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ON A PROBLEM INSPIRED BY DESCARTES’ RULE OF SIGNS

VLADIMIR PETROV KOSTOV

ABSTRACT. We study real univariate polynomials with non-zero coefficients
and with all roots real, out of which exactly two positive. The sequence of
coefficients of such a polynomial begins with m positive coefficients followed
by n negative followed by ¢ positive coefficients. We consider the sequence of
moduli of their roots on the positive real half-axis; all moduli are supposed
distinct. We mark in this sequence the positions of the moduli of the two
positive roots. For m = n = 2, n = ¢ = 2 and m = q¢ = 2, we give the
exhaustive answer to the question which the positions of the two moduli of
positive roots can be.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The present paper treats a problem inspired by Descartes’ rule of signs. The
latter says that given a real univariate polynomial @ := Z?:o a;jzd, ag # 0, the
number r; of its positive roots (counted with multiplicity) is majorized by the
number ¢ of the sign changes in the sequence S of its coefficients and the difference

¢ —ry4 is even. (About Descartes’ rule of signs see [1I, [2], [3], [, [@, [8], [9], [18]
or [19].)

We are interested in the case when all coefficients a; are non-zero and the poly-
nomial @ is hyperbolic, i. e. all its roots are real. In this case one has ¢ = r and
p = r—, where p is the number of sign preservations in the sequence S and r_ is
the number of negative roots of ). Clearly ¢ +p=1ry +r_ =d.

Definition 1. A sign pattern is a vector whose components equal + or —. The poly-
nomial @ is said to define the sign pattern o(Q) := (sgn(aq),sgn(ag—1), . .. ,sgn(aop))-
We focus mainly on monic polynomials in which case sign patterns begin with a +.

Consider the moduli of the roots of a hyperbolic polynomial as a sequence of d
points on the positive half-axis. We study the generic case when all these moduli
are distinct. One can mark in this sequence the p positions of the moduli of negative
and the ¢ positions of moduli of positive roots. This defines the order of moduli
whose definition and notation should be clear from the following example:

Example 1. If for the positive roots a; < ag < a3 and the moduli of the negative
roots | — y1| < -+ < | — 74| of a degree 7 hyperbolic polynomial one has

ar <|=ml<[=7f <o <[-7s <az <[—4,
then these moduli define the order PNNPN PN (the letters P and N refer to the
relative positions of the moduli of positive and negative roots).
1
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Definition 2. A couple (sign pattern, order of moduli) is compatible with Descartes’
rule of signs if the number of letters P (resp. N) in the order equals ¢ (resp. p).
In what follows we consider only couples compatible with Descartes’ rule of signs.

We study the following problem:

Problem 1. Consider the class of hyperbolic polynomials defining one and the
same sign pattern o. What are the possible orders of moduli for the polynomials of
this class?

The problem has been completely resolved for ¢ =0 and 1, see [I1]. The results
of this paper concern the case ¢ = 2. We use the following notation:

Notation 1. (1) For ¢ = 1, (resp. ¢ = 2), we denote by X, ,, m+n =d + 1,
(resp. Tim,n,q, m+n+q=d+ 1) the sign pattern consisting of m signs + followed
by n signs — (resp. of m signs + followed by n signs — followed by ¢ signs +).

(2) For a polynomial @ with ¢(Q) = X, », we denote by « its positive and by
7 < -+ < v4—1 the moduli of its negative roots. If v, < a0 < Y41 (Wwe set 9 := 0
and 74 := 400), then we denote the given couple (sign pattern, order of moduli)
by (Zmn, (u,0)),v=d—1—u.

(3) For a polynomial @ with 0(Q) = X5, we denote by 5 < a its positive
and by 11 < -+ < 4—2 the moduli of its negative roots. If v, < 8 < 7,41 and
Yutv < & < Yutot1, 0 > 0 (we set yp := 0 and 41 := +00), then we denote the
given couple (sign pattern, order of moduli) by (X154, (v, v,w)), w =d—2—u—w.

Definition 3. If for a given sign pattern there exists a hyperbolic polynomial
defining this sign pattern, then we say that the polynomial realizes the sign pattern.
If, in addition, the roots of the polynomial define a given order of moduli, then we
say that the polynomial realizes the given couple (sign pattern, order of moduli) or
that the order of moduli is realizable with the given sign pattern.

We can now reformulate Problem [T}

Problem 2. For a given degree d, which couples (sign pattern, order of moduli)
are realizable?

Definition 4. (1) For a given degree d, we define the following two commuting
involutions acting on the set of couples:

im Q@) = (=1)7Q(=x) and i, : Q(z) = 2'Q(1/2)/Q(0) .

The factors (—1)% and 1/Q(0) are introduced to preserve the set of monic polyno-
mials. The involution %, reads orders, sign patterns and polynomials (modulo the
factor 1/Q(0)) from the right while preserving the quantities ¢ and p. In particular,
ir((Zmns (u,0))) = (Bnm, (v,u)) and ir((Zmn.,g, (U, 0,w))) = (Bgn,m, (W, v, u)).
The involution 4,, changes the signs of the odd (resp. even) monomials for d even
(resp. for d odd). It exchanges the letters P and N in the order of moduli and
the quantities ¢ and p, therefore when answering Problem 2] it suffices to study the
cases with ¢ < p.

