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WEYL’S LAW FOR COMPACT RANK ONE SYMMETRIC SPACES

ANUPAM PAL CHOUDHURY, SAI SRIHARSHA INDUKURI, AND RITWIK MUKHERJEE

ABSTRACT. Weyl’s law is a fundamental result governing the asymptotic behaviour of the eigenvalues
of the Laplacian. It states that for a compact d dimensional manifold M (without boundary), the
eigenvalue counting function Ns(A) has the following asymptotic growth

Wd

(2m)¢

A natural question is: when is the error term sharp and when can it be improved? It has been
known for a long time that the error term is sharp for the round sphere (since 1968). In contrast, it
has only recently been shown (in 2019) by Iosevich and Wyman that for the product of spheres, the
error term can be polynomially improved. They conjecture that a polynomial improvement should
be true for products in general.

In this paper we extend both these results to Compact Rank One Symmetric Spaces (CROSSes).
We show that for CROSSes, the error term is sharp. Furthermore, we show that for a product of
CROSSes, the error term can be polynomially improved. This gives further evidence to the conjecture
made by losevich and Wyman.

Nar(X) = Vol(M) ( ) A+ 0o,

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M,g) be a compact d-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary and let Ay be
the Laplace-Beltrami operator (acting on functions). Associated to this operator, we define the
eigenvalue counting function

Nar(X) := #{eigenvalues of Ay < A2},

In other words, Njs()\) is the number of eigenvalues of Ay less than or equal to A? (counted with
multiplicities). It is a fundamental result that the asymptotic growth of Njs(\) is governed by Weyl’s
law:

. Nu(N) wd

A—00

where wy is the volume of the unit ball in R%. A proof of (1) can be found in [2, page 95, corollary
2.43]; it uses the the asymptotic expansion of the heat kernel.

As with any question on asymptotics, it is natural to ask what can be said about the error
term. In 1920, Richard Courant showed that the error term is of the order of O(A%log()\)) ([5]).
Since then, an extensive amount of work has been done by mathematicians to study the error term.

It was shown by Lars Hormander in 1968 ([7]) that the error term is O(A?~!). He further
showed in that paper that the O(A?~!) error term is sharp for the round sphere S? (the special case
of the three dimensional sphere S was worked out earlier by Avacumovié in [1]).

Although the example of the sphere shows that the error, in general, can not be made better
than O(A4~1), it is still natural to ask under what special cases the error can be improved. In [6] and
[9], Duistermaat and Guillemin and Ivrii show that if the measure of all periodic geodesic billiards is
zero, then the error term can be improved (see [8, page 595, theorem 1.3] for the exact statement).

In [8], Iosevich and Wyman show [8, page 596, theorem 1.4] that for a product of at least two
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compact Riemannian manifolds without boundary, the hypothesis of Duistermaat and Guillemin and
Ivrii’s Theorem holds; hence the error term can be improved. But that is not all, they show that for
the product of spheres, the error term can be polynomially improved. More precisely, they show [8,
page 596, theorem 1.4] that if M is the product of n spheres, then

Wy
(2m)d

Based on this theorem, Tosevich and Wyman make the following conjecture.

Nur(\) = Vol(M) < ) A+ o, (2)

Conjecture 1.1. [8, page 597] Let M := My X ... x M, be the product of at least two compact
Riemannian manifolds without boundary. Then there exists a § > 0 such that

> A+ ONT179), (3)

Wd
(2m)d
In this paper, we give further evidence to support the above conjecture.

Before stating the main result of this paper, let us recall from [3, page 76] that a Compact
Rank One Symmetric Spaces (CROSS) is either the sphere S¢, the real projective space RPY, the
complex projective space CP?, the quaternionic projective space HP? or the two dimensional octo-
nionic projective space OP?. Note that aside from S' and RP! (which is again S' with a different
radius), all the other CROSSes have real dimension at least two. The main result of this paper is as
follows.

