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Abstract This paper is devoted to demonstrate Kakeya’s geometric proof of his theorem (1912), independently established
earlier by Enestrom (1893). By calculating centers and radii of the interlacing circles of Kakeya’s method, we prove Kakeya’s
geometric structure, which has not been previously established. We give an equivalent proof, which is based on the construction
of internally interlacing circles, which has been geometrically considered by Tomic (1948).
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1 Introduction

In the following N,Ny,R,C denote the sets {1,2,---}, NU {0}, the set of real numbers and the set of complex num-
bers respectively. A complex number is considered as an ordered pair, a point or a vector in R%. Thus we may write for
z=x+iyeC, z=7= 0P = (x,y),x,y € R, where O is the origin and P is the point representing z in the complex plane,
or in R2. The circles €, €»,---,%,, n € N are called internally interlacing if %} is completely contained inside €;_;, ex-
cept possibly for one touching point, k = 1,2,--- ,n. If for all k, €;_ is completely contained inside %%, except possibly for
one point, the circles are called externally interlacing. If €7, 63, - - ,%, are internally interlacing, then 6,, €,—1,---, %1 are
externally interlacing and vice versa.
Let ap,ay,- - ,a, be positive numbers, which are not all equal, and P(z) be the polynomial

P(z):anz"Jran_]z"*l+-~-+a1z+ao. (1.1)

Enestrom-Kakeya’s theorem states that the zeros of P(z) lie in the annulus, [24],

g ay—
min ——L < |z| < max kel 1.2)

1<k<n ai 1<k<n ay
In particular, if @, > a,—1 > --- > aj > ap > 0, then the zeros of P(z) lie in the open unit disc |z| < 1.
Enestrom’s algebraic proof,[1,2] is more restrictive than Kakeya’s one as he proved that the zeros of P(z) lie in the closure
of the annulus (L2). See also, [3] and the brief account [3| pp. 271-2]. Kakeya’s proof is based on an elegant geometric proof of
the following lemma

Lemma 1.1 If p, > p,—1 > --- > p1 > po > 0 are positive numbers, 6 € R, n € Ny, then
2i0

Ry = po+pr1e® + pre®® 4+ pue® £ 0. (1.3)

Kakeya’s Proof of Lemma[IIlis based on proving that the points of C,

k
Ro=po, Re=Y, pme™ k=12, n, (1.4)
m=0
lie on externally interlacing circles 6y, %1, -+ , %, with centers and radii Cy,Cy,---,C, and ro,r1,- - - , I, respectively, for which
Cr1NCr ={Ri-1}, e — 11 = |G — Cr ||, (1.5)
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provided that po, p1,- -, p, are all different, || - || denotes the Euclidean distance. If some of the p’js are equal, the geometric
proof remains true, but with a slight modification of the geometric structure. If p; | = p; for some j =1,2,---,n, then, the
circles €j—1 and € coincide to each other, i.e. €j_1 = € as sets. Also,if pj_1 = p;, j =1,2,--- ,n, the lemma is true only if
€' is not an n-th root of unity because

1— n+1 .
1Z  z=e®. (1.6)
—Z

I+z+2+ 47" =

At this point, it is worthwhile to mention that Enestrom’s algebraic proof and Kakeya’s geometric one are identical, apart
from the restriction in Enestrom’s proof. However, Kakeya’s proof is incomplete as he only demonstrated the cases of 6y, €1, 6>
of the construction (I.3) and claimed that the rest can be derived iteratively without filling in a proof. In addition, he did not
provide any calculations of circles centers and radii. Furthermore, his single geometric figure is a troublesome and may be
misleading, probably due to the typing-printing limitations of his era.

The first aim of this paper is to derive a complete proof of the geometric construction (I.3). We start our demonstrations by
computing the particular cases of 6y, 41, 6>, which shed light on the general case. Special and general cases are presented in
Sections 2 and 3 respectively. We point out to the misleading of Kakeya’s own figure. Section 3 involves the general construction
(L3) and hence a rigorous geometric proof of (I.3) is established. In an equivalent approach, we establish another geometric
proof of Enestrom-Kakeya’s theorem, which is based on an internally interlacing circles version of Lemma [l This is done in
the last section.

