
Arithmetic invariants of Euclidean lattice

Shun Tang

Abstract. In this paper we study the arithmetic invariants of Euclidean lattice in the
context of Arakelov geometry. We regard a Euclidean lattice as a hermitian vector bundle Ē on
Spec(Z) and consider two typical arithmetic analogues of the dimension of the space of global
sections of a vector bundle on an algebraic curve. One is

h0Ar(Ē) := log |E ∩B1|

where B1 is the unit ball, and the other is

h0θ(Ē) := log
∑
v∈E

e−π∥v∥2

where
∑

v∈E e
−π∥v∥2 is the theta function of Ē. In this paper, we shall prove the following three

statements: (i) the fact that one can not reach an absolute Riemann-Roch theorem for h0Ar(Ē)
is an instance of the Heissenberg uncertainty principle; (ii) the finiteness of equivalence classes
in the genus of a positive quadratic form defined over Z is equivalent to the finiteness of certain
isometry classes of hermitian vector bundles on Spec(Z), and it can be deduced from a finiteness
theorem in Arakelov theory of Spec(Z); (iii) for any smooth function f on R+ such that f > 0
and that f ◦ exp is a Schwartz function on R, the Mellin transform of f can be written as an
integral over the Arakelov divisor class group of Spec(Z).

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification: 11E12, 14C40, 14G40

1 Introduction

A Euclidean lattice is the data (V,Λ, ∥·∥) of some finite dimensional R-vector space V , equipped
with some Euclidean norm ∥ · ∥, and of some lattice Λ in V . Equivalently, it is the data
Ē := (E, ∥ · ∥) of some free Z-module of finite rank E, and of some Euclidean norm ∥ · ∥ on the
R-vector space ER := E ⊗ R. The morphism

E → ER, v 7→ v ⊗ 1

is injective whose image is a lattice in ER.

Let Ē := (E, ∥ · ∥) be a Euclidean lattice, it is classically attached some invariants, which
depend only of its isomorphism class. For instance, we have
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(i) rkE = dimRER ∈ N;
(ii) covol(Ē) = mĒ(∆) ∈ R∗

+, where mĒ denotes the Lebesgue measure on (ER, ∥ · ∥) and ∆
denotes a fundamental domain for E.

In the context of Arakelov geometry, we call C := Spec(Z) an arithmetic curve, its function
field is k(C) = Q. Then a Euclidean lattice Ē can be viewed as a hermitian vector bundle
over C, which can be equipped with more invariants. The one we are most interested in is the
analogue of the dimension of the space of global sections of a vector bundle on an algebraic
curve. There are two typical ways stemmed from the comparison between number field and the
function field of an algebraic curve defined over finite field to get such arithmetic analogues.

The first way is to imitate the concept of effectivity of divisors. If C is an algebraic curve
over a finite filed of q elements and D is a divisor on C, then

H0(C,O(D)) = {f ∈ K∗ | div(f) +D ≥ 0} ∪ {0}

is a finite set of cardinality qh
0(C,O(D)), where h0(C,O(D)) is the dimension of H0(C,O(D)).

Let us consider C := Spec(Z). An Arakelov divisor on SpecZ is a finite sum in the following
form

D̄ =
∑

p∈SpmZ
np[p] + λ[∞], λ ∈ R.

For f ∈ Q∗, the principal Arakelov divisor associated to f is

d̂iv(f) :=
∑

p∈SpmZ
ordp(f)[p]− log |f |[∞].

For an Arakelov divisor D̄, we define its degree as

d̂eg(D̄) :=
∑

p∈SpmZ
np log p+ λ.

Note that the degree of a principal Arakelov divisor is 0. We consider

H0(C,O(D̄)) : = {f ∈ Q∗ | d̂iv(f) + D̄ ≥ 0} ∪ {0}

= {f ∈
∏
p

p−np | ∥f∥D := e−λ|f | ≤ 1}

and define
h0Ar(O(D̄)) := log |

∏
p

p−np ∩B1|.

In general, we may define
h0Ar(Ē) := log |E ∩B1|

for hermitian vector bundles of higher rank.

The second way is to imitate the construction of the zeta function of an algebraic curve
defined over a finite field. If C is an algebraic curve over a finite filed of q elements and D is a
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divisor on C. We denote N(D) = qdeg(D) by the norm of D, then the Zeta function Zc(s) of C
is defined as

Zc(s) =
∑
D≥0

N(D)−s (Re(s) > 1).

The norm N(D) only depends on the class [D] of D in the Picard group, so we have

Zc(s) =
∑

[D]∈Pic(C)

|{D′ ∈ [D] | D′ ≥ 0}|N [D]−s

=
∑

[D]∈Pic(C)

qh
0(C,O(D)) − 1

q − 1
N [D]−s.

