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QUATERNIONIC MAHLER MEASURE

WEIJIA WANG AND HAO ZHANG

Abstract. We introduce the quaternionic Mahler measure for non-commutative
polynomials, extending the classical complex Mahler measure. We establish the
existence of quaternionic Mahler measure for slice regular polynomials in one
and two variables. We study the quaternionic Mahler measure for real and
slice regular polynomials, and consider the associated Lehmer problem. Various
formulas of quaternionic Mahler measures are proved.

1. Introduction

Given a non-zero complex Laurent polynomial P ∈ C[x±1 , . . . , x
±
n ], the complex

(logarithmic) Mahler measure of P is defined as

mC(P ) :=

∫

Tn(C)

log |P (x1, . . . , xn)| dµ(Tn(C)),

where Tn(C) = {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Cn | |x1| = · · · = |xn| = 1} is the unit complex
torus and dµ(Tn(C)) = (2πi)−n

∏n
ℓ=1

dxℓ

xℓ
is its probability Haar measure.

The origins of Mahler measure can date back to the early 20th century when
Lehmer [24] introduced it (of one variable) in his study of finding large prime
numbers. Lehmer proposed what came to be known as the Lehmer’s conjecture,
which concerns the smallest non-zero Mahler measure that an irreducible poly-
nomial in Z[x] could attain. Later, Mahler [25] extended the concept to several
complex variables in utilization to explore the heights of complex commutative
polynomials.

In the early 1980s, Smyth [32] discovered the notable identity,

mC(1 + x+ y) =
3
√
3

4π
L(χ−3, 2) = L′(χ−3, 1),

where L(χ−3, s) is the Dirichlet L-function of the odd Dirichlet character of con-
ductor 3. The machinery of relating the Mahler measure with L-functions and
regulator, continues to be explored through the work of Boyd [4], Deninger [5] and
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Rodriguez-Villegas [31]. For a thorough survey about complex Mahler measure,
the readers are also recommended to consult the book [3] of Brunault and Zudilin.

Variants of Mahler measure have also been proposed in many literatures. For
example, the definition of Elliptic Mahler measure by Everest and ńı Fhlathúin [8],
Akatsuka’s Zeta Mahler measure [1], and Pritsker’s examination of the areal Mahler
measure [28] by replacing the integration with area measure on the open unit
complex disk (see also Pritsker [29], Laĺın–Roy [22, 23]).

In this manuscript, let H be the algebra of quaternion. For a non-commutative
polynomial P (x1, . . . , xn) with coefficients in H, we consider the following quater-
nionic analogue of Mahler measure

mH(P ) :=

∫

Tn(H)

log |P (x1, . . . , xn)| dµ(Tn(H)),

where Tn(H) = {(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Hn | |x1| = · · · = |xn| = 1} becomes the unit
quaternion torus and dµ(Tn(H)) is again the probability Haar measure. Follow-
ing [1], we may also define the corresponding quaternionic zeta Mahler measure of
P (x1, . . . , xn) by

ZH(P ; s) :=

∫

Tn(H)

|P (x1, . . . , xn)|s dµ(Tn(H)).

The quaternionic Mahler measure shares many properties analogous to its com-
plex counterpart. For example, given two quaternionic polynomials P and Q, one
has mH(PQ) = mH(P )+mH(Q), where PQ must be the non-commutative product
of P and Q. It’s worth noting that even for real polynomials, the quaternionic
Mahler measure is not merely the sum of Mahler measures of monomials.

Our first result on monomials and real polynomials is summarized as follows.

Theorem 1.1. In the following formulas, let α ∈ H and φ = arccos(Reα/|α|).
1. For mH(x− α), we have

mH(x− α) =





1

4
|α|2 if |α| ≤ 1,

1

4
|α|−2 + log |α| if |α| > 1.

2. For mH(x
2 − 2Reα · x+ |α|2), we have

mH(x
2 − 2Reα · x+ |α|2) =






1

2
|α|2 cos 2φ if |α| ≤ 1,

1

2
|α|−2 cos 2φ+ 2 log |α| if |α| > 1.

3. For mH(P (x)), where P (x) is a real polynomial completely factorized as

(1) P (x) = c
∏

(x− αh)
nh

∏
(x2 − 2Reβℓ · x+ |βℓ|2)mℓ ,
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we have

mH(P (x)) = log |c|+
∑

nhmH(x− αh)

+
∑

mℓ mH(x
2 − 2Reβℓ · x+ |βℓ|2).

In addition, we calculate the zeta Mahler measure of quaternionic monomials

ZH(x− α; s) :=

∫

T1(H)

|x− α|s dµ(T1(H)),

as listed in Theorem 4.3.
Additionally, we also consider the Mahler measure of a class of more general

quaternionic univariate polynomials, called slice regular polynomials. These poly-
nomials are a special kind of entire slice regular functions. The theory of slice
regular functions, which extends the theory of holomorphic functions in complex
variables, has been systematically developed over the past two decades. Initially
introduced within the context of quaternion algebra by Gentili and Struppa [13, 14]
in 2006, slice regular theory has been successfully broadened to the real alterna-
tive ∗-algebras [16] and several variables [17]. (See also the monograph [12] for an
overview on the theory of slice regular functions in one quaternionic variable).

For slice regular polynomial of one variable, we prove the existence of its Mahler
measure and establish also one lower bound.

Theorem 1.2. Let P (x) be a slice regular quaternionic polynomial. Then the
quaternionic Mahler measuremH(P ) exists as an improper Riemann integral. More-
over, we have always

mH(P ) ≥
1

2
mH(P

s),

where the equality holds if and only if P is a real polynomial.

This theorem has also been extended to slice regular polynomials in two-variable
cases, see Section 8.

Our next results concern the ∗-products of quaternionic monomials (see Section 3
for definition).

Theorem 1.3. Let n ∈ N and let (x − i)∗n denote the iterated ∗-product. Then
we have

mH((x− i)∗n) =
2n

π

∫ ∞

0

t cothnt tanh2 t sech t dt− 2 + n

4
.

In particular, this leads to the following

mH(x
2 − 2xi− 1) =

5

6
,

mH(x
3 − 3x2i− 3x+ i) =

31

4
− 2π.
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In the following theorem, we examine examples of Mahler measures for non-
commutative linear polynomials in the Sylvester form.

Theorem 1.4. Let a, b ∈ H be non-zero and L(x) = ax+ xb. Then

mH(L) = 2π2

(
λ+ log λ+ − λ− log λ−

λ+ − λ−
− 1

)
,

where we put λ± = (Re a+ Re b)2 + (|Im a| ± |Im b|)2.
Additionally, we provide several instances of Mahler measures in multiple vari-

ables. As for Smyth’s example 1 + x + y, its quaternionic Mahler measure is as
follows.

Theorem 1.5. We have

mH(1 + x+ y) =
1

2
− 11

√
3

16π
+

3
√
3

4π
L(χ−3, 2).

Remark. The formula here can be compared with Smyth’s formula onmC(1+x+y)
and Laĺın–Roy’s [22] evaluation of the areal Mahler measure mD(1 + x + y). We
have indeed the following relation

mH(1 + x+ y)−mD(1 + x+ y) =
1

3
.

The resemblance of the Jensen formulas of monomials in complex case, the areal
case and quaternionic case might serve as a foundational explanation.

Generalizing the argument of Maillot [26] to quaternion, we also derive the
following formula.

Theorem 1.6. If |a|, |b|, |c| do not form a triangle, then we have

mH(ax+ by + c) = logmax{|a|, |b|, |c|}+ |a|2 + |b|2 + |c|2
4max{|a|, |b|, |c|}2 −

1

4
.

This article is structured as follows. Section 2 presents preliminary properties
on quaternions. In Section 3, a concise introduction to quaternion slice regular
functions is provided. The quaternion Mahler measure of real polynomials is com-
puted in Section 4, with a generalization to slice regular polynomials explored in
Section 5. Section 6 offers examples of non-commutative univariate polynomials,
while Section 7 provides some examples of multivariable quaternion Mahler mea-
sures. Finally, we introduce the quaternion analogue of the Lehmer problem in
Section 8, along with numerical evidence.
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2. Preliminaries on quaternions

The quaternion H is a real non-commutative algebra with the canonical basis
{1, i, j, k}. A quaternion number q in H can be written uniquely as the form q =
x0+ ix1 + jx2+ kx3, where xℓ are real numbers and i, j, k share the multiplication
rule

i2 = j2 = k2 = −1, ij = k = −ji, jk = i = −kj, ki = j = −ik.
Every quaternion number x comprises two parts, the real part Re q = x0 and the
imaginary part Im q = ix1 + jx2 + kx3. The conjugate of q is q = Re x− Im x and
the norm of q is defined as |q|2 = qq = x20 + x21 + x22 + x23. Denote S by the unit
2-sphere of purely imaginary quaternion, that is,

S = {q = ix1 + jx2 + kx3 ∈ H | x21 + x22 + x23 = 1},
these are exactly the quaternion numbers I such that I2 = −1. Then every
quaternion number can be rewritten as q = α + Iβ for some α, β ∈ R and I ∈ S.
For a fixed I ∈ S, the set of all quaternions in this form is defined as a slice,
denoted by CI = R+RI. Note that the quaternion algebra H can be decomposed
as the union of all the slices CI where I ∈ S

H =
⋃

I∈S

CI , R =
⋂

I∈S

CI .

