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Abstract

This paper studies three types of functions arising separately in the anal-
ysis of algorithms that we analyze exactly using similar Mellin transform
techniques.

The first is the solution to a Multidimensional Divide-and-Conquer (MDC)
recurrence that arises when solving problems on points in d-dimensional
space.

The second involves weighted digital sums. Write n in its binary represen-
tation n = (bjb;—1 - -b1bg)2 and set Sps(n) = Zi:o tMp,2t. We analyze
the average T'Spr(n) = £ 3, ., Sm(5)-

The third is a different variant of weighted digital sums. Write n as n =
200 4 2% 4 . 4 2% with 4; > iy > -0 > i, > 0 and set Wy(n) =
Ele tM2i . We analyze the average TWys(n) = 1 2 jen Wn(j).

We show that both the MDC functions and T'Sps(n) (with d = M + 1)
have solutions of the form
d—2
Aanlg®tn + Z (nlg™n) Agm(gn) + ca,

m=0

where Ag, ¢q are constants and Ag ., (u)’s are periodic functions with period
one (given by absolutely convergent Fourier series). We also show that
TWys(n) has a solution of the form

M1
nGar(lgn) + darlg™ n + Z (lgd n) Gura(lgn),
d=0
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where dy is a constant, Gy (u) and Gar,q(u)’s are again periodic functions
with period one (given by absolutely convergent Fourier series).

1 Introduction

In this paper we use Mellin Transform techniques to analyze three types of
functions arising separately in the analysis of algorithms: Multidimensional
Divide-and-Conquer and two different types of weighted digital sums.

(A) Multidimensional Divide-and-Conquer:

The Multidimensional Divide-and-Conquer (MDC) recurrence first appeared in
the description of the running time of algorithms for finding maximal points in
multidimensional space. Previous analyses by Monier [18] gave only first order
asymptotic, showing that the running time for the d-dimensional version of the
problem is (Ign = logyn)

Ty(n) = Agnlgtn + o(nlg?tn)

for some constant A\;. We will extend the Mellin Transform techniques for
solving divide-and-conquer problems originally developed in [10] (see [13] for a
review of more recent innovations) to derive ezact solutions, which will be in
the form of

d—2
Ty(n) = Aanlg™ ' n+ Y (nlg™n) Agm(lgn) + ca, (1)
m=0
where A4, ¢4 are constants and Ag ., (u)’s are periodic functions with period one

given by absolutely convergent Fourier series.

(B) Weighted Digital Sums of the First Type:

The second type of function we study is a generalization of weighted digital
sums (WDS). Start by representing integer n in binary as n = (b;b;—1 -+ - bibg)a.
Define

Si(n) =) th2",
t=0

i.e., weight the ¢th digit by its location in the representation. One can also
view this as 2 times Zi:o th;2t71 . which is analogous to the derivative of the
binary representation of n. This sum arises naturally in the analysis of binomial
queues where Brown [6] gave upper and lower bounds

[nlgn —2n] < Si(n) < |nlgn].

Generalizing S1(n) allows the “weights” to be any polynomial of t. Set
So(n) :=n and YM > 1, define

Sy(n) = itﬁbtzt, (2)
t=0
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Figure 1: The graphs of (Syr(n) —nlg™ n)/(nlg™=1n) for M = 1 (left) and
M = 2 (right) plotted against lgn. Although the functions appear periodic
they possess “large” fluctuations. These make direct analysis of Sys(n) difficult,
suggesting the analysis of its smoothed average instead.

where tM := t(t + 1)(t + 2)--- (t + M — 1) is the M rising factorial of t.
The function Sys(n) is not smooth (see Figure [I). We will instead analyze its
average

TSy () =~ > Sul)) 3)

j<n

We will show that, surprisingly, 7'Sys(n) has an exact formula, which is in
exactly the same form () derived above for the MDC problem (with d = M +1
and different constants).

(C) Weighted Digital Sums of the Second Type:

The third type of function we study is another WDS variant. Its simplest form
arises when analyzing the worst-case running time of bottom-up mergesort.
AssumeEI that the worst-case running time to merge two sorted lists of sizes n;
and no into one sorted list is n1 + ns.

Define Cy(n) to be the worst-case running time of bottom-up mergesort
with n elements. Bottom-up mergesort essentially splits a list of n items into
two sublists, sorts each recursively, and then merges them back together. If n
is a power of 2, then it splits the list into two even parts. If n is not a power
of 2 though, i.e., n = 2¥ 4+ j with 1 < j < 2¥ — 1, then the algorithm splits the
items into one list of size 2¥, one list of size j. Thus it is known that C,(n)
satisfies the recurrences:

Cu(2F) = K2k
Cow(2 +35) = Cu@)+Cu() + (28 +74), for1<j<2k—1.

!The actual worst-case time is n1 4+ n2 — 1. But, any mergesort uses exactly n — 1 merges,
so the running time derived with cost n1 4+ n2 is exactly n — 1 more than the real worst-case
running time.



Panny and Prodinger [19] derived an exact solution for Cy,(n) containing a
term G(logn), where G(x), defined by a Fourier series, is periodic with period
one. However, the Fourier series is only Cesaro summable. Furthermore, G(z)
is discontinuous at all dyadic points (points of the form z = n/2™, where n is
integer, m is non-negative integer), which are exactly the points of interest.

In this paper we will decompose C\,(n) into two different types of WDS
and analyze the (smoothed) average of each part. We will then generalize the
functions found and analyze the generalizations.

Starting with the binary representation of n, ignore the 0 bits and write
n as the sum of descending powers of 2, i.e. n = 2" 4+ 222 4 ... 4+ 2% with
i1 > g > -+ > i > 0. Iterating the above recurrence for C\,(n) gives

k k k
Cuw(n) = @2+ 12 — 2% = §y(n) + Y 2" — 2%,
t=1 t=1 t=1

where S1(n) is the WDS of the first type defined previously. This motivates
the introduction of another variant of WDS:

k
Wi(n) = t2". (4)
t=1

As with the WDS of the first type, Wi(n) is not smooth enough to be analyzed
directly (see Figure [2]), so we instead study its average

TWi(n) == 3" Wi() (5)

j<n

Similar to the WDS of the first type, this problem may be generalized by
weighting the powers of 2 with polynomial weights@, i.e. by defining Wy(n) :=n
and, VM > 1,

k
War(n) =y M2 (6)
t=1
and then introducing the average functions
1 .
TWa(n) := EZWM@). (7)
j<n

We will show that TWj(n) has an exact closed-form formula, which is in
the form of

M-1
TWir(n) = nG(lgn) + darlg™ n + Z (lgd n) Gara(lgn), (8)
d=0

2 For WDS of the first type we use weights of the form tﬁ; for WDS of the second type
the weights are of the form t™. The difference is due to ease of analysis. Both types of span
the space of polynomials and hence our study allows any polynomial weights.
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Figure 2: Wjs(n)/n plotted against lgn for M = 1 (left) and M = 2 (right).
Though these functions also appear periodic, they are not smooth and are with
“large” fluctuations. These make direct analysis of Wjs(n) hard.

where d is a constant, Gy (u) and Gz q(u)’s are periodic functions with period
one given by absolutely convergent Fourier series.

Our approach to solving all three problems will be similar. We first use the
Mellin-Perron formula and problem-specific facts to reduce the analysis to the
calculation of an integral of the form

34100

/ K(s)ds
3—i00

for some problem specific kernel K(s). We then identify the singularities and

residues of K (s) and use the Cauchy residue theorem in the limit to evaluate
the integral.

2 Background

2.1 The Mellin-Perron Fromula

The main tools used in this paper are Dirichlet generating functions and the
Mellin-Perron formula. For more background see, [20, pp.13-23], [9] and [12|
pp.762-767].

Theorem 1 (The Mellin-Perron formula). Let {\;}, j =1,2,... be a sequence
and ¢ > 0 lie in the half-plane of absolute convergence of Z‘;‘;l Ajj~%. Then for
any m > 1,

1 F\™ 1 e[S nds
ﬁz)\]<1_5> - 2mi st s(s+1)(s+2)-(s+m)’ )

j<n emice | j=1
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Figure 3: These figures illustrate the periodic nature of the second order asymp-
totics of f¥ (when k = 3,4), TSy (n) (when M = 1,2) and the first order
asymptotics of TWjs(n) (when M = 1,2).



