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ON DISCRETE HARMONIC FUNCTIONS
By H. A. HEILBRONN
Received 19 April 1948

1. INTRODUCTION

A function f(z,, x,) of two real variables x,, x, which are restricted to rational integers
will be called discrete harmonic (d.h.) if it satisfies the difference equation

4f (@1, T5) = f(@1 + 1, 20) +(2y — 1, 25) + (21, 2o+ 1) +.f (21, 2, — 1) (1-1)
This equation can be considered as the direct analogue either of the differential equation
of o
é?%'*- a—xg =0,

or of the integral equation
1
flzy,25) = j Sf{zey+7cos (276), z, + r sin (270)} dO
0

in the notation normally employed to harmonic functions.

The object of this paper is to develop the elementary theory of d.h. functions and
to investigate how far it corresponds to the theory of harmonic functions. We shall
find that many but not all the classical theorems remain valid for d.h. functions.

In many cases the theorems will remain true if we generalize our definition to n
dimensions. A function of » (rational integer) variables z,, ..., z, is called d.h. if

nf(@y, ooy Zp) = f@y +1,...,2,) + ... +f(2g, ..., 2, — 1). (1-2)
Several authors have considered similar problems, but none of the results seems to
be relevant for our purpose.

2. DEFINITIONS AND NOTATION

The integer n> 2 always denotes the number of dimensions. We shall write f(z) for
f(xy, ..., x,), denoting by x the point with the coordinates z;, ...,z,. Only points with
rational integer coordinates will be considered. Two points z and y will be called
neighbouring points if »
pzl(%—.%)z =L

A set of points is called connected if any two points of the set can be connected by
a chain of neighbouring points which belong to the set. The minimum number of links
in the chain will be called the distance of the two points in the set.

A domain consists of two types of points. The interior points which may be any
connected set, and the boundary points. These are the points which do not belong to
the connected set themselves, but which possess at least one neighbour belonging to
the connected set.

It should be noted that a domain is not uniquely determined as a set-of points,
unless some rule is given to distinguish the interior points of the domain.
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A function is d.h. in a domain D if it is defined for all points of D and if (1-2) holds for
all interior points  of D. Only real functions will be considered.
A domain will be called finite if it contains only a finite number of points, otherwise

it will be called infinite.
We introduce the following abbreviations:
o= (0,...,0),
u = (1,0,...,0), ..., u,=/(0,0,...,1),

d,f(x) = flx+u,)—f(x) for 1<v<mn,
M) = 3 (fa-+ ) +f@—w) — 2f(@),
% | f(@) | = z’Zu(f (@) —f¥)?
where z and y run through all pairs of neighbours of a finite domain D.
Ty, is the domain whose interior points are
|2, | < R,...,| 2| < R.
Up, is the domain whose interior points are
|Zy | +...+ |z, | < R.
Vg, is the domain whose interior points are
—R<xz,<R, |z,|]<R for 2<v<n.

For R> 2 the domains T%and U}, are similarly defined except that the origin is a

boundary point.
The constants implied by the symbol O depend on = only.

3. THE MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE AND DIRICHLET’S PRINCIPLE

TreorEM 1. If f(x) i8 d.h. on a finite domain D, then f(x) ¢s either a constant or it
attains its maximum on D on the boundary only.

CororLARY. If M isthe upper bound of a function f(x) which is d.h., bounded and not
constant on an infinite domain D, then f(z) < M for all interior points x of D.

Proof. Let M be the maximum of f(z) on D, and let z, be an interior point of D where
f(zo) = M. Then it follows from (1-2) that f(x) = M for all neighbours z of z,, and by
induction that f(z) = M for all points z of D.

THEOREM 2. Let g(x) be a given real function defined on the boundary of a finite domain
D. Then there exists one and only one d.h. function f(x) which takes the values g(x) on the
boundary of D.

If h(z) i8 a real function defined on D which also takes the values g(x) on the boundary

ofD,then ZIf"zSZlhllz’
D D

and the sign of equality holds only if f(x) = h(x) for all x of D.

