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Abstract

The quantum Rabi model (QRM), one of the fundamental models used to describe light and
matter interaction, has a deep mathematical structure revealed by the study of its spectrum.
In this paper, directly from the explicit formulas for the partition function we derive various
limits of the spectral zeta function with respect to the systems parameters of the asymmetric
quantum Rabi model (AQRM), a generalization obtained by adding a physically significant
parameter to the QRM. In particular, we consider the limit corresponding to the growth of
the coupling strength to infinity recently studied by Fumio Hiroshima using resolvent analysis.
The limits obtained in this paper are given in terms of the Hurwitz zeta function and other L-
functions, suggesting further relations between spectral zeta function of quantum interaction
models and number theory.
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1 Introduction

The quantum Rabi model (QRM) is widely recognized as one of the most fundamental models in
quantum optics [8, 3]. Partly because of its applications for quantum information technologies, it
has been in the research spotlight in experimental and theoretical physics in recent years [4]. In
particular, due to advances in experimental technology, parameters regimes have been achieved in
which the approximation using the Jaynes-Cummings model [8], a simpler model with an explicit
description of the spectrum, is no longer valid, thus making the study of the QRM and its spectrum
essential. Recently, the mathematical aspects underlying its spectrum have also been studied from
different points of view, including stochastic analysis (Feynman-Kac’s integrals [6, 7]), asymptotic
analysis (large eigenvalue asymptotics [2] and the Weyl law [23, 19], see also Braak conjecture on
eigenvalue distribution [3]), representation theory (generalized orthogonal polynomials, confluent
Heun ODE, sl2-picture [24, 10], the infinite symmetric group [18]) and number theory (spectral
zeta functions and their special values [23, 19], geometry of hyperelliptic curves and surfaces [20]).

A generalization of the QRM of considerable mathematical interest despite the apparent sim-
plicity of its definition is the asymmetric quantum Rabi model (AQRM) [3]. The Hamiltonian of
the AQRM is given by

Hε := ωa†a+ ∆σz + g(a+ a†)σx + εσx,

where a† and a are the creation and annihilation operators of the bosonic mode, i.e. [a, a†] = 1
and

σx =

[
0 1
1 0

]
, σz =

[
1 0
0 −1

]
are the Pauli matrices, 2∆ is the energy difference between the two levels, g denotes the coupling
strength between the two-level system and the bosonic mode with frequency ω (subsequently, we
set ω = 1 without loss of generality) and ε is a real number. The Hamiltonian of the QRM is H0,
that is, it corresponds to the case ε = 0.
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The term εσx in Hε corresponds to spontaneous flips of the two-level system and appears
naturally in implementations with flux qubits [16] (see also the recent experimental study [25]
toward to realize qubits using superconductivity). This term breaks the Z2(= Z/2Z)-symmetry of
the Hamiltonian of QRM. Prior to the study in [13] it was believed that the AQRM did not posses
apparent symmetries, and that no level crossings should be expected in the spectral curve for any
ε 6= 0 (instead, see [11] for the case of the QRM). However, level crossings and the quasi-exact
solution (Juddian eigenvalues) were observed when ε = 1

2 in [13] and later proved in [24]. Now, it
is known [10] that when ε is a half integer the AQRM has a quasi-exact (exceptional) spectrum
that turns to be doubly degenerate (energy level crossing) just like the QRM. Conversely, the
quasi-exact eigenstates are not doubly degenerate when ε /∈ 1

2Z.
In the recent workshop “Rabi and Spin Boson models” held in Kyushu University, Fumio

Hiroshima presented a study on the behaviour of the quantum Rabi model in the weak limit
g → ∞ by a study of the resolvent. The main result is that, in the sense of the resolvent, the
spectrum of the QRM Hamiltonian shifted by g2, that is,

Ĥ = H0 + g2

converges to that of a pair of quantum harmonic oscillators (QHO). In the case of the AQRM the
spectrum of Hε + g2 in the weak limit is essentially given by that of the spectrum of the pair of
displaced QHO

a†a+ ε, a†a− ε.
Note that the limiting eigenvalue distribution for g →∞ depends only on the flip parameter ε and
not on the parameter ∆.

The main purpose of this paper is to obtain this result in terms of the spectral zeta function
using the explicit formulas for the partition function and the heat kernel in [18, 19, 17] (cf. Remark
3.2 below). From the explicit formulas, the limit is computed in an elementary way, highlighting
the good convergence properties of the series which describes the partition function and heat kernel

formulas. The partition function Z
(ε)
R (β; g,∆) of the AQRM is given by the trace of the Boltzmann

factor e−βE(µ), E(µ) being the energy of a state µ, that is,

Z
(ε)
R (β; g,∆) := Tr[e−tHε ] =

∑
µ∈Λ

e−βE(µ),

where Λ denotes the set of all possible (eigen-)states of Hε. Then, the Hurwitz-type spectral zeta
function is given by

ζ
(ε)
R (s; τ) :=

∞∑
j=1

(λ
(ε)
j + τ)−s =

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

ts−1Z
(ε)
R (β; g,∆)e−tτdt, (1)

where λ
(ε)
i are the (ordered) eigenvalues in the spectrum of Hε. Note that the multiplicity of each

eigenvalue is less than or equal to 2 (see [10]).
The main result of this paper is that after setting τ = g2 +N for some sufficiently large integer

