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L, INEQUALITIES FOR THE GROWTH OF POLYNOMIALS
WITH RESTRICTED ZEROS

NISAR A. RATHER, SUHAIL GULZAR, AND A1JAZ A. BHAT

ABSTRACT. Let P(z) = Z::O ayz¥ be a polynomial of degree at most n

which does not vanish in the disk |z| < 1, then for 1 < p < oo and R > 1,
Boas and Rahman proved
PR, < (1R +2[l,, /1 + =, ) 1Pl -

In this paper, we improve the above inequality for 0 < p < co by involving
some of the coefficients of the polynomial P(z). Analogous result for the class
of polynomials P(z) having no zero in |z| > 1 is also given.

1. BACKGROUND & MAIN RESULTS

Let P,, denote the space of all polynomials of degree at most n over the field
of complex numbers. Let P € P, and Q(z) = 2" P(1/Z) then |Q(z)| = |P(z)| for
|z| = 1. This implies |Q(z)| < ||P(2)]|eo for |2z| = 1, where

1P (2)lloo := max|P(2)] .

|2l

This further implies, by using maximum modulus theorem, that |Q(2)] < ||P(2)]lc

for |z| < 1, or equivalently, |z"P(1/2)| < ||P(2)||co- If we take z = € /R where
0 €10,27) and R > 1, we get |(e™?/R")P(Re?)| < ||P(2)||0o- Hence, the growth
estimate for |P(z)| over a large circle |z| = R in comparison with its maximum

modulus over the unit circle |z| =1 is given by
(1.1) I1P(R2)]lo < R"[[P(2) R>1.

The equality in (1.1]) holds if and only if P(z) = az", a # 0. That is, if some of
the zeros of P(z) are not at the origin then inequality (1.1)) becomes strict. In this
regard, for P € P, having no zero in |z| < 1, Ankeny and Rivlin [I] proved that

R"+1
(12) IP(R2). <
The bound in (1.2) is attained for those polynomials P(z) of degree n which have
all their zeros on the circle |z| = 1.

||007

R>1.

1Pl

oo 7
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For P € P, the Mahler measure and Hardy-norm of P(z) are respectively
defined as

I ,
1P() g = exp (g/o log | P(e?)] df) .

and

1o 1/p
1Pl = (5 [ PEnra)”, o<p<o.

Note that the limiting cases lim, o+ || P(z)
| P(2)], are not difficult to verify. For 1 <
0<p<1 |, is not a norm (see [§]).

Under the hypothesis P € P, and P(z) # 0 for |z| < 1, the following variant of
inequality in Ly-norm was obtained by Boas and Rahman [4] for p > 1.

z+ R"
S s el

Iz +11I,
Equality in holds for P(z) = az™ + b,|a] = |b] # 0. One can obtain
by letting p — oo in (1.3). Later, Rahman and Schmeisser [7] showed that the
inequality remains valid for 0 < p < 1 as well.

As an application of , A. Aziz [3] yielded the following L,-norm version
of Turdn’s inequality (see [9]) regarding lower estimate for | P’(z)]|.. , when the
polynomial P(z) of degree n has its zeros in |z| < k, k > 1.

/ > _n
(14) PGl > o 1PG)

In this paper, we first show that the bound in can be improved. The
improvement is acheived by inflating the denominator in the right side of
with involving some coefficients of the polynomial. In fact, we prove the following
result which constitutes a refinement of and, therefore, of inequality due
to Ankeny and Rivlin [I] as well:

Theorem 1.1. If P(z) =Y._ja,2" € P, and P(z) # 0 in |z| < 1, then for each
R>1and0<p< oo,

lp = 1P(2)llo and limy, oo [[P(2)]],, =
p < o0, |||, is a norm. However, for

(1.3) |P(R2)]| R>1.

P )

los

l,, p>1.

|R" + =],
(1.5) [P(R2)]], < m 1P,

where
|an| + Rlao|

L6 ) = (Lol ¥ Blesly

(16) (B) Rlan| + |ao|

The bound is sharp and equality in (L.5) holds for P(z) = az™ + b, |a| = |b| # 0.

Remark 1.1. Since all the zeros of P(z) = Y__, a,z" lie in |z| > 1, therefore,
lag| > |an|. This implies A(R) > 1 and hence it can be easily verified for 0 < 0 < 27
that

€ + A(R)| > [ + 1

)
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which gives for each p > 0 that

27 27
e + \M(R)|" do > e +117do.
| (R)
0 0

Equivalently,
Iz + AR, = lz+ 11, -
This shows that the inequality (|1.5]) refines inequality (|1.3)).

