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EXPLICIT VAN DER CORPUT’S d-TH DERIVATIVE ESTIMATE.
J. ARTIAS DE REYNA

ABSTRACT. We give an explicit version for van der Corput’s d-th derivative estimate of
exponential sums.

Theorem. Let X, and Y € R be such that |Y| > d where d > 3 is a natural number.
Let f: (X, X 4+Y] = R be a real function with continuous derivatives up to the order d.
Assume that 0 < A < f@(z) <A for X <z < X +Y. Denote by D = 2. Then

1 A \2/D A2\ 1/(D-2) ds—2
- < = - — /D}
0 |y X e smax{da(sy) Ba(5) Car P,
X<n<X+Y
where Aq, Bq, and Cy are explicit constants. They depend on d but for d > 2 for ezample
Ay <75, By <5.8 and Cyq < 10.9.

We follow the reasoning of van der Corput in three papers published in 1937, that
contained an error. I correct this error and try to get the smallest possible constants.
We apply this theorem to zeta sums, giving the best choice of d in each case. Also, we
prove that our Theorem implies Titchmarsh’s Theorem 5.13.

1. INTRODUCTION

The van der Corput d-th derivative estimate gives a bound of an exponential sum

1 X+Y
L 2if(n)
DI
n=X

assuming that f: [X, X + Y] has continuous derivatives up to order d and also satisfies
the inequalities 0 < A < f@(x) < A. Here, we prove an explicit version

)

Theorem. Let X, and Y € R be such that |Y| > d, where d > 3 is a natural number.
Let f: (X, X +Y] = R be a real function with continuous derivatives up to the order d.
Assume that 0 < X < f@(z) < A for X <2 < X +Y. Denote by D = 2. Then

(2) ‘% 3 e(f(n))‘gmax{Ad<)\AY>2/D,Bd<A72)l/(D2),Cd()\Yd)—2/D}’

X<n<X+Y

where the constants Ay, By and Cy are given in Table 1, all of them less than 11.

We do not find explicit versions in modern references. Titchmarsh’s Theorem 5.13 is
the best known. Our corollary 25 shows an explicit version of Titchmarsh’s theorem as
a consequence of our fundamental theorem. The Graham and Kolesnik book Theorem
[6, Th. 2.8] is also non-explicit and has slightly worse exponents than our theorem. Other
non-explicit expositions of the van der Corput theorem can be found in Montgomery [10],
Bordelles [1], Robert [11], and many others.
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The techniques of van der Corput were refined by Vinogradov et al. Notably the
recent results of Wooley [14], Bourgain et al. [2]. These results have allowed considerable
improvement of the exponents in theorems of van der Corput type, see, for example, the
theorem proved by Heath-Brown [7].

Our main interest in the subject is the search for explicit results. To this end, modern
results are useless. It is true that in number theory, interest is generally focused on the
order of magnitude, in which case modern theorems are much better. But in certain
numerical studies, explicit results are needed. For example, to bound the error when
truncating certain series or to improve the time cost of certain algorithms. We refer to
the Hiary presentation [8] for more details of this.

The original result of van der Corput [3, 1928] was explicit. It contained instead of the
supremum, the sum of the three terms on the right-hand side of (2) all with constant
21. In [4, 1937] and [5, 1937] a version of the theorem was given, where it contained the
maximum of the three terms, all with constant 25. Shortly after the appearance of [3|
Titchmarsh [12, 1931] published a simpler proof of a similar theorem (Theorem 5.13 in
[13]), not explicit but having practically the same utility. After this, the explicit versions
of van der Corput were somewhat forgotten.

Since I needed to make use of an explicit version, my attention fell on van der Corput’s
second proof. It was surprising that neither Titchmarsh [13], Montgomery [10] nor Gra-
ham and Kolesnik [6] cited this work of van der Corput. I found a problem in van der
Corput’s proof of the analog of our Theorem 7, which appears in [4, p. 670-671]. The
problem is in equality between line —7 and line —6 on page 671. This equality can be

summarized in

| N ;N

— max(A, a,) = max(A, — an).

w et =mxliy 2
Since the function f(z) = max(A,z) is convex, the correct sign would be >. The proof
fails at this point. But the demonstration is easy to correct (see our Theorem 7). The
proof of Theorem 7 is by induction, in our proof the main induction step is changed. I
consider it useful to write it in detail.

After I wrote this some other explicit version of the d-th estimate have been published.

See [15].

1.1. Some notation. We denote by N the set of natural numbers, excluding 0. A C B
means © € A = x € B, hence including the case A = B. For typographical reasons, we
use the abbreviation e(z) = €*™@. We will use the letter S to denote a sum of exponentials
and E to denote the corresponding mean value, when S is divided by the length of the
range.

2. KusMIN LANDAU LEMMA

Lemma 1. Let f: (X, X +Y] — R a real function continuously differentiable with a
monotonous derivative and such that @ < f'(z) <1—0 for some 0 < 0 < %, then

’ Z 2mif ()

X<n<X+Y

70
< cot —.
2

Proof. This is proved in Landau [9]. As this sharp version is not usually given and
the original is in German, a detailed proof has been included in the TeX source of this
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document. To make it appear in the resulting pdf, you should interchange the % symbols
in lines 11 and 12 of the TeX file. 0

Remark 2. The sum does not change if we replace f(x) by f(z) + kx with k& € Z,
therefore the hypothesis on f’ can be substituted by 6 < f'(z) — k < 1 — 0 for some ﬁxed
integer k.

Remark 3. van der Corput noticed that there is a bound of the trigonometric sum
depending only on #. Kusmin gives a simple proof with a bound of type A/60. It was
Landau [9] who gave the sharp constant cot %, and proved that it is the best possible
bound.