Two quaternions p, q ∈ H are called similar if there exists non-zero r ∈ H such
that q = r−1pr. It is well known that two quaternions p, q are similar precisely
if Re p = Re q and |Im p| = |Im q|. All the quaternions which are similar to p is
thusly the 2-sphere given by

Sp := {q ∈ H | q is similar to p} = Re p+ |Im p| S.
Let I, J ∈ S such that I ⊥ J . Then every quaternion can be written uniquely

as q = z + Jw ∈ H with z, w ∈ CI . This gives the canonical isomorphism

T1(H) ≃ SU(2) =

{(
z w

−w z

) ∣∣∣∣ z, w ∈ C such that |z|2 + |w|2 = 1

}
.

The probability Haar measure on SU(2) is given by 1
4π2

dz
z
∧ dw ∧ dw. Thus, the

quaternionic Mahler measure may be expressed as

(2) mH(P ) =
1

(4π)n

∫

SU(2)n
log |P (x1, . . . , xn)|

n∏

ℓ=1

dzℓ
zℓ

dwℓ dwℓ,

where each xℓ = (
zℓ wℓ

−wℓ zℓ ) is in SU(2).
The unit quaternion T1(H) is also canonically isomorphic to the 3-sphere S3.

This yields the formula

(3) mH(P ) =

∫

(S3)n
log |P (x1, . . . , xn)| dnµ(S3).
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In particular, given an orthonormal basis {I, J,K = IJ} in S, then every unit q can
be represented in a hyperspherical form q = cos θ+sin θ cos θ1I+sin θ sin θ1 cos θ2J+
sin θ sin θ1 sin θ2K. Then the Haar measure of S3 is given by

dµ(S3) =
1

2π2
sin2 θ sin θ1 dθ dθ1 dθ2.

3. Quaternion slice regular functions

In the sequel, we offer here a minimalistic introduction for slice regular functions.
We will concentrate on functions within the open ball B(0, R) of radius R > 0 in
H, while the general theory can be found in aforementioned references. For each
I ∈ S, let BI = B ∩ CI denote the slices of the set B.

Definition 3.1. Let f be a quaternion-valued function defined on B = B(0, R).
For each I ∈ S, let fI = f |BI

be the restriction of f on BI . Then f is called
slice (left) regular if fI is holomorphic for all I ∈ S, i.e. it has continuous partial
derivatives and

∂If(x+ yI) =
1

2

(
∂

∂x
+ I

∂

∂y

)
fI(x+ yI) = 0.

As is proved in [13], a slice regular function f on B(0, R) has a quaternion series
representation

f(q) =
∑

n∈N

qnan, where an ∈ H.

The converse is also true, a quaternion series of the form
∑

n∈N q
nan also defines a

slice regular function within its domain of convergence. By splitting the quaternion
coefficients by complex numbers, the following lemma associates the slice regular
functions with complex holomorphic functions.

Lemma 3.2 (Splitting Lemma). Let f be a slice regular function on B(0, R). Let
I, J ∈ S such that I ⊥ J . Then there exist two complex holomorphic functions
F,G : BI → CI such that for any z = x+ Iy in BI , we have

fI(z) = F (z) +G(z)J.

Just as holomorphic functions, there is also an identity principle holds for slice
regular functions.

Lemma 3.3 (Identity principle). Let f and g be two slice regular functions on
B(0, R). If there are some I ∈ S such that the functions f and g coincide on a
subset of BI with one accumulation point in BI , then f ≡ g holds on B(0, R).

The values of a slice regular function can be determined exactly by the values of
its restrictions on a complex line. In particular, a holomorphic function fI : BI →
H admits a unique regular extension ext(fI) which has restriction fI on BI .
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Lemma 3.4 (Representation Formula). Let f be a slice regular function on the
ball B = B(0, R) and let I, J ∈ S. Then for all x+ yI ∈ B we have

f(x+ yJ) =
1− JI

2
f(x+ yI) +

1 + JI

2
f(x− yI).

Moreover, let K ∈ S and I 6= J , we have

f(x+ yK) = (I − J)−1[If(x+ yI)− Jf(x+ yJ)]

+K(I − J)−1[f(x+ yI)− f(x+ yJ)].

Unfortunately, the product of two slice regular functions is usually no longer
regular. A surrogate multiplication called the ∗-product, which preserves slice
regularity, is defined as below.

Definition 3.5. Let f =
∑

n∈N q
nan and g =

∑
n∈N q

nbn be two slice regular
functions on B(0, R). The ∗-product of f and g is defined as the slice regular
function f ∗ g on B(0, R) with the power series

(f ∗ g)(q) =
∑

n∈N

qn
n∑

l=0

albn−l.

Note that the ∗-products are not commutative in general. Also, the ∗-product
(f ∗ g)(q) is not equal to the product f(q)g(q). However, we can still connect
∗-product and pointwise product by

Lemma 3.6. Let f and g be two slice regular functions on B(0, R). Then we have

(f ∗ g)(p) =
{
f(p)g(f(p)−1pf(p)) if f(p) 6= 0,

0 if f(p) = 0.

We can associate a slice regular function f with a particular power series f s

with real coefficients, which vanishes at all zeros of f . In fact, if f has one zero
a ∈ H, then f s vanishes on the 2-sphere Sa (see [10, Theorem 4.3]).

Definition 3.7. Let f =
∑

n∈N q
nan be a slice regular function on B(0, R). Then

we define regular conjugate of f as the slice regular function

f c(q) :=
∑

n∈N

qnan,

and the symmetrization of f as

f s(q) := (f ∗ f c)(q) = (f c ∗ f)(q) =
∑

n∈N

qn
n∑

l=0

alan−l.

With the notations of regular conjugate and symmetrization, we give the fol-
lowing definition.
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Definition 3.8. Let f be a slice regular function on B = B(0, R). Let the zero
set of its symmetrization Zfs be a proper subset of B. The regular reciprocal of f
is defined as the function f−∗(q) : B\Zfs → H by

f−∗(q) := (f s(q))−1f c(q).

If a slice regular function f =
∑n

ℓ=0 q
ℓaℓ is given a finite series, then f is called

a slice regular polynomial. The following well-known theorem, also recognized as
Eilenberg–Niven theorem, given precise factorizations of slice regular polynomials.

Theorem 3.9 (Fundamental Theorem of Algebra for Quaternion [6, 10, 15, 16]).
Let f(q) be a non-zero slice regular polynomial on H. Then its zero set Zf is
non-empty. More precisely, the zero set Zf is a finite union of spherical roots (of
the form Sα for some α ∈ H) and isolated roots. Also, the polynomial f(q) can be
factorized completely as

f(q) = (q2 − 2Reα1 · q + |α1|2)m1 ∗ . . . (q2 − 2Reαℓ · q + |αℓ|2)mℓ ∗
∏∗

(q − βh)c,

for some αℓ, βh, c ∈ H.

Remark. Note that the factorization of the slice regular polynomial f(q) is usually
not unique. Also, the quaternions βh (h > 1) are in general not the root of f(q).
For example, the quadratic polynomial f(q) = (q − i) ∗ (q − j) has only one root
q = i.

The following two kinds of functions are of particular importance in our com-
putations.

Definition 3.10. Let f be a slice regular function on B = B(0, R). Then f is
called slice preserving if f(BI) ⊂ CI for any I ∈ S. It is called one-slice preserving
on CI if f(BI) ⊂ CI for one certain I ∈ S.

It is possible to characterize these two kinds of functions by their power series.

Theorem 3.11. Let f(q) =
∑

n∈N q
nan be a slice regular function on B(0, R).

Then we have

1. The function f is slice preserving precisely if an ∈ R for all n.
2. The function f is one-slice preserving on CI precisely if an ∈ CI for all n.

Proof. The first claim is given in [12, Section 1.4] and the second claim is a corollary
of [2, Proposition 1.4]. �

Here we give an example of slice regular function which is slice preserving.

Example 3.12. The quaternion exponential function exp(q) is defined by the slice
regular power series

eq :=

∞∑

n=0

qn

n!
, for q ∈ H.
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It has all real coefficients, and is thus slice preserving. In fact, when I2 = −1 is
an imaginary unit, we have Euler’s formula eIθ = cos θ + I sin θ for all θ ∈ R. So
it holds that

eq = eRe q
(
cos |Im q|+ Im q

|Im q| sin |Im q|
)
.

The logarithm (principal branch) is its inverse

log q = log |q|+ Im q

|Im q| arccos
Re q

|q| .

In the SU(2)-model of the unit quaternions, the quaternion exponential function is
given by

exp : su(2) → SU(2)
(

iθ1 θ2 + iθ3
−θ2 + iθ3 −iθ1

)
7→
(
cos θ + i sin θ

θ
θ1

sin θ
θ
(θ2 + iθ3)

sin θ
θ
(−θ2 + iθ3) cos θ − i sin θ

θ
θ1

)
,

where θ =
√
θ21 + θ22 + θ23.

