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COMPUTATION OF SELBERG ZETA FUNCTIONS ON HECKE TRIANGLE
GROUPS

FREDRIK STROMBERG

ABSTRACT. In this paper, a heuristic method to compute the Selber fzeiction for
Hecke triangle groupsG3q is described. The algorithm is based on the transfer operato
method and an overview of the relevant background is givengive numerical support
for the claim that the method works and can be used to compet&elberg Zeta func-
tion onGgq to any desired precision. We also present some numeriaaltsesbtained by
implementing the algorithm.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Selberg zeta functiod; (s), for a co-finite Fuchsian group plays an important
role in the spectral theory or harmonic analysis on the spoading orbifold# = '\ 57,
a surface with constant negative curvature. Selberg’s fi@#jvation to introducer (s)
was the similarity between a trace formula he developedr{gfarticular [27, p. 74]), now
called theSelberg trace formuland Weil's explicit formulal[31]. The role of the Riemann
zeta function{ (s) in the latter is analogous to the role &f (s) in the former. For a
more detailed account of this motivation see Hejhal [L0pé@nticular sections 4-6). Since
then the Selberg trace formula has been worked out in derd$L(R) (by e.g. Hejhal
[11,[12]) and the properties & (s) has been extensively studied in many other contexts.

Despite the importance & (s) and the fact that one can obtain an abundance of its
properties through the Selberg trace formula, numericaliss of its behavior inside the
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critical strip,|0s| < % have been surprisingly scarce in the literature. The mairae is
of course the fact that the defining formula does not repteseanalytic function in this
domain so one is forced to, one way or the other, analyticalhtinue this expression.

To the authors knowledge, even for the simple case of the tabdurface, the only
successful numerical evaluation£f on the critical line was made by Matthies and Steiner
[21]. They overcame the difficulty by desymmetrizing the milad surface’’ /PSLy(Z)
with respect to reflection in the imaginary axis and therrigstg their analysis to the odd
part, which conveniently avoids any interference by theiooious part of the spectra. For
this system, corresponding to a billiard with Dirichlet Inglary conditions, they consider
a modified Selberg Zeta function, (s), which has a Dirichlet series representation which
seems to be conditionally convergent uplis = % For convex, co-compact Schottky
groups Guillopé, Lin and ZworskKi[9] presented numericaltes forZ (s) in a large range
of Os. They use a method based on transfer operators and due to-ttmpactness they
are able to evaluate the related Fredholm determinants iora or less straight-forward
manner in terms of fixed points of the corresponding mapsdd. also Jenkinson and
Pollicott [16]).

In this paper, we also consider an approach to the Selbeagwettion using a trans-
fer operators. This method is applied to the family of Fuahgjroups known as Hecke
triangle groups, generalizing the modular group. These@ggdave finite area but are
not co-compact, so the evaluation of the correspondingheled determinants is more
involved.

It can not be stressed too much that at least one of the steps proposed method is
not entirely rigorous but rather supported by heuristiaiargnts and the entire method is
supported by numerical evidence.

2. HYPERBOLIC GEOMETRY ANDHECKE SURFACES

Let s# = {ze C|0z > 0} be the hyperbolic upper half-plane together with the metric
given byds= %, the group of isometries of# is PSLy(R) = SLp(R)/{+l>} where
SLy(R) is the group of Z 2 real matrices with determinant 1 ahdis the 2x 2 identity
matrix. Elements oPSLy(R) acts on#’ via Mébius transformations. I§f = (28) €

PSL(R) thenz— %’ and we say that we say thats elliptic, hyperbolicor parabolic
depending on whethérTr g| = |a+d| < 2, > 2 or = 2. The same notation applies for
fixed points ofg. A parabolic fixed point is a degenerate fixed point, beloogs# and
is usually called a cusp. Elliptic pointsappear in pairs, one belongs4¢ and the other
one is in the lower half-plangZ and its stabilizer subgroup, in I" is cyclic of finite order
m. Hyperbolic fixed points appear also in pairs witht* € 9.7, wherex* is said to be the
conjugate point ok. A geodesicy on JZ is either a half-circle orthogonal & or a line
parallel to the imaginary axis and the endpointyafe denoted by, € 9.77.

Let: 57 — .# =T\ be the natural projection map, i.g(z) = ztheny* = 1(y)
is a closed geodesic o if and only if eachy € 1 (y*) has endpoints which are conju-
gate hyperbolic fixed points. This gives a one-to-one cpordence between hyperbolic
conjugacy classes i, i.e. the sef[P] [P T, | Tr P| > 2} where[P] = {APA1|AcT}.
It is known that any hyperbolic elemeRtcan be written as a power of a primitive hyper-
bolic elementpy, i.e. P = Py" for somem > 1. We denote this integer by(P). In terms
of closed geodesics an7 this means that every closed geodesic has a minimal length
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obtained by traversing it once only. We can now define thee3glbeta function foF as

(1) Zr (s) = 1= (R)™°
LI )
where,%’a0 is the set of primitive hyperbolic conjugacy classeE iR is a representative in

this class with TRy > 2 and the norm o, .4 (P) is the solution of Tr P| = Nt N2
with 1 < .4 < «. We observe that/" (PJ) = .4 (R)" and since the trace is invariant
under conjugation/” is constant over conjugacy classesy i the geodesic corresponding
to P then the length of/ is | (y) = In.#"(P). ForOs> 1 the logarithm ofZr (s) can be
written

2  —Inzr(9=- k;[%g%oln (1= (R) )

_ 5 gt A G s L AP
RSN 1= (RS e MP)1- (P

For an integeq > 3 theHecke triangle group &is generated by the mafs z+— —% and

T :z+> 2+ Aqwheredqg = Zcos(g) €[1,2). Letlg= [—’%, ’\?} . One can show (cf. e.d. [19,
VII]) that Gq is a Fuchsian group (discrete subgrougP&L>(RR)) with the only relations
$ = (ST)? = Id and which has?y = {z€ #|0z€ Iq, |2 > 1} as a closed fundamental
domain (with sides properly pair-wise identified). It folls thatGq is co-finite, meaning
that theHecke triangle surface/q = G4\, has finite hyperbolic area. In the following

we usually writeA for Aq, 574 and%0 denotes the set of hyperbolic respectively primitive
hyperbolic conjugacy classes @y.

