arXiv:2001.04703v2 [math-ph] 25 Aug 2020

THE DETERMINANT OF ONE-DIMENSIONAL POLYHARMONIC
OPERATORS OF ARBITRARY ORDER

PEDRO FREITAS AND JIRI LIPOVSKY

ABSTRACT. We obtain an explicit expression for the regularised spectral determinant of
the polyharmonic operator P, = (—1)"(8,)*" on (0,T) with Dirichlet boundary condi-
tions and n a positive integer, and show that it satisfies the asymptotics log (det P,,) =

—n?logn + 75—(?2)—) + % + log (—Z—)} n? +O(n) for large n. This is a consequence of sharp
™

upper and lower bounds for log (det P,) valid for all n and which coincide in the terms up
to order n. These results form the basis to analyse more general operators with noncon-
stant coefficients and show that the corresponding determinants have a similar asymptotic
behaviour.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let T be an elliptic differential operator of order m with discrete spectrum denoted by
A1 < Ay < - . The regularised spectral determinant of T has its roots in the 1971 work
of Ray and Singer and is one possible way of making sense of the infinite product of the
numbers A\, k = 1,2,--- [RS7I] — see also [GYS88], [MP49]. In this approach, one begins
by defining the spectral zeta function associated with the sequence of eigenvalues of the
operator T by

(o(s) = )\i

k=1

g

on some half-plane Re(s) > sg. If (y has a meromorphic extension to the whole of the
complex plane which is analytic at zero, it is then possible, by analogy with an identity
that holds true in case of a finite number of eigenvalues, to define the determinant of the
operator T by

det(T) := exp (—¢'(0)) .

Applying the above definition to the operator —u/, on the interval [0,7] with Dirichlet
boundary conditions, for instance, produces det(—u/,) = 2. However, and while allowing
us to make sense of the determinant in an infinite-dimensional setting, the above expression
will not be simple to evaluate explicitly in general since, if nothing else, eigenvalues of
operators are not known explicitly. Examples where explicit expressions have been found
for the determinant are the Dirichlet Laplacian on balls [BGKE9G|, triangles and some

other polygons [AS94], and Sturm-Liouville operators [LS77, [GK19].
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Some of the above results are surprising in the sense that, as is the case for triangles,
there is an explicit formula for the determinant although this is not the case for individ-
ual eigenvalues in general. On the other hand, even when they are known explicitly the
complexity of the expression for the determinant may become quite unmanageable, as may
be seen from the expressions given up to dimension six in [BGKE96], or those computed
in [Frel8| for the isotropic harmonic oscillator. In this last example, and although a re-
currence formula was given which permitted the calculation of the determinant for any
dimension, starting from the (simple) expressions for dimensions one and two, but the for-
mulas obtained soon become quite complicated. Because of this growing complexity, the
approach used in [Frel8| was to study the asymptotic behaviour of the determinant as the
dimension became large. As shown it that paper, the first two terms in this asymptotic
expansion already provide quite an accurate approximation even for low dimension values,
yielding an alternative way to tackle this type of problem.

The purpose of this paper is to illustrate how a similar approach may be applied to
a case where now, instead of the dimension, we vary the order of the operator. More
precisely, we first consider the polyharmonic operator P, := (—1)"(9;)?" on a bounded
interval (0,7, for some positive number 7', together with Dirichlet boundary conditions,
that is, u and its derivatives up to order (n— 1) vanish at both endpoints of the interval. In
this instance, eigenvalues are roots of transcendental equations which get more complex as
n increases, and which cannot be determined explicitly. In spite of this, it is still possible
to write down an explicit expression for the corresponding determinant, using the general
result for determinants of matrix operators studied in [BFK95]. This is, however, still
quite complicated — see Theorem Our approach is to use this as a starting point, and
first determine a much simplified closed form for the determinant as a function of n. This
type of problem is now closer to that of evaluating the determinants of families of matrices
with a special form, such as (truncated) Toeplitz matrices, and study the behaviour of the
corresponding determinants as the dimension of the matrix grows to infinity. In fact, one
of the steps in obtaining a general form for the determinant of the operator P, is to show
that it may be written as the product of two determinants, one of which may be reduced
to the calculation of the determinant of a Vandermonde matrix. We then obtain upper
and lower bounds for this resulting expression, which are precise enough to allow us to
derive its asymptotic behaviour as the order becomes large. Our first main result is then
the following

Theorem A. The determinant of the polyharmonic operator P, = (—1)"(9;)*" defined on
the interval (0,T) with Dirichlet boundary conditions is given by
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Furthermore, for large values of n it satisfies

7C(3 3 T
2252) t3 —|—logz n*+0(n).

As stated above, the asymptotic behaviour desribed in the theorem is a consequence of
sharp bounds which are given in Section [fl We remark that this is quite different from
what happens with the determinant of the same polyharmonic operator when considered
with Navier boundary conditions, that is, when the function and its derivatives of even
order up to 2n — 2 vanish at both endpoints of the interval. The resulting operator, say IV,

is now the n'® power of the Dirichlet Laplacian, and so its eigenvalues may be computed
explicitly and are given by
Tk = <?> .

The associated zeta function becomes

=S (L)

1

(1) log (det P,) = —n?logn +

yielding ¢ (0) = —nlog(27T) and
det(N,,) = 2"T".

