arXiv:1912.12946v1 [math.GT] 30 Dec 2019

ASYMPTOTICS OF TWISTED ALEXANDER POLYNOMIALS AND HYPERBOLIC VOLUME

LEO BENARD, JEROME DUBOIS, MICHAEL HEUSENER, AND JOAN PORTI

Abstract. For a hyperbolic knot and a natural number n, we consider the Alexander polynomial twisted by the n-th symmetric power of a lift of the holonomy. We establish the asymptotic behavior of these twisted Alexander polynomials evaluated at unit complex numbers, yielding the volume of the knot exterior. More generally, we prove the asymptotic behavior for cusped hyperbolic manifolds of finite volume. The proof relies on results of Müller, and Menal-Ferrer and the last author. Using the uniformity of the convergence, we also deduce a similar asymptotic result for the Mahler measures of those polynomials.

1. Introduction

Twisted Alexander polynomials of knots have been defined by Lin [19] and Wada [39]. Kitano [17] showed that they are Reidemeister torsions, generalizing Milnor’s theorem on the (untwisted) Alexander polynomial [25]. Here we take the Reidemeister torsion approach to define the twisted Alexander polynomial for oriented, cusped, hyperbolic three-manifolds of finite volume.

An orientable hyperbolic three-manifold has a natural representation of its fundamental group into PSL_2(C ), the hyperbolic holonomy that is unique up to conjugation.The holonomy representation lifts to SL_2(C ), and a lift is unique up to multiplication with a representation into the center of SL_2(C ) (see [5]).

The corresponding twisted Alexander polynomial has been considered, among others, by Dunfield, Friedl and Jackson in [7]. Here we compose the lift of the holonomy representation with the irreducible representation of SL_2(C ) in SL_n(C ), the (n − 1)-th symmetric power, and study its asymptotic behavior.

Before considering non-compact, orientable, hyperbolic three-manifolds of finite volume in general, we discuss first the case of a hyperbolic knot complement S^3 \ K. Let ρ_n : π_1(S^3 \ K) → SL_n(C ) be the composition of a lift of the holonomy with the (n − 1)-th symmetric power SL_2(C ) → SL_n(C ). Let Δ^{ρn}_K denote the Alexander polynomial of K twisted by ρ_n, which equals Wada’s definition for n even, but it is Wada’s polynomial divided by (t − 1) when n is odd, so that its evaluation at t = 1 does not vanish. The set of unit complex numbers is denoted by S^1 = {ζ ∈ C | |ζ| = 1}. The following is a particular case of the main result of this paper.

Date: February 9, 2020.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. 57M25. 1

Theorem 1.1. For any ζ ∈ S^1, lim_{n→∞} log |Δ^{ρn}_K (ζ)| n^2 = 1 4π vol(S^3 \ K)

uniformly on ζ.

For a knot exterior there are two lifts ρ of the holonomy, Theorem 1.1 holds true for both choices of lift. As it has been shown by Goda for knot exteriors in [10], for ζ = 1 this theorem is a reformulation of a result on Reidemeister torsions of cusped manifolds proved by Menal-Ferrer and the last author in [24], relying on results of Müller [30].

Theorem 1.1 is a particular case of Theorem 1.6 below. To extend the definition of twisted Alexander polynomial to general cusped manifolds (Definition 2.6), we need to make some assumptions, that are always satisfied for hyperbolic knot exteriors. Let M be an orientable, non-compact, connected, finite volume hyperbolic three-manifold. It admits a compactification M by adding l ≥ 1 peripheral tori, one for each end:

∂M = T^2_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ T^2_l . Let α: π_1(M) ↠ Z^r be an epimorphism.

Assumption 1.2. For each peripheral torus T^2_i , α(π_1(T^2_i )) ∼= Z.

Assumption 1.2 holds true for the abelianization map of a knot in a homology sphere, or more generally for the abelianization map of a link in a homology sphere having the property that the linking number of pairwise different components vanish. Furthermore, for any cusped, oriented, hyperbolic 3-manifold M, there exists an epimorphism α: π_1(M) → Z satisfying Assumption 1.2 (compose the abelianization map with a generic surjection of H_1(M, Z) onto Z).

Let l_i ∈ π_1(T^2_i ) be a generator of ker(α|_{π1(T} 2_{i )}), we say that l_i is a longitude for α, and we use the terminology α-longitude. We choose ρ: π_1(M) → SL_2(C ) a lift of the hyperbolic holonomy satisfying the following:

Assumption 1.3. The lift of the holonomy ρ: π_1(M) → SL_2(C ) satisfies

tr(ρ(l_i)) = −2.

for each α-longitude l_i, i = 1, . . . , l.

For a knot exterior in a homology sphere and the abelianization map, Assumption 1.3 is satisfied for every lift of the holonomy. More generally, it is also satisfied for every lift of the holonomy for a link exterior in a homology sphere with the property that the linking number of pairwise different components vanish. In general, for any M and α satisfying Assumption 1.2, there exists at least one lift of the holonomy satisfying Assumption 1.3 [24, Proposition 3.2]. In terms of spin structures, this is the condition for a spin structure to extend along the Dehn fillings we will consider in the sequel, see Section 3.

For n ≥ 2, recall that the unique n-dimensional irreducible holomorphic representation of SL_2(C ) is the (n − 1)-th symmetric power. We denote it by Sym^{n−1} : SL_2(C ) → SL_n(C ). For a lift of the holonomy representation ρ: π_1(M) → SL_2(C ), we denote the composition with the (n − 1)-th symmetric power by ρ_n : π_1(M)^ρ−→ SL_2(C )^{Symn−1}−−−−−→ SL_n(C ).

Remark 1.4. This convention follows the notation of [24], but it differs from [30], it is shifted by 1.

To construct the twisted Alexander polynomial, we consider the polynomial representation associated to α: ᾱ : π_1(M) → C [t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_r ] γ → t^{α1(γ)}_1 · · · t^{αr (γ)}_r where α = (α_1, . . . , α_r) are the components of α. We define the twisted Alexander polynomial Δ^{α,n}_M in Definition 2.6 as the inverse of the Reidemeister torsion of the pair (M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n), after removing some factors (t^{β1}_1 · · · t^{βr}_r − 1) when n is odd (one factor for each peripheral torus). It is a Laurent polynomial with variables t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_r defined up to sign and up to multiplicative factors t^{±1}_i . Remark 1.5. We stress out the fact that, for ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ S^1, only the modulus |Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r)| is well defined.

The main result of this paper is:

Theorem 1.6. Under Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3, for any ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ S^1, lim_{n→∞} log |Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r)| n^2 = vol(M) 4π uniformly on the ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r.

The logarithmic Mahler measure of a Laurent polynomial P (t_1, . . . , t_r) ∈ C [t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_r ] is defined as

m(P ) = 1 (2π)^r ∫_{2π} 0 · · · ∫_{2π} 0 log |P (e^{iθ1} , . . . , e^{iθr} )| dθ_1 · · · dθ_r. With Theorem 1.6, as the convergence is uniform on ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ S^1, we also prove:

Theorem 1.7. Under Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3, lim_{n→∞} m(Δ^{α,n}_M )

n^2 = vol(M) 4π . Assume now that M is fibered over the circle and let α: π_1(M) → Z be induced by the fibration M → S^1. We chose a representative Δ^{α,n}_M (t) so that Δ^{α,n}_M (t) ∈ C [t] (it is a polynomial) and Δ^{α,n}_M (0) ≠ 0. From the fiberness of M follows that Δ^{α,n}_M (0) = ±1. Using Theorem 1.7, Jensen’s formula and some symmetry properties of Δ^{α,n}_M , we deduce the following corollary: Corollary 1.8. We have lim_{n→∞} 1 n^2 ∑ λ∈Spec(Δ^{α,n}_M ) | log |λ| | = 1 2π vol(M), where Spec(Δ^{α,n}_M ) = {λ ∈ C | Δ^{α,n}_M (λ) = 0}. Moreover, the maximum of the modulus of the roots grows exponentially with n.

In the previous corollary, we use^1_{2π} instead of^1_{4π} because Δ^{α,n}_M (λ) = 0 iff Δ^{α,n}_M (1/λ) = 0, and therefore precisely half of the roots appear in Jensen’s formula. Notice also that deg Δ^{α,n}_M (t) is linear on n, so the second statement follows directly from the first.

When M is not fibered, it may happen that Δ^{α,n}_M is not monic and we must take into account Δ^{α,n}_M (0) in Jensen’s formula.

Remark 1.9. If M is a closed, oriented, hyperbolic three-manifold, then all our results hold true for any epimorphism α: π_1(M) → Z^r, without requiring any assumption on α and the lift of the holonomy.

Given ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ S^1, we compose α: π_1(M) ↠ Z^r with the homomorphism

Z^r → S^1 (n_1, . . . , n_r) → ζ^{n1}_1 · · · ζ^{nr}_r and we denote the composition by χ: π_1(M) → S^1. Namely, we evaluate ᾱ at t_j = ζ_j: if α = (α_1, . . . , α_r) are the components of α, then

χ: π_1(M) → S^1 (1) γ → ζ^{α1(γ)}_1 · · · ζ^{αr(γ)}_r . In fact, Theorem 1.6 is a theorem on Reidemeister torsions, as |Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r)| is the inverse of the modulus of the Reidemeister torsion of M twisted by the representation χ ⊗ ρ_n (in some cases perhaps up to some factor independent of n or after the choice of basis in homology), see Section 2.

The definition of twisted Alexander polynomial as a Reidemeister torsion requires a vanishing theorem in cohomology, Theorem 2.3. Its proof mimics the classical vanishing theorem on L^2-cohomology of Matsushima–Murakami, as we explain in Appendix B . As a direct consequence of this vanishing theorem, we obtain that the twisted Alexander polynomials have no roots on the unit circle:

Theorem 1.10. Under Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3, for any ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ S^1, Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r) ≠ 0. We apply this theorem to study the dynamics of a pseudo-Anosov diffeomorphism on the variety of representations. Let Σ be a compact orientable surface, possibly with boundary and with negative Euler characteristic. For a pseudo-Anosov diffeomorphism ϕ: Σ → Σ, consider its action on the relative variety of (conjugacy classes of) representations ϕ^∗ : R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )) → R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )). The mapping torus M(ϕ) is a hyperbolic manifold of finite volume and its holonomy restricts to a representation of π_1(Σ) in SL_2(C ) whose conjugacy class is fixed by ϕ^∗. In particular the conjugacy class of the composition [ρ_n] = [Sym^{n−1} ∘hol|_{π1(Σ)}] in R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )) is fixed by ϕ^∗. In Appendix C we prove:

Theorem 1.11. The tangent map of ϕ^∗ at [ρ_n] on R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )) has no eigenvalues of norm one. Namely, of ϕ^∗ has hyperbolic dynamics at [ρ_n].

For n = 2 and ∂Σ = ∅, this was proved by M. Kapovich in [15]. The relation with the rest of the paper comes from the formula (Proposition C.3) det ( (dϕ^∗)_{[ρn]} − t Id ) = n−1∏ k=1 Δ^{α,2k+1} M(ϕ) (t), where α: π_1(M(ϕ)) ↠ Z is induced by the natural fibration of the mapping torus over S^1 with fiber Σ. Then the result follows from Theorem 1.10.

Summary of the proof. Most of the paper is devoted to prove Theorem 1.6 for ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ e^{iπQ} . For that purpose, we consider sequences of closed manifolds M_{p/q} obtained by Dehn filling, that converge geometrically to M by Thurston’s hyperbolic Dehn filling theorem. The assumption ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ e^{iπQ} allows us to chose the Dehn fillings M_{p/q} so that the twist χ: π_1(M) → S^1 in (1) factors through π_1(M_{p/q}). Then the strategy is to apply Müller’s theorem [30] to the asymptotic behavior of the torsion of closed Dehn fillings M_{p/q}. Even if in Müller’s paper there is no twist, as χ is unitary we can modify the proof of Müller’s theorem by considering Ruelle functions twisted by χ. We prove the main theorem for ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ e^{iπQ} by analyzing the behavior of those twisted Ruelle zeta functions and the arguments of Müller’s proof under limits of Dehn fillings, as in [24]. To conclude the proof for arbitrary ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ S^1, we take an intermediary result (Corollary 7.6) where Dehn fillings do not appear anymore. As Corollary 7.6 holds for ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ e^{iπQ} , we use continuity and a density argument to extend it to any unitary ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ S^1.

Organization of the paper. In Section 2 we define (a normalized version of) the twisted Alexander polynomial Δ^{α,n}_M , in particular we establish the basic results in cohomology required for that, based on Appendix B and we prove Theorem 1.10. Section 3 is devoted to construct Dehn fillings that approximate M, so that the character in (1) extends to them, as we assume that ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r ∈ e^{iπQ} . Analytic torsion is discussed in Section 4, and the main results on twisted Ruelle zeta functions are established in Section 5. Section 6 discusses the behavior of Reidemeister torsion and Ruelle zeta functions under sequences of approximating Dehn fillings, and the proof of the main theorem is completed in Section 7.

The paper contains three appendices. In Appendix A we recall the main properties of combinatorial torsion. The results in L^2-cohomology needed in Section 2 are established in Appendix B. Finally, in Appendix C we establish Theorem 1.11.

Acknowledgements. L.B. thanks warmly Nicolas Bergeron for many enlightening conversations on related topics. He also thanks Shu Shen for indicating him that Müller’s proof of Fried’s theorem should generalize to the case of unitary twist. A large part of this work has been conducted while L.B. was hosted by the University of Geneva, supported by the NCCR SwissMAP (Swiss National foundation). L.B. is partially funded by the RTG 2491 ”Fourier Analysis and Spectral Theory”. M.H. and J.P. have been funded by the MEC grant

MTM2015-66165-P and J. P. by the MEC through “María de Maeztu” Programme for Units of Excellence in R&D (MDM-2014-0445).

2. Reidemeister torsion and twisted Alexander polynomials

In this section we define the twisted Alexander polynomial for a cusped hyperbolic manifold M, equipped with an epimorphism α: π_1(M) ↠ Z^r satisfying Assumptions 1.2, and a lift ρ of the holonomy satisfying Assumption 1.3. Before defining the polynomial from the Reidemeister torsion of the pair (M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n), we need to consider homology and cohomology of (M, χ ⊗ ρ_n), as the representation χ ⊗ ρ_n is a specialization of ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n.

In Subsection 2.1 we study (co)-homology of (M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) and (M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n). In Subsection 2.2 we consider the Reidemeister torsion of (M, χ⊗ρ_n). Then we define the twisted Alexander polynomial in Subsection 2.3 from the Reidemeister torsion of (M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n). We express evaluations of the twisted Alexander polynomial at unit complex numbers as Reidemeister torsions of the representations χ ⊗ ρ_n and we prove Theorem 1.10.

Preliminary constructions and results on homology, cohomology and Reidemeister torsion are gathered in Appendix A, where we also recall some properties of Sym^{n−1}. This section also relies on results on L^2-cohomology from Appendix B.

2.1. Cohomology of (M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) and (M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n). When χ is trivial, the results of this subsection on cohomology twisted by χ ⊗ ρ_n = ρ_n can be found in [24, Section 4].

In Corollary B.7 (in Appendix B) we prove that the inclusion ∂M → M induces a monomorphism

(2) 0 → H^1(M , χ ⊗ ρ_n) → H^1(∂M , χ ⊗ ρ_n).

Thus to understand the cohomology of M we need to understand the cohomology of the peripheral tori T^2_i , i = 1, . . . , l, where

∂M = T^2_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ T^2_l .

is the decomposition in connected components. In particular l is the number of cusps of M.

2.1.1. Peripheral cohomology.

Lemma 2.1. If Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3 hold, then for any peripheral torus T^2_i

(a) dim_C H^0(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n) = { 0 if n even or χ(π_1(T^2_i )) ≠ {1}, 1 if n odd and χ(π_1(T^2_i )) = {1}.

(b) dim_C H^0(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n) = dim_C H^2(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n) =^1_2 dim_C H^1(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n).

Proof. (a) To compute its dimension, we view H^0(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n) as the space of invariants (C^n )^{χ⊗ρn(π1(T 2i ))}. For any non-trivial element γ in π_1(T^2_i ) its image ρ(γ) by the holonomy is parabolic, with trace ϵ_γ 2, for some ϵ_γ = ±1. Hence χ(γ) ρ_n(γ) has only one eigenspace, with dimension one and eigenvalue χ(γ)ϵ^{n−1}_γ (see Remark A.7 in Appendix A).

By Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3, when n is even or when χ(π_1(T^2_i )) ≠ {1}, there is always an element γ ∈ π_1(T^2_i ) that satisfies χ(γ)(ϵ_γ )^{n−1} ≠ 1, thus dim_C (H^0(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n)) = 0. In case n is odd and χ(π_1(T^2_i )) = {1}, then χ(γ)(ϵ_γ )^{n−1} = 1 for every γ ∈ π_1(T^2_i ).

(b) Poincaré duality induces a nondegenerate pairing, see Remark A.6:

H^0(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n) × H^2(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n) → C .

Notice that we use χ and its inverse χ (its complex conjugate). Hence by (a):

dim_C (H^0(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n)) = dim_C (H^0(T^2_i , χ̄ ⊗ ρ_n)) = dim_C (H^2(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n)).

Then the assertion follows from these computations and vanishing of the Euler characteristic of T^2. □

To compute further cohomology groups, we discuss L^2-forms, in particular de Rham cohomology. Let E_{χ⊗ρn} denote the flat bundle on M (or on any submanifold) twisted by the representation χ ⊗ ρ_n, see Appendix B. For each peripheral torus T^2_i , let T^2_i × [0, ∞) ⊂ M denote the cusp, which is an end of M, and consider the space of forms on the cusp valued on the bundle E_{χ⊗ρn} , Ω^∗(T^2_i × [0, ∞), E_{χ⊗ρn} ). It is equipped with a metric as in Appendix B, in particular we may talk about L^2-forms, as forms with a finite norm. A cohomology class is called L^2 if represented by an L^2-form, and the subspace of L^2-cohomology classes in H^i(T^2_j × [0, +∞), E_{χ⊗ρn} ) is denoted by H^i(T^2_j × [0, +∞), E_{χ⊗ρn} )_L2 .

Lemma 2.2. Assume that n is odd and that the restriction of the character χ(π_1(T^2_j )) is trivial. Then:

(a) Every class in H^i(T^2_j × [0, +∞), E_{ρn} )_L2 is represented by a form v ⊗ ω, where ω is an i-form on T^2 and v ∈ (C^n )^{ρ(π1(T 2))}.

