ON THE INEQUALITIES OF ZYGMUND AND DE BRUIJN

ROMAN R. AKOPYAN2 PRASANNA KUMAR3 AND GRADIMIR V. MILOVANOVIC4:5

ABSTRACT. For the polar derivative Do P(z) = nP(z) + (o — 2)P/(2) of a
polynomial P(z) of degree n, most of the LP inequalities available in the lit-
erature are for restricted values of «, and in this paper we extend few such
fundamental results to all of « in the complex plane.

1. INTRODUCTION AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

Let us denote by Py, the space of polynomials of degree not more than n, and let
Pn(K) be the collection of polynomials from P,, having no zeros in the disc |z| < K
with K > 0. It is customary to assume that for a polynomial P(z) € P, of exact
degree n — m, the point at z = 0o is a zero of P(z) of multiplicity m. We know by
a classical result due to Bernstein (see [18]), which states that if P(z) € P, is of
degree n, then

|m|ax|P'(z)| < n‘m‘aX|P(z)\. (1.1)
z|=1 z|=1
The inequality (1.1) is sharp and equality holds, if P(z) has all its zeros at the
origin. If P(z) € Pp(1) is of degree n, then Erdés conjectured and later Lax [12]
proved that
max |P'(2)] < g‘m‘ax 1P(2)]. (1.2)
z|=1 z|=1
The inequality (1.2) is best possible for P(z) = (z + 1)™. Some generalizations of
the inequality (1.2) to the class of Hurwitz polynomials may be seen in the recent
paper of Kumar [11].
For p > 0 and any P(z) € P,, we now consider the LP—mean value on the circle
which is defined by
1 /2 » 1/p
— i0
M,(P) := <%/0 |P(e)] d9)
It is known [9] that M, (P) is nondecreasing for p € (0,00), and is a norm of P(z)
for p > 1. Moreover, the limits p — 0 and p — oo exist and

27
lim M,(P) = exp (%/O log | P(e)] dG) =: My(P),

p—0+

lim M,(P) = r =: My (P).

i, My(P) = max|P()] (P)
With reference to [13], the mean value My(P) has often been called the Mahler
measure of P.
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Zygmund [20] extended the Bernstein’s inequality (1.1) to LP norm as
M (P") < nMy(P) (1.3)

for any P(z) € P, of degree n and for any p > 1. The result (1.3) is sharp and
equality holds if P(z) has all its zeros at the origin.
The above inequality of Zygmund was extended by Arestov [1] for 0 < p < 1.
De Bruijn [5] improved Zygmund’s result for the class of polynomials having no
zeros in the disc |z| < 1. He proved that, if P(z) € P,(1) is of degree n, then for
any p > 1,
M,(P)
My(E)’
where E(z) := 1+ z. Equality holds in (1.4) for P(z) =1+ 2".
Rahman and Schmeisser [17] showed that de Bruijn’s inequality (1.4) is true for
all positive values of p.
If P(z) € P, is of degree n, then the polar derivative of P(z) with respect to a
complex number « is defined as

D,P(z) =nP(2) + (a — 2)P'(2).
Note that D, P(z) is a polynomial of degree at most n — 1, and
D.,P
lim 7(2:)

a—r00 0]

M,(P") <n (1.4)

= P'()

uniformly with respect to z for |z| < R, R > 0. The polar derivative of a polynomial
appeared apparently in the works of E. Laguere and G. Szegd as a generalization
of the classical derivative of a polynomial in connection with the issues related to
the location of the zeros of polynomials, and is a classical object of research. In
particular, the operator D, for |a| > 1 is a B,—operator [16, §14.5].

The Bernstein-type inequalities and their generalizations have been extended to
the polar derivatives of complex polynomials significantly, for which we refer to
the monographs [15] and [16]. Before going into the details, let us introduce some
notations. For any subset m, of P,, let us denote by K,(Dqy, ), the smallest
exact possible 7, —constant in the inequality

My(DoP) < Kp(Da, 7)M,(P), P € m. (1.5)

The exact values of Kp(Dy, 7,) are known only for some parameter values.
They are most interesting in the cases m, = P, and 7, = P, (K).

