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ESTIMATES AND ASYMPTOTICS OF TEICHMÜLLER MODULAR FORMS

ANILATMAJA ARYASOMAYAJULA AND DEBASISH SADHUKHAN

Abstract. In this article, we derive estimates of Teichmüller modular forms, and associated
invariants. Let Mg denote the moduli space of compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces of genus
g ≥ 2, and let Mg be the Deligne-Mumford compactification of Mg, and we denote its boundary
by ∂Mg. Let π : Cg −→ Mg be the universal surface. For any n ≥ 1, let Λn := π∗(TvCg)

n,
where TvCg denotes the vertical holomorphic tangent bundle of the fibration π, and the fiber of
Λn over any X ∈ Mg is equal to H0(X,Ω⊗n

X ), the space of holomorphic differentials of degree-n,
defined over the Riemann surface X. Let λn := det(Λn) denote the determinant line bundle of
the vector bundle Λn, whose sections are known as Teichmüller modular forms. The complex
vector space of Teichmüller modular forms is equipped with Quillen metric, which is denoted
by ‖ · ‖Qu.

Let {Xt} denote a family of compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces on Mg, and as t approaches
zero, Xt degenerates to a noncompact hyperbolic Riemann surface M0 ∈ ∂Mg, which is of finite
hyperbolic volume. In this article, we derive estimates of the Quillen metric of a certain family
of Teichmüller modular forms defined over the family of compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces
{Xt}, and ascertain their behaviour, as t approaches zero. Using these estimates, we also derive
certain crude estimates of Mumford forms.

1. Introduction

1.1. History. Estimates of sections of holomorphic line bundles defined over complex manifolds
is an active area of research in complex geometry. Especially, estimates of automorphic forms,
which can be viewed as sections of a holomorphic line bundle defined over a Shimura variety,
are of great interest, both in complex geometry, and in number theory. Furthermore, estimates
in the setting of noncompact complex manifolds are difficult to obtain.

Through Polyakov’s quantization of string theory in [Po81A] and [Po81B], followed by Belavin
and Kniznik’s formula for the partition function in the setting of Bosonic string theory ([BK86]),
the underlying connection between sections of certain holomorphic line bundles defined over
moduli space of Rieamann surfaces, and the partition function in Bosonic string theory are well
documented. These sections are known as Teichmüller modular forms, which are the natural
analogues of classical modular forms and Siegel modular forms, which are defined over modular
curves and Siegel modular varieties, respectively.

As sections of a holomorphic line bundle, classical modular forms and Siegel modular forms are
linked via the Torelli map. Estimates of classical cusp forms and Siegel cusp forms, especially,
sub-convexity estimates, are of great interest in number theory.

In this article, we first obtain lower and upper bounds for the Selberg-zeta function, using which
we derive estimates of Teichmüller modular forms, and eventually derive estimates of Mumford
forms. Our estimates are not optimal in certain aspects, but they can be improved by combining
with results from [MT06], which will be dealt in a future article.

1.2. Statement of results. Let Mg denote the moduli space of compact hyperbolic Riemann

surfaces of genus g ≥ 2, which is a complex orbifold of dimension 3g − 3. Let Mg denote the

Deligne-Mumford compactification of Mg, and let ∂Mg := Mg\Mg denote the boundary of

Mg.
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Let π : Cg −→ Mg denote the universal surface. Let TvCg denotes the vertical holomorphic
tangent bundle of the fibration π. For any n ≥1, put Λn := π∗(TvCg)n, and the fiber of Λn over
any X ∈ Mg is equal to H0(X,Ω⊗n

X ), the space of holomorphic differentials of degree-n, defined
over the Riemann surface X. Let H0(Mg, λn) denote the space of global holomorphic sections
of λn := det(Λn), the determinant line bundle of the vector bundle Λn. Global sections of the
line bundle λn are known as Teichmüller modular forms.

The complex vector space H0(Mg, λn) is equipped with the Quillen metric ‖ · ‖Qu. Let ϕ
n ∈ λn

be any section with trivialization ϕn := ϕ1∧· · ·∧ϕgn at X ∈ Mg, where {ϕ1, . . . , ϕgn} denotes a
fixed basis of H0(X,Ω⊗n

X ) (which is as described in section 2.4), and gn := (2n−1)(g−1)+δ1(n)

denotes the dimension of the complex vector space H0(X,Ω⊗n
X ), which is equipped with the L2

inner-product 〈·, ·〉hyp. Then, the Quillen metric of ϕn at a X ∈ Mg, is given by the following
formula

‖ϕn(X)‖2Qu :=

∣

∣detNϕn(X)
∣

∣

∣

∣det∗∆hyp,n(X)
∣

∣

,

where Nϕn(X) denotes the matrix

Nϕn(X) :=
(

〈ϕi, ϕj〉hyp,n
)

1≤i,j≤gn
,

and the inner-product 〈·, ·〉hyp is as defined in equation (11), and det∗∆hyp,n(X) denotes the
regularized determinant of the hyperbolic Laplacian acting on smooth n-differentials, defined
over X.

For g, n ≥ 1, from [Sar87], [DP86], and [Gi17], we have

det∗∆hyp,n(X) = Cg,nZX(n),

where ZX(n) denotes the Selberg-zeta function, and Cg,n is a constant which only depends on g
and n. The constant has been explicitly computed in [Gi17], and it is as described in equation
(19).

