arXiv:2201.03703v1 [math.AG] 11 Jan 2022

Riemann Hypothesis
for Non-Abelian Zeta Functions
of Curves over Finite Fields

Lin WENG

Abstract

In this paper, we develop some basic techniques towards the Riemann hypothe-
sis for higher rank non-abelian zeta functions of an integral regular projective curve
of genus g over a finite field F,. As an application of the Riemann hypothesis for
these genuine zeta functions, we obtain some explicit bounds on the fundamental
non-abelian @- and S-invariants of X/F, in terms of X and n, g and g:
th(X,V) ~1

#Aut(V)

a’X,]Fq n (mn) =
Vv

1
and Bxz,m(mn) := _ (meZ)
X ZV: #Aut(V)

where V runs through all rank n semi-stable [ -rational vector bundles on X of degree
mn. In particular,

n (\/C_]k _ l)2g71 _(n)(g_l) n (1 + _\/qk)ngl
_ < 2 L(0) < _—
1;[ (V& + D <q ﬁX,EFq,()<1;[ V& =D

Finally, we demonstrate that the related bounds in lower ranks in turn play a central
role in establishing the Riemann hypothesis for higher rank zetas.
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1 Special uniformity of zetas

Special uniformity for zeta functions of curves over finite fields is conjectured in [19] and
established in [22]], with the help of the result in [14]. In this section, we recall some basic
constructions involved.

1.1 Non-abelian zeta function of a curve over a finite field

For a fixed positive integer n > 1, the rank n non-abelian zeta function of a projective
regular integral curve X over F, is defined in [IEIﬂ as

W(X.E)-1

Tarns) = Y ) T (g (R(s) > 1) (M

m=0 V

where & (in the second summation) runs through rank n semi-stable vector bundles on
X/F, of degree mn. This definition is a modification of the previous one in in which
& is allowed to run over all rank n semi-stable vector bundles on X/F, of degree d (d >
0). However, despite the fact that this original definition in [I7] would yield a rational
function satisfying the standard functional equation, it fails to satisfy any form of the
Riemann hypothesis. To remedy this, motivated by Drinfeld’s work [4] on counting two-
dimensional irreducible representations of the fundamental group of a curve over a finite
field, we introduce a restriction on the degrees of &, that is, the degrees of V are required
to be divided by n, the rank of & By using the Riemann-Roch theorem, cohomology
duality and vanishing theorem for semi-stable bundles on curves, tautologically, we have

'While this paper is fundamental to the field, it has never been submitted for a formal publication.



Theorem 1.1 (£ Properties [19]]). The rank n-zeta function ’{},Fq;n(s) of a genus g integral,
regular projective curve X over F, satisfies the following canonical zeta properties:

(0) ?X,]pq; 1(s) coincides with the (completed) Artin zeta ZX/]Fq(s) of X/FE,.
(1) EX,]F{I;"(S) is a rational function in T := (q~*)".

(2) (Functional equation) ?X,]pq; 1(s) satisfies the standard functional equation
Zxzn(l = 9) = Lxpn(s). 2

(3) (Singularities) As a rational function of T, zx,pq;n(s) admits only two singularities,
namely, two simple poles at T = 0, 1. Furthermore, the residue at T = 1 admits the
following geo-arithmetic interpretation:

_ .
Resy Zzn(s) = Br,n(0) = ) g 3
~ 28: #Aut(E)

where & runs over rank n semi-stable vector bundles on X/F, of degree 0.

Indeed, (0) can be deduced by expressing the Artin zeta ZX/Fq(s) of X/F, as a sum on
the rationally equivalence classes of divisors, or better, the rational line bundles, of non-
negative degrees on X/F,. Furthermore, if we introduce the non-abelian geo-arithmetic
a- and B-invariants of the curve X over F, associated to rank n semi-stable vector bundles
by

HX.e _ 1

1
axF,a(d) = Za: FANE) and  Byga(d) = 28: #AuL(E) (den @

where & rums through rank n semi-stable IF,-rational vector bundles of degree d on X E
then by the vanishing theorem for semi-stable vector bundles & and the Riemann-Roch
theorem, we conclude that

axEa(d) =0 (d<0) and  axewm(d) =Byreu(d-(¢""¢"=1) (1d = 2n(g-1)).
5

In addition, directly from the definition, we have

Bxrn(mn) = Bxr,(0)  (Ym e Z). (6)

Therefore, by the cohomology duality and standard {-technique for curves, we have the
following

2The beta invariant was first introduced in [3].



Theorem 1.2 ([19]). The rank n-zeta function nypq;,,(s) of a genus g projective regular
integral curve X over F, is given by, with Q = ¢",

ZQF (1) = Lz n(s)

— DBxa(0)-T

8~
ZaXn(mn) T QU o g (n(g 1”* “T)(1-01)

Here, of course, when g — 2 < 0, resp. g — 1 < 0, the first sum, resp. the first sum
and the second term, is understood as 0. In particular, when n = 1, we have recovered
the following basic, but less well-known geo-arithmetic interpretation of the Artin Zeta
function of the curve X/F,,

ZX/IF ® '=?X/F (s)
(g — DBx/r,(0)

8§~
ZQX/]F (m) tm (&= + Cl(g - mt(g b= m) +a’X/]F (g )+ -0 - qt) .

where, t = ¢, and to simplify our notation, we have set ax/z (d) := axg,1(d) and

Bxyz,(d) = Bxr,1(d).
This theorem clearly implies the zeta properties on rationality, the functional equation
and the singularities in the previous theorem. Furthermore, if we set

PX,]Fq;n(T)
(1-7)(1-07)-T¢!

Zyg,a(T) = )
Then Px,.,(T) is a degree 2g polynomial in 7" with real coefficients whose leading coef-
ficient and constant term are given by Q% axF, .2(0) and a/X,Fq;n(O), respectively.

After examining many examples in lower ranks, in [19]], we formulate the following

Conjecture 1.1 (Riemann Hypothesis). The rank n-zeta function Z},Fq;n(s) of a projective
regular integral curve X over F, satisfies the Riemann hypothesis. That is, all roots of
Pxr n(8) := Pxr,n(q™") lies on the line R(s) = %

By

Obviously, this is equivalent to the condition that all reciprocal roots of PX,FM(T) are

of norm Q%. Still, there is an apparently weak but equivalent form which claims that all
reciprocal roots of Pxr,.,(T) are not real, thanks to the functional equation of the non-
abelian zeta ?X,Fq ().

The first break-through in this direction is the following result on elliptic curves of
Zagier and myself [21]], relying on some basic properties of Atiyah bundles and a
heavy use of combinatorics:

Theorem 1.3 ([21])). Let E be an elliptic curve over F,. Then the rank n zeta function
{eE,n(s) of E satisfies the Riemann hypothesis.



1.2 SL,-zeta functions of a curve over a finite field

Let X be an integral regular projective curve over F, and let G be a split connected reduc-
tive algebraic group of rank r over F,(X), the function field of X/F,. Let

(v,<-,->,<1> =0 UD A= {ay,....o,), @ = {w,..., o) W) (8)

be the root system associated to a fixed split minimal parabolic subgroup Py of G and its
maximal split torus 7. Here, as usual, V can be identified with the real vector space of
R-span of rational characters of 7', and is equipped with a natural inner product (-, -), with
which we may and hence will identify V with its dual V* := Homg(V,R). In addition,
" c V,resp. @~ := —d* , denotes the set of the so-called positive roots, resp. negative
roots, A C V, resp. w C V, denotes the set of simple roots, resp. of fundamental weights,
and W denotes the Weyl group generated by the reflections o, (@ € A). By definition, the
fundamental weights are characterized by the formula

(@nal)=6; (Yi,j=12...r), ©)
where, for each root @ € @, oV := ﬁ a denotes the corresponding coroot. We also
define the Weyl vector p by

1
p=5), @ (10)
aed*
and introduce a coordinate system on V (with respect to the base {w,...,@,} of V and
the vector p) by writing an element A € V in the form
1= -spm; = p- ) 5w (11)
J=1 j=1

This, in turn, induces natural identifications of V and Vo = V ®z C with R” and C’,
respectively. For each Weyl element w € W, we set

O, =0 Nnwld, (12)

be the collection of positive roots whose w-images are negative. It is well-known that the
cardinality of @,, coincides with the length {,, of w, i.e. the minimal number expressing
w in terms of products of o, (@ € A).

As usual, by a standard parabolic subgroup of G, we mean a parabolic subgroup of
G that contains the fixed minimal parabolic subgroup Py. From Lie theory (see e.g., [6]),
there is an one-to-one correspondence between standard parabolic subgroups P of G and
subsets Ap of A. In particular, if P is maximal, we may and will write Ap = A \ {a,,} for
a certain unique p = p(P) € {1, ..., r}. For such a standard parabolic subgroup P, denote
by Vp the R-span of rational characters of the maximal split torus 7p contained in P, by
V its dual space, and by ®p C Vp the set of non-trivial characters of T occurring in the



space V. Then, by the standard theory of reductive groups (see e.g., [2]), Vp, resp. Vi,
admits a canonical embedding in V, resp. in V*, which is known to be orthogonal to the
fundamental weight @, and hence ®@p can be viewed as a subset of @. Set, accordingly,

1
Oy = N D, ppi=s Z @ and  cpi=2w, - ppoal). (13)

vl
acdy

Now, for an integral regular projective curve X of genus g over a finite field F,, in
[18]], motivated by the study of zeta functions for number ﬁeldsE for a connected split
reductive algebraic group G, and its maximal standard parabolic subgroup P (defined
over the function field of X/F,), we introduce the period of G and the period of (G, P) for
X/F, by

1 Zor, (A, @Y))
(/Jg,]Fq(/l) = Z 1_[ (1 —(W/lfp,tl\/)) 1_[ — Vv
wew 1leeald =4 aco, {x/F, (4, @) + 1)
and or o
Wi (8) = Resgp a0, aeAPwX,Fq(/l)lqu

G
Res;,—o - - - Resxw:oRes%l:O ---Resg o ‘”X/JF(,(’DL,,:X s

respectively, where s is a complex variabld] and where for the last equality we have used
the facts that

(p,a"y =1 Va € A) and (@i, @) =6; (V1<i, j<r). (14)

As proved in [9] 18], the ordering of taking residues along singular hyperplanes (1 —
0,a") = 0for a € Ap does not affect the outcome, so that the definition is independent of
the numbering of the simple roots used in the definition.

To get the zeta function associated to (G, P) for X/F,, certain normalizations should
be made. For this purpose, write wgﬁq(/l) = Z -eWTW(/l)’ where, foreachw € W,

T,(1) =

1 M Ly, (A, a¥))
[Moea(l = g0 Lo Tage, (A, @) + 1)

Accordingly, we need to undertand the residue

Resu—p, avy=0, aeAp Tw(/l)

3For number fields, the analogue of the two functions to be introduced below are special kinds of Eisenstein
periods, defined as integrals of Eisenstein series over moduli spaces of semi-stable lattices. For details, see [20].