Before leaving this introduction we would like to mention the work of Tomic [6], the first who gave a proof of Kakeya’s
geometric construction Tomic noticed in [6] that the geometric construction of Kakeya’s needs a proof and tried to complete
it. In his approach he established internally interlacing circles, rather than the externally interlacing ones of Kakeya. Nevertheless,
Tomic did not compute the circles, which we rigorously do here.

2 Special cases

In the following we prove of (IL3) when n = 2. We demnostrate the construction of Kakeya for %, 41, %2. We assume without
any loss of generality that 0 < 6 < m. The other cases will be discussed in the general setting. The construction of %y is based
on locating Ry on the X-axis at distance po from the origin O. The point S is taken to be S| = O—Rg + IFS;, Iﬁ = poeie.Thus
S1 = (po+ pocos 8, pysin ). The circle % is the circle that passes through O, Ry, S;. From Figure[Il(a), we see that AORyCy =
ARyS1Cp and consequently LOCyRy = £RyCyO = 6. Therefore, the center and the radius of 4 are

6 0
%o (%,%cotg),m:%csc? 2.1
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Fig. 1: (a) AOCyR( =2 ARyCyS}, since ORy = RyS;. (b) Ry, Cp and Cj are collinear as Eq. (2.4) confirms.

If po = p1, then R, is merely S;, and 6 coincides with 6p. Otherwise, RoS; is extended to RoR;, where RyS) || RoR1 and

P
IRoR1|| = p1. Thus Ry = (po+ picosB, p;sinf@) = OR;. The circle 4] is determined by Ry, R; and the central angle £RoC|R],
which is taken to be of measure 6. Therefore €] is completely determined and we can see that its center and radius are

p1 p1 0 P1 0
& p hd — 2 hel 2.2
'(0 2’2C0t2)’r1 2CSC2 (2:2)
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respectively. The circle 4] lies entirely outside %y and it only touches it at Ry because

— 0
n—ro =i —Coll = B ese 2. 2.3)

It is worthwhile to notice that Ry, Cy, C; are collinear, cf. Figure[Il (b). This is clear by (2.3) and

Po 0 1
L %%m% 1| =0. 2.4)
po— 5 Bcots 1

In Kakeya’s single figure of [4]], Ry, Co, C; are not looking to be collinear.
The construction of &, is similar to that of ©]. We first locate S, whose position vector is

OS> = ORy+ RoR| +R1S3, RS, = p1e*®. (2.5)
Thus the coordinates of S, are
S2 (po + p1cos O + py cos28, p; sinO + p; sin206) . (2.6)

It is a trigonometry exercise to check that S, lies on %). Again if p; = p», then S, = R, and %> coincides with %]. Otherwise
we extend RS, to R| R,

—
RiRy || R1S2,  ||RiR2|| = pa. 27

The circle %3 is determined by R; and R, and the central angle £R{C>R,, which is taken to satisfy KR{C1R, = 6. We can see
that the center and radius of 5 are

0 0 0
6 (po + pi1cos O+ % c0s20 — % sin26 cot E,pl sin 6 + % sin20 + % c0s 20 cot 5) , = % csc 5 2.8)
Simple calculations prove that Ry, Cy,C, are collinear, and
D2 — D1 0
rn—r=|C-Ci|= 5 osco, 2.9

i.e. ©> lies entirely outside %) and it touches it only at R,. The general case will be proved below.

Figures illustrate the constructions of 6y, 61, 6, for different values of 6. Figure [2] illustrates the construction of
%o, €1, 6> when 6 = % is an acute angle. We considered two cases when pg, pi, p» are all different and when two values
coincide to each other. The cases when 0 is right or obtuse angles are depicted in Figure Bl and Figure [ respectively. The cal-
culations coincide with the geometric construction. The cases when 6 = 0, 7w or when 6 lies in the third or fourth quadrants are

discussed in the general setting of the next section.

Fig. 2: The construction of 6, 41, 4> when 6 = % (@) po =1, p1 =2, p, = 3 are different. (b) po = 1,p; = p» =2 and 61, >
are identical. Accidentally C; lies on 6. Notice that C, does not lie on %7.
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S> =Ry

62

(51: 7
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Fig. 3: The circles %y, €1, > with a right angle 6 = % (@) po=1,p1 =2, pr =3 are different. (b) po = 1,p; = p» =2 and
%1, ©» are identical.

