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Abstract

We study the spectrum and essential minimum of the height of projective plane intersecting with the
curve x+y+z = o C IP?. This paper is mainly inspired by the research of Zhang and Zagier. In the first part
of the research, we prove that the spectrum of the projective height is dense in R after a certain value C,.

In the second part of this research, we prove that the six special points at which Zagier’s height gets
sharp upper bound can be normalized to one point. Thus, it is plausible to find all the value on the
spectrum before C, and the essential minimum in our coordinate. We provide a conjecture about the
essential minimum and distributions on the spectrum before the essential minimum.

The main ingredients in our analysis are the estimation of capacity of level curve and the theorem of
Fekete-Szego. Thus, we make an intensive use of potential theory.

Our results have been greatly motivated and guided by numerical experiments of capacity and level
curves that are described at the end of this paper in details.
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1 Introduction

Height functions play a vital role in the study of arithmetic dynamics over global fields. It measures com-
plexity of the point in an arithmetic sense, and it is another modern view of Lehmer’s conjecture.
Let K/Q be a number field, and let P € PN (K) be a point with homogeneous coordinates

P=[xy::xn] Xor -, xn €K.
Then, the height of P relative to K is defined by

Hyg(P):= ]_[ max{|x|y, -+, XNy}, where n,, is the local degree of v.

’VEMK

When working with a point in projective space with algebraic coordinates, it is sometimes easier to work
with a height function that does not depend on the number field.

Let P € PV(Q) be a point whose coordinates are algebraic numbers. Then the absolute height of P is
defined by choosing any number field such that P € PV (K) and setting

H(P) := Hg (P)V/IK:Q],

Compared to the standard height defined above, it is always much easier to directly work with logarith-
mic height.
Keep the notation above, then the logarithmic height relative K is defined by

hg : PN(K) — R, hg(P):=1logHg(P)
and the absolute logarithmic height is the function
h:PN(@Q) — R, h(P)=1ogH(P).

However, in terms of absolute logarithmic height function, if we use the formula given above to calculate
the height of an algebraic number, we will always have a hard time to normalize the absolute value with
respect to different number field.

Therefore, for any number field K, and for any algebraic number a € K with algebraic coordinates, it is
alwasy easier to use the following formula of absolute logarithmic height function

h(a) = % Z Z logmax{|a’l,, 1}

a’ veMg

where d is degree of the minimal polynomial of a over Q, the first sum is summing over all conjugates of
a, and the second sum is summing over all places.

In the year of 1992, Zhang discovered a classical result in | , Theorems 6.3 and 6.4], the simplest
version of which is that for all but finitely many pairs of algebraic numbers («a, f) lying on a curve X C
P* x IP*, we will always have a universal upper bound C(X), depending on the curve X you choose, such
that

h(a)+h(B) > C(X)>o.



Then, in | , Theorem 1], Zagier applied this result to the curve
{(x,9):x+y=1,xp £ 0o} CP' xP.
He showed that for any algebric numbers « € 6 such that a # 0,1, (1 £ 4/=3)/2, we have

1+4/5

2

h(a)+h(1—a) > %log

with equality if and only if @ or 1 — a is a primitive 10" root of unity.
Then, in | , Section 3A], he asked whether there is a whole spectrum of values
1+
Co=0<¢; = \/§<c2<---
2

such that h(a)+h(1 —a) = ¢; for some finite collection of algebraic numbers a and h(a)+h(1 —a) > limsupc;

for all other a € Q.

With this question, Zagier explored further in [ , Section 3B] with the height function of projective
plane intersecting the curve x + v + z = o C IP?, which is arguably more nature and more symmetric, since
the only small difference between IP* x IP* and IP? is at the infinity.

In | , Theorem 1], he proved for all P lying on x +y +z = o C IP* with homogenous algebraic
coordinates, except for five points that h,,(P) vanishes, we have

h,,(P) = % log 6

where 0 is the real root of 83 -6 —1 = o, and the bound is sharp for exactly six values, namely at the points
P=(1:a—1:-a), where a is a root of the equation x® — 3x5 + 7x4 —9x3 + 7x> —3x + 1 = o.

This paper is mainly motivated by the Zagier’s conjecture and | , Theorem 1’], and we only focus
on the spectrum of the height function of projective plane. The main body of this paper is in Section 3,
which is the first part of our research, in which we prove Theorem A.

The second part of this research, which is discussed in Section 4, concerns with

UESS = inf{@ €R:theset {a € Q": hy(a) <0 }is inﬁnity} (1.1)

and the set
{hzz(a) e }\ [ Hey, 00 ) (1.2)

In Theorem G, we prove that, under our transition map, the six special points at which the upper bound

of h,, is sharp can be normalized to —, and another six points at which h,, vanishes can be normalized to

o and 1. Therefore, it is plausible to find the exact value of pS;° and to determine all the values of the set

(1.2) in our coordinate, whence solve the problem entirely. In Conjecture 4.1, we also provide a conjecture
about the value of the essential minimum and the distribution on the spectrum before essential minimum.

Due to the nature and the audience of this paper, we assume basic knowledge of p—adic analysis, affine
and projective varieties, and of algebraic number theory. Concepts specific to height functions described
above are sufficient for readers of this paper. One could check | A ] and | | for p-adic
analysis, arithmetic dynamics, and algebraic geometry, respectively.

On the other hand, in the section 2, we will introduce some notions in potential theory that are closely
related to this paper and to our research, including the notions of potential function, capacity and the
theorem of Fekete-Szegd. We will basically follow [ ] and | , pg111-127]. One could also read
[ | for the deep interest in the theorem of Fekete-Szego.

Further, since | ] is the main inspiration of our research, the Appendix B contains the detailed
proof of the Theorem1 and Theorem 1’ in | ]. Also, since our research is greatly motivated by our
numerical experiments of capacity, Appendix A described those experiments in details.



2 Preliminaries in Potential Theory

2.1 Harmonic and Subharmonic Functions

We firstly recall some concepts from harmonic analysis. Let U be an open subset of C. A functionh: U —
R is called harmonic if h € C>(U) and Ah=0on U.

Recall that the real part of holomorphic function is harmonic, and the harmonic function satisfies mean-
value property, identity principle and maximum principle. | , Theorem 1.1.6, 1.1.7 and 1.1.8]

Let X be a topological space. We say that a function u : X — [—o0,00) is upper semicontinuous if the
set {x € X : u(x) < a} is open in X for each @ € R. Also, if —v is upper semicontinuous, then v is lower
semicontinuous.

