arXiv:2310.03972v5 [math.GM] 8 Nov 2023

INEQUALITY AND NYMAN-BEURLING-BAEZ-DUARTE CRITERIA

KWOK KWAN WONG

Abstract. We proposed a proof of the Riemann hypothesis. The proof is based on the Nyman-Beurling-Baez-Duarte condition. By proving existence of the solution for a system of inequalities, we can show that there is a sequence, which act as the coefficient of Beurling’s sequence, can approximate the constant vector in a weighted Hilbert space.

Mathematics Subject Classification: 11Mxx, 46Cxx Keywords: Riemann hypothesis, Nyman-Beurling-Baez-Duarte condition, System of inequalities

1. Introduction The Riemann hypothesis was raised by Riemann in 1859 [10]. The hypothesis is about the zeros of the Riemann-Zeta function ζ, ζ has the trivial zero, which are negative even integers, and the nontrivial zeros. Riemann posed a hypothesis that the real part of the nontrivial zeros are^1_2 , which we call the Riemann hypothesis.

To prove or disprove the Riemann hypothesis, many scholars try to formulate the Riemann hypothesis in another way [11, 12, 13]. In particular, Nyman and Beurling show that the Riemann hypothesis is true if and only if the space of the Beurling function is dense in Hilbert space L^2((0, 1)) [9, 4]. Baez-Duarte has restated and strengthened this condition to be the Riemann hypothesis is true if and only if the characteristic function χ_{(0,1]} belongs to the closure of the space of the natural Beurling function in the Hilbert space L^2((0, ∞)) [1]. Bagchi reformulates the condition to be if the constant sequence belongs to the closure of the span of

Date: June 2022. 1

the Beurling sequence in the l^2(N) with a weighted inner product [2]. There are numerous working on this approach[8, 14, 7, 3, 5, 6]. Our contribution is that by show that for large enough n, we can bound the all component of Beurling sequence with any positive number. Normally to show a vector belongs to a subspace, one required to find the coefficients of the basis of the subspace. Examples is the natural approximation, we overcome this technical difficulty by only showing the coefficients exists without explicitly constructing them. So we have the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1. The Riemann hypothesis is true.

The details of the approach and the proof of this theorem are discuss in the next session.

2. Our approach to the problem The Hilbert space we consider is l^2(N) := H over C with the norm induced by the inner product. ⟨a, b⟩ = ∑_∞ n=1 a^∗_nb_n n(n+1) .

Observe that bounded sequences belong to H as well.

We adopt the notion in [2], we introduce the sequence γ_l = ({^n_l }) = (1/l, 2/l, ...) for l ∈ N, where {x} is the fractional part function. It is easy to see that γ_l ∈ H for all l. Denote the span(γ_l, l ∈ N) = B, we call the B the space of the Beurling sequences. Let γ = (1, 1, ...) be the constant sequence, it is easy to see that it belongs to H. Denote ||.||_H the norm of H. In [2], it states the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. The Riemann hypothesis is equivalent to γ ∈ B, and is equivalent to B is dense in H.

Proof. See the proof of Theorem 1 of [2]. □

The above statement is equivalent to there exists sequence a_{n,k} such that || ∑_n k=2 a_{n,k}γ_k− γ||_H converge to zero when n goes to infinity.

Let e_i be the sequence with 1 in the i-th entry, zero otherwise. Define R_i : N → N, by sending p to p mod i. Observe that for any finite n, the i-th component of x_n − γ is periodic with period L_n, where L_n is the least common multiple of numbers less than or equal to n. If there exists a_{n,k} such that^{|xn−γ|2i}_{i(i+1)} is smaller than any positive number for all 1 ≤ i ≤ L_n − 1 for large enough n then the Riemann hypothesis is true. In the following discussion, we only involve real numbers only, since if there are a_{n,k} which are real sequences fulfill the conditions, a_{n,k} is also a complex sequence as well.

Our approach is the following: For any finite n ≥ 2, we set up a system of inequalities S(ϵ, n):

∑_n k=2 a_kR_k(i) − 1 ≤ ϵ, i = 1, ..., L_n − 1 − ∑_n k=2 a_kR_k(i) + 1 ≤ ϵ, i = 1, ..., L_n − 1. Where we re-scale a_{n,k}, rename it as a_k(as we have already specify n in the system, we discard n in the lower index) and ϵ is some positive number smaller than 1. Let A be the coefficient matrix of the first set of inequalities, a = (a_2, a_3, ..., a_n)^T . The idea is to showing the existence of a without explicitly constructing it. We first show that the rank of A is n − 1.

