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ON CERTAIN POLYTOPES ASSOCIATED TO PRODUCTS OF
ALGEBRAIC INTEGER CONJUGATES

SEDA ALBAYRAK, SAMPRIT GHOSH, GREG KNAPP, AND KHOA D. NGUYEN

ABSTRACT. Let d > k be positive integers. Motivated by an earlier result of
Bugeaud and Nguyen, we let Ej, 4 be the set of (c1,...,cx) € R’;O such that
|ao||a1]€t -+ - |ag |k > 1 for any algebraic integer v of degree d, where we label
its Galois conjugates as ao, ..., aq—1 with |ag| > |a1| > -+ > |ag—1|. First,
we give an explicit description of Ey 4 as a polytope with 2k vertices. Then we
prove that for d > 3k, for every (c1,...,c,) € Ej 4 and for every o that is not
a root of unity, the strict inequality |ag||a |t -+ - |og|°® > 1 holds. We also
provide a quantitative version of this inequality in terms of d and the height
of the minimal polynomial of a.

1. INTRODUCTION

In [3, Theorem 1.1], Bugeaud and Nguyen apply the main theorem of [T1] to
prove the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let || - || denote the distance to the nearest integer. Let & be an
algebraic number of degree d > 3. Let € > 0. Let (un)n>1 be a non-degenerate
linear recurrence sequence of rational integers which is not a polynomial sequence.
Then the set

1
{n eN:u, #0 and ||’U,n§|| < W}

is finite.

This theorem yields a much stronger version of earlier results by Lenstra and
Shallit, see [9] and [3 pp. 20-21]. It is explained in [3} p. 20] that the best possible
exponent when d = 3 is 1/(d — 1) = 1/2, and then the authors ask whether the
exponent 1/(d — 1) remains optimal when d > 3.

The source of the exponent 1/(d — 1) boils down to the following observa-
tion. Let a be an algebraic integer of degree d > 3 and label its Galois conju-
gates as ag,qq,...,q—1 with |ag| > -+ > |ag—1|. Then, we have |oz0a‘1i_1| >
|ag - - @g—1] > 1. The question now is whether one can replace d — 1 by a larger
real number ¢; so that the inequality |ag|la1|® > 1 remains valid for any a. In
this paper, we investigate the more general question in arbitrary dimensions and
obtain some related Diophantine inequalities.
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Notation 1.2. Throughout this paper, for an algebraic number « (respectively for
a polynomial f(x) € C[z]) of degree d > 2, we label the Galois conjugates of «
(respectively the roots of f(x)) as ag,...,aq—1 so that

lao| > |aa| >+ > |eg—1].
While this labelling is not unique (when |a;| = |a;| for some 7 # j), this causes no
ambiguity in the paper.

Definition 1.3. Let d > k be positive integers. Let Ej 4 be the set of all tuples
(c1,...,cx) € (R>0)¥ so that for every algebraic integer o of degree d, we have

(1.1) |ao|laa |t - - - |ag | > 1.
Observe that Ej 4 is a non-empty closed convex subset of the “first orthant”

(R>0)*. Our first main result gives an explicit description of Ej, 4 as a polytope in
R* with exactly 2% vertices:

Theorem 1.4. Let d > k be positive integers. Then, Ey q is a polytope in R* with
2F wertices. Moreover, for any J C {1,2,...,k}, if we write J = {j1,..., jn} where

J1 < Jjo < -+ < Jn, then we have that (v1,...,v;) is a vertex of Ey q where
0 jaJ
v ”*;—;” j = je for some £ <mn .
jl j - j"l

Remark 1.5. Theorem [[4] shows that the vertices of Ej 4 are in bijection with the
subsets of {1,2,...,k} where the empty subset corresponds to the vertex (0, ..., 0).

For example, E; 4 is the interval [0,d — 1] and the exponent 1/(d — 1) in [3
Theorem 1.1] is optimal. The set F3 4 is the quadrilateral with vertices (0, 0),
(d—1,0), (1,d—2), and (0, (d—2)/2). The set E3 4 is a polyhedron with 8 vertices,
etc.

vl (1,d—2)

(0,432)

(0,00 (d—1,0) * (0,0)

FIGURE 1. Ei 4 FIGURE 2. E3 4 FIGURE 3. E34

For the second main result, we first prove that although Ej, 4 is defined by the
non-strict inequality (1), the strict inequality holds for every (ci1,...,cx) € Egq
and every « that is not a root of unity, when d > 3k. Then, we give a positive
lower bound for