In the case of classical Bernstein inequality (1.1), i.e., for the classical derivative
whenever a@ = oo and for all p, 0 < p < oo, the equality

lim Kp(Da, Pn) =n
ato  a
is well known (see Zygmund [20], Arestov [1]) as mentioned earlier with the inequal-
ity (1.3). The inequality (1.5) in this case turns into an equality on the polynomials
cz™.
On the space P, consider the operator I, defining a one-to-one mapping of P,
onto itself according to the formula

IP,(z) = 2"P,(1/z). (1.6)

Similarly we define the operator 1P, (z) = 2"P,(1/Z) and use it conveniently.
Now it is easy to see that the following proposition holds.
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Proposition 1.1. For any non-zero complexr number «, and any subclass w, of
Pn, the equality

Kp(Das ) = [aly(Dyjas Imn)
holds for 0 < p < oo, where Im, is the class of polynomials, which is the image of
class m, when mapped by the operator 1. In particular, on the space P,, the equality

Kp(Do, Prn) = |a|le(D1/a, IP,)
holds.

The exact Bernstein’s inequality (1.1) for the polar derivative of polynomials
from P, for |a] > 1 in the uniform norm was first obtained by Aziz in 1988 [3]. In
fact he proved that, if P(z) € P, is of degree n, then

max [DaP(2)] < nlal max |P(2), (1.7)

whenever |a| > 1. This result is sharp and equality holds for P(z) = 2" whenever
a>1.

In the same paper, Aziz [3] established the polar derivative version of the in-
equality (1.2) by proving that, if P(z) € P,(1) is of degree n, then for any complex
number « with |a] > 1,

n
max | Do {P(2)}] < § (1-+ ] max [ P(2)|. (1.8)
The inequality (1.8) is best possible for P(z) = 1 + 2" whenever a > 1.

Taking Proposition 1.1 into account with the input of p = oo, we obtain the

following.

Corollary 1.2. For any complex number o
’Coo(Daa Pn) = nmax{l, |Oé|}

Again the inequality (1.5) on P, turns into an equality for || > 1 on the polyno-
mials 2™ and for |a] < 1 on the constants.

One can see in the literature that the inequalities for the polar derivative D, P(z)
of a polynomial P(z) are available mostly for restricted values of a, and for more
information we refer to [7].

To the best of our knowledge, the LP extension of the inequality (1.7) for any
complex values of « is not available and therefore an attempt is made in this paper
to settle this problem to some extent.

The inequality (1.8), and its extension in LP settings are available only for |a| >
1, and one of the more generalized results in this direction is due to Govil and
Kumar [8], which is given by

nle L1l () (19)
or equivalently

< lto+1a])
B MP(Eto,l)
for any p > 0, and for every complex number « with |a| > 1, where all the zeros
Zm, 1 < m < n (counting multiplicity) of any polynomial P(z) € P, (1) of degree
n are such that |z,,| > K, 1 < m < n. Here Ey 1(2) := to + 2z, and tp =

Kp(Da; Pn(1))
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T+n (X" (Km—1)"Y) " if Ky, >1(1<m<mn),andty = 1if K,, =1 for
some m, 1 <m < n.
When K,, = K for all m, then for any p > 0 and for every complex number «

with |a| > 1, we have

Ky(Da, Pa()) < "E A l0])

S M (Bra) (1.10)

where Ex1(z) == K + 2.

As a particular case, when K = 1 in the above inequality (1.10), we obtain the
bound for L? copy of the inequality (1.8), which states that, for any p > 0 and for
every complex number « with |a| > 1,

Ky(Dar Pa1)) < MET 10D

S TROR (1.11)

where E(z) =1+ z.

The case p = oo in (1.11) gives the inequality (1.8).

Let us prove some fundamental results that will fill the long-standing gaps in
the literature on the inequalities for polar derivatives of complex polynomials in L?
environment. To begin with, let us present our first result on the L version of the
inequality (1.7) not only for |a| > 1, as given in the hypotheses of (1.7), but also
for |a] < 1. The result states that

Theorem 1.3. For any complex number o and p > 0, we have

Kp(Da, Pn) Snmin{l—i— |a|,mj;;{#} (1.12)

whenever E(z) = 1+ z. When p = oo, the bound in (1.12) is best possible and
consequently the equality in (1.5) holds for P(z) = 2™ whenever |a| > 1 and 7, =
Ph-

M,(E)
A
] e

1.5¢

1.0
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\/
<

FIGURE 1. The constant M,(E) for 0 < p < 80
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It is known that

1, if p=0,
Qpp(&) 1/p
M,(FE) = — 2 if0<p<
P( ) <ﬁr(g+l)) 9 1 p o,
2, if p = o0,

where I" denotes the gamma function (see Figure 1). Note that M;(E) = 4/7 and
My(E) = V2.