Lemma 4. Let f: (X, X + Y] — R a real valued function two times differentiable with
continuity. Assume that 0 < X\ < f"(z) < A, then

‘nge(f(n))) <Y +2)(1+ \/%) )

Proof. Since f’is continuous, the image f'(X, X + Y] is an interval I. For any two points
in I, we have |f'(b) — f'(a)| < |f"(£)(b—a)| < AY. Let [a,b] be the least closed interval
with extremes a, b € Z and such that [a,b] D I. The bound on the length of I implies
0<b—a<AY +2 Forany0< 6 < 1/2 we split the sum

Yo oelfm)= Y Z Yoo elf)+ Y elf(n)

X<n<X+Y a<f/( )<a+6 k=a+1k—0<f(n)<k+0 b—0<f'(n)<b
+ Z > el
k=a k+0<f'(n)<k+1-6
If there are two integers n and m with a < f'(n), f'(m) < a + 6, we have
02 1f(n) = f'(m)] = |(n—m)f"(€)] = [n — m|\.

Therefore, the first sum contains 0, 1, or < (1 4 6/)) terms. In any case < (1 + 6/))
terms. The same happens for the sum on b — 0 < f’(n) < b. A similar reasoning gives
that each sum on k — 6 < f'(n) < k + 6 contains at most (1 + 26/X). By the trivial
bound, all these sums are bounded by

(140/N) + (b—a—1)(1+20/\) +(1+0/\) = (b—a)(1+20/N\)+1 < (AY +2)(14+20/\)+1.

To cach sum Ek+6<f/(n)§k+1—6 e(f(n)) = Zk+6<f/(n)§k+1—0 e(f(n) — kn) we may apply
Kusmin-Landau’s lemma (see remark 2). Note that f’(x) — k is monotonous. Therefore,

> e(f(n))’ < (AY +2)(1+20/)\) +1+ (b—a) cot ™7

>
X<n<X+Y
o
< (AY +2)(14+20/A+ cot ) 1.

Since cot v < é

(3) Y e < (AY+2)(1+2€/)\+%> 4L

X<n<X+Y
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Taking 6 = \/\/m we obtain

]kgme(f(n))) <Y +2)(1+ \/%) 4L

This will end the proof if # < 1/2 that is, when A < 7/4, When A > 7/4, the sum is
bounded by the trivial bound as Y + 1, therefore,

’ - Y +1 .
AY+2 X<n<X+Y B AY+2
as a function of Y € [0, 00), A’;erlz is monotonous and varies between % and %, both
< (1 + \/%) in fact % < 1 and % < % This is less than \/% for A > 7 /16. ]

The next lemma, due to van der Corput, is a version of Lemma 4.

Lemma 5. Let f: (X, X +Y]| = R a real-valued function twice differentiable with con-
tinuity. Assume that 0 < X < f"(z) < A, and Y > 1, then

] > el <

X<n<X+4Y
with A = 1 + /14 37/8) = 2.79368380731 .

Proof. We assume the hypothesis of Lemma 4, therefore we have (3). Assume also that
A < 32 for some 8 > 0 to be determined, then the sum S := Y e(f(n)) satisfies, taking
0 = av\. If a/\ < 1/2, we have

(AY +2),

§\>>

I N S 2 (155+2 +2>1
—+ — a4+ —)—.
AY+2_ Aol AY +2 7 \F TV VA
The best option here is to take a = 1//7 so we look for a constant A such that
4
1.5 — < A.
B+ ﬁ <
For A\ < (32, and our final choice: A = X = 2.793..., we have § = av\ = /A7 <
B/VE < 1/2.
For A\ > 3% we use the trivial bound for the sum
|S] - Y +1

AY +2 7 AY +2
As a function of Y for Y > 1 this is a monotonous function taking values between + < 1
and 5 + xS 5 + 35 We want these two quantities to be bounded by A/vA V. In partlcular
1/A < VA must be true for A > 52, Therefore 1/A < B. We also need that 2+—)\ < A/\/_
for A\ > 32
We take A as 1/ where [ is defined by the equation

1 4
—=1.5 —
AR

The solution gives us

2
= ﬁ(l + /14 371/8) = 2.79368380731 . ..
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It is mechanical to check that with this election we have 2% < A/ VI for \ > B2. O

3. WEYL-VAN DER CORPUT LEMMA

The idea of Weyl was to bound the square of the sum of exponentials to get a new
easier sum of exponentials. van der Corput added a clever use of the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality to get a sum with fewer terms.

Lemma 6 (Weyl-van der Corput). Let f: (X, X + Y] — C a complex function with
|f(x)] <1 and H <Y a natural number, then

@ |y > S >\_ﬁ+ﬁﬁe(;HZl<H—a> > fm+afm).

Proof. 1t is convenient to extend f putting f(z) = 0 for x ¢ (X, X + Y]. These values
do not appear in equation (4).
Notice that we have

H Z f(n) = f(n—a)

X<n<X+4+Y X<n<X+Y+H-1a

T
L

I
o

Now, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality yields

| Y sl covem Y [Sse-af

X<n<X+Y X<n<X+Y+H—-1 a=0

Each individual square can be expanded

‘Hzlf(n—a) an—a Hzlf(n—b)

b=0
We divide each of these sums into three parts
Z+Z+an—a n—b) with 0<a,b< H —1.
a=b a<b a>b

In each of these sums a fixed n appears, some terms can be = 0 due to the extension of
f we have made. In the sum with a = b, since \ f (a:)\ < 1, we will have

an—a f(n—0b) Z|fn—a|2<H

The other two sums are complex conjugates, so thelr sum is twice their real part. There-
fore,

HQ‘ S to)| < HY+B)Y 20y +1) 3 Re( 3 f(n—a)f(n—b)).

