<W7 0)] = [FZQ,R@J, 0)] e H?

abs
Then (B.12) follows from (5.14]) and (B.I5).

The rest follows from a diagram chasing argument. This completes the proof of Propo-
sition [B.11 O

Let £3 (j = 1,2) be the set of limiting values (see ([247)) of H*(Zj0, F). Let
L5 sbsra © L5 be the absolute/relative component (see ([2.49)) of £3. We continue to
use the convention L1, = L7  and £3,, = L3, We have the following commutative

diagram with exact rows,

(Zy, F). (5.15)

0 —— 32 (Zj 00, ) == H34(Zj 00, F) — Ll —0
!

l 92, ] l (52, ] ‘ (5.16)

Y
0 Kf H€d<ZJ7 F) = Libd —0,

where the first row is defined by (Z.53]), the second row consists of canonical injec-
tion/projection. We also have the following commutative diagram with exact rows,

00— H" o (Zr19,00, F') — HP(Z12,00, F) —= LT N L ——0
!

|72] |72] | (5.17)

Y
0 K7, HY(Z, F) L3 0,

where the first row is defined by (B.I0) and (5.3]), the second row consists of canonical
injection/projection. Finally we get the following commutative diagram with exact rows
and columns,

(Zooo, F) 2.0 (5.18)

where the columns are defined by (B.16) and (5I7), the first row consists of canonical
injection/projection, the maps in the second row is given by

QP(R) - [?ZR] o Capo [?Zl,RL BP(R) - [9722,}?} o © Bp © [?ZR]7

L (519
5P(R) = [3721,}?,] © 517 © |:3:Z2,Rj|'
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5.2. Asymptotics of L*-metrics. Recall that || - HZR (resp. || - HZ.R with j =1,2) is

the L:-metric on Q*(Zg, F) (resp. Q*(Z; g, F)). Recall that the metrics || - |
and H : ’ (Z; 0.7).R 2T€ defined by ([B.71) and (3184).
d 3,00

Proposition 5.2. There exists a > 0 such that

[7220), = (1+ 0| - |

He(Z12,00,F),R

He*(Z12,00,F),R’

(5.20)

152,20, 0 = (1+ 0N+ Nl i Ford =12
Proof. They are direct consequences of Propositions 3.3l 3.5 B.17] B.I8l O
Let H . I be the quotient metric on £} N £§ induced by H . } Ko (Z12.00,F). R via,

the map H*(Z1200, F) — L3N L3 in (EI7). Let || - ’L,m, be the metric on £$ N L3
1 2
induced by the L:-metric on H*(Y, F[du]) via the inclusion £ N LS C H*(Y, F[du]). In

] °
the same way, we construct metrics H . ‘ Lo and H . ‘ o on L5

Proposition 5.3. We have

| Byresn = (2R +0)] - I

L.mL"
) (5.21)
-1 = (RO [ o fori=12
Proof. We only prove the second identity with j = 2.
By the definition of quotient metric, for w € £3 ., we have
~ 112 .
W[ ze = inf | (w, @ (Zooo F).R (5.22)

Sabsl (w0,0)EHS, (Z2,00,F)

abs

For (w,w) € J—Cabs(ZZOO, F), by (Z14), we have the decomposition w}y, 0= = W™ 4+ W™

Since 7myw = w™™, we have

H(w,d))

s 2o = 190z, = I0ll7, , + 1

= [lwll7, , +

2

Y_Rr,0) }
2
Y_Rr,0]

. (5.23)

L.

