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An extension to the complex plane of
the Riemann-Siegel Z function.

Giovanni Lodond!]

Abstract

The usual Riemann-Siegel Z(t) is a real-valued function linked to the Riemann £(s), for
R(s) = 1/2, by the equation f(t) x Z(t) ~ £(1/2 + it), where both terms are real. We show
how to construct a complex function Z(t, €), which is linked to £(s) = £(1/2+ €+ it) through
an equation of the type e ™/4F(t) x Z(t,€) ~ £(1/2 4 € + it), where F(t) is a real scaling
factor like f(¢) and e is the distance from the line %(s) = 1/2. The functions Z(t,€) and
&(1/2 + e+ it) are complex valued and we obtain a scaled representation of £(s) with errors
not greater than the Riemann-Siegel Z(¢) not only on the critical line but at least in the
whole critical strip.
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1 Introduction

In 1859 Bernhard Riemann in an outstanding paper [9] [3, p. 299] [1] suggested that the non-trivial
zeros of the analytic continuation of the function:

((s) =) 1/n’ R(s) > 1 (1.1)

to the so-called critical strip 0 < R(s) < 1 must all lie on the line R(s) = 1/2 (the critical line).
The complex argument s is expressed throughout as:

1
s:§+e+it (1.2)

so that € is the distance from critical line parallel to the real axis and ¢ is the imaginary coordinate.
Until now, this conjecture has remained unproven, and is referred to as the Riemann Hypothesis
(RH) [1]. A key finding in this effort has been the introduction of the function £(s) [9] [3, p. 16],
that is real on the critical line and has the same zeros of ((s) in the critical strip:

£(s)=T (g + 1) (s — )r~/2¢(s) . (1.3)

In 1932 C. L. Siegel crucially succeeded in mastering the information contained in Riemann’s
private notes about the values of the ¢ function on the critical line [3, p. 136] [B, p. 3]. His main
result was the approximate formula:

Z<t)_27§(308 (t In (@) _§> + Ro(t) N_M . N = \‘\/g’J (1.4)

vn f(t)

where ~ means asymptotically equal for t — oo and f(t) is the scale factor used in [3, p. 176],
reported in eq. . Equation has been the core of large scale computations of the zeros
of {(s) as described in [4] and [3] p. 4].

The purpose of this paper is to develop an extension of the Riemann-Siegel function that
provides a means of expressing & (% + e+ it) at least for —1 < € < 1 using a scale factor defined in

cq. (E31)

n=1

F(t) = (7/2)" P tie it
and hyperbolic functions. For ease of reading, we present our final result, given in eq. (4.8):

Zit.6) = QZN:COSh [e lr\l/; Zthzﬂ oS (t ln( /ﬁ) _ %) + (1.5)

n=1
N_ sinh |:€ In V 27rtn2>:| t ™ —5(1/2+€+Zt>
+2 ; N sin (t In <\/ 2€7m2> — g) + Ry (t,€) ~ F)e
where, as above, N = b / %J and Ry (t) is given by eq. 1) specialized for M = 1:
o\ /4 o\ /2 t
Rt = 0% () aw+ma (F) ] 0 p=ym-N 00




where Cy(p) = cos(2m(p* — p — 1/16)/ cos(27mp). Using Ci(p, €) the Z function given in eq. ((1.5)
is almost holomorphic for ¢ >> 1 and small |§ , as shown in eq. . From a computational
point of view it can be meaningful to use eq. (1.5 with only Cy(p), that is disregarding C(p, €),
since the errors of with Ro(t) are not higher than the errors of the original Riemann-Siegel
(L.4), as shown in Figure [3

We report in tables [1] and [2] the result of a numerical comparison with Wolfram Mathematica
RiemannSiegelZ function, referred to as Zy,(t — i€), evaluated in same points outside critical line.
The modulus of the difference decreases as t increases, but our result in eq. is usable also
for very large values of ¢t where the Mathematica computation fails.

Using it is easy, for example, to compute points of a topographical surface defined by
R[e'T Z(t, ¢)] above the (¢, €) plane, or to plot in the (¢,¢) plane the zero-height points (i.e (,¢€) :
Re*“TZ(t,€)] = 0). The same can be done with J[e“T Z(t,¢)]; see Figures [l and 2] In fact the
real or imaginary zero-condition computed for e Z(t, €), applies to & (% + e +it) as well . The
original reason of the present work was precisely to plot such curves for the ¢ function, as is done
for the ¢ function in [2 p. 342].

e | R[Z(t,e)]; see[L7| S[Z(t€)] ; see R(Zu(t—ie)] | S[Zut—ie)] |12~ Zul|
0.1 | 3.241730475804 | - 0.5787043468126 | 3.241771462370 | - 0.578683059836 | 4.62E-005
0.2 | 3.744381644160 - 1.199282431530 | 3.744419881769 | - 1.199241919295 | 5.57E-005
0.3 | 4.642337399179 -1.907135487575 | 4.642369954238 | -1.907080635877 | 6.38E-005
0.4 | 6.033267420500 | -2.755039800815 | 6.033280474138 | -2.754980028392 | 6.37E-005
0.5 | 8.069550741786 | -3.807665184807 | 8.069554328448 | -3.807617504806 | 4.78E-005

Table 1: Comparison at ¢ = 7000 between Z(t,e) (with only Cp(p)) in and Wolfram
Mathematica RiemannSiegelZ function Zys(t — ie). Both are evaluated with a precision of 16
digits.

e | RZ(t e)]; see[L5] | S[Z(¢, €)]; see R(Zu(t—ie)] | S[Zult—ie)] |12 - Zu]]
0.1 | -0.9050244263086 | 0.1402585183494 | -0.9050238453328 | 0.1402587799723 | 6.37E-007
0.2 | -1.3080455298552 | 0.2878855199489 | -1.3080449625265 | 0.2878860590214 | 7.83E-007
0.3 | -2.143656564420 0.441671103478 -2.143656009082 | 0.441671983111 1.04E-006
0.4 | -3.715336354275 0.578566730780 -3.715335798319 | 0.578568148509 1.52E-006
0.5 | -6.582066395361 0.629253718227 | -6.582065829497 | 0.629256211048 | 2.56E-006

Table 2: Comparison at ¢ = 250000 between Z(t,€) (with only Cy(p)) in and Wolfram
Mathematica RiemannSiegelZ function Zys(t — ie). Both are evaluated with a precision of 16
digits.
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Figure 1: The points of S[Z(¢,¢)] = 0 and R[Z(t,¢)] = 0 are computed on equispaced lines
at constant t = At x m :m = 1,2,3.... At the intersection between the curve S[{(t, €)] ~
J[Z(t, €)] = 0 with the critical line, at € = 0, the conformality of the £(¢, €), seen as a complex
transformation, is lost. These points are extremal points for the amplitude of £(1/2+it) . At
low ¢ values this is not true for Z(t, €) because of the distorting effect of the scale factor F'(t).
Note the first seven zeros at t = 14.13...;21.02...; 25.01...; 30.42....; 32.93.....; 37.58....; 40.91....
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Figure 2: See [3, p. 176] and [0, p. 6] . First Lehemer phenomenon is at ¢ ~ 7005. Note the
much simpler plot of R[¢] = 0 and J[¢] = 0 curves with respect to the plot of [¢] = 0 and

[

3[¢] = 0 curves in (¢, €) plane shown in [2, p. 342].



2 Starting point

In [9] [3] p. 137] a contour integral is given for ((s), s # 1, s € C:

o) = 52 [ S 21

where C' is the contour described in the positive sense starting at 400, encircling the origin and
returning to +oo without crossing the positive real axis. Afterwards this path C is deformed
continuously in Cl, encircling 2N+1 poles of the integral in eq. . Evaluating the integral
and putting the result in the definition of £(s) in eq. (|1.3)), one finds (see [3, p. 138], [7, p. 20]):

—&(s) = (1=9)T (g + 1) T (%Vn—) + (4s)I (? + 1) o <7§Vn—<1—5>> +

7(1275) — )5 le—Nzg
/C (—z)* e x (2.2)
N

et —1

(+s) (52 +1)7
(2m)s=1 28in(ws/2) 2mi

where the sign has been changed for later convenience and:

N = { %J . (2.3)

We now denote by Ly is the usual broken line whose path segments Lo, Ly, Lo and L3 are
defined in [3, p. 138] [7, p. 20] in order to apply the steepest descent method. In Appendix [B]it is
shown that the dominant contribution to the integral in ([2.2]) comes from L; which extends from

a+ 1e'ilel to a — Le'7lel see (B.1) and (B.17)), where:
a=ivant (2.4)

is the saddle point for the evaluation of main integral in ({2.2)), see Appendix [Alfor the details. We
also use the notation of [3| p. 139], where:

e¢(x) _ (_l,>s—16—Na:

The saddle point occurs when ¢/(x) = 0 with ¢(z) = R[(s — 1) In(—z) — Nz] to yield:

1 1
-5+ —5 -+t
a= 2]\7 ~ —2 ~2miN ~iV2nt =a for t>>1 (2.5)
t
27

so that @ in (2.4)), is an approximation for the value o used in [3, p. 140]. Notice that in ([2.5)),
1

N comes from the numerator in 2N+zt

e’ —1).

