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Abstract. We study the short-time asymptotics of the Dirichlet heat trace on planar curvilinear

polygons. For such domains we show that the coefficient of t1/2 in the expansion splits into a

boundary integral of κ2 and a sum of local corner contributions, one for each vertex. Each

curved corner contribution depends only on the interior angle α and on the limiting curvatures

κ± on the adjacent sides. Using a conformal model and a parametrix construction on the sector

heat space, we express this contribution in the form c1/2(α) r0(α, κ+, κ−), where c1/2(α) is

given by a Hadamard finite part of an explicit trace over the exact sector. For right-angled

corners we compute c1/2(π/2) = 1/(16
√
π) and obtain a closed formula for the t1/2 coefficient.

As an application we extend a previous result in the literature by showing that any admissible

curvilinear polygon that is Dirichlet isospectral to a polygon must itself be a polygon with

straight sides.

1. Introduction

A classical problem in spectral geometry is to determine what geometric information is encoded

in the spectrum of the Laplacian on a Riemannian manifold [8]. This is frequently approached

using heat trace methods. Specifically, one examines the short-time asymptotic expansion of the

trace of the heat kernel. This trace is spectrally determined, and therefore the coefficients in the

asymptotic expansion are spectral invariants – geometric quantities determined by the spectrum.

In 1967, McKean and Singer computed the first three heat invariants for a smoothly bounded

domain in R2 [7]. Using these, they showed that the area, perimeter, and Euler characteristic

of such a domain are all spectral invariants. It is natural to ask whether one can deduce similar

information for a less smooth domain, and indeed this has been studied in depth [2, 11, 10].

We now explain the setting of this paper. Let Ω ⊆ R2 be a curvilinear polygon, with piecewise

smooth boundary, smooth except for a finite number n of corners Pj of interior angles αj > 0,

j = 1, . . . , n. Let κ be the inward-pointing curvature of the boundary, and let γ(s) be an arc-length

parametrization of the boundary, oriented counterclockwise. For each j, let κj,± be the limits of

κ(γ(s)) as s approaches γ−1(Pj) from above and below respectively.

It is well known that the trace of the Dirichlet heat kernel on Ω, HD
Ω (t), has an asymptotic

expansion as t → 0, beginning with a t−1 term. The t−1, t−1/2, and t0 terms of this expansion

have been computed, first in the exact polygonal setting in unpublished work of Ray, as cited by

[2] and [12], and then extended to the general curvilinear setting [10]. Our interest here is in the

next term, which we expect at order t1/2. In [4], based on results in the literature such as [1], the

authors give the coefficient of this t1/2 term in the “straight corners” case, where a neighborhood

of each corner Pj is isometric to an exact sector. Without this assumption, the curvature of the

sides may interact with the angle at the corner. As we show, this interaction produces a term at

order t1/2.
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Theorem 1. With notation as above, the Dirichlet heat trace HD
Ω (t) has an expansion as t → 0

given by

(1) HD
Ω (t) =

|Ω|
4πt

− |∂Ω|
8
√
πt

+
1

12π

(∫
∂Ω

κ ds+

n∑
j=1

π2 − α2
j

2αj

)
+
√
t
( 1

256
√
π

∫
∂Ω

κ2 ds+

n∑
j=1

C1/2(αj , κj,+, κj,−)
)
+O(t log t),

where C1/2 is a function only of the angle α and the limit curvatures κ±.

We can say substantially more about C1/2(α, κ+, κ−) whenever α ̸= π. Define

(2) r0 = r0(α, κ+, κ−) =
1

2
cscα

√
κ2
+ + κ2

− − 2κ+κ− cosα.

Theorem 2. For α ̸= π, the function C1/2(α, κ+, κ−) has the form

(3) C1/2(α, κ+, κ−) = c1/2(α)r0(α, κ+, κ−)

where c1/2(α) is a function depending only on α, whose general expression is given by a Hadamard

renormalized trace on an exact sector:

(4)

c1/2(α) = − fp

∫∫
(0,∞)×(0,α)

∫ 1

0

(1− σ)−1σ−1/2

∫∫
(0,∞)×(0,α)

a

(
R√
1− σ

, θ,

√
σ ρ√

1− σ
, ϕ

)
b

(
ρ, ϕ,

R√
σ
, θ

)
ρ dρ dϕ RdRdθ.

Here a and b are functions related to the exact heat kernel on a sector of angle α, explicitly given

by (31) and (46), and fp denotes the Hadamard finite part at R = ∞ of the improper integral in

R.

Moreover, c1/2(α) has the special value

(5) c1/2(
π

2
) =

1

16
√
π
.

Remark. A few comments:

• The O(t log t) error in (1) is not necessarily optimal, and in fact we expect that it should

be O(t).

• Each of a and b is a function only of α and the variables of integration, see (31), (46).

Thus (4) is indeed independent of κ±.

• For inverse spectral results, it is crucial that (5) is nonzero. We can only verify this

explicitly for α = π/2. It would be of significant interest to find out for which α we have

c1/2(α) ̸= 0.

• Theorem 2 does not work for α = π because the conformal model that we use breaks down

in that case, as can be seen from the fact that r0 is undefined when α = π. So the case

α = π, where the boundary has an abrupt change in second derivative, remains open.
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1.1. Inverse spectral applications. In [4], the authors prove that any curvilinear polygon with

straight corners is in fact isospectral to a polygon. They require straight corners because of a lack

of a formula in the curved corner case. We can strengthen their result.

Definition. A curvilinear polygon Ω is admissible if, for each j, either c1/2(αj) > 0 or Ω is

straight near Pj.

Proposition 1. Suppose that an admissible curvilinear polygon Ω is Dirichlet isospectral to a

polygon. Then Ω is a polygon.

Proof. For a polygon, the t1/2 term in the heat trace vanishes. So it must vanish for Ω. But under

our assumptions, by Theorems 1 and 2, the t1/2 coefficient in HD
Ω (t) is given by

(6)
1

256
√
π

∫
∂Ω

κ2 ds+

n∑
j=1

c1/2(αj)
√

κ2
+,j + κ2

−,j .

