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ON THE THEOREM OF IVASEV-MUSATOV. II

by T.W. KORNER

1. Introduction.

I shall assume an acquaintance with the notation and general
spirit of [1]. Our object is to prove the following two complementary
results.

THEOREM 1.1. — Suppose ¢(n) is a decreasing positive sequence
such that

(A)

ins

(lgp(n))2 diverges.
1
(B) There exists a K=1 such that on) < Ko(r) for all
n<r<2nandal n=1.
Then we can find a positive measure u # 0 with support E of

Lebesgue measure zero yet with

[a(m)l =0@@(nl) as |n| —> oo,

THEOREM 1.2. — We can find a decreasing positive convex se-
quence @(n) such that

oo

(A) Y (p(n)) diverges

n=1

but if u is a non zero measure with ()| = 0(p(Inl)) as
in| —> oo then the support of i is the whole circle T ..
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The proof of Theorem 1.1 uses the same ideas as the proof in
[1] and the extra complications are of a technical nature. On the
other hand the proof of Theorem 1.2 is easy and quite instructive.
We shall therefore begin with it.

2. The Counter Example.

There is no extra difficulty in proving the following slightly
stronger result.

THEOREM 1.2". = Let q : (0,00)—> R be an increasing strictly
positive function. Then we can find a decreasing positive convex
sequence p(n) such that

N
(A) Y qlo(n) diverges
n=1
but if S is a non zero distribution with |S(n)| = 0(p(Inl)) as
|n| —> oo then the support of S is the whole circle T .

This follows by simple manipulations ; once we have the follow-
ing lemma :

LEMMA 2.1. — Given N=1 and 6, n>0 we can find an
€(N,6,n) > 0 with the following property :

If S is adistributionon T and

N -~
@ Y I1Smi=q

n=—N
) 1S <e€ for |In|>N

then sup inf {|x — y| :y €Esupp S} <3§.
x€T

Proof. — (I should like to thank Yves Meyer for turning a long,
old fashioned proof into a modern short one.) Suppose the result is
false for some particular N2 1, 6,97 > 0. Choose closed intervals
J(1),J(@2),...,J(w) each of length less than &/4 such that

w
U J(k)=T. We know that for each m =2 1 we can find a distri-
k=1

bution S,, such that
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N -
Dn Y 18,mI>n

n=—N
(i), 1S,(m))<2™™ for |[n|>N

and sup inf{|x —y|:yE€suppS}>8 so that for some
x€T

1 < k(m) < w we have
(iii),, suppS,, N J(k(m)) = @ .

Now there must exist a 1 < k, < w such that k(m) takes the value
ko, infinitely often. We choose m(l1)<m(2)< ... such that
k(m(j)) = k, andso

(i), jy SUPP Sp(jy NIky) =P .

N - o
Set Ti =( _ZN lSm(i) (n)I) Sm(i) so that Ti is a distri-

bution with

N

W Y ITmi=1
n=—N

() 1T, <27 n=1 for [n| >N
(ii); ‘supp T; N J(ky) = @ .

By inspection there must be a weakly convergent subsequence

T;,) — T say, and we have then

N

@ Y 1Tmwi=1

n=—N
(i) T@) =0 for |n| >N
Gii) suppTNI(ky) = .

Conditions (i) and (ii) means that T is a non zero trigonometric
polynomial and can thus have only a finite number of zeros. This
contradicts condition (iii) and so the result is proved by reductio
ad absurdum. ]

Proof of Theorem 1.2'. — We first construct integers N(r) and
real numbers €(r) > 0 by the following inductive procedure.
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Set N(0) =0 and €(0) = 1. When N(s) and e(s) have been
constructed for all r=s>0 with e(r)<e(r — 1)<...<e(0),
proceed as follows. Choose N(r + 1) so that

(1), NC+1D-N@-1)qgR " 'er)=2
and,if r=1,

e(r—1)—€@) S e(r) ‘
N@#r) —N@r—1)" N+ 1)—N@)

(2),

By Lemma 2.1 we can now find an €(r) > e(r + 1) > 0 such that,
if S is a distribution with

N(r+1) .
(3), > ISm)| = 27"
n=—N(r+1)

