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1. The derived series of Fourier series may themselves be Fourier
series. They then require no special consideration. In the contrary case
the series of which they are the derived series may be associated with a
particular type of function, e.g. with a function of bounded variation; or
the function of which we have the Fourier series may not be known to
have any particular properties, except in the neighbourhood of a particular
poins.

I have already had occasion to point out that the derived series of
Fourier series of functions of bounded variation possess some of the pro-
perties of Fourier series. I propose to illustrate the interest of these
series further.

But besides these series, which possess such properties in the whole
interval of periodicity, there are trigonometrical series, scarcely less im-
portant, which possess the properties in question, or closely analogous
ones, if not in the whole interval, at least in a portion or portions of it.
These series are got by differentiating the Fourier series of functions
which in such portion or portions of the interval of periodicity are more
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or less highly specialised, while they may be perfectly general in the rest
of the interval.

It is easy to give examples. The derived series even of such Fourier
series as =n~'cos nz and Zn~'sinnz, do not converge ordinarily, but do
so when summed by the method of Cesaro, index unity, throughout the
whole of the completely open interval of periodicity from which the origin
is excluded, and converge in the manner in question precisely to the differ-
ential coefficients of the functions with which these Fourier series are
associated.

We notice further that, if we continue to differentiate these Fourier
series we obtain trigonometrical series which, in the completely open in-
terval in question, always converge to the correspondingly higher differ-
ential coefficient provided only the index of the Cesaro summation
employed increases by unity at each successive differentiation.

These are comparatively trivial illustrations of a general theory. Two
main cases present themselves, according as we may, with propriety,
regard the derived series considered as associated, in the sub-interval
or intervals to which it is restricted to converge, with a function, or not.
If the Fourier series from which our series is got by derivation p times is
associated ‘with a function which in the interval in question is a p-th
integral, and accordingly possesses almost everywhere in that interval &
p-th differential coefficient, this p-th differential coefficient may with pro-
priety be regarded as associated with the p-th derived series. We might
then conveniently call such & p-th derived series a restricted Fourier series.
Mutatis mutandis we are then able to enunciate for restricted Fourier
series almost all the theorems which hold good for Fourier series; the
chief difference is that we must employ Cesaro convergence index p, if the
process of derivation has been employed p times, and that we must be
careful to restrict their application to the sub-interval or intervals for
which the p-th differential coefficient exists.

But besides these derived series there are derived series which cannot
be said in the same sense to have a function associated with them. We
already had a simple example of such a series. It is the series whose
general term is cos nzx, and is accordingly the derived series of the Fourier
series of a function of bounded variation, whose differential coefficient is
everywhere negative unity, except at the origin, where it is 4o but it
.is not convenient to regard this differential coefficient as associated with
the series. More generally there may be no p-th differential coefficient,
and yet the p-th derived series may, in some sub-interval, possess many of
the properties of Fourier series.
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It is convenient then to consider separately these two classes of derived
geries, and I propose to do so in the present communication.

In the course of the argument, which is based on reasoning analogous
to that I have already employed in a previous communication, I require
certain theorems with regard to the convergence of the Fourier series, and
I take the opportunity of giving new tests for the convergence of a Fourier
series.* These tests enable me at the same time to give a more general
form to the tests for the Cesaro convergence of a Fourier series, also con-
tained in the previous communication to this Society just referred to.

The main object of the paper is, as the title states, the convergence of
the derived series of a Fourier series. This includes also the discussion
of its uniform convergence, and occasion is taken to prove for ordinary
Fourier series one or two elementary theorems in a somewhat simpler
manner than usual. As an illustration of the use of uniform conver-
gence, certain theorems which I have given in earlier communications are
then extended to restricted Fourier series.

One of the fundamental results obtained is the property that the con-
vergence of a Fourler series at a point, and the Cesaro convergence,t
index p, of its p-th derived series at a point, depend merely on the form
of the function in the neighbourhood of the point, and that this property
only just holds in general. In other words, if we replace the convergence
of the Fourier series by Cesaro convergence k—1, where k<< 1, or the
Cesaro convergence (Cp), by Cesaro convergence (C, p—1-+%), the inde-
pendence in question ceases in general to exist. I have thought it worth
while in this connection to prove one or two additional theorems. In the
case of the Fourier series, if the function has bounded variation elsewhere
than at the point at least, and in the case of the p-th derived series, if a
corresponding restriction holds, the index of convergence may be reduced.

It appears, however, that the primary question for investigation with
respect to the convergence of the p-th derived series of a Fourier series is
its convergence in the Cesaro manner.index p. In fact it is for this index
and no lower one that the convergence at the point z depends only on the
nature of the function in the neighbourhood of the point considered.
Furthermore, it is for this index, and no lower one, that tests for conver-
gence of the usual type exist. We may almost say that the concept of

* The most important case of these tests is that in which the function of bounded varia-
tion which occurs in them is an integral. The test, in the form which it then takes, has
been already published in a communication I have recently made to the Académie des
Sciences.

+ See the second footnote to § 7, below.
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Cesaro convergence, index p, is naturally associated with-trigonometrical
series which are the p-th derived series of Fourier series.

Again, when such a series does not converge (Cp), it may still, in cer-
tain cases, be employed just as if it did-do so.

The question maturally suggests itself whether, if instead of differ-
entiating, we, integrate, there are analogous results. I have thought it
relevant to the matter in hand to give the simple and easily cbtained
theorems in this connection. It -will be seen that, if we integrate a
Fourier series p- times, the trigonometrical series thus obtained necessarily
converges in the Cesaro manner, index —p (minus p), everywhere.

What happens if, instead of starting with proper Fourier series, and
differentiating and integrating them, we start with the derived series of
Fourier series of functions of bounded variation? As already pointed
out, these more general series behave in some respects exactly like Fourier
series ; from onr present point of view, however, they behave almost like
Fourier series, the difference being precisely analogous to that between a
closed and an open interval. We find that the same theorems hold, pro-
vided .only the index of Cesaro summation be increased by a positive
quantity %, as small as we please. Here, as elsewhere in our theorems, we
mean by (C,p+%) not merely that the index is p+F%, in the crdinary
gense ;- it 13 only necessary to suppose that any kind of Cesaro convergence
of positive type, logarithmic or otherwise, is superposed to the (Cp) con-
vergence, for the theorems to hold. Indeed all that is necessary is that
the superposed operation should be such that, when performed on S,, the
typical term of a sequence for which XS, is bounded, the result, is
zero.

This result illustrates the fact that, if the p-th derived series (in par-
ticular if the first derived series), of the Fourier series of f(z) is to con-
verge at the point z with a lower index of convergence than the normal p
(or in the particular case uniby), the function f(z) must have special pro-
perties elsewhere than in the neighbourhood of the point z; in the
case of the theorems just considered the reduction of the index is almost
unaty.

The question naturally arises as to whether the reduction unity itself
may not be secured by a suitable condition with regard to the behaviour
of f(z), and in particular the important problem suggests itself as to
whether the first derived series of a Fourier series may not in certain
cages converge ordinarily, without being a Fourier series. The answer to
this question is certainly in the affirmative. We can indeed give three
important classes of Fourier series for which such ordinary convergence is
possible, though not customary. These are
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(1) The allied series of Fourier series, not themselves Fourier-series.

(2) Pseudo-Fourier series, that s trigonometrical series whose co-
efficients can be expressed in the Fourier form as absolutely convergent
integrals, without the associated function possessing an absolutely conver-
gent integral.

(8) More generally trigonometrical sertes whose coefficrents can be ex-
pressed i the Fourier form as non-absolutely convergent integrals, such
as Harnack-Lebesque vntegrals, or what I have called Y-integrals.

As to the first of these classes, I have on various occasions given tests
for the ordinary convergence of an allied series. These tests merely in-
volve assumptions with respect to the nature of the associated function of
the Fourier series in a sub-interval of the interval of periodicity, and by
no means presuppose this function to have such properties in the whole
interval as to secure that the allied seriesis also a Fourier series, whatever
‘testrictions we impose with regard to a particular sub-interval.

As an instance of the secoud class, a pseudo-Fourier series which at
the same time comes under the head of the first class, we have

Z (sin nx) [log n,

which is the derived series, as well as the allied series, of a Fourier series,
and converges everywhere without exception although not itself a Fourier
series.*

Conditions of space and time have prevented me on the-present
occasion from discussing the derived series of the allied series of a Fourler
series, but it should be noted that these are derived series of Fourier
series. In fact the allied series itself of a Fourier series, though not
in general a Fourier series, is as remarked above always the first
derived series of a Fourier series, namely that of the function

1 Y’ [Fz+u)—F(z—u)] cot udu,
T Jo

where F'(x) is an integral of the function f(z), associated with the Fouvier
series, to which our sevies is allied. Consequently the allied series ot the
Fourier series of a function f(x) may be treated by the methods of this
paper.

