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1. Introduction

The Bames {function, [l], has enpyed only sporadic m athem atical interest
since it was st Introduced in 1903, R{4]. It generalises the Humw itz {function,
has num ber theory applications and Involves a natural generalisation of the Euler

{function, exam ples ofw hich had already appeared, [b{7]and were developed m ore
directly by Bendersky [B].

Som e ofthese w orks discuss reqularised products, P{12], and the related Lapla-

cian detem inants, [L3{15], on various spaces from varying points of view . E xplicit

results are usually obtained only when the eigenvalie spectrum is known or su —
ciently powerfil geom etrical or analytical inform ation is available.

A s m ight be expected, particularly detailed investigations have been m ade
in the case of spheres. E xplicit d-sphere determm inant expressions are given, and
plotted, in [16], obtained by a direct m ethod, ancillary to a discussion ofthe orbifold
quotient, S%= . Choi [L7] analyses the 3-sphere using a factorisation technique
founded on the m ethod in Voros’ basic paper [14] while Choi and Srivastava [18]
In prove this calculation. Quine and Choi [19], wih a system atic m ethod, give
explicit form s for the full d-sphere. Kum agai 0] attem pts to give a corrected
version ofVardi's analysis for the d-sphere but does not calculate beyond the four-
sohere? Further rem arks are m ade later.

D uring the course of these Investigations, identities and relations appear w hich
we would like to system atise in a certain way and enlarge upon. Som e considerable
am ount ofwork in this area has appeared in the m athem atical literature in the past
few years and we wish to draw attention to relevant work by physicists which is
often overlooked and which m ight be useful

A pplications of the Bames function in physics embrace the Casin ir e ect
around ocoam ic strings R1], on orbifolded spheres, R22,23], Integrable eld theo—
ries R4{27], and statistical m echanics, 28]. The Bames {function also arises for
the higherdim ensional ham onic oscillator and is usefiil In connection w ith B ose—
E instein condensation and trapping R9,30].

3 Asnoted in [L6], it is clear there is som e error in Vardi’sm anjpulations. T his can be traced to
tw o sin ple oversightson p.504. The rst isin the proofthat there are no logk tem s. T he upper
lim it on the k sum cannot be changed from n 1 ton 2 because there isa contribution when
d= 0. The second slip is an incorrect interchange of the d and r sum m ations. Vardi produces
a general form ula for the d{sphere detem inant in temm s of the derivatives of the R iem ann

{function at negative integers, cf [16,19], which he then converts into m ultiple {functions,
n (1=2).



T he structure of this paper is as follow s. The Bames {function is introduced
via scalar {functionson spheres. T he determm inant is next looked at, which focuses
attention on certain constructg and relations. T hese further m otivate an investiga-—
tion ofthegeneral {function, S ,and we then link up w ith the reqularised prod—
uct approach giving a K aluza-K lein Interpretation of generalised G laisherK inkelin—
Bendersky constants. T he paper proceeds as a series of generalisations.

D eterm inants appear frequently in eld and string theory. N o attem pt w illbe
m ade to jastify their com putation nor to detail their general history. For the 2-
sohere the rst com putationswere by H ortacsu et al B1l]and by W eisberger [32,33].
The topic of {functions on spheres, and symm etric spaces in general, also has a
long record. (See Cam poresi, 34], for a useful survey and resuls.)

2. The sphere {function and the Barnes {function.

T he generalde nition of the Bames {function is,
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where we refer to the com ponents, d;, of the d=rector, d, as the degrees or quasi-
periods. For sin plicity, we assum e that the d; are realand positive. Ifa is zero, the
origin,m = 0, is to be excluded. T he contour, L, is the standard H ankel one.

O n the d-sphere, consider the Laplacian {type operator,

+ R ; @)

where = (d 1)=4dand isa param eter introduced for convenience of discussing
several speci c casesat once. Thevalne = 0 corresponds to conform alcoupling in
d+ 1 dinensions, = 1=2 to conform alcoupling in d-dim ensionsand = d 1)=2
tom inin al coupling ie. just the operator . In the 1rst case the eigenvalues are
perfect squares,

le(m+d 2)%; m = 1;3;:::: 3)

It isbest to think ofthem ode set on the fiilll sphere asthe union ofD irichlet and
N eum ann m ode setson a hem isphere, despite the apparent extra com plication. T he
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reason is that these individual {functions are Bames functions, w ith all degrees
equalto uniy,d = 1, asshown in R2]. Speci cally, or = 0O,

L e)= 4 @sid 1)=23jd);
P
)= g @s; 4 @ 1)=23jd);

1
w here the param eters In the {functions have been left general because, although
for the full{sphere, and heam iphere, we need only unit degrees, we w ish to retain
the general case for as long as possible as it applies for the other orbifold factorings
of the sphere? .

