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ABSTRACT. Polynomial meshes (called sometimes ’norming sets’) allow us to estimate the
supremum norm of polynomials on a fixed compact set by the norm on its discrete subset. We
give a general construction of polynomial weakly admissible meshes on compact subsets of
arbitrary algebraic hypersurfaces in CN+1. They are preimages by a projection of meshes on
compacts in CN . The meshes constructed in this way are optimal in some cases. Our method
can be useful also for certain algebraic sets of codimension greater than one. To illustrate appli-
cations of the obtained theorems, we first give a few examples and finally report some numerical
results. In particular, we present numerical tests (implemented in Matlab), concerning the use
of such optimal polynomial meshes for interpolation and least-squares approximation, as well
as for the evaluation of the corresponding Lebesgue constants.

1. INTRODUCTION

The problem with proper estimation of a norm of polynomials on a given compact set by
the norm on a discrete subset is an exciting subject of research because of a large number of
applications. First results of this type were shown more than 100 years ago but some new
insights were given in 2008 by Calvi and Levenberg. Since then, "admissible meshes" defined
in [9] have become a subject of numerous investigations, see e.g., [7], [15], [6], [19], [13]
and the references therein. They are sometimes called norming sets, polynomial meshes or
Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund array. Due to their nice properties (see e.g., [14]), they play a relevant
role in recent multivariate interpolation and approximation (see e.g., [9], [7]).

Definition 1.1. Let K be a compact set in CN . We say that a family of finite subsets {An}n
of K represent norming sets on K if for all p ∈ Pn(CN) (polynomials of degree at most n of
variable z ∈ CN) we have the inequality

(1) ∥p∥K ≤ Cn ∥p∥An

where ∥ · ∥K and ∥ · ∥An are uniform norms on K and An respectively, and Cn is a positive
constant depending only on n and K. Moreover,

• if Cn is independent of n and cardAn are of polynomial growth in n then {An}n are
called admissible meshes (AM for short),

• if Cn and cardAn are of polynomial growth in n then {An}n are called weakly admissi-
ble meshes (WAM for short),

• if Cn is independent of n and cardAn = O(dimPn(K)) then {An}n are called optimal
polynomial meshes (OPM for short). The space Pn(K) can be defined as Pn(CN)|K .

Observe that, by inequality (1), any set An is determining for polynomials Pn(K), i.e., the
condition p ≡ 0 on An implies p ≡ 0 on K for any p ∈ Pn(K). Therefore, dimPn(K) is the
minimal cardinality of An. A set K is called polynomially determining if it is determining for
the whole space P(CN) =

⋃
∞
n=0 Pn(CN).
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Optimal polynomial meshes have been constructed on many polynomially determining com-
pact sets, e.g., sections of discs, ball, convex bodies, sets with regular boundary (see [19], [15],
[13] and the references given therein). Regarding subsets of algebraic varieties (that, of course,
are not polynomially determining), norming sets are known only for a few cases.

Problem 1.2. How to construct polynomial meshes on compact subsets of arbitrary algebraic
sets in CN?

The problem seems to be intricate and difficult. So far it has only been solved for a few com-
pacts like sections of a sphere, a torus, a circle and curves in C with analytic parametrization
(see, e.g., [18], [17], [20], [16]). In these cases, admissible meshes are transferred by some
analytical map from certain polynomially determining set with sufficiently relevant meshes.

In this paper we give a general construction of polynomial meshes on arbitrary algebraic
hypersurface in CN . The method can also be applied to some algebraic sets of codimension
greater than one.

More precisely, we construct weakly admissible meshes on a compact subset E of an alge-
braic variety V by means of meshes {Aℓ}ℓ on a projection of E (see Theorems 3.3 and 3.11).
We show that preimages of {Aℓ}ℓ by the projection represent norming meshes on E ⊂V . For
some specific algebraic sets we obtain optimal polynomial meshes (Theorem 3.4 and Corollary
3.5). In the case of algebraic hypersurfaces the problem seems to be solved but for algebraic
sets of codimension greater than one, it is much more complicated. In this case, we give some
partial results (see Theorem 3.7, Corollary 3.8 and Theorem 3.11) and a few examples to show
how to use our theorems in more complicated cases.

Consider an arbitrary algebraic hypersurface V ⊂CN+1 defined as the zero level set of a poly-
nomial s = s(z,y) where z = (z1, ...,zN), y ∈ C. Without loss of generality (taking a linear
change of variables if necessary) we can assume that

(2) s(z,y) = yk +
k−1

∑
j=0

ς j(z)y j,

for some k ∈N= {1,2, ...} and polynomials ς0, ...,ςk−1 ∈ P(CN). In this sense, any algebraic
set of codimension one is given by a polynomial s in the above form.

We denote by P(CN) the space of all polynomials of variable z ∈ CN . We will sometimes
write P(z) for this space and Pn(z) for Pn(CN). To give a precise definition of Pn(K) we
take the ideal I(K) of polynomials from Pn(CN) equal to zero on the set K ⊂ CN and set
Pn(K) as the quotient space Pn(CN)/I(K). We define P(K) in a similar way.

For an arbitrary algebraic set V ⊂ CN and p ∈ P(V ) let

(3) degV p := min{degq : q ∈ P(CN), q|V ≡ p}.

In Section 2 we will prove estimates of deg p by degV p for any algebraic hypersurface V .
We will also give such estimates for some algebraic sets of codimension greater than one.
These estimates will play a crucial role in the next section devoted to constructions of meshes
on compact subsets of algebraic varieties. Applications of these theoretical results will be
presented in the last section where we give some examples of optimal polynomial meshes and
weakly admissible meshes on compact subsets of algebraic sets.
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2. ESTIMATION OF DEGREE OF POLYNOMIALS ON ALGEBRAIC SETS

2.1. The basic lemma. Consider a polynomial s of the form (2) of total degree d := degs ≥ k.
Let

p(z,y) =
k−1

∑
j=0

p j(z)y j

for z∈CN , y∈C and some given polynomials p0, ..., pk−1 ∈P(z). Fix an arbitrary polynomial
w ∈ P(z,y) and set

(4) q = p+ sw.

We will estimate deg p by degq in the following way.

Lemma 2.1. With the above notations, if w ̸≡ 0 then the inequality

deg p ≤ d ·degq−dk+d

holds and is optimal. Moreover,

if d = k then deg p ≤ degq.

The first estimate is optimal, because for a polynomial s such that d > k and p(z,y) =
s(z,y)− yk, w(z,y) =−1 we have q(z,y) =−yk and

deg p = d = d ·degq−dk+d.