X<n<X+Y X<n<X+Y+H-1 0<a<b<H-1

wl Y g

X<n<X+Y

SH(Y+H)2+2(Y+H)Re< 3 3 f(n—a)f(n—b)).

X<n<X+Y+H-1 0<a<b<H-1

or
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For each term, we have n—a > n—b, so the non-null terms are of the form f(m+k)f(m),
where X <m<m+k<Y.

Once fixed m and m + k with X <m <m+k < X +Y, we can take (a,b) with
0 <a<b< H-—1 giving this product only for b = a + k. The possible pairs are as
follows

(a,b) = (0,k),(Lk+1),(2,k+2),....,(H—k—1,H—1).

These are (H — k) pairs. For each of these pairs, the corresponding value of n = m +b
satisfies the condition X <n < X +Y + H — 1. It follows that the sum can be written
as follows

> > - (=) = Y (H — k) f(m+ k) F(m),

where the sum is in al £ with 1 <k < H — 1 and only the terms with X <m <m+k <
X +Y are not null. Therefore,

H-1

2 __
H?) S f<n)] < HOY+H)? +2(Y+H) Re( Y ( S fmeR)[m)).
X<n<X+Y k=1 X<m<m+k<X+Y
Since H <Y
) H-1
H?) S f(n)’ <4HY L avRe(Y (H-k) Y fm+k)f(m).
X<n<X+Y k=1 X<m<m+k<X+Y
We get (4) dividing by H*Y?2. O

4. INDUCTION AND MAIN RESULT OF VAN DER CORPUT

We need to introduce some notation to simplify the statement of the main result. We
will start with a function f: (X, X +Y] - R, with X, Y € R and Y > 0, and we get
bounds for the sum of exponentials

) B=y S @O =o S e(f)
X<n<X+Y X<n<X+Y

For typographical reasons, we will use the standard notation e(x) = e*™*,

By induction, we define new functions starting with f. Given a = (ay, ag, ..., a;) with
a; € R, we define

f(a1)<x> = f(SL’ + al) - f(.T),
f(al,cu)(x) = f(al)(x + 0,2) - f(al)(x)’
f(a17a2 ,,,,, ah)<x> = f(a17a2 ----- ah71)<x + ah) - f(a17a2 ..... ah71)<x>'

With a = (ay,as,...,ap), we put &’ = (ay,...,a,_1), and the last equation is equivalent
to

fa(x) = fa’(x + ah) - fa’(x)'
If f is d-times differentiable with continuity, we find by induction the integral represen-
tation

aq az ai
:/ / / FD(@ttyt--tt)dbydty - dta,  a=(ay, a9, ...,a4).
0 0 0
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This shows that fa(z) does not depend on the order of elements in a, but this property
does not depend on the differentiability of f.
In the next theorem we will use the constant

(7)

4
B =2+ 2V2 = 48284271247 . .., with the property I + 4T < max(B*H ', BT).
Because if 4+ < (B —4)T, then & + 47T < BT in the other case, if 4+ > (B —4)T we have
iop 4, 6 4B 1 B
H ~H (B—4H B-4H H’

The domain of definition f, is only a subset of (X, X4V that may be empty. But notice
that fa(z) is a linear combination of f(z+a;) where J C {1,2,...,h} anday := >, ;a;
We will use only positive a; and in this case f, is defined exactly in (X, X +Y — Z;‘:l a;l.
We will use the notation I(a) to denote this domain of the natural definition of f,.

However, we use the convention that e(fa(x)) = 0 if the value of fa(x) is not defined.
This simplifies the range of our sums.

Theorem 7. Let f: (X, X +Y] — R be a real function, d, and Hy, ..., Hyq natural
numbers with Hy + Hy + -+ -+ Hy <Y, then

1 - — —
(8) |E()]:= ’? Z e(f(x))’ < Bmax(H, 12 H, va H, 1/2d’B,1/2de1/2d)’
X<n<X+4Y
where B 1s the constant defined in (7) and
Ty = ’ 3 ’
= v | 2 o

where a run through all vectors (ay, as, .. .aq) with integers a, such that 1 < a, < H, —1.

Proof. We proceed by induction on d. For d = 1, the Weyl-van der Corput lemma (6)
yields

Hi—1
4 4 1
2
BP< g+ pBe(gr o h—a) 30 elf(n+a)— ().
a=1 X<nn+a<X+Y
This easily implies that
! 4 B?
E(f)] ‘ ):—+4T <max<—,BT).
U< g+ gy | 3 elofo] = g+ 470 < m (G 7

So,
|E(f)| < max(BH;"*,V/BT,"*) < Bmax(H;"/?, B-21!"?),

and (8) is proved for d = 1.
For d > 1, by the induction hypothesis, since Hy +--- Hy;_1 <Y we have

(9) ‘ ( )| < BmaX(H 1/2, e H;_ll/Qd_l 871/201—1771/2d—1)7

) d—1
Tdfl Hd . Z‘ Z fa

a’ nel(a’)

where

a’ = (CLl, .. .,ad,l).
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The domain I(a’) = (X, X +Y — (a1 + -+ -aq_1)]. Therefore, we have Hy <Y — (H; +
4+ Hg 1) <Y —(a;+---aq_1) and we can apply Lemma (6) to e((fa)(n)). This yields

1 2

e a2 )

nel(a’)

A 4 Hy—1
Hy i Hy(Y — (a1 + -+ aq1) Z‘ Z e(far(n+aa) = far(n))].

aqg=1 nn+tagel(a’)

By definition, fa(n+ aq) — far(n) = fa(n). Therefore, we have

1 2
el Jar )N
y_(a1+...+ad1)n€%/) (fa)(n))
Hy—1
4 4 Z 3
S T + ‘ a ‘
Hd Hd<Y (CL1—|— t+ag— 1 aa=1'nel(a) f

