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0 UNIFORM CONVERGENCE CRITERION FOR

NON-HARMONIC SINE SERIES

Kristina Oganesyan

Abstract. We show that for a nonnegative monotone sequence {ck} the condition
ckk → 0 is sufficient for uniform convergence of the series

∑

∞

k=1
ck sin k

αx on any
bounded set for α ∈ (0, 2), and for an odd natural α it is sufficient for uniform
convergence on the whole R. Moreover, the latter assertion still holds if we replace
kα by any polynomial in odd powers with rational coefficients. On the other hand,
in the case of an even α it is necessary that

∑

∞

k=1
ck < ∞ for convergence of the

mentioned series at the point π/2 or at the point 2π/3. Consequently, we obtain
uniform convergence criteria. Besides, the results for a natural α remain true for
sequences from more general RBVS class.

Key words. Uniform convergence, sine series, monotone coefficients, fractional
parts of the values of a polynomial, Weyl sums.

1. Introduction

We consider the series

∞
∑

k=1

ck sin k
αx, ck ց 0, (1.1)

for α > 0, and, for odd natural α, the more general ones

∞
∑

k=1

ck sin f(k)x, ck ց 0, (1.2)

where f(k) stands for a polynomial of degree α with rational coefficients in odd
powers of k. In the case of a natural α we also consider sequences {ck} from a more
general class. We are interested in conditions which would be necessary and sufficient
for uniform convergence of series (1.1) and (1.2).

For the case α = 1 such conditions are well-known (see [1]).

Theorem A. (Chaundy, Jolliffe, 1916) If a nonnegative sequence {ck}∞k=1 is non-
increasing, then the series

∑∞
k=1 ck sin kx converges uniformly on R if and only if

ckk → 0 as k → ∞.
1
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In [2], the requirement of monotonicity is released to the requirement of quasi-
monotonicity, that is, of existence of a nonnegative number γ such that ckk

−γ de-
crease, and the same criterion was extended to some more general sequences in [3].
One more generalization of Theorem A we can find in [4], where the corresponding
criterion was proved for the sequences from RBVS class, i.e., satisfying the following
conditions

∞
∑

k=l

|ck − ck+1| ≤ V cl, ckk → 0 as k → ∞, (1.3)

for any l, where V depends only on {ck}.
For a more general class of sequences, containing all the classes mentioned above,

the result was obtained in [5].

Theorem B. (Tikhonov, 2007) If a nonnegative sequence {ck}∞k=1 belongs to GM
class, i.e., if there exists a constant A depending only on {ck} such that

2l−1
∑

k=l

|ck − ck+1| ≤ Acl

for all l, then the series
∑∞

k=1 ck sin kx converges uniformly on R if and only if ckk →
0 as k → ∞.

Moreover, there are uniform convergence criteria for the series
∑∞

k=1 ck sin kx with
coefficients satisfying various conditions of general monotonicity (see [6] and [7]).

The cases α = 1
2
and α = 2 for series (1.1) were considered in [8], where it was

shown that the condition ckk → 0 is necessary and sufficient for uniform convergence
of series (1.1) on the interval [0, π] for α = 1

2
, and for α = 2 a necessary and sufficient

condition is
∑∞

k=1 ck <∞.
We obtain the following

Theorem 1. Let a nonnegative sequence {ck}∞k=1 be nonincreasing. Then
(a) if α is an even natural number, then series (1.1) converges at the point π

2
or

at the point 2π
3

only if
∑∞

k=1 ck <∞;
(b) if α is an odd natural number, then for uniform convergence of series (1.2)

on R it is sufficient that ckk → 0 as k → ∞;
(c) if α ∈ (0, 2), then for uniform convergence of series (1.1) on any bounded

subset of R it is sufficient that ckk → 0 as k → ∞.

Remark 1. In particular, it follows from Theorem 1 that for an odd α the sum
of the series

∞
∑

k=1

ak sin k
αx

k
,

ak
k

ց 0, ak → 0,

represents a continuous function, as long as the function
∑∞

k=1
sinkαx

k
, despite being

bounded, is discontinuous on a set which is dense in R. More precisely, it has dis-

continuities at all points of the form 2πa/b, a, b ∈ Z, such that
∑b

k=1 e
2πkαa

b 6= 0 (see
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[9, Sec. 3]). Meanwhile, it is known that for any natural a, n > 2 and any prime
p > n such that (a, p) = 1 there holds

pn
∑

k=1

e
2πakn

pn = pn−1

(see [10, (72)]), and the set of π-rational points of the form 2πa/pn, (a, p) = 1, for a
fixed n, is dense in R.

Theorem 1 represents the essential part of the uniform convergence criterion of
series (1.1), which is to be formulated later (in Theorem 2).

Remark 2. For the part (a), one can find some other points with the same prop-
erty, but it does not seem essential.

Remark 3. If instead of sine series (1.1) we consider the corresponding cosine
series, we can easily notice that the condition

∑∞
k=1 ck < ∞ is necessary for its

convergence at the point 0, and for a natural α — for convergence at the points of
the form 2πm, m ∈ Z.

In the proof of Theorem 1 for the case (1.2) we deal with distributions of the
fractional parts of the values of a polynomial (see, for example, [11],[12]) and with
estimates of Weyl sums (see also [13],[14] and [15]), which play an important role
in number theory, in particular, in solving Waring’s problem of representation of a
natural number as a sum of equal powers of natural numbers and in estimating sums
appearing in the Riemann zeta-function theory. The following well-known theorems
provide bounds of Weyl sums at points of a special kind.

Theorem C. (Weyl, 1916, [10, Th. 14]) Let n ≥ 2, h(x) = α1x+ ...+αnx
n and

αn =
a

q
+

θ

q2
, (a, q) = 1, |θ| ≤ 1.

If 0 < ε1 < 1 and P ε1 ≤ q ≤ P n−ε1, then for any 0 < ε < 1 there holds
∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e2πih(k)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C(n, ε, ε1)P
1−

ε1−ε

2n−1 .

Theorem D. (Vinogradov, 1952, [10, Th. 17]) Let n > 2, h(x) = α1x+...+αnx
n

and

αn =
a

q
+

θ

q2
, (a, q) = 1, |θ| ≤ 1.

If P ≤ q ≤ P n−1, then there holds
∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e2πih(k)
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ e3nP 1− 1
9n2 lnn .

However, in these theorems the length of the sum P is tied to the denominators
of rational appoximations of the leading coefficient of the polynomial h.

We obtain Weyl sums estimates depending on how well the leading coefficient of
the polynomial is approximated by rationals with denominators less than some small
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power of P . The best estimates are obtained at the points which are approximated in
this way rather badly. Such estimates are of interest because if the leading coefficient
is “close” to a rational, then the Weyl sums behave in some sense similar to rational
sums which are well studied and easier to deal with.

From the proof of Theorem 1 (b) it follows that when ckk → 0, the series

∞
∑

m=1

(cm − cm+1)
∣

∣

∣
Im

m
∑

k=0

eif(k)x
∣

∣

∣

converges uniformly. This means, in particular, that if we consider the coefficients
cm := m−1 ln−1(m + 1), the series

∑∞
m=1

1
m2 ln(m+1)

∣

∣Im
∑m

k=0 e
if(k)x

∣

∣ converges uni-

formly, hence, for any a > 0, the number of m such that | Im
∑m

k=0 e
if(k)x| ≥ am is

uniformly small.
It is worth mentioning that in [16] an estimate of symmetric partial sums of the

series
∑

k∈Z\{0}
e2πih(k)

k
is given for a polynomial h with real coefficients. This result

is used to establish lower estimates for Lebesgue constants and prove the following
theorem which is strongly related to the present work.

Theorem E. (Oskolkov, 1986) Let r ≥ 2, Pr(y) = α0 + α1y + ... + αry
r be a

polynomial with integer coefficients assuming different integer values for y ∈ N∪{0}.
Then {Pr(n)} is not a spectrum of uniform convergence.

Here by a spectrum of uniform convergence we mean a sequence K = {kn} of
pairwise different integers such that for any continuous function, having its coefficients
equal zero for k /∈ K, partial sums of its Fourier series converge uniformly.

In [17], uniform boundness of the symmetric partial sums
∑

1≤|k|≤m
e2πih(k)

k
in

m ∈ N and deg h ≤ r, for a fixed r, was proved. In particular, this result leads to

Theorem F. (Arkhipov, Oskolkov, 1987) Let P+(x), P−(x) be polynomials with
real coefficients and P+(−x) ≡ P+(x), P−(−x) ≡ −P−(x). Then the series

∞
∑

n=1

e2πiP
+(n) sin 2πP−(n)

n

converges and the absolute values of its partial sums are bounded by a constant de-
pending only on the powers of P+ and P− but not on their coefficients.

Using the Abel transformation from Theorem F one can derive Theorem 1 (b) in
the case ckk ց 0 .

In order to formulate the uniform convergence criterion for series (1.1) we need
to introduce the following definition.

For α > 0 and γ > 0 we call by a discrete (α, γ)-neighbourhood of zero such a
sequence {xj}∞j=0 that |xj | = π

γα+1(N+j)α
for all j ∈ Z+ and some N ∈ N.

Now we are ready to formulate the criterion.

Theorem 2. Let a nonnegative sequence {ck}∞k=1 be nonincreasing. Then
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(a) if α is an even natural number, then series (1.1) converges uniformly on a
set containing a point of the form π

2
+ 2πm or 2π

3
+ 2πm, m ∈ Z, if and only if

∑∞
k=1 ck <∞;
(b) if α is an odd natural number, then series (1.1) converges uniformly on a

set containing for some γ ≥ 2 a discrete (α, γ)-neighbourhood of zero if and only if
ckk → 0 as k → ∞;

(c) if α ∈ (0, 2), then series (1.1) converges uniformly on a bounded set contain-
ing for some γ ≥ 2 a discrete (α, γ)-neighbourhood of zero if and only if ckk → 0 as
k → ∞.

Remark 4. The parts (a) and (b) of Theorems 1 and 2 remain true if we replace
the condition of monotonicity of the coefficients {ck} by belonging to RBVS class (see
(1.3)).

Remark 5. In particular, in the part (b) (in the part (c)) the condition ckk → 0
is necessary and sufficient for uniform convergence of series (1.1) on any (bounded)
set containing a punctured neighbourhood of zero.

It will be easy to see that the criterion could be slightly generalized by means of
adding some extra parameters in the definition of a discrete (α, γ)-neighbourhood of
zero. We will not do that to avoid the formulation of Theorem 2 being excessively
tedious.

2. Weyl sums estimates depending on rational approximations of the
leading coefficient of the polynomial

Lemma 1. Let P ∈ N, 1 ≤ A ∈ R. Then for any natural k ≥ 1 there holds

#

{

(y1, y2, ..., yk) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}k : y1y2...yk ≤
P k

A

}

≤ kP k

A1/k
.

Proof. The assertion follows from the successive inequalities

#

{

(y1, y2, ..., yk) ∈{1, 2, ..., P}k : y1y2...yk ≤ P k

A

}

≤ k · #

{

(y1,y2, ..., yk) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}k : y1 ≤ y2, ..., yk, y1y2...yk ≤
P k

A

}

≤ k · #

{

(y1, y2, ..., yk) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}k : 1 ≤ y1 ≤
P

A1/k

}

=
kP k

A1/k
.

�

We now formulate a statement [10, L. 13] which will be used on several occasions.