In [GS], van der Geer and Schoof introduced a new effectivity concept for Arakelov divisors
on Spec(Z). Precisely, to an Arakelov divisor D̄ =

∑
p∈SpmZ np[p] + λ[∞], the effectivity of D̄ is

defined as

e(D̄) :=

{
exp(−π∥1∥2D) if

∏
p p

−np ⊃ Z
0 otherwise

,

then
H0(C,O(D̄)) = {f ∈ Q∗ | e

(
d̂iv(f) + D̄

)
> 0} ∪ {0}.

Let ζ(s) =
∑

(0)̸=J⊂ZN(J)−s be the Riemann zeta function. Denote J =
∏

p p
np and

N(D̄) = ed̂eg(D̄). The complete zeta function

ZQ(s) := 2π−s/2Γ(s/2)ζ(s)

can be written as

ZQ(s) =

∫
P̂ic(Z)

N([D̄])−s
( ∫

[D̄]
exp(−π∥1∥2D)dD̄

)
d[D̄].

While ∫
[D̄]

exp(−π∥1∥2D)dD̄ =
∑

(0)̸=(f)⊂
∏

p p−np

e
−π∥1∥2

(f)+D

=
1

w

( ∑
f∈

∏
p p−np

e−π∥f∥2D − 1
)
.

where w = 2 is the number of roots of unity in Z. This leads to define

h0θ
(
O(D̄)

)
:= log

∑
f∈O(D)

e−π∥f∥2D .

In general, we may define

h0θ(Ē) := log
∑
v∈E

e−π∥v∥2 ∈ R+
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for hermitian vector bundles of higher rank.

Compare these two analogues of h0, the first one h0Ar looks more natural, but one can
not reach an absolute Riemann-Roch theorem for it. The second one h0θ fits into an absolute
Riemann-Roch theorem

h0θ(Ē)− h0θ(Ē
∨) = d̂egĒ := d̂eg

(
ΛrkEĒ

)
where Ē∨ is the dual of Ē, since the theta function has functional equation which is highly
symmetric.

A natural question is that whether there exists a uniform formalism for h0θ and h
0
Ar. Actually

in [Ro], Roessler introduced a framework from quantum view point to study simultaneously the
θ-measure and the classical measure so that the Minkowski problem amounts to the computation
of the measure of the entire E. In this framework, the fact that one can not reach an absolute
Riemann-Roch theorem for h0Ar(Ē) is an instance of the Heissenberg uncertainty principle. As
mentioned by Roessler in [Ro], this idea seems to go back to Atiyah, but we couldn’t find a
proof in any literature so we include one in this paper.

On the other hand, the set Bunn of isometry classes of hermitian vector bundles on Spec(Z)
is one-to-one correspondent to the double quotient GLn(Q)\GLn(AQ)/U where AQ is the Adèle
ring of Q and U is the maximal compact subgroup of GLn(AQ). The “moduli space” of such
bundles is the classical quotient of reduction theory of quadratic forms, functions on Bunn are
the same as automorphic forms on GLn(R). In this paper, we transform a positive quadratic
form to the hermitian norm on certain vector bundle on Spec(Z) and prove that the finiteness
of equivalence classes in the genus of this positive quadratic form is equivalent to the finiteness
of certain isometry classes of hermitian vector bundles, which can be deduced from a finiteness
theorem in Arakelov theory of Spec(Z).

The last result in this paper is to relate the Mellin transform of functions on Bun1 to
arithmetic invariants of hermitian line bundles. Precisely, we will show that for any smooth
function f on R+ such that f > 0 and that f ◦ exp is a Schwartz function on R, the Mellin
transform of f can be written as an integral over the Arakelov divisor class group of Spec(Z).

Acknowledgements. This work is partially supported by NSFC (no. 12171325) and by
National Key R&D Program of China No. 2023YFA1009702.

2 Quantum measure and the Minkowski problem

For a Euclidean lattice Ē, we image that very small particles are located at the lattice points
in E. We wonder the number of particles inside domain Br. We shall think this problem
quantum-mechanically.

Let Pr(v) be the probability of the particle v of being found inside Br, the question is what’s
the sum of all the Pr(v) for v ∈ E.

We assume that the particle waves all have Gaussian probability distributions
√
t · exp(−πt∥x− v∥2),
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then the answer is the following integral∫
Br

∑
v∈E

√
t · exp(−πt∥x− v∥2)dx.

We formalize three different approches to count lattice points in certain domain in terms of
measures.

(i) The θ-measure on E:
µθt(v) =

√
t · exp(−πt∥v∥2).