3. SrmBoLICc CODING

In [29] we showed that the geodesic flow on the unit tangentlauof .7, 91///q =~
My x St can be coded in terms of regullsfractions (nearest-multiple continued frac-
tions). If {x}, = |5+ 1| is a nearesi-multiple function we definer; : Ig — Iq by
Fq(0) = 0 andry (x) = —£ — {x}, A for x# 0. For any numbex € R we obtain the regular
A-fraction ofx, ¢q (X) = [ag; a1, @z, ... by first settinggg = {x}, , Xy =x—apA, and then re-
cursively sety = {Sx}, andxn;1 = Fq(Xn) forn> 1. Note thak = limp_,, T2ST? ... ST (0).
If xis a cusp 0fGq this algorithm terminates and we get a finkefraction and ifx is a
hyperbolic fixed point 0f54 then it has an eventually periodicfraction. It follows that
Fq acts as a left shift map oy, the set of regulad -fractions viewed as a subset &¥'.

If ag = 0 we usually omit the leadingay;”, repetitions in theA -fraction are denoted by
powers and infinite repetitions by overlines.

In [22] it was shown thaky is almost orbit equivalent tGq, that is, two pointx,y € R
are equivalent under the action @f; if and only if, either they have regular-fractions
with the same tail ox has the same tail asandy the same tail as-r (or vice versa).
Herer € lq is a special hyperbolic point which can be given either imteof its regular
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A-fraction or explicitly. For evertjone hag = 1—-A andeq(r) = [1“*1,2] with h = q%z
and for oddg one hag = R— A whereRis the positive solution oR? + (2—A)R—1=1
andeq (r) = [1,2,27-1 2] with h= 42,

Let & be the set of all purely periodic regul@g-inequivalentA -fractions and set
2" =P\ {-r}, i.e. the set of purely periodic regularfractions with tail not equivalent
to —r. Let #; denote the subset with minimal periké> 1 and set?y = Uyx>1.%.

It was also shown iri [29] that for the part of the geodesic flovdisappearing into the
cusp there exists a cross sectbband a first return map” : £ — X which has as a factor
map in the expanding direction the még: 1 — |4 given by powers of the generating map
of the nearesA-multiple fractionsFq. Closed geodesics a# correspond to the orbits
of fixed points ofZ and it is easy to verify that these correspond in fact to fixeidts of
Fq, i.e. points with purely periodic regularfractions. It follows that there is a one-to-one
correspondence betweer and 7.

In practice, ifcq(X) = [@r,.--, 8| thenAg = ST ... ST* € Gy is hyperbolic, has at-
tractive fixed-pointx, repelling fixed-point* and the geodesig(x,x*) is closed. Fur-
thermorey = ;1 has dual regulai-fraction (cf. [29]) ¢ (y) = [@m@n-1,---,a1) and
y € [-R,—r]|sgn(x).

This connection (coding) between primitive hyperbolic jcgacy classes and periodic
orbits of Fy is precisely what allows us to relate the Fredholm deterntinthe transfer
operator for to the Selberg zeta function.

4. THE TRANSFER OPERATOR

In this section we will construct the so-called transferraper for the magry defined
in the previous section.

4.1. Markov partitions. There is a particular Markov partition ¢ with respect to
which is important here, namely the one determined by thi¢ éﬁﬁ (i’%) =1, K}

of the endpoints:% underF;. Let {7i}jc 4. be the decomposition o{f—’\j,%} deter-

mined by this orbit with 7 = {1,2,....k,—K,...,=2, -1}, .} = [@_1.¢) = —I_|
where the order of? (—%) = {quqb} ={@}ogvenas-s =@ <@ < <@g =0
andg j = —¢;. If gis evenk = &2 =hand—4 = [1"]. If gis oddk = &2 = 2h 41
and—% = [1",2,1". Itis easy to verify that the closure of the intervds7; } is indeed a
Markov partition oflq for Fy. Let ¢ (y) = STy = ﬁ, then the most important property
of the partition{.7; } is the fact that ify € .7j thenFq ~* (y) = {¢n (y) |n € 4]} where.4;

is a fixed set of integers depending only prit is now easy to show thatif> 1,i € _#i
andy € .4 then

(qul)' = U {¢n, 0...0¢n,0fn, (y)
j€ fx

(nl,...,n|)€</1{j'}

where we defin@t{j' =3 (n,np,...,m) € Z' |STNSTV-1...STN.7 C . ¢ . Let Zom =

{i€Z|j>m}andforACZlet—A={j €Z| —j € A}. Itis shown in[23] that4; €
{{1}.,{2},Z>2,Z53} fori,j € _#Z¢, j >0 and that#_; = —.4j;. Itis also shown that
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the non-empty elements of{j (for j > 0) are given by the following expressions:
Mon=A{2}, Moani1=L>3, N 100 = Noon= {1},
Mi2=ANiom=1{1}, Mons1 = Nioht1=ZL>2,3<i < 2h+1,
MNoohi1 = N1ohi1 = A 20n11 = L>2
if gis odd and
Mh = L>2, Noah=L>1,
Mica={1}, Mnh=ZL>2, Nin=17>1,2<i<h