N ∈ Z≥0 (with respect to ∆ and |ε|), we have

lim
g→∞

ζ
(ε)
R (s; τ) = lim

g→∞

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

ts−1Z
(ε)
R (β; g,∆)e−tτdt

= ζ(s,N + ε) + ζ(s,N − ε),

where ζ(s, a) is the Hurwitz zeta function. Particularly, under certain physically reasonable con-
ditions on ∆, we have

lim
g→∞

ζ
(0)
R (s; g2 +N) = 2ζ(s),

where ζ(s) is the Riemann zeta function.
We note that the displacement τ = g2 + N is actually necessary for the convergence, as illus-

trated numerically in the spectral curves in Figure 1 for the case of the QRM. It also becomes
apparent in the proof of the main result of this paper in Section 3.2.
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Figure 1: Spectral curves for ε = 0 and ∆ = 1

2 The partition function of the AQRM

Let us first recall the formula of the partition function of the AQRM (see [17] and [18, 19] for the
case of the QRM). The formulas for the heat kernel and the partition function are expressed by
uniformly convergent series running over β · ∆, that is, the time weighted by the parameter ∆.
These series may also be interpreted as a type of discrete path integral (see Figure 1 in [18]). Here,
the discrete paths appear as representatives of the orbits of the action of the infinite symmetric
group S∞ on Z∞2 (cf. Appendix C in [19]).

Proposition 2.1. The partition function Z
(ε)
R (β)(= Z

(ε)
R (β; g,∆)) of the AQRM is given by the

uniformly convergent series

Z
(ε)
R (β) =

2eg
2β

1− e−β

[
ch(εβ)

+

∞∑
λ=1

(β∆)2λ

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

Θ2λ(g, β,µ2λ) ch

[
εβ

(
1− 2

2λ∑
γ=1

(−1)γµγ

)]
µ2λ

]
,

where

Θ2λ(g, β,µ2λ) := exp

(
−2g2 coth(β2 ) + 4g2 ch(β(1− µ2λ))

sh(β)
+ ξ2λ(µ2λ, β) + ψ−2λ(µ2λ, β)

)
with

ξλ(µλ, t) := − 8g2

sh(t)
sh
(

1
2 t(1− µλ)

)2
(−1)λ

λ∑
γ=0

(−1)γ ch(tµγ)

− 4g2

sh(t)

∑
0≤α<β≤λ−1

β−α≡1 (mod 2)

(ch(t(1− µβ+1))− ch(t(1− µβ))) (ch(tµα)− ch(tµα+1)),

ψ−λ (µλ, t) :=
4g2

sh(t)

[
λ∑
γ=0

(−1)γ sh
(
t
(

1
2 − µγ

))]2

for λ ≥ 1 and µλ = (µ1, µ2, · · · , µλ) and where µ0 = 0.

Remark 2.1. It is worth noting that the contribution of the flip parameter ε in the formula of the

partition function is limited to ch(εβ) and ch
[
εβ
(

1− 2
∑2λ
γ=1(−1)γµγ

)]
in the integrand.
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First, we consider a simple example that is used later in the proof of the main results.

Example 2.1. We note that the partition function formula above is valid even for the case g = 0.
In particular, in this case we have

Z
(ε)
R (β) =

2

1− e−β

[
ch(εβ)

+

∞∑
λ=1

(β∆)2λ

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

ch

[
εβ

(
1− 2

2λ∑
γ=1

(−1)γµγ

)]
µ2λ

]
.

Therefore, the series

ch(εβ) +

∞∑
λ=1

(β∆)2λ

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

ch

[
εβ

(
1− 2

2λ∑
γ=1

(−1)γµγ

)]
µ2λ,

converges for β > 0 (see also Example 3.5).

Let us now consider some estimates for the functions appearing in Z
(ε)
R (β) that are used in the

proof of the main result in Section 3.2. First, we note the elementary identities

coth( t2 ) =
ch(t) + 1

sh(t)
, sh2( t2 ) =

ch(t)− 1

2
. (2)

For the function ψ−2λ(µλ, t), since µγ ≤ µγ+1 we see that

2λ∑
γ=0

(−1)γ sh
(
t
(

1
2 − µγ

))
= sh( t2 ) +

λ∑
γ=1

(
sh
(
t
(

1
2 − µ2γ

))
− sh

(
t
(

1
2 − µ2γ−1

)))
≤ sh( t2 ).

Therefore, using (2) we obtain

ψ−λ (µλ, t) ≤
4g2 sh2( t2 )

sh(t)
=

2g2 (ch(t)− 1)

sh(t)
.

Similarly, for ξλ(µλ, t), we have

λ∑
γ=0

(−1)γ ch(tµγ) = 1 +

λ∑
γ=1

(
ch
(
t
2µ2γ

)
− ch

(
t
2µ2γ−1

))
≥ 1,

and

ch(t(1− µγ+1))− ch(t(1− µγ)) ≤ 0,

ch(tµγ)− ch(t(1− µγ+1)) ≤ 0,

for γ ≥ 0. It follows that

ξ2λ(µλ, t) ≤ −
8g2

sh(t)
sh2
(

1
2 t(1− µ2λ)

)
= − 4g2

sh(t)
(ch (t(1− µ2λ))− 1) .

