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Abstract

Let 225 (1, 7) be the set of all complex polynomials p(z) = [\, (z—z)H, Y0y i =
n, with derivatives of the form

m k k
p'(z) = nH(z — )it H(z — &)Y, Z vi=m—1.
j=1 j=1

i=1
In this note we prove the following:
For a fized ordering o = (1,2,...,m), the distinct zeros {z;}I", and the distinct
critical points of the second kind {§j}§:1 of polynomials from PS(n,v) are analytic
functions {ziag};’;l and {5;‘6}]C resp., B = (i1,12,...,ik+1), of any of the variables

j:l;
(Ziys Zigy - -+ 5 Zigyy) 0 the domain

{(ivs 211 20y0) € CFL | p e 25 (00},

being also continuous on its boundary.

This statement gives an immediate proof to the well-known conjecture of Bl. Sendov
[4]:

Ifn>2 and p(z) = [ (z — zi) is a polynomial of degree n such that z; € C, |z] <1,
i=1,2,...,n, then for every i = 1,2,...,n, the disk {z € C||z; — z| < 1} contains at
least one zero of p'(2).
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1 Domains of analyticity

Let Z¢ be the set of complex polynomials of the form p(z) =
multiplicities i := (p1,. .., fhm), m > 1, and v := (vq,..., ), k >

m k
Zui:n and Zui:m—l, (1)
i=1 i=1

let C*(fi,7) C C™ be the set consisting of all Z = ((21, 1), -+, (Zm, i), 20 # 25, 1 <0 <
j < 'm, such that there exists a polynomial p € Z7¢ satisfying

(i) p(2) = p(z;2) = T2 (2 — 2)

(i) p possesses exactly k distinct critical points of the second kind (that is, zeros of p’ which

[T-,(z = 2z). For given
1, such that

are not zeros of p) with multiplicities vy, vs, ..., 14 and
m k
p'(z):nHz—z 1HZ_£J
i=1 j=1

The set of polynomials p satisfying (i) and (ii) will be denoted by
P, v) =Ap(z2) € ;| z€ C*(,0)} .

Theorem 1. For a prescribed ordering o = (1,2,...,m), the distinct zeros {z;}7*, and the
distinct critical points of the second kind {5]} i of polynommls from P¢(,v) are analytic
functions {22}, and & B}J 1
(Zirs Zigs - - > Zigy,) 0 the domam

respectively, = (i1,1s,...,ik11), of any of the variables

{(Zimziza R Zik+1) S Ck+1 | zZ e Cn(ﬂ, I;)},

being also continuous on its boundary.
The proof of Theorem [l is entirely based on the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Let there be given multiplicities (fi,v) satisfying (@) with m > 1, and let a
polynomial p with zeros {(z;, pi) }1y belong to P5(,v). Then, the distinct critical points of
the second kind {fj}?:l and the first m —k —1 zeros z1, 20, . . ., Zm—k—1, are (locally) analytic
functions of the remaining ones Zm_k, Zm—ki+1s - - - Zm-

Proof. Let po(2°;2) € 2¢(li, v). Set s := m—1—k. Clearly, s > 0 (with equality only when
vi=1,j=1,2,... k). Let us consider the following system of equations

OE)=0, j=1,2,...k £=1,2,...,v;, (2)

for p = po(2°; 2). The proof of the lemma is based on the system (2)) and the Implicit Mapping
Theorem (see, e.g., |2, p.28]. We need to show that there exist analytic functions z; =



20 (Zsa1y oo Zm)y oy Zs = Zs(Zsaty - 2m) and & = &1(Zsi1y - 2Zm)s - &k = Ek(Zsa1s - Zm)s
satisfying (2)) in an open neighbourhood of (2, ,,..., 2%, or in other words, that the system

of m — 1 equations (2) can be locally and analytically solved with respect to the m — 1
functions {z};_,, {§;}5_,, or equivalently, that the Jacobian matrix J of (&) possesses the

maximal rank. The Jacobian matrix of (2]) (we omit for simplicity the upper index 0) is
J =diag{p"(&),...,p"(&)} if s =0, and

r vy / " Vg 1T

Q&) A& . A& o K& A& . A

Q&) AWE) o A& L &) UG . A (E&)

