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Abstract

Sum m ations and relations involving the Hurwitz and Riem ann �{

functions are extended �rst to Barnes �{functions and then to �{

functions of general type. The analysis is m otivated by the eval-

uation ofdeterm inants on spheres which are treated both by a di-

rect expansion m ethod and by regularised sum s. Com m ents on ex-

isting calculations are m ade. It is suggested that the com bination

�0(�n)+ H n�(�n),whereH n isa harm onicnum ber,should betaken

as m ore relevant that just �0(�n). This leads to a Kaluza{Klein

technique, providing a determ inant interpretation of the G laisher{

Kinkelin{Bendersky constantswhich arethen generalised to arbitrary

�{functions. This technique allowsan im proved treatm ent ofsphere

determ inants.
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1. Introduction

The Barnes �{function,[1],has enjoyed only sporadic m athem aticalinterest

since itwas�rstintroduced in 1903,[2{4]. Itgeneralisesthe Hurwitz �{function,

hasnum ber theory applicationsand involvesa naturalgeneralisation ofthe Euler

�{function,exam plesofwhich had alreadyappeared,[5{7]and weredeveloped m ore

directly by Bendersky [8].

Som eoftheseworksdiscussregularised products,[9{12],and therelated Lapla-

cian determ inants,[13{15],on variousspacesfrom varying pointsofview.Explicit

results are usually obtained only when the eigenvalue spectrum isknown orsu�-

ciently powerfulgeom etricaloranalyticalinform ation isavailable.

As m ight be expected, particularly detailed investigations have been m ade

in the case ofspheres. Explicit d-sphere determ inant expressions are given,and

plotted,in [16],obtained by adirectm ethod,ancillarytoadiscussion oftheorbifold

quotient, Sd=�. Choi[17]analyses the 3-sphere using a factorisation technique

founded on the m ethod in Voros’basic paper [14]while Choiand Srivastava [18]

im prove this calculation. Quine and Choi[19],with a system atic m ethod,give

explicit form s for the fulld-sphere. Kum agai[20]attem pts to give a corrected

version ofVardi’sanalysisforthed-sphere butdoesnotcalculatebeyond thefour-

sphere.3 Furtherrem arksarem ade later.

During thecourseoftheseinvestigations,identitiesand relationsappearwhich

wewould liketo system atisein a certain way and enlargeupon.Som econsiderable

am ountofwork in thisarea hasappeared in them athem aticalliteraturein thepast

few years and we wish to draw attention to relevant work by physicists which is

often overlooked and which m ightbeuseful.

Applications of the Barnes function in physics em brace the Casim ir e�ect

around cosm ic strings [21], on orbifolded spheres, [22,23], integrable �eld theo-

ries[24{27],and statisticalm echanics,[28]. The Barnes�{function also arisesfor

the higher-dim ensionalharm onic oscillatorand is usefulin connection with Bose-

Einstein condensation and trapping [29,30].

3 A snoted in [16],itisclearthere issom e errorin Vardi’sm anipulations.Thiscan be traced to

two sim pleoversightson p.504.The� rstisin theproofthatthereareno logk term s.Theupper

lim iton the k sum cannotbe changed from n � 1 to n � 2 because there isa contribution when

d = 0. The second slip is an incorrectinterchange ofthe d and r sum m ations. Vardiproduces

a general form ula for the d{sphere determ inant in term s of the derivatives of the Riem ann

�{function at negative integers,cf [16,19],which he then converts into m ultiple � {functions,

�n(1=2).
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The structure ofthispaperisasfollows.The Barnes�{function isintroduced

via scalar�{functionson spheres.Thedeterm inantisnextlooked at,which focuses

attention on certain constructsand relations.These furtherm otivatean investiga-

tionofthegeneral�{function,
P

��s ,and wethen linkup with theregularised prod-

uctapproach giving a Kaluza-Klein interpretation ofgeneralised G laisher-Kinkelin-

Bendersky constants.The paperproceedsasa seriesofgeneralisations.

Determ inantsappearfrequently in �eld and string theory.No attem ptwillbe

m ade to justify their com putation nor to detailtheir generalhistory. For the 2-

spherethe�rstcom putationswereby Hortacsu etal[31]and by W eisberger[32,33].

The topic of�{functions on spheres,and sym m etric spaces in general,also has a

long record.(SeeCam poresi,[34],fora usefulsurvey and results.)

2. T he sphere �{function and the B arnes �{function.

The generalde�nition oftheBarnes�{function is,

�d(s;ajd)=
i�(1� s)

2�

Z

L

d�
exp(�a�)(��)s�1

Q d

i= 1

�
1� exp(�di�)

�

=

1X

m = 0

1

(a+ m :d)s
; Re s> d;

(1)

where we refer to the com ponents,di,ofthe d-vector,d,as the degrees or quasi-

periods.Forsim plicity,weassum ethatthedi arerealand positive.Ifa iszero,the

origin,m = 0,isto beexcluded.The contour,L,isthe standard Hankelone.

On the d-sphere,considertheLaplacian{typeoperator,

��+ �R � �
2
; (2)

where�= (d� 1)=4d and �isa param eterintroduced forconvenienceofdiscussing

severalspeci�ccasesatonce.Thevalue�= 0correspondstoconform alcoupling in

d+ 1 dim ensions,�= 1=2 to conform alcoupling in d-dim ensionsand �= (d� 1)=2

to m inim alcoupling i.e.justtheoperator��.In the�rstcasetheeigenvaluesare

perfectsquares,
1

4
(m + d� 2)2; m = 1;3;:::: (3)

Itisbesttothinkofthem odeseton thefullsphereastheunion ofDirichletand

Neum ann m odesetson a hem isphere,despitetheapparentextracom plication.The
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reason is that these individual�{functions are Barnes functions,with alldegrees

equalto unity,d = 1,asshown in [22].Speci�cally,for�= 0,

�
N
(s)= �d (2s;(d� 1)=2jd);

�
D
(s)= �d (2s;

P
di� (d� 1)=2jd);

where the param etersin the �{functionshave been leftgeneralbecause,although

forthe full{sphere,and hem isphere,we need only unitdegrees,we wish to retain

thegeneralcaseforaslong aspossibleasitappliesfortheotherorbifold factorings

ofthe sphere4.

