
REGIONS WITHOUT ZEROS FOR THE AUXILIARY FUNCTION OF
RIEMANN.

J. ARIAS DE REYNA

Abstract. We give explicit and extended versions of some of Siegel’s results. We
extend the validity of Siegel’s asymptotic development in the second quadrant to most
of the third quadrant. We also give precise bounds of the error; this allows us to give an
explicit region free of zeros, or with only trivial zeros. The left limit of the zeros on the
upper half plane is extended from 1 − σ ≥ at3/7 in Siegel to 1 − σ ≥ At2/5 log t. Siegel
claims that it can be proved that there are no zeros in the region 1 − σ ≥ tε for any
ε > 0. We show that Siegel’s proof for the exponent 3/7 does not extend to prove his
claim.

1. Introduction

Siegel introduced in [6] the function

(1) R(s) =

∫
0↙1

x−seπix
2

eπix − e−πix
dx,

that Riemann connected with his function ζ(s). Siegel says that Riemann tried to obtain
information concerning the zeros of R(s) but that very little is known about them.

Here, refining Siegel’s results, we give explicit regions free of zeros of Riemann’s auxiliar
function. In order to do this, we give concrete form to Siegel’s theorems in [6]. In
particular, we study the left limit of the zeros ρ = β + iγ of R(s) with γ > 0. Also, we
prove the result of Siegel on the asymptotic behavior of R(s) on the second quadrant
extending them to most of the third quadrant.

There are some differences with Siegel. First, we extend the region where the asymp-
totic representation is valid. Extending the validity to almost all the region σ < 0, (see
precise formulation in Theorems 7 and 8). We also give precise bounds of the error; this
allows us to give an explicit region free of zeros, or with only trivial zeros.

There is also a note about Siegel’s paper. He claims that he can prove that for every
ε > 0 there exists t0 such that the region t > t0 and 1 − σ ≥ ctε does not contain zeros
of R(s). Siegel only proves the case 1 − σ ≥ t3/7. I try to follow Siegel’s argument in
this case, but I have been unable to obtain Siegel’s claim. My arguments give only the
extension to 1 − σ ≥ t2/5 log t. It remains an open problem to find the true limit of the
zeros. My computation of zeros [3] shows that there are zeros to the left of the critical
line and very far from it.

Another revision of Siegel’s paper has been posted recently [5], which do not address
this problem.
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2 ARIAS DE REYNA

2. Application of the Cauchy Theorem.

Theorem 1. Let s = σ + it with 0 < arg(s− 1) < 2π, we define

η :=

√
s− 1

2πi
, −π

4
< arg η <

3π

4
, η1 := Re(η), η2 := Im(η),(2)

m := ⌊η1 + η2⌋, w(z) := exp
{
2πiη2

(
log

(
1 +

z

η

)
− z

η
+

1

2

(z
η

)2)}
− 1.(3)

For each integer k ≥ m we have

(4) R(s) = χ(s)
{
ζ(1− s)−

k∑
n=1

ns−1−

− ηs−1e−πiη
2
[√2e3πi/8 sinπη − (−1)ke2πiη−2πi(η−k)2

2 cos 2πη
+

+
k∑

j=m+1

(−1)j−1e−2πi(j−η)2w(j − η) +R
]}

where R is given by

(5) R :=

∫
m↘m+1

e−2πi(x−η)2

eπix − e−πix
w(x− η) dx.

Remark 2. Compare Siegel [6, (65), (66), (67), and (68)].

Proof. We start with the equation (for definition and basic results about the Riemann
auxiliary function R(s) see [2])

(6) R(s) = χ(s)
{
ζ(1− s)−R(1− s)

}
.

and observe that

R(1− s) =

∫
0↙1

xs−1eπix2

eπix − e−πix
dx =

∫
0↘1

xs−1e−πix
2

eπix − e−πix
dx.

Therefore, we have

(7) R(s) = χ(s)
{
ζ(1− s)−

∫
0↘1

xs−1e−πix
2

eπix − e−πix
dx

}
.

The saddle-point η of the function xs−1e−πix
2 is η =

√
s−1
2πi

. Since we asume 0 <

arg(s − 1) < 2π we may take −π/4 < arg η < 3π
4

, fixing in this way the value of η. We
will denote by η1 and η2 the real and imaginary part of η = η1 + iη2. Let k ≥ 0 be an
integer, by Cauchy’s Theorem we have∫

0↘1

xs−1e−πix
2

eπix − e−πix
dx =

k∑
n=1

ns−1 +

∫
k↘k+1

xs−1e−πix
2

eπix − e−πix
dx.