If the sum over the vectorm in (1) is perfom ed as far as possble, it is easy
to regain the standard eigenvalues, (3), together w ith the usual degeneracies.

For the general operator (2) the {function to de ne is clearly,

x 1
(sia; id) = et mar Pl 4)
m =0
and ifd = 1, giving the hem isphere, we have,
o X m+d 1 1 -
s) = :
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From this, it is easy to con m that the sum of the D irichlet and Neum ann {
functions on the hem isphere does equalthe full{ sohere {function [16]. A technical
point is that for m inim al coupling and N eum ann conditions, the origin, m = 0, is
to be om itted from the sum .

T here are at least three approaches to the continuation of the {function (5).
One is to use a summ ation formulae, such as P lana’s (see [B5] for this speci ¢
case). The seocond is that used by M inakshisundaram and later by Candelas and
W einberg [36] in a treatm ent of sphere {functions and em ploys a Bessel function
dentity to perform the sum m ation overm . T he third m ethod involres an expansion
in the associated param eter, 2, and, after some m anipulation w ith the binom ial
coe cient, the problem is thrown onto the continuation of a series of Hurmw itz {
fiinctions, a standard m atter °.

4 I this case the d; are the integer degrees associated w ith the polytope sym m etry group, . For
the sim plest (cyclic) case, Zq, d; = gwith the rest unity.

SFor = 0, ie. theBames {function,Bames [37]givesthe reduction toa nite sum ofHurw itz

{functions and rem arks that i could be m ade fiindam ental for the theory when d = 1. This

reduction has been rediscovered in m any, m ore recent discussions of the muliple { function,
restricted, as they are, to just this case. In particular, on p.432, Bames gives an expression
for log , essentially equivalent to form ulae of Vardi [13] and K anem itsu et al, 38]. A sim ilar
reduction is also possible for rational degrees.



The rst approach isnot practicable for generaldegrees, d € 1, (4), since there
are several genuine summ ation variables. The second m ethod yields the Bessel
function expression
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(s;ja; Jjd) = L, ., (); (6

which could be continued to give the analogue of (1) or treated as in Candelas
and W einberg [36] and Chodos and M yers [39] to enable values at negative s to be
com puted.

T his isa practicalm ethod of obtaining a continuation ofthe sphere {finction
but as our m ain interest is really wih the Bames function we apply the third
procedure and expand In 2. One then encounters the contihuation of an in nite
series of Bames {functions, suitable only for special values of s but su cient for

our purPoses.

3. Sphere determ inants.

The st step is a standard expansion in powers of 2, (cf Bo),

X e S+ 1) s+ r 1)

r!

(s;a; jd) = 4 @s+ 2r;a 3d); @)

r=0
which allow s certain Inform ation to be extracted, but which does not constitute a
com plete continuation. T he principle being applied here is expansion in tem s of
known’ {functions and the continuation ofthe Bames {function w illbe assum ed
In principle to be already achieved by Bames w ith the num erical com putation of
any particular case looked upon as a soluble technical challenge.

Bames has given the values of j(s;a jd) for s a nonpositive Integer, and

Bemoulli functions rapidly com puted by recursion. Hence, for exam ple, one can
easily nd thevalues ( nj;a; jd) prn= 0; 1;:::; R3I.

T he derivative at 0 also follow s, but not so directly. F irstly from (7)
1
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T he notation is that N | (d) is the residue and R, (d) the rem ainder de ned by the

behaviour at the known Bames poles®

g8+ ryajd) !
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wherel r dandu= d=2ifdisevenandu= (d 1)=2 ifd isodd.
The problem is the evaluation of the in nite series on the right.

4., {function sum s.

Expression (8) concentrates our attention on the sum ofBames {functions,

}é- 2r
q @r;a jd); (10)
r=u+1
which can be obtained from
® ( r
q(ajd); 11)
r=d+ 1

by averaging.

For the Humw itz {function (d = 1) this sum is standard (g. Bl]p276) 7
but the analysis extends to the m ore general case as shown by Bameswho has, ([1]
p 424 eq(l)), (cf U3)),

>é' r + Xd r
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The sum on the lft is over those functions de ned by the basic summ ation
form ula while that on the right contains ’s that have to be reqularised.

In this paper we m aintain Bames’ notation so that the multiple { and {
functions are de ned by

@q
q @ ;D=
L @) eat

%0;a3d) = Iog g 4@): (13)

6 tm ay happen that a residue vanishes.
7 M ore com plicated sum s involving the Hurw itz {function have been extensively investigated
by Srivastava and others, e.g. [42]. Severalm ethods have been adopted and can give di erent

' nal expressions leading to identities.