4We should warn the reader that in [I8], and a different normalization is used, with the argument
ofw%’q (and later of £g'") being given by s = ¢,(s, — 1) (= n(s, — 1) in the special case (G, P) = (SLy, Py-1,1))
rather than s = s, as chosen here. With the normalization used here the functional equation relates s and 1 — s
rather than s and —n — s.



Clearly, we care only about those elements w € W (which we will call special) that give
non-trivial residues, namely, those satisfying the condition that Res 1, ¢v)=0, aea, Tw(A) %
0. This can happen only if all singular hyperplanes are of one of the following two forms:

(1) (wd — p,a") = 0 for some a € A, giving a simple pole of the rational factor
1 .
Maea (=g )

(2) (4,a") = 1 for some a € ®,,, giving a simple pole of the zeta factor ?X/Fq((ﬂ, a’y)
appeared in the numerator within the second group of factors, the product.

For special w € W, and (k, h) € Z?, following [9] (see also [I8])) we define
Nk, ) :=#la e W@ < (m,.0") =k, (p.a’) = h}

Mp(k.h) := max {Np,(k.h = 1) = Npy (k. h)}

w special

:NPM'()(k’h_ 1)_NP,w0(k,h)’ (15)

where wy is the longest element of the Weyl group W. Indeed, the last equality is guaran-
teed by Corollary 8.7 of [8]. Note that Mp(k, h) = 0 for almost all but finitely many pairs
of integers (k, h), so it makes sense to introduce the product

0

D)G("fp:(s) = ]_[ ]_[Z\X,Fq(kn(s — 1) + yMrkd (16)

k=0 h=2

Following [20L [18]], we define the zeta function of X/E, associated to (G, P) by

>

Oy (5) = gD DL (s) - Wy (5). (17)
Here N, (Py) denote the nilpotent radical of the minimal parabolic subgroup P of G.

Remark. For special w € W, even after taking residues, there are some zeta factors
ZX /5, (ks+h) leftin the denominator of Res 1, v)=0, ac, Tw(4). The reason for introducing
the factor Dg’P (s) in our normalization of the zeta functions, based on formulas in [9]
and [18], is to clear up all of those zeta factors (appearing in the denominators) associated
to special Weyl elements.

In particular, we have the following

Theorem 1.4 (Functional Equation[[19]). For an integral regular projective curve X over
F

qr

Lo (cp =) = Ly (9): (18)

The proof follows [9] closely, where the functional equation is established for the
parallel structures on the so-called (G, P)-zeta function of number fields F.

With all these, we are now ready to introduce the SL,-zeta function of X/FF, by spe-
cializing to the case when G is the special linear group SL,, and P is the maximal parabolic



subgroup P,_; consisting of matrices whose final row vanishes except for its last entry,
corresponding to the ordered partition (n— 1) + 1 of n. That is to say, the SL,,-zeta function
3% (s) of X/, is defined to be

g

ZSLy oy . FSLu Py, D e SL,,,P,_ (SLiyPy-1,1)
Gea ()= G M) =g 67D DY) s ) (19)

As the first step to understand this zeta function, we have the following

Lemma 1.5 (Lemma 5 of [22]). The finction DS'»P+11(s) is given by

n—1
DSLPri(g) = ]_[ZX/E(/() - Ly, (). (20)

k=2

Motivated by our study on the parallel structures for number fields, after verifying
some concrete examples, in [19], we formulate the following

Conjecture 1.2 (Special Uniformity of Zetas). For an integral regular projective curve X
on I, of genus g, up to some constant factor depending only on n and g, we have

Lxs,n(s) = Lyt () @

For number fields F, this uniformity of zeta functions is established using Mellin
transforms to write down the rank n non-abelian zeta function of F in terms of integrations
of Epstein zeta functions over the moduli space of semi-stable Op-lattices of rank n and
degree zero. But Epstein zeta function is a special kind of Eisenstein series, which can be
realized as the residue of the Siegel-Langlands Eisenstein series associated to the constant
function on the Levi subgroup of the minimal parabolic subgroup P; ;| corresponding to

n times
the decomposition n = 1 + ... + 1. Furthermore, the moduli space of of semi-stable OF-
lattices of rank n and degree zero can be identified with the truncated domain of Arthur
type within the fundamental domain of SL,(Z), a deep structural result parallel to that of
Lafforgue for function fields [10]. Consequently, with an use of relative trace formula
yields the desired zeta uniformity. For details, please refer to Chapter 15 of [20].

To pave the same path to establish the special uniformity of zetas for function fields,
the first difficulty is that the analogue construction of Mellin transform has yet to be
developed (see however a work of K. Adachi at Kyushu university on “Rankin-Selberg &
Zagier Methods for Function Fields over Finite Fields”).

1.3 Special uniformity of zeta functions

As said, the special uniformity of zetas claims that, for a global field F, the geometrically

defined rank n zeta function ZF,n(S) coincides with the Lie theoretically defined SL,-zeta

function Zis,L“(S). When F is a number field, this conjectured in confirmed in [20] using



the theories of Eisenstein series of Siegel (classical) and Langlands (modern), Arthur’s
analytic truncation and geo-arithmetic truncation of stability, and relative trace formula.
When F is a function field, a totally different approach has been used, thanks to an un-
expected work of Mozgovoy-Reineke [14]. The uniformity of zetas for functional fields
has been finally verified in the paper of Zagier and myself, as a direct consequence
of Theorem 7.2 of [14] and Theorem 2 of [22]].

Theorem 1.6 (Special Uniformity of Zetas; Theorem 1 of [22]). For an integral regular
projective curve X of genus g over F,, we have

n —
— "\ Z Z Vi -+ Vi, 1
gX,Fq;n =Z;S(,]%;(S) = q(Z)(g b 1 :

p—1 ks _ ns—n+a+k,
=1 kyoky>0 H,-Zl(l—qkﬁk””(l q ”)

i .,
(1 — g nstn-a+l+ly n;;}(l — glittiv)

where v, := ]_[ Zxym, (k) with Txys, (1) := Resy_1 Zx/z, (T).
k=1
Indeed, in [14]], based on the theories of Hall algebra and wall-crossing, Mozgovoy-
Reineke are able to obtain a close formula for ZX,E;,,(S) in terms of partitions of n and
abelian zeta function Z}/Fq(s) of X/F,. On the other hand, by examining the Lie structures
involved in great details in [22]], Zagier and myself are able to obtain the explicit formula
for Z)S(’]%;(S) as stated in the theorem above. It is not difficult to verify that this formula of

Z)S(Ii; () coincides with the one for ZX,E;,,(S) in [14]. Consequently, the special uniformity
of zetas for curves over finite fields is established successfully.

1.4 General counting miracle

As the first application of the special uniformity of zetas of curves over finite fields,
we now deduce explicit closed formulas for the non-abelian geo-arithmetic invariants
ax,]p,q;n(mn) and ﬁx,]p,q;n(mn) of the curve X over I, associated to rank n semi-stable vec-
tor bundles, in terms of n, ¢, g and abelian invariants ayr, (d) (d = 0,...g — 1), Bx/5,(0)

and special abelian zeta values ZX/Fq(k) (k =1,...n). Indeed, by Theorem[I.2]and Theo-



rem[.6] we have
§2 -1 20)-T
D ax g (mn) (16D 4 QUDTMTED) gy (n(g — 1) + (Q(l — )T/i’(‘f_ (Q)T)

m=0

O YD YL L I
-1 s - k,
s RNt n;’:l (1- qk,+k,+1) (T -q n+a+hy)

g2
% Z ax s, (m) (q(n—a)(mf(gfl))Tm*(g*I) n q(nfaJrl)((g*l)*m)T(gfl)*m) +axm, (g 1)

m=0

. (a= DBy, 0 ¢~T ) | ST
(1 — qn—aT)(l _ qn—a+lT) (1 _ qn—a+l+llT) n;;}(l _ quHM)

since
g2
Ixz,(ns—n+a)= Z ax g, (m) (qm—a)(m—(g—l))Tm—(g—l) + g8~ q<n—a><<g—1>—m>T(g—l)—m)

m=0
(g — DBx/r,(0) - ¢" T
-1 .
+ CYX/]F,,((g )+ (1 = ¢™T)(1 - qq"*T)

To simplify our notation, set, foreacha = 1,...,n,

*(Z)(gfl)"[(a)] ()] _ (”)(gfl) Vig oo Vk,, T
q ( (S) =7 (T) =q 2 — ~
kl,%‘;>0 l—lf:ll(l — qkf"'kiﬂ) (T -q n+a+kp)
ky+..+k,=n—a
g2
X Z‘XX/E,(’") (q(n—a)(m—(g—l))Tm—(g—l) + q(n—a+1)((g—1)—m)T(g—l)_m)
m=0
(g — DBxr,(0) - g" T
+a,X/]Fq((g - 1)) + n—a - n—a+1
(1 =g"*T)(1 - g"~*'T)
% 1 Vi, ..V,
e (L= gt D) T2 - gl
L+..+l=a—1

10



Form =0,1,...,g— 1, using the expansmn = D OZ we have

g O Dayp, (mn) = Resyoo T2 " (Zz, (1)) = ) Resyoo(T¢ " Z1N(T))

a=1
n g2 ’V\k
_ (n—a)(m—(g—1)) ! '— _ -
=>4 ( > Y e Y T )Z(q 0%
= ekt (k=0 o I Y ' )

ki+..+k,=n—a
Iy, >0

Vi V) S

Lo Vi, L+l \K

=l L+l Z(q D
I - g A

Lh+..+l=a—1

Vi, ..,
+ 6m,gl(a'X/E,((g -1)- ,—)
11,;>0 [T 1(1 = gl

L+...+l=n—1

For example, if m = 0, we get

Vi, -y
axr,0) 2 ... 1,>0 — zluﬂ g2
- h+rt=n—1 Tlj= 1(1=g ")
q a’X,IFq;n(O) - | T, T 1
Sog1| - et =
0,g-1| ¥X/F, ((g )) Z ]il,-;r-,llrrj? | H; l(] qu*l/ﬂ) 8

That is to say, we have proved the following counting miracle relation, since

XL _ HX.0x) _ |
axr,(0) = Z el -1 =4 =1. (22)

-1
LePic” X) q

Theorem 1.7 (Counting Miracle). For an integral regular projective curve X of genus
g > 1 over a finite field I,

n 7]...Vr _(n-! _
¢ ey = Y, e =g N 0 29

Wi (=gl

The counting miracle was first conjectured in [T9]. It is established in [21]] for ellip-
tic curves with a heavy use of combinatorial technique in 2014, after examining Atiyah
bundles in details. In September 2016, adopting a totally different method, K. Sugahara
established this counting miracle. It was later reverified in [14] independently using Hall
algebra and wall crossing. In an appendix to this subsection, Sugahara’s proof will be
presented.