(2) The orbits of couples under the Zs X Zs-action are of length 4 or 2. Orbits
of length 2 can occur only for sign patterns o such that o = i,(0) or 0 = i,in(0);
0 = im(0) is impossible. One can consider orbits also only of sign patterns or of
orders of moduli. All couples of a given orbit are simultaneously (non)-realizable.
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Remarks 1. (1) Problem [2]is completely resolved for d < 6, see [7] and [I5]. For
¢ = 2, it is settled for n = 1, see [I1l Theorem 5|, and for ¢ = 1 (hence for m =1
as well), see [I7T].

(2) Each sign pattern is realizable with its canonical order of moduli, see [12
Definition 2 and Proposition 1]. For the sign pattern 3, , 4, the couple with the
corresponding canonical order is (X, n,4, (¢ — 1,m — 1,m — 1)). There exist sign
patterns (called also canonical) which are realizable only with their corresponding
canonical orders, see [13, Theorem 7]. Among the sign patterns of the nform %,, ,, 4,
canonical are only 1,1 and X,, 1,4 The relative part of canonical sign patterns
within the set of all sign patterns of a given degree d, tends to 0 as d tends to oo,
see [13} Definition 9 and Proposition 10].

(3) There exist also orders of moduli (called rigid) realizable with a single sign
pattern, see [14] Definition 6, Notation 7 and Theorem 8|.

The first result of the present paper about couples (X, 5 q, (4, v, w)) reads:

Theorem 1. (1) Suppose that d > 7 and n = q = 2. Then realizable can be only
couples with w > m—3. For each d > 7 fized, there are 15 triples (u,v,w) satisfying
the latter condition.

(2) For d > 6, the 10 triples (u,v,w) with u+v < 3 and the triple (0,4, m — 3),
are realizable with the sign pattern ¥, 22, d =m + 3.

(8) For d > 6, the triples (4,0,m—3), (3,1,m—3), (2,2,m—3) and (1,3,m—3)

are not realizable with the sign pattern ¥, 2.

The theorem is proved in Section It can be automatically reformulated for
the case m = n = 2 using the involution i,., see Definition @ and for certain couples
with p = 2 with the help of the involution i,,.

Our second result is formulated as follows:

Theorem 2. (1) For n > 4, all couples (X2 p,2, (u,v,w)) with u < 2 and w < 2
are realizable.

(2) For n > 4, all couples (Xg.n,2, (u,v,w)) with w > 3 or w > 3 are not
realizable.

The theorem is proved in Section

2. PrROOF OoF THEOREM [I]

Proof. Part (1). We set a := 1 which can be obtained by a linear change of the
variable x. The set of monic hyperbolic polynomials defining the sign pattern
Yd—3,2,2 is open and connected (see [16, Theorem 2]) and there exists a hyperbolic
polynomial with this sign pattern and with w = m — 1, see part(2) of Remarks Il
Hence if there exists such a polynomial with w < m — 4, then for this sign pattern,
there exists a hyperbolic polynomial which is of the form

Q = @-1D-8)@? 2 texdt+ - +eq3)
= (@ =)@+ (er — B)a?% + (e2 — Ber) ™ + (e3 — Pea)z? O 4 -

+(ed—5 — Bea—e)x> + (ea—a — Beq—5)* + (e4—3 — Bea—1)x — Bea—s) -
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Hence one of the moduli of negative roots of the polynomial @ equals 1 and we
suppose that exactly four of its moduli of negative roots are smaller than 1. The
second factor in the right-hand side defines the sign pattern ¥4_3 2. Indeed, this
factor has exactly one positive root, so its sign pattern is of the form ¥gq_1_,,,
0 < v < d— 1. Then the coefficient of z¥*! of Q is negative, so v +1 < 3, i. e.
v < 2. For v = 1, the coefficient of x is negative, so v = 2. Thus by setting
Q= Z?:o cjz’, one obtains the conditions

ed—4 > feq—s , ed—3 < Beq_a
(2.1)
¢4 = ed—4 — Peq—s — eq—¢ + fea—7 >0, c1:=—eq_3+ Beqg—a > 0.

The fourth of conditions (2]) and the inequality

c3 = (ed—3 — Bed—1) — (e4—5 — Bea—) <0
are corollaries of the second of conditions ([21I); for c3 < 0, one has to use also
ed—s — Bed—e > 0 which results from the sign pattern ¥4_3 2. We denote by

> >Td-3
the moduli of negative roots different from —1. Hence we suppose that rg_7 > 1 >
rq—e. We set

E, = Elgil<---<ikgd—7Ti1"'Tik , 1<k<d-7 and
r
€s = Zd 6<pr<--<ps<d—3Tp1 """ Tps » 1<s<4.