We thus see that in this case the behaviour of the determinant with the order of the operator
actually depends in a critical way on the length of the interval, with the separation in
behaviour taking place at length "= 1/2. Although this is not comparable to the case of
Dirichlet boundary conditions, due to the dominant term there being of the form e log(n)
we point out that the coefficient of n? in () becomes negative for T < 4 ¢~ (7¢(3)/ (27%)+3/2) 1
0.582758.

It is not unrealistic to expect that changing the operator P, by adding lower order
terms should not change the asymptotic behaviour of the determinant as its order goes to
infinity. Indeed, provided that the perturbing terms are of order m with m = m(n) < n,
it is possible to show that the difference between the original determinant and that of this
more general operator is of lower order in n. More precisely, our second main result is the
following:

Theorem B. Let .
Hy = (=1)"0:)"" + ) _ qj(2)(0)
=0

be the polyharmonic operator defined on the interval (0,T) together with Dirichlet boundary
conditions, and where q; € C*°([0,T]) are complex functions defined on the interval [0,T],
and m 1is either fized or dependent on n such that m(n) < n. Then, the determinant of the
operator H,, satisfies

log (det H,,) = log (det P,,) + O (1/n) .
as n goes to oo. In particular, it has the same asymptotic behaviour as that of log(det P,,)
given in ().
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The conditions in the above result may be relaxed somewhat. For instance, the coefficient
functions ¢; may be allowed to depend on n, provided they remain uniformly bounded.
Although our methods do not allow us to prove Theorem [Bl for m(n) > n, we believe that
a similar result will hold also for higher values of m, provided that goy,(z) = g2,,—1(z) = 0.
While the restriction in the g9, term should be expected, the reason for the restriction
on ¢o,—1 is more subtle and seems to be mainly due to a question of the phase of the
determinant. Concerning this, it is interesting to note that having complex coefficients for
at least the terms up to order n, and possibly a set of corresponding non-real eigenvalues,
does not affect the first terms in the asymptotics.

2. A FIRST EXPRESSION FOR THE DETERMINANT

For the reader’s convenience we recall a theorem from [BEK95] which gives the deter-
minant for a more general type of operator.

2n

Definition 2.1. Let us assume an operator acting as T = Z ag(z)(— )kﬂ,
x

k=0
are complex-valued r X r matrices, which depend smoothly on x € [0,T]. Let us assume
that ag,(x) is not singular and that there exists a principle angle 6 such that spec(agy,(z))U
{pe?? € C:0< p < oo} =0 (spec denotes the spectrum of the matriz). Let us assume
boundary conditions at xt =0 and x =T

where ay(x)

Qaj BJ
Z bjku(k) (T) =0, Z Cjku(k)(()) =0, forl<j<n.
k=0 k=0

Here by, and cjj, are v X r matrices with bjﬂj =cjp; = I (I denotes the identity matriz)
and o and [3; satisfy

0<op<ag < <a,<2n—1,

0<B <Be<--<Br<2n-1.

For the Dirichlet boundary conditions we have ap;j := Bp; = j — 1 and

N I for1<j<n, k=j-1,
D,jk = CD,jk ‘= 0 otherwise '

n n
Furthermore, we define |a| = Zaj and |B| = Zﬁj and the 2n x 2n matrices B and
j=1 j=1
C, whose entries with indices 1 < j<2n,0<k<2n-—1

)

B bjp for1<j<nand0<k<q;
A 0 otherwise

Co Cj—ni forn+1<j<2nand 0<k <S35,
ko= 0 otherwise ’
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are v X r matrices. We define

wit o wdt
el Yy
Jo 1= 3 n + 5 ) o = det
n On Qn
wi™ o wd
with wy, = eXp(M i). Similarly, one defines gg and hg. If A\j, 1 < j < r are

etgenvalues of a matrix a, we denote by

deta ga . H ’)\ ‘ga igaarg \;

where 0 — 2m < arg \; < 0 and 0 is the pm’ncz’pal angle of the matrix a.
Finally, we define a 2n x 2n matriz Y (x) = (yge(x)), with its entries being r X r matrices

yre(z) == yék)(a:), 0 < k,0 < 2n—1. Here ys(z) are solutions to the Cauchy problem
Tye(x) = 0 with yék)(O) = Opel.

Theorem 2.2. (Burghelea, Friedlander, Kappeler [BFK95]) The determinant for the op-
erator T is equal to

i (T
dgt‘J' = Kpexp <§/0 Tr (ag,) (2)ag, 1 () dx) det (BY(T) - C),

where
Ky = [(—=1)"1(2n)"h ' h 5" (det az, (0))y” (det agn (T))§" .