(b) dim_C H^0(T^2 × [0, +∞), E_{ρn} )_L2 = dim_C H^1(T^2 × [0, +∞), E_{ρn} )_L2 = 1 and H^2(T^2 × [0, +∞), E_{ρn} )_L2 = 0.

Proof. In [22, Lemma 3.3] the same statement is proved for the composition with the adjoint representation on the Lie algebra sl_n(C ), Ad ∘ Sym^{n−1}. Recall that from Lemma 2.1 the space of invariants (C^n )^{ρn(π1(T 2i ))} is one-dimensional, for n odd. Then the lemma follows from Clebsch-Gordan formula, see Equation (52) in Appendix A. □

2.1.2. Cohomology of M. In this paragraph we prove the properties of the cohomology of M required for our definition of twisted Alexander polynomial.

Theorem 2.3. Let M, ρ, and α satisfy Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3. (a) If n is even or if χ is non trivial on every peripheral subgroup, then H^∗(M, χ⊗ ρ_n) = 0.

(b) If n is odd, then dim_C H^1(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) = dim_C H^2(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) is the number of peripheral subgroups to which the restriction of χ is trivial.

Proof. For both (a) and (b), first notice that M has the homotopy type of a 2–complex, hence H^i(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) = 0 for any i ≥ 3. In addition, the space of invariants H^0(M, χ⊗ρ_n) ∼= (C^n )^{χ⊗ρn(π1(M))} also vanishes since ρ_n is irreducible.

To prove (a), the vanishing of H^1(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) is a consequence of Lemma 2.1 and the monomorphism in (2). We conclude that H^2(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) = 0 because the Euler characteristic χ(M) is zero.

For (b) assume that n is odd. We use that H^1(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) has no L^2-forms, by Theorem B.1, hence by Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2, the map

H^1(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) → H^1(T^2_i , ρ_n)

has rank at most one if χ|_{π1(T} 2_{i )} is trivial, and 0 otherwise. Thus, if s is the number of peripheral tori T^2_i where χ restricts trivially, by (2),

dim_C H^1(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) ≤ s.

On the other hand, using duality twice (Poincaré and homology/cohomology) H^3(M , ∂M ; χ⊗ρ_n) = 0 and, by the long exact sequence of the pair, H^2(M , χ⊗ ρ_n) ↠ H^2(∂M , χ ⊗ ρ_n) is a surjection. Hence by Lemma 2.1:

dim_C H^2(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) ≥ s.

Finally, as χ(M) = 0, dim_C H^1(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) = dim_C H^2(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) = s. □

We need to precise the bases for the cohomology groups. It is easier to describe them for the homology groups. For a torus T^2_i such that χ(π_1(T^2_i )) is trivial, if h_i ∈ C^n is invariant by π_1(T^2_i ), then the class of h_i ⊗ T^2_i is a well defined element in H_2(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n), and so is h_i ⊗ l_i in H_1(T^2_i , χ ⊗ ρ_n).

Lemma 2.4. Assume that χ is trivial precisely on π_1(T^2_1 ), . . . , π_1(T^2_s ). Let h_i ∈ C^n be non-zero and invariant by π_1(T^2_i ), for i = 1 . . . , s. Let i_∗ denote the map induced by inclusion in homology. Then:

(a) {i_∗(h_1 ⊗ T^2_1 ), . . . , i_∗(h_s ⊗ T^2_s )} is a basis for H_2(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n). (b) {i_∗(h_1 ⊗ l_1), . . . , i_∗(h_s ⊗ l_s)} is a basis for H_1(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n).

Proof. For i = 1, . . . , s, since χ is trivial on T^2_i , (a) follows from the isomorphisms H_2(T^2_i , ρ_n) ∼= H^0(T^2_i , ρ_n) ∼= (C^n )^{ρn(π1(T 2))}, and from the isomorphism

0 → H_2(T^2_1 , ρ_n) ⊕ · · · ⊕ H_2(T^2_s , ρ_n)^{i∗}→ H_2(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) → 0

coming from the long exact sequence in homology.

For (b) we claim first that h_j ⊗ l_j is non-zero in H_1(T^2_j , ρ_n), for j = 1, . . . s. We prove the claim by computing cellular homology explicitly. For this purpose, chose a cell decomposition of the torus with one 0-cell, one 2-cell and two 1-cells, that are loops, and assume that one of these loops represents l_j . Furthermore, using the description of ρ_n(π_1(T^2_j )), a straightforward computation shows that h_j ⊗ l_j is not a boundary, see (6) below. Alternatively, as in the proof of Lemma 2.2, an equivalent statement is proved in [22, Lemma 3.4] for Ad ∘ Sym^{n−1}, and our claim follows from Clebsch-Gordan formula (52).

From the proof of Theorem 2.3 we have an injection

0 → H^1(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n))^{i∗}→ H^1(T^2_1 , ρ_n) ⊕ · · · ⊕ H^1(T^2_s , ρ_n) and a surjection

H_1(T^2_1 , ρ_n) ⊕ · · · ⊕ H_1(T^2_s , ρ_n)^{i∗}→ H_1(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) → 0.

We also have naturality with the pairing between homology and cohomology (see Appendix A): ⟨i_∗(−), −⟩ = ⟨−, i^∗(−)⟩ where the pairing on ∂M is understood to be the sum of pairings on each component T^2_i . Thus, by Poincaré duality,

(3) ker(i_∗) = im(i^∗)^⊥.

By Remark A.7, h_j ∈ (C^n )^{ρn(π1(T 2i ))} is isotropic for the ρ_n-invariant bilinear form. Hence by Lemma 2.2(a), the pairing between h_j ⊗ l_j and any L^2-class in H^1(T^2_j × [0, ∞), ρ_n) vanishes. Thus, by dimension considerations:

(4) ⟨h_1 ⊗ l_1, . . . , h_s ⊗ l_s⟩ = ( H^1(∂M × [0, ∞), χ ⊗ ρ_n)_L2 )_⊥ . Furthermore, by Theorem B.1: im(i^∗) ∩ H^1(∂M × [0, ∞), χ ⊗ ρ_n)_L2 = 0.

As dim im(i^∗) = dim H^1(∂M × [0, ∞), χ ⊗ ρ_n)_L2 =^1_2 dim H^1(∂M , χ ⊗ ρ_n) = s,

(5) im(i^∗) ⊕ H^1(∂M × [0, ∞), χ ⊗ ρ_n)_L2 = H^1(∂M , χ ⊗ ρ_n). Finally, (5), (3) and (4) yield

ker(i_∗) ⊕ ⟨h_1 ⊗ l_1, . . . , h_s ⊗ l_s⟩ = H_1(∂M , χ ⊗ ρ_n), in particular ⟨h_1 ⊗l_1, . . . , h_s ⊗l_s⟩∩ker(i_∗) = 0. Thus {i_∗(h_1 ⊗l_1), . . . , i_∗(h_s ⊗l_s)} are linearly independent, hence a basis. □

When χ is trivial, Lemma 2.4 is [24, Proposition 4.6].

2.2. Reidemeister torsion. We use the convention of [26] and [38] for Reidemeister torsion, so that it is compatible with the standard convention for analytic torsion but it is the reciprocal to the twisted Alexander polynomial. See Appendix A.

As a consequence of Theorem 2.3, we have that | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n)| ∈ R_{>0} is well defined when n is even or when n is odd and the restriction of χ to every peripheral torus is nontrivial. The absolute value in | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n)| is needed, because χ introduces an indeterminacy of the argument, more precisely tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) is only defined up to multiplication by a unit complex number.

In the non-acyclic case we shall consider | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n; b_1, b_2)|, where b_1 and b_2 are the basis of the homology provided by Lemma 2.4. Notice that | tor(M, χ⊗ρ_n; b_1, b_2)| is independent on the vectors h_i in Lemma 2.4. This follows since (C^n )^{π1(Ti)} is one-dimensional and | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n; b_1, b_2)| does not change if we replace the vector h_i in Lemma 2.4 by a multiple, since in the formula for the torsion the multiple cancel out.

2.3. Twisted Alexander polynomials. In this subsection we introduce the twisted Alexander polynomial for a finite volume 3-manifold M (connected and orientable) and an epimorphism α: π_1(M) → Z^r as in the introduction. We define it as the inverse of a Reidemeister torsion of ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n, where ᾱ(γ) = t^{α1(γ)}_1 · · · t^{αr (γ)}_r , ∀γ ∈ π_1(M).

We use the notation C [t^{±1} ] = C [t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_r ] for the ring of Laurent polynomials and C (t) = C (t_1 , . . . , t_r) for its field of fractions.

Lemma 2.5. If Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3 hold, then H^∗(M, ᾱ⊗ρ_n) = H_∗(M, ᾱ⊗ ρ_n) = 0.

Proof. Choose ζ_1, . . . ζ_r ∈ S^1 generic so that the corresponding homomorphism χ: π_1(M) → S^1 in (1) has non trivial restriction on each peripheral subgroup π_1(T^2_i ). Then by Theorem 2.3 we have H^∗(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) = 0. Using combinatorial cohomology, notice that the matrices used to compute H^∗(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n) are the evaluation at (t_1, . . . , t_r) = (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r) of the matrices used to compute H^∗(M, ᾱ⊗ρ_n). In addition, the C (t)-rank of a matrix with coefficients in C [t^{±1} ] is larger than or equal to its C -rank after evaluation at (t_1, . . . , t_r) = (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r). Thus, by acyclicity of χ ⊗ ρ_n, the C -rank of the matrices used to compute cohomology is maximal, hence the C (t)-rank of these matrices before evaluation at (t_1, . . . , t_r) = (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r) is also maximal, and therefore ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n is acyclic. □

For each peripheral torus T^2_i chose m_i so that π_1(T^2_i ) = ⟨l_i, m_i⟩ ∼= Z^2, where l_i is an α-longitude. Writing α(m_i) = (α_1(m_i), . . . , α_r(m_i)) ∈ Z^r, we denote t^{α(mi)} = ᾱ(m_i) = t^{α1(mi)}_1 · · · t^{αr (mi)}_r . Definition 2.6. The twisted Alexander polynomial of (M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n) is

Δ^{α,n}_M (t_1, . . . , t_r) := 1 tor(M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n) for n even, 1 tor(M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n)(t^{α(m1 )} − 1) · · · (t^{α(ml )} − 1) for n odd.

It is an element of C (t) = C (t_1 , . . . , t_r), a quotient of polynomials in the variables t_1, . . . , t_r, defined up to sign and up to multiplication by monomials t^{n1}_1 · · · t^{nr}_r . In Corollary 2.9 we prove that it is a Laurent poynomial, an element of C [t^{±1} ] = C [t^{±1}_1 , . . . , t^{±1}_r ].

Remark 2.7. For even dimensional representations, this is the same as Wada’s polynomial [39], using Kitano’s Theorem [17]. For odd dimensional representations, it is a normalization of the latter.

We view C [t^{±1} ]^n ∼= C [t^{±1} ] ⊗ C^n as a π_1(M)-module via ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n, and denote it by C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} . For the definition of the order of a C [t^{±1} ]-module, see [38].

Lemma 2.8. (a) Up to units in C [t^{±1} ]: 1 tor(M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n) = order_{C [t}±1_] H_1(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ).

(b) For n odd, order_{C [t}±1_] H_1(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) ∈ (t^{α(m1 )} −1) · · · (t^{α(ml )} −1)C [t^{±1} ].

Corollary 2.9. The twisted Alexander polynomial is a Laurent polynomial: Δ^{α,n}_M ∈ C [t^{±1} ]. Before proving Lemma 2.8 we need the following lemma:

Lemma 2.10. Assume that n is odd. (a) For each peripheral torus T^2_j , H_1(T^2_j , C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) ∼= C [t^{±1} ]/(t^{α(mj )} − 1).

In addition, it is generated by the image of h_j ⊗ l_j via the natural map (C^n )^{ρn(lj )} ⊗ H_1(S^1_j ; Z) → H_1(T^2_j , C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ), where (C^n )^{ρn(lj )} is the (1-dimensional) subspace invariant by ρ_n(l_j ), 0 ≠ h_j ∈ (C^n )^{ρn(lj )}, and S^1_j is a circle representing l_j.

(b) The inclusion induces a monomorphism H_1(∂M , C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) → H_1(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ). Proof. To prove (a) consider S^1_j × R → T^2_j the infinite cyclic covering with deck transformation group Z generated by τ : S^1_j × R → S^1_j × R. There is a long exact sequence in homology [27, 33] · · · → H_i(S^1_j × R, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )^{τ∗−1}−→ H_i(S^1_j × R, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) → H_i(T^2_j × R, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) → · · · As ᾱ(π_1(S^1_j )) = 1, H_i(S^1_j × R, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) ∼= C [t^{±1} ] ⊗ H_i(S^1_j , C^n_{ρn} ) and the action of τ_∗ on C [t^{±1} ] corresponds to multiplication by t^{α(mj )}. Furthermore H_i(S^1_j , C^n_{ρn} ) = 0 for i ≠ 0, 1 and H_1(S^1_j , C^n_{ρn} ) ∼= H^0(S^1_j , C^n_{ρn} ) ∼= (C^n )^{ρn(lj )}. Then (a) follows from these considerations.

In the proof of (b) we omit the subindex ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n of the module C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} . As a consequence of (a) there is a finite set of characters Σ_j ⊂ hom(Z^r, S^1) such that H_1(T^2_j , C [t^{±1} ]^n) ∼= ⨁ χ∈Σ_j H_1(T^2_j , C [t^{±1} ]^n) ⊗_χ C .

Thus, for Σ = Σ_1 ∪ · · · ∪ Σ_l, we have a monomorphism H_1(∂M , C [t^{±1} ]^n) → ⨁ χ∈Σ H_1(∂M , C [t^{±1} ]^n) ⊗_χ C .

Next view this inclusion in the following commutative diagram: H_1(∂M , C [t^{±1} ]^n)

fflffl

Ø ¨ // ⨁ χ∈Σ H_1(∂M , C [t^{±1} ]^n) ⊗_χ C

fflffl

// ⨁ χ∈Σ H_1(∂M, ρ_n ⊗ χ)

fflffl H_1(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n) // ⨁ χ∈Σ H_1(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n) ⊗_χ C // ⨁ χ∈Σ H_1(M , ρ_n ⊗ χ)

By Theorem 2.3, Lemma 2.4 and (a), the morphism H_1(∂M , C [t^{±1} ]^n) ⊗_χ C → H_1(M, ρ_n ⊗ χ) is an isomorphism for every χ ∈ hom(Z^r, S^1). Thus it follows from commutativity of the diagram that H_1(∂M , C [t^{±1} ]^n) → H_1(M , C [t^{±1} ]^n) is injective. □

Proof of Lemma 2.8. By Turaev [38] we have an equality (up to units in C [t^{±1} ]): 1 tor(M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n) = order(H_1(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )) order(H_0(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )) order(H_2(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ))

As the manifold M has the simple homotopy type of a 2-dimensional complex, we have that order(H_2(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )) = 1. Hence it suffices to prove that order(H_0(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )) = 1. So, looking for a contradiction, assume order(H_0(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )) ≠ 1 and pick λ = (λ_1, . . . , λ_r) ∈ (C^∗ )^r a root of the polynomial order(H_0(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )) (this polynomial defines a hypersurface in C^r , and since the order is defined up to factors t^{±1}_i , it intersects (C^∗ )^r non trivially). Evaluation at (t_1, . . . , t_r) = (λ_1, . . . , λ_r) defines a morphism Λ: π_1(M) → C^∗ , by Λ(γ) = λ^{α1(γ)}_1 · · · λ^{αr (γ)}_r . Since λ is a root of the polynomial order(H_0(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )), H_0(M, Λ ⊗ ρ_n) ≠ 0. This means that C^n has non-zero coinvariants for the action of Λ ⊗ ρ_n. By duality, C^n has nonzero invariants by the action of Λ ⊗ ρ_n, in particular C^n has a proper subspace preserved by ρ_n. By Zariski density of the holonomy representation, this contradicts irreducibility of Sym^{n−1}. This proves (a).

For (b) construct the twisted chain complex from a CW–complex K, with |K| = M: C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) = C [t^{±1} ]^n ⊗_{ᾱ⊗ρn} C_∗( ~K, Z). We may assume furthermore that there are 2-cells of K, denoted by e^2_i , representing T^2_i and 1-cells denoted by e^1_i representing l_i. Chose respective lifts ẽ^2_i of e^2_i , and ẽ^1_i of e^1_i , in the universal cover ~K that correspond to the same connected component of the lift of the peripheral torus T^2_i in the universal covering. Moreover, chose ẽ^1_i to be adjacent to ẽ^2_i , so that

(6) ∂ẽ^2_i = (m_i − 1)ẽ^1_i + (1 − l_i)f̃^1_i

for some other 1-cell f^1_i . Notice that ⟨m_i, l_i⟩ ∼= π_1(T^2_i ), with ᾱ(l_i) = 1 and ᾱ(m_i) = t^{α(mi )}. Chose also h_i ∈ C^n a non-zero element invariant by ρ_n(π_1(T^2_i )). Let L_∗ ⊂ C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) be the C [t^{±1} ]-subcomplex generated by the elements h_i ⊗ ẽ^j_i , j = 1, 2, i = 1, . . . , l. By the choice of lifts:

(7) ∂(h_i ⊗ ẽ^2_i ) = (t^{α(mi )} − 1)h_i ⊗ ẽ^1_i ,

up to sign and up to powers of t^{α(mi )}, and ∂(h_i ⊗ ẽ^1_i ) = 0 since e^1_i represents l_i. Hence L_∗ is a subcomplex of C_∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n). Moreover it follows from (7) that this complex L_∗ is also acyclic as a complex of C (t)-vector spaces. We have a short exact sequence of acyclic complexes of C (t)-vector spaces:

(8) 0 → L_∗ → C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) → C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )/L_∗ → 0.

Furthermore we can construct geometric bases à la Milnor for C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) that include the elements h_i ⊗ ẽ^j_i , Definition A.2. Thus there are compatible geometric bases in the sequence and the multiplicativity formula for the torsion [26, Theorem 3.2] provides the equality:

tor(M, ᾱ ⊗ ρ_n) = tor(L_∗) tor(C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )/L_∗).