Multiplying by (Y — (a; + -+ -+ aq_1))? we can change the factor on the right side by Y,
and dividing by Y? we get

Hy—1

v 3 | <5ty 2| D el

nel(a’) ag=1 nel(a)

2

Hence, by the Schwarz inequality

le:{yﬂ1 CHy 1;’ 2 lfw)lr } Hd 12’5/ elfx) ()

nel(a’) nel(a’)

Sﬁg:(ffd HdYZ’Z ¢(faln D

aqg=1 nel(a)

2

Hy—1

_HidJr?Hl Hdzz’z e(fa)(r ’

a’ aqg=1 nel(a
This can be written
4
T < Hz)z )|
d a ne[
Hence,
4
T2 < = ’ A ):—+4T < max(B*H-", BT,
-1 = YH1 Hdza:n;(a) elfa) ! (B H, ", BTa).

Joining this with (9) yields

|E(f)| < Bumax(H; Y .. H P B~V (max(B2H, ', BTy))V*")
—1/2d-1 —1/2d _1/941/24
LHMPT H]VE BT, O

)

< Bmax(H; 1/2

P
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5. SPECIFIC BOUNDS FOR THE SUM

To apply Theorem 7 we need bounds of 7; and also select adequate values of the H;’s.
In this section, we show how to achieve a practical solution to these problems. The
integral representation (6) is useful to bound T} in terms of the derivatives of f.

We will need two lemmas to minimize our bounds, choosing some variables adequately.

Lemma 8. Let § be a natural number and & and Y real numbers such that 1 < & < Y?.

Then there exist positive real numbers x1, xa, ..., x5 such that
5
(10) [[za=¢  min@E@ /"2 y¥) <q, <.
n=1

Proof. Separate the proof in two cases depending on whether 525 <Y?"-2 or not.
(a) If 526 < Y26+1*2, we take for 1 <n <§

T = 52"/(25“—2) < 525/(25“—2) %
In this case, the product Hi:l x, = &, because 22:1 on = 20+t _ 9,
(b) €2° > V2" ~2 Find N the least natural number such that
(11) g2 5 y (NN 2
For N = § — 1 this inequality is 526 > Y272 that is true by hypothesis. For N = 0, the

inequality is €2 > Y29, This is false, since we assume & < Y. Therefore 1 < N < § — 1
and the inequality must be false for N — 1 so that

(12) gzN < y(0-N+2)2V -2
Then we take xz,, as

(EYN=0)2/@Y=2) 1 < < N,
Ty =
Y N+1<n<5é.

The product is easily computed
Ty 5= (x1 - an) (@ - -xs) = (EYVTOYOTN = ¢
We now prove z, <Y. For N +1 <n < ¢ this is trivial. For 1 <n < N we have
o (gyN—é)Z"/(ZNH—Q) < (gyN—(S)ZN/(QN‘H—Q)
and the inequality (SYN*5)2N/(2N+I*2) <Y is equivalent to &2 < y©O-N2¥+2¥-2 40

this is equivalent to (12).
We end the proof showing that z, > Y2/ For N + 1 <n<9wehave z, =Y >

Y2,
In the case 1 < n < N, note that (11) is equivalent to €Y V=9 > Y1-27" 50 that
[ (£YN75)2"/(2N+172) S y2r /2
Since d > N + 1 we have 2"/2V*1 > 27 /29 and this ends the proof. O

Lemma 9. Let M, N, Z, a and [ positive real numbers. There exists 0 < & < Z such
that

(13) max (€% M NeP) <max(Z2~* MZ® M2N2 Nat5).
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Proof. Let us consider the function A(§) := max(é~% MEP, NEP). There is a point
0 < & < Z such that k(&) < h(§) for 0 < & < Z. This is true since limg_,o+ h(§) = +o00.

If & = Z, then Nfg < max(fo_“,Mfo_B). In the other case Nfg > max(ﬁo_“,Mfo_ﬁ)
implies h(&) < h(&) para § — e < £ < &, contradicting the definition of &. Therefore,
in this case

h(&) = max(65%, M&®) = max(Z~*, MZ ) < max(Z~*,MZ® , M2N% Nai7),

If 0 < & < Z, we will have {;* = Nfg, or, M&;ﬁ = Nfg. In the other case, if
the maximum were taken in only one of the terms, h(§, — 6) or h(& + &) will be less
than h(&p). A similar situation occurs if the maximum is taken at a point & where

& = Mg > Ng.
When & = N¢j, N1 = £0%7 and
h(&) =& = NoF <max(Z~*, MZ P M2N2 Na%5).
When M¢,” = N¢b, €2 = M/N and
h(&) = Ngg - N(M/N)% = (MN)% < max(Z_a,MZ—B,M%N%,NQ%B)_ 0
Lemma 10. Let X, and Y € R be such that Y > 1. Let f: (X, X +Y] — R be a real

function with continuous derivatives up to the order 2. Assume that 0 < A < f"(x) < A
for X <x < X +Y. Then,
1 A%\ 1/2 o1
- A~ “1/2
v 3 el <a{(F) " 200
X<n<X+Y

where A is the constant defined in Lemma 5.

Proof. Lemma 5 yields

Y )| <

X<n<X+Y

(2+ AY).