Theorem 2.2. The rank of A is n − 1.

Proof. Consider i ≤ n − 1. by multiply first row and minus i-th row of A, we obtain a lower triangular sub-matrix in the form k⌊^i_k ⌋, where k = 2, ...n. so they are linear independent, so the rank of A is n − 1. □

Now we show a fact in linear algebra.

lemma 2.3. Given A ∈ R^{m×n} , m > n, x, y ∈ R^n . If all the entries of A is non-negative and each column of A has at least one non-zero entries, and x ≥ y component-wise, x ≠ y, then Ax ≥ Ay component-wise and Ax ≠ Ay.

Proof. We use induction to prove this. Let k = 1, A be m by k matrix, if x ≥ y with x ≠ y, Ax = (A_1, A_2, ...)^T x, since all A_i are non-negative and at least one entries of A is not zero, clearly A_i ≥ A_iy. Assume this hold for some positive integer k. Consider A a m by k + 1 matrix, now x_i ≥ y_i for all i with x ≠ y. Let A = (A^′, a), where A^′ is a m by k matrix and a is a m by 1 matrix. All of them have non-negative entries. Let x = (x^′, x_{k+1})^T and y = (y^′, y_{k+1})^T similarly. Now x ≥ y and x ≠ y, if all the cases that x_i > y_i are in x^′, y^′, then by assumption A^′x^′ ≥ A^′y^′ with A^′x^′ ≠ A^′y^′, and ax_{k+1} ≥ ay_{k+1} since a is non-negative. If x_{k+1} > y_{k+1}, since a has at least one nonzero entries a_i and it is positive, a_ix_{k+1} > a_iy_{k+1}, so Ax ≥ Ay and Ax ≠ Ay. By induction, this holds for all natural number n. Thus the conclusion. □ lemma 2.4. There exists Av ≥ 0 with v ≥ 0.

Proof. Observe that the entries of A is non-negative and each column and row contains positive value. If v is a positive vector, then Av must be a positive vector as well. □ Now we do the following. Let v be the positive vector such that of Av ≥ 0, let δ > 0, A^+ be the Moore-Penrose inverse off A, the inequality −δv ≤ y−A^+c ≤ δv is true for some y with c = (1, ..., 1)^T . Now apply A to this inequality, since A preserve inequality by lemma 2.3, Av is positive, we obtained −δAv ≤ Ay − AA^+c ≤ δAv. We have the following estimate.

Theorem 2.5. Given ϵ > 0, there exists y such that |Ay − AA^+c|_i ≤ ϵ for all i. That is, S(ϵ, n) always have solution for a given ϵ > 0.

Proof. By choosing small enough δ in above, the conclusion is easily seen. □

We shift our focus to γ. Let P_n = A_nA^+_n where A_n is L_n − 1 × n − 1 matrix A defined above, and A^+_n is its Moore-Penrose inverse, which take the first n−1 entries of vectors as input. By properties of Moore-Penrose inverse, P_n is a orthogonal projection with rank n − 1. Denote l^∞ be the space of bounded sequences and c_0 be space of sequence converge to zero, with supremum norm be their norm. We first introduce the conditions for strong convergence of linear bounded operator between Banach space.

Theorem 2.6. Let (T_n) be a sequence of linear bounded operator from Banach space X to Y , then T_n is strongly converge to a linear bounded operator T if and only if:

(1) T_nx converges for x belongs to dense subset of X, and, (2) ||T_n|| < C for some C > 0.

The proof the above theorem is a standard^ϵ_3 argument.

Since P_n is sequence of projection operator in finite dimensional space, it is a sequence of bounded operator from c_0 to c_0. Denote ||.||_∞ the supremum norm, ||.|| is the operator norm when the target space is endowed with supremum norm, ||.||_2 is the operator norm when the target space is endowed with inner product norm. We show that P_n strongly converge to identity operator I in c_0.

Theorem 2.7. The sequence of P_n strongly converge to I in c_0.

