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Abstract. A recent asymptotic expansion for the positive zeros x = jν,m (m = 1, 2, 3, . . .) of
the Bessel function of the first kind Jν(x) is studied, where the order ν is positive. Unlike previous
well-known expansions in the literature, this is uniformly valid for one or both m and ν unbounded,
namely m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν < ∞. Explicit and simple lower and upper error bounds are derived
for the difference between jν,m and the first three terms of the expansion. The bounds are sharp
in the sense they are close to the value of the fourth term of the expansion (i.e. the first neglected
term).
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1. Introduction and main result. We consider the positive zeros x = jν,m
(m = 1, 2, 3, . . .) of the Bessel function of the first kind Jν(x), ordered by increasing
values. Recently in [2], and based on the classic 1954 paper of Olver [6], uniform
asymptotic expansions were constructed by the present author of the form

(1.1) jν,m ∼ ν

∞∑
s=0

zm,s

ν2s
,

uniformly for m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and ν > 0. The coefficients zm,s (s = 1, 2, 3, . . .) were
shown to be rational functions of the leading term zm,0 and two other readily com-
putable variables (described below). Apart from zm,0 these coefficients vanish as
m→ ∞, thus providing a powerful and simple uniform asymptotic expansion for one
or both of m or ν large. The first four coefficients are given below, and the rest can
be evaluated via a recurrence relation given in [2].

The purpose of this paper is to provide error bounds for a truncated version of
(1.1). Sharp, simple and useful error bounds for the well-known expansions [1, Eqs.
10.21.19 and 10.21.32], where only one of m and ν is permitted to be large, were
proven by Nemes [5] (m ∈ Z+ and ν ∈ (− 1

2 ,
1
2 )), and Qu and Wong [9] (ν ∈ (0,∞)

with m bounded). See also references therein for earlier results in both cases.

Our main result is given by Theorem 1.5 below, which we prove at the end of this
section. The proof primarily utilises Theorem 1.9 which is proven in section 2, Theo-
rem 1.12 which is proven in section 3, as well as Theorems 1.13 and 1.14, the proofs
of which are given in the papers by Hethcote [3], and Qu and Wong [9], respectively.
In this section we also state a number of lemmas which we shall use, and the proofs
of these are deferred to Appendix A.

Returning to the expansion (1.1), in order to describe the coefficients we first
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define

(1.2)
2

3
(−ζ)3/2 =

∫ z

1

(
t2 − 1

)1/2
t

dt =
(
z2 − 1

)1/2 − arcsec(z) (1 ≤ z <∞).

This is the Liouville variable that is used in the standard Airy function approximations
of Bessel functions (see [7, Chap. 11]). Principal branches are taken in (1.2) so that
the interval 1 ≤ z < ∞ is mapped to −∞ < ζ ≤ 0. Further, ζ is analytic at z = 1,
which is a turning point of the equation which is satisfied by Jν(νz), namely

(1.3)
d2w

dz2
=

{
ν2

1− z2

z2
− 1

4z2

}
w.

From (1.2) it is straightforward to show that ζ → −∞ as z → ∞ such that

(1.4) ζ = − 1
412

2/3z2/3
{
1− 1

3z
−1 +O

(
z−2

)}
,

and as z → 1

(1.5) ζ = −21/3(z − 1) + 3
102

1/3(z − 1)2 − 32
1752

1/3(z − 1)3 +O
{
(z − 1)4

}
.

Both (1.5) and (1.4) are repeatedly differentiable.

Using (1.2) one can readily verify that ζ is monotonically decreasing for 1 < z <
∞. We also need similar results for its first few derivatives, where here and throughout
this paper primes represent derivatives with respect to z, unless otherwise stated.

Lemma 1.1. For 1 ≤ z < ∞, −ζ ′, ζ ′′ and −ζ ′′′ are positive and decrease mono-
tonically to zero.

Next, for m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and ν > 0, the leading coefficient zm,0 of the expansion
(1.1) is the unique value lying in (1,∞) that satisfies

(1.6) ζm,0 := ζ(zm,0) = ν−2/3am,

where 0 > a1 > a2 > a3 > . . . are the negative zeros of the Airy function Ai(x) (see
[1, Sect. 9.9]). Thus from (1.2) zm,0 is the solution of the implicit equation∫ zm,0

1

(
t2 − 1

)1/2
t

dt =
(
z2m,0 − 1

)1/2 − arcsec (zm,0)

=
2

3
|ζm,0|3/2 =

2

3ν
|am|3/2 .

(1.7)

From (1.6) and [1, §9.9(iv)]

(1.8) ζm,0 = ν−2/3am,0

{
1 +O

(
m−2

)}
(m→ ∞),

where

(1.9) am,0 = −
{

3
8π(4m− 1)

}2/3
.

For 1 ≤ ν <∞ and m = 1, 2, 3, . . . we have −∞ < ζm,0 < 0, and 1 < zm,0 <∞ with

(1.10) zm,0 = 1− 2−1/3ζm,0 +O
(
ζ2m,0

)
(ζm,0 → 0−),
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and

(1.11) zm,0 = 2
3 |ζm,0|3/2 + 1

2π +O
(
|ζm,0|−3/2

)
(ζm,0 → −∞).

Note from (1.7) that zm,0 → 1 (ζm,0 → 0) occurs when ν−2/3am → 0, such as ν → ∞
with m being fixed, and zm,0 → ∞ (ζm,0 → −∞) occurs when ν−2/3|am| → ∞, such
as m→ ∞ with ν fixed.

As shown in [2], the later coefficients in (1.1) are rational functions of the first
coefficient zm,0, as well as ζm,0 and σm,0 := σ(zm,0), where

(1.12) σ(z) =

(
ζ

1− z2

)1/2

.

This function is analytic at z = 1, and in particular from (1.5)

(1.13) σ(z) =
1

21/3
− 22/3

5
(z − 1) +O

{
(z − 1)2

}
(z → 1),

and also, from (1.4),

(1.14) σ(z) =
121/3

2z2/3

{
1 +O

(
1

z

)}
(z → ∞).

From (1.2) and (1.12) the following derivatives are obtained and will later be
used

(1.15)
dζ

dz
= − 1

zσ
,

dσ

dz
=

2z2σ3 − 1

2zζ
.

Lemma 1.2. For 1 < z <∞ (−∞ < ζ < 0) σ(z) is strictly decreasing and zσ(z)
is strictly increasing.

Now the coefficients in (1.1) are given by zm,j = ẑj(zm,0), where ẑj = ẑj(z) for
j = 1, 2 are given explicitly by

(1.16) ẑ1 =
zσ

48ζ2
{
10σ3 − 6σζ − 5

}
,

and

ẑ2 =
zσ

46080ζ5
{
200σ9

(
35z2 + 221

)
− 80σ7ζ

(
75z2 + 982

)
− 4000σ6z2 + 24σ5ζ2

(
45z2 + 1543

)
+ 200σ4ζ

(
6z2 − 5

)
+600σ2ζ2 + 10σ3

(
25z2 − 264ζ3

)
+ 250σζ − 5525

}
.

(1.17)

Our focus is the error in the truncated approximation

(1.18)
jν,m
ν

≈ zν,m := zm,0 +
zm,1

ν2
+
zm,2

ν4
.

Lemma 1.3. For m = 1, 2, 3, . . ., 1 ≤ ν <∞, and hence 1 < zm,0 <∞, we have

(1.19) zm,0 < zν,m < zm,0 +
1
76 .
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In our error bound for (1.18) the next coefficient zm,3 from the full expansion
(1.1) appears, which is given by zm,3 = ẑ3(zm,0) where ẑ3 = ẑ3(z) has the explicit
representation

ẑ3 =
zσ

92897280ζ8
{
28000σ15

(
650z4 + 8619z2 + 89451

)
− 5600σ13ζ

(
3960z4 + 86491z2 + 1338450

)
− 420000z2σ12

(
35z2 + 221

)
+ 1120σ11ζ2

(
7290z4 + 282717z2 + 7233983

)
+ 8400σ10ζ

(
1200z4 + 15187z2 − 1105

)
− 672σ9

(
1260z4ζ3 + 107859z2ζ3 − 4375z4 + 5551275ζ3

)
− 3360σ8ζ2

(
405z4 + 12762z2 − 4910

)
+ 24σ7ζ

(
136080z2ζ3 − 26250z4 + 26578824ζ3 + 74375z2

)
+ 560σ6

(
2745z2ζ3 − 125z4 − 13887ζ3 − 16575z2

)
− 168σ5ζ2

(
111564ζ3 + 3375z2 − 625

)
+ 700σ4ζ

(
792σ3ζ3 + 3853z2 − 3315

)
− 5250σ3

(
12ζ3 − 221z2

)
+1374800σ2ζ2 + 1160250σζ − 78269625

}
.

(1.20)

As z → 1 we have from (1.5), (1.13), (1.16), (1.17) and (1.20)

(1.21) ẑ1(z) =
1
70 − 1

3150 (z − 1) +O
{
(z − 1)2

}
),

(1.22) ẑ2(z) = − 3781
3185000 + 5750429

9029475000 (z − 1) +O
{
(z − 1)2

}
),

and

(1.23) ẑ3(z) =
722735647

1630879250000 − 1574852287133
3566732919750000 (z − 1) +O

{
(z − 1)2

}
),

and from (1.4), (1.14), (1.16), (1.17) and (1.20) as z → ∞ (ζ → −∞)

(1.24) ẑ1(z) =
1
18z

−1 +O
(
z−2

)
,

(1.25) ẑ2(z) = − 71
1944z

−3 +O
(
z−4

)
,

and

(1.26) ẑ3(z) =
6673
58320z

−5 +O
(
z−6

)
,

with all six of the above being repeatedly differentiable.

Lemma 1.4. For 1 ≤ z <∞ ẑ1(z), −ẑ2(z) and ẑ3(z) are positive and monotoni-
cally decreasing to 0. Moreover

(1.27) ẑ1(z) + ẑ2(z) > ẑ1(z) + 2ẑ2(z) > 0.

