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Abstract In this paper, we prove that if f(z) =3",_, (Z) apx” is a polynomial with real zeros
only, then the sequence {ay}}_, satisfies the following inequalities af, (1 — /T —cx)?/aj <
(a1 — akags2)/(af — ap—1ap41) < aiy (1 + T —cp)?/ai, where ¢ = apagyo/ai ;. This
inequality holds for the coefficients of the Riemann &-function, the ultraspherical, Laguerre and
Hermite polynomials, and the partition function. Moreover, as a corollary, for the partition
function p(n), we prove that p(n)? — p(n — 1)p(n + 1) is increasing for n > 55. We also
find that for a positive and log-concave sequence {aj}r>0, the inequality aji2/ar < (a2 R
akak+2)/(a£ — ap_10k+1) < aps1/ak—1 is the sufficient condition for both the 2-log-concavity
and the higher order Turdn inequalities of {aj }x>0. It is easy to verify that if a% > Tapi10k_1,
where 7 > 2, then the sequence {ay }1>0 satisfies this inequality.
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1 Introduction
In this paper, we give an inequality for the coefficients of real-rooted polynomials.

Theorem 1.1 For a real-rooted polynomial f(x) =>}_, (Z)aka:k, if akak+1(ai —ak_10k+1) #
0, then the inequality

ai—i—l 2 “%H — Ak Ak42 a%H 2
— (1= V1—c) <= <=1+ V1i—c) (1.1)
ag ap — p—10k+1 ap

holds for 1 <k <n — 2, where ¢, = azgkﬂ.
k+1

We say a polynomial f(z) = >}, apx” is real-rooted, if all its zeros are real. The inequality
ai+1—akak+2

(L) gives an upper and lower bound for the ratio . And it is equivalent to the

a;—ak—1aK41
higher order Turén inequality of the sequence {ay}r>0.

Recall that a sequence {ay }1>0 is said to be log-concave if for all k > 1,

a2 — ap_1ap41 > 0. (1.2)
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Note that for a positive sequence {aj}r>0, it is log-concave if and only if the ratio ay41/ay is
decreasing. We also say that the sequence {ay }r>0 satisfies the Turdn inequalities, if it satisfies

the inequality (L2)).

For the sequence {aj}x>o satisfying the Turan inequalities, we consider the higher order
Turdn inequalities as follows. A sequence {ay}r>o is said to satisfy the higher order Turdn
inequalities if for k > 1,

A(af — ak—1ak41) (0341 — kk2) — (ARag41 — Ap—10k42)° > 0. (1.3)

Recall that a real entire function
U =Y mgy (1)
k=0

is said to be in the Laguerre-Pdlya class, denoted ¢ (x) € LP, if it can be represented in the

form
o0

P(x) = cxMeow BT H(l + x/xg)e (1.5)
k=1

where ¢, 3, xp are real numbers, o > 0, m is a nonnegative integer and Zx;z < 0. These
functions are only ones which are uniform limits of polynomials whose zeros are real. We refer
to [16] and [22] for the background on the theory of the LP class.

For a real entire function ¢ (z) =Y 2, ’kak—T in the LP class, the Maclaurin coefficients
satisfy both the Turdn inequalities, proved by Pélya and Schur [21], and the higher order Turan
inequalities, proved by Dimitrov [10]. As a corollary, the ultraspherical, Laguerre and Hermite
polynomials satisfy both the Turan inequalities and the higher order Turan inequalities, see
[10].

Since the inequality (L) is equivalent to the higher order Turan inequality, then we get
that for a real entire function ¢ (z) in the LP class, the Maclaurin coefficients satisfy the
inequality (LI)). Consequently, the ultraspherical, Laguerre and Hermite polynomials satisfy

the inequality (LIJ).

To prove the higher order Turdn inequalities for the Maclaurin coefficients, Dimitrov applied
a theorem of Marik [17] as follows.