We set Ej, :=0for k <0and k > d—6, and ¢, := 0 for s <0 and s > 5. Using
this notation one can write

ei_g = Ed776/1 + Ed786/2 + Edfgeé + Ed71062 and

ed—a = Ey_7ef+ Eq_se)j .
It is clear that €] > e%, because these are elementary symmetric polynomials having
the same number (namely 4) of terms and their arguments are in the interval (0, 1).
It is also evident that e} > ¢/ (their numbers of terms are 6 and 1), e > 0 and
ey > 0. Therefore eq_¢ > eq—yq. If eq_5 > eq_7, then (see (ZI) ¢4 < 0 which
contradicts the sign pattern of Q. So one has eq_5 < eq—7 and conditions (Z1])

imply

eq—afea—s > B> (eq—6 — €d—4)/(€a—7 — €q—5) , 1. e. eq_s€q_7 > €4_5€q—¢ -

The left and right symmetric polynomials have

e ()0 w1 ()

terms respectively, where

i. e. eq_seq_g has more terms than eq_4eq_7. We show that one has eq_4eq_7 <
eq—5€d—¢ which contradiction implies that the inequality w < m — 4 is impossible.
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We set S; = ej/(‘;) and then use Newton’s inequalities SJQ- > Sj_1841 for
j=d—5and j=d—6. Thus

S5_555 ¢ > Sa—4Sa—6Sd-5S4-7, i.e. Si_5Si—6¢ > Sa—aSa—7, SO

€d—5€d—6 > N«€q_s4eq—7 > €d—4€q—7 -

The triples (u, v, w) for which w > m — 3, are all the 15 triples with 0 < u+v < 4.

Part (2). For d = 6, the proof can be found in [I5]. Suppose that d > 6 and
that the degree d polynomial @Q realizes one of the 11 triples (u, v, w) of part (2) of
the theorem. Then for € > 0 small enough, the polynomial (1 + £z)Q realizes the
triple (u,v,w + 1) for degree d + 1.

Part (3). Suppose that the polynomial Q realizes one of the triples (4,0, m — 3),
(3,1,m — 3), (2,2,m — 3) or (1,3,m — 3) with the sign pattern ¥,,22. Then
m<pB<l=a. Set A:=(z—pF)(z+m) and

d d—2 d—2
chk:vkzzé}::AU, Zuixi::U:z(:C—l)H(x—i—wj).
k=0 i=0 j=2

The sign pattern of the product A is (4, —, —). The one of U is of the form 3, ,,. As
Gu+1 = —By1tps1— (B—71)up+uy—1 < 0, one must have v+1 < 3,i.e. v =1or 2.
For both cases Theorem 1 of [I1] states that the polynomial U has < 2 negative
roots with moduli smaller than 1. However one obtains that v; < 1 for ¢ = 2, 3
and 4. One perturbs then these roots to obtain ; < 1 (without changing the signs
of the coefficients of U) which brings a contradiction with [IT, Theorem 1]. O

3. PROOF OF THEOREM

3.1. Proof of part (1). In the proof of part (1) we use concatenation of sign
patterns and of couples. The following lemma follows directly from [5, Lemma 14].

Lemma 1. Suppose that for the monic polynomials P, and Py of degrees di and
da, one has o(P;) = (+,0;), i = 1, 2, where o; denote what remains of the sign
patterns when the initial sign + is deleted. We set PT := %2 P (x)Py(z/¢). Then
for e > 0 small enough,

(4+,01,09) if the last position of oy is + ,
o(PT) :=
(4,01, —02) if the last position of o7 is — .

Here —oy is obtained from oo by changing each + by — and vice versa.

Remark 1. We use the symbol * to denote concatenation of couples or of sign
patterns. We denote by X,,, ., the sign pattern beginning with m; signs +
followed by mo signs — followed by m3 signs + etc., so one can write

Eml;nwmsfhms-l-m—17"2,~~~7"e - Em1)~~~7ms * Em,.--Ju .

When necessary we use more than two consecutive concatenations. If ¢ is small
enough, the moduli of all roots of Pz(x/¢e) are smaller than the moduli of all roots
of P;(z) which allows to deduce the order of the moduli of roots of PT.
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To prove part (1) one takes into account the fact that the sign pattern Xs o
is realizable with each of the orders (0,2), (1,1) and (2,0), see [II, Part (3) of
Example 2]. Hence the cases (X2 5,2, (u,v,w)) with u < 2, w < 2 are realizable by
the triple concatenation

(22,27 (ua 2- u)) * (Zn72a (n - 3)) * (22,25 (2 - w, U})) :
The concatenation factor in the middle is realizable by any hyperbolic polynomial
with all coefficients positive (and with n — 3 negative roots).

3.2. Plan of the proof of part (2). We deduce part (2) from two propositions:

Proposition 1. Suppose that n > 4. Then:

(1) All couples (22,2, (u,v,w)) with either w > 5 or with w =4 and v > 1, are
non-realizable.
(2) All couples (32,52, (0,n — 2,3)) are non-realizable.

The proposition is proved in Subsection [3.3}

Proposition 2. For n > 4, the following couples are not realizable:

(1) (a2, (u,v,4)), u+v=n—3;

(2) (222, (u,0,3), u+v=n—2,u>0.