Now, let U be an open subset of C. A function u : U — [—o0,00) is called subharmonic if it is upper
semicontinuous and satisfies the local submean inequality, i.e. given w € U, there exists p > o such that

27 .
u(w)<LJ- u(w+re')dt (o<r<p).

T om
Also, if —v is subharmonic, then v is superharmonic.

Theorem 1. (Criteria for Subharmonicity) Let U be an open subset of C, and let u € C>(U). Then u is
subharmonic on U if and only if Au >0 on U.

Proof. | , Theorem 2.4.4] [

Theorem 2. (Integrability Theorem) Every subharmonic function u on a domain D C C, with u # —oco on D is
locally integrable on D, i.e. IKluIdA < oo for each compact subset K of D.

Proof. | , Theorem 2.5.1] [ ]

2.2 Potential and Measures

Let (X, ) be a Hausdorff topological space and let B be the o-algebra of its Borel sets. A measure y: B8 —
[0,00) is called a regular Borel measure if it satisfies the following properties:

1. p(K) < oo for every compact set K;
2. If B is a Borel subset of X, then pu(B) = inf{u(O) : O open and B c O};
3. If O is an open subset of X, then p(O) = sup{u(K) : K compact and K c O}.

A measure y on the Borel sets of a topological space that satisfies u(K) < oo for each compact set K is
called a Borel measure (or Borel probability measure).

Now, let y be a finite Borel measure on C with compact support. Then, its corresponding potential is the
function p,, : € — [~00, 00) defined by

p(2) = [ logla— wldpw),

and its energy I(p) is given by

1= [ [ toglz - wldutzidntw) = [ py(z)dncz).

Let K be a compact subset of C, and denote by P(K) the collection of all Borel probability measures on
K. If there exists v € P(K) such that

I(v) = sup I(u),
neP(K)



then v is called an equilibrium measure for K. In particular, every compact set K € C has an equilibrium
measure.

Remark 2.1. One could also show that every potential function is subharmonic by directly applying the
definition and doing a change of variables.

Remark 2.2. A subset E of C is called polar if I(4) = —co for every finite Borel measure y # o with supp pu is
a compact subset of E.

2.3 Generalized Laplacian

By Theorem 1, a C> subharmonic function u satisfies Au > o. However, it is important to extend this result
to an appropriate generalization for arbitrary subharmonic functions.

Let D ¢ C be a domain. Denote CZ°(D) be the class of all C* functions ¢ : D — IR whose support supp
¢ is a compact subset of D. If u is a C*> subharmonic function on D, then identifying Au with the positive
measure AudA, it then follows from Green’s theorem that

f AU = f uApdA, ¢ e C(D). (2.1)
D D

Now, if u is an arbitrary subharmonic function on D, with u # —oo, then by Theorem 2, u is locally
integrable and thus the right hand side of above identity makes sense. Therefore, we can use it to define
the left-hand side.

Thus, let u be a subharmonic function on a domain D in C with u # —oo, then the generalized Laplacian
of u is Radom measure Au on D such that (2.1) makes sense. By [ , Theorem 3.7.2], Au exists and is
unique.

Remark 2.3. For this paper, it is sufficient for the readers to know that the generalized Laplacian is a mea-
sure, without knowing what exactly the Radom measure is. One could read [ , Section A.3] for more
explanations about this concept.

Theorem 3. (Riesz Decomposition Theorem)
Let u be a subharmonic function on a domain D in C with u # —oco. Then, given a relatively compact open
subset U of D, we can decompose u as
u=p,+honU,

where p = (211) " Auly and h is harmonic on U.

Proof. | , Theorem 13.7.9] ]

Further, it is necessary to recall the Fundamental Solution of Laplacian since we made extensive use
of this formula, it states that

A(log|C - zo|) = 6z, — 0co

0

where 0, is the direct mass at z, and 6, is the direct mass at co.

Example 2.4. The Fundamental Solution of Laplacian allows us to calculate the laplacian of the log of the
absolute value of any polynomial. For instance, say we have f(z) = (z—w;)---(z—w,,). Then

A(logl|f]) = Zloglz wil) = Zc‘iwi + Ooo-
i=1

In fact, by Fundamental Solution of Laplacian and by the fact that Ap, = 27y for any finite Borel
measure, we can show that for any holomorphic function f on a domain D with f # o, A(log|f|) consists of
(27t)-masses at the zeros of f, counted multiplicity. The proof is in the same fashion as what we did in this
example.



Example 2.5. If f is a potential, then

£(0) = flog|z— ClA(Af)(2).

Example 2.6. The function log|C + z,| for any z, € C is a potential function by the above example and the
Fundamental Solution of Laplacian. Therefore, it is also a subharmonic function.

Example 2.7. A(log|z|) is a Lebesgue measure on the unit circle. This measure is also called uniform
measure, and denoted by A which is defined by

1 h of th
Aarc) = ength of the arc

27
Example 2.8. Let ¢ be a holomorphic function, and f is a potential. Then, we have
A(f o ) = ¢*(Af), where ¢* is the pull-back of ¢,
therefore we have

fod(r)= flogiz— Cldg* (AF)(2).

This shows that the composition of a potential function with holomorphic function is still a potential
function.

2.4 Upper Semicontinuous Regularization

Let X be a topological space, and let u : X — [—c0,00) be a function which is locally bounded above on X.
Its upper semicontinuous regularization u* : X — [—oo, 00) is defined by

u*(x) :=limsupu(y) = inf(supu(y)) (x € X),
y—ox N yeN

and the infimum is taken over all neighborhoods N of x.

Theorem 4. (Brelot-Cartan Theorem)
Let V be a collection of subharmonic function on an open subset U of C, and suppose that the function u :=
sup,ey u is locally bounded above on U. Then,

(a) u* is subharmonic on U;
(b) u™ = u nearly everywhere on U.
Proof. | , Theorem 3.4.2] ]

Example 2.9. The simplest application of Brelot-Cartan Theorem is that if g and § are subharmonic, then
the function

max({g, g}

is also subharmonic.

2.5 Capacity and Fekete-Sezgo Theorem
The logarithmic capacity of a subset E of C is given by

c(E) :=supe! ¥,
M

where the supremum is taken over all Borel probability measures y on C whose support is a compact subset
of E. In particular, if K is a compact set with equilibrium measure v, then

c(K) = e,



Example 2.10. We know that e = o, so that ¢(E) = o when E is a polar set.

Example 2.11. The capacity of a disc with radius r is r.

+b
Example 2.12. The capacity of an ellipse with semi-axes a,b is a2

Theorem 5. (a) IfE, CE,, then c(E;) < c¢(E,);
(b) If E C C, then c(E) = sup{c(K) : K CE, K compact};
(¢) IfE C C, then c(aE + B) = |a|c(E) for all a, B € C.