Nothing changes in the saddle point integral evaluation procedure with the replacement:

, while in 277N it comes from intergrand denominator ( i.e.

1. 1 . .
—§+zt — —§+€+Zt with 0 <e <1



as shown in Appendix . Notice that for e = % the approximation 1) becomes exact and we
have o = a.
We now make use of the Stirling series [8, p. 30] that allows us to write:

K-1

Z 2k (2k ?QT)Zqu) + Rk (2) (2.6)

k=1

In(I'(z+1)) =In ((3722”5(2#)%) + (

Although the expression ([2.6)) is a non-convergent asymptotic expansion, it can be used to estimate
the size of the error |Ri(2)| [3, p. 112]. The B; are the Bernoulli numbers that vanish for odd 4
while (see for example [0, p. 114]):

1 1 1 5 691

1
T 0 YT 30 42 7 8T 30 66 = 2730
The modulus of the error term |Rox(z)| is bounded by:

|Rog (2)| < (2K<2k3_21i>z2K_1> [COS (@)}H{
2

(2.7)

where arg(z) is taken in the interval: —m < arg(z) < 7 (see [3| p. 112] and theorem 2.3 in [8]
p. 40] due to Stieltjes).

3 Splitting in simple pieces

To evaluate the expression in (2.2)) it is convenient to rewrite s in terms of the variable zdefined
by:
s 142 at

_ 2 — 1
2= 1 —i—2 (3.1)

in the first sum, so that we have:
77 (1—s)=n7*(1—-22),

while in the second sum and in the third term we use:

1—8_1—26 it
2 4 2

(3.2)

z =

so that: -
72 (+s)=m *(1—22)

In order to manage the computation and also to exploit intermediate results, it has been devised
the notation A} where:

7A“canbe: A=Ror A=9),

“s= +” means substitution while “s= -” means substitution ((3.2]).

“p” is for part (p=1,2 or 3)

Part 1 (i.e RF or 37 ) is the asymptotic part (as ¢t — 0o) of In (e_zzz+%(27r)%)



Part 2 (i.e %5 or S5 ) refers always to In (e‘zz”%(%r)%), but as t — oo goes to zero

Part 3 (i.e R5 or 35 ) refers to:

K-1 BQk
(j{: 2k(2k-—1)z2k1> (3.3)

k=1

For example for K = 3, setting arg(z) ~ 7 and Byx = 1/42 as first erased term in (£2.6), the
error |Rog(2)| is bounded by ([2.7) and using (3.1)) and (3.2)) we have, for the error term:

| 1/2 + ¢ + it
|R2K(z)i| = |R€e:2|?r'ror +1 Im:etrror| = ‘RG </T)‘ (34)
< Bs . 1
L\ D . 6 L\ D
645 (L255) cos (arg (252 ) )| 157 (M2
1
<
= |10

It is possible to improve the precision by increasing K but, as we will see in the following, if we
content ourselves with an error < t~! then we can completely ignore the Bernoulli sum in (2.6)).

3.1 First substitution
If we take the first case (3.1)), to be used in first sum of (2.2)), we have for (2.6):

In <efzzz+% (27?)%71'*2(1 - 22)) =R} +iS7 +RT +iST

z=

3+2g+ﬁ | 1+262+¢2+, et ot
e — n — 1 I 11 —
4 9 4 4 1+ 2

1+2 at\ In(2r) L+e+it 1\° , —t
- w - 1 1 _ = 2 ) @
( 1 + 2) + 5 5 n(m)+Inq/ (€ 5 +t24i arctan Sy (3.5)

We have :

; —t T + arct 1— 2e¢ p " 2t T ; 1+ 2¢
arctan [ ——— | = —— + arctan an arctan = — — arctan
+1/2 —€ 2 2t 14 2¢ 2 2

t
(3.6)

142€ it
4 + 2

so separating real part from imaginary part we have:

R (ln (e—zzZ+%(27r)%7r—Z(1 - 22)) Lo ) =R+ RT =
iy



SRISORRECSNE

t|m 1+ 2€ 1+ 2¢ In(27)  In(m)(1 + 2e) 1
—i[g—arctan( 57 )}—( 1 )+ 5 1 +ln(t)+§ln

For t >> ¢ we have

¢ (L2 1+2 2 (142
— — [—ar 11 = I 1l
g | AR Ty 4 T4 e Ty

And we can write the asymptotic part not leading to zero as:

t 1+2 1+2 2t 1+2 1+2
—5[—ar0tan( ; 6)1: —ZE[ 1+26arctan( —gt 6)—1—1—1}: 2 (3.8)

And we put it in first piece R . While:

1+ 2 20 (142
I 11 —
1 1+ ge et 2%

is put in second piece (i.e. 7 ), because as t — oo it goes to zero .
Using the notation A} we try afterward to put together all pieces.
RT +RT and 35, + 3 are developped in powers of t~1,¢72¢73 . . . in subsection [3.14} see (3.25).

3.2 Computation of R}
So R first piece of Real part with first substitution (3.1)) is:

3 t 1 In(2r) In(m) 1 € € t
+_ 2 ! _ 2. € € vt _
§R1—41n(2> 1T L T1Tatts 1112 In(m)

_ % _ %Hln(w _ GLn (%) N 1n(227r) B IHST) _ %t + ln(t)) +1In (&) (3.9)

3.3 Computation of R
While 5, second piece of Real part for first substitution (3.1]), is:

342\ |1 1+ 26¢\2
+ -
%Q—( 1 )[21n<1+< o7 >>

142 2t 142 1 1—2¢\?
+ + 6[ 1+26arctan( + 6)—1]+—1n 1—|—( 5 6)]: (3.10)

2




1+ 2¢
4

+

342\ |1 /1+2\2 1/1+2\" 1/1+2\?
= - — = + 1— - —1+
4 2\ 2t 4\ 2t 3\ 2
L2 1 /1-2¢ 4+ B
2 2 2 2 N

Note that the most significant powers are ¢t~2 so that, up to the terms of order t—2

gt _ (32 1142\ 1 (142 2+ (L2 2+
2\ 4 2\ 2t 3\ 2 T2 2t

It is apparent that all three terms of R go to zero as t — oo.

1+ 2¢
4

3.4 Computation of 7

For the imaginary part we have:

R <ln (e_zzz+%(27r)%7r_z(1 - 2z)> ) =37 +97 =

ety
N T (8 b (1 (L2 2 N
=(=)|In{= —In
2 2 2 2t
3+2e\ |7 14 2¢ t t s 1—2¢
T . la(r) - 2 11
+( 1 )[2 arctan( 57 )} 5 2n(7r) 2+arctan( 57 ) (3.11)
Fort >> ¢
t t t w™ ow
St = ln— — - — 4+ Z¢ . A2
Si=ghhg-—5 8+4€ ;o t>>e€ (3.12)

3.5 Computation of 33

ot = (1 (552) ) - (252 [t (152)] ovcin (152) = 09
() - () () ]+ (52)

up to terms of order ¢~!. Notice that I3 for goes to zero for t — oo.




3.6  Computation of ®] and 37

Let us take now the sum in ({2.6]), always with substitution (3.1)), for K=3.
Here too it is useful to consider real part:

K-1
B
. ) 2k
Ry (only till 2 terms) = Re (Z 2k(2k—1)22k—1> Lioe B
a=tEt

k=1 K=3
142 1+ 2¢)? 142
48 14_(%)2 (1)2 6 142612\ ? 4 142612\
)7 ()7 s (14 (82)7) " soe (14 (52)°)
I e
o122
and imaginary part:
K-1 B
+ . -1 . 2k o
S5 (only  till t7 terms) =S ( (2 = 1)2%_1) o -
k=1 p=lt2eq it o K=3
1 1 1+ 2¢)?
__ - n—_ (1 +2¢) = (3.15)
6 (1 (52)°) o (14 (52)°) oo (14 (252)7)
=gt

3.7 Second substitution
Second substitution (3.2)) applies to second sum ant remainder (i.e. 3rd term) in (2.2)) .

So we have, likewise:

In (e-zzz+%(2w)%w—Z(1 - 2z)> =R Ry 40 +i9y =
="z 2

3 e it | 1 e 2+t2+, . —t
— (2 _-_Z n - - = — 4+ ¢ arctan
42 2 4 2 4 1/2 —¢

(i, e

z

4 2 2

I —e—it 1\° t
—2Tln(7r)+ln (e+§> + 12 +i arctan (#)

Referring to (3.6]), we separate again the real from the imaginary part.