In particular, when m =1 and m = 2,

1 1 etioo [ 200\, nsds
=N N = — Y F | (10)
n i 270 J o ino = s(s+1)
1 1 etioo [ 200\, n’ds
— Ao(n— )2 = — M e — 11
2n2j§ s =1J) o o i ;g GrDGery Y

We will analyze the MDC functions and the two types of WDS by rewriting
them to summations in the form of the left hand side of (I0]). WDS of the second
type will also need a summation as in the left hand side of (II]). The Mellin-
Perron formula will then enable us to evaluate the associated line integrals
instead. The line integrals will be evaluated ezactly via the Cauchy residue
theorem by considering integrations over some special contours.

In the right hand side of ([9)), Z;‘;l Ajj~*, the Dirichlet generating function
(DGF) of {);}, is the only factor depending upon {\;}. The Cauchy residue
theorem relates the value of the line integral to the residues at the poles of
the kernel in the line integral, thus understanding the locations and associ-
ated residues of the DGF’s singularities will be essential to evaluating the line
integral.

Define the backward difference function VA by VA(j) = A(j) — A(j — 1)
for any function A. The following lemma will be needed later in the analysis of
WDS.

Lemma 1. Let A be a function with A(0) =0 and
1
TAn) ==Y A()).
(=5 2 40)

Then

1 /C”‘X’ = VA(®j) nsds

TA(n) = —
=5/ r=T A ECR0k

where ¢ > 0 lies in the half-plane of absolute convergence of Z;’il VA(5)i™*.

Proof. Note that TA(n) = 1 > jen(n — j)VA(j) and then apply [0). O

T n

A similar lemma, previously proven by Flajolet and Golin [10], will be
needed to analyze the MDC functions. For any sequence {s,,}, define its double
difference sequence {AVs,} by AVs,, := sp11 — 285, + Sp—1 for all n.

Lemma 2. Consider the recurrence
fn = Finy2) + frnj2) + én (12)

7



with boundary conditions eg = e; =0 and f;1 = 0. Then

AV 1 K AVe)
Dp() =D =t =155 (13)
— ] — ]
J J
and i

n o nsds

=5 Dy, (s)———,

In=gm | Prlr

where c lies in the half-plane of absolute convergence of Z;’il AVe;j=*.

2.2 Useful Facts Involving the Riemann-Zeta Function

The Riemann-Zeta function is defined by ((s) := > ,o0i~° when Re(s) > 1.
Since it will appear in the integral kernels in the analyses of the WDS, we list
some basic facts concerning the Riemann-Zeta function [23] 24] that we will
need.

First, {(s) can be analytically continued to be analytic in the whole complex
plane with the exception of a simple pole at s = 1 with residue 1.

Next, in [9], Flajolet et. al. proved the identity

1 —1/4+ic0 nsds
27T'l —1/4—i00 3(3 + 1)

=0. (14)
By mimicking their proof, we prove the similar formula (for completeness the
proof is provided in Appendix [B]):

1 —5/4+4ic0 nsds

2ri —5/4—ico 4(8)3(3 +1)(s+2) - 15)

When integrating ((s) the following asymptotic bounds [24] will be useful:

Lemma 3. If s = o + it, where o,t € R, the Riemann-Zeta function satisfies
the bound

C(s) = O(|t]") log |¢]) (16)
where
% —0 foro<0
1 <g< 1
roy={42  Fri=o=z (1)
-0 for3<o0<1
0 forl <o



2.3 Useful Formulae Involving Some DGF's

To understand the locations and associated residues of the integral kernels, we
will need closed-form formulae of their associated DGFs. We start with some
basic definitions.

Definition 1. Express n = (b;bi—1---b1bo)2 in its binary representation.

Set v(n) = Zizo by to be the number of “1”s in the binary representation of n
and va(n) to be the number of trailing “0”s in the binary representation of n.

For example,

if n =44 = (101100)2 then v(n) = 3 and va(n) = 2
if n =33 = (100001)y then v(n) =2 and va(n) = 0.

We can now introduce two useful DGF's.
Definition 2. YM > 0, denote the DGFs of v(n)M and (v(n) + va(n))M by
o0 v . o0 v . + v . M
Vi (s) :== Z (‘;—87 Zy(s) = Z (v() - 2(7)) .

S
j=1 7j=1 J

The analysis of these DGFs will require the following facts.

Lemma 4. Let n be a positive integer. Then

~

v(2n) =v(n) and v(2n + 1) = v(n) + 1;
v2(2n) = va(n) + 1;
if n is odd, va(n) = 0;

> e e

v(n) —v(n —1) =1 —vs(n).

Proof. If n = (bibi—l .- 'blbo)g then 2n = (bibi—l .- -blbo,O)g and 2n + 1 =
(bibi—1 -+ - bibg, 1)2, so v(2n) = v(n) and v(2n + 1) = v(n) + 1.

If the binary representation of n has ¢ trailing “0”s, then the binary repre-
sentation of 2n will have ¢ + 1 trailing “0”s. This proves ve(2n) = va(n) + 1.

If n is odd, the rightmost digit of the binary representation of n must be
1, i.e. there is no trailing “0” in the representation. Hence vz(n) = 0 for odd
integer n.

Slightly rewriting n as n = (b;b;—1bt+1,1,0,0---0,0)2 where ¢t = vy(n) shows
that n — 1 = (bibj—1b441,0,1,1---1,1)3. Therefore Vo(n) =v(n) —v(n — 1) =
1 —wva(n). O

From Lemma [ it is straightforward to prove the following lemma, which
includes formulae expressing some special DGF's in terms of ((s) and Vi(s).
For completeness, we provide its proof in Appendix



Lemma 5. For M > 1,

> (- 1)t (18)

> ) (19)
j=1
> 22, )
j=1

2.4 Absolute Convergence of Fourier Series

In all three problems, evaluating the line integrals of the kernels will reduce to
summations of residues at poles regularly spaced along a vertical line. These
summations will best be expressed as Fourier series. To be useful, we will need
to show that these Fourier series converge absolutely. Our major tools will be
the following two lemmas.

Lemma 6. Let € > 0, 0g,tg € R, tg > 1+ € and f be a complex function. If

1. fis analytic in X = {s=o0+it:0 > 09 —€,[t| >ty — €} and

2. A, B > 0 such that Vo + it € X, |f(o 4 it)| = O(|t|* log? |t]),

then, for every fized integer ¢ > 0,

Vo > o0, Yt 2 to, |f9(o +it)] = O(|t|* log” |t]).

Proof. From the Cauchy integral formula, for all s = ¢ + it with ¢ > oy and
|t| > t07

f(‘I)(s)—q—!gS QR

©2mi 2 (z —s)ntl ™7

where C = {z : |z — s| = €}. Hence

q
1) < %E]:S

f(z)

(Z _ S)n—i—l dz

< 2q—7r (27¢) x O(|t|A log? J¢]) x

= O(|t|" log” It])

En—l—l

for fixed ¢ and e. O

10



Before stating the next lemma, we clarify that the statement “h(s) has a
pole of order at most N at s = s¢”, allows the possibility that h(s) is analytic
at s = sp (and might even have a zero there).

Lemma 7. Let g(s) = L(S)f(s)s(s+1) Vj€Z, seth; =0+ 12;32 If

1. Vj € Z\ {0}, f is analytic at s = 0,

2. dA < 1, B > 0, such that for all integers positive integers q, |f(‘I)(0j)| =
O(|j|* log? |j|) (where the constant in the big O may depend upon q)

3. Vj € Z, L(s) has a pole of order at most ny at s = 0;;
furthermore, the coefficients of the Laurent series of L(s) are identical at
each s = 0;,

4 S(];(Jr)l) has a pole of order at most ny at s = 0y,

then the sum of residues at s = 8; can be written in the form

ni+nz2—1 ny—1
Z Res(g(s),s =0;) = Z \in? g’ n + Z Fi(1gn)n’1g" n, (21)
jEZ i=n1 i=0

where the \;’s are constants and F;(u)’s are periodic functions with period one
given by their Fourier series Fj(u) = Z]EZ a; j€*™7%. Furthermore, all the
Fourier series F;(u) are absolutely convergent.

