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ESTIMATES ON THE DECAY OF THE LAPLACE-POLYA INTEGRAL
GERGELY AMBRUS AND BARNABAS GARGYAN

ABSTRACT. The Laplace-Pélya integral, defined by J,(r) = % JZo, sinc” tcos(rt)dt, appears in
several areas of mathematics. We study this quantity by combinatorial methods; accordingly,
our investigation focuses on the values at integer r’s. Our main result establishes a lower
bound for the ratio Z "(Hz) which extends and generalises the previous estimates of Lesieur
and Nicolas [20] obtalned by involved analytic methods, and provides a natural counterpart
to the upper estimate established in our previous work [2]. We derive the statement by purely
combinatorial, elementary arguments. As a corollary, we deduce that no subdiagonal cen-
tral sections of the unit cube are extremal, apart from the minimal, maximal, and the main
diagonal sections. We also prove several consequences for Eulerian numbers.

1. INTRODUCTION

This article focuses on estimates of the Laplace-Pélya integral, defined by

(1.1) ]n(r)::%f sinc” t-cos(rt)dt

—00
where 7 = 1 is an integer, r € R, and sinc is the unnormalised cardinal sine function, i.e.
sinx

) f 0)
(1.2) sincx:= X ifx#
1, if x=0.

As we illustrate in the next subsection, the function (1.1) appears in various areas of mathe-
matics, and through linking seemingly distant notions and quantities, it leads to interesting
results in convex geometry as well as new, alternative proofs for results in enumerative com-
binatorics.

1.1. A brief historical overview. The very first appearance of the function (1.1) is attributed
to Laplace in the 19" century. In his prominent work on probability theory [19], he pointed
out that the probability density function of the sum of n independent random variables
which are uniformly distributed in [-1,1] is given by half of the Laplace-Pélya integral (1.1).
Formally, if X;,..., X, are i.i.d. uniform random variables on [-1,1], and fx(.) denotes the
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probability density function of a continuous random variable X, then for n =2, or n =1 and
r#+l1,

1
(1.3) fep, x, () = 5 Ta(r)

—nowadays, this is known as an Irwin-Hall distribution. Laplace [19, §42 in Chapter III] also
proved that the probability density function above may also be expressed as a finite sum:

(1.4) Jn(r) = oo 1( Z ( )(n+r 2i)"”

even though evaluating the formula above becomes computationally hard for large n’s. Since
Laplace’s time, justifying equation (1.4) has become a standard exercise; see, e.g. [6, Appen-
dix IIT Example 22] and [31, Problem 1928]. It can also be found in several integral tables,
such as [4, Formula 1.6 (11)] and [13, Formula 3.836.5].

Neither formula (1.1) nor (1.4) indicates that the Laplace-Pélya integral equals zero for
|r| = n, yet this fact readily follows from (1.3). Also note that since the probability density
function of the sum of random variables is given by the convolution of their probability den-
sity functions, the closed support of (1.3) is [-n, n], and its values may be obtained by calcu-
lating the respective convolutions.

The story of the integral (1.1) continues in the early 20" century, with Pélya’s work [26]
related to statistical mechanics. Let Q, = [ - 3, 2] denote the centred n-dimensional cube,
where n = 2. Take a hyperplane through the origin 0,, of R” with a non-zero unit normal
vector u € S"!, the unit sphere in R” — such hyperplanes are of the form u*, and will be
called central. We introduce the central section function as the volume of the section of the
cube cut by u: for a unit vectorue S"1,

Oth

(1.5) o(u) =Vol, 1 (QnNut).

Pdlya [26] showed that this quantity may be evaluated by the classical integral formula
1 oo n

(1.6) ow=—| []sinc(w;t)ds
T J-ooj=1

where u = (u4,...,U,).

Later in the 20" century, applications in telecommunication raised the need to calculate
integrals in the vein of (1.1) more efficiently. One way to evaluate J,(0) is through its power
series expansion. Determining asymptotic coefficients began with Silberstein’s work [28]
during WW2. Unfortunately, his paper contained several errors that had later been addressed
in a series of articles [7, 14, 12, 23]. Finally, the correct coefficients up to order 10 were pub-
lished by Medhurst and Roberts [21]. For central values (i.e. for r = 0), the asymptotic ex-
pansion up to order 3 reads as

7.(0) = 6(1 3 13 N 27 +O(1))
A Vi 20n  1120n2 320013 ntl|

Finer estimates were established in [18, 22, 27]. The exact values of J,,(0) were calculated
by Harumi, Katsura and Wrench [16] up to n = 30, and by Medhurst and Roberts [21] up to
n =100 (see Table 1 for the initial segment of the sequence.) Later, Butler [8] and Fettis (11}

In [11, Formula (7)] the factor % in the second row should be % and should appear on the right hand side of
the equality sign.
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presented further methods based on Poisson’s summation formula to evaluate the Laplace-
Pdlya integral efficiently.

