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Abstract

The concepts of differentiation and integration for matrices were introduced for
studying zeros and critical points of complex polynomials. Any matrix is differ-
entiable, however not all matrices are integrable. The purpose of this paper is to
investigate the integrability property and characterize it within the class of diago-
nalizable matrices. In order to do this we study the relation between the spectrum
of a diagonalizable matrix and its integrability and the diagonalizability of the in-
tegral. Finally, we apply our results to obtain a dual Schoenberg type inequality
relating zeros of polynomials with their critical points.
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1 Introduction

Zeros and critical points of a given univariable polynomial are related by the celebrated
Gauss-Lucas theorem stating that critical points belong to the convex hull of zeros. More
detailed and thorough investigation of the relation between zeros and critical points of
a polynomial is an interesting open problem which stimulated already a lot of research
in analytic theory of polynomials. Far reaching progress in this area was established by
the solution of the famous Schoenberg conjecture proved independently by Pereira [12]
and Malamud [10, 11]. This progress was based on the notion of matrix differentiators
introduced much earlier by Davis [5]. In this paper we use the techniques from matrix
analysis and linear algebra to study the inverse concept of integrator of a matrix which
was introduced by Bhat and Mukherjee [1]. Bhat and Mukherjee have shown that any
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matrix is either freely integrable, or uniquely integrable or non-integrable and character-
ized the freely integrable matrices. However, the problem to characterize the latter two
categories was left open. Our paper solves this problem for diagonalizable matrices in
terms of characteristic polynomials. In order to do this we study the relation between the
spectrum of diagonalizable matrix and its integrability and the diagonalizability of the
corresponding integral. Moreover, we apply the obtained results to derive a dual Schoen-
berg type inequality providing an upper bound for the sum of squares of the absolute
values of zeros by an expression in the critical points.

We start by introducing some notations that we need further for the main definitions
of our paper. In this paper denote by C the field of complex numbers, and by K an
arbitrary algebraically closed field. If it is not specifically mentioned, we assume that the
characteristic char K = 0. Let M, ,,,(K) denote the space of all n x m matrices with entries
from K, we write M,, if m = n. Let I, be the unit matrix n x n, O,, be the zero n x n
matrix. We write I and O if the size of the matrix is clear from the context. The transpose
of A € M,,,, is denoted by AT € M., . Vectors in K" are considered as row vectors and

are identified with corresponding n-tuples. The j'th unit vector is denoted by e; and

e=(1,...,1)". For X € M, ,,(K),Y € M;;(K) we denote by X &Y € M, m+:(K) the

block matrix (§ ). In case K = C by ||A||r we denote the Frobenius norm of a matrix

A = (a;), e ||Allr = /> ]aij|?, by ||v]| we denote the Euclidean norm of n dimensional
0]

vector v, i.e. ||[v|| = v 2.

™=

=1
The following notion of matrix differentiability was introduced by Davis in [5] and

further investigated in [1, 2, 3, 9, 12].

Definition 1.1 ([1, Definition 1]). Let A be a linear operator on a complex Hilbert space
H of the dimension n and P be an operator of an orthogonal projection on H with
dim Ker(P) = 1. Let B be an operator satisfying the condition B = PAP|p). Then
P is called a differentiator of the operator A, if characteristic polynomials of A and B

satisfy the condition
1
pi(e) = iy ()

In this case the operator B is usually called a differential of the operator A.

Now without loss of generality we can assume that
I, 0 B u'
=[5 4] a2 ]

where u,v € C".



Differentiators appear to be useful in studying the relation between the zeros of the
polynomial and its critical points. In 2003, Pereira [12] and Malamud [10, 11] inde-
pendently proved the following conjecture using the method of differentiators of finite
dimensional operators.

Theorem 1.2 (Schoenberg’s conjecture (1986) [12, Conjecture 3.1]). Let p(z) be
a degree n. complex polynomial with zeros zy, ..., z, and critical points wy, ..., w,_1. Then

n—1 1 n 2 n—9 n
TR E) SR R wivt
i=1 i=1 i=1

with the equality holds if and only if all z; lie on a straight line.

Comparing the coefficients at "', we obtain tr(B) = -Z5tr(A), which implies that
\ = tr(A) — tr(B) = “tr(B) — tr(B) = "2 = 7(B)
The converse operation of integration was introduced by Bhat and Mukherjee in [1].

Definition 1.3 ([!, Definition 3]). Let B € M,(C), A € M,1(C), then A is called an
integral of B, if
B u'
A - |: v T(B) :| ) (2)

and also pg(z) = %Hp;‘(x) In this case the pair of vectors (u,v) is called an integrator
of B and the element det(A) is called a constant of integration.

For any algebraically closed field K with char K = 0 one can define a formal derivative
and an integral of a polynomial p(z) = a,2™ + ...+ a1z + ag as follows. The derivative is
p'(z) = na,x" ' + ... + 2as7 + ay, and the integral P(x) := n%rlanx”“ + .t tar? +
apr + C, where C' € K is a constant. Then Definitions 1.1 and 1.3 can be considered for
matrices over any algebraically closed field K of characteristic zero. It is straightforward to
check that the results from [1] are also true in this generality. In this paper we investigate
how the integrability depends on the values of zeros, their multiplicities, and integrability

property. Thus below we consider algebraically closed fields of zero characteristic.

Definition 1.4 ([1, Definition 5]). The square matrix B is called integrable if there exists
its integral. A matrix B is called uniquely integrable if it is integrable and there exists
a € C such that for any integral A of the matrix B it holds that det(A) = a. A matrix
B is called freely integrable if for any a € C there exists an integral A of the matrix B,
such that det(A) = a.

Below we collect several examples demonstrating different properties and features of
matrix integrability.
Let us start with an example of freely integrable matrix.
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Example 1.5. [I, Example 4] Fix A € K\ {1}. Consider B = <(1] g\) Observe that for
any t € K,
1 0 1
Ay = 0 A 1 is an integral of B with the constant of integra-
2t—3A+1  (A=1)342t-3XA+1 A4l
2(1-)) 2(1—N) 2
tion .

Indeed, det(z] — A;) = 2 — *& 32 1 33z — ¢, therefore
P, (x) = 32® = 3(A+ 1)z + 3\ = 3(x — 1)(z — A) = 3pp(x) and det(A;) = ¢. Therefore B
is freely integrable.

We now give an example of uniquely integrable matrix.

Example 1.6. Consider the case A = 1, i.e. B = (1] ?) and write the integral in its
1 0 Uy

general foom A= | 0 1 wy |. We have that
V1 U2 1

pa(r) = 2° — 327 + (3 — urvy — uga)w + (ugvy + ugvy — 1),

P(z) = 32% — 62 + (3 — uyv; — upvy) = 3pp(v) = 32° — 62 + 3,
3 — U1UV1 — UV = 3.

Last equation has solutions and det(A) = 1 — (ujv; + ugve) = 1 for any solution. This
implies that B is uniquely integrable.

Finally consider an example of non-integrable matrix.

Example 1.7. [I, Example 4] In [I, Theorem 16] it was shown that any matrix of size
two or three is integrable. However if A\; # A5 then, for example, no integral exists for the
following matrix of the size four: By, ., := diag (A1, A1, A2, A2), i.e., the diagonal matrix
with the entries Ay, A1, Ag, A2 on the diagonal.

