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BOUNDS FOR CANONICAL GREEN’S FUNCTIONS AT CUSPS

PRIYANKA MAJUMDER AND ANNA-MARIA VON PIPPICH

Abstract. Let Γ be a cofinite Fuchsian subgroup. The canonical Green’s function associated
with Γ arises in Arakelov theory when establishing asymptotics for Arakelov invariants of the
modular curve associated with some congruence subgroup of level N with a positive integer
N . More precisely, in the known cases, canonical Green’s functions at certain cusps contribute
to the analytic part of the asymptotics for the self-intersection of the relative dualizing sheaf.
In this article, we prove canonical Green’s function of a cofinite Fuchsian subgroup at cusps
bounded by the scattering constants, the Kronecker limit functions, and the Selberg zeta func-
tion of the group Γ. Then as an application, we prove an asymptotic expression of the canonical
Green’s function associated with Γ0(N) for any positive integer N .

1. Introduction

1.1. Overview. Let Γ be a Fuchsian subgroup of PSL2(R) with finite hyperbolic volume. Then
the quotient space X = Γ\H is conformally equivalent to a non-compact Riemann surface of
genus gΓ. Let PΓ denote the set of cusps of Γ, then X = X ∪ PΓ admits the structure of a
compact Riemann surface. On X we have the hyperbolic metric which is defined as

µhyp(z) =
i

2
· dz ∧ dz

Im(z)2
.

On X we also have the canonical metric which is defined as

µcan(z) =
i

2gΓ

gΓ
∑

j=1

|fj(z)|2 dz ∧ dz,

where {f1, . . . , fgΓ} denote an orthonormal basis of the space of cusp forms of weight 2 with
respect to Γ equipped with the Petersson inner product.

Let µ be a smooth metric on X. Let volµ(X) be the volume of X with respect to the metric
µ. For z, w ∈ X (z 6= w), the Green’s function Gµ(z, w) with respect to metric µ is defined as
the unique solution of a differential equation with a normalization condition

dzd
c
z Gµ(z, w) + δw(z) =

µ(z)

volµ(X)
,

∫

X
Gµ(z, w)µ(z) = 0,

where δw(z) is the Dirac delta distribution. Now, if µ = µhyp, we have volµ(X) = vΓ, and in
this case we write Gµ(z, w) = Ghyp(z, w), which is known as the hyperbolic Green’s function. If
µ = µcan, then we have volµ(X) = 1, and in this case we write Gµ(z, w) = Gcan(z, w), which
is known as the canonical Green’s function. The Green’s function Gµ(z, w) has a logarithmic
singularity at the diagonal, meaning,

Gcan(z, w) + log |z − w|2

is bounded and continuous as z approaches w.
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In this article, we prove a bound for the canonical Green’s function associated with a cofinite
Fuchsian subgroup Γ. Following the work of Jorgenson–Kramer [17], we express the differ-
ence between the hyperbolic Green’s function and the canonical Green’s function, Ghyp(z, w)−
Gcan(z, w), in terms of integrals involving the hyperbolic heat kernel Khyp(t; z, w) (t ∈ R>0;
z, w ∈ X). Then using the work of Anilatmaja [4], we prove a bound for the canonical Green’s
function associated with a cofinite Fuchsian subgroup at two different cusps. This bound de-
pends on scattering constants, Kronecker limit functions, the Selberg zeta constant, and the
smallest non-zero eigenvalue of the hyperbolic Laplacian. Then as an example, we take Γ as a
congruence subgroup Γ0(N) with a positive integer N , and we simplify the bound for the canon-
ical Green’s function. In this case, the scattering constants are known from [8], and we simplify
the expression for the Kronecker limit function for Γ0(N) by using the following well-known for-
mula for the Eisenstein series. From Jorgenson–Kramer [20], we use the bound for the Selberg
zeta functions for Γ0(N). Lastly, by using the fact that the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of the
hyperbolic Laplacian for congruence subgroups is ≥ 21/100 (see Luo–Rudnick–Sarnak [29]), we
prove asymptotics for the canonical Green’s function associated to congruence subgroups Γ0(N)
with a positive integer N .

1.2. Applications. Given a smooth algebraic curve defined over a number field, together with
the minimal regular model over the corresponding ring of integers, in [2], Arakelov introduced
a real number, called the self-intersection of the dualizing sheaf. The motivation for studying
this Arakelov invariant lies in arithmetic geometry. From [2], we know that the Arakelov self-
intersection of the dualizing sheaf on a modular curve is defined as the sum of a geometric part
and an analytic part, where the analytic part is computed using the canonical Green’s function
at cusps.

Considering the congruence subgroup Γ0(N) with a positive squarefree integer N with 2, 3 ∤
N , Abbes–Michel–Ullmo [1], [26], proved the following asymptotics.

ω̄2
X0(N) = 3gΓ0(N) logN + o(gΓ0(N) logN) as N → ∞,

where ω̄2
X0(N) is the Arakelov self-intersection of the dualizing sheaf of the minimal regular model

X0(N) over Z for the modular curve X0(N). In their case, they proved that the leading term,
3gΓ0(N) logN is the sum of gΓ0(N) logN that comes from the geometric part, and 2gΓ0(N) logN
come from the analytic part. The analytic part, in this case, is exactly given by

2gΓ0(N)(1− gΓ0(N))Gcan(0,∞).

In the present article we remove the squarefree condition on N , and prove that for a positive
integer N , the leading term in the asymptotics for 2gΓ0(N)(1−gΓ0(N))Gcan(0,∞) is 2gΓ0(N) logN .

For a squarefree natural number N such that 2, 3 ∤ N , Abbes–Michel–Ullmo [1], [26], proved
an asymptotic expression for the canonical Green’s function associated with Γ0(N) by using
the following formula.

Gcan(pk, pl) =4πCpkpl +
4π

vΓ
+ lim

s→1

(
∫

X×X
Ghyp,s(z, w)µcan(z)µcan(w) −

4π

s(s− 1)vΓ

)

− 4π lim
s→1

(∫

X
Epk(z, s)µcan(z) +

∫

X
Epl(w, s)µcan(w)−

2

(s− 1)vΓ

)

,(1.1)

where pk, pl are two different cusps of a cofinite Fuchsian subgroup Γ, and Cpkpl is the scattering
constant with respect to the cusps pk and pl. By Ghyp,s(z, w) we denote the automorphic
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Green’s function, and by Epk(z, s) we denote the Eisenstein series corresponding to the cusp pk.
Using (1.1), Mayer [24], investigated the case X1(N) with an odd squarefree integer N which
is divisible by at least two relatively prime numbers bigger than or equal to 4. In this case,
Mayer proved an asymptotic expression for the Arakelov self-intersection of the dualizing sheaf
on X1(N). Recently, Grados–von Pippich [13] (also see [11]), by following the line of proof in
[1], proved an asymptotic expression of this quantity for the modular curve X(N) with an odd
squarefree positive integer N . In [5], Banerjee–Borah–Chaudhari investigated the case of the
modular curve X0(p

2) with a prime number p by following mostly the lines of proof in [1].
In this article, we do not use the formula (1.1) instead we take a different approach to compute

the asymptotics for the canonical Green’s function at cusps. A good reason for that is to avoid
lengthy mathematical computations which arise to prove asymptotics for the Rankin-Selberg
constant. Furthermore, we prove a bound for the canonical Green’s function for an arbitrary
cofinite Fuchsian subgroup of PSL2(R). So, one can use our result for any congruence subgroup,
for example, Γ0(N),Γ1(N) or Γ(N) with a positive integer N . These bounds will be useful for
potential applications to arithmetic algebraic geometry.

1.3. Main results. We now state the main results of the article.

Theorem 1.1. Let Γ be a cofinite Fuchsian subgroup and X = Γ\H. Let pk, pl are two cusps
of X. Then

Gcan(pk, pl) =4π Cpkpl +
2π

gΓ

pΓ
∑

j=1
j 6=k

Cpkpj +
2π

gΓ

pΓ
∑

j=1
j 6=l

Cplpj +
4πcX
gΓvΓ

+
2π

gΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)(

Kpk(ej) +Kpl(ej)
)

+ δX ,

where Cpkpl denotes the scattering constant with respect to cusps pk and pl, Kpk(ej) dentoes the
Kronecker limit function with respect to the cusp pk evaluated at the elliptic fixed point ej , cX
denotes the Selberg zeta constant on X, and the absolute value of δX is bounded by

4π

vΓgΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1 + 1/ord(ej)
)

+
4 log 2

vΓgΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

ord(ej) + 1
)

+
4π(dX + 1)2

λ1vΓ

+
4π

vΓ
+

2 log(4π)

gΓ
+

2pΓ
gΓvΓ

(

π +
4π2

3
+ 1

)

.

where pΓ, eΓ denote the number of inequivalent cusps and number of inequivalent elliptic fixed
points of Γ respectively. λ1 denotes the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of the hyperbolic Laplacian

∆hyp,z, and dX = supz∈X

∣

∣

∣

µcan(z)
µshyp(z)

∣

∣

∣.