Since this coefficient is non-negative and only zero for an exact polygon, Ω is an exact polygon. □

Remark. Observe from (5) that any polygon where all non-straight corners are right angles is

admissible.

1.2. Plan of the paper. In section 2 we prove Theorem 1. This is done by examining the

geometric microlocal description of the heat kernel given in [10]. We show that there is a well-

defined corner contribution C1/2
√
t, and then prove that any two corners with the same angle α

and limit curvatures κ± yield the same contribution, regardless of the rest of Ω. To take advantage

of this uniformity, in section 3 we introduce a simple conformal model for a curvilinear corner

and compute the contribution C1/2
√
t in that model. This computation proceeds via a parametrix

construction as in [10] and allows us to obtain both (3) and (4). Finally, in section 4, we prove (5)

by computing a sufficient number of terms in the Dirichlet heat trace expansion for a semicircle

and comparing with (1).
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2. The corner contribution

Our approach to understanding the heat kernel on Ω is based on the methods of geometric mi-

crolocal analysis [9, 10]. The strategy is to first resolve the singularities of the heat kernel at

t = 0 by constructing a “double heat space,” Ω2
h, via a sequence of geometric blow-ups. The

heat kernel lifts under these blow-ups to a well-behaved (“polyhomogeneous conormal”) function

on the manifold with corners Ω2
h [10]. Roughly speaking, polyhomogeneous conormal functions

are those whose asymptotic expansions at the boundary hypersurfaces are compatible and jointly

polyhomogeneous at higher-codimension corners; the precise definition may be found in [9].
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The boundary of Ω2
h consists of boundary hypersurfaces corresponding to distinct asymptotic

regimes. Among these hypersurfaces are:

• The interior diagonal (td), modeling heat flow far from the boundary.

• The side faces (sf), modeling heat flow near a smooth edge.

• The front faces (ff), modeling heat flow at a corner.

The method of proof in [10], which is important for our work here, is to use geometric microlocal

analysis to perform a parametrix construction. Specifically, one constructs a parametrix K(t, z, z′),

an approximate solution to the heat equation, by specifying its leading order behavior at each of

the three boundary hypersurfaces td, sf, and ff. This should be done in such a way so that when

the heat operator is applied to the parametrix K(t, z, z′), the result R(t, z, z′) is lower order at

td, sf, and ff. In order to arrange this, we choose leading order behavior that solves the relevant

model problems for the heat equation at each boundary hypersurface. We also must ensure that

the specified behaviors at td, sf, and ff are consistent with each other at the intersections of the

boundary hypersurfaces, so that there actually exists a polyhomogeneous conormal function on Ω2
h

with all of the correct behavior. Once we have a good enough parametrix, we can recover the true

heat kernel via the Volterra series

HD
Ω = K −K ⋆ R+K ⋆ R ⋆ R− · · · .

To analyze this Volterra series, we use a composition formula for polyhomogeneous conormal

functions on Ω2
h, which in our setting is [10, Theorem 3.16].

To be specific about what we mean when we talk about orders: set T =
√
t. We measure orders

at each of td, sf, and ff in powers of T ; a function which has leading order behavior T−2 has order

−2. “Lower order” means larger powers of T . Throughout, “vanishes to infinite order at td (or sf,

or ff)” means the expansion has no terms of any finite T -order there.

The model cone heat kernel has order −2 at td, sf, and ff. We write ordff(·) for this T -order. The
key result of [10, Theorem 3.16] for our setting is that if B vanishes to infinite order at td, then

ordff(A ⋆ B) = ordff(A) + ordff(B) + 4.

As a first use of these techniques, we show that the corner contribution C1/2(α, κ+, κ−) indeed

depends only on α and κ±. Suppose that there exist two domains Ω and Ω′, each with one corner,

with the same α and the same κ±. By [10], the heat kernels HD
Ω and HD

Ω′ are polyhomogeneous

conormal on Ω2
h and (Ω′)2h respectively. Since α is the same, the faces ff of these respective heat

spaces are geometrically identical. We now state a lemma which informally says that: under these

conditions, HD
Ω −HD

Ω′ has leading order at worst t0 at ff.

Lemma 1. Let Ω and Ω′ be domains with a single corner having the same opening angle α and

the same one-sided boundary curvatures κ± at that corner. Then HD
Ω −HD

Ω′ has order ≤ T 0 (at

worst T 0 = t0) at ff. Equivalently, their ff coefficients of orders T−2 = t−1 and T−1 = t−1/2 agree.
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Proof. We use HD
Ω′ to build a parametrix K for HD

Ω . We will build this parametrix K for HD
Ω by

prescribing its leading behavior at the three faces. Specifically:

• At td, we specify that K should have the usual interior expansion, which in this setting is

simply the Euclidean heat kernel on R2, which has order −2 with no lower order terms.

• At sf, we specify that K should have the same expansion as the Dirichlet heat kernel on

a smooth domain with boundary whose boundary coincides with the appropriate smooth

part of ∂Ω. Such a heat kernel is known to have a polyhomogeneous conormal expansion

by [6], and that expansion is consistent with the Euclidean heat kernel at td. The first

term, at order −2, is universal. The second term, at order −1, follows from the boundary

calculus construction in [6]; by a standard scaling argument, this coefficient is a universal

multiple of the curvature κ(z′).

• At ff, we specify that K should have the same t−1 (order −2) and t−1/2 (order −1) terms

as HD
Ω′ . These are consistent with the interior expansion at td, since they are consistent

for HD
Ω′ .

We must check that the ff specifications are consistent with the sf ones. But this is the point of

having κ± equal. Since the heat kernel HD
Ω′ is polyhomogeneous conormal, our ff specifications are

consistent with the Euclidean behavior at td and also with the first two terms at sf on (Ω′)2h. But

since κ± are identical between Ω and Ω′, these terms on (Ω′)2h have the same restrictions to sf∩ff
as the first two terms at sf on Ω2

h. Thus our ff and sf specifications are consistent.