Part (2) of Proposition [Il and part (2) of Proposition [ settle the case w = 3
while the first parts of these propositions resolve the case w > 4. Proposition [2] is

proved in Subsection B.7l In its proof three other propositions are used which are
formulated below and proved in Subsections [3.4] and respectively.

Proposition 3. The couple (32.4.2,(1,0,4)) is not realizable.
Proposition 4. The couple (32.42,(2,0,3)) is not realizable.
Proposition 5. The couple (32.4.2,(1,1,3)) is not realizable.
3.3. Proof of Proposition [ . Part (1). Denote by 8 < « the positive and
by 71 < -+ < Yny41 the moduli of the negative roots of a hyperbolic polynomial
Q = E;l:o ¢;x7 supposed to realize one of the mentioned couples. Denote by e;

the elementary symmetric polynomials of the quantities ;. We show that g4—2 > 0
which means that the sign pattern of @) is not X3, 2. Clearly

qi—2=af — (a+ Ber +e2 .
Suppose that w > 5. Recall that u+v4+w=d—-2=n+1. Set L :=n—w+2 =
u+v+1. Then v,_1 < a <y, For S := Z?iél 7j, one has

(32) (@+B)S< > Wy

(<i<j<n+1
Indeed, the left-hand side contains 2w products by two while the right-hand side
contains w(w — 1)/2 > 2w such products. Besides, for each k, ¢ < k <n+ 1, it is
true that (S — vyx)a < (S — v)yk and (S — )5 < (S — &) Vk. Summing up these
inequalities yields

(3.3) (w—1)(a+B)S<2 > %

£<i<j<n+1
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For each v < ¢, it is true that (a«+ )7, < (Yn + Yn+1)Vw, SO

-1 -1
(3.4) (@+B)> 7% < (Y +Tns1) D -
j=1 j=1
Equations B3] and 34) imply
-1
(a+Ber < (2/(w=1) D %+ On+mr1) Y v <e
1<i<j<n+1 Jj=1

from which gg—2 > 0 follows.
Suppose that w =4 and v > 1. For u < n — 4, it is true that

(_a — B+ + ”Yn+1)”Y;L >0.
On the other hand, as 8 < v,—3 < @ < 7,_2, one has

(_ﬂ + ’Ynf3)('7n72 + Tn—1 + Tn + 'Yn+l) > 0 y
(_O‘+7n—2)(7n—1 +’7n+’7n+1) > 0 5
(—a=B)v-3+ (% +¥+1)m-1 > 0,

—QYn—2+ YY1 > 0
which again proves that gg—o > 0, because the left-hand sides of these inequalities
contain all products by two of moduli in which exactly one of the factors equals «
or B (but not necessarily all products «;7;, and not the product of; no product
vi7y; is repeated).
Part (2). Using the same notation one can write:

a1 < Yn-1Tn Brn-1 < Y2,
avm < MVt Brn < 72Ynt1
aYn+1 < Yn—1Vn+1 BYn+1 < MVntl s
a1 < Yn-171, B < 727
a2 < Yn-172, B2 < Yam

and for 3 <k <n-—2 (a4 B8)v% < (yn + Ynt1)7k- All these inequalities together
imply (a+ e < ea, s0 gg—2 > 0.

3.4. Proof of Proposition [3]. Suppose that the couple is realizable by a polyno-
mial Q := 237‘:0 ¢;x7, g7 = 1, with positive roots o and 8 and negative roots —y
and —v;, where

(3.5) y<B<a<m <y <y <.

Asqs =—a—B+y—+~y1+--+74, one has ¢gg > 0. With roots satisfying the above
inequalities it is impossible to have ¢; < 0, see [I1, Theorem 3]. It is impossible
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to have ¢ = 0, g2 < 0 either, because one can perturb ¢; to make it negative by
which action the roots remain real, distinct and satisfying the above inequalities.
So q¢1 > 0.

We denote by E; (resp. G;) the jth elementary symmetric polynomial of the
quantities v; (resp. 1/7;), i =1, ..., 4. We show that the inequalities (83 and

(3.6)
q@2/afyE; = 1l/af—(1/a+1/8)(G1+1/y)+ (1/y)G1+G2 < 0 and

a5 = af —(a+B) (B +y) +yEr + B < 0
cannot simultaneously hold true. In what follows we assume that 73 = 1 which
can be achieved by a linear change of the variable z and we consider instead of the
inequalities (3.5]) the corresponding inequalities <.

We first observe that for a + 3 fixed, the left-hand sides in the inequalities (3.6))
are the smallest possible when the product a8 is the smallest possible (i. e. when
a — (3 is the maximal possible). For the second of these inequalities this is evident,
for the first of them one has to notice that the coefficient of 1/af in the left-hand
side equals 1 — (o + 8)(G1 + 1/y) < 0 (because «/y > 1). Thus it suffices to prove
the proposition in the two extremal cases 8 =y and a =y, = 1.

