arXiv:1503.06655v1 [math.NT] 23 Mar 2015

LOW-DISCREPANCY SEQUENCES FOR PIECEWISE SMOOTH FUNCTIONS ON THE TWO-DIMENSIONAL TORUS

LUCA BRANDOLINI, LEONARDO COLZANI, GIACOMO GIGANTE, AND GIANCARLO TRAVAGLINI

ABSTRACT. We produce explicit low-discrepancy infinite sequences which can be used to approximate the integral of a smooth periodic function restricted to a convex domain with positive curvature in R^2. The proof depends on simultaneous diophantine approximation and a general version of the Erdős-Turán inequality.

Keywords: Koksma-Hlawka inequality, piecewise smooth functions, discrepancy, diophantine approximation, Erdős-Turán inequality.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let f be a suitable function on the d-dimensional torus T^d = R^d /Z^d, and let {t ( j)}^N_{j=1} be a distribution of points on T^d. The quality of the approximation of ∫ T^d f (t)dt by the

Riemann sum N^{−1} ∑^N_{j=1} f (t ( j)) is a basic problem with applications in 2D or 3D computer graphics, and also with applications when d is large (and the curse of dimensionality appears). See e.g. [9]. Any bound of the form | | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{f (t ( j)) −} ∫ T^d

f (t)dt | | | | | ≤ D ( {t ( j)}^N_{j=1} ) V ( f )

can be termed a Koksma-Hlawka type inequality, provided the RHS is a variation V ( f ) of the function f times a discrepancy D ( {t ( j)}^N_{j=1} ) of the finite set {t ( j)}^N_{j=1} with respect

to a reasonably simple family of subsets of T^d.

The case d = 1 is the amazingly simple Koksma inequality, where T is replaced by the unit interval, V ( f ) is the usual total variation and D ( {t ( j)}^N_{j=1} ) is the *-discrepancy sup 0<α≤1 | | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^χ[0,α)^{(t ( j)) − α} | | | | | , that is the discrepancy measured on the family of all intervals anchored at the origin.

See [3], [9], [14], [15], [21], [22], [28] as general references.

The term Koksma-Hlawka inequality properly refers to E. Hlawka’s generalization of Koksma inequality to several variables, where f is required to have bounded variation in the sense of Hardy and Krause. In one variable, many familiar bounded functions have bounded variation, but, in several variables, the Hardy-Krause condition cannot be applied to most functions with simple discontinuities. For example: the characteristic function of a polyhedron has bounded Hardy-Krause variation if and only if the polyhedron is a d-dimensional interval.

We recall some of the variants of the Koksma-Hlawka inequality which have appeared in the literature so far. F. Hickernell [20] has proposed Koksma-Hlawka type inequalities

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. 41A55; 11K38. 1

for reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces. J. Dick [13] has used fractional calculus to prove a Koksma-Hlawka type inequality for functions with relaxed smoothness assumptions. G. Harman [19] has considered a geometric approach and measured the variation by counting the convex sets needed to describe super-level sets of the function f . In [6] the authors of the present paper proposed a Koksma-Hlawka type inequality especially tailored for simplices, while in [7] they have introduced a Koksma-Hlawka type inequality for piecewise smooth functions. Analogues of the above problem in more general settings can be found e.g. in [4] and [5].

K. Basu and A. Owen [1] have recently produced low-discrepancy sequences for a triangle, where the discrepancy is the one considered in [6]. In this paper we propose a sequence of points which gives low discrepancy in the sense of the Koksma-Hlawka type inequality in [7]. We first recall a particular two-dimensional case of the statement therein.

Theorem 1 ([7]). Let h(t) = f (t) χ_Ω (t), where f is a smooth Z^2-periodic function on R^2 and χ_Ω is the characteristic function of a bounded Borel set in R^2 . Let

V ( f ) := 4‖ f ‖_{L1}(_{T2}) + 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂ f ∂t_1 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1} (T^2) + 2 ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂ f ∂t_2 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1} (T^2) + ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂^2 f ∂t_1∂t_2 ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1} (T^2) . Let {t( j)}^N_{j=1} ⊂ R^2 , for any s ∈ (0,1)^2 and for any x ∈ R^2 let

I (s,x) = ∪_{m∈Z}2 ([0,s_1] × [0,s_2] + x + m),

and let

(1) D ( {t( j)}^N_{j=1} ) := sup

s∈(0,1)^2, x∈R^2 | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Z2}^χI(s,x)∩Ω^{(t ( j) + m) − |I (s,x) ∩ Ω|} | | | | . Then | | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Z2}^{h(t ( j) + m) −} ∫ R^2

h(t) dt | | | | | ≤ V ( f ) D ( {t( j)}^N_{j=1} ) . Observe that if a set K ∈ R^2 does not intersect any of its integer translates, then it can be thought of as a subset of T^2, and in that case the expression 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Z2}^χK^{(t ( j) + m) − |K|}

compares the measure of K with the share of points in K of the collection obtained by projecting {t( j)}^N_{j=1} onto T^2. It follows that the above theorem includes, but is slightly more general than the analogous theorem where not only the function f but also the set Ω and the point collection {t( j)} are in T^2, and the quantity D({t( j)}^N_{j=1}) is just the discrepancy with respect to the intersection of Ω with all the rectangles in T^2.