This consistency means that there exists a parametrix K(t, z, z′) with the specified expansions at

td, sf, and ff. This parametrix solves the model problems to infinite order at td and sf and to two

orders at ff. So R(t, z, z′) = (∂t−∆Ω)K(t, z, z′) has leading order −2, as opposed to −4, at ff, and

leading order ∞ at td and sf. Using the composition formula of [10], we conclude that for each

n ≥ 1, K ⋆ (R⋆n) has leading order at worst t0 at ff.

ordff(K ⋆ R⋆n) ≥ (−2) + n(−2) + 4n = 2n− 2 ≥ 0 (n ≥ 1).

Thus

HD
Ω −K =

∑
n≥1

(−1)nK ⋆ R⋆n

has order at worst 0 at ff, and since the same is true for HD
Ω′ −K, so HD

Ω − HD
Ω′ = O(T 0) at ff.

The Lemma is proven. □

We can now prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. As in [10], the heat trace is obtained by restricting HD
Ω to the spatial diagonal

and then integrating over z ∈ Ω. The technical tool used is Melrose’s pushforward theorem. We

will not repeat all the details here, but the upshot is that each face td, sf, and ff gives a separate

contribution to the expansion (1). A priori, the expansions can interact to give logarithmic terms,

but for the same reasons as in [10, p. 49], keeping in mind that we now have two orders at ff rather

than one, there are no logarithmic terms until at least O(T 2 log T ) = O(t log t) (and potentially
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much later, if at all). The contribution from td is

|Ω|
4πt

+O(t∞).

The contributions from sf are

− |∂Ω|
8
√
πt

+
1

12π

∫
∂Ω

κ ds+

√
t

256
√
π

∫
∂Ω

κ2 ds+O(t).

And the contributions from ff, since the first is already known and the second depends only on α

and κ±, are
n∑

j=1

π2 − α2
j

24παj
+
√
t

n∑
j=1

C1/2(αj , κj,+, κj,−) +O(t),

for some unknown function C1/2(α, κ+, κ−). Summing the three faces gives Theorem 1. □

Note that we will perform a similar parametrix construction, in detail, in the next section, when

we build a conformal model to find an expression for C1/2(α, κ+, κ−).

3. The conformal model and the construction

The goal of this section is to find an expression for the contribution C1/2. Since it depends only

on α and on κ±, we can work with a specific domain with those values. We take advantage of a

conformal transformation to build such a domain, and then we construct its heat kernel.

3.1. The conformal model domain. We define a conformal mapping from C to C. Let w be

the complex coordinate on the target space and z be the complex coordinate on the source space.

The Euclidean metric on the target C is gEuc = dw dw̄. Fix z0 ∈ C and let Φ = Φz0 : C → C be

the holomorphic map given by

w = Φ(z) = z + z0z
2.

Near the origin, it is a small perturbation of the identity map.

To compute the pullback metric Φ∗(gEuc), we use the standard fact that for a holomorphic map

Φ, dw = Φ′(z)dz and dw̄ = Φ′(z)dz̄. Therefore,

Φ∗(gEuc) = Φ∗(dw dw̄)

= (Φ′(z)dz)(Φ′(z)dz̄)

= Φ′(z)Φ′(z)dz dz̄

= |Φ′(z)|2dz dz̄

Thus, the pullback metric is:

Φ∗(gEuc) = |1 + 2z0z|2dz dz̄.
Let F (z) = |1 + 2z0z|2 be the conformal factor derived above. An immediate calculation yields

(7) F (z) = 1 + 4ℜ(z0z) + 4|z0|2|z|2.

If we write z = x+ iy and z0 = u0 + iv0, we obtain

(8) F (x+ iy) = 1 + 4(u0x− v0y) + 4(u2
0 + v20)(x

2 + y2).



THE DIRICHLET HEAT TRACE FOR DOMAINS WITH CURVED CORNERS 7

On the other hand, if we write z = reiθ and z0 = r0e
iθ0 (this r0 matches (2); see (12), below), we

obtain

(9) F (reiθ) = 1 + 4r0r cos(θ + θ0) + 4r20r
2.

We see that F , however it is written, is smooth, though of course not holomorphic, from C → R.
It is also smooth down to zero in polar coordinates (r, θ).

For later use, we also record the gradient of F at the origin:

(10) ∇F (0, 0) = ⟨4u0,−4v0⟩ = 4r0⟨cos θ0,− sin θ0⟩,

where the latter expression is in polar coordinates but still measuring x and y-derivatives,

We now revert to R2. Let Ω0 be the flat sector {z ∈ C | 0 < arg(z) < α}. The map Φ takes Ω0 to

a curvilinear domain Ω with the same corner angle α. The signed curvatures of the two boundary

edges of Ω at the corner are given by:

• κ1 (on the image of the θ = 0 ray): 2ℑ(z0)

• κ2 (on the image of the θ = α ray): −2ℑ(z0eiα)

Here the orientation is chosen so that the signed curvatures measure curvature in the inward-

pointing direction, so that a convex domain will have κ1 ≥ 0 and κ2 ≥ 0. A domain with

symmetry about arg(z) = α/2 will have κ1 = κ2.

By choosing the complex parameter z0, we can match any desired curvatures κ+, κ−, as long as

α ̸= π. Solve the following linear system for z0 = u0 + iv0:

κ+ = 2v0

κ− = −2ℑ((u0 + iv0)(cosα0 + i sinα0)) = −2(u0 sinα0 + v0 cosα0)

This yields z0 = u0 + iv0, where

(11)

{
u0 = − 1

2κ+ cotα+ 1
2κ− cscα;

v0 = 1
2κ+.

In terms of the curvatures, we observe that

(12) r0 =
1

2
cscα

√
κ2
+ − 2κ+κ− cosα+ κ2

−; θ0 = arg(u0 + iv0).

The pullback by Φ of the Euclidean metric on Ω is

F · gEucl,Ω0
,

where we now interpret F as a function with domain R2 rather than C. By the formula for the

Laplacian in two dimensions under a conformal change of metric g = Fg0, the new Laplacian is

∆g = F−1∆g0 . Therefore, the pullback Laplacian is

Φ∗(∆Ω) = F−1∆Ω0
.
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We want to understand the heat kernel for the operator ∆Ω on the curved domain Ω. By pulling

back, this is equivalent to studying the heat kernel for the operator F−1∆Ω0 on Ω0. The corre-

sponding heat equation is ∂tH = F−1∆Ω0
H. We define our heat operator on the model space Ω0

as:

L = ∂t − F−1∆Ω0
.