Proof. We first introduce a notation. When r is clear from the context,

[m ‘ Ay am-i—la am+27 t ]
m—i—i‘

represents the Laurent series > >°0 amqi(s —r)

We start by stating the Laurent series of each factor of g(s) at s = 6;, where
Vj e Z\ {0}:

L(s) = [ ‘l0,117l2,13, ]

1
1) = [0] 10 70 580, 190,
n® = n”e%ijlg"[ ‘1 Inn, lln n, %ln n, }
1 1 1
: = Llga (9»3””}
L, 1 1
s+1 “9 +17 (0, +1)27(6; +1)3 ]

11



The residue of g(s) at s = 6; is obtained by multiplying all these series together
and extracting the coefficient of the term (s —6;)~%. The residue will therefore
be the sum of terms, each term of the form

.. 3 —_1\74 _1\Ts
lgy X 1 (“)(Hj) X n”e%”lg”—ln 21 3 m X (=1 (=1)

X
9! l‘3! (9].):(:44—1 (9] + 1)“7”5"'17

where Vi, z; > 0 and Z?:l r; =n1 — L.

Hence the sum of these residues, when sorted according to the variable x3,
is

ml In%*3 2 iy
Z n? (lgl‘3 n) | Z Jj($1,$2,$4,$5,n1 -1 _x3)e27m]1gn ) (22)
23=0 T3 \jenoy

where

U gy, 2D 0
Senanaenn)= 30 (xS 0) G x )

r1+r2+TatT5="

The relevant Laurent series of g(s) at s = 0 are:

L(S) = [_nl l07llal27l37"']
n® = n? [0 1,lnn,%ln2n,%ln3n,---]
f(s)
I s o By b e
S(S—|—1) |: na2 0, 11,142,113, :|

By multiplying all these series together and extracting the coefficient of the
term (s — )", the residue at s = 6y is found to be of the form

ni+ng—1 ni—1
Z An?lg'n + Z Ain?lg' n. (23)
i=ni =0

The second summation in (23]) combines with (22) to give the second summation
in (2I) and the first summation in (23)) gives the first summation in (2I]).

We now prove the absolute convergence of the Fourier series. Take M =
maxo<i<n,—1|li|. Note that for ¢ <ny — 1, |£@(0;)] = O(|j|* log? |j|). Thus

‘Jj($1,$2,$47x57n1 —1- .Z'g)’
n1+2—.’1’3 1 .
< < 3 ) Iy X x_glf( 2)(9].) %

ni+2-—x . . 1
(1 3 3>><M><O(\J!A10gB!J\)><O<W>

O <1ogB !j\) ‘
>4

Since (2 — A) > 1, the Fourier series is absolutely convergent. O

(1Y
(gj)x4+l (9] + 1)x5+1

12



To conclude, we note that as we only upper bound the order of poles but
do not know their exact order, \; may be zero and the F;(u)’s may be constant
functions, or even zero functions.

3 Multidimensional Divide-and-Conquer

3.1 Background of Multidimensional Divide-and-Conquer

Multidimensional Divide-and-Conquer (MDC) was first introduced by Bentley
and Shamos [0, 4] in the context of solving multidimensional computational
geometry problems. The generic idea is to solve a problem on n d-dimensional
points by (i) first splitting the points into two almost equal subsets and solving
the problem seperately on each subset, then (ii) taking all n points, projecting
them down to (d — 1) dimensional space and solving the problem on the pro-
jected set, and finally (iii) constructing a solution to the complete problem by
intelligently combining the solutions to the 3 previously solved ones. The re-
cursion bottoms out when the dimension d = 2, in which case a straightforward
solution is given, or when n = 1, which has a trivial solution.

The methodology can be applied to give good solutions for many problems,
including the Empirical Cumulative Distribution Function (ECDF) problem,
maxima, range searching, closest pair, and the all nearest neighbour problem.

Of particular interest to us is the all-points ECDF problem in R¥ (ECDF-
k). For two points = (x1,22, -+ ,2%), ¥ = (Y1, Y2, ,yx) € R*, we say x
dominates y if x; > y; for all 1 < i < k. Given a set S of n points in RF. the
rank of a point x is the number of points in S dominated by x. The ECDF-k
problem is to compute the rank of each point in S.

When k = 2, a slight modification of bottom-up mergesort will solve ECDF-
2 in O(nlogn) time. Monier [I§] proposed an MDC algorithm for solving
ECDF-k for larger k, based on the description of Bentley [4]. Monier ana-
lyzed the worst-case running time of this algorithm, 7T'(n, k), described by the
following recurrence:
T(|%].k)+T([%],k)+Tnk=1)+n ifn>1k>2,
T(n,k)=< 1 ifn=1k> 2,
nlgn ifn>1k=2.
(24)

By translation into a combinatorial path-counting problem he derived the
first order asymptotic of T'(n, k). More specifically, he showed that, for fixed k,
1
(k—1)!

T(n, k) = nlghtn+0(nlgk2n).

We will derive exact solutions for the ECDF-k running time using Lemma

13



from [10]. To do so, we will have to slightly modify the case k = 2 to have
a more precise initial condition. In what follows we will denote T'(n, k) by f*.
The recurrences corresponding to (24]) will be:

b _ S Sy T Iy e n 22 25
07 7”L21
where
k=1 -1, k>3
R (26)
n—1, k=2.

3.2 Deriving the DGF

To use Lemma [ first requires a better understanding of the DGF of AV f¥,
which we denote by by Dy, (s). Start by noting that, directly from the lemma,

1 © AVek
Dy (s) = Yo
W) =T 2

J=1

One can work out directly that AVe? = 1 while, for j > 2, AVe? = 0. Thus,

X AV f? 1 * AVe? 1
Dp(s)=) st =552 % =15 (27)
= 7 =1 7
For k > 3,
AV fr-1 for j > 2
k J ’ orjg =
AVej ek = k_l—l—l—Aka_l—l—l for j =1
2 = J2 = 1 ) J =41
Hence
1 © AVek
ka(s) = 1—92-s Z ] ’
= 7
1 > AV
= — AV 1+ 4
1—2-s , s
7j=2
_ 1 + kaﬂ(s)

1—-2-s 1—2-s"

Iterating the above recurrence with initial condition (27) yields

1 1 1

2—s + (1 _ 2—5)2 teee (1 _ 2—s)k—1'

Dy, (s) = 1_

14



From Lemma 2] for k > 1,

o n /3”00 kz_:l 1 nds
T2 fai = (1-27) | s(s+1)
3+i00 s
kel . M 1 nds
= — . 2
Tn t 271 /3_2-00 (1 —2-5)k—1g(s+1) (28)

We note that Flajolet and Golin [10] explicitly solve the k& = 2 boundary
case:
f2=nlgn+nAilgn)+1

where, setting 3; := %i,

1 1 1 1 g

o= (b ) ey &

2 In2 In2 T} Bi(B; +1)
3.3 Evaluation of Integrals
We now evaluate the integral in (28]):

34100 s
I = n 1 n’ds (29)

2 Sy (1-279)FTs(s +1)

Fix some real R > 0 and consider the counterclockwise rectangular contour
T="T:JY2JY3J7Y4, where (see Figure M)

Ti={3+iy: —R<y<R} YTo={zx+iR: —R<z<3}
Ts={-R+iy: —R<y<R} Ty={zx—iR: —R <z <3} (30)

Denote the kernel of the integral in (29) by Kj/(s):

ns

(1—2-5)kTg(s+ 1)

Ki(s) = (31)

Note that I, = limp o0 72 le Ky(s)ds.

We now show that, for ¢ = 2,3,4, limg_, qu Ky(s)ds = 0. Thus

R—00 271

Ik: lim i/ Kk(S)dS.
T

By the Cauchy residue theorem, I, will be equal to n times the sum of the
residues at the poles inside T as R — oo.

The poles of Ki(s) inside T are:

15



An T

Re(z)

in ;
Ty ;

T, -R

Figure 4: Contour Y defined in (B0). The dots represent the poles of Kj/(s)
inside Y.

1. A pole of order k at s = 0;
2. Poles of order (k —1) at s = ; = %i, where j € Z\ {0};

3. A simple pole at s = —1.

To avoid poles of K} (s) on YT, we only consider values of R = R; := 2 ;;02'5)”.

Now consider the horizontal paths ¢ = 2,4. Then

34iR;
Ki(s)ds| < / K. (s)| ds
Tq —Rj%iR;
n? 1 3 )
< _ 1y
- (—5?2323 (12 04)k1 Rj(Rj+1)>/—Rj do=0("")

For the leftmost path it is easy to see
1
= O _— = i—1 .
(Rj@’“‘ln)Rj) o)

Hence Iy is n times the sum of the residues at the poles of Kj(s) inside T,
taking R; — oo.