(1.2) lao]oer [t - -+ |ag|“F — 1.
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Finding a lower bound to (L2) is also related to several interesting problems
in Diophantine approximation. Here, we discuss a couple of them. First, we may

assume that (c1, ..., cx) is a vertex of Ej, q by convexity. At the vertex (c1,...,c,) =
(0,...,0), an optimal lower bound for
|aof|an [ -+ Jag [ =1 = [ag| — 1

is of the form C'/d, where C' is an absolute constant. This was proposed by Schinzel-
Zassenhaus in 1965 [I3] and established by Dimitrov’s ingenious arguments in 2019
[]. For an arbitrary vertex (ci,...,ck), one may consider the problem of pro-
ducing a sharp lower bound for the expression ([Z2)) as a more general version of
the Schinzel-Zassenhaus problem. Unlike the original Schinzel-Zassenhaus in which
the lower bound depends only on d, for a general (c1,...,ck), a lower bound for
(C2) should involve the height (i.e. the maximum of the absolute values of the
coefficients) of the minimal polynomial of «, see Remark 241

Since the vertex (ci,...,cx) has rational entries, the expression ([2)) is an al-
gebraic integer. Once it is known to be positive, an easy way to derive a lower
bound is to use the product formula: one may take the reciprocal of the product of
absolute values of all the other Galois conjugates as a lower bound. We would like
to note that this straightforward approach would yield a weaker lower bound than
our result.

Instead, we use the description of Ej 4 in Theorem [[4 to reduce the current
problem to getting a lower bound for |ax| — |ag—1]. This is closely related to the
“absolute root separation problem” (see [2] and the reference therein). We note
that the arguments in [2] are more involved and the results are stronger than just
using the product formula.

Before we state our second main theorem, we recall that the height of a polyno-
mial with integer coefficients is the maximum of the absolute values of the coeffi-
cients.

d/3] —k
Theorem 1.6. Let k and d be positive integers with d > 3k, p = [%—‘ and

&= maX{Q(d_ 1)(d - 2), (d— 1)(d2—u2)(d -3) } .

There exists a positive constant C' depending only on d such that the following holds.
For every algebraic integer o of degree d that is not a root of unity and for every
(c1,...,¢k) € B q, we have

laol|a [t - - - ag | > 1+ CH—EF/(kd=1)
where H is the height of the minimal polynomial of c.

Remark 1.7. The “extra saving term” HY(*(¢=1) is possible due to some ad hoc
arguments that are specific for the problem that we consider. In any case, it is
much smaller than (the reciprocal of) the “main term” H~¢. Note that except for
a few cases, we have £ = (d — 1)(d — 2)(d — 3)/(2u). Indeed, observe that

(d—1)(d-2)(d—-3)
2p

< 2(d—1)(d — 2) implies d—3<4<(d/3)+1_k+1>.



4 SEDA ALBAYRAK, SAMPRIT GHOSH, GREG KNAPP, AND KHOA D. NGUYEN

The last inequality yields k =1 and 4 <d <20 or k=2 and 7 < d < 14. In fact,
by checking each case, we know exactly when which expression is the maximum:

2(d - 1)(d - 2) if (d7 k) € {(47 1)7 (57 1)7 (67 1)7 (107 1)}7
g = —_ — —
(d-1)([d-2)(d—3) otherwise.
2p
Remark 1.8. We cannot replace 3k in the inequality d > 3k by a smaller quantity
in order to have |ag||ag|® - - - |ag|® > 1 for every (c1,...,cx) € Ej 4 and for « that

is not a root of unity. To see why, suppose d = 3k. Note that (0,...,0,2) is a
vertex of Ej sk by taking J = {k} in Theorem [[4 Consider a cubic field K C R
with 2 complex-conjugate embeddings. Let £ > 1 be the fundamental unit of K
and let & and & be the remaining Galois conjugates of £&. Hence £ is not a p-th
power of an element of K for every prime p, and by considering Nmg /q(—£/4), we
have that —¢£/4 is not a 4-th power in K. By [12, p. 297], ag := £Y/* has degree
3k. In our notation, ag,...,ar—1 are the k-th roots of ¢ while ag,...,asr—1 are
the k-th roots of & and &. From [€]|&1]2 = [€][€2]? = 1, we have |ag|ag|? = 1.