Ifthe sum overthe vectorm in (1)isperform ed asfaraspossible,itiseasy

to regain the standard eigenvalues,(3),togetherwith theusualdegeneracies.

Forthe generaloperator(2)the �{function to de�ne isclearly,

�(s;a;�;d)=

1X

m = 0

1
�
(a+ m :d)2 � �2

�s ; (4)

and ifd = 1,giving thehem isphere,we have,

�H S(s)=

1X

m = 0

�
m + d� 1

d� 1

�
1

�
(a+ m )2 � �2)

�s: (5)

From this,it is easy to con�rm that the sum ofthe Dirichlet and Neum ann �{

functionson thehem ispheredoesequalthefull{sphere�{function [16].A technical

pointisthatform inim alcoupling and Neum ann conditions,the origin,m = 0,is

to beom itted from thesum .

There are atleastthree approachesto the continuation ofthe �{function (5).

One is to use a sum m ation form ulae, such as Plana’s (see [35]for this speci�c

case). The second is that used by M inakshisundaram and later by Candelas and

W einberg [36]in a treatm entofsphere �{functionsand em ploysa Besselfunction

identity toperform thesum m ation overm .Thethird m ethod involvesan expansion

in the associated param eter,�2,and,after som e m anipulation with the binom ial

coe�cient,the problem is thrown onto the continuation ofa series ofHurwitz �{

functions,a standard m atter5.

4 In thiscasethe di are theintegerdegreesassociated with thepolytope sym m etry group,� .For

the sim plest(cyclic)case,Zq,d1 = q with the restunity.

5 For� = 0,i.e. theBarnes�{function,Barnes[37]givesthereduction to a � nitesum ofH urwitz

�{functions and rem arks that it could be m ade fundam entalfor the theory when d = 1. This

reduction has been rediscovered in m any,m ore recent discussions ofthe m ultiple � { function,

restricted,as they are,to just this case. In particular,on p.432,Barnes gives an expression

for log�n essentially equivalentto form ulae ofVardi[13]and K anem itsu etal,[38]. A sim ilar

reduction isalso possible forrationaldegrees.

3



The�rstapproach isnotpracticableforgeneraldegrees,d 6= 1,(4),sincethere

are severalgenuine sum m ation variables. The second m ethod yields the Bessel

function expression

�(s;a;�jd)=

p
�

�(s)

Z
1

0

d�exp(�a�)
Q d

i= 1
(1� exp(�di�))

�
�

2�

� s�1=2

Is�1=2 (��); (6)

which could be continued to give the analogue of(1) or treated as in Candelas

and W einberg [36]and Chodosand M yers[39]to enable valuesatnegatives to be

com puted.

Thisisa practicalm ethod ofobtaining a continuation ofthesphere�{function

but as our m ain interest is really with the Barnes function we apply the third

procedure and expand in �2. One then encounters the continuation ofan in�nite

seriesofBarnes�{functions,suitable only forspecialvaluesofs butsu�cient for

ourpurposes.

3. Sphere determ inants.

The �rststep isa standard expansion in powersof�2,(cf[40]),

�(s;a;�jd)=

1X

r= 0

�
2rs(s+ 1):::(s+ r� 1)

r!
�d(2s+ 2r;a jd); (7)

which allowscertain inform ation to be extracted,butwhich doesnotconstitute a

com plete continuation. The principle being applied here is expansion in term s of

‘known’�{functionsand thecontinuation oftheBarnes�{function willbeassum ed

in principle to be already achieved by Barnes with the num ericalcom putation of

any particularcase looked upon asa soluble technicalchallenge.

Barnes has given the values of�d(s;a jd) for s a nonpositive integer,and

also the residuesand rem aindersatthe poless = 1;:::;d,in term sofgeneralised

Bernoullifunctions rapidly com puted by recursion. Hence,for exam ple,one can

easily �nd thevalues�(�n;a;�jd)forn = 0;�1;:::,[23].

The derivativeat0 also follows,butnotso directly.Firstly from (7)

�
0(0;a;�jd)= 2�0

d(0;a jd)+

uX

r= 1

�2r

r

 

R 2r(d)+
1

2
N 2r(d)

r�1X

1

1

k

!

+

1X

r= u+ 1

�2r

r
�d(2r;a jd):

(8)
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The notation isthatN r(d)isthe residue and R r(d)the rem ainderde�ned by the

behaviouratthe known Barnespoles6

�d(s+ r;a jd)!
N r(d)

s
+ R r(d) ass! 0; (9)

where 1 � r� d and u = d=2 ifd iseven and u = (d� 1)=2 ifd isodd.

The problem isthe evaluation ofthein�nite serieson the right.

4. �{function sum s.

Expression (8)concentratesourattention on thesum ofBarnes�{functions,

1X

r= u+ 1

�2r

r
�d(2r;a jd); (10)

which can beobtained from

1X

r= d+ 1

(��)r

r
�d(r;a jd); (11)

by averaging.

For the Hurwitz �{function (d = 1) this sum is standard (e.g. [41]p.276) 7

buttheanalysisextendsto them oregeneralcaseasshown by Barneswho has,([1]

p.424 eq(1)),(cf[43]),

1X

r= d+ 1

(��)r

r
�d(r;a jd)= log

�d(a+ �)

�d(a)
�

dX

r= 1

�r

r!
 
(r)

d
(a): (12)

The sum on the left is over those  functions de�ned by the basic sum m ation

form ula whilethaton the rightcontains ’sthathave to be regularised.