J— 0 o0 pEbE) Lo 0 o0 0

0 0 0 0 .0 0 ’
0 ... 0 0 .. 0 ... 0 o0

0 .0 0 .0 o0 ptED(g) ]

where ;(z) = —%(ZZ_), i=1,2,...,s,if s > 1. We need to prove that rankJ = m — 1.

If s = 0, this is a direct consequence of p”(&;) # 0, j = 1,2,...,k. Let s > 1 and let us
assume the contrary, that is, rank J < m — 1. Using that p®+Y(¢;) # 0, j = 1,2,...,k,
our assumption implies the existence of a non-zero vector (f1, 5, ..., fs) € C® such that the
polynomial Q2 € P¢_; (the set of all complex polynomials of degree at most n — 1),

Q2) = —Bipr U (2) = Bopz ' Qa(z) — -+ — Bop ' Q(2) = <Z P ) p(2),

Z— 2z
i=1 v

satisfies

zZ— Z;
i=1 ‘z=§j
Denote
- w(2)
= — %), 7 = , U= ]-72a y Oy
w(z) H(z zi), wi(2) — i s
and

Clearly, q(z) € Z¢ since Z§:1(Vj —1)=m—1—k =s. Using that z; # ¢;, it easily follows
from (3)) that there exists a vector (aq, o, ..., as) € C° such that

q(z) Z awi(z) + Z Biwi(z) = 0. (4)



If8#0,i=1,2,...,8,and 5, =0,i =35+ 1,5+2,...,5, 1 < 35 < s, then we rewrite () in
this way

> 1%% 32
611(2‘)612(2’)1—[Z o +Zﬁz =0,

where q1(2) € 2%, q2(2) 221, aiwi(Z)/Hing(z %) € Pey, @i(z) = [Ti=1(z — #), and

J#i
arrive at a similar equation with s replaced by §
5 5
i=1 i=1
Therefore, without loss of generality, we can and will assume that §6; # 0,7 = 1,2,...,s.

Setting in @) z =2;,i=1,2,...,s, we get

Bi = —auq(z)lwi(z)] ™ i=1,2,...,5,
and , )

2) Y wi(z) = Y angl)wi(z)] " wi(2) = 0. (5)

i=1 i=1

It follows from (Bl) that
i=1

and

q(z) Za] (21) + ild (zi)wi(z) — q(z)wi(z:)] =0, i=1,2,...,s. (7)

J#z
According to Lagrange interpolation formula

=32 e,

K3 7

and in addition, by (&),

z) ZaiWi(Z) + Z Z [ai a(z) + OKjM:| w;(z)w;j(z) = 0. (8)

w;(2;) wi(z)

i=1 j=1

JF#i

Dividing (8) by w(z) and setting z = z;, i = 1,2,..., s, give

q(z)) q(zi) ;
o; |1+ + =0, Z:1a2> ) S (9)
; w;(z) (2 — 2) wi(z) % T Z
J#i J#i



The first sum in (@) will be calculated from the following equation, using the properties of
the divided difference

1 = q[zla"'azi—lazi7ziazi+1a"'azs]
B - q(z;) q'(2) q(z) wilz)
= — _|_ _|_ . ,
= wi(z)(z — 25)  wilz)  wilz) wiz)
J#i

or more precisely,

wi(z; Sy .
N {q%zi) =) wgi] P =0 =12 s (10)
i\~ 1 <l j
JFi

Finally, we get from () and (I0)
205q(z)wi(z) = duig(z)w"(z) =0, i=1,2,... 5.