Furthermore, from Mumford isomorphism

H0
(

Mg, λn

)

≃ H0
(

Mg, λ
⊗(6n2−6n+1)
1

)

,

which is an isometry of vector spaces, we infer that the line bundle λn⊗λ
−⊗(6n2−6n+1)
1 is trivial.

Mumford showed that the line bundle λn⊗λ
−⊗(6n2−6n+1)
1 admits a non vanishing, non constant

holomorphic section. This section is unique up to a constant, and is called the Mumford form,
which we denote by µg,n. For n = 2, Mumford forms appear in the Polyakov formula for the
partition function in Bosonic string theory.

Let {Xt} be a family of compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces of genus g ≥ 2 on Mg, which is
as described in section 2.4. As t approaches zero, Xt degenerates to a noncompact hyperbolic
Riemann surface X0 of finite hyperbolic volume with j0 punctures.

We use the following notation. For any two real-valued functions f and g, f ≪M0 g implies
there exists a constant c, which depends only on M0 such that f ≤ cg.

The first main result of the article is the following theorem, where we estimate the Selberg-zeta
function, and hence, det∗∆hyp,n.
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Main Theorem 1. With notation as above, for any n ≥ 2 and X ∈ {Xt}, we have the following

inequalities

ZX(2) ≪ ZX(n) ≪ (4n2 − 4n − 3)ZX (2)

( j0
∏

j=1

ec(g,ℓj)/ℓ
2
j

)

,

where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, c(g, ℓj) := e
160π(g−1)

ℓj , (1)

where ℓj denotes the length of the closed geodesics, which approach zero, as X approaches X0.

Observe that Main Theorem 1 is a result at the level of Riemann surfaces, and number-theoretic
in flavor. However, it will be useful in proving Corollaries 2 and 3, which are geometric in nature,
with plausible repercussions in string theory. Furthermore, in [Wo87], Wolpert proved that

ZX(n) = OK

(

ZX(2)
)

, (2)

where the implied constant depends on

n ∈ K ⊂
{

s ∈ C
∣

∣Re(s) > 1
}

is a compact subset.

Hence, we can rephrase estimate (2) as

ZX(n) = On

(

ZX(2)
)

,

where implied constant depends on n.

Main Theorem 1 improves the lower bound (2), especially the dependence on n. However, the
upper bound is not optimal in terms of local coordinates, but optimal in terms on n.

The second main result is the following corollary, which is an application of Main Theorem 1.

Corollary 2. With notation as above, for any n ≫ 1, and ϕn ∈ H0(Mg, λn) with X ∈ {Xt},,
we have the following inequality

‖ϕn(X)‖2Qu = OX0

(

(4n2 − 4n− 3)

C 6n2−6n+1
g,1

( j0
∏

j=1

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

−c̃(g,τj)−2n(n−1)−1/6

(

log |τj(X)|
)6n2−6n+1

))

,

where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, c̃(g, τj) := e−
80(g−1) log |τj(X)|

π , (3)

and implied constant depends on the limiting surface X0. Furthermore, τj is the local coordinate

of X, as an element of Mg, which is given by the following formula |τj| := e−2π2/ℓj , and for

1 ≤ j ≤ j0, ℓj denotes the length of the closed geodesics, which approach zero, as X approaches

X0. Moreover, the constant Cg,n is as defined in equation (19).

The third main result is the following corollary, which is an application of Main Theorem 1 and
Corollary 2.

Corollary 3. Let A ⊂ Mg be a compact subset. With notation as above, for any n ≥ 2 and

X ∈ {Xt} ∩ A, we have the following inequality
∣

∣µg,n(X)
∣

∣

2

∏j0
j=1

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

n(n−1)
= OA,X0

(

n2
)

, (4)

and the implied constant depends on the compact subset A, and the limiting surface X0, and

τj is the local coordinate of X, as an element of Mg, which is given by the following formula

|τj| := e−2π2/ℓj , and for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, ℓj denotes the length of the closed geodesics, which approach

zero, as X approaches X0.
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Remark 1.1. For n = 2, Mumford forms µg,2 appear in the formula for partition function
in Bosonic string theory. Witten for genus one, and D’Hoker and Phong for genus two (series
of articles [DP02A]–[DP02D]) have unified Bosonic and Super string theories. However, the
unification is still not complete for genus g ≥ 4.

2. Background material

In this section, we gather results from [MT06], [GHJ01], [Wo87], and [Gi17], and setup the
notation and background material to prove our main results.

2.1. Hyperbolic Riemann surface. Let

H :=
{

z = x+ iy ∈ C
∣

∣ y = Im(z) > 0
}

denote the hyperbolic upper half-plane, and let µhyp denote the hyperbolic metric on H, which
is the natural metric on H, compatible with its complex structure, and is of constant curvature
−1. Locally, for any z ∈ H, it is given by the following formula

µhyp(z) :=
i

2
· dz dz

(Imz)2
=

i

2
· dx dy

y2
,

Let dhyp(z, w) denote the hyperbolic distance between z = x + iy, w = u + iv on H, which is
induced by the hyperbolic metric µhyp, and is given by the following formula

cosh2(dhyp(z, w)/2) =
|z − w|2
4yv

. (5)

Let X denote a compact hyperbolic Riemann surface of genus g ≥ 2. From Riemann uniformiza-
tion theorem, X is isometric to ΓX\H, where ΓX ⊂ PSL2(R) is a cocompact Fuchsian subgroup
acting on the hyperbolic upper half space H, via fractional linear transformations. Hyperbolic
metric descends to X, to define a smooth metric on X. Locally, for z, w ∈ X, the hyperbolic
distance between z and w, is given by formula (5).