if gis even. For example

() = (%iz :%2) forq=3,and(.4j) = (Z>2 Z>1) forq=4.
4.1.1. Transfer Operator corresponding tg FFor any interval C R letC(l) denote the

space of continuous real-valued functionslorif f € C(lq) thetransfer, or generalized
Perron-Frobenius operatatZ corresponding té, acts for rea3 > % onf by

d B
Lt (9 = SR ] f(y(x)
yeFZ ® dx ¢
P RILDY |6n (9] £ (8 ()

wherey y; is the characteristic functlon ofj. Itis important to note here, thatz f (x)
is in general not continuous, but only piece-wise contiraio&or this reason consider
the action of.Z5 on vector-valued functions " = @ic », C(%). For f € ¢’ we set

f(x) = fi (x) if x € 7. We can now writeZ : € — ¢ as

(#T) = 33 14 (X)), i€

ne/V

respectively, forany > 1
(ng)i(x) - ;gg,ijf,- (), i€ 7.
where
Lufi= Y |ST ST X £ (ST STX).
(ng,...n)eA]
It is convenient to use a composition operatr related to the principal series repre-
sentation ofPSLy(R): Define 1 (A) f (x) := |A ()P £ (AX) = |ox+d| 2P £ (24B) for

cx+d
A € PSLx(R). Note thatrz (AB) = 113 (B) 113 (A). With this notation one gets

Lpifi= 5  m(STM...ST)fj(x).

(N, €]

To obtain better spectral properties for the opera#fgr we have to restrict its domain of
definition even more. For any open diBkn C we let% (D) be the Banach space of func-
tions holomorphic irD and continuous on the closubetogether with the supremum norm.
Let {Di}ie/,{ be a set of open disks with diameter which containg-areighborhood of
4, constructed in such a way that fon,...,n) € Jl{j' one haspn, o pn,0--- 0 P, (D) -
D;. That such a choice is possible is showri in [23]. #&t= % (D;) and define the Banach
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spaceZ = Djc s, i with norm given by” FH =max; || fj |, . Then we want to consider
Zp as actingZp : # — %. For this purpose we also need an analytic extensiomof
If A= (28) € PSLy(R) andA(D) C D for some diskD thenm (A) : (D) — % (D) is

B
defined for any3 € C by 13 (A) f (2) = ((cz+ d)’z) f (%’). Usually we simply write

the first factor agcz+ d)’ZB, but remember that there is a choice of sign involved, i.e.
(—cz—d) %P = (cz+d) %. Forl > 1 andf € 2

(3) (fg'zf)_(z): S es,ﬂ[';,ijfj (2),i€ _# with
i i
Zifi@= Y m(STH-STYf(2).
(ng,..., n|)€.,/1{j|

We now have a representation of the operatgras a(k + 1) x (k + 1) matrix of operators
(gﬁ'l)ljejK with "%B'J . %J — %,.

Next we need some facts from Grothendieck’s theory of Fredideterminants and
nuclear operators on Banach spaces [8] (Rukgllé [26] previdere detailed references).
The following Lemmas follow from this theory.

Lemma 1. Let D be any open disk i@ and let# (D) be as above. ¥ : % (D) — £ (D)

is a simple composition operat®f (z) = @ (2) f (¢ () with @, ¢ continuous in D and

¢ (D) C D. Theng has an attractive fixed-point z D, W is nuclear of order zero and has
¥(z)

trace Trzp)¥ = ¢ )"

The formula for the trace, sometimes referred to as a speagd of the Atiyah-Bott

trace formula is easy to verify directly since the eigenealafW are all of the formu, =
¢ (z)(¢'(z))",n>0and|¢'(z)| < 1.

Lemma 2. If Z is a nuclear operator of order zero on a Banach space we caressjthe
Fredholm determinardet(1 — %) in two different ways:

—logdet(1— %) = z STr e = —IogrL(l—/\j)
I:lI |=

where{/\j }‘j”:l are the eigenvalues d¥ (counted with multiplicity). Furthermore, i’ =
Z (s) is a meromorphic function of s thelet{1— .# (s)) is also meromorphicin s.

Proof. Cf. e.g. [8, prop. 1, pp. 346-347]. O

Lemma 3. Let A€ SLy(R) be hyperbolic with attractive and repelling fixed pointsand
X_ respectively. If D is a disk with diameter @&containing only the attractive fixed point
of A thenA(D) c D.

Proof. This Lemma is easy to verify by conjugating with the maSi(R) which takes

X, t0 0,X_ toico andAto z— 12zwith 0 < | < 1. O
If A= (218) is hyperbolic with attractive fixed poimt, it is easy to verify that4” (A) =

ja(x)% whereja (x) = cx+d. Sincergz (A) f (x) = ja(x) %P f (Ax) itis easy to see that

if x, € D andx_ ¢ D then by Lemmalir; (A) is nuclear of order zero and

_ AN’
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Letfi=(ng,...,n)) € </VJ: and se\g = STHST™®... ST, ThenAz.# | C .#j so the attrac-
tive fixed point ofAq, X3 = [T, ,T| € .#} and by Lemma@al3 itis clear tha (Dj) C Dj.
This demonstrates that all composition operators showm@quhe operator#l'g’” ap-
pearing in the trace O‘ﬁﬂll? are nuclear of order zero far8 > % The arguments in [24] or
[15] can be generalized to show thffg is also of trace class and nuclear of order zero for
0B > 3. Itis clear that Tr@ﬁé =Yic g Tr t@iﬁg’" foranyl > 1 and it is also not hard
to see that any off-diagonal termfl';’ij 1 #Bj — % is a bounded operator. One can now
use similar arguments as thoselin [6] to show the followimgrte.