A 0 0 0 u
0 A O O ug . .
Indeed, assume that A= | 0 0 X 0 u3 is an integral of By, ,.

0 0 0 X Ug
vi vz vz va T(Bxj a,)

Then p/y(z) = 5pp, ,,(z). Writing down the determinant of xI — A we obtain

pa() = (2=7(Bx, 2,))08, 5, (1) = (ur01+ug02) (=1 ) (2= A2)* = (ugvs+ugva) (2—A1)* (2= Aa).

By direct substitution we have pa(A1) = pa(A2) = 0. Thus the multiplicities of Aj, Ao as
zeros of pa(x) are equal to 3, which is not possible since deg(ps) = 5.



The following example shows that integration can break many matrix properties such
as unitarity.

Example 1.8. Let K = C. Consider an arbitrary unitary non-scalar operator B and its
integral A. It turns out that A is not unitary. Indeed, suppose that A is unitary. Denote

n = deg(pa(z)). Since pp(x) = w then by Theorem 1.2 we obtain
2

n—1 n—9 n

E ‘wZ‘Q S + E |Zi‘27
- n -

i=1 i=1

where 21, ..., z, are the zeros of pa(z), and wy, ..., w,_; are the zeros of pg(z). Since the
spectrum of unitary operator lies on the unit sphere we conclude

n

38

i=1

lz1] = ... = |za| = w1 = ... = w1 = 1.
Therefore
1 n —
n—1< EZzl +n- - and Zzl- > n.
=1 =1
Thus z; = ... = z,, hence w; = ... = w,_1, which contradicts with B being non-scalar.

Remark 1.9. The result of the previous example could be obtained by only using Gauss-
Lucas theorem. Suppose that A is unitary.

1) If A is scalar then B = PAP, where P is an operator of orthogonal projection, is also
scalar.

2) If A is not scalar then, since any unitary operator is diagonalizable, it has at least

% has a zero g, such that pa(zg) # 0.
By the Gauss-Lucas theorem z; lies in the convex hull of the zeros of pa(z). Since the
spectrum of unitary operator lies on the unit sphere we obtain that z lies in the open
unit disc. Thus the spectrum of B does not lie on the unit sphere, which contradicts with

the unitarity of B.

two distinct eigenvalues. Then pg(z) =

Next we consider an example that shows us how one can construct non-integrable
matrices of any even order > 4.

Example 1.10. Consider a diagonal matrix By = diag (\y,...,A,) and B = (Eéo ]_go) .

Then B is integrable if and only if By = AI[,,. Indeed, if the integral exists, then it has the
Bo 0 wup
form A= [ 0 Bo u ) . Denoting X = zly, — B, Y = —(uy,us)", Z = —(v1,12), W =

v1 vy T(B)
xly — 7(B), by the formula for the determinant of block matrix

det (¥ %) = det(X) det(W — ZX 1Y)



we obtain that for any z distinct from the zeros of pg, ()

pa(r) = det (¢l 1 — A) = pig,(x)(x = 7(B) = (v1,v2) (w10 — B) (w1, u2) ")

Since (zl,, — B)™' = dlag(x ERERR, x}/\n, xf/\l,. C )\ ) then
(v1, v9)(2I2n — B) Muy,ug) " = ; pa— for some ¢4,...,t, € K.

Thus pp,(x) ((vl, vo) (o, — B) " uy, uz)T) is a polynomial, which leads to pg,(x) | pa(z).
Therefore if A is an integral of B then

Pa(z) = (2n + 1)pp, ().

Thus any zero of p/y(x) is a zero of pa(x). Therefore ps(z) = (x — N\, pp(z) =
(.T — )\)Qn’ B = )\IQn

In the next example we show how an integrable non-scalar matrix with multiple eigen-
values can be produced.

Example 1.11. Consider the matrix B = (al’é ! 0) with a # b. Then the matrix A =

aly—1 0 0
( 0t (13)) , where = br(B) — a(7(B) + b — a), is an integral of B. Indeed,

palx) = (x —a)" ((x — b)(x — 7(B)) = br(B) + a(r(B) + b—a)) =

=(x—a)" (2= (b+7(B)z+a(r(B) +b—a)) = (z —a)"(x — (1(B) + b — a)).
Then p/y(x) = n(x—a)" *(z—(7(B)+b—a))+(z—a)" = (xr—a)" ' (nz—n(7(B)+b—a)+z—
@) = (=) (n+D)a—n (2L 4 b — a) —a) = (n+1)(2—a)" (2-b) = (n+1)pp(2)

It turns out that an integral of a diagonal matrix could be both diagonalizable or not,
as the following example shows.

Example 1.12. Consider B = I,,, then A; = I, is a diagonalizable integral of B, but it
is straightforward to see that Ay = (n 1) is also an integral of B, since pa,(z) = pa, (z),
but is not diagonalizable.

In previous examples the integrability does not depend on the particular values of
eigenvalues, it only depends on their multiplicities. This in not the case in general, as the
following example shows.



Example 1.13. Consider B = diag (a, a, b, b, ¢). Let us show that if A =

coooe
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~

is an integral of B then py(z) = (z — a)*(x — b)®. Indeed,
pa(@) = (z — a)*(z = b)*(z — ¢)(z — 7(B)) — (viur + vauz)(z — @) (z — b)*(z — €)=

—(vgus + vauy)(z — a)*(x — b)(x — ¢) — vsus(x — a)?(x — b)2.

Thus if p/y(z) = 6pp(x) then

pala) = pala) = pi(a) = pa(b) = pis(b) = pia(b) =0,

hence
VU + Vol = V3U3 + vauy = 0,
pa(x) = (x — a)*(x — b)*(z — ¢)(x — 7(B)) — vsus(z — a)*(x — b)*.
Therefore
pa(a) = 2(a —0)*((a — ¢)(a — 7(B)) — vsus) =0,
Pa(0) = 2(a = 0)*((b— ¢)(b — 7(B)) — vsus) = 0,

thus (z — ¢)(z — 7(B)) — vsus = (v — a)(z — b) and pa(x) = (z — a)3(z — b)3.
Thus p/s(z) = 6(z — a)*(z — b)*(x — “E2). Hence if ¢ # %t then B is not integrable.
On the other hand if ¢ = £ then

a000 0 0
0a00 0 0

A— [o0b0 0 0
=1lo000b 0 0
0000 ¢ 1

0000 cr(B)—ab 7(B)

is an integral of B. Indeed,
pa(@) = (z —a)’(z = 0)*((z — ¢)(x — 7(B)) + ab — c7(B)),
palx) = (2 —a)*(x — b)*(2* — (c + 7(B))x + ab),

pa(@) = (¢ — a)’(x — b2 — (a+ b + ab) = (& — )*(x — b)",

(o) = 6 = o =0 (= 57 ) = 6paa).

In [1, Corollary 10] it was proved that the following alternative holds: a matrix is either
freely integrable, or uniquely integrable, or non-integrable. It is shown in [I, Theorem
9] that a matrix is freely integrable if and only if it is non-derogatory. However, the
recognition question for integrability or non-integrability of a given matrix remained open.