Remark 1. The proof in Appendix A of these and a number of the other results
relies on numerical evaluation of certain functions. For example, on examining (1.20)
we see that proving positivity and monotonicity of ẑ3(z) by analytical means would be
extremely challenging, and even if possible almost certainly very long and tedious.
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On the other hand, it and the other functions studied are explicitly given, and are
polynomials of z and the elementary functions 1/ζ and σ. Thus, for example, to prove
ẑ3(z) is positive and decreasing for 1 ≤ z < ∞ we instead first evaluate −dẑ3(z)/dz
explicitly via (1.15), followed by a change of variable z = 1/(1− v) in this expression.
Then a plot of a suitably scaled version of this function verifies it is positive for
0 ≤ v < 1 (with v = 1 being a removable singularity), thus proving the monotonicity
of ẑ3(z). Positivity is confirmed by integration of its derivative along with by its
behaviour (1.26) at infinity.

The main result of this paper reads as follows.

Theorem 1.5. For m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν <∞

(1.28) 0 <
zm,3

ν6

{
0.969746− χm

ν5/3

}
<
jν,m
ν

− zν,m <
zm,3

ν6

{
1.013023 +

χm

ν5/3

}
,

where zν,m is defined by (1.18), and

(1.29) χm =
2.297225σ(1.01354 zm,0)

|am,0|1/2
,

in which am,0 is given by (1.9), and σ(z) by (1.2) and (1.12).

Remark 2. From (1.8), (1.9), (1.11) and (1.14) it is seen that ν−5/3χm =
O(min{m−1ν−1,m−1/3ν−5/3}) uniformly for m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν < ∞. Note
also from (1.26) that zm,3 = O({zm,0}−5) as zm,0 → ∞ (which as we indicated above
occurs, for example, when m→ ∞ with ν fixed).

Remark 3. The constants in these bounds were derived using certain estimates
that involve our smallest assumed value ν = 1. They could be sharpened, that is
with values of the two constants in (1.28) closer to the value 1, as well as a smaller
leading constant in (1.29), if our smallest value of ν was taken to be larger; the
structure of the bounds would remain the same. We did not attempt to include further
ν dependence to sharpen the bounds more generally for larger ν as this would be
prohibitively complicated.

In [2] the expansion (1.1) was established via approximations of Bessel functions
involving Airy functions having an argument ν2/3Z(ν, z). Here Z(ν, z) is a certain
function that is analytic at the turning point z = 1 and was shown to possess an
asymptotic expansion of the form

(1.30) Z(ν, z) ∼ ζ +

∞∑
s=1

Υs(z)

ν2s
(ν → ∞),

where Υs(z) (s = 1, 2, 3, . . .) are recursively given polynomials in z, 1/ζ and σ, and
also have a removable singularity at z = 1 (ζ = 0). In deriving error bounds in the
present paper we shall use a truncated form of this expansion, namely

(1.31) Z3(ν, z) = ζ + η(ν, z),

where

(1.32) η(ν, z) =
Υ1(z)

ν2
+

Υ2(z)

ν4
+

Υ3(z)

ν6
.
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In this, the coefficients are explicitly given by

(1.33) Υ1(z) =
1

48 ζ2
{
10σ3 − 6σ ζ − 5

}
,

Υ2(z) =
1

11520 ζ5
{
11050σ9 − 19890σ7ζ + 9558σ5ζ2 − 125σ6 + 150σ4ζ

−45σ2ζ2 − 250
(
3 ζ3 − 2

)
σ3 − 300σ ζ − 1600

}
,

(1.34)

and

Υ3(z) =
1

5806080 ζ8
{
156539250σ15 − 469617750σ13ζ + 509154660σ11ζ2

− 580125σ12 + 1392300σ10ζ − 1128330σ8ζ2 − 140
(
1681389 ζ3 − 8350

)
σ9

+ 90
(
450441 ζ3 − 23380

)
σ7ζ − 378

(
3219 ζ3 − 2680

)
σ5ζ2

+ 147
(
2316 ζ3 − 625

)
σ6 − 7875

(
3 ζ3 − 14

)
σ4ζ − 33075σ2ζ2

−6720
(
12 ζ3 − 125

)
σ3 − 504000σ ζ − 5398750

}
.

(1.35)

As z → 1 from (1.5) and (1.13)

(1.36) 2−1/3Υ1(z) =
1
70 − 2

225 (z−1)+ 953
202125 (z−1)2− 17942

7882875 (z−1)3+O
{
(z − 1)4

}
,

2−1/3Υ2(z) =− 82
73125 + 253328

191008125 (z − 1)− 60940232
70354659375 (z − 1)2

+ 48029412512
171548111109375 (z − 1)3 +O

{
(z − 1)4

}
,

(1.37)

and

2−1/3Υ3(z) =
53780996

127020403125 − 19655910112
28493637046875 (z − 1) + 75866644041303056

145415329603528359375 (z − 1)2

− 17817798902996416
198293631277538671875 (z − 1)3 +O

{
(z − 1)4

}
,

(1.38)

and as z → ∞, from (1.4) and (1.14),

(1.39) Υ1(z) =
1

10812
2/3z−4/3

{
1 +O

(
z−1

)}
,

(1.40) Υ2(z) = − 4
72912

2/3z−10/3
{
1 +O

(
z−1

)}
,

and

(1.41) Υ3(z) =
5218

29524512
2/3z−16/3

{
1 +O

(
z−1

)}
.

All six of these expansions are repeatedly differentiable.

Lemma 1.6. Υ1(z), −Υ2(z), Υ3(z), −Υ′
1(z), Υ′

2(z), −Υ′
3(z), Υ′′

1(z), η(1, z),
−η′(1, z), −zη′(1, z) and zσ(z)η(1, z) are positive for 1 ≤ z < ∞, and are strictly
decreasing asymptotically to zero. Moreover

(1.42) Υ2
2(z)− 64

25Υ1(z)Υ3(z) < 0,

and

(1.43) Υ′2
2 (z)− 3Υ′

1(z)Υ
′
3(z) < 0.
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Lemma 1.7. For 1 ≤ z <∞ and 1 ≤ ν <∞

(1.44) 0 < η(ν, z) ≤ η(1, z) ≤ η(1, 1) = 44873962351
33025304812502

1/3,

(1.45) 0 < ν2/3η(ν, z) ≤ η(1, 1),

and

(1.46) − 21376589042
25903306406252

1/3 = η′(1, 1) ≤ η′(1, z) ≤ η′(ν, z) < 0.

Lemma 1.8. For 1 ≤ z <∞ and 1 ≤ ν <∞

(1.47) Z ′
3(ν, z) :=

∂Z3(ν, z)

∂z
< − 1

zσ(z)
< 0,

and Z3(ν, z) < 0 for zm,0 ≤ z <∞ (−∞ < ζ ≤ ζm,0) and 1 ≤ ν <∞.

Here and throughout this paper dots represent derivatives with respect to ζ. Thus
for example from (1.15) and the chain rule η̇ = −zση′. With this notation we have
the following, the proof of which is given in the next section.

Theorem 1.9. Let

(1.48) Ai(ν, z) = (1 + η̇)
−1/2

Ai
(
ν2/3Z3(ν, z)

)
,

and

(1.49) M(x) =
{
Ai2(x) + Bi2(x)

}1/2
(−∞ < x <∞).

Then

(1.50) ν1/3
(
1− z2

4ζ

)1/4

Jν(νz) = Ai(ν, z) + ϵ(ν, z),

where for 1 ≤ z <∞ (−∞ < ζ ≤ 0), and 1 ≤ ν <∞

(1.51) |ϵ(ν, z)| < 2.0178882463 ẑ3(z)M(ν2/3ζ)

ν7z
.

Remark 4. We have modified the definition of the so-called Airy modulus func-
tionM(x) [7, Chap. 11, Eq. (2.05)] to include all real values of the argument (thereby
discarding Eq. (2.04) of that reference). This will be required in our proof. In [7,
Chap. 11, Lemma 5.1] Olver proves that M(x) is increasing for the negative values
of x of his definition, but his proof can readily be extended to all x when only using
(1.49). Although our M(x) is unbounded as x → ∞ we shall only use it in the proof
for x less than or equal to the small positive value η(1, 1) = 0.01711 · · · of (1.44).

Remark 5. From [7, Chap. 11, Eq. (2.07)] M(x) = O(|x|−1/4) as x → −∞,
and from (1.4) and (1.26) |ζ| = O(z2/3), ẑ3(z) = O(z−5) as z → ∞. Thus from
(1.51) ϵ(ν, z) = O(ν−7z−37/6) uniformly for 1 ≤ z <∞ (−∞ < ζ ≤ 0), and ϵ(ν, z) =
O(ν−43/6z−37/6) uniformly for 1 + δ ≤ z <∞ (δ > 0).

The following bounds will be required later.
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Lemma 1.10. For −∞ < ζ ≤ 0 and 1 ≤ ν <∞

(1.52) 1 < (1 + η̇)
1/2 ≤

(
2611707229667
2590330640625

)1/2
= 1.00411 · · · .

Next for m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and ν ≥ 1 define ẑν,m implicitly by

(1.53) Z3 (ν, ẑν,m) =
am
ν2/3

,

and hence z = ẑν,m is a zero of Ai(ν2/3Z3(ν, z)).

Lemma 1.11. For m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν < ∞, z = ẑν,m is a unique and
simple zero in (1,∞) of the function

(1.54) Fm(ν, z) = Z3(ν, z)−
am
ν2/3

,

and satisfies the bounds

(1.55) 1 < zm,0 < ẑν,m < zm,0 +
1
73 .

Let us now define the main error terms that will be bounded. Firstly, on recalling
Jν(jν,m) = Ai(am) = 0 and referring to (1.48), (1.50) and (1.53), we expect that
ν−1jν,m ≈ ẑν,m. Thus let ϵ̂ν,m be defined by

(1.56) ν−1jν,m = ẑν,m + ϵ̂ν,m.

Further, from (1.18), (1.53) and Theorem 1.9, we also expect ẑν,m ≈ zν,m. This is
verified by the following, which is proven in section 3.

Theorem 1.12. For m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν <∞

(1.57) ẑν,m = zν,m + eν,m,

where zν,m is defined by (1.18), and the error term satisfies the bounds

(1.58)
0.969746 zm,3

ν6
< eν,m <

1.013023 zm,3

ν6
.

Now, from (1.56) and (1.57),

(1.59) ν−1jν,m − zν,m = eν,m + ϵ̂ν,m,

and so, on account of (1.57), to prove Theorem 1.5 it remains to bound ϵ̂ν,m. To do
so we use the following theorem due to Hethcote [3].