Let

volhyp(X) :=

∫

X
µhyp(z) = 4π(g − 1)

denote the hyperbolic volume of X.

Let H(ΓX) denote the set of inconjugate primitive elements of ΓX . Let

ℓ(γ) := inf
z∈H

dhyp(z, γz),

denote the length of the closed geodesic determined by γ on X. Conversely, any closed geodesic
on X is determined by a inconjugate primitive element γ ∈ ΓX . Furthermore, for any n ≥ 1, we
have

ℓ(γn) = nℓ(γ). (6)

Let ℓX denote the length of the shortest geodesic on X.

For any x ∈ R>0, let

π(u) :=
{

γ ∈ H(ΓX)
∣

∣ eℓγ ≤ eu
}

.

From Proposition 2.5 on p. 8 in [He72], we have the following estimate
∣

∣π(u)
∣

∣ = O
(

e20D+u
)

, (7)

where D denotes the diameter of X, and the implied constant is a universal constant.

Furthermore, from [Ch77], we have the following estimate for D, the diameter of X

e20D = O
(

e80π(g−1)/ℓ
)

, (8)
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where ℓ denotes the length of the shortest systole on X, and the implied constant is a universal
constant.

Hence, combining estimates (7) and (8), we arrive at the following primitive version of Prime
Geodesic Theorem

∣

∣π(u)
∣

∣ = O
(

e80π(g−1)/ℓX+u
)

, (9)

and the implied constant is a universal constant.

Cotangent bundle. Let Ω⊗n
X denote the line bundle of holomorphic differentials of degree-n,

defined over X, and let H0(X,Ω⊗n
X ) denote the space of holomorphic global sections of Ω⊗n

X .

The hyperbolic metric induces a point-wise and L2 metric on H0(X,Ω⊗n
X ), denoted by ‖ · ‖hyp

and 〈·, ·〉hyp, respectively. From Riemann-Roch theorem, we have

dimC

(

H0(X,Ω⊗n
X )

)

= (2n − 1)(g − 1) + δ1(n), (10)

where δ1(n) denotes the Kronecker delta function.

Furthermore, S2n(ΓX), the space of cusp forms of weight-2n with respect to ΓX , is isometric
to H0(X,Ω⊗n

X ). At any z ∈ X, locally, any α ∈ H0(X,Ω⊗n
X ) can be represented by α(z) =

fα(z)dz
⊗n, where fα ∈ S2n(ΓX). Hence, any α, β ∈ H0(X,Ω⊗n

X ), we have

〈

α, β
〉

hyp
=

∫

X
y2kfα(z)fβ(z)µhyp(z). (11)

2.2. Hyperbolic Heat Kernel and Selberg-zeta function. At any z = x+ iy ∈ H, let

∆hyp,0 := −4y2
∂2

∂z∂z
= −y2

(

∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)

denote the hyperbolic Laplacian acting on smooth functions defined on H.

Let KH : R>0 ×H×H −→ R>0 denote the hyperbolic heat kernel on H, which satisfies the heat
equation

(

∆hyp,0 +
∂

∂t

)

KH(t; z, w) = 0,

where ∆hyp,0 is the hyperbolic Laplacian acting on the z-variable.

An explicit formula for KH is well-known, and is given by the following formula

KH(t; z, w) =

√
2e−t/4

(4πt)3/2

∫ ∞

dhyp(z,w)

e−ρ2/4tdρ
√

cosh(ρ)− cosh(dhyp(z, w))
. (12)

The hyperbolic Laplacian ∆hyp,0 descends to define a Laplacian on X, which is the natural
Laplacian acting on smooth functions defined on X.

The hyperbolic heat kernel KX : R>0 ×X ×X −→ R>0 is uniquely determined by the partial
differential

(

∆hyp,0 +
∂

∂t

)

KX(t; z, w) = 0,

and the normalization condition

lim
t→0+

∫

X
f(w)KX(t; z, w)µhyp(w) = f(z),

where f is any smooth function on X.

Furthermore, for any z, w ∈ X, we have the following periodization

KX(t; z, w) =
∑

γ∈ΓX

KH(t; z, γw),
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For any t ∈ R>0 and z ∈ X, set

HKX(t; z) :=
∑

γ∈ΓX\{Id}
KH(t; z, γz).

The hyperbolic heat trace is given by the following equation

HTr(t) :=

∫

X
HKX(t; z)µhyp(z).

From Selberg trace formula as stated as in [Mc72], we have the following formula

HTrKX(t) =
e−t/4

2
√
4πt

∞
∑

n=1

∑

γ∈H(ΓX )

ℓ(γ)e−ℓ2(γn)/4t

sinh(ℓ(γn)/2)
, (13)

where H(ΓX) denotes the set of inconjugate primitive elements of ΓX , and ℓ(γn) denotes the
length of the closed geodesic determined by γn on X.

