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Derived Zeta Functions
for Curves over Finite Fields
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Contents

1 n,-Derived Zeta Functions for Curves over Finite Fields

1.1
1.2
1.3

Rank n zeta function . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... ... ...,
Special uniformity of zetas . . . . . .. ... 0oL
Definition of n,,-derived zeta functions . . . . . . . . .. ... ... ...

2 Standard Zeta Properties of n,,-Derived Zeta Functions

2.1
22
23
24
2.5
2.6
2.7

Rationality . . . . . . . . . ...
Functional equation . . . . . . . . .. . ... L
Singularities . . . . . . ... L
n,,-Derived beta invariants: Justification of the closed formula . . . . . .
Special counting miracle . . . . . ... ... Lo
Positivity conjecture and its application . . . . . . . ... ... ...
n,-derived Riemann hypothesis . . . . . ... ... ... ... ...,

3 Multiplicative Structure of n,,-Derived Zeta Functions

3.1
32
33
34

Multiplicative structure of Artin zeta functions . . . . . . . .. ... ...
Multiplicative structure of n,,-derived zeta functions . . . . . . . .. ...
Another multiplicative structure for n,,-derived zeta functions . . . . . . .

1 (nm) (nm) 1 1
Relation between b E.Fyik and ,BE’E/ o foranellipticcurve E . . .. ... ..

4 Zeros of n,,-Derived Zeta Functions

4.1
4.2

Riemann hypothesis for (ng, ny, . . ., ny,_1, 2)-derived zeta functions . . . .
n,,-derived Riemann hypothesis for elliptic curves over finite fields . . . .

Abstract

For each (m + 1)-tuple n,, = (ng,ny,...,n,) of positive integers, the n,-derived

“w ()

zeta function XFy (s) is defined for a curve X over FF,, motivated by the theory of rank

n non-abelian zeta function Zx,pq;,,(s) of X/F,. This derived zeta function satisfies
standard zeta properties such as the rationality, the functional equation and admits
only two singularities, namely, two simple poles at s = 0, 1, whose residues are given
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by the n,,-derived beta invariant ﬂ("’") for which the Harder-Narasimhan-Ramanan-
Desale-Zagier type formula holds. In' particular, similar to the Artin Zeta function of
X/F,, this n,,-derived Zeta function for X over F, is a ratio of a degree 2g polynomial
P("’") in Ty, = g™ by (1 = Ty, )1 = gy, T, ) TS, with gy, = g/li0". Indeed,

Z(n’")(s) A("’”)(Tnm) are given by

(qnm I)Tnmﬁ(nm)
(1 =Ty, = gn,Tsn,)

Za(nm)(f) r[lm(gil) +q515/’” - [T(g - [) (nm)(g _ l)))

for some n,,-derived alpha invariants {a("m)(f)} of X/F,. Furthermore, when X
restrict to an elliptic curve, or when n,, = (2,2,...2), established is the n,,-derived
Riemann hypothesis claiming that all zeros of Z("m)( s) lie on the central line R(s) = 5
In addition, formulated is the Positivity Con]ecture claiming that the above n,,-derived
alpha and beta invariants are all strict positivity. This Positivity Conjecture is the key
to control our n,,-derived zetas.

1 n,-Derived Zeta Functions for Curves over Finite Fields

In this section, we define inductively the n,,-derived zeta functions for curves over finite
fields associated to (m + 1)-tuples n,, = (no, . . ., n,,) of positive integers ng, 1y, . . ., fy.

1.1 Rank n zeta function

In this subsections, as an initial step in the inductive process to introduce the n,,-derived
zeta functions for curves over finite fields, we recall some basic structures of rank » non-
abelian zeta functions for these curves.

Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over a finite field F, with ¢

elements. We define the rank n non-abelian zeta function ZX,]Fq;n(S) of X/F, by

h(XS)_l

§XF a(S) = ZZ q#A ©) (g XS R(s) > 1. (1)

m>0 &

Here & runs through rank n semi-stable F,-rational vector bundles over X/F, of degree
mn. Tautologically, by applying the Riemann-Roch theorem, the cohomological duality
and the vanishing theorem for semi-stable bundles over X, we have, for Q = ¢", T = ¢,

ZXF (1) = Lxz,n(S)

& -DT

;am A (T 4 (YT s g = D)+ e e 0)
. PX,]Fq;n(T)
(1=T)(1 - QT)Ts!




where
X8 _ 1 1

q
a(d d a(d) = —_— 2
s, (d) = Z e W B ; A @)
where & runs over all rank n semi-stable F,-rational vector bundle of degree d on X and
Pxp,n(T)
g2

=| > s, lm)(T7 + QU TAE )t gy (n(g ~ )T (1= TY(1 - QT)

m=0

+(Q - DT*Bxr,:n(0)
is a degree 2¢ polynomial in 7" with rational coefficients.

Example 1.1. When n = 1, we recover the (complete) Artin zeta function for X over F,:

ZX,Fq;l(S)_Z Z ___—

d>20 repic!(x)

="« Z ND)™ = ¢ iz, (5) =t L, (5)

m>0 D>0

WXL _ |
*S)d(D*(g*l)

where Pic?(X) denotes the degree d Picard group of X /F4, and D runs over effective
divisors of degree m on X.

Furthermore, by the discussion, we have the following:

Theorem 1.1 (Zeta Facts [4])). Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g
over F,. Then we have

(1) (Rationality)
Pxp,n(T)
(1 -7)(1-07)Ts!

is a rational function in T, and Pxg, ,(T) is a degree 2g polynomial with rational
coefficients in T.

/Z\X,IFq;n(T) = ZX,IFq;n(T) =

(2) (Functional Equation)

Cxzm(1=8) = Lxpnls),  orequivalently, Zyz ., (1/(QT)) = Zyz,(T)

(2) (Singularities) The rank n Zeta function Zx g, (T) = Tg’lfx,pq;n(T) admits only
two singularities, namely two simple poles at T = 1,1/Q whose residues are given
by

Resr=1Zxp,n(T) = —Resr=1/0Zx5,n(T) = Bxz5,x(0).



Accordingly, by using the functional equation, we may write

8 g
Pxp,n(T) = axp,.(0) I_I(Q'X,]Fq;iT = DBxr, T — 1) = axz,.(0) ]_[(QT2 —axgmil +1)
i=1 i=1
3)
where (axF,mi>Bxrmi) (1 < i < g) denotes the naturally paired reciprocal roots of
Py 5,.(T) characterized by the following conditions

axp i Pxrmi =0 and  axgi +BxE = AXFmi-
For our own convenience, we often write
OXF,20-i '= PBXF, i=1,...,9.
and write the polynomial PX,FM(T) as

PX,E, ,n(T)

g2
=(( Z Ay g, (m)(T™ + QE D TED) 4l (n(g — 1))Tg‘)(1 ~T)(1-QT)

m=0

+(Q - 1)Tgﬁ3(,pq;n(0)) - axF,n(0)

“4)
Here, we have set
axr,n(d) Bxr,n(d)
Qyg ,(d) = —— and p o (d) = —— Vd € z) 5)
xaald) = ) Pren® = 52 0)
using the fact that
th(X,O';E") _ 1
a’X,]Fq;n(O) > >

#Aut(O?}”) ~
Obviously, the leading coefficient and constant term of Pxp, .(T) are given by AXFyin 0)Q2
and axF, .2(0), respectively.

There is one more important zeta properties, at least conjecturally, for these zeta func-
tions. Namely,

Conjecture 1.1 (Rank n Riemann Hypothesis). Let X be an integral regular projective
curve of genus g over F,. Then all zeros of the rank n non-abelian zeta function {x,.(s)

of X/F, lie on the central line R(s) = %
we end this subsection with the following rather easy elementary

Lemma 1.2. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over F,. Then the
following conditions are equivalent:



(1) The rank n Riemann Hypothesis holds for’g:xlgq;n(s).
(2) Foralli=1,...,2g,
laxg,l = Vo.
(3) Foralli=1,...,g,
AXF,mi = BXF, mi-

(4) Foralli=1,...g,
aX,]Fq;n;i € R and aX,Fq;n;i € (_2 \/a, 2 \/a)
(5) Foralli=1,...g,

QX F,nsi e C\R and ﬁX,]Fq;n;i e C\R.

1.2 Special uniformity of zetas

There is another new type of zeta function ’{;S(LF" (s) for curves X over finite fields F,.
These zeta functions are defined using the Lie structures of SL,, or better of the pair
(SL,, P,-1.1), where P,_; ; denotes the maximal parabolic subgroup of SL,, associated to
the ordered partition n = (n—1)+1, consisting of matrices whose final row vanishes except
for its last entry, and the complete Artin zeta function of X/FF,. The so-called special
uniformity of zeta functions for curves over finite fields claims that the geometrically
defined rank n-non-abelian zeta function nylgq;n(s) coincides with the Lie theoretically

defined SL, zeta function EJS(LF" (s5). This special uniformity of zetas was conjectures in [3]
and proved in [9], with the help of [3].

Theorem 1.3 (Special Uniformity of Zetas. Theorem 1 of [9]). For an integral regular
projective curve X of genus g over Fy, we have, forn > 2,

VXF, ki ++ - VXF, .k, 1

Zxz,n(S) :Z}S(fﬁ (5) = gD Z

-1 ks _ hs—n+a+k,
T kim0 [0 —gtn) (g ?)

ki+..+ky,=n—a

sz,pq(ns —-n+a)

where Vg, = ]_[ZX,E(k) with Zxz, (1) := Resy—1 Zy g, (T).
k=1

The importance of this special uniformity of zetas should never be underestimated.
For examples, it has been used in to establish the rank three Riemann hypothesis,
and as to be seen below plays an important role in defining what we call n,,-derived zeta
functions for curves over finite fields.



1.3 Definition of n,,-derived zeta functions

Definition 1.1. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over IF,. Fix an
(m + 1)-tuple n,, of (strictly) positive integers n,, = (ng, n1, ..., n,). The n,-derived zeta
functions, or simply, the level m-derived zeta function, for X over I, is defined inductively
by

(1) When m = 0, for ng = (n), we set

Z08(s) 1= Ly (9);

(2) For all m > 1, inductively, assume that the ny-derived zeta functions ("k)(s) have been
defined for all k < m — 1. Then, for n,, := (ng, ny,...,n,) we set

M

— — Tlm
qnm Qnm 1 and Tllm T,

0y,

and

oy ’*(nm 1) /*(nm 1)
—m,) ("m)g-1 VXF ki " VXE &, 1
{ (S) =, , p—1 k +k i Ny S—Ny+a+k,
a1 kg0 o (D =gn, ") (1= qn, )

ki+..+k,=n,—a

—{ny,-1) —ny,-1)

1 VXF,. 0 " VXF,
X é‘(nm ])(nms BRC Ll) Z —Ny S+, —a+1+1 r—i : lj+lj+]
s (I—qn, )2 =gn, ™)
Lh+..+l=a—1

wherei/g'i; ‘1)\, : 1_[ P l)(k) with g‘“m (1) = ResanH=1Zg§;’l)(Tnm,l)-

In the sequel, for our own convenience, we often write

Gl = G s), Zyy) (Ta,) = G009 and g = = (o, = ),

(6)
and call Z ("'”)(Tnm) the n,-derived Zeta function of X over F,.

