arXiv:1904.01146v2 [math.DG] 25 Sep 2019

RECENT RESULTS ON THE SPECTRA OF LENS SPACES

EMILIO A. LAURET, ROBERTO J. MIATELLO, AND JUAN PABLO ROSSETTI

Abstract. In this paper we report on recent results by several authors, on the spectral theory of lens spaces and orbifolds and similar locally symmetric spaces of rank one. Most of these results are related to those obtained by the authors in [IMRN (2016), 1054–1089], where the spectra of lens spaces were described in terms of the one-norm spectrum of a naturally associated congruence lattice. As a consequence, the first examples of Riemannian manifolds isospectral on p-forms for all p but not strongly isospectral were constructed.

We also give a new elementary proof in the case of the spectrum on functions. In this proof, representation theory of compact Lie groups is avoided and replaced by the use of Molien’s formula and a manipulation of the one-norm generating function associated to a congruence lattice. In the last four sections we present several recent results, open problems and conjectures on the subject.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Spectra on functions of spherical space forms 2 3. Spectra on functions of lens spaces 3 4. Spectra on sections of homogeneous vector bundles 5 5. Hodge spectra of lens spaces 8 6. Connections with Ehrhart theory and toric varieties 14 7. Related results 15 References 18

1. Introduction

This article surveys recent results on the spectral geometry of lens and related spaces. In [LMR16b], the authors discussed the seminal work of Ikeda ([IY79, Ik80, Ik88]), together with results in [LMR16a]. A number of new results have appeared since then, and a purpose of the present article is to give a rather complete update.

In this paper we study the spectrum of a canonical operator Δ_{τ,Γ} acting on sections of a natural bundle on a space of the form Γ\G/K, where G is a compact Lie group, K is a closed subgroup of G, τ is a finite dimensional representation of K and Γ is a finite subgroup of G. A main case is when Γ\G/K is a lens space or a lens orbifold.

In one result, we give an elementary proof of the theorem in [LMR16a] concerning the spectrum of the Laplace–Beltrami operator acting on functions on lens spaces. In particular, this approach avoids the use of irreducible representations of compact Lie groups (see Section 3 and also [MH17]). An important tool is an integral lattice of rank n, defined by a congruence relation, naturally associated to each (2n − 1)-dimensional lens space.

The spectrum of the Hodge–Laplace operator acting on smooth p-forms of an odd-dimensional sphere is considered in Section 5. An emphasis is given to isospectral characterizations and to the

Date: September 2019.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 58J50, 58J53.

Key words and phrases. lens space, spectrum, isospectral, spherical harmonics.

This research was supported by grants from CONICET, FONCyT and SeCyT. The first named author was also supported by the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation (return fellowship). 1

construction of isospectral examples based on the construction of one-norm isospectral lattices. Results and examples from [LMR16a], [DD18], and [La18] are discussed in quite some detail.

We review the description of the spectrum of a lens space by using the Ehrhart theory for counting integer points in a naturally associated polytope. Furthermore, we include applications due to Mohades and Honari [MH17], on the toric varieties associated to pairs of isospectral lens spaces (see Section 6).

The last section contains brief discussions on several recent articles related to the spectral theory of lens spaces. Namely, the work on the spectrum of the Dirac operator on spin lens spaces by Boldt [Bo17] and Boldt-Lauret [BL17]; the computational studies on p-isospectral lens spaces ([GM06, La19]), the work by Bari and Hunsicker ([Ba11, BH19]) on the spectra of lens orbifolds, the article [La16] extending the one-norm method to other compact symmetric spaces of real rank one, and the harmonic counting measure introduced in [MH16].

Acknowledgments. We dedicate this paper to Manfredo Do Carmo, who was an excellent mathematician and a prominent developer of differential geometry in South America. This article expands the talk given by the second named author at the ICM-satellite conference in July of 2018 in São Paulo. He wishes to thank the organizers C. Gorodski and P. Piccione, for putting up together a high level and most pleasant conference. The authors are greatly indebted to the referee for many accurate comments and clarifications that have helped to improve significantly the presentation of the paper.

2. Spectra on functions of spherical space forms

In this section we describe, by elementary methods, the spectrum of the Laplace operator acting on functions of a quotient of the sphere by a finite group acting by isometries.

We will use along this section some well-known facts on the spectrum of the unit sphere S^{n−1} in R^n , which can be found in [BGM, Ch. 2.G and Ch. 3.C]. For f ∈ C^∞(S^{n−1}), let ^f : R^n ∖ {0} → C be given by ^f(x) = f(^x_{|x|} ). For g ∈ C^∞(R^n ∖ {0}), set ~g = g|_Sn−1 . It is well known (see for instance [Sh,

Thm. 22.1]) that if Δ is the Laplace–Beltrami operator on S^{n−1}, then Δf = (Δ_Rn ^f)|_Sn−1 for every f ∈ C^∞(S^{n−1}), and Δ~g = ~Δ_Rn g for every g ∈ C^∞(R^n ∖ {0}) constant along the lines through the origin. It is well known (see [BGM, p. 159]) that if g is a homogeneous polynomial (in n variables) of degree k with complex coefficients which is harmonic, then

(2.1) Δ~g = k(k + n − 2) ~g.

In other words, such a function is an eigenfunction of Δ with eigenvalue k(k + n − 2). These functions are known as spherical harmonics. We shall see that there are no other eigenfunctions of Δ on S^{n−1}. Let (2.2) P_k = {homogeneous complex polynomials of degree k} and H_k = {g ∈ P_k : Δ_Rn g = 0} .

It is also well known (see [BGM, p. 160]) that P_k = H_k ⊕ |r|^2P_{k−2}, where |r|^2 = x^2_1 + · · · + x^2_n, that is, every polynomial g ∈ P_k can be written in a unique way as g = g_0 + |r|^2g_1 with g_0 ∈ H_k and g_1 ∈ P_{k−2}. In particular, the restriction to S^{n−1} of every polynomial (not necessarily homogeneous) can be written as a sum of restrictions to S^{n−1} of elements in H_j, j ∈ N_0 .

By the Stone–Weierstrass theorem, it follows that the subspace ⨁ k≥0 ~H_k is a dense subspace of L^2(S^{n−1}). Hence, the spectrum of Δ is given by the collection of eigenvalues λ_k := k(k + n − 2), for k ≥ 0, each of them with multiplicity dim ~H_k (= dim H_k). Moreover, it is easy to see that dim P_k = (_{k+n−1} n−1 ) and furthermore dim H_k = dim P_k − dim P_{k−2} = (_{n+k−2} k )_{2k+n−2} k+n−2 . Clearly, for homogeneous polynomials g_1, g_2 of degree k and in n variables, g_1 = g_2 if and only if ~g_1 = ~g_2. Thus, it will cause no confusion if we avoid the tilde symbol on P_k and H_k to identify functions on S^{n−1}.

We now study the spaces covered by S^{n−1}. The isometry group of the unit sphere S^{n−1} is the orthogonal group O(n) = {g ∈ GL(n, R) : g^tg = I_n}, where the action of an element g ∈ O(n) on x ∈ S^{n−1} = {(x_1, . . . , x_n)^t ∈ R^n : x^2_1 + · · · + x^2_n = 1} is given by multiplication on the left, that is, gx. The group of orientation-preserving isometries is SO(n) = {g ∈ O(n) : det(g) = 1}.

A spherical space form is a space of the form Γ\S^{n−1}, where Γ is a finite subgroup of O(n) acting freely on S^{n−1}. In this case, Γ is isomorphic to the fundamental group of the space provided n ≥ 3. A comprehensive study and classification of spherical space forms is given in [Wo]. Even dimensional spheres, S^{n−1} with n odd, yield only S^{n−1} itself and P^{n−1}(R), while odd dimensional spheres yield infinitely many space forms.

If Γ is allowed to be any finite subgroup of O(n), acting freely or not, then Γ\S^{n−1} may be a manifold or just a good orbifold (also called global orbifold). See [Go12] for a detailed discussion on the spectral theory of the Laplace operator associated to an arbitrary orbifold. In either case, the dimension of the eigenspace corresponding to the eigenvalue λ in the quotient Γ\S^{n−1} equals the dimension of the Γ-invariants in the eigenspace with eigenvalue λ in S^{n−1}. Thus, the determination of Spec(Γ\S^{n−1}) does not depend on whether Γ\S^{n−1} is a manifold or not.

We point out that we will always consider Γ inside SO(n) and hence, Γ\S^{n−1} is orientable. The group G = SO(n) acts on functions on S^{n−1} by (g · f)(x) = f(g^{−1}x) for g ∈ G and f ∈ C^∞(S^{n−1}). If Γ is a finite subgroup of G, the functions on Γ\S^{n−1} correspond with the functions on S^{n−1} that are invariant by Γ. Consequently,

(2.3) Spec(Γ\S^{n−1}) = {{ λ_k, . . . , λ_k dim H^Γ_k -times

: k ≥ 0 }} ,

where H^Γ_k = {f ∈ H_k : γ · f = f for all γ ∈ Γ}. In other words, the multiplicity of λ_k in Spec(Γ\S^{n−1}) equals dim H^Γ_k , which, naturally, could be equal to zero.

Ikeda and Yamamoto [IY79] introduced the spectral generating function F_Γ(z) associated to Γ\S^{n−1} given by

(2.4) F_Γ(z) = ∑ k≥0 dim H^Γ_k z^k.

This formal power series encodes the spectrum of the Laplace–Beltrami operator of Γ\S^{n−1} in the sense that if Γ and Γ^′ are two finite subgroups of G, then Γ\S^{n−1} and Γ^′\S^{n−1} are isospectral (i.e. Spec(Γ\S^{n−1}) = Spec(Γ^′\S^{n−1})) if and only if F_Γ(z) = F_Γ′ (z). Thus, the problem of describing the spectrum of the Laplace–Beltrami operator of Γ\S^{n−1} is equivalent to the combinatorial problem of finding an explicit expression for F_Γ(z).

Since P_k ≃ H_k ⊕ P_{k−2}, one has that dim H^Γ_k = dim P^Γ_k − dim P^Γ_{k−2}, hence

F_Γ(z) = ∑ k≥0 (dim P^Γ_k − dim P^Γ_{k−2}) z^k = ∑ k≥0 dim P^Γ_k z^k − z^2 ∑ k≥0 dim P^Γ_{k−2} z^{k−2}

(2.5)

= (1 − z^2) ∑ k≥0 dim P^Γ_k z^k.