We thus see, for example, that this allied. series converges (C1) at the

* Tts coefficients b, are cxpressible in the Fourier form, the coefficients a, are all zero
and are only expressible in the Fourier form if Cauchy’s principal values be utilised.
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point z if the function
g = j" 1—%}- [F(x+u+v)—F(:c—u—}-v)—F(x+u—v)—i—F(x—u—v)] dv
0

has bounded variasion.

Again, the allied series of the Fourier series of a function which in a.
sub-interval of the interval of periodicity has its square summable, is a.
restricted Fourier series of the first class, whose associated function has
its square summable in its region of existence. Or yet again, the allied
series of a restricted Fourier series of Class 1 is a restricted Fourier series.
of a similar type, but of Class 2.

It may be remarked in the same connection not only tbat the allied
series of the Fourier series of an integral is itself a Fourier series, fromr
which our result that the allied series of a Fourier series is the first
derived series of a Fourier series was deduced, but that the same is true
of the allied series of the Fourier series of a function of bounded variation,.
so that the allied series of the first derived series of the Fourier series of
a function of bounded variation is itself the first derived series of the
Fourier series of a function of bounded variation.

Moreover, the allied series of the Fourier series of a funection of
bounded variation converges almost everywhere, not merely in the ordinary
way, but even in the Cesaro manner with any negative fractional index:
k> —1. On the other hand, the allied series of the Fourier series of an
integral converges almost everywhere (C, —1).

However, besides these theorems so obtained we have others precisely
analogous to the theorems of the present paper. They are related to-
them in the same way as the tests for the convergence of the allied
series are to the corresponding tests for that of the Fourier series. I
have, however, as already stated, thought it advisable not to enter into
these matters on the present occasion.

2. We shall first consider various conditions for the convergence of a.
-Fourier series. (§§ 2-9.)
We shall require the following formula :—

3rCnay) = (a;+2a9+ ... +na)/n

; j C% [cot 32(1—cos n2)] f(z) dz—}an, (1)

T e

f(z) being the even function associated with the Fourier series Za,cos nz..
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This is easily proved as follows :—

rC(na,) = C (Y n cos nm) f@) dzx
0
= KC (n cos nx) f(z) dx

= Y C (‘-%_ sin m:) fl)dz

0

= "4 o ) d:
= Sn a C (sin nz) f(x) dx

=14 — , 3
=5 L T [cot 3z —cosec }x cos (n+13) z] f(z)dx

=1{a _ e
- QT,SO dz (cot 3z —cot 3z cos nw —sin nx) f(x)dr,

which becomes at once the right-hand side of (1).

203

Since by the Theorem of- Riemann-Lebesgue a, has the unique limit
zero, it follows from (1) that, in considering the limits of C(na.,), it is only
the integral on the right-hand side of the formula (1) which need be re-

tained.

Hence it immediately follows that the lemits of C(na.) are independent
of the form of the function f(x) except vn the immediate neighbourhood of

the origin, since, e being any small positive quantity,

(L —cos nx) diz cot 3z and cotiz

lie between fixed finite bounds when xz lies in the interval (¢, ) and » in-
creases indefinitely, so that our integral from e to = is the sum of two

integrals, of which the first
1 "(l—co nx) f(x) a tizd
an ). s ©) 7 cot jz dz
vanishes in virtue of the factor 1/2x, and the second

S" % cot % f(z)sin nxdx

vanishes by the theorem of Riemann-Lebesgue.

8. In considering the limits of C(na,), we may further change cot 3x
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into 1/4.¢ in the formula (1), which accordingly becomes

Lt 37Cinay) = Lt lj’ L (A=) iy, (@)

n—>»mn n—>x M Jo dl’

where e is as small a positive quantity as we please, independent of n.
Indeed since

1 d 1
o (cot{;z— 1}—z>(1—cos nr)

= —)I-L— (1—cos nir) ;% (cot 3e— %_115) +sin nx (cot dr— }—11-_),

whieh is the sum of two terms, the first of which is the product of 1/n into
a bounded function of z and », and the second the product of sinnc
into a bounded function of i, for values of x in the closed interval (0, ),
we see that the difference of the two integrals in (1) and (2) is the sum of
two integrals, of which the first vanishes uniformly in virtue of the factor
1/n in the integrand, and the second by the theorem of Riemann-Lebesgue,
when n increases indefinitely. This proves the formula (2).

4. We can now prove the following theorem :—
TreorEM.—If Za, cos nx is the Fourier series of an even function f(x),

| then Lt C(na,) =0,

n—>r

provided

(1) flx) s simply discontenuous at the origin, and

(i1) Lr Sl | d[zf(@)]] is a bounded function of z in a certain neigh-
I Jo
bourhood of the origin.

In fact, in virtue of the condition (i), we may change the lower limit of
integration in the formula (2) from zero to p = 2Pw/n, where P is as
large an integer as we please, » being correspondingly larger. To prove
this let us write ¢/n for z ; f(¢/n) will then be bounded and have f(+0) for
limit as = increases indefinitely. 'We may therefore multiply by the

bounded function d_(i: (l—_—:oit), and integrate term-by-term. This gives
1 (* d j{1—cosnr _ b d (1—cost
L [ (5 sras = ke |7 som g (S e

—CoS ¢

25:'"f(+0)gt(1 P )t=0
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We thus have

Lt 37C(a) = Lt jf(:c)%(l—‘—"——"s"”) do = Lt J of @) () e,

n—> s w=—>n Jp nx w—>» Jp

—cos Nr 1 (* 1—cos nz
nE "

where gal(r) = ———2—— - — po dzx.

Now, by the coundition (ii), zf(x) must be a function of bounded varia-
tion ; for j | d[xf(z)]| is the total variation ©f zf(z), and is, by the condi-
tion (ii), bounded.

We may therefore integrate by parts, and write

Lt }wCuzan) = Lt zf (x) Qn(-’:)]e_j‘q'n(-l:)d[‘cf(z)]-
P P

n=>wn
) ¢ 9 3
Now | gu(@) | < 2+ j ?dx=rz""
Therefore
Lt §rCoa) ’ e )_b ‘[ S | d[xf | alxf @]

_ 1 ((* dg()
- f(p)/2Pw+n]-:J—)t/;"i (S 2 >’

» xz

where s =| 12l @]

But, integrating by parts,

il $@) 80 4,
n s,, '3 - nl: ] n S,, £

< p(e)fneé? +B/2P7r+ —_— s

1

dz
w2 ?

where I denotes the upper bound of %j | d[zf ()] |, which, by the con-
- JO

dition (i1}, is finite. Letting » increase indefinitely, the right-hand side of
the last relation approaches 353/2Px. Hence

f(p)+3B.

Lt %wC(-rza,,)‘g e

Since, by (1), f(p) remains bounded as # increases indefinitely, and P
is as large us we please, the right-hand side of the last relation is as small
as we please, which proves the theorem.
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5. Hence we have the following theorem on the convergence of a
Fourier series.

Taeoren. — If, as h approaches zero, %}[flx+h)+fx—h)] has
h
a unique Uimit C, and %S ld[h{f@+h)+fx—N)}]] is a bounded
SJunction of h in a certain neighbourhood surrounding the point h =0,
however small this neighbourhood may be, then the Fourier series of f(z)
converges to C at the point z.*

Since
i [flr+uw)+fz—u)] ~ £ (a,cos rz+b, sin rz) cos ru,

we only have to replace the function f(z) by the even function of u,
3} (f@+w)+f@—u)), to reduce the problem to that of an even function
having a unique limit at the origin, and to replace the point z by the
origin. We shall therefore only need to prove the theorem for the case
Z =0, f being an even function.

Now writing

sa = a-tagt...4a, Cha) = (a;+2a,+...+na)/n,
we have sa—C(na,) = (s,+s3+...+8u1)/n. (8)

Now, by the preceding theorem (§ 4), C(na,) bhas the unique limit zero,
when » increases indefinitely. Also, since f(zx) is bounded in the neigh-
bourhood of the origin, by hypothesis, and approaches a unique limit
f(40), the Fourier series converges when summed in the Cesiro manner,
index unity, so that the right-hand side of (3) also approaches a unique
limit. Thus, by (8), s. approaches the same unique limit, that is, the
Fourier series converges at the origin. This proves the theorem.

Cor. 1.—If }[f@+h+fle—M]}—>C, as =0, and in a certain
netghbourhood of I = 0 we have

1 h
YD +fa—I] = = j g,
h.
where -}L—S |g®|dt is a bounded function of h, the Fourier series of
f(@) converges to C at the pownt z.

* The enunciation of this theorem was made by me to the Sociét¢ Helvétique des
Sciences Naturelles, in August of the present year, at Schuls in the Engadine.

t This was stated and proved by me in a recent note in the Comptes rendus.
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Cor. 2.—If }[flz+w+f(z—uw)]—>C, as u—0, and, tn a certain
netghbowrhood of w =0, the function of w

[ fetw+fz—u)]

has bounded derivates, then the Fouwrier series of f(x) converges to C at
the point x.