Example 1.2. When n,, = (n,,_1, 1) with n,, = 1, we have, in the definition of " ’")(s)

the most outer summation Y, = Z(FI consisting of a single term a = 1. This 1mp11es

that for the second level, the first subsummation ), . k>0 is simply > ... k>0 5 and
ki+..+k,=n,—a ki+...+k,=0

hence the corresponding summand = 1 degenerates; similarly, the second subsummation

> n..,>0 becomes ) ;-0 and hence the corresponding summand = 1 degenerates

.....

L+..+l=a-1 L+..+1,=0
as well. In addition, for the case under discussion,

é‘(nm l)(nms — Ny + a) — g(nm ])(S).

Therefore,

Z0e M (s) = 4 (s). (7)



We end this subsection with the following comments. If Z“;?’IF'Z")(S) is replaced by

cz)(;]lg”') (s) for a certain constant factor ¢. Then all the special values A)((']’F’"" )(k) are replaced
g g

by ¢ (k), and all the ’vg';",z are replaced by c"'vﬁ?;"i. As a result, using the inductive
g g =g

definition, the n,,-derived zeta function g}?ﬁ)(s) is replaced by cn—@+1+@-1) Q?qu)( 5), or

the same by ¢ -Zgg;)(s).

2 Standard Zeta Properties of n,,-Derived Zeta Functions

In this section, we will establish standard zeta properties for the n,,-derived zeta function
;(“I;) (s) of curves X over IF,. In particular, we show that all these derived zeta func-
g

tions satisfy the standard functional equation, and are ratios of degree 2g polynomials
PY3)(Ta,) by (1 = To,)(1 = gn, Ta,)T5. .

2.1 Rationality

The first zeta property for the n,-derived zeta function Z("’”)

vr () of curves X over FF, is
g
the rationality. Directly, from the inductive definition, we see that for each (m + 1)-tuple
n,, = (ng,ny,...,n,) of positive integers, §§"g)(s) is a rational function of 7 := ¢™*. In fact
g

much better can be established.

Theorem 2.1 (Rationality). Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over
F,. For each fixed (m + 1)-tuple n,, = (no,ny, ..., ny) of positive integers, the n,,-derived
Zeta function Z)?’I;) (Tw,) of X over By is a rational function of Ty, = g~ """ %,

g

m

Proof. We prove this theorem using an induction on m.
When m = 0, this is the rationality statement of Theorem[T.1]
Assume now that the n,,_;-derived zeta function Z)(("H;j"‘)(Tnmf]) is a rational function
g

of Ty, , = g7"" "% Then, Zgﬂ")(nms — ny, + a) is a rational function of

g "om (ws) — rm = Th,.

n,_
This, together with the fact that both

1 1
and

1 My S=ny+a+k, 1— —Np S+, —a+1+1;
qnnH qnnH

are rational function of
s oy ) TS
q—"m] — (qil Ny ) — Tn::: | =T "

Therefore, ’Z\;{"H;L)(Tnm) of X over F, is a rational function of T}, as well. m]
g



2.2 Functional equation

In this subsection, we prove the following important zeta fact for n,,-derived zeta function

o8 (9)-

Theorem 2.2 (Functional Equation). Let X be an integral regular projective curve of
genus g over Fy. For each fixed (m+1)-tuplen,, = (ng,ny, ..., n,) of positive integers, the
n,,-derived zeta function {y; (n’”)(s) of X over I, satisfies thye following standard functional
equality

L (1 =9) = () ®)

Proof. We prove this theorem using an induction on m. When m = 0, this is the functional
equation part of Theorem[I. Tl
Assume now that the n,,_;-derived zeta function § 70 ‘)(s) satisfies the functional func-
tion {)gnﬁij"‘)(l —8) = {yn o l)(s) Then, for the nm-derlved zeta function £y ("’”)(s), we have,
g
from Deﬁnitionl]IkZ),

é’(nm)(l )
";(IIHH) ’“(Ilm 1)
("”’)(g 1)2 Z XF ki * VR &, 1
n/” 1 1 k ks ny(1=5)=n,,+a+k,
a=1 ki,....kp>0 np 1(1 nm,I/ l) (1 —qn,,_, 1)

ki+..+k,=n,—a

My ) "(nnm )

1 VXF,. XF,.l,
X (1= ) =y +a) Y -
1— —n/,,(l—‘v)+nm—a+l+ll) -1 L+l
w0 (I—qn, nj:l( —qn,; )
Lh+..+l=a—1
";(nmfl) ";(nmfl)
(nm)(g 1 Z Z XE ki VX F, .k, 1
Iy -1 kj+k; —ny s+a+k
P ,
a=1 ki,....kp>0 l—lj:1 (1 - qn/,,,,I/H) (1 - Qn,,fl l)

ki+..+k,=n,—a

’“(l‘lm 1) ’“(Ilm 1)
1 VXE,. b VX E,

Xg“(n’" ')(nms—a+ 1) T

Ny s—a+1+1 _
nigso =gu’ T T2 (0 = g, ™)

L+..+l=a-1
(by the inductive assumption on the functional equation for Ixr Pai 1)(s))
("”’)(g 1) Z Z /‘;;li;:l]zl - /\;;qullzp 1
TS LT T A =g (- gy

ki+..+k,=a—1

"(nm 1) "(nm 1)
1 VXFE,.& VX E,

Ny S—Npy+a+1 _ 1+l
niaso (T=aw ™ D T2 = g™

L+..+lL=n,—a

X Qﬁg;")(nms — Ny, +a)

(make the changea — n, —a+ 1)



";(IIHH) "(nm 1)
( ") (g~ I)Z Z X ki * VX F ok, 1
qn,,_, -1 kj+k Ny S—Np+a+k
p ‘m ‘m D
a=1 ki,....kp>0 Hle (1 - Qnm 1/”) (1 - Qnm,l l)
ky+..+kp=nu—a
1 "(nm 1) "(Ilm 1)
1) VXF, & VX E,
X (NS — ny + a)
X.F, m m — S+, —a+1+1 r— Lit+liy
! w0 (I—an ") Hj:l(l —dqn, ")
L+..4+l=a-1
(make the interchange (ki, ..., k,) «— (Ii,...,1))
(n/YX)
=Lyz, (8)
as wanted. O

We end this discussion by pointing out that the symmetric exposed in this proof, par-
ticularly, in the final sequences of identities will be used in the next subsection to analyze

the singularities of the derived zeta functions.

2.3 Singularities

Before we state the main result of this section, let us examine the structure of Z}"g)(s) in
g

more details. Set, for 1 <a < n,,

“r(ny),[a] ._ 7 y)lal
QVX:]JF(, “s) = ZX?]Fq “(Tw,)

"(nm—l ) "(nm—l )
_q("gt)(g—l) Z XFgk * X Fgk, 1
Tan, — kj+k; n S—np+a+k
p-1 jtKj+1 m S~ p
k>0 [o (1 =g, ) (1= )

ki+..+ky=n,—a

1 ’“(nm ]) ’“(nm ])
S, UXFph VX E
X Lyg (S = 1y + a) P TS b p— T4l

hogso (I=an,, )nj=l(1 In, )

Then
(nm)(s) Z é‘ (), [a]( )

©)

Definition 2.1. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over F,. For each

fixed (m + 1)-tuple n,, = (ng, ny,...,n,) of positive integers, we define

(1) Forany 1 < n

IxE,mun(Th,), of Ty, is defined by

m

—~ny,-1)

—~(ny,-1)
v X.F, .k, 1

< n,, the rational function AX,Fq;n,,,;n(Tn,,,), resp. the polynomial

AX,]Fq;nm;n(Tnm) = Z XJF, IZ cee

p-1 k+kj+1 kp
kiseoky>0 l—l 1_ n,,H QHm,l

Ty, - 1)



resp.

Txg,m(Tn,) = Axgm, n(Tn,) ]_[ Tn, —1) (10)
(=1

(2) For any positive integer n > 1, the n-th n,,-derived -invariant for X over F, by

—~n,,-1) —~Mn,-1)
_ (- Z VXFk VXE K

BXE;m,n =4, - 1 kjtkj1
kyseeky>0 l—l 1- qn,,

ky+..+k,=n 11
"(nm ]) ’“(nmfl) ( )
Jid . —(De-D 8 _ Z VXE, ki * VX E k,
XFymy,_q5n ‘=, XFgiy-13n = - 1 1 kjtkjer)
ki yersky>0 H —{n,,_,
ki+...+ky=n
For our own convenience, we also set
() . _ . (12)
XE, ‘= BXEm, 1= BxE i,

and denote the leading coefficient and the constant term of the polynomial I'y 7, n,,:n(Tn,,)
in by LxF,n,:n and Cxg, ., respectively.