Ny (X)) = Vol(M) <

Theorem 1.2. Let M := My x...x M, be the product of at least two compact Riemannian manifolds
without boundary. Suppose each M; is one of the CROSSes of real dimension at least two. Then

wd
(2m)d

Nar(\) = Vol(M) < ) A O, (4)
Note that theorem 1.2 supports Conjecture 1.1, with § := Z—j_i
The second result of our paper is as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be one the CROSSes. Then the error term in Weyl’s law can not be improved.

2. STRUCTURE OF THE PAPER

In order to prove theorem 1.2, we use a fundamental lattice counting result proved by losevich and
Wyman [8, page 597, theorem 1.8]. The main observation of this paper is that their lattice counting
result applies to a much more general setting than spheres; in particular it applies to all CROSSes.

In section 3, we describe the general setup in which we can prove theorem 1.2. The approach
will work if the eigenvalues and multiplicities are explicitly given and a certain condition on the
multiplicity function can be verified.

In section 5 we show that theorem 1.2 is true for product of all manifolds whose multiplicity
function satisfies the symmetry condition. In the proof, we make extensive use of losevich and
Wyman’s lattice counting result. In section 6, we verify that the symmetry condition is indeed
satisfied for all the CROSSes.

Finally in section 7, we show that the error is sharp for a single CROSS.

3. SETUP AND NOTATION

Our set up is as follows. Let (M,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, with
dimension d > 2. We consider the eigenvalues of the Laplacian acting on functions. Assume that
the (square root of) the eigenvalues are given by

Ay ={Vauk) : E=0,1,2,...}, where ans (k) == Apk® + Bk + Chy. (5)
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Here A, By and Cyy are constants depending on M. We will assume that Ay is not zero, i.e.
AM > 0. (6)

Assume that the multiplicity of these eigenvalues are given by a degree d — 1 polynomial Ry (k).
Define

Qur(t) = Rur(t = 37— ). ()
We now state the crucial assumption that the multiplicity function Qs should satisfy: we assume
that
Qu(t) = CtT 1+ o(t), if d>2 and
Qu(t) = Ct, if d=2, (8)
where ¢(t) is a polynomial of degree at most d — 3 and C' is some constant.

Definition 3.1. Let (M,g) be a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary, with dimension
d > 2. If conditions (5), (6) and (8) are satisfied, then we will say that (M, g) is a W-manifold.

We have used the letter W in honour of Weyl.

The condition of being a W-manifold will play a crucial role in the proof of theorem 1.2. It
will also play a role in the proof of theorem 1.3. The main results of this paper can be rephrased by
the following three theorems.

Theorem 3.2. Let (M1, 1), (M2, g2),...,(My,gn) be W-manifolds of dimensions dy,da, . ..,d,. Let
M =My x My X ...x M,, and d:=dy+dy...+dp.
If n > 1, then

Nur(A) = Vol(M) <(2°jj)d> M40 (Ad—l—%ﬂ> .

Theorem 3.3. Let (M, g) be a W-manifold. Then the error term in Weyl’s law can not be improved.
Theorem 3.4. Compact Rank One Symmetric Spaces of real dimension d > 2 are W-manifolds.

We note that theorems 3.2, 3.3 and 3.4 immediately imply theorems 1.2 and 1.3.

4. A LATTICE COUNTING RESULT BY IOSEVICH AND WYMAN
In this section, we recall the lattice counting theorem proved by Iosevich and Wyman in [8].

Theorem 4.1. [8, page 597, theorem 1.8] Fiz y € R™ and let (di,ds,...,dg,1,...,1) € N be a
multiindex with d; > 2 for i = 1,...,k. Let p be a norm on R™ such that p~(1) is a smooth
hypersurface in R™ with nonvanishing Gaussian curvature. Defined :=dy+ ...+ dp +n—k. For a

weight function
k

F(z) = HX[O,oo)(ﬂfz') zf !
i=1
we have
> F(m)=)\ / F(z) dz + E()),
p=1([0,1])

me(Z"+y)
p(m)<A

where E(X) satisfies the bounds
E(\) =0 (Ad—l—’é—li>

uniformly in y.
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The following result is an immediate consequence of the previous theorem.