13-2
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Proof. Let f(x) be the function for which ¥ [ f’|? is a minimum, subject to our
D

boundary condition. Then for each interior point z of D
2 _ —
0= 5 1 = 25 (@) -F),

where the sum is extended over all neighbours z’ of z; this proves that f(x) is d.h.

If F(x) were another d.h. function satisfying the boundary condition, then
F(x)—f(x) = 0 by Theorem 1, which shows the uniqueness of f(x) and establishes the
theorem.

4. DISCRETE HARMONIC POLYNOMIALS
THEOREM 3. For every integer k > 1 there are exactly

(k—2+n)2lc+n—1

n-1 k
linearly independent d.h. polynomials of degree not exceeding k.
Proof. For k = 1 the theorem is trivial since the n+ 1 polynomials 1, z,, ..., #,, are

all d.h. Hence we may assume that k> 2.
An easy count shows that there are
n+k
")

linearly independent polynomials of degree not exceeding k. Since every polynomial
of degree not exceeding k£ — 2 can be represented in the form

f@) = Ag(z), degg(x)<k,
the operator A maps the additive group of polynomials of degree not exceeding & on
the subgroup of polynomials of degree not exceeding k — 2. Since

A(f(x) +g(x)) = Af(z) + Ag(x),
this mapping is a homomorphism.
Hence the quotient group is isomorphic to the group of all d.h. polynomials of degree
not exceeding k; and the latter contains '

k+n)_(k—2+n)__ k—2+n\2k+n—1
n n “\ n-1 k

linearly independent elements.
Examples. For n = 2 the d.h. polynomials are

1, =z, %y x}—a}, 22,7y 22— 3,73, Badw,—a);
— 632} + a2} - (2] +23), 43w, — 4y 2f;
x5 — 102322 + 52, 2§ — 2043, ..
We notice that in this sequence each polynomial of degree k is of the form
R(z, + z,2)* + terms of degree not exceeding k— 2,
R(zY(z, + 242)*) + terms of degree not exceeding &k — 2,

a fact which is easily verified by direct calculation. It must be pointed out that without
further rules the above sequence is not uniquely defined, as there is a considerable
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degree of freedom in the choice of the lower terms. In this respect the situation differs
fundamentally from the continuous case, where the choice of our polynomials is
easily made unique by the orthogonality rule.

We also give some examples of the case » = 3. By Theorem 3 we have

k+1\2k+2 .
( 9 )—k—_(k+1)

linearly independent d.h. polynomials of degree not exceeding %, i.e. we have 2k +1
linearly independent d.h. polynomials of degree k. The first examples are
1, @y, @p, Xa; XXy, ToZn, T3Zy, X3 — 23, 3 —23;
Xy Tykg, X3 — 32,23, ... ; 2, Xp(2} + 23 — 623), ...,
xf—62ta+ 2t — (23 +22), ..., 1 w2 —2d), ...

The question naturally arises: Is it true that an integer function (i.e. a function d.h.
everywhere) can be written as a sum of a unique series of polynomials, at least if n = 2?
It is difficult to see how the classical theorem on the one-one relation between integer
functions and convergent power series can be formulated for d.h. functions, since our
sequence of linearly independent polynomials is not uniquely defined. It is trivial that
every convergent series of d.h. polynomials converges towards an integer d.h. function.
In the opposite direction we start our discussion by proving

THEOREM 4. If n = 2, L is a positive integer, and if f(x) is d.h. on Ty, then we can find
a d.h. polynomial P(x) such that f(x) = P(x) on Tf.

