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DISTRIBUTION OF POINTS ON THE REAL LINE UNDER A CLASS OF
REPULSIVE POTENTIALS

RONI A. EDWIN

ABSTRACT. In a 1979 paper, Ventevogel and Nijboer showed that classical point particles interacting
via the pair potential ¢(x) = (1 + x4) ! are not equally spaced in their ground states in one dimension
when the particle density is high, in contrast with many other potentials such as inverse power laws
or Gaussians. In this paper, we explore a broad class of potentials for which this property holds;
we prove that under the potentials fo(z) = (14 2)~!, when o > 2 is an even integer, there is a
corresponding sq > 0 such that under density p = n/sq, the configuration that places n particles
at each point of soZ minimises the average potential energy per particle and is therefore the exact
ground state. In other words, the particles form clusters, while the clusters do not approach each other
as the density increases; instead they maintain a fixed spacing. This is, to the best of our knowledge,
the first rigorous analysis of such a ground state for a naturally occurring class of potential functions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Potential energy minimisation arises out of trying to understand why systems of interacting particles
often arrange themselves in crystalline structures at low temperatures [11]. The classical model involves
an infinite system of particles C' C R? interacting under a pair potential f, for example, an inverse
power law like f : z — 7%, or a Gaussian f : x — e_'g””2, and the goal is to arrange the particles so
as to minimise the average potential energy per particle. In the case of repulsive potentials, we often
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constrain the particles by requiring they have a fixed density p, given by the limit

_ # (CnBY)
P = 5% Vol (BY)

where B? is the ball of radius r in R?, and Vol (-) represents the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Given a potential f : (0,00) = R or f:[0,00) — R, for such a configuration C' = (Ij);ifoo’ we define
its lower f-energy, denoted Ef(C), as the following limit inferior:
1
Ef(C) =liminf ——————~ > f(jzi — ;]). (1.1)

d

e # (C : BT) x;,x;€ECNBYE
1#]

This is analogous to the idea of lower f-energy presented in Section 1 of [4]. Note the sum above is an
ordered sum over the points z;,z;. If the limit above exists, and not just the limit inferior, we simply
refer to that as the f-energy of C. You can think of E;(C) as the average potential energy per point
in this case. Perhaps the simplest case of symmetry and crystalline structure is when the configuration
C is a full-rank lattice A, that is the integer span of d linearly independent vectors vy, vs, ..., vq in R%.
In this case, its density is the reciprocal of the volume of its fundamental cell, R?/A, so

1

P = Nol(RI/A)’

and its f-energy is given by
Ef(A)= > [f(joD), (1.2)
veA\{0}
assuming the sum above is absolutely convergent (equation 1.1 in [4]). With this setup, the potential
energy minimisation problem is as follows. Among such configurations of points C' with fixed density
p, the goal is to then find a configuration C* of density p that minimises lower f-energy. So

E¢(C) > Ef (C7)

for all C' with density p. We borrow terminology from [4], and refer to such a minimiser C* as a
ground state for f. The most interesting cases are when certain configurations are ground states for
a large class of potentials. This leads us to the question of which potentials to consider. A natural
choice might be to require convexity, because it means the strength of the repulsion gets weaker at
larger distances; a more stringent condition would be to require complete monotonicity. Recall that a
completely monotonic function g : (0,00) — R is one that satisfies (—1)¥¢g(*) > 0 for all k& > 0. This
leads us to the universal optimality theory described in [3] and [4:

Definition 1.1. Let C be a point configuration in R? with density p > 0. We say C is universally
optimal if it minimises f-energy (among configurations of density p) whenever f : (0,00) — R is a
completely monotonic function of squared distance. So f(r) =g (r2), where g is completely monotone.

In the case of d = 1, Nijboer and Ventevogel proved in [I4] that the equidistant configuration %Z
is universally optimal for each p > 0, with Cohn and Kumar [3] giving a different proof. Its energy in

this case is given by
1
b (EZ> -2 f( ) 3

nez\{0}
from ([2)). In higher dimensions, there is not a lot that is known about universal optimality save in
some special cases. In dimensions d = 8 and d = 24, it has been proven in [4] that the Eg and Leech
lattices respectively are universally optimal. Another interesting case is dimension d = 2, where it is
suspected that the Ay root lattice, the Hexagonal lattice, is universally optimal. It has been proven

n
p
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(see [6] and [8]) that the Aj root lattice is universally optimal among lattices, but proving its universal
optimality in general remains open. It might seem strange that we have positive results in dimensions
8 and 24, but none so far for d = 2; we might expect the problem to increase in difficulty as the
number of dimensions increase. It turns out however that the distances between the vectors in the Eg
and Leech lattices are nice enough that you can do some clever interpolation to prove they are indeed
universally optimal (see [I0], Theorem 1.7 in []).

One interesting phenomenon that occurs in R absent in higher dimensions is the behavior of the
ground states of repulsive (f’ < 0) convex potentials f. Nijboer and Ventevogel further proved in [14]
that under decreasing convex potentials f, the configuration %Z is a ground state for each density p > 0.

This seems to suggest the ground state property of the equidistant configuration 17 is more robust
in R. Given these results, it is natural to ask if there are other potentials for which the equidistant
configuration is a ground state. One might hope for example, that the equidistant configuration %Z
might minimise lower f-energy for repulsive potentials. It is not an entirely unreasonable assumption;
the potential being repulsive means you get smaller energies by moving the points further apart, so it
kind of makes sense that the best way to arrange the points, fixing the density, while making them
as far apart as possiblewould be to just make them equally spaced. It turns out however that this
assumption is false. In particular they showed that under the potential ¢ : = +— (:1:4 + 1)71 with
density p = 2, %Z is sub-optimal by explicitly constructing a configuration of lower energy.

Most of the considerations of potential energy minimisation are done in higher dimensions, and
involve exploring the optimality of lattice configurations, which provide a natural higher dimensional
analogue of the equidistant configuration. For example, the work in [7] explores the stability of the
triangular (Hexagonal) lattice. There is still a lot to be explored in one dimension. We consider the
behaviour of the ground states of the potential = — (:1:4 + 1)71, and more broadly potentials of the
form fo, — (x*+ 1)_1 when a > 2 is an even integer; these are natural potentials, which you can think
of as a smooth approximation to a hard cut-off potential, and it is a problem which feels like we ought
to be able to answer. We formulate this in the following question:

Question 1.2. Consider the potential f, : x — (x® + 1)71 for a > 2 an even integer. What do the
ground state configurations for f. look like at high densities?

Remark. The reason we consider a > 2 is that at o = 2, and in general 0 < o« < 2, the function
x = (z%+ 1)_1 is a completely monotone function of squared distance, so the characterisation of its
ground states is included as a special case of the work of Nijboer and Ventevogel in 9].

It may be a bit ambitious to hope for a precise quantitative answer. We concern ourselves with high
densities because this is where you see the interaction due to the potential come up. Experimentally,
the particles in ground state configurations seem to cluster together in roughly equally spaced clusters,
shown by the following figures, for some values of o and density p.:
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FIGURE 1. Plot fora =4, p=38
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F1GURE 4. Plot for a =6, p =20
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In the figures above the sizes of the dots correspond to the number of points in the cluster. As
can be seen, the spacing of the clusters remain roughly the same, with the number of points in the
clusters increasing as the density increases. Our results make this observed phenomenon precise; for
example, we show that for the potential x — (:104 + 1) _1, the particles in the ground state configuration
at high densities coalesce into clusters consisting of an equal number of points with a spacing of /2.
More generally, when o > 2 is an even integer, the ground state at high densities for the potential
x = (2 + 1)71 coalesce into clusters consisting of an equal number points with spacing s, > 0, with
Sa — 1 as a — 0o. We will later make this statement precise.

We expect this clustering behaviour for the potential x — (x® + 1)_1 to hold in general when a > 2,
not just even integral values. We did attempt to prove this, though we felt the denseness and length
of the proof did not justify the improvement on our results.

This clustering phenomenon does not seem limited to one dimension; we initially observed this clus-
tering behavior with the potential x — (:104 + 1) ~'in R2. The following figures show the (numerically
optimised) ground states for various values of p:
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FIGURE 5. Plot for p =3 FI1GURE 6. Plot for p =6

This coalescing behavior at high densities has been observed in [7] with the linear ramp potential
for instance. We attempted to prove that this phenomenon occurs rigorously, but doing this is in R2
is much harder than in one dimension, and escaped us despite our best efforts.

Precisely formulating our results requires some familiarity with the idea of discretisation of energy,
as in [2], which we briefly touch on.

1.1. Discrete and continuous energy. We briefly introduce the discrete energy problem as in Chap-
ter 2 of [2]. The general setup they describe is as follows. We have a metric space (4, p), (here p is the
metric) and a mapping K : Ax A — RU{+o0}, which you can think of as giving the potential between
two locations x,y € A. Given an N-point configuration wy = {xz}fvzl of points in A, we define their
K-energy by

] =

EK (wN) = Z

i=1j

—

oL
Ml
3
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We will denote the infimal K-energy by
eK (A,N) = inf{EK (wN) TWN CA} (15)

In [2], the infimal energy is denoted by Ex (A, N), but we use the calligraphic E to denote a different
quantity, hence the lower case e here. They show in [2] that in the case where the kernel K is lower
semi-continuous and the set A is compact, the infimal energy is in fact attained, so there is an optimal
N -point configuration, which we’ll denote wj;, such that

EK (w}*v)zeK(A,N). (16)

We conclude this brief introduction to discrete energy with an important proposition about the asymp-
totic behavior of the infimal energy as a function of N, for a fixed kernel K and set A, which relates
this idea of discrete energy to the idea of continuous energy to be introduced shortly:

Proposition 1.3 (Proposition 2.1.1 in [2]). Let A be an infinite set and K : A x A — RU {400} be

an arbitrary kernel. Then the sequence
{ €K (Aa N) }OO
NN =1) ] y_y

A natural thing to ask is if the sequence described in the proposition above has some interpretation,
for example if it converges to some limit. Here is where the idea of continuous energy comes in. The
idea of continuous energy is similar to that of discrete energy introduced above, but instead of dealing
with finite points, we look at Borel measures. Here A denotes a compact infinite set in R%, and M (A)
the collection of all Borel probability measures supported on A. Let K : A x A — (—o00,00] be a
symmetric, lower semicontinuous kernel. We then define the continuous K-energy of u, for a measure
1€ M(A), by

is non-decreasing with N .

Il i= [ [ Kegauteut). (1.7)
AxA
The Wiener constant, denoted Wi (A) is the smallest such energy. That is,
Wk (A) :=inf {Ix[p] : p € M(A)}.

Under some mild conditions on the Kernel K, the Wiener constant is actually achieved my some
measure . Specifically, if the set A is infinite and compact, the kernel K is symmetric and lower
semicontinuous, Lemma 4.1.3 in [2] guarantees the existence of an equilibrium measure p*, so

I [p*] = Wk (A).
It turns out the sequence in Proposition [ actually converges to Wi (A). That is,
€K (A, N)

=y = Wk(4).
Equivalently,
lim 2N g, (1.8)

N—o0 N2

where w} is an optimal N-point configuration, as in (LG). You can view this relation as a sort of
approximation. That is, for large values of N, the discrete energy problem is essentially ‘approximating’
the infimal continuous K-energy, Wi (A). We can actually say something more specific about this
approximation process, if we know the equilibrium measure p*, and the kernel K is nice enough. One
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thing to note is that we can interpret discrete energy as a special case of continuous energy; given an
N-point configuration wy C A, let v (wy) denote the normalised counting measure on wy, so

v(on) = 3 6la)

where 0(z) denotes the Dirac measure at z. Then

1 & 1 1 &

ij=1 i=1

I [v(wn)] =

In light of this, Theorem 4.2.2 in [2] says you can approximate the equilibrium measure p* by the
sequence v (wy) in the weak* sense. Specifically, if a measure v* is a weak® cluster point of the
sequence of normalised counting measures v (wy ), then v* is an equilibrium measure for the continuous
K-energy problem on A, so I [v*] = Wk (A). One way to interpret this is that for large values of N, the
normalized counting measure v (w};) should ‘look like’” an equilibrium measure p*. For example, if you
know the unique equilibrium measure for the continuous K-energy problem on A is the (normalised)
Lebesgue measure, then you would expect that at large values of N, the optimal configuration wy
should consist of roughly equally spaced points.

We hope to apply this relation between discrete and continuous energy in answering Question
Lower f-energy is essentially a case of discrete energy, but for when the set A = R, and we replace
the number of points N with the density p. We define a continuous analogue of lower f-energy, and
attempt to answer the continuous energy problem in that case, hoping this reveals some information
about the ground states of the potentials at high densities.

1.2. Continuous energy on R. We are going to define continuous energy for Borel measures on the
whole of R, that generalises the idea of lower f-energy for point configurations. Let U be the set of
Borel measures on R that have ‘average mass’ 1. Explicitly

U= {u : 1 is a Borel measure on R and lim M = 1} . (1.9)

r—00 r

For a given continuous potential f : [0, 00) — R, we define the continuous f-energy of a measure u € U,
by

e 1
&) = timinf ——— [ /H f(12 — ydu(@)duy). (1.10)

T—00

In the case where the function f extends to an even function on R, we’ll drop the absolute value in the
argument of f. We’ll denote by e(f) the infimal of continuous f-energy on R, so

e(f)=1inf {&Ef(u) : p € U}. (1.11)

If the infimal f-energy e(f) is achieved by some measure p* € U, so & (u*) = e(f), we'll call p* an
equilibrium measure for f. To get the relation between lower f-energy and this idea of continuous
energy, we introduce a similar idea to the normalized counting measure on a finite point configuration.

Definition 1.4. For a general configuration C = (x,),— ___ in R of density p > 0, let w(C) be the
normalised counting measure on C, given by

w(C’):% S 6w, (1.12)

1=—00

where 6(x) is the Dirac measure at x. Importantly, w(C) € U.
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This definition implies the following relation between Ey(C) and & (w(C)):

& () = £ (0)+ L. (1.13)

This follows from plugging in the definition of w(C) into the formula above for £;(u): If we let C,. be
the indices of C = (z;);~ __ in [—r,7], so Cy = {i: |:1c1| < r}, then

/ /[  Flle =) e(C) @)l = 3 Fl-a+ 50,

i,j€C,
i£]

From Definition [[4 w (C) ([—r,r]) = %#Cr, so dividing the left-hand side above by %#Cr and taking
the limit inferior as r — oo, we get (LI3)). As an example, using the formula for E; (sZ) in [I3), we
get for s > 0,

Er(w(sz))=s Z f(sn). (1.14)

With these ideas laid down, we present our first theorem:

Theorem 1.5. Let o > 2 be an even integer. Then there is a unique so > 0 such that £y, as defined
in (LIQ), is minimised by the measure

Do = w( ) = Sa Z 0 (san), (1.15)

n=—oo

where §(x) is the Dirac measure at x. From ([[L14), its energy is given by

Ef (Do) = 5a Z fo (5am). (1.16)

n=—oo

This theorem actually allows us to find ground state configurations of f, when the density p is a
multiple of 1/s,, leading us to our main theorem. It also gives an exact answer to Question in
certain cases:

Theorem 1.6. Let p = n/s, with n € N denote the density under consideration, and let C C R be a
point configuration with density p. Let C, be the configuration that places n particles at each point of
the lattice s, Z. Explicitly,

oo
n
U {@rs},_, where x, s = sqr.