Now, Molien’s formula ([Mo1897]) states that ∑ k≥0 dim P^Γ_k z^k = 1 |Γ| ∑ γ∈Γ 1 det(I_n − zγ)

, hence

(2.6) F_Γ(z) =

1 − z^2 |Γ| ∑ γ∈Γ 1 det(I_n − zγ) , where I_n denotes the n × n identity matrix. Formula (2.6) was given by Ikeda in [Ik80, Thm. 2.2]. On the other hand, later, Wolf in [Wo01, (2.4)] noticed that (2.6) is a consequence of Molien’s formula.

3. Spectra on functions of lens spaces

The goal of this section is to give a simple proof, using formula (2.6), of Theorem 3.6(i) in [LMR16a], which shows that two lens spaces are isospectral (on functions) if and only if their corresponding congruence lattices are isospectral with respect to the one-norm ‖·‖_1. Such result was proven in [LMR16a] by using representation theory of compact Lie groups, which will be avoided in this section. An alternative proof was given by Mohades and Honari in [MH17].

We will restrict our attention to odd-dimensional spheres, say S^{2n−1} for n ≥ 2. A lens space has cyclic fundamental group and is of the form L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) := ⟨γ⟩\S^{2n−1}, where

(3.1) γ = cos(^{2πs1}_q ) sin(^{2πs1}_q ) − sin(^{2πs1}_q ) cos(^{2πs1}_q ) ... cos(^{2πsn}_q ) sin(^{2πsn}_q ) − sin(^{2πsn}_q ) cos(^{2πsn}_q )

for some q ∈ N and s_1, . . . , s_n ∈ Z are such that gcd(q, s_j ) = 1 for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. If we relax the last condition and assume that gcd(q, s_1, . . . , s_n) = 1 (to ensure that γ has order q), then the action of ⟨γ⟩ on S^{2n−1} is not necessarily free, and the quotient is called a lens orbifold, or an orbifold lens space.

Lens spaces play a fundamental role in topology. For instance, they provided the first pair of nonhomeomorphic homotopy equivalent topological spaces. The Reidemeister torsion was introduced in 1930 to distinguish such pairs topologically. Later, it was conjectured in 1971 by Ray and Singer, and then proved in 1978 by Cheeger and Müller, that this topological invariant has an analytic analogue called the analytic torsion.

By applying formula (2.6), the spectral generating function of a lens orbifold L := L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) = Γ\S^{2n−1} is given by

(3.2) F_L(z) := F_Γ(z) =

1 − z^2 q q−1∑ l=0 1 ∏_n j=1(1 − ξ^{lsj}_q z)(1 − ξ^{−lsj}_q z) , where ξ_q = e^{2πi/q}. This formula first appeared in the literature in [IY79, Thm. 3.2]. Later, Ikeda used this expression to give families of isospectral lens spaces of dimension ≥ 5 ([Ik80]). Bari [Ba11] extended his construction to lens orbifolds. In the opposite direction, Yamamoto [Ya80] proved the non-existence of 3-dimensional isospectral lens spaces. Bari and Hunsicker [BH19] have recently considered the same problem in the context of 3-dimensional lens orbifolds (see Subsection 7.3).

Next, we will show a direct relation between the spectrum of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on a lens space (via the spectral generating function defined in (2.4)) and the one-norm spectrum of an associated lattice.

It is straightforward to see that

(3.3)

1 − z^2 (1 − ξ^{ls}_q z)(1 − ξ^{−ls}_q z) = 1 1 − ξ^{ls}_q z + 1 1 − ξ^{−ls}_q z − 1 = ∑ m∈Z ξ^{lms}_q z^{|m|} for every l, s ∈ Z. Thus, in light of (3.2), we have

F_L(z) = 1 (1 − z^2)^{n−1} 1 q q−1∑ l=0 n∏ j=1 1 − z^2 (1 − ξ^{lsj}_q z)(1 − ξ^{−lsj}_q z) = 1 (1 − z^2)^{n−1} 1 q q−1∑ l=0 n∏ j=1 ∑ a_j ∈Z ξ^{laj sj}_q z^{|aj |}

= 1 (1 − z^2)^{n−1} ∑ (a_1 ,...,a_n)∈Z^n ( 1 q q−1∑ l=0 ξ^{l(a1s1+···+ansn)} q ) z^{|a1|+···+|an|}

= 1 (1 − z^2)^{n−1} ∑ (a_1 ,...,a_n)∈Z^n: q|a_1s_1+···+a_ns_n z^{‖(a1 ,...,an)‖1} where in the last identity we have used that for any k ∈ Z

(3.4) q−1∑ l=0 ξ^{lk}_q = { q if q divides k, 0 otherwise.

As usual, we keep the notation ‖(a_1, . . . , a_n)‖_1 = |a_1| + · · · + |a_n|.

We observe that the points in Z^n contributing to the last sum in the long computation form a lattice, and this allows us to make a reformulation of the identity. Thus, it is natural to associate to a lens orbifold L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) the congruence lattice (3.5) L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) := {(a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ Z^n : a_1s_1 + · · · + a_ns_n ≡ 0 (mod q)}, as in [LMR16a, Def. 3.2].

For k a non-negative integer, we denote by N_L(k) the number of elements in L := L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) with one-norm equal to k, that is, (3.6) N_L(k) = #{μ = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ L : ‖μ‖_1 = |a_1| + · · · + |a_n| = k}. We define the one-norm theta function of L by (3.7) ϑ_L(z) := ∑ k≥0 N_L(k) z^k. Since ϑ_L(z) = ∑ μ∈L z^{‖μ‖1} , we have thus proved Theorem 3.1. If L is a lens orbifold and L its associated congruence lattice, then we have that

(3.8) F_L(z) = ϑ_L(z) (1 − z^2)^{n−1} . This expression allows us to give a formula for the multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ_k in the spectrum of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on L in terms of the numbers N_L(k) for k ≥ 0. Indeed, by using the expansion (1 − z^2)^{−(n−1)} = ∑ r≥0 (_{r+n−2} n−2 ) z^{2r}, Theorem 3.1 implies that

F_Γ(z) = ∑ r≥0 ( r + n − 2 n − 2 ) z^{2r} ∑ k≥0 N_L(k) z^k (3.9)

= ∑ k≥0 z^k ⌊k/2⌋∑

r=0 ( r + n − 2 n − 2 ) N_L(k − 2r). In other words, the multiplicity of λ_k = k(k + 2n − 2) in Spec(L) is given by

(3.10) dim H^Γ_k = ⌊k/2⌋∑

r=0 ( r + n − 2 n − 2 ) N_L(k − 2r), which is the expression in [LMR16a, (20)]. This gives a simple formula for the multiplicities of the eigenvalues on a lens space, obtained by elementary methods.

In view of Theorem 3.1, it is now straightforward to obtain the following equivalence condition for isospectrality of lens spaces.

Theorem 3.2. [LMR16a, Thm. 3.6(i)] Let L and L^′ be two lens spaces and let L and L^′ be their corresponding congruence lattices. Then, L and L^′ are isospectral if and only if L and L^′ are ‖·‖_1- isospectral (i.e. ϑ_L(z) = ϑ_L′ (z)).

4. Spectra on sections of homogeneous vector bundles In this section we introduce a general approach based on representation theory of compact groups to study the spectra of compact locally homogeneous spaces. It will provide us the adequate tools to work on the following more general settings

• arbitrary normal homogeneous spaces (not only odd-dimensional spheres); • Laplace type operators acting on sections of vector bundles (not only on functions).

We end this section by showing how to apply this approach to recover the results from Section 3. This method was used in [LMR16a] to study the spectra of the Hodge–Laplace operator acting on smooth p-forms on lens spaces. These results will be discussed in Section 5.

4.1. Vector bundles on homogeneous spaces. Let G be a compact Lie group and K a closed subgroup of G. We consider on G/K a G-invariant metric induced by an Ad(G)-invariant inner product ⟨·, ·⟩ on the Lie algebra g (e.g. any negative multiple of the Killing form when G is semisimple). The corresponding homogeneous Riemannian manifold G/K is called normal.

Any complex G-homogeneous vector bundle on G/K is constructed as follows (see [Wa, §5.2]): for (τ, W_τ ) a unitary representation of K, we set E_τ := G ×_τ W_τ = G × W_τ / ∼ where (gk, w) ∼ (g, τ(k)w) for every g ∈ G, w ∈ W_τ , k ∈ K. Let the corresponding projection : E_τ → G/K, be given by [g, w] → gK, where [g, w] denotes the class of (g, w) in E_τ . By the Peter-Weyl theorem and Frobenius reciprocity, the space of L^2-sections decomposes as a G-module as

(4.1) L^2(E_τ ) ≃ ⨁ π∈ ^G V_π ⊗ Hom_K (V_π, W_τ ).

Note that the Hilbert sum over π is restricted to the set

(4.2) ^G_τ := {π ∈ ^G : Hom_K (V_π, W_τ ) ≠ 0}.

Here, to the element v ⊗ A ∈ V_π ⊗ Hom_K (V_π, W_τ ) one associates the smooth section G/K → E_τ given by xK → [x, A(π(x^{−1}) · v)]. We consider the elliptic operator Δ_τ acting on smooth sections of E_τ by the negative of the Casimir element C with respect to the inner product ⟨·, ·⟩. As in [Wa, §5.6] we call it the Laplace operator on the bundle E_τ . Since C lies in the center of the universal enveloping algebra, the operator π(−C) : V_π → V_π commutes with π(g) for any g ∈ G. By Schur’s Lemma, for π ∈ ^G, π(−C) acts by a scalar λ(C, π) on V_π. Moreover, λ(C, π) ≥ 0 and it can be expressed in terms of the highest weight λ_π of π. Indeed, (4.3) λ(C, π) = ⟨λ_π + ρ, λ_π + ρ⟩ − ⟨ρ, ρ⟩ = ⟨λ_π, λ_π + 2ρ⟩, where ρ equals half the sum of the positive roots of (g_C , t_C ) and where t is the Lie algebra of a maximal torus T of G. From (4.1), we conclude that the spectrum of Δ_τ is given by the numbers of the form λ(C, π) for some π ∈ ^G_τ , and furthermore, for such λ, its multiplicity is given by

(4.4) ∑ π∈ ^G_τ : λ(C,π)=λ dim V_π dim Hom_K (V_π, W_τ ).

