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A Schrodinger Equation for Solving the Riemann Hypothesis
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The Hamiltonian of a quantum mechanical system has an affiliated spectrum. If this spectrum is
the sequence of prime numbers, a connection between quantum mechanics and the nontrivial zeros
of the Riemann zeta function can be made. In this case, the Riemann zeta function is analogous
to chaotic quantum systems, as the harmonic oscillator is for integrable quantum systems. Such
quantum Riemann zeta function analogies have led to the Bender-Brody-Miiller (BBM) conjecture,
which involves a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian that maps to the zeros of the Riemann zeta function.
If the BBM Hamiltonian can be shown to be Hermitian, then the Riemann Hypothesis follows. As
such, herein we perform a symmetrization procedure of the BBM Hamiltonian to obtain a unique
Hermitian Hamiltonian that maps to the zeros of the analytic continuation of the Riemann zeta func-
tion, and provide an analytical expression for the eigenvalues of the results. The holomorphicity of
the resulting eigenvalues is examined. Moreover, a second quantization of the resulting Schrédinger
equation is performed, and a convergent solution for the nontrivial zeros of the analytic continuation
of the Riemann zeta function is obtained. Finally, from the holomorphicity of the eigenvalues it is
shown that the real part of every nontrivial zero of the Riemann zeta function converges at o = 1/2.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The unification of number theory with quantum mechanics has been the subject of many research investigations
[1H5]. It has been proven that an infinitude of prime numbers exist [6]. In Ref. [7], it was shown that the eigenvalues of
a Bender-Brody-Miiller (BBM) Hamiltonian operator correspond to the nontrivial zeros of the Riemann zeta function.
If the Riemann hypothe51s is correct [§], the zeros of the Riemann zeta function can be considered as the spectrum of
an operator R=1 /2 + ZH where H is a self-adjoint Hamiltonian operator [5] 9], and Iis identity. Hilbert proposed
the Riemann Hypothesis as the eighth problem on a list of significant mathematics problems [10]. Although the BBM
Hamiltonian is pseudo-Hermitian [IT], it is consistent with the Berry-Keating conjecture [12HI4], which states that
when Z and p commute, the Hamiltonian reduces to the classical H = 2xp. Berry, Keating and Connes proposed the
classical Hamiltonian in an effort to map the Riemann zeros to the Hamiltonian spectrum. More recently, the classical
Berry-Keating Hamiltonians were quantized, and were found to contain a smooth approximation of the Riemann zeros
[15, 16]. This reformulation was found to be physically equivalent to the Dirac equation in Rindler spacetime [I7].
Herein, the eigenvalues of the BBM Hamiltonian are taken to be the imaginary parts of the nontrivial zeroes of the
analytical continuation of the Riemann zeta function

X _1\yn—1
() = T > (1)

where the complex number s = ¢ + it, and $(s) > 0. The idea that the imaginary parts of the zeros of Eq. (]
are given by a self-adjoint operator was conjectured by Hilbert and Pdélya [I8]. Hilbert and Pdélya asserted that the
nontrivial zeros of Eq. can be considered as the spectrum of a self-adjoint operator in a suitable Hilbert space.
The Hilbert-Pélya conjecture has also found applications in quantum field theories [I9]. The Riemann Hypothesis
states that the zeros of Eq. on 0 < o < 1 have real part equal to 1/2 [8, 20]. In Ref. [2I], Hardy proved that
infinitely many zeros are located at o = 1/2. According to the Prime Number Theorem [22] 23], no zeros of Eq.
can exist at ¢ = 1. In this paper we present a Schrodinger equation that maps to the nontrivial zeros of the
Riemann zeta function, and evaluate the convergence of the expression by imposing a normalization constraint on the
density. A self-adjoint Hamiltonian is derived from the BBM Hamiltonian, and a second quantization of the resulting
Schrodinger equation is performed to obtain the equations of motion. We study the nontrivial zeros of the Riemann
zeta function by taking the expectation values of the resulting Schrédinger equation to show that the real part of
every nontrivial zero of the analytic continuation of the Riemann zeta function converges at ¢ = 1/2. Finally we
obtain a general solution to the Riemann zeta Schrédinger equation by performing a similarity transformation.
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II. RIEMANN ZETA SCHRODINGER EQUATION

We consider the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian

= o (@p 4 pi)(1 - ), ¢l

where p = —ihd,, h = 1, and & = z. In Ref. [1], it is conjectured that if the Riemann hypothesis is correct, the
eigenvalues of Eq. are non-degenerate. Next, we let U,(z) be an eigenfunction of Eq. with an eigenvalue
t =i(2s — 1), such that

H[V,(x)) =t[|Vs(2)), (3)

and z € R*, s € C. Solutions to Eq. are given by the analytic continuation of the Hurwitz zeta function

Ws(z)) = —C(s,z+1)
s—1_(z+1)z
= T8y p T, (4)
2t Jo 1 —e*

on the positive half line z € RT with eigenvalues i(2s — 1), s € C, R(s) < 1, the contour C' is a loop around the
negative real axis, and T is the Euler gamma function for R(s) > 0

I'(s) = /OOOxSIe“’dz. (5)

As —|Uy(z=1)) is 1 — ¢(s*), this implies that s belongs to the discrete set of zeros of the Riemann zeta function
when s* = o —it, and as — |¥4(z = —1)) is ((s), this implies that s belongs to the discrete set of zeros of the Riemann
zeta function when s = o + it. From inserting Eq. into Eq. (2)), we have the relation

s (@ + PE) (1 — e P) [y (x)) = | Us(2)) . (6)
Given that Eq. is not Hermitian, it is useful to symmetrize the system. This can be accomplished by letting

|¢s(x)> - [1 - eXp(faac)] |\Ijs(x)> )

= Ay (a)
= [Ws(x)) = [s(z - 1)), (7)
and defining a shift operator
A=1—exp(—8,). (8)
For s > 0 the only singularity of {(s,z) in the range of 0 < x < 1 is located at = 0, behaving as 7. More
specifically,
1
C(S7$+1) :C(S7$> - Ea (9)
with (s, ) finite for > 1 [25]. As such, it can be seen from Eq. @ that the eigenfunction
9u(e)) = — (10)
s(x)) = —.
xS

Upon inserting Eq. into Eq. @ we obtain

—i[20y + 0,7] | (7)) =t |ps()) . (11)
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Let 57 be a Hilbert space, and from Eq. we have the Hamiltonian operator

0= —m[xaw + 811‘}
_ —ih[Qm(‘?z + 1}, (12)
for z € R acting in ., such that
(Hf.g)=(f,Hg) ¥ f,g € 2(H). (13)

Restricting z € R, Eq. is then written

H = —2ih/z0,\/7, (14)

where s € C, and x € RT. For the Hamiltonian operator as given by Eq. 7 the Hilbert space is ## = L?(1, 00)
[26/28]. We then impose on Eq. the following minimal requirements, such that its domain is not too artificially
restricted.

i H is a symmetric (Hermitian) linear operator;

ii H can be applied on all functions of the form

2

g(z,s) = P(x, s) exp ( — %), (15)
where P is a polynomial of x and s. Here, it should be pointed out that H=T+ V, and from Eq. , it can be
seen that T = —2ihxd,, V = —ih. From (ii), Vg(x, s) must belong to the Hilbert space 5 = L? defined over the
space x. This is guaranteed as

| —ih |< h, (16)

where £ is the reduced Planck constant or Dirac constant. The domain %y, of the potential energy 1% consists of all