Our result in Theorem [[L@ is closely related to [2, Theorem 1] and its proof.
In fact, a direct application of [2, Theorem 1] would give the weaker version of

Theorem [L.6] in which G 1)(d2_ 2)(d=3) is replaced by (d-1)d ; 2)d = 3).
1

Note that when d — 3k > d (for example, if d > 4k then d — 3k > d/4), then the
improvement in Theorem is significant since we have & = O(d?) and we get a
lower bound of the form 1+ CH~9(@) instead of one of the form 1 4+ CH~©(").
This improvement is possible thanks to an adaptation of the arguments in [2] to our
current problem. In [2 Section 4], the authors comment that the exponent in their
lower bounds seems too high. We also believe that the exponent £ in Theorem
is far from optimal.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2l we gather several
auxiliary results that are needed for the proofs of our main theorems. These include
various estimates involving the roots of special families of polynomials that give rise
to the vertices of E}, 4, a general result confirming that the intersection of certain 2k
many half-spaces is a polytope of 2¥ many vertices, and an absolute root separation
theorem by Bugeaud, Dujella, Fang, Pejkovié¢, and Salvy [1} [2]. Then the proofs of
Theorem [[L4] and Theorem are given in Sections [ and [ respectively.

2. AUXILIARY RESULTS

2.1. Some Useful Families of Polynomials. We are especially interested in the
following family of trinomials.

Definition 2.1. For any integers d, j, h € Z where d > j > 0, let fq;n(x) denote
fajn(x) = 2% — ha? + 1.

We note that there are infinitely many integers h so that fq ;5 (z) is irreducible
in Z[z]. This follows directly from the Hilbert Irreducibility Theorem: see [15]
Theorem 4] and take f(z,y) = fajy(z) = ¢ — ya? + 1, which is irreducible in
Zlz,y]. We now turn our attention to the sizes of the roots of fq ;n(x).
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Proposition 2.2. For any integers d, j, and h with d > j > 0 and |h| > 3, and for
any real € satisfying

L <e<1 !
¢ -
| |h|

the polynomials fq ;n(x) has d — j roots in the annulus
(1= ORDTT <[zl < (L + )75 .
and j roots in the annulus
-1 -1
(A+lhl) 7 <lzl <((X=e)nl) 7.

Proof. We first analyze the larger annulus. We will apply Rouché’s theorem to
. 1

g(z) = 2% — ha?, £(x) = 1, and the circle of radius R = ((1 + €)|h|) @7 centered at

the origin. On this circle, we have

l9(2)] = |27 (z¥77 — )]
i
> ((L+h))™7 - (1 +€)[n] —[n])
=e(l+ 67575 > 1.
The last inequality follows from the choice of € > |h|™! > |h|_d%J Thus, all

_1
roots av of fajn(x) satisfy |a] < ((1+€)[h])™7.

For the smaller circle of radius r = ((1 — €)|h|) 77, we apply Rouché’s theorem
to the polynomials u(z) = ¢ + 1 and v(x) = —haz?. On this circle, we have
[v(@)] = [h[((L = e)[h[) ™7 = [A]77 (1 — )7
_d
u(@)] < 2|+ 1= (1= e)lh)*7 +1.
Thus,

u(z)
v(z)

As a consequence, we will be able to conclude that |u(x)| < |v(x)| if we can
show that |h|~¢ < €9=9(1 —€)7. The real function m(t) = t4=7(1 —t)’ has a unique
critical point in (0, 1), and moreover, that critical point is a maximum. Hence, for
any closed interval I C [0, 1], the function m(¢) is minimized at one of the endpoints

of I. Since € € (ﬁ,l — ﬁ), we have that

R (RSN Y)

(R =1 (R =1y 1
‘“““< RE T ) T TR

_d
(=)™ +1 1
- =l-€e+—F.
W75 (1= )75 W75 (1= )75

<

Therefore |v(z)| > |u(x)| on the circle of radius 7. By Rouché’s Theorem, fq ;n(x)
has exactly j roots inside the circle (and none on the circle). Hence fg ;5 has
exactly d — j roots in the annulus r < |z| < R.
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For the smaller annulus, observe that the reciprocal polynomial of fg ;n(x)
(which we denote by f; ; ;,(z)) is equal to fa,a—jn(x). By applying the first half of
our argument to fj ; (%) = fa,a—jn(x), we find that fj ., (z) has j roots satisfying

(1= )l)? < |2] < (1 +e)h])7 .

But this exactly implies that fg ;»(x) has j roots in the annulus

(14T < |2l < (1= )h) 7.

Choosing € = % in Proposition gives us the following corollary.

Corollary 2.3. For any integers d,j, and h with d > j > 0 and |h| > 3, the
polynomial fq jn(x) has j roots in the annulus

) 1/3 92 1/7
— <z < (—)
(3Ih|) |h|

and d — j roots in the annulus

|h| 1/(d—3) 3|h| 1/(d—3)

Remark 2.4. Fix d > 2, let j = d— 1, and write fj,(z) = 2% — ha?~! + 1 where h is
an integer such that |h| > 3 and fj, is irreducible over Q. Let rq,...,rq—1 be roots
of f, as in Notation In Proposition [Z2] take e = 1.1/|h| so that

Iro] < (1+€)|h] and [r1] < (1 —e)[n))~ /1.