Theorem 4.2. Let di,ds,...,d, € ZZ2? and n > 2. Let yi,...,y, be fived n real numbers and
P, P, ... P, be fixred n positive real numbers. Then
3 mit = mi Tt = oa o (AT (9)

M1 —Y1,e ;Mo — Y €ZZ0
Pim3+..4Pym2 <)\?

where d :=dy +da ...+ d, and C is a constant.

Here, we use the norm p defined on R™ by
1
p(m) := (le% —I—---—l—ani)z , m=(mq,...,my) € R".

The crucial fact is that the ellipsoid p~*(1) has non vanishing Gaussian curvature. Let us now use
the above result to prove theorem 1.2 of this paper.

5. ERROR CAN BE POLYNOMIALLY IMPROVED FOR PRODUCTS OF W-MANIFOLDS: PROOF

Let us first prove an auxiliary result. In the subsequent statements, C' always refers to a constant.
We are going to make the standard abuse of notation in where we refer to different constants by the
same letter C.

Theorem 5.1. Let dy,ds,...,d, € Z2? and n > 2. let Qa,—1(t) be a degree d; — 1 polynomial in t,
that does not have a t%~2 term, i.e.

Qu,_1(t) = Cit%= Y4 oi(t), if d;>2  and

Qa,—1(t) = Cit, if d; =2, (10)
where C; is a constant and p;(t) is a polynomial of degree at most d; — 3. Let yi,...,y, be n fized

real numbers and Py, Py, ... P, be n fixed positive real numbers. Given a real number X, let N(\) be
defined as

N\ = > Qay—1(m1) - .. Qa,—1(mn), (11)

ml—yl,...,mn—ynEZZO
Prm2+...+Pym2 <aX2+b

where a € R>Y and b € R. Then,

n—1

N\ = CX? + o1 ni), (12)
where d :=dy +da ...+ d, and C is a constant.

Proof: Let us unwind the summand of N()). Let us denote the summation of the leading power as
Ti. The sum of the remaining powers will be denoted by T5. In other words,

Ty = > Cmi=t  mdnt, (13)

M1—=Y1,...;Mp —Yn €LZ0
Pim2+4..+Pym2 <aX2+b

Note that the sum total of the powers of all the m; is d — n.
Next, we note that 75 is a finite sum of the type

3 OmS...men, (14)
ml—yl,---,mn—ynEZZO
le%+...+an%§a)\2+b

where the sum of the total power e; + ...e, is at most d — n — 2 (due to the condition 10). In
particular, the sum total of the powers of m; in the summand of each of the terms of T5 is at least
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2 less than the sum total of the powers of the m; in the summand of 77.
Using theorem 4.2, we conclude that

T =C<aA2+b>g +O((a>\2+b)%(d—1—2—1i)), (15)
Using binomial theorem, we conclude that
(N + b)g = a2\ + O(A2), (16)
Combining (15) and (16), we conclude that
Ty = OM + O\ 1), (17)

Similarly, we again apply theorem 4.2 and the binomial theorem to each of the terms of T5. Doing
that, we conclude that T, will be given by the right hand side of (17) with d replaced by d — 2, i.e.

Ty = OX2 4 O3 1), (18)
However, (18) implies that
Ty = O(\472). (19)
Since N(A) = Ty + Ts, we conclude using (17) and (19), that
N() = X+ o), (20)
thereby proving theorem 5.1. O

We are now ready to prove theorem 3.2.

Proof of theorem 3.2: Let Ny (\) denote the eigenvalue counting function on M. Recall that
Nur(A) can be expressed as

Nu(\) = > Rar, (k1) ... Rz, (). (21)

k17---7kn€ZZO
anry (k1) Fang, (kn) <22

Let us now make a substitution

B, Bu,
= .. = — 22
my k’1+2AM1, s M k‘n+2AMn (22)
Let Quy, (t) be as defined by (7), i.e.
By
Qur, () == Ry, (t -5 Af‘j; ) (23)
With this, the counting function becomes
Ny (A) = Z Qur, (M) -+ Qur,, (M), (24)
m1—72i]§;1 ,---7mn—72i];;’; €720
Aprym3+..+An, mE<\+k
where k is given by
= - —C )
" ; (4AMz- Mi

Since each of the M; is a W-manifold, we can use theorem 5.1 and conclude that

Nar(A) = Ox¢ + O\ 1551, (25)
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The constant C' can now be obtained from Weyl’s law for compact manifolds without boundary.