Remark 2.2. There are similar series expressions for the heat kernel of the Kondo model in [1]
and Spin-Boson models in [12]. Precisely, the former derives an explicit matrix element (for the
ground state) of the heat kernel. The latter treats models having infinitely many freedom and
contains the QRM as a special model (only one freedom). However, its heat kernel is in fact a
certain approximation derived by a stochastic integral and there are infinite changes of sign in the
series expansion of the heat kernel. Hence, in both cases we can not obtain the analytical formula
of partition function.
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3 The zeta limit of the spectrum

Let H be a self-adjoint operator acting on a Hilbert space H with spectrum consisting only of
eigenvalues with uniformly bounded multiplicity. The corresponding Hurwitz-type spectral zeta
function ζH(s, τ) is defined by the Dirichlet series

ζH(s, τ) =
∑

λ∈Spec(H)

1

(λ+ τ)s
.

Here, we assume that ζH(s, τ) is absolutely convergent for <(s) > σ ∈ R possibly after imposing
certain conditions on the parameter τ .

Example 3.1. For the quantum harmonic oscillator with Hamiltonian

Q = a†a+
1

2

the eigenvalues are given by n + 1
2 for n ∈ Z≥0. The spectral zeta function ζQ(s, τ) is then given

by the Hurwitz zeta function ζ(s, τ + 1
2 ). In particular, we have

ζQ(s, 0) = (2s − 1)ζ(s).

Let us suppose now that the operator H = H(a) depends on a parameter a ∈ C. We are
interested in computing limit

lim
a→A

ζH(s, τ) (3)

for a given A ∈ C∪{∞}. In general, it may not be possible to compute the limit from the defining
series expression even in the region of absolute convergence.

Example 3.2. The Jaynes-Cummings model [8], already mentioned in the introduction, provides a
good approximation of the QRM in certain parameter regimes. A particular point is that this model
has a U(1)-symmetry that allows the explicit computation of the spectrum in an elementary way
(see e.g. [5]). It follows that the spectral zeta function ζJC(s, τ) of the Jaynes-Cummings model,
after a parameter normalization, is given by

ζJC(s, τ) =
∞∑
n=0

1

(n+ 1
2 ±

√
∆2 + g2(n+ 1) + τ)s

,

and is absolutely convergent in <(s) > 1 for τ ∈ R large enough. Here, the parameter g and ∆
have the same interpretation as in the case of the AQRM. We also note that it was recently proved
in [15] that ζJC(s, τ) can be meromorphically continued to the whole complex plane with a unique
simple pole at s = 1.

For the Jaynes-Cummings model, we can actually compute certain limits of the spectral zeta
function directly from the series expression in the region of absolute convergence. Concretely, we
have

lim
g→0

ζJC(s, τ) = ζ(s, 1
2 + ∆ + τ) + ζ(s, 1

2 −∆ + τ)

and

lim
∆→0

ζJC(s, τ) =

∞∑
n=0

1

(n+ 1
2 ± g

√
n+ 1 + τ)s

.

Note that the limit ∆ → 0 of the Jaynes-Cummings spectral zeta function is actually a more
complicated function than that of the QRM (see Example 3.3 below). One explanation is that
since the Jaynes-Cummings model is the RWA (rotating wave approximation) of the QRM, it
partially breaks the natural mathematical structure of the QRM.
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Furthermore, it is known that ζH(s, τ) is given by the Mellin transform of the partition function
ZH(t) of H, that is,

ζH(s, τ) =
1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

ts−1ZH(t)e−tτdt, <(s) > σ. (4)

Therefore, if an explicit form of the partition function ZH(t) is known, it may be possible to directly
compute the limit (3). We call the resulting limit the zeta limit of the spectrum (or spectral zeta
limit) and we assume the existence of an explicit formula for ZH(t) that allows its computation.

In particular, the spectral zeta limit (3) may be computed as

lim
a→A

ζH(s, τ) = lim
a→A

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

ts−1ZH(t)e−tτdt

=
1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

ts−1 lim
a→A

ZH(t)e−tτdt, (5)

if the limit exists. Here, ZH(t) should satisfy certain properties to allow for the interchange of
limit and series or integrals.

In this paper we consider only the case of the spectral zeta function of the AQRM. To sim-
plify the discussion on convergence we make the following assumption on τ throughout the rest of
discussion.

Assumption 3.1. For the AQRM, the parameter τ is given by τ = g2 +N with

N = [∆ + |ε|+ 1],

where [x] is the integer part of x ∈ R.

With this assumption, it is not difficult to verify that

τ + λ > 0

for any eigenvalue of the AQRM, that the Mellin integral expression (4) holds when <(s) > 1 and
that the change of limit and integration in (5) is valid (see e.g. [23] for the QRM case).

3.1 Some basic spectral zeta limits for the AQRM

The spectral zeta limits of the AQRM corresponding to the vanishing of the parameters g,∆ can
be verified in a direct way. For these examples, the Hamiltonian exists in the limiting case and we
observe that the zeta limit of the spectrum corresponds to the spectral zeta function of the limit
of the Hamiltonian, as expected.

Example 3.3. The spectral zeta limit for ∆→ 0 is given by

lim
∆→0

ζ
(ε)
R (s; τ) =

2

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

βs−1eβ(g2−τ)

1− e−β
ch(εβ)dβ

= ζ(s, τ + ε− g2) + ζ(s, τ − ε− g2)

= ζ(s,N + ε) + ζ(s,N − ε).