Suppose that 8 = y. Then the second of inequalities (B.6) reads:

FEy < aFq + ﬁ2 .
This is clearly impossible, because o < 1, 8 < 1, so aF; + 82 < E; + 1 while

Ey >y +2y3+3u=>E1+2.

Suppose that o« = 7; = 1. We denote by e; and g; the elementary symmetric
polynomials of the quantities v; and 1/4; respectively, where i« = 2, 3, 4. Thus
Ei=14e, Es =e;+e3, Gy =14 ¢g; and Ga = g1 + go. The two inequalities
B0 read:

(@2) : =14+B-y)g1—By+Pyg2 < 0 and
(3.7)

() + —1=(B-yler—Py+es < 0.
Suppose first that 1 — (8 —y)g1 > 0,i. e. §—y < 1/g1. Hence the left-hand side
L in (gs5) satisfies the inequality

L>-1-ei/g1 —By+ex=(-g1—e1—Byg +e201)/g1 >0,
because g1 < 3, By <1, so —g1 — Byg1 > —6, while eagy = 2e; + T, where

T =723/ 74 + 1378/ 72 + 172/ 78 2 3(r27370) ' > 3
(by the inequality between the mean arithmetic and the mean geometric), so

€291 > 2e1+3 and L > (—e; —6+2e1 +3)/g1 =(e1 —3)/g1 > 0.
Suppose now that 1 — (8 — y)g1 < 0. Then the inequality (g2) can hold true only
if By(—1+ g2) < 0, 1. e. if =1 4 g2 < 0. This means that for § — y fixed, the
left-hand sides of (g2) and (¢s5) are minimal when By is maximal. This is the case
when 8 = a = 1. Hence the following inequality (derived from (gs)) holds true:



ON A PROBLEM INSPIRED BY DESCARTES’ RULE OF SIGNS 9

(3.8) —l—e1+(e1—1)y+e<0.

The left-hand side is minimal for y = 0, because e; > 3. Our aim is to show that if
v > 1,1=2,3,4, and if g5 < 1, then es > e; + 1; this contradiction with inequality
B3) would finish the proof of Proposition

If go < 1, then as eage > 9 (inequality between the mean arithmetic and the
mean harmonic), one obtains ez > 9. So the inequality es < e; + 1 is possible only
for e; > 8. But for fixed quantity ej, the quantity es is minimal for vo = 3 = 1,
v4 =k > 1. For e; > 8, one should have k > 6. For such a choice of v;, one gets
eg—e1—1=2k+1—-k—-3=%k—2>4>0. This proves the proposition.

3.5. Proof of Proposition 4. We suppose that the polynomial @ := Z;:o g7,
g7 = 1, realizes the couple and for the moduli of its roots «, 8 and —y1, —y2, —71,
—72, —73 one has

(3.9) Pn<y<B<a<m <v2<7s.

As in the proof of Proposition Bl one shows that g > 0 and ¢; > 0. We want to
show that one cannot simultaneously have the inequalities (89]), g2 < 0 and g5 < 0.
We denote by E;, G; the elementary symmetric polynomials of the quantities ;
and 1/; respectively. We set 7 := y1 + y2 and ¢ := y1y2. Then one must have

(3.10)
@/aftEs = 1/aB—(1/a+1/B)(G1+71r/t)+ G2+ Gir/t+1/t < 0 and
qs = af —(a+B)Er+r)+rEi+E+t < 0.

For a 4 f fixed, the left-hand sides of the above inequalities are minimal when o
is minimal. In the equation for ¢2/aftE3 the coefficient of 1/af8 equals 1 — (a +
B)(G1 +r/t) < 0 (because ar/t > a/y; > 1). So it suffices to consider the cases
A) B =y and B) a = 71; in both cases one can assume that y; = 1 which can be
achieved by a linear change of the variable x.

Case A). If = yo, then these inequalities read:

@/aBtEs = Go+Gi/yn < Gi/a+1/ay; +1/8% and
(3.11)
qs = Es + y1E1 < oaF] + oy + ﬂz .

One has a > 2/3. Indeed, if the second of inequalities (811 holds true, then it
holds true for y; = 0, because E7 > a. But for y; = 0 and o < 2/3, it is true that
aFy —|—[32 < 2E1/3—|— 1< Es.

Next, one has 3 < 2. Indeed, for y3 > 2, one gets

E, > 2v1+72+ 73 = Ei+1
> aEl—yl(El—a)—i—l = (a—yl)El—i-ayl—i—l

> (a—y)Er+ay + 5
which is a contradiction with (3I1]). Thus
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(3.12)
m=1<m<y<2and 4<FE; <5, 2<G1 <3, 5/4<Gy<G1<3.

Suppose first that « — y; < 1/2. For F; fixed, consider the function
O, y1) = (@ —y1)E1 + oy

on the closed pentagon

{lasy) [0<apn <1, a—y1 <1/2}.
As 09/0y1 = —E1 + a < 0, the maximal value of ® is attained on the union of two
segments I; U I, where

L:={y1=0, «a€[0,1/2]} and Iy :={y1 =a—1/2, a €[1/2,1]}.

