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Abstract

In this paper we consider the problem of counting algebraic numbers « of fixed degree n and
bounded height @ such that the derivative of the minimal polynomial P (z) of « is bounded,
|PL(a)] < Q'~Y. This problem has many applications to the problems of the metric theory of
Diophantine approximation. We prove that the number of « defined above on the interval (—%, %)
doesn’t exceed ¢1 (n)Q"H*%“ for @ > Qo(n) and 1.4 < v < & (n+ 1). Our result is based on an
improvement to the lemma on the order of zero approximation by irreducible divisors of integer poly-
nomials from A. Gelfond’s monograph ”Transcendental and algebraic numbers”. The improvement
provides a stronger estimate for the absolute value of the divisor in real points which are located
far enough from all algebraic numbers of bounded degree and height and it’s based on the repre-
sentation of the resultant of two polynomials as the determinant of Sylvester matrix for the shifted
polynomials.
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1 Introduction

Many problems in the metric theory of Diophantine approximation and the theory of transcenden-
tal numbers are formulated in terms of real, complex or p-adic number sets satisfying the following
inequalities:

|P(z)] < H(P)™™", [P(z)| <H(P)™™, [P(w)], < H(P)™™, (1)

where w; > 0, z € R, z € C, w € Qp, for infinitely many polynomials P(x) from some class P C Z[z].
Here and throughout the paper for a polynomial P(z) = a,z™ + ... + a1z + ag € Clx] we denote by H(P)
its "naive height”, i.e. H(P) = maxo<;<n |a;|. Complexity of the sets defined above motivates the search
for their best possible approximations by combinations of simpler sets (real intervals, complex circles or
p-adic cylinders).

For simplicity let’s consider only the real case now. Solutions to the first inequality of () are located
(see [T4, Part I, Chapter I, §2, Lemma 2]) in the intervals of the form

| — oa| < 2" P(@)]|P (o),

where oy is the closest to x root of P(z). These intervals can be quite large for small values of |P’(«a1)|.
A natural solution to this problem is to find an upper bound for the number of polynomials having a
small derivative at a root.

This approach has been used in R. Baker’s work [I], for example. For some integer n > 1 and real
H > 1, v > 0 he considers the set P, (H,v) of primitive irreducible polynomials P(x) of degree n and
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height H, which are leading (that is, |a,| = H), such that there exists a root oy € C of P(x) with
|P'(a1)] < H'™" and also some additional limitations specific to the problem being solved are implied.
R. Baker has proved for 0 < v < 1 and H large enough that

#P, (H,v) < ci(n)H"™", (2)

where ¢;1(n) is some value that depends on n only. Using this result he obtained for n > 3 and w; >
1

3 (n2 +n— 3) the exact upper bound for the Hausdorff dimension of x € R, for which there are infinitely
many integer polynomials of degree n satisfying the first inequality of ({l). The problem of calculating the
Hausdorff dimension of this set was completely solved by V. Bernik [4] using a different approach. But
nevertheless estimates similar to ([2)) can be useful in many problems of the metric theory of Diophantine
approximation, for example [21[14], and they are interesting on their own as generalizations of the problems
related to the distribution of algebraic numbers and algebraic integers [213}/5]7HILT3L14].

Let’s introduce some useful notation. In the paper uj(A) will denote the Lebesgue measure of a
measurable set A C R¥, k € N. Let P<n (resp. P=y) be the set of integer polynomials P € Z[x] with
deg P < n (resp. deg P = n) and let P<,, (Q) (resp. P—, (Q)) be the set of polynomials P € P<,, (resp.
P € P_,) with H(P) < @. In the paper Vinogradov symbol will be used extensively. We will write
f <a1,20,... g if there is a real value ¢ > 0, which depends on 1,2, ..., but doesn’t depend on f and
g, such that f < cg, and also f =g, 4,,.. g means that both f <, 2, . g and f >, ,, . g are true.
Sometimes we write the hidden Vinogradov symbol value ¢(z1, 2, ...) explicitly while slightly abusing
the notation by using the same symbol c¢(z1, 22, ...) for actually different values throughout the paper.
For a matrix M € R™*"™ = (a;;) define its permanent by

M EP(Z )alg(l) S Umo(m), M <,
perm M = { oc€P(n,m
perm M7T, if m > n,

where P(n,m) is the set of all m-permutations of {1, ...,n}.