(ii) The quantum measure on E:

µQt,r(v) =

∫
Br

√
t · exp(−πt∥x− v∥2)dx.

(iii) The classical measure on E:

µCr(v) = ψBr(v)

where ψS is the characteristic function of the set S.

The following two propositions were stated in [Ro], and they connect the above different
approches counting lattice points.

Proposition 2.1. limr→0
µQt,r (v)

vol(Br)
= µθt(v).

Proof. By the mean-value theorem we know that

µQt,r(v) =

∫
Br

√
t · exp(−πt∥x− v∥2)dx

= vol(Br) ·
√
t · exp(−πt∥xξ − v∥2)

with xξ ∈ Br. Therefore, we have

lim
r→0

µQt,r(v)

vol(Br)
= µθt(v) =

√
t · exp(−πt∥v∥2) = µθt(v).

Proposition 2.2. limt→∞ µQt,r(v) = µCr(v).

Proof. Note that the limit of the Gaussian probability distribution as t → ∞ is the Dirac
δ-function, so we have

lim
t→∞

∫
Br

√
t · exp(−πt∥x− v∥2)dx =

∫
Br

δv(x)dx = ψBr(v) =

{
1 v ∈ Br

0 v /∈ Br

.
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Denote by S(V ) the Schwartz space of a R-vector space V . The Fourier transform

F(f)(ξ) :=

∫
ER

f(x)e−2πiξ(x)dx

with f ∈ S(ER) and ξ ∈ E∨
R provides an isomorphism

F : S(ER) ≃ S(E∨
R)

which extends to an isomorphism between corresponding spaces of tempered distributions.

The Poisson formula asserts that the counting measures
∑

v∈E δv and
∑

ξ∈E∨ δξ may be
deduced from each other by

F(
∑
v∈E

δv) =
(
covol(Ē)

)−1
∑
ξ∈E∨

δξ.

Therefore, for any f ∈ S(ER), we have∑
v∈E

f(v) =
(
covol(Ē)

)−1
∑
ξ∈E∨

F(f)(ξ).

Now we define

ft,r(x) :=

∫
Br

√
t · exp(−πt∥y − x∥2)dy.

Then

(Fft,r)(ξ) =
∫
Br

t−n · exp(−πt−1∥y∨ − ξ∥2)dy∨

with y∨ = ⟨·, y⟩ER .

Applying the Poisson formula to ft,r, we get∑
v∈E

∫
Br

√
t · exp(−πt∥y − v∥2)dy =

(
covol(Ē)

)−1
∑
ξ∈E∨

∫
Br

t−n · exp(−πt−1∥y∨ − ξ∥2)dy∨. (1)

Divide the formula (1) by vol(Br), ans take t = 1, r → 0, we have∑
v∈E

e−π∥v∥2 =
(
covol(Ē)

)−1
∑
ξ∈E∨

e−π∥ξ∥2

i.e.
h0θ(Ē)− h0θ(Ē

∨) = d̂eg(Ē).

This is the absolute Riemann-Roch theorem for h0θ.

Take r = 1 and t→ ∞, the left hand side of (1) is nothing but h0Ar(Ē), but h0Ar(Ē
∨) doesn’t

appear in the right hand side of (1). Take r = 1 and t → 0, h0Ar(Ē
∨) appears in the right

hand side of (1), but one can not reach h0Ar(Ē) in the left hand side of (1). From the physical
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perspective, if ft,r is viewed as a wave function of particle position, its Fourier transform is a
wave function of particle momentum. When r = 1 and t tends to infinity or to 0, the number
of lattice points of E and of its dual lattice in the unit ball B1 will not appear simultaneously
in (1). This means that the position and the momentum of particles can not be determined
simultaneously, which is known as the Heisenberg uncertainty principle.

In [Bo], Bost did more work from physical view point, he gave an explicit relationship
between the arithmetic invariants h0Ar and h

0
θ using the Legendre transform between Lagrangian

mechanics and Hamiltonian mechanics.

3 Geometric interpretation of the finiteness of the class number
of positive quadratic form

Theorem 3.1. Let AQ be the Adèle ring of Q. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between
the set of isometry classes of hermitian vector bundles on SpecZ of rank n (hence the set of
isomorphism classes of Euclidean lattices of rank n) and the set of double-cosets

GLn(Q)\GLn(AQ)/U

where U =
∏

p∈Σf
Q
GLn(Zp)×On(R) is the maximal compact subgroup of GLn(AQ).

Proof. For g =
∏

p∈Σf
Q
gp × g∞ ∈ GLn(AQ) and hermitian vector bundle Ē,

{Fp := gp · Ep}

deduces a vector bundle F since gp ∈ GLn(Zp) for almost all p. We may equip F with a hermitian
metric by setting

⟨x, y⟩F = ⟨g−1
∞ · x, g−1

∞ · y⟩E .