For (a,y1) € Ij, one has ® = aF; < E1/2 < Ey — 1 < Ey — 3% which is a
contradiction with (8I1]). For (a,y1) € I2, one obtains

d=F/2+ala—1/2) < E1/2+1/2< Ey — 1< By — ?
which is again a contradiction.

Suppose now that the couple («,y1) belongs to the segment I3 := {a — y1 =
J, a€0,1], 6 € [1/2,1]}. Set

U= (Gila—y1)—1)/ay .
As Gy > 2 and a — y; > 1/2, one has ¥ > 0. Moreover, ¥ > (G146 —1)/(1 — ).
From (B.I1) one deduces that 1/82 > Ga + ¥, so

G160 -1
[32<1/(G2+\IJ)<1/<G2+ 10— )_(1—5)/K,
where
K = G2(1—5)+G15—1 = G2+(G1—G2)5—1
> G2+(G1—G2)/2—1 = (G1+G2—2)/2 > 5/8,

see B12). Thus B2 < (8/5)(1 — §). One can rewrite the second of inequalities
(BII) in the form E; — 32 < ®. However on the segment I3 one has

O =Fi5+ala—08) <Ed+(1-6)<BEy— 2,
because Fy = F2d + FEo(1 — ) with E1d < E26 and

(1—08)+ 8% < (13/5)(1 —6) <3(1 —0) < Ey(1—90) .
This contradiction shows that the system of inequalities (BI1)) has no solution in
Case A).

Case B). Suppose that a = 1 = 1 and that there exists a polynomial Q :=
(2?2 — 1)Y (z) satisfying the conditions of Case B); the roots of Y are 8, —y2, —73,
—y1 and —y2. We consider a one-parameter family of polynomials @, := @ — tU,
U := 2%(2% — 1)(z — B), t > 0. The first and last coefficients of U are positive
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which means that the coefficients g2 and g5 of Q; remain negative for ¢ > 0; the
coefficients qo, ¢q1, g6 and g7 do not change.
As t increases and as long as (Q; remains hyperbolic,

1) the roots —vy3 and —ys move to the left while —v5 and —y; move to the right;
—y1 never reaches 0, because U(0) = 0, while —v2 and —ys could reach —1;

2) the root —73 cannot go to —oo, because this would mean that ¢; = 0;

3) neither of the coefficients g3 and g4 can vanish. Indeed, for a hyperbolic
polynomial without root at 0, it is impossible to have two consecutive vanishing
coefficients, and when a coefficient is 0, then the two surrounding coefficients must
have opposite signs ([10, Lemma 7]).

It is clear that for ¢ > 0 sufficiently large, one has Q;(2) < 0, so @; has more
than 2 positive roots. This can happen only if @Q; is no longer hyperbolic, because
if it is, then it keeps the sign pattern X3 4 2 (see 3)) and hence has exactly 2 positive
roots.

Loss of hyperbolicity can occur only if the following couple or triple of roots coa-
lesce: (—vy2,—1), (—y2, —1) or (=72, —1, —ya). The triple confluence is a particular
case of (—v2,—1).

Case B.1). We assume that for ¢t = tg > 0, one has —yy = —y; = —1.

We consider the one-parameter family Ry := Q4, —sV, where V := 2?(z+1)?(x—
1) and s > 0. For s small enough, the sign pattern of R, is ¥242. As s increases,
—~3 moves to the left without reaching —oo, —ys and g move to the right and —y;
moves to the left. Hence for some s = s¢, either 3 coalesces with 1 or —y; and —ys
coalesce.

Case B.1.1). Suppose that 3 = 1. Then Ry, = (2% — 1)2W, where W :=
23 4+ Az? 4+ Bx + C has only negative roots, so A, B, C > 0. Hence

G=A-2C<0, g3=1-2B <0,
(3.13)
G =-2A+C<0 and ¢gs=B—-2<0.

The discriminant set

{p:=Res(W,W',z) =0}, p(A,B,C)=4A3C — A>B* —18ABC + 4B> + 27C? ,

separates the set Hs of hyperbolic polynomials (where p < 0) in the space OABC
from the set of polynomials having exactly one real root (i. e. where p > 0).
We show that the discriminant set does not intersect the domain D in the space
OABC defined by conditions 3.13). As p(1,1,1) = 16 > 0, the polynomial R, is
not hyperbolic which is a contradiction.

Lemma 2. The set {p = 0} does not intersect the border of the domain D := {0 <
A2 < C <24, Be(1/2,2)}.