Let Γ be a finite subgroup of G. Clearly, Γ acts on E_τ by γ · [g, w] = [γg, w], thus Γ\E_τ is a vector bundle over Γ\G/K. Furthermore,

(4.5) L^2(Γ\E_τ ) ≃ ⨁ π∈ ^G V^Γ_π ⊗ Hom_K (V_π, W_τ )

as complex vector spaces. Consequently, the spectrum of the induced operator Δ_{τ,Γ} acting on sections of Γ\E_τ can be described as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let G be a compact Lie group, K a closed subgroup of G, Γ a finite subgroup of G and τ a finite dimensional representation of K. Every eigenvalue λ in the spectrum of Δ_{τ,Γ} is of the form λ(C, π) for some π ∈ ^G_τ , with multiplicity given by

(4.6) ∑ π∈ ^G_τ : λ(C,π)=λ dim V^Γ_π dim Hom_K (V_π, W_τ ).

Summing up, one needs the following two ingredients to determine the spectrum of the operator Δ_{τ,Γ} • dim Hom_K (V_π, W_τ ) for each π ∈ ^G (which in particular determines ^G_τ ) • the dimension dim V^Γ_π of the space of Γ-invariants in V_π, for each π ∈ ^G_τ .

The first ingredient involves the branching law from G to K, which is known for many pairs (G, K). The second ingredient, involves Γ, and in practice, to determine dim V^Γ_π for all π ∈ ^G_τ can be very difficult, even for very simple choices of G, K and Γ.

4.2. Quotients by cyclic subgroups. We first recall some basic definitions on the representation theory of compact Lie groups (see [Kn] for details).

Let T be a maximal torus of G with Lie algebra t. The complexification t_C of t is a Cartan subalgebra of g_C . The associated root system will be denoted by Φ(g_C , t_C ). If α ∈ Φ(g_C , t_C ), then (g_C )_α := {Y ∈ g_C : [X, Y ] = α(X)Y for all X ∈ t_C } ≠ 0.

Given π : G → GL(V_π) a complex finite dimensional representation of G, an element μ ∈ t^∗_C is called a weight of π if

(4.7) V_π(μ) := {v ∈ V_π : π(exp(X)) · v = e^{μ(X)} v for all X ∈ t} ≠ 0.

The weight lattice P (G) of G is the lattice generated by the weights of all finite dimensional representations of G. The weight decomposition of π is given by

(4.8) V_π = ⨁ μ∈P (G) V_π(μ), with V_π(μ) = 0 for all but finitely many μ ∈ P (G). The number m_π(μ) := dim V_π(μ) is the multiplicity of the weight μ in π.

In what follows we will always assume that Γ is cyclic. By conjugating Γ by x ∈ G, if necessary, we may assume that Γ is a subgroup of T without changing the spectrum, since in formula (4.6), dim V^Γ_π = dim V^{x−1Γx}_π for every x ∈ G.

In fact, we may relax the condition to Γ being a finite subgroup of T (which is necessarily abelian) without changing anything in the sequel.

Since Γ ⊂ T , every element of Γ acts diagonally on V_π with respect to the weight decomposition. More precisely, if v = ∑ μ∈P (G) vμ with vμ ∈ Vπ(μ) for all μ ∈ P (G), we have that π(γ) · v = ∑ μ∈P (G) γ μv_μ, where γ^μ = e^{μ(Xγ )} for any element X_γ in t satisfying that γ = exp(X_γ ). It follows that v ∈ V^Γ_π if and only if v_μ ∈ V_π(μ)^Γ for all μ ∈ P (G). We deduce that

(4.9) dim V^Γ_π = ∑ μ∈P (G) dim V_π(μ)^Γ = ∑ μ∈L_Γ dim V_π(μ) = ∑ μ∈L_Γ m_π(μ), where

(4.10) L_Γ = {μ ∈ P (G) : γ^μ = 1 for all γ ∈ Γ}.

It is easy to see, since Γ ⊂ T is a finite group, that L_Γ is a full lattice in P (G).

We conclude that, when Γ ⊂ T , the second ingredient to determine the spectrum of Δ_{τ,Γ} has been reduced to obtain an explicit expression for the weight multiplicities m_π(μ) of all π ∈ ^G_τ and μ ∈ L_Γ.

4.3. Spectra on functions of lens spaces. The goal of this subsection is to recover the results from Section 3 by using the general approach introduced in the previous subsections.

We set G = SO(2n) and K = {g ∈ G : g · e_{2n} = e_{2n}} ≃ SO(2n − 1), thus G/K is diffeomorphic to the (2n − 1)-dimensional sphere. We pick the Ad(G)-invariant inner product on g given by ⟨X, Y ⟩ = −^1_2 Tr(XY ), which gives constant sectional curvature one. In other words, the corresponding Riemannian homogeneous space (G/K, ⟨·, ·⟩) is isometric to the unit sphere S^{2n−1} in R^{2n} .

We pick τ the trivial representation τ_0 of K, so E_{τ0} is the trivial 1-dimensional vector bundle S^{2n−1} × C whose sections are just (complex-valued) functions. It is well known that ^G_{τ0} is the collection {(π_k, H_k)}_{k≥0} (the spherical representations), where H_k was defined in (2.2) (but now with n replaced by 2n) and the action of g ∈ G on f ∈ H_k is given by

(4.11) (π_k(g) · f)(x) = f(g^{−1}x) (x = (x_1, . . . , x_{2n})^t).

Furthermore, dim Hom_K (H_k, C ) = 1 for all k ≥ 0, and λ(C, π_k) = k(k + 2n − 2).

Let Γ be any finite subgroup of G. So far, (4.6) yields that any eigenvalue of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on Γ\S^{2n−1} is of the form k(k + 2n − 2) for some k ≥ 0, and the multiplicity of k(k + 2n − 2) equals dim H^Γ_k , which is exactly (2.3).

We pick the maximal torus of G = SO(2n) given by (4.12)

T := { t(θ_1, . . . , θ_n) := diag

([_{cos(2πθ1) sin(2πθ1 )}

− sin(2πθ_1) cos(2πθ_1) ] , . . . , [_{cos(2πθn) sin(2πθn)}

− sin(2πθ_n) cos(2πθ_n) ]) : θ_1, . . . , θ_n ∈ R } . The Lie algebra of T is given by

(4.13) t = { X(θ_1, . . . , θ_n) := diag ([_{0 −2πθ1} 2πθ_1 0 ] , . . . , [_{0 −2πθn} 2πθ_n 0 ]) : θ_1, . . . , θ_n ∈ R } . We identify the complexification t_C with the set of elements X(θ_1, . . . , θ_n) with θ_1, . . . , θ_n ∈ C . We let ε_j ∈ t^∗_C , given by ε_j (X(θ_1, . . . , θ_n)) = 2πiθ_j for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n. It turns out that the roots are of the form ±ε_i ± ε_j for 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n. Furthermore, the weight lattice P (G) is given by integer combinations of ε_1, . . . , ε_n, that is, P (G) = ⨁_n j=1 Zε_j. We now assume Γ = ⟨γ⟩, with γ as in (3.1), thus Γ\S^{2n−1} is the lens space L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n). Note that γ = t(^{s1}_q , . . . ,^{sn}_q ). Let μ = ∑ j a_jε_j , with a_j ∈ Z. Clearly, γ^μ = exp(X(^{s1}_q , . . . ,^{sn}_q ))^μ = e^{2πiq} ∑ j a_j s_j = 1

if and only if ∑ j a_j s_j ≡ 0 (mod q). Hence, in this case, as expected, L_Γ = L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) (see (3.5)), under the identification P (G) ≡ Z^n given by ∑ j a_j ε_j ↔ (a_1, . . . , a_n).

Now, (4.9) yields that the multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ_k = k(k + 2n − 2) is equal to

(4.14) dim H^Γ_k = ∑ μ∈L_Γ m_{πk} (μ) = ∑ (a_1,...,a_n)∈Z^n: q|a_1s_1+···+a_ns_n m_{πk} (a_1ε_1 + · · · + a_nε_n).

Therefore, an explicit expression for the weight multiplicities of all spherical representations is sufficient to explicitly describe the spectrum of the lens space L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n). In fact, by a straightforward computation (see [LMR16a, Lem. 3.2]), one obtains that

(4.15) m_{πk} (μ) = {(_{r+n−2} n−2 ) if ‖μ‖_1 = k − 2r for some r ∈ Z_{≥0}, 0 otherwise,

where ‖μ‖_1 = |a_1| + · · · + |a_n| if μ = a_1ε_1 + · · · + a_nε_n ∈ P (G). It is important to note that m_{πk} (μ) depends only on ‖μ‖_1.

Substituting (4.15) into (4.14) gives

(4.16) dim H^Γ_k = ⌊k/2⌋∑

r=0 ∑ μ∈L_Γ: ‖μ‖_1 =k−2r m_{πk} (μ) = ⌊k/2⌋∑

r=0 (_{r+n−2} n−2 ) N_{LΓ} (k − 2r), which is the same conclusion as in (3.10). By (3.9) in the reverse direction, it follows that

(4.17) F_Γ(z) = ϑ_{LΓ} (z) (1 − z^2)^{n−1} , which is precisely (3.8).

5. Hodge spectra of lens spaces

In this section we study the spectrum of the Hodge–Laplace operator acting on p-forms of a lens space.

5.1. Hodge spectra of spherical space forms. Let M be a compact Riemannian manifold. A p-form is a smooth section of the p-exterior power of the cotangent bundle (i.e. ⋀_p T^∗M). The Hodge–Laplace operator acts on smooth complex p-forms as dd^∗ +d^∗d, extending the Laplace–Beltrami operator on 0-forms (i.e. functions). The spectrum of this operator is called the p-spectrum of M. Furthermore, two Riemannian manifolds or orbifolds with the same p-spectra are said to be p-isospectral.

Throughout this section, we let G = SO(2n), K = {g ∈ G : g · e_{2n} = e_{2n}} ≃ SO(2n − 1), G/K ≃ S^{2n−1} and Γ a finite subgroup of G.

