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Abstract. Recently Milovanovié et al. [Bulletin T.CLIII de I’Acaémie serbe des sciences et des arts - 2020.]
proved that if P(z) € IP, with no zeros in |z| < k, k > 1, then,

IR [ (k=1\ . 2 (lal =K\ P@E] ., _
P@l <73 [” {n(k+1)+k+1(|c0|+k"|cn|)} T

where P(z) = ¢o + c1z + --- + ¢,2" € P, is a polynomial of degree n. In this paper, we obtain some results
concerning the class of polynomials having s—fold zero at origin. These results not only generalizes but
also refines many well-known results due to Milovanovi¢.

1. Introduction

For any arbitrary entire function P, let ||P|| = maxp=1 |P(z)| denoted the uniform norm of P on the unit disk
|zl = 1. Let P, denote the space of all algebraic polynomials of the form P(z) = Y.}, ¢z of degree n and let
P’(z) be its derivative. The study of inequalities for different norms of derivatives of a univariate complex
polynomial in terms of the polynomial norm is a classical topic in analysis. A classical inequality that
provides an estimate to the size of the derivative of a given polynomial on the unit disk, relative to size

of the polynomial itself on the same disk is the famous Bernstein inequality [3]. It states that: if P(z) is a
polynomial of degree n, thenon |z| = 1,

Equality holds in (1) if and only if P(z) has all its zeros at the origin.

P'2)| < n||P@)|\ ©)

Concerning the estimation of the upper bound of max,-1 [P’ (z)], it was conjectured by Erdos and later
proved by Lax [4] that if P(z) is a polynomial of degree n and P(z) # 0 in |z| < 1, then,

P <3 lPal- 2)
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Inequality (2) was further sharpened by Aziz and Dawood [1] in the form

Equality in (2) and (3) holds for any polynomial which has all its zeros on |z| = 1. Various extension of
(2) and (3) are known in the literature on various regions of the complex plane (see, for example Govil[5],
Malik [7], Milovanovié et al. [9] and Rahman and Schmeisser [10]). Recently Milovanovi¢ et al.[8] generalize
and strengthen the inequalities (2) and (3). In fact, they proved if P(z) = ¢g + c1z + - - - + ¢,2" is a polynomial
of degree n having no zeros in |z| <k, k > 1, then for |z| = 1,

, Pl k-1 2 (lcol = K"leal\\ IP(z)P
<—|n- )
P <3 [” {”(k+1 T kw1 \[col + Kleal )| TPIP @)
Equality in (4) holds for P(z) = (z + k)", evaluated at z = 1. For k = 1 in (4), Milovanovi¢ ef al.[8] proved the

following refinement of (2). In fact, they proved if P(z) = co + c1z + - - - + ¢,2" is a polynomial of degree n
having no zeros in |z| < 1, then for |z| = 1,

po] < 11 - (=) PO o

Pe)|<3 {”P(z)” ~min P(z)} . ®)

2 lcol + leal/ 1IPII?

In the same paper, they also given the generalization of inequality (4). In fact, they proved if P(z) =
Co+c1z+---+c,2" is a polynomial of degree n having no zerosin |z| <k, k > 1, thenfor0 <t <land|z| =1,

2
P < ||P||2— tm [n ~ {n(k_ 1) . 2cn(k,t)}(|P(z) - tm|) } ©

k+1 k+1 [|P|| — tm

) lco|l — tm — k"|c,|
here m = min P(z) and Cy(k, f) = o — " & Cn.
where i Ié}i? (2) and Cu(k, ) lcol — tm + k''|c,|

Equality in (6) holds for P(z) = (z + k)", evaluated at z = 1.

2. Main Results

In this paper, we obtain the results which generalize inequality (4) and (5). First we prove the result
on the class of polynomials having s-fold zero at origin and all other zeros in |z| > k, k > 1. In fact, we prove

Theorem 2.1: Let P(z) = z°(co + c1z + -+ + ¢4—s2""°),0 < s < n, be a polynomial of degree n having no zero in
|z| <k, k > 1exceptatz =0, then for|z| =1,

) IIPI] n(k —1) — s(2k) 2 (leol = K"5leu—s\| IP()1?
P(Z)‘ST[”_{( k+1 )+k+1(|c0|+k”‘s|cnsl)} R } @

Moreover, the equality in (7) holds if P(z) = z°(z + k)"~°, evaluated at z = 1.
For the case k = 1, we get the following refinement of (2).