It may be remarked that for any non-negative values of p, the equality M,(E) =
M,(2™ + ¢), holds whenever |c¢|] = 1. Since My(E) = 1, the exact bound in the
inequality (1.5) for the case p = 0 is quite interesting and significant, and stated
below.

Corollary 1.4. For any complex number c,

ICO(Daa Pn) = n(l + |a|)
and the inequality (1.5) for p =0 and 7, = Py, turns into equality on polynomials
c(z + a)™ whenever |a| = 1 and arg(a) = arg(«).

Apparently, on P, the inequality (1.5) for p = 0 is sharp and the equality is
attained for P(z) = (1+2z)"™ when a = 0 and for P(z) = (1 + @z/|a|)" when a # 0.
Since M (E) = 2, we obtain the inequality

My (Do P(2)) < nmax{1,|a|} Mo (P) (1.13)
that extends the inequality due to Aziz [3, p. 188] given by
Mo (Do P(2)) < nla|My(P) for |a| >1

to all values of a. The inequality (1.13) is best possible for any complex number a.
As mentioned earlier, the equality is attained for P(z) = 2" whenever |a| > 1.
When |a| < 1, the sequence of polynomials Py(z) = 1+ 2"/k™ shows that for
k — oo the m, —constant cannot be replaced by a smaller number in this case.

Remark 1.5. It is quite natural to think about the lower estimate for Kp(Dq, Pr).
We can conclude from the examples 2" + ¢ and (z + ¢)™ that
Mp(az + 1) (1 + |Ol|)M(n_1)p(E) }

Mp(E) , an(E)

for any complex values of o and p > 0.

Kp(Day Pr) > nmax{

As explained earlier, the exact constant K,(Dq, Prn(1)) of the inequality for
the classical derivative for @ = oo, and 0 < p < oo (see [12], [5], [17] and [2]) is
expressed by

Kp(Da; Pn(1)) n
|a] =00 |a| MP(E)
for 0 < p < co. The inequality (1.5) on P, (1) turns into equality on the polynomials
¢(z" + a), with |a| = 1, and in the case of p = 0o, on any arbitrary polynomial
having all its zeros on the unit circle.

The exact inequality (1.5) for polynomials in P, (1) for |a| > 1 in the uniform
norm is obtained by Aziz in 1988 [3]. For |a| < 1 in the inequality (1.5) without
any restrictions on the zeros of polynomials, the extremal polynomial has all its
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zeros at the point z = oo and therefore, the exact constant in this case coincides
with the constant in the inequality without restrictions. As a result, the equality

Koe(Day Pu(1)) = 5(1+ max{L,]al})

is true for all complex values of a. In this case the inequality (1.5) turns into
equality for |a] > 1 on the polynomials 2™ + ¢ with |¢|] = 1, and for || < 1 on
constants.

Thus the inequality (1.8), and its various generalizations in general LP settings
have been proved for |a| > 1 (see [7]) and the inequality (1.5) with the 7, — constant
given in (1.9) is one such result and as mentioned earlier, the case |a| < 1 is still
open. So let us establish the consolidated bound for M, (D,P) for any values of «
as follows.

Theorem 1.6. For any p > 0 and any complex number «, we have

n(l + |af)

Kp(Da Pa(1)) <4 ML)
;n(l + lof) if la| <1
M:D(El,a), '

where E(z) is as defined in Theorem 1.3, and Eyo(z) := 1 + az. In the case
p = 00, the above bound for m,—constant is best possible and equality in (1.5) on
Pn(1) holds for P(z) =1+ 2™ whenever |a| > 1.

In fact, the case p = oo in the above inequality extends the inequality (1.8) to
all complex values of « as given below.