Since a;q(z) # 0, i = 1,2,...,s, this means that w € Z7¢ that is, s = 1, and by (@),
a1 = 1 = 0. This is a contradiction to our assumption that rank J < m — 1 and hence,
rank J =m — 1. The lemma is proved. O

2 Sendov’s conjecture

Sendov’s conjecture is one of the fundamental problems in the theory of complex polynomials.
It was announced back in 1958 by Bulgarian mathematicians Blagovest Sendov and Lyubomir
Iliev (see [4] for the history of the problem and for references before 2001). Despite the
significant analytical and computational efforts within the last more than 60 years, there
has not been yet a definitive proof of its validity. Here we show that it is an almost direct
consequence of Theorem [II

Let D :={z € C||z| < 1} be the closed unit disk in C. Sendov’s conjecture states:

Conjecture 1. If n > 2 and p(z) is a polynomial from Z7¢ such that {z;}!; C D, then for
every i = 1,2,...n, the disk {z € C||z; — z| < 1} contains at least one zero of p'(2).

Set z 1= (21,29,...,2,). If p'(2) = nH;‘:_ll(z — (), then the statement of Conjecture 1 is
equivalent to

max max min |z — (| = 1.
zeDn 1<i<n 1<j<n—1

In what follows, the zeros of p will also be represented in the (already familiar) form
{(2, pi) }™; using for simplicity the same letters. Let

C(m, k) == U{C™(i, ) | m' =m, k' =k} .



Remark 1. Taking Theorem[dl into account, it follows that, up to the orderinga = (1,2,...,m
of the variables, there exist unique functions {z}7%, and {£5}F_, of {ZZ ML analytic on
C"(m, k), which naturally coincide into new functions on C*(m’, k'), m <m, k' <k, when
some of the variables (zeros of p) and (or) some of the functzons {&5Yh_, (eritical points of

the second kind of p) overlap. Moreover, {0}, and {£2}5_, are contmuous on its boundary
0C"(m, k) =C"(m—1,k—1)UC"(m,k — 1),

2<m<n, 2<k<m-—1.

Proof of Conjecture 1. Let z € C"(m, k). Define the functions

5(2) = o min J = -
and
Sg = 11<nl£1k |Zz £J| (12)

for all 1 < ¢ < m such that yy = 1. We will prove the following enhancement of the
conjecture under consideration:

Theorem 3. If z € D™ and m > 2, then we have

<
Jin |z =&l <1,

for any z¢, po = 1, with equality if and only if m =n, k =1 and {2z}, coincide with the
roots of unity {ez(lll)m J

Proof. Let us show first that the proof can be reduced to the case k = 1. Let k > 2, Z €
C™(m, k) and |z,| < 1. Denote by rad.(A) the radius of the circumself disk of a set of points
A (the smallest closed disk containing A). Let ® be the map from Theorem [l and consider
all sufficiently small local paths z(t), t € [0,%) such that z,(¢) € int(D), t € [0,ty). For each
such path we take the configuration ®(2(t)) and consider the points ®(2(t))/rad.(t) C D™
All these points constitute a set Vi x ... x V,, x Wy x ... x Wj, C D™** such that V, and
Wi, ..., W}, are open neighbourhoods of 2z, and {;}* -1, respectively. This means that we
can move the points zy, &1, &, . . ., & so that to increase Sy and z to remain in C"(m, k)N D™.
Therefore, the maximum point of Sy is located on O(C™(m, k)) N D™. Now, all we need to
do next is to consider the case k = 1.

The case k =1. Let (fi,7) be such that k = 1 and 4 = m — 1, respectively. Let p(z) =

[T, (2 = z)" and p/'(2) = n(z — &)™ 2, (2 — z;)*~ 1. Then, we have consecutively

p'(2) ”(Z—flm ! Z i

22—z



(z—&)" :_Z,uzwz =TI -=).
i=1
i
L _mﬂz’. ~ Ny
g'_gl_;zzu Mz-—m,l—1,2,...,m

We have to prove that |z, — £| < 1 for all z, such that g, = 1. Let

|2ip — €| = I,Ei}fm — ¢, for some z;, |2,] < 1.