From (7) the contribution of tor(L_∗) is (t^{m1} − 1) · · · (t^{ml} − 1). Finally, we show that the zeroth and second homology groups of C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )/L_∗ vanish (hence its torsion is the inverse of a Laurent polynomial). For that purpose, notice that from Lemma 2.10 (a) and (7) we have a natural isomorphism

H_1(L_∗) ∼= H_1(∂M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ).

Hence by Lemma 2.10 (b) we have an injection induced by inclusion

H_1(L_∗) → H_1(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ).

Using this monomorphism, the long exact sequence in homology corresponding to (8), and the vanishing of H_i(M, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} ) for i = 0, 2, it follows that zeroth and second homology groups of C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n_{ᾱ⊗ρn} )/L_∗ also vanish. □

Proposition 2.11. For n even, |Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r)| = 1 | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n)| . For n odd, |Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r)| = 1 | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n; b_1, b_2)| ∏ ζ^{α(m}i^)≠1 1 |ζ^{α(mi)} − 1| . In the proposition, b_2 and b_1 are the basis in homology of Lemma 2.4, according to the components where χ(π_1(T^2_i )) is trivial, α(m_i) ∈ Z^r is a generator of the image of α(π_1(T^2_i )). We use the notation ζ^{α(mi)} = ζ^{α1(mi)}_1 · · · ζ^{αr (mi)}_r . The product in the odd case runs on the components where χ(π_1(T^2_i )) is non trivial.

Proof. In the acyclic case (when n is even or when χ is non-trivial on each peripheral subgroup) the proposition follows from naturality, cf. [26, § 6].

The proof of the non-acyclic case is very similar to the proof of Lemma 2.8 b), but the subcomplex L_∗ is only constructed from the peripheral tori for which the restriction of χ is trivial. Namely, assume that n is odd and that χ is trivial precisely on π_1(T^2_1 ), . . . , π_1(T^2_s ). Then, choosing a CW-complex K as in the proof of Lemma 2.8, we take L_∗ to be the subcomplex of C_∗(K, χ⊗ρ_n) generated by elements h_i ⊗ ẽ^j_i , j = 1, 2, i = 1, . . . , s. In this case the boundary operator is zero in L_∗, and a geometric basis for L_∗ is precisely a lift of the basis b_1 and b_2 for H_∗(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n), by Lemma 2.4. From the defining short exact sequence and the previous consideration, it follows that C_∗(K, χ ⊗ ρ_n)/L_∗ is acyclic and its torsion equals | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n; b_1, b_2)|. Then the lemma follows from naturality applied to C_∗(K, C [t^{±1} ]^n)/L^′_∗, where L^′_∗ is the subcomplex C [t^{±1} ]-generated by the same elements as L_∗, h_i ⊗ ẽ^j_i , j = 1, 2, i = 1, . . . , s. □

For ρ_3 = Sym^2 ∘ρ = Ad ∘ρ and χ trivial, Proposition 2.11 has been proved by Yamaguchi in [44] for knot exteriors and by Dubois and Yamaguchi in [6] in a more general setting.

Proof of Theorem 1.10. Proposition 2.11 expresses the evaluation of the twisted Alexander polynomial at unitary complex numbers as a Reidemeister torsion, which is an element of C^∗ , up to multiplication by a unit complex number. In particular it is not zero. □

3. Dehn fillings and rational twists

In this section we consider Dehn fillings on M and sequences of those fillings that converge geometrically to M. In the first subsection we discuss compatibility conditions with the twist and with the lift of the holonomy (equivalently the spin structure). In particular we restrict to rational Dehn fillings. In the second subsection we discuss surgery formulas for the torsion.

Definition 3.1. A unitary twist χ: π_1(M) → S^1 ⊂ C is called rational if it takes values in e^{2πi Q} .

In this section we shall assume that χ is rational, so that it induces a twist of certain Dehn fillings, as we explain in the next subsection.

3.1. Compatible Dehn fillings. For each peripheral torus T^2_i we have an αlongitude, namely an element l_i ∈ π_1(T^2_i ) that generates the kernel of α|_{π1(T} 2_{i )}, by Assumption 1.2. We fix a basis for the fundamental group of the peripheral group that contains this element: ⟨m_i, l_i⟩ = π_1(T^2_i ) ∼= Z^2. As trace(ρ(l_i)) = −2 (Assumption 1.3), we may chose trace(ρ(m_i)) = +2, after replacing m_i by m_il_i if needed.

Once we have fixed the m_i and l_i, given pairs of coprime integers p_i, q_i, the Dehn filling with filling meridians p_im_i + q_il_i is denoted by M_{p1/q1,...,pl/ql} . To simplify notation we write M_{p/q} := M_{p1/q1,...,pl/ql} . The inclusion map is denoted by i: M → M_{p/q}, it induces an epimorphism i_∗ : π_1(M) → π_1(M_{p/q}). Another convention is that (p, q) → ∞ means that p^2_i + q^2_i → +∞ for i = 1, . . . , l.

By Thurston’s hyperbolic Dehn filling theorem, when p^2_i + q^2_i is sufficiently large for each i = 1. . . . , l, then M_{p/q} is hyperbolic. The (conjugacy class of the) holonomy of M_{p/q} composed with i_∗ converges to the (conjugacy class of the) holonomy of M in the set of conjugacy classes of such representations Hom(π_1(M), PSL(2, C ))/ PSL(2, C ).

As we work with representations in SL(2, C ), we need to impose compatibility conditions on the Dehn filling to get the same conclusion for the lifts. We shall also impose conditions so that the rational twist χ factors through i_∗ to a twist of M_{p/q}. Definition 3.2. The Dehn filling M_{p/q} = M_{p1/q1,...,p1/ql} is called compatible with χ and ρ if, for each i = 1, . . . , l:

(1) χ(m^{pi}_i ) = 1, and (2) q_i ≡ 1 mod 2.

Since χ(l_i) = 1 by Assumption 1.2, Condition (1) in the definition amounts to say that the twist of M factors through π_1(M_{p/q}). As we assume χ rational, this is achieved by taking p_i ∈ order(χ(m_i))Z. Condition (2) in the definition is explained by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.3. For an infinite family of compatible Dehn fillings M_{p/q} such that (p, q) → ∞, there exists a lift of the holonomy ρ^{p/q} of M_{p/q} in SL(2, C ) such that lim (p,q)→∞ [ρ^{p/q} ∘ i_∗] = [ρ]

in Hom(π_1(M), SL(2, C ))/ SL(2, C ), where ρ is the lift of the holonomy of the complete structure on M.

Proof. As we chose m_i so that trace(ρ(m_i)) = +2, Condition (2) in Definition 3.2 means trace(ρ(p_im_i + q_il_i)) = −2. Using the natural bijection between spin structures and lifts of the holonomy, this is precisely the condition required for a spin structure on M to extend to M^{p/q}, see [24] for instance. In terms of lifts of representations, this is the compatibility condition for the lifts of the deformation for the holonomy in Thurston’s hyperbolic Dehn filling theorem. □ We shall use the following notation: ρ^{p/q}_n := Sym^{n−1} ∘ρ^{p/q} : π_1(M_{p/q}) → SL_n(C ), ϱ^{p/q}_n := ρ^{p/q}_n ∘ i_∗ : π_1(M) → SL_n(C ).

Thus for large p^2_i + q^2_i , i = 1, . . . , l, [ϱ^{p/q}_n ] lies in a neighborhood of [ρ_n] in hom(π_1(M), SL_n(C ))/ SL_n(C ).

3.2. Dehn filling formula. We shall only consider compatible Dehn fillings. In particular χ factors through π_1(M_{p/q}). Since M_{p/q} is closed, Corollary B.7 yields that H^∗(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{p/q}_n ) vanishes. However H^∗(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) does not need to vanish, we have:

Lemma 3.4. For sufficiently large p^2_i + q^2_i , i = 1, . . . , l: (a) The inclusion ∂M → M induces a monomorphism 0 → H^∗(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) → H^∗(∂M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ). (b) If n is even or if χ is non trivial on every peripheral subgroup, then H^∗(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) = 0. (c) If n is odd, then dim_C H^1(M; χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) = dim_C H^2(M; χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) is the number of peripheral subgroups to which the restriction of χ is trivial.

Proof. The proof is analogous to Theorem 2.3, but simpler, as we no not need a theorem in L^2-cohomology but Mayer-Vietoris exact sequence. More precisely, we apply Mayer-Vietoris to the pair (M , V ), where V is the union of the attached solid tori in the Dehn filling, so that V ∩ M = ∂M and V ∪ M = M_{p/q}. As H^∗(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{p/q}_n ) = 0, Mayer-Vietoris long exact sequence yields an isomorphism induced by inclusion maps: (9) H^∗(M ; χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) ⊕ H^∗(V ; χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) ∼= H^∗(∂M; χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ), which proves (a). For the other assertions, it amounts to compute the cohomology of the peripheral 2-tori T^2_i and the solid tori V_i ∼= D^2 × S^1 (the connected components of V ). For this purpose, we use that H^0(T^2_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) ∼= H^0(V_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) ∼= (C^n )^{χ⊗ϱp/qn (T 2j )} = (C^n )^{χ⊗ϱp/qn (Vj )}, where (C^n )^{χ⊗ϱp/qn (T 2j )} denotes the subspace invariant by χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n (T^2_j ) = χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n (V_j ). If γ_j denotes the soul of the j-th attached solid torus V_j , then, after conjugation, (10) ρ^{p/q}(γ_j ) = (_{eλ(γj )/2 0} 0 e^{−λ(γj )/2} ) where λ(γ_j ) is the complex length, λ(γ_j ) = ℓ(γ_j ) + i θ(γ_j ), and ℓ(γ_j ) > 0 is the (real) length of the geodesic γ_j in M_{p/q}. Therefore (C^n )^{χ⊗ϱp/qn (T 2j )} = (C^n )^{χ(γj )ρp/qn (γj )} ∼= { C for n odd and χ|_{π1T} 2_j ≡ 1, 0 otherwise.

To compute the other cohomology groups, using the vanishing of Euler characteristic and Poincaré duality, we have: dim H^0(V_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) = dim H^1(V_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ), and dim H^0(T^2_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) = dim H^2(T^2_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) = 1 2 dim H^1(T^2_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ).

The lemma follows from these computations and from (9). □ We also need a basis in homology:

Lemma 3.5. Assume that n is odd and that χ is trivial precisely on the first s peripheral tori T^2_1 , . . . , T^2_s . Let h^{p/q}_i ∈ C^n be a non-zero element invariant by χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n (π_1(T^2_i )), for i = 1, . . . , s. Then:

(a) {i_∗(h^{p/q}_1 ⊗ T^2_1 ), . . . , i_∗(h^{p/q}_s ⊗ T^2_s )} is a basis for H_2(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ). (b) {i_∗(h^{p/q}_1 ⊗(p_1m_1+q_1l_1)), . . . , i_∗(h^{p/q}_s ⊗(p_sm_s+q_sl_s))} is a basis for H_1(M, χ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ). Proof. We continue the argument in the proof of Lemma 3.4. The key fact is not only that the invariant subspace (C^n )^{χ⊗ρp/qn (T 2j )} has dimension 1 but that ρ^{p/q}(γ_j ) (and ρ^{p/q}_n (γ_j )) is semisimple (10), therefore we have a decomposition C^n = (C^n )^{χ⊗ρp/qn (T 2j )} ⊕ ( (C^n )^{χ⊗ρp/qn (T 2j )} )_⊥ that is invariant by the action of χ⊗ρ^{p/q}_n (T^2_j ), where ⊥ means orthogonal by the ρ^{p/q}_n -invariant bilinear form (as χ is one dimensional, neither χ nor χ play any role in the orthogonal decomposition). It follows that the cohomology valued in ( (C^n )^{χ⊗ρp/qn (T 2j )} )_⊥ vanishes and that we have natural isomorphisms:

H^∗(T^2_j , χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) ∼= H^∗(T^2_j , C ) ⊗ (C^n )^{χ⊗ρp/qn (T 2j )} and similarly for V_j and for homology. The lemma follows from this consideration and from Mayer-Vietoris isomorphism (9). □

Let us denote by b^2_{p/q} and b^1_{p/q} the basis obtained from Lemma 3.5, in dimension 2 and 1 respectively. By applying Milnor’s formula on the torsion of a Mayer-Vietoris sequence, we have (further details on the proof can be found in [24, Lemmas 5.7 and 5.11]):

Proposition 3.6. (1) When n is even or χ is nontrivial on each peripheral tori: tor(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{p/q}_n ) = tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) l∏ j=1 n−1∏ k=0 (e^{λ(γj )2 (n−1−2k)}χ(m_j ) − 1). (2) When n is odd and χ is trivial precisely on the first s peripheral tori: tor(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{p/q}_n ) = tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ; b^1_{p/q}, b^2_{p/q}) s∏ j=1 n−1∏ k=0 2k≠n−1 (e^{λ(γj )2 (n−1−2k)} − 1)

× l∏ j=s+1 n−1∏ k=0 (e^{λ(γj )2 (n−1−2k)}χ(m_j) − 1). where the complex length λ(γ_j ) is defined in (10).

We want to consider sequences of admissible Dehn fillings M_{p/q} such that (p, q) → ∞, hence by Lemma 3.3 ϱ^{p/q} → ρ. We need to take care of the basis in homology. Hence set a^2_{p/q} = b^2_{p/q} and (with the notation of Lemma 3.5) a^1_{p/q} = {i_∗(h^{p/q}_1 ⊗ l_1), . . . , i_∗(h^{p/q}_s ⊗ l_s)}. Lemma 3.7. For p^2_j + q^2_j sufficiently large, j = 1, . . . , l, a^1_{p/q} is a basis for H^1(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ). Proof. This is a semi-continuity argument: at the complete structure ρ the dimension of the invariant subspace (C^n )^{χ⊗ρn(π1(T 2j ))} is one, and by semi-continuity in a neighborhood of ρ in hom(π_1(M), SL_2(C )) it cannot increase. The discussion in the proof of Lemma 3.4 provides a lower bound for the dimension, hence the dimension of the invariant subspace is one in a neighborhood of the complete holonomy ρ. Now we view the a^i_{p/q} as a deformation of the elements b^i constructed in Lemma 2.4, by deforming the elements of the invariant subspaces (C^n )^{χ⊗ρn(π1(T 2j ))} when we deform the representation. This yields a continuous family of cocycles that varies continuously with the representation, and again by semi-continuity those are linearly independent elements when projected to homology. See [24, Section 5] for further details. □

Recall that n = 2k + 1 is odd, and set A_{2k+1}(p, q) the change of basis matrix from a^1_{p/q} to b^1_{p/q}. Then, the formula of change of basis [26] yields: (11) tor(M, χ⊗ϱ^{p/q}_{2k+1}, b^1_{p/q}, b^2_{p/q}) = tor(M, χ⊗ϱ^{p/q}_{2k+1}, a^1_{p/q}, a^2_{p/q}) det A_{2k+1}(p, q).

By [24, Lemma 5.13],

(12) lim_{(p,q)→∞} det A_{2k+1}(p, q) det A_5(p, q)

= 1,

where (p, q) → ∞ means p^2_j + q^2_j → ∞, j = 1, . . . , l.

Finally, we use the convergence of representations:

Lemma 3.8. (a) When n is even or χ is nontrivial on each peripheral torus: lim (p,q)→∞ tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n ) = tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n). (b) When n is odd and χ is trivial when restricted to some peripheral tori: lim (p,q)→∞ tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_n , a^1_{p/q}, a^2_{p/q}) = tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_n, b^1, b^2). The proof of this lemma uses the discussion in Lemma 3.7, as the a^i_{p/q} are viewed as a deformation of the b^i, see again [24, Section 5] for further details. From Lemma 3.8, (11) and (12) we deduce:

Corollary 3.9. (a) When n = 2k: lim (p,q)→∞ tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_{2k} ) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_4 ) = tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_{2k}) tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_4) . (b) When n = 2k + 1:

lim (p,q)→∞ tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_{2k+1}, b^1_{p/q}, b^2_{p/q}) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_5 , b^1_{p/q}, b^2_{p/q}) = tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_{2k+1}, b^1, b^2) tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_5, b^1, b^2) .

4. Analytic torsion Let N be a closed orientable hyperbolic three-manifold, ρ: π_1(N) → SL_2(C ) a lift of its holonomy, ρ_n = Sym^{n−1} ∘ρ and χ: π_1(N) → S^1 a group morphism. The representation χ⊗ρ_n defines a flat vector bundle E_{χ⊗ρn} = H^3 ×_{χ⊗ρn} C^n over N. Its de Rham cohomology (that is naturally isomorphic to H^∗(N, χ ⊗ ρ_n)) vanishes by Corollary B.7, because N is closed.

Since χ is unitary, E_{χ⊗ρn} comes with a canonical hermitian metric h. For any p we have the usual Hodge Laplacian Δ^p_{χ,n} : Ω^p(N, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) → Ω^p(N, E_{χ⊗ρn} ). The space Ω^p(N, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) is canonically isomorphic to the space of equivariant p-forms Ω^p(H^3 , C^n )^{π1(N)}, and the Laplace operator acts equivariantly on Ω^p(H^3 , C^n ), so that Δ^p can be thought as an equivariant operator ~Δ^p on E_{χ⊗ρn} - valued p-forms over H^3 that descends to the quotient N.

4.1. Heat Kernels. In this section we consider the bundle of differential forms on N twisted by χ ⊗ ρ_n and its Laplace operator. We denote by G = SL_2(C ), and by K = SU(2) its maximal compact subgroup. The Lie algebra of G splits as g = k ⊕ p, where p is canonically identified with the tangent space of H^3 ≃ G/K at the base point [K], and the Killing form on g restricts to a definite metric on p.

We fix a Haar measure dk on K such that ∫ K dk = 1 and let dx be the standard hyperbolic metric on H^3 = G/K, normalized such that it coincides with the Killing form on p. Finally we obtain a normalized Haar measure dg on G given by ∫ G f(g)dg = ∫ G/K ∫ K f(gk)dkd(gK). Recall that Sym^{n−1} : SL_2(C ) → SL_n(C ) is the unique holomorphic n-dimensional representation of G. We consider Sym^{n−1} |_K : K → SL_n(C ) the restriction of Sym^{n−1} to K, and for any p = 0, . . . , 3, the action on p-forms on K:

ν^p_n = Λ^p Ad^∗ ⊗ Sym^{n−1} |_K : K → GL(Λ^pp^∗ ⊗ C^n ). Finally, we consider the bundle of twisted p-forms on H^3 ~E^p_n = G ×_{νpn} Λ^pp^∗ ⊗ C^n together with its Laplace operator ~Δ^p_n : L^2(H^3 , ~E^p_n) → L^2(H^3 , ~E^p_n).