We are therefore interested in choices of the set {t ( j)}^N_{j=1} which give satisfactory upper bounds for the discrepancy (1).

An interesting result in this direction is due to J. Beck [2]: for every positive integer N there is a collection of N points in the unit square with isotropic discrepancy (that is, the discrepancy with respect to all convex sets) bounded by cN^{−2/3} log^4 N. Since the discrepancy (1) is smaller than the isotropic discrepancy, Beck’s result gives a sequence that can be used in the Koksma-Hlawka type inequality in Theorem 1 when Ω is convex. On the other hand, Beck’s construction is somewhat intricate, and is obtained partly by random and partly by deterministic methods.

A more explicit extensible construction comes from a result of H. Niederreiter (see [23] or [21, page 129 and page 132, Exercise 3.17]): if 1, α, β are algebraic linearly independent on Q, then the discrepancy of {( jα, jβ )}^N_{j=1} with respect to all axis parallel rectangles contained in the unit square is bounded by cN^{−1+ε} . This immediately implies that the isotropic discrepancy of this sequence is bounded by cN^{−1/2+ε} (see [21, Theorem 1.6, page 95]), an estimate that is far from Beck’s result.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 2. Assume that α,β are real algebraic numbers and that 1,α,β is a basis of a number field on Q of degree 3. For all integers j ≥ 0, let t ( j) = ( jα, jβ ). Let Ω be a convex domain contained in R^2 with C^2 boundary having strictly positive curvature. Then the discrepancy defined in (1) satisfies

(2) D ( {t( j)}^N_{j=1} ) ≤ c N^{−2/3} logN.

The above constant c depends on the minimum and the maximum of the curvature of ∂ Ω, on its length, and on the numbers α, β .

For example, one can take α = ξ ,β = ξ^2, where ξ is a real root of a third degree irreducible polynomial in Z.

In other words, Theorem 2 says that a regularity assumption on the convex set Ω suffices for the sequence in Niederreiter’s result to improve Beck’s estimate N^{−2/3} log^4 N. This can be obtained by estimating directly the discrepancy D({t( j)}^N_{j=1}), and avoiding the isotropic discrepancy. The main tool that will allow us to do it is a version of the Erdős-Turán inequality essentially contained in [11].

2. PROOFS AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

Let us begin by recalling the above mentioned general form of the Erdős-Turán inequality.

Theorem 3. There exists a positive function ψ (u) on [0,+∞) with rapid decay at infinity such that for every collection of points {t( j)}^N_{j=1} ⊂ R^d , for every bounded Borel set D ⊆ R^d , and for every R > 0, | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Z2}^χD^{(t ( j) + m) − |D|} | | | | ≤ | | ^HR (0) | | + ∑_{n∈Z2,0<|n|<R}^{(|^χ}D^{(n)| + |}^{^H}R^{(n)|}^) | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{e2πin·t( j)} | | | | . Here H_R (x) = ψ(Rdist(x,∂ D)), where dist is the Euclidean distance in R^d .

Proof. Take a smooth radial function m(ξ ) supported in |ξ | < 1/2 and with ∫ R^d m

2 (ξ )dξ = 1, and define

K (x) = ∫ R^d ( 1 + |ξ |^2

)_{−(d+1)/2} (m ∗ m)(ξ )e^{2πiξ ·x}dξ ,

ψ (u) = e^{2π} (∫ |y|≤1 K (y)dy )_{−1} ∫ {|y|≥u} K (y) dy

Since ^K(ξ ) = 0 if |ξ | ≥ 1, it follows from the Paley-Wiener theorem that K(x) is an entire function of exponential type smaller than 1, positive with mean 1, all its derivatives have rapid decay at infinity, and | | | ^K (ξ ) | | | ≤ 1 for every ξ ∈ R^d . If we set KR (x) = R^dK (Rx), then the functions

A(x) = ∫ R^d

K_R (y)(χ_D (x − y) − H_R (x − y))dy

B(x) = ∫ R^d

K_R (y)(χ_D (x − y) + H_R (x − y))dy,

are entire of exponential type smaller than R and

A(x) ≤ χ_D (x) ≤ B(x) , |B(x) − A(x)| ≤ 4ψ (Rdist(x,∂ D)/2)

