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Abstract

We demonstrate three properties conjectured to hold for a certain function by Levin (2025)
in a study of the “blimpy” graphical shape of the number of bit strings with a given score
under an interesting scoring system. The properties include discrete convexity, a simple
formula for the greatest argument at which the function is negative, and a positive
expectation under a certain probability function. A new set of inequalities which imply the
latter is presented and proved under some monotonicity assumptions.
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1. Introduction.

Let />6 be a given integer and let 7 =|//3|>2. For j=1,...,7, define the discrete functions

(l+j)(2‘i)(l+j)(2j)

g ()= 3= ) (1.1)
~ I+
h[(1)=ﬁ, (1.2)
—J
and
d(H=g)-m(), (1.3)

where the exponents in (1.1) denote descending factorial powers, x = x(x—1)---(x—m+1) for integer

m with x© =1. These functions arose in a study by Levin (2025) of the “blimpy” shape of the graph
of the logarithm of the number of bit strings of length n which possess certain “score” values, when
plotted against those values, under an interesting scoring system for bit strings. In Property 6.3 of that
article, we stated without proof that d,(j) has positive second-order finite differences; gave a simple

formula for where the last negative value of d,(j) occurs, namely at @, =max{j:d(j)<0}= \_\/7 / 2j;

and, most importantly, asserted that a, satisfies a certain expectation inequality, to wit,

1=



Eld(J)|J >aq] > BlJ<a]
El-d())|J<q] BlJ>a]

, (1.4)

where J is a discrete random variable taking values j=1,..,7 with probability function
O,(j)=P[J =j] defined below at (1.17) and where the expectations are with respect to Q,(j). By

cross-multiplication and the rule of total expectation, inequality (1.4) means that the unconditional
expectation of d(J) is positive, which was a key objective in Levin (2025). See also Levin (2024).

The purpose of the present report is to establish the convexity property with Theorem 1.1 below; to
prove the validity of the formula for g, with Theorem 1.2; and to demonstrate (1.4) in the most

stringent case under certain monotonicity assumptions with Theorem 1.3.

We note that functions (1.1) to (1.3) are special cases of more general functions defined at
equations (6.10)-(6.12), respectively, in Levin (2025). There, we had used the subscript z to index the
more general functions and in Lemma 6.11, we derived formula (1.1) from (6.10) in the special case
n=4[. Here we use the subscript / instead of n since we focus solely on that special case. We had also
set h,(0)=—1 in order to be consistent at j=0 with the more general definition (6.11), namely, 4, (;) =

{d+NIA= ) (-r/d)/(j+r/4)}, when n=4l+r with r=1, 2, or 3. Here, though, we’ll use the
more natural value #,(0)=1 with no contradiction or loss of generality because any assertion we make
below about the convexity of d,(j) as a function of j using the value 4,(0)=1 would hold a fortiori if

the value -1 were used instead.
Theorem 1.1. The following assertions hold for each integer [>6.
(i)  h(j) increases in j and has strictly positive second-order finite differences,

Nh(j)=h(j+1)=2h()+h(j-1)>0 for j=1..7-1. (1.5)

(ii) A’h,(j) increases inj as well, i.e.,

Nh(j)=Nh(G+1)=Nh(j)>0 for j=1,.,7-2. (1.6)
(iii) g,(j) increases in j and also has strictly positive second-order finite differences,
Ng (=g (G+D)-2g,(N+g,(G-1D>0 for j=1,.,7-1. (1.7)
(iv) Ng,(j) increases inj as well, i.e.,

Ng ()=Ng (j+1)-Ag,(j)>0 for j=1..,7-2. (1.8)

(v)  The smallest value of N'g,(j) exceeds the largest value of N°h,(j), i.e.,
Ng,(1)>Nh(r-1). (1.9)

Theorem 1.1 implies that



Azdl(j) =d,(j+1)-2d,(j)+d,(j-1)>0 for j=1..7-1, (1.10)
for by (iv), (v), and (i), A’g,(j)>Ag,(1)>Ah(r—1)>Ah(j) and since A’ is a linear functional,
Nd,(j)= N{g,()-h(j)=Ng,(j)-Nh(j)>0. Inequality (1.10) means d,(j) has increasing first-

order finite differences as asserted in Property 6.3.

Before continuing, we should clarify a matter of notation. We use the usual definition of first
forward differences, e.g., Ah/(j)=h(j+1)—h(j), but we have chosen to use j rather than j-1 in the

notation for second-order finite differences centered at j, in order to allow the starting index to be fixed
at j=1. For example, we write A’k (j)=Ah(j)—Ah(j—1)=A{Ah(j—-1)} for j=1,..,7—1 rather than
A{Ah(j)} for j=0,.,7-2. For third-order differences, we still have the identity
Nh(j)=AMNR(j)}=N{Ah(j)} for j=1,.,7-2, because

AN (D} =8l G+D) =Nk () = {h (G +2) =28 G+ D)+ I, () = 1 G+ D =2k, () + B (=1}

= Ay (J+1)=2A1,(7) + Ay (j =1) = A {AR ()} -

The next result shows that a, is given by the integer part of Ji/2 .

Theorem 1.2. (i) For values of | =4a” (a=1,2,...), asympiotically as a —

3

1
| (a)=—-— +0(a” 1.11
ogg,.(a) SYRETyE (@) (1.11)
and
1 1
logh ,(a)=—+ +0(a™). 1.12
0gh,,.(a) = 2+ g+ O(a”) (1.12)

Thus ignoring terms of order a™

» 8, (a)< h4a2 (a).
(ii) For the same values of I, but evaluating j at a+1 rather than a, as a — ©,

3 47 19

1
1 a+)=—+ + + +0(a 1.13
088, (@t =t T Tyt T (1.13)
and
log A (a+1)—i+ L, ! + +0(a™) (1.14)
&M 2a 24d° 964° 324’ ' '

Thus ignoring terms of order a”, g we@th)>hn, .(a+l).

(iii) For values of | =4a’ -1 (a=1,2,...), asymptotically as a —> oo,

7

324°

logg, . (a) =2L+ +0@™) (1.15)
a

and
_3—



13
964°

logh, . (a) =i+ (a”). (1.16)

Thus ignoring terms of order a, g s @ >h, . (a).

(iv) For any fixed a>3, both g,(a)/h(a) and g,(a+1)/h(a+1) decrease strictly in [ for | in the

interval 4a” <1< 4(a+1)" 1.

Assertions (i) and (i) of Theorem 1.2 establish that, ignoring terms of order a~ and higher,

:\_\/7 / 2j holds in the base case /=4a’. Assertion (iv) then shows that when a>3,
g/(a)/h(a)<g,.(a)/h, .(a)<1 for all other [ in the interval 4a”<I/<4(a+1)’-1, whence
(a+1)/h

g,(a)<h/(a), and over the same interval, g,(a+1)/h(a+1)> &, (a+1)>1 by (iii)

a+1)*-1 4(a+1)* -1
(applied to a+1), whence g,(a+1)>h(a+1). Thus a =|+7/2] holds for all />4-3*=36 for
sufficiently large a. Direct calculation then confirms that the three inequalities g, .(a)<#,.(a),

g,.(a+)>h ,(a+1), and g, . (a)<h,, (a) hold for all a=3,...,100. Calculation also shows

4a*-1

g,() < k(1) while g,(2)>h(2) for [=6,..15 and g,(2)<h(2) while g,(3)>h(3) for 1=16,...35 .

The next result implies the key inequality (1.4) in the special case n=4/ under consideration.
Let />9 so that 7>3, in which case 2aq,+1<7. This is because a,=1 for 9</<15 so

2a,+1=3<1, while for /=16 or 17, a=2 and 7=5, so 2q,+1=5=7. For />18 and 72>6, write

I=3c+5 with §€{0,1,2}. Then 2q,+1=2|1/2|+1=2]\3r+5/2]+1=2J3/4)r+5/4 |+1 which
is no greater than ¢ if 4/(3/4)r+6/4 <(r—1)/2, which holds if and only if 3r+5<7°-2r+1, i.e
72 =57 +1-8 >0, which holds for 7>6.

Now let J take values j=1,...,7 with probabilities

JA=D (20 + =1\ 4 =1=20+ )| /5 i =1) (20 +) =1\ 4l =1-2(/ +i)
()= (+ ) ( [+j—-1 j( I+j-1 ] Z(l+z) ( J+i—1 j( [+i—1 ) (1.17)

Theorem 1.3. For [ 29 and each j=1,..,q, :\_\/7/2J,
d(a, +1+ ))Q (a, +1+ j) > =d(HNG())- (1.18)

We call (1.18) the pairwise inequalities for d(j)Q(j). They imply (1.4) and thus E,[d(J)]>0 since

2a;,+1

E[d(J)|J >alP[J >a]= Zd(J)Qz(])> > d(HO () > Zd(J)Q,(J)— —E|[d(J)|J <alB[J <d],

J=a;+1 J=a;+2
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where the first inequality holds because both d(j)>0 and Q,(j)>0 for j=q,+1 and 2q,+1<j<7.