The easiest way to calculate exact values of J,(r) is based on its recursive properties. Med-
hurst and Roberts [21] proved ‘vertical’ recurrence relations for even and odd values of r,
separately. Our work is based on the recursion proved by Thompson [30]:

(1.7) T = e+ g =)
' T 2m-n ! 2(n-1)"""!

for n = 3. Although this formula is valid for all r € R, we will use it only for integer values
throughout this work. Since J,(r) is even in r, we specifically derive that

(1.8) Jn(0) = ——J1 (1)
n—1

for n = 3. Combined with (1.7) this provides a simple way to calculate the central values J,(0)
for small n’s; see Table 1.

e | s | |5 |5 [ 7| s
3 2 115 11 | 5887 | 151
Jn(0) 1 1 3 192 20 | 11520 | 315

TABLE 1. Central values J,,(0) forn=2,...,8.

1.2. Newresults. The study of cube sections necessitates to the analysis of the decay of the
sequence ( Jn (O))C::l, see [2]. By the recurrence relations (1.7) and (1.8), this is equivalent to
the study of the value of the Laplace-Pélya integral at integers. In our previous work [2], we
estimate the decay of the two-step ratio of the Laplace-Pélya integral from above.

Theorem 1.1 ([2], Theorem 1.4). Let n =4 and r be integers satisfying—1<r <n-2. Then

Jn(r+2)
1.9 ——<dy,,
(1-9) Jn(1) "
where
- —r=2)(n-r+2
(1.10) d,, (n—r) .(n r-2)(n—-r+2)

T = (n+r+2) n+rin+r+4)

In the present article, we complement the above result with a corresponding lower bound.

Theorem 1.2. Let n =4 and r be integers satisfying—1<r <n-2. Then

]n(r+2)
1.11 cInrt2)
| ) enr Jn(r)
where
_ 2 I
(1.12) s (n-r)° (“n-7r-84n+3r+6)

T m+r+22  @n+7r+6)@n-3n

Note that although Theorem 1.2 is valid on the whole interval -1 < r < n -2, the bound
(1.12) is non-negative only in the subinterval -1 < r < [@J , while the estimate is trivial for
larger values of r.

In particular, for r = 0, we obtain the following bounds.
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Corollary 1.3. For n =4 we have
nn-2) - Jn(2) - n-2
(n+2)2 " J,000 n+4
Based on (1.7), this transforms into the following estimate for central values: for n = 4,
n__Jne2(0) _ (n+2)(n°+2n-2)
n+1 Jn(0) nn+1)(n+4)
We present two significant applications of Theorem 1.2. The first concerns the volume of
central sections of the cube Q,, see (1.5).
A unit vector in R” is said to be a k-diagonal direction if it is parallel to the main diagonal of

a k-dimensional face of Q,,. Let 1,, denote the n-dimensional vector (1,...,1). The standard
k-diagonal direction is given by

(1.13)

(1.14)

1
(1.15) dp, 1= ﬁ(lk»on—k)

for k =1,...,n. Up to permuting the coordinates and flipping their signs, all k-diagonal di-
rections are of the above form. Such normal vectors and the corresponding orthogonal cen-
tral sections of Q,, will simply be called diagonal; d,, ,, is the main diagonal direction, while
d,, « is subdiagonal for 1 < k < n—1. Based on (1.6), the volume of diagonal sections can be
expressed by the central values of the Laplace-Pélya integral: forall k=1,..., n,

(1.16) o(dyx) = VEJi(0).