Before generalising (12), we derive it by the m ethod of R3] for a reason ex—

plined later.
T he integral representation of the Bames {function allow s the left-hand sum

In (12) to be w ritten, using an intermm ediate regularisation,

X (ol
r=d+lr (r) 0 '
23 X
= Iim d exp( ) Sk () 14)
s! 0 0 =0 r!
xd ( r
=SJJ"mO ) 472+ jd) o 8+ 1) 4+ ryaid) ;
r=0 .
w here the heatkemel’ K ( ) isde ned by
exp( a )
K ()= g2
1 exp( d;)

i
Since the total quantity in (14) is nite, the individual pole tem s that arise

in the s ! 0 lin it m ust cancel yielding the identity between generalised Bemoulli

polynom ials,
xd

L@ s)
r
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r=1

The nite ram ainder is the required resul and equals,

Xt ()=
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r=1
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where H , isthe hamonicnumber, H, = ,_, 1=k, wih H,= 0.

To com pare w ith (12) the form of the rem ainderR | (d) given in Bames is

_ S S
Ro@= (D —— T N @8

and we see that the two expressions for the sum , (12) and (16), agree.

W ew illretum to the sphere derivative (8) in section 8, but proceed to generalise
the sum (12) by di erentiating w ith respect to , m ultiplying by and integrating
back to get,

)é ( l)r r+ Z 1)
T q (ra jd) = dw w g @+ w)
r

r=d+ 1 0

«d . a7)
r
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T his form ula generalises one given essentially by Nash and O 'C onnor [44] for
the Hurmw itz case, d = 1, when it Pllow s after sin ple geom etric summ ation. (See
also Choiand Nash [@45].)

C learly one could continue playing the sam e gam e and derive sin ilar sum m a—

tions but further progress can be made with (17) when = n = 0;1;2;:::. We
concentrate on the integral on the right-hand side which we w rite In the form
Z Z
aww® Hatw)= "bg s@+ ) ,,bg 4@ n dww"!bg 4 @t+w)
0 0
(18)

5.M om entsoflog and

A s a prelin inary, we discuss Integrals of the type
Z Z

dww"” ' Iog 46); dww?® ) 19)
0 0

which can be treated by the m ethod in B6] since the algebraic technique applies

equally wellto the Bames {function, or indeed to any lm odi ed’ {function ofthe
8
form , % 1
(siw) = —; 20)

(g W)

8 This occurs in m any places and w could be thought ofas a m ass)? or as a Laplace trans—
form /resolvent variable.



as it relies solely on iteration of the basic relation

Q@ (s;w) _

s (s+ 1;w): (1)
Qw

The form ulae in [46]give inde nite integrals. W e here choose thede nite bgn S,
(19) w ith a lower 1im it ofzero. In the Bames case, the only di erence isthat log 2
becom es log 4 but this can be avoided form ally by extending the summ ation in [46]

eq.(109) down to 1= 0 and then m aking som e algebraic transform ations to arrive
at the resuk,

Z
1 . .
Y dww™ g W)= —— ar1 i (nidyJd)+ Hy gq 5 (O njdy 3dy)

xXn n 1 (1)l
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The rsttem on the right-hand side of (22) com es from the lower Iim it, w = O,
w hich we have treated by iterating the basic recursion,

qsiw jd)= 4w+ d jd)y+ 4, (sjw jd ); 23)

where d is any degree and d isthe (d 1)-vector cbtained by om itting the d
com ponent from d. Equation (23) hasbeen iterated on ddown to , (sjw) = 1=w*®.

notation in (22) then is that the vectord; has com ponents (d;;:::;dy),eg.d; = d

4
and dy is just the single number d;. Finally we let w tend to zero. Incidentally,
23) revealswhy d is a quasi{period.’
A dam chik derives the result (22) forthe sin pler H urw itz function (d= 1) from

a series expression for log (1 + x). Espinosa and M oll 47] use recursion to arrive
at the Hurw itz resuls.