We now construct the heat kernel for L. We use the techniques of [10], working at td, then at sf

and ff. This corresponds to building a parametrix for the heat kernel, first at the interior diagonal,

and then at the diagonal both near the boundary and near a corner. Once we have a sufficiently

accurate parametrix, we iterate away the error via a Volterra series to produce the true heat kernel.

3.2. The heat kernel at td. It is proved in [10] that the heat kernel for L, being the pullback

of the heat kernel for the Laplacian on the curvilinear polygon Ω, is polyhomogeneous conormal

on the double space of [10]. We also know that its full expansion at td is the same as that for the

heat kernel of the operator Φ∗(∆R2) = F−1∆R2 . This expansion may be written in terms of the

(interior) boundary defining function T =
√
t as

T−2a−2 + T−1a−1 + T 0a0 + . . . ,

where a−2, a−1, a0, etc. are smooth functions on the face td. We refer to ak as the td-coefficients

of the heat kernel; in particular, a0 denotes the coefficient of order T 0 at td, whose restriction

along td ∩ ff will determine C1/2(α, κ+, κ−).

From [10], these functions are smooth down to ff as well. And T vanishes to first order at ff as

well as at td. Thus the term T kak has order k at ff.1 Therefore, the only terms which are relevant

to the leading and subleading terms at ff are T−2a−2 + T−1a−1.

We now use the work of Grieser [6] to compute a−2 and a−1. We use his notation throughout this

subsection: the coordinates are (t, x, y), where x ∈ R2 is an interior coordinate on the first factor

and y ∈ R2 on the second. The initial parametrix for the heat kernel is

(13) K1(t, x, y) =
1

4πt
exp(−F (y)|x− y|2

4t
).

Computing the application of the heat operator (∂t−F−1(x)∆R2) to K1, we obtain the error term

(14) R1(t, x, y) := (∂t − F−1(x)∆R2)K1(t, x, y) = (1− F (y)

F (x)
)
∂

∂t
K1(t, x, y).

The prefactor is O(
√
t) near the diagonal, so R1 is t1/2 less singular than ∂tK1.

Notation (td symbols). In the rescaled variables (t,X, y) with X = (x− y)/
√
t, any heat kernel A

will admit an asymptotic of the form

(15) A(t, x, y) ∼
∑

q∈d+ 1
2N0

tq Φq(A)(X, y)

as t ↓ 0 with X fixed. The coefficient Φq(A) is the td-symbol of order q of the operator A; if A has

order d, then Φd(A) is the principal td-symbol of A. Referring to Grieser [6] for the definition of

1This is the reason that the heat expansion does not pick up logarithmic terms from the pushforward theorem
coming from the intersection td∩ff. When we convert to densities, the Tkak term has order k + 2 at ff and since

this is not k, there are no log terms. Similar considerations rule out logarithmic terms from the other intersections.
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the various operator spaces Ψd
H , we have K1(t, x, y) ∈ Ψ−1

H . Roughly, this means that K1(t, x, y)

has an expansion of the form (15) with d = −1, and with coefficients decaying to infinite order at

|X| = ∞.

To find the principal td-symbol of K1, we compute, with X = (x− y)/
√
t,

K1(t,X
√
t+ y, y) =

1

4πt
exp(−F (y)

4
X2),

so

(16) Φ−1(K1)(X, y) =
1

4π
exp(−F (y)

4
X2).

We also analyze R1(t,X, y). Writing it out we obtain

(17) R1(t,X, y) = (
F (X

√
t+ y)− F (y)

F (X
√
t+ y)

)(
F (y)

4
X2 − 1)

1

t
K1(t,X, y).

The leading order term of this expression at t = 0 is

(18) (

√
tX · ∇(F )(y)

F (y)
)(
F (y)

4
X2 − 1)

1

t
K1(t,X, y).

Therefore R1 ∈ Ψ
−1/2
H with

(19) Φ−1/2(R1)(X, y) = (
X · ∇(F )(y)

F (y)
)(
F (y)

4
X2 − 1)

1

4π
exp(−F (y)

4
X2).

By the heat kernel construction in Grieser [6], the leading and subleading terms of the true heat

kernel at td will be the same as those of

K1 −K1 ∗R1.

K1 has zero subleading term in the coordinates (t,X, y), so for the subleading term we just need

to understand K1 ∗ R1, in particular just the leading term of K1 ∗ R1, which is Φ−3/2(K1 ∗ R1).

This can be computed using [6, Proposition 2.6]. Observe that the integration in Z is with respect

to F (y) dZ, the metric at y. We obtain, including the minus sign,

(20) Φ−3/2(−K1 ∗R1)(X, y) = −
∫ 1

0

∫
R2

(1− σ)−1σ−3/2 1

4π
exp(−F (y)

4

(X − Z)2

1− σ
)

Z · ∇(F )(y)√
σF (y)

(
F (y)

4

Z2

σ
− 1)

1

4π
exp(−F (y)

4

Z2

σ
)F (y)dZ dσ.

This integral can be computed, which we now do. Let

c =
F (y)

4
; V = ∇(F )(y); Z̃ =

Z√
σ
; X̃ =

X√
σ
.

We obtain

(21) Φ−3/2(−K1 ∗R1) = − 1

16π2

∫ 1

0

(1− σ)−1σ−1/2

∫
R2

Z̃ · V (cZ̃2 − 1) exp(−cZ̃2 − cσ
(X̃ − Z̃)2

1− σ
) dZ̃ dσ.
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As usual, we can complete the square to do the inner integral. Returning to X, we get

exp(−cX2)

∫
R2

Z̃ · V (cZ̃2 − 1) exp(− c

1− σ
(Z̃ −

√
σX)2) dZ̃.