©

(a) (b)

Fig. 4: The construction of 6y, 61, 6> when 6 = 27” (a) po =1, p1 =2, pp =3 are different. Accidentally C, coincides with the
origin. (b) po = 1, p; = p» =2 and 6, %, are identical.

3 The general setting

In this section we provide a complete proof of the geometric structure (L3) which implies a rigorous geometric proof of (L3),
and consequently the proof of Enestrom-Kakeya’s theorem.

Proof of Lemmal[l.1l We assume without any loss of generality that 0 < 8 < 7 and that pg, py, -+, p are distinct. Let R have
the coordinates (xt,yx), k=0,1,---,n. Hence

po+picosO+---+ prcoskO, k> 1,

X = 3.1
Po, k=0,
p1sin@+---+ prsink@, k> 1,

i = (3.2)
0, k=0.
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The points Si, k =1,--- ,n are defined via

OR)+RoR| + -+ Ri_2Ry—1 + pr_1e™9, k> 2,

oS, = . 3.3)
ORy + poe'®, k=1.
Thus, if the coordinates of Sy, k = 1,--- ,n are (sy ,Sx,), then

po+picosO+---+pr_ycos(k—1)0+ py_jcosk, k > 2,

sk,x = (34)
o+ pocos 6, k=1,
p18in@ + -+ pr_y sin(kf ])9 + pr_18inkB, k > 2,

Sky = 3.5)
posin0, k=1,

We proved (L.3) for 6y, €1, 6>. Now we accomplish the prove for all k. Indeed, let k > 2. By Kakeya structure, the circle
6% is constructed to pass through R;_;, Ry and £R;_CyR; = 6. Thus %} is completely determined. From triangle ARy_CiRy,
cf. Figure [ (a) the radius of %} is
6
= % esc (3.6)
To find the center Cy (A, I ), we notice that CyM, L Ry_ Ry, where My, is the mid-point of Ry_; Ry, cf. Figure[3l(a) . Hence, Ay, I

are determined from solving the system

—11Y —Xj_ it
== US 6D
2
(o —hi)* + (e — ) = B esc? 8, 3.8)
2
(1 — ) + ket — )* = 2 ese? 9. 3.9)

By algebraic manipulations, the center Cy (g, i), k > 2 is determined via

Y1 +X  Yek—Yk-1 6

- e .1
hy 5 5 cotz, (3.10)
V=1 +yk | Xk—X1 0
I = t—. A1
k > + > cot 5 (3.11)
Using (3.1)-(3.2) , we obtain
0
he = po+pi1cosO—+---+pr_jcos(k—1)0 + % coskB — % sink® COtE’ (3.12)
o . Pk . Pk o
Iy = p1sin@+---+ py_ysin(k—1)0 + > sinkO + ) cosk@ cotE. (3.13)
Hence, taking into account the results of the previous section, all circles 6y, 61, - -, ¢, are completely determined. Now we

prove that they satisfy (L3)). Indeed, by construction Rx_; € 6;— N ;. This can be also verified by direct computations in the
equations of €;_1, 6. Furthermore, 6;,_1 N6, = {Rx_1} and %} lies entirely outside €;_1, except for they touch each other at
Ri_1 because

0 AN
|| Cout1 —Cx ||* = ((% coskB + %cos(kJr 1)9) + (% sinchotE — %sin(kJr 1)9C0t5))

2
+ <(% sinkO + %Sin(k—l— 1)9) + (—%coskecotg + kaH cos(k+ 1)900t§>>

2 2 2 2
0 0
= % + p—kz‘H + p—k[;kH cos 6 + cot? 5 (% — —pk2+] + —pkpzkH cos 6) — PkPk+1 COtE sin6
2 2 2
0 — 0
= (%—%Jr%) esc? = = <wcsc§) = (regt — )2 (3.14)
Hence (L.3) is proved, completing the proof of Lemma[ldl O
Lemma[L.I]remains true when 8 = 0, because in this case
n
Ry=po>0,R,=) p;>0, (3.15)
j=0
i.e. all points lie on the positive part of the X-axis. The circles €y, 671, - - - , 6, are reduced to line segments. Nevertheless, R, 7 0.