T=—00

Then C, is a ground state configuration of density p, under fq.

Notice how Theorem implies Theorem For each n € N, ©®, = w (Cn/sa). So for any
configuration C' = (x,,)" of density p =n/sq,

. (W(C)) = &5, (w(Cp))
and so from (LI3)

l fa( ) fa(O)
pEfa(C) E (C)+ P .

Rearranging gives Ey (C) > Ey, (C,). Thisis saylng that at high densities, a ground state configuration
would look like placing points equally at the lattice s,Z. In particular, if the density p is a multiple
of 1/54, 80 p=n/ss for n € N, then a ground state configuration is obtained by placing n particles at
each point of the lattice s,Z.
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We use an oscillatory factor of —27 and a normalisation of 1 for the Fourier transform. That is, for
an integrable function u € L*(R), we define its Fourier transform 4 : R — C by

() :/Ru(ac)e_%”gdac. (1.17)

The paper is organised as follows: In Section 2] we prove an important proposition that forms the
foundation of the proof of Theorem The bulk of the proof is done in Section Bl and in Section [4]
we describe the implementations for the interval arithmetic used in in aiding the work done in Section
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2. LINEAR PROGRAMMING BOUNDS FOR MEASURES

We present an analogous proposition to the linear programming bounds in [4], but for measures
instead of discrete point configurations. We start by presenting the statement of the linear programming
bounds in [4]:

Proposition 2.1 (Proposition 1.6 in [4]). Let p : (0,00) — [0,00) be any function, and suppose
f:RY = R is a Schwartz function. If f(z) < p(|z|) for all z € RY\ {0} and f(y) >0 for all y € R?,

<X

then every point configuration in R® with density p has lower p-energy at least pf(0) — f(0).
With regards to our problem, what this proposition is saying is that if you have your potential function
f, and you have an auxiliary even function h such that h(z) < f(|z|) for all z and h > 0, then every
configuration C' of density p satisfies Ef(C) > ph(0) — h(0). Writing the previous inequality as

1 h(0) _ ~

Les0)+ 29 5 ho)

p ! p
motivates the following proposition:

Proposition 2.2. Let f : R — R be an even continuous integrable function, with non-negative Fourier
transform f > 0. Then for each Borel measure p with average mass 1, so u € U where U is as defined

in (C3), & (1) > F(0).

Let’s now see how we can use this proposition to prove Theorem [[L5l We want to show the measure
Do = D nez Sad (5an) minimises continuous f,-energy, where fo(z) = (2 + 1)"'. The first thing to
note is that from the formula for £ (sZ) in ([LI4) is that s, necessarily minimises

oo
Efa (w (tZ)) = Z tfa (tn), (2.1)
n=—oo
for ¢ > 0. For o > 2, it appears that this function does have a unique minimum s, with s, > 1. To
that end, we rescale the potential function z — (z* 4 1)_1 by setting

Folx) = (1+sglz|™) (2.2)

so that to prove Theorem [L5] it is equivalent to showing the counting measure on Z, >, (n),
minimises continuous F,-energy. We can actually reduce this to a infinite linear program, by exhibiting
an auxiliary function v, satisfying certain linear constraints, formulated in the following hypothesis:
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Hypothesis 2.3. Let 1, : R — R be an even, continuous, integrable function satisfying the following
five conditions:

Ya(z) < Fo(z) for all x € R, (2.3)
Va(n) = Fy(n) for all € N, (2.4)
Val(€) >0 for al £ €R, (2.5)
Val) =0 if ¢ > 1, (2.6)
and
dal@)| <C (A +1a?) ", (2.7)

for some constant C' for all x € R. Then the counting measure on Z, Z d(n), minimises continuous

F,-energy, where Fy, is as in (22). This is equivalent to Theorem [L3

neZ

One thing to note is that if > 5 _, §(n) minimises continuous F;,-energy, then from the formula for
continuous energy in (LI4]),

Z tF, (tn) > Z F,(n) (2.8)
for all t > 0, and by differentiating the left-hand side of (2.8]) and setting it equal to 0 at t = 1, we get
> (Fa(n) +nF}(n)) =0. (2.9)

This identity will play a rule in proving the inequalities for v, listed in Hypothesis We first show
how this Hypothesis implies Theorem [L.5l

Proof of Theorem under Hypothesis [2.3. This is equivalent to showing that the counting measure
on Z, w(Z), minimises continuous F,-energy under this hypothesis. Let p € U be a measure with
average mass 1. Since 1, is even, continuous, and integrable, (2] combined with Proposition

implies &y, (1) > 15;(0) From (23), ¥ < F,, which means &, (1) > &y, (1) and so this implies
Er, (1) > 1¥4(0) for any measure p € Y. (2.4) implies

EF. <Z;S<n>> =&y, (Z%&n)) :

so to show >, d(n ) minimises continuous Fy,-energy, it remains to show that the common value of

the above equality is 1/1a (0), so from the formula in ([LI4), we want to show
Z 1/’&(”) = 1Z)\oz(o) (210)

The idea here is to use the Poisson Summation Formula. As phrased in Lemma 1.11.5 in [2], it says
that if f : R — C is a continuous function satisfying

@)+ |F@)| < e+ ) (2.11)

for some € > 0, then Y, f(n) =3, o4 f(n). (Z0) means o is compactly supported, and together
with 2.7)), we get

Jal@)| + al@) < C' (1+[2f2)
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This means 1), satisfies [2.11]), and so we can use the Poisson Summation Formula to get

> taln) Zwa Va(0),

n=—oo n=—oo

since from (Z6]), 1, vanishes outside of [—1, 1], giving us (ZI0), proving Theorem O

We now prove Proposition Let U* be the set of signed Borel measures ;1 on R whose variations
|pe| are finite on all compact sets. For each r > 0, we define a bilinear form (-,-), : U* x U* — R given
by

= [ [ s pdm@dsw) (2.12)

Here f is as in the hypotheses of Proposition 221 Note that the form (-,-), is symmetric, in that for
measures (i, 2 € U™, (p1, p2), = (U2, 1), We can see this by noting that f is even and continuous,
and |p1| ([=7r,7]), || ([=7,7]) < o0, so the switch is justified by Fubini’s Theorem.

Let £1 be the Lebesgue measure on R. From the definition of ¢ in (L9), p € U means that

M — 1 as r — 00, so from (.I0), we can write the lower f-energy £f(u) of p as

Er(p) = liminf 2— (s 1), - (2.13)

T—00

Using the bilinearity of the form (-,-),, we can expand (i, i), as
(op), = (=L, p— La), +(p— L1, La), + (L1, p— L1), + (L1, L1),,

and using the symmetry of the form we get
<,U/,‘LL>T = <£1’£1>r + 2 <£1,‘U - £1>r + <‘LL - ‘Clhu’ - £1>r ° (2]‘4)

Observe that since f > 0, the form (-, Y
v e U*, for the following reason: We write

o= [ [ s pa@a)

and using Fourier inversion (Corollary 1.26 in [12] implies f is integrable since f > 0), we get

(1), / - | N / F(&)em Ve dedy () (y).

Since fis integrable, we can switch the order of integration above, so that

_ < 2 e27ri;ﬂ£ T e—27riy§
o), = [ F@ ( [, e >> ( | dv@)) i

d§ > 0,
since fz 0. So from equation (ZI4), we get the following inequality:
<,U/,‘LL>TZ <£17£1>r+2<£17:u’_£1>r' (2]‘5)

One thing we can also observe is that

is ‘positive definite’, in that (7,7), > 0 for any measure

lim 2i (L1,v), = f(0) (2.16)
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for each measure v € U: To get this result, it is sufficient to show

lim —/ / (x —y) dxdv 0. 2.17
r—00 21 [=rr] J|z|>r ( ) ( )

In that case, writing

hrni<ﬁl, v), = hm—/ A fa:— y)dzdv(y)

r—oo 2r r—oo 2r

Tli)nélog/ TT]/ fz —y)dzdv(y _rlggoﬂ/[_” /|z|>r x — y) dzdv(y),

lim %(ﬁl, = lim —/ TT]/ fz —y)dzdv(y) = lim /[_m]mdy(y)

r—00 2r
([ T ]) Y

= J(0) lim (0),

T—00 T

as desired. We will now show (217):
Proof of (m) Let ¢t € (0,1), and write

3 g o]
= /[th] /|m|>r f(z—y)dzdv(y) + % /Tt<y<r /z>r [ (z—y)dzdv(y).

We'll start by bounding the last term. Let I = [, |f], so

% /Tt<ygr /erf(x —y) dxdv(y)| < % /TK?IST Tdv(y) = T (V([—r, r]) ;:([—rt,rt])) '

Taking the limsup as r — oo, we get

1

2r —y)dxd

2r ~/Tt<|y|§r /1Zr f(z —y)drdv(y)
1
% /[Tt,rt] ‘/|m|>r f(.’II - y)dedV(y)

We consider the inner integral, and make the substitution s = x — ¥, so

IR /+ f(s)ds.

If ly| <rtand |s+y| > r, then |s| = [s+y—y| > |s+y| —|y| > r(1 —1), so this means for y € [—rt, rt],

T = y)dr d ds ds
/|m|>rf( y) /s+y>rf(8) ’ S/Iery|>r|f(S)| S/s|>r(1t)|f(8)| ’

i T — rav M S
i [ L e et < [ 15

2rt
Taking the limsup as r — oo implies

(2.18)

lim sup <I(1-1). (2.19)

T—00

Let’s now consider the integral

SO
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s /[] / f(& — y)dzdu(y)

Adding this to ([2ZI9) and using the equality in (2I8)) implies

Sl Y )

for each ¢t € (0, 1), and letting ¢ — 1 implies

lim — / / (x — y)dxdv
r—oo 2r [=r,r] x| >r ( )
as desired, proving (Z.I7). O

lim sup
T—>00

§tlimsup/ |f(s)|ds = 0.
|s|>r(1—t)

r—00

lim sup <I(1-t)

T—00

We have shown (ZI7), so as said earlier, this implies
1 ~
lim o (L1,v), = f(0)

T—00

for each measure v € Y. Multiplying both sides of [2.I0) by 1/(2r) and taking the limit as r — oo
using this equality implies

Er(p) = liminf 2— (), > hmlnf — <£1,£1>

T—00 T—00

From equation (2.I6), we know the limit (inferior) in the right—hand side above exists, and is f(()),

and so we get E¢(p) > f(O), as desired. Now that we have proven the proposition, we can go on to
constructing the auxiliary functions.

Remark (A word on notation). Often we would want to show an inequality like f(z) < g(z), and
we do this by showing something like f(x) < F(z), g(x) > G( ) and showing F(z) < G(z). To
differentiate between already established inequalities like F(x) < G(x), and inequalities we want to
show, like f(x) < g(x), we will use the notation f(x) gt g(x) to indicate this is an inequality we want

to show (wts).

3. CONSTRUCTING THE AUXILIARY FUNCTIONS

Recall we reduced the task of proving Theorem to constructing an auxiliary even function
e : R = R satisfying Hypothesis 2.3] restated below

Hypothesis 2.3. Let ¢, : R — R be an even, continuous, integrable function satisfying the following
five conditions:

Ya(z) < Fo(z) for all x € R, (2.3)
Ya(n) = Fo(n) for all €N, (2.4)
Val(€) >0 for dl € €R, (2.5)
Val(€) =0 if ¢ > 1, (2.6)
and
bal@)| <C(1+ ) (2.7)

for some constant C' for all x € R. Then the counting measure on Z, ZnEZ d(n), minimises continuous
F,-energy, where Fy, is as in 22). This is equivalent to Theorem [
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We use Theorem 9 in [13], which allows us to construct ¢, from its values and derivatives at Z
(under certain conditions on %, ), by

() = 22 (Z el Z f_n>

and its Fourier transform (in L? sense) is supported in [—1, 1], given by for |§| < 1,

,ﬂ-l‘n Sgn 771'in
bal6) = 1—|§|<Zw ? f) S LS e,

n=—oo n=—oo

Equations (23] and [24) imply ¥, (n) = Fy(n) and ¢/, (n) = F.(n) for all n € Z, so we set
B sin? (1) = F.(n) = F'(n)
o= (5 B 3 38 @

Note 4 (x) is even in z, since F, is even. ;/;;(5) =0if |¢] > 1, and if |¢] < 1, then we should have

J(f) 1_|§| ( Z Fa 2m‘n£> 58;21;1 Z F! (n)e=2mn¢, (3.2)

n=—oo n=—oo

We start by verifying that the Fourier transform of the function ), defined in (Bl is given by the
right-hand side of ([B.2). The thing to note is that by taking the Fourier transform of the right-hand
side of ([BI]) termwise, we get [B.2)), so we just need to justify doing this:

Proof of (32). The main thing to note is that we can write the expression for 1, in a form that is
Cauchy in L' (R). Since F, is even,

1/F!(n) F!/(—n) F,(n) 1 1 nF! (n)
= + = - = )
2\z—n  z—(—n) 2 xr—n x+n x?2 —n?
so by symmetrising the sum in @I, we can write

S in(m(x —n 2 > in? (rx
S Fan) <%) £y an(n)WjT(_nL). (3.3)

n=—oo n=—oo

So to justify taking the Fourier transform of the expression in (B]) termwise, it is sufficient to develop

a uniform bound (in n) for the L' norm of
.2
sin” (7wx)
TR
Without loss of generality we assume n > 0. We have

([ ar) = ([ =y =er)

and from Cauchy-Schwarz this implies

([t mye) < [ ela iy, [l (] )

which is finite. So we can take the Fourier transform of [B.]) termwise, as desired. O

This immediately tells us that 17); vanishes outside [—1, 1], so v, satisfies (2.6), and the expression

in (3 implies 1, satisfies (24). We use (B8] to show 2.1):
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Proof of [21). Multiplying both sides of [3.3]) by x2, we have

e8] . 2 0 2 .2
9 B xsin (r(x —n)) ,, \ x?sin”® (mx)
o= 30 R (SHEEGE) 3 e
Note
xsin (m(x —n)) _ |sin (m(x —n)) 40 (m(x —n)) < 1 inl,
7w (x —n) ™ m(x —n) ™
and
2 (2 i 2 . _ .
x* sin® (7wx) _ sin (mx) L (m(z —n)) sin(r(z+n)) < 1 o,
w2 (22 — n?) 2 m(x —n) m(x +n) 2
S0
|3321/)a(33)‘ < ZFO‘(”) <l + |n|>2 n Z”|F/ (n)| <i +n2> < 00
—_ T o ﬂ_z )
nez nez
since @ > 4, and as you will recall, F,(z) = (s%z®+1)"" for some s, > 0. This completes the
proof. O

So far, we have shown 1), satisfies (2.4]),(2.6) and 27). What remains is to show the inequalities in

23), &3), so showing ¥, (z) < F,(z), and 171;(5) > 0. We do these in Sections[3.3land B2 respectively.
We start by collecting some facts about s, and F, in the following subsection:

3.1. Estimates on s, and F,. Throughout this section and the rest of the paper, we use the following
estimate:

Lemma 3.1. Let 8> 1, and k > 0. Then

1 1 (B+k—1
Z LT _ﬂ( 6—1)'

eN,n

The proof is fairly straightforward, and involves upper bounding the sum by the corresponding
integral: n=? is decreasing in n, so

=1 =1 =1 1 * dn
D T X T (m E: R =% A nf’
neN,n>k n=[k] =[k]+

Evaluating the integral, we get

Si 1 <1_+[ 1 ]W_ 1+ k (B+k—1>
nB = kB —Bmb-1|, kB — kB — '
ety ™ k (1-P08)n K k (B—1)k8 % -1
We will list some propositions characterising s, and to ease reading, relegate their proofs to Appendix
[A] The first shows that s, = v/2:

Proposition 3.2. s; = /2, which is to say, the function t Znezt(l—l—#n‘l)il fort > 0 s
minimised at t = /2.