We find:

R (ln (e*‘zz”%(%r)%w*z(l - 22)) e “) =R+ R, =

F="7 2



+t T n ‘ 1— 2¢
— | ——= + arctan —
2 2 2t

1
1
) 4 o 1+ L+ 26]°
n — 1n
2 o

For t >> ¢ we have

t 1— 2e¢ 1 — 2e¢ 2t 1— 2e¢ 1
— |arctan = arctan — - —
2 2t 4 1— 2e¢ 2t 4

And we can write the asymptotic part not leading to zero (contained in £7) as:

1 —2e 1 —2e 2t 1 —2e 1—2¢
[arctan ( 57 )] 1 { T3 arctan ( 57 ) + } 1 (3.17)

1— 2e¢ 2t 1— 2e¢
arctan —1
4 [ 1—2¢ ( 2t > }

which is contained in R;, because as ¢ — 0o it goes to zero. Thus for t >> € and ¢t >> 1:

;. t— 00 (3.16)

DO ™

DO |+

and

" (ln (eiZZZJr% (27T>%7772(1 B 22)) _1-2¢ z‘t) - §RI " %5

2="7 2

3.8 Computation of ]

We can write:

t 1 1 In(2 1 t 1
%fz%ln(—)———l———l— n(@m) _ n(w)—I—g(ln(ﬂ)—ln—)—I—E—zt—i-ln(t)—i-z—%:

2) 11" 2 1 2) 271
3. (t\ W@r) In(x) = o)

10



3.9 Computation of ¥,

While %, the second piece of the Real part using eq. (3.2)), is:
1 m (14 1+42¢\° n
—In
2 2t
12 2t e (1226 4] ot |y (L2 2
arcta - - =
1 1T—2¢ O T 2 21

CEV ()] )]

Clearly all three terms of R; go to zero as t — 0.

-2
R, (only till t% terms) = (3 1 6)

3.10 Computation of 37

For the imaginary part we have:

Im (ln <6_22Z+%(27r)%7r_z(1 - 22))
t t\ 1 1426\
S w1
() () (- ()
- 52 T 4 arcta -2 —i—t%—tln(w)—l-?T arctan L+ 2
—Z 4 arctan Sz M
4 2 2t 2 2 2 2t

Likewise for t >> € separating real and imaginary parts in a single expression we can write:

3. /t\ In@2r) 1
Ry +iS7 =7l (§> + n(;) — DE;T)

41 ,/ZWE Tt +i(—tm LT T
"V TR L WS b S S R

3.11 Computation of G

t 1+26\*\ (3-2 1-2 1
S, (only  till t7 terms) = —Zln (1+( —gt 6) >—|—( 1 6) {arctan( o 6)1—arctan<

() - ()

11

(1 ;t%ﬂ i

(3.19)

(3.20)

(3.21)




3.12 Computation of ¥

Let us consider the sum in ([2.6)), with substitution (3.2)), for K=3.
Here too it is useful to consider the real part:

K-1
B
_ . -1 2k
s (only till ¢t terms) = R (Z 22k — 1>22k_1> | =
k=1 Z:l 2¢ it K=3

_ 1— 2 B (1—2¢)3 N (1 — 2¢) _ (3.23)
[0 (2970 soom (14 (052)°) s0n (14 (52)°)°
- 11;1;6 -

3.13 Computation of 3y

For the imaginary part:

K-1
Img (only till t~' terms) < ) =
£ 2k 2k—1 S S
4 2 ’
1 1 1 — 2¢)?
=+ — —5 - (1-2) e (3.24)

6t (1+ (452)°) 45t3<1+(126)) 60t (1+ (152)°)

-6t

3.14 Error merging

Let us merge the more significant errors (i.e. second and third part ).
For imaginary part we take only till ¢! term ( for € = 0 we get +4% as in [p. 120 [3] (1) |

1T 1 (142)2  (3£2)(1+£2) 17T 2)
ot ot Z 4+ + = 3.25
For real part we take only till +~2 term:
1 (3+21 [142\> 1+£2 (1+2\> 1 /1+2\> 1+2¢
+ +
_ 1 L _ - = (3.2
TR = E 2( 2 ) 12 ( 2 )+2( 2 ) 12 (3:26)

The error (3.4) contribution, if we limit to t~* for & and ¢2 for R, does not appear.
So we have:

wp 1 —84c410¢2

1 4+ 108¢e — 12¢?

™ +L LT+

(3.27)

LR A

&
_l_

&
I

12



and

27 + 94¢ + 84¢€% + 8¢3

27 — 22¢ + 36€% — 8¢3

Ry +RT = L L Ry ARy =

96¢2 96¢2

In 5 we coud include also the error whose we know only the bound ( ).

3.15 Putting pieces together

Let us try to summarize.
The coefficient of first sum of (2.2)) is:

K-1
ol 1 Z Boy,
lln(r(z )=l <€ - +2(2”)2> i ( 2k (2k —21)z2’“>]
k=1 Z:LQE+L275

=RT + RNy +RNT +i(ST +35 +3Y)
while for the second sum and the remainder of ([2.2)):

k=1

[m<r(z+1>> —mn (e 3 (2m) ) + (Z %(%jfyi)z%l)] e

T2

=Ry + Ry, +R3 +4(S7 +35 +933)

+ -
Let us neglect now (2) and (2) with 7 > 1, namely second and third piece.
J

It is useful to isolate real terms that]depend only on t.
We define: 5 . n@r)  n(n)
n(2m n(7m T
In[F(t)] :==In{ = — — t4+1
n[F(t)] 7o (2) + 5 1 4t+ n(t)

F(t) is the scale factor :

- In(27 In(w)+3 In(2 . . T . . .
Ft)e's = e @m) _In(m) s @), 7 5% (etit) <_> 5 5 (ekit)

In [3, p. 176], for ¢ = 0 and and in[5, p. 5]

1
ft) = §7r‘1/ Y2 4 1/4)|T(1/4 + it)2)| = eRelnT(s/2)] 7 -1/4
While

F(t) =R [(s— )T ( +1) f%] £t)
So F(t) used here and f(¢) in in [3| p. 176] and in[5 p. 5] are the same.

13
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K=3

+ [+

(3.28)

(3.29)

(3.30)

(3.31)

(3.32)

(3.33)



Note that same scale factor F(t), applies to (3.9) (i.e. R]), as well as to (3.21)(i.e. Ry) .
Looking at the imaginary terms and we define :

For (8.12)

t t t w7 s

ot — 5 2 = - — =
NN —2(21n27r 5 8+46) ; z(@l(t)+ e)

For (B.21)

t t t m™ m s

T — 4 _ - — — — = — —
z\sl—z( 2n2ﬂ+2 8—|—4e). z( 01(t) + e)
Where L . . ,
v ™
Oht)==n———-——==-In|— | — = 3.34
=g =573 2n(27re) 8 (3:34)
Meanwhile referring to (1) [3, p. 120] we have coherently:
0(t) = —[-0:(t) + S5 (e=0)+S5(e=0)] = 0,(t) + S5 (e =0) + 3§ (e = 0)
Looking at the real terms that depend on ¢ and on t at the same time we have:
For (B.9)
t t\?2

¢ In-—In(7) | =In || —

2 2 21
For (321)

(1m0 (5)) =m KQTW) ]

€
2
Note that also this apply to (i.e. RT), as well as to (3.21)) (i.e. R7). So we could write:

Rt = In[F(£)] + In (%)6/2

R =In[F(t)] +In (?)6/2_

Thus (for ¢ >> 1) we can use only the first piece (R; and ).
So we have:




€/2
1 1 2
~In (e_zzz+§(27r)§7r_z(1 —22)> R RHST = I[F(1)]+n ({) i <—9(t) +% )
=71 T2
(3.36)
4 Asymptotic expressions
Putting together all the terms in (2.2) and setting 6(t) ~ 60;(t) we have:
N t ‘ .
1 . A/ 5r ez(G(t)—t In(n)
—£ (— +e+ z't) ~ F(t)e":* Z
2 |\ n vn
N ‘ —i(0(t)—t In(n)
. n e
F(t)e':* R(t ;o t>> 4.1
RO NS | T | S R e (4.1)
n= 27
where F(t) = (7/2)"® tie~1t | see (3.31).
Let us look for an exact expression. Using (3.29)) and (3.30]), and using:
A:t — eéRg:"FéRgt+§Rétrror+i(sgi+sgz+sgﬂra'r) (42)

we obtain:

—£ (% +e+ it) = F(t)e'se.