Let Ẑ = Z̃ −
√
σX:

exp(−cX2)

∫
R2

(Ẑ +
√
σX) · V (c(Ẑ +

√
σX)2 − 1) exp(− c

1− σ
Ẑ2) dẐ.

Any of the terms in the prefactor

((Ẑ +
√
σX) · V )(c(Ẑ +

√
σX)2 − 1)

which are odd in one of the coordinates of Ẑ yield zero when integrated. Up to such terms, that

pre-factor is

(
√
σX · V )(cẐ2 + cσX2 − 1) + 2c

√
σ(ẑ21x1v1 + ẑ22x2v2).

Using the usual formulas for Gaussian integrals, we get that the inner integral in (21) is

exp(−cX2)[(
√
σX · V )(cσX2 − 1)

π(1− σ)

c
+ (

√
σX · V )

2π(1− σ)2

c
]

= c−1πσ1/2(1− σ) exp(−cX2)(X · V )(cσX2 + 1− 2σ),

and therefore

(22) Φ−3/2(−K1 ∗R1) = − 1

16cπ
exp(−cX2)(X · V )

∫ 1

0

(cσX2 + 1− 2σ) dσ,

Performing the simple integration, we obtain

(23) Φ−3/2(−K1 ∗R1) = − 1

32π
exp(−cX2)(X · V )X2.

Inserting the variables, we have

(24) Φ−3/2(−K1 ∗R1) = − 1

32π
X2(X · ∇F (y)) exp(−F (y)

4
X2).

We can now write down the two leading orders of the heat kernel at td: they are

(25) T−2 1

4π
exp(−F (y)

4
X2)− T−1 1

32π
X2(X · ∇F (y)) exp(−F (y)

4
X2).

As one may check, this expression is in the kernel of T 2L up to O(T 0).

Remark. Two observations:

• If F is constant, the subleading term is zero. In fact all subleading terms are zero – this is

the Euclidean setting, where the initial parametrix is equal to the true heat kernel.

• In all cases, Φ−3/2(K1 ∗ R1)(0, y) = 0. This means that the restriction of K1 ∗ R1 to the

spatial diagonal has no term of order T−1 at td. This is unsurprising, as we do not expect

any term of the form T−1 = t−1/2 in the interior heat trace expansion.
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3.3. A parametrix for the heat kernel. We take our heat operator L and apply it to a

parametrix

H(1) := G ·Hcone,

where Hcone is the Dirichlet heat kernel for an exact sector of angle α, and where G is a scalar

function chosen as a corrector to allow H(1) to satisfy the heat equation to two orders at td.

Specifically,

G := (1− 1

8
TX2X · ∇F (y)) exp[−F (y)− 1

4
X2],

which, when multiplied by the Euclidean heat kernel (the model for Hcone at td), yields (25). We

do not claim that G is polyhomogeneous on the double space; it may blow up at td depending on

the sign of F (y)− 1 (because X = |z− z′|/T ). However, G is polyhomogeneous away from td and

G ·Hcone is polyhomogeneous everywhere.

Now examine G at ff, the corner front face. This face is the most singular stratum of the heat

space, where t → 0 and both points x, y = 0. The function G is equal to 1 at ff because T = 0

at ff, and F = 1 at ff. As a consequence, H(1) is in the kernel of the heat operator L to leading

order at ff; we say that it “solves the model problem” to one order at ff. It also solves the model

problem to two orders at td. And since T = 0 at sf and exp[− 1
4 (F (y)− 1)X2]Hcone agrees to first

order at sf with the initial parametrix exp[− 1
4 (F (y) − 1)X2]HR2

+
used by Grieser at sf [6], H(1)

also solves the model problem to one order at sf.

Now define:

R(1) := L(H(1)).

If H(1) were not correctly chosen, we would expect R(1) to be two orders worse than H(1) at each

of td, ff, and sf, which means order −4 at each. However, since H(1) solves the model problem to

two orders at td and one order at ff, and also one order at sf, R(1) has leading orders given by −2

at td, −3 at ff, and −3 at sf.

In order to use the composition theorem of [10, Theorem 3.16], which requires one of the two

operators to vanish to infinite order at td, we work with a slightly improved parametrix H(2) given

by solving away the full expansion at td. This equals H(1) plus a term which is order zero at td,

ff, and sf. In particular, we note that if we have

R(2) := L(H(2)),

then R(2) −R(1) has order −2 at ff. H(2) −H(1) also has order −2 at ff. Moreover, R(2) vanishes

to infinite order at td and it has leading order −3 at both ff and sf.

By Duhamel’s principle and our usual Neumann series sum, the true heat kernel for our conformal

metric is

H = H(2) −H(2) ∗R(2) +

∞∑
k=2

(−1)kH(2) ∗ (R(2))k.

We are interested in finding its term of order −1 at ff (the sub-leading term). By the composition

formula in [10], using in particular that

ordff(A ∗B) = ordff(A) + ordff(B) + 4,
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the terms with k ≥ 2 have no order −1 term at ff, so the order −1 term of our true heat kernel at

ff is the same as that of

H(2) −H(2) ∗R(2).

This in turn2 is the same as that of

H(1) −H(1) ∗R(1) = GHcone −GHcone ∗ (L(GHcone)).

Here H(1) has order −2 at ff, so we need its leading and subleading terms. R(1) has leading ff

order −3. Thus the leading ff term of the convolution H(1) ∗ R(1) comes from T−2 ∗ T−3, which

lands at −1 at ff, by the ff composition rule.

A critical fact here is that by the composition formula in [10], the leading term of H(1) ∗ R(1) at

ff depends only on the leading terms of H(1) and R(1) at ff, not on their leading terms at other

boundary faces (in particular at sf). This is helpful for the following reasons.

• First, the integral in the convolution H(1) ∗R(1) is done with respect to the metric FgEucl,

but since we are computing at the ff face, which corresponds to the vertex where r = 0,

we can evaluate F (z) at that point. As established, F (0) = 1. So, for the purpose of

calculating the leading term of the convolution, the integration measure simplifies from

the Riemannian volume form to the standard Euclidean one.

