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Abstract. Let P(z) be a polynomial of degree n and P(z) # 0 in |z| < 1. Then for every
real o and R > 1, Aziz [1] proved that

no_ 1
max |P(Rz) — P(2)| < R -1 (M2 +MZ2,.)?,

|z|=1 - 2

where

M, = max |P(e'@T2k™m)|,
1<k<n
In this paper, we establish some improvements and generalizations of the above inequality

concerning the polynomials and their ordinary derivatives.
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1. INTRODUCTION

If P(z) is a polynomial of degree n, then according to a well-known classical
result due to Bernstein [2]

max |P'(z)| < nmax |P(2)]. (1.1)
|z|=1 |z|=1

Also a simple deduction from the maximum modulus principle yields that,

P < R" P(z)|. 1.2

Jnax [P(z)] < R max|P(2) (1.2)

Both inequalities (1.1) and (1.2) are sharp and equality hold if p(z) has all its
zeros at the origin.

As a refinement of (1.1) Frappier et al. [3] proved that

P(2)| < P(e™)|. 1.3
max [P (2)] < n max |P(e™)] (1.3)
It is evident that inequality (1.3) is a refinement of (1.1), since the maximum
of |P(z)| on |z| = 1 may be larger than the maximum of |P(z)| taken over
(2n)™" roots of unity, as is shown by the simple example P(z) = 2" +ia, a > 0.

Aziz [1] improved the bound of inequality (1.3) by proving that, for every
real

ﬁ%whns%Mwwhﬂx (1.4)
zZl=
where

M, = max |P(e(@F2kmn)|, (1.5)

1<k<n
If we restrict ourselves to the class of polynomials P(z) having no zero in
|z| < 1, then Erdés conjectured and later Lax [4] proved that
max | P (2)| < = max|P(2)|. (1.6)
|z|=1 2 |z|=1
For the same class of polynomials, inequality (1.6) was improved by Aziz [1]
by proving that, for every real «,

max |P(2)] < = (M2 + M2, )2, (1.7)

j2l=1

IS

where M, is as defined in (1.5).
Further, if P(z) is a polynomial having no zero in |z| < 1, Aziz [1] also

proved that, for every real a and R > 1,

"1
Tn|a>1<|P(Rz) — P(z)] < R 5

(M2 + M2,,)3. (1.8)
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Rather et al. [6] obtained a generalization of inequality (1.8) by proving

n
that if P(z) = ag+ Z a;z?,1 <y < n, is a polynomial of degree n having no

zero in |z| < k,k > 1, then for every real a and R > 1,
R"—1

(M2 M2 )3, 1.9
rEmznl ) (19)

|P(Rz) = P(2)] <

where M, is as defined in (1.5) (see also [7, 8]).
They further improved the bound of (1.9) by involving m = gg}c |P(z)| and
obtained B
IP(R2) = P(:)] €~ (M2 + M2 — 2020, (110)
2(1 + k2#)

where M, is as defined in (1.5). Further, by involving some coefficients of the
polynomial, Rather et al. [6] improved the bound in (1.9) and proved that, if
n

P(z) = ap + Zajzj, 1 < u < n, is a polynomial of degree n having no zero
J=H
in |z| < k,k > 1, then for every real a and R > 1,
R"—1

E‘U‘i“@-u—l_i_l 2
2(u+1) [ nla
2{1+k0ﬁ)<H£tyMH> }

where M, is as defined in (1.5). Rather et al. [6] improved inequality (1.10)
under the same hypothesis and obtained,

R -1

2
lagl _
2 ¢ 14-k2(ut1) <Z|aoumku 1+1>

|P(Rz) - P(2)] < (M2+ M2, )%, (1.11)

|P(Rz)—P(2)| < (M2+M2, . —2m?)7,

p_lap +1
1+n la mkM

\
ol—

(1.12)

where m = |II|1iIZ |P(z)| and M, is as defined in (1.5).

