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NORMS OF PRODUCTS AND FACTORS POLYNOMIALS

IGOR E. PRITSKER

ABSTRACT. We study inequalities connecting a product of uniform
norms of polynomials with the norm of their product. Generalizing
Gel’fond-Mahler inequality for the unit disk and Kneser-Borwein in-
equality for the segment [—1,1], we prove an asymptotically sharp
inequality for norms of products of algebraic polynomials over an
arbitrary compact set in plane. Applying similar techniques, we pro-
duce a related inequality for the norm of a single monic factor of a
monic polynomial. The best constants in both inequalities are ob-
tained by potential theoretic methods. We also consider applications
of the general results to the cases of a disk and a segment.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let E be a compact set in the complex plane C. Define the uniform
(sup) norm on E as follows:

[fllz = sup [f(2)]
z€E

Consider algebraic polynomials {py(z)}7-,; and their product

m
p(z) = Hpk(z)
k=1
We are interested here in polynomial inequalities of the form

(1.1) [T ez < Clplle-

k=1
One of the first results in this direction is due to Kneser [I7], for £ = [—1,1]
and m = 2 (see also Aumann [I]), who proved that

(1.2) Ip1ll=117llP2ll=1,1) < Kewllprpzllj-1,11,
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where

n—~¢
—1 2k —1
1
W)H( -+ cos o 7r),

‘ 2k
(1.3)  Ken=2""]] (1 + cos
k=1

k=1

degp; = ¢ and deg(p1p2) = n. Note that (L) becomes an equality for the
Chebyshev polynomial ¢(z) = cosnarccosz = pi1(z)p2(z), with a proper
choice of the factors p;(z) and pa(z). P. B. Borwein [7] gave a new proof
of (C2)-[C3) and generalized this to the multifactor inequality

| 14 cos 2K 1 2|| I
S m ™ p[*l,l]'

]

w3

) ]l < 2m
k=1

k=1

He has also showed that

(3] 2% —1 \2
(1.5) 2" ] (1 + cos =~ 7r) ~ (3.20991...)", as n — oco.
k=1

Another case of the inequality ([[TI)) was considered by Gel’fond [14]

p.
135] in connection with the theory of transcendental numbers, for E = D,
where D := {w : |w| < 1} is the unit disk:

(1.6) 1T Ipslis < e™lplip-
k=1

The latter inequality was improved by Mahler [20], who replaced e by 2:

(1.7) [ llpeliz < 2*lpl5-
k=1

It is easy to see that the base 2 cannot be decreased, if m = n and n — oc.
However, ([0 has recently been further improved in two directions. D.
W. Boyd [9, [[0] showed that, by taking in account the number of factors
m in (), one has

(1.8) I lIpelz < (Cr)*lipl5:
k=1

T/m
(1.9) Cp, = exp (ﬂ/ log (2 cosz) dt)
™ Jo 2
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is asymptotically best possible for each fixed m, as n — oo. Kroé and
Pritsker [I8] showed that, for any m < n,

(1.10) 1T lpxlis < 27 lpllp,
k=1

where equality holds in (LI for eachn € N, with m = n and p(z) = 2" —1.
We give an asymptotically sharp inequality for the norm of products of
polynomials on arbitrary compact set in Section Pl which generalizes the
results of Mahler, Kneser and Borwein. This inequality and other connected
to it results were originally obtained in [23].

A closely related problem is to estimate the norm of a single factor
via the norm of the whole polynomial. Clearly, we have to normalize the
problem by assuming that p(z) is a monic polynomial of degree n, with a
monic factor g(z), so that

In the case of the unit disk, Boyd [9] proved an asymptotically sharp in-
equality

