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Abstract

Consider a family of planar polynomial systems ẋ = y2l−1 − x2k+1,
ẏ = −x +my2s+1, where l, k, s ∈ N

∗, 2 ≤ l ≤ 2s and m ∈ R. We study the
center-focus problem on its origin which is a monodromic nilpotent critical
point. By directly calculating the generalized Lyapunov constants, we find
that the origin is always a focus and we complete the classification of its
stability. This includes the most difficult case: s = kl and m = (2k +
1)!!/(2kl + 1)!(2l). In this case, we prove that the origin is always unstable.
Our result extends and completes a previous one.

Keywords: Stability, nilpotent critical point, generalized Lyapunov
constant

1. Introduction

One of the classic and important researches on qualitative properties of
planar analytic systems is the center-focus problem on a monodromic critical
point (the origin in general). It is known that if the origin is monodromic
and has a non-zero Jacobian matrix, the eigenvalues of the matrix are either
a pair of pure imaginary numbers, i.e., a linear center or focus, or two zeros,
i.e., a nilpotent critical point. For the linear case, the center-focus problem
can be solve by algorithms that calculate the Lyapunov constants in complex
or polar coordinates, see for instance [1, Chapter 4]. For the nilpotent case,
the monodromy further requires that some parameters of the system lie in a
suitable region. Details can be referred to [2] or [1, Chapter 3]. The center
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condition for a nilpotent origin is more complicated. Motivated by the linear
case, there is also a procedure to verify the nilpotent center by calculating
the generalized Lyapunov constants defined by the generalized trigonometric
functions, see [3, 4, 5]. Another popular approach is to change the original
system to the normal form (the form of the Liénard system) and to check
whether some function is odd. Details can be referred to [6], and also [7] for
some extensions. It is worth mentioning that once the monodromic origin is
verified not to be a center, the following is to consider its stability. However,
in some cases these two problems can be solved simultaneously. For example,
the monodromic origin is a focus if and only if there is a non-vanishing
Lyapunov constant, and the sign of the first non-vanishing Lyapunov constant
determines the stability of the focus.

This paper deals with a certain family of nilpotent systems which is mo-
tivated from the following ones

{

ẋ = y3 − x2k+1,

ẏ = −x+my2s+1, m ∈ R, s, k ∈ N
∗.

(1.1)

It is known that the origin is always a monodromic nilpotent critical point.
When s 6= 2k, Galeotti and Gori [8] showed that the origin is a focus and
they clarified its stability. For the rest case, Garćıa-Saldaña et al. [9] went
further and showed that the stability changes at

m =
(2k + 1)!!

(4k + 1)!(4)
.

Hereby the notation a!(n) with non-negative real number a and positive in-
teger n are recursively defined by

a!(n) =

{

a · (a− n)!(n), a > 0,

1, a ≤ 0,

and the cases n = 1 and 2 are abbreviated as a! and a!!, respectively. Pre-
cisely, the authors in [9] used the method that calculates the generalized
Lyapunove constants and they gave the following result.

Theorem 1.1. [9, Theorem 1.3] Consider system (1.1).

(i) When s < 2k, the origin is an attractor for m ≤ 0 and a repeller for
m > 0.
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(ii) When s > 2k, the origin is always an attractor.

(iii) When s = 2k, the origin is an attractor for m < (2k + 1)!!/(4k + 1)!(4)
and a repeller for m > (2k + 1)!!/(4k + 1)!(4). Moreover, when k = 1
and m = 3/5 the origin is a repeller.

Recently Chen et al. [7] introduced a new sufficient condition to determine
the stability of the nilpotent focus based on the intermediate system which is
transformed between the Jordan normal form and the Liénard normal form.
As an application on system (1.1), they also provided a result similar to
Theorem 1.1, with less calculations.

Apparently, Theorem 1.1 does not cover all the cases. When s = 2k > 2
and m = m∗, the behavior of the origin is still indeterminate. For this case,
the center-focue problem was sovled by Caubergh [10, Theorem 25] in 2015.
The author found that the assumption of a period annulus of the origin
contradicts to its outer bound being a hyperbolic 2-saddle cycle. Thus, the
origin must be a focus.

In this paper, we consider a more general family of systems

{

ẋ = y2l−1 − x2k+1,

ẏ = −x+my2s+1, l, k, s ∈ N
∗, 2 ≤ l ≤ 2s.

(1.2)

The restricted range of l ensures that the origin is always a monodromic
nilpotent critical point. We only concentrate on the center-focus problem on
the origin and determine the stability if it is a focus. We follow the classic
method presented in [9], that is to calculate the first non-vanishing general-
ized Lyapunov constant. Details will be introduced in the next section. The
first result is a simple extension of Theorem 1.1. Define

m∗ ,
(2k + 1)!!

(2kl + 1)!(2l)
.

Theorem 1.2. Consider system (1.2).

(i) When s < kl, the origin is an attractor for m ≤ 0 and a repeller for
m > 0.

(ii) When s > kl, the origin is always an attractor.

(iii) When s = kl, the origin is an attractor for m < m∗ and a repeller for
m > m∗.
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What really interests us is the rest case: s = kl and m = m∗. By the
same method with a mass of tedious calculations, we obtain our main result.

Theorem 1.3. When s = kl and m = m∗, the origin of system (1.2) is
always a repeller.

Obviously, when l = 2, Theorem 1.3 completes Theorem 1.1.

