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Abstract

The SE and DE formulas are known as efficient quadrature formulas for integrals
with endpoint singularity. Particularly, for integrals with algebraic singularity,
explicit error bounds in a computable form have been provided, which are useful
for computations with guaranteed accuracy. Such explicit error bounds have also
been provided for integrals with logarithmic singularity. However, these error
bounds have two points to be discussed. The first point is on overestimation
of divergence speed of logarithmic singularity. The second point is on the case
where there exist both logarithmic and algebraic singularity. To address these
issues, this study provides new error bounds for integrals with logarithmic and
algebraic singularity. Although existing and new error bounds described above
handle integrals over the finite interval, the SE and DE formulas can be applied
to integrals over the semi-infinite interval. On the basis of the new results, this
study provides new error bounds for integrals over the semi-infinite interval with
logarithmic and algebraic singularity at the origin.
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1 Introduction and summary

We are concerned with numerical integration of the integral

/0 o

where 7' > 0 and f may have integrable singularity at the endpoints of the interval.
The single-exponential (SE) and double-exponential (DE) formulas are known to be
efficient quadrature formulas for such an integral [1]. These formulas are derived by
combining the SE/DE transformation and the trapezoidal formula. In the case of the
SE formula, we first apply the SE transformation

t=1(z) = gtanh (g) +§

to the given integral as

/OT foat= [ fn@)i ).

Next, we apply the trapezoidal formula as
| ranwien = b S ) in),
-0 k=—o0

where h denotes mesh size. Then, we truncate the infinite sum on the right-hand side
at some integers M and N. The final form of the SE formula is expressed as

T N
/O Fdtmh S F W (oh), (kh),
k=—M

which is also referred to as the tanh rule. After the formula was proposed [2], Takahasi
and Mori [3] derived another formula by replacing the SE transformation with

T T
t=¢1(x) = Etanh (g sinhx) + 7



which is referred to as the DE transformation. The final form of the DE formula is
expressed as

T N
YRR SR AL
0 k=—M
Computable error bounds of the two formulas have been provided [4] in the case where
the integrand f has algebraic singularity at the endpoints as

T (t)
/O tl_a(;mdt, (1.1)

where g is bounded, and a and 3 are positive constants. The result has been utilized
for the computation library of verified numerical integration [5].
In the case where the integrand f has logarithmic singularity as

/Tg(t) log t dt, (1.2)
0

computable error bounds of the two formulas have also been provided [6]. However,
two points remain to be discussed regarding these error bounds. The first point is
on overestimation of divergence speed of logarithmic singularity. To derive the error
bounds, the following inequality

[logz| < (1.3)

|Z|1/(27r)

was proved with some constant C, and the existing result for (1.1) was utilized with
a=1-1/(2m) and 8 = 1. Even though the inequality (1.3) is mathematically correct,
the right-hand side is unnecessarily large around the origin, because the divergence
speed of algebraic singularity is essentially higher than that of logarithmic singularity.
Such an overestimation may result in non-sharp error bounds. The second point is on
the case where the integrand f has both logarithmic and algebraic singularity, such as

/0 tlaé’f% log ¢ dt. (1.4)

The provided error bounds for (1.2) cannot handle the case as (1.4), because it is
assumed that the function g(t) is bounded.

The first contribution of this study is to provide computable error bounds of the SE
and DE formulas in the case (1.4), to address the aforementioned two points. Rather
than utilizing the error bounds for (1.1), we perform the error analysis for the case (1.4)
directly. Furthermore, especially for the DE formula, we employ the optimal selection
formulas of h, M and N [7]. Consequently, we obtain not only sharper error bounds
but also better convergence profiles, which can be observed in numerical experiments.



The second contribution of this study is to provide computable error bounds in
the case of the semi-infinite interval as

/OO f(t)logtdt,
0

where f may have algebraic singularity at the origin. Two types of the SE and DE
formulas were proposed depending on the decay rate of f. When f decays algebraically
as t — oo, the SE and DE formulas [2, 3] are expressed as

o N

/0 Pt logtdt b S Fua(kh)) log(ua(bh)) ) (kh), (15)
k=—M

| rotostars Y ot ostnlih) k). (16)
k=—M

where 199 and ¢9 denote the SE and DE transformations defined by

Pa(x) = €”,

¢2($) _ e(ﬂ/2) sinhm’

respectively. When f decays exponentially as ¢ — oo, the SE formula [8] is derived by
replacing v, in (1.5) with

Ps(z) = log(1l + €%),
and the DE formula [9] is derived by replacing ¢2 in (1.6) with
b3(x) = log(1 + e™sinh ),

For both types, we provide computable error bounds of the SE and DE formulas in
the same manner as the case of the finite interval.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, after reviewing
existing theorems, we present new theorems, which are the main results of this study.
In Section 3, we present some numerical examples. In Section 4, we provide proofs of
the main results.

2 Existing and new results

The trapezoidal formula, which is employed in both the SE and DE formulas, works
accurately if the integrand is analytic on the strip region

Py =1{¢CeC:Im¢| < dl,



where d > 0. Therefore, in the following theorems, the given integrand f is assumed
to be analytic on the translated domain by the SE or DE transformation, denoted by

Vi(Za) ={z=vi(¢): € Dy} (i=1,2,3),
¢i(Za) ={2=0:(¢): (€ Za} (i=1,2,3),

respectively. Using the notions, we summarize existing and new error bounds below.

2.1 Existing and new error bounds in the case of the finite
interval

The existing error bounds for the SE and DE formulas are expressed as follows.
Theorem 2.1 (Okayama [6, Theorem 2]). Let K and d be positive constants with
d < 1. Assume that f is analytic on ¥1(%a), and satisfies

[/(2)] < K[log 2| (2.1)

forall z € Y1 (PDy). Let v = (2m—1)/(2m), let n be a positive integer, let h be selected by

2nd

)

yn

b=

and let M and N be selected by
M=n, N=/[vn].

Then, it holds that

/O F()dt—h Y f@u(kR) (kh)| < Cem VM,

k=—M

where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

“- %\/” ' {1°g <cos<1;z/2>) } {u - ¢—2> cosri(a2) )

Theorem 2.2 (Okayama [6, Theorem 3]). Let K and d be positive constants with
d < /2. Assume that f is analytic on ¢1(Za), and satisfies (2.1) for all z € ¢1(Pa).
Let v = (2t — 1)/(2m), let n be a positive integer, let h be selected by

_ log(4dn/~)

n

h

)



and let M and N be selected by

Mo yen- |BEOR

Then, it holds that

< C e—2ﬂdn/log(4dn/'y),

/0 FOdt—h S (o1 (kb)) (kh)

k=—M

where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

+1
26; + e7[/2
(1 —e-™¢/2)cosd ’

1/(2m)
_ 2KTe, \/ﬂQ
0

c + {log (T'cg)}? l

where cq = 1/ cos((71/2) sind).
In this paper, we present the following error bounds for the SE and DE formulas.
Their proofs are provided in Section 4.1.
Theorem 2.3. Let K, a,  and d be positive constants with d < 7. Assume that f is
analytic on 11(Za4), and satisfies
[f(2)] < K|2|°7YT — 27~ |log 2| (2.2)

for all z € ¥1(Zq). Let p = min{a, S}, let n be a positive integer, let h be selected by

[ 27td
h = i, (2.3)
un
and let M and N be selected by

M= ’Vﬁn_‘ , N= [ﬁn—‘ . (2.4)
a
Let n be taken sufficiently large so that n > 1/(2mdu) is satisfied. Then, it holds that

—\/3md
< Cy/ne” Vamanm,

/ FOdt—h S F (k) (k)
0 k=—M

where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

KToth-1 4|1log T d/2) + 21 27d
o l |log T cos(d/2) + 21, g4+ /%]

M (1 — e=V2mdu) cogath+1(d/2

where 1, = 2log2 4+ (1/p).



Theorem 2.4. Let K, «, § and d be positive constants with d < 7t/2. Assume that f
is analytic on ¢1(Za4), and satisfies (2.2) for all z € ¢1(Py). Let p = min{w, B}, let n
be a positive integer, let h be selected by

b arsinh(2dn/u) , 25)

n

and let M and N be selected by

oo ()] <[ (2)]. o

where q(x) = x/ arsinhx. Let n be taken sufficiently large so that n > psinh(1)/(2d)
and h < md are satisfied. Then, it holds that

<Cn e—27rdn/ arsinh(2dn/u),

T N
/0 Ftdt—h S (o)) (kh)

k=—M

where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

KTot+B8-1 cg""ﬁ (4|1og T'| cosd + 2l,.cq) 2md
O = ’ [ (1 o) cos? d +2|10gT|+lu+7 )

where ¢q = 1/ cos((m/2)sind) and 1, =log2+ (1/p).

Let us compare the existing and new theorems. For a fair comparison, we set
a = 8 =1 in the new theorems here, so that (2.2) becomes the same condition as (2.1).
According to Theorem 2.1 (existing theorem), the convergence rate of the SE formula
is O(e™V2™m) where v = (2t — 1)/(27). In contrast, Theorem 2.3 (new theorem)
states that the convergence rate of the SE formula is O(y/n e~ V2™") which is higher
than O(e™ V2™ (note that v < 1).

However, we must note that the aforementioned convergence rates are given with
respect to n, not with respect to the total number of function evaluation (M + N +1).
For this reason, we cannot conclude immediately from the theorems above that the SE
formula in the new theorem converges more rapidly than that in the existing theorem.
In fact, the total number of function evaluation (M + N + 1) differs according to the
theorems; M + N 4+ 1 = 2n + 1 in Theorem 2.3, whereas M + N +1=n+ [yn] +1
in Theorem 2.1, which is less than 2n + 1.

Similarly, in the case of the DE formula as well, it is difficult to judge which is
better from Theorems 2.2 and 2.4. To compare the convergence profiles with respect
to M + N + 1 practically, numerical experiments are useful, which are demonstrated
in the next section.



2.2 New error bounds in the case of the semi-finite interval

Here, we present new error bounds for the SE and DE formulas in the case where the
integral interval is (0, 00), i.e., the semi-infinite interval. Their proofs are provided in
Section 4.2.