Corollary 1.7. For any complex number o, we have
n
B(1+lal), iflal>1,
Koo(Da, Pu(1)) < { 2
n, if o] < 1.
This m,— constant when m, = P, (1) is best possible and equality in this case holds
in (1.5) for P(z) = 2™ + 1 whenever |a| > 1 and for |a| < 1, the sequence of
polynomials Pi(z) = 1+ 2"/k™ shows that as k — oo, the bound n cannot be
replaced by any smaller value.

The corresponding result for the case p = 0 is also quite interesting and given
below.

Corollary 1.8. For any complez values of «, the equality
ICO(Daa Pn(l)) = ’CO(Daa Pn) = ’I’L(l + |Ol|)
hold.

The above equality in Corollary 1.8 is a consequence of the fact that the inequal-
ity for polynomials without restrictions turns into equality for polynomials with
zeros on the unit circle.

Remark 1.9. For any P(z) € P,(1) of degree n, the Mahler measure is My(P) =
|P(0)]. Hence for p = 0, and || > 1 the inequality (1.5) with 7, —constant given
in Theorem 1.6 for |a| > 1 may be rewritten as

1 2 )
%/ log |DaP(ew)| df < log(n(1+ |a) [P(0)]).
0
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Remark 1.10. As a factor depending on « but not on p, the term 1 + |a| in Theo-
rem 1.6 is best possible. Indeed, equality is attained when p = oo and P(z) = 1+2"
with |a| > 1. Also it may be a challenge to find the unique smallest number
Kp(Dy, m,) depending on « and p that can replace the terms 1 + |a| given in
Theorems 1.3 and 1.6.

Remark 1.11. The lower estimate for K,(Dq, Pp (1)) would also be useful and again
from the examples 2" + ¢ and (z + ¢)™ we can arrive that

Mpy(az+1) (L4 [a)Mn_1)p(E) }
MP(E) ’ an(E>

Kp(Do, Pn(1)) > nmax{

for any complex values of «.

On the class of polynomials P,(K), K > 1, the sharp m,—constants in the
inequality (1.5) for the classical derivative was given by M. A. Malik [14]. In view
of this, Theorem 1.6 can be generalized to the class of polynomials having no zeros
in a disc |z| < K, K > 1, as follows.

Theorem 1.12. Let K > 1. Then for any p > 0, and for every complex number «,
we have

n(K +laf) .

m, if laf > 1,
’CP(DOH pn(K)) S

n(K + |af) if la] < 1

Mp(EK,a) ’ ’

where Ex 1(z) := K + z and Ek o(z) == K + az. In the case p = oo, the above
mn—constant and the inequality (1.5) in this case is best possible and equality holds
for the polynomial (z + K)™ with real « > 1, and K > 1.

In the lines of the inequality (1.9), the above result can be further sharpened as
follows.

Theorem 1.13. If P(z) is a polynomial of degree n and z,, are its zeros such that
lzm| > K > 1, 1 <m <n, then for any p > 0, and for every complex number «,

7]7’\(4to<_E}_t|Oi|))MP(P)’ Zf |Ol| 2 17
MolDePD 2\ ity + o] .
mMp(P), if laf <1,
where By, 1(2) := to+z and By, o(2) := to+az and to = 1+n (3 (Kp — 1)_1)_1

if Ky >1(1<m<n), andty=1if K, =1 for somem, 1 <m <n.
In the case p = oo, the above inequality is best possible if K,, = K > 1,1 <m <
n, and equality holds for the polynomial (z + K)™ with real « > 1, and K > 1.

Remark 1.14. Since Theorem 1.13 contains Theorems 1.6 and 1.12, we prove only
Theorem 1.13. Also observe that the case || > 1 in Theorem 1.13 is already
established as given in (1.9), and therefore we present the proof only for |a| < 1.

As mentioned earlier, surprisingly, the corresponding result for p = oo in The-
orems 1.6, 1.12 and 1.13 for the case |a] < 1 are same, and they are independent
of the location of zeros as given in Corollary 1.7. But it may be observed that for
|a| > 1, the results behave differently (see also [7]) as functions of «, and K or tg
accordingly.
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The next result which seems to be of independent interest, and it can be obtained
using the above Theorem 1.13.