(see [11] for the details). Periodization gives

∑_{m∈Zd}^{A(x + m) ≤} ∑_{m∈Zd}^χD^{(x + m) ≤} ∑_{m∈Zd}^{B(x + m),}

and, by the Poisson summation formula,

∑_{m∈Zd}^{A(x + m) =} ∑_{n∈Zd}^{^K (R−1n)(^χ}D^{(n) − ^H}R^{(n))e2πin·x,}

∑_{m∈Zd}^{B(x + m) =} ∑_{n∈Zd}^{^K (R−1n)(^χ}D^{(n) + ^H}R^{(n))e2πin·x}

are trigonometric polynomials of degree at most R. It now follows that 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Zd}^χD^{(t ( j) + m) − |D|} ≤ 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Zd}^{B(t ( j) + m) − |D|} = 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{n∈Zd}^{^K (R−1n)(^χ}D^{(n) + ^H}R^{(n))e2πin·t( j) − |D|}

= ^H_R (0) + ∑ n∈Z^d,0<|n|<R ^K (R^{−1}n) ( ^χ_D (n) + ^H_R (n) ) 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{e2πin·t( j)} ≤ | | | ^HR (0) | | | + ∑_{n∈Zd,0<|n|<R}^{(|^χ}D^{(n)| + |}^{^H}R^{(n)|}^) | | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{e2πin·t( j)} | | | | | . Similar estimates from below can be proved, if one uses A(x) instead of B(x) . □

A second tool in the proof is the estimate of the Fourier transform of arcs of curves in R^2 . The next two lemmas are well known (see e.g. [27, Chapter 8]). We recall the proof of the first one both to help the unfamiliar reader, and to emphasize its two-dimensional nature.

In what follows, for any arc γ we will denote with ^γ(ξ ) the Fourier transform of its arclength measure.

Lemma 4. Let Ω be a convex set in R^2 with a C^2 boundary with non-vanishing curvature. Let γ be an arc of ∂ Ω and κ_{min} > 0 be the minimum of the curvature of γ. Then for |ξ | ≥ 1, the Fourier transform is bounded by |^γ (ξ )| ≤ min ( ℓ,c 1 + κ^{−1/2}_{min} |ξ |^{1/2} ) . Here ℓ is the length of the arc and c is a universal constant.

Proof. Let r (τ) be the parametrization of γ with respect to arclength, so that ^γ (ξ ) = ∫ ℓ 0 e^{−2πir(τ)·ξ} dτ. For any ξ we have the trivial estimate | | | ∫ ℓ 0 e^{−2πir(τ)·ξ} dτ | | | ≤ ℓ. Assume ξ ≠ 0 and let ξ = ρη where |η| = 1 and ρ > 0. First consider the (at most) three intervals I_1, I_2 and I_3 where |r^′ (τ) · η| > 2^{−1/2}. By Van der Corput’s lemma, since |r^′ (τ) · η| > 2^{−1/2} and the expression r^{′′} (τ) · η = −κ (τ)ν (τ) · η changes sign at most once (here ν (τ) and κ(τ) are respectively the outer normal and the curvature of γ at a point r (τ)), then | | | ∫ I_i e^{−2πiρr(τ)·η} dτ | | | ≤ c_1 ρ (i = 1,2,3). The constant c_1 is universal. If |r^′ (τ) · η| ≤ 2^{−1/2} we have |ν (τ) · η| ≥ 2^{−1/2} so that | |r^{′′} (τ) · η | | = κ (τ) |ν (τ) · η| > κ_{min}2^{−1/2}. Thus, by Van der Corput’s lemma, for the at most three intervals J_1, J_2 and J_3 where |r^′ (τ) · η| ≤ 2^{−1/2}, we have | | | ∫ J_j e^{−2πiρr(τ)·η} dτ | | | ≤ c^2 (κ_{min}ρ)^{1/2} ( j = 1,2,3). Again, c_2 is a universal constant. Finally, | | | | ∫ ℓ 0 e^{−2πiρr(τ)·η} dτ | | | | ≤ min ( ℓ, 3c_1 ρ + 3c_2 (κ_{min}ρ)^{1/2} ) . When ρ ≥ 1, this gives | | | ∫ ℓ 0 e^{−2πiρr(τ)·η} dτ | | | ≤ min ( ℓ,c 1 + κ^{−1/2}_{min} ρ^{1/2} ) . □ Lemma 5. The Fourier transform of the arclength measure on the segment γ joining two points x and y in R^2 is ^γ (ξ ) = |x − y| sin(π (x − y) · ξ ) π (x − y) · ξ e^{−2πi (x+y)2 ·ξ} .

In particular, calling ℓ = |x − y| and θ =^{x−y}_{|x−y|} , we have |^γ (ξ )| ≤ min ( ℓ, 1 π |ξ · θ | ) .

Proof. This is just an explicit calculation. □

Before we proceed with the proof of Theorem 2, we need a few results on convex sets in R^d . Let us begin with some terminology.