6. The general {function.

It is clear from its structure that (12) is the regularised form of an eigenvalue
sum and its derivation can be paralleled fom ally for the general {function, (20),

% For the standard Humw itz {function, the single quasiperiod is 1, while for the general case,
(20), there are none.



the precise form ofthe heat-kemelin (14) not being required 1° T he result isexactly
equation (16), rew ritten in a slightly di erent notation,**

xR r X r
(7 )= gt ()
W) r

r=[ +1 r=1

FP mw)+H,  N_ W) ; 24)

where istheorderofthein niteset _ ,which could be any sequence ofnum bers,
eg. [14],butwhich m ost com m only arisesasthe spectrum ofa selfad pint operator,
typically the Laplacian on a Riem annian m aniold when = d=2, where d is the
din ension of the m anifold. H owever, one should not lim it the m eaning of the
to this case. A s they have arisen here, they could be the quantitiesm d in (4) and
m ight be interpreted as the spectrum of a pseudo-di erential operator, such as the

square root, 172

, or som ething sin ilar. Them d can be realised as the eigenvalies
of the pseudo{operator id:F jon the d{torus, the degrees, d;, being the Inverse
radiiand being the dim ension, d. In sym m etrical cases, for exam ple when several
degrees coincide, a partially spherical realisation is possbl, in accordance w ith
section 2.

T he pole residues are gjyen in tem s of the coe cients in the short{tin e ex—
pansion ofthe heatkemel, exp (o t+tw) (ihcluding the m asssquared tem ,

w) In a standard way,
N = =) @5)
W)= ——— ¢
o 1!
The nite part, FP (rw), is jast another symbol for the ram ainder, R ., at the

possibke s= r pole,

N, W)
s+ gw)! ——+ R, W) ass! O: (26)
s
For a given sequence, , ,theremay beno relevant polesats= r2 Z so that
FP (rmw)= (rw) and there would be no need to separate the summ ations as in
(24).

The -functions in (24) are de ned In the usualm anner by

°<0;w>=bgﬂ; g = €L0); @7)

10 The identity, (15), becom es a standard one between heatkemelcoe cients.
11 An altemative derivation using regularised sum s is contained in the next section.



w ith the hassless’ {function, denoted by a tilde,
X 01
€(s) = —
m
any zero m odes being om itted. W ith this convention, one could set €(s) = (s;0).
If {functions are also de ned in the usual fashion,

q

Qwd

@ ) = Iog ); 28)

so that org> ,
Dw)y=( DI@ D! @w);

the general form ula, (24), looks exactly lke the Bames fom ula, (12),

>é' r }é] r
) (r;W)=JogM — Y w); 29)

r (W) r!
r=[ 1 r=1

leading to the generalisation of (17), for exam ple,

Z
% ( l)r i (1) (1)
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O ne can also easily produce the form ula analogous to (22) for the general {
fnction, (20),

z
L awn W= S ey H,S( n)
n! 4 n!
L, @y .

From the above results one can conclide that the combination °( n; ) +
H_, ( n; ) is signi cant. The best way of inverting (31) for this quantity is to
com pute the m uliple integral
(n°

- dw (- w)" P )= —= "(nj)+H, (nj)
. 0 .

Xooyn ot
n D! 1

S D+H S
=0
(32)
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where we have adopted the convention'? that
Z
dw P w)=log ()
0
so that (22) and (31) hold forn = 0. W e con m this for the Bames case, equn.
(22), the right-hand side ofwhich is,atn= 0,

Xd
3(0; jd) §+1 i 0;d; Jdy) =
=1

U sing the de nitions (13), this can be w ritten

a@1) 46 Jdy) g1 G Jdy) 5y dg)
a3 4@ T o4 d) T 1 dy
= log 4( jd ;)

log

where we have used the fact that 4 d jd)= 4; @ )and ;(dy jdy) = 1.This
is really a check of algebraic accuracy only, since these relations follow from the
recursion (23).

7. R egularised products and sum s.

W ih 24), or (29), contact hasbeen m ade w ith the notion of reqularised prod-
ucts and sum s (see eg. [14'9'1E(>)]) because the left-hand side is nothing other than

‘Et)heW elerstrass regularisation, Iog 1+ =( , +w) ,oftheeigenvalue sum signs
Iog 1+ =( , +w),
® ( )~ X
(ryw) = log 1+
r m m tw
r=[ 1 (33)
X
Iog 1+ g P =( 5 tw) ;
m m
w ith

% %]
P x)=x+ ?+ piit — ¢

[]
T his am ounts to the subtraction ofthe rst [ Jtem s in the {Taylor expansion of
log 1+ = +w) .

( m

125 dam chik [48] appears to do the sam e thing in his P roposition 3.
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The Bames equation, (12), is a generalised canonical product expression for
themuliple {function.

Equation (8) is, of course, an example of (24) with , the eigenvalues of a
Laplacetype operator. In fact, di erentiation of the {Taylor series of (20), w ith
w ! w+ ,constitutesanother approach to the derivation of (24) (cf [40]egn.(9) for
the Humw itz function). In the general case we m ay refer to (24) as Voros' relhtion,
4], ean (4.12).