Theorem 2. For k > 2,

Ky (s)ds

T3

k—2
1 — m
= (k_l)'nlgk L+ E (n1g™ n) A%, (Ign) + cx, (32)
’ m=0

16



where AE (u)’s are periodic functions with period one, which are given by abso-
lutely convergent Fourier series

AL 00 = g
JEL

whose coefficients ay m, j can be determined explicitly. In particular, the average

value of A¥_,(u) is
. 1 (k+1l 1
RE207 2o\ 2 2/

Furthermore, if k is even, ¢, = 1; if k is odd, ¢, = 0.

Proof. We proceed by induction on k. As previously mentioned, for £ = 2 this
theorem was already proved by Flajolet and Golin [10].

Now assume that ([B2)) is true for k& = k9 — 1. The residue of Ky, (s) at
s=-—1is

—1)ko

Res (Kk,(s),s = —1) = ( n) .
We can now apply Lemma [} by taking o = 0, L(s) = (1 — 27%)~(*o=1) (its
Laurent series coefficients at each s = ; are identical) and f(s) = 1. Since
f@(s) =0 when g > 1, we may take A= B = 0. The order of poles of L(s) at

s = fj is kg — 1 and the order of pole of s(];(_i)l) at s =Py =01is 1.

The sum of residues at s = 3, where j € Z, is given by

ko—2
Mo-11g" 7 n+ >~ (1g™ n) B2 (g n),
m=0

where B (u)’s are periodic functions with period one which are given by ab-
solutely convergent Fourier series. \p,_1 can be explicitly calculated to be

1/(ko — 1)L.

17



Hence by (28),

ko
n
ko—2
1g""'n ZO (=D
_ k 1 k
= 0~ +n W—F lg n Bo(lgn)
m=0
nlgho—2n ho—3

= ——F t Z (nlg™n) AR (1gn) + cpy1

o)
(ko —2)! =
lko 1 ko—2
+?1§T+Z (n1g™ n) B¥ (g n) + (—1)k
nlgko_ln 1 ko—2
= Bk (1 1g™0
(ko — 1)! Jr<(/<50—2) ko 2(gn)>n s
ko—3

+ (Aﬁé)‘l(lg n) + By (lg n)> n1g™ n+ cp—1 + (~1).
m=0

Letting A2 _o(u) := golgy + Bio_o(u) and AR (u) = AR~ (u)

+ B,'ff (u)

for m=0,1,--- , ko — 2 proves ([B2)). The average value of AY ,(u) is found by

expressing all the Laurent series (in the proof of Lemma [7)) explicitly.

Finally, since ¢;, = cy—1+ (—1)"607 ¢y, alternates between being even and odd

with ¢ = 1.

4 Weighted Digital Sums of the First Type

O

We now analyze T'Sy(n) = 3_;,, Su(j) as defined in (2) and (). By Lemma

[, this reduces to evaluating

TSy(n) =

1 /C”‘X’ > VS (4) n°ds
omi J, J* s(s+1)

—100 j=1

4.1 Deriving the DGF

We start by deriving a closed form for

_ i VS ()

j=1

Recall that Syr(n) = Zizo tvbt?. Observe that if n = (bjb;—1 --

then

2n = (bibi_1 -+ bybo, 0)2 and 2n+1= (bibi_1 -+ bybo, 1)2.

18
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In particular, when M > 1, the weight tM for the rightmost digit (¢t = 0) is
always zero, so
SM(Z’I’L + 1) = SM(QTL) (35)

Next, observe that

S1(2n) =) (t+ p2H =2 2" +2) 52 =251 (n)+ 20 (36)

t=0 t=0 t=0
and for M > 2,

i

Sy(2n) = Z(t + 1)Mptt!

t=0
= QSM( )—I—MSM_l(Z’I’L). (37)
These facts lead to:
Lemma 8.
A v 2(M—1)(s—1) -
Mm(s) = -WC(S)- (38)

Proof. The proof is by induction on M. When M = 1, by (35]) and (36l), we get
VSi(2n) =2VSi(n)+2 and VS;(2n+1)=0.

A1<s>=ZV51 ' VSI :sz& —(Au(s) + C(5)).

23 1
=1 =1 =1
Then A;(s) = (2571 — 1)7!¢(s) and the lemma is proved for M = 1.

Now assume the lemma is true for M < k. Iterating (37]) gives
Si(2n) = 25k (n) + 2 <Z kS ) + 2kIn,
where ki = k(k —1)--- (k —i 4 1) is the 7*® falling factorial of k.
Appling (35]) gives

k—1
VSk(2n) = 2VSi(n)+2 <Z kivsk_i(n)) + 2k!,
=1
VSk(2n + 1) = 0.

19



Substituting the above two formulae into (34) yields

= VS() <= VSk(21)

i <2V5k(l) +2 (zﬁ;f kivsk_i(l)> + 2/<;!)

(20)*

=1

1 1 = Ll
= S Ak(s) + 5oy D K AR-i(s) + 5= ¢(s)

1=

1
k=1 2(k i—1)(s—1)

k=l o(k—i—1)(s—1) )

— (25—1 _ 1)k—i

1 kIC(s) T

= FAIC(S)—F 2s—1 ( 95— 12(28 1 _ )
28—1 k—1

(#=1)

o(k—=1)(s—1)

and hence

=l
Ak(s) = k! 1o 1)kg(s).
]
4.2 Evaluation of the Integral
Substituting the result of Lemma Bl into the integral of (B3] gives
M [3tico o(M-1)(s—1) nSds
T .
Su(n) = 27 /3_Z-oo (251 —1)M C(S)S(S +1) (39)

Fix some real R > 0 and consider the counterclockwise rectangular contour
I'=T,uUTl'yuUl'sUTy, where (see Figure [5)

I ={3+iy: ~R<y<R)} Ty={z+iR:-1/4<z<3),
I's={-1/4+1iy: —R <y < R}, Iy={zx—iR:—-1/4 <z <3} (40)

Denote the kernel of the integral in ([B9]) by K(s):

2(M_1)(S_1)<(S)TL8

Ku(s) = Gy 4 1y

20
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Re(z)
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mat

_1 2t

87
'1 — sl

107
1 m2?

—R Iy

Figure 5: Contour I' from (40). The dots represent the poles of Kj;(s) inside
I.

Note that T'Sp;(n) = limpg_eo QMW; fl“l Kjp(s)ds. As in the MDC case, we now
show that limpg_, s qu Kp(s)ds =0 for ¢ = 2,3,4. Thus

|
TSy(n) = lim %/KM(s)ds.
r

R—o00 271

Hence by the Cauchy residue theorem, T'Sys(n) will be equal to M! times the
sum of the residues at the poles inside I' as R — oo.

We know that ((s) has a simple pole at s = 1. The poles of Kj(s) inside
I' are:

1. A pole of order (M +1) at s = 1;

2. Poles of order M at s = o := 1 + £, where j € Z\ {0};

3. A simple pole at s = 0.

To avoid poles of Kps(s) on I', we again only consider values of R = R; =
(2740.5)7
In2 '
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To show that frq Kpr(s)ds = 0 for ¢ = 2,3,4 as R — oo, we need the
following two lemmas.

Lemma 9. Consider integral
3+iR

I(R) = / F(5)¢(s)nds,

—a+iR

where 0 < a < %. Furthermore, suppose that for s = o 4+ it with —a < o < 3,
If(s)| = O(|t| ). Then, both as R — oo and R — —oo, I(R) — 0.

Proof. Along the path of the integral, ®(s) > —5/4. Lemma [3] gives the bound
()| = O(IR|"*log |R]).