Lemma A. Let λ and x1, ..., xk be natural numbers. Denote by τk(λ) the number
of the solutions of the equation x1...xk = λ. Then for any ε ∈ (0, 1) the following
estimate is fulfilled

τk(λ) ≤ Ck(ε)λ
ε, (2.1)

where Ck(ε) is a constant depending only on k and ε.
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For any number y, we denote

‖y‖ := min
(

{y}, 1− {y}
)

,

where {y} stands for the fractional part of y.
Further, for any function ψ(y) and number y1, we denote by

∆
y1
ψ(y) = ψ(y + y1)− ψ(y)

the first order difference of the function ψ(y), and for k ≥ 2 we define the k-th order
difference inductively

∆
y1,...,yk

ψ(y) = ∆
yk

(

∆
y1,...,yk−1

ψ(y)
)

.

According to [10, (144)], if ψ(y) is a polynomial of degree k ≥ 2, then

∆
y1,...,yk−1

ψ(y) = k!αky1...yk−1y + η, (2.2)

where αk is the leading coefficient of ψ(y), and η depends only on the coefficients of
ψ(y) and on the numbers y1, ..., yk−1. Also, due to [10, L. 12], for any K, k ≥ 1 there
holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

K
∑

y=1

e2πih(y)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2k

≤ 22
k

K2k−(k+1)

K1−1
∑

y1=0

...

Kk−1
∑

yk=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

Kk+1
∑

y=1

e
2πi ∆

y1...yk
h(y)
∣

∣

∣

∣

, (2.3)

where K1 := K, Kν+1 := Kν − yν , ν = 1, 2, ..., k. Now, taking into account (2.2) and
(2.3), for any polynomial f of degree n with the leading coefficient αn we obtain

∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

k=1

eif(k)x
∣

∣

∣

∣

2n−1

≤ (2.4)

≤ 22
n−1

m2n−1−n

m−1
∑

y1=0

m−y1−1
∑

y2=0

...

m−y1−y2−...−yn−2−1
∑

yn−1=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

m−y1−...−yn−1
∑

y=1

e
i ∆
y1...yn−1

f(y)x
∣

∣

∣

∣

= 22
n−1

m2n−1−n
m−1
∑

y1=0

m−y1−1
∑

y2=0

...

m−y1−y2−...−yn−2−1
∑

yn−1=0

∣

∣

∣

∣

m−y1−...−yn−1
∑

y=1

ein!yy1...yn−1αnx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 22
n−1

m2n−1−n

(

(n− 1)mn−1 +
m
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

m−y1−...−yn−1
∑

y=1

ein!yy1...yn−1αnx

∣

∣

∣

∣

)

.

Note that for any t and any natural l there holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

l
∑

y=1

eiyt
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

l
∑

y=1

sin yt

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

l
∑

y=1

cos yt

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

cos t
2
− cos (2l+1)t

2

2 sin t
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

sin t
2
− sin (2l+1)t

2

2 sin t
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

sin lt
2
sin (l+1)t

2

sin t
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

sin lt
2
cos (l+1)t

2

sin t
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2

∣

∣

∣

∣

sin lt
2

sin t
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

. (2.5)
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Combining (2.4) and (2.5), we derive

∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

k=1

eif(k)x
∣

∣

∣

∣

2n−1

≤ 22
n−1

m2n−1−1(n− 1) (2.6)

+22
n−1+1m2n−1−n

m
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

sin (m−y1−...−yn−1)n!y1...yn−1αnx
2

sin n!y1...yn−1αnx
2

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 22
n−1

m2n−1−1(n− 1)

+22
n−1+1m2n−1−n

m
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

∣

∣

∣

∣

min

{

m,
1

2‖n!y1...yn−1αnx
2π

‖

}
∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Lemma 2. Let 0 < y ∈ R \ Q, ε ∈ (0, 1), 4 ≤ P ∈ N, 3 ≤ n ∈ N. If there does
not exist such a pair of coprime natural numbers C and M ≤ P ε that

∣

∣

∣
y − C

M

∣

∣

∣
≤ P ε−1,

then there holds

#
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2,..., P}n−1 : ‖yy1...yn−1‖ ≤ P ε−1
}

≤ 4Cn−1

( ε

2(n− 1)

)

P n−1− ε
2 ,

where Cm(γ) is from (2.1). We also have

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ GP n− ε
2 ,

where G depends only on n and ε.

Remark 6. From now on we provide our arguments for irrational (π-irrational)
numbers not because there is something realy different at rational (π-rational) ones
but for the sake of simplicity.

Proof. Let T be the minimal number from {1, 2, ..., P n−1} such that ‖yT‖ ≤
P ε−1 (if there is no such T , then the assertion becomes trivial). Then we have
T ≥ P ε. In this case for any 0 ≤ k ≤ P n−1 − T there is not more than one
value among {y(k+1)}, {y(k+2)}, ..., {y(k+ T )} which belongs to the half-interval
(0, P ε−1] (otherwise for some 1 ≤ i < j ≤ T there would hold ‖y(j − i)‖ ≤ P ε−1,
which is imposible due to minimality of T ) and not more than one value in the half-
interval [1 − P ε−1, 1). So, among the values {1, 2, ..., P n−1} there are not more than

2⌈Pn−1

T
⌉ ≤ 4Pn−1

T
≤ 4P n−1−ε values k satisfying the condition ‖yk‖ ≤ P ε−1, and since

for any k, according to (2.1),

#
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 = k
}

≤ Cn−1

( ε

2(n− 1)

)

k
ε

2(n−1) ,
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we have

#
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : ‖yy1...yn−1‖ ≤ P ε−1
}

≤ 4P n−1−εCn−1

( ε

2(n− 1)

)

(P n−1)
ε

2(n−1) = 4Cn−1

( ε

2(n− 1)

)

P n−1− ε
2 .

Thus,

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ P · 4Cn−1

( ε

2(n− 1)

)

P n−1− ε
2

+P n−1 1

2P ε−1
≤ GP n− ε

2 ,

where G depends only on n and ε. �

Corollary 1. Under the conditions of Lemma 2, for any real monic polynomial
f of degree n, there holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ DP 1− ε
2n ,

where D depends only on n and ε.

Proof. From (2.6) and Lemma 2 it follows that

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

2n−1

≤ 22
n−1

P 2n−1−n
(

(n− 1)P n−1 + 2GP n− ε
2

)

≤ D′P 2n−1− ε
2 , (2.7)

where D′ > 0 depends only on ε and n. This leads to the needed result with D =

(D′)
1

2n−1 . �

Lemma 3. Let 0 < y ∈ R \Q, ε ∈ (0, 1
6
), 9 ≤ P ∈ N, 3 ≤ n ∈ N. If there exists

such a pair of coprime natural numbers C and M ≤ P ε that

P ε−n <
∣

∣

∣
y − C

M

∣

∣

∣
=: |β| ≤ P ε−1,

then

#
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : ‖yy1...yn−1‖ ≤ P ε−1
}

≤ 6P n− 3
2Cn−1

( 2ε

n− 1

)

+ (n− 1)Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

P n−1−n−ε
n−1 |β|− 1

n−1M− 1
2(n−1)

and also

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ U
(

P n−ε + P n−n−ε
n−1 |β|− 1

n−1M
− 1

2(n−1)
)

,

where U depends only on n and ε.
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Proof. Without loss of generality assume that P ε−n < y − C
M

= β ≤ P ε−1.
Suppose that there are coprime C ′ and M ′ which are distinct from C and M and
satisfy the inequality

∣

∣

∣
y − C ′

M ′

∣

∣

∣
= |β ′| ≤ 2

M ′P 1−ε
.

Firstly, we have
1

MM ′
≤
∣

∣

∣
y − C

M

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
y − C ′

M ′

∣

∣

∣
≤ 3

P 1−ε
,

and hence,

M ′ ≥ P 1−ε

3M
≥ P 1−2ε

3
≥ P ε ≥M. (2.8)

Secondly,
yMM ′ = C ′M + β ′M ′M = CM ′ + βM ′M,

so, {β ′M ′M} = {βM ′M}. Thus, if β ′ > 0, then since β ′M ′ ≤ 2P ε−1, we have
β ′M ′M ≤ 2P 2ε−1 < 1 and {β ′M ′M} = β ′M ′M , hence, either M ′ ≥ β−1M−1 or
{β ′M ′M} = β ′M ′M = βM ′M , from which β ′M ′ ≥ β ′M = βM .

If β ′ < 0, then (−β ′ + β)M ′M ≥ 1, which implies

M ′ ≥ 1 + β ′M ′M

βM
≥ (1− 2P 2ε−1)β−1M−1 ≥ 1

2
β−1M−1. (2.9)

So we obtained that independently of the sign of β ′ there holds either β ′M ′ ≥ βM
or M ′ ≥ 1

2
β−1M−1.

Now, let T1 < T2 < ... < TK be all the numbers k from {1, 2, ..., P n−1} such
that ‖yk‖ ≤ P ε−1. Then, since {y(Ti+1 − Ti)} ∈ (0, 2P ε−1] ∪ [1 − 2P ε−1, 1), by the
argument above it follows that either Ti+1 − Ti ≥ 1

2
β−1M−1 or

{y(Ti+1 − Ti)− (1− P ε−1)} ≥ βM. (2.10)

But since
(

⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋+ 1
)

βM > P ε−1,

there exists among the numbers i = 1, 2, ..., ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋ + 1 such a number i
that there holds Ti+1 − Ti ≥ 1

2
β−1M−1. Note also that (2.10) implies the fact that

among any ⌈2P ε−1β−1M−1⌉ + 1 consequitive values i we can find such one that
Ti+1 − Ti ≥ 1

2
β−1M−1.

Note that ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋M ≤ P ε−1P n−ε = P n−1, hence,

T :=
{

M, 2M, ..., ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋M
}

⊂ {Tk}.

Thus,

P n−1 ≥ TK ≥ ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋M

+
K − ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋
⌈2P ε−1β−1M−1⌉+ 1

(

⌈2P ε−1β−1M−1⌉M +
β−1M−1

2

)

≥ K − ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋
3P ε−1β−1M−1

β−1M−1

2
,
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which yields

K − ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋ ≤ 6P n−2+ε.

Then, taking into account (2.1) and Lemma 1, we establish

#
{

(y1, y2, ...,yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : ‖yy1...yn−1‖ ≤ P ε−1
}

= #
{

(y1, y2,..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 ∈ {Tk}
}

= #
{

(y1,y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 ∈ {Tk} \ T
}

+ #
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 ∈ T

}

≤ 6P n−2+εCn−1

( 2ε

n− 1

)

(P n−1)
2ε

n−1

+ #
{

(y1, y2,..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 :

y1...yn−1 ∈
{

M, 2M, ..., ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋M
}

}

≤ 6P n− 3
2Cn−1

( 2ε

n− 1

)

+ #
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 =M
}

· #
{

(y1,y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 ≤ P ε−1β−1M−1
}

≤6P n− 3
2Cn−1

( 2ε

n− 1

)

+ Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

M
1

2(n−1)
(n− 1)P n−1

(βMP n−ε)
1

n−1

.