T\ L [AT A2/t o gy AT = A (2mn/t)°
V) (S o oy = el

.+ F(t)e'icA™ {R(t, €) + /L (caye™ds %_Ll} (4.3)

oLaLy (67— 1)z
Where vy, is evaluated in (B.9), and R(?) is the quantity called R in (6) [3, p. 147] and [3,
p. 154] .
Here R(t,€) is the same quantity computed in Appendix |A|also for € # 0.
The overall bound for [, Lo.La.Ls is shown in Appendix , see @ and fig. .
Note however that cannot be actually computed because of the errors in and in (B.25)),
we only have an upper bound.
Note that e7*® with the same meaning of (1) in [3, p. 120] (see also [3, p. 146] bottom) is just
included in R; see in (6) [3, p. 139] .
In [3, p. 154]], the remainder R(t), of Riemann Siegel Z for e = 0 , is computed .
In Appendix [A| the coefficients C),(p, €) for € > 0 are generalized.

Ruslt,e)  (—1)¥! (?)l/écj(p,e) (27“)/ p:\/;—{ %J (1.4
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with:
(cos(2m(p* —p —1/16))

Co(0.5) = 0.382683.. < Co(p) = < cos(m/8) & 0.923879.. = Cy(0) = Cy(1)

cos(2mp)
(4.5)
where Cy(p, €) = Co(p) is independent of €; see Appendix
So we can put Ve:
9\ 1/4
Rt = (-0" () ) 5w (46)

In the following we use R;(t) in the meaning of (4.4]) with sum in square brackets only till C;. We
use simply R(t) instead of Ru(t) .
Let us define an useful function strictly related to £(s):

N L £i(0()—tIn(n) o—i(0(t)—tIn(n) 5( + e+ it)

Z(t,e) =) - +Z \/: NG + R(t) ~ P (4.7)

n=1

By the way: as A* — 1 ( see ([1.2)), for € — 0, then ([4.3) or ), lead us to the classical Z of
Riemann Siegel [3, p. 139].

Note that Z(t,€)e’s¢ has “almost “ the same phase of —£(1 + € + it).

So now it is clear why we changed the sign in (2.2) with respect to (5) [3, p. 138].

This choice is congruent with (¢) in [3, p. 119-120] where 6(t) is developped in powers of 1/t and

(1/t)°.

In fact , from (|3.11]), we have

s —s t t t 1 7
O(t. e = :0(1 [F(— 1) (- ]) S PN L A 10
(te=0)=S{n|I{g+)m=(=5)]) "2 275" 15 " 57008 ®)

like in (1) [3, p. 120]] .
An interesting way to express (|4.7)) is using hyperbolic functions:

%:2 ~ Z(t€) = QZN: o [6 lr:/g 2;”2)} cos (t In (Vﬁ) — g) + ..
. +2¢i Smh[ <\/;)] sin (t ln( ! ) - f) + R(t,€) (4.8)

ot vn 2emn? 8

Note that, as 7; [e In ( 4/ 2m2)] 5> each addend of the sum in verifies for small { :

afm__% _ %_afm
de ot de Ot

(4.9)

For reminder term we have:

ORy(t)  O{(=1)N' () [Co(p) + ..}

ot ot

16



where:

2 ot 2\/2rt
So we have:
ORo(t) v |1 e\ dCo(p) (2r\V* 1
= (-1 —— | — C — ~ 4.10
~ ( 1)N71800<p) (2_7T) e 1
Ri>>1 o ; Nor
in ([A.30))
1 1 1w 3 w
Ci(p, e)w' = —ey! )(P)E — 3t )(P)m (4.11)
as w = 27”; see (A.21)).
As v (p) = —8(’;’;’3); see (|A.28)). Besides —8[7’08(?“} <<gs>1 acg);p) N 127rt.
So taking only Cy(p,€) , after Cy(p), in (4.4):
9\ /4 9\ 12
Rl(t, 6) = (—1)N71 (7) Oo(p> + C'l(p, 6) (7) (412)

if t >> 1, we almost match, also for the remainder R;(¢,¢€), the first equation of (4.9) .
From 1} the main part of % is:

ORe|R(t, €)] e (_1>N_1800(p) <2_7r)1/4 1
ot == ap \t o2t
While

OIm[R(t,e)] _ vt 20\ w aCy(p) N1 0Co(p) [2e\V* 1
T e >l —(=1) (T) in Op =—(-1) ap (7) 2t (4.13)

So the first of the is almost verified also for Ry (t,€); see (4.12]).

Note that the second of ([1.9) is identically zero for e — 0.

With reminder R;(t,€) which uses with only Cy(p), and ,C4(p, €), we can then say that
, for t >> 1 and for small ‘% , is almost holomorphic as the RiemanCauchy holds only with
small discrepancies that tend to zero as t — oc.
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A Main integral in along path L; with offset from
critical line (e > 0)

The aim of this appendix is to compute the main integral (A.2)) following the same logical path
of [3, p. 138-155] with the only addition of € # 0.
First footnote in [3, p. 138] suggests exactly this. A brief summary shows the path to follow.

A.1 Summary of logical path
Let us summarize the logical path of the following evaluation.
e To ignore the integral contribution on Lg, Ly, L3; see .
e To develop (—x)~1/?+ite=Ne a5 a power series centered at a = iv/27t; see .

e To use a “matching factor” (A.11]) (rewritten here for easy reading)
g(x —a) = bn(:c—a)”:e[

n=0

a

— im0 (o N)(@—a)+(— L +etit) IH(HH)} (A1)

to compute the b,(w, €) for a perfect matching of all like powers of w = ,/27” obtained by

iteration (A.23)); see also (A.22)).
n=oo b

e To expand the expression obtained by the matching (i.e. > — " b,(x — a)™), on all Ly line,
irrespective of the radius of convergence of the power series centered in a = iv/ 27t 1|
by a wise contour integration [3, p. 147-148] due to Riemann.

This allows us to compute exactly, on complex plane u = x — 27 Ni [3|, p. 147-148], the main
integral for by i.e. Co(p) = ¥ (p) (A.20) . In order to compute C,,(p,€) by formula (A.25)
we need till bs, see (A.29).

e through (A.29)) all pieces are joined to compute C;(p, €) of (4.4) .
e The computation has been actually carried on only for i = 1,2; see ((A.30) and (A.34)).

A.2 DMain integral over Lo+ L1 + Lo + L3
With and we can write:

(+s)L (524 1) / (=1)(—z) e Ndx
(27[—)5712 Sln(’ﬂ'S/2)27[—Z Lo,L1,L2,L3 et —1

—(1—s)
F()e A R(t, e) = i

— Ry ARG +Rerror+i(Sy +35 +Serror)

F(t)ei%ee—wtﬂe—wl(t) o 6/ (_x)s—le—dex (A 2)
- (2ﬂ)§+e+it<eﬂge _ iei%eeftw)efi% V ¢ Lo.L1.Lo.Ls e? —1 '

Some note on ( ).
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Suppose now (3.27) and (3.28]): %z 8 FRerror iy +95 +Seror) o 1

Below in (A.25) for higher order approximation et“S2+93) is taken in the evaluation of

Cs(p, €); see (4.4)).
(1—s) — —

e From (3.36) (+5)0 (52 +1) 7 2 ~ e+ :F(t)ez'zee—wlm( /2%) _

The (-1) factor at the integrand numerator stems for the gathering of =, , under (s — 1)
(—z)%dz _ (=1)(—2z)* ldzx
(ex—1)z er—1 )

exponent:

This (—1) at numerator integrand is, afterward, joined to 2i sin(7s/2) development [3, p. 139]
in the denominator of external coefficient:

(—1)2isin(ws/2) = —[e’%(%“”t) - e*’%(%ﬂﬂ‘t)] P T e o s
e P ) —t
= e TeF [T —ie'Fe ™ = e ile" ww 2e ]
e 2

e So in (A.2) the integral is multiplied by:

L pyeiicene ()20 S —
(271')8 t 6711[6717 — ieZTe*Tft]

o=t (1) p—tm/2

(27)2 (2)ite=im/4(1 — je—tr)

If we put [3, p. 139]:

Py = for e€=0 (A.3)

then ,for Ve we may write:

P e M2 (1—ie~tm) ZAN
e — ; : — — — € )
(2m)ze=im/4(2m)it(1 — je—tm) | | (2m)(e7"2¢ —ie'5etm) t

As from Appendix [B| contributions outside L; are very small ( see fig. [3| ) then (A.2) can be

written:
PE/ (_:L,)sledel,%PE/ (_x)sflefodm (A5)
Lo,L1,L2,L3 L

et —1 et —1

A.3 Evaluation of main integral on L,

We follow the path of [3, p. 145] with the only difference of introducing Ve.
It is useful also [7, p. 14-28] . We sum and subtract a.