Lemma 3.13. Let D = {iθ1 + jθ2 + kθ3 ∈ H | θ =
√
θ21 + θ22 + θ23 ∈ [0, π)}. Then

the quaternion functions exp and log define a bijection between

D T1(H)\{−1}
exp

log

Proof. Let q ∈ D. Notice first that |eq| = eRe q. Since we have θ 6= π, it follows
that eq 6= −1 is in T1(H). For the other side, let q ∈ T1(H) and q 6= −1. We have
Re log q = 0 and arccos Re q

|q|
∈ [0, π), which indicates that log q ∈ D. This means

that both two maps are well-defined. A direct calculation shows that exp ◦ log and
log ◦ exp are identity maps. �

We end this section by giving the formulas of Mahler measure in terms of quater-
nionic exponential.

Theorem 3.14. Let P be any quaternionic polynomial and let D be defined as
before, then we have

mH (P (x1, . . . , xn))

=
1

(2π2)n

∫

Dn

log
∣∣P (eiθ11+jθ12+kθ13 , . . . , eiθn1+jθn2+kθn3)

∣∣
n∏

i=1

sin2 θi
θ2i

dθi1 dθi2 dθi3,

and

ZH (P (x1, . . . , xn), s)

=
1

(2π2)n

∫

Dn

∣∣P (eiθ11+jθ12+kθ13, . . . , eiθn1+jθn2+kθn3)
∣∣s

n∏

i=1

sin2 θi
θ2i

dθi1 dθi2 dθi3,

where we denote θn =
√
θ2n1 + θ2n2 + θ2n3.
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Proof. In (2), putting z = cos θ + i sin θ
θ
θ1 and w = sin θ

θ
(θ2 + iθ3), one finds that

dz

z
∧ dw ∧ dw = 2

sin2 θ

θ2
dθ1 ∧ dθ2 ∧ dθ3.

Then using Lemma 3.13 we derive the desired formulas. �

4. Jensen formula and Mahler measures of real polynomials

As a preparatory step, we give some formulas that we will be using to compute
the quaternionic Mahler measures.

Lemma 4.1 (Jensen’s formula). Let I ∈ S and let α = aeIφ with a, φ ∈ R. Define
the function

J(α) :=
1

π

∫ π

0

log
(
1− 2a cos(θ − φ) + a2

)
sin2 θ dθ.

Then for |α| ≤ 1 we have

J(α) =
|α|2
4

cos 2φ− 1

2πI
Im

[(
α− 1

α

)
−
(
α2 − 1

α2

)
arctanhα

+ 4Li2(α)− Li2(α
2)

]
.

And for |α| > 1 we have

J(α) = J(α/|α|2) + log |α|,
where the functions Li2 and arctanh are regarded as the regular extensions of their
complex counterparts.

Proof. Denote by J(a, φ) = J(α). Note that we have

J(a, φ)− log |a| = 1

π

∫ π

0

log
(
1− 2

a
cos(θ − φ) +

1

a2

)
sin2 θ dθ.

The latter is nothing but J(1/a, φ), allowing us to assume that |a| ≤ 1. Consider
the following expansion

(4) log(1− 2a cos(θ − φ) + a2) = −2
∑

n≥1

an

n
cosn(θ − φ).

This, combined with the given integral

∫ π

0

cosn(θ − φ) sin2 θ dθ =





− 4
(n2−4)n

sin nφ n odd,

0 n even, n 6= 2,

−π
4
cos 2φ n = 2,
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yields

J(a, φ) =
a2

4
cos 2φ+

∑

n odd, n≥1

8an

n2(n2 − 4)π
sinnφ.

Through partial fraction decomposition, we obtain

1

n2(n2 − 4)
=

1

16

(
1

n− 2
− 1

n+ 2
− 4

n2

)
.

It is also worth noting that for |α| < 1, one has

(5) arctanhα =
∑

n odd, n≥1

αn

n
.

So

J(α) =
|α|2
4

cos 2φ− 1

2πI
Im

[(
α− 1

α

)
−
(
α2 − 1

α2

)
arctanhα

+ 4Li2(α)− Li2(α
2)

]
. �

In fact, the Mahler measures become much easier to compute if the polynomial
is slice preserving or one-slice preserving.

Proposition 4.2. Let P (x) =
∑n

ℓ=0 x
ℓaℓ be a slice regular polynomial.

1. If P is slice preserving, then we have

mH(P ) =
2

π

∫ π

0

log |P (eiθ)| sin2 θ dθ,

ZH(P, s) =
2

π

∫ π

0

|P (eiθ)|s sin2 θ dθ.

2. If P is one-slice preserving on CI, and let I ⊥ J . Then

mH(P ) =
1

π

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

log |P (cos θ + IeJθ1 sin θ)| sin2 θ sin θ1 dθ dθ1,

ZH(P, s) =
1

π

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

|P (cos θ + IeJθ1 sin θ)|s sin2 θ sin θ1 dθ dθ1.

Proof. If P is slice preserving, then the coefficients of P are real. Since eiθ1+jθ2+kθ3

is similar to eiθ, we have |P (eiθ1+jθ2+kθ3)| = |P (eiθ)|. Let again θ =
√
θ21 + θ22 + θ23.

Changing the variables with spherical coordinates θ1 = θ cosψ1, θ2 = θ sinψ1 cosψ2
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and θ3 = θ sinψ1 sinψ2, one obtains from Theorem 3.14 that

mH(P ) =
1

2π2

∫

θ2
1
+θ2

2
+θ2

3
≤π2

log |P (eiθ)|sin
2 θ

θ2
dθ1 dθ2 dθ3

=
1

π2

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

log |P (eiθ)| sin2 θ sinφ1 dθ dψ1 dψ2

=
2

π

∫ π

0

log |P (eiθ)| sin2 θ dθ.

The proof of ZH(P, s) is the same. This proves the first claim.
For the second claim, let P be one-slice preserving on CI , then the coefficients

of P is in CI . We may represent x in the hyperspherical form

x = cos θ + sin θ cos θ1I + sin θ sin θ1 cos θ2J + sin θ sin θ1 sin θ2K,

where I ⊥ J and K = IJ . Let φ = θ2/2 − π/4 and q = eIφ ∈ CI , then a
direct calculation shows that x is similar to q−1xq = cos θ+ IeJθ1 sin θ. So for any
x ∈ T1(H), we have |P (x)| = |P (cos θ+ IeJθ1 sin θ)|. Again changing the variable,
we get

mH(P ) =
1

2π2

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

log |P (x)| sin2 θ sin θ1 dθ dθ1 dθ2

=
1

π

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

log |P (cos θ + IeJθ1 sin θ)| sin2 θ sin θ1 dθ dθ1. �

We now come to the proof of the part (1) in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of (1) in Theorem 1.1. Let us consider α ∈ H with the most generality.
Then there exists q0 ∈ H such that α is similar to α0 = q−1

0 αq0 ∈ C. So

mH(x− α) =

∫

T1(H)

log |q−1
0 xq0 − α0| dµ

=

∫

T1(H)

log |x− α0| dµ = mH(x− α0).

This means we may always assume that α ∈ C. For the next step, we set α = |α|eiθ.
Writing the integral by the SU(2)-model of unit quaternions, we get

mH(x− α) =
1

8π2

∫

|z|2+|w|2=1

log
(
|z − |α|eiθ|2 + |w|2

) dz
z

dw dw

=
1

8π2

∫

|z|2+|w|2=1

log
(
|ze−iθ − |α||2 + |w|2

) dz
z

dw dw = mH(x− |α|).
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Now we can restrict our attention only to the case where α ∈ R. In this scenario,
the polynomial x− α is slice-preserving. From Proposition 4.2, we find

mH(x− α) =
2

π

∫ π

0

log |eiθ − α| sin2 θ dθ

=
1

π

∫ π

0

log |1− 2α cos θ + α2| sin2 θ dθ.

Thus, the formula follows directly from Jensen’s formula 4.1. �

We can also evaluate the quaternionic zeta Mahler measure of x− α for α ∈ H.
This offers a quaternion analogue of Akatsuka’s results [1, Theorem 1, 2].

Theorem 4.3. Let α ∈ H. The quaternionic zeta Mahler measure of x − α is
given below.

1. If |α| = 1 and Re s > −3, we have

ZH(x− α; s) =
22+s

√
π

Γ(s+ 3
2
)

Γ(s+ 3)
.

2. If |α| < 1 and s ∈ C, then ZH(x− α; s) is

A(α, s)2F1

(− s
2
, − s

2

1
; |α|2

)
+B(α, s)2F1

(
1− s

2
, − s

2

1
; |α|2

)
,

3. If |α| > 1, and s ∈ C, then ZH(x− α; s) is

|α|sA(α, s)2F1

(− s
2
, − s

2

1
; |α|−2

)
+ |α|sB(α, s)2F1

(
1− s

2
, − s

2

1
; |α|−2

)
,

where we denote

A(α, s) =
(8 + 6s)|α|2 + 2s

(s+ 2)(s+ 4)|α|2 , B(α, s) =
−2s(1− |α|2)

(s+ 2)(s+ 4)|α|2 .

