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I.

1. The results obtained in this paper ave developments of an idea that
has been prominent in much recent work on the theory of divergent
series.

Consider the series

(1) gt Faot... .

This series may converge, or may possess a ‘‘ sum’’ according to one”or
other of a large variety of definitions of what is meant by the *sum "Zof
a series: Holder’s, Cesaro’s, or Riesz’s definitions by mean values, Euler's
definition as the limit of a power series, Borel’s exponential definition, and
so forth. To each of these definitions correspond certain limits of appli-
cability. Thus Holder’s and Cesaro’s definitions can never be successful
unless

4

n*a, >0

for some value of % ; Euler's definition requires that Xa,z™ should con-
verge for | | < 1; Borel’s that
© A"
ot
n!
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should be an integral function of z. Roughly, we may say that any
method of summation will fail if the series to which it is applied is too
divergent.* Or, in other words, to any method corresponds a certain
upper limit of its power, the specification of which is a problem generally
not difficult and often uninteresting.

It is only recently that it has been observed that the range of applica-
bility of all methods of summation is limited from below, so to say, as
well as from above. Methods fail, not only when the series to which it is
attempted to apply them is foo divergent, but also if it is too nearly con-
vergent : not only is their power limited, but also their delicacy. The
theorems which express this latter fact are more subtle than those which
express the ‘‘limitation from above,” and take a rather different form :
they assert that, if a series is too nearly convergent, it cannot be
summable unless it is actually convergent.

The theorems of this character which correspond to Cesaro’s (or
Holder’s) and to Euler’s methods were discussed by us in two recenf
papers in these Proceedings.t It follows from a well known theorem of
Tauber! that a series for which

(2) na, —> 0

cannot be summable by any of these methods unless it is convergent. In
these papers we showed that this condition may be replaced by the more
general condition

(2" | na, | < K.

Similar results hold for Riesz’s more general methods: these results will
also be found in the papers referred to.

The primary object of this paper was to establish the analogue of
Tauber’s theorem for Borel's exponential method of summation. But
this problem has led us on to a number of others, some of which are dis-
cussed here, while to others we hope to return later. There is one
important point with regard to which our results are not complete. We

* In these general explanations (as in the phrase ‘‘ Theory of Divergent Series’’) it is
convenient to use divergent as meaning simply non-convergent. In detailed work it is
essential to distinguish between divergent and oscillatory series.

+ Hardy, Proc. London Math. Soc., Ser. 2, Vol. 8, p. 801; Littlewood, ibtd., Vol. 9,
p. 434. The rcsults of the first of these papers may be deduced as corollaries from those of
the second : they have been extended, in a somewhat different direction, by Landau (Prac
Matematyczno-Fizycznych, t. 21, p. 97), who shows that, when a, is real, it is enough to
suppose nas < K or na, > —K, and makes an interesting application of the result to the
Theory of Prime Numbers.

1t IfZan* —>s, as -1, and na, > 0 as n— o, then Za, is convergent (to sum s).
For a proof see Littlewood, l.c. supra, and Bromwich, Infinite Series, p. 251.
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prove (Theorem 1 below) that a series for which

8 Vn.a, =0

cannot be summable by Borel's method, unless it is convergent. It can
hardly be doubted that this result (the analogue of Tauber’s theorem) is
susceptible of the same generalisation: that is to say, that (3) may be
replaced by

3" |vn.a,| < K.

But this we have not at present succeeded in proving ; and the difficulties
attendant on the generalisation of Tauber’s theorem suggest forcibly that
the proof may not be at all easy to find.*

We shall use the symbols

K, ¢ 6, 0o, ..,

in special senses for an explanation of which we must refer elsewhere.t

II.

2. Borel gave two definitions of the sum of the series

(1) agtata+....
According to his first definition the sum is

(2) s= lme* 2 s_,f_.z':_ ,

T—>» n:
where Su = ayta,+...+a,.
According to the second it is
(2a) j e~ *a(z)de,

0
where

avn_z"

(20) alz) =2 R

Thase definitions are not exactly equivalent, the second being slightly

* In the abstract of this paper which appeared in the ‘° Notes and Corrections ** to Vol. 9
of the Proceedings, we implicd that we were in possession of a proof. We have since dis-
covered that our belief that we had found one was mistaken.

t See Hardy, ‘‘ Orders of Infinity,” Camb. Math. T'racts, No. 12. The only symbol
whose use is not explained there is the small o, introduced by Landau (Handbuch der Lehre
von der Verteilung der Primzahlen, p. 61), We write

. . " f =0 (q')r
if ¢ is positive and f/¢ — 0.
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more general.* They are certainly equivalent whenever a,—> 0. For
the present we shall adopt the first definition as fundamental ; if (2) holds,
we shall say that the series (1) is summable (B) to sum s.