By (B22) and (£23), it remains to show that for w € L3, there exists (w,w) €
H? 4 (Z2.00, F') such that

2
Yi_Rr,0]

2

L3 abs

o (5.24)

~ o)

H nz

iz, , +

For w € L5 ,, we choose (w, W) € H3) (Za,00, ) such that w is a generalized eigensection
of D%m,ac associated with 0. The existence of such a w is guaranteed by (240). B

(Z14)), the last part of Proposition 24 i.e., H*(Y, F) 5 ¢ — E(¢,0) € H*(Zs0, F) is
injective, and the fact that dim H*(Y, F) is finite, we get (5.24]). The proof of Proposition
is completed. [
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5.3. Asymptotics of horizontal maps. For ease of notation, we denote by H . H%R

. We

one of the following metrics: H : ‘

3 (Z1,00,F),R’ H ’ }%-(Zlg,w,F),R’ ) Hﬂ{;bs(zgm,F),R

denote by <~, >g{  the scalar product associated with

[+ My
Proposition 5.4. There exists a > 0 such that for (w,w) € HL (Z1 00, F), (pt1, o, ft) €
HP(Z1o.00, F), (1,7) € H (Zooo, F) and (0,6) € H'H (Z1 o0, F), we have

abs rel

<ap R)(w,w), (1, o, f1) >g-(7R

= <ww“1>zl,R + O(eiaR) H(w’Q)HO{,RH(M“MQ"&)H%R’
</BP<R) (:uh M2, /1)7 (T7 %)>}C7R

= (o) 1y + O ) [t 0, ) ) o)
(Op(R)(7,7),(0,6)) g o
= (Fip.0)y + 0 )|(m 7).l (0 6
Proof. We only prove the first identity in (5.25).
We denote
ap(R)(w,w) = (n1,1m2, 1) € H (Z12,00, F). (5.26)
By (5I9) and (520), we have
ay ([F2, 2 (w0, 0)]) = [Tz, (m,m,7)] € HY(Z, F). (5.27)
By Proposition and (B.21), we have
(F 20 (1,12, 1), F 2, (i, o, o >Z <3"ZLR(W7@)7ffZR(MlaMzaﬂ»ZLR- (5.28)
Taking (111, 1o, 1) = (mn, 72, 7)) in (B28) and applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we get
1920 (mmas )|, < H?ZLR(W’@)HZLR~ (5.29)
By Propositions 3.3}, 3.5, B.17] and (2.29), we get
| (m1, 772#’7)“3{,3 = 0(1)||(w, @) (5.30)
By Proposition 5.2l we have
(Fza(n1,m2:1), F (s o, fo >ZR
= (0012 0), (1 pi2 )} gy + O (™) || (1 m2 )| | (i 112, 20 o g o3
By Propositions B3] B0 BI7 BI8, we have
(F21,0(w, 0), Tz (pir, 12, 1)) (5.3

= <w7 M1>Zl,R + O(eiaR) H<W7 aj)”gﬂ]{”(ﬂlv H2, /l)HJ-C,R'

By (&26), (528) and (B30)-([E32), we get the first identity in (5.28). The proof of

Proposition [5.4] is completed. O
Now we compare the third row in (5.I8) with (4.38]).
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Proposition 5.5. We have
1 _
ay(R) = 50[1775 + O(R_l/Z)’ Bp(R) = Bpc + O(R_l/Q)’
0p(R) = R7'6,c + O(R™%?).

Proof. We only prove the first identity in (533)).

Let w € £F ;. By (240), there exists (w, ) € Hp (21,00, ) such that w is a general-
ized eigensection. We will use the same notation as in (5:26). By (EI8) and (520), we
have

(5.33)

ap(R) (@) = 1). (5.34)
By Proposition 3] the first identity in (533) is equivalent to
1 2 ININTINTE:

0= 50.00) [ pner p = OB ||l (5.35)

By (240), there exists (9], 15, 7") € HP(Z12.00, F') such that n; and 7} are generalized
eigensections and

1
0= é%,ﬁ(@)- (5.36)
Since H . HLPOLP,R is the quotient metric of H . H%R, it is sufficient to show that
G120 5) = (s ) 5 = OB [[0]fy- (5.37)

By Riesz representation theorem, it is sufficient to show that for (p1, pa, 1) € HP(Z12,00, F),

<(771an27ﬁ) - (nianéaﬁ/)a(ulau27ﬂ)>g{7]%: O( 1/2)HWH H Mlﬂu% HJ-QR' (538)