Proof. Using the same reasoning as in the previous proof, we can safely assume
that α ∈ R+. Referring to Proposition 4.2, we have

ZH(x− α; s) =
2

π

∫ π

0

|1− 2α cos θ + α2| s2 sin2 θ dθ.
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Let α = 1, then for Re s > −3, one has

ZH(x− α; s) =
21+

s
2

π

∫ π

0

(1− cos θ)
s
2 sin2 θ dθ

=
23+

s
2

π

∫ π

0

(
2 sin2 θ

2

) s
2

sin2 θ

2

(
1− sin2 θ

2

)
dθ

=
24+s

π

∫ π
2

0

sins+2 θ(1− sin2 θ) dθ

=
22+s

√
π

Γ(s+ 3
2
)

Γ(s+ 3)
.

If 0 < α < 1, we recall the result of Akatsuka’s results [1, Theorem 2] on the
complex Mahler measures ZC(x− α; s), which can be rewritten as

ZC(x− α; s) =
1

2π

∫ π

−π

(1− 2α cos θ + α2)
s
2 dθ

=
1

π

∫ π

0

(1− 2α cos θ + α2)
s
2 dθ

= 2F1

(− s
2
, − s

2

1
; |α|2

)
.

(6)

Differentiating with respect to α, one infers that

(7)
∂

∂α
ZC(x− α; s) =

s

2π

∫ π

0

(1− 2α cos θ + α2)
s
2 (2α− 2 cos θ) dθ.

Additionally, it can be seen that

ZC(x− α; s+ 4)

=
1

π

∫ π

0

(1− 2α cos θ + α2)
s
2

(
(1 + α2)2 + 4α2 cos2 θ − 4α(1 + α2) cos θ

)
dθ.(8)

The linear combination of (6), (7) and (8) will give us the desired formula for

ZH(x− α; s) =
1

π

∫ π

0

(1− 2α cos θ + α2)
s
2 sin2 θ dθ.

If α > 1, we have the functional equation ZH(x − α−1; s) = α−sZH(x − α; s).
This reduces to the case before. �

We arrive at proof of the part (2) in Theorem 1.1.

Proof of (2) in Theorem 1.1. Again, since every quaternion is similar to a com-
plex number, without loss of generality we may assume that α = aeiφ ∈ C. By
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Proposition 4.2, we have

mH(x
2 − 2Reα · x+ |α|2) = 2

π

∫ π

0

log |x2 − 2Reα · x+ |α|2| sin2 θ dθ

=
2

π

∫ π

0

(log |eiθ − aeiφ|+ log |eiθ − ae−iφ|) sin2 θ dθ.

It is evident from Lemma 4.1 that the last integral is J(α) + J(α). �

To give the final proof of the part (3) in Theorem 1.1, we start with the following
theorem.

Theorem 4.4. Let P (x) ∈ R[x] be a real polynomial and Q(x) be any quaternion
slice regular polynomial. Then we have

mH(P ∗Q) = mH(Q ∗ P )
= mH(PQ) = mH(QP ) = mH(P ) +mH(Q).

Proof. Since P are slice preserving and having real coefficients, we know everything
commutes. It turns out that P ∗Q = Q∗P (the ∗-product) is exactly the PQ = QP
(the non-commutative product). �

Remark. We point out that mH(P ∗Q) = mH(P ) +mH(Q) is usually false if P,Q
are not real polynomials. For instance, for P (x) = x− i and Q(x) = x+ i it follows

mH((x− i) ∗ (x+ i)) = mH(x
2 + 1) = −1

2
,

while

mH(x− i) +mH(x+ i) =
1

2
.

We will see in Section 5 it still fails even when P = Q. A counterexample is

mH((x− i) ∗ (x− i)) =
5

6
6= 2mH(x− i).

Proof of (3) in Theorem 1.1. This is an immediate corollary of Theorem 4.4. �

5. Mahler measures of slice regular polynomials

In this section, we will focus on Mahler measures of slice regular polynomials.
We commence by establishing the existence of quaternionic Mahler measures. To
validate the proof, we introduce an important lemma which is essential for demon-
strating the existence of the complex Mahler measure.

Lemma 5.1 (Lemma 3.8 in Everest–Ward [9]). Let P ∈ C[x±1 , . . . , x
±
n ] be a

complex Laurent polynomial. Then for any ε > 0, there exists C, δ > 0 depending
only on P such that

µC

({
(x1, . . . , xn) ∈ Tn(C)

∣∣ |P (x1, . . . , xn)| ≤ ε
})

≤ Cεδ,

where µC represents the probability Haar measure on Tn(C).
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The following lemma introduces a quaternionic analogue for analysing the singu-
larities in one single variable, similar to its complex counterpart shown previously.

Lemma 5.2. Let P (x) be a slice regular quaternionic polynomial. Let µH be the
probability Haar measure of the unit quaternion. Then for any ε > 0, there exists
C, δ > 0 depending only on P such that

µH

({
q ∈ T1(H)

∣∣ |P (q)| ≤ ε
})

≤ Cεδ.

Proof. Let us firstly prove the assertion when P is a real polynomial. Let q ∈ T1(H)
be with |P (q)| ≤ ε. Then for any p ∈ Sq, we have still |P (p)| ≤ ε. Thus

µH

({
q ∈ T1(H)

∣∣ |P (q)| ≤ ε
})

= µC

({
q ∈ T1(C)

∣∣ |P (q)| ≤ ε
})
,

where µC is probability Haar measure of the unit complex torus T1(C). By
Lemma 5.1, we have the bound

µC

({
q ∈ T1(C)

∣∣ |P (q)| ≤ ε
})

≤ Cεδ.

Secondly, we prove the assertion when P is an arbitrary slice regular polynomial.
Let I, J ∈ S be two orthogonal imaginary units. By the Splitting Lemma 3.2, there
are two polynomials F,G : CI → CI such that

P (q) = F (q) +G(q)J and |P (q)|2 = |F (q)|2 + |G(q)|2,
Meanwhile, its symmetrization is a real polynomial with

P s(q) = F (q)F (q) +G(q)G(q) and |P s(q)|2 = |F (q)F (q) +G(q)G(q)|2.
Via the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, one finds that |P s(q)| ≤ |P (q)||P (q)|. So that
if |P (q)| ≤ ε, one has

|P s(q)| ≤Mε, where M = max
q∈T1(H)

|P (q)|.

However the measure of the latter is controlled by ≤ Cεδ. We know thusly

µH

({
q ∈ T1(H)

∣∣ |P (q)| ≤ ε
})

≤ C ′εδ. �

At this stage, we are now prepared to demonstrate Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. From Lemma 5.2 we see
∫

|P |≤ε

log |P | dµ(T1(H)) = O(εδ log ε),

as ε → 0. Therefore, the integral converges absolutely as an improper Riemann
integral.

Next we prove the asserted inequality. Let z = cos θ+ I sin θ, then again by the
Splitting Lemma 3.2, there are two polynomials F,G : CI → CI such that

P (z) = F (z) +G(z)J and |P (z)|2 = |F (z)|2 + |G(z)|2,
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and then

mH(P ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

∫

S

log |f(cos θ + I sin θ)| dµ(I) dθ

=
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫

S

log(|F (z)|2 + |G(z)|2) dµ(I) dθ.

Using Cauchy–Schwarz once more we find

2mH(P ) ≥
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

∫

S

log |F (z)F (z) +G(z)G(z)|2 dµ(I) dθ = mH(P
s),

where the inequality holds if and only if F (z) = λF (z) and G(z) = λG(z) for any
z ∈ H (using the Identity Principle 3.3) with a fixed λ ∈ CI . As I, J varies on S,

we know that λ = 1 and G(z) = 0. This is exactly P (z) = P (z), that is, P is slice
preserving. �

In light of Theorem 1.2, we now turn to the task of determining the Mahler
measure of slice regular polynomials. Using the Fundamental Theorem of Algebra
for Quaternion 3.9, we reach at the following problem.

Problem 5.3. Given a slice regular quaternionic polynomial P (x) with its com-
plete factorization

(q2 − 2Reα1 · q + |α1|2)m1 ∗ . . . (q2 − 2Reαℓ · q + |αℓ|2)mℓ ∗
∏∗

(q − βh)c.

Determine its Mahler measure mH(P ).

In view of Theorem 4.4, our objective is narrowed down to find the Mahler
measure of the ∗-product of monomials. In contrast to real polynomials, there are
no straightforward solutions, since mH(P ∗Q) = mH(P )+mH(Q) does not hold in
general.