Definition 6. Let K be a non-empty compact convex subset (a “convex body”) of R^d . The signed distance function δ_K is defined by

δ_K(x) = { dist(x, ∂ K) if x ∈ K −dist(x, ∂ K) if x /∈ K.

For any real number u, define

K^u = { x ∈ R^d : δ_K(x) ≥ u } and K_u = { x ∈ R^d : δ_K (x) = u }

The signed distance function is Lipschitz continuous with constant 1, and |∇δ_K | = 1 almost everywhere (see [17, Section 14.6]).

Definition 7. Let B be the closed unit ball centered at the origin. If K is a convex body in R^d , then the outer parallel body of K at distance r is defined as the Minkowski sum of K and rB, K + rB = {x + y : x ∈ K, |y| ≤ r}, while the inner parallel body of K at distance r is defined as the Minkowski difference of K and rB, K ÷ rB = {x : x + rB ⊂ K},

Lemma 8. Let K be a convex body in R^d .

(i) For any real number u, the set K^u is the outer or the inner parallel body of K at distance |u|, according to whether u is negative or positive, that is K^u = K + |u|B, if u ≤ 0, K^u = K ÷ uB, if u > 0.

(ii) For any real number u, the set K^u is convex (possibly empty). (iii) If M is a convex body too, then for every u ≥ 0, (M ∩ K)_u = (M_u ∩ K^u) ∪ (M^u ∩ K_u).

Proof. Point (i) follows easily from the definitions, while the proof of (ii) can be found in [26, Chapter 3]. As for point (iii), we sketch a proof, highlighting the main steps. First observe that ∂ (K^u) = K_u and that (M ∩K)^u = M^u ∩K^u when u ≥ 0. The thesis now follows after the observation that for any two compact sets A and B one has ∂ (A ∩ B) = (∂ A ∩ B) ∪ (A ∩ ∂ B). □ Lemma 9. Let K be a convex body in R^d with C^2 boundary and let κ_{max} be the maximum of all the principal curvatures of ∂ K. Finally, let Γ = Γ(K,κ_{max}) = {x : −(2κ_{max})^{−1} < δ_K (x) < (2κ_{max})^{−1}}.

Then δ_K ∈ C^2(Γ). Furthermore, the level set K_u is C^2 whenever |u| < (2κ_{max})^{−1} and its principal curvatures at a point x are given by

κ_j(x) = κ_j(y) 1 − uκ_j(y) , j = 1,...,d − 1, where y is the unique point of ∂ K such that dist(x,y) = |u| and κ_j(y) are the principal curvatures of ∂ K at y.

Proof. This is essentially a reformulation of Lemmas 14.16 and 14.17 in [17] for the case of convex bodies. □

Let us now move back to the two-dimensional case. In the next two lemmas we estimate the Fourier transforms of the functions χ_D and H_R in Theorem 3, for the specific type of sets D that one needs in the proof of Theorem 2.

Lemma 10. Let Ω be a convex body in R^2 with C^2 boundary with non-vanishing curvature and let κ_{min} and κ_{max} be the minimum and the maximum of the curvature of ∂ Ω. Let I be a rectangle contained in a unit square with sides parallel to the axes, and call K = Ω ∩ I. Then there exists a constant c depending only on κ_{min} such that for all R ≥ 4κ^2_{max} and for every n = (n_1,n_2) ∈ Z^2 with 0 < |n| < R,

| ^H_R(n)| ≤ c 1 |n|^{3/2} + c 1 1 + |n_1| 1 1 + |n_2| . Here, H_R(x) is the function defined in Theorem 3 by H_R(x) = ψ(R|δ_K(x)|). Finally, there is a universal constant c > 0 such that for all R ≥ 1,

| ^H_R(0)| ≤ c R . Proof. By the coarea formula (see [16, Theorem 2, page 117]), since |∇δ_K (x)| = 1 almost everywhere,

^H_R(n) = ∫ R^2

ψ (R|δ_K(x)|) e^{−2πix·n}dx = ∫ ∞ −∞ ψ (|Ru|) ∫ K_u

e^{−2πix·n}dxdu.

where K_u = {x : δ_K (x) = u} as in the above Definition 6, and the integration on the level set K_u is with respect to the Hausdorff measure. Thus | | ^H_R (n) | | ≤ ∫ |u|<R^{−1/2} ψ (R|u|)du sup |u|<R^{−1/2} | | | ∫ K_u

e^{−2πix·n}dx | | |

+ ∫ |u|≥R^{−1/2} ψ (R|u|)|K_u|du ≤ c_1 R sup |u|<R^{−1/2} | | | | ∫ K_u

e^{−2πix·n}dx | | | | + c_2 R^{10} . The constant c_1 is just the integral of 2ψ on [0,+∞), while c_2 depends on the rapid decay of ψ and the slow growth of |K_u| (recall that K^u is convex and contained in a square of side 1 + 2|u|, and therefore the Hausdorff measure of K_u is smaller than 4(1 + 2|u|)). In particular, c_1 and c_2 are universal constants and we immediately have that for any R ≥ 1 | | | ^HR(0) | | | ≤ c R , where c is a universal constant.