Theorem 1.13. In the interval [b−ρ1, b+ρ2], suppose f(z) = g(z)+ ϵ(z), where
f(z) is continuous, g(z) is differentiable, g(b) = 0, µ = min|g′(z)| > 0 and

(1.60) E = max |ϵ(z)| < min{|g(b− ρ1)|, |g(b+ ρ2)|}.

Then f(z) has a zero c ∈ (b− ρ1, b+ ρ2) such that |c− b| ≤ E/µ.
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Based on Theorem 1.9 we shall apply Theorem 1.13 with b = ẑν,m, c = ν−1jν,m
(so that from (1.56) c− b = ϵ̂ν,m), and

f(z) = ν1/3 (1 + η̇)
1/2

(
1− z2

4ζ

)1/4

Jν(νz),

g(z) = Ai
(
ν2/3Z3(ν, z)

)
, ϵ(z) = (1 + η̇)

1/2
ϵ(ν, z).

(1.61)

In order to be able to do this we shall utilise certain bounds related to Airy
functions, given in the next theorem. In this, (1.64), (1.65) and (1.67), the latter for
m = 1, 2, were confirmed by us via explicit computation, with the other more general
results proven by Qu and Wong [9] (our notation differs slightly from theirs).

Theorem 1.14. For m = 1, 2, 3, . . . define am,0 by (1.9), and r−m and r+m by

(1.62) am − r−m = am,0

(
1 +

0.01 + 0.03 δm
4m− 1

)
,

and

(1.63) am + r+m = am,0

(
1− 0.01

4m− 1

)
,

where δm = 1 for m = 1, 2 and is zero otherwise. Then r−m and r+m (m = 1, 2, 3, . . .)
are positive,

(1.64) min
{∣∣Ai

(
a1 − r−1

)∣∣ , ∣∣Ai
(
a1 + r+1

)∣∣} > 9.171267504× 10−3,

(1.65) min
{∣∣Ai

(
a2 − r−2

)∣∣ , ∣∣Ai
(
a2 + r+2

)∣∣} > 9.612776459× 10−3,

and for m = 3, 4, 5, . . .

(1.66) min
{∣∣Ai

(
am − r−m

)∣∣ , ∣∣Ai
(
am + r+m

)∣∣} > 3.230051079× 10−3

√
π |am,0|1/4

.

Moreover, for m = 1, 2, 3, . . .

(1.67) min
x∈[am−r−m,am+r+m]

{∣∣Ai′(x)
∣∣} > 0.987836345√

π
|am,0|1/4 .

Remark 6. am = am,0{1+O(m−2)} as m→ ∞ (see, for example, [1, Eqs. 9.9.6
and 9.9.18]), and as such r±m = |am|O(m−1).

Now, for m = 1, 2, 3, . . ., we define z = w±
ν,m to be the values that correspond

to the end points of the interval in Theorem 1.14, namely (1.62) and (1.63), for
the argument ν2/3Z3(ν, z) of the Airy function g(z) in (1.61). Thus w±

ν,m are given
implicitly by

(1.68) ν2/3Z3(ν, w
+
ν,m) = am − r−m, ν2/3Z3(ν, w

−
ν,m) = am + r+m.

With these assigned, and recalling ẑν,m is a zero of g(z) = Ai(ν2/3Z3(ν, z)), we define
ρ1,2 of Theorem 1.13 implicitly in terms of r±m via w±

ν,m by

(1.69) w−
ν,m = ẑν,m − ρ1, w+

ν,m = ẑν,m + ρ2.
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The advantage of r±m being defined explicitly is that we can directly apply the Airy
function estimates from Theorem 1.14 to the corresponding functions in Theorem 1.13.
The price we pay is that the z end points of the interval in Theorem 1.13, namely
w±

ν,m, are not explicitly given. However, for large ν and/or m we expect w±
ν,m to be

“close” to zm,0. In order to obtain simple and explicit error bounds that reflect this
we need to estimate w±

ν,m in terms of zm,0 (which is given by (1.7)). The following
provides the required bounds.

Lemma 1.15. For m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν <∞
(1.70) max{0.9835 zm,0, 1} < w−

ν,m < w+
ν,m < 1.01354 zm,0.

The following bounds will also be used shortly.

Lemma 1.16. For m = 1, 2, 3, . . ., 1 ≤ ν <∞ and w−
ν,m ≤ z <∞

(1.71) ẑ3(z) < (0.9835)−5 zm,3 < 1.0867463213 zm,3,

and

(1.72) M(ν2/3ζ) <
1.0000277287
√
π |am,0|1/4

.

We are now in a position to prove our main result.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. From our definition (1.61) of g(z) one has from (1.15),
(1.31) and (1.32)

(1.73) g′(z) = ν2/3
{
− 1

zσ
+ η′(ν, z)

}
Ai′

(
ν2/3Z3(ν, z)

)
.

Now from (1.47), (1.68) and (1.69)

w−
ν,m ≤ z ≤ w+

ν,m =⇒ am − r−m ≤ ν2/3Z3(ν, z) ≤ am + r+m,

and so from Lemma 1.2, (1.46), (1.67), (1.70) and (1.73)

(1.74) µ = min
z∈[w−

ν,m,w+
ν,m]

|g′(z)| > 0.9746397231 ν2/3 |am,0|1/4√
π zm,0 σ(1.01354 zm,0)

,

where we used 0.987836345/1.01354 > 0.9746397231. Next, with the notation E of
(1.60) and ϵ(z) of (1.61), we have in this interval, using Theorem 1.9 and Lemmas 1.10
and 1.16,

E = sup
z∈[w−

ν,m,w+
ν,m]

{
(1 + η̇)

1/2 |ϵ(ν, z)|
}
< 1.0041177500 sup

z∈[w−
ν,m,w+

ν,m]

|ϵ(ν, z)|

<
2.0262535895
√
π ν7 |am,0|1/4

sup
z∈[w−

ν,m,w+
ν,m]

{
ẑ3(z)

z

}
<

2.0262535895 zm,3

(0.9835)6
√
π ν7 |am,0|1/4 zm,0

<
2.2389665829 zm,3√
π ν7 |am,0|1/4 zm,0

.

(1.75)

For the criteria (1.60) of Theorem 1.13 we have from (1.9), (1.23) and the final
bound of (1.75)

E <
2.2389665829 ẑ3(1)√

π |a1,0|1/4
= 0.00045 · · · (m = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 1 ≤ ν <∞),
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where we have simplified by using the inequalities zm,0 > 1 and zm,3 = ẑ3(zm,0) <
ẑ3(1) (see Lemma 1.4). This is smaller than the lower bounds of (1.64) and (1.65),
and hence for m = 1, 2 the requirement is met.

To verify the same is true for other values of m we similarly obtain

E <
2.2389665829 ẑ3(1)√

π |am,0|1/4
=

0.00099 · · ·
√
π |am,0|1/4

(m = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 1 ≤ ν <∞).

This proves that E is smaller than the lower bound of (1.66), and hence for m =
3, 4, 5, . . . the requirement (1.60) is again met.

Returning to the general case, again from the last bound in (1.75) and dividing
by (1.74), we deduce from Theorem 1.13 (recalling c − b = ϵ̂ν,m) that the following
holds

(1.76) |ϵ̂ν,m| ≤ E

µ
<
zm,3 χm

ν23/3
(m = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 1 ≤ ν <∞),

where χm is given by (1.29).

Finally, consider ν−5/3χm appearing in (1.28). Taking into consideration (1.9)
and that σ(z) is decreasing for 1 < z < ∞ (Lemma 1.2), and zm,0 is increasing as a
function ofm = 1, 2, 3, . . . (see (1.7)), the largest value of ν−5/3χm for each fixed ν ≥ 1
is when m = 1. For this value we can regard it as a function of the single variable ν,
bearing in mind from (1.7) that z1,0 also depends on ν. Numerically we confirm χ1

is a decreasing function for 1 ≤ ν < ∞, and so with z̃ := 1.01354 z1,0 = 3.87444 · · ·
when ν = 1 (evaluated from (1.7)) we deduce that

(1.77)
χm

ν5/3
≤ 2.2972248409σ(z̃)

|a1,0|1/2
= 0.62034 · · · (m = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 1 ≤ ν <∞).

In conclusion, from (1.58), (1.59) and (1.76) we obtain (1.28), with (1.77) estab-
lishing that the lower bound therein is indeed positive.

2. Proof of Theorem 1.9. We begin with the differential equation

(2.1) d2W/dζ2 =
{
ν2ζ + ψ(ζ)

}
W,

where

(2.2) ψ(ζ) =
5

16ζ2
+
ζz2(z2 + 4)

4 (z2 − 1)
3 .

As shown in [7, Chap. 11, Sect. 10] this has solutionsW (ν, ζ) = {(1−z2)/ζ}1/4Cν(νz),
where Cν(z) is a solution of Bessel’s equation ([1, Eq. 10.2.1]). The equation (2.1)
is precisely of the form for which [7, Chap. 11, Thm. 9.1] is applicable, providing
uniform asymptotic expansions involving Airy functions and their derivatives.

In place of Olver’s expansions we assume a solution of the form

(2.3) W (ν, z) = Ai(ν, z) + ϵ(ν, z),

where Ai(ν, z) is defined by (1.48). Our goal is to bound the error term ϵ(ν, z)
uniformly for −∞ < ζ ≤ 0 (corresponding to 1 ≤ z <∞).
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Recalling that dots represent differentiation with respect to ζ we obtain on in-
serting (2.3) into (2.1), and referring to Airy’s equation ([1, Eq. 9.2.1]),

(2.4) ë(ν, ζ)− ν2ζe(ν, ζ) = ψ(ζ)e(ν, ζ) + γ(ν, ζ)A (ν, ζ),

where e(ν, ζ) = ϵ(ν, z(ζ)), A (ν, ζ) = Ai(ν, z(ζ)) and

(2.5) γ = ψ − ν2 {η + (ζ + η) (2 + η̇) η̇} − 3η̈2 − 2(1 + η̇)
...
η

4 (1 + η̇)
2 .

From (1.4), (1.32) and (2.2)

(2.6) γ(ν, ζ) =
7672012 (122/3)

2657205 z22/3

{
1 +O

(
1

z

)}
(z → ∞).