—x—a—l—a:—a(l—l—a_m):—a<1+x_a> (A.6)

—a a
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Where a = i+/27t is the point chosen to expand (A.10) in powers of (z — a).

(_w)*%+€+it€*NCL‘ _ e(e—l/2+it)[ ln(—a)-l-ln(l-&—%)efNafN(xfa) (A?)
for | (252 < 1
r—a r—a (r—a)® (r—a)
In{1 R~ — — A8
" ( * a ) a 2a? 3a3 (A.8)
So:
“tetit Y o) (L pein) (- @G22 | @=a)®
() dretitg e _ (Lgy-breritga (N ((gRtigt )
We have :
—jtetit  —gtetit [t
a otV 2r
and:
l—g+et+it  1—gtetit i
2 a2 2 (i\2m)2  4n
The numerator of the integral can be written (with a = iv/27t [3], p. 145] bottom):
(_x)—%—i-e—&—ite—Nm ~ (_a)—%—i-e—&—ite—Naep(m—a)e%
We look for a factor that transform the above approximate relation in a true equality:
. . i(z—a)?
(_:L,)—%—l—e—‘rzte—Nx _ (_a)—%—f—e—&-zte—]\faep(z—a)e ( 47r) g(ZL‘ _ a) _ (A]_O)
_ (_a)—%+e+z‘t€—1\1aep(sc—a)e%‘(ac;:z)2 Z bo(z — a)"
n=0
Where a = iv/2nt is the point chosen to expand ([A.10|) in powers of (z — a).
g(x — a) defined in [3, p. 145] bottom and in [7, p. 24] is:
g _ia=)? N (@—a) (= Letit) In(14E=0
g(x —a) = bn(:p—a)":e[ s ) (15 )} (A.11)
n=0
It is apparent that by = 1 even when € # 0.
Because (A.11)) for x = a is bound to be € independent as € effects are multiplied by In(1).
For a given ¢, with the power series (A.1) “a” centered the reminder R(t, €) is:
R P (_a>7%+€+it€_Naep(‘T—a)ei(zél_ra)Q g(l' — (l)dx
t,E - € =
=P —
(—a)_%+it€7Naep(93*a)ei@;ra)Qg(m — a)dm
= PE(—a)ﬁ/ — =.. (A.12)
I e 1
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;T —&(%+eti
We have eliminated F(t)e's¢ as we are looking for 1) i.e.Z(te) ~ %

If we ignore e~ '™ with respect to 1 ( note that for t > 14 : e7'™ < 7™ =~ 10719) we get:

=01 (1) g—tm/2
Py~ - — for €=0 (A.13)
(2m)2 (2m)te—im/4(1 — i x 0)

and for same reason we have:

—101(t) ,—tm/2 1— 5 €
P~ ;_? e. : ( _ZIZEXO,) il for t>>€e>0
(2m)ze~/4(2m)it(1 — i x 0) | | (27m)(e™"2¢ —i x 0) t

(A.14)
So R(t,e) in (|A.12)) becomes:
) hHite—Nagpa—a)  Lopt d
- /<a)2 e moglemade oy (A.15)
L1 e —1
because:
1 27\ 27t e
Pe(—a)* = POW ( 7) (—a) = ( 2_7rt) e2(—i)Fy =F t>>e>0

What happens is that main integral in (A.2) gives rise to a factor (—a)¢ = (—iv/127)¢ [ (2) p. 146
[3] ] who keeps invariant the coefficient Py before integral Ve.
We can fetch out from integral in ([A.15]) the expression :

[_a]f%JriteNa _ [_Z-\/Z_ﬂ.t]f%JritefNi\/ﬁ _ [_Z-\/Q_Wt]—%ﬂtefmzn o+

_ [_Z-\/%]—%—Hte—NiQw\/% _ [_i\/ﬁ]—%—kite—Nﬂw(N-I—p)
So ( ) becomes:

i(zfa,)2

, p(z—a) o= —a)d
=F (—a)_5+’te_N“/ ¢ € gl(x a)dz ;o t>>c€ (A.16)

Developing the coefficient taking into account (A.14]) gives the same result of [3, p. 146]:
o—i01(t) €—t7r/2[_2' Qﬂ.t]—%-l-ite—wa(N—&-p)

1,
P —a 7§+ztefNa —
o (-a) (27?)% (27 )ite—in/4

(2m)(en/2) o

— 2 +it
i (1) < /L> o~ Ni2n(N+p)
27

21
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i(z—a)?
L. . pe—a) g g —a)d
Which is the coefficient of [ I € gl@—a)dz

- in [3 p. 146] (apart 1 —ie~™ at denominator
just reduced to 1).

We can change variable accordingly to [3, p. 146]:

t
T =u+2miN, x—a:u+27riN—27ri1/2—:u—2mp
T

So numerator integrand change in :

i(zfa)2 w2 2,2

. —4 —47i w2 . .
T epu727rzp261% _ 6227+2pu72mp277mp2

We can now take away from integral the objects: —2wip? — wip?
Elaborating we get:

—Ni2x(N + p)

which is the same as :

—im(N 4 p)? —inN? — 27ip* = —inN? — imp* — im2Np — imr N? — 2mip?
Besides :—im(N + p)? — i N? — 2mip® = —inN? —im

t ;2
5 — 2mip
but:

t t ™
—0) = - [él” (?) - g]
so we have:

So like in (2) [3, p. 147] we can write R(t,¢) in ([A.15]) as:

_1
t 2 T —2mip? ig—+2pu — i
R<t,e>=<—1>N1< 2W> S
1

271 ev —1
The usual notation is:

2mip? v o

else TUD’ e’ﬂ+ pu

v(p) = ——— du
whole Ly line

e —1
Details of contour integration used to get (A.20) are in [3, p. 147-148].
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A.4 Dependence from ¢

So from (5) [3, p. 145] and (3) [3, p. 150] it is obvious that Cy(p), defined in [3, p. 154]is €
independent; see (4.4) .

For C;(p,e) with ¢ > 0 the usefulness of following manipulation is apparent when logarithmic
derivative of g(z — a) with exponential and with the sum: Y "~ b,(z — a)™ are equated; see (
A.23)

Putting
2
W= 7” (A.21)
for [3, p. 148] (bottom page) we have:
o [ i(zx—a) 1 , r—a
L Gl e e = ) (1
g [ e -0 (g eri)n (152
e et Goatone ) S,
2mi 2miw™ 4+ (x —a)  2mi2miwT! + (x — a)] Yoo bn(z—a)r

where, equating like powers of (z — a), it is easy to get by recursively.
So we get the generalization with e > 0 of [(5) [3 p. 152]:

27i(n + 0.5 — €)by — by_s i\ w i\ w
bpsr = —(—) =P by — ) Zb,_ A2
n+1 w 47T2(n—|— 1) — Op <27T) n 6(”7 n) n—1 1 (271’) n—3 ( 3)

where P,(nl,n2) is defined as:

P(n1,ma) — nﬁ2 (n - % - e> (A.24)

with
b0:1 ;b_lzb_gzo
" For higher order approximation the expression (3) [3, p. 150] is exactly:

(+s)I (552 + 1) T / (—x)*te Nody
(2m)*~12sin(ms/2)2mi Jo, er* —1

= R(t,e) ~ (—1)N ! (@) 52 +95) [i bk(w)ck] (A.25)

where bg(w, €) is a polynomial of max degree n in w ,while ¢, (‘¢ independent ) is a linear
combination of even, if n is even, or odd, if n is odd, derivatives with respect to p of Cy(p) = ¥(p);
see ([A.20).

And where the recovered S5 + 33 terms in ¢! is given in (3.25). While ¢ is from (A.26]) and
F(t) is defined in (3.31] ).

[F(t)e'+) "
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With variable change * — a = u — 2mip; see( ) and (A.10)) .
The ¢, are in (3) [3, p. 150] which is the same of (A.25] here.