The next Proposition states that s, > 1 for a > 6:

Proposition 3.3. Let fo(z) = (1 +2%) " for a > 6 an even integer, and let s, minimise t — Er, (t2).
Then s, > 1.
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Recall we defined F,(z) by Fo(z) = (14 s%z*)”". From this we get the following expressions for
F!, F! in terms of F:

asret a sor*+1-1 o}
Fia)=- 20— 8 el P SR a) - Fu(e)?),
(1+ s&z®) T (14 sgz®) x
SO
F, 1-F,
Fl(z) = - 2ol0) (x @) (3.4)
We then differentiate this to get an expression for F:
d (aF,(z) aF,(z)F) (x)
Fl'(z) = —— 1-F, —_—
2o = -1 () (- ooy + 2
F, F F,(x)F!
() B 1 4 S
x x x
_ _aF(z) (1 = Fa(z)) N aF, () (1 — Fo(2) N Fé(:v)) '
T x x
Substituting the expression for F/,(x) in ([84), this becomes
2 _ 2 _ _ _
F () = a?Fy(x) (12 F,(z)) N aF, () (1 Fo(z) — aFy(z) (1 Fa(:v))>
x x x
’F, 1—F, F, 1-F,
x x x
1-F,
= aFy () (a (1 — Fa(2)) + 1 — aFy(x)) (T@)> 7
or
1—F,
F!(z) = aF,(z) (T(x)) (a(1=2F,(x))+1). (3.5)
Our third proposition gives an asymptotic expression for s,:
Proposition 3.4. For a > 12, we can write
s@=a—2+1/(a—2)%-3+6(a), (3.6)
where
2.1 (a+1)°
< — . .
o) < Z e (37)
This bound tmplies 2o — 5 < s& < 2a0 — 3,
1 1
< < .
204—2_Fa(1)_204—4’ (3:8)
and
1 1 «
(1= <—-F' (1)< ) .
2< 2a—4)_ O‘()_20¢—4 (3:9)

With these facts laid down, we are now ready to prove the needed inequalities in (23), (Z3)), and
consequently, finish the proof of Theorem [[LEl We start with (2.5]), and so showing that 1, > 0.



16 DISTRIBUTION OF POINTS ON THE REAL LINE

3.2. The non-negativity of 122 Recall 171; given by (B2,

n=—oo n=—oo

if |£] < 1, and 0 otherwise. We already know that zz; is even since 9, is even and real-valued, so
we’ll restrict our attention to & € [0,1]. We start with when 0 < £ < 1/2. We symmetrise the above

expression for 1@ to get

Dalf) Z F,(n)cos (2mné) — — Z F! (n)sin (2mné) , (3.10)

n=—oo n=—oo

SO

Tal)> (1-9) (1 -y 2Fa<n>> LR sin () — = > |FA(n)
n=1 n=2

Note that F,(1) <0 and if 0 < ¢ < £, sin (2n¢) > 0, so then if 0 < ¢ < 1, then

INGES (1—Z2Fa<n>> AT (3.11)
n=1 n=2

Call the constant on the right-hand side 7 («), so it is sufficient to show T («

) prove wa & >0
for 0 < ¢ < 1/2. We prove this for o > 12, and verify it numerically for a = 4,

>0 to
6,8,10:
Proof of T(a) > O for o > 12. From (the bounds on s¢ in) PropositionB.4], we have F,, (1) < 1/(2a—4),
and F,(n) < o 'n= From (3.4), we also have

which is positive if o > 12. O

So now it remains to show 7 (a) > 0 for o < 12, formulated in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.5. For a € {4,6,8,10}, define a constant T (a) by

T(0) =1 (1 -y 2Fa<n>> LS iEm)
n=1 n=2

Then T(a) >0

We verify this in Section [l This completes the proof of the non-negativity of 17);(5) for 0 <€ <1/2,
for a > 4.
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We now move on to the case where 1/2 < ¢ < 1. Write { = 1 — ¢ with ¢ € [0,1/2] and substitute
this into the expression for ¢, in (BI0), so that

o0

1 o
Ya(l—t) = tn;)o ) cos (2mnt) + ﬂn;m F! (n) sin (27nt)
= , sm sin(2mnt)
=t Z F,(n) cos (2mnt) Z nF!( Y~ .
™
From (Z.9)),
> (Faln) + nFL(n) =0

so subtracting this sum from the right-hand side of the above equation, we get

ba(l —1) <Z F,(n) (cos (2mnt) — 1) + Z nkF!(n) (%—1)),

and using the half angle formula for cosine, we get
—~ > sin(2mnt) sm sin” (mnt)
w(l—1) =t nF’ (n <7 ) t2m? 2n%F,(n . 3.12
vt <n_zoo P 2 n_z,:m (mnt)? (8.12)
We make use of the following lemma:

Lemma 3.6. For x € R define R(x) for x #0 by
3

sinex =x — % + 23R (x)
and set R(0) = 0. Then R is continuous and increasing in |z|

Proof of Lemmal3 @ That R is continuous follows from the taylor series of sinz. Note R is even, so
it is sufficient to show R/(z) > 0 for > 0. By differentiating,

R (z) = 23 (cosx — 1) — 322 (sinx — )

26 ’

so we want to show for > 0, z (cosz — 1) > 3 (sina — x), which is equivalent to showing

3sinx

cosx + 2 > (3.13)

x
(sinz)/z is decreasing in z for x € [r/2,7], so if x € [V8,7], then 3sinz/z < 3sin(V8) /V8 <
1 < cosx + 2, so this shows R'(z) > 0 for = € [\/g, ﬂ. For x > 3, the inequality holds because
3sinz/x <1 < cosz + 2. So this shows R'(z) > 0 for z > V8. For 0 < z < /8, we multiply both
sides of BI3)) by z, so it is sufficient to show

h(z) :=xcosx + 22 — 3sinz >0

for 0 < 2 < /8. Note h'(x) = cosz —xsinx +2 — 3cosx = 2 — 2cosz — xsinz, and using the half
angle formula for sine and cosine, this implies

' (x) = 4 sin? (g) — zsinz = 4sin (g) oS (g) (tan (g) - g) = 2sin(x) (tan (g) - g) .

sin(z) > 0 for 0 < z <, and tan(z) > z for 0 < 2 < %, so this shows A'(x) > 0 for 0 <z < 7, and so
h is increasing for 0 < 2 < . From the definition of h(z) above, h(0) = 0, and so we get h(x) > 0 for
0<zx<mso0<xr< /8. This completes the proof. O
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From the definition of R in Lemma we write

sin (27nt) B (27Tnt)2 ,
2mnt 1= 6 + (2mnt)” R (27nt),
SO
= / M _ 242 - ’ 2 3 2_712
n;oo nka(n) ( 2mnt 1) =n"t n;m nF!(n) ( (2n)" R (27nt) 3 )

Plugging this into (312) gives

LU S wrm (-2 memn) - Y weR@ T g

w23 (mnt)?

n=—oo n=—oo

So our task is in showing the right-hand is non-negative, for 0 < ¢t < 1/2. For a@ = 4, we know s4 = V2
from Proposition [3.2] and so we can readily verify this inequality, stated in the following lemma:

Lemma 3.7. Let Fy(z) = (42* + 1)71, and R(x) be as defined in Lemmal[Z@. Then for 0 <t <1/2,

o0

, 2 s1n sin” (mnt)
> n*Fi(n) (—§+4R 2ﬂ'nt> Z 2n2Fy(n i) > 0. (3.15)

n=—oo n=—oo

Proof. From B4), 2F}(r) = —4Fy(z) (1 — Fy(x)), so —2*F;(z) = 42%Fy(v) (1 — Fy(x)), so the left-
hand side of ([BIH]) can be written as

> 2 2sin? (7t
3" n2Fi(n) [4(1 - Fi(n)) (- — 4R (27rnt)> - M ,
S 3 (mnt)
so it is sufficient to show
sin? (7nt)

1(1- Fy(n)) <§ o (2m)) .

wis  (mnt)?
for t € [0,1/2], n € N to prove the lemma. The above inequality can be written as
(27nt)? (1/3 — 2R (27nt)) - 1
sin? (7nt) wts 1 — Fy(n)’
and using the definition of %(z) in Lemma [3:6 this is equivalent to
2 (2wnt — sin (27nt)) S 1
2mntsin® (mnt)  wis 1 — Fy(n)’

so we want to show
2mnt — sin (27nt) S 1
mntsin® (mnt)  wis 1 — Fy(n)

forn € N, ¢t € [0,1/2]. Let
2z — sin(2z)
xsin?(x)
so to prove the above inequality it’s sufficient to show P(z) > 1/(1 — Fy(1)) = 5/4 for z > 0. We

consider two cases. For z > /2, we use the fact that |sinz| < 1,s0 P(z) > 2z —1)/a=2-1 >5/4
for x > w/2. For 0 < z < /2, we write the inequality P(x) > 5/4 as

P(x) =

2z —sin(2z) > ir sin x = %1:(1 — cos(2z)),
wts
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which is equivalent to showing

11 )
e sin (2z) + g% cos (2z) > 0 (3.16)

wts

for 0 < 2 < 7/2. To do this it is sufficient to show the left-hand side of (BI6) is increasing in z for
0 < z < 7/2. Differentiating the left-hand side, we get

11 11 11
3 2 cos(2z) + gcos(2x) - 54—I sin(2z) = 3 (1 —cos(2z)) — %T sin(2x) = 7 sin? x — 57x(sin x)(cos z).

sinz > 0if 0 <z < 7/2, so it is sufficient to show 11 sinz > 10 cos x, which holds since tanz > x for
0 <z < 7/2. This completes the proof of the lemma, and shows ¢4(1 —¢) >0 for 0 <t <1/2. O

We now focus on a > 6. For o > 6, 0 < ¢ < 1/2, since R(z) is increasing in |z|, —2/3 +4R (2mnt) <
—2/3 + 4R (mn), and n3F/(n) <0, so from (B.I4), we get

o(1— 1)
a = Z nF (n (—§+4R 7m> Z 2n2F,(n (3.17)
™

n=—oo n=—oo

Call the constant on the right-hand side £(a), so to show JJ;(S) >0 for £ € [1/2,1], it is sufficient to
show £(a) > 0. We prove this for o > 12, and then verify it numerically for 6 < o < 10:

Proof of £(a) > 0 for a > 12. We write
£(a) = —2F(1) (; —AR(w > +2 Z n®F’ (n (_2 + 4R(7m)> —4F,(1) — 272 2n2F,(n)
From B8) and (39) this implies
1 2 2
() > <1 — 5 4) (g — 4R(x > + QZn3F’ (—— +49%(7m))
B4) implies |nF.(n)] < aFy(n), and 0 < R(z) < 1/6, so we get
1 2 - 2 2
L(a) > (1 - 2@_4) (§ —49{(7r)> —2Zn2Fa(n) (2+ ;) — 3

We also know F,(n) < a~'n~% from Proposition [3.4] so this implies

( 2a_ ) (%_m(ﬂ)) _2ch}72 (2/3f+2_a32

1 2
> (1- S AR(r)) -2 -
_< 2a—4)(3 > Zno‘2 a—2
for o > 12. We can check that 2/3 — 4R(w) > 0.4, and combining this with Lemma [B.1] implies
2 1 2 a—1 1 2 12
ga)> 2 (1- - _o(f ) 2 - i
(o‘)—5< 2a—4) a—2 (a—3>2a—2—5< 2% — 4 ) a—2 20
for @« > 12. The right-hand side above is non-negative if @ > 12, so this completes the proof for
a>12. O

2F.(n)

| \%

So it remains to check £(«) > 0 for @ = 6, 8, 10 which we do numerically in Sectiondl For referencing,
we put this in the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.8. Let R(x) be given by
sinx —x 1
Rz)= 2T, 2
forx #0, and R(0) = 0. For o € {6,8,10}, define a constant £(a) by
oo 2 oo
Lla) = Y n’F/(n) <—§ +4R (7rn)> — ) 2°Fa(n).

n=—oo n=—oo

Then £(a) > 0.

This takes care of the 0 < ¢ < 1/2 case, or when £ € [1/2,1], and completes the proof of the
non-negativity of 1, for o > 4. We now go on to 9, and prove ¥, (z) < F,(z):

3.3. Proving ¢, (x) < F,(xz). We want to show ¢, (x) < F,(x), and using the expression for ¢, (x)
in (30), we want to show

Sinw(zm) ( ; (:a_(Zi?Jr ; 1:&_(2) = Fa(2). (3.18)

for z > 0. We first focus on the a = 4 case, and then move on to o > 6. For the o = 4, we show
Ya(x) < Fy(x) for large enough x, and then use interval arithmetic on the remaining bounded interval.
To aid our asymptotic analysis, we use the following lemma:

Lemma 3.9. Let n(x) be the closest integer to x, for x > 0. Then for x > 1.5,

o0

Z 1 <1 94 3
2 —n?2| "z 4z —1)°

n=1

n#n(z)

Proof. Using the known identity

Z 1 7 cot(mx)

x? —n? x ’
nez
we get
Z 1 mcot(rx) 2
= z2 —n? x z2 —n(x)?’
[n|#n(x)
since n(xz) > 0. We let k = n(z), and let x = k + ¢, |t| < 1/2, so that
1 t 2
Y o (3.19
A [ (k+t)sin(nt) t(2k+1t)
In|#n(z)
Note
r—sinz 1
@ 6 W

where R(z) as defined in Lemma[3.6l From Lemma[3.6lwe know R(z) is increasing in |z|, and R(0) =0
so the above equality implies |z — sinz| < |z|3/6, and so

3t3‘ 7.‘_3152

[tsin(nt)| ~ 6|tsin(nt)]  6|sin(nt)|

sin(mt) ¢

7r 1’ _ |t — sin(xt)] ks (3.20)

w2t Tt
6 sin(nt) |’
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Observe that,

( x ) _ sinz —wcosx _ cosz (tanz — x) >0
“ \sinx sin’ x sin? x h
for 0 <z < 7/2, and wt/sin(nt) is even in ¢, so this means that for [¢t| < 1/2,
71'_2t |t ‘ w2t w2 w3t
6 sin(mt)| = 6  sin(7/2) 12 7
Combining this with (820), this means for [¢t| < 1/2, we can write
3
sm?m . % et le()] < T (3.21)
Plugging this into (819), we get
1 cos(mt) (1 2 cos(mt 2 c(t)t cos(mt
7% Z_n2 ksJ(rt) (? “(t)t) kD t(kS(—i— t)) R ( )k +St( !
In|#n(z)

1 [cos(mt) 2 n c(t)t cos(mt)
St \ k+t 2k+t E+t

Using the half-angle formula for cosine, 1 — cos(2z) = 2sin’(x), we can write for |t| < 1/2,

2

cos(mt) = 1+ b(t)t?, |b(t)]| < 7 (3.22)
Hence
11 1 2 b(t)t  c(t)tcos(mt)  t(b(t)+ c(t)cos(mt)) 1
7% x2—n2_¥(k+t_2k+t>+k+t+ E+t k+t (k4 1)(2k+1t)
In|#n(z)
_t (b(t) +c(t) cos(mt)) 1
x (x4 n(x))’

since k = n(z) and t = z—n(x). Note z+n(x) > 22—1/2, and from F21)), 3:22) we have |b(t)| < 72 /2,
le(t)| < 73/12, so this implies for [t| < 1/2,

neE”Z
In|#n(z)

Now

and so this implies

Z 1 <1 91 1 +1 <1 9+ 1 n 2 _1 9 3
— 2 —n?| " x dr—1 22) =z dr—1 4z-1) =z 4r —1

n#n(z)
as desired. O

With the lemma established, we are ready to tackle the problem.
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3.3.1. Proving v4(z) < Fy(z): From Proposition33] s4 = V2, so Fiy(z) = (4o + 1)_1, so the inequal-
ity we want to show in (B is

sin? (rz) ( i Fi(n) i M) < Fi), (3.23)

2 (z — n)2 T—n | wts

n=—oo n=—oo

for £ > 0 The way we do this is show this holds for > 9, and verify it numerically on [0,9]. Throughout
this part, we make use of the identity

w2 1
sin2 (71'17) = 1;2 (,T _ n)z' (324.)