For some set D C C, integer n > 1 and real numbers ) > 1, v > 0 denote by P,, (Q, v, D) the set of
primitive irreducible polynomials P € P_,, (Q) with a positive leading coefficient, having a root o € D
such that

[P ()] < Q' (3)

By definition, the set P, (Q,v, D) contains only polynomials which are minimal for some algebraic
numbers, therefore, by counting the elements of P, (Q,v, D) we essentially count algebraic numbers
with certain properties.

In this paper we consider only algebraic numbers in the interval Iy = (f%, %) Previously an upper
bound similar to (2)) was obtained for a slightly wider range of v.

Theorem 1 ([6]). Forn > 1 there exist c1(n) > 0 and Qo(n) > 0 such that for any Q > Qo(n) and for
allOSvS% we have

#Pn (Q,v, o) < c1(n)Q" 177

Also a lower bound was obtained. For technical reasons we need to replace condition (@) with the
following:

[P ()] < CpQ'™, (4)

for some Cp > 0. Denote by P, (Q, v, D,Cp) the set of polynomials similar to P, (Q,v, D), but having
the derivative values determined by () instead of (B]).



Theorem 2 ([I1]). For n > 2 there exist c1(n) > 0, Qo(n) > 0 and Cp(n) > 0 such that for any
Q > Qo(n) and for all 0 < v < 2 we have

#7)’” (Qa v, D, CD) > (TL)Q"+1_2'U_

In Theorem [ the range of v doesn’t depend on n, which significantly limits the applications for large
values of n. We prove the following upper bound, thus partially addressing this issue.

Theorem 3. For n > 3 there exist c1(n) > 0 and Qo(n) > 0 such that for any Q > Qo(n) and for all
14<0v< 1—76(71 + 1) the following estimate holds:

#Pn (Qa v, IO) S Cc1 (n)QnJ’_l_’Uva (5)
with v = %

In the core of the method we use in the proof is an improvement to one lemma from A. Gelfond’s
monograph ”Transcendental and algebraic numbers”.

Lemma 1 ([I0, Chapter 3, §4, Lemma VI]). Let P € P<,,, (Q), m € N, Q > 1, be a primitive polynomial.
If we have |P(§)] < Q™7, T > 6m, in some transcendental point & € R, then there exists a divisor t1(x)
of P(x), which is a power of some irreducible integer polynomial, such that for all Q > Qo(m, &) we have

(&) < Q7T

This lemma has been further improved by relaxing the condition on 7 and obtaining stronger estimates
for the absolute value of the divisor.

Lemma 2 ([4, Lemma 14]). Let I C (—m,m), m € N, be an interval and let P € P<,, (Qk), A >0,
Q > 1, be a polynomial. If we have |P(§)| < Q~7, 7 > 3mA, for any point € 1, then there exists a divisor
ti(x) of P(x), which is a power of some irreducible integer polynomial, such that for all Q > Qo(m) we
have

[t1(8)] <m QTTT™ VE €I

Lemma 3 ([12]). Let I C (—m,m), m € N, be an interval and let P € P<,, (Qk), A>0,Q>1, be
a polynomial. If we have |P(§)| < Q7,7 > 0, for any point £ € I, then there exists a divisor t1(x) of
P(z), degty = my, H(t,) = Q*, which is a power of some irreducible integer polynomial, such that for
any 0 > 0 and for all Q > Qo(m, M, ) we have

|t1(§)| < Q*TerA*mlAlf(’Infml)()\fAl)Jr(S Vf cl.

In certain points £ € R which are located far enough from all algebraic numbers of bounded degree and
height using a corollary of Lemma [0l we can obtain a stronger estimate:

|t1 (€)| < Q—T-{-%m)\—%mlkl—%(m—m1)(k—)\1)+5’

as indicated by Statements[3and [ below. We expect that the method may be further improved, allowing
us to increase the value of v up to 1 in (@).



2 Auxiliary statements

The following lemmas will be used in the proof of Theorem

Lemma 4 ([4, Lemma 10]). Let I C R be an interval and let B be some measurable subset of I,
1B >, 1. If for some polynomial P € P<,, we have |P ()| < L for any point § € B, then |P(€)| <, L
holds for any & € 1.