Corollary 2.2: Let P(z) = z°(co +c1z+ - - -+ ¢,—s2" %), 0 < s < 1, be a polynomial of degree n having no zero in |z| < 1
except at z = 0, then for |z| = 1

Pl lcol = lew_s]\| PP
P (Z)‘ST[”+{s_(|co|+|cn_s|)} IPIP ] ®
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Remark 2.3: For s = 0 in inequalities (7) and (8), then Theorem 2.1 reduces to inequality (2) and Corollary
2.2 reduces to (5).

Next, we prove the following result which generalize the Theorem 2.1. In fact, we prove

Theorem 2.4: Let P(z) = z°(co + c12 + - -+ + ¢;,-52"°),0 < s < 1, is a polynomial of degree n having no zero in
|z| <k k>1exceptatz=0,thenfor0<t<landlz|=1

nk—1)-s@k) 2 (IP(z)| - tm)?
k+1 +1+kC”(k’t)}( 1Pl — tmi )]

P < 3 [nen -+ m - ©

. lcol = K" 5|cp—s| + K" 5tm
where m = miny—; P(z) and C,(k, t) = .
Nz P(2) ) = T le,al = ki

Equality in (9) holds for P(z) = z°(z + k)", evaluated at z = 1.

Remark 2.5: For t = 0 Theorem 2.4 reduces to Theorem 2.1.
Put k = 1 in inequality (9), we obtain the following refinement of (3).

Corollary 2.6: Let P(z) = z°(co + c1z+ - - - + ¢4—s2" %), 0 < s < n, be a polynomial of degree n having no zero in |z| < 1
exceptat z =0, thenfor 0 <t < land|z| =1

~ leol = len—sl + tm} ((IP(Z)I — tm)? )}

lcol + len—s| — tm IPI| - tm

P'(2)| < %[n(IIPII T tm) + {s (10)

where m = min =1 P(z).

3. Auxiliary Results

For the proof of main results we need the following lemmas.

Lemma 3.1: If P(z) = ¢g + c1z + cpz> + --- + c,2" be a polynomial of degree n having no zeros in |z| < k, k > 1,
then for each point z on |z| = 1 for which P(z) # 0, we have

zP'(z) 1 lcol — K”|cal
Re( P(z) )S 1+k{n_ |60|+k”|cn|}' (1)

The above lemma is due to Milovanovic et al. [8].

Lemma 3.2: If P(z) is a polynomial of degree 1, then for |z| = 1, we have

IP'(2)| +1Q'(2)| < nllP)ll, (12)

where Q(z) = z"P(%).
The above lemma is due to Govil and Rahman [6].
4. Proof of Main Results

Proof of Theorem 2.1: Let P(z) = z°F(z) € P, where F(z) = co + c1z+ -+ + ¢,—52"°,0 < s <n, thenon |z| = 1,

zP'(z)\ _ zF' ()
Re( PR )_S+RE(W)' (13)
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Since F(z) is a polynomial of degree n — s has no zero in |z| < k, k > 1. Therefore, on applying inequality (11)
to F(z), we have for all points z on |z| = 1, with P(z) # 0

zP’'(2) lcol — K" *lcy—s|
E T ) "

P(Z) |CO| + kniskn—sl

If Q(z) = z"P (%), then it easily follows that |Q’(z)| = [nP(z) — zP’(z)| for |z| = 1.
This implies for |z| = 1,

Q'(2)? | zP’(z) |2
P(z) P(z)
5 |ZP'(2) )2 zP’(z)
=n"+ W' —21’[R€( P(Z) )
Which by (14) yields for |z| = 1,
Q'(2)? ZP’(Z) (k = 1)n* — ns(2k) |col = K" *lep—]
P(z) P(z) k+1 1+k \|col + k"5|c,—s| |

This gives for [z| = 1,

N2 nk-=1)-s2k) 2 [lcol = K"*lcys|
P +"{ k+1 T4k \lcol + K lcuss]