S

Then we have

A 2 Ay A?\1/2 ) 71/2}
\/X(2+AY)§AY<Y\/X+\/X> AY{(A) +20v?) 2L,

This ends the proof, but later we will need a slightly weaker result. For any r > 0 we
have U + V < max{(1 + r)U, (1 +7~)V}. Taking r so that (1 +r)A = 2B, we get
r=2Y4B/A—~1=1.05535..., and Cy := 2(1 + 77 ')A = 10.881690878 . .. Therefore, we
have

(14) LY )] < max{B(5) " a2
e (& n max -
y = 2 \ ) 2 ’
X<n<X+Y
with By = 21/4B = 5.74199. .., and C; = 2 4L, = 10.881690. ... m

Theorem 11. Let X, andY € R be such that |Y'| > d where d > 3 is a natural number.
Let f: (X, X +Y] = R be a real function with continuous derivatives up to the order d.
Assume that 0 < \ < f(d)(:c) <A for X <o < X+Y. Denote by D = 2%. Then

(15) )% > e(f(n))‘ﬁmaX{Ad(AAy>2/D’ d<A72)1/(D2)

X<n<X+Y

’ Cd()\yd)_Q/D},
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where
(16) Ag = B\/§ (d — 2)2/D’ B, = B((34/23>(2/3)2d2D/4A2872)1/(D,2)7
Cy= B(AD/B)*P(d — 2)*4=2/D

Proof. Denote by 0 = d — 2. We apply Theorem 7. Let Hy, Hs, ..., Hs natural numbers
with Hy +---+ Hs <Y, then

1 — —
(17) ‘_ Y. lfle ))‘ < Bmax(H; Y2, Hy Y H VY BYY TV,
X<n<X+Y
where
1 1
Ts = ’_ 3 ’
= w2 |y 2o )
at,...,as nel(a)

In this sum 1 < a, < H, — 1 and fa(n) is defined for X <n < X +Y —a; — -+ — as.

Notice that
Y>Y-a—-—as>Y - (H —1)—--—(Hs—1)>6> 1.

This allows one to apply Lemma 5 to the function f,.

We have
/ //f(5x+t5+ A ty)dty - dts

Therefore (recall 6 = d — 2)

”x):/ / / f(d)(:p+t5+---+t1)dt1---dt5>>\a1a2---a5
0 o Jo

and also fJ(x) < Aajas---as. Hence, Lemma 5 yields

‘Z e(fa(n))‘ SA(2+YAa1a2...a5) :i<#+YA\/m>.

A1Qo - - - Q
nel(a) )\&1&2 as \/X 1572 9

Therefore, for any H; + Hy + -+ Hs <Y we have

1 A 2
ne Ly A2 i),
J ...H5yz a1a2~-~a5+ a1z - s

-----

where each a, runs through 1 <a, < H, — 1. Since

(| H-1 gt
Z_</ — =9/H-1<
0

2H = H\/ 2 4
. and a < tdt < ZH3?.
Vi VH+1 ;f_/l -3

It follows that
25+1

5§ < A (
T YVAN(H 1) (Hs 1)

+(2/3)° VYAV, - ~H5>

24 25+1

Ts < —— max

YV <\/(H1+1)---(H5+1)

(2/3)°Y A/H, -- -H5>.
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In our main inequality (17) T5 appear with exponent 1/2° as B~V T2 Since § = d—2
and D = 29, we have 2° = D/4. Hence we are interested in

< 2A 20+1 >4/D B < 4A? D?*/4 )2/17
BYVX/(H, +1)---(Hs + 1) C\BY2\(Hy+1)---(Hs+ 1)

=V2M((H,+1)- - (Hs + 1)),

with
\/éM — (A2Bf2D2Y72)\71)2/D'
Analogously, we have
4A? 2/D
(2/3)°Y A\/H H) ( 2/3)20-4y2\2 ] H)
(ror/ry Vi) " = (52 o,
= V2N(H, - Hs)*P

where
V2N = (3'27A°B%(2/3)* AN 1)YP.
Hence,
B2 T < max (V2 M((Hy +1) - (Hy + 1))"/P V2 N(H, - - Hy)*/"),
and by (17) we get, for any natural numbers Hy, ..., Hs with H; +---+ Hs <Y

o Y W)

X<n<X+Y
< Bmax(H; 2 Hy Y H VP V2 M((Hy 4+ 1) (Hs +1))" 5, V2 N(Hy - - Hy) D)
< BV2 max((Hy+1)""2, .. (Hs+1)"Y%  M((H,+1)--- (Hs+1))" 5, N(H, - - - Hs) D).

The objective of the last step will be seen in the proof of claim 1 below. In the next
steps, we apply Lemma 8 and 9 to pick up adequate values of the H;. We will change
this inequality in several forms given in the following claims:

Claim 1. For any positive real numbers xy, ..., x5 with z; +--- 4+ x5 <Y we have
1 — _ 5
LS )] < BYEmax(ar 0 M) P Ny 25,
X<n<X+Y

The first member of this inequality is < (Y +1)/Y < 2 < Bv/2, so that the inequality
is trivially true in the case of some of the xp < 1. If all x; > 1, take Hy = |x], and

Claim 1 follows because xlzl/Qk > (Hy, + 1)*1/216, xi/D > HE/D and the inequality shown
above.

Claim 2. For any 0 < ¢ < (Y/§)° the inequality
o X el )] < BVE max((v/5) P, €O, MeP NEP)

X<n<X+Y

holds.



EXPLICIT VAN DER CORPUT’S d-TH DERIVATIVE ESTIMATE. 13

The inequality is true for 0 < £ < 1 since in this case Byv/2& %(P~4 > 2 and the
left-hand side is bounded by 2. Therefore, we may assume 1 < ¢ < (Y/§)°. Then by
Lemma 8 there exist positive real numbers x,, for 1 < n < § such that

4
[[eo=¢  min(@V/C" 2 (v/o) /) <u, <Y/5, 1<n<d
n=1

Therefore, these numbers x,, satisfies 1 +---+ x5 <Y and
£, 7 < max(€ /P, (v/5) 7).

Combining these inequalities with the Claim 1 instance for these numbers x, we get
Claim 2.

Claim 3. The inequality
1 B B .
DD elf)| < BV max((Y/8) VP, M(Y/0) /P, MVEN, NP/
X<n<X+4+Y

holds.