¢ € A for which V¢ € . As such, V is self-adjoint. It is not necessary to specify the domain of Eq. , as it is
only necessary to admit that Eq. is defined on a certain 2, such that (i) and (11) are satisfied. If we denote by

24 the set of all functions in Eq. .D then (ii) implies that 25 2 2. By lettlng H; be the contraction of H with

domain %, i.e., H is an extension of Hy, and letting H; be the closure of H, it can be seen that H 1 is self-adjoint.
Since H is symmetrlc and H D Hl, ie., H is an extension of Hl, it follows that H = Hy, and H is essentially
self-adjoint, where H is the unique self—adpmt extension [29]. Other than eigenfunctions ¢s(x) in configuration space
as seen in Eq. , it is useful to represent eigenfunctions in momentum space ®¢(p). The transformation between
configuration space eigenfunctions and momentum space eigenfunctions can be obtained via Plancherel transforms
[30], where the one-to-one correspondence ¢4(x) = ®,(p) is linear and isometric.

Theorem 1. The eigenstate ¢ps(x) : X — C is measurable. That is, ¢s(x) = ¢o(x) + id(x) where oo (), Pt : X —
(=00, —1] U[1,00) are measurable.

Proof.
—1 oo —1 [e’e}
QE s 2 d s 2 dx = s 2 d s 2 dp = 27
161 [m|¢un x+jf|¢un v [m|¢@n p+ﬂf|@wn p=la | (17)

from which

KA
)
S
N~—

|

1 o .
— %73/2/ ¢s(x) exp(—ipz)dx

eféiﬂ's sgn(p —+ 1 sin s F 1 —S) P .
- e SR <) <1, (as)
1

o0 1
0.@) = 57z [ @) esplipmydp = - (19)
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and
lore=ne = ST L (20)
20 — 1 20 —1’
where o > 1/2. Interestingly, it can be seen that
TS I .
g—lgl/z[Qafl +20f1} im = log(w = —1) (21)
Then,
bs(z) € L*(n) <= /X|¢U(x)\2du < 00, (22)
and
[ lorta)du < . (23)
X
O

Eqgs. and are two vector representations of the same Hilbert space 5. From Eq. , it can be seen that
T = —2ihxd,, (24)
such that we define a multiplicative operator Ty in momentum space (Ty®)(p) = To(p)®(p), where

To(p) = 22p. (25)

Here, it should be pointed out that as & = ihd/dp, Eq. reduces to

To(p) = 2ih, (26)

and Eq. is then rewritten in momentum space as H(p) = ih. The domain %, of Ty is defined as the set of all
functions ®,(p) € # such that Ty(p)®,(p) € 4. As such, Tj is definitively self-adjoint. From Eq. we have
defined the set 2, of functions in configuration space. From the Plancherel transform [30] of Eq. , we obtain the
set 24 of functions in momentum space having the form

p2

G(p,s) = P(p, s) exp ( - 5), (27)

where P is a polynomial of p and s. Egs. and are true if ¢4(x) € %1 or 4(p) € 21 and since ®4(p) € 1 — 0
as p — oo then 27 C %y. Moreover, for ¢ € %1, Ty coincides with Eq. [29]. Using Eq. and H(p) = ih, the

eigenrelation

H(p) |®s(p)) = A|s(p)) (28)

is obtained. In order to find the expectation value for H we take the complex conjugate of Eq. 1i set h = 1,
multiply by the eigenfunction ®4(p), and then integrate over p to obtain

/ ) (z-@*%"“%sgn(p) + 1) sin(rs)0(1 — ) |p|s_1)*(€*%"”<8gn<p> + 1) sin(ms)T(1 — s) |pl*~

% 2
o o Jdp ="l @ |2, (29)

— 00

where X is the eigenvalue. It can be seen that the integral on the LHS vanishes for o > 1/2. Hence, using Eq.
on the RHS, Eq. is then rewritten as

lim A (—=1)7%7 = —\*, (30)

o—1/2

demonstrating that the eigenvalues in momentum space vanish along the critical line ¢ = 1/2. As a result, it is our
ambition to study the eigenvalues in configuration space.
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Definition 1. The Riemann zeta Schrédinger equation is
10, [0, (@) = i [A7NipA + A71paA] W, (@), (31)

where A is given by Eq. (@, f=ux, p=—ihdy, h=1, x € R* > 1 owing to the difference operator A |[Tq(x)), and
s e C.

Upon inserting Eq. @ into Eq. for z € RT, we obtain the symmetrized Riemann zeta Schrédinger equation,
ie.,

0s |ps()) 1/2(05 — i0y) |¢s())

2 0 |64(2) (32)

Theorem 2. The eigenvalues of H = —2ifi\/zd,/T occur at 0 = £1/2V t € C for i = 1 and |¢,(z)) = 2 when
Dy — (—o00,—1]U[1,00).

Proof. Let |¢s(2)) be an eigenfunction of H with eigenvalue t, i.e.,
H|s(x)) = t|¢s(x)) - (33)

In order to find the expectation value for H we take the complex conjugate of Eq. , multiply by the eigenfunction,
and then integrate over x € [1,00), [—1, —00) to obtain

? /oo (Vaouion(@)) oyt 21 [ (VDo) onlaras = ¢ /oo 8% (@)u(2)d

o [T oo

=t ol (34)
Integrating by parts on the LHS then gives
(ol + [ st [ e to@a) = o1 (35)
oo dx " 1 dr"° '
Carrying out the integration on the LHS we obtain
2i(=1)7%7 ((=1)% + 1) (o + it) )
=(t*+2i .
L (= +20) 119 (36)
Upon inserting Eq. it can be seen that
2i(—1)"2° ((71)2" + 1) (0 +it) = (t* + 2@)((71)*2" + 1). (37)
Hence,
1
o=V (38)
O

Taking the complex conjugate of Eq. , setting A = 1, multiplying by the eigenfunction, and then integrating
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over x € [1,00), [—1,—00), it can be seen that
-1 * o % . 1 .
3] (00.0) oo+ [ (0,0.0) 0ite = =5 [ (00.0) 0u(a)da

= Oo VE0T0(@)) 6. (2)da
=7 (Ve E @) ez (39)

Integrating by parts the last two terms on the RHS we obtain

;/1 <8g¢s(x))*¢s(x)dx+;/loo (0:04(2)) sl —;/1 (0:64(2)) 65 ()

— 00 — 00

)

-5 (p0@) s

1 d
b2lol 4z [ gl o

+ 2/100 ¢:($)1‘%¢s(x)dx (40)
Evaluating those integrals on LHS, we have
1 -1 * 1 S * 1 _1720_1+. 1-92
§[m (6a¢s(x)> ¢s(x)dx+§/l <8a¢5(:c)) ¢s(v)dr = S 5oy L&D 2((1_2:;(2 a)), (1)

for o > 1/2. Evaluating those first two integrals on the RHS of Eq. , we have

R T B N s e LLL s R RS

2 ) o (1-20)2 2(1 — 20)2

for o > 1/2. Evaluating those last two integrals on the RHS of Eq. (40), we have

2 [ e oot 2 [ e ooy = 2 AN ORI, (43)
for ¢ > 1/2. Finally, by using Egs. and in Eq. (40), it can be seen that
(—1)t-2 (i7r(20 1)+ (1) + 1) - (4)*2“( — 802 — Siot + (—1)2+(40(20 + 2it — 3) — dit + 3))
+ (~1)% (21'770 +120 + 4it — im — 3). (44)

Hence, in the limit as ¢ — 1/2, Eq. is satisfied V ¢, t*.