Proof of ¥a(x) < Fy(z) for x > 9. using the identity ([B.24)), we multiply both sides of [B.23)) by 2/ sin’(7z)
to get the equivalent inequality

5 <F4(x> — Fiy(n) — Fj(n)(x — n)) > 0. (3.25)

(LL' — TL)2 wts

neZ

As before, let n(z) be the integer closest to z. By the mean value theorem,

Fifa) - Fin(@) ~ Fin(a)(e —n(@) _ 1,
& —1(@))? = 3fe)

for some s between z and n(xz). From (BH), we see that Fj'(s) > 0 if Fy(z) < 1, so if z > 1.5, both
zn(z) > 1, so if s is between x and 7(z) then Fy(s) < Fy(1) < &, and so F{/(s) > 0 for any s between

x and n(z). So it is sufficient to show

> (BB Hoeow) | .
n€Z\{n(z)}
for > 1.5. We pull out the n = —n(z) term, so it is equivalent to show
Fy(x) — Fy(n) — Fi(n)(z —n) _ Fy(z) — Fy(n(=)) + Fi(n(@))(z + n(z))
> ( (v 2 )z EETE)E |

In|#n(x)

We start by analysing the left-hand side. Since Fy(x) is even in z, by re-indexing the sum on the
left-hand side n — —n and averaging, we get

z) — n)—F/(n)(z—n x2 4+ n? nF(n
Y (BESBO-A0E) - 5 - ne (5] - i,
In|#n(x) |n|#n(x) (22 = n?) |n|#n(x)

so it is equivalent to show

A Y ( 2 4 n? )+F4<w>—F4<n<x>>+F4<n<w>><x+n<w>>

(@~ ey

o ¥ () o)
In|#n(z) ren

From (Z9) and the fact that Fy(z) is even in x, we have

> (F4(n) n nFi(n)) _ _2Fi(n(x)) + 2n(2) Fy(n(z))

z2 z2 2

In|#n(x)

nez
|n|#n(x)
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We then subtract this from both sides of [B.27]), so want to show

A Y ( 2 4 n? )+F4<w>—F4<n<w>>+F4<n<x>)<w+n<x»

ey \ (@2 = n?)” (@ +n(x))?

4 2Pln(e)) + M@ Fn(e)) 5 (F4(n) ((w2+n2 1>+ nFj(n) _nEi(n))l

5 — —5
I2 .’II2 _ 7’L2) $2

" |nln(a)
We then multiply both sides by 22, to get the equivalent inequality

PR Y ( v 4 n? >+w2 (Fa() = Fan(@) + Fi(n(@))(@ + n())

(22 —n2)? (z + n(x))?2

Inl#n(z) (3.28)

x? —n? n3F!(n
LR (@) + 2@ Fln@) > Y <n2F4(n) ((3 >+ A >>.
)

2 2 2 _ 2
" njn =) e
We now get a lower bound for the left-hand side. By throwing away the non-negative terms, we get

2 (Fi(a) = Fi(nf@)) + Fy(n(@))(w +1())) :
et + 2B (0(@)) + 20(@) F{(n(@)) 529)
> ~Fi{n(a)) + e F{(n(@) + 20(@)Fi(n(@)) = —F3 (@) + (z + 20(a)) Ff (n(@)).

For 2 > 9, & + 25(z) < 3.29(x), and from @), |¢F}(x)| < 4Fy(z) so this implies
(2 + 2n(x)) Fy (n(z)) = 3.2n(z) Fa(n(z)) = —13F4(n(z)),
and plugging this into [B29), we get
a? (Fy(z) — Fi(n(z)) + Fi(n(z))(z + n(x)))

+ 2Fy(n(x)) + 2n(x) Fy(n(x)) > —14Fy(n(2).

(z +n(x))?
Call the right-hand side of B28) L(z), so
3z% — n? n2Fy(n)
- 2 4
L(z):= Y (n Fy(n) <(I2 _n2)2> +t 5, (3.30)
In|#n(z)

so to show ([328), it is sufficient to show
22 +n?
il \ (&% = 1% e

for x > 9. To keep symmetry, we throw away the n = 0 term on the left-hand side above, so we will
instead show

22° Fy(x) Z <%> — 14Fy(n(z)) > L(x). (3.31)
ne1 €4 —n wts
n#n(w)

We expand the term contribution to L(z) as

n?Fy(n) ( St - ) LR e ( 8, ) + ”3F_i(n)7

@ —n2p) 2=t (g2 g2
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so that

n? n3Fj(n
L(z) = <"2F4(") <;52 i'rﬂ N (;522_ n2)2> * x2F—4(n2)>
)

[n|#n(
_y i 3n?Fy(n) + n3Fj(n) i 4n*Fy(n)
= s ZZ?2 TL2 — (fL'2 _ n2)2
non(z) nan(z)
= 3n2Fy(n) + n3Fj(n) = 1
<2
- ; ( x? —n? + ngl (22 — n2)?’
n#n(z) n#n(z)

so from (B3T)) it is sufficient to show

) i (3n2F4(7?+”3F4(”)> n i _; < 22%Fy(x) i (M) — 14F4(n(x)),

2

= 2
1 LL‘2 — n2 wts ne1 (172 — n2)
n#n(z) n#n(x)
Note
202Fy(z) (a2 +n?) =1 _ 2 (2 +n?) -1 2P (2% 4n?) —dat -1 2% -2t -1
(2% — n2)2 (22 — n2)2 (2% — n2)2 (4xt + 1) (2% — n2)2 (4x* + 1)
222 1

T At rint—a22 (x2—n2)2(4x4+1)'

Using Lemma [3.9] this implies

2 2F 2 2 -1 s
Z 2?2 Fy(z) (x —0—721) > 2z 94 3 1 Z 1
(22 — n2) drt +1 4r —1 4zt

n=1 n=1
n#n(x) n#n(z)
‘We note
— < —— < 10,
DD e SICEATETE
n#n(z)
so we get
<. [ 2z°F. 24n?) -1 1 3 10 1 3 5
3 a? Fy(x) (2 721) 2__3<2+ )——6___3<2+ +_3),
—_ (22 — n?) 2z 4o —1 4z 2z dr -1 =z
n#n(w)

Plugging this into (332), it is sufficient to show

[ 3n%Fy(n) 4+ n®Fj(n) 1 3 5
TF, — 24+ ——4+ =] <0
Zl ( x2 —n? +TE(n(x)) + 43 + 4o —1 + 23 ) wts

nan(x)
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for x > 9. Note
3n?Fy(n) + n3Fj(n)

= (3n2F4(n) + n?’Fi(n)) (;2 _ L + i)

2 —n? 22 —n x? 2?2
_ 3n*Fy(n) + n°Fy(n) = 3n*Fy(n) +n’Fi(n)
22 (2% — n?) 22 ’
so multiplying both sides of the above inequality by 22, we want to show for z > 9,
2L 3ntFy(n) +nPF(n) . 24+ 2+ = > ) .
,;1 - + T2 Fy(n(z)) + — ‘ES - ; (3n°Fy(n) + n*Fy(n)) .
n#£n(zx) n#£n(zx)

(3.33)

From &4), nFj(n) = —4F4(n) (1 — F4(n)) so
3ntFy(n) + n°Fj(n) = n*Fy(n) (3 — 4 (1 — Fy(n))) = —n*Fy(n) (1 — 4F4(n)) = —n*Fy(n) + 4n* Fy(n)?

4
— p4 2 N 44 5, Fa(n) 1
= 4n*Fy(n) yrov =4n"Fy(n)” + 4 1

Note
4n* 1 5

4ntFy(n)? + —2 = < =
i Fi(n)” + = 1608 T 1608 1608

so this implies

i 3n4F4(T;) + 7125F4(n) - i ( i 5 B 1 ) '
—~ x2—n £ 16n% |22 —n?| 4 (2% —n?)
nn(z) nagn(z)

Using Lemma [3.9] this implies

= 3ntFy(n) +n°Fi(n) _ 1 3 5 = 5

ngl 2 —n? Sﬂ(2+4x—1>+16|3:2—1|+ n;z 16n* |z —n||z+n|

n#n(z) n#n(z)

Note n # n(x) = |z —n| > 1/2. Using this estimate on the third term on the right-hand side above,
we get

3n4F4 Y+ n’Fj(n) 1 3 5 5 = 1
<— 12 — -
g 2 —n? ~ 4dx +4£C—1 +16(x2—1)+8:vZn4
#n(z
1 5 1 3 5
— |2 2.3 .
4 <+Z24 >+16x(:1c—1) 4z < +4x—1+4(:v—1)>
Plugging this into (333) and using the fact that n(x) > x — 1/2, it is then sufficient to show
LI DF WL B 722 Fy (x—1/2) < — i (3n*Fy(n) +n*Fi(n))
4\ dx—-1 4(z—1) a3 wis A 4 ’
n#n(w)

for x > 9. We can observe that the left-hand side is decreasing in z, since

D (x2F4 (:17— %)) = 2z F, (x— %) +22F <x_ %) - <x_ %) <2_ 4z (1 —ij(lx— %)))
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which is negative for x > 9, using the identity for F/, in (84). So if x > 9, then

6 5 5
43+ 5z + 35+ 55

1 6 5 5
(4 34 + + 3) + 722Fy (x — 1/2) < +7-81F; (8.5) < 0.156.
X

4z dr—1 4(x—1) 36
From (B34),
4
— (3n®Fy(n) + n®Fy(n)) = —n*Fy(n) (3 — 4 (1 — F4(n))) = n*Fy(n) <1 - m) >0,
so if x > 9, then
8
— Y (3n2Fu(n) + n®Fi(n)) > =Y _ (3n*Fi(n) + n®F}(n)) > 0.16,
nn(e) "

and so this shows [B33)) for = > 9, hence 4(x) < Fy(z) for x > 9, as desired. O

It thus remains to show ¢4(x) < Fy(x) for 0 < 2 < 9, and we do this by showing (320). For
referencing we put this in the following lemmas:

Lemma 3.10. Let Fy(x) = (4334 + 1)71. Then for 0 < x < 9,
3 (BA =R R0Ne=0)

(z —n)?

ne”z

We verify this numerically in Section @l 'We now move onto o > 6 case. Recall the inequality we

want to show, (BI8):
sin? (mz) = F.(n) > F'(n)
-/ —_— = 7 > ) < .
2 W:Z_OO (z —n)® * n:Z_OO x—n | wts Fale)

As before, let n(x) be the closest integer to z. We write z = n(z) + ¢, [¢| < 3. We write the left-hand
side of the above inequality as

in? "(n in? (7
=y Q&Wwﬁ“v+s(mawmﬂmwm»
(=)}

242
— r—n =t
neZ\{n(z z n)

so we want to show

in? "(n in? (7
=y Q%ﬁ)+&(v+s ) (Fu (1(2) + £ (1(0))) < Fula).

7'1'2152 wts
n€Z\{n(z)}

We write this as

in? (7 in? (7 w(n "(n
Fa@) = 2280 (1 o)) 18, (o > D5 QF”ﬂfﬁj.(m@

242 —
T4t wts neZ\{n(z)} T — n) xT n

The way we do this is we show for each a@ > 6 an even integer, this inequality holds when x is large
enough, and that when « itself is large enough, we prove the inequality in full, for z > 0. We consider
3 cases, n(z) =0, n(x) =1, and n(z) > 2. We start with when n(z) = 0.
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3.3.2. Proving B34) for n(z) = 0. We start with the case where n(z) = 0, so 0 < 2 < %, in which
case we want to show

Fu(z) - sin® (7x) . sin (rx) Z <(Fa(n) N F(;(n)>

2 — 2 2
(71'{[;) wts ™ In[>1 T — n) r—n

Observe that since Fy, is even, F/ is odd so

gy (R ) - 3 g (G - ) = > e

T
In|>1 In|>1

so we want to show

Fo(x) —

sin? (1) S sin? (1) ( Fy(n) nF&(n))
(71'17)2 wts T2 n|221 ( + :

Using the identity (324) we multiply both sides of the previous inequality by 72/sin® (7z) to get the
equivalent inequality

1 1 Fy(n nF! (n
Fa(I)Z (n—x)2 - F v%s Z <( —(n))Q + 12 _(nl> )

which we write as

Fo(z) -1 —1 Fo(z) — Fa(n) nF! (n)
—5—+ > .
¥ Bt » 5 iy
Note nF! (n) <0, so for 0 < x < 1/2,

nF’ (n —nF
> e - > el

In|>1 In|>1

I /\

—nF nF! (n)
223 o RO
so it is sufficient to show

Fa(x)_1+ZFa($)_Fa(”) > Z nF/()
(1/2)> = n?’