So we get an action of GLn(AQ) on the set of hermitian vector bundles on SpecZ of rank n.
Note that the element of GLn(Q) gives isometry and U is the stabalizer, so we are done.

3.1 Moduli of GLn(Q)\GLn(AQ)/U and its subset

Let G be a linear algebraic group over Q, and let X be an affine variety over Q equipped with
a G-action. Two rational points x, y ∈ X(Q) is G(Z)-equivalent if there exists g ∈ G(Z) s.t.
y = g ◦ x. Similarly, we may define G(Q)-equivalence and G(Zp)-equivalence.

Definition 3.2. For x ∈ X(Q), we define

genus(x) := {y ∈ X(Q) | y ∼G(Q) x and y ∼G(Zp) x for all p ∈ Σf
Q}

and
fG(x) = |{genus(x)/∼G(Z)}|.

If fG(x) = 1, we say that (X,G) satisfies the local-global principle.
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Theorem 3.3. For x ∈ X(Q), write Gx := {g ∈ G | g ◦ x = x}. Then fG(x) is equal to the
cardinality of the set

{ḡ = Gx(Q)gGx(A(∞)) ∈ Gx(Q)\Gx(AQ)/Gx(A(∞)) | ḡ ⊂ G(Q)G(A(∞))}.

Proof. We denote by S the set of G(Z)-equivalence classes in genus(x), and by M the set of
elements in Gx(Q)\Gx(AQ)/Gx(A(∞)) which is a subset of G(Q)G(A(∞)). We shall establish
a one-to-one correspondence between M and S.

Let ḡ = Gx(Q)gGx(A(∞)) ∈ M , there exist gQ ∈ G(Q) and gA(∞) ∈ G(A(∞)) such that
g = gQ · gA(∞). Define y = (gQ)

−1 ◦ x, then y is a rational point of X. And we know that for

any p ∈ Σf
Q, the p-part of g satisfies

gp = gQ · gZp

where gZp ∈ G(Zp) is the p-part of gA(∞). Then gQ = gp · (gZp)
−1 so that

y =
(
gZp · gp−1

)
◦ x = gZp ◦ x

holds for any p ∈ Σf
Q. Therefore, we have y ∈ genus(x).

We now define a map ϕ fromM to S, which maps ḡ to the G(Z)-equivalence class containing
y. Firstly, we claim that ϕ is well defined. In fact, if

ḡ = Gx(Q)gGx(A(∞)) = ḡ = Gx(Q)hGx(A(∞)),

then there exist tQ ∈ Gx(Q) and tA(∞) ∈ Gx(A(∞)) such that h = tQ · g · tA(∞). Write
h = hQ · hA(∞) ∈ G(Q)G(A(∞)), then

h = hQ · hA(∞) = (tQ · gQ)(gA(∞) · tA(∞))

so that

s := (hQ)
−1 · tQ · gQ = hA(∞) · (tA(∞))

−1 · (gA(∞))
−1 ∈ G(Q) ∩G(A(∞)) = G(Z).

Now, we have hQ = tQ · gQ · s−1 and

ỹ := (hQ)
−1 ◦ x =

(
s · (gQ)−1 · (tQ)−1

)
◦ x = s ◦

(
(gQ)

−1 ◦ x
)
= s ◦ y,

hence ỹ and y is G(Z)-equivalent.
Secondly, we claim that ϕ is surjective. In fact, for y ∈ genus(x), there exist gQ ∈ G(Q) and

gp ∈ G(Zp) such that y = (gQ)
−1 ◦ x = gp ◦ x for any p ∈ Σf

Q. Let h be the element in G(A(∞))

such that hQ = (gQ)
−1 and hp = gp for any p ∈ Σf

Q. Then gQ · hp ∈ Gx(Qp), and g := gQ · h is
an element in Gx(AQ). Define ḡ = Gx(Q)gGx(A(∞)) ∈ M , ϕ maps ḡ to the G(Z)-equivalence
class containing y according to our construction.

At last, ϕ is injective. Let ḡ, h̄ ∈ M with g = gQ · gA(∞) and h = hQ · hA(∞). Suppose that
ϕ(ḡ) = ϕ(h̄), then there exists s ∈ G(Z) such that

(hQ)
−1 ◦ x = s ◦

(
(gQ)

−1 ◦ x
)
.
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Define tQ = hQ · s · (gQ)−1 and tA(∞) = (gA(∞))
−1 · s−1 ·hA(∞). It is clear that tQ ∈ Gx(Q). Since

hZp ◦ x = (hQ)
−1 ◦ x and gZp ◦ x = (gQ)

−1 ◦ x

holds for every p ∈ Σf
Q, it is not difficult to verify that tA(∞) ∈ Gx(A(∞)). So h = tQ · g · tA(∞)

which means ḡ = h̄.