The lemma is also true if @ = 7, because

Ry=po>0,R,=po—p1+p2—--+(=1)"pa. (3.16)
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Crr1

() (®

Fig. 5: The construction of 6, 611, é2. (a) Ciy1 lies entirely outside Cj and it only touches it at R;. (b) Cy.q lies entirely
outside Cy and it only touches it at R when6* lies in the third or fourth quadrants.

When n=2m+ 1 is odd, m > 0, then

Ry = (po—p1)+(p2—p3) +- -+ (p2m — pam+1) <0, (3.17)
i.e. R, # 0. Here the points R; lie alternately on the positive and negative parts of the X-axis. If n = 2m is even, m > 1, then
Rn:PO+(P2—P1)+"'+(P2m—l72m—1)>0- (318)

i.e. R, # 0. Also here the points R; lie alternately on the positive and negative parts of the X-axis. Thus the lemma is true if
6 = 7. The proofs when 6 lies in the third or fourth quadrants results from the previous ones. According to Figure 3] (b), we can
demonstrate a construction of R, such that Lemma[Llis true for 6* = 7+ 6, 0 < 6 < & and deduce geometrically that

p0+plei9* +p2€2i9* + .- .+pnein9* 7& 0. (319)

Remark 3.1 The points Ri_1, Cy_1, Ci are collinear. This is shown for 6y, €\, ¢> in the previous section by construction and
by @.4). By construction, this is also true for Ry_1, Cy_1, Cy, k > 2. Moreover, let

Xg—1 Yk—1 1
A=l Ly 1|, k>2. (3.20)
he L1
From (3.1)-B.2) and G.12)-@.13), we get
7]
hy, :xk,lJr&coskef&sinchot—, 3.21)
2 2 2
0
o= ye1 + % sink6 + % coskfcot - (3.22)
Consequently, using the properties of determinants, we obtain
Xp—1 Vi1 1
Ap=|—ZL cos(k—1)0 — ZLsin(k—1)0cot§ —ZiLsin(k—1)0 + Z5L cos(k— 1)@ cot 2 0 =0. (3.23)
Bt cosk® — L sink® cot & Bt sink6 + Lt cosk6 cot £ 0

In the following section, we introduce another geometrically-based proof of Enestrom-Kakeya’s theorem. This approach is
based on the following lemme.

Lemma 3.2 If0< g, <qn_1 <--- <q1 < qo are positive numbers, 6 € R, n € Ny, then

On=qo+q1° +q2e™® + -+ g,e™® £0. (3.24)
Proof Since A A A A A
e—mﬂQn _ qoe—mﬂ +qle—l(n—l)9 +q26—1(n—2)9 F- +Qn713_19 + Gn, (3.25)
then, Lemma [[Tlimplies that e "¢ Q,, # 0, proving Lemma[32] O
Using a similar technique of Kakeya, we can prove Enestrom-Kakeya’s theorem using Lemma[3.21 However, the proof of Lemma
[32]depends entirely on Lemmal[L.1] and therefore adds no new. To have a completely independent proof, we can use a technique
similar to the geometric structure (L), which is done in the next section.
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4 Internally interlacing construction

Keeping previous notations, we prove that the points Qp = qo, Qr = Z_’;:o q jeije,k =1,2,---,nlie on the internally interlacing
circles €y, &,---, €, with centers and radii Oy, 0y,---,0, and pg,p1,- - - , P, respectively, for which
G N ={0k1}, Pr-1— Pk = [|Ok—1 — Ol 4.1)

provided that the ¢;’s are distinct and 6 # 0, 7.

(@ (b)

Fig. 6: The construction of €y, €;, € when 6 = 51—72‘ (a) go = 3,91 = 2.5,92 = 1.5 are different. (b) g0 = 3,91 = ¢q2 = 2.5 and
¢, &, are identical.

Fig. 7: The construction of &y, €;, € when 6 = % (@) g0 = 3,91 = 2.5,q» = 1.5 are different. (b) g0 = 3,91 = g2 = 2.5 and
¢, &, are identical.