11



Similarly,

q_(;)(g_l)(ﬁxﬂ;n(o) + Qaxr,x((g - 2)n)) = Resron‘ZIZ\XYFq;n(T)

o Vi Vi —_ —
=y qn—a(_ > S ) ELLLl -
) ik -1 gl

= — ghrhin) IECEED)

p
kpoky>0 H,l(l

L0 l:>0
ki+..+kp=n—a Lot =a—1
DIPEAT § KOl }j Ta0)
k+l+k=g k=0

Vk] . k &
—axr,((g-1)- N ()
' kzklo 1721 (1 = gtvb)
ki+..+k,=n—a

Vi ..Vl

X Z R e A

11 L+l

Lo 2l -¢q )
Li+..+l=a-1

Y
+(q = DBxr,(0) - r]—r)
ll,§>0 Hj:i(l — glitlsn)

This then gives a closed formula for Sx g, .,(0) after substracting Q - axr,..((g — 2)n) ob-
tained above. Thus all in all, we have proved the following

Theorem 1.8 (General Counting Miracle). For an integral regular projective curve X of
genus g on Iy, its non-abelian invariants axg, ,(mn) (0 < m < g — 1) and Bx;z,.(0) for
semi-stable vector bundles of rank n are given by

q_(;)(g_l)a,X!]Fq n (mn)

n — — . .

=> q("“’)(’”‘(g‘l”(— ) & 3 VeV
p— kit r—1 l I,

a=1 ki,...skp>0 1_[, 1(1—6]/+/‘) lLh>0 H] 1(1 +/l)

ki+...+k,=n—a Lot =a—1

axye, (0 (@)Y (g
Y ICED)

m=k+{+k k=0

Vi, - 1.
+ 5m,gl(a'X/]F ((g-1))- r—)
q 11,;:>0 1—1, }(1 Li+ljer)

hi+..+l=n—1

12



and

q’(g)(gfl) (ﬁX,]Fq n (0))

n - - — —

Y I

T4\ p-1 ki+k; L1 — ol

a=1 ki seokp>0 nj:1(1 =gt A l—ljzl(l qhithien)
ki+..+k,=n-a Li+..+l=a-1

P . .
% [qna Z _qa Z ][Z Q'X/]Fq(k) fz:; (q—kp)f z:(; (ql+l|)/<]

k+l+k=g k+l+k=g-2/) \ k=0

VoV Vi, ...V,
PSP S L Kias P SR T
p-1 kj+k; r=leq _ L+l
Kt yernky>0 l—ljzl(l—qﬂ“ ) Lol >0 Hj:1(1 gt
ky+..+k,=n-a Li+..+l=a-1

e V.
+(g = 1q" "Bxz,(0) - r_—)
q 11,§>0 H‘j:}(l - ql/”/ﬂ)

Lh+..+l=n—1

Recall that

Bx g n(mn) = Bxr,m(0)  (YmeZ) and  axz,(mn) = ¢"" " VByg ,(0) (m=g)
(24)
this theorem in fact gives all the values of ax,pq;n(mn) and BxF n (mn) for all m € Z, since
easily
axs(mn) =0 (m<0). (25)

We point out in passing when n does not divide dH the value of axr,x(d) and By, .(d)
have been obtained in [[14]] and [24]], respectively.

We end this subsection with the following comments on Z)S(I]“F (T). By the special
uniformity, this function is equal to the rank n zeta function of X, which itself is a rational
function of the form

P X,]Fq;n(T)

T¢ (1 -T)1-QT)

Here Py, ,,(T) is a polynomial of degree 2g in T" with real coefficients. However, in the

ZX,E, ,n(T) =

(26)

Ty - Ty
17 (1=¢" i1y (T=¢

summand of Z1@I(s), from the first group LMF), particularly the term

T _ q(k] +...+kl,,| )T

(T—q"”l”k”) - q(k|+...+l<p,])T71

, we see that the denominators are given by

1 1 1
T—-1 gqT-1""""7" gmalT - |

27)

SIn [[14]], Mozegovoy-Reineke call such pairs (1, d) generic and provide a method to calculated the e and 3
invariants when (n, d) are generic.
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(q—DPBx/z,0)-¢"T

In parallel, from the second of the whole bracket, particularly the term T Ty =TT

we see that the denominators are given by
1 1

b 9 28
qn—aT -1 qn—a+lT -1 ( )
Similarly, from the third group, particularly the term m, we see that the denom-
inators are given by
1 1 1
b 9 (29)
qn—a+l+lT -1 (1 _ qn—a+l+2T) (1 _ qn—a+l+a—lT)
Consequently,
H0g) = (Tgl [ - n] Zs)
=0
Vi -V, Kyt ¢
= e — T qgT-1)
-1 ks
ki,....kp>0 1—11;:1 (1 - qk/+k/+]) oggga_l
ki+..4k,=n—a {2kt Akp-

g-2
> (( Z ax s, (m) (q(n—a)(m—(g—l))Tm 4 q(n—a+l)((g—l)—m)TZ(g—l)—m)

m=0

+ a'X/IFq((g - 1))Tg71)(1 - q”’”T)(l _ qn—aﬂT)

+(g = DBx/r,(0) - qnaTg)

Vi VI

4
X E _ | | q'T-1).
r=le1 _ L+l
>0 [T =g ) ocren
Li+..+l=a—1 {#n—a+1+1

becomes a polynomial of degree (n —a) +2g + (a —2) = n+2(g — 1) which is independent
of a. Therefore, ’Z\)S(f%’q(T) is a rational function of the form

SLn
PX’]Fq(T)
T To(@'T = 1)
where P)S(Ij;'q(T) is a polynomial of degree n + 2(g — 1) in 7. By comparing this with

%, we see that in fact there are massive cancellations among the Z!*!(s) when
=0
combining the summation }}"_, Z!9(T) to obtain Z)S(I%’ (T) such that among the product
0T = 1), all the factors (¢qT — 1), (¢°T — 1),...,(¢""'T — 1) will be finally can-
celled out from the numerator (so as to leave only the factor 7¢~'(1 — T)(1 — QT) in the
denominator). This is one of the reasons why the Riemann Hypothesis for high rank zeta
functions of curves over finite fields becomes quite complicated, even comparing with
what has happened for high rank zeta functions of number fields.

(30)
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Appendix:
Counting Miracle

Kotaro Sugahara §
Fuji Soft

Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over F,, the finite field with g
elements. For any coherent sheaves A, 8 and & on X, for our own use, we introduce the
auxiliary spaces

Fil(A. B:6) :=(0 c F c&: F =~ A, E/F = B,
WA, B;E) :={(f, g) € Hom(A, &) x Hom(E, B) : finjective, g surjective, g o f = 0},
U(A, ;&) :={f € Hom(A, &) : f injective, A surjective g € Hom(&, B) s.t. g o f = 0},
the associated morphisms
¢:W(A B;E) — Fil(A,B:E): (£ g (OcIm() c &)

VWA BE) — Ext (B, A): (e 0-ALELB 0
7 WA, B;8) — UA, B; E); her—r

and the following natural actions:

X AUt AP x Aut B} x W(A, B; E) — W(A, B;E); (p,0,(f g) — (fop,aog)
1 AUEX WA, B;8) — WA, B;8);  (n.(f,8)— (tof got)

Accordingly, we have

(i) ¢ is surjective, and
(i1) There is a natural bijection between the fiber of ¢ and (Aut A)°P x Aut B.

This is a direct consequence of the five lemma. Indeed, this follows from the facts
that o(f, g) = ¢(f’,g’) if and only if there exists (p, o) € (AutA)°®? X Aut B such that
(f’,g") = x(p, o, (f, g)), and that the action y is free. Hence, we have

#W(A, B; E)/(#(Aut A) - #Aut B) = #Fil(A, B; &). 31)

(iii) The image of ¢ is exactly the set Ext(lg(B, A) of isomorphism classes of extensions of
B by A the middle term of which is isomorphic to & Moreover, any fiber of ¢ is an orbit
of W(A, B; ) under the action p.

OWhen this note was completed in September, 2016, I was a PhD student in Graduate School of Mathematics,
Kyushu university.
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Indeed, this follows from the fact that ¥(f, g) = ¥ (f’, g’) if and only if there exists
7 € Aut& such that (f7, g") = u(r, (f, g)). In addition,

(iv) The stabilizer group of (f,g) € W(A, B;E) under the action y is isomorphic to
Hom(8B, A).

. . T T .
Indeed, for any element 7 € Aut&, if we write it as 7 = (T A :‘B) with
BA B

Tq € AWtA, g € Aut B, T4 € Hom(A, B), T4 € Hom(B, A),

ldg O

TBA T8
have used the claim that Hom(A, B) part 744 must be 0 since we have the inclusion
T(f(A)) € f(A) by condition. Similarly, g = g o 7~! if and only if g o T = g if and only if

T:(Tﬂ I(El) )'Thus,(f,g):#(T’(f7g))ifand0nlyif
B

TBA
_(Idmn O c Id# 0
"7 \rga 1dg) " \Hom(B,A) 1dg)"
Consequently, the stabilizer group of (f, g) € W(A, B; &) under the action y is isomorphic

to Hom(8, A).
Therefore, we obtain the following relation

then a direct calculation shows that f = 7o f if and only if 7 = ( ) Here we

#W(A, B; E)/(#AUE[#(Hom(B, A))) = #Ext(B, A). (32)

By @@I) and (32), we have

H#EXt, (B, A) - #AUE
#Aut A - #AutB - #(Hom(B, A))’

#Fil(A, B;E) = (33)

We mention in passing that this relation is an analogue of the formula given by [Ri].

