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ON THE SHARPENING OF AN INEQUALITY
DUE TO RIVLIN

Ritu Dhankhar and Prasanna Kumar

ABSTRACT. Some results on the sharpening and generalizations of an inequal-
ity due to Rivlin [15] are obtained. Our results give bounds sharper than the
bounds given by all the earlier results in this direction, and also improve upon
the recent works of Kumar and Milovanovié¢ [12].

1. Introduction and statements of results

For any polynomial P(z) of degree n, let M (P, R) = max,—g|P(z)|. If P(2)
is a polynomial of degree n, then the well-known Bernstein inequalities [3] on poly-
nomials are given by

(1.1) M(P',1) < nM(P,1),
(1.2) M(P,R) < R"M(P,1),

whenever R > 1. The equality holds in both the above inequalities for P(z) = az"
where « is any complex number.

Inequality (L)) is a direct consequence of Bernstein’s Theorem on the derivative
of a trigonometric polynomial [16], and inequality (L2]) follows from the maximum
modulus theorem (see [14] problem 269]).

As mentioned above, equality in (2) holds if P(z) has all its zeros at the
origin, and therefore it is quite natural to seek improvements under appropriate
assumptions on the zeros of P(z). Thus in this direction Ankeny and Rivlin [1]
proved that, if P(z) is a polynomial of degree n having no zeros in |z| < 1, then
R"+1

2
with equality for P(z) = a+ 2", whenever |a| = |§|. A refinement of (L3) may be
seen in Kumar [10]. For more information on the growth of polynomials in a disc
we refer to the book Milovanovié et al. [13]. Tt is equally interesting to extend the
inequality (IL2) for the case R < 1. Varga [17] settled this problem and obtained

(1.3) M(P,R) < M(P,1), R>1
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the reverse of inequality (IL2]) by proving that if P(z) is a polynomial of degree n,
then M (P,r) = r™"M(P,1), r < 1 with equality holding for polynomials having all
their zeros at the origin.

The reverse inequality of (I3]) for 0 < R < 1 was given by Rivlin [15] and he
proved that

THEOREM A. If P(z) is a polynomial of degree n having all its zeros in |z| > 1,
then

(1.4) M(P,r) > (1 ;L T)HM(P, 1),

whenever 0 < r < 1. Equality in (L4) holds whenever P(z) = (z + 1)™.

Aziz [2] generalized Rivlin’s inequality (4] for polynomials having no zeros in
|z| < K, K > 1 by proving that

THEOREM B. If P(z) is a polynomial of degree n having no zeros in |z| < K,
K > 1, then
K+r
K+1

Inequality (L) is best possible with equality holding for the polynomials P(z) =
(z + a)™ satisfying |a| = K.

(1.5) M(Pr) = )nM(P, 1), 0<r<l.

Govil [7] generalized inequality (L4 by studying the relative growth of polyno-
mials P(z) having no zeros in the open unit disc, with respect to two circles |z| = r
and |z| = R whenever 0 < r < R < 1.

THEOREM C. If P(z) is a polynomial of degree n having no zeros in |z| < 1,
then for0 <r < R< 1,

1+7r
1+ R

n
M(P,r) > < ) M(P,1).

Inequalities (I3) and (4] are best possible with equality holding for polyno-
mials having all their zeros on |z| = 1. But the flip side of the bounds given in (3]
and (L4) does not address the issue of how far the zeros lie outside the unit circle.
Now naturally a question arises: is there any way to refine (L3]) and (L4]) for the
class of polynomials satisfying the hypotheses, by capturing some information on
the moduli of zeros? Can we obtain a bound involving the extreme coefficients of
P(z) = Y. _,ayz” which are informative to some extent on the distance of zeros
from the origin? In view of the example for the equality case in ([3]) and (T4
which holds with the property |ag| = |a,|, it should be possible to improve upon the
bound for polynomials P(z) = Y."'_ a,z" satisfying |ag| # |an| and the hypotheses
of inequalities (I3]) and (I4)). The bound involving the extreme coefficients were
introduced to the inequalities for the derivatives of polynomials by Dubinin [5]
and it is very well explained in the book [6] (see also [11]). Recently Kumar and
Milovanovié¢ [12] (see also [9]) settled the problem of sharpening (L4 by introduc-
ing the moduli of extreme coefficients of the polynomial into it by proving that, if
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P(z) =Y _, arz" is a polynomial of degree n having no zeros in |z| < 1, then