Let
i = p° + p (5.39)
such that p}? (resp. pic) is a L*-eigensection (resp. generalized eigensection) of ng

Since w and i are both generalized eigensections, using (2.I6) in the same way as in
the proof of Proposition B3 we get from (Z12) and (B71) that

(o1 g, , = B )y + O]l ]l

(5.40)
= R(@, j1)y + ORIl [ G, o )|
Note that w is a generalized eigensection while u}? is a L2-eigensection, we have
0= (w8 5 = (w. i)y (s (5.41)
Since (pP)™ =0, by 2I0) and B38) , we have
(w. 1 p>ZlR (w1 p>YR+ ) = (W™, (’ulfp)nz>Y[R,+oo) (5.42)
= 0(e™ ) [wlloz,, lmlloz,, = O @l [l 12 )l -
By (£40) and (5.42), we have
(wrt1) g, , = B )y + OB [@]]y [ Gors s 1)y e (5.43)

The same argument also yields

(51430 5, = BG i1y + OBT2) | [ o, o, i) e For 7 =1,2. (5.44)
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By the definition of a, » (see (4.3)), (5.36), (5.43) and (5.44)), we get
<W’M1>Z1,R B <TA’M1>Z1,R o <n£"u2>Z2,R - O(R_l/Q) H@HYH([“’MQ’[L)HJ{,R' (545)
The same argument as in (5.23) and (5.24]) yields

2

(&) 5 < BllS[; +0(1) |5 (5.46)
Thus, by Proposition 5.4 and (5.26]), we have
(00 s D) = 0 O O il
= (@ ), , + OB ) [[@l ]| Cr, 12 1)l
The following identity follows from the definition of <~, >9f B
Caml ) (s iz, (1)) o = 0 i), + (s 112) 5, (5.48)
By (545)-(5.48), we obtain (5.38)). The proof of Proposition is completed. O

Remark 5.6. A special case of the problem addressed in this subsection was considered
by Miiller and Strohmaier [32, Theorem 3.3], where the Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence
in question is given by

... HP

rel

(Z1,C) — H”, (Z,,C) — H?(Y,C) — -+ - . (5.49)

5.4. A proof of Theorem [0.2. First we briefly recall some properties of the torsion
associated with an acyclic complex (cf. [7, §la]). We denote by T(V*, 0) the torsion
associated with a finite acyclic complex (V*,0) of Hermitian vector spaces.

- Let (V*[r],0) be the r-th right-shift of (V*,9), i.e., V*[r] = V*=" then

T[], 0) = (T(v=,0) V. (5.50)
- If (V*,0) is the direct sum of two complexes (V*,0;) and (V3, 0s), then
T(V*,0) =TV, 00)T(Vy, 0). (5.51)

- For a short acyclic complex (V*,8) : 0 — V! — V2 — 0, let A be the matrix of
0 : V! — V2 with respect to any orthogonal bases, then

T(V*,0) = | det(A)|. (5.52)
Let L% C H*(Y, F) be the orthogonal complement of £2%, . with respect to the

J,abs j,abs

L?-metric induced by Hodge theory. We construct S¥ € End (J—Cp (Y, F)) as follows,

Sf == Idﬁiabs - Id'c;)::i)s' (553)
We identify HP(Y, F') with HP(Y, F')du via duA. Then S} also acts on HP(Y, F')du. By
247), (249) and (2350), we have

S0
cr = ( j o ) . (5.54)
J 0 —s

on |- |

We equip the exact sequence (L8] with the metrics H . }
in §5.21 Let T, be its torsion.

L;,rel’ H } Lg,abs L;OLE
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Proposition 5.7. The following identities hold,

n i 2_SPoSP _ QP o SP L—np
1= oo (B oo ty!
p:

(5.55)

_ ﬁdet*<2 —Cfy — (sz)ﬂ)i(—l)pp.
p=0 4

Proof. The exact sequence (L8] is an orthogonal sum of the following exact sequences,

0— Lzl),rel N Lg,rel - LII) N LIQ) — Liabs n Lg,abs - 07 (5 56)
L % npil +1 1L '
0— Lg,abs N (Lzl),abs N LQ,abs) p—> Lzl),rel N (Lzl),rel N Lg,rel) — 0.