We later shall show that γ(ν, ζ) = O(ν−6) as ν → ∞, uniformly for −∞ < ζ ≤ 0.

Now on solving (2.4) by variation of parameters we obtain in the standard manner
the integral equation

(2.7) e(ν, ζ) =
π

ν2/3

∫ ζ

−∞
K(ζ, t) {γ(ν, t)A (ν, t) + ψ(t)e(ν, t)} dt,

where

K(ζ, t) = Ai(ν2/3ζ)Bi(ν2/3t)−Ai(ν2/3t)Bi(ν2/3ζ).

For −∞ < t ≤ ζ ≤ 0 we have from [7, Chap. 11, Eq. (3.14)], noting that in this
equation the so-called weight functions E are identically equal to 1 in the oscillatory
intervals we are considering,

(2.8) |K(ζ, t)| ≤M(ν2/3ζ)M(ν2/3t),

where M(x) is defined by (1.49) (see also Remark 4). We note that from [7, Chap.
11, Eq. (2.07)]

(2.9) M(x) ∼ π−1/2|x|−1/4 (x→ −∞).

Identifying (2.7) with [7, Chap. 6, Eq. (10.01)] we replace Olver’s ξ by ζ, set
h(ζ) = e(ν, ζ) and, taking into account (2.8),

K(ζ, t) = πν−2/3|t|1/2K(ζ, t), P0(ζ) = πν−1M(ν2/3ζ),

Q(t) = ν1/3|t|1/2M(ν2/3t), ϕ(t) = |t|−1/2γ(ν, t),

J(t) = A (ν, t), ψ0(t) = |t|−1/2ψ(t), ψ1(t) = 0.

(2.10)

As a result from [7, Chap. 6, Thm. 10.1] we obtain the following bound.

Theorem 2.1. For −∞ < ζ ≤ 0 and ν > 0

(2.11) |e(ν, ζ)| ≤ κν−1M(ν2/3ζ)Φ(ν, ζ) exp
{
ν−1Ψ0(ζ)

}
,

where

(2.12) κ = sup
−∞<ζ≤0

{
πν1/3|ζ|1/2M(ν2/3ζ) |A (ν, ζ)|

}
,
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(2.13) Φ(ν, ζ) =

∫ ζ

−∞
|t−1/2γ(ν, t)|dt,

and

(2.14) Ψ0(ζ) =

∫ ζ

−∞
|t−1/2ψ(t)|dt.

Remark 7. In the notation of [7, Chap. 6, Thm. 10.1] we computed

κ0 = sup
−∞<x≤0

{
π|x|1/2M2(x)

}
= 1,

with this supremum attained at x = −∞ (see (2.9)).

Let us now simplify various terms in the bound (2.11). Firstly from (1.2)

(2.15)
dζ

|ζ|1/2 = −
(
z2 − 1

)1/2
dz

z|ζ| ,

and hence again from (1.2), along with (2.2) and (2.14) and numerical integration,
(2.16)

Ψ0(ζ) ≤ Ψ0(0) =

∫ ∞

1

(
z2 − 1

)1/2 |ψ(ζ(z))|dz
z|ζ| = 0.0434514175 · · · (−∞ < ζ ≤ 0).

With this, one obtains for the exponential term in (2.11), the simplified bound
(2.17)

exp
{
ν−1Ψ0(ζ)

}
≤ exp {Ψ0(0)} = 1.0444092531 · · · (−∞ < ζ ≤ 0, 1 ≤ ν <∞).

Next, from Lemma 1.10, (1.48) and (2.12) κ ≤ κ1κ2, where

(2.18) κ1 = sup
−∞<ζ≤0

{
|1 + η̇|−1/2

}
< 1 (1 ≤ ν <∞),

and

(2.19) κ2 = sup
−∞<ζ≤0

{
πν1/3|ζ|1/2M(ν2/3ζ)

∣∣∣Ai
(
ν2/3Z3

)∣∣∣} .
Now from (1.31), (1.32), (1.45) and (1.49), for −∞ < ζ ≤ 0 and 1 ≤ ν <∞,∣∣∣Ai(ν2/3Z3

)∣∣∣ ≤M
(
ν2/3Z3

)
, ν2/3Z3 ≤ ν2/3ζ+η(1, 1) = ν2/3ζ+ 44873962351

33025304812502
1/3.

Consequently, with the fact that M(x) is monotonically increasing for all x (see Re-
mark 4),

(2.20) κ2 ≤ sup
−∞<x≤0

{
π|x|1/2M(x)M (x+ η(1, 1))

}
= 1.000273093257 · · · ,

with the supremum attained at x = −10.44187 · · · . Thus, on recalling κ ≤ κ1κ2, from
(2.17), (2.18) and (2.20) we arrive at

(2.21) κ exp
{
ν−1Ψ0(ζ)

}
< 1.0446944743 (−∞ < ζ ≤ 0, 1 ≤ ν <∞).
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It remains in (2.11) to obtain a simple and computable bound for the integral Φ
given by (2.13), recalling that here γ is defined by (2.5). Although this function only
involves explicit elementary functions, as we see shortly it is very unwieldy contain-
ing many terms, particularly when the higher ζ derivatives of η are converted to z
derivatives via (1.15) and the chain rule. In obtaining our simplified bound we also
confirm that γ(ν, ζ) = O(ν−6) as ν → ∞ uniformly for −∞ < ζ ≤ 0 (1 ≤ z < ∞),
with the same then being true of Φ(ν, ζ).

We begin by using for η̇ ̸= −1 the simple algebraic identity

1

(1 + η̇)2
= 1− 2η̇ +

η̇2(3 + 2η̇)

(1 + η̇)2
,

and as a result from (2.5) we recast γ = γ1 + γ2 where

(2.22) γ1 = ψ − ν2 {η + (ζ + η) (2 + η̇) η̇} − 1
4 (1− 2η̇){3η̈2 − 2(1 + η̇)

...
η },

and

(2.23) γ2 = − η̇
2(3 + 2η̇){3η̈2 − 2(1 + η̇)

...
η }

4 (1 + η̇)
2 .

From using (1.32) - (1.35) and (2.2) we find that the O(ν−2j) (j = 0, 1, 2) terms
cancel in γ1. Thus γ1 = O(ν−6) as ν → ∞, and in fact

(2.24) γ1 =
1

ν6

6∑
j=0

qj
ν2j

,

where from (1.32) and (2.22) the functions qj are independent of ν and can be explic-

itly expressed in terms of ζ, and for l = 1, 2, 3, Υl, Υ̇l, Ϋl and
...
Υ l. The leading term

is given by

q1 =−
( ...
Υ1 +Υ2

)
Υ̇2

1 − 1
2

(
4ζΥ̇3 + 4Υ1Υ̇2 − 3Ϋ2

1 + 4Υ3 +
...
Υ2

)
Υ̇1 − ζΥ̇2

2

− 1
2

( ...
Υ1 + 2Υ2

)
Υ̇2 − 2Υ1Υ̇3 − 3

2 Ϋ1Ϋ2 +
1
2

...
Υ3,

with the others explicitly obtainable but not recorded here. As we noted above, all
the ζ derivatives can be converted to z derivatives via (1.15) and the chain rule. For
example, for the first derivatives, we have Υ̇l = −zσΥ′

l, with as usual dots and primes
denoting ζ and z derivatives, respectively.

Now consider γ2 given by (2.23). We do not have to expand in inverse powers of ν
like we did for γ1 in (2.24) since we can see directly from (1.32) that it is also O(ν−6) as
ν → ∞, since there are no cancellations of lower order terms. For 1 ≤ ν <∞ we can
bound this function using (1.32) and the simple inequalities |η̇| ≤ ν−2g1, |η̈| ≤ ν−2g2
and | ...η | ≤ ν−2g3, where

(2.25) g1 = |Υ̇1|+ |Υ̇2|+ |Υ̇3|,

with g2 and g3 similarly defined with each Υ̇ replaced by Ϋ and
...
Υ, respectively.

Thus from (2.23) and (2.24), and recalling that γ = γ1 + γ2, we have

|γ(ν, ζ)| = |γ1(ν, ζ) + γ2(ν, ζ)| ≤ |γ1(ν, ζ)|+ |γ2(ν, ζ)|
≤ ν−6 {G1(ζ) +G2(ζ)} (−∞ < ζ ≤ 0, 1 ≤ ν <∞),

(2.26)



ZEROS OF BESSEL FUNCTIONS 15

where

(2.27) G1 =

6∑
j=0

|qj |,

and

(2.28) G2 =
g21(3 + 2g1){3g22 + 2(1 + g1)g3}

4 (1− g1)
2 .

For the denominator of G2 one can show numerically that g1 is less than 1 for −∞ <
ζ ≤ 0 (1 ≤ z <∞), and in fact it attains a maximum value 0.0158 · · · at z = 1.

Now from (2.13) and (2.15)

(2.29) Φ(ν, ζ) =

∫ ∞

z

(
t2 − 1

)1/2 |γ(ν, ζ(t))|dt
t|ζ(t)| ,

and hence from (2.26)

(2.30) Φ(ν, ζ) ≤ G(z)

ν6
(−∞ < ζ ≤ 0, 1 ≤ ν <∞),

where

(2.31) G(z) =

∫ ∞

z

Λ(t)dt, Λ(z) =

(
z2 − 1

)1/2 {G1(ζ) +G2(ζ)}
z|ζ| .

Note that Λ(z) = O{(z − 1)−1/2} as z → 1 since from (1.5) ζ−1 = O{(z − 1)−1}.
Unlike (2.16), we want our bound on Φ(ν, ζ) to vanish as z → ∞, and in particular

to take into account (2.6) and (2.13). To this end we shall compare ν6Φ(ν, ζ) with
z−1ẑ3(z) for 1 ≤ z <∞, via (2.30) and (2.31). To this end, consider

(2.32) p1(v) =
Λ((1− v)−1)

p0(v)
(0 < v < 1),

where

p0(v) = −
(
d

dz

ẑ3(z)

z

)∣∣∣∣
z=(1−v)−1

(0 ≤ v < 1),

this latter function being readily shown to be positive for 0 ≤ v < 1. The graph of
p1(v) is shown in Figure 1. This has a vertical asymptote at v = 0 due to the square
root singularity of Λ(z) at z = 1 (v = 0). It has a local maximum of 1.9315582649 · · ·
at v = 0.69098 · · · (corresponding to z = 3.23605 · · · ). We find that it also attains
this value at v = v1 := 0.05151 · · · (with the corresponding value z = x1 := (1 −
v1)

−1 = 1.05430 · · · ). From the graph it is then evident that p1(v) < 1.9315582650
for v1 ≤ v < 1.