In this paper we investigate integrability for any diagonalizable matrices in terms of the
multiplicities of their eigenvalues. We find the conditions on multiplicities that determine
if a matrix is integrable or not and show that for all other tuples there are both integrable
and non-integrable matrices. Also we present a criterion for the diagonalizability of an
integral of a diagonalizable matrix. Multiple integration is considered as well. As a
corollary we characterize sequences of diagonalizable matrices in which each term is an
integral of the previous one.

Our paper is organized as follows. Section 2 is devoted to studying the existence of a
full integral of a polynomial (Theorem 2.14). Section 3 describes the relation between the
integrability of a diagonalizable matrix and full integrals of its characteristic polynomial
(Theorem 3.8). This section also describes the integrability for any diagonalizable matrices
in terms of the multiplicities of their eigenvalues (Theorem 3.13). In Section 4 we provide
a criterion for an integral to be diagonalizable and consider multiple integration (Theorem
4.1 and Corollary 4.3). In Section 5, we apply our results to obtain a dual Schoenberg
type inequality for polynomials with full integrals (Theorem 5.1 and Corollary 5.2).

2 Existence of a full integral of a polynomial

In this section we investigate the relations between the zeros of a characteristic polynomial
of a matrix, and its integral. It turns out that these questions can be reduced to the results
on the full integrals of polynomials from the recent paper [4].

Definition 2.1. [, Definition 1.1] We say that p is a polynomial of type (k,m), where k
and m are non-negative integers, if p has k different simple zeros and m different multiple
Zeros.

Consider some polynomials of different types.

Example 2.2. Assume that A\; # Ao. Then (x — A;)(x — A2) is the polynomial of type
(2,0).

(xr — A1)(x — A\2)T is the polynomial of type (1,1),

(z — A\1)*(z — A\p)? is the polynomial of type (0,2).

Definition 2.3. [1, Definition 1.3] The polynomial P € K[z] is called a full integral of
the polynomial p € K[z], if P’ = p and for any A € K satisfying (z — \)?|p we have that
(x — A)|P. In other words, any multiple zero of the polynomial p is a zero of P.

Remark 2.4. The existence of full integrals splits into cases similarly as the existence of
integrals of the matrices do. As was shown in [4, Lemmas 3.1, 3.2]:

1) If m = 0 then any integral of p is its full integral (which is similar to freely integrable
matrix);

2) If m > 0 then either p does not have a full integral (similar to non-integrable matrix)
or p has unique full integral (similar to uniquely integrable matrix).
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Consider several examples.

Example 2.5. Let p(z) = 2.

1. Polynomial P;(z) = % is a full integral of the polynomial p(z), since 0 is a zero of
the polynomial P (z).

2. Polynomial Py(x) = 2® + 1 is an integral of the polynomial p(z), but it is not a full
integral since 0 is not a zero of the polynomial P(x).

The full integrals of polynomials are closely related with the integrals of diagonalizable
matrices. In the next section we will show that a diagonalizable matrix is integrable if
and only if its characteristic polynomial has a full integral. Let us introduce the following
notations and use them further.

Notation 2.6. By polynomial f we denote the polynomial of type (k,m)
f@)y=(z—ay)...(xr —ag)(x—0)" ... (x — by)*™,

where aq,...,a,by,...,b, € K are pair-wise distinct, k,m € NU {0}, aq,...,q,, €
N\ {1}. We also denote

q(x) == (x —by)* ... (¢ — by)*™,

Q(z) :==qz)(x —by) ... (x — bp),
h(z):=(x —ay)...(z— ag).

Let K;[z] be the linear space of polynomials of the degree less than or equal to .

We denote by U; C K;[z] the subspace of polynomials having zero value in b;, i =
1,...,m. Uy C K;[z] denotes the subspace of polynomials of the degree strictly less than
l,andU:UOUU1 U ... UUm.

For a fixed polynomial f we consider the map
O1m : Ki[r] — Ky [2],

defined by
(Qg)'

Plm - g —> ———.
q

Below we provide several results concerning full integrals of polynomials proved in [4]
since they appeared to be useful for matrix integrability.

Lemma 2.7. [/, Lemmas 2.7, 2.8] The map ¢, ,,, has following properties:
1. pim 15 a linear map;
2. the kernel Kery m, = 0;
3. if m > 1, then (Impym UU) C Kiypm1[z], and this inclusion is strict;
4. if m =1, then @y, is invertible;
5. the image Imyy,m € U.



Lemma 2.8. [/, Theorem 3.7] Let m >k + 1. Then f does not have a full integral.
Lemma 2.9. [/, Theorem 3.8] Let m = 1. Then f has a full integral.

Lemma 2.10. [/, Lemma 2.18] Let f, g € K[z| be polynomials without common multiple
zeros. Then the set T := {t € K| f +tg € K[z]| has a multiple zero} is finite.

Lemma 2.11. Let f has a full integral. Then f € q - Impy_mi1m-

Proof. Let F € K|x] be a full integral of f. Since all multiple zeros of f are by, ..., by,
and they are zeros of F, it follows that F' = Qg, for some g € K[z]. Thus gh = [ =
F' = (Qg), ie. h = (Q_;;)’ = Qk—m+1,m(g). Therefore h € Im pj_41m, and thus f €
q-Imog_mi1m- O

Lemma 2.12. Let m > 1. Then there exist a;,b; such that f does not possess a full
integral.

Proof. If k+1 < m, then by Lemma 2.8 any polynomial f does not possess a full integral.

Thus further we can assume that &£+ 1 > m.

Denote ¢ := @i_m41,m and consider by, ..., b,, being fixed.

By Item 3 of Lemma 2.7 we can find the polynomial ¢ € Ki[z] \ (Im¢ U U). Now
consider the family of polynomials H := {g + c¢|c¢ € K}. If two different polynomials
g+c1, g+ co € Imyp then

ca(g+c1) —ci(g+c2) = (c2 —c1)g € Im o,

which contradicts to the choice of g. Hence, [Imp N H| < 1.
Similarly, for any ¢ = 0, ..., m if two different polynomials g + ¢1, g + ¢o € U;, then

c2(g+c1) —c(g+c)=(c2—c1)g €U,

thus [U;NH| <1foralli=0,...,m.

Therefore, we obtain that the set Hy := H N (Imp U U) is finite.

Moreover from Lemma 2.10 we obtain that the set H; := {r € H | r has multiple zero}
is also finite.

Since the set H is infinite then the set H \ (Hy U H;) is non-empty. Choose an
arbitrary polynomial h € H \ (HyU H;) and observe that the polynomial f = gh satisfies
the conditions of the lemma. Indeed,

1) The polynomial f has the form f = (x —aq)...(x — ag)(z — b)) ... (z — by)*™"
since h(b;) #0, i =1,...,m and h has no multiple zeros and deg(h) = k.

2) Since h ¢ Im ¢ then f ¢ ¢ - Im .

Therefore from the Lemma 2.11 we obtain that the polynomial f does not possess a
full integral. O
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Lemma 2.13. Let m > 1 and k+ 1 > m. Then there exist a;,b; such that f possesses a
full integral.