Proof. | , Theorem 5.1.2] ]

It is well known that the computation and even only the estimation of capacity are really hard, and
there are tons of theorems and methods created for these purposes. Therefore, we did not introduce the
concepts related to computation of capacity. In our numerical experiments, we mainly use the calculation
results of capacity of circle and ellipse, and the part (a) of the above theorem. One could read | ,
Section 5.2 and 5.3] for computation and estimation of capacity.

Theorem 6. (Fekete-Szegé Theorem)

Let E C C be compact and stable under complex conjugation.

If ¢(E) < 1, then there are only finitely many irreducible monic polynomials p(X) € Z[i][X] having all their
roots in E.

If ¢(E) = 1 and if Q) is any open neighborhood of E, then there exists infinitely many irreducible monic poly-
nomials p(X) € Z[i][X] having all their roots in Q.

Proof. | , Theorem A] [ ]



3 Density of the Spectrum

Before going to the formal proof, let us describe the basic idea. There are six symmetric in the height
function of projective plane intersecting with x+y+z = o, and the first step of our proof is to mod out those
six symmetric. This involves several changes of coordinates within IP*. Then, we want a coordinate such
that the height function for the algebraic numbers has the form

h(a) = % Z Z log+|a|v+% Zgoo(a), where g, is some potential function.
a’ v, finite a’

We know that log*| - |,= o for any algebraic integers and v finite places, and thus if we only talk about
algebraic integers, we can ignore the first part of the height function. Therefore, the height function only
has the archimedean part and that part is closely related to potential theory such that we are able to apply
Fekete-Szego Theorem on it.

3.1 Basic Setups and Notations

Define g, : C, — C, by
1
80(0) = log (max{ 1€+l 1€+ plls 1€+ 1l }) - loglic ~xll (3-1)

where p is the primitive cubit root of unity.

Remark 3.1. Note that without %log||(:3 —1lly, (3.1) is a height function of projective plane composed with

the map
1:P'—P?by > [pl+1:C+p:p>C+p?),

and since ||pl|,= 1, the first term in the max function can be multiplied by ||p||, and the third term can be
divided by [|p?||, without changing the function. Finally, by Product Formula, %10g||C3 —1||, will be zero if

we summing over the places.
Hence, g, can define a valid height function if we summing over the places and over the conjugates.

Now define the transition map:
a:P'—P by (3 (3.2)

Then, if we define g! : C, — C, by
t — _ —
gu(a) = 3log(max{|IC + 1l f) - loglla ~ 1ll,

we will have .

8 = 5<g: o). (33)
Now, define another transition map:
1 1 —27
P P . .
Z — bya|—>a+a_1_25 (3-4)
Then, if we define
$:C,—C,
by
A L 2
§(2) = 6log(max{lic +1l,}) - loglla - 1,
we will have L
g =>(&02) (3-5)



Finally, define g, : C, — C, by
. 27
8(2):= §(2) +1og||Z - gtlv. (3.6)

This is the final formula we analyze in Z coordinate, the reason why this is the one we finally need is
embodied in the following lemmas and propositions.
With a little bit computation, we can rewrite g, as

& (2)= 6log(rcr31i1§{|(: + 1|V}) —10g|a - 1|i +10g|27—23Z|v —log|23|v (3.7)

The problem with (3.7) is that it is hard to translation C into Z, as if we tried to solve C for Z, we would
be solving a quadratic equation with C® and 3, which will give different values depending on the + you
chose in the quadratic formula. Also, there would be a problem with choices of different complex root in
the course of solving the formula. (You could see those problems in Section 3.5.) Therefore, we want to
know the formula of ¢, in C-coordinate.

Define ¢, : C, — C, by

(0) = 8, (2(0) (3.8)

Then by recalling (3.2) and (3.4) we have
¥ _ 2 6 27
§u(C) = 6log(max{|C + 11,,1C + pl,, IC + p2l,}) ~ log|c —z5c3+1)v+log|5|v (3.9)

The whole research is closely related to (3.7) and (3.9), but focuses more on §,, and §..

3.2 Main Theorem and Propositions

With these setups and notations, it is now appropriate to state the main theorem and propositions of our
paper.
Theorem A. Denote by C, the value at which

({80 = Co}) = 1.

Then, after C,, the spectrum of the value of heights in projective plane is dense in R.

Proposition B. Given a function h: (—co,0] — Rs,, define a function v on (—oo,0] by
vi=h- Leb([a, b]), where Leb([a, b]) denotes the Lebesgue measure on [a, b].
Then, we have the following results:
1. v= fab h(x)dx, where b < o.
2. For any given € > o, we have

h- Leb([a,b]) ~h(CQ)|b—al, YT € [a,b], whenever |b—al<¢;

3. Denote by A the uniform measure on S*, and by & an arbitrary arc on S*. Recall that

Kl

o7

A(E)
Then, Define the Mobius transformation ® : C — C by

O(C):=

+ . Lo . .
—p, where p is the primitive cubic root of unity.
p2

Now, Let € > o, then for all a,b € (—c0,0] with |b—a|< € and for all C € [a,b], we have:

(@)(©)] - 1b—al

2T

H(C)lb - al~ (hLeb)([a, b]) = A[®([a, b])] =



4. Finally, h has explicit formulas in each coordinate.
Proposition C. §(Z) ~ log|Z| near infinity.

Proposition D. ¢, is a potential function in C\ {o}. Further, the generalized laplacian of §., has an explicit
formula in the whole C. In particular, R
Ag=h- Leb|[o,1],

where f1 is the h defined in Proposition B but in Z coordinate.

Proposition E. For Z € [o,1], ., achieves local maximum in [0,1] at 2,y = 3\/;—2 with the maximum value
Zoo(Zmax) := Cmax = 0.646313364600068614631978759.

Proposition F. For all C € R such that C > Cp,y, the level curve ' (C) is analytic.

3.3 Lemmas

Lemma 1. Define the Mobius transformation @ : C — C by

(C):= P here p is the primitive cubic root of unity.

C+p?’

Then, we have
CD((—oo,o]) = {z €S Arg(z) € [—?,o)}.

Proof. Let x € (—oo0,0]. Then, observe that |x + p|= |x + p*|. Thus, we have ®(x) € §*. On the other hand, a
little bit computation yields us

Observe that u(x) := Rz(q)(x)) satisfies
u(o) = —l, and lim u(x)=1.
2 X—>—0

Further, u(x) is clearly continuous and by identifying u(x,) = u#(x,) one could check that u(x) is also
injective on (—oo,0]. Therefore, it must be monotone. Therefore, we have

u(x) e [—;,1).