(1.11) lallp < 8™ [Pl

with

1 27 /3 "
(1.12) B :=exp —/ log <2cos—> dt | .
™ Jo 2

This inequality improved upon a series of results by Mignotte [22], Granville
[16] and Glesser [I5].
Further progress was made by Borwein in [7], for the segment [—a, a], a >
0 (see Theorems 2 and 5 there or see Section 5.3 in [§]). In particular, Bor-
wein proved that if deg ¢ = m then
-1 )
™ )

where the bound is attained for a monic Chebyshev polynomial of degree n
on [—a, a] and a factor g. He also showed that, for E = [—2, 2], the constant

m—neon— N 2k
L13)  la(-a)| < ol _ame™ "2 [ (1 + cos
k=1
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in the above inequality satisfies

m 1/n
2k —1
li 2m—1 1
1msup< kl:[l< -+ cos o 77))

n— o0
/8] o1\
< ¥ [2n/3]-1 -
< nlgr;o 2 kl:Il 1+ cos T

2/3
exp </ log (2 4+ 2 cos ) dm) =1.9081...,
0

which hints that
2/3
(1.14) Cl_2,2) = exp / log (2 +2cosmz)dr | =1.9081....
0

In Section Bl we find an asymptotically sharp inequality of this type for a
rather arbitrary compact set E. The general result is then applied to the
cases of a disk and a line segment, so that we recover (CII)-(CId) and
confirm (CT)). Also see [24] for these results.

Considered problems have applications in transcendence theory (see [14])
and in designing algorithms for factoring polynomials (see [I1] and [I9]).
We confine ourselves to studying the sup norms for polynomials of one
variable only. A survey of the results involving other norms (e.g., Bombieri
norms) can be found in [I1]. These inequalities are also of considerable
interest for polynomials in several variables, where very little is known
about sharp constants (cf. [2, B, [F] and [21]).

2. PrRoDUCTS OF POLYNOMIALS IN UNIFORM NORMS

Inequalities (C2A)-(CI0) clearly indicate that the constant C' in ()
grows exponentially fast with n, with the base for the exponential depend-
ing on the set E. A natural general problem arising here is to find the
smallest constant Mg > 0, such that

(2.1) 1 leelle < Mgliplle
k=1

for arbitrary algebraic polynomials {px(z)}7, with complex coefficients,
where p(z) = [}~ pr(2) and n = degp. The solution of this problem is
based on the logarithmic potential theory (cf. [27] and [26]). Let cap(E) be
the logarithmic capacity of a compact set E C C. For E with cap(EF) > 0,
denote the equilibrium measure of E by pg. We remark that ug is a positive
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unit Borel measure supported on E (see [27, p. 55]). Define

(2.2) dg(z) = max |z —t], z € C,

which is clearly a positive and continuous function on C.

Theorem 2.1. Let E C C be a compact set, cap(F) > 0. Then the best
constant Mg in @) is given by

exp ([log dp(2)dur(2))
cap(E) .

(2.3) Mg =

One can see from 1) or [3) that Mg is invariant with respect to the
rigid motions and dilations of the set F in the plane.

Note that the restriction cap(E) > 0 excludes only very thin sets from
our consideration (see |27, pp. 63-66]), e.g., finite sets in the plane. On the
other hand, Theorem EZTlis applicable to any compact set with a connected
component consisting of more than one point (cf. [27, p. 56]). In particular,

if F is a continuum, i.e., a connected set, then we obtain a simple universal
bound for Mg.

Corollary 2.2. Let E C C be a bounded continuum (not a single point).
Then we have
diam(F)

@4 = an(E)

<4,

where diam(E) is the Fuclidean diameter of the set E.