Hadwiger [15] and later Hensley [17] showed that the central section function o(u) (cf.
(1.5)) is globally minimal over S"~! when u = d,;. Ball [3] proved that u = d,» constitutes
a global maximum. Pournin [25, Theorem 1.1.] claimed to have shown that sections of Q,
orthogonal to d,, ., where k =4, ..., n, are strictly locally maximal with respect to the volume
function, whenever n = 4. In our previous work [2], we gave an alternative proof for this
statement for the main diagonal sections based on Theorem 1.1. In Section 3, using the es-
timates from Corollary 1.3, we point out that Pournin’s argument is unfortunately incorrect?
by demonstrating that the subdiagonal sections are not locally extremal forany3 < k< n-1:

Theorem 1.4. For any n = 4, the subdiagonal sections of Q, of order3 < k < n—1 do not have
locally extremal volumes among the central sections of Q.

In the last section, we describe the connection between Eulerian numbers and the Laplace-
Pélya integral (see also [2, Section 3]), which leads to estimates of the ratio of subsequent
Eulerian numbers; see Corollary 4.1. This provides a purely combinatorial proof for a bound
regarding maxima of Eulerian numbers proven earlier by Lesieur and Nicolas [20] by in-
volved analytic methods: in the context of the present article, they showed that for even
values of n,

n Jn+2(0) - n+1
n+l  Ju(0) n+2
In Section 4, we demonstrate that Corollary 1.3 leads to an alternative combinatorial proof
for the weak lower bound, and for an upper bound that is slightly larger than the one above.
We believe that the upper estimate of (1.17) should also be proveable by combinatorial meth-
ods. This would amount to verifying the following inequality for all values of n.

(1.17)

2The mistake in [25] is on p.570, where a summand of 214 = —/n % ﬁ is missing from the right side of the
d

last equation on the page
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Conjecture 1.5. Foreveryn =4,
Jn(2) _n(n*-2)
Jn©) ~ (n+2)3

For even values of n, the statement above follows from the results in [20]. For numerical
evidence supporting Conjecture 1.5, see Figure 1.

(1.18)

0.010+
0.008
o =2_Jn(2
n+4 Jp (0)
0.006+ ¢ 1! (@ n(n-2)
1! Jn(0)  (n+2)?
0.004 | Te n(n?-2) 4 (2)
| ts,, (1423 Jn(0)
0.002F | | [|[[tediT i1 1T 8sese,,.
0 10 20 30 40 50

FIGURE 1. Difference between the central ratio and its estimates.

2. LOWER BOUND ON THE TWO-STEP RATIO

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Suppose that r is an integer that satisfies r = —1. We will proceed by
induction on n, with n = 4 being the base case.

The values of J4(r) for r = —1,...,4 can be calculated directly using the formula (1.4). By
substituting these, the n = 4 case of (1.11) is easy to check, see Table 2.

r -1 0 1 2
Ja(r+2) 1 1
Ta (D) 1 2 23 0
2 225 7
Ca,r 1 9 18473 T 240

TABLE 2. Two sides of the inequality (1.11) forn=4and r =-1,...,2.

For later reference, note that (1.12) shows that in the interval -1 < r < n—2, the bound ¢,
is positive iff r < 4”7_8.
Suppose now that for some n = 4, (1.11) holds for each —1 < r < n—-2. We need to show

that

2.1 Cn+1,rJne1(r) < Jps1(r +2)

foreachrwith-1<r=n-1.
For r = -1, equality holds above, because ¢, —1 = ]”(li) =1foreach n=4. Also, if r = 4”—7_4,

= Tn=
then c;,+1,, <0, hence (1.11) is trivially satisfied.
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Assume that0<r < %. Then ¢, ,—1 > 0, as noted before. By (1.7) we have

n+r+3 n-r—1
Jni1(r+2) = ———Ju(r +3) + ———Ju(r + 1),
2n 2n

n+r+1 n-r+1
Jni(r)=———Jy(r+ )+ ———J(r—1).
2n 2n

Applying the induction hypothesis for the pairs (n, r + 1) and (n, r — 1) shows that

Cn,r+1]n(r +1) < Ju(r+3)

IJn(r=1 = In(r+1).
Cn,r-1
Thus, (2.1) follows from the inequality
n+r+1 n-r+1 1 n+r+3 n-r-—1
Cn“’r( on | 2n .cn,r_l)s T A T
which is equivalent to
(2.2) Os(n+r+3)cn,r+1+(n—r—1)—cn+1,r((n+r+1)+(n—r+1)c 1).
nr—

Using (1.12), the right-hand side can be combined to a single fraction with the numerator
(2.3) 8(r+ 1)(128116 +128n°(41r% +82r +36) + 8n*(1807r% + 3614r + 1585)—
—4n3(1018r* +4072r3 +5441 7> + 27381 +45) — 4n%(958r* +3832r3 + 924312 + 10822 r +3697) +

+3n(r+1)2(455r4+1820r3+2299r2+958r—1476)—9(r+1)2(91r4+364r3—17r2—762r—220)),

and denominator

(2.4) (4n—7r—1)(4n—3r—3)(4n—3r+4)(n+r+3)2(4n+3r+3)(4n+7r+10)(4n+7r+13).