By (E50)-(5.52), the torsion of the first row in (5.56) vanishes. We turn to study the
second row in (B.56). By (2350), we have the following commutative diagram whose
vertical maps are bijective,

P P p €L p+1 p+1 pH1N\ L
0 LZ,abs N (Ll,abs N LQ,abs) Ll,rel N (Ll,rel N LZ,rel) 0

lld l’gu (5.57)
0 Lg,abs N (Lllj,abs N Lg,abs)L - Lllj,,j;bs N (Lzl):;_bs N ’L"IZ):EJJL_bs)L —0.
Let
By: HP(Y,F) = L5 1 Qp: H(Y,F) — LYo (5.58)
be orthogonal projections. We have
Lg,abs N (Lﬁ),abs N Lg,abs)l = Im(Ppr), Lﬁ):jbs N (Lll):jbs N '5]5:3be)L = Im(PPQP) (559)
Moreover, by the definition of 6, ¢ (see (A1), the second row in (5.57) is given by

0 — Im(P,Q,) 2% Im(Q,P,) — 0. (5.60)
By Lemma [6.T]in Appendix and (B.57)-(5.60), the torsion of the second row in (5.50) is
det*(1— P, — Qp + P,Q, + Q,F,) . (5.61)
By (5.53)), we have
1 1
L ) (5.62)
By (£50), (551, (5.6]1) and (5.62), we get the first line in (5.55).
We denote
~ 2— 570855 — S80St 1 2-C —(Ch) 71 1
I, = det*( L2 i 2220)5 T, = det( 124( i2) )" (5.63)
By (5.54), we have I, = I, - Iy, which leads to the second line in (555). The proof of
Proposition [5.7] is completed. O

Proof of Theorem [ We start by equipping the vector spaces in (B.I8]) with metrics.
All the metrics mentioned bellow are defined in §5.2]

- The vector spaces in the second (resp. first) row are equipped with (resp. the

restrictions of) the metrics H . H 5R"



SCATTERING MATRIX AND ANALYTIC TORSION 51

- The vector spaces in the third row are equipped with the metrics H . ‘

| - }L;’abs and || - }L;OLE'
For ¢ = 1,2,3, we denote by T;, the torsion of the i-th row in (5.I§). For j =
1,---,3n + 3, we denote by T, ; be the torsion of the j-th column in (5I8). By [7

Theorem 1.20], we have

Le Y

1,rel

3n+3
(_1)k+1

ToT5d Tre= [[ T2 (5.64)
k=1

By Proposition B3] and (G50)-(E52), we have
Tugpir = (1 +O(R™Y))R2 ™ lm,
Tz = (14 O(R™))(2R)2 405, (5.65)
Tugprs = (1+ O(R™))R2 4 hane,

By (B.50)-(5.52), we have

TL' - 1 (566)
By Proposition 5.2l and ([E.50)-(5.52), we have
Toe= (14 0(e ")) Tg. (5.67)

By Proposition 5.5 and (5.50)-(5.52]), we have

Tye=(1+0(R™)) (H (=1 dimIm(ap’L)) (H RE? dimlm(zsp,L))TL. (5.68)
p=0

p=0
It follows from the exactness of (A8 that
dim L7 N LY = dim Im(ay, ¢) + dim Im(5, ¢ ),

n

> (=17 (dim LY — dim £F N L5 + dim L5 ) = 0. (5.69)
p=0
By Lemma (4.2 Proposition 5.7 and (5.64))-(5.69), we get (0.IG). The proof of Theorem
is completed. O

5.5. Anomaly formulas and a proof of Theorem Here we adopt the notations
in Section [[LI Moreover, we assume that the Riemannian metric g~ is product near
Y = 0X. Let VI¥ be the Levi-Civita connection on TX. Let RTX = (VTX)2 be its
curvature. Let o(7'X) be the orientation bundle of TX. The Euler form (cf. [IT), (4.9)])

is defined as
TX

o(TX, VTX) = Pf[RQ—] € QimX (X o(TX)). (5.70)