Together with the given fact that |f(s)| = O ([t|72),

3+iR 3+iR
' [ seemas) < [ s ds
—a+iR —a+iR
3+iR
< / (OURI2) x O(R[ log |R]) x ) ds
—at+iR
< (3+a)O( R~V 1og|R))n’
— 0
as K — oo. |

Lemma 10. Suppose
o
g(s) = > g;(K;)*
j=0

for some real sequence {g;} and positive integer sequence {K;}. If this series
is uniformly convergent for s € {—% +it : te ]R} then

—1/44ic0 nsds
/—1/4—ioo 9(8)4(8)3(3 +1) =0

If the series is uniformly convergent for s € {—% 4+t te R} then

—5/4+i00 nsds
/_5/4_,-00 1) D) "

Proof. For the first integral, note that

—1/44ic0 nsds —1/441i00 0 i nsds
/—1/4—2'00 g(s)C(S)S(S +1) /—1/4—i0° (Z H) C(S)S(S +1)

=0
B 0 . —1/4+ioc0 (an)sds
B ]z:; (g] /—1/4—ioo (o) s(s+1) >
= 0
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The first equality is the definition of g(s), the second follows from the uniform
convergence of the series and the last equality follows from (I4]).

The second integral is evaluated similarly, using (I5) in place of (Id). O

To evaluate the integrals along I's and I'4, note that !2(M_1)(5_1) (251 — 1)_M‘

is bounded as j — oo and = O(j7%). Thus, by Lemma [, as R; — oo,

1
s(s+1) ‘

Ky (s)ds — 0, Ky(s)ds — 0.
FQ 1—\4=

To evaluate the integral along I's, note that ¢ < 0 along I's, so we may

write ) ) ) )
—  =—1—(= )2 = -4 ==& .
= () (1) (§)

The series is both absolutely convergent and uniformly convergent on —1/4+
(—00,00)i, so we may write (see [21], pp.74-75])

o(M—1)(s—1) i)
(25 (9s—1 _ 1\M 1 Zaﬂ 2 ”

for some {a;}, where this new series is again uniformly convergent on —1/4 +
(—00,00)i. By Lemma [I0],

lim Ky (s)ds — 0.

Rj—>oo I's

We have successfully shown that the integrals along I's, I's and I'4 vanish as
R; — o0, and hence T'Sys(n) is M! times the sum of the residues at the poles
of K(s) inside I', after taking R; — oo.

Theorem 3. For M > 1,

M-—1
1
TSu(n) = Snlgn+ Y <n 1gd n> Fua(gn) + (~DMHAN, (42)
d=0

where Fipq(u)’s are periodic functions with period one, which are given by ab-
solutely convergent Fourier series

Fara(u) =Y fara €™
JEZ

whose coefficients frrq; can be determined explicitly. In particular, the average
value of Farp—1(u) is
2

M M
0= ——[2v0 — M —2)In2] ~ — — 0.915648M.
IvmM-10 41n2[7° 3+ ( )In 2] T — 0915648
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Proof. As shown, T'Sps(n) is M! times the sum of residues at the poles of K/(s)
inside I' as R — oo. The residue of Kjs(s) at s =0 is

Res(Kjp(s),s =0) = (— )MH'1

By Lemma Bl we have the bound |((o +it)| = O(|t|log |t|) when o > 1 —€
for some sufficiently small e. By Lemma [ [¢(?(a;)| = O(|j|¢log|j|) for any
fixed positive integer q.

In Lemmal[7 take o = 1, L(s) = 2M~1(s=1)(25=1 _1)=M (its Laurent series
coefficients at each s = o are identical) and f(s) = ((s). From last paragraph

we can take A =€ and B = 1. The order of poles of L(s) at s = «; is M, and

f(s)
s(s+1)

the order of pole of at s=apg=11is 1.

The sum of residues at s = «;, where j € Z, is given by
M—1

AvnlgMn + Z (n 1g? n) Fra(lgn),
d=0

where Fysq(u)’s are periodic functions with period one which are given by
absolutely convergent Fourier series. Ajp; can be explicitly calculated to be

1/(2M)).

Hence
nlgMn N —
TSu(n) = M!|[Z2=2+ Y <nlgdn) Fara(lgn) + (—1)M+HL
' d=0
1 M-1
= §nlgMn + (nlgd n) M'Fyrq(lgn) + (—1)MT1a0,
d=0

Letting Fysq(u) := M!Fppq(u) ford = 0,1,--- , M—1, proves ([@2]). The average
value of Fys ar—1(u) is found by expressing all the Laurent series (in the proof
of Lemma [7]) explicitly. O

5 Weighted Digital Sums of the Second Type

We now analyze TWi(n) = 3, W1(j) as defined by () and (5]). The analysis
will be extended to TWj(n) for M > 1 in the next section.

The general methodology used to analyze TWj(n) is the same as in the
previous sections; use Lemma [I] to rewrite

1 ferice [ S V() nsds
TWin) = 55 /c_m ; ;s s(s+1) (43)
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The main difficulty that will be encountered is that the DGF here will not be
“nice” enough to permit integrating the kernel directly. We will have to split
the DGF into two parts, using the m = 1 case of () to evaluate the first part
and the m = 2 case to evaluate the second part.

5.1 Deriving the DGF

Set

By (s) := Z %ﬂj(]) (44)
j=1

to be the DGF of VIWj(j). We start by deriving, for all M > 1, a formula for
By (s) in terms of DGFs Vs (s) and Zjys(s) introduced in Definition 2l We will
then analyze the case M =1 in this section, and leave the cases M > 2 to the
next section.

Lemma 11.
25 —1 1

3o )~ 5y

BM(S) = ZM(S)

Proof. Observe that if n is expressed as n = 20 422 4 ... 4+ 2% with i; > iy >
-o- >4 > 0, then

k k
War(2n) = Y Mot =23 "Ml = 9y (n),
t=1 t=1
k
Wun+1) = > Mot 4 (b + )M = 2Wa(n) + (v(n) + DM
t=1

Recalling from Lemmalthat v(n)—v(n—1) = 1—v9(n) and v(2n+1) = v(n)+1
gives

VWi (2n) = 2VWas(n)—(v(n)+va(n))M and VW (2n+1) = v(2n+1)M.

Then, (I8)) in Lemma [B] permits writing

Bul) = 3 YT 3 VWM D) ¥ )7

odd j J =1 (2l)
1 1 1
= (1-= — Bu(s) — — Zu(s).
(1 5¢) Vi) + e Bar(s) = 5 2)
Solving for Bjys(s) proves the lemma. O
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For M = 1, applying (I9) from Lemma [ to Lemma [I1] gives

Bils) = 2 gVils) ~ ey Zl)
— ) - g (1) + <)
= Vi) - g (5. (45)

(25 —1)(25 —2)

Substituting this into ([43]) yields

1 3ioo nds 1 3+ico ((s) n°ds
IO = 5, MO 5 B e T

(46)

—100

The second integral can be evaluated exactly by the method used in Section
Evaluating the first integral requires more work.

Historically, v(n) was one of the first digital functions to be analyzed using
the Mellin transform techniques. The original analysis in 1975 by Delange [§]
used a combinatorial decomposition of the binary representations of integers to
directly derive an exact Fourier series formula for > i<n v(j). In 1994, Flajolet
et. al. [9] reproved Delange’s result using the Mellin transform techniques.
However, Vi (s), the DGF of v(n), does not seem to have been explicitly studied
before Hwang’s analysis [14] in 1998. First, denote I,-(s) by

Ion o, f 1 2 =
I:(s) == =3 ZU(Z) ((22')3 TRty @i+ 2)3> ’ o

=1

Standard algebraic manipulations, e.g. in [14] pp.536], let us rewrite a summa-
tion of this form as an integral:

ne =5 [ e (48)

where ) ,
£(x)—{% Af 2] +3 <2< |z]+1.

Hwang [14] derived the following formula of V;(s), revealing its singularities
in R(s) > —1:

25 -1 1 28

55 —56(8) — m((s) + ——=1i(s), (49)

Vils) = 25— 2

Substituting (49) into (A5)) yields

s+1 s
Bi() = 5 C) + g h(o) (50)
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From the integral form of I;(s), we know that it is analytic in R(s) > —1.
Hence, (B0) (together with the fact that {(s) has no zero on the line £(s) = 0)
shows that at s = 0,3;, Bi(s) possesses simple poles. Depending upon the
values of I;(1) and I;(«;), Bi(s) may either possess simple poles at s = 1,
or be analytic at s = 1, ;. These are all possible poles of By (s) inside I" which
we defined in (40).

Using Hwang’s representation would yield a closed-form formula for TW7y(n)
by considering contour I'. Unfortunately, the residues appearing in the resulting
Fourier coefficients would be expressed in terms of the value of I;(s) at various
poles, something which is not well understood. In the next subsection, we
will show how to use the higher order version of the Mellin-Perron formula to
sidestep this issue and express the Fourier coefficients in terms of the Riemann-
Zeta function.