In this paper we m aintain Barnes’notation so that the m ultiple �{ and  {

functionsarede�ned by

�
0

d(0;a jd)= log
�d(a)

�d(d)
;  

(q)

d
(a)=

@q

@aq
log�d(a): (13)

6 Itm ay happen thata residue vanishes.

7 M ore com plicated sum s involving the H urwitz �{function have been extensively investigated

by Srivastava and others,e.g. [42]. Severalm ethods have been adopted and can give di� erent

‘� nal’expressionsleading to identities.
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Before generalising (12),we derive it by the m ethod of[23]for a reason ex-

plained later.

The integralrepresentation ofthe Barnes�{function allowsthe left-hand sum

in (12)to be written,using an interm ediateregularisation,

X

r= d+ 1

(��)r

r�(r)

Z
1

0

d��
r�1

K (�)

= lim
s! 0

Z
1

0

d�

 

exp(���)�

dX

r= 0

(���)r

r!

!

�
s�1

K (�)

= lim
s! 0

�

�(s)�d(s;a+ �jd)�

dX

r= 0

(��)r

r!
�(s+ r)�d(s+ r;a jd)

�

;

(14)

where the ‘heat-kernel’K (�)isde�ned by

K (�)=
exp(�a�)

Q

i

�
1� exp(�di�)

�:

Since the totalquantity in (14) is �nite,the individualpole term s that arise

in the s ! 0 lim itm ustcancelyielding the identity between generalised Bernoulli

polynom ials,

�d(0;a+ �jd)� �d(0;a jd)=

dX

r= 1

(��)r

r
N r(d): (15)

The �nite rem ainderistherequired resultand equals,

�
0

d(0;a+ �jd)� �
0

d(0;a jd)�

dX

r= 1

(��)r

r
R r(d)

� 
�
�d(0;a+ �jd)� �d(0;a jd)

�
�

dX

r= 1

(��)r

r
 (r)N r(d);

which,in view of(15),yields

1X

r= d+ 1

(��)r

r
�d(r;a jd)

= �
0

d(0;a+ �jd)� �
0

d(0;a jd)�

dX

r= 1

(��)r

r
R r(d)�

dX

r= 1

(��)r

r

�
 (r)+ 

�
N r(d)

= log
�d(a+ �)

�d(a)
�

dX

r= 1

(��)r

r

�
R r(d)+ H r�1 N r(d)

�
;

(16)
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where H r isthe harm onic num ber,H r =
P r

k= 1
1=k,with H 0 = 0.

To com pare with (12)the form oftherem ainderR r(d)given in Barnesis

R r(d)= (�1)r
�

1

(r� 1)!
 
(r)

d
(a)� N r(d)H r�1

�

;

and wesee thatthe two expressionsforthe sum ,(12)and (16),agree.

W ewillreturn tothespherederivative(8)in section 8,butproceed togeneralise

thesum (12)by di�erentiatingwith respectto�,m ultiplyingby � � and integrating

back to get,

1X

r= d+ 1

(�1)r�r+ �

r+ �
�d(r;a jd)=

Z �

0

dw w
�
�
 
(1)

d
(a+ w)�  

(1)

d
(a)

�

�

dX

r= 2

�r+ �

(r+ �)(r� 1)!
 
(r)

d
(a):

(17)

Thisform ula generalisesone given essentially by Nash and O’Connor[44]for

the Hurwitz case,d = 1,when itfollows aftersim ple geom etric sum m ation. (See

also Choiand Nash [45].)

Clearly one could continue playing the sam e gam e and derive sim ilarsum m a-

tions but further progress can be m ade with (17) when � = n = 0;1;2;:::. W e

concentrate on theintegralon theright-hand side which we writein theform
Z �

0

dw w
n
 
(1)

d
(a+ w)= �

n log�d(a+ �)� �n0 log�d(a)� n

Z �

0

dw w
n�1 log�d(a+ w)

(18)

5. M om entsoflog� and  .

Asa prelim inary,wediscussintegralsofthetype
Z �

0

dw w
n�1 log�d(w);

Z �

0

dw w
n
 
(1)

d
(w); (19)

which can be treated by the m ethod in [46]since the algebraic technique applies

equally wellto theBarnes�{function,orindeed to any ‘m odi�ed’�{function ofthe

form ,8

�(s;w)=
X

m

1

(�m + w)s
; (20)

8 This occurs in m any places and w could be thought ofas a (m ass)2 or as a Laplace trans-

form /resolventvariable.
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asitreliessolely on iteration ofthe basicrelation

@�(s;w)

@w
= �s�(s+ 1;w): (21)

Theform ulaein [46]giveinde�niteintegrals.W eherechoosethede�niteform s,

(19)with alowerlim itofzero.In theBarnescase,theonlydi�erenceisthatlog
p
2�

becom eslog�d butthiscan beavoided form ally by extending thesum m ation in [46]

eq.(109)down to l= 0 and then m aking som e algebraic transform ationsto arrive

attheresult,

1

n!

Z �

0

dw w
n
 
(1)

d
(w)= �

dX

i= 1

(�1)n

n!

�
�
0

d+ 1�i(�n;di jdi)+ H n �d+ 1�i(�n;di jdi)
�

+

nX

l= 0

�n�l

(n � l)!

(�1)l

l!

�
�
0

d(�l;�jd)+ H l�d(�l;�jd)
�
:

(22)

The�rstterm on theright-hand sideof(22)com esfrom thelowerlim it,w = 0,

which we havetreated by iterating thebasic recursion,

�d(s;w jd)= �d(s;w + d
�
jd)+ �d�1 (s;w jd

�
); (23)

where d
�
is any degree and d

�
is the (d � 1)-vector obtained by om itting the d

�

com ponentfrom d.Equation (23)hasbeen iterated on d down to �0(s;w)= 1=w s.

For convenience we have chosen the d
�
to be d1;d2;:::;dd taken in turn. The

notation in (22)then isthatthevectordi hascom ponents(di;:::;dd),e.g.d1 = d

and dd is just the single num ber dd. Finally we let w tend to zero. Incidentally,

(23)revealswhy d
�
isa quasi{period.9

Adam chik derivestheresult(22)forthesim plerHurwitzfunction (d = 1)from

a seriesexpression forlog�(1+ x).Espinosa and M oll[47]use recursion to arrive

attheHurwitzresults.