Let X ⊂ An2+1 be the affine variety defined by

xij − xji = 0 and det(xij)y = 1.

Then X(Q) is one-to-one correspondent to the set of non-degenerate quadratic forms of n-
variables over Q.

Note that G := GLn has an action on X given by

g ◦Q = gt ·Q · g for g ∈ G,Q ∈ X.

We have the following result.

Proposition 3.4. The local-global principle for (X,G) is equivalent to the local-global principle
for quadratic forms.

Proof. For x ∈ X(Q), the stabalizer Gx is On(x). For any p ∈ Σf
Q, GLn(Zp) containes a matrix

of determinant −1, so the elements in On(x)(AQ) can be transfered to SLn(AQ). While the
special linear algebraic group SLn satisfies the strong approximation theorem, i.e. SLn(AQ) =
SLn(Q)SLn(A(∞)). So we have On(x)(AQ) ⊂ GLn(Q)GLn(A(∞)). By Theorem 3.3, fG(x) is
equal to the class number of the quadratic form with respect to x.

Assume that Q is a positive quadratic form of n-variables over Q. Denote by G = On(Q)
the orthogonal group associated to Q. Then the set of double-cosets G(Q)\G(AQ)/G(A(∞)) is
one-to-one correspondent to the set of Z-equivalence classes in genus(Q). We use the moduli of
GLn(Q)\GLn(AQ)/U to construct one-to-one correspondence between the set of Z-equivalence
classes in genus(Q) and the set of certain isometry classes of hermitian vector bundles on Spec(Z)
of rank n.

Definition 3.5. A hermitian vector bundle Ē = (E, ∥ · ∥) on Spec(Z) is called Q-stable if
⟨e, e′⟩ ∈ Q for all e, e′ ∈ E.

Definition 3.6. A Q-stable hermitian vector bundle Ē = (E, ∥ · ∥) on Spec(Z) is called integral
if ⟨e, e′⟩ ⊂ Q with e, e′ ∈ E generate an integral ideal in Z.

Definition 3.7. Let Ē = (E, ∥ · ∥) and F̄ = (F, ∥ · ∥) be two hermitian vector bundles on
Spec(Z) of the same rank. We call the hermitian metrics on E and on F are Q-equivalent, if
there exists an isometry Ē ∼= L̄ such that the hermitian metrics on L and on F are given by the
same hermitian inner product.
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Proposition 3.8. There exists a vector bundle E on Spec(Z) such that the hermitian bundle
(E, ∥ · ∥Q) is Q-stable and integral. Here ∥ · ∥Q denotes the metric on E given by the quadratic
from Q. G(AQ)◦ Ē provides a family of Q-stable, integral hermitian vector bundles {Ēi}i∈I such
that all hermitian metrics are Q-equivalent. The set of isometry classes in {Ēi}i∈I is one-to-

one correspondent to the set of double-cosets G(Q)\G(AQ)/G(A(∞)). Moreover, d̂eg(Ēi) are
constant for i ∈ I.

Proof. At first, we choose a vector bundle E′ on Spec(Z) and equip it with the hermitian metric
associated to Q. It is clear that (E′, ∥·∥Q) is Q-stable since Q corresponds to a n×n metrix over
Q. Next, the elements ⟨e, e′⟩ ⊂ Q with e, e′ ∈ E′ generate a fractional ideal a in Q, we may choose
a positive integer c such that c2 ·a is an integral ideal. Define E = cE′, then (E, ∥·∥Q) is Q-stable
and integral. According to the construction given in Theorem 3.1, G(AQ)◦Ē provides a family of
hermitian vector bundles {Ēi}i∈I . They are Q-stable, integral and all hermitian metrics are Q-
equivalent because G = On(Q) is the orthogonal group associated to Q. Note that the stabalizer
of Ē under the action of G(AQ) is G(A(∞)) and the element of G(Q) gives isometry, then the
set of isometry classes in {Ēi}i∈I is one-to-one correspondent to G(Q)\G(AQ)/G(A(∞)). To
prove the last statement, notice that for any i, j ∈ I, the hermitian metrics on ΛnĒi and on
ΛnĒj are given by the same inner product with respect to det(Q). On the other hand, for any

place p ∈ Σf
Q, (Ei)p and (Ej)p only differ by an element in G(Qp) so that (ΛnEi)p and (ΛnEj)p

only differ by ±1. This means ΛnĒi = ΛnĒj and hence d̂eg(Ēi) = d̂eg(Ēj).