5.2 Moving Up to a Higher Order Case of the Mellin-Perron
Formula

We now see how to manipulate the first integral in (6] to yield a formula in
terms of values of the Riemann-Zeta function.

The general approach is to note that Vi(s) is the DGF of v(j), so the first
integral in (46]), when transformed from integral back to summation by (I0),
is a double summation of v(j). A double summation of v(j) is also a triple
summation of Vu(j), and we can write a closed-form formula for the DGF of
Vou(j) in terms of {(s). Equation (II]) then provides an exact formula of the
triple summation of Vu(j), and we can evaluate the first integral in (46]).

We now present the details. Define

1
=22 v
7j=11i=1
Algebraic manipulations permit writing 7V (n) in two different ways
1
TV(n) = — k)(n—k 51
(n) ”;U( )(n — k), (51)
n

and

1 — k)? —k
= =3 Vo(k) [(" =k (52)
k<n
Applying ([I0) to (BI)), yields
1 34100 nsds

TV(?’L) = 2—7T'Z - ‘/1(8)8(8‘1‘1)’

(53)
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where the right side is exactly the first integral in (4g]).

Applying (I)) and ([I0) to (G2)) gives the alternate expression

TV (n) (54)
_n 3+ico [ Vv(j) nsds L /3—1—2'00 0 Vv(j) n3ds
27 i = 55 s(s+1)(s+2) 471 Js_ i = 58 s(s+1)

Setting (53] equal to (54) and using the closed-form formula for 3 72 | Vu(j);~*
in Lemma [0l gives

1 3+ioco n3ds
[
T 3—ico 3(3 + 1)
3+ico 9s s 3+ico 9s s
n 25 — 2 nsds 1 25 — 2 nsds
- —((s) + = / ——((s) :
270 J3_joo 25 —1 s(s+1)(s+2)  4Ami J3_ 00 2°—1 s(s+1)

Substituting the above equality into (40) yields a “nicer” integral represen-
tation for TWi(n).

n 3+ioc0 25 _ 9 nsds
T = —
Win) 270 Ja_joo 25 — 1C(S) s(s+1)(s+2)
1 3+i00 25 _ 9 nsds
T ) o151
1 341400 1 nsds
i | T Z)C(S)s(s ) (55)

5.3 Evaluation of Integrals

The three integrals in (53] can be evaluated almost exactly as in Section
That is, for the first integral consider contour IV =T") UT, UT% U T, where

I ={3+iy:-R<y<R} Iy = {z+iR:—5/4 <z <3},
5={-5/4+iy: -R<y<R}, Tj={z—iR:-5/4<x<3}.(50)

For the second and the third integrals consider contour I' defined in (40]). Next,
prove that the integrals along the left, top and bottom paths tend to zero (using
Lemma [ and Lemma [I0). Finally, evaluate the sum of residues at the poles
inside IV or I'. Since these are almost exactly the same as in Section 12 we
leave out the details, only stating the results. See Figure [ for the contours.

The poles of the kernel of the the first integral inside I'” are a double pole at
s = 0 and simple poles at s = ; (where j € Z\ {0}) and s = —1. By summing
the residues at all these poles, the first integral evaluates to
n o 3 9s 9 n®ds

1 1
n — “nl Hy( =
271 Sy 31T Gy e T rihlen) g (57)
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Figure 6: The coutours we use when evaluating the three integrals in (55), with
poles marked with dots. The left one is T defined in (56]), which is for evaluating
the first integral in (B3]). The middle and right ones are both I" defined in (@0),
which are for evaluating the second and third integrals in (55]) respectively.

where

21n7r—ln2—3> 1 ¢(B;) omiju
1 )

o 1
1) ( 8In2 n2 ooy BB+ 1B + 2"

(58)

The poles of the kernel of the second integral inside I" are a double pole at
s = 0 and simple poles at s = 3; (where j € Z\ {0}). By summing the residues
at all these poles, the second integral evaluates to

1 3P 9s 9 nsds 1
= = -1 Hy(1
iy, o1y T gen T en), (59)
where
2InT —In2 — 2 1 C(B5)  amii
Hy(u) = < ) — I p2miju (60)
81n 2 21n 2 oo B;i(B; +1)

The poles of the kernel of the third integral inside I' are a double pole at
s = 1, simple poles at s = a; (where j € Z\ {0}), a double pole at s = 0 and
simple poles at s = (; (where j € Z \ {0}). By summing the residues at all
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these poles, the third integral evaluates to

1 34400 1 nsds 1 1
— = nl H; (1 —1 H; (1
270 Ja_joe (25 —1)(2° —2) C(s)s(s +1) 1" grtnHs,s gn)+2 gt Hsi(lgn),
(61)
where
2lnm +3In2 —2 1 CBj)  omi
o )il T S
41n2 2 iz {0} B; (ﬁj +1)
and
27 —3—5In2 1 Clog)  onij
Hjo(u) = ( > + ——— e miju. (63)
8In2 2In2 e} OZJ(OZJ + 1)

Combining the three integrals above yields:

Theorem 4.
1
TWi(n) =nFwi(lgn) — 1 lgn + Fwo(lgn). (64)

where Fyy1(u) and Fyyo(u) are two absolutely convergent Fourier series, whose
coefficients are given by

Fyi(u) = In7m —q+2m2 1 ( 2¢(B;) C(aj) > (2miju
’ 41n2 21n2 ) Bi(Bi+1)(B;+2)  aj(ay+1)
2—2ln7—5In2 1 CBj)  omij
FW,O(U) — =+ 272 11 e2miju
8In2 2In2 Tt} Bi(B; +1)

The average value of Fyy1(u) is

Inm—~+2In2
41n2

~ (0.704687.

Proof. Substituting (57), (59) and (6I)) into (B5) yields
1 1
TWi(n) =n[Hi(gn) — Hz2(1gn)] — 1 lgn+ |Ha(lgn) — Hs1(lgn) + il

Setting Fyy,1(u) := Hy(u) — Hz2(u) and Fy(u) := Hy(u) — Hz(u) + 1 gives
(64]) and the Fourier series.

Lemma [3] gives

¢(Bj) = O(j|"*1og|j|) and ((ay) = O(log j]).

Hence, as |j| — oo the terms in (B8), 60) and 62) are O(|j|~%/% log|j|) and the
terms in (G3) are O(|j|~2log |j|), implying the absolute convergences of Hi(u),
Hj(u), Hs1(u) and Hs2(u), and thus Fyy i (u) and Fyyo(u). O
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6 More Weighted Digital Sums of the Second Type

We now analyze TWy(n) =3, ., Wa(j) as defined by (@) and (). Again, by
Lemma[T]
1 fetiee n’ds
TW, = — B
m(n) 271 /C_Z-oo M(S)S(S +1)’

where B)(s) is the DGF of VW (j) as defined in (44]).

(65)

As before, we will integrate along contour I' we defined in (0], and prove
that the integrals along the top, bottom and left contours vanish as R — oo,
while that on the right contour equals (65]) and then apply the Cauchy residue
theorem.

The DGF Byjy(s) for M > 1 is much more complicated than the DGF's
previously encountered in this paper. We will therefore have to introduce new
techniques to study it.

6.1 Properties of Poles of the DGF

We saw from (B0) that the order of the poles of Ejzs(i)? “ats=1and s = a;
were all at most 1. By Lemma [7 this implied that “coefficient” of the first
order term of TWi(n), i.e. the n term in (64)), is the Fourier series Fyy1(lgn).

Analogously, for all M > 1 we will prove that the orders of poles of i]‘é (j:)gs
at s = 1 and s = «a; are all at most 1. This will again imply that for M > 1,

TWys(n) has a “periodic first-order coefficient”.

To start, we will need the following semi-recursive formula of Bj;(s).