They are computed in (A.26|) which derives from (4) [3, p. 150] given below :

Jami? ZO w:;(!p) = z; (27%% 4)  [B.p. 150

equating homogeneous coefficients in y of left and right series.
Result is the following:

i /8 ,—2mp> iu?/Am 2pu | /2] 9i Vi oh(n—20)
Cp = — - / ¢ ¢ (u — 2mip)"du = o Z ( m) v (p) (A.26)
271 r et—1 2n = gl (n—25)!
[n/2] '
=3 cana" ) =, (A.27)
§=0
So ¢y ; is the coefficient of contribution at ¢, of derivative P,
Remind that 2 , 1/16)
cos|2m(p® — p —
0 (p) = = Co(p) (A.28)

cos(2mp)
From iteration ({A.23]) we have:

bg(w) = BQ,2w2 , bg = B373w3 + B3’1w1
by(w) = B4,4W4 + B4,2W2 )

Y

b5(0)) = B575w5 + B573w3

bﬁ (w) = Bﬁ’ﬁwﬁ —+ 36,4604 -+ Bﬁ,2w2 s b7(w) = B7,7w7 + B7’5w5 -+ B7,3w3 s
bg(&)) = BS,8W8 + B&Gw6 + B874w4

bg (CL)) = Bg’gwg + Bg77w7 + Bg,5w5 + Bg}3w3

Where B,,(¢) is the coefficient of w”* in the polynomial b,,(w,€). They contain the dependence

from € throughout (|A.24]) factors.
The polynomial b,,(w, €) max degree is n.

While the minimum degree is:
5] +n-3x[3]

The formula connecting big single indexed C;(p, €) in (4.4]), small single indexed ¢, from ( [A.26)),
small doubly indexed ¢ : ¢ ;, from (A.27)) and doubly indexed big B above i.e. B, x(€) is :
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Ln/2]

Chwk = Z ¢iBi pw* = Z Z Ciim2i ") | By (A.29)

k<i=3k—2j<3k  j=0,1,2... k<i=3k—2h<3k h=0,1,2... | j=0

Once fixed k of Cpw” in (4.4 ) , the index i can varies between 3k and 3k — 2h > k , with
h=0,1,2..

A.5 Evaluation of Ci(p,¢)
From ({A.24]) we have:

C’lwl == clBl,lwl -+ 0333’1(,01
where
1 (2mi)0 0

AT 9 or ol

(27?2) 30 (27m')1 32
= 23 o 3 11

Terms like w! have “b” produced by bjand by bs, so:

and

j 1 (270)0 170 2 370 (2mi)t 32 1
Oy, )t = w}Pe(l,l) (2mi)° n [( mi)% 4 (m) Y } {_2“; ?3}

o PTG TE] ? 0 3! 11!

tw 1 312 w w w
0 ((5-) -5 ag) 0 g =D - W) (A0

Putting € = 0, then the imaginary part is zero and the real part happens to be like in [3], p. 153-154]
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A.6 Evaluation of Cy(p,e€)

Consider now:

2 2 2 2
CQLU :CQBQ7QW —|—C4B472u) —‘I_CGBG’QW

Terms like w? stem from bgyo till by: by(w), by(w) e bg(w), so may be involved only the even
derivatives:

P™(p) 5 m=0,2,4,6

Bs 5 is computed above.

o 4!
and
Bgo = (i>2 e
’ s m26! 2
Besides
9| ¢(2) ¢(0) 2t
=5 [ TR ( 11) = ca09® + 03,09
with: ) @) 1 (0) 2
41 T v 271 WY 21
4= 5 [ TR ( 11) o0 ( 21) = caat™ + s 0@ + s op©®
and:

.o {W) Y@ 2ri)t @ (270)2 O (2m0)3
f = —

o © @) @) )
S R TR T R R TR ]_cﬁw T Coa F Coa ¥ oo

Let us compute separately terms like w? produced by ¥ (p), %@ (p), W (p), O (p):

A.6.1 Factors of () (p)
2 (2mi)' [iw\? P.(1,2)
(O) = i € )
¥ (p){22 1 (271’) T

+ O (p) {4_!(2m')2 ( w )2 (i)4! {Pe(él, " %Pe(la 1)} N 6! (2i)® <w >2 (4)5-2 5 x 4} )

24 21 \27/ rdl % 31 \2x) %1 2
(A.31)
O (p)rw?® (P(1,2) 1 5 % 95 DO (Pl

dropping powers of € greater that 1
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Consider now the phase shift due the multiplication by A~ of the reminder integral in .
Let us limit to the t~! term, then from ([3.25) we have:

—1 + 84€ + 10€2 _ 1+ 108¢ — 12¢2
50 ;07 (te) = —0:(t) — EY

from (4) in [3 p. 147], we can argue that C,(p, €) terms are multiplied by:

0 (t,e) = 01(t) —

e o [ 14108e—12¢2
eZ(SZ +%3) = ez(_ 4§t < +) ~ 1 _

iw?(1 + 108 — 12¢2)
2573
If we multiply main integral in (A.2)) by (A.32), then the term in w® : ¥ (p), will be translated

to w? summing up with homogeneous term stemming by other source.

In this case( sum of (A.31)) with (A.32)) at ¢ = 0) we have a cancellation ,so for e = 0 ;1) (p) does
not contribute to Csy(p, e = 0).

(A.32)

A.6.2 Factors of 1(?(p)

¥ (p) { > (m)z EO2) Dm0 [Pe(4, 9+ 222pq, 1)} } T

2221 \ 27 2! 24 2121 \27/ 74l
6! (2mi)? /w2 (1)525 x 4
@) (py d - \ETU7 (—) A.
D) {262! o \2x) 7260 2 (A.33)
®) ®) @
_ U5 () 8\ B3 [ 2 (1—2¢) _ YP(p)5
2672 10 2772 3 2772
which is w;Zlff ) for € = 0.

A.6.3 Factors of 1)) (p)
¢<4>(p){ (L) O {PE(4,4)+3—>2<2PE(1,1)} L8 Gm) (2’ ()25 % 4}

2141 \2xr) 7l 2641 11 \2n/) w260 2
_ —iW(p)(5-8¢) W (p)5
B 29733 29733
which is 0 for € = 0. So ¥ (p) gives no contribution to Cy(p, e = 0).

A.6.4 Factors of ¢ (p)
6! (2m0)° 9 (p) ] <W >2 2 5157 POp)sw O (p)s

26! 277! 276!
So it does not depend on € accordingly with third row in [3, p. 153] bottom .
In summary for € = 0 the contribution to w? term simplify drastically [3, p. 154] bottom:

CQ(p7 € = 0) _ @Z}@) (p) 77/}(6) (p)5

2672 27146!
Similarly we can built all the C;(p, €) of (4.4)) .

26 | 0l 6! o -

(A.34)
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B Bounds for Main Integral on paths: Ly, L, Ly, L3. With
offset from critical line (e > 0)

B.1 Upperbound of Main integral on L, path

We follow [3], p. 141-142] “ Estimation of the integral away from saddle point”, first case j=0, with
the only difference of introducing € > 0.

We move in the complex plane x on line : « = a + ke'i with real £ > 1, and , we choose as
boundary between Ly and L; point:

Boundary(Ly, L) = a + Mei% ;o 1<r<2 (B.1)
r

Where a is defined in ( [2.4).
In [3] p. 141-142] r = 2, but, if r > 1 it is enough for the logarithmic series (A.8]) to converge.
If we write the numerator module of the integrand in (A.2]) as |(—2)*'e™V?| = e?*) where

(k) = Re[(e — 1/2 +it) In(a + ke't) — N(a + ke't)]

then
;T _l t g _l 1
N T e W ey SN
N(a—{—ke4) Z\/ﬁ‘f‘ﬁ—f‘lﬁ
k k
Re | Ne's [_%“Jﬂt}_“z”t*ﬂ i\
N (Vort+ )2+ &
_Np [_%+€—t+it—%+j\%—' 27rt—z'\% L
V2 N N (Vort + 552+ &

(hre-nd i (V)
+5) N ((Vert+ )+ )
_N ((3+9 75+ (> +6)(\/2_7Tt)—1 <0 (B.2)
V2] N ((Vam+ B+ )
Where to be .. < 0 is justified by:
)N = Jx

2m

(2) Both numerator and denominator have : /= (2nt).