For the unit disk D = {w : |w| < 1}, we have that cap(D) = 1 [27, p.
84] and that

1
2. 5= —df
( 5) MD 27T )
where df is the arclength on dD. Thus Theorem BT] yields
(2.6)

1 27 ) 1 27
Mz = exp (ﬂ/o log d(e') d0> = exp <%/0 log 2 do) =2,

so that we immediately obtain Mahler’s inequality ().
If E =[-1,1] then cap([-1,1]) = 1/2 and

dx

2.7 1) = ——,
@7 A R

xz € [-1,1],
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which is the Chebyshev (or arcsin) distribution (see [27, p. 84]). Using
Theorem ZJ] we obtain

1 [ logdi_yq(x) ) (2 Yog(1 + ) >
M;_ = 2exp|— ————"dz | =2exp| - | ——Fdx
[—1,1] p (7r . 12 p T Jo 122
2 71'/2
(2.8) = 2exp <—/ log(1 +sint)dt> ~ 3.2099123.
T Jo

This gives the asymptotic version of Borwein’s inequality (CA)-([TH).
It appears that the upper bound 4 in Corollary EZ2 is not the best pos-
sible. One might conjecture that the sharp universal bounds are as follows

(29) 2= Mﬁ < ME < M[—l,l] ~ 32099123,

for any bounded non-degenerate continuum FE.

It is of interest to determine the nature of the extremal polynomials for
&d). We characterized the asymptotically extremal polynomials for 1I),
i.e., those polynomials, for which 1] becomes an asymptotic equality as
n — 00, by their asymptotic zero distributions. The precise statements of
these results can be found in Theorems 2.3-2.5 and Corollaries 3.1-3.3 of
23).

3. UNIFORM NORM OF A SINGLE FACTOR

In the same way as in Section B, we naturally arrive at the problem to
find the best (the smallest) constant Cg, such that

(3.1) lalle < Cgllplle, degp =n,

is valid for any monic polynomial p(z) and any monic factor ¢(z). Our
solution of this problem is based on similar ideas, involving the logarithmic
capacity and the equilibrium measure of E.

Theorem 3.1. Let E C C be a compact set, cap(E) > 0. Then the best
constant Cg in @) is given by

maxexp/ log |z — uldug(z
max (Z_M 2~ ul <>>

(3.2) Cp = )

Furthermore, if E is reqular then

3.3 CE = max ex —/ log |z — uld z) | .
(3:3) 5 = max p< ol —uldus( ))
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The above notion of regularity is to be understood in the sense of exterior
Dirichlet problem (cf. [27, p. 7]).

One can readily see from ([BI) or (BZ) that the best constant Cg is
invariant under the rigid motions of the set E in the plane. Therefore we
consider applications of Theorem Bl to the family of disks D, := {z :
|z] < r}, which are centered at the origin, and to the family of segments
[—a,a], a>0.

Corollary 3.2. Let D, be a disk of radius v. Then the best constant Cg ,
for E = D,., is given by

1
-, 0<r<1/2,
r

1 1 7'r—2arcsin%
— exp <—/ log (2TCOS£) dx) , r>1/2.
T T Jo 2

Note that (CII)-[CI2) immediately follow from 4] for r = 1. The
graph of C5 is in Figure [l

(3.4) Cp, =

1.6¢
1.4

1.2}

2 4 6 8 10

FIGURE 1. Cﬁr as a function of r.
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Corollary 3.3. If E = [—a,a], a >0, then

2
=, 0<a<1/2
a

(35) C[—a,a] 2 a log(t + a)
Zex 2T ), a>1/2
a P ( 1—a Va2 — 2 > /

Observe that [BH), with a = 2, implies ([CI4) by the change of variable
t = 2cosmx. We include the graph of C|_, 4 in Figure

4t

3.5
3

2.5
2
5

1.

2 4 6 8 10
FIGURE 2. C[_,,q) as a function of a.

We now state two general consequences of Theorem Bl They explain
some interesting features of Cg, which the reader may have noticed in
Corollaries 3.2 and Recall that the Euclidean diameter of F is defined
by

di FE) = —(|.
fam(E) := max |2 — (|

Corollary 3.4. Suppose that cap(E) > 0. If diam(F) < 1 then

1
3.6 Cp=——.
(3.6) £~ ap(E)
It is well known that cap(D,) = r and cap([—a,a]) = a/2 (see [26, p.
135]), which clarifies the first lines of B4) and @) by B5).
The next Corollary shows how the constant C'r behaves under dilations
of the set E. Let aF be the dilation of F with a factor a > 0.
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Corollary 3.5. If E is reqular then
(3.7) lim Cup=1.

a—r—+00
Thus Figures [ and Bl clearly illustrate (B7).
We conclude this section with two remarks.