A. Convergence

Theorem 3. The eigenfunction ¢4(x) = 2~ of H= —2ih\/x0;+/x normalizes at © = +1.

Proof. In order to study convergent solutions to the Riemann zeta Schrédinger Eq. , it can be seen that upon
inserting Eq. into Eq. , we obtain

s = o+t
1 log(x)
= - — . 45
5 5 (45)
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Hence, at = 1 and letting s = |s|e? € C
1
0= —zlog(2|8|) + 27, (46)

and

s = ——, (47)

for n € Z, such that 6 = 0y + ifg like

Oy = arccos ( s ‘) + 27, (48)
and
O = 27n. (49)
At x = -1, Eq. becomes
6= —ilog - z(ZI;FI Z)) + 2, (50)
and
1 0 . 0
|s| = 5(8 iTe ), (51)
for n € Z, such that 6 = 0y + ifg like
Oy = arccos ( s ‘) + 2mn, (52)
and
fs = arcsin ( 30s ‘) + 27n. (53)

In agreement with Eq. (2I). This condition is required such that the density is normalized, i.e.,

= Z|bn s

= im. (54)

B. Second Quantization

Theorem 4. If all of the nontrivial zeros of ((s) = (1 —2'7%)713>>? (=1)""'n=% occur at s = 1/2 + it,, then the

n=1

numbers t,, correspond to the eigenvalues (spectrum) of H = —2ifi\/zd,\/T, and |n| € Z C R.

Proof. In order to perform a second quantization [32], we can express the complex order parameter as a linear
combination of basis states

|65 (2 Z bu(s) |on(2)) (55)

where |n] € Z C R, s = |o]exp(it) € C, and ¢ is the complex phase. As such, using Eq. we can rewrite Eq.
as

|¢n Zb 7 OXP (—n—&-z’n)|a‘\7 (56)


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201712.0149.v1

From Eq. we find

d .

We now find a Hamiltonian that yields Eq. as the equation of motion. Hence, we take
. (oo}
Onl@)| H16(@) = 2 [ (on (o) V20uVE lon(2) da
1
-1
2 [ (0@ Va0 60 (2)) da.
as the expectation value. Upon substituting Eq. into Eq. , we obtain the harmonic oscillator

{&m (@) H |¢n(x)

sz/l g o (cmmim)lol /g |z g P (Cntin)lel g,

_|_

1
QZZ/;OO x—exp(—m—im)|o‘|\/58w\/5x—exp(—n+in)|a|dx

n+(1+1)m( |0‘<—€(7lii)m—€(7l+i)n)

= — Z Z b‘r im, n)
( n+(14+i)m _ |O’| (en + e(1+i)m+in))
i)m-+in ‘U‘(*e(_l_i)mfe(_l'“’)")
1_ |O'| 6(1+ ) +12 ( )
+ Z Zb ent+(1+i)m _ o] (en ¥ e(1+i)m+in) |m,ny,

for |o| R (e(_l_i)m + e(_l‘H)") > 1. Hence at m = n,

2+z)n )(_e(_l_i)n_e(_1+i)n)|‘7|

H - _
< ( )| |¢n ”TZ (6(2-1-1 (en +€(1+2i)n) |O'|> ‘Tl>
e(1+20)n |U| )(—e(*lfi)n_e(—lﬂ)n)|a|
+ WZ e(2+i)n _ (en + e(1+2i)n) o] ).

where |n) =1,2,3,...,00. In accordance with Eq. , at |o] =1/2,

X 00 (e(1+i)n _ 62in) i—2e_"cos(n)
($n(@)| H |9n(x)) = mZ o weeE e a—

) In) .

Taking En(s) as an operator, and I;L(s) as the adjoint, we obtain the usual properties:

(), bn(5)] = [B(6),8,(5)] =0,
n(S) bln(s)] = Onm-
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(62)
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From the analogous Heisenberg equations of motion,

fh% > bals) = [ba(s), H]-

I
3
(o9
3
3
>
3
—
V>
N—
|
> Sc:i-)
37
V)
=
<>
3
—
V>
N—
>
3
—
V>
N—
|
3
—~
V)
N—
>
3
—
V>
N—
>
3
—
w
N—
N———

I
3
(=9
3
3
o
3
—
V)
N—
_l’_
3
37
»
=
>
3
—
»
N—
>
3
—
V)
N—
|
3
—
»
N—
>
3
—~
V)
N—
>
3
—
»
N—
N——

The eigenvalues of H are then

Remark. Fq. is in agreement with Eq. since the normalization constraint log(x = —1) = im.

Theorem 5. The densely defined operator H = —24/20,\/ on the Hilbert space S = L*[1,00) is symmetric
(Hermitian) [F1] for the eigenstates ¢y, (x) = by~ P (ZnHilol on 3 € (—00, —1] U [1,00) when |o| = 1/2.

Proof. By taking the inner products

o —1
(IA{¢*,¢) _2”72/ x—exp(—n+z'n)|o'\ﬁawﬁx—exp(—n—in)|o|dx
n=1v 7~
_ QZWZ/ xfexp(7n+in)\a'|\/Eax\/il,fexp(fnfin)\a’\dx
n=1"71

0o (72 |O'| + e(1+i)n) (71)72e’"|a| cos(n)
= -7
nz::l 2 ((1 + €2in) |o| — e(1+i)”)

_ 2m2(_2+2(_1+62in)|0)1’ (65)

—2|o| + e(t+dn

for 2|o| R (e7" cos(n)) > 1, and
A~ s 71 . .
(¢*,H¢) — _2Z7TZ/ 1,7exp(7nfzn)|0'|\/zax\/5x*exp(7n+zn)|a|dx
n=1v ">

_ 227—(2/ xfexp(fnfin)|a|\/ga$\/5xfexp(7n+in)\o'\dx
n=1"1

n _ 9ein |0.|) (_1)—267HIU|COS(H)

& e
= 2um
nZ::l 2 (e” —2|o] cos(n))

el e(1+i)n — 9p2in |(j|

— QZWZ 9 (1 + ezm) lo| — 2e(1+i)n’

(66)

for 2|o| R (7" cos(n)) > 1. It can be seen that
0o (7]_ + e(1+i)n> (71)76_77’ cos(n)

o1 ne1 2 (% (1 + eQin) _ e(1+i)n)

) & -1 +62in 1
fzmz:(—ui_l%(m)n) : (67)
n=1
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and
oo (en o ein) (_1)76_" cos(n) €(1+1)n _ 62
1 H 2 — 0 68
U;m%@ o= m; 2 (e — cos(n)) " Z eZin —2e(+in 417 (68)
Y ¢, ¢* € 2(H). 0

Remark. Theorem[]implies the Riemann hypothesis, as the spectrum of a Hermitian operator consists of real numbers
as seen in Theorem [

Theorem 6. The densely defined operator H= —2/x0,\/T on the Hilbert space ¢ = L?[1,00) is holomorphic for
the eigenstates ¢y, (x) = bz~ "R on 2 € (—00, —1] U [1,00).