K K_u

FIGURE 1. A convex body K = Ω∩I and the relative set K_u, with u < 0. Ω has smooth boundary with non vanishing curvature and I is a rectangle.

Now assume n ≠ 0, R^{−1/2} ≤ 1/(2κ_{max}) and 0 ≤ u ≤ R^{−1/2}. Then, by the above Lemma 8 and Lemma 9, K_u consists of at most four smooth convex curves with curvature bounded below by κ_{min}, and at most four segments of length at most 1 parallel to the axes. By Lemma 4 and Lemma 5 this gives sup 0≤u≤R^{−1/2} | | | ∫ K_u

e^{−2πix·n}dx | | | ≤ c 1 |n|^{1/2} + c 2 ∑_{i=1}^1_{1 + |ni|}^,

where the constant c depends only on the curvature κ_{min}. On the other hand, if R^{−1/2} ≤ 1/(2κ_{max}) and if −R^{−1/2} ≤ u < 0, then K_u is composed by at most four smooth convex curves with curvature greater than or equal to 2κ_{min}/3, at most four segments parallel to the axes and of length at most 1, and at most eight arcs of circles of radius |u|. In order to better understand this, observe (see Figure 1) that one can divide the complement of K into at most sixteen regions by taking the two normals to ∂ K at each “vertex” of K (there are at most eight “vertices”). The part of K_u that intersects a region attached to a straight line is a parallel straight line of length at most 1. The part of K_u that intersects a region attached to a curve coming from ∂ Ω is a part of Ω_u. Finally, the part of K_u that intersects a region attached to a vertex of K is an arc of circle of radius |u|.

It follows that sup −R^{−1/2}≤u<0 | | | | ∫ K_u

e^{−2πix·n}dx | | | | ≤ c 1 |n|^{1/2} + c 2 ∑_{i=1}^1_{1 + |ni|}^{+ c |u|1/2}_{|n|1/2} ≤ c 1 |n|^{1/2} + c 2 ∑_{i=1}^1_{1 + |ni|}^,

where the constant c depends only on the minimal curvature κ_{min}. Therefore, when 0 < |n| < R we have | | | ^HR (n) | | | ≤ c 1 R 1 |n|^{1/2} + c 2 ∑_{i=1}^1_R^1_{1 + |ni|}^{+ c 1}_{R10} ≤ c 1 |n|^{3/2} + c 1 1 + |n_1| 1 1 + |n_2| . □ Lemma 11. Let Ω be a convex body in R^2 with C^2 boundary with non-vanishing curvature and let κ_{min} be the minimum of the curvature of ∂ Ω. Let I be a rectangle contained in a unit square with sides parallel to the axes, and call K = Ω ∩ I. Then there exists a constant c depending only on κ_{min} such that for every n = (n_1,n_2) ∈ Z^2 \ {(0,0)}

|^χ_K(n)| ≤ c 1 |n|^{3/2} + c 1 1 + |n_1| 1 1 + |n_2| . Proof. An application of the divergence theorem gives

|^χ_K(n)| = | | | ∫ K e^{−2πin·x}dx | | | = | | | | ∫ ∂ K ν(x) · n 2πi|n|^2 e^{−2πin·x} dx | | | | = 1 2π |n| | | | ∫ ∂ K ν(x) · n |n| e^{−2πin·x} dx | | |. Here ν(x) is the outer normal to ∂ K at the point x. This oscillatory integral can be estimated by means of standard techniques. We include the details for the sake of completeness. The boundary of K = Ω ∩ I is composed by at most four smooth convex curves with curvature bounded below by κ_{min}, coming from ∂ Ω, and at most four segments of length at most 1 parallel to the axes, coming from ∂ I. We therefore split the above integral into a sum of integrals over the components of ∂ K described above. When integrating over a segment, the quantity ν(x) · n/|n| remains constant and an immediate application of Lemma 5 gives the estimate c 1 1 + |n_1| 1 1 + |n_2| , with c a universal constant. Let us now estimate the integral over an arc of ∂ Ω, call it γ. If r(τ) is a parametrization of γ with respect to arclength, integration by parts gives | | | ∫ γ ν(x) · n |n| e^{−2πin·x} dx | | | = | | | ∫ ℓ 0 ν(r(τ)) · n |n| e^{−2πin·r(τ)}dτ | | | = | | | |ν(r(ℓ)) · n |n| ∫ ℓ 0 e^{−2πin·r(u)}du − ∫ ℓ 0 d dτ (ν(r(τ))) · n |n| ∫ τ 0 e^{−2πin·r(u)}dudτ | | | | ≤ | | | ∫ ℓ 0 e^{−2πin·r(u)}du | | | + ∫ ℓ 0 κ(τ)dτ sup_{0≤τ≤ℓ} | | | ∫ τ 0 e^{−2πin·r(u)}du | | | ≤ | | | ∫ ℓ 0 e^{−2πin·r(u)}du | | | + 2π sup_{0≤τ≤ℓ} | | | ∫ τ 0 e^{−2πin·r(u)}du | | | ≤ c |n|^{1/2} . Here κ(τ) is the curvature of γ at the point r(τ) and ∫ ℓ 0 κ(τ)dτ is the total curvature of γ. Since γ is an arc of ∂ Ω, the total curvature of γ is smaller than the total curvature of ∂ Ω, that is 2π. The last inequality is just an immediate application of Lemma 4, where the constant c above depends only on the minimal curvature κ_{min} of ∂ Ω.