Note that this corresponds with the case

lim
∆→0

Hε = a†a+ g(a+ a†)σx + εσx + τ,

which, after an elementary transformation, is the Hamiltonian of a displaced (matrix-valued) Har-
monic oscillator.
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Example 3.4. For ε = 0, the spectral zeta limit g → 0 is given by

lim
g→0

ζ
(0)
R (s; τ) =

2

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

dβ
βs−1e−βN

1− e−β
∞∑
λ=0

(β∆)2λ

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

µ2λ

=
2

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

dβ
βs−1e−βN

1− e−β
∞∑
λ=0

(β∆)2λ

(2λ)!
=

2

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

dβ
βs−1e−βN ch(β∆)

1− e−β

= ζ(s,N + ∆) + ζ(s,N −∆).

In this case, the corresponding limit of the Hamiltonian is

lim
g→0

H0 = a†a+ ∆σz +N,

which realizes a pair of decoupled harmonic oscillators.

Example 3.5. In general, when g = 0, the Hamiltonian is given by

Hε = a†a+ ∆σz + εσx.

Hence, the diagonalization of the matrix shows that the spectrum is given by Z≥0 ±
√

∆2 + ε2.
From this, it follows that

lim
g→0

ζ
(ε)
R (s; τ) = ζ(s,N +

√
∆2 + ε2) + ζ(s,N −

√
∆2 + ε2).

We note that this formula first appeared in [23] for the case ε = 0. A direct verification from

the limit is highly non-trivial, nevertheless it shows a finer structure of limg→0 ζ
(ε)
R (s; τ) from the

viewpoint of zeta functions (see Section 5.3).

3.2 The spectral zeta limit for g →∞
In this section we give the main result of the paper, that is, the spectral zeta limit of the AQRM
as g →∞. In this case, in contrast with the discussion in Section 3.1, the limit of the Hamiltonian
cannot be nicely defined in a naive way (see, e.g. [22]). Nevertheless, the spectral zeta limit exists
and agrees with the results of Fumio Hiroshima for the weak limit g →∞ using resolvent analysis.

Theorem 3.2. Let τ = g2 +N be given as in Assumption 3.1. The spectral zeta limit as g →∞
of ζ

(ε)
R (s; τ) is

lim
g→∞

ζ
(ε)
R (s; τ) = ζ(s,N + ε) + ζ(s,N − ε).

In particular, if ε = 0 and 0 < ∆ < 1, we have

lim
g→∞

ζ
(0)
R (s; g2 + 1) = 2ζ(s).

Proof. By the estimates of Section 2, the argument of the exponential in Θ2λ(g, β,µ2λ) is

− 2g2 coth(β2 ) + 4g2 ch(β(1− µ2λ))

sh(β)
+ ξ2λ(µ2λ, β) + ψ−2λ(µ2λ, β),

≤ g2

sh(β)
(−2 ch(β)− 2 + 4 ch(β(1− µ2λ))− 4 ch (β(1− µ2λ)) + 4 + 2 ch(β)− 2)

= 0. (6)

Using this estimate and taking into account Example 2.1, by the dominated convergence we
only need to consider the limits

lim
g→∞

Θ2λ(g, β,µ2λ),

7



for λ > 0. Note that the only possibility for the equality in (6) is that µ2γ−1 = µ2γ for γ =
1, 2, · · · , λ. We may thus write the integral in the limit as∫

· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

exp

(
g2

sh(β)
f2λ(g,µ2λ)

)
ch [ε (β + η2λ(µ2λ, β))] dµ2λ,

where for any g > 0, fλ(g,µ2λ) is negative a.e. in the domain, that is, except for the zero-measure
set {

(x1, · · · , x2λ) ⊂ [0, 1]2λ
∣∣x2γ−1 = x2γ , γ = 1, 2, · · · , λ

}
.

Therefore

lim
g→∞

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

exp

(
g2

sh(β)
f(g,µ2λ)

)
ch [ε (β + η2λ(µ2λ, β))] dµ2λ = 0.

Thus, the limit of the partition function is

lim
g→∞

Z
(ε)
R (β; g,∆)e−β(g2+N) =

e−(N−ε)β + e−(N+ε)β

1− e−β
,

whence the result follows immediately from the definition (1) and the Mellin transform expression
of the Hurwitz zeta function.

Remark 3.1. As mentioned in the introduction, the choice τ = g2 + N in Assumption 3.1 and,
in particular, the parameter N depend on the scale of values of ∆ and |ε|, and are indispensable
in the proof of Theorem 3.2. This choice also meets the known result in [22] that shows that the
actual limit g → ∞ requires the additive renormalization g2(= g2/ω). The need for the additive
normalizing may also be verified directly without numerical computation by computing the scalar
product of the eigenstates of the two shifted oscillators with the same energy and noting that it
goes to zero for g →∞ for the QRM (the case where ε = 0). On the other hand, for the expression
of the heat semigroup of the QRM and the Spin-Boson model described by the Feynman–Kac
integrals [6, 7], it is not straightforward to see the effect of the additive renormalization above, i.e.
the shift g2 cannot be found there.

Remark 3.2. Due to a possible existence of iso-spectral operators, it is worth noting that the
existence of zeta limit of the spectrum does not imply the convergence of the Hamiltonian in a
stronger sense. This is a sort of example of the famous Kac’s drum problem [9] and we leave a
more detailed discussion for another occasion including a comparison of the notion of zeta limit
with other modes of convergence for operators.