Proof. Consider ||P_n||, for all n ∈ N, ||P_n|| ≤ ||P_n||_2 = 1, so it is uniformly bounded. Now the space V = ∪_nR^n is dense in c_0. Consider x ∈ V , x is a vector with finitely nonzero terms, for some large enough n, P_nx = P_{n+m}x for m ≥ 1, so P_nx converge for all x ∈ V . By Theorem 2.6, P_n strongly converge to some bounded operator P : c_0 → c_0.

Now by expressing P^2_n = P_n, we can show that P^2 = P . So P is a projection in c_0. Since P is bounded, image of P is closed. Now image of P_n is contained in V with rising rank, so V ⊂ Im(P ), since Im(P ) is closed, Im(P ) = c_0. So P = I. □

Now we state a condition for a sequence of bounded operator strongly converge to identity. The proof is finished by Martin Argerami.

Theorem 2.8. Let X is a Banach space and K(X) be the closure of finite rank operator of X. Let T_n be a bounded sequence of operators such that T_nS converge to S for all S ∈ K(X), then T_n strongly converge to identity.

Proof. For any x ∈ X, there exists a rank one operator T such that Sx = x(There exists linear functional f such that f(x) = 1 and let Sy = f(y)x). So T_nx = T_nSx, so it converge to Sx = x, thus the conclusion. □ Now let P_n : l^∞ → l^∞, it can be done because every P_n is finite rank and c_0 ⊂ l^∞. We show that P_n strongly converge to I in l^∞.

Theorem 2.9. P_n strongly converge to I in l^∞.

Proof. We first show that P_nT converge to T for T is a finite rank operator. Con- sider ||P_nT −T || = sup_{||x||≤1}(||(P_nT −T )x||_∞). Since T is finite rank, ||P_nT −T || = sup_{||x||≤1}||P_nx_m−x_m||_∞, where x_m = T x and it is a finite dimensional vector. Since T is a compact operator and the closed unit ball B_1 is a bounded set, T (B_1) is a bounded set, denote the closure of this set to be K, K is compact since it is closed, and bounded in a finite dimensional space(range of T is finite dimension and T is compact operator). Since K is compact, x_{m,n} contain a convergent subsequence such that it converge to some x_m ∈ K. Consider ||P_nx_{m,n} − x_{m,nk} ||_∞ , x_{m,nk} being the subsequence, ||P_nx_{m,nk} − x_{m,nk} ||_∞ ≤ ||P_nx_{m,nk} − P_nx_m||_∞ + ||P_nx_m − x_m||_∞ + ||x_{m,nk} − x_m||_∞ ≤ ||P_n||||x_{m,nk} − x_m||_∞ + ||P_nx_m − x_m||_∞ + ||x_{m,nk} − x_m||_∞ Now ||P_n|| ≤ ||P_n||_2 = 1 since it is orthogonal projection, the first and third term can be made less than^ϵ_3 by large enough n, the second term can be made less than^ϵ_3 by Theorem 2.7. So the whole term is less than ϵ, so ||P_nx_{m,nk} − x_{m,nk} ||_∞ converge to zero. Observe that this fact holds for any converging subsequence x_{m,nk} . Now the sequence ||P_nx_{m,n} − x_{m,n}||_∞ is bounded and therefore contain a converging subsequence Q_{nk} in R. Assume Q_{nk} converge to some value y ∈ R other than zero. Since Q_{nk} = ||P_{nk} x_{m,nk} − x_{m,nk} ||_∞, we can found a subsequence x_{nkj} such that it converge and Q_{nkj} converge to zero by above result, contradiction, so ||P_nx_{m,n} − x_{m,n}||_∞ converge to zero. Since ||P_nT − T || ≤ ||P_nx_{m,n} − x_{m,n}||_∞, so lim_n ||P_nT − T || = 0. Now consider T be any bounded operator which belongs to closure of finite rank operator. Consider ||P_nT − T ||, which is equal to ||P_nT + P_nT_m − P_nT_m − T || for some T_m being a finite rank operator converge to T . By triangle inequality, we have ||P_nT − T || ≤ ||P_nT − P_nT_m|| + ||P_nT_m − T ||, ≤ ||P_nT − P_nT_m|| + ||P_nT_m + T_m − T_m − T || ≤ ||P_n||||T_m − T || + ||P_nT_m − T_m|| + ||T_m − T || by triangle inequality, Now ||P_n|| ≤ ||P_n||_2 = 1 since it is orthogonal projection, we can choose large enough n, m such that ||T_m − T || <^ϵ_3 and ||P_nT_m − T_m|| <^ϵ_3 since P_nT_m converge T_m, so the above quantity is less than any positive number ϵ given large enough n, so lim_n P_nT = T for all T ∈ K(X). Applying Theorem 2.8, P_n strongly converge to identity in l^∞. □