For 0 ≤ p ≤ 2n − 1, we consider the operator Δ_p given by the Hodge–Laplace operator acting on Γ-invariant p-forms on S^{2n−1}. When Γ acts freely on S^{2n−1}, Δ_p is precisely the Hodge–Laplace operator on Γ\S^{2n−1} the p-forms on Γ\S^{2n−1} are identified with the Γ-invariant p-forms on S^{2n−1}. In light of the discussion on manifolds and orbifolds in Section 2, we shall call Δ_p the Hodge–Laplace operator on p-forms on Γ\S^{2n−1}, even in the case when Γ\S^{2n−1} has singularities. We will assume p ≤ n − 1, given that the spectra on p-forms and on (2n − 1 − p)-forms coincide, since Γ\S^{2n−1} is orientable.

The bundle ⋀_p T^∗(Γ\S^{2n−1}) is isomorphic to Γ\E_{τp} (as defined in Subsection 4.1), where τ_p is the p-exterior power of the complexified standard representation of K on ⋀_p (C^{2n−1} ) and the operator Δ_{τp,Γ} is identified with the Hodge–Laplace operator acting on p-forms on Γ\S^{2n−1} (see proof in [IT78, Prop. 2.3] for any compact symmetric space). The next step will be to describe the representations in ^G_{τp} . We keep the root system Φ(g_C , t_C ) from Subsection 4.3, and the lexicographic order on t^∗_C with respect to the basis {ε_1, . . . , ε_n}. The corresponding positive roots are Φ^+(g_C , t_C ) := {ε_i ± ε_j : i < j}, ρ = ∑_n j=1(n − j)ε_j and furthermore, the set of dominant weights in P (G) is

(5.1) P^{++}(G) := {a_1ε_1 + · · · + a_nε_n ∈ P (G) : a_1 ≥ a_2 ≥ . . . a_{n−1} ≥ |a_n|}.

The irreducible representations of G are parametrized by the elements in P^{++}(G), by the highest weight theorem. For instance, the highest weight of (π_k, H_k) is kε_1. Note that (4.3) gives the eigenvalue

(5.2) λ_k = ⟨kε_1, kε_1 + 2ρ⟩ = k(k + 2n − 2).

The classical branching rule from G to K (see for instance [Kn, Thm. 9.16]) gives an explicit parametrization of the irreducible representations of G occurring in ^G_{τp} for every p. Namely,

(5.3) ^G_{τp} = {1_G} ∪ {π_{k,1} : k ≥ 0} if p = 0, {π_{k,p}, π_{k,p+1} : k ≥ 0} if 1 ≤ p ≤ n − 2, {π_{k,n−1}, π^+_{k,n}, π^−_{k,n} : k ≥ 0} if p = n − 1, where π_{k,p} has highest weight Λ_{k,p} := kε_1 + ∑_p j=1 ε_j for every k ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ n − 1, and the representation π^±_{k,n} has highest weight Λ^±_{k,n} := kε_1 + ∑_{n−1} j=1 ε_j ± ε_n for every k ≥ 0. Moreover, the branching law from G to K is multiplicity free, i.e. dim Hom_K (τ_p, π) ≤ 1 for every π ∈ ^G, thus τ_p occurs exactly once in the decomposition of π|_K in irreducible constituents for every π ∈ ^G_{τp} .

The eigenvalue corresponding to the representation π_{k,p} (or π^±_{k,n} in case p = n) is given by

λ_{k,p} := ⟨Λ_{k,p}, Λ_{k,p} + 2ρ⟩ = (k + 1)(k + 1 + 2n − 2) + p∑ j=2 (1 + 2n − 2j)

(5.4)

= k^2 + 2nk + (2n − 1) + (2n + 1)(p − 1) − p(p + 1) + 2 = (k + p)(k + 2n − p).

We set π_{k,0} = 1_G, λ_{k,0} = 0, and π_{k,n} = π^+_{k,n} ⊕ π^−_{k,n} for any k ≥ 0. It is easy to see that λ_{k,p} ≠ λ_k′_{,p+1} for all k, k^′ ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ p ≤ n − 1. This new notation is related to the notation in Subsection 4.3 as follows: π_{k,1} = π_{k+1} and λ_{k,1} = λ_{k+1}.

Collecting this information, the p-spectrum of S^{2n−1} is given in [IT78]. Thus, (4.6) describes the p-spectrum of Γ\S^{2n−1} as follows.

Proposition 5.1. Let Γ be a finite subgroup of G and 0 ≤ p ≤ n−1. Any eigenvalue in the spectrum of Δ_{τp,Γ} is of the form λ_{k,p} or λ_{k,p+1} for some k ≥ 0, with multiplicity given by dim V^Γ_{πk,p} and dim V^Γ_{πk,p+1} respectively.

5.2. The spectra of lens spaces. Our next main goal is to obtain a characterization of pairs of lens spaces that are either 0-isospectral or p-isospectral for every p, in terms of geometric properties of their associated lattices.

We now assume that Γ = ⟨γ⟩ with γ as in (3.1), thus Γ\S^{2n−1} = L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) is a lens space. Again, we may relax the condition on Γ to be a finite subgroup of the maximal torus T of G, without many further changes in the sequel.

We abbreviate L = L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) and L = L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n). We recall that L is given by elements μ = ∑_n j=1 a_j ε_j ∈ P (G) satisfying that a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ Z and a_1s_1 + · · · + a_ns_n ≡ 0 (mod q). Similarly as in (4.14), (4.9) gives

(5.5) dim V^Γ_{πk,p} = ∑ μ∈L_Γ m_{πk,p} (μ) = ∑ (a_1 ,...,a_n)∈Z^n: q|a_1s_1+···+a_ns_n m_{πk,p} (a_1ε_1 + · · · + a_nε_n).

Thus we can see —as it was shown in detail in [LMR16a, Lem. 3.3]— that two weights with the same one-norm and the same number of zero coordinates have the same multiplicity in any π_{k,p}. More precisely, if Z(μ) := #{i : 1 ≤ i ≤ n, a_i = 0} for μ = ∑_n i=1 a_iε_i, we have

Lemma 5.2. If ‖μ‖_1 = ‖μ^′‖_1 and Z(μ) = Z(μ^′) then

m_{πk,p} (μ) = m_{πk,p} (μ^′), for all k ≥ 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ n.

We now set (5.6) N_L(k, ℓ) = #{μ ∈ L : ‖μ‖_1 = k, Z(μ) = ℓ}. By the previous lemma, (5.5), and the fact that m_{πk,p} (μ) = 0 for all μ ∈ P (G) satisfying ‖μ‖_1 > ‖Λ_{k,p}‖_1 = k + p, it follows that

dim V^Γ_{πk,p} = [(k+p)/2] ∑ r=0 n∑ ℓ=0 ∑ μ∈L: ‖μ‖_1 =k+p−2r, Z(μ)=ℓ m_{πk,p} (μ), (5.7)

= [(k+p)/2] ∑ r=0 n∑ ℓ=0 m_{πk,p} (μ_{r,ℓ}) N_L(k + p − 2r, ℓ), where μ_{r,ℓ} is any weight in L with ‖μ_{r,ℓ}‖_1 = k + p − 2r and having ℓ zero coordinates.

Given two lattices, we say that they are ‖·‖^∗_1-isospectral if for each k ∈ N and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n there are the same number of elements μ in each lattice having ‖μ‖_1 = k and having exactly ℓ coordinates equal to zero, i.e. N_L(k, ℓ) = N_L(k, ℓ) for all k ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n.

As an output of (5.7), we prove one of the main results in [LMR16a] (Thm. 3.6). We note that for the converse assertion, we need to invert (5.7), showing that one can solve for the N_L(k + p − 2r, ℓ) in terms of the values dim V^Γ_{πk,p} . We include in the statement part (i) for completeness.

Theorem 5.3. Let L = Γ\S^{2n−1} and L^′ = Γ^′\S^{2n−1} be lens spaces with associated congruence lattices L and L^′ respectively. Then

(i) L and L^′ are 0-isospectral if and only if L and L^′ are ‖·‖_1-isospectral. (ii) L and L^′ are p-isospectral for all p if and only if L and L^′ are ‖·‖^∗_1-isospectral.

Remark 5.4. We recall the classical well-known fact (see [Co, Ch. V]) that two lens spaces L = L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) and L^′ = L(q; s^′_1, . . . , s^′_n) are isometric if and only if

(∗) There exist σ a permutation of {1, . . . , n}, ϵ_1, . . . , ϵ_n ∈ {±1} and t ∈ Z coprime to q such that s^′_{σ(j)} ≡ tϵ_js_j (mod q) for every 1 ≤ j ≤ n.

We observe that we may restate condition (∗) in terms of the geometry of the associated congruence lattices as follows (see [LMR16a, Prop. 3.3]):

(∗^′) There is a linear one-norm isometry from L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) onto L(q; s^′_1, . . . , s^′_n). Similarly, we may rephrase the assertion in Theorem 5.3 (i) by saying that two lens spaces are isospectral if and only if the associated lattices are one-norm isometric (but not necessarily via a linear map).

Remark 5.5. Ikeda in [Ik80] gave many pairs of non-isometric lens spaces that are 0-isospectral. The simplest such pair is L(11; 1, 2, 3) and L(11; 1, 2, 4) in dimension 5. In light of Theorem 3.2, L = L(11; 1, 2, 3) and L^′ = L(11; 1, 2, 4) must be ‖·‖_1-isospectral (i.e. N_L(k) = N_L′ (k) for all k ≥ 0). However, it is a simple matter to check that L and L^′ are not ‖·‖^∗_1-isospectral since N_L(3, 0) = 2 ≠ N_L′ (3, 0) = 0 and N_L(3, 1) = 2 ≠ N_L′ (3, 1) = 4, contradicting the condition in Theorem 5.3.

Ikeda and Yamamoto showed that two 0-isospectral 3-dimensional lens spaces are isometric ([IY79], [Ya80]). Also, in the relevant paper [Ik88], Ikeda produced for each given p_0 pairs of lens spaces that are p-isospectral for every 0 ≤ p ≤ p_0 but are not p_0 + 1 isospectral. We refer the reader to [LMR16b, §4] for a detailed account on these results.

5.3. Non strongly isospectral manifolds p-isospectral for all p. Two compact Riemannian manifolds are said to be strongly isospectral if they are isospectral with respect to every natural strongly elliptic operator acting on sections of a natural vector bundle (see [DG89]). In particular, strongly isospectral manifolds are p-isospectral for all p. The famous Sunada method always produces strongly isospectral manifolds. Most of the isospectral pairs known are also strongly isospectral, however, along the years, a number of isospectral examples have been constructed that do not follow the Sunada construction. For instance, there are examples isospectral on functions but not on 1-forms (see [Go86]), lens spaces p-isospectral for 0 ≤ p ≤ p_0 but not (p_0 + 1)-isospectral (see [Ik88]) and also many in the case of flat manifolds ([MR01]).