Theorem 2.3. Let us consider the operator acting as Pyu = (—1)"(0;)**u on (0,T) with
the boundary conditions u(®)(0) = u)(T) =0 for s =0,1,...,n — 1.
Then the determinant for this operator is

1 m n+1 1 2n—1
T (n-‘rll) T (2n1—1)!T
n—1 n 2n—2
m=1)! 1) 7 mT (2n—2)!T
det P, = (2n)"|ha|2det : ,
172 173 1 n+1
al sl L
12 1 mn
T 5l ol
where
1 1 1
1-n__: 3-n 2n—1-n__
ez_nnﬂ—l e i L e LX)
o T 2mi A o 2w
he = det 612 =23mi 632"” 3mi . e%&m
elgnn (n—1)ms e 2n (n Dmwi . 62"571;" (n—1)mi
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Proof. The theorem is a direct consequence of Theorem In our case, we have r = 1,
asm =1, a0, =0for 0 <k <2n—-1, 0, =p;=j—-1, |a|:|ﬁ|:M. B and C are

2
2n X 2n matrices.
I, 0O (0 0
=5 5) e=(i o)

where I, is n X n identity matrix and 0 is n x n matrix with all entries equal to zero.

Furthermore, g, = gs = —7%, ha = hg is given by the expression in the statement of the
theorem, A\; = 1, (det as,(2))]" = (det agn(2));’ = emi0 =1 Ky = (_1),1(,?1) (2n)"h,2,
Tr (a5, ()azn1(x)) = 0, yo(w) =, yee = gra™P.
:1,‘2 502”71
2r v (2n—12!
502”7
Y(2) = 01 = ... =2y
0 0 O 1
Tnfl Tn T2n71
17T ... (=R R =
det (BY(T) —C) = det : : :
00 .. 1 T L
2) I 0
Tn T2n—1
nl (2n—1)!
= det | :
T T
The result follows from Theorem 2.2 with the use of h, = (—1)7“751) ha- O

Note that the determinant of the operator P, does not depend on the principal angle
as long as 0 € (0,27), therefore, in this paper we omit the index 6 from the expression for
the determinant.

It can also be found multiplying the rows of the matrix under the determinant by certain
complex numbers of modulus one that

1 1 1 e 1
i 27 (n—1)71e
1 en en LI e n
2mi dmi (n=1)2mi
1 em en RN
= 3mi 671 (n—1)3m:
(3) hol = |det | | e e wenew
(n—1)mi (n—1)2mi (n—1)2mi
1 e e = R I

The matrix under the determinant is now a Vandermonde matrix, for which there exists a
simple closed form for the determinant.
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Lemma 2.4. Let V be a Vandermonde matriz of the form

1w wf - W
1 wy wi - wp!
V=11 wy w? - wi?
1 wp, w2 - Wt

Then its determinant is given by detV = H (wj — wg)-
1<k<j<n

Proof. See e.g. [Ald01) eq. (14.22)] or [Knu97, Exercise 37].

Lemma 2.5.

-1 .
) (g
he| = in""7 | =— ).
’ OC‘ 2n
J=1
in(j—1) .
Proof. In our case, w; = e~ n . Hence, applying Lemma 2.4 we find
im(j—1) im(k—1)
lhe| = H (e n —e n >
1<k<j<n

on—1gip <%) sin <(";3)7T> ...sin (g)

x 21 sm ‘

= 2@ nl:[lﬁsin <]—>
N 2

k=1j=1

(n_1) n—1
= 27 32 Hsin”_] (
i=1

l\’)|%

Remark 2.6. The matriz under the determinant of ([B)) resembles the discrete Fourier
transform matriz (DFT-matriz). The difference is in the exponent of exponentials, in

our case the entry in the second row and the second column is e, the DFT matriz has

2im

e~ n . One would obtain the DFT matrixz in this step (up to nmormalization and complex

conjugation) if one prescribed Navier boundary conditions instead.
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3. DETERMINANT OF BY (T) — C

Lemma 3.1.

1 1 1 1 2n—1
1an (n+11)!Tn+ (2n—1)!T "
(n—l)!Tn_l n!Tn (2 2)!T2n_2 ) n—1 y
det : : : =T" H j"'
12 13 1ot =0 (n+5)!
1 ? 2 (”+11)'
T 51 ™
2! n!

Proof. We multiply the i-th row of the matrix by Tn—w%(l)u and the j-th column by

71—
(";ffll)! to obtain

ﬁT" X —(n—ll—ll_)! AR —(2{_1)1 Tz"—;
c=yE A " R oy ¥ A n . |
det . . . . _ Tn2 H (] B 1)
. : . : - Y]
12 173 L__pn+l Jj=1 (n T 1)
2! ?i' ) (n+11)'
T 1T L
1 2n—1
o) ("o ")

We will prove that the last determinant is equal to 1. Using the relation (m;rl) = (Zn) + ( ffl)
and the fact that the determinant does not change when a column is replaced by the
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diference between itself and another column, we have

] — I I~
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We continue until we obtain the lower triangular matrix
G0 0

(1)

(%) () () - 0
(ny—Ll) (n712) (nis) (8)

whose determinant is equal to one. ]

4. LOWER BOUND ON — log F'(n)

Our aim now is to compute the asymptotics of |h,| for large n which we will do by
obtaining sufficiently sharp lower and upper bounds. Let us denote

n—1 .
n(n—1) .
F(n):=2"2 : H sin"™/ <%> .

j=1
Then we have the following lower bound.
Theorem 4.1. The function F satisfies
7C3) 5 1 ( 1 > 1 7 72 m? m?
—logF(n) > —~n“"—=-nlogn+n | -1+ -logm | +—-—=—— — + .
gfn) = 70 2" o8 2 8 4 T2n  144n® 1080n°  2160n*

The proof of this result will be based on the following estimate.