Proof. Observe that if the sharp inequality degq < k were true then w ≡ 0 contrary to assump-
tion. Therefore, we take up only the case k ≤ degq. Let n be the degree of w with respect to y
and

w(z,y) =
n

∑
j=0

w j(z)y j

for some polynomials w0, ...,wn ∈ P(z). Observe that

q(z,y) =
k−1

∑
j=0

p j(z)y j +

(
yk +

k−1

∑
j=0

ς j(z)y j

)
n

∑
j=0

w j(z)y j

=
k−1

∑
j=0

(
p j(z)+

j

∑
i=0

ς j−i(z)wi(z)

)
y j +

n−1

∑
j=0

(
w j(z)+

n

∑
ℓ= j+1

ςk+ j−ℓ(z)wℓ(z)

)
y j+k

+wn(z)yk+n

where we set ςm = 0 for m < 0. By assumption, w ̸≡ 0 and consequently,

degq =max

{
k+n+degwn, max

j=0,...,n−1

[
j+ k+deg

(
w j +

n

∑
ℓ= j+1

ςk+ j−ℓwℓ

)]
,

max
j=0,...,k−1

[
j+deg

(
p j +

j

∑
i=0

ς j−iwi

)]}
.

This yields

(5) degq ≥ k+n+degwn.

If deg p ≤ degq, we get

deg p ≤ degq+(d −1)k−dk+ k ≤ d ·degq−dk+ k ≤ d ·degq−dk+d.
3



Therefore, it is sufficient to consider only the case degq < deg p.
Since

deg p = max
j=0,...,k−1

( j+deg p j),

we take such ℓ ∈ {0, ...,k−1} that deg p = ℓ+deg pℓ. It follows that

ℓ+deg

(
pℓ+

ℓ

∑
i=0

ςℓ−iwi

)
≤ degq < deg p = ℓ+deg pℓ

and so

deg

(
pℓ+

ℓ

∑
i=0

ςℓ−iwi

)
< deg pℓ

that implies

deg pℓ = deg
ℓ

∑
i=0

ςℓ−iwi ≤ max
i=0,...,ℓ

deg(ςℓ−iwi)≤ max
i=0,...,ℓ

(d − ℓ+ i+degwi).

Hence

(6) deg p ≤ d + i+degwi for some i ∈ {0, ...,k−1}.

If deg p ≤ degq+nd +d − k−n, then from (5) we have

deg p ≤ d ·degq− (d −1)degq+nd +d − k−n

≤ d ·degq− (d −1)(k+n)+nd +d − k−n = d ·degq−dk+d

and the assertion follows. Therefore, we will consider only the case

deg p > degq+n(d −1)+d − k

that yields

(7) deg p > degq+ j(d −1)+d − k for all j ∈ {0, ...,n}.

Let

A := {ℓ ∈ {0, ...n} : deg p ≤ (ℓ+1)d +degwℓ}.

By inequality (6), we see that the set A is not empty and we can take a := maxA. We now
prove that a = n. Indeed, suppose otherwise. Then a < n and inequality (7) would imply

degwa ≥ deg p−ad −d > degq+ad −a+d − k−ad −d = degq−a− k.

Since degq ≥ a+ k+deg
(

wa +
n
∑

ℓ=a+1
ςk+a−ℓwℓ

)
, we would have

degwa > deg

(
wa +

n

∑
ℓ=a+1

ςk+a−ℓwℓ

)
.

Thus

(8) degwa = deg

(
n

∑
ℓ=a+1

ςk+a−ℓwℓ

)
≤ max

ℓ=a+1,..,n
(d − k−a+ ℓ+degwℓ)

4



and so, for some ℓ ∈ {a+1, ...,n},

degwℓ ≥ degwa −d + k+a− ℓ≥ deg p− (a+1)d −d + k+a− ℓ

= deg p− (ℓ+1)d +(d −1)(ℓ−a)−d + k ≥ deg p− (ℓ+1)d −1+ k

≥ deg p− (ℓ+1)d

which is impossible because ℓ ̸∈ A.
By the fact that a = n and from inequality (5) we get

deg p ≤(n+1)d +degwn ≤ nd +d +degq− k−n = d ·degq− (d −1)degq+nd+

+d − k−n ≤ d ·degq− (d −1)(k+n)+nd +d − k−n

and the assertion follows.
For d = k we obtain a better estimate of deg p than this one given in the first case. Let

A := {ℓ ∈ {0, ...,n} : deg p ≤ degwℓ+ ℓ+ k}.
If the inequality deg p ≤ degq did not hold, then (6) would imply A ̸= /0 and we could consider
a := maxA. From (5) we would obtain n ̸∈ A. By inequality (8), for some ℓ ∈ {a+1, ...,n} we
would have

degwℓ ≥ degwa −d + k+a− ℓ≥ deg p−a− k−d + k+a− ℓ= deg p− k− ℓ

and ℓ would belong to A which is a contradiction. □

Proposition 2.2. With the previous notations we have

deg p ≤ max{degq, d ·degq−dk+d} ≤ d ·degq.

Moreover, if d = k then deg p ≤ degq.

2.2. On algebraic hypersurfaces. Let V = V (s) be an algebraic set of codimension one, de-
fined by a polynomial s, i.e.

V = {(z,y) ∈ CN ×C : s(z,y) = 0}.
Without loss of generality we can assume that s is of form (2). Since P(V ) is a quotient space,
we can show that any equivalence class from P(V ) is uniquely determined by a polynomial of
the space

(9) W = P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) := {p(z,y) =
k−1

∑
j=0

p j(z) y j : p0, ..., pk−1 ∈ P(z)},

cf. Subsection 4.2 in [2]. Dividing a fixed polynomial q ∈ P(z,y) by s with respect to the
variable y ∈ C, we can find p ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) and w ∈ P(z,y) satisfying condition (4) and
assumptions of Proposition 2.2. The polynomial p is unique and in this way we obtain the
linear surjective operator

Φ : P(z,y) ∋ q 7→ p ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y)

such that q|V = Φ(q)|V . By the proposition, we can estimate degΦ(q)

degV q ≤ degΦ(q)≤ max{degV q, d ·degV q−dk+d} ≤ d ·degV q

where degV q is defined by (3) and d = degs. We can state equivalently the above inequalities
as follows

Theorem 2.3. For all polynomials p ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) we have

degV p ≤ deg p ≤ max{degV p, d ·degV p−dk+d} ≤ d ·degV p.

Moreover, if d = k then degV p = deg p.
5



In the specific case where s(z,y) = yk + ς0(z), a better estimate of deg p can be found in [2].

Theorem 2.4. ([2, Lemma 12]) If V = {(z,y) ∈ CN ×C : yk + ς0(z) = 0} then for any
polynomial p ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) we have

degV p ≤ deg p ≤ max
{

1,
degς0

k

}
degV p =

d
k

degV p

where d = deg(yk + ς0(z)).