The first examples of non-isometric compact connected Riemannian manifolds p-isospectral for all p, but still not strongly isospectral were constructed in [LMR16a], where we exhibit infinitely many pairs of ‖·‖^∗_1-isospectral congruence lattices.

Theorem 5.6. For any r ≥ 7 and t positive integers such that r is coprime to 3, the 3-dimensional congruence lattices

(5.8) L(r^2t; 1, 1 + rt, 1 + 3rt) and L(r^2t; 1, 1 − rt, 1 − 3rt)

are ‖·‖^∗_1-isospectral.

This result implies the corresponding result for lens spaces, thus we produce an infinite family of pairs of 5-dimensional lens spaces that are p-isospectral for all p. As a consequence, by using a result of Ikeda, we obtain pairs of lens spaces that are p-isospectral for all p in arbitrarily high dimensions, and also pairs of compact Riemannian manifolds with this property in every dimension n ≥ 5. We point out that the resulting lens spaces are homotopically equivalent but not homeomorphic to each other (see [LMR16a, Lemma 7.1]).

To prove that the corresponding lens spaces for r ≥ 7 are not strongly isospectral, we first use that for arbitrary Γ, Γ^′ finite subgroups of SO(2n), the spaces Γ\S^{2n−1} and Γ^′\S^{2n−1} are strongly isospectral if and only if Γ and Γ^′ are almost conjugate in O(2n). This follows from Pesce’s characterization of strongly isospectral spherical space forms ([Pe95, Prop. III.1]). The assertion that Γ and Γ^′ are representation equivalent in O(2n) is equivalent to be almost conjugate in O(2n) (see for instance [Wo01, Lem. 2.12]). Since lens spaces are quotients of S^{2n−1} by cyclic subgroups, and almost conjugate cyclic subgroups are necessarily conjugate, then two lens spaces are strongly isospectral if and only if they are isometric. In [LMR16a, Prop 5.4] it is shown that the congruence lattices in (5.8) are not ‖·‖_1-isometric, and therefore the corresponding lens spaces are not isometric by Remark 5.4.

Remark 5.7. In [LMR16a], a finiteness condition for ‖·‖^∗_1-isospectrality of two congruence lattices was given, by counting the number of lattice points of a fixed norm k in a small cube, having exactly ℓ zero coordinates. This allowed the authors to give tables with many examples of low-dimensional pairs of lens spaces p-isospectral for all p (see [LMR16a, Tables 1–2] and [LMR16b, Tables 1–3]).

Remark 5.8. DeFord and Doyle [DD18] made a big step toward a full classification of lens spaces p-isospectral for all p. In particular, for fixed non-negative integers r and t, they found a sufficient condition on (d_1, . . . , d_n) ∈ Z^n such that

(5.9) L(r^2t; 1 + d_1rt, . . . , 1 + d_nrt) and L(r^2t; 1 − d_1rt, . . . , 1 − d_nrt)

are p-isospectral for all p. Indeed, they showed that it suffices that, for each positive divisor u of r, either the numbers d_1, . . . , d_n modulo u are all different, or L(u^2t; 1 + d_1ut, . . . , 1 + d_nut) and L(u^2t; 1 − d_1ut, . . . , 1 − d_nut) are isometric.

For instance, it is easy to see that (d_1, d_2, d_3) = (0, 1, 3) satisfies DeFord–Doyle’s condition when r is not divisible by 3. This shows that the pair of lens spaces in (5.8) are p-isospectral for all p.

Curiously, every example found by the computer so far satisfies this condition, with the only exception of the pair L(72; 1, 5, 7, 17, 35) and L(72; 1, 5, 7, 19, 35). The pair L(72; 1, 5, 7, 11, 19, 25, 35) and L(72; 1, 5, 7, 11, 23, 29, 31), which is dual to the previous one in a certain sense (see [LMR16a, Thm. 7.3] and [LMR16b, §5.3]), does not fit in DeFord–Doyle’s method either.

We point out that all the known families of lens spaces p-isospectral for all p have only two elements, which suggests the following question

Problem 5.9. [LMR16a, Ques. 5.3] [LMR16b, Ques. 5.8] Are there families of non-isometric lens spaces p-isospectral for all p having at least three elements?

The next problem is a major one in the spectral theory of lens spaces (see also [DD18, §12(5)]).

Problem 5.10. [LMR16b, Prob. 5.7] Determine all families of n-dimensional lens spaces p-isospectral for all p, with fundamental group of order q, for every q and n.

5.4. Spectra on p-forms of lens spaces for an individual p. If we wish to determine conditions for the p-isospectrality of two lens space L, L^′, for one individual p ≠ 0, formula (5.7) does not allow to obtain a neat geometric condition on the corresponding congruence lattices L, L^′, as was the case for p = 0 or for all p’s simultaneously.

Nevertheless, Rossi Bertone and the first named author were able to give a closed explicit formula for the multiplicity m_{πk,p} (μ) in terms of ‖μ‖_1 and Z(μ) ([LR17, Thm. IV.1]). Such expression is pretty long, unlike the neat formula (4.15), however, it was sufficient to give in [La18] a refined description of every individual p-spectrum of a lens space in place of the expression in (5.7). To state the result, we first introduce some notation.

Extending (2.4), Ikeda in [Ik88] associated to a quotient Γ\S^{2n−1} (Γ an arbitrary finite subgroup of G = SO(2n)) the functions

(5.10) F^p_Γ (z) = ∑ k≥0 dim V^Γ_{πk,p+1} z^k, for 0 ≤ p ≤ n − 1.

(Note that F_Γ(z) = 1 + zF^0_Γ (z).) Its k-th term is the multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ_{k,p+1} (defined in (5.4)) in the p-spectrum and also in the (p + 1)-spectrum of Γ\S^{2n−1} (see Proposition 5.1). It follows immediately that

(5.11) Γ\S^{2n−1} and Γ^′\S^{2n−1} are p-isospectral ⇐⇒ F^{p−1}_Γ (z) = F^{p−1}_Γ′ (z) and F^p_Γ (z) = F^p_Γ′ (z).

Here, it is understood that F^{p−1}_Γ (z) = 0 for p = 0.

The main result in [La18] states, for Γ any finite subset of T , that

(5.12) F^{p−1}_Γ (z) = 1 (1 − z^2)^{n−1} n∑ ℓ=0 ϑ^{(ℓ)}_{LΓ} (z) A^{(ℓ)}_p (z) +

(−1)^p z^p , where ϑ^{(ℓ)}_{LΓ} (z) = ∑ k≥0 N_{LΓ} (k, ℓ) z^k (compare with (3.7)),

(5.13)

A^{(ℓ)}_p (z) = p∑ j=1 (−1)^{j−1} ⌊^{p−j}_2 ⌋∑

t=0 ( n − p + j + 2t t ) (5.14) p−j−2t ∑ β=0 2^{p−j−2t−β} ( n − ℓ β )( ℓ p − j − 2t − β ) β∑ α=0 ( β α ) j−1∑ i=0 z^{p−2(j+t+α−i)}. In conclusion, through long calculations, one can explicitly compute the multiplicity of any eigenvalue in the p-spectrum of Γ\S^{2n−1} in terms of the numbers {N_{LΓ} (k, ℓ) : k ≥ 0, 0 ≤ ℓ ≤ n}.

Furthermore, ϑ^{(ℓ)}_{LΓ} (z) is a rational function with a common denominator (1 − z^q)^{n−ℓ}, where q stands for the number of elements of Γ (see [La18, Thm. 2.4]). This implies that F^{p−1}_Γ (z) can be determined with finitely many computations, and consequently, one has a finiteness condition for two spaces Γ\S^{2n−1} and Γ^′\S^{2n−1} to be p-isospectral for a single p. This allowed the computational study [La19] of p-isospectral lens spaces, which will be summarized in Subsection 7.2.

Ikeda’s characterization (5.11) of p-isospectral spherical space forms immediately implies, for a fixed 0 ≤ p_0 ≤ n − 1, that Γ\S^{2n−1} and Γ^′\S^{2n−1} are p-isospectral for all 0 ≤ p ≤ p_0 if and only if F^p_Γ (z) = F^p_{Γ′} (z) for all 0 ≤ p ≤ p_0. This condition was used by Ikeda in [Ik88] to construct, for any given p_0, examples of lens spaces p-isospectral for all 0 ≤ p ≤ p_0 but not (p_0 + 1)-isospectral (see [LMR16b, §4] for a discussion on this result).

A careful manipulation of the functions F^0_Γ (z), F^1_Γ (z), . . . , F^p_Γ (z) by using the expression (5.12) gave the following geometric characterization of lens spaces p-isospectral for all 0 ≤ p ≤ p_0.

Theorem 5.11. [La18, Cor. 2.3] Let 0 ≤ p_0 ≤ n − 1 and let Γ and Γ^′ be finite subgroups of the maximal torus T of G. Then, Γ\S^{2n−1} and Γ^′\S^{2n−1} are p-isospectral for all 0 ≤ p ≤ p_0 if and only if

(5.15) n∑ ℓ=0 ℓ^h ϑ^{(ℓ)}_{LΓ} (z) = n∑ ℓ=0 ℓ^h ϑ^{(ℓ)}_{LΓ′} (z) for all 0 ≤ h ≤ p_0,

or equivalently,

(5.16) n∑ ℓ=0 ℓ^h N_{LΓ} (k, ℓ) = n∑ ℓ=0 ℓ^h N_{LΓ′} (k, ℓ) for all k ≥ 0, for all 0 ≤ h ≤ p_0.

Clearly, the case p_0 = 0 in this result coincides with Theorem 5.3(i) since ϑ_{LΓ} (z) = ∑_n ℓ=0 ϑ^{(ℓ)}_{LΓ} (z), and one has that ϑ_{LΓ} (z) = ϑ_{LΓ′} (z) if and only if L_Γ and L_Γ′ are ‖·‖_1-isospectral. Moreover, it turns out that the condition (5.15) for p_0 = n − 1 is equivalent to L_Γ and L_Γ′ being ‖·‖^∗_1-isospectral, thus Theorem 5.11 for p_0 = n − 1 coincides with Theorem 5.3(ii) (see [La18, Rem. 3.5]).

