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Abstract

We give a lower bound of the Mahler measure on a set of polynomials that are ‘almost’ reciprocal.
Here ‘almost’ reciprocal means that the outermost coefficients of each polynomial mirror each other in
proportion, while this pattern may break down for the innermost coefficients.
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1. Introduction

The Mahler measure, M(f), of a polynomial f with integer coeflicients is defined to
be the absolute value of the product of all of its roots having absolute value at least 1
and its leading coefficient. If no such roots exist, the Mahler measure is defined to be
the absolute value of the leading coefficient. In other words, if

J) = an(x —a)(x — @) - (x — ),

then .
M(f) = lay| | | max{1,lail}
i=1

A major open problem is whether the Mahler measure can get arbitrarily close to 1
without actually being equal to 1. More specifically, for any € > 0, does there exist a
polynomial f with integer coefficients such that 1 < M(f) < 1 + €? This problem was
first posed in 1933 by Lehmer [2] and has since sparked many problems regarding the
Mabhler measure of polynomials. Lehmer was able to show that the polynomial

f(x)=x]0+x9—x7—x(’—xs—x“—x3 +x+1
has Mahler measure M(f) = 1.1762808 .... This is the smallest Mahler measure
greater than 1 that is currently known.
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An important property of polynomials that has an impact on the value of the Mahler
measure is whether or not they are reciprocal.

DermniTion 1.1. Let f(x) be a polynomial of degree n. The reciprocal of f(x) is
[ (x) = x"f(1/x). We say that f(x) is a reciprocal polynomial if f(x) = +f*(x).

In 1971, Smyth [4] showed that if f is an irreducible polynomial with integer
coeflicients that does not have 0 or 1 as a root and is not reciprocal, then

M(f)> M(x* —x—1)=1.324717....
In 2004, Borwein et al. [1] modified Smyth’s techniques to study polynomials with

+1 coefficients which are not reciprocal (f(x) # +f*(x)) but satisfy f(x) = +f"(x)
(mod m). Given these conditions, they prove that if m > 2, then

m? + 16

4

and this bound is sharp when m is even. The larger m is, the more impressive this
bound becomes. Here we modify the approach of Borwein, Hare and Mossinghoff
to study a new class of polynomials that we define to be ‘k-nonreciprocal’ for some
integer k > 0.

M > 2L

DeriniTioN 1.2. Let f(x) = Y., a;x' be a polynomial in Z[x]. For an integer k > 1, we
say that f(x) is k-nonreciprocal if a,a; = apa,-; for 1 <i <k — 1 and a,a; # apa,—.

As with the result of Borwein, Hare and Mossinghoff, we prove a sharp lower bound
for the Mahler measure of k-nonreciprocal polynomials which can get arbitrarily large,
depending on the set of polynomials in question. More specifically, we prove the
following result.

Tueorem 1.3. Let f(x) = YL, aix' be a polynomial in Z[x]. Suppose that for some
k € N with 2k < n, we have a,a; = apa,—; for 1 <i <k —1. Let a = |axa, — apa,—l.
Then the Mahler measure M(f) of f satisfies

M s o «/022+ 4(laol + lanllaoan
(laol + lanl)
We can see that if f(x) € Z[x] is k-nonreciprocal for some k > 0, then +(x — 1) f(x)
is also k-nonreciprocal. Therefore, it is enough to consider polynomials where both
the leading coefficient and the constant term are positive.

Remark 1.4. Borwein, Hare and Mossinghoff noted as a corollary to their result that
if f is a nonreciprocal polynomial with all odd coefficients, then

uhH > 1 +2\/§

By Theorem 1.3, we may replace the condition that f has all odd coefficients with
the condition that |aia, — apa,_;| = 2 for the smallest k for which aia, # apa,_x.
Assuming that |a,| = |ag| = 1 (for otherwise M(f) > min{|ay|, |a,|} > 2), this condition
is substantially weaker than the condition that f is nonreciprocal and has all odd
coefficients.