Of course, this will be more convenient when the new path of integration contains the
saddle-point η or is near it, that is, when k = m. But following Siegel we use here a
general k. The restriction on s and the election of η is given so that m ≥ 0. Therefore,
we may move the line of integration to m↘ m+ 1 on the region where the integrand is
meromorphic (−π < arg x < π).
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The integrand may be transformed as usual (see [1], or [4])

(8) xs−1e−πix
2

= e2πiη
2 log(η+x−η)e−πi(x−η+η)

2

= ηs−1e−πiη
2

exp
{
2πiη2

(
log

(
1 +

x− η

η

)
− x− η

η
+

(x− η)2

2η2

)}
e−2πi(x−η)2

= ηs−1e−πiη
2

(w(x− η) + 1)e−2πi(x−η)2 .

where w(z) is defined in (3).
It follows that

(9)
∫
0↘1

xs−1e−πix
2

eπix − e−πix
dx =

k∑
n=1

ns−1+

+ ηs−1e−πiη
2
{∫

k↘k+1

e−2πi(x−η)2

eπix − e−πix
dx+

∫
k↘k+1

e−2πi(x−η)2

eπix − e−πix
w(x− η) dx

}
.

The first integral may be computed explicitly (see [6, eq. (67)], this is due in fact to
Riemann)

(10)
∫
k↘k+1

e−2πi(x−η)2

eπix − e−πix
dx =

√
2e3πi/8 sin πη − (−1)ke2πiη−2πi(η−k)2

2 cos 2πη
.

Now we may apply again Cauchy’s Theorem, for example since we assume that k ≥ m
we get

(11)
∫
k↘k+1

e−2πi(x−η)2

eπix − e−πix
w(x− η) dx

=
k∑

j=m+1

(−1)j−1e−2πi(j−η)2w(j − η) +

∫
m↘m+1

e−2πi(x−η)2

eπix − e−πix
w(x− η) dx.

□

3. Bound of the remainder.

What follows is directed to bounding R in the above Theorem.

Lemma 3. Let w = u+ iv ∈ C with u and v ∈ R. If u+ |v| ≥ −1/2 then

(12)
∣∣∣∫ w

0

t2

1 + t
dt
∣∣∣ ≤ 3

4
|w|2

integrating along the segment joining 0 and w.

Proof. The integral defines a holomorphic function f(w) on the plane with a cut along
the negative real axis from −1 to −∞. Condition u+ |v| ≥ −1/2 excludes an angle that
contains this cut.

The proof is somewhat complicated, since it is not obtained integrating the absolute
value of the integrand.

Since f(w) is real for real w, we have f(w) = f(w) and we can assume that v ≥ 0.
Put b = (1 + i)/2 and T (w) = w/(w + b). We have T (0) = 0, T (−b) = ∞, since −b

is the conjugate of 0 with respect to the line x + y = −1/2, T transform this line on a
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circle with center at 0. T (−1/2) = i, so that this circle is the unit circle. Our inequality
may be written as ∣∣∣ 1

(w + b)2

∫ w

0

t2

1 + t
dt
∣∣∣ ≤ 3

4

∣∣∣ w

w + b

∣∣∣2.
For the values of w we are interested in, we have |w/(w + b)| = |T (w)| ≤ 1.

Our integral may be computed explicitly.

(13)
∫ w

0

t2

1 + t
dt = log(1 + w)− w +

1

2
w2.

Changing variables z instead of w with

z =
w

w + b
, w =

bz

1− z
, w + b =

b

1− z

our inequality may be written as

(14)
∣∣∣(1− z

b

)2

log
1− z(1− b)

1− z
− z

b
+
z2

b
+
z2

2

∣∣∣ ≤ 3

4
|z|2, |z| < 1.

We expand in Taylor series the function to be bounded.(1− z

b

)2( ∞∑
n=1

zn

n
−

∞∑
n=1

(1− b)nzn

n

)
− z

b
+
z2

b
+
z2

2
.

The first term cancels out, so that we must prove the inequality

(15)
∣∣∣ ∞∑
n=3

zn

b2

( 1
n
− 2

n− 1
+

1

n− 2
− (1− b)n

n
+

2(1− b)n−1

n− 1
− (1− b)n−2

n− 2

)∣∣∣ ≤ 3

4
|z|2.

The power series here has convergence radius = 1 and converges absolutely for all |z| ≤ 1.
By Schwarz’s lemma the proof reduces to check the inequality

(16)
∞∑
n=3

∣∣∣ 1
b2

( 1
n
− 2

n− 1
+

1

n− 2
− (1− b)n

n
+

2(1− b)n−1

n− 1
− (1− b)n−2

n− 2

)∣∣∣ ≤ 3

4
.