Inequality (15) gives, by using lemma 3.2 that for |z| = 1,

)} IPz)P < 1Q' (). (15)

N2 nk=1)-s2k) 2 [lcol = K" *lcys|
P +”{ k+1 T4k \lcol + K lcuss]

This implies

)} IPz)P* < (nlIP|| - IP'(2)])* . (16)

ol < o [ 1E=D =50 2 (lal =k lend\| o
2nlIPIIP' @) < 2l n{ e 4 (e =] O

Which gives

s Pl nk—1)-s@k) 2 (leol = k"le,l\)| (P@))
Pl <5 [ { K+ +1+k(|c0|+kn—5|cn_s|)}(W)]'

That proves the Theorem 2.1 completely. O

Proof of Theorem 2.2: Let P(z) = z°F(z) € IP,, where F(z) = ¢ + c1z + - -+ + ¢4,—s2"7°, 0 < 5 < n, and F(z) has all
zeros in |z| > k, k > 1. If P(z) has a zero on |z| = k, then m = minyP(z) = 0 and the result follows from
Theorem 2.1 in this case. Henceforth, we suppose that all the zeros of F(z) lie in |z| > k so that m > 0.

Since m < |P(z)| for |z] = 1, therefore if § is any complex number with |g| < 1, then for |z| = 1 we have
Impz"| < |P(z)| 17)

Since n — s zeros of P(z) are |z| > k, k > 1, it follows by Rouche’s Theorem n — s zeros of P(z) — mpz" are
|zl >k, k= 1. On applying inequality (4.3) to the polynomial P(z) — mpz", we get for every |f| < 1 and
Izl =1,

nk-1)-s2k) 2 (leol = k" lcy—s — pml
k+1 1+ k \lcol + k"=|cy—s — pm|

P’ (z) — nmpz" ) + n{ )} IP(z) — pmz" > < |Q' (z)I* (18)



I. A. Wani et al. / Filomat 36:18 (2022), 6123-6128
By Triangles inequality, we have for |z| = 1,
IP(z) — pmz"| = |P(z)| — |Blm
and note that
IPG)| ~ |Bimf* = (P() - Blm)”.
So that, from (19) and (20), we obtain for |z| = 1
IP@) = pmz"F > (IP@)] - Blm)”
Similarly, we get for |z| = 1
IP'(2) — pnmz"'* > (IP'(2)| — |Blmn)’”.
Also, for every 8, we have
lcn—s = | = |cn—s| — |Blm,
and since the function

x =K'y

x>0
X+ k5|cy ( )
is non-decreasing, it follows that

ol = K"len—s — Bml _ - leol = K"*lens| + K"*|Blm
lcol + K"=len—s = pml — Icol + k"=Slen—s| — k"=5|Blm

= Cu(k, |B1)

where
col = K"~*lcy—s| + K"~°|BIm
Cull pl) = A=K en] £ P
col + k™=S|cy—s| — K"~5|BIm

Using (21), (22) and (23) in (18), we get for every [ < 1and |z| = 1,

nk-1)—s2k) 2 ,
k +1 + 14 kcn(k' |ﬁ|)}(|P(Z)| - |,B|m) < |Q (Z)|

(1P (2)| — |Blmn)* + n{

which gives by using Lemma 3.2 for |z| = 1, that

k—1)—s(2k
M2 R P ) < P -

(P’ (z)| - |Blmn)* + n{

equivalently for |z| = 1,

n(k — 1) — s(2k) 2

2n (IPll ~ 1Blm) IP(z)] < n>(IPIP — (IBlm)?) — n{ 1 + 7 Cnles Iﬁl)} (IP(2)| - |Blm)’

which gives for |z| = 1 and || < 1,

IP'(2)| <

» — - — 2
P+ g - {HED 20 2 (e

PSR U ) d e p

NI

taking |f| = t,so that 0 <t < 1, we get

nk-1)-s@0 2 . (k t)}((IP(Z)I—tm)Z)].

/ <
IP"(z)l < k+1 T+k 1Pl = tm

n(|IPl| + tm) —{

NI =

That proves the Theorem 2.2 completely. O
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