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Abstract. The estimation of lower bounds for the norms of homogeneous polynomials which
are products of linear forms in a Banach space, was obtained by K. Ball in a very precise
description in the case where H is a complex Hilbert space with dimension > n. He also

—n/2 The above result is taken

managed to obtain a better bound estimate for ¢, (H) = n
as a corollary of Ball’s theorem, which is not valid in the case of real Hilbert spaces. In
this paper we studied the reasonable question if the above result is valid in the case of real

Hilbert spaces.

1. INTRODUCTION

We define polynomials in infinite dimension spaces using multilinear map-
pings. Let E and F be two vector spaces on K, where K = R or C. We
shall call the mapping L : E™ — F n-linear form if the mapping x; —
L(xy,... %y ...,xn), i =1,2,...,n,is linear. Also we shall call the L : E" —
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F symmetric if
L($1, L2y wv ey xn) = L(xo(l)a 130(2), cee 7$U(n)) P

for all (z1,x2,...,2,) € E™ and every permutation of the first n natural
numbers. If L : E™ — F is a n-linear form we put:

1
S (L) (xlnya <o 7xn) = H Z L (xa(l)v Log(2)y - 7$U(n)) )
O'ESn
where 5, is the set of all permutations of the first n natural numbers. Obvi-
ously S(L) : E™ — F is a symmetric n-linear form. We put

L(z):=L(zx,...,2), VackE.

Definition 1.1. We define the mapping P : F — F as a homogeneous poly-
nomial of n-degree if there exists an n-linear form L : E™ — F such that
P = E, ie.,

P(z)=L(z)=L(zz,...,z).

Generally there is no a bijection between the n-linear forms and the homo-
geneous polynomials of n-degree. Though there exists a bijection between the
symmetric n-linear forms and the homogeneous polynomials of n-degree.

The proof of this claim is based on the following Lemma where we use the
polarization formulas.

Lemma 1.2. If L : E™ — F is a symmetric n-linear form and P: E — F a
homogeneous polynomial of n-degree with P = L, then:

1 n
L(a;l,a;g,... ,l’n) = o] Z €162 e P ZEkxk )
Ceim—t1 k=1

where the sum is over all e1,¢€2,...,en € {—1,1}.

Definition 1.3. We define the mapping P : £ — F as a polynomial of n-
degree, if P = P, + P,_1 4+ --- + Py where P, 1 < k < n is a homogeneous
polynomial of k-degree, P, # 0 and Py is a constant mapping.

2. OPTIMAL LOWER BOUND FOR NORMS OF LINEAR PRODUCTS OF
POLYNOMIALS ON A BANACH SPACE

Let Pi,..., P, be polynomials in a Banach space E. Then the product
Py ---P,: E— Kwith (P1---P,)(x) :== Pi(x)--- Py(z), for all x € E, is also
a polynomial. We also have that the following relation holds true:

[P Pl < [Pl - - [[Pa] -
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Problem: Find a positive constant M, depending only on the degrees of
polynomials, such that

[P [Pl < M- [[Pr--- Pol| (2.1)

A number of inequalities of this type has already appeared in the litera-
ture. In the classical setting of single complex variable polynomials with the
supremum norm, Mahler [5] established relation (2.1) with M = 2™ where
deg(Py - -+ P,) = m. Kro6é and Pritsker [4] improved the above constant and
proved that M = 2™~!. Generally constant 2™~! can’t be improved any
more. In the general case of complex Banach spaces Benitez, Sarantopoulos
and Tonge [3] obtained the optimal constant:

(ml 4+ 4 mn)m1+"'+mn

M =

i

where degPr, = my, k=1,2,...,n. It is easy to see that on the space F = {3
the homogenous polynomials:
Pj (('ra)gozl) = Tmy44mi_1+1 - - - Tmy+4my
with mg := 0, j =1,...,n and degP; = m; satisfy the following:
(ml + . + mn)m1++mn

[P 1P =

[1Pr- - Pl -

Especially, if FE is a complex Banach space and Ly € E*, k=1,...,n, then
(Lol ILnll < 0™ | Ly - La]

and the constant n” is the best possible.

