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ZERO-FREE REGIONS NEAR A LINE
KELLY BICKELT, J. E. PASCOE#, AND MEREDITH SARGENT*

ABSTRACT. We analyze metrics for how close an entire function of
genus one is to being real rooted. These metrics arise from trun-
cated Hankel matrix positivity-type conditions built from power
series coeflicients at each real point. Specifically, if such a func-
tion satisfies our positivity conditions and has well-spaced zeros,
we show that all of its zeros have to (in some explicitly quantified
sense) be far away from the real axis.

The obvious interesting example arises from the Riemann zeta
function, where our positivity conditions yield a family of relax-
ations of the Riemann hypothesis. One might guess that as we
tighten our relaxation, the zeros of the zeta function must be close
to the critical line. We show that the opposite occurs: any poten-
tial complex zeros are forced to be farther and farther away from
the critical line.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Motivation and setup. An entire function of genus one is a
function of the form

(1) f(z) = Zzed1+d2zﬁ (1 _ )\%) e,

i=1
where / is a nonnegative integer and ), ﬁ < o0o. If both dj is real
and all of the roots \; are real, then f is in the Laguerre-Pdlya class,
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the class of entire functions that are locally, uniformly limits of se-
quences of polynomials with real zeros [7]. As an aside, every function
h in the Laguerre-Pélya class actually satisfies h(z) = % f(z), where
f is of form (1) with dy and the A; real and d < 0. The goal of this
investigation, broadly speaking, is to detect how close an entire func-
tion of genus one is to being real rooted by developing a hierarchy of
relaxations of the Laguerre-Pélya class (when d = 0).

To motivate our Laguerre-Polya relaxations, first note that given f
in (1), its negative log derivative has formula

d —/0 =
9(z) = _EIng(Z) = —dz‘l'Zﬁ-
i=1 "\

Elementary calculations shows that g(z)+dy maps the upper half plane
to itself and the lower half plane to itself if and only if all of the \; are
real. Expanding the Laurent series for the logarithmic derivative at 0
gives

where a,, = ) ﬁ To connect this to a matrix condition, define the

measure (= y %51 /» on C and note that the measure p is positive if
and only if all of the \; are real. Moreover, its moments satisfy

0 = / W dp(w).

Write the infinite Hankel matrix
a; Qag as
o Az Q4

@ A= = edu)

az a4 as

2y

2,7
Nevanlinna’s solution to the Hamburger moment problem [22] implies
that the infinite matrix A in (2) is positive semidefinite if and only if
w is positive if and only if all of the \; are real.

For each x € R\{\;}, one can similarly expand g(z+z) = >~ a,(z)z"
with a,(z) =Y W for n > 0 and use analogues of the previous
arguments to deduce that all of the \; are real if and only if the infinite
matrix A(x) with entries A(z);; = a;y;—1(x) is positive semidefinite.
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Thus, f is in the Laguerre-Pdélya class if and only if dy € R and any
(or every) such A(x) is positive semidefinite.

Our relaxations of the Laguerre-Pdélya class involve truncations of
(2) and the more general A(z), as in the classical results of Dobsch-
Donoghue [11, 10, 1] on Léwner’s theorem and N-matrix monotonicity.
Specifically, for each N € N, we say f is in the N-th order Laguerre-
Pélya class (denoted N-LP) if dy € R and the matrix inequality

aj(x) as(x) ... an(x)
B A= |0 s
ay(x) oo asn-1(7)

holds for all x € R\ {\;}. Here, the notation Ay(z) > 0 means Ay(z)
is a positive semidefinite matrix. Also, it is worth noting that these
N-LP classes are nested and if f is in 1-LP, then any non-real zeros of
f must come in complex-conjugate pairs (so that f is real on the real
line), see Lemma 4.1 for details.

As an aside, it is worth noting that all functions whose negative
logarithmic derivative is a self-map of the upper half plane have a
continuous version of the Hadamard factorization [25]. Moreover, such
functions satisfy the determinantal isoperimetric inequality

(4) det f(A)f(C) < det f(B)f(D)

whenever A < B < Cand D = A+ B — C, where A, B,C are self-
adjoint matrices of the same arbitrary size with spectrum contained
in some interval in R where f does not vanish and f is evaluated on
matrices via the functional calculus. While we do not belabor to prove
the point as it is irrelevant to our current aims, readers of culture will
see that functions in the N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya class preserve the
inequality (4) on N by N matrices via the classical Dobsch-Donaghue
theorem [11] combined with [25, Theorem 3.3].