Remark 3.9. For a hermitian vector bundle Ē on Spec(Z), we define the Euler-Poincaré char-
acteristic of Ē as

χ(Ē) := h0θ(Ē)− h0θ(Ē
∨),

then χ(Ē) = d̂eg(Ē) by the absolute Riemann-Roch theorem for h0θ.

3.2 A finiteness theorem in Arakelov theory of Spec(Z)

According to Proposition 3.4, Proposition 3.8 and Remark 3.9, the finiteness of Z-equivalence
classes in genus(Q) can be deduced from the following theorem.

Theorem 3.10. Let {Ēi}i∈I be a family of Q-stable, integral hermitian vector bundles of rank
n and all hermitian metrics on {Ei}i∈I are Q-equivalent. If there exist a, b ∈ R such that

a < χ(Ēi) < b

for all i ∈ I, then the set of isomorphism classes in {Ēi}i∈I is finite.

Lemma 3.11. Let {Ēi}i∈I be a family of Q-stable, integral hermitian vector bundles of rank n.
If there exist a, b ∈ R such that

a < χ(Ēi) < b

for all i ∈ I, then {χ(Ēi)}i∈I only take finitely many values.
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Proof. According to Remark 3.9, we only need to prove that {d̂eg(ΛnĒi)}i∈I take finitely many
values. The fact that Ēi is Q-stable and integral implies that ΛnĒi is Q-stable and integral, we
may suppose that n = 1. Moreover, since the class number of Q is 1, we may suppose that all
the Ei are equal to a fixed line bundle L. Let s be a non-zero global section of L, it is well-known
that

d̂eg(L̄) = log([L : sZ])− log ∥s∥L.

Then we only need to show that {log ∥s∥i}i∈I take finitely many values. In fact, Ēi is integral
so that ∥s∥i ∈ Z, while an open interval of R can only contains finitely many integers. So we
are done.

Lemma 3.12. Let assumptions and notations be as in Lemma 3.11, then there exists a finite
set Φ ⊂ Z∗ such that ∥Ei∥2i ∩ Φ ̸= ∅ for any i ∈ I.

Proof. By Lemma 3.11, we may assume that χ(Ēi) = c are constant. Fix a n-dimensional Q-
vector space V , since the class number of Q is 1, we may assume that all Ei have the following
form

Ei = Zxi1 + Zxi2 + · · ·+ Zxin,

where xi1, xi2, . . . , xin is a basis of V . Since a positive matrix over Q can always decompose as a
product of the transpose of some matrix with rational numbers and itself, we may suppose that
the matrics on Ei are all induced by the usual inner product on V .

Now, let F̄ be a Q-stable, integral hermitian vector bundle of rank n such that χ(F̄ ) = c
and that F has the following form

F = Zz1 + Zz2 + · · ·+ Zzn,

where z1, z2, . . . , zn is a basis of V . Suppose that the metric on F is also induced by the usual
inner product on V .

Construct a linear map ϕi : V → V by setting ϕi(zj) = xij for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n. So we have
ϕi(F ) = Ei. Write

xij = ϕi(zj) = Σlaljzl

with alj ∈ Q.
According to the construction of the hermitian metric on ΛnEi which is induced by the

metric on Ei and χ(F̄ ) = χ(Ēi) = c, we know that det(⟨zl, zj⟩) and det(⟨xil, xij⟩) only differ by
a unit in Z. Therefore |det(alj)|2 = 1 ∈ Z and det(alj) = ±1. We will show that there exists a
uniform bound B ∈ Q+ such that every Ēi contains at least one element whose norm is less or
equal to B.

Firstly, by [OM, Theorem 103:2], there exists a positive number γ which only depends on Q
satisfying the following property: for any n × n-matrix (aij) over Q with det(aij) ∈ Z×, there
exists a non-zero vector v = (v1, . . . , vn) ∈ Zn such that

|(aij) · vT|∞ = max
i

|ai1v1 + · · ·+ ainvn| ≤ γ.
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We apply the above result to the matrix (alj) and write

z(i) = v1z1 + · · ·+ vnzn ∈ F,

then ∥ϕi(z(i))∥i ̸= 0 because z(i) ̸= 0. Moreover ϕi(z
(i)) ∈ Ei and ∥ϕi(z(i))∥2i ∈ Z because Ēi is

an integral hermitian bundle.

Secondly, write
ϕi(z

(i)) = Σlηlzl, ηl = Σjaljvj ,

then |ηl| ≤ γ holds for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n. One can easily verify that

∥ϕi(z(i))∥2i ≤ n2γ2max
l,j

|⟨zl, zj⟩|.