2. The first non-vanishing generalized Lyapunov constant and the

proof of Theorem 1.2

We first introduce the generalized polar coordinates from the solution of
the initial value problem

dx

dθ
= −y2p−1,

dy

dθ
= x2q−1,

x(0) = 2q
√

1/p, y(0) = 0.

Its solution, denoted by

x(θ) = Cs(θ), y(θ) = Sn(θ),

are called the generalized trigonometric functions which are introduced by
Lyapunov in [4]. They are period functions with period

Ω = 2p−
1

2q q−
1

2p

Γ
(

1
2p

)

Γ
(

1
2q

)

Γ
(

1
2p

+ 1
2q

) ,

and they satisfy pCs2q(θ) + qSn2p(θ) = 1. In this paper, we always take

p = 1 and q = l. The next result is from [5, Lemma 5].

Lemma 2.1. Let i and j be fixed natural numbers. The following items hold:

(i)
∫

SnθCsjθdθ = −Csj+1

j+1
+ Const.;

(ii)
∫

SniθCs2l−1θdθ = Sni+1

i+1
+ Const.;

(iii)
∫

SniθCsjθdθ = −Sni−1θCsj+1θ
(i−1)l+j+1

+ i−1
(i−1)l+j+1

∫

Sni−2θCsjθdθ;

(iv)
∫

SniθCsjθdθ = lSni+1θCsj−2l+1θ
(i−1)l+j+1

+ j−2l+1
(i−1)l+j+1

∫

SniθCsj−2lθdθ;

(v)
∫ Ω

0
SniθCsjθdθ = 0, when either i or j is odd;
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(vi)
∫ Ω

0
SniθCsjθdθ = 2

l
i+1
2

Γ( i+1

2 )Γ( j+1

2l )
Γ( i+1

2
+ j+1

2l )
, when both i and j are even.

By applying the transformation (x, y) →
(

rlSn(θ), rCs(θ)
)

to system
(1.2), it follows that

{

ṙ = mr2s+1Cs2s+2l(θ)− r2kl+1Sn2k+2(θ),

θ̇ = rl−1 − lmr2sSn(θ)Cs2s+1(θ)− r2klSn2k+1(θ)Cs(θ).

In a small neighbourhood of the origin, the orbits are characterized by the
equation

dr

dθ
=

mr2s−l+2Cs2s+2l(θ)− r(2k−1)l+2Sn2k+2(θ)

1− lmr2s−l+1Sn(θ)Cs2s+1(θ)− r(2k−1)l+1Sn2k+1(θ)Cs(θ)
. (2.1)

Denote its solution by r = r(θ, ρ) with r(θ, 0) ≡ 0 and r(0, ρ) = ρ for
sufficiently small ρ ≥ 0. Assuming r(θ, ρ) in the following form

r(θ, ρ) = ρ+

+∞
∑

i=2

ui(θ)ρ
i with ui(0) = 0, (2.2)

the generalized Lyapunov constant is given by ui(Ω). Apparently, the sign
of the first non-vanishing ui(Ω) decides the stability of the origin of system
(1.2). To calculate ui(θ), we expand the right-hand side of (2.1) in the power
series at r = 0. When s 6= kl, we can see that

dr

dθ
=

{

− r(2k−1)l+2Sn2k+2(θ) +O
(

r(2k−1)l+3
)

, s > kl or m = 0,

mr2s−l+2Cs2s+2l(θ) +O
(

r2s−l+3
)

, s < kl and m 6= 0.

(2.3)
Substituting (2.2) into (2.3) and equating the coefficient of each ρi at both
sides, the first non-vanishing ui(θ) is

u(2k−1)l+2(θ) = −
∫ θ

0

Sn2k+2(ξ)dξ if s > kl or m = 0,

or u2s−l+2(θ) = m

∫ θ

0

Cs2s+2l(ξ)dξ if s < kl and m 6= 0.

Obviously, it follows that u(2k−1)l+2(Ω) < 0 if s > kl or m = 0, u2s−l+2(Ω) < 0
if s < kl and m < 0, and u2s−l+2(Ω) > 0 if s < kl and m > 0. These imply
Theorem 1.2 (i) and (ii).
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When s = kl, Eq. (2.1) becomes

dr

dθ
=

v(θ)r(2k−1)l+2

1− w(θ)r(2k−1)l+1
,

where
v(θ) =mCs2(k+1)l(θ)− Sn2k+2(θ),

w(θ) =lmSn(θ)Cs2kl+1(θ) + Sn2k+1(θ)Cs(θ).

Its expansion at r = 0 is

dr

dθ
= v(θ)rK+1 + v(θ)w(θ)r2K+1 + v(θ)w2(θ)r3K+1 +O

(

r4K+1
)

, (2.4)

where K = (2k − 1)l + 1.

Lemma 2.2. Let n be any natural number. If j 6= nK + 1, then uj(θ) ≡ 0.

Proof. Substituting (2.2) into (2.4), it is easy to see that the least order of
ρ in the right-hand side of (2.4) is K + 1, which implies that uj(θ) ≡ 0 for
j = 2, . . . , K.

Inductively, we assume that uj(θ) ≡ 0 for j ∈ {1, 2, . . . , nK + 1}
/ {1, K + 1, . . . , iK + 1, . . . , nK + 1} with some natural number n. It is to
say that (2.2) becomes

r(θ, ρ) = ρ+uK+1(θ)ρ
K+1+u2K+1(θ)ρ

2K+1+· · ·+unK+1(θ)ρ
nK+1+O

(

ρnK+2
)

.