: e 4n-1
Clearly, (2.4) is positive as r < ==

Thus, it suffices to prove the non-negativity of (2.3). To that end, introduce the bivariate
polynomial
Pu(s) = @ns® + us’ +yns+6n,
whose coefficients are
a, =1365n—-2819,
Bn = —4072n° — 383212 — 12931 + 5067,
Y = 5248n° + 144561 + 2668n° — 139801 — 45007 — 2268,
8, =128n°-640n° —1776n* + 122413 + 3024n°.
Since (2.3) simplifies to

8(r+ Dpu((r+1)3?),

our goal is to show that p,(s) =0forany 1 <s< (@)2. By direct substitution, we have

(2.5) pn(1) = 128n° + 4608n° + 126801 — 180> — 14788n% — 44281 +1980 = 0

for all n = 1. Furthermore,
Ph(8) =3a,s* +2B,5+7,
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whose leading coefficient 3a, is strictly positive for all n = 1. The discriminant of the above
quadratic polynomial is given by

4B% —12a,y, = —19637504n° — 60380704n° + 199229392 +

+129789120n° — 21331996 1% — 594892087 + 80408052,

which is strictly negative for n = 4. Thus, p/,(s) > 0 for all n = 1 and s = 1. Combining with
(2.5), we derive that p,(s) >0 for all n >4 and s = 1, which completes the proof. U

3. LOCAL MAXIMALITY OF DIAGONAL SECTIONS

Before turning to the proof of Theorem 1.4, we briefly summarize a few technical details.
Recall that we may evaluate the central section function o(u) (cf. (1.5)) for unit vectorsu €
§"~1 via the integral (1.6). Note that this integral formula allows us to extend the support of
o (.) to the whole R” — yet, for v¢ S}, the quantity o(v) does not express the volume of the
central section of Q, anymore: for ve R”\ {0,},

1 @2 1
oWw) =— [[sinc(v;r) = =Vol,4 (Qn va) )
T J—00j=1 \Y
see [2, Section 2].
It can be shown that the function o (v) defined above is differentiable at points v € R” with
at least 3 non-zero coordinates (see Pournin’s works [24], [25, Corollary 2.3]), and for such
v=(v1,...,v,) ER"

o0 . — Qi .
(3.1) iU(V) = l H sinc(v;t) - cos(v; 1) - sinc(v; 1) dr
ovj T J-coi%j vj

forany j =1,...,n (cf. formula (2.11) in [2]). Furthermore, if v has at least 4 non-zero coor-
dinates, then o (v) is twice differentiable by the Newton-Leibniz rule applied to (3.1), cf. [25,
Corollary 2.4].

Critical points of o(.) on S""! are called critical directions — note that these correspond
to central sections which constitute critical points of the volume function. Based on the
Lagrange multiplier method, the following characterisation was given in [1]:

Proposition 3.1 ([1], Formula (2.12)). The unit vector u = (uy,...,u,) € S" 1 with at least 3
non-zero coordinates is a critical direction with respect to the central section function o(u) if
and only if

[e.0]
e — sinc(u;t) -cos(u;t)dt
(1 - 13) J-co ,1;[] l !

(3.2) o(u)

holds for each j =1,...,n.

The argument also yields that at such critical directions u € §*~1,
0
3.3) a—uj(f(u) =-o(u)-uj,
see [1, Proof of Theorem 1]. Accordingly, the Lagrange function
(3.4) AW =cW) +A-(Iv*-1)
defined on R” has a stationary point at v=u € S with the Lagrange mulitplier
o
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. First, we assume that k = 4 — this will ensure the required differentia-
bility properties. In the last part of the proof, we will handle the k = 3 case separately.

