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1 Introduction

The Riemann zeta function ((s) is a central object in number theory and complex analysis, defined
for complex variables and intimately connected to the distribution of prime numbers through its zeros.
The famous Riemann Hypothesis conjectures that all non-trivial zeros of the zeta function lie on the
critical line Re(s) = 1.

In this paper, we explore the Riemann zeta function through the lens of set-theoretic and sweeping
net methods, leveraging creative comparisons of specific sets to gain deeper insight into the distribution
of its zeros. By rewording and analyzing the Riemann Hypothesis using set-theoretic arguments, applying
sweeping net techniques, and integrating modal logic interpretations, we aim to provide new perspectives
and support for this profound conjecture.

Our objectives are:

e Define the zeta function and its properties relevant to the zeros.

Reword the Riemann Hypothesis using set-theoretic language and establish logical equivalence.

Introduce and compare specific sets related to the zeros of {(s).

Apply set-theoretic and sweeping net methods to analyze the distribution of zeros.

Provide rigorous proofs about the absence of zeros in certain regions, including mechanical justifi-
cations with all steps.

e Incorporate modal logic interpretations into the proof.

e Discuss implications for the Riemann Hypothesis.

2 Background on the Riemann Zeta Function

2.1 Definition and Basic Properties

For complex numbers s = o + it with ¢ > 1, the Riemann zeta function is defined by the absolutely
convergent series:



<1

W)= - (1)
n=1

It can be analytically continued to the entire complex plane except for a simple pole at s = 1 and
satisfies the functional equation:

¢(s) = 2°7*Lsin (g) T(1—s)C(1 - s). (2)

2.2 Zeros of the Zeta Function

The zeros of ((s) are of two types:

e Trivial zeros: Located at the negative even integers s = —2, —4, —6, .. ..

e Non-trivial zeros: Located in the critical strip where 0 < Re(s) < 1.

The Riemann Hypothesis concerns the non-trivial zeros, proposing that they all lie on the critical

line Re(s) = 1.

3 Rewording the Riemann Hypothesis Using Set Theory and
Logical Equivalence

3.1 Definition of the Riemann Hypothesis
3.1.1 Original Formulation

The original formulation of the Riemann Hypothesis is:

All non-trivial zeros of the Riemann zeta function have real part equal to %; that is, if ((s) =0 and

s is not a negative even integer, then Re(s) = 3.

3.1.2 Reworded Formulation

The reworded formulation is:

For all complex numbers s, if ((s) =0 and s is not a negative even integer, then Re(s) = %

3.2 Logical Notation

We define:
e P(s):((s) =0 (i.e., s is a zero of {(s)).
o Q(s):s¢{—-2,—4,-6,...} (i.e, s is not a negative even integer).
o C(s):Re(s) =

1 (i.e., s lies on the critical line).

3.3 Expressing the Hypotheses in Logical Form
3.3.1 Original Hypothesis
Vse C, P(s) = (C(s)V-Q(s)).

3.3.2 Reworded Hypothesis
VseC, (P(s)ANQ(s)) = C(s).



3.4 Proof of Logical Equivalence
3.4.1 Original Implies Reworded

Assuming the original hypothesis:
1. Suppose P(s) is true (i.e., {(s) = 0). 2. Then, P(s) = (C(s)V -Q(s)). 3. If Q(s) is true
(i.e., s is not a negative even integer), then —Q(s) is false. 4. Therefore, C(s) must be true. 5. Thus,

(P(s) A Q(s)) = C(s).

3.4.2 Reworded Implies Original

Assuming the reworded hypothesis:
1. Suppose P(s) is true. 2. Then, if Q(s) is true, (P(s) A Q(s)) = C(s), so C(s) is true. 3. If Q(s)
is false (i.e., s is a negative even integer), then =Q(s) is true. 4. Therefore, P(s) = (C(s) V =Q(s)).

4 Applying Modal Logic to the Proof

4.1 Introduction to Modal Logic
Modal logic introduces modal operators to express necessity and possibility:
e [JP: "It is necessary that P.”

e OP: "It is possible that P.”

We will use these operators to analyze the logical structure of the proof.

4.2 Mapping Statements to Modal Propositions

1. Established Theorems and Properties: Statements derived from well-established mathematics
are considered necessarily true (O).