We examine entire functions, and particularly those in the N-th
order Laguerre-Pdlya class, whose zeros {\;} satisfy reasonable spacing
conditions. To that end, define the spacing constant c of a Hadamard
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product f asin (1) as ¢ = 0 if f has a repeated zero and
(5) C:%;lg“%()‘i_)‘j”:)‘i#;‘j}’

if f has only simple zeros. If the spacing constant is nonzero, then we
call the function spaced. Define the height of a Hadamard product
to be

(6) b= 1fllf{|%(>\z)‘ (i) # 0}

If the infimum is taken over an empty set, we say the height is infinite.
We define the aperture of a Hadamard product to be k = b/c if ¢ # 0.
Otherwise we define Kk = oo. If our function is spaced, then x = oo
implies the zeros are real.

1.2. Main Results. Our main results are of the following flavor: we
assume a function is in the N-th order Laguerre-Pélya class and then
conclude that s has to be big where “how big” goes to infinity with
N. Note that if k is large, there can be no non-real zeros near the real
axis. For example, we obtain the following for functions in the first
order Laguerre-Pdlya class.

Theorem 1.1. Let f be an entire function of genus one such that
f(0) # 0. If f is in the first order Laguerre-Pdlya class, then

Kzﬁ.
s

This appears in Section 4 as Theorem 4.2. More generally, we obtain
the following, which appears later as Theorem 4.4:

Theorem 1.2. Let f be an entire function of genus one such that
f(0) #0. If f is in the N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya class then

ll’l(ﬁ—i‘ll) 3 3 6
N < 132 +7T1\§<fi+v1+fi2> (1+m2)3/2zm9.
n n

We conjecture that the 9-th order behavior is optimal.
To prove our results, we use the following idea, which is similar to
one arising in the N-matrix monotonicity literature [11, 15, 16]. We
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test the Hankel matrix Ay (x) on a vector

*

Al a1
7] A | = a0/o0- o)
4N 4N

where ¢(z) = Zjvzl q;2?, ¢; € R. Then to a detect non-real zero )\, we
try to simultaneously make both ¢(1/(\, — x))? big and negative and
q(1/(N\; —x))? small for \; € R. If one wants a ¢ that is small on R and
big off the real line, one might guess that the optimal things to try are
Taylor polynomials for sin(rz). Specifically, our crucial observation is
a “sine recovery lemma,” which is perhaps a remarkable result on its
own. (Indeed, we have now remarked about it in the introduction.)

Lemma 1.3 (Sine recovery lemma). Let f be an entire function of
genus one such that f(0) # 0. If > sin(t/(A\; — x))* > 0 for allt € R
and x € R\ {\;}, then k = occ.

This appears at the end of Section 4 as Lemma 4.5.

We also briefly consider functions that satisfy a stronger spacing
condition. We call these functions strongly spaced, which means
that there are constants v, C' > 0 such that if the zeros A; are ordered
with increasing, positive real part, then

R(Ajr1 = Aj) = CIR(A)I
for all j where \;,; # A;. Under this assumption, we prove:

Theorem 1.4. Let f be in the first order Laguerre-Pdlya class with
f(0) # 0 and strongly spaced constants C,~y > 0. If \; is a zero of f
with S(A\;) # 0, A\jr1 = \j, and j > 1, then

SOV = O3 RO
where | j/2] denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to j/2.

This appears in Section 5 as Theorem 5.1 (which also mentions the
j = 1 case). As the strongly spaced setting was outside of the bounds
of our original investigation, we only analyze the behavior of strongly
spaced functions in the first order Laguerre-Pdlya class. However, we
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encourage the ambitious reader to explore strongly spaced functions in
the more general N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya class.

For the remainder, we connect our results to the Riemann hypothesis
and then prove our main results. In Section 2, we use our Laguerre-
Pélya relaxations to obtain a family of relaxations of the Riemann hy-
pothesis and assuming certain spacing conditions, use our main results
to conjecture certain zero-free regions of the zeta function. Regard-
ing spacing, we propose a related spacing constant in Section 2.1 and
discuss two alternate nonconstant spacing regimes and their applica-
tions in Section 2.2. In our final three sections, we establish preliminary
facts about Hankel matrices associated to Hadamard products and then
prove our main (previously-stated) results.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank David Farmer for significant concrete discussions and use-
ful insights on preliminary drafts, including the proof of Remark 4.3
on Theorem 1.1.