8. Our first object is to prove the following theorem : —
TreorEM 1.—If Za, is summable (B), and

Vn.a, — 0,
then Za, is convergent.

This theorem, however, is only one of a hierarchy of theorems con-
necting Borel’s with Cesaro’s methods of summation. To establish these
we shall require a number of lemmas.

We shall write Su = agta,+ ...+ a,,
Su = S+s+... + Su,
si= s(‘,+s}+...+s;,
so that Za, is summable (Ck) if
k! sk nt — st

Lemma 1.—If ¢a ~ An* as n— o, then

n

e~ " ZC,, ‘77!' ~ Ax“,
as r —> o,

This is, of course. well known.

Leuma 2.—We have <dentically
ey S AY )k ( =3 fi)
¢ %S“ m+k) ( de S

We use the identity

skt = sn-}-[l{] sn_l—f-[g] sn_2+...+Bz So»

where [Zq):l —p(+1) -.q-'(p-i-q—l) .

* Bromwich, Infinite Series, p. 297.
1 We need hardly point out that s* does not stand for a power of s,.
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The coefficient of s, on the left-hand side is

e { (xi+zt)' [k] (u+vi:i11 [k]‘"';;*::’" }

and on the right-band side is
z k —z ‘E_‘_’_
(jo dx) (e v! ) '

That these two expressions are identical may be verified immediately by
induction.

Lemua 8.—If Za, ts summable (B) to sum s, then

o i " s
2 Sn (n+ [ T

This is an immediate corollary from Lemma 2.

4. Now suppose Za, summapble (B), so that

ok _ LT 55
3) e Zsum A

for any value of k. And let us suppose that there is a number « such that
4) skl = o (n®).*

Then, if for shortness we write s = ¢,, we have

(5) At, = ti—ty = ——sfwi = 0 (n%).

If, in (8), we pﬁt z = m, we have

6) 8148, = s/k!,

) I o - m" — N __?_n’L_
whele b! = ¢ t,m 2 (———n+k)! ) S2 [ Z (tn. tm) (7l+k)! .
By Lemma 1,

) 8 = m ¥t (14 em).

*U k=0, s =a.
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We proceed to discuss S,, which we write in the form

(8)

(1=H)m - Q+H)m »
e—m( )

) = 83+ 8,+38;,

i) (t—fl)m (1+H)ym

14
say. Here H is a positive constant less than unity, and I denotes
Iz

a summation extended to all integral values n such that « <n <f:
it is convenient to suppose H wrrational, so that (1—H)m and (14 H)m
cannot be integral, but the limits of summation may be left indefinite to
the extent of a term or two without any effect on the argument.

To obtain upper limits for S, S,, and S;, we use the inequalities

" [ta—tn| < KmX @n S,
) Nta—tul L enm®|n—m| Gn 8y,
l | ta—tm| < Kn* : (in Sy,

which are immediate consequences of inequalities already established.
Let u, = m"/n!. Then we find at once, by an elementary application
of Stirling’s theorem, that

e—m“” < 8-—1\'m’ e"”u,, < e-l\m,

where w, and wu, are the last » which occurs in S; and the first which
occurs in S;.
(1=H)m

Hence | S| < Kmfe™ b n*u,
< mEe ™™, w1+ ... 2ty

< mfe=fm 14+ A—H)+A—H)?+...}

(10) < g~ hm,
Similarly, | S5 < Ke""(H%)mn"""un
<" é)m it

(11) < e—l\'m..
Finally we have to consider S,, which we write in the form

S,= 2 + I = S¢+85,

n>m m>n
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A+ 1)m

We have i SGI =|e™ % (ta—tn) 77— n +k)‘

m"
LT

L+ Hym

< Km=*¢m ZE | th—tm

Hmn m™ +r o o*

< mekeme 2 r
" m+1)!
m

. .
nm < rm

a—l ,—m 7
< me m! ™ (m+1)(m+2) ... (m+7)