We consider two cases depending on the decay rate of the integrand: algebraic
decay or exponential decay. First, we consider the case of algebraic decay.
Theorem 2.5. Let K, «,  and d be positive constants with d < 7t/2. Assume that f
is analytic on ¥2(Z4), and satisfies

et
|f(2)] SKMTB)/QHOgﬂ (2.7)
for all z € ¥2(Zy). Let p = min{a, 8}, let n be a positive integer, let h be selected
by (2.3), and let M and N be selected by (2.4). Let n be taken sufficiently large so
that n > 1/(2mdp) is satisfied. Then, it holds that

/:Of(t)df—h > fWa(kh)h(kh)| < OVneVZEam,

k=—M

where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

2K 2(1 + pd)
- \ 2 1].
w2 [(1 — e~ V2mdu) cog(a+p)/2 4 v 2mdp ]

Theorem 2.6. Let K, «,  and d be positive constants with d < 7t/2. Assume that f
is analytic on ¢2(Z4), and satisfies (2.7) for all z € ¢p2(Py). Let p = min{w, 8}, let n
be a positive integer, let h be selected by

_arsinh(4dn/p)

- : (2.8)

and let M and N be selected by

e[ s ()] 5= [ ()] o

where q(x) = x/ arsinhx. Let n be taken sufficiently large so that n > psinh(1)/(4d)
and h < td are satisfied. Then, it holds that

< Cne—27rdn/ arsinh(4dn/u)’

/OOO F@)dt—h Y f(ga(kh)dh(kh)

k=—M




where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

2K | (24 mpucos cl)cgla-irﬁ)/2 ord 4 1
p2 | (1 —e—mral4d/n)/2) cos? d A

where cq = 1/ cos((7t/2) sind).

Next, we consider the case of exponential decay.
Theorem 2.7. Let K, o, 8 and d be positive constants with o < 1 and d < 7. Assume
that f is analytic on ¥3(Za), and satisfies

a—1

- le=* 1% 1og | (2.10)

1+ 2z

1) < K‘

for all z € ¥3(Zy). Let p = min{a, 8}, let n be a positive integer, let h be selected
by (2.3), and let M and N be selected by (2.4). Let n be taken sufficiently large so
that n > 1/(2mdp) is satisfied. Then, it holds that

[ a3 sG] < ove

k=—M

where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

Qi;_o‘éfﬁ {(1+4¢4)(1 + pd) — plog(log 2)log(2 + é4) }
(1 — e~ V2mdn)log(2 + éq)

1 en(1-a)/12 {\/m +1 — plog(log 2)}] ’

2K

112

where ¢q = 1/ cos(d/2) and

~ 1+ log(2 + Cd) -

4= log(2 + 21) (1+éq). (2.11)
Theorem 2.8. Let K, o, 8 and d be positive constants with o < 1 and d < /2.
Assume that f is analytic on ¢3(Z4), and satisfies (2.7) for all z € ¢3(Pa). Let
w = min{a, S}, let n be a positive integer, let h be selected by (2.5), and let M and N
be selected by (2.6), where q(x) = x/ arsinhx. Let n be taken sufficiently large so that
n > psinh(1)/(2d) and h < ©d are satisfied. Then, it holds that

o] N
/ f@®)de—nh Z f(¢3(kh)dy(kh)| < Cn o—2mdn/ arsinh(2dn/p)’
0

k=—M




where C' is a constant independent of n, expressed as

C

_ 2K 2LL¢S P {(1 4 ¢q)(1 + d) (1 + mpcos d) — plog(log 2) log(2 + cq) cos d}
T (1 — e~™a(2d/1)) log(2 + c4) cos? d

4 gr(l—a)/12 {27d + 1 — plog(log2)} |,

where cq = 1/ cos((71/2) sind) and

1+ log(2 + cq)
= T OB T8 () 4 ey). 2.12

3 Numerical experiments

In this section, we present numerical results for integrals with logarithmic singularity.
We implemented the programs in C with double-precision arithmetic.

We first consider the following integral over the finite interval, where algebraic
singularity does not exist.
Example 1. Consider the following integral

1 2
logt

[ ety

o 1+t 12

In this case, the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 are fulfilled with K = 14+e and d = 3,
and those of Theorem 2.2 are fulfilled with K = 3v/2 and d = 7t/3. Furthermore, the
assumptions of Theorem 2.3 are fulfilled with K = 1+e, « = f =1 and d = 3,
and those of Theorem 2.4 are fulfilled with K = 3v2, a =3 =1and d = 7t/3. The
results are shown in Fig. 1. In the figure, the error bounds given in Theorems 2.1-2.4
include corresponding observed errors. The convergence profile of the SE formula of
Theorem 2.3 is almost identical to that of Theorem 2.1. In contrast, the convergence
profile of the DE formula of Theorem 2.4 is superior to that of Theorem 2.2. The
main reason for this improvement may be due to employment of the optimal selection
formulas of h, M and N [7].

The next example is also an integral over the finite interval, but algebraic singu-
larity exists at the origin. For this reason, we cannot use Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 for
this example.

Example 2. Consider the following integral

1
_lost 4 4c,

o VE1+1)
where G is Catalan’s constant.

In this case, the assumptions of Theorem 2.3 are fulfilled with K = 14e,a==1
and d = 3, and those of Theorem 2.4 are fulfilled with K = 3v/2, a = = 1 and

10



d = 7t/3. The results are shown in Fig. 2. In this figure as well, the error bounds given
in Theorems 2.3 and 2.4 include corresponding observed errors.

The next example is an integral over the semi-infinite interval, where the integrand
decays polynomially.
Example 3. Consider the following integral

o0 2
/ _ logt ™
o tY/3(1+1¢2) 6
In this case, the assumptions of both Theorems 2.5 and 2.6 are fulfilled with K =1,
a=2/3,38=4/3 and d = 3/2. The results are shown in Fig. 3. In this figure as well,
the error bounds given in Theorems 2.5 and 2.6 include corresponding observed errors.
The final example is the integral over the semi-infinite interval, where the integrand

decays exponentially.
Example 4. Consider the following integral

® e tlogt
o Vi
where ~v is Fuler’s constant.
In this case, the assumptions of Theorem 2.7 are fulfilled with K = 27t/3, a = 1/2,
B =1 and d = 3, and those of Theorem 2.8 are fulfilled with K = 27/3, a = 1/2,

B =1 and d = 3/2. The results are shown in Fig. 4. In this figure as well, the error
bounds given in Theorems 2.5 and 2.6 include corresponding observed errors.

dt = —/mi(y + 2log 2),

100000 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
Observed error (Theorem 2.1) —*—
2 Error bound (Theorem 2.1) --x---
g&. Observed error (Theorem 2.2) —=—
1+ % Error bound (Theorem 2.2) —&-— |
Observed error (Theorem 2.3) —a—
= Error bound (Theorem 2.3) &
\ * x2a,  Observed error (Theorem 2.4) —o—
5 1e-05 | X Error bound (Theorem 2.4) o |
LE
1e-10 g
1le-15 |

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
M+ N+ 1

Fig. 1 Observed error and error bound for the integral of Example 1.
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100000

(
% Error bound (Theorem 2.3) &
0‘5 e Observed error (Theorem 2.4) ——
1186 °a Error bound (Theorem 2.4) o |

Observed error

T
5

Théorem 2.3)

‘9- 1e-05
i
1e-10
1e-15
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
M+ N+1
Fig. 2 Observed error and error bound for the integral of Example 2.
100000 \ \ \ \ \ \
e Observed error (Theorem 2.5) —s—
Q

Error

1e-05

1e-10

1e-15

Error bound
Observed error
Error bound

Theorem 2.5) &
Theorem 2.6) —e—
Theorem 2.6) -

o~~~ —~

60 80

M+ N +1

100 120 140 160 180

Fig. 3 Observed error and error bound for the integral of Example 3.

4 Proofs

In this section, we provide proofs for Theorems 2.3-2.8.

4.1 In the case of the finite interval

Here, we prove theorems in the case of the finite interval, i.e., Theorems 2.3 (for the
SE formula) and 2.4 (for the DE formula).

12



100000

Theorem 2.7) —&—
Theorem 2.7) &
Theorem 2.8) —e—
Theorem 2.8) o |

5 Observed error
R Error bound
Hg o Observed error
1 Fg Error bound

o~~~ —~

1e-05

Error

1e-10

1e-15

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
M+ N+1

Fig. 4 Observed error and error bound for the integral of Example 4.

4.1.1 Proof of Theorem 2.3

We analyze the error of the SE formula first. Applying the SE transformation t = ¢4 ()
and putting F(z) = f(¢1(x))y](x), we rewrite the error of the SE formula as

o £

/f dt—hwalkzh ) (kh)

k=—M

Furthermore, we divide the right-hand side into two terms as

‘/ dthz 1 dthz

k=—o0

—M-1

+h Y F k:h—i—hz

k=—o0 k=N+1

The first and second terms are called the discretization and truncation errors,
respectively. The following function space is important to analyze the discretization
erTor.

Definition 1. Let d be a positive constant. Then, B(Z,) denotes the family of all
functions F' that are analytic on 9y, such that

d
lim |F(z+iy)|dy =0, (4.1)
—d

z—+o0

13



and such that N'(F,d) < oo, where

oo

N(Fd) = tim [ (1P +ig)]+ |[Fo— iy} da.

— 00

If the integrand F' belongs to B(Zq), the discretization error is bounded as follows.
Theorem 4.1 (classical; cf. Stenger [10, Theorem 3.4]). Assume that F € B(%y).
Then, it holds that

‘/OO F(x)dx — h i F(kh)

k=—oc0

—27td/h
(4.2)

(§]
< N(Ed)

Therefore, our main task is to show F' € B(Z;). To this end, the following bounds
are required.
Lemma 4.2 (Okayama et al. [4, Lemma 4.21]). For all real numbers x and y with
ly| < 7, it holds that

1
(1+e*)cos(y/2)’
1
(14+e=*)cos(y/2)

IN

1+ extiy
1
1+ e (@+iy)

‘ 1

IN

Lemma 4.3. Let T be a real positive number. For all real numbers x and y with
ly| < 7, it holds that

T 1
1 —— || < |logT| + ————==log(1 ).
o (s )| <1061+ o st 079

Proof. First, it holds that

T .
— _ —(z+iy)
'1og<1+e_(m+iy))‘ = ‘logT log(1 +e )

< |logT|+ |log(1 + ef(x+iy))|.