While the general task can indeed be quite challenging, there are specific cases
where the complexity diminishes. For examples, when P is one-slice preserving,
the computation is more approachable. The following proof provides us with an
example illustrating how to obtain the Mahler measures of (x− i)∗n.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let q = a+ rI with I = i cos θ+ j sin θ cosψ+ k sin θ sinψ.
By the Representation Formula 3.4, we get

P ∗n(q) =
1− Ii

2
P (a+ ri)n +

1 + Ii

2
P (a− ri)n.

Then by Proposition 4.2 we have

m(P ∗n) =
1

π

∫ 1

0

∫ π

0

log |P ∗,n(a + rI)|2 r
2 sin θ√
1− r2

dθ dr

=
n

2
log 2 +

1

π

∫ 1

0

∫ π

0

log

( ∑

ℓ even

(
n

ℓ

)
rℓ −

∑

ℓ odd

(
n

ℓ

)
rℓ cos θ

)
r2 sin θ√
1− r2

dθ dr.
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Note that for any real numbers a > b > 0, we have

(9)

∫ π

0

log(a− b cos θ) sin θ dθ = log(a2 − b2) +
a

b
log
(a + b

a− b

)
− 2.

Let A+(r) =
∑

ℓ even

(
n

ℓ

)
rℓ and A−(r) =

∑
ℓ odd

(
n

ℓ

)
rℓ. Then we have

m(P ∗n) =
n

2
log 2 +

1

π

∫ 1

0

(
log(A+(r)2 − A−(r)2)− 2

) r2√
1− r2

dr

+
1

π

∫ 1

0

(
A+(r)

A−(r)
log

A+(r) + A−(r)

A+(r)−A−(r)

)
r2√
1− r2

dr.

Changing variable with r = sin θ in the first integral, we derive that

A+(r)2 −A−(r)2 = cos2n θ.

So we know the first line turns out to be −1
4
(n + 2). In the second integral,

substituting r = tanh t we find

A+(r)

A−(r)
= cothnt, log

A+(r) + A−(r)

A+(r)− A−(r)
= 2nt.

These yield the expected formula. �

Note that if we set u = et, then

cothnt tanh2 t sech t = 2u
(un + 1)(u2 − 1)2

(un − 1)(u2 + 1)3
.

By partial decomposition we can always interpret mH((x − i)∗n) with polyloga-
rithms. In particular,

mH(x− i) =
1

4
, mH((x− i)∗2) =

5

6
,

mH((x− i)∗3) =
31

4
− 12

π

(
Li2(ζ6)− Li2(−ζ6)− Li2(ζ

2
6) + Li2(−ζ26 )

)

=
31

4
− 2π,

where ζ6 = e
2πi
6 is the sextic root of unity. And

mH((x− i)∗4) =
13

3
− 2

√
2

π

(
Li2(ζ8)− Li2(−ζ8) + Li2(ζ

3
8)− Li2(−ζ38 )

)

=
13

3
−

√
2

2
π,

where ζ8 = e
2πi
8 is the octic root of unity.

Theorem 1.3 can be extended to the slice regular rational functions as well.
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Proposition 5.4. Let n ∈ N and let (x− i)∗−n denote the regular reciprocal of the
iterated ∗-product. Then

mH((x− i)∗−n) =
2n

π

∫ ∞

0

t cothnt tanh2 t sech t dt− 2− n

4
.

Proof. Let P (x) = x− i. Its conjugate and symmetrization are

P c(x) = x+ i, P s(x) = x2 + 1,

so we have

P ∗−n(x) = (x2 + 1)−n(x+ i)∗n.

Therefore

mH(P
∗−n) = mH((x+ i)∗n)− nmH(x

2 + 1)

= mH((x− i)∗n)− nmH(x
2 + 1). �

Corollary 5.5. It can be seen that as n→ ±∞, we have

lim
n→∞

mH((x− i)∗n)

n
=

1 + 2G

π
− 1

4
,

where G = L(χ−4, 2) is the Catalan’s constant.

Proof. Notice that cothnt ∼ 1 + 1
t
O( 1

n
) as n→ ±∞ and

∫ ∞

0

t tanh2 t sech t dt =
1

2
+G.

So the result follows directly from Theorem 1.3. �

In order to generalize the above formula, we first introduce the σ-distance which
appears in Gentili–Stoppato [11].

Definition 5.6. Let p, q ∈ H, the σ-distance is given by

σ(q, p) =

{
|q − p| if p, q ∈ CI for some I ∈ S,
√
(Re q − Re p)2 + (|Im q|+ |Im p|)2 otherwise.

In particular, if p ∈ CI , then

σ(q, p) = max
z∈CI∩Sq

{|z − p|, |z − p|} .

The following lemma is a strengthen version of the inequality as presented in
Gentili–Stoppato [11, Theorem 6].

Lemma 5.7. Let I, J ∈ S and p ∈ CI . Then for any q ∈ CJ , we have

1

2n
log
(1
2
(1− |〈I, J〉|)

)
≤ 1

n
log |(q − p)∗n| − σ(q, p) ≤ 0.



QUATERNIONIC MAHLER MEASURE 20

Proof. For convenience, we can put p ∈ C and I = i. Let J = i cos θ+j sin θ cos θ1+
k sin θ sin θ1. If q ∈ C, the inequalities become obvious because |(q − p)∗n| 1n =
|q − p| = σ(q, p). If q ∈ CJ with J 6= ±i, then by Representation Formula 3.4 for
z ∈ CI ∩ Sq we have

(q − p)∗n =
1− JI

2
(z − p)n +

1 + JI

2
(z − p)n.

If |z − p| ≤ |z − p| then the distance σ(p, q) = |z − p|. Hence, we obtain

1

n
log |(q − p)∗n| − σ(q, p) =

1

n
log
∣∣∣
1− JI

2

(z − p

z − p

)n
+

1 + JI

2

∣∣∣

=
1

2n
log
(1
2
(1− cos θ) + (1 + cos θ)

∣∣∣
z − p

z − p

∣∣∣
n)
.

One finds thusly

1

2n
log
(1
2
(1− cos θ)

)
≤ 1

n
log |(q − p)∗n| − σ(q, p) ≤ 0.

The case |z − p| > |z − p| can be treated in the same manner. �

Theorem 5.8. Let α ∈ H and let I be such that α = Reα− I|Imα|. Then

lim
n→+∞

mH((x− α)∗n)

n
=

|α|2
4

cos 2φ− 1

2πI
Im

[(
α− 1

α

)

−
(
α2 − 1

α2

)
arctanhα + 4Li2(α)− Li2(α

2)

]
.

where φ = − arccos Reα
|α|

∈ (−π, 0] and the functions Li2 and arctanh are regarded

as the regular extensions of their complex holomorphic counterparts.

Proof of Theorem 5.8. By similarity, we may assume that α ∈ C and I = i. By
Lemma 5.7, we have∣∣∣∣

mH(P
∗n)

n
−
∫

T1(H)

log σ(q, α) dµ(q)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
1

2n

∣∣∣∣
∫ π

0

∫

S

log
(1− |〈i, J〉|

2

)
dJ dθ

∣∣∣∣ .

This implies that

lim
n→∞

mH(P
∗n)

n
=

∫

T1(H)

log σ(q, α) dµ(q).

For any q ∈ H \ C and p ∈ H, we have σ(q, α) = σ(p−1qp, α) is also “slice
preserving”. Therefore, using the same method as in Proposition 4.2 it can be
deduced that∫

T1(H)

log σ(q, α) dµ(q) =
1

π

∫ π

0

log |(cos θ − Reα)2 + (sin θ + |Imα|)2| sin2 θ dθ

=
1

π

∫ π

0

log((1 + |α|2 − 2|α| cos(θ − φ)) sin2 θ dθ.
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The formula follows immediately from Lemma 4.1. �

The method herein can be applied to arbitrary one-slice preserving polynomial.

Theorem 5.9. Let P (x) be a slice regular polynomial which preserves CI . Then
as n→ +∞ one has

1

n
mH(P

∗n) ∼ 2

π

∫ π

0

logmax{|P (eIθ)|, |P (e−Iθ)|} sin2 θ dθ,

and as n→ −∞ one has,

1

n
mH(P

∗n) ∼ 2

π

∫ π

0

logmin{|P (eIθ)|, |P (e−Iθ)|} sin2 θ dθ.

Proof. If n ≥ 0, the proof is exactly the same as the proof of Theorem 5.8. If
n < 0, like Proposition 5.4, we get

mH(P
∗−n) = mH((P

c)∗n)− nmH(P
s).

The conjugate P c and symmetrization P s both preserve CI , and

P c(eIθ) = P (e−Iθ), P s(eIθ) = P (eIθ)P (e−Iθ).

These combines to give us the formula when n < 0. �

Once more, we offer the following Mahler measures for one-slice preserving poly-
nomial.

Proposition 5.10. We have

mH((x− i) ∗ (x− 2i)) =
9

16
+ log 2.

Proof. By Proposition 4.2, we find that

mH((x− i) ∗ (x− 2i))

=
1

2π

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

log
[
2(5 + 4 sin2 θ − 9 sin θ cos θ1)

]
sin2 θ sin θ1 dθ dθ1.