3. OPTIMAL LOWER BOUND FOR NORMS OF LINEAR PRODUCTS OF
POLYNOMIALS ON A HILBERT SPACE

3.1. H is a complex Hilbert space. In some Banach spaces constant n”
can be improved. Arias-de-Reyna [1] proved that

L1l [ Lall < nz - [|Ly- - Ll
where Ly € H*, k=1,...,n and (H,(-,-)) is a complex Hilbert space.

We also have that, if ap € H with ||agx|]| = 1, & = 1,...,n, the above
inequality takes the following form

sup (a1, z)- - (an, z)| > n"?%. (3.1)
lzl|=1

Recently Ball [2] proved the next theorem:
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Theorem 3.1. Let (a;j)} be a sequence of normed one vectors in a complex
n

Hilbert space and (t;)7 is a sequence of non-negative numbers with Zt? =1.
j=1
Then there exist a unit vector x such that

‘(ajJ?)’th, i=1...,n.

3.2. H is a real Hilbert space. Just like in the complex case, for a real
Hilbert space (H, (-,-)), with ax € H and |jag|]| =1 (1 < k < n), we have that

sup [{a1,x) - (an,x)| > n~"2

llzll=1

The question is if we obtain the same result for a real Hilbert space.

Lemma 3.2. Let ay,ao,...,a, unit vectors in a Hilbert space. If we have that
S (a1, z)(ag, z) - (an, )| = [(a1,€)(az, &) - - - {an, )|
x||<1

for & € H with ||&|| =1, then we get

_— al PR an
e T e

(3.2)

Remark 3.3. If H = R"” or C", from the previous Lemma, we get that

§1<a17§> == §n<an7§> = l )

n
where § = §1a1 + -+ - + §nan.
Now we are able to prove the next theorem:

Theorem 3.4. Let aq,...,a, n-linear unit vectors which are also independent
i the Euclid space R™. Then the next estimate holds:

max |(a1,){az, @) - -~ (an, z)| > (“) :

lzll2=1 n

where t1 is the lowest eigenvalue of the matrix Gram A of the unit vectors
at,...,an, that is, A = [(a;,a;)], 1,7 =1,2,...,n.

Proof. It £ = &1a1 + - -+ + &napn, € R™ with [|£]|2 = 1 and
max |<CL1,ZE><(Z2,$> e <an>x>‘ = |<a17£><a’27€> T <an7£>| ’

[[=]l2=1
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then from (3.2) we get

01,€){a2,8) -+ (an )] = — =L (sl 1§n>é

nm |£1§n’ nm
n

S Gerd)
S w\gr e
1 1

(Gt )

Thus we have that:
1 1

.. > . ) _
fo1,€)002,6) - {en. 81 2 o (3.3)
If 2 = (x1,...,2,) € R, then the equation
n
q(z) = ||lzras + - + nanlly = > {ai, aj)mizy (3.4)
ij=1
is a symmetric and positive quadratic form. We have that ¢(&1,...,&,) = 1,

so in order to find a lower bound for the inequality (3.3), we must find the
extremals points of the function f(x) := x3+- - -+z2 which satisfy the equation
g(z) = 1. That is, we will find the extremals points of f under the assumption
that g(z) = 0, where g(z) := ¢q(z) — 1. Using the Lagrange multipliers method
we assume the vector equation

Vf(x)+kVg(x)=0. (3.5)

Since f and g are homogenous polynomials of 2-degree, applying Euler’s The-
orem we obtain

(z,

V(
Also, since V(f(z)+kq(x)) = Vf(xz)+kVq(z) = 0, we have f(z)+kq(xz) = 0.
We already have that ¢(x) = 1, hence k = —f(z). So, relation (3.5) becomes
) -

tVf(x) —Vq(x) =0, where t=1/f(z). (3.6)