Substituting it into the right-hand side of (2.4), we should focus on whether
the monomial ρnK+h+1 vanishes for h = 1, . . . , K − 1. If any ρnK+h+1 is
contributed by rjK+1 for some integer j ≥ 1, then there must be n + h + 1
nonnegative integers α0, α1, . . . , αn, β1, . . . , βh such that

α0 + α1 + · · ·+ αn + β1 + · · ·+ βh = jK + 1,

α0 + (K + 1)α1 + · · ·+ (nK + 1)αn + (nK + 2)β1 + · · ·+ (nK + h+ 1)βh

= nK + h + 1.

The second equation minus the first one becomes

K

(

n
∑

i=1

iαi + n
h
∑

i=1

βi

)

+
h
∑

i=1

iβi = (n− j)K + h,
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which implies that K | h−
∑h

i=1 iβi. Since 0 < h < K, it follows that not all

βi’s vanish and h−
∑h

i=1 iβi ≤ 0. Then, we have

nK > (n− j)K = K

(

n
∑

i=1

iαi + n

h
∑

i=1

βi

)

+

h
∑

i=1

iβi − h ≥ nK,

which is a contradiction.
Consequently, none of rjK+1 can contribute a monomial ρnK+h+1. That

is to say unK+h+1(θ) ≡ 0 for h = 1, . . . , K − 1, which completes the proof by
induction.

By Lemma 2.2, we then calculate unK+1(θ) to obtain the first non-vanishing
Lyapunov constant. It is to see that

uK+1(θ) =

∫ θ

0

v(ξ)dξ = m

∫ θ

0

Cs2(k+1)l(ξ)dξ −
∫ θ

0

Sn2k+2(ξ)dξ.

By Lemma 2.1 (vi), it follows that the sign of uK+1(Ω) changes at

m =

∫ Ω

0
Sn2k+2(θ)dθ

∫ Ω

0
Cs2(k+1)l(θ)dθ

=

2

lk+1+1
2

Γ(k+1+ 1

2)Γ(
1

2l)
Γ(k+1+ 1

2
+ 1

2l)

2

l
1
2

Γ( 1

2)Γ(k+1+ 1

2l)
Γ(k+1+ 1

2
+ 1

2l)

=
1

lk+1

(

k + 1
2

)

!
(

k + 1
2l

)

!
= m∗.

Precisely, uK+1(Ω) < 0 when m < m∗, and uK+1(Ω) > 0 when m > m∗.
These imply Theorem 1.2 (iii) and the proof of Theorem 1.2 is completed.

Finally, when s = kl and m = m∗, we have to calculate more unK+1(θ) to
obtain the first non-vanishing generalized Lyapunov constant. Fortunately
the calculation stops at n = 3, and we obtain

u2K+1(θ) =
1

2
(K + 1)

(
∫ θ

0

v(ξ)dξ

)2

+

∫ θ

0

v(ξ)w(ξ)dξ,

u3K+1(θ) =
1

6
(K + 1)(2K + 1)

(
∫ θ

0

v(ξ)dξ

)3

−K

∫ θ

0

v(ξ)

(
∫ ξ

0

v(η)w(η)dη

)

dξ +

∫ θ

0

v(ξ)w2(ξ)dξ.

Recall that
∫ Ω

0
v(θ)dθ = 0 whenm = m∗, and by Lemma 2.1 (v),

∫ Ω

0
v(θ)w(θ)dθ =

0. It follows that the first possibly non-vanishing generalized Lyapunov con-
stant is

u3K+1(Ω) = −K

∫ Ω

0

v(θ)

(
∫ θ

0

v(ξ)w(ξ)dξ

)

dθ +

∫ Ω

0

v(θ)w2(θ)dθ.
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Recall that K = (2k − 1)l + 1. The proof of Theorem 1.3 is to verify
u3K+1(Ω) > 0 for all l and k.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.3

Let

V = −
∫ Ω

0

v(θ)

(
∫ θ

0

v(ξ)w(ξ)dξ

)

dθ and W =

∫ Ω

0

v(θ)w2(θ)dθ. (3.1)

We are going to show V > 0 and W > 0, respectively. Before this, we give
a simple result about a kind of infinite products that will be frequently used
in this section.

One knows that for a real series {an}+∞
n=1 with an ≥ 0, the infinite product

∏+∞
n=1 (1 + an) converges if and only if

∑+∞
n=1 an converges. Similar statement

holds for −1 < an ≤ 0. In particular, when an = O(1/n2), we have the
following estimates.

Lemma 3.1. Let {an}+∞
n=1 be a real series such that 0 ≤ an < 1 and limn→+∞ n2an =

ā < +∞. Then for sufficiently small ε > 0, there is a positive integer Nε such
that

+∞
∏

n=1

(1 + an) < exp

(

ā + ε

Nε

) Nε
∏

n=1

(1 + an) , (3.2)

or
+∞
∏

n=1

(1− an) > exp

(

− ā + ε

Nε

) Nε
∏

n=1

(1− an) . (3.3)

Proof. For any ε > 0, take Nε to satisfy

an <
ā+ ε

n2
, ∀ n > Nε.

Then, we have for any n > Nε

n
∏

i=Nε+1

(1 + ai) < exp

(

n
∑

i=Nε+1

ai

)

< exp

(

n
∑

i=Nε+1

ā+ ε

i2

)

< exp

(

n
∑

i=Nε+1

ā+ ε

(i− 1)i

)

< exp

(

ā+ ε

Nε

)

.
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This gives (3.2), which holds for an ≥ 0. On the other hand, since an is
restricted on [0, 1), notice that

1

1− an
= 1 +

an
1− an

,
an

1− an
≥ 0 and

n2an
1− an

→ ā.