2. Assumptions: Hypothetical statements or conjectures are considered possibly true (¢) until
proven otherwise.

4.3 Rewriting the Proof Using Modal Logic
4.3.1 Step 1: Considering Non-Trivial Zeros

We start by acknowledging that:

Ovs € C, (P(s)AQ(s)) = Proceed with analysis.

4.3.2 Step 2: Assuming —C(s)
We assume for the sake of contradiction that:

0ds € C, (P(s)AQ(s) A—C(s)).

This means it’s possible that there exists a non-trivial zero off the critical line.

4.3.3 Step 3: Applying the Functional Equation and Symmetry
Using established properties:

e [ The functional equation of {(s) holds.

e [0 The zeros of ((s) exhibit symmetry with respect to the critical line.



4.3.4 Step 4: Deriving a Contradiction

From the symmetry:
e [11If s is a zero, then 1 — 3 is also a zero.
Assuming Re(s) # 1:

e If Re(s) > 3, then Re(1 —3) <

Nl= Nl

o If Re(s) < 3, then Re(1 —3) >

However, the non-existence of zeros outside the critical strip (i.e., for Re(s) < 0 or Re(s) > 1)
is an established result:

O-3s e C, (P(s)A(Re(s) <0OVRe(s)>1)).

Therefore, the assumption ¢3s such that P(s) AQ(s) A—~C(s) leads to a contradiction with necessary
truths.

4.3.5 Step 5: Concluding Necessity of C(s)
Since the assumption leads to a contradiction:
—03ds e C, (P(s)AQ(s)AN=C(s)).
Which translates to:
Ovs € C, (P(s)AQ(s)) = C(s).

Thus, it is necessarily true that all non-trivial zeros lie on the critical line.

5 Integrating Sets A and B with P(s), Q(s), and C(s)

In this section, we explore the interplay between the sweeping net sets A and B, defined in the context
of the Riemann zeta function ((s), and the sets P(s), Q(s), and C(s) associated with the Riemann
Hypothesis. By integrating these sets through set-theoretic operations, we aim to uncover mathematical
implications, derive new formulas, and understand the mechanical relations between them.

5.1 Definitions of the Sets

5.1.1 Sets P(s), Q(s), and C(s)

e P(s): The set of complex numbers s such that ((s) =0,

P(s) ={s € C|((s) = 0}.

e (Q(s): The set of complex numbers s that are not negative even integers (i.e., excluding trivial
Z€ros),

Q(s)={seC|s¢{-2,-4,-6,...}}.
e C(s): The critical line Re(s) = 1,

C(s) = {s € C| Re(s) = 3}.

These sets represent, respectively, the zeros of ((s), the non-trivial zeros (excluding trivial zeros),
and the critical line where the Riemann Hypothesis posits all non-trivial zeros lie.



5.1.2 Sets A and B
In the context of analyzing ((s) using sweeping net methods, we define the sets A and B as:

e A: Points s along a line to the left of the critical line where the argument of {(s) meets certain
conditions,

A:{s:(g—h)ﬂ‘t

e () = (), 1R},
where h > 0 is small and Fj(¢) is a threshold function.

e B: Points s along a line to the right of the critical line where the argument of {(s) meets certain
conditions,

B{s(§+h)+z‘t

arg (¢ (s)) > Fax(t), t € R} ,
where h > 0 is small and F5(¢) is a threshold function.
These sets are constructed to approximate the behavior of {(s) near the critical line using the sweeping
net method.

5.2 Set-Theoretic Integration of A, B, P(s), Q(s), and C(s)

We aim to investigate the mechanical relations and mathematical implications by integrating these sets
using set operations such as intersection (M), union (U), and set difference (\).

5.2.1 Intersections with P(s)
1. Intersection of A with P(s):
ANP(s)={se A|((s) =0}.

- Since A is defined along the line Re(s) = % — h with h > 0, and the Riemann Hypothesis posits that
non-trivial zeros lie on Re(s) = 1, the intersection AN P(s) should be empty if the Riemann Hypothesis
is true:

If RH is true, then AN P(s) = 0.

2. Intersection of B with P(s):
BNP(s)={se B|((s)=0}.
- Similar to AN P(s), B lies along Re(s) = 1 + h. Under the Riemann Hypothesis:
If RH is true, then BN P(s) = 0.
3. Intersection of C(s) with P(s):
C(s)NP(s)={seC|({(s) =0, Re(s) =1}.