Lemmad4. If O > % then_Zp is nuclear of order zero and hence of trace class.

From the identification of hyperbolic conjugacy classeswitrely periodid -fractions
we may now calculate the traceaéﬁ’['3

Trasly = S Tabs=3 5 TrumA)
| I ries!
N (ST...STW)
1— .4 (STu...sTm) !

[T —m|eZ

By the standard Grothendieck theory the Fredholm detembiofal — ¢ is well-defined
and can be calculated by

ol A (An) P
T 2 T A

1= =17 [momgm]e#

det(l— gﬁ) =

We now need to study the relation betweetfractions and hyperbolic conjugacy classes
in more detail. Lex = [Mg,---;7| correspond to the hyperbolc= Aq = ST ... ST" =
PI" whereP, is a primitive hyperbolic anan = m(A) thenx = [z, -, | wherelg is
the minimal period andom = I. Furthermore, all shifts[ni, My, m—z] for 1 <i <
N, belong to the same conjugacy clgss$ and the norm is also constant over conjugacy

classes. LetZ (x) = % (Dj) wherex € Dj, setAir =r and.%p = i3 (Ar). Then
—logdet(1— %) +logdet(1— 75)

21 <1
4T 2 0 00T () = 3§ T 7 (A
I=1" Rez! x=[m g, e I=
21
=27 > Tr 2100 T8 (An)
1=1" ficz! x=[m e m|e 2"
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and by comparing witH {2) we see that 68 > 1 we have IrZy (8) = logdet(1— .%5) —
logdet(1—.#3) and thus

det(l — flg)

(4) Z4(B) = m-

But since the right hand side is in fact meromorphicffoe C this equation provides an
analytic continuation oZ () for 3 € C. Note that the operato¥} is a simple composition
operator and we can evaluate (ibt— Jifﬁ) explicitly. Itis easy to show that all eigenvalues

of % are of the formun = (2+ A R)’Z('”B) ,n>0and hence

(5) det(L—#) = [] (1~ o).

To evaluate the factor dét — %) we use the same identity dét— £5) = [[n>1 (1 — An)
where{An},.; are the eigenvalues ofp counted with multiplicity. In the next chapter we
will discuss how to calculate eigenvalues@f.

Remarkl. The method to relatgr (s) to Fredholm determinants of nuclear operators can
be extended to any finite dimensional representaxiasf . The identity [4) will hold

with Zr, £ and.#p replaced byZ,)-( (S) = MRy ﬂkdet(l—x(P)W(P)’s’k) , respec-
tively 5 and.#;‘. Here.Z} and.#} are obtained by replacings (A) with 13 (A) =
X (A) 115 (A) in all formulas The only problem is to obtain explicit exgseons for the

truncated operatogz%ﬁ which will be introduced in the next section. The algorithash
been implemented and tested for representations inducéuebtyivial representation of
the Hecke congruence subgroups p) with prime p. This allowed us to compute e.g.
Zro(p (s) for p=2,5.

o

5. ANALYTIC CONTINUATION OF ,2”3 AND COMPUTATION

It turns out that the same analysis which enables us to deatuaealytic continuation
of Zp to B €C is also vital to compute the eigenvalues®.

We follow the same procedure as in e[g./[25, 7] to demonstiateZ admits a mero-
morphic extension to the whole complex plane. First of alllveee to change domains
once more. To make some of the calculations easier it isat@sito work with functions
which have power series expansions around zero. For thppparwe choose open disks
Di D Dj such that 6= Dj andST'D; c Dj for n € 4. That this construction is possible is
shown in [23]. Iﬁ@i =% (I5i) thenf; € @i has a power series expansion centered at zero.

If i € 7« it can be shown that eitherfj = {njj € Z\{0}} or A =0 for 1< j <
K—1, 4= {neZ|n>an} forsomenIK >landAf_j=—A ;. Let1<i <k and
considers jj %J — % Letfe %J andN > 1. Taylor's theorem with remainder gives
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f(2) = SN pa + Ry (2) with Ry (2) = O (|z|N+1). Then
Lt = rrB(ST” z M3 (ST") f (2)

ne. N>Nix

z<>(—>
- n;m (z+nx\) lz)ak<z+n/\) +RN<Z+%)

= @+ 281

whereZ\™) f (z 2)=Lpin [f( ) Ek_lakzk} is analytic ford B > 1N and in fact nuclear

B.ik
2DB+N+1

of order 0. We also havH 5. IK (2) Hm <C¥nony || — 0 asN — «. The

operatorszf< ) on the other hand can be written as

Biik
N 1 2B+k
3 ey ()
N

S (-1fad # (2B g )

R
=
—

—~

N

|

where( (s,2) is the Hurwitz zeta function. It is known that for amye C the function

{ (s,2) is meromorphic with only one simple polest 1 with residue 1. Hence%(N> i

of finite rank and meromorphic if8 with at most simple poles at the poins = *k”,

0 <k < N. For the operator corresponding.iffj = {n.J} one has

Lot = m(STH)f(2) = (z+mjr) Pt (H_nt_)\ )

(z+mjr) % Li<z+_nt)\ >k+RN (H_nt/\)]

(N) (N)
dﬁuf()—i—fﬁuf()

Where;zfﬁ(” (2) =S N pac (1)K (z+mj) 2Band.Zl3IJ (2) = (z+mijA)~ ZBRN(ern., ):

(|z+ NijA | NfHDB) It is clear that in this casy( ) is entire of finite rank and that

,iﬂé J) is entire and nuclear of order 0.
SinceN > 1 was arbitrary, we conclude that all componeffg ., have meromorphic

continuations to the entire complex plane with at most senpalles at the poin{8 = ﬂ,

k=1,.... The same clearly holds true for the operatdy. Note, that in the determinant

det(l — fﬁ) poles may well cancel against zeros due to the presenceafwalyes equal
to one.