Remark 2.5. For numerical tests given in Section 5, we need to know what the dimension of
the restriction of Pn(CN+1) to V is. Consider an algebraic hypersurface V ⊂ CN+1 given by
a polynomial equation s(z,y) = 0, where z = (z1, ...,zN) ∈ CN and the total degree of s equals
k. Without loss of generality (taking a linear change of variables if necessary), we can assume
that

s(z,y) = yk +
k−1

∑
j=0

ς j(z) y j

and ς j ∈Pk− j(z) =Pk− j(CN) for j = 0, ...,k−1. In this case, P(V )|V =W|V with W defined
by (9). Consider Wn := {p ∈W : deg p ≤ n} where deg p is the total degree of p. The set Wn is
a vector space and we can calculate its dimension as follows. If n ≤ k−1 then Wn =Pn(CN+1)

and dimWn =
(N+1+n

N+1

)
. For n ≥ k, since deg p ≤ n implies deg p j ≤ n− j for j = 0, ...,k− 1,

we have the following formula

dimWn =
k−1

∑
j=0

dimPn− j(CN) =
k−1

∑
j=0

(
N +n− j

n− j

)
=

(
N +1+n

N +1

)
−
(

N +1+n− k
N +1

)
.

2.3. On some algebraic sets of codimension greater than one. Now consider two polyno-
mials s1 ∈ P(z,y1), s2 ∈ P(z,y1,y2) for z ∈ CN , y1,y2 ∈ C such that

(10) s1(z,y1) = yk1
1 +

k1−1

∑
j=0

ς̃ j(z)y j
1, d1 := degs1 ≥ k1

(11) s2(z,y1,y2) = yk2
2 +

k2−1

∑
j=0

˜̃ς j(z,y1)y j
2, d2 := degs2 ≥ k2,

where ς̃0, ..., ς̃k1−1 ∈ P(z), ˜̃ς0, ..., ˜̃ςk2−1 ∈ P(z,y1) and k1,k2 ∈ N are fixed. The polynomials
s1,s2 determine the algebraic set V =V (s1,s2) = {s1 = 0,s2 = 0} of codimension two in CN+2.
Take an arbitrary polynomial q ∈ P(z,y1,y2) and divide it by s2 with respect to y2. In this way
we find polynomials

r(z,y1,y2) =
k2−1

∑
j=0

r j(z,y1)y j
2 and w ∈ P(z,y1,y2) such that q = r+ s2 ·w.

By Proposition 2.2, we have

degr ≤ max{degq, d2 (degq− k2 +1)} ≤ d2 degq

and if d2 = k2 then degr ≤ degq. Now we divide every polynomial r j by s1 to obtain p j and
w j such that

r j = p j + s1 ·w j and deg y1 p j ≤ k1 −1.
6



Let

p(z,y1,y2) =
k2−1

∑
j=0

p j(z,y1)y j
2 ∈ P(z)⊗Pk1−1(y1)⊗Pk2−1(y2).

Again by Proposition 2.2, we get the estimate

deg p = max
j=0,...,k2−1

( j+deg p j)≤ max
j=0,...,k2−1

{ j+max{degr j, d1(degr j − k1 +1)}}

≤ max{degr, d1 (degr− k1 +1)}
≤ max{degq, d1(degq− k1 +1), d1 [d2 (degq− k2 +1)− k1 +1]}

that holds in a general case. For some specific cases depending on d1,k1,d2,k2 we have

d1 = k1 and d2 = k2 ⇒ deg p ≤ degq

di > ki and d j = k j ⇒ deg p ≤ max{degq, di (degq− ki +1)}
for i = 1 or i = 2, j ̸= i.

Theorem 2.6. For all polynomials p ∈ P(z)⊗Pk1−1(y1)⊗Pk2−1(y2)

degV p ≤ deg p ≤ max{degq,d1(degq− k1 +1),d1[d2(degq− k2 +1)− k1 +1]}
≤ d1 d2 degV p.

Moreover,

if d1 = k1 then degV p ≤ deg p ≤ d2 degV p,

if d2 = k2 then degV p ≤ deg p ≤ d1 degV p,

if d1 = k1 and d2 = k2 then degV p = deg p.

Obviously, one can easily state an analogous result for algebraic sets of codimension ℓ > 2
in CN+ℓ given by polynomials s1 ∈ P(z,y1), ...,sℓ ∈ P(z,y1, ...,yℓ).

Remark 2.7. Similarly to the end of the previous subsection, we give formulas for the di-
mension of a space of polynomials restricted to an algebraic surface V of codimension 2. Let
V ⊂ CN+2 be an algebraic set defined by two polynomial equation s1(z,y) = 0, s2(z,y,x) = 0
where z = (z1, ...,zN) ∈ CN and y,x ∈ C. Let k be the total degree of s1 and k of s2. Assume
that

s1(z,y) = yk +
k−1

∑
j=0

ς̃ j(z)y j and s2(z,y,x) = xk +
k−1

∑
j=0

˜̃ς j(z,y)x j.

In this case, P(V )|V =W |V with W defined by

W =

{
p(z,y,x) =

k−1

∑
j=0

p j(z,y) x j : p0, ..., pk−1 ∈W

}
,

where W is given in (9). Consider W n := {p ∈W : deg p ≤ n} where deg p is the total degree
of p. The dimension of the space W n can be calculated as follows. In the case n ≤ k− 1 we
have

dimW n = dimWn +dimWn−1 + ...+dimW0,

and for n > k−1 we get

dimW n = dimWn +dimWn−1 + ...+dimWn−k+1.
7



From this, by Remark 2.5, we can obtain precise formulas. For example, if n ≤ min{k,k}−1
then dimW n =

(N+2+n
N+2

)
. The most useful case seems to be n ≥ k+ k−1 when we get

dimW n =

(
N +1+n

N +1

)
−
(

N +1+n− k
N +1

)
+

(
N +n
N +1

)
−
(

N +n− k
N +1

)
+ ... +

(
N +2+n− k

N +1

)
−
(

N +2+n− k− k
N +1

)
=

(
N +2+n

N +2

)
−2
(

N +2+n− k
N +2

)
+

(
N +2+n− k− k

N +2

)
.

3. CONSTRUCTION OF POLYNOMIAL MESHES ON ALGEBRAIC SETS

3.1. Division inequality. We will prove that preimages by a projection of some norming sets
{Aℓ}ℓ ⊂ K ⊂ CN represent weakly admissible meshes on a compact subset E of an algebraic
variety V . These meshes are optimal for some specific algebraic sets. In this case we assume
only the existence of admissible meshes on K but for more general varieties we need also
a property of K that is called a division or Schur-type inequality.

Definition 3.1. Let K be a compact subset of CN and m > 0. We say that K satisfies the division
inequality with exponent m if for any polynomial q ̸≡ 0 on K there exists a positive constant M
such that for all polynomials p ∈ P(CN)

(12) ∥p∥K ≤ M(deg p+degq)m degq∥pq∥K

where ∥ · ∥K is the sup-norm on the set K.