The sum is equal to 0.7439893 . . . so that this inequality is true.
□

Lemma 4. For all real u, we have | cos((1− i)u)|2 > 1
4
cosh(2u), so that

(17) | cos((1− i)u)| > 2−3/2e|u|.

Proof. For real u, we have | cos((1− i)u)|2 = 1
2
(cos(2u) + cosh(2u)). The first inequality

is then equivalent to cosh(2u) ≥ −2 cos(2u). Then (17) follows easily.
□

Theorem 5. For σ < 1 and |s− 1| ≥ 4π we have (4) with R as in (5) bounded by

(18) |R| ≤ min(4, 29e−πη2)

|η|
+ 15

e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|
.

Proof. R is given by the integral in (5). The path of integration is a straight line L of
direction e−πi/4 through the point m+1/2. The point η is contained in the strip of points
with a distance ≤ 2−3/2 to this line. Let η′ be the point of the line of integration nearest
to η, then η′ − η = αeπi/4 with α ∈ R and |α| ≤ 2−3/2 and the line L is parametrized by
x = η′ + ue−πi/4 with u ∈ R.
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We are going to bound each term of the integrand in (5). First,

− 2πi(x− η)2 = −2πi(η′ − η + ue−πi/4)2 = −2πi(αeπi/4 + ue−πi/4)2 =

= 2πα2 − 2πu2 − 4παui

so that

(19) |e−2πi(x−η)2| = e2π(α
2−u2) ≤ eπ/4e−2πu2 .

Since η′ is on the line L we can put it in the form η′ = m+1/2− re−πi/4 for some real
r, if we put η′ = η′1 + iη′2, we will have η′2 = r/

√
2, and from η′ = αeπi/4 + η we will get

η′2 = η2 + α/
√
2, so that

(20) r = α +
√
2 η2.

Then x = η′ + ue−πi/4 = m+ 1/2 + (u− r)e−πi/4 and

eπix − e−πix = 2i sin πx = 2i sin
(
π(m+ 1/2 + (u− r)e−πi/4)

)
=

= 2i(−1)m cos
(π(u− r)√

2
(1− i)

)
by Lemma 4 we get

(21) |eπix − e−πix| ≥ 2−1/2e
π

|r−u|√
2 ≥ 2−1/2max(1, e

π(r−u)√
2 ).

We want to apply Lemma 3 to w = η−1(x− η) for x on the integration path. We have
seen that x−η = αeπi/4+ue−πi/4 with α, u ∈ R and |α| ≤ 2−3/2. Hence x−η is contained
in a strip of direction e−πi/4 and width 2|α| centered at the origin. Set η = |η|eiφ. The
hypothesis σ ≤ 1 implies 0 < φ < π

2
. It follows that x−η

η
= |η|−1(αei(

π
4
−φ) + ue−i(

π
4
+φ))

is contained in a strip of direction e−i(
π
4
+φ) and width 2|α|/|η| centered at the origin.

We need this strip to be contained in the region Ω := {u + iv ∈ C : u + |v| > −1/2}
( the region where Lemma 3 applies ). For this, we need the direction to be in the range
−3π

4
< π

4
+ φ < 3π

4
. This is true by our hypothesis σ < 1. The strip will be in Ω if the

intersection of the strip with the real axis is contained in (−1,+∞). But the leftmost
point of this intersection is −|α|/(|η| sin(π

4
+φ)). The needed inequality is true, since for

0 < φ < π
2

and |η| > 1 we have

|α|
sin(φ+ π

4
)
≤ 2−3/2

2−1/2
=

1

2
≤ |η|

2
.

Therefore, by Lemma 3 we have∣∣∣log(1 + x− η

η

)
− x− η

η
+

1

2

(x− η

η

)2∣∣∣ = ∣∣∣∫ x−η
η

0

t2 dt

1 + t

∣∣∣ ≤ 3

4

|x− η|2

|η|2
.

Since |ez − 1| ≤ e|z| − 1 ≤ e|z| and by definition (3) of w(z) for x ∈ L

(22) |w(x− η)| ≤ e
3π
2
|x−η|2 = e

3π
2
(α2+u2) ≤ e

3π
16 e

3π
2
u2 .

For the points on the strip S we may obtain another bound applicable when |x− η| <
1
2
|η|. In fact, for |z| < 1

2
we have

| log(1 + z)− z + 1
2
z2| =

∣∣∣ ∞∑
n=3

(−1)n−1

n
zn
∣∣∣ ≤ 1

3

|z|3

1− |z|
≤ 2

3
|z|3
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so that for |x− η| ≤ 1
2
|η|

(23) |w(x− η)| ≤ e
4π
3

|x−η|3
|η| − 1.