The lemma 9 shows that there is some & € (0, (Y/6)°] such that

max(& 2P ME2P NEYPY < max((Y/5) "2/ P~ M (Y/5)"2/P M2N2, Nov=i),
Combining this with claim 2 yields

E SO

X<n<X+Y
< B\/ﬁmax((Y/é)*‘l/D, (Y/5>725/(D74)7M(y/5)726/D’M1/2N1/27ND/(2D74))_
Since d = d — 2 and D = 2¢, we have 4/D < 2§/(D — 4) for d > 3, and since Y > d > §
we have
(Y/5)725/(D74) < (Y/5)74/D
This proves claim 3.
Now we bound each of the terms in the inequality in Claim 3.
BV2(MN)Y? = B(vV2M~/2N)'/?
_ B<A2Bf2D2Yf2)\fl)1/D<34272AQ872(2/3)2dA2)\71)1/D
A \2/D A \2/D
= BE22/3) 2B D) () = Ay for d > 3.
(#27(2/3) 275 () tord>3
Since A < A and Y > d > §, we have
BV2(Y/8)™ P < BV2(Y/8)"¥P < BV2(Y \/6A)"¥P

:B\/§52/D<%>2/D:Ad<%)2m.

BV2 . NP/CD-4 < B\/3. 2—D/(4D—8)(342—2AZB—2(2/3)2dA2)\—1)1/(D—2)

2d-3 D 4—2d 2 A2\ 1/(D-2)
= B. 2D—2+4(D72) .3p—2 .(A/B)D—2 <_>
(arBy (2
A2\ 1/(D-2) A2\ 1/(D-2)
= B((81/8)(2/3)242P/4 A2 p=2)1/(D-2) (7) - Bd(T) .
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B\/§M<Y/5)725/D — B<A2872D2Y72)\71)2/D<Y/5)725/D
— B(AD/B)4/D526/D . (Y2+6)\)—2/D
— B(AD/B)YP§%/D (v =D = ¢y(AYH) P for d > 3.
It is easy to show that A, < A, and equation (15) is proved. O

Remark 12. The sequences of the coefficients Ay, By, and Cy are convergent.
lim A; = BV?2, lim B, = B2Y4  lim C,; = B.
—00

d—o00 d—o00

Remark 13. The numerical upper bounds for the coefficients are given in the next table

TABLE 1. Coefficients in (15)

d Ay By Cq
0 5.742  10.882
6.829 4.971 10.389
7.447 5.094 10.016
7.314 5.286 8.545
7.131 5.445 7.197
7.003 5.558  6.2064
6.925 5.632 5.679
9 6.881 5.678 5.324
10 6.857 5.706 5.114
11 6.844 5.722  4.992
> 21 6.829 5.742  4.829

00 ~J O O = W N

Remark 14. Taking the supremum of the coefficients, we obtain an expression valid for
alld > 3
(18)

‘% Z e(f(n))‘ < BmaX{T/S()\AY)Q/D,21/4(%2)1/([)_2),QMO‘YC[)2/D}'

X<n<X+Y
And for all d > 2, under the hypothesis of Theorem 11 or Lemma 10

(19)
‘% > e(f(n))‘ < max{7.447()%/>2/1775.742<A7>1/(D—2)

X<n<X+Y

, 10.882()\Yd)*2/D}.

6. APPLICATIONS

In the Theory of the Zeta function we are interested in the zeta-sums

Z iefitlogn _ Z ie(f(n)), f(x) = % log .

ne ne
n<X n<X

By partial summation, we may reduce to the case ¢ = 0. Usually the range of n is
separated in intervals, so that in the end the objective is to bound

> et x=(5)"

X<n<X+Y

(20) S(X,t) = sup

0<Y <X
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where a will be called the exponent of the sum S(X,t), they are convenient to express
the bounds.

Proposition 15. Let X > 0 and t > 27 be real numbers and d > 2 be an integer such
that X'=2/P > d with D = 2%, then

(21) S(X,t) <7° maX{A 72D B, Byr o @T_Q/D}, T=1t/2nr, X =1

where the constants 1/4;, Z?:l and 6’; are given in (22)

Proof. Let d <Y < X, we apply Theorem 11 (or Lemma 10 (14) for d = 2). The
derivatives of our function f(z) = ;= logx are

/ t " t (k) k+1t (k — 1)‘
= — = —— = (-1 —_
Fla)= oy ff@)= =5y, (@) = ()
Therefore, for X < x < X +Y <2X we have
(d— 1)! (@ t(d— 1)!
=A
T opodxd = <17 = CorXd

It follows that
—~ —~ t \WD-2) ~/ tYd \-2/D
Z e(f(n))’ < YmaX{AdY_Z/D, Bd< ) ,Cd<—> },

2rXd o2rXd
X<n<X+Y

where
171; — 24/D 4,

(22) Ba=((d—1)!D)Y/P-2p,
Ca = ((d—1)Y/D)>"PCy

In the main inequality, the exponent of Y in the three terms are > 0 so that we can
change Y by its limit superior X.

Z e(f(n))’ < Xmax{zl\dx2/D’B\d(zﬂ-);(d>l/(D—2)’6;(%)—2/D}.

X<n<X+Y

When d > 3, since AdX 1=2/D > 6d, this 1nequa11ty is also true for Y < d, for d = 2 the

coefficient Ag = 0, but the second term is > Bg > 11 and the inequality is also true for
Y < 2. Therefore, taking sup in Y we obtain

—2/D
S(X,t)SXmaX{AdX / ’Bd<27er> ,Cd< ) }

27

Now by hypothesis X = 7 with 7 = /27 so that

S(X,t) <7° maX{AdT 2a/D BdTD CdT Q/D} O

Remark 16. Upper bounds of the new coefficients ;l\d, /B; and é\d, are given in table 2.