5.1. Computation of M(N>. Let ,2”3 = (N) +$(N> Where;z%(N) and ,%(N) have the

componentSzf ik respectlvely,% ik given above To obtain a numerical approximation
of det(l ,2”3) it is necessary to approximate the spectruniZgf. For this purpose we
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construct another finite rank approximationm‘gN) in terms of a matrix which is more
suitable for computations.

Let &N be the space of polynomials of degree less than or equdl tBhen 2y is a
subspace of ali%;’s and we letly denote the projectios; — £y given by truncation
of the power series, i.eln (SioaZ) = SR oaZ. We will also usely to denote
the projection from# = @i 4, % to the spaceb;. ,, #n obtained by truncating each
component.

We saw, thathéN) mapsdic g, PN =: P& into a space spanned by Hurwitz zeta

functions. By applyingly to the resulting expression we obtain an opera@f'\"'\') :

C2x(N+1) _; ¢2(N+1) which can be represented bxga x kny complex matrix wheray =
2k (N+1). This construction will now be explained in detail.
LetN > 1 be a fixed integer, then with the notation as above

N ok
(6) ymt(@) = Z)ak;lez)BZ(k+ZB,/\E+nix)

(k+2
= zaszﬁzj n,; Bz (26 1+ k4 n.n) 2

zozn Z ik nk
n= k=0

,1+

whereaix nk = Ak nk(B) = W(kjﬂﬁ) { (2B +k+n,nig). Forie g and 1<
j <k—1we get

T2 = Z)ak K(z4mjr)2PX

kZoak( Y HZO n! (nij)\)28+k+nzn

o N
%Zﬂ > &dij nk
n= k=0

_1\n+k
whereaij k= 0ij nk(B) = e (2B + k), 2P "
B
modified definition ofriz (ST"), namely iz (ST ") f (2) = ((—z+ n)\)’z) f (721M).

It is then easy to see thatfj nx = (—l)rH»kai,j’nk forl<j<Kk.
(N>

. Forn < —1 we use a slightly

(N,N)

By truncating the sum over at N in the formula fomz% we get operatorsfﬁ i

o — oy andaf N = (V) . Thena" zﬁ oMy anda™™) = My o
)1 ije fx

Zp oMy and by the identificatior?g< = C2<(N+1) it is clear thatey VN : 92y — 2y can
be represented by the, x Ky complex matrix

A= (ajj -,”k)i,je/K,Ogn,ng '

In the next section we will discuss the relation between tgerevalues ofZ and those of

(N,N)
MB .
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5.2. Approximation of the spectrum of . Let 2z denote the spectrum of the operator

L3 andzg the spectrum ojzféN"\”. Since.Z; is nuclear, settingIN = Id — My thennN
is bounded and it is easy to verify, that the conditions ofdrben 2 and Proposition 3 in
Baladi and Holschneider][3] are satisfied by the approximm%(N’N), N > 1. Hence the

following Lemma can be deduced:

Lemma 5. Let f € % be an eigenfunction afg corresponding to the eigenvaldg € g
with algebraic multiplicity d. Then there existg & 0 such that for all N> Np there exist
eigenvaluedy j € Zg with corresponding eigenfunctiorig j, 1 < j <I such that the sum
of the algebraic multiplicities oAy j equals d and
_ . F_fvill) <
o (12 =l [ = g ) < e,

where dN) — 0as N— oo,

Definition 1. If Ay j € Zg is one of the eigenvalues in Lemila 5 approximating & >z
thenAy j is said to baegular, otherwise it is said to bgpurious

N)

A problem in computing the spectra &fs using;z%B(N’ is that we do not know a priori

which eigenvalues ofzféN’N) are regular and which are spurious. A trivial consequence
of Lemmd is the following Lemma which gives a necessary itmmdfor a sequence of
eigenvaluedy, j; € Zgi to be regular.

Lemma 6. Let {An,j; },., be a sequence of eigenvaluesaqﬁN“Ni) such thatdn, j; — A €

Zp as j— . Then for anye > 0 there exists B> 0 such that| Ay, j, — Awj | < € for all
Ni,M; > No.

Remark2. Let3g = {Agn}, ., (Where eigenvalues are counted with multiplicity). By
Bandtlow-Jenkinson [4,] 5] there exist positive consta@ntssuch that|)\ﬁ,n\ < Ae ", Nu-
merically we fond that a similar bound seems to hold for therap)rsdéN’N>. It follows

that O is a limit point of g and there exist many sequences of spurious eigenvémﬁﬁ }
converging to O.

We will now present an algorithm which uses Lenirha 6 to compntapproximation to
Zq(s), but to put Lemma@l6 into praxis we first need to make the folfmieuristic claims.

Claim 1. There is no sequencky j; € Zgi,i > 1 such thatdy, j; — A unlessA € 2 or
A=0.

Claim2. Suppose thafj = {An;i}yi<s AN | > [ANm| > - > [Annc| > O are regular
eigenvalues with an estimated errare and |Annc| < €. Then there does not exist an
the sequenc@An n 1,k approximates all eigenvalues.of with absolute value greater
than or equal toAn n, |-

Algorithm. Letd, e > 0and consider N and M for some M N + 1.