Furthermore, noting (log(1+e7¢))" = —1/(1 + €¢) and using Lemma 4.2, we have

—(x+i > 1

e 1
S/ —dt
. T e]

1 i 1
< oo ), e

1 —x
= mlog(lJre ),

14



from which we obtain the desired inequality. [l

Using these bounds, we show the following lemma.
Lemma 4.4. Let K, o, 8 and d be positive constants with d < 7. Assume that f is
analytic on Y1(Z4), and satisfies (2.2) for all z € ¥1(Zy). Let u = min{c, B}. Then,
putting F(z) = f(¢¥1(x))Y](x), we have (4.2), where

QK Tth-1 1 1
Fd<—— < 2logT 2log2 + — | ———— 5.
N < s 2+ (s ) o

Proof. Tt suffices to show that F' € B(%;). Because f(1(+)) is analytic on 24 and ] is
analytic on Py, F is analytic on Z4. Next, we show (4.1). From (2.2) and Lemmas 4.2
and 4.3, it holds for ( =z + 1y € 9, that

KTath-1 T
FO)| < 1
OV v e °g<1+e—<)‘
KToth-1 1
< logT — 1 1 ).
= Ut e )% cos(y/2)(1+ )P cos (y/2) (' ogT|+ 7y sl +e ))

Using this inequality, for x > 0 we have
d
/ |F(z +iy)|dy
—d

KTaJrﬁfl d 1 | 1 | 1
< T _ 1 -
~ (1+e®)x(l +e%)s /d cos®tB(y/2) <| ogT|+ cos(y/2) og(l +e )) Y

d 1 )
0 [ o (10871 gy 0) 0 (2 o0

and for z < 0 we have

d
/ F(z+iy)|dy

—d

(—x)KTo+h~1 d 1 |log T'| 1 log(l4+e™®)
T (I4e ) (1 4em)P /41 cos*+P(y/2) < o) | cosw/D) () ) @

d 1 )
—>0-/_dW<|logT|.o+m.1)dy (2 = —o0),

which shows (4.1). Finally, we estimate N (F,d). Using (4.3), we have

/fo (IF(@+iy)| + |F@ iy} da

o KTo+8-1
<
- /_oo (1+e7)*(1 +e”)f cos* T (y/2)

log(l1+e™®
<| log T| + M) dx

cos(y/2)

15



00 KTat+B-1 log(1+e™%)
log T —= 7 |d
*/,m [+ o) (1 1 o)P cost3(—y/2) (' ogT|+ cos(—y/2>> g

2KT06+ﬁ71 o0 1 log(l N eim)
logT| 4+ =2 —— 7 _ o).
- costh(d/2) /_OO (1+e=)>(1+er)s <| el cos(d/2) ) dz (y—d—0)

For the first term of the integral, using p = min{«, 5}, we have

o |log T'| /°° |log T'|
dz < d
/_oo Ateoedren)f =) Areandrey

=2 °°7|logT| e M dx
o (e

* NlogT
S2/ NogT| oy,
o (140)2»

2
= —|logT].
i

For the second term of the integral, we have

1 /°° log(1l +e™%)

cos(d/2) J_oo (1+e %) (1 +4e*)B .
1 O e {—z +log(l+e” 1 > e P log(l+e™®
_ J [ e,
cos(d/2) J_ (1 + er)otB cos(d/2) Jo (1 +e-)otB
1 0 ax [ 1 1 0 e8] _BZI 1 -0
- / e {—z + log( +e)}dx+ / e og(l+e )dx
cos(d/2) J_ o (1+0)atB cos(d/2) Jo (14 0)ots
1 1 log 2
=——(log2+ — —_—
acos(d/2) (og + a) + B cos(d/2)
Furthermore, using p = min{«, 5}, we obtain the conclusion. O

Next, we estimate the truncation error. For this purpose, we use the following
result.
Proposition 4.5. Let o and B be positive constants. Let G_(x) = —xe** and
Gi(x) = xe P*. Then, G_ monotonically increases for x < —1/a, and Gy
monotonically decreases for x > 1/p.

We bound the truncation error as follows.
Lemma 4.6. Let K, «, 3 be positive constants. Assume that f satisfies (2.2) for all
z € (0,T). Let p = min{a, 8}, let n be positive integer, and let M and N be selected
by (2.4). Let Mh > 1/« be satisfied. Then, putting F(x) = f(11(x))y) (z), we have

h Y F(kh)+h i F(kh)| <

—M-1 KTOH,ﬁfl
< {
k=—o0 k=N+1

1
2|logT| +2log2 + — + nh} e Hnh
u
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Proof. From (2.2), it holds that

KTa—i—B—l | T
1 teo)o(lter)p | B\T1ee

KTaJrﬁfl
<
= Tremp(irer)

|F(2)] <

5 {llog T| +log(1+e™")},

which is also obtained by substituting y = 0 into (4.3). Using this inequality, we have

—M-1
h Y F(kh)+h Z
k=—o0 k=N+1
-M-1
KTetPt —kh
<h Z (ET=0r 1+ekh)ﬂ{|logT|+1og(1+e )}
KTetPt —kh
+h Z T o F)a(l 1 o) {[log T| + log(1 + e~ ")}
k= N+1
—M-1

KTatB—1 ozkh
=h Z W {|1og T| + (—kh) +log(1 + ")}

> KTa—i—B 1 —ﬂkh
k=N+1

-M-1 Ta—i—B 1 ozkh 0

TaJrﬁ 1e Bkh 0

Using Proposition 4.5, for Mh > 1/«, we bound the first sum as

—M-1
h Y KT {|logT| + (—kh) +log 2} e*"
k=—oc0
—Mh
< KT“*ﬁfl/ {|logT| + (—z) + log 2} e** dx

KToth=1 1
- <| log T| + Mh +log2 + —) e aMh
«

KTotP=1 1
T <| logT|+ Mh + log2 + —) e"oMh
W

17



where p = min{«, 8} is used at the last inequality. Similarly, we bound the second
term as

h Z KT P~ (Jlog T| + log 2) e #*h < KT~ (|log T| + log 2)/ e P dg
k=N+1 Nh

1
= KT~ (Jlog T| + log 2) - 3 e ANR

1
< KT~ (|log T| +log?2) - — e PN
W

Finally, using (2.4), we have Mh < nh (because M < n), e"®Mh < e=#nh (because
aM > pn) and e PNt < emrnh (because BN > pun), from which we obtain the
conclusion. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.3. Note that if n > 1/(27dp), then
with h selected by (2.3), it holds that

2md 2md _
T T \/27rdpm >~ (4.4)

Therefore, from Lemmas 4.4 and 4.6, substituting (2.3) into h, we have

‘/ dthz

C(n) eV,

where
C(n) KToth-1 4] log T'| cos(d/2) + 21, 2[log T+ 1, N 27d
n)= >
M V/n(1 — e~ V2mdun) cogatB+1((/2) N M

where [, = 2log2 + (1/p). Furthermore, C(n) < C(1) holds, which completes the
proof of Theorem 2.3.

4.1.2 Proof of Theorem 2.4

In the case of the DE formula as well, we estimate both the discretization and
truncation errors. To bound the discretization error, the following bounds are required.
Lemma 4.7 (Okayama et al. [4, Lemma 4.22]). For all real numbers x and y with
ly| < 7t/2, it holds that

1

(1 + ersinh(z) cosy) cos((71/2) siny)’
1

(1 + e~7sinh(@) cosy) cos((71/2) siny) |

IN

1
‘ 1+em sinh(z+iy)

IN

1
‘ 14+ e—7sinh(z+iy)

18



Lemma 4.8. Let T be a real positive number. For all real numbers x and y with
ly| < /2, it holds that

T 1 .
1 n . < |logT 1 1 —msinh(z) cosy )
‘ o8 (1 + e“SIUh(H‘y))' < llog T+ cos((7t/2) siny) cosy og(l +e )
Proof. First, it holds that
log L = ‘logT — log(1 + e~ Tsinb(a+iy))
1+ efﬂsinh(eriy)

< |10gT| 4 |10g(1 + e—ﬂsinh($+iy))|'

Furthermore, noting (log(1 + e~7sh¢)) = _—mcosh(/(1 + €™mh¢) and using
Lemma 4.7, we have

|10g(1 + e—ﬂsinh(z—i—iy))' —

*° meosh(t +iy) d&t
m 14+e7 sinh(t+iy)

S/ 7t cosh(t +iy)| d

|1 + eTtsinh(t+iy) |

</°° mcosht &
= Jo (1 +emsinh(t)cosy) cos((11/2) siny)

1 .
= 1 1 —r7tsinh(z) cosy
cos((mt/2) siny) cosy og(1+e )

3

from which we obtain the desired inequality. O

Using these bounds, we show the following lemma.
Lemma 4.9. Let K, «, 8 and d be positive constants with d < 1/2. Assume that f is
analytic on ¢1(Zaq), and satisfies (2.2) for all z € $1(Zq). Let i = min{a, §}. Then,
putting F(x) = f(¢1(x))@) (), we have (4.2), where

QR To+A—1
F.d) <
N(F.d) < pcos®tB((1/2) sind) cos d

{2|logT| L 2log2+ (1/p) }

cos((7t/2) sind) cos d

Proof. It suffices to show that F' € B(Z,). Because f(¢1(:)) is analytic on Z; and
| is analytic on %/, F is analytic on Z4. Next, we show (4.1). From (2.2) and
Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8, it holds for ( = x +iy € %, that

1 T
08 1+ e—7tsinh ¢

< KTt coshx
> (1 ¥ efnsinh(z)cosy)a(l + eﬂsinh(z)cosy)ﬁ COSO‘JFﬁ((ﬂj/Q) siny)

