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Abstract

The paper is devoted to “uniform” reduction of smooth functions on 2-manifolds to
canonical form near critical points by some coordinate changes in some neighbourhoods of
these points. For singularity types Fg, Es and A,,, we explicitly construct such coordinate
changes and estimate from below (in terms of C"-norm of the function) the radius of a
required neighbourhood.
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1 Introduction

Definition. A smooth function f = f(uq1,u2) has a singularity type Ey (k = 6,7,8) at its
critical point P € R? if

(i) the first and second differentials df(P) = 0, d*f(P) = 0, and the third differential
d®f(P) # 0 and is a perfect cube;

(ii) one of the following coefficients of the Taylor series of f at P does not vanish: f;i)(P),
fg?,,(P) and f;g)(P), where (uy,us) — (x,y) is a linear coordinate change such that
d®f(P) = (dx)3. More specifically: the singularity type is Eg if f;f)(P) # 0 (equivalently,
there exists a tangent vector v € Ker d®f(P) at P such that vif # 0, where v1f denotes
the fourth derivative of f along the vector v); the singularity type is Er if f;f)(P) =0

and fg?,,(P) # 0; the singularity type is Eg if fﬁ)(P) = fg)g(P) =0 and fy(g)(P) # 0.

From definition of Ej we have f a+b (P) 0,0<%+ k+2 <1, f5(P)=6(k=6,7,8) and
fﬁ:f/f (P) #0 (k=6,8). We will assume that P = 0 = (0,0) in the coordinates x,y.

Assumption 1. For singularities Ej (k = 6, 8), assume that f(}j,f/f (0) = £(14 &)1

Theorem 1 (Reducing Ej to normal form [1]). Let a function f(uy,us) have a singularity
Ey (k = 6,7,8) at a critical point P. Then, in some neighborhood of P, there is a local
coordinate system T,y in which the point P is the origin, and the function has the normal form
f=f(P)+ 3 £§"*2 fork =6,8, f = f(P)+ 2%+ 37 fork=T1.

In [1], the existence of a coordinate change was proved using the Tougeron theorem [13].
In view of this, obtaining a formula for the corresponding coordinate change requires solving
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the Cauchy problem for a system of ODE’s. We construct our coordinate change explicitly,
without using the Tougeron theorem.

Lemma 1 ([1]). In the case of a singularity Ey (k = 6,8), under the hypotheses of As-
sumption 1, there exist coordinate changes (x,y) — (x1 = v+ d1y?,y) = (21,51 = y + dpw1) —
(x9 = x1 + dgylf/Q_l,yl) — (22,y2 = y1 + dyx3) where d; € R and dy = 0 for k = 6, such that
F9rD0)y =0 for all a,b € Z, witha <3 and b <1+ k.

{3

Theorem 2 (Estimating the radius of a neighborhood for the coordinate change). In the
case of singularities Ey, (k = 6,8), under the hypotheses of Assumption 1, let (z,y) — (22, ys)
be the coordinate change from Lemma 1. Suppose that, in a neighborhood Uy = {(x2,ys) |
max(|zz|, |y2|) < Ro} of 0, the following estimates hold: C,z = supy, }fi;;r;)(:l?z,yz)‘ <M

for (a, ) € {(0,5),(1,4),(3,1),(3,2),(3,3),(4,0),(4,1),(4,2),(4,3)} if k = 6, for (a,) €
{(0,6), (1,5), (3,1),(3,2), (3,3), (3,4), (4,0), (4,1), (4,2), (4,3), (4,4)} if k = 8, where Ry > 0,
M > 0. Then, in the neighbourhood U = {(xa,y2) | max(|za],|y2]) < R}, with R =
min{ Ry, MLH}, there is a coordinate change of the form ¢ : (xa,ys) — (T = o/ h(2,y2), 7 =

yg(g(zg,yg))ﬂifc) that reduces f to the normal form f = f(P)+ &% £ §'**/2 of E),. In detail:

(a) the functions h(x) and g(x) are positive in U, thus the change ¢|y is well-defined and is
C*>-smooth;

(b) ||¢/(®) —I|| < C <1 for allx € U, where C = 2, thus ¢|y is C'-close to the identity;

(c) the coordinate change ¢|y is injective and reqular, i.e., it is an embedding and det |¢'(x)| #
0 for all x € U, moreover ¢(U)

contains the open disk of radius (1 — C)R centred at 0.