Remark 3.6. One can deduce inequalities of the type @Bl), for various Ly,
norms, from Theorem Bl by using relations between L, and Lo, norms of
polynomials on E (see, e.g., [25]).

Remark 3.7. Note that the inequalities considered in this section hold for
any monic factor ¢(z) of a monic polynomial p(z), i.e., they hold for the
largest factor in the terminology of [I2]. However, if we are granted the
existence of the factoring p(z) = ¢(z)r(z), then the norm of the smallest
factor (cf. [I3]) can be estimated from (I) as follows:

n/2 . 1/2
(3:8) Irlle < My Iplf*, degp=n,
which may be better than B in some cases.

4. PROOFS

The following lemma is a generalization of Lemma 2 in [I0]. We refer to
[23] for its proof.

Lemma 4.1. Let E C C be a compact set (not a single point) and let
dr(z) :==max|z—t|, ze€C.
teE
Then logdg(2) is a subharmonic function in C and
(4.1) log dp(2) = /1og|z —tldow(t), z€C,

where o is a positive unit Borel measure in C with unbounded support,
i.€.,

(4.2) og(C)=1 and oo €suppog.
Lemma 4.2. (Bernstein-Walsh) Let E C C be a compact set, cap(E) > 0,

with the unbounded component of C\ E denoted by Q. Then, for any
polynomial p(z) of degree n, we have

(4.3) p(2)] < llplls €2, 2 e,

where ga(z,00) is the Green function of S, with pole at oo, satisfying

1
(@4 (o0 = log — s +/log|z—t|duE(t), zeC.
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This is a well known result about the upper bound [3) for the growth
of p(z) off the set E (see |26, p. 156], for example). The representation
E2) for ga(z,00) is also classical (cf. Theorem II1.37 in [27, p. 82]).

Consider the n-th Fekete points {ax,}7_, for a compact set E C C (cf
26, p. 152]). Let

(4.5) ﬁ (z—agn)

be the Fekete polynomial of degree n, and define the normalized counting
measures in Fekete points by

(4.6) o= Zd%n, n €N,
k=1
where Jq, ,, is a unit point-mass at ay,p.

Lemma 4.3. For a compact set E C C, cap(E) > 0, we have that

@) Jim 5 = cap(£)
and
(4.8) Th = WE,  asmn — oo.

Equation () is standard (see Theorems 5.5.4 and 5.5.2 in [26, pp.
153-155]), while X)) follows from ) (see Ex. 5 on page 159 of [26]).

Proof of Theorem [Zl. First we show that the best constant Mg in &)
is at most the right hand side of [23]). Clearly, it is sufficient to prove an
inequality of the type (II) for monic polynomials only. Thus, we assume
that pi(z),1 < k < m, are all monic, so that p(z) is monic too. Let
{#k,n}?_, be the zeros of p(z) and let v, be the normalized zero counting
measure for p(z). Then, we use ), Fubini’s theorem and Lemma EE2 in
the following estimate:

Ly [ Il
Il

1 ” — 2k
Lo [Tici Iz = 2knllE =log — +/1ong(z)dyn(z)
Iplle lpl|™

1/n
= ” ||1/" //log|z—t|dun (2)dog(t) = /1 |||( |T|1/n dog(t)

< /gn(t, o0)do g (t) zlogm +//1og|z—t|daE(t)d,uE(z)

IN

4 / log dp(=)dpu(2).

N
T
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This gives that

exp([logdg(2)dug(z))
(4.9) Mg < cap(E) )

To show that equality holds in @), we consider the n-th Fekete points
{agn}i_; for E and the Fekete polynomials F,,(z), n € N. Observe that

Iz — aknlle = delakyn), 1<k<n, neNlN.