So,

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ P

·
(

6P n− 3
2Cn−1

( 2ε

n− 1

)

+ (n− 1)Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

P n−1−n−ε
n−1β− 1

n−1M
− 1

2(n−1)

)

+ P n−1 1

2P ε−1
≤ U

(

P n−ε + P n−n−ε
n−1β− 1

n−1M− 1
2(n−1)

)

,

where U depends only on n and ε. �

Corollary 2. Under the conditions of Lemma 3, for any real monic polynomial
f of degree n, there holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ D1

(

P 1− ε
2n−1 + P

1− n−ε
2n−1(n−1)β

− 1
2n−1(n−1)M− 1

2n(n−1)
)

, (2.11)

where D1 depends only on n and ε.
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Proof. From Lemma 3 and (2.6) it follows in the same way as (2.7) that
∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

∣

2n−1

≤ 22
n−1

P 2n−1−1(n− 1)+

+ 22
n−1+1P 2n−1−n

(

UP n−ε + UP n−n−ε
n−1β− 1

n−1M− 1
2(n−1)

)

≤ D′
1P

2n−1−ε +D′
1P

2n−1−n−ε
n−1β− 1

n−1M− 1
2(n−1) ,

therefore, in view of the inequality (a + b)
1

n−1 ≤ a
1

n−1 + b
1

n−1 , which is valid for any

positive a and b, we get the needed assertion with D1 = (D′
1)

1
2n−1 .

�

Lemma 4. Let 0 < y ∈ R \Q, ε ∈ (0, 1
6
), 8 ≤ P ∈ N, 3 ≤ n ∈ N. If there exists

such a pair of coprime natural numbers C and M ≤ P ε that
∣

∣

∣
y − C

M

∣

∣

∣
=: |β| ≤ P ε−n,

then there holds
P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ BP n

M
1

2(n−1)

,

where B depends only on n. Besides, in the case P n|β| ≥ 2, for any δ > 0 there holds

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ P n−ε

2
+

Aδ

M
1

2(n−1) |β| 1
n−1

−δ
P n− n

n−1
+δn,

where Aδ depends only on δ and n.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that β > 0. Let us show that the
minimal T ∈ N such that ‖yT‖ ≤ P ε−1 is M . Indeed, otherwise there exists T < M
such that yT = Z + γ, where Z ∈ N ∪ {0}, γ ∈ (0, P ε−1] ∪ [1 − P ε−1, 1), and in this
case

Z

T
+
γ

T
= y =

C

M
+ β.

On the other hand,

1

P 2ε
≤ 1

M2
≤ 1

TM
≤
∣

∣

∣

C

M
− Z

T

∣

∣

∣
=
∣

∣

∣
β − γ

T

∣

∣

∣
<

2

P 1−ε
, (2.12)

so P 1−3ε < 2 which is false, since P 1−3ε ≥
√
P > 2. Let T1 =M < T2 < T3 < ... < TK

be all the natural numbers less than P n−1 such that ‖yTk‖ ≤ P ε−1. Let us show that
K = ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋ and that Tk = kM for each k ≤ K. We will prove the second
part of the assertion by induction. The basis is the case k = 1. Suppose that the
assertion is proved for k = l < K and let us prove it for k = l+1. Assume the contrary,
lM < Tl+1 < (l + 1)M . Due to irrationality of y we have {yTl+1} 6= {ylM} = lβ.
The only two remaining cases are the following ones:

1) lβ < {yTl+1} ≤ P ε−1. But then 0 < Tl+1 − lM < M and {y(Tl+1 − lM)} ∈
(0, P ε−1], which is not possible, since T1 =M .
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2) {yTl+1} ∈ [1 − P ε−1, 1) or {yTl+1} < lβ ≤ P n−1P ε−n = P ε−1. Then {y(Tl+1 −
lM)} ∈ (1− 2P ε−1, 1), hence,

{y(Tl+1 − lM)M} > 1− 2MP ε−1 ≥ 1− 2P 2ε−1 ≥ 1− 2P−2/3 >
1

2
. (2.13)

On the other hand

{yM(Tl+1 − lM)} ≤ (Tl+1 − lM)Mβ ≤M2β ≤ P 3ε−n < P−2 ≤ 1

64
. (2.14)

We have a contradiction. It is only left to show that K = ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋. Note that
for l satisfying ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋+ 1 ≤ l ≤ P n−1 there holds

{ylM} ≤ {yM}l ≤ P n−1βM ≤ P n−1−n+ε+ε = P 2ε−1

and

{ylM} > P ε−1β−1M−1βM = P ε−1,

i.e., lM 6= Tk for any k. Suppose there exists such a natural number T that lM <
T < (l + 1)M for some ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋ ≤ l ≤ P n−1 and ‖yT‖ ≤ P ε−1. But then
{y(T − lM)} ≥ 1− 2P 2ε−1, therefore, once more

{y(T − lM)M} > 1− 2MP 2ε−1 ≥ 1− 2P 3ε−1 ≥ 1− 2P−1/2 ≥ 1− 1√
2
≥ 1

5
. (2.15)

In contrast,

{yM(T − lM)} ≤ (T − lM)Mβ ≤M2β ≤ P 3ε−3 < P−2 ≤ 1

64
,

which leads to a contradiction. Thus,

K = ⌊P ε−1β−1M−1⌋ and Tk = kM for all k ≤ K. (2.16)

Therefore,

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1
y1...yn−1 /∈{Tk}

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ P n−1 1

2P ε−1
≤ P n−ε

2
. (2.17)

Note that using (2.1) we have, for an arbitrary natural l,

#
{

(y1, y2, ...,yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1y2...yn−1 ∈ {M, 2M, ..., lM}
}

≤ #
{

(y1,y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1y2...yn−1 ≤ l
}

· #
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1y2...yn−1 =M
}

≤Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

M
1

2(n−1)

· #
{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1y2...yn−1 ≤ l
}

. (2.18)
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Now, according to (2.18) and Lemma 1, we can estimate

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1
y1...yn−1∈{Tk}

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤
P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1
y1...yn−1∈{Tk}

P ≤ PCn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

·M
1

2(n−1)#

{

(y1, y2, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1y2...yn−1 ≤
P n−1

M

}

≤ Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)(n− 1)P n

M
1

2(n−1)

. (2.19)

Combining estimates (2.17) and (2.19), we derive

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ P n−ε

2
+ Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)(n− 1)P n

M
1

2(n−1)

<
BP n

M
1

2(n−1)

.

Consider now the case P nβ ≥ 2. Let

Ft :=

{

(y1, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 ∈
{

M, 2M, ...,
⌊

t(PβM)−1
⌋

M
}

}

.

Note that for t > P nβ there holds
⌊

t

PβM

⌋

M >
P nβ

PβM
M = P n−1 ≥ y1y2...yn−1,

and hence, for such t we have Ft = F⌊Pnβ⌋. For any natural t ≤ P nβ, due to Lemma
1, we get

#

{

(y1, ..., yn−1) ∈ {1, 2, ..., P}n−1 : y1...yn−1 ≤
t

PβM

}

≤ (n− 1)P n−1

(

PnβM
t

)
1

n−1

. (2.20)

Summing up (2.18) and (2.20), we have

|Ft| ≤ Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

M
1

2(n−1)
(n− 1)P n−1

(

PnβM
t

)
1

n−1

= Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

) (n− 1)P n−1

(

PnβM1/2

t

)
1

n−1

. (2.21)

If y1y2...yn−1 ∈ {Tk}Kk=1 \ Ft, then

1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖
≤ 1

2βtP−1β−1
=
P

2t
. (2.22)
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Using (2.22), we obtain

S(P, y) :=

P
∑

y1,...,yn−1=1
y1...yn−1∈{Tk}

min

{

P,
1

2‖yy1...yn−1‖

}

≤ |F2|max p+
(

|F3| − |F2|
) P

2 · 2

+
(

|F4| − |F3|
) P

2 · 3 + ... +
(

|F⌊Pnβ⌋+1| − |F⌊Pnβ⌋|
) P

2 · ⌊P nβ⌋ .

Noting that in the expression above any term |Fi| appears with a nonnegative coef-
ficient we derive with the help of (2.21)

S(P, y) ≤ Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

P (n− 1)P n−1− n
n−1β− 1

n−1M− 1
2(n−1) (2.23)

·
(

2
1

n−1 +
(

3
1

n−1 − 2
1

n−1

)1

2
+ ...+

(

(

⌊P nβ⌋+ 1
)

1
n−1 − ⌊P nβ⌋ 1

n−1

) 1

⌊P nβ⌋

)

.

For any a ≥ 2 by Lagrange’s theorem we have for some θ ∈ (0, 1)

(a + 1)
1

n−1 − a
1

n−1 =
1

n− 1
(a+ θ)−

n−2
n−1 ≤ 2

n− 1
a−

n−2
n−1 ≤ 1 ≤ 2

1
n−1 ,

and hence, it follows from (2.23) that

S(P, y) ≤ Cn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

P (n− 1)P n−1− n
n−1β− 1

n−1M− 1
2(n−1) 2

1
n−1 ln(P nβ). (2.24)

Since for any δ > 0 there exists such a number Bδ > 0 that ln(s + 1) ≤ Bδs
δ for

s > 0, (2.24) implies

S(P, y) ≤ BδCn−1

( 1

2(n− 1)

)

(n− 1)P n− n
n−1

+δnβδ− 1
n−1M− 1

2(n−1) 2
1

n−1

= AδP
n− n

n−1
+δnβδ− 1

n−1M− 1
2(n−1) , (2.25)

where Aδ is a constant depending only on n. Combining estimates (2.17) and (2.25),
we get the desired inequality for the case P nβ ≥ 2. �

Corollary 3. Under the conditions of Lemma 4, for any real monic polynomial
f of degree n, there holds

∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤W
P

M
1

2n(n−1)

, (2.26)

where W depends only on n. Besides, if P n|β| ≥ 2, then we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ J

(

P 1− ε
2n−1 +

P 1− n
2n(n−1)

(M |β|)
1

2n(n−1)

)

, (2.27)

where J depends only on n.
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Proof. By Lemma 4 and (2.6), we derive

∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

∣

2n−1

≤ 22
n−1

P 2n−1−n

(

(n− 1)P n−1 + 2
BP n

M
1

2(n−1)

)

,

which implies (2.26).
If P n|β| ≥ 2, then, according to (2.6) and Lemma 4,

∣

∣

∣

∣

P
∑

k=1

e
2πif(k)y

n!

∣

∣

∣

∣

2n−1

≤ 22
n−1

P 2n−1−1(n− 1) (2.28)

+ 22
n−1+1P 2n−1−n

(

P n−ε

2
+

A 1
2(n−1)

M
1

2(n−1) |β|
1

2(n−1)

P
n− n

2(n−1)

)

.

Using the inequality (a+ b)
1

n−1 ≤ a
1

n−1 + b
1

n−1 , a, b > 0, and (2.28) we get (2.27). �

Remark 7. Lemmas 3 and 4, as well as Corollaries 2 and 3, remain true for
ε ∈ (0, 1

3
) for large enough P .

Proof. There are only the following estimates which need apparent changes:
(2.8), (2.9), (2.12), (2.13), (2.14) and (2.15). �

3. The case of a natural power

Consider the case α =: n ∈ N. Here we have two fundamentally different situa-
tions: when n is even and when n is odd. We start with the even case.