3.3 A remark on the limit of the heat kernel

In view of the spectral zeta limit, it is natural to consider the effect of the limit g →∞ in the heat

kernel K
(ε)
R of Hε + g2. From the definition, it is easy to see that we obtain K

(ε)

R by multiplying

e−τt = e−(g2+N)t to the heat kernel K
(ε)
R . Concretely, we have

K
(ε)

R (x, y, t) = e−NtK(x, y, t)

∞∑
λ=0

(t∆)λΦλ(x, y, t),

where K(x, y, t) is the Mehler kernel (for the harmonic oscillator), and Φλ(x, y, t) = Φλ(x, y, t; g, ε)
is a 2× 2-matrix valued function defined with an iterated integral (see [17] for the full expression).

We remark here that the partition function Z
(ε)
R (β; g,∆) is given by

Z
(ε)
R (β; g,∆) =

∫
R

trK
(ε)
R (x, x, t)dx.

8



Using the estimates of Section 2 (see also Section 4 below), it is not difficult to verify that

lim
g→∞

Φλ(x, y, t) = 0,

the zero matrix, for λ > 0. In contrast to the partition function, the term corresponding to λ = 0
in the series is given by

exp
(
− 1+e−2t

2(1−e−2t) (x2 + y2) + 2e−txy
1−e−2t − 2g2 tanh( t2 )

)
√
π(1− e−2t)

[
cosh − sinh
− sinh cosh

](√
2g(x+ y)

1− e−t

1 + e−t
+ εt)

)
,

multiplied by e−Nt and it follows the limit for g →∞ is the zero matrix. Consequently, we verify
that

lim
g→∞

K
(ε)

R (x, y, t) = 0,

where the changes of limit and integral and series are allowed by the uniform convergence of the
series defining the heat kernel.

The vanishing of the heat kernel may appear surprising in light of the spectral zeta limit of
Theorem 3.2. However, it is consistent since the heat kernel must satisfy the heat equation

∂

∂t
K

(ε)

R (x, y, t) = −
(
Hε + g2 +N

)
K

(ε)

R (x, y, t),

but the limit of the Hamiltonian Hε + g2 is not defined at the limit g →∞ (only the weak-limit).
Therefore, the limit of the heat kernel vanishes making the heat equation hold trivially.

4 Zeta limit of the parity decomposition for the QRM

In this section we consider spectral zeta limits for the parity decomposition of the QRM (that is,
ε = 0). Surprisingly, but naturally in the sense of the Z2-symmetry of the QRM, we show that in
addition to Hurwitz zeta functions, L-functions corresponding to the Dirichlet character modulo 2
appears.

We first recall some of the basic facts of the symmetry for the case of the QRM. The Hamiltonian
H0 of the QRM possesses a Z2-symmetry observed by the existence of a parity operator

Π := −σze−iπa
†a

satisfying [Π, H0] = 0 having eigenvalues {±1}. Consequently, the direct decomposition of the full
space L2(R) ⊗ C2 into invariant subspaces (corresponding to the positive and negative parity) is
given by

L2(R)⊗ C2 = H+ ⊕H−, H± ' L2(R).

The Hamiltonians H± acting on each parity subspaces are given by

H± = a†a+ g(a+ a†)±∆T̂ ,

where (T̂ψ)(z) := ψ(−z), for ψ ∈ L2(R), is the reflection operator acting on L2(R). According to
this parity decomposition, the heat kernel of the QRM is decomposed (Theorem 4.4 [18]) as

K
(0)

R (x, y, t) = K
+

R(x, y, t)⊕K−R(x, y, t).

The partition function Z±R (β; g,∆) of the HamiltonianH± corresponding to each parity is computed
directly from the corresponding heat kernels.

9



Proposition 4.1. (Corollary 4.1 of [18]) The partition function Z±R (β) for the parity Hamiltonian
H± is given by

Z±(β) =
eg

2β

1− e−β

[
1 +

∞∑
λ=1

(β∆)2λ

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

Θ2λ(g, β,µ2λ)dµ2λ

]

∓ eg
2β

1 + e−β

[ ∞∑
λ=0

(β∆)2λ+1

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ+1≤1

Ξ2λ+1(g, β,µ2λ+1)dµ2λ+1

]

with

Ξ2λ+1(g, β,µ2λ+1) = exp
(
−2g2 tanh(β2 ) + ξ2λ+1(µ2λ+1, β) + ψ+

2λ+1(µ2λ+1, β)
)
,

and

ψ+
λ (µλ, t) :=

4g2

sh(t)

[
λ∑
γ=0

(−1)γ ch
(
t
(

1
2 − µγ

))]2

.

The spectral zeta functions ζ±R (s; τ) of the parity Hamiltonians H± are defined in a straigth-
forward way. Obviously, we have

ζ
(0)
R (s; τ) = ζ+

R (s; τ) + ζ−R (s; τ).

As in the case of the spectral zeta limit of (A)QRM, we take τ = g2+N satisfying the conditions
of Assumption 3.1 to ensure asymptotic and convergence properties of the partition functions and
the spectral zeta limit.

Since ζ±R (s; τ) is expressed by the Mellin transform of Z±(β; g,∆) respectively, by the same
reasoning essentially used in Sections 3.1, we have the following spectral result. As customary, for
a Dirichlet character χ, the L-function Lχ(s, τ) is defined by

Lχ(s, τ) =

∞∑
n=0

χ(n)

(n+ τ)s
.

