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Abstract

Using standard results from Hilbert space theory and a variant of
the Beurling-Nyman formulation of the Riemann Hypothesis (R.H.),
we give a proof of this long standing conjecture.

1 Brief historical background

If π(n) denotes the number of prime numbers in the interval [1, n], n ∈
N, it seems that from numerical evidence, Gauss conjectured that

lim

[
π(n)

n
lnn

]
= 1. Using elementary methods Chebyshev proved that

ln 2

2
≤ lim

π(n)
n

lnn

≤ 1 ≤ lim
π(n)

n
lnn

≤ 2 ln 2

establishing then that if lim

[
π(n)

n
lnn

]
exists, it must be equal to 1.

To prove the existence of this limit Riemann suggested the study of
the complex variable function

ζ(s) =

+∞∑

n=1

n−s, s = σ + it, σ > 1, t ∈ R,

afterwards known as the Riemann zeta function. He proved that ζ has
analytic continuation to C \ {1}, still denoted by ζ, that has a pole of
first order at s = 1 with residue 1 and obeys the functional equation
ξ(s) = ξ(1− s), where

ξ(s) =
1

2
s(s− 1)π− s

2Γ
(s
2

)
ζ(s)

and Γ is the gamma function. If Z(ζ) denotes the set of zeros of ζ
(defined on C \ {1}), he established the following facts:
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Z(ζ) ∩ {s : σ > 1} = φ, Z(ζ) ∩ {s : σ < 0} = {−2n : n ∈ N} and all
these zeros, called trivial, are simple; the set Z(ζ)∩{s : 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1} (all
theses zeros are called non-trivial) is infinite, symmetric with respect
to the lines {s : σ = 1

2} (the critical line), {s : t = 0} and
Z(ζ) ∩ {s : 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1} ∩ R = φ.
Riemann also formulated the now famous
RIEMANN HYPOTHESIS (R.H.):

Z(ζ) ∩ {s : 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1} = Z(ζ) ∩ {s : σ =
1

2
}

Hardy established that the set Z(ζ) ∩ {s : σ = 1
2} is infinite. Levinson

proved that more than 1
3 of the elements in Z(ζ)∩ {s : 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1} are

in Z(ζ) ∩ {s : σ = 1
2} and Conrey showed that in this result 1

3 could
be replaced by 2

5 [8, 10].

It can be shown that lim

[
π(n)

n
lnn

]
= 1 if and only if Z(ζ) ∩ {s :

σ = 1} = φ, and Hadamard and Vallée-Poussin, independently, ver-
ified this last condition, finally proving the conjecture of Gauss that

lim

[
π(n)

n
lnn

]
= 1, result now known as the Prime Number Theorem.

The location of the element of Z(ζ) ∩ {s : 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1} closest to the
line {s : σ = 1} determines the order of magnitude of the relative error
term in the Prime Number Theorem. In some sense this relative error
term is minimal if R.H. holds.
The proof or disproof of R.H. is one of the most important unsolved
problems in Mathematics. R.H., that originally arose in Analytic Num-
ber Theory, can also be reformulated as a problem in several other
branches of Mathematics. The following formulation of R.H. as a prob-
lem of Functional Analysis will be useful later on [2] (it is a variant of
the Beurling-Nyman formulation of R.H.)

Theorem 1.1. Let

[Aρf ](θ) =

∫ 1

0

ρ

(
θ

x

)
f(x)dx,

where ρ(x) = x− [x], x ∈ R, [x] ∈ Z, [x] ≤ x < [x] + 1, be considered
as an integral operator on L2(0, 1). Then R.H. holds if and only if
ker Aρ = {0} or if and only if h ∈/ R(Aρ) where h(x) = x.

For more detailed information about R.H. see [5, 6, 8, 9, 10].
Early this year we proved that the set Z(ζ) ∩ {s : σ > 1

2} is at most
finite [3], but using the same methods of that work we are now able
to prove that the set Z(ζ) ∩ {s : σ > 1

2} is empty, which proves that
R.H. holds true. For the sake of completeness and convenience of the
reader there is some overlap between the present work and [3]
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2 Proof of R.H.

First we begin with a recollection of some facts that will be used in
this section. If {sj}1≤j≤n ⊂ {s : σ > − 1

2} and si 6= sj if i 6= j,
then the set {hsj}1≤j≤n ⊂ L2(0, 1) is linearly independent, since its
Gram’s determinant G(hs1 , · · · , hsn) = det (< hsi , hsj >)1≤i,j≤n is
strictly positive [1, p.19]. It is proven in [2, 4] that if s = σ + it, σ >

− 1
2 , t ∈ R, then Aρh

s = h
s
− ζ(s+1)

s+1 hs+1, and therefore Aρ(s h
s) = h

if ζ(s+ 1) = 0.
The following result will be used recurrently.

Lemma 2.1. Let K be a closed set in L2(0, 1) such that Aρf = h, ∀f ∈
K, f ∈ K if f ∈ K and λf1 + (1− λ)f2 ∈ K, ∀λ ∈ C if {f1, f2} ⊂ K.
If g is the unique element of minimum norm of K [11, p. 202,Theorem
3] let’s assume that:

i) g ∈ C1(]0, 1]), and lim
x→0+

x g2(x) = 0;

ii) if α ∈]0, 1], g(α) 6= 0 and ĝα(x) = αx g′(αx) then 1
g(α) ĝα ∈ K,

but if g(α) = 0 then g + λĝα ∈ K, ∀λ ∈ C

then ‖ g ‖2=
g2(1)

1 + 2g(1)

Proof: By uniqueness we have g = g. It will be proven now that
if f = f ∈ K then < g, f − g >= 0. If λ ∈ R, then g + λ(f − g) ∈ K,
and therefore