7

Let g7 be another Riemannian metric on TX. Let VZX' be the associated Levi-
Civita connection. We assume that ¢7% and g7’ coincide on a neighborhood of Y = 9.X..
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For s € [0,1], set ¢7% = (1 — 5)g™¥ + s¢g7X". Let VI¥ be the Levi-Civita connection
associated with g7X. Set

F(TX, VX, 9T

I

(5.71)
We remark that ¢(7X, V¥, vT¥X /) vanishes near Y = 0X. By [11} (4.10)], we have
de(TX, V¥ VIX') = o(TX, VY'Y — o(T X, VTY). (5.72)
We define a closed one-form (see [I1], Prop. 4.6])
O(F,hF)y = Tr [ (k7)™ VFhF] € QY(X). (5.73)

Let H Hdet e (X ) and H Hdet e be the Ray-Singer metrics in Defitition [[.4]
BalX,

associated with ¢7% and ¢7X’. The followmg theorem is a special case of [I3, Theorem

0.1].

Theorem 5.8. We have

|- e

log dot Hia — —% / O(F, W) e(TX, VTX vIX). (5.74)
H HdetH;d(XF X

Proof of Theorem[(.3. We only show that H pRHii(F) is independent of R. The rest of
the proof is explained in the paragraph containing ((0.20).

Let 0 < R< R'. Let ¢ : [-R, R]| — [ R/, R'] be a smooth function such that
¢'>0, ¢(0)=0, o(+R)==+R,

¢'(u)=1 foru € [-R,—2R/3] U [-R/3,R/3] U [2R/3, R). (5.75)

Let @g : Zr — Zg be the dlffeomorphism defined by ¢ in the same way as (3.29). For
J =12 set p; = (‘OO}Z Zjr — Zjr, which is also a diffeomorphism.

We will use the conventlon Zor=Zr and H2y(Zo g, F') = H*(Zg, F). Let
@ det Hoy(Zj g, F) — det Hoy(Zj i, F),  j=0,1,2 (5.76)

be the isomorphism induced by ¢;. Since ¢; is isometric near 0Z; g, by Theorem (.8
we have

H/?R' 2 H det

#@ _ Z(_l)(j—1>u—z>/2 lo

HpRH,\R(F) =0 | - Hdet HE (2,1, F)

HdetH (Z; g1 F)

0. (5.77)

The proof of Theorem is completed. O
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6. APPENDIX

The appendix contains several technical results.

Let A:V — W be a linear map between Hermitian vector spaces of the same dimen-
sion. We denote by det(A) the determinant of the matrix of A under any orthogonal
bases, which is well-defined up to U(1) := {2 € C : |z| =1}.

Lemma 6.1. Let V' be a Hermitian vector space. Let Hy, Hy C 'V be vector subspaces.
Let P; € End(V) (j = 1,2) be the orthogonal projection to H;. We have

}det<P1‘Im(P2P1)>} = }det<P2|Im(P1P2)>}

l (6.1)
:det*(Id—Pl—P2—|—P1P2+P2P1)4.

Proof. We claim that there exists an orthogonal decomposition V' = @, Vj such that
dimV, < 2 and H; = @, (Vi N H;) for j = 1,2. Once the claim is proved, we may
suppose that dim V' < 2. Then the only non trivial case is that dim V' = 2 and dim H; =
dim Hy = 1. We may suppose that

V=c? H1:C<(1]), H2=c<2f§g), with 0 < 0 <

vl

(6.2)

We have ‘det(Pl‘Im(PQPI))‘ = ‘det(Pth(ppo))‘ = cosf, and

1 0 cos?f  cosfsind
Pl_(O O)’ P2—<Cosé’sin9 sin® 6 ) (63)

Then (6.1)) follows from a direct calculation.