Now we can prove the Riemann hypothesis. proof of Theorem 1.1 : Consider lim_n ||x_n − γ||^2_H = lim_n ∑_∞ i=1 |Aa_n−γ|^2_i i(i+1) , we have

||x_n − γ||^2_H = lim_n ∑_∞ i=1 |Aa_n−γ|^2_i i(i+1) ||x_n − γ||^2_H = lim_n( ∑ i∈J |Aa_n+P_nγ−P_nγ−γ|^2_i i(i+1) + ∑_∞ i=1 |1| iL_n(iL_n+1) ) where j ∈ J if R_{Ln} (j) < L_n ||x_n − γ||^2_H ≤ lim_n( ∑ i∈J (|Aa_n−P_nγ|_i+|P_nγ−γ|_i)^2 i(i+1) ) + limn ∑_∞ i=1 1 iL_n(iL_n+1) by

triangle inequality.

Now by Theorem 2.5, given ϵ > 0, there always exists a_n such that |Aa_n −P_nγ|_i < ϵ for all n and all i, and by Theorem 2.9, P_n strongly converge to I, so the first term goes to zero. For the second term, since L_n ≥ n, thus^1_{iLn(iLn+1)} ≤^1_{in(in+1)} , which converges to zero. Apply dominated convergence theorem will give us zero as well. So the whole term converge to zero. By Theorem 2.1, the Riemann hypothesis is true.

Acknowledgement I thank Dr. Billy Leung, Mr. Pak Tik Fong, Mr. Dave Yeung, and Dr. Kenny Yip for their insightful feedback. I thank Martin Argerami for providing insight to the proof. I also thank Prof. Michel Balazard for pointing out the mistake in the original version.

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

References

[1] L. Baez-Duarte. A strengthening of the nyman-beurling criterion for the riemann hypothesis.

Atti Accademia Nazionale Lincei Classe Scienze Fisiche Matematiche Naturali, 14:5–11, 2003.

[2] B. Bagchi. On nyman, beurling and baez-duarte’s hilbert space reformulation of the riemann hypothesis. Proc. Indian Acad. Sci. (Math. Sci.), 116:137–146, 2006.

[3] S. Bettin and J. B. Conrey. A reciprocity formula for a cotangent sum. International Mathematics Research Notices, 2013:5709–5726, 2013.

[4] A. Beurling. A closure problem related to the riemann zeta-function. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.

USA, 41(5):312–314, 1955.

[5] J. W. Bober. Factorial ratios, hypergeometric series, and a family of step functions. Journal of the London Mathematical Society, 79:422–444, 2009.

[6] J. F. Burnol. A lower bound in an approximation problem involving the zeros of the riemann zeta function. Advances in Mathematics, 170:56–70, 2002.

[7] L. Habsieger. On the nyman-beurling criterion for the riemann hypothesis. Funct. Approx.

Comment. Math., 37:187–201, 2007.

[8] H. Maier and M. T. Rassias. On the size of an expression in the nyman–beurling-báez–duarte criterion for the riemann hypothesis. Canadian Mathematical Bulletin, 61:622–627, 2018.

[9] B. Nyman. On the one-dimensional translation group and semi-group in certain function spaces. PhD Thesis, University of Uppsala, 1950.

[10] B. Riemann. Ueber die anzahl der primzahlen unter einer gegebenen grösse. Monatsberichte der Königlich Preußischen Akademie der Wissenschaften zu Berlin, 1859.

[11] M. Riesz. Sur l’hypothèse de riemann. Acta Math., 40:185–190, 1916. [12] R. Salem. Sur une proposition équivalente à l’hypothèse de riemann. Les Comptes rendus de l’Académie des sciences, 236:1127–1128, 1953.

[13] A. Speiser. Geometrisches zur riemannschen zetafunktion. Math. Ann., 110:514–521, 1934. [14] J. Yang. A note on nyman–beurling’s approach to the riemann hypothesis. Integral Equations and Operator Theory, 83:447–449, 2015.