Lemma 2.3. With the same notation as above, we have
(1) LxF,mn,n and CxF n,n are given by

";(nm—l) ";(nm—l)
(1 - Z XFoki * VXEk,  k,

In, 1 Lxz,mn,n p=1 (1 _ itk M-t
SRS § ] qn,,
ki+..+ky=n

"(l‘lm 1) "(nm—l )

VXE kit VXE, &

" —p" — q-Kp
(=D Cx,Fq;nm;n _ﬁX,]FqQIlm—IQVL - Z kjtkjel
w0 T (1 =an)

ky+...4+ky=n

(2) Txf,m,n(Tn,) is a polynomial in Ty, of degree (n — 1), provided that Lx, n,:n

—n
. . AX,Fq;nmfl,n(Qnm | n/,,) [T7- (Qnm TIn, — 1) .
is non-zero. In addition, T is a degree n

n+l
polynomial of Ty, with leading coefficient q,(, )BX]F

g1 31

(3) Zye N (Tn,) = Axsmying- G Tl - G0 (s = 1 + @) - Ax g i1 (@ )

10



Proof. All the statements comes directly from the definition. As an illustration, we give
a proof of the second assertion of (2). By Definition2.1(1),

1 n
Tl‘l,,, AX’Fq;n/’l;n(qnm 1 nm) I_l qnm 1 nm - 1)

—ny-1) —n,_)

n
.Y
1 'l_[(n[T _1) Z XF.ki XF,k, 1
qnml ny, k+ki+1 —n+k, 1

Tn, 4 koo ky>0 H (1 —qu,_, )(Qn/,,,l "Ty, — 1)
ki+..+k,=n
—My-1) —ny,-1) n—k,
1 n n[T | VXIF kl"‘vX]F &, CIn,,,fT
T l_l (qnm 1 ) Z k gV %,
M =0 K ooiy>0 H ( ~ 4n,,_, )(1 ~ 4n,_, Tnm)
ki+...+k,=n

is a degree n polynomial in 7},,, whose leading coefficient is given by

’“(Ilm 1) ’“(IlnH) "(l‘lm 1) "(l‘lm 1)
VXF, kit VXF, K, e fon=0) _ (”;‘) Z VXE ki VX,
- kjtkjpr | 1 0m-1 - kjtkji
ki ky>0 H (1— G, ) ooy >0 FI, 1(1 —qn, )
ki+...+ky=n ki+..+ky=n
as wanted. ]

Remark. From this lemma, for a fixed 1 < a < n,,, besides the singularities coming from
the n,,_; -derived Zeta function Z ("m)(Tnm ), we conclude that Z ("’”)’[“](Tnm) admits at least

. .. —nyt+a+k
singularities at Ty, = gp ' fork, =1,...n,—aandatg, """ 1 forly =1,...,a—1,
or equivalently at
1y +1 —npt+a-2 _—np+a+l _—n,+a+2 0 _
Tnm qnm I qnmml o qnmml ’ qnmml ’ qnmml sereoln, | = 1

Accordingly, it appears that the n,-derived Zeta function Z ("'”)(T ) might admit
many singularities and could be hardly handled. However, one beauty of the derived zeta
function is that there are perfect cancelations among these singularities of the Z;nﬂg") el (Tw,)’s

g

Theorem 2.4 (Singularities). Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g
over . For each fixed (m + 1)-tuple n,, = (ng, ny, ..., ny,) of positive integers,

(1) The n,,-derived Zeta function Z(n’")(Tnm) T,glm1 Z(n”’)(T ) admits only two sin-
gularities, namely two simple poles atT = 1 and T = 1/qun, whose residues are

given by
Resr-1Zyy (Tn,) = =Resr-1/q, Zy% (Tn,) = Bxgmy i = Bxgm,- (13)

Furthermore,

11



(2) As a rational function of Ty, there exists a degree 2g polynomial P;((?IE;)(Tn,,L) with
rational coefficients such that

P(nm)(Tnm)

(1= Ty, )(1 = g, T, ) TS

Zy(Ty,) = (14)

Proof. We prove this theorem using an induction on m.
When m = 0, (1), resp. (2) is the Singularities, resp. Rationality, part of Theorem[I.T]
for rank n-zeta non-abelian functions, by using the special uniformity of zetas, i.e. Theo-

rem[L.3]

Assume now that the assertions (1) and (2) in the theorem hold for n,,_;-derived Zeta
function Z)g'}:j;" )(Tn”H ). We prove (1) and (2) hold for n,,-derived Zeta function Z ("”‘)(Tnm)

By the remark immediately after Lemmal23land the inductive hypothesis, the p0531b1e
singularities of Z}(("H;”")(Tn ) are all simple poles located at q") where 0 < ¢ < n,,. Our
g

m—1
first task is to show that except for T, = q;ﬂf =1and qn , the derived zeta Zy; Zm- ‘)(Tnm )
is holomorphic at all T, = %ﬁ,l for 1 < ¢ < n,, — 1. Indeed, this can be verlﬁed as what

n

we have done in the final section of [9]. To see this, set

,( m)(g 1)

mis . - (g 1) m
Reai=Resy, oo qn s Zyw"'(Ty,) and Re:=Resy, . qnf ) Zyw(Ty,).

_qnm 1

Then R, = Z””’ Ry . Furthermore, recall that there is a natural symmetry (a, Tn,) «—
(nm—a—1,qn,T, )}) for the summands of Z ("’”)(T .) as exposed in our proof of the func-
tional equation of Theorem[3.2] (see also the comments at the end of §2.2). Hence

Ré’,a = _Rn/,,—f,n/,,—a—l and R, = St’ - Snm—é’

where

-1
Se= Z Rea
a=0

In addition, directly from Lemmal2.3|3), for 0 < a < £ — 1, we have

a (nm—l) a—{ x—(Ny-1) a-1
a =5, mnn-a(@h ) - Zyg G, VxE g AXEmya- 1(gh ™
_ a "(n 1) a—1
=Axz mm-a(@a’) - VYE tma " AXF im0 1(ge ™t
—~my,-1) Z M) a—t A(nm 1)
(smce VXFl-a = ZX]F (4n,_) - VXF,.l-a- 1)
"(nm—l) "(nm l)
XF.k " VXE, k,,
Z Z p— 1 k ki
1<s<p<n, kiseonkp>1 l—l —d4n,,

ki+..tky=n,,
ki+..4ks_1=a,ng=(—a

12



Consequently,
";(nmfl) ";(nmfl)
Z Z XEg ki * " "X Fy ok
kj+kje\”
1<s<p<ny,  ki,...kp>1 H (1 ~qn,,_, )

ki+..+k,=n,,
ki +..+ko=t

which is obviously symmetric under £ «+— n,, — £ by replacing k; by k1 ;. Therefore,
Re=S¢-S8,,-=0.

We claim that with a similar argument, as to be seen in the next subsection, we have that

—~(ny,-1) —~ny,-1)
% .
X.Fy.ky XF, .k,
R,=-Ry= E N 14

p-1 kj+kja XEqip-r3nm
I1<s<p<n, ki,..k,>1 n (1 —{4n,,_,
ky+..4ky=n,

This proves (1) and (2) since the multiple pole at 7y, = 0 with multiplicity g — 1 comes
directly and solely from the level (m — 1)-derived zeta function, by our inductive assump-
tion,

Py (T, )

(1 =Ty, )1 = gn,_, T“m—l)ngl;,ll

and the relation Ty, = Ty, . m

Z)glﬁ:l )(Tnm—l ) =

As a direct consequence of Theorems2.112.2]and 2.4l we have the following

Corollary 2.5. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g on F,. Then

OQ
l\)

m m mn € l l € l € m
Zm(s) = Zgu)(T,) =( > ol DO(Ta, "+ VT ) + e (g - 1)
t

Il
[=)

(15)
(CInm - 1)Tn",ﬁX,IFq;nm

(1 - Tn/,,)(l —Yn,, Tnm)

. . . g1 . .
for some n,,-derived alpha invariants {aggl’;j (f)}g:o and the beta invariant Bx,m,,- of X/F,.

Proof. By Theorem2.4l {y Pasd % (5) admits only two simple poles at s = 0,1 with residue

, = land g;!. This gives
the final term of (I3). In addition, by the rationality and the singularities explained above

(nm)
for z“’”) (s), we conclude that Z A("’") % (Tn,) should take the form

XPq (Tnm)
certain polynomial P("’”)(Tnm) and a certain non-negative integer a, by noticing the fact

BxF,m,, We conclude that Z(n’”:(Tnm) admits two simples at T,

T (I-gu ToTE, fOT @

13



that in terms of s, —= admits no singularity. Therefore, finally, by applying the functional

q
equation
O =) =) orbetter  ZPn(—=) =Zyp/(Tn,),  (16)
" qn, Tn,
we easily conclude that a = g — 1 and the coefficients of P("’”)(Tnm) should take the form
in (13).

With (I3) established, what is left is to verify that BxF,m, 1s given by the closed
formula in Definition2.1(2). This will be done in the following subsection, in particular,
in Theorem[2.6 below. O

2.4 n,-Derived beta invariants: Justification of the closed formula

By definition and the special uniformity of zetas,

BxEn, = Rest, 12y (Tn,)
. ";(l‘lm 1) "(nm 1)
") (g—1) ki Yk, 1
=ql(l”2”)' ReST“”’l( Z Z p-1 kjtkji nmv n,,,+a+kp
a1 k>0 [T (D=gn, ) (1 = )

ki+..+k,=n,—a

. 1 ";?‘lm 1) ";gnnk])
X é’)(fr]lgkl)(nms R Cl) Z Ny S+, —a+1+1 ; 1 l,+l
g Ty S+, — 1 r— i+ 41
viaso (I—qn,” Y2 =g, ™)

";(nmfl) (0, lHnm ]) ";(nm—l)

" Tim Y
(m)(g l)Res Z ky k l| I,
qn,, Top=1 1—[1)—1(1 kit r—l(l _ li"'lj*rl)
a=1 iyl >0 =1 qn,,_, j=1 qn,,_;
L+ lky oAk =ny, —1
hi+..+l=a-1, ki +...+k,=n,—a
1 —~m,
n-1) _
X 1 —y S+, —a+1+1) 1 VlmS*"eraJrkp X5y (I/lmS nm+a)
(- qn,,- (1 - qn,,-, )
. ";(nm l) "(Hm 1)1)‘(11;1: l) "(nm 1)(1 11+Z,+,,
(rm’)(g l)Res A Iy l+p qn,,,
In,s Ty =1 r+p 1 1 Z+l,+1
a=1 Kt ey Ty k>0 T2 (=qn, )
Lttt Ly +oA ke p=n, =1
h+..+l=a-1, [ +..+l p=ny—a
1 —~m,
n-1) _
X 1 —Npy S+, —a+1+1 1 STy +atlyy | 2 XEg (I/lmS nm+a)
(1- n, | )1 - v, )

14



o) ";(IIHH) ’ﬁ(rlm—l)
nm (gfl) dl .. dh
_
=Gn,, Rest, =1 Tl dtdms
h—1 1 jtdjn
dy,....d,>0 l—ljzl( —{qn,,_, )
d1+...+dh:nm—l

n— _ di+d;, n—
Go )k (- g T

i (s = (di 4.+ d) Z(’jg;”(nms — i+ 1)

X
+ +
(1- q;l,l,f,m,”d]“) - (1- qg:t;vl—(ler...er,,l))(l _ q[—l’:Li,,ls+d1+...+dH1+l) (- q:ll;;f]*(dﬁr--*d/xf]))
M) SMye)
=q(m2n)(g_l)Res Vd] . th
M-t o =1 e =l - qd;’+d7’+1)
..... > i=1 -
d|+.]..+d,,/:nm—l J :
- _ ditdinry dy+etdi e
Lo () I (L= g - gt T, 0 (s = (dy + .+ )
X| —— +
di+1 di+..+d;i- di+..+dig+1
(I- Qn,l,:l Ty,) ‘o Qn::] i Ty, — (A~ Qn,l,:l et Ty,)
dy+...+d)— n—
ot T, O (s = i + 1)
+ di+...+d,
‘Inln,i“ /HTnm -1
=) ) A1)
_ ()b Va, -V, R é’Xs]Fq (1)
Ay h—1 d/+dj+] eST“m:1 1 d]+1T
dy,...d,>0 Hj:l(l — qn,,_, ) ( ~ 4n, n,)
d1+...+dh=n,,,—l
_ di+d; di+..+d;_ ny,-1)
h=1 (1 - CInm,l H) : Qn,l,l,l ]Tn,,,é’X!]pql (l’lmS - (dl +...t dl))
+
i+ +d, it td 1
) (g, T, = DL = g7 Ty, )
di+...+d)_ n—
qn,l:] e lTan)(;’qul)(nmS =y + 1)
+ dy+...+dj T 1
(qnmfl n, )

Recall that, by Corollary2.3] we have

Tt )

(2420 o @(Ta +q ) ™" Tad ™" ™) + o (g = DTE D)1 = Ta, )1 = gn,, Tn,)

(1= Ty, )(1 = g, Tn, )T

(1,,-1)
(Qnm,] - 1)T§m X’Fql

+ -1
(1 = To, )1 = gn, ,Tn,)T5,
and

- D718 (0-1)
(qnm—l ) X, _ (1) :,1;(“”’71)

Resy,,-10¢p " (ns) = Resr, -1 - XF, XFyil
" (1= To)(1 = Gn, Tu TS e

15
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In addition, note that both

/Z(nm ])(I/lmS — Ny + 1)
m— m— 1 m— - —
Z ot (O T 4 ) T )

(q = D(gn T, *BYs "
(1= g T, )1 = Gn, G T, g™ T, )8!