Step 1: Compute the two specﬁ% = {(Miticich, @NAZY = {/\M,j}l<j<KN (both
ordered with non-increasing magnitude and repeated adogrtb multiplicity) and the
_ A=Ay

relative differences | = ol P
’ Ni M.j
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Step 2: Letk=0and considerin sequence eachl,... k. Ifthere exists a j such that
4,j < 0 we assume thaty j, and Ay j, are approximating somé € > and accordingly
increase k byi, setk =1, jk = J, & = & j, andAg = Amj,-

Step 3: Let K denote the last value of k. Tr{é@,k}ﬁzl is an ordered sequence of
eigenvalues believed to approximate eigenvaluegpand we define

o 8) = ] (1=
dnm (B) = 1-2pk)-
Dl B,
If |’~\B,K| > ¢ we increase N and M and start from Step 1. As will be explainséction 6.2
below it might also be necessary to increase the workingigi@e simultaneously with N
in this step. IfAg k| < € we assume thaily v () approximatesjet(l — fﬁ) and return

Za(B) = Zanm (B) = dun (B)det(1— 5)

as atentative value of£s) with an assumed error depending only &y and the working
precision. The factodet(l — jifﬁ) can be computed using relationl (5) to any desired
accuracy.

6. DISCUSSION OF THERESULTS

The numerical method, Algorithin 3.2, which is proposed aseams to evaluate the
Selberg zeta function relies on the heuristic Claiths 1[@nbd& . It is thus clear that
no amount of internal “consistency tests”, e.g. stabilitgler change of order of approxi-
mation and variation of the parameterandd, can certify that the result returned by the
algorithm is correct. If Clairll is wrong we would obtain ex@igenvalues not associated
to £ and on the other hand, if Clain 2 is incorrect we might acyualiss eigenvalues of
comparatively large magnitude. In both cases we would oalgtile to approximaté- (s)
times some unknown factor.

The need of an independent test to verify the accuracy of ooremical results is thus
obvious. We propose to use a test relying on the functionadgon ofZ- (s). The setup
will be discussed in Subsectibn B.1.

Remark3. If we were only concerned about zeros&fon the real axis, i.e. eigenvalues
equal to 1 ofZp for real 3 much more is known about approximation of eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions, cf. e.g. [1[7, 20].

6.1. The functional equation for Zy(s). Let Zq(s) be the Selberg Zeta function f.
We know [12, p. 499] that

Zq(1-9)
Zq(s)

wheredq (s) is the scattering matrix (here ad1-matrix),c = @q (%) =+1and

(7) = ¢q(s)c¥q(s),

1

r 3_ _ 51
Mexp<—q72rr/ ’ ttan(rt) dt+
0

" T

q-1 53 e,Zth 2nikt
m m

M) —orkn : _ | dt

i kzquin%T 0 <1+e2mt+1+e2mt>

+(1-29)In2).
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The functionWq(s) can be computed to any desired degree of accuracy usingastand
methods of numerical (e.g. Gauss) quadrature. Evaluafign (s) on the other hand is
more tricky. Forg = 3 there is an explicit formula[12, p. 508]

_1 _
® ba(9 = o L

Forq > 4 the only explicit formulais in terms of a Dirichlet serieiilmabscissa of absolute
convergence equal to 1, cf. e.g.[12, p. 569] and [30]. Noe fibr g = 4,6 it might still
be possible to work out explicit formulas f@g, (s) using the relations betweddy, Gg
andlg(2), o (3) respectively. We do not pursue this approach and foq &ll4 we use
values of¢q (s) obtained by an algorithm of Helen Avelin/[1]. The main ideafoklin’s
algorithm is thatpq occurs in the zeroth Fourier coefficient of the Eisensteiiesé& (s, z)
for the groupGqy and one can use a method based on@jeinvariance ofE (s,z) to
compute its Fourier coefficients and thus afgds). This method was first introduced to
compute cuspidal Maass waveforms on Hecke triangle groyptefhal (13, 14]. Later it
was generalized to the setting of general subgrou3Si(Z) [28, Ch. 1] and finally it
was generalized to compute Eisenstein series on Fuchsiapgwith one cusp by Avelin
1.

Another application of the functional equation is that weyrdafine a real-valued func-
tion

(©) Z(t) =2 @ + it> & 100

where® (t) = Jarg(¢ (3 +it)W (5 +it)) and the branch of the argument is chosen so
that 24 (t) becomes continuous. Note that a single choice of a brands sugeneral not
possible becausg (% + it) Y (% + it) winds around zero @sc R varies. The advantage
of consideringZy (t) is in our case purely aesthetic, in that we may plot graph&((f).

It is known [12, p. 498] thaZy(s) is zero fors= s = %+ irg where;l1 + rﬁ is an
eigenvalue ofA and ats= 1 — y where@q (y) = 0. In Figure$ l[-B we plotX () together
with blue vertical lines at = ri and green vertical lines &t= Oy. The zeros oZq(s) on
and off the half-line are clearly visible as zeros and “dipg’ (t) at the corresponding
points. The eigenvalues éfwere computed by the method of Hejhal indicated above, see
e.g. [13[14, 28] and zeros ¢f, (s) were located using Avelin’s algorithm.

Verification of these zeros as well as the zeros on the realabd, (s) ([12, p. 498])
does of course also lend credibility to our proposed algoribut since this verification
does not tell us anything about the accuracy for gersanad prefer to concentrate on the
error estimate usingq (s).

Remark4. The actual value ofq (%) € {#1} can be computed experimentally in two
different ways. The straight-forward way is to use Avelinigthod but it is also known
(cf. [12, p. 498]) thaZq (s) has a simple pole &= 3 if and only if ¢4 (3) = —1. Experi-
ments performed using both methods indicate lﬂa@(t%) =—1forallg>3.

In certain cases one can use the transfer operator to show s has a singularity
ats= 3 by showing that#; has an eigenvalugs ~ ”Tlfﬂ in a neighborhood o = 3,

but it is not possible to exclude that this singularity in @b%.fﬁ) is canceled by the
appearance of an eigenvaka€l for .Z%.