The lemma implies that the set {p = 0} does not intersect the domain D. Indeed,
the set {p = 0} contains the curve A = 3t, B = 3t2, C = t* (polynomials with a
triple root at —t). This curve is not contained in D, because it contains points with
C > 2A. Hence if the set {p = 0} contains a point from D, then it contains also a
point not from D hence also a point from the border of D.
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Proof of Lemma[3. For A = 2C, one obtains p = 320* + 7C? +4B3, 7 := —4B? —
368 + 27, whose discriminant

7% —4x32x 4B = (2B —1)(2B — 9)?
is negative for B € (1/2,2). For A = C/2, one gets p = C%/2 + \C? + 4B3,
A= —B?/4 — 9B + 27, with discriminant

Ag =X —4x (1/2) x 4B®> = (-2 + B)(B — 18)3/16
which is positive for B € (1/2,2). However the biquadratic in C' equation p = 0 has

no real solution, because Ag — A\? = —8B3 < 0. Thus the discriminant set {p =0}
does not intersect the sets {4 =2C >0, B € (1/2,2)} and {A=C/2 >0, B €

(1/2,2)}.
For B = 1/2, making use of C'/2 < A < 2C, one gets

p = 27C%+4A3C —9AC — A?/4+1/2

> 270% +4A3C —18C? - C%?+1/2 = 8C?+4A3C+1/2 > 0.

For B = 2, one obtains p = 27C? + 4A3C — 36 AC' — 4A? + 32. The derivative
Ip/OC = 4A3 — 36A + 54C takes positive values for A > 3/2, A/2 < C < 2A.
This follows easily from the fact that the graphs of the functions A/2 and (—4A3 +
36A)/54 intersect exactly for A = 0 and A = £3/2. Hence for A > 3/2 and
A/2 < C < 2A, p is minimal when C' = A/2; in this case it equals

2A* —61A%/4 + 32 = 2(A? — 61/16)* +375/128 > 0 .

For 0 < A < 3/2 and A/2 < C < 24, the quantity p takes its minimal value for
A = 3/2. Indeed,

Op/OA = 12A%C — 8A — 36C < 27C —8A —36C < 0 for A< 3/2.

But for A = 3/2, one has p = 27C?% — 81C/2 + 23 = 27(C — 3/4)* + 125/16 > 0.
Thus the set {p = 0} does not intersect the border of the domain D. (]

Case B.1.2). Suppose that —y; and —ys coalesce. We set ¢ := y; = y2 and we
consider the polynomial
7 .
qu:vj =Q:=(x+1)*x+c)*(xz—-1h(x), h:=2>+ Az - B,
j=0
where A =~3 — >0 and B =+33. As c € (0,1), one has

(3.14) h(-1)=1-A-B<0.
The conditions g2 < 0 and ¢5 < 0 read:

(3.15)

o= —AP —BE —2Ac+2Bc— A+ B <0, ie B<(CH2dre

s =2Ac+*+A—-B+2c-1<0, ie. B>2c+DA+c*+2c—1.
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We denote by (g2), (g5) and (g) the straight lines in the space OAB defined by the
conditions ¢ = 0, g5 = 0 and A+ B = 1 (see (814). For ¢ € (0,1), the slope
(c® +2¢)/(—c* + 2¢ + 1) of the line (g2) is smaller than the slope 2¢ + 1 of (gs);
both slopes are positive. The A-coordinates of the intersection points (g2) N (gs)
and (g2) N (g) equal respectively

A= —(r =52 +1)/(2c% —2c¢2 —2c—1) and A” := (14 2c—2c¢%)/(4c+ 1) .
For ¢ € (0,1), one has

A" — A =9c2(c® —2c—1)/((2¢* —2¢* —2c — 1)(4c+ 1)) > 0 .
Hence for ¢ € (0,1), the half-plane {g5 < 0} does not intersect the sector {g2 <
0, 1— A— B < 0}, so a polynomial @) as above does not exist.

Case B.2). We assume that for t =ty > 0, one has —y; = —ys = —1.

We consider the one-parameter family T := @, — sV, where as above V :=
2?(x — 1)(xz + 1)? and s > 0. For s > 0 small enough, the sign pattern of T is
Y242. As s increases, —y3 moves to the left without reaching —oo, —ys and
move to the right while —y; moves to the left. Hence for some s = s;, one has one
of the confluences (8,1), (—7y2,—1) or (—y1,—1). In the latter two cases there is a
triple root at —1.

Case B.2.1). Suppose that § = a = 1. Then one can apply the involution 7, (this
does not change the sign pattern 33 4 2) and obtain a polynomial corresponding to
Case B.1.1) which was already studied.

Case B.2.2). Suppose that —vy9 = —y; = —y2 = —1. Then

7
Ty, = (z+ 1)@ — D@ —B) @ +7s)(@+uy1) = > _ g2,
j=0

where g2 + 2¢g5 = 3(y1 — 8 + v3) > 0. Hence the coefficients g2 and g5 cannot be
both negative; the sign pattern of T, is not X9 4 2.

Case B.2.3). Suppose that —y; = —ya = —y; = —1. Then

7
T, = (z+ 1)@ - 1)(x - B)(x +y2)(x+73) = > _ g2’ ,
j=0
where g2 + 2¢5 = 3(y2 + v3 — 8) > 0. Hence the coefficients g2 and g5 cannot be
both negative and again the sign pattern of T}, is not 39 4 0.