Theorem 1.15. If P(z) is a polynomial of degree m, and z,, are its zeros such

that 0 < |zm| < K, <1, 1 < m < n, then for any p > 0, and for every complex

number a,

nja|(1 + |afso)
MP(EESOJ)

n(1 + |afso)
M:D(ESOJ)

where Egg,1(2) == a@so+ 2z, and so = 1+ n (X _1 Kn/(1 - Km)f1 if Ky < 1
(1<m<n), and so =1 if K, =1 for somem, 1 <m < n. Again in the case
p = 00, the above inequality is sharp in the case K, = K < 1,1 < m < n and
equality holds for the polynomial (z+ K)™ with non-negative real « <1 and K < 1.

My(P), if || > 1,
My (Da(P)) <
MP(P)? Zf|a| S 17

Remark 1.16. For the case |a] < 1, Theorem 1.15 is already established by Govil
and Kumar [8], and therefore we will be proving only the case |a| > 1.

Before closing this section, let us make a remark on lower bound for M, (D, P)
in Corollary 1.7 whenever |o| < 1.

From the definition of the polar derivative of a polynomial P(z) of degree n, it
follows that, for |a| < 1, and for any real values of 6,

[DaP(e)] > [nP(e”)] = (1 + |al)| P'(e”)]

and therefore

Moo(DoP) > nMoo(P) — (1 4 |a]) Moo (P).
If P(z) has no zeros in |z| < 1 then the inequality (1.2) applies here and therefore
we get

n

My (Do P) > = (1 — |a]) M (P),

[N

which brings us to the following result.

Proposition 1.17. If P(z) is a polynomial of degree n having all its zeros outside
the open unit disc, then for any « with |a| < 1, we have

Moo(DaP)) = 5 (1= |af) Moo (P). (1.14)

The result is sharp and equality holds in the above inequality whenever a = 0 for
the polynomial z™ + 1.

It may be observed that when a = 0, the above inequality (1.14) gives the well
known Turdn’s inequality [19], a generalization of which was recently proved by
Kumar [10].

2. LEMMAS

We need the following lemmas to prove our results. First lemma is a simple
exercise [8].

Lemma 2.1. Let z1,20 € C and 0 < a < 27. Then for any p > 0, we have

2m ) 2m )
/ |21 + 20¢"|" da = / |21 + |22]€™]” da.
0 0
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Next lemma is contained in the paper due to de Bruijn [5, inequality (19)], but
we present a different proof over here.

Lemma 2.2. Let A, B € C. Then for any real values of vy, and p > 0

2m
/ |A—|—Be”|p dy > 2mmax{|A",|BJ? }.
0

Proof. In view of the Lemma 2.1, it suffices to prove Lemma 2.2 for positive values
of A and B. Without loss of the generality, assume that A > B > 0, and set
r = B/A € (0,1]. Then consider the function

27
flp) = / 11+ re®|” do.
0

Since the map p ~ |1+ re?|P is convex for each choice of r and 6, it follows that

f(p) is also convex. Moreover,
1
/ —og(l' *2) dz] =0.
|z|=r vz

Hence f(0) = 27 is the global minimum of f(p) or equivalently

f(p) = £(0) = 2m,
which completes the proof. O

27
f'(0) = Re [/0 log(1 + re') de] = Re

The following lemma is motivated by a proof in [16, p. 554].
Lemma 2.3. Let P(z) € P,(1) be of degree n. Then for any v € R, we have
2P'(2) + €7 (nP(z) — 2P'(2)) € Pa(1). (2.1)
Proof. Suppose that P(z) = CH,T:1(Z — 2,), where ¢ # 0, m < n and |z,| > 1 for

uw=1,...,m. For any given z and ( in the open unit disk, we have

n— (Z - C) 1:((;)) = ZAva

where
C_ZV, forv=1,...,m,
AI/ = zZ— Zy
1, forv=m+1,...,n.