Theorem 1.2. Let Γ = Γ0(N) with a positive integer N . Then we have the following asymptotic
expression.

2gΓ(1− gΓ)Gcan(0,∞) = 2gΓ logN + o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞,

where gΓ denotes the genus of X0(N) = Γ\H.
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1.4. Outline of the article. The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall and sum-
marize basic notation and definitions used in this article. In section 3, we recall an expression
of the canonical Green’s function in terms of hyperbolic Green’s function and analytic functions
derived from the hyperbolic heat kernel. In section 4 by giving some useful estimates, in section
5 we prove Theorem 1.1. Then as an application we consider the congruence subgroup Γ0(N).
In section 6 we prove some asymptotic bounds for scattering constants of Γ0(N). In section 7
we prove asymptotic bounds for Kronecker limit functions of Γ0(N). Finally, in section 8 we
prove Theorem 1.2.

2. Background material

2.1. Basic notation. As mentioned in the introduction, we let Γ ⊂ PSL2(R) denote a cofinite
Fuchsian subgroup acting by fractional linear transformations on the hyperbolic upper half-
plane H := {z = x + iy ∈ C | x, y ∈ R; y > 0}. The quotient space X := Γ\H admits the
structure of a finite volume hyperbolic Riemann surface. By PΓ resp. EΓ we denote a complete
set of Γ-inequivalent cusps and elliptic fixed points of Γ, respectively, and we set pΓ := ♯PΓ,
eΓ := ♯EΓ, that is, we assume that X has eΓ elliptic fixed points and pΓ cusps. By ord(ej) ∈ N≥2

we denote the order of the elliptic fixed point ej ∈ EΓ (j = 1, . . . , eΓ).
Let ej be an elliptic fixed point of Γ, and Γej := {γ ∈ Γ | γej = ej} be the stabilizer of ej.

Let pj be a cusp of Γ, and Γpj := {γ ∈ Γ | γpj = pj} be the stabilzer of pj. Then From [25],
Theorem 1.5.4, we know that Γej is a finite cyclic group, and

Γpj/Z(Γ) ≃ Z, where Z(Γ) = Γ ∩ {±1}.
We identify X locally with its universal cover H. By ds2hyp resp µhyp we denote the hyperbolic
line element and the hyperbolic metric on X, which are compatible with the complex structure
of X, and has constant negative curvature equal to minus one. For z = x+ iy ∈ X, we have

ds2hyp =
dz · dz
Im(z)2

=
dx2 + dy2

y2
, resp. µhyp(z) =

i

2
· dz ∧ dz

Im(z)2
=

dxdy

y2
.

Since Γ is cofinite, the hyperbolic volume vΓ :=
∫

X µhyp is finite. By FΓ we denote a fundamental
domain of Γ, which is a connected domain of H which represents the space X = Γ\H. Then we
can write

∫

X
µhyp =

∫

FΓ

µhyp(z).

We set the rescaled hyperbolic metric as

µshyp :=
µhyp

vΓ
.

For z = x+ iy ∈ X, the hyperbolic Laplacian ∆hyp,z is given by

∆hyp,z := −y2
(

∂2

∂x2
+

∂2

∂y2

)

.

From [28], p. 10, recall that for any f smooth function on X, we have

∆hyp,z f(z)µhyp(z) = −4πdzd
c
zf(z),

where dz =
(

∂z + ∂z

)

, dcz =
(

∂z − ∂z

)

/4πi are two differential operators on X.
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By dhyp(z, w) we denote the hyperbolic distance between z, w ∈ H derived from ds2hyp. From

[7], Theorem 7.2.1, we know the following relation

cosh
(

dhyp(z, w)
)

= 1 + 2u(z, w)(2.1)

with the point-pair invariant

u(z, w) =
|z − w|2

4 Im(z)Im(w)
.(2.2)

By gΓ we denote the genus of the compact Riemann surface obtained from X by adding the
cusps. From [30], Theorem 2.20, we recall the following well-known formula

vΓ
2π

= 2gΓ − 2 + pΓ +

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1

ord(ej)

)

.(2.3)

2.2. Scattering constants and Kronecker limit functions. Let Γ be a cofinite Fuchsian
subgroup and pj be a cusp of Γ. Then, for z ∈ X and s ∈ C with Re(s) > 1, the Eisenstein
series Epj(z, s) corresponding to the cusp pj ∈ PΓ is defined by the series

(2.4) Epj(z, s) =
∑

γ∈Γpj
\Γ

Im(σ−1
pj γz)

s,

where σpj is a scaling matrix of the cusp pj, i.e., it satisfies

σpj∞ = pj, and σ−1
pj Γpjσpj = 〈γ∞〉, where γ∞ =

(

1 1
0 1

)

.

From [16], Chapter 6, we know that the Eisenstein series (2.4) is invariant under the action of
Γ and it satisfies the differential equation

(

∆hyp,z−s(1− s)
)

Epj(z, s) = 0.

The series (2.4) converges absolutely and uniformly for Re(s) > 1, and it admits a meromorphic
continuation to all s ∈ C with a simple pole at s = 1 with residue 1/vΓ. The Kronecker limit
function associated to the cusp pj is defined by

Kpj(z) = lim
s→1

(

Epj(z, s)−
1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

.(2.5)

For example, for Γ = PSL2(Z), the Kronecker limit function is explicitly given by the formula

K∞(z) =
−1

4π
log(y12|∆(z)|2) + 3

π
(γ − log 4π),

where z = x+ iy, ∆(z) denotes the Modular discriminant, and γ denotes the Euler constant.
Let pk, pl be two cusps of Γ. From [16], Theorem 3.4, we know the Eisenstein series

Epk(σplz, s) admits the Fourier expansion of the form

Epk(σplz, s) = δpkpl Im(z)s + ϕpkpl(s) Im(z)1−s +
∑

n 6=0

ϕpkpl(n, s)Ws(nz),(2.6)
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where δpkpl denotes the Kronecker delta symbol, Ws(z) denotes the Whittaker function, and

ϕpkpl(s) =
√
π
Γ(s− 1/2)

Γ(s)

∑

c>0

c−2s Spkpl(0, 0; c),

ϕpkpl(n, s) = πs Γ(s)−1|n|s−1
∑

c>0

c−2s Spkpl(0, n; c),(2.7)

where Spkpl(m,n; c) denotes the Kloosterman sum for m,n ∈ Z (see [16] section 2.5).
For example, for Γ = PSL2(Z), the Fourier coefficients of the Eisenstein series are explicitly

given by the formula

ϕ(s) =
√
π
Γ(s− 1

2)

Γ(s)

ζ(2s− 1)

ζ(2s)
,

ϕ(n, s) = πs Γ(s)−1ζ(2s)−1|n|s−1
∑

d|n
d>0

d1−2s.

Note that, the function ϕpkpl(s) which appears in the 0-th Fourier coefficient of the Eisenstein
series Epk(σplz, s) is known as the scattering function. Similar to the Eisenstein series, the
scattering function is also holomorphic for Re(s) > 1, and admits a meromorphic continuation
to all s ∈ C with a simple pole at s = 1 with residue 1/vΓ. The scattering constant with respect
to the cusps pk, pl is defined by

Cpkpl = lim
s→1

(

ϕpkpl(s)−
1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

.(2.8)

Here note that Cpkpl = Cplpk . In [12], the authors talked about these scattering constants of
congruence subgroups.

For example, for Γ = PSL2(Z), the scattering constant is explicitly given by the formula

C =
6

π

(

1− log(4π) − 12ζ ′(−1)

)

.

2.3. Hyperbolic heat kernels. Let KH(t; z, w) be the hyperbolic heat kernel on R>0×H×H.
From [6] p. 246, we have the following formulas

KH(t; z, w) =

√
2e−t/4

(4πt)3/2

∫ ∞

dhyp(z,w)

re−r2/4t

√

cosh(r)− cosh(dhyp(z, w))
dr,

where dhyp(z, w) is the hyperbolic distance between z and w.
Note that the heat kernel KH(t; z, w) only depends on the hyperbolic distance dhyp(z, w). If

z = w, i.e., if dhyp(z, w) = 0, then we have

KH(t; z, z) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

0
e−(r2+1/4)tr tanh(πr) dr.

The hyperbolic heat kernel Khyp(t; z, w) on R>0 ×X ×X is defined by averaging over all the
elements of Γ, i.e.,

Khyp(t; z, w) =
∑

γ∈Γ
KH(t; z, γw).

For notational convenience we write Khyp(t; z, z) = Khyp(t; z).
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The hyperbolic heat kernel Khyp(t; z, w) satisfies the following heat equation
(

∆hyp,z+
∂

∂t

)

Khyp(t; z, w) = 0 for w ∈ X.