4), I1Sm)|<e@+1) for |n|>N( + 1), then

(5), sup inf{|lx —y|:y€supp S}<27".

x€T
Set
Ne+1)—n __, n — N(r) .
‘p(n)=N(r+ 1)—N(r)‘2 e(r)+N(r+l)—N(r)‘2 er +1)

for N#)<n<N@r+1) and r=20. Using (2), and the fact
that efr) < e(r — 1) we see that ¢(n) is a convex decreasing positive
sequence. Moreover p(n) = 27""! e(r) for
N <n<(Nr+ 1)+ N2,
N(r+1)—1
so by (1), and the fact that g is increasing, we have 2 q(p(n)) =1

and thus #=N()

(A) Y q(p(n)) diverges.
n=1
Now suppose S is a non zero distribution with |S(n)l = 0(p(Inl)).
Then conditions (3), and (4), will be automatically satisfied for
large r. Thus (5), will be true for all large r and so supp S=T
(since supp S is closed).

Remark. — We have seen in Theorem 1.2’ that condition (B)
of Theorem 1.1 is not redundant. Could it be modified to provide a
necessary and sufficient condition ? It is possible, but I cannot imagine



ON THE THEOREM OF IVASEV-MUSATOV. II 127

what form such a condition would take. Note, for example, that our
method of proof can be modified to give the following refinement
of Theorem 1.1. (We shall not bother to prove it explicitly, but the
reader should find no difficulty in convincing himself of its truth.)

THEOREM 1.1'. — There exists a K(n) —> oo such that, if condi-
tion (B) of Theorem 1.1 is replaced by

(B) o)< Kmeor) forall 1<n<r<2n,

then the conclusion of that theorem still holds.

3. Preliminary Remarks.
There is no loss of generality in taking ¢ to be a decreasing
continuous positive function [1,9) — R such that
1) Z)ap(n)2 is divergent
2) e(x)< Ko@) forall 1<x<y<2x
3) Mpx)=>KyMe(y) forall x=>y>1
4) 129k forall x=>=1.

(The argument is not difficult, but details can be found in [1].)

All we need to obtain Theorem 1.1 is the following lemma.

LeEMMA 3.1. — Given €,n >0 we can find an f€ C(T) such
that

G) f)=0 forall t€T
(i) Isuppfl<n

1 _

(i) 5 fT fydet =1

Gv) 1f() | <ep(rl) forall r+#0

v) f isinfinitely differentiable.
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 from Lemma 3.1. — This follows Section 2
of [1]. The only difference is that in [1] we knew that

©), ne(m) —> o as n—> o,
and this may no longer be true. However, condition (B) automatically
implies

(C), nlo(n)—> o as n —> o
for some integer ¢ 2 1 and this is sufficient to carry the argument
through.

Specifically, we replace the statement “| g, (r)| < Ar=?” in the
second paragraph of the proof of Lemma 2.2 [1] by “| g, (r)| < A|r|9~'”
and this enables us to replace “sup (kyp(k))™ 1 by “sup (k9 w(k))” 1>

k=1

in the formulae which conclude that proof. The easy details are left
to the reader. o

In order to construct f we need, just as in [1] a function &
whose derivative is never close to any particular value for very long.
To simplify our later computations, we make A piecewise linear.

LmMA 3.2. — Given a>0, 100'>8>0 and v=1, we
can find a piecewise linear function h : [0,2n] —> R differentiable
except on a finite set B with 0,27 € B such that

(5) hb)=0 mod 27 forall bEB

6) WE)>h()=v foral 2r>x>y>0,x,y¢B

(7) Writing C = 10*(K + 1)* we have

I {y €10,27]\B : lu — h' ()| < (CBow)) '} < CBp(u)
forall u=v with p(u)=>u-"'.

(8) (Bo('(x)) = (W' (x))"*"'  forall x €[0,27]\B.