Theorem 4.2. Let τ = g2 + N . Let χ be the Dirichlet character defined by χ(n) = (−1)n, then
we have the following spectral zeta limit for g → 0 and ∞.

1. When g → 0, we have

lim
g→0

ζ±R (s; τ) =
1

2
{ζ(s,N + ∆) + ζ(s,N −∆)∓ (Lχ(s,N + ∆)− Lχ(s,N −∆))}

2. When g →∞, we have
lim
g→∞

ζ±R (s; τ) = ζ(s,N).

Proof. In the same way as in Example 3.4, one has

lim
g→0

ζ±R (s; τ) =
1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

βs−1e−Nβ ch(β∆)

1− e−β
dβ ∓ 1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

βs−1e−Nβ sh(β∆)

1 + e−β
dβ.

Here we compute∫ ∞
0

βs−1e−Nβ sh(β∆)

1 + e−β
dβ =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n
∫ ∞

0

βs−1e−(n+N)β sh(β∆)dβ

10



and, hence it follows that

2

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

βs−1e−Nβ sh(β∆)

1 + e−β
dβ =

∞∑
n=0

(−1)n(n+N + ∆)−s −
∞∑
n=0

(−1)n(n+N −∆)−s

= Lχ(s,N + ∆)− Lχ(s,N −∆).

This proves the first assertion.
For the second, let us proceed as in the case of Theorem 3.2. First, let us note that for λ ≥ 0,

it is straightforward to verify

ξ2λ+1(µ2λ+1, t) ≤
8g2

sh(t)
sh2
(

1
2 t(1− µ2λ)

)
(1− ch(tµ2λ+1)) ,

and

ψ+
λ (µ2λ+1, t) ≤

4g2

sh(t)

(
ch( t2 )− ch(t( 1

2 − µ2λ+1))
)2
.

The following identity may also be easily verified by direct computation

ch( t2 )− ch(t( 1
2 − µ2λ+1) = 2 sh( tµ2λ+1

2 ) sh( t2 (1− µ2λ+1)),

and therefore, using this identity and (2) we see that ξ2λ+1(µ2λ+1, t)+ψ+
2λ+1(µ2λ+1, t) is bounded

above by

4g2

sh(t)

(
2 sh2

(
1
2 t(1− µ2λ+1)

)
(1− ch(tµ2λ+1)) +

(
ch( t2 )− ch(t( 1

2 − µ2λ+1))
)2)

=
8g22 sh2

(
1
2 t(1− µ2λ+1)

)
sh(t)

(
1− ch(tµ2λ+1) + 2 sh2( t2 (µ2λ+1)

)
=

8g22 sh2
(

1
2 t(1− µ2λ+1)

)
sh(t)

(1− ch(tµ2λ+1) + ch(tµ2λ+1)− 1)

= 0.

Therefore, for λ ≥ 0 we see that

Ξ2λ+1(g, β,µ2λ+1) ≤ exp(−2g2 tanh(β2 )),

and following the proof of Theorems 3.2 we obtain

lim
g→∞

Z±(β; g,∆)e−β(g2+N) =
e−βN

1− e−β
,

whence the result follows.

Remark 4.1. By Proposition 4.1 and the results of this section, we see that

lim
g→∞

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

βs−1
(
Z−(β)− Z+(β)

)
e−βτdt = 0.

To observe the contribution of the ∆ part as g →∞ we can consider a modification of the Mellin

transform where we multiply the integrand by e2g2 tanh(
β
2 ), or from a more general point of view,

consider the Mellin transform with respect to the bounded measure µ(β) on [0,∞) given by

dµ(β) = e2g2 tanh(
β
2 )dβ.

Following the proof of Theorem 3.2, we see that for λ > 0 the integrals still vanish but the summand
corresponding to λ = 0 remains and, for the same χ, we obtain

lim
g→∞

1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞
0

βs−1
(
Z−(β)− Z+(β)

)
dµ(β) = 2∆Lχ(s− 1).

11



5 Further remarks and discussion

In this section, we make some additional remarks related to the main results of this paper. First,
we discuss the convergence of the spectral curves and their behavior related to certain conjectures
in [20]. In addition, we show that the spectral zeta function of the QRM (i.e. ε = 0) gives an
interpolation of the Riemann zeta function ζ(s) between g = 0 and the limit g → ∞. Finally,
we show that the use of the explicit form of the partition function allows new expressions of the
spectral zeta function as infinite sums of Hurwitz zeta functions (or other Dirichlet L-series) by
considering the limit g → 0 as an example.

5.1 Spectral curves and convergence

As mentioned in the introduction, the behaviour of the spectrum at the limit g → ∞ may be
observed numerically by the spectral curves of the AQRM. In particular, the spectral curves (with
respect to g and the energy E) converge to the baselines y = N ± ε. Numerically, at least for a
small number of spectral curves the convergence appears to be rather fast. We also notice that
according to the value of ∆, the spectral curves may cross the baselines several times (we observe
that the number of crossings is O(N)) before the convergence as illustrated in Figure 2 (if the
spectral curves do not contain the shift g2 it is difficult to observe the convergence of the spectral
curves for large ∆, e.g. Figure 4 of [20]).