6. CROSSES ARE W-MANIFOLDS: PROOF

We will now prove theorem 3.4, i.e. we will verify that all the CROSSes are W-manifolds.
First of all, we recall that the eigenvalues and multiplicities of the Laplacian can be packaged
together in the zeta function. If we are in the setting of section 3, we get that

Z Ras (k) exp(—ans(k)s). (26)

We will now use the results of the paper [ |, where the authors explicitly compute (y/(s) for all
CROSSes. Knowing (j/(s) immediately tells us what is aps(k) and Rps(k). Let us now explicitly
write down the zeta function for each of these spaces. Although the case of the sphere has been
worked out in [8], we will include it here for completeness.

6.1. Odd dimensional spheres. Let us start with the odd dimensional sphere M = $2¢-1 with
d > 3. Following [4, page 7, theorem 2.4], we conclude that

X ktd—1% k4 k2 + 2k(d — 1)
gM(S):z:( d—1 ET)GXP<_< A(d—1) >S> 27)
Comparing (27) with (26), we conclude that
2 _ L 2d-3 ,
(k) = (%ﬁdl)l)) and  Rug(k) = (kjl‘fl T k;”) (28)
j=1

Note that Rys(k) is a polynomial of degree 2d — 2. Now,

1 1
k) = k* + ~k = Ayk* + Buk
where Ay = 4(d ik , By = %,CM = 0 and therefore,
By
—d—1.
245 =d
Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that
2d—3 . 2d—3
t t—(d—1)+ t t+a;
t)y=Rpy(t—(d—1)) = = 29
Qult) = Rutt = (@ =) = 75 [1 = I e

where a; :=j—(d—1), j=1,...,2d - 3.
We claim that the coefficient of t2¢=3 in Qj/(t) is zero. To see this, we note that it is sufficient

to prove that the numerator of the coefficient of #24=% in sz 3 t+]a’ that is, Z?d 1~ a; is zero. Now,

2d—3 2d—3

> o= S odrny = CEICIE g a5,
j=1

2

and hence, we are done.
To finish the case of odd spheres, we also need to separately consider M = S3. Following [4,
page 6, equation 2.3 (a)], we conclude that
> k? + 2k
Gur(s) = Y (k + 1) exp ( - ( y )s)

k=0

(30)
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Comparing (30) with (26), we conclude that

ot - (452

Note that Ry/(k) is a polynomial of degree 2. Now,

and  Rp(k) = (k+ 1) (31)

1 1
o (k) = 1/& + 5k = Ank? + Bark + Oy,

where Ay = %,BM = %,C’M = 0 and therefore,

By
24y
Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that the coefficient of ¢ in the polynomial
Qum(t) = Rm(t —1) (32)

is zero. This completes all the odd spheres.

6.2. Even dimensional spheres. Next, we consider even dimensional spheres M = S2¢ with
d > 1. Following [4, page 8, theorem 3.2], we conclude that

oo 2d—2 .
B 2k +2d — 1 k+j k% + k(2d — 1)
CM(S)_Z( 2d — 1 H ] )eXp(_( 4d — 2 )3) (33)
k=0 j=1
Comparing (33) with (26), we conclude that
k2 + k(2d — 1) 2% +2d— 159 k+j
o (k) < id — 2 ) and (k) ( 2 — 1 ]1;[1 ] ) (34)
Note that Ry/(k) is a polynomial of degree 2d — 1. Now,
1 5, 2d—-1, 9
aM(k)—4d_2k +4d_2k—AM]€ +BMI€+CM,
where Ay = W1_2,BM = %,CM = 0 and therefore,
By 2d-1
24y 2
Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that
2d—2
2d -1 2 t+a;
) =R (t — > = t- 2 35
Qult) =Rur(t = *57) = gyt 1T = (3)
where a; := _L;l +7,7=1,...,2d — 2.
We claim that the coefficient of t24=2 in Qj/(t) is zero. To see this, we note that it is sufficient
to prove that the numerator of the coefficient of t2¢=3 in H?d:f t+jaj , that is, Z?d:_lz a; is zero. Now,
z‘fa' B 2%‘:2 2d-1)_(2d-2)2d-1) (2d-1)@d-2)
e A 2 2 e
7=1 7=1