(nm 1)(g 1)(qll11:711 Tnm)gfl)) +

and
1

( ﬁ::] Adp- 1T _ 1)

admit no pole at T, = 1 unless d; + ...+ dj—1 = 0 or equivalently, unless d;, = n,, — 1, in

which case
1 1

(g, — 1) Ta, =1

admits a simple pole at 7y, = 1 with residue 1. Hence, by the functional equation,

m

d d- i
R qn;]nJrl e ]Tnmz:(n l)(nms — N+ 1) 0 dy <ny—1
eSTnm_l m—
i‘;;"*d'“ To, = 1) = Zpe ) dy=np =1

Finally, since both

Zoa (s = (dy + ..+ dy)
Z a(n,” 1)(5) (qd|+...+d, Tnm){’—(g—l) + q;it})—m(qd]+...+d, Tnm)(g—l)—é’)

Ny LS|

(qn,,., — 1)(qﬁln+i"+d/ Tnm)gﬁ(nm 1)

(nm l)( d]+ +dl g—l
g— (g Tn,)* )+ _
n,_| n, ) (1 _ Qﬁ,‘fl +d,T )(1 I, lqz’::] +d/Tnm)(qg’::i.ﬁrd/Tnm)g,l

and
1

dy+..+d; di+..+diq+1
(qn,, """ Tn, = D =gy, ;7" Th,)

admit no pole at T, = 1 unless

di+...+di1 =0,
in which case,
1 - 1
(ot y — (1 = gttty (T, — D = gt nrtT,

16



. . . . 1
admits a simple pole with residue Pl hence

Ny
di+d;, dy+..+d; e
I (1= g - g T, G s = (dy + .+ d)
Rest,, =1 Z dy+..+d;_ dy+.tdi g +1
q T, - D(1—¢ Tn,)

i=1 n, | n,_

0 di+...+d_1>0
d;+d, —(n,,_1)
(I=gn, et (dit 1)
h—1 m— XF,
(Z;;l (l_]qu,wl,rqln) di+...+di1=0
M-

di+...+4di.1 >0

ditdip g2y 1)
(I=gq T eV (di+ 1)
($ di+...+di1 =0

di+dy| +1)

(I-qu,, |

=)

provided i = 1. Therefore,

=mym)  Smye) “y-1)
B (n;,,)(g_l) le e th R X.F, (nms)
Pz =dn. h-1 divdy | N STw=l T iy
dy,...dp>0 ,':1(1 — qn,,_, ) (- qn,,, n,)
di+...+dp=n,-1
di+...+d) e
o T, 08 (s = i + 1)
+ ResT“mzl di+..+d),_, T 1
(qnmfl n, )
di+dy, dy+..+d; -
. B (=gt - g T, e (s = (o + -+ )
+Resr,, =1 Z d+..+d dy+..+dj +1
i=1 ms In, — D =g, T,)
) ) —~n,_1)
_ (- Va,  Va, "1 70 ()
- pa drd (] = gd 1y T oXE, Va0
Aoy >0 (U =qu, ") (L= dn, )

d1+...+dh=n,,,—l

—m,_1)  =(n,p) _di+dyN Ay, )
. le . th (1 qn,,_, )fx,]y,q (dl + 1)
h-1 dj+dj __di+dy+]
di,....dp>0 ,':1(1 - qnf,,,l’ ) (1 4n,_, )
d1+...+dh:nm—l :
=) Smye) —m,,_1)
— ("’2”)@"1)( Va, -V, V1
T - d;+d; di+1
h-1 1 _ S
dy,....d;>0 ,':1(1 - Qn:n,]” ) (1 =¢n, )
di+...+dp=n,—1 X
- - . “Anyp)
=1 ";an 1) B .";gln 1) X’g Nd, + 1)
+’1;(nm—l) + 2 h q
Tim =11 di+dje (1 d2+(d1+l))
di+1=a=2 dy,....dy>0 j:2( ~qn,,_, ) qn,_,

di+..4+dp=n,—(d+1)

M) ) —~n,_1)
nm 1% Y
_ )(gl)( d dp Vi + -
d

T h—1 di+d; di+1 Ty
..... ;>0 Hj:l(l - qnf”,l/”) (1 = gn,_,)
d1+...+dh=n,,,—l

17



n—1 —~m,-1)  =M,) 2;;1]%";] )(a)’l;(nmfl )

. Z vy o
h—1 dj+d/-+| (1 _ d2+a)
a2 a0 110 —¢qn, ") 4, ,

dr+...+dp=n,,—a

—(ny,-1) . "\;(Ilnm )

_ (e o Ve
M k-1 djt+djsry’
dy,...dy>0 j:l(l —qn,,_, )
d1+...+dk:n,”
since, easily, we have
Sy )5 Mym1)  S0e1) o =m,-1)  Snye) —my,-1)
Vdo Vd] ...de _Z le ...de Vdo
k=1 ditdjny k-1 di+dj _ dot+d
doudtradi>0 o =an, ") 4=t a0 o (=g, ) (L= gn, 1)
do+dy +...+dy=n,, dy+..Ad=n,—dy
T ";(nmfl ) ’ﬁ(llmfl ) 1
= N ) Z d
- a td:
k=1 di+d _ a+d,
a=1 dy,...di>0 j:l(l - an,,,lj ) (1 qnm—l)

dy+..+dy=n,—a

—~m,-1)  S0ye) —~My-1)
—M-1) Vny eV V1
_v”m + k=1 di+djs 1+n;
— +
dy...di>0 ,':1(1 - Qn:n,]j ) (1- qn,,_,
di+...+d=n,,—1 ;
n-1 SMy-)  SMye)
+ Z’ﬁ(n'”’l) Z Vi, R A 1
a +d; 1y
k-1 d/+d/+] _ 449t
a=2 >0 =g, ) (I'=dn, )

d1+...+dk:nm—a

This then completes our proof of Theorem2.4] and the following closed formula for the

n,,-derived beta invariants Sy, ., and hence the remaining part of Corollary[2.3]about the
beta invariant.

Theorem 2.6. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over a finite field
F,. Then
T}“;llllmfl) N .";f;:mfl)

nm ( 71)
'BX’]F";H”’ = ql(l':*)‘ ’ Z dit+dji\ " (17)

k=1
ddi>0 T2 =qn, )
d1+...+d](=n,”

2.5 Special counting miracle
By definition, the n,,-derived alpha and beta invariants

a’X,IFq;n,”(Z) (t=0,....g-1) and BX,IFq;nm

determine the n,,-derived zeta function A;"g)(s) uniquely. In this subsection, we expose
q

an important relation among them. For this, we set

n,+1:=my,n,....n,+1) VYn, :=ny,ny,...,n,).

18



Theorem 2.7 (Special Counting Miracle). Let X be an integral regular projective curve
of genus g. Then

1
agrr(0) = gtV (0) - Brsym, (18)

Remark. In the classical setting, namely m = 0, this special counting miracle is conjec-
tured by the author in [3]], and proved first for elliptic curves by Zagier and myself in [8]],
and later established by Sugahara (see the appendix in [7]). An independent proof for the
classical can be found in [3]] and [[7] as well.

Proof. By Corollary2.3] @xr,n,(0) is the constant term of the polynomial
(1 - Tnm)(1 - qannm) Tg 1Z(DM)(Tnm)

This latest polynomial, by Definition[[.T]is given

(1= 7o, )(1 = @, Tn,)
"(nm 1) "(nm 1)

("”’)(g 1) Z XF ki X]F Jp 1

l‘lm 1 kj+k —nyt+a+k
P= j+1 m P 1
a=1 ky,...k,>0 l—lj 1(1 Qnm 1 ) (1 - n/,, 1 Tnm
ki+..+ky=n,—a

A(nm ]) ’"(nm ])
1 VXF,b VX B,

nm—a+1+ll — L+l
lyeosd,>0 (1 - nm 1 Tnm) H]:l(l - qnm,{+ )

X Tﬁmlg“‘m D (RS — Ny + @)

By examining the summand in the summation }; . .x,>0 , particularly, the factor
ki+..+k,=n,—a

1 Tnm

np+a+k, nptatk,

(1 - %_1,,1,] TI;”} (Tnm - qr_lm—l )

we conclude that the non-zero contribution from the summands in the summation ;"
comes only from a = n,,. So we only need to value of the following rational function at

(1 - Tnm)(1 - ‘Iannm)
) | "(nm 1) "(nm—l)
) (g—1) I - X]F N X.F,.l,
X anil Tﬁm é/(n 1)(nms) Z 1+11 r— : 1 +Zj+l
el >0 1- qn,,- 1Tﬂm) Hj:](l - Qnm | )

L+..4l=n,—1

Recall that

-2
I n— n— D—€p2(g-1)~C i 2(g—-1
T e ) =( D e (O(T5, + g VT Taf V) +afn Ve - DT )

?e

T
=)

(gn, — VT3 BxE,
(1 - Tnm)(l - qnm Tnm)
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Therefore,
"(nm 1) "(nnH )

("ME-D @, VXE, ** VXE,
xn, O =gn ¢ afsVO) Y o
J /+1)

L0 j:](l —4n,
L+..+l=n,—1

5)&=D  (m,._ D=1 (n,-
—QI(L”)[ (n ])(O)IBX]F -1 = 6Inml - (n ])(O)ﬁxp My =1

(n,,—D(g=1) _(n,,
=qn, “‘ 0Bz, m- 1
as wanted. |
As commented at the end of §T.3| the factor a/(n’” Y (0) actually introduce an additional

ag?l’;")(O)”m factor to axr,m,(0). This in effect says that there is an unessential factor
g

@y-1) (=1 3 :
QX,I% 0) involved in BxE,m,-1-

2.6 Positivity conjecture and its application

The n,,-derived alpha and beta invariants ax s, ., (€), Bx.F,n, plays akey role in the theory
of the n,,-derived zeta functions ("’”)(s) for curves over finite fields. In this subsection,
we formulate the following

Conjecture 2.1 (Positivity of n,,-derived alpha and beta invariants). Let X be an integral
regular projective curve of genus g over IF,. Then the n,-derived alpha and beta invariants

axfm, ()  (£=0,....6-1) and  Bxgm, (19)
are always strictly positive.