1 1 —7tsinh(z) cosy
hogry 4 RBU LT
cos((mt/2) siny) cosy

()] < KTP~ 17| cosh (|
> |1+efnsinh§|a|1+ensinh§|ﬁ
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< KT8~ rcosh
> (1 Je T sinh(z) cos y),u(l + e7tsinh(z) cosy)u COSO‘Jrﬁ((T[/Q) sin y)

1 1 —7sinh(z) cosy
<< |logT| + og(l +c - )
cos((mt/2) siny) cosy

(4.5)

where 1 = min{«, 8} is used at the last inequality. Using this inequality (4.5), for
x > 0 we have

d
/ F(z+iy)|dy

—d
/d KTt~ 1coshx
> J (1 Je T sinh(x) cosy),u(l + e7tsinh(z) cosy)u COSQ+5((7_[/2) <in y)

10g(1 +e—7rsinh($)cosy)
cos((71/2) siny) cosy )

- KTtP=1mcoshz

- (1 + e—7tsinh(z) cos d)u(1 + et sinh(z) cos d)u COSaJ’_ﬂ((T[/Q) sin d)

d —7tsinh(z) cosy
log(1 + e~
/ <|1ogT|+ ol +e )>d

_d cos((t/2) siny) cosy

. <| log T'| +

-0 /d (1871 + oy digrensy ) @ ()

and for z < 0 we have

d
/ F(z+iy)|dy

—d
! KTotP~lmcosha - msinh
< /—d 1+ efnsinh(z)cosy)#(l + eﬂsinh(z)cosy)u cosotB((1t/2) sin y)
|log T'| log(1 + e~Tsinh(z) cosy)
. (nsinhx cos((71/2) siny)rsinh(x) cosy) Y

- KTotP~lmcosha - msinh
> (1 I e—7tsinh(z) cos d)u(l + e sinh(z) cos d)u COS‘)‘+'6((7'E/2) sin d)

./d <|]ogT| N log(1 + e~ sinh(z) cosy) )d

nsinhaz  cos((71/2) siny)7sinh(z) cosy

—d

”[K“W)dy (&= o),

which shows (4.1). Finally, we estimate N (F,d). Using (4.5), we have

/_°° (F (@ +ig)] + |Flz—iy)]} d
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- /d KTt P~1ncoshx
=4 (1 + e—tsinh(z) Cosy)u(l + eTesinh(z) Cosy)u COSO""B((T[/Q) siny)
. <| log T + log(1 + e*“S'inh(I) Cosy)) =
cos((t/2) siny) cosy
d KTtA= 1 coshx
+ [d (1+ e—msinh(z) cos(fy)),u(l + e7tsinh(x) cos(fy))ucosa+ﬁ((7-[/2) sin(—y))
: (I log 7| + 108U+ 7 Cos(y))>
cos((t/2) sin(—y)) cosy
2K T+B~1 o mcosh
COSaJrﬁ((ﬂ;/Q) Sind) /_OO (1+ef7rsinh(x)cosd),u(1+e7rsinh(m)cosd),u

. <| log T'| +

10g(1 4 e—ﬂsinh(z) cosd)
d d—0).
cos((7t/2) sind) cos d v = )

For the first term of the integral, we have

oo

|log T'|7tcosh x
e (1 +e—7rsinh(z)cosd)u(1 +e7rsinh(z) cosd)u

_y o |log T'|7t cosh x:
- o (1 + e—7tsinh(z) Cosd)2u

—

dx

o~ TH sinh(z) cosd dz

< 2/00 |1OgT|7TCOSh$ efn,usinh(x) cosd dz
T Jo (1+0)

2
= ucosd|1OgT|'

For the second term of the integral, we have

1 /°° log(1 4- e~ sinb(z) cosd)r cogh oo de
cos((rt/2)sind) cosd | ., (1 + e—7sinh(z)cosd)i(] | emsinh(a) cosd)
1 0 {—msinh(z) cosd + log(1 4 e™sinh(@ cosd) 1 qrcosh o
~ cos((r/2) sind) cos d /_OO (1 + e7sinh(w) cosd)2u g—mpsinh(z) cos d ’
n 1 /°° log(1 4 e~ 7sinh(#) cosdyp cogh o da
cos((m/2)sind) cosd J, (1 + e-7msinh(z)cosd)2u grpsinh(x) cos d
1 0 {—msinh(z) cosd + log(1 4 e™sinh(O) cosd)} 7 cogh
~ cos((7t/2) sind) cosd /,Oo (1 + 0)2# g~ 7psinh(z)cosd *
N 1 /°° log(1 + e~ 7sinh(0) COSd)T[COthdx
cos((mt/2) sind) cosd J, (1 + 0)2# empsinh(z) cosd

1 log 2 + 1 + log 2
weos((7t/2) sind) cos? d & L weos((7t/2) sind) cos? d

Thus, we obtain the conclusion.
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Next, we estimate the truncation error. For this purpose, we use the following
result.
Proposition 4.10. Let o and 3 be positive constants. Let G_, G, G_, and é+ be
defined by

G_(x) = fsmh(x) cosh(z) e™sinhe,
G (x) = <:c> cosh(z) o0,
G- () = cosh(a) ™,

C4(2) = cosh(a) 05

Then, G_ and G_ monotonically increase for & < — arsinh(2/(na)), and G4 and G
monotonically decrease for x > arsinh(2/(7f)).

Proof. From x < — arsinh(2/(m)), masinh < —2 holds, from which we have

.12
sinh® x

cosh? z

1+ masinhe < -1 < —

From the inequality, sinh? 2 + (1 + masinh ) cosh? & < 0 holds, from which we have
G'_(z) = — {sinh®z + (1 + masinh z) cosh” z } ™M= > 0,

Thus, the claim on the function G_ follows. Similarly, from = > arsinh(2/(n3)),
75 sinh z > 2 holds, from which we have

-
sinh” x

1 —7mfBsinhey < —-1< —
p - cosh? x

From the inequality, sinh®  + (1 — 7t sinh z) cosh® z < 0 holds, from which we have
G/, (z) = {sinh®z + (1 — mBsinhz) cosh® x } e~ ™Fsinh <,

Thus, the claim on the function G4 follows.

Next, we consider G_ and é+ If a > 1/(2m) and 8 > 1/(27), then G_ monotoni-
cally increases for x < 0 and G+ monotonically decreases for x > 0. Therefore, in this
case, it is also true that G monotonically increases for < — arsinh(2/(me)) and G,
monotonically decreases for x > arsinh(2/(7tf)). If a < 1/(27) and 5 < 1/(27), then
G_ monotonically increases for < —z, and é+ monotonically decreases for x > x4,
where . is defined for v € (0,1/(2m)) by

1 1 — (27mv)2
xvzarsinh< + (TW) )

27y
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Note that

1++v1—-02 1 2
~ < arsinh <+7> = arsinh (—) < arsinh (—) .
Ty Ty

27ty

Therefore, in this case as well, G_ monotonically increases for z < — arsinh(2/(7ta))
and G monotonically decreases for x > arsinh(2/(n3)). Thus, the claim on the
functions G_ and G follows. O

We bound the truncation error as follows.
Lemma 4.11. Let K, «, f be positive constants. Assume that [ satisfies (2.2) for
all z € (0,T). Let p = min{w, B}, let n be positive integer, and let M and N be
selected by (2.6). Let Mh > arsinh(2/(m«)) and Nh > arsinh(2/(73)) be satisfied.
Then, putting F(x) = f(¢1(x))d] (x), we have

—M-1

h Y F(kh)+h i

k=—o0 k=N+1
KTotB-1
< {

1
2|logT|+2log2+ — + T[Sinh(Mh)} o~ Ha(2dn/p)
o

where q(x) = x/ arsinh x.

Proof. From (2.2), it holds that

[F(x)] <

KTt P~ lncosha 1 T
(1+ensinhx)a(1+eﬂsinhz)ﬁ‘ g<1+ensinhx>‘
KTtP~1ncoshx
> (1+e—7tsinhz)oz(1+e7rsinhm)ﬁ{

|log T'| + log(1 + e*"Sinhz)} .

Using this inequality, we have

—M-1
h Y F(kh)+h Z
k=—o0 k=N+1
—M-1

KT*+#~1rtcosh(kh) il
—mtsinh(kh)
<h Z 1 + e~ 7[smh(kh)) (1 + eﬂsinh(kh))ﬁ {| 1OgT" + lOg(l +e )}

ih Z KT8t cosh(kh)

—rsinh(kh)
(1 + e—msinh(kh))a (] 4 emsinh(kh))B {| log T'| + log(1 +e )}

k= N+1

. *% Y KT+~ cosh(kh) {|log T| + (—msinh(kh)) + log(1 + e™sinb(m)}

(1 + eﬂsinh(kh))a+ﬂ e—7tasinh(kh)

k=—o0

o0

N KT+t~ cosh(kh) {| log T| + log(1 + e_“s”‘h(kh))}
+ Z 1 + e—ﬂsmh(kh))a—i—,@ e7Bsinh(kh)

k=N+1
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<y N~ KTt mcosh(kh) {|log T| + (—msinh(kh)) +log(1 + ¢™5"(®)}
> Z (1 + 0)a+ﬁ e—7tacsinh(kh)

k=—o00

> T+~ cosh(kh) {|log T| + log(1 4 e~ 7=nh(0) 1

K
+h -
o+ sinh(kh
k:ZH (1 + 0)F 73 geasinh(kh)

Using Proposition 4.10, for Mh > arsinh(2/(ma)), we bound the first sum as

—M-1
h Y KT mcosh(kh) {|log T| + (—msinh(kh)) + log 2)} €™ (")
k=—o0
—Mh .
< KTotA-1 / mcosh(x) {|logT| + (—msinh z) + log 2)} eTrosinhz g,

— 00

KTot6-1 ) .
- <| logT| 4+ msinh(Mh) + log 2 + _> o—Tasinh(Mh)
«

KTatB—1 1 .
i <| log T| + mtsinh(Mh) + log 2 + —) e~ Tarsinh(Mh),
7!