Lemma 5 ([I0, Chapter 1, §2, Lemma IV]). For any n € N there exist real values Cx(n) > 0 and
Cp(n) > 0, such that for any non-zero polynomial P(x) € Clz], deg P < n, which is a product of k € N
polynomials P;(x) € Clz], we have

Ca(n)H(P) < H(P,) - ... H(Py) < Cp(n)H(P).

Lemma 6 ([I5, Lemma 3.3]). Let Pi(z), P(z) € Clz], deg P, = n; > 0, be polynomials and let £ €
C. The resultant of polynomials Py and Py is equal to the determinant of Sylvester matrix for shifted
polynomials S1(z) = Pi(x 4+ &) and Sa(x) = Pe(z +&):

’

Pi(€) P (€) LR

n2

’

R(Py, Py) = , Pi(&) P ()

. Lpl("l)(g)
Py (€) Py () LR ()

ny!

’

P(&) Py(e) - L P (e)

Lemma 7. Let P € P<, be a polynomial and let & € C be a point, such that | —a| > L > 0 for any
root « € C of P(x). We then have

PO©)] < IPOILT, 5=1,2,....

Proof. Let P(z) = ar(x — aq) - ... - (x — ax), k < n. It’s not hard to see that

o)< % P PO, for =1,k

1<ig <ia<...<i;<k |§ - O‘i1| T ‘5 - Qij‘

PU)(g)’ =0 <, |P(€)| L7, for j=k+1,....

O

Using Lemma [6] we can prove Lemma [l which will be extensively used throughout the paper. Note
that (@) with the one-column permanent is essentially A. Gelfond’s lemma [I0, Chapter 3, §4, Lemma
V] for integer polynomials, and (@) is an extension of V. Bernik’s lemma [4] Lemma 12] for polynomials
of different degrees and heights.

Lemma 8. Let ny,ny > 1 be integers, such that ny + no < n for some integer n, and let \;y > 0, Ay >
0,Q > 1 be reals. Let Pi(x) € P—pn, (Q’\l), Py(z) € P—p, (QAQ) be integer polynomials, having no
common roots, and § € (—3,3).



For any natural k < nqy + no we have

- (k)

Po© - PP

Py (¢
1<, perm B _Zk)( ) Qn1)\2+n2k1, (7)

P, © - P©

Py (6

-0 _ p) N -
where P, (z) = P} (2)Q =™, 7 >0, i=1,2.
If 3 < nyi+no and in addition

[P <QT, neR,i=1,2, (8)

for all points & € I of some interval I C (—%, %), wl =Q~", n >0, then for any § > 0 and for all
Q > Qo(n,d) we have

Smin{ﬁ—|—)\1,7'2+)\2}—277<n1)\2+n2)\1 + 4. (9)
Proof. From (@) it follows that
L < |R(P1, Po)| = |det T| QmA=Fm221, (10)

where T is a matrix similar to (6), but having terms PZ-(J ) (&) replaced with ﬁz(-]) (€). We can estimate the
elements of 1" as follows:
EFE”(@‘ <e(n), j>0,i=12

For any k < nj + ng we may consider the expansion of det T by the first & columns (as it has at least
k columns) and observe that the absolute value of each summand of the expansion contains as a factor
some summand of the expansion of the permanent from (@) and the absolute values of the other factors
can be estimated by ¢(n). There are no more than c¢(n) different summands in the expansion of det 7.
Therefore, the absolute value of det T' can be estimated from above by the value of the permanent from
(@) times ¢(n) and so () follows immediately from (I0). Note, that if min {n,ns} < k, some summands
of the permanent expansion do not necessarily correspond to a summand of the expansion of det T', but
([@) is still true, as the expansion of the permanent only serves as an upper bound.