• Second, when computing the second convolution factor L(GHcone), we can ignore any term

below its leading order −3. Similarly, for the first convolution factor, GHcone, we only need

its leading order term, which is of order T−2. All smoother terms can be ignored as they

will not affect the leading term of the result.

This leads to the following simplification. Consider GHcone ∗ (L(GHcone)). We only need to worry

about the leading order of each term, so G may be replaced with 1 and we need only analyze

Hcone ∗ (L(GHcone)).

Let us compute L(GHcone). It is

(26) L(GHcone) = L(G)Hcone +GL(Hcone)− 2F−1∇G · ∇(Hcone).

Using the fact that LconeHcone = 0, this becomes

(27) L(GHcone) = L(G)Hcone −G(F−1 − 1)∆(Hcone)− 2F−1∇G · ∇(Hcone).

We may replace the L with Lcone in the first term, as (L−Lcone)(G) has order zero at ff. We may

also drop the G in the second term and the F−1 in the third term, as they are both 1 to leading

order at ff. Thus up to terms which are irrelevant for our calculation,

L(GHcone) ∼ Lcone(G)Hcone − (F−1 − 1)∆(Hcone)− 2∇G · ∇(Hcone).

2The justification for using the simpler parametrix H(1) to compute the subleading term at the ff face is done by an
analysis of operator orders within the composition calculus of [10]. Let D = H(2)−H(1) be the correction term that

improves the parametrix at the td face. By construction, the leading order of D at the ff face is at least T 0. The
difference between the first two terms of the respective Neumann series is ∆H = D−H(1)∗L(D)−D∗R(1)−D∗L(D).
A direct application of the composition formula shows that each term in this expression has a leading order of T 0 or

higher at the ff face. For instance, the most singular term, H(1) ∗ L(D), has an order of at least −2+ (−2)+ 4 = 0.

Since the entire difference ∆H is no more singular than T 0, the expressions H(1)−H(1) ∗R(1) and H(2)−H(2) ∗R(2)

must agree for all terms of order T−1 and below. We are therefore justified in using the simpler expression to compute

the desired subleading coefficient.
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In conclusion, to two orders at ff, we have

(28) H ∼ GHcone −Hcone ∗ (Lcone(G)Hcone − (F−1 − 1)∆(Hcone)− 2∇G · ∇Hcone),

where the convolution – and all derivatives here – are taken with respect to the Euclidean metric

on the cone. The geometric correction factor G must be retained in the stand-alone factor GHcone

(before taking the trace): its T+1 contribution times the T−2 of Hcone produces one of the two

T−1 pieces in the kernel at ff we are calculating.

3.4. Computations with G. We now turn to the explicit calculation of the terms in Equation

(28). We are interested in the first two terms in their expansion at ff.

Throughout, we replace Grieser’s x and y by z and z′. Let z have polar coordinates (r, θ) and let

z′ have polar coordinates (r′, θ′), and then let

R = r/T,R′ = r′/T.

With this notation, natural local coordinates near the interior of the front face ff are (T,R, θ,R′, θ′),

where T is a boundary defining function. In these coordinates, we compute the first two terms in

the expansion (28), of orders T−2 and T−1. To do this we compute two terms in the expansion of

GHcone. We also compute the leading T−2 term in the expansion of Hcone and the leading T−3

term in the expansion of the second convolution factor, as by the composition formula in [10] their

convolution will give a term of order T−2−3+4 = T−1 at ff. To this end, we denote

(29) a(R, θ,R′, θ′) = T 2Hcone|ff ;

(30) b(R, θ,R′, θ′) = r−1
0 (T 3(Lcone(G)Hcone − (F−1 − 1)∆(Hcone)− 2∇G · ∇Hcone))|ff .

Our goal is to find expressions for a and b.

First, we have a formula for Hcone due to Cheeger [2]:

Hcone =
1

2t
exp[− 1

4t
(R2 + (R′)2)]

∞∑
j=1

Iµj
(
RR′

2t
)φj(θ)φj(θ

′),

where φj(θ) is the L2-normalized eigenfunction

φj(θ) =

√
2

α
sin(

πjθ

α
).

Since by scaling we have

Hcone = T−2a(R, θ,R′, θ′),

we conclude that

(31) a(R, θ,R′, θ′) =
1

2
exp

[
− R2 + (R′)2

4

] ∞∑
j=1

Iµj

(RR′

2

)
φj(θ)φj(θ

′).

For all other terms we must analyze G. Recall that G is a function of T =
√
t, the source point

z′, and the scaled, relative position vector X = (z − z′)/T . We have the relations

z = (r cos θ, r sin θ) = (RT cos θ,RT sin θ)

z′ = (r′ cos θ′, r′ sin θ′) = (R′T cos θ′, R′T sin θ′).
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We can directly compute the components of the scaled vector X:

(32) X = (R cos θ −R′ cos θ′, R sin θ −R′ sin θ′).

Define the distance function D = D(R, θ,R′, θ′) by

(33) D2 := |X|2 = (R cos θ −R′ cos θ′)2 + (R sin θ −R′ sin θ′)2 = R2 + (R′)2 − 2RR′ cos(θ − θ′).

For future use we also define

(34) S = S(R, θ,R′, θ′) = (R cos(θ + θ0) +R′ cos(θ′ + θ0)) .

With these relations, we can write the full expression for G in the front-face coordinates:

(35) G(T,R, θ,R′, θ′) =

[
1− 1

8
TD2⟨R cos θ −R′ cos θ′, R sin θ −R′ sin θ′⟩ · ∇F (R′T, θ′)

]

exp[−1

4
(F (R′T, θ′))D2].