One of tools often used to construct norming sets is a so-called Markov property
(i.e., ∥grad p∥K ≤ M(deg p)m∥p∥K with M,m > 0 independent of p ∈ P(CN)), see e.g., [9].
In [2] we proved that any set K ⊂CN with Markov property satisfies the division inequality, cf.
[1]. The converse is not possible for several variables, because every Markov set is polynomi-
ally determining and this is not a necessary condition for the division inequality. A list of sets
satisfying the division inequality contains

• all non-singular connected compacts in the complex plane,
• all convex fat compact subsets of RN ,
• all compact sets with C 2 boundary,
• all fat subanalytic set in RN ,
• all uniformly perfect sets,
• filled in Julia sets and some totally disconnected sets, e.g., Cantors,
• variate examples of compact subsets of algebraic varieties, see [2], [3].

These last mentioned sets satisfies the division inequality but they do not have Markov property,
because algebraic sets are not polynomially determining.

3.2. On algebraic hypersurfaces. Assume that s is a polynomial in form (2) and set

(13) A = A (s) := {z ∈ CN : Discy (s) = 0}=
{

z ∈ CN : Resy

(
s,

∂ s
∂y

)
= 0
}

where Discy (s) is the discriminant of s with respect to y and Resy

(
s, ∂ s

∂y

)
is the resultant of

s, ∂ s
∂y in y. Since the resultant is equal (with accuracy to ±) to the determinant of the Sylvester

matrix associated to the polynomials s, ∂ s
∂y (see, e.g., [10, Chap.1]), the set A (s) is an algebraic

8



hypersurface in CN and we can easily check whether a fixed point z0 belongs to it or not, what
is important in Theorem 3.3.

The following remark reveals the importance of the set A (s): the polynomial
C ∋ y 7→ s(z,y) has k roots pairwise distinct if and only if z ∈ CN \A (s). Irreducibility of
s implies CN \A (s) ̸= /0. However, this is not a necessary condition, because the polynomial
w(z,y) = y2 − z2, z,y ∈C has two distinct roots y1,y2 for any z ∈C\{0}. For more details we
refer the reader to [3].

Consider a compact set K ⊂ CN and an algebraic hypersurface V = V (s) ⊂ CN+1 given by
a polynomial s in form (2) of degree d. Observe that the set

(14) E = {(z,y) ∈V (s) : z ∈ K}
is compact. We will transfer norming sets from K to E. A construction of weakly admissible
meshes on E is based on the following lemma which has been obtained by a careful analysis of
the proof of Proposition 3.3 in [3]

Lemma 3.2. Let K be a compact subset of CN . There exists a polynomial q̃ ∈ P(z) such that
{z ∈ CN : q̃(z) = 0} ⊂ A (s), deg q̃ ≤ 2d(k− 1) and if F is compact subset of K such that
F \A (s) ̸= /0 then

∥p2
j q̃∥F ≤ C̃2∥p∥2

G

for any polynomial p ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) written in the form p(z,y) =
k−1
∑
j=0

p j(z)y j where G =

{(z,y) ∈V (s) : z ∈ F} and a constant C̃ is independent of p and F.

Theorem 3.3. Let K ⊂ CN be a compact with weakly admissible meshes {An}n and E ⊂V (s)
be a set given by (14). Assume that K \A (s) ̸= /0 and take z0 from this set. If K satisfies the
division inequality (12) then {Bn}n defined by

Bn = {(z,y) ∈ E : z ∈ Aℓ∪{z0}} where ℓ= ℓ(n) =
{

2(n+ k2 − k) ; d = k,
2dn ; d > k

represent weakly admissible meshes on E, i.e., for every polynomial p ∈ Pn(z,y) we have

∥p∥E ≤ Dn ∥p∥Bn

and {Dn}n are of polynomial growth in n.

Proof. For a fixed polynomial p ∈ Pn(CN+1) we can take q ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) such that
q = p on V (s) and by Lemma 2.1, degq ≤ n if d = k and degq ≤ d(n− k+ 1) if d > k. Set
q(z,y) = ∑

k−1
j=0 q j(z)y j for some polynomials q j ∈ P(z). We have

∥p∥E = ∥q∥E ≤
k−1

∑
j=0

∥q j∥K∥y∥ j
E .

From Lemma 3.2 there exists a polynomial q̃ such that {z ∈ CN : q̃(z) = 0} ⊂ A (s), deg q̃ ≤
2d(k − 1). Since K \A (s) ̸= /0, we have q̃ ̸≡ 0 on K. By the division inequality, for j =
0, . . . ,k−1 we have

(15) ∥q2
j∥K ≤ M(2degq+2d(k−1))2md(k−1)∥q2

j q̃∥K.

Since {An}n are weakly admissible meshes on the set K, we obtain

(16) ∥q2
j q̃∥K ≤Cℓ∥q2

j q̃∥Aℓ∪{z0} where ℓ= ℓ(n) =
{

2(n+ k2 − k) ; d = k,
2dn ; d > k

9



and Cℓ =Cℓ(n) are of polynomial growth in ℓ and hence so are in n. By Lemma 3.2,

∥q2
j q̃∥Aℓ∪{z0} ≤ C̃2∥q∥2

Bn
.

On combining this with (15) and (16), we deduce that

∥q j∥K ≤ (MCℓ)
1/2 C̃ (ℓ(n))md(k−1)∥q∥Bn.

Consequently,

∥p∥E = ∥q∥E ≤ Dn ∥p∥Bn

and Dn = (MCℓ)
1/2 C̃ (ℓ(n))md(k−1)

∑
k−1
j=0 ∥y∥ j

E are of polynomial growth in n. □

3.3. A specific case. In the case of ς1 = ... = ςk−1 = 0, the division inequality on K is not
necessary to construct meshes on E. We just take admissible meshes on K and lift them on
the algebraic varieties V (s). We will see that in this fashion we can obtain optimal polynomial
meshes. It is worth recalling that for an algebraic hypersurface in CN we have dimPn(V ) =
O(nN−1) and for an algebraic set V of codimension m, we have dimPn(V ) = O(nN−m).

Theorem 3.4. Let V = V (s) ⊂ CN+1 be an algebraic variety defined by a polynomial of the
form s(z,y) = yk − ς0(z) and d = degs > 0. If K ⊂ CN is a compact set with norming sets
{An}n and E is given by (14) then the finite sets

(17) Bn = {(z,y)∈V : z∈Aℓ} where ℓ= ℓ(n)=min
{⌈

d2n
k

⌉
, dn+(k−1)(d − k)

}
, n∈N,

are norming for E. Moreover, if Cn is a constant for An on K in inequality (1), then k C1/k
ℓ(n) is

a constant for Bn on E and cardBn = kcardAℓ(n). In particular, for d = k we have ℓ(n) = dn.

The case degς0 = 0 is trivial: ς0 = c, E = K ×{ k
√

c} and for any polynomial p ∈ Pn(z,y)

∥p∥E = ∥p(z, k
√

c)∥K ≤Cn∥p(z, k
√

c)∥An =Cn∥p∥Bn where Bn = An ×{ k
√

c}.