The positivity in classical situation is rather trivial since we have the following geo-
metric interpretation of these non-abelian invariants:

th(X E) _ 1 B 1
g, a(d) = Z e M Brea@= 28] A (20)

where & runs over all rank n semi-stable [F,-rational vector bundle of degree d.
Recall that, by Definition21] for any 1 < n < n,,, the rational function Ax g, :n,,:2(Tn,,),
resp. the polynomial FX,Fq;nm;n(Tnm), of Ty, is defined by

’“(Ilm 1) ’“(Ilm 1)

VXF, k1 VXF,k, 1
AxE n,n(Tn,) = Z -
q k +k Ny s+k
1 j+1 m p 1
ki yenkp>0 H, 1 - nnH qn,,_, -
ki+..+ky=n

—ny,_1) —ny,_1)

VXE, kit VXF,k, 1
= Z (‘ k; +kj+,)( kp o — 1)

p-1 _
kiseoky>0 1_[ 1 qn,,_, 0y,
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resp.
x5 m,.n(Th,) = Axr,m, n(Tn,) - l_[ (Clﬁm,l Ty, - 1)-
=1

Our main result of this section is the following

Theorem 2.8. All the roots of the polynomial Ux g, n,, n(Tn,,) are real. Furthermore, there
exists one and only one root of I'x 5, n,.n(Ty,) in each open interval

(gnlans)  k=12...n-1 1)

provided that the Positivity Conjecture at the level (m—1), i.e., Conjecturel2_lon positivity
of the n,,_-derived alpha and beta invariants, holds.

Proof. We begin with the following

Lemma 2.9. Let k be a (strictly) positive integer. Then Z(“/”*')(k) and hence Tf;g‘g

(strictly) positive, provided that the Positivity Conjecture holds at the level (m — 1).

are

Proof. By Corollary[2.3]

(@n,, = Das VBxr,m,
Z\)((I}Jgil)(k) 22)((':'%71)(1 k== ] - =y l
q K (Qnm,l - 1)(qnnﬁlqnnﬁl -D

(0y,-1) (k=1)(¢=(g—1)) (g-D-t _(k=D)((g-1)-0) (ny-1) (k=1)(g—1)
+ ( a,)z]F,,l (f)(qnnm ¢ + qné;fl qnm—l ¢ ) + a}?IFql (g - 1)qnmq ¢ ))

os
()

T
=)

Hence Z}("g")(k) is strictly positive when k > 2 since each term involved is strictly positive
g

by the level (m — 1) positivity conjecture. Similarly,

’\)((l:lg;l)(l) = ResT“m—l=1’Z\)§?€71)(T“m*1) = ,BX,]F,,;nm,l (22)
which is strictly positive by the level (m — 1) positivity conjecture. O

Indeed, by definition, we have,

—ny-1) —n,_) 1 n
XE ki o VX Ek,
Cxgmon(Ta) = Y T :
I—Ip— 1 _ Jj j+1 P T _ 1
SRRV § ) qn,,_, 4n,,_, L n, =1
ki+...+k,=n
—My-1) —ny,-1) n
XF, .k " VX F,k,
- ¥ s [ )
p-1 1 k/+k/+| -1 m
Kt yeeskp>0 HFI ~qn,,_, €=0,0#k,
ki+..+k,=n
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This is a degree n — 1 polynomial in Ty, with real coefficients. Now, fork = 1,2,...n,

"(nm 1) "(nm 1) n

X Fy.ki X Fy.k,
-k \ _ (2 -k _
FX’]F‘I;H/” ’n(qnm—l ) - Z k/+k/+| ]_[ (qnm—l 1)

Kooy 0.k p=k HFI (1 —n, , ) -
ki+...+k,=n

";(Ilnm) ";(Ilnm) "(nm 1) n
Z XF ok "t VX ke VXFk ( -« _q
= : | | qn, ., ~ )
p-2 kjtkji kp-1+K -1
Kroep > 0kp=x T 121 (1 A, )V = Gu, =1k,
ki+... 4k, 1=n—«

n

1
kM) Z XFph """ Xy kpo l_[ _ 1—[ ( bk _ )
—( 1) VX]F K kj+k i p 1+K 1 qnm 1 qnm—l 1
m-1

—~n,_1) —n,,_1) o

p-2
Kroedep 0= [T (1 —n, | ) =1 =+l
k]+ Ak =n—k
k—1 n
_ k(My-1) -«
=(=D% VXF, .k “Txg,m,n-«(dn,) - ]_[ qnm | ]_[ (qﬂm - 1)
=1 {=k+1

We claim that this sign is simply (—1)*. Indeed, with this latest relation, an induction in
n can be applied to conclude that the sign of I'x, ., (qy* ) is given by (=1)**!. To see
this, first we note that

"(nm 1) "(nnH) n
VXE, ki * VX E &, ’
0= 3, B oo

Ky k>0 1_[] 1(1— 7N ) =10k,
ki+..+k,=n

’ﬁ(llmfl ) ’ﬁ(llmfl )

:(_1)n—1 Z XFg ki " XF .k,
p— 1 k ki
kiseoky>0 l—l —{n,,_,

ki+..+k,=n

Thus for 1 < a < n, the sign of I'x r, n,, «(0), Which is the same as the sign of I'x g, n,,.a(¢y._ )
by the inductive hypothesis, is (—1)**!. Consequently, by the inductive hypothesis again,
we conclude that the sign of FX,]pq;n,”,a(q,‘lan) is (=1)¢*1(=1)4"! = 1, since there are sign
changesat q,*  foreachk =1,2,...,a. Furthermore, since all a—1 roots of 'y g, n,,.«(Th,,)
are located in the interval (qn” ' qnm l) then sign of FX]F s a(qn ) is the same as that of

FXF . a(qn ) namely, 1. Therefore, FXF . ,H((qn )1s posmve since by Lemmal2.9]
’vg'ﬁ_; 1,3 is (stnctly) positive, then the sign of I'y g, (g, ) is (=1)" as claimed above.
Therefore there are changes of FX,Fq;n,,,,n(Tn,,,) at qmnq fork = 1,2,...,n. This then com-

pletes the proof since I'y s, m,,n(Tn,) is a degree n — 1-polynomial in T, . O

2.7 n,-derived Riemann hypothesis

The most surprising point for the n,,-derived zeta functions of curves over finite field is
that we have the following
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Conjecture 2.2 (n,,-Derived Riemann Hypothesis). Let X be an integral regular projec-
tive curve of genus g over F,. Then the n,-derived zeta function {)gf‘]}:;)(s) satisfies the

Riemann Hypothesis. That is, all zeros of A;;F’T’) (s) lie on the central line R(s) = %

Obviously, this n,,-derived Riemann hypothesis is equivalent to the fact that all reci-
procity roots a;("g), , (1 <€ < 2g) of ny,-derived Zeta function Z®(s) satisfies the condi-
Fy;

tion that

o )

1
e =dn, (<=2 (23)

We will prove in the final section that the following

Theorem 2.10. Let X be an integral regular projective curve of genus g over F,. Then the

n,,-derived Riemann hypothesis holds for the n,,-derived zeta function ’;?;l)(s), for any of
g

the following cases:

(1) g = 1. That is, X is an elliptic curve E over finite field. (2)ny =(2,2,...,2)

This indicates that, being a crucial zeta property, Riemann hypothesis is indeed quite
universal. It admits vast diversities, despite the fact that the pioneers and later fundamen-
talists believed that the Riemann hypothesis is coming from the multiplicative structure
of Euler products.

3 Multiplicative Structure of n,,-Derived Zeta Functions

Before we go further, let us expose the hidden multiplicative structure for our n,,-Derived
zeta Functions of curves.

3.1 Multiplicative structure of Artin zeta functions

We start with m = 0 and ny = 1. Then the associated 0-th (1)-derived zeta function for an
integral regular projective curve X of genus g over F, is simply the complete Artin zeta
function {y s, (s) of X over F,. As such, we have

1

Vs () = bxx, (9 1= 2 ND” = | | T

D>0 PeX
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where D runs over all effective divisors on X, and P runs through all closed points on X.
Furthermore, by applying the rationality and the functional equationwe get, with t = ¢~*,

81 (1= axg (1 = Bxr,f)

lxr,(9) = (1-1)(1-4qT)
g
=exp (Z log(l = axg,qt) +1og(l = Byp,:et) — log(l = #) — log(1 - 1)
=1
S
=exp (Z Nkz)
k=1
where

8

Ne=g' +1- Z (a]ff,m;e +ﬁ§f,Fq;f)
=1

From this expression it is not difficult to arrive at the following

Lemma 3.1. The Hasse-Weil theorem on the rank one Riemann hypothesis is equivalent
to the condition that

|Nk—qk—1|£C\/; (Vk > 0)

In addition, it is not difficult to see that
Ny = #X(F,).

Furthermore, by applying the above multiplicative structure in terms of Euler product (for
details, see the next subsection), we conclude also that

Ny = #X(F ).

In fact, this relation is equivalent to the Euler product structure for Artin zeta functions.