Consider now the subdiagonal directions d,, . = ﬁ(l © 0,—k) for arbitrary k =4,...,n—1.
Since Proposition 3.1 and (1.8) imply thatd,, i is a critical direction, we may apply the formu-
lae (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5). We will show that the function o(v) hasno local extremum atv=d,,
subject to the constraint|v| = 1. This is a constrained local optimisation problem which can
be solved by studying the bordered Hessian matrix, i.e. the Hessian of the Lagrange function
A(v) defined by (3.4).

According to (3.4) and (3.5), for general v € R” where o (.) is twice differentiable, the bor-
dered Hessian matrix is given by

0 21 20y 205,
21]1
— 21}2 62 0 f . .
(3.6) H(AW)) O iow.]O T
o0vjdvj, 1, ifj1=j
20y

Based on (3.1) and the subsequent remark, the Newton-Leibniz rule implies that the entries
of H(A(v)) apart from the first row and column may be calculated by

1)2
B.7) pjv) == ! Hsmc(vlt) (%(smc(v]t) cos(vjt))— (UJZ) sinc(v;t) +sinc(v; 1) | dt
—00 j£j ] Uj

along the diagonal j = j; = j», and

cos(vj, t) —sinc(vj, t) . cos(vj,t) —sinc(vj, t) dr

1 oo
B8 VjpW=— [] sinc;o)-

—00 i# 1, Vj Vj,

for the off-diagonal entries, i.e. j; # jo.

Substitute now v =d,, . Let Hy, ; denote the principal upper left minor of H(A(d,,)) of
order m for® m = 3,...,n+ 1. The second derivative test for constrained local extrema [29,
Theorem 1] implies that if the sequence (H,,, k)”“ contains two non-zero consecutive ele-
ments of the same sign as well as two non-zero consecutive elements with alternating sign,
then o(.) does not have a local extremum at d,, x on the constraint set S"1 We will prove
that this property holds for each k =4,...,n -1, which shows that these cases do not rep-
resent local extrema. (Besides differentiability issues, an additional reason for treating the
k = 3 case separately is that the second derivative test is inconclusive then.)

Integrating by substitution for v;# in (3.7) and (3.8), applying the identity sin? t =
and employing (1.7) repeatedly results in the formulae

1—cos(2t)
2

3The upper bound of m in [2, Section 4] should read as n + 1, like in the present argument, instead of n.
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k (o¢)
Bidyi) = g[ (sinck_1 t)-(Zk(sinct—cos ) —kt?sinct + sinct)dt:

k k
= \/% k+1)Jr(0)=2k]k-1(1) - Ejk‘Z(O) + Ejk—Z(z)) —
_ k+1k k 2k + 1)](?2 kz k B
-V (( sy 2 =0 ey wn T2 ']H(z)) =
: 2

(=070 + 22 )
k-2 o k2

T 2(k-1)

forany j=1,...,k, and

k‘ (o¢]
Yivioni) = — f (sinck_2 t) : (cos2 t—2sinct-cos t +sinc? t) dt=
T

—00

=k (]k(o) 201D+ T2 0) + 3 T2 (@) =
2 2
= k2 - ( @+ 1) e 2(0))
2(k - 2)(k 1) k-2 2 2(k-1)
k2
:Z(k—l) (Jk=2(0) = J—2(2))

for j1 # j2, 1 < ji1, j2 < k. Moreover, based on the limits

22

2
=0 and lim —Z(sinc(vj 1) —cos(v; t)) =—
l)j—>0 Uj l/j—>0 l}j 3

cos(v;t) —sinc(v;t)

forany j=k+1,...,n we have

k [ 2kt2
Bidni) = —\/_f sinc” z- —3 —k?+ 1) dr
x J-

]k(o)——]k 2(0)+ ]k 2(2)) =

a0+ v g)]k—z(z)) =

(2(/6 2)(k-1) 2(k-1)
k

2

Nlw

K2+2
(4= k)20 + 2]k—2(2))

6(] -1

and yj, j,(d, ) =0 for j; # jo and j; = k+1 or jo» = k+1. In conclusion, (3.6) yields that
H(A(dy,x)) is of the form
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k n—k
0 ap ar -+ ar QA Ap -+ k|
ar Bx Yk - vk O 0 - 0
ar Yt Br - vk O 0 - 0
=
(3.9) H(AWdpp)=| %% Y& Y& = P 0 0 0
ar 0 0 - 0 B o 0
ax 0 0 - 0 o & 0 |
Lo e : . |%
a 0 0 - 0 0 o0 - B
) T (n+1)x(n+1)
where?
w2y p=—L (-0 + 227 @)
510 =2 PeE e k-2 g k2

3

2
and y;= (T2 - T 2(2))

2
2(k-1)
are functions of k.