Proof. Fix an arbitrary polynomial p ∈Pn(z,y) and consider q ∈P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) such that
q ≡ p on V . By Theorem 2.4, m := degq ≤ dn

k . Write q(z,y) = ∑
k−1
j=0 q j(z)y j and for some

(z,y) ∈ E we have

(18) ∥p∥E = ∥q∥E = |q(z,y)| ≤
k−1

∑
j=0

|qk
j(z)y jk|1/k =

k−1

∑
j=0

|q j(z)k
ς0(z) j|1/k ≤

k−1

∑
j=0

∥qk
j ς

j
0∥

1/k
K .

Consider j such that ∥qk
j ς

j
0∥K ̸= 0. Observe that

deg(qk
jς

j
0) = k degq j + j degς0 ≤ k(m− j)+ j degς0 ≤ d(m− j)+ jd = dm ≤ d2n

k
and

deg(qk
jς

j
0)≤ k(m− j)+ j degς0 = km+ j(degς0 − k)≤ dn+(k−1)(d − k).

In both estimates, deg(qk
jς

j
0)≤ ℓ(n) and since Aℓ(n) is a norming set on K, we get

(19) ∥qk
j ς

j
0∥K ≤Cℓ(n)∥qk

j ς
j

0∥Aℓ(n)
=Cℓ(n)∥q j ς

j/k
0 ∥k

Aℓ(n)
.

10



For a fixed z ∈ Aℓ(n) where ∥qk
j ς

j
0∥Aℓ(n)

is attained, take {y1, ...,yk}= ς0(z)1/k ̸= {0}. Every yi

is equal to |ς0(z)|1/kui where {u1, ...,uk} = k
√

1. By Newton’s identities and Viète’s formulas,
we have

k

∑
m=1

uν
m = 0 for ν = 1, ...,k−1.

Consequently,

k ∥q j ς
j/k

0 ∥Aℓ(n)
= k

∣∣∣q j(z)ς0(z) j/k
∣∣∣= ∣∣∣∣∣q j(z) |ς0(z)| j/k

k

∑
m=1

uk
m

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣k−1

∑
i=0

qi(z) |ς0(z)|i/k
k

∑
m=1

uk− j+i
m

∣∣∣∣∣=
∣∣∣∣∣ k

∑
m=1

uk− j
m

k−1

∑
i=0

qi(z) |ς0(z)|i/kui
m

∣∣∣∣∣
≤

k

∑
m=1

∣∣∣∣∣k−1

∑
i=0

qi(z) |ς0(z)|i/kui
m

∣∣∣∣∣= k

∑
m=1

∣∣∣∣∣k−1

∑
i=0

qi(z)yi
m

∣∣∣∣∣≤ k

∑
m=1

∥q∥Bn

= k ∥q∥Bn = k ∥p∥Bn.

From this and inequalities (18), (19) we obtain

∥p∥E ≤
k−1

∑
j=0

∥qk
j ς

j
0∥

1/k
K ≤C1/k

ℓ(n)

k−1

∑
j=0

∥q j ς
j/k

0 ∥Aℓ(n)
≤C1/k

ℓ(n)

k−1

∑
j=0

∥p∥Bn = k C1/k
ℓ(n) ∥p∥Bn

and the proof is complete. □

Corollary 3.5. Under the assumptions and notations of Theorem 3.4, we have:
• if {An}n are weakly admissible meshes on K then so are {Bn}n on E,
• if {An}n are admissible meshes on K then so are {Bn}n on E,
• if {An}n are optimal polynomial meshes on K then so are {Bn}n on E.

Regarding the converses, we can see that if {Bn}n are norming sets on E ⊂ V (s), π is the
projection

(20) V (s) ∋ (z,y) 7→ z ∈ CN

and K = π(E), then for any p ∈ Pn(z) we have

∥p∥K = ∥p∥E ≤Cn ∥p∥Bn =Cn ∥p∥π(Bn).

Corollary 3.6. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.4,
• E ⊂V (s) has WAM if and only if K = π(E) has WAM,
• E ⊂V (s) has AM if and only if K = π(E) has AM,
• E ⊂V (s) has OPM if and only if K = π(E) has OPM.

Moreover, meshes {Bn}n ⊂ E and {An}n ⊂ K are related by (17) or π(Bn) = An.

3.4. On some algebraic sets of codimension greater than one. As before, we consider an
algebraic variety V =V (s1,s2)⊂ CN+2 defined by polynomials s1 and s2 of the form (10) and
(11). Let K be a compact subset of CN and

(21) E = {(z,y1,y2) ∈V (s1,s2) : z ∈ K}.
We will construct meshes for E using norming sets in K. We first assume that ς̃1 = . . .= ς̃k1−1 =
0 and ˜̃ς1 = . . . = ˜̃ςk2−1 = 0. Then both polynomials s1 and s2 have a specific form considered
in the previous section and we can use Theorem 3.4.
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Theorem 3.7. Let V = V (s1,s2) ⊂ CN+2 be an algebraic variety defined by polynomials of
the form s1(z,y1) = yk1

1 − ς̃0(z), deg ς̃0 > 0 and s2(z,y1,y2) = yk2
2 − ˜̃ς0(z,y1), deg ˜̃ς0 > 0 with

d1 = degs1, d2 = degs2. If K ⊂CN is a compact set with norming sets {An}n, Cn is a constant
for An on K in inequality (1) and E is given by (21) then the finite sets

(22) Bn = {(z,y1,y2) ∈V : z ∈ Aℓ(n)}, n ∈ N
where

ℓ(n) = d1d2n+d1d2k2 +d1k1

are norming for E with constants k2k1/k2
1 C1/(k1k2)

ℓ(n) and cardBn = k1k2 cardAℓ(n). Moreover, for
d1 = k1 and d2 = k2 we have ℓ(n) = k1k2n.

Proof. Let V , E and K satisfy the assumptions. We define F := {(z,y1) ∈ V (s1) : z ∈ K} and
V (s1) = {(z,y1) ∈ CN ×C : s1(z,y1) = 0}. The set F is a compact subset of CN+1 and from
Theorem 3.4 the sets

Fn = {(z,y1) ∈V (s1) : z ∈ A j(n)}, n ∈ N

are norming sets for F with constants C̃n = k1C1/k1
j(n) where

j(n) = d1n+min
{⌈

d1(d1 − k1)n
k1

⌉
, (k1 −1)(d1 − k1)

}
< d1(n+ k1).

Additionally, E = {(z,y1,y2) ∈ V (s2) : (z,y1) ∈ F} where V (s2) = {(z,y1,y2) ∈ CN+2 :
s2(z,y1,y2) = 0}. By Theorem 3.4 again,

Bn = {(z,y1,y2) ∈V (s2) : (z,y1) ∈ Ft(n)}, n ∈ N

are norming sets for E where t(n) = d2n+min
{⌈

d2(d2−k2)n
k2

⌉
, (k2 −1)(d2 − k2)

}
< d2(n+ k2).

Finally, we obtain

Bn = {(z,y1,y2) ∈V (s1,s2) : z ∈ A j(t(n))}.
□

Corollary 3.8. Under the assumptions and notations of Theorem 3.7, we have:
• if {An}n are weakly admissible meshes on K then so are {Bn}n on E,
• if {An}n are admissible meshes on K then so are {Bn}n on E,
• if {An}n are optimal polynomial meshes on K then so are {Bn}n on E.