3.2 Multiplicative structure of n,,-derived zeta functions

It is a natural question whether the multiplicative structure exists for the rank n non-
abelian zeta functions of curves over finite fields. Our first level answer is no in the sense
that there is no possible to obtain an Euler product structure for rank n zeta functions
when n > 2, since Euler product is commutative. However, this does prevent us to go
further to give a more refined studies on the multiplicative structure of the rank n, or more
generally, of the n,,-derived zeta functions for curves over finite fields. To put it plainly,
we claim that

(1) there are natural multiplicative structures for every n,-derived zeta functions of
curves over finite fields and
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(2) this multiplicative structure plays a key role in our proof on the n,,-derived Riemann

Hypothesis on n,,-derived zeta functions for curves over finite fields.
Indeed, by Theorems2. 1122124 we have

Z(nm) ( Tnm ) T(g DZ (ny,) (Tnm )

L(nm) nt’ 1(1 axF,m,.cIn,)(1 = Bxr,m,.cTn,)
a Tnm)(l qn, Tn,)

_ymy) (n,,) n,
=Ly eXp[Zpr . ]

where
g
(n,,) k k
NyF,« qnm +1- Z (aX,Fq;nm,f + a,X,]F,,;n,,L,é’)'
=1
In particular,
(n,,)
L(n ) X.Fy i1 (n )ng 1(1 a’X,]F,,;nm,f)(l _BX,IFq;nm,l’)
i gy — 1 b, Gn, — 1

=ResTnm,IZ( ’")(Tnm) = Resr.

nm =

Z( m)(Tnm)
=,8X,Fq;nm-
Hence, if we let {; is an [-th primitive root of unity, then

1
1)l "
[ |28t ta,) =15 )]_[Z‘“ (¢ Tw,)

k=1
(1= aX]F Ml /Tn, (1 _ﬁéf,IFq;nm,[Tlllm)

XFy (1 - Tl )(1 - qilm Tfllm)

—(7 @)yl (n,) nm
=(LYs )exp(ZN“F i ]

since 1
llm
g<1—§fz>=1—zl and Z({,)" {0 !

For the classical Artin zeta function, this then leads to the famous relation that

!
Zyyr () = | | 2/,
k=1
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with the help of the Euler product and the relation
Ni(X)) = Ni(X).

However, except for the relation above (24), for derived zetas, there is no clearly state-
ment similar to that of the Artin zetas. Thus the best approximation of the multiplication
structure for the n,,-derived zeta function of curves over finite fields is based on the in-
ductive definition, the n,,-derived zeta functions are build up based on n,,_;-derived zeta
functions. In this way, we are lead to the O-th derived zeta functions whcih are nothing
but the rank n non-abelian zeta function ?X,Fq;n(s). Therefore, finally using the special
uniformity of zetas, we obtain a multiplication structure from that of Artin zetas.

As such, the hidden multiplication structure of n,,-derived zeta functions of curves
over finite fields are quite complicated and implicit. However, another form of multi-
plicative structure nm-derived zeta functions of curves over finite fields exists based on

the invariants N™ X]F 0

3.3 Another multiplicative structure for n,,-derived zeta functions

Our next aim is to expose this new form of multiplicative structure for n,,-derived zeta
functions of curves over finite fields, motivated by [8]].
To start with, introduce then the well-defined infinite product

oo (nm) o
XIF x™
B(nm)(_x) = exp Z _r; p - Zbgg{;;;kxk' (25)
m= n, k=0
Then
(N(nm) )k] (N(nm) )kz ..
b(nm) _ Z X.Fy1 XF,2
BT B @n, = DR Qs = 1Dkl
ky+2ky+--=k
and

B(nm) (qn x) N(nm) . ) ”
" XEyim X" m,) X
(nm) =exp Z(qnm - mo_ 1 Z = &xp [Z NXI,IF mo
m=1
(Gnyy (G )
§:1 (1 ~ AxF, ex)(l _BXIF ex)
(I =x( = gn,x)

Therefore, by clearing the common denominator and comparing coefficients of x", we
obtain the following

Theorem 3.2. With the same notation as above, for k > 0,

(n,,) 17 (my,) k=27 (M) _ (Gnyy) (n,,)
qnmbX]F s~ (G, = 1)‘lnm bXIF &-1 1, bX]F k-2 = Z Axse bXIF %
0<6,0<0'<2g
o4l =k
(ny,) (Gnyn) (ny,) (gn) (ny,)
=bx gt AxE  Dxpaor T T AxE 0 DX k2
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where we have set, fork = -2g,...,-2-1,0

o 1 k=1
XFk =10 k=-1,-2,...,-2g.

Proof. Indeed, by clearing up the common denominator on both sides of the relation
immediately before this theorem, we get

(1 _ x)(l _ qnmx) B(Ilm)(qnmx) — B(nm)(x) I_l E??l':;" [ )(1 — ‘(Xq,l];:,)fx)

That is to say

(1= x)(1 = gn, 1) Y B0 g 3 = Z by, kxkl_[ afe) x)(1 = B ).
k=0

=1

By Corollary[2.3] let now

(‘Inm 2
Py 8 g
" (x) Z A l—l(l o) ) (1 - pn) x)
(qmn 0 X.Fy;t - X]F € X.F, [
( ) =0 =1

(( Z alom) (" + g e o agg;;?glxgl)(l = (1 = gn, %) + (qn, = DB 5

where

(qnm _ (_ 1 (Qnm ) (qnm ) (Qnm )
AX]F =D Ay F,it, ¥x 0, VX F, il
I<l <<l <2g

which are given by

(qnn)" _
AxF,0 = 1
(Qnm)

X.F, l

(‘Jnm (qny) (ql‘lm )
@ype ~ (Lt gn)ay g )+ Gn,ayz' o

(Qnm (Gny)’ (qnm Y
(qnm - l)ﬁ (1 +qnm)a,XF g—1 qnm X.F -2

T RN
IN
e =)
IA
oo
|
_

A(‘[nm
XFg;t — (Gny) (q..,,l) —
nmaXIF o 3+‘1nm XF,ig-1 =g+1
k—g+1 (qnm) k—g (qny)
n,  xp oo :_ (11 :‘q;lm)%m XX, 2g-2-k+1
8 qnm
tan,Gn,”  Uxp 02 k+2 g+2<k<2g-1
n,, k=2g
Then
o 2%
2 () (Gny) ()
(1 —(gn, + DX + ¢n, x )Zb" kqnmxk = ZAX]F X Zb;F kxk
=0 =0
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Or equivalently,

(n,,) )k 1 (ny,)
me kqnm = (qn, + DZ by, kqnm)‘kJr * G, ZbXF kqnm
=0 =0

o 2g
_ (gnp) ) _k+l
= Z Axie Dy, kxk
=0 =0
Therefore,
(nm) k—1 (nm) —27.(n,) _ (qllm . (n,,)
n, b x5,k ~ (@ny = D, by oy + bxs k2 = Z Axge  Dxz e
0<t,0<t'<2¢
C+0=k
(n,,) (Gnyy) (n,,) (Gnyy) (n,,)
=by g T AxE  DxEaor T T AxE o DX ke
as wanted. O

Furthermore, from the same last relation immediately before this theorem, by replac-
ing x with x/ q’flm, we get

B g, x/gh,) & (1= o) xiqh, )(1 - Bywx/dh,)
By (x/qk,) ]_1[ (1 -x/dk,)(1 - an,x/dh,)
Taking the product for k = 1,2, ..., co, we conclude then
B (x) = ﬁ ﬁ (1o, fq_n”’ - ﬁ%y 4) 26)
! k=1 =1 (1 - Clnmx)(l — am, x)
In particular, inserting x with g, "*, we get

(nm)
o (k + )
B(n/”)(Tn/”) = [ ] (nm)(o) .

k=1

To use this formula, following[8], we recall that, for a fixed positive integer n, the
“g-Pochhammer symbol” (x, g),, is defined for x, g € C as

n—1

=] J0-g"x @7
m=0
This can be extended to
we=][a-q"0  (Mal<1) (28)
m=0
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In our later use, ¢ is supposed to be gp,, which is bigger than 1. Hence we will replace it
by its inverse. This then leads to a version of the so-called “quantum dilogarithm identity”

S gk
Z kg —1) Z nr}( = log 7——— (Ign,| > 1). (29)
k=1 (CInm -1 k=1 (qnmx; qn'”)oo
Consequently, we have
8 -1 (qnm) R | -1 (Qnm) |
n =1 (qﬂmaX,Fq;[x’ qnm)m( n,PXF, 0 qnm)m
B m)( x) = (30)
XEST0 T —1 4 -1 -1
(mrx:9m,) (x5 dms)

Therefore, by [10], particularly, Proposition 2 at p.29, we have proved the following

Theorem 3.3. The number sequence {b;’l’;).k}k defined in @23 is given by

) (_ 1)k0++k0, q(koyl)*'(k(;)
b n, _ n,

8

Ko ko ks ki g g0 (Qn,,,,%m) (Qnm,CIn,,,) =1 (Qn,,,’qnm) (Qn,,,,f]nm)

Ko kot gty ko =k kos ko- e e
(3D

(o) ()

XFk

In the next subsection, we will expose that, when X is an elliptic curve E, the invariants

bggz;k are closed related to the beta invariants ,Bgf'];i;k.

3.4 Relation between b%z;k and ,Bgf;z;k for an elliptic curve E

In this subsection, using the techniques developed in [8]], we will give an intrinsic relation
between bg'j'};q . and ,Bgf;) « When X restricts to an elliptic curve E over F,. The discussion
here will be used in the final subsection to prove the n,,-derived Riemann hypothesis for
elliptic curves over finite fields.
Recall that, for general X/,
(_l)p—l’\(nmfl)’\(nmfl) . _"j(ﬂmfl)

™) . VXF ki VXE ik VX E ik,

XF, " ky+ky ka-+ks kp1+k,
kika,...kp>1 (qnmfl - 1)(qnm—l - 1) T (qnmfl - 1)

ky+ky+e-+kp=ny,

Here we have replaced and will replace Z)((";)(s) with a(..,,%(o)’{}(";)(s) so that the constant
i XFq i

term of the polynomial Pg?]’;)(Tnm) becomes one. By the comment at the end of §1.3] we
g
see that this modification with constant factors is compatible with our discussion below

since the closed formula in Theorem[2.6is compatible with such a replacement.
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According to k, = 1,...,n,, rewrite ,Bgfg) as a sum

(nm) Z :Bgl%jg (> 1)

where
( l)p 1"(“/11 l)’v‘(nm l) ’\(nmfl)
(n,) . _ XF ki X Fyiky X Bk,

X'Fq;[ T k1+kz k2+k3 k])—l+k]J
kika,..kp-1 =1 k,=C (qnm T 1)(qnm T 1) o (qnmfl - 1)

kitky etk y=n,,

1 {=n,
"7)((“1;1 lg) , B0
XF,
- Zmlq[Tq—l IS{’Snm—l
n,

m—1

where for simplicity, we have set
m— € = (n07n2,~-~7nm _5)

This recursion in turn defines all of the numbers ﬁ;’%) p
,B(“”’)) Multiplying this formula by x"» and summing over all n,, > 0, we find that the

generatmg functions

(and hence also all of the numbers

(ny,-1) _ (n,,) '
bX]F () = Z BX]F s
n,=(N,,_1, 1)
of the ,Bg'g’} 2 (observe that the sum here actually starts at n,, = ¢, so that
Fy;