Lemma 4.2. The function F satisfies

—log F(n) > —/1n(n —z)log (sin (g—i)) dz — %(n —1)log <sin21) - wlogl

Proof. Applying negative logarithm to F'(n) we get the sum

n n .

Zaj =— Z(n —j)log <sin <‘;—Z>>
7=1 7=1

minus the term @ log2. Our aim is to bound the mentioned series from below. Let

us define a broken line (in blue in Figure [[) connecting the point (0,a;) and the points

(j— %, a;j). One can easily see that the area below this broken line is equal to the considered

1
sum. Since the function —(n — z — %) log (sin <(x42rrf)7r) (in red in Figure []) is convex, it

lies below the blue line and the corresponding area between this line and the horizontal
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~_

0 1 2 3 4 n-1 n T

FIGURE 1. Tllustration to the proof of Lemma The blue line connects
the point (0,a;) and the points (j — %,aj), the red line is the function

—(n—2—3)log (sin (%))

axis is smaller than the value of the sum. Clearly, a,, = 0. Hence the area below the red
line is given by

|
—
3
|
[N}
N
3
|
S
|
N | —
N—
o
o
VN
2.
B
VR
S
+

%)) dx — %(n —1)log (sin %) =
= —/In(n —z)log (Sin <%)) dz — %(n —1)log (sin %) .

In order to prove Theorem 1], we will now need to evaluate several numerical series,
which we do in the following lemmata.

Lemma 4.3. We have

=71 5 1\] 7B 1 1
Z{ 5 2k log<1 4k2>]_ 12 +4 2log2.

k=1
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Proof. Using the Taylor expansion of the logarithm we have

f: L opieg (1 L = f: +§: 2k
2|72 & )| T = 2o (2h)%s

1
Z Qk (91\25—2 ¢ 28

k=1 s:2

- 33 G

k=1 s=1

|
DO —

|—

The term under the sum is positive, hence if the double sum converges, it converges abso-
lutely and we can interchange the two sums.

(4)

- 2
2o £ (20)% (25 +1)(25 + 2)

o (o.0] o (o.] 1
= 2. G (2k)% 2s+1 Z::kz 2k)25(25 + 1)(2s + 2)

s=1 k=1

o (29 - ¢(2s)
- ; 22525 +1) ; 225(25 + 1)(2s + 2)

The following relation was originally found by Euler [Eul73] (see also [AS98|, eq. (1.8)]).

o

L (2
(@) =~ (1 - 4; 225 (25 + 1)(2s + 2)) '

From this it follows that

S )
225(2s 4+ 1)(2s + 2) 472 4°
Substituting this into (@) and using
2 ((29) 11
—— = — — —log?2
(5) s; 925025 +1) 2 29

(see e.g. [Sri88l eq. (5.4)]) we obtain

o0
1 1 7¢E) 1 11 7B 11
—— —2K%log (1 - —) ) = T S
;( 2 °g< 4k2>> 4?42 9Bt T e Ty T
The sum converges, hence interchanging of the sums is justified. O
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Lemma 4.4. We have
> 1 1
2];_1 (1 + klog (1 — %> — klog <1 + %>> =—1+log2.

Proof. Again using the Taylor expansion of the logarithm we obtain

22 [1+k:log (1 - ﬁ) ~ klog (H%ﬂ 2; (”k'i (‘(21:)83 " ((2_/:))1))

> 2
? ( ‘kzzem%*@w—n)

k=1

- 222 (2k)22(21 — 1)

k=1 1=2

_QZZ (2k)2m( 2m+1)

klml

- QZZ 2k)2m(2m+ 1)

m=1 k=1

2 Z 22m(2m +

= —1+log2.

We have changed the summation index to [ (s = 2l—1) and then to m = [—1. Interchanging
of the sums is justified by the fact that the term under the sums is positive and hence since
the sum converges, it converges absolutely. The last identity follows from (&l). O

Lemma 4.5. We have
Zlog< 4k2>:10g2—10g7r.

Proof. We have

> 2 T
;log (1—m> log [H ( 4k‘2>] log (—sm2> =log2 — log,

where we used the product expansion for the sine function

(©) sin(e —wH( kQQ

at © = /2. O
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Lemma 4.6. We have the following bounds for y € [—%, %]

1, 1., 2 1, 1.,
— = — Syt <log(l+y) <y—=
y=5Y +3y 3y og(l+y) <y 2y +3y -

Proof. Let us define

1 1 1 1 2
g@%zbu1+w—y+§ﬁ—§f,fmn:y—§f+§f—§f—bgﬂ+w-
Then we have
/ y3 1" 3y2 + 2y3
I =15 Q@FL“H:@T
3 2/q. 2
/ _ Yy (8y +5) " _ Yy (8y“ + 14y + 5)

Hence for y € [—%, %]
9(0) =4'(0) =0, R(0)=1"(0)=0, ¢"(y)<0, h'(y)<0

Both functions are concave, hence the tangent at 0 lies above their graph and g(y) < 0,
h(y) <0, fory € [-1,1]. O

Proof of Thm. [{1} We begin by analysing the integral fl n — x)log (sm( )) dx which
appears in Lemma [4.21 Using the product development for the sine functlon given by ([])

we obtain
n 0 2
(n—x)log (271) dx+/ (n—x) kZ_llog (1 2/<;2> dz.