We now turn back to an algebraic variety V = V (s1,s2) ⊂ CN+2 defined by polynomials
s1 and s2 of the form (10) and (11). On a compact set E given by (21) we can get weakly
admissible mesh. We start with the observation concerning the division inequality. We need a
property that was proved in [3],

Proposition 3.9. Let V (s) ⊂ CN+1 be an algebraic variety defined by a polynomial s in the

form s(z,y) = yk −
k−1
∑
j=0

s j(z)y j with k ≥ 1, K ⊂ CN be a compact set and E := π−1(K)⊂V (s)

where π denotes the projection (20). If K satisfies the division inequality with exponent m and
K \A (s) ̸= /0 then

(23) ∥[p0, ..., pk−1]∥K ≤ M0 (deg p)m0∥p∥E

for any polynomial p written in the form p(z,y) =
k−1
∑
j=0

p j(z)y j on V (s) where M0, m0 ≥ 0 are

constants independent of p0, . . . , pk−1 and m0 = m(k−1) degs.
12



Theorem 3.10. Let V = V (s) ⊂ CN+1 be an algebraic hypersurface given by an irreducible
polynomial s in form (2) with degs = d and K be a compact subset of CN and F := {(z,y) ∈
V : z ∈ K}. If K is determining for polynomials from P(z) and satisfies the division inequality
then F also satisfies the division inequality.

Proof. Fix a polynomial q ∈ P(z,y), q|F ̸≡ 0 and find q ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) such that q= q on

V (s) and write it in the form q(z,y) =
k−1
∑
j=0

q j(z)y j. Fix also a polynomial p ∈ P(z,y) and find

p ∈ P(z)⊗Pk−1(y) such that p = p on V (s) and p(z,y) =
k−1
∑
j=0

p j(z)y j. From Lemma 2.1 we

have

degq≤ d degq and degp≤ d deg p.

Let P := [p0, ..., pk−1]
T . Consider the matrix Ms

q such that for (z,y) ∈V we have

p(z,y)q(z,y) = [1,y, ...,yk−1] Ms
q P(z).

The determinant of Ms
q is a polynomial only in z and is equal to the resultant Res y(q,s). Since

q is coprime with s, Resy (q,s) is a non-zero polynomial in CN and so is detMs
q. Since K is

determining for polynomials from P(z) we have detMs
q ̸≡ 0 on K. Observe that

deg det Ms
q ≤ k degq+ (k−1)kd

2 ≤ kd degq+ (k−1)kd
2 = kd (degq+ k−1

2 )

Thanks to division inequality on K, we have

∥p∥E ≤
k−1

∑
j=0

∥p j∥K ∥y∥ j
E ≤ M

k−1

∑
j=0

(deg p j + kd (degq+ k−1
2 ))mkd (degq+k−1

2 )∥detMs
qp j∥K∥y∥ j

E

≤ M(deg p+dk2 degq)mdk2 degq∥(detMs
q)P∥K

k−1

∑
j=0

∥y∥ j
E .

Replacing (detMs
q)P by AMs

qP, where A denote the transpose of the comatrix of det Ms
q, we

obtain

∥p∥E ≤ M(deg p+dk2 degq)mdk2 degq∥A∥∥Ms
qP∥K

k−1

∑
j=0

∥y∥ j
E

Moreover,

∥Ms
q P∥K = ∥[u0, ...,uk−1]∥K where (pq)(z,y) =

k−1

∑
j=0

u j(z)y j on V (s).

By Proposition 3.9,

∥[u0, ...,uk−1]∥K ≤ M0(deg(pq))m0∥pq∥E ≤ M0dm0(deg p+ degq)m0∥pq∥E

and the proof is complete. □

Since E = {(z,y1,y2) ∈V (s2) : (z,y1) ∈ F} and from Theorem 3.10 F satisfies the division
inequality, we can apply Theorem 3.3 twice to obtain

Theorem 3.11. Let V = V (s1,s2) ⊂ CN+2 be an algebraic variety defined by polynomials s1
and s2 of the form (10) and (11), s1 be an irreducible polynomial, K ⊂CN be a compact set with
weakly admissible meshes (An)n∈N and F := {(z,y1) ∈V (s1) : z ∈ K}. If K is determining for
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polynomials from P(z) and satisfies the division inequality and K\A (s1) ̸= /0 and F \A (s2) ̸=
/0 then

E := {(z,y1,y2) ∈V (s1,s2) : z ∈ K}
has weakly admissible meshes (Bn)n∈N defined by

Bn = {(z,y1,y2) ∈ E : z ∈ Al ∪{a,b}}
where a is an element of K \A (s1), b is an element of π(F \A (s2)) and

l = l(n) =


4n+4(k2

2 − k2)+2(k2
1 − k1) if d1 = k1 and d2 = k2,

4d1n+4d1(k2
2 − k2) if d1 > k1 and d2 = k2,

4d2n+2(k2
1 − k1) if d1 = k1 and d2 > k2,
4d1d2n if d1 > k1 and d2 > k2.

More precisely, for every polynomial P ∈ Pn(CN+2) we have

∥P∥E ≤C(Bn)∥P∥Bn

and (C(Bn))n are of polynomial growth in n.

4. APPLICATIONS

4.1. Classical results. We start this section with three well known results, see e.g., [8], to
recall optimal polynomial meshes on a segment, on a disk in C and on a disk in R2 ⊂ C2.

Theorem 4.1. Let [a,b] be a segment in C. For any polynomial p ∈ Pn(C) and any integer
number λ > n we have

∥p∥[a,b] ≤ 1
cos nπ

2λ

∥p∥Mλ ,n

where Mλ ,n =
{

a+b
2 + a−b

2 cos (2 j−1)π
2λ

: j = 1, ...,λ
}

is the scaled λ -system of the Chebyshev
points, i.e., zeros of the Chebyshev polynomial Tλ (x) = cos(λ arccosx). In particular, for λ =⌈3

2n
⌉
, n ≥ 2 the set M⌈ 3

2 n⌉,n is an optimal polynomial mesh for polynomials from Pn(C) and
inequality (1) holds with the constant Cn = 2.

Theorem 4.2. Let D(a,r) be a disk in C with radius r and centre at a. For any polynomial
p ∈ Pn(C) and any integer number λ > n we have

∥p∥D(a,r) ≤ 1
cos nπ

2λ

∥p∥Mλ ,n

where Mλ ,n =
{

a+ r exp
(

i jπ
λ

)
: j = 1, ...,2λ

}
= a+ r 2λ

√
1 is the set of equidistributed 2λ

points on the circle C(a,r).