The argument of ®(x) at which u(x) = _2 can be —?, and ?, but we can get rid of ? since v(0) =

V3

- It then follows immediately that Arg(d)(x)) el- 2,0).

3
u

Lemma 2. Define S := {C e C\{o}: Arg(C) ¢ [—g, g]} Then there exists a rational map R of degree 6 such that

forall T € S, we have
$o(C) = 6log” |CD(C)| —10g|R(C)) + C, where C is a constant.

10



Proof. The result follows immediately by noting that for all C € S, we have
goo(C) = 6log (max{|C + pl,|C + p2[}) ~ loglc® = 2503 + 1+ log(27/23)

= ¢(C)=6log* |CD(C) —logl(,6 —2503 + 1|+61log|C + p*|+1log(27/23)

= §(C) = 6log™|@(C)| -log|R(C)|+ C

0 —2503+1

where R(C) = T+ )

and C = log(27/23).

Lemma 3. For x € [—1,0], the function

Soolx) = 610g(max{|x+ 1], Vx2 —x+ 1})—log|x6 —25x3 + 1| +log(2—7)

23
Xmax = é((l _3\/§)+ \[24_6\/5))

x4 —2x3 —24x% —2x +1.

achieves local maximum at

which is the larger negative root of

Proof. Firstly note that for all x € [-1,0], we have Vx2 —x+ 1 > |x + 1|. Then, computing the derivative and
setting it to be zero yields us

(x—1)(x+1)(x*—2x3 —24x> —2x+1) = 0.

As x € [-1,0], we can get rid of x = 1 and all other three roots of x4 —2x3 —24x> —2x + 1.
The result then follows immediately by directly comparing

v

fool-1) = fes(0) > 0.16

and .. (Xmax) := Cax = 0.646313364600068614631978759.

Lemma 4. Keep the notation, then for finite places v and any algebraic integers a € Q, we have
o1 y
gola) = Z;Iog lal,,
a

where d = the degree of minimal polynomial of a, and the first sum is summing over all the conjugates of a.

3.4 Proof of Theorem A

Proof. Let C be any real number such that C > C, and set E := ¢_'(C). Then by the first part of Theorem 5,
we know that ¢(E) > 1.

Now, it follows from Proposition F that E is closed, and from Proposition C that E is bounded. There-
fore, E is a compact subset of C.

Further, one could check §.,(C) = §.,(C), as p~! = p2. Also, Z(C) = Z(C). Therefore, E is stable under
complex conjugation.

Thus, by Fekete-Szego Theorem (Theorem 6), we know that for every open neighborhood ¢ > E, there
exists infinitely many irreducible monic polynomials P(X) € Z[i][X] that have all the roots in U.

Let O be any open set containing E such that

Ocgl ((C —-¢,C+ e)), where € > o is arbitrarily fixed.

11



Let @ € O be an algebraic integer, then by Lemma 4, we know that the height function
~ 1 ~ )
h(a) = 7 ng(a )e(C—-¢,C+e).
a

As € > o is arbitrarily small, we can conclude that for any real number C such that C > C,, it can be
approximated by a sequence of values of height function in projective plane.

|
3.5 Proof of Proposition B
Proof. The first part of the proposition follows immediately from the fact that
() = | hiziduta,
A
for any Borel measure y and set A.
The second part follows immediately from the first part. The third part follows from Lemma 1.
The fourth part requires a little bit long computation of the push-forward of v.
Firstly, by the third part, we immediately have
@) v 1
nWoy=—“A_N> 1 '
() 27T ot (2-C+1 (3.10)
Now, define
yh=nt. Leb((—oo,o]) = a,v where a, is the push-forward of a.
Let € > o be arbitrarily fixed, then for all a € (—c0, 0], we have
v+([a, a+ e]) = a*v([a,a + e]) = v(a‘l([a,a + e])) = v([a1/3, (a+ 6)1/3])
~h(a3)-|(a+e€)/3 —a3| = h(a3)-|(a™)(@)| - la+ € —al= h(a"/3)- %a‘2/3 ‘€.
On the other hand, we have
v+([a,a + e]) ~h(a)|(a+e)—al=h'(a) €.
Therefore, for all a € (=00, 0], we have
ta) = h(a/3). La23 = V3, !
h'(a) = h(a"'3) 3a 6 a@hiaho1) (3.11)
Denote by Z, the push-forward of Z. Then we define
V= I%Leb([o,1]):Z*v+ (3.12)

Let € >0 and for all a € [0, 1], set
I:=[aa+e€], Z7'(I)=],U]J,, and Z7"'(a) = {a,, a,}

where J; C (—o0,0] and 4; € (—o0,0] for all i € {1, 2}.
Then, we have

() = Zv(1) =vH (27 (D) = v1 () + v (L) ~ W (a,)IT 1 +h (a,)1],]

Further, for all i € {1,2}, we have
e =M= [2"(a;)|-17i

12



which gives us

On the other hand, we have

Therefore, for all a € [0, 1],we have

nt nt
(a,) (a,) , where a,,a, € Z7(a). (3.13)

"= 26 2 ay)

Now, solving the inverse map of (3.4) involves solving a quadratic equation. The solution provides us
the following information:
1. a,=a;";

-2 -2
2. a,+a;' —25= 27 and thus a2 —25a, +1 :—7-a1 foraeo,1];
a a

+VA
3. a;—d = a ’

(25a—27) £ VA
24

4. Z7%(a)= , where A = (27 —25a)> — 44® = 27(27 — 23a)(1 —a).

Define the inversion map I : IP* — IP* by C + 7%, then it is easy to check that

800 0 1(C) = goo(0).

Thus, Ags, = A(ge o) yielding us Ly = v.
Thus, for all a € (—o0,0] and € > o arbitrarily fixed, we have

h(a)-e ~ v([a,a+e]) = Lv([a,a+e]) = v([%, uie]) ~ h(i).i'

Therefore, we have

1, 1
h(a) = h(;)-a—z.
Now, note that « oI = I o , and thus we have
Lvi=L(a,v)=(aol).(v)=Ioa)(v) = a,(Lv)=a,v ="
Thus, we go back to the same case for I,v = v, and thus we have
W) =h(Z) =
(a)=h*(=) —
Therefore,
1
h'(ay) = h'(—) = aih*(a,) (3.14)

Note that by the information of 4, and a,, we know that
I(a,) =a, and thus I(J,) =],

Also, observe that
Zol=2Z

and thus we have
Z'=(Zol)Y=(Z"0I)- I

13



which gives us
Z'(a,) =2 ol(a,)-I'(a,) = Z(a,)-I'(a, = Z'(a,) - —— = —a3 - Z'(a,)

Therefore, we have
Z’(a2>:_ai'zl(‘l1) (3'15)

Then, plugging (3.14) and (3.15) into (3.13) yields us the desired result.
Therefore, we have
; H'(a,)
h(a) =2 ——= 16
@ =2z (3.16)
and thus it suffices for us now to simplify only one thing.
Consider the results above, and we will have

Wa,) 3 (a% —25a, +1)?
2@l 3727 g f(a, + 1)(a; ~ 1)@ + @, 1)

_9V3 a4 1
R |a%_1|.(ai/3+a;1/3—1)
_9V3 L !