/1n(n x) log [sm (;Tn)] dx—/ln

We now evaluate the first of the two integrals in the right-hand side, for which we need the
standard integrals

n
/ logzdxr = nlogn—n-+1,
1

n 2
/13:logxdm = %logn—zlxﬂﬂ—i-zle.

Using these expressions yields

_/1n(n_x)10g<2 >dx = —/1n(n—:1:) <log$+log<%>> dx

2
= —n210gn+n2—n—|—%—logn—zlin2+zli
(7) —n(n—1)log (%) + %(n2 —1)log (%)
= n (% %log%)—nlogn—l—n(—l+log%>

+7logn+zle—%log%.
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For the second integral we have, after making the substitution y = %,

1

/n( )1 (1 il )d T 2kn?(1 — 2ky) log (1 — %) d
n—x)log|(1l——5—|dor = / n*(1 — 2ky)log (1 —y*) dy
1 4k“n -

= 2kn? [ylog(l —y?) —2y —log (1 —y) +log (1 +v)

1

—k(y® = Dlog (1 —¢*) + kyz} "

n? [% (1 + 4k%) log <1 - W) - % —2;; log (1 - ﬁ)
+2k log (1 + i)] — [(n _ l +2k2n2 + 2kn2>
xlog (14 =) + (n— L+ 22 — 2kn?)

xlog( )b,

Hence we have, using Lemmata [1.3] {4l and 5] for the first part of the sum

- 1 3 1 1 7€¢3) 3 1
(1+4k*)log (1——5 ) — = —2klog (1 — = ] +2klog (1 = —Z 4+ Zlogm.
];[ + Og( 4k2> 2 Og( 2k>+ Og( +2k>] a2 a1 g eeT

For the second part we obtain, using Lemma [4.6]

i [(n- + 2k%n? + 2kn? ) log (1 n ;) +(n- % +2k%n? — 2kn?) log (1 - 2;) 41 2]

k=1
oo
1 1 1 1 1
o2 o2 ) [ -~
Z[(” g T2k 2kn ) (2lm S22 T oaen 24k4n4)

k=1
1 ) 2 1 1 1 1 1
* (n_ g+ 2kn" = 2kn ) (‘W TR R Yy - 24k4n4> ta- 2”}

i { 1 1 ( 1) 1 ( 1) }
= - n——|——5\|"n—%
— 6k2 TSP TERE 2)  12k'nt 2
4
4

Y

2 2 4
T T, T

20 14402 1080n° ' 2160n

We have used the facts that the parentheses in front of the logarithms are positive and

2 o0 4
1
‘i ‘ < 5 and the results of the sums kg . i % and ,;: = 79T_0 Similarly, we can
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also obtain the upper bound

oo

S Kn - % +2k%n? + 2kn2> log (1 + 2;) + (n - % 4 2k%n? - 2kn2> log (1 . 2;) L 2n}

k=1
o0
1 1 1
< 2%2n? + 2k —
= ;{( g TER ”)(an 8k2n2+24k3n‘3>
2,2 2 1 1 1 1
+(n= g2 = 2?) (=oby — grbe — o) + 5 - 2]
B i[ 1 1 <n 1)]
= prsailer el W
— 6k‘n  4k°n 2
2 2
_ T s
T T T R

Therefore, we have
(8)
B - 9 7{(3)7§ 1 ,LQ, 2 - nt o
Z/ n-e) 10g< 4k2n 2) e =mn ( a4t bgW) 70 144n® 108007 | 21600
and
7¢(3) 3 1 w2 2
2
Z/ n—:plog< 12 2>dl‘<n <W—Z+§10gﬂ'>—72—n+—48n2-

We thus see that the sum converges, and since the function —(n—z) log (1 — ﬁiﬂ) is non-

negative for all z € [1,n], k,n € N, it also converges absolutely. This justifies exchanging
the sum and the integral. Using equations ([7]) and (§]), Lemma and

) —%(n—l)log (sin <27Ln)) > —%(n—l)log <27Ln>
10
= %nlogn—%nlog(%)——logn+1log2
we obtain the claim of the theorem. O

5. UPPER BOUND ON — log F'(n)
Theorem 5.1. It holds

7¢3),,2 1 43 1
—logF(n) < ey n? znlogn + [log(ﬂ) — 5 log(2) — 4—8} n+ 15 logn

31612 - 10%(7)}*271—(%3 7{;) 4—22

where v is the Fuler-Mascheroni constant.
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L = - ) . (T
Our aim is to bound the sum Zaj = — Z(n — j)log <sm <%>> from above. We

j=1 j=1
will use the Euler-Maclaurin series

(11) /f )dg + LTS /f )Py (z

where f(z) = —(n — z)log (sin (2%)) and Pi(z) = z — [z] — § is the first Bernoulli
polynomial in x — |x], where [z] is the largest integer smaller or equal to x. From the
proof of Theorem H.1] we already have upper bounds for two terms on the right-hand side
of (), and so it only remains to bound the third term.