Remark 17. For a > 1 we have —2a/D < —2/D and (1 — ad)/(D —2) < —2/D so we
get S(X,t) < Cyr=P for t large. The best inequality for ¢ large will be obtained for
d = 2. But in this case the constant can be improved by using directly lemma 10, as in
the next proposition.
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TABLE 2. Coeflicients in (21)

d Ai B Gy

2 0 11.484 21.764
3 11484 7.891 14.692
4 10.531 7.058 11.323
3 9.083 6.596 8.700
6 8.121  6.290  7.057
7 7.554  6.086 6.098
8 7.232  5.933 5.548
9 7.051 5.869 5.234

10 6.950 5.817  5.056
11 6.895 5.786  4.955
>21 6.829 5.743 4.829

Proposition 18. Let a > 0 and t > 2w, then

(23) S(rt) < 2A(T1/2 + 27'0‘71/2).
Proof. Put X = (t/2m)* = 7%, and f(t) = —5=logx we have f'(t) = —5= and f"(z) =
5. The function f”(z) satisfies the bounds
t t
= < f <A=—— < .
A 87TX2_f(:E)_A 52 X <z<2X

Applying Lemma 21 with 1 <Y < X yields

S e f(n))} < AY(A2AY)Y2 124N 12 < AX(AZAHY2 4 24N 12

X<n<X+Y
4t \1/2 t\"1/2
—AX (5oyg) | +2A(g) | =247 4 aare
2w X2 + 8 X? T AT
This inequality is also true for 0 < Y < 1, since 24 > 5, and 7 > 1. Taking the supremum
for 0 <Y < X we obtain (23). O

Remark 19. It is easy to show that
r£l>1£1 max(—2a/D,(1 — ad)/(D —2),—-2/D)

(24) —2/D  for o > 1 with d = 2,
- 1—ad 9d—1 9d—2 .
D_9 for TH(d—1)2d-1 <« S W with d.

Therefore, the exponent o determines which value of d gives the least exponent. The
next display shows the best values of d for the given intervals of «
256 128 64 32 16 8 4 2

y——d=9,—,d=8,—,d=7—,d=6,—,d=5,—,d=4,—-,d=3,-,d = 2.

72049’ 897’ " 385’ 11617 657 257 9’ "3’

In applications, we divide the summation range into blocks; in some cases, the most im-
portant is the one with the largest exponent «.. In this situation, the following proposition
is useful
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Proposition 20. Let a > 0 be a real number and d > 2 an integer. Assume that

d—2
o< —2

T e For any M > Z?:l, there exists a number 1o = 19(M) such that

S(rt) < Mrot o T=1/21 > 1.

The number 1y s the least number such that

1—ad 2a | 1—ad

b=z >Cd/M TODJrD ? >Ad/M
Proof. First, we show that —2/D < —2a/D < (1 — ad)/(D — 2). By hypothesis o <

Hw{iﬁ < 1, and this proof the first inequality. For the second, notice that it is

equivalent to D — adD > —2aD + 4a, and therefore to D > a((d — 2)D + 4) that by
hypothesis is true.

The exponents of 7y in (25) are positive. This implies that 7, exists.

Assume that 7 > 79, with 7 satisfying (25). Define X = (¢/27)® since 7 > 19 > 1, we
have

(25) 70 > dP/P=2) TOD+

_ a(D— a(D-2)/D
x1-2/D _ (D 2)/DZ7_0( )/ > d.
By Proposition 15 we have
S(X,t) <7 maX{AdT 2a/D BdTD Cdr Q/D}

with Ay, By and Cy given by (22).
Since the exponents in (25) are positive, the inequalities there are also true for 7 instead
of 79, and this implies that
l1—ad

maX{AdT 2a/D BdTD C’dez/D} < MtD-2,

and the proof is complete. l

Remark 21. We can always take M = Ei, but we may obtain a too large value for 7.
The role of M in Proposition 20 is to allow a reasonable value for 7y, changing it to a
larger coefficient. For example, the last two conditions in (25) are automatically satisfied

if we take M = max{?l?i, Ei, @}
Also, the following proposition is useful to treat general zeta sums.
Proposition 22. Let 0 >0, X >0 andt > 1 be given, then
1
Z notit
X<n<Z

Proof. For y > 0 denote by S(y) = > x_,<, n~%, so that S(y) = 0 for y < X. By partial
summation we have for any X < Z < 2X

1 S(z Z o
Z notit éa)JrU/ S(y)y =" " dy

(26) Sy(X,t) := max

X<Z<2X

X75(X,1).

X<n<Z X
Hence,
1 S(X,t) Z S(X,t)
‘ Z notit < o + US(X’ t>/X Yy dy - Xo
X<n<Z
Our result follows from taking supremum for X < 7 < 2X. O

We finish by giving a classical example of an application to the Riemann zeta function.
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Proposition 23. The following inequality holds

1
en | Y o

n<(t/2m)1/2

< 1.89725 7/ 1log T 4 9.89044 7Y5 . for 7 :=t/2m > 648.

Proof. We have

B

1 / 1
< — < u Y% du = 2752,
5 kel < Sk <

n<rh n<th

Then we will have

1
’ Z n1/2+zt ’ Z n1/2+zt ’ Z nl/2+it

n<(t/2m)1/2 n<rl/3 T1/3<n<r1/2

1
5271/6*2’ Z |

k=1 2—k71/2<ng2—k+17_1/2

where K is defined by the inequalities 27 571/2 < 71/3 < 2=K+171/2 " and in the sum for
n < 743 we eliminate the terms appearing in the sum corresponding to k = K, the bound
2t1/6 is still valid for this sum. Applying Proposition 22 yields

1
‘ Z nl/2+it

n<(t/2m)1/2

27_1/6+Z (2 k 1/2 1/25(2—/%_1/2’75).