Now we prove the claim. The operator P, P, Py ’ i and PP, P2’ 1, are self-adjoint. Let
H = 1, H= H (6.4)
0<A<1 0<A<1

be the associated spectral decomposition, i.e., PIPQPI‘HA = Ald and PgPlPQ‘HA = Md.
In particular, H} = H} = H, N Hy, HY = H, N Hy:, HY = Hy N H{. We get the
orthogonal decomposition
V= (Hi+ H)' @ (H N H)© (HnHy) ® (HNH) o @ (H+ 1), (g5
0<A<1

which is invariant under the actions of P, and P, as for any y € H3,
P1P2P1<P1y) = P1P2P1<P1P2y) = P1<P2P1P2y) = )\Ply (66)

Thus P, H; C H}. The problem is reduced to each block. The claim is trivial for H;NHs,
(Hy+ Hy)*, HiNHy and HyN Hi-. Now we suppose that H = Hp + Hy with 0 < A < 1.
Let (vk) be an orthogonal basis of H'. Let V;, C H be the vector subspace spanned

1<k<r
by {vg, Pyvg}. Then (Vk)1 <, Satisfies the desired properties. The proof of Proposition
is completed. [

Let (V,(-,-)) be a Hermitian vector space of dimension m. Let (a,b) C R be an open
interval. Let C': (a,b) — End(V) be an analytic function such that C'(\) is unitary for
any A € (a,b). The following theorem comes from [23], §2.6, Theorem 6.1].



54 MARTIN PUCHOL, YEPING ZHANG, AND JIALIN ZHU

Theorem 6.2. There exist real analytic functions 61(\), -+, 0, (\) such that
{eMPV) eV = Sp(C(N)). (6.7)
Moreover, there exist orthogonal projections Pi(\), -+, Py(A) € End(V) depending an-
alytically on X such that
Id=P(A)+---+Pn(N), Pi(ANP:(X) =0, forj#k,

‘ . 6.8
C(\) =" VP (A + -+ NP, (). (6.8)

For R > 2, we consider the equation
O\ = v, (6.9)

where A € (a,b) and v € V. By Theorem [6.2], for R and A fixed, (£9), viewed as an
equation of v, admits a non trivial solution if and only if one of 4R\ 4 0;(\), -+ ,4RA +
Om () lies in 27Z. For R > 2, set

Ar(C :{p>0' det (e*7C(p )—Id):()}
WA (6.10)
AR(C) ={X>0: det (¢"™C(0) —1d) = 0}.
Proposition 6.3. We fit k > 0. There exists a > 0 such that for R71™ < v <1 and
f e Ci(R),
Y - Y | <atswlf @l arsw f@ )
PEAR(C), lpl< NEAR(C), X<y s s

Proof. By Theorem 6.2, we may suppose that V = C and C(p) = ') where p — a(p)
is an analytic function. The rest of the proof is a direct estimate. We leave it to the
reader. 0J

Set

Oor(s)=— > A (6.12)

AEAR(O)

Proposition 6.4. We assume that Sp(C(0)) = Sp(C(0)). We denoter = dim Ker(C/(0)—
Id). We have

9 _ _ -1
Oc.x'(0) = rlog(2R) + log2 - dim V + = log det” ( ¢ . ¢ ) (6.13)
Proof. As a special case of the Hurwitz zeta function (cf. [40, §7]), we have
0 X /2mk — a2 log(4R)  for a =0,
 Os 50;( 4R ) B { 1log(2 —2cosa) for 0 <a <. (6.14)

Since C(0) is diagonalizable, it suffices to consider the following cases.

Case 1. m=1,r =1, C(0) = 1, then (GI3) is equivalent to (G.I4]) with o = 0.

Case 2. m=1,r =0, C(0) = —1, then (CI3) is equivalent to ([CI4) with o = 7.

Case 3. m = 2,7 =0, Sp(C(0)) = {e', e} with a € (0, ), then (6I3) is equivalent
o (EI4) with o € (0, 7).

This completes the proof of Proposition [6.4 O
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