Pes(x) =0 and bR (0= 1)

satisfy the identity

0 b(nm 1)()6)
b(nm 12()6) ’*)((nlg le)xf 1= Z q[”‘i—l (¢>1) (32)
=1 qnym

From now on till the end of this subsection, we restrict ourselves to the case that X is
an elliptic curve E over F,. Since g = 1, the factor qﬁ;l = 1. So we may omit™ in all the
discussions. For example,

(nm) -
EF an: o qnmql‘lm 1

1-
“omy,) () _ (nm)
(s = R = Ay O —— (33)

where

(n/ﬂ) Pp— (n/ﬂ) p— (n/ﬂ) (nm)

ep, = 9pra = Yern TPER;

With this, particular, by omitting the constant factor a(n”") (0) at all levels, we are now
ready to state the following
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Theorem 3.4. Let E be an integral regular elliptic curve over F,. Define the n,,-derived
Derichlet series

M) oy o () —ns
gk, (8):= Z B, dn,-
n=0

0y, =Ny ,17)

Then we have
(n,,-1) _ (1,-1)
3(s) = ]k_l[gm (s+ ).
Or equivalently,

M) _ pMy1) _ p@e1) . g () —

E£5, = BeF,m = VEF,m = bEF, n, = (-1, 1) (34)

Proof. Obviously, both side of (34) are polynomials of ag"%"). Hence it suffices to verify
g

(B4 for infinitely many special values of ag"%") for fixed n,, or the same for fixed n,,_;
g

and n. Motivated by [8], we take

ape = ag =g g (ke Zo) (35)

Accordingly denote by ,Bgfg’k and ﬁg’,;;‘;z,’k the specialization of ,Bgf’]g; and ﬁg’;;‘z, to this
value of ag};‘) = a; and by bgfgj‘k(x) and bg};;;‘g’k(x) the corresponding generating series.
Then (32) specializes to the identity

00 b(nm—l)»k(x)
(ny-1),k _A(nm—l)»k 4 X’]F‘J;p

byn ) =T 1=y = — (=1 (36)

p=1 n,; 1

(ny,1).k soligats (1) ) L ; ;
where vz denotes the specialization of vy’ to ay% " := a; using @G3). In this
way, if we can guess some other of numbers ﬁ(En%)’,lz,, say bg"];)’,lz,, whose generating function
JFy; Fy;

satisfy the same identity, then we automatically have

)k _ Bk _ )k

EF,:t EF,:t EJF,t

The reason for looking at the special values (33) is that the relation (28)) for this value
of agf%;') := g implies that the generating function B%;;')’k (k > 0) is given by

© —k— k+1— 00 j
B(nmfl)»k _ (I- qnnﬁlrx)(l - qnzfl 'X) _ 1- ql’lmflx 37
£R, (0= —r o T (37)
r=1 (1 - qnm—l'x)(l - Qnm,lx) j=1 1- Gn,,_, X
(in particular, it is a rational function of x) and also that the numbers v é"lg‘i‘g)‘k are given by
Fy;
_1)\(+1 (g)—kf (Gn,,,_1 ek
én];”.lg‘k = =D Iy (Gnyy_ e(Gny,_ Je-1(Gn,,,_ | Ii—c I<l<k
o 0 £>k
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as one checks directly using Proposition 2 at p.29 of [10]. Here and the rest of the section,
we use the notation (x)m,, , ) for the gy, ,-Pochhammer symbol

CIFES o
S (R A R (S NS}

Note that (x)(,,_, n) 1s indeed the gy, , -Pochhammer symbol, obtained from the g-Pochhammer
symbol by a simple replacement of g with ¢, ,. Hence the gy, ,-Pochhammer symbol(x)m,, ,.n)
satisfies all standard properties for the g-Pochhammer symbols. For example, if we let

[k} _ (Gn, b
o @m0 Gy D kn

be a generalized g or better ¢y, ,-binomial coefficient. Naturally, these gy, ,-binomial
coeflicients satisify the following two well-known gy, ,-versions of the binomial theorem

Z( 1>’qf.i?1H ¥ =W ad Y
(1)

r=0

k+r-1 ] .1
r (1) (Ow,.-1.k) '
(38)
where k denotes an integer > 0.
Proposition 3.5. For k > 0 and ¢ > 1, the generating function B(n”’ ')k(x) is a rational
function of x, equal to 0 if € > k and otherwise given by

Ly @Mn-1),C
B(nm D () = (<11 (G, .04k Xy () (39)
(@n, w10 (@n, D=1 DV (x)
where D,(Cn’”") (x) is defined by the product expansion
k .
D00 = [ @, -
j=1
and where Y;n’”")’g(x) is the polynomial of degree k —  defined by
r+l k=e-r+1 | k
Y(nml)f(x) _ q 3)+(5 )[ } [ } X
Z e o, Lk == rla, )
(40)

k
=Coefficient of Z¢ in I_l (1 + q{'lmle)(l + q‘,’;W]Zx)
J=1

Proof. First note that, easily, the equation of the two expressions in the last relation for
Y,i"'”")’[(x) follows from the first formula of (38].
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To prove this proposition, we take (39), with Y,E"’”")‘g(x) defined as 0 if £ > k, as the

definition of the power series Bg‘g‘;’k (x) forall £ > 1 and k > O and then prove that
these power series satisfy the identity (38)). Inserting equations (37), (39) and the defining
formula Q) for Y,ﬁn’”")’f(x) into (36), we conclude that after multiplying both sides by a

common factor that the identity to be proved is

ke—(% k
oY ) = M D)

(ny,-1)
k
(Gn,, D, k1) k+p Y0P () (=x)?
¢ -
(@n, D 1.0 @ D k-0 £ LE+ T, A
41)

But by a similar yet simpler partial fractions decomposition argument as the one we just
used above we conclude that Y,E"’”")‘g(x) equals (qflw1 + 1x)~¢ times the coefficient of Z¥~¢

in the same product ]—[';:1 (1 - q‘,","H Z)(l - q‘,","ﬁ1 xZ) as the one used in the original definition
#@Q) of Y,En’”" (%), so that the left hand side of @) can be written, using the first equation

of (39), as

[t k . k=t K+l s k
qﬁifFZ) Y,ﬁ"m")‘g(x) = Coefficient of Z* in 1_[ (1 + q{lmle) Z q,(,m{]) e tesly (xZ)".
Jj=1 s=0 Ny

As such, then, {I) follows immediately form the following lemma by replacing x by xZ,
multiplying both sides by ]—[]]‘.= | (1 + q{l”HZ) and comparing the coefficients of Z¥ on both
sides.

Lemma 3.6. For fixed k > 0 and € > 1, define two power series 7—'1("’”")(x) and 7—'2("’”")(x)

by
 [k+p (=x)?
F () ==y, Oy by ——
pz:; k + 1 (nm—l) q{l:{)l - 1
1) k ki‘; (ees| K
" (x) :=[ } 1+x7"' - In> g x°.
Ul = 1 se,
Then ( )
7_~2(nm,1) (x) = — ny )y k4 1) 7:1(nm,1) (x) (42)

(qnmfl )(nmfl »f)(qnmfl )(nmfl k=0)

Proof. First, from the second equation of (38), we conclude easily that the power series
771("’”")(x) and ?'z("m")(x) satisfy the simple functional equation

(1 + QHmflx)qa,,,l?uz(nm*])(Qqux) - (1 + 6]?;:)6)7:2(“”"')()6)

k+p

—X

(=0 = 1+x

(1)

=(=Gn,,1 k1) Z

p=1
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and slightly complicated functional equation, by using telescoping series,

(1 + qnm71 x)qflm,l ?‘;nllzfl)(qn"k] _x) — 1 + qﬁ:}] X)7:2(n"H)(x)

k ( ¢ 1+qf,“]x) S Ci)ees| K Cts k—C—s H1+0N s
= I,y = T |7 2 o n,’, = 1) = \dn, " = 1)dm, ") ¥
[5 e\ 1+x e f+s<n,,kl)(( " ) (n ] )n ] )

k+t
k:| ( i1 X ; P k-1 (”1)+€S
[5 M) ( n"')1+x (1=an..))+( nr"]); Cts=Tlp, ),
k-1
k-1 CiD)+s+D) i1
- (1 ~ ) n.- X
1 ;‘ b+ slp,y
(gn,- )1 k1) x

(Gn, w100, D, -0 1+ X

Together these implies @2), since it is easily seen that a power seroes F (x) satisfying

(1+ dm,., ¥)dn, T (Gn, ) = (1 + a5, X))
for some integers k > 0 and £ > 1 must vanish identically. This proves the lemma. O

With the lemma established, as said earlier, we have completed our proof of the propo-
sition as well. O

We finally verify (26) using this proposition. For this it suffices to show that the
sum over £ > 1 of the rational functions (39) coincides with the right hand side of (37).
Combining (39) with the second part of the relations in (@0Q) for Y,ﬁ"m")’[(x) and the second
equality (38)), we conclude

(M,,-1) o0 k
1D (x) (01).k -1
— e D B = ) ()
=1

x1- n,.1 =1

k+7¢

il Ylinmfl )»f(x)

(My-1)

-1 (1, 2)

=Coeflicient of Z¥! in
(L+ xZ)(l + qﬁ:}le)

But by comparing poles and residues (after making a partial fractions decomposition), we
see that

e (t+an,z) T (-anx) T (1-gns ')
= + + Pr2(2)
(1+ xZ)(l + qﬁ;}]xZ) (1 - qﬁ:}l)(l + xZ) (1 - q,’,’rzfll)(l + qﬁ;}]xZ)

34



where Pi_»(Z) is a polynomial of degree < k — 2 in Z. It follows that

N " [ .
n-1):k _ k(k+1 k-1 __1
Z glF léz () = 1_[ 1 _qnm 1 +qn§n 1 : (1 _q{lmfl X )
o D(n"H)(X) | .
k j= j=
k J
SN | kL
- - . X.F >
1 1—qy x a
J=1 0y,

O = 1, this completes

where, in the final equality, we have used the relation (37). Since B,
the proof that the sum of the function B(“’” ! é,(x) defined recursively by (36) coincides with
the right hand side of (26) and hence, by What we have been said, completes our proof of

the theorem. O

4 Zeros of n,,-Derived Zeta Functions

4.1 Riemann hypothesis for (ny, ny, ..., n,_1,2)-derived zeta functions
In this subsection we prove the following

Theorem 4.1 ((2,2,...,2)-Derived Riemann Hypothesis). Let X be an integral regular
projective curve of genus g over F,. For eachﬁxed (m + 1)-tuplen,, = (ng, ni, ..., Nyp—-1,2)

of positive integers, the n,-derived zeta function {X )(Tnm) of X overFF, satlsﬁes the Rie-

mann hypothesis, provided that the Riemann hypotheszs for the n,,_,-derived zeta function
(nm ])

Ixg ' (Tw,) holds.