Therefore,
1+4¢€ 2.2

T—c 1T

Consequently, we see a contrast between expected lower bounds for |ag| and
|ao||e1|9~1. When « is an algebraic integer of degree d which is not a root of unity,
the Schinzel-Zassenhaus conjecture (proved by Dimitrov) predicts a lower bound
for || of the form 14+ C/d where C is an absolute constant. However, this example
shows that no similar lower bound will hold for |ag||a1|?~!. Instead, a lower bound
on |ag||ar =t must involve the height of the minimal polynomial of c.

Irollr|47F <

2.2. The Vertices of Certain Polytopes. For a more detailed introduction, see
[8, Chapters 2, 3]. A half-space in R¥ is a subset defined by a single linear inequality

a1r1 + asxo + - -+ apx >4

for some ay,...,ar,¢ € R where the a;’s are not all 0. An intersection of finitely
many half-spaces is called a polyhedral set. A polytope is a bounded polyhedral
set. Equivalently, a polytope is the convex hull of finitely many points. A point p
of a polyhedral set S is called an extreme point if whenever p = Ap; + (1 — A\)p2
for some p1,ps € S and A € (0,1) then p = p; = p2. A polytope has finitely many
extreme points which are called vertices, and it is the convex hull of its vertices.
The following description of the vertices is well-known, but we include a simple
proof for the sake of completeness.
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Lemma 2.5. Let I be a non-empty set. Fori € I, let L; be a non-zero real linear
form in the indeterminates x1,...,xx, and let ¢; € R. Suppose the intersection P
of the half-spaces

Li(xy,...,x5) > ¥; foriel

is a polytope. Let J C I with |J| =k such that the linear system
Li(x1,...,xx) =4 forjeJ

has a unique solution (ci,...,cx) which belongs to P. Then (c1,...,ck) is a vertex
of P. Moreover, every vertex of P arises this way.

Proof. Write ¢ = (¢1,...,¢x). If it is not a vertex then we have distinct points
p1,p2 € P and A € (0,1) such that ¢ = Ap1 + (1 — A)pe. For j € J, from L;(c) = ¢;,
Li(p1) > ¢, and L;(p2) > ¢;, we must have L;(p1) = L;(p2) = ¢;. This violates the
assumption that the linear system has a unique solution. Therefore c is a vertex.

Now suppose that v is a vertex of P. Let J' = {i € I : L;(v) = ¢;}, hence
L;(v) > ¢; for i € I'\ J'. If v is not the unique solution of the linear system

(2.1) Lj(zy,...,z) =L for j€J

then the solution set contains a line passing through v. Hence there is a sufficiently
small line segment S such that v € S, v is not an endpoint of S, L;(s) = ¢; for
se€SandjeJ, and Li(s) > ¢; for s € Sand i € I'\ J'. Therefore S C P and
hence v cannot be a vertex, contradiction. We have proved that v is the unique
solution of ([ZI). Then we simply find J” C J’ with |J”| = k such that v is the
unique solution of the system L; = ¢; for j € J”. This finishes the proof. O

This lemma indicates that each vertex of a polytope in R* comes from a set of
k equations of the form {L;(z1,...,xx) = ¢;}. However, given only the inequalities
Li(zq,...,25) > {;, it is not clear which size-k sets of equations {L;(x1,...,zx) =
¢;} will yield vertices and which will not. This is called the vertex enumeration
problem, which is a fundamental problem in combinatorics and computer science.
While there are many algorithms to solve this, it is proved to be NP-hard [10]
(however the authors remark that their proof involves unbounded polyhedral sets
and hence the hardness of the vertex enumeration problem for polytopes remains
open). Therefore, it is interesting that we can describe all the vertices in the below
special families of polytopes that, as we will show, include the set Ej, 4.

Proposition 2.6. Let aq,...,ax,b1,...,b; be positive numbers such that a;b; —
ajb; >0 for 1 <i < j < k. Then the intersection P of the following 2k half-spaces:
al—blxl—---—blxk 20
a2+a2x1—b2x2—~-~—b2xk 20

ar +apxy + -+ apTr—1 — bprr >0
Ilzov'x?zov"'vxkzo
is a k-dimensional polytope with 2F many vertices that can be described as follows.

For1<i<k,let L, denote the left-hand side of the i-th inequality in (2Z2)). For
each subset I of {1,...,k}, the linear system

Li(z1,...,zx) =0 forieI andx; =0 forje{l,...,k}\ I
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has a unique solution that is a vertex of P. When I runs over the 2% many subsets
of {1,...,k}, we obtain all the 2% many vertices of P.