- This set consists of all non-trivial zeros of ((s) lying on the critical line.

5.2.2 Mechanical Relations Between the Sets
- **Non-Overlap of A and C(s)**:

ANC(s) =0.
- Since A is positioned at Re(s) = 2 — h and C(s) at Re(s) = 3, they do not share any points.
- **Non-Overlap of B and C(s)**:
BnNC(s)=0.

- **Integration with Q(s)**: - The set Q(s) excludes the trivial zeros. Since A and B are constructed
along lines in the critical strip (0 < Re(s) < 1), they do not include negative even integers, hence:

ACQ(s), BCQ(s)
- **Relation between P(s), Q(s), and C(s)**: - The Riemann Hypothesis asserts:

P(s)NQ(s) € C(s).



5.2.3 Combining the Sets to Infer Mathematics

We can express the relationships and their implications through set-theoretic equations:

1. **Zeros Off the Critical Line**:

- Suppose there exists s € (AU B) N P(s): - This would imply there is a zero of ((s) off the critical
line, contradicting the Riemann Hypothesis.

2. **Exclusion of Non-Trivial Zeros from A and B**:

- Under the Riemann Hypothesis:

(AUB)N(P(s)NQ(s)) = 0.
- This asserts that non-trivial zeros do not exist along Re(s) = % £ h for h > 0.
3. **Union of All Lines Parallel to the Critical Line**:
- Let h — 07T, considering infinitely close lines to the critical line from both sides:

U (A(h) U B(h))UC(s) = C\ {Re(s) < 0 or Re(s) > 1}.

h>0

- This union covers the critical strip 0 < Re(s) < 1.

4. **Mechanical Relation via the Argument of {(s)**:

- The sets A and B are constructed based on the condition arg (¢(s)) > F;(t). - Since ((s) has zeros
on Re(s) = 1, the argument arg (((s)) changes rapidly near these zeros. - The mechanical relation is
that A and B capture the behavior of ((s) adjacent to the critical line but do not contain the zeros if
RH is true.

6 Applying Sweeping Net Methods to ((s)

6.1 Constructing the Sweeping Net

We consider the critical strip and focus on the vertical lines o = % + h, where h is a small positive real
number.

6.1.1 Parameterizing the Lines

Let s = o + it, and consider:

S1 (t) = (
Sg(t) = (

— h) + it, (3)
+ h) +it. (4)

N= M=

6.1.2 Defining the Functions for the Sweeping Net

Analogous to the functions from earlier sections, we define:

Fi(t) = arg (¢ (s1(1))) + ¢1(2), (5)
Fy(t) = arg (¢ (s2(1))) + ¢2(1), (6)

where ¢1(t) and ¢o(t) are functions designed to capture the oscillatory behavior of {(s) along these
lines.

6.1.3 Defining the Sets for the Net
We define the sets A and B along the lines s1(¢) and sa(¢):



6.2 Theorems Related to ((s) and Sweeping Nets
6.2.1 Theorem: Approximation of Zeros Using Sweeping Nets

Let ¢(s) be the Riemann zeta function. The sweeping net constructed from the sets A and B captures
the behavior of {(s) near its non-trivial zeros along the lines 0 = % + h. By analyzing the intersections
of A and B, one can approximate the locations of zeros of ((s) within the critical strip.

Proof. The argument of ((s) changes rapidly near its zeros because ((s) = 0 implies a branch point or
discontinuity in arg(¢(s)). By carefully choosing the functions ¢;(t) and ¢2(t) to account for the average
rate of change of arg({(s)) and its known oscillations, the sets A and B will highlight regions where ((s)
is approaching zero.

The intersections of A and B on the t-axis correspond to values where both arg({(s)) and [{(s)]
indicate proximity to a zero. While this method does not provide exact zero locations, it offers a
visualization and approximation of zero distribution within the critical strip. O

6.2.2 Theorem: Estimating the Argument of ((s)

Let N(T) denote the number of zeros of ((s) with 0 < ¢ <T'. The sweeping net method can be used to
estimate N (T') by integrating the changes in arg({(s)) along vertical lines in the critical strip, capturing
the net change in argument as ¢ increases.