We divide the integral (5) for R into two, one for |u| < 1
4
|η| and the rest. In the first case

|x− η′| = |u| and

|x− η| ≤ |x− η′|+ |η′ − η| ≤ 1

4
|η|+ 2−3/2 ≤ 1

2
|η|

(we apply here that from |s− 1| ≥ 4π we get 2−3/2 ≤ 1
4
|η|). So in the range |u| < 1

4
|η| we

may apply (23) and for the rest u we may apply (22). Therefore,

(24) |R| ≤
∫
|u|<|η|/4

eπ/4e−2πu2

2−1/2eπ(r−u)/
√
2

(
e

4π
3

|x−η|3
|η| − 1

)
du+

+

∫
|u|>|η|/4

eπ/4e−2πu2

2−1/2
e3π/16e

3π
2
u2 du ≤

≤
√
2eπ/4e−πr/

√
2

∫
|u|<|η|/4

e−2πu2
(
e

4π
3

(α2+u2)3/2

|η| − 1
)
eπu/

√
2 du+

+ 2
√
2e7π/16

4

|η|

∫ +∞

|η|/4
ue−πu

2/2 du := I1 + I2.

We may compute exactly I2

I2 =
8
√
2e7π/16

π

e−π|η|
2/32

|η|
< 14.2355

e−π|η|
2/32

|η|
.

By (20) we have e−πr/
√
2 = e−πα/

√
2e−πη2 ≤ eπ/4e−πη2 . Then

I1 < 2
√
2eπ/2e−πη2

∫ |η|/4

0

e−2πu2
(
e

4π
3

(α2+u2)3/2

|η| − 1
)
eπu/

√
2 du <

< 2
√
2eπ/2e−πη2

∫ |α|

0

e−2πu2+πu/
√
2
(
e

4π
3

23/2|α|3
|η| − 1

)
du+

+ 2
√
2eπ/2e−πη2

∫ |η|/4

0

e−2πu2+πu/
√
2
(
e

4π
3

23/2u3

|η| − 1
)
du := I11 + I12.

For 0 ≤ x ≤ 1 we have |ex − 1| ≤ 2x, so that since |α| < 2−3/2 and |η| ≥
√
2∣∣e 4π

3
23/2|α|3

|η| − 1
∣∣ ≤ 2

4π

3

23/2|α|3

|η|
≤ π

3|η|
.

It follows that

I11 ≤
2π

√
2eπ/2

3

e−πη2

|η|

∫ 2−3/2

0

e−2πu2+πu/
√
2 du < 5.7518

e−πη2

|η|
.

Furthermore, since ex−1
x

< ex for x > 0

I12 < 2
√
2eπ/2e−πη2

4π

3

23/2

|η|

∫ |η|/4

0

e−2πu2+πu/
√
2e

4π
3

23/2u3

|η| u3 du.
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By the dominated convergence Theorem, the last integral, for |η| → +∞, has a finite
limit ∫ +∞

0

u3e−2πu2+πu/
√
2 du = 0.0453198

a numerical study shows that∫ |η|/4

0

e−2πu2+πu/
√
2e

4π
3

23/2u3

|η| u3 du ≤ 0.14406,

so that

I12 < 23.2227
e−πη2

|η|
.

Hence,

(25) |R| ≤ 28.9745
e−πη2

|η|
+ 14.2355

e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|
< 29

e−πη2

|η|
+ 15

e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|
.

Instead of the first integral on the right side of (24) we may also put (by (21))

I ′1 :=

∫
|u|<|η|/4

eπ/4e−2πu2

2−1/2

(
e

4π
3

|x−η|3
|η| − 1

)
du ≤

≤ 2
√
2eπ/4

∫ |α|

0

e−2πu2
(
e

4π
3

23/2|α|3
|η| − 1

)
du+

+ 2
√
2eπ/4

∫ |η|/4

0

e−2πu2
(
e

4π
3

23/2u3

|η| − 1
)
du := I ′11 + I ′1,2.

We bound these two as before

I ′11 ≤
2π

√
2eπ/4

3|η|

∫ 2−3/2

0

e−2πu2 du < 1.8143
1

|η|
.

I ′12 ≤ 2
√
2eπ/4

4π

3

23/2

|η|

∫ |η|/4

0

e−2πu2e
4π
3

23/2u3

|η| u3 du < 2.0367
1

|η|
.

So in addition to (25) we also have

(26) |R| ≤ 3.8510
1

|η|
+ 14.2355

e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|
<

4

|η|
+ 15

e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|
.