We prove Theorem 1.1 in the next section, Theorem 1.2 in Section 3, and Theorem 1.3 in
Section 4.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proof of assertion 1.1(i). h,(j)=(I+j)/(I-j) increases in j and A’h,(j)>0 for j=1,..,7—1 because

the function #,(x) =(/+x)/(/ —x) for continuous x is strictly convex in x for x €[0, z]. The positivity
of Ah(j) follows from Jensen’s inequality, for if J is a random variable with

P[J=j+1]=P[J = j—1]="%, then % A’h,(j) = E[h,(J)]-h,(E[J])>0. Thus assertion 1.1(i) holds.

with the result in

Proof of assertion 1.1(ii). We first simplify A’h,(j)=

Z+j+1_2 I+ +l+j—1
[—j—1 [—j) I-j+1

(2.1) below.
(= j+D)O N () =U+j+DU = j+DU = =20+ HU = j+ D= j =D+ + =D =) = j=1)
=(+I+DU-U+DIG =D = 20 +D4U -U+DH (=D} + (G+I=-D(-D{j-(-D}
= {7 =+ =D = 20 +D{7 =24+ =1 + (j-D{j* -(1-1)*}
=7 =0 =) 1A+ D)) = 207 =57 =+ D)+ =D} + =47 = A=)+ =17}
The coefficients multiplying j* and ;> happily vanish, and since —(/+1)*> +2(*+1)—(I-1)>=0, so
does coeff(j). The constant term is /(I +1)* —2I(I* =1)+{(I-1)> =I{(I+1)— (I -1)}* =4/ . Therefore,

41

Nh(j)=——c, 2.1
l(]) (l_j+1)(3) ( )
which clearly increases in j. In particular, for j=1,....7 -2,
M= BhG )-8 (=L B
(I=NU=j-D|l-j=2 [-j+1| (I-j+D)?
This establishes assertion 1.1(ii).
We note for use in assertion 1.1(v) below that, from (2.1), the largest value of A’h,(j)is
K- =—2 Wit r=[1/3]<1/3 (2.2)
’ (I-7+2)% S '

2 2 2
Also, since /—7>21/3, we have (I —7+2)® > (?Z+ 2)(?]1%)[?])

3
8L (1+31-1(1+31—1j,
27 2
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so an upper bound for A’k (z —1) as a function of [ is

(27/2)17

Nh(r-1)< . .
(1+30) 1+ (3/2)™

<(27/2)? (2.3)

with exact equality on the left if / is a multiple of 3.

Proof of assertion 1.1(iii). It will be convenient to re-express g,(j) for positive j as follows.

) (l+j)(2.j)(l+j)(2j) 2j-1 (l+j—i)2 2j-1 (l+j—i)2
gl(])= ~(2)) -(2j) H
(+3) (=) o [+ j—i+2)(I+j—-i=-2))° g (+j-i) -
2.4)
2j-1 2 2j-1 1 2j-1 1
{ }—H IR S —
i=0 (I+j- l) —4/ i=0 (Z+J_l)2_1 i=0 {1+(Z—i)/j} 1
27 [
J 2
For given constants 0 <a <1 and b >0, define the real function
e —— 2.5)
b (a+b/x)* -1 '

2j-1
for 0<x<b/(1-a), so that f,,(x)>0. Then g,(j) in (2.4) is of the form g,(j):H{Hfa’bi (N}

i=0
with a=% and b, =(/-i)/2. In this case we use the abbreviation f(x)=f,, ,,,(x) for
O<x<b /(1-a)=1-i and write

2j-1

g =TT{1+ 40 (2.6)

Now f;(x) increases in x for each i, and this implies g,(;) increases inj. That is because

2j+1

g(+)= H 1+f(1+1)}={1+f2,+1(1+1)}{1+f2,(1+1)}ﬁ{1+ﬁ(j+1)}

2j-1

21
>[ [+ fG+Di> [ TU+ £ =21()-
i=0 i=0
[As a technical detail, we confirm that for any j<7—1 and any i<2;+1, we have j+1</-i, so that
j+1 is in the domain of f;(x), with f(j+1) defined and positive. = This holds because
3j<3r-3=31/3]-3<1-3<1-2, whence j+1<I-2j-1<[-i.]



Next we show A’g,(j)>0 for j=1,.,0—1. This might seem apparent insofar as f(x) is

convex in x for each i (as shown below), and the product of positive, increasing, convex functions is
convex. However, j appears in (2.6) in both the product’s factors and its upper limit, and though this

turns out not to be an issue, we will account for it to be rigorous.

The following notation will be helpful. For given integers n and k with >3 and 0<k <n, let

1, ={({)=(,,..,i;) : 0<i <---<i, <n} be the set of ordered distinct-integer k-tuples € {0,...,n} .

k
For (i)el,, define f(i)(j):Hfia (j)- Then with n=2;-1, we can write
a=1
2/-1 n
gN=TTa+ D=1+ D fi, (D +--+ D fi;,(j) where the first sum equals »_ f(j) and
i=0 (iel,, (i)el, i=0

the last sum equals f,(j)--- f,(j) -

For the gist of the proof, first consider the case j=1 for which we have

3

g,(2)=H{1+ﬁ(2)}=1+Zf,-(2)+ D L@+ D [+ Y fi,(2).

i=0 (iely (i)els; (i)elsy

N 1 .
Thus g,(2) exceeds 1+2{f,(2)+ f,(2)+ f,(2) f,(2)} because (a) f.(j)= vl ¥ 1 increases

in i for each fixed j, so that £,(2)+ £,(2)> f,(2)+ f,(2), whence ZS: £(2)>20£,(2)+ £.(2)};

i=0

(b) each of the six products f,(2)=f,(2)f, (2) for (i)el;, is no less than f;(2)/,(2); and (c) the

remaining sums for (i) € /;; and (i) € [,, are positive. But now

gl(l)=H{1+f,»(1)}=1+J%(1)+f1(1)+1%(1)f1(1),
and with g,(0)=1, we find

Ng()=g(2)-2¢()+g(0)>2{/,(D)+ /(D + /L(DAD)} - 2{/,D+ LD+ LMD LD} > 0

since f;(j) also increases in j for each fixed i.

The proof of A’g,(j)>0 for j>1 is similar. We break A’g,(;) into initial sums, involving
only (i)el, with p=2(j-1)-1=2;-3, plus additional sums, involving either (i)e/, \I, with
m=2j+1, arising from g,(j+1), or ()el,\1, with n=2;-1, arising from g,(j). We first show
that the contribution of the additional sums to A’g,(j) is positive, i.e., the sum of all terms involving

one or more subscripts i, >2;j—3 in A’g,(j) only augments the initial sums in A’g, (), which involve

_7-



only subscripts i, <2j—3. We then show that those initial sums in A’g,(;) are positive. We have
2j+1

g(j+h= H{1+f(1+1)}—1+2f(1+1)+ o+ D S GAD A+

(i)el,;

_1+Zf(]+l)+ + > fi(j+D)+---  (initial sums)

(D)el
2j+1
D LGHD++ D fi,(j+1)+-+ (additional sums).
i=2j-2 (el \]

Similarly,

2j-1

g())= H{1+f(1)}—1+2f(J)+ A+ D S

(i)el

—1+Zf(])+ A D> S D)+ (initial sums)
(l)d,k
2j-1
+ D L)+ D S ()+-+ (additional sums).
i=2j-2 (el M

In g,(j+1), for each k=1,..,m+1 and r=1,...4nk, suppose (i)el,, \I, has r components

greater than 2j-3 and k—r >0 components no greater than 2j-3. Then for each fixed (i") e there

p.k—r?
are [j) values of (i) concatenating (i) and (i, ,,,-:-,4,) with 2;-2<ij  <---<i, <2j+1. In

particular, there are four such (i) when r=1 and six when r=2 (and £>2). When r=1,

Jo U+ = {Hf (J+1)}f (j+1), and with

fz,;;z (] + 1) +eeet fz_;’+1 (] + 1) > 2{f2_/72 (] + 1) + f2_/71 (J + 1)} > Z{fz_/fz (J) + .fz_j—l (])} P
the sum of £, (j+1) over these four (i) with fixed (i') exceeds

2{1;[ 1y, G+ l)}{f 22 (D + o (D) > 2{1_[ v )}{fz_/z D+ -

Then summing over all 0<j <---<i;  <2;j-3, we find the sum of f,(j+1) over all ()el, \I,

with r=1 exceeds twice the sum of f, () over all (i)e [/, \I, with r=1.

Similarly, when r=2 (and £k >2), f,(j+D= {Hf (]+1)}flkl(]+1)f (j+1), and with

LGNS GHD > 6f, LGHDf,0G+D > 20D fa0 () s

2j=2<i; 4 <ip<2j+1

_8-



the sum of f,(j+1) over the six () with fixed ()el,,,, -certainly exceeds

k=2
Z{Hﬁ;(j)}fzm(j)fzjl(j). Summing over all (i), we find the sum of f,(j+1) over all
=1

(i)el,, \1, with r=2 exceeds twice the sum of f, (/) overall ()el,\1, with r=2.