Now we compute the expansion of G at ff in powers of T . Since F is smooth, we have by Taylor

series that

G ≈ 1−1

8
TD2⟨R cos θ−R′ cos θ′, R sin θ−R′ sin θ′⟩·∇F (0, 0)−1

4
TD2⟨R′ cos θ′, R′ sin θ′⟩·∇F (0, 0)+O(T 2).

By combining the vector coefficients and plugging in ∇F (0, 0) = 4r0⟨cos θ0,− sin θ0⟩, this expres-
sion simplifies:

G = 1− TD2

[
1

8
⟨R cos θ +R′ cos θ′, R sin θ +R′ sin θ′⟩

]
· (4r0⟨cos θ0,− sin θ0⟩) +O(T 2)(36)

= 1− r0
2
TD2⟨R cos θ +R′ cos θ′, R sin θ +R′ sin θ′⟩ · ⟨cos θ0,− sin θ0⟩+O(T 2)(37)

= 1− r0
2
TD2 (R(cos θ cos θ0 − sin θ sin θ0) +R′(cos θ′ cos θ0 − sin θ′ sin θ0)) +O(T 2)(38)

= 1− r0
2
TD2S +O(T 2).(39)

From this we immediately conclude that, at ff,

(40) GHcone = T−2a(R, θ,R′, θ′)− r0
2
T−1D2Sa(R, θ,R′, θ′) +O(1).

One nice feature of this expression is that, since D2 is zero on the spatial diagonal, the sub-leading

term of GHcone gives no contribution to the heat trace.

The last step is to find an expression for b(R, θ,R′, θ′) by simplifying (30). As a first step, we

examine the middle term in (30). We have

F−1(r, θ) = 1− 4r0r cos(θ + θ0) +O(r2),

so in our front face coordinates,

(F−1 − 1) = −4r0TR cos(θ + θ0) +O(T 2).

We use the notation

∆R,θ = ∂2
R +

1

R
∂R +

1

R2
∂2
θ , ∇R,θ = (∂R,

1

R
∂θ).
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With this notation, we have ∇r,θ = T−1∇R,θ and ∆r,θ = T−2∆R,θ, and so

∆Hcone = T−2∆R,θHcone,

which by conic scaling is

T−4∆R,θa(R, θ,R′, θ′).

Therefore

−(F−1 − 1)∆Hcone = 4r0T
−3R cos(θ + θ0)∆R,θa(R, θ,R′, θ′),

and T 3r−1
0 times this is the contribution that is made to b(R, θ,R′, θ′):

(41) −T 3r−1
0 (F−1 − 1)∆Hcone = 4R cos(θ + θ0)∆R,θa.

The other terms in (30) involve derivatives of G, so we must compute these using (36). At ff,

∇G = −a0
2
∇R,θ(D

2S) +O(T ); ∆G = −a0
2
T−1∆R,θ(D

2S) +O(1).

On the other hand, ∂t lifts to
1

2
T−2(T∂T −R∂R −R′∂R′)

and so

(42) ∂tG = −a0
4
T−1D2S +

a0
4
T−1(R∂R +R′∂′

R)(D
2S) +O(1).

All in all,

(43) LG = −a0
4
T−1(1−R∂R −R′∂R′ − 2∆R,θ)(D

2S) +O(1).

Lemma 2. With ∆R,θ and ∇R,θ the polar Laplacian/gradient in (R, θ),

∆R,θ(D
2) = 4, ∆R,θS = 0, ∆R,θ(D

2S) = 8R cos(θ+θ0), (R∂R+R′∂R′)(D2S) = 3D2S.

Proof. This is a direct computation, using for instance that ∆R,θR
2 = 4 and S is harmonic in

(R, θ). □

Putting all of this together, we obtain

(44) b(R, θ,R′, θ′) =

(
1

2
D2S + 4R cos(θ + θ0)

)
a(R, θ,R′, θ′)

+ 4R cos(θ + θ0)∆R,θa(R, θ,R′, θ′)

+∇R,θ(D
2S) · ∇R,θa(R, θ,R′, θ′).

For later use, we rewrite the gradient term by using the identity

(45) ∇u · ∇v =
1

2
∆(uv)− 1

2
v∆u− 1

2
u∆v.

This yields, after some computations,
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(46)

b(R, θ,R′, θ′) =
(

1
2D

2S
)
a(R, θ,R′, θ′)

+ 4R cos(θ + θ0)∆R,θa(R, θ,R′, θ′)

+ 1
2 ∆R,θ

(
D2S · a(R, θ,R′, θ′)

)
− 1

2 (D
2S)∆R,θa(R, θ,R′, θ′).

Either (44) or (46) may be used.

3.4.1. The little trace and the convolution. To find the heat trace, we first restrict our kernel to

the diagonal to find the so-called “little trace”. By (40), the restriction to the diagonal of the T−1

coefficient of GHcone is zero, and therefore the first term in (28) does not contribute to the T−1

term of interest. The only contribution comes from the second term in (28), and that contribution

is the convolution of the leading orders of the two factors. This convolution is

−
∫ t

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ α0

0

(t− s)−1a(
r√
t− s

, θ,
r′√
t− s

, θ′)s−3/2b(
r′√
s
, θ′,

r′′√
s
, θ′′) r′ dθ′ dr′ ds.

Switching to front face variables yields that the term of interest, Hsub, is, where ∼= denotes having

the same heat trace coefficient at order T−1,

(47) Hsub
∼= −T−1

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ α0

0

(1− σ)−1σ−3/2

× a

(
R√
1− σ

, θ,
R′

√
1− σ

, θ′
)
b

(
R′
√
σ
, θ′′

R′′
√
σ
, θ′′
)

R′ dθ′ dR′ dσ.

Setting (R′′, θ′′) = (R, θ) gives the little trace. If you also make the change of variables R̃′ = R′/
√
σ,

then R′dR′ = σR̃′dR̃′. Then

(48) (tr Hsub)(R, θ) = −T−1

∫ 1

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ α0

0

(1− σ)−1σ−1/2

× a

(
R√
1− σ

, θ,

√
σR̃′

√
1− σ

, θ′

)
b

(
R̃′, θ′,

R√
σ
, θ

)
R̃′ dθ′ dR̃′ dσ.

To find the contribution to the heat trace, we first restrict this kernel to the diagonal by setting

(R′, θ′) = (R, θ), then we integrate with respect to r dr dθ = T 2RdRdθ. By Melrose’s pushforward

theorem (see [9]; see also [5, Thm 3.10] for a precise statement), the trace contribution is given by

a renormalized integral. Writing down this renormalized integral yields (4).