2. CONNECTIONS TO THE RIEMANN HYPOTHESIS

In this section, we further motivate our Laguerre-Polya relaxations
by considering their implications for the Riemann hypothesis. First, let
the sequence {px} denote the zeros of the Riemann zeta function with
positive imaginary part, listed according to multiplicity. To connect our
setting to the Riemann hypothesis, we need to change variables slightly.
To that end, for each k, define n;, € C by m, = S(px) + i(5 — R(pr)).
Then

(7)o = R(pw) +iS(por) = 5+ (Spx) +i(5 — Rpx))) = 5+ im.

Set Ay = n? and let A be the complex analytic function

A(z) = H (1 — )\ik) — o~ (XK 1/ M)z H (1 _ )\ik) e/ M
k k

The function A satisfies A(z) = Z(/z), where = is a standard function
defined from the Riemann zeta function by factoring out its trivial zeros
and pole. The functional equation of the zeta function is equivalent to
the assertion that = is real on the real line. It follows that the Riemann
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hypothesis holds if and only if each 7 (or equivalently, each A;) is on
the real line.

2.1. Relaxation hierarchy for the Riemann hypothesis. The key
observation motivating these investigations is the following: A is in the
N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya class for all N if and only if the Riemann
hypothesis holds, see [25]. Based on that, we propose the following set
of relaxations of the Riemann hypothesis for each N € N.

Conjecture 2.1 (N-th Hankel relaxation Riemann hypothesis, N-HRRH).
The function A is in the N-th order Laguerre-Polya class.

This condition is equivalent to saying that the matrix Ay(z) in (3)
is positive semi-definite for x € R\ {\;}. Here, the jk'" entry of Ay(z)

is
1
ajrr-1(r) = Z m,

see Section 3. It follows immediately that each Ayx(z) is self-adjoint,
since properties of the Riemann zeta function imply that the zeros of
A are real or occur in complex conjugate pairs. Then, checking the
positivity of Ax(z) is equivalent to showing that the principle minors
of Ax(x) (the determinants of the square submatrices obtained by re-
moving a (possibly empty) set of rows and their corresponding columns
from Ay(z)) are positive or zero. Because the entries of Ax(x) come
from the log derivatives of A to order 2V, these determinantal condi-
tions are equivalent to a set of inequalities involving the derivatives of
A to order 2N.
For example, if N = 1, this conjecture says that for x € R\ {\;},

2  N(2)? — A(@)A(2)

By continuity, the numerator is nonnegative for every x € R, which

0<a(z):=

implies the following simple form for 1-HRRH:
Conjecture 2.2 (I-HRRH). A/(x)? — A’(x)A(z) > 0 for real x.

If N = 2, our conjecture says that ai(x) > 0, az(x) > 0, and
ai(z)az(x) —az(x)? > 0. One can rewrite these inequalities in terms of
derivatives of A, but the result is not particularly illuminating. Instead,
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for N > 2, we suggest that the reader think about our order-N relax-
ations in terms of the matrix conditions or the polynomial criterion
given in Lemma 3.1.

We also note that 1I-HRRH was originally conjectured by Csordas in
[3]. Moreover, Csordas made some some higher order Turdn inequali-
ties conjectures which together would prove the Riemann hypothesis,
although it not clear to us if they give rise to the exact same family of
relaxations as ours, see [2, 4, 9]. Our relaxations may also be connected
to the following collection of conjectures studied by Farmer in [13]: for
A and each of its derivatives, all local maxima are positive and all local
minima are negative. Again, these conjectures encompass 1-HRRH,
but it is not clear to us how the higher-order conjectures interact with
our order-N relaxations.

We can apply our main results (Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.4) to A if A
is in N-LP (i.e. if N-HRRH holds) and if A is spaced (or strongly
spaced). Under those assumptions, our main results imply that for
each N, A possesses a specific zero-free region near the real line, and
as N goes to infinity, A has no zeros off of the real line. Of course,
the specific zero-free regions will depend on the spacing constant for A,
as defined in (5). Unfortunately, explicit bounds on the spacing of the
zeta function’s zeros are generally not known and it is an open question
as to whether the zeros are even all simple, see [29] and the references
therein for recent results. Still, using the numerical evidence in the
Odlyzko tables [24], we are motivated to make the following spacing
conjecture.