At numerator, for || < 1/2 and k > 1 we have to add negative quantities, while at denominator

we add all positive quantities .
In [3, p. 141-142] it is chosen r = 2, but , in order (A.8|) to converge r > 1 is enough.
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So the numerator module of the integrand in (A.2) on Ly, is max in x = Boundary(Lo, L) =

a+ 2% see
As ln( )=1In ]w[ + zé[w] and |e¥| = efel*l with complex w, So

e(e=3) In[—a—tte :( omt

then the numerator module of the integrand in is at most:

€§R[(efé+it) ln(fafgei%)fN(a+uﬂei%)] _ 6(6—%) ln’—a Iale 4

remembering a = iv/27t and N +p = , we have:

V2 V 271 rv2 rv2 r

Or in other words: we can elaborate —N @ to get :

_N@<—(N—1)\/r_t§ ( t )@

besides

& [ In (—a— Me’z)} =S [In(a)] + {—1 + Eeilr} = _g + {_1 + 2
r

SO we can write:

1
a| iT a —t| — = —arctan | —1v2 _ N7t
eft%[ ln(faf‘Tle Z)]ier\/% — e < 2 <T\15+1>> 3
defining further :
1 1
Ky(r) := arctan <—) —-— ;1l<r<2
r

V241 V2
we can write ([B.3)) as:

(0 m) )l

1

‘\/_‘ tf tarctan( \/%+1> T—

I

because

29

Sl 0 ) -l

3] in(-a- 2l )]

1
—t <arctan< ’{‘/5 > > —
~a T

taking p = 1, we can bound the numerator module of the integrand in (A.2])i.e.(B.3]) with:

(B.4)

(B.5)



but:

1< Vr:l<r<2

1 1
1+ —1 <2
( 2 ) rﬁ‘
We can bound, by ( ), the numerator value on Ly with the value that |(—x)*~1e V| assumes
on Boundary(Lg, L1), so the integral on Lg is bounded by:

u:%(z)fromu:%:@tooo

& > ¢=u\/2d \/
/ dz] < m o u=Rx) ; r=1V2Ur+ —— T eim/ay, © |dz] = V2du
L

o ler—1] 7 Jym 1—ev

' (B.6)
because : [1—e™| = /(1 — e~ R@cos(—Im(z))? + (e R@sin(—Im(z))? > [1—e XD cos(—Im(x)| >
|1 —eR@| =1~ . And we e have R(z) >

In other words we change an integral on “x” complex variable with an integral on real variable u
which gives us a bound of module.

And we can write

—u\/_du \/5[_6_“]0\?% \/ie_m

T = _ B.7
@|e$—1]_ vzt 1 —e 1—6_\/:7 l—e_\/? ( )

Afterword [/, B dz|_ 55|1‘ is multiplied by |B.5|

Then the A~ R(t,€)e’s¢ in |A.2| module ( divided by F(t) for ) is bounded above ( because of (
B3) ) by

ei% ee—ﬂt/Qe—iel ()

<2W)%+e+it|€—igs _ iei%ee—tﬂ|

(Re_—l—Re_) ¢ e—1
- 23 JE) Vo] aesiongz [
(2m)2te|emi5e — jeiZeetn| t Lo le* — 1]

— [\/27r € simplifies with (27r)1%+5 resulting in : (%)114{6

63‘1‘:;+3‘Eg+i(85+8§)

€ _1
( 2_7T> | )’/271'15’6 2 26t2€K0(r) r ‘d$|
V ¢t

Lo |€w - 1’

_ e(ftey +Rey) \/%‘_; 26[(0(1")156@ |d$| ~
(27) 72" |ei5c — ieitetn] ol =1l
P10 L e e it 5
e(Rey +Rey)
R —— ‘ 27”5‘ Ze
(2n) =N
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See (3.28) and (3.27) ) %, +R5 = (32 + f(€)) % + (...) 7r... so they can be neglected , for ¢ > 10
5.7

and applying we have

|”27T ‘ or)teﬂ \/567\/:7
(2) e 1— e

So we reach an stricter upper bound with respect to [3, p. 143]; see (A.2). So we have:

(+s)I (552 + 1) s / (—z)*te Nody -
(2#)5—1232'71(#3/2)27?2' L et —1

VIR i VBT amro
= 2e Fotlte™ 7= < (1+€)/2
o) e F T e

Note that upper bound on Ly (B.8|) is decreasing while € increasing .

B.2 L, spurious contribution

To compute ( in Appendix [A] we used, like [3, p. 147], a contour integral which gives an
exact result (see and ) on entire line L D L .

We are interested in the evaluation between : (B.1|) Boundary(Lg, L) = a+ ‘a| ;o 1<r<2
and ([B.17)): Boundary(Ly, Ls) = a — la' et ; 1<r <2, where a is the saddle point given in

(B4).

Here we evaluate the spurious contribution inserted with this contour integral in L — Ly, that in

( ), is referred as :

YL-L, (BQ)

For standard Gaussian formulas see [0, p. 183] .

o) = (8) et = L E o]

= e 22 : = —
T ’ 202

An approximate expression for large values of argument ( > 20 ) can be obtained from :

T e v’ 1 Ix3 1x3x5
G(x)dx = Erf (y = o—\/i) R~ 1_\/_y (1 5% + CRECTE + > for E/B>1(;;§

- V2o

“+x

—X

Now let us focus (A.16|) on :

/ P = g (o — a)da (B.11)
LI er — 1 .

See also [3], p. 146] .
putting:

x—a:\/gyzy(%—kl) (B.12)



namely:

x:a+\/;y:zx/2_mf+\/;y:2<ﬁ+z< 7+2_\/§>)

As (v/1)? = i we have:

and:

ep(mfa)el(zlﬂa)2
e? —1
for == on the line L; we have
1 o(3)s V(i (VEa))
61—1251/2_6—1/2:2 . y . it y
sinh (m—i—z (,/34—5))
While:

. Y ) Tt Y
sinh | ——= +1 — 4+ =
(N? ( 2 2\/§>

— sinh (ﬁ) cos (@+ %) +icosh (QL\@

and taking the module:

, (Vi) o(~3%3)

(B.13)

If we avoid y = 0 and the points € Ly, as :
sinh[a] < cosh[a] Va € R,

<2
sinh (#ﬁ +i <\/ 5+ #ﬁ)) \/simh2 (%) cos? (, [+ %) + cosh? (#5) sin? ( =+

) e(_zyﬁ_i<\/¥+$)> e(_%) <2 for y <0
< —_— y
: TR T I : y_ %26(_ﬁ or >0
sinh <2\/§+Z< 5 +2\/§>> L ‘smh (2\/§>‘ . f Y
(B.14)

For others factors of integrand,by (B.12|):
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2| (m5) (B.15)

The module ( [B.15) has a Gaussian shape, with 0 = V27 ~ 2.5066.., and, the max at Ymee =

2% ~px4.4428.. =po x 1.772.. ; 0<p<1

While (7~ 1) : —|a| <y < |a| = V27t =Vt x 2.5066.. = Vt X &
Or, if we follow [3, p. 141] i.e. r =2: —% <y< % .

If t = 20, p = \/t/(27) — L\/t/(%)J = 0.7841..

So we have the maximum of Gaussian shape at:
po x 1.772.. = 0 x (0.7841. x 1.772.) = 1.3894 x o
See (2.4): |a| = V27t =Vt x 0 = 4.4720.

So for r > 1 we have a distance of Gaussian maximum to the boundary given by:
(4.472 — 1.38)0 = 3.19¢0

" So let us call

(34
Contributionygr, = / e\V2 ") dy
Y€l

the additional spurious contribution that enters in contour integration of (B.11]), both for positive

or negative y, taking into account (B.14]).
And lets call

(%)
Contribution,er, = / e\ ") dy
yely
the contribution of the integral in —|a| <y < |a| for t = 20.
Then we have :
|Contributionyer, | x 0.003 > |Contribution,gr, | (B.16)

because , Gaussian beyond 30 . If we take r = 2 like in [3| p. 141] the boundary is at
la — 92375 and we ought to choose a t > 20 in order to reach the same 3¢ distance of border
from Gaussian maximum .

Anyhow with ¢t > 100 holds with huge margin .