6. T he general�{function.

Itisclearfrom itsstructure that(12)isthe regularised form ofan eigenvalue

sum and itsderivation can be paralleled form ally forthe general�{function,(20),

9 For the standard H urwitz �{function,the single quasi-period is 1,while for the generalcase,

(20),there are none.
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thepreciseform oftheheat-kernelin (14)notbeingrequired.10 Theresultisexactly

equation (16),rewritten in a slightly di�erentnotation,11

1X

r= [�]+ 1

(��)r

r
�(r;w)= log

�(w + �)

�(w)
�

[�]
X

r= 1

(��)r

r

�
F P �(r;w)+ H r�1 N r(w)

�
; (24)

where�istheorderofthein�niteset� m ,which could beany sequenceofnum bers,

e.g.[14],butwhich m ostcom m onlyarisesasthespectrum ofaself-adjointoperator,

typically the Laplacian on a Riem annian m anifold when � = d=2,where d is the

dim ension ofthe m anifold. However,one should notlim itthe m eaning ofthe �m

to thiscase.Asthey havearisen here,they could bethequantitiesm :d in (4)and

m ightbeinterpreted asthespectrum ofa pseudo-di�erentialoperator,such asthe

squareroot,� 1=2,orsom ething sim ilar.Them :d can berealised astheeigenvalues

ofthe pseudo{operator�id:jr jon the d{torus,the degrees,di,being the inverse

radiiand �being thedim ension,d.In sym m etricalcases,forexam plewhen several

degrees coincide, a partially sphericalrealisation is possible, in accordance with

section 2.

The pole residues are given in term s ofthe coe�cients in the short{tim e ex-

pansion oftheheat-kernel,
P

exp
�
� (�m + w)�

�
(including them ass-squared term ,

w)in a standard way,

N r(w)=
C��r (w)

(r� 1)!
: (25)

The �nite part,F P �(r;w),is just another sym bolfor the rem ainder,R r,at the

possible s= r pole,

�(s+ r;w)!
N r(w)

s
+ R r(w) ass! 0: (26)

Fora given sequence,�m ,therem ay be no relevantpolesats= r2 Z so that

F P �(r;w)= �(r;w)and there would be no need to separate the sum m ationsasin

(24).

The �-functionsin (24)arede�ned in the usualm annerby

�
0(0;w)= log

�(w)

�
; log�= � e�

0(0); (27)

10 The identity,(15),becom esa standard one between heat-kernelcoe� cients.

11 A n alternative derivation using regularised sum siscontained in the nextsection.
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with the ‘m assless’�{function,denoted by a tilde,

e�(s)=
X 0 1

�sm
;

any zero m odesbeing om itted.W ith thisconvention,one could set e�(s)= �(s;0).

If {functionsarealso de�ned in the usualfashion,

 
(q)(w)=

@q

@w q
log�(w); (28)

so thatforq> �,

 
(q)(w)= (�1)q(q� 1)!�(q;w);

the generalform ula,(24),looksexactly likethe Barnesform ula,(12),

1X

r= [�]+ 1

(��)r

r
�(r;w)= log

�(w + �)

�(w)
�

[�]
X

r= 1

�r

r!
 
(r)(w); (29)

leading to the generalisation of(17),forexam ple,

1X

r= [�]+ 1

(�1)r�r+ �

r+ �
�(r;w)=

Z �

0

dvv
�
�
 
(1)(w + v)�  

(1)(w)
�

�

[�]
X

r= 2

�r+ �

(r+ �)(r� 1)!
 
(r)(w):

(30)

One can also easily produce the form ula analogousto (22)forthe general�{

function,(20),

1

n!

Z �

0

dw w
n
 
(1)(w)= �

(�1)n

n!

�
e�
0(�n)+ H n

e�(�n)
�

+

nX

l= 0

�n�l

(n � l)!

(�1)l

l!

�
�
0(�l;�)+ H l�(�l;�)

�
:

(31)

From the above results one can conclude that the com bination �0(�n;�)+

H n �(�n;�) is signi�cant. The best way ofinverting (31) for this quantity is to

com pute the m ultipleintegral

(�1)n

n!

Z �

0

dw (�� w)n (1)(w)=
(�1)n

n!

�
�
0(�n;�)+ H n �(�n;�)

�

�

nX

l= 0

(��)n�l

(n � l)!

(�1)l

l!

�
e�
0(�l)+ H l

e�(�l)
�
:

(32)
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where we haveadopted the convention12 that

Z �

0

dw  
(1)(w)= log�(�)

so that(22)and (31)hold for n = 0. W e con�rm thisfor the Barnes case,equn.

(22),the right-hand sideofwhich is,atn = 0,

�
0

d(0;�jd)�

dX

i= 1

�
0

d+ 1�i(0;dijdi):

Using the de�nitions(13),thiscan bewritten

� log

�
�d(d1)

�d(�jd 1)
:
�d(d1 jd1)

�d(d1)
:
�d�1 (d2 jd2)

�d�1 (d2)
:::

�1(dd jdd)

�1(dd)

�

= log�d(�jd 1)

where we have used the factthat�d(d� jd)= �d�1 (d�)and �1(dd jdd)= 1.This

is really a check ofalgebraic accuracy only,since these relations follow from the

recursion (23).

7. R egularised products and sum s.

W ith (24),or(29),contacthasbeen m adewith thenotion ofregularised prod-

uctsand sum s(see e.g. [14,9,10])because the left-hand side isnothing otherthan

theW eierstrassregularisation,
P

�
log

�
1+ �=(� m + w)

�
,oftheeigenvaluesum signs

P
log

�
1+ �=(� m + w)

�
,

1X

r= [�]+ 1

(��)r

r
�(r;w)= �

X �

m
log

�

1+
�

�m + w

�

� �
X

m

�

log

�

1+
�

�m + w

�

� P
�
� �=(� m + w)

�
�

;

(33)

with

P (x)= x +
x2

2
+ :::+

x[�]

[�]
:

Thisam ountsto thesubtraction ofthe�rst[�]term sin the�{Taylorexpansion of

log
�
1+ �=(� m + w)

�
.