In particular, all the (2,2, ...,2)-derived zeta function §(2 ) of X over F, lie on the

line R(s) = 5
Proof. We start with m = 0, then this theorem is proved by Yoshida. For details, please

refer to Theorem 2.2 of [[7]] and the related discussions.
To deal with general situation, from Definition[.T[2), we have

"(nm 1 ) ’“{nmfl )

VXF, .k X.F,.kp 1
T =d ) Y, o 25— 1)
a=1 ky,...k,>0 Hj 1(1 - qnm 1 )(1 ~qn,,_, )

ki+..+k,=1
—{n,_1) ’“{nm—l)
v .V
+ Z{(nm |)(2s) Z 1 XFq.l XFq.ly
Qnm | XF P K T —— I+
a=2 nogso (I=an, )szl(l ~qn,, )

Lh+..+=1

Hence

(nm 1) _ ~m,_)
é’(nm)(Tn )_ qg lz{n’” ") é/ (25 1) é’ (2S)
i n,._ -
1 XF )1 (1 — Cln,,, l) (1 — Qn,,, +2)

35



By Theoremd.Il we may write

[15.,(1 = axg,m, T, ,

2
~qn,, Tnm,l )

é‘(nm l)(s) — a,(nm l)( 0)

(1= Ta, )1 =g, Tn, ITS

Furthermore, by our condition on the zeros of (:m — 1)-th derived zeta function Ixm 7 - l)(s),

we have, forall 1 < £ < g,

2
I- aX,IF‘q;l‘lmflannH —qn,, Tnm,l) = (1 - a'XJFqQIlnH,[TnnH )(

I- ﬁXqu My ngnm—l )

and
bxgm,. . = axFyn, 0 and  laxgm, o = Vi,
Therefore,
) é’(nm ])(25‘— 1) é’(nm ])(ZS)
{xg, (Tn,) =0 5512
(=g ) (1 —n,’, )
This is equivalent to,
é‘(nm ])(25‘ _ 1) {(ﬂm 1)(25‘)
(Tal =1 (1=qn,Tn,)’
or better,
1 T )H§:1 (1 - QXJF,,;nmfl,annHTnm)(l _.BXJF 1,09, 1Tnm)
—{n,1n,
(1 —{n,,_, Tnm)(l 4n,,_19n,_ lTnm)qun }) Ie(;)m1

15, (1 — axg, .0y )(1 _BX,IFq;nm,l,é’T;m)

=T, = 1)

This latest condition is equivalent to

(1 = Ta"Y(1 = g, TaHTHE "

8
=1 (1 — X F i, 00, Tnm)(l - ﬁX»]Fq;nm—l £4n,, Tnm)

-1
(1 —Yqn,_, Tnm )qfim)

8
Hf:l (Tnm - Q’X,]Fq;nm,],[)(Tnm - bX,Fq;nm,],{’)

(Tnm - qnmfl )Tnm

To facilitate our ensuing discussion, now we recall the following elementary

(43)

(44)

(45)

(46)

Lemma 4.2 (Yoshida). Fix a real number g > 1. Let a, § € C and write ¢ = a + 5.
Assume that aff = q and that ¢ € R satisfies |c| < g + 1. Then for w € C, we have

w—al-lw=pgl=[l-awl-[1-pAw {
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The interested reader may find a proof of this lemma, together with a generalization
from Lemma 4.5 of [[7]].
Hence, by applying LemmaB.2lto w = ¢, Tp,, we get

8
=1 (Tnm - a’X,IFq;nmflf)(Tnm - bX,IFq;nmq,f’)

(T, = qn,,_ )T,

8
=1 (1 — AXFE iy, 090, Tﬂm)(l - IBX,Fq;nmfl,fqnm—l Tﬂm)

(1 ~{qn,_, Tnm)qg;_—f)

g
ngl (qnmfl Ty, - O’,X,Fq;nm—],f)(qnmfl Ty, _IBX,E,;nm,],é’)

(1 =g, ,Tn,)qs )

WA 1 if |gn, Tn,l <1
> 1 if Ign, ,Tn,|>1.

g -1 _ -1 _
(=1 (qnmfl Tn’”aX,Fq;nr‘ﬂ*]5€ 1)(Qnm,] Tn’"’BX,Fq;Hmfl,f 1)

(1 ~Y4n,, Tnm)q;;l—)l

y {< 1 it gn, Ta|<1

> 1 if g, Tn,|> 1.

t=1 (TnmaX,IFq;nm,l,f - 1)(TnmﬁX,IFq;nm,1,€ - 1)

(1= gn, Tn,)ds"

« <1 if Ign, Tn,l <1
> 1 if |gn, Tn,|> 1.

This leads to a contradiction, by comparing the first and the last expressions. Therefore,

the reciprocity roots of the n,,-derived zeta function /}(I%')(Tn,,,) lie neither in the region of
g

neither [T, qn,, ,| < 1, nor in the region |1y, qn, ,| > 1. Therefore, all reciprocity zeros of

the n,,-derived zeta function Z}';F’T’)(Tnm) satisfy the condition
g

laxF,m,.[l = \Vn, ~vVe=1,...,29).

This is exactly what we are wanted. O

4.2 n,-derived Riemann hypothesis for elliptic curves over finite fields
In this subsection, we prove the following

Theorem 4.3 (n,,-Derived Riemann Hypothesis for Elliptic Curves over Finite Fields).
Let E be an integral regular elliptic curve over F,. For each fixed (m + 1)-tuple n,, =
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(ng, ni,...,ny,) of positive integers, the n,,-derived zeta function ("’”)(Tnm) of E over F,
satisfies the Riemann hypothesis.

Proof. We use an induction in m. When m = 0, this is proved in [8] by Zagier and myself.
Assume that the n,,_;-derived zeta function { 700 l)(Tnm ) of E over F, satisfies the

Riemann hypothesis. We examine the case for the nm-derlved zeta function ¢ 7 Z0m) (Tnm),

using the techniques developed in [8]]. This now becomes rather easy. Indeed, by d1rectly
applying Theorems[3.2]and 3.4l we have the following

Theorem 4.4. Let E be an integral regular elliptic curve over F,. For each fixed (m +
1)-tuple n,, = (ng,ny,...,ny,) of positive integers, the n,-derived beta invariants are
determined by the following recursion relations:

(ah, = 1)BYE, = (ame, + Tl — o ) AKE = (o —amen ) BXE (4D

together with the initial condltlonsﬁ(n’" 10 = andﬁ(n%"’fl) =0.
’ q

Corollary 4.5. We have

(1-1,17) 2
XE Gt

(0, ,n=1) nf2 _
X,]Fq qnm 1 1

(48)

Proof. we prove this corollary using an induction in 7.
(1) n = 1. Recall that, when n,,, = 1, by Example[l.2] we have

20 (5) = 3w (s). (49)

This implies that, by the inductive hypothesis in terms of m,

'ag,l]gl’l)' <2 \/q(nmfl’l) =2 \/qnm—l' (50)

Furthermore, by (51,

2 (0,,-1,2) _ (Ilm )\ pMy-1.1)
(qnm,] - 1) XF, : (qnm 1 qnm 1 XF l ) X,Fql - (qnmfl - qnm—]) -1 (51)
Hence 5
1 <qn/,,,| +4n,., — 2 V4,
qlzlm—l -1
(nV‘VI* ’2) 2 (n/” )
X,IFq] B qn, , t dn, — aX]F l
= pml) T —
X.F, qnmfl 1
er —1 + qnm 1 + 2 anm 1 qnm 1
CInml_l qnml_l
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(2) Inductively, assume that the assertions hold when n < k — 1, we want to verify the
assertion for n. Recall that, by Theorem[£.4] we have

n (Ny-1.n) _  n n—1 M-1) pMy-1,n—1) n—1 (01 ,n—=2)
(qn,,H - 1) XF, = (qnm—l tdn, ., ~ Ay, ) XF, - (‘Inmfl - ‘Inm—l) XF, (52)

Therefore, by the inductive hypothesis in n,

(01 ,71) n n—1 (0y-1) _ (01 ,n—2)
X.F, _4n, T n, T 9xE, gy —an,., Bx,
K, G =1 Gh =1 A
n n—1 (ny,-1) _
>ql‘lm71 tn,., ~ aX,]Fq qﬁ,,,}l — {qn,,,
qﬁmfl - 1 qﬁmfl - 1
(D)
In,y T 0y aX,IFq]
= — > 1
qn,_, — 1
and, by the inductive hypothesis in n again,
(1,-1,1) _
X,]Fq] qi{fﬂ,}”z +1
m,n=1)  =D/2
X.F, 0y
2
n n—1 _ mu-)) _ (,n/2 _ ~1)/2
<(qllm4 + 4w, aX,]F,, ) (qnmfl + 1) Qﬁm,l] —n,,_, qg;,,)/ -1
qg}n—l -1 qg}n—l -1 qg:,,l)/z +1
(n—1)/2
1 -1 n/2 -1 In,, —1
<— qnm, +(gn,., +1)—2qy,,_, - 1- qnm, o) i
qllll,,,,l -1 n,_| ( 1 ) 1 ( Ny 1) q;nmif)/z ‘1
-1 n/2 1/2
_ 1 2(q;’;m—] - qnm—l)(qnm—l - 1) < 0
T a1 R
-1 qn,._,
as wanted. O

Now we are ready to verify the n,,-derived Riemann hypothesis for elliptic curve E
over F,. Indeed, by TheoremP2.7] the special counting miracle and Corollary2.3] modulo

the constant factor a/g‘%*')(O) as commented at the end of §2.3] we have
g

(01 1m)
1- ((‘1nm + 1) - (CInm - 1)@;6’,7;”1)) Ty, + Qanﬁm
Fq

2T = .

o (1= 7 )(1 = . T )

By Corollary[£3] the discriminant of the quadratic numerator is negative. Hence, by
Lemma[l.2] the n,,-derived Riemann hypothesis holds for elliptic curve E over F,. O
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We end this paper with the following comments. First, the Positivity Conjecture is
supported by what we call the asymptotic positivity claiming that when ¢ is sufficiently
large, all n,,-derived alpha and beta invariants are strictly positive. Secondly, to establish
the general n,,,-derived Riemann hypothesis, it appears that the Positivity Conjecture plays
a central role. Thirdly, the construction of the n,,-zeta functions admits counterparts for
number fields and for L-functions. Finally, there is also a question on the relations among
various n,,-derived zeta zeros. All these will be discussed elsewhere in due courses.
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