Lemma 12. For M > 1, Bys(s) satisfies

Buls) = s 2C 4 e S () - 5 S () rto). o0

r=1 r=1

where R,.(s) is defined as

e | 1
R.(s) := ;U(Z) [(2@')5 — @it 1)5] . (67)
Proof. Lemma [T1] gives
Bus(s) = ; - ;VM(S) .- L SZui(s). (68)

We now derive two seperate functional equations for Vjs(s) and Zys(s) and
combine them to yield (66)).
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Recalling from Lemma [ that v(2i) = v(i) and v(2i + 1) = v(i) + 1 gives

v(i)M (1
) = S b0

2 iy T ity
= %VM(8)+1+§<¥> @%) +gﬁ
- Ly +§ (M) (Gwe - r@) + (1- 5 ) <o
Solving for Vys(s) yields
Virls) = 2 2C(s) QA:( )it 232j2§<1‘f)m<s>. (69)

Next, from Lemma [ it is easy to show v(2i) + v2(2i) = v(i) + v2(i) + 1 and
v(2i + 1) 4+ v2(2i + 1) = v(2i + 1). Also, using (I8]) in Lemma Bl gives

Il = 3 LOFBO TN S o)

i>1 (20)° oad; 7

_ QLA; (%)zr( )+ (1— 2i> Vi (s).

Since Zp(s) = ((s), this solves to

21—1 1M1< ) (70)

r=1

ZM(S) = VM(S) +

Substituting ([69) and (70) into (G8)) yields

9 1= (M (25— D)Vi(s) = Zo(s) 28 = (M
BM(S):2S—1<(S)+2S—1Z<T>( )23(_)2 ()_28_2Z< )Rr(s)

r=1 r=1

Finally, using (G8)) to simplify the internal terms in (1) yields (©G]). O

The next lemma gives a “closed-form” formula for Bj(s), in terms of Ix(s),
previously defined in (@7, and ((s).

Lemma 13.

M
BM(S):% +Z PMﬂj’f,EzZZ_mIk(s), (72)
1

where Py (z) and Pyrap(x) are two polynomials, with Py 1(1) =
MPy—11(1) = MV/2M for M > 2 and Pr2(0) =0 for k=1,2,--- , M.
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Proof. We prove by induction, using Lemma First, note that (B0) is just
the special case of this Lemma for M = 1. It also gives P; 1(1) = %

Now assume the lemma is true for M < My. Then,

. ) (J‘f()) By(s)

r=1
Mo—1 (M, Mo—1 r
= v ()Pa®) - ) Pr2k(2°)
- (; W) 23_12; _1rk25_2)lk(5)
Mo—1 /M, Mo—1 Mo—1 v
_ 0 ( TO)PT’1(2 0— 0— ( rO)PT72,k)(2S)
- ( ; oy ) e Z Ii( z]; e
= Do) = Thy 2,1(2°)
o m((s) T ]; (23 _ 1)Mi_k(25 — 2) Ik(S), (73)

where Tyy.1(x) and Ty, 2 (x)’s are polynomials satisfying Taz, 1(1) = (M]\;[Sl)PMO_Ll(l) =
MOPM()—Ll(l) and TM072’]€(0) =0 for k = 1, 2, ce ,M() — 1.

Now set

1 <= V(i
DT(S) = 925+1 Z
i=1

From the definition of I,.(s) in ([@T) and some algebraic manipulation,

R.(s) = Dy(s) — I.(s).

Grabner and Hwang [13] proved
22 N RS(E) S " KIS(h, k)
DT(S) = TC(S) ; m + hZ::l <h> Ir—h(s) ; mu

where S(n, k) are the Stirling numbers of the second kind. Noting that S(n,n) =
1, R,(s) can be rewritten as

2 -2 Qr1(2%) Qr,2,k
Rr(s) - 23 (23 _ 1 + Z _ ( )7
where Q,1(x) and Q,2x(x)’s are polynomials satisfying @, 1(1) = % =

rl/2".
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This permits writing

282j 2 ZO (Afo> Br(s)
— %C(SH232j2]§(;]sM_0’21’f§211k(s), (74)

where Uy, 1(x) and Upy, 2.k (x)’s are polynomials satisfying Upy, 1(1) = Mo!/2Mo.

Substituting (73) and (74]) back into (G6l) gives

23 Ty 1(2° " T2
Bu(s) = 28_1<<s>+<ﬁc<s>+ > (25_1A)4M§f£(21_2)1k<s>)

Unto,1(2°) X 25Ungy04(29)
_ (mﬁ(s) +kZ:1 @ D)oz 2)Ik(s)) :

The lemma is proved for M = My by setting Py, 1(x) = x(z — 1)Mo=1 4
Trto1(2)=Unto1 (), Pty 2,6(2) 1= Thag 2,k () =2Uno 2,:() for k = 1,2, Mo—
1 and P2, (%) = —2Unp 2,00 (2)- [

We can now find the poles of Bj(s) inside I'. See Figure [ for locations.

Corollary 1. For M > 1, The singularities of Bps(s) inside T are
(i) poles of order at most 1 at s =1 and s = «o;; and
(1) poles of order M at s =0 and s = B;.

M(S)”

(s+D)
(i) poles of order at most 1 at s =1 and s = «;;
(7i) a pole of order M + 1 at s =0; and

(iit) poles of order M at s = f;.

Hence, the singularities of = inside I' are

Proof. ({2) permits us to identify the singularities by working through the
various terms and recalling that I;(s) is analytic when R(s) > —1.

The recurrence relations Pyy1(1) = M Py—q1(1) — M!/2M with initial con-
dition P 1(1) = 1/2 give Pyi(1) > 0 for M > 1. Hence at s = 0,0;,
Prr1(2%)/(2° — 1)™ has poles of order ezactly M, while ((s) is analytic (but is
not zero).

At s = aj, Py1(2°)/(2° — 1)M and ((s) are all analytic.
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Figure 7: The figure is contour I" defined in (0. The dots represent the poles
£ Bu(s)n®

(7 D) inside T'.

At s =1, Py1(2%)/(2° — 1)M is analytic, but ((s) has a simple pole.

At s = 0, 3, the order of poles of Pprg(2°)(25 — 1)~ (M=k)(25 — 2)~1[; ()
is at most M — 1.

At s = 1,a;, Pyog(2°)(2° — 1)~ M=k (25 — 2)~1[;(s) has poles of order at
most 1 (due to the term (2% —2)71). O

6.2 A Formula for TWy(n)

As in the previous problems, we must again first show that the integrals along
the top, bottom and left contours vanish as R — oo.

We need two basic observations. Suppose H(s) = P(2%)(2% — 1)~M (2% —
2)~™2_ where P is a polynomial and Ny, No are non-negative integers.

Fact 1: When R(s) < 0, H(s) can be expressed as a power series of 2°, and this
series is absolutely and uniformly convergent on the line R(s) 4+ (—o0, +00)i.
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Furthermore, if P(0) = 0, i.e. the constant term of P is zero, then the constant
term of the power series is also zero.

Fact 2: H(s) is bounded along the line segment (—1/4,3) 4 iR; independently
of j.
Lemma 14. '
3+iR; BM(S)HS
lim —_—

ds = 0.
i=ooJ 1/ayir; (s +1)

Proof. For s € (—1/4,3) +iR;, Grabner and Hwang [13] proved that

[Tar(s)| = O(|5** 1og*™ |5]) = o(3]).

Furthermore, Lemma [ gives

() = O(** log |j]) = o(|3]).

By (72) and Fact 2, |Ba(s)| is bounded by o(|j]) along (—1/4,3) + iR;.

Hence
/3+z‘Rj BM(s)nst - /3+iRj BM(S)nS s
“1/4+ir; S(5+1)  Jojagir | s(s+1)
3+iR; ‘ oy 5
< (o(l51) x O(1517%) x n®) ds
—1/4+iR;
1
= Zo(i ™
— 0
as j — oo. ]

Lemma 15. For any positive integer M,

—1/4+ic0 nsds
Bas(s =0.
/—1/4—ioo M )3(3 +1)

Proof. Grabner and Hwang [13] proved the bound

1
I (=g i) | = O/ 10g o) = O+

for any § > 0. This upper bound allows us to use a theorem from Hwang [14]
to prove

Hwang [14] proved the following theorem:

Theorem 5. Suppose U(s) = s27° [ u(z)é(x)a~ " dx for some nonnegative,
real arithmetic function u(z) = u|,). If
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1. U(s) converges for R(s) > o, where o, < 0,

2. |U(o +it)| = O(|t]°) for some 0 < § < 1,

then we have ,
1 o+100 (2k‘n)s
% T—100 S(S + 1)
for all integers k,n > 1.

U(s)ds =0

Grabner and Hwang [13] proved the bound

1o (= i) | = 00/ 1og? ) = O+

for any § > 0, which enables us to use Theorem [l to get

—1/4+ic0 (an)s
I.(s)ds =0 75
/—1/4—2‘00 s(s+1) (=) (75)

for positive integers k, n,r.