Thus, replacing z by t yields, and taking into account (2.32), yields

(2.33) Λ(t) < −1.9315582650
d

dt

(
ẑ3(t)

t

)
(x1 ≤ t <∞).
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Figure 1. Graph of p1(v) for 0 < v ≤ 1

Then from (2.30), (2.31) and (2.33), one arrives upon integration

(2.34) Φ(ν, ζ) ≤ 1

ν6

∫ ∞

z

Λ(t)dt <
1.9315582650 ẑ3(z)

ν6z
(x1 ≤ z <∞, 1 ≤ ν <∞).

We can extend this to 1 ≤ z < ∞ as follows. For 1 ≤ z ≤ x1, on noting from
Lemma 1.4 that ẑ3(z) is decreasing, as is G(z) in this interval (see (2.31)), we deduce
from (2.30) that

(2.35)
zΦ(ν, ζ)

ẑ3(z)
≤ x1G(1)

ν6ẑ3(x1)
(1 ≤ z ≤ x1, 1 ≤ ν <∞).

We perform a numerical integration on (2.31) to compute G(1), aided by the
change variable t = (1 − v2)−1 ( =⇒ dt = 2v(1 − v2)−2dv), which not only removes
the square root singularity of the integrand at t = 1 (v = 0), but also maps 1 ≤ t <∞
to the finite integration interval 0 ≤ v < 1. As a result we find G(1) = 0.00061 · · · .
Using this value in (2.35), as well as recalling x1 = 1.05430 · · · and a straightforward
calculation from (1.20) yielding ẑ3(x1) = 0.00041 · · · , we arrive at

Φ(ν, ζ) <
1.543 ẑ3(z)

ν6z
(1 ≤ z ≤ x1, 1 ≤ ν <∞).

Thus the second bound of (2.34) indeed holds for 1 ≤ z < ∞ (−∞ < ζ ≤ 0).
Consequently, on combining (2.11), (2.21) and (2.34) (in which x1 can now be replaced
by 1), the bound (1.51) is established.
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Finally, we prove the relation (1.50). Now from (1.4), (1.31), (1.32), and (1.39) -
(1.41)

(2.36) 2
3 |Z(ν, z)|3/2 = 2

3 |ζ|3/2 +O
(
z−1

)
= z − 1

2π +O
(
z−1

)
(z → ∞).

Then consider the asymptotic solutionW (ν, z) given by (2.3). For this we have, using
(2.36) and the asymptotic expansion for the Airy function of large negative argument
[1, Eq. 9.7.9], and assuming ν > 0,

(2.37) W (ν, z) =
cos

(
νz − 1

2νπ − 1
4π

)
√
πν1/6|ζ|1/4 +O

(
1

z|ζ|1/4
)

(ζ → −∞),

noting that ϵ(ν, z) = O(z−37/6) = O(ζ−37/4) as ζ → −∞ (see (1.4) and Remark 5).

On the other hand, from the well-known asymptotic behaviour of Bessel functions
of large argument (see for example [1, Eq. 10.17.3]), we find the function on the LHS
of (1.50) has the identical oscillatory behavior at ζ = −∞. The claimed identity then
is verified since both of these functions are solutions of the differential equation (2.1)
having this unique behaviour.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.12. Denoting F ′
m(ν, z) = ∂Fm(ν, z)/∂z we have from

Taylor’s remainder theorem

(3.1) 0 = Fm(ν, ẑν,m) = Fm(ν, zν,m + eν,m) = Fm(ν, zν,m) + eν,mF
′
m(ν, τ),

for some τ lying between zν,m and ẑν,m, so that

1 ≤ zν,m < τ < ẑν,m or 1 < ẑν,m < τ < zν,m.

It then follows from (1.19) and (1.55)

(3.2) zm,0 < τ < zm,0 +
1
73 .

Next, from (3.1),

(3.3) eν,m = −Fm(ν, zν,m)

F ′
m(ν, τ)

,

assuming F ′
m(ν, τ) ̸= 0, which we shall later show to be true (see (3.20) below).

Consider the numerator of this, and let δ = ν−2. Then from the definition (1.18) we
have zν,m = zm,0 + δzm,1 + δ2zm,2, and denote

(3.4) ζ̆(δ) := ζ(zν,m) = ζ
(
zm,0 + δzm,1 + δ2zm,2

)
,

and with a similar notation Ῠj(δ) := Υj(zν,m) (j = 1, 2). Thus, from (1.31), (1.32)
and (1.54),

(3.5) Fm(ν, zν,m) = ζ̆(δ)− ν−2/3am + δῨ1(δ) + δ2Ῠ2(δ) + δ3Υ3(zν,m).

Recall from (1.6) that ζ(zm,0) = ζm,0, and let Υj(zm,0) = Υm,j (j = 1, 2), and
similarly for the derivatives; for example ζ ′(zm,0) = ζ ′m,0, Υ

′
j(zm,0) = Υ′

m,j , etc. Thus

from (1.6) and (3.4) we have ζ̆(0) = ζm,0 = ν−2/3am, and so by Taylor’s theorem,
assuming 1 ≤ ν <∞ (0 < δ ≤ 1),

(3.6) ζ̆(δ)− ν−2/3am = δζ̆ ′(0) + 1
2δ

2ζ̆ ′′(0) + 1
6δ

3ζ̆ ′′′(δ′′′),
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where 0 < δ′′′ < δ. Here ζ̆ ′(δ) = dζ̆(δ)/dδ and similarly for the higher δ derivatives,
as well as Ῠ′′

1(δ) and Ῠ′
2(δ) below.

Now, upon explicit differentiation using the chain rule, we have from (3.4)

ζ̆ ′(0) = zm,1ζ
′
m,0, ζ̆ ′′(0) = z2m,1ζ

′′
m,0 + 2zm,2ζ

′
m,0,

and hence from (3.6)

(3.7) ζ̆(δ)− ν−2/3am = δzm,1ζ
′
m,0 +

1
2δ

2
{
z2m,1ζ

′′
m,0 + 2zm,2ζ

′
m,0

}
+ 1

6δ
3ζ̆ ′′′(δ′′′).

In a similar manner

(3.8) δῨ1(δ) = δΥm,1 + δ2zm,1Υ
′
m,1 +

1
2δ

3Ῠ′′
1(δ

′′),

and

(3.9) δ2Ῠ2(δ) = δ2Υm,2 + δ3Ῠ′
2(δ

′),

where δ′ and δ′′ are some numbers that lie in (0, δ). Thus we have for the first four
terms on the RHS of (3.5)

(3.10) ζ̆(δ)− ν−2/3am + δῨ1(δ) + δ2Ῠ2(δ) =
1
6δ

3
{
ζ̆ ′′′(δ′′′) + 3Ῠ′′

1(δ
′′) + 6Ῠ′

2(δ
′)
}
,

where we used (3.7) - (3.9) and [2, Eqs. (3.47) and (3.48)], and some calculation, to
verify that the δ and δ2 terms cancel. Before continuing, we point out from (3.5) and
(3.10) that Fm(ν, zν,m) = O(δ3) = O(ν−6) as δ → 0 (ν → ∞).

Next we construct lower and upper bounds in turn for the three terms in the
braces on the RHS of (3.10). Firstly, again by explicit differentiation and the chain
rule, we have from (3.4)

(3.11) ζ̆ ′′′(δ′′′) = (zm,1 + 2δ′′′zm,2)
3
ζ ′′′(zν,m) + 6 (zm,1 + 2δ′′′zm,2) zm,2ζ

′′(zν,m).

But from Lemma 1.1 ζ ′′(z) and −ζ ′′′(z) are positive and strictly decreasing for 1 ≤
z < ∞. Furthermore, from Lemma 1.4 zm,1 + 2δ′′′zm,2 ≥ zm,1 + 2zm,2 > 0 for
1 ≤ zm,0 < ∞ and δ′′′ ∈ (0, 1). Hence from (3.11) and Lemma 1.3, and recalling
zm,2 < 0,

z3m,1ζ
′′′(zm,0) + 6zm,1zm,2ζ

′′(zm,0) < ζ̆ ′′′(δ′′′)

< (zm,1 + 2zm,2)
3
ζ ′′′(zm,0 +

1
76 ) + 6 (zm,1 + 2zm,2) zm,2ζ

′′(zm,0 +
1
76 ) < 0.

(3.12)

Next, similarly to (3.7) and (3.11),

Ῠ′′
1(δ

′′) = (zm,1 + 2δ′′zm,2)
2
Υ′′

1(zν,m) + 2zm,2Υ
′
1(zν,m),

and so for δ′′ ∈ (0, 1) we have from Lemmas 1.3, 1.4, and 1.6

0 < (zm,1 + 2zm,2)
2
Υ′′

1(zm,0 +
1
76 ) + 2zm,2Υ

′
1(zm,0 +

1
76 )

< Ῠ′′
1(δ

′′) < z2m,1Υ
′′
1(zm,0) + 2zm,2Υ

′
1(zm,0).

(3.13)

Likewise

Ῠ′
2(δ) = (zm,1 + 2δzm,2)Υ

′
2(zν,m),
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and thus for δ′ ∈ (0, 1)

(3.14) 0 < (zm,1 + 2zm,2)Υ
′
2(zm,0 +

1
76 ) < Ῠ′

2(δ
′) < zm,1Υ

′
2(zm,0).

For the last term on the RHS of (3.5), we have from Lemmas 1.3 and 1.6

(3.15) 0 < Υ3(zm,0 +
1
76 ) < Υ3(zν,m) < Υ3(zm,0).