where p = min{«, 8} is used at the last inequality. Similarly, for Nh > arsinh(1/(203)),
we bound the second term as

h Z KTaJrﬂilT[COSh(kh) (|10gT| +10g2) efnﬁsinh(kh)

k=N+1
oo

< KT~ (|log T| + 10g2)/ mcoshz e ™Psnhe qg
Nh

1 i
_ KTOH-,@—I (| 10gT| + 10g2> . E e—nﬂsmh(Nh)

1 .
< KT P71 (Jlog T| + log2) - — ¢~ ™Asinh(NA)
W

Finally, using (2.6), we have e~ 7esinh(Mh) < o=7na(2dn/u) (hecause asinh(Mh) >

pq(2dn/p)) and e~ snh(NR) < o=7ha(2dn/1) (hecause fsinh(Nh) > pg(2dn/u)), from
which we obtain the conclusion. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.4. Note that if h < 7d, then with h
selected by (2.5), it holds that

2d 2d 2
Mh > arsinh <ﬁq <_n)> = arsinh (—) > arsinh <—> . (4.6)
« 1 ah e’
Similarly, it holds that
. " 2dn . 2d . 2
Nh > arsinh [ =¢q <—)> = arsinh (— > arsinh [ — | . 4.7
<ﬂ Iz Bh 3 4.0
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Furthermore, if n > psinh(1)/(2d), i.e., if arsinh(2dn/u) > 1, then with h selected
by (2.5), it holds that

1 2
= [ (2]

arsinh(2dn/u)

[ (2
| arsinh(2dn/p) arsinh(2dn/p)

i n . 2dn /o
< |—————arsinh
arsinh(2dn/ ) 1
[ n
< |——————arsinh (2
~ | arsinh(2dn/u) arsinh ( dn/,u)-‘
=n, (4.8)

from which the truncation error in Lemma 4.11 is further bounded as

KTotp-1 1
—_— {2| logT|+2log2+ — + nsinh(Mh)} o~ Ttha(2dn/ 1)
L

KToth~1
D —

1
{2| logT|+2log2+ — + nsinh(nh)} o~ THa(2dn/p)
1

Therefore, from Lemmas 4.9 and 4.11, substituting (2.5) into h, we have

< C(n)ne—7w11(20ln/u)7

| / " F(w)de — ENJ F(kh)
e k=—M

where

Oln) = KTotB=1 [ c9%F (4)1og T| cosd + 2l,cq)  2|logT|+1, ~ 2md
(n) = W n(1l — e~ mhHa(2dn/1)) cos? d n + |

where ¢cq = 1/ cos((m/2) sind) and [,, = log 2+ (1/p). Furthermore, C(n) < C(1) holds,
which completes the proof of Theorem 2.4.

4.2 In the case of the semi-infinite interval

Here, we prove theorems in the case of the semi-infinite interval, i.e., Theorems 2.5—
2.8. The strategy to analyze the error is the same as above, i.e., we estimate both the
discretization and the truncation errors.

4.2.1 Proof of Theorem 2.5

For Theorem 2.5, we bound the discretization error as follows.
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Lemma 4.12. Let K, «, § and d be positive constants with d < 7t/2. Assume that
f is analytic on V2(Zy), and satisfies (2.7) for all z € 12(Dy). Let p = min{a, 8}.
Then, putting F(x) = f(v2(x))h(x), we have (4.2), where

4K 1
N(F,d) < oSBT <d+ ﬁ) .

Proof. Tt suffices to show that F' € B(%;). Because f(12(-)) is analytic on %, and
14 is analytic on the whole complex plane, F' is analytic on Z;. Next, we show (4.1).
From (2.7) and Lemma 4.2, it holds for { =z +iy € 9, that

[q
F <K
IF(Q)] < |1+e_2g|a/2|1+e2< |B/2

Vil (4.9)

<K .
T (14 e 2)2/2cos?/2(y) (1 + e2*)B/2 cosB/2(y)

Using this inequality, we have

/d|F(x+iy)|dy< Klz| / V1t (y/o)?
4 ~(Q4e 2x)a/2 1+62x B/2 dcos(‘l*ﬁ /2 )

(x — +00),

o / V1+(0

4 COS O‘H’)/2 )

which shows (4.1). Finally, we estimate N (F,d). Using (4.9), we have

| ArG i+ R - i)

i | S

= Cos@ B2 (y 1+ e 2r)a/2(] +e2z)ﬂ/2dl‘

T v/ ES = —
cos(@tB)/2(—y) J_ (14 e=20)a/2(1 + e22)8/2
2K oo Va2 + d?
(d) / (

- cos(ath)/2 oo (T e 20)a/2(] + e2)B/2 dz (y —d—-0).

Using ¢ = min{«, 8}, we bound the integral as

[ aresr et < [ aresynis

e 1+e—21)a/2(1+621 o 1+e—2m)p/2(1+62z)u/2 x

* Vx4 d2o
=2 ——— e M dx
o (rey
X Va?+d? e
(1+0) e



Furthermore, using integration by parts, we have

/ Vaz+d2e” “zdx*Q/ \/z2+d2<

_ - 0o .
R (2 )] +_/ S
[ — ) 1l—0 B Jo 2 + d?

< s / L ey
N rJo Va?+0
2d 2
==+ .
poop
Thus, we obtain the conclusion. (I

Next, we bound the truncation error as follows.
Lemma 4.13. Let K, «,  be positive constants. Assume that [ satisfies (2.7) for
all z € (0,00). Let p = min{w, 8}, let n be positive integer, and let M and N be
selected by (2.4). Let Mh > 1/a and Nh > 1/ be satisfied. Then, putting F(x) =

(b (2))h (z), we have
S % <nh+ l) e—unh .
" i

—M-1

h Yy F kh+hz

k=—o00 k=N+1

Proof. From (2.7), it holds that

| et |o¢—1

|1 + e2z |(a+ﬁ)/2

||
(14 e=2%)a/2(] + e2%)B/2’

|F(z)| < K

[loge®[[e” | =

which is also obtained by substituting y = 0 into (4.9). Using this inequality, we have

—M-1

h Y F(kh)+h i
k=—o0 k=N+1
—M-1

K|kh| K|kh|
<h E +h E
= —2khYa/2 2RRYB/2 —2kh)a/2 2kh)B/2
L (L+em2kh)e/2(1 +e / W (Lte /2(1 4 e2kh)B/
1

h

M—
k; (1 + o2Fh)(@+B)/2 + (1 + e 2kh)(atB)/2
—M—-1

K(— akh K —Bkh
( kh)) e b Z khe
h)e

A

K (—kh) e*kh i Kkhe Pkh

(1 +0 (a+B)/2 (1+0) (1 + 0)(@t+h)/2"

k
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Using Proposition 4.5, for Mh > 1/a and Nh > 1/, we further bound the sums as

[
g

—1 [e%e}
K(=kh)e™™™ +h > Kkhe Pk
k=N+1

>

Eo
I
|

8

K(—x)e* da + Kre P dx
Nh

(Mh+ ) ‘CYM’L+% (Nh+%) e ANk

K 1
(Mh + —) e—aMh 4 = (Nh + —) e BANI
p % % p

where ¢ = min{ce, 8} is used at the last inequality. Finally, using (2.4), we have
Mh < nh (because M < n), Nh < nh (because N < n), e"*Mh < e=Hh (hecause
aM > pn) and e NP < e7HPh (because BN > pun), from which we obtain the
conclusion. O

A

—

8z
S|

| = @IN

IN

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.5. Note that if n > 1/(2ndp), then
with h selected by (2.3), the inequality (4.4) holds, and it also holds that

2 2
Nh_ E VRN nd _ \/27tdu >

1
. 4.
pn g (4.10)

Therefore, from Lemmas 4.12 and 4.13, substituting (2.3) into h, we have

‘/ dx—hz

7’L) \/ﬁ eV 27rdun,

where

w\w

2(pud + 1)
5 =
{ (1 — e~ V2mdun) cos(ath)/2(q) v2mdu vn

Furthermore, C'(n) < C(1) holds, which completes the proof of Theorem 2.5.

4.2.2 Proof of Theorem 2.6

For Theorem 2.6, we estimate the discretization error as follows.

Lemma 4.14. Let K, «, § and d be positive constants with d < 7t/2. Assume that
f is analytic on ¢2(2aq), and satisfies (2.7) for all z € ¢2(Zq). Let = min{a, 5}.
Then, putting F(x) = f(¢a(x))dh(x), we have (4.2), where

N(F,d) < 2 <n +

pcos(@t8)/2((1t/2) sind) cos d oS d) '
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Proof. Tt suffices to show that F' € B(Z,). Because f(¢2(:)) is analytic on Z; and
@4 is analytic on the whole complex plane, F is analytic on %,;. Next, we show (4.1).
From (2.7) and Lemma 4.7, it holds for ( =z +1iy € P, that

Pl < kAT o]
K (11/2)? cosh? x
= (1 + e-msinh(x) cosy)a/2(] 4 emsinh(z) cosy)B/2 cos(atB)/2((7/2) siny)
<K (11/2)? cosh? x
> (1 + e—7tsinh(z) cosy)y/Q(l + e sinh(x) cosy),u/Q Cos(a+ﬁ)/2((7r/2) sin y) ’
(4.11)

where p = min{«, 5} is used at the last inequality. Using this inequality (4.11), we
have

d
/dIF(Hiy)Idy
- /d K(m/2)? cosh? x

o (1 + e—msinh(@) cosy)u/2(1  emsinh(z) cos y)u/2 cos(ath)/2((71/2) sin y) dy
< K (1/2)? cosh” x /d

= (1 + e—7sinh(z) cosd)pu/2 (] 4 emsinh(z) cos d)u/2 cog(a+B8)/2((r/2) sind) |_,
—0-2d (z— £o0),

dy

which shows (4.1). Finally, we estimate N (F,d). Using (4.11), we have

/_OO (F(@+iy)| + |F@ —iy)|} da

K {/OO (11/2)? cosh? x de

<
= COS(a+’6)/2((7T/2) siny) o (1 +e—ﬂsinh($)cosy)u/2(1 +e7rsinh(w)cosy)u/2

N /°° K(m/2)? cosh? x dx}

o (1 +efnsinh(z) cos(fy)),u/Z(l +e7tsinh(ac) cos(fy)),u/2

dx

. 2K /°° (11/2)? cosh? x
Cos(a+ﬁ)/2((7-[/2) sin d) - (1 + e—7tsinh(z) cos d),u/2(1 + e sinh(x) cos d),u/?
(y = d—0).