By letting p — oo in (1.5) and noting that A(R) > 1, we obtain the following
refinement of inequality ((1.2]) due to Ankeny and Rivlin [I]:

Corollary 1.1. If P(z) = Y _,a,2" € P, does not vanish in |z| < 1, then for
each R > 1,

a7 PR < (5 ) 1P

where \(R) is given by (1.6)). The inequality is sharp and equality in (1.7) holds
for P(z) = az™ +b, |a] = |b| # 0.

Next, consider a polynomial P(z) = >."'_ a,z" of degree n having all its zeros

in |z] < 1, then the polynomial P*(z) = 2" P(1/Zz) of degree at most n has no zero
in |z| < 1. Applying Theorem [I.1] to P*(z) with R = 1/r, we get for 0 < p < oo
and r < 1,

1/r" + 2
1P/l < i

m 1P~ (=),

where
|ao|+(1/7“)|@n|> (T|ao|+an)
A1/r) = (@l Uil (rigol ¥lanl) oy
0= (Gt wct) = (Gl otet) =40
By using the fact that |P(e®)] = |P*(e?)|, |P*(e?/r)| = |P(re'®)|/r™ and
[r"2+ 1], = [[r™ + 2|, we obtain the following result:

Corollary 1.2. If P(z) = >.I'_ a,z" is a polynomial of degree n having all its
zeros in |z| < 1, then for each r <1 and 0 < p < o,

"+ z
| L, 1P,

(1.8) |P(rz)], < T T 21

where
rlao| + |an|
)= (bl
)= el + 7lan]

The result is sharp and equality in (1.8) holds for P(z) = az™ + b, |a| = |b] # 0.

Our next result is another application of Theorem which constitutes a
refinement of inequality (|1.4]).



162 N.A. RATHER, S. GULZAR AND A.A. BHAT

Theorem 1.2. If P(z) = >."'_ a,z" is a polynomial of degree n having all its
zeros in |z| < k, where k > 1 then for each 0 < p < oo,

n_ li¢(k) + =l

(1.9) [P'(2)]loc > 1P(2)]l
k™ + 2l 11+ =2]p ?

where

(1.10) o(k) = L2l £ an|

Klao| + k™|an|
The result is sharp and equality in (1.9) holds for P(z) = az™ + b, |a| = |b| # 0.

Remark 1.2. Since all the zeros of P(z) are in |z| < k, then |a,|k™ > |ag|.
This implies that ¢(k) > 1. In view of this fact, it is not difficult to see that
lo(k) + 2|, > |1 + z||p- This proves our assertion that the Theorem is a

refinement of inequality (1.4)).
The following result is obtained by letting p — oo in the Theorem

Corollary 1.3. If P(z) = >.""_;a,z" is a polynomial of degree n having all its
zeros in |z| < k, where k > 1 then for each 0 < p < 0o,

n 14+ ¢(k)
——||P
where ¢(k) is given by (L.10). The result is best possible as shown by P(z) = az™+Db,

la] = [b] # 0.

1P ()0 >

2. LEMMAS
We require following lemmas to prove our theorems.

Lemma 2.1. Let a, b be complex numbers independent of c, where « is real. Then
for each p > 0,

2w ) 27 )
[hewetons ["1s et
0 0
Using periodicity, it is easy to verify the lemma, so we omit the details.

Definition 1. Let v = (y0,71,--.,7n) be an (n + 1)-tuple of complex numbers,
Arestov [2] called the operator A, which sends a polynomial P(z) =Y _"_, a,2" to
A P(z) =30 _, va,z", admissible if it preserves one of the following properties:
e P(z) has all its zeros in {z € C: |z| < 1}
e P(z) has all its zeros in {z € C: |z| > 1}.

For admissible operator, Arestov [2] proved the following result:

Lemma 2.2. Let ¢(x) = ¥(logx) where v is a convex non-decreasing function on
R. Then for all polynomials P(z) of degree at most n and each admissible operator

A

¥

| etarenas< [ o em e o
0 0
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where c(y,n) = max(|vo|, [vnl)-

Definition 2 ([6, pp. 36]). Let f and g be analytic in |z| < 1, we say that the
function f is said to be subordinate to g, if there exists a function w analytic in
|z| <1 with w(0) =0 and |w(z)| < 1 for |z| < 1 such that

f(Z)=g(w(z)) (2 <1).