Define B = nγ
√
maxl,j |⟨zl, zj⟩|, then for any i ∈ I, ϕi(z

(i)) is an element in Ei whose norm is
less or equal to B. This concludes the proof.

Proof. (of Theorem 3.10) We prove the statement by induction on n. For n = 1, take isometric
linear transforms if necessary, we may assume that ⟨1C, 1C⟩i are constant. By Lemma 3.11, we
may suppose that χ(Ēi) = c are constant. Under these assumptions, we shall prove that if Ēi

and Ēj are algebraically isomorphic to each other, then Ēi and Ēj are equal. In fact, if Ēi

is algebraically isomorphic to Ēj , then Ei and Ej differ by a principal ideal (t) with t ∈ Q.
χ(Ēi) = χ(Ēj) implies that |t|2 = 1 and hence t = ±1. This means Ei = Ej and Ēi and Ēj are
the same hermitian bundles because we have assumed that ⟨1C, 1C⟩i = ⟨1C, 1C⟩j .

Assume that the statement is true for n−1, let us prove that the statement is true for n. By
Lemma 3.12, we have ∩i∈I∥Ei∥2i \{0} ̸= ∅. Take an element α in this intersection, then α ∈ Z.
For Ēi, there exists an element y ∈ Ei such that ∥y∥2i = α. Denote

F ′
i := {αx− ⟨x, y⟩iy|x ∈ Ei} aiy := {z ∈ Q|z · y ∈ Ei},

then F ′
i and aiy · y are both subbundles of Ei. Equip them with the metrics induced by Ēi, we

construct a hermitian bundle
Ē′

i := aiy · y ⊕ F̄ ′
i

which is a hermitian subbundle of Ēi. The rank of F̄ ′
i is less or equal to n − 1. On the other

hand, for any x ∈ Ei, we have

αx = ⟨x, y⟩iy + (αx− ⟨x, y⟩iy) ∈ E′
i.

So αEi ⊂ Ē′
i ⊂ Ēi is a sequence of hermitian subbundles of rank n and hence

χ(αEi) ≤ χ(Ē′
i) ≤ χ(Ēi),

i.e.
χ(αEi)− χ(aiy · y) ≤ χ(F̄ ′

i ) ≤ χ(Ēi)− χ(aiy · y).



S.Tang 13

Notice that Λn(αEi) = αn · ΛnEi, we have χ(αEi) ≥ a − δα where δα is a constant depending
on α. On the other hand, aiy is a fractional ideal containing Z and ∥y∥2i = α which admits
a uniform bound, then χ(aiy · y) is greater or equal to a constant ηα and is less or equal to a
constant bα where ηα and bα are both depending on α. So we finally have

a− δα − bα ≤ χ(F̄ ′
i ) ≤ b− ηα.

Construct F̄ ′
i similarly for every i ∈ I, then {F̄ ′

i}i∈I is a family of Q-stable, integral hermitian
bundles of rank n−1. We claim that the metrics on F̄ ′

i are Q-equivalent. Actually, the metrics on
Ē′

i are Q-equivalent, by taking suitable isometric linear transforms, we may fix a vector space V
such that all Ēi are contained in V and the metrics on Ēi are induced by the usual inner product
on V . The Witt theorem for hermitian inner product space (cf. [Di]) guarantees that y can be
chosen independently of i. Then we have an orthogonal decomposition V = Q ·y ⊥ U where U is
a subspace of V of dimension n− 1 containing F ′

i . The above orthogonal decomposition induces
a hermitian inner product on U which is compatible with the metric on F ′

i , so the metrics on
F̄ ′
i are Q-equivalent.

By assumption, F̄ ′
i contains only finitely many isometry classes, denoted by {F̄j}mi=1. Define

L̄j := Z · y ⊕ F̄j (1 ≤ j ≤ m),

then for every F̄ ′
i , there exists an isometry ϕ such that

ϕ(Ē′
i) = aiy · y ⊕ F̄j ⊇ L̄j ,

so we have ϕ(Ēi) ⊇ ϕ(Ē′
i) ⊇ L̄j , and

⟨ϕ(Ēi), L̄j⟩V ⊆ ⟨ϕ(Ēi), ϕ(Ēi)⟩V = ⟨Ēi, Ēi⟩V ⊆ Z.

Therefore, we get L̄j ⊆ ϕ(Ēi) ⊆ L̄#
j where L#

j is the adjoint bundle of Lj defined as

Lj := {x ∈ V |⟨x, e⟩ ∈ Z,∀e ∈ Lj}.