T g eyt (@) ey

__9V3 1. 1

Tt @ /3

h(a) =2

/3_1)

‘a1 —a2|(ai +a;1/3 -1)

:_9\/5' 1 1

T g-VA a1/3+a;1/3—1

1 1

__31 (3.17)
7w oa (1-a)?-(27-23a)1/2 a1/3+a;1/3—1 317
Set & = ai/3, then by point 2 from the information of 4, and a,, we have
2527 g, vait = 8D = (E+ N E -1 487
Define X := (£ +&71) = a}/3 +a;1/3, then (£2-1+&72)=X2-3
Thus, we have:
2
25—77:X(X2—3)whereX:(E+E_1), 5:a1/3 (3.18)
Now, set } := X — 1 and then by point 2 from the information of 4, and a,, we have
2
25‘77 =(V+1)(Y?+2Y+1-3)=)3+3)% -2
Thus, we have
1
V3+3)? :27(1—;), where ) € (—o0,—3] (3.19)
Set) = —ﬂ, then (3.19) gives us
al/3
1—a=Y3—g"/3y)? (3-20)

Finally, taking (3.18), (3.19), (3.20) into the consideration of (3.17), we have our final formula of /i(a)

where a € [0,1]:
. 1 1 1
h(a)=—- . - .
(a) T a?/3(1—a)/? (27—2361)1/2'y (3-21)

where Y(a) is the unique solution of Y3 —a'/3)2 + (a—1) = 0 in [1, o)

14



3.6 Proof of Proposition C

Proof. Consider the three rays that connects the origin to —1,—p, —p> respectively.
Denote by p the measure of those three rays. Then, if we define

L:P*— P byl pC

we have
u=v+Lyv+LIv.

Then by observing that

S Togllc? ~ 1ll;= ~(1ogllc ~1l+oglic ~ il +logllc - 1)
and by the Fundamental Formula of Laplacian, we have
Ag, = - %(51 3,480
Now recall (3.3), and we have

Ag, = %a*(Agg) where a* is the pull-back of a.

Then, we have
1

3
-3-1d(Agy) = Agy.

a*(Agv) =—. a*a*(Ag;r)

1
3
Thus, we have

Agj = a*(Agv) = a*(v +Lv+L2v-— %(51 +06p+ 5(,2))

:30‘*1/_%'361 :3V+_61'

Therefore, we have
Agy=3v" =05, (322)

Similarly, recalling (3.5) yields us
Agl = %Z*(Ag}) where Z* is the pull-back of Z

and thus )
Z,Agh = ;Z*Z*(Agv) = —2-1d(Ag ) = Ag,.

Therefore, we have

Agy = Z.(Agh) = 2.(3v" - 6,) =39 - 521

Thus, we have
Ag, =39 —52. (3.23)

It is immediate from (3.6) and (3.23) that
Agvzgﬁ—5%+5%—6m:3ﬁ—5oo, (3.24)

which implies that
Ag, = probability measure — §,,

this happens if and only if
8.0(Z) ~ log||Z|| near infinity.

15



3.7 Proof of Proposition D

Proof. Firstly, it is clear that log|C + 1], log|C + p| and log|C + p?| are subharmonic.
Therefore, by Brelot-Carton Theorem,

6log(max{|C +1,[C+pl|IC+ p2|}) is subharmonic.

Also, C® — 2503 + 1 is a polynomial and thus log|(® — 2503 + 1| is a potential.
Now, set h:= 6log”* ﬁD(C)) —log |R(C)‘ + C, where the right hand side is defined as in Lemma 2.
By Lemma 2, §,,—h = o on S, which implies

Adools= Ahls.

Thus,
Ao —h) = Ao) = 0.

Therefore, ¢, is a potential on C\ {o}.

By Lemma 2, we have

s = (Alog™ [@(C)]) - (Alog[R(C)])-

As R(C) is a rational function, the log of it can be rewritten as the difference of two polynomials. Then,
each polynomial can be factored into a product all of the roots. Then, by the Fundamental Solution of
Laplacian, we have

Ag.,

log|R(C)|= Jloglz—Cldyo(z), where p, = Z o — Z Oy

C zeros w poles

On the other hand,
(Alog+ |GD(C)|)S = CIJ*(Alog+|.|)Sl, where @ is the pull-back of ®.

Therefore,

log™|D(C)|= Jlog|z —C|d(D*A)(z), where A is the uniform measure on S'.

Thus, Ag,|. is has an explicit formula.

s

Now, define L : P* — IP* by L(C) := Cp, which is an isomorphism of order 3. Then, we have

C\{o}=SUL(S)UL™(S)

Observe that
gvoo oL= goo
and thus we have
A(§eo0L) = A

which implies
L*(A$,,) = A, where L* is the pull-back of L.

Notice that as L : L(S) — L™'(S) is an isomorphism, the pull-back of any measure on L™*(S) via L is the
measure on L(S). Therefore, we have

L'(Ades

Lﬂ(S)) = (L*Agw)|L(S) = Ao L(S)"

16



Similarly, as L : L™"(S) — S is an isomorphism, the pull-back of any measure on S via L is a measure on
L7Y(S). Thus,
L'(Ade

s) = (L*Ang)h—l(S) = Ag°°|L‘1(S)

As Agools has an explicit formula, by the above two calculation, AgoolLﬂ(S) and Agvoo|L(S) both have ex-

plicit formulas.
Finally, §.,(0) =log(27/23) and thus there is no direct mass, A¢(o) = o.

For the last part of the proposition, by (3.12) and (3.24), we know that Ag,, is supported on [o,1]. Then
for any Borel set A C [0,1], we have

AG(A) = | h(x)dx=h-Lebly,.

N

Therefore, we have X
Ag=h- Leb|[o,1].