=1.618....
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2. Proof and example

Our proof follows that of Borwein, Hare and Mossinghoff in [1]. However, we now
allow the innermost coefficients to depart from the reciprocal structure. We use the
following result by Wiener (see [3, page 392]).

Lemma 2.1 (Wiener). Suppose that $(z) = 50 viz', with y; € C, is analytic in an open
disk containing |z| < 1 and satisfies |p(2)| < 1 on |z = 1. Then ly;| <1 = yol* fori> 1.

We now prove Theorem 1.3.

Proor oF THEOREM 1.3. Suppose f(z) = 1, a7’ = a,(z — ay) - - (z — a,) satisfies the
hypotheses in the theorem with ag and a,, both being positive. Write f*(z) = Y1, diz'
so that apd; = a,a; for 1 <i <k —1. Let the power series expansion of 1/f%(z) be
Yis0 €7 so that eg = 1/a,. Let

f(2) ;
G(z) = = iz
© 1@ ;qz

so that gy = ag/a,. From f*(2)G(z) = f(z2), we obtain Z{:o diq;j-; = a;. Thus, for j > 1,

j-1
aq; = (a; = qod)) = ) digji.
i=1
From ayd; = a,a;, we can see by induction that g; =0 for 1 <i<k -1 and
@ _aott o

n

Gk =
an

Let € = —1 if f(z) has a zero of odd multiplicity at z = 1 and € = 1 otherwise. Since

7—a; -a;(1 -z/a;) 1_[
— = = (—ai) =€,
e R
we define —a,
8(x) =€ l_[ I~
il <1
and .
(0774
h(z) :=
@:=]] p—
|aj|>1
so that

8@ _ IILi-a) _ [ILG-a)  fl& _

hz) T (- [Ihd-a2)  f@
Since all poles of both g(z) and k() lie outside the unit disk, both functions are analytic
in a region including |z] < 1. Also, if |71 = 1 and 8 € C, then

G(2).

) G-
1B/ \1 -8z 1-pBz/\1-B/z
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50 |g(2)| = |h(z)| =1 on |z] = 1. Let
g2 = Z b7
=0

and

h(z) = Z ciZ.

i>0
Since g(z) = h(z)G(z), we have b; = c;q for 0 < i < k and by = cogy + crqo. Thus

A Aodp—k
Co|l— — 5
a, a;

= |cogxl = 1bx — crqol < |bil + Icklqo.

Notice that
co = |h(0)| = l_l Ulail = la,|/M(f), 2.1

levi>1

so that

aod, —
-2 ") = |cogel < bal + lexlqo. 2.2)

1
‘M(f) (‘”‘ @

By Lemma 2.1, we have |¢i| <1 — c(z) and |b| <1 - b(z). Notice that by = coqp.
Combining (2.1) and (2.2),

- <(1-b 1-
M) ag - <( o) + (1 —cp)qo
=(1 - cgqp) + (1 = c§)qo
= (1 + go)(1 — gocy)
2
qoa;,
= + 1|1 -
(@ )( M(f)z)
aopdy
= +1)[1- .
(@ )( M(f)z)
Thus
aoln—k 2
M(f) |ax — <(qo + DHM(f)" — aoay).
This gives
M(f) > ! ay — 2k ‘a —w2+4( + 1)2apa
= 2g0+ D\ Ta, T, do 1ot
and the result follows. m]
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Remark 2.2. If |a,a; — apa,_i| > |a(2) - af,l, then the above bound is nontrivial since then
it will be greater than

)
lag — a;| + \/Ia% — a2|> + 4(ag + a,)?laoay|

_lao — aul + y(ao — an)? + 4aga,

2(610 + an) 2
_lao = anl + (ap + a,)?
2
_ |ao_an|+a0+an
- 2
= max{an’ao}’

which is the trivial bound.