and hence, we are done. This completes all the spheres.
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6.3. Odd dimensional real projective spaces. Let us now move on to the real projective spaces.
We will start with the odd dimensional real projective spaces M = RP??~! with d > 3. Following
[4, page 8, corollary 2.6], we conclude that

o) 2d—3 .
B 2k+d—1 2k + j k% 4+ k(d—1)
CM(S)‘}%( d—1 El ] )eXp<_< d—1 )8> (36)
Comparing (36) with (26), we conclude that
k2 + k(d — 1) % +d—1"P ok 4
oy (k) = (T) and  Ry(k) = y— ]];[1 - . (37)
Note that Ry/(k) is a polynomial of degree 2d — 2. Now,
ans (k) = ﬁkQ bk = Ayk? + Bk + Ca,
where Ay = dfll,BM = 1,Cy = 0 and therefore,
By d-1
24y 2
Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that
2d4-3
B d—1y 2 2t + a
Qur(t) =R (¢~ =5 )—d_ljgl —, (38)

where a; :=j—(d—1), j=1,...,2d - 3.
We claim that the coefficient of t2¢=3 in Qu;(t) is zero. To see this, we note that it is sufficient
to prove that the numerator of the coefficient of 24~ in H2d 8 2tay sz 31t , that is, sz—z& %4

J =11 j=1 2

is zero. Now,
2d—3 2d—
a; 1 (2d —3)(2d — 2)
- = — — 1) —(d—1)(2d — =
25 22231 d+ 2( 5 (d—1)(2d-3) ) =0,

=1

and hence, we are done.
To finish the case of the odd real projective spaces, we also need to separately consider M =
RP3. Following [4, page 6, equation 2.3 (b)], we conclude that

oo

Cu(s) = Y2k + 1) exp (= (k2 + k)s). (39)
k=0
Comparing (39) with (26), we conclude that
oK)=k +k  and  Ry(k) = (2k +1)% (40)

Note that Ry/(k) is a polynomial of degree 2. Now,
anr(k) = Ayk? + Bk + Ca,
where Ay = 1, Byy = 1, Cyr = 0 and therefore,
By 1

24y 27
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Next, we apply definition (7) and observe that the coefficient of ¢ in the polynomial

1
Qu(t) = RM<t— 5) = 4¢? (41)
is zero. This completes all the odd real projective spaces.

6.4. Even dimensional real projective spaces. Next, we consider even dimensional real projec-
tive space M = RP%*, with d > 1. Following [4, pages 8-9, corollary 3.4], we conclude that

Cars) = kfjo (%%ﬁj %j*j) exp (- (2L ECLDy . (42)
- -

Comparing (42) with (26), we conclude that

2% + k(2d — 1) Ak +2d— 1% 2% +j
aM(k;)—( o ) and RM(k:)_( — ]1;[1 ; ) (43)
Note that Rys(k) is a polynomial of degree 2d — 1. Now,
o (k) = 2d_1 +k = Ayk* + Bk + Oy,
where Ay = Tz_l,BM = 1,Cs = 0 and therefore,
By 2d — 1
2AM 4
Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that
2d—2
2d — 1 At 2t + aj
Qur(t) = Ra (t = == >_2d—1j11 —, (44)
where a; 1= j — L, j=1,...,2d — 2. We claim that the coefficient of #>4=2 in Q(t) is zero.