Proof. Consider pair-wise different by,...,b,, € K such that the polynomial Q(z) :=
(x—0b)) ™ (2 —Dby)* T is a full integral of its derivative. Such by, ..., b,, exist by [4,
Theorem 3.3].

Consider the map ¢ := @i_m41,m from Definition 2.6. By Lemma 2.7, Item 5, there
exists a polynomial h; € Im¢ \ (ImpNU).

Case 1. Let k+1 =m. Set hy := hy. By its definition hy = c% for some ¢ € K. Then
the polynomials hq, ho do not have multiple zeros. Indeed, @ is a full integral of @' and
therefore any multiple zero of ()" is a zero of (). Then any multiple zero of )’ is equal to
b; for some i = 1,..., m. However, %/(bi) # (0 for any ¢ = 1,...,m. Thus %, hi, and hs
do not have multiple zeros.

Case 2. Let £+ 1 > m. Denote by x1,...,x the zeros of the polynomial h;. From
the definition of h; we have that x; # b; for all i = 1,...,k, j = 1,...,m. Therefore,
Q(z;) #0, qz;) #0, i=1,... k.

Denote W; = {r(z) € Klz]|r(z;) = 0}, i = 1,..., k. Let us show that Imp & W :=
Wy U ... U W, UU. Indeed, we consider p(z + ¢), where ¢ € K.

(r+0Q) _ Q+(r+0Q

olr+c) =
q q

If Q' (z;) # 0, then for ¢ = —Q(mi)”é?(/m(f)i)*q(m, we obtain that p(x + ¢)(x;) =1 # 0.
If Q' (x;) =0, then since Q(x;) # 0 we have that ¢(z + ¢)(z;) = q((;;)) # 0.

Therefore Im oW, i = 1,..., k, are proper subspaces of Im . Since Im ¢ ¢ U, then
Im ¢ N U is a proper subspace of Im ¢. Thus due to [8, Theorem 1.2] Imep € W7 U ... U
Wi UU. Hence Imo ¢ W.

Let us consider the polynomial hy € Im ¢\ (Im pNW). Since hy ¢ W, the polynomials
hy and hy have no common zeros. In particular, they do not have common multiple zeros.

So, in both cases above we constructed two polynomials hy, he € Im ¢ \ U that do not
have common multiple zeros. Denote by

H = {hl—i—thQ\tEK}CImgo,

Hy = {h1+th2|t € K, hy + the GIHIQOHU} C H,
Hy :={hy +thy |t € K, hg+ thy has multiple zeros} C H
From Lemma 2.10 we have that the set H; is finite.
Let us show that the cardinality |Hy| is at most 1.
Assume that h1 + tlhg, h1 -+ t2h2 € HQ, tl 7é tQ. Then hl + tlhg, h1 + tQhQ eU.

Therefore, (hy + t1he) — (hy + tahy) = (t1 — ta)hy € U. Thus hy € U which contradicts to
the definition of hs.
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Therefore since the set H C Im ¢ is infinite and the sets Hy and H; are finite we can
choose a certain polynomial h € H \ (HyU H;).

It remains to show that the polynomial f := gh satisfies the conditions of the lemma.
Indeed,

1) f has the form f = (z —aqy)...(x —ag)(x — b)) ... (x — by)*™, since h(b;) # 0, by
its construction h does not have multiple zeros, and we have deg(h) = k.

2) The polynomial Qp~1(h) is a full integral of the polynomial f since an arbitrary
multiple zero of f is a zero of q. Therefore, the same holds for the zeros of polynomial @
and, moreover, for the polynomial Qp~1(h). Also

(Qe~'(h))'

f=dqh=qp(e7'(h) = = (Qe'(h))".

O

Theorem 2.14. Let f € K[x] be a polynomial of the type (k,m), k > 0,m > 0. Then the
following alternative is true:

1) If m <1 then the polynomial f has a full integral.

2) If m > k + 1 then the polynomial f does not have a full integral.

3) For any pair (k,m) which does not satisfy 1) and 2) and any sequence oy, . ..,y
such that o; > 1, there are both possibilities:

a) there exists a polynomial fi of the type (k,m) with the multiplicities o, ...,y of
multiple zeros, such that there exists a full integral of f1, and

b) there exists a polynomial fy of the type (k,m) with the multiplicities v, . .., a, of
multiple zeros, such that there is no full integral of fs.

Proof. The first item is a direct application of Lemma 2.9. The second one is proved in
Lemma 2.8. Lemma 2.13 implies Condition 3a) and Lemma 2.12 implies Condition 3b).
O

3 Matrix integrability and full integrability of poly-
nomials

The following result is proved in [I] for matrices over the field of complex numbers,
however, its proof holds for an arbitrary field K.

Lemma 3.1. [/, Lemma 7] If A € M,1(C) is an integral of B € M,(C) with cor-
responding integrator (v,u), here v,u € C", then for any X € GL,(C) it holds that
(S9)A (Xo_l (1)) is an integral of X BX 1 with corresponding integrator (vX 1 uX").

This lemma allows one to reduce different questions concerning diagonalizable matri-
ces to the case of diagonal ones. Therefore below we restrict ourselves to the diagonal
matrices.

12



Notation 3.2. Denote B = diag (by,...,b1, ..., by .., b, a1, ..., ar) € M,(K) with the
%/—/ ———

OCm

characteristic polynomial ps = f, from Notamon 2.6, i.e.

p=(r—ay)...(x—ag)(x—0)"...(x = by)*

.
We denote A = B TI(LB) € M, 1(K), where v = (vy,...,0,),u = (u1,...,u,) € K"

We also define Cp =0, C; =Ci1 + oy, i =1,...,mand dj = Cy, + j, here j =1,... k.
Below we always assume that A4 and B are as in Notation 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. The following decomposition holds:

pale) = (& ~ 7(B)ps(a) — 3w 2L Q

i=1
where \; is the element of B located at position (i,1).

Proof. Follows from the Laplace decomposition of p4(x) = det(xI —.A) by the last column
since B is diagonal. O

Corollary 3.4. Let A € K be an eigenvalue of B of the multiplicity | > 1. If A is an

integral of B then X is an eigenvalue of A of the multiplicity | + 1 and ) wjv; =0,
JiAj=A
where \; is the element of B located at position (7, j).

Proof. We compute p4(A) by the formula (3). Each summand is zero since A is a multiple
zero of pg = (z — A1) ... (z — A,). Hence pa(A) = 0. Since p/4(z) = (n + 1)pg, it follows
that \ is a zero of p4 of the multiplicity [ + 1.

Thus (z — )”1 | pa(x). In particular (z — \)'| pa(x).

Since (z — \)! | pg(x) it follows that (z — \)'| (z — 7(B))ps(x) and for \; # A it holds
that (z )\)l | pi(z)

T—N; °
Therefore by (3) we get (x —A)'| Y wv;2Z852. Then from (z — \)! J(pB(x it follows
J: AJ*
that
Z U;v; = 0.
JiAj=A

O

Lemma 3.5. Two coefficients at the two highest degrees of pa(x) do not depend on the
choice of the vectors v and u.