Using (9) we get

H(r) :=

∫ π

0

log
(
5 + 4r2 − 9r cos θ1

)
sin θ1 dθ1

=
1

9r
(4r2 + 9r + 5) log(r + 1)(4r + 5)− 1

9r
(4r2 − 9r + 5) log(r − 1)(4r − 5)− 2,

where r = sin θ. For the next step, we mention that H(r) = H(−r). This implies
that

mH((x− i) ∗ (x− 2i)) =
1

4π

∫ 2π

0

H(cos θ) cos2 θ dθ +
1

2
log 2.
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The integral of H is in fact 9
16

+ 1
2
log 2, which can be computed by

1

4π

∫ 2π

0

H(cos θ) cos2 θ dθ

=
1

18
(4A+(3) + 9A+(2) + 5A+(1) + 4B+(3) + 9B+(2) + 5B+(1))− 1

2

− 1

18
(4A−(3)− 9A−(2) + 5A−(1) + 4B−(3)− 9B−(2) + 5B−(1)),

where A±(n) and B±(n) are given by the following formulas

A±(n) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

log(1± 1 cos θ) cosn θ dθ =





±5
6

n = 3,

−1
4
− 1

2
log 2 n = 2,

±1 n = 1,

and

B±(n) :=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

log(5± 4 cos θ) cosn θ dθ =





±37
96

n = 3,

− 1
16

+ log 2 n = 2,

±1
2

n = 1.

One can use Cauchy’s theorem to deduce these formulas, for example,

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

log(5 + 4 cos θ) cos3 θ dθ =
1

4
Im

∮

|z|=1

log(z + 2)
(
z +

1

z

)3 dz
z

=
πi

2
Res
z=0

log(z + 2)

z

(
z +

1

z

)3
=

37

96
. �

Finally, we provide an example of Mahler measure of a slice regular polynomial
which does not preserve any slice.

Proposition 5.11. We have

mH((x− i) ∗ (x− j)) =
π

2
− 1.

Proof. Let us write x in the hyperspherical form

x = sin θ sin θ1 cos θ2 + k sin θ sin θ1 sin θ2 + i cos θ + j sin θ cos θ1.

In this representation, the Mahler measure takes the form as an integral

mH((x− i) ∗ (x− j))

=
1

4π2

∫ 2π

0

∫ π

0

∫ π

0

logA(θ, θ1, θ2) sin
2 θ sin θ1 dθ dθ1 dθ2,

where

A(θ, θ1, θ2) = A1 · A2 = 4(1− cos θ) ·
(
1 + cos2

θ

2
sin2 θ1 sin 2θ2

)
.
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To compute it, we need to evaluate two separate integrals. The first integral,
involving A1, can be computed using Lemma 4.1

∫

S3
logA1 dµ(S

3) =
1

π

∫ π

0

log(4− 4 cos θ) sin2 θ dθ =
1

4
+

1

2
log 2.

The second integral, involving A2, requires expanding the log as

logA2 =

∞∑

n=1

(−1)n−1 1

n
cos2n

θ

2
sin2n θ1 sin

n 2θ2.

It is not hard to find ∫ π

0

cos2n
θ

2
sin2 θ dθ = 2

√
π
Γ(n + 3

2
)

Γ(n + 3)
,

∫ π

0

sin2n+1 θ1 dθ1 =
√
π
Γ(n+ 1)

Γ(n+ 3
2
)
,

and ∫ 2π

0

sinn 2θ2 dθ2 = 2
√
π

Γ(n+1
2
)

Γ(n
2
+ 1)

if n is even, otherwise 0.

Integrating term by term, we obtain
∫

S3
logA2 dµ(S

3) = −1

8

∞∑

m=1

(
1
2

)
m

m
(
m+ 1

2

)
(m+ 1)!

.

Finally, we simplify our task to proving a specific identity

S :=
1

4

∞∑

m=1

(
1
2

)
m

m
(
m+ 1

2

)
(m+ 1)!

=
5

2
+ log 2− π.

Observe first that the expression

1

4

∞∑

m=0

(
1
2

)
m(

m+ 1
2

)
(m+ 1)!

xm =
√
x arcsin

√
x+ (1− x)

1

2 − 1,

implies that

S1 :=
1

4

∞∑

m=1

(
1
2

)
m(

m+ 1
2

)
(m+ 1)!

=
π

2
− 3

2
.

Meanwhile, we find that

S2 :=
1

4

∞∑

m=0

(
1
2

)
m

m(m+ 1)!
=

∫ 1

0

(
1−

√
1− x

2x2
− 1

4x

)
dx =

1

2
log 2− 1

2
.

Consequently, the sum S is

S = 2(S2 − S1) =
5

2
+ log 2− π,

thus establishing the desired identity. �
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6. Examples on non-commutative linear polynomials

In this section, we give some examples of Mahler measure of non-commutative
linear polynomials.

Definition 6.1. Let L : H → H be an operator on quaternion. The operator is
said to be real-linear if for any x, y ∈ H,

L(x+ y) = L(x) + L(y),

L(qx) = qL(x), for q ∈ R.

A well-known fact is that every real-linear operator can be depicted as a non-
commutative linear polynomial

L(x) =

n∑

i=1

pixqi, where pi, qi ∈ H are non-zero.

For example, the quaternion conjugation can be written as

q = −1

2
(q + iqi+ jqj + kqk).

Let x = x1 + x2i + x3j + x4k and v = (x1, x2, x3, x4)
T , then there exist a real

symmetric (4× 4)-matrix P such that

(10) |L(x)|2 = vTPv.

Let p1, p2, q1, q2 ∈ H be non-zero quaternions. Within this section, we examine
a particular type of linear polynomials by sum of two monomials

L(x) = p1xq1 + p2xq2.

Upon direct simplification, we find

mH(L) = log |p2|+ log |q1|+mH(p
−1
2 p1x+ xq2q

−1
1 ).

Thus, our attention is directed towards those kinds of polynomials under the
Sylvester form L(x) = ax+ xb.

Before the proof of the Theorem 1.4, we prepare a simple lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let a, b ∈ H be non-zero and x = x1 + x2i + x3j + x4k. Then the
four eigenvalues of the matrix P in Eq. (10) are

λ+1 = λ+2 = (Re a + Re b)2 + (|Im a|+ |Im b|)2,
λ−1 = λ−2 = (Re a + Re b)2 + (|Im a| − |Im b|)2.

Proof. The eigenvalues can be calculated through direct computation. Refer, for
example, to [30, Theorem 2.3.3]. �
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. Let v = (x1, x2, x3, x4)
T , then Lemma 6.2 shows that there

exists an orthogonal matrix Q such that

|ax+ xb|2 = vTQTΛQv,

where Λ = diag(λ+1 , λ
+
2 , λ

−
1 , λ

−
2 ). Upon changing the variables, we have

mH(L) =

∫

T1(H)

log |ax+ xb| dµ(x)

=
1

2

∫

SU(2)

log(λ+|z|2 + λ−|w|2)dz
z

dw dw

= πi

∫

0≤|w|≤1

log(λ+ + (λ+ − λ−)|w|2) dw dw.

The last integral gives

mH(L) = 2π2

(
λ+ log λ+ − λ− log λ−

λ+ − λ−
− 1

)
. �

Here we also exhibit a special case when a = −b. This in particular gives the
quaternionic Mahler measure of the commutator [a, x] = ax− xa.

Theorem 6.3. Let a ∈ H and c ∈ R. Let L(x) = ax− xa + c. Then we have

mH(L) = log |Im a|+ 1

8

(
(4 + c20) log(4 + c20)− 2c20 log c0 − 4

)
,

where c0 = |c/Im a|.
Proof. Let us put a = Re a + I|Im a|. Then we get

mH(ax− xa + b) = mH(I|Im a|x− xI|Im a|+ c)

= log |Im a|+mH(Ix− xI + c0).

Observe that I commutes with CI , then letting I, J,K = IJ be an orthogonal
basis of S we have

log |I(z + Jw)− (z + Jw)I + c0| = log |2Kw + c0|.
Let w = u− Iv, then the integral can be simplified to an integral on the unit disk

mH(Ix− xI + c0) =
1

4π2

∫

|z|2+|w|2=1

log |2Kw + c0|
dz

z
dw dw

=
i

2π

∫

0≤|w|≤1

log |2Kw + c0| dw dw.

Expanding this expression explicitly, we get

mH(Ix− xI + c0) =
1

2π

∫

u2+v2≤1

log
(
c20 + 4u2 + 4v2

)
du dv

=
1

8

(
(4 + c20) log(4 + c20)− 2c20 log c0 − 4

)
. �
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7. Multivariable quaternionic Mahler measures

This section is dedicated to provide some examples of multivariable quaternionic
Mahler measures. Recall for a non-commutative multivariable quaternionic poly-
nomial P (x1, . . . , xn), its Mahler measure is the integral

mH(P ) =

∫

Tn(H)

log |P (x1, . . . , xn)| dµ(Tn(H)).

The theoretical framework concerning slice regular functions of multiple quater-
nionic variables is elucidated in Ghiloni–Perotti [17]. Multivariate slice regular
polynomials, as a special kind of slice regular functions, are polynomial functions
P (x1, . . . , xn) on Hn under the form

P (x1, . . . , xn) =

deg(P )∑

ℓ1+···+ℓn=0

xℓ11 . . . x
ℓn
n aℓ1,...,ℓn,

where aℓ1,...,ℓn ∈ H. In the recent papers [18, 19], Gori, Sarfatti and Vlacci study
the zero sets and Hilbert Nullstellensatz of slice regular polynomials in several
variables.