So, combining these two we get our result. □

4. Main Terms of the approximation to R(s).

Lemma 6. In the closed set H defined by the inequalities

η1 ≥ 2, η2 ≥ 2,

we have

(27) R(s) = −χ(s)ηs−1e−πiη
2

√
2e3πi/8 sin πη

2 cos 2πη
(1 + U),
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where

(28) |U | ≤ 1.10942

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2 e
−2π

η21η
2
2

η21+η
2
2 +

+

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2
(min(4, 29e−πη2)

|η|
+ 15

e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|

)
+
e−4π(η2− 1

2
)η2

√
2 sinhπη2

.

Proof. From the definition of η = η1 + iη2 we get

(29) η21 − η22 =
t

2π
, 2η1η2 =

1− σ

2π
.

In H we have 1−σ
2π

= 2η1η2 > 8. Hence σ < −10, Theorem 5 applies, and the zeta function
ζ(1− s) is given by the Dirichlet series. Therefore, we can write (4) as

(30) R(s) = χ(s)ηs−1e−πiη
2
{
eπiη

2
∞∑

n=k+1

(n
η

)s−1

−

−
√
2e3πi/8 sin πη − (−1)ke2πiη−2πi(η−k)2

2 cos 2πη
−

−
k∑

j=m+1

(−1)j−1e−2πi(j−η)2w(j − η)−R
}
.

So, (27) is true if we define

(31) U :=
2 cos 2πη√
2e3πi/8 sin πη

{
−eπiη2

∞∑
n=k+1

(n
η

)s−1

+

+
k∑

j=m+1

(−1)j−1e−2πi(j−η)2w(j − η) +R
}
− (−1)ke2πiη−2πi(η−k)2

√
2e3πi/8 sin πη

.

Since x cosh 2x
sinhx

< (1 + x)ex for x > 0 we have

(32)
∣∣∣− 2 cos 2πη√

2e3πi/8 sin πη

∣∣∣ ≤ 2 cosh 2πη2√
2 sinhπη2

<

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2 .

To bound the first term in (31) observe that since σ < 0

(33)
∣∣∣eπiη2 ∞∑

n=k+1

(n
η

)s−1∣∣∣ < e−2πη1η2|η|1−σet arg η
{(k + 1)σ

−σ
+ (k + 1)σ−1

}
<

< e−2πη1η2+t arg η
(k + 1

|η|

)σ−1(k + 1

−σ
+ 1

)
.

We shall use equation (30) with k = m so that the sum in j in (31) does not appear.
(But in Theorem 12 we shall need equation (31) for other values of k).

Since η1 > 2 and η2 > 2 we have 0 < arg η < π
2
. When t ≤ 0 we have −2πη1η2+t arg η <

0 and when t > 0 we have

−2πη1η2 + t arg η < −2πη1η2 + t
η2
η1

= −2π
η32
η1

< 0,
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in both cases
(34) e−2πη1η2+t arg η < 1.

We have 1 + 2x > ex for 0 < x ≤ x0 ≈ 1.25643. In particular, this inequality is true
for x = η1η2

η21+η
2
2
≤ 1

2
. Since σ < 0 and η1 + η2 < m+ 1 we get(m+ 1

|η|

)σ−1

<
(η21 + η22 + 2η1η2

η21 + η22

)σ−1
2
< e

η1η2
η21+η

2
2

σ−1
2 = e

−2π
η21η

2
2

η21+η
2
2

so that

(35)
∣∣∣eπiη2 ∞∑

n=m+1

(n
η

)s−1∣∣∣ ≤ e
−2π

η21η
2
2

η21+η
2
2

(
1 +

1 + η1 + η2
−σ

)
.

Since η1 + η2 > 4 we have 1 + η1 + η2 < 5(η1 + η2)/4 and since we assume σ < −10 we
will have −σ > 10

11
(1− σ) so we get(
1 +

1 + η1 + η2
−σ

)
≤ 1 +

11

8

η1 + η2
1− σ

= 1 +
11

8

η1 + η2
4πη1η2

=

= 1 +
11

32π
(η−1

1 + η−1
2 ) ≤ 1 +

11

32π
< 1.10942

so that

(36)
∣∣∣eπiη2 ∞∑

n=m+1

(n
η

)s−1∣∣∣ ≤ 1.10942 e
−2π

η21η
2
2

η21+η
2
2 .

By the definition of m we have m ≤ η1 + η2 < m+ 1 so that

(37) |(−1)m−1e2πiη−2πi(η−m)2| = e−2πη2−4π(m−η1)η2 < e−4π(η2− 1
2
)η2 .

Joining the definition of U in (31) with k = m and (32), (36), (37) and the bound of
R (18) we get the conclusion (28) of our lemma. □

Theorem 7. In the closed set G defined by the inequalities

σ < 0, |s− 1| ≥ 5408π, t ≥ −99

20
(1− σ), (1− σ)2 ≥ 225πt,

we have

(38) R(s) = −χ(s)ηs−1e−πiη
2

√
2e3πi/8 sin πη

2 cos 2πη
(1 + U),

where |U | < 0.9.
It follows that the only zeros on this closed set are the trivial zeros at even negative

integers. It also follows that they are simple zeros.