We bound the integral as

dx

/°° (11/2)? cosh? z

o (1 +e—7rsinh(z) cosd)u/2(1 +e7rsinh(m)cosd)u/2

00 2
92 (7-[/2)2 cosh” x e—(n/2)u sinh(z) cosd da
o (1 + e—7tsinh(z) cos d),u
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<9 /OO (7-[/2)2 COSh2 T ef(n/2),usinh(ac) COdeSC.
— S (4O

Furthermore, using integration by parts, we have
o0 2
2/ (E coshx) o~ (m/2)psinh () cosd g,
2
0

_ /OO mtcosh z (e,(n/Q)#sinh(z)cos d)ldz
o jpcosd

_ _7'[COSh£L' (ef(n/2),usinh(z) cosd) B + /00 msinh z e*(”T/Q)HSinh(I) COde:L-
pecosd 20 o pmcosd

. . * mcoshx o~ (mt/2)psinh(z) cosd .
~ pcosd o pcosd

T 2

= + .
pecosd  p?cos?d
Thus, we obtain the conclusion. (I

Next, we bound the truncation error as follows.
Lemma 4.15. Let K, «,  be positive constants. Assume that [ satisfies (2.7) for
all z € (0,00). Let p = min{w, 8}, let n be positive integer, and let M and N be
selected by (2.9). Let Mh > arsinh(4/(ma)) and Nh > arsinh(4/(m5)) be satisfied.

Then, putting F(x) = f(d2(x))dh(x), we have

—M-1

hy F kh—i—hz

k=—oc0 k=N+1

K 4
< o (ﬂsinh(Mh) + mtsinh(Nh) + —) e~ (/2)palddn/p)
1 1

where q(x) = x/ arsinh x.

Proof. From (2.7), it holds that

(7t/2)| sinh x| (7t/2) cosh x:
|F(‘T)| < K(l +e—7rsinhm)a/2(1 +eﬂsinhz)ﬂ/2'

Using this inequality, we have

—M—-1 )

h Y F(kh)+h Y

k=—o0 k=N+1
—M-1

<h K (mt/2)|sinh(kh)|(7t/2) cosh(kh)
Z 1 + e—T[smh(kh))oz/Q(l + e'r[smh(kh))ﬂ/Q
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K (7t/2)| sinh(kh)|(7t/2) cosh(kh)
+h Z (1 + e~ 7smh(kh))a/2(] f ersinh(kh))B/2

k=N+1

—M— 1

h Z K(m/2)?sinh(kh) cosh(kh) o(70/2)a sinh(kh)
1+ensmh(kh))(a+ﬁ)/2

+ h Z T[/2 Slnh(kfh) COSh(k’h) e(ﬂ/2)ﬂ sinh(kh)

Mo 1+e 7[smh(kh))(a+ﬁ)/2

K(m/2)? sinh(kh) cosh(kh) (7 /9)asinn(kn)
—h Z 1+0)(a+ﬂ)/2 ¢

4 n Z 7[/2 Slnh(kh) COSh(kh) e(ﬂ/?)ﬁsinh(kh) .

a+pB)/2
E=N+1 (1+0)+5/

Using Proposition 4.10, for Mh > arsinh(4/(ma)) and Nh > arsinh(4/(7f3)), we
further bound the sums as

—M—-1
- ~ (7t/2)a sinh(kh)
h Z K( ) sinh(kh) cosh(kh) e

T 2 .
~ : (7t/2) B sinh(kh)
+h k,ENH K ( 5 ) sinh(kh) cosh(kh) e

M—1 2 |
= _/ K (5) sinh(z) cosh(z) o(m/2)asinh x

— 00

o0 2 .
+ / K (E) sinh(z) cosh(z) e(7/2)8sinhz
Nh 2

2a le’

K (ﬂsmh(Mh) n 2) o~ (7/2)arsinh(Mh) +£ﬂ (ﬂsinh(Nh) + %) o~ (7/2)B sinh(Nh)
2

2) o—(m/2)asinh(Mh) +2£ (nsinh(Nh) + 2) o~ (m/2)Bsinh(N ).
1 1

K
< — <7Isinh(Mh) +
w

21

where g

min{c, 8} is used at the last inequality. Finally, using (2.9), we
have e~ (7/2)asinh(Mh) < o=(n/2)pa(ddn/1) (because asinh(Mh) > pq(4dn/p)) and
e~ (T/2)Bsinh(NR) < o= (7/2)ng(4dn/1) (hecause Bsinh(Nh) > puq(4dn/p)), from which
we obtain the conclusion. (|

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.6. Note that if h < 7td, then with h
selected by (2.8), it holds that

4 4 4
Mh > arsinh (ﬁq <ﬂ)> = arsinh (—d> > arsinh (—) .
Q@ I ah ace’
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Similarly, it holds that

o (o () ) = omion (5 2 minn (5 )
Nh > arsinh | = — = arsinh { — | > arsinh | — ).
- <ﬂq< " Bh) = B

Furthermore, if n > psinh(1)/(4d), i.e., if arsinh(4dn/u) > 1, then with h selected
by (2.8), it holds that

M1 . 4dn/«
M= |5 arsinh <arsinh(4dn/u))-‘

= _—n arsinh —4dn/ “
| arsinh(4dn/p) arsinh(4dn /)

n

- arsinh 4dn/«
~ | arsinh(4dn/u) et 1

n

< |
~ | arsinh(4dn/u)

arsinh (4dn /”ﬂ

:n7

and similarly it holds that

[ 4dn/p
N'= |7, axsinh (arsinh(4dn/u)ﬂ
0 n b 4dn/f
| arsinh(4dn/p) arst <arsinh(4dn/u))-‘
< % arsinh <4dn/ﬁ>—‘

arsinh(4dn/u 1

[ n
< | ——————— arsinh (4d
~ | arsinh(4dn/p) arsinh ( n/u)—‘
=n.

From the inequalities, the truncation error in Lemma 4.15 is further bounded as
K ; 4 o~ (n/2uatadn/ )
o ntsinh(Mh) + mtsinh(Nh) + — | e patansp
[ I
Ly ' 4\ o~/ 2naadn/w)
< o mtsinh(nh) + 7tsinh(nh) + — | e Ha "
1 [

= 5 (ﬂsinh(nh) + g) o~ (/2 pq(ddn/p)
K 1%
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Therefore, from Lemmas 4.14 and 4.15, substituting (2.8) into h, we have

[e’e) N
' / Fla)de —h S F(kh)| < C(n)ne=v/2matin/i,
- k=—M

2K 2 d 1
__{ + 7T cos Lomd4 1.
n( n

1 — e~ (/2)na(ddn/n)) cos(@+P)/2((71/2) sin d) cos? d
Furthermore, C'(n) < C(1) holds, which completes the proof of Theorem 2.6.

4.2.3 Proof of Theorem 2.7

For Theorem 2.7, the following bounds are required.
Lemma 4.16 (Okayama and Machida [8, Lemma 7]). Let d be a positive constant
with d < 7. Then, we have

< -
1+log(1+€e ) 1<‘§Ld,
ccTa log(1 + %) 1+e
sup l+log(l+e”) 1 < /12,
ver| log(l+e?) 1+e=

where Lgq is a constant defined by (2.11).
Lemma 4.17 (Okayama et al. [11, Lemma 5.3]). Let d be a positive constant with
d < m. Then, we have

1 ‘ - 1+cq
sup — < —,
€D, (1+e=<)log(1 + ef) log(2 + ¢q)

1

sup ,

AT e ) log(l+ %) =
where ¢q = 1/ cos(d/2).

Lemma 4.18. Let d be a positive constant with d < 7. For all real numbers x and y
with |y| < d, we have

: 1+¢cy
log(log(1 4 e*Hi¥))| < — 4 /22 112 _log(log 2
[log(log(1 +e™V))| < rp oy vV 4y —log(log 2),
[log(log(1 +e”))| < |z — log(log 2),

where ¢q = 1/ cos(d/2).
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Proof. From {log(log(1 +¢%))} = 1/{(1+e~)log(1 +€%)}, it holds that

/:nJriy 1 d¢ = [10 (log(1 + ec))]<:z+iy
0 (14+e=S)log(l +eS) > gllog =0

= log(log(1 + e* %)) — log(log 2).
Using this equality and Lemma 4.17, we have

1
1+ e <) log(l + e)
1
(1+e=¢)log(1 +e¢

sty 4,
< |log(log 2 +/ —— 4 9
|log(log 2)| ; 1Og(2+Cd)| ¢l

L
— —log(log2) + —— L\ /a2 4 ¢,

log(2 + ¢q)

. iy
| log(log(1 + &%) = [log(log2) + / :
0

dg‘

z+iy
< |log(log2)| + /
0

;| 1ac

which is the first inequality. In the same manner, we have

1
dt
1+et)log(l+et)

1
dt
1+e ) log(l+et) ]

| log(log(1 + e*'¥))|

log(log2) + /OI 0

IN

—log(log2) + /Oz (

IN

—log(log 2) +/ 1]dt|
0
= —log(log2) + ||,

which is the second inequality. O

Using these bounds, we bound the discretization error as follows.
Lemma 4.19. Let K, «, 8 and d be positive constants with o < 1 and d < 7.
Assume that [ is analytic on ¥3(Zq), and satisfies (2.10) for all z € ¥3(Zq). Let
w=min{a, }. Then, putting F(x) = f(s(x))s(x), we have (4.2), where