Note that 4 = 0. Furthermore, the inequalities f; > 0 for kK = 5 and y > 0 for k = 4 are
implied by direct calculation based on Table 1 for k = 4,5 and by Corollary 1.3 for k = 6.

Recall that H,, x denotes the mth principal minor of H(A(d,x)). For m=3,...,k+1, Hy k
has the form

0 ar ap -+ ag

ar Pr Yk o Yk
(3.11) Hppe=|% Y& Br = Yk

a Ye Yk - IBk e

Subtracting the second row from the ones below, expanding the resulting determinant along
the first column, and finally adding the sum of all but the first columns of the remaining
matrix to the first one results in an upper triangular matrix:

(m-1Day Ak Ak ak
0 Br—7Yk 0 0
612 Hyp=Cap| O O Ay 0| o mopads)?
0 0 0 o Br—7Yk <)

where 0 = Bk — Y-
Based on (3.10) we derive that 64 = —% and 65 = ‘/_ . For k = 6, note that according to
Corollary 1.3,

k—
Ji—2(2) = —]k 2(0),

4There is a typo in [2, Formula (4.4)], in the definitions of the quantities similar to the ones defined below.
The power of the first factor in § and y should be 1.
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hence, by (3.10),

3 3
k2 k(k+1) k2 12
= - = . _k — - 2 — | - *
Ok =Pr="r= 50— (6= K20+ === Tia ))<2(k_1) (- g k2] <0
Therefore, 6 < 0 for each k = 4, thus (3.12) implies that
(3.13) (-1 'H,, . >0foreverym=3,...,k+1.

Consider now the remaining minors of H(A(dy,x)), that is, Hy,  with k+2<m <n+1.
According to (3.9), these are of the form

k m—k-1
0 apr ar -+ ar Ar QA - O« |

ar Px Ye = Y O 0 -+ 0

ar Y Br - ye O 0 -+ 0
=

Hpe=| @ Ye Y& = Bk ﬁO 0 0

ar 0 0 - 0 B o9 0
ax 0 0 - 0 o & 0 |3
A . . ~

a 0 0 - 0 0 0 - B

- T mxm

For k = 4, we have 8, = 0, thus H,, 4 can be calculated easily: Hy4 = -3, H54 = 4 and
Hg 4 = 3. This yields that d,, 4 is not locally extremal.

From now on, assume that k = 5. Then, as we noted before, §x > 0, Y > 0 and 6 < 0. Note
that the last row of the determinant above contains only two non-zero elements: a and %
Moreover, deleting the last row and the first column results in a matrix whose last column
contains only one non-zero entry, ay, and expanding along the last column yields a matrix
which is diagonal except for the upper right k x k block.

Accordingly, expanding the determinant along the last row yields thatfor k+2<m=<n+1

i Br Yk ' Yk
Y Br 0 Yk
(3.14) Hm,k:(‘Dmﬂak'(—l)mak'(%) 1. _— . +% m—1,k-
Ye Yk - ,Bkkxk
The matrix determinant lemma [10, Lemma 1.1] implies that
Br Yk - Yk
Y Bx - Yk
c | = Beye et Wl © (VL)
Ye Yk - ,Bkkxk
1
=(1+ kyr) Br—yi)*
( = Ye) Br—y

= (B + (k= Dyp)dok

whose sign is (- 1)¥~1. Therefore, the first summand on the right hand side of (3.14) has sign
(-D*. Since (3.13) implies that (—l)kaHJC > 0, induction on m shows that the sign of H,,
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is (=1)* for every m=k+1,...,n+1. Along with (3.13) this shows that the sequence of minors
is neither alternating nor of constant sign, hence d,, i is not locally extremal.

Finally, we handle the k = 3 case. Clearly, it suffices to prove that ds 3 is not a locally ex-
tremal direction in S? — equivalently, main diagonal sections of Qs do not have locally ex-
tremal volume. We will show this by a direct, elementary geometric argument.

(I(t) = (tv -1, 1)

€3

Q(t) €1

e

FIGURE 2. The main diagonal section of Q3 is not locally extremal.