In|>1 B ® In|>1

Also note

%<(n—1x)2 * (n—ix)2> - (;fj;)Q Zz_z_%<&+#)v

and F,(n) = F,(—n), so

Fo(z) — F.(n F,(1/2) — Fyln
|Z (z) ()ZZ (1/2) (n)

since |x| < 1/2, so it is sufficient to show

F,(z)—1 F,(1/2) - F,(n nF! (n

We will now show (F,(z) — 1) /22 is decreasing in z for z € [0,1/2]. Differentiating,

" (Fa(:v) - 1) _ Ry~ 2w (Fa(a) = 1)

x2 x4
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so we have to show F/(z)x < 2(F,(x)—1) for 0 < x < 1/2 to show what we want. From (34)
xF! () = —aF,(2)(1 — Fy(z)) = aFu(z) (Fa(z) — 1), so it’s equivalent to show F,(x) > 2/a for
0<xz<1/2 80 F,(1/2) > 2/a. From Proposition B3] we know s, > 1, so it’s sufficient to show

1 > 2
1+ (1/2)~
which holds for o > 6. This means (F,(x) — 1) /2% is decreasing in z for x € [0,1/2], and so
Fo(x)—1
BOZLs swmam -,
Plugging this into (335), it is then sufficient to show
Fa(1/2) = Fu(n) nky(n)
4(Fy(1/2) -1 > 3.36
(Fa (1/2) )+n|z>l n? “RSn|Z>1(/2) —n? (8:36)

to prove ([B.38]). We show this is true for a > 12, and then verify it numerically for o = 6, 8, 10.

Proof of B30) for o > 12. We want to show
I S e D

In|>1 |n|>1

We write this as

nF!( )
(1/2)2 —n?

(Fa(1/2) = 1) 4+Z + %z

\n|>1 In|>1 In|>1 In|>1

so we want to show
2 2 2F,(n) 2nF! (n)
F,(1/2)—-1) 44+ — — > —x 7
(Fa(1/2) )<+3)+3 vts n? +;(1/2)2—n2

From Proposition B4 s < 2q, so
1 1 2% 2c «

Fa(1/2)=1=—— —1>— —1=—"_ —]=— >__°
1+ 352 1+ 35 2% + 2a 2% + 2« 20—1
so it is sufficient to show
2 2 2 2F! (1) = —nF!(n)
- 4 - - > 2 [e] 2 a
(1 5) + T om0 B B0 oy SRl

or

%2 5 20 <4+ %2) F2F.(1) — % +2§: <F‘;(2") - nQ”f%?;;)g) .

in Proposition B.4] it is sufficient to show

D
%2 G <4 * %) sy (B - y) e
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and Proposition B.4] implies F,(n) < a~'n™%, so

o5 (B 2 < S (i) s S e () < 2

for @ > 12, from Lemma Bl Plugging this into (3.37), it is sufficient to show

O A N Y s
3 wts o — 2 3a0—6 2« 3

which we can verify holds for o > 12. O

So it remains to show ([3.36]) for o = 6,8, 10, which we phrase in the following lemma:
Lemma 3.11. Let o € {6,8,10}. Then
Fo(1/2) — Fa(n) nki, (n)
4(F,(1/2)—1 >
(Fa1/2) - 1) Y0 T2 >

In|>1 |n|>1

We verify this numerically in Section @l This takes care of the n(z) = 0 case. We now consider
n(z) > 1.

3.3.3. Proving B34) for n(xz) = 1. We now move on to the case where n(x) = 1, and show ([B.34]) holds
when « is big enough. So in this case, we want to show with z =1 + ¢,

Fa ) - S oy ) > Smi# 3 ( Foln) | _Falw) ) (3.38)

242 2 _
T4t wts neZ\{1} (1 -|—t—n) 14+t—n

for |t| < 4. We multiply both sides by 72/ sin? (7t) using ([B.24) to get the equivalent inequality

1 Fo(1) + tF7(1) Fa(n) Fa(n)
Fa(l‘f't)z(n_t)z_ 2 wZ Z (( )2—i_1—|—t—n>7

nez ts ey \(L+Ht=mn

or
Fo(1+1t)— Fu(1) —tF.L(1) Fo(1+1) Fo(n) F/(n)
12 * Z ( —1)? Zts Z 14¢— )2+1+t—n ’
nez\{o} \" ) n€zZ\{1} ( "
for |t| < 1/2. We pull out the dominant terms in the right-hand side. Let
Fo(n) Fa(n)
Bla,t) = = 3.39

so we want to show
Fa(1+t) _Fa(l) _tF(;(l) Fa(1+t) 1 Fa(l) F(;(l)
12 p> (n—t)° o 1+6)2 " 2+ (2+1)

+ B(a,t)  (3.40)

neZ\{0}
for |t| < 1/2. We do this in two stages. We prove this for o > 1000, and verify this numerically for
a <1000.

Proof of B40) for o > 1000. We start by getting an upper bound for B(«,t). From B4), |F.(n
aF,(n) for n > 1 and the bound on s, in Proposition [3.4] implies F,(n) < a™'n=?% so if |n|
[t| < 1/2, then |1 +t—n| > |n|—3/2s0

a 442\ 1 .5 5 fa+1 10
‘”'<2Z( —3/2)2 —3/2> <22( >_a§2n_a§2_a<a—1>§2_a

)| <
> 2,
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for o > 1000 and from Lemma B1] so it is sufficient to show for || < 1/2,
Fo(141) — Fy(1) —tF.(1 Fo(l+t 1 F,(1) F.(1) 10
(0RO RO, g RO+, 1 RO RO 1
t (n—t) wts (1+t) (2+t) 2+t 2c

(3.41)
neZ\{0}

We split this into two cases, t > 0 and ¢ < 0:

Case 1: Showing ([B41]) when ¢ € [0,1/2].
Here we consider two further subcases. We first suppose:

Case 1.1: Showing ([B.40]) when t € [0,1/2] and aF, (1 +t) > 1072. Here we use the mean value theo-
rem on the left-hand side of (341]), so it is then sufficient to show
1 Fo(1+t 1 F,(1 F! (1 10
s Bt L R RO

— min F/(1+s)+ —.
o 2 ) 2 2 «@
2 sef0,¢] ez (0} (n—1)? wts (14+1) (2+1) 2+t 2

(3.42)

From (B.3)),
1—F,(x)
)

F'(5) = aFy (z) (

so for s € [0,t] C [0,1/2],

) (a(l=2F,(x))+1),

Fll(1+45s) > a’Fa(1+5) <%§§?

Since we are assuming aF, (1 +t) > 1072, then aF, (1 + s) > 1072 since s € [0, ], so this implies

R+ 2 2 - Ry a-em) 2 20 (- ) (1- ),

) 1= 2R ) 2 SR+ 9) (1 B1) (- 2Ra(1).

9 9 204 a—2
using the bounds of F, (1) in Proposition B4l Taking o > 1000, we get

1, 1 40 1 1
— > -0 — - - 21.
yfal+s) 2353 (1 2000—4) (1 1000—2)>221

Going back to (8:42), it is then sufficient to show
/
ol s L R R 10
wts (1 +t)2 (2+t)2 2+t 20‘
Using the bounds on F, (1) and F/,(1) in Proposition B4 we see that if o > 1000, then

1 1000
Fa(l) < — —F/(1) < —20_
W = go50=7 ~FoV = 5507
so if t € [0,1/2], then
1 Fa(l)  FL(1) 10 1 1 1000 10
_ 2l 10y LI 51 <221
0+ " @t 2+t "2o =1 17006 T2 1996 T giow ¥ 1201 <221

which takes care of (341l for @ > 1000, in this case.

Case 1.2: Showing (B340 when ¢t € [0,1/2] and aF, (1 +t) < 1072, We throw away the non-negative
terms in the left-hand side of (341]) and instead we will show
R RM . 1 R BL 10
2 t s (1102 (2402 24t 2o
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or equivalently,

2F" (1) 1 1 1 10
— > B T — .
t(2+1) wis (14 1¢)2 +Fal) (t2 + (2+t)2> * 5a

From the bounds on F, (1) and F/ (1) in Proposition B4 it is sufficient to show
~ 554 1 1/1 1 10
2a—4
> —|5+——— —. 3.43
t(24+1t) wts (1+t)2+a(t2+(2+t)2>+20‘ (3:43)

In showing this inequality, we consider two further subcases:

Case 1.2.1: Showing B.43)) when t € (0.15,1/2] and aF,(1+t) < 1072. In this case it is sufficient to

show
1- 1 1/ 1 1 10
- > ==t ) T oo
t2+1) (L+1)2 vt a \0.152 ' 2.152) " 2@
Let u = (t + 1)? and note u < 9/4, so
1 1 u 2
1 — 55 1 1 — 553 3_1_2a74 -3

2+t (1+02  u-1 _u_u(u_1)—(9/4)?5/)’

so it is sufficient to show

g L
45 wts (¢ —2)45 o \0.152  2.152 2«

Since we are considering o > 1000, we note
2 16 1 1 1 10 2 16 1 1 1 10 16
@-2)5 a (m + m) T 37 = 50835 T 1000 (0.152 * 2.152> T gao50 ~ 0-0454 < 75

which shows (343)).

Case 1.2.2: Showing B.43) when t € [0,0.15] and aF, (1 +t) < 1072. The inequality aF, (1+t) < 1072
can be written explicitly as

a
- <1072
1+s2(1+1)

From Proposition B4l s& < 2« if o > 12, so the above inequality implies
O 1072 — 2140 4+a 5100 — 14> (50— —) "
1+ 2a(1+1¢)” 20

Let g : [0,0.5] — [0,00) be given by

so the above chain is saying that

1+t>g(a™t). (3.44)
We are going to show ¢’ > 0. Taking the log of both sides of the expression for g(z) and differentiating,
we get

g (z) = g(x) (log (50 - g) - 100%) = g(z) (log (50 - g) +1+ %SOO) , (3.45)
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and differentiating this expression,

) =ot0) (s~ 3) - 1) o0 (77 + o)

To show ¢’ > 0, it is then sufficient to show

2
x T 1 100
log (50— 2) - > .
<°g 2 100—90) 1007 (z—100)
Since we are considering x € (0,0.5), note that

! o _ v . 100 2 400
100—2  (2—100)° ~— 100—1/2 (100 —1/2)* 199 = 1992

2 2
z z 1 1/2 2 400
] AN > (1 B I S
(Og(50 2) 100—:v> —<°g<50 4) 100—1/2> ~ 199 T 1992

which shows ¢” > 0. In that case, since g is convex and a~! < 0.5, ([3.44]) implies
1+t > g(0)+g¢'(0)a .

g(0) =1, and from B45), ¢'(0) = log(50), so we get 1+t > 1+ a1 log(50), so at > log(50). In that
case, going back to [3.43)), it is sufficient to show

1— 5 1 1 1 10
> + + + 5,
t(241t) wes (1+¢)2  tlog(50)  «(241t)2 2¢
for 0 < ¢ < 0.15, or equivalently,

and

1(1-55 1 1 10

- @ > —. 3.46

t ( 241 1og(30) ) i (1402 a2t )2 | 2a (3:46)
This we can verify readily. Since « > 1000, ¢ € [0, 0.15], we bound the right-hand side by

1 1 10 110
Dy — 9 10003,
T2 a@+0? "20 =" 4000 " 2000 <

Similarly for the left-hand side,

1— 1= 1 1
1 w1 > L oo _ 1 > 1.0003,
t 241 log(50) 0.15 2.15 log(50)

which shows ([48). This completes the proof for of (341 for ¢ > 0.

Case 2: Showing (3.41) when ¢ € [—1/2,0]. Recall the inequality we want to show, (3.41]):

Fo(14+1t) — Fo(1) —tF/(1) Fo(1+1) 1 F,(1) F'(1) 10
2 Ly (n—t)° V\%s(l-i-t)Q 2+1)2 (241 2o

neZ\{0}

We first suppose:

Case 2.1: Showing (341 when ¢ € [-1,2,0] and F, (1 +t) < 0.48. By the mean value theorem,

Fo(l+1t) — Fo(1) —tF,(1)
12

1
> : F/I 1
= 5. 0 )
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so it is sufficient to show
1 Z Fo(1+41) 1 F,(1) F!(1) 10

= min FY(1+s)+ > :
3 in Fol(1+5) oty (0P (T2 T @F0P 24t 20

(3.47)

From (&3]), we know

w(1
Fg(1+s)=aFa(1+s)( 1+ +S> (1-2F,(1+s))+1).
s)
IFF,(1+t)<048and1>1+s>1+t, then Fy(1) < 1+8)<O48 S0

F'(1+s) > a®F,(1)(1—0.48) (1 —2-0.48) > (1 —0.48) (1 —2-0.48),

since F,, (1) > 1/2a from Proposition 34l Note (1 — 0.48) (1 —2-0.48) = 0.0208, so to show BA41), it
is sufficient to show
1 F (1)  FL(1) 10
0.0052a¢ > — == —. 3.48
o OF 02 R+ 24¢ 20 (3.48)
We know F,(1) < 1/(2a — 4) and —F/ (1) < «a/(2a — 4), from Proposition B4 so if a > 1000 and
€ [-1/2,0], then
1 Fu(l)  F(1) | 10 4 1 2 1000 10

<4 — 4S5
1+6)2 " (2+1)72 "2+t T2 =45 To06 T3 Toog T gmow <

If @ > 1000, then 0.0052c > 5.2, so this shows ([3.48)), and takes care of Case 2.1.

Case 2.2: Showing (341 when t € [-1/2,0] and F,(1 +¢) > 0.48. Recall the inequality we want to
show, (B41):
Fo(141t) — Fo(1) — tF)(1) n Z Fo(1+1) < 1 F(1)  FL(1) 10
12 (n—1t)% wis (1+8)2  (2+)2 24t 2

neZ\{0}

From Proposition B4 we may deduce Fo(1) < 1, F/ (1) < 32,
[—1/2,0], we can instead show

Fa(141) — Fa(1) — tF.(1 Fo(1+t 1 4 210

(L0 Fal) - thy1) | g~ Rl LA 10

t (n—t) wts (1+t) {1s" 24+t 20

and since we are considering t €

(3.49)
n€Z\{0}

We start by showing that
F,(1+t)—F,(1) —tF.,(1) > 0.

wts

2 <t <0. Suppose t is such that F,(1+¢) < 1/2. Then by the mean value theorem,

_ _ !
F,(1+1%) 1;5(1) tFa(l):%Fg(1+S)

for some s € [t,0], and if s > ¢, then Fo(1+s) < F,(1+1t) < 1/2, so from BH), F/(1+s) > 0, and so
F,(1+1t)— Fyo(1) —tF.,(1) > 0.