It is known as Kuga’s lemma (see [31, Section 4]) that this operator coincides with (a scalar plus) the Casimir operator. Moreover, for any t > 0, the heat operator e^{−t ~Δpn} has a symmetric kernel H^p_n(t) ∈ C^∞(G × G, End(Λ^pp^∗ ⊗ C^n )).

In other words, for any g, g^′ in G, it is a linear map H^p_n(t, g, g^′): ~E^p_n|_{[gK]} → ~E^p_n|_{[g}′_{K]} with the following properties:

(1) It is invariant under the diagonal action of G.

(2) It is K-equivariant, more precisely for any g, g^′ in G and k, k^′ in K, H^p_n(t, gk, g^′k^′) = ν^p_n(k^{−1})H^p_n(t, g, g^′)ν^p_n(k^′).

(3) For any ϕ ∈ L^2(H^3 , ~E^p(n)), e^{−t ~Δpn} ϕ(g) = ∫ G H^p_n(t, g, g^′)ϕ(g^′)dg^′

Property (1) implies that there exists a convolution kernel. That is, a function H^p_n(t): G → End(Λ^pp^∗ ⊗ C^n )) such that H^p_n(t, g, g^′) = H^p_n(t, g^{−1}g^′) and so that the heat operator e^{−t ~Δpn} acts by convolution: e^{−t ~Δpn} ϕ(g) = ∫ G H^p_n(t, g^{−1}g^′)ϕ(g^′)dg^′ 4.2. Twisted Laplacian. In what follows we denote by Γ = ρ(π_1(N)) the fundamental group of N seen as a uniform lattice in SL_2(C ). We denote by F = G/K ×_χ C the associated line bundle on N, and by E^p_n = Γ\ ~E^p_n the bundle of ρ_n-twisted p-forms on N. There is a canonical isomorphism of vector bundles Λ^p(E_{χ⊗ρn} ) ≃ F ⊗ E^p_n. We also have a heat kernel for forms valued on this bundle: Proposition 4.1. The heat operator e^{−tΔpχ,n} acting on the space L^2(Γ\G/K, F ⊗ E^p_n) of χ ⊗ ρ_n-twisted p-forms on N has a smooth kernel (13) H^p_{χ,n}(t, ΓgK, Γg^′K^′) = ∑ γ∈Γ H^p_n(t, g^{−1}γg) ⊗ χ(γ). Furthermore, letting h^p_n(t, g) denote Tr H^p_n(t, g), (14) Tr(e^{−tΔpχ,n} ) = ∫ Γ\G ∑ γ∈Γ χ(γ)h^p_n(t, g^{−1}γg)dg. Proof. Formula (13) is [29, (5.6)]. In particular, since the twist χ is unitary, with the usual arguments (for instance from [31, Section 3]) one can show that the series on the right converges absolutely and uniformly on compact sets. Then (14) follows immediately from the definition Tr(e^{−tΔpχ,n} ) = ∫ Γ\G/K Tr H^p_{χ,n}(t, ΓgK, ΓgK^′)dg, from the K-equivariance of H^p_{χ,n} and from the fact that Vol(K) = 1. □ Using (14) and that χ is unitarity, one gets the usual estimates for the heat kernel. Namely, it admits the following asymptotic expansion at t = 0: (15) Tr(e^{−tΔpχ,n} ) ∼ t^{−3/2} ∞∑ k=0 a_kt^k with a_0 = Vol(N), and one has for t → ∞: (16) Tr(e^{−tΔpχ,n} ) = O(e^{−λ(n)t}) for some positive constant λ(n).

Finally, let K_{χ,n}(t) =

∑_3 p=1(−1)^pp Tr(e^{−tΔpχ,n} ) be the alternating sum of the traces of the heat kernel, and k_n(t) =

∑_3

p=1(−1)^pp h^p_n(t), then we immediately deduce from (14) the equation: (17) K_{χ,n}(t) = ∫ Γ\G ∑ γ∈Γ χ(γ)k_n(t, g^{−1}γg)dg.

Definition 4.2. The analytic torsion is defined by

log T (N, χ ⊗ ρ_n) = 1 2 d ds ( 1 Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 t^{s−1}K_{χ,n}(t)dt ) |_{s=0}. The fact that this definition makes sense follows from estimates (15) and (16). Namely the integral on the right-hand side is convergent for Re(s) >^3_2 , and it defines by analytic continuation a meromorphic function for s in C , that turns out to be regular at s = 0.

The representation ρ_n has determinant one, and as χ has module one, χ⊗ρ_n is unimodular, hence we can apply Cheeger-Müller theorem, in the version of [28]:

Theorem 4.3 (Cheeger-Müller). For N closed, the combinatorial and analytic torsions coincide, that is |tor(N, χ ⊗ ρ_n)| = T (N, E_{χ⊗ρn} ). 5. Ruelle and Selberg zeta functions

Along this section we assume that N is a closed, orientable, hyperbolic 3- manifold, as in Section 4. The results of this section when χ is trivial are proved by Müller in [30]. We follow [30] by adding the twist χ when needed.

Let PC(N) denote the set of prime closed oriented geodesics in N. It is in bijection with the set of conjugacy classes of primitive elements in Γ = ρ(π_1(N)) ∼= π_1(N) (recall from Section 4 that ρ is a lift of the holonomy, so that Γ is a uniform lattice in SL_2(C )): (18) PC(N) ←→ { [γ] ∈ [Γ] = Γ / conjugation | γ ≠ 1 primitive } . For each element γ ∈ Γ, up to conjugation (in SL_2(C )),

(19) ρ(γ) ∼ ( e^{λ(γ)/2} 0 0 e^{−λ(γ)/2} )

where λ(γ) = ℓ(γ) + iθ(γ) is the complex length of the geodesic represented by γ. In particular ℓ(γ) > 0 denotes the length of γ and the parameter θ(γ) is determined modulo 4πiZ (4π instead of 2π because we take care of the spin structure, equivalently, the lift to SL(2, C )).

5.1. Twisted Ruelle functions. We consider Ruelle functions twisted by χ⊗ ρ_n, where ρ_n is the symmetric power of the lift of the holonomy ρ and χ: Γ → S^1 is a unitary twist.

Definition 5.1. For s ∈ C with Re(s) > 2, the twisted Ruelle zeta function is R_{χ⊗ρn} (s) = ∏ [γ]∈PC(N) det(Id −χ(γ)ρ_n(γ)e^{−sℓ(γ)}). Convergence of R_{χ⊗ρn} (s) for Re(s) > 2 follows from the following estimate of Margulis [20]: (20) #{[γ] ∈ PC(N) | ℓ(γ) ≤ L} < Ce^{2L}/2L.

In fact [20] proves that for a manifold N^′ of negative curvature:

(21) lim_{L→∞} #{[γ] ∈ PC(N^′) | ℓ(γ) ≤ L} e^{h L}/h L = 1,

where h is the topological entropy of the geodesic flow (h = 2 for a hyperbolic 3-manifold). We provide a weaker estimate in Lemma 6.4, that is uniform for the family of Dehn fillings we are considering.

The main theorem of this section is the following, whose proof is just an adaptation of [30], where it is shown for χ trivial. We delay the proof to Subsection 5.3.

Theorem 5.2 (Fried’s Theorem). The function R_{χ⊗ρn} extends meromorphically to C , it is holomorphic at s = 0 and |R_{χ⊗ρn} (0)| = T (N, E_{χ⊗ρn} )^2. 5.2. A functional equation. We consider another kind of Ruelle zeta functions.

Definition 5.3. For k ∈ Z, χ: π_1(N) → S^1, and s ∈ C with Re(s) > 2, define R_{χ,k}(s) = ∏ [γ]∈PC(N) (1 − χ(γ)e^{k2 iθ(γ)}e^{−sℓ(γ)}). where ℓ(γ) and θ(γ) are as in (19).

The factor e^k2^{iθ(γ)} is the character σ_k in [30], that appears in Subsection 5.3.2 below. Again convergence for Re(s) > 2 follows from (20).

The proof of the following lemma can be checked term-wise, cf. [30, (3.14)]: Lemma 5.4. For s ∈ C with Re(s) > 2, R_{χ⊗ρn} (s) = n∏ k=0 R_{χ,n−2k}(s − ( n 2 − k)). The following functional equation is a key ingredient of the main result:

Proposition 5.5. The function R_{χ,k} extends meromorphically to the whole complex plane. Moreover, it satisfies the functional equation: |R_{χ,k}(s)| = e^{4 Vol(N)s/π}|R_{χ,−k}(−s)|. Proof. The proposition will follow from a functional equation (23) satisfied by the Selberg zeta function, defined as (see [3, Definition 3.2], [30, (3.2)]):

(22) Z_{χ,k}(s) = ∏ [γ]∈PC(N) ∞∏ l=0 det ( 1 − e^{ikθ(γ)/2}χ(γ) Sym^l(Ad(γ)_{n̄})e^{−(s+1)ℓ(γ)} ) . It can be seen to converge on the half-plane Re(s) > 1, and it is proved in [3, Section 3.3.1] that this function admits a meromorphic continuation on the whole complex plane C . Moreover, it satisfies a functional equation

(23) |Z_{χ,k}(s)| = exp ( −4π ∫_s 0 P_k(r)dr ) |Z_{χ,−k}(−s)|, where P_k(z) =^1_{4π} (_{k2} 4 − z^2 ) is the Plancherel polynomial (see [30, (3.4)]). This functional equation is proved in [30, Section 4] in the case of a trivial twist, and in [3, Section 3.3.2] in the general case, although [3] has a different choice of Plancherel polynomials.

Now we have the following relation between Ruelle zeta functions R_{χ,k} and Selberg zeta functions Z_{χ,k}, whose proof is a straightforward adaptation of [30, Lemma 3.1]:

(24) R_{χ,k}(s) = Z_{χ,k}(s + 1)Z_{χ,k}(s − 1) Z_{χ,k+2}(s)Z_{χ,k−2}(s) and Proposition 5.5 follows now from a direct computation inserting (23) in (24) exactly as in [30, Proof of Proposition 3.2]. □

5.3. Proof of Theorem 5.2. In this section we prove Theorem 5.2, adapting the proof of [30] to the case of a non-trivial twist χ: π_1(N) → S^1. We denote by [Γ] the set of conjugacy classes of elements of Γ ∼= π_1(N), and by [Γ_+] = [Γ] \ {e} the set of non-trivial ones.

5.3.1. Lie Groups. Recall that G = SL_2(C ) = KAN, where K = SU(2), A = {exp(λH)|λ ∈ R, H = (_{1 0}

0 −1 ) }, N = {(^{1 z}_{0 1} ) | z ∈ C }.

We denote by M the centralizer of A in K, that is, M = {(_{eiθ 0} 0 e^{−iθ} ) | θ ∈ [0, 2π] } . Let W_A denote the Weyl group of A, whose only non trivial element acts as ω_A · H = −H. There is also W_G, the Weyl group of G, which is isomorphic to the Klein group, acting on C^2 (the complexification of the Cartan algebra) by changing the sign of its coordinates, corresponding to the respective Lie algebras of A and M.

The Lie algebra of G is g = sl_2(C ) = {X ∈ M_2(C )| Tr X = 0}. A natural C -basis is given by H = (_{1 0}

0 −1 ) , E = (^{0 1}_{0 0} ) , F = (^{0 0}_{1 0} ) .

5.3.2. Representations. Let ^M denote the set of non equivalent irreducible representations of M, we have ^M = {σ_k| k ∈ Z}, where σ_k (_{eiθ 0} 0 e^{−iθ} ) = e^{ikθ}. Naturally W_A acts on ^M by ω_A · σ_k = σ_{−k}.

For any k, the representation σ_k + σ_{−k} is the restriction to M of a unique (formal sum of) representation ξ_k of K. More precisely, for any nonnegative integer l, denote by ν_l : K → SL_{l+1}(C ) the restriction of the l-th symmetric power of G, then we have

ν_l|_M = l⨁ a=0 σ_{l−2a}, so that for any k ≥ 2, one gets ξ_k = ν_k − ν_{k−2}, ξ_1 = ν_1 and ξ_0 = 2ν_0. We summarize by denoting ξ_k = ∑ ν∈ ^K m_ν (k)ν with m_ν (k) ∈ {0, ±1} except for m_{ν0} (0) = 2.

Finally, there is a family of irreducible representations of MAN that will be important in the sequel, called the unitary principal series. They are defined as follows: π_{k,λ} = σ_k ⊗ e^{iλ} ⊗ 1: MAN → End H_{k,λ}, where H_{k,λ} is the Hilbert completion of the space H^∞_{k,λ} = {f ∈ C^∞(G, C_{σk} )| f(gman) = e^{−(iλ+1)(log a)}σ_k(m)^{−1}f(g)}. 5.3.3. Bochner–Laplace operators. Given ν ∈ ^K, let V_ν the corresponding representation and let ~E_ν = (G × V_ν )/K denote the induced vector bundle on G/K = H^3 . Let E_ν = Γ\ ~E_ν be the corresponding vector bundle on N. Moreover we denote by F_χ = H^3 ×_χ C_χ the flat vector bundle induced by χ, and the bundle twisted by χ ⊗ ν is isomorphic to E_{χ,ν} = F_χ ⊗ E_ν . Then, for any integer k, we define E_{χ,k} = ⨁ ν|m_ν (k)≠0 E_{χ,ν} . The sign of m_ν (k) provides a natural grading yielding the decomposition E_{χ,k} = E^+_{χ,k} ⊕ E^−_{χ,k}. Recall that the Casimir operator Ω lies in the center Z(g) of the universal enveloping algebra of g. Using the Killing form to identify g with its dual g^∗, the Casimir operator can be written as

HH^∗ + EE^∗ + F F^∗ =

H^2 2 + EF + F E. It induces a G-invariant second order differential operator on C^∞(G), and we denote by ~A_ν the induced operator on C^∞(G/K, ~E_ν ) induced by −Ω.

There is a canonical connection ∇^ν on ~E_ν , so that the connection Laplacian operator is defined as ~Δ_ν = (∇^ν )^∗∇_ν, it defines a G-invariant second order differential operator satisfying ~A_ν = ~Δ_ν − ν(Ω_K )

where Ω_K is the Casimir element of K [30, (4.7)].

Now ~A_ν defines an operator, symmetric and bounded from below, A_{χ,ν} : C^∞(N, E_{χ,ν} ) → C^∞(N, E_{χ,ν} ). For any integer k, we define c(k) =^{k2}_4 − 1 and the operator

(25) A_{χ,k} = ⨁ ν|m_ν (k)≠0 A_{χ,ν} + c(k), that preserves the grading of the bundle E_{k,χ}.

Let H^ν_t be the kernel of e^{−t ~Δν} , h^ν_t = Tr H^ν_t and

h^k_t (g) = ∑ ν| m_ν (k)≠0 m_ν (k)h^ν_t (g).

Recall that

P_l(z) = 1 4π^2 ( l2 4 − z^2 )

is the Plancherel polynomial of the representation σ_l (see [30, (3.4)] or (23)).

Define Θ_{l,λ} = Tr π_{l,λ} to be the trace of the corresponding irreducible representation of the unitary principal series, and the Weyl denominator

(26) D(γ) = e^{ℓ(γ)}| det(1 − Ad(m_γ a_γ )_n)|.

By Tr_s we denote the supertrace of the corresponding operator with respect to the grading of the corresponding vector bundle (here E_k). Namely:

Tr_s T = Tr T |_E+_k − Tr T |_E−_k .

Using the Selberg trace formula, the supertrace of the heat kernel e^{−tAχ,ν} is computed in [30, (4.18)]:

Theorem 5.6. We have

Tr_s(e^{−tAχ,k} ) = Vol(N) ∑ l∈Z ∫ R P_l(iλ)Θ_{l,λ}(h^k_t )dλ + ∑ [γ]∈[Γ_+]

χ(γ)ℓ(γ_0) 2πD(γ)q ∑ l∈Z σ_{−l}(γ) ∫ R Θ_{l,λ}(h^k_t )e^{−ℓ(γ)λ}dλ

Proof. From the analogous of (14) in the present situation one gets:

(27) Tr_s(e^{−tAχ,ν} ) = ∫ Γ\G ∑ γ∈Γ χ(γ) Tr_s(e^{−t ~Aν} )(g, γg)dg. Now we regroup the summands by conjugacy class, and use the classical computations of orbital integral, see [30, 40]. □

By [31, Section 4] we have Θ_{l,λ}(h^k_t ) = δ_{|l|,k}e^{−tλ2} . Moreover ∫ R l^2/4 + λ^2 4π^2 e^{−tλ2} dλ = 1 4π √ πt ( l^2 4 + 1 2t ), 1 2π ∫ R e^{−tλ2} e^{−ℓ(γ)λ}dλ = e^{− ℓ(γ)2}4t √ 4πt , so that we get for any k ≠ 0:

(28) Tr_s(e^{−tAχ,k} ) =

Vol(N) 2 √ πt ( k^2 4 + 1 2t )

+ ∑ [γ]∈[Γ_+]

χ(γ)ℓ(γ_0) D(γ)q (e^{ikθ(γ)/2} + e^{−ikθ(γ)/2}) e^{− ℓ(γ)} 2 4t √ 4πt .

5.3.4. The determinant formula. We follow [30, Section 6] to express in Proposition 5.8 the (symmetrized) Selberg zeta functions as the graded determinant of the operators defined in Section 5.3.3. Then we deduce a similar determinant formula for the Ruelle zeta function in Proposition 5.10. It will be the main tool to prove Fried’s theorem.

We introduce the symmetrized Selberg zeta function: for k ≠ 0 it is defined by S_{χ,k}(s) = Z_{χ,k}(s)Z_{χ,k}(s). The notion of graded determinant is the analogous of the notion of supertrace for elliptic self-adjoint operators. Consider the following xi function defined, for Re(z) and Re(s) large enough, by the formula

(29) ξ_k(z, s) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ts2} Tr_s(e^{−tAχ,k} )t^{z−1}dt A reference for the following is [42, Appendix A]. This function admits a meromorphic extension in the variable z to the whole complex plane, which is differentiable in the variable s. Moreover, we have:

Lemma 5.7. The evaluation at z = 0 of the xi function gives: ξ_k(0, s) = − log det_{gr}(A_{χ,k} + s^2).