([72) shows that Bj(s) can be expressed in the form of

Bu() = et Z ) )
k=

while Pys24(0) = 0. By Fact 1, when R(s) = —1/4, Ppr1(2°)(2° — 1) and
Purox(2°)(2° —1)=M=k)(25 — 2)=1 can be expressed as power series of 2%, and
the power series for Py g (2°)(25—1)~(M=%)(25 —2)~1 have zero constant terms.
Hence, when R(s) = —1/4, we may rewrite Bjs(s) to be

Zp 27°¢ (s +Zqu,y2J Ii(s

k=1j=1
for some {p;} and {qx ;}. Hence
—1/d+ico nsds
B (s
/—1/4—ioo m( )3(3 +1)
—1/44ic0 [ o0 . M o . ds
= pi(22n)°C(s) + G, (2 n)° Iy (s) | ——-
[ Do n @)+ L3 as i h) |

However, the power series Z]O'io p;j(2/n)* and Z‘;‘;l qr.j(2'n)* are uniformly
convergent on —1/4 + (—o0,00)i, by Fact 1. This allows interchange of the
integral sign and the summation signs.

Hence, [~ 11// f JFZZO B (s )s(s ﬁ) can be expressed as a series, in which each
term is either a constant multiplied by an integral in the form of (73], or a

constant multiplied by an integral in the form of (I4]). O
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We can now state our final result.

Theorem 6.

M-1

TWar(n) = nGrr(lgn) + du1g n+ > (1g7n) Garalgn),  (76)
d=0

where dpy s a constant, Gyr(u) and G q(w)’s are periodic functions with period
one given by absolutely convergent Fourier series.

Proof. Consider the contour I' in Figure [, taking R — oo. Lemma [I4] and

Lemma [IF] show that - frq st‘(ls (j)ﬁ ds = 0 for ¢ = 2,3,4. Hence

1 n®
1

is the sum of residues at the poles of BZ‘é(Jr)l)s inside I', by the Cauchy residue

theorem.

By Lemma 3] we have the bound |¢(c+it)| = O(|t|'/?*¢ log |t|) when o > —¢
for sufficiently small e. Grabner and Hwang [13] also proved that |I, (o + it)| =
O([t]"/**<10g?" |t|) when o > —e for sufficiently small e. Hence by Lemma [,

€D ()], [¢9(85)] = O(l5]"/* € 1og|5])

and
5D (o)l 119 (85)] = Ol Log™ j])

for any fixed positive integer q.

B (s) can be expressed in the form of ([2]). Knowing that each function in
the form of P(2%)(2° 1) N1 (2% —2)~N2 will have a Laurent series with identical
coefficients at 0; = o + 2 n 22 for any fixed o, togather with the results from the
last paragraph and Corollary [, we use Lemma [l when o = 0,1 to derive

ZRe < Gt 1) 8= aj> =nGp(lgn)
JEL
and
M—1
ZRe < ) ,8 = ﬁj> =dy1gMn+ Z <lgdn) Gara(lgn),
JEZ d=0

where Gy(u) and Gy q(u)’s are periodic functions with period one given by
absolutely convergent Fourier series. O
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7 Conclusion

Mellin Transform techniques have previously been extensively used to analyze
various divide-and-conquer algorithms and digital sums. A common theme in
those analyses is the appearance of a (usually second order) periodic term,
usually expressed in terms of a Fourier series. This Fourier series is the sum of
residues of a complex function which has singularities regularly spaced along a
vertical line.

In this paper we pushed the technique further to derive exact analyses of
the solution to multidimensional divide-and-conquer recurrences and various,
more complicated, weighted digital sums. Our closed form solutions had the
properties that all terms were either polylogarithmic or n times a polylogarithm,
with all coefficients either being constant or a periodic function given by a
Fourier series.

Our analysis of the multidimensional divide-and-conquer recurrence was a
straightforward extension of the use of Mellin transform techniques for the
analysis of simple divide-and-conquer recurrences. Our analyses of weighted
digital sums, though, required developing a better understanding of various
Dirichlet generating functions of differences of digital functions.
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A Proof of Lemma

Our main technique for solving the Multidimensional Divide-and-Conquer re-
currence is a generalization of Lemma [2] for basic divide-and-conquer recur-
rences, originally proved in [I0] by Flajolet and Golin. In order to make this
paper self-contained, we provide the proof of that lemma here.

The divide-and-conquer recurrence is
In=Ilns2) + fin2) ten

with initial condition f; = 0 and given “conquer” cost sequence {e,} where
€p = €1 = 0.

Distinguishing between odd and even cases of the recurrence, we find that
for j > 1,
foj =2fj+ez,  foj1 = [+ fir1+ ez (77)

Let Vg, = g» — gn_1 be the backward difference operator. Then, for j > 1,

Vi =Vfj+ Ve, Vfap1=Vfi1+Vegjii. (78)

Let Ag, = gn+1 — gn, be the forward difference operator, i.e.,
{Awn = Vi1 = Via = far1 = 2fa + facr (79
AVe, =Ve,i1 — Ve, =epi1 —2e, + ey 1.
Then, from (78]),
AV fo; = AV fj+ AVey;, AV frj1 = AVegj
for 7 > 1, with AV f1 = fo — 2f1 = eo = AVe;.
Basic calculations now show that, for any sequence f,,

fa=nfi =) (n—jAVS;. (80)

i<n

Therefore, (I0]) gives that

n ctioo nsds
n— == D ;
fu=nh 2700 J o—ioo f(s)s(s +1)




where Dy(s) := > 72 AV f;57° is the DGF of AV f;.
Further calculation yields
Dy (s)

o Avf2j AVf2j—|—1
= AVf1+Z +Z CINEiE

_ AVel 4 i Aij 4 i Avegj + i AVeng

2@y &)y ) TE Ry
Aij AVEQ > AVGQ'.H
= = +AV1+Z Ay
r g = @) @+
. Z AVej
Solving for Dy¢(s) gives
1 > AVej
Dy(s) = = ; e (82)

Combining (8I)) and (82) proves Lemma 2l

B Proof of (I5))

In this section, we mimic the proof of (I4]) in [9] to prove (IH).
Setting A; = 1 in (II]) gives

(n-1@2n-1) 1 /3“00 ) nsds
12n o Jy e OV ss+ (s 1 2)

(83)

Now consider the rectangular contour IV, which we defined in (B6) (see
Figure ). By (83),
n°ds (n—1)(2n—1)

Rh_?g&—m/,l C(s)s(s—l— D(s+2) 12n

By Lemma [9]

1 C(s) Sds d 1 / ¢ Sds
— §)———————— and — §)——————
2mi Jry s(s+1)(s+2) 2mi Jry, s(s+1)(s+2)
vanish as R — co. The poles and their residues inside the contour can be easily
computed. They are
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I

Figure 8: The contour I used to derive (I5]) with the poles of % inside
I at —1,0, 1 noted.

n

1. A simple pole at s = 1. The residue at this pole is

g
2. A simple pole at s = 0. The residue at this pole is %{(0) = —%.
3. A simple pole at s = —1. The residue at this pole is —@ = ﬁ

By the Cauchy residue theorem, we have

1 —5/441i00 nsds

i Jsyiioe VS A DT
. n®ds
- éﬂo%/gg(s)s(sﬂ)(sm)

n 1 1 1 n’ds
= Do)+ —=— = lim — e
6+< 4>+12n q;ﬁgﬁozm /&<(3)3(3+1)(3+2)

12n 12n
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C Proof of Lemma

Recall from Lemma [ that v(2n) = v(n), then

Vi(s) = Z U(]:)M +ZU(2?)M

S S
oddj = (%)
M o0 M
v 1 v(2
= XL
J 2 1
odd j i=1
M
1
= Z v(]) —Var(s)
) jS 28
odd j

This yields

Recall from Lemma [ that vy(2n) = ve(n)+ 1; also, for all odd n, ve(n) = 0.
We have

o v2(f) o va(2d)
Z PT - Z (22')3

=1 1=1

<

2° 1%
_ %«SH%E%EZ)
and hence - . ,
v
> ) )

Finally recalling from Lemma [ that Vo(n) = v(n) —v(n — 1) = 1 — va(n)
yields

o VOU) oy norel) 22
]2::1 =) ; 10
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