Our coordinate change ¢|y from Theorem 2 provides a “uniform” reduction of the function
f at a singular point of type Ej, k = 6,8, to the canonical form f = f(P) + &® 4 §'++/2
in the sense that the neighbourhood radius and the coordinate change we constructed in this
neighbourhood (as well as all partial derivatives of the coordinate change) continuously depend
on the function f and its partial derivatives. A uniform reduction of smooth functions near
critical points to a canonical form was known earlier for several singularity types [2, 10-12].

The uniform Morse lemma [3] was applied in [4-7] for studying topology of the spaces
of Morse functions on surfaces and decomposition of these spaces into classes of topological
equivalence. Our results have similar applications for stydying topology of the spaces of smooth
functions [8] and gradient-like flows [9] with prescribed AD E-singularities.

The author is grateful to Elena Kudryavtseva for stating the problem and useful discussions.

The author is a Fellow of the Theoretical Physics and Mathematics Advancement Foundation
“BASIS”.

2 Key lemmas

Lemma 2. Let ff,j;”(o) =0 for all k,l € Z, with k < m and | < n, where m,n € N. Then
the function f|y has the form f(x,y) = 2™h(z,y)+y"g(z,y) for some functions h,g € C*(U),

where U is a neighborhood of 0 in R?.



Proof. We represent f as a function of y with a parameter x. We write down the Taylor
formula at the point y = 0 with the remainder term in the integral form:

f(2,y) = Sn(z,y) + Ru(w,y) = 2™ h(z,y) +y"g9(z, ),

2 n—1

Sul,) = 1, 0)+ a0y + Fpa, 005 + -+ F=0 0, 0) gy = aha. ),

1 Y n n—1 yn ' n n—1 n
Rua) = =5 [ 0wttt = s [ 1oy ds = gte.y).

Here each summand of S, (x,y) is the product of 3* and a smooth function of x, which can be
written as 2 h;(x), for some smooth functions h;(x). The lemma is proved. O

Lemma 3. Let ¢ : U — R™ be a smooth mapping, where U is a convex open subset of
R™. Let the differential of ¢ have the form ¢'(x) = I + A(x), where I is the unit matriz of
dimension n, ||A|| < ¢, 0 < c< 1. Then ¢ is injective and det |¢'(x)| # 0 at every point x € U,
i.e., ¢ is a diffeomorphism to its image ¢(U). Moreover, (¢(x) — d(y),x —y) > (1—c)|z — y|?
for any pair of points x,y € U.

Proof. Take any two points a,b € U, a # b, and consider the mapping ¢ on the segment
[a, b]. The velocity vector

v =2(¢(a+tb-a))).
Let us look at the projection of the velocity vector v; onto b — a:
(v, —a) = (g [d(a+t(b - a)) - ¢(a)],b—a) = (Fé(a+t(b-a))),b-a)=
={(¢(a+tlb—a))(b—a),b—a)=(I+Ala+tb—a))) (b—a),b—a)=
=(b-a,b—a)+ (Ala+tb—a))-(b—a),(b—a)).

Let us find an upper bound for the absolute value of the second term. Note that by the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and by the definition of the matrix norm:

[(Ala+t(b—a)) (b—a),(b—a))| <[Ala+tb-a)) (b—a)|-[b—al <[Allb-al
Let us go back to the estimation of (v, b — a):
(vi,b—a)=(b—a,b—a)+ (Ala+t(b—a))-(b—a),b—a) >

b—al|®*—-|(Ala+t(b—a))-(b—a),b—a)| >

> ||
> [lb—al*—[|Alllb—al* > |[b—al*- (1—c) >0,

from which det |¢/(a)| # 0.
By hypothesis [|[A|| < ¢ < 1. Let us look at the dot product (¢(b) — ¢(a),b — a). As
(w(t), @, = [ X wias], = X aja; = (', @), we have

(gb(b)—gb(a),b—a):/o (vt,b—a>dt>(1—c)/0 Ib—al2dt=(1—c)|lb—al? > 0.

In other words, the injectivity condition is satisfied: ¢(a) # ¢(b) for each point b € U \ {a}.
Lemma 3 is proved. O



Lemma 4. The following inequality is true: |f:£],f;l) (x,y)— f(kH (0,0)] < R(Cyt1,+Crit1) <
2MR.