Theorem 1.2 If the real polynomial f(z) =3 p_,arz®/(kl(n — k)!) of degree n > 3 has only
real zeros, then the inequality

4(a; — ag—1ak+1)(af 41 — akArr2) — (Apak1 — Ak—1ak4+2)° > 0
holds for 1 <k <n—1.
It is well known that the Riemann hypothesis holds if and only if the Riemann £-function

belongs to the LP class. Let ¢ denote the Riemann zeta-function and I' be the gamma-function.
The Riemman &-function is defined by

£iz) = (2% — ST + 6+ 5), (16)



see, for example, Boas [I]. Hence, if the Riemann hypothesis is true, then the Maclaurin
coefficients of the Riemann &-function satisfy both the Turdn inequalities and the higher order
Turén inequalities. Csordas, Norfolk and Varga [9] proved that the coefficients of the Riemann
¢-function satisfy the Turdn inequalities, confirming a conjecture of Pély [20]. Dimitrov and
Lucas [I1] showed that the coefficients of the Riemann ¢-function satisfy the higher order Turan
inequalities without resorting to the Riemann hypothesis. As a corollary, we conclude that the
coefficients of the Riemann &-function satisfy the inequality (LIJ).

For the partition function p(n), Chen, Jia and Wang [6] proved that it satisfies the higher
order Turén inequalities for n > 95. As a corollary, the inequality (I.I)) holds for partition
function p(n) for n > 95.

Through the disscussion about the lower bound af (1 =VT= cr)?/a? in the inequality
(), we prove that for the partition function p(n), p(n)? — p(n — 1)p(n + 1) is increasing for
n > 55.

Go back to the log-concavity of the sequence {aj}r>0. We consider the 2-log-concavity,

2
ak+1—akak+2

which is equivalent to the decreasing property of the ratio . Moreover, we could

Ay =0k —10k41

define the infinitely log-concave sequence as follows.

Define an operator £ on a sequence {ax x>0 by L£({ak}x>0) = {bk}k>0, where by = a3 and
b, = ai — ag—10i+1. This definition makes sense for finite sequences by regarding these as
infinite sequences with finitely many nonzero entries. Hence a sequence {aj}>¢ is log-concave
if and only if L£({ax}r>0) is a nonnegative sequence. We say that a sequence {aj}r>0 is k-
log-concave if L7 ({ay}r>0) is nonnegative for all 0 < j < k. A sequence {ay}r>0 is infinitely
log-concave if it is k-log-concave for all k > 1.

The notion of infinite log-concavity was introduced by Boros and Moll [2]. For the sequence
{(Z) }r_o, they asked whether it is infinitely log-concave. The following result was indepen-
dently conjectured by Fisk [12], McNamara-Sagan [18] and Stanley [23], and proved by Brandén
[3].

Theorem 1.3 If f(z) = ), apx® is a polynomial with real- and nonpositive zeros only, then

S0 18
n

L(f)= Z(a% — ak+1ak_1):17k.

k=0

In particular, the sequence {ay}}_, is infinitely log-concave.
It follows immediately that the sequence {(})}7_, is infinitely log-concave.
There is also a simple criterion [8, (18] that if
ai > rag—10p+1, forall k>1,

where 7 > (3 + V/5)/2 ~ 2.62, then the sequence {ay}x> is infinitely log-concave.

We are interested in the connection between the 2-log-concavity and the higher order Turan
inequalities. Based on the inequality (I.]), if we can find sharper bounds I(n) and u(n) for the



2
. Qi —0RAK42
ratio =+ 2 gych that
az—ak_1ak41

CL2 — arag a2
1 T—)? <l(k) < =L FRF2 ) < (14 VT =),
ay ay, — Qk—10k+1 a;

2 —aw 2 —aw )
and for each k > 1, either s+l 822 > () 4 1) or Dep2 WIS < 1(1) then the sequence
ay —ap_1ak41 A%y —0kAk42

{ar}k>0 is 2-log-concave, as well as satisfies the higher order Turan inequalities.

In Section 3, we will prove the following theorem.

Theorem 1.4 For a log-concave positive sequence {ay >0, if it satisfies the following inequal-
ities )
k42 _ Opy1 — @k0k42 Q1
< = < )
ay Ay — Qp—10k+1 ak—1

(1.7)

for k > 1. Then {ay}r>0 is 2-log-concave and satisfies the higher order Turdn inequalities for
k> 1.