Other sums of f, (j+1) with r=3 or 4 for k=3,...,m+1 occur in g,(;j+1), but note that in
g,(j), k<n+1 and the additional sums can have only (%) values of (i)e/,\1, foreach (iNel,, .,

so no sums with r=3 or 4 (or k=2jor2;+1) occur to subtract from those in g,(j+1). Thus for
g,(j+1), summing over all (i)e/,, ,,r, and k<m+1, we find
2/-1
g, (j+1) > 1+ initial sums + 29 > fi(j) ++ D fo,(D++ D fi, ()
i=2j-2 (el M py (el My

where the additional sums in the last expression are precisely those of 2g,(j). As stated above,

therefore, the additional sums in A’g,(j) only augment the initial sums, leading to the inequality
Azgz(j) =g, (+D-2g,())+g(-D

{’Zf(ﬁm S LG+ } {’Zf(m S S )+ } {'qu D+ S G-l }

(i)el (el ), (el ,,

2j-3
= ZA2 LD+ DA [, ()++-+ D N f,(j), involving only initial sums of second-order finite

(i)el s Vel pu

differences of f; and their products.

1

It remains to show that A’ Ji(j)>0 for each (i)el, and k< p+1. In Appendix A we prove
that f,,(x) in (2.5) is strictly convex in x for 0<a <1 and b>0 for x<(0,b/(1-a)). That suffices,
for then, with random variable J as above with P[J = j+1]=P[J = j—1]=", we have %A f,(j)=
WA f.(j) = ELf.(J)]- f,(E[J])>0. Moreover, because products of positive, increasing, convex

functions are themselves positive, increasing, and convex, we have for each (i) e/,
) k k k
NfoD=T170G+D = 2[4, + [1/,G-D > 0.
a=l1 a=1 a=1

Summing over all (i)e 7, and k =1,..., p+1 then yields A’g,(j)>0. Thus assertion 1.1(iii) holds.



Proof of assertion 1.1(iv). To show A’g,(j) increases in j, it would be natural to try to proceed as in

(iii), arguing that the additional sums in A’g,(j) only augment the initial sums restricted to subscripts
(i)el,, and then appealing to positive third derivatives of f(x) to conclude Ng,(j)>0.
Unfortunately, f;(x) does not (!) have positive third derivatives for all x €(0,/—7), so that approach
will not work. Instead, we will demonstrate directly that Ag,(j)=g,(j+1)—g,(j) has strictly positive
second-order finite differences by showing that the ratio g,(j+1)/g,(j) is also positive, increasing,

and has positive second-order finite differences. This suffices upon writing

re(N=8G+D-g(N=gNEYD 1 for joo0,.,r-1
g,())

and applying the following lemma to the two convex sequences {g,(j):j=0,---,7—1} and
EUAD g oy

&)
Lemma 2.1. If {s;} and {z,} are two positive sequences that increase (As, =s,,—s,>0, ditto for
At;) and are convex (A’s,=As,—As, =s,,—2s,+s,,>0, ditto for A’%,), then A{sz;}>0 and

AN {s i41>0.
Proof. See Appendix B. [

41 . . . . . .
To show &G+D >0 increases and has positive second-order finite differences, we write the

g ()
ratio explicitly as

g+ _(+j+D) DU+ j )PP +3 ) (- )PP
g,(j))  (+3j+)YPU—-j-DP(U+ )P (1 + HPD

_ U= ) A3)) (D) - (=) (I=37+])
(+ ) (= j+1)> - ((+3j+3)(+j+2) - (I—j—1)-(1-3j-2)

_ I+ j+D)*(=)°U+ j+D(U—)) _ (I+j+)°U—-))
(1+3j+3)P1-3/)? (1+3j+3)P01-3/)"

2.7

Now for continuous x satisfying 0 < x < (/—2)/3, define the function

((+x+1)°(1-x)
({+3x+3)P(1-3x)?

L(x)=1log

=3log(x+/+1)+3log(/ —x)—log(3x+/+3)—log(B3x+/+2)—logBx+1+1)
—log(/ —3x)—log(/—1-3x)—log({-2—-3x).

~10-



Note that j <z -1 is in the domain of L(x), since j<z-1=[l/3]|-1=|(-3)/3|<(-2)/3.

Then taking derivatives,

1 B 1 B 1 B 1 B 1 N 1 N 1 N 1
x+Il+1 [-x 3x+I[+3 3x+[+2 3x+I[+1 [-3x [-1-3x [-2-3x

_1_1+1_1+1_1+1_1
x+1+1 3x+1+1 [-3x [-x [-1-3x 3x+[+3 [-2-3x 3x+[+2)

But for x>0, x+/+1<3x+/+1 and /-3x</-x; [-1-3x<3x+/+3 if and only if 6x >—4, which

(1/3)L'(x) =

holds; and ditto for /—2-3x<3x+/+2. Hence L'(x)>0, so that M=expL(j+1)>
g&(j+D
expL(j)= M Taking the second derivative,
g\
(1/3)L"(x) = -1 —+ 3 ~t+ & - ! 5
(x+71+1)" QBx+[+1) (I-3x)" (I-x)
3 3 3 3

+ + + + :
(I-1-3x)> (Gx+I1+3)7 (-2-3x) Gx+l+2)

3 1

> and onl if <(+1/+3, which holds for
Grtl+1)}  (x+1+1) Y X<+

Now,

if and only if x <//+/3, which also holds

3 1
<(I=2)/3<(+1)//3. Similarly, >

for x<(I-2)/ V3 <1/4/3. Since the remaining terms are all positive, L(x) is convex, hence exp L(x)

is convex, hence A’ {M} > (. This establishes assertion 1.1(iv).

g,(J)

Proof of assertion 1.1(v). We show that for all />6 with A=/"<1/6, (a) g,(1)<1+92 and

®) £,(2)>1+(160/3)2 >1+532. Then Ag()=g,(2)-2g,(1)+1>352. But from (2.3),
Nh(r—1)<(27/2)4 . Therefore A’g,(1)> A’h,(z —1) for all /> 6, which is assertion (v).
For (a),

(1) = (I+1)°1° B 1424+ 4 B 1424+ 4
S )1+ -D1=2) (300201 =(1=22)  (1+24—32)(1—42)
47
[
_ 142437
1-42
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1+42 8%

But for 1<1/6, 2A4-32* >0 and ~<9/8,s0 g, (1)< =1+ ~<1+94%, which is (a).
1-424 1-42 1-42
For (b), dividing through by /¢,
_(+ 2)(4)(1 + 2)(4) B I+ 2)2(1 + l)zlz(l —1)2

g(2)= @) @
(I+6)"(-2) I+6)I+5)U+DHU+)UI-2)I-3)I-4)I-5)

B (1+22)A-21)°
T (1+62)1+5)1+44)(1+32)(1-22)(1-32)(1-42)(1-52)

B (I+42A+425)(1- 1)
T A462)(1-22)1-92)(1-162)1-252)

Now (1-92*)(1-1647)(1-254) =1-504" +7691* —36001° <1-504" +7694* and (1-A*)> >1-247, so

e () > — (+42+42)1-27) _(H 1647 j{l 48/12—769/14j
, =

+
(1+44-122)1 =504 +7691") 1+44-124 1-504" + 7691

2 2 2 2
g (1+ 164 J{lﬁm {1—(769/48)/1}} N (1+ 16/1/1](”48/12)

1+44 1-502% + 7694 1+4
_ 2
since for 1 <1/6, ! (7629/48)/14 > 1 if and only if 50 —769/48 > 7694 or A< 01 ~0.21
1-504° +7694 769 48

As well, >1-41, so

1+44
2,(2) > {1+162°(1-42)}(1+482%) = 1+642° —641 + 7681 —30724°

= 1+64L (1 - A+124 4821,

and since 124" >4827 for A<1/6, we have g,2) > 1+642°(1-4). But for A<1/6,
64(1— 1) > (5/6)64=160/3, 50 g,(2) > 1+(160/3)2 , which is (b).

This concludes the proof of assertion 1.1(v) and Theorem 1.1. [

Next we turn to showing that the largest value of j such that d,(;j) <0 is given by a, = |_\/7 / ZJ.
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3. Proof of Theorem 1.2.

(4a* +a)??4a’ +a)?” ¥ (4a’ +a—i)’
(4a’ +3a)?”(4a’ —a)?®” 5 (4a’ +3a-i)4a’ —a—i)

Proof of assertion 1.2(1). g, .(a)=

= in| I+ (a/4-ia)} where o =a', so
L+ (a/dHCB-ia) {l-(a/d)(+ia)}’ ’

2a-1

logg, .(a)= 2[2 log{l+(a/4)(1—ia)}—log{l+(a/4)(3—ia)} —log{l—(a/4)(1+ia)}]. 3.1

i=0

We approximate the three terms in each summand of (3.1) with the first five powers of u in the log
expansions log(1+u)=u—-u’/2+u’/3—+--- and —log(l—-u)=u+u’/2+u’/3+---, say T,,..,T,,, and

then summing over i, we’ll retain the first four powers of « for the expansion of logg, .(a).
First, 7, =(a/4){2(1-ia)-B-ia)+(1+ia)} =0.