Proof — We construct a function s, (which will turn out to be,
essentially, 4) in a series of inductive steps. To be more precise, once
we have defined a, =0 and % on the interval [0,q,] we then
define an a,,,, = a,, and construct 4 on the interval [a,,.a,,,,] -
The details follow.

m
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Observe first that condition (2) implies the existence of an N(0)
such that, if » = N(0), then

(D) (Bp(2™)? = 2-n1+e/D)

implies that (Be(u))® = u~1*Y for all 2"*! >y > 2" and that
2" (Be(2™)) = 10%° | and also

@) (Bp@M)* <271

implies that (Bp(u))® < 27"+ forall 2"t >y > 2" .
Choose N(1) such that

an 28>y, N(1)=>N(0) and N(1)=> 100.
Set ag =a, = - =ayy) =0 and h,(0) = 0.

Now suppose a,,= 0 and 4, :[0,q,] — R have been cons-
tructed (so that, in particular, h(a,,) is defined) for some m = N(1).
If (Bp(2™)? < 27mUtal2y e et 4,4+, = a,, and complete the
inductive step at once.

If (Bp(2™)* =2"m(1*2/D e choose some integer N,

with
(II1) 1000 N,, = 2™ Bp(2™) = 100 N,,

and choose /,,, with
Iv) 107" Bp(2™) < 1,,, < Bp(2™)

in such a way that, writing

r—1 r—1
= + ¥
V) h, (am + ;1 1., + x) ho(am ,,521 lm,)
+ Q2™ +r/(Bp(2™))) x
for 0<x<1[l_ .,

mv

we have

(VD) kg (a, + Y lm,)EOmod21r forall 1 <r<N

t=1

m *

(Choices giving (III) and (VI) are possible since, by (I) and (ID),
Nm

2™ Bp(2™) > 10%°.) We now set a,,, =a, + Y. I, and begin
=1

again.
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Next we wish to show that a, —> o as m —> o« . To this
end define a function ¢, by the conditions ¢,(r) =0 if
(Bo(r))* < r~(+e/% and ¢, (r) = p(r) otherwise. Then

0<(p(r)® — (po (r))* < B2 p=(*e/)

so that i ((p(r))? —(spo(r))z) converges and so, using (1),

r=1

Y (g,(r)? diverges. But, if m = N(1) and (Bp(2m))? > 2-m(i+e/2)
r=1

then

Z

m

l

1
> (10007 2™ Bp(2™)) (107" Bp(2™))
=107 g2 2" (p(2™))’

m +1

An+1 — Gy mt

Q
Il
s

2
>K 21078 X (p(n)?

r=2M41

m+1
>K2107%6 Y (g’

r=2Mm 41

On the other hand, if m = N(1) and (Bp(2™))* <2 - m+e/2)
then, by (I') and (II), ¢,(r) =0 for 2" + 1 <r<2™*! and so

2m+l

Gpiy —a,=0=0=K2107%8> Y (py(r))* . It follows that

r= 2‘-';"4»1
m 2m
a,= Y  (a,—a,_,)=K?107%8 2 (po(r)? —> o as

t=N(1)+1 N(1

r=2N0) 4y

required.

As we said above, h, will be essentially our 4 but there is one
trivial technical modification that we make, simply to ensure that
h(2m) = 0 mod 2w . It is not central to the proof and the reader may
ignore it. Observe first that by suitable choices of the N, (subject
to condition (III)) we can ensure that for some m(0) = N(1) and
some r(0) we have 2 <r(0) < Nm(o) -2,

r(0)—1 r(0)
Aoy T+ Z lnoyr S 21 <a, + 3_ Lncoye -
t=1 t=1
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r(0)—2
We write h(y) = ho(y) for 0<y<a,qo+ 3 Il and

e
t=1

r(0)—2 r(0)—-2
h(am(o) + Y oy + x) =h (am(o) + % oyt x) +0(0)x
t=1 t=1
r(0)—2
for 0<x<2m— (am(o) + ) lm(o),) where v(0) is chosen so
t=1

that

(VID) 2m@FU% < 4 0) < 2™O*Y2 " h(27) = 0 mod 27 . (This
can be done because of (I) and (II)).

The proof of the lemma will be complete if we can show that A
has the properties claimed in the statement of the lemma. Clearly A
is piecewise linear differentiable except on a set B with 0,2r € B
such that A(b) =0 for all b € B. (The points b € B, apart from

2w, are precisely points of the form ga,, + Z L., so (5 follows
t=1
from (VI) and (VII).)