Proof. Figure 1 represents the region G. Since σ < 0 the point η is on the first quadrant,
therefore η1, η2 > 0. The inequality |s − 1| ≥ 5408π is equivalent to |η| ≥ 52. The
inequality t ≥ −99

20
(1 − σ) restrict s−1

2πi
to be in a half-plane, so it is equivalent to −α <

arg η < π
2
− α where tanα = tan(1

2
arctan 20

99
) = 1

10
. It follows that the inequality ( for

η1 > 0 and η2 > 0 ) is equivalent to η2 ≤ a η1 with a = 10.
Finally, the last inequality (1− σ)2 ≥ 225πt implies that η2 ≥ 5. In fact by equations

(29) we have the following

4η21η
2
2 ≥ 225

2
(η21 − η22), so that

(
4η21 +

225

2

)
η22 ≥ 225

2
η21.
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Figure 1. Region G of Theorem 7

Now, if we assume that η2 < 5 we get

4η21 +
225

2
>

9

2
η21

equivalent to η21 < 225 and we get the contradiction 522 ≤ |η|2 ≤ η21 + η22 < 250.
Hence, for s ∈ G we have

(39) |η| ≥ 52, 5 ≤ η2 ≤ a η1, a = 10.

In what follows, we assume that η1 and η2 satisfies these inequalities.

Observe that Lemma 6 applies, because for η2 > 20 we have η1 ≥ η2
a

≥ 2, and for
η2 < 20, we have 522 ≤ η21 + η22, so that η1 ≥

√
522 − 202 = 48.

When η2 ≤ η1 we have 2π
η21η

2
2

η21+η
2
2
≥ πη22 and (being η2 > 5)

1.10942

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2e
−2π

η21η
2
2

η21+η
2
2 ≤ 2

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2−πη22 < 2× 10−27.

when η2 > η1 we have η1 = |η| cosφ, η2 = |η| sinφ with π
4
≤ φ ≤ arctan 10. Then

πη2 − 2π
η21η

2
2

η21 + η22
= π|η|(sinφ− 2|η| sin2 φ cos2 φ) ≤

≤ π|η|(sinφ− 104 sin2 φ cos2 φ) < −0.076876|η|,

also, it is clear that πη2 = π|η| sinφ > 52π/
√
2 := b, so that

1.10942

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2e
−2π

η21η
2
2

η21+η
2
2 ≤ 1.10942

√
2

b
(1 + b)e−0.076876|η| < 0.0290564.

For η2 ≥ 5 we have 4 > 29e−πη2 and
√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2
29e−πη2

|η|
≤

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)

29

max(52, η2)
< 0.83891.
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(This is where we need 52 so large, and I would very much like a smaller radius.) For
|η| > 52 and η2 > 5

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2
15e−

π
32

|η|2

|η|
≤

√
2

5π
(1 + 5π)eπ|η|

15e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|
< 3× 10−45

and for η2 > 5
1√

2 sinhπη2
e−4π(η2− 1

2
)η2 < 4× 10−130.

Collecting these inequalities, we get

|U | ≤ 0.0290564 + 0.83891 + 3× 10−45 + 4× 10−130 < 0.868.

The assertion about the zeros follows easily from the representation (38). □

Theorem 8. Let Gα be the closed set defined by |t| · tan 2α ≤ (1− σ), where 0 < α < π
4
.

For s→ ∞ we have

(40) R(s) =
e−

πi
8

√
2
χ(s)ηs−1eπi(η−η

2)(1 +O(|η|−1)), s ∈ Gα.

Proof. The assertion s ∈ Gα is equivalent to 2α ≤ arg( s−1
2πi

) ≤ π − 2α. Therefore, it is
equivalent to α < arg(η) < π

2
− α. Therefore, when s ∈ Gα we have η = η1 + iη2 with

ηj ≥ 0. In fact we have |η| sinα < ηj < |η| cosα for j = 1 and j = 2. Since α > 0, the
two variables ηj → ∞ when s goes to infinity. So, to prove our Theorem, we may assume
that ηj ≥ 2, and Lemma 6 applies.

Therefore,

πη2 − 2π
η21η

2
2

η21 + η22
< π|η| cosα− 2π

|η|4 sin4 α

|η|2
< −(π cosα)|η|, for |η| > cosα

sin4 α
.