Assume that (8) holds. Polynomial P;(z)P2(x) has no more than 2n roots, so we can find a point
& € I such that | — «| >, Q" for each root a € C of Py(z)P2(x). According to Lemma [7 the
following estimates are true at &p:

[P/ (é0)] <n [Pi(&0)| Q7,0 = 1,2,
|]Di//(§0)| <n |R(§O)| QQnﬂ 1= 1; 27

therefore, each summand of the expansion of the three-column permanent from (7)) can be estimated by
c(n) max {|P;(&)| }3 Q2" so we obtain

1 S c(n) ma’X{’PZ(go)’}g Q2n+n1A2+n2A1 S Q*B min{’l’lJr)\l,Tz+A2}Q2’I}+n1A2+n2A1.

Estimating ¢(n) by Q° and taking logarithms base @, we obtain (). O



3 Proof of Theorem 3

We assume that the opposite to (@) holds, i.e. there exists n > 3 such that for any ¢;(n) > 0 there
are infinitely many pairs (Q,v) with Q — oo and

7
A4 << —
14_1}_16(n+1), (11)
such that
#Pn (Q, v, Io) > c1(n)Q" 77, (12)

and obtain a contradiction from this assumption for @ > Qo(n). For the rest of the proof we fix one
such pair (Q,v).

Let J be a minimal set of non-intersecting half-open intervals J C R of length Q™" covering the
interval Iy. We have Cr(n)QV < #J < Cy(n)Q" for @ > Qo(n) and some values Cr(n) > 0 and
Cu(n) > 0. Obviously,

Pn (QaUaIO) g U Pn(QaUaJ)a

JeJ

#Pn (Q,UaIO) S Z #Pn (Qava J) .

JeJg

According to the pigeonhole principle there is an interval J € J such that
#Pn (Quv,J) >n QU0

In fact, we can deduce more information from (I2)) in Statement [ below.

We fix some small enough value A(n) > 0, which will control the ”precision” of our estimates. For
example, c(n) < Q2™ for Q > Qo(n) for any particular value ¢(n). Also we can estimate values C4(n)
and Cp(n) from Lemma [Hl as follows:

Q7" < Ca(n),Cp(n) <Q* (13)
As we can see later, it’s sufficient to take
A(n) = —— (14)
" Tosn

Statement 1. For any ca(n) > 0 we can choose c1(n) > 0 such that for any Q > Qo(n) there exist a
real p, 0 < p <wv, and a set of intervals K C J,

#EK > QP ( U K) >Q 4, (15)
KeKk
such that for any interval K € K we have
#Pn Q0. K) = co(n)Q 1700, (16)

Proof. Let T be an integer such that TA < v < (T'+1)A. By definition of v and A, 0 <T < Tp(n) = %.
Take A =n+1—v(1+ ) and define the following subsets of 7:

K1 ={J € J|#Pn(Q,v,J) < c2(n)Q*},
Ko = {7 € T ea(m)Q M2 < #P, (Qu0,J) < ea(m)Q DAL p =0, T -1,
Kr ={J € J|e2(n)Q* " < #Pn (Q v, )} -



Obviously, J = K_; UKo U ... U K. Suppose that #K, < QU~¢+tDA for ¢t = 0,...,T. Trivially,
#K_1 < Cy(n)Q¥ and #Kr = 0. We then have

T
ca(n)Q™ T < H#P, Q. Io) < Y H#Pu (Quu, )= > > #Pu(Qv,J) <

JeJg t=—1J€eK,

T-1
< Cg(n)Qn-l-l—v(l-i-’Y)CU(n)Qv + Z C2(n)Qn+1—v(1+y)+(t+1)AQU_(H_l)A <
t=0

< ea(n)QTITYY (Cy(n) + T) < ea(n)QmHi—7 (cU(n) + %) _

By choosing ¢1(n) = ea(n) (Cu(n) + %) we obtain a contradiction. Therefore, #K; > QU~(+DA for
some t = 0,...,T. Now taking p = tA and K = K; finishes the proof. O

Among the intervals K € K we choose a special interval Kg, at least half of the points of which
are located far enough from all algebraic numbers of bounded degree and height. With the help of this
fact, knowing the absolute values of certain polynomials we may estimate the absolute values of their
derivatives.

