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(b) First we derive the Taylor series centered at 0 associated with f. We

note that
fOz) = f(z) =sinz
f(x) =cosz
f'(x) = —sinz
f"(x) = —cosx
f®(z) =sinx
and now we see that taking higher derivatives will result in cycling

through the same four functions. Evaluating f and its derivatives at
0 generates the values

0,1,0,—1,0,1,0, -1,

So the Taylor coefficients are as follows:

01 0-1010 -1

0711721 3141’57 61" 717
=0,1,0,—1/31,0,1/51,0,—1/7!,....

The Taylor series T'(z) associated with f (and centered at 0) is there-
fore

Since only odd-order terms are present, we can write this series con-
cisely by observing that for each ¢ = 0,1,2,3,..., the number 2i + 1
is an odd integer, and the formula 2i + 1 generates the sequence
1,3,5,7,.... To get the alternating signs in the Taylor coefficients,
we can introduce the factor (—1)% So we have
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Though you were not asked to do so, I will show that f(z) = T'(x)
at least for x in some interval (—r,7), r > 0, so that Proposition 7.5
yields the analyticity of f at 0. Let us fix z € R. Using (33), we have
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for some z between 0 and . We must show that the limit of the right
hand side is 0 as N tends to infinity; whether this is true may depend
on how close « is to 0. Now since f(N+1) is one of the functions sin(-),
cos(+), —sin(+), —cos(+), we have that |f(N*+1)(z)| < 1, regardless of
the location of z. Hence
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then we are finished. But this is precisely (36), and we showed in
the text (in the narrative following (36)), that this is true for any
value of z. Hence f is analytic at 0, and moreover f agrees with its
Taylor series on all of R. Now we note that P(z) = T5(x), so given
x € |[—m, 7], and applying Theorem 7.7 with N = 5, we have

) 3 2% —sinz g
Smr = — —/— + ——= x,
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where z is between 0 and z. Since | — sin z| < 1, we have

' z6  7©

|sinz — T5(z)| < o < o ~ 1.335262769.
This is a pretty crummy error bound, though, considering —1 <
sinz < 1. But perhaps we can improve the error estimate by noting
that P(z) is also equal to Tg(x). Then we can apply Taylor’s Theorem
with N = 6 instead and obtain

z3  ab —COSZ o
Smr =2 =t gt
or
— COS 2
flx) — P(x) = o z’.

To find a uniform bound on the error associated with approximating
f(z) by P(x), then, we note

7
—cosz T
@) - Pl = | =207 < 2
since | cos z| < 1. Then since = € [—m, 7],
L o
o7 < - ~ 0.599264529,

which is an improvement, but is still not very reassuring. Hence part

(c)-



7.2
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Our observations in part (b) tell us that given N,

7TN+1

(N+1)! = (N+1)

N+1
|sinz — Ty (z)| < i

holds for « € [—m, 7], and also that we need only consider even values
of N. So by calculator, we test 7°/9! ~ 0.0821, so that is not small
enough. Next 711 /11! 22 0.00737 < 0.01, and therefore Tyo(x), which
is the same as
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To(a) =2 — _r LT
0(®) =2 =5+ 155 " 5010 T 362,880"

will give the desired accuracy on [—m,w]. For reassurance, we cal-
culate Ty(57/6) =~ 0.500949776, and yes, we get two (in fact three)
decimal places of accuracy.

Since f € C%(D), all partial derivatives of f up to and including order
2
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also exists and is

exists and

6 are defined and continuous on D. In particular,
2

is continuous on D. By the theorem, then,
8.1‘5(9%1

continuous, and moreover, for all z € D,
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Now. since 89?1 é’;s. and f?’i?s 6];-1 represgnt the.same. function, we can
consider the partial derivative of this function with respect to x4,
and we have
3f B o f
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and now let us call this function g. Now f € C%(D), which implies
that f € C4(D), and therefore g € C1(D). We also note that f €
2

0
C5(D) implies that
81’3 g

exists and is continuous on D. By the

theorem, then, also exists and is continuous on D, and for

allz € D,
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which translates to
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7.5

Denoting the above function by h, then, we have h representing two

equal fifth-order partial derivatives of f. Since f € C%(D), any first-

order partial derivative of h exists; in particular g% exists, and
oh a%f _ o f

O3 022023015011 = 02307401307,07,075°

()

as desired.