If on the other hand ¢t € [-1/2,0] is such that F,(1 +¢) > 1/2, then from the bounds of F,(1), F, (1)
in Proposition [3.4],

F,(1+t)— F,(1) — tF,

[e3

(1)2__—_—>07



34 DISTRIBUTION OF POINTS ON THE REAL LINE

since [t] < 1/2, for o > 1000 and so F (1 +t) — F, (1) — ¢tF. (1) > 0 for t € [-1/2,0]. This means it is

sufficient to show

F,(1+t 1 4 o 10
3 ) I

> -
2 = 2 o
neZN{0} (n — t) wts (1 + t) 16" 24+t 2

to show ([349). To show this inequality we consider two further subcases:

(3.50)

Case 2.2.1: Showing B50) when t € [—1/2,—0.01) and F,(1 +t) > 0.48. We symmetrise the left-hand

side of ([50), so we want to show

2442 1 4 - 1
Fo(1+1) Z nt s > S+ — 20—4 _O
Sy PP e TP a2 T
We first consider —0.38 < ¢ < —0.01, in which case we have
n? + t? 1 7%F,(0.99)
Fo(l+1) Y e > F,(099) Y = B
n€Z\{0} neZ\{0}
and
1 4 2 10 1 4 T 10

— — <
(1+1¢)2 + 9a 2+t + 20— (0.622 + 9000 + 2—0.38 + 21000

since o > 1000, —0.38 <t < —0.01, so it is sufficient to show

72F,(0.99) 1 4 s 10

3 wes 0.622 9000 2 —0.38 = 21000°
Since s < 2« — 3 from Proposition [3.4]

1 1 1
F,(0.99) = > >
( ) 14 520.99¢ = 14 0.99%(2a — 3) — 1+ 0.991000. 1997

for @ > 1000. So it is enough to have

7T2 > 1 + 4 20180034 + 10
3 (14 0.991000.1997) = 0.622 ~ 9000 2 —0.38 ~ 21000°

(3.51)

(3.52)

which holds, and establishes (3.51]) on [—0.38,0.01). For —0.48 < ¢ < —0.38, note F,, (1 +t) > F,(0.99)

n? + 2 1 n? 4+ 0.38?
Fo(1+1) Z p 1000 Z T2 as22
Wty (02— 2)7 T TH0.991000 1997 2= (02 — 0.38)
from (852), and since t > —0.48,
1 4 525 10 1 4 g 10

(40?2 9a 2+t 20 S =048 To000 T 2—048 T 21000

We can verify that

1000
4

1 2.4+0.382 1 —
Z n > + 2000—4

+
1000 . 2 = _ 2 _
1+0.99 1997 15 ey, (02— 0382)7 ~ (1-0.48)7 7 9000 * 2 - 0.48

+

21000’

and so this establishes 851 for —0.38 <t < —0.48. For —1/2 < t < —0.48, it is pretty much the

same approach:
n? 412 1 > n? +0.482

Fo(1+1) 5 > —
nezz\:{o} (n? — 2) 1+ 0.991000 . 1997 (n2 —0.482)

n€Z\{0}
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from (352), and
o 1000
1 4 2a—4 10 4 2000—4 10
_— — <4 .
(1+1)? + 9 24t + 20 — + 9000 + 1.5 21000
We can verify that
1 n? + 0.482 oyt +%+ 10
1000 . 2 = 1000’
1+0.99 1997 neZ {0} (n2 —0.482) 9000 1.5 2

so this takes care of (3.1]]), and shows ([B.50) in this case.

Case 2.2.2: Showing B50) when t € [-0.01,0] and F,(1 +t) > 0.48. Since F,(1+1t) > 0.48, it is then
sufficient to show

0.48 1 4 S 10
nezvgoy (M~ t)? wzts (1-0.01)? 90 T2 2— 0.401 T 5 (3.53)
By writing
1 1 20”428
(n—1t)° * (n+1t)?  (n2—12)°

we can see that }-, 7\ oy (n — t)~2 is increasing in |t], so to show ([B.53), it is sufficient to show that

> 2 (0.4872 1 4 g 10
048-Y = = >
; n? 3 = 0997 9000 T 2-001 | 21000°

which we can verify holds, and takes care of this case.
This completes the proof of ([40), taking care of the n(x) =1 case. O

It remains to show ([B3.40) for « < 1000, formulated in the following proposition:

Proposition 3.12. Let 6 < a <998, o an even integer, and let

B Fa(n) Fo(n)
Blat) = > <(1+t—n)2 + 1+t—n)'

In|>2
Then
Fo(1+1) — Fy(1) — tF.(1) Fo.(1+1) 1 Q) EL)
v ’ nezz\{o} (n—1t)* = (1+16)2 " 2412 (2+1) + B(a, t)
for [t < 1/2.

We verify this numerically in Section @l This takes care of the n(z) = 1 case. It remains to show
B34) for n(x) > 2 to complete the proof of 1 (x) < F,(x), and hence Theorem

3.3.4. Proving 334)) for n(x) > 2: We go back to the inequality we want to show, ([.34):

in? (7 in? (7 w(n "(n
Fale) = U0 (5, (a4 0 () > D5 < Folw) | Ful >>. (3.51)

242 , 2 _
w2t ws neZ\ ()} (x —n) xr—n

We start by showing
(Fo (n(x)) + tF, (n(x))) = 0,

7T2t2 wts
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where = t + n(z). This is clearly true if F, (n(z)) + ¢F (n(x)) < 0, so we consider F, (n(x)) +
tF! (n(z)) > 0, in which case we write the inequality as

S ) (F () + 4 (o) 2 0.

7T2t2 wts

Fo 3(2) +1) = Fu (1(a)) = ¢F4 (n(2) + (1 -
so it is sufficient to show

Fo (n(z) +1) = Fo (n(x)) — tF, (n(x)) = 0,

wts

when F, (n(x)) + tF., (n(x)) > 0. By the mean value theorem, we know

Fo (0(2) +1) = Fa (0(u) = 1% (0(e) > 5 iy FE (n(a) + ).

Now if n(z) > 2 and [t| < %, then n(z) + ¢ > 2 —1/2 = 3/2 and so F, (n(z) +t) < F,(3/2) < 1/2.
From the formula for F in (B3], this means F (n(x) +t) > 0, and so

Fo (n(x) +1) = Fo (n(x)) — tF, (n(x)) = 0,
as desired. This shows what we wanted, that

Fa(e) ~ 2D (1, (@) + £ (o) =

where x = n(x) + t. So to show [B354), it is sufficient to show
F, F!
3 N0} R (3.55)
(x —_ n) r—n wts
neZ\{n(=)}
We pull out the n = —n(z) term in [B5H), so it is equivalent to show

Fan) | Fm)\ _ Fa(n(@)  FL(n)
N;%)((x—n)”w—n)és <($+W(I))2 w+n<w>>'

We symmetrise the left-hand side, writing

2 ((fi(z)>2+?—(nn)>:% > (me (G ) R0 (75 7))

neL neEZ

In|#n(z) In|#n(z)
2 2 F/
- Z (Fa(n)< 962 +n2 2) n2 a(”i)
neZ (‘T -n ) t n
In|#n(z)
Let k = n(x), so we want to show
2 2 F! F. (k F! (k
> | Faln) - +n2 +”2a(”§ < - ()2— o (F)) (3.56)
nez (@2 =n?)7 ) 2= fwis \ (w4 k)7 w4k
Ik
We use ([2.9), which says Y.~ __ (Fa(n) + nF/(n)) = 0, which implies
Z F,(n) N nky(n)\ _  2F, (k) +2kF; (k)
= 72 72 B 12 ’

In|£k
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We then subtract this from both sides of ([B.58) to get the equivalent inequality

> <Fa(n) <7(;2 j;)Q - %) +nFL(n) (T t - %))

nez
Inl#k

< Fu) (3 - riw) S ACIE =]

Multiplying both sides by 22, we see that it is equivalent to prove the following lemma to show (B.55):

Lemma 3.13. Let k > 2 be an integer, with k = n(zx), so |k — x| < 1/2. Then

3z2n? — n* n3F! (n) - 72 / 2
7;2 <Fa(n) ((%2—”/2)2) + I2—n2> SFa(k) (2 7(.%—}-]{3)2) +Fa(l€) (2k+x+k) .
In|#k

This is equivalent to (3.55)

For o = 6,8, 10, 12, we prove this holds when x > 8, and instead verify (355 directly for 1.5 < z < 8
numerically. For a > 14, we prove it in full. We start with when o < 12. Our analysis is aided by the
following estimate:

Lemma 3.14. Let m > 1, j > 1 be reals, and x > 2. Then

1 47 m  m—1+3z/2 4 (m—1+z/2)
2 i e S oD (?ﬂ‘* 5 (32/2)" >+<3x>ﬂ'<x/z>m<m—1)'

n=1

n#n(z)

Proof. We split the sum based on how close n is to n(z):

oo

1 1 1 1
= j@? =2 e = n? Sy T e ) S, e — 2
n#n(a nen()

Note n < /2 implies 22 — n? > 322 /4, and n > 3z/2 implies n? — x? > 52%/4, so

= 1 4 K1 1 47 1
- < — + - —.
n#n(z) n#n(z) -
We use Lemma [3.I] which says for 8 > 1, k >0
1 1 (B+Ek—-1
> wiwlTam )
neN,n>k n ﬂ N
on the sums in the right-hand side above to get
- 1 49 49 (m — 1+ 3z/2 1
T o Am  Ymo1tie/y) — L e
nm|x2 —n2P — 3 (m—1)z% 5722 (3z/2)™ (m — 1) m |22 — 2

1 2<n<3z/2
nn(a) !
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For the last sum, note n # n(x) means |n — z| > 1/2 S0

1 1 ( —1+1/2)
| < G 2 S B -

n™m |z —n| |z + n|3

z/2<n<3xz/2
n#n(w)
using Lemma Bl Plugging this into the bound in B.57) implies
Z 1 < 47 m+m—1—|—3x/2 N 4 (m—1+z/2)
g2 — n2l) = (m—1)2z% \ 3/ 53(3x/2)™ (3x)i(x/2)™(m — 1)’
n#n()
as desired. ]

With this established, we are ready to start proving Lemma [3.13]

Proof of Lemma 313 for 6 < a <12, 2 > 8. Since n(x) =k > 2, 22/(x+k) <k, and 2?/(x+k)? <
$0
22 2

Fu(k) (2 - m) +E (k) (2k+ Ii k) > 3kE (k)

so it is sufficient to show

333 n — n4 n3F/ (n)
La = Fa a < kjF/ k . .
(‘T) ,;Z ( (n) ( (xQ _ n2)2 ) + 22 —n2 | s 3 a( ) (3 58)
In|#
We write
3(2? —n?) + 2n? n?F/(n)
La(z) = g2 i
@ 7% <n (=) ( (22 — n2)? + 22 2
In|#k
|y Bl +nlE ) g~ 20tFa(n)
= Jrn ]
|n|#k re=n o (@? = n?)
_ Z 3n2Fa(n)+n3F(;(n) i Z 3n4Fa(n)+n5F(;(n) n Z M
- 22 22 (22 — n2) )
In|#k Ik =,

From B4), [nF),(n)| < aFs(n), which implies 3n*F,(n) + [nF/,(n)| < (3 + a)n*F4(n), so

n?F,(n) +n3F.(n a nAF (n nAF (n
La(x)gz?’ Fa(n) + Fa()+ZM+ZL‘“()

2 2,2 _ 2 2°
Inl2k v e Tl I @2 )
Recall from ([Z2) that F,(z) = (1 + s22%) ", so F,(n) < s@n~ which implies
3n2F,( +nF() 2(a 4 3) = 1 = 4
)< 2 . (3.59
= Z + sag2 Zl no—4 |22 — 2 + Zl sane—1 (22 —n2)? (3.59)
WZk nik nik
We use Lemma [3.14] to bound the last two sums. Recall this lemma says for m > 1,5 > 1
Z 1 < 47 m+m—1—|—3x/2 n 49 (m—1+2/2)
et~ = om0 \3 T G ) T G - 1)

n=1

n#n(z)
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To that end, let

o) — 4 a—4 a—5+3z/2 Ao —5+2/2)
Aa( ) (Oé — 5)$2 ( 3 + 5(3I/2)a—4 ) 3I($/2)a74(a — 5)7 (360)
o) = 16 a—4  a—5+3x/2\ | 16(a—5+x/2)
Ca( ) (Oé —_ 5)$2 ( 9 + 25(3$/2)a74 ) 9(I/2)0‘74(a _ 5)7 (361)
so that we have
Z m < Aq (), Z - (;612 ~ n2)2 < Ct);j(zx).
nk nZk

Plugging this into (3:59) then implies

2(a+ 3)An(x) n 4C4 () -

Sa Sa

22 Lo(x) <2 Z (3n*Fa(n) + n°F/(n)) +
nk
Recall from (B5])) that we want to show L, (z) < 3kF/,(k), so using the above inequality, it is sufficient
to show

n 2(a+ 3)Ay(x) n 4C, ()

S g S g wts

2 Z (3n*Fu(n) +n’F),(n))
ntk
to show B.58)). From B4), —kF. (k) < aFy(k) < aFy(x —1/2) (k = n(x) > = —1/2). We can also
check that 3n2F,(n) +n®F/(n) <0 for n > 1: From (3.4),

3n2F, (n) + n®F.(n) = n2Fa(n) (3 — a (1 — Fa(n))) < n2Fy(n) (3 - %) <o,

since if n > 1, F,(n) < 1/2 (from Proposition B3). So it is sufficient to show

n(z)—1
2 Y (3n°Fa(n) +n’F)(n)) + 2o +§’3Y“4“(x) + 46;59”) +3az?F, (v —1/2) <0 (3.62)
n=1 @ @ wes

to show ([BES). Note from [B60),B.6I) that A, (z) and Co(z) are decreasing in . We can also check
that 22 F, (x — 1/2) is decreasing for x > 8: From (B.4)),

Oy (2°Fo(z — 1/2)) = 22F, (z — 1/2) + 2°F, (z — 1/2) = 2F, (z — 1/2) (2 _ax(l —xF_aig/c; 1/2))>

<aFy(r—1/2)(2—a(l—Fy(7.5))) <0.

