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Abstract

We prove an inequality featuring three well-known functions from
analysis, namely the cotangent, the Euler-Riemann zeta function, and
the digamma function. Aside from a simple proof of our result, we
give a conjectured strengthening. We offer various remarks about the
origins of this problem.

1 Introduction

The Riemann (-function is the special function

o0

1
¢(s) == 2
where R(s) > 1 € C. Naturally, the most famous problem concerning ¢
is the Riemann hypothesis; however, recently authors have been studying
various problems involving the ((s) when s is restricted so some subset of R.
As a sample of such articles, see e.g. [1], [2], [3], [4], [7], [8], [9], [12]. We
produce our own variety of such a result by giving a new inequality involving
(-function restricted to the unit interval.
Throughout this note, the digamma function is 1(z) = I''(2) /T'(z), where
I'(z) is Euler’s generalization of the factorial function. What we prove is the
following


https://arxiv.org/abs/2601.00631v1

Theorem 1. For x satisfying 0 < xz < 1, the relation
meotmx < () — Y(z)

holds.

2 Remarks

Briefly, we give some remarks about the problem and method of solution.
The appearance in Theorem 1 of the trigonometric function cot is not entirely
surprising since, e.g., using Riemann’s functional equation of {(s), namely

_ 2T(s) cos(ms/2)

C(l - S) (2,/T)3

¢(s), (1)

or equivalently

2T(1 — s)sin(ms/2)
(27-[-)1—5

C(s) = ¢(1 =),

(as found in [5], p. 259), we can write, formally,

(2m)% ¢(1 —2s)\ > T(1 — 25)
C(29) ) 2T (2s) | @)

What is more interesting is Theorem 1 relates a simple additive function
of {(x) and v¥(z) with a ratio of {(z) and I'(z) as in (2) (with the domain
restricted appropriately).

We have written Theorem 1 in terms of cot because this function satisfies
the — rather strong — replicative property (probably first defined as this in
[17], see also [18]). Sometimes a function having this so-called replicative
property is called a Kubert function (due to [19]). We alter the naming
slightly in a definition.

mecotms = <

Definition 1. We call a function f(x) a Kubert-Knuth function of weight
w over (0,1) if it satisfies the infinite functional equation

p%gf(“k)zﬂx) 3)

p

for all p € N and some fixred w € C dependent on f.
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Kubert-Knuth functions have the following series interpretation that helps
clarify the significance of the functional equation. Suppose that f(z) =
> heo ng™ is the Fourier expansion of f (i.e. ¢ := €*™*) on the interval
(0,1). Then, if f is a Kubert-Knuth function, it follows that, for arbitrary
p € N, relation

Z anqn = Z apnqn (4>
n=1 n=0

holds. We can illustrate this with an example. The function cot 7z up
to complex multiples and an additive constant is perhaps the archetypal
Kubert-Knuth function, and also its Fourier expansion is well-known. Using
the geometric series

1 =
1_x::;x (5)

valid for |z| < 1, then, clearly, if a, = 1, identity

o o
1 _E am”—E Apr "
- n - mn
1l—2z P
n=0 n=0

2mix

holds for an arbitrary p € N. Substitution x — ¢ =e renders

Ll icotna)
1_q—2 1COl T

true. After a normalization, we get the known Fourier expansion

1ta

=ijcotmr =1+2 ",
¢ 1 T + Zq

n=1

This also suggests the close relationship between Kubert-Knuth functions
and polylogarithms of order s or those functions defined (for our purposes)

o)

Lis(z) == —,
nS

n=1

Z’I’L

where 1 > z € C and s € C is arbitrary. Observe that 1/(1 — x) = Lip(z)/x
holds, etc. See also the related studies [21] and [22].
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Remark 1. The functions we have defined as Kubert-Knuth functions are
typically called replicative as in [14], [15], [17], and [18], or Kubert functions
as in [16] and [23]; however, sometimes the expression of the Kubert-Knuth
property at (3) is solely called a multiplication formula e.g. see [24], p.
60. Differently still, discussion of this mutliplication formula as a functional
equation is found in [20] (also see [11]). Thus, papers about Kubert-Knuth
functions are scattered under various terminologies, and articles often over-
lap or give incomplete bibliographies. These functions are very interesting,
appear in many quises, and deserve an encyclopedic analysis yet to be written.

Above, we claimed the Kubert-Knuth property is strong. This is due to
the fact that it characterizes cot 7z on the interval (0,1) when w = 1 in
Definition 1 (see e.g. [13] and [23]). This is true also of other Kubert-Knuth
functions such as the restricted Bernoulli polynomials (see [6]), etc. This
completes our discussion of Kubert-Knuth functions.