Without loss of generality, we will assume that rad.(z) = 1. Let also m > 9 (Conjecture 1
is proved for polynomials with m < 8 [1]). Denote

E=ra+ib, z; =1 a; +ib;, &€ — z; =: cl-eiei, ¢ >0, 6; €0,2m),

fori = 1,2,...,m, and ¢ := [[", ¢;, 0 := >_", 6;. By means of Kuhn-Tucker necessary
conditions, we will investigate the extremal points of the problem

Fy = max, f(z1,20,...,2m;2) =0, a? +02<1,i=1,2,...,m, (13)

where
FO = FO(Z17227 .. '7Zm) = (CL - aiO)z + (b B bi0)27

and

fi=f(2):=flz1, 20, .., 2m;2) = (z = &)™ ! — %Z,uiwi(z)

To this aim, set

m

F = F(Z) = FQ(Zl, 29y vy Zm) — Al%f(z) - )\ng(Z) - an(a? + b22 - 1)a

1=1

where 7; > 0 and n;(a? + b7 — 1) =0, i =1,2,...,m, at the extremal points.

The construction of the function F' needs some additional comments. Formally, we should
define it by using m different equality constraints, corresponding to m different arbitrary
points z in an open neighbourhood of £. However, our calculations below implicitly use
these constraints in taking the partial derivatives of F' with respect to a, b and {a;, b}
and setting z = &. This is justified by the fact that the constraint functions (and so, the
extremal points) are continuous functions of z. Next, we calculate the corresponding partial
derivatives at z = £. First,

0 I : .
86{1 = —%(m— 1)(2—5)7” +gZujwij(z), wij(z) = —, Z#],




From here,

7 0a;
and of
Hi
(6~ 2)5-(6) = ~Hune
Consequently,
0, Of i io—e, of Cli io—26;
ig; YJ _ i(0—6,) “J _ i(60—26;)
Gie 8ai (é-) ne; € ’ 86@ (5) nc? € ’
8f Clb; . o_p. 8f Clbi . (g—_op.
i 2 _ i(0—0;) YJ _ i(60—26,)
c;e 8[)2 (5) ne; e ) 8[92 (é-) nc? e )
and
onf Oy oORf . cpi
%, &) = ne? cos(0 — 26;), b, (&) = +nc§ sin(6 — 26;)
oy f Gl o osf . CHy on
2, &) = Y sin(0 — 26;), o, (&) = nc? cos(f — 26;).

For the partial derivatives of Fy with respect to a;, b;, i # i, we have

OF 201; 201;
> = a (CL - aio) = iCio COS(QZ'O),
n

da; n ~
88];0 = 2:? (b— b)) = Qsicio sin(6;,),
and, in addition,
gj:z _ Qﬂion— 2n0i0 cos(6s),
ggz _ Qﬂion— 2ncl-0 sin(6;, ).

Now, we are ready to write Kuhn-Tucker necessary conditions for a maximum of F, at the
points {a; + ib;}™, under the conditions given in (I3) for z = £ (for simplicity, we do not
change the notation for the points of maximum). More precisely, the following must be

fulfilled

gi = %cio cos(6;,) + ;—i;[—}—/\l cos(0 — 26;) + Ao sin(6 — 26;)] — 2mia; = 0, @ # i,
F 20; i : .
0 = icio sin(6;,) + C—MQ[—)\l sin(f — 26;) + Ay cos(6 — 26,)] — 2m;b; = 0, i # g,
0b; n ne;
OF 2, —2n o, . (14)
Dar = —ci, cos(6;,) + nc [+ A1 cos(0 — 20;,) + Agsin(0 — 260,,)] — 2n;,ai, = 0,
gj = P TR n(0) + [ sin(0 — 26,,) + A cos(0 — 26,0)] — 2 by, = 0.
20 n i0