To see this, we note that it is sufﬁcient to prove that the numerator of the coefficient of 2?3 in

2d—2 2ta; _ pr2d—2 5 : 2d-2 a
I[Z7 =7 =157 —%, that is, 3 52577 3 is zero. Now,

La, 1% 2d—1\ 1/(2d—2)(2d—1) (2d—1)(2d - 2)
25:@3(]‘—):5( e = B

and hence, we are done.

6.5. Complex projective spaces. Let us now move on to the complex projective spaces M = CP?,
with d > 2. Notice that the real dimension of this manifold is 2d. Following [4, page 9, theorem 4.2],
we conclude that

X 2%+ d I kg2 k2 + kd
<M(S>=k§::0( a E<T>)GXP(—< 1)) (4)
Comparing (45) with (26), we conclude that
k% + kd k+dS ok
aM(k;):< dL) and  Ry(k) = 2; Hl( ;Lj> . (46)

<.
Il
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Note that Ry/(k) is a polynomial of degree 2d — 1. Now,

d
k E? + k= Ayk? + Bk
am(k) = d+1 I+1 mk® + Byk + Cay,
where Ay = d—Jlrl,BM = d;il,CM = 0 and therefore,
By d
24y 2

Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that

Qui(t) = Rus (t—§> :% (”j) , (47)

where a; := j—3, 4 j=1,...,d—1. We claim that the coefficient of >¥=2 in Qy;(t) is zero. To see this,

||’:||

2
we note that it is sufficient to prove that the numerator of the coefficient of 243 in H <t+a]) ,

J
that is, ijl 2a; is zero. Now,

22% ) (j_g):2<d(d2—1)_d(d2—1)>:07

J=1

Q.
>_.

and hence, we are done.

6.6. Quaternionic projective spaces. Let us now move on to the quaternionic projective spaces
M = HP* !, with d > 2. We are referring to the (quaternionic) dimension as d — 1 as opposed to
d in order to make it easy to follow the notation of [4]. Notice that the real dimension of HP?! is
4d — 4. Following [4, page 10, theorem 5.2], we conclude that

o0 2d—2 . 2d—3
B 2k+2d—1757 k+j y1 k+1 k2 4 2kd — k
CM(S)‘}%( 2d — 1 g j H I )eXp<_< 2(d+ 1) )3) (48)
Comparing (48) with (26), we conclude that
k? 4 2kd — k

2d—3

% +2d— 122 4 k+1
RM(k‘):< od — 1 1_[2 ]jH )
et

Notice that Rps(k) is a polynomial of degree 4d — 5. Now,
1 2d —

k) = k> k= Ayk® + Byk +C
an (k) 2d+ 1) +2(d+) MES+ Byk + Cay,
where Ay = 2(d—1+1)7 By = 22(3[&) Cyr = 0 and therefore,
B _
M 2d 1 d—l.
2AM 2 2

Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that

2d—2 2d—3
QM(t):RM<t_<d_%>>:2d2i1Ht+ gHt—i-bl (19)
i

J
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where

1
aj:j—<d—§>, j=2,...,2d -2,

b =1— <d—%>, I=1,...,2d 3.

We claim that the coefficient of %6 in Q(t) is zero. To see this, we note that it is sufficient to prove
that the numerator of the coefficient of t*~7 in H?d:f t+jaj H%if?) @, that is, Z?d:_zz a; + leifs b
is zero. Now,

2d—2 2d—3 2d-2  2d-3

daj+ > b= Zj+Zl—(4d—6)<d—%>
§=2 =1 j=2 =1

(2d — 2)(2d — 1) (2d —3)(2d —2)  (4d — 6)(2d — 1)
(ezeen ), ]

2 2

and hence, the claim is true.

6.7. Octonionic projective plane. Finally, we consider M = OP?, the octonionic projective plane.
Note that the real dimension of this space is 16. Following [4, page 11, theorem 6.2], we conclude
that

[e.9]

21 [Pk (YD) (T k—l—m) (K +11k)
<M<s>—k§j:0 m Eﬂ‘ @4(1))(:8 — exp< T s). (50)

m

Comparing (50) with (26), we conclude that

B (k% + 11k)
an (k) = 8 and
3 . 2 10
2k + 11 k+j k41 k+m
11 j=1 J =4 l m=8 m
Note that Rys(k) is a polynomial of degree 15. Now,
1 11
k)= —k 4+ —k=Ayk*+ B
where Ay = %,BM = %,CM = 0 and therefore,
By _ 11
24y 2
Next, we apply definition (7) and conclude that
3 7 2 10
11 2t t+a; t+ a; t+am
H=Ru(t-) =52 , 1
Q) =Ru(t - 5) =1 TSI (5F) T4 61)
j=1 =4 m=8
where
.11
aj 23—7, j=1...,10.