This implies the left-hand side of (362)) is decreasing in z, so it is sufficient to show

;203 A®) | ACal®) o0k (75) < 0 (3.63)

s& s& wts

2 Z (3n*F,(n) + n*F),(n))

for « = 6,8,10,12 to prove ([B.62), and complete the proof of Lemma 13 for x > 8. We verify this in
Section M numerically. O

So it remains to show Lemma for 1.5 < x < 8, when a < 12 and in that case we work with the
original inequality in ([B.55]) directly. We formulate this (and (8:63)) in the following lemma:
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Lemma 3.15. Let o € {6,8,10,12}, and let

B 4 a—4 a—5+3x/2 4(a—5+1x/2)
Aa(z) = (a—5):102( 3 " 5(3x/2)a—4> 3z(z/2)24(a — )

c B 16 a—4 a—5+3x/2 16(av — 5+ z/2)
(%) = G E ( o 25(3x/2)a—4> 9(z/2)" 4 (a —5)
Then
7
23 (3n°Fa(n) + n®Fl(n)) + 2(a +§2A“(8) + 46;(8) + 192aF, (7.5) < 0,
n=1 [e%
and for 1.5 < x <8,

S )=

nez\{n(x)} \\* 7

We verify this numerically in Section @ We now prove Lemma 313 in full for o > 14:

Proof of Lemmal3 13 for a > 14. We want to show
3z2n? —nt n*F! (n) x? x?
a < L / .
2 (Fa(") ( <x2_n2>2> ) S0 (2 ) + R (2 ) o
ik

where k = n(z), so |k — x| < 1/2, k > 2 an integer. We start with the right-hand side. With z = k + ¢,
lt] <1/2,

2 2
T <(/€+1/2) <25

(z+k)? ~\2k+1/2) ~ 81
since k > 2, and
x2 (k+1/2)?
2k <2k +—-—""+ <3k
TR ST e 500
S0
x? , x? 25 3F, (k)
-7 > _ = / > T aelvy / .
Fu(k) (2 (:v+k)2) + F.(k) (2/€+ :v—i—k) > F, (k) (2 81) +3kF, (k) > 5 + 3kF. (k)

From @34), kF (k) > —aF,(k), so this implies

2

2 3
Fu(k) (2= ——— ) + FL(k) ( 2k + — 2 _3a) Fa(k).
()( (x+k)2)+a()( " +k) ( O‘) g
From Proposition B4 s& > 2« — 5, and so F, (k) = (1 + so‘ko‘) < (k%2 — 5)) , so this implies

22
£ (2= ) + 100
so going back to ([B.64), it is sufficient to show
3z%n? — nt n3F! (n) 3 — 6
F, = < . 3.65
7;2 < (n) < ((E2 — n2)2 ) + .IQ — TL2 wts (40[ - 10) ke ( )
Il

[\]
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We now pull out the dominant terms on the left-hand side, writing

x2n2 —nt n3F' (n x? — /
2 (Fa(n) (?ng —n2)? ) * :z:QFj(n?)> =2Fal) ((; - 1;2> - i:lja—(ll)

41

nez
In|
3 2,2 _ 4 3F/
£ 3 (R (T )+
nel (% —n?) v
[n|>2
In|£k

so we write the inequality in (B.6H) as

)

neL
In|>2
In|Zk
Since |z — k| < 1/2, k > 2 an integer, 2> — 1 > 1.52 =1 > 1 so
3 n 2 < )
@D o @t

Combining this with the bounds on F, (1) and F,(1) in Proposition [3.4] we get

—2F' (1)

1-—

3a2n? —nt\  nPF.(n) 3—6a 2F" (1) 3 2
Z <F"(n) ( (22 —n2)2> + x2 —n2> wgcs (4o — 10) k22 —1 —2Fa(1) <x2 -1 * (2 — 1)2> '

11
2a—4

& —2F,(1
2 -1 ()<I2—1+(x2—1)2 2 —1 - 22-1

so it is sufficient to show

11
3 2 )21 2a4 10F()>1_2a74>

- (k+

2a—4

Z F (TI,) 3:52”2 _ TL4 N TLSF(; (TL) _ 3 _ 6a .
=~ « (xQ _n2)2 xr2 —n2 wts (40(—10)]{‘)‘ (k—|— %)2 _ 1
In|>2

InlZk
We bound the left-hand side. From (B4)),
aFy(2) (1= Fua(2))

2 )
2) 1

(3.66)

U

F’ = —
(@) w ,
SO
Fa(n) 3z%n? —n24 +n3F’( 322 —n? a1l - F,(n))
((E2—TL2) I2_n2 (ZC2—7’L2 .IQ—TLQ
3 — 2n?
D IR
T (o2 = n2)
so we want to show
—a(l-F, 11
Z TLQFQ(TL) 3 04(2 . (n)) < 3 — b - + 2o¢2—4
= % —n wts (4da—10) k (k+3)" -
[n|>2,|n|#k
Note that

2ntF,(n)

2ntF, (n) _ 2n4Fa(n) _ i
2 P e o ) Dl ey s

2
nez (552 - n2) nez

n=2
[n|>2,n|#k In|>2,|n|#k n#k

n=2

= 16n*F,(n)

<y

)

(o n)?
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since n # k = n(x) means |z —n| > 1/2. For n > 2, (x+n)2 > (x+2)? > k?, so
> mEL gy e
neZ (xQ n=2
Il nl £k

From Proposition B4, F,(n) = (1 + so‘no‘)_l < (20— 5)""'n=?, so this means

> 2nF() Z 16 1 (a-3\ 256 a—3
— (a2 —n2)’ 2a—5k2 na4— 2a—5)k2 2071 \a—-5) (2a-5k2 \a—-5

c
In|>2,nl 4k

from Lemma 3.1l and taking o > 12, this implies

21 F, (n) 330
Z (22 — n2)? = (200 — 5)k22¢”

neE”Z
[n|>2,|n|#k

Applying this to (360, it is sufficient to show
11

)

3—04(1—Fa(n))) 330 3 — 6« 1= 524

2 [e3

E n Fa(n)< + < + . (3.67)
w2 2°(2a — 5k wis (da— 100k (54 1)7 1
In|>2,|n|£k

Observe that 3 —a (1 — Fy(n)) <3 —a/2 <0 for @ > 12, n > 2, and so

S th) <3‘ 0= fﬂ””) < Y wE.m) (3_ “;;:i“"”)

nez ne”z
|n|>2,|n| £k In|>k-+1

< ¥ e (S,

nez
n|>k+1

SO

2y (B0 Fa)Y _y 3 e (00 Faln)
1% Fa()( 2 )§2n_zk+l Fa()<(n_x)(n+x)>.
In|>2,[n|£k

n > k+1impliesn —x > 1/2, so

Z n?F,(n) (3—a(21—Fa(n))> < Ao Z L“(n)gzla Z nFy(n) <4 Z 171,

2 —n?
n
Il 22, In|£k

since we know for a > 12, F,(n) < a~'n~% from Proposition B4 So then

3—a(l—Fu(n)) | > dn 4
2, - <4 <4 / =
Z n“Fa(n) 22— 2 = Z no—1 =" po-1 " (a—2) k-2’
n=k+1
In|=2,|n|#k
and plugging this into (B.67]), it is sufficient to show
11
4 330 3 6a 1- 11

+ <
_ a—2 a _ _ a 2
(a —2)k 2920 — 5)k? wits (4o —10) k (k+1)" -1
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or equivalently,

4 330 6o — 3 1-

< .
(o~ 2k " 25(@a —5)R " (B~ 100k wis (k4 1)°— 1

For a > 12, (6 — 3)/ (4 — 10) < 69/38 < 2, so
4 n 330 n 6a — 3 2 n 330 n 2 < 12 n 330
(@—2)ke—2 " 2020 —5)k2 | (da—10)k> = 5ko—2 ' 20(2a — H)k2 | ko — Bko—2 ' 20(2q — B)k2’

so it is sufficient to show for £ > 2 an integer,

11
12 330 1- 20—4

+ < .
a—2 [} _ 2 — 2
5k 2 (20( 5)]€ wts (k + %) —1
We will show this holds for @ > 14. If a > 14, and k > 2, then

12 330 (12, 330 \ 1
5ka=2 ' 20(2a—H)k2 — \5-210 ' 23.2M4 | }2°

so it is sufficient to show
12 330 1\ 1 -5 >
520 T 93911 ) 12 5, Ee? 1 (ka1
(D -1 -

This is equivalent to showing
RCTE - N D
5210 © 23.214 s 24 (k+%)2—1
The right-hand side is increasing in k for k > 2, and we can verify numerically that
12 330 13 4
5210 T 23.911 =31 (5221
This completes the proof. (I

4. IMPLEMENTATIONS

In this section, we verify the outlined propositions and lemmas aided by numerical methods, using
interval arithmetic in Julia [I], with code provided at [5]. We first develop bounds for s,, in the process
proving Proposition B3] for o < 12, which asserts s, > 1. For t > 0, define the energy E, (t) by

t
Eo(t) = % T

and let s, minimise F,(t). Then s, > 1. The following table summarises our results:

a | Lower bound for s& | Upper bound for s& | Upper bound for £y, (saZ)

6 7.83668 7.83669 1.73458
11.813148 11.813151 1.57506

10 15.830697 15.830699 1.47491

12 19.854857 19.854859 1.40585

We implement E,, (t) numerically by bounding the tail, and to do that, we start by showing s, does
not get arbitrarily small (so we can bound the tail independently of t). Note

E,(t)=t+2 —— >t4+2 d
W=t ,;Hf‘“n“‘ i /t Tae
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The right-hand side above is decreasing in = for x < 1, so if ¢t < s for some parameter s small, this
implies

> 1 > s
B () > s+2 dr>s+25y —2 4.1
(t) > s+ /S T2 x> s+ 7;214—50%0‘ (4.1)

When s is small, this is larger than the calculated upper bound for the energy in the table above. To
bound the tail of E, (), note

t I = 2 2
Z 1+ tane < to—1 Z n_ozS to‘_l(p—i—l)o‘ <Z_|__11)>’
[n|Zp+1 n=p+1

from Lemma Bl Combining this bound with (1), we can use this to show s, > 0.01, and bootstrap
this to prove the bounds.

For o > 14, we use the bounds in (3:6) and (3.7), which says s@ = a — 2+ /(o — 2)> = 3 + &(a),
where
2.1 (a+1)°
Bl = e m =

Using this we are able to verify the needed inequalities. We start with those for 171;

4.1. Implementations for 122 The first inequality we need to verify is given in Lemma
Lemma 3.5. For a € {4,6,8,10}, define a constant T (a) by

T(a) = (1 -3 2Fa<n>> A
n=1

n=2

Then T(a) >0

This we can plug almost directly into interval arithmetic, we just need to bound the tails of the series,
which is not too hard. Pick some cutoff positive integer p. From B4), for n > p, |F.(n)| < aFy(n)/p,
and F,(n) <n~% and so

3 (reesimon) < (457) & res 3 525 (1 5) (35 g

n=p+1 n=p+1 n=p+1

from Lemma [3.J] The next inequality to verify is given in Lemma for 6 < a < 10, restated below:
Lemma 3.8. Let R(x) be given by

sinr —z 1

for x #0, and R(0) = 0. For a € {6,8,10}, define a constant £(«) by
L) := n;m n3F’ (n) <_§ + 4R (7n) ) n;m 2n°F,(n

Then £(a) >0
Like we did with Lemma [3.5] we simply need to the bound the tail. We write the series for £(a) as

Z 2n3F! (n <— — 4R(7n ) Z4n2F (4.2)
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We showed in Lemma [3:0] that R(x) is increasing in |z|, and R(0) = 0, so

- Z 2n°F! (n) ( = — 4R(mn) | — Z 4n*F,(n)| < Z ——n®F!(n) +4n*F,(n) ) .
3 3
n=p+1 n=p+1 n=p+1
From (84), —nF(n) < aF,(n), so this implies
3 <—2n3F(;(n) (g —4R(7m)> —4n2Fa(n)) < Y R (1+ %) <(1+ %) >

n=p+1 n=p+1 n=p+1
Using Lemma [B], this implies

- 2 4(1 -2

Z <—2n3F(;(n) (— - 4’R(7Tn)> - 4n2Fa(n)) < (1+ a/32) (a +p) .

W 3 (p+1)>~ a—3

We now move onto finishing the proof for [23]), showing 1, < Fi,.
4.2. Implementations for 1,. We start with o = 4, then move on to a > 6:

4.2.1. Finishing the proof of ¥4(x) < Fy(x). We now verify ¢4(x) < Fy(z) for z < 9, by numerically
verifying Lemma [3.10

Lemma 3.10. Let Fy(x) = (4964 + 1)_1. Then for 0 < x <9,
ZE: (fﬁ(x)-fﬂ(x)-fﬂ(”)ﬁﬂ—-”)> >0

(z —n)?

nez
We start by bounding the tail of this series. Let
H(on) — F28) = Faln) = Fym) (e —m)
(z —n)?

H(z,n) > 0. Note since Fy is even

so we want to show >,

H(x,n)+ H(x,—n 1 1 1 1_, 1 1
( )+2 ( )_§(F4($)_F4(n))<(x—n)2+(x+n)2>_§ 4(n)<x—n_x+n>

2% 4+ n? nF!(n
—<F4<x>—F4(n>>< + )_ Fi(n)

(z —n)* (z +n)? (x —n)(x+n)
We choose a cutoff p > n(x) 4+ 1, and consider n > p + 1, in which case we have

H(z,n) + H(z, —n) | _ |Fa@) = Fa()| _ nFi(n) _ |Fa(e) = Fa(n)| — nFi(n)
2 = 2 g2 = (n— x)2 :

|z —n|? In
From &4), —nF’'(n) < 4F4(n), so this implies

‘H(x,n) + H(x,—n) < |Fy(x) — Fa(n)| + 4F4(n).

2 - (n—x)?
Fy is decreasing, so this implies for n > p > n(z) + 2,

[n|>p n=p+1
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Of course there is the problem of the n(z) term being unstable when n is close to an integer. When
that happens, we use the mean-value theorem which implies

Fay(x) — Fa(n(x)) — Fi(n(2)) (& —n(z)) _ 1 FI(s)
) 3

(@ — () Ry

[\

selzn(z)]

and from (B.3]),

— F4(S)

FI'(s) = 4Fy(s) <1 - > (4(1—2Fy(s) +1).

When z is close to an integer, we replace Hy (z,n(x)) with the minimum of the right-hand side above
over s € [z,n(x)]. This takes care of the @ = 4 case. We now move on to o > 6.

4.2.2. Finishing the proof of o (x) < Fu(x) for o« > 6. Recall we had three cases here, n(z) = 0,
n(z) =1 and n(z) > 1:

4.2.3. Numerics for n(xz) = 0. This case is less difficult than the others. We just need to verify Lemma
[B.I7] restated below

Lemma 3.11. Let « € {6,8,10}. Then

1) -1 Y BURIZ R s el
In|21 n|>1

We start by symmetriding the sum, so we want to show

), 1/2—1+Z HUEEY AU S O

2 _p2 =
= (1722 =n
and evaluating the sum with F,(1/2), we want to show
T2 Fy( 1/2 = —nF’ (n)
2(Fo(1/2) -1 = > 0.
(Fa1/2) - 1) + 3 (e ) 20

We use ([B.4) which implies —nF/,(n) = aF,(n) (1 — F,(n)), so we want to show
2 o0 _F.(n
2 (Fa(1)2) — 1) 4 TLell/2) 1/2 Z ( %{”A))) >0,

Bounding the tail isn’t hard. Pick p a cutoff, and using the fact that s, > 1 from Proposition 3.3}

> 1 a(l-F,(n 4la+1) dla+1) = 1
n;F“(”><F+ <n2_1/<4>>)S (3 )H_ZWF“(”)S (3 )n_zwn_“’

and from Lemma [3.J] this implies

S Faln) (% + a(iz__?/(: ))) : ;(f:& <Ztll)) |
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4.2.4. Numerics for n(z) = 1. To complete this part, we just have to prove Proposition B.12]

Proposition 3.12. Let 6 < a <998, o an even integer, and let

B Fa(n) Fa()
Blayt) = > <(1+t—n)2 + 1+t—n)'

In|>2
Then
Fo(1+41t)— F,(1) — tF/ (1) Fo(1+1) 1 F,(1)  F.(1)
v ! nEZZ\{O} (n— t)Q = (1+t)2  (2+1)2 - 2+ + B(a,t)
for Jt] < 1/2.