Statement 2. For any Q@ > Qo(n) there exist an interval Ky € K and a measurable set By C Ko with
the following properties:

1. the measure of By is at least
1
p1Bo > §H1K0, (17)

2. for any integer polynomial s(x), such that
degs=m <n,H(s) = Q< QA (18)
and for any & € By we have

|8 (E)] < |s ()| QPHAmHIFIA,

Proof. Let A; be the set of all algebraic numbers of degree not exceeding n and of height not exceeding
Q'+2A. For each a € A; define a real interval (note that a is not necessarily real):

o(a) = {:c € R‘ |z —al < H(a)fdego‘le*’J*QA} , (19)

and let S = [J,c, o(a) be the union of the intervals defined above. For @ > Qo(n) we have

1S < Z Z Z wo(a) < Z Z c(m)Hmemlef"*QAg

1<m<n 1<H<Q*2A  a€A;: 1<m<n 1<HLQM24
deg a=m,
H(a)=H

<c(n)Q—r24 Z Z H ' <e(n)Q P22 In(Q) < %Q""A,

1<m<n 1<H<Q24

therefore, from ([IF) it follows that there is an interval Ko € K such that p1 (Ko ().S) < $p1Ko. If we let
By = Ko (R\ 5), we can clearly see that (7)) holds. Any polynomial s(x) defined by ([I8) may have



only roots « such that o € Ay, dega < degs, H(a) <,, H(s). Therefore, by ([[9) for any £ € By and
any root « of s(x) we obtain

€ —al > H(a)” 8*71Q7F722 > ¢(n)H(s)” 18571Q 77724,
which, according to Lemmalil gives us for @ > Qo(n) the following:
15/(&)] < c(n) |s(&)| QPTAMINFTIA | 5(£)| QPHAm+D+3A,
O

Points of By are special in some sense. In particular, given an integer polynomial R(z) small enough
at some point £ € By, Statements Bl and @] guarantee that one particular integer polynomial divisor of
R(z) is substantially smaller at ¢ than the other divisors.

Statement 3. Let S(x) € P<p, (Qk), 2<m < n, 0< A, be an integer polynomial, which is a product
of two non-constant integer polynomials s1(x) and s2(x), having no common roots, such that in some
point £ € By we have:

S(z) = s1(z)s2(x), (20)
degs; =m; > 1,H(s;) = QM < Q'F4, (21)
|S(§)| = QiTv |Sz(§)| = Qinv 1= 1725
EINCS R S—— s 52(8)]
(s~ @ MLm= Hisy) (22)

If in addition
T > p+mA+5A,

then for Q > Qo(n) the following is true:

mi 2 25 (23)
1 1 1 1
To < To+ Ay < 5 (mida +ma; + A) < §m)\ — §m1)\1 - §(m —m1)(A = A1) + A, (24)
1 1 1
71> T = omA+ omidr+ 5 (m—my) (A=A - A (25)

Proof. Since S(z) is a product of s1(z) and sa(z), by Lemma Bl we have
A
mi+mg<m, \i+X <A+ —,T1+1="1,
n

therefore, we obtain

mide + madi = (M1 +ma)(A1 + A2) — miA — made <
mA\ —miA — Mmoo + A,

A
mide +maA; < my ()\ -+ E) + (m—mq)A <
<mA—miA — (m — ml)()\ — )\1) + A.
Due to (2I)) we may apply Statement 2l and estimate |s;(&)| as follows:

|$5(€)] < [sa(§)] QAFImatDINAIA 1y — 1 2,



As mq + mgy > 2, we have ([[l) with the two-column permanent:

1 <, max (‘51(5)‘2 ’

51(8)| [32(0)]  [52()* [F1 (O] RO, (O] [5a(&) ) Qi

where EZ(-j) (x) = sgj)(x)Q’Ai, j >0, i=1,2. If the maximum is attained at the term |3, (¢)| [5,(¢)], a
contradiction follows immediately:

1 < c(n) |§1(§)| ‘52(§>| le)\2+m2)\1 < C(n)prfm/\fsAQf)\l7)\2Qm/\7m1/\17m2)\2+A < c(n)Q74A.

We also obtain a contradiction if the maximum is attained at the term [5(€)[[5,(£)] or |5, ()] [55(€)!-
Let’s consider |3, (€)] [55(¢)], for example. The same argument works for the other one.