3.8 Proof of Proposition E

Proof. Note that for all C € [-1,0], we have Z(C) € [0,1]. Thus, it suffices to analyze parametrized curve
¢ (2(0),84(2(0)), for Ce[-1,0].
However, note that by definition we have
%(0) = g"(2(0)) and thus ,(C) = g5,(2(0))- 2'(0).

Also, for all C € [-1,0], we have
81C>(C-1)
(C6—2503+1)> ~
Therefore, as long as the critical point , is not —1 and o, the vanishing of ¢/, must imply the vanishing
of gh.
Further, by Lemma 3, we know that Vx € [-1,0] \ {X;,ax}, we have

2'(0)=

§oo(Xmax) > §oo(%)-
Set Znax = Z(Xmax)- As Z:[-1,0] — [0,1] is a bijection, then V.Z € [0, 1]\ {Zhax}, We have
Soo(Xmax) = §oo(Zmax) > §oo(Z) = £oo(X)-

Hence, it suffices to analyze the behavior of §.,(C) for ¢ € [-1,0].
Therefore, Proposition E follows immediately from Lemma 3 by noting that Z(x,.y) =

3432

3.9 Proof of Proposition F

Proof. By Proposition E, for all x € [o,1], we have
g(x) S Cmax-

Therefore,
g_l ((_‘X’f Cmax]) >[o,1].

17



Therefore, for all C € R such that C > Cy,,,, we have

gHO)NG((~00,Cmar]) = @,
which implies
§HC)N[o,1]=.

Now, by Proposition B, Ag,, is supported on [0, 1], and thus g, is harmonic and thus analytic on C\[o, 1].
The result then follows immediately from Implicit Function Theorem.
|
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4 Values on the Spectrum

4.1 Conjecture of the Spectrum

Conjecture 4.1. In Theorem A, we showed that the spectrum of height function in projective plane is dense after

C,. Here, we also conjecture that

ess __
ﬂZZ - CO'

Also, we conjecture that the set (1.2) is finite.

4.2 Theorem G and Discussions

Theorem G. Under the the map Z : IP* — P* defined by

. —27
Z(C) A C3 +C_3 _25y

the six special points at which the projective height intersecting with x + v + z = o gets sharp upper bound are

) . 1
normalized to one point Z¥ = —.
2

Proof. Recall that the six special points mentioned in the lemma has the form (1 : @ — 1 : —a) where a is a
root of the equation z® — 325 + 724 — 923 + 72> — 32+ 1. We firstly need to identify those three coordinates with
the coordinates we use in IP?, which is of the form [pC+1:C+p: p>C+p?].

As height function is symmetric, we can identity in this way:

[C+p:p’C+p*:pl+1]=[1,0-1,-0a]
and since the coordinates are homogenous, the above identity can be converted to

e g
8 e

] =[1,a-1,-a]

Therefore, we have
B pC+1

C+p
Since «a is a root, we have
a®—3a5+7a%—g9ad+7a%>-3a+1=0

and thus
(C+ p)6[(a6 +1)—3(a®+a)+7(a*+a?) —9a3] =o.

Set y = C+ 7', then, through a long computation, we have

e

which then gives us
¢+ 5—3 +29=o0.

Plugging the above equation into Z(C) yields us the desired result:

zt=-1
2
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Remark 4.2. In the similar fashion, one could also check that another six points at which h,, vanished can
be normalized to Z =1 and Z =o.

Therefore, under our normalization, those twelve points in Zagier’s paper can be now normalized to
only three points. This implies that, in our coordinate, the distributions of algebraic numbers and the cor-
responding values of height function are much simpler than Zagier’s coordinate. Hence, it is plausible for
us to find the essential minimum and all the values before essential minimum.

Remark 4.3. Our numerical experiment suggests that the level curve §,,(Cy,ax) has logarithmic capacity less
than 1. Thus, by Proposition F , the level curve with logarithmic capacity 1 must be smooth, since we need
to increase C in order to increase the capacity. Also, the level curve with capacity 1 contains the level curve
Zo0(Cmax), and thus contains all the three normalized points.

We strongly suspect that, if C, = uSs°, then the level curve with capacity 1 would contain all the algebraic
numbers that give you the values of height function before the essential minimum.

To prove or disprove the Conjecture 4.1, it is necessary to find an algebraic formula of the curve that
contains the level curve ¢.,(Cpax), which could be the level curve with capacity 1. In this way, we could
try to understand the spectrum by understanding the algebraic formula since there must be some number
theory on it.

For now, we are trying to drive an algebraic equation form

g(c)oo =G,

but only considering one of the three components in the max function.
For example, we only consider

|IC+1[°

- = -1 .

Then, we want to fit the right hand side into some algebraic equation by identifying the left hand side as a
root of some algebraic equation.

The major problem here is that C, is directly related to the capacity, which is hard to estimate. The way
we estimate C, is described in Section A, and one could find that it wholly depends on the luck.

For now, we find the right hand side could be a root of the polynomial

x3—5x* —3x + 4.

Thus, if we set
A=]C+1[% and B=|C® 2503 +1],

(50 s(5) (3] =0

A(A® - 3B%) = B(5A2 — 4B?).

we would have

which gives us

To get rid of the square root, we need to square both side, which yields us
A2(A2 _332)2 — B2(5A2 —4B2)2.

However, this equation involves 36" power, and there is no way to cancel the left hand side and right
hand side in a beautiful way such that the final equation is clean or at least understandable.

Getting the algebraic formula is just the first step, and it is a pretty new and unknown field for us to
know what will be going on in the several steps.

Hence, the conjecture is still an open and a totally new problem, and we will be working on this in the

next few semesters. At the very least, Theorem A has provided a freshly new result of the spectrum of the
height function in projective plane.
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A Numerical Experiment

A.1 Level Curve in original coordinate

To plot the graph of ¢.,(C) with C € C, we will directly use (3.9) but replacing C = x + iy in the software.
We will firstly plot some general graphs within different domains and then we will plot the level curves
with specific values.

Figure A.1: 3D and Contour Plot of ¢,,(C) for x,y € [-1,1]

21



Figure A.4: 3D and Contour Plot of §.,(C) for x,y € [-200,200]

Figure A.5: Left §.,(C) = 1/2 for x,y € [-3,3], Right §.,(C) = 1 for x,y € [-10,10]

2

|

0 <> q

Figure A.6: Left ¢.,(C) = 2 for x,y € [-5, 5], Right §.,(C) =3 for x,y € [-5, 5]
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A.2 Level Curve in Final Coordinate

As we tried many times that if we used the formula (3.7), the plot will not really be nice behaved, especially
around the origin. This is because the choice of different complex root and the choice of the + in terms of
solving the quadratic formula. However, since the formula of ¢.,(C) is really nice, we can then directly let
Mathematica to compute the curve of the composition map

(80 0 Z77)(0).