Now from (3.5) and (3.10)

Fm(ν, zν,m) =
1

6ν6

{
ζ̆ ′′′(δ′′′) + 3Ῠ′′

1(δ
′′) + 6Ῠ′

2(δ
′) + 6Υ3(zν,m)

}
,

and thus bearing in mind that zm,1 = ẑ1(zm,0) and zm,2 = ẑ2(zm,0) can be regarded
as functions of zm,0 we have from (3.12) - (3.15)

(3.16)
F1(zm,0)

6ν6
≤ Fm(ν, zν,m) ≤ F2(zm,0)

6ν6
,

where

F1(zm,0) =z
3
m,1ζ

′′′(zm,0) + 6zm,1zm,2ζ
′′(zm,0)

+ 3 (zm,1 + 2zm,2)
2
Υ′′

1(zm,0 +
1
76 ) + 6zm,2Υ

′
1(zm,0 +

1
76 )

+ 6 (zm,1 + 2zm,2)Υ
′
2(zm,0 +

1
76 ) + 6Υ3(zm,0 +

1
76 ),

(3.17)

and

F2(zm,0) = (zm,1 + 2zm,2)
3
ζ ′′′(zm,0 +

1
76 )

+ 6 (zm,1 + 2zm,2) zm,2ζ
′′(zm,0 +

1
76 ) + 3z2m,1Υ

′′
1(zm,0)

+ 6zm,2Υ
′
1(zm,0) + 6zm,1Υ

′
2(zm,0) + 6Υ3(zm,0).

(3.18)

Consider next the denominator of the RHS of (3.3). From Lemmas 1.2 and 1.6
σ(z) and z|η′(1, z)| are decreasing for 1 < z < ∞, and hence so too is their product.
Then we define

(3.19) c1 := 1 + sup
1≤z<∞

{zσ(z)|η′(1, z)|} = 1 + σ(1)|η′(1, 1)| = 1.0082524557 · · · ,

where we utilised (1.13) and (1.46). Therefore from (1.15), (1.31), (1.32), (1.47),
(1.54) and (3.19)

(3.20) − c1
zσ(z)

< F ′
m(ν, z) < − 1

zσ(z)
< 0,

for 1 ≤ z <∞ and 1 ≤ ν <∞.

Now from (1.4), (1.24) - (1.26), (1.39) - (1.41) and (3.17)

(3.21) F1(zm,0) =
6673 (122/3)

58320 {zm,0}16/3
{
1 +O

(
1

zm,0

)}
(zm,0 → ∞).

In Figure 2 we graph p2(v) := {zm,0}16/3F1(zm,0) with zm,0 = 1/(1−v) for 0 ≤ v < 1
(corresponding to 1 ≤ zm,0 < ∞). We introduced the factor {zm,0}16/3 to ensure
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Figure 2. Graph of p2(v) for 0 ≤ v < 1

that this function does not vanish at v = 1 (z = ∞), which makes it clear that it is
positive for all z.

Having confirmed that F1(zm,0) is positive it is seen from (3.16) that the same
is true for Fm(ν, zν,m). Consequently, from (3.3) and (3.20),

0 < {c1}−1τσ(τ)Fm(ν, zν,m) < eν,m < τσ(τ)Fm(ν, zν,m),

and so from Lemma 1.2 and (3.2),
(3.22)

{c1}−1zm,0σ(zm,0)Fm(ν, zν,m) < eν,m <
(
zm,0 +

1
73

)
σ
(
zm,0 +

1
73

)
Fm(ν, zν,m).

At this stage we could insert the bounds (3.16) to obtain explict lower and upper
bounds for eν,m, but we prefer to go one step further and simplify these bounds to
only involve ν and zm,3, at a small sacrifice in sharpness. To this end, we have from
(3.16) and (3.22)

(3.23)
G1(zm,0)zm,3

ν6
< eν,m <

G2(zm,0)zm,3

ν6
,

where

(3.24) G1(zm,0) =
zm,0σ(zm,0)F1(zm,0)

6c1zm,3
,

and

(3.25) G2(zm,0) =
(zm,0 +

1
73 )σ(zm,0 +

1
73 )F2(zm,0)

6zm,3
,
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Figure 3. Graphs of G1((1− v)−1) (dashed) and G2((1− v)−1) (solid) for 0 ≤ v < 1

again remembering that zm,3 = ẑ3(zm,0) can be regarded as a function of zm,0.

The graphs of G1((1 − v)−1) (dashed curve) and G2((1 − v)−1) (solid curve) for
0 ≤ v < 1 (equivalent to Gj(zm,0) (j = 1, 2) for 1 ≤ zm,0 < ∞) are depicted in
Figure 3. From this G1((1− v)−1) has a minimum value found to be 0.9697464085 · · ·
at v = 0.2307692292 · · · (approximately zm,0 = 1.3).

Further, G2((1 − v)−1) is seen to be monotonically decreasing, and from (1.5),
(1.13), (1.21) - (1.23), (1.36) - (1.38), (3.19), (3.18) and (3.25) the maximum value is
given by G2(1) = 1.0130228266 · · · . We also note in passing that from (1.4), (1.12)
and (1.24) - (1.26) limzm,0→∞ G2(zm,0) = 1.

From (3.23) and these extrema of Gj(zm,0) (j = 1, 2) we have established (1.58),
and the proof of the theorem is complete.

Appendix A. Proofs of Lemmas 1.1 to 1.4, 1.6 to 1.8, 1.10, 1.11, 1.15,
and 1.16.

Proof of Lemma 1.1. That all the derivatives approach zero as z → ∞ follows
from (1.4). From (1.15) and repeated use of the chain rule the fourth derivative of ζ
with respect to z is given explicitly by

(A.1) ζ(4) =
6

z4σ
+

6z2σ3 − 11

2z4σ2ζ
+

6− 5z2σ3

z4σ3ζ2
+

(
2z2σ3 − 1

) (
3z4σ6 + 2z2σ3 + 7

)
2z4σ4ζ3

.

In Figure 4 we graph z10/3ζ(4)(z), with z replaced by 1/(1 − v) for 0 ≤ v < 1,
which corresponds to 1 ≤ z < ∞. The factor z10/3 = (1 − v)−10/3 ensures that the
function does not vanish at v = 1 (z = ∞), noting from (1.4) that ζ(4)(z) = O(z−10/3)
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Figure 4. Graph of (1− v)−10/3ζ(4)((1− v)−1) for 0 ≤ v < 1

as z → ∞. From this we deduce that ζ(4)(z) is positive, and recall from (1.4) that it
approaches zero (through positive values) as v → 1− (z → ∞).

By integration with respect to z it follows that ζ ′′′ is monotonically increasing,
and must be negative from its (negative) value at z = 0 (see (1.5)), its limit being
zero through negative values as z → ∞ (again from (1.4)), and by continuity. Thus
−ζ ′′′ is positive and decreases monotonically to zero, as asserted. Integrating twice
more with similar arguments yields the stated results for ζ ′′ and −ζ ′.

Proof of Lemma 1.2. From (1.2) and integration by parts, for z > 1 (ζ < 0),

2|ζ|3/2 =

(
z2 − 1

)3/2
z2

+ 2

∫ z

1

(
t2 − 1

)3/2
t3

dt >

(
z2 − 1

)3/2
z2

.

Further

2|ζ|3/2 = 3

∫ z

1

(
t2 − 1

)1/2
t

dt < 3

∫ z

1

t
(
t2 − 1

)1/2
dt =

(
z2 − 1

)3/2
,

and

2|ζ|3/2 = 3

∫ z

1

(
t2 − 1

)1/2
t

dt <
3(z − 1)

(
z2 − 1

)1/2
z

,

since t−1(t2 − 1)1/2 is increasing for t ≥ 1. Thus on dividing all three by 2(z2 − 1)3/2
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we obtain the bounds

(A.2)
1

2z2
< σ3 < min

{
3

2z(z + 1)
,
1

2

}
.

Thus, from (1.2), (1.12) and (A.2), again for z > 1 (ζ < 0),

(A.3)
dσ

dz
= −2z2σ3 − 1

2z|ζ| < 0,

and from the product rule, (A.2) and (A.3)

(A.4)
d(zσ)

dz
=

2σ
(
z2σ2 + ζ

)
− 1

2ζ
=

1− 2σ3

2|ζ| > 0,

noting from (1.12) that ζ = −σ2(z2 − 1). The asserted monotonicity on σ(z) and
zσ(z) follows.

Proof of Lemma 1.4. The plot of the functions

p3(v) := −λ3(v)(1− v)−2ẑ′1((1− v)−1) (solid curve),

p4(v) := λ4(v)(1− v)−4ẑ′2((1− v)−1) (dashed curve),

p5(v) := −λ5(v)(1− v)−6ẑ′3((1− v)−1) (dotted curve),

p6(v) := λ6(v)(1− v)−1
{
ẑ1((1− v)−1) + 2ẑ2((1− v)−1)

}
(dash-dotted curve),

(A.5)

is shown in Figure 5 for 0 ≤ v < 1 (which is equivalent to 1 ≤ z <∞). For j = 1, 2, 3
the factor (1− v)−2j was introduced so that pj(v) (j = 3, 4, 5) do not vanish at v = 1
(z = ∞), since from (1.24) - (1.26) we see that ẑ′j(z) = O(z−2j) as z → ∞. Similarly

for the factor (1− v)−1 in p6(v). Each λj(v) is a positive scaling factor introduced for
convenience so that pj(0) = limv→1− pj(v) = 1, and we chose them to be of the form

(A.6) λj(v) = αjβ
v
j .

So, for example, we have from (1.21) and (1.24)

α3 = −{ẑ′1(1)}−1 = 3150, β3 = −
[
α3 lim

z→∞

{
z2ẑ′1(z)

}]−1

= 1
175 .

Similar scaling factors are used in various functions below, namely those defined by
(A.8) and (A.9).

We observe from their graphs that pj(v) > 0 (j = 3, 4, 5, 6) for 0 ≤ v < 1, the
first three of which imply (−1)j−1ẑ′j(z) < 0 (j = 1, 2, 3) for 1 ≤ z <∞. Consequently,

in conjunction with (1.21) - (1.26), it follows on integration that each (−1)j−1ẑj(z) is
positive and monotonically decreasing to 0 for 1 ≤ z <∞.

Finally, p6(v) > 0 (0 ≤ v < 1) and ẑ2(z) < 0 (1 ≤ z <∞) establishes (1.27).