Equation (24) can be obtained by di erentiation via a slightly di erent route,
[49,43]. F irst, one de nes the W elerstrass {regularised sum ,

X 1
Siw i) m(m+w+ ) s
X 1 1 X s k
(ptw+ )s  (, +w)s k (m+w)k+s;

k=1
(34)

where su clent tem s in the {Taylor series have been rem oved in order to ensure
convergence for any selected value of s. The integerM determ ineshow m any tem s
are to be subtracted. In tem s of the order, , thismeansthatM = [ s]. 13
D i erentiation w ith respect to s, and setting s to zero, produces'*
0 X
O;w; )= h 1+ =(,+w) : (35)

m

Further, thesummation over |, In  (s;w+ ), (34), can be perform ed to give
the continuation

Siw; )= (s5w+ ) (s;w) Sk s+ kjw): (36)
k=1 k
In particular
0 @ % S
Ow; )= °0;w+ ) °0;w) o . s+ kw) ;@7
Sr-1 s=0

which is jast (24), after evaluation ofthe naltem .

13 T his construction is slightly di erent from that used by Q uine et al [9] in an equivalent analysis.
They set M = [ ]foralls. This is just su cient to encom pass s = 0. Our de nition ism ore
exble, aswe will see, and is in keeping w ith the work ofD ikii 50] and W atson [B1].

14 1t is therefore consistent to write %= 0 . Note also that (s;w; )6 (s; ;wWw).
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T his slicker derivation avoids the use ofthe heatkemel form ofthe {function,
which really acted only as an intermm ediary. T he present approach can be thought
ofas the M ellin transform of the previous one.

A sin ilar technique, in a particular case, is used by Nash and O 'Connor [44]
AppA.

8. Sphere determ inants again.

The general sum In (24) was m otivated by the exam pl (11), needed in the
com putation of a speci ¢ (sphere) determ Inant. The use m ade of it depends on
how much is known about the spectrum . For the direct com putation of the sphere
determm inants, obtained by combining (8), (10), (11) and (16), the expression In
(16) is calculationally explicit since the relevant quantities can be found from the
properties of the Bames {function. In R3,16] the nal expressions were given in
termm s of the derivatives of the Riem ann {finction at negative integers.!® In the
sohere com bination, the nonlocal Bames rem ainders, R ., cancel, In contrast to the
com putation of C asim ir energies, for exam ple.

T he further analysis of the hem isphere derivative, (8), can be carried out less
soeci cally by starting from

X 1
Z (sjwi; )= (38)
( o + W)2 2 S
m
instead of from (4). Then
_2]
0 0 X i 1
Z-O;w; )=2 "O;w)+ — R, W)+ §N2r(w)Hrl
r
r=1
@ . (39)
+ @r;w) ;
r
r=[ =211

where (s;w) isthe general {function, (20).

15 The calculation uses the aforem entioned reduction of the Bames finction for unit degrees into
Hurw itz functions. H ow ever, w hat constitutesa ‘' nal form ula is arguable since the B ames form
could justi ably be regarded as the end, seeing that what rem ains is h erely’ a num erical or
cosm etic a air. For the full{ sphere, there is the m inor point that one has to com pute both the
D irichlet and N eum ann hem isphere detem inants.
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The nalsum in (39) follow s from the sum in (24) by averaging,

)é- 2r
Criw) = byt ) &)
r (W)

=21 o

r=[=21+1

R2r(w)+ H2r lN2r(w) 7

r=1

and the combination with 39) yields the m entioned cancellation of the (s;w)
rem ainders, and also of the log 2w), leaving the form al, but de nite, expression

w+ ) ) X

z%O;w; )= Jog HY N, () (41)

r=1

where H ? is the odd ham onic number, H 9 = F rool=C@k+ 1).

For the d-hem isphere, this result is given in R3] and, as m entioned there,
it illustrates the fact that the detem inant of a product is not the product of the
determ inants, at least not ifthe detem inant isde ned by {function regularisation.
T he eigenvalues in (38) factorse,

(. +w) = _+tw o Fwt 42)

and the st tem on the right-hand side of (41) gives the product of the detem i-
nants of the individual factors. T he ram ainder is a correction or ‘anom aly’ which
was st noticed in physical contexts by A llen [52] and by Chodos and M yers [(3]
and has attracted m ore recent m athem atical, and physical, attention. It is trivially
zero when = 0.