Since cap(E) # 0, the set E consists of more than one point and, there-
fore, dg(z) is a strictly positive continuous function in C. Consequently,
log dg(2) is also continuous in C, and we obtain by () of Lemma B3 that

. . 1
(4.10) nh_}ngo (,}I ||z — ak,n”E) = nh_}II;o exp <ﬁ kg log dE(ak,n)>
—1 -1

= exp < li_>m /log dE(Z)dTn(Z)) = exp (/ long(z)d,uE(z)) .
Finally, we have from the above and 1) that

Mg > lim (HZ:1 [z — CII;,nHE)l/” _ exp(f IOng(Z)dME(Z)).
e ||Fn||En cap(E)

O

Proof of Corollary[ZA Since E is a bounded continuum, we obtain from
Theorem 5.3.2(a) of [26, p. 138] that

diam(E)

—

Thus, the Corollary follows by combining this estimate with the obvious
inequality

cap(E) >

dp(z) < diam(E), z€E,
and by using that pg(C) =1, suppur C E. O

Proof of Theorem [Tl The proof of this result is quite similar to that of
Theorem 11 (also see [9]). For u € C, consider a function

pu(z) := max(]z —u|,1), ze€C.

One can immediately see that log p,,(2) is a subharmonic function in z € C,
which has the following integral representation (see [26] p. 29]):

(4.11) log pu(2) = /log |z —t| d\,(t), ze€C,

where d\, (u+e*) = df/(27) is the normalized angular measure on |[t—u| =
1.
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Let u € OF be such that
lqllz = lqg(u)].

If 2z, k=1,...,n, are the zeros of p(z), arranged so that the first m zeros
belong to ¢(z), then

log [lq =

Zlog|u—zk|<210gpu 2k) Zlogpu 2k)

k=1
Z/log|zk—t|d)\u(t) :/1og|p(t)|d)\u(t),
k=1

(4.12)

by EII).
It follows from (EIT))-(ETY), Lemma B2 and Fubini’s theorem that

%bgw < /log p(t)]*" d)\u(t)g/gg(t,oo)d)\u(t)

Iplle Ip|la/™

= 10%@+//10g|2—t|d)\u(t)dME(Z)
= logKiE) +/10gpu(2)d/m(2)~

Using the definition of p,(z), we obtain from the above estimate that

max exp (/ log pu(2) duE(Z)> ’

uedE
<
lalle < — Iolle
max exp / log |z — ul| duE(z)>
T ( il Il
- cap(B) ple-
Hence
Imax exp (/ log |z — ul duE(z)>
(4.13) Op < il .

cap(E)

In order to prove the inequality opposite to ([I3), we consider the
n-th Fekete points {ayn}7_; for the set F and the Fekete polynomials
F.(z), n € N. Let v € OF be a point, where the maximum of the right
hand side of ([EL3)) is attained. Define the factor ¢, (z) for F,,(z), with zeros
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being the n-th Fekete points satisfying |ak,, — u| > 1. Then we have by

ER) that

Y

1
fi len ()" = Jug exp | 5D, logh k.

lim gz | "
n—00 nhe n—oo

lak,n—ul>1

exp lim/ log |u — z| d7,(2)
n— o0 |z—u|>1

= exp (/ log |u — z|duE(z)> .
s—ul>1

Combining the above inequality with ) and the definition of Cg, we

obtain that
m P </ log |z — ul duE(Z)>
llgnll |2—ul>1

E_ >
v || B || cap(E)

This shows that ([B2) holds true. Moreover, if u € JF is a regular point
for €, then we obtain by Theorem II1.36 of [27), p. 82]) and () that

1
log —— + | 1 —t|d t) = oo) = 0.
0g cap(E) / 0g|u | ME( ) QQ(Ua ) 0

Hence
1
log ——— +/ log [u — t| dup(t) = —/ log |u —t|dug(t),
Ca'p(E) |z—u|>1 lz—u|<1
which implies (B3) by B2). 0