Proof. By taking the inner products

o -1
(ﬁ(b*,(ﬁ) = —21'71'2/ x—|n|exp(i@)\/%am\/%x—|n|exp(—ie)dm
n=1Y —x
) 0 - |
- 2i7r2 / g Inlexp(0) /g | frgInlexp(=i6) g,

= 72%7TZ(176XP( 19)|n\)/

oo 1 oo
a2Inleos@) gy — 9 Z (5 — exp(7i9)|n|) / g2l eos(0) gy
1

o0 n=1

B o0 (—1)- 2|n|cos(0) o0 ‘ 1
= —m EZ: ( —oxp(= z0)|n\) 2|n| cos(0) nz::l ( — exp( z9)|n|) 2|n|cos(f) — 1
) | ) (_1>—2|n|cos(0) +1
= —2 —_ — _
m; (2 exp( ZG)W) 2|n|cos(f) —1 (69)
and
oo 1
(¢*7 f{(ﬁ) - 9% Z/ z7|n\ exp(fie)\/aax\/ithﬂ exp(ie)dx
n=17 "
~2r Y / eIl exp(=i8) /zo /o Inlexp(i0) g
171
= —QiFZ (% — exp(i9)|n\) / g 2Inleos®) gy 2i7rz (% — exp(i9)|n|> / g 2Inleos®) gg
-0 n=1 1
1 ( )—2|n| cos(6) ] > 1 ) 1
= —9 - 9 - -
. ; ( exp(29)|n\) 2|n|cos(f) — 1 m; (2 eXp(29)|n|) 2|n| cos(0) — 1
> 1 ( )72|n| cos(0) +1
= —QZWZ (7 — exp(if) |n\) Snlcos@ =1 (70)
it can be seen that
§ e o)s = § (67 HHo)i =0, ()
c c
Y ¢, % € @(H’ ). Here, it is useful to implement the following identities:
cos() = cos(fy) cosh(fs) — isin(fx) sinh(fg), (72)
and
exp(£if) = exp(—0g)cos(fn) £ iexp(—bOs)sin(Oy). (73)

where 0 = Oy + ifs. The path C is then parametrized as follows:
0(q) = |0] cos(q) + i[0] sin(q), (74)
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with 0 < ¢ < 2, whilst f(6) is given by Eq. , and the real and imaginary parts of Eq. are given by Eqgs.

and (53), and

0] = va?+ 52, (75)
where
a 2|n| cos(fn) cosh(fs) — 1, (76)
and
B = —2|n|sin(fy)sinh(fs). (77)

By performing the parametrization of the path C, the real and imaginary parts of (¢*, H¢) are then

R(o*, Hp) = #(— (1+ ) exp(nf) sin (m —|—a)) — Bexp(nB) cos (77(1 +a))
+ exp(mB) sin (77(1—1—04)) B+ 2ln|(a + 1) exp(—bg) cos(8z) exp(r3) sin (77(1+a))
+ 28|n| exp(—0s) cos(fx) exp(nf) cos( (1+a) ) — 2|n| exp(—0g) cos(fx) exp(r3) sin <7r(1+a))
+ 2fn|Bexp(~05) cos(0r) — 2An(1 + o) exp(~0) sin(8r) exp(rB) cos (x(1 + a))
+ 2[n|8 exp(—fs) sin() exp(f) sm( 1+a)
+ 2|n| exp(—0s) sin(fx) exp(r3) cos (w(1 + a)) — 2[n|( + 1) exp(—0s) sin(0x)
+ 2Jn]exp(—0s) sin(0) ). (78)
and
3(¢", Ho) = #(—(1—1—@)6)@(776)(308 (7(1+ ) + Bexp(ap)sin (m(1+a))
+ exp(rf)cos (m(1+0a)) —a
+ 2n|(1 + @) cos(fx) exp(—Os) exp(r3) cos 7r(1+a))
— 2[n|Bcos(Bx) exp(—fbs) exp(m3) sm( (1+ a))
- 2|n|cos(@m)exp(—Ho)exp(ﬂﬁ)cos( ) 2[n|(a + 1) cos(Bx) exp(—fs)
— 2fn] cos(fx) exp(—0s) + 2[n|Bsin(0r) exp(~0s)
+ 2|n|(a+1)Sin(ggrg)exp(—Gg)exp(wﬁ)sm( (1+ a))
+ 2[n|Bsin(8x) exp(—Os) exp(r ) cos (w(1 + a))
— 2|n|sin(fy) exp(—0gs) exp(r3) sin (7r(1 + a))), (79)
where
o —27|n| cos(fx) cosh(fs) exp ( — 27nsin(fy) sinh(eg)) sin (27m cos(fx) cosh(ﬁg))
R(¢*, Hp) =

1 — 4|n| cos(0g) cosh(fs) + 2n? (cos(?Hgg) + cosh(20c3)>

27|n| sin(fy) sinh(fs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(ﬁg)) cos (27rn cos(Ox) cosh(ﬂg))

1 — 4|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20n) + COSh(29<\}))

T exp ( — 2mnsin(Og) sinh(Hg)) sin (27m cos(fx) cosh(93))

1 — 4|n| cos(Oy) cosh(fs) + 2n2(cos(20§n + cosh(20s)


http://dx.doi.org/10.20944/preprints201712.0149.v1

Preprints (www.preprints.org) | NOT PEER-REVIEWED | Posted: 21 December 2017 d0i:10.20944/preprints201712.0149.v1

27|n| sin(fy) sinh(fs)
1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(0s) + 2n? ( cos(20gn) + cosh(29g))

47|n|? cos®(Ox) cosh(fs) exp(—0s) exp ( — 2mnsin(fy) Sinh(ﬂg)) sin (27m cos(fx) cosh(eg))

i 1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(0s) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(29c\))
—47|n|? cos(f) sin(fx) sinh(As) exp(—Og) exp ( — 2nsin(fy) sinh(0 )cos (27rncos O) cosh (6 ))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(6x) cosh(0s) + 2n2(cos(20m) + cosh(20g ))
—27|n| cos(Og) exp(—0s) exp ( — 2mnsin(Og) sinh(Og)) sin (27m cos(Ox) cosh(ﬂg))
" 1 — 4]n| cos(6x) cosh(fs) + 2n2 ( cos(20%) + cosh(29g))
n —47|n|? exp(—0g) cos(fx) sin(fx) sinh(fg)

1 — 4|n| cos(fx) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + COSh(QHg))

—2m|n| cos(fx) exp(—0s) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(fs )) sin (27rn cos(fyn) cosh (6 ))

" 1 — 4|n| cos(0g) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(26x) + cosh(2

—47|n|? exp(—0g) cos(Ox) sin(fx) cosh(fs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) Slnh(@g)) cos (27m cos(Ox) cosh(&\;))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(6x) cosh(fs ) + 2n2 ( cos(20%) + Cosh(20g)>
. —47|n|? exp(—0g) sin? Oy ) sinh(fg) exp ( — 27nsin(Oy) sinh(ﬁg)) sin (27m cos(fx) cosh(eg))

1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(20g))