For the hem isphere, | = m d and (s;w) istheBames {function with unit
degrees. If the Neum ann and D irichlet hem isphere expressions are added, so as
to give the ull{ sphere result, the anom aly contributions cancel in odd din ensions,
as can be speci cally checked. A ctually, for odd-din ensional closed m anifolds, this

vanishing isa generalresult and follow s from properties ofthe heat{kemelexpansion

coe cients.
Everything is quite de nite in (41), which could be taken as the nalanswer.
E xpressions for the hem isphere Laplacian determ inants ( = (d 1)=2) weregiven In

23] In tem s of the Bames function. H owever, num erical calculation m ight require
one to go further and express everything in temm s of the Humw itz or Riem ann  {
function. (This is arguable.) The details are in [16] where a concrete form ula is
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produced,

0 1 X7 Atk o &) k+1) 0
LO= T (DY sl s 9 ( x)
‘k=0 43)
x4 (d 1)21

oy HS N} @+ bgd 1):
r=1

j(k) are Stirling num bers and N ® is the sum of the D irichlet and N eum ann

hem isphere {function residues,

Here, S

NJ(@=N @+NJ @:

T hese residues are given in tem s ofgeneralised B emoullipolynom ials forw hich
there exists the handy calculational form ,

o2r d 1 g2r 2 2

NS @)= x i
=D e 2 2 i=l( ]’)x=(dl)=2'

and it iseasily con m ed that this is zero for odd d, although we actually know this
at an earlier stage.

T he graph of the results, up to dim ension 23, for the Laplacian detem inant
show s a curious di erence between odd and even din ensions. T he values diverge
as d Increases. Thism ight not be surprising as there are fundam ental di erences
between odd and even din ensional spaces, soheres especially. O ther values of in
(2) can be treated in a like m anner.

W e now m ake som e comm ents on related, fiulllsphere calculations. Choi and
Srivastava [18], follow Ing Voros, use (24) directly for the two{ and three{sphere.
T he Laplacian eigenvalues are w ritten in the usual fom , and the standard binom ial
degeneracies are used. Equation (24), with w = 0, is then taken as an equation for
log () In tem soflog (0), which is easily found,

X1 () X
R, +H, N

Iog ()= log (0)+ g 1+ — (44)

m

r
r=1

T he correction tem s require R, and N . to be detemm ined from the ssme = 0
Inform ation, which is also relatively straightforward. The m ost aw kward part is
the evaluation of the last tem, ie. the regularised sum . This is obtained from
the de nition, (33), after using som e speci ¢ {function summ ations. A though
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quite workable for an alldin ensions, thism ethod obscures the generalnature of the
cancellations that m ust occur.

In an interesting paper, Q uine and C hoi [19] express the detem inants through
regularised sum s and produce an explicit form ula for the d{sphere using a m ethod
com parable to our own, [16], and obtain the equivalents of (41) and (43). They do
not split the m ode problem into D irichlet and N eum ann hem ispheres.

Bessel approach to the general {function.

An altemative continuation for the {function, (38), uses the Bessel identity
m entioned in section 2. T his gives
p— Z 1 s 1=2

Z(sw; )= —— K — I _ ; 4
(s;wi; ) © d ()2 s 122 () (45)

where K ( ) is the tylinder’ heatkemel

The tem inology is a re ection of the fact that the squares, ( , + w)?, are
usually the eigenvalues of a second order Laplacetype operator so that K ( ) isthe
heatkemelofa squareroot (pseudo)-operator, w ith di erent locality properties and
possble log tem s in its expansion.

The form (45) hasbeen exploited by B ytsenko and W illiam s [54] in connection

w ith the m ultiplicative anom aly.

9. Im plicit eigenvalues.

In the sohere exam ple, the sum , (11), is sin ply an intem ediate calculational
quantity. It can be m ade to play a m ore in portant role in the evaluation of deter—
m inants especially when the spectrum is not known explicitly.

The key idea, K9], is to tum (29) around to give a formula, this tine for
g W),

X *1 =

g W)= bg 1+ ——— +log @+ ) — Y w); (46)

|
Lt w r!

and then to observe, trivially, that the right-hand side has to be independent of
. It thus can be calculated at any convenient value. In our work [49,55,43,56]
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the natural, In nitemass, Imit ! 1 , was selected. The {dependence has
to disappear from the asym ptotic form and what rem ainsmust be log Ww). For
exam ple the Jast term in (46) can be disregarded since its {dependence is explicit,
In nite tem s. Note that one is not required to know anything about the nature of
the @,
The asym ptotic behaviour of log W@ + ) as ! 1 has been detem ined
([14,57,58], forexam ple) In term s ofthe heat-kemelcoe cients, C | (w), and contains
no {independent tem s, apart from the nom alisation, log . Hence we obtain the
equation
Y Y X
DetD ' = — mo 14— im 1+ — exp P ( =
@7)
w ith the understanding that only the {independent part of the right-hand side is
to be retained. The notation has been stream lined a little by dropping explicit

reference to the param eter w and taking the as the eigenvalues of the generic

m
operator D . Keeping only the {independent part m eans that the P polynom ial
bit of (47) isusually irrelevant.