In the theorem presented below, we confirm the existence of Mahler measures
for slice regular polynomials of two quaternion variables.

Theorem 7.1. Let P (x, y) be a slice regular quaternionic polynomial of two vari-
ables, then its Mahler measure mH(P ) exists as an improper Riemann integral.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we need to ascertain the estimation

µH

({
(x, y) ∈ T2(H)

∣∣ |P (x, y)| ≤ ε
})

≤ Cεδ.

Let Q(x, y) be the following one-variable symmetrization of P (x, y) with respect
to the variable x,

Q(x, y) =
∑

ℓ

xℓ
∑

h

∑

h1,h2

yh1 yh2ah,h1
aℓ−h,h2

.

Since P (x, y) is left slice regular in x, using the Cauchy–Schwarz estimation as in
Lemma 5.2, it is enough to settle

µH

({
(x, y) ∈ T2(H)

∣∣ |Q(x, y)| ≤ ε
})

≤ Cεδ.

The function Q(x, y) is a real polynomial with respect to the variable x. We start
by induction on the degree n of Q(x, y) in x. We may factorize Q(x, y) by

Q(x, y) = A(y, y)

m1∏

ℓ=1

(x2 − 2αℓ(y, y)x+ βℓ(y, y))

m2∏

h=1

(x− γh(y, y)),

where A, αℓ, βh and γh are real-valued algebraic functions with respect to y and
y. Note that these functions rely only on Re y and |Im y|, not taking into account
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the imaginary unit within y = Re y + I|Im y|. Thus, if |Q(x, y)| < ε, then either

|A(y, y)| ≤ ε
1

n+1 ,

or one of the real factors

|x2 − 2αℓ(y, y)x+ βℓ(y, y)| or |x− γh(y, y)| ≤ ε
1

n+1 .

In the first case, A(y, y) = A(y, y−1) is a Laurent polynomial which relies only
on Re y and |Im y|. So we can deduce that

µH

({
y ∈ T1(H)

∣∣ |A(y, y−1)| ≤ ε
)
= µC

({
y ∈ T1(C)

∣∣ |A(y, y−1)| ≤ ε
)
.

The latter is thusly controlled by C1ε
δ1 with the help of Lemma 5.1.

In the latter cases, by the same fashion, we have

µH

({
(x, y) ∈ T2(H)

∣∣ |x− γh(y, y)| ≤ ε
)

= µC

({
(x, y) ∈ T1(C)

∣∣ |x− γh(y, y
−1)| ≤ ε

)
.

For fixed y ∈ C, using again Lemma 5.1 for P (x) = x − γh(y, y
−1), it is apparent

that

µC

({
x ∈ T1(C)

∣∣ |x− γh(y, y
−1)| ≤ ε

)
≤ C2ε

δ2 .

This makes us realize that

µH

({
(x, y) ∈ T1(H)

∣∣ |x− γh(y, y
−1)| ≤ ε

)
≤ C2ε

δ2 .

For the quadratic factor x2 − 2αℓ(y, y)x+ βℓ(y, y), using the same approach yields
one same bound.

Put everything together, we find at last there exist C, δ > 0 so that

µH

({
(x, y) ∈ T2(H)

∣∣ |P (x, y)| ≤ ε
})

≤ Cεδ. �

Remark. In [18], Gori–Sarfatti–Vlacci offer the following example, the slice regular
polynomial P (x, y) = xy − k has its multivariable symmetrization

P s(x, y) = x2y2 + 1.

However, it holds P (i, j) = 0 while P s(i, j) = 2. It can be seen that the zero of
a polynomial P might no longer be the zero of its symmetrization, rendering the
proof in one variable ineffective in the multivariable case.

Subsequently, we compute the quaternionic Mahler measure mH(1 + x+ y).

Proof of Theorem 1.5. By changing the variable y → yx, we get mH(x+ y + 1) =
mH(x+ yx+ 1). By definition, we have

mH((1 + y)x+ 1) =

∫

T2(H)

log |(1 + y)x+ 1| dµ(x) dµ(y)

=
2

π

∫ π

0

∫

T1(H)

log |(1 + eiθ)x+ 1| sin2 θ dµ(x) dθ.
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Since |1 + eiθ| ≥ 1 if and only if θ ∈ [0, 2
3
π], by Lemma 4.1, we have

mH(x+ y + 1)

=
1

2π

∫ π

2

3
π

|1 + eiθ|2 sin2 θ dθ +
1

2π

∫ 2

3
π

0

sin2 θ

|1 + eiθ|2 dθ +
2

π

∫ 2

3
π

0

log |1 + eiθ| sin2 θ dθ.

Denote the above integrals by I1, I2 and I3 respectively. The integrals I1, I2 are
easy to calculate via |1 + eiθ|2 = 2 + 2 cos θ. A direct calculation gives

I1 =
1

6
−

√
3

4π
and I2 =

1

6
−

√
3

8π
.

For the third integral, we have

I3 =
2

π
Re

∫ 2

3
π

0

log(1 + eiθ) sin2 θ dθ = − 1

2πi
Im

∫ ρ

1

log(1 + z)
(
z − 1

z

)2 dz
z
,

where ρ = e
2

3
πi. Since

∫ (
z+

1

z3

)
log(1 + z) dz

=
1

4z2
(
2(z4 − 1) log(1 + z)− 2z2 log(z)− 2z + 2z3 − z4

)
,

it can be deduced that

Im

∫ ρ

1

(
z +

1

z3

)
log(1 + z) dz =

(5
√
3

8
− π

3

)
i.

Finally, for the integral of log(1 + z)/z, by expanding log(1 + z) by Taylor series,
we have

Im

∫ ρ

1

log(1 + z)

z
dz = Im

∫ ρ

1

∑

n≥1

(−1)n−1zn−1

n
dz

=
∑

n≥1

(−1)n−1i sin 2nπ
3

n2
=

3
√
3 i

4
L(χ−3, 2).

Combining the results together, we get the desired result. �

More generally, we can consider the Mahler measure of ax+ by+ c. If |a|, |b|, |c|
forms a triangle, the above calculation still works, yet a general formula would be
of much difficulty. If |a|, |b|, |c| do not form a triangle, following the same argument
as Maillot [26], we are able to give the proof of 1.6.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. With the same argument as in Theorem 1.1, we may assume
that a, b, c ∈ R+. Without loss of generality, suppose that a ≥ b ≥ c. By our
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assumption, |a|, |b|, |c| do not form a triangle, so for any y ∈ T1(H), we have
|a+ by| ≥ a− b ≥ c. For a fixed y ∈ T1(H), by Theorem 1.1, we have

∫

T1(H)

log |(a+ by)x+ c| dµ(x) = log |a+ by|+ c2

4|a+ by|2 .

So we get

mH(ax+ by + c) =

∫

T1(H)

∫

T1(H)

log |ax+ byx+ c| dµ(x) dµ(y)

=

∫

T1(H)

log |a+ by|+ c2

4|a+ by|2 dµ(y)

=
2

π

∫ π

0

(
log |a+ beiθ|+ c2

4|a+ beiθ|2
)
sin2 θ dθ.

By applying Lemma 4.1, the first term equals to log a + b2

4a2
. Following from

Theorem 4.3, the second term equals to c2

4a2
. These combines to complete the

formula. �

In the following theorem, we illustrate an example of the Mahler measure for a
slice regular polynomial in two variables.

Theorem 7.2. We have the identity

mH(x
2 − y2) = 0,

Proof. The Mahler measure can be reshaped to

mH(x
2 − y2) = mH((xy)

2 − y2) = mH(xy − yx−1).

Applying Theorem 1.4 in the variable y yields

mH(xy − yx−1) = 2π2

∫

T1(H)

log(4|Im x|2)− 1 dµ(x).

Observe that the integrand depends only on |Im x|. Following the same pattern as
Proposition 4.2, we get

∫

T1(H)

log |Imx| dµ(x) = 2

π

∫ π

0

log(sin θ) sin2 θ dθ.

The latter integral can be computed in the same manner as Lemma 4.1. Via the
expansion

log(2 sin θ) = −
∞∑

n=1

cos 2nθ

2n
,
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one finds that
2

π

∫ π

0

log(sin θ) sin2 θ dθ =
2

π

∫ π

0

log(2 sin θ) sin2 θ dθ − log 2

=
1

2
− log 2.

Thus

mH(x
2 − y2) = 4π2

∫

T1(H)

log |Imx| dµ(x)− 2π2(log 4− 1) = 0. �

Below here are two examples of non-slice-regular polynomials in two variables
we present for consideration.

Theorem 7.3. We have the following identities

mH(xy − yx) = 0,

mH(xy − yx+ 1) =
1

4

(
1−

√
5 + 3 log

3 +
√
5

2

)
.

Proof. Using Theorem 6.3 in the variable y, we get

mH(xy − yx) =

∫

T1(H)

log |Im x| dµ(x) + log 2− 1

2
.

Recall the proof of Theorem 7.2 where we get∫

T1(H)

log |Im x| dµ(x) = 1

2
− log 2.