Then (3.3) is obtained by applying (3.2) on 1/
∏+∞

n=1(1−an). In this case, Nε

is taken to satisfy
an

1− an
<

ā + ε

n2
, ∀ n > Nε.

3.1. Proof of V > 0

By direct calculation, we divide V into four parts:

V = V1 + V2 + V3 + V4,

where

V1 =− l(m∗)2
∫ Ω

0

v(θ)

(
∫ θ

0

Sn(ξ)Cs2(2k+1)l+1(ξ)dξ

)

dθ,

V2 =

∫ Ω

0

v(θ)

(
∫ θ

0

Sn4k+3(ξ)Cs(ξ)dξ

)

dθ,

V3 =−m∗

∫ Ω

0

v(θ)

(
∫ θ

0

Sn2k+1(ξ)Cs2l(k+1)+1(ξ)dξ

)

dθ,

V4 =lm∗

∫ Ω

0

v(θ)

(
∫ θ

0

Sn2k+3(ξ)Cs2kl+1(ξ)dξ

)

dθ.

By recursively using Lemma 2.1 (iii), we have

∫

Sn4k+3(θ)Cs(θ)dθ =− Cs2(θ)

2(2k + 1)l + 2

(2k + 1)!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

×
2k+1
∑

i=0

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

Sn2i(θ) + Const.,

∫

Sn2k+1(θ)Cs2(k+1)l+1(θ)dθ =− Cs2(k+1)l+2(θ)

2(2k + 1)l + 2

k!

(2kl + 1)!(l)
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×
k
∑

i=0

((k + i)l + 1)!(l)
i!

Sn2i(θ) + Const.,

∫

Sn2k+1(θ)Cs2(k+1)l+1(θ)dθ =− Cs2kl+2(θ)

2(2k + 1)l + 2

(k + 1)!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

×
k+1
∑

i=0

((k + i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

Sn2i(θ) + Const.

Recall that
∫ Ω

0
v(θ)dθ = 0. Then, Vj can be denoted by

Vj = (−1)j+1
∑

i

(

bij − cij
)

,

where

b01 =
l(m∗)3

2(2k + 1)l + 2

∫ Ω

0

Cs2(3k+2)l+2(θ)dθ,

c01 =
l(m∗)2

2(2k + 1)l + 2

∫ Ω

0

Sn2(k+1)Cs2(2k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

bi2 =
m∗

2(2k + 1)l + 2

(2k + 1)!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

∫ Ω

0

Sn2i(θ)Cs2(k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

ci2 =
1

2(2k + 1)l + 2

(2k + 1)!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

∫ Ω

0

Sn2(k+i+1)(θ)Cs2(θ)dθ,

bi3 =
(m∗)2

2(2k + 1)l + 2

k!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

((k + i)l + 1)!(l)
i!

∫ Ω

0

Sn2i(θ)Cs4(k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

ci3 =
m∗

2(2k + 1)l + 2

k!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

((k + i)l + 1)!(l)
i!

∫ Ω

0

Sn2(k+i+1)(θ)Cs2(k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

bi4 =
l(m∗)2

2(2k + 1)l + 2

(k + 1)!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

((k + i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

∫ Ω

0

Sn2i(θ)Cs2(2k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

ci4 =
lm∗

2(2k + 1)l + 2

(k + 1)!

(2kl + 1)!(l)

((k + i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

∫ Ω

0

Sn2(k+i+1)(θ)Cs2kl+2(θ)dθ.

Now, V becomes

V = b01 − c01 −
2k+1
∑

i=0

(

bi2 − ci2
)

+

k
∑

i=0

(

bi3 − ci3
)

−
k+1
∑

i=0

(

bi4 − ci4
)

.

Each of its terms can be solved by Lemma 2.1 (vi).
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Proposition 3.1. (i) bi3 − bi+1
4 > 0;

(ii) −ci3 + ci+1
4 > 0;

(iii) −c01 −
∑2k+1

i=1 bi2 + c02 > 0.

Proof. (i) For i ≥ 0, we have

bi+1
4

bi3
=l

k + 1

i+ 1

2

li+1+1
2

Γ(i+1+ 1

2)Γ(2k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(2k+i+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

li+
1
2

Γ(i+ 1

2)Γ(2k+2+ 3

2l)
Γ(2k+i+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=

(

i+ 1
2

)

(k + 1)

(i+ 1)(2k + 1 + 3
2l
)
< 1.

(ii) Recall that l ≥ 2. For i ≥ 0, we have

ci+1
4

ci3
=l

k + 1

i+ 1

2

l
k+i+2+1

2

Γ(k+i+2+ 1

2)Γ(k+
3

2l)
Γ(2k+i+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

lk+i+1+1
2

Γ(k+i+1+ 1

2)Γ(k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(2k+i+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=

(

k + i+ 3
2

)

(k + 1)

(i+ 1)
(

k + 3
2l

) > 1.

(iii) It holds that

c01
c02

=l(m∗)2
(2kl + 1)!(l)
(2k + 1)!

2

lk+1+1
2

Γ(k+1+ 1

2)Γ(2k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(3k+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

lk+1+1
2

Γ(k+1+ 1

2)Γ(
3

2l)
Γ(k+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=l

(

(2k + 1)!!