Proof. We make the assertion of the theorem more precise by a further specification
of the polynomial P(z). We demand that P(x) shall be a linear combination of poly-
nomials of degree less than 4L — 2 and of the polynomial of degree 4L — 2 of the above
sequence which is of the form

4L -2
z{L‘z——( 9 )xi”‘“‘x§+

This rule puts 8L —4 polynomials at our disposal, and the domain 7} has 8L —4
boundary points. Hence there are two possibilities: Either we can find a linear com-
bination of our 8L — 4 polynomials which assumes the same boundary values as f(z).
In this case our theorem is proved. Or the 8L — 4 boundary values of our 8L —4 poly-
nomials are not linearly independent. In this case there exists & linear combination
Q(x) of these polynomials which vanishes on the boundary of Ty, @(x) not being
identically zero. Hence @Q(z) vanishes on all points of 77, and, being d.h., vanishes on
all points of U,;_,.

Hence @(x) has 4L —1 zeros on the line z, = 0, and since its degree is less than
4L -1, Q(z) is either identically zero or divisible by z,. Similarly, since ¢(x) is not
identically zero, Q(z) is divisible by x,. Putting

Q(z) = 2,2, ¢, (),
we have identically
2L—1 4L -2
Q@) = 52,00 = alatir+ 3 (- 1p(*y ) atrvap)+ Rew)

where « is a constant and R(z) a polynomial of degree less than 4L — 2. This is only
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possible if @ = 0, and if @(x) is of degree less than 4L —2; hence Q,(z) is of degree less
than 4L —4. On each of the four lines 2, = + 1, z, = + 1 the polynomial @,(x) bas at
least 4L — 4 zeros, hence it must vanish on these lines identically and

Q1(21, %) = (2] — 1) (23~ 1) Qo(7y, 7,),
where Q, is a polynomial of degree less than 4L — 8. Continuing this process we obtain
polynomials @y(x,, z,) of degree less than 4(L —I) which satisfy

Qux1, T5) = (@} —1?) (23— I?) Qppa (21, %5)
for 1<l< L. @ _, is of degree less than 4 and has 4 zeros on each of the lines
2 =+(L-1), zy=+(L-1).

Hence @, _, is identically zero and @(z) is identically zero, which gives the desired
contradiction.

Theorem 4 settles the equation of analytic continuation for a function defined on
a square parallel to the axes. It is easily seen that a d.h. function defined on a domain,
whose interior points are the lattice points of a convex set in the Euclidean plane, can
be continued to a square and therefore is equal to a polynomial.

On the other hand, the function represented by the diagram below (the enclosed
points are the interior points of the domain) cannot be continued as a d.h. function to
the point marked *; hence it does not equal a d.h. polynomial.

0
1o o
4 1 | 0 *
-1 0 0 0 O
0 0 0 0 0O 0
0 0 0 O

To sum up: All finite domains can be divided into two classes. Functions d.h. on
a domain of the first class can be continued to a square parallel to the axis and can
therefore be represented by a d.h. polynomial. To this class belong all convex domains.

Functions d.h. on a domain of the second class cannot always be represented (or
even approximated to) by d.h. polynomials. To this class belong the domain in the
above diagram and all domains not ‘simply connected’.

For infinite domains there is a similar division into two classes; but functions d.h.
on an infinite domain of the first class can only be continued to integer functions which
can be approximated to by a sequence of polynomials. Naturally this approximation
is not uniform, and no analogue to the absolute convergence in the classical theory
seems to exist.

5. LIOUVILLE’'S THEOREM
We next proceed to prove the analogue of Liouville’s theorem on bounded integer
functions.

THEOREM 5. If f(x) is d.h. everywhere and satisfies the inequality

|f@) | <M (5:1)
for all x, where M is a constant, then f(z) is constant.
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Proof (indirect). We may assume without loss of generality that

d,f(x) = g(x)
is not zero everywhere. Since |g(z)|<2M, there exists a positive upper bound m
such that lg(x) | <m<2M (6-2)

everywhere, and without loss of generality

glx)y>m—e
somewhere for every > 0.
We choose an integer [ such that Im>2M,

and a positive & such that Im(1—(2n)d)>2M.
Then we can find a point 2@ such that
g(z®) > m — 9. (5-3)
We put 2P =204 2y, for 0<ALl
Then, since g(z) is d.h., 2ng(x®) < (2n— 1)m +g(zV),
and by (5-3) g(x®D) = m — 2n8b.