1< efm) 5, ()] [35(6)| Q1+ <
< () [3,(6)] [s2(6)] QM QPHMEHIAHIA GriAEmIA

S c(n)Q—p—m)\—{iAQ—)q—kg Qp-{-(mg-{-l)kg-{-?:AQmA—mlAl —maoAo+A S

< e(n)@mHINTA,

Therefore, the maximum is attained at one of the terms ‘51 (5)‘2 and ’52 &) 2, and according to ([22)) the

maximum is attained at the latter one. In other words,

1 < C(?’L) |§2(£)|2 le)\z-i-mz)q < Q—2T‘2Q—2)\2le)\2+m2)\1+A <
< Q727—2Q72)‘2QmA*ml/\I*(m*ml)(A*/\l)+2A
- )

which gives us (24]). Then (25) immediately follows from (20).
If my = 1, we can see from (@) that |3, («E)‘2 can be omitted in the maximum, therefore,
< 2 M1IA2TM2AL
1< c(n) [5,(6) Qmretman,

1 1 1 1
n<m+M< 57’)@/\7Eml)\lfi(mfﬂ’Iq)()\*)\l)ﬁ*AS 5mA+A,

1 1 1
72+/\2ZT2>T—§m/\—A2p+§m)\+4A>im/\+A>T1+>\l,

which contradicts 22]). Therefore, (23] is true. O

Statement 4. Let R(z) € P<y, (Qk), 2<m<mn, 0 << 1, be a primitive integer polynomaial, which
is a product of k, 2 < k <mn, powers t;(x) of different primitive irreducible integer polynomials p;(x).

R(l‘) = tl(l') T tk(l'),
ti(x) =pi(x)¥, e; €Nyi=1,.. k.

If at some point £ € By we have
RO =Q 7, 7>p+mA+TA,
then for one of the factors tq(x) = t;(x) the following holds for any @ > Qo(n):
degta =mq > 2, H(ta) = Q™, [ta(€)| = Q7™,
1

1 1
T4 > T = gmA+ omadd + 5 (m —ma)(A = Ad) — A (26)



3>

Proof. According to ([I3)), for any integer polynomial divisor S(x) of R(x) we have H(S) < H(R)Q
Q2. so condition () of Statement [l is always satisfied for the divisors of R(z).

By definition, R(x) is a product of two primitive integer polynomials having no common roots and
we may apply Statement

<

R(z) = s1(x)s2(x), (27)
degsi = my, H(Sl) = Qkia |SZ(€)| = Q_Tia 1= 1523
Is1(6) N S W L1 (9]
= < 2T = 2 28
His) @0 =9 H(s,) 2%)
thus obtaining the following:
1 1 1
T2+ Ao < §mA7§m1)\17E(mfﬂ’Ll)()\*)\l)ﬁ*A, (29)
1 1 1
T > T — Em)\ + §m1/\1+§(m —mi)A—=X\)—A>
1 1 (30)
> p+ §m>\ + §m1/\1+6A > p+ miA1 + DA.

If s1(xz) = t;(x) for some 4, Statement Ml is proved. Otherwise, we may again write down s;(z) as a
product of two primitive integer polynomials having no common roots and apply Statement [ to s; ()

(as we have ([30)):
s1(x) = s11(x)s12(x),
deg s1; = my;, H(s1;) = QM |s1:(¢)| = Q™™ , i =1,2,
[s1 (] _ Q-m—M1 < g-ma—ha _ [512(§)]

H(s11) H(s12)’
which gives us:
1 1 1
Tia + Mg < §m1)\1 — §m11)\11 - §(m1 —my1)(A — A1) + A (31)

From (29) and 1) we obtain:
1
Tio + 72 < (T12 + Ai2) + (12 + X2) < §m)\—|—2A,
1 1
TN 2T —Ti2— T2 >T— §m)\—2A> §m)\—|—5A,

therefore,

511 ()] —Lma—5A —imr-3A [512(§)52(§)] —n _ [512(§)s52(¢)|
H(Sll) < Q < Q < H(512)H(82)Q < H(81282> ’

so we're back to 7)) and [28) with R(x) = (s11(2)) (s12(x)sz2(x)), but the degree of the first factor is
strictly less than initially. After doing a finite amount of such steps the first factor will necessarily be
some t;(x), and so we prove Statement [l O

We have an interval Ky such that (I8 holds, so by the pigeonhole principle we can find two poly-
nomials P and P, with the major n — 1 coefficients being close. Subtracting them, we obtain new
polynomials R,,(z) for different values of m.