Second, T,, =(1/2)(a/4)*{-2(1-ia)’ +(3—ia)’ +(1+ia)’}, where the term in braces equals
—2+dia-2i"a’ +9—-6ia+i‘a’ +1+2ia+i’a’ = 8, so T,, =a’ /4. Then summing over i, we obtain
one first-order term in o and no others, which we’ll write as 7, :

2a-1
=Y a’l4=Qa)a’ /4)=a/2.
i=0

Third, T, = (1/3)(a/4)’{2(1-ia)’ -(3—ia)’ +(1+ia)’} , where the term in braces equals
2-6ia+6i’a’ -2i’a’)—(27-3-9ia+3-3i’a’ —i’a’ )+ (1+3ia +3i’a’ +i’a’) = 24(1-ia), so

T, =—(a’/8)(1—ia). Then summing over i, we obtain a third-order term in « and no others,

2a-1 —
2a(2a-1) o

T,=Y T, =—(a)(a’ /8)+ /8=—a’/4+a’/4—a’/8=—a’/8.
i=0

Fourth, T, =(1/4)(a/4)*{-2(1-ia)* + B-ia)' + (1+ia)*}, where the term in braces equals

(2+8ia—12i’a’* +8°a’ = 2i*a®)+(81-4-27ia +6-9i°a’ —4-3’a’ +i'a?)
+(1+4ia+6i°a’ +4°a’ +i*a’) = 80—96ia +48i*a” =16(5—6ia +3i°a’),

so T, =(a"/64)(5-6ia+3i’a’). Then summing over i, we get a sole other third-order term in « ,

~13-



2a-1

N 2a(2a-1) -6, N 2a(2a-1)(4a-1) 3

5
T,=>T, =Qa)—)a* a a’
/ Z 2a) ) S () - 7
:iof—iof+—a4+la3—ia4+a5/64:(5_6+4)a3+a5/64
32 16 32 8 32 32
3 3 5
=—a +0(a’).
% ()

Fifth, 7, = (1/5)(a/4)’{2(1-ia)’ —(3-ia)’ + (1+ia)’} , where the term in braces equals
(2-10ia +20i*a® = 20i°a’ +10i*a* —2i°a’ )~ (243 -5-8lia +10-27i°a” —10-9°a’ +5-3i*a* —i’a’)
+(1+5ia+10i%a” +10°a” +5i'a’ +i’a’) = —240+400ia —240i°a” +80i°a’
=80(=3+5ia-3i’a’ +i’a’),
241

so Ty, =(a’ /64)(=3+5ia—3i’a” +i’a’) . Then summing over i, 7, = > T, =
i=0

L 2aQa-)) 5 o 2aQa-D@da=D) =3 . 2a)’(2a-1* 1

-3
2a)(—)a’
2a)e) 2 o4 6 64 4 o

o’

. . . 1 1 - 442
and retaining only terms of order «*, its coefficient is —i+i——+— = Z3t5-42 =0.

32 8 16 32

Higher order terms of the form 7, = p(al 4)"{c, +cia+-+c,(ia)"} only yield terms of

order o’ or higher after summing over i, so we may stop here. This establishes (1.11), namely,

a o 3a° a o
lo R =———+ +0(a@)==-"—+0(a”). 3.2
gg,,(a) EREY (@) 7 (a) (3.2)
4a*+a l+al4
For £, .(a)= = , we expand

4a’~a 1-al4
logh, .(a)=a/4—(a/4)’/2+(a/4)’ /3—(a/4)*/4+—--
+ald+(a/4)}? 12+ (a/4)’ 13+ (ald)' )4+

=a/2+a’/96+0(@’)>a/2+a’ /96,

since all non-zero coefficients are positive. This establishes (1.12) and assertion 1.2(i), which is that

ignoring terms of order a, g, .(a)<h, .(a).
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Proof of assertion 1.2(ii). We can use (2.7) for the ratio g,(a+1)/g,(a) to write

(4a’° +a+1)’(4a’ —a)’
(4a* +3a+3)? (4a* -3a)?’

g, a+l)=g,.(a)

where the second factor equals

{I+(/dHA+a){1-(a/4))

{I1+(a/4)EB+3a)}{l+(a/DC+2a)i{l+(a/4)(B+a)i{l-3a/4}{1-(a/4)B+a)} {1-(a/4)3+2a)}

with logarithm approximated as follows.

3(%)(1+a) —(3/2)(%)2(“05)2 +(3/3)(%)3(1+05)3 —(3/4)(%)4(1+a)4 S
a 2 _ a3 _ Q4 ..

—3(2) -3/ 2)(Z) (373X 4) (3/4)( 4)

—3(%)(1+a) +(9/2)(%)2(1+04)2 —(27/3)(%)3(1+a)3 +(81/4)(%)4(1+a)4 S

- (%)(3 2a) o+ (1/2)(%)2(3 2a)? - (1/3)(%)3(3 +2a) o+ (1/4)(%)4(3 1) e
- (%)(3 ta) o+ (1/2)(%)2(3 +a)’ —(1/3)(%)3(3 +a)  +( /4)(%)4(3 ra)t —ee

- %y oy o) .
+3() +O/2() +Q7/3)(5) +B1/4()

+(%)(3+a) +(1/2)(%)2(3+a)2 +(1/3)(%)3(3+a)3 +(1/4)(%)4(3+a)4 4o
@/ DB+2a) +(1/2) (/4> B+2a) +(1/3)Na/4’G+2a) +(1/4)(a/d) G+2a) +--.

Collecting the coefficients of the first four powers of « , we find

Coeff(ar)=(1/4)(3-3-3-3-3+3+3+3)=0.

Coeff(a®)=(1/4)(3+0-3-2-1+0+1+2) from the 1* expansion term
+(1/32)(-3-3+9+9+9+9+9+9) v opu " "
=48/32=3/2.

Coeff(a’)=(1/16)(-3+0+9+6+3+0+3+6) from the 2™ expansion term
+(1/64)1-1-9-9-9+9+9+9) v o3 " "
=24/16=3/2.
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Coeff(a*)=(1/32)(-3+0+9+4+1+0+1+4) from the 2™ expansion term

+(1/64)(3+0-27-18-9+0+9+18) nooon o3 " "
+(1/1024)(-3-3+81+81+81+81+81+81) " " 4" " "
_ 16 24 480 _16-12+15 19
32 64 1024 32 32°
. 3 2 3 3 19 4 5 . . . . .
Thus, the log of the second factor is Ea +Ea +3—2a +O(a’) , and combining this with (3.2) yields
a o) (3 3 19 a 3 47a° 19a*
logg ,(a+)=|=——— |+| Za’*+=a’+—a' |+0(@’ ) ==+=a’ + + +0(’), (3.3
88, (a+1) (2 32 2 2 32 ( 2 2 32 32 @), 3

which is (1.13).

4a* +a+1 _1+(a/H(1+a)

For i ,(a+1)= = ,
wel@tl) 4a* —a-1 1—(a/4)(+a)

logh, .(a+1)=(a/d(1+a)—(a/4)’(+a)’ /12+(a/4)’(1+a) /3-(a/4 ' (1+a)' /4+—--

+(a/dHA+a)+(a/d)*(1+a) 12+ (a/4)’(+a) 13+ (a/d)* (+a)* 4+

2 3 4
a o o «a
t——t—t—+0(a’),

a 2 3 3 5_ & o
—(E)(l+0{)+§(a/4) (I+a) +0(a’) = TR

and comparing this with (3.3) establishes (1.14) and assertion 1.2(ii), which is that ignoring terms of

order a”, g, .(a+D)>h, .(a+1).

Proof of assertion 1.2(iii).

(4@’ +a-1)*"(4a* +a-1)*" (4a*> +a—1-i)’
(4a*> +3a-1)*"(4a’* —a-1)*" L3 ((4a’* +3a-1-i)4a’ —a—1-i)

84021 (a)

_ﬁ [1+ (/) 1-ai+1)}] _12—“[ {1+ (a/H(1-ia)}’ o
(@ HB-a+ ) [1-(a/H+ai+1)}] L+ (a/HB-ia) {l-(a/H(1+ia)}

logg, . (a)= i[z log{l+(a/4)1-ia)}—-log{l+(a/4)(3-ix)} —log{l—(a/4)(l+ia)}]

i=1
which is the same as (3.1) except for the limits of summation. Thus we have 7, =0 and 7, =a/2 as

before. Summing 7,, = —(a’/8)(1-ia) from above over i=1,...,2a, we have

2a(2a+1) o

2a
T,=) T, =—(a)a’ /8)+ /8=—(a’14)+(a’ /) +(a’/8)=a’ /8,
i=1
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and summing T, = (a*/64)(5—6ia +3i’a’) from above over i=1,...,2a, we have

2a(2a+1) (_—6)a5 N 2a(2a+1)(4a+1) (i

)e’
2 o4 6 64

2a 5
T,=2 T =Qa) pa'+
i=1

5-6+4

> o33 3—ioz“rlofJrioc“++0(055):(

=—a-——a )a3+0(a5)=ia3+0(0{5).
32 16 32 8 32 32

Finally, T;, = (a’/64)(-3+5ia —3i’a’ +i’a’) from above, so summing over i=1,...,2a,

S5 =3, +(2a)2(2a+1)2 1

-3 2a(2a+1) ¢ 2a2a+1)(4a+1) g
T, =Ra)(—)a’ + ——-= a’+ a a’.
s =(ae) Y 6 Coa) PR
Retaining only terms of order «*, its coefficient is —i+i—l+L = Z3H+5-4%2 =0 as before.
32 32 8 16 32
Thus,
a o 3a’ a 1o’
logg, ., (a)=—+—+—"—+0(’)=—+—+0(a’ 3.4
gg,.,(a) ST T (a”) Y (a”) (3.4)

which establishes (1.15).