3 ¥

T D) (4 2) (4 D)

Now, for 1 < » < Hm, we have

< me fo—~

1/(1+ 7’7;) = exp (— o 27" ) < e~
7‘/{(1-}- 'n%)( +’m> ' (1+ >]l < ehp<—2—1ﬁ_—23_n—"'_§%)

< re” r3/am

«©
Hence | Sl < m*~F-de, T pemriiin
n

< 7;1"’"’"*‘&,..] xe T gyt
0

< me~ktie,
(12) A = o(m*k+Y),

Again, |8 =|e™" 3 (bu—tw) oy

m m" ‘

o 7’1/71
Km=*e™ I |ti—t.] —
< (1—7I)1n I " " | n!
Hm m—r
-1 m
< m*~Fe "'emZ ro——
(m—n)!

< me~k-he, Ty (1— L) (1—— &) ..(1— 7‘—1>.
m m m

In this case we use the inequality
1— 7_ < e—r/m’
m .
* Using (5).

t When m is large, the integral is of order m. The difference between the integral and
the series is less than a constant multiple of the maximum of ze-*"4", which is of order +/'m.
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and the argument proceeds as before ; so that

(18) .18, = o(maEty),
From (4), (7), (10), (11), (12), and (18), we deduce
(14) s (14-en)/m* 4o (me=*+Y) — s/k1.

From this relation we can deduce Theorem 1 and the other theorems
referred to in § 8.

5. Suppose first a = k—3. Then
(15) sk [mF — s|k!.
Hence we obtain

Taroren 2.—If Za, ts summable (B), and

k=1 — (k=1
8§70 = o),

then Za, is summabdle (Ck).

This reduces to Theorem 1 when % = 0 (when s;' must be interpreted
a3 meaning a,).*
Next, suppose a > k—3. Then we obtain
Tueoren 3.—If Za, vs summable (B) and
sh=1 = o(n®)

where a > k—3, then sk = o(m+¥).+

Taeorex 4.—If Za, is summable (B), and

sit=o",

n
then Za, 1s summable (C, k+1).
For, by Theorem 3, we have s = o@**%, and Theorem 4 accord-
ingly follows from Theorem 2. The special case in which & = 0 is
particularly interesting and deserves a separate statement.

Tueorex 4a.—If Za, is summable (B), and a,—> 0, then Za, ts
summable (C1).

By a repeated application of the argument which led to Theorem 4,
we deduce

* The theorem was stated for the particular cases in which # =0, 1 in the Abstract of
this paper referred to above.

t That sk = o(ne"!) is trivial. The point of the theorem lies in the reduction of a + 1 to
a+} as a result of the hypothesis of Borel summability.
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Treoren 5.—If Za, s summable (B), and

sE=1 = g (u+i-),
then Za, ts summable (C, k+7).

6. If Za,z" is convergent for |x| < 1, and the function f(z) repre-
sented by the sum of the series is regular for 2 =1, the series Za, is
summable (B). It therefore follows from Theorems 1 and 4a that

W) If f(@) s regular for z=1, and +/n.a, — 0, then Za, is con-
vergent.

(i) If f(x) is regular for x =1, and a,— 0, then Z«, is summable (C1).

Each of these corollaries of our theorems is included in Fatou’s
theorem* that, if f(z) is regular for z=1, and a, — 0, then Za, is
convergent. But we have, of course, assumed much less than regularity
for z = 1.

If Za, is summable by Cesaro’s means, or, more generally, if Abel’s
limit exists, we can only infer convergence if

@, = 01 /n).
To assume that Za, is summable (B) is to assume more than that it is
gsummable (C)t or by Abel’s limit, but less than that f(z) is regular. To

this corresponds the fact that 4/n.a, — O asserts less than a, = O(1/n),
but more than a, — O.