For in this case the conditions of Cor. 1 are satisfied, g(f) being any
one of the derivates of du[f(x+u)+4f(z—wu)). This corollary is, in fact,
identical with the first corollary in the case in which ¢ (¢) is a bounded
function of ¢.

The first condition imposed shows that the second condition of this
corollary is equivalent to the hypothesis that the derivates of

Hfetuw+flz—w)],

with respect to w, when multiplied by w, should be bounded functions of w
in a certain netghbourhood of w = 0.

Using the more general theorem that a function whose derivates are
absolutely integrable (summable), and finite except at a countable set of
points, is the integral of its derivates, we have the following also :—

Cor. 8.—If 3 [fe+w+fxz—uw)]—>C, as u— 0, and, in a certain
netghbourhood of 1w = 0, the derivates of the function of u

}fetw+fz—u)]

are, when multiplied by w, absolutely integradle, and, except possibly at a
countable set of points, finute, then the Fourier series of f(zx) converges to
C at the puint x.

6. Remembering that the Fourier series of f(z) converges (Cp) at the
point z, if that of

1 (* 1
¢y () = " L fe+)+fz—t)dt = L 3 f@+ut) -{-f(a:—ut)] dt
converges (C, p—1), we get the following additional corollaries :—

Cor. 4.—The Fourier sertes of f(x) converges (C1) at the point z if
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¢ (+0) exists* and

1 (* 1 {*
;L | [t ] E—u-so% | f@+8+f@—0)]at

5; 3| flatut)+fl@—ut) | dt

is a bounded function of w in some interval contaiming w =0. The
Cesaro sum of the series is then ¢, (+40).

Cor. 5.—The Fourier series of f(x) converges (C2) at the point z, if
¢g (+0) exists, where

(] 11
¢g (U) = %— So ¢, (Hdt = 50 50 I flz+ut t) +f @—ut ty)] dt dt,,
and
1 1
m L |t 0] = - L FAGEY

1 1
=5 U Ffatut ty+fx—ut t))dt, | dt,
0 0

1s a bounded function of u in some interval containing w=0. The
second Cesaro sum of the series is then ¢(40).

Cor. 6.—The Fourier sertes of f(x) converges (Cp) at the point &, if
¢ (+0) exists, where

1 u
oy () = w So do-1(t)dt

11 1
= S S So [ f@tutity ... t)+flz—ut ity ... t)])dbdt, ... dt,,

0Jo

* The condition that ¢, (+ 0) should exist is, of course, the same as that
|47 ro+fa—ma
should have a differential coefficient at u = 0, and the same remark applies to ¢,(+0) and

j" ¢p-1(t)dt. These conditions given above may be compared with the less general conditions
0

of similar form given on p. 267 of The Convergence of a Fourier Series and its Allied Series,
in the second line of which ‘‘ index p '’ should read ‘‘index (p +1).”
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L1 ™ .
and if ™ | pp—rw)du|, that is
0 .
1 .
L

15 @ bounded function of u tn some interval containing w=0. The p-th
Cesaro sum of the Fourier series of f(x) is then ¢,(40).

1 1
L L | 3[f@tutsty ... ) +f@—utity ... Y] dbdty ... dtys| Aty

7. With regard to the preceding theorem (§ 5), it should be noticed
that a considerable extension is possible if we use the notion of Cesaro
summation with negative tndex.

Denoting the ordinary partial summation of a Fourier series by s, and
the Cesaro partial summation, index minus one, by ¢,, we have by a defi-
nition which naturally suggests itself

nsw = ty+tyt ...+t )
and therefore £, = ns,— m—1) Sp_1 = Su_1+7 (S4—8$u_1)
= $,_1+n(a, cos ne—+ b, sin nr) ; (2)
where fx) ~ 3ay+ 2 (@ cos nz—+b, sin nx),
n=1

and therefore

n=1

P fe+u)+fz—w)] ~ da,+ g (@n cos nz+b, sin nz) cos na.

-

z, or the same limits, provided the coefficients of the derived series of the
Fourier series of the even function

@+ +flz—uw)]

converge to zero. :
Tn particular, using the theorem of Riemann-Lebesgue, and the
generalisation of it which I have recently given,* we have the following

* This theorem was given in its original form by Riemann, ¢ Ueber die Darstellbarkeit
einer Function durch eine trigonometrische Reihe’’, 1854, Ges. Werke, p. 254, and states
that, 1f f (¢) has a Riemann integral, the coefficients of its Fourier series a, and b, converge
to zero, as n—> . The extension to any summable function was given by Lebesgue, 1908,
Annales sc. de I'école normale sup., Sér. 8, Vol. xx, quoted in Hobson’s Theory of Functions
of a Real Variable, p. 674. '

In other words, the theorem of Riemann-Lebesque stales that the coefficients of the derived

SER. 2. vorn. 17. x~o. 1315, P



210 Pror. W. H. Youns [June 8,
results :—

The Fourier series of an integral converges (C, —1) everywhere to
that integral.

The Fowrier series of a function of bounded variation converges every-
where (C, k—1),* where k is any positive quantity whatever.

8. We can then assert that (1) the question of the convergence (C, k—1),
where 0 <k, depends only on the nature of the function in the neigh-
bourhood of the point considered, provided the function be known to be a
Junction of bounded variation outside this interval ; also (2) the argument
we have used, involving as it does such quantities as 1/n to the first power
ounly, and therefore still applicable when the index is %k, where 0 <%,
shows that, so far as the neighbourhood (0, e) is concerned, C(na.), that is
(C1l)(na.), may be replaced by (Ck)(na,), where 0 <k 1. Thus we
have the theorem that the conditions of the theorem of §5, or of any of

series of the Fourier series of an integral converge to zero. The generalisation of this theorem
which I have given recently in a paper ‘ On the Order of Magnitude of the Coefficients of a
Fourier Series ", presented to the Royal Society, is as follows :—The coefficients of the derived
series of the Fourier series of an even fumction of bounded variation converge {o zcvo, when the
convergence is taken in the Cesiro manner, index unity, and those of an odd function of
bounded variation converge in the same manner to ljx times the jump of the function at the
-origin.

* The definition of Cesiro convergence, index k—1, here adopted, may, in the first in-
stance, be taken to be that explained in my paper, already cited, from these Proceedings,
Vol. 10, p. 264, the Cesiro summations with negative integral indices being first defined. The
reader will have no difficulty with these latter ; he merely has to repeat the process involved
in equation (1) above. The definition so obtained is necessarily equivalent, for values of the
index between 0 and —1, to that devised by Knopp and Chapman for such values, in this
sense, that, if a series converges (C, X —1) in their sense for all such values of the index, it
will converge (C, k~1) in my sense, and conversely.

With regard to Cesiro convergence of positive index, I assume tacitly here as elsewhere
the known equivalence of the various definitions hitherto proposed for such convergence, and
employ them indifferently, as the circumstances of the demonstration may render con-
venient.

Two remarks should be made about the theorem in the text:—In the first place, this
theorem is an immediate consequence of the classical result that the coefficients of the derived
series of the Fourier series of a function of bounded variation are bounded, provided we make
use of a general theorem in the arithmetic theory of series (which is, however, more difficult

. than would be otherwise necessary), namely one given by Hardy and Littlewood in these Pro-
ceedings, Ser. 2, Vol. 11, p. 462, Theorem 37. In the second place it should be remarked
that we may assert the truth of the theorem when the expression *‘converges (C, k—1)" is
interpreted in the still larger sense in which Cesiro convergence of any positive type is super-
imposed, in the manner explained in the footnote to my paper already quoted, on the Cesaro
convergence, index —1.
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its corollaries, ensure not only the convergence of the Fouwrier series, but
ots convergence (C, k—1), provided only f(z) is wn addition a function of
bounded variation in the part of the interval of periodicity outside the
nesghbourhood of the origin mentioned in the conditions.

We have thus two important cases in which the Fourier series con-
verges (C, k—1), where 0 < £.

(1) When f(x) has bounded variation in the whole interval of
pertodicity.

(2) When (i) f (x) has bounded variation in every interval not cortain-
g the point at which the convergence is considered, while at the point

wself f(x) has a unique lumit, or at least f(x+u)+fl@—u) has a uwique
lomit, as uw— 0, and in addition (i)

1 L3
75 | d{u[flz+u)+flz—1)]} |
¢s a bounded function of u in the neighbourhood of w = 0.

This is a remarkable extension for (C, k—1) of Dirichlet’s theorem,
properly generalised, and bears the same relation to this generalisation
that de la Vallée Poussin’s condition does to Dirichlet’s original test.

If we require the condition (ii) to hold throughout the interval of
periodicity, we have corresponding results. For, in an interval not contain-
ing w = 0, the condition (ii) only has a meaning when f(z) has bounded
variation ; and conversely, if f(z) has bounded variation, our condition
fulfils itself.