Proof. The last k inequalities together with the first inequality imply that P is
bounded. For a sufficiently small € > 0 depending on the a;’s and b;’s, we have
that P contains the hypercube [0, ¢]*. Therefore P is a k-dimensional polytope.
We prove the remaining assertions by induction on k. The case k£ = 1 is obvious
since P is given by a1 — byz; > 0 and z7 > 0. We consider k > 2 and assume that
the proposition holds for smaller values of k.

Claim: If 1 < i < k, then there does not exist (¢i,...,c;) € P such that
Li(c1,...,ck) =0 and ¢; = 0.

To prove this claim, we suppose otherwise and arrive at a contradiction. If ¢ = k

then we have
ag

contradiction. We consider 1 < i <k — 1. From

Li(er,...,cx) =0, ¢; =0, and L;y1(eq,...,cx) >0,

Cr (1+ec1+4--+ck—1) and ¢ =0,

we have:
a; a;
Zl4a4He)=cip+ota< A4+ Feia).
b bit1

This yields a contradiction since a;/b; > a;4+1/bi+1. We finish proving the proposi-
tion.
The above claim implies the following two statements:

(i) If I,J € {1,...,k} such that [I| + |J| = k and I NJ # 0 then the linear
system
Li(z1,...,zx) =0foric T and z; =0for j € J

does not have a solution in P.
(ii) If I; and I are distinct subsets of {1,...,k} then the linear system

Li(z1,...,zx)=0forie 1 andx; =0for je{1,...,k}\ 1
and the linear system
Li(z1,...,zx) =0fori€ Iy and z; =0 for j € {1,....k}\ I
do not have a common solution in P.
By using Lemma [Z] it remains to show that for each subset I of {1,...,k}, the
linear system
(2.3) Li(z1,...,zx) =0fori e Tand x; =0for j € {1,...,k}\ I

has a unique solution and this solution is in P.

First, consider the case k ¢ I, then the above system has the equation z; = 0.
Then the inequality Lg(z1,...,2zx) > 0 becomes ap + arx1+- -+ agzr—1 > 0 which
holds automatically as long as the remaining 2k — 2 inequalities hold. Therefore we
reduce to the case of the polytope in RF~1 given by

Li(x1,...,25-1,0) >0and 2; >0for 1 <i<k—1

and apply the induction hypothesis.
Now we assume k € I, hence we have the equation

ar +apr1 + -+ aprp_1 —brxr =0
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in 23). By substituting x; = % (1421 + -+ 2,—1) and noting that the in-
k
equality zx > 0 holds automatically as long as the remaining 2k — 2 inequalities
hold, we arrive at the polytope P’ in R*~! given by the intersection of 2k — 2 many
half-spaces:
0/1 —b’lxl —~-~—b/1:1:k,1 >0

ot aher — by 1 2 0
(2.4)

Ay + A1 ®1+ o+ Gy T2 — b1 Tp—1 20
iUlZOa x2207 Tty xk—lZO

where a} = a; — by - & and b = b; (148 ) for 1 <i<k—1 For 1 <i<k—1,
we denote the left-hand side of the i-th inequality in (Z4) by L}(z1,...,2k—-1).

From the conditions on the a;’s and b;’s, we have a; > 0 and b} > 0 for 1 < <
k — 1. Moreover, for 1 <i < j <k — 1, we have:

ag
a;b; — a;b; = (aibj — ajbi) (1 + a) > 0.

By the induction hypothesis, the linear system:
Li(z1,...,a5-1) =0forie I\ {k} and z; =0 for j € {1,....k — 1} \ [

has a unique solution (s1,. .., sx—1) thatisin P’. Put s, = Z—: (14814 +8k-1),
then (s1,...,sk) is the unique solution of ([23)) and it is in P. This finishes the
proof. (I

2.3. Absolute root separation. Let P(z) € Z[x] with degree d, height H, and
roots rg,...,r4—1. Deriving a lower bound for

wind][rg| — |rs|[ : |ral # |rj|}
in terms of H and d is called the absolute root separation problem. This is consid-

ered in [7, 6 [, 5L 14 2]. In particular, we have the following result of Bugeaud,
Dujella, Fang, Pejkovié, and Salvy [11 2]:

Theorem 2.7. Let P(x) € Z[x] be a polynomial of degree d and let o and B be two
of its roots such that |a| # |B|, then

(1) if a and B are real, then ||a| — |B|| >4 H~41);

(2) if a is real and B is not, then ||a| — |B|| >q H—2(d-1(d=2);

(3) if neither of them is real, then ||a| — |B]] >q H~(d=D(d=2)(d=3)/2,

Notation 2.8. In the theorem above, we used the Vinogradov symbols >4 and <4
to mean that the implied constants depend only on d.