7. The results of § 5 may be represented conveniently by means of
a diagram.

If ai=| su= sl = $? = then the series is
o(n-?) . convergent
o(1) o(n}) summable (C1)
o(md) | o(m) | o(n}) »o (C2)
o(n) o(nd) | o) | o(nd) »o (C3)

* Fatou, Thése (Paris, 1906) and dcta Mathematica, t. 30, p. 889. A simpler proof, and
a series of important generalisations, have been given by Riesz, Crelle’'s Journal, Bd. 140,
8. 89, and Comptes Rendus, Nov. 22, 1909 ; see also Landau, Prac Matematyczno-Fizycznych,
t. 21, p. 151.

1 Sec Theorem 6 below for a precisc statement.
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This diagram at once suggests that there should be further theorems
corresponding to the spaces which we have not filled in, such as :—

(@) if s, =0(1), and Za, is summable (B), then Za, is convergent ;
() if 5. =o0(v/n), and Za, is summable (B), then Ea, is convergent ;

and so on. These theorems are all trivial or false. Thus (a) is obviously
trivial : the same is true of all the theorems which correspond to the
vacant spaces which have two sides in common with those filled in in the
diagram.

On the other hand, () is false. For, if s, = o(s/n), we have

Sots1+...+8)/(+1) = o(1//n) ;

and so we can deduce from the condition s! = q(y/n) that Za, is summable
(I3) to sum 0.* Hence the theorem suggested would show that si=o(y/n)
by itself implies convergence to zero, and this is untrue, as s, may well be

of the form en A/ N—ey_14/(n—1)

without tending to zero.

A very interesting general conclusion may be drawn from the theorems
comprised in our diagram, viz.,

Treorem 6.—1f Za, is summable (B), and
a, = o(nk)

for some value of k, then Za, is summable by Cesaro’s means of sufficvently
high order.

In the language of §1, we may express this by saying that Borel's
method, although more powerful than Cesiro’s, ts never more delicate,
and often less so.

A particular case of Theorem 6 deserves special notice. It is well

. So+Si+ ...+ _ o(—}-)
It n+1 svolm )

then Za, is summable (B} to sum s. See Hardy, Quarterly Journal, Vol. 35, p. 40;
Bromwich, Infinite Series, pp. 319-822. It may be shown more generally (cf. Bromwich, l.c.)
that Elsink = s+0(1/vn)
implies the same conclusion : we have thus a general conditian which enables us to infer
Borel from Cesiro summability. For some examples of series summable by Cesaro’s, but not
by Borel’s, method, see Hardy, !. c. supra and Proc. London Math. Soc., Ser. 2, Vol. 8, p. 290,
and §§ 10, 11 below.
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known that a power series is summable (B) at any regular point on its
circle of convergence. It therefore follows that, if f(z) 4s regular for
z =1, and a, = on", then Za, is summable (C). This result has been
found by Riesz.*

8. It is natural to enquire whether the preceding results may be
extended to non-integral orders of Cesaro summation.t The necessary
analysis is not difficult, but, as its conclusions are obvious generalisations
of those already established, we shall be content to sketeh the argu-
ment very shortly.

In the first place, Lemma 1 of § 8 is quite independent of any assump-
tion as to the arithmetic nature of a.

Secondly, Lemma 2 may be replaced by the equation

n ,I.IL+I

. L (n
S T hED = I’(k)j(x__t)kl ‘(‘ Su )‘"

where sk = s, 4+ [llc:l S"“+"‘+|:;]z Sos

[p] r (;)(]Ij‘?;i)- 1’

This equation may be shown to hold for any positive value of k. From it
may be deduced the analogue of Lemma 38, viz., that
z" s

"R TR+’

0
X sk
0

if Za, is summable (B). We then deduce equation (14) of §4,! precisely
as in that section. We thus obtain Theorems 2, 8, 4, 5, freed from the
restriction that % is an integer. The effect of this is to replace each set
of theorems, corresponding to a set of spaces lying on a line parallel to
the principal diagonal of the diagram of § 7, by a continuous series of
theorems.

* L. supra (p.9). Riesz assumes more than we do, and so obtains a more precise
result : in fact, he establishes summability (Ck), whereas all that can be deduced from our
hypothesis is summability (C, 2k +1).

+ For the theory of such methods of summation, see Chapman, Proc. London Math. Soc.,
~ Ser. 2, Vol. 9, p. 369 ; Hardy and Chapman, Quarterly Journal, Vol. 42, p. 181 ; and various
writings of Bohr, Knopp, and Riesz quoted in the latter paper. Alater note by Riesz auppeared
in the Comptes Rendus, June 12th, 1911.