5.5. Some results on τ-spectra for homogeneous vector bundles. One may consider the homogeneous vector bundle E_τ on S^{2n−1} associated to an arbitrary finite dimensional representation τ of K = SO(2n − 1). One usually gets irreducible representations π in ^G_τ that are different from π_{k,p} for all k, p. The main difficulty to describe the spectrum of Δ_{τ,Γ} for any Γ ⊂ T is to compute the multiplicity m_π(μ) from (4.9) of an arbitrary weight μ in π in order to determine dim V^Γ_π . In general, there are no closed formulas for m_π(μ) adequate to be used in (4.9), neither a visible geometric regularity of the weight multiplicities, like in Lemma 5.2.

As a continuation of [LR17], in [LR18] expressions were given for the weight multiplicities of the irreducible representations of G = SO(2n) having highest weight kε_1 + lε_2 for all k ≥ l ≥ 0. These representations are called bivariate representations because their highest weights are integral combinations of the first two fundamental weights.

Problem 5.12. For some τ ∈ ^K different from every τ_p, use [LR18] to give an expression for the spectral generating function associated to Δ_{τ,Γ}, for any Γ ⊂ T . Apply such expression to give a geometric characterization of τ-isospectral lens spaces. Are there τ-isospectral lens spaces?

If we choose K^′ = SO(2n − 2) × SO(2), then G/K^′ is diffeomorphic to the Grassmannian space of 2-dimensional linear subspaces in R^{2n} . The p-spectrum of G/K^′ was studied by Strese [Str80] for p = 0, 1 and by Tsukamoto [Ts81] for any p. If τ_0 denotes the trivial representation of K^′, then Δ_{τ0,Γ} is the Laplace–Beltrami operator on Γ\G/K^′ for any finite subgroup Γ of G. Moreover, the highest weights of the elements in ^G_{τ0} are non-negative integral combinations of 2ε_1 and ε_1 + ε_2, thus every π in ^G_{τ0} is a bivariate representation. Moreover, dim Hom_K′ (τ_0, π) = 1 for all π ∈ ^G_{τ0} . Therefore, according to (4.6), the only remaining ingredient to compute the 0-spectrum of Γ\G/K^′ is to determine dim V^Γ_π for every bivariate representation π.

Problem 5.13. [LR18, Rem. III.17] Describe the spectrum of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on Γ\ SO(2n)/(SO(2n − 2) × SO(2)) for any Γ ⊂ T^n.

Ikeda in [Ik97] studied the problem whether 0-isospectrality of the spherical space forms Γ\S^{2n−1} and Γ^′\S^{2n−1} implies the 0-isospectrality of the quotients Γ\ SO(2n)/ SO(2n − 2m) × SO(2m) and Γ^′\ SO(2n)/ SO(2n − 2m) × SO(2m) (of the Grassmannian SO(2n)/ SO(2n − 2m) × SO(2m)) and he proved the validity of this assertion for Γ and Γ^′ almost conjugate subgroups. We note that this result follows by an application of Sunada’s method: indeed, if Γ and Γ^′ are almost conjugate subgroups of a compact Lie group ~G, then Γ\ ~G/ ~K and Γ^′\ ~G/ ~K are strongly isospectral for every closed subgroup ~K of ~G (see [Wo01, Prop. 2.10]). For lens spaces Γ\S2n−1 and Γ′\S2n−1 the question remains open. The case m = 1 might be tractable assuming some progress in Problem 5.13.

Problem 5.14. Investigate the existence of 0-isospectral pairs of the form Γ\ SO(2n)/ SO(2n − 2) × SO(2) and Γ^′\ SO(2n)/ SO(2n − 2) × SO(2) with Γ and Γ^′ cyclic subgroups of SO(2n).

In a different direction, there is the question whether the lens spaces L = L(49; 1, 6, 15) and L^′ = L(49; 1, 6, 20) in (5.8), that are p-isospectral for all p, are τ-isospectral for some τ ∈ ^K different from τ_p. Several examples of τ ∈ ^K were given in [LMR16a] such that L and L^′ are not τ-isospectral. Actually, this seems to be the case for generic τ. In [LMR16a, §8] the authors claimed the following

Conjecture 5.15. There are only finitely many irreducible representations τ of SO(5) such that L(49; 1, 6, 15) and L(49; 1, 6, 20) are τ-isospectral.

6. Connections with Ehrhart theory and toric varieties

In this section, we first give a description of the spectrum of a lens space by using Ehrhart series, as in [MH17] (see also [La16, Thm. 3.9]), and we end the section by giving a connection with toric varieties, developed by Mohades and Honari in [MH17, §5].

A (convex) polytope is the smallest convex set containing a finite set in R^n . For P a polytope and k a positive integer, we denote by kP the k-th dilate of P, that is, kP = {kx : x ∈ P}. A rational polytope (resp. integral polytope) is a polytope whose vertices have rational (resp. integer) coordinates. Ehrhart [Eh62] proved that the integer-point enumerator i_P (k) := #(kP ∩ Z^n) of an integral polytope P is actually a polynomial in k, by studying the associated power series

(6.1) Ehr_P (z) := ∑ k≥0 i_P (k) z^k = ∑ k≥0 #(kP ∩ Z^n) z^k, known nowadays as the Ehrhart series of P. Later, Stanley developed this subject, extending Ehrhart’s study to rational polytopes (see [BR] for an exposition on the subject).

Our next goal will be to relate the spectral generating function F_Γ(z) of a lens space L := L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) with the Ehrhart series of a rational polytope naturally associated to the congruence lattice L := L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n). For simplicity, we may and will assume that s_1 = 1 without loosing generality.

Let μ = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ L. Since ∑_n j=1 s_ja_j ≡ 0 (mod q), there exists h ∈ Z such that a_1 = hq − a_2s_2 − · · · − a_ns_n. Hence

(6.2) μ = h(q, 0, . . . , 0) + a_2(−s_2, 1, 0, . . . , 0) + · · · + a_n(−s_n, 0 . . . , 0, 1).

We conclude that {v_1 = (q, 0, . . . , 0), v_2 := (−s_2, 1, 0, . . . , 0), . . . , v_n = (−s_n, 0 . . . , 0, 1)} is a Z-basis of L. Let T denote the matrix of change of basis to the canonical basis C := {e_1, . . . , e_n}, that is, T v_j = e_j for all j. One clearly has T (L) = Z^n and

(6.3) T = 1 q

1 s_2 s_3 . . . s_n 0 q 0 . . . 0

0 0 q . . . . . . ... 0 0 q 0 0 0 0 . . . 0 q

.

We consider the polytope P = {x ∈ R^n : ‖x‖_1 = ∑_n j=1 |x_j | ≤ 1} (the one-norm ball of radius 1 centered at the origin, also called the cross-polytope) and P_L = T (P). Clearly, for any k ∈ N, (6.4) μ ∈ L and ‖μ‖_1 = k ⇐⇒ μ ∈ L ∩ ( kP ∖ (k − 1)P ) = T^{−1} ( Z^n ∩ (kP_L ∖ (k − 1)P_L) ) . Hence

ϑ_L(z) = ∑ k≥0 N_L(k) z^k = ∑ k≥0 # (( kP_L ∩ Z^n ) ∖ ( (k − 1)P_L ∩ Z^n )) z^k (6.5)

= (1 − z) ∑ k≥0 # (kP_L ∩ Z^n) z^k = (1 − z) Ehr_{PL} (z).

Although P_L depends on the chosen basis of the lattice L, the Ehrhart series Ehr_{PL} (z) just depends on L. In light of (3.8), we have the following result.

Proposition 6.1. Let L = L(q; 1, s_2, . . . , s_n) = Γ\S^{2n−1} be a lens space, and let Ehr_{PL} (z) be the Ehrhart series of the polytope P_L associated above. Then,

F_Γ(z) =

(1 − z) (1 − z^2)^{n−1}

Ehr_{PL} (z).

Furthermore, it is well known that the Ehrhart series of an arbitrary rational polytope P can be written as Ehr_P (z) = (1 − z^q)^{−(n+1)} g(z) for some polynomial g(z) of degree less than q(n + 1), where n is the dimension of P and q is the smallest integer such that qP is integral (see for instance [BR, §3.7]).

Theorem 6.2. Let L = L(q; 1, s_2, . . . , s_n) = Γ\S^{2n−1} be a lens space. Then, there exists a polynomial g_L(z) of degree less than q(n + 1) such that

F_Γ(z) =

(1 − z) g_L(z) (1 − z^2)^{n−1} (1 − z^q)^{n+1} . The previous formula implies that the 0-spectrum of L is completely determined by the polynomial g_L(z), which has degree less than q(n + 1). Thus, the full spectrum of L is determined by finitely many numbers.

To a polytope in R^n one can canonically associate a toric variety. Hence, given a lens space L, one has a toric variety X. This variety X depends on the choice of Z-basis of the lattice L, but different choices of Z-basis give equivalent toric varieties. As an application, Mohades and Honari found consequences of the isospectrality of lens spaces L and L^′, in terms of properties of the associated toric varieties X and X^′, showing in particular that isospectrality implies the equality of the dimensions of the spaces of global sections of the line bundles B^k for every k ∈ N, where B is a suitable line bundle over X ([MH17, Thm. 5.3]). It is now natural to investigate the validity of the converse assertion, that is, give conditions on the toric varieties implying the isospectrality of the lens spaces.

Also, we have the following interesting problem.

Problem 6.3. [MH17, Ques. 2] Extend the previous result to lens spaces p-isospectral for all p.

To conclude this section, we mention some very interesting work by Dryden, Guillemin and Sena- Dias ([DGS12a], [DGS12b]) relating the equivariant spectrum of certain toric varieties to the geometry of the associated polytope.

7. Related results

In this section we give a brief summary of several recent results on spectra of lens orbifolds, not yet discussed above.

7.1. Dirac operator. Boldt [Bo17] (in his Diploma Thesis [Bo11]) considered the extension to the Dirac operator of Ikeda and Yamamoto’s result on the non-existence of 3-dimensional (Laplace) isospectral lens spaces. He showed that if two 3-dimensional lens spaces having fundamental group of prime order are Dirac isospectral, then they are isometric. The proof follows an observation by Yamamoto in [Ya80] that involves p-adic numbers over cyclotomic fields of prime order. It also uses an expression of the two generating functions associated to the Dirac spectrum of a spherical space form due to Bär [Bä96, §3] (see also [Bä92]).