Conjecture 2.3 (Spacing conjecture). The spacing constant from (5)
for A is positive and equal to A — A5, which is greater than 159.

This conjecture might seem surprising, so it is worth noting that the
spacing (of the real parts) of the zeros of A is connected to the spacing
of the zeros of the Riemann zeta function via the following equation:

RO1=A) = (S(ps1)* = S(0)*) + (G = R(p)* = (5 = R(pj1))) -

Because of this quadratic relationship, one expects the zeros of A to
spread out as j increases and indeed, looking at the first two million
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zeros, it appears that the smallest gap happens to occur between the
fiftth and sixth zeros of A.

Heuristically, this spacing conjecture says that the gap between the
real parts of two adjacent zeros of the zeta function is at least on the
order of 1/x where x is the modulus of one of the zeros. For comparison,
the average gap is something on the order of 1/log(z). It is possible
and even likely that isolated small gaps would give rise to Lehmer
zeros or other small gaps, although we do not see an exact connection
in general.

Assuming this spacing conjecture, our results show that our hierarchy
of relaxations for the Riemann hypothesis give rise to zero-free regions
for the zeta function near the critical line. For example, the N = 1
case paired with Theorem 1.1 gives

Corollary 2.4. If 1-HRRH and the spacing conjecture are true and if
some zero py. of the zeta function is not on the critical line, then

S0 |3 = (o] > 22

This lower bound is not sharp and Remark 4.3 gives one argument

improving this estimate. Similarly, if N > 5, Theorem 1.2 implies

Corollary 2.5. There is a constant M independent of N (and A) such
that if N-HRRH and the spacing conjecture are true and if some zero
pr of the zeta function is not on the critical line, then

1S )| ‘% - éﬁ(pk)‘ > —

To prove these corollaries, assume some p; is not on the critical
line and without loss of generality, assume J(pg) > 0. Then A;, := n?
(defined in (7)) is a zero of A with S(A\x) = 23(pr) (3 — R(px)) # 0. As
k = b/c where ¢ = 159 and b is defined in (6), we have

23(pe)ly = Rpe)| _ IS b
159 159  — 159
and the results follow from the x inequalities in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2.

K,

These results are rather odd; zero free regions, as developed classi-
cally by de la Vallée Poussin, Littlewood, Chudakov [30, 20, 6], and in
more modern terms by Cheng, Ford and other authors [5, 14], usually
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say that the zeros of the Riemann zeta function have to be away from
the s = 1 line. Instead, ours say that there are no zeros close to the
critical line s = 1/2, see Figure 1. So, if N-HRRH holds to some order
N but then suddenly fails, then the Riemann hypothesis has to fail
badly— the zeros need to be, in some sense, far away from the critical
line. These findings appear to align with qualitative conclusions sug-
gested by [13]; indeed, Farmer’s work implies that if a function satisfies
a family of conditions including 1-HRRH, then its non-real zeros should
in some sense be far away from the real line.

(B) Assuming :

1-HRRH and the :
(A) Ford’s result spacing conjec- :
about the loca- ture, any zeros E
tions of allowable off the critical |
zeros of the zeta line must be in (¢) Our region in
function.  Shown the blue region. blue and Ford’s re-
here is the range Shown here is the gion in red from
from [t} = 3 to range from |¢t| = 10 [t| = 70 to |t|] =
|t| = 5. to |t| = 500. 100.

FIGURE 1. Allowable regions for zeros (o + it) of the

zeta function. The heavy dashed line is ¢ = 1 and the
i

light dashed line is o = 3.

It is worth noting that our approach generally fits into the Pdlya-
Jensen approach [27, 26] to the Riemann hypothesis, which is based
upon the belief that there is some naturally occurring self-adjoint op-
erator with eigenvalues equal to the zeros of A. Other Laguerre-Pdélya
based approaches to the Riemann hypothesis include deBranges’ ap-
proach [8], Li’s criterion [19], and Rodgers and Tao’s establishment
that the de Bruijn-Newman constant is non-negative [28].

Related exciting results on the asymptotic hyperbolicity of certain
Jensen polynomials appeared in recent work by Griffen et al. in [17, 18].
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Their ideas uses power series coefficients derived from A at a single
point, but as discussed in the critique [12], the results do not appear
to have direct implications for the Riemann hypothesis. Our methods
in some sense resolve the apparent disharmony between the Griffen
et al. and Farmer perspectives; we use power series coefficients derived
from A at a number of different points simultaneously and under various
conjectures, are able to draw conclusions about zero-free regions.