4a’ +a-1_1+(a/4)(1-a)
46’ —a-1 1-(a/dH(1+a)

For hﬁmzfl (a) , we have h4a2_1 (a)= , SO that

bg@#1@)=@ﬂ4XLﬁﬂ—%uﬂ4fﬂ—aY+%uﬂ4fﬂ—af—%uﬂ4fﬂ—af+—m

+(05/4)(1+0:)+%(0¢/4)2(1+05)2 +%(0¢/4)3(1+05)3 +%(0¢/4)4(1+05)4 T

3 3 3 3
=g+a_+a_+0(a5)=g+13a +0@*)> %+ [3a
2 8 96 2 96 2 96

>

which establishes (1.16) and assertion 1.2(iii), that ignoring terms of order a™, g v @>h, ., (a).

Proof of assertion 1.2(iv). For given a>3, let /=x+4a> for continuous x satisfying
0<x<4(a+1)° —1-4a’ =8a+3. Define the log ratio L(x) by

g2 (@  (x+4a”+a)?”(x+4a’ +a)?” x+4a’—a

expL(x)= = .
pL) ho,(a) (x+4a’ +30) 7 (x+4d’ ) x+4d’+a
o (x+4a*> +a—i)’ .x+4a2—a
Co | (x+4a> +3a—i)x+4a’ —a—i)| x+4a’+a

so that the derivative of L(x) with respect to x is
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2a-1

L'(x)= z 1 1 N 1 1
x+4a* +a-— x+4a +3a—i x+4a —a—i x+4a’—a x+4a +a

(3.5)
&2 1 1 1 1
= —_ - _l_ — R
o |X,+ta x;+3a x,—a| x,—a x,+a
) . 1 1 2a : :
where x, =x+4a”—i. Now — =——— and the summands in (3.5) are the negatives of
X,—a X,+a Xx,—a
LR S x, —3a (xf—az)—(xf—9a2)_ 8a’
x,+3a x,—a xi+a X, +3a x'—a’ (x, +3a)(x] —a’) (xi+3a)(xi2—a2)'
2a-1 2
Thus L'(x) <0 if and only if 8a > 2a > or

i (x; +3a)(x,.2 —az) x§ —-a

2a-1 2_ 2
$ 4 {xg “2}>1. (3.6)

i X, +3a | x; —a

2
But x, >x, >---, so the left-hand side of (3.6) exceeds (2a) 4a = 8a2 and since x<8a+3,
X,+3a x+4a” +3a
. 8a’ 8a’
the left-hand side exceeds >1, because 8a’>4a’+1la+3 if and

(8a+3)+4a’ +3a 4a +1la+3
only if 4a®—11la—3>0, which holds for «>3. Thus L(x) decreases in x for a>3, whence

g,(a)/ h(a) decreases in [ over 4a” <I<4(a+1)* -1, as asserted.

The proof is similar for g _, .(a)/h_,.(a). Again write I=x+4a’ for 0<x<8a+3 and
redefine L(x) now by

x+4a2 (a+1)  (x+4a*+a+1)?*?(x+4a’ +a+1)*"? x+4a’-a-1

exp L(x) = '
pHD= h.,.(a+1) C(x+4d* +3a+3)* D (x+4a’ —a—-1)?? x+4a> +a+1

21”—11 (x+4a* +a+1-i)’ x+4a* —a-1
(x+4a’> +3a+3—i)(x+4a* —a—1-i) x+dd va+l’
S0

2a+l

1 1 1 1
L'(x) = Z 2 - 2 + 2 - 2
xtd4d’ va+l—i x+4a>+3a+3—i x+4a’—a—1-i] x+4a —(a+1) x+4a" +(a+1)

_2a+12_1_1+1_1
Slx+a x+3a+l) x,—(a+)| x,—(a+1) x,+(a+1)’

which agrees with (3.5) upon replacing a with a+1, but with the same x, =x+4a’—i. Thus from
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(3.6) with that replacement, L'(x) <0 if and only if

W 4(a+1) {xg —(a+1) } o

S x,+3(a+1) | x —(a+1)’

8(a+1)° S 8(a+1)° _ 8(a+1)’

2 = 2 - 2 for
x+4a” +3(a+1) @Ba+3)+4a"+3(a+1) 4a"+1la+6

In this case, the left-hand side exceeds

x<8a+3, which exceeds 1 if and only if 8(a+1)* =8a> +16a+8>4a’ +1la+6 or 4a’ +5a+2>0,
which holds for all a>1. Thus L(x) decreases in x, whence g,(a+1)/h(a+1) decreases in [ for

4a*> <[ <4(a+1)> -1, as asserted.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2.  []

Remark 3.1. The restriction to >3 in Theorem 1.2(iv) is needed because g,(1)/4,(1) actually

increases for /=7,...,15 and g,(2)/h,(2) increases for /=31,...,35. As indicated in Section 1, though,

the formula a, = |_\/7 / ZJ holds for a=1 and 2 as well, since direct calculation shows that g,(1) < /4,(1)
while g,(2) > h,(2) for /=6,...,15, and g,(2) <h,(2) while g,(3)>h3) for /=16,..,35. [

4. Proof of Theorem 1.3.

Given any integer a>1, let />9 be such that 4a’ </<4(a+1)* -1, so that a,=a for such /. For
convenience in this section we will suppress the subscript / on g,(j), #(j), d,(j), and Q,(j) when no

confusion would arise. It will also be very helpful to re-express the pairwise inequalities for d(j)Q(j) in
(1.18) as follows. For each a and je{l,.,a}, multiply both d(j+a+1)/{-d(j)} and

0(j)/O(j +a+1) by the ratio a(j)/h(j+a+1) to obtain

g(j+a+1)_1
hGj) dG+a+l) _ k()  g(+a+D-h(j+a+l) _ h(j+a+1) and
h(j+a+l) —d(j)  h(j+a+) h(j)—g()) 1 8U)
h(J)
20-1+25)20-1-2;
h(J) 0() _ j(+l+a+])) ( [-1+] )( [-1+j )
h(j+a+1)Q(j+a+1)_(j+l)(j+a+1)(2]+1+2a+2jj(21—3—2a—2j)’
[+a+j [+a+j

since from (1.17), the product of A(j)/h(j+a+1) with the leading factors in Q(j)/Q(j+a+1) is

h(j)  jd-)) (I+j+a+1)’ _U+pU=j=a=1) jl=)) (I+j+a+1)’
h(Gi+a+1) (I+7)Y (ra+D)(j—j—a-1) (=) (+j+a+1) (+)) (j+a+D(-j—a-])
_ JU+l+a+])
G+ +a+1)
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Then (1.18), or equivalently d(j+a+1)/{-d(j)}>QO(j)/O(j+a+1), holds if and only if

(2l—l+2j)(2l—l—2jj

g(j+a+1)_1> 1_g(j) j(j+l+a+1) [-1+j [—1+ @.1)

h(j+a+1) M) G+DG+a+1) | (20+1+2a+25\21-3-2a-25)\" ‘
[+a+j [+a+j

Some remarkable monotonicities appear with re-expression (4.1). For example, Figure 4.1 plots
values of d(j+a+1)Q(j+a+1) (red boxes) lying above the values of —d(;)Q(;) (blue diamonds)
against j=1,...,8 in the case /=256 with @, =8, illustrating the pairwise inequalities. Note how the
vertical differences between corresponding points are not monotonic in j. Figure 4.2 shows the values
on the left-hand side of (4.1) (red boxes) also lying above the values on the right-hand side of (4.1)
(blue diamonds) in the same case. Note how the vertical differences are now monotonic increasing in j.
Figures 4.3 to 4.5 reveal another monotonicity, this time in /. Figure 4.3 plots the left- and right-hand
sides of (4.1) against [=36,...,63 in the case a=3, j=1. Figure 4.4 does the same for j=2 and Figure
4.5 does the same for j=3. Note how in each case the vertical differences between corresponding
points decrease monotonically in /, even though the blue diamonds in the latter case are not themselves
monotone.

These monotonicities appear to hold in general, which suggests that to prove (4.1) it would
suffice to prove it for each a at the largest / =4(a+1)> -1 and the smallest j=1. We call this the most

stringent case. Yet another monotonicity appears in Table 4.1 below. Denote the differences between
left- and right-hand sides of (4.1) by A(a, j,!) (not the forward difference operator here). Table 4.1

shows values of A(a, j,4(a+1)* 1) for a=1,...,10. Note how these minimum values of A(a, j,/) over

[ decrease in a for each j, and in particular for the values A(a, 1, 4(a+1)> —1) in the most stringent case.

Table 4.1
Differences between the left- and right-hand sides of (4.1) evaluated at / =4(a+1)> —1.

a j=1 j=2 j=3 j=4 j=5 j=6 j=7 j=8 j=9 j=10
1 0.440909

2 0.134941 0.360421

3 0.069596 0.144741 0.325816

4 0.043015 0.085709 0.142530 0.300135

5 0.029335 0.058016 0.088660 0.140139 0.277542

6 0.021317 0.042164 0.062874 0.088736 0.137890 0.257280

7 0.016203 0.032102 0.047553 0.064230 0.088335 0.135406 0.239180

8 0.012736 0.025280 0.037415 0.049678 0.064481 0.087874 0.132574 0.223069

9 0.010276 0.020430 0.030268 0.039933 0.050440 0.064425 0.087350 0.129440 0.208735

10 0.008467 0.016856 0.025011 0.032935 0.041072 0.050665 0.064294 0.086710 0.126098 0.195960

We summarize the three monotonicities most relevant for present purposes in Property 4.1.
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Property 4.1.