(1.6) M(P,7) > (r; 1)” [1 + 8 - 32 <:Z§: - :Z::)]M(P, 1),

for any r < 1.

At the same time, we see many refinements of the inequality (L3) in the liter-
ature, the latest one due to Dalal and Govil [4] in which the authors presented the
results in terms of LerchPhi function.

We prove that the index n of the term (1 — )™ in the right-hand side of (L8]
is redundant and therefore the term (1 —7)" can be replaced by 1 —r. As we know
1—7>(1—7r)" whenever 0 < r < 1 and n > 1, so our result here improves upon
the recent results of Kumar and Milovanovié [12], and in turn sharpens Rivlin’s
inequality (L4)) considerably. Let us begin with the following fundamental result.

THEOREM 1.1. If P(2) = ap + a1z + - -+ + anz™ is a polynomial of degree n
having no zeros in |z| < 1, then
r+1\n (1=7r) (aol — |an]
1.7 M(P,r 2(—) 1+ M(P,1),
an wen > (55 |+ g () e

whenever 0 < r < 1. The result is best possible and equality holds in (L) for
P(z) = (a4 bz)™ with |a| = |b| =1 and also for P(z) = z+ a with |a| > 1.

Since P(z) has no zeros in |z| < 1, it is a straightforward fact that |ag| —

|an| > 0 and hence % ( iZﬁmZ"D > 0. Therefore (7)) sharpens inequality (4]

significantly, whenever |ag| # |a,|. Further

(1—r) (Iaol - Ianl) S @=n" (Iaol - Ian|>

(r+ 1) \laol +lan| ) = (r + 1) \ao| +[an| )’
whenever 0 < r < 1, and therefore the inequality (7)) sharpens the inequality
(CE) whenever |ag| # |an|, 0 < r < 1 and n > 1. Now it is evident that Theorem

[T significantly improves both existing inequalities (4] and (), which will be
further illustrated in the following example.

EXAMPLE 1.1. Let P(z) = (2 +2)% For r = 1/2, max,—, |P(z)| = 6.25,
and the bound from inequality (L8]) is given by max;—, |P(z)| > 5.4, whereas
from inequality (L7) of our result it is max.|—, |P(z)| > 5.7375, an improvement
of about 6.25% over the bound obtained by inequality (L6). Also, the bound
obtained from Rivlin’s inequality (L) is max,—, |P(z)| > 5.06 and in this case,
the improvement of our bound over the bound obtained by (L4) is about 13.39%.

As a consequence of Theorem [[LT] we can derive a sufficient condition for a
polynomial to have at least one zero in an open disc, as given below.

COROLLARY 1.1. If P(2) = ag + a1z + -+ + a,2z™ is a polynomial of degree
n and max, =, |P(z)| > 2" (|ao| + |an|p™) for some p > 0, then the polynomial
P(z) has at least one zero in |z| < p.

Let us prove another interesting inequality for the polynomials having all their
zeros in the punctured open unit disc as follows.
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THEOREM 1.2. If P(z) = ap + a1z + -+ + an2™ is a polynomial of degree n
having all its zeros in 0 < |z| < 1, then

a8 ez (T [ T () vy,

whenever R > 1

By ignoring the term containing the extreme coefficients of the polynomial P(z)
in (L), thereby allowing P(z) to have zeros at the origin, and proceeding similarly
as in the proof of Theorem[[.2] we obtain the following result, which can be viewed
as a consequence of Rivlin’s inequality, and proved independently by Jain [8].