If y €[0,27]\B, then q,,,, >y >a, forsome m = N(l),
so that 2"*' = h'(y») = 2" =>v by (V) and (VII). Again, if
2r >x >y >0 and x, y ¢ B, theneither q,,,, > x>y >gq,, for
some m and (V) shows that 4’ (x) = h'(y) or

a,,.,>x>a, 24a,,, >y >a, forsome n>m

and h'(x)>?2" = 2™*! > p'(y). Property (6) is thus proved.

We observe also that if 27 >x >0, x¢ B, then a,,,, >x >a,,
where (Bp(2™)? = 2-m1*2/2) 454 so by (I) and the fact that
2" > p'(x) = 2™ we have (Bo(' ()2 = h(x) 't and pro-
perty (8) follows.

Finally we check (7). If 2™~ "/® <u < 2™*"/® we observe that
by (2) o) = Kp(2™ ') and ¢u) = K¢(2™). Thus looking at (V)
and (III), and at (VII), we see that y € B, |A'(y) — u| < (CBou))~ !
implies a,, #a,,,, and a,, <y <a,,,, , so that using (V), (III) and
(VII) again we have

[{y €10,27\B : |u — h'(y)| < (CBo(u))"'}|
S1{y€la,,a,, \B: lu—h'(y) < (CByw)) '}
S 3max {l,,: 1 <r<N(@n)}
= CBp(u) .
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(Note that to simplify the computations we have taken C much larg-
er than it need be.) Property (7) follows and the proof is complete.
o

Although the proof above is quite long, the reader should see

that the underlying idea is very simple and the details not very
important.

4. The Construction.

Let h be asin Lemma 3.2. Choose g € C(T) such that
(9) g isinfinitely differentiable

(10) g(t)=0 forall t €T

(11) suppg € [r —n/2, m + n/2]

12 — [ ewadr=1
) 2w 1 8 o

We set f = g o h and make the following claim.

LemMma 3.1'. — For a suitable choice of «>0, 107" >8>0’
and v =2 1, f satisfies the conclusions of Lemma 3.1.

We note at once that, writing B = {by,b,,...,b,} with
0=b,<b,<...<b,=2m, we have h linear on [b,_,, b,]
with A(,_))=h(b,)=0mod 27 [l <¢<u] so that conditions
(9), (10), (11) and (12) on g give immediately conditions (i), (ii),
(iii) and (v) on f .

Thus Lemma 3.1’ reduces to the following claim :

LemMma 3.1". — For a suitable choice of >0, 100" >8>0
and v = 1, f satisfies condition (iv) of Lemma 3.1, i.e.

Gv) 1f() I <ep(ri) forall r#0.

If we can prove this, then Theorem 1.1 will follow. The rest of the
paper will thus be devoted to estimating | f(r)| .

We note first that, since f is real values, we need only consider
the case » = 1. We choose some 1/10 > 8 > 0 andset X =[0,b,],
Y = [b,,2m] where 0 <k <u is chosen so that A'(x) <r'-® for
x €X\B and A'(x) >r'-% for x €Y.
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We write
i) =fx), fx)=0 for x € X
fix)=0 |, fLx)=f(x) forx€Y

sothat f=f, +f, and f(r) =f,(r) + £, ().

Because # is linear on [b,_,,b,] and A(b,_,)=h(b,)=0mod 27,
it is easy to see that

(13) sup |f§“”(x)|<(sup |h’<x)|)"’ sup | g™ (x)] .
xET xEX xET
Thus
LF1<r® sup | )]

xeT

<r v~ sup | g™ (x)|
xeT

=r % A(g, w)
where A(g,w) depends on g and w only. In particular, taking w

large enough (depending on & and M) we have |f,(r)| <

1
M1
where A, is some constant depending on M, & and €. Thus (by
(3)) we have

; A, p(r)

(14 i< ==

where A, dependson K, M, 6§ and g. But f, =0 if -t <y,
so, provided only that v is large enough (depending on K, M, &
and g), we have

(15) 1f,(nI< = o(r) forall r=>1.