Proof of Lemma 1.3. From Lemma 1.4 we have zm,2 < 0 and zm,1+2zm,2 > 0 for
1 < zm,0 < ∞, recalling that zm,j = ẑj(zm,0) (j = 1, 2). Now let δ = ν−2 and define
hm(δ) := δzm,1 + δ2zm,2 for 0 < δ ≤ 1. Note from (1.18) that zν,m = zm,0 + hm(δ).
Now h′m(δ) = zm,1 + 2δzm,2 ≥ zm,1 + 2zm,2 > 0, and consequently 0 = hm(0) <
hm(δ) ≤ hm(1) = zm,1 + zm,2. This gives

(A.7) zm,0 < zν,m ≤ zm,0 + zm,1 + zm,2,
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Figure 5. Graphs of p3(v) (solid), p4(v) (dashed), p5(v) (dotted), and p6(v) (dash-dotted) for
0 ≤ v < 1

Figure 6. Graph of p7(v) for 0 ≤ v ≤ 0.2
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and as such the lower bound of (1.19) is proven.

Next we find numerically that p7(v) := 76{ẑ1(z) + ẑ2(z)} with z = 1/(1 − v)
attains for v ∈ [0, 1) a maximum value of 0.99615 · · · at v = 0.05288 · · · . A graph of
p7(v) for 0 ≤ v ≤ 0.2 is depicted in Figure 6, and we also find it decreases to zero for
0.2 ≤ v < 1. We conclude that 76(zm,1+zm,2) < 1 for 1 ≤ zm,0 <∞, and accordingly
it follows from (A.7) that the upper bound of (1.19) is true.

Proof of Lemma 1.6. Firstly, Υ1(z), −Υ2(z), Υ3(z), −Υ′
1(z), Υ′

2(z), −Υ′
3(z),

Υ′′
1(z), η(1, z), −η′(1, z), −zη′(1, z) and zσ(z)η(1, z) all approach zero through posi-

tive values as z → ∞, as can be confirmed from (1.14), (1.32) and (1.39) - (1.41).

Figure 7. Graphs of p8(v) (solid), p9(v) (dashed), p10(v) (dotted), and p11(v) (dash-dotted)
for 0 ≤ v < 1

Next, in Figure 7 for 0 ≤ v < 1 we plot the following functions which are shown
to all be positive:

p8(v) := −λ8(v)(1− v)−13/3Υ′′′
1 ((1− v)−1) (solid curve),

p9(v) := −λ9(v)(1− v)−16/3Υ′′
2((1− v)−1) (dashed curve),

p10(v) := λ10(v)(1− v)−22/3Υ′′
3((1− v)−1) (dotted curve),

p11(v) := λ11(v)(1− v)−10/3 ∑2
j=1 Υ

′′
j ((1− v)−1) (dash-dotted curve).

(A.8)

Similarly to (A.5), λj(v) are again positive scaling factors of the form (A.6), with the
two constants therein being chosen so that all the functions take the value 1 at the
end points.

From Figure 8 for 0 ≤ v < 1 the following functions are also all seen to be
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Figure 8. Graphs of p12(v) (solid), p13(v) (dashed), p14(v) (dotted), and p15(v) (dash-dotted)
for 0 ≤ v < 1

positive:

p12(v) := −λ12(v)(1− v)−20/3
{
Υ2

2((1− v)−1)

− 64
25Υ1((1− v)−1)Υ3((1− v)−1)

}
(solid curve),

p13(v) := −λ13(v)(1− v)−20/3
{
Υ′2

2 ((1− v)−1)

−3Υ′
1((1− v)−1)Υ′

3((1− v)−1)
}

(dashed curve),

p14(v) := λ14(v)
[
z7/3 {zη′(1, z)}′

]
z=(1−v)−1

(dotted curve),

p15(v) := −λ15(v)
[
z2 {zσ(z)η(1, z)}′

]
z=(1−v)−1 (dash-dotted curve).

(A.9)

Note since p10(v) > 0 and p11(v) > 0 that

(A.10) η′′(1, z) > Υ′′
1(z) + Υ′′

2(z) > 0 (1 ≤ z <∞).

The stated results then follow by integration of all of the above, along with their
behaviour at z = ∞, similarly to the proof of Lemma 1.4.

Proof of Lemma 1.7. From Lemma 1.6 we have η(1, z) is (strictly) decreasing,
this gives the third inequality of (1.44). Again let δ = ν−2 and consider

(A.11) h(δ, z) := η(δ−1/2, z) = Υ1(z)δ +Υ2(z)δ
2 +Υ3(z)δ

3.

Then ∂h/∂δ = 0 for

δ =
|Υ2(z)| ±

{
Υ2

2(z)− 3Υ1(z)Υ3(z)
}1/2

3Υ3(z)
.
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Now from (1.42) and the positivity of Υ1(z)Υ3(z)

(A.12) Υ2
2(z)− 3Υ1(z)Υ3(z) < Υ2

2(z)− 64
25Υ1(z)Υ3(z) < 0.

Thus ∂h/∂δ ̸= 0 for 1 ≤ z < ∞ and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1. Moreover h(0, z) = 0 and h(1, z) =
η(1, z) > 0 (1 < z < ∞), and this latter value then is the maximum value of h(δ, z)
for 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 (1 ≤ ν <∞) for each z ∈ (1,∞). This establishes the second inequality
of (1.44).

Next from (A.10) and (A.11) for 0 < δ ≤ 1, recalling Υ′′
2(z) < 0 and Υ′′

3(z) > 0,

δ−1h′′(δ, z) = Υ′′
1(z) + Υ′′

2(z)δ +Υ′′
3(z)δ

2 > Υ′′
1(z) + Υ′′

2(z) > 0.

Therefore from (1.32), (1.39) - (1.41) and (A.11) it follows that h(δ, z) and −h′(δ, z)
are positive and strictly decreasing to zero for 1 ≤ z <∞. The same of course is true
for η(ν, z) and −η′(ν, z). This gives the first (strict) inequality of (1.44), as well as
the last (strict) inequality of (1.46).

For (1.45) consider

ĥ(δ, z) := δ−1/3h(δ, z) = Υ1(z)δ
2/3 +Υ2(z)δ

5/3 +Υ3(z)δ
8/3,

and as such

∂ĥ(δ, z)

∂δ
=

1

3δ1/3
{
2Υ1(z) + 5Υ2(z)δ + 8Υ3(z)δ

2
}
.

Note this derivative approaches +∞ as δ → 0+ on account of (1.36). From (1.42)

we similarly find that as a function of δ ∈ (0, 1] ĥ(δ, z) has no real zeros for each
z ∈ [1,∞), and so is positive for all such values of these variables. We deduce in a

similar manner to above for each fixed z that ĥ(δ, z) is positive and increasing for
0 < δ ≤ 1, and (1.45) follows.

Next the leading equality of (1.46) comes from (1.36) - (1.38). In addition, from
Lemma 1.6 η′(1, z) is (strictly) increasing, and consequently the first inequality of
(1.46) follows.

Finally, again let δ = ν−2, and consider

(A.13) h′(δ, z) = ∂h(δ, z)/dz = Υ′
1(z)δ +Υ′

2(z)δ
2 +Υ′

3(z)δ
3,

and then ∂h′/∂δ = 0 for

δ =
Υ′

2(z)±
{
Υ′2

2 (z)− 3Υ′
1(z)Υ

′
3(z)

}1/2

3|Υ′
3(z)|

.

Therefore from (1.43) we deduce that ∂h′/∂δ ̸= 0 for 1 < z < ∞ and 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1.
However from (A.13) h′(0, z) = 0, and h′(1, z) < 0 as we have just shown, and this
latter value then is the minimum value of h′(δ, z) for each 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1 (1 ≤ ν <∞) and
for each z ∈ (1,∞). This establishes the second inequality of (1.46), and the proof of
the lemma is complete.

Proof of Lemma 1.8. For 1 ≤ z <∞ and 1 ≤ ν <∞ we have from (1.15), (1.31),
(1.32) and (1.46)

Z ′
3(ν, z) = − 1

zσ(z)
+ η′(ν, z) < − 1

zσ(z)
,
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and (1.47) then follows, noting that σ(z) > 0 for 1 ≤ z <∞.

Finally, from (1.6), (1.31), (1.32), (1.36) - (1.38), (1.45), (1.47), Lemma 1.6, and
noting am ≤ a1 = −2.338107410 · · · , for z ≥ zm,0 > 1 (ζ ≤ ζm,0 < 0) we have

ν2/3Z3(ν, z) ≤ ν2/3ζm,0 + ν2/3η(ν, zm,0) < a1 + ν2/3η(ν, 1)

< −2.338 + ν2/3η(ν, 1) ≤ −2.338 + η(1, 1)

= −2.338 + 44873962351
33025304812502

1/3 < 0.

Hence Z3(ν, z) < 0 for zm,0 ≤ z <∞ (−∞ < ζ ≤ ζm,0) and ν ≥ 1.

Proof of Lemma 1.10. First, using (1.15) and (1.46),

η̇ =
dη(ν, z)

dz

(
dζ

dz

)−1

= −zσ(z)η′(ν, z) > 0.

Further, from Lemmas 1.2 and 1.6 σ(z) and z|η′(1, z)| are decreasing for 1 < z <∞,
and thus from (1.13) and (1.46)

1 < 1 + η̇ ≤ sup
1≤z<∞

{1− zσ(z)η′(ν, z)} ≤ 1− σ(1)η′(1, 1) = 2611707229667
2590330640625 ,

and the result follows.

Proof of Lemma 1.11. From (1.47) and (1.54) we observe that ∂Fm(ν, z)/∂z =
Z ′

3(ν, z) < 0 for 1 ≤ z <∞ and 1 ≤ ν <∞, and hence Fm(ν, z) is a strictly decreasing
function of z in this interval. Furthermore, for fixedm = 1, 2, 3, . . . it is readily verified
from (1.4), (1.39) - (1.41) that

(A.14) Fm(ν, z) → −∞ (z → ∞).

But from (1.6) and (1.44) Fm(ν, zm,0) = η(ν, zm,0) > 0 (1 ≤ ν < ∞). Thus by the
strict monotonicity of Fm(ν, z), and the opposite signs of both functions at the points
z = zm,0 and z = ∞, we have shown that ẑν,m is indeed the unique simple zero in the
interval (zm,0,∞), with the lower bound having been established.

It remains to prove the upper bound of (1.55), and to this end we use the Taylor
remainder theorem and (1.15) to obtain the identity

(A.15) ζ
(
zm,0 +

1
73

)
= ζ (zm,0) +

ζ ′(τ)
73

=
am
ν2/3

− 1

73τσ(τ)
,

for some number τ satisfying

(A.16) zm,0 < τ < zm,0 +
1
73 .