The vector equation (3.6) leads to the following n equations with n solutions
System

f(@) + kq(x))) = 2 (f(z) + kq(z)) -

[{a1,a1) — t]lz1 + (a1, a2)xe + - -+ + (a1, an)z, =0,
(a2, a1)x1 + [(a2,a2) — t]ze + - - - + (a2, an)xn =0,

<an7 al)-%'l + <an7 a2>33'2 + -+ [<an; an> - t]xn =0.
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Since we have that (z1,...,2,) = (0,...,0) is not a solution for our problem,
the determinant of the system must be equal to zero, that is

(ar,a1) —t  {(a1,a2) oo Aag,ap)
<a2,'a1> (a9, a?> —t e (6%2, an) 0 (3.7)
(an,a1) (an, az) coo Aap,an) —t

This is the characteristic equation of ¢(x). Since ¢(z) is symmetric and posi-
tive, if t1,ta, ..., t, are the solutions of (3.7) (with other words the eigenvalues
of the matrix A = [(a;,a;)],7,7 = 1,2,...,n), then all the solutions are real
and positive. Let t; the smallest solution. Thus for the vector ({1, ...,&,) € R”

we have:
1 2 o\ 1/2 1
f(§177€n)§t1<:>(§1++§n) Sitl/z,

1
Equivalently, we have the following relation

1 n/2
> (3.8)
=g
G
The last inequality combined with relation (3.3) prove our Theorem. O

4. THE n-TH (LINEAR) POLARIZATION CONSTANT OF A NORMED SPACE

4.1. The n-th (linear) polarization constant of a Banach space. If
fi, fo,..., fn are bounded linear functionals on a Banach space X, then the
product (fifa--- fn)(x) := fi(z)f2(x) - - fu(x) is a continuous n-homogeneous
polynomial on X. Ryan and Turett have shown (see Theorem 9 in [7]), in their
study of the strongly exposed points of the predial of the space of continuous
2-homogeneous polynomials, threat there exists C,, > 0 such that:

A2l f2ll - 1 fll < Cullfifa- - full s
where

[f1fz- - full = sup |fi()fa(2) - ful@)] -

[lz]l=1

Definition 4.1. ([3]) The n-th (linear) polarization constant of a normed
Banach space X is defined by
cn(X) s = WM >0 [[fall - I full < M-l fr--- full, Y f1ses fo€ X7}

Uy, nt e AG) @)l ()
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On the other hand, the general n-th polarization constant K(n,X) of a
Banach space X on a space K (K =R or C) is defined by:

K(n, X) := inf{M : ||L|| < M|P||, Y PeP("X)},

where L is the symmetric continuous n-linear mapping P = L (in the above
definition we have to do with all the continuous n-homogeneous polynomials,
not only with the products of linear mappings). In the case of complex Ly (u)
spaces the constant n™ can be improved.

Proposition 4.2. If X = L,(u), then

nv, if 1<p<2,
nv | if 2<p< oo,

cn(Lp(p)) < {

where % + z% =1. For 1< p <2 the constant is the best possible.

Remark 4.3. Let us remark here that for the proof of relation (4.2) we as-
sumed that the dimension of the L,(x) spaces is at least n. In the case where
2 < p < oo we have that

ealLp(p)) < n"7"

The constant n™/ pl, in that case is not the best possible. Using the result from
Kroé and Pritsker [4], we see that

Lo - Ll < 2" 7Ly - L

and the constant 2"~ ! is the best possible. So, for n = 2 we have c3(¢2,)) = 2
although relation (4.2) gives us the following result

Cg(fgo) S 22 .

Proposition 4.4. Let X be a Banach space, then:
cn(X) <n".

4.2. The n-th (linear) polarization constant of a Hilbert space. In the
special case of a Hilbert space H, using the Riesz Representation Theorem,
Definition 4.1 turns to be:

Cn(H) = 1/ inf sup ’<l’,l’1><$,$2> U <$a$n>| :

T1,...,onESH l|z||=1

Theorem 4.5. ([1]) We have that the following result holds:

cn(C?) =n2 .
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The optimal lower bound for a normed polynomial which is a product of
continuous and linear functionals in a Banach space was studied in the case
of a complex Hilbert space H with dimension > n, from Ball [2]. He managed
to calculate the optimal lower bound

cn (H)=n""?.