Proof. In [42, Appendix A], it is proved in Satz A.15 that for any k, the ξfunction can be written as ξ_k(z, s) = a^k_{−1}(0, s) z + a^k_0(0, s) + O(z),

but the explicit computation a^k_{−1}(0, s) = ∑ α+i=0 (−1)^{i pi}_{i!} c_α given there vanishes

in our case, since α is an half-integer and i is an integer. So ξ_k is holomorphic at z = 0, and by [42, Korollar A.16] (or a direct computation) we obtain

(30) d dz ξ_k(z, s) Γ(z)

|_{z=0} = ξ_k(0, s)

and the left hand side of (30) is the definition of − log det_{gr}(A_{χ,k} + s^2) (notice that^{ξk(z,s)}_{Γ(z)} is a two variable zeta function). □

A straightforward computation gives

(31) − 1 2s d ds ξ(z, s) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−ts2} Tr_s(e^{−tAχ,k} )t^zdt.

Combining Lemma 5.7 with (31), one obtains 1 2s d ds det_{gr}(A_{χ,k} + s^2) − 1 2s_0 d ds det_{gr}(A_{χ,k} + s^2)|_{s=s0} = ∫_∞ 0 (e^{−ts2} − e^{−ts20} ) Tr_s(e^{−tAχ,k} )dt. Now using [30, (5.3) and (5.7)] it turns into d ds det_{gr}(A_{χ,k} + s^2) = d ds log S_{k,χ}(s) + 4π Vol(N)P_k(s) + bs

where the constant b can be deduced from the previous equation. Integrating this equation yields

log S_{k,χ}(s) = log det_{gr}(A_{χ,k} + s^2) − 4π Vol(N) ∫_s 0 P_k(r)dr + b 2 s^2 + c

and a computation in [30] shows that b = c = 0, hence: Proposition 5.8. If k ≠ 0,

S_{k,χ}(s) = det_{gr}(A_{χ,k} + s^2) exp ( −4π Vol(N) ∫_s 0 P_k(r)dr ) . We next aim to write the Ruelle function as a product of Selberg functions. In order to avoid subscripts, we denote by τ the irreducible, (n + 1)−dimensional, holomorphic representation of G: τ = Sym^n : G → SL_{n+1}(C ).

Following [30, Section 3] we decompose the character of the restriction τ|_{MA} as a sum (indexed by the Weyl group W_G) of terms in σ_k : M → S^1 and e^{λα} : A → R, a → e^{λα(log a)} where α is the unique root of G (dual to H), for genuine k = k_{τ,ω} and λ = λ_{τ,ω}. The highest weight of Sym^{n1} ⊗Sym^{n2} is (n_1, n_2) ∈ Z_{≥0} × Z_{≥0}, in particular the highest weight of τ is Λ_τ = (n, 0). Following [30, (3.16)], to each pair of integers (n_1, n_2) ∈ Z × Z we consider the character ς_{(n1,n2)} : MA → C^∗ defined by

ς_{(n1,n2)} = σ_{n1−n2} ⊗ e^{n1+n22 α}. Let μ_p : MA → GL( ⋀_p n_C ) be the p-th exterior power of the adjoint representation of MA on n_C , the complexification of the Lie algebra of N. Let μ̃_p be the contragredient representation of μ_p. Then

(32) 2∑ p=0 (−1)^p tr μ̃_p tr τ|_{MA} = ∑ ω∈W_G (−1)^{ℓ(ω)}ς_{ω(Λτ +(1,1))−(1,1)}

where the Weyl length ℓ(ω) is also the number of sign changes by ω. Formula (32) is [30, Lemma 3.3], though it can be established by direct computation, using that μ_0 = σ_0, μ_1 = (σ_2 ⊗ e^α) ⊕ (σ_{−2} ⊗ e^α), and μ_2 = σ_0 ⊗ e^{2α} and Λ_τ = (n, 0).

Define σ_{τ,ω} and λ_{τ,ω} by: ς_{ω(Λτ +(1,1))−(1,1)} = σ_{τ,ω} ⊗ e^{(λτ,ω −1)α}

Then relating

∑_2

p=0(−1)^p tr μ̃_p to a Weyl denominator (26) as in [30, (3.24)], from (32) we have (33) Tr τ(ma) = ∑ ω∈W_G (−1)^{ℓ(ω)} σ_{τ,ω}(m) det(1 − Ad(ma)_n) e^{(λτ,ω −1)α(log a)}. We denote the Ruelle zeta function associated to τ and χ by R_{χ,τ} (s) = R_{χ⊗τ} (s) = R_{χ⊗ϱn+1} (s) Using (33) as in [30, Proposition 3.4 and Proposition 3.5] one gets: Proposition 5.9. We have R_{χ,τ} (s) = ∏ ω∈W_G Z_{kτ,ω,χ}(s − λ_{τ,ω})^{(−1)ℓ(ω)} and R_{χ,τ} (s)R_{χ,τ} (s) = ∏ ω∈W_G S_{kτ,ω,χ}(s − λ_{τ,ω})^{(−1)ℓ(ω)} Now for each ω in W_G we define the operator (34) Δ(ω) = ⨁ ν| m_ν (k_{τ,ω} )≠0 A_{χ,ν} + τ(Ω) where τ(Ω) is the Casimir eigenvalue given by ([30, (6.16)]): (35) τ(Ω) = n(n + 2) 2 = λ^2_{τ,ω} + c(k_{τ,ω}). It follows from the definition of A(k_{τ,ω}) in (25), from (34) and (35) that (36) A_{χ,kτ,ω} + λ^2_{τ,ω} = Δ(ω), so that Proposition 5.8 turns into (37) S_{χ,kτ,ω} (s−λ_{τ,ω}) = det_{gr}(s^2−2λ_{τ,ω}s+Δ(ω)) exp ( −4π Vol(N) ∫_{s−λτ,ω} 0 P_{kτ,ω} (r)dr ) . Now a direct computation involving Proposition 5.9 and (37) yields, as in [30, Proposition 6.2]:

Proposition 5.10. For τ = Sym^n : G → SL_{n+1}(C ), we have R_{τ,χ}(s)R_{τ ,χ}(s) = e^{− 4(n+1) Vol(N)sπ} ∏ ω∈W_G det_{gr}(s^2 − 2λ_{τ,ω}s + Δ(ω))^{(−1)ℓ(ω)} .

To prove Fried’s theorem we will need the fact that the operators Δ(ω) are positive for each ω in W_G.

Lemma 5.11. For any ω in W_G, we have Δ(ω) > 0. In particular the right-hand side of the equality in Proposition 5.10 converges as s goes to 0 to ∏ ω∈W_G det gr(Δ(ω)), where det gr(Δ(ω)) = d ds (_1

Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 Tr_s(e^{−tΔ(ω)})t^{s−1}dt ) |_{s=0}.

Proof. The second statement follows directly from the first and from Lemma 5.7. We prove that Δ(ω) > 0. We will show that it is a consequence of the vanishing of the kernel of the Hodge Laplacians Δ^p_{χ,n}, see Theorem B.1.

First, we can express the Hodge Laplacian as a direct sum of Bochner-Laplace operators on H^3 (see [31, (5.7)]) (recall that τ is (n + 1)-dimensional):

~Δ^p_{n+1} = ⨁ ν∈ ^K [ν^p_{n+1} : ν]≠0

~Δ_ν + (τ(Ω) − ν(Ω_K )) Id

From this equation and the fact that for any p, one has Δ^p_{χ,n+1} > 0, we deduce that A_{χ,ν} = Δ_{χ,ν} −ν(Ω_K ) > −τ(Ω) for any ν such that [ν^p_{n+1} : ν] ≠ 0. Inserting that in (34) it follows that Δ(ω) > 0, as claimed. □

5.3.5. Fried’s theorem with non-trivial twist. The key point is the use of the Selberg trace formula for the heat kernel of the twisted Hodge–Laplace operators introduced in Section 4.2.

As in Section 5.3.3, we obtain, with the notation of Section 4:

(38) K_{χ,n}(t) = Vol(N) ∑ l∈Z ∫ R P_l(iλ)Θ_{l,λ}(k_n(t))dλ + ∑ [γ]∈[Γ_+]

χ(γ)ℓ(γ_0) 2πD(γ)q ∑ l∈Z σ_{−l}(γ) ∫ R Θ_{l,λ}(k_n(t))e^{−ℓ(γ)λ}dλ.

Comparing term-wise the contributions of the STF applied to e^{−tΔpχ,n} and to e^{−tAχ,k} and using (36), we obtain as in [30, (7.21)]:

(39) K_{χ,n}(t) = 1 2 ∑ ω∈W_G (−1)^{ℓ(ω)+1} Tr_s(e^{−tΔ(ω)}).

Now we take Mellin transforms in both sides of (39) and we obtain (40) 1 Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 K_{χ,n}(t)t^{s−1}dt = 1 2 ∑ ω∈W_G (−1)^{ℓ(ω)+1} 1 Γ(s) ∫_∞ 0 Tr_s(e^{−tΔ(ω)})t^{s−1}dt. Deriving the left hand side at s = 0, multiplying by two and taking exponential, one gets a power of the analytic torsion T (N, E_{χ⊗ϱn} )^4 while the right hand side yields ∏ ω∈W_G det_{gr}(Δ(ω))^{(−1)ℓ(ω)} .

Finally taking the limit when s goes to zero in Proposition 5.10 (see Lemma 5.11) and using the symmetry properties of the functions Z_k(s) and R_{χ⊗ϱn} (s) at 0 as in [30, (7.29) and (7.30)], we obtain:

|R_{χ⊗ϱn} (0)|^2 = ∏ ω∈W_G det_{gr}(Δ(ω))^{(−1)ℓ(ω)} .

so that Theorem 5.2 follows. □

6. Approximation by Dehn fillings In this section we describe the geometric convergence of Dehn fillings M_{p/q} to M, focusing on the behavior of geodesics and their role in Ruelle functions. 6.1. Geometric convergence. For a sequence of compatible Dehn fillings M_{p/q} such that (p, q) → ∞, not only we have convergence of representations [ϱ^{p/q}_n ] → [ρ_n], but we have also pointed bi-Lipschitz convergence, see Thurston’s notes [37] or [11]:

Theorem 6.1 (Thurston). Given ϵ > 0 and δ > 0, there exists C > 0 such that, if p^2_j + q^2_j > C(ϵ, δ) for i = 1, . . . , l, then there is a (1 + ϵ)-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism of the δ-thick parts M^{[δ,+∞)} → M^{[δ,+∞)}_{p/q} .

The δ-thick part of N is defined as N^{[δ,+∞)} = {x ∈ N | inj(x) ≥ δ}, where inj(x) denotes the injectivity radius of x.

Let γ^{p1/q1}_1 , . . . , γ^{pl/ql}_l denote the souls of the filling solid tori of M_{p/q}, whose length converges to zero as (p, q) → ∞.

Proposition 6.2. Except for γ^{p1/q1}_1 , . . . , γ^{pl/ql}_l , all primitive closed geodesics of M_{p/q} must intersect the δ-thick part, provided that 0 < δ < δ_0 for a δ_0 > 0 depending only on M.

Proof. By Margulis lemma, using the thin-thick decomposition (see [37] again) and taking δ_0 > 0 less than half the length of the shortest geodesic of M, M \M^{[δ,+∞)} is the union of cusp neighborhoods. Therefore, by choosing δ_0 even less, by Theorem 6.1 M_{p/q} \ M^{[δ,+∞)}_{p/q} is the union of Margulis tubes around the geodesics γ^{p1/q1}_1 , . . . , γ^{pl/ql}_l . Then the proposition holds true because Margulis tubes contain no closed geodesics other than their souls. □ As the diameter of M^{[δ,+∞)} goes to infinity when δ → 0, by Proposition 6.2 and geometric convergence we have:

Proposition 6.3. For given L > 0 there exists a constant C(L) > 0 such that if p^2_j + q^2_j > C(L), for i = 1 . . . , l, then the inclusion induces a bijection: {[γ] ∈ PC(M) | ℓ(γ) ≤ L} ←→ {[γ] ∈ PC(M_{p/q}) | ℓ(γ) ≤ L, γ ≠ (γ^{pi/qi}_i )^{±1}}. As the length of the γ_i converges to zero, the inclusion induces a bijection: {[γ] ∈ PC(M) | ℓ(γ) ≤ L} ←→ {[γ] ∈ PC(M_{p/q}) | 1 L ≤ ℓ(γ) ≤ L}. Furthermore, the length and the holonomy of each geodesic in PC(M) is the limit of length and holonomy of the corresponding geodesic in M_{p/q} as (p, q) → ∞.

See [24, Section 6.3 and 6.4] for a detailed proof, for instance. Another consequence of bi-Lipschitz convergence is a uniform estimate on the growth of geodesics. We next quote Lemma 6.3 from [24], based on [4]:

Lemma 6.4. Let X be a complete hyperbolic 3-manifold. For a compact domain K ⊂ X, #{[γ] ∈ PC(X) | γ ∩ K ≠ ∅, ℓ(γ) ≤ L} ≤ Ce^{2L}, with C = π e^{8 diam(K)}/ vol(K).

This is not the best estimate, for instance (20) due to Margulis [20] is better, see also [4], but Lemma 6.4 provides a uniform bound for the family of Dehn fillings. From Proposition 6.2 and Theorem 6.1, by taking K = M^{[δ,+∞)} or K = M^{[δ,+∞)} p/q , Lemma 6.4 yields:

Lemma 6.5. There is a uniform C such that #{[γ] ∈ PC(X) | ℓ(γ) ≤ t} ≤ Ce^{2t}, for X = M and X = M_{p/q}.

6.2. Estimates for Ruelle functions. We want to apply the results of the previous subsection to find uniform estimates on Ruelle functions for the Dehn fillings. We start with two elementary inequalities: For z ∈ C , |z| < 1, | log |1 − z| | ≤ | log(1 − |z|) | . (41) For z ∈ C , |z| < 1/2, | log |1 − z| | ≤ 4|z|. (42)

To prove (41) apply logarithms to 1 − |z| ≤ |1 − z| ≤ 1 + |z| ≤ 1 1 − |z| and take into account that log(1 − |z|) < 0. Inequality (42) is then straightforward.

The next lemma reformulates the key calculus required for analysis of Ruelle functions, without using the formalism of measures of [24].

Lemma 6.6. For ϵ > 0 there exists C^′(ϵ) such that, if s > 2 + ϵ and L ≥ 1, then ∑ [γ]∈PC(X) ℓ(γ)>L | | log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−s ℓ(γ)}| | | ≤ C^′(ϵ) e^{L(2+ϵ−s)}

for X = M_{p/q} or X = M, where C^′(ϵ) is uniform on X and the unitary twist χ.

Proof. We omit the subscript [γ] ∈ PC(X) from the sums, which is always understood in the summations along the proof, and is combined with restrictions on the length of the geodesics. First, by (42) ∑ ℓ(γ)>L | log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−s ℓ(γ)}| | ≤ 4 ∑ ℓ(γ)>L e^{−s ℓ(γ)}. We divide the set PC(X) according to lengths. Set

l_j = (1 +^j_2 ϵ)L.

Then by using Lemma 6.5:

(43) ∑ ℓ(γ)>L e^{−s ℓ(γ)} ≤ ∞∑ j=0 ∑ l_j <ℓ(γ)≤l_{j+1} e^{−s ℓ(γ)} ≤ ∞∑ j=0 C e^{2lj+1} e^{−s lj}

Since 2l_{j+1} − s l_j = (2 + ϵ − s)L + j(−^s_2 + 1)ϵ L, the bound in (43) can be explicitly computed: ∞∑ j=0 C e^{2lj+1} e^{−s lj} = C e^{L(2+ϵ−s)} 1 − e^{(−s/2+1)ϵ L} ≤ C 1 − e^{−ϵ2/2} and we are done. □

The following bound is used in the proof of the theorem on the asymptotic behavior.

Lemma 6.7. For a closed hyperbolic three-manifold N there exists a constant C(N) depending only on N such that

(44) ∞∑ k=5 | log |R_{χ,−k}(k/2)| | ≤ C(N). Proof. For each k ≥ 5 split log |R_{χ,−k}(k/2)| into two summations: | | log |R_{χ,−k}(k/2)| | | ≤ ∑ [γ]∈PC(N) ℓ(γ)≤1 | | log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}| | |

+ ∑ [γ]∈PC(N) ℓ(γ)>1 | | log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}| | | .

We bound the contribution of the first summation. There exists k_0 (depending on the length of the shortest geodesic of N) such that for each k > k_0 we have for all [γ] ∈ PC(N): |χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}| = |e^{−kℓ(γ)/2}| < 1 2 . By (42) we obtain for all [γ] ∈ PC(N): | | log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}| | | ≤ 4e^{−kℓ(γ)/2}. As the number of geodesics of length ≤ 1 is finite, the contribution of the summation indexed by ℓ(γ) ≤ 1 in the left-hand side of (44) is bounded (by finitely many geometric series, starting from k_0).

For the summation of geodesics [γ] with ℓ(γ) > 1, we use Lemma 6.6 (that we stated for Dehn fillings but applies to any closed hyperbolic manifold if we do not require uniformity on the manifold). As k ≥ 5, this yields again a bound by a geometric series. □

Remark 6.8. In Lemma 6.7 we do not have uniformity on the Dehn fillings because of short geodesics (k_0 depends on the length of the shortest geodesic in N). We will get rid of short geodesics by Dehn filling formulas in the next section (see Lemma 7.3). Notice that we do have uniformity on the twist χ.

7. Asymptotic behavior of torsions

I this section we prove Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7 from the introduction.

7.1. Müller’s theorem for closed Dehn filling. We give first the proof of Müller’s theorem for the Dehn fillings M_{p/q}. We follow [30], just with the minor change of the rational unitary twist χ:

Theorem 7.1 (Müller). For χ rational, M_{p/q} a compatible Dehn filling and m ≥ 3: log | |tor(M^{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{2m}) tor(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ_4) | | = m−1∑ k=2 log |R_{χ,−2k−1}(k +^1_2 )| − 1 π Vol(M_{p/q})(m^2 − 4),

log | | |tor(M^{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{2m+1}) tor(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ_5) | | | = m∑ k=3 log |R_{χ,−2k}(k)| − 1 π Vol(M_{p/q})(m − 2)(m + 3).