For any s ∈ C with Re(s) > 1, the Selberg-zeta function is given by the following formula

ZX(s) :=
∏

γ∈H(ΓX )

∞
∏

n=1

(

1− e−(s+k)ℓ(γn)
)

. (14)

From Mckean formula from [Mc72], for any n ≥ 1, we have

Z ′
X(n)

ZX(n)
= (2n− 1)

∫ ∞

0
HTrKX(t)e−n(n−1)tdt, (15)

where

Z ′
X(n) :=

dZX(s)

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=n

denotes the derivative of ZX(s) at s = n.

In connection with the computations associated with the estimates of the Selberg-zeta function,
for t > 2, we recall the following lower bound from [JK97]

HTrKX(t) ≥ 1− volhyp(X)KH(t; 0) = 1− 4π(g − 1)KH(t; 0). (16)

2.3. Hyperbolic Laplacian of degree-n. Let X be a compact hyperbolic Riemann surface
of genus g ≥ 2, which is isometric to ΓX\H. For any n ≥ 1, at any z = x+ iy ∈ H (identifying
X with its universal cover H), let

∆hyp,n := −y2
(

∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)

− 2iny

(

∂

∂x
+ i

∂

∂y

)

denote the hyperbolic Laplacian of degree-n, acting on holomorphic differentials of degree-n.

As X is compact, ∆hyp,n admits a discrete spectrum, and let {λn,k}k≥1 denote the set of eigen-
values of ∆hyp,n. For any n ≥ 1, and s ∈ C with Re(s) > 1, the spectral zeta function associated
to the hyperbolic Laplacian ∆hyp,n is given by the following formula

ζX,n(s) :=
∞
∑

k=1

λ−s
n,k. (17)

The spectral zeta function admits an analytic continuation to

s ∈ C\
{

1, 1/2 − n
∣

∣n ∈ Z≥1

}

,

with a pole of order 1 at s = 1, and poles of order 2 at {1/2 − n}n≥1.
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Let det∆∗
hyp,n(X) denote the determinant of the regularized determinant, which is given by the

following formula

det∆∗
hyp,n(X) := e−ζ′X,n(0), where ζ ′X,n(0) :=

dζX,n(s)

ds
|s=0.

From [DP86] and Sarnak [Sar87], we have

det∆∗
hyp,n(X) =

{

Cg,1(X)Z ′
X (1)22(g−1)/3+2 , for n = 1;

Cg,n(X)ZX (n)22(n+1/3)(g−1), for n ≥ 2.
(18)

The constant Cg,n is explicitly computed in [DP86] and [Sar87]. However, we refer the reader
to [Gi17], as the constant Cg,n and the associated computations are described in good detail.

Since X is compact, using the isometry H0(X,ω⊗n
X ) ≃ S2n(Γ), combining Proposition 2.7.2 on

p. 63 and Theorem 2.8.4 on p. 77 from [Gi17], we infer that

Cg,n(X) = e−cnvolhyp(X),

where cn :=
log(G(2n − 1))

2π
− 2n− 3

4π
log(Γ(2n − 1))+

(2n − 1)2

8π
− (2n − 1) log 2π

8π
− ζ ′(−1)

π
, (19)

and G(Z) denotes the Barnes G-function, and ζ ′(−1) denotes the derivative of the Riemann-zeta
function ζ(s) at the point s = −1.

2.4. Moduli space of compact Riemann surfaces of genus g. Let Mg denote the moduli
space of isomorphic classes of compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces of genus g ≥ 2. The moduli
space Mg is a complex orbifold of dimension 3g − 3. Let Mg denote the Deligne-Mumford
compactification of Mg, and the boundary

∂Mg := Mg\Mg =

[g/2]
∑

j=0

∆j,

where ∆j denotes the isomorphism classes of noncompact Riemann surfaces with j-nodes.

The moduli space Mg admits the structure of a moduli stack, and the boundary ∂Mg is a

codimenson-1 submanifold, and can be realized as a divisor on Mg.

Let µWP denote the natural metric on Mg, which is not a complete metric.

We work with a family {Xt} of compact hyperbolic Riemann surfaces which approach a fixed
noncompact hyperbolic Riemann surfaceX0 ∈ ∂Mg, as t approaches zero. The limiting Riemann
surface X0 admits j0 punctures, and k connected components. The family is parametrised by
Dn, n copies of a slit punctured disc D ⊂ C, which is obtained by taking the punctured disc D,
and removing a ray connecting the removed origin to a boundary point.

For 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, let ℓj denote the length of the closed geodesic on Xt, which approaches zero,
as t approaches zero and Xt approaches X0. We refer the reader to section 2 in [GHJ01], for
further details regarding the family {Xt}.