It is easy to verify that the sequence {(})}}_, satisfies inequality (L), as well as the sequence
{ak}kZQ, which satisfies ai > ragi16i—1, where r > 2.

Finally, in Section 4, we will discuss a problem we will consider in the further work.

2 Main Theorem
In this section, we will give the proof of the Theorem [T.11
Proof. Applying Theorem [[.2] we have

4(aj — ap—1a5+1)(afs1 — ak@rr2) > (Qparps1 — ap—1a542)°. (2.8)

Multiplying both sides of 1/ a%a% +1 and simplifying, we obtain

Qf—10k+1 QK2 Ap—10k+1 OAK+2 92
4(1 — LR (g SRR > (g DRI TR )2 (2.9)
a, A1 a, A1

Substitute ¢, = “’;3—"“ forn=kand n =%k — 1, and we get

n+1
41— cp1)(1 —c) > (1 — cprc)? (2.10)
Observe that
l—cpqcx=1—cp+cp—cp1ce=1—cp+cp(l —cp_q)- (2.11)
It follows that
41— cp1)(X —c) > (1 —ep +ep(l — 1)) (2.12)

Since a2 — ag_1ax+1 # 0, 1 — cx—1 # 0. Multiply both sides of 1/(1 — ¢x_1)?, and we get

1—Ck 1—Ck 9
4 > . 21
o 2T T (2.13)
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Set z = (1 —¢)/(1 — cx—1). Then we obtain
2% — (4 = 2cp)z + ¢ <0. (2.14)

Immediately we conclude that

4—26k—\/(4—26k)2—46z 4—2Ck+\/(4—20k)2—40i
<z< .

5 5 (2.15)

It leads to the following inequality after simplified

(1-VI—c)?<z<(1+VI—c) (2.16)

Since ) ) )
Ay — QkOk42  Qjyq 1 —cp  Qjyy . (2.17)
- = , .
a? — ap_1ap41 az 1—cp a2
we reach the inequality (L)) as we want. |

Through the proof above, we can easily get that if akakﬂ(ai —ag—1ak+1) # 0, the inequality
(L) is equivalent to the higher order Turdn inequality. As corollaries, we get the following
results.

Corollary 2.1 The inequality (I1l) holds for the ultraspherical, Laguerre and Hermite poly-
nomials

Corollary 2.2 The inequality (I1]) holds for the coefficients of the Riemann &-function.
Corollary 2.3 The inequality (I1]) holds for the partition function p(n) for n > 95.
Recall that a sequence {ay}x>0 is said to be convez if for k > 1,
Qpt1 — A > Qf — Qf—1- (2.18)

2
For the lower bound function I(n) = 242(1 — \/T — ¢,)? in the inequality (L)), we have the

a
following result.

Lemma 2.4 For the log-concave, increasing, positive sequence {ay}r>0 which satisfies the in-
equality (11), if {ak}r>0 is convex, then

2
a
ML - VT —ep)? > 1. (2.19)

ay,

Proof. Since

1 1
1 =VT =) = ;(akﬂ —ap VI =)’ = a_g(ak-l-l — /@3y — araki2)?,

ay, k k



we only need to prove that

(ap+1 —\/ai, — aragi2)? > ai. (2.20)

For {ax}r>0 is an increasing, positive sequence, it is sufficient to prove that

apyq — Qgapia < (g1 — ag)? (2.21)

Since {ag}r>o is convex, for k >0

Ak+2 — Qft1 = Ak+1 — Qk. (2.22)

Thus
Af+92 > 2ak+1 — Q. (2.23)

It follows that

ApQk42 > ak(2ak+1 — ak). (2.24)

Since
az i1 — ag(2ap41 — ag) = (apt1 — ag)?, (2.25)
immediately we get the inequality (2:21]). |

Combining the Theorem [[.T] and the Lemma 2.4] we get the following theorem.

Theorem 2.5 For the log-concave, increasing, positive sequence {aj}r>0 which satisfies the
inequality (1.1), if {ak}r>0 is convex, then the sequence {aiJrl — Ragt2}E>0 1S increasing.