Proof. We prove the odd-dimensional case, the even dimensional case is similar. Observe first that, by Lemma 5.4, R_{χ⊗ρ2m+1} (s) = 2m∏ k=0 R_{χ,2m−2k}(s − (m − k))

= R_{χ,0}(s) m∏ k=1 R_{χ,2k}(s − k)R_{χ,−2k}(s + k)

= R_{χ⊗ρ5} (s) m∏ k=3 R_{χ,2k}(s − k)R_{χ,−2k}(s + k) (45)

Then, taking s = 0 in (45) and by Theorem 5.2:

(46) T (M_{p/q}, E_{χ⊗ρ2m+1} )^2 = T (M_{p/q}, E_{χ⊗ρ5} )^2 m∏ k=3 |R_{χ,2k}(−k)||R_{χ,−2k}(k)|. Next recall from Proposition 5.5 that |R_{χ,2k}(−k)| = |R_{χ,−2k}(k)|e^{−4k Vol(Mp/q )/π}, then (46) becomes log T (M_{p/q}, E_{χ⊗ρ2m+1} ) T (M_{p/q}, E_{χ⊗ρ5} ) = − 2 π Vol(N) m∑ k=3 k + m∑ k=3 log |R_{χ,−2k}(k)| and the statement follows from Cheeger–Müller Theorem, Thm. 4.3. □

This theorem holds for any closed oriented hyperbolic 3-manifold, not only for Dehn fillings. Combined with Lemma 6.7 it yields a twisted version of Müller’s theorem:

Corollary 7.2 ([30]). Let N be a closed hyperbolic, oriented 3-manifold. Let χ: π_1(N) → S^1 be a homomorphism. Then: lim_{n→∞} log | tor(N, χ ⊗ ρ_n)| n^2 = − Vol(N) 4π .

7.2. Proof of the main theorem. Assume that the twist χ is rational, until Lemma 7.7. For an admissible Dehn filling M_{p/q}, let A = {(γ_{p1/q1} )^{±1}, . . . , (γ_{pl/ql} )^{±1}} denote the set of oriented souls of the filling tori, namely the l short geodesics added for the Dehn filling, with both orientations (hence A has cardinality 2l). Define, for k ≥ 5, B^{p/q}_{χ,k} = ∑ [γ]∈PC(M_{p/q} )−A log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλp/q (γ)/2}|. The convergence of this series follows again from (20), because k/2 ≥ 5/2 > 2. We discuss below in Lemma 7.4 further properties of this series.

Recall that ϱ^{p/q}_n = ρ^{p/q}_n ∘ i_∗, where ρ^{p/q}_n is the symmetric power of the lift of the holonomy of M_{p/q} and i_∗ : π_1(M) → π_1(M_{p/q}) is induced by inclusion.

Lemma 7.3. Given a rational twist χ of M, for any integer m ≥ 3: log | | | tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_{2m} ) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_4 ) | | | = − m^2 − 4 2 (^l∑ i=1 ℓ(γ_{pi/qi} ) + 2 π Vol(M_{p/q}) ) + m−1∑ k=2 B^{p/q}_{χ,2k+1} and log | | | tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_{2m+1}; b^{p/q}_1 , b^{p/q}_2 ) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_5 ; b^{p/q}_1 , b^{p/q}_2 ) | | | = −^{(m−2)(m−3)}_2 (^l∑ i=1 ℓ(γ_{pi/qi} )+ 2 π Vol(M_{p/q}) )

+ m∑ k=3 B^{p/q}_{χ,2k} Proof. We discuss the even case, 2m, and assume for simplicity that there is only one cusp, l = 1. Set λ = λ(γ_{p1/q1} ) and ζ = χ(m_1). By Proposition 3.6: log | | | tor(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{p/q}_{2m} ) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_{2m} ) | | | = 2m−1∑

k=0 log |e^{(2m−1−2k)λ/2}ζ − 1|

= m−1∑ k=0 log |(e^{(k+ 12 )λ}ζ − 1)(e^{−(k+ 12 )λ}ζ − 1)|.

Thus log | | | | tor(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{p/q}_{2m} ) tor(M_{p/q}, χ ⊗ ρ^{p/q}_4 ) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_4 ) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_{2m} ) | | | | = m−1∑ k=2 log |(e^{(k+ 12 )λ}ζ−1)(e^{−(k+ 12 )λ}ζ−1)|.

With Theorem 7.1 it yields

(47) log | | | tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_{2m} ) tor(M, χ ⊗ ϱ^{p/q}_4 ) | | | = m−1∑ k=2 log |R^{p/q}_{χ,−2k−1}(k + 1 2 )| − 1 π Vol(M_{p/q})(m^2 − 4)

− m−1∑ k=2 log |(e^{(k+ 12 )λ}ζ − 1)(e^{−(k+ 12 )λ}ζ − 1)|, where R^{p/q}_{χ,−2k−1} denotes the twisted Ruelle zeta function of M_{p/q}. By definition

of B^{p/q}_k :

(48) log |R^{p/q}_{χ,−2k−1}(k+^1_2 )| = log |B^{p/q}_{χ,2k+1}|+log |(1−ζe^{−(k+ 12 )λ})(1−ζe^{−(k+ 12 )λ})|.

To combine (47) and (48), we use:

(49) | | | | (1 − ζe^{−(k+ 1}2^{)λ})(1 − ζe^{−(k+ 1}2^{)λ}) (1 − ζe^{−(k+ 1}2^{)λ})(1 − ζe^{(k+ 1}2^{)λ}) | | | | = | | | | 1 − ζe^{−(k+ 1}2^{)λ} 1 − ζe^{(k+ 1}2^{)λ} | | | | = | |e^{−λ( 12 +k)} | | | | | | 1 − ζe^{−(k+ 1}2^{)λ} ζe^{−(k+ 1}2^{)λ} − 1 | | | | = e^{−ℓ(λ)(k+ 12 )}.

The lemma follows from (47), (48) and (49). □

Define, for k ≥ 5, a Ruelle function on M: R_{χ,−k}(k/2) = ∏ γ∈PC(M) (1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}). Lemma 7.4. For k ≥ 3: (a) The series ∑ γ∈PC(M) log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}| and ∑ γ∈PC(M) log |1 − e^{−kℓ(γ)/2}| converge uniformly.

(b) There exists a constant C > 0, uniform in χ, such that ∞∑ k=3 | log |R_{χ,−2k}(k)| | ≤ C, and ∞∑ k=3 | log |R_{χ,−2k−1}(k +^1_2 )| | ≤ C. (c) The series B^{p/q}_{χ,k} also converges uniformly, uniformly on (p, q) and the twist χ. In addition, lim (p,q)→∞ B^{p/q}_{χ,k} = R_{χ,−k}(k/2) uniformly on the twist χ.

In the lemma, uniformity on (p, q) or on χ means that the series can be bounded term-wise in absolute value by a convergent series, independently on (p, q) or/and on χ.

Proof. Assertion (a) follows from Margulis bound on geodesic length growth (20), using inequalities (41) and (42). Assertion (b) has the very same proof as Lemma 6.7. For (c), we get uniformity on (p, q) from Lemma 6.5 and the fact that the sum does not include any of the short geodesics in A = {(γ^{p/q}_1 )^{±1}, . . . , (γ^{p/q}_n )^{±1}}; hence there is a uniform lower bound away from zero on the length of the geodesics that appear in the sum of B^{p/q}_{χ,k} , and from this, with Proposition 6.3 and Lemma 6.5, we get uniformity. Finally, the limit follows also from Proposition 6.3. □

Proposition 7.5. For a rational twist and m ≥ 3, log | | | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_{2m+1}; b_1, b_2) tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_5; b_1, b_2) | | | = m∑ k=3 log |R_{χ,−2k}(k)| − 1 π Vol(M)(m − 2)(m + 3) and log | | | tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_{2m}) tor(M, χ ⊗ ρ_4) | | | = m∑ k=2 log |R_{χ,−2k−1}(k +^1_2 )| − 1 π Vol(M)(m − 2)(m + 2)

Proof. We take limits on Lemma 7.3 when (p, q) → ∞. On the left hand side of the formula in Lemma 7.3, we apply Corollary 3.9. On the right hand side, we apply that Vol(M_{p/q}) → Vol(M), that ℓ(γ_{pi/qi} ) → 0 [37, 11], and Lemma 7.4. □

Using Propositions 2.11 and 7.5, we get:

Corollary 7.6. Assume that ζ = (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r) ∈ (S^1)^r satisfies that ζ_j ∈ e^{πiQ} , for j = 1, . . . , r, then: (a) For 2m even: log | | | Δ^{α,2m}_M (ζ) Δ^{α,4}_M (ζ) | | | = 1 π Vol(M)(m − 2)(m + 2) − m∑ k=2 log |R_{χ,−2k−1}(k +^1_2 )|

(b) For 2m + 1 odd: log | | | Δ^{α,2m+1} M (ζ) Δ^{α,5}_M (ζ) | | | = 1 π Vol(M)(m − 2)(m + 3) − m∑ k=3 log |R_{χ,−2k}(k)|. The proof of Theorem 1.6 for χ rational follows from Corollary 7.6 and Lemma 7.4 (b). Next we remove the hypothesis on the rationality of χ.

Lemma 7.7. Corollary 7.6 holds for any ζ = (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r) ∈ (S^1)^r, without any assumption on rationality of ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r.

Proof. The proof is a density argument, using continuity of the terms that appear in Corollary 7.6, that we need to justify.

By Theorem 1.10, we know that Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ) does not vanish, hence log |Δ^{α,n}_M (ζ)| is continuous on ζ = (ζ_1, . . . , ζ_r) ∈ S^1, for n ≥ 2.

For the continuity of R_{χ,−k}(k/2), k ≥ 5, as in the proof of Lemma 6.7 we split again the series log |R_{χ,−k}(k/2)| in two: a finite sum indexed by geodesics of length < L and a series indexed by geodesics of length > L. The finite sum is continuous on ζ, so we need to chose L so that the series indexed by geodesics of length > L is arbitrarily small, uniformly on ζ. More precisely, by (41), for each [γ] ∈ PC(M) |1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}| ≤ |1 − e^{−kℓ(γ)/2}|. As the series ∑ [γ]∈PC(M) | | log |1 − e^{−kℓ(γ)/2}| | | converges (Lemma 7.4), for every ε > 0 there exists L = L(ε) > 0 such that ∑ [γ]∈PC(M) ℓ(γ)>L | | log |1 − χ(γ)e^{−kλ(γ)/2}| | | < ε, uniformly on χ. As PC(M) has finitely many elements of length ≤ L, continuity of R_{χ,−k}(k/2) on χ is clear. □

Proof of Theorems 1.6 and 1.7. By Lemma 7.7, equations of Corollary 7.6 hold true for any ζ. Moreover, the bound on the series in the right-hand side given by Lemma 7.4 (b) is uniform in χ, so that we obtain Theorem 1.6 by dividing by (2m)^2 in case (a), or by (2m + 1)^2 in case (b), and by letting m tend to infinity. This proves Theorem 1.6, and Theorem 1.7 follows in the same way, again using uniformity on ζ of the bound from Lemma 7.4. □

Appendix A. Review on combinatorial torsion

The goal of this appendix is to review basic properties of combinatorial torsion.

We restrict to compact orientable three-dimensional manifolds N, possibly with boundary. To simplify notation, we write Γ = π_1(N). We also fix a field F of characteristic 0, and a representation ρ: Γ → GL_n(F).

A.1. Twisted chain complexes. Fix a CW-complex structure K on N. The complex of chains on the universal covering ~K is the free Z-module on the cells of ~K, equipped with the usual boundary operator, and it is denoted by C_∗( ~K, Z). It has an action of Γ = π_1(N) that turns it into a left Z[Γ]-module. The group Γ acts on F^n via ρ on the left, and for the tensor product Γ acts on F^n on the right using inverses: any γ ∈ Γ maps v ∈ F^n to ρ(γ^{−1})(v). We write ρF^n and F^n_ρ to emphazise the left and right Z[Γ]-module structures, respectively. The twisted chain and cochain complexes are defined as: C_∗(K, ρ) = F^n_ρ ⊗_Γ C_∗( ~K, Z), (50)

C^∗(K, ρ) = Hom_Γ(C_∗( ~K, Z),_ρ F^n ).

(51)

Those are complexes and co-complexes of finite-dimensional vector spaces, and the corresponding homology and cohomology groups are denoted by H_∗(K, ρ) and H^∗(K, ρ). A.2. Geometric bases. For a cell ~e ∈ ~K, Z[Γ]~e denotes the free Z[Γ]-module of rank one on its Γ-orbit (i.e. the free module on all lifts of a given cell e in K). Lemma A.1. We have natural isomorphisms of F-vector spaces: Hom_Γ(Z[Γ]~e, F^n ) → F^n θ → θ(~e) F^n ⊗_Γ Z[Γ]~e → F^n v ⊗ ~e → v The proof is straightforward.

Chose {v_1, . . . , v_n} to be a basis for F^n . Let {e^i_1, . . . e^i_{ji} } be the set of idimensional cells of K. For each cell e^i_j chose a lift ~e^i_j to ~K. Then {v_k ⊗ ~e^i_j }_{i,j,k} is an F-basis for C_i(K, ρ). Similarly {(~e^i_j )^∗ ⊗ v_l}_{i,j,l} is an F-basis for C^i(K, ρ) where ( (~e^i_j )^∗ ⊗ v_l ) (γ~e^i_k) = ρ(γ)v_lδ_{jk}. Definition A.2. We call this basis a geometric basis for C_∗(K, ρ), respectively for C^∗(K, ρ).

A.3. Combinatorial torsion. Recall the definition of torsion of a complex of finite dimensional F-vector spaces C_∗ with bases {c^i}_i for the chain complexes and bases {h^i}_i for the homology groups, following for instance [26]. For that purpose we consider the space of boundaries B_i = im(∂ : C_{i+1} → C_i), the space of cycles Z_i = ker(∂ : C_i → C_{i−1}) and the homology H_i = Z_i/B_i. We chose b^i an F-basis for B_i. Using the exact sequences

0 → B_i → Z_i → H_i → 0, 0 → Z_i → C_i → B_{i−1} → 0

we lift b^i it to a subset ~b^i of C_{i+1}, and h^i to a subset ~h^i of C_i, so that ~b^{i−1} ∪~h^i ∪b^i is an F-basis for C_i. We denote [~b^{i−1} ∪ ~h^i ∪ b^i : c^i] the determinant of the matrix which takes c^i to ~b^{i−1} ∪ ~h^i ∪ b^i (in the colomns of the matrix are the coordinates of ~b^{i−1} ∪ ~h^i ∪ b^i with respect to c^i). Then we define

tor(C_∗, {c^i}_i, {h^i}_i) = 3∏ i=0 [~b^{i−1} ∪ ~h^i ∪ b^i : c^i]^{(−1)i} ∈ F^∗

If we have defined a geometric basis {c^i}_i as in Definition A.2, then the torsion is: tor(N, ρ, {h^i}_i) = tor(C_∗( ~K, ρ), {c^i}_i, {h^i}_i) ∈ F^∗ / ± det ( ρ(Γ) ) . It is straightforward to check that it is well defined (see [26] and [33]). Topological invariance follows from uniqueness of triangulations on three-manifolds.

A.4. Duality homology-cohomology. We aim to define the torsion from the cohomological point of view. Let V be a finite dimensional F-vector space, and let ρ: Γ → GL(V ) be a representation. The contravariant representation or dual representation ρ^∗ : Γ → GL(V^∗) is defined by ρ^∗(γ)(f) = f ∘ ρ(γ^{−1}).

Lemma A.3. The representations ρ and ρ^∗ are equivalent if and only if there exists a non-degenerate bilinear form B : V ⊗ V → F which is Γ-invariant.

If we choose a basis in V and its dual basis in V^∗, we obtain matrix representations ρ, ρ^∗ : Γ → GL_n(F), and they are related by ρ^∗(γ) = ρ(γ^{−1})^t. Notice that (ρ^∗)^∗ = ρ.

Example A.4. For any representation ρ: Γ → SL_2(F), the module V = F^2 has a skew-symmetric non-degenerate bilinear form defined by the determinant. Namely, the vectors (x_1, x_2) and (y_1, y_2) ∈ F^2 are mapped to det ( x_1 y_1 x_2 y_2 ) . In view of Lemma A.3, ρ^∗ and ρ are equivalent. More concretely, for any matrix A ∈ SL_2(F) we have (_{0 1}

−1 0 ) A (_{0 −1} 1 0 ) = (A^{−1})^t .

The pairing V^∗ ⊗ V → F induces a perfect pairing of complexes ⟨ , ⟩: C_i(K, ρ) ⊗ C^i(K, ρ^∗) → F, defined by: ⟨v ⊗ ẽ, θ⟩ = θ(ẽ)(v), where ẽ is a cell of ~K, v ∈ V and θ ∈ hom_Γ(C_∗( ~K), V^∗). It is easy to check that it is well defined, non-degenerate and that it is compatible with the boundaries and coboundaries: ⟨∂· , ·⟩ = ±⟨· , δ·⟩ where the sign depends only on the dimension. Hence in its turn it induces a non-degenerate Kronecker pairing between homology and cohomology H_i(K, ρ) × H^i(K, ρ^∗) → F . Now we can relate the torsion in homology with the torsion in cohomology. We denote by B^i, Z^i and H^i the coboundary, cocycle and cohomology spaces,

respectively. In addition, we take b̄^i basis for B^i that we lift to ~b̄^i in C^{i−1}. We define the torsion of a cocomplex with bases in cohomology h^i as:

tor(C^∗, {c̄^i}_i, {h̄^i}_i) = 3∏ i=0 [~b^{i+1} ∪ ~h̄^i ∪ b̄^i : c̄^i]^{(−1)i+1} ∈ F^∗

To relate torsion in homology and cohomology, notice that the geometric basis c^i of C_i(K, ρ) and c̄^i of C^i(K, ρ^∗) can be chosen to be dual. Then the matrices of the boundary operators with respect to those basis are transpose to the matrices of the respective coboundary operators. From this, we have:

Proposition A.5. If the basis h^i for H_i(K, ρ) and the basis h̄^i for H^i(K, ρ^∗) are dual for each i, then tor(C_i(K, ρ), {c^i}, {h_i}) = tor(C^i(K, ρ^∗), {c̄^i}, {h̄^i}). Remark A.6. We shall also use Poincaré duality with twisted coefficients, see for instance [14, 33]. For N a compact orientable manifold: H^i(N; ρ)^∗ ∼= H^{dim N−i}(N, ∂N; ρ^∗) A.5. The representations we are interested in the paper. Here we list the representations we use in the paper. We describe in which space they are defined. Since the torsion lies by definition in F/ ± det ρ(Γ), we need to understand det ρ(Γ). We start with a representation ρ: Γ → SL_2(C ), and we put ρ_n := Sym^{n−1} ∘ ρ.