(v) m is surjective, and each fiber of x is isomorphic to Aut 5.
This follows from the fact that 7(f, g) = n(f’, g’) if and only if f = f” and there exists
o € Aut B, by the five lemma. Consequently, we have

#W(A, B; &) [#Aut B = #U(A, B; E). (34)

Thorem.(Counting Miracle) Let &y be a stable vector bundle of rank m (< n) and degree
0. Then

1
#AULF

#Hom(E0.E) _ |

q
#Awg
SEMX,)X (0) 7TE/\/(X,nfm (0)

m(n—m)(g—1)

In particular,

axg,me1(0) = ¢V By, (0).
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This counting miracle was conjectured by Weng in [19]. It was first established by
Weng and Zagier [21] for elliptic curves, based on basic properties of Atiyah bundles and
heavy combinatorial techniques. Our method here is totally different.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the first relation, since the second comes directly by applying
the first to & = Ox and m = 1. To prove the first, by the stability of &

g"om&.8) _ 1 _ #f € Hom(&, &) : f injective}
EAT0) #Aut & SO #Aut &
= #U(Eo, E/E0; E)
sk #AutE

since the category of semi-stable bundles of degree 0 is abelian. Hence, by (34) and (33),
this latest quantity can be written as

1 #W(&, E/E:E)
BAWE  #AUE/E)

EeMx,(0)
1 HExt5(E/E0, &) - HAUWE
#AutE  #Aut(8/&y) - #Hom(E/Eo, Eo)

EeMy,(0)
#Ext! (F, &)
#AutF - #Hom(F, &)

?EMX,nfm(O)
by changing from & to ¥, since the category of semistable bundles of degree 0 is abelian.

Therefore, by the Riemann-Roch theorem

1
#AUut F

#Hom(Ey,E) _ 1

q
= q
i@~ TAUE F Mo 0)

m(n-m)(g~1)

as wanted. O
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2 Riemann hypothesis for rank two zeta: Yoshida’s ap-
proach

Applying Theorem[[.6lto n = 2, easily we conclude that, up to a constant fact depending
only on the genus g of the curve X/F,, which certainly does not affect our discussion on
zeta zeros, _ -

gx/pq(zs) gx/pq(zs -1

I (s) = - 35
&xr, ) =12 Pt -1 (35

We first use the functional equation to obtain

—=SL, gX/]Fq(l - 25) ZX!/Fq(ZS — 1) gx/]p‘q(zo-) gx/Fq(_zo—)
Xz, (8) = 225 g2 = 20 g2 (36)
By 1 —g22s g* -1 1 — g+ g~ -1

where s =:  — 0. Therefore,

Oy, 20) Ly (F20)
1—g*20 g2 _1°

Z)i]]gj(s) =0 ifandonlyif (37)

Write now .
15,1 = wig™)( - wig™*)
g1 =g )1 - g')
where w; € C\ R and |w;| = /g, guaranteed by the Hasse-Weil Theorem, or better, the
Riemann hypothesis for the Artin zeta function of X/F,. In particular,

Lype, () = (38)

Wi+l <2Vg<q+1  (V1<i<g). (39)
Accordingly, (37) becomes

1, (L - wig)(1 = @ig ™)
(=21 = ¢

15,01 - wig®)(1 - wig™)

(=) =g
(40)

q40'(g*1)(q1*20'_1) — (1_q1+20')

This is equivalent to
8 8
G- [A-wg D0 -wig ) = (1= [ |1 -wig? (1 -wig™) (41)
i=1 i=1
In particular, we should have

8 8

g D111 =g [ I =wig (1 =@ig )] = 1= [ |10 -wig?)(1 ~@ig*)]
i=1 i=1

42)
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Lemma 2.1 (Yoshida). Fix a real number g > 1. Let a, B € C and write ¢ = a + f5.
Assume that o8 = q and that ¢ € R satisfies |c| < g + 1. Then for w € C, we have

>|l—awl-|1-pw  if w<l1

. (43)
<[l —aw|-|1-pw| if  |w|>1.

Iw—al-lw—ﬂl{

When @ = 1 and B = ¢, this lemma degenerates to an estimate on the fractional

. w— . . .
transformation T,(w) := 1—q In this sense, Yoshida’s lemma is a natural degree 2
w

generalization of that for fractional transformations. Even an elementary proof can be
given immediately, we delay the details till the proof of Lemmal4.3below, which itself is
a generalization of Yoshida’s lemma.

Therefore, for the left hand side of (@2), by applying Lemma[2.1] we have

8
lg" 11 = )] [ 10 = w0ig )0 - Big ™)
i=1

8
=I(1 = llg 1 | 166> - wi)(@® - @)
i=1

>[I, 10 = wig®) (A = @ig*)| - (g7 = Dllg" 2927 if R(o) <0
<L, 1A = wig®) (A = wig®)] - (g7 = Dlig" %7 if  R(o) > 0.

> [T5, 10 - wig®)(A =@ig* )| -1(g>7 = DI if R(e) <0
<IT5, 10 = wig®)(A =@l -1(g>" =Dl if  R(o) > 0.

which is nothing but the right hand side of (@2)), provided that g > 1. _This implies that
unless R(o) = 0, i.e. unless o is a pure imaginary complex number, £ XFZ(s) cannot be
zero. This then proves the following

Theorem 2.2. (Yoshida ) Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g, then
the SL, zeta function { X]FZ(S) and hence the rank two zeta function { x/F,2(5) satisfy the
Riemann hypothesis.

This result is due to H. Yoshida [23]], during our intensive lectures on non-abelian zeta
functions for number fields in Kyoto. Yoshida, motivated by our works on rank two zeta
functions of number fields [[7, 11} 20], actually proves the Riemann hypothesis for a slight
more general zeta function

Ly/g,(29) q Ly, 25— 1)
Lxe,(5:Cy) = Cl(s)i -G ———5 5 (44)
-q' 1-g
where C(s) takes the form
h
Ci(s) = ¢ (1 + g g™ [ |1 = 7ig* D1 = 5ig"71) 45)

J=1

19



with constants y; and ¢; satisfying the conditions that y; + 6; € R, |y; + ;| < g+ 1 for a
non-negative real number a and a natural number /4, and C,(s) determined by

Ca(s) = Ci(1 = 9) (46)

so that _ _
Ler(1=9) = (). (47)

Since our SL,-zeta function ’{\;];(s) is certainly a special form of Yoshida’s type, the
=g
theorem above can be viewed as a special case.

3 Applications of the RH for higher rank zetas

3.1 First estimates

Before going further, we here deduce some natural upper and lower bounds for the non-
abelian geo-arithmetic invariants ax,pq;n(mn) (m=0,...,g—1)and ,BX,FM(O) of a curve
X/F, by assuming the Riemann hypothesis for rank n zeta function of X/IF,. Indeed as we
will see later, these bounds in lower ranks, in turn, play key roles in proving the Riemann
Hypothesis for higher rank zeta functions.

Set now

Q'X,Fq;n(mn)

axr,n(0)

Prra©® g

48
axr,n(0) @5

a;(’Fq;n(mn) =

and By .,(0) =

Assume the Riemann hypothesis for the rank n non-abelian zeta function of X/F,. By (@),
we have

ZX,Fq;n(T)

Pxgu(9) =T 1 =T)(1 - Q) - ==

a’X,]Fq;n(O)

g-2
:([Z @y () (T + (QTYEV™) 0 (n(g — DTS [(1 = (Q + DT + OT?)

m=0

+(Q - 1)Tgﬁ;(,]}?q;n(0))

8

- ]_[(1 - a)X/JFq,n;iT)(l - aX/FFq:W'T)'
i=1

where wy . . denotes the reciprocal roots of Py,i(s). Indeed, mPX,Fq;n(s) e R[T]

is a degree 2g polynomial in T of real coefficients with leading coefficient Q% and constant

e B ) th(X.og’;")_l . 4000
This definition make sense, since axx,:x(0) = A0 > 0. In particular, ax/r, (0) = “FAwOy

=1



term 1. By the functional equation of ’Z\X,Fq .(T), we may regroup all 2g reciprocal roots of
Py 5,:n(s) into g pairs, within each pair of which the products of two elements are always
equal to Q. Consequently, the Riemann hypothesis for rank n zeta function of X/F, is
equivalent to the condition that each such a pair is of the form {wX JB i EX/FM;,-}. This is
certainly equivalent to the condition that

et
—~
-
1l
—_
oo
-

=0 (49)

'wX/IFq,n;i

since Wx/F,mi " OX/Fymsi = 0.
” — o .
Set now Ay mi = Ox/p,mi T Ox/Fmi From Vieta’s theorem between the reciprocal

roots and coefficients of polynomials, by comparing the coefficients of 77 fori = 1,...,g
in both sides of the above identity, under the Riemann hypothesis (49), we conclude that
the follows hold:

) = (Q+ Dz, (0) = |55, ani] < 26 VO,

Uy ) = (Q + Dty (= 1)) + Q. (0m = 2)m) Q<m<g-1)
< Vicirciyecinzag @M = (3,[:’)Qm/2

Q= DBz, (0) = (Q+ Dy, (g = D) + 0, (8 = 20m)
< Dz cipecigzag @8 = (2;)Qg/2

Now expand each absolute value inequality, say |k;| < ¢; as —¢; < k; < ¢;, first, and then
add three consecutive relations together with their lower and upper bounds, we arrive at

~2g VO < &y, () = (O + Dy, (0) < 22 VO,
1O R ()00 - 260" VO
< @y, (mn) - (Q"+..+0*+0+ 1)&3(’]&;”(0) Q<m<g-1)
< T O R (%) + 200" VD,
— SO RE (B) QN - 25047 VO
< (0 - 1Bz, (0) - (Q+..+Q*+0+ 1)04(“(0)
< IELOT L (%) + 20047 VO

But, by definition, a;(!Fq;n(O) = 1. Therefore, we have proved the following:

Proposition 3.1 (Rough Bounds of non-abelian invariants). Assume the Riemann Hypoth-
esis for the rank n zeta functions of a projective regular integral curve X over F, of genus
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g, we have for the invariants ﬁ;(,Fq;n(O) and a;(,Fq;n(Zm) m=1,...,g-1)
(Q+1) =28 VO < @y, (1) < (Q+1) +2g VO

(0" +...+ @+ 0+1) -5 0P 5 ()00 ~ 260" VO

< a;(,IF n(mn) 2<m<yg

<(Q"+. QP+ O+ 1)+ S QL ()0 + 20" VO

(0 +...+ Q2+ 0+1)- 2 0 Bk, ()02 - 2004 VO
<(Q- DBy, ,,<0>
<(Q+..+ @+ 0+1)+ SO SL (%) + 25047 VO

Even somehow rough upper and lower bounds are obtained here for the o and S-
invariants in rank n, nevertheless, as we will see in §3.3]below, these bounds are far from
being sharp.

3.2 Counting Brill-Noether stratifications

In this subsection, we explain why the rank n non-abelian @ and b invariants are very
important, in order to understand the intrinsic structures of X/F,,.

Example 3.1 (Brill-Noether Loci). Even when n = 1, the above result exposes some
intrinsic geo-arithmetic properties of the curve X/F,. Indeed, we may introduce the Brill-
Noether loci within the degree Picard group Pic?(X) of X by setting

Wik, ' (d) :={L e Pic’(X): i°(X,L) > i} and W;qu(d) :={L e Pic!(X) : K°(X, L) = i}.