Now from Lemma 1.2 {zσ}−1 is strictly decreasing, and hence from (A.15) and
(A.16)

ζ
(
zm,0 +

1
73

)
<

am
ν2/3

− 1

73(zm,0 +
1
73 )σ

(
zm,0 +

1
73

) .
It follows from (1.6), (1.31), (1.32), (1.44), and (1.54) that

Fm

(
ν, zm,0 +

1
73

)
< − 1

73(zm,0 +
1
73 )σ

(
zm,0 +

1
73

) + η
(
ν, zm,0 +

1
73

)
< − 1

73(zm,0 +
1
73 )σ

(
zm,0 +

1
73

) + η
(
1, zm,0 +

1
73

)
.
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Consequently, since 1 + 1
73 < zm,0 +

1
73 <∞ for m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν <∞,

(A.17) Fm

(
ν, zm,0 +

1
73

)
< − 1− c2

73(zm,0 +
1
73 )σ

(
zm,0 +

1
73

) ,
where

(A.18) c2 := 73 sup
74
73<z<∞

{zσ(z)η(1, z)} = 74σ
(
74
73

)
η
(
1, 7473

)
= 0.99176 · · · < 1,

with the supremum being attained at z = 74/73 since zσ(z)η(1, z) is positive and
montonically decreasing for 1 ≤ z <∞; see Lemma 1.6. Thus from (A.17) and (A.18)
it is seen that Fm(ν, zm,0 +

1
73 ) < 0 for m = 1, 2, 3, . . . and 1 ≤ ν < ∞. Accordingly,

from (A.14) and the strict monotonicity of the function, we deduce that its (sole)
simple zero in (1,∞), namely z = ẑν,m, must be smaller than z = zm,0 +

1
73 , and the

asserted upper bound in (1.55) follows.

Proof of Lemma 1.15. Since ζ = 0 when z = 1 we see from (1.31), (1.32) and
(1.45) that Z3(ν, 1) > 0. On the other hand from (1.4), (1.31), (1.32), (1.39) - (1.41)
it is seen that Z3(ν, z) → −∞ as z → ∞ for 1 ≤ ν < ∞. Thus from Lemma 1.8
Z3(ν, z) decreases monotonically from a positive value to −∞ for 1 ≤ z < ∞. But
from (1.62) and (1.68)

ν2/3Z3(ν, w
−
ν,1) = a1 + r+1 = − 299

800

(
24π2

)1/3
< 0,

confirming that w−
ν,1 > 1.

Next define (see (1.9), (1.63) and (1.68))

(A.19) α−
ν,m := Z3(ν, w

−
ν,m) =

am,0

ν2/3

(
1− 0.01

4m− 1

)
(m = 1, 2, 3, . . .).

We note that |am| > |am,0| for all m (see [8]), and hence from (1.6) and (A.19)

(A.20)
α−
ν,m

ζm,0
=

am,0

am

(
1− 0.01

4m− 1

)
< 1 (m = 1, 2, 3, . . .).

A lower bound is the goal, and from explicit computation of the middle term of
(A.20) for m = 1 we find that α−

ν,1/ζ1,0 = 0.98905 · · · > 0.989. Now, from the equality
in (A.20) and [9, Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5)] (which are proven in [3] and [4]), a general
bound is given by

(A.21)
α−
ν,m

ζm,0
≥

{
1 +

0.130(
3
8π(4m− 1.051)

)2
}−1 (

1− 0.01

4m− 1

)
(m = 1, 2, 3, . . .).

For m = 2, 3, 4, . . . the RHS is found using elementary calculus to attain an absolute
minimum at m = 2 of 0.99663 · · · > 0.989. Thus we have for m = 1, 2, 3, . . ., 1 ≤ ν <
∞

(A.22) 0.989|ζm,0| < |α−
ν,m| < |ζm,0|.

Next let β−
m = ζ−1(0.989 ζm,0) (here and below we mean the inverse of ζ). Then

from (A.22) and Figure 9 (not drawn to scale) we see that w−
ν,m > β−

m, noting that



30 T. M. DUNSTER

ζ(z)

z
(w−

ν,m)(zm,0)
(0)

(1)
(η(ν, 1))

(α−
ν,m)

(ζm,0)

(0.989 ζm,0)

(1.0056 ζm,0)

(w+
ν,m)(β−

m)

(α+
ν,m)

Z3(ν, z)

(β+
ν,m)

Figure 9. Graph illustrating β−
m < w−

ν,m < w+
ν,m < β+

ν,m

Z3(z) > ζ(z) (see (1.31), (1.32) and (1.44)), with both functions monotonically de-
creasing (see (1.15) and (1.47)). Note in the figure we have shown w−

ν,m < zm,0 but
this is not necessarily true or detrimental if not so.

Now, on noting that ζ−1(ζm,0) = zm,0 (see (1.6)), let

(A.23) B−
m(v) :=

β−
m

zm,0

∣∣∣∣
ζm,0=v/(v−1)

=
ζ−1(0.989 v/(v − 1))

ζ−1(v/(v − 1))
.

In Figure 10 B−
m(v) is plotted for 0 ≤ v < 1 (corresponding to −∞ < ζm.0 ≤ 0).

We observe that it is bounded below by its value as v → 1− (ζm,0 → −∞). We find
numerically that this value is 0.98354 · · · . We conclude that β−

m > 0.9835 zm,0 and
since w−

ν,m > β−
m the lower bound of (1.70) follows.

The proof of the upper bound in (1.70) follows similarly. Thus define

(A.24) α+
ν,m := Z3(ν, w

+
ν,m) =

am,0

ν2/3

(
1 +

0.01 + 0.03δm
4m− 1

)
(m = 1, 2, 3, . . .),

where we recall that δm = 1 for m = 1, 2 and is zero otherwise. We then have

(A.25)
α+
ν,m

ζm,0
=

am,0

am

(
1 +

0.01 + 0.03δm
4m− 1

)
(m = 1, 2, 3, . . .).

Note from (1.6), (1.68) and (A.24), and recalling r−m > 0 from Theorem 1.14, that
|α+

ν,m| > |ζm,0| for m = 1, 2, 3, . . ., 1 ≤ ν <∞.

An upper bound is derived as follows. Firstly, it is readily verified from explicit
computation of (A.25) that

(A.26)
α+
ν,2

ζ2,0
<
α+
ν,1

ζ1,0
= 1.00559 · · · < 1.0056.
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Figure 10. Graph of B−
m(v) for 0 ≤ v < 1

Next, again from [9, Eqs. (4.4) and (4.5)] and (A.25),

(A.27)
α+
ν,m

ζm,0
≤

{
1− 0.130(

3
8π(4m− 1.051)

)2
}−1 (

1 +
0.01

4m− 1

)
(m = 3, 4, 5, . . .),

with RHS being found through elementary calculus to attain its absolute maximum
at m = 3, the value at which is 1.00169 · · · < 1.0056. Thus we have for m = 1, 2, 3, . . .,
1 ≤ ν <∞

(A.28) |ζm,0| < |α+
ν,m| < 1.0056|ζm,0|.

Then similarly to our earlier lower bound on w−
ν,m, and again referring to Figure 9, it

follows that w+
ν,m < β+

ν,m := Z−1
3 (ν, 1.0056 ζm,0) (this being the inverse function with

respect to the second argument).

We now use the inequality β+
ν,m < β+

1,m for 1 ≤ ν <∞, which follows in this case
from the fact that Z3(ν, z) ≤ Z3(1, z) (see Lemma 1.7 and (1.31)). With this in mind
let

(A.29) B+
m(v) =

β+
1,m

zm,0

∣∣∣∣∣
ζm,0=v/(v−1)

=
Z−1

3 (1, 1.0056 v/(v − 1))

ζ−1(v/(v − 1))
,

which is plotted in Figure 11 for 0 ≤ v < 1. We observe that it attains a maximum
value of 1.0135313599 · · · at v = 0 (ζm,0 = 0). As a result w+

ν,m < β+
ν,m ≤ β+

1,m <
1.01354 zm,0, and as such the upper bound of (1.70) has been established, completing
the proof of the lemma.



32 T. M. DUNSTER

Figure 11. Graph of B+
m(v) for 0 ≤ v < 1

Proof of Lemma 1.16. From (1.70) we have under the hypothesis of the lemma
that z ≥ w−

ν,m ≥ max{0.9835zm,0, 1}, and since from Lemma 1.4 ẑ3(z) is positive and
monotonically decreasing we deduce ẑ3(z) ≤ ẑ3(max{0.9835zm,0, 1}). Now it is readily
shown numerically that p16(v) := ẑ3(max{0.9835z, 1})/ẑ3(z), where z = 1/(1− v), is
monotonically increasing for 0 ≤ v < 1 (1 ≤ z <∞); see Figure 12. Thus on referring
to (1.26)

ẑ3(max{0.9835z, 1})/ẑ3(z) < lim
z→∞

{ẑ3(0.9835z)/ẑ3(z)} = (0.9835)−5,

and so on setting z = zm,0 in this, and recalling ẑ3(zm,0) = zm,3, establishes (1.71).

Finally, from (1.31), (1.32), (1.45) and (1.68)

ν2/3ζ(w−
ν,m) = am + r+m − ν2/3η(ν, w−

ν,m) < am + r+m.

Then under the hypothesis z ≥ w−
ν,m, and recalling that w−

ν,m > 1, we have ζ = ζ(z) ≤
ζ(w−

ν,m) since ζ is decreasing for 1 ≤ z < ∞ (see (1.15)). Therefore since M(x) is
increasing (see Remark 4) it follows that z ≥ w−

ν,m =⇒

M(ν2/3ζ) ≤M(ν2/3ζ(w−
ν,m)) < M(am + r+m) ≤ κ′π−1/2 |am,0|−1/4

,

where

κ′ = sup
m∈Z+

{√
π |am,0|1/4M(am + r+m)

}
= 1.0000277286 · · · ,

with the supremum being attained at m = 12. In this computation we used (1.9),
(1.49) and (1.63). The veracity of the bound (1.72) is now evident.
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Figure 12. Graph of p16(v) for 0 ≤ v < 1
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