Teichmüller modular forms. As described in section 1.2, let π : Cg −→ Mg be the universal
surface. For any n ≥1, let Λn := π∗(TvCg)n, where TvCg denotes the vertical holomorphic

tangent bundle of the fibration π, and the fiber of Λn over any X ∈ Mg is equal to H0(X,Ω⊗n
X ),

the space of holomorphic differentials of degree-n, defined over the Riemann surface n. Let
H0(Mg, λn) denote the space of global holomorphic sections of λn := det(Λn), the determinant
bundle of the vector bundle Λn, which are known as Teichmüller modular forms. From Riemann-
Roch theorem, it follows that the dimension of H0(Mg, λn), as a complex vector space, is
gn := (2n − 1)(g − 1) + δn(1), where δ1(n) is the Kronecker delta function.
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Given any ϕ ∈ H0(Mg, λn) with trivialization ϕ := ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ϕgn , the Quillen metric at any
X ∈ Mg, is given by the following formula

‖ϕ(X)‖Qu :=

∣

∣detNϕ(X)
∣

∣

∣

∣det∗∆hyp,n(X)
∣

∣

,

where

Nϕ(X) :=
(〈

ϕi, ϕj〉hyp
)

1≤i,j≤n
,

and the inner-product
〈

·, ·〉hyp is as defined in equation (11).

Let H0
L2,Qu(Mg, λn) ⊂ H0(Mg, λn) denote the vector subspace space of L

2 sections with respect

to the L2 Quillen metric. From the behaviour of the Weil-Petersson metric µWP along the
Deligne-Mumford boundary, which is as described in [Ma76], we infer that

H0
L2,Qu

(

Mg, λn

)

⊂ H0
(

Mg, λn ⊗OMg
(−∂Mg)

)

,

where λn denotes the extension of λn to Mg.

Furthermore, any ϕ̃n ∈ H0
L2,Qu(Mg, λn), which is L2 normalized, satisfies the following condition

∫

Mg

‖ϕ̃n(X)‖2Qu µ
vol
WP(X) = 1, (20)

where µvol
WP denotes the volume form associated to the Weil-Petersson metric.

In a seminal article [TZ88], for any n ≥ 1, ϕ ∈ H0(Mg, λn) and X ∈ Mg, the authors showed
that

c1
(

λn, ‖ · ‖Qu

)

(X) = − i

2π
∂∂ log ‖ϕ‖Qu =

(6n2 − 6n+ 1)

3π
µWP(X). (21)

Mumford forms. For any n ≥ 1, from Mumford’s isomorphism, we have the following isometry
of Hilbert spaces, which are equipped with the Quillen metric

µmu : H0(Mg, λ1)
⊗(6n2−6n+1) −→ H0(Mg, λn) (22)

For any n ≥ 1, the line bundle λn ⊗ λ
⊗−(6n2−6n+1)
1 is trivial, and up to a constant, admits one

non-trivial, nowhere vanishing global holomorphic section, which is called the Mumford form,
which is denoted by µg,n. For n = 2, the Mumford form µg,2 appears in the partition function
of Bosonic string theory.

We now recall a special class of global sections of H0(Mg, λn) and H0(Mg, λ1) from [MT06],
which will help us in ascertaining the behavior of µg,n. For any n ≥ 1, we consider global sections
ϕn, which trivialize at any X ∈ Mg as ϕn(X) := ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ϕgn , where {ϕ1, . . . , ϕgn} are a basis
of normalized differentials of degree-n, which are obtained through Eichler cohomology groups.
We refer the reader to section 4 of [MT06] for details regarding the construction of the sections
ϕn.

Furthermore, from Mumford’s isometry (22), we have

µmu,n((ϕ
1)⊗(6n2−6n+1)) = ϕn,

from which we derive that, for any X ∈ Mg, we have

∣

∣µg,n(X)
∣

∣

2
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

det(Nϕn)(X)

Cg,nZX(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

·
∣

∣

∣

∣

Cg,1Z
′
X(1)

det(Nϕ1)(X)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6n2−6n+1

·
∣

∣

∣

∣

2(2/3(g−1)+2)(6n2−6n+1)

22(+1/3)(g−1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (23)

From Theorem 1.6 from [Fa92], it is known that µg,n has a pole of order n(n − 1)/2 along the
boundary ∂Mg.
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Asymptotics of Selberg-zeta function. We now recall estimates of Selberg-zeta function
from [Wo87] and [GHJ01].

With notation as above, from [Wo87], for any X ∈ {Xt}, we have the following estimate

ZX(2) = OX0

( j0
∏

j=1

e−π2/3ℓj

ℓ3j

)

, (24)

where the implied constant depends only on the limiting surface X0.

With notation as above, from [GHJ01], for any X ∈ {Xt}, we have the following estimate

∣

∣

∣

∣

Z ′
X(1)

det(Nϕ1)(X)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= OX0

( j0
∏

j=1

e−π2/3ℓj

ℓj

)

, (25)

where the implied constant depends only on the limiting surface X0.

With notation as above, for each 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, let τj denote the local coordinate at X0, corre-
sponding to ℓj, which satisfies the following condition

|τj(X)| := e−2π2/ℓj .

Hence, we can restate estimates (24) and (25) in local coordinates as

ZX(2) = OX0

( j0
∏

j=1

(

− log |τj(X)|
)3∣
∣τj(X)

∣

∣

1/6
)

;

∣

∣

∣

∣

Z ′
X(1)

det(N1)(X)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= OX0

( j0
∏

j=1

(

− log |τj(X)|
)∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

1/6
)

. (26)

Recall that µg,n admits a pole of order n(n− 1)/2 at the boundary ∂Mg. Hence, from Theroem
1.6 from [Fa92], for any X ∈ {Xt}, we have the following estimate

∣

∣µg,n(X)
∣

∣ = OX0

( j0
∏

j=1

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

−n(n−1)/2
)

. (27)

3. Proofs of Main Results

In this section, we prove Main Theorem 1, and Corollaries 2, and 3, and infer certain results a
corollaries.