Proof. In the formula (3) the degrees of all summands except the first one do not exceed
deg(pa) — 2. 0

13



Lemma 3.6. Let A be an integral of B € M,(K). Then

pa(e) = (2~ 7(B))pis(a) — 3 g P ()

Tr — a;

Proof. Separating the summands in the formula (3) into the two sums corresponding to
multiple and simple zeros, we have by Lemma 3.3 that

PB pB
pa(z) = (z —7(
C;
where y; = —ug, -vg, i =1,...,kand z; = >, —wv;, i=1,...,m.
j=Ci_1+1
By Corollary 3.4 we obtain that z; =0, ¢ =1,..., m. Therefore
~ ps(n)
B
pa(z) = (z = 7(B))ps(x) + Y yi———".
i=1 !

Corollary 3.7. Let K = C and A be an integral of B and let

a N
A’Z(B, Y ), where u, = v, = u?vl, ! Lyeees
o' 7(B) 0,i=1,...,Cp.

Then
1. A’ is also an integral of B.

k
2. [|ANE = IBlIE + (B +2 2 [ua;va|

nT
3. For any integral A" = (5, :(B)) of B with py = par it holds that ||A'||3 <
A" [
Proof. 1. Applying the formula (4) we get

k
pa(z) = (x—7( Z Uy V), ps(@ = (x—7(B))ps(z) —Z U, Uy, 58_(2)

‘r—a;

= pa().

Therefore A’ is an integral of B.
2. Let us compute the Frobenius norm of A" by the definition of a norm and taking

into account that B is a submatrix of A" and definition of u}, v}
k
A7 = 11BI% + 1 (B)* + (|| + ||[V'I* = [|BIF + [7(B)* +2 ) Jua,val.
i=1

14



3. Since A” is an integral of B, the equality (4) implies

k
par(a) = oz~ 7(B)ps(a) — S g 2L
i=1 !
By the conditions p4 = pa~. It follows that
oty B (a;) = —par(a;) = —pala:) = ugvg, (a;), i=1,....k
T —ay U —ay
Therefore ug vy = uq,vq,, i =1,..., k. Observe that

k k
A1 = [1BI[E + [ (B)I* + [[a|I* + [[0"112 = [1BIIE + |7 (B)* + > lug |* + > Jvg, >
i=1 i=1

Combining with the item 2 we obtain that to prove ||A’||% < ||A”]|% it is sufficient to

show [u]; |* 4 [v] |* > 2]ug,va,|, which holds because

0 S (|U/gz - "ng‘)2 = ‘UZZ‘Q + |U(/1/i|2 - 2|ug,v(/1/1| = |ug,|2 + |,U(/1/i‘2 - Q‘U‘divdi

The following statement summarizes our previous study.
Theorem 3.8. B is integrable if and only if ps(z) has a full integral.

Proof. Let us prove the necessity. Let B be integrable and A be an integral of B. Then
by definition p/; = (n + 1)pp and by Lemma 3.6

pa=(@—7B)ps+ Y wie w €K, (5)

B
T — a;
i=1 v

Substituting z = b; to the formula (5) one has that p4(b;) =0 for all i = 1,...,m. Thus
F = n%rlpA is a full integral of pg.
Let us prove the sufficiency. Assume now that there exists a full integral F' of pg. Let

us show that there exist vg,, ..., vq, € K such that A is an integral of B, where the couple
of vectors v = (0,...,0,v4,,...,vq,) and v = (1,...,1) is the corresponding integrator.
c

From the formula for p4 and the definition for F' we have that ¢ divides p4 and F'.
Recalling h, ¢ from Notation 2.6 we denote

- HEF h
Py =, F’;:M7 hai = — g:pA—<n—|—1)F7 ’lIl,,k

q q T — ay



Consider the equation py = (n + 1)F. If we take v = (0,...,0,vq,,...,vq,) and u =
——

Cm
(1,...,1) then this becomes an equation with k variables vy, ..., vq,. We now show that
Vg, = %, i =1,..., k is the solution for this equation. By the direct substitution

of a; and the chosen values of u and v into the formula for p4 we obtain that p4(a;) =
Vg, * ha,(a;), i=1,... k. So

g(a;) =pala;) — (n+ 1)F(a;) = vg,he,(a;) — (n+1)F(a;) =0, i=1,... k.

By Lemma 3.5 and the definition of F' we obtain that the coefficients at monomials z"*
and z" in polynomials py4 and (n 4+ 1)F are equal. Therefore deg(g) < n — 1. Since
q(a;) #0,i=1,... k, it follows from

0= g(a;) = q(a;)(Pala;) — F(a;)), i=1,... k,
that pa(a;) = F(a;), i =1,...,k, and since deg(ps — F) <n — 1 —deg(q) = k — 1, then

_ (nkD)F(a)

pa=F. Thus pa = qpa = qF = (n+ 1)F. Hence for vy, men)

,1=1,..., k we get

pa(x) = (n+1)F = (n+ )ps.

Corollary 3.9. Let A be an integral of B. Then %HpA 15 a full integral of pg.

Proof. Directly shown at the end of the proof of sufficiency of Theorem 3.8. U
Corollary 3.10. If ps(z) has a full integral F(z) then an integrator of B can be chosen
as followsu; =1, 1=1,...,n, vy =...=vg, =0, vg, = %, i1=1,..., k. In this
case py(x) = (n+ 1)F(z).

Proof. Directly shown in the proof of Theorem 3.8. O
Remark 3.11. Corollary 3.10 does not describe all possible integrators and corresponding
integrals. For example, if (u,v) is an integrator of B, then for any s € K\ {0} the pair
of vectors (su, s~ 'v) is also an integrator of B, which is not described by Corollary 3.10.
Indeed, as it is shown in Lemma 3.3 the characteristic polynomial depends only on the

products of the coordinates of the vectors v and v with the equal indices. The integral A
is determined by the choice of the integrators u, v.

Corollary 3.12. Let ps(x) has a full integral F(x). Then the formula

{0, i=1,...,Cp,

U; = v; =

i = Vi (D F(a) ; _
W,Z—Cerl,...,n.

for integrators determines the integral A of B with pa(z) = (n + 1)F(z) such that its

(n+1)F(a;)
hai (ai :

k
Frobenius norm is the least possible. In this case || A||% = ||B||%+|7(B)[?+2 > )
i=1
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Proof. Direct application of Corollary 3.7 and Corollary 3.10. U

Theorem 3.13. Let B be a diagonal matrixz introduced in Notation 3.2. Then

1) if m < 1 then the matriz B has an integrator,

2)if m >k + 1 then the matriz B does not have an integrator,

3) in the other cases the existence of integrators depends on the values of the eigenvalues
of B, i.e. for any sequence of multiplicities there are eigenvalues for which an integrator
exists and there are eigenvalues for which integrator does not exist.

Proof. By Theorem 3.8 the integrability of a matrix is equivalent to the full integrability
of its characteristic polynomial. Then Theorem 2.14 is applicable and concludes the
proof. O

Remark 3.14. The subset of integrable matrices is dense in M, (C) and the subset of
non-integrable matrices is sparse.