For |η| >
√
2, we have η2 >

√
2 sinα. Hence, for |s| large enough

1.10942

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2e
−2π

η21η
2
2

η21+η
2
2 = O(e−(π cosα)|η|), |η| → ∞

It follows easily from (28) that |U | = O(|η|−1).
Finally, we observe that for s ∈ Gα when s→ ∞ we have

e3πi/8 sinπη

cos 2πη
=

−e3πi/8e−πiη

ie−2πiη
(1 +O(|η|−1)) = e7πi/8eπiη(1 +O(|η|−1)).

□

Corollary 9. The only zeros of R(s) in the region defined by the inequalities 1−σ > |t|,
|s− 1| ≥ 3528π are the trivial zeros at the points s = −2n for n a positive integer.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 8 we take α = π/8 so that tan 2α = 1. For |η| ≥ 42
we have ηj > |η| sinα > 2 and Lemma 6 applies. We have

1.10942

√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2e
−2π

η21η
2
2

η21+η
2
2 ≤

≤ 1.10942
√
2
(
1 +

1

π|η| sinα

)
eπ|η| cosα−2π|η|2 sin4 α < 9× 10−50.
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For |η| ≥ 42 we have 29e−πη2 < 29e−π|η| sinα < 4 and
√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2
(min(4, 29e−πη2)

|η|
+ 15

e−
π
32

|η|2

|η|

)
≤

≤
√
2
(
1 +

1

π|η| sinα

)( 29
|η|

+ 15
eπ|η| cosα−π|η|

2/32

|η|

)
≤ 0.99582

and finally for |η| > 42, we have η2 > 42 sinα and
1√

2 sinhπη2
e−4π(η2− 1

2
)η2 ≤ 2× 10−1388.

By (28) we get |U | < 1 on our closed set. Then (40) implies that the zeros of R(s) in the
region limited by 1 − σ > |t| and |η| > 42 are those of χ(s). These are the trivial zeros
at even negative integers. □

Remark 10. Computations of the zeros of R(s) indicate that the zeros in the set of
points in the circle |η| ≤ 42 and on the angle 1− σ > |t| are just the trivial ones.

5. Left limit of the zeros for t > 0.

From Theorem 7 we know that in the region defined by t > 0, |s− 1| > 2πb2, 1− σ ≥
at1/2 (where b = 52 and a = 15

√
π) there is no zero of R(s). Now we are going to extend

this region, changing the condition 1−σ ≥ at1/2 for the less restrictive 1−σ ≥ ct2/5 log t.
Siegel says in [6] that given ε > 0 he may prove this for the region 1 − σ ≥ ctε, but I
have not been able (following his method) to get a better exponent than 2/5. Siegel only
proves the case of exponent 3/7.

Theorem 11. There are constants A > 0 and t0 > 0 such that

(41) R(s) = −χ(s)ηs−1e−πiη
2

√
2e3πi/8 sin πη

2 cos 2πη
(1 + U), |U | < 1,

for t > t0 and 1− σ ≥ A t2/5 log t.

Proof. By Theorem 7 we know that (41) is true for t > t0 and 1− σ ≥ at1/2. Therefore,
we shall consider the region Ω defined by t > t0 and 1 < φ(t) ≤ 1 − σ ≤ at1/2. Our
objective is to get φ(t) as small as possible. The proof is similar to the one of Lemma
6. For s ∈ Ω the hypothesis of Theorem 5 holds, and we have (4) with R bounded as
in (18). When s ∈ Ω we have σ0 < −10 so that (4) can be written as (30). We take
k = m + r, and r will be a function of s = σ + it, r = ⌊ψ⌋. (Siegel uses ψ(σ) but we
consider a more general ψ that may be a function of σ and t). We will use the letter c
to denote a constant, not always the same, in particular, note that r = ⌊ψ⌋, but we will
choose ψ → +∞ for t→ +∞ so that cψ ≤ r ≤ ψ.

Our elections will be φ(t) = A t2/5 log t and ψ = ψ(t) = Bt1/10 log1/5 t for adequate
constants A and B. We retain in our reasoning a general φ(t) and ψ to see that the
reasoning does not give a better ( smaller ) φ(t).

We have 1 − σ = O(t1/2) for t → ∞, therefore for s ∈ Ω and t > t0 we have the
convergent expansion

(42) η =
( t

2π
+
1− σ

2π
i
)1/2

=

√
t

2π

(
1+ i

1− σ

2t
+
(1− σ)2

8t2
− i(1− σ)3

16t3
− (1− σ)4

128t4
+ · · ·

)
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so that

(43) η =
( t

2π

)1/2

+O(1), η1 =
( t

2π

)1/2

+O(t−1/2), η2 =
1− σ

2
√
2πt

+O(t−1).

Now we must bound U given in (27) and (31). Observe that (32) and (33) are still true
in this context.