1 2 3 4
g

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

4

5
E

(a) ∆ = 1

1 2 3 4
g

-4

-2

0

2

4
E

(b) ∆ = 2

Figure 2: Spectral curves of Hε + g2 for ε = 3/2 for different ∆

The results of this paper supports the conjectures of [20] regarding the symmetry of the AQRM
when ε is an half integer, that is ε = `

2 for ` ∈ Z. In this case, it has been shown the existence of
a commuting operator J` satisfying

[J`, H `
2

] = 0,

(see [20] and also [14] for the discovery of such operators). Let us briefly recall the main conjec-
ture in [20]. For each half-integer ε = `

2 , the conjecture proposes the existence of a polynomial
p`(x; g,∆) ∈ Q[g,∆] of degree ` that links the existence of spectral degeneracy and symmetry
operators, and such that the associated curve (or surface)

y2 = p`(x; g,∆), (7)

controls the joint spectrum of Hε and the commuting operator J`. More precisely, we have

J2
` = p`(H `

2
; g,∆),

and the polynomial p`(x; g,∆) is essentially given by the quotient of two constraint polynomials
corresponding to degenerate eigenvalues of the AQRM [10].
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The conjecture also shows that the hyperelliptic curve defined by the equation (7) provides an
excellent approximation of the first ` eigenvalues of the spectrum as shown in Figure 3. Following
this conjucture, it is expected that the first ` eigenvalues of the AQRM are non-degenerate. This
is consistent with the results of the spectral zeta limit (these correspond to the first ` summands
of the series in the definition of ζ(s,N − `

2 )).
Moreover, in [20] it is noted that if Ker(J`) is trivial, then the commuting operator J` can be

normalized to define an involution operator. Note that the statement dim Ker(J`) = 0 is equivalent
to

p`(λ; g,∆) 6= 0,

for all eigenvalues λ ∈ Spec(Hε), which is difficult to verify (especially for the first ` eigenvalues).
The results of this paper (and the result of Fumio Hiroshima on the weak limit) suggest that

at the limit as g → ∞ of the parity operator J` must be J` = e−iπa
†a and thus J2

` = 1 and
dim Ker(J`) = 0, supporting the conjecture in [20].

(a) ε = 5
2
,∆ = 1 (b) ε = 10

2
,∆ = 2

Figure 3: Excellent approximation of spectral curves

5.2 Spectral zeta interpolation of ζ(s)

The Hamiltonian of the QRM may be considered as a type of (non-commutative) generalization of
the quantum harmonic oscillator. Indeed, by making the parameters g = ∆ = 0, the Hamiltonian
of the QRM is just a pair of uncoupled quantum harmonic oscillators (up to a constant shift).

The same holds for the spectral zeta function ζ
(0)
R (s; τ), since by Example 3.4 we see that

lim
g→0
∆→0

ζ
(0)
R (s; g2 + 1) = 2ζ(s).

Therefore, it is natural to regard the spectral zeta function of the QRM as a reasonable general-
ization of the Riemann zeta function.

Moreover, the the results of this paper show that the spectral zeta function of the QRM

ζ
(0)
R (s; g2 + 1), for 0 < ∆ ≤ 1 may be considered as a type of interpolation of the Riemann zeta

function with respect to the parameter g. In this case, by Theorem 3.2 we actually observe that

lim
g→∞

ζ
(0)
R (s; g2 + 1) = 2ζ(s).

From this point of view it is not unreasonable to raise questions such as how the zeros of the zeta
function behave under the interpolation (both trivial and non-trivial zeros) and the perturbation
of the Euler product in the intermediate values g > 0. A detailed study and clarification of the
nature and consequences of the interpolation is beyond the scope of the present paper. Here, we
just limit ourselves to point out an approach that may be considered a first step towards this goal.
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It is a classical result that the special value of ζ(s) at the negative integer −n is given by the
Bernoulli number Bn+1. Concretely, we have

ζ(−n) = −Bn+1

n+ 1
(n ≥ 1),

where Bk = Bk(0), the k-th Bernoulli number.
The Rabi-Bernoulli polynomials/numbers from the Appendix A in [19] are defined in the same

way to express the special values of the spectral zeta function of the QRM (these polynomials are

initially introduced in [23] by another way of the analytic continuation of ζ
(0)
R (s; τ)).

For k ≥ 1, we define the Rabi-Bernoulli polynomials (RB)k(τ, g2,∆) (see Lemma A.3 [18]) by
the equation

ζ
(0)
R (1− k; τ) = −2

k
(RB)k(τ, g2,∆).

for k ≥ 0. Here, for simplicity and to follow the assumptions of this paper, we take τ = g2 + 1 and
consider

(RB)k(g2,∆) := (RB)k(g2 + 1, g2,∆),

thus the first few Rabi-Bernoulli polynomial are given by

(RB)1(g2,∆2) = B1,

(RB)2(g2,∆2) = B2 + ∆2,

(RB)3(g2,∆2) = B3 + 3∆2B1 + 2g2∆2.

Note that directly from the expression of the Rabi-Bernoulli polynomials, it is not clear how to
interpret the interpolation. Let Ω(β) by defined by the equation

Z
(0)
R (β) =

Ω(t)

1− e−β
.