T his equation isparticularly valuable when the eigenvalues are given in plicitly
as the roots of som e equation, F ( ) = 0, since, under certain conditions which are
often satis ed, the M ittag-Le er theorem saysthatF () 1+ =) and the
asym ptotic behaviour of F is often a known episode in special function theory, if
one is ucky.

In practice, the m ethod is not necessarily straightforward as the function F
often occurs after separation of varables and there are rem aining sum m ations to
be deal with, but it has been applied to d{balls for scalars and higher soin. The
m ethod also works nicely for bounded M obius comers @3], where, one m ight note,
the sum (12) occursw ith the param eter in the R obin boundary condition.

T here are severalvariants of the above technique but all involve the asym ptotic
behaviour of special functions. T he spherical cap has been successfiilly treated by
Barvinsky [B9] using the asym ptotics of Legendre functions and the ball has been
dealt with in various ways that all require O ver{B essel asym ptotics, e.g. [60{62].
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10. A K aluzaK lein interpretation.

T he previous developm ent suggests that we m ake 0 n; )+H_ ( n;)the
sub ct of equation (32) but rather than the straight derivatives we try to retain a
Bamesian form ulation and rew rite this quantity In tem s ofa new {function.

T he best way ofdoing this isto introduce the {function that yieldsthiscombi-
nation as its derivative at 0. T his has form al and m anjpulative bene ts. T herefore
de ne the {function ,

(s n)
“siw)= ————— (s n;jw); (48)
(s)
so that

g 0( n;w)+ H

%,y s ) .
O;w) ' n (njw) : 49)

Thenew {finction andmodulus, ® w) and ©’, are de ned by

®) w 0
og—— — @0 ; (50)
(n)
and
0
g ™ = ]jmo ®)70;w) + by ogw
w !
— emn)? 0) (51)
ln
- ,) €(n)+H,%(n)
n!
sothat @ w)= @w)and @ = .In (51),b, isthenumber of zero , m odes.

Corresponding {functions are de ned by

q

Qwd

P )= —— g " e); (52)

to com plete the form alian .
Relation (21) gives the recursion on the additional din ensions,

which checkswih (50).
The basic idea isto set ™) (s;w) in place of (s;w) in om alm anipulations
and then, ifdesired, retum to (s;w) via (48).
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Equation (32) now reads in the new notation,

n 1
og ™ ()= dw ( w)" P w) ng @ : (54)
n! 0 n D!

An Interpretation of (48) is the ollow ing. W hen the _ are the eigenvalues
of the Laplacian on a m anifold, M , the derivative, €0y, is, up to a factor, the
one-loop e ective action of scalar quantum eld theory on the wacetime',M . If
am ass is added then one requires 00;m ?).

In the sam e situation, the quantity we have denoted by log @) w)= ®
is, again up to a factor, the e ective action density on the K aluza-K lein m anifold,
R* M . (Ttisadensity in the noncom pact factor, R?" ) It therefore can be looked
upon, when exponentiated, as detem ining the functional determ inant density on

this m anifold. The KalizaK lein eigenvalues are + k> + w where k is a 2n-

m
din ensional real vector and the integral over k is taken with a certain 4 volum e
nom alisation to m ake (48) true.

T he situation w ith which we arem ost concemed is when the
values of a linear pseudo-operator on M , as m entioned earlier for the Bames {
function. The KaluzaX lein’ eigenvaluesare | +k:1+w,wherek isa realn {vector,
with O %k; 1 .The KalizaX lein’manifold, thistime, isR" M

In the speci c Bames case, taking M to be the d{torus, the KalizaK lein
m anibld R" M can be thought ofasa (d+ n){toruswith n in nite radii.

o arethe eigen—

11. G eneralised G laisherK inkelin-B endersky constants.

T he usual G laisherX inkelin-Bendersky constants, A, are de ned, B], as the
N {independent parts of the sum s,

IogA = Nl?ml * m* Jogm | = N]f'ml logYq m™” | ; (55)
1 N independent 1 N independent
which, forp = 0, is Stirling’s formula (w ith the Stirling constant, A ; = P 2_) .

The original, [63], G laisher constant, A; = exp 1=12 12 ( 1) , has surfaced
occasionally In statisticalphysics, eg. [64], App B, asnoted by Voros, [14] and the
Bendersky constants in vacuum quantum eld theory, eg. [65].