9. The following test for the convergence of the Fourier series of f(z)
is slightly more general than that commonly employed.* It requires that

Sflr+2u)—flz—2u)—K

u

should be absolutely integrable in an interval containing the origin, K
being a switable constant.

In fact, denoting by s, the n-th partial summation of the Fourier series
of f(z), we have, by the usual formula,

A
Sy = % L [f(@+42u)+f(z—2u)] coset u sin(2n+ 1) wdu.

* Hobson’s Theory of Functions of a Real Variable, pp. 680, 681 ; where, however, it is
assumed that f (x + 2u) + f (x— 2u) has, as « — 0, a unique limit which is the constant X.

P 2
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Also Lt L J K cosec u sin (2n+1)udu = 3K.

n=—>w T Jo
Now in consequence of our hypothesis,

Flz+20)+flz—20)—K u

U sin %

is absolutely integrable in some interval containing the origin, and is
therefore absolutely integrable from O to 3=. Therefore, by the theorem
of Riemann-Lebesgue, when we multiply by sin (2z+1)% and integrate
from O to 3w, we get a value which vanishes as n— = . That is, by the

above, Lt s,—3K =0,

n—>un

which proves that the Fourier series of f(z) converges to 3 K.

10. It is well known that the convergence, or mode of oscillation, or
more precisely the nature of the upper and lower functions, of a Fourier
series at a point depend only on the nature of the function in & portion of
the interval of periodicity as small as we please containing the point. Corre-
sponding to this fact in the ordinary theory, we have the following
theorem.

Taeorex.—The upper and lower functions of the p-th derived series
of a Fourier series at a particular point depend only on the nature of the
function assoctated with the Fourier series in a neighbourhood enclosing
the point, as small as we please, provided the summation of the series is
performed in the Cesaro manner, inder p.

We will first prove this theorem for the first derived series.
Writing
un(t) = 3+cos t+...+cos (m—1)t = ¥ cosec 3¢ sin (n—13)¢,
and Cy) = (uytug+ ... +ua)n = (1—cos nt)[2n(1—cos &),
‘e h ident} | —QC( y=0C —(Z(zr))
we ﬁa\.fe evidaen y dt Uyp) = <dt ally

that is,

c% [(1 —cosnt)/2nr (1 —cos t)] = (C[—sint—2sin2¢t—...—(n—1)sin(n—1)¢].
(1

Now 3[f@+t)—f@—1t)] ~ Z(b, cos r&—ay,sin 7) sin 7t. (2
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We may therefore multiply both sides of the relation (2) by the continuous

function c% C (uy), and integrate term-by-term. Thus
3 r [f@+t)—fz—1)] % [(1—cosnt)/2n(1—cos t)] dt

— Zjﬂ (brcos rz—a, sin7z) sin #¢[C(—sin £ —2 sin 2¢—...

) —(n—1) sin (n—1) t] dt.

T

Now j sin 7¢ sin st = 0, unless » =5, in which case it is equal to .

-1

Therefore the right-hand side of the last equation becomes

—xC {(b, cos z—a, sin 2)+2 (b, cos 22 —a, sin 22) + ...

+@r—1)[by—1 cos @+ 1) T— @y sin (n—1)z]}.

Thus, denoting by v,.(x) the n-th Cesiro partial summation of the derived
series of the Fourier series of f(z), we have

v (2) = — 2—17rj7: fe+d—fx—1)] c% [(1~—cos nt)[2n (1 —cos £)]dt. (8)

The integrand in this last integral is an even function of ¢, so that the
integral is twice the same integral from O to =. Hence, in order to prove
the theorem enunciated in § 9, it is only necessary to prove that the same
integral from e to =, where ¢ is any small positive quantity, vanishes whcn
7 increases indefinitely:

1 sin nit __(1—cosnt) sin ¢ @)
1—cos ¢ (L—cos 8)? °

Now Edz [(1—cos nt)/(1—cos §)] =

Thus our integral is the difference of the two integrals obtained by multi-
plying the two terms on the right-hand side of (4) by [flz+t)—f(x—8)]/n
and integrating from e to w. The first of these two integrals is zero by
the theorem of Riemann-Liebesgue, since

[fl@e+8—flx—8]/1d—cost)

is absolutely integrable in the interval considered. The second term on
the right of (4) is numerically less than 2/(1—cose)?, so that the second
integral vanishes in virtue of the factor 1/n.

This proves the theorem for the first derived series.
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11. When p is greater than unity, we proceed as follows to prove the
theorem of § 10.

Using the generalisations of the sine and cosine discussed by me in
an earlier paper,* so that

tP
G0 = gy L= 2/@+ Do +2+8/p+ Dp+2 P+ @+ . )
(1)

we have,t denoting by (Cp)[S.(z)] the Cesaro n-th partial summation of
index p of our series,

(CP) [Sa(@)] = 3a,+ ﬁ: An(l—m/n)r

m=1

= =(etd (p:l) J w 771 Cpr (O [fle+ t/m)+f (@—t/w)]dt

{

= I'(p+1) I/, (2

where, integrating by parts,
I=n [t‘P‘ICp“(t) [F(z:—}—t/n)——F(x—-t/n)]]

—n L' ;%[t""" Cper] [Fz+t/m)—Fa—tm)]dt. (8)

Now ¢~7-!C,,, vanishes when ¢ is infinite, and [F(z+¢/n)— F(z—t/n)]
is zero when ¢ is zero. Therefore the square bracket expression disappears,
and we are left with the integral on the right alone.

Differentiating with respect to z, we may differentiate under the sign of
integration, as will be seen by the following reasoning. Let us write G (z)

for 5 F(x)dx. Then, since F(z) is continuous, it is the differential co-
0

# < On Infinite Integrals involving a Generalisation of the Sine and Cosire Functions,’
1912, Quarterly Journal, Vol. 43, pp. 161-177

t+ Loc. cit., p. 177,
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efficient of G(z). Hence, a8 h— 0,
1
—%L—S (E@+h+t/n)—F@+t/n)]dt
0
z+t[n 1
= | Trrern—rea

= n[G@+h+t/n)—G@+tn)—Ga+h)+G@)]/h
—>n[Fx+t/n)—F(z)]

T+tfn ¢
=a| "0 ={ retima,

and the convergence is bounded, since the bounds of the incrementary
ratio of G(x) are the same as those of F(z).

By a known theorem,* therefore, if g(¢) is any function of bounded
variation in the infinite interval, with zero as its unique limit when
t — ©, we may introduce the factor g(¢) on each side under the sign of

integration, and replace the upper limit of integration by infinity. Thus
we have

Lt — 5,, 9O [F@+h+tm)—Fa+tin)dt = r g () fattjn) dt,
>0 N Jy .

that is Edi L g [Fz+t/n)]dt= L g () f@+t/n) dt,
and hence also

7} rg(t)[F(-.c+t/n)—F(w—-t/n)]dt =j g @ [f@+t/n)—f(@—t[n)] dt.
L Jo o

It remains therefore only to show that if we put

gy = E[71Cpa O] = — PHDEP Cpa )+ Gy(0),

g(t) vanishes at infinity, and is a funetion of bounded variation in the
whole infinite interval, to justify the statement that we may differentiate
under the sign of integration in (1).

That g (¢§) vanishes at infinity is at once evident from its expression in
terms of C, and Cpy1; that it is & function of bounded variation in the

* W. H. Young, ‘‘The Application of Expansions to Definite Integrals'’, 1910, Proc.
London Math. Soc., Ser. 2, Vol. 9, § 10, pp. 475-477.
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whole infinite interval may be, for instance, proved by differentiating it,
which gives

9’ = (p+D(p+2) 772 Cprin(O—2(p+ D72 Cp()+¢7771 Cpn (9),

and shows at once that ¢'(?) is summable in the infinite interval, whence
g(t) is a function of bounded variation in the whole infinite interval,
provided that p > 1.

We have therefore, from (8),

%=—So n(f@tth)—fa—tm) & ¢ Cdt (> 1), @

which is of the same form as I, nad—t(t""lc,m) taking the place of

t~7=1Cp+1 as the multiplier of f(z+t/n) and f(x—t/n) in the integrand.