(1) For the representation ρ_n : Γ → SL_n(C ), the torsion is well defined up to sign, as det ρ(Γ) = {1}. Recall that C^n has a non-degenerate Sym^{n−1}- invariant bilinear form which is symmetric for n odd and antisymmetric for n even. By irreducibility, the form is unique up to scalar. For n = 2 this form is the determinant (see Example A.4). For general n, it is the symmetrization of this bilinear form on C^2 , an explicit formula is given in Lemma 3.1.4 in [36]. Thus ρ^∗_n ∼= ρ_n . (2) For the representation α ⊗ ρ_n : Γ → GL_n(C (t_1 , . . . , t_r)), the torsion is well defined up to sign and multiplication by monomials t^m = t^{m1}_1 · · · t^{mr}_r . There is no Γ-invariant bilinear form on C (t_1 , . . . , t_r)^n, and hence (α ⊗ ρ_n)^∗ and α ⊗ ρ_n are not equivalent (for non-trivial α), nevertheless

(α ⊗ ρ_n)^∗ = α^{−1} ⊗ ρ^∗_n ∼= α^{−1} ⊗ ρ_n.

(3) In the case of the representation χ ⊗ ρ_n : Γ → GL_n(C ) for a character χ: Γ → S^1 ⊂ C , only the modulus of the torsion is well defined. There is no Γ-invariant bilinear form on C^n , and (χ ⊗ ρ_n)^∗ = χ ⊗ ρ^∗_n ∼= χ ⊗ ρ_n. By the classical duality theorems of Franz [8] and Milnor [25] we have

tor(N, α ⊗ ρ_n) = ±t^m tor(N, α^{−1} ⊗ ρ_n)

for some multiplicative factor ±t^m, and | tor(N, χ ⊗ ρ_n)| = | tor(N, χ̄ ⊗ ρ_n)|. Remark A.7. Let us recall some basic facts about the irreducible representation Sym^{n−1} : SL_2(C ) → SL_n(C ). For details we refer to Springer’s book [36, Section 3.1].

• The representation Sym^{n−1} factors through PSL_2(C ) for n odd. • The space C^n has a non-degenerate Sym^{n−1}-invariant bilinear form, that is symmetric for n odd and antisymmetric for n even. By irreducibility, this form is unique up to scalar. An explicit formula is given in Lemma 3.1.4 in [36] (for n = 2 see Example A.4). In higher dimensions the Sym^{n−1}-invariant bilinear form is the symmetrization of the determinant.

• The image of a non-trivial unipotent element in SL_2(C ) is a regular unipotent element in SL_n(C ), i.e. it is conjugate to an upper-triangular matrix which has only ones on the diagonal and a single block in the Jordan-Hölder form.

It follows that the image of a parabolic element g ∈ SL_2(C ), with trace ϵ_g2, for some ϵ_g = ±1 has a unique eigenspace, of dimension one and with eigenvalue ϵ^{n−1}_g . Moreover, this 1-dimensional eigenspace is an isotropic subspace of C^n .

• We also use Clebsch-Gordan formula:

(52) Ad ∘ Sym^{n−1} ∼= Sym^{2(n−1)} ⊕ Sym^{2(n−2)} ⊕ · · · ⊕ Sym^4 ⊕ Sym^2

(see for instance [36, Exercise 3.2.4])

Appendix B. Vanishing of L^2-cohomology

The goal of this appendix is to show that the classical vanishing theorems in cohomology à la Matsushima-Murakami [21] apply to our situation with a twist χ.

B.1. Review on L^2-forms on hyperbolic manifolds. In this appendix M is an oriented hyperbolic three-manifold (possibly of infinite volume) and χ: π_1(M) → S^1 a unitary character, possibly trivial. In the rest of the paper we assume that M has finite volume, but not in this appendix. Let

ρ: π_1(M) → SL_2(C )

be a lift of the holonomy, and

Sym^{n−1} : SL_2(C ) → SL_n(C ) be the n-dimensional holomorphic irreducible representation. The composition is denoted by ρ_n = Sym^{n−1} ∘ρ: π_1(M) → SL_n(C ).

We consider the flat vector bundle C^n → E_{χ⊗ρn} → M with total space: E_{χ⊗ρn} = C^n ×_{χ⊗ρn} ~M. We describe the hermitian metric on the bundle (i.e. on each fibre). View the universal covering ~M as the quotient SL(2, C )/SU(2), start with a hermitian product on C^n invariant by the action of the compact group SU(2), and translate it along SL(2, C )/SU(2) ∼= H^3 , via Sym^{n−1}. This hermitian product is compatible with the action of ρ_n by construction, but also with the action of χ, because hermitian products are invariant by multiplication by unit complex numbers. Thus it induces a non-flat hermitian metric on the bundle E_{χ⊗ρn} .

We consider Ω^p(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) the space of p-forms valued in E_{χ⊗ρn} , namely smooth sections of the bundle E_{χ⊗ρn} ⊗ Ω^p(M). The Riemannian metric on T M and the hermitian metric on the fibres yield a Hodge star operator ∗, a codifferential δ, and a Laplacian Δ^p_{χ,n} on Ω^p(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ). They also provide a hermitian product on p-forms: (ϕ, ψ) = ∫ M ϕ ∧ ∗ψ ∀ϕ, ψ ∈ Ω^p_c (M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ), where ∧ denotes the exterior product on forms in Ω^∗(M) combined with the hermitian product on E_{χ⊗ρn} , and Ω^p_c (M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) the space of compactly supported forms in Ω^p(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} )

Pointwise we use the Riemannian metric on M and the hermitian product on the bundle to define a hermitian product on forms ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩_x at any x ∈ M, so that (ϕ ∧ ∗ψ)_x = ⟨ϕ, ψ⟩_x dvol for every x ∈ M.

De Rham cohomology of the cocomplex (Ω^∗(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ), d) is denoted by H^∗(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ); it is isomorphic to the simplicial cohomology H^∗(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n). The aim of this appendix is to prove that every closed form with finite norm is exact:

Theorem B.1. For any form ω ∈ Ω^1(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) satisfying (ω, ω) < ∞, if dω = 0 then there exists η ∈ Ω^0(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) such that ω = dη.

Theorem B.1 is in fact a theorem on vanishing of L^2-cohomology and it is a version of a theorem of Garland [9]. This theorem is proved in Subsection B.2.

B.2. Proof of the theorem. The proof is based on the following theorem of Andreotti-Vesentini [1] and Garland [9]: uniform ellipticity implies that closed forms of finite norm are exact.

Theorem B.2 (Thm 3.22 in [9]). If there exists a constant c > 0 such that for every form ω ∈ Ω^1(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) with compact support (53) (d ω, d ω) + (δ ω, δ ω) ≥ c(ω, ω), then Theorem B.1 holds.

Inequality (53) is called uniform ellipticity because, for forms ω with compact support, it is equivalent to (Δ^1_{χ,n}ω, ω) ≥ c(ω, ω). In order to prove uniform ellipticity, we use the formalism of Matsushima and Murakami [21], as in [9, 34, 13, 23, 35]. Since H^3 ∼= SL(2, C )/SU(2), from the decomposition sl(2, C ) = su(2) ⊕ isu(2), orthogonal for the real Killing form, there is a natural identification ϕ_x of the tangent space at each point T_xH^3 with isu(2).

Let E = C^n ×H^3 be the trivial bundle, equipped with the natural flat connection, with covariant derivative ∇_v and the standard differential d: Ω^p(H^3 , E) → Ω^{p+1}(H^3 , E). Following [21] we define a new covariant derivative

~∇_v = ∇_v − sym^{n−1}(ϕ_x(v)), ∀v ∈ T_xH^3 ,

where sym^{n−1} : sl_2(C ) → sl_n(C ) is the representation of the Lie algebra associated to Sym^{n−1}. The corresponding connection D : Ω^0(H^3 , E) → Ω^1(H^3 , E) is given by Ds(v) = d s(v) − sym^{n−1}(ϕ_x(v))(s) for every section s ∈ Ω^0(H^3 , E) and every tangent vector v ∈ T_xH^3 . By construction, D is a connection: D(f s) = fDs + sd f for any function f and any section s, and it can be checked that it is metric:

d⟨s_1, s_2⟩_x = Ds_1 ∧ s_2 + s_1 ∧ Ds_2,

where x → ⟨s_1, s_2⟩_x is a function on H^3 . The connection D is introduced in [21] as induced from the natural connection associated to the principal bundle on SL_n(C ) → SL_2(C ), corresponding to the representation Sym^{n−1}.

Now, for any frame {e_1, e_2, e_3} of H^3 , let {ω^1, ω^2, ω^3} denote its dual coframe. As d =

∑_3

j=1 ω^j ∧ ∇_{ej} [43, (6.19)] we have:

Proposition B.3. [21] On Ω^∗(H^3 , E) we have

d = D + T and δ = D^∗ + T^∗,

where D = ∑ j ω^j ∧ ~∇_{ej} , T = ∑ j ω^j ∧ sym^{n−1}(ϕ_x(e_j )),

(54)

D^∗ = − ∑ j i(e_j ) ~∇_{ej} , T^∗ = ∑ j i(e_j ) sym^{n−1}(ϕ_x(e_j )).

(55)

Up to now these operators are defined on the bundle E on H^3 , and we want to descend them to the bundle on M twisted by χ ⊗ ρ_n. Notice that the operators and Proposition B.3 are found in the literature without the twist, so we need to justify why it works in our situation. We may view the definitions and Proposition B.3 on the trivial bundle E = C^n × H^3 → H^3 as being equivariant for the action of π_1(M) via the representation ρ_n. On the other hand, these formulas are C -linear, so they are equivariant for the action via χ ⊗ ρ_n:

Remark B.4. Proposition B.3 holds true on Ω^∗(M, E_{χ⊗ρ}).

Proposition B.5. [21] There is a Weitzenböck formula: Δ = dδ + δd = D D^∗ + D^∗D + T T^∗ + T^∗T = Δ_D + H where Δ_D = D D^∗ + D^∗D and H = T T^∗ + T^∗T .

Moreover, for any form ω ∈ Ω^1(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) with compact support: (56) (dω̃, dω̃) + (δω̃, δω̃) = (Dω̃, Dω̃) + (D^∗ω̃, D^∗ω̃) + (Hω̃, ω̃). A proof of both propositions can be found in [21] and also in [13, 23, 35].

The Weitzenböck formula requires the identity D T^∗ + T D^∗ + D^∗ T + T^∗ D = 0 on forms with compact support. Identity (56) is proved from Stokes theorem, cf. [13, Equation (5)]. On the other hand:

Proposition B.6. [21] For any ω ∈ Ω^1(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ), pointwise, ⟨Hω, ω⟩_x ≥ c_n⟨ω, ω⟩_x, at every point x ∈ M, for a uniform constant c_n that depends only on Sym^{n−1}.

See also [34, 23] for a proof. Thus uniform ellipticity holds for any form in ω ∈ Ω^1(M, E_{χ⊗ρn} ) with compact support; so Theorem B.2 applies.

Next we assume that the orientable hyperbolic manifold M has finite topology, that it has a compactification M that consists in adding surfaces, as it has finitely many ends that are topologically products. Every element in the kernel of H^1(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) → H^1(∂M ; χ ⊗ ρ_n) is represented by a differential form with compact support in M, in particular it has finite norm. Thus, by Theorem B.1: Corollary B.7. We have an injection induced by inclusion: H^1(M; χ ⊗ ρ_n) → H^1(∂M ; χ ⊗ ρ_n). Appendix C. Dynamics of pseudo-Anosov diffeomorphisms on the variety of characters Let Σ be a compact orientable surface, possibly with boundary, connected and with negative Euler characteristic, and let ϕ: Σ → Σ be a pseudo-Anosov diffeomorphism. Note that ϕ does not necessarily act by the identity on ∂Σ, but it may permute the boundary components.

Consider the mapping torus of ϕ: M(ϕ) = Σ × [0, 1]/(x, 1) ∼ (ϕ(x), 0).

Its fundamental group is a semi-direct product (57) π_1(M(ϕ)) ∼= π_1(Σ) ⋊ Z ∼= ⟨π_1(Σ), τ | τγτ^{−1} = ϕ_#(γ) for all γ ∈ π(Σ)⟩ . Here ϕ_# : π_1(Σ) → π_1(Σ) denotes the isomorphism induced by ϕ. Notice that a different choice of τ would yield the composition of ϕ_# with an inner automorphism.

According to Thurston’s hyperbolization theorem, M(ϕ) admits a finite volume and complete hyperbolic metric [32]. The holonomy of this hyperbolic structure lifts to a representation π_1(M(ϕ)) → SL_2(C ) and its restriction to π_1(Σ) yields a representation ρ_2 : π_1(Σ) → SL_2(C ). The composition of ρ_2 with Sym^{n−1} will be denoted by ρ_n := Sym^{n−1} ∘ ρ_2. Notice that, by (57), ρ_n and

ϕ^∗(ρ_n) := ρ_n ∘ ϕ_#

are conjugate by ρ_n(τ). This implies that the equivalence class [ρ_n] of ρ_n is a fixed point of the action of ϕ^∗ on the character variety R ( Σ, SL_n(C ) ) := Hom ( π_1(Σ), SL_n(C ) ) � SL_n(C ) .

For definitions and more details see [16, Section 4.3] or [12].

In the case of a closed surface (∂Σ = ∅) and n = 2, M. Kapovich proved in [15] that [ρ] is a hyperbolic fixed point of ϕ^∗ : R(Σ, SL_2(C )) → R(Σ, SL_2(C )), namely the tangent map

(dϕ^∗)_{[ρ2]} : T_{[ρ2]}R(Σ, SL_2(C )) → T_{[ρ2]}R(Σ, SL_2(C ))

has no eigenvalues of modulus one.

In the case of a surface with boundary this assertion is no longer true, as the trace functions of the peripheral elements are invariant under a power of ϕ^∗. This causes (dϕ^∗)_{[ρ2]} to have 1 as an eigenvalue (see [33, Section 4.5] for n = 2 and a punctured torus).

In order to generalize Kapovich’s result, for surfaces with boundary we consider the relative character variety. Let ∂Σ = ∂_1 ⊔ · · · ⊔ ∂_s be the decomposition in connected components. The relative character variety is R ( Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C ) ) := {[ρ] ∈ R(Σ, SL_n(C )) | ρ(∂_i) and ρ_n(∂_i) are similar} ,

with the convention that R(Σ, ∅, SL_n(C )) = R(Σ, SL_n(C )) for closed surfaces.

The main result of this appendix is the following:

Theorem C.1. Let Σ be a compact orientable surface, possibly with boundary, connected and with negative Euler characteristic, and let ϕ: Σ → Σ be a pseudo- Anosov diffeomorphism.

Then the character [ρ_n] is a hyperbolic fixed point of ϕ^∗, i.e. the tangent map

(dϕ^∗)_{[ρn]} : T_{[ρn]}R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )) → T_{[ρn]}R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C ))

has no eigenvalues of modulus one.

The proof is based on the cohomological interpretation of the tangent spaces to varieties of characters. Recall that by a result of A. Weil [41] there is a natural isomorphism

T_{[ρn]}R(Σ, SL_n(C )) ∼= H^1(Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n)

and the tangent space of the relative character variety can be interpreted as a kernel (see for instance [12, Proposition 18]):

T_{[ρn]}R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )) ∼= ker(H^1(Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n) → H^1(∂Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n)).

Moreover, the tangent map dϕ^∗_{[ρn]} corresponds to the induced map ϕ^∗ in cohomology.

There is a natural surjection

α: π_1(M(ϕ)) ↠ Z, α(τ) = 1, and α(γ) = 0 for γ ∈ π_1(Σ), induced by the fibration Σ → M(ϕ) → S^1.

Remark C.2. In Section 2.3 we have defined the twisted Alexander polynomial for manifolds with cusps, but the same definition applies to closed manifolds, without requiring any assumption on α (just non-triviality). Thus we can define a one variable twisted Alexander polynomial Δ^{α,n}_{M(ϕ)}(t) even for M(ϕ) closed. The main results of the paper hold true and are simpler to prove in the closed case, without needing the approximation results of Sections 3 and 6, for instance.

Proposition C.3. Up to multiplication by a factor ±t^m:

det((dϕ^∗)_{[ρn]} − t Id) = n−1∏ k=1 Δ^{α,2k+1} M(ϕ) (t). Proof of Theorem C.1. Apply Proposition C.3 and Theorem 1.10. □ Remark C.4. There is a natural C -valued symplectic form on R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )) [18, 12]. By naturality, this symplectic form is ϕ^∗-invariant, therefore: det((dϕ^∗)^{−1}_{[ρn]} − t Id) = det((dϕ^∗)_{[ρn]} − t Id).

Proposition C.3 is based on the following lemma: Lemma C.5. (a) When Σ is closed, tor(M(ϕ), ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ρ_n) = det((dϕ^∗)_{[ρn]} − t Id)^{−1}.

(b) When ∂Σ ≠ ∅, if σ_ϕ denotes the permutation matrix on the components of ∂Σ, then tor(M(ϕ), ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ρ_n) = det((dϕ^∗)_{[ρn]} − t Id)^{−1} det(σ_ϕ − t Id)^{1−n}.

Remark C.6. As ∂Σ has s components, σ_ϕ is a permutation matrix of size s × s, that decomposes into l cycles, where l is the number of components of ∂M(ϕ) = T^2_1 ⊔· · ·⊔T^2_l . Furthermore, if c_i is the order of the cycle corresponding to T^2_i , the i-th component of ∂M(ϕ), then α(π_1(T^2_i )) = c_iZ, s = c_1 + · · · + c_l, and det(σ_ϕ − t Id) = (−1)^{s−l} l∏ i=1 (1 − t^{ci} ). Proof of Lemma C.5. Let K be CW-complex with underlying space |K| = M(ϕ). Consider its lift K to Σ × R and its lift ~K to the universal covering. We work with the following chain complexes:

C^∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n) = hom_{π1(M(ϕ))}(C_∗( ~K, Z), C (t) ⊗ sl_n(C )), C^∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n) = hom_{π1(Σ)}(C_∗( ~K, Z), C (t) ⊗ sl_n(C )).

Choosing τ, a representative in π_1(M(ϕ)) of a generator of Z, it acts on C^∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ) by θ → α(τ)Ad_{ρn(τ )} ∘ θ ∘ τ^{−1}, ∀θ ∈ C^∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n).