27|n| exp(—0g) sin(fy ) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(Og)) cos (27m cos(fy) cosh(Qg))

1 — 4|n| cos(fg) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20g%) + cosh(29g))
—47|n|? exp(—0g) sin(fx) cos(fx) cosh(fs)
1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20n) + cosh(QHg))

27|n| exp(—0s) sin(fx)
1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(0s) + 2n? ( cos(20n) + cosh(QHg)) 7

(80)

—2m|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(Gg)) cos (27rn cos(Ox) cosh(ﬂg))

1 — 4|n| cos(0%) cosh(0s) + 2n? ( cos(20n) + cosh(293))

—27|n| sin(fx ) sinh(fs) exp ( — 2mnsin(Oy) sinh(ﬁg)) sin (27m cos(Ox) cosh(t%))

_|_
1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fs) + 2712(005(20%) + cosh (20 ))

T exp ( 27n sin(fy ) sinh(fg) ) cos | 27mn cos(Oy) cosh(ﬁg))

+
1 — 4|n| cos(fg) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(26g)

N —2m|n| cos(fx) cosh(bs)

1 — 4|n| cos(fg) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(QHg))

T

+

1 — 4|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20x) + cosh(26‘g)>
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47|n|? cos?(Ox) cosh(fs) exp(—0Os) exp ( — 2mnsin(Oy) sinh(03)> cos (27m cos(fx) cosh(Hg))

i 1 — 4|n| cos(Oxn) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(20g)>
Ar|n|? sin(0x) sinh (05 ) exp(—0s) cos(fx) exp ( — 2nsin(fy) sinh(Gg)) sin (27m cos(fx) cosh(Hg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(fg) cosh(fs) + 2n2 ( cos(20x) + COSh(QGg))
—27|n| cos(Ox) exp(—0s) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(Gg)) cos (27m cos(Ox) cosh(ﬂg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(6x) cosh(fs ) + 2n2 ( cos(20%) + cosh(29g))
N 47|n|? cos®(Oy) cosh(fs) exp(—0Os)
1 — 4|n| cos(Oy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20g) + cosh(20g))
N || cos(Bx) exp(~0s)
1 — 4|n| cos(Oy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20g) + cosh(20c»))
Ar|n|? cos(By) sin () cosh(0g ) exp(—fs ) exp ( — 2 sin(fy) sinh(0 )) sin (27rn cos(0) cosh (B ))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) + 2n? (008(2933) + cosh(20g ))
—47|n|? sin’(Ay) sinh () exp(—fs) exp ( 27rn sin(fg ) sinh (6 ) cos ( 2mn cos(0x) cosh (O ))
i 1 — 4]n] cos(fx) cosh(fs) + 2n2<cos(29%) + cosh(2 eg))
. —27|n| sin(fx) exp(—0s) exp ( — 2mnsin(Oy) sinh(Qg)) sin (27m cos(fx) cosh(93))

1 — 4|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(20g))
—47|n|? sin?(Ay) sinh (A ) exp(—fg)
1 — 4|n| cos(Oy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(20g))

Hence, from the relation

HZ:; fc (¢*, He)do |n)

> 7{ (?R(¢*,HT¢) —|—z’%(¢*,ﬁ¢))(d9§n + idfg) |n)

n=1 c

= ;fcéﬁw*ﬂaﬁ)d@m n) —Z% S(¢*, Hp)dbs |n)

+ iZf R(¢", Ho)dbs In “Z% *, Ho)dog |n)

:Z/ﬂ% H¢d0ﬁdq| Z/F H¢—d|>

¥ zz/ R(6", 1) daln) +ZZ/ L Ho) R da) (52)

at |0] = 1, we obtain

oo o 0o
> [ R o) G dan) = g 13 (2espl=t)cosn) nl = 1) ), (33)
0o o 0o
)3 | st o) g = 5 2; 2exp(~0) cos(O) Inl — 1) |n) (s4)
> [ w0 o) = - 3 exp(5)sinitn) ol ) (35)
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such that

III. HOLOMORPHICITY

Cauchy’s theorem states that if ¢, () is an analytic function, and ¢/, () is continuous at each point within and on
a closed contour C', then

Z% 0)df |n) = 0. (88)

Theorem 7. Let § = Op + ifs and t,(0) = un (O, 0s) + ivn(On, Os) on some region G containing the point 6y. Then
the eigenvalues t,, are holomorphic.

Proof. Integrating 6 along C, Eq. is then written

- ZZ% |n|cos ) cos(2nm cos()) |n\Sin(ﬂ)sin(2mrcos(9)))d9|n>

1 —2|n| cos(h) B 2|n|cos(9) — 1

|n| cos(8) sin(2nm cos(f))  |n|cos(2nm cos(f)) sin(6)
Z% 2|n| cos(6 ) 1 + 1 —2|n|cos(0) )d9 )

cos(2nm cos( sin(2nm cos(6))
dG ————=df|n). 89
Zj{ 2|n| cos( ) 27{ 1 —2|n| cos(0) ) (89)
The path C is then parametrized as follows:

0(q) = [0] cos(q) + [0} sin(q), (90)

with 0 < ¢ < 27, whilst f(6) is given by Eq. , and the real and imaginary parts of Eq. are given by Eqgs.

and , and
6] = Vo + 52 (91)
where
a = 2|n|cos(fx) cosh(fg) — 1, (92)
and
B = —2|n]|sin(fy)sinh(fs). (93)
Here, it is useful to implement the following identities:

cos(fx + 10s) = cos(Ox) cosh(fg) — isin(fg) sinh(fs), (94)

cos(2nm cos(Oyp + ibs)) = cos (27Tn cos(fy) cosh(eg)) cosh (27Tn sin(fy) sinh(fs)

N—

+ isinh (27m sin(fg) Sinh(@g)) sin (27m cos(fx) cosh(ﬂg)) , (95)
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and

sin(fy + i0s) = sin(fy) cosh(fs) + i cos(fy) sinh(fg), (96)

sin(2n7 cos(fn + ifs)) = sin <27m cos(fx) cosh(9g)) cosh (27m sin(fx) sinh(ﬂg))