3.1. Proof of Main Theorem 1. In this section, we prove Main Theorem 1.

Theorem 3.1. With notation as above, for any n ≫ 1, and X ∈ {Xt},we have the following

estimate

ZX(2) ≪ ZX(n) ≪ (4n2 − 4n − 3)ZX (2)

( j0
∏

j=1

ec(g,ℓj)/ℓ
2
j

)

,

where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, c(g, ℓj) := e
160π(g−1)

ℓj . (28)

Proof. From equation (15), for any s ∈ C with Re(s) > 1, we find

Z ′
X(s)

ZX(s)
= (2s − 1)

∫ ∞

0
HTrKX(t; 0)e−s(s−1)tdt. (29)
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Using inequality (16), we arrive at the following inequality

Z ′
X(s)

ZX(s)
≥ (2s− 1)

∫ ∞

t0

(

1− volhyp(X)KH(t; 0)
)

e−s(s−1)tdt. (30)

From formula (12), we choose tg > 2 large enough such that, for t ≥ tg, we have

KH(t; 0) ≤
e−t/4

volhyp(X)
=

e−t/4

4π(g − 1)
.

As the right hand-side of the above inequality is a decreasing function of g, the choice of tg is a
universal constant satisfying tg > 2, which we denote by t0. So, from inequality (30), we infer
that

Z ′
X(s)

ZX(s)
≥ (2s − 1)

∫ ∞

t0

(

1− e−t/4
)

e−s(s−1)tdt = (2s− 1)

(

e−s(s−1)t0

s(s− 1)
− e−(s(s−1)+1/4)t0

s(s− 1) + 1/4

)

.

Integrating, we derive
∫ n

2

Z ′
X(s)ds

ZX(s)
= log

(

ZX(n)/ZX(2)
)

≥
∫ ∞

2
(2s − 1)

(

e−s(s−1)t0

s(s− 1)
− e−(s(s−1)+1/4)t0

s(s− 1) + 1/4

)

ds =

∫ 2+1/4

2

e−xt0dx

x
−

∫ n(n−1)+1/4

n(n−1)

e−xt0dx

x
=

1

4

(

9e−9t0/4

4
− e−n(n−1)t0

n(n− 1)

)

(31)

For n ≫ 1, it is clear that

1

4

(

9e−9t0/4

4
− e−n(n−1)t0

n(n− 1)

)

≥ c, (32)

where c > 0 is some positive universal constant.

Combining inequalities (31) and (32), for n ≫ 1, we arrive at the following inequality

ZX(n) ≫ ZX(2), (33)

which proves the lower bound asserted in inequality (28).

We now prove the upper bound for ZX(n). Combining equations (29) and (13), we find that

Z ′
X(s)

ZX(s)
= (2s − 1)

∫ ∞

0

e−t/4

2
√
4πt

∑

γ∈H(ΓX )

∞
∑

n=1

ℓ(γ)e−ℓ2(γn)/4t

sinh(ℓ(γn)/2)
e−s(s−1)tdt.

Replacing the inner-most summation by an integral, and using the fact that ℓ(γn) = nℓ(γ), we
compute

Z ′
X(s)

ZX(s)
≤

(2s− 1)

∫ ∞

0

∑

γ∈H(ΓX )

(

ℓ(γ)e−ℓ2(γ)/4t

sinh(ℓ(γ)/2)
+

∫ ∞

1

ℓ(γ)e−α2ℓ2(γ)/4tdα

sinh(αℓ(γ)/2)

)

e−(s(s−1)+1/4)t

2
√
4πt

dt. (34)

We now estimate the second term in the summation in the above inequality. For all x ∈ R≥0,
using the fact that sinh(x) ≥ x, we compute

1√
4πt

∫ ∞

1

ℓ(γ)e−α2ℓ2(γ)/4tdα

sinh(αℓ(γ)/2)
=

1√
4πt

∫ ∞

1
2αe−α2ℓ2(γ)/4tdα ≪

√
t

∫ ∞

ℓ2(γ)/4t

e−θdθ

ℓ2(γ)
=

√
te−ℓ2(γ)/4t

ℓ2(γ)
. (35)

Using counting function (9), we now derive

∑

γ∈H(ΓX )

√
te−ℓ2(γ)/4t

ℓ2(γ)
≪

( j0
∑

j=1

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj

√
te−ℓ2j/4t

ℓ2j
+

√
t

j0
∑

j=1

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj

∫ ∞

ℓj

e−u2/4t+udu

u2

)

, (36)
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where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, ℓj denotes the length of the closed geodesics on X, which approaches
zero, as t approaches zero.