Proof of Theorem 1 (a). Note that k2 ≡ 0 (mod 4) for any even k and k2 ≡
1 (mod 4) for any odd k. Therefore, for any l < L,

2L
∑

k=2l+1

ck sin k
nπ

2
=

L−l
∑

k=1

c2l+2k−1 ≥
1

2

2L
∑

k=2l+1

ck, (3.1)

which completes the proof.
A similar argument is valid for the point 2π

3
, due to the fact that k2 ≡ 1 (mod 3)

for any k not divisible by 3. �

Let us turn now to the case of an odd power n and series (1.2). This case differs
from the previous one by the fact that for any odd l and any point of the form
x = 2π a

b
∈ 2πQ there holds

∑b
k=1 sin k

lx = 0. Therefore, there is no “accomulation”
which we saw in the case of an even l. We will see that due to this property we manage
to get suitable estimates of the corresponding image part of Weyl sums for points
close enough to π-rationals. For other points we obtain effective estimates provided
by Section 2, and these estimates are still valid if we replace f by any polynomial of
the same degree.
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Proof of Theorem 1 (b). Let ckk → 0. We fix some ε ∈ (0, 1
6
) and x ∈

R \ πQ. Since we are going to prove the assertion for all x ∈ R, we can assume that
the polynomial f is monic. Without loss of generality we consider x > 0. Denote

M = Mx :=

{

M ∈ N : ∃CM ∈ N such that (CM ,M) = 1 and
∣

∣

∣

n!x

2π
−CM

M

∣

∣

∣
≤ M

ε−1
ε

}

.

Notice that M is a finite or infinite increasing sequence of natural numbers {Mi}i≥1,
and there holds

2Mi+1 ≥M4
i (3.2)

for any i ≥ 1. Indeed,

1

MiMi+1
≤
∣

∣

∣

CMi

Mi
− CMi+1

Mi+1

∣

∣

∣
≤
∣

∣

∣

n!x

2π
− CMi

Mi

∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣

n!x

2π
− CMi+1

Mi+1

∣

∣

∣

≤M
ε−1
ε

i +M
ε−1
ε

i+1 ≤ 2M
ε−1
ε

i ,

therefore,

2Mi+1 ≥M
1−ε
ε

−1

i ≥ M
1−1/6
1/6

−1

i =M4
i .

We call a natural number m inconvinient if there exists a pair of coprime natural
numbers C and M ≤ mε such that

∣

∣

∣

n!x

2π
− C

M

∣

∣

∣
≤ mε−n.

Otherwise, if there exists a pair of coprime natural numbers C and M ≤ mε such
that

∣

∣

∣

n!x

2π
− C

M

∣

∣

∣
≤ mε−1,

we say that m is almost convenient. In other cases we call m convenient. Let

Sm(x) := Im

m
∑

k=1

eif(k)x =

m
∑

k=1

sin f(k)x.

For any natural l < L, using the Abel transformation we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

m=l

cm sin f(m)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ cll + cL+1L+

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

m=l

(cm − cm+1)Sm(x)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2 sup
k≥l

ckk +

L
∑

m=l

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)|. (3.3)

From now on we assume l ≥ 9 in order to apply estimates from Section 2. With
the help of Corollaries 1 and 2 we will estimate Sm(x) for convenient and almost

convenientm, taking into account that for these cases sin n!y1...yn−1x
2π

, roughly speaking,
rarely assumes values close to zero. For such m we do not use oddness of f and the
fact that the coefficients of f are rational.
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For convenient m, using Corollary 1 we get
∑

m≥l
convenient

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤ D
∑

m≥l

(cm − cm+1)m
1− ε

2n ≤ Dcll
1− ε

2n

+ 2D
∑

m≥l

cmm
− ε

2n ≤ D
(

1 + 2
∑

m≥l

m−1− ε
2n

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤ D
(

1 +
2n+1

ε

)

sup
k≥l

ckk ≤ D
2n+2

ε
sup
k≥l

ckk =: D′′ sup
k≥l

ckk. (3.4)

Note that there is a natural number M = M(m) ≤ mε, M ∈ M, kept for any
almost convenient m, and all the numbers m for which a certain M is kept must
satisfy the condition

∣

∣

∣

n!x

2π
− C

M

∣

∣

∣

− 1
n−ε

=: β− 1
n−ε ≤ m ≤ β− 1

1−ε . (3.5)

For almost convenient m, according to (3.5) and Corollary 2, we have
∑

m≥l
almost convenient

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤
∑

M∈M

∑

m≥l, M=M(m)
almost convenient

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)|

≤ D1

∑

m≥l

(cm − cm+1)m
1− ε

2n−1

+D1β
− 1

2n−1(n−1)

∑

M∈M

M
− 1

2n(n−1)

⌊β
− 1

1−ε ⌋
∑

m≥l

m=⌈β
− 1

n−ε ⌉

(cm − cm+1)m
1− n−ε

2n−1(n−1) .

We estimate the first sum as in (3.4), so
∑

m≥l
almost convenient

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤ D′′D1

D
sup
k≥l

ckk

+ 2D1β
− 1

2n−1(n−1)

∑

M∈M

M− 1
2n(n−1)

⌊β
− 1

1−ε ⌋
∑

m≥l

m=⌈β
− 1

n−ε ⌉

cmm
− n−ε

2n−1(n−1) ≤ D′′D1

D
sup
k≥l

ckk

+ 2D1β
− 1

2n−1(n−1)

∑

M∈M

M
− 1

2n(n−1)
2n−1(n− 1)

n− ε

(

⌈β− 1
n−ε ⌉

)− n−ε
2n−1(n−1) sup

k≥l
ckk

≤ D′′
1 sup

k≥l
ckk, (3.6)

where D′′
1 depends only on n and ε due to (3.2).

Turn now to inconvenient numbers m. In this case x is approximated by a π-
rational fraction too well, therefore, the difference between Sm at the point x and
Sm at the close π-rational point is sufficiently small. For some m we will use it, and
this will be the unique case when we care about the fact that we have to estimate
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only the imaginary part of the Weyl sum, the fact that f is an odd function and that
the coefficients of f are rational. For other m we will proceed according one of the
two inequalities from Corollary 3, and these estimates will remain true for the whole
Weyl sums and for any monic polynomial of the same degree.

There is also a number M ≤ mε, M ∈ M, kept for any inconvenient number

m. A fixed M ∈ M is kept for all natural numbers m such that β− 1
n−ε = β

− 1
n−ε

M =
∣

∣

n!x
2π

− C
M

∣

∣

− 1
n−ε ≥ m ≥ M

1
ε , where C = CM , and only for these numbers. Denote

m1 := ⌈M 1
ε ⌉ and m2 :=

⌊

β− 1
n−ε

⌋

(for a fixed M). Let K be such a natural number
that

1

Kn ln(2M)
≤ β ≤ 1

(K − 1)n ln(2M)
. (3.7)

We divide the interval m1 ≤ m ≤ m2 into three intervals: m1 ≤ m ≤ K−1, K ≤
m ≤ ⌊2K ln(2M)⌋ and ⌊2K ln(2M)⌋ + 1 ≤ m ≤ m2. For m belonging to the
second or to the third one, we will estimate Sm(x) with the help of (2.26) and (2.27),
respectively. And it is only on the interval m1 ≤ m ≤ K − 1 where we will need for
estimating Sm(x) the properties of the polynomial f and the fact that we deal with
sines and not with cosines.

Let Q ∈ N be the minimal number such that Qf ∈ Z[x]. Note that for any odd
l, if numbers k1 and k2 are such that k1 ≡ −k2 (mod QMn!), then sin

(

kl1
2πC
QMn!

)

+

sin
(

kl2
2πC
QMn!

)

= 0. Hence, for any g ∈ Z, there holds

g+QMn!
∑

k=g+1

sin
(

f(k)
2πC

Mn!

)

= 0,

which implies

|Sm(x)| ≤
∣

∣

∣
Sm

(2πC

Mn!

)
∣

∣

∣
+
∣

∣

∣
Sm(x)− Sm

(2πC

Mn!

)
∣

∣

∣
≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

m
∑

k=1

sin
(

f(k)
2πC

Mn!

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

+
2π

n!

m
∑

k=1

|f(k)|β ≤
{ m

QMn!

}

QMn! + 2Cfβ

m
∑

k=1

kn

≤ QMn! + Cfm
n+1β ≤ Qmεn! + Cfm

n+1β, (3.8)

where Cf stands for the sum of the absolute values of the coefficients of f . From
(3.7) and (3.8) we have

K−1
∑

m=m1

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤ Qn!

K−1
∑

m=m1

(cm − cm+1)m
ε + Cfβ

K−1
∑

m=m1

(cm − cm+1)m
n+1

≤ Qn!cm1m
ε
1 +Qn!

K−1
∑

m=m1+1

cmε(m− θm)
ε−1

+
Cf

(K − 1)n ln(2M)

K−1
∑

m=m1

(cm − cm+1)m
n+1, (3.9)
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where θm ∈ (0, 1) by Lagrange’s theorem. Taking into account that for any z ≥ 2
there is the inequality (z − 1)ε−1 ≤ 2zε−1, it follows from (3.9) that

K−1
∑

m=m1

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤ Qn!mε−1
1 sup

k≥l
ckk + 2εQn!

K−1
∑

m=m1+1

cmm
ε−1

+ Cf
cm1m1

ln(2M)
+ Cf

n + 1

(K − 1)n ln(2M)

K−1
∑

m=m1+1

cmm
n ≤ sup

k≥l
ckk

·
(

Qn!mε−1
1 + 2εQn!

K−1
∑

m=m1+1

mε−2 +
Cf

ln(2M)
+

(n+ 1)Cf

(K − 1)n ln(2M)

K−1
∑

m=m1+1

mn−1

)

≤
(

Qn!
(

mε−1
1 +

2ε

1− ε
mε−1

1

)

+
Cf

ln(2M)
+

(n+ 1)Cf

(K − 1)n ln(2M)

Kn

n

)

sup
k≥l

ckk, (3.10)

from which, due to the fact that mε
1 ≥M and that (n+1)Kn

n(K−1)n
≤ 2n+1, we finally derive

K−1
∑

m=m1

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤ A
(

M
ε−1
ε +

1

ln(2M)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk, (3.11)

where A > 0 depends only on n, ε and f .

For 2K ln(2M) ≤ m ≤ m2, we have

mnβ ≥
(

2K ln(2M)
)n(

Kn ln(2M)
)−1

= 2n lnn−1(2M) ≥ 2(2 ln 2)n−1 ≥ 2.