1 Of course with I (& +1) for %! .
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9. So far we have confined ourselves to Borel's definition (2). The
question remains whether our results remain valid when this definition is
replaced by the integral definition expressed by (2a) and (2).

If @,—0, the two definitions are certainly equivalent. For the
necessary and sufficient condition for equivalence is that

e *a(x) - 0.

It is, however, not difficult to see that all our results still hold when
Borel’s integral definition is adopted.

For, if aytatag+ ...
is summable by the integral definition, then
O+ag+a,+as+...

is summable by the definition (2).* Moreover, if the first series satisfies
one of our conditions

tn=0@mY, an=o0(1). s,=om), ...

the second satisfies a corresponding condition, and is accordingly summable
by the appropriate one of Cesaro’s means. But the two series are com-
pletely equivalent in regard to the application of Cesaro’s method. Thus
all our results apply as well to one of Borel’s definitions as to the other.

III.

10. A good deal of light may be thrown on the foregoing theorems by
the study of a particular series, viz., the series

(15) En—beiu“’

where @ and b are real and 0 <a < 1.t

This series is convergent if a+4b > 1, summable (C1) if 2a+b> 1,
summable (C2) if 8a+b>1, and 80 on.} If b=1—a, it is finitely
oscillating. In this case, if @ <}, we have

n-te" = o(n~Y);

* Hardy, Quarterly Journal, Vol. 35, p. 84.
1 We might equally well consider the more general series

3 - beidn®,

+ Hardy, Proc. London Math. Soc., Ser. 2, Vol. 9, p. 142.
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and se, by Theorew 1, the series cannot be summable (B). We are thus
led to expect. in regard to the summability (B) of the series, different
results according as @ >3 or a <3. We shall, in fact, prove that the
serves (15) us summable (B) for all values of b if a > %, but ts never
summable (B) when a < %, except when it is convergent.

The proof of this result is tedious rather than difficult, and we shall
content ourselves with sketching its main features.

In the first place, we can easily verify that, if

@ =n""e",

then 5, = — @la)yn'~*" e +Z Kn’e™ 4 C+o (1),
()

where the summation extends over a finite number of values of », all less
than 1—a—0, and C is a constant arising from the application of the
Euler-Maclaurin sum-formula.

We can now prove that, if a > 3,

(16) e e 2 50

o n!

as * - o, for all values of v. 1t will then follow that the series (15) is
summable to sum C. Let

m = [z].
Then it is easy to see that we may replace the left-hand side of (16) by
(n 2 8 oy g T
T e~ * X (m+4ry g™t ,
u (m—2)!
where w~ mhts,

We then show, by a straightforward but tedious process of approximation,

that, if we write # = m+-f, and keep f constant as m — o, we can write
(17) in the form

(18) Romr—teim" :E [giam*~'r=C22m) (1 4 3 KydmP+20 *mfy } 1,

where the number of terms in each sum is finite, 4 is integral, and

v+3at+B8<0

- for each pair of indices a, 8.
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Next, it is easy to see that

u »n
‘mr et B {glent Tl r=m) O (epf)) = O(-m"”"'})j e~ | r|odr

- -

= O(m*+i*+B) = ¢ (1).

Thus these terms may be neglected, and everything is reduced to showing
that a number of terms of the type

®
g ptam® =1 r—(r2 2
(19) mP X pdeglam” T r=(22m)

K

where ¢ is an integer, tend to zero. It is easily proved that the limits of
summation may be replaced by @ and — .
First suppose ¢ = 0. Then

> o
T gl = 149 5 o~ oog 1 = % (0, 7),*

-n 1
where 0=am*, v=20/27, T =:i2mm.
—_ / _1‘_ —nivdr ,ﬂ — l)
Nowt 95 (v, 'r)—\/(_r)e 53(7_ ) =)

9 _v_, ~L =142 3 ¢~ 2" cogh 2mrBr = 140 (1).
T T 1

Hence S (v, T) ~ o/ (2mm) e~ ¥ = /(2mmr) gt
which tends to zero more rapidly than any power of .