To simplify notation, we verify the statement for the cube 2Qs = [—1,1]°. Let H = dy,.
Then the main diagonal section 2Q3 N H is a regular hexagon with two opposite vertices at
p=(1,-1,0) and p’ = (-1,1,0), see Figure 2. Let ¢ be the line through p and p’, and rotate H
around the axis ¢. This may be parameterised as follows: for ¢ € [-1,1], let g(¢) = (¢,-1,1),
q'(t) = (-1,t,1) and denote by H(¢) the plane spanned by the points p, p’ and ¢(t) - note
that H = H(0). Then 2Q3n H(t) is a hexagon that decomposes to the union of two congruent
trapezoids, one of which is T(£) = pp’q’ () q(¢). To calculate the area of T(¢), let §(t) denote
the orthogonal projection of g(¢) onto ¢. Note that [pp’| = 2v/2 and |q()q'(1)| = V2(1 + 1),

hence by symmetry, |G()p| = 1;\/{ Since |pq(t)| = v/ 1+ (1 -1)?, the Pythagorean theorem

implies that
. 1-p?
lg(q(Ol=1/1+ 2

and thus the area of T'(¢) is

a(t):=Voly (T(1) = 3t 142
V2 2
Direct calculation shows that a’(0) = a”(0) = 0 while a® (0) = % > 0. Accordingly, the func-
tion a(t), and thus, the area of 2Q3 N H(t), cannot have a local extremum at ¢ = 0. U

4. CONSEQUENCES FOR EULERIAN NUMBERS

A combinatorial interpretation of the Laplace-Pélya integral originates from the connec-
tion with Eulerian numbers of the first kind A(m, [) (which will simply be referred to as Euler-
ian numbers). The classic definition of A(m,!) is the number of permutations of the set
{1,...,m} in which exactly / — 1 elements are greater than the previous element; see Table 3.
This immediately implies the symmetry relation

4.1) Am,D)=Am,m—-1+1),
see Table 3.
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Alternatively, A(m, [) may also be defined for integers m, [ = 0 by the recursive relations

A0,0):=1, A(m,0):=0,ifm>0, A(m,1):=0,ifl>m,

(4.2)
Am,)=m-1+1D)A(m-1,1-1)+1A(m-1,D),

see [9, pp. 240-243]. Moreover, they can be explicitly expressed by the formula
! (m+1
(4.3) Alm, 1) = Z(—l)’(mi )(l—i)’",
i=0

see [5, Theorem 1.11]. Further properties are presented in [5, Section 1.1] and [9, Section
6.5].

a2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1|1

2 |1 1

3 |1 4 1

4 |1 11 11 1

5 | 1 26 66 26 1

6 | 1 57 302 302 57 1

7 | 1 120 1191 2416 1191 120 1

8 | 1 247 4293 15619 15619 4293 247 1

9 | 1 502 14608 88234 156190 88234 14608 502 1

10 | 1 1013 47840 455192 1310354 1310354 455192 47840 1013 1

TABLE 3. Eulerian numbers up to m = 10.

The comparison of (4.3) and (1.4) implies that

(4.4) (m—l)!]m(l):A(m—l, m+l)

provided that m + [ is even. Hence, our results for the Laplace-Pdélya integral translate to
estimates for Eulerian numbers via the connection

(4.5) Am, D) =m!Jp2l-m-1)
which immediately implies that
Am,1+1)  Jpa@l-m+1)
Am, D I @l-m=1)

This allows us to derive lower and upper bounds on the ratio of consecutive Eulerian num-
bers from Theorems 1.1 and 1.2:

. m

Corollary 4.1. Forintegers m =3 and ) <ls=m-1,

A(m,l+1)
A(m, 1)

where ¢, and d,, , are defined by formulae (1.12) and (1.10) respectively.