This analysis together with fig. [3] and (B.2F)), explains why the case study of £(¢,e = 0), in [3)
p. 155] presents a very good match with Haselgrove tabel [3, p. 122] at least from ¢ > 18 . Besides
we have to take into account which lowers further the contributions at right. Instead
spurious contribution at left are multiplied by ~ 2 , but ,distance from Boundary(Li, Ly), in
worst case (p = 0), is, for t > 20: |a| = V27t ~ Vt x 0 > 4.4720. With ( we can appreciate

the corresponding % in 1’ and compare with data in fig. [3|.
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B.3 Upper bound of Main integral on L, path

We follow [3], p. 142] ¢ Estimation of the integral away from saddle point”, second case j=2,with
the only difference of introducing € = 0. The boundary of Ly segment are:

Boundary(Ly, L) = a — Mez% ;o l<r<2 (B.17)
r

Boundary(Ls, L) = (Re|a — |z‘eiz] , —mT2N+1)) ; 1<r<2

Where a is defined in ([2.4]).
So , in the integration on Lo, always holds :

S I S

V2r r

The integrand denominator of (A.2) is :

le* =1 > e —1/>05 for t>10 1<r<2 (B.18)

As —N(-b) = ( o —|—p> < 4/ 5=b, the integrand numerator of |A.2|is at most:

|( aj)e—f-i-zt —Nx| < ma35|:v| 2ma:v e—t S[ln(—x)]e ﬁb

1. . . o
Because € — 1/2 < 0 the max|z|*"2 is positioned where Ly crosses real axis, and, it is:

max|z| 2=}

the max value of e~* SI"(=2)] happens to be where the exponent is max, i.e. where [ In(—z)] is

min, namely in point Boundary(Ly, Ly) where -x phase has a minimum. We have ( a is defined

in[2.4]):

S In(—2)] = [ In(~ (a— '-é’é))] ~ 3 {—z—l— # + #}

Il
&2

ofeole e -

1
T 2 T 1

— t LA t S
2—|—arcan<1_ml/§> 2+arcan<\/§r_1>

So :
1t ¥ — T —tarct L
Mage, 1, {e St in( x)}} =el2e "™ an(57)
while .
e NEY < oV

Then the numerator integrand module in (A.2)) is at most:

- 1 )y__1 Py
b“%etfe t(arctan(ﬁr71> \/§r> _ be—%etgeft(Kz(r))
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Where:

1 1
Ks(r arctan B.19
2(r) = < (\/ir — 1) 2r) ( )
So reminding that (B.18§]):
<2
< —1 ) Lo

The length of segment Ly is about 2|a| = 227t = \/5@ = 2r\/§b, then, after clearing the
common factor F'(t) and for ¢ > 10 ( see also ( ) we have:

eRe;JrReg) _ﬂ-t/2 2_7T 6/ (_x)s—le—Nxdx <
(27m)2 (€715 — jeizeetn) t Lo et —1

—7t/2
¢ ( 2—7T> bz els B2\ /2h —

< —
(27T>§+6 t

() Ka(r) VAt o () _ SR\
" (2} <\”) 2 f( ) (@)t (\/5) e~tM2p\/2 (T>
- (2)(;6#; <\/_> K2t /r\/2 (ﬁ)i ((;)xfﬂ)ze B9, /ry/3 <\/ﬁ>2 _

V2
Note that for € > 0 the upper bound (B.20|) decreases.

B.4 Upperbound of Main integral on L3 path

We follow [3, p. 144] “ Estimation of the integral away from saddle point”, third case j=3 ,with
the only difference of introducing € > 0.

Boundary(Ls, L3) = (=b , —mi(2N +1)) = (—@ ,  —mi(2N + 1)>

r
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Denominator is :

et — 1= e%(z‘)—ﬂ'i(?N-}—l) —1= _6%(33) -1 = | . 65}?($) . 1| >1

so module of denominator is always > 1. We can write integral numerator as :
(_x)e—l/Q(_x)ite—N:c (B'Ql)
Because ¢ — 0.5 < 0 the max of |z|"¥/2, on L, is: |7(2N + 1)|*V/2, attained when R(z) = 0.
|(—£L‘)it| _ ‘e(é]?:[ In(—x)]+i3[ ln(fx)])it‘ — ot S[in(—=)]

What about max reached by —t [ In(—x)] on L3?

Namely which is the smallest phase of -x on L3?.

Note that Zz = Z[—(—=x)] is negative and then increases , so Z[—z] is positive in Boundary(Ls, L3)
and then decreases (i.e. (x) — +o0 namely R(—z) - —o0 ).

Answer: the phase assumed in Boundary(Ls, L3):

t
. T(2N +1)\ . 7T<2 %+1> s
arctan — =~ arctan N >Z
because |b| = @ and:

(2 +1) -
Nt :\/%(\/Qtﬂ+7r>:r(\/f2)+\/;)>1 sbecause 1 <r <2

r

So
|(—z)"| < e i (B.22)
So the module of [A.2on Ly (¢t > 10), putting u = R(z) and taking off F(t) factor, for is
less then:
1 €/2 e—tﬂ‘/2 - 12 (9) N
— e (2N + D)w|e / e "du
(35) S| en+ a2 [
[ V2rt+7 ‘ eBtm/4 et/ (V2r) _ V2t + © et (B.23)
\ 27t V2rv2N+1 N V27t Nz .
because

V> 10 (e"2° —ie'2% ™) m e '2e

And considering that
‘ i Fee—if(t)

@)t
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then we have:

ei%ee—mﬁ/Q —i01(t) ot ¢
(27 )2 tetit(e=i5e — jeiTee—tn)emid t

While, for [B.22] and [B.21}

) stetit ~Nz g 00
/ (o) 2T L (N 4 1)) [ e
Ls e? —1 —b
besides:
\/E L (B.24)
o
and:

—3tr/4+t/(V2r) =t (—31 + ﬁ) << —t

Note that upper bound on L3 [B.23| et increases with € but it is irrelevant in front of [B.8} and

sce fig

B.5 Conclusions on Upperbounds

Upper bounds can be summed up and compared with minimum value of Ry(t) ( i.e. when p = 0.5,

see (E3) and (&6) )

Summarizig results we have:

(B-§) (i.e. (A.2) along Ly upperbound ) is decreasing if € grows. Ko(r) is defined in [B.4]

(ca)~le—Neda 2v2e ol
Jo, = v

<
Ro(t)p=0.5 Ro(t)p=05
(i.e. along L, upperbound) is decreasing if € grows. Ks(r) is defined in [B.19]

e () onagrn!
Lo < rv2

= UpperBoundy,(t)

et—1

Ro(t)p=0.5 Ro(t)p=05

B.23| (i.e. |A.2 along L; upperbound ) increases with € but the factor e cancel the contribution .
B.23 g L3 upp

= UpperBoundy, (t)

(co)—leNege  (y/2xitm | et
ng et 1 \V2mt vt

<
Ro(t)p=05 Ry(t)p=o5

Of course the upper bound of the sum is less then the sum of the upper bounds , so we have an
overall upperbound ratio of:

= Upper Boundy,(t)
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Figure 3: Comparison of overall Upperbounds ratio % 1} with parameters r
and e. With (r,€) = (1.05, £0.5) we have the two lower curves,and, e = +0.5 is the lower one
between the two.. For upper curves we have (r,¢) = (2,2£0.5), and, the lower curve is always
with € = 40.5.0f course the case € = 0 is midway between found bounds for € = £1/2. Due
to the conjugate symmetry of £(1/2 + € + it) with respect to ¢, it is the lower UpperBound
that applies. So errors in ,and similar formulas, is maximum for ¢ = 0. The aim of
error upperbounds in extended Z(¢,¢) less or equal to the same in Z(t) is so met
Here , differently as in [3], p. 141] , )and ) ,in a+ @e’% the parameter r has been
left free to change in the interval 1 < r < 2. This choice gives a more realistic evaluation
of upperbounds error of ( ) ,and similar formulas, at low t values. In [3| p. 144] it is
suggested the value ¢ > 100 to get a practically error free expression . Considering the figure,
it appears pessimistic, and , only with r close to 2 ( as chosen in [3]) is justified . The only
restriction on r is linked to convergence of ) . The convergence speed is not an issue.
By the way this explains the good match noted in [3, p. 155] between Z(t > 18,¢ = 0) and
Haselgrove table [3, p. 122] .
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—x s—le—Nac T
Lo e de | AR

fLO’L2’L3 i = < UpperBoundy,(t) + Upper Boundy,(t) + Upper Boundy, (t)
Ry(t)p=os R

(B.25)
Of course the case e = 0 is between e = £1/2 . Here, in (B.1) and in (B.17), differently that in 3|
p. 141] the parameter r has been left free to change in the interval 1 < r < 2. This choice gives
a more realistic evaluation of upperbounds error of and similar formulas at low t values. In
[3, p. 144] it is suggested the value t > 100 to get a practically error free expression.
In light of above consideration, this appears pessimistic because only with r close to 2 is justified.
The only restriction on r is linked to convergence of . The convergence speed is not an issue.
By the way, this explains the good match noted in [3| p. 155] between Z (¢t > 18,¢ = 0) and
Haselgrove table [3, p. 122]. The spurious contribution is an insignificant fraction of R(t)
at least for ¢ > 20.
Besides the bound with € > 0 ( and so also for € < 0) is lower than with ¢ = 0.
We can affirm that can be used profitably from t =20 with € in critical strip.
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