The above result is a corollary of Ball’s Theorem, which (theorem) doesn’t
holds for real Hilbert spaces. We study the following crucial question:

If the above result holds for real Hilbert spaces. For this, we assume
that
cn(R") =n2 . (4.3)

For the previous result we refer to Pappas and Revez [6].

Theorem 4.6. We have that ¢,(R") = n™? for n = 2,3,4 and 5. Thus, for
n < min{d,5}, we also obtain that c,(R?) = n™/?

Lemma 4.7. Let H be a real Hilbert space and let ap € Sy, k=1,...,n be

arbitrary unit vectors. Suppose that for some unit vector & € Sy and with
some § > 0 we have

ma ai, )| {an, )| = |(a1,&) -+ {an, , 4.4

el a)]ana)| = e, €) -+ (o, €) (14)

that is, £ is a local (conditional) mazimum of polynomial P on Sg. Then we

have
al Qyp,

e T g

(4.5)

Proof of Theorem 4.6. Let n = 2,3,4 or 5 and let the linear functionals be
fixed as a1,...,a, € Sgr. Consider the Gram matrix:

A= (laia), -y, ER™™ . (4.6)

By an appropriate change of signs €; = +1 of the vectors a;, which does not
change norm of P, we want to achieve that the row (and thus the collum)
sums of the entries of A are all add up at least 1. To get this, select signs &;
to maximize ||Y 7 €sa4]|,. Write a := """, g;a; for this (or, any) maximal
vector. If 1 < j < n is an arbitrary index, put

b:= —2¢ja; +a.

Then |[|b||2 < ||lal|2, by assumption. On the other hand, by the parallelogram

law
I = ja; +all3 + lleja; 13 = 1/2([lall3 + [[b]3) < llall3
© 2(gjaj, gja; —a) <0,
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that is (ejaj,eja; —a) < 0. Obviously this implies (a,eja;) > 1,j=1,...,n
as needed. So, without loss of generality we can assume

Y1 = (a1, a1) + (a1,a2) + -+ + (a1, an) > 1,
Yo 1= (az,a1) + (az,az) + -+ (az,a,) > 1,

: (4.7)
Yn = (an7a1> + <an;a2> + 4 <an;an> > 1.
Now let us consider the mean vector
=2 = et an . (4.8)
lallz  [lax + -+ anll2

The theorem will be proved once we show the following lemma.

Lemma 4.8. Let n < 5. Suppose that the signs of the unit vectors a; (i =
1,...,n) are chosen so that (4.7) holds. Then the mean vector (4.8) satisfies
|P(z)| >n"/2.

Proof. By definition and (4.7), we have 1 < y; < n (i = 1,...,n). The
assertion is equivalent to state that the inequality

Byt )
Yiys - yn > < - "> : (4.9)

holds true for all the possible vectors y := (y1,¥2,...,Yn) Which arise from
Gram matrices (4.6) of unit vectors systems satisfying (4.7). However, it is
rather difficult to describe the exact set of the arising vectors y, so we settle
with the following. O

Lemma 4.9. Let n <5. Then (4.9) holds true for all y € [1,n]™.