We start by bounding the tail of B(a,t). Choosing p > 3 means n — (1 + |t|) > 1 for n > p. (B4)
implies |F/,(n)] < aF,(n), so

> F,(n) F!(n) = , = = a+l
= F, F < 1 F.(n) < .
I R s D DR GO RALAGIECR VD DX O Sl
n=p+1 n=p+1 n=p+1 n=p+1
Using Lemma [3.T], this implies
- F, F! 1
2 |@ t(n) 2 at(n) = a+1 ch (aﬂl?) ' “d
I [ i e ] R PR P
Similarly, for [¢| < 1/2
e 1 2 4
<2 2/ dn = <
2 (n Z Itl p  (n—t])? p—ltf 7 2p—1

In|>p+1 n= p+1

We do this numerically for a < 1000. When ¢ is small, we use the mean value theorem, so

Fo(1+1t) —F,(1)—tF,(1) _ 1 "
>
2 _2|\1<2F all+3),

so from (B8], this implies
Fo(1+1t) — Fo(1) = tF.(1) < aFy(1+1t) (1 — Fa(l—
t2 - 2(1 + [t])?

so from small ¢, we instead show

) (a(1—2F, (1—|t) + 1),

aF(1+[t]) (1 = Fo (1 = [t]) B 3 Fo(141)
2T (a(1—2F, (1 |t|))+1)+nezz\:{0} DY >
1 F.(1)  FL(1)

+ B(a).

A+62 " 2+1)2 2+t

4.2.5. Numerics for n(x) > 2. Here we consider o > 12, in which case we want to show Lemma .15l
restated below:

Lemma 3.15. Let a € {6,8,10,12}, and let

B 4 a—4 a—5+3x/2 4(a—5+1x/2)
Aalz) = (o —5)x? ( 3 " 5(3z/2)«—4 > 3z(z/2)>4(a — )
2 = 16 a—4 a—5+3x/2 16(ac — 5+ z/2)
Cal®) = 5922 ( o 25(3x/2)°‘4> 9(@/2)7 a—5)
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Then
2 27: (3n*F,(n) + n*F),(n)) + 2(a +§2A“(8) + 46;(8) + 192aF, (7.5) < 0,
n=1
and for 1.5 < x <8,

Z F,(n) F!(n) <o.

7t T—n
neZ\ (@} \ (@&~ 1)

Once again, we bound the tail of this series. Choose a cutoff integer p > n(x) 4+ 2. Let

Fa(n) |, Fi(n)

Kq(xz,n) = )
@m) =
and note
Ka('rvn)+Ka('r7 _n) :Fa(n) $2+n22 ’IIF(;(TL),
2 (22 — n?) n? — x2
SO

Ka(xa n) + Ka(xa _n)
2

F,(n —nF!(n 1 o
<o <) (G )

from B4). If n # n(z), In — x| > 1/2, so this implies

IN

> el > 2m (1+2) < (B a) > 2 ;ﬁ—ﬁi(jff),

[n|>p+1 n=p+1 n=p+1

using Lemma [BIl The code for these implementations can be found at [5].

REFERENCES

Jeff Bezanson, Alan Edelman, Stefan Karpinski, and Viral B Shah. Julia: A fresh approach to numerical computing.
SIAM review, 59(1):65-98, 2017.

Sergiy V Borodachov, Douglas P Hardin, and Edward B Saff. Discrete energy on rectifiable sets. Springer, 2019.
Henry Cohn and Abhinav Kumar. Universally optimal distribution of points on spheres. Journal of the American
Mathematical Society, 20(1):99-148, 2007.

Henry Cohn, Abhinav Kumar, Stephen Miller, Danylo Radchenko, and Maryna Viazovska. Universal optimality of
the Es and leech lattices and interpolation formulas. Annals of Mathematics, 196(3):983-1082, 2022.

Roni Edwin. Ground_states Github repositiory. https://github.com/Roni-Edwin/ground_states) 2024.

Andreas Henn. The hexagonal lattice and the epstein zeta function. In Dynamical Systems, Number Theory and
Applications: A Festschrift in Honor of Armin Leutbecher’s 80th Birthday, pages 127-140. World Scientific, 2016.
EA Jagla. Minimum energy configurations of repelling particles in two dimensions. The Journal of chemical physics,
110(1):451-456, 1999.

Hugh L Montgomery. Minimal theta functions. Glasgow Mathematical Journal, 30(1):75-85, 1988.

BRA Nijboer and Th W Ruijgrok. On the minimum-energy configuration of a one-dimensional system of particles
interacting with the potential ¢(z) = (1 + x*)~1. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, 133(1-
2):319-329, 1985.

Danylo Radchenko and Maryna Viazovska. Fourier interpolation on the real line. Publications mathématiques de
UIHES, 129:51-81, 2019.

Charles Radin. Low temperature and the origin of crystalline symmetry. International Journal of Modern Physics
B: Condensed Matter Physics; Statistical Physics; Applied Physics, 1, 1987.

EM Stein. Introduction to Fourier analysis on euclidean spaces. Princeton Mathematical Series, 32, 1971.

Jeffrey D. Vaaler. Some extremal functions in Fourier analysis. Bulletin (New Series) of the American Mathematical
Society, 12(2):183 — 216, 1985.

WJ Ventevogel and BRA Nijboer. On the configuration of systems of interacting particle with minimum potential
energy per particle. Physica A: Statistical Mechanics and its Applications, 98(1-2):274-288, 1979.


https://github.com/Roni-Edwin/ground_states

DISTRIBUTION OF POINTS ON THE REAL LINE 49

APPENDIX A. PROOFS OF PROPOSITIONS [3.2], [3.3] AND [34]

We start by showing Proposition .2, which says s4 = v/2:

Proof of Proposition[34. We let ¢(z) = (z* + 1)71, so we want to minimise over ¢ > 0, Y, t¢ (tn).
From equation 9 in [9], we have

fﬁ o (tny = TVZ SO (VD) +sin (nv2/t) 1
n=1

4t cosh (mv/2/t) — cos (mV2/t) Pk

SO
o'}

Eo(tZ) = Y top(tn)=t+2tY ¢ (tn) =

n=—oo n=1

Let x = m/2/t. Differentiating

L sinh (F\/E/t) + sin (F\/E/t)
V2 cosh (wﬁ/t) — cos (ﬂ'\/i/t) '

(A.1)

sinh (z) + sin (x)
cosh (z) — cos (x)

with respect to x and setting it equal to 0 implies
(cosh  + cos ) (cosh (z) — cosz) — (sinh () + sinz)? = 0,
which is equivalent to
cosh? z — cos? z = sinh? z + 2sinh z sin z + sin® z

and grouping terms, we get cosh? 2 — sinh? z = cos? z + sin? z + 2sinh 2 sin z, so sinh z sinz = 0. This
implies = 7m for m € N, so t = v/2/m. Plugging this into (A} means

™ sinh (wm) e —e

s (V) ) =55 :
s ((V2/m V2 cosh(mm) — (=1)™ e™ e —2(—1)™
eQﬂ'm -1 e27rm -1 eTm + (_1)771

= Trm 41— 2emm (_1)m - (eﬂ—m _ (_1)771)2 T oemm _ (_1)m,

—TTm

SO
2(=)"
£ (( 2 )Z)=1 7
o ((V2/m Ny
and we can see this is minimised when m =1, so t = v/2. This shows Sq = V2 as desired. O

We now prove Proposition 3.3] restated below

Proposition 3.3. Let fo(z) = (1 +2%) " for a > 6 an even integer, and let s, minimise t — Er, (t2).
Then sqo > 1.

When 6 < a < 12, we verify this numerically, and give a proof for o > 12:
Proof of Proposition [3:3 for a > 12. Recall £y, (tZ) is given by

o0

Er, (tZ) = Y tfaltn).

n=—oo

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that s, < 1. We get a lower bound for £ (soZ) in this case. If
3/4 < so <1, then f, (sq) > 1/2 since fq(x) is decreasing in |z, so

00 1

5. (5aZ) = Y saf(nsa) = Y saf (nsa) = sa +28af (sa) = g-ﬁ- 2.

n=-—oo n=-—1

N W

e~ w
N~
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If 3/4 > s, > 1/2, then

1

1 1 3 1 1

& al) > « «) = Sa T+ 254 ) 2 o 2-—-fal=)=2 — 0 a

e (a) 2 3 saf (1) = 0+ 20f (o) 2 5 +275 f (3) -3+ am
so putting these two results together, if 1/2 < s, < 1, then
1 1

Er (802) > =+ ————p. A2

In general, if 1/k < so < 1/(k—1) for k > 3 an integer, then since f,(x) is decreasing in ||,

k-1 1 gkl n
> > — 4+ =
Er., (saZ) _sa+2san¥1fa(nsa) 2 - + kn:1fa (k:—l)

1 2 n 2 n 1 2p D k—p—1
> -4+ = — > -4 £
—k+sz“<k—1)+k f“(k—1>—k+kf“(k—1>+ K

n=1 n=p+1
S0
P2 p
 (8aZ) > —— + —fo | —— A
. (s02) 2 S 4 2, (L) (A3
forany 1 <p<k—1. If k=4, we choose p =2 so we get
1 1
Er (802) > =+ ————s. A4
If £ > 5, we choose p = [k/2],|k/2] in (A3) and average the two resulting inequalities to get
k/21\ 1 1 1 1
Er, (80Z)> =+ fo | — | == a2 5t a7
fo (3aZ) 2 5+ 1 (k:—l 2 T T (qR2l /=) — 2 T 1x @4
Combining this with (A2)) and (A4), we get that in general, if s, < 1, then
1 1
Er. (802) > =+ ———5. A5
On the other hand, for any s > 0,
- s — 1 2 2 (a+1
. () = <542 +2s17 Y — <s(1+—
£1. (s2) n;m1+no‘so‘_s+ o nz_;na_s<+sa+2asa(a—l)>’
from Lemma 3Tl Choosing s so that s* = 2a, we get
- 1 11 (a+1 1 (a+1 1
& (sZ) = L(sn) < (20)7 (14 = + — — (2a)= 1T+—— ),
o= 3 st <ot (150 2 (55 =0t (557) (1 5 =)

and combining this with (AR), we get

e < (529) (1 )

since &, (saZ) < &y, (sZ) for any s. We can check that the above inequality fails if & > 12, so then
we see that if o« > 12, then s, > 1, as desired. (I

Finally, we prove Proposition B.4] restated below
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Proposition 3.4. For a > 12, we can write

sC=a—2+1/(a—2)7%=-3+6),

where .
21(a+1)
® < — 7
B0 < i
This bound tmplies 2o — 5 < s& < 2a0 — 3,
1 1
<F, (1)< ,
200 — 2 (1)< 200 — 4

and

1 1 a
—(1- <—-F' (1)< )
2< 2a—4)_ 0‘()_204—4

51

(3.9)

Proof. Using Proposition B3] for o > 12, we are going to choose ¢ > 1 to minimise E,(t) := &y, (tZ).

Let
Fa(t) =t 4 2tfu(t),

Eo(t) =2 tfa(nt),
n=2

so that Ey(t) = Fa(t) + €4(t). Since s, minimises E, (t), E, (so) =0, or
Sa) -

g; (Sa) = _6:1 (
We start by bounding €, (¢) for ¢ > 1.

o0

€, (1) =2 (falnt) +tnfl, (nt)).

Since we are considering ¢ > 1, we have | f, (nt)| < 1/n® and
d 1 ate1
0 =4 () =
dt \1+t (1 +te)

a(tn)”
(1+ (tn)™)?

SO

[tnf (nt)] = |—

since t > 1, and so
a+1

noz

[fa(nt) + tnfl, (nt)| <

)

and so

> 20+ 2 (a+ 1)
! < <
[SAGIEDY o S a1y

from Lemma 3] We now differentiate §,(¢). From (A6,

n=2

d t 1+t — at® 1-—
) =1+2— =142 | —|=14+2| —————

Setting this equal to —€/ (¢) and solving, we get

l—(a=De*)
2(7(1“&)2 )— 1€, (0),

(A.6)

(A7)

(A.8)

(A.9)
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SO
2-2(a—1)t" = — (14 €, () (14t%)?,
2—2(a—1)t*+ (14, (t) 2> +2(1+ €, (t) t* + (1 + €, (t)) = 0,
so we get the equation
(14 &L (1) 12 + (4 +2€L(t) — 2a) t* + 3+ €, (t) = 0.

t = s, satisfies this equation, so solving for s%, we get

L a—2— € (sa) £y /la—2— € (52)® = (1+ € (52)) (3+ €, (sa))
Sa = 1+ € (sa) '

Let

a—2—x:|:\/(a—2—:17)2—(1+17)(3+:c)
1+x

respectively so s is one of HY (€, (s4)), HS (€, (54)). From (A9), we can check that if o > 12, the

equation implies |&/ (sq)| < 0.01. In that case, we note if |z| < 0.01, then

.01
H-(z) = 3+ < 3.0 <1

o =

a—2—x+\/(a—2—x)2—(1+x)(3+x) a—2.01+\/(a—2.01)2—1.01-3.01

if & > 12. Proposition B3] says s, > 1, so this tells us for a > 12, s¢ = HI (€ (s4))). We drop the
+, and let H, = H}. We now bound the derivative of H, for |z| < 0.01. Note

(a—2-2)7-(1+2)B+z)=(0-27-2(a-2)z+a°>—2®> -4z -3 = (o — 2)* — 20z — 3,

H*E (z) = : (A.10)

SO
a\l) = _
1+I 1+I
Then
__—o(4x) o2 -
H’(x)—\/m (@ —2)" —20x 3_ Y
) (1+x)2 (1—1-:10)2'
If || < 0.01, then
! 1
el g (271 alro) +\/(a—2)2_2a:v—3
¢ 2
(1-0.01) -
' \/(0‘—2) —2ax — 3

If |z| < 0.01, then
(@ —2)° =202 —3<a® —4a+440.02a -3 =a®—-398a+1<a?

and
(a—2°-20z—-3>a®>—4da+4—a-3=a’>-5a+1> (a—5)>,
$0
a—5§\/(a—2)2—2a:c—3§a.
Consequently
1.0l 1 5 20+ 1
H < —— -1 =——|2a0—1+4+1.01(1 <
|a($)|—(1_0_01)2<0‘ +a—5+a) 0.992<0‘ + <+a—5)>—0.992’
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if @ > 12 and |z| < 0.01. So then

2a+1
Ha - Ha S A on2 )
[Hala) — Ho(0)] < 252l
and since s& = H, (€, (s4)), we get
2a+1
o—H, < —— € (s4)]-
58— Ha(0)] < 20 |el, (s0)

From (AZ9),
: (a+1)°
€0] < gty

and so at t = s,
(a+1)?  2a+1 _ 21(a+1)°
| < . < .
20-1 (v —1) 0.992 20-1 (o — 1)

|sa — Ha(0)

From (A10), (recall Hy, = H}) Ho(0) = a—2+/(a — 2)* — 3, so we can write if v > 12. We use this
to get estimates of F,,(1) and F/,(1). We note from [B.6]) and (37 that for o > 12, 2a—5 < 8% < 2a—3.
Remember Fy(z) =1/ (1 + s22%), so Fa(1) = (14 s%) ', This immediately tells us that
1
< F (1) < :
20 -2 (1)< 2a0 — 4
From B4), zF) (v) = —aF,(z) (1 — Fu(z)). Plugging in z = 1, —F/ (1) = aF,(1) (1 — F,(1)), so

1 1 @
= (1- <-F/ (1)< .
2< 2a—4)_ O‘()_20¢—4
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