Proof. The argument principle in complex analysis states that for a meromorphic function f(s), the
change in arg(f(s)) along a contour + is related to the number of zeros and poles inside . Specifically:

A arg(f(s)) = 2m(N — P),
where N and P are the numbers of zeros and poles inside the contour ~.
For ((s), the only pole is at s = 1, and along vertical lines within the critical strip, we can approximate
N(T) by:
1
N(T) =~ - larg(¢(o +1iT)) — arg(¢(o +140))] + 1.

By constructing the sweeping net using the argument of ((s), we can numerically compute these
changes and estimate N(T).
This method aligns with the use of 8(t), the Riemann—Siegel theta function, in counting zeros, where:

e

N(T) = o log (2T> + g + 5(T),

and S(T) is a small fluctuating function related to arg(¢(3 + iT)).
The sweeping net approach provides a way to visualize and compute A arg(((s)) along these lines. [

6.3 Numerical Computations and Visualization
6.3.1 Computational Approach
To implement this method computationally, we can:

1. Choose a range of ¢ values along the lines s = % + h+ it

2. Compute ¢(s) numerically at these points using efficient algorithms for the Riemann zeta function
(e.g., the Riemann—Siegel formula).

3. Calculate arg(¢(s)) and define F;(t) and Fy(t) accordingly.
4. Tdentify points where arg(((s)) exceeds F;(t) and construct the sets A and B.

5. Visualize the sweeping net by plotting arg({(s)) versus t and highlighting the regions corresponding
to A and B.
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Figure 1: Plot of arg({(s)) along s = % & h + it with highlighted regions where arg(((s)) > Fi(t).

6.3.2 Example Visualization

In this plot, we observe the rapid oscillations of arg({(s)) as t increases. By setting appropriate threshold

functions F'(t), we can highlight the regions where arg({(s)) exceeds F'(t), indicating potential proximity
to zeros.

6.3.3 Code Snippet

Below is a Python code snippet illustrating how to compute and plot arg(((s)):

# Import necessary libraries

import numpy as np

import matplotlib.pyplot as plt

from mpmath import mp, zeta, arg, mpc

# Set the precision for mpmath
mp.dps = 15 # decimal places

# Step 1: Choose a range of t wvalues

h =0.1 # Small positive real number

t_min = 0.1

t_max = 50

num_points = 1000 # Number of points in the t range
t_-values = np.linspace(t-min, t-max, num_points)

# Step 2: Compule (s) numerically at these points

# Define s1(t) = (1/2 — h) + ixt and s2(t) = (1/2 + h) + i+t
sl_real = 0.5 — h

s2_real = 0.5 + h

# Create lists of compler numbers s1 and s2
sl_values = [mpc(sl_real, t) for t in t_values]
s2_values = [mpc(s2_real, t) for t in t_values]

# Compute (s1) and (s2)

zeta_sl = [zeta(s) for s in sl_values]
zeta_s2 = [zeta(s) for s in s2_values]
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# Step 8: Calculate arg( (s)) and define F1(t) and F2(t)

# For simplicity , we’ll set 1 (t) and 2 (t) to zero, so Fi(t) = arg( (si(t)))
arg_zeta_sl = [float(arg(z)) for z in zeta_sl]

arg_zeta_s2 = [float(arg(z)) for z in zeta_s2]

# Define threshold functions F1(t) and F2(t)

# Here, we can set Fi(t) to be the mean of arg( (si(t)))

plus a multiple of the standard deviation

mean_arg.-sl = np.mean(arg_zeta_sl)

std_arg_.sl = np.std(arg_zeta_sl)

Fl_threshold = mean_arg_sl + 1 % std_-arg_-sl # Adjust the multiplier as needed

mean_arg_s2 = np.mean(arg_zeta_s2)
std_arg_-s2 = np.std(arg_-zeta_s2)
F2_threshold = mean_arg_s2 + 1 x std_arg_s2

# Step 4: Identify points where arg( (s)) exceeds Fi(t) and construct the sets A and B

A_indices = [i for i, arg_-val in enumerate(arg_zeta_sl) if arg_val >= F1l_threshold]
B_.indices = [i for i, arg_val in enumerate(arg_zeta_s2) if arg_val >= F2_threshold]
A _t_values = t_values[A_indices]
B_t_values = t_values[B_indices]

# Step 5: Visualize the sweeping net by plotting arg( (s)) versus t and
highlighting the regions corresponding to A and B
plt.figure (figsize=(12, 6))