When ¢ is not zero the argument is a little more complicated, but in
essence the same : in this cage we use the g-th derivative of the theta-
function with respect to v.

Thus the left-hand side of (16) tends to zero if z = m-f, where
0<f<1, and m— . Moreover it does so uniformly with respect to
[, and so our proof is completed.

11. When 0 < a <3, the discussion is somewhat similar, but rather
simpler. The essential difference lies in the fact that we can choose J so

that sam®~'7 is small throughout a range of values of r of magnitude

LER]

m**%, so that, in approximating to ¢!™*+"", we can use ¢ instead of the

* Tannery and Molk, Fonctions Elliptiques, t. 11, p. 252.
t Ibid., p. 263.
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more accurate approximation

im®+iam®=1r

€

The result is that the dominant term of our final result assumes the form

7: —— i@ Lad —_ . - ;o
i-a beun > e 2o —(‘I//a«) ”LI—a b’:mlru

as/ (27) —a

and the series (15) is summable if and only if a4b>1, ‘e, if and
only if it is convergent.

12. If @ = 346, we require b > $—d for convergence. Hence we
can find a series of the type (15), summable (B), but not convergent, and
such that a, = O(n~%*%. This affords a formal proof that the index 1 of
Theorem 1 cannot be replaced by any lower index. We can show
similarly, by means of the series considered in §§ 10, 11, that the indices
of the powers of n, which occur in Theorems 2-5, are as small as they
can possibly be.

A much more difficult question remains. Is Theorcm 1 true if the
condition s/n.a,—>0 1s replaced by |o/n.a.| <K, and can similar
changes be made tn the other theorems ? It has been proved recently*
that a similar extension may be given to Tauber’'s converse of Abel’s
theorem, and it is natural to suppose that the extension is possible here
also.

It is interesting to consider for a moment what light is thrown on this
question by the series of §§ 10, 11. The crucial case is that in which the
gseries oscillates finitely ; 7.e., when

@y = n*"let,
Then an=o0n"Y (@<, an=0n"Y (@a=13).

In the first case the series is certainly not summable, by Theorem 1 or
by the results of §§ 10, 11. And the question of interest is whether

ei\/n

/1

48 summable (B).+

The answer to this question is (as analogy would lead us to expect) in

* Littlewood, l.c., p. 434.
t If not, Theorem 1 shows that 3n-*e ¥+ is never summable unless convergent.
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the negative. In fact,
sy = C—2ie'""+0(1),

and it may be shown that

"
e~® 2 ewn s~ e—(l 8)+ivr
n!

Thus the evidence obtained from this series points to the truth of the
suggested generalisations. But, as we stated in § 1, we have not been
able to find a satisfactory proof of them.

18. Theorem 1 has an interesting application to the problem of the
multiplication of series. It is easy to prove that ¢f Za, and Zb, are

summable (B), and @ = 01wy, b, = 0Q/n),

then the product series Zc,, formed in accordance with Cauchy's rule, s
also summabdle (B). But it is evident that

cn = O(logn/n) = o (1/4/n),

and therefore, by Theorem 1, Z¢, is convergent. We thus obtain a
simple proof of & known theorem.+t

o "

~ i
n!

*If a <. e-* el
while, if @ - %, the left-hand side tends expouentially to zero (see §§ 10, 11). In the critical
case we obtain a result resembling the first, but differing owing to the presence of tha factor
e-1%, The correspondence between the oscillations of the original series and of Borel’s integral
is not so precise in this case as it is shown to be, when a < 1, by the formula at the end of
§11. For an illustration of the corresponding phenomenon in connection with Tauber’s
theorem, sce Littlewood, l.c. supra, p. 436: in the formula there given » constant term
¢ (1 + at) is omitted, but the insertion of this term does not afiect the argument,

t Hardy, Proc. London Math. Soc., Ser. 2, Vol. 6, p. 410. We have obtained a number
of further results on this subject, to which we hope to return shortly. In particular we have
proved that any convergent series for which a, = O(1/n)—and therefore any such series
summable by any of Cesdro’s means—is summable (C, —1 + 8) for any positive 5. We are thus
able, by the use of Mr. Chapman'’s negative indices of summability, to deduce the multiplica-
tion theorem referred to above from the theorem that a series of this type cannot he
summable (C) without being convergent.