Applying the same argument again, we obtain by induction for 0<A <!
g(x®)=m — (2n)* 6.

Hence 2 > (&) — @) = 3, g@V) > 3, (m — (2n)8)
A=0 A=0

>lim—(2n)d)>2M,
which is the desired contradiction.
A natural extension of Theorem 5 is

THEOREM 6. If f(x) is d.h. everywhere and satisfies the inequality
| fle) = O+ (|2 | +... + |2, )
everywhere, where k is an integer, then f(x) is a polynomial of degree not exceeding k.
A proof of this theorem will be given in the last paragraph.

6. SOME SPECIAL BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

The simplest problem in two dimensions refers to the domain whose interior points
are all points except the origin. We prove the following generalization of Theorem 5:

TrEOREM 7. If n = 2, and if f(x) is bounded for all x and d.h. for all z+o, then f(z)
8 a constant.

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that
flo)=1, o<gf(z)<2. (6-1)
Let R >1 be an integer and let f(z) be the function d.h. on U% which satisfies
flo)y=1, fix)=0 for |z|+]|z;|=R.
Clearly 0<fr(®@) <fra®) <1, [fr(®)<f(z)
for all points of U%, hence the sequence f,(z), f,(2), f3(%), ... converges towards a limit
f=(®) which satisfies 0« frfa) <fule)<1, ful@)<f@),
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provided that = belongs to U¥%. If we can show that f,(x) = 1 everywhere, it will follow
thatf(x) > 1 everywhere, and since (6-1)is symmetricin f(z) and 2 — f(x), that 2 — f(z) > 1,
or f(z) < 1.

We define log (1+ |2, | +[2,])
grl@) = 1- =t
log(1+v)  logv )2
2
Then Z | gR(®) | OZ (log(1+R) log (1+ R)

= 0( > v-llog—2 R) = O(log—! R).
v=1

Since fr(x) is d.h. on U%, and since fy(x) has the same boundary values as ggx(z), we
have, by Theorem 2, 3| fr@) P< 3 | gr@) |2 = O(log R).
U Us

Hence for each z, as R—>o0 .
d1fr(x) = o(1), dyfp(x) = o(1),
dlfao(x) = dzfoo(x) =0, fco(x) =1
In three or more dimensions the situation is different. We shall prove only

THEOREM 8. For n = 3 there exists a function which is bounded everywhere, d.h. every-
where except at the origin and not a constant.

Before we proceed to prove this theorem we shall establish a lemma which is well
known in the classical calculus of variations.

LemMa 1. Let u(g,, £, £s) be continuous for 1 <E2+£2+E2<(2R)? and let u have
continuous bounded partial first derivatives almost everywhere in this domain. Let
u(€, €5, 80) 24 for E+E+E=1

and w(€1,82,83) =0 for E£34+E3+E5 = (2R)%
Then

”f{(aél)z (§§)2+(aa§§)}d£1d€2d€s>ﬂ2§R . I<E+8+8<2RR

Proof. On introducing polar coordinates p, 6, A the integral is transformed into
3 ” 2R ou\2 du\2 du\2
2/ — 2l 2 2 —
[ cosoan[” ax [} +o(3g) + ot coste( ) ) oo

in n 2R [ou\2
= f cos 0d0 d/\f pz(———) dp.
—in - 1 3p

Since, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

2R—1 (2R (ou e 2R (ou\? 2E gy,
2R 1p(3p)dp f pap p(%)dpz(fl apdp) >t

the result follows.

Proof of Theorem 8. As in the proof of Theorem 7 we define f(x) as the function
d.h. on U¥ which satisfies fz(0) = 1 and vanishes at all other points of the boundary
of U%. fr(x) increases with R and tends to a limit f,(x). We want to show that f,(z) = 1
is not true everywhere, hence we may assume at once that for sufficiently large B

Jrlxu,)=3 for 1<v<3.
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We now proceed to construct a continuous function ug(£;, £,, £;) which will coincide
with fp(z)if £, = 2,, &, = %,, &3 = z5. Forevery cube parallel to the axes, of unit volume,
whose vertices have integer coordinates, we can find 8 constants ayyy, @19, ---
such that the trilinear form

ug(€1, 2 Ea) = oo+ 10081 + Lo10€2 + %901 &3
+onoéibat i bifst+don éabs t o éibads
takes the same values at the vertices of the cube as the function fz(z) (fr(x) being zero
outside U%).