We may therefore repeat the process, provided p is sufficiently large;
for one differentiation we had to have p>1, for two we must have p > 2,
and so on. Thus, finally,

:g = (= S W [fletin) 4 (=) fa—t/m)] di [£2=1Cpas (] dE (< ).
X 0 47
(5)

Using Leibnitz’s theorem for the expansion of

3 B2 0]

we get, since, apart from a numerical factor,

r p—1
Tt (S Con) = 477771
de © , P ‘é: —p=r=1
7 = | UG+ () fe—tin] 2 At Crar(B)dt,  (6)
» »
or, say, %lgi = foA j K. (t)dt, (6"
where, since Crsy = —Cry+tYor—1),

KA (t) = — t72K,_o(8) +0?[f @+ t/n)+ (—=)? fle—t/n] 772/ r— 1)1, (T)

Now what we have to show, in order to prove our theorem, is that



1916.] CONVERGENCE OF THE DERIVED SERIES OF FOURIER SERIES. 217

/4
% is independent of the form of f(u), except for a small interval of

values of ‘w enclosing the point w = z. That is, we have to show that, if
we change the lower limit of integration in (6), or (6'), from zero to ne, the
integral vanishes in the limit, when 7 — @ ; it will therefore be sufficient

w

to show that this is the case with the individual integrals S K. (%) dt.

ne

Now, by (7), this will be the case, provided it is true for
j’ t2K,_o(f)dt, and for

ne

r P [ fl@+t/n) + (=P flxz—tn)]t-P-2d¢

n

= ,ITS fle+w) + (=P flz—w)]u?2du. (8)

The latter integral vanishes in virtue of the factor 1/n, and the former

0

integral will do so also, provided j K,_o(t)dt does 30. Thus, by indue-
ne

tion, the theorem is true, provided j K,y(t)dt and j K,(t)dt vanish in

the limit when n — o,

el

Now j' K,(t)dt = j nP[fx+t/n)+ (— P fle—t/n)]t~P sin tdi

= r Lf(x'l‘u)'l‘(—)”f(x—u)] «~ P~ gin nudu,

which vanishes by the theorem of Riemann-Lebesgue ; also

r Ky (hdt = r WP [ f@+t/n)+(—) flz—t/n)] t~=2 (1 —cos t)dt

= %L—S Lfe+u)+ (=) f@—u)]u"*(1—cos nu) du,

which vanishes when 7 — o, since it is the sum of the integral in (8)
and an integral which vanishes by the theorem of Riemann-Lebesgue.
This therefore proves the theorem.
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12. An immediate consequence of the preceding theorem is the
following generalisation of a theorem I have given previously.* '

TreorEM.—If f(2) be throughout a certain interval (a, b) a function
of bounded variation, then the derived series of the Fourier series of f(x)
converges (C1), almost everywhere in the interval in question, to the
differential coefficient of the function.

In fact the convergence (C1) in the interval in question does not
depend on the nature of the function outside that interval, and is there-
fore the same as if f(z) had everywhere bounded variation. But in this
latter case the series in question converges (Ck), where 0 < %, and there-
fore certainly converges (C1) almost everywhere. This proves the
theorem.

* W. H. Young, ‘‘ The Usual Convergence of a Class of Trigonometrical Series’’, 1913,
Proc. London Math. Soc., Ser. 2, Vol. 13, pp. 21-23. The reader will have noticed that
by a clerical error (Ck) has been omitted in the enunciation of the theorem, which should
be as follows:—*‘The derived series of the Fourier series of a function of bounded
variation converges (Ck), 0 < k, almost everywhere to the differential coefficient of the func-
tion.”” In the course of the proof another clerical error has crept in, which I take this
opportunity of correcting. In line 17, p. 22, delete

const. n-* JT ldf(+8)];

line 18 should then read :—** this last integral existing, since f(z) is a periodic function of
bounded variation throughout the whole infinite interval. Thus this term is of the
order n-k.”

The argument is here perhaps unduly condensed. That the fact quoted does ensure the
existence of the integral is, for instance, easily seen if we integrate by parts from 1 to B.
We then have

jf’ t-1-k | df (z+0) | = f:-l-kdp(z) = [(1+t)-l-kFu)]:’+(1+k) S‘:z-?-kzw(z; at,

where, since f is periodic, we have, writing

1+2rr < i<1+2(r+1)m,

142 (rel)m

¢ . . . K
F(t) = L ldf (z+1) | sj ldf@+8)} = (r+1) & < 3-(t=1+2m),

1
where K= j:”" \df@+ ).

Hence [(1 )1k F (z)]B >0,
1

as B > w, and j t-2-% F (t) dt exists, which proves the existence of the integral under
i

consideration.
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13. Again we immediately have the following theorem, which is a
particular case of & more general theorem to be proved later (§ 22,
Theorem €) :—

TreoreM.—If f(x) has a derwate f,(x) which is continuous at the
point z,* then the derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) comverges
(C1) at the point x to f, (x).

In fact, since, as we have seen, the convargence of the series in ques-
tion is independent of the form of f(z) except in the neighbourhood of
the point x considered, we may assume that f(z) is an integral except in
an interval containing the point z in which f; (z) is bounded; this latter
hypothesis is allowable, since f; (x) is contiruous at the point z.

Since a funection with a bounded derivate is an integral, f(z) is now
an integral in the whole closed interval of periodicity, and therefore the
derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) is a Fourier series, and its
agsociated function is any one of the derivates of f(z), and may therefore
be taken to be f; (x). Since fi(z) is continuous at the point «, the Fourier
series of f, (x) converges (C1) to f;(z) at the point z. That is, the derived
series of the Fourier series of the modified function f(z) converges (C1) to
fi(@) at the point z.

Since the modification of f(x) did not affect the convergence of the
derived series, this proves the theorem.

Cor.—It 14s sufficient if 3[fx+w)—flx—w)] has a derivate with
respect to w which is continuous at «w=0; the derived series of the
Fourier series of f(x) then converges (C1l) to the value of this derivate
at w = 0. ‘

For i{fl@+u)—flz—w)]~ s (b, cos nx —a,, sin nx) sin nu,
1

=

z being here a constant, and « the variable. By the above theorem the
derived series (with respect to #) of the above Fourier series converges
(C1) at u =0 to the derivate in question. That is

<‘"Zd— 3 [f@+4w)—f (x—u)]) =3 (nbn OB NT —nA, SiN NT),
117 0 n=1

n=

which proves the corollary.

* All the derivates then coincide at the point z, so that there is a differential coefficient
and all of them are continuous.
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14. We now turn to a theorem of a different character, from which we
shall be able to draw a variety of important consequences.

TreorEM.—If two functions agree wn a certain completely open in-
terval, the difference of the n-th partial summations (C1) of the dertved
serves of their Fourier series converges uniformly to zevo in any closed in-
terval inside the completely open nterval.

To prove this we require two Lemmas :—

Lexmya 1.*—If f(z) is @ summable function in an interval (a, b), then,
for any pasr of points x and y of this interval,

S f(m) nm dz = 0,

n,—)no
the convergence being uniform, as x and y vary in (a, b).

If f(z) is a constant, say P,

¥ cos
S P nxde
sin

x

sm
n COS

< 2P/n,

from which the result is obvious.

Hence also it is obvious if f(z) is a simple I- or u-function. Next,
let £}, fs, ... be functions none of which exceed < f(z), and whose integrals
have for limit the integral of f(z). Thisis, for instance, the case if the
functions f. form a monotone ascending sequence with f(z) as limit, or if
they are properly chosen u-functions less than f(z). Then, since f—f,>0,

H (f—ff)m-)snwdx‘ j(f —frdz < S(f —fdz <L

if r is chosen greater than a certain tfixed integer 7., depending only on e.
This integral converges therefore uniformly to zero, when z and y
vary as we please in (@, b) and n — . But

jyf(x) 2?; nrdr = Sy (_f—fr)(s3 m:d.c+S f,(z) . na:dx

and each of the integrals on the right converges uniformly to zero, so that
the integral on the left does so. This proves the theorem for f(x).
Similarly the theorem holds for f(z), if

[r@) = f@).

# This includes the result to which I habitually refer as the theorem of Riemann-Lebesgue.
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Hence the theorem is true for semi-continuous funetions, since these are
the limits of monotone sequences of simple I- and u-functions ; and there-
fore it is true for any bounded function f(z), since the integral of f(z) is
the upper (lower) bound of the integrals of upper (lower) semi-continuous
functions less (greater) than f(z). Hence it is true for any positive
summable function f(z), as the limit of a monotone sequence of bounded
tunctions. Finally, it is true of any summable function, as the difference
of two positive summable functions.
This proves the lemma.

Leyya 2—If f (z) be summable in (a, b), and g(z) have bounded varia-
]
tton, then J’ Flx+u) g@) sin nudw approaches zero uniformly as n — .

o,

Put F(u) = 5 f@+t)sinntdt: then, integrating by parts,

(! . b
j Fx41) g(w) sin nudu = F (D) g(b)——F(a)g(a)-—j F () dg (u). 1)

X4 &+
Now F(u) = cosnx 5 f(t) sin ntdt—sin nx j f(?) cos ntdt,

and therefore approaches zero uniformly as n— o, since |sinnz | and
| cosnz| do not exceed 1, and the two integrals approach zero uni-

formly, by Lemma 1. Integrating therefore with respect to the function
h .
g (w) of bounded variation, j' F(u) dg (1) approaches zero uniformly. Since

also F() g(b) and F(a)g(a.)‘approach zero, by the theorem of Riemann-
Lehesgue, the required result follows from (1).