For any C∞-function f on X, the hyperbolic heat kernel satisfies the relation

lim
t→0

∫

X
Khyp(t; z, w)f(w)µhyp(w) = f(z) for z ∈ X.

Moreover, for t > 0 and for all w ∈ X, we have
∫

X
Khyp(t; z, w)µhyp(z) = 1.

From [6] p. 108-112 (see also [21], equation (0.9), p. 349), we have the following spectral
expansion of the hyperbolic heat kernel

Khyp(t; z, w) =

∞
∑

n=0

e−λntϕn(z)ϕn(w)

+
1

2π

pΓ
∑

j=1

∫ ∞

0
e−(r2+1/4)tEpj(z, 1/2 + ir)Epj(w, 1/2 − ir)dr,

where {ϕn(z)}∞n=0 is a system of orthonormal eigenfunctions for the discrete spectrum of ∆hyp,z

with eigenvalues {λn}∞n=1, and the set of Eisenstein series {Epj (z, 1/2 + ir)}pΓj=1 is the set of

eigenfunctions for the continuous spectrum of ∆hyp,z with eigenvalue 1/4 + r2.
The hyperbolic heat trace HTrKhyp(t) (t ∈ R≥0) is defined by

(2.9) HTrKhyp(t) =

∫

X
HKhyp(t; z)µhyp(z),

where

HKhyp(t; z) =
∑

γ∈Γ
γ hyperbolic

KH(t; z, γz).(2.10)

Let HΓ denote a complete set of representatives of inconjugate, primitive, hyperbolic elements
of a cofinite Fuchsian group Γ. Let ℓγ denote the hyperbolic length of the closed geodesic
determined by γ ∈ HΓ. Then, we know that tr(γ) = 2 cosh(ℓγ/2). For s ∈ C,Re(s) > 1, the
Selberg zeta function ZX(s) associated to X is defined via the Euler product expansion

ZX(s) =
∏

γ∈HΓ

Zγ(s),

where the local factors Zγ(s) are given by

Zγ(s) =

∞
∏

n=0

(

1− e−(s+n)ℓγ
)

.

The Selberg zeta function ZX(s) admits a meromorphic continuation to all s ∈ C with zeros
and poles characterized by the spectral theory of the hyperbolic Laplacian (see [15], Theorem
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5.3). For our purpose, it suffices to know that the logarithmic derivative of ZX(s) has a simple
pole at s = 1, i.e.,

cX = lim
s→1

(

Z ′
X(s)

ZX(s)
− 1

s− 1

)

(2.11)

is well defined, and we call the constant cX the Selberg zeta constant. From [25], section 4 (see
also [22], p. 656), we know the logarithmic derivative of the Selberg zeta function satisfies the
following formula

Z
′

X(s)

ZX(s)
= (2s− 1)

∫ ∞

0
e−s(s−1)tHTrKhyp(t) dt,

where HTrKhyp(t) is the the hyperbolic heat trace given by (2.9). Then the Selberg zeta constant
can be expressed as the following integral

cX − 1 =

∫ ∞

0
(HTrKhyp(t)− 1) dt.

2.4. Hyperbolic and canonical Green’s functions. For z, w ∈ X and s ∈ C,Re(s) > 1,
the automorphic Green’s function Ghyp, s(z, w) on X is defined by

Ghyp,s(z, w) =
∑

γ∈Γ
GH,s(z, γw),

where GH,s(z, w) is defined as

GH,s(z, w) =
Γ(s)2

Γ(2s)
u−sF (s, s; 2s,−1/u),

where u = u(z, w) is the point-pair invariant given in (2.2), and F (s, s; 2s,−1/u) is the hyper-
geometric function. We call the function GH,s(z, w) the Green’s function on H. By taking s = 1

and using the well-known formula for F (1, 1; 2, u), we get

GH,1(z, w) = − log

∣

∣

∣

∣

z − w

z − w

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

= log

(

1 +
1

u

)

.(2.12)

For notational convenience we write GH,1(z, w) = GH(z, w). The hyperbolic Green’s function on
H is related to the hyperbolic heat kernel on H through the following formula

GH(z, w) = 4π

∫ ∞

0
KH(t; z, w) dt, where z, w ∈ H.(2.13)

The automorphic Green’s function Ghyp,s(z, w) is holomorphic on X, and admits a meromorphic
continuation to all s ∈ C with a simple pole at s = 1 with the residue 4π/vΓ. The hyperbolic
Green’s function Ghyp(z, w) on X is the constant term in the Laurent expansion of Ghyp, s(z, w)
at s = 1, i.e.,

Ghyp(z, w) = lim
s→1

(

Ghyp,s(z, w) −
4π

s(s− 1)vΓ

)

.(2.14)

Away from the diagonal, hyperbolic Green’s function on X is related to the hyperbolic heat
kernel on X through the following formula

Ghyp(z, w) = 4π

∫ ∞

0

(

Khyp(t; z, w) −
1

vΓ

)

dt.(2.15)
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One can show that the hyperbolic Green’s function Ghyp(z, w) satisfies the differential equation

dzd
c
z Ghyp(z, w) + δw(z) = µshyp(z),(2.16)

where dz =
(

∂z + ∂z

)

, dcz =
(

∂z − ∂z

)

/4πi, and dzd
c
z = −∂z∂z/2πi. The δw(z) is the Dirac delta

distribution. The hyperbolic Green’s function Ghyp(z, w) satisfies also satisfies the following
normalization condition

∫

X
Ghyp(z, w)µhyp(z) = 0.(2.17)

Let S2(Γ) denote the C-vector space of cusp forms of weight 2 with respect to a cofinite Fuchsian
group Γ equipped with the Petersson inner product

〈f, g〉pet =
∫

X
f(z)g(z) Im(z)2 µhyp(z) with f, g ∈ S2(Γ).

Let {f1, . . . , fgΓ} denote an orthonormal basis of S2(Γ) with respect to the Petersson inner
product. Then, the canonical metric on X = Γ\H is defined by

(2.18) µcan(z) =
i

2gΓ

gΓ
∑

j=1

|fj(z)|2 dz ∧ dz.

The canonical Green’s function Gcan(z, w) of X is a function on X ×X, which is smooth away
from the diagonal and has a logarithmic singularity along the diagonal. Away from the diagonal,
it is uniquely characterized by

dzd
c
z Gcan(z, w) + δw(z) = µcan(z) where z, w ∈ X,(2.19)

with the normalization condition
∫

X
Gcan(z, w)µcan(z) = 0 with w ∈ X.(2.20)

In [28], p. 26, the author has explicitly given the canonical Green’s function on quotient spaces
of genus zero having elliptic fixed points.

2.5. Congruence subgroup Γ0(N). Here we consider Γ = Γ0(N), and X = Γ0(N)\H. We
define

Γ0(N) =

{(

a b
c d

)

∈ PSL2(Z) | c ≡ 0 mod N

}

for a positive integer N . The hyperbolic volume of Γ is given by

vΓ =
πN

3

∏

p|N
pprime

(

1 +
1

p

)

.(2.21)

Every cusp of Γ0(N) is equivalent to one among the following rationals
m

n
with m,n > 0, n|N, (m,n) = 1.

Two cusps m/n and m1/n1 of the above type are Γ0(N)-equivalent if and only if

n1 = n and m1 ≡ mmod

(

n,
N

n

)

.
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The number of cusps of Γ is given by

pΓ =
∑

d|N
d>0

φ ((d,N/d)) ,(2.22)

where φ is the Euler function.
From [10], p. 97, we know elliptic fixed points of Γ with ord(ej) = 2 is explicitly given by

ej =
n+ i

n2 + 1
for n = 0, . . . , N − 1 such that n2 + 1 ≡ 0 (modN)(2.23)

and elliptic fixed points of Γ with ord(ej) = 3 are explicitly given by

ej =
n+ 1+i

√
3

2

n2 − n+ 1
for n = 0, . . . , N − 1 such that n2 − n+ 1 ≡ 0 (modN).(2.24)

The number of elliptic fixed points is equal to

eΓ = ν2 + ν3,

where

ν2 =







0 if 4|N,
∏

p|N
p prime

(

1 +
(

−1
p

))

otherwise,

ν3 =







0 if 9|N,
∏

p|N
pprime

(

1 +
(

−3
p

))

otherwise.

Here ν2 and ν3 denote the number of elliptic points of order 2 and 3, respectively, and
(

·
p

)

denotes the generalized quadratic residue symbol (see [30] p. 25).

Remark 2.1. Note that ω(N) = O(logN/log logN), where ω(N) denote the number of primes
which divide N . This implies

eΓ = O
(

N ε
)

for any given ε > 0.(2.25)

Then, from the volume formula (2.3), we have the following asymptotics

4π(gΓ − 1)

vΓ
= 1 + o(N) as N → ∞.(2.26)

We use these bounds in section 6, section 7 to prove Theorem 1.2.