Proof.

s ) = FUi?(0,0) = [£557 (2, y) = £ (0,9) = £557(0,0) + £557(0,9)] <

Y

< 5 ) = £ 0,9+ 1550 0,y) = £50(0,0)] =

‘/ FEni ) dt) )/f(fjtitl (0,1) dt‘
The lemma is proved. O]

3 Proof of Theorem 2

By Lemma 1, after the change (x,y) — (x2,¥2), we have f(a+b (0) = 0 for all a,b € Z; with

a+b>0,a<3andb<1+% ByLemma?2, f=f(P )+x§’h(1’2,y2) +ya k2 g(x2,yo) for some
functions h, g € C*°(Uy). This immediately reduces the function to the required normal form
f=f(r )+:E3 + 7%/ by the coordinate change ¢ : R2, =~ — RZ ; with & = z2{/h(x2,12), § =

Z2,Y2

y2(g(x2,y2)) 72, From our proof of Lemma 2, we obtain explicite formulas for h, g in terms

k/2 .
of Siir/2 and Ryyp/, namely: f = Zf;?(ffz,o)% + Risryo(22,y2) = f(P) + 3h(za,ys) +
i=0 ’

F ~ ~
y%"' /2 g(x27y2) = f(P) +LU3 :l:y1+k/2.

It remains to apply Lemma 3 to the coordinate transformation ¢. From the above formulas
for the coordinate change ¢, the bound C,3 < M and Lemma 4, using and the Taylor expansion
formula with a remainder in the Lagrange form or an integral remainder, we will obtain the
required bound ||¢'(x) — I|| = [|[A(x)|| < C < 1 for each point & € U. We will estimate the
norm of the matrix in terms of its elements: [|A[| < /> a7, A= {ay}}—;-

Let us proceed with detailed estimations, separately for the cases of Fg and Eg. By abusing
notations, we will denote (x2,y2) by (z,y).

3.1 The case of Ej

We compute the elements of the Jacobi matrix of ¢:

82% 1 1 2
—~ — hs . ZhTs R 1
o h3 +x 3h h., (1)
0z 1
- h™3 . h 2

% _ . Lot
or 7 1Y



1

9y _ 1 1 s 1 (5) 3

Wiy (=gt -2 : 1— . 4

Pty (ot [ oras (@)
0

If M =0, then ¢ =id and everything is proved. Let further M > 0, and therefore R < 1. By
Assumption 1, we have h(0,0) =1, g(0,0) = 1. Thus, the Jacobi matrix at 0 is the unit matrix
1.

By using the above formulas (1)—(4) for Jacobi matrix’ elements, let us estimate the elements

of the Jacobi matrix W and prove item (a) for the case of Fg.

Step 1. Here we find an upper bound for |1 — %L Remind that:

T =x/h(z,y) \/fxO +yf’x0)+ f”( 0)+ 2 f’”( 0).

Denote h = h(z,y) = h(z,y) — 1.
Let us estimate h(z,y). In the expression for h(x,y), we apply the Taylor expansion formula
in x with a remainder in the Lagrange form to the coefficients of powers of y:

fm( ) f( 007 > xa Ck> y’“
[h(ay) =1 = | ==+ +§; yy—l
() (5) (6)
f(i) (CQ, 0) fmsy(cla O) 9 fm3y2 (CZa O) 3 fmsys (C3> 0)
=1 z -1 <
' Y S e T T =
MR (5 R? 5 MR _5 2M 1 5 1
<— |+ R+ = | <= —5 < —- : =—-2< =
=12 <2+ * 3) 24 1-R~24 M+2 1-2/(M+2) 24 2

Hence h(z,y) € (0.5,1.5). Therefore ¢/h(x,y) € (0.79,1.21).
Item (a) of Theorem 2 is proved for the function h(z,y). Set ¢ = 0.5. Then |h(z,y)| < c.
By the formula (8) we have

v 1 - 1 -
g—izh§+x-§h‘%-h;=(1+h)%+x~§(1+h)—

win

- h

/
e

Let us estimate |h.|. We use Taylor’ formula with an integral remainder:

5 kf(k)(:)s 0)\’ 3 k4 /
Yo Jye 7 y©1 &
| = (Z —,7) = \(Z Vs [ 0 - s>2ds) -
k=0 x k=0 4 x
3 yk 1 3 oy
- Q/Sf;f:f)(gx,o)u—s)zd <Y / (s — 252+ s%) ds <
k=0 0 k=0 "
<%<1+R+R—2+R_3)<i i<i
24 2 6 24 1—- R~ 12R
Set ¢, = 12R We obtain a bound for | — 1| using the estimate of Vh
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2

R _ 23
1—¢)73 =021+ —— 21 =0.2
3 ( c) 0. +3 12<0 + 0.05 = 0.26.

wlno

Step 2. Let us estimate ax from the formula (2).
a) First we estimate |h;| when z # 0. We use Taylor’ formula with an integral remainder:

|h'|—‘ f(z,0) +yf(:v0)—|— f"( )—I— f"':)sO /:)33}—

= |(fy(2,0) + yf(2,0) + gf;’é(ﬂf,()))/xg\ =

1
1 2
— 5/( (sx,0) +yf£3 (sx,0) + %f;§;3(sx,0))(1_3)2ds <
0

M 1
< —.
— 3R

O)IP—‘
}_n
:U

Set ¢, = 5.
b) In the formula for |g—§| we expand A3 in a Taylor series in & and take ¢ = ¢j(x,y) €

[0, h(x, y)|] from the Taylor-Lagrange formula:

S(1+¢) SRR | <

wil s
—~
—_
OJII\J

_l_
2 2 ey R -8 2

(1+3c+3 (1+Ch) c*)ey < T(l‘l' fetg(l—co)75¢?) =

(1+ 1+ 325/4) < 0.25.

Step 3. Let us estimate ay from the formula (3]). Let us first estimate separately the factors

of this expression.
a) Auxiliary Assessment. By Lemma 4, we have

V( (@, 59) fﬁ)((’ao))(l—s)?”ds

b) By Assumption 1, we have fﬁ)(o, 0) = 24. We get the following lower bound:

[ e

§/2MR(1—3)3ds: @ <1.

\/(ﬂ o) = 100.0) + 170.0)) 1 - 9P ds

M
26—7R>5>0.



Item (a) of Theorem 2 has been completely proved for Fg. Set ¢ =1 — X4E.

Then
} ' </f (2, 5y)(1 — s)° ) <é/fmyxsy l—s)d)

3
| oM MR{, MR\¢ 1 1\~
< R- —(1--= 03,
L T (1 12) 48(1 6) <003

Mo«

w1

Step 4. Let us estimate |1 — g—g| from formula (@]).

J1 [t
_1‘: \/6/0 f;;“)(x,sy)(l—s)3ds—1—|—
1 s 1
U9 sy — s ds) L [ sfO sy - s)Pd
1\ G (2 5y s)°ds G | S/ (@ sy s)°ds
0 0

<(1+MR) 1+MR(1 MR)_Z<
12 80

1

_3
<(1+8) -1+ 5(1-1) T<o0m,

For each point & € U, we have:
|/ () —I|| = ||A(x)]] < \/O 262 + 0. 252 +0.032 +0.072 = 1/0.1359 < 0.4 = C < 1, that proves
item (b) of the Theorem 2 for C' = 2. By Lemma 3 the coordinate change ¢ is injective in U,
that proves item (c), except for the propertles of ¢(U).

From the last assertion of Lemma 3 and [4, Cor. 8.3, Step 1], we conclude that ¢(U) contains
the open disk of radius (1 — C)R centred at the origin. This completes our proof of Theorem
2 for the case of a singularity Fj.

3.2 The case of Ex
Consider the coordinate change & = z{/h(z,y) = {)/Zizo %f;f)(:c,O), g = yJglz,y) =

[24f0 fs (@, sy)( 1—8)4618};.

Step 1. As in the case of Eg, we find a bound for the term fz(:c,y), in order to estimate
I1— ax‘ The difference from the case of Fjg is an additional term in the sum of absolute values

that can be bound by X i 4 +» then the sum can be bound by the same geometric progression. In
detail:

4) 4 " k
_ | f22(0,0)  fra (¢, 0) EICRUNCY
h(z,y) — 1 z Tl VBT 1<
RC40 RCgl R? 032 R3 033 R* 034 MR (5 R? R3 5
< < — 4= il
- 24 + 6 + 12 * 36 + 144 — 12 \ 2 R 3 + 12 < 24



The bound from before holds: h(x,y) € (0.5,1.5) or |h| < 0.5. Then {/h(z,y) € (0.79,1.21).
Similar arguments work for the estimation of the term |h!|. Thus we can bound it as we

did it in the case of Fj:

1
h/
Ml < Top

Set ¢, =
@ 12R
The element 69” has the same representation in terms of the function h as in the case Fj
and the same estlmation for every term. Hence the following bound holds:

_ 1‘ < 0.26.