Lemma 5.2. It holds

1/5 1 13
\Py(2)dz < 2n 4 1 SR I
/f iz)de < gan+ g5 log(n) - 8<4+37>+96n

Proof. We are interested in the integral

/lnf’(az)Pl(:n)daz _ / 1o (sin (52)) ~ (0~ 2) o= cot (3] <x—m—%> da

n—1

= /J] log sin ;Z)) —(n—x)%cot <%)] <a:—j— %) dz.

1

<.
Il

Both the sine function on the interval (0,7/2) and the logarithm on all of its domain are
increasing functions, and we thus have

. (T AVES s . <7m: . [T

— < -~ — — < — L

log <Sln <2n)) <log <sm < o >> , log (sm 2n>> < —log { sin o
for x € [j,j + 1]. The cotangent is a decreasing function on (0,7/2) and so

T Jm (ﬂx) (J+Dm
—) < 2 — )< = MR
cot (2n> < cot <2n> , cot on) S cot < o

for x € [j,j + 1]. The function n — z is always positive for x € (1,n), while the function
x—j— % is non-negative for x € [j + %,j + 1] and non-positive for = € [j,7 + %] This
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allows us to write

(12)

[ ronea < 5 /ﬁ [bg (sm( GT)) oy o (SEI)] (5 L)

M\»—a

n

)
- & 21 {GIOg <sm (U ;j”)) + 5 cot <%> (65 — 61+ 5)

J=1

n—1

(2

Jj=1

—6log (sm (%—n) + 45 cot (%—2) (61 — 6] — 1)}
1

) o)

oo (G5T)G ) ot (§5) 05 - ]

Using the telescoping property for sums we have
n—1 . .
1
E log [Sin (7(] —;n )W>] — log [sin <‘;—Z>} = log [Sin <—72177;)} — log [Sin <%>]
=1
_ -
= —log [sm (%ﬂ

< log(n).

We now use two inequalities for the cotangent, valid for = € (0,7 /2], namely,

1 4 < t( )< 1
Z - —z<cot(z) < =
x g2 = —x

(13)

where the first may be found in [BS78] and the second follows from its expansion around
zero. Using these we obtain

(14) T cot G+ r < 2n 1

2n 2n “2n(j+1)m j+1
and

T g T (2n 4 g7 1 g
15 SR (AL QLI (o A LI R
(15) on <2n>_ on <j7r ﬂ22n> PR

where both inequalities hold for 1 < j < n — 1. We thus have

w S ()R] < K6

IN
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n
1
where H,, = g — denotes the harmonic number. Using the bound
— J
J=1

1
H, <log(n)+~+ o

where v is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, we obtain

an z;: [5% <%> _ %cot (‘;—D] < 4log(n)+4’y—g+ %

Using (I4]) and (3 with the role of j and j + 1 interchanged we obtain

(18)
n—1 . . n—1 .
m i+ D g . j+1 .
%[C(’t((ain))‘cot(%ﬂ(f‘") = Z( -2 )““”
j=1 j=1
_ 9 1 2
= gt g gy
< %n log(n) — 7 — § + =&

where now we used the inequality H, > log(n) + . Using (12, (13), (I7), and ) we
obtain the sought bound. O

Proof of Thm.[521l. From the proof of Thm 1] (in particular equations ([7l) and (@) we
already have

/f(a;)dx < n? [74(?2’)—#%1052;2}—nlogn—kn(—l—i—log%)—k%logn

(19) am ) )
1 1 s T s
t1-glosy — ot e
Furthermore, by the inequality sin(x) > %:17, x €10, %],
SO+ fn) _ Q)
2 2
- Ll in (2
20) = —5(n—1)log (sm <2n>>
< —Sn-1)log}
= %nlogn——logn
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Using equations (), (I9) and 20) and Lemma [5.2] we have

—log F(n) = —MQ_—DlogZ — Z(n —j)log <sm <
j=1
7€(3), 2
< T nlogn+ [log( ) — log( ) —
113 1 13
& - -10s(3)] + ok <7(

6. ASYMPTOTICS OF THE DETERMINANT

72 772
3 8n2 '

or P,

First, we prove the asymptotics for the product of the factorials.

Lemma 6.1. We have the following bounds

n—1
117

3 1
log | — 2—n210gn+<§—210g2>n —Elogn
H”#7
1 1 1
—log2 —logA — — — ——
MR S U RETTICR
n—1
I
= 3 1
log ML g—nzlogn+<§—210g2>n —1—logn
[T+
§=0
1 1
—1 2—logA+ =+ ,
0BT IB AT G T 5002

where A ~ 1.282427 is the Glaisher-Kinkelin constant.

Proof. We will use the definition of the Barnes G-function

HJ'

n—l—l n €N



THE DETERMINANT OF POLYHARMONIC OPERATORS 21

Using that we obtain
2n—1

_ I 4!
Tfm+4w:'h° _ G@n+1)
L - ozl G(n+1)
j=0 IIj!
=0

and hence
n—1
I1:
(21) log | —— = 2log (G(n +1)) — log (G(2n + 1)).
H (n+ j)!
§=0

Our aim is to bound the Barnes G-function. We start with bounds on the Gamma function

due to [Alz97, Thm. §]
1 1
logT'(n) > (n - §> logn —n + 3 log (27) ,
logT(n) < (n—=)logn—n+<log (2r) + —
ogl(n) < (n-—g)logn—n+log(2m)+ .
Hence we obtain, using I'(n + 1) = nl'(n),
1 1
logT'(n+1) > <n+§> logn—n+§log(27r),
logT'(n+1) < +1 1 +11 (2)+1
og'(n < (ntg)logn—n+log(2m) + .