We now compute

√
t

j0
∑

j=1

∫ ∞

ℓj

e−u2/4t+udu

u2
≤

j0
∑

j=1

√
tet

ℓ2j

∫ ∞

−∞
e−(u/2

√
t−

√
t)2du ≪

j0
∑

j=1

tet

ℓ2j
(37)

Combining inequalities (35)–(37), we arrive at the following inequality

1√
4πt

∑

γ∈H(ΓX )

∫ ∞

1

ℓ(γ)e−α2ℓ2(γ)/4tdα

sinh(αℓ(γ)/2)
≪

j0
∑

j=1

te
160π(g−1)

ℓj
+t

ℓ2j
. (38)

We now estimate the first term in the summation in inequality (34). From similar arguments
as the ones used to prove inequalities (35)–(37), we derive

1√
4πt

∑

γ∈H(ΓX )

ℓ(γ)e−ℓ2(γ)/4t

sinh(ℓ(γ)/2)
≪ 1√

4πt

j0
∑

j=1

e−ℓ2j/4t +
1√
4πt

j0
∑

j=1

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj

∫ ∞

ℓj

e−u2/4t+udu ≪

1√
4πt

j0
∑

j=1

e−ℓ2j/4t +

j0
∑

j=1

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj
+t
.

(39)

From elementary calculus, for any 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, it follows that

max
t∈R≥0

1√
4πt

e−ℓ2j/4t =

(

1√
4πt

e−ℓ2j/4t

)

t=ℓj/2

≪ 1
√

ℓj
. (40)

Combining inequalities (38)–(40), we compute

∫ ∞

0

e−(s(s−1)+1/4)t

2
√
4πt

∑

γ∈H(ΓX)

(

ℓ(γ)e−ℓ2(γ)/4t

sinh(ℓ(γ)/2)
+

∫ ∞

1

ℓ(γ)e−α2ℓ2(γ)/4tdα

sinh(αℓ(γ)/2)

)

≪

j0
∑

j=1

1
√

ℓj

∫ ∞

0
e−(s(s−1)+1/4)tdt+

j0
∑

j=1

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj

(
∫ ∞

0
e−(s(s−1)−1/4)tdt+

∫ ∞

0

te−(s(s−1)−3/4)tdt

ℓ2j

)

.

Assuming that s ∈ R≥2, and applying the fact that, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, ℓj approaches zero, from the
above inequality, we infer that

∫ ∞

0

∑

γ∈H(ΓX )

(

ℓ(γ)e−ℓ2(γ)/4t

sinh(ℓ(γ)/2)
+

∫ ∞

1

ℓ(γ)e−α2ℓ2(γ)/4tdα

sinh(αℓ(γ)/2)

)

e−(s(s−1)+1/4)t

2
√
4πt

dt ≪

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj

s(s− 1)− 3/4

j0
∑

j=1

1

ℓ2j
. (41)

Combining inequalities (34) and (41), and integrating, we derive

∫ n

2

Z ′
X(s)

ZX(s)
= log

(

ZX(n)/ZX(2)
)

≪
( j0
∑

j=1

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj

ℓ2j

)
∫ n

2

(2s − 1)ds

s(s− 1)− 3/4
=

( j0
∑

j=1

e
160π(g−1)

ℓj

ℓ2j

)

log
(

(4n2 − 4n− 3)/5
)

,
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which implies that

ZX(n) ≪ (4n2 − 4n− 3)ZX(2)

( j0
∏

j=1

ec(g,ℓj)/ℓ
2
j

)

,

where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, c(g, ℓj) := e
160π(g−1)

ℓj ,

and proves the upper-bound asserted in (28), and completes the proof of the theorem. �

Corollary 3.2. With notation as above, for any n ≫ 1, and X ∈ {Xt}, we have the following

inequalities

j0
∏

j=1

(

− log |τj(X)|
)3∣
∣τj(X)

∣

∣

1/6 ≪X0 ZX(n) ≪X0 (4n2 − 4n− 3)

( j0
∏

j=1

(

− log |τj(X)|
)3

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

c̃(g,τj)−1/6

)

,

where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, c̃(g, τj) := e−
80(g−1) log |τj(X)|

π , (42)

and the implied constants in both the inequalities, depend only on the limiting surface X0.

Proof. Proof of the corollary follows from combining inequality (28) with equation (26). �

3.2. Proof of Corollaries 2 and 3. In this section, using estimate (28), we prove Corollaries
2 and 3.

Proposition 3.3. With notation as above, for any n ≫ 1, and ϕn ∈ H0(Mg, λn) with X ∈
{Xt}, as t approaches zero, we have the following inequalities

ecgn
2
Cg,n

C 6n2−6n+1
g,1

( j0
∏

j=1

|τj(X)|−2n(n−1)

(

log |τj(X)|
)6n2−6n−2

)

≪X0

∣

∣det(Nϕn)(X)
∣

∣ ≪X0

(4n2 − 4n− 3)ecgn
2
Cg,n

C 6n2−6n+1
g,1

( j0
∏

j=1

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

−c̃(g,τj)−2n(n−1)

(

log |τj(X)|
)6n2−6n−2

)

,

where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, c̃(g, τj) := e−
80(g−1) log |τj (X)|

π , (43)

and c > 0 is a universal constant, and the implied constants in both the inequalities, depend only

on the limiting surface X0.