3. Expressing canonical Green’s functions using hyperbolic data

Here we recall a closed-form expression for the canonical Green’s function in terms of hy-
perbolic Green’s function and analytic functions derived from the hyperbolic heat kernel. This
idea was originally from [17], where the authors proved bounds for the canonical Green’s func-
tion for compact Riemann surface associated with a cofinite Fuchsian subgroup having neither
cusps nor elliptic fixed points. Then in [3] and [4], the author extended bounds for the canon-
ical Green’s function for non-compact Riemann surface associated with an arbitrary cofinite
Fuchsian subgroup.

10



Lemma 3.1. Let Ghyp(z, w) and Gcan(z, w) be the hyperbolic and the canonical Green’s functions
associated to Γ. Then

Ghyp(z, w) − Gcan(z, w) = φ(z) + φ(w), where

φ(z) =

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)µcan(ζ)−

1

2

∫

X

∫

X
Ghyp(ξ, ζ)µcan(ξ)µcan(ζ).

Proof. See [3], Proposition 2.6.4. �

Definition 3.2. We define Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X) as the space of all functions f : X → Ĉ having only finitely
many singularities of the following type

1. If the function f ∈ Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X) has a singularity at a cusp pk ∈ PΓ, then there exists a
constant cpk ∈ C such that

f(z) = cpk log
(

Im(σ−1
pj z)

)

+O(1) as Im(σ−1
pj z) → ∞.

2. If the function f ∈ Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X) has a singularity at an elliptic point ej ∈ EΓ, then there
exists a constant cej ∈ C such that

f(z) = cej ord(ej) log

(

z − ej
z − ej

)

+O(1) as z → ej .

3. If the function f ∈ Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X) has a singularity at w ∈ X \ PΓ ∪ EΓ, then there exists a
constant cw ∈ C such that

f(z) = cw log(z − w) +O(1) as z → w.

Lemma 3.3. Let f ∈ Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X), then we have

gΓ

∫

X
f(z)µcan(z) =

(

1

4π
+

1

vΓ

)∫

X
f(z)µhyp(z)

+
1

2

∫

X
f(z)

(
∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,zKhyp(t; z)dt

)

µhyp(z).

Proof. See [3], Corollary 3.2.5. �

Remark 3.4. Lemma 3.3 plays a crucial role in expressing canonical Green’s functions using
hyperbolic data. The idea of writing the canonical metric using the heat kernel has already
used in [19], Proposition 4.1, where Jorgenson and Kramer have given the following identity

gΓ µcan(z) =

(

1

4π
+

1

vΓ

)

µhyp(z) +
1

2

(∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,zKhyp(t; z)dt

)

µhyp(z),(3.1)

where z ∈ X \EΓ. Then, in [3], Theorem 2.9.5, the author extended the identity (3.1) to elliptic
fixed points EΓ at the level of currents, meaning

gΓ[µcan(z)] =

(

1

4π
+

1

vΓ

)

[µhyp(z)] +
1

2

[(∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,zKhyp(t; z)dt

)

µhyp(z)

]

,(3.2)

where [µcan(z)], [µhyp(z)], and
[( ∫∞

0 ∆hyp,zKhyp(t; z)dt
)

µhyp(z)
]

denote the currents of type
(1, 1) on X. For more details see [3], Chapter 2, and Lemma 3.3 is an immediate consequence
of the identity (3.2).
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Lemma 3.5. Let Ghyp(z, w) be the hyperbolic Green’s functions associated to Γ. Then
∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)µcan(ζ) =

1

2gΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(
∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,ζKhyp(t; ζ) dt

)

µhyp(ζ).

Proof. From [3], Corollary 1.9.5, we know the following estimate for the automorphic Green’s
function. Let pj and pk are two cusps, then

Ghyp,s(σpjz, σpkw) =
4π Im(z)1−s

2s− 1
Epj(σpkw, s)− δpjpk log

∣

∣1− e2πi(z−w)
∣

∣+O
(

e−2π(Im(z)−Im(w))
)

.

This estimate implies

Ghyp,s(z, w) =
4π Im(σ−1

pj z)
1−s

2s − 1
Epj(w, s)− log

∣

∣1− e
2πi(σ−1

pj
z−σ−1

pj
w)∣
∣+O

(

e
−2π(Im(σ−1

pj
z)−Im(σ−1

pj
w)))

.

Now using (2.5) and (2.14), we can write

Ghyp(z, w) = 4πKpj (w)−
4π

vΓ
−

4π log
(

Im(σ−1
pj z)

)

vΓ
as z → pj.(3.3)

Hence Ghyp(z, w) ∈ Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X). Now applying Lemma 3.3, we get
∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)µcan(ζ) =

1

gΓ

(

1

4π
+

1

vΓ

)∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)µhyp(ζ)

+
1

2gΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(
∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,ζKhyp(t; ζ)dt

)

µhyp(ζ).

Now, using the characteristic property of the hyperbolic Green’s function, namely (2.17), we
get

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)µcan(ζ) =

1

2gΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,ζKhyp(t; ζ) dt

)

µhyp(ζ).

�

Lemma 3.6. Let f ∈ Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X) and let Sing(f) be the set of all the singularities of the function
f(z) on X. Then for a fixed w ∈ X\Sing(f) we have

∫

X
Ghyp(z, w)

(

∆hyp,z f(z)
)

µhyp(z) + 4π

∫

X
f(z)µshyp(z)

= 4πf(w) +
∑

s∈Sing(f)
s 6∈PΓ

2πcs Ghyp(s,w),

where cs ∈ C is a constant which depends on the singularities of the function f .

Proof. See [3], Corollary 3.1.8. �

Proposition 3.7. Let Ghyp(z, w) and Gcan(z, w) be the hyperbolic and the canonical Green’s
functions associated to Γ. Then

Ghyp(z, w) − Gcan(z, w) = φ(z) + φ(w),
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where

φ(z) =
1

2gΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)F (ζ)µhyp(ζ)

− 1

8g2Γ

∫

X×X
Ghyp(ξ, ζ)F (ξ)F (ζ)µhyp(ξ)µhyp(ζ)

with

F (ζ) =

∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,ζKhyp(t; ζ)dt.

Proof. The proof is clear from (3.5) and Proposition 3.1. �

For notational convenience, now we set

EΓ(z) =
∑

γ∈Γ\{id}
γ elliptic

GH(z, γz),(3.4)

PΓ(z) =
∑

γ∈Γ\{id}
γ parabolic

GH(z, γz),

HΓ(z) = 4π

∫ ∞

0

(

HKhyp(t; z)−
1

vΓ

)

dt,

where the function GH(z, w) is the Green’s function on H × H, the function Khyp(t; z) is the
hyperbolic heat kernel. In [19], the authors proved functions EΓ(z), PΓ(z), and HΓ(z) are
absolutely and locally uniformly convergent.

Also, we set

Chyp =

∫

X×X
Ghyp(ξ, ζ)F (ξ)F (ζ)µhyp(ξ)µhyp(ζ),(3.5)

where

F (ζ) =

∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,ζKhyp(t; ζ) dt.

Here ∆hyp,ζ and ∆hyp,ξ denote the hyperbolic Laplacians with respect to the complex variables
ζ and ξ, respectively. In [3], section 2.8, the author proved the function F (ζ) remains bounded
on X.

Proposition 3.8. Let Ghyp(z, w) and Gcan(z, w) be the hyperbolic and the canonical Green’s
functions associated Γ. Then for z, w ∈ X \ EΓ we have

Ghyp(z, w) − Gcan(z, w) = φ(z) + φ(w),

where

φ(z) =
1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζPΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)−
1

2gΓ

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ)

+
HΓ(z)

2gΓ
+

EΓ(z)

2gΓ
− Chyp

8g2Γ
− 2π(cX − 1)

gΓvΓ
− 1

2gΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

Ghyp(z, ej).
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Here EΓ(z), PΓ(z), HΓ(z) are given by (3.4), Chyp is given by (3.5), and cX denotes the Selberg
zeta constant on X.

Proof. From Proposition 3.7, and using the notation (3.5), we have

φ(z) =
1

2gΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(∫ ∞

0
∆hyp,ζKhyp(t; ζ)dt

)

µhyp(ζ)−
Chyp

8g2Γ
,

Then using the relation (2.13), we get

φ(z) =
1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζPΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)

+
1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζEΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)

+
1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζHΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)−
Chyp

8g2Γ
.(3.6)

From [4], Lemma 3.6, we know that the series EΓ(ζ) is absolutely and locally uniformly conver-
gent for ζ ∈ X \ EΓ. Furthermore, in [4], Lemma 3.6, the author has proved that

EΓ(ζ) = 2
(

1− ord(ej)
)

log

(

ζ − ej
ζ − ej

)

+O(1) as z → ej ∈ EΓ,

and EΓ(ζ) = 0 when ζ is a cusp of Γ.(3.7)

Using Lemma 3.6 by taking the function f(ζ) = EΓ(ζ), we get

1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζEΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)

=
EΓ(z)

2gΓ
− 1

2gΓ

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ)−

1

2gΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

Ghyp(z, ej).(3.8)

From [3], Proposition 4.3.3, we know that

HΓ(ζ) = 4πCpjpj −
8π log

(

Im(σ−1
pj ζ)

)

vΓ
− 4π

vΓ
as ζ → pj ∈ PΓ,(3.9)

which yields HΓ(ζ) ∈ Ĉℓ,ℓℓ(X) and Sing(HΓ(ζ)) = PΓ.