Proof. Indeed, the subset of non-derogatory diagonalizable matrices is dense, by the first
item of Theorem 3.13 such matrices are integrable. The complement to the subset of non-
derogatory matrices is sparse, therefore the subset of non-integrable matrices is sparse. [

Lemma 3.15. Let m > 1 and q(z) € Clz] be fized. Denote by S C M, (C) the subset
of matrices such that q is a factor of their characteristic polynomials. Then the subset of
non-integrable matrices S; C S is dense in S and the subset of integrable matrices Sy C S
s sparse in S.

Proof. By Lemma 2.11 if f ¢ ¢ - Im @g_sn11,, then f does not possess a full integral.
Since
dimIm g mirm =k —m+2 < k+1 = dim Cy[z],

one has Im @y, 1.m is sparse in Cilz] and ¢ - Im g1, 1S sparse in g - Cglx].
Consider the map
0:S — q-Cylx],
o(M) = pu(z).

Since o is continuous then o' (g-Im Yk 1 1.,) is sparse in S as a preimage of sparse subset
under the action of the surjective continuous map o. Hence Sy C 07 (¢ - Im @k —pmr1.m) 18
sparse in S.

Since S = S; U Sy then S; is dense in S. O

4 Diagonalizability of the integral

Theorem 4.1. Let A be an integral of B. Then A is diagonalizable if and only if the
following two conditions are satisfied simultaneously for the integrators u,v:
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1. uyy=vy=...=ug, =vc, =0,
2. v, = ug, = 0 for any i such that p4(a;) = 0.
Here we use the notations for coordinates and indices introduced in Notation 3.2.

Proof. By Corollary 3.9 the characteristic polynomial p4(z) is a full integral of n%rlpg(:c).
Hence, pa(z) = Q(x)H (x) for some H(z) € K[z|, here Q(z) is defined by Notation 2.6.

1. The multiplicities of the zeros of H(z) are less than or equal to 2. Indeed, the zeros
of H(x) of the multiplicity greater than 2 are the multiple zeros of pg(z). But all the
multiple zeros of pg(z) are included into Q(x), and thus cannot be the zeros of H(z).

2. Let us prove the necessity. Assume that the conditions 1 and 2 are satisfied. To
show that A is diagonalizable we calculate dim Ker(.A — AI) for all multiple eigenvalues
A of A in order to show that the geometric multiplicity of each eigenvalue coincides with
its algebraic multiplicity. The general situation splits into the following two cases since
the only multiple zeros of p(z) are the zeros of pg(z).

21. X =1b;, i = 1,...,m. Without loss of generality we assume that i = 1. As the
multiplicity of A in A is ag + 1, we need to show that dim Ker(A — A\I) = ay + 1. For any
j=1,...,a; the vector e; € Ker(A — A\I), since

a; — b1 0 e 0 U,
m 0 . . : :
(A—)\I)GJZ Oal@@(bz_bl)jal@ 0 6]‘20.
=2 0 . 0 ap—0b1 u,
Vay e oo vy T(B)

Therefore dim Ker(A — ) > a;.
Consider the submatrix A" € My (K) of A such that A = diag {b1,...,b1,...,bm,...,bn}
—_———

———
®A’. Then pa(x) = q(x)pa(x). Since (x — b)) | pa(x), it follows that pa(by) =
0. Hence det(A” — A) = 0 and there exists a vector w = (wi,...,wgy1) such that

(A" — b I)w" = 0. This provides the (a; + 1)—st vector in Ker(A — \I), i.e.:

(A= XD)(0,...,0,wr, ..., wpe1)" =0.
Cm
It is straightforward to see that {e;, ..., eq4,, w} is a linearly independent system of vectors.
Thus dim Ker(A—M\I) = a3 +1 equals to the algebraic multiplicity of \. Hence the Jordan

block corresponding to A is diagonal.
22. X ¢ {by,...,by}. It is shown in the item 1 that in this case the multiplicity of

Ais 2. Thus A = a; for some j = 1,..., k. Without loss of generality we assume j = 1.
Then by the assumptions we have vy, = ug, = 0. Thus
A—\D(0,...,0,1,0,...,0)" =0. 6
( ) A ) (6)
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To construct the other vector we consider the submatrix A” € M (K) of A such that

.A:diag{bl,...,bl,...,bm,...,bm,al}EBA".
—_—— —_——
Then py(z) = q(x)(x—ay)par(z). Since (x—a1)? | pa(z) then par(a;) = 0. Hence there ex-
ists a vector z = (21, ..., z) such that (A”—XI)z" = 0. Then (A—XI)(0,...,0,21,...,2) =
——

Con+1
0. Together with the equality (6) this implies dim Ker(A — A\I) = 2.

3. Let us prove the sufficiency. Assume that some coordinate of u and v corresponding
to the common eigenvalues of A and B is nonzero. We can consider two cases:

3.1. The common eigenvalue of A and B is a multiple eigenvalue of B. Since all the
multiple zeros of ps are the zeros of py, it follows that m > 0. Without loss of generality
uy # 0. Consider the vector w' = pcy117cy01 + oy 1oTcy e + « oo + fnTn + p1r1, where r;
is the i—th row of (A — b,1). Then for its coordinates we have

(o I
Wy =Wy = ... = Weg, =0,
/ _ .
W, 1 = Hoyyilby —b1), 1 =1,..., ay,
/ . .
We, 1 = Hepyi(bs —b1), 1=1,..., s,
!/ .
W, i = W 4i(bm — 1), 1 =1, am,
! L

If w =0 then y; =0, ¢ = Cy,...,n. In this case w),,; = puq, so gy = 0. This means
that w' = 0 if and only if 41y = ... = p, = 0. Therefore the first row of (A — b;1) and the
rows with the indices a; 4+ 1,...,n form a linearly independent set. Hence the rank of

(A—0b11) is at least n—ay + 1. Therefore dim Ker(A—b1) = n+1—rk(A) < a; < a;+1.
Thus A is not diagonalizable.

3.2. The common eigenvalue of A and B is a simple eigenvalue of B. Then k > 0.
Without loss of generality ug, # 0, pa(a;) = 0. Consider the vector w” = pyry + pors +
..o+ pnry, where r; is the i—th row of (A — a;7). Then for its coordinates we have

()
wy, =0,

"o .
Wy, = pa,(a; —ay), i=2,...k,

" _ .
wCo-i—i - Mco+i(b1 - al), 1 = 1, e, O,

I _ y
wC1+i - /"Lcl+l'(b2 - al)? 1= 17 . '7&27

n _ y
\WE, i = MOy +ilbm —a1), i =1, o

If w" =0then u; =0, i =1,...,n, i # di. In this case w;, | = pq,uq,, thus pg = 0.
This means that w = 0 if and only if u; = ... = p, = 0. Therefore the first n rows of
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(A — ayI) form linearly independent set. So the rank of (A — a,7) is at least n. Hence
dimKer(A—al) =n+1—rk(A) <2. Thus A is not diagonalizable. O

Corollary 4.2. Let B be an integrable diagonalizable matriz. Then among the integrals
of B there are both non-diagonalizable matrices and diagonalizable matrices.