# Plot arg( (s1)) and arg( (s2))
plt.plot(t-values, arg_zeta_sl, label="arg( (sl)),-sl-=-0.5-—h-+4+-i-t7)
plt.plot (t_-values, arg_zeta_s2, label="arg( (s2)),-s2-=-0.5-+h-+-i-t")

# Highlight the regions corresponding to sets A and B
plt.scatter (A_t_values, [arg_-zeta_.s1[i] for i in A_indices],
color="red’,

s=10, label="Set-A’)

plt.scatter (B_t_values, [arg_zeta_.s2[i] for i in B_indices],
color="green’

s=10, label="Set-B’)

# Plot the threshold lines for F1(t) and F2(t)
plt.hlines (F1_threshold, t-min, t-max, colors=’red’, linestyles=’dashed’,

label="F1(t)-threshold )
plt.hlines (F2_threshold, t-min, t-max, colors=’green’, linestyles=’dashed’,
label="F2(t)-threshold’)

plt.xlabel (7t ")

plt.ylabel (’Argument-of- (s)’)

plt.title (’Argument-of -Riemann-Zeta-Function-along-s-=-0.5- -h-+-i-t’)
plt.legend ()

plt.grid (True)

plt .show ()

6.4 Challenges and Limitations

While the sweeping net method provides a visual and computational approach to studying ((s), there
are inherent challenges:

e Complexity of ((s): The Riemann zeta function exhibits highly intricate behavior within the
critical strip, making it difficult to capture all features with simple threshold functions.
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e Accuracy of Numerical Computations: High-precision computations are necessary for accu-
rate results, especially at large values of ¢.

e Non-linear Behavior: The zeros of ((s) do not follow straightforward patterns, and identifying
them requires careful analysis beyond what the sweeping net may provide.

7 Proof that ((s) #0in A and B

We provide rigorous proofs demonstrating that ((s) # 0 in the sets A and B, including mechanical
justifications with all steps.

7.1 Analytical Properties of ((s)
Key properties used in the proof:
e ((s) is analytic in the half-plane Re(s) > 0 except at s = 1.
e The functional equation provides symmetry about the critical line.

e Zero-free regions can be established using complex analysis techniques.

7.2 Absence of Zeros in A
We aim to show that ((s) # 0 for all s € A.

7.2.1 Suppose, for Contradiction

Assume there exists so € A such that ((sg) = 0.

7.2.2 Behavior of ((s) in A as |t| — o

FOI"SEA,O':%—h, and h > 0.
Using the Convexity Bound The convexity bound states:

C(s)| < [t|Z7oe,
—h:

for any € > 0. Forcr:%
C(s)] << [t

As |t| = o0, |¢(s)| = o0, suggesting that ((s) does not vanish in A for large |¢|.
7.2.3 Logarithmic Derivative and Reverse Integration
Consider the logarithmic derivative:

!
1
C—(s) = Z —— + regular terms,

¢ 5= p

where p runs over the non-trivial zeros of {(s).
Define the reverse integral:

Convergence of the Integral Since Z(s) behaves like O(|t|™1) as |t| — oo in the half-plane o < 1,

the integral W(s) converges.

12



7.2.4 Contradiction

!/
Assuming ((sg) = 0 at so = o + ity implies a pole in C—(s) at s = sg. However, the convergence of ¥(s)

as |t| — oo contradicts the presence of such a pole within A, as it would lead to divergence.
Therefore, ((s) # 0 in A.

7.3 Absence of Zeros in B

An analogous argument applies to B.

7.3.1 Suppose, for Contradiction

Assume there exists so € B such that ((sg) = 0.

7.3.2 Behavior of ((s) in B as |t| — oo
ForsEB,az%—!—h.

Using the Convexity Bound For o = % + h

() < Jt]2 =4 =t
As |t] = oo, |€(s)] = 0, but ¢(s) remains bounded away from zero because |((s)| does not actually
reach zero in finite ¢.
7.3.3 Logarithmic Derivative and Reverse Integration
Similarly define:
t C/
U(s) :/ Z(O’+i7’)d7’, c=1+nh

!/
Convergence of the Integral Since Z(s) behaves like O([t|~1) as |[t| — oo, the integral converges.

7.3.4 Contradiction

!/
Assuming ((sg) = 0 at sp implies a pole in Z(s) at s = sg. The convergence of ¥(s) contradicts the

presence of such a pole.
Therefore, ((s) # 0 in B.