2. LEMMAS

We need the following lemmas to prove our theorems. This lemma is a
special case of a result due to Frappier et al. [3].
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n
Lemma 2.1. If P(z) = Eal,z” is a polynomial of degree n, then for R > 1,

v=0
max |P(2)| < R max|P(2)] — (R" = B"2) |PO)] ifn>2  (21)
and
max | P(2) < B max|P(2) - (R = 1) [PO)] ifn=2. (22

n
Lemma 2.2. If P(z) = ap + Zajzj is a polynomial of degree n having no
J=H
zero in |z| <k, k> 1, then
H
n

ap

k<. 2.3
o < (23)

This lemma is due to Qazi [5].

The following four lemmas are due to Rather et al. [6].

n
Lemma 2.3. If P(z) = ag + Zajzj, 1 < pu <n, is a polynomial of degree
J=p
n > 2 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1, then for every real c,

max [P'(2)] € e (M2 + M2, )3, (2.4)
|2|=1 V2(1 + k2r)

where M, is as defined in (1.5).

n
Lemma 2.4. If P(z) = ap + Zajzj, 1 < u <n, is a polynomial of degree

J=H
n > 2 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1 and m = lrr‘ul}JP(z)\, then for every
zl=
real o,
max | P (z)] < n (M2 + M2, —2m?)z, (2.5)

j21=1 T V21 k)

where My, is as defined in (1.5).

n
Lemma 2.5. If P(z) = ag + Zajzj, 1 < u < n, is a polynomial of degree
J=p
n > 2 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1, then for every real «,

n 1
(M2+M2,.)2, (2.6)

H‘M“Cu—l_;'_l 2
2(p+1 n_a
2{1+k (w )<1+§|Zg|k“+1> }

max|P'(2)| <
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where M, is as defined in (1.5).

n
Lemma 2.6. If P(z) = ap + Zajzj, 1 < u < n, is a polynomial of degree
J=H
n > 2 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1 and m = |H\IHIIC|P(Z)" then for every
zl=
real o,

n

2
lagl _
2 { 14 k20+D) (t:am_mk“ 1“)

T

lagl

NI

max | P (z)] <
|z]=1

(M§+M§+7r _2m2) )

(2.7)
where M, is as defined in (1.5).

3. MAIN RESULTS

In this paper, we not only obtain improvement and generalization of in-
equality (1.8) but also improves inequalities (1.9), (1.10), (1.11) and (1.12)
respectively. In fact, we proved

n
Theorem 3.1. If P(z) = ap + Zajzj, 1 < pu <mn, is a polynomial of degree

J=np
n > 3 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1, then for every real o and R > 1,

- R e 2 1
|P(R2) - P(2)] < — = k%)(Ma + M2,
B (R”n— - - R:i; 1> IP'(0)] for n>3 (3.1)
and
R3—1 ) N
|P(Rz) — P(2)] < W(Ma+Ma+7r)
3 B /
a [R 3 - (B~ 1)] |P(0)] for n=3, (3.2)

where M, is as defined in (1.5).

Proof. Applying Lemma 2.1 to the polynomial P’ (z) which is of degree greater
than or equal to 3 and using inequality (2.4) of Lemma 2.3, we obtain for ¢ > 1
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and 0 < 60 < 2,

/

n 1 !
<=1 Mo% 4 Mi )z — =3 |1 P(0)]. (3.3

Hence for each 6,0 < 0 < 27 and R > 1, we have
R . ’ .
/ e’p (te’e)dt’
1

R
/1 ‘Pl(te“’)‘ dt. (3.4)

(P(Rew) - P(ew)‘

IN

Equivalently, (3.3) becomes

IN

R
P(Re’) — P(” ’ / g (M2 4 M2, ):
(re") -~ P < | s (A + M)

R
- / ("t —"=3) at| P (0)]

1

" —1
: —Y S VAR
n 2(1 + k2#)
R"—-1 Rv2-1 /
S(FE-E oL e
This implies for [z| =1 and R > 1,
R"—1 1
P(Rz) — P(z)] < ————(M*>+M?> )2
P(RE) PG| £ s (M2 M2 )
R"—1 Rv?2-1 /
—< P >|P(0)| for n > 3,
and similarly, for n = 3,
R3 -1 ) 2 1
|P(Rz) — P(2)] < W(Ma + Myyr)?
R3—1 :
-5 - w-n] P
which completes the proof. O