B u'
Proof. Let A = <U (B)

1) Assume that A has at least one common eigenvalue with B. For given vectors v, u
consider the vectors

) be an integral of B.

vV=(1,...,1),u = (u},...,u,), where u, = ¢ % v #
O, U; =0.

a
From Lemma 3.3 we obtain that A" = <§ TIEB)) is an integral of B3, since p4(x) = pa ().
By Theorem 4.1 A’ is not diagonalizable.
1.1) If B has a multiple eigenvalue, then any integral of B has a common eigenvalue with B
due to Corollary 3.4. Thus by the item 1 one can construct a non-diagonalizable integral
of B.
1.2) Otherwise B is non-derogatory, so by [1, Theorem 9] for any ¢ € K there exists such
integral A; of B that py,(z) = pa(xz) —t. Denote by A some eigenvalue of B. Then A is an
eigenvalue of A, ,(n). Thus A, is an integral of B with a common eigenvalue with B,
therefore by the item 1 one can construct a non-diagonalizable integral of B.

2) For given v, u consider vectors v” = (vf,..., v} ), u" = (uf,...,ul), where

e n N
.
0, viu; = 0;
u; = < 0, u; corresponds to a multiple eigenvalue;

| u;, otherwise;

(
O, Vil; = 0,

v; = < 0, v; corresponds to a multiple eigenvalue;

| v;. otherwise

Zan
From Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 we obtain that A" = <5, 77:L(B)

since pa(x) = par(x). Let A be a simple eigenvalue of B, which is also an eigenvalue of
A. Then by Lemma 3.3 we obtain

) is an integral of B,

PB

0=pa(\) = —uivim()\), for some 1.
Since (xp_‘@/\)()\) # 0, then uwv; = 0, so u] = v/ = 0. Thus any coordinate of v",u” that
corresponds to a common eigenvalue of A” and B is equal to 0. Hence by Theorem 4.1
A" is diagonalizable. ]
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Corollary 4.3. There exists a sequence of diagonalizable matrices B = By, Bs, . .., such
that By, is an integral of B;,1 € N of and only if there exists a sequence of polynomials

pe(x) = p1(x), pa(x), ..., such that piy1(x) is a full integral of p;(x),i € N.

Proof. 1. Let us prove the necessity. If the sequence B = By, Bs, ..., such that B;,; is
an integral of B;, i € N, exists then by Corollary 3.9 the sequence pg, (), mp&(x),
1

mp& (x),... has the desired property.

2. Let us prove the sufficiency. If the sequence pg(x) = pi(z),p2(x),. .., such that
pir1(z) is a full integral of p;(x),7 € N, exists then by taking an diagonalizable integral
we obtain the sequence By, B, ... with the desired property. O

Let us remind that %k is the number of the simple zeros of a polynomial p, and m is
the number of its different multiple roots, in accordance with Definition 2.1.

Lemma 4.4. Let m = 0. Then there exists a sequence of diagonalizable matrices B =
By, By, ..., where B; 1 is an integral of B;, i € N.

Proof. If m = 0 then B is integrable by Theorem 3.13. Let A be an integral of B. Since
B is non-derogatory then by [1, Theorem 9] for any ¢ € K there exists an integral A; of B
such that py,(z) = pa(x) — t. Taking ¢ different from p4(A), A € spec(B) we obtain that
pa,(A) # 0, thus py,(z) has no multiple zeros and A, is non-derogatory. Therefore for
any non-derogatory diagonalizable matrix there exists a non-derogatory diagonalizable
integral. Thus we can construct the desired sequence. O

Lemma 4.5. Consider a sequence of diagonalizable matrices B = By, Bs, ..., By, where
B;y1 is an integral of B; for eachi=1,...,l—1. Thenm <1+ %

Proof. Let F(x) be a full integral of pg(z) = (x —aq) ... (x —ag)(z —b1)** ... (x — by,)*™,
where ay, ..., ag, by, ..., b, € Kare pair-wise distinct and oy, ..., a,, € N\ {1}, i.e., pg(x)
has k simple zeros and m multiple zeros. Then (x — b)) " .. (z — b,,)* ™ | F(x). Thus
F(z) has at least m multiple zeros. Since deg F'(x) = deg pg(z)+ 1 then F'(z) has at most
k+1—m zeros different from by, ..., b,,. Hence F'(x) has at most k + 1 —m simple roots.
If m > 1 then k+1—m < k. Hence F(z) has less simple zeros than pg(z). Therefore the
number of simple zeros of pp, () is at most k — (m —1)(l — 1) and the number of multiple
zeros is at least m. Therefore by Theorem 3.13 we have

E—(m-1)(1-1)>m-—1,
B> (- 1)(m—1)

<1+ i
m —.
- [—1
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Lemma 4.6. Let m = 1 and k < 2. Then there exists a sequence of diagonalizable
matrices B = By, By, ..., where By is an integral of B;, © € N.

Proof. 1. If k = 0 then B = A\I,, and the sequence A\I,,, AI,,;1,... satisfies the conditions
of the lemma.
2. If k = 1 then pg = (x — a)(x — )" 1. Tt is straightforward to see that F; =

(z—A1)(z—b)", where \; = a+%2, is a full integral of ps. Similarly, F, = ( r—

1 1
n+1)(n+2)

n+1
A2)(z — b)" ™! where Ay = A\ + ’)Ll;lb. Thus we obtain the sequence of polynomials Fy =
ps, 1, Fy, ..., where F; is a full integral of F;_;, i € N. By Corollary 4.3 we obtain the

required sequence B = By, Bs, . . .. O

Remark 4.7. If m = 1 and k& > 2 then the integral A of B can be non-integrable. For
example, if ps(z) = 2*(z — 3)(x — 5) then it is straightforward to check that F(x) =
t2*(x — 5) is the only full integral of pg(z). Thus pa(z) = 5F(x) by Corollary 3.9.
Hence by Theorem 3.13 A is not integrable.

5 Applications to dual Schoenberg type inequality

Sendov’s conjecture for polynomials was first formulated in 1958. It was then mentioned
in Hayman’s famous research problems book [(].

Sendov conjecture (1958): Let p be a polynomial of degree n > 2 with zeros z1, ..., 2,
and critical points wy, ..., w,_1. Then,

max min |w; — zx| < max |z .
1<k<n 1<i<n—1 1<k<n

The conjecture remains unsolved although attempts to verify this conjecture have led
to many interesting research results. The readers are referred to the survey papers [15],
[17] as well as the two excellent books on the analytic theory of polynomials, [14] and
[18]. Another conjecture relating the zeros and critical points of a polynomial is the
Schoenberg’s conjecture [16]. Let 21, 29, ..., 2z, be the zeros of a polynomial p = ¢,2" +

...+ ¢o of degree n, wy,wy, ..., w, 1 be the critical points of p, and let G = (1/n) >_ 2
i=1
be the arithmetical mean of the zeros of a polynomial p. It can be readily seen that this

n—1
value is equal to the arithmetical mean of the critical points of p, G = (1/(n—1)) > w;.
i=1

Cn—1

Indeed, by Vieta’s formulas applied for p we obtain > z; = —==. If we now apply
i=1

n—1
Vieta’s formulas for p’ = nc, 2" + (n — 1)c,_12" % + ...+ ¢; we find that = > w; =
i=1
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— L (lenoy a1 _ 1 Z z;. Till the end of this section G = G(p) denotes this value.