Lemma 2.3 ([0l pp. 36]). Let f and g are analytic for |z| < 1 such that f is
subordinate to g. In addition, if g is univalent in the same disc, then for each p > 0,
we have

2m 2m
/ [f(e™)P b < / lg(e®)|P df .
0 0

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULTS

Proof of Theorem [I.1l Let P*(z) = 2" P(1/z), then |P*(2)| = |P(2)] for |z| = 1.
Since P(2) = ap2™ + an_12""1 + -+ + a1z + ag does not vanish in |z| < 1, then
the function f(z) = P*(z)/P(z) is analytic inside and on |z| = 1. By a generalized
form of Schwarz lemma [5l, pp. 167],

|2+ 1£(0)]
lf(2)| < ————=7— for |z] < 1.
L+ £ (0)]]]
That is,
N |aol 2] + |an|
|P*(2)] < (m>|P(z)\ for |2 <1.
Replacing z by 1/z and noting that P(z) = 2" P*(1/Zz), we get
|ao| + [an||2] *
Setting z = Re™ in (3.1]), we obtain for 0 < 0 < 27 and R > 1,
; Rlan| + aol) 0
P(Re?)| < | == ) |P*(Re™)|.
PR < (e ) 1P et

Equivalently, for |z| =1 and R > 1, we have
(3-2) AR)|P(Rz)| < |R"P(z/R)|,

where A(R) = (lan| + Rlao|)/(Jao] + Rl|an|). Again, since all the zeros of P(z)
lie in |z| > 1, therefore, by Viete’s formulae, |ag| > |ay|. This implies A(R) =
(lan| + Rlaol)/(|lao| + Rlay|) > 1 and hence from (3.2)), we get

|P(R2)| < |R"P(z/R)| for |z|]=1 and R>1.

Moreover, the polynomial R"P(z/R) does not vanish in |z| < 1 for every R > 1.
Hence, it follows by the maximum modulus principle that

|P(Rz)| < |R"P(z/R)| for |z|<1.
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By Rouche’s theorem, the polynomial
P(Rz) + ¢"R"P(z/R) = Z (RY +e“R"")a,z"
v=0

does not vanish in |z| < 1. Therefore, the operator A, defined by
A, P(z) : = P(R2) + e R"P(z/R)
= (R" 4+ €"“)a,z" + -+ (1 + R"e™)
is an admissible operator. Applying Lemma With ¢(x) = zP and p € (0, 00), we
obtain for each p > 0, R > 1 and « real,

27 27
[P e an < (e e [ pEp an,
o 0

This gives,

27 27
/ / |P(Re™) + " R"P(c’ /R)|" df da
0 0

27 27
(3.3) < / |Rme' + 1/ da/ |P(e)|” df.
0 0
Now for every real @ and 7 >t > 1, we have
|r—|—em| > |t+em| ,

which implies for each p > 0,
27 27
/ ‘7“+em‘p daZ/ ‘t—i—em’p da .
0 0

If |P(Re™)| # 0, we take r = |[R"P(e?® /R)|/|P(Re)| and t = A(R), then by (3.2),
r >t >1 and we get by using Lemma 2.1

27 27 n 10 P
. 4 , 4 - R"P(e? /R)
P(Re®) + ¢ R"P(e? /R)|” da = | P(Re™ p/ 14ee = L7V gy
/0 ‘ ( ) ( / ){ | ( )‘ 0 p(Reze)
2 n 0 p
.  R"P(¢"/R)
—|p 0 1’/ i e iy
| (Re )| ; e + PR do
2 n 0 p
4 . R"P(e? /R)
_ 0\ |P o
= | P(Re")| /0 e +‘P(R€i9) dov

2m
> |P(Rei9)|p/o &' + )\(R)‘p do.

For |P(Re®)| = 0, this inequality is trivially true. Using this inequality in (3.3),
we obtain for each p > 0, R > 1 and « real,

2 27
/ et + A(R)ypda/ |P(Re|” df
0 0

2m 2
< / |R™ + emy”da/ |P(e®)|” df.
0 0
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Equivalently for each p > 0,

(3.4) PR, < A2 ””ﬁ 1Pl

PIMR) + 2],
which proves the desired result for p > 0. To prove the result for p = 0, we simply
let p — 0+ in[3:4] This completes the proof of Theorem O

Proof of Theorem [I.2l By hypothesis, all the zeros of P(z) lie in |z| < k where
k > 1. Therefore, all the zeros of F(z) = P(kz) are in |z| < 1 and consequently,
the zeros of polynomial G(z) = 2" F(1/Z) are outside |z| < 1. If 21, 29,..., 2, are
the zeros of G(z), then |z;] > 1, j=1,2,...,n and

2G'(z) 2

G(z) Z z—z’