□ We are now ready to proceed with the proof of the main result of the paper.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let κ_{min} and κ_{max} be the minimum and the maximum of the curvature of ∂ Ω. If we call m_1,... ,m_q the lattice points for which the sets

([0,s_1] × [0,s_2] + x + m_i) ∩ Ω

are nonempty, and let K_i = ([0,s_1] × [0,s_2] + x + m_i) ∩ Ω, then of course ∪_{m∈Z}2 (([0,s_1] × [0,s_2] + x + m)∩ Ω) = ∪^q_{i=1}K_i.

The number q is bounded by the maximum number of unit squares with integer vertices that intersect any given translate of Ω in R^2 . This number is of course bounded by (diam(Ω) + 2)^2 . We recall that we need a uniform estimate with respect to s and x.

1 2 1 2 0 Ω K_1 K_2 K_3

K_4

FIGURE 2. The intersection of a convex set Ω with smooth boundary having non-vanishing curvature with the integer translates of a fixed rectangle.

The sets K_i are as in Figure 2; at most four sides are parallel to the coordinate axes, while the curved parts come from ∂ Ω. The discrepancy | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Z2}^χI(s,x)∩Ω^{(t ( j) + m) − |I (s,x) ∩ Ω|} | | | | is clearly bounded by the sum of the discrepancies of the sets K_i, q ∑_{i=1} | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1} ∑_{m∈Z2}^χKi^{(t ( j) + m) − |K}i^| | | | | , and we shall therefore study the discrepancy of a single piece K_i. Let us call K one such set.

By the general form of the Erdős-Turán inequality in Theorem 3, the discrepancy of a single piece K is bounded by the quantity (3) | | | ^HR(0) | | | + ∑_{n∈Z2,0<|n|<R}^{(|^χ}K^{(n)| + |}^{^H}R^{(n)|}^) | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{e2πin·t( j)} | | | | . We recall that R > 0 is a number that we can choose at our convenience, H_R(x) = ψ(R|δ_K(x)|) and ψ(u) is a properly chosen function on [0,+∞) with rapid decay at infinity.

The estimates of ^χ_K(n) and ^H_R(n) are contained in the above Lemmas 10 and 11, while the estimate of the exponential sums follows a standard argument, | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{e2πin·( jα, jβ )} | | | | = | | | | 1 N N ∑_{j=1}^{e2πi jn·(α,β )} | | | | = | | | | 1 N sin(πNn · (α,β )) sin(πn · (α,β )) | | | | ≤ 1 N ‖n · (α,β )‖ , where ‖u‖ is the distance from u to the closest integer.

Overall, the goal estimate (3) becomes 1 R + ∑_{0<|n|<R} ( 1 |n|^{3/2} + 1 1 + |n_1| 1 1 + |n_2| ) 1 N ‖n · (α,β )‖ . Observe now that

∑_{0<|n|<R}^1_{1 + |n1|}^1_{1 + |n2|}^1_{‖n · (α,β )‖} ≤ c logR

∑_{i=0}^{logR}∑_{j=0}^1_{2i}^1_{2 j}^2

i+1−1

∑_{n1=2i}^2

j+1−1

∑_{n2=2 j}^1_{‖n1α + n2β ‖} + c logR

∑_{i=0}^1_{2i}^2

i+1−1

∑_{n1=2i}^1_{‖n1α‖}^{+ c logR}∑_{j=0}^1_{2 j}^2

j+1−1

∑_{n2=2 j}^1_{‖n2β ‖}^.