15. We now return to the theorem enunciated above (§ 14), and pro-.
ceed to prove it.

Let (@, b) be the completely open interval in which f; and f; agree,
and let us consider any point z of the closed interval (a’, ') inside (a, ),
where the distances of the end-points of the latter from those of the
former interval are all greater than e. Then in the interval (x—e, z+¢)
the functions f; and f;, coincide.

Let S), 1 and S;, ; denote the differential coefficients of the n-th partial
summations of the éorresponding Fourier series, each taken in the Cesaro
manner, index unity. Then, by the formula (3) of § 10,

[Sh,1(@) — 85, 2 ()] = —JU [pc+t)—p@—10)] d%[(l—cos nt)[2n(1—cos 8)]dt,



2922 Pror. W. H. Youne [June 8,

where (@) = filr)—fy(c)

is zero in the given interval. Hence

[8h, 1) =85, 2(@)] = J ¢(”";izo¢(:+t)

gin ntdt

-1 J ¢(w(-i-i);z5§§ D (1—cos nt) sin ¢dt.

The first of these integrals is the sum of two integrals, one involving
¢(z+1) and the other ¢(z—¢), each of which converges uniformly to zero,
by Lemma 2, as z moves about in the interval (a', b') and n — ®, since the
quantity e does not then depend upon z. The second of the integrals on
the right of the last equation also approaches zero uniformly; for, in
virtue of the inequality

j" o+t —plx—t

(1—cos t)?

)(l—cos nt)sin tdt l

25" | p@+)—pz—1)] dt/(l—cos %

<2 (| Iglar+| 1 p01ae [a—coser

b+
< 45 . [ o(8) | dt/(1—cos )%,

the integral in question is numerically less than K/2n, where I is inde-
pendent of both # and z, as long as z remains in (a', ¥').

Thus S, .— f. 2 also converges uniformly to zero, when z moves
about in the closed interval (a’, ¥') and n - ®.

This proves the theorem.

16. From the theorem just proved we can deduce a number of im-
portant consequences. The following is an immediate corollary :—

CoRr. :—

(1) If two functions agree in a certain completely open interval, then
if one of the derived series of the corresponding Fourier series converges
uniformly in a closed interval or at a point of that open interval, so does
the other.

(ii) If one series converges boundedly, so does the other.
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(1) If one series oscillates uniformly above or below, so does the other.

(iv) If one series oscillates boundedly, so does the other.

It is supposed that in all four cases the convergence is taken C1.

17. But further the theorem gives us numerous theorems which
correspond to the theorems in my paper ‘‘ On the Integration of Fourier
Series.”* The following three theorems are given as applications of the
principles, and as showing the use we can make of the derived series of
Fourier series. These theorems all refer to a certain sub-interval of the
interval of periodicity, and show that, in such an interval, these series are
as useful ae Fourier series.

TreorEM.—If f(z) 15 a function which, in a certain sub-interval of the
wnterval of periodicity, is the integral of a function whose (14 p)-th power
s summable, and g (x) of a function whose (1+1/p)-th power is summable,
then, if we multiply the derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) by g(x),
ive may integrate term-by-term over the sub-interval, provided we sum in
the Cesaro manner index wnity ; and the result will be the integral of
g () df/dz over the sub-interval.

Let f,(x) agree with f(x) in the sub-interval, say (a, 0), and outside
(a, b) let fi(z) be the integral of a function whose (1+4p)-th power is
summable. Then the theorem is true for f(z) and g(z).

: af _ dfi
But in (a, 0) dr — dz’
f b
so that j g(a: cl:c = Lt j g (@) v, 1 () dz,
n—>w Ja

writing v,(x) and v,,(x) for the n-th Cesaro partial summations of the
derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) and f,(x) respectively. But, by
the theorem of §14, [v,(2z) —v,, ()] converges uniformly to zero, as
n — @, z moving as we please in (a, b). Also g(z) is summable, so that

b
s 9 (@) [Va(@) —va, 1 (x)] dz — O

& Proc. London Math. Soc., 1910, Ser. 2, Vol. 9, pp. 449-462.
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as n— @ ; whence

b df b
j g(.z;)a'—:idx = I_J)t J g (@) va(z)dx

which proves the theorem.

18. The argument is the same in the proof of each of the two follow-
ing theorems :—

TreEOREN.—If f(z) s an absolutely convergent integral in a certain
mterval (@, b), and g(x) any bounded function, the same result holds as in
the preceding theorem, viz.,

b df b

E g(w)-ci— dx = Lt 5 g (@) v, (z)de,

o Z n—>w Ja
where v,(x) is the Cesiro partial summation, index unity, of the derived
series of the Fourier series of f(z).

And also the foillowing :—

TaroreM.—If f(z) be the integral of a bounded funciion in a certawn
wnterval (a, b), and g(x) any summable function, the same result holds as
in the last two theorems, viz.,

b v

j g(x) %dw: Lt 5 g (@) v, (z)dx.

@ n—>®o Ju

It may be remarked that in the first of these theorems there is no

simplification when p = 1, nor in the second when g(z) is a function of
bounded variation, since the theorem respecting the nmiformity (§ 14),
refers only to the Cesaro summations, and not to the nrdinary summa-
tions.

19. For reasons which will immediately appear. it will be convenient
to introduce the term “ restricted Fourier series’’, using this expression iu
the following sense :—

The p-th derived series of the Fourier series of f(xz) is said to be a
restricted Fourier series of the p-th class, and to be restricted to one or
more intervals (a, b), if, throughout each such completely open wnterval
(@, b), f(z) is a p-th integral.

The interval (a, b)) may be a sub-interval of the interval (—w, m) of
periodicity, but it may also coincide with it without the restricted Fourier
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series becoming itself a Fourier series; in fact, in order that a trigono-
metrical series may be a Fourier series it is necessary and sufficient that
1t should be the derived series of a function of period 2= which through-
out the closed interval of periodicity is an integral.

The p-th differential coefficient of f(z) in the interval (a, b) s called
the function associated with the restricted Fourier series.

Instead of saying that a series is a restricted Fourier series, restricted
to the interval (a, b), we may, for brevity, say it is a Fourier series re-
stricted to the interval (a, D).

With this definition the theorem of § 16 leads to the following im-
portant result :—

Tueorex.—The condition that a restricted Fowrier series of the p-th
class should converge (Cp), at the point x of the interval to which it is
restricted, us precisely of the same form as the condition that a Fourier
series should converge (Cp) at that point, the function associated with the
restricted Fourier series taking the place of that associated with the
Fourier series.

On the other hand, it will be noticed that there are for such a series.
no theorems relating to convergence (Cq), where g < p.

To prove this theorem consider, for simplicity, the case when p =1,
and let f(z) be the function associated with the given restricted Fourier
series, and v, the n-th Cesaro partial summation of that series. On the
other hand, let f; (z) be & function of period 2w, equal to f(z) in thé com-
pletely open interval (a, ), and an integral at the remaining points of the
interval of periodicity, and let v,,, denote the n-th Cesaro partial summa-
tion of the Fourier series of f,(z). Then, by the theorem of § 16,
v, () —v,,1(x) converges uniformly to zero. Therefore, if any condition
is satisfied which ensures the convergence of v, 1(z) to a unique and finite:
limit, »,(z) will also converge to the same limit. This condition will, of
course, involve the function f;(z), but, since it is independent of the form
of f,(z) except in a certain neighbourhood of the point x as small as we
please, it will be unaltered* if we changs f;(z) into f(z), the point z being
a point of the completely open interval (a, b).

* In all the conditions which actually are used, an arbitrary small neighbourhood of tbe-
point z appears explicitly as the range of the variable. It is hardly necessary to point out
that, if the condition should involve formally values of f,(z) outside such an arbiirary
small neighbourhood of the point, f(z) may, when substituted, be supposed to have any con-
venient values at points outside (a, ), or, if we prefer,.the interval (a, b) may in the con-.
dition be substituted for (—m, ).

sER. 2. voL. 17. xo. 1316. Q
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The condition being therefore fulfilled when f(z) is substituted for
f1(®), v.(x) converges. This proves the theorem.

In particular we have the condition corresponding to de la Vallée
Poussin’s condition for the convergence of a Fourier series :—

Cor. 1.—The restricted Fourier series of f(x) converges (Cp) at the
pownt x of the interval to which it is restricted, if

111
Ppar(u) = 5 5 5 S ftutity.. .ty )4 fl@—utyty.. . ty)]dbdty ... dt, .,

0Jo

s a function of u of bounded variation tn some interval containing u = 0.
The Cesaro sum of the series, index p, is then ¢,.1(+0).

