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EXTENSIONS OF THE BLOCH - POLYA THEOREM ON
THE NUMBER OF REAL ZEROS OF POLYNOMIALS (IT)

TAaMAS ERDELYI

ABSTRACT. We prove that there are absolute constants ¢; > 0 and c2 > 0 such that for every
ao,at, ... ,an € [1, M], 1 < M < exp(can),

there are
bo, b1,...,bp € {—1,0,1}

n
such that the polynomial P(z) = Z bja;2’ has at least
§=0

log(4M
distinct sign changes in I := (1—2a,1—a), where a := <&

) 1/2
> < 1/3. This improves
n

and extends earlier results of Bloch and Pélya and Erdélyi, and, as a special case, recaptures
a special case of a more general recent result of Jacob and Nazarov.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this note ¢ and ¢; will denote suitable positive absolute constants. Let F,, denote
the set of polynomials of degree at most n with coefficients from {—1,0,1}. Let £,, denote
the set of polynomials of degree n with coefficients from {—1,1}. Let A,, denote the set of
polynomials of degree at most n with coefficients from {0, 1}. Updating what the authors
write in [BEK99] and [Er08] we have the following. The study of the location of zeros of
the above classes of polynomials starts with Bloch and Pélya [BP32]. They prove that the
average number of real zeros of a polynomial from F,, is at most cn
that if n > 3 then a polynomial from F,, cannot have more than

1/2 " They also prove

cnloglogn
logn
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real zeros. This quite weak result appears to be the first on this subject. Schur [Sch33]
and by different methods Szegd [Sze34] and Erdés and Turan [ET50] improve this to
c(nlogn)'/? (see also [BE95]). (Their results are more general, but in this specialization
not sharp.) Our Theorem 4.1 in [BEK99] gives the right upper bound of cn'/? for the
number of real zeros of polynomials from a much larger class, namely for all polynomials
P of the form

n
P(:L'):Zaja:j, lag| = lan| =1, |a;| <1, a; €C.
j=0

Schur [Sch33] claims that Schmidt gives a version of part of this theorem. However, it does
not appear in the reference he gives, namely [Sch32], and we have not been able to trace
it to any other source. In [BE97| we prove that nn'/? is an upper bound for the number
of zeros of polynomials P of the form

P(z)=) aa’, lag|=1, laj <1, a; €C,
=0

inside any polygon with vertices on the unit circle, where the constant 1 depends only on
the polygon. Bloch and Pélya [BP32] also proved that there are polynomials P € F,, with
at least

cn1/4

(log )12
sign changes on the real line R. Schur [Sch33] claims they do it for polynomials with
coefficients only from {—1,1}, but this appears to be incorrect.

In a seminal paper Littlewood and Offord [LO39] prove that the number of real roots
of a polynomial P € L,,, on average, lies between

c1logn 9
_ d 1
log log logn a c2(logn)”,

c(logn)?

and it is proved by Boyd [Bo97] that every P € L£,, has at most zeros at 1 (in

loglogn
the sense of multiplicity).
Kac [Ka48] prove that the expected number of real roots of a polynomial of degree n
with random uniformly distributed independent coefficients is asymptotically (2/7) logn.
In [Er08] we prove that there are absolute constants ¢; > 0 and ¢ > 0 such that for
every
agp, a1, ... ,a, €[1, M], 1§M§exp(02n1/4),

there are by, by, ... ,b, € {—1,0,1} such that P(z) = Z bja;2’ has at least cont/* distinct
§=0

sign changes in (0,1). This improves and extends the earlier result of Bloch and Pdlya
[BP32] and, as a special case, it recaptures a special case

Jacob and Nazarov [JN24| prove quite a general theorem including that there are poly-
nomials P € £,, having at least cn'/? distinct zeros in [0,1]; and there are polynomials
0 # P € A, for which the polynomials Q defined by Q(z) := P(—z) have at least cn'/?
distinct zeros in [0, 1].
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2. NEw RESULT

Theorem 2.1. There are absolute constants c; > 0 and co > 0 such that for every
agp,ai, ..., a, € [1, M], 1 < M <exp(ean),

there are
b07b17"' 7bn € {_17071}

such that the polynomial P of the form P(z) = Z bjajzj has at least
§=0

distinct sign changes in I, := (1 — 2a,1 — a), where a := (

1/2
7l°g<4M)) / <1/3.
- <

This improves and extends earlier results of Bloch and Pélya [BP32] and Erdélyi [Er08],
and recaptures a special case of a more general result of Jacob and Nazarov [JN24].