Let us study the sum ∑^{2i+1−1}_{n1=2i} ∑^{2 j+1−1}_{n2=2 j} ‖n_1α + n_2β ‖^{−1} first. By the celebrated result of W. M. Schmidt [24], see also [25, Theorem 7C], since 1,α,β are linearly independent on Q, for any ε > 0 there is a constant γ > 0 such that for any n ≠ 0,

‖n_1α + n_2β ‖ > γ (1 + |n_1|)^{1+ε} (1 + |n_2|)^{1+ε} . (4) Then, following [12], in any interval of the form [ (k − 1)γ (1 + 2^{i+1})^{1+ε} (1 + 2^{j+1})^{1+ε} , kγ (1 + 2^{i+1})^{1+ε} (1 + 2^{j+1})^{1+ε} ) , where k is a positive integer, there are at most two numbers of the form ‖n_1α + n_2β ‖, with 2^i ≤ n_1 < 2^{i+1} and 2^j ≤ n_2 < 2^{j+1}. Indeed, assume by contradiction that there are three such numbers. Then for two of them, say ‖n_1α + n_2β ‖ and ‖m_1α + m_2β ‖, the fractional parts of n_1α +n_2β and m_1α +m_2β belong either to (0,1/2] or to (1/2,1). Assume without loss of generality that they belong to (0,1/2]. Then γ (1 + 2^{i+1})^{1+ε} (1 + 2^{j+1})^{1+ε}

> |‖n_1α + n_2β ‖ − ‖m_1α + m_2β ‖|

= |n_1α + n_2β − p − (m_1α + m_2β − q)| ≥ ‖(n_1 − m_1)α + (n_2 − m_2) β ‖ > γ (1 + 2^{i+1})^{1+ε} (1 + 2^{j+1})^{1+ε} . By the same type of argument, in the first interval [ 0,^γ (1+2^{i+1})^{1+ε} (1+2^{j+1})^{1+ε} ) , there are no points of the form ‖n_1α + n_2β ‖. It follows that

2^{i+1}−1

∑_{n1=2i}^2

j+1−1

∑_{n2=2 j}^1_{‖n1α + n2β ‖}^{≤ c 2}

i+ j

∑_{k=1}^{2(i+ j)(1+ε)}_{kγ}^{≤ c2(i+ j)(1+ε) (i + j).}

Similarly,

2^{i+1}−1

∑_{n1=2i}^1_{‖n1α‖}^{≤ c2i(1+ε)i, 2}

j+1−1

∑_{n2=2 j}^1_{‖n2β ‖}^{≤ c2 j(1+ε) j.}

Finally,

∑_{0<|n|<R}^1_{(1 + |n1|)}^1_{(1 + |n2|)}^1_{‖n · (α,β )‖} ≤ c logR

∑_{i=0}^{logR}∑_{j=0}^1_{2i}^1_{2 j}^{2(i+ j)(1+ε) (i + j) + c logR}∑_{i=0}^1_{2i}^{2i(1+ε)i + c logR}∑_{j=0}^1_{2 j}^{2 j(1+ε) j} ≤ c logR

∑_{i=0}^{2iε Rε logR + cRε logR ≤ cR2ε logR.}

Finally, we use the hypothesis that 1,α,β are a basis of a number field in Q. By a simple argument in number field theory, there is a constant η such that for any n ≠ 0,

‖n_1α + n_2β ‖ > η (max(|n_1| ,|n_2|))^2 . See for example [25, Theorem 6F]. By a similar argument as before, this implies that

2^{i+1}−1 ∑ max(|n_1|,|n_2|)=2^i 1 ‖n · (α,β )‖ ≤ c 2^{2i}

∑_{k=1}^{22i}_k^{≤ ci22i.}

Thus,

∑_{0<|n|<R}^1_{|n|3/2}^1_{‖n · (α,β )‖}^{≤ c logR}∑_{i=0}^2

i+1−1 ∑ max(|n_1|,|n_2|)=2^i 1 |n|^{3/2} 1 ‖n · (α,β )‖ ≤ c logR

∑_{i=0}^1_{23i/2}^{i22i ≤ cR1/2 logR.}

Setting R = N^{2/3} gives the desired estimate N^{−2/3} logN, as long as N ≥ 8κ^3_{max}. □

REFERENCES

[1] K. Basu, A.B. Owen, Low discrepancy constructions in the triangle, to appear in SIAM Journal on Numerical Analysis.

[2] J. Beck, On the Discrepancy of convex plane sets, Monatsh. Math. 105 (1988), 91–106. [3] J. Beck, W.W.L. Chen, “Irregularities of Distribution”, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1987). [4] L. Brandolini, W.W.L. Chen, L. Colzani, G. Gigante, G. Travaglini, Discrepancy and numerical integration in generalized Sobolev spaces on metric measure spaces, arXiv:1308.6775.

[5] L. Brandolini, C. Choirat, L. Colzani, G. Gigante, R. Seri, G. Travaglini, Quadrature rules and distribution of points on manifolds, Ann. Sc. Norm. Super. Pisa Cl. Sci. XIII (2014), 889–923.