Then, using Lemma 3.6 by taking the function f(ζ) = HΓ(ζ), we get

1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζHΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)

=
HΓ(z)

2gΓ
− 1

2gΓ

∫

X
HΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ) =

HΓ(z)

2gΓ
− 2π(cX − 1)

gΓvΓ
.(3.10)

Finally, the proof follows directly by using (3.8) and (3.10) in the identity (3.6). �

4. Some useful lemmas

Here we give bounds for some terms which appear in Proposition 3.8. These bounds help us
to simplify Proposition 3.8 further, and they help us to deduce Theorem 1.1.
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Lemma 4.1. Let pk be a cusp of Γ. Then, as z approaches the cusp pk, we have

1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, w)

(

∆hyp,wPΓ(w)
)

µhyp(w)

=
2πpΓ − vΓ

gΓvΓ
log
(

Im(σ−1
pk

z)
)

− 2π

gΓ

pΓ
∑

j=1

Cpkpj −
log(4π)

gΓ
+

2πpΓ
gΓvΓ

+R,

where |R| ≤
(

4π2

3 + 1
) pΓ
gΓvΓ

.

Proof. See [23], Proposition 2.4.7 or see [3] Proposition 7.1.12. �

Lemma 4.2. Let EΓ = {ej | j = 1, . . . , eΓ} be the set of all elliptic fixed points of Γ. Then
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 4π log 2

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(ord(ej)− 1),

where EΓ(ζ) is given in (3.4).

Proof. Let ej be an elliptic fixed point. Then we know that the stabilizer group Γej is cyclic,
and there exists a scaling matrix σej ∈ PSL2(Z) such that

Γej = 〈γej 〉, where γej = σejγi, ejσ
−1
ej

with

γi, ej =





cos(π/ ord(ej)) sin(π/ ord(ej))

− sin(π/ ord(ej)) cos(π/ ord(ej))



 .

Then we have the following disjoint union decomposition

{

γ ∈ Γ\{id} | γ elliptic
}

=

eΓ
⋃

j=1

⋃

η∈Γej
\Γ

(

η−1Γejη\{id}
)

=

eΓ
⋃

j=1

⋃

η∈Γej
\Γ

ord(ej)−1
⋃

n=1

{η−1γnejη} =

eΓ
⋃

j=1

⋃

η∈Γej
\Γ

ord(ej)−1
⋃

n=1

{η−1σejγ
n
i, ejσ

−1
ej η}.(4.1)

Now using the disjoint union decomposition (4.1), we get

EΓ(ζ) =
∑

γ∈Γ\{id}
γ elliptic

GH(ζ, γζ) =

eΓ
∑

j=1

∑

η∈Γej
\Γ

ord(ej)−1
∑

n=1

GH(ζ, η
−1σejγ

n
i, ejσ

−1
ej η ζ)

=

eΓ
∑

j=1

∑

η∈Γej
\Γ

ord(ej)−1
∑

n=1

GH(σ
−1
ej η ζ, γni, ejσ

−1
ej η ζ).(4.2)

By taking integral on (4.2), we get

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ) =

eΓ
∑

j=1

∑

η∈Γej
\Γ

ord(ej)−1
∑

n=1

∫

FΓ

GH(σ
−1
ej η ζ, γni, ejσ

−1
ej η ζ)µshyp(ζ).
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Now, making the substitution ζ 7→ η−1σejζ, using the SL2(R) (or PSL2(R))-invariance property
of µhyp(ζ), we get

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ) =

eΓ
∑

j=1

∑

η∈Γej
\Γ

ord(ej)−1
∑

n=1

∫

σ−1
ej

ηFΓ

GH(ζ, γ
n
i, ejζ)µshyp(ζ).(4.3)

From (2.1), we recall

cosh(dhyp(z, w)) = 1 + 2 sinh2
(

dhyp(z, w)

2

)

= 1 + 2u(z, w).

This implies

u = sinh2
(

dhyp(z, w)

2

)

.

Hence, from (2.12), we can write

GH(ζ, γ
n
i, ejζ) = log









1 +
1

sinh2
(

dhyp(ζ,γ
n
i, ej

ζ)

2

)









= − log

(

tanh2
(

dhyp(ζ, γ
n
i, ej

ζ)

2

)

)

.(4.4)

By recalling the triangular inequality of the hyperbolic distance function, we have

1

2
dhyp(ζ, γ

n
i, ejζ) ≤

1

2

(

dhyp(ζ, i) + dhyp(i, γ
n
i, ejζ)

)

= dhyp(ζ, i).(4.5)

Then, using (4.4) and (4.5), we get
∣

∣GH(ζ, γ
n
i, ejζ)

∣

∣ ≤
∣

∣ log
(

tanh2 ρ
)∣

∣, where ρ = dhyp(ζ, i).(4.6)

Now, using (4.6) in the R.H.S of (4.3), we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
eΓ
∑

j=1

∑

η∈Γej
\Γ

ord(ej)−1
∑

n=1

∫

σ−1
ej

ηX

∣

∣ log
(

tanh2 ρ
)∣

∣µshyp(ζ).

Now we write the hyperbolic metric µhyp(ζ) in polar coordinates, i.e.,

µhyp(ζ) = 2 sinh(ρ) dρ dθ, where θ ∈ [0, π).

This implies
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∑eΓ

j=1(ord(ej)− 1)

vΓ

∫ ∞

0

∫ π

0
| log(tanh2 ρ)|2 sinh(ρ)dθdρ

=
π log(16)

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(ord(ej)− 1).

This completes the proof. �
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Lemma 4.3. Let pk be a cusp of Γ, and σpk be a scaling matrix of pk. Then, as z approaches
the cusp pk, we have

EΓ(z)

2gΓ
+

HΓ(z)

2gΓ
=

2π

gΓ
Cpkpk −

4π log
(

Im(σ−1
pk

z)
)

gΓvΓ
− 2π

gΓvΓ
,

where EΓ(z) and HΓ(z) are given in (3.4).

Proof. From [4], Lemma 3.6, recall that as z approaches the cusp pk, we have

EΓ(z)

2gΓ
= 0.(4.7)

From [3], Proposition 4.3.3, recall that as z approaches the cusp pk, we have

HΓ(z)

2gΓ
=

2π

gΓ
Cpkpk −

4π log
(

Im(σ−1
pk

z)
)

gΓvΓ
− 2π

gΓvΓ
.(4.8)

Combining (4.7) and (4.8) we complete the proof. �

Lemma 4.4. The constant Chyp given in (3.5), satisfies the inequality

Chyp ≤ 16πg2Γ (dX + 1)2

λ1vΓ
, where dX = sup

z∈X

∣

∣

∣

∣

µcan(z)

µshyp(z)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Here gΓ, vΓ denote the genus and the hyperbolic volume of Γ respectively, and λ1 is the smallest
non-zero eigenvalue of the hyperbolic Laplacian ∆hyp,z on X.

Proof. See [23], Proposition 2.5.2 or see [4], 5.10. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Finally, to prove Theorem 1.1 we need the following well-known expression of the Kronecker
limit function. For the reader’s convenience, we write a short proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1. Let pk, pl be two cusps of Γ, and σpl be a scaling matrix of pl. Then the
Kronecker limit function admits a Fourier expansion of the form

Kpk(σplz) = Cpkpl −
log
(

Im(z)
)

vΓ
+
∑

n 6=0

akl,n(Im(z)) e2πinRe(z),

where Cpkpl is the scattering constant given by (2.8), and non-zero Fourier coefficients akl,n(Im(z)) =

ϕpkpl(n, 1) e
−2π|n| Im(z) where ϕpkpl(n, 1) is defined in (2.7).

Proof. From (2.5), we have

Kpk(σplz) = lim
s→1

(

Epk(σplz)−
1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

.

Now, using the Fourier expansion of the Eisenstein series (2.6), we get

Kpk(σplz) = lim
s→1

(

ϕpkpl(s) Im(z)1−s − 1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

+ lim
s→1

∑

n 6=0

ϕpkpl(n, s)Ws(nz).(5.1)
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Recall that at s = 1 we have the Laurent expansion

ϕpkpl(s) =
1

vΓ(s− 1)
+ Cpkpl +O(s− 1)

and the Taylor expansion at s = 1 of Im(z)s−1 is

Im(z)s−1 = 1− log
(

Im(z)
)

(s − 1) +O
(

(s− 1)2
)

.