Hence for the Barnes G-function we obtain using Thm. 1.2

logG(n+1) > lefnZ +nlogl'(n+1)— (%n(n—l— 1)+ %) logn —log A —

> %nzlogn— %nz + %nlog(%r) - 1—1210gn —log A —

720n>

1
720n2 "

logG(n+1) < lefnz +nlogl(n+1) — (%n(n +1)+ 112> logn —log A + 72(1)712

< %nﬂogn - %n2 + %nlog (2m) — 112 logn + 112 —log A+ 72én2 .

Here A is the Glaisher-Kinkelin constant. The found asymptotics of the Barnes G-function
is in good correspondence with [Vor87, eq. (A.6)]. Substituting these bounds into (2I]) we
obtain the sought bounds. O
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We may now prove Theorem [A], which is a consequence of Theorem 2.3l and Lemmata
and 3.1

To prove the second part of the theorem, we start from the expression given in Theorem [A]
to obtain

n—1

I

Jj=0
n—1

[T+

J=0

log (det P,,) = nlogn + nlog2 — 2log F(n) + n?log(T) + log

Using in this expression the results of Theorems 1] and (.11 and Lemma [6.I] we obtain
the bounds

7¢(3
log (det P,) > —n2logn + —2—575 ) + % + log %—} n? + [log (271) — 2] n — 112 logn
1 2 A
e N 4
540n° ' 1080n*
and

log (det P,) < —n?logn + [7C(3) + % + log —Z(} n® + <2log7r - %) n

+ fylogn+ gy [ — 7+ 1310g(2) - 1210g (n4)]

1 (13 =2 1 2, 3
*m@‘?)*w(”*m)v

from which the desired result follows.

7. POLYHARMONIC OPERATORS WITH GENERAL LOWER ORDER TERMS UP TO ORDER 1

We shall now allow for more general polyharmonic operators with lower order terms,
and show that the asymptotic behaviour of the corresponding determinant is not altered
substantially, as stated in Theorem In order to keep notation to a minimum, we will
show how such a result can be attained for an operator with a potential, as this is sufficient
to illustrate the proof in the more general case.

To this end, let us thus consider the operator acting as H,, = (—1)"(9;)*" + ¢(x) on
(0,7) with Dirichlet boundary conditions and the potential g(x) € C*°([0,7]). We will
prove that the leading term of its determinant in the limit n — oo is the same as for
the operator F,. We first notice that the construction in Theorem goes through in a
similar way as for the case of P,, the only difference being the matrix Y (7') in the term
det(BY (T) — C). We will thus begin by estimating the solutions to the corresponding
Cauchy problem.
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It can be easily seen that the solution y, to the Cauchy problem with the initial conditions
yék)(O) = e, 0 < k, £ < 2n — 1, satisfies the integral equation

:Eé Tz (_1\n+1
ye(x) = o +/0 %(x — 5)2" Lg(s)ye(s) ds,

while its k-th derivative (k < ¢) is a solution of

:Eé—k T _1\n+1
@ 0=t [ e ) ds.

We are interested only in the index values 0 < k <n—1,n < ¢ < 2n—1, since for Dirichlet
boundary conditions det(BY (T') — C) is expressed by the determinant of the upper right
quarter of matrix Y (7"), as shown in equation (2). We now set up a standard iterative
procedure for such equations to obtain a sequence of approximations to the solutions .
More precisely, define

at v (=t 2n—1
(23) Yem+1(z) = E+/o m(iﬂ—s) a(s)ye,m(s)ds, m € No
¢
T
yZ,O(x) = Ev

for which we have the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. It holds

where

2pn+4 P
By = (2pn +£)! <x1él[g,}7(“] \q(w)])

Proof. We will proceed by induction. Clearly, the lemma is satisfied for m = 0. Let us
assume that the lemma holds for m — 1 with m > 1. We have from (23])

¢ maXmGOT’q ‘/ :E—82n 1

X
yé,m(iﬂ) T

ds

n—l

Yo, m— 1() E

)

maXgyc[0,7] lq(z |/ gn 1l ds
(2n — 1)!e!
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The first expression is bounded from above by

m—1
maXgcio,7) lq(z)] /x _\2n—1
@n— 1)1 ; (x —s) ;des

m— 1 +1
(2n —1) ' 2pn —1— f). 0

_ Z (maxgeo. 1 lg(@)])PH (2n — 1)!(2pn + £)! 2(p+1)n+0
B 2n L ’

(2pn + 0)! 2@+ Hn+0)!

= Y B,.

p=2
The second expression is equal to

maxgcpo,7] [q()] 1(2n — 1)! 5.,
Cn—1 @2n+0)

=DB.

Hence the lemma holds for all m. O

By taking limits as m — oo to both sides of the statement of Lemma [Z.1] and noting
that the resulting series on the right-hand side is convergent (by d’Alembert’s ratio test)
we arrive at the following corollary.