n—1 nep, Nncn

In this notation the Schoenberg s conjecture can be written as

n—1 n
D lwi? <GP+
i=1

4‘2_

It is natural to ask if one can bound > |z;|?
i=1

in Schoenberg’s conjecture. Our results on matrix integrability and full integrability of

polynomials (Theorem 3.8) are then applied to prove the dual version of the Schoenberg

inequality. Namely, this inequality provides a bound for the sum of squares of the absolute

values of zeros by an expression in the critical points.

by some expressions in w; similar to those

Theorem 5.1. Following the Notation 2.6, consider a degree n polynomial of type (k,m)

given by
flz)=(r—a1)...(x —ap)(z —by)* ... (x = by)*™,
where ay, ... a5, b1,..., by € C are pair-wise distinct, k,m € NU {0}, aq,...,q, €
N\ {1}. Let h(z) := (z — a1) ... (x — ax) and hg,(z) = 22,
Suppose f has a full integral F' and z, ..., z,.1 are the zeros of I’ and denote G =

n+1

n+1zzz_ <Zaz+2Qb)th€n
i=1

n+1

Z |zi]” < Z Ja|* + Zcmb [+ G +2(n+ 1)

with equality holds if and only if hF(?; (a; —7(B)), i=1,...,k are real.

F(a:)
ha; (@)

-.
I >
—

Proof. We shall make use of the Schur inequality [14, p. 56] which says that if \;(A) are
eigenvalues of a square matrix A of order n, then

ZM )I* < lIAllE,

and the equality holds if and only if A is normal.

-
From Corollary 3.12 we know that if f has a full integral F', then A = (lj TZ(LB))

is an integral of B With = (n + 1)F possessing the smallest Frobenius norm ||A][% =

IBl|% + |7(B )|2+22 o (B) =2 =G, o1 = ... = o, =0, v4 =

h(a

I
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rDF@) ;4
hai (ai)
by the Schur inequality

.,k and u = v. Since (n + 1)F is a characteristic polynomial of A,

n+1 n+1

k
2l =2 (A \2<||A||F—Z\a@|2+zaz|b\2+|G\2+zn+ >y
i=1 =1 i=1

The equality in the Schur inequality holds if and only if A is normal, i.e. AA* = A*A.
Direct computations show

F
Ra,

A A — ( BB+7'v Bu'+ T(B)@T) AL — ( BB+u'tn Bu' + T(B)uT) .

uB+7(Bv uu' + |7(B)? vB+7(B)u vv' + |7(B)[?

Since BB = BB then

AA" = AA = ( 0 (B—7(B)w'" - (W))UT) |

v(B—71(B)) —9(B—7(B)) @)

Thus A is normal if and only if this matrix is 0. Since B is diagonal, it is equivalent to
vg, (a; — 7(B)) =g, (a; — 7(B)), i = 1,..., k. Substituting the values vy, we equivalently
obtain

~(a; —7(B)) = (h((‘;))) (a; —7(B)), i=1,....k.

O

If all the critical points of a polynomial p are distinct, then p is a full integral of p’. It
then follows from the case 1 of Theorem 3.13 that we have the following dual Schoenberg
type inequality.

Corollary 5.2. Let p be a polynomml of degree n with the zeros z1, ..., z, and the critical

points wy, ..., w,_1. Let G = ﬁ Z: w; = %Z . If all the critical points of p are
distinct, then

n n—1 n—1
Sl <l6 e 3+ 2320
i=1 i=1 i=1 ‘

P(w;)
p// (wl)

Proof. Without loss of generality we assume that the coefficient at the highest degree of

with equality holds if and only if all elements (w; —G), i=1,...,n—1 are real.

p/(z) is 1. Since wy, ..., w,_; are distinct, then in notations of previous theorem h(z) =
n—1 , , ’

P(x), F(x) = p(z). Thus p’(z) = > % and p"(w;) = —Z—(w;). Therefore hF(E'Z})_) =
Z:l K3 7 TUZ' K3

pz;/((wﬁ) and we obtain the desired formula. O
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n—1

Remark 5.3. Note that the extra term 2n )
i=1

p(w;)
p// (w’L)

is indeed necessary to bound

> |z/*. To show this we consider the polynomial p(z) = 2" — 2z, n > 1. Then p/(z) =

i=1

n n—1 1 if =92
nz" 1 —1, p’(2) = (n — )nz""2 Thus > |z =n—1and > w; = {2’ nres
i=1 i=1 0, if n > 2.

n—1
Moreover 3 |w;|? = (n — 1)nTr.
i=1

It is obvious that Sendov conjecture is equivalent to saying that all the zeros z; of a
n—1
polynomial of the degree n lie in the union G = |J G; of the disks with the center at the

=1
critical point w; :

Gz‘:{ZGCi|Z—wi|§1rél]§§xn|zk|}, i=1,....n—1.

If we consider polynomials as characteristic polynomials of certain matrices it is tempt-
ing to combine the Gerschgorin’s theorem on the location of the eigenvalues together with
the integration technique for matrices with simple eigenvalues to study Sendov conjecture.
To state Gerschgorin’s theorem, for any square matrix A = (a;;) of order n > 2, we shall
use the following notation:

Ri(A) =) layl, i=1,....n.
e
Theorem 5.4. (Gerschgorin’s theorem) ([7, p.344]). The eigenvalues of any square

matrix A = (a;;) of order n > 2 lie in the union J D; of the Gerschgorin disks
i=1

DZ:{ZEC|Z—CL”|§RZ(A)}, Z:]_,,’I’L

Combining the Gerschgorin’s theorem with the integration we obtain the following
theorem.

Theorem 5.5. Let p be a polynomial of degree n with zeros zi,za, ..., 2, and distinct

critical points wy,wsy, -+ ,w,_1. Then each zero is lies in the union \J D; of n disks
i=1

n—1
Di={z€C:lz—wj| < max |z]} i=1,....n—1land D, ={2€C:|z2—1> w,
1<j<n "z

<

}.

n—1
Tl 2
max || -
1<j<n i=1

p(w;)
p//

(wi)
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Proof. Consider B = diag (w1, ..., w,_1). Since wy, ..., w,_1 are distinct then p is a full
integral of pg(z). Consider an integral A of B given by formula from Corollary 3.10. For

L B su'
any s # 0, A is similar to A = sy 7(B) because
B su' _(sl, O B u' s, O
slo 7(B))  \O 1 v T(B) O 1
Now for s = max |z;| > 0 we have R;(Ap) = s|u;| = max |z;|, 1 <7 <n-—1
1<j<n 1<j<n
np(w;)

D) . Hence by the Gerschgorin’s theorem we

n—1
and Rn<A0) = 8_1 ; |,UZ‘ = max \Zk| Z
obtain that

n—1
z € (U{ze@:\z—wﬂ < 1%%\2]»\}) J{zeC:z=7(B)| < — \z]\ Z

1=1 1<j<n

wz
//

7

I =1,...,n. Finally, the equality 7(B) := +tr(B) = + i ; yields the statement of the

theorem. ]

Remark 5.6. The size of the disk D,, can be quite big so that all the zeros z; are lying
inside it and in this case one cannot obtain information about the relative position between
the z; and w;.
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