Then from (5.1), we get

Kpk(σplz) = Cpkpl −
log
(

Im(z)
)

vΓ
+ lim

s→1

∑

n 6=0

ϕpkpl(n, s)Ws(nz).

Finally, we have

lim
s→1

∑

n 6=0

ϕpkpl(n, s)Ws(nz) =
∑

n 6=0

ϕpkpl(n, 1)e
−2π|n| Im(z) e2πinRe(z),

where the expression of ϕpkpl(n, 1) is given in (2.7). This completes the proof. �

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that, by Ghyp(z, w) and Gcan(z, w) we denote the hyperbolic and
the canonical Green’s functions associated to the group Γ. Then from Proposition 3.8, we have
the identity

Ghyp(z, w) − Gcan(z, w) = φ(z) + φ(w),

where

φ(z) =
1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζPΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)−
1

2gΓ

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ)

+
HΓ(z)

2gΓ
+

EΓ(z)

2gΓ
− Chyp

8g2Γ
− 2π(cX − 1)

gΓvΓ
− 1

2gΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

Ghyp(z, ej).(5.2)

Now, for a fixed w ∈ X, we set

A(w) = lim
z→pk

(

Ghyp(z, w) − φ(z)
)

.

Then

A(w) = lim
z→pk

(

Ghyp(z, w) −
1

8πgΓ

∫

X
Ghyp(z, ζ)

(

∆hyp,ζPΓ(ζ)
)

µhyp(ζ)−
HΓ(z)

2gΓ
− EΓ(z)

2gΓ

+
1

2gΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

Ghyp(z, ej)
)

+
1

2gΓ

∫

X
EΓ(ζ)µshyp(ζ) +

Chyp

8g2Γ
+

2π(cX − 1)

gΓvΓ
.

Now, from Lemma 4.3, recall that as z approaches the cusp pk, we have

EΓ(z)

2gΓ
+

HΓ(z)

2gΓ
=

2π

gΓ
Cpkpk −

4π log
(

Im(σ−1
pk

z)
)

gΓvΓ
− 2π

gΓvΓ
.

From (3.3), we recall that as z approaches the cusp pk, we have

Ghyp(z, w) = 4πKpk(w) −
4π

vΓ
−

4π log
(

Im(σ−1
pk

z)
)

vΓ
.
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Then using Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2, and Lemma 4.4, we get

A(w) =4πKpk(w) +
2π

gΓ

pΓ
∑

l=1
l 6=j

Cplpj +
2π

gΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

Kpk(ej) +
2πcX
gΓvΓ

+ δX ,(5.3)

where the absolute value of δX is bounded by

2π

vΓgΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1 + 1/ord(ej)
)

+
2 log 2

vΓgΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

ord(ej) + 1
)

+
2π(dX + 1)2

λ1vΓ

+
2π

vΓ
+

log(4π)

gΓ
+

pΓ
gΓvΓ

(

π +
4π2

3
+ 1

)

.

Now, to complete the theorem it remains to compute the following limit

Gcan(pk, pl) = lim
w→pl

(

A(w)− φ(w)
)

.

For that we use the formula (5.2) and (5.3). Here note that, from Proposition 5.1, we know
that as w approaches the cusp pl, we have

4πKpk(w) = 4π Cpkpl −
4π log

(

Im(σ−1
pl

w)
)

vΓ
.

Then using Lemma 4.1, Lemma 4.2, and Lemma 4.4, we get

Gcan(pk, pl) =4π Cpkpl +
2π

gΓ

pΓ
∑

j=1
j 6=k

Cpkpj +
2π

gΓ

pΓ
∑

j=1
j 6=l

Cplpj +
4πcX
gΓvΓ

+
2π

gΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)(

Kpk(ej) +Kpl(ej)
)

+ δX ,

where the absolute value of δX is bounded by

4π

vΓgΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1 + 1/ord(ej)
)

+
4 log 2

vΓgΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

ord(ej) + 1
)

+
4π(dX + 1)2

λ1vΓ

+
4π

vΓ
+

2 log(4π)

gΓ
+

2pΓ
gΓvΓ

(

π +
4π2

3
+ 1

)

.

This completes the proof. �

6. Bounds for scattering constants of Γ0(N)

Now, we consider Γ = Γ0(N) with a positive integer N . Here we give bounds for scattering
constants of Γ.

Lemma 6.1. Let C0∞ denote the scattering constant with respect to the cusps 0 and ∞ of
Γ = Γ0(N), where N is a positive integer. Then

8πgΓ(1− gΓ) C0∞ = 2gΓ logN + o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.
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Proof. In the formula [9], p. 247, substituting n = 1, we get

ϕ0∞(s) =
√
π
Γ(s− 1/2)

Γ(s)

1

N s

ζ(2s− 1)

ζ(2s)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2s − p

p2s − 1
,(6.1)

which is the scattering function for Γ with respect to cusps 0 and ∞. Then, from definition
(2.8) we can write

C0∞ = lim
s→1

(√
π
Γ(s− 1/2)

Γ(s)

ζ(2s− 1)

ζ(2s)

1

N s

∏

p|N
pprime

p2s − p

p2s − 1
− 1

(s − 1)vΓ

)

.(6.2)

At s = 1 we compute the following Taylor expansions

1

N s
=

1

N
− logN

N
(s− 1) +O

(

(s− 1)2
)

,

∏

p|N
p prime

p2s − p

p2s − 1
=

∏

p|N
pprime

p

p+ 1
+

∏

p|N
p prime

p

p+ 1

∑

q|N
q prime

2q log q

q2 − 1
(s− 1) +O

(

(s − 1)2
)

.

Now note that,
√
πΓ(s−1/2)

Γ(s)
ζ(2s−1)
ζ(2s) is the scattering function for PSL2(Z) and we know that

√
π
Γ(s− 1

2)

Γ(s)

ζ(2s− 1)

ζ(2s)
=

3

π(s− 1)
+ C +O(s− 1) as s → 1,(6.3)

where C = 6
π

(

1− log(4π) − 12ζ ′(−1)
)

.

Then, from (6.2), we get

C0∞ =
1

vΓ

(

π

3
C − logN +

∑

p|N
p prime

2p log p

p2 − 1

)

.(6.4)

Finally, multiplying 8πgΓ(1− gΓ) of the both side of (6.4), we get

8πgΓ(1− gΓ) C0∞ =
8πgΓ(1− gΓ)

vΓ0(N)

(

π

3
C − logN +

∑

p|N
pprime

2p log p

p2 − 1

)

.

Finally, using (2.26), and taking into account that
∑

p|N
log p
p = O(log logN), we have

8πgΓ(1− gΓ) C0∞ = 2gΓ logN + o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.

�

Lemma 6.2. Let a = m/n be a cusp of Γ = Γ0(N), where N is a positive integer. Let Ca∞
denote the scattering constant with respect to the cusps a and ∞. Then

4π(1 − gΓ)
∑

a∈PΓ
a6=∞

Ca∞ = o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.
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Proof. From the definition (2.8), we recall

Ca∞ = lim
s→1

(

ϕa∞(s)− 1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

,

where ϕa∞(s) is given by the formula [9], p. 247. Means, we can write

Ca∞ =
φ(n)

φ ((n,N/n))
lim
s→1

(

√
π
Γ(s− 1

2)

Γ(s)

ζ(2s− 1)

ζ(2s)
F (s)− 1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

,

where

F (s) =

(

(n,N/n)

nN

)s
∏

p|N
pprime

p2s

p2s − 1

∏

q|N
n

q prime

(

1− 1

q2s−1

)

.

Now, at s = 1 we compute the following Taylor expansions
(

(n,N/n)

nN

)s

=

(

(n,N/n)

nN

)

+

(

(n,N/n)

nN

)

log

(

(n,N/n)

nN

)

(s− 1) +O
(

(s − 1)2
)

,

∏

p|N
pprime

p2s

p2s − 1
=

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1
−

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

q|N
q prime

2 log q

q2 − 1
(s − 1) +O

(

(s− 1)2
)

,

∏

p|N
n

pprime

p2s − p

p2s
=

∏

p|N
n

p prime

p− 1

p
+

∏

p|N
n

pprime

p− 1

p

∑

q|N
n

q prime

2 log q

q − 1
(s− 1) +O

(

(s− 1)2
)

.

Then, by recalling (6.3), we get

Ca∞ =
1

vΓ

(

π

3
C + log

(

(n,N/n)

nN

)

−
∑

p|N
p prime

2 log p

p2 − 1
+
∑

p|N
n

pprime

2 log p

p− 1

)

.