12A dam chik [48]appearsto do the sam e thing in hisProposition 3.
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The Barnes equation,(12),is a generalised canonicalproduct expression for

the m ultiple�{function.

Equation (8) is,ofcourse,an exam ple of(24) with �m the eigenvalues ofa

Laplace-type operator. In fact,di�erentiation ofthe �{Taylorseriesof(20),with

w ! w + �,constitutesanotherapproach tothederivation of(24)(cf[40]eqn.(9)for

the Hurwitz function).In the generalcase we m ay referto (24)asVoros’relation,

[14],eqn (4.12).

Equation (24)can be obtained by di�erentiation via a slightly di�erentroute,

[49,43].First,one de�nestheW eierstrass�{regularised sum ,

�
�(s;w;�)�

X �

m

1

(�m + w + �)s

�
X

m

�
1

(�m + w + �)s
�

1

(�m + w)s
�

MX

k= 1

�
�s

k

�
�k

(�m + w)k+ s

�

;

(34)

where su�cientterm sin the �{Taylorserieshave been rem oved in orderto ensure

convergenceforany selected valueofs.TheintegerM determ ineshow m any term s

are to be subtracted. In term s ofthe order,�,this m eans that M = [�� s].13

Di�erentiation with respectto s,and setting s to zero,produces14

�
�
0

(0;w;�)= �
X �

m
ln
�
1+ �=(� m + w)

�
: (35)

Further,thesum m ation over�m in ��(s;w + �),(34),can beperform ed togive

the continuation

�
�(s;w;�)= �(s;w + �)� �(s;w)�

MX

k= 1

�
�s

k

�

�
k
�(s+ k;w): (36)

In particular

�
�
0

(0;w;�)= �
0(0;w + �)� �

0(0;w)�
@

@s

[�]
X

k= 1

�
�s

k

�

�
k
�(s+ k;w)

�
�
�
�
s= 0

; (37)

which isjust(24),afterevaluation ofthe �nalterm .

13 Thisconstruction isslightly di� erentfrom thatused by Q uineetal[9]in an equivalentanalysis.

They set M = [�]for alls. This is just su� cient to encom pass s = 0. O ur de� nition is m ore

 exible,aswe willsee,and isin keeping with the work ofD ikii[50]and W atson [51].

14 Itistherefore consistentto write ��0= �0
�
.N ote also that��(s;w ;�)6= ��(s;�;w ).
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Thisslickerderivation avoidstheuseoftheheat-kernelform ofthe�{function,

which really acted only asan interm ediary. The presentapproach can be thought

ofastheM ellin transform ofthepreviousone.

A sim ilartechnique,in a particularcase,isused by Nash and O’Connor[44]

App.A.

8. Sphere determ inantsagain.

The generalsum in (24) was m otivated by the exam ple (11),needed in the

com putation ofa speci�c (sphere) determ inant. The use m ade ofit depends on

how m uch isknown aboutthe spectrum .Forthe directcom putation ofthesphere

determ inants,obtained by com bining (8),(10),(11) and (16),the expression in

(16)iscalculationally explicitsince the relevantquantitiescan be found from the

propertiesofthe Barnes�{function. In [23,16]the �nalexpressionswere given in

term s ofthe derivatives ofthe Riem ann �{function atnegative integers.15 In the

sphere com bination,thenonlocalBarnesrem ainders,R r,cancel,in contrastto the

com putation ofCasim irenergies,forexam ple.

The furtheranalysisofthe hem isphere derivative,(8),can be carried outless

speci�cally by starting from

Z(s;w;�)=
X

m

1
�
(�m + w)2 � �2

�s (38)

instead offrom (4).Then

Z
0(0;w;�)= 2�0(0;w)+

[�=2]
X

r= 1

�2r

r

�

R 2r(w)+
1

2
N 2r(w)H r�1

�

+

1X

r= [�=2]+ 1

�2r

r
�(2r;w);

(39)

where �(s;w)isthegeneral�{function,(20).

15 The calculation usesthe aforem entioned reduction ofthe Barnesfunction forunitdegreesinto

H urwitzfunctions.H owever,whatconstitutesa ‘� nal’form ula isarguablesincetheBarnesform

could justi� ably be regarded as the end,seeing that what rem ains is ‘m erely’a num ericalor

cosm etic a� air.Forthe full{sphere,there isthe m inorpointthatone has to com pute both the

D irichletand N eum ann hem isphere determ inants.
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The �nalsum in (39)followsfrom the sum in (24)by averaging,

1X

r= [�=2]+ 1

�2r

r
�(2r;w)= log

�(w + �)�(w � �)

�2(w)

�

[�=2]
X

r= 1

�2r

r

�
R 2r(w)+ H 2r�1 N 2r(w)

�
;

(40)

and the com bination with (39) yields the m entioned cancellation of the �(s;w)

rem ainders,and also ofthe log�2(w),leaving theform al,butde�nite,expression

Z
0(0;w;�)= log

�(w + �)�(w � �)

�2
�

[�=2]
X

r= 1

�2r

r
H

O
r�1 N 2r(w) (41)

where H O
r isthe odd harm onic num ber,H O

r =
P r

k= 0
1=(2k+ 1).

For the d-hem isphere, this result is given in [23]and, as m entioned there,

itillustratesthe fact thatthe determ inant ofa product isnotthe product ofthe

determ inants,atleastnotifthedeterm inantisde�ned by �{function regularisation.