Hence, using (2.27),
m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)|

≤ J

m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(cm − cm+1)

(

m1− ε
2n−1 +

m1− n
2n(n−1)

(Mβ)
1

2n(n−1)

)

. (3.12)

First, we estimate
m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(cm − cm+1)m
1− ε

2n−1

≤ c⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(

⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+ 1
)

(

⌊2K ln(2M)⌋ + 1
)

ε
2n−1

+ 2

m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+2

cmm
− ε

2n−1

≤
(

m
− ε

2n−1

1 + 2

m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+2

m−1− ε
2n−1

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤
(

M− 1
2n−1 +

2n

ε
m

− ε
2n−1

1

)

sup
k≥l

ckk ≤ 2n+1

ε
M− 1

2n−1 sup
k≥l

ckk. (3.13)
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Further, in view of (3.7),

m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(cm − cm+1)
m1− n

2n(n−1)

(Mβ)
1

2n(n−1)

≤
m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(cm − cm+1)
m1− n

2n(n−1)K
n

2n(n−1)
(

ln(2M)
)

1
2n(n−1)

M
1

2n(n−1)

≤
( ln(2M)

M

)
1

2n(n−1)
c⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(

⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+ 1
)

+ 2
( ln(2M)

M

)
1

2n(n−1)
m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+2

cmm
− n

2n(n−1)K
n

2n(n−1)

≤
( ln(2M)

M

)
1

2n(n−1)
(

1 + 2K
n

2n(n−1)

m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+2

m−1− n
2n(n−1)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤
( ln(2M)

M

)
1

2n(n−1)

(

1 + 2K
n

2n(n−1)

(2n(n− 1)

n

)

(

⌊2K ln(2M)⌋
)− n

2n(n−1)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤ H
( ln(2M)

M

)
1

2n(n−1)
sup
k≥l

ckk, (3.14)

where H > 0 depends only on n. Thus, from (3.12), (3.13) and (3.14) we have

m2
∑

m=⌊2K ln(2M)⌋+1

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤ H ′
( ln(2M)

M

)
1

2n(n−1)
sup
k≥l

ckk, (3.15)

where H ′ > 0 also depends only on n and f .
For K ≤ m ≤ 2K ln(2M), according to (2.26),

⌊2K ln(2M)⌋
∑

m=K

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤W

⌊2K ln(3M)⌋
∑

m=K

(cm − cm+1)
m

M
1

2n(n−1)

≤ W

M
1

2n(n−1)

(

cKK +

⌊2K ln(3M)⌋
∑

m=K+1

cm

)

≤ W

M
1

2n(n−1)

(

1 + 2 ln
2K ln(3M)

K + 1

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤ 3W
ln ln(3M)

M
1

2n(n−1)

sup
k≥l

ckk. (3.16)

Combining estimates (3.11), (3.15) and (3.16), we obtain

m2
∑

m=m1

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤ A
(

M
ε−1
ε +

1

ln(2M)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

+

(

H ′
( ln(2M)

M

)
1

2n(n−1)
+ 3W

ln ln(3M)

M
1

2n(n−1)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk ≤ A′ supk≥l ckk

ln(2M)
, (3.17)
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where A′ > 0 depends only on ε, n and f . So, since M ∈ M and (3.2), we have

∑

m≥l
inconvenient

(cm − cm+1)|Sm(x)| ≤
∑

i≥1

A′ supk≥l ckk

ln(2Mi)
≤ A′

( 1

ln 2
+
∑

i≥2

1

lnMi

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤ A′
( 1

ln 2
+

1

ln 2

∑

i≥2

1

3i−2

)

sup
k≥l

ckk ≤ 3

ln 2
A′ sup

k≥l
ckk. (3.18)

Thus, summing up (3.3), (3.18), (3.4) and (3.6), we derive
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

m=l

cm sin f(m)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2 sup
k≥l

ckk +
3

ln 2
A′ sup

k≥l
ckk +D′′ sup

k≥l
ckk +D′′

1 sup
k≥l

ckk

≤ A′′ sup
k≥l

ckk,

where A′′ > 0 depends only on ε, n and f . This means that the theorem is proved
for x ∈ R \ πQ.

Finally, if x ∈ πQ, we find x′ /∈ πQ such that |x−x′| ≤ L−n−1c−1
1 supk≥l ckk, then

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

m=l

cm sin f(m)x

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

m=l

cm sin f(m)x′
∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

m=l

cm sin f(m)x−
L
∑

m=l

cm sin f(m)x′
∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ A′′ sup
k≥l

ckk + Cf

L
∑

m=l

cmm
n|x− x′|

≤ A′′ sup
k≥l

ckk + CfL
−n−1 sup

k≥l
ckk

L
∑

m=l

mn ≤ (A′′ + Cf) sup
k≥l

ckk, (3.19)

which completes the proof. �

4. The case of a power from (1,2)

The feature of this case is that for α ∈ (1, 2) the differences (k+1)α−kα increase,
and increase quite slowly. The idea of the proof is the following: to select blocks of
such k that the differences (k + 1)αx− kαx, taken modulo 2π, lie closely to 0 or 2π.
Then the “steps” between kαx and (k + 1)αx in these blocks are small enough, and

we can estimate the sums of the form
∑k1+s

k=k1
sin kαx in them by using Lemma 5. For

other k, a sum of the form
∑k1+s

k=k1
sin kαx slightly differs from the sum

s
∑

k=0

sin(x0 + kγ) =
cos
(

x0 − γ
2

)

− cos
(

x0 + (2k + 1)γ
2

)

2 sin γ
2

,

where γ is separated from 0 and 2π, hence, sin γ
2
is separated from zero. The main

difficulty lies in choosing the lengths of such blocks: they should not be too small
to provide an appropriate estimate of the whole sum, but it should not be too large,
otherwise the words “slightly differs” will make no sence, since the differences (k +
1)αx− kαx will change a lot in a block.
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Proof of Theorem 1 (c) for the case α ∈ (1, 2). Let the condition ckk →
0 be satisfied. We will show that series (1.1) converges uniformly on the set |x| ≤
X <∞. Without loss of generality from now on we assume x > 0 (the case x = 0 is
obvious). We fix some δ from the interval (0, 2−α

3
). Let a natural number l0 ≥ 2 be

such that the following conditions are fulfilled:
( π

α(α− 1)
− 1
)

l20 ≥ π, l
1−α

2
0 > 4

√
π ln2 l0, l

2−α
3

−δ

0 > 4 ln2 l0. (4.1)

Then for any l ≥ l0 all these conditions are satisfied as well.
Consider

L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx,

where l ≥ l0 and x ∈ (0, X ] is fixed. Let m := ⌈x− 1
α ⌉, so

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

m−1
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=m

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

=: |S1|+ |S2|. (4.2)

If m = 1, then S1 = 0. Otherwise 2 ≤ m ≤ x−
1
α + 1 ≤ 2x−

1
α , and we have

|S1| ≤
m−1
∑

k=l

ckk
αx ≤ sup

k≥l
ckk

m−1
∑

k=1

kα−1x ≤ x sup
k≥l

ckk

2x− 1
α

∫

1

yα−1dy ≤ 2α

α
sup
k≥l

ckk. (4.3)

Further, denote

∆1
k := kαx− (k − 1)αx, ∆2

k := ∆1
k −∆1

k−1, ∆̃1
k := ∆1

k mod 2π,

so ∆̃1
k ∈ [0, 2π). Note that ∆2

k decreases in k. Indeed, by Lagrange’s theorem

(∆2
k

x

)′

k
= α

(

kα−1 − 2(k − 1)α−1 + (k − 2)α−1
)

= α(α− 1)
(

(k − 1 + θ1)
α−2 − (k − 2 + θ2)

α−2
)

< 0, (4.4)

where θ1, θ2 ∈ (0, 1). Note also that

∆2
k = αx

(

(k − 1 + θ3)
α−1 − (k − 2 + θ4)

α−1
)

≤ 2α(α− 1)x(k − 2)α−2, (4.5)

where θ3, θ4 ∈ (0, 1), and that

∆2
k ≥ 1

2
(∆2

k+1 +∆2
k) =

1

2
(∆1

k+1 −∆1
k−1) =

1

2
αx
(

(k + θ5)
α−1 − (k − 2 + θ6)

α−1
)

≥ 1

2
α(α− 1)x(k + 1)α−2, (4.6)

where again θ5, θ6 ∈ (0, 1). Let

K1 :=
{

k : ∆̃1
k+1 ∈ [0, m−δ]∪[2π−m−δ, 2π]

}

, K2 :=
{

k : ∆̃1
k+1 ∈ [m−δ, 2π−m−δ]

}

.
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Then we have

|S2| ≤
∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=m
k∈K1

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

+

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=m
k∈K2

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

=: |S ′
2|+ |S ′′

2 |. (4.7)

First we estimate S ′
2. According to (4.4) and (4.5), for k ≥ m + 2 there holds

∆2
k ≤ 2α(α− 1)xmα−2. Hence, we can find p = p(m) such that

p := min
{

p′ > 1 : |∆1
m+p′ −∆1

m+1 − 2π| ≤ 2α(α− 1)xmα−2
}

.

This yields

2α(α− 1)xmα−2p ≥ 2π − 2α(α− 1)xmα−2,

so

p ≥ −1 +
2π

2α(α− 1)x
m2−α ≥ m2−αx−1, (4.8)

due to the first condition from (4.1).
Since ∆1

k increases in k, (see, for instance, (4.6)), and since p we chose as the

minimal one, we have 0 < ∆1
m+p−1 −∆1

m+1 < 2π. Hence, among ∆̃1
m+1, ∆̃

1
m+2, ...,

∆̃1
m+p, there are not more than three blocks of consecutive ∆̃1

i , i.e., blocks from

∆̃1
i1 , ∆̃

1
i1+1, ..., ∆̃

1
i1+i2, with values increasing and lying in one of the intervals [0, m−δ]

or [2π −m−δ, 2π]. Focus on the case of [0, m−δ], the second one is to treat similarly.

Let our block be ∆̃1
s+1, ∆̃

1
s+2, ..., ∆̃

1
s+v. Without loss of generality we can assume that

sαx ∈ [πu, π(u+ 1)) =: Iu for some even u. Let t be such that

sαx+

t
∑

i=0

∆̃1
s+i ∈ Iu, sαx+

t+1
∑

i=0

∆̃1
s+i /∈ Iu.

Then the following inequality must be valid

π ≥ (t− 1)∆2
s+2 + (t− 2)∆2

s+3 + ...+ 1 ·∆2
s+t. (4.9)

From (4.6) and (4.9) we have

π ≥ α(α− 1)

2
x
(

(t− 1)(s+ 3)α−2 + (t− 2)(s+ 4)α−2 + ... + 1 · (s+ t + 1)α−2
)

.

(4.10)

Note that the function κ(y) = y(a− y)−c + (b− y)(a− b+ y)−c does not increase in
c > 0, a ≥ b ≥ 2y > 0. Indeed,

κ′(y) = (a− y)−c− y(−c)(a− y)−c−1− (a− b+ y)−c +(b− y)(−c)(a− b+ y)−c−1 < 0,

since a− y ≥ a− b+ y and y ≤ b− y. Therefore, for c = 2− α, b = t, a = s+ t+ 2
and y = t− i, i = 1, 2, ..., ⌊ t−1

2
⌋, we have

(t− i)(s+ 2 + i)α−2 + i(s+ t + 2− i)α−2 ≥ 2
t

2

(

s+ 2 +
t

2

)α−2

,
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thus, using (4.10),

π ≥ α(α− 1)

2
x(t− 1)

t

2

(

s+ 2 +
t

2

)α−2

≥ α(α− 1)

2
x(t− 1)

t− 1

2

(

s+ 2 +
t− 1

2

)α−2

. (4.11)

If t− 1 ≥ 2(s+ 2), then we have from (4.11)

π ≥ α(α− 1)

2
x
(t− 1)α

2
≥ α(α− 1)

4
(t− 1)αm−α,

from which t− 1 ≤
(

4π
α(α−1)

)
1
αm ≤ 4π

α−1
m ≤ 4π

α−1
(s+ 2). Thus, we get from (4.11)

π ≥ α(α− 1)

2
x
(t− 1)2

2

( 4π

α− 1
+ 1
)α−2

(s+ 2)α−2 >
(α− 1)2

20π
(t− 1)2(s+ 2)α−2x,

hence,

t <
8

α− 1
(s+ 2)1−

α
2 x−

1
2 + 1 ≤ 27

α− 1
s1−

α
2 x−

1
2 . (4.12)

Let t0 := t, and we define ti for i ≥ 1 in the following way:

sαx+

ti
∑

j=1

∆̃1
s+j ∈ Iu+i, sαx+

ti+1
∑

j=1

∆̃1
s+j /∈ Iu+i.