3 Proof

We next give some remarks to reduce what must be shown. Then well-known
identity
(1l —x) —Y(zr) = weot mx

is classical (or can be found in [24], p. 14), and so the inequality of Theorem
1 is equivalent to showing, for 0 < x < 1, relation

(1 —1z) < (() (6)
holds. Our method of proving (6), then, is to find some f, where a “squeez-

ing” argument amounts to showing

1
1—=x

Y1 =)+ < f(2) <)+ (7

holds. This path was suggested by the following beautiful

Theorem 2 (Elezovi¢, Giordano, and Pecari¢). Let v = —1)(1). Whenever
0 < x < 00, the inequality

1 1 1 1
— ] — =< < — ] — —.
log (m—l—Q) . < ¢(x) <log <x—|—€7) .
holds.



Proof. See [10].

From Theorem 2, the following comes out effortlessly as a special case
Corollary 1. If0 < x < 1 holds, then

1 1

1— — <1 1-— —
P( x)+1_x_og( x—|—€7>
holds.

What we take from the Corollary is the following

Lemma 1. On the interval 0 < x < 1, the function
1 1 L 8
og(l—z+ e (8)

Proof. We do this by showing the derivative is negative over the unit interval.
We find

1s monotone decreasing.

d 1
— log(1 — N
o og(l—xz+e7) T———
holds and the conclusion is immediate by observation. O]

Having established Lemma 1, then the function f(z) from (7) we take as

f(z) = b:c—l—%

where b = By(y) = v — %, Bi(x) the first Bernoulli polynomial. This choice
of f(z) is evidently monotone increasing on the unit interval, contrary to
log(1 — 2 + e~ 7) by Lemma 1. Thus, considering that

1
lim log (1 —z+ —) =log(l+e ) =0.44...
z—0 e

holds and

limf(x):{2 ' O‘_O (9)
T v ifa=1



holds, the relation log(1 — x 4+ e~7) < f(x) holds, as needed.
By the discussion above, we have made an easy reduction of the proof of
Theorem 1 to showing, if 0 < 2 < 1, then the relation

1
1—=x

flz) < Cx) +
is satisfied. So, this is the contents of the next

Proof. Firstly, we show that on interval (0,1) the function {(z) + 1/(1 — x)
is strictly increasing. For this, recall the following classical formula: when
R(s) > —1 holds, the relation

L1 {3

C(3)+1_S:§—8 1 t5+1 dt

is true (see [24], p. 144). For x satisfying 0 < z < 1, we define

Alternatively, if

then

From the mere definition of I(z), it follows by observation that if 0 < zg <
x1 < 1, then —oo < I(z1) < I(z9) < 0 <= o0 > —I(x1) > —I(z9) > 0
holds. Therefore, we find
1 1
= — I Z
(o) + 1= = all(@) + 5
is as we wish i.e. strictly increasing. At the endpoints, consider the classical
(and easily established) fact that

1 1 ifa=0
li + =47
zva (C(x) 1—3:) {7 ifa=1




holds (see e.g. [24], pp. 91-92). Thus, we can conclude from (9) that

1

fle) =br+ 5 <o)+

2

is true. This completes the proof. O

Remark 2. The fact that forx € {0 <z <1:z € R},

1
1—=x

Clx) +

is strictly increasing was proven in [12] using a series truncation.

4 Conclusion

In the course of studying the above relation, we found numerous additional
problems. The one that is most closely related to our Theorem 1 we give to
the reader as

Conjecture 1. In this conjecture we define b := Bi(y) = v+ % and b =
Bi(7) :==v—3 (again, By(z) is the first Bernoulli polynomial and v = —i(1)
is the Euler-Mascheroni constant). Then if 0 < x < 1, we conjecture that
the relation

meotmr +x < ((z) —Y(z) < Tcot mw +bx + b
holds.

Using the series interpretation of a Kubert-Knuth function, if the conjec-
ture is true, it suggests bounds on the coefficients of the Fourier expansion

of

() — (),

periodicity being achieved by the simple trick of considering only the frac-
tional part of a real number. This conjecture can be related to an elementary
criterion of the Riemann hypothesis. The novelty would be that, assuming
the conjecture is true, the Riemann hypothesis could be “reduced” to a ques-
tion about the behavior of ((z) over 0 < x < 1. Because this is quite technical
to state and we do not expect this to be any easier, we leave the details to
the reader (related analyses in full detail are given in [16], [25]).
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