€
2
The problem of estimating | f (r)| thus reduces to that of estimating

FAGIE

Before starting this, we remind ourselves of which quantities
are fixed and which are free.

(16) The function g and the number M, K (and consequently
C) will be taken as fixed once and for all.
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(17) The quantities §, 6§ > 0 may be chosen arbitrarily subject
to being sufficiently small.

The number a > 0 was taken arbitrarily, but we now make the
restriction

18) 1>a>0.

For the purposes of the main discussion the reader may take o = 1/2 .
Finally we recall that

(19) The quantity v may be taken arbitrarily large, subject
to the condition v 2 v,(8), where v,(6) dependson § .

How are we going to estimate | fz (r)| ? Observe that, since g

is infinitely differentiable, we have g(x) = 2 £2(q) exp igx with
q:—oo

oo

2 |g(q)] < oo. Thus by elementary theorems of analysis,

q=—o
oo

we have f(x) = Z g(q) exp igh (x), and (if r # 0),

q=—o

N ! 1
L= 3 2@ P j; exp (i(qu(x) — rx))dx and so
o

q#

20) 1HMI< Y 18@!¥@,n
0

q

*

(21 ( ’)—l;_l f (i(gh(x) — rx))
2 ¥(q, exp (i(gh(x x))dx | .

To estimate W(q,r) we shall use the following version of Van der
Corput’s Lemma :

LeMMA 4.1. — Let AX>0. If & : (a,b)—> R is continuous
and piecewise differentiable with

') <AH'(w) forall a<u<w<b
or

H'W=>A"(w) forall a<u<w<b

<
with ot ') , X "(w) defined, further | A" (u)|=x forall a<u<b
with'(u) defined, then

b T
‘[ exp ) dt| < =
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Proof. — As for Lemma 3.2(i) in [1]. o

The second form of Van der Corput’s Lemma (Lemma 3.2(ii)
[1]) has been absorbed into the estimates that follow.

5. The Estimates.

From condition (3) near the beginning of § 3 it is clear that if
6 is small enough depending on « or, more formally,

22) 0< 8 <dy(a) for some &,(x) depending on « then

(23) For any A= 1 the condition (o(#)* = A+ @tV for
some r'"® <t<4r implies that (p(s))> = As~ @2 for all
r'-® <s<4r.

Specialising, we draw two conclusions. Firstly

(24) Be®)> = @Y for some r'"® <t<4r implies
that p(s) = s ! forall r'=® <s<4r.

(25) Be1)* ="V for some r'=8 <r<4r implies
that (Bp(r))? = r-@t3/2

Let us make the further condition
22) 0<6<(l —w)/4

SO 34(1_8) .

We are now in a position to prove the following useful estimate.

LEMMA 5.1. — Writing \, = inf h'(x¥) we have
x€EY\B

(26) A5' < Bo(n).

Proof. — By the definition of Y we have, using condition (8)
of Lemma 3.2

Ao = inf {A' (%) : K'(¥) >r'~% |, x €[0,2]\B}

Il

inf {B'(x) : W' () > r'=% , (Bo(h' (D)) = (W' )",
x € [0.27]\ B}
>inf{u:u>r'-%, Bow)?=u*1
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No =inf {u:u=r'", (Bo@))® =u"*1}
= u,, say.
There are 2 cases to consider according as u, < r or ug >r.

If uy<r, then (25) shows us that (Bp(r))> =r ©@*3/2 and
so, using (2), we have

No = uy = ri=8 > (et 34yt -0)/at3)
> eI > (Bp(r)™!

which is the desired result.

On the other hand, if wuy=r, then by continuity
(Bewg))? =us® ' and so uy = (Bp(ue) /" > (Boue)) ™
(since 1 >Bpuy) >0 and 2>a+ 1>1). But ¢ is decreasing,
S0 Ao = ugy = (Bp(r))™! in this case also. o

Our estimation of the terms g(q) | ¥(q,r) will split into 4 cases.
(Recall that we are considering the case r = 1) .

Case(i) q<0

Case(ii) q=r",r'%>v
Case (iii) r®*>q=1,r'"8>0
Case(iv) 1<r'"®<uv.