Proof. First we remark that n? > (2 - %)n for n = 2,3,4 and 5, while it is
false for n > 5. However, inequality n? > (2 — %)” is just the special case of
(4.9) when y = (1,...,1,n), whence in general (4.9) fails at y = (1,...,1,n)
for n > 5. So let n < 5 and let us exploit the fact that (4.9) holds when
y = (1,...,1,n). First let us consider the variable values y(t) := (1,...,1,t)
in the interval 1 < ¢ < n. For these special values the left-hand side of (4.9)
is t* and the right-hand side is (2=1£)" hence (4.9) is equivalent to g(¢) > 0,
with ¢(t) := 2logt — nlog (”771“) . By the above we have ¢(n) > 0, while
q(1) = 0, hence it suffices to show that ¢(¢) is, in fact, a concave function on
[1,n]. This follows from computing

-2 n  (n=2)t2 —4(n— 1)t — 2(n — 1)?
7€?+(n—1+ﬂ27 2(n —1+1)2

<0,
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the last inequality being valid between the two roots tgn) and tgn) of the qua-
dratic polynomial in the numerator. (Here, again, one has to use the restricted
range of n when calculating [1,n] C [tgn), tgn)]). Let now m be the number of
indices of coordinates y; with 1 < y; < n. When m = 0, (4.9) degenerates
to 1 =1, and when m = 1, we obtain (4.9) from the above consideration for
y(t). So we argue by induction. Let now 1 < m < n, suppose that (4.9) holds
for the values when at most m of the variables differ from 1, and let us prove
(4.9) for the vector y = (1,..., 1, Yk, Yk+1,- - -, Yn), Where k := n—m. First let
us apply the inductive hypothesis for y = (1,..., 1, Yx+1,...,Yn) to get

k+yk+1+"'+yn>n
n

Y1 Un > < (4.10)

Now, put ¢t := 1+ H;k(yki_l) . Then obviously 1 < ¢t < y, hence by the

1+Fun
m = 1 case of y(t) we get
t—1\" yp — 1 "
2 S 42 k
> 12> 1+> :<1+ ) : 411
. < n Ft et + o (#10)
Multiplying together equations (4.10) and (4.11) gives (4.9). O

We also give another proof for n = 2,3,4. We must prove that:

1
sup |<$1,£><$2,£><l‘n,£>| > n/2 ’
llgllz=1 n
where x1,x9,...,x, are unit vectors in a real Hilbert space. We must show
that this holds for
1t ta,
lz1 + -+ anlly

So, without loss of generality we can assume:

(x1,29) + (x1,23) + -+ + (x1,70) > 0,

(o, 1) + (22, 23) + -+ + (@2, 2p) > 0,

<$n7$1> + <.Tn,l‘2> + -+ <l‘naxn71> >0.

The case n=2 : We must show that:

sup |(z1,&)(x2,£)| >
l€ll2=1

)

N | =
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where £ := ”;’311:;22“2 . We obtain that:

1,21 + X2){T2, T1 + T2 1+ (1,2 2
(1,8)(x2,§) = < N . ) [+ )]
||l’1 +$2H2 2+2<ﬂ?1,$2>
_ ey 1
2 2
as we have that (x1,x9) > 0. The equality holds if and only if (z1,z2) = 0.

The case n=3: We must show that:

1
sup (1, ) (2, €) (w5, £)] > 5 |
l€ll2=1 32
where £ := m . We also obtain the following relation

(1, 8) (22, ) (23, )

(w1, 4 w2+ 23) (W2, 71 + T2 + 23) (73, 71 + T2 + T3)
ey + 22 + a3l
[1+ (@1, 22) + (1, 23)] - [1+ (@1, w2) + (@2, ¥3)] - [1+ (21, 23) + (22, 23)]

) {342 (1, 22) + (21, 3) + (w2, 23)]} 2

If we take that
a=1+ (x1,z2) + (x1,23) > 1,
b =1 + <x17x2> + <x27$3> Z 17
c=1+ (1}1,553) + <332,933> > 1 ’
then we must prove the following estimate:
a-b-c 1
<$17€><$2,§><.’L’3,€> = - 3 > 3
(a+b+c)z 32
(a-b-c)? 1
S S,
(a+b+¢)3 — 33
b 3

We assume that
b 3
lasbie) = (v = (L)

then we must prove that f(a,b,¢) > 0 for 1 < a,b,c < 3. We are looking for

local extremals
£, = 2ab?c® — (a+§+c)2 — 0,
f, = 2a2bc — (a+§+c)2 -0,
f. = 2a%b%c — (a+g+c)2 —0.
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So, inside the interval we must have a = b = ¢. Then equality f, = 0 becomes:
20° —a*=0 = a*(2¢°-1)=0