(50)
The W> X/F, (d)’s induce a natural stratification structure on Pic?(X) since

Ws (d) = |_| e L) and  WE) (d) = Pic!(X). (51
Jjzi

It is natural to ask what are the topological or better motivic properties of these refined
structures. Set accordingly

Wi, (d) = #We (d)  and  wys (d) = #Wyg (d). (52)
and
hO(X,L)-1 hO(X,L)-1 i_ 1
@)z, (d) = % and  ajje, (d) = Z qq -1 Z Wis, (@)
LeWgie () LeWgie (d)
(53)
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Then

Wil (d) = D wihe (d) = #PIc°(X) and  axys,(d) = 03l (d)—zq W, (@),

>0 >0

which by Theorem[3.1] is controlled by

28 < axr, ()= (g +1) <28 g
Z]r(n+l k32 ( )(1 D/2 _ zgqm—l\/q
SaX/Fq(m)—(q’”+ +q2+q+1) 2<m<g)
< ZZ’HI k— 32 (2&’) (i— 1)/2+2gqm 1\/—
Zg+1 k— 3251 (Z_g)q(z /2 _ 28¢5 1\/—
< (g - 1)Bx/z,(0) - (qg+ A+ +g+1)
<Z§ k— 32 (Zg) (i— 1)/2+2gqg 1\/—

since ax/p,(0) = 1.
Recall that, by definition,

1 1 _
Pz, 0) = ——#Pic’(0) =T = —— [ 01 = wxsm, (1 =@y, 0.
i=1
Hence it admits a natural bound
1 & 1 &
o 1- 1- < 0) < — 1+ 1+
— H( V(L= @) < e, (0) < —— U( Vo1 + )

So, at least for the B-invariant, (33) may not be the sharpest bounds.
Furthermore, we may introduce natural associated invariants

hXL) _

@ye, () = Z qu - Z Wy, (d)

Ve W;qu (d) Jzi
and their associated generating function, for fixed i and d,

Ax/r,(u,v) := Z axye,(d) - u'v?,
a0

Recall that, by the vanishing theorem, we have

» greh
a’)_(l/]pq(d) = 5i,d—(g—l)?#l)lc (X) d>g
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So, A x/F, (U, V) is indeed a rational function of # and v. A modification can be given to re-
sult a rational function which satisfies the standard functional equation. The detailed dis-
cussion will be given elsewhere, together with the associated Riemann hypothesis prop-
erty.

Obviously, these structures admit a natural generalization to the setting of rank n semi-
stable bundles. For instances, we expect that the non-abelian motivic structures of X/F,
may be understood via the rank n generating function

B(X,Fyiu,v;2) := ZA(X, Fyinu,v)2" = Z @, ("2, 61)

n>0 n,i,m=>0

Similarly, by the vanishing theorem, we have
d—n(g=1) _

——#Myz0(0)  d=ng (62)

a'):(l/]}?q (mn) = 5i,mn—n(g—l)
where My, .,(0) denotes the space of isomorphism classes, or better by including the
geo-arithmetic structures, the moduli stack, of semi-stable vector bundles of rank n and
degree mn on X rationally over F,. So, Bx/r,(u,v;2) is indeed a rational function of u
and v, for which a modification can be made to result a rational function that satisfies
the standard functional equation. For details, please refer to our work in preparation on
motivic structures of curves over general base fields.

We end this discussion with the following application of the Riemann hypothesis.

Lemma 3.2. For a regular projective curve X of genus g > 2 over Fy, we have

. 2(0 1 )
(q(z)(gl) . B—X‘IZ’ZZ( ) P > 0. In particular, 'v‘% > —qzq_ 0 (63)
1 1
Slight differently,
o301
v 3 b 64
i 72 g-1 (©4)

Proof. Note that

e BxE2@ 1) METE 1 W g
1 voogq+l)
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v ﬁ (1 = wxziq (1 — Ox/r,q ) g2 V(g - 1)?
(= wxraq DAL = wxyr,ug)? ) g2V - g 2)(1 - gg7)
_ 1 ﬁ (@x/r,i — g NwxEi —q ") 1 7
q* 3! (1 = wxyrq~ (1 = Oxruq) (1= wxyr g (1 = Oxprig™) ) g + 1

(since wy/r,.iwx/F,i = q)

_ ﬁ (@x/F,i — 4 Nwxei —q") e T > ﬁl e T
(1 = wx/z,iq7 Y = wx/z,q7") | ¢* = 1 a q* -1

=1 i=1

by Yoshida’s lemma, since || < 1 (and ¥; > 0 and ,V—; > 0)
%
1
2 2
q = q . 0
= Vv = —5———— #Pic’(X) >
q* -1 (¢>=Dg-1

where in the last step, we have used the fact that there exists at least one F, rational point
in Pic’(X). This verifies (&3).
In addition, since #Pic’(X) > 2, we have 2¢*#Pic’(X) + 3 > 3¢>. This implies that

L #Pic’(X) > 3. Therefore,

q
q* -1

’V\z q2 31

_ s — 1 0 _
712 > -1 1)#PIC X) > 241 (65)

as wanted. O

This result will be used in the next section to prove the rank three Riemann hypoth-
esis. In addition, an alternative, but much neat proof will be provided in the following
subsection.

3.3 Rank n beta invariant Sxr_.,(0)

In this subsection, we examine in details the structures of the rank n beta invariant 8 X, 0)
for an integral regular projective curve X over a finite field F,.

Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over a finite field F, of ¢
elements. For a fixed positive integer n € Z., the rank n non-abelian beta invariant
Bxz,n(d) is defined as

Bxr,a(d) = (66)

1
28: #Aut(E)

where & runs through all semi-stable F,-rational vector bundles of rank n and degree d on
X. They are introduced by Harder-Narasimhan [J3], in their study of Betti numbers of the
moduli spaces of semi-stable vector bundles on X.
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As a direct consequence of Siegel’s formula on the total mass of rank n vector bundles
of degree d on X with fixed determinants associated to the so-called Tamagawa measure,
if we introduce ﬁ“" instead by taking the sum on all rank » vector bundles of degree d
on X/F,, we have, see e.g. [3l,

tol _ q(z)(g VX/]Fq(”) = q('z’)(gfl) HZX/F,,(IC)~ (67)
k=1
Here .
Vom0 1= [ Qom0 T, (1) 1= Resmi Zy, (1) (68)
k=1

and B{/Fq (k) (k > 2) denotes the special value at k of the complete Artin zeta/Zeta function
of X/F,
L, (8) = ) (@ D) = Zyr () (=g, (69)
D>0
where, as usual, D run through all effective divisors of X. Furthermore, to understand
the S-invariants By, .(d), Harder-Narasimhan introduces parabolic reduction [B]. The
up-shot of their method is the following inductive formula for Sx s, .. (d):

k
X, (d) = Z vym, (D! Z Z ZKf(nmj(gil)f(n‘drn/di))H'BX’R‘”‘(&)
i=1

omel oel . 2/ i
”rllhr---f’];k:n o );Hé (an)l/n, (11+ +dk d
i=1,...k ﬁ>...> ;]t
(70)
where vx/g, (1) := Res;=1{x/r,(¢) denotes the residue at 7 = 1 of the Artin Zeta function
. . deg(D)\—
Zxyz, (1) = Lxpe, (5) = Z (g% D)5, (71)
D>0

In particular,

Bxpm(d) = E?,}q;n(d)

k
- Z vy, (1)k—1 Z Z Zx<j (ninj(g=D)~(nidj=n;dy)) ]_[ BxE,n (67)
i=1

k>2 8;)€ Z/n; Aises
A1 ‘ )dr{;(‘n )/ ’d1+...+dk:d
ny+..+ng=n ; 4 dk
i=1,..., W> m

These formulas are finally simplified by Zagier [24] to obtain a finite closed form

Theorem 3.3. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g ovcer a finite field
. Then its rank n beta invariant By .,(d) is given by

(ni+ni){(ny+..+n:) 4}

[AY. q —
Pragn(d) =g X o T T (). (72)
=1 1—11;:11(1 — g
ny+..4ng=n
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In particular, when n|d, say d = mn for a certain m € Z, we have

2 H{F:IIV\X/]F (n;)
ﬁX,]F ;n(mn) = q(z)(gfl) . _—q
q "1,%‘:21 Hf:ll(l — gnitnisn)

ny+..+ng=n

(73)

Note that, induced from the map & — & ® O¢(A) for a fixed degree one F,-rational
divisor A on X, whose existence is a well-known consequence of the theory of Artin zeta
functions of curves over finite fields (see e.g. [12]), we arrive at an elementary relation

Bxgm(mn) = Bxp,m0)  (Ym € Z), (74)

Besides this, in general, it is quite complicated to estimate the S-invariants for a curve X,
and hence these S-invariants can hardly be controlled.

However, after the introduction of the rank »n non-abelian zeta function ZX’E’;”(S) of
X/F, in [19], the situation has changed dramatically. Recall that, by definition,

X8 _ 1

zX,]F,,;n(s) = 28: unW(CIﬂY(X’S). (75)

where & runs through all semi-stable F,-rational vector bundles of rank n and degree
mn (m > 0) on X. Moreover, as said earlier, by the Riemann-Roch theorem, cohomology
duality and the vanishing theorem for semi-stable vector bundles, tautologically, using the
standard zeta technique, we have, for Q := ¢" and T := 1" witht = ¢”°,

Z\X,IFq;n(s) = ’Z\X,Fq;n(s)

g2
(@ = DBxpm0)- T
_ m—(g—1) (¢=D)=m B Fy;
= D xaanm (TS @D+ axn(nls = D)+ =gy

In particular, Zx,pq;n(s) is a rational function of 7', satisfies the standard functional equation
s <+ 1 — s and admits only two singularities as a function of T, namely, simple poles at
T =1and T = Q7" with residue

Resy_g-1 L, (8) = B, 0). (76)

In addition, when n = 1, ?X,Fq;n(s) coincides with the completed Artin zeta function

EX/Fq(s) of X/F,. In this way, the S-invariant BxE, .2(0) in rank 7 of X can be understood in
terms of the theory of non-abelian zeta functions of curves. In particular, we expect that
the Riemann hypothesis holds for these non-abelian zeta functions as well: All zeros of
the rank n-non-abelian zeta function EX,Fq;n(s) of X/F, lie on the central line R(s) = %

In the sequel, till the end of this subsection, we assume that this Riemann hypothesis
holds for all ZX,Fq;k(s) with k < n. Accordingly, we have

[T, (1 = wxr (O = Dxp,w(DT)
(I1-T)1-Q0T)Ts!