COROLLARY 1.2. If P(z) is a polynomial of degree n having all its zeros in
|z| <1, then M(P,R) > (%)HM(P, 1), whenever R > 1

In the next result we prove a generalization of Theorem [[] for the class of
polynomials having no zeros in |z| < K, K > 1 which sharpens Theorem A.

THEOREM 1.3. If P(z) = ap + a1z + -+ + a,2™ is a polynomial of degree n
having no zeros in |z| < K, K > 1, then

(1.9) M(P,r)>(T+K)"{1+ S ) <|a0||a”|Kn)]M(P,1),
<1

1+ K K=l (r+ K)* \_ l|ao| + |an]

whenever 0 < . The result is sharp and equality holds for P(z) = (z + K)"
and also for P(z) = z 4+ a with |a| > K

REMARK 1.1. When K = 1, Theorem [[3] reduces to Theorem [T}

REMARK 1.2. Since P(z) = 37 a;2’  has all zeros in |z| > K, we have

|ao| — |an|K™
lao| + |an|

Hence for all the polynomials satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem [[.3 except those
having |ag| = |an|K™, our inequality (I.9) sharpens the inequality (LXH]).

By applying Theorem [[3] to the reciprocal polynomial 2" P(1/z) of P(z), we
get an inequality for the class of polynomials having all zeros in |z| < K, K < 1. If
P(z) =ap+a1z+-- +anz has all zeros in |z| < K, K < 1, then Q(z) = 2"P(1/2)
has no zeros in [z| < &, & > 1.

Applying Theorem [[3 to Q(z) with r =

1, 1\" 1 1
2t ® n—1 1_3) |an| — |a0| (W)
max [Q(z)| > ( 1 > I+ K (% + %)n ( |an| + |ao] |z Ia)§|Q( 2l

2= 1+ 4
Since max|,|—r |Q(2)| = 7= max|,=x |P(2)| and max,|1 |Q(z)| = max, =1 |P(2)],
we have
K+ R\" L (R=1) <|an|K” |a0|>}
ax |P(z)| > 1+ (KR)" ax |P
|I§T:)fz| @) (K—i—l) { (KR) (K+R)" |an| + |ao] I?‘;ﬂ (2)l.

Thus, we obtain the following result.

, R>1, we get

|-
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COROLLARY 1.3. If P(z) = ag+ a1z + -+ + an2™ is a polynomial of degree n
having all its zeros in |z| < K, K <1, then for R > 1,

) o (25

The result is sharp and equality holds for P(z) = (z+K)™ and also for P(z) = z+a
with |a| < K.

Mmm>(

In view of the sharpened inequality presented in Theorem [[3] Theorem C also
can be improved considerably and is given below.
THEOREM 1.4. If P(z) = ap + a1z + -+ + an2™ is a polynomial of degree n
having no zeros in |z| < 1, then for 0 <r < R< 1
r+1\n 5 (R=1) lao| — |an|
M(P,r >( ) 14+ R2n-D ( M(P,R).
SV [ r D \Jao| 4 Janln )| M F)

The result is best possible and equality holds if P(z) = (z + a)™, where |a| =1 and
also for P(z) = z + a with |a| > 1.

REMARK 1.3. For R = 1, Theorem [[.4] gives a sharpened version of Rivlin’s
inequality stated in Theorem

If the polynomial P(z) has all its zeros in |z| < 1, then its reciprocal polynomial
Q(z) = 2"P(1/z) has all zeros in |z| > 1. If 1 < R < r, then 1 < £ < 1. Hence
applying Theorem [[L 4l to Q(z), we get

max 2)| = o max 2)|,
lzl=1/r 1 R2=1 (L 1 1)\ an| + |aol(g=) /| 121=1/R

which is equivalent to

1 R* [ 14+7r\"
il P >
rn fﬁfﬁ' (2)] rn (1+R)

{1 " (%)H g+7§’)1 (|a|:|7}ltn+|a|l|0|)] % max [P(2)],

which by simplification yields

o> (55) [ ()t (Rt e oot

Thus we arrive at the following result.