For higher dimensional spin lens spaces, Boldt and the first named author applied the method developed in [LMR16a] to the Dirac operator, obtaining analogous results to Theorems 3.1–3.2 (see [BL17]). In addition, several families of Dirac isospectral spin lens spaces were constructed. Also, they obtained a finiteness condition for two spin lens spaces being Dirac-isospectral. This allowed them to make computations, which gave strong evidences for the following claim ([BL17, Conj. 6.3], [BS18, Conj. 2.14])

Conjecture 7.1. Two Dirac isospectral spin lens spaces of dimension d ≡ 1 (mod 4) are isometric.

See [BS18, §2] for a more detailed explanation of these results.

The assertion in the conjecture does not hold for arbitrary spin manifolds. In fact, in [MP06], families of pairwise Dirac isospectral compact flat manifolds in every dimension greater than or equal to 4 are constructed.

Problem 7.2. [BL17, 6.6] Can the method by DeFord and Doyle [DD18] be applied to show Dirac isospectrality of spin lens spaces?

7.2. Computational results. There have been a number of results on p-isospectrality of lens spaces obtained by computational methods. Gornet and McGowan [GM06] used the spectral generating function in (5.10) defined by Ikeda, to show the existence of scattered pairs of p-isospectral lens spaces for some p > 0, which are not 0-isospectral. We refer to [La19, §2.5] for an analysis of these results.

In [La19], for small values of n and q and for any subset I of {0, 1, . . . , n − 1}, the computer determines the families of lens orbifolds (up to isometry) that are mutually p-isospectral for all p ∈ I and such that, for each p /∈ I, there are two elements in the family that are not p-isospectral.

The numerical results suggested a series of facts that were proved or conjectured. For example, if the lens spaces L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) and L(q; s^′_1, . . . , s^′_n) are 0-isospectral, then their corresponding covers of the same degree are also 0-isospectral, that is, L(q/d; s_1, . . . , s_n) and L(q/d; s^′_1, . . . , s^′_n) are also 0-isospectral for every divisor d of q ([La19, Thm. 4.3]). The numerical computations seem to imply that the same fact is true for lens orbifolds, but the same proof does not extend, at least in a direct way.

Conjecture 7.3. [La19, Rem. 4.4] If the lens orbifolds L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) and L(q; s^′_1, . . . , s^′_n) are 0- isospectral, then L(q/d; s_1, . . . , s_n) and L(q/d; s^′_1, . . . , s^′_n) are also 0-isospectral for every divisor d of q.

7.3. Spectral rigidity for 3-dimensional lens orbifolds. Bari and Hunsicker [BH19] considered the problem of extending Ikeda and Yamamoto’s result on 3-dimensional lens spaces, to the orbifold case, proving that two 3-dimensional (and 4-dimensional) isospectral lens orbifolds are isometric. Thus, Conjecture 4.6 in [La16] follows.

We next explain the steps in the argument in [BH19] in the case of dimension 3. Assume that L = L(q; s_1, s_2) = Γ\S^3 and L^′ = L(q^′; s^′_1, s^′_2) = Γ^′\S^3 are isospectral. We also assume that gcd(q, s_1, s_2) = 1 = gcd(q^′, s^′_1, s^′_2). A simple observation shows that q = q^′. The proof is naturally divided into the following five cases:

(1) L and L^′ are lens spaces;

(2) exactly one of L and L^′ is a lens space;

(3) gcd(q, s_1) = 1 = gcd(q, s^′_1) and gcd(q, s_2) ≠ 1 ≠ gcd(q, s^′_2); (4) gcd(q, s_1) = 1, and gcd(q, s_2), gcd(q, s^′_1), gcd(q, s^′_2) are greater than 1; (5) gcd(q, s_j) and gcd(q, s^′_j ) are greater than 1 for j = 1, 2.

We give the main ideas in each case. Case (1) was proved in [Ya80]. The second case follows from the following general fact proved in [GR03, Prop. 3.4(ii)]: if two isospectral orbifolds share the same Riemannian universal cover, and one of them is a manifold, then the other is also a manifold.

In the remaining cases, the authors used the spectral invariants given by the residues of the spectral generating function F_Γ(z) at the q-th primitive roots of unity, as done in [IY79] and [Ya80]. For example, in case (3), after assuming s_1 = s^′_1 = 1, they proved that the residues of F_Γ(z) and F_Γ′ (z) at ξ_q = e^{2πi/q} are equal to

(7.1) −2 ξ_q q(1 − ξ^{1−s2}_q )(1 − ξ^{1+s2}_q ) = −2 ξ_q q(1 − ξ^{1−s′2}_q )(1 − ξ^{1+s′2}_q ) . By straightforward cancellations, one obtains that ξ^{s2}_q + ξ^{−s2}_q = ξ^{s′2}_q + ξ^{−s′2}_q , thus cos(2πs_2/q) = cos(2πs^′_2/q) and therefore s_2 ≡ ±s^′_2 (mod q). The last condition implies that L(q; 1, s_2) and L(q; 1, s^′_2) are isometric.

Case (4) is even simpler since ξ_q is a pole of F_Γ(z) but not of F_Γ′ (z). Case (5) is the challenging one, and the proof in [BH19] is rather difficult to check.

7.4. Quotient of other compact symmetric spaces. The general approach introduced in Section 4 works also for other normal homogeneous spaces besides odd-dimensional spheres. We let (G, K) be such that G/K is a compact symmetric space of real rank one. As in the case of the sphere, the corresponding spherical representations (i.e. those in ^G_K ) are given by a family parametrized by non-negative integers, say ^G_{τ0} = {(σ_k, V_{σk} )}_{k≥0} (see [La16, §3.1] for further details), with associated eigenvalues satisfying λ(C, σ_k) < λ(C, σ_{k+1}) for all k ≥ 0. In particular, every eigenspace is an irreducible G-module.

We assume that Γ is a finite subgroup of the maximal torus T of G. Proposition 4.1 tells us that every eigenvalue of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on Γ\G/K is of the form λ(C, σ_k) for some k ≥ 0 with multiplicity equal to dim V^Γ_{σk} dim Hom_K (V_{σk} , W_{τ0} ). It remains to determine dim V^Γ_{σk} for every k, since the number dim Hom_K (V_{σk} , W_{τ0} ) is known in this case (it is equal to one for G/K ≃ S^{2n−1}, S^{2n}, P^n(C )). We define an analogue of Ikeda’s spectral generating function (2.4) by

(7.2) F_Γ(z) = F_{G,K,Γ}(z) = ∑ k≥0 dim V^Γ_{σk} z^k.

From (4.9), we have that dim V^Γ_{σk} = ∑ μ∈L_Γ mσk (μ), where LΓ is the lattice defined in (4.10).

Usually, it is not difficult to describe L_Γ in terms of the parameters of the generators of Γ. The main difficulty is to obtain an expression for the weight multiplicity m_{σk} (μ) depending only on ‖μ‖ for an adequate norm ‖ · ‖ on the corresponding weight lattice P (G).

In [La16, Prop. 3.2], such an expression is given for (G, K) equal to (SO(2n), SO(2n − 1)), (SO(2n + 1), SO(2n)), (SU(n + 1), S(U(n) × U(1))) and (Sp(2), Sp(1) × Sp(1)). As a consequence, one obtains an expression analogous to (4.16) for the multiplicity dim V^Γ_{σk} of the eigenvalue λ(C, σ_k) of the Laplace– Beltrami operator on Γ\G/K (see [La16, Thm. 3.4]), as well as an expression for F_Γ(z).

For instance, if G/K ≃ S^{2n}, the multiplicity of the eigenvalue λ(C, σ_k) = k(k + 2n − 1) is given by

(7.3) dim V^Γ_{σk} = ⌊k/2⌋∑

r=0 (_{r+n−1} n−1 ) (N_{LΓ} (k − 2r) + N_{LΓ} (k − 1 − 2r)) and (7.4) F_Γ(z) =

1 + z (1 − z^2)^n ϑ_{LΓ} (z). Here, since the standard maximal tori T of SO(2n + 1) and SO(2n) coincide, as well as their corresponding weight lattices (which are identified with Z^n), the norm ‖·‖_1 and the function N_{LΓ} (k) are defined as in Subsection 4.3

Laplace operators on Γ\G/K twisted by a character χ of Γ were also considered in [La16]. In this case, the associated ‘lattice’ L_{Γ,χ} turns out to be a shifted lattice of the original congruence lattice

L_Γ, that is, L_{Γ,χ} = μ_0 + L_Γ for some μ_0 ∈ P (G). The remaining formulas (e.g. (4.16), (4.17), (7.3) (7.4)) hold in this generality, by replacing L_Γ by L_{Γ,χ}.

In [La16, §4] many tables are given with computational calculations providing many isospectral examples with respect to twisted Laplace operators on lens orbifolds. For instance, it was found that for some characters, the 3-dimensional lens orbifolds L(4; 1, 2) and L(4; 0, 1) are isospectral with respect to the corresponding twisted Laplace operators, contrasting with the non-existence in the untwisted case in dimension 3. Another peculiar example is that the lens space L(5; 1, 2) with any non-trivial twist is isospectral to the lens orbifold L(5; 0, 1) with a certain non-trivial twist. Examples of twisted isospectrality between a manifold and an orbifold (with singularities) were already constructed by the last two named authors in [MR02], where the case of compact flat manifolds was studied.

These examples confirm that there is not so much geometric information encoded in the spectral information associated to the Laplace operator twisted by a (non-trivial) character of the fundamental group.

7.5. Harmonic-counting measure. Let L = L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) be the congruence lattice associated to the lens space L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n) given by elements (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ Z^n satisfying that ∑_n i=1 a_is_i is divisible by q. Mohades and Honari in [MH16] defined the harmonic-counting measure associated to L as the measure ν_L on the Borel σ-algebra of the unit sphere S^{n−1} as

(7.5) ν_L(U) = lim_{t→∞} ⌊t⌋∑ k=0

⌊k/2⌋∑

r=0 ( r + n − 2 n − 2 ) #{μ ∈ L ∩ C(U) : ‖μ‖_1 = k − 2r} t^{2n−1} , where C(U) = {aμ : μ ∈ U, a > 0} (the cone in R^n induced by U). When U = S^{n−1}, (3.10) tells us that the numerator on the right hand side in the above formula equals the number of eigenvalues (counted with multiplicities) of the Laplace–Beltrami operator on L less than or equal to λ_{⌊t⌋} = ⌊t⌋(⌊t⌋+2n−2).