ZX,IFq;n(S) = /Z\X,IFq;n(T) = axr,n(0) (77)
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where wx,.x(i) denotes the i-th reciprocal root of ’Z\X,Fq;n(T). Recall that by the functional
equation, we have
Q)X,]Fq;n(i) . 5X,Fq;n(i) = Q (l = 1, ey g) (78)

Furthermore, from our assumption that the Riemann Hypothesis in rank » holds, we have
loxe,m()]= VO (=1....8) (79)
Therefore, by (7)), we have
[T (1 = wxp @)1 = @x (D)
@-1

nle (1 - aX,Fq;n(i) + Q)
(Y

Res;_, Lz, n(s) =axz,(0) -

:a'X,]Fq;n(O) .
where ax,]pq;n(i) = a)X,Fq;n(i) + EX,]Fq;n(i) satisfying

laxr, (D <240 (=1,....9). (80)
In this way, we have proved the following

Corollary 3.4. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g > 2 over a finite
field F,. Assume that the rank n Zeta function Zxy,..(T) of X/F, satisfies the Riemann
hypothesis. Then

VO -1 21 , H,g: (1-ax, q;n(i) +0) VO +1 21
% < Bxr,a(0) = ! (QiFl) < ( \/@_)1 (81)
3.4 An application of the counting miracle
Recall that 5 0

In this way, it suffices to understand the a-invariants ax s, ,(0). For this, let Cy. ¢ := ¢)&D.
By applying the first relation to m = 0 of Theorem[I.8] note that

axr,(0)=1 (83)
and that the first summation is understood as 0 when g = 1, we obtain

Vip - VL,

axF,(0) = -
Cn,g;q ! I ’§;>0 n;:} (1 — qu"'lj*l )
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Indeed, as said earlier, this is a consequence of the special uniformity of zetas for
curves over finite fields, claiming that, up to a non-zero constant multiple C,, ¢4,

z ) ZSL”( Y= ! Vi - Vi, 1
XE,nS) = XF, §)=Cngq- Z Z —1 ks ns—n+a+k
q e s n;’:l (1 _ qk/+k/+|) (1 -q p)
ki+..+k,=n—a

X Ta 5=+ ) ! B T
xF,NS—n+a Z — — .
ly,...0,>0 (1 —-q netnmarie 1) l—l;:l(l — qll+l/+l)

Furthermore,

Bx.r,n(0) =ReST:12X,E,;n

" — —~

Viy oe e Vk,, 1

—RGST:l(Cn,g;fj ’ Z Z l—lp—l(l _ ghitkin) (1 — gns—n+athy)
a=1  kjkp>0 =1 q

ki+..+k,=n—a

_ 1 V..,
X ns—n+a
{X,Fq( ) \ Y;Lo (1 _ qinx+n—a+1+ll) nr,;l(l _ qu+l/-+])

Lh+..+l=a—1

From here, proceeds as what has been done in the final section of [22]], we get

Bxzn(0) = Cugyg [ N (84)
( k1,%;>0 n?zl (1 = gkitkis)
ki+...+k,=n

Therefore,

,BX,Fq;n—l(O) _ Cn,g;q
Cn—l,g Cn—l,g

In particular, in order to make this relation coincide with that of Sugahara stated in the

theorem of the appendix to §1.4, we should have C, 4, = ¢®®V, as claimed. This is

compatible with the main theorem of [14] as well (even not with the formula (2.9) there).

In this way, we have obtained yet another totally different proof of the following

a’X,IFq,n(O) = Cugyq- 'BX,IFq;n—l(O) (85)

Theorem 3.5 (Counting Miracle). Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus
g over a finite field F,. Then we have, with C,, 4.4 := q(;)(g’l),

o -c Viy - Tk,
ax Fyin = Cngq Z .
T o7 p-1 ki+k;
kisekpy>0 Hj:l(l -q’ i)
ki+...+ky,=n—1

. Voo T,
Pz @=Crre ), i
Kiyeensky>0 j=1 q
ki+...+ky,=n—1

29



In particular,

axg, w1 (0) = ¢(()-O)ED gy 0) = ¢V - Bys, (0) (86)

3.5 Second estimates: upper and lower bounds for S-invariants
Now, by Corollary[3.4 and Theorem[3.3 we conclude that

Bxr,n(0) Bx.7,n(0) B 15, (1 — axg,m() +4")

- = 87
axen(0) g Ve DBy g 1(0) @ -1 87

Therefore, under the assumption that the Riemann hypothesis holds for all ’Z\X,Fq;k(Tk)
where Ty = t*,k = 2,...,n, we have

L Bxr,x(0)
n(0) =Bxp,1(0) - | | Z——=
Bx.5,n(0) =Bxz,:1(0) EZ[,BX,JFq;k—l(O)

15, (1 — axz () + 4"
_ =1y g-1) L1iz1 Fo;
o [ Ml e

k=2

n

n g X k
—,()eD [T, (1 = axpx() + g°)
! D (¢*-1)

Consequently, note that, by the Riemann hypothesis for ZX,Fq;k(Tk),

laxr, (D) <2~/ (Vi=1,...9), (88)
we arrive at
TS, (1= 2y + ¢ nTTE, (L + 2y + 4
= < . 0 S =
Ly speeos | [ 750

All these then prove the following

Theorem 3.6 (Upper and Lower Bounds for b-invariants). Let X be an integral regular
projective curve of genus g over a finite field F,. Then we have

O VAR ) S o+ g
[ \’_1(71 <O O <[ | #1 (89)
e (VD w1 (V=D
provided the rank k Riemann hypothesis hold for eachk = 2,. .., n.
Example 3.2. when X is an elliptic curve E over F,, we have
n \/—k -1 n \/qk +1
—— <Bera0) < | | ——- (90)
g ﬁk +1 q !(:1[ \/qk -1

It is interesting to compare this with Proposition 6 of [21]].
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Example 3.3. In case n = 2, we obtain

o1 (V= D* (g - 1! o1 (V@ D* g+ 1!

»(0 91
(VarDg+rn PO =a ——mmre e

Since .
Bxr,2(0) = ¢*! (?z - qz—_ﬁf), 92)

we obtain
(VG- DN g =120 1 (G g 1

_ 93
(Vi+hg+D ST ST (V- Dg-D ©3)

In this way, we obtain an alternative proof of Lemma[3.2l

4 Riemann hypothesis for rank three zeta of a curve over
a finite field

4.1 Decompose rank three zeta

Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over a finite field IF,. By the special
uniformity of zetas, we have (up to a constant factor depending only on n, g and g),

- —SL,
gX,Fq n :gx’ﬁ; (S)

>y o 1

- p-1 k+k; _ ghs—n+atk,

a=1 Ky dp>0 l_[jzl (1 = gb+h (1 - ¢ )
ki+..+k,=n—a

1 Vip VL,

(1 — q—ns+n—a+l+ll) Hr];}(l _ qlf”f”)

X ny]pq(ns -n+a)
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In particular, when n = 3, we have

{XF 3(9) {X 3(S)

72 - 3
((1_ 2)(1_ 35— 1) (1 3?)] {XF( s — )
i Zxr (3s—1
FT g =g sl
et i s, 39)
(1 _ q—3s+3) (1 _ qZ)(l q_35+2) é’X,]Fq N
3
aJF (s) = X/]F 3 §X/IF 3
a=1
$rm 5(8)
Qmﬂ@{ :ﬂi_]
X/F, 5(8)
Here, as before, we have set
2[1] (s) := V12 v é’x]p (Bs-2)
X/F, . (a- 2)(1 _ 33 1) (1- 35) s
-2
2}fz/]ﬂ?q(s) = (1- 3x)(11_ g 353 {xp,(3s = 1),
; 7?2 _
ZE]Fq(S) = ((1 _ 2,3”3) + 1= qz)(ll q3”2)) Ixz,(39), and
gx/]}? 3(S) = _Z)[(Z/]]F (S) +Z}(3/]IF (s)
— 1 Vlz - Vz Vl2 —
= E (1- q35)(1 6]_3”3) é/X,IFq(:sS -+ ((1 ~ q_35+3) - 2)(1 _3S+2)) {X,Fq(3s),

G 4@—&%(%—%%@)
=2
1
(I-¢*)1-q
Our strategy, motivated by where a similar result is proved for rank three zeta of the

field Q of rational, to prove the Riemann Hypothesis for Z:X/]Fq;:;(s) is that first we show the
following

—3543) ?X»Fq(?’s - D.

_ v 1 W s
=T Ty nGs -

Proposition 4.1 (Riemann Hypothesis for z;%F (). For an integral regular projective
4

curve X over Fy, all zeros ofz)f/zF 5(5) lie on the line R(s) = 3

Then, based on this proposition, we prove the following
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Theorem 4.2. For an integral regular projective curve X over F,, there is no zero of
{xr,3(5) lies in the half plane R(s) < 3.

Finally, with this theorem, we prove the following

Theorem 4.3 (Riemann Hypothesis in Rank Three). For an integral regular projective
curve X over Fy, all zeros of the rank three non-abelian zeta {x s, ;3(s) and SLs-zeta Z}S(Ig (s)

of X/E, lie on the line R(s) = %

Proof. Assuming Theorem[£.2] whose proof will be given later, our assertion is quite ob-
vious. Indeed, the functional equation claims that

iz a(1 = 5) = Lem, (). (94)

as well. Therefore, all
O

Hence, there is no zero of zx,pqg(é‘) lies in the half plane R(s) >

N— NI—

zeros of rank three zetaZXJpqﬁ(s) of X/F, lies on the line R(s) =

. . . 7 ns—n+a
4.2 Estimation on the ratio =" whena+b=n+ 1
{xpy (1-ns+n—b)
Before proving the results stated above, in this subsection, we will develop some basic
techniques to study rank n zetas for curves. We start with the following remarkable

Proposition 4.4. Let X be an integral regular projective curve over F,. Then for any
integers a and b satisfying the condition thata + b = n + 1, we have

Lys(ns—n+a) |[>1  if |g<1 05
ZX/]F,,(l —ns+n->b)| (< 1 if |qu| > 1.
where o is defined by s = % + 0.
Proof. The point is to apply the functional equation for the abelian zeta function
-~ -~ 15, (1 — wx/r,iq7 ) — Wx/riq7")
Cxyr,(1 = 5) = Lxm,(s) = : (96)

g1 —g7)(1 - ¢q')

- ) . : ZX,]F,,(”S -n+a)
to the zeta factor {x s (ns—n+b) appeared in the denominator of our ratio =
Ixr,(1 —ns+n-">)

when a + b = n + 1. Accordingly, for s = % + o, we have

zX,Fq (ns—n+a)- q(l_nS‘H’l—b)(g—l)

ZX,]F,,(l —ns+n—b) - grs—n+a)s=1)

7 n
_ {xr,(no =5 +a) . (1=2no+n—(a+b))(g-1)
Ixg,(1 —no+ 5 —b)
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B [ﬁ (1 = wx/r,iq ") (1 — Wxg, i "7 2% ] (1 — g 1+o=3+b)(] — gro=5+b)

L (1- a)X/]Fq’iq—lJrna'—%er)(l _ —1+na’—%+h) (1- q—naﬂr%—a))(l _ ql—naﬂr%—a)

wx/F,.iq

_q_zno'(g—l) [ﬁ (qng— _ wX/Fq’iqgia)(qna— - EX/Fq’iqgia) ]
] (1- wX/Iquiq—l+no'—%+b)(1 _ EX/quiq—l+mT—%+b)
(1- q—l+no'—%+b)(1 _ qno'—§+b)
(" =g =g+
To estimate this latest expression, we now introduce a the following key

Lemma 4.5. Let g and « be real numbers satisfying g > 1 and k > 0. For any complex
number a, 8 satisfying a8 = q and |a + 8| < g + 1, we have,

B P B P > 1 if w| <1
w—aq"|-lw-pBq"| =1 —aq'wl - |1 - Bg"w| - . o7
<1 if lw| > 1
In particular, when k = 0, we recover Yoshida’s inequality in Lemmal2. 1}
> 1 if w<l1
w—al-lw=pgl=|l-awl-[1-pw- . (98)
<1 if |w|> 1.