4K [}« 1 1+¢q4
F < d — | ——————— —log(log 2
N < o () i EE2) )

where ¢q = 1/ cos(d/2) and Lq is a constant defined by (2.11).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that F' € B(%;). Because f(13(-)) is analytic on %, and
¥4 is analytic on P, F is analytic on %;. Next, we show (4.1). From (2.10) and
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Lemmas 4.16, 4.2 and 4.18, it holds for { =z + 1y € 2, that

11—«
1+ log(1 +€f) 1 1
FO|< K log(log(1 + ¢%))| ———
po) < x|SRt jogtogtt + )|
~ 11—« 1 1
<K{L 1+ —4} —— log(log(1 + €))| ———
> d| € | |1+e< |ﬁ | Og( g( ))‘ |1+67<|
KL, ¢
=TT PP |log(log(1 + €%))|

Kfjlfa ~
d ()\d\/xQ + y2 — log(log 2)) ,

= o)1 1 )P cos (32

where we put Ag = (1 + ¢4)/log(2 + ¢4). Using this inequality, we have

d
/ F(z +iy)|dy
—d

KL)%z d 1 N y?2  —log(log2)
< d A1+ = + ————|d
S (e (i+en)? /_d cos*#A(y/2) \ "V T a2 2] !

d
~>0~/ ;(S\d\/1+02+0>dy (& — +00),

a cos* 7 (y/2)

which shows (4.1). Finally, we estimate N (F,d). Using (4.12), we have

/fo (F(@+iy)| + |F@ —iy)]} da

KLy /°° Aav/22 + y2 — log(log 2)

< —0 dz
cos**P(y/2) oo (L+e®)*(1+e")’

KLy /°° Aiv/22 + (—y)? — log(log 2)
dx
cos®*P(—y/2) J_oo  (I4e?)*(1+e")’

. 2K LY /00 AaVaZ + d2 — log(log 2)

cos®tB(d/2) J_oo (1+e %)2(1+e¥)s

dz (y —d—0).

Using © = min{a, §}, we bound the integral as

/Oo AaVz2 + d2 — log(log 2)dx - /°° AavVzZ + d2 — log(log 2)dx
B s e B (E R e
B 2/00 AavVx2 + d2 —log(log 2)
o (reo
- 2/00 AavVx? + d2 —log(log 2)
~ ) (1+0)2~

e M dx

35

e M dux.

(4.12)



Furthermore, using integration by parts, we have

2/ (S\d\/ 22 + d? — log(log 2)) e M dx

0
oo - —px /
= 2/ ()\d\/ 22 + d? — log(log 2)) <e ) dz
0 —H
< emhr]TTC 9N, [ x _
2 ()\d\/ 22 4+ d? — log(log 2)) . + — —— e Mdx
—p

=0 K Jo x? + d?

2 (S\dd —log(log 2)) My [ =z
< L2 / L ey
H woJo Va?+0
2 (S\dd — log(log 2)) 20y
a 1 A
Thus, we obtain the conclusion. [l

Next, we bound the truncation error as follows.
Lemma 4.20. Let K, o, 8 be positive constants with o < 1. Assume that f satis-
fies (2.10) for all z € (0,00). Let u = min{«, 8}, let n be positive integer, and let M
and N be selected by (2.4). Let Mh > 1/a and Nh > 1/ be satisfied. Then, putting
Flx) = f(s(a)) (), we have

—M—-1 00
2K m(l—a)/12
h > F(kh)+h Y. F(kh) SQT

k=—00 k=N+1

1
<nh — log(log2) + ;) e Hnh

Proof. From (2.10) and Lemmas 4.16 and 4.18, it holds that

a—1

log(1 + e*) -1 oy [P 1
F(z)| < K |———— o814 | 1og(log(1 + €”
Pl < k| e e og(lox(1 -+ )| | 1=
1+log(1+e®) "™ 1
log(log(1 + e”
{ 10g(1+e1) (1+ex)g| Og( Og( +e ))|1+efx
11—« 1
<K{“/121 *z} —— {|z] — log(log 2)} ———
S K e (1+e™) AT o) {2 —log(log2)} 1———

- K e™1=)/12 [12] —log(log 2)}
B (14 e =)x(1 +e%)8 '

Using this inequality, we have

—M-1

h Y F(kh)+h i F(kh)

k=—o0 k=N+1
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—M-1 o0
_ kh| — log(log 2) |kh| — log(log 2)
<K m(l—a)/12 h |
=0 Z_ (14 e Fh)a(1 4 ekh)p * k§+1 (14 e Fh)a(1 4 ekh)p
r —M-1 00
_ —kh —log(log 2) —log(log2) _
— 1—a)/12 akh Bkh
= KT Z (1 + okhyats +h Z a +e—kh atB ©
k= N+1
ro—M-1 o
_ — log(log 2) kh —log(log2) _
n(1—a)/12 cakh Bkh
< Ke h Z 1+0a+ﬁ hk%l 1+0a+ﬁ € :
+

Using Proposition 4.5, for Mh > 1/a and Nh > 1/, we further bound the sums as

—M-1 e
K en(1—a)/12 lh > {—kh—log(log2)} e +n Y {kh—1og(1og2)}e—5kh]
k=—o0 k=N+1

[ —Mh S
< K emime)/12 / {—z —log(log 2)} e** dz + / {z —log(log2)} e~ #* dz]
NS Nh
r(1—a)/12 r 1 —aMh 1 e—BNh
=Ke Mh —log(log2) + — + | Nh —log(log2) + —
I a a B B
r(1-a)/12 | B 1Y emoMh B 1) e”PNn
<Ke Mh —log(log2) + + | Nh—log(log2) + ;
I p) n)  n

where ¢ = min{e, 8} is used at the last inequality. Finally, using (2.4), we have
Mh < nh (because M < n), Nh < nh (because N < n), e"*Mh < e=Hh (hecause
aM > pn) and e NP < e7kPh (because SN > pun), from which we obtain the
conclusion. O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.7. Note that if n > 1/(2mdp),
then with h selected by (2.3), the inequalities (4.4) and (4.10) hold. Therefore, from
Lemmas 4.19 and 4.20, substituting (2.3) into h, we have

‘/ dx—hz

n)\/ﬁe_‘/m,

k=—M
where
OK | (2L (ud+1)  14¢é 1
C(n) = —% d ~ — plog(log 2
R (cosaﬂf(dm) g+ eg  M1O818) | )

1 — plog(log2
+e7r(1a)/12< 2mdps + M\(;gﬁ(Og ))}

Furthermore, C(n) < C(1) holds, which completes the proof of Theorem 2.7.
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4.2.4 Proof of Theorem 2.8

For Theorem 2.8, the following bounds are required.
Lemma 4.21 (Okayama [9, Lemma 7]). Let d be a positive constant with d < /2.
Then, we have

1+ log(1 + e™sinh¢) 1
= lo (1+e7rsinhC) .1+e*7'[sinh< SLd,
C€q &
1+ log(1 + e™sinhz) 1 < /12
n . n €
2R log(1+ensmhx) 1+efﬂsmhx — ’

where Lg is a constant defined by (2.12).
Lemma 4.22 (Okayama et al. [12, Lemma 6.12]). Let d be a positive constant with
d < m/2. Then, it holds that

sup
CEDa

1 - 14 cq
(1+e—ﬁsinhC)10g(1+eﬂsinh§) — 1Og(2+cd)’

where cqg = 1/ cos((7t/2) sind).
Lemma 4.23. Let d be a positive constant with d < /2. For all real numbers x and
y with |y| < d, we have

. ) 1
‘log(log(l + em‘“h(””“y)))‘ < 1+ ca) {1+ |y|} coshz — log(log 2),

~ log(2 + ¢q)
|log(log(1 + e™*™"*))| < |msinh 2| — log(log 2),

where ¢q = 1/ cos((11/2) sind).

Proof. From

Ttcosh ¢

sinh I
{log(log(lJre“ C))} - (1+e_ﬂ5inh<)10g(1+€7rSinh<),

it holds that

oty 7 cosh ¢ . C=zti
. ——d¢ = [log(log(1 + ™50 ¢ !
/0 (1 +efnsmh§) IOg(l +ensmh§) C [Og( Og( te ))} ¢=0

= log(log(1 + e™*MP@Fiv))) _Jog(log 2).
Using this equality and Lemma 4.22, we have

|log(log(1 + e Hiv))))

7t cosh ¢
1+ e—ﬂsinh() 10g(1 + e7rsinh ()

r+i
log(log 2) +/O ’ ( d¢
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atiy L
< — log(log2) + /0 (1+ e*“Si“}Zj(izgfl -+ e7tsinh () ‘ jdc]
< —togllog2) + T 2 [T eosniag
< —log(log2) + % </OI cosht|dt| + /Oy | cosh(z + 1u)||du|>
< —log(log2) + 1(:;((12%;)) (| sinh x| + |y| coshz)
< —log(log2) + % (1+ |y|) coshz,

which is the first inequality. The second inequality is obtained by replacing x with
mtsinh 2 in the second inequality of Lemma 4.18. O

Using these bounds, we bound the discretization error as follows.
Lemma 4.24. Let K, «, § and d be positive constants with o < 1 and d < 7/2.
Assume that f is analytic on ¢3(Z4), and satisfies (2.10) for all z € ¢3(Pq). Let
= min{a, B}. Then, putting F(x) = f(¢ps(x))ds(x), we have (4.2), where

AKL™ 1 (1+cq)(1+d)
N(Fd) < pcos®tA((1/2) sind) cos d { <7T * oS d) log(2 +ca) log(log2) ¢,

where cq = 1/ cos((m/2) sind) and Lq is a constant defined by (2.12).