2.2. Alternate Spacing Regimes. In this section, we mention two
alternate (non-constant) spacing regimes for A, one stronger than con-
stant spacing and one weaker than constant spacing. These could (in
theory) be used in place of Conjecture 2.3 to apply our main theorems
to A and hence, draw conclusions about the zeros of the zeta function.

2.2.1. Strong Spacing. Under the assumption of the Riemann hypoth-
esis, standard conjectures informed by random matrix theory [21, 23]
imply that the zeros of the zeta function display quadratic repulsion.
This implies the standard conjecture that |p;11 — p;| < |p;|~ at most
finitely many times for v > 1/3. If one converts this to a statement
about the zeros of A, it says: there is a constant C' (depending on 7)
such that

(8) A1 — Ay > CX

for v € 0,1/3).

If we do not assume the Riemann hypothesis (and hence, allow the
Ak to lie off of the real line), one way to generalize (8) is the following
family of conjectures:

Conjecture 2.6 (Strong spacing conjecture). Let v € [0,1/3). There
exists a C' > 0 depending on v such that

R(Aji1 = Aj) 2 CR(A;)7
fOT CL”] with )‘j % ;\j—l—l when %()\J) % 0.
It is not clear to us whether this spacing conjecture should be true,
especially for « near 1/3. Indeed, while it seems plausible that the zeros

of A should still repel each other in some sense, it is not clear whether
that repelling would be concentrated in the real direction. Still, it
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seems worth investigating whether this conjecture might be supported
by known paradigms, at least for v in some subinterval of [0,1/3).

If Conjecture 2.6 holds for some v > 0 and one assumes 1-HRRH,
Theorem 1.4 applies to A and gives an intricate condition on any non-
real zeros of A. We leave it to future work (or an interested reader)
to further investigate the zero constraints implied by N-HRRH (for
N > 1) paired with Conjecture 2.6 for different values of .

2.2.2. Weak spacing. We say A is weakly spaced if there is a v < 0
and a C' > 0 depending on 7 such that

R(Aji1 = Aj) 2 CR(N;)”

for all j with \; # X\; 11 when S();) # 0. Here, we note that one may
be able to apply our results from Sections 4 and 5 to A even if A is
only weakly spaced, via the following recipe.

Let Ag = A and define a sequence of entire functions iteratively via
the following relation

An(z) = An—l(\/E)An—l(_\/g)

and observe that the zeros of A,, are given by )\3". Suppose that for
some vy € R and all j with \; # A;.1 when S();) # 0,
R(Ajr1 — Aj) = CR(N)”.
Then
RO RN — Ag) = OR() L
If the real parts of the \; sufficiently dominate the imaginary parts of

the \; (via a relation that would depend on C' and n), then this should
yield a related constant C with

¥+2n—1

RO = AT) = CIRO|

as long as \j11 # A\; when §();) # 0. Then for sufficiently large n, the
zeros of A,, would exhibit strong spacing and so, one could apply our
results from Sections 4 and 5 to A,,.

3. HANKEL MATRICES ASSOCIATED TO HADAMARD PRODUCTS

Before proving our main results, we need to collect some preliminary
information about the Hankel matrices defined in (3). To that end,
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let f be defined via Hadamard product as in (1) with f(0) # 0. As
mentioned earlier, we say f is in the N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya
class if d € R and (3) holds for all z € R\ {\;}3°,. Let us quickly
derive the formulas for the entries of each Ay(z). First, one can easily

compute
. d __f/(z)__ - Z
For z near each x € R\ {\;}, i.e. if |z — x| < |\; — x|, we can then write
z T > 1 i i

For each x € R\ {\;}3°,, we can expand g in a power series g(z) =
Sopar(x)(z — ) around any z as follows:

9(2) = —d2+gﬁ +g (2 (Ail_x)m) (z — )",

where our assumption that >, ﬁ < oo implies that the equality holds

for all z in some nontrivial interval centered around .
The N-LP property implies the following polynomial condition:

Lemma 3.1. Fiz x € R\ {\}32, and N € N and assume (3) holds.
Then for allt € R,

(10 So(5ls) 2o

1=1

for all polynomials q with real coefficients such that q(0) = 0 and
degq < N.