This function ug(§,, £,, £3) is uniquely defined everywhere and satisfies the assump-
tions of Lemma 1. Further for each of our cubes C

TG (G + () anteto e 1 e

Hence, by Lemma 1, since every edge belongs to four different cubes

2R
’ 2

A ey g
B

s Oy

and, putting A = 3, | fr(x) |2, for R> 1, we obtain
U*
* Ap>in.
Let o, be defined by or=fr(tu,) (1<v<3).
We now define a function gz(z, p) by

gr(0,p) = 1, gg(x,p) = pfr(®) for =z+o,xin Ug,
where p is a positive variable. Then

g‘.*l gr(x,p) |2 = 6(1 —pog)i+p2{Ap—6(1—0g)?3.

As gp(z,1) = f(x) and as fz(x) is d.h., this expression must be a minimum if p = 1.
Differentiation with respect to p gives

d ,
% IQR(“’,P) |2 = —1205x(1 —pog)+2p{Ar—6(1 —og)3.

If we put p = 1 we obtain

24’
whence J‘"m(~l_-up)<l—27r—4 (1<v<3).
We conclude this section with the construction of a function which has many useful
properties.
THEOREM 9. For n> 2 there exists a function h(x) d.h. everywhere with the following
properties: k(o) = 1, (6-2)
hz)=0 for z,=0,z=*o0, (6-3)
h(z) >0 for =z,>0, (6-4)
kz) = O(L™™) for =z,>0. (6-5)
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Proof. Let &, ...,¢,_; be n—1 real continuous variables. We define T (T G
as the smaller root of the quadratic equation

o+ 1+ 21%1 cosg, = 2n. (6-6)
v=1

An elementary calculation shows easily that

(4n - 2)—1 < ¢(§1’ “eey gn—l) <L
We put

Ma) = @mpn . [ con(,8,) 008 (B sbar )G s Laa) B - o

Since ¢ satisfies (6:6) we see at once that A(z) is d.h. everywhere. (6-2) and (6-3)
are now trivial.
To prove (6-5) we observe that

HCrreensbn) = 1= (G4 ... + G+ OL3+ ... +53)-

Hence f ...... f $(Esorr L) Ly e Ay
Q4. +0a<a

~0 f ...... f exp[ -2 (L4 .. + C_ )L, .. Al
G+...+ <t

= OJZ;,J‘::GXP[—xn(g%-’r eee +§§_1)§]d§1 .. dgn._]_

whereas J :r f:r " (8ysevs §pn) Gy - A
G+...+8 =277
—0 f "7 fexpl—agt+ OGNl ... 4L

= Olexp (—})] = O(z;,™").

This proves (6-5), since h(z)<h(o+x,u,).
Let M(u) denote the minimum or the greatest lower bound of A(z) for z,, = u, u>0.
Clearly 2M(u)> M(u+1)+ Mu—1) for u>0.
Since M(0) = 0 and lim M(u) = 0, it follows that M (u)> 0. This proves h(z) >0 for
U~> 0

z, = 0, and (6-4) follows by Theorem 1.

7. GENERAL BOUNDARY PROBLEMS

TueoreM 10. Let S be an infinite domain with at least one boundary point. If F(z)is
a bounded function defined for all boundary points of S, then the definition of F(x) can be
extended to all points of 8 such that F(z) is bounded and d.h. in 8.