Figure Ay below indicates that Mathematica does not compute the wrong graph, since in the graph,
$.(C) tends to be circle when C is large, which is consistent with Proposition C.

Figures A8, Ag, A1o give us a closer look of the level curve. The behavior is consistent with what we
guessed. The curve becomes not smooth anymore around [o,1]. Figure A11 gives us the look of the level
curve with respect to the local maximum value. Figure A11, A12, A13 provides our insight about the
change of the shape when we increase the value. In fact, it changes to a circle at a really fast speed.

Figure A.7: 3D and Contour Plot of §.,(Z) for x,y € [-500, 500]
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Figure A.9: 3D and Contour Plot of §.,(Z) for x,y € [-1,1]

1.0+

Figure A.11: §(2) = $oo(x,) for {x,—1/2,3/2},{y,—1/2,3/2}
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Figure A.12: §(Z) =1 for x,y € [-1/2,3/2]

15[

oo} )
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Figure A.13: §(Z)=1.5 for x,y € [-1.5,1.5]

151
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Figure A.14: §,,(Z) =3 for x,y € [-5,5]
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A.3 Computation of Capacity

We aim to compute find a C such that the capacity of the set of level curve {g,, < C}, cap({goo < C}) =1.

The hardness of computing capacity is well-known. Some ways to get information of capacity is to
estimate it by some numerical method, which is also hard. However, the capacity some certain shapes is
known. For instance, the capacity of a circle is its radius, and the capacity of an ellipse is (a + b)/2. Since
the shape of our level curve is clearly shown in the Figures above, we could interact those level curves with
circle and ellipse to estimate C such that the level curve is almost like a circle or ellipse.

Firstly, Figures A15-A18 show the experiments we did. We could see that for circle with radius less
than 1, even we can adjust the center, the level curve cannot be even close to a circle. However, the level
curve with respect to the value 3 gives us an insight about trying ellipse, because it is pretty like an ellipse
and it pretty much tends to be an “flat” circle. Thus, we get the Figure A17. We are now trying to estimate
this value as specific as possible for the purpose described in Section 4. The value provided in Figure A18
is the C, that gives us the cubic polynomial.

Figure A.15: Left:¢ . (x) = $.o(x,) with B(center,radius)=B(1/2,0.53). Right:¢,(x) =1 with B(1/2, 0.615).
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Figure A.16: Left:g.,(x) = 1.7 with B(1/2,1). Right:g.,(x) =3 with B(1/2,3.21).
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Figure A.17: ¢, (x) = 5 with Ball(1/2, 23.2).
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Figure A.18: §.,(x) = 1.84997 with ellipse (a,b)=(1.086, 2 - 1.086), center=(0.525,0)
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B Proof of Zagier’s Paper
B.1 Theorem 1 of Zagier

Theorem 7. Zagier’s Theorem For all algebraic number a # 0,1, , we have,

(1++-3)
2

1+4/5

’
2

H(a)+H(1 —a)> %log

with equality if and only if a or 1 — a is a primitive 10'" root of unity.

Lemma 5. Let w and w denote the complex roots of x> —x + 1 = o. There is a universal constant A > 1 such that
for every complex number a ¢ {o,1, w, w}, we have

logla® — a + 1, +n, < A(loglal,|+[log|1 —al,|), (B.1)

1 ifvisreal
for all places v in an algebraic number field K, where n, ={ 2 if v is complex
o if v is non-Archimedean.

Proof. For v being non-Archimedean, by Theorem 2.4, we have |a|,< 1 for all &« € C. Therefore, |@*>—a+1|,<
1 and hence the left-hand side of (3.1.1) < o. But the right-hand side of (3.1.1) is always > o. Therefore, the
inequality holds for the non-Archimedean case.

If v is Archimedean, then we need to consider the function,

log|z®> —z+ 1]+1
z) = ,
712 = fogllF+iiogh I

for all ze C {o,1,w, w}.

Notice that as |z|— oo, f(z) — 1. For z which is near the points w or w, f(z) is large and negative. Finally
the function is continuous everywhere except at z satisfying |z|= |1 — z|= 1, where again f(x) is large and
negative. It follows that the function is bounded above uniformly on all of C.

|
14—
Corollary B.1. For all algebraic number a # 0,1, (TES), we have
1
—a)> —.
H(a)+H(1—-a) > A
Proof. By Product Formula and observation, we have
) loglply=0, ) m,=[K:Q] ) lloglpl,|=2Hx(p) (B.2)
v v v
Now, summing (B.1) over all places v with considering (B.2), we can conclude that
1
—a)> —.
H(a)+H(1—-a)> A
[ |

Lemma 6. For z € C, we have

-1 1+
\/25\/5 10g|22 _z|+;10g|22 —Z+ 1|+§10g zvg, (B-3)

NG

max(o, log|z|) + max(o,log|1 —z|) >

+7i £37i

and the equality holds if and only if zor 1 —z equals e 5 ore 5 .
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Proof. Denote max(o,log|z|) = log*|z| for brevity. Define a function f by

V51 1+4/5
24/5 2

f(z)= log|z* — z|+; log|z*> —z+ 1|+§ log —log*|z|-log™|1 - z|.

5
\/g_

Notice that if |z| is large, then f(z) ~

1 1
log|z?|+ ——log|z?|-log|z|-1log|z|= —log|z|. In particular,
8 25 8 8 8 8 p

f(z) = —co as |z|—> co. Similarly, if z is close to one of the points o, 1, w,w, then f(z) is large and negative.
Away from these points, f(z) is continuous and therefore can attain its maximum on some finite point or
points. Further, off the circles |z|= 1 and |1 — z|= 1, the function is the real part of a holomorphic function,
and thus by the maximal Maximum Modulus Principle for harmonic function, the maxima must be attained
on these circles. Finally, observe that z + 1 -z and z + z preserve f, and thus it suffices to only consider the
case of z = ' where 0 < 0 < 7. Thus, (3.4.2) can be simplified a little to the following since |z|= 1 always
holds in this proof.
It now remains only to consider the size between |1 —z| and 1.