The eigenvaluesin (38)factorise,

(�m + w)2 � �
2 =

�
�m + w � �

� �
�m + w + �

�
(42)

and the �rstterm on the right-hand side of(41)givesthe productofthe determ i-

nantsofthe individualfactors. The rem ainderisa correction or‘anom aly’which

was�rstnoticed in physicalcontextsby Allen [52]and by Chodosand M yers[53]

and hasattracted m orerecentm athem atical,and physical,attention.Itistrivially

zero when �= 0.

Forthehem isphere,�m = m :d and �(s;w)istheBarnes�{function with unit

degrees. Ifthe Neum ann and Dirichlet hem isphere expressions are added,so as

to givethe full{sphere result,theanom aly contributionscancelin odd dim ensions,

ascan bespeci�cally checked.Actually,forodd-dim ensionalclosed m anifolds,this

vanishingisageneralresultand followsfrom propertiesoftheheat{kernelexpansion

coe�cients.

Everything isquite de�nite in (41),which could be taken asthe �nalanswer.

Expressionsforthehem isphereLaplacian determ inants(�= (d� 1)=2)weregiven in

[23]in term softheBarnesfunction.However,num ericalcalculation m ightrequire

one to go further and express everything in term s ofthe Hurwitz or Riem ann �{

function. (This is arguable.) The details are in [16]where a concrete form ula is

14



produced,

�
0

S d(0)=
1

(d� 1)!

d�1X

k= 0

�
1� (�1)d+ k

��
S
(k)

d�1
+ S

(k+ 1)

d

�
�
0

R (�k)

�

uX

r= 1

(d� 1)2r

22r r
H

O
r�1 N

R
2r(d)+ log(d� 1):

(43)

Here,S
(k)

j are Stirling num bersand N R isthe sum ofthe Dirichletand Neum ann

hem isphere �{function residues,

N
R
2r(d)= N

N
2r(d)+ N

D
2r(d):

Theseresiduesaregiven in term sofgeneralised Bernoullipolynom ialsforwhich

there existsthe handy calculationalform ,

N
R
2r(d)=

22r�d�1

(d� 1)!(2r� 2)!

d2r�2

dx2r�2

d�2Y

i= 1

(x � i)

�
�
�
�
x= (d�1)=2

;

and itiseasily con�rm ed thatthisiszero forodd d,although weactually know this

atan earlierstage.

The graph ofthe results,up to dim ension 23,for the Laplacian determ inant

shows a curious di�erence between odd and even dim ensions. The values diverge

as d increases. This m ight not be surprising as there are fundam entaldi�erences

between odd and even dim ensionalspaces,spheresespecially.Othervaluesof� in

(2)can be treated in a likem anner.

W e now m ake som e com m ents on related,full-sphere calculations. Choiand

Srivastava [18],following Voros,use (24) directly for the two{ and three{sphere.

TheLaplacian eigenvaluesarewritten in theusualform ,and thestandard binom ial

degeneraciesareused.Equation (24),with w = 0,isthen taken asan equation for

log�(�)in term soflog�(0),which iseasily found,

log�(�)= log�(0)+

[�]
X

r= 1

(��)r

r

�
R r + H r�1 N r

�
�
X �

m
log

�

1+
�

�m

�

: (44)

The correction term s require R r and N r to be determ ined from the sam e � = 0

inform ation,which is also relatively straightforward. The m ost awkward part is

the evaluation ofthe last term ,i.e. the regularised sum . This is obtained from

the de�nition,(33),after using som e speci�c �{function sum m ations. Although
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quiteworkableforsm alldim ensions,thism ethod obscuresthegeneralnatureofthe

cancellationsthatm ustoccur.

In an interesting paper,Quineand Choi[19]expressthedeterm inantsthrough

regularised sum sand produce an explicitform ula forthe d{sphere using a m ethod

com parable to ourown,[16],and obtain the equivalentsof(41)and (43).They do

notsplitthe m odeproblem into Dirichletand Neum ann hem ispheres.

Besselapproach to the general�{function.

An alternative continuation for the �{function,(38),uses the Besselidentity

m entioned in section 2.Thisgives

Z(s;w;�)=

p
�

�(s)

Z
1

0

d�K (�)

�
�

2�

� s�1=2

Is�1=2 (��); (45)

where K (�)isthe‘cylinder’heat-kernel

K (�)=
X

m

e
�(�

m
+ w )�

:

The term inology is a reection ofthe fact that the squares,(�m + w)2,are

usually theeigenvaluesofa second orderLaplace-typeoperatorso thatK (�)isthe

heat-kernelofasquare-root(pseudo)-operator,with di�erentlocalitypropertiesand

possible log� term sin itsexpansion.

Theform (45)hasbeen exploited by Bytsenko and W illiam s[54]in connection

with the m ultiplicativeanom aly.

9. Im plicit eigenvalues.

In the sphere exam ple,the sum ,(11),issim ply an interm ediate calculational

quantity.Itcan be m ade to play a m ore im portantrole in the evaluation ofdeter-

m inantsespecially when thespectrum isnotknown explicitly.

The key idea, [49], is to turn (29) around to give a form ula, this tim e for

log�(w),

log�(w)=
X �

log

�

1+
�

�m + w

�

+ log�(w + �)�

[�]
X

r= 1

�r

r!
 
(r)(w); (46)

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�nite m ass, lim it � ! 1 , was selected. The �{dependence has

to disappear from the asym ptotic form and what rem ains m ust be log�(w). For

exam plethelastterm in (46)can bedisregarded sinceits�{dependenceisexplicit,

in �niteterm s.Notethatoneisnotrequired to know anything aboutthenatureof

the  (r).

The asym ptotic behaviour oflog�(w + �) as � ! 1 has been determ ined

([14,57,58],forexam ple)in term softheheat-kernelcoe�cients,C n(w),and contains

no �{independentterm s,apartfrom thenorm alisation,log�.Henceweobtain the

equation

DetD �1 =
�

�
� lim

�! 1

Y �

m

�

1+
�

�m

�

� lim
�! 1

Y

m

�

1+
�

�m

�

exp
X

m

P (��=� m )

(47)

with the understanding thatonly the �{independentpartofthe right-hand side is

to be retained. The notation has been stream lined a little by dropping explicit

reference to the param eterw and taking the �m as the eigenvalues ofthe generic

operator D . Keeping only the �{independent part m eans that the P -polynom ial

bitof(47)isusually irrelevant.