If n = 2 this process is unique; if n> 2 it 18 not in general unique.
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Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that
0<F(x)1

on the boundary of S. Let x, be an interior point of 8, and let S, be the domain which
contains only z, as interior point. The domains S,, S;, ... are defined by induction by
the following rule: The interior points of S, , are all points of §; which are interior points
of 8. Clearly each § contains all preceding domains and every z which is an interior
point of S belongs to the interior of &, if / is sufficiently large. For each !> 0 we find
the function f,(x) d.h. on §; which vanishes on the boundary points of S, which are
interior to S, and which satisfies fy(x) = F(x) on the boundary points of §; which are
boundary points of 8. Clearly fi(x) is an increasing sequence for fixed x, hence it con-
verges to a function F(x) for all z in §, which has the required properties.

That F(x) need not be unique for n > 2 has been demonstrated by Theorem 8.

Forn = 2 weassume that | F(z) | < M forall points of Sand F(z) = 0on the boundary
of S, and we have to show that F(x) vanishes on all points of . We may assume that
o is a boundary point of §. Let W, for integers R > 1 be the largest domains with o as
boundary point whose interior points are interior points of Uy and of 8. Itis clear that
Wy exists and is unique for sufficiently large R, and that every boundary point of
Wy, is either & boundary point of Uy, or of 8. The function

F(z) + M{1 —fr(x)}

is d.h. on all interior points x of Wy, fr(x) having the same meaning as in the proof of
Theorem 7. If x lies on the boundary of 8, F(x) = 0, whereas fz(x) = 0 if « lies on the
boundary of Uy. Hence F(z)+ M{1—fg(z)} >0

for all  of Wy. Since each fixed interior point z of S belongs to Wy if R is sufficiently
large, and since lim fgp(z) = 1, it follows that F(z)> 0 for all  of 8. In a similar way

R
one proves F(z) <0 which completes the proof of the theorem.

THEOREM 11. Let 8 be an infinite domain with at least one boundary point. If F(z)
18 a function defined for all boundary points of S, then the definition of F(x) can be extended
to all points of S such that F(x)is d.h.in S.

Proof. For each positive integer m we define F, (z) on the boundary points of S by

m if F(zx)>m,
F.(x)={F(x) if |F(z)|<m,
-m if F(z)<—m.
Then the sequence F, (x) converges towards F(z) on the boundary of § and we can
define F, (x) as a d.h. function in S by virtue of Theorem 10. But it does not follow that
the sequence converges for all points of S.
Let x,, z,, z,, ... run through all interior points of § in any order. We shall construct

for each integer I > 0 an infinite sequence f; ,.(x) of functions d.h. on § which converges
towards F(z) as m — oo and for which the limit

lim f, ,(%,) = F(z,) (1<v<])

exists and is independent of 1.
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For I = 0, the sequence f, ,,(x) = F,,(x) has the required property. We apply induc-
tion and assume that we have constructed sequences f, ,,(z), ..., f; »(%) according to
our rule. Then the sequence f ,(;,,) has either a convergent subsequence or it has
a subsequence such that the quotient of two consecutive terms tends to infinity. In
the first case our proposition can obviously be established for [+ 1. In the second case
let g, () be the subsequence of f; ,,(x) with

gl,m+1(xl+1)/gl,m(xl+1) -0 as m-—>0.

71, m(T111)
Put = 2 .
Prm I, m®r1) — 91, mea(Ziy1)
Then " Pm—>0,
and the sequence S, m(®) = (1 =0) 9,(%) + P Gy, m41(®)

has the required property, since
lim f;,; ,(x) = lim g, ,.(x)
m—>w m—>w

~ for all z for which the limit on the right exists, and since
Jram@) =0 for m=1,2,3,....

Thus our function F(z) is defined and d.h. everywhere in S.

It is easily seen that in Theorem 11 the function F(x) is never unique. The answer
to the question how many linearly independent functions F(x) will satisfy Theorem 11
depends in a rather complicated way on the structure of the domain S. Even the
question whether the number of linearly independent solutions is finite or infinite is
not easily answered.