10



Statement 5. Let mg be an integer such that v(1 4+ ) —p—1<my < v(l+~) — p. We may further
assume that v(1 +~) > p+ 2, so mg > 2. If we choose ca(n) large enough, then for @Q > Qo(n) and for
any integer mo < m < n there exists a primitive integer polynomial R, (x) satisfying the following:

2<degR,, <m,

v(l+7v)—=2—-p
m—1

[Rin ()] < Q'7"F2 V¢ € K,

IR ()] < QVFA Ve € K,.

H(Rm) S QAa)‘ =

)

(32)

Each polynomial R, (x) has a divisor tq(x), which is a power of some primitive irreducible integer
polynomial, such that

degtd =mgq > 25 H(td) = Q)\da |td(§)| < Qi‘rd Vf € KOv

1 1 1
Ta=2v—-1)— §mA + de)\d + §(m —mq)(A = Ag) — 3A, (33)
1
>y (p+v(3—7)+mgrg—1) — 3A. (34)

Proof. By definition, any P(x) = ag + a1 + ... + a,z™ € P, (Q, v, Kp) has a root @ € K. Using the
Taylor series expansion with Lagrange remainder, we obtain for any & € K
1 —2v — v
IPEOI < [P (@)l|§ = al + 5 [P(&)] € — af? <e(m)Q' T < QI (35)
[P'()] < [P'(@)] +[P"(€1)] [¢ — o < e(m)Q' ™" < QI7"H4, (36)

where £; € (min(¢, ), max(&, ), and so [P (&1)] <, Q-

Coefficients ag, ..., a, of such polynomials P(z) are located in the intervals L; = [-Q, Q], i = 2, ..., n.
Take some integer 1 < m < n and real 0 < A < 1 and cover each interval L; with a minimal set of
non-intersecting half-open intervals M;, C R of length #QA for i = 2,...,m and of length Q° = 1 for
i=m+1,..,n. We have #{M;,} <4n’Q*~* for i = 2,....,m and #{M;,} <4Q fori =m +1,...,n. If
we let ca(n) = (2n)?" then for m and \ such that

A(m —1) > v(l+7v) —2—p,
we have

#Pn (Q, v, Ko) > CQ(H)Q”""l—U(l-i-v)-i-p >
> (2n)2nmNQUTNANENTI > 4 (M, X x My, Y,

so there are at least two different polynomials Py (), Pa(x) € P, (Q, v, Ky), having coefficients as, ..., a,
in the same parallelepiped Mj, x ... x Mj, . Let Ry, (z) = Py(x) — Pi(z) = ro + riz + .... Obviously,
deg Ry, < m and |r;| < 5Q* for i = 2,...,m. Estimates ([@5) and (B8) still hold for Ry,(z) and R}, (x),
so we can estimate |rq| assuming Q > Qo(n):

|mrm€™ 4 4 2r8 11| = R, (E)] < Q1Y VE € K,

3 13
] < C(”)Ql + ZQ)\ < 1 + ZQ)\ <Q*,
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and then estimate |rg|, thus estimating H(R,):
M €™ 4 ...+ 1€ F 10| = | R (€)| < Q172" VE € Ky,
rol < e(mQ 0+ 500 < 1+ 2@ <@
H(Rmn) < Q.
If deg R,, < 1 then, using the estimates above, we can prove that
1] < e(n)Q'" <1,
o] < e(n)Q' 7" <1,

therefore, R,,(z) = 0, which contradicts Py () # Pa(x). If v(147) < p+2, we may choose m = 1, which
gives a contradiction by the same argument. If R,,(z) is not primitive, we may cancel out the common
factor of its coefficients without affecting the validity of the estimates (32)).

If R, (x) is a power of some primitive irreducible polynomial, taking t4(x) = R,,(z) finishes the
proof. Otherwise, observe that Statement [ holds at each point £ € By:

[Bm () <@, 7 =2v—1-A,

and also

1 -2 1 —1-
v(l+7) pgmv( +7) N (37)
m—1 m

mA=m

therefore,

T=20-1-A=p+@wl+vy)-1-p)+@w1-7)—-A4)>
>p+mA+o(l—v)—A>p+mi+TA,

as long as we satisfy
o(1 =) > 8A(n),

which is true according to (IIl) and ([I4). Therefore, for each point £ € By we may extract a divisor
tae(x) of Ry (x), for which (26) holds. As the number of such divisors of R,,(z) doesn’t exceed n, for
at least one divisor t4(z) estimate (26]) holds for all points £ € By of some large enough subset By of
By, p1Bg > %MlBo >, w1 Ko. Therefore, according to Lemma [ we may extend estimate (28] for ¢4(x)
from By to the whole interval Ky with loss of A, i.e. we obtain [33). Substituting the upper bound (B7)
for mA, we obtain (34). O