For the partition function p(n), p(n) satisfies the inequality [13]

2p(n) < p(n +1) + p(n — 1). (2.26)

Hence we have the corollary as follows.
Corollary 2.6 For the partition function p(n), p(n)?—p(n—1)p(n+1) is increasing for n > 55.

Proof. Applying the Theorem and the Corollary 2.3, we get that for n > 95, p(n)? — p(n —
1)p(n + 1) is increasing. For 55 < n < 95, we can easily verify that p(n)? — p(n — 1)p(n + 1) is
also increasing. |

3 2-log-concavity

In this section, we will give the proof of the Theorem [[4l
Proof. Applying the inequalities (7)), it follows immediately that

2 2

Ay 1 — AkAk42 < Ok41 _ Of — Ok—10k+1 (3.27)
2 = =3 :

ap — Ak—10k+1 ag—1 ayp_1 — Qp—20k




for k > 1. Hence {aj }r>0 is 2-log-concave.

On the other hand, for k > 1, consider the right inequality of (7)) and we have

2
0< U1 — k42 Okl

< < . (3.28)
ap — Ak —10k+1 ak—1
Hence
2 2
ap—1(0541 — aragy2) < appr(ag — ap_10p41)- (3.29)
Since apy1 > 0, multiply both sides of axy1, and we obtain
2 2 2
ap—10k11(ag41 — akagr2) < apiq(a; — ag—1ak11)- (3.30)
It leads to
2 2 3
— Of—10k Ok 410k4+2 < QR0 1 — 205, 1 Ok—1. (3.31)
Thus
2 2 2 2 3 2 2
10k Ok 1042 T Q)i < Ay — 20k 11 Ap—1 + Q) g,
i.e.
2 2
akak+1(akak41 — ag—10k+2) < 2aj4q(af — Ap-10k41).- (3.32)

Similarly, for £ > 1, consider the left inequality of (I.7]) and we get the following inequality
i1 (Apap1 — Ap—10p42) < 207 (aj 4| — GkGk42)- (3.33)
Note that {aj}x>0 is log-concave. It is easy to verify that
k041 — Gx—10k+2 > 0. (3.34)
Consequently, combine inequalities ([3.32)) and (B.33]), and we get
2 2 _ 2 < 44242 2 _ 2 3.35
ik 41(ak0k41 — Ap—10k42)" < dagai(af, — ap—10k41)(af ) — ARaR42)- (3.35)
Hence {ay, }x>0 satisfies the higher order Turdn inequalities. |

For a log-concave positive sequence {ay}r>0, to prove the inequality (L), we need the
following two lemmas.

Ak4+1
ag

Lemma 3.1 For a log-concave positive sequence {%}kgo; if the sequence {
then

Y0 is conver,

2
Tpp1 — OkOk+2 _ Gk
a2 — Qp_1Qk11 ~ Qg—1

for k> 1.
Proof. Since {ay}r>0 is log-concave, {a];:l }i>0 is decreasing. Then the convexity of {a’;zl He>0
leads to a a a “
0> M2 Bl Gkl Ak
Ak+1 arg ar Ag—1
i.e. a a a a
k-+1 k+2 k k-+1
0< Wbl _ Okiz o Gk Okil (3.36)
ag QAf+1 ag—1 ag
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Observe that

2 ag+1  Ak42
Qo1 — Apry2 = g10k( P (3.37)
+
and
2 ay Ak+1
ak — Qp—10kg+1 = (Ik(lk_l(ak — a—k . (338)
-1
It follows immediately that
2
U1~ kAk+2 - Qi1
ai — Q1041 Ok—1
|

Similarly, we have the following lemma.

ak
AR41

Lemma 3.2 For a log-concave positive sequence {%}kgo; if the sequence {
then

Y0 is convez,

2
Apyq — QkQg42 > Af42

2 -
ap — Ak—10k+1 ag
for k> 1.

Now we are ready to prove that the sequence {(})}}_, satisfies the inequality (7).

Theorem 3.3 The sequence {(})}}_, satisfies the inequality (1.7).