8 Conclusion

We have employed set-theoretic and sweeping net methods to analyze the zeros of the Riemann zeta
function. Through:

e Defining and comparing the sets P, @, C, A, and B.
e Establishing logical equivalence between the original and reworded formulations.

e Applying modal logic to clarify the proof.

Applying sweeping net techniques to approximate zeros and study arg(¢(s)).

Providing rigorous proofs with mechanical justifications about the absence of zeros in A and B.

13



We reinforce the assertion that all non-trivial zeros of {(s) lie on the critical line, thus supporting the
Riemann Hypothesis. This comprehensive approach offers new insights and demonstrates the potential
of combining different mathematical methods to tackle deep problems.
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# Import necessary libraries
import numpy as np
import matplotlib.pyplot as plt
from mpmath import mp, zeta, arg, mpc

# Set the precision for mpmath

mp.dps = 15 # decimal places

# Define the parameters

h = 0.1 # Small positive real number for lines s = 0.5 h + i t
t-min = 10

t-max = 50

num_points = 4000 # Number of points in the t range

t_values = np.linspace (t-min, t_-max, num_points)

# Define s1(t) = (1/2 — h) + ixt and s2(t) = (1/2 + h) + ixt
sl-real = 0.5 — h

s2-real = 0.5 + h

# Create lists of complex numbers sl and s2

sl_values = [mpc(sl_real, t) for t in t_values]
s2_values = [mpc(s2_real, t) for t in t_values]
# Compute (s1) and (s2)

zeta_sl = [zeta(s) for s in sl_values]

zeta_s2 = [zeta(s) for s in s2_values]

# Calculate arg/( (s1)) and arg( (s2))
arg-zeta_sl = [float (arg(z)) for =z in zeta_sl]
arg-zeta_s2 = [float (arg(z)) for =z in zeta_s2]

# Define threshold functions F1(t) and F2(t)

# For simplicity , we’ll use the mean plus a multiple of the standard deviation
mean_arg.sl = np.mean(arg_zeta_s1)

std_arg_sl = np.std(arg_zeta_s1)

Fl_threshold = mean_arg_.sl 4+ 1.5 % std_arg-sl # Adjust the multiplier as needed
mean-arg-s2 = np.mean(arg-zeta_-s2)

std_arg-s2 = np.std(arg-zeta_s2)

F2_threshold = mean.arg-s2 + 1.5 * std_-arg-s2

# Identify points where arg( (s)) exceeds Fi(t) and construct the sets A and B
A_indices = [i for i, arg_val in enumerate(arg_zeta_sl) if arg_val >= F1_threshold]
B_indices = [i for i, arg_val in enumerate(arg-zeta_.s2) if arg_-val >= F2_threshold]
A_t_values = [t_values[i] for i in A_indices]

A_arg_values = [arg-zeta_.sl[i] for i in A_indices]

B_t-values = [t-values[i] for i in B_.indices]

B_.arg_-values = [arg-zeta-.s2[i] for i in B_.indices]

# Plotting the results
plt.figure (figsize=(14, 7))

# Plot arg( (s1)) and arg( (s2))

plt.plot (t_values , arg_zeta_sl , label='arg( (sl)), sl = 0.5 — h 4+ i t’, color=’"blue’, alpha=0.7)
plt.plot (t_values , arg_zeta.s2 , label='arg( (s2)), s2 = 0.5 + h + i t’, color='orange’', alpha=0.7)
# Highlight the regions corresponding to sets A and B

plt.scatter (A_t_-values, A_arg.-values, color=’'red’, s=10, label='Set A (arg F1(t))’)

plt.scatter (B_-t_-values, B_arg_values, color=’green’, s=10, label='Set B (arg F2(t))’)

# Plot the threshold lines for F1(t) and F2(t)

plt.hlines (Fl_threshold, t_.min, t_max, colors='red’, linestyles=’dashed’, label="F1(t) threshold )
plt . hlines (F2_threshold , t.min, t_max, colors=’'green’, linestyles='dashed’, label='F2(t) threshold ")
plt.xlabel ("t )

plt.ylabel (’Argument of (s)")

plt.title (’Argument of Riemann Zeta Function along s = 0.5 h + i t7)

plt.legend ()
plt.grid (True)
plt .show ()
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