Step 2. a) For estimating the term |k, | when z # 0, we can use the bound from the case of

EGZ ()
gk fP 0N 1
0| = | y* fy(@,0) <=
y k! 3 3R
k=0 Yy

b) The element % has the same representation in terms of the function A as in the case of
FEs. Hence the following bound holds:

01

ay)<025

Step 3. In this step, we have orders of partial derivatives and a constant ¢ that differ from
the case of Fj.

a) Auxiliary Assessment. By Lemma 4, we have

)/( (z, sy) f;;”)(o,O))u_s)zde

b) By Assumption 1, we have f;;f’)(O, 0) = 120. We get the following lower bound:

(C15 + Co) R - OMR
5 = 5

1
< / R(Ci5 + Cog)(1 — s)*ds =
0

(%) 4 ' (5) (5) (5) 2MR
Yo (ZL’, sy)(l —S) ds| = fy5 ([L’, Sy) _.fy5 (O>0)+.fy5 (O>0) (1 —S) ds > 24 — T
0
Set 521——. Then
2=y i/11““’(“ )(1—s)"ds i/1f<6><a:s J(1—s)'ds ) |<
a y 5 24 y5 ) y 24 0 xyS ) y =

W~

4

1~_gC'15 MR MRY 5 1 1Y\ 3
< R-¢35— 1— —1- = .004 .03.
- R5 120 < 600 ( 60 ) = 300( 30) < 0004 < 0.03




Step 4. Let us estimate |1 — g—g\:

1)
— 1 == : 1—s)tds—1
| \/24 | s —sras -1+

+%<2—14/ F9 (@, sy)(1 - 9)’ d3> 21—4/ s (@, sy) (1= ) ds| <

SIS

1 3
< ‘(—4 ( (z, sy) — f;?(O,O)+f;§)(0,0))(1—s)4ds) — 1 4. <
CI5+C06)R 1 Cog MR MR MR\ 3
< —1 o <1 — (1 ——— 1—
—‘( ) ‘+RC 5-24-30 ( 60) +3600( 60) <

4
5

- (1- —)é s (1- ) " <0008 <007,

Thus we found the required bound for a singularity of the type Es: |[[¢'(x) — I]| <
v0.262 + 0.252 4 0.0042 + 0.0082 < 0.4 < 1.
Theorem 2 is completely proved. O]

4 The case of A,

Definition. A smooth function f(ui,us) has a singularity A, (n > 1) at its critical point
P e R?if

(i) the first differential df (P) = 0 and the second differential d*f(P) # 0 and is a perfect

square;
(ii) some codition on coefficients of the Taylor series of f at P holds (see below).

Consider a linear change (ul,uQ) (x,y) such that d*> f(P) = +(dx)?. By using a non-linear
change (z,y) — (v1 = 2 + v*Qy),y1 = y) for some polynomial Q(y), one can achive that
f(a+b)( P) =0 for all a,b € Zy with 0 < § + —5 < 1. Notice that f” (P) = +2. The condition

z1yq

on the Taylor coefficients is as follows: f(:ffll ( ) # 0.
We will assume that P = (0,0) = 0 in ‘the coordinates z, .

Assumption 2. For singularities A, (n > 1), assume that f@fffi}’((), 0) =x(n+1).
1

Theorem 3 (Estimating the radius of a neighborhood for the coordinate change). In
the case of a singularity A, (n > 1), under the hypotheses of Assumption 2, suppose that,
in a neighbourhood Uy = {(x1,y1) | max(|xy|, |y1]) < Ro} of 0, the following estimates hold:

Cap = supy, \f%*,f) (z1,91)| < M for all (o, B) € {(0,n+2),(0,n+1),(2,1),(3,0),(3,4) | i =
0,1,...,k}, where Ry >0, M > 0. Then, in the neighborhood U = {(x1,y1) | max(|z1], |y1|) <
R}, wzth R = min{ Ry, 4M+3} there is a coordinate change of the form ¢ : (x1,11) — (T =

v/ (T, 1), 5 = yl(g(xl,yl))kH) that reduces f to the normal form f = f(P)+£z* £ ¢ of



A,,. In detail: the coordinate change ¢|y satisfies the conditions (a), (b), (¢) from Theorem 2
with C' = 0.93.