(ki 1> B Z—J_r]f <Z> (3.39)

Proof. 1t’s easy to prove that

Since
n—k_n—k+1:_ n+1 > n+1 :n—l<:+1_n—l<:+27 (3.40)
k1 K kk+1) = (k- Dk K k1
and
4l ko n+1 N n+1 ok k-
n—k n—-k+1 m—-Kkn-k+1) " (n—k+1)(n—k+2) n—-k+1 n—k+2
(3.41)
we conclude that the sequences {Z—j}gzo and {%}ZZO are both convex. Hence the sequence
{ (%)}, satisfies the inequality (7). |

Consequently, we have found a sufficient condition for both the 2-log-concavity and the
higher order Turdn inequalities of the sequence {(})}}_.

Recall that there is a simple criterion on a nonnegative sequence {ay}7°, that guarantees
infinite log-concavity. Namely
ap > raj_1ax+1,

where r > (3 + \/5)/2, for all £ > 1.
For the inequality (7)), we have the following result.



Theorem 3.4 The positive sequence {ay}32, satisfies the inequality (1.7), if
ai > Trap_ 10511, (3.42)

where r > 2, for all k > 1.

Proof. Applying the inequality (3.42]), we have

a a
Tk 5 gTkAL (3.43)
ak—1 ag

Since ag > 0 for k > 0, we easily get

a a a
k2 Gk okl (3.44)
k41 Ag—1 k
. k41 3

which means the sequence { = }4>¢ is convex.

Similarly, we can prove that the sequence {aZi - }e>0 is also convex. |

Notice that in the proof of Theorem [[L4] we did not apply the Theorem [Tl In the last
part of this section, we will prove the following result.

Theorem 3.5 For a log-concave positive sequence {ay }r>o, if it satisfies the following inequal-
ities )
a a — QpQK42 a
k+2 - Th+1 T2 o Qktl

< — < (3.45)
ay Ay — Qp—10k+1 ak—1
for k> 1. Then
aiﬂ 2 _ Ok42 a%_ﬂ — A0k+42 a%_ﬂ 2
5 (1—\/1—Ck) < < 5 < 3 (1+\/1—Ck) (346)
ay. Qg ap — Ag—10k41 ap.
where ¢, = akak+2/az+1, fork>1.
Proof. Since
Gjy1 — axapr2 = af4q (1 — k) (3.47)
and {ax}r>0 is a positive sequence, the inequality (3.45) is equivalent to
Af4-2 a2+1(1 —cy) < Af+1
ap a%(l —Ck—1) ap_1’
i.e. 1 1
o< —r < (3.48)
I —cr1 ™ g
And the inequality (3.46]) is equivalent to
1-c
Y e ﬁ < (1+vVI=cp) (3.49)
— Ck—1

We aim to prove the inequality (3.49)).



First we will prove that

(1—vV1I—c)? < g (3.50)
Since {ag }x>0 is a log-concave positive sequence, we have 0 < ¢, < 1. Hence
0<v1l—¢, <1 (3.51)
Multiplying /1 — ¢, we get
0<1—¢c;p <V1I—c. (3.52)
Note that ¢y =1 — (1 — ¢;) and we obtain
a>1—VI—cp>1-VI—ca) (3.53)
Now we proceed to prove that
1 - Ck 2
Te < (1T+V1—cp)” (3.54)
— Ck—1

For 0 < ¢, < @, we have 1 — ¢, > 3_—2‘/5 Applying the right inequality of ([8.48]), we get

3—\/5<1

. 3.55
2(1 = cp—1) ~ Cp—1 (3.55)
Hence ¢;,_1 < 5_2—\/5 And 1 —cp_1 > % It follows that
1-— Cl 5— \/5
< 1 —cg). 3.56
T S5 50 W (350
Therefore, it is sufficient to prove
5—/5 )
———(1—c) < (1++V1—¢cp)". 3.57
Set t = /T — ¢x. Then @ <t <1, ¢ =1—1 and inequality [3.57) is equivalent to
5-V5 , 5
< (1+4+1¢t)”. 3.58
< (1 (3:59)
It is easy to verify that the inequality ([B.58]) holds for
1 1
—(3—+5— — <t< —(3— - . .
5 (3 V5 —1/20 8\/5)_15_2(3 V5 +1/20 — 8V/5) (3.59)
And we can verify that
1 5—1 1
5(3—\/3— 20—8\/3)§\/_2 5155(3—\/5+ 20 — 8V/5). (3.60)