Now consider the image of K := {w € C : |w| > 1} U {oo} under the M&bius
transform
(—w

P orw—y ——.
z—w
Since 9(c0) = 1 and ¢ (w) & {0, 00} for w € K, we conclude that ¢ (K) is a closed
disk that contains all the numbers Ai,..., A, but not the point 0. Hence, by a

convexity argument,
1 n
0# ~> A € w(K),
v=1

which implies that nP(z) — (2 — ¢)P’(z) # 0. This holding for any [z[ < 1 and
|¢] < 1, it also holds for |z| < 1 and ¢ = ze~*7. Thus, (2.1) holds true. O
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Now we shall employ a rather deep result of Arestov [1]. First we introduce a
notation. For I = (lg,...,l,) € C**L, let A; be the linear operator that associates
with each polynomial P(z) = >°;'_, axz" of degree at most n the polynomial

(AP) (2) = ilkakzk.
k=0

Definition 2.4. We call the operator A; admissible if it has the following property:
whenever P(z) is a polynomial of degree at most n not vanishing for |z| < 1, then
either (A;P)(z) =0 or (AyP)(z) # 0 for |z| < 1.

The following lemma is part of a result of Arestov [1, Theorem 4]; also see [16,
Theorem 13.2.11].

Lemma 2.5. Let ¢(t) = ¢ (logt), where v is a convex nondecreasing function on R.
Then for any P(z) € P, and any admissible operator Ay, we have

27

27
/ ¢(|(Alp)(ei9)|)d9g/ 6 (c(l,n) |[P(c?))) do, (2.2)
0 0

where c(l,n) = max(|lp|, |In])-

Lemma 2.6. Let a,b be any complex numbers and suppose that |a| > |b| > 0. Then
for any p > 0, the function

2m )
flz) = /0 |a 4+ xbe'|P dy (2.3)

is increasing on (0,1) and f(z) < f(1) for all z € (0,1).

Proof. In view of Lemma 2.1, it suffices to prove (2.3) for non-negative values of
a,b with a > b > 0.

In fact the result can be verified using subordination property. Since the function
g(z) = a + bz is analytic in the open unit disc |z| < 1, the function g,(z) = |g(2)[?
is subharmonic in the open unit disc for any p > 0. Therefore

27
f(x) ::/0 gp(xew)dﬁ

is an increasing function of = € (0,1), which establishes (2.3).

But let us present an alternative proof in detail. The function (1 + 2)?/2 has an
analytic branch ¢(z) in the open unit disc such that ¢(x) > 0 for all z € (-1, 1).
This branch has the binomial series as power series expansion given by

=3 (” /.2> =

J

where



ON THE INEQUALITIES OF ZYGMUND AND DE BRUIJN 11

Note that the series converges absolutely for |z| < 1. Using this function ¢(z) and
and its expansion, we can write the integrand in (2.3) as

la 4 zbe|P = aP¢ (x—be”> 10) (x—be_”)
a a

SIS () e

k=0 J

Since the series is absolutely convergent, we can perform the integration termwise
with respect to v over [0, 27]. Observe that for the terms with j # k, the integral
vanishes and thus we obtain

o500 ()

This shows that f(z1) < f(z2) for 0 < 1 < z2 < 1, which proves the first part. The
second part on the comparison of f(x) with f(1) follows from the continuity. O

Lemma 2.7. Let a,b be any two positive real numbers and [ > 1 such that a > bl.
Suppose 7y is any real such that 0 < v < 27. Then

|l +me|(a +mb) < (I+m)|a+ emb]
for any 0 <m < 1.
Proof. We need to show that

a+emb
I+ e"m

a+ mb
l+m —

which is equivalent to

b+

a — bl a— bl
<|lb4+-——.
l+m — l+em
Observe that Re (1/(I + €"m)) is an increasing function of 4 which increases from

1/(l4+m) to 1/(l—m) in [0, 7] and decreases in the reverse order in [, 27]. Therefore,
Re (1/(1+ €"'m)) > 1/(l + m) for any real value of 7, and therefore

bt Y cRe by AT ) <y 220
l4+m I+ e"m l+e""m
Hence the proof is complete. O

Finally we need the following result due to Gardner and Govil [6].