Proof. Let q(z) = Zjvzl q;2? with each ¢; € R. Fix d=di...dy]" €
RY with each d; = tq;. Then by our assumptions and the definition
of a,(z), we have

ai(z) as(x) ... an(x) dy dy

0§< azf:)ﬁ) as(z) | 6%2 ’ d:2 >:400 <Aid_:d‘>’

1
aN(x) agN_l([L’) dN dN
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where A? denotes the N x N matrix whose jk'* entry is ( /\il_m)j“f. Then
. N itk il A\
(ad) =3 ad, (55)" = | X (55)
G k=1 =1
2
N Y £\’
7=1

Combining our two equations immediately gives (10). O

4. SPACED FUNCTIONS

Let f be a spaced function defined via a Hadamard product as in
(1) with f(0) # 0 and let ¢, b, k denote the respective spacing constant,
height, and aperture of f, see (5) and (6). Write each zero \; = a; +1;
for ay, B; € R.

The following result will be used implicitly in many of our estimates.

Lemma 4.1. Let f be in the first order Laguerre-Polya class. If \; is
a zero of f, then \; is also a zero of f.

Proof. Recall that g(z) = —%. Looking at the power series expansion

of f near each zero, it is easy to see that
oy IR = () f(2)
g (Z) - f(Z)2

has poles (of order two) exactly at the zeros of f. As f is in the first

order Laguerre-Pélya class, (3) with N = 1 implies that
g (x) eRforall z € R\ {\}52.

Thus, we can apply the Schwarz reflection principle on any interval in
R\ {\;}52; to conclude that (except at the zeros of f):

g'(z) =g'(2).
Then this implies ¢’ has a pole at w € C if only if it has a pole at w.
Combining our observations gives: A; is zero of f if and only if A; is a
pole of ¢ if and only if ); is a pole of ¢’ if and only if \; is a zero of f,
which establishes the claim. U

Theorem 4.2. Let f be in the first order Laguerre-Polya class with
f(0)#0. Then k > g
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Proof. If Kk = oo, then we are done. Thus, without loss of generality,
assume f has at least one zero in C\ R. Fix ¢ > 0 and choose A; so
that 0 < |B,;| < b+ €. By reordering, assume this zero is A; and its
complex conjugate is Ag. Then setting a; = = in (3) with N = 1 gives

1 2 2 22 2
0 < R(a1(ay)) < v =32 Tt
< (1( 1))_; N, — ay 16112 ~ 3¢ b+ €|?

Rearranging and letting ¢ — 0 implies kK = IE’ > @ U
As detailed in the following remark, the estimate in Theorem 4.2 can

be improved.

Remark 4.3. Define \{, Ay as in the proof of Theorem 4.2 and consider
the zeros of f whose real parts are closest to ®(A;) = a;. The worst
case scenarios (in terms of the estimates) are either simple real zeros
at a1 £ ¢ or complex zeros in conjugate pairs at some +if5 + (o + ¢)
where b < |B]. Then (handling the closest zeros to Aj, Ay separately),
our estimates become

0< 4 2 n 212 4 2
max<{ ———, — — =) -
- 2 40?7 ¢? 3¢z 2 b+ €|?

Applying that refined argument to all of the zeros of f (excepting
A1, A2) yields the estimate

> 4 2 2
0<S m , — .
- Z 8bX{c?n?—l—bz 02n2} |b+ €|?

n=1

Rearranging terms and letting ¢ — 0 gives
- 2k% K2 = 2K?
1< maxq —— Sty
—; X{,{2_|_n2 n2} —;Kung
where the second inequality holds if K < 1 and the right-hand term is
increasing in x. Thus to obtain a bound on k, we need only solve

= 252
1= Z m = KWCOth(Iiﬂ') —1
n=1

for k. This yields k &~ 0.609566 and so, if f is in the first order Laguerre-
Pélya class with f(0) # 0, then £ > 0.60956 > 0.551329 > g, the
original bound from Theorem 4.2.
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Now, we prove our estimate for general N.

Theorem 4.4. Let f be an entire function of genus one such that
f(0) #0. If f is in the N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya class then

1H<£—|—4> 3 3 6
N < k +7T\/7(H+V1+H2> (1+m2)3/2zm9.