(2kl + 1)!(2l)

)2 (2kl + 1)!(l)
(2k + 1)!

(

2k + 3
2l

)

!
(

3k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

) (

3k + 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

=

(

k
∏

j=1

(2j + 1)2(2jl + 1)((2j − 1)l + 1)

(2jl + 1)2(2j + 1)(2j)

)

·
(

l

2k
∏

j=0

j + 3
2l

j + k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

=

(

k
∏

j=1

(

1− l − 1

2j(2jl + 1)

)

)

·
(

l

2k
∏

j=0

j + 3
2l

j + k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

<l

2k
∏

j=0

j + 3
2l

j + k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

=
3
2

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

2k
∏

j=1

j + 3
2l

j + k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

=
3
2

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

2k
∏

j=1

(

j − 2k + 3
2l
− 3

3
(

j + k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

) +
2

3

)

<
3

5

(

2

3

)2k

,

11



and when 1 ≤ i ≤ 2k + 1

bi2
c02

=m∗ ((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

2

li+
1
2

Γ(i+ 1

2)Γ(k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(k+i+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

lk+1+1
2

Γ(k+1+ 1

2)Γ(
3

2l)
Γ(k+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=lk+1−i (2k + 1)!!

(2kl + 1)!(2l)

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

×
(

k + 3
2l

)

!
(

k + 1
2

)

· · ·
(

i+ 1
2

)

1
(

k + i+ 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

=
(2kl + 3)!(2l)
(2kl + 1)!(2l)

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
(il)!(l)

(

i− 1
2

)

· · · 1
2

(

k + i+ 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

≤1

l

(2kl + 3)!(2l)
(2kl + 1)!(2l)

(

i− 1
2

)

· · · 1
2

(

k + i+ 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

=
1

l

k
∏

j=0

2jl + 3

2jl + 1
·
(

1

2k + 3 + 3
l

i
∏

j=2

j − 1
2

k + j + 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

=
1

l

k
∏

j=0

2jl + 3

2jl + 1
·
(

1

2k + 3 + 3
l

i
∏

j=2

(

j − 2k − 5
2
− 3

l

3
(

k + j + 1
2
+ 3

2l

) +
2

3

))

≤1

l

k
∏

j=0

2jl + 3

2jl + 1
·
(

1

2k + 3 + 3
l

i
∏

j=2

(

−3
2
− 3

l

3
(

k + j + 1
2
+ 3

2l

) +
2

3

))

≤ 1

(2k + 3)l + 3

k
∏

j=0

2jl + 3

2jl + 1
·
(

2

3

)i−1

=
1

l + 1

k
∏

j=1

((2j + 1)l + 3)(2jl + 3)

((2j + 3)l + 3)(2jl + 1)
·
(

2

3

)i−1

=
1

l + 1

k
∏

j=1

(

1− 4jl(l − 1)− 6

(2jl + 3l + 3)(2jl + 1)

)

·
(

2

3

)i−1

≤ 1

l + 1

(3l + 3)(2l + 3)

(5l + 3)(2l + 1)

(

2

3

)i−1

12



=
3

5l + 3

(

1 +
2

2l + 1

)(

2

3

)i−1

≤ 21

65

(

2

3

)i−1

.

Then,

−c01 −
2k+1
∑

i=1

bi2 + c02 =c02

(

1− c01
c02

−
2k+1
∑

i=1

bi2
c02

)

>c02

(

1− 3

5

(

2

3

)2k

− 21

65

2k+1
∑

i=1

(

2

3

)i−1
)

=c02

(

2

65
+

9

130

(

2

3

)2k+1
)

> 0.

Lemma 3.2. b01 − b02 − b04 > 0, when l ≥ 3.

Proof. It holds that

b01
b02

=l(m∗)2
(2kl + 1)!(l)
(2k + 1)!

2

l
1
2

Γ( 1

2)Γ(3k+2+ 3

2l)
Γ(3k+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

l
1
2

Γ( 1

2)Γ(k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(k+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=l

(

(2k + 1)!!

(2kl + 1)!(2l)

)2 (2kl + 1)!(l)
(2k + 1)!

(

3k + 1 + 3
2l

) (

3k + 3
2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 1 + 3
2l

)

(

3k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

) (

3k + 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

=l

k
∏

j=1

(

2j + 1

2jl + 1

)2
(2jl + 1)((2j − 1)l + 1)

(2j + 1)(2j)
·
2k+1
∏

j=1

k + j + 3
2l

k + j + 1
2
+ 3

2l

=l

k
∏

j=1

2j + 1

2j

2j − 1 + 1
l

2j + 1
l

·
2k+1
∏

j=1

k + j + 3
2l

k + j + 1
2
+ 3

2l

(3.4)

>l

k
∏

j=1

2j + 1

2j

2j − 1

2j
·
2k+1
∏

j=1

k + j

k + j + 1
2

=l

k
∏

j=1

4j2 − 1

4j2
· 2
3

k
∏

j=1

j + 1
2

j

(3j + 1)(3j)(3j − 1)
(

3j + 3
2

) (

3j + 1
2

) (

3j − 1
2

)

=
2l

3

k
∏

j=1

4j2 − 1

4j2
·

k
∏

j=1

9j2 − 1

9j2 − 1
4

. (3.5)
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On the other hand, when l ≥ 3, we have

b04
b02

=lm∗ (k + 1)!((k − 1)l + 1)!(l)
(2k + 1)!