6.2. Discussion of data and error analysis.The procedure for testing and producing
error estimates of the proposed algorithm to comgiytes) is now clear. Given tentative
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values ofZq (s) andZq (1 — s), denoted by, (s) andZ, (s) we compute the quantity

Ba(9) =Zq(1—9)Zq(s) 'W(9) !

and compare this with the value o (s) obtained as described above (in all cases con-
sidered here we have= 1). The difference}q)q (s) — Pq (s)\ or relative difference in the
neighborhood of a zero d@f (s) gives an estimate of the accuracy of the vaIfi@Ss) and

Zy(1-9).

To confirm a valueZ, (s) we thus need also to compufg(1—s), but on the critical
line withs= % +it we haveZq (1 —s) = Z4 (S) so we need only compui& (s).

Using this ‘¢-test” we may verify the correctness of Claifds 1 ahd 2. Asrihswout,
these two claims seems to be correct in theory. In practioeeler, they and the entire
algorithm may fail unless the working precision is incrahas necessary. This phenome-
non is clearly visible in Tablel1 where we investigate theegps: 3 ands = % + 5i using
different degrees of approximatidh(hereM = N + 3 always) and working precisioi P.

In this table we list the estimated errfiz (s) — ¢3(S)|, the time it took to comput2; (s)

in seconds, the number of eigenvalues#)f which were used in the computation, the size
of the smallest of those eigenvalues and the maximum ofrdiffees between eigenvalues
of &7 (NN) and.e7MM) Wwith working precision of 50 digits we see that the errorrdases
asN = 2550 and 75. To further increa$¢up to 100 does not improve the accuracy and
increasingN up to 200 actually results in a worse approximation thahl at 25. The
reason for this phenomenon is that Cldim 1 is violated duentinereasing number of
spurious eigenvalues and in particular there appear smieigenvalues which do not vary
fast withN. This problem can be overcome by increasing the workingigigt, which

is demonstrated in the remainder of the table, where thdagioechas been increased to
WP=100 150 and 200 digits respectively. To know a priori when thecigion has to be
increased one must study more closely the relative differedy. For example, in the case
WP =50 andN = 200, the relative differences for the spurious eigenvatfes certain
magnitude are much larger than the relative differenceegilar eigenvalues. If one sees
such a break from the otherwise almost monotonously inorgdg it is a clear sign to in-
crease the working precision. What is not visible in thide¢als that the need for increase
in precision is actually dependent on the matrix sge= 2k (N + 1) and not only orN.

Table[2 contains values @ (3 +ni), 1 < n < 10, computed usiniy = 100, M = 103
d =107 and 100 digits working precision. The third column contafmestrue error, i.e.
@3 compared to the explicit formulfl(8) fgr;. One can see that in this case the true error
agrees well with the error estimate in the fourth column gibg the absolute value of
the smallest eigenvalue used in computiﬁg). The fifth column contains the difference
betweengs (s) computed by Avelin’s method (using double precision) andHgyexplicit
formula.

In Table[6.3 we list valueg (s) of ¢4 (3 +ni), for 1 < n < 10 given by Avelin’s
algorithm and off4 (s) by our algorithm usingN = 100 M = 103 & = 10~/ and 100
digits precision. The fourth column contains the differeibetween these values and the
fifth column contains the size of the last eigenvalyeused in the evaluation mfNM ().

Comparing the values (ﬁK in Tabled? an@ 613 we observe that the eigenvalues of

Zp for g = 3 seem to decay more rapidly than fps= 4. We would also expect the errors
in the tabulated approximations ¢ (s) to be greater than those ¢4 (s) even though we

use the same level of precision and approximation. Howdvere is no reason to believe
that the error ir¢f is any worse than ild)?. Moreover it is very unlikely that the values




COMPUTATION OF SELBERG ZETA FUNCTIONS ON HECKE TRIANGLE GRIPS 15

¢4 (s) should agree with our value (s) to a much larger degree than the true accuracy,
cf. e.9.s= 1 + 9 where|Ak| = 2- 10" but | ¢ (s) — Pa(s)| = 2-1071% We conclude
that the values o’f;\K‘ do not give an accurate estimate of the true magnitude ofrtoe e

for g = 4 but that they still provide us with an upper bound. .

The final conclusion we can draw from Tablgs[1-16.3 is that tleesof |Ak| alone
is not enough to estimate the errorf[a(s) unless the working precision is high enough.
To completely eliminate the external test by usifigto confirm values produced by our
algorithm one needs a better understanding of when it isssacg to increase the working
precision.

It is clear, that high precision eigenvalue computatiores\ary time consuming. To
evaluateZq (s) to a fixed precision it is necessary to increase the apprdiaméevel N
asls grows and this forces a simultaneous increase in the wogkiegision. Altogether
this makes it very time consuming to compute vaIuei(p(f% +it) for larget’s and to
reach even values ¢f= 1000 forq = 3 seem to be out of reach with current methods and
hardware. Remember that the size of the magixgrows withg, so similar problems arise
when computing, (s) for largeqg’s. To end this discussion | would like to give a feeling
of the necessary CPU-times.

To computeZg (% + it) with an estimated error of 10 for q = 3 takes 12 seconds at
t = 15 and 30 minutes dt= 100. Decreasing the error to 19att = 15 only increases
the time to 26 seconds. For= 8, to computeZg;(%—i—lSi) with an estimated error of
10 * takes 5 hours and 57 minutes. If these figures seem outrageousmber that for
g =8 the size of_#«| =6 and in this cas®&l = 190 soky = 1146 compared t&y = 352

for g = 3 att = 100. We see thak® ~ 3.25 andihﬁﬁn: 242~ 119~ 345 so the
CPU-time increases roughly like the square of the size oatproximating matrix, which
is to be expected from the eigenvalue computations.