Firstly, consider the case where 0 <0 < %, so that |1 —z|< 1. Replace z by z = /0

in (3.4.3) and use Euler’s

formula to expand ¢'?. Simplify and we can get

V5-1

f0="0x

1+
log( 2sm6)+;log(2c059—1)+§log 2\/5

2\/5
Wirte S = 4sin? g so that 0 < § < 1, then we get

V-1, :
f(z)= S)+—10 (1-8)+-1lo
IRV 2%
Differentiating the above equation with respect to S, and we can find that the maximum of f for S € (o, 1)
is achieved at S = 3_2‘/5, where f =oand 6 =X
Now, consider the case where % < 0 <1 sothat |1 —z|> 1. We use the same S, so that 1 <S <4 and

V51 1 1+\/_
5 log(S)+ﬁlog(S— 1)+ —log

Differentiating above equation with respect to S, and we can find that the maximum of f for S € (1,4)

\/’

1+4/5
—

flz) =

is achieved at S = , where f =oand 6 =

i 3mi
Therefore, f < o and achieves equality if and only if z or 1 —z equals e5 or e 5 . This conclusion is
equivalent to (B.3).
|

Proof of Theorem 7 (Zagier’s Theorem):

Proof. Lemma 6 immediately gives us

R

\5-1 1 1
log|z® — z|,+——=log|z> =z + 1|, +— log ———,
25 gl Ivzﬁgl I+ log —
since for v to be Archimedean, |a|,= |a|", and for v to be non-Archimedean, we can apply the same argu-

ment as in the proof of Lemma 6 by only considering the cases |a|,< 1. Now summing over all places v,
using (B.3), we can conclude the theorem immediately.

max(o,log|z|,) + max(o,log|1 —z|,) >
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B.2 Projective Version of Zagier’s Theorem

Observe that we have the following inequality:

max(|x|, 1) + max(|y], 1
max(|x|, 1) + max(|y|, 1) > max(|x|,|y|, 1) > (Il 1) 2 (ly )
To show this inequality, one can assume without the loss of generality that |x|> 1, then separate the cases
|x|< |y| and |x|> |y|, and to show the second inequality, one may need to additionally separate the cases |y|< 1
and |y[> 1.
The combination of this observation with Theorem 7 implies that

H(x)+H(y) > Hp=(x:y:1)> 2(H(x)+ H(y))

and hence the minimum of Hp. restricted to the curve x+ v +z = o is some value between C/2 and C, where
C is the optimal constant such that
H(a)+H(1-a)=C>o0

Theorem 8. (Projective Version of Zagier’s Theorem) Let C C IP> be the curve x +y+z = o, and let 6 =
1.46556--- be the real root of 63 — 0> —1 = 0. Then, we have:

Hp=(P) > %log@ =0.1911255" -

for all P € C(Q) except for the five points:
P=(1:-1:0), (1:0:-1), (o0o:1:-1), (1:w:w?), (1:w’:w),

where w = nontrivial cube root of unity for which Hyp- (P) vanishes.
The equality holds if and only if P = (1: @ — 1 : —a), where a is a root of the equation a® —3a5 + 7a* — 9a3 +
70> —3a+1=0

Lemma 7. For (x:y:z) e C, we have

! log|xy + z+zx|+6_1
60—, orYTY 302

logmax(|x, |yl |z} > > log 0 + loglxyz, (B.4)

with x+y+z = o, where 8 = 1.46557 -+ is the real root of 03 —0> -1 =o.

Proof. Since the calculation is symmetric in x + y + z = 0, we can always assume |z|= |x + y|> max{|x|, |y|} by
interchanging x, v, z if necessary. Apply this change to (B.4) and we will get the inequality

1 > 0 -
60—1 log|(x +) xy|+39_

logl|x + y|> ilog6+ 12 loglxy(x +p)|.

Define function F to be the right-hand side of the above equation subtracting the left-hand side.

1 0-1
log|(x + v)* — xy|+
~a gl(x+v)* —xy| 30

1 1-20
F= ;log6+ _210g|x3}|+36_2 log|x + v|
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For now, let’s assume |x+y[> |x| and [x+p[> |y|. By similar argument in the proof of Lemma 3.4, we know
that F is a hormonic function, and thus the maximal value only happens on the boundary. Therefore, we
can assume |x + y|= |x| or |x + y|= |[y| with |x + y|, x|, |p|# o.

+
Without loss of generality, assume |x + y|= |x|, so that |x|x|y| =1+ %l: 1. LetC =1+ };} with noting that
|C|= 1. Replace C into F and get
0 - -260
F= %log6+ 661—4 log|lC?>-C+ 1|+36 _12 log|C - 1|+;9f2 log|C|.
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Since |[¢|= 1 and C € C, we can parametrize { = ¢/®. Note that since |x + y|= |x| and |x + y|> |y|, we have
|x + y|=|x|> [y|= |x||C — 1|, and hence we have |C —1|< 1. Therefore, a € [o, %] or [o,—%]. By symmetric, we
assume that « € [o, %]

Replace C = ¢'® and get
0-1

1 ia
~ ogle e +1|+36—2

1 . .
i2a _ 10g|ela_1|.

1
F=21og0
> 89" %0

Use Euler’s formula, we have |¢?>* —¢!® +1>= (2cosa—1)? and [e!*—1>= 1 —(2cosa—1). Let S =2cosa—1
where a € [o, %] Let’s first consider the case where a € (o, %), so that 1 < 2cosa <2 and thus 0 < S < 1.
Then, | —¢'® + 1]= S and [e!* — 1|= (1 - S)é. Replace S into the above equation, we get

0-1

L logO+ —log(S)+ ——log(1—S), for S € (0, 1).

F_
60 —4 60 —4

2

Differentiating above equation with respect to S, and we get that F achieves maximum at S = ik with

1
Fmax:F(E):Q

¢ .
Lastly, for the cases @« =0 and @ = —, F — —o0, and thus the maximum cannot occur.

Hence, F < o as desired.

Proof of Theorem 8 (Projective Version of Zagier’s Theorem):

Proof. Firstly, we have argued in the proof of Lemma 7 that the maximum for F cannot happen for a =

T T . . . e
—,0,——. For @ = —, we have the corresponding coordinates to be (1 : w : w?), where w is a primitive cube

. T . .
root of unity. For &« = ——, the corresponding coordinates are (1 : w> : w). For @« =0, we have (1:0:—1). We

also argued that by symmetry, we can interchange x,y,z, so that we also have another two points at which
the maximal cannot occur, (1:-1:0), (0:1:-1).
Similarly as in the proof of Theorem 7, Lemma 7 immediately gives us

1
60 —4

n 6-1
togmax (i [yl 2h) = 1086 + g5 loghxy + yz + 2xl+ logly,

where 1, is the same as before.
Now, summing all over the places v, using (B.2) and dividing by 1 will yield the desired result.

[K: Q]
n
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