[6] L. Brandolini, L. Colzani, G. Gigante, G. Travaglini, A Koksma-Hlawka inequality for simplices, in Massimo A. Picardello (Editor), “Trends in Harmonic Analysis”, Springer INdAM Series 3. Springer Milan (2013). 33–46.

[7] L. Brandolini, L. Colzani, G. Gigante, G. Travaglini, On the Koksma-Hlawka inequality, J. Complexity 29 (2013), 158–172.

[8] L. Brandolini, G. Gigante, G. Travaglini, Irregularites of distribution and average decay of Fourier transforms, in W.W.L. Chen, A. Srivastav, G. Travaglini (Editors), “A Panorama of Discrepancy Theory”, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 2107. Springer Cham (2014). 159–220.

[9] W.W.L. Chen, A. Srivastav, G. Travaglini (Editors), “A Panorama of Discrepancy Theory”, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 2107. Springer Cham (2014).

[10] W.W.L. Chen, G. Travaglini, Discrepancy with respect to convex polygons, Journal of Complexity 23 (2007), 662-672.

[11] L. Colzani, G. Gigante, G. Travaglini, Trigonometric approximation and a general form of the Erdős Turán inequality, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 363 (2011), 1101–1123.

[12] H. Davenport, Notes on irregularities of distribution, Mathematika 3 (1956), 131–135. [13] J. Dick, Koksma-Hlawka type inequalities of fractional order. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. 187 (2008), 385–403. [14] J. Dick, F. Pillichshammer, “Digital Nets and Sequences. Discrepancy Theory and Quasi-Monte Carlo Integration”. Cambridge University Press (2010).

[15] M. Drmota, R. Tichy, “Sequences, discrepancy and applications”, Lecture Notes in Mathematics 1651.

Springer-Verlag Berlin (1997).

[16] L. C. Evans, R. F. Gariepy, “Measure Theory and Fine Properties of Functions”, CRC Press (1992). [17] D. Gilbarg, N. S. Trudinger, “Elliptic Partial Differential Equations of Second Order, Reprint of the 1998 Edition”, Springer-Verlag Berlin (2001).

[18] G.H. Hardy, E.M. Wright, “An introduction to the theory of numbers”, Oxford University Press (1938). [19] G. Harman, Variations on the Koksma-Hlawka inequality, Uniform Distribution Theory 5 (2010), 65-78. [20] F.J. Hickernell, Koksma-Hlawka inequality, in Encyclopedia of Statistical Sciences, edited by S. Kotz, C.B.

Read, D.L. Banks, Wiley-Interscience (2006).

[21] L. Kuipers, H. Niederreiter, “Uniform Distribution of Sequences”, Dover Publications (2006). [22] J. Matoušek, “Geometric discrepancy. An illustrated guid. Revised paperback reprint of the 1999 original.”.

Algorithms and Combinatorics 18. Springer-Verlag Berlin (2010).

[23] H. Niederreiter, Methods for estimating discrepancy, in S. K. Zaremba (Ed.) Applications of Number Theory to Numerical Analysis, Academic Press, New York (1972), 203–236.

[24] W. M. Schmidt, Simultaneous approximation to algebraic numbers by rationals. Acta Math. 125 (1970), 189–201.

[25] W. M. Schmidt, Approximation to algebraic numbers. Enseignement Math. (2) 17 (1971), 187–253. [26] R. Schneider, “Convex Bodies: the Brunn-Minkowski Theory, Second Expanded Edition (Enciclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications)”, Cambridge University Press (2014).

[27] E. M. Stein, Harmonic Analysis: real variable methods, orthogonality and oscillatory integrals, Princeton University Press (1993).

[28] G. Travaglini, “Number theory, Fourier analysis and Geometric discrepancy”, Cambridge University Press (2014).

DIPARTIMENTO DI INGEGNERIA GESTIONALE, DELL’INFORMAZIONE E DELLA PRODUZIONE, UNIVER-

SITÀ DI BERGAMO, VIALE MARCONI 5, 24044 DALMINE (BG), ITALY.

E-mail address: luca.brandolini@unibg.it

DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA E APPLICAZIONI, EDIFICIO U5, UNIVERSITÀ DI MILANO BICOCCA, VIA R.COZZI 53, 20125 MILANO, ITALY.

E-mail address: leonardo.colzani@unimib.it

DIPARTIMENTO DI INGEGNERIA GESTIONALE, DELL’INFORMAZIONE E DELLA PRODUZIONE, UNIVER-

SITÀ DI BERGAMO, VIALE MARCONI 5, 24044 DALMINE (BG), ITALY.

E-mail address: giacomo.gigante@unibg.it

DIPARTIMENTO DI STATISTICA E METODI QUANTITATIVI, EDIFICIO U7, UNIVERSITÀ DI MILANO- BICOCCA, VIA BICOCCA DEGLI ARCIMBOLDI 8, 20126 MILANO, ITALY.

E-mail address: giancarlo.travaglini@unimib.it