Theorem 4.3. Let B(a,r) be a disk in R2 ⊂C2 with radius r and centre at a. For any polynomial
p ∈ Pn(C2) and any integer number λ > n we have

∥p∥B(a,r) ≤ 1
cos2 nπ

2λ

∥p∥Mλ ,n

where Mλ ,n =
{

a+
(
r j cos mπ

λ
, r j sin mπ

λ

)}
j,m=1,...,λ , r j = r cos (2 j−1)π

2λ
.

If we choose λ such that n
λ

can be estimated from above by a constant independent of n,
then we obtain optimal polynomial meshes in the three above theorems. If not, we have weakly
admissible meshes.
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4.2. On algebraic hypersurfaces. We give here three quite simple examples of applications of
our results concerning algebraic sets given by one algebraic equation s(z,y) = 0. Two examples
are chosen so that the compact sets under consideration are in a real space.

Example 4.4. We firstly give optimal polynomial meshes on the unit sphere in R3:

S2 = {(x,y,z) ∈ R3 : x2 + y2 + z2 = 1}.
Let V = {(x,y,z) ∈ C3 : x2 + y2 + z2 = 1}. We have s(x,y,z) = x2 + y2 + z2 −1 and d = k = 2.
In the set K = {(x,y) ∈ R2 : x2 + y2 ≤ 1} we take the optimal polynomial meshes {An}n
constructed for λ = 2n in Theorem 4.3, that is An = M2n,n. By Theorem 3.4, ℓ(n) = 2n and
thus

Bn = {(x,y,z) ∈V : (x,y) ∈ A2n}

= {(x,y,z) ∈ R3 : x = r j cos
mπ

4n
, y = r j sin

mπ

4n
, x2 + y2 + z2 = 1, j,m = 1, ...,4n}

where r j = cos (2 j−1)π
8n . Consequently, for any polynomial p ∈ Pn(C3)

∥p∥S2 ≤ 2C1/2
ℓ(n)∥p∥Bn =

2

cos ℓ(n)π
2λ

∥p∥Bn =
2

cos π

4
∥p∥Bn = 2

√
2∥p∥Bn

and card Bn = 2cardAℓ(n) = 2(̇4n)2 = 32n2, cf. [14, Corollary 1].
In a similar way, we can construct admissible meshes on a spherical section, cf. [17]. Let

E = {(x,y,z)∈V : (x,y)∈K} where K = {(x,y)∈R2 : x= ρ cosϕ, y= ρ sinϕ, ρ ∈ [0,1], ϕ ∈
[0,α]}, α ∈ (0,π]. Observe that E is a subset of R3. Using norming sets constructed in [17]
for sections of a disk, by Theorem 3.4 we can obtain optimal admissible meshes on a spherical
lune E.

Example 4.5. Now consider the algebraic hypersurface

V = {(x,y,z) ∈ C3 : z2 − x3 − y2 = 0}
and its compact subset

E = {(x,y,z) ∈V : (x−1)2 + y2 ≤ 1, x,y ∈ R}.
Observe that E ⊂R3. The projection of E into the space of two complex variables (x,y) yields
the set K = {(x,y) ∈R2 : (x−1)2 +y2 ≤ 1}. The optimal polynomial meshes {An}n on K are
given in Theorem 4.3. Indeed, the family Aℓ = Mλ ,ℓ with λ =

⌈4ℓ
3

⌉
is an optimal polynomial

mesh in K, since ℓ
λ
= ℓ⌈4ℓ

3

⌉ ≤ 3
4 . In particular, it can be seen that, independently of ℓ, we have

∥p∥K ≤ 6.8285∥p∥Aℓ
, for any p ∈ Pℓ(K).

For the polynomial s(x,y,z) = z2 − x3 − y2, we have d = degs = 3, k = 2. By Theorem 3.4,
Bn = {(x,y,z)∈V : (x,y)∈Aℓ(n)} is an optimal polynomial mesh in E where ℓ= ℓ(n)= 3n+1

for any n. More precisely, λ =
⌈

4ℓ(n)
3

⌉
=
⌈

4(3n+1)
3

⌉
= 4n+2 and

Bn = {(x,y,z) : x = 1+ r j cos
mπ

4n+2
, y = r j sin

mπ

4n+2
, z2−x3−y2 = 0, j,m = 1, ...,4n+2},

r j = cos (2 j−1)π
8n+4 . We can easily see that cardBn = 2(4n + 2)2 = O(n2) = O(dimPn(E))

and Cn = kC1/k
ℓ(n) =

2(
cos2 ℓ(n)π

2λ

)1/2 = 2
cos (3n+1)π

8n+4

≤ 2
cos 3π

8
≈ 5.2263. Finally, for every polynomial

p ∈ Pn(C3) we have

∥p∥E ≤ 5.23∥p∥Bn
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and Bn are optimal polynomial meshes on E ⊂V (s).
In Figures 1 and 2, we show respectively the norming sets A7 = M10,7 and B2 providing

details about their cardinalities.

FIGURE 1. The curves in red represent the boundary of the set E in Example
4.5. The black dots are the points of the disk K that define the norming set
A7 = M10,7, used to determine B2 on E. In particular, cardA7 = 100 and
∥p∥K ≤ 4.86∥p∥An , p ∈ P7(K).

Example 4.6. In this example we construct optimal polynomial meshes on the set

E = {(x,y) ∈ C2 : |x| ≤ 1, y3 − x2 +1 = 0}

that is a compact subset of the algebraic hypersurface V = {(x,y) ∈ C2 : y3 − x2 + 1 = 0}
over the unit disk, i.e. K = D(0,1). We have s(x,y) = y3 − x2 + 1, d = 3 = k and by means
of Theorem 3.4, we obtain ℓ(n) = 3n. If Mλ ,n are the norming sets defined in Theorem 4.2,
setting An =Mλ ,n with λ =

⌈4
3ℓ(n)

⌉
= 4n, we get that the family {An}n is actually an optimal

admissible mesh where Cn =
1

cos π

8
≈ 1.0824. Thus if

Bn = {(x,y) ∈V : x ∈ A3n}= {(x,y) ∈V : x8n = 1}, n ∈ N

the family {Bn}n is an optimal admissible mesh over E because cardBn = 24n=O(dimPn(E))
and for all p ∈ Pn(C2) we have

∥p∥E ≤ 3C1/3
ℓ(n)∥p∥Bn = 3C1/3

3n ∥p∥Bn =
3(

cos 3nπ

8n

)1/3∥p∥Bn =
3(

cos 3π

8

)1/3∥p∥Bn ≤ 3.1∥p∥Bn.

4.3. On algebraic sets of codimension greater than one. We present here one example that
are not directly related to the special case regarded in Theorem 3.7. However, by means of
Gröbner basis, we are able to write it in such a way that we can use this theorem.
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FIGURE 2. The black dots are the points of the norming set B2 for E in Exam-
ple 4.5. In particular, cardB2 = 200 and for any n we have ∥p∥E ≤ 5.23∥p∥Bn ,
p ∈ Pn(E).

Example 4.7. Take V =V (x2 + y2 + z2 −4, x2 +4y2 − z2 −10x+4). We can check that

V =V (x2 + y2 + z2 −4, x2 + y2 −2x).