Thisequation isparticularly valuablewhen theeigenvaluesaregiven im plicitly

asthe rootsofsom e equation,F (�)= 0,since,undercertain conditionswhich are

often satis�ed,the M ittag-Le�ertheorem saysthatF (�)�
Q

�

�
(1+ �=�)and the

asym ptotic behaviour ofF is often a known episode in specialfunction theory,if

one islucky.

In practice,the m ethod is not necessarily straightforward as the function F

often occurs after separation ofvariables and there are rem aining sum m ations to

be dealtwith,butithasbeen applied to d{ballsforscalarsand higherspin. The

m ethod also worksnicely forbounded M �obiuscorners[43],where,onem ightnote,

the sum (12)occurswith �the param eterin the Robin boundary condition.

Thereareseveralvariantsoftheabovetechniquebutallinvolvetheasym ptotic

behaviourofspecialfunctions. The sphericalcap hasbeen successfully treated by

Barvinsky [59]using the asym ptoticsofLegendre functionsand the ballhasbeen

dealtwith in variouswaysthatallrequireOlver{Besselasym ptotics,e.g.[60{62].
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10. A K aluza-K lein interpretation.

Thepreviousdevelopm entsuggeststhatwem ake�0(�n;�)+ H n �(�n;�)the

subjectofequation (32)butratherthan thestraightderivativeswetry to retain a

Barnesian form ulation and rewritethisquantity in term sofa new �{function.

Thebestway ofdoingthisistointroducethe�{function thatyieldsthiscom bi-

nation asitsderivativeat0.Thishasform aland m anipulativebene�ts.Therefore

de�ne the�{function ,

�
(n)(s;w)=

�(s� n)

�(s)
�(s� n;w); (48)

so that

�
(n)0(0;w)=

(�1)n

n!

�
�
0(�n;w)+ H n �(�n;w)

�
: (49)

The new �{function and m odulus,� (n)(w)and �(n),arede�ned by

log
�(n)(w)

�(n)
= �

(n)0(0;w); (50)

and

log�(n) = � lim
w ! 0

�

�
(n)0(0;w)+ b0 logw

�

= � e�
(n)

0

(0)

= �
(�1)n

n!

�

e�
0(�n)+ H n

e�(�n)

�

(51)

so that�(0)(w)= �(w)and �(0) = �.In (51),b0 isthenum berofzero �m m odes.

Corresponding  {functionsarede�ned by

 
(n;q)(w)=

@q

@w q
log�(n)(w); (52)

to com pletethe form alism .

Relation (21)givestherecursion on theadditionaldim ensions,

@

@w
log�(n)(w)= � log�(n�1)(w); (53)

which checkswith (50).

The basic idea isto set�(n)(s;w)in place of�(s;w)in form alm anipulations

and then,ifdesired,return to �(s;w)via (48).
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Equation (32)now readsin thenew notation,

log�(n)(�)=
(�1)n

n!

Z �

0

dw (�� w)n (1)(w)�

n�1X

l= 0

(��)n�l

(n � l)!
log�(l): (54)

An interpretation of(48) is the following. W hen the �m are the eigenvalues

ofthe Laplacian on a m anifold,M ,the derivative, e�0(0),is,up to a factor,the

one-loop e�ective action ofscalarquantum �eld theory on the ‘space-tim e’,M .If

a m assisadded then one requires�0(0;m 2).

In the sam e situation, the quantity we have denoted by log
�
�(n)(w)=�(n)

�

is,again up to a factor,the e�ective action density on the Kaluza-Klein m anifold,

R
2n
� M .(Itisadensity in thenoncom pactfactor,R

2n
.) Itthereforecan belooked

upon,when exponentiated,as determ ining the functionaldeterm inant density on

this m anifold. The Kaluza-Klein eigenvalues are �m + k2 + w where k is a 2n-

dim ensionalrealvectorand the integraloverk istaken with a certain 4� volum e

norm alisation to m ake(48)true.

Thesituation with which wearem ostconcerned iswhen the�m aretheeigen-

values ofa linear pseudo-operator on M ,as m entioned earlier for the Barnes �{

function.The‘Kaluza-Klein’eigenvaluesare�m + k:1+ w,wherek isarealn{vector,

with 0� ki � 1 .The ‘Kaluza-Klein’m anifold,thistim e,isR
n
� M .

In the speci�c Barnes case, taking M to be the d{torus, the Kaluza-Klein

m anifold R
n
� M can bethoughtofasa (d+ n){toruswith n in�nite radii.

11. G eneralised G laisher-K inkelin-B endersky constants.

The usualG laisher-Kinkelin-Bendersky constants,A p,are de�ned,[8],asthe

N {independentpartsofthe sum s,

logA p = lim
N ! 1

NX

1

m
p logm

�
�
�
�
N �independent

= lim
N ! 1

log

NY

1

m
m

p

�
�
�
�
N �independent

; (55)

which,forp = 0,isStirling’sform ula (with theStirling constant,A 0 =
p
2�).

The original,[63],G laisherconstant,A 1 = exp
�
1=12� �0R (�1)

�
,hassurfaced

occasionally in statisticalphysics,e.g.[64],App.B,asnoted by Voros,[14]and the

Bendersky constantsin vacuum quantum �eld theory,e.g.[65].

Itisclearfrom (55)thatlogA p isrelated to theRiem ann �{function,�
0

R (�p).

The exact connection can be obtained by going via the Hurwitz function,noting
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that,directly from thede�nition,

logA p = lim
N ! 1

�
�
0

R (�p;N + 1)� �
0

R (�p;1)
�
�
�
�
�
N �independent

(56)

and then using,withoutthought,thestandard,largew expansion of�R (s;w),[66],

to arriveat

logA p = ��
0

R (�p)� H p �R (�p): (57)

Thissim ple form ula isgiven by Adam chik [48].