We also denote by R the minimal even number for which there holds sαx+
∑v

j=1 ∆̃
1
s+j <

π(u+R + 2). Then by an argument similar to that of (4.12) we get

t1 <
54

α− 1
s1−

α
2 x−

1
2 . (4.13)

We also have

s+v
∑

k=s

ck sin k
αx =

s+t0
∑

k=s

ck sin k
αx+

R
2
−1
∑

i=0

s+t2i+2
∑

k=s+t2i+1

ck sin k
αx+

s+v
∑

k=s+tR

ck sin k
αx. (4.14)

Note that due to (4.12)

s+t0
∑

k=s

ck sin k
αx ≤ tcs <

27

α− 1
s1−

α
2 x−

1
2 cs ≤

27

α− 1
s−

α
2 x−

1
2 sup

k≥l
ckk. (4.15)

Lemma 5. Let the points y1, ..., yk be such that 0 < y1 ≤ y2 − y1 ≤ y3 − y2 ≤
... ≤ yk − yk−1, yk ≤ 2π and let the number q be such that yq ≤ π < yq+1 and

yq+1 − yq = a < π. Then
∑k

i=1 sin yi ≥ − sin a
2
.

Proof. Let µ be such that sin yµ ≥ sin yi for all i, and ν be such that sin yν ≤
sin yi for all i. Note that then

y1, ..., yµ−1 ∈
[

0,
π

2

]

, yµ+1, ..., yq ∈
[π

2
, π
]

,

yq+1, ..., yν−1 ∈
[

π,
3π

2

]

, yν+1, ..., yk ∈
[

3π

2
, π

]

.
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In this case, for 1 ≤ i ≤ µ− 1 we have yi+1 − yi ≤ a, hence,

sin yi ≥ max
{

sin
(

yµ − a(M − i)
)

, 0
}

.

Thus,

µ−1
∑

i=1

sin yi ≥
⌈ yµ

a ⌉−1
∑

j=1

sin(yµ − aj).

Similarly, since for µ+ 1 ≤ i ≤ q also yi+1 − yi ≤ a,

q
∑

i=µ+1

sin yi ≥
⌈π−yµ

a ⌉−1
∑

j=1

sin(yµ + aj).

Further, since for q + 1 ≤ i ≤ k − 1 there holds yi+1 − yi ≥ a, we have

ν−1
∑

i=q+1

sin yi ≥
⌈ yν−π

a ⌉−1
∑

j=1

sin(yν − aj)

and
k
∑

i=ν+1

sin yi ≥
⌈ 2π−yν

a ⌉−1
∑

j=1

sin(yν + aj).

Then

q
∑

i=1

sin yi ≥
⌈π−yµ

a ⌉−1
∑

j=−⌈ yµ
a ⌉+1

sin(yµ + aj)

=
cos
(

yµ − ⌈yµ
a
⌉a + a

2

)

− cos
(

yµ + ⌈π−yµ
a

⌉a− a
2

)

2 sin a
2

≥ cos a
2

sin a
2

.

At the same time

k
∑

i=q+1

sin yi ≥
⌈ 2π−yν

a ⌉−1
∑

j=−⌈ yν−π
a ⌉+1

sin(yν + aj)

=
cos
(

yν − ⌈yν−π
a

⌉a + a
2

)

− cos
(

yν + ⌈2π−yν
a

⌉a− a
2

)

2 sin a
2

≥ −1

sin a
2

.

So,
k
∑

i=1

sin yi ≥
cos a

2
− 1

sin a
2

≥ cos2 a
2
− 1

sin a
2

= − sin
a

2
.

�

Corollary 4. Let the points y1, ..., yk be as in Lemma 5 and the sequence {aj}
be nonincreasing. Then

∑k
i=1 ai sin yi ≥ −aq+1 sin

a
2
.
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Proof. We have

k
∑

i=1

ai sin yi =

q
∑

i=1

ai sin yi +

k
∑

i=q+1

ai sin yi

≥ aq+1

q
∑

i=1

sin yi + aq+1

k
∑

i=q+1

sin yi ≥ −aq+1 sin
a

2

by Lemma 5. �

By Corollary 4 we have for any 0 ≤ i ≤ R
2
− 1

s+t2i+2
∑

k=s+t2i+1

ck sin k
αx ≤ m−δ

2
cs+t2i+1+1, (4.16)

s+v
∑

k=s+tR

ck sin k
αx ≤ m−δ

2
cs+tR+1+1. (4.17)

Thus, from (4.14) and (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17), we derive

s+v
∑

k=s

ck sin k
αx ≤

(R

2
+ 1
)m−δ

2
cs +

27

α− 1
s−

α
2 x−

1
2 sup

k≥l
ckk. (4.18)

Note that v must fulfill the inequality

∆1
s+v −∆1

s+1 ≤ m−δ, (4.19)

and by Lagrange’s theorem, for some θ7, θ8 ∈ (0, 1), the left hand side of (4.19) can
be written as follows:

αx
(

(s+ v − 1 + θ7)
α−1 − (s+ θ8)

α−1
)

≥ αx
(

(s+ v − 1)α−1 − (s+ 1)α−1
)

,

which yields

(s+ v − 1)α−1 ≤ m−δx−1 + (s+ 1)α−1,

hence,
(

1 +
v − 2

s + 1

)α−1

≤ m−δx−1(s+ 1)1−α + 1. (4.20)

By Bernoulli’s inequality, the left hand side of (4.20) is not less than 1 + (α− 1)v−2
s+1

,
so we get

(α− 1)
v − 2

s+ 1
≤ m−δx−1(s+ 1)1−α,

then

v ≤ 1

(α− 1)
m−δx−1(s+ 1)2−α + 2 ≤ 1 + 2X(α− 1)

(α− 1)
m−δx−1(s+ 1)2−α. (4.21)
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Thus, it follows from (4.4), (4.5) and (4.21) that

R ≤ 1

2π
∆2

s+2v ≤
α(α− 1)

π
sα−2x

1 + 2X(α− 1)

(α− 1)
m−δx−1(s+ 1)2−α

≤ 2 · 22−α · (1 + 2X)

π
m−δ ≤ (2 + 4X)m−δ. (4.22)

From (4.18) and (4.22) we derive

s+v
∑

k=s

ck sin k
αx ≤ (2 + 4X)m−δm

−δ

2
cs +

27

α− 1
s−

α
2 x−

1
2 sup

k≥l
ckk

≤
(

(1 + 2X)m−1−2δ +
27

α− 1
s−

α
2 x−

1
2

)

sup
k≥l

ckk,

hence,
m+p
∑

k=m

ck sin k
αx ≤ 3

(

(1 + 2X)m−1−2δ +
27

α− 1
m−α

2 x−
1
2

)

sup
k≥l

ckk.

So, in view of (4.8),

S ′
2 ≤ 3

∞
∑

i=0

(

(1 + 2X)w−1−2δ
i +

27

α− 1
w

−α
2

i x−
1
2

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤3
(

(1 + 2X)
m−2δ

2δ
+

27

α− 1

∞
∑

i=0

w
−α

2
i x−

1
2

)

sup
k≥l

ckk, (4.23)

where w0 := m and wi+1 := wi + w2−α
i x−1 ≥ wi + 1 for i ≥ 0, therefore,

wi →
i→∞

∞. (4.24)

Recall that m ≥ l ≥ l0 ≥ 2 and consider the function

F (m) :=

∞
∫

m

dy

y ln2 y
=

1

lnm
.

According to (4.24),

F (m) =

∞
∑

j=0

wj+1
∫

wj

dy

y ln2 y
=:

∞
∑

j=0

Wj. (4.25)

Suppose that, for j = 0, ..., J and for these values only, there holds x−1 > wα−1
j , then

for j = 0, ..., J − 1 we have wj+1 ≥ 2wj, hence,

J
∑

i=0

w
−α

2
i x−

1
2 ≤ m−α

2 x−
1
2

∞
∑

i=0

2−
iα
2 ≤ 1

1− 2−
α
2

≤ 4. (4.26)
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Besides, for j > J , there holds x−1 ≤ wα−1
j , and then, using the inequality ln(1+y) ≥

y/2 which is true for y ≤ 1, we obtain

Wj =
1

lnwj

− 1

ln
(

wj + w2−α
j x−1

) =
ln
(

1 + w1−α
j x−1

)

lnwj ln
(

wj + w2−α
j x−1

)

≥
w1−α

j x−1

2 lnwj ln(2wj)
≥ w

−α
2

j x−
1
2 . (4.27)

Here we used the double inequality

w
1−α

2
j x−

1
2 ≥ w

1−α
2

j π− 1
2 ≥ 4 ln2wj,

which is valid since wj ≥ m ≥ l0 by the second condition from (4.1). Thus, from
(4.25) and (4.27),

∞
∑

i=J+1

w
−α

2
i x−

1
2 ≤

∞
∑

i=J+1

Wj ≤ F (m) ≤ 1

ln 2
. (4.28)

Combining estimates (4.26) and (4.28), we derive from (4.23) that

S ′
2 ≤ 3

(

1 + 2X

2δ
+

27

α− 1

(

4 +
1

ln 2

)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk. (4.29)

Replacing (4.14) by

s+v
∑

k=s

ck sin k
αx =

s+t1
∑

k=s

ck sin k
αx+

R
2
−1
∑

i=2

s+t2i+1
∑

k=s+t2i−1+1

ck sin k
αx+

s+v
∑

k=s+tR

ck sin k
αx

and using the same argument, we get, with the help of (4.13),

S ′
2 ≥ −3

(

1 + 2X

2δ
+

54

α− 1

(

4 +
1

ln 2

)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk. (4.30)

Summing up (4.29) and (4.30), we have finally

|S ′
2| ≤ C(α,X) sup

k≥l
ckk. (4.31)

Consider now S ′′
2 . Let m′ = m′(m) ≥ m be the first number such that m′ ∈ K2.

Put Q = Q(m) := ⌈m 2−α
3 ⌉. Note that for k ∈ K2 there holds

m−δ

2
≤ ∆̃1

k+1

2
≤ π − m−δ

2
. (4.32)

Applying the Abel transformation, we get

m′+Q−1
∑

k=m′

ck sin k
αx =

Q−1
∑

q=0

(cm′+q − cm′+q+1)

m′+q
∑

k=m′

sin kαx+ cm′+Q

m′+Q−1
∑

k=m′

sin kαx. (4.33)

Besides,

(m′ + q)αx =
mod 2π

(m′)αx+

q
∑

t=1

∆̃1
m′+t,
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and then from (4.4) and (4.5)

∣

∣(m′ + t)α − (m′)α − ∆̃1
m+1t

∣

∣ ≤ t(t− 1)

2
∆2

m′+2 ≤ t(t− 1)α(α− 1)xmα−2. (4.34)

Since for arbitrary g, h ∈ R there holds | sin(g + h) − sin g| ≤ |h|, it follows from
(4.34) that for q ≤ Q− 1

∣

∣

∣

∣

m′+q
∑

k=m′

sin kαx−
q
∑

t=0

sin
(

(m′)αx+ ∆̃1
m+1t

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ Q(Q + 1)(2Q+ 1)

6
α(α− 1)xmα−2

≤ Q3α(α− 1)xmα−2 ≤ (2m
2−α
3 )3α(α− 1)xmα−2 = 22−αα(α− 1)x ≤ 4X. (4.35)

Besides, taking into account (4.32),

∣

∣

∣

∣

q
∑

t=0

sin
(

(m′)αx+ ∆̃1
m+1t

)

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

cos
(

(m′)αx− ∆̃1
m+1

2

)

− cos
(

(m′)αx+
∆̃1

m+1(2q+1)

2

)

2 sin
∆̃1

m+1

2

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ 2

2 2
π
m−δ

2

= πmδ. (4.36)

From (4.35) and (4.36) we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

m′+q
∑

k=m′

sin kαx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ πmδ + 4X ≤ (π + 4X)mδ, (4.37)

and from (4.37) and (4.33) it follows that

∣

∣

∣

∣

m′+Q−1
∑

k=m′

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ cm′(π + 4X)mδ ≤ cm(π + 4X)mδ ≤ (π + 4X)mδ−1 sup
k≥l

ckk.