— dsinh (27771 sin(fy) sinh(Og)) cos (27m cos(fx) cosh(ﬁg)). (97)
By performing the parametrization of the path C' as given by Eq. , the real and imaginary parts of t, = u, +iv,
are then
i = o 5 (16 sin(ra) exp(r8) + 2|n|3sin(0) cosh(0s) exp(rB) sin(ra)
+ 2|n|asin(fg) cosh(fs) + 2|n|B cos(Ox ) sinh(fs) — 2|n|B cos(fx) sinh(0s) exp(n8) cos(mar)
— 2|n|asin(fx) cosh(fs) exp(nf) cos(ma) — 2|n|a cos(Ox) sinh(0s) exp(73) sin(7roz)>, (98)
and
tu = (= 10 + 16 exp(3) cos(ra) + 2lnl sin(0a) cosh() exp() cos(o)
T 2n|A cos(B) sinh(0) exp(nB) sin(xa) — 2lnla sin(0r) cosh(0s) exp(rB) sin(ra)
— 2|n]acos(fx) sinh(fs) exp(mf) cos(ra) — 4|n|sin(fx) cosh(fs) exp(nf) sin(mwa)
— 2|n|Bsin(fx) cosh(fg) + 2|n|a cos(Ox) smh(Og)), (99)
where
w 27|n| sin(fy) sinh(fs)
. 1 — 4|n| cos(0g) cosh(fs) + 2n2 < cos(20x) + Cosh(29g))
—4m|n|? cos(fx) cosh(fg) sin(fx) sinh(fs) exp ( — 2mnsin(Og) sinh(Og)> cos (77 — 2mn cos(fx) cosh(ﬁg))
" 1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fg) + 2n2 ( cos(20%) + COSh(29<\}))
—47|n|? cos?(Ax) cosh? (As) exp ( — 2mnsin(fy) sinh(ﬂg)) sin (7r — 2mn cos(fx) cosh(03)>
" 1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20yn) + cosh(ZHg))
27|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) Sinh(ﬁg)) sin (7r — 2mn cos(Oy) cosh(ﬁg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(0g) cosh(fs) + 2n2 ( cos(20x) + COSh(Qog))
47|n|? sin(fy) sinh(Ag) cos(fx) cosh(fg) exp ( — 27n sin(Oy) sinh(ﬁg)) cos (7r — 27n cos(fy) cosh(ﬂg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fg) + 2n2 ( cos(20%) + Cosh(29g))
—27|n| sin(fx ) sinh(fg) exp ( — 2mnsin(fy) sinh(ﬂg)) cos <7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(93)>
" 1 — 4|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20x) + COSh(20g)>
—47|n|? sin? (Ax ) sinh? (Ag ) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) SiIlh(Hg)) sin (7r — 27mn cos(Og) cosh(ﬁg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(0%) cosh(fsg) + 2n? ( cos(20x) + cosh(?Hg))
—2m|n|sin(fx) sinh(0s) exp ( 2mn sin(fy) sinh(fg) ) cos (27r — 27n cos(fx) cosh(Hg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fg) + 2n ( 0s(20%) + COSh(29<\}))
—27|n| cos(fx) cosh(bs) exp ( 2mn sin(fx) sinh(fs )) sin (277 — 27n cos(fx) cosh(t%))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(6x) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20xn) + COSh(QOg))
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T exp ( — 2mnsin(fy) sinh(ﬁg)) sin (27r — 27n cos(fy) cosh(fs ))

i 1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(26x) + cosh(20g ))
—47|n|? sin(0y) cos(fx) cosh? (85 ) exp ( — 2nsin(0y) sinh(Og)) cos (71' — 27n cos(0y) cosh(ﬁg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) + 2n2 ( cos(20x) + COSh(Q@g))
2m|n|sin(fx) cosh(fs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(&@) cos (7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(ﬂg))
i 1 — 4]n| cos(6x) cosh(fs ) + 2n2 ( cos(20%) + cosh(26g))
4r|n|? sin? (fy) cosh(fg) sinh(fg) exp ( — 27nsin(Oy) sinh(Hg)) sin (7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(93)>
i 1 — 4|n| cos(fx) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(20g))
4r|n|? sin(fx) cos(Ox) sinh? (05 ) ex ( — 2nsin(fy) smh(Go)) cos (77 — 27 cos(fy) cosh(Gg))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(0g) cosh(fs) + 2n? (cos(?@gg) + cosh(QHg))
47|n|? cos?(fx) sinh(fg) cosh(fg) exp ( — 27 sin(Og) sinh(ﬂg)) sin (77 — 27n cos(fx) COSh(Gg))
i 1 — 4]n cos(dy) cosh(fs) + 2n2 ( cos(20g) + cosh(29g))
—27|n| cos(fx) sinh(fg) exp ( — 2mnsin(Oy) sinh(Hg)) sin (7r — 2mn cos(Ox) cosh(93)>
i 1 — 4|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20g) + cosh(203))
N —27|n| sin(fy ) sinh(fs) + 47|n|? sin(fx) cosh? (Ag) cos(x)
1 4Jn| cos(0) cosh(B) + 2n2 ( cos(20x) + cosh(205,) )
n —27|n| sin(Ax ) cosh(fg) — 47|n|? cos(fy) sin(fy) sinh? () (100)
1 — 4|n cos(fx) cosh(fs) + 2n2(cos(29§R + cosh( 290))
and
- —47|n|? cos?(Ax) cosh? (As) — 4m|n|? sin? (Ax) sinh?(Ag)

1 —4|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) + 2n2(cos(2t9;ﬁ + cosh(205) >
47|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) — 7
1 —4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fs) + 2n2(cos(2t9;ﬁ + cosh(20g) )

47|n|? cos®(By) cosh? (Ag) exp ( 27n sin(fy ) sinh(fg) ) co (7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(@@)

1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20gn) + cosh(293))

—27|n| cos(0x) cosh(bs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(ﬂg)> cos (7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(ﬂg))

1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) + 2n? (COS(QH%) + cosh(ZOg))

4r|n|? sin? By ) sinh? (B exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(eg)) cos <7r — 27n cos(fy) cosh(Gg))

1 — 4|n| cos(fg) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20x) + cosh(29c5)>

—2m|n|sin(fy ) sinh(fs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fyg) sinh(ﬂg)) sin (77 — 2mn cos(fx) cosh(9g)>

1 — 4|n| cos(0s) cosh(fs) + 2n? (005(20%) + cosh(29g))

27|n| cos(fx) cosh(fs) exp < — 2mnsin(fy) sinh(ﬂg)) cos (27r — 27n cos(fx) cosh(Hg))

1 — 4|n| cos(fg) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(20g))
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—T exp ( — 2mnsin(Oy) sinh(Og)) cos (27r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(ﬁg))

i 1 — 4|n| cos(Ox) cosh(0s) + 2n? (cos(20§yg) + cosh(200))
—27|n| sin(fx) sinh(fs ) exp ( — 27 sin(fy) sinh(0g )) sin (27r — 27n cos(0x) cosh(é'g))
i 1 — 4|n| cos(0g) cosh(fs) + 2n2 ( cos(20x) + COSh(Q@g))
—47|n|? sin?(Ay ) cosh(fs) sinh(fs) exp ( — 2mnsin(fg) sinh(ﬂg)) cos (7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(ﬁg)>
i 1 — 4|n| cos(0x) cosh(fs) + 2n2 ( cos(20%) + cosh(29g}))
. —47|n|? sin(Ax) cos(Ax ) cosh? (Ag ) exp ( — 27nsin(Oy) sinh(Og)) sin (7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(Hg))

1 — 4|n| cos(fy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(203))

27|n| sin(fy) cosh(fs) exp ( — 2mn sin(fy) sinh(Gg)) sin (71' — 2mn cos(fy) cosh(93)>

1 — 4|n| cos(0g) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(293)>

—47|n|? cos?(Ax) sinh(fg) exp ( — 27n sin(Og) sinh(ﬂg)) cos (7r — 27n cos(Ox) cosh(03)>

1 — 4|n| cos(fg) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20x) + cosh(29g))

27|n| cos(fx) sinh(fg) exp ( — 27n sin(Oy) sinh(Og)) cos (7r — 27n cos(fx) cosh(03)>

1 — 4|n| cos(Oy) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + COSh(QGg))

47 |n|? cos(fy) sin(fy ) sinh?(0s) exp ( — 2mn sin(fg) sinh(Hg)) sin (7r — 2mn cos(Oy) cosh(Hg)>