Proof of Corollary[ZA Tt is well known [27, p. 84] that cap(D,) = r and
duﬁr(reie) = df/(2w), where df is the angular measure on dD,. If r €
(0,1/2] then the numerator of [B2) is equal to 1, so that

1
Cﬁr:;’ 0<r§1/2.

Assume that r > 1/2. We set z = re'® and let ug = re?® be a point where
the maximum in ([B3) is attained. On writing

0 — 0o

sin

|z — ug| = 2r

)
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we obtain that

C 1 1 /27'r+90—2 arcsin 2—1T 1
- = —€X -— (6]
Dr p 27 9 &

r 0+2 arcsin %

1 1 m—2 arcsin %
= —exp <— / log (27“ cos f) dx)
T 2w Jq 1 2

arcsin T —T

1 1 T—2arcsin 217
= —exp <—/ log (27“ cos f) dx) ,
T T Jo 2

by the change of variable § — 0y =7 — . O

0 — 6o

2rsin

)

Proof of Corollary [Z3 Recall that cap([—a, a]) = a/2 (see [27, p. 84]) and

d (t) = _ t € [—a,d
,u[faﬁa] - ﬂ_m? ) .

It follows from [B2) that

log |t — u|

2
4.14 Ci_ga=-exp| max / ———dt].
( ) [—a,a] a (ue[a@] [—a,a]\(u—1,ut1) T /a2 — 2 )

If @ € (0,1/2] then the integral in (Idl) obviously vanishes, so that
Cl—a,q) = 2/a. For a > 1/2, let

log [t — u]
4.15 Flu) = / log |t —u|
| ) ) [—a,a)\(u—1,u+1) Wm
One can easily see from (ETH) that
¢ dt
f’(u):/ <0, UE[—CL,]_—(LL
ut1 m(u —t)Va2 —t2
and
f’(u)—/u_1 dt >0, wela—1,d
—a 7r(u — t)m ’ , a.

However, if u € (1 — a,a — 1) then

Y dt ut dt
filu)= /u+1 m(u —t)vVa? —t? * La m(u—t)VaZ — 2

It is not difficult to verify directly that

a? —ut ++va2 —2va? — u2
t—u

+C,

dt 1
= lo
/71'(u—t)\/a2 -2 mva® —u? 8
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which implies that

f(u) = log @owrut Ve - (u1PVel v
Va2 — u? a2—u2—u+\/a2—(u+l)2\/a2—u2 ’

for u € (1 —a,a —1). Hence
f(u) <0, ue(l—a,0), and f'(u)>0, ue(0,a—1).

Collecting all facts, we obtain that the maximum for f(u) on [—a,a] is
attained at the endpoints © = a and u = —a, and it is equal to

max f(u) * log(t+ a)
X = e
u€[—a,al 1—a ™V a2 — t2

Thus [B3) follows from [Idl) and the above equation. O

dt.

Proof of Corollary[3) Note that the numerator of ([B2) is equal to 1, be-
cause [z —u| <1, Vz € E, Yu € 9E. Thus [BH) follows immediately. O

Proof of Corollary[ZA. Observe that Cy > 1 for any E € C, so that Cog >
1. Since E is regular, we use the representation for Cg in [B3). Let
T : E — aF be the dilation mapping. Then |Tz —Tu| = a|z—ul, z,u € E,
and duog(Tz) = dug(z). This gives that

Cog = max exp —/ log|Tz — Tu|dpar(Tz
Tued(aE) < |T2—Tu|<1 d | dpre(T2)

= maxexp| — log(a|z —ul)d z
mac p< [ Tostals — ul s >>

— maxexp  —np(Dya(o) loga - [ log = — ul dyis(2)
u€OE |z—u|<1/a

< max exp —/ log |z —uldug(z) |,
u€OE < ‘qulgl/a

where a > 1. Using the absolute continuity of the integral, we have that

lim log |z — u| dug(z) =0,

a0 J|z—ul<1/a

which implies ([B). O
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