(4.38)

Let Q′ = Q′(m) ≥ Q(m) be the minimal number such that m′+Q′ ∈ K2. Denote
m0 := m, mi+1 := m′(mi) +Q′(mi) for any i ≥ 0. Since

Q′ ≥ Q ≥ m
2−α
3 ,

we have

mi+1 ≥ mi +m
2−α
3

i . (4.39)

Notice that in the sum on the left hand side of (4.38) there can appear blocks of

such k that k ∈ K1 and the values ∆̃1
k+1 in a block increase and belong to an interval

[0, m−δ] or [2π−m−δ, 2π]. The sum over each one of these blocks can be estimated as
in (4.18), where we estimated the corresponding block of S ′

2. So, from (4.31), (4.38)
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and (4.39), and also recalling that δ < 2−α
3
< 1, we get

|S ′′
2 | ≤ C(α,X) sup

k≥l
ckk + (π + 4X) sup

k≥l
ckk

∞
∑

i=0

cmi
mδ−1

i

≤ C(α,X) sup
k≥l

ckk + (π + 4X) sup
k≥l

ckk
∞
∑

i=0

zδ−1
i , (4.40)

where z0 := m, zi+1 := zi + z
2−α
3

i ≥ zi + 1 for any i, and hence, zi →
i→∞

∞. Therefore,

F (m) =
∞
∑

j=0

zj+1
∫

zj

dy

y ln2 y
=:

∞
∑

j=0

Zj. (4.41)

For the sake of convinience denote 2−α
3

=: γ > δ. Using the inequality ln(1+y) ≥ y/2,
valid for y ≤ 1, we have

Zj =
1

ln zj
− 1

ln
(

zj + zγj
) =

ln
(

1 + zγ−1
j

)

ln zj ln
(

zj + zγj
) ≥

zγ−1
j

2 ln zj ln(2zj)
> zδ−1

j . (4.42)

The latter inequality in (4.42) is due to the inequality

zγ−δ
j > 4 ln2 zj ,

which is true since zj ≥ l0 and in view of the third condition from (4.1). Thus, (4.40),
(4.41) and (4.42) imply

|S ′′
2 | ≤ C(α,X) sup

k≥l
ckk + (π + 4x) sup

k≥l
ckk

∞
∑

i=0

Zi = C(α,X) sup
k≥l

ckk

+ (π + 4X)F (m) sup
k≥l

ckk ≤
(

C(α,X) +
π + 4X

ln 2

)

sup
k≥n

ckk. (4.43)

Finally, combining (4.2), (4.3), (4.7), (4.31) and (4.43), we get

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
(2α

α
+ 2C(α,X) +

π + 4X

ln 2

)

sup
k≥l

ckk,

which assures that in the case of fulfilling the condition ckk → 0 our series converges
uniformly. �

5. The case of a power from (0,1)

Proof of Theorem 1 (c) for the case α ∈ (0, 1). Suppose that the condi-
tion ckk → 0 is satisfied. We will show that the series (1.1) converges uniformly on
the set |x| ≤ X < ∞. Without loss of generality from now on we assume x > 0.
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Take an odd number D ≥ 3 fulfilling the following conditions

(πX−1)
1
αD

1
α
−1 ≥ 12α,

(

1 +
1

D

)
1
α
−1

≤ 4

3
,

(

1− 3

2α

1

D

)α−1

≤ 4

3
,
(

1 +
3

2D

)
1
α
−2

≤ 2, (5.1)

and let E := D+1. Consider the sum
∑L

k=l ck sin k
αx at an arbitrary point x ∈ (0, X ].

If x ≤ πL−α, then

0 ≤
L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx ≤ x

L
∑

k=l

ckk
α ≤ x sup

k≥l
ckk

L
∑

k=l

kα−1 ≤ πL−α (2L)
α

α
sup
k≥l

ckk

=: C1 sup
k≥l

ckk. (5.2)

If x ≥ πl−α and Lαx − lαx ≤ 6π, we have Lα − lα ≤ 6π
x

≤ 6lα, hence, L ≤ 7
1
α l,

therefore,

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤
L
∑

k=l

ck ≤ cl(L− l + 1) < 7
1
α lcl ≤ 7

1
α sup

k≥l
ckk

=: C2(α) sup
k≥l

ckk. (5.3)

The remaining case is that of x ≥ πl−α and Lαx− lαx > 6π.
Let odd numbers d1, d2 and even numbers e1, e2 be such that

π(e1 − 2) < xlα ≤ πe1, π(d1 − 2) < xlα ≤ πd1,

πe2 ≤ xLα < π(e2 + 2), πd2 ≤ xLα ≤ π(d2 + 2).

Note that for any γ > 0 and d ≥ 3 there holds

F (γ, d) = F (γ, d, α) :=
⌊(γd) 1

α ⌋ −
⌊

(

γ(d− 2)
)

1
α

⌋

⌊

(

γ(d− 2)
)

1
α

⌋

+ 1
≤

2
(

(γd)
1
α −

(

γ(d− 2)
)

1
α

)

(

γ(d− 2)
)

1
α

≤
2
(

(γd)
1
α −

(

γ(d− 2)
)

1
α

)

(

γ(d− 2)
)

1
α

= 2
(( d

d− 2

)
1
α − 1

)

≤ 2
(

3
1
α − 1

)

=: C.

Thus, we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

⌊(πx−1d1)
1
α ⌋

∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ cl

⌊(πx−1d1)
1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1(d1−2))
1
α ⌋+1

1

≤ cl

(⌊

(

πx−1(d1 − 2)
)

1
α

⌋

+ 1
)

F (πx−1, d1) ≤ lclF (πx
−1, d1) ≤ C sup

k≥l
ckk. (5.4)
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Similarly,

∣

∣

∣

∣

⌊(πx−1e1)
1
α ⌋

∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C sup
k≥l

ckk. (5.5)

Further,

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=⌊(πx−1e2)
1
α ⌋+1

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ c
⌊(πx−1e2)

1
α ⌋+1

⌊(πx−1(e2+2))
1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1e2)
1
α ⌋+1

1

≤ c
⌊(πx−1e2)

1
α ⌋+1

(

⌊(πx−1e2)
1
α ⌋ + 1

)

F (πx−1, e2 + 2) ≤ C sup
k≥l

ckk. (5.6)

Similarly,

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=⌊(πx−1d2)
1
α ⌋+1

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ C sup
k≥l

ckk. (5.7)

Now consider the sum

S(d) :=

⌊(πx−1(d+2))
1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+1

sin kαx =

⌊(πx−1(d+ 1
2
))

1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+1

+

⌊(πx−1(d+1))
1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1(d+ 1
2
))

1
α ⌋+1

+

⌊(πx−1(d+ 3
2
))

1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1(d+1))
1
α ⌋+1

+

⌊(πx−1(d+2))
1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1(d+ 3
2
)
1
α ⌋+1

sin kαx =: S1(d) + S2(d) + S3(d) + S4(d),

where d ≥ D is an odd number.
First we show that the sum S2(d) + S3(d) cannot be too large, because most of

the summands contained in the sums S2(d) and S3(d) can be split into pairs so that
the sum of any pair would be close to zero and nonpositive. Let in the s-th pair the
values k be ⌊(πx−1(d+ 1))

1
α ⌋ + s and ⌊(πx−1(d+ 1))

1
α ⌋ − 1− s, where

s = 0, 1, ...,min

{

⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
3

2

))
1
α

⌋

−
⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

,

⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

−
⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α

⌋

− 1

}

. (5.8)

Note that there is exactly one pair consisting of summands of S2(d) and any other
pair consists of a summand of S2(d) and a summand of S3(d). The sum of the values
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of the s-th pair is

sin

(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

+ s

)α

x+ sin

(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

− 1− s

)α

x

= 2 sin

(

(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

+ s

)α

+

(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

− 1− s

)α
)

x

2

· cos
(

(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

+ s

)α

−
(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

− 1− s

)α
)

x

2
. (5.9)

According to (5.8), the argument of any cosine in (5.9) lies on the interval [0, π/2],
hence, all the cosines are nonnegative. Let us show now that the arguments of all
sines in (5.9) lie in the half-interval [πd, π(d+ 1)) which would lead to nonpositivity
of these sines. Due to convexity of the function χ(y) = yα (χ′′(y) = α(α−1)yα−2 < 0
for y > 0) on R+, the argument of the sine does not exceed

2

(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

− 1

2

)α
x

2
< π(d+ 1).

At the same time, there holds
(

πx−1
(

d+
3

2

))
1
α −

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

+ 1

<
(

πx−1(d+ 2)
)

1
α −

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α − 1

2
, (5.10)

since by Lagrange’s theorem there exists θ ∈ (0, 1
2
) such that

(πx−1)
1
α

(

(d+ 2)
1
α −

(

d+
3

2

)
1
α
)

≥ (πx−1)
1
α
1

2α

(

d+
3

2
+ θ
)

1
α
−1

≥ (πx−1)
1
α
1

2α

(

d+
3

2
+ θ
)

1
α
−1

≥ (πx−1)
1
α
1

2α
D

1
α
−1 ≥ 6 >

3

2

by the first condition of (5.1). Hence, from (5.10),

s ≤
(

πx−1(d+ 2)
)

1
α −

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α − 1

2
,

therefore,

s+ 1
2

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

<
(d+ 2

d+ 1

)
1
α − 1 ≤ 4

3α(d+ 1)
, (5.11)

since the function t(y) = (1 + y)
1
α − 1 − 4y/3α vanishes for y = 0 and t′(y) =

((1 + y)
1
α
−1 − 4/3)/α ≤ 0 for y ≤ 1/D due to the second condition of (5.1). Also,

taking into account the first condition of (5.1) and the fact that d ≥ D,

3
(

2πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

<
2

(πx−1)
1
α (d+ 1)

1
α

≤ 1

6α(d+ 1)
. (5.12)
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Thus, by (5.11) and (5.12), the argument of any sine at the right hand side of (5.9)
is not less than
(

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α − 3

2
+ max

(

s+
1

2

)

)α
x

2

+

(

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α − 3

2
−max

(

s+
1

2

)

)α
x

2

≥
(

1− 3

2(πx−1(d+ 1))1/α
+

4

3α(d+ 1)

)απ(d+ 1)

2

+
(

1− 3

2(πx−1(d+ 1))1/α
− 4

3α(d+ 1)

)απ(d+ 1)

2

≥
(

(

1− 1

6α(d+ 1)
+

4

3α(d+ 1)

)α

+
(

1− 1

6α(d+ 1)
− 4

3α(d+ 1)

)α
)

π(d+ 1)

2

≥
(

1 +
(

1− 3

2α(d+ 1)

)α
)

π(d+ 1)

2
. (5.13)

We will show that the latter expression is not less than πd. It is sufficient to prove
that the function

g(y) = 1 +
(

1− 3

2α
y
)α

− 2 + 2y =
(

1− 3

2α
y
)α

− 1 + 2y

is not negative at the point y = (d+ 1)−1. Note that g(0) = 0 and

g′(y) = −3

2

(

1− 3

2α
y
)α−1

+ 2 ≥ 0

for y ≤ 1/D by the third of the conditions (5.1). Thus, by (5.13) and the observation
above it follows that the argument of any sine at the right hand side of (5.9) is not
less than πd. Besides, it is easy to see that any of these arguments is also not greater
than (π+1)d, hence, all the sines at the right hand side of (5.9) are nonpositive, and
this implies nonpositivity of the whole sum of the chosen pairs. If there is a summand
of S2(d) not belonging to any pair, we bound it above by zero.