Hence from (2.22), we get

4π(1− gΓ)
∑

a∈PΓ

a6=∞

Ca∞ =
4π(1− gΓ)

vΓ

(

π

3
C −

∑

p|N
p prime

2 log p

p2 − 1

)

∑

n|N
n 6=1

φ ((n,N/n))

4π(1− gΓ)

vΓ

∑

n|N
n 6=1

φ ((n,N/n))

(

log

(

(n,N/n)

nN

)

+
∑

p|N
n

p prime

2 log p

p− 1

)

.

Finally, using (2.26), and taking into account that
∑

p|N
log p
p = O(log logN), we have

4π(1− gΓ)
∑

a∈PΓ
a6=∞

Ca∞ = o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.

This completes the proof. �
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Lemma 6.3. Let a = m/n be a cusp of Γ = Γ0(N), where N is a positive integer. Let Ca0
denote the scattering constant with respect to the cusps a and 0. Then

4π(1 − gΓ)
∑

a∈PΓ

a6=0

Ca0 = o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.

Proof. From the definition (2.8), we recall

Ca0 = lim
s→1

(

ϕa0(s)−
1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

,

where ϕa0(s) is given by the formula [23], equation (3.6), i.e.,

ϕa0(s) =
√
π
Γ(s− 1

2 )

Γ(s)

ζ(2s− 1)

ζ(2s)

φ(N/n)

φ(n,N/n)
G(s),(6.5)

where

G(s) =
(n2, N)s

N2s

∏

p|N
pprime

p2s

p2s − 1

∏

q|n
q prime

(

1− 1

q2s−1

)

.

Hence we have

Ca0 =
φ(N/n)

φ(n,N/n)
lim
s→1

(√
π
Γ(s− 1

2)

Γ(s)

ζ(2s − 1)

ζ(2s)
G(s)− 1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

.

At s = 1 we compute the following Taylor expansions

(n2, N)s

N2s
=

(n2, N)

N2
+

(n2, N)

N2
log

(

(n2, N)

N2

)

(s− 1) +O
(

(s− 1)2
)

,

∏

p|N
pprime

p2s

p2s − 1
=

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1
−

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

q|N
q prime

2 log q

q2 − 1
(s − 1) +O

(

(s− 1)2
)

,

∏

q|n
q prime

(

1− 1

q2s−1

)

=
∏

q|n
q prime

(

1− 1

q

)

+
∏

q|n
q prime

(

1− 1

q

)

∑

p|N
pprime

2 log p

p− 1
(s− 1) +O

(

(s− 1)2
)

.

Then, by recalling (6.3), we get

Ca0 =
1

vΓ

(

π

3
C + log

(

(n2, N)

N2

)

−
∑

p|N
pprime

2 log p

p2 − 1
+
∑

p|n
pprime

2 log p

p− 1

)

.
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Then, from (2.22), we get

4π(1− gΓ)
∑

a∈PΓ
a6=0

Ca0 =4π(1− gΓ)

(

π

3
C −

∑

p|N
p prime

2 log p

p2 − 1

)

∑

n|N
n 6=N

φ ((n,N/n))

4π(1− gΓ)
∑

n|N
n 6=N

φ ((n,N/n))

(

log

(

(n2, N)

N2

)

+
∑

p|n
pprime

2 log p

p− 1

)

.

Finally, using (2.26), and taking into account that
∑

p|N
log p
p = O(log logN), we have

4π(1 − gΓ)
∑

a∈PΓ

a6=0

Ca0 = o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.

This completes the proof. �

7. Bounds for Kronecker limit functions of Γ0(N)

Here we prove a relation between the Kronecker limit functions of Γ = Γ0(N) and PSL2(Z).
For notational convenience, in this section by K∞(z)Γ(1) resp. E∞(z, s)Γ(1) we denote the
Kronecker limit function resp. the Eisenstein series with respect to the cusp ∞ of the group
Γ(1) = PSL2(Z). Then we derive bounds for Kronecker limit functions of Γ0(N).

Lemma 7.1. Let K0(z) and K∞(z) denote the Kronecker limit functions with respect to the
cusps 0 and ∞ of the group Γ = Γ0(N). Let K∞(z)Γ(1) denote the Kronecker limit function
with respect to the cusp ∞ of the group Γ(1) = PSL2(Z). Then

K0(z) +K∞(z) +
2

vΓ

(

logN −
∑

p|N
p prime

log p

p+ 1

)

=
1

N

∏

p|N
p prime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nz/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dz)Γ(1)

)

,

where µ(d) is the Möbius function.

Proof. From [14], p. 240, we know the following formula

E∞(z, s) = N−s
∏

p|N
pprime

p2s

p2s − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

ds
E∞
(

Nz/d, s
)

Γ(1)
,(7.1)

where in the L.H.S. E∞(z, s) denotes the Eisenstein series for Γ with respect to the cusp ∞ and
in the R.H.S. E∞(Nz/d, s)Γ(1) denotes the Eisenstein series for Γ(1) with respect to the cusp
∞.

Now, using formula (7.1), we can write

K∞(z) = lim
s→1

(

N−s
∏

p|N
pprime

p2s

p2s − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

ds
E∞
(

Nz/d, s
)

Γ(1)
− 1

(s− 1)vΓ

)

.(7.2)
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To compute this limit (7.2), we use the following expansions.

E∞
(

Nz/d, s
)

Γ(1)
=

3

π(s − 1)
+K∞(Nz/d)Γ(1) +O(s− 1) as s → 1,

which is the well-known Laurent expansion of the Eisenstein series.
At s = 1 we compute the following Taylor series expansions.

µ(d)

ds
=

µ(d)

d
− µ(d) log d

d
(s − 1) +O

(

(s− 1)2
)

,

∏

p|N
pprime

p2s

p2s − 1
=

∏

p|N
p prime

p2

p2 − 1
−

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

q|N
q prime

2 log q

q2 − 1
(s− 1) +O((s− 1)2),

1

N s
=

1

N
− logN

N
(s− 1) +O

(

(s− 1)2
)

.

Then from (7.2), we get

K∞(z) +
1

vΓ

(

logN −
∑

p|N
pprime

log p

p+ 1

)

=
1

N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nz/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dz)Γ(1)

)

,(7.3)

Now, to compute K0(z), we consider a scaling matrix of the cusp 0 as

σ0 =

(

0 −1/
√
N√

N 0

)

.

Then using the Fricke involution, we get

E0(z, s) = E∞(σ−1
0 z, s).(7.4)

Then we have

K0(z) = K∞(σ−1
0 z) = K∞

(

−1/Nz
)

=
1

N

∏

p|N
p prime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d
K∞(dz)Γ(1) −

1

vΓ

(

logN −
∑

p|N

log p

p+ 1

)

.(7.5)

Finally, combining (7.3) and (7.5), we can write

K0(z) +K∞(z) +
2

vΓ

(

logN −
∑

p|N
pprime

log p

p+ 1

)

=
1

N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nz/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dz)Γ(1)

)

.

�
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Lemma 7.2. Let K∞(z)Γ(1) denote the Kronecker limit function with respect to the cusp ∞
of the group Γ(1) = PSL2(Z). Let ν2 denote the number of elliptic fixed points of Γ with
ord(ej) = 2. Then

(1− gΓ)

N

ν2
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
p prime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞,

where µ(d) is the Möbius function.

Proof. From (2.23), we recall that if ej be an elliptic fixed point of Γ with ord(ej) = 2, then

ej =
n+ i

n2 + 1
for n = 0, . . . , N − 1 such that n2 + 1 ≡ 0 (modN).

By substituting these values of ej in the term K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) we get our desired
asymptotics. Recall that

K∞(z)Γ(1) =
−1

4π
log(y12|∆(z)|2) + 3

π
(γ − log 4π),(7.6)

where z = x + iy, ∆(z) denotes the Modular discriminant, and γ denotes the Euler constant.
The Modular discriminant has a Fourier expansion of the form

∆(z) =

∞
∑

n=1

τ(n)e2πinz ,(7.7)

where the arithmetic function τ(n) is known as Ramanujan’s tau function. Then for any positive
integer d, we can easily compute the bound

log |∆(dz)| ≤ −2πdy + log

(

1 +

∞
∑

n=1

|τ(n+ 1)|e−2πndy

)

.(7.8)

When ej is an elliptic fixed point of Γ with ord(ej) = 2, then using (2.23) and (7.6), we get

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) =
−3

π
log

(

N

(n2 + 1)2

)

− 1

2π
log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆

(

N(n+ i)

d(n2 + 1)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

− 1

2π
log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆

(

nd+ id

n2 + 1

)∣

∣

∣

∣

+
6

π

(

γ − log(4π)
)

,(7.9)

where n satisfies the conditions given in (2.23), d|N (d > 0), and γ is the Euler constant.

When n = 0 in (7.9), we get

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

=
−3

π
log(N)− 1

2π
log
(

|∆(Ni/d)∆(di)|
)

+
6

π

(

γ − log(4π)
)

.