In 2 In 2
Proof. Note that the N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya classes are nested,
namely if f is in N-LP and M < N, then f is also in M-LP. Thus,
we can asssume f is in 1-LP, since otherwise the theorem statement is
trivial.
We actually prove the contrapositive of the theorem, i.e. if

ln<ﬁ+4) 3 6
(11) N> ’ +7T\/§ K+ V1+ K2 (1—}—/{2)3/2%,‘{9,
In2 In 2

then f is not in the N-th order Laguerre-Pdlya class.
First if kK = oo, then the result is trivially true. Thus, we can assume
Kk < 00. Set
d=Vb+2=cV1+r2
and € = —b+ d > 0. Choose \; such that b < |B;| < b+ €/2. After
reordering, we can assume j = 1 and Ay = \;. For ease of notation,
define § := f; and a := ay. Set

(12) t=mc(1+ I€2)3/2 (\/m + H)G :

Let Sy denote the N** degree Taylor polynomial of sin(z) centered at
0. In this proof, we will show that if

2 ~

13 N >
(13) - In 2 +ln(2)c

max {1, %
then
(14) S <SN (5 )2) < 0.

i=1

By Lemma 4.2, we know & > v/3/m. Using that estimate in (13) gives

the bound in (11) and then the conclusion follows from Lemma 3.1,
since Sx has real coefficients with Sy (0) = 0 and deg Sy < N. Thus,
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we just need to establish (14).

Step 1: Show i% (Sin (/\%Q)z) < —1.
i=1

Recall that sin(x +1y) = sin(z) cosh(y) + i cos(x) sinh(y). First assume
1 >3and t € RT. Then

Cx t 2 2|Bi|t
R (sin2 ()\ t )) < SiIl2 (éR ()\ t )) 62‘\9(&7&)’ < ﬁe)\i_QQ'
i« i — Q i —

If |8;] > b+ ¢, then

5 Bl 111
‘)\Z’—Oé|2 Bi2+(06—06i)2 - ‘5Z| b"—E d
If |5;| < b+ ¢, then

| Bi < b+e V0PP+c2 1
N—al2 T2+ B2+ d
This implies that

t 12 222
% 2 < 2t/d < 2t/d.
S (s () <5 e < e

1>3 1>3

Similarly, if ¢ = 1 or ¢ = 2, then

t t 1 1
R ( sin? — _ginh? [ =) < —Ze2t/18l
(sm ()\i — a)) sin (ﬁz) < 46 + 5
< _lebfst/Z —+ 1 — _lebiitd —+ 1
! 2 2

Thus, we can conclude that

- t o2 5 1
(15) Z?R (Sin2 <>\- — a)) < §c2 ed — éeszd 41,
i=1 4

Now, we just need to show that if ¢ satisfies (12), then (15) < —1. That
inequality is equivalent to

2
2 (g AT
ed | e” — =t | >4,
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_y V1+k2—k B 2
AVI+R2(WVI+R24+k) V1 +r2(V1I+K24 k)2

Observe that e > 4 occurs if and only if

(16) ‘e dh;(ll) _ eVl —1—52 ln(4)‘

t

Similarly, by expanding B! as a power series centered at 0 and can-

celling 1 from both sides, we can see

472
Bt 2
——t">1
c 3?2
occurs if %3153 > %tz, or equivalently, if
8 2
(17) t> 02;3 = w2c(1+ k)2 (VI + K2+ K)S

This value is larger than the value in (16) and so we only need to choose
t that satisfies this inequality to guarantee (15) < —1. The formula for
tin (12) clearly satisfies (17), which completes the proof of Step 1.

Step 2: Establish (14) for the specified values of ¢ and N.
First, the Cauchy integral formula expanded as a power series around

0 implies the following estimate: if R > 0 and |z| < R, then for any
N e N,

‘ 22|V +! ' 9|z |N+1e2R
—) < — < —.
|SlIl(Z) N<Z>| = (2R)N+1 \f|lil:2)R‘ sm(w)| = (2R>N+1
Observe that ~
t A
)\i—a Smax{z,g} —R>0,
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since v/3/7 < k < oo implies b, ¢ # 0. Then
() -5 ()
< Z ‘sm ( ) + Sy (

)

an () -5 (x5

2€2R E N+1
< Z 2¢ft
N+1 _
= (2R) Ai —
463R CN—i—l {N—i—l 263R 27’(’2
< ON+1 fN+1 ‘)\i _ a‘N—l—l = 9N T
i>3

Similarly, if ¢+ = 1,2, we obtain

o () 5 )
sin (1) = 5% ()| +

_N+1
2€R%
<2

— (QR)N—H S 2N '