Proof. We start with the following elementary
Sublemma 4.6. For a fixed real number g > 1, as a function of x in the region x > 0,
L) =" +1-g"(q+1)>0 (99)
Proof. Clearly, f(0) = 0. Hence it suffices to verify that
@)= (24" - q"(g+ D)logg = g"logq - (24" = (g+ D) >0.  (100)
But this is a direct consequence of the fact that for g(x) = 2¢**! — (g + 1),
g(x)=2¢""1ogg >0 (101)
since g(0)=¢g—-1>0. O

Back to the proof of the lemma. We follow Yoshida’s approach closely. By a direct
calculation,

w = aqPlw = B = (w” = (@ + B)g"w + aBg™) (W’ — (@ + B)g“W + aBg™)

= wl* = (@ + B)g Wl (w + W) + (@B)g*(W? + W) (a)
+ (@ + B g Wl = (@ + B)B)g*(w + W) + (aB)’¢™,  and

1= ag'wlll =B wl* = (1 = (a + B)g"w + aPg™w*)(1 = (a + B)g'W + aPg™ W)

= (@B)*q*WI* = (@ + B @B WP (w + W) + (aB)g™ (W* + W) (b)
+ (@ + B WP — (@ + B)g“w +w) + 1.
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Subtracting (b) from (a), we get

w = aqPlw = Bg"[* =11 = ag“wP|1 - Bg“wl’
= (1= @B )Wl = 1)((1+ @Bg™)(IwP + 1) = (@ + B)g“(w +W)))

Set now |w| = r. We claim that

(1+@B)g™)(P+1)-2r(@+p)g" = (1+4* ) (P +1)-2r(@+p)g" >0 (r# 1) (102)
since the discriminant of this degree two polynomial with real coefficients in r is given by
A =4(a + B2 — 4(1 + ¢*1)? < 4((q + 12— (1 L g2 4 q4k+2))

_ 4((q2 +2g+ g - (1 4 g2 4 q4k+z)) _ 4((q2 + g - (1 " q4k+z))
=412 <0

by SublemmalL.@ Indeed, when D < 0, the claim is trivial since the leading coefficient
(1 + ¢g**1) is strictly positive. In addition, even if this discriminant is zero, which is
equivalentto k = 0 and @+ = g+ 1, (I02) holds as well, since the degree two polynomial
becomes (g + 1)(r — 1)?, which is strictly positive when r # 1. O

Back to the proof of Proposition[£.4l By the calculation above Lemma[.3] we have

{xzp,(ns—n+a) {xzp,(no— 35 +a)

-~ - n
Ixr,(1—ns+n-1>) Ixp,(1 —no+35-0b)
—2no(g-2) | q—(1+n—(a+h))(g—l)|

:lq
g

<11

i=1

(q" = wx/p,iq> NG — Dy/E,iq° )
(1 _ (’-)X/]F,,,iq_l+n(r_ % +b)(1 _

(1 _ q—l+no'—%+b)(1 _ qno'—%+b))
1@ =g =g

Now apply Lemmald.3] to each pair of factors of the numerator within the product
le, namely, with the parameters o = Wx/F,i» B=wxp,i (=1,...,8), k= % — a and
w = ¢"7, which is applicable thanks to the Riemann hypothesis, or better, the correspond-
ing thﬁorem of Weil, for the Artin zeta function Zx/]}?q(s) of the curve X/F,, we have, for
g=>2

- —l+no-5+b
wx/F,iq T2T)

{xr,(no— 35 +a)

Ixr,(1—no+ 2 —b)

ZX!]F{’(”S -n+a)

ZX@(I —ns+n->b)
— |q—(l+n—(a+b))(g—l)|

8

gl

i=1

(1 = wx/F,.iq"" >~ = wxF,iq"" > 7)
I+no—5 +b)

) (1- q—l+mr—%+b)(1 _ qna'—ngh))

frih (1 - ("7 = q*)(g"" = ¢'*47)

(1 — wxyr,.iq~

>1  if |gl<1
<1 if |g7]> 1.

Wx/F,.iq

8This is applicable since the genus one rank n Riemann hypothesis has been established in
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In particular, when a+b = n+1, we have % —a=-1- % +b and hence the denominator and

numerators are identical for each pair of factors within the product ]’[f’= |- Consequently,

{xp,(ns—n+a)

Lz (1 —ns+n—b)

(1 _ qno'+%—a)(1 _ qn(r+§—a+l))
@ =g~ g )

>1  if |gil<1
<1 if |g"> L.

Now, by applying Lemmal4.3] again to the numerators involved, with parameters @ = 1,

bzq,Kzg—aandw:q”‘T,weget

ZX!]F{’(I’ZS —-n+a)

L, (L= ns+n—b)

1
tbh=n+l, s==+0) (103
<1 it sl @ ntl s=3+0) (103)

{>1 it 1g" <1

as wanted. O
. . Z}(all]"( 'n(‘v
4.3 Estimate the ratio Aﬁ whenb =a+1
XFqin

By definition,

~lal 2 kky>0 Ty ! 2 lnds>0 : T
a Lseeos P> P14 kitki1) (]—g-"tatkp Lseeos r> 1—Tgna+1+] p=T 4 Ti+li1)
X,]Fq;n(s) kyi+..+k,=n-a M- (=g (=g /1 hi+..+l=a-1 U-Tq ) (=g 7™
—1b) - Tk, - Tk 1 1 V.
(s 1 Vkp Vi
X,Fq,n( ) Zk /JilJrlf,,j’? , l—[j:ll(l_qkjwf”) (=g ™7 |T) leil";’llf/?—l (=Tq—7) l‘lj?;.‘ﬂ—q’f”f*”
1+ 4kp=n— cee L=

" {xp,(ns—n+a)

2X,Fq(ns -n—>)

Write s = % + o, then the zeta factor becomes

{xz,(ns—n+a) B Ixp,(no— 5 +a)
{xz,(ns—n+b) Ixp(no—35+Db)
q—(na'—ngb)(g—l)
= q—(no'—%ﬂz)(g—l)
“ ﬁ (1 = wx/r,iq ") (1 = Dxyr, g ")) (1 = g o5 (] — gl-(-5+))
Lt (1= 0xm, 0 E) (1 = Boyge,iq ) | (g0 (1 = g5

—no+4%

_ []i[ (1 - wxyr,iq "0 - awq,iq"‘”%%] (g-qEY
N wx/R,i — 4

(1 _ ql—noﬂr%—a))

— — n_
i (Wxr,i—q e

(sinceb=a+1 and wxp wxs, =q Yi=1,...,8)
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Therefore, by applying Yoshida’s lemma to the factors in the denominator with the pa-
rameter & = wy/r, i, B = Wx/r,; and w = g7 279, we have

AY (I’ZO'— 2+a _ ,—ho+5-a > 1 —no+-q > 1
s, i+a)|_| (g a7 ) | lq_ +2_| b= arl) (10h
oyt ey BER e

That is to say, we have proved the following

Proposition 4.7. For an integral regular projective curve X over F,, we have

- n n_
Gz, —5+a)| | (g-g" | [>1 <l
= =da
= - . .
{X,Fq(no'— % +b) (1-¢g no+5% a)) <1 lg"| > al
(105)
This implies that, when b = a + 1,
~la]
XF,n(5)
S o
XF,n(S)
2 kivky>0 L L 2 hd>0 . e
k]+]“’::‘:’k;):>n7a I—[b l(1 qkj+k/+|) (1- q—n+a+kp+%+mr) ll+],+’] >a . (1-¢ ~5 -no+n- n+l+l]) l—Ip l(1 ql,+l/+|)
- 3 Vkl Vip 1 5 1 Vi, T,
kl+kl.;_'}(”k—n i I—[P l(l q/‘ +k;’+l) (1-¢ —ntatl+kp+ 4 +n<r lll_':---;l_l>_0a (liq—%ﬂurwﬂull) H,"-;,l(l—q[/””l)
(=g | [>1 lg"" < |q5~°|
[ —— .
- ql—noﬂr%—a)) <1 |qno'| > |q7—a|
2 kivky>0 W‘% ! Y hd>0 . e
k]+]":kp,>n7a Hf l(l qk!+k/+|) (1- q()z(r—%+1!)+kr,) l+]»+,l >a . (- q,(mr 7+a)+l+l]) I—[p l(1 ql!+l/+])
k=
= Z . k vkl Vkr, 1 Z p l 0 1 V]l
= -] oy A s > ;) = vy
kl+'_f.;_k L I—[I l(l qk +k,+1) (1-¢ (n 2+a)+]+k, 1:_ V=a (1-q (n 2+a)+ll) I—IJfZII(l_qlﬁlﬁl)
(q—gq ") | |>1 9" < |5~
- ql—(na'—gﬂz)) <1 |qno'| > lq——al

So we are lead to consider the norm of the following rational function in the first big factor

rX/IFq;n,a(a-)

Z Vi --Vkp 1 Z 1 Viy-Viy
klfl..’fl’/:f,?fa T (A=) g Ty &4 I | (g Tt T (=47

2 kiky> Y-y 2 hody>0 - A
..... - R o = =T
1 e 1—15/ ](l qk/+k!+]) (1- q(mr 7+a)+|+kp |1+ +l ~, (g (nor- %M)Hl) l—[/p_:ll(l_qI/HM)

fX/]F,,;n,a(a_) : gX/]F,,;n,a(a_)

_.fX/Fq;n,aJrl(o—) : gX/Fq;n,aJrl(o—) ’
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where in the last step, we have set accordingly

"Tkl .. .Vkp 1
fX/IF ;n,a(a-) = _ ) (106)
4 kl,...,zk;,>0 1—17:11(1 _ qk/-+k/+|) (1- q(no' 2+a)+kp)
ki+..+k,=n—a

and L
1 Vi ..oV
EX/Eyn, (o) := — - (107)
gn.a Zly;ﬂ) (1-¢g (no- 2+a)+1+l|) 1—11]7=11(1 _ q’/”fH)
Lh+..+l=a-1
Therefore,
“lal , )
gX,Fq;n(s) _ fX/]F,,;n,a(O—) : gX/IFq;n,a(U-) (g- qf(m—ffra)) > 1 lq"7| < |q7_“|
0 ()| SxsEmant (@) 8x/Emart (@) [(1 = g' =) | (< 1 lg"| > |g ]
Fy;
(108)
We end this subsection with the following comments. It appears to be very tempting to
(q_q—(mrf 3 +a))

apply Yoshida’s lemma to the factor in the middle, namely, with parameters

(l_ql—(mrf%ﬂi))

@=1,8=gandw = ¢g""~3%9_ Unfortunately, this would only result inequalities in
opposite directions. Nevertheless, as to be seen in the subsection below, there will be a
nice total cancelation on this middle factor from the factors in the first group on the ratios
of fand g’s.