Let us estimate the number of the summands of S3(d) which could be left without
a pair. If there exist such summands, then since we have exactly one pair consisting
of summands of S2(d) and all other pairs consists of a summand of S2(d) and a
summand of S3(d), therefore, the number of summands of S3(d) left without a pair
is exactly

(⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
3

2

))
1
α

⌋

−
⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋)

−
(⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

−
⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α

⌋

− 2

)

≤
(

πx−1
(

d+
3

2

))
1
α − 2

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

+
(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α

+ 4

≤ 2

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 4. (5.14)
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Here we used Lagrange’s theorem for the function w(y) = y
1
α :

w(y + 1)− 2w
(

y +
1

2

)

+ w(y) = w′
(

y +
1

2
+ θ1

)

− w′(y + θ2)

=
(1

2
+ θ1 − θ2

)

w′′(y + θ0),

where θ1, θ2 ∈ [0, 1
2
], θ0 ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore,

w(y + 1)− 2w
(

y +
1

2

)

+ w(y) ≤ sup
[y+ 1

2
,y+ 3

2
]

w′′(z)

=
1

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

max

{

(

d+
1

2

)
1
α
−2

,
(

d+
3

2

)
1
α
−2
}

≤ 2

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d1/α−2

according to the fourth condition of (5.1). Thus, estimate (5.14) is valid.
From the argument above it follows that

S2(d) + S3(d) ≤
2

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 4. (5.15)

Let us show now that the sum S1(d) is slightly different from S2(d), and S4(d) —
from S3(d). We will construct a one-to-one correspondence between

s = 1, 2, ...,

⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

−
⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α

⌋

=: smax (5.16)

and some of

ks =

⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α

⌋

− ⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋ + 1, ...,

⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)1/α

⌋

− ⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋,

(5.17)

so that

ks := min
{

k ∈ N :
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+ k

)α

≥ πx−1(2d+ 1)−
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+ s

)α}

.

(5.18)

Then, using

πd ≤
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋ + s

)α

x ≤ π
(

d+
1

2

)

≤
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+ ks

)α

x ≤ π(d+ 1)

and

π
(

d+
1

2

)

−
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋ + s

)α

x ≤
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋ + ks

)α

x− π
(

d+
1

2

)

,

we get

sin
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋ + s

)α

x ≤ sin
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+ ks

)α

x. (5.19)

Note that
(

πx−1(2d+ 1)−
(

(πx−1d)
1
α − 1 + s

)α) 1
α − (πx−1d)

1
α + 2

≤
(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α − 1, (5.20)
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since

(

πx−1(2d+ 1)− πx−1d
)

1
α − (πx−1d)

1
α + 3−

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α
= 3− (πx−1d)

1
α ≤ 0

due to d ≥ D ≥ 3. Therefore, it follows from (5.20) that

(

πx−1(2d+ 1)−
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+ s

)α) 1
α − ⌊(πx−1d)

1
α ⌋ + 1 ≤

⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

,

hence, for any s of (5.16) there exists ks satisfying (5.17) and (5.18).
We will also show that ks1 6= ks2 for s1 6= s2. Since ks does not increase when s

increases, it suffices to show that ks > ks+1. Indeed, we can see from (5.18) that

ks ≥
(

πx−1(2d+ 1)−
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋ + s

)α) 1
α − ⌊(πx−1d)

1
α ⌋ > ks − 1,

so, it is sufficient to prove validity of

(

πx−1(2d+ 1)−
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+ s

)α) 1
α − ⌊(πx−1d)

1
α ⌋

>
(

πx−1(2d+ 1)−
(

⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+ s+ 1

)α) 1
α − ⌊(πx−1d)

1
α ⌋ + 1. (5.21)

For the sake of brevity we denote a := πx−1(2d + 1), b := ⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋ and consider

the function

ha,b(s) =
(

a− (b+ s)α
)

1
α
.

Then by Lagrange’s theorem ha,b(s) − ha,b(s + 1) = −h′a,b(s0), where s0 ∈ (1, smax).
Besides,

h′a,b(s) = −
(

a− (b+ s)α
)

1
α
−1

(b+ s)α−1,

i.e., |h′a,b| decreases in b+ s, and hence, using that b+ s ≤
(

πx−1
(

d+ 1
2

))
1
α according

to (5.16), we have on the interval (1, smax)

|h′a,b(s)| >
(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α
−1((

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α
)α−1

= 1.

Thus, ha,b(s)− ha,b(s+ 1) > 1, which implies validity of (5.21).
So, each s satisfying (5.16) corresponds injectively to ks satisfying (5.17) and

(5.18), so that for each s there holds (5.19), i.e., any summand of S1(d) is bounded
above by the corresponding summand of S2(d). The number of the summands of
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S2(d) which are not used in this estimate is

⌊

(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α

⌋

−
⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α

⌋

−
(⌊

(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α

⌋

− ⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋
)

≤
(

πx−1(d+ 1)
)

1
α
+ (πx−1d)

1
α − 2

(

πx−1
(

d+
1

2

))
1
α
+ 2

≤ 2

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 2,

similarly as (5.14). Thus,

S1(d) ≤ S2(d) +
2

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 2. (5.22)

Proceeding with the same argument for S3(d) and S4(d), we get for d ≥ D

S4(d) ≤ S3(d) +
2

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

(d+ 1)
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 2

≤ S3(d) +
4

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 2 (5.23)

due to the fourth condition of (5.1).



38 KRISTINA OGANESYAN

Finally, summing up (5.4), (5.7), (5.15), (5.22) and (5.23), we derive

L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx ≤ 2C sup

k≥l
ckk +

D−2
∑

d≥d1
d is odd

⌊(πx−1(d+2))
1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+1

ck sin k
αx

+

d2−2
∑

d≥D
d is odd

⌊(πx−1(d+2))
1
α ⌋

∑

k=⌊(πx−1d)
1
α ⌋+1

ck sin k
αx ≤ 2C sup

k≥l
ckk

+ c
⌊(πx−1d1)

1
α ⌋+1

(

⌊(πx−1D)
1
α ⌋ − ⌊(πx−1d1)

1
α ⌋
)

+

d2−2
∑

d≥D
d is odd

c
⌊(πx−1(d+1))

1
α ⌋
S(d)

≤ 2C sup
k≥l

ckk + 2

(

(D

d1

)
1
α − 1

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

+ 2

d2−2
∑

d≥D
d is odd

c
⌊(πx−1(d+1))

1
α ⌋

(

S2(d) + S3(d) +
3

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 2

)

≤ 2C sup
k≥l

ckk + 2(D
1
α − 1) sup

k≥l
ckk + 2

d2−2
∑

d≥D
d is odd

c
⌊(πx−1(d+1))

1
α ⌋

·
(

2

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 4 +

3

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d
1
α
−2(πx−1)

1
α + 2

)

≤ 2C sup
k≥l

ckk + 2(D
1
α − 1) sup

k≥l
ckk

+ 2 sup
k≥l

ckk
∑

d≥d1

5

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

d−2 +
6

(πx−1)
1
α

d−
1
α

≤
(

2C + 2(D
1
α − 1) +

10

α

( 1

α
− 1
)

D−1 +
6

(πX−1)
1
α

( 1

α
− 1
)

D1− 1
α

)

sup
k≥l

ckk

≤
(

2C + 2(D
1
α − 1) +

(10

α
+ 2X2

)( 1

α
− 1
)

)

sup
k≥l

ckk =: C3 sup
k≥l

ckk. (5.24)

Similarly, by the same argument for e1, e2 and E in place of d1, d2 and D and
bounding S(e) below, using (5.5) and (5.6), we get

L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx ≥ −C4 sup

k≥l
ckk. (5.25)

Gathering (5.2), (5.3), (5.24) and (5.25), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

L
∑

k=l

ck sin k
αx

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ max{C1, C2, C3, C4} sup
k≥l

ckk,
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which completes the proof of uniform convergence. �

6. Proof of Theorem 2

Proof of Theorem 2. The part (a) of Theorem 2 follows clearly from Theorem
1 (a).

In view of Theorem 1 (b), (c), it suffices for the proof of the corresponding parts
of Theorem 2 to show that for any α > 0 the condition ckk → 0 is necessary and
sufficient for uniform convergence of series (1.1) on a set containing for some γ ≥ 2 a
discrete (α, γ)-neighbourhood of zero. Suppose that series (1.1) converges uniformly
on some set X containing a discrete (α, γ)-neighbourhood of zero and let 2 ≤ γ and
N be the numbers from the definition of such a neighbourhood. Take an arbitrary
ε > 0. Then there exists l0 = l0(ε) ∈ N, l0 ≥ N, such that for any L > l ≥ l0

and any x ∈ X there holds
∣

∣

∣

∑L
k=l ck sin k

αx
∣

∣

∣
< ε. So, taking any l ≥ l0 and putting

x0 =
π

γα+1lα
(either x0 or −x0 contains in X), we obtain

ε >

∣

∣

∣

∣

2l
∑

k=l+1

ck sin k
αx0

∣

∣

∣

∣

=

∣

∣

∣

∣

2l
∑

k=l+1

ck sin k
α π

γα+1lα

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

Note that the argument of any sine here does not exceed π
2
, hence,

ε >
2

π

2l
∑

k=l+1

ckk
α π

γα+1lα
≥ 2γ−α−1

2l
∑

k=l+1

ck ≥ 2γ−α−1lc2l = γ−α−1c2l2l, (6.1)

i.e., c2l2l ≤ γα+1ε. Besides,

c2l+1(2l + 1) ≤ c2l4l ≤ 2γα+1ε, (6.2)

which assures necessity of the condition. �

Proof of Remark 4. Estimates of the proof of Theorem 1 (a), (b) remain true
up to constants if we replace the differences cm−cm+1 by their absolute values. Indeed,
it follows from the relations

L
∑

k=l

|ck − ck+1|kξ = lξ
L
∑

k=l

|ck − ck+1|+
L
∑

k=l

(

(k + 1)ξ − kξ
)

L
∑

j=l

|ck − ck+1|

≤ V cll
ξ + V C(ξ)

L
∑

k=l

ckk
ξ−1, (6.3)

where ξ > 0, V is from (1.3), and

ck ≤ cm +
k−1
∑

l=m

|cl − cl+1| ≤ (V + 1)cm (6.4)

for k > m. Inequality (6.3) implies validity of (3.4), (3.6), (3.9), (3.10), (3.13), (3.14)
and (3.16) with appropriate modifications, while the inequality (6.4) — validity (3.1),
(3.19), (6.1) and (6.2). �
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