We claim that the coefficient of 14 in Qp(¢) is zero. To see this, we note that it is sufficient

. . ; 2 .
to prove that the numerator of the coefficient of ¢'3 in H§:1 H—% Hl724 (H%) Hi;gzs Ham - that is,
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3 7 10 .
D1 @i Dy 200+ g am is zero. Now,

3 7 10 3 10 7 1 1 1

YSLIRD SRS S yr i Zm+zzz+3<_7> 13 <_7> +8<—7> —o,
J=1 =4 m=8 j=1 m=8 =4

and hence, the claim is proved.

This completes the proof of theorem 3.4. O

7. ERROR IS SHARP FOR A SINGLE W-MANIFOLD: PROOF

In this section, we will prove theorem 3.3. It was shown by Hérmander in [7] that the error term in
Weyl’s law can not be improved for the round sphere. We will generalize his proof to W-manifolds.
Let us first prove a few auxiliary results.

Proposition 7.1. Let us define the following function ¥ : N — R, given by

Ur(n) =Y it
=1

=1kt pok=t gkl (52)
where k € Z22. Then,
A
Yi(n) = - Tyt Ri—2(n), (53)

where Ry_o(n) is a polynomial in n of degree at most k — 2.
Proof. Let n € N and k € ZZ2. Note that

k(k—1
LR

nk—(n—1)%=k(mn-1)""+

oot

k(k — 1)
2

(n4 1% —n* = kP14

(n—1)F24...41

Rk — 1
2k-1k::k.lﬁ—14——£—§——2-1k—2+~--+-L

Adding up all the terms on the left hand side of equation (54), we get a telescopic sum which equals

(n+1)F —1*. Equating this with the summation of the right hand side of equation (54), we conclude

that
k(k—1)

(n+1)% = 1% = ky(n) + =——"k-1(n) + - + a1 (n). (55)
In equation (55), we note that ¢1(n) = n. Using the fact that ¥9(n) = "("2+1) and equation (55),
equation (53) follows by using induction on k. This proves the desired result. O

Corollary 7.2. Let us define the following function N : R — R, given by

&
N =) if!
=1

=1kl okl (56)
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where k € Z22. Then,
1
N = 2+ S+ Re ()

where Ri_2([A]) is a polynomial in [\] of degree at most k — 2.
Proof. Follows immediately from proposition 7.1. O
Let us now make a couple of definitions, which will make it easier to state the remaining results.

Definition 7.3. Let N, M : R — R. We will say that N is asymptotically equivalent to M to first
order (which will be written as N ~1 M ) if there exists d € Z=' such that
N - M((N)
)\h—>H<;lo AT )\lggo Ad

where ¢1 1s a non-zero real number.

9

Definition 7.4. Let N, M : R — R. We will say that N is asymptotically equivalent to M to second
order (which will be written as N ~o M ) if there exists d € Z=' such that

NN M)
)\h—>H<;lo AT Alggo A
" () = e () — e
. NN —aA . M) —aA
i =S = e = i o

where c1,co are non-zero real numbers.
Proposition 7.5. Let ¢; and cy be non-zero real numbers and k € Z='. Define N,M : R — R as
N =N+ P+ o) and M) = A+ e 14 800,

where a and B are polynomials of degree at most k — 2 if k > 2 and they are zero if k = 1. Then
N ~o M.