1 — 4|n] cos(fx) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + cosh(20<3))
47|n|? sin? (0 ) cosh(Ag) sinh () + 47|n|? cos?(Ax) sinh(fg) cosh(fs) — 27|n| cos(fx) sinh(fg)
1 — 4|n| cos(fx) cosh(fs) + 2n? ( cos(20%) + COSh(Q@g))

n (101)

Hence, from the relation

27{ (0)do |n) = i}z{c(un + ivy ) (dOg + idfg) [n)
n=1
= i% UpdOg |n) — ij{ v dfs [n) —l—zi% Updfg In) +ii£vnd9% |n)
n=1
_ Z/zwund&ndm Z/ da(\dq|
+ iZ/O%und&\dqm —HZ/ vnddjdqm (102)
n=1

at |6] = 1, we obtain

(oo} 2T oo
S / un%dq ) = 743" [n] cos(dx) sinh(6) n) (103)
n=170 n=1

s 27 dag o0

3 / vas2dgln) = 7*Y " |nl (ﬁ cos(0) sinh(fs) — 4sin(O) COSh(Hg)) In) (104)
n=170 q n=1

T dfy 1 5w

Z/ und—dq [n) = §7r3 ((4 4 ) sin(Og) |n| cosh(fs) + 2) |n) , (105)
n=1"0 q n=1

o 27 1 e 1 =

Z/ vnddojdq In) = §7r2 Z (4 +7 ) sin(fy) |n| cosh(bs) |n) + §7r4 Z sin(fg) |n| cosh(fs) |n)

n=170 q n=1 n=1
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+ 272 Z sin(fy) |n| cosh(d

n=1

such that

> gl

0)do |n)

n=1 27s]|

o5 [ (8 )
2 — Jsin—? (— s ) cos*l( L )

doi:10.20944/,

(106)

g) [n) — 7> " |n)

+27mn

(m 4 (4 — 8i)) sin(fx) |n| cosh(fs) [n) dirdbs

2[s]

= 2(8 + 45 + iﬂ') 73 Z |n|sin(7n) sinh(7n) cosh (ﬂ'n —sin~! <ﬁ))

n=1
VAdss* — 141
cos (z log (SSTH) +7mn—1 log(2)> |r)
= 0Vn (107)
O

Theorem 8. Imaginary solutions of kd; |¢s(z)) =

—2iy/10:\/T |¢ps(x)) at x = 1 map to the nontrivial zeros of

C(s) = (1 —=217*)" 30 (=) in7s
Proof. At x = 1, the normalization constraint Eq. is satisfied, o = % —it, and Eq. can be written
Ug(x=1) = —((0,2)
1 s—1,2z
= -I(1 —s)—y{ g
21 Jo 1 —¢€*
1
= 1—((0:5—%). (108)
where the contour C' is about R™. From the analytic continuation relations of Eq.
1 0 (_1)77,71 1 o (71)”71 exp ( — - tln(n))
1_21737; ns 1—21757;1 ne
L e (1) teos (t : ln(n)> o (~1)"lsin (t - ln(n))
- _ [ ~iy ] (109)
1— 21 s no ne
n=1 n=1
1 % (_qyn—1 1 o (=1)"Lexp (z . tln(n))
- (= X ) = -y
1—21-s — n 1—21-s — ne
1 o (=1)""1cos <t In(n ))
_ 91—s* o
1-2 — n
% (=1)""lsin (t In(n ))
; . 110
iy = | (110)

n=1

Owing to t, = u, + v, and Eqgs. and , it can be seen that

1 > (—1)n! o0 et =20 otontl cog (un log(2)> cos (un log(n )) exp (vn log(n)>
n=1 n=1 2-20+2vn+2 gip (un log(2)) + [1 - 9—otva+1 cos (un log(?))
i (1)1 cos (un log(n)) exp (vn log(n))
+ p : —
i 220420042 gjp? (un log(2) ) + 1 —270tvntlcog (un log(2))
i (1)1 —27oFuntlgin (u log(Q)) (un log(n)) exp (vn log(n))
+ p : =
. 220420042 gjp? (un log(2 ) + 1 —27otvntlcog (un 1og(2))
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_9—otuntlgip (Un log(2)) cos (un log(n)> exp (vn log(n)>
9—20+2v,+2 gip2 (un 10g(2)) + _1 — 2—0+vn+tl cog (un log(2))—

27t cog (un log(Q)) sin (un log(n)) exp (vn log(n))

3
Il
—

n=1 | 2—20+2vn+2 gjp? (un 1og(2)> + {1 - 2—otvaticos (un log(2))_
. li (_;):71 ' —sin (un log(n))_ exp (vn log(n)) )
n=1 2—20+2vn+2 gjp? (un 10g(2)> + _1 —2-otvntl cog (un log(2))_
and
1 S (=)
1= (1—21 Snzl( n) ) =1
> (—1)n-t 279 vntlcog (un log(2)) cos (un 1og(n)) exp ( — U 1og(n)>
! ; o 2—20—2vn+2 gjp? (un log(2 ) + 1 — 2797 vntlcos (un log(2))_ ’
> (—1)n-l — cos (un log(n)) exp ( — vy, log(n))
! ; o 22020042 gjp? (un log(2 ) 4 [1 = 2—o—vnticos (un log(2) I’
. i (1)1 —27 o vntlgip (un log(2 ) sin (un log(n)) exp ( — Uy log(n))
=" 2—20—2vn+2 gjp? (un log(2 ) + 1 — 279 vntlcog (un log(Z))_ ’
. i (—1)"1 —27 7 vntlgin (u log(2)) cos (un log(n )) exp ( — vy log(n))
Zn:l ne 220 —2v0n+2 gjp? (un log(2) ) + {1 — 279~ vn+tlcog (u log(2 ))]2
& (—1)nt 2797 vntl cog (un log(2 ) sin (unl ) exp ( — Up log(n))
+iy et 3
n=1 2720—2vn+2gin (u log(2) ) + {1 — 270~ vnFlcog (u log(2 ))]
. Zi ( 13:71 . —sin (un log(n ) exp ( — Up 10g(n)> ag2)
n=1 22020042 gjp? (un log(2)) + [1 — 277 vt cog (un log(2)>
such that
3 2 ] o (e X ) ] e o
n= n—

Finally, the real part of every nontrivial zero of Eq. can be obtained from setting the imaginary part of Eq. (111))
and v, to zero, i.e.,

1 X (—1rly & (1) . —279tLgin (un log(2)) cos (un log(n)>
%(1 -2t ; n® ) N Z; n7 o g-20424ip? (un log(2)) + :1 — 2=+ ¢cos (un log(2)): i
. Zi (—1)"_1 | 9—0+1 g (un log(Q)) sin (un log(n))
=" 2-20+2gip? (un log(2)) + :1 — 277+l cos (un log(2)): ’
S (—1)n-! | —sin (un log(n))
! Z; nT g-2042 gip? (un 10g(2)) + :1 —2-7+1 cos (un 10g(2)): i
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- (114)
At 0 = 1/2 we obtain
0o (_1)n—1 sin (u% log(n)) —V/2sin (u% log (g))

2712::1 NI 2v/2 cos (u% log(?)) -3

= 0. (115)

However, since t,, = i(0,, — 1/2) at the normalization constraint z = 1, we can rewrite Eq. as
) , 1
(@s@)| H |6s(2)) =i (00— 5) In). (116)
From Eq. it can be seen that

il - i(mif})ém

ds 2
d - ) 1\»

Finally, upon setting t, = i(o, — 1/2) and t,,, = —i(0., — 1/2), we obtain

pde ( 1— 2¢%|n| equy%i”nH¥W"M1—zaﬂnn)g
ds " e~ ®n| + ein| — 1 e20|n| + |n| — e "
d - 1 — 2¢%0 0(_1 —e 9 (|m|+e%%|m]) 1 — 2¢%0 R
RLEE = ( . e”Im| T (1~ 2 |m|)>bin. (118)
ds e~ |m| + efm| —1 e?9\m| + |m| — e

Eq. is in agreement with Eq. (118)), and can be solved using the Wirtinger derivatives.