Remark 2.3. If f(x) is a reciprocal polynomial, the above bound is trivial. For we then
have a,, = a¢ and a; = a,_; so that

la,ax — apan—i| =0

and Theorem 1.3 only gives

V4(a0 + lln)zdndo _

2(“0 + an)

M(f) =

ns

which is trivial.

We now give some examples to show that the bound in Theorem 1.3 is sharp.
ExampLE 2.4. Let k,n € N with n > 2k and n # 3k, and a,b,c € Z such that a > 0 > ¢
and a — |b| £ —c < a + |b|. Consider the polynomial

Fo) =) aind = (@ + bt + ) - 1),
i=0
which satisfies a,a; = apa,_; for 1 <i <k -1 and a,a; # apa,_r. As in Theorem 1.3,
set @ = |aga,, — apa,—x|. Then

M(f) = @+ \/a/22+ 4(ap + a,,)zaoa,,'
(aO + an)
ax + bx"* + ex* —ax®* —bxk — ¢ if n > 4k,
_ ax* + bx¥* + (c —a)x* —bx* - ¢ if n = 4k,
FOOZN a4 bk — x4 e _pik _ ¢ ifdk > n > 3k,
ax — ax®* + bx"* —bx* + cx* — ¢ if 3k > n > 2k.

In all cases, we can easily see that a, = a, ag = —c, ar = —b, a,—; = b, aya; = apa,—; for
1 <i<k-1anda,a; # apa,—;. Therefore @ = |a,ar — apa,—r| = |b(a — c)|.
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Since all the roots of x" 2 — 1 have absolute value 1, it follows that

M(f) = M(ax** + bx* + ¢). By the quadratic formula, the roots of ax?* + bx* + ¢ are

the kth roots of the numbers
—b + Vb? —4ac

2a
Since ¢ < 0 < a, the absolute values of these numbers are

+|b| + Vb2 - dac

2a
First, consider
|b| + Vb2 - 4ac
— 2.3)

If |b| > a, then clearly this number is greater than 1 and we may assume that || < a.
By assumption —c¢ > a — |b|, so

bl + VB2 —4ac _ [bl + yb? +4a(a ~ b))
2a h 2a
_ bl + 4a® — 4alp| + b?
- 2lal
bl +2a - [b|
B 2a

=1.
Now consider
Vb2 —4dac - |b
2—|| 2.4)
a

By assumption —c < a + |b|, so

Vb2 = 4ac - |b| - Vb + da(a + |b]) — |b|
2a - 2a

\AaZ + 4alb| + b? — |b|

2a
_ 2a+|b| - |bl
B 2a

=1.

All of the nth roots of (2.3) have absolute value at least 1, while all of the nth roots of
(2.4) have absolute value at most 1. Hence

Note that

bl + Vb2 —dac _ |ba — cb| + \/(ba — cb)* — 4(a — ¢)’ca
2 B 2(a—c¢)
since a and ¢ have opposite signs. Thus we attain our bound.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972718000217 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0004972718000217

76 J. C. Saunders [7]

Remark 2.5. If we impose the restriction ag, a, = =1 in the above example, then «
will be even. It is unknown whether the inequality in Theorem 1.3 is still sharp if we
impose ap, a, = +1 with a being odd.

3. Future work

The results obtained in this paper and those of Borwein, Hare and Mossinghoff in
[1] suggest some further interesting questions about the Mahler measure of reciprocal
or ‘almost reciprocal’ polynomials. For example:

(1) If a polynomial f(x) is ‘almost reciprocal’ as defined in this paper and ‘almost
reciprocal’ as defined by Borwein, Hare and Mossinghoff in [1], can we get
better bounds than the bounds we have shown here and the bounds proved by
Borwein, Hare and Mossinghoft?

(2) Can we use the ideas presented here to give bounds for the Mahler measure of
sparse polynomials?
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