Proof. By abusing notations, we will denote (x1,%1) by (z,y).
chage

Consider the coordinate

1

n+1

PV = | S w0, =y Ve v [ 5 [ s - o)
k=0

We extend our proof of Theorem 2 (about singularities Fjg, Eg) to the case of singularities A,,.
Step 1. a) Let us estimate h(z, y):

1(0,0) | f(co,0)
20, +27

|h(z,y) — 1] =

RC3y = Oy RF 2MR 1
< < < —.
S T W S om S

k=1

Thus h(z,y) € (0.5,1.5), or |h| < 0.5 =: ¢. Then \/h(z,y) € (0.7,1.3).

We have 95 . .
xr 1 _1 / 7L _1 /

— = h2 .—h" 2. = (1 2 - —(1 2. h.

e hz +x 2h h,=(1+h)2+zx 2( +h)"2-h,

Let us estimate |h.|:

/ Y- Jyk
(g8

/

A8 o)

ch?’k/ — g2 )ds <

k! 2

s yk;g sz,0)(1 —s)ds|<

k;l

Y 1
< < —
~6(1—R) ~ 8R

Set ¢, = =. Let us estimate |22 — 1};

—1‘:\@—1+x-§(1+7l)—%h;\ < Wh— 1]+ |z 31+ R) 4 <

1

R 2
(1= <084 5= <0340.1=04,

Step 2. a) Let us estimate |h;| when x # 0:

- (z )' (E gy




Set ¢, = %.
b) Let us estimate |%
y

22 o 30wy En = [0 3 20+ ) H | <
§§(1+2C+ c(1+¢;)” 302)cy<%(1+%c+%(1_0)—362):
3

16(1+ +323/4) < 0.4,

Step 3. a) Auxiliary Assessment. By Lemma 4:

2MR
n4+1

1
< / R(Chper + Coppa)(1 — 5)ds <
0

(f(:jll (x,sy) — f(:fll (0, ))(1 —s)"ds

b) By assumption 3 we have f, (D) (0,0) = (n+ 1)!. We get the following lower bound:

n e n 0 2MR
' / PO (x, sy) (1 — s)" ds| = / <f§n++f’(x, sy) — foriD(0,0) + o) <0,0>)(1 — )" ds|>n! - ———.
0
Set ¢ =1— (MJ{S Then the following sequence of inequalities holds:
5= nH(n,/fZ‘f}g;sy 1) ) (n,/fz;j:flxsy - o) as) <
<R 1 o Crint1 < MR _ 2MR \ - 3 1 3 n+l < §
n+1 (n+1)! = (n+1)(n+1)! (n+1)! 4-4 2(n+1)! 8

Let us prove the latter inequality in this sequence. For n = 1 this inequality is in fact an
equality. For n > 1 we have ¢~ »+1 < ¢~ moreover the function ¢, p_ s of n is monotone

decreasing. Since ¢ 1|, p 3 <2 for n = 2, we have the same for all n > 2. This proves the

desired inequality. ~
Step 4. Let us estimate |1 — %\:

"T/ '/ f(fffll (x,sy)(1 — s)ds — 1+
n

( / o e, sy)(l—s)”ds) L / SF0D) (0, sy) (1 — )" ds| <

n—i—l n!
1 (n+1) (n+1) (n+1) n ﬁ
< n' f n+1 ([L’, Sy) f n+1 (0 O) + f n+1 (0? O) (1 - S) ds -1+ | T | <
(Cl nt1 + Copp2) R\ 757 Con+2
< ‘(1 e : ) 1‘ + R& i : <
= (n+ 1)' T )+ D+ 1)
<1 (1 2M R ) 1 — g MRE 7 <
— P f— _ C?'L
(n+1)! (n+2)(n+1)(n+1)!

S N T

> (n+1)] 4322°2°38
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if n > 1. Andwhennzl,wegetl—éég

therefore |g—§ -1<3+3=2

1
2
Thus for A,, we have ||¢/(x) — I| < \/0.42 +0.4%2 4+ %2 + 22 <093 <1foralln>1.

Theorem 3 is proved. O
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