Proof. From Mumford isomorphism (22) and combining equations (23) and (27), as t approaches
zero, we have

∣

∣µg,n(X)
∣

∣

2
=

∣

∣

∣

∣

det(Nϕn)(X)

Cg,nZX(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

·
∣

∣

∣

∣

Cg,1Z
′
X(1)

det(Nϕ1)(X)

∣

∣

∣

∣

6n2−6n+1

·
∣

∣

∣

∣

(22(g−1)/3+2)(6n−6n+1)

22(n+1/3)(g−1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

OX0

(

ecgn
2

j0
∏

j=1

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

−n(n−1)/2
)

, (44)

where c > 0 is a universal constant.

Proof of the proposition follows from combining equations (44) and (26) with inequalities de-
scribed in equation (42) completes the proof of the theorem. �
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Corollary 3.4. With notation as above, for any n ≫ 1, and ϕn ∈ H0(Mg, λn) with X ∈ {Xt},
we have the following estimate

‖ϕn(X)‖2Qu = OX0

(

(4n2 − 4n − 3)ecgn
2

( j0
∏

j=1

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

−c̃(g,τj)−2n(n−1)−1/6

(

log |τj(X)|
)6n2−6n+1

))

,

where, for 1 ≤ j ≤ j0, c̃(g, τj) := e−
80(g−1) log |τj(X)|

π ,

and c > 0 is a universal constant, and the implied constant depends only on the limiting surface

X0.

Proof. From the definition of the Quillen metric, we have

‖ϕn(X)‖2Qu =

∣

∣

∣

∣

det(Nϕn)(X)

22(n+1/3)(g−1)Cg,nZX(n)

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (45)

The proof of the corollary follows from combining Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 3.3 with equation
(45). �

Corollary 3.5. Let A ⊂ Mg be a compact subset. With notation as above, for any n ≫ 1, and
ϕn ∈ H0(Mg, λn) with X ∈ {Xt}, we have the following estimate

‖ϕn(X)‖2Qu = OA,X0

(

n2ecgn
2)

,

where c > 0 is a universal constant, and the implied constant depends on the compact subset

A ⊂ Mg, and the limiting surface X0.

Proof. The proof of the corollary follows from Corollary (3.4). �

Corollary 3.6. Let A ⊂ Mg be a compact subset. With notation as above, for X ∈ {Xt} ∩ A,

and n ≫ 1, we have the following estimate

∣

∣µg,n(X)
∣

∣

2

∏j0
j=1

∣

∣τj(X)
∣

∣

n(n−1)
= OA,X0

(

n2
)

,

and the implied constant depends on the compact subset A, and the limiting surface X0.

Proof. The proof of the corollary follows from combining equation (23) with estimates (26), (28),
(43). �

Theorem 3.7. With notation as above, for n ≫ 1, let ϕ̃n ∈ H0
L2,Qu(Mg), λn) denote an L2

normalized section, i.e., ϕ̃n satisfies equation (20). Then, for any X ∈ Mg, we have the

following estimate

lim sup
n→∞

‖ϕ̃n(X)‖2Qu = O

((

6n2 − 6n+ 1)

3π

)3g−3)

;

and for A ⊂ Mg compact subset, we have the following estimate

‖ϕ̃n(X)‖2Qu = OA

((

6n2 − 6n+ 1)

3π

)3g−3)

, (46)

where the implied constant depends on the compact subset A ⊂ Mg.
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Proof. Let (M,ω) be a complex manifold of dimension r, and let ℓ be a holomorphic line defined
over M . For any n ≥ 1, let H0(M, ℓ⊗n) denote the vector space of global holomorphic sections
of the line bundle ℓ⊗n. Let ‖ · ‖ℓ⊗n and 〈·, ·〉ℓ⊗n denote point-wise and L2 norms on H0(M, ℓ⊗n),
respectively. We are assuming that H0(X, ℓ⊗n) is finite dimensional.

In normal coordinates, for any s ∈ H0(M, ℓ), at any z ∈ M , we have

ω(z) :=
i

2

r
∑

j=1

dzj ∧ dzj ,

c1(ℓ, ‖s‖ℓ)(z) := − i

2π
∂∂ log ‖s‖2ℓ =

i

2

r
∑

j=1

λjdzj ∧ dzj .

Let s ∈ H0(M, ℓ⊗n) be an L2 normalized section. Then, in [Be04] proved the following estimate

lim sup
k→∞

‖s(z)‖2ℓ⊗n = O

(

(

r
∏

j=1

λj

)

nr

)

. (47)

We now apply Berman’s estimate to the setting of L2 normalized Teichmüller modular forms, i.e.,
we set X = Mg, ω = µWP, n = 3g− 3, and ℓ1 = λ1. Recall that, from Mumford’s isomorphism,

we have λn = λ
⊗(6n2−6n+1)
1 , and from Zograf-Taktajan’s result (21), for any ϕ̃1 ∈ H0(Mg, λ1),

at X ∈ Mg, we find

c1(λ1, ‖ϕ̃1‖Qu)(X) =
1

3π
µWP(X). (48)

Hence, from equation (48), and applying estimate (47) to our setting, for any L2 normalized
section ϕ̃n ∈ H0

L2,Qu(Mg, λn), we have the following estimate

lim sup
n→∞

‖ϕ̃n(X)‖2Qu = O

((

6n2 − 6n+ 1)

3π

)3g−3)

. (49)

Estimate (46) follows directly follows from estimate (49). �
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