3. LEMMAS

We use the notation log™ z := max{0, —log z} and log™ z := max{0,logz}. The geo-
metric mean Lg([a, b]) of a continuous function P on a finite interval [a,b] C R is

1 b
Pl Lo ([a b)) := €XP <m/ log|P(a;)\d;c) )

In [JN24] Jacob and Nazarov showed the following.
Lemma 3.1. Let a € (0,1/3) and I, := (1 —2a,1 —a). Then

/ log™ P(z)dx < c3log(4M)
1,

for every polynomial P of the form

(3.1) P(z) =Y bjaja’, a;€[1,M], b;j€{-1,0,1}, by==+l.
j=0

Moreover c3 := 97r/\/§ 1s a suitable choice.

As a consequence we have the following.
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Lemma 3.2. Leta € (0,1/3) and I, := (1 —2a,1 —a). Then

—c3 log(4M))

IPlrac = e
for every polynomial P of the form (3.1).
We will need the version of Lemma 3.2 below in the proof of Theorem 2.1.

Lemma 3.3. Leta € (0,1/3), I, := (1 —2a,1 —a), and 0 <k <n. Then

—c3log(4M
IRl > exp (—2EE0 )
for every polynomial R of the form
(3.2) R(QZ) = ijaja:j_k, a; € [1, M] , bj S {—1,0, 1}, b = £1.
j=k
4. PROOFS

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Using Lemma 3.1 we have
|Pllocr,y =exp ( = [ log" P(z)dxr — — [ log™ P(x)dx
a I, a I,

> exp <_—1/ log™ P(as)dx)
a I,

> exp (M) .
a

O

Proof of Theorem 2.1. We modify the outline given by Nazarov in MathOverflow where
a; =1 for each j =0,1,...,n, is assumed. Let a € (0,1/3) and I, := (1 — 2a,1 — a).
Associated with a polynomial P we define the polynomial P(z) := P(1 —a — az). The
function f(x):=1—a — ax maps the interval (0, 1) onto the interval (1 —2a,1 — a), hence
the polynomial P of the form

P(x) = Zaja:j, a; € [1, M],
j=0

satisfies

0<Plz)<(n+1)M, zel0,1].
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For every fixed ag, ay, ... ,a, € [1, M] there are 2" different polynomials P of the form
(4.1) P(x) =) djaja?,  d; €{0,1}.
§=0

By the pigeon hole principle there are two different polynomials P; and P, of the form
(4.1) such that the polynomial 0 # P := P; — P; is of the form (3.1) and

/01 P(z)2 da

We fix this P and bg,by,... ,b, € {—1,0,1} in the rest of the proof. Thereisa 0 <k <n

(4.2) < (n4+1)M27M™  j=0,1,...,m—1.

such that bg = by = --- = by_1 = 0 and by, = +1. We have P(x) = 2*R(z), where R is a
polynomial of the form (3.2) and
zF > (1 — 2a)" > exp(—4an), zxel,, a€(0,1/3).

Combining this with Lemma 3.3 gives

T (

—cglog(4M) 4an)
a

log(4M)\ /2
Now we choose a := <%) < 1/3 to get
(43) 1Pllcationy = 1Pllzotr,) = exp(—cslog(4M)n/?).

Assume that P has exactly m — 1 sign changes in I,. Then P has exactly m — 1 > 0 sign
changes in (0,1). We denote the sign changes of P in (0,1) by x1,x2,... ,Zmym—1. We define

m—1
Q) =[] (= —=y)
j=1

(the empty product is defined to be 1). Then PQ does not change sign in (0,1). Observe
that

|z =zl Lo(o1]) = €5, J=12,... , m—1,
hence
(4.4) 1Ql Lo(j0.17) > exp(—cem) .
Combining (4.3), (4.4), the multiplicative property of the geometric mean, the comparison
between the Lo([0,1]) and Ly ([0, 1]) norms, the fact that PQ does not change sign, (4.2),

and the fact that the sum of the absolute values of the coefficients of @) is at most 2™, we
obtain

1
exp(—ex log(4M)n"/2 — cgm) <I1PQ| o)) < IPOll o) = \ | Fo@a
0

<9M(n +1)M27V™ .
Taking the log of both sides above and choosing
e /2
e LoguM)J
with a sufficiently small absolute constant c¢; > 0, we get a contradiction. [J
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