2¢2R 43R

Setting 426,3;,R (%2 + 1) < 1 and solving for N yields

N>1n(%+4) sp (5 +4)
In 2 In2 In 2 cln2
the earlier condition on N. From this, we can immediately conclude

that

max{l,%

25}% (% (%))
<Z§R(sm (5 ))+Z\sm (%) -85 (%)

<—1+1=0,

which is what we needed to show. O

The proof of Theorem 4.4 encodes the following result, which may
be of independent interest:
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Lemma 4.5 (Sine recovery lemma). Let f be an entire function of
genus one such that f(0) # 0. If > sin(t/(A\; — 2))* > 0 for allt € R
and x € R\ {\;}, then k = 0.

Proof. The proof of Theorem 4.4 assumed that f was an entire function
of genus one with f(0) # 0 and that k£ < co. Given those assumptions,
the proof produced numbers £ € R and = € R\ {\;} such that

(18) 2 R (sin (%)2) <1

Since this contradicts the above summation claim, it follows that x =
Q. O

It is worth noting that the proof of Theorem 4.4 also assumed that
f was in the first order Laguerre-Pdlya class. This gave access to the
useful fact: xk > g However that assumption is not used in the part
of the proof giving (18) and so, it need not be an assumption of the
Sine recovery lemma.

5. STRONGLY SPACED FUNCTIONS

Let f be an entire function defined via Hadamard product as in (1).
Further, assume that all zeros of f are simple with positive real part
and any complex zeros appear in complex conjugate pairs. If f is in
the first order Laguerre-Pdlya class, Lemma 4.1 says that the conjugate
pair condition is immediate.

Recall that f is strongly spaced if there is some exponent v > 0
and spacing constant C' such that if the )\; are ordered with increasing
real part, then

R(Ajr1 — Aj) = CIR(N)[”

for all j where \;;; # ;. This condition implies the following;

Theorem 5.1. Let f be in the first order Laguerre-Polya class with
f(0) # 0 and strongly spaced with exponent v > 0 and spacing constant

C. If \j is a zero of f with I(N\;) #0, A\j1 = A;, and j > 1, then
SO = C2 RO
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where | j/2] denotes the greatest integer less than or equal to j/2. Sim-
tlarly, if j =1, then

SO = CL RO
Proof. Write each \; = a;+if3;. Assume )\, is a zero of f with J();) # 0
and for now, assume j > 1. Since f is in the first order Laguerre-Pélya

class, we can substitute = o; = ;1 into Lemma 3.1 with ¢(2) = 2
to conclude

(19) Si <(>\ —a;)z) > \0%'—1%'\2 - |ﬁ?\2'

i#j,j+1
Now, write
1 1i/2]
Z |O‘Z a;[? Z |O‘Z_O‘J‘2 Z o; — ajf? Z _O‘JP
i#j,j+1 3/2J+1 2>J+1
=51+ 5+ 5s.

To handle S5, observe that if ¢ > 7 + 1, then
| — o] = |oy — ica| + i — qimo| + -+ |y — o

> (=G o,

)

where we used the fact that at most 1/2 of the terms in the sum can
be zero and the rest are bounded below by Cla;41|”. Then
(20)

S3 <

Z 4 _ 2r2 1 < 272 1
S O = G+ DPlagal® 307 a7 = 3C2 a7
Similarly, for Sy, we have if ¢ > |j/2], then
| — o] = o — o] + a1 — o + -+ | —
> 2Cay),

> L2C0\ay;a]",

and so,

Jj—1 2
4 27 1
Sy < E — < .
(7201 O = Pl 7 T 302 oy
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Lastly, for S; observe that if i < |j/2], then

i |
laj — il > Jay = i) = EHELC o [ > 4C a7,

and so,

15/2]
16 8

S1 < E . < - .

— GO o) [P T GO gy *

Combining our estimates for Sy, Sa, S5 with (19) give

0< 8 n 472 1 2
= JCHay ) 3C% a6

or equivalently

1

9
22 272
\/ 3 + 3

1851 = Claja " = > Clayj|”

1
4 27
Vit

which implies the desired inequality.

Lastly, if j = 1, then both S} and Ss are trivial and the second-to-last

inequality in (20) gives

o2 1
S < ———
5= 3C% oy [

and substituting this into (19) gives the desired inequality. O
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