Now, note that using (7.8), we can write

log
(

|∆(Ni/d)|
)

= O(N/d), log
(

|∆(di)|
)

= O(d).
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This implies, there exist some constants c1, independent of N , d, and j, such that

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) ≤
c1N

d
+ c2d+ o(N) as N → ∞.

When n = 1, . . . , N − 1 such that n2 + 1 ≡ 0 (modN) in (7.9), we get

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) ≤
c3N

d(n2 + 1)
+

c4d

n2 + 1
+ o(N) as N → ∞,

where the constants c3, c4 are independent of N, d, n, and j.

Now, using the fact that
∑

d|N
µ(d)
d =

∏

p|N
p−1
p , we can write

1

N

ν2
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

=
1

2N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

ν2
∑

j=1

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

≤ 1

2N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

c1N

d
+ c2d

)

+
1

2N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

N−1
∑

n=1

(

c3N

d(n2 + 1)
+

c4d

n2 + 1

)

+ o(N)

≤ c1
2

+ c3 + o(N).(7.10)

Note that, in the last inequality of (7.10) we have used a well-known property of the Möbius

function which is
∑

d|N
µ(d)
d2

=
∏

p|N
p2−1
p2

. Then using (7.10), we get

(1− gΓ)

N

ν2
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.(7.11)

This completes the proof �

Lemma 7.3. Let K∞(z)Γ(1) denote the Kronecker limit function with respect to the cusp ∞
of the group Γ(1) = PSL2(Z). Let ν3 denote the number of elliptic fixed points of Γ with
ord(ej) = 3. Then

(1− gΓ)

N

ν3
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
p prime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞,

where µ(d) is the Möbius function.
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Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma 7.2. From (2.24), we recall that if ej be an
elliptic fixed point of Γ with ord(ej) = 3, then

ej =
n+ 1+i

√
3

2

n2 − n+ 1
for n = 0, . . . , N − 1 such that n2 − n+ 1 ≡ 0 (modN).

By substituting these values of ej in the term K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1), we get

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) =
−3

π
log

(

3N

(2n2 − 2n+ 2)2

)

− 1

2π
log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆

(

N(2n + 1 + i
√
3)

2d(n2 − n+ 1)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

− 1

2π
log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆

(

d(2n + 1 + i
√
3)

2(n2 − n+ 1)

)∣

∣

∣

∣

+
6

π

(

γ − log(4π)
)

,(7.12)

where n satisfies the conditions given in (2.24), d|N and γ is the Euler constant.

When n = 0 in (7.12), we get

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) =
−3

π
log

(

3N

4

)

− 1

2π
log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆

(

N
√
3i

2d

)

∆

(

d
√
3i

2

)∣

∣

∣

∣

+
6

π

(

γ − log(4π)
)

.

Then, using (7.8), we can write

log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆

(

N
√
3i

2d

)∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(N/d), log

∣

∣

∣

∣

∆

(

d
√
3i

2

)∣

∣

∣

∣

= O(d).

This implies, there exist some constants c′1, c
′
2, independent of N, d and j, such that

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) ≤
c′1N
d

+ c′2d+ o(N) as N → ∞.

When n = 1, . . . , N − 1 such that n2 − n+ 1 ≡ 0 (modN) in (7.12), we get

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1) ≤
c′3N

d(n2 − n+ 1)
+

c′4d
(n2 − n+ 1)

+ o(N) as N → ∞,

where the constants c′3, c
′
4 are independent of N, d, n and j.
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Now, using the fact that
∑

d|N
µ(d)
d =

∏

p|N
p−1
p , we can write

1

N

ν3
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

=
2

3N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

ν3
∑

j=1

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

=
2

3N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

c′1N
d

+ c′2d

)

+
2

3N

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

N−1
∑

n=1

(

c′3N
d(n2 − n+ 1)

+
c′4d

n2 − n+ 1

)

+ o(N)

≤ c′1
2

+ c′3 + o(N).(7.13)

Note that in the last inequality of (7.13) we have used a well-known property of the Möbius

function which is
∑

d|N
µ(d)
d2 =

∏

p|N
p2−1
p2 . Then using (7.10), we get

(1− gΓ)

N

ν3
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
p prime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.

This completes the proof. �

Proposition 7.4. Let K0(z) and K∞(z) denote the Kronecker limit functions for the group
Γ = Γ0(N) with respect to the cusps 0 and ∞ respectively. Let {ej}eΓj=1 be the set of elliptic
fixed points of Γ. Then

4π(1− gΓ)

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)(

K0(ej) +K∞(ej)
)

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.
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Proof. Using Lemma 7.1, we can write

4π(1 − gΓ)

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)(

K0(ej) +K∞(ej)
)

=
4π(1 − gΓ)

N

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
p prime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)
(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)
)

d

+
8π(1− gΓ)

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

(

∑

p|N
pprime

log p

p+ 1
− logN

)

.

(7.14)

Now, using the estimates (2.26), (2.25), and taking into account the estimate
∑

p|N
log p
p =

O(log logN), we get

8π(1− gΓ)

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

(

∑

p|N
pprime

log p

p+ 1
− logN

)

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞,

which is the second summand of (7.14). So, to complete the proof it suffices to show that

4π(1− gΓ)

N

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)
(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)
)

d

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.

Now, note that

4π(1 − gΓ)

N

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)
(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)
)

d

=
(1− gΓ)

N

ν2
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

+
(1− gΓ)

N

ν3
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)

∏

p|N
pprime

p2

p2 − 1

∑

d|N
d>0

µ(d)

d

(

K∞(Nej/d)Γ(1) +K∞(dej)Γ(1)

)

.

Finally, Lemma 7.2 and Lemma 7.3 completes the proof. �

8. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Finally, we give the proof of Theorem 1.2 using results from section 6 and section 7.
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. Recall that Γ = Γ0(N) and X = Γ0(N)\H. Then from Theorem 1.1, we
have

2gΓ(1− gΓ)Gcan(0,∞) =8πgΓ(1− gΓ) C0∞ + 4π(1− gΓ)

(

∑

a∈PΓ
a6=∞

Ca∞ +
∑

a∈PΓ
a6=0

Ca0
)

+ 4π(1− gΓ)

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)(

K0(ej) +K∞(ej)
)

+
8π(1− g)cX

vΓ
+ δX ,(8.1)

where the absolute value of δX is bounded by

8π(gΓ − 1)

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1 + 1/ord(ej)
)

+
8(gΓ − 1)

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(1 + ord(ej)) +
8πgΓ(gΓ − 1)(dX + 1)2

λ1vΓ

+
8πgΓ(gΓ − 1)

vΓ
+ 4(gΓ − 1) log(4π) +

4pΓ(gΓ − 1)

vΓ

(

π +
4π2

3
+ 1

)

.(8.2)

To show that δX = o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞ we recall the following. From (2.26), (2.25) it is
clear that

8π(gΓ − 1)

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1 + 1/ord(ej)
)

+
8(gΓ − 1)

vΓ

eΓ
∑

j=1

(1 + ord(ej)) = O
(

N ε
)

,

which are the first two terms of (8.2). Then from [18], Proposition 5.4, we recall

dX = O(1),

where the implied constant is independent of N . From [29], Theorem 1.1, we recall

λ1 ≥ 21/100.

Then using (2.26), we get

8πgΓ(gΓ − 1)(dX + 1)2

λ1vΓ
= O(gΓ),

which is the third term of (8.2). Again using (2.26), (2.25), we have

8πgΓ(gΓ − 1)

vΓ
+ 4(gΓ − 1) log(4π) = O(gΓ).

For the last term of (8.2), from the formula (2.22), we have

4pΓ(gΓ − 1)

vΓ

(

π +
4π2

3
+ 1

)

= O(N),

where we use the estimate (2.26), and use a well-known identity
∑

d|N ϕ(d) = N for the Euler

function ϕ.

Then note that, the estimate (2.26) and the formula (2.21) implies that gΓ = O(N logN). Hence
we can write

δX = o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.
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From [20], p. 26-27, we recall that cX = Oǫ(N
ǫ), which implies

8π(1 − gΓ)cX
vΓ

= o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.

Then from (8.1), we have

2gΓ(1−gΓ)Gcan(0,∞) = 8πgΓ(1− gΓ) C0∞ + 4π(1− gΓ)

(

∑

a∈PΓ
a6=∞

Ca∞ +
∑

a∈PΓ
a6=0

Ca0
)

+ 4π(1− gΓ)

eΓ
∑

j=1

(

1− 1/ord(ej)
)(

K0(ej) +K∞(ej)
)

+ o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞.(8.3)

From Lemma 6.1, we have

8πgΓ(1− gΓ) C0∞ = 2gΓ logN + o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞,

which is the first term of the R.H.S. of (8.3). Finally, using Lemma 6.2, Lemma 6.3, and
Proposition 7.4, it is clear that

2gΓ(1− gΓ)Gcan(0,∞) = 2gΓ logN + o(gΓ logN) as N → ∞,

which completes the proof. �
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