Let us start with the first case.

LemMMA 5.2. — There exists a §,(€) such that if

(27) 0<B<B,(e)

we have

(28) ¥ 12@1¥(q,r)<ep)4.

a—
q<o

Proof — Set Y = [a,b], A (x) = qh(x) — rx . Then A satisfies
the conditions of Lemma 4.1 with A = — g\, + r. Thus

1

1
v = - < —
@.r) —qhgtr A,

<

1 b
; ‘/a‘ exp(ixA"(x))dx
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and, by Lemma 5.1, ¥(q,r) < Bo(r) . It follows that

Y o 1g@1¥(@.n< Y 12@)]|Be(r)
q<0 q<o0

<s( 3 12@)) o)
-

and the result follows on taking B =€/4 Y [8(q)|. o

q=—o°

We move on to the second case.

LemMMA 5.3. — There existsa v, (e,8) such-that if
29) v <wv,(e,8)

we have

(30) Y 12(@1¥(q.r)<epr)8 forall r'-t>=v.

q=>r

Proof — Pick an integer P = '+ 1M+ 1)+ 10. Since
g is infinitely differentiable, we have

18(@)i < By(g,P) g™ "
where B,(g,P) depends on g and P only. Thus, since ¥(q,r) <1
(trivially) we have

2 1&8@1¥(@qr<BygP) Y q°F

5 e
q=r q=2r

< B,(g,P)r-* =D
< B, (g,P) rM*!

<BEP

where B,;(g,P) depends on g and P only [j=1,2,3]. Thus
setting v, (e,6) = €/(8 B;(g,P)) we have the desired result. u]

The third case is the central estimate.

LeMMA 5.4. — There exists a B,(€) such that if

31) 0<B<B,(e)
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we have

(32) Y 18@) 1 ¥(q.r) <ep()/16 forall r=>v.

r$>q21
Proof. — We distinguish 2 possibilities according as
Be())? < @Y forall r'-8 < ¢ < 4r ornot.

Caseliii a) : Suppose (Bp())* <t @tV  for all rl-8 <t<d4r.
Then, using the notation and some of the arguments of Lemma 5.1, we

have A, = in{ h'(x)=>4r. Thus, writing Y =[a,b] and
x€EY\B
H(x) = qh(x) — rx, we see that A satisfies the conditions of Lemma

4.1 with A =g\, —r =N\, — r = ),/2 . Hence

1 1
< — < —
2 N,

1 b
Y(gq,r) = lﬂ /; exp (i (x))dx

and, using Lemma 5.1, ¥(q,r) < By(r) . It follows that
Y@ Y@ N<B Y 1E@] @),
>q>1 q=—=
Condition (32) will thus be verified if B, (e) < e/(16 2 18l )

q=—o°

Casel(iii b) : Suppose (Bp(£))? =Y for some r!=% <r<4r.
Then, by condition (24), ¢(s) = s~ ! for all r'~% <s<4r. Condi-
tion (7) of Lemma 3.2 now given

(33) 1{y €[0,27\B : |u — h'(»)| < (CBew))™'}| < CByp(x)
forall r'-® <u<4r,

and so, in particular,

(33) i{¥E€EY\B:|u—-h (@) <(CBpu) "t <CBpu) for
all -8 <u<4r.

Since A’ is increasing on Y\B, we can find intervals Y(1),
Y (2), (Y(3) (some, possibly, empty) such-that Y(1)UUR2)VUYB3)=Y

and

h(y)— -3 < — (CBp(r/q))™" forall y € Y(1)\B

|h'<'y)-—§'< (CBo(r/g))" forall y € Y(2\B
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B () — ;’ > (CBo(r/q))~" forall y € Y(3\B.

Set X (x) = qgh(x) — r. Then A satisfies the conditions of Lemma
4.10n Y(1) and Y(3)

with
A'(x) < —q(CPo(r/g))™" for x € Y(I)\B
A'(x)=>  q(CBo(r/g)™" for x € Y3)\B
so that
! CBy(r/q)
R . B < CBelg)
o fvm exp(i(gh(x) — rx)) dxl ¥
1 . CBo(r/q)
' By ‘/;(3) exp(i(gh(x) — rx)) dx} < ————2q

Further (provided that » = q¢>1 andso r=>r/q > r'=%) we have
from (33) that | Y(2)| < CBy(r/q) and so

< CBy(r/q) .