(i) For each a>1 and j=1,..,a, A(a,j,I) decreases monotonically in [, so that

argmin, A(a, j,[)=4(a+1)" —1.

(ii)) For each a>1, A(a,j, 4(a+1)>—1) increases monotonically in j=1..a, so that

argmin; A(a, j, 4(a+1)> -1)=1.

(iii) A(a,1,4(a+1)°—1)=min ;1A(a, j,1) decreases monotonically in a =1, 2,....

We conjecture Property 4.1 holds in general. We will assume Property 4.1 going forward and
proceed to show that A(a,1,4(a+1)>—1)>0 for sufficiently large a, which will establish the pairwise

inequalities for all a.

Let LHS denote the left-hand side of (4.1) and RHS the right-hand side, each evaluated at j=1

and /=4(a+1)> -1 in the most stringent case. Going forward it will be convenient to shift a by one
unit so that we may write 4a” —1 instead of 4(a+1)>—1. To that end, let ' =a+1, in which case the
left-hand side of (4.1) becomes LHS ={g, . (a'+1)/h, . (a'+1)}—1. Then, dropping the primes and

remembering that the original a is now a—1 and the original j+a+1 is now a+1, we have

(4a’ —1+a+ 1" (4a’ —1+a+1)*""?(4d’ -1-a-1)

LHS =
(4a’ —1+3a+3) P 4a’* -1-a-1)*"?(4a’ -1+ a+1)

4.2)
(4a2 +a_1)(2a+1)(4a2 +a)(2a+2)

-1.
(4a’ —a-3)*""(4a* +3a+2)*?

Similarly, after shifting a by 1 and dropping primes,
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2(4a> -1)—-1+22(4a*> -1)-1-2
(4a° -1)-1+1 \ (4a*-1)—-1+1

rs <11 8aa D { 1+(4a2—1)+a)}
h, . ()] (1+4a® -1)(a+1) (2(4612 1) +1+2(a —1)+2]{2(4a2 ~1)-3-2(a —1)—2}

(4a> —1)+(a—1)+1 (4a> —1)+(a-1)+1

8a’—1)8a’-5
:{1 (4a’)> (4a*)? (4a” -1-1) H 4a+1} (4612—1)(4512—1)

- (4a2 + 2)(2)(4a2 —2)(2)(4612 —1+1) | |4a(a+1)| (8a*+2a—1)8a*-2a-5
4a* +a—-1 )\ 4a*+a-1

(Saz—l 8a2—5j
i (4a*)* (4a* —1)*(4a* -2) { 4a+1 } 4a> -1 )\ 4a® -1

(4a® +2)(4a’ +1)(4a” = 2)(4a’ =3)(4a>) | | 4a(a +1) (8612 +2a —1)(&12 —2a —5)

4a*+a-1 )\ 4a’ +a-1

8a’ -1\ 8a’-5

4a*(4a* —1)? 4a+1 } 4a* -1 )\ 4a® -1

_{ (4’ +2)(4d> +1)(4a’ —3)}{4a(a+l) 84’ +2a—1)(8a2 —2a—5) '

4a* +a—-1 )\ 4a*+a-1
But the first factor in braces equals

(16a* +12a* +2)(4a’ -3)—4a*(16a* —8a’ +1) _ 32a*(a* -1)—6
(4a* +2)(4a> +1)(4a’* -3) (4a* +2)(4a* +1)(4a* -3)’

SO

(Saz —1)(&12 —5)
HS:[ {32a%(a® —1) - 6}(4a +1)/(4a) }( 4a* -1 )\ 4a* -1 w3

(4a> +2)(4a> +1)(4a*> -3)a+1) |(8a> +2a—1)8a> —=2a-5)
4a* +a—1 \ 4a*+a—-1

Then as a— o and o — 0, log(l+LHS)=a’+(19/12)a’ +o(a’). Thus
LHS =a” +(19/12)a’ +o(a’) as well.

Lemma 4.1. Let a=a".

Proof. See Appendix C. [
Lemma 4.2. As a > and a —0, RHS =(e/2)a’ +o(a’).
Proof. See Appendix D. []

It follows from Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 that the difference between left- and right-hand sides of
(4.1), now written with shifted @ as A(a—1,1,4a’ —1), equals o’ +(%—§)a3 +o(a’), or dividing by

a?, that
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Aa-1,1,4a> 1)/ a’ :1+(%—§)a{1+0(1)},

which exceeds 1 for sufficiently small o , since 19/12 > e/2. Thus A(a—1,1,4a’ -1)>a* >0 for
sufficiently large a, which establishes the pairwise inequalities for d(j)Q(j) of Theorem 1.3 under the
assumed Property 4.1. O

For example, the last line of Table 4.1, which corresponds to (shifted) a=11, has
A(10,1,483) =0.008467 >1/11> =0.008264 , with A(10,1, 483)/a* =1.0245. Figure 4.6 plots

1 ’ . .
Aa,1,4a+1)*-1) and o’ +(—-— ——— against (original) a=1,...,10,
(a,1,4(a+1)" -1 (12 2) “arl) (12 2)( j g (original)

showing good agreement.

Apppendix A.

We show f,,(x)=1/{(a+ b/x)* -1} is convex over the open interval 0 <x <b/(1—a) for any 0<a <1

and b >0. The first two derivatives are
Sfoy(x)=—{(a +b/x)> =117 2(a+b/x)(=b/x*) = 2b(ax +bx’3)fa’b (x)* >0
and

(2b)_1f (x)=(ax? +bx7)- 21, b(x){2b(ax +bx” )fab(x)} fa,b(x)z(Zax_3+3bx4).

The latter expression is positive if and only if 4b(ax™ +bx7)* f,,(x) > (2ax~> +3bx™*). Multiplying

both sides by (a+5b/x)*—1 and then by x° on the left and x*-x* on the right, the inequality holds
if and only if
4b(ax+b)* > (2ax+3b){(ax+b)* —x*}
if and only if
(ax +b)*(b—2ax)+x*(2ax+3b) > 0

if and only if
a’bx’® +2ab’x + b’ = 2a’°x* —4a’bx* —2ab*x +2ax’ +3bx* > 0

if and only if
2a(1-a*)x’ +(a’b—4a’b+3b)x* +b° = 2a(l-a*)x’ +3b(1—-a*)x* +b> > 0

which is true for 0<a<1, b>0,and x>0. []
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Appendix B.

We prove Lemma 2.1. To show A{s,} = —s,t,>0, we have

]+1 ]+1

St —sjtjzs. t

JH17j+1 J+l j+1 j+1t +s

t,—s;t;=s,At +(As))t, >0

JH1Yj

since {s;} and {¢,} are positive increasing. To show A{s;} >A{s, t, ,}, the forward difference on

the left is as above, and that on the right is s,A¢, | +(As, )¢, . But s, At, >s At >5,At, | since

j+l

At; >0, s; increases, and A¢; increases. Similarly, (As;)¢; > (As;)t, > (As; )At, | since As; >0, ¢

increases, and As; increases. Hence N {s;t,} =AA{s F=Als;t,}—Als }>0. [

]111 1111

Appendix C.

We prove Lemma 4.1. From (4.2) we have

: 2a+l1 2 .
(4a’ +a—-1- 1)+10 H (4a” +a—i)

log(1+LHS) =log 1_0[ 4 —a-3-i) Al 3000
(C.1)
L& I+ (a/H-(i+Da} & 1+(a/4(1-ia)
_glogl—(a/4){l+(i+3)a} +;logl+(a/4){3—(1’—2)a} haan
where the final term ¢,,,, =lo I+ (a/4)id=Qa+Da; =lo IZ(a/dd+a) has expansion
1+(a/4){3-Qa-1a} 1+(a/4H(1+a)
tyyo = —i A+ YNald) (+a) [v==2{(a/d)1+a)+(a/4)’(1+a)’ /3}+0(a’)
" (C.2)

=—{(a/2)+(@*/2)+(a’ 196)} +o(a?).

For i=0,...,2a, the individual summands preceding ¢, ., in (C.1) have asymptotic expansions

2a+1
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(%){1—(”1)05} - (%)2{1—(i+1)a}2/2 + (%)3{1—(i+1)a}3/3 - (%)4{1—(i+1)a}4/4 P
+ (%){1+(i+3)05} + (%)2{1+(i+3)a}2/2 + (%)3{1+(i+3)a}3/3 + (%)4{1+(i+3)a}4/4+---

G L I N R R o N (W B CON GO WER S

- (%){3—(1‘—2)04} + (%)2{3—(1‘—2)(1}2/2 - (%)3{3—(1'—2)0;}3/3 + (%)4{3—(1'—2)04}4/4 e

The four terms beginning with (%) sum to zero for each i. The sum of the four terms beginning with

(%)2 , after expanding the squared braces, is

%(%)2{—1 £2i+ha —(i+1)a’

+1 +2(i+3)a +(i+3)a’

-1 +2ia —i‘a?