By using the Weyl law for the lens space L(q; s_1, . . . , s_n), they proved that ν_L is a finite measure with total value ν_L(S^{n−1}) =^2_{q(2n−1)!} and such that

(7.6) ν_L(U) = 1 (n − 2)!2^{n−1}

Vol(T (C(U)) ∩ B)

∫_1 0 x^{n−2}(1 − x)^ndx, where T is the generating matrix of L defined in (6.3) and B is the unit one-norm ball.

References

[Bä92] C. Bär. The Dirac operator on homogeneous spaces and its spectrum on 3-dimensional lens spaces. Arch.

Math. 59 (1992), 65–79. DOI: 10.1007/BF01199016.

[Bä96] C. Bär. The Dirac operator on space forms of positive curvature. J. Math Soc. Japan 48:1 (1996), 69–83.

DOI: 10.2969/jmsj/04810069.

[Ba11] Naveed S. Bari. Orbifold lens spaces that are isospectral but not isometric. Osaka J. Math 48:1 (2011), 1–40. [BH19] Naveed S. Bari, E. Hunsicker. Isospectrality for orbifolds lens spaces. Canad. J. Math., in press (2019).

DOI: 10.4153/S0008414X19000178.

[BR] M. Beck, S. Robins. Computing the continuous discretely. Integer-point enumeration in polyhedra. Undergrad. Texts Math., Springer New York, 2007. DOI: 10.1007/978-0-387-46112-0.

[BGM] M. Berger, P. Gauduchon, E. Mazet. Le spectre d’une varit riemannienne. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, 194 Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1971.

[Bo11] S. Boldt. Eigenschaften des Dirac-Spektrums auf Linsenräumen. Diplomarbeit, Humboldt-Universität, Berlin, 2011.

[Bo17] S. Boldt. Properties of the Dirac spectrum on three dimensional lens spaces. Osaka J. Math. 54:4 (2017), 749–767.

[BL17] S. Boldt, E.A. Lauret. An explicit formula for the Dirac multiplicities on lens spaces. J. Geom. Anal. 27 (2017), 689–725. DOI: 10.1007/s12220-016-9695-x.

[BS18] S. Boldt, D. Schueth. Contributions to the spectral geometry of locally homogeneous spaces. In Space— time—matter, 69–89, De Gruyter, Berlin, 2018.

[Co] M. Cohen. A course in simple-homotopy theory. Grad. Texts in Math. 10. Springer-Verlag, New York- Heidelberg-Berlin, 1970.

[DD18] D. DeFord, P. Doyle. Cyclic groups with the same Hodge series. Rev. Un. Mat. Argentina 59:2 (2018), 241–254.

[DG89] D. DeTurk, C. Gordon. Isospectral Deformations II: Trace Formulas, Metrics, and Potentials. Comm. Pure App. Math. 42:2 (1989), 1067–1095.

[DGS12a] E. Dryden, V. Guillemin, R. Sena-Dias. Hearing Delzant polytopes from the equivariant spectrum. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 364:2 (2012), 887–910.

[DGS12b] Equivariant inverse spectral theory and toric orbifolds. Adv. Math. 231:3-4 (2012), 1271–1290. [Eh62] E. Ehrhart. Sur les polyèdres rationnels homothétiques à n dimensions. C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 254 (1962), 616–618.

[Go86] C. Gordon. Riemannian manifolds isospectral on functions but not on 1-forms. J. Diff. Geom. 24, (1986) 79–96.

[Go12] Orbifolds and their spectra. In Spectral Geometry, 49–71, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math. 84, Amer. Math.

Soc., Providence, RI, 2012. DOI: 10.1090/pspum/084.

[GR03] C. Gordon, J.P. Rossetti. Boundary volume and length spectra of Riemannian manifolds: what the middle degree Hodge spectrum doesn’t reveal. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 53:7 (2003), 2297–2314. DOI: 10.5802/aif.2007.

[GM06] R. Gornet, J. McGowan. Lens Spaces, isospectral on forms but not on functions. LMS J. Comput. Math.

9 (2006), 270–286. DOI: 10.1112/S1461157000001273.

[Ik80] A. Ikeda. On lens spaces which are isospectral but not isometric. Ann. Sci. École Norm. Sup. (4) 13:3 (1980), 303–315.

[Ik80] On the spectrum of a riemannian manifold of positive constant curvature. Osaka J. Math. 17 (1980), 75–93.

[Ik83] On spherical space forms which are isospectral but not isometric. J. Math. Soc. Japan 35:3 (1983), 437–444. DOI: 10.2969/jmsj/03530437.

[Ik88] Riemannian manifolds p-isospectral but not p + 1-isospectral. In Geometry of manifolds (Matsumoto, 1988), 383–417, Perspect. Math. 8, 1989.

[Ik97] On space forms of real Grassmann manifolds which are isospectral but not isometric. Kodai Math. J.

20:1 (1997), 1–7. DOI: 10.2996/kmj/1138043715.

[IT78] A. Ikeda, Y. Taniguchi. Spectra and eigenforms of the Laplacian on S^n and P^n(C ). Osaka J. Math. 15:3 (1978), 515–546.

[IY79] A. Ikeda, Y. Yamamoto. On the spectra of 3-dimensional lens spaces. Osaka J. Math. 16:2 (1979), 447–469. [Kn] A.W. Knapp. Lie groups beyond an introduction. Progr. Math. 140. Birkhäuser Boston Inc., 2002. [La16] E.A. Lauret. Spectra of orbifolds with cyclic fundamental groups. Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 50:1 (2016), 1–28. DOI: 10.1007/s10455-016-9498-0.

[La18] The spectrum on p-forms of a lens space. Geom. Dedicata 197 (2018), 107–122. DOI:

10.1007/s10711-018-0322-9.

[La19] A computational study on lens spaces isospectral on forms. Exp. Math., in press (2019). DOI:

10.1080/10586458.2018.1538908.

[LMR15] E.A. Lauret, R.J. Miatello, J.P. Rossetti. Representation equivalence and p-spectrum of constant curvature space forms. J. Geom. Anal. 25:1 (2015), 564–591. DOI: 10.1007/s12220-013-9439-0.

[LMR16a] Spectra of lens spaces from 1-norm spectra of congruence lattices. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN 2016:4 (2016), 1054–1089. DOI: 10.1093/imrn/rnv159.

[LMR16b] Non-strongly isospectral spherical space forms. In Mathematical Congress of the Americas, Contemp.

Math. 656, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2016. DOI: 10.1090/conm/656/13104.

[LR17] E.A. Lauret, F. Rossi Bertone. Multiplicity formulas for fundamental strings of representations of classical Lie algebras. J. Math. Phys. 58 (2017), 111703. DOI: 10.1063/1.4993851.

[LR18] Weight multiplicity formulas for bivariate representations of classical Lie algebras formulas. J. Math.

Phys. 59 (2018), 081705. DOI: 10.1063/1.5043305.

[MP06] R.J. Miatello, R. Podestá. The spectrum of twisted Dirac operators on compact flat manifolds. Trans.

Amer. Math. Soc. 358:10 (2006), 4569–4603. DOI: 10.1090/S0002-9947-06-03873-6.

[MR01] R.J. Miatello, J.P. Rossetti. Flat manifolds isospectral on p-forms. J. Geom. Anal. 11:4 (2001), 649–667. [MR02] . Comparison of twisted Laplace p-spectra for flat manifolds with diagonal holonomy. Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 21:4 (2002), 341–376. DOI: 10.1023/A:1015651821995.

[MH16] H. Mohades, B. Honari. Harmonic-counting measures and spectral theory of lens spaces. C. R. Math. Acad.

Sci. Paris 354:12 (2016), 1145–1150. DOI: 10.1016/j.crma.2016.10.016.

[MH17] On a relation between spectral theory of lens spaces and Ehrhart theory. Indag. Math. 28:2 (2017), 556–565. DOI: 10.1016/j.indag.2017.01.003.

[Mo1897] T. Molien. Über die Invarianten der linearen Substitutionsgruppen Sitzungsber. König. Preuss. Akad. Wiss.

52 (1897), 1152–1156.

[Pe95] H. Pesce. Variétés hyperboliques et elliptiques fortement isospectrales. J. Funct. Anal. 134:2 (1995), 363–391.

DOI: 10.1006/jfan.1995.1150.

[Sh] M.A. Shubin. Pseudodifferential operators and spectral theory. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. DOI:

10.1007/978-3-642-56579-3.

[Str80] H. Strese. Spektren symmetrischer Räume. Math. Nachrichten 98 (1980), 75–82.

[Ts81] C. Tsukamoto. Spectra of Laplace-Beltrami operators on SO(n + 2)/SO(2) × SO(n) and Sp(n + 1)/Sp(1) × Sp(n). Osaka J. Math. 18:2 (1981), 407–426.

[Wa] N. Wallach. Harmonic analysis on homogeneous spaces. Pure and Applied Mathematics 19. Marcel Dekker, Inc., New York, 1973.

[Wo] J. Wolf. Spaces of constant curvature. McGraw-Hill Book Co., 1967.

[Wo01] Isospectrality for spherical space forms. Result. Math. 40 (2001), 321–338. DOI: 10.1007/BF03322715. [Ya80] Y. Yamamoto. On the number of lattice points in the square x + y ≤ u with a certain congruence condition.

Osaka J. Math. 17:1 (1980), 9–21.

INMABB (CONICET) and Dpto. de Matemtica, Universidad Nacional del Sur, Bahía Blanca, Argentina.

E-mail address: emilio.lauret@uns.edu.ar

CIEM–FaMAF (CONICET), Universidad Nacional de Córdoba, Medina Allende s/n, Ciudad Universitaria, 5000 Córdoba, Argentina.

E-mail address: miatello@famaf.unc.edu.ar

CIEM–FaMAF (CONICET), Universidad Nacional de Córdoba, Medina Allende s/n, Ciudad Universitaria, 5000 Córdoba, Argentina.

E-mail address: rossetti@famaf.unc.edu.ar