3. ProoF oF THEOREM [1.4]

To prove Theorem [[4, we use the families of polynomials fq j 5 (7) = 2% —ha? +1
to derive a useful collection of linear inequalities which every point in Ej 4 must
satisfy. Then we apply Proposition 226l to those linear inequalities to find that Ej, 4
must be contained in a polytope. To show the reverse containment, we identify the
vertices of that polytope, and show that each vertex belongs to Ej, 4.
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Proposition 3.1. Suppose that (c1,...,ck) € Exq. Then for any 1 < j < k, we

have do i d F
T‘]+ j']cl++ ]C]—I_C]__Ck>0
Proof. Since (c1,...,cx) € Ek 4, we know that for any monic, irreducible f(x) €
Z|x] with degree d and roots ay, ..., aq—1 as in Notation [[.2]
|aollaa [ -+ - ok | = 1.
Fix any j with 1 < j <k, and consider h € Z for which fg 4—;n(x) is irreducible
over Q. The roots a((Jh), e agi)l of faa—;n(x) satisfy
1/j
h h 3|h|
el < (2
and /i)
—j
(k) (h) 2
lo | lag 2y | < (m)

by Corollary -3l Therefore, for infinitely many h € Z, we have
0 <log |a((3h)| + ¢ log |a§h)| + -+ log |al(€h)|

1 C1 Cj_l) (3|h|) ( Cj Ck ) ( 2 )
<|{=z=+—=++—)log| )+ (7= + "+ - ) log | —
(] J J 2 d—j d—j |h|

_ 1 «a Cj—1 cj Ck
—((.-i— el ; >10g(3/2)+<d_j+ +d _)10g2)+

Ck
J d—j d—
The only way that this last quantity is nonnegative for infinitely many values of
h e Zis if

O

Now we will use the linear inequalities we just derived to inspire the definition
of the following set, which we will show to be a polytope that is equal to Ej 4.

Definition 3.2. Let Py 4 C R* denote the set of (z1, ..., 7)) satisfying the follow-
ing system of linear inequalities:

d—j d—ji= a
_—+ — T; — z; >0 foreach 1 <j<k
z; >0 foreach 1 < j <k.

Proposition 3.3. Py 4 is a k-dimensional polytope in R* with exzactly 2 vertices.
Moreover, these vertices are in bijection with the subsets of {1,...,k} as follows.
If 7 CA{1,...;k} and J = {j1,...,jn} with j1 < jo < -+ < jn, then each vertex
(v1,...,05) of Px.a is given by

0 i

”*;—;” j = je for some £ <mn .
d—jn - __
jl j_jn

’Uj:
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Proof. From Proposition [Z8 it remains to show that (v1,...,vx) is a solution to
the linear system:
) -1 k
d—j  d—jx
(3.1) I 2N e Y a =0 jeJ
J J = i=j
(3.2) 2; =0 jéJ.

We only need to verify that (vy,...,v;) satisfy the equations in (BI). Let j € J,

then _
d_.]*l k d— i . d—i d—i
_ .szi +Z'Ui:_ .J.J.Jl_i_ 'J: .J_
J 4 iy J 1 J1 J

O

Proof of Theorem[I.j} PropositionBIlimplies that Ey 4 C Py q and Proposition3.3]
implies that Py 4 is the polytope in the statement of Theorem [[4 It remains to
show Py 4 C Ej 4. By convexity, we only need to prove that the vertices of Py 4 are
in Ek,d-

Let J be any subset of {1,...,k} and write J = {j1,...,jn} with j; < -+ < jn.
Let (v1,...,v;) be the vertex corresponding to J as in the statement of Proposi-
tion B3l If J = 0, then (vq,...,vx) = (0,...,0), yielding

|aol|ar [ -+ o[ = || > 1.
Otherwise, we have
(3.3) (ool [ -+ a7 )" = oot ey, 279 o, [ 772 - ey, |47
> |aolloaa] -+ Jeag—1] > 1.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM

Lemma 4.1. Let « be an algebraic unit of degree d > 2 such that o is not a root
of unity. Then for 0 <14 < d/3, we have |a;| > |ag—1].

Proof. Let i* be the smallest index such that |a;«| = |ag—1|- Assume that i* < d/3
and we will arrive at a contradiction. Let a = |ay«| = ... = |ag—1| which is the
minimum value among the moduli of the «;’s. Since « is a unit that is not a root
of unity, we have |ag| > 1 > a.