+9 —6(i-2)a +(i-2)a’}

a’ S 3at

l o, 2
= —(—)'@+20a+12a") = —+ +
2(4)( ) 4 8 8

+0(a4)

with no dependence on i. Then, summing over i =0,...,2a as in (C.1) yields

2 3 4 2 2 3 3
T o, 3a +0(a4)}(2a+1)=g+a_+5a LA +o(a’)
4 8 8 2 4 4 8 4
(C.3)
2 3
_&, 3¢ e +o(a’).
2 2 8

The sum of the four terms beginning with (%)3 , after expanding the cubed braces, is

%(%)3{1 “3i+Da +33+1D)’a? —(@(i+D)’a’
1 43(+3)a +30+3)a’ +(i+3)
.3 3

+1 -3ia +3i%a’ —i"a

~27 +27(i-2)a -9i-2)a’ +(i-2)a’}.
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Expanding the powers involving i and retaining in the second line below only the terms from the first

line that become of order O(”) or less after summing over i =0,...,2a , we obtain

%(%)3 {24+ 24ic —48a +60ia® — 60> +36ia’ +18a’}

3 . 4 4 .5

+ higher order terms.

Then, summing over i =0,...,2a, yields

a o at 5a°
X2 2at) + (2% 2a)2a+1)/2 + o
{ 2 4}(0 ) {8 16}(a)(a ) o(a’)
(C.4)
aZ a3 a3 az a} 5 3 3

+ o(a®) = %+ o(a).

The sum of the four terms beginning with (%)4, after expanding the fourth-power braces, is

%(%)4{—1 A+ Da -6+ et 4G+ — () e’
+1 +4(i+3)a +6(i+3)a’ +43i+3 a’ +(+3)'a’
-1 +4dia —6i*a’ +4i’a’ —-i‘a?

+81 —427(-2)a +6:9(i-2)a’ -4:3(-20a’ +(i-2)'a’}.

Expanding the powers involving i and retaining in the second line below only the terms from the first

line that become of order O(a”) or less after summing over i =0,...,2a , we obtain
%(%)4 {80+ (=96i +232)ar + (48i* —192i +264)ar” + (120i* —24i +208)ar® +(72i* +72i +96)a*}

4 . 5 2 6
_sa 3dia +3l “ . higher order terms.
64 32 64

Then, summing over i =0,...,2a, yields

5a* 3a’ 3a° ;
Cor) Qa+D) = CoIRa)2a+)/2 + (Co)2a)a+D(da+1)/6 + ofa)
(C.5)
5¢° 3a’ o’ 5, 3a’ ;
_32_16+?+0(a)_32 + o(a”).

It is easy to check that all higher powers in the logarithmic expansions only yield terms of order o(a’) .
Therefore, adding (C.2), (C.3), (C.4), and (C.5) yields
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2 3 2 3 3 3
log(1+ LHS) = £+ % + & | &+ a o Mo fer) 13, o(a’)
2 2 96 2 2 8 8 32
=a’+(19/12)a’ + o(a?)

as was to be shown. Finally, exp(u)—1=u+0(u") as u — 0, so with u =log(1+ LHS),

LHS = exp{log(1+ LHS)} —1=1log(1+ LHS)+ O[{log(1+ LHS)}*]
=a’+(19/12)a’ +o(a’) +O[{a” + (19/12)a’ + o(a”)}*]

=a’+(19/12)a’ +o(ar’) aswell. [

Appendix D.

We prove Lemma 4.2 by showing that the factor of RHS in square brackets at (4.3) equals

a’/2+o(e’) and that the remaining product-ratio of binomial coefficients converges to Euler’s

constant e as o — 0. Thus RHS = {a’ /2+0(a’)} {e+o(1)} = (e/2)a’ +o(a’).

For the factor of (4.3) in square brackets, dividing numerator and denominator by 64a’ yields

2 3ot a
{32a%(a’ —1)- 6} - (4a+1)/(4a) :La_j (-a’== 0+ )
(4a2 +2)(4a2 +1)(4a2 -3)-(a+1) 2 332 \lta)

1+ “7)(1 + “7)(1 -

o 1+g+o(a) o
=[—j 4 2% @),
2 ) 1+a+o(a) 2

For the remaining binomial coefficients in (4.3), we could apply Stirling’s approximation to
each one, but it will be more expedient here to do some preliminary manipulation of the whole product-
ratio factor of binomial coefficients, leading to (D.1) and (D.2) below. The product-ratio factor is

8a’—1)8a*-5 8a’ -1\ 8a*-5
4a* -1 )\ 4a* -1 4a®> )\ 4a® -4

8a’+2a—1\8a*-2a-5 8a’+2a—1\8a*-2a-5
4a°+a—-1 |\ 4a*+a-1 4a* +a 4a* —-3a-4

(8a2 —1)(4“2’(8a2 _5)(4a2—4) 4a2—18a2 - 44°-5 8a2 —5_;
~ (4a2)(4a2)(4a2 _4)(4a2—4) ~ 11:0[ 4q% —i 1:0[ 4g* —4—i
 (8a? +2a— 1) (82 —2g — 5y Bad) T daasig? 0y | deBeSgaY ng 5
(4a> +a) ") (4a® —3q — 4) 4D o Ad’t+a—i o 4d’—3a-4—i
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Changing the index of summation to i’ =4a” —i in the first numerator factor, i’ =4a> —4—i in the
second numerator factor, i’ = 4a* +a—i in the first denominator factor, and i’ =4a”> —3a—4—i in the
second denominator factor, then dropping the primes, the expression becomes

ﬁ{n 4q° —1} 4ﬁ4{1 4q° —1}

i=1 l i=1

4a*+a 2 _ 4a*-3a-4
{1+4a -|ta 1} H { 4a* +a— l}
4a’—4
H{H

l i=1
} { 4q* —1}4“ -4{ 4a2—1}
[T+
i=1 i=4a%>-3 l

- 4a%>-3a-4 4a*+a 4a%>-3a-4 2 _
1—[ {1+4a +a-— 1} 1—[ {+4a +a-— 1} H {1+4a -|ia 1}

i=1 i i=4a®-3q-3 i i=1 l

li[{ 4a 1 }4ﬁ4{1+4a2'—1}2

-3+ I
443 _ 4a>=3a-4 2, 1°
H 1+ éia +a-1 . H 1+4a +.a 1
iy 4a° —-3a-3+i i I
3 4g? —1 4a3as da2 —1)° ezt 40> —11°
H{Hz } 11 {1+ . } 11 {1+ ' }
i=0

da” =3+1] 5 l i—4a’~3a-3 l

3ad 4a’ +a-1 |3 4a’ +a—-1 | 4a+a-1]
l+—— I+ l+——
1_01{ 4a* —3a-3+i H 4a* —3a-3+i H i

i=3a

4
3 4 1 )3 447 —1 2 garsa-a | 14—
b o]

2

; —-3+1 3a—-3+i i 4a”+a—-1
I+ —
i
3a-1 2 _ a+3 2 _
H 1+ éia +a-1 . H 1+4a2+a 1
ie0 4a° -3a-3+i | 4a” -3 +i
. Jr1—0{2/4
f[” 1-a%/4 ﬁ1+ 1-a%/4 ‘“‘ﬁ“* (o ] 4)i
0 1+(a” /4)(i-3) |+ 1-Ba/d)+(a’/4)(i-3) = l+(a/4)-a’/4
(a® 1 4)i

3al l+(a/d)-a’/4 o 1+(a/4)-a’/4
1:)[{“-1—(3a/4)+(a2/4)(i—3)}[0[{1+ 1+(a2/4)(i—3)}

1

Now the third factor in the above numerator is
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l-a’/4

1+ (a1 4)i-1)
1+ (a/4)+ (> /4)i—1)

4a*-3q-4 + m ~ 4a*—3q-4
i 1+1+(a/4)—a2/4 i
(a2/4)i
_4“21—3[“4 1 al4
i 1+(a/4)+(a’ 1 4)i

and the second factor in the denominator is

i=0 i=0

_ 2
L@/ -a’/4

[ t(a/d)-a’ /4| I+(a/4)-a’/4
H{H 1+(a’ /4)(i-3) }_H{H 1+ (a® /4)(i-3) 1+(a® /4)(i-3)

i=0 i=1

P I+(a/d)—a’ /4|~ l+(a/d)-a’/4
_H{1+1+(0¢2/4)(1’—3)}H{1+ 1+(@*/4)i |

Substituting, then simplifying the leading IT, factor and shifting the index of the two I1,*" factors, the

product-ratio expression equals

1-a’/4
3 1+ 2 . 3a-1 2
H 1+(C¥ /4)(1—3) H 1+ 1-a“/4
L ara—a? 4 (L T 12 Garay+ (@2 1 4)i-3)

1+

1+(a® 1 4)(i-3)

1_1+(a/4)+(a2/4)(i—1)

a I+(a/d)—-a’ /4|3 l+(a/4)—a’ /4
H{H 1+(a’/4)i }H{H1—(3a/4)+(a2/4)(i—3)

3 ald
_g{l_2+(a/4)+(a2/4)(i—4)}

3a 2 2 44’304
H 1+ l-a /24 : H 1
W 1-Ga/4)+(a” /14)(i—-4) i

(el )+ (@ HiE-1)

a l+(a/4)—a’ /4| {
[ e 4 T

i=1 i=1

Thus, the log-product-ratio is of the form

log
8a’ +2a—1\8a*-2a-5
4’ +a—-1 )\ 4a*+a-1
where

29

l+(a/4)—a’ /4
1-Ba/4)+(a’/4)(i-4)