In ournotation,and norm alisation,(see (49)),

logA p = �p!(�1)p �
(p)

0

R
(0);

and,in thisway,one can give the usualG laisher{Kinkelin{Bendersky constantsa

m asslessKaluza{Klein determ inantalinterpretation.

The�{m odularform s,�(n),(51),are‘new’constants,and generalisedG laisher{

Kinkelin{Bendersky num bers,

G n = �
(n)

;

can bede�ned in thegeneralsituation to m im ictheresult(57),which holdsforthe

Hurwitz�{function case (when e� isthe Riem ann �{function,�R ).

In term s of the �{function, the m odular form could be de�ned as the w{

independentpartoflog�(n)(w)asw ! 1 ,so thatournew constantsare,

logG n = log�(n) = lim
w ! 1

log�(n)(w)

�
�
�
�
w �independent

; (58)

illustrating the form alsim ilarity to (55).

Forthe Barnescase,explicitform sfollow from (22),

logG (d)
n (d)= �

(�1)n

n!

dX

i= 1

�
�
0

d+ 1�i(�n;di jdi)+ H n �d+ 1�i(�n;di jdi)
�
:
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12. K aluza-K lein regularised sum s.

The use ofthe Kaluza{Klein �(n)(s;w)in orderto facilitate the construction

ofthespherederivative,�0(�n;a;�jd),(see(4)),iscontained in [67].Thepresen-

tation ofthisin [68]isadapted hereto a treatm entofthegeneral�{function,(20),

using regularised sum s.

The com bination (48)can be introduced into equation (36)to give

�
(n)�(s;w;�)= �

(n)(s;w + �)� �
(n)(s;w)�

MX

k= 1

�
�s

k

�

�
k
�
(n)(s+ k;w); (59)

so that

�
(n)�

0

(0;w;�)= �
(n)

0

(0;w + �)� �
(n)

0

(0;w)�
@

@s

[�]+ n
X

k= 1

�
�s

k

�

�
k
�
(n)(s+ k;w)

�
�
�
�
s= 0

:

(60)

Evaluation ofthelastterm ,producesim m ediately theequation corresponding

to (24),

1X

r= [�]+ n+ 1

(��)r

r
�
(n)(r;w)= log

�(n)(w + �)

�(n)(w)
�

[�]+ n
X

r= 1

(��)r

r

�
R
(n)
r + H r�1 N

(n)
r

�

= log
�(n)(w + �)

�(n)(w)
�

[�]+ n
X

r= 1

�r

r!
 
(n;r)(w);

(61)

where the residue and rem ainderarede�ned by

�
(n)(s+ r;w)!

N
(n)
r (w)

s
+ R

(n)
r (w) ass! 0: (62)

The equality,

�
(n)�

0

(0;w;�)=

1X

r= [�]+ n+ 1

(��)r

r
�
(n)(r;w);

isshown exactly asin the usualcase (n = 0)by sum m ing over�m and integrating

overk afterthe�{expansion oflog
�
1+ �=(k 2 + �m + w)

�
,oroflog

�
1+ �=(k:1 +

�m + w)
�
depending on the interpretation oftheeigenvalues.

Equation (61)extends(29)and isour�nal,form algeneralisation.
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If�(n) isviewed only asan interm ediatequantity oneshould return tothebasic

�{function,�(s;w);= �(0)(s;w),and expresstheN
(n)
r and R

(n)
r in term softheN r

and R r in orderto rewrite thelastsum m ation in (61).

From the de�nition (48),the poles of�(n)(s;w) at s = r in the sum m ation

range,1 � r � [�]+ n,divide into two sets,those due to �(s� n)=�(s),i.e. r =

1;:::;n,and thosecom ing,possibly,from the�{function,i.e.r= n+ 1:::;[�]+ n.

A straightforward calculation produces,

[�]+ n
X

r= 1

(��)r

r

�
R
(n)
r + H r�1 N

(n)
r

�

=

nX

r= 1

(��)r

r!

(�1)n�r

(n � r)!

�

�
0(r� n;w)+ H n�r �(r� n;w)

�

+

[�]+ n
X

r= n+ 1

(��)r(r� n � 1)!

r!

�
R r�n (w)+ H r�n�1 N r�n (w)

�
;

and so equation (61) can be written entirely in term s ofthe original�{function,

�(s;w).

Aftersom eshiftin thesum m ation variablesand m ultiplication by factors,one

�ndstherelation

1X

k= [�]+ 1

(��)k
�
n + k

n

� �1

�(k;w)

= �
�n
�
�
0(�n;w + �)+ H n �(�n;w + �)

�

�

nX

k= 0

�
�k
�
n

k

��

�
0(�k;w)+ H k�(�k;w)

�

�

[�]
X

k= 1

(��)k
�
n + k

n

� �1
�
R k(w)+ H k�1 N k(w)

�
;

(63)

which can ofcourse be proved directly withoutdi�culty.One way isgiven in [38],

p.13,forthe sim plerHurwitz�{function (�= 1).

13. C onclusion and com m ents.

In this work,using the Barnes �{function,we have presented im proved and

generalised expressionsrelated to recent,and notso recent,work concerning sum s

of�{functionswhich ariseincidentally in the com putation ofsphere determ inants.

22



W e have concentrated on the full{sphere results butthe powerofthe Barnes

function showsup when com puting quantitieson the orbifold factors,Sd=�,where

� is a polytope sym m etry group. W e leave these considerations,as wellas other

factoringssuch aslensspaces,foranothertim e.

Extensionsofourresultsto form sand spinors,cf[46],isstraightforward and

hastopologicaland possible M {theory applications,[69].

A determ inant interpretation of the G laisher{Kinkelin{Bendersky constants

hasbeen given,based on theAdam chik form ,(57).Thesehavebeen generalised to

the Barnes�{function case and also to the m oregeneral�{function,(20).
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