6.3. Implementation. The algorithm outlined on [.._11 above has been implemented in
Fortran 90 using the ARPRECI[2] library for arbitrary préeis computations. It was
also necessary to write arbitrary precision Riemann anavitzizeta functions as well as
an arbitrary precision version of the standard linear algslystem LAPACK. Fortran 90
codes can be made available from the author upon request.

For the interested reader who is not comfortable with Fortheere is a version of the
algorithm implemented in MuPAD [18] and this version is d&hie from the homepage
of the author. The choice of MuPAD is mostly because of itscgailti-precision linear
algebra capabilities.

Avelin’s algorithm is currently only implemented in doulpeecision FORTRAN 77
hence the MuPAD version only contains the complete errockchisingéq (s) for g = 3.



TaBLE 1. Demonstrating interplay between working precision awvell of approximation in computings(s)

WP| N| Z5(3+5i) §—¢| Time(s)| K| [Ak|  maxd
50| 25| 1.1954+ 0.0811 1-102 12| 3]5-102 |8-10°°
50 | 1.192213397499979 0.074413721696096 5.10°° 65| 12| 2-108 | 5.10°8
75 | 1.1922134026876749411830.07441372136992775 7-10°13 202|17(3-1012| 2.10°8
100 | 1.19221340268767494127%00.074413721369927750 7-10°13 839|19|3.-1012|2.10°8
200 | 1.0165+0.0782 3.10°2 3764| 19| 4-10° | 5.10°8
100 | 100 | 1.19221340268685588303832%.07441372137027373151i68 4.10°19 599 | 26| 4-1018| 2.10°10
200 | 1.192213402686855883047193363 3.10°% 4324|34|1-10%4|2.10°8
0.0744137213702737317790183873
250| 1.1837+0.0575 3.10°2 10164| 27| 4-10°18 | 3.10°8
150 | 200 | 1.192213402686855883047193551130117623672 1-10°36 6637|50|5-1036|1.10°°
0.07441372137027373177901851156938182265
250 | 1.192213402686855883047193551130117623672 1-10°36| 12847|50|5-1036|2.10°
0.07441372137027373177901851156938182265
200 | 250 | 1.1922134026868558830471935511301176219552539344P802L6- 10 51 | 18788| 68| 7-104°| 8-10°8
0.074413721370273731779018511569381823164472321183946
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TABLE 2. Comparing values afiz(s) together with different error estimateld & 100,WP= 100,56 = 10°7).

n Bs(s) = Z3(1-9)/23(9)/Ws(s), s=}+ni 6s-¢s K | maxa [¢5- ¢

1 0.523127151694381217718).8522546468985216757881-102° | 27| 6-1021 | 8.10° | 8.-10°17

2 0.777709870863430801402.62862338228989365730[L3-102 | 24| 1-102°| 3.108 | 1.-10°16

3 0.810307536439650550899).5860048603801033275801-10°20 | 24| 9-1021 | 2.108 | 4.10°16

4 0.7841160262981436609370.6206142580560076680i734-102° | 27| 1-101°|9.108 | 6.-10°16

5 0.620614258056007668073.7099076491990781413il7 4-10°1° | 26| 4-10°18 | 2.10°10| 7.10°16

6 0.473769476721985155010.8806488987823560359054-102° | 26| 2-10°18 | 2.10° | 1-10°15

7 | —0.982666838048427466639.1853803802992798506602-10°19 | 26| 1-1018|9.10° | 1.-10°14

8 0.947280945444430850195.3204041360499349472813-101° | 26 | 2.1018 | 1.108 | 2.10°15

9 0.678702274737248216708).7344135226604183662201-10°18 | 26 | 31018 | 1.108 | 1.10°15

10 | —0.06335576668736108160M.997991005384044865561L2-10 18 | 26| 5.10718 | 2.108 | 5.10°1°

TABLE 3. Comparing values afi(s) (N = 100,WP= 100,6 = 107 7).

n 94 (3 +ni) $a(s) = Za(1—9)/Z4(3)/Wa(9) 08 —6a) K [Ak|  maxd
1 | —0.26326018613731770.9647248697918721 —0.26326018613731760.9647248697918723 2-10° 16 | 27| 5.1014| 7.10°8
2 | —0.70214407125948310.7120349030736887 —0.70214407125948270.7120349030736895 9-10 16 | 25| 3.1013 | 5.10°8
3 | —0.99125206235268650.13198238095119%1 —0.99125206235268680.1319823809511939 1-10 1> | 24| 6-1012| 5.10°°
4 | 0.21484276121529420.9766486512320531 0.21484276121529200.9766486512320534 2-10° 15 | 26| 3.1013|8-10°8
5 | —0.87496764644244980.4841813892323421 —0.87496764644244840.4841813892323440 2-10°15 | 24| 3-1012| 3.10°8
6 | —0.07323872108851280.9973144387470341 —0.07323872108851460.9973144387470371 2-10°1° | 24| 2.1011| 1.10°8
7 | —0.02999080753895910.9995501745601175 —0.02999080753894980.9995501745601176 9-10° | 24| 4.1011| 3.10°8
8 0.85545989167201250.5178690700751991 0.85545989167217160.5178690700748949 3-10°13 | 24| 1-10710| 1.10°8
9 0.71634718992801850.6977440099938026 0.71634718992801960.6977440099938012 2-101° | 24| 2.1010| 7.10°8
10 | —0.73580333126639730.6771952877104747 —0.73580333126639250.6771952877104797 7-101° | 24|3.1010| 1.10°7

SdPHO FTONVIYL IHOIH NO SNOILONNL VL3Z 943973S 40 NOILVLNdINOD
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