Then, more precisely speaking, the k-th Rabi-Bernoulli polynomial (RB)k(τ, g2,∆) ∈ R[τ, g2,∆2]
is defined through the equation

wΩ(w)e−(g2+1)w

1− e−w
= 2

∞∑
k=0

(−1)k(RB)k(g2,∆)

k!
wk,

and thus it is possible to interpret the limit g → ∞ of the Rabi-Bernoulli polynomials using the
methods of this paper.

Moreover, the Rabi-Bernoulli polynomial (RB)k(τ, g2,∆) is actually given by a the classical
Bernoulli polynomials. The following results give the explicit formula and allows the computation
of the Rabi-Bernoulli polynomials given above directly. Recall the Bernoulli polynomials Bk(x)
are given by

we−xw

1− e−w
=

∞∑
k=0

(−1)kBk(x)

k!
wk.

Proposition 5.1. [21]
For k ≥ 0, we have

(RB)k(g2,∆2) = (−1)kk!

(
k∑
i=0

(−1)k−i

(k − i)!
Ω(i)Bk−i(1)

)
,

where Ω(i) are defined as the coefficients of Ω(β) in the expansion

Ω(β) = 2eg
2

 ∞∑
j=0

Ω(j)βj

 .
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From this observation, we find that the special value of spectral zeta function ζ
(0)
R (1− k; g2) is

(up to the term Ω(k)) described as a linear combination of ζ(1− j) for 1 ≤ j ≤ k. From this fact,

we may expect that a “major part” of the ζ
(0)
R (s; g2) is given by the finite linear combination of

shifts of ζ(s). We leave the study of this problem in another occasion.

5.3 Spectral zeta limit for g → 0 as an infinite series of zeta functions

In Section 5.2 we discussed a possible relationship between the spectral zeta limit with (sums) of
the zeta functions for the QRM case. Here, we consider the AQRM (that is, ε 6= 0) and return to
the case already described in Example 3.5 and see that in the limit g → 0 the spectral zeta function
is given by infinite series of Hurwitz zeta functions. Therefore, while the direct evaluation of the
zeta limit of the spectrum may be difficult, the use of the Mellin transform integral expression of
the spectral zeta function actually reveals new information.

Concretely, we have

lim
g→0

ζ
(ε)
R (s; τ) =ζ(s,N + ε) + ζ(s,N − ε)

+

∞∑
λ=1

∆2λ
∑

0<p<2λ

[apζ(s− p,N + ε) + bpζ(s− p,N − ε) (8)

for some rational numbers ap, bp. To see this, it is enough to evaluate the integral∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µ2λ≤1

ch

[
εβ

(
1− 2

2λ∑
γ=1

(−1)γµγ

)]
µ2λ. (9)

Note that all the iterated integrals appearing in the expression (9) are evaluated at 1, µi for
i = 2λ, 2λ− 1, . . . , 1 and 0 at both ends of the interval in each step.

In practice, by defining the Jλ(t) by

Jλ(t) :=

∫
· · ·
∫

0≤µ1≤···≤µλ≤1

exp

[
t

(
1− 2(−1)λ

λ∑
γ=1

(−1)γµγ

)]
µλ (λ = 1, 2, 3, . . .),

it is immediate to see that the integral (9) is given by 1
2 (J2λ(εβ) + J2λ(−εβ)).

Next, we note by partial integration that

J1(t) =
2

2t
sh(t), J2(t) = − 2

(2t)2
sh(t) +

1

2t
et = − 1

2t
J1(−t) +

1

2t
J0(t)

upon defining J0(t) := et. Similarly, by multiple application of partial integration (i.e.
(
λ
2

)
-times)

we obtain

Jλ(t) =

[λ+1
2 ]∑

k=1

p
(λ)
k (t−1)Jλ−(2k−1)(−t) +

[λ2 ]∑
k=1

q
(λ)
k (t−1)Jλ−2k(t)

for some polynomials p
(λ)
k (x) and q

(λ)
k (x) with degree less than or equal to λ. In particular, it is not

difficult to see that q
(2λ)
λ (x) = 0. Actually, we may check the expression of Jλ(t) above by noting

that the sign change occurs when evaluating at 1 of the interval [µk, 1] for each step of integration
and then proceeding by induction.

Then, it follows from the expression of J2λ(t) above that for λ ∈ Z>0 each coefficient of (β∆)2λ

in Ω(t) is given by sums of the forms ϕλ1 ((εβ)−1) sh(εβ), ϕλ2 ((εβ)−1) ch(εβ) where ϕλj (x) (j = 1, 2)
are polynomials in x with rational coefficients of degree less than 2λ.
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A few examples are

ϕ1
1(x) =

1

2
x, ϕ1

2(x) = 0 i.e., the coefficient of β∆ =
1

2εβ
sh(εβ),

ϕ2
1(x) = −1

8
x3, ϕ2

2(x) =
1

8
x2 i.e., the coefficient of (β∆)2 =

1

2(2εβ)2
ch(εβ)− 1

(2εβ)3
sh(εβ).

Also, we find that the highest degree term of ϕλ1 ((εβ)−1) is (−1)λ−1(2εβ)−2λ+1 and the degree
of the polynomial ϕλ2 (x) is 2λ − 2. Indeed, the former claim holds since there are λ-times sign
changes arising from the exponent t(−1)γµγ of the integrand of J2λ(t) by the (2λ−1)-times iterated

integrals. The latter follows clearly from the fact q
(2λ)
λ (x) = 0. Hence the assertion in (8) follows

by taking the Mellin transform.
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