COROLLARY 14. If P(z) =ag+ a1z + -+ + an2™ is a polynomial of degree n
having all its zeros in |z| < 1, then for 1 < R < r, we have

1+7\" r\*"~! (r—R) ( |an| — |ao] >}
M(P,r) > 1+(—) M(P,R).
(Br) <1+R> [ 7)o an Bt Jaol J| M F)
The result is best possible and equality holds for P(z) = (z+a)™, where |a| = 1 and
P(z) = z + a, where |a| < 1.

REMARK 1.4. It is easy to see that all the above results clearly sharpen the
corresponding generalizations obtained recently by Kumar and Milovanovié¢ [12].
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2. Lemmas
We need the following lemmas to prove our results.

LEMMA 2.1. Forany0<r <1, R1 =21, Ry > 1,

Ri—1 Ry—1 Ri—1\ (Ry—1\ _ RiRy—1
(2.1) L +(1—r)(1 )(2 )> 2

Ri+1 Ry+1 Ri+1)\R:+1)” RiRy+1
PRrROOF. To prove (1)) we need to establish that
R -1 Ry—1
R +1 0 Ry+1

Ri—1 Ry —1 RiRy — 1
(-7 (R1+1) (R2+1) T RB 17V
(RiR2+1)(3RiR2— R1 — Ry —1—rRiRy+ 7Ry + 7Ry — 1)
(Ri+1)(Re+ 1)(RiR2+ 1)
(Ry +1)(Ry 4+ 1)(R1Ry — 1)
(R +1)(Re+ 1)(R1R2+ 1)
Therefore f(Ry, Rz,7) = 0 if

(RlRQ + 1)(3R1R2 —Ri—Ry—1—rRiRy+rR1{ +7rRs — T)
—(Rl + 1)(R2 + 1)(R1R2 — 1) > 0.

f(R1,Ra,7)

But
f(Rh R27 T) =

But then
(RiR2+1)(3Ri1Re — Ri — Ry —1—7rRiRy+ TRy + 7Ry — 1)
—(Ry +1)(Ry + 1)(R1 Ry — 1)
=7r(—RIR2+ R?Ry + R1R2 — 2R Ry + Ry + Ry — 1)
+2(R2R%2 — R2R, — R1R2 + R1R>)
= (R Ry +1)(—=R1Ry + Ry + Ry — 1) —2R1Ry(—R1Ry + Ry + Ry — 1)
= (RiRy — R1 — Ry + 1)[2R1 Ry — r(R1 Ry + 1)]
=(R; —1)(Re — 1)[R1R2(2 —71) — 7]
>0
since RiRy(2—1)—r>22—r—r=2(1-1r)>

0.
Therefore we established that f(R;, Re,r) > 0 forany 0 < r < 1and R; > 1,
Ry > 1, and thus the proof is complete. O

REMARK 2.1. One can observe that the sharpest version of (21]) is obtained
by taking » = 1 in (2 and it is given by
Ri—1 Ry-—1 S RiRy —1
Ri+1 Ry+1~ RiRy+1’

whenever Ry > 1, Ry > 1, which improves upon Lemma 1 in the paper due to
Kumar [9].
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LEMMA 2.2. Forany0<r <1, Ry =21, forallk, 1 <k < n,

(2.2) H (gz I;) (Tgl) [1 + ((Jz]%ll...-.éngll))(gglgﬂ '

PROOF. We use induction on n. For n = 1, inequality (2.2)) becomes

Bitr <r+1> _1+ (R1—1)(1—T)}
Ri+17\ 2 )| (Ri+Dr+1)
which is true because a simple check shows that
1\ [ —1)(1—
(2.3) R1+r:(r+ ) PG ) (Gl T)]
Ry +1 2 L (Ri+1)(r+1)