Since there are only finitely many hermitian bundles between L̄j and L̄#
j , Ēi contains only

finitely many isometry classes. So we are done.

4 Integral over the Arakelov divisor class group

The contents of this section is inspired by [GS, Section 4] where the complete zeta function

ZQ(s) := 2π−s/2Γ(s/2)ζ(s)

was written as an integral over the Arakelov divisor class group of Spec(Z) using a new effectivity
concept for Arakelov divisors

ZQ(s) =

∫
D̂iv(Z)

N(D̄)−sdµeff

=

∫
P̂ic(Z)

N([D̄])−s
( ∫

[D̄]
exp(−π∥1∥2D)dD̄

)
d[D̄].
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The above expression deduces from the fact that the Mellin transform of theta function is the
gamma function. The following theorem generalizes the case of theta function to the case of
other smooth functions on R+ with positive values.

Theorem 4.1. For any smooth function f on R+ such that f > 0 and that f ◦exp is a Schwartz
function on R, the Mellin transform of f can be written as an integral over the Arakelov divisor
class group of Spec(Z).

Proof. If f(x) is a smooth function on R+ such that f ◦ exp is a Schwartz function on R, it is
well known that the Mellin transform M(f)(s) of f(x) converges within a certain vertical band
shaped region a < Re(s) < b on the complex plane, where a and b are determined by the decay
rate of the function g(t) = f(exp(t)) when t→ ±∞.

Let C be the maximal value of f(x). For Arakelov divisor D̄ =
∑

p∈SpmZ np[p] + λ[∞], we

introduce a new effectivity of D̄ as

e(D̄) :=

{
1
cf(∥1∥

2
D) if

∏
p p

−np ⊃ Z
0 otherwise

,

then 0 ≤ e(D̄) ≤ 1 and

H0(Spec(Z),O(D̄)) = {h ∈ Q∗ | e
(
d̂iv(h) + D̄

)
> 0} ∪ {0}.

Denote J =
∏

p p
np , t = e−λ and N(D̄) = ed̂eg(D̄). Then∫

D̂iv(Z)
e(D̄)N(D̄)−sdD̄ =

∑
(0)̸=J⊂Z

N(J)−s

∫ +∞

0
ts−1f

(
1

c
t2
)
dt

=
∑

(0)̸=J⊂Z

N(J)−s

∫ +∞

0

1

2
cs/2xs/2−1f (x) dx

=
1

2
cs/2M(f)(s/2)ζ(s).

So we may write

M(f)(s) =
2

csζ(2s)

∫
D̂iv(Z)

e(D̄)N(D̄)−2sdD̄.

This concluds the proof.

Example 4.2. Consider the modular form

∆(τ) = e2πiτ
∞∏
n=1

(1− e2πinτ )24.

Let x be positive number, then

∆(ix) = e−2πx
∞∏
n=1

(1− e−2πnx)24
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gives a smooth function on R+. Actually, ∆(iet) is a Schwartz function on R because ∆ is

analytic, ∆(iet) ∼ e−2πet as t → +∞, ∆(iet) ∼ e12|t| · e−2πe|t| as t → −∞ and the derivative
of any order of ∆(iet) can be expressed as the product of the derivative of the Delta function
and the exponential function, and its decay rate is faster than any polynomial growth. So the
Mellin transform of ∆(ix) converges in a certain vertical band shaped region. According to the
Fourier expansion of Delta function, we know that

∆(ix) =
∞∑
n=1

τ(n)e−2πnx

where τ(n) is the Ramanujan’s Tau function. Therefore

M (∆(ix)) (s) =

∫ +∞

0
xs−1∆(ix)dx

=

∞∑
n=1

τ(n)

∫ +∞

0
xs−1e−2πnxdx

=
∞∑
n=1

τ(n)(2πn)−s

∫ +∞

0
us−1e−udu

= (2π)−sΓ(s)L(s,∆)

where

L(s,∆) =
∞∑
n=1

τ(n)n−s

is the L-function associated to the Ramanujan’s Tau function.

Notice that ∆(ix) takes the maximal value at some point 0 < x0 < 1. For Arakelov divisor
D̄ =

∑
p∈SpmZ np[p] + λ[∞], we define the effectivity of D̄ associated to ∆(ix) as

e∆(D̄) :=

{
1

∆(ix0)
∆(i∥1∥2D) if

∏
p p

−np ⊃ Z
0 otherwise

.

According to Theorem 4.1, we have

L(s,∆) =
1

Γ(s)
(2π)sM (∆(ix)) (s)

=
2s+1

Γ(s)ζ(2s)

(
π

∆(ix0)

)s ∫
D̂iv(Z)

e∆(D̄)N(D̄)−2sdD̄.
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