2

l
1
2

Γ( 1

2)Γ(2k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(2k+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

l
1
2

Γ( 1

2)Γ(k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(k+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=lm∗ (k + 1)!((k − 1)l + 1)!(l)
(2k + 1)!

(

2k + 3
2l

) (

2k − 1 + 3
2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 1 + 3
2l

)

(

2k + 1
2
+ 3

2l

) (

2k − 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

(3.6)

≤lm∗ (k + 1)!((k − 1)l + 1)!(l)
(2k + 1)!

(

2k + 1
2

) (

2k − 1
2

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2

)

(2k + 1) (2k) · · · (k + 2)

=l

k
∏

j=1

(j + 1)(jl − l + 1)

(2jl + 1)(2j)
·

k
∏

j=1

(j + 1)
(

2j + 1
2

) (

2j − 1
2

)

(

j + 1
2

)

(2j + 1)(2j)

=l

k
∏

j=1

(j + 1)(jl − l + 1)

(2jl + 1)(2j)
·

k
∏

j=1

(

1− 5j + 1

4j(2j + 1)2

)

≤5l

6

k
∏

j=1

(j + 1)(jl − l + 1)

(2jl + 1)(2j)

=
5

3 · 2k
l

2l + 1

k
∏

j=2

j2l + j − l + 1

2j2l + j
≤ 5

3 · 2k
l

2l + 1
≤ 5l

21 · 2k . (3.7)

Now for k = 1, 2, by (3.5) and (3.7), we obtain
(

b01
b02

− b04
b02

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

k=1

≥ l

(

16

35
− 5

42

)

≥ 3 · 71

210
> 1

(

b01
b02

− b04
b02

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

k=2

≥ l

(

60

143
− 5

84

)

≥ 3 · 4325

12012
> 1.

Further, by Lemma 3.1 with some simple calculation, Eq. (3.5) becomes

b01
b02

>
2l

3

+∞
∏

j=1

(

1− 1

4j2

)

·
+∞
∏

j=1

(

1− 3

36j2 − 1

)

>
2l

3
exp

(

− 1

3N

) N
∏

j=1

(

1− 1

4j2

)

· exp
(

− 3

32N

) N
∏

j=1

(

1− 3

36j2 − 1

)

14



for any N ≥ 1. Taking N = 10, we find that for l, k ≥ 3,

b01
b02

− b04
b02

>l

(

2

3
exp

(

− 41

960

) 10
∏

j=1

(

1− 1

4j2

)(

1− 3

36j2 − 1

)

− 5

21 · 2k

)

≥3

(

2

3
exp

(

− 41

960

) 10
∏

j=1

(

1− 1

4j2

)(

1− 3

36j2 − 1

)

− 5

21 · 23

)

≈3 · 0.3338 > 1. (3.8)

Proposition 3.2. b01 − b02 +
∑2k+1

i=1 ci2 − b04 > 0.

Proof. By Lemma 3.2, only the case l = 2 is considered. When l = 2, by
Lemma 3.1 with some simple calculation, Eq. (3.4) becomes

b01
b02

=2

k
∏

j=1

2j + 1

2j

2j − 1 + 1
2

2j + 1
2

·
2k+1
∏

j=1

k + j + 3
4

k + j + 1
2
+ 3

4

=
14

9

k
∏

j=1

(

1− 1
2j(4j+1)

)

·
k
∏

j=1

(

1− 48(48j2+36j+5)
(4j+3)(12j+9)(12j+5)(12j+1)

)

>
14

9

+∞
∏

j=1

(

1− 1
2j(4j+1)

)

·
+∞
∏

j=1

(

1− 48(48j2+36j+5)
(4j+3)(12j+9)(12j+5)(12j+1)

)

>
14

9
exp

(

− 1
8N

)

N
∏

j=1

(

1− 1
2j(4j+1)

)

× exp
(

− 1
3N

)

N
∏

j=1

(

1− 48(48j2+36j+5)
(4j+3)(12j+9)(12j+5)(12j+1)

)

(3.9)

,
14

9
λN

for any N ≥ 1, and Eq. (3.6) becomes

b04
b02

=2m∗ (k + 1)!(2k − 1)!!

(2k + 1)!

(

2k + 3
4

) (

2k − 1
4

)

· · ·
(

k + 7
4

)

(

2k + 5
4

) (

2k + 1
4

)

· · ·
(

k + 9
4

)

=2

k
∏

j=1

(j + 1)(2j − 1)

(4j + 1)(2j)
·

k
∏

j=1

(

j + 5
4

) (

2j + 3
4

) (

2j − 1
4

)

(

j + 3
4

) (

2j + 5
4

) (

2j + 1
4

)

15



=
1

2k−1

k
∏

j=1

2j2 + j − 1

4j2 + j
·

k
∏

j=1

(

1− 6(16j + 5)

(4j + 3)(8j + 5)(8j + 1)

)

≤ 1

2k−1
· 2
5
· 11
13

=
11

65 · 2k−2
. (3.10)

On the other hand,

ci2
b02

=
1

m∗

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
i!

2

lk+i+1+1
2

Γ(k+i+1+ 1

2)Γ(
3

2l)
Γ(k+i+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

l
1
2

Γ( 1

2)Γ(k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(k+1+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=
(2kl + 1)!(2l)
(2kl + l)!(2l)

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
(il)!(l)

(

k + i+ 1
2

)

!
(

k + 3
2l

)

!