Lemma 2.8. If P(z) = a, [[,_,(z — 2mm) € Pn(1) is of degree n such that |z, >
K, >1,1<m<n, then on |z| =1,

to| P'(2)] < InP(2) — 2P'(2)],

where ty is as given in Theorem 1.13.
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3. PROOFS OF THEOREMS

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Let R = max{|a|, 1}. For p > 0, we consider the term

T /0 W‘(1+ei7)‘pd7/0 " Da{ ()] db. (3.1)

Obviously it may be rewritten and estimated as

21 p2m
T= / / |(1+ )| | Da{P(e®)}|” dvydb
o Jo
27‘— 27T . . . . .
= / / (L + )| |nP(e) — e P () + aP' ()" dvydf
o Jo

21 P27
< / / (1 +e)|° [|nP(ei9) —e"P'(e")| + |aP'(ei9)”p dvy db
o Jo

P /027r/027r
(QR)p A2ﬁ/o2w

21w p2m
= (QR)p/ / HewP'(ew)‘ + e [nP(e'?) — ewP'(ew)Hp dry do, (3.2)
0o Jo

IN

(1+€™) [|nP(ei9) —e"P'(e")| + |P/(ei0)|} ‘p dy db

IA

[[P(e)] + 7 [nP(e?) - P/ ()| ’,, dvy df

where we have used the fact

’ |P/(ei0)| + ei’y |7’LP(€i0) . eiOP/(eiO)H _ ’ ’nP(ezﬁ) . 6i9P1(6i0)| + ei’y |Pl(6i9)".
(3.3)
Now employing Lemma 2.1 to the integral with respect to v in (3.2) and inter-
changing the order of integration afterwards, we find that

27 p2m
T< (QR)p/ / [P’ (e) + e (nP(e) — e P! (")) |p de d~. (3.4)
o Jo
It is easily verified that the linear mapping
P(z) = 2P'(z) + €7 (nP(2) — 2P'(z))
is an operator A; with the vector I € C"*! given by
I = k(lfe”)+ne” (k=0,1,...,n).

By Lemma 2.3, this operator is admissible in the sense of Definition 2.4. Further-
more, for t > 0 and p > 0, we have t? = 9 (logt), where 9 is a nondecreasing,
convex function on R. Hence Lemma 2.5 applies to the inner integral in (3.4).
Since max(|lo|,|ln|) = n, we obtain

2 2
/0 e P! (e) + " (nP(e) — e P () |” df < np/o |P(e®)[" db.  (3.5)
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Finally, integrating both sides with respect to 7 over [0,27] and combining the
resulting inequality with (3.4) and the definition of T in (3.1), we arrive at

27 27 2m
/ |1+e”\pd'7/ |Do{P(e")}|" do < (2R)”27m”/ |P(e)|” a8,
0 0 0

which proves one part of the requirement with the fact that R = |af if |a| > 1, and
R =1if |a|] < 1 by obtaining the inequality (1.5), where

2n|a| .
—, if|a] >1,
My(E)

’CP(‘DOM n) = ;n
il < 1,
ey

and E(z) =1+ z.
Let us establish the remaining part of our claim. For any p > 0, and using the
inequality (3.5), we get

27 21 p27
. 1 .
S =nP(1+ |a|)p/ |P(e?)|Pdf = —nP(1 + |a|)1’/ / |P (") [P df dry
0 27 0 Jo
1 e i0 1 i i i0 i0 1 i0\|P
22—(1+|a|)p e P (") + e (nP(e') — e P'(e")|" db dvy
™ o Jo
for any v with 0 < v < 27. Therefore, using Lemma 2.1, we have

1 21 p2m ) ) ) ) )
S > (1 + |a|)p/ / le(eze)| +ez'y|np(€ze) _ eZQP’(ew)de'de
0 Jo

2

1[mm : , , 4 4
o / [[IP(e)] + e [nP(e?) — e P' ()]
0 Jo

+a| |[nP(e®) — e P'(¢)| + €| P! (e)]|]" d dy,

where we used again the property given in (3.3). Therefore using the triangle
inequality and then by doing some rearrangements, we will have

1 21 p2m ) ) ) )
5200 [ [T IPE) +lalnP(e?) - o)
2m Jo Jo
e (InP(e) - ¢ P'(e)] + ol P'(e)]) |” dy do.
Now, applying Lemma 2.2, we get

2w
S > / [[nP(e) — e P'(e")] + |aP'(e")]|” db
0

27
> / [nP(e') — e P'(e") + aP' ()| df),
0
and therefore we have
27
S z/ | Do P(e”)]” df.
0