3.6. Proof of Proposition [5] . Suppose that the couple is realizable by a hyper-
bolic polynomial @ := 237‘:0 ¢;x7 the moduli of whose positive roots 3 < o and of
whose negative roots —v; satisfy the inequalities

N<B<r<a<y<yu<.
For the coefficients gg = a1 -+ - 75, g2 and g5 of the polynomial @ it is true that

@/ = Yicicjes 1/ — (@ +8)/aB) X5 1/v +1/aB < 0,

5
qs af —(a+B) 51V + Di<cicj<s ViVi < 0.
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This however is impossible. Indeed, for positive o and § and when the sum a+ 3 is
fixed, the product af is minimal when « and 8 are as far apart as possible. Hence
it suffices to consider the two extremal situations:

1) B =7. In this case

5
45 = Z2§i<j§5 Vg T ijz ="

(3 —a)y2 + (va —a)y3 + (75 — @)ya + (3 — a)vs

+(y27a + 7275 — 1) > 0
and the sign pattern of () is not X 4.
2) a = 3. We assume that o = 3 = 1. For fixed product 74vs, the sum ~v4 + 5
is the minimal possible when v4 and 5 are the closest possible to one another, i. e.
when they are equal. One has

G/t = =1+ (u+7s)la)+ta, Lyi=+L -1
s = (va+5)Ls +7175 + s, Ly:=v1+7-08,

where the quantities 15 and 5 do not depend on 4 and 5. As the quantities Lo
and L5 are positive, if one has ¢go < 0 and ¢5 < 0 for some values of the moduli
v; and B such that v4v5 = A > 0, then these inequalities will hold true also for
Y1 =75 = VA

A similar reasoning holds true for the couples (y2,74) and (y2,7s5), but in these
cases the modulus 1 = 73 = o must remain between the two moduli of the couple,
so one can only claim that the sum ~2 + 4 or vz + 5 is minimal when one of these
two moduli equals 1.

We apply the reasoning to the couple (72,74). Hence we can assume that either
72 =1ory, =1. If 9 = 1, then we apply the reasoning to the couple (y4,7s5) to
obtain the case

A)p=pn=a=1, u=1.
If v4 = 1, then we apply the reasoning to the couple (v2,75) to obtain the cases

B) =m=m=a=1 and

C) m=mu=vp=a=1.
In case A) one has to deal with the polynomial

(z+m)(@—B)(x—1)(z+1)*(z+74)> with
G+ 1+7) =81 -7)+ 2y -8 +7)+2u—-B8-1)++7>0,

so it is impossible to have gz > 0 and ¢5 > 0.
In case B) we consider the polynomial

(x +71)(z — B)(x — 1)(z + 1)*(x + 75) with

e+ta=m+vnB-m)+0s—-0)+m>0,
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so again one cannot have g2 < 0 and g5 < 0 at the same time.
In case C) one considers the polynomial

(z+7)(x = B)(x +72)(x — 1)(x + 1)* with

@+ =P»+fn+1—)n+(2-58) >0

and one cannot have ¢ > 0 and g5 > 0.

3.7. Proof of Proposition . We prove the proposition by induction on n.
We prove part (2) first. The induction base are the couples (¥2.4,2,(2,0,3)) and
(32,4.2,(1,1,3)), see Propositions [ and fl Suppose that it has been proved that
the couple (22,2, (u,v,3)), u +v = n — 2, u > 0, is not realizable. This means
that for any positive numbers

(3.16) Y1 <+ <Yy < B < Yug1 < < Yugo <@ <71 <72 <73

(interpreted as the moduli of the roots of a hyperbolic polynomial, the positive
roots being « and ) it is impossible to simultaneously have

g2 = Pix(1/af—-(1/a+1/8)Gi+G2) < 0 and
(3.17)
g5 = af —(a+B)Er+E < 0,

where P, = afBv172v3Y1 - - Yn—2, E; (resp. G;) denoting the corresponding ele-
mentary symmetric polynomials of the quantities y; and ; (resp. of 1/y; and 1/~;).
Indeed, the inequalities (B16]) provide the positive signs of ¢; and gg. If inequalities
BI1) hold true, then as there are just two positive roots, by Descartes’ rule of signs
one must have g3 < 0 and g4 < 0; the equalities g3 = 0 and ¢4 = 0 are impossible
by virtue of [10, Lemma 7].

We set g2 :=1/af—(1/a+1/B8)G1 + G2. Suppose that one increases n to n+1,
so one adds a new quantity y; or v; denoted by . Then P, — P, x <y and the new
quantities ¢» and qq—2 equal respectively

@2+ (1/7)(G1 —1/a=1/8) and q4—2+v(E1 —a—p).
Asyp < fand ya <@ <71 <7y2,0onehas By —a—F>0and Gy — 1/a—1/8 > 0.
This means that both ¢» and ¢4_o increase and hence after passing from n to n+ 1
they still cannot be both negative.

To prove part (1) of the proposition one observes first that for u = 0, it follows
from part (1) of Proposition Il So one can suppose that v > 1. Then the proof
of part (2) is performed in much the same way as the proof of part (1). There are
only two differences:

1) the induction base includes also the couple (3242, (1,0,4)) which is non-
realizable, see Proposition B}

2) the inequalities (BI6) have to be replaced by

PN < <Yy <B<Yup1 < <Yugo <<y <72 <3<V -
The rest of the reasoning is the same.
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