4.4 The Riemann hypothesis for Z;%qﬁ(s)

In this subsection, we prove the following

Proposition 4.8 (Riemann Hypothesis for Z;Hz,, 5(8)). Let X be an integral regular projec-
By
tive curve over F,. Then all zeros of{)?ﬂza 5(5) lie on the line R(s) = %
Fy;

Proof. Indeed, from the definitions in the previous subsection, particularly, in (I06) and
(I07) taking parameters n = 3, a = 2 and a = 3, we have

"Tkl .. .Vkp 1
Jxpp20) = Z
B -1 ks _3
ki, Tos0 n;’ZI (1 _ qk/+k/+|) (1 — q(30 2+2)+kp)
ki+..+k,=1
— 1 — 1 ED
- Vkp (Bor—3+2)+k =" (Bor-3+2)+1 - 30+3
p=1k,=1 (I-¢q 2 ”) (I-¢ 2 ) =g
and P
Vi - Vi, 1
Sxj3241(0) 1= Z — - =1
k. T 1—[5’:1 (1- qk,»+k,-+1) (1- q(30—7+3)+kp)
ki+..+k,=3-3
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Similarly,

g (o) := 1 /V\]l .. '/V\lr
X/Fg:3.2 = TN = —
150, >0 (I-¢g Go-g+2ls D) nj:1(1 - ql/"'lm)
li+..+=2-1
1 . 0]

—GBo—342)+1+/ Vh = —30+3
r:1,1:1(1_q 2 D) I-¢q 2

r

and
1 Vi, .
8x/r,32+1(0) 1= Z — - -
LT (=g Brmatdrieh 1_[1;:1(1 — glitli)
L+..+1=3-1
S et % i
a 1 = g~ Go=3+3)+1+ h 1 — g~Go=3+3)+1+ 1—1271(1 — gl
= (=g 2 ) =2 (I'-¢q 2 ) o q
1=6=
_ Vs N 1 /V\%
(1- q—3a'+%) (1- q—30'+%—1) 1- q2
Therefore,

Sx/5,32(0) - 8x/5,3.2(00)
Sx/F,3241(0) - 8x/p,3.241(00)

1 1 _q—3a—+%—l

— — ’ 3
n 1) _ —3(r+é—1(v_z q ) 1 - g3+
((V,Z tp) - T 1

rx/p,3.2(0) =

Consequently, by the result in the previous subsection, particularly, by (I08), we have

,EI]Fq;3(S) B |r (o_)|' (- q*(30'7%+2)) . >1 |q3g| < q%_z
Z)[zllgqﬁ(_S) = [T"X/Fy:3.2 (1- q17(307%+2)) <1 |q3a'| > q%72
‘q,%,% >1 |q3”| <lq?
= (jv\]’z N ﬁ) q73g'+%71(:]2 4 lng) <1 |q3(r| > q—%
_ 1 > 1 |q3‘T| < q‘%
= (%2 B 1,;512) _q—30’+%—1(:::_]22 n 1—qu) <1 |q30| > qf%
Lemma 4.9. we have
- SN (109)
I 1 Seed-i(m g )\ <1 | 3(r| s g3
(7]2 + l—qz) q (‘l + 1,q2) q q




Proof. To see it clearly, set o = —¢ + 7 so that 30 = —5 + 37, and let

=+ S+
vio =g v2oo1-¢?

D=2 + )= )

/V\z q q 37
=20 (=5 )
= _ 2 5 ?
where in the last step, we have used Corollary[3.2] that
B q
—+——>0. 110
v:io1-¢? (110)

Note that the condition |¢*”| < ‘q‘%

is equivalent to |q3T| < 1, and similarly for the
opposite direction. Hence it suffices to verify that

(72 q ) (% + ﬁ) 3 <1 lg*| < 1
29 (= = —q 7" = Dx/F,3.2(7) (111)
=2 _ 2 2 3> 3r
I (q%+1—q2) > 1 lg*| > 1
In other words, forw = q3T, we have to show that
1
(1) When |w| < 1, then w should be contained inside the disc of radius = "
2
24(% + 1)
centered at — E and
5
93 iz
1
(2) When |w| > 1, then w should be totally located outside the disc of radius ———
29(% + 1)
Vi 1-g
sk
centered at ——————.
9T+ g

An elementary discussion implies that this would happen if the disc of radius (A J )
295 +
Vi

I-q
v 1 V; 1
7_122 tg . . o . 7_122 t e
centered at —————— is totally contained in the unit disc [w| < 1. Since — — €R
n 49 ) q
q;lz + 1-¢? 6];12 + 1-¢2
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is a real number, this means that

1 % + 1,1q2
- " + 7 > -1
V2 _4q Yo 4
2‘](A2 + l,qz) Aq/‘;lz +11,qz (112)
1 % + 1-¢?
St — 7 < 1
2%+ T) @i
That is to say,
V2 1
1 R 1
< q”’z - (113)
V) V2 V2
qGErvy) iy u@ )
or the same
e 7+1
s 1241 12+ 3 1
25 max , =2 (114)
V] q-1 qg+1 2g-1
which is guaranteed by (64)) in Corollary3.2l mi
We are now ready to complete our proof of the proposition. Indeed,
1713]
— 1 38x5,3(5)
R R A et I
xF,3'5

By Lemmal49]just proved, all the zeros of the second factor lie on the line R(s) = % -1z

6
%. Accordingly, it suffices to show that the zeros of 2;[3] (s) cannot be the zeros of

X,]Fq;3
Z[;(Z,I]F 4(5). Recall that

~
i
(I-¢*)1-g¢
=2

72 v —
Z}4’3/]1134“) = ((1 _ q—SHS) + a- qz)(ll_ q3x+2)] fx,FqGS)

2 (s) =

X/F, —3s+3) gX’Fq(3S - 1)

Obviously, the zeta zeros from the zeta factor ?X/Fq@ s), which are on the line of R(s) = é,

cannot be the zeros of ZX/E,GS — 1), which are on the line R(s) = %, by the Riemann

hypothesis for the Artin zeta function {r/z, (s). This then leaves the zeros of the rational

131

function factor in gX,Fq;3(s)’ which is clearly not on the line of R(s) = % Therefore, all

177131

. 285,508 .
zeros of {}(Z,]E,;S(s) +Z§Lq;3(s) are coming from the second factor % + 1 in (TI3) and
°XFg:3
hence lie on the line R(s) = %, as wanted. O
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4.5 Rank three Riemann hypothesis

Now we are finally ready to complete our proof of Theoremi.2] and hence Theoremi.3]

. . 240
We start with the function Ry/z,3(s) := (1 + ;S" 3( )) Recall that
XFq:3

M0 =Ty
§XF 5(8) = _2;2]1? 5(s )"'2;31{? 4(8) = T [1y(1 - ¢'T) (116)

Here, by the Riemann hypothesis for { XF, 3(s) established in the previous subsection, we
have

yil=Q'"*  (Vi=1,...,n+2(g- 1) (117)
Then
Lo a(9) =0ih 5(9) + ZE?%F NOE Z%L A=)+ 253 5(1=9)
CmEeta-gn 0 meeter-w
@I [Tiy(1 - &) @572 TIie@T — 1)
Therefore,
2] 172 M7 a-1y) (e
g;]F 3(8) §X1F 3(9) + 3¢5, 3(5)_ Tg*']["[’}:o(l—q‘T) T Heh 1-Ty;
R e

5te- ng 2 H;ZQ(Q[T*I)

1-Ty;
We examine the factors A under the condition that |y;| = O3 foralll <i <
w/QT _

, Yo
n+ 2(g - 1) Wl’ite then 'yl’ = Q§ elgx_ Then

1- T% Ql/3 i6; B 1- \/@TQ—I/GeiHi
VOT - 5|~ |var - 25|~ IVar - g e
Note that
_1/6 .i0 |2
1 - VOTQ /%" _ Q"7 - DA+ AT <1
VOT - 0~ 1/Se™® QITP? - Q'3(e T + ¢fT) + O~
Obviously,
<1 ITI < VO (118)
\/_ ITI> VO
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This implies that Rx/g,:3(s) has no zero in the region R(s) < 1. Now note that, by §4.1]
we have

_ _ _ _ G5 A)
Te () = T 390+ L () = T, a(9) [1 + J—()] = i (9 Ryjz,3(5) (119)
X/E,3\8

Thus, to prove Theorem[4.2] what is left to to show that the zeros of /{\; (s) cannot be the

2

/B33

zeros of {x 7, ;3(s). But this is clear, since all zeros of {;%F 4(s) lie on the line R(s) = 1 - %
2

by the functional equation.

Z)?/ZIFqﬁ(l =) =Z\§/21Fq;3(s)' (120)

In particular, Z)f/zF 4(1—s)and Z;/ZF 5(s) cannot have any common zero. Therefore, from
q> q>

({I19), the zeros of Z’TX!]F(];:;(S) cannot come from the first factor Z;HZJ 5(s), but all come from
F;

72 () .
the second factor (1 + éf“(v ) This proves Theorem&.2land hence also Theorem[d.3]
x/Fg:3\
We mention in passing that an analogue of this result holds for the rank 3 zeta function

ZQ;3(S) and hence the SL,, zeta function Zél“’ (s) the field Q of rationals has been proved by

Suzuki [16]] (See also [[8,20] for general discussions).
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