As is done before, we discuss the construction for €y, €1, €. We now assume without any loss of generality that 0 < 6 < 7.
The circle €y is the one that passes through the origin O, the point Qy = (go,0) and S| = 0Q¢ + QoSi1, QoS1 = qoeie. Thus
S1 = (qo+¢qocos 0,qosin0). Therefore, the center and the radius of € are

q0 40 0 q0 6
Op | &, 5 cot= ), pp=—csc—. 4.2
0(2’2C 2)’ 0= %y “2)

—
If go = g1, then Q; is merely S;, and €; coincides with €. Otherwise, QoS is reduced to QpQ1, where QoS || QoQ1 and

—
1Q0Q1]| = gi- Thus Q1 = (go+ g1 cos 8, q,sin0) = OQ;. The circle €; is determined by Qp, Q) and the central angle £000,0,
which is taken to be of measure 6. Thus

0 0
0, (qof q—;,%coti) , P1= q—zlcsc? 4.3)
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The circle € lies entirely inside €y and it only touches it at Qp because

- )
Po —pi =||00—01\|=%csc5. (4.4)

Also Qp, Op, O are collinear. The construction of &, is similar to that of €;. We first locate S, whose position vector is

08: = 000+ 0001 + 015, 018 = qi1*°. 4.5)
Thus the coordinates of S, are
S2(go+¢q1cos0+¢q1cos20,q;sin6 +¢q;sin20). (4.6)

—_— =
Again if ¢; = gy, then S» = 0, and &, coincides with €;. Otherwise, we restrict 015, to Q1 0,

0102 ]| 0152, [|0102] = 9. 4.7

The circle € is determined by Q1 and Q» and the central angle £Q; 0,0, which is taken to satisfy £0;0;0> = 6. Hence

0 0 0
0, (qo +gi1cos 0+ % cos20 — % sin20 cotg,ql sin 6 + q_22 sin260 + % c0s20 cot E) , P2 = q_22 csc > 4.8)
and 01,01, 0 are collinear. Moreover,
qg—q 0
pr—p2 =01 =02 = =5csc 5, (4.9)

i.e. €; lies entirely outside €, and it touches it only at Q.

Figures[6l{8 exhibit the constructions of €, €, &, for different values of 0. Figure[@lillustrates the construction of &, €, &€,
when 6 = 51—72‘ is acute. We considered two cases when qg, q1, g» are all different and when two values coincide to each others.
The cases when 0 is a right or an obtuse angle are depicted in Figure[Z]and Figure [Blrespectively. The construction coincide with

our calculations.

() (b)

Fig. 8: The construction of €y, €;, € when 6 = %” (a) go = 3,91 = 2.5,92 = 1.5 are different. (b) go = 3,91 = ¢2 = 2.5 and
¢, &, are identical.

We proved @.1) for €, €, ¢,. Now we accomplish the prove for all k. Indeed, let kK > 2. Similar to Kakeya structure,
the circle € is constructed to pass through Q_1, O and £Qy_10;0) = 6. Thus € is completely determined. From triangle
AQy_1010x, cf. Figure [0l The radius of € is

qr 0

Pk = ECSCE, 4.10)

and the center O (f,gx), k > 2 is determined via
Ue—1 + g Ve— V-1 6

A 4.11
7 5 cot 2 ( )

Vit tVve  ug—ug—y 0
t— 4.12
y— t—— otz (4.12)

fi =

8k
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&

(]

Fig. 9: € lies entirely outside € and it only touches it at Q.

where (ug,vi) are the coordinates of Q.

qo+qi1cosO+---+qrcoskB, k> 1,

U = (4.13)
q0, k= 07
q18inB +---+qgsink@, k> 1,
v = (4.14)
0, k=0.
Using (4.13)-@.14) , we obtain
_ qk qr . 0
Se=qo+qicosO+---+gg_jcos(k—1)0 + > coskB — 5 sink® cot 5 (4.15)
. . qr . dk 0
g =qsin@+---+q;_ysin(k—1)0 + 5 sink6@ + > cosk6 cot 5 (4.16)
Hence, the circles €y, €1, ---, &, are all determined. Using the techniques demonstrated above, the construction (4.1} can be

analogously proved, and the proof of Lemma[3.2lis complete.
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