We have also the condition corresponding to my own condition for the
convergence of a Fourler series, given above (§ 5) :—

Cor. 2.—The restricted Fowrier series of f(x) converges (Cp) at the
pownt x of the interval to which it is restricted, if ¢,(+0) exists, where

1 [{3
¢p() = — S Pp-1(B)dt
W Jo
10 1
= j Sn ...5"32-[f(w+1¢t1t2 ) f@—uty by .. t)] dtydt, .. dt,

w 1
and if 11—‘50 |dtp,(t) | = Sn

1 1
j j [ fletutyty... t)
o Jo
+fl@—ut,ty ... t,)] dtdty ... | dt,,

is a bounded function of w tn some interval containing w=0. The p-th
Cesivro sum of the restricted Fowrier series of f(x) is then ¢,(+0).

20. Among the derived series of Fourier series, restricted Fourler
series play an important part, owing largely to the existence of a definite
function with which such a series may be associated. The theorem just
given, interesting as it is, is only a special case of more general results.
In order that the »-th derived series of a Fourier series should converge
(Cr) at a point, or in a certain interval, it is by no means necessary tha.t_
the series should be a restricted Fourier series. We proceed to give
theorems of this more general nature, confining our attention in the first
instance to the case in which » = 1. Special attention will be called to
the cases when, in consequence of the hypotheses made, we are in effect
dealing with restricted Fourier series. Before doing so, however, one
general remark should be made. Our theory reveals the importance of the
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condition for the convergence (Cr)* of a Fourier series. Whereas a
Fourier series may be treated in general without going beyond » =1,
a restricted Fourier series cannot.

21. We shall require the following formule, which I had already given
in a previous communicationt :-—

If f@) ~ 3a,+ Z (a, cos nxr4d, sinnz), 1)
. n=1
and ' gw) ~ Z A4,cos(2n—1)u, 2)
n=1
where gw) = } { fle+2u)—f(x—2u) } cosec u, (8)

9(u) being supposed to be absolutely integrable (summable), we have

T

Ay—Ap = %5 g(w) [cos(2n—1) u—cos(2n+1) u] du

2 (" . .
= = J g(u) sin w sin 2nu du
T

-

== 5 3 fle+2u)—f(x — 2u) | sin 2nudu

T Jer

= b, sin nx —a,, Sin nx. (4)

Now let us write s, for the n-th partial summation; of the derived
series of (1), so that

n—-1
= X (rb, cos rx—ra, sin rz),

r=1

Su

and 8, for the sum of the first n quantities 4,, so that

‘We then have, multiplying both sides of (4) by n, and summing,

Sn = Sn_nAn- (]-)
‘Thus, since

C(s) = (si+8p+ ... +s2)/(n+1),

* Sufficient conditions are, of course, obtained by replacing r by any smaller value, in-
cluding zero.

+ W. H. Young, ‘‘The Convergence of a Fourier Series and its Allied Series', 1911,
Proc. London Math. Soc., Ser. 2, Vol. 10, pp. 262, 263, §4. The notation is altered here,
f(x), which is not an integral, taking the place of the integral F (x).

1 The term corresponding to = 0 is, of course, zero.

qQ 2
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and C(Sy) = (8,4 83+... +8.)/(n+1) = Su—Cnd.),
we have C(sa) = 2C(S,)—8.. ey
Hence, repeating the process of taking the mean any number p of times,
(Cp)(sa) = 2(Cp)(S)—(C, p—1) 8. (LITy
In all cases therefore in which the Fourier series of
gw) = }[flz+2u)—f(z—2u)] cosec

converges for w = 0, the derived series of the Fourier series of f(x) con-
verges in the Cesaro manner, index unity, to the same value as the former
series. And when the former series converges (C, p—1), the latter series
converges (Cp). :

22. There are accordingly four cases to be specially mentioned in
whick the derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) converges (C1) at
the point x.

(A) If [fe+t)—fle—1t)])/t is a function of t which has bounded varia-
tion wn an interval containing the origin ¢t = 0.

In this case

9) —[fle+2uw)—flz—2w)] [ 4u = } ("‘.S"“ "‘) [f(@+2u)—f o — 2] 2,

s1n

and, being the product of a function of « which is an integral by a function
of bounded variation, is a function of bounded variation in the interval
mentioned, and has the unique limit zero at » = 0. Therefore the left-
hand side is & function of » whose Fourier series converges at » = 0 to
‘zero, so that the Fourier series of g(x) converges to the same value as that
of [fx+2u)—f(x—2u)]/4u, the convergence of the latter series being
ensured by the hypothesis made, and its sum being

I-ifu (@4 2uw) —f(z —2u) }/4u,

which is the generalised differential coefticient of f(z) at the point x.

Thus, if [f@+8) —flx—t)])/t has bounded variation in an interval
containing the origin t = 0, the derived series of the Fourier series of
f(x) converges to the generalised differential coefficient of f(x).

(B) If for some value of the constant K the function (of u)

@+u)—f@—u)—2Ku] [
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is  absolutely integrable (summable) in a certain interval containing
1©w=0.

In this case

gu)—K :f (4 2u) —f(x—2u)— 4K sin u

u 4u sin
_fe+2u)—fle—2u)—4Ku wu +K u—sinu
- LT sin 2 wsinw

and is absolutely integrable in the interval mentioned. Therefore, by the
condition of §9, the Fourier series of g(u) converges at « = 0 to the
value K.

Thus if, for some value of the constant X,
[fle+w)—flx—1u) —2Ku]/?

is absolutely integrable in a certain interval containing » = 0, the derived
series of the Fourier series of f(x) converges at the point 2 to the value K.

(C) If f(x) has a generalised differential coefficient at the point z, and
1" .
& Sold[f(z-l-u)—f(z—u)] ;
s @ bounded function of I in some interval containing h = 0.

Putting - pw) = [flz+2u)—flxz—2u) }[4u,

¢(w) has a unique limit when % — 0, namely, the generalised differential
coefficient of f(z). Also

1" 1 (
vy 50 | Alugp)]| = Z}—LSO | dLf @+ 2w)—flz—2u)]|

1 2h
— ELSO |d[fle+w)—f@—w]|,

and is therefore a bounded function of % in some interval containing
h=0.

Thus both the conditions involved in my test (§ 5) for the convergence
of the Fourier series of ¢(«) at « = 0 are satisfied. It follows that this
series converges at « = O to the generalised differential coefficient of f(z)
at the origin.
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—sin %
2% 81N %

But glu)—¢@w) = ?,( )[f( z+ 2u)—fla—2u)],

which is a function of % having the unique limit zero at the origin, and is
also a function of bounded variation in an interval containing the origin,
since [ f(z + 2u) —f(z—2u)] is & function of bounded variation in virtue of the
u—sin «
usinu
Fourier series of g(u)—¢ () converges to zero at the origin. It follows
that the Fourier series of g(x) converges at the origin to the generalised
differential coefficient of f(z). Thus in this case the derived series of the
Fourier series of f(x) converges at the point x to the generalised differ-
ential coefficient, that is to

th [f@+ ) —f@x—h)]/2h.

second of the given conditions, and is an integral. Thus the

As an immediate corollary from the result (C), we have, in particular,
the two following results, which bear the same relation to (C) that Cor. 2
and Cor. 8 of § 5 do to the theorem of that article :—

If f(z) has a generalised differential coefficient at the origin, and one
of the derivates of f(z) [or more generally those of {f(x+u)—flx—u)}
with respect to ], <s known to be, in a certain nexghbourhood of the point,

(a) bounded,

or (b)) summable, and, except possibly at a countabdle set of points,
JSinite,

then the derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) converges at the point
z to the generalised differential coefficient of f(z).

As a particular case we have the theorem of § 18.

D) If — Su fet) f (:c w du is a function of u of bounded varia~

tion tn an wnterval co'ntmmng the origin.
In this case, writing
V() = [flz+2u)—flz—2uw)]/4u,
2 f(:c+u)—f(z——-u)d “

w

1 [
we have ;S V(w) du = 5 05
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a function of u of bounded variation. Thus, by de la Vallée Poussin’s

test, the Fourier series of ¢(u) converges at « =0 to Lt lsu o (u)du.
0

u—>0
In order therefore to prove that the Fourier series of g() converges to

the same value, it is only necessary to prove that
1 r lg(u) — ()] du
U Jo

is & function of bounded variation whose limit when © = 0 is zero.
Now '

71‘— Su Eg(n)_\’b (u)] du = Il‘l_b S: [f(x + 2u) —f(x—2u)] <W> du

% 8ln %
= ‘2170 S: q(w) d[F(z+2u)+ F(z—2u)],

u—sin u
% sin
that g(w)ju, as well as the differential coefticient ¢'(u), is an integral.

Integrating by parts, we get now

where F(z) is the integral of f(z), and q(u) = is a function such

51; q(w) [F@+ 2w+ F @ —2u)]— -212 50 q' @) [F(z+ 2u)+ F(z—2u)] du,
an expression of which the first term is the product of two integrals, and
is therefore a function of bounded variation, and the second term is also a
function of bounded variation, since the integrand is a function of bounded
variation, 8o that the integral divided by u is also a function of bounded
variation.