Remark 3.2. Inequalities (3.1) and (3.2) provide an improvement of inequal-
ity (1.9) when P'(0) # 0.
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n
Theorem 3.3. If P(z) = ap + Zajzj, 1 < p<mn, is a polynomial of degree
J=p
n > 3 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1 and m = |H‘111]1€|P(z)\, then for every

real o and R > 1,
R" -1

2 2 9 %
|P(Rz) — P(2)] < W(Ma + M5, —2m*)
n n—2
- (R n_ - Rn_; 1> [P (0)] for n>3 (3.6)
and
P(R:) - P()| < — o=l ziar. —om)t
N 2(1 + k20 @ ot
_ [RSS— I (R— 1)] |P,(0)| for n=3, (3.7)

where M, is as defined in (1.5).

Proof. Proof of this theorem follows on the same line as that of the proof of
Theorem 3.1 but instead of using Lemma 2.3, we used Lemma 2.4. We omit
the proof. O

Remark 3.4. Inequalities (3.6) and (3.7) give an improvement of inequality
(1.10) when P'(0) # 0.

We next prove the following two results, which not only gives improvements
of inequalities (1.11) and (1.12) but also provide an improvement and gener-
alization of Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 under the same hypotheses.

n
Theorem 3.5. If P(z) = ap + Zajzj, 1 < p<mn, is a polynomial of degree
J=p
n > 3 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1, then for every real o and R > 1,

R -1

E'M‘ku—l_;rl 2
2 1 n_a
{1 () )

B R”—liR”—g—l
n n—2

|P(Rz) — P(2)] < (M2 + M2, )2

)|P’(o)\ for n>3, (3.8
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and

R3—1
|P(Rz) — P(z)] < (M2 + M2,.)?

) s | 2
2(p+1 n_a
2{1+k (w )<1+Z0|ngu+l> }

_{33—1_

(R— 1)] |P'(0)] for n =3, (3.9)

where M, is as defined in (1.5).

Proof. Proof of this theorem follows on the same line as that of the proof of
Theorem 3.1 but instead of using Lemma 2.3, we used Lemma 2.5. We omit
the proof. O

Remark 3.6. Inequalities (3.8) and (3.9) yield an improvement of inequality
(1.11) when P'(0) # 0.

Remark 3.7. To show that Theorem 3.5 yields a better bound than that of
Theorem 3.1, it is sufficient to show that

1 1
>

2(1 + k2») — a1y 2
V2 ) 2{1—1—]{:2(”*1) (ﬁ;agw 1+1> }

a
1+%|£|ku+1

(3.10)

that is,
© %’kufl +1 2
1+ <14+E <1+/*|“u|]{;u+1
nlag
or

20 p—1
Et < flpt1l)n a B 41
- 1+H|‘Lﬂ|ku+1

nlag

which is obvious by (2.3) of Lemma 2.2.

n
Theorem 3.8. If P(z) = ap + Zajzj, 1 < pu <mn, is a polynomial of degree

J=p
n > 3 having no zero in |z| < k,k > 1 and m = |1’I‘111}1€ |P(2)|, then for every
z|=



Improved version on some inequalities of a polynomial 927

real o and R > 1,
R -1

2
lap _
2 1 + k2(‘u'+1) (Z \am‘il,::lk‘“ 1-‘1—1)

,u 1.| 1
1+ 8 = pt

n lag|—

[P(Rz) = P(2)] <

X (M3 + Mg — 2m2)é
<R”1 R"2-1

n n—2

> I[P (0)| for n >3, (3.11)

and
R3—1

2
lap _
2¢ 1+ k2(ut1) (ﬁlaoumku 1+1>

I T

n lag|—m

[P(Rz) = P(2)] <

X (M3 A+ MGy — 2m2)%
[R?’ —1

(R — 1)} |P'(0)] for n=3, (3.12)
where M, is as defined in (1.5).

Proof. Proof of this theorem follows on the same line as that of the proof of
Theorem 3.1 but instead of using Lemma 2.3, we used Lemma 2.6. We omit
the proof. O

Remark 3.9. Inequalities (3.11) and (3.12) yield an improvement of inequal-
ity (1.12) when P'(0) # 0.

Acknowledgments: We are grateful to the referees for their useful sugges-
tions.
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