4. The case α = π/2

Our goal here is to compute through the t1/2 term in the short-time expansion of the heat trace of

the Laplacian on a domain Ω which is a half-disk of radius 1, with Dirichlet boundary conditions.

This heat trace is denoted

(49) Tr e−t∆Ω .

The spectrum of the Dirichlet Laplacian on Ω consists of {j2m,k}m,k∈N, each with multiplicity one.

This may be compared to the spectrum of the Dirichlet Laplacian on a disk D, which consists of all

of these eigenvalues but with multiplicity two, as well as the set {j20,k}k∈N, each with multiplicity
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one. As a result, if we let

(50) H(t) :=

∞∑
k=1

e−tj20,k ,

then

(51) Tr e−t∆Ω =
1

2
Tr e−t∆D − 1

2
H(t).

We will take advantage of this.

The heat trace Tr e−t∆D is well understood and has a full polyhomogeneous asymptotic expansion

in half-integer powers as t → 0. The beginning of this expansion is, from [4],

(52) Tr e−t∆D =
1

4
t−1 −

√
π

4
t−1/2 +

1

6
+

√
π

128
t1/2 +O(t).

For H(t), we use the asymptotics of Bessel function zeroes due to McMahon [3, (10.21.19)]:

(53) j0,k = (k − 1

4
)π +

1

8(k − 1
4 )π

+O(k−3),

which imply

(54) j20,k = (k − 1

4
)2π2 +

1

4
+O(k−2).

Based on this we define the function

(55) H̃(t) =

∞∑
k=1

exp[−t((k − 1

4
)2π2 +

1

4
)]

and estimate its difference with H(t).

Lemma 3. With all notation as above, as t → 0,

(56) H(t)− H̃(t) = O(t).

This is helpful because we also have the following lemma.

Lemma 4. As t → 0,

(57) H̃(t) =
1

2
√
π
t−1/2 + c− 1

8
√
π
t1/2 +O(t).

Here c is a constant which is irrelevant to our purposes.

From these two Lemmas and (51) we immediately deduce this proposition.

Proposition 2. As t → 0,

(58) Tr e−t∆Ω =
1

8
t−1 − (

√
π

8
+

1

4
√
π
)t−1/2 − 1

2
c+ (

√
π

256
+

1

16
√
π
)t1/2 +O(t).

Remark. We could reverse engineer c from the known expansion from [10] but there is no need.
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We are now in a position to state what the contribution of each corner of the half-disk to the t1/2

term is. The t1/2 term above is the sum of a curvature integral over the boundary and a pair of

identical corner contributions. From [4] we see that the
√
π

256 is precisely the curvature integral.

Dividing the remainder in half shows

Theorem 3. The contribution to the t1/2 coefficient in the heat trace of a half-disk of radius 1

from each of its two corners is

(59)
1

32
√
π
t1/2.

It remains only to prove the Lemmas.

4.1. Proofs of the Lemmas. First we prove Lemma 3.

Proof. Rearrangement of the various expressions gives

(60) H(t)− H̃(t) = e−t/4
∞∑
k=1

e−t(k− 1
4 )

2π2

(1− e−t·O(k−2)).

Here O(k−2) is shorthand for j20,k − (k − 1
4 )

2π2 − 1
4 , which is bounded in absolute value by Ck−2

for some universal constant C. Since k ≥ 1 and t ≤ 1 is all that is relevant, we have that for t ≤ 1,

|1− e−t·O(k−2)| ≤ C̃tk−2 for a universal constant C̃. This implies

(61) |H(t)− H̃(t)| ≤ C̃t

∞∑
k=1

e−t(k− 1
4 )

2π2

k−2.

Estimating each exponential from above by 1 yields that the right-hand side is O(t) as desired. □

Now we prove Lemma 4.

Proof. First write

(62) H̃(t) = e−t/4Ĥ(t),

where

(63) Ĥ(t) =

∞∑
k=1

exp[−t(k − 1

4
)2π2].

We know from [NRS] that Tr e−t∆Ω has a full polyhomogeneous asymptotic expansion, and there-

fore by (51), so does H(t). By Lemma 3, H̃(t) has at least a polyhomogeneous expansion up to

O(t), and therefore so does Ĥ(t). The upshot of this is that one may define a zeta function

(64) ζ̂(s) =
1

Γ(s)

∫ ∞

0

Ĥ(t)ts−1 dt,

and that this zeta function, initially defined for ℜ(s) >> 0, has a meromorphic continuation at

least to the half-plane ℜ(s) > −1. Moreover, by the usual argument (agreement for ℜ(s) >> 0),

(65) ζ̂(s) =

∞∑
k=1

((k − 1

4
)π)−2s.
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But now we recognize the zeta function ζ̂(s) as a form of a Hurwitz zeta function. Specifically,

(66) ζ̂(s) = π−2sζ(2s,
3

4
),

where ζ(s, a) is the Hurwitz zeta function. The function ζ(s, a) has a single, simple pole at s = 1,

with residue 1 [3, 25.11(i)]. So ζ̂(s) has a single, simple pole at s = 1/2, and its residue there is
1
2π . Thus the function

(67)

∫ ∞

0

Ĥ(t)ts−1 dt = Γ(s)ζ̂(s)

has poles at s = 1/2 and also at each non-positive integer; moreover its residue at s = 1/2 is

Γ(1/2)/(2π) = 1
2
√
π
.

We can now reverse-engineer the expansion of Ĥ(t) as t → 0, which is morally taking an inverse

Mellin transform. We already know such a partial expansion exists up to order O(t), and now we

know that its coefficients are at orders t−1/2, t0, and higher integer powers of t which are absorbed

in O(t). The coefficient of t−1/2 is precisely the residue of Γ(s)ζ̂(s) at 1/2, which is 1
2
√
π
. So, for

some constant c which is not relevant for our purposes,

(68) Ĥ(t) =
1

2
√
π
t−1/2 + c+O(t).

Multiplying by e−t/4 ∼ 1− t
4 +O(t2),

(69) H̃(t) =
1

2
√
π
t−1/2 + c− 1

8
√
π
t1/2 +O(t),

completing the proof. □
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