Proof. This follows by unwinding the definitions and using the fact limy__, [—i‘\] =1. ]

Proposition 7.6. Let M:R—R be defined as
M(y) == ey + ey? 2,

where d € Z=' and c1,ca are non-zero real numbers. Let N:R—Rbea function such that
N ~9 M. Let us define v: R — R as

Y(A) :==aX + b,
where a € R>Y and b € R. Define N,M : R — R as
N(A) := N(v(\) and M(N) == a2 + (bdey + cp)a® AL,
If (bdey + ¢3) # 0, then N ~o M.
Proof. The proof will follow by unwinding the definition of a limit. First of all, we note that

- CEN 5, o
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We now note that

)\li_r)noo (%) = and (58)
i (U5 =t )

Equation (58) follows from the fact that limy_, % = ¢1 and the fact that () is a monotonically
increasing function of A and applying the definition of a limit. Equations (58), (59) and (57) imply

that
NV d
/\11_11)100 a = ciats (60)

Next, we note that

N(A) — cra)\? _ (]V(fy()\)) — 17N + ey (V) — clad)\d> (fy()\)d_l)

Ad=t y(A)d-1 Nd—1
- ( Niy (?()A)— (V) )(7&2)1‘1) . (Cﬂ(/\)j\dilcmd/\d)
— i (M) Gy (NOR 0 ey (0t

= a%tey + a¥tbdey. (61)

The first limit on the right hand side of equation (61) is computed using the fact that v(\) is a
monotonically increasing function of A and the fact that N ~5 N and then applying definition of
a limit. The second limit can be computed immediately by considering the binomial expansion of
(aX + b)?. Equations (60) and (61) imply that N ~o M, whence the claim is proved. O

We are now ready to prove the main claim.

Theorem 7.7. Let d € Z=', y € R and A € R>?. Define the functions N,M : R — R as

1 1
N\ = md=1 and M)\ = P\ —
V= 2 W= v v
Am2<\2
Then N ~9 M.

Proof. Let us denote m :=m — y. Then m € 729 and the condition Am?2 < \?2 & —lA —y<m<

A >0
i Y ow1ng to the fact m € Z=", becomes 0 < m < [\F y}
Let v(\) := ﬁ —y. Then
vV
NQ) =) (m+y*!
m=0
62
YV (62)
= (md—l +(d -1 2y 4+ yd_1>
m=0
Using corollary 7.2, we note that
vV

Z md—t = é[’y()\)]d + %[’y()\)]d_l + terms with lower powers of [y(\)],

m=0
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and
[y(MV)]
> (d=1)m 2y = yly(W)) +

m=0

1
i(d — 1)y[y(\)]42 + terms with lower powers of [y())].

Using this in (62), we have
N(X) = N(v(\), where

~ 1 1
N(v) = Emd + <5 + y) [fy]d_l + terms with lower powers of [7].

Let us now define M : R — R as

— 1 1 _
M(y) = =" + <§ +y> 1

By proposition 7.5, N ~y M. As a result, using proposition 7.6, we conclude that N ~o M, whence
the claim is proved. O

Remark 7.8. Note that in the expression for M(N), the coefficient of X%~' is non-zero. Hence,
theorem, 7.7 shows that the error term for N()\) can not be improved beyond A%~ in addition to being
no worse than A4 1.

Using the above theorem, we next prove the following result.

Theorem 7.9. Let d € Z22 and Qq_1(t) be a degree d — 1 polynomial in t that does not have the
t9=2 term. In other words,

Qu_1(t) = Ct1 + o(t), it d>2 and
Qa-1(t) = Ct, it d=2,

where p(t) is a polynomial of degree at most d— 3 and C' is some non-zero constant. Lety be a fized
real number and A a fixed positive real numbers. Define N,M : R — R as

N()) = Z Qq—1(m) and
m—y€Z20
Am2<al2+b
d a—1
M) = Y g GO e
a(va)"  2(vA)

where a € R and b € R. Then N ~9 M.

d
Proof. This follows from theorem 7.7. By applying binomial theorem to (#) ? the leading term

gives us the desired asymptotics. The lower order terms can not cancel off or change the error term,
because the t4~2 term is absent in Qq_1(t). O O

Proof of theorem 3.3: Follows immediately from theorem 7.9. O
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