‖ g + λ(f − g) ‖2=‖ g ‖2 +2λ < g, f − g > +λ2 ‖ f − g ‖2≥‖ g ‖2

and since this inequality holds ∀λ ∈ R, it follows that < g, f − g >= 0
or < g, f >=‖ g ‖2. As Aρg = h, we have by definition that

∫ 1

0

ρ

(
θ

x

)
g(x) dx = θ, ∀ θ ∈ [0, 1]

Take now α ∈]0, 1] and let’s evaluate
∫ 1

0

ρ

(
θ

x

)
g(αx) dx =

1

α

∫ 1

0

ρ

(
αθ

αx

)
g(αx) d(αx)

=
1

α

∫ α

0

ρ

(
αθ

y

)
g(y) dy

=
1

α

∫ 1

0

ρ

(
αθ

y

)
g(y) dy −

1

α

∫ 1

α

ρ

(
αθ

y

)
g(y) dy

= θ

[
1−

∫ 1

α

g(y)

y
dy

]
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which finally gives us

∫ 1

0

ρ

(
θ

x

)
g(αx) dx = θ

[
1−

∫ 1

α

g(y)

y
dy

]

If we write the same equation for β instead of α and then substract
both of them we get

∫ 1

0

ρ

(
θ

x

)
[g(αx) − g(β x)] dx = θ

∫ α

β

g(y)

y
dy

If α 6= β we divide the last equation by α− β and then take the
limit β → α to get from [11, p. 129, Theorem 5] that

∫ 1

0

ρ

(
θ

x

)
αx g′(αx) dx = θ g(α), ∀α ∈]0, 1]

If g(α) 6= 0 we get from the first part of ii) that

< g, ĝα >= g(α) ‖ g ‖2

If g(α) = 0 we get from the second part of ii) that < g, ĝα >= 0 and
therefore ∀α ∈]0, 1] it holds that

< g, ĝα >= g(α) ‖ g ‖2

or ∫ 1

0

αx g′(αx) g(x) dx = g(α) ‖ g ‖2

If in the last equation we take α = 1 and integrate by parts, taking
into account the second part of i) we get

g2(1)

2
−

‖ g ‖2

2
= g(1) ‖ g ‖2

or finally

‖ g ‖2=
g2(1)

1 + 2 g(1)
,

which proves the lemma.

If s = σ + it, σ > − 1
2 , t > 0, ζ(s + 1) = 0, let’s apply the lemma

to the set
Ks = {λ s hs + (1 − λ) s hs : λ ∈ C}

If gs is the element of minimum norm of Ks, then gs = gs and
therefore

gs =

(
1

2
+ i γs

)
s hs +

(
1

2
− i γs

)
s hs, where γs ∈ R
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Minimizing ‖ gs ‖
2 with respect to γs we get

γs =
1

2 t

(σ2 + t2 + σ)(2σ + 1)

2(σ2 + t2 + σ) + 1
(1)

gs(1) = σ − 2 γs t = −
σ2 + t2

2(σ2 + t2 + σ) + 1
< 0

and

‖ gs ‖
2=

gs(1)
2

1 + 2gs(1)
=

(σ2+t2)2

2σ+1

2(σ2 + t2) + 2σ + 1
(2)

We compute now ‖ gs ‖2 explicitly, and compare it to the value
given above in (2). It is clear from the definition of gs that

< gs, s h
s − s hs >= 0

and therefore

‖ gs ‖
2 =< gs,

1

2

(
s hs + s hs

)
>

=
1

2

(
1

2
+ i γs

)
|s|2

2 σ + 1
+

1

2

(
1

2
+ i γs

)
s2

2 s+ 1

+
1

2

(
1

2
− i γs

)
|s|2

2 σ + 1
+

1

2

(
1

2
− i γs

)
s2

2 s+ 1

=
1

4

(
2|s|2

2 σ + 1
+

s2

2 s+ 1
+

s2

2 s+ 1

)
+

1

2
i γs

(
s2

2 s+ 1
−

s2

2 s+ 1

)

If we take into account (1) and (2) we get

1

2

{
σ2 + t2

2 σ + 1
+

(σ2 + t2 + σ)(2 σ − 1) + σ

(2 σ + 1)2 + 4t2

}

−
2(σ2 + t2 + σ)2(2 σ + 1)

[2(σ2 + t2 + σ) + 1][(2 σ + 1)2 + 4t2]
=

(σ2+t2)2

2 σ+1

2(σ2 + t2 + σ) + 1

moving the first term on the left to the right hand side, then giving
common denominator on the left hand side and finally getting rid of
common factors we get

−(4 σ + 6)(σ2 + t2 + σ)2 + (4 σ − 1)(σ2 + t2 + σ) + σ

4(σ2 + t2 + σ) + 1

= −(σ2 + t2 + σ) + σ

which finally gives us

−(4 σ + 2)(σ2 + t2 + σ)2 = 0
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therefore σ = −
1

2
, a contradiction since σ > −

1

2
or σ2 + t2 + σ = 0,

which is the same as

(
σ +

1

2

)2

+t2 =
1

4
, and implies that the Riemann

zeta function has zeros on the circumference with center

(
1

2
, 0

)
and

radius
1

2
, a contradiction since it is known that [10]

Z(ζ) ∩ {s : 0 ≤ σ ≤ 1, |t| ≤ 14} = φ

These contradictions prove R.H.

3 Final Comments

It is possible that the argument given here could be extended to other
zeta functions. To do that one would need something like Theorem
1.1, that is essentially a variant of the Beurling-Nyman condition for
R.H. In [7] there are given Beurling-Nyman criteria for functions in the
Selberg class, that for instance could be useful to try to extend these
results to Dirichlet L-functions.
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