× 1
(

k + i+ 1
2
+ 3

2l

) (

k + i− 1
2
+ 3

2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2
+ 3

2l

)

=
(2kl + 1)!(2l)
(2kl + 3)!(2l)

((i− 1)l + 1)!(l)
(il)!(l)

k+i
∏

j=k+1

j + 1
2

j + 1
2
+ 3

2l

.

When l = 2, it becomes

ci2
b02

=

k
∏

j=0

4j + 1

4j + 3
·

i
∏

j=1

2j − 1

2j
·

k+i
∏

j=k+1

4j + 2

4j + 5
.

We then estimate the three rational product terms above as follows:

(k + 1)
1

2

k
∏

j=0

4j + 1

4j + 3
=
1

3

√

√

√

√

k
∏

j=1

j + 1

j

(

4j + 1

4j + 3

)2

=
1

3

√

√

√

√

k
∏

j=1

(

1 +
1

j(4j + 3)2

)

≥ 5

21

√
2,

(i+ 1)
1

2

i
∏

j=1

2j − 1

2j
=

√

√

√

√

i
∏

j=1

(

1− 3j − 1

4j3

)

16



>

√

√

√

√

+∞
∏

j=1

(

1− 3j − 1

4j3

)

> exp
(

− 1
2N

)

√

√

√

√

N
∏

j=1

(

1− 3j−1
4j3

)

, µN

for any N ≥ 1, and

(

k+i+1
k+1

)
3

4

k+i
∏

j=k+1

4j+2
4j+5

= 4

√

√

√

√

k+i
∏

j=k+1

(

1 + 288j5+1072j4+1439j3+816j2+176j+16
j3(4j+5)4

)

>1.

Now, it follows that

2k+1
∑

i=1

ci2
b02

>

2k+1
∑

i=1

(

5
√
2

21
(k + 1)−

1

2 · µN(i+ 1)−
1

2 ·
(

k+i+1
k+1

)− 3

4

)

>
5
√
2

21
µN(k + 1)

1

4

2k+1
∑

i=1

(i+ 1)−
1

2 (k + i+ 2)−
3

4

=
5
√
2

21
µN

(

1

k + 1

2k+1
∑

i=1

(

i+ 1

k + 1

)− 1

2
(

1 +
i+ 1

k + 1

)− 3

4

)

>
5
√
2

21
µN

∫ 2+ 1

k+1

2

k+1

x− 1

2 (1 + x)−
3

4dx

>
5
√
2

21
µN

∫ 2

2

k+1

x− 1

2 (1 + x)−
3

4dx. (3.11)

In terms of (3.9), (3.10) and (3.11), we obtain

b01
b0
2

− 1 +
2k+1
∑

i=1

ci2
b0
2

− b04
b0
2

>14
9
λN + 5

√
2

21
µN

∫ 2

2

k+1

x− 1

2 (1 + x)−
3

4dx− 11
65·2k−2 − 1,

the right-hand side of which is increasing with respect to k for any fixed N.
If take N = 3, we find that for k ≥ 3

b0
1

b0
2

− 1 +

2k+1
∑

i=1

ci
2

b0
2

− b0
4

b0
2

>14
9
λ3 +

5
√
2

21
µ3

∫ 2

1

2

x− 1

2 (1 + x)−
3

4dx− 11
130

− 1

17



≈0.0147 > 0. (3.12)

When k = 1, 2, by direct calculation, we see that
(

b01
b0
2

− 1 +
2k+1
∑

i=1

ci2
b0
2

− b04
b0
2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

l=2,k=1

=
1531

23205
,

(

b01
b0
2

− 1 +
2k+1
∑

i=1

ci2
b0
2

− b04
b0
2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

l=2,k=2

=
203341

759220
.

Thus, it is indeed positive for all k, which completes the proof.

Remark 3.1. In the proofs of Lemma 3.2 and Proposition 3.2, precisely (3.8)
and (3.12), we use numerical approximations of exponent functions and an

integral, i.e.,
∫ 2

1

2

x− 1

2 (1 + x)−
3

4dx, though, they can be estimated to formulas

which are the sum of nth-roots of rational numbers. For example, for x > 0
and sufficiently large M

exp(−x) =

∞
∑

i=0

(−1)i
xi

i!
>

M
∑

i=0

(

x2i

(2i)!
− x2i+1

(2i+ 1)!

)

,

and

∫ 2

1

2

x− 1

2 (1 + x)−
3

4dx >
1

M

M
∑

i=1

(

3i

2M
+

1

2

)− 1

2
(

3i

2M
+

3

2

)− 3

4

.

Therefore, taking M large enough, the numerical approximations in (3.8)
and (3.12) can be replaced by a rational number and the sum of nth-roots of
rational numbers, respectively, which makes our proofs more theoretical.

Now, by Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, we conclude that for any l(≥ 2), k ∈ N
∗

V =b01 − c01 −
2k+1
∑

i=0

(

bi2 − ci2
)

+
k
∑

i=0

(

bi3 − ci3
)

−
k+1
∑

i=0

(

bi4 − ci4
)

=

(

b01 − b02 +

2k+1
∑

i=1

ci2 − b04

)

+

(

−c01 −
2k+1
∑

i=1

bi2 + c02

)

+

k
∑

i=0

(

bi3 − bi+1
4

)

+

k
∑

i=0

(

−ci3 + ci+1
4

)

+ c04 > 0.
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3.2. Proof of W > 0

Similarly, W is divided into six parts: W = W1−W2+W3−W4+W5−W6,
where

W1 = l2 (m∗)3
∫ Ω

0

Sn2(θ)Cs2(3k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

W2 =

∫ Ω

0

Sn6k+4(θ)Cs2(θ)dθ,

W3 = 2l(m∗)2
∫ Ω

0

Sn2k+2(θ)Cs2(2k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

W4 = (lm∗)2
∫ Ω

0

Sn2k+4(θ)Cs4kl+2(θ)dθ,

W5 = m∗

∫ Ω

0

Sn4k+2(θ)Cs2(k+1)l+2(θ)dθ,

W6 = 2lm∗

∫ Ω

0

Sn4k+4(θ)Cs2kl+2(θ)dθ.