Also, when % — 0, the first term of the expression vanishes, since
q(x) has zero ag limit, and the second term approaches half the value at
u = 0 of the integrand, since the integrand is continuous ; but ¢'(0) = 0,
so that this second term also approaches zero. Thus we have proved

that -117 S [9(w)— )] du is a function of bounded variation whose limit
0

when « = 0 is zero. This proves that in this case the derived series of
the Fourier series of f(x) converges to

Lt _I_S“f(a:-i-'u)—f(x—u) du.

0 (1

wu—0 N

Cor.—If F(x) be the integral of f(z), it is sufficient for the conver-
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gence (C1) of the first derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) that
[Fle+uw)+Fl@x—w)—2F(@)] /v should be a function of bounded varia-
tion.

28. The formula (III) gives us corresponding conditions for the con-
vergence (Cp) of the derived series of the Fourier series of f(z). We
merely have to write down conditions that the Fourier series of

g@w) = }[fl@+2u) —f(z—2u)] cosec u,

should converge (C, p—1) at « = 0.

Thus, for instance, using the conditions for the Cesaro convergence of
a Fourier series contained in § 6 from my new condition for the conver-
gence of a Fourier series, we have the following conditions : —

The first dervved series of the Fourier series of f(r) converges (C2) at
the point z, if po(+0) exists, where

1 1 (v 1
palt) =+ j: POt = — 50 o [f @+ —fa—v] dt

1
- % L 3 [fledut) —fe—ud)] dt,
and if

a Latwoll = 4 (a0 a) = [ |5 Ue+o—rfe—v)a

% u Jo
is a bounded function of u in a certain interval containing v = 0.

Indeed if these conditions are satisfied, they are also satistied when we
change « into 2u, so that the Fourier series of v, (2u) converges (C1).

But, as we saw in § 22, g(w)—V,(2u) 15 a function of bounded varia-
tion of « which is continuous at the origin and has there the value zero,
50 that its Fourier series converges at » = 0 to zero. Hence the Fourier
geries of g(u) converges (C1) at u = 0, whence the required result 1s
also true.

Similarly, we have the more general condition, as follows :—

The first derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) converges (Cp) at
the point x, of p(+0) exists, where

1 11
V() = 75050 v 3 f@tut ty ..ty —f (T —utity ...t ] dbdty. .. Aty s,
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k(2
and if 1175 | Vp1()dt| is @ bounded function of u in a certain interval
)

contazning' u = 0.

24. The discussion of the convergence (C2) of the second derived
series, and the convergence (Cp) of the p-th derived series, may be under-
taken on the same lines as have been followed in §§ 20-28 for the first
derived series.

Let f(x) be a periodic summable function of z, with period 27, and let
its Fourier series be written in the following form :—

f@) ~ 3a,+ 2 (@, cos nx-+b, sin 'n:c)/n = tay— 2 au/n’.

n= n=1

Now let us write

gw) = [flz+2w)+f(x— 21)—2f(z) ]/4 sin? «.

Then g(u) is an even function of %, such that g(v-+wu) =g(w), and there-
fore its Fourier series has no sine terms, and the cosines of the odd
multiples of » are absent. We may therefore write

gu) ~ 34,4+ Z A, cos 2nu.
n=1

We then have, for n >

3m(A,—Ansy) j g () % [cos 2nu—-cos 2(n+ Lu]du

j 2¢ (u) sin u sin(2n+1) udu. ;

<

and therefore, for n > 1,
%'"'(An—l_2An+An+1)

= Jﬂ 29 () 8in % [sin (2n—1) w—sin (2n+1) u] du
0

—_ jo [ (@ 420+ f(@— 20)— 2f ()] cos 2mu dc

5 1

m
o S 2(am cos mx+ by, 8in mx) (1 —cos 2mu) cos nu du.
m=1

Hence An-1—24n+ Ani1 = — 2(an cos nx+ b, sin nz)/n? = 2a,.

We have then

Z (A1 —24,+4,.1) =2 2 ar = 28,

r=1
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say. On the left the coeflicient of 4, is 1, of 4, is 2, of 4,, is
[(n—1)*—n"] = (n+1)*—2,
and of 4,,, is #*; and that of each of the remaining quantities 4, is
r—12—22+0r+12=2.
Thus our equation becomes, when we write
Sp =340+4,+...+4.,
28, —(r+12 4,474 ., = 2s.. (1V)

Adding the equations (IV) for all values of » from 1 to », we evidently get

[

281+ Syt + 80 —4 = vt = 2sitat . ts).

r
Since, however,

A 24,4+ ...+ nd, = (S;—8)+2(S3—S)+... 47 (Sa—Suc1)

= (n+41)S.— i Sy,

=0

we get, writing

C(Sn) == (Sl+Sg+---+Sn)/'n: C(sn) = (31+Sg+...+8.)/?l,

6C(Sn+4Sy/n—4(n+1) Sa/n+ndn = 2C(s,)- 1Y)
Proceeding to the limit, this becomes
Lt [GC(SII)—4Sﬂ+nA1L] =2 Lt G(Sn); v
n—rw n—>wo

and, operating on (V) in the Cesiro manner and proceeding to the limit,

we get Lt [6(C2)(S)—5C(SA+8.] =2 Lt (€. (VD)

Generally*

Lt [6(Cp)(S)—5(C, p—1)(S)+(C, p—2)(S)] =2 I_J:: (Cp) (8. ; (VID)
that is, denoting the Cesaro summation, index p, of the second derived
geries of the Fourier series of f(z) by ¢,, and that of g(x) for « = 0 by T,

6T, — 5T+ Tpz = 2. (VII')

* As on p. 264, footnote, of ‘“ The Convergence of a Fourier Series and its Allied Series’’,
this relation holds in the first instance for positive integral values of p, but is true when p is
fractional also.
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The corresponding form of (V'), is the following, in which the index zero
denotes an ordinary summation :—
6T,—4T)+ Lt nd,=¢, "

n—>rw0
In all cases therefore in which the Fourier series of
g2(w) = [f@+2u)+f(x— 2u)—2f(x)]/4 sin’ »

converges for u =0, the second derived series of the Fourier series of f(x}
converges (C2) to the same sum; also when the former series converges
(C, p—2), the latter series converges (Cp).

Hence, as is evident, we have tests for the convergence (C2) of the
second derived series of the Fourier series of f(z) at the point z exactly
corresponding to those given in § 21 for the convergence (C1) of the first
derived series, and we have tests for the convergence (C, p+2) of the
second derived series, corresponding to the tests for the convergence
(C, p+1) of the first derived series.

25. The treatment of the third and higher derived series is precisely
similar ; we only have to replace the function g,(x) used in the discussion
of the second derived series by

gs() = [f(@+2u) —f(x— 2u) —, (z) sin 2u]/sin® u
in dealing with the third derived series, and by ‘
g4(0) = [fl@+2u) +f(x— 2u)—2f (x) — ¢, (z) 8in® «]/sin’ u

in dealing with the fourth derived series. Here \; and ¢, are in the first
instance such functions of z as render g; and g, summable functions of
. In consequence of the conditions introduced in the tests employed,
these functions of # come to be—to a numerical factor prés—the generalised
first and second differential coefficient of f(z), the generalised differential
coefficients being accordingly required to exist.

More generally the auxiliary functions to be employed are the
following :—

Gous1(0) = [f(@+20) —f(x—2u)—r (2) sin 2u—,y (z) sin® 20—y (z) 8in’ 2u

—...— (@) 8in® ! 2u]/sin®* u,
and

gon(w) = [f@+ 2w)+f(x —2u) —2f (x) — ¢, (x) sin® u— ¢y () 8in® u

— oo — 1 (@) sin®™ 2 ])/sin® w.
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26. Taking, for example, the case of the fourth derived series, we have,
g» and g, having the meanings assigned to them in the preceding article,

g4(10) sin*u = g, (u)—‘i?’l @).

Hence, if G () ~ 34T+ = A?' cos 2nu,
n=1
we have A4,° 1—2A(,.4)+A$31 =— % j 4g,(w) sin® u cos 2nudu
2
== " 4 (92 () — %, ()] cos 2nudu
2
=— 5 49, () cos 2nudu (n>1)
= — 44
Since A(,f)_l—2A§f)+A,(31 = ’—?4 (@, cos nz+b,sinnx) (n>1)

we geb
A(,fl —4Aff)1+6A“)—4A§31+Afflg = — 8(ancosnz+bysin nx)n' (> 2).

In the general case in which g¢,(x) takes the place of g,(x), we have the
corresponding formula

A= pAD prot (B) ALy — A (=) (B) 4Lt
= M (a, cos nx+ b, sin nz) [n?,

the coefficients (?) being the binomial coefficients, and M a numerical
factor.

Multiplying up by #” and making use of a process exactly analogous to
that already used for » =1 or p = 2, we find that the convergence (Cp)
of the p-th derived series follows from the ordinary convergence of the
Fourier series of g,(u) at ©« = 0, whenever this occurs.