Now raising to the power 1/p on both sides of the above inequality we get

My(DuP) < n(1 + |a]) My(P). (3.6)
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Thus, the second estimate for m,, —constant in this case is
]Cp(Dou Pn) S TL(]. + |C¥D

The bound n(1+ |a|) in (3.6) was first observed by Aziz and Rather [4]. Combining
the above two estimates of K,(Dq, Pp) we get the desired bound for p > 0. The
cases p = 0 and p = oo are deduced by a limiting process. Thus the proof is
complete. [

Proof of Theorem 1.13. We have for any p > 0 and |o| < 1,
2m ) 2m )
/ |Do [P(e")] ]pda/ Ito + ae™|P dvy
0 0
27 p27 ) )
= / / lto + ce’|[P| Do, [P(e)] |” dO dry
o Jo
27 p27 ) ) ) ) )
= / / [to + ae”|p|nP(ew) — e’epl(ele) + aP'(ew)|p dl d~y
o Jo
< / / lto + |ale [P [[nP(e) — e P'()| + o | P’ (e%)]]" dv o,
0o Jo
where we used Lemma 2.1. Therefore
27 2w
/ | Do [P(e")] [ de/ lto + ae™ P dry
0 0
27 27 ] ) ) ) ) »
< / / ’(to + |ale') HnP(e“g) — P ()| + |a||P’(eze)|H dydf. (3.7)
o Jo
Since the zeros zy,, of P(z) satisfy |z,,| > Ky, > 1, it follows by Lemma 2.8 that
t0|Pl(6i9)‘ < |77,P(6i9) o eieP’(ei9)|.
The above by using Lemma 2.7, we have for every complex number «a with |a| < 1,
[[nP(e) — e P' ()] + || P ()] to + |||
< (to + |a) ||nP(ei9) — e P ()| + e”|a||P'(ew)|’ . (3.8)

Now, if we use the above inequality (3.8) in (3.7), and again using Lemma 2.1, we
get

2m 2m
/ |Do [P(e)]|° d@/ lto + e |Pdy
0 0
2w p2m ) ) ) ) )
<ol +ta [ [ Pe) = 0P )] + ol P ) d o
0 0

By applying Lemma 2.6 to the inner integral above and, then using the inequality
(3.3) and Lemma 2.1 we get

27 27
/ ‘Da [P(ew)] ‘p d9/ [to + oze”|pd7
0 0

2m 2m
< (laf + to)p/o /0 [P’ (e) + e (nP(e) — e P’ (e")) |pd'yd9. (3.9)
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Again using the inequality that appeared in the proof of Theorem 1.3 given by
2m 2m
/ ’ewP/(eiG) + PLal (np(ew) _ eiGP/(eie)) ‘P do < np/ ’P(eie)}P do
0 0

in (3.9), we obtain
27

27 27
/ | Do [P(e")] [ d0/ |to+ e |Pdy < (|a|+t0)p27mp/ |P(e')|Pdg, (3.10)
0 0 0

and the desired inequality can now be obtained by raising to the power 1/p on both
sides of (3.10), and then doing some rearrangement of terms. Again the cases p =0
and p = oo are deduced by a limiting process. Thus the proof is complete. (]

Proof of Theorem 1.15. This result is a consequence of Theorem 1.12 and Propo-
sition 1.1. For the sake of completeness, we present the proof over here. Since
P(z) has all its zeros z,, such that 0 < |z,| < Ky, K, < 1, the polynomial
IP(2) = Q(z) = 2"P(1/%) has zeros 1/z,, with |1/z,,| > 1/K,, > 1. Therefore,
applying Theorem 1.13 to the polynomial Q(z), we get for any complex number
la] < 1 and p >0,
n(|al + so)
MP(ESO,OC) MP(Q)

If |a] > 1, then 1/|a|] < 1, and hence by replacing o by 1/@ in the above
inequality, we get for |a| > 1,

My(DaQ) <

n(so, [1/al)

My(D/aQ) < 77— Mp(Q).
p( 1/ ) Mp(El/asz) P( )
Using the Proposition 1.1 with operator I in the above inequality we get
nlal([1 + |also)
My(DyP) < ————————=M, .
P( ) Mp(El,aso) ;D(Q)
Since |Q(e?)| = |P(e')|, the above inequality reduces to desired inequality, and
therefore the proof is complete. O
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