Let o be a Galois automorphism such that o(a;+) = ap. Applying o to

QixOGx = ... = Qg—100d—1,
we get
apo(a) = ... =o(ag—1)o(ag-1).
Since |ag| > a and |o(az=)| > a, we have |ago(ag-)| > a?.
The preimage o~ ({ay,...,;_1}) has i* — 1 many elements. Therefore the set
S={i"+1<j<d-1: o(ey) ¢{eu,...,-_1}}

has at least d — 2¢* many elements. From the definition of S and the fact that
o(ai+) = ap, we have:

o(aj) ¢ {ag,a1,...,a;-_1} for every j € S.
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Similarly, since the preimage o~ ({ag, a1,...,q;<_1}) has i* many elements, the
set

S':={jeS: o(@) ¢ {ao,a1,...,qi=_1}}

has at least d — 39* many elements.
Since d—3i* > 0, the set S’ is non-empty. Let j € S’, then we have o(a;), 0(a5) ¢
ag,...,0_1 . Therefore |o(a;)o(@;)| = a? contradicting the properties that
J J
apo(a) = o(aj)o(ay) and |ago(@ir)| > a?. O

Lemma 4.2. Let « be an algebraic unit of degree d > 3 that is not a root of unity
and let H denote the height of the minimal polynomial of «. Suppose there exists
0<m<d-—1 such that

|| <1 and 0 < |om| — |ovg_1| < ||~/ @),

Then,

(a) |ao| >q HY™

() Jam| < 2|ag| V4= <4 g1/ (md=1),

(c) If there exist i,j € {m,m + 1,...,d — 1} such that |o;| # |oy| and if
a;, a5 € R, then

|| — |ata—1| >q H~71.
(d) If there exists i € {m,m+1,...,d — 1} such that o; € R, then

|04m| _ |04d71| >4 H72(d71)(d72)+1/(m(d71))'

Proof. Let ag + a1z + -+ ag—12% 1 + 2% be the minimal polynomial of a. Since
log| < 1 for i > m, we have |ay,|---|ay;| < |ag|™ for any distinct i1,...,4; €
{0,...,d —1}. Hence |a;| < |ag|™ for 0 < i < d — 1 and this proves part (a).

For part (b), suppose |a,| > 2|ag| ™/ (4=, Since |ay,| — |ag—1] < |ag| /@D,
we have |ag_1| > |ap| /@1, But, this implies 1 = |ag| - |ag—1| > |aoal=1] > 1,
which is a contradiction.

Part (c) follows from |ay,| — |ag—1| > || — || and part (1) of Theorem [Z71

For part (d), note that since |y, | # |ag—1], there always exists j € {m,...,d—1}
such that |o;| # |a;|. Among such j’s, if there exists a real a;, we can apply part
(c) to get a stronger lower bound. Otherwise, by the proof of Theorem 27(2) in
[2, p. 808], we have

laal? = oy 2| >q H-2d-D=2),
Combining this with part (b), we get

12 12
loom | = |og—1| > [|as| — |aj|| — M >4 H2(d=1)(d=2)+1/(m(d—-1))

|ovi| + |ey|

O

Proof of Theorem[L.@. Throughout the proof, the positive constants C1, Cs, ..., Cs
depend only on d. By convexity of Ej 4, it suffices to consider the case when
(c1,...,¢k) is a vertex. The first observation is that there exists C7 > 1 such that
lag| > C4, hence we may assume (cq,...,c;) # (0,...,0). By Theorem [[L4 we
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have a nonempty I = {i1,...,i,} C{1,...,k} with ¢ <--- <4, such that

0 jé¢rI
Gop1—tp .
e j =1y for some £ < n .
d—ip .
S j=n

Cj =

Then,
(lawolan ]+ g ])™ = |ao|™ oz, [2 77 -+ oy, |47
> lao| -+ v, —1llev, [*evi, 41 - - - [ova—s]

and it suffices to prove the desired lower bound for the last quantity. We may
assume |ag - - - @g—1| = 1; otherwise, the above quantity is at least |ag - - - g—1| > 2.
We may also assume |«;, | < 1; otherwise, the above quantity is at least |ag| > Ci.
We have

(4.1) o] -+, —1llev, *|evi, 1] -+ - Jaa—2| = 1 = |ao - aa—2|(lov, | — eg-1])
> |ai, | = |oa-1]
We may assume that |o;, | — |ag_1| < |ag|™/ =Y. Otherwise, we have a lower
bound of the form
1 1
- > - -
1+ oo | /@D = 1+ (H + 1)1/@D

which is much better than the one in the statement of Theorem [[.6 here the
inequality 1/|ag| > 1/(H + 1) follows from applying the Cauchy bound [2] for the
reciprocal polynomial of the minimal polynomial of cg. By Lemma[Z2(b), we have