Jj=1

or,

’LGG/ i n 1
Re 610 Z Re S Z: 5

for the points e*?, 0 < 6 < 2, other than the zeros of

(z). This implies

eiGG/(eiG) i ewG/(eie)
nG(e?) | — nG(e?)
for the points ¢?, 0 < # < 27, which are not the zeros of G(z). Equivalently,
(3.5) G/(e)] < [nG(e?) — G/ ()

for the points €, 0 < § < 27, which are not the zeros of G(z). This inequality is
also true, even if €% is a zero of G(z), it follows that

|G'(2)] < |nG(2) — 2G'(2)| for |z|=1.
Since all the zeros of F(z) are in |z| < 1, by the Gauss-Lucas theorem, the zeros of
F'(z) are also therein. This implies that the polynomial
2"IF(1/Z) = nG(2) — 2G'(2)

does not vanish in |z| < 1. Therefore, in view of , we conclude that the rational
function
2G'(2)
nG(z) — 2G'(z)
is analytic for |z| < 1 and |w(z)| < 1 for |z| = 1. Moreover, w(0) = 0. It follows

that the function 1+ w(z) is subordinate to the univalent function 1+ z for |z| < 1.
Hence, from Lemma [2.3] we obtain

w(z) =

2m 2m
(3.6) / |1+w(ei‘9)|pd9§/ 1+¢e?Pdd p>0.
0 0
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Now,
14+ w(z) = nG(zT;G_(Zz)G(Z) and  |G/(2)| = [nG(z) — 2G/()| for |2| = 1.
This gives for |z| = 1,
(3.7) n|G(2)] = 1+ w(2)[InG(2) = 2G'(2)] = [1 + w(2)||¢'(2)].
Inequality (3.6]) in conjunction with (3.7)) gives for p > 0,
2m 2m P

(3.8) np/ |G(e?)[Pdf < / 11+ ¢|P do <|m|a)§|G’(z)|) .

0 0 z|=

As the polynomial G(z) does not vanish in |z| < 1, we can apply Theorem [1.1] to
G(z) with R = k and obtain,

27 ) kn+2|| 27 )
3.9 / G(ke')|P do < ”77’/ G(e')|P db
(3.9 0 Gk lp(k) + 2llp Jo ()l

where
a k"t a,
o) = B e
Again, since G(z) = 2"F(1/z) = 2" P(k/Z), then it is not difficult to see that
|G(ke'?)| = k™ |P(e?)| for 0<6<2m.
Combining this equation with and , we get:

11+ 2|
(3.10) k| Py < A2l
P lolk) + 2y
Applying inequality (1.1I) to the polynomial G’(z) = kP’(kz), of degree at most
n—1and k > 1, we have

1E™ + 2]l max 1G'(2)].-

(3.11) max G'(2)| =k max |P'(k2)| < k" mex |P'(2)].
By using inequality (3.11)) in (3.10]), we finally obtain
1+2lp
nl|P(2)p < mllk + 2plI P (2) oo -
P
This completes the proof. ([l
REFERENCES

[1] Ankeny, N.C., Rivilin, T.J., On a theorem of S. Bernstein, Pacific J. Math. 5 (1955), 849-852.

[2] Arestov, V., On integral inequalities for trigonometric polynomials and their derivatives,
Math. USSR-Izv 18 (1982), 1-17.

[3] Aziz, A., Integral mean estimates for polynomials with restricted zeros, J. Approx. Theory 55
(1988), 232-239.

[4] Boas, R.P., Rahman, Q.I., LP inequalities for polynomials and entire function, Arch. Rational
Mech. Anal. 11 (1962), 34-39.

[5] Pdlya, G., Szegd, G., Aufgaben and Lehrsdtze aus der Analysis, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1925.



INEQUALITIES FOR GROWTH OF POLYNOMIALS 167

[6] Rahman, Q.I., Schmeisser, G., Analytic theory of polynomials, Oxford University Press, 1922.

[7] Rahman, Q.I., Schmeisser, G., LP inequalities for polynomials, J. Approx. Theory 53 (1988),
26-32.

[8] Royden, H.L., Real Analysis, Macmillan Pub. Co., Inc., New York, 1968.
[9] Turén, P., Uber die Ableitung von Polynomen, Compositio Math. 7 (1939), 89-95.

P.G. DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS,
UNIVERSITY OF KASHMIR,
HAZRATBAL, SRINAGAR-190006, INDIA
E-mail: dr .narather@gmail. com
sgmattoo@gmail.com
Aijazb8240@gmail.com


mailto:dr.narather@gmail.com
mailto:sgmattoo@gmail.com
mailto:Aijazb824@gmail.com