Consequently, we have finished the proof for the inequality (3.54]) for 0 < ¢ < \/52_1.
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For \/52_1 < ¢ <1, actually we could prove that

1—cp 1

<L ca+vitar (3.61)

1—ckg1 7

1—cp_y

Apply the left inequality of (3.48]), multiply o> and we get
1_
1—cpy < c,fk' (3.62)
It follows that 5 1
cho1 > C’j% : (3.63)
Thus 1
Ck
— < 3.64
Ck—1 ~ 2c, — 1 ( )
We aim to prove that for \/52_1 < ¢ <1,
% <+ (3.65)
20k —1

Set t = /T —cg. Then 0 <t < @, cx = 1 — 2, and inequality ([3.65)) is equivalent to

L) (3.66)
1—2t2
Multiplying 11_ff with both sides, we get
1—t < (1+8)(1—2t%),
ie.

tt*+t—1)<o0. (3.67)

Obviously, the inequality (3.67)) holds for ¢ < —1+T\/5 or 0 <t < ‘/52_1. Hence we complete the

proof. |

Remarks. In fact, based on the Theorem B.5] the Theorem [I.4] is a corollary of Theorem
[T And in the proof above, for 0 < ¢ < \/52_1, we could not determine whether C% <

(14 /T —cg)? is true. We ask for an answer to this question.

4 Further Work

In this section, we want to discuss a problem we will concern in the future work.

For the partition function p(n), Hou and Zhang [14] proved that p(n) is 2-log-concave
for n > 221. The fact inspires us to consider the problem whether we can find a sufficient
condition, similar to the inequality (L7]), for both the 2-log-concavity and the higher order
Turédn inequalities for p(n) for n > 221.

11



Actually, Chen, Wang and Xie [7] proved that {p(n + 1)/p(n)}n>116 is log-convex. Hence
{p(n +1)/p(n)}n>116 is convex. Applying Lemma [3.1] then we get that

plk+1)° —p(k)p(k +2) _ p(k+1)
p(k)?2 —p(k —)p(k +1) = p(k —1)

holds for k > 116. However, it seems that we can not find an integer N > 0 to make sure that
the inequality

(4.68)

2
1 — OhOk+2  Qhta
a2 — Qp_10k41 G

holds for p(k) for k > N.

In deed, set )
_ p(n+1)*—p(n)p(n +2)
) = = pln— Dpln 1)’ (469)
and
_p(n+k+2)
Qk(n) = W, (4-70)

then we can verify that, for 224 < n < 225,

g20(n) < f(n) < gao(n — 1),
for 244 < n < 261,

g21(n) < f(n) < gaa(n — 1),
for 268 < n < 291,

g22(n) < f(n) < goa(n — 1),
for 296 < n < 323,

g23(n) < f(n) < gas(n — 1),
for 326 < n < 355,

g24(n) < f(n) < gaa(n — 1),
for 356 < n < 389,

g25(n) < f(n) < gas(n — 1),
and for 390 < n < 425,

g26(n) < f(n) < gag(n — 1).

Based on the verification above, we guess for any integer n > 326, we can find the k = k(n)
to satisfies the inequality

pn+k+2)  pn+1)2—pn)pn+2)  pn+k+1)
Pt k) = P —pln—Dp(it ) = pnt k—1) &)
For k£ > 3, we can easily prove that
2
pln+k+1) _pn+1)? [ p(n)p(n + 2)
Pt E-1) = p)p? (1 \/ Y 1 ) | *72)



Then if we can prove that

pn+k+2) _ pln+1) (1_ \/1_1w>2, (4.73)

pn+k) — pn) p(n+ 1)?

we will find the sufficient condition for both the 2-log-concavity and the higher order Turan
inequalities for p(n) for n > 326.
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