So assume that the result is true for n = m, and thus we have

w0 M) () )

Using (Z3) and (24]), we obtain

R +1

k=1

A
7 N\
=
+
_
N——
3
£
=
_|_
EIE
3|3
s
+ 1
=
=
+ 1 |
ZE

|+ e )

1-7) | (Rl...le)(lr)]

r+1) (Ri...Rn+1)(r+1)m

(r+1)m+1 (Rm+1—1)(1—r)] [ (Ry... Ry —1)(1—7) ]
2 (Rmi1 +D)(r+1)| |(R1 ... R + )(r + 1)

) P e e e )
+<r+1)m“{ (1=7) (Rmy1—1)(Ry... Ry )(17’)}
2 (r+1)m™1  (Rpy1+1)(R1...Rn+1) '

Now using Lemma [2.1] on the appropriate terms contained in the last two lines of
the above inequality, we get

nﬁ1<Rk+r>><r+1)m+1{1+ (Ri...Rpi1—1)(1—7) } O
e \Rp+1) 7\ 2 (Ri...Rpyi1 +1)(r+1)m+1 "

LEMMA 2.3. For any ¢ > K™, d > K, where K > 1 and m s any positive
integer, then

WV

(25) 1 c—Km+d—K> 1 ¢d— K™t
’ Km1 ¢c+1 d+1 7 Km ed+1
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PROOF. To establish ([Z3]), we need to prove
1 ¢c— K™ d-—K 1 cd— Kmt!
Kl o+l T del Km bl 20
Equivalently, we need to prove
K(cd+1)(c—K™)(d+1)+K™(d—K)(cd+1)(c+1)—(cd— K™ ) (c+1)(d+1) > 0.
Since (¢+1)(d+1) = cd+ 1+ ¢+ d, it is enough to show that
(2.6) K(ed+1)(c—K™)(d+1)+ K™(d— K)(cd+1)(c+1)
—(ed — K™ (ed +1) — (cd — K™ (c+d) > 0.

It is a simple exercise to verify the following two identities:
(2.7) K(ed+1)(c— K™)(d+1) = Kd(cd+1)(c— K™)+ K(cd+1)(c — K™),
(2.8) K"™(d—K)(cd+1)(c+1)=K"c(d— K)(ed+ 1)+ K™(d — K)(cd + 1).
In view of (7)), (28) and (26, we need to show that
Kd(cd+1)(c— K™)+ K(cd+ 1)(c— K™)+ K"c(d — K)(cd + 1)
+ K™(d— K)(cd+1) — (cd—Km+1)(cd+1)— (cd— K™ (c+d) >0
Since cd4+1 > c+d for ¢ > 1,d > 1, it suffices to show that
Kd(cd+1)(c— K™)+ K(ed+ 1)(c— K™)+ K"c¢(d— K)(ed+ 1)
+ K™(d—K)(cd+1) — (ed — K™ (cd + 1) — (cd — K™ ) (cd +1) >0,
equivalently we need to establish that
(29) Kd(c—K™)+ K(c—K™)+ K"c(d— K)
+ K™(d—K) - (cd— K™™) — (ed — K™™) > 0.
Again, it is a simple exercise to verify the following two identities:
(210)  K(c— K™+ K™d—K) — (cd — K™") = (K™ —¢)(d — K),
(2.11) Kd(c— K™)+ K™¢(d — K) — (cd — K™*)
=(c—K")(K-1)d+K"(c—1)(d—- K).
In view of (Z9), (ZI0) and (ZII)) we finally need to show that
(c—K™(K—-1)d+(d—K)K™c—1)+K™"—¢] >0
ie, (c—K™)(K—-1)d+(d— K)(K™ —1)c >0,
which is true because ¢ > K™, d > K and K > 1. O

LEMMA 2.4. Forany0<r <1, R; 2 K > 1, for 1 < j <n, we have

e (7)) e ey
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PROOF. Let us use induction on n. For n = 1, (ZI2) becomes