Remark. The Riemann Hypothesis states that the real part of all of the nontrivial zeros of the Riemann zeta function
are located at o =1/2 [§].

Remark. Solutions to Eq. (@ are symmetric about the origin, i.e., x € [1,00), [—1,—00), and subject to the
singularity at ¢s(x =0) =0 [25].

The expectation value of H can be expressed via the density operator, viz.,

- Sp g 1 —2¢"n|
(H)(s) = > > bh(s)buls) m,n)

e~ 0m| +efn| -1

|m| 4 €%¥|n| — e?

3 ) e )
S)— . m,n
- Prmin e Wm| +eln|—1""

m

R R ei@ 1— 2ei9 nN(=1 —efi9(|m\+62i9|n|)
£ Y Y @b L2 m,m)
m n

01 _ 9,10 _1\—e O (Im|4+e?|n|)
(1= 26a])(-1)
+ D> hmnls) Im| + e2if|n| — ei® [m,n)

__—ib

) T2 )
€2i9|n| + |71| — et

1 —2¢n|
e=On| +en| -1

n) +

= Tr|p(s)(

3 3 —e " (|In|+e%|n 7
_ mi ( 1 —2¢"n)| n) + e?(—1) (Inl+e™7InD) (1 — 2¢%9|n)) |n))
— e~ |n| + e?|n| — 1 e2¥|n| + |n| — e '

(119)
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Figure 1: Plot of the imaginary components of Eq. . Results are compared with Eq. (115]) (color online).

IV. SIMILARITY SOLUTIONS

Since Eq. , the Riemann zeta Schrodinger equation (RZSE) possesses symmetry about the origin @ = 0, we
then seek a similarity solution [34] of the form:

¢s(x) = z%f(n), (120)

where 7 = s/7°, and the RZSE becomes an ordinary differential equation (ODE) for f. As such, we consider Eq.
, and introduce the transformation ¢ = €%z, and 7 = €’s, so that

w(é, 1) = €%, e "), (121)
where € € R, and 7 € C. From performing this change of variable we obtain
0, dwor
as” = or os
ow
_ b=
5 (122)
and
0 oz 0
il i = 2D+ 20)
Ox ox Ox
1 ¢
S G N e
o¢
= —¢—205, (123)
where
00 _ 0wk
r ¢ € oz
a—caw
=€ % (124)
By using Eqgs. — in Eq. , the RZSE is then written
ow ow
—c| bY hdhadll R
¢ [e 5 U] =0 (125)
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and is invariant under the transformation V e if ¢® = 2, i.e.,

b

_J€ /0w Ow owy
and
b = w,\mez (127)

log(e)

Therefore, it can be seen that since ¢ solves the RZSE for x and s, then w = ¢~ “¢ solves the RZSE at x = ¢~ %¢, and
s = e 7. We now construct a group of independent variables such that

& e“x
Ta/b T (ebs)a/b
x
sa/b
n(z,s), (128)

and the similarity variable is then

alog(e)

n(x,s) = xs le@+2ian, (129)
Also,
o)
Tc/b (€b3)c/b

¢

g¢/b
= v(n), (130)

suggesting that we seek a solution of the RZSE with the form

clog(e)

¢s(x) = sTERTETY(n). (131)

Since the RZSE is invariant under the transformation, it is to be expected that the solution will also be invariant
under the variable transformation. Taking a = ¢ = log_l(e), the partial derivatives transform like

0 . 0 - - - ;0N
—=04(2) = - (s u(y) + (smEE )y (n) 5L
[ P A —
s Tog(2)f+2inn o
o GORIAOIE (132)
and
0 — ez |/ on
Sou(a) = (T )y () 5]
o (133)
where
on st
8s  2imn+log(2)’ (134)
and
% = g TEEAED (135)

The RZSE then reduces to the ODE

[3_1 +log(2) + 22'71'71} v(n) + [— s~ + 2log(2)n + dimnn|v (n) = 0, Vn € Z. (136)
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A. General Solution

The homogenous linear differential Eq. (136) is separable [35], viz.,

dv 2imn + s~ + log(2)
— = dn. 137
v st — dimnn — nlog(4) " (137)

Integrating on both sides, we obtain

(2i7rn +s7t+ log(2)) log (sfl — dimnn — nlog(4)>

1 = ¢ —
njvl “ 4imn + log(4)

(138)

Exponentiating both sides,

_ 2i7rn+s_l+log(2)
4itn+log(4)

lv] = exp(er) (s_l — dinn — nlog(4)) (139)
Renaming the constant exp(c;) = C and dropping the absolute value recovers the lost solution v(n) = 0, giving the
general solution to Eq. (136

_ 2imn4s” 4log(2)
Tirn+tlog(d)

vn(n) = C(s_l — dimnn — nlog(4)) ,VnezZ vVCeR. (140)

By setting C' = 1, and using Egs. (129) and (131)) in Eq. (140], we obtain the general solution to the RZSE Eq. (32),
written

_ 27nsislog(2)+i
Irns—islog(4)

1 _
¢s(x) = TR T [ + s~ TR ( —zlog(4) — 4i7mx>} , VneZ. (141)
s

V. CONCLUSION

In this study, we have discussed the convergence of the real part of every nontrivial zero of the analytic contin-
uation of the Riemann zeta function. This was accomplished by developing a Riemann zeta Schrédinger equation
and comparing it with the Bender-Brody-Miiller conjecture in both configuration space and momentum space. A
symmetrization procedure was implemented to study the convergence of the system, and the expectation values were
calculated from the resulting system to study the nontrivial zeros of the analytic continuation of the Riemann zeta
function. Moreover, a second quantization procedure was performed for the Riemann zeta Schrodinger equation to
obtain the equations of motion and an analytical expression for the eigenvalues. It was also demonstrated that the
eigenvalues are holomorphic. A normalized convergent expression for the analytic continuation of the nontrivial zeros
of the Riemann zeta function was obtained, and a convergence test for the expression was performed demonstrating
that the real part of every nontrivial zero of the Riemann zeta function converges at ¢ = 1/2. Finally, a general
solution to the Riemann zeta Schrodinger equation was found from performing an invariant similarity transformation.
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Figure 2: Zoom in of the parametric plot of the eigenvalues in Eq. (119) with coordinates R(¢,) and S(¢,) as a function of 6.
The lower bound of the summation is n = 0 and the upper bound of the summation is » = 10 (color online).
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