Tt is clear from (55) that JogA , is related to the Riemann  {function, { ( p).
T he exact connection can be cbtained by going via the Humw itz function, noting
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that, directly from the de nition,

bga,= Iln 2 (pN+1) g2(pil) (56)
N N independent
and then using, w ithout thought, the standard, Jarge w expansion of ; (s;w), [66],

to arrive at

bgh,= g(p) H, z(Dp: (57)

T his sim ple form ula is given by A dam chik [48].
In our notation, and nomn alisation, (see (49)),
_ ' p ®° .
]OgAp_ p'( 1) R (O)I
and, in this way, one can give the usual G laisher{K inkelin {B endersky constants a
m asskss K aluza{K lein determ inantal interpretation.

The {modularforms, @©’, (51),are hew’ constants, and generalised G laisher{
K Inkelin {B endersky num bers,

can be de ned in the general situation to m in ic the result (57), which holds for the
Humw itz {function case wWhen € istheRiemann {function, ; ).

In tem s of the {function, the m odular form ocould be de ned as the w{
independent part oflog @) w) asw ! 1 , sothat ournew constants are,

bgG, =g = Im g " W) ; (58)
v w independent

ustrating the form al sim ilarity to (55).
For the Bames case, explicit form s follow from ((22),

( 1) x°

n!

bgG ¥ @)= @12 (Midi AN+ Hy g s (n5d; 3dy)

i=1
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12. K aluza-K lein regularised sum s.

The use of the Kaluza{K kein @’ (s;w) i order to facilitate the construction
ofthe sphere derivative, %C n;a; jd), (see @)), iscontained in [67]. T he presen—
tation ofthis in [68] is adapted here to a treatm ent of the general {function, (20),
using reqularised sum s.

T he combination (48) can be Introduced into equation (36) to give

% S
® (spw; )= sw+ ) ®) (s;w) . s+ kiw); o (59)
k=1
so that
[>é+n
@ S
© o= @ Ow ) @ O — P s ki)
Gs . k —o0
(60)

Evaluation of the last temm , produces In m ediately the equation corresponding
to (24),

® r M) fr + [+ n r
) ®) (ryw ) = bg—(rf) ) - RM +H, ;N
r W) r
r=[ +n+1 r=1
[«x}+ n
W+ ) XPox
=9— - — @in) ey .
g ® ) . o w);
(61)
w here the residue and rem ainder are de ned by
)
N \
@) s+ rjw) ! r7()+Rr‘“>(w) ass! O: (62)
s
T he equaliy,
()
0
™ Oiw; ) = " i) ;
r=[ +n+1

is shown exactly as In theusualcase (nh = 0) by summ Ing over , and integrating
over k afterthe {expansion oflog 1+ =(k?2+ _ +w) ,oroflog 1+ =(k:1+
+ w) depending on the interpretation of the eigenvalues.

Equation (61) extends (29) and isour nal, form algeneralisation.

m
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If @ isviewed only asan intem ediate quantity one should retum to the basic
{finction, (s;w);= © (s;w), and expresstheN,"’ and R ™’ in tem softhe N,
and R . In order to rew rite the Jast summ ation in (61).
From the de nition (48), the poles of ™) (s;w) at s = r in the summ ation
range, 1 r [ ]+ n, divide Into two sets, thosedueto (s n)= (s), ie. r=

A straightforward calculation produces,

[<xi+ n
S VR g, g
r r 1l r
r=1 r
X'yt (T
- 0 . .
= o Y ( nw)+H_ . @& n;w)
r=1
¥ ()r@ n D .
+ rl an(w)+HrnlNrn(w) ’
r=n+1 .

and so equation (61) can be written entirely In tem s of the original {function,
(s;w).
A fter som e shift in the sum m ation varables and m ultiplication by factors, one
nds the relation

X k Dtk !
() k;w)
n
= " O n;w+ )+ H, ( n;w+ )
xo
ko0 O( k;w)+ H ( k;w) (63)

k=0
%! x nt+k !

() n Rk(W)+Hk 1Nk(w);
k=1

w hich can of course be proved directly w ithout di culty. One way is given in [38],
p.l3, or the smpler Hurw itz {function ( = 1).

13. Conclusion and com m ents.

In this work, using the Bames {function, we have presented in proved and
generalised expressions related to recent, and not so recent, work conceming sum s
of {functionswhich arise incidentally in the com putation of sphere detem inants.

22



W e have concentrated on the full{ sphere resuls but the power of the Bames

fiinction show s up when com puting quantities on the orbifold factors, S%= , where
is a polytope symm etry group. W e leave these considerations, as well as other

factorings such as lens spaces, for another tim e.

E xtensions of our results to fom s and spinors, cf 6], is straightforward and
has topological and possible M {theory applications, [69].

A detem inant interpretation of the G laisher{K inkelin{Bendersky constants
hasbeen given, based on the Adam chik form , (57). T hese have been generalised to
the Bames {function case and also to the m ore general {function, (20).
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