R1+r> K+r 1+(1—r) R — K
Ri+17 \K+1 (K+7r)\Ri1+1)]’

which is true because a simple check shows that

(2.13) ﬁﬂ = (f[i;) {” ((zlm?) (]1%5311:1{)] '

Let us assume that the result is true for n = m, and thus we have

1 (R K " 1 1— Ry — K™
(2.14) H(R]+r)>( +r) [1+ : (1-7r) (Ri...Rn )}
AR +1 K+1 K1 (K +1)™ (Ri...Rm+1)
Using (ZI3) and (ZI4), we obtain
nﬁl Ri+r _ Ryi1+r ﬁ Ry+r
Rp+1)  \Rpi1+1 oy \ e+l

k=1
K+r\"! (1=7) (Rms1—K) 1 (1-7) (Rl...Rmem)'
>(i51) M o ey [ R e (R 1)
<K+r>m“[1 (1=7) (Rmt1—K) 1 (1-7r) (Ri...Rn—K™)]
K+1 (K+7r) (Rme1+1) K7 1 (K+r)m ( .Rp+1) |

1 K+r\"" [ (1=r) (Rnp1—K (1-r) (B Rm_Km)-
g (K+1) [(K+r) (Rm+1+1)H(K+r)m R Rotl) |
K+r\"" (1=r) [ (Rmy1—K) 1 (Bi...Rn—K™)]
<K—+1> [1+(K+r)m+1{(Rm+1+1) K™=l (Ry...Rp+1) }

K+r\™" [ (1-r) 1 (Bmy1—EK)(Ry...Ryp—K™)(1—r)

K+1 (K +r)m+l gm—1 (Rm+1+1)(R1... Ry+1)
() | |

Now using Lemma on the appropriate terms in the last two lines of the above
inequality, we get

m+1 m m
ﬁ (Rk+7’>><K+T) H{1+L (1=r) ([Bi.. Rpp—K H)], 0
k=1

Ri+1 K+1 K™ (K+r)™tl  (Ry...Rpy1+1)

3. Proofs of theorems

PrOOF OF THEOREM [Tl Let z; = Rje%, j = 1,2,...,n be the zeros of
P(z). Since P(z) has no zeros in |z| < 1, we must have R; > 1 for j =1,2,...,n
Suppose that |P(e??)| = M (p, 1) = 1. Observe that for r = 1 the result is obvious.

So for any 7 < 1, we have M (P,r) = M(Pir) » P(re'?)

M(PL) = P(eF) - NOW

|P(re™”)| (retf)] H |7‘€ZB — Rjei?i|

3.1
(3-1) |P(eif)] |eiB — Rjeii|
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Firstly let us extract the following inequality from Rivlin’s paper [15];
retf — Rje%i
et — Rjetdi

T+Rj
= 1+Rj,

(3.2) i=1,2,....n

For the sake of completion, let us present the proof of (82). In fact the inequality
[B2) can be obtained by proving the non-negativity of the function
_ e — Rje?i P (r + R;)? : ,
JO) = (e —Remp ~ @y rp 7 OSH<Im AsIsn
_ e — RjeiP(1+ R))* — | — R;je'® 2(r + R;)* _ f1(9;)

le7% — R;e'%2(1 + R;)? f2(¢5)

where
f1(95) = (re’” — Rje'® )(re™ — Rje™"%)(1 + R} + 2R;)
— (e — R;je™i) (™" — Rje™i)(r? + R? + 2rR;)
el(B—d5) 1 ei(ﬁdﬁ)]

2
et (B—¢;) J;ei(ﬁ%‘)] N 27»23]- [ei(ﬁ¢j) J;ei(ﬁ%‘)]

i(B—¢;5) —i(B—a;)
3le i)+ e J
+M4 s ]

=2R} - 2rR} — 2rR; + 2r°R; — 2rR; {

J

—2rR3 [

=2R} — 2rR} — 2rR; + 2r’R; — 2rR; cos(8 — ¢;) — 2rR’ cos(8 — ¢;)
+ 27“2Rj cos(B — @) + ZR? cos(f — ¢;)