With respect to (33) observe that m ≤ η1 + η2 < m + 1 and |η| ≤ η1 + η2 < m + 1 so
that |η|+r

|η| < m+r+1
|η| and therefore for t > t0 ( notice that 1 + x ≥ e2x/3 for 0 ≤ x ≤ 1, and

take t0 such that for t > t0 r < |η| < 4
3
η1. By (43) we have |η| ∼ η1 for t→ ∞.)(m+ r + 1

|η|

)σ−1

<
( |η|+ r

|η|

)σ−1

< e(σ−1) 2r
3|η| = e−(1−σ) 2r

3|η| < 2e
−(1−σ) r

2η1 = 2e−2πrη2 .

The assumption r
|η| < 1, will follow from our final choice of ψ (that will be O(t1/10 log1/5 t))

and (42). It follows that for t ≥ t0 and s ∈ Ω(m+ r + 1

|η|

)σ−1

≤ 2e−c(1−σ)ψt
−1/2

.

For s ∈ Ω we have φ(t)t−1/2 ≤ (1 − σ)t−1/2 ≤ a, and η2 is given by (43), so that for
t > t0 we have c1 φ(t)t1/2

≤ η2 ≤ c2. It follows that
√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2 ≤ c
t1/2

φ(t)

so that (notice that (34) holds in this case)
√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2
(m+ r + 1

|η|

)σ−1(
1 +

m+ r + 1

−σ

)
≤

≤ c
t1/2

φ(t)
e−c(1−σ)ψt

−1/2
(
1 + c

t1/2 + ψ

φ(t)

)
≤ c

te−c(1−σ)ψt
−1/2

φ(t)2
,

because we shall take ψ ≤ t1/2 and φ(t) = A t2/5 log t.
Now we consider other terms in (31). First, for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ r, since η2 = O(1) we have

|m+ ℓ− η|2 = (m+ ℓ− η1)
2 + η22 ≤ (r + η2)

2 + η22 = O(ψ2).

We choose ψ(σ) = o(t1/2) so that |m+ ℓ− η| < 1
2
|η| for t ≥ t0. Then we may apply (23)

and

(44) |w(m+ ℓ− η)| ≤ ec
ψ3

|η| − 1 ≤ c
ψ3

t1/2
,

(again, by our final election of ψ).
Also,

|e−2πi(m+ℓ−η)2 | = e−4π(m+ℓ−η1)η2 ≤ 1,

since m+ ℓ− η1 ≥ m+ 1− η1 > η2. Then
√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2
∣∣∣ m+r∑
j=m+1

(−1)j−1e−2πi(j−η)2w(j − η)
∣∣∣ ≤ cr

t1/2

φ(t)

ψ3

t1/2
≤ c

ψ4

φ(t)
.

For t > t0 we will also have

|e2πiη−2πi(m+r−η)2| = e−2πη2−4π(m+r−η1)η2 < e−2πη2−4π(r−1+η2)η2 < e−4π(r−1)η2 .
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Hence, for t > t0 we have∣∣∣(−1)ke2πiη−2πi(η−k)2

√
2e3πi/8 sin πη

∣∣∣ ≤ e−4π(r−1)η2

√
2 sinhπη2

≤ c
e−c(1−σ)ψt

−1/2

πη2
≤ c

t1/2

φ(t)
e−c(1−σ)ψt

−1/2

.

The rest R in (31) by Theorem 5 is bounded by
√
2

πη2
(1 + πη2)e

πη2 |R| ≤ c
t
1
2

φ(t)

c

|η|
≤ c

φ(t)
.

In summary we have

|U | ≤ ctφ(t)−2e−c(1−σ)ψt
−1/2

+ cψ4φ(t)−1 +
c

φ(t)
+ ct1/2φ(t)−1e−c(1−σ)ψt

−1/2

.

We will not expect this to be < 1 for t → +∞. The first terms forces (1 − σ)ψ(σ, t) ≫
t1/2 log t and the second ψ4 ≪ φ(t). Hence,

t1/2 log t

1− σ
≪ ψ ≪ φ(t)1/4

This must be true for all values of σ. In particular, we must have
t1/2 log t

φ(t)
≪ φ(t)1/4.

That is,
φ(t) ≫ t2/5 log4/5 t.

This shows that in this way we may not get φ(t) ∼ tε for any ε < 2/5.
If we choose φ(t) = At2/5 log t and ψ(t) = Bt1/10 log1/5 t, with an adequate election of

A and B, we get U = O(log−1/5 t). □

Corollary 12. There exist constants t0 and A such that R(s) have no zeros in the region
limited by t ≥ t0, A t2/5 log t > 1− σ.
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