8a’—1)8a*-5
4a* -1 )\ 4a* -1
=L,—L +2L,-L,+2L,,

(D.1)

(D.2)



< B al4
L= ;k’g{l 2+(a/4)+(a2/4)(i—4)} ’

_N 1+(a/4) - (a*/4)
L —;log{l+ 1+(052/4)i },

_3a 1_(a%q)
fa= ;k’g{l 1= Ga/d)+ (/4 —4)} ’

R 1+(a/4)-(a’/4)
h= gl"g{l 1= Ga/4)+ (@4 —4)}’

and

4q%>3a—4
L, = Z logq1— a/42 ' .
o I+(ax/4)+(a” /4)(i-1)

With re-expression (D.2) in hand, below we’ll only need a Stirling-type approximation for L, .
Claim D.1. As a—»> o and aa —0, (0) L, =0(1);

(1) L, =og2)a+(1/16)+0(1);
(2) L,=3log2)a+(9/16)+0(1);
(3) L, =3log2)a+(15/16)+0(1);
and @) L,=(-log2)a+(7/16)+0(1).
Thus L, L, +2L,-L,+2L, =(0-1+6-3-2)(log2)a+(0-1+18-15+14)/16+0(1) =1+0(1) .

Hence the product-ratio converges to e, as stated in Lemma 4.2.

Proof of Claim D.1. Claim (0) is obvious. For (1), write

R 1+ (/- (@’ /4| & 2+ (a/4)(1-a)+(a?/4)i
L —;log{l+ 1+ (a/4)i }—;log{ 1+(a/4)i }

= za:log{2+ (a/H)(1-a)+(a’[4)i} - Zallog{l +(a? [4)i}

= (log2)a +Za:log{1+(a2/8)i+ (a/8)(1-a)} —Zu:log{1+(a2/4)i}

o | {(@?/8)i+(a/8)(1-a)}—{(a*[8)i+ (a/8)1—a)}* [ 2+~
=(log2)a+ Y
il —{(@* iy +{(a? Dy 12—+
= (log2)a —(a* [8)a(a +1)/ 2+ (ar/8)(1 - x)a +o(1)
= (log2)a—(1/16) +(1/8) + o(1) = (log2)a+(1/16)+0(1).
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For (2), write

_3a 1—(052/4) _3a 1_(a2/4)
L= ;bg{l 1 Ga4)+(a/4) —4)} - ;k’g{l - Gajd)-a’ + (& /4)1')}

& 2—(Ba/4)-(5a*/4) +(a?/4)i
_Zlog{ - Ba/4)—a’ + (a*/4)i) }

i=1

= (3log2)a + ilog{H(a2/8)i—(3a/8)—(5a2/8)} —ilog{l+(a2/4)i—(3a/4)—az}

= (310g2)a+Z_a:[{(az/8)i—(3a/8)—(5a2/8)}—+--- —{(@[4)i - Baf4) - a*} +—-]

= (3log2)a +(a*/8)Ba)3a+1)/2 - (3a/8)(3a) — (a*/4)(3a)Ba+1)/ 2+ (3a/4)(3a) + o(l)
= (3log2)a +(9/16)—(9/8)— (9/8)+ (9/4) +o(1) = (3log2)a+(9/16)+o(l).

For (3), which is similar to (2), write

R 1+(a/4)—(a*/4) | _& 1+(a/4)-(a’/4)
Ly = ;k’g{l = Ga/a)+ (@ /4) —4)} - ;bg{l = Gal4) -’ + (a4 i)}

& 2—(a/2)—(5a* | 4) + (o [4)i
_;log{ 1-Ga/4)—a’ +(@/4)i) }

=(3log2)a +ilog{lJr(aZ/S)i—(a/4)—(5a2/8)} —ilog{ht(a2/4)i—(3a/4)—a2}

= Blog2)a+ Y [i(@?/8)i~(@/4)~(5a’ /&) —+ ~{(a’/4)i~(a/H)—a’}+—-]

= (3log2)a +(a*/8)3a)Ba+1)/2—(a/4)(3a) - (a’/4)(3a)(3a+1)/ 2+ (Ba/4)(3a) +o(l)
= (3log2)a +(9/16)—(3/4)—(9/8) +(9/4) +o(1) = (3log2)a+(15/16)+o(l).

For (4), a similar approach becomes more arduous because L, has 4a’—3a—4 summands and
infinitely many terms in the logarithmic expansion contribute to the zero-order term of L,. Instead, we

use a Stirling-like integral approximation for the sum with %2 continuity correction. Write

44d>-3a-4 44> 3a-4
L= Z logd1 - 0{/42 | _ Z log]1- al4 —_—
= I+(a/4)+(a” /4)(i-1) = I+ (a/4d)(A-a)+(a”/4)i

44> -3a-4+1/2
= [ logli——T—ydx+o(),
172 I+y,+7,
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where 7, =a/4, y,=(a/4)(1-a), and y, =a’/4. Now change variables to y =1+, +7,x, so that
4a*-3a—4+1/2
the integral equals / = J- log{l——}dx =7, I log{l - Yo }dy where
172 L+y +7,x
yp=l+y+7,/2
=1+(a/d)—(a’[4)+(a’[8)

=1+(a/4)-(@’[8)
and
vy =1+ +]/2(4Cl2 —-3a—-4+%)

=1+ (a/4) - (a’[4) + (a*[/4)(4a® —3a—4+"%)
— 1+ (a)4) - (@*/4) +1-Ga/H) -’ +(@*/8)
=2—(a/2)-(9a*/8).

The indefinite integral of log{l —ﬁ} is ylog(l—y,/y)+y,{1-log(y—y,)}, so
y

7.l =y, log(l—y,/y,)+y,{1=log(y, =7} — v, log(l—=y,/y, )=y, d-log(y, —7,)}-

Now for either y=y, or y,,

2
ylog(l—y,/y)=-%, —;—;+O(7§)=

and
2
o
yolog(y—%)=7010gy+7010g(1—%/y)=7o10gy—7§/y+0(7§)=(a/4)10gy—(E)+o(a2)-
Therefore,
a a? 2 ) a o> 2 )
=|-———-——+———logy, + +o(a®)| - |-—————+———logy, + +o(a
YL { 4 32y, 4 4 gVy ) (a?) 4 32y, 4 4 gy ] (a”)
2 2
= — - —logy, +o(a
2y, 4 g Vy 12, gy, +to(a’)
But
2 2 2
3? - . PRl CRE
yU 32{ o 0(
2
~Zlogy, =-Zlo {2—2—9“2}——510 2-Zlo {1—1—9“2}——110 2+—2+0(a2)
g4 OBYu T T 0BT T 4 BT BT TG 4 08 ’

32—



2 2 2

_33 o - 2 =—Z +o(a?),
Yoo 3+ $-%
4 8
and
a a a a’ a.a o a’
—lo =—log{l+———}=—{——"—+o0(a’)} =—+o(a?).
4g)’L4g{48}4{48()}16()
Thus,
a’l « a’ o o a 1 1 1 1
[=="—Zlog2+————+"to(a’)=—=log2 +(—+———+—)a’ + o(a*
V2 64 4 g 16 32 16 @) 4 g (64 16 32 16) @)
o Ta?
=——log2+ +o(a’).
4082t mrola)
Therefore,

T
L =I+o(1)=4a*1-Z%log2+
4 @ { 4 g 4

+0(0¢2)}+ o(1)=(=log2)a+(7/16)+o(1).

This concludes the proof of Claim D.1 and Lemma 4.2.  []

Remark D.1. The convergence of the product-ratio of binomial coefficients to e as o — 0 is
remarkably slow. For example, for (shifted) a=10, 100, 1000, and 5000, the values of

(8az —1)(&122 = 5)

4a’ —1)\ 4a’ —1

0 at equal 3.2737, 2.7665, 2.7230, and 2.7189, respectively.
8a“+2a-1)\8a" —2a-5

4a’* +a-1 )\ 4a*+a-1
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Figure 4.1
[lustrating the pairwise inequalities for d(j)Q(j) in the case n=1024, [=256, u=0, a=8.

Red boxes are d(j+a+1)Q(j+a+1). Blue diamonds are d(;)Q0(j).
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Figure 4.2

The differences between the left-hand and right-hand sides of (4.1) are monotonic increasing in j.
n=1024, =256, u=0, a=8.
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Figure 4.3

The differences between the left-hand and right-hand sides of (4.1) are monotonic decreasing in /
a=3,j=1,1=36,...,63.
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Figure 4.4

The differences between the left-hand and right-hand sides of (4.1) are monotonic decreasing in /
a=3,j=2,1=36,...,63.
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Figure 4.5

The differences between the left-hand and right-hand sides of (4.1) are monotonic decreasing in /
a=3,j=3,1=36,...,63.
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Figure 4.6

Differences A(a, j,!) between the left-hand and right-hand sides of (4.1) for (original) a=1,...,10
in the most stringent case, j=1, [=4(a+1)*-1).
Red boxes are A(a,1,4(a+1)>-1).
Blue diamonds are {1/(a+1)*} +(%—§) Na+1).
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