We are going to consider W1 −W2 and W3 −W4 +W5 −W6, respectively.
Again, with the help of Lemma 3.1, we have

W2

W1
=

1

l2(m∗)3

2

l3k+2+1
2

Γ(3k+2+ 1

2)Γ(
3

2l)
Γ(3k+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

2

l
3
2

Γ( 3

2)Γ(3k+1+ 3

2l)
Γ(3k+2+ 1

2
+ 3

2l)

=
1

l3k+3

(

(2kl + 1)!(2l)
(2k + 1)!!

)3
(

3k + 3
2

) (

3k − 1 + 3
2

)

· · · 3
2

(

3k + 3
2l

) (

3k − 1 + 3
2l

)

· · · 3
2l

=
1

l2

k
∏

j=1

(

j + 1
2l

)3 (
3j + 3

2

) (

3j + 1
2

) (

3j − 1
2

)

(

j + 1
2

)3 (
3j + 3

2l

) (

3j − 1 + 3
2l

) (

3j − 2 + 3
2l

)

=
1

l2

k
∏

j=1

(

j + 1
2l

3
(

j − 1
3
+ 1

2l

) · j + 1
2l

3
(

j − 2
3
+ 1

2l

) ·
(

3j + 1
2

) (

3j − 1
2

)

(

j + 1
2

)2

)

<
1

4

k
∏

j=1

(

j

3
(

j − 1
3

) · j

3
(

j − 2
3

) ·
(

3j + 1
2

) (

3j − 1
2

)

(

j + 1
2

)2

)

(3.13)

=
1

4

k
∏

j=1

(

1 +
18j2 + j − 2

(2j + 1)2(3j − 1)(3j − 2)

)
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<
1

4

+∞
∏

j=1

(

1 +
18j2 + j − 2

(2j + 1)2(3j − 1)(3j − 2)

)

<
1

4
exp

(

1

2

) 2
∏

j=1

(

1 +
18j2 + j − 2

(2j + 1)2(3j − 1)(3j − 2)

)

=
1

4
· 35
18

· 143
125

· exp
(

1

2

)

≈ 0.9169 < 1. (3.14)

On the other hand, for the rest terms we have

− W4

W3

+
W5

W3

− W6

W3

=− k + 3
2

4k + 3
l

+
1

lk+1

(

k + 3
2l

4k + 3
− 1

)

(2kl + 1)!(2l)
(2k + 1)!!

(

2k + 3
2

) (

2k + 1
2

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2

)

(

2k + 3
2l

) (

2k − 1 + 3
2l

)

· · ·
(

k + 3
2l

)

=− k + 3
2

4k + 3
l

− 3k + 3− 3
2l

4k + 3

k
∏

j=0

2j + 1
l

2j + 1

k + j + 3
2

k + j + 3
2l

>− 2k + 3

8k
− 3k + 3

4k + 3

k
∏

j=0

2j + 1
l

2j + 1

k + j + 3
2

k + j + 3
2l

≥− 2k + 3

8k
− 3k + 3

4k + 3

k
∏

j=0

2j + 1
2

2j + 1

k + j + 3
2

k + j + 3
4

=− 2k + 3

8k
− 3k + 3

4k + 3

k
∏

j=1

(

1− 64j3 + 84j2 + 20j

(2j + 1)2(8j + 3)(8j − 1)

)

, νk, (3.15)

where the second inequality is deduced from the monotonicity of
∏k

j=0(j + u)/(k + j + 3u) with respect to u = 1/(2l). In fact, we have

k
∏

j=0

j + u

k + j + 3u
=

√

√

√

√

k
∏

j=0

j + u

k + j + 3u
·

k
∏

j=0

k − j + u

2k − j + 3u

=

√

√

√

√

k
∏

j=0

j(k − j) + ku+ u2

(k + j)(2k − j) + 9ku+ 9u2

=
1

3k+1

√

√

√

√

k
∏

j=0

(

1− 2(k − 2j)2

(k + j)(2k − j) + 9ku+ 9u2

)

,
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which is increasing with respect to u.
One can see that νk is increasing. Hence, by (3.14) and (3.15) we have

for l, k ≥ 2

W > W1

(

1− W2

W1

)

+W3 (1 + νk) > W3(1 + ν2) = W3 ·
333

16720
> 0.

Additionally, when k = 1, by using (3.13) instead of (3.14) we also have for
l ≥ 2

W

W3

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=1

>
W1

W3

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=1

·
(

1− W2

W1

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=1

)

+ 1 + ν1

=
3l

2
·
(

1− W2

W1

∣

∣

∣

∣

k=1

)

− 169

616

>3 ·
(

1− 35

72

)

− 169

616
=

37

24
− 169

616
> 0.

It follows that W is always positive.
Consequently, we have verified u3K+1(Ω) > 0 for all l(≥ 2), k ∈ N

∗, and
the proof of Theorem 1.3 is completed.
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