Note that in (x*) we have two “different”, but identically equal, sixth-
order partial derivatives of f which, in either case, involves differenti-
ating with respect to x1 once, with respect to x3 twice, with respect
to x4 twice, and with respect to x5 once. We may also note that we
differentiate with respect to zo zero times. This suggests the multiin-
dex a = (1,0,2,2,1), where the value of each «; indicates how many
times we differentiate with respect to the variable x;. However, we
need to know that the order in which the partial differentiations are
performed is not an issue, and our argument in part (a) essentially
shows this, for if we wish to consider any of the various sixth-order
partial derivatives of f which are suggested by a = (1,0, 2,2, 1) (such
as
o°f o°f o°f

or — %
Ozsriziz, 0423057411 O\ T3T5LaT3Ls

we can show that any two are equal to each other, and to those in
(xx), by applying the theorem as many times as necessary to “swap”
consecutive differentiations. Thus we are justified in using the sim-

plified notation
D022 s

to refer to any one of these sixth-order partial derivatives.

Let P(t,w) be the desired Taylor polynomial. Note that
f(t,(U) — eow—%azt — %% . e—%0'2t’

and each of the variables ¢t and w appear in only one of the factors on
the right. Therefore, any partial derivative of f is a constant multiple
of f; for example,
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So for any partial derivative
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of f, since f(0,0) =1, we will have

o f (L e (L) e

So now we compute

af(070) 1
g—{(0,0) = —1o?
7.0.0) = o
7(0,0) = o
5@(070) = —1o°
5£(0,0) o

So now we can write down P:

1 1 1 1
Pt,w)=1- 50215 +ow+ §U4t2 - §U3tw + 502w2.
(b) Using Theorem 7.16 with N = 2, if (¢,w) is any point in the given
set, then
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ft,w) =P(tvw)+zi!(3—z‘)' (atiawi’w (Zl’z2)> e
1=0

where (z1,22) is some point on the line segment between (0,0) and
(t,w). So we should start by determining the third order partial

derivatives: .y -
D
e 2N
D
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So the error in using P to approximate f at the point (¢,w) is

1 1 1
f(z1, 22) <—806t3 + Za5t2w - §U4tw2 + 03w3) (%)

Now note that since
f(t,w) — oW 67%0-215’

the factor on the left can be no larger than e’ (when w = 1), and the
factor on the right can be no larger than 1 (when ¢ = 0). So (*) is no
larger than
1 1 1
e’ —gaﬁt?’ + zastzw - §U4tw2 + o33



1 1 . 1
<e? (806t3 + Za"th + 504&)2 + asw?’)

< e? (éJGT?) + i
where we have used the triangle inequality. So the last quantity is a
uniform bound on the error associated with using P to approximate
f on the given rectangle. Often this type of “rough” analysis, using
the triangle inequality, is sufficient; finding the best possible upper
bound on the error is usually very time-consuming and not worth the
effort. However, by examining () more closely, we can, in this case,
improve the error bound considerably with not too much additional
effort: Rewrite (%) as

1
o°T? + §J4T + O'3> ,

3
Z1,%2) - 7 8w? — 120wt + 602wt? — o3t3
48

and note that the last factor is equal to (2w—ot)3. As we have already
noted that f(z1, z2) can be no greater than e?, the error is no greater

than

e’o?

48

Now we consider how large |2w — ot|3> may be on the given rectangle,
and maximizing |2w — ot|® is equivalent to maximizing |2w — ot|.
The key is to note that we have a linear expression; letting ¢(t,w) =
2w — ot, we observe that the level sets of g, that is, the curves in the
plane on which g takes any given constant value, are straight lines.
So for any ¢ € R, the set {(t,w) : g(t,w) = ¢} is a line in the plane,
with equation

12w — ot|?

2w —ot =c, (%)
or in slope-intercept form,

Ut+c
w=— —.
2 2

Now envision lines in the plane having slope o/2 (which is a positive

slope no greater than 1/2). In view of (x*), maximizing |2w — ot is
tantamount to finding, among all lines intersecting

{(t,w): 0<t<T,0<w<1},

the one with w-intercept (which is ¢/2) largest in magnitude. Draw
a picture; the line which passes through (0,0) is certainly not the
one we seek, for then ¢/2 = 0, and by taking instead the line which
intersects the rectangle at (0,1), we get ¢/2 = 1. But note that if



we consider the line intersecting the rectangle at (7,0), we get a
line with w-intercept equal to —oT'/2, which may be greater than 1
in magnitude; this of course depends on o and T'. So there are two
possibilities: Either |c| is maximized at (0,1) or at (T,0), so that

|2w — ot| < max{2,0T}.