(4.6) Cm+1,2l-m-1 = S Am+1,21-m—1>
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Note that the lower bound becomes negative and thus trivial for % <ls=m-1.
Furthermore, due to the symmetry relation (4.1), analogous estimates hold for0 </ < %

Eulerian numbers were studied extensively by Lesieur and Nicolas [20]. Following their
work, we introduce the notation

[ =]

4.7) Myy:= max A(m,0)= A(m, [%J +1)

=1,..m

for the central Eulerian numbers in a row, see Table 3.
According to (4.5),

m!Jmm+1), if miseven,

m
4.8 M,, =m! 2l—|-m+1|=
(4.8) " m]mH( LZJ m ) m!J,,4+1(0), if mis odd.
As in [20, Subsection 3.5], we define the function f(m) for m = 1 by

Jm+1(1), if miseven,

4.9 = —_—=
4.9) fFm) m! {]m+1(0), if m is odd,

The initial values of the sequence f(m)$,_, are listed in Table 4.

m || e | s [ e | s |6 | o
fm) 1 1 3 23 115 841 | 5887
2 4 48 192 1920 | 11520

TABLE 4. Values of f(m) form=1,...,7.

Using rather technical analytic arguments involving estimates of coefficients of power se-
ries, Lesieur and Nicolas proved the following core result of [20].

Theorem 4.2 ([20], Theorem 2). Forallp =1,

2p <f(2p+1)<2p+1
2p+1  f@2p-1) 2p+2

(4.10)

This shows that f(2p+1) is decreasing, which also implies that f(2p) is decreasing as well;
see [20, Theorem 3 (i) and (ii)]. Note that via (4.9), inequality (1.14) translates to the following
statement.

Corollary 4.3. For every p = 2, we have

2p _f@p+1) _(p+ DR2p?+2p-1)
2p+1° f@2p-1)" pp+2)2p+1)

Hence we arrive at an alternative, entirely combinatorial proof for the (weak) lower bound
of Theorem 4.2 as well as for a slightly larger estimate from above. Note that the upper bound

in (4.10) would follow from the estimate of Conjecture 1.5.
The above estimates can simply be extended to even indices via the identity

(4.11)

_2p+1
f(2p)——2p+2f(2p+1)
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for any p = 1 that is implied by (4.9) and (1.8). Thus, Corollary 4.3 leads to
2p*  _ fep) _ 2p*+2p-1
2p2+p-1~ f@2p-2)" (p+2)2p-1)
which is slightly weaker than
2p° _ __fep __ pep+1)’
2p2+p-1 f@2p-2) 2(p+1)22p-1)
implied by Theorem 4.2.

(4.12)

1.0

08 -0.2

-04
0.6
-06

0.4 —08

0.2 -1.0

5 10 15 20

FIGURE 3. The sequence f(m) and its logarithm up to m = 20, marked with
different colors for odd and even values of m.

o0

We conclude this section by establishing convexity properties of the sequence (f(m))5,_,,

see Figure 3.

Proposition 4.4. The sequence (f(2p + 1))(;020 is decreasing, convex and logarithmically con-
vex.

Proposition 4.5. The sequence (f (2 p))(;o:2 is decreasing and convex.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. For the initial segment of sequence (f(2p + 1))“:;:0 the statement is

verified by direct calculation based on Table 4.
For p = 2, the decreasing property follows immediately from (4.11). Proving convexity and
log-convexity amounts to showing that

f2p+3) +f(2p—1) >2 and f2p+3) .f(2p—1) >1
fCp+1) f2p+1) fCp+1) f@2p+1)
respectively. Applying the bounds in (4.11) leads to
1(f(2p+3) +f(2p—1))>1(2p+2+ p(p+2)2p+1) ):

2Lf@2p+1)  f@p+1))  2\2p+3 (p+1)2p%2+2p-1)

)

_8pt+28p® +29p* +6p -2 o1
 8pt+28p3+28p2+2p—6

)

furthermore
f(2p+3).f(2p—1)>2p+2. p(p+2)2p+1)
f@Cp+1) fRp+1) 2p+3 (p+1)(2p2+2p—1)_

AP +10p*+4p
C 4p3+10p2+4p-3
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Proof of Proposition 4.5. Monotonicity follows from the upper bound of (4.12), whereas con-
vexity is implied by applying both the lower and upper estimates of (4.12):

l(f(2p+2)+f(2p—2))>1(2p2+4p+2+(p+2)(2p—1)):
2V f@2p) f@2p) /7 2\2p2+5p+2  2p2+2p-1
_8pt+28p®+25p° —4p -6

= > 1. O
8pt+28p3+24p?>-2p—4

We conjecture that the sequence (f(2 p));f:z is log-convex as well, although (4.12) leads

only to the slightly weaker inequality

f@ep+2) fp-2) 4p3 +6p* -2
f2p) f@2p) —4p3+6p2-1"
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