Statement 6. Divisors tq(x) of all polynomials Ry, (x), mo < m < n, produced by Statement[d, are the
powers of the same primitive irreducible polynomial. Let t.(x) be such power of minimal degree. Then
t.(x) satisfies the following constraints:

degt. = me <mgo <v(l+7)—p,
H(t) = Q™ < Q" w42, (38)
[te(&)| < Q7 V€ € Ko,

with 7. estimated by (34).
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Proof. For integer mo < m < n — 1 consider polynomials R,(x) = Ry, (x) and Ry(z) = Rpt1(2) :

1 —92_
dog Ra < my = m, H (Ra) < QM Ay = SLEN =270

)

m—1
1 —92_
deg Ry <my=m+1, H(Ry) < @, ) = WFV =270
m
and their respective divisors ¢ (z) and ta(x),
A -
2<deghy =m <, Hl) = <ot <A (O] < @77, V€ Ko, (39)
_ A _ .

2< degtz =my S, Hte) = de <ho+ 0 <4 [12()] < Q77 VE € Ko, (40)

with 71 and 72 estimated by (B4]) and

Assume that t;(x) and t2(z) are the powers of different primitive irreducible polynomials, i.e. they
don’t have common roots. We're going to use symmetric estimates (34), (39), (@) for ¢;(x) and t2(x),
therefore, we may assume w.l.o.g that 7 + Ay < 79 + Ao.

We have my + mgo > 4, so we may use (d) on the interval Ky taking 6 = A:

37‘1—2U§3min{ﬁ+)\1,7’2+)\2}—21} <m1)\2+m2)\1+A§m15\+m)\1+A:
:ﬁlj\ﬁ*ml)\l*(m*ml)(;\*)\l)ﬁ*ASﬁlj\+m1>\1+A

Substituting estimate ([B4]) for 71, we obtain

3

§(p+v(3—7)+m1)\1 —1)=9A —2v <v(l+7)—p+mir + 24,
v(3 =57) +5p+miA < 3+ 227,

which makes a contradiction given that

v(3 —5v) > 3+ 22A.

The latter is true according to (IIl) and (4.

Therefore, t1(x) and to(x) are necessarily the powers of the same primitive irreducible polynomial,
and so are all divisors t4(z) of each Ry, (z) for m = mo,...,n. If t.(z) is the minimal power, then it has
to divide both R,,,(x) and R, (z), therefore, estimates (BY)) are true. O

Statement 7. Polynomial t.(z) from Statement [@ necessarily has common roots with each P(z) €

7)” (Q7 ’U, KO)

Proof. Assume that t.(z) and P(x) do not have common roots. We may apply (@) to t.(z) and P(z) on
the interval Ky, as degt, + deg P > 4:

3min (7e + Ae, 20 — A) — 20 < me + Aen + AL (41)

Substituting ([B34) into the left-hand side of (@Il we obtain:

3
§(p+v(3—7)+me)\e—1)—9A—2U<3min(Te+)\e,2v—A)—2u

13



The right-hand side of ([I]) can be estimated using ([B8]) as follows:

1+7)-2-p A
me+)\en+A<v(1+’y)—p+(M—p+—)n+A=
n—1 n
v(14+7v)—-2—-p

2A.
n—1 +

=20(14+7v)—2-2p+
Putting it all together and doing some cancellation, we have

17 17 3 v(l4+7)—2—0p
-z -+ “MeAe < ——————— + 11A,
v<2 27)+2+2p+2m < 1 +

which makes a contradiction if

1 v(l+7v)—2
==, ->—"U “ L 11A
TTT ) w1
The latter condition is satisfied as long as we have
n+1 7

AR —1)<l,v< ——— =

<50+ 1—6(n+1).

which is true according to (1) and (I4). O

From Statement [7 it follows that all polynomials P(x) € P, (Q, v, Ky) have common roots, which is
not true by definition. Therefore, assuming the opposite to (Bl we obtain a contradiction. This finishes
the proof of Theorem [3]
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