Here S(Xj,t) corresponds to the exponent oy = 5 — klogz so that oy, < % < %

for d = 3. We want to apply Proposition 20, to each of these S(Xy,t), to this end we
need 7 satisfies (25), with M = By, that is,

D—Q(l_klogQ

i) ) log ™ > logd,

2 log T

{2 1 d (l_klog2

= _ > OB,
D D2 D-2\3 1og7>}1°g7—1°g(0d/3d)’

1 2 d 1 log 2 P
D—2 \D~ > <k<K.
{D -2 + <D D — 2) (2 k10g7->}10g7_ — log(Ad/Bd)a for 1 < k < K

It is sufficient to check the first inequality for £ = K and the others for £ = 1. Since
d =3 and D = §, the inequalities are equivalent to

> 22K38/3’ 28r > (@//B;)G’ 2067 > (/A;//B-;)M
Since 25 < 276 the first inequality follows from 7 > 23 - 3* and our conditions are

7>2%.30 =648, 7> (C3/B5)0/2° =5207..., 7>127.537.. ..
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Assuming this, we continue our bound

1 o
|5 | sar e B3t e
n<(t/2m)1/2 " k=1
K
§271/6 %ZQ k 1/2 1/22 k 1/2> -1

= 271/6 JngKTé

< 271/6—1-@;7%(1—1- llogT)
6 log 2

Equation (27) is obtained when we compute numerically the constants. O
Remark 24. Taking into account 7 = t/27 equation (27) is equivalent to

1
DI

n<(t/2m)1/2

< 1.39668 t/%1log t 4 4.71400 /5.

There are better bounds in the literature, but the bound has been obtained in a very
straightforward way.

7. TITCHMARSH EXPLICIT THEOREM

The d-th derivative tests given usually are versions of Titchmarsh’s Theorem 5.13,
we will show that it is a consequence of van der Corput Theorem proving the following
explicit version of it.

Corollary 25. Let f(x) be real and have continuous derivatives up to the order d-th,
where d > 4. Let 0 < A < f@W(x) < A. Let X and Y be real numbers with Y > d and
D = 2. Then,

1 2mif(n)
X<n<X+Y
where Cy < 10.016.

Proof. The trivial bound shows that the left-hand side of (28) is £ < 1. Hence we only
have to proof our Theorem assuming that

(4w <y, ymmyun <y

We note that these inequalities are equivalent to

< Cy max{ <é> 4/D)\l/(D—2) y—4/D \~1/(D-2) }
< 3 ,

(29) A<\, AT <Y
We are in a position to apply Theorem 11 so that
1 AND A2\ 1/(D-2) o
. —2/D
E._)Y S ef(n ))] <maX{Ad<Ay> ,Bd<>\) L Ca(AY ) }
X<n<X+Y
The maximum value of Ay, By and Cy for d > 4 is Cy = 2(2AB%)Y/* < 10.016. Therefore,

A )2/177 (A2>1/D 2) ()\Yd)—Z/D}.

E<C’4max{()\y 3
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We end the proof showing that
(30)
A \2/D A2\ 1/(D-2) AN 4/D
e (iy) () QD s max{ () A, y A
(a) The term (A/AY)?/P is less than Y ~4/P\=1/(P=2) when Y?2/P < \2/P=1/(D=2)A=2/D,
In the other case,
(A)Q/ P (é)” D\ —2/D+1/(D-2) p2/D _ <§)4/ P -2
AY — A\ A
(b) For the second term on the left-hand side of (30) we have

(T)VD P (%)4/%1/(17_2)_

This is true because it is equivalent to
2 =

At b < s h
Since A > \ this is equivalent to DL_ < i that is true for d > 2.

(c) Only the case remains in which the maximum on the left-hand side of (30) is
attained at (A\Y?)~%P so we may assume that

(31) ()\AY>2/D _ ()\Yd)d/D’ (/;2>1/D 2) ()\YCI)72/D.

The first of these inequalities is equivalent to Y < =1 Since Y > d > 4 it follows
that 0 < A < A < 1. We divide the proof into two subcases according to which is the
maximum of the two terms on the right-hand side of (30).

(c1) Here, we assume that

<é>4/D)\1/(D—2) < y—4/D\-1/(D-2)
\ <
So, the maximum on the right-hand side of (30) is Y =P \=1/(P=2) " And we have to prove
(AY4)=2/P < y=4/P\=1/(D=2) By contradiction assume that
YD 5 y=HDN\ID=2) o Y < \TTDATT,

Then by (29) we have

NTT <Y < \TTm
Since A < 1 this implies that

D - D —4

4D-2) 2(D-2)(d-2)

And this is equivalent to saying that dD + 8 < 4D. Therefore d < 4 — 8 x 27%, that

contradicts our hypothesis d > 4.
(c2) Now, we assume that

YYD\ D=2 < <%>4/DA1/<D—2> e ANTTTEAlLY

Hence, the maximum on the right-hand side of (30) is (%)MD A/ (P=2) We have to prove
that (A\Y4)=2/P < (& )4/D \/(P=2) = Arguing by contradiction, assume that
A

4/D —4
(X) PAUD=2 . (yd)2D oy < \mETAE
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Then, we obtain
NI AL <Y < AHD DAL,
It follows that b D4
AT AT < \TDD

By (29) we have A < A7 and therefore

2__D __ D D—4
A4 4(D-2) 2d(D-2) < )\2d(D-2)

Since A < 1, this gives us

D—4 - 2 D D
2d(D—-2) d 4(D-2) 2d(D-2)
which is equivalent to dD < 4D — 8, which contradicts d > 4. l
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