Corollary 7.2. It holds

o 2pn+€ P
< .
Z (2pn +0)! <x1él[g,}7(“] ]q(x)\)

p=1
It is now possible to obtain similar bounds for the k-th derivatives.

Lemma 7.3. For k=0,...,n—1, and n < ¢ <2n — 1, we have

k
(@) —

00 2pn+é k p
T <X G (e @)l ) < 0,

= (2pn + £ — k)! \ze[0,1
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Proof. We use the bound coming from equation (22), and Corollary Since the sum is
absolutely convergent, we can interchange the sum and the integral to obtain

§)2n—1=k ‘ ¢
<  max |q(z | +2) ds
~ x€0,T) 2n — 1 6‘

xf—k
ye(s) — i

yék) (z) — m

T (33‘ _ S)Zn 1—k ©© 82pn+€ 1
<
- /0 2n—1—Fk)! & Z < (2pn + 0)] X, lg(2)] ds
MaXze(0,1] ]q( ‘ §)21k gl g
Ton—1—nw
= i (maxsefor lg(x )Dp+1(2n —1—k)!(2pn + e)!x2n(il7+1)+€—k

— (20 —1-k)!(2pn + O)!2n(p + 1) + £ — k]!

maXye(o,7] lq(z)|(2n — 1 — k)!¢!
(2n—1— k)0 (2n+0—k)

o0 2;zm+£ k P
- Z:: (2pn+ £ —k)! <xgl[g}%]‘q(w)’>

It is not difficult to see that there exists a fixed positive constant K such that for all
n,p, 4,k € N, £ > k it holds (max,e[ 7| lg(z)])” < K?". Then we have (note that due to
the form of the matrix BY (T') — C we are interested only in 0 <k <n—1,n<¢<2n—1)

o 2pn+€ k P o K2pn$2pn+€—k
< -
Z 2pn + (— k)| (Jél[ﬁ‘?}]'q(:”)') = p; 2pn + (— k).

p=1
B > ﬁ x (Kz)%m
B 2t (2pn)!

p=1

2n+l—k

-k 00 2pn
vt 2n +r = (2pn)!
(Z—k . ) < (Kz)P
= |
- 2n +r — p!

The first factor between brackets in this last product is of order O(z*=*/n‘=*), while the
factor (e — 1) is independent of n. O

From Lemma and Theorem the main theorem of this section follows.
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Theorem 7.4. The determinant of the polyharmonic operator with potential
Hy, = (=1)"(02)™" + g(x)

defined on the interval (0,T) with Dirichlet boundary conditions and potential ¢ € C*°([0,T7])
satisfies

log (det H,,) = log (det P,,) + O(1/n),

for large values of n.

Proof. The only difference from the construction used in Theorem is the determinant
of the matrix BY (T) — C, which for the operator P, was computed in Lemma Bl We
denote the matrix appearing in the corresponding determinant for the operator H,, by M;;,
1 <i,j <n. It follows from Lemma [Z3] that the entries of this matrix belong to the class
M;; = % + O((T/n)"*=%). Furthermore, we denote by N the class of matrices with
entries

By a similar approach to that at the beginning of the proof of Lemma 3.1 we find that it
holds det M = T™" det N. Since (ZL ;r+11) L < fl—;-, the matrix N belongs to a (larger) class of
matrices

diag [1+0(n!/n™), 1+ O((n — 1)1/n™ D), ... 1+ 0(2/n2),1+ 0(11/n)] -Q,

where () is a matrix with entries ();; = We will prove that the determinant of

1
(n+j—0)!"
the diagonal matrix multiplying @ belongs to the class 1 + O(1/n) and hence det M =

T det N = T det Q(1 + O(1/n)). We have

n ' n .'
H <1 +0 (‘7—>> < exp [ (1 Eal
1 nJ J
]_

exp

IN

exp

[N\
3| R
3
S

S—

S,
~_ —
w‘%
N—
<
L

IA
2

T
|
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where Cj, j = 1,...,4, are some n-independent constants. In the second inequality we

have used ' '
.' .j = . ‘7 = . ‘7
P VT (L) <o L
nl = (en)? — \2n/) (e/2)7 = \2n

following from j! < ej7+1/2¢=7 and v/ < (¢/2)7. The third inequality follows from

<
(\/5)7 -
ﬁ and the fourth simply from j < n. The fifth inequality follows because the geometric
series is summable.
Having det M = 7™ det Q (1 + O(1/n)) we conclude that det H,, = det P, (1 + O(1/n))
and hence we obtain the given relation for the logarithms. O

To extend this result to operators of the form
Hy = (=1)"(8,)*" + Z q;(x)(0z)’
j=0

as in Theorem [B] it is enough to note that the derivatives of the solutions to the Cauchy
problem in this case satisfy

Z—k
k)

n 1
i Z/ / / 2n — j i 1) (31 - 30)2n_j ! (So)yéj)(so) dsg... dsj—k

y @) =

min (k—1,m)

n 1
i Z / (2n — i 1)! (x - 30)2n_k ! (So)yéj)(SQ) dsg .

The rest of the proof is similar to the proof for the operator with the potential q.
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