Proof. Tt suffices to show that F' € B(Z,). Because f(¢3(-)) is analytic on 2, and
@5 is analytic on P /o, F is analytic on Zy. Next, we show (4.1). From (2.10) and
Lemmas 4.21, 4.7 and 4.23, it holds for { =z + 1y € 9, that

[F(Q)
i 11—«
1 +log(1 +e™si*h¢) 1 inh 71| cosh (|
. _ 1 1 1 7tsinh ¢ ] ik 1 N
- 1Og(1+ensth) |1+e7rsmhg“|ﬁ |Og( Og( +e ))} |1+efﬂsmh§|
—msinh¢  1—@ 1 cinh ¢ 71| cosh (|

< K{Lgl+e ™ I} |17+ T |log(log(1+eﬂ ))} T oo d]
_ KLY, log(log(1 + e™*"1¢))| 71| cosh (|
= |1 + e—7sinh ¢ |a|1 + e7tsinh ¢ |,6

KL {m\q(1 + |y|) coshz — log(log 2)} 7 cosh x
> (1 4 e—Ttsinh(z) cosy)a(l + eﬂsinh(z)cosy)ﬁ COSO‘JFﬁ((ﬂj/Q) sin y)

KL}I_Q {mAa(1 + |y|) coshx — log(log 2)} 7 cosh x (4.13)

> (1 I e—7tsinh(z) cos y)u(l + eT sinh(x) cos y)u COSCH'B((T[/Q) Siny) )
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where we put A\g = (1 + cq)/log(2 + ¢4). Using this inequality (4.13), we have

d
/ F(z +iy)|dy

—d
- /d KLy {m\a(1 + |y|) coshz — log(log 2)} 7t cosh x
= J_g (1 4 e-mrsinh(z) cosyp(] 4 emsinh(z) cosy ) cos B ((11/2) siny)
KLY {mA\4(1 + d) coshz — log(log 2)} 7 cosh x . /d
= (1 + e 7sinh(@) cosd)u(]  emsinh(z) cosd)u cosatB((71/2) sin d)
—=0-2d (z— £o00),

dy
—d

which shows (4.1). Finally, we estimate N (F,d). Using (4.13), we have

/_°° (F (@ + i) + [Fz —iy)]} d

- KL o {mAg(1 + |y|) coshz — log(log 2) } tcosh x
> COSO‘+§((7T/2) sin y) e (1 + e—7tsinh(z) cosy),u(l + e7tsinh(z) cosy),u
KLy < {mAi(1 + | — y|) cosha — log(log 2)} mcosh x
=+ COSO‘+'6((7T/2) sin(—y)) [oo (1 + e—7tsinh(z) COS(—y))H(l + et sinh(z) cos(—y))u

R 2KLL ™™ /°° 7i\a(1 + d) coshz — log(log 2)
COSG‘Jrﬁ((T[/Q) sin d) (1 + e—7tsinh(z) cos d)u(l + eT sinh(z) cos d)u

We bound the integral as

* {m\qg(1 + d) coshz — log(log 2)} tcosh x d
1 + e~ 7tsinh(z) cos d) (1 + T sinh(x) cos d) x
 {m (1 + d) coshx — log(log 2)} ﬂcoshz
1 + e~ 7tsinh(z) cosd)

< 2/ {m\a(1 4+ d) coslélac - 1)02g(10g2 }eoshx o—msinh (@) cosd g
140)2¢

—7p sinh(x) cosd dx

Furthermore, using integration by parts, we have

2 / {mAa(1 + d) cosh z — log(log 2)} 7w cosh z e~ sinh(@) cosd .
0

oo e~ TtH sinh(z) cosd
= 2/0 {mAa(1 + d) cosh z — log(log 2)} <W) dz

e—Ttusinh(z) cosd ) :| T=00
=0

=2 |:{7T>\d(1 + d) cosha — log(log 2)} - ( mpp—

2Mq(1 o .
)‘d( + d) / T sinh(x) e~ TH sinh(z) cosd dx
pweosd  Jo
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dz (y—d-0).



2{mA\q(1 + d) — log(log2)} N 2Xa(1+d

)/ ﬂcosh(z)e_”/‘Si“h(w)cosddz
0

- pecosd pecosd
~ 2{m\g(1 4+ d) —log(log2)} = 2X\4(1+d)
N pcosd pu2cos2d
Thus, we obtain the conclusion. [l

Next, we bound the truncation error as follows.
Lemma 4.25. Let K, «, 8 be positive constants with o < 1. Assume that f satis-
fies (2.10) for all z € (0,00). Let u = min{«, 8}, let n be positive integer, and let M
and N be selected by (2.6). Let Mh > arsinh(2/(m)) and Nh > arsinh(2/(7f3)) be
satisfied. Then, putting F(x) = f(¢s(x))ds(x), we have

—M-1

h Y F(kh)+h Y F(kh)
k=—o0 k=N+1
Keﬂ(l—a)/12

S -

i

2
(7‘[ sinh(Mh) + mtsinh(Nh) — 2log(log 2) + —) e Tha(2dn/u)
i

where q(x) = x/ arsinh x.

Proof. From (2.10) and Lemmas 4.21 and 4.23, it holds that

|F ()]
i 11—«
1+ log(1 + e™sinhz) 1 inh mcoshx
< . _ 1 1 1 msinhayy P
- { 1Og(1+e7tsmhx) (1+eﬂsmhz)ﬁ| Og( Og( +e ))|1+efﬂsmhx
1 mcoshx

. 1—
<K {e”/m(l + e_”smhm)} 5 {7 sinh z| — log(log 2)}

(1 +e7tsinhac)
B K e™1=9)/12 {| sinh | — log(log 2)} 7t cosh
- (1 +e—ﬂsinhz)a(1 +eﬂsinhz)ﬂ :

1+ efﬂsinhx

Using this inequality, we have

—M-1 e}
h Y F(kh)+h > F(kh)
k=—oc0 k=N+1

—M-1 n(l—a)/12 : _
<h Z Ke {mt| sinh(kh)| — log(log 2)} 7t cosh(kh)

(1 +e—ﬂsinh(kh))a(1 +eﬂsinh(kh))ﬂ

k=—o0
oo

B K e™1=)/12 | sinh(kh)| — log(log 2)} 7 cosh(kh)
+ Z (1 + e—ﬂsinh(kh))a(l + eﬂsinh(kh)),@

k=N+1
—M-1
=h 3

k=—o0

K em(1=)/12 {_msinh(kh) — log(log 2)} mcosh(kh) o gun(kn)
(1 + cresimh(kh)ya+5 ¢
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oo

h Z K e™(1=)/12 frrsinh(kh) — log(log 2)} tcosh(kR) g ginn(kn)

k=N+1 (1 + e—7esinh(kh))a+5 e
- —i—l K en(1—a)/12 {—ﬂsirzfll(ifg));};g(log 2)} 7 cosh(kh) e sinn(in)
k=—o0
h i K ent(1—a)/12 {ﬂsinl(ll(lil)o)—ojr%g(log 2)} mcosh(kh) (B sinh(kh)
k=N+1

Using Proposition 4.10, for Mh > arsinh(2/(ma)) and Nh > arsinh(2/(7f)), we
further bound the sums as

—M-1

h Z K e™1=/12 {_msinh(kh) — log(log 2)} 7t cosh(kh) ™ sinh(kh)

k=—o0

+h Z K e™1=9/12 frrginh(kh) — log(log 2)} mcosh(kh) e ~™#sinh(kh)
k=N+1
—Mh
< K em1me)/12 / {—msinhz — log(log 2)} 7 cosh x €™ sinh@ qg

— 00

+ Keﬂ(l—a)/12 {T[Sinhx _ log(log 2)} T[COSh.I'e_T[ﬂ sinh x dZC
Nh
K em(1—a)/12 1 .
— 67 <7Tsmh(Mh) _ 1Og(10g 2) + _) e T sinh(Mh)
« «
K m(l—a)/12 1 .
fe - (nsinh(Nh) —log(log2) + E) o~ 7B sinh(Nh)

g
K (l—a)/12 1 '
< fe 7 (ﬂsinh(Mh) — 1og(10g 2) + _) o~ sinh(MP)
" 1
K e™(1—a)/12 1 .
+ 67 (ﬂsinh(Nh) — 1og(10g 2) + _) e—ﬂﬂ smh(Nh)’
" 1

where ¢ = min{e, 8} is used at the last inequality. Finally, using (2.6), we have
e~ mersinh(Mh) < o=mnq(2dn/1) (hecause aosinh(Mh) > puq(2dn/p)) and e~ sinb(NR) <
e~ a(2dn/1) (hecause fsinh(Nh) > pg(2dn/p)), from which we obtain the conclusion.
O

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 2.8. Note that if h < md, then
with h selected by (2.5), the inequalities (4.6) and (4.7) hold. Furthermore, if

n > psinh(1)/(2d), i.e., if arsinh(2dn/p) > 1, then with h selected by (2.5), the
inequality (4.8) holds. Similarly, it holds that

N — [% arsinh (#ﬁ/u))-‘
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B n b 2dn/
| arsinh(2dn/p) arst <arsinh(2dn/,u))—‘

[ n , 2dn/j
< | — h
~ | arsinh(2dn/u) s < 1 >-‘
[ n
<l n
< | arsmb(2dn 0 arsinh (2dn/ﬂ)—‘
=n.

From the inequalities, the truncation error in Lemma 4.25 is further bounded as

K en(lfa)/12

m
K eﬂ(lfa)/12
S e

I

2K em(1—a)/12 1

= she 7 (ﬂsinh(nh) — 1og(log 2) + _) o= Tha(2dn/p)
H 1

2
<7r sinh(Mh) 4+ mwsinh(Nh) — 21log(log 2) + —) e~ THa(2dn/u)
W

2
<7‘[ sinh(nh) 4+ tsinh(nh) — 2log(log 2) + —) e~ THa(2dn/p)
W

Therefore, from Lemmas 4.24 and 4.25, substituting (2.5) into h, we have

< C(n)ne—7w11(20ln/u)7

| / " F(w)de — ENJ F(kh)
e k=—M

where

C(n)

2K 2L {(1 4 ca)(1 + d)(1 + mpcosd) — pulog(log 2) log(2 + cq) cos d}
e n(1 — e~Ha(2dn/u) ) 1og(2 + cq) cos*TF((7t/2) sind) cos? d

4 m(1-a)/12 {27td 1 p1log(log 2) }] _

n

Furthermore, C'(n) < C(1) holds, which completes the proof of Theorem 2.8.
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