Using that \; = Acos(fy) and Ay = Asin(f)) for some A > 0 and 0, € [0,27), Equations

(I4) can be rewritten as follows

2f1;¢;, cos(6;,) + )\C'l;i cos(0 — 20; — 0)) — 2nn;a; =0, i # g,

(2

2fiicy, sin(0y,) — ACC“Z' sin(0 — 26; — 0y) — 2nmib; = 0, i # o,

2
(241, — 2n)c;, cos(6;,) + )\Cc'l;io cos(0 — 26;, — 6,) — 2nn;,a;, =0,

10

(2f1;, — 2n)c;y sin(b;,) — Ao sin(0 — 20;, — 6)) — 2nn;,b;, = 0.

2
10

and

2:&2(5 - 22'0) + )\%ei(e—&%—eﬂ - 277'77222 =0, 1 7é lo,
- = _ Cllig i(0—20. — _
(241, — 2n) (€ — Zi,) + )\%e (6—20i,—0) _ 2nn;, Ziy = 0,

10
from where

—i0y H;nzl(g - Zj) 2/12 =

e e + m (5—22-0)—271%2@-:0, i # i,
o I (€= 2) 20, —2n - .

e Hj_l(g 2]) + Hio n(f — Ziy) — 2”@52‘0 = 0.
(€ - Zi()) Hig Iio

Equations (&) and (I6)) yield

j=1
since yi;, = 1 and n;, = 0. Remind that |z;,| < 1 and
_ n—1 - n—p ..
:U’io_m_lv Mi_m_lvl%%u
. n—1—(m—-1)n [ n—p ..
Hig — T = <0, —=——5—, iF.
’ (m—1) pi - (m—=1)p,

Let there exist another zero z; with |z;| < 1 and n; = 0. Then, (IT) implies for m > 4

‘g_zio|2:n_ﬂi_ 1 - 1
€ — il? pi  (m—=1n—(n—=1) 24




If p; = 1, this is a contradiction to our assumption that |{ — 2| = maxy| =1} [§ — 2. If
(i > 1, then
|§ — Zi0| < 1.

Accordingly, it is sufficient to consider the case |z;| = 1 and n; > 0, i # 4p. Let z; := €7, i =
1,2,...,m, i # ip. By using an appropriate rotation with center 0, we can and will suppose
that (€ — z;,) = 0 and & — z;, < 0. Take an arbitrary 1 < i < m, i # ip. Then, it follows
from (I7) that O lies in the interior of the triangle with vertices 1, ¢ 1= (£ — 2;)? = c2e?%
and 1y = (& — %)%z = 2?7 and thus,

S Srpe < 0. (18)

Further, if [ : 3z = aRz+ S is the line passing through v, and 15, and 1 is the intersection
point of [ with the real axis, then

b= B SR — SRy -

a Stpy — Sy

0,

or equivalently,
S

Ry < ——Repa. (19)

S

Clearly, inequalities (I8) and (I9) are equivalent to

sin(26;) sin(26; — ;) < 0,
sin(26;)

In view of inequalities (20)), we have either 6, € (7/2,7) and v; € (0,7) (if sin(26;) < 0 and
sin(;) > 0) or 0; € (m,37/2) and ~; € (m,2m) (if sin(26;) > 0 and sin(y;) < 0). In both
cases the points &, z; and £ — z; lie in the same open half-plane with respect to the real
axis, for any ¢ = 1,2,...,m, i # ig. Since |z;,| < 1, this implies that rad.(z) < 1, which
is a contradiction. Consequently, the maximum of |z;, — £| is attained when all the points
zi, 1 =1,2,...,m, lie on the unit circle dD. Applying [3, Theorem 1| to z;,, it follows that
¢ = 0 and the maximum is equal to 1. Finally, using again |3, Theorem 1], we conclude that
this can happen only if m =n, k = 1 and p(z) = 2™ — 1. Theorem []is proved. O

(20)

cos(26;) < cos(26; — ;).
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