The action does not depend on the choice of the representative τ ∈ π_1(M(ϕ)) of the generator of Z. We have then a short exact sequence of complexes: 0 → C^∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n) → C^∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n)^{(τ −1)}−→ C^∗(K, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n) → 0. It induces Wang’s exact sequence in cohomology. Hence, as H^i(K, ᾱ⊗Ad∘ρ_n) ∼= H^i(Σ, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n) vanishes for every i ≠ 1, by Milnor’s theorem on torsion of exact sequences [26, Theorem 3.2]:

(58) tor(M(ϕ), ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ρ_n) = det(τ^{∗,1} − Id)^{−1}, where τ^{∗,1} is the morphism on H^1(Σ, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n) induced by τ. As α is trivial on π_1(Σ):

H^1(Σ, ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ ρ_n) ∼= C (t) ⊗ H^1(Σ, Ad ∘ ρ_n) and τ^{∗,1} corresponds via this isomorphism to t ⊗ ϕ^{∗,1}, where ϕ^{∗,1} is the action that ϕ induces on H^1(Σ, Ad ∘ ρ_n). Hence (59) det(τ^{∗,1} − Id) = det(t ϕ^{∗,1} − Id) = t^n det(ϕ^{∗,1} − t^{−1} Id). From (58) and (59) we get tor(M(ϕ), ᾱ ⊗ Ad ∘ρ_n) = det(ϕ^{∗,1} − t^{−1} Id)^{−1}, up to a factor ±t^m. Next we look at the action of (ϕ^{∗,1})^{±1} to the exact sequence coming from the cohomology of the pair (Σ, ∂Σ)

(60) 0 → ker(i^∗) → H^1(Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n)^{i∗}→ H^1(∂Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n)) → 0. We claim that:

(1) The action of (ϕ^{∗,1})^{−1} on ker(i^∗) corresponds to the action of dϕ^∗ by the isomorphism ker(i^∗) ∼= T_{[ρn]}R(Σ, ∂Σ, SL_n(C )).

(2) The action of (ϕ^{∗,1}) on H^1(∂Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n)) is equivalent to σ_ϕ ×^{(n−1)}· · · × σ_ϕ. The proof of these claims and the product formula of torsions applied to the exact sequence (60) will complete the proof of Lemma C.5.

Proof of Claim (1). We consider the action on the variety of representations ρ → Ad_{ρn(τ} −1_) ∘ρ ∘ ϕ_# so that ρ_n is fixed and induces the previous action on the space of conjugacy classes of representations. Next we recall Weil’s isomorphism between the tangent space and group cohomology:

(61)

T_{[ρn]}R(Σ, SL_n(C )) ∼= H^1(π_1(Σ), Ad ∘ρ_n) d dt ρ_t|_{t=0} → [ γ →^d_t ρ_t(γ)ρ_0(γ^{−1})|_{t=0} ] where ρ_t is a path of representations, smooth on t ∈ (−ε, ε) and with ρ_0 = ρ_n. Here H^1(π_1(Σ), Ad ∘ρ_n) = Z^1/B^1 where Z^1 is the space of cocycles or crossed morphisms, i.e. maps θ : π_1(Σ) → sl_n(C ) that satisfy θ(γ_1γ_2) = θ(γ_1) + Ad_{ρn(γ1 )}(θ(γ_2)) ∀γ_1, γ_2 ∈ π_1(Σ), and B^1 is the space of inner cocycles, i.e. maps γ → a − Ad_{ρn(γ)}(a) for some a ∈ sl_n(C ). Using Weil’s isomorphism (61), the action of dϕ^∗ on H^1(π_1(Σ), Ad ∘ρ_n) using classes of cocycles is [θ] → [Ad_{ρn(τ} −1_) ∘θ ∘ ϕ_#] ∀θ ∈ Z^1.

The claim follows using the isomorphism between group cohomology of π_1(Σ) and cohomology of the surface Σ, which is aspherical, and the naturality of the actions induced by ϕ on each cohomology group. This establishes the first claim.

Proof of Claim (2). We use the isomorphism:

(62) H^1(∂Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n) = r⨁ i=1 H^1(∂_i, Ad ∘ρ_n) ∼= r⨁ i=1 H_0(∂_i, Ad ∘ρ_n).

Namely, we decompose ∂Σ along connected components and use Poincaré duality on each of the circles. Next, we use the canonical isomorphism (63) H_0(∂_i, Ad ∘ρ_n) ∼= sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(∂i))} ∼= C^{n−1}

where sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(∂i))} = sl_n(C ) ⊗_{π1(∂i)} Z denotes the space of coinvariants. It is isomorphic to the quotient of sl_n(C ) by the image of (Ad(ρ_n(∂_i)) − Id) [2], and its dimension n − 1 has been computed for instance in [23].

Next we aim to understand the action of τ on these spaces. We view the chain complex for computing the homology of each ∂_i as a subcomplex of

C_∗(K, Ad ρ_n) = sl_n(C ) ⊗_{π1(Σ)} C_∗( ~K, Z),

the complex that computes the homology of Σ × R, where K, K and ~K are as in the beginning of the proof of the lemma. Here every γ ∈ π_1(Σ) acts on C_∗( ~K, Z) by deck transformations and on sl_n(C ) by Ad(ρ_n(γ^{−1})). The action of τ maps the chain m ⊗ c (for m ∈ sl_n(C ) and c ∈ C_∗( ~K, Z)) to m ⊗ c → m · τ^{−1} ⊗ τ c = Ad(τ)(m) ⊗ τ c (see [33]).

Each component ∂_i lifts to a union of lines in the universal covering ~Σ whose stabilizer by the action of π_1(Σ) is precisely a representative of π_1(∂_i) in the conjugacy class. Then choosing ẽ_0 a 0-cell of ~K that projects to ∂_i, the canonical isomorphism (63) is induced by the projection sl_n(C ) ⊗ ẽ_0 → sl_n(C ) ⊗_{π1(∂i)} Z = sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(∂i))},

where the choice of π_1(∂_i) corresponds to the stabilizer of the line in ~K that contains ẽ_0. A different choice of ẽ_0 would be γ ẽ_0 for γ ∈ π_1(Σ), then the subgroup π_1(∂_i) should be replaced by γπ_1(∂_i)γ^{−1}. This leads to the natural isomorphism between coinvariant subspaces sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(∂i))} ∼= sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(γ∂iγ}−1_{))} m → Ad_{ρn(γ)}(m) Furthermore, the action of ϕ^{∗,1} on H^1(Σ, Ad ∘ρ_n) corresponds via (62) and (63) to sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(∂i))} → sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(ϕ#(∂i)))} m → Ad_{ρn(τ )}(m) If ϕ defines a cycle of order c_i > 0 on the component ∂_i (in particular ϕ^{ci} (∂_i) = ∂_i), then, viewing ∂_i as an element of the fundamental group, there exists γ ∈ π_1(Σ) that conjugates ϕ^{ci}_#(∂_i) = τ^{ci} ∂_iτ^{−ci} and ∂_i. Namely γτ^{ci} commutes with ∂_i in π_1(M(ϕ)), in fact both γτ^{ci} and ∂_i belong to the same peripheral subgroup π_1(T^2_i ) of π_1(M(ϕ)). Therefore

sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(∂i))} = sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn (⟨∂i,γτ} c_{i ⟩))} = sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(π1(T} 2_{i )))}

and Ad(ρ_n(γτ^{ci} )) acts as the identity on sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(∂i))}, by Lemma C.7 below. In other words, ϕ^{ci} acts trivially on H^1(∂_i, Ad ∘ρ_n) ∼= C^{n−1} , and the second claim follows. □

Lemma C.7. For any peripheral torus T^2_i and for any nontrivial γ ∈ π_1(T^2_i ), Ad(ρ_n(γ)) acts trivially on the space of coinvariants sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(π1(T} 2_{i )))}.

Proof. By construction, the action of Ad(ρ_n(γ)) on the space of invariants

sl_n(C )^{Ad(ρn(π1(T 2i )))} = {m ∈ sl_n(C ) | Ad_{ρn(g)}(m) = m, ∀g ∈ π_1(T^2_i )}

is trivial. As the C -valued Killing form on sl_n(C ) is Ad-invariant, the space of coinvariants is the quotient of sl_n(C ) by the orthogonal of the invariants. Namely ( sl_n(C )^{Ad(ρn(π1(T 2i )))} )_⊥ = {m − Ad_{ρn(g)}(m) | m ∈ sl_n(C ), ∀g ∈ π_1(T^2_i )} and sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn(π1(T} 2_{i )))} = sl_n(C )/ ( sl_n(C )^{Ad(ρn(π1(T 2i )))} )_⊥ . Therefore, the Killing form induces a pairing

sl_n(C )^{Ad(ρn(π1(T 2i )))} × sl_n(C )_{Ad(ρn (π1(T} 2_{i )))} → C .

As the Killing form is non-degenrate and Ad-invariant, this pairing is perfect and Ad(ρ_n(γ))-invariant. In particular, as the action of Ad(ρ_n(γ)) is trivial on the space of invariants, it is also trivial on the space of coinvariants. □

Proof of Proposition C.3. When ∂Σ = ∅ this is a direct consequence of the Clebsch-Gordan formula (52) and of Lemma C.5.

When ∂Σ ≠ ∅, first notice that α always satisfies Assumption 1.2. Furthermore, we do not need to care about Assumption 1.3 because Ad ∘ρ_n decomposes by (52) in a sum of odd dimensional representations and no spin structure is involved in the computation of the torsion in this case (however we could chose a lift of the holonomy satisfying this assumption).

Finally, we need to discuss the term det(σ_ϕ −t Id)^{n−1}. Following Remark C.6, we decompose σ_ϕ into l disjoint cycles of order c_1, . . . , c_l, respectively, with c_1 + · · · + c_l = s. Therefore

det(σ_ϕ − t Id) = ± l∏ i=1 (t^{ci} − 1) . On the other hand, each cycle corresponds to a peripheral torus T^2_i of M(ϕ) and α(π_1(T^2_i )) = c_iZ, for i = 1, . . . , l. Thus the factor that appears in the definition of Δ^{α,2k+1}

M(ϕ) (t) (Definition 2.6) is also ∏_l i=1(t^{ci} − 1). Finally the exponent n − 1 is the number of factors in the Clebsch-Gordan formula. □

References

[1] Aldo Andreotti and Edoardo Vesentini. Carleman estimates for the Laplace-Beltrami equation on complex manifolds. Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math., (25):81–130, 1965.

[2] Kenneth S. Brown. Cohomology of groups. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 87. New York-Heidelberg-Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1982.

[3] Ulrich Bunke and Martin Olbrich. Selberg zeta and theta functions, volume 83 of Mathematical Research. Akademie-Verlag, Berlin, 1995. A differential operator approach.

[4] M. Coornaert and G. Knieper. Growth of conjugacy classes in Gromov hyperbolic groups.

Geom. Funct. Anal., 12(3):464–478, 2002.

[5] Marc Culler. Lifting representations to covering groups. Adv. Math., 59:64–70, 1986. [6] Jerome Dubois and Yoshikazu Yamaguchi. Twisted alexander invariant and nonabelian reidemeister torsion for hyperbolic three-dimensional manifolds with cusps. arXiv:0906.1500, 2009.

[7] Nathan M. Dunfield, Stefan Friedl, and Nicholas Jackson. Twisted Alexander polynomials of hyperbolic knots. Exp. Math., 21(4):329–352, 2012.

[8] Wolfgang Franz. Torsionsideale, Torsionsklassen und Torsion. J. Reine Angew. Math., 176:113–124, 1936.

[9] Howard Garland. A rigidity theorem for discrete subgroups. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 129:1–25, 1967.

[10] Hiroshi Goda. Twisted Alexander invariants and hyperbolic volume. Proc. Japan Acad.

Ser. A Math. Sci., 93(7):61–66, 2017.

[11] Michael Gromov. Hyperbolic manifolds (according to Thurston and Jørgensen). In Bourbaki Seminar, Vol. 1979/80, volume 842 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 40–53. Springer, Berlin-New York, 1981.

[12] Michael Heusener and Joan Porti. Holomorphic volume forms on representation varieties of surfaces with boundary. https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-01770366, April 2018.

[13] Craig D. Hodgson and Steven P. Kerckhoff. Rigidity of hyperbolic cone-manifolds and hyperbolic Dehn surgery. J. Differential Geom., 48(1):1–59, 1998.

[14] Dennis Johnson and John J. Millson. Deformation spaces associated to compact hyperbolic manifolds. In Discrete groups in geometry and analysis (New Haven, Conn., 1984), volume 67 of Progr. Math., pages 48–106. Birkhäuser Boston, Boston, MA, 1987.

[15] Michael Kapovich. On the dynamics of pseudo-Anosov homeomorphisms on representation varieties of surface groups. Ann. Acad. Sci. Fenn. Math., 23(1):83–100, 1998.

[16] Michael Kapovich. Hyperbolic manifolds and discrete groups, volume 183 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkhäuser Boston, Inc., Boston, MA, 2001.

[17] Teruaki Kitano. Twisted Alexander polynomial and Reidemeister torsion. Pac. J. Math., 174(2):431–442, 1996.

[18] Sean Lawton. Poisson geometry of SL(3, C )-character varieties relative to a surface with boundary. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 361(5):2397–2429, 2009.

[19] Xiao Song Lin. Representations of knot groups and twisted Alexander polynomials. Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.), 17(3):361–380, 2001.

[20] G. A. Margulis. Certain applications of ergodic theory to the investigation of manifolds of negative curvature. Funkcional. Anal. i Priložen., 3(4):89–90, 1969.

[21] Yozô Matsushima and Shingo Murakami. On vector bundle valued harmonic forms and automorphic forms on symmetric riemannian manifolds. Ann. of Math. (2), 78:365–416, 1963.

[22] Pere Menal-Ferrer and Joan Porti. Local coordinates for SL(n, C)-character varieties of finite-volume hyperbolic 3-manifolds. Ann. Math. Blaise Pascal, 19(1):107–122, 2012.

[23] Pere Menal-Ferrer and Joan Porti. Twisted cohomology for hyperbolic three manifolds.

Osaka J. Math., 49(3):741–769, 2012.

[24] Pere Menal-Ferrer and Joan Porti. Higher-dimensional Reidemeister torsion invariants for cusped hyperbolic 3-manifolds. J. Topol., 7(1):69–119, 2014.

[25] John Milnor. A duality theorem for Reidemeister torsion. Ann. of Math. (2), 76:137–147, 1962.

[26] John W. Milnor. Whitehead torsion. Bull. Am. Math. Soc., 72:358–426, 1966. [27] John W. Milnor. Infinite cyclic coverings. In Conference on the Topology of Manifolds (Michigan State Univ., E. Lansing, Mich., 1967), pages 115–133. Prindle, Weber & Schmidt, Boston, Mass., 1968.

[28] Werner Müller. Analytic torsion and R-torsion for unimodular representations. J. Amer.

Math. Soc., 6(3):721–753, 1993.

[29] Werner Müller. A Selberg trace formula for non-unitary twists. Int. Math. Res. Not.

IMRN, (9):2068–2109, 2011.

[30] Werner Müller. The asymptotics of the Ray-Singer analytic torsion of hyperbolic 3- manifolds. In Metric and differential geometry, volume 297 of Progr. Math., pages 317– 352. Birkhäuser/Springer, Basel, 2012.

[31] Werner Müller and Jonathan Pfaff. On the asymptotics of the Ray-Singer analytic torsion for compact hyperbolic manifolds. Int. Math. Res. Not. IMRN, (13):2945–2983, 2013.

[32] Jean-Pierre Otal. The hyperbolization theorem for fibered 3-manifolds, volume 7 of SMF/AMS Texts and Monographs. American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI; Société Mathématique de France, Paris, 2001. Translated from the 1996 French original by Leslie D. Kay.

[33] Joan Porti. Torsion de Reidemeister pour les variétés hyperboliques, volume 612. American Mathematical Society (AMS), Providence, RI, 1997.

[34] M. S. Raghunathan. On the first cohomology of discrete subgroups of semisimple Lie groups. Amer. J. Math., 87:103–139, 1965.

[35] M. S. Raghunathan. Discrete subgroups of Lie groups. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1972.

Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer Grenzgebiete, Band 68.

[36] T. A. Springer. Invariant theory. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 585. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1977.

[37] William P. Thurston. Three-dimensional geometry and topology. Vol. 1. Ed. by Silvio Levy. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1997.

[38] V. G. Turaev. Reidemeister torsion in knot theory. Uspekhi Mat. Nauk, 41(1(247)):97–147, 240, 1986.

[39] Masaaki Wada. Twisted Alexander polynomial for finitely presentable groups. Topology, 33(2):241–256, 1994.

[40] Nolan R. Wallach. On the Selberg trace formula in the case of compact quotient. Bull.

Amer. Math. Soc., 82(2):171–195, 1976.

[41] André Weil. Remarks on the cohomology of groups. Ann. of Math. (2), 80:149–157, 1964. [42] Artur Wotzke. Die Ruellesche Zetafunktion und die analytische Torsion hyperbolischer Mannigfaltigkeiten., volume 389. Bonn: Univ. Bonn, Mathematisches Institut; Bonn: Univ. Bonn, Mathematisch-Naturwissenschaftliche Fakultät (Diss.), 2008.

[43] Hung Hsi Wu. The Bochner technique in differential geometry. Math. Rep., 3(2):i–xii and 289–538, 1988.

[44] Yoshikazu Yamaguchi. A relationship between the non-acyclic Reidemeister torsion and a zero of the acyclic Reidemeister torsion. Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble), 58(1):337–362, 2008.

Mathematisches Institut, Georg-August Universität, Bunsenstrasse 3-5, 37073 Göttingen, Germany

E-mail address: leo.benard@mathematik.uni-goettingen.de

Université Clermont Auvergne, CNRS, Laboratoire de Mathématiques Blaise Pascal, F-63000 Clermont-Ferrand, France

E-mail address: jerome.dubois@uca.fr.

Université Clermont Auvergne, CNRS, Laboratoire de Mathématiques Blaise Pascal, F-63000 Clermont-Ferrand, France

E-mail address: michael.heusener@uca.fr

Departament de Matemàtiques, Universitat Autònoma de Barcelona, 08193 Cerdanyola del Vallès, Spain, and Barcelona Graduate School of Mathematics (BGSMath)

E-mail address: porti@mat.uab.cat