Hence we get the following simplified error bound:

e’ o’
|f(t7w) - P(tv w)| < ' max{& JSTB}
Problem A: We first observe that
1, 1, K
rexpl o1y + 7“—50 Ty >K <= exploVTy-+ r—ia T 2;
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g K B = Y
— d_(r,2) > -y
— —d_(r,z)<y.

Therefore,

ct.z) = /_j(m) —rr (gc exp {aﬁy + (r _ ;02> T} - K) oy) dy

df(T,Qf) 1
= / e "7 <xexp {—a Tz+ (T‘ - O'2> T} - K) o(z)dz
. 2

d_(1,z) 1 d_(1,z)
= gc/ exp {—0 Tz— 2027} p(z)dz — Ke™ "™ / w(z)dz,

—00 —00
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where we have made the change of variable z = —y and used the fact that
o(—y) = ¢(y). It remains to show that

/d(ﬂ) exp {—a Tz — ;O’QT} p(z)dz = N(di(r,2)), (1)

— 00

d_(7,z)
/ p(z)dz = N(d_(r,2)). (2)

— 00

Equation (2) follows immediately from the definition of N(d_(7,z)). For
equation (1), we make the second change of variable w = 2z + o/T to



obtain

d_(7,x) 1
/ exp {0 Tz — 2027'} w(z)dz
1 [ 1 1
= E[oo exp{szg 722027} dz
1 d—(‘r,m) 1 9 d
= E/_m exp{—z(z—i—aﬁ) ) z

1 dy(7,x) 1,
= — e ——w’ p dw
NG /_oo P { 2 }
= N(d+(T,$))

Problem B: First we note a property of the dot product: If « is any scalar (that is,
real number), and u and v are both vectors in any Cartesian space R¥,
then

a(u-v) = (au) -v=u-(aw)

(I will leave it to you to verify this with straightforward computation.)
Now recall from lecture that we have two different ways to view the prod-
uct Az: (i) as the vector whose components are the dot products of = with
the rows of A, or (ii) as a linear combination of the columns of A, where
the components of x are the scalar multiples. Following the notation used
in lecture, we let A, A2,... A™ be the rows of A, and let Ay,..., A,
denote the columns of A. Then

(Az) -y = (2141 + ...+ 2,4,) -y

=(x141) y+...+ (@pdn) y=21(A1-y) +...2,(4, - y),
and this last quantity is the dot product of x with the vector

Ay ]
Ax-y

But as the columns of A are the rows of A7, we may also write this vector



Problem C:

Problem D:

Problem E:

as

(A1) -y

This vector is exactly ATy. Therefore we have (Az) -y = x - (ATy), as
desired.

Since z = Ay for some y € R"™, we have z-z = z-x = (Ay) -z, which is equal
to y - (AT2) by the previous exercise. But ATz = 0, so that z -z =y - 0,
which is zero, since the dot product of any vector with the zero vector
yields zero.

Suppose o = 0. We will show that H is a subspace of R™. Let vi,vs € H.
Then we know vy - g = v2 - g = 0. Now let ¢1,co € R, and consider
v = ¢1v1+cavy. We have v-zg = (c1v1+cov2) 29 = ¢1(v1-20)+ca(va-29) =
c1-0+c-0 =0, so that v € H. Therefore H is closed under linear
combinations, so that H is a subspace of R™. Now assume that H is a
subspace of R™. Then we must have 0 € H, for H must be closed under
scalar multiplication, so if we take any v € H, then we must have cv € H
for any ¢ € R. In particular, if ¢ = 0, so that cv = 0, then we have 0 € H.
But if the zero vector belongs to H, then we have 0 - zop = «. But since
0z =0, we must have o = 0.

(a) We showed in class that if @ is an orthogonal matrix, then QTQ = I.

Then using Problem A, Q1)+ (Qy) = - (Q7(Qy)) = z- (QTQ)y) =
x - (Iy) = x -y, as desired.

(b) Using part (a) with x = y, we have ||Qz| = /(Qz) - (Qx) = Vz -2 =
[]]-

(¢) Let x be an eigenvector of @, associated with the eigenvalue A. Then
x # 0, and Qr = Az. Therefore, ||Qz| = || Az|| = |A||||z||, using part

(ii) of Proposition 2.13. But also, [|Qz|| = ||z|| by part (b); hence
lz]l = |All|z]|. Since ||z|| # 0, the only way this last equation can
hold is if |A| = 1, and if A is real, then we must have A = 1 or

A=-—-1