=2R}[1 + cos(B — ¢;)] — 2rR3[1 + cos(B — ¢;)] — 2rR;[1 + cos(8 — ;)]
+ 27“2Rj [1+ cos(8 — )]

= (2R} — 2rR} — 2rR; + 2" R;)[1 + cos(B — ¢;))]

= 2Rj(R? — TR? —r+ r2)[1 + cos(8 — ¢,)]

=2R;(R} —r)(1 —r)[1 + cos(B — ¢;)] = 0.

2R (R —r)(1 = 7)[1 + cos(B — ¢;)]

7% = Rjeis (1 + R;)?
which establishes inequality (B3.2]).
Now from B and (3.2), we have

>0, forevery j,1 <j<n,

which implies

(3.3) |me>h1
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Applying Lemma 22 to the right-hand side of inequality ([33]) with the substitution

Ry...R, ||a“|| , we have for any real values of 3
; r+1\" (lao| — fan[)(1 — 1)
Pred > (50) [+ P,
2 (lao| + lan])(r +1)"
which gives the required inequality. (]

PROOF OF COROLLARY [I Il Suppose P(z) has no zeros in |z| < p. Taking
r =0 in Theorem [T} we get that for any polynomial S(z) = > _, cn2z™ of degree
n having no zeros in |z| < 1,

(3.4) 1S(0)] = Jeo] > 27 (%) tmax |S(2)].

Let Q(z) = P(pz) where p > 0, so Q(z) has no zeros in |z| < 1 and hence using the
inequality (34) for Q(z) we have,

_ 2|ao
Olz2"| ——
Qo127 (2 ) (o)
= |ag| = 27" A maX|P(z)|
lao| + lanlp™ ) Izl=p

|2l
= maXIP( )< 2" (lao| + [anlp™),

a contradiction to the hypothesis. Therefore we proved that, if max,—, |P(z)| >
2" (Jag| + |an|p™) for some p > 0, then there exists a zero in the disc |z| < p. O

PROOF OF THEOREM [[121 Since P(z) has all zeros in 0 < |z] < 1, 80 ag # 0
and Q(z) = z"P(1/%) has no zeros in |z| < 1. Applying Theorem [T with r = &

R
to the polynomial Q(z), we have
1 n L)
= +1 (1-+ |an]| |a0|)}
M(Q,1/R)> (& r) ° M(Q,1
@1/ ( 2 ) [ (g +1)" (Ian|+|ao| @
n 1__ .
) b ) oo
|an| + |ao|

1
= P, R)
o 2 > (5
which gives the required inequality. (I

PROOF OF THEOREM [[3l Let z; = R;e!®, j = 1,2,...,n be the zeros of
P(z). Since P(z) has no zeros in |z| < K K > 1, we must have R; > 1 for
j=1,2,...,n. Then from ([B.3]), we have for any real value of 6,

n

(3.5) M(P,r) > “j[l <%)]M(R 1).

Applying Lemma 24 to the right-hand side of the inequality (3.3 with the substi-
tution Ry ... R, = “ 0“, we get the required inequality. (I
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PRrROOF OF THEOREM [[4l Since P(z) has no zeros in |z| < 1, so the polyno-

mial P(Rz) has no zeros in |z| < & where & > 1. Note that P(Rz) satisfies the
hypotheses of Theorem [[3] so by applying it on P(Rz), we get

max |P(Rz
max |P(R2)
r L ANT 1— — lapR™| (&
> <—R+§> 1y ot U g (ool a0 Gae) V| ),
1+ 5 (5+ %) |ao| + |anR"| l2|=1

which is equivalent to

max |P(z)| > (T“)n [1+R2("_1) (R 1) ( a0l = |ax| )] max |P(z)]. O

z|=r R+1 (T + 1)" |a0| + |an|R"

|z|=R
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