(4.2) |, | g H™Y/@n(d=0) «, g=1/(kd=1)),

Let k; be the smallest index such that |ag,| = |, | and let kg be the largest
index such that |ag,| > |ag—1]. By Lemma ] and the assumption that 3k < d,
we have

ki <in <k <[d/3] —1< ks

By Lemma[L2(c)(d) (with m = k1), we may assume that «; is not real for k1 <
1 < d—1. Note that ko — k1 + 1 is even since the elements of {a,, vk, +1, -, 0k, }
are pairs of complex-conjugate numbers. By relabelling the ay’s if necessary, we
may assume that the (ag,, @k, +1), .-, (-1, K, ) are pairs of complex-conjugate
numbers. The number of such pairs is

hp—ky 1 Wd/:ﬂ_ﬂ_

M = >
2 2

To finish the proof, our goal is to prove that
lok, | — |atg_1| >q H~(@=D(d=2)(d=3)/2M)
We do this by adapting the method in [2] p.808]. As in [2], we let
S={(i,j,8,t): 0<i,j,8,t<d—1,i<j, s<t, {i,j1N{s,t} =0}
and consider the polynomial

P(z) := H (x1/2 — (o — asat)> .

(i,4,8,t)€S
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Let § > 0 be the largest integer such that x° divides P(z) and let Q(z) = P(x)/°.
Then the (Ja;|* — |ag—1|*)? for i = k1, k1 +2,...,ka — 1 are M many positive real
roots of Q(z), counted with multiplicity. Write

Qx) = q+ qz+ -+ qpa®.

Then, we have the crude estimate M < D < d*. Note that gy # 0. By [2, pp. 807—
808], we have

max |¢;| = H(Q) = H(P) < CyHdD(d=2)(d=3),

Case 1: Suppose |g;| < HI@=DE@=2(@=3)/M for ( < j < M — 1. Let C3 < 1/2
be a small positive constant that will be specified shortly. We prove that every root
r of Q(x) satisfies:

7| > CyH— (= D=2)(d=3)/M

Assume otherwise that [r| < C3H~(d=1(@=2)(d=3)/M < 1/2 Then, we have

1< |qo| <lqrrl+ -+ lgar—ar™ = + lgur™ [ + - + |gpr™|
M
<Cy+Cit--+CM1 g 02H<d1><d2><d?’>1|’”_|—|r|

< MCs +2C,C3".

Therefore, if we choose a sufficiently small C3 so that M C3 + QCgCé‘/I < 1, then we
arrive at a contradiction. In this case—recall that (Jag, |? — |aa—1]?)? is a root of
Q(x)—we have

(|ak1 |2 _ |Oéd—1|2)2 > C3H_(d_1)(d_2)(d_3)/M.

Case 2: Suppose there exists 0 < ¢ < M —1 such that |g,| > H*(@-D(d=2)(d=3)/M
with ¢ maximal. Consider the derivative Q) (x) =: flg, + ¢ + - - - + qn_,aP=t of
order £. Then, there exists Cy > 0 such that [¢}| < Cy HUFHE=1)(d=2)(d=3)/M fo;
1<j<M-1-/(and|¢| < CyH@DE=2=3) for M — ¢ < j < D — 1. We prove
that every root 7’ of Q) (x) satisfies

1| > O H— (=D (d=2)(d=3)/M
where C5 < 1/2 is a small positive constant that will be specified shortly. Assume
otherwise that || < CyH~(@=D(d=2)(d=3)/M <1 /9 Then, we have
K!Hl(dfl)(d72)(d73)/M < |€'tu| §|qi’l”/| N |q;\/[_1_g7"/M717e|

/M7£|_|_._ /D7€|

+ldher + lap—er
<Cy(Cs5 4 C2 4 -+« CM-1=ty glld=1)(d=2)(d=3)/M
|,,J|M—é
+ Oy HE V=@ 1
1—|r
<(MCyCs + 20,CM~4) gHd=1)(d=2)(d=3)/M
Therefore, if we choose a sufficiently small C5 so that MCyC5 + 2046%”’2 <

then we arrive at a contradiction. Now, by repeated applications of the Mean Value
Theorem, we get that Q()(z) has a root on the interval

[(Jawa* = lea—11*)?, (Joun, [* = ea—1]*)?] -
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Hence, in both cases, we have

(|04k1|2 _ |Oéd—1|2)2 >4 H—(d—l)(d—2)(d—3)/M'

Combining this with (£.2), we get

ok [* = Jvaa |*  H—(@=D(d=2)(d=3)/(2M)+1/(k(d-1)

ap | — lag—1] =
|k, | — |ova—1] on [T gl
d/3] —k
Since M > {%-‘ , we get the desired result. O

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.
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