This proves the given identity. It is analogous that Mahler measure of xy− yx+1
can be reduced to

mH(xy − yx+ 1) =
1

2
− log 2 +

1

π

∫ π

0

M(θ) dθ,

where

M(θ) =
(1
4
+ sin2 θ

)
log(5− 4 cos2 θ)− 2 log(sin θ) sin2 θ − sin2 θ.

The calculation uses exactly the same trick as Theorem 7.2 and Lemma 4.1 before,
so we omit the detail. �

8. Quaternion Lehmer problem

In [24], Lehmer mentioned the question, what is the smallest Mahler measure
for monic integer polynomials. In addition to his question, he gave the following
example of degree 10, irreducible reciprocal polynomials

L10(x) = x10 + x9 − x7 − x6 − x5 − x4 − x3 + x+ 1,

where we have mC(L10) = 0.16235 . . . are conjectured as the possible smallest
Mahler measures.
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A parallel question is, what is the minimal quaternionic Mahler measure that
a monic irreducible integer polynomial f could achieve? The requirement of irre-
ducibility here is crucial. As the quaternion Mahler measures may not always be
positive, consider the following example

mH((x
2 + 1)n) = −1

2
n→ −∞ as n→ ∞.

Conjecture 8.1 (Quaternionic Lehmer conjecture). There is a constant c such
that for all monic, irreducible polynomial P (x) ∈ Z[x], we have

mH(P ) ≥ c.

One starts by observing the quaternionic Mahler measure of cyclotomic polyno-
mials.

Proposition 8.2. Let Φn(x) be the n-th cyclotomic polynomial. Then we have

mH(Φn) =





1
4
µ(n) if 2 ∤ n

1
4
µ(n/2) if 2 | n, 4 ∤ n

1
2
µ(n/2) if 4 | n,

where µ(n) is the Möbius function.

Proof. Since Φn(x) =
∏

(d,n)=1(x− ζdn), by Theorem 1.1, we have

mH(Φn) =
1

2

∑

(d,n)=1

mH((x− ζdn)(x− ζ−d
n )) =

1

4

∑

(d,n)=1

cos
4dπ

n
.

The right-hand side is the well-known Ramanujun’s sum, see for instance [20,
Theorem 272]. �

The following proposition offers a trivial bound for quaternionic Mahler measure.

Proposition 8.3. If P (x) is a monic real polynomial of degree n, then we have

mH(P ) ≥ −1

2

⌊n
2

⌋
,

where the equality holds if and only if P (x) = (x2+1)m when n = 2m is even, and
P (x) = x(x2 + 1)m when n = 2m+ 1 is odd.

Proof. With (1) and (2) in Theorem 1.1, one finds the smallest possible Mahler
measure of one monomial happens when

mH(x− α) ≥ mH(x) = 0,

the smallest possible Mahler measure of a quadratic polynomial happens when

mH(x
2 − 2Reα · x+ |α|2) ≥ mH(x

2 + 1) = −1

2
.

Then using (3) of Theorem 1.1 we get the lower bound of Mahler measures. �
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Employing the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality as in Theorem 1.2, we find the fol-
lowing lower bound for slice regular polynomials. It is natural to wonder if the
lower bound in Proposition 8.3 still holds when n is odd.

Corollary 8.4. Let P (x) be a monic slice regular quaternionic polynomial of degree
n, then we have

mH(P ) ≥ −n
4
,

where the equality holds only if n = 2m is even and P (x) = (x2 + 1)m.

The formula of Mahler measures simplifies considerably when all roots of the
polynomial are located either outside or inside the unit circle.

Proposition 8.5. Let P (x) = anx
n+an−1x

n−1+ · · ·+a0 be a real polynomial with
all roots inside the unit circle, then we have

mH(P ) =
a2n−1 − 2an−2an

4a2n
+ log |an|.

If all the roots of P lie outside the unit circle, then we have

mH(P ) =
a21 − 2a2a0

4a20
+ log |a0|.

Proof. Note that the roots of P̃ (x) := xnP (1/x) are inside the unit circle if all roots
of P (x) are outside the unit circle, so we only need to prove the first assertion.
Suppose βℓ is a complex root of P (x), then by Theorem 1.1, we have

mH(x
2 − 2Reβℓ · x+ |βℓ|2) =

1

2
|βℓ|2 cos 2φℓ =

1

4
(β2

ℓ + β
2

ℓ).

So by factoring P as in (1) and applying the Theorem 1.1 again, we get

mH(P ) = log |an|+
1

4

∑

h,ℓ

(α2
h + β2

ℓ + β
2

ℓ) = log |an|+
a2n−1 − 2an−2an

4a2n
. �

As a direct consequence, this allows us to explore the quaternionic Mahler mea-
sure of a real polynomial under the power change of the variable. While the
classical Mahler measure is known to remain invariant under the transformation
x 7→ xr, this property does not hold in our context.

Proposition 8.6. Let P (x) be a real polynomial and r > 2 be a positive integer,
then

mH(P (x
r)) = mC(P ).

Proof. Suppose P (x) factors completely as in (1). Since the roots of xr − αh and
x2r−2Re βℓ ·x+|βℓ|2 are inside or outside the unit circle depending respectively on
either |αh|, |βℓ| ≤ 1 or ≥ 1, so by Proposition 8.5, we have mH(x

r−αh) = log+ |αh|
and mH(x

2r − 2Reβℓ · x+ |βℓ|2) = log+ |βℓ|2. Then the result is clear. �
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Let P (z) be a monic irreducible polynomial of degree N with a complex factor-
ization

P (z) =

N∏

ℓ=1

(z − zℓ) = zn + aN−1z
N−1 + · · ·+ a0.

Numerical tests show that the polynomials with negative quaternionic Mahler
measure are highly rare. The quaternionic Mahler measure of P becomes much
smaller when the roots zj are closer to the imaginary units ±i on the unit circle.
For an arc I on the unit circle, let N(I;P ) denote the number of complex zeros zj
with arg zj ∈ I. The discrepancy of P is defined by

D(P ) = max
I

∣∣∣N(I;P )− I

2π
N
∣∣∣.

Recall the famous result of Erdös–Turán [7] (see also Mignotte [27])

D(P ) ≤ 8

π

√
Nh(P ),

where

h(P ) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

log+
|P (eiθ)|√

|a0|
dθ with log+(x) = max{0, log(x)}.

Note the constant 8/π is given by Soundararajan [33]. It indicates that the equidis-
tribution of the angles of roots if the length of P is not too large.

Proposition 8.7. Let P (z) ∈ Z[x] be a monic irreducible polynomial. Then we
have

mH(P ) ≥ mC(P )−
8

π

√
Nh(P ).

Proof. Let ν(θ) = N([0, θ];P ) denote the number of roots within the interval [0, θ].
Then by Theorem 1.1, one get

mH(P ) ≥ mC(P )−
1

4

N∑

ℓ=1

cos(2φℓ)

= mC(P )−
1

4

∫ 2π

0

cos(2θ) dν(θ)

≥ mC(P )−
8

π

√
Nh(P ).

Here the last line follows by the Erdös–Turán inequality and the total variation of
cos 2x is 4. �

Following Hughes–Nikeghbali [21], we derive the following result the same way
as Proposition 8.7.
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Proposition 8.8. Let (PN) be a sequence of polynomials, with

PN(z) =
N∑

k=0

aN,kz
k,

such that aN,0aN,N 6= 0 for all N , let

LN(PN) = log

(
N∑

k=0

|aN,k|
)

− 1

2
log |aN,0| −

1

2
log |aN,N |.

Then if LN(PN) = O(1), we have

1√
N

|mH(PN)−mC(PN)| = O(1) as N → ∞.

Example 8.9. By examining the polynomial of degree ≤ 10 with coefficients in
[−3, 3], we found the minimal quaternionic Mahler measure is reached by the fol-
lowing polynomial of degree 8

Q8(x) = x8 − x7 + x6 − 2x5 + x4 − 2x3 + x2 − x+ 1.

Its Mahler measure is −0.26975 · · · . This example is related to cyclotomic polyno-
mial by

Q8(x) = Φ5(x)Φ10(x) + xΦ3(x)Φ4(x)Φ6(x).

Meanwhile, the quaternionic Mahler measure of Lehmer’s polynomial L10 is

mH(L10) = 0.247131 · · · .
Example 8.10. Inspired by the observation of Q8, by testing millions of combi-
nations involving cyclotomic polynomials, we find the following two examples with
Mahler measure less than −0.5. Let

Q66(x) =

10∏

h=3

Φh(x)Φ14(x)Φ18(x)Φ90(x) + xΦ204(x),

then Q66 is of degree 66 and

mH(Q66) = −0.5829 · · · .
Let

Q50(x) = Φ4(x)Φ5(x)Φ6(x)Φ7(x)Φ10(x)Φ80(x) + xΦ140(x),

then Q50 is of degree 50 and

mH(Q50) = −0.5145 · · · .
It can thus be inferred that, if the Conjecture 8.1 is true, we have at least

c ≤ −0.5829 · · · .
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