1 )
2—1; j;(z) exp(i(gh(x) — rx))dx

Summing we obtain

1
Y (r,q) = |; j; exp(i(gh(x) — rx))dx

< Cotrla) | Cﬁ";(’/q) + CBy(r/q)

2q
< 2CBy(r/q),

and so, using condition (3) stated near the beginning of section § 3,
we have

V(r,q) <2CKBqMp(r) .

But, as we have noted before, g is infinitely differentiable and so

18(g), < By(g,M +2)qg~™*+2) where B,(g,M + 2) depends on g
and M only. Thus

Y 18@i¥@nr<2CKpo(r) Y g2
r's>q>l r8>q>l

< 16 CKBo(r)
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and condition (32) will be verified if f,(e) < €/(16 CK) . The lemma
is thus proved. u]

The fourth and final case is dealt with by a lemma whose proof
is even more trivial than it looks.

LEMMA 5.5. — There exists a [B;(e,v) depending on € and v
such that if

(34) 0 <B<By(e,v)

we have

oo

(35) 2 1@ ¥(q,r) <ep(r)16 forall 1 <r'=% <v.

q=1

Proof. — Using the notation and the simplest ideas of Lemma 5.1,
we see that Ay —> oo as § —> 0. Thus, writing X (x) = ph(x) — rx ,

we have, for any fixed p, that inf X'(X) =p\, —r — o as
xE€Y\B

B —> 0 and so, applying Lemma 5.1 we have

Y(p,r)—™ 0 a f— 0 foreach p.

But 0<V¥(q,r)<1 for all g, and 2, 1(q)l <o, so
q=1

Y 1g(q@) ¥(g,r)— 0 as B—> 0 for each fixed r. In parti-

dd

q=1

cular, since there are only a finite number of integers r with
1 <r'-% <wv, wehave

sup Y ig(q)| ¥(q,r) — 0 as f —> 0 which is the desired

i

1<rl-8<y @51

result. o
Combining Lemmas 5.2, 5.3, 5.4 and 5.5 we see that for v large

enough (depending on €) and B small enough (depending on v and

€), we have (by (20))

LM< Y 18@1¥(q,r <epr)2.
q#0

Thus using (15) and (19) we see that for suitable choice of a (in
factany 1 > a > 0), v and 8 we have
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FOI<Ifi+ 1,0 <ep(r) forall r>1
and so (since f isreal)
[f() | <ep(rl) forall r+#1.

Thus Lemma 3.1"” is proved and Theorem 1.1 follows. We have
achieved the object of this paper.

6. A remark.

The only place where we needed the fact that ¢ is decreasing is
in the last paragraph of the proof of Lemma 5.1. However, Lemma 5.1
is essential for our estimates (for example in Lemma 5.2).

Thus, unless we change the proof quite a lot, we can only replace
the hypothesis ¢ decreasing by a hypothesis which implies, for some
suitable 1 > a >0,

(36) If r=v and (Be()>* <r*-!' then, if u>r and
(BoW))? = w1 | it follows that u = (Bp ()~ " .

If we take v large enough and « small enough, (36) is implied
by

(B)' "Thereexistsa K = 1 such that
2712 o(1) < p(x) < Kp(p) forall x <y <2x andall x=>1.

We have thus the following strengthening of Theorem 1.1.

TueorREM 1.1". — Suppose ¢(n) is a positive sequence such that

(A) i (c,o(n))2 diverges

n=1

(B)' There existsa K= 1 such that K 'o(n) < o(r) </2¢(n)
whenever n <r < 2n.

Then we can find a positive measure u * 0 with support E of
Lebesgue measure zero yet with

[a(n)| =0@(Unl)) as |n|—> oo,
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I do not know whether condition (B)' can be replaced by

(B)" "There existsa K = 1 such that

K 'on) <o) <Kyp(n) whenever n<r<2n.
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