1
a or a B

1
= GZT<1,

V2

outside the interval. Similarly we must examine the smallest value:
1<a,b,c<3.

e a=1or a=3. We have that the following relations hold true

14+b 3 b 3
f(1,b,¢) = b2 — (T) and  f(3,b,¢) = 9?c? — <3+3+c) .
Now, since 1+Tb+c > 1, we obtain

3
F(3,b,¢) = 9022 — [z + <1+§+C)]

1+b+e\® /2 3
> op2r— (7)) (241
> e (2) - (54)

125 (1+b+c\®
— b2 2
e 27( 3 )
125
> — .
> o f(Lb.o)

The above result shows that we have equality only for a = b = ¢ = 1. Thus,
we must show that f(1,b,¢) >0 for 1 < b, ¢ < 3. We define:

1+b+c>3

g(b,c) = f(1,b,¢c) & g(b,c) =b*c? — ( .

We are looking for local extremals:

Inside the interval we get b = ¢, since b = % > 1+T2b and b > 1, hence we
have:

3
g(b,b) = b — (H?)%) > b5 > 0.
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Thus, we must check the results for the boundary values b = 1 or b = 3. We
4+ c) 3

have the following relations
3

)3 and gCLc)::902—-<

(

g(l,e) = — 2?
Now, since % > 1, we have
s = oo 2 (229)]
> 902—<2—;C>3.<§+1>3
- 2_12275<2;_C>3 > %759(1,0).

Thus, it is enough for us to prove that: g(1,¢) >0 for 1 < ¢ < 3.

Indeed, for
2+c

3

2

= Cc —

y

(

g(1,¢)
24¢

= 4¢(1,¢) =2c— <
3
So, we have that ¢/(1,¢) = 0 for ¢ = 14£v142=16 @42_16 =T++V7?—4. We also get
)2 > 1> 0. The biggest number

21
) =—— (02—14c+4).

5

3

that ¢'(1,¢) ='1>0and J(1,¢) =6 (
is > 3, and the smallest is < 1, since it holds that
c <45 .

T-VTP-4<1 &
Finally we have the next relations ¢’(1,0) > 0 and ¢(1,1) =0

:4:27

W
vle| H

The case n=4: We must show that:
sup |(x1, &) (22, §) (23, 6)(24,6)] >

ll€ll2=1
. We have the following relation

. _xitzotw3tws
where § := lz1+zo+a3+zally
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92
(z1,8) (22, ) (w3, ) (24, )
(w1, w2 + 23+ w4) (T2, 71 + T2 + X3 + 14) (T3, T1 + T2 + T3 + 74)
|21 + T9 + x3 + 24|
X (x4, 21 + 2 + 23 + T4)
[T+ (@, @) + (@1, m3) + (21, 20)] - [1 + (21, 22) + (22, 73) + (22, 4)]
- 4
{4+2[(z1,22) + (w1, 23) + (w1, 24) + (T2, 3) + (w2, T4) + (T3,24)]}2
[1 + <1’1, :113> + <x2,x3) + <1’3, :IZ4>] [1 + <$1,1’4> + <x2,x4> <x3,m4>]
If

a=1+ (z1,22) + (w1, 23) + (x1,24) > 1,

b=14 (x1,22) + (x2,x3) + (z2,24) > 1,

c=14 (x1,23) + (x2,23) + (x3,24) > 1,

d=1+ (z1,z4) + (2, T4) + (T3, 74) > 1,
then we must show that:

a-b-c-d 1

(z1,&) (w2, §) (23, §) (24, &) = T2 71

(a+b+c+d)z 4z

(@a-b-c-d)? > i

(a+b+c+d)
4

Suppose we have
b d\*
f(a,b,c,d):(a-b-C-d) _(a—'_?:c—i_> )

then we prove that f(a,b,c,d) > 0 for 1 < a,b,c,d < 4. We are looking for

local extremals:

fa = 2ab2c2d? — (atbietd)? —
fy = 2a2bc2d? — (a+b+c+d)3 -0,
fe = 2a*b%cd? — (a+b+c+d)3 =0,
fa = 2a2023d — (wtbrerd)d
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So, inside the interval we must have: a = b = ¢ = d. Then, equality f, = 0
becomes:
2" —a*=0 = a*(2a*-1)=0