Consider the set K = [0,2] and

E = {(x,y,z) ∈V : x ∈ K}= {(x,y,z) ∈C3 : x2+y2+ z2−4 = 0, x2+y2−2x = 0, x ∈ [0,2]}.

Observe that E is a subset of R3. This real curve is called Viviani’s window.
Following Theorem 4.1, for K = [0,2] and λ > n, the set

Mλ ,n =

{
1+ cos

(2 j−1)π
2λ

: j = 1, ...,λ
}
.

is such that

∥p∥[0,2] ≤
1

cos nπ

2λ

∥p∥Mλ ,n
.

If An = Mλ ,n for λ = ⌈5n
4 ⌉, then the family {An}n is an optimal admissible mesh since for

each n

∥p∥K ≤ 1
cos nπ

2⌈ 5n
4 ⌉

∥p∥An ≤ 3.2361∥p∥An.

We have s1(x,y) = y2 + x2 − 2x with d1 = k1 = 2 and s2(x,y,z) = z2 + y2 + x2 − 4 with
d2 = k2 = 2. Clearly, [0,2] is determining for polynomials from P(C). From Theorem 3.7 we
obtain ℓ(n) = 4n and consequently

Bn = {(z,y1,y2)∈V : z∈A4n =M5n,4n}={(z,y1,y2)∈V : z=1+cos
(2 j−1)π

10n
, j=1, . . . ,5n}
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FIGURE 3. The norming set B4 for Viviani’s window E in Example 4.7, λ =
20, cardB4 = 80 and C(B4) = 3.8.

is an optimal polynomial mesh on E. It can be easily seen that cardBn = 4 cardA4n = 20n.
Finally, for all p ∈ Pn(C3) we have

∥p∥E ≤ 2
√

2C1/4
4n ∥p∥Bn =

2
√

2(
cos 4nπ

10n

)1/4∥p∥Bn =
2
√

2(
cos 2π

5

)1/4∥p∥Bn ≤ 3.8∥p∥Bn.

5. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section we consider the sets E proposed in Example 4.5 and Example 4.7, using the
previously presented optimal admissible meshes Bn = {Pi}i=1,...,Nn to determine good pointsets
for interpolation as Approximate Fekete Points and Discrete Leja Points (shortened respectively
with the acronyms AFP and DLP) as well as the classical least-squares on Bn, testing their
performance. For a description of AFP and DLP, see e.g. [7].

All the routines are available as open source codes in [5] and where tested on an Intel Core
Ultra 5 125H 3.60 GHz processor with 16GB of RAM, using Matlab 2024a.
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FIGURE 4. The norming set B4 for Viviani’s window E in Example 4.7, λ =
17, cardB4 = 68 and C(B4) = 5.2.

We start our analysis from the set E in Example 4.5. As test functions we adopt

f1(x,y,z) = (x+0.5y+2z+1)14;

f2(x,y,z) = exp(−(x2 +0.5y2 +2z2));
f3(x,y,z) = sin(4x+5y+3z);

f4(x,y,z) =
√

(x−1)2 + y2 +(z−1)2 +
√
(x−1)2 + y2 +(z+1)2.

For each f = fk, k = 1,2,3,4, after computing the interpolant/approximant Ln f for n =
2,4, . . . ,16, we evaluate the errors

∥ f (B30)−Ln f (B30)∥2

∥ f (B30)∥2
,

being f (B30) = ( f (Pi))i=1,...,N30 and Ln f (Bn) = (Ln f (Pi))i=1,...,N30 .
The first three functions are regular, the third one having some oscillations, while the last

one is the distance from the points (1,0,1) and (1,0,−1) that belong to the hypersurface.
As for the polynomial basis of Pn(E) we proceed as follows. We

• determine numerically, by means of the points in X = Bn = {Pi}i=1,...,Nn ⊂ E, an ap-
proximation [a1,b1]× [a2,b2]× [a3,b3] of the smaller Cartesian parallelepiped contain-
ing the set E;
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• being ηn := dim(Pn(E)), evaluate the tensorial Chebyshev basis {φi}i=1,...,ηn of total
degree n, shifted on [a1,b1]× [a2,b2]× [a3,b3], on the norming set X , so determining
the Chebyshev-Vandermonde-like matrix UX = (φ j(Pi))i, j ∈ RNn×ηn;

• compute the QR factorisation with column pivoting UX(:,π) = QR, where π is a per-
mutation vector;

• select the orthogonal matrix VX = Q(:,1 : ηn); the first ηn columns correspond to an
orthonormal basis {ψi}i=1,...,ηn of Pn(E), w.r.t. the discrete measure (X,w), where
wk = 1, k = 1, . . . ,Nn.

Observe that in this example the quantity ηn = dim(Pn(E)) is known theoretically, see
Remarks 2.5 and 2.7. If this is not available, one could use ηn = rank(UX) that in the numerical
implementation can be obtained by SVD decomposition of UX in its less costly version that
gives only the singular values (with a threshold), as used by the rank Matlab/Octave native
function. A second alternative could consist in adopting a Rank-Revealing QR factorization
algorithm (RRQR). These algorithms, however, are not at hand in standard Matlab and typically
require the use of MEX files (see e.g., [12]).

For the evaluation of the Vandermonde matrix VY relatively to the basis {ψi}i=1,...,ηn on the
pointset Y ⊂ E, we first determine the Chebyshev-Vandermonde matrix UY = U(Y ) and then,
in Matlab notation, compute UY (:,π)/R.

From the numerical experiments described in Figure 5, we see that

(1) since f1 ∈ P14 the interpolants/approximants of degree larger or equal to 14 provide
an approximation close to machine precision;

(2) the function f2 is well approximated in view of its regularity;
(3) the trigonometric polynomial f3, though is also regular, results more problematic in

view of its oscillations;
(4) the function f4, has a decreasing error w.r.t. the polynomial degree n, but has in general

inferior approximation in view of the presence of a square root singularity.

In all these tests the approximation quality is almost the same for interpolation at AFP and
DLP, with some better results achieved by least-squares approximation.

In Figure 6, we plot an approximation of the Lebesgue constants. Our implementation fol-
lows that described in [4, p.435] for W = diag(w) = INn and B30 as test points. It is clear how
it grows slowly for the least-squares operator, while the AFPs have lower Lebesgue constants
than DLPs.

The analysis of Example 4.7, that is the Viviani’s window, is very similar to the previous
one. We only modified the function f4, considering the sum of the distances from (0,0,2) and
(0,0,−2), i.e.

f4(x,y,z) =
√

x2 + y2 +(z−2)2 +
√

x2 + y2 +(z+2)2.

In Figure 7, we display the interpolation/approximation errors and observe that follow the line
of those of the previous example. Concerning the Lebesgue constants, from Figure 8 we see
that again the least-squares on Bn provide smaller values not far from those of AFPs, while
DLPs are larger and more irregular.
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