A further problem arises if we subject F'(x) to some conditions restricting its magni-
tude. We have seen that if = 2 the boundedness of the solution implies uniqueness,
and for certain types of domain a weaker restriction will still preserve uniqueness. This
leads to theorems of the Phragmén-Lindelof type. Many interesting questions arise,
but it seems hopeless to formulate a theorem of reasonable generality.

8. SOME ELEMENTARY INEQUALITIES

It is easily seen that an analogue of Poisson’s formula can be established for d.h.
funections. We limit ourselves to a rectangular domain D), whose interior points are
given by the inequalities a,<z,<f, (v=1,..,n)

If f(x) is d.h. on D, and if y is a point of D we have
fy) = L K(z,y) flx),
where x runs through all boundary points of D. Here K(z, %) is the d.h. function of y

which vanishes on all boundary points of D except at the point y = x where it assumes
the value K(z,x) = 1. It follows at once that for every interior point y of D

0<K(z,y)<1.

The exact calculation of K(x,y) is very tedious even for relatively small domains D.
We shall restrict ourselves to prove
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THEOREM 12. K(z,y) = O(|z—y |*™),
where | x—y | i3 the Euclidean distance from x to y.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that x = 0, y,>n"1|y—o|. Then
for all y on the boundary of D ¢ K(z,y) <hy).
Since this inequality is also true for all points y interior to D, the theorem follows
from (6-5)..

As an easy consequence of Theorem 12 we prove

TarorEM 13. If f(x) is d.h. on a rectangular domain D, and if y 18 an interior point of
D which has o Euclidean distance not less than R > 0 from every boundary point of D, then

3(y) = O(B™™) é‘.f =),
where x runs through all boundary points of D.
Proof. Since 1 =3 K(z,y),

Theorem 12 gives f%(y) = {%‘, K(z,y) f(x)}z < § K3(z,y) §f2(-’”)
<max K(z,y) X f3(x) = O(B™) X f3(z).

For the proof of our last theorem we require
Lemma 2. If f(x) is d.h. on Vg and if

J@)=0 for x>0, f(x)<0 for =2,<0 (8-1)
on the boundary of Vg, then d, f(o) = 0.
If f(z) also satisfies f@)+flu,—=x) =0 (82)

on all points of Vg, then (8-1) kolds on all poinis of V.
Proof. Put ) = {f(x) i (@) @)>0,
0 if (z,—%)f(x)<O.
Then g(z) = f(z) on the boundary of 7 and, if (8-2) holds,
127: l9'() [2< f/‘:' | f () |2

Since f(z) in d.h. on ¥V, it follows that g(x) = f(z) for all points of V and (8-1) holds for
all points of ¥;. This proves the second part of the lemma.
To prove the first part, we put

F(z) = f(x)—f(u, — ).
Then F(x) satisfies (8-2) and (8-1) for all = of V; hence
d,f(0) = F(uy) > 0.
TrEOREM 14. If f(x) is d.h. on Vg and if onVy

| f@)| <X,
then d,f(o) = O(M RHY).
Proof. Without loss of generality M = 1. Let fg(x) be the function d.h. on V3 which
has the boundary values 1 if z,>0,
Jr(®) = { 1 if
- <0,
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Clearly fr(x) satisfies (8-2) and (8-1) on all points of V. The function
z—%
B+}
is also d.h. on V3 and satisfies (8-2) and (8-1) there. In particular,
gr(x) 20 for =z =R,
gr(z) <0 for z,=—R+1,
gr(r)=0 for z,=R+1and =2, =—R.
Therefore we have on the boundary of 7',

9r(@) = fr(z) -

1
[= 2—m for Ty = O,

dign(z)] <0 for |z,| =R,
1
]: ~E3 for 0<|z,|<R.
Hence, by Theorem 12, d,gr(0) <O(R-1),

and, by Lemma 2, d,f(0)<d,fz(0) = ﬁ+dlgR(o) < O(R-Y),
In a similar way it is proved that
d,f(0)> O(E™)

and the theorem is established.
With the help of Theorem 14, Theorem 6 follows at once in the usual way.

Tae Rovar Forr
BristoL 8
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