1
= a=0 or a4:§

1
= (I:T<1,

V2

outside the interval. Similarly we must examine the smallest value:
1<a,bc,d<4.

e a=1or a=4. We have the following results

f( ) ,C, ) c ]l ( )
and 1
f( )05 €, d) = 16b 62d2 — <bc+d) '

Since W > 1, thus

f(4,b,c,d) = 16b*c2d? —

§+ l+b+tec+d\l?
4 4
<1+b+c+d>1<3 )4
— /) (=41
4 4

4 4
> 16b%c2d? — <3 + 1> (l—l—b—l—c—l—d>
- 4

V
—
D
SY
[N}
o
[N}
S
[N}

4

3 4
2 <4+1> f(l,b,C,d)-

The above result shows that we have equality only for a = b =c =d = 1.
Thus, we must show that f(1,b,¢,d) >0 for 1 <b,c,d <4 . We define

g(b,e,d) = f(1,b,¢,d)

1+b+c+d\?
bc,d) =b2Pd? - [ ———
S olbed) = - (L)

for 1 <b,c,d < 4. Also we have

1 1 1
gm@mzw—<z%> mﬁb:bz%z Z%

= g(b,b,0) >b° —b* and b>1= g(b,b,b) >0.
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Hence, we must check the results for the boundary values b =1 or b = 4. We
have the following relations

2+c+d

1,¢,d) = 2d? —
R

4 4
d
) and g(4,c¢,d) = 16¢2d* — <5+Z+> )

2+c+d
4

Hence, since > 1, we obtain

2 d\1*
g(4,c,d) = 16c%d* — [i + (T)]

2+c+d\* /3 4
> 162 — ([ Z————— ) (241
3 4

We define the next relation:

h(c,d) =g(1,¢,d) for 1 <e¢,d<4

2 +2¢\*
= h(c,d)—02d2—< ZC) and ¢ > 1
1 4
= h(c,c)Zc4—( ;—c)

=  h(c,c) >0

Hence, we must check the results for the boundary values ¢ =1 or ¢ = 4. We
have that

34+d\*
4

h(1,d) = d* — (
and

4 4 4
h(4,d) = 16> — <2+4+d> — 164 — <6jd> .

Now, since %d > 1, we get that

6+d\* 3 /3+a\]?
h(4,d) = 16d2(z> :16d2[4+(z>}

4 4 4
16d2(3—£d> -<i+1) > <i+1) h(1,d) .

Y
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Thus, we must prove that

4
h(1,d) >0 for 1<d<4 = h(1,d):d2(3—£d>
4 2

= hld=0 = <3Zd) RN <3*4‘d) — 4d

= (B4+d?*=+16d = 9+6d+d*=+16d
= d’4+22d+9=0 and &> —-10d+9=0.

ed>+22d4+9=0 = d=—11++/112 < 1, outside the interval.
ed>-10d+9=0 = d=1and d=9.

The h(1,d) is positive for our interval (1 < d < 4).

The case n: We must prove the following result:

sup ’<$1,§><$2,§> T <$n,£>’ >
l§ll2=1

1
nn/2

We have that
fla,ag,...,ay) = (a1 - a2 -...-an)2 — <

where 1 < aq,as, ...,a, < n.

n
ay + as + —i—an) 50,
n

We proved the cases n = 2,3,4 in a different way. Those proofs can be
generalized for n. We hope that in the future, we will be able to get results
for this special generalized case.
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