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ANALYTIC PROPERTIES OF SPEYER’S g-POLYNOMIAL OF

UNIFORM MATROIDS

RONG ZHANG AND JAMES JING YU ZHAO

Abstract. Let Un,d denote the uniform matroid of rank d on n elements. We obtain
some recurrence relations satisfied by Speyer’s g-polynomials gUn,d

(t) of Un,d. Based on
these recurrence relations, we prove that the polynomial gUn,d

(t) has only real zeros for any
n− 1 ≥ d ≥ 1. Furthermore, we show that the coefficient of gUn,[n/2]

(t) is asymptotically
normal by local and central limit theorems.

1. Introduction

In the study of the f -vector conjecture of tropical linear spaces, Speyer [19] discovered
an invariant, denoted by gM(t), for a (loopless and coloopless) C-realizable matroid M .
This invariant has been used by Speyer to prove bounds on the complexity of Kapranov’s
Lie complexes [14], Hacking, Keel and Tevelev’s very stable pairs [11], and tropical linear
spaces [18]. It turns out that this invariant is of independent combinatorial interest. In
a subsequent work of Fink and Speyer [10], the invariant gM(t) was defined for an arbi-
trary (loopless and coloopless) matroid M . López de Medrano, Rincón, and Shaw [17]
conjectured a Chow-theoretic formula for Speyer’s g-polynomial, which was later proved
by Berget, Eur, Spink and Tseng [2]. Ferroni [8] provided a combinatorial way of comput-
ing gM(t) for an arbitrary Schubert matroid M . Ferroni and Schröter [9] proved that the
coefficients of gM(t) are nonnegative for any sparse paving matroid M .

It is worth mentioning that the g-polynomial of uniform matroids has been computed
by Speyer [19], and this polynomial plays an important role in his proof of the f -vector
conjecture in the case of a tropical linear space realizable in characteristic 0. Let Un,d

denote the uniform matroid of rank d on n elements. Speyer [19] obtained the following
result.

Proposition 1.1 ([19, Proposition 10.1]). For any n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ d ≤ n − 1, the g-
polynomial of the uniform matroid Un,d is given by

gUn,d
(t) =

min(d,n−d)
∑

i=1

(n− i− 1)!

(d− i)!(n− d− i)!(i− 1)!
ti.(1.1)

The main objective of this paper is to study the analytic properties of gUn,d
(t). For

notational convenience, let gn,d(t) = gUn,d
(t) and Si(n, d) = [ti]gn,d(t), the coefficient of ti
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in gn,d(t). From (1.1) it immediately follows that gn,d(t) = gn,n−d(t). Thus, from now on,
we may assume that 1 ≤ d ≤ ⌊n/2⌋, in which case we have deg gn,d(t) = d.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we first obtain a series
of recurrence relations satisfied by Speyer’s g-polynomials gn,d(t) by using the extended
Zeilberger algorithm developed by Chen, Hou and Mu [4]. In Section 3 we prove that
gn,d(t) has only real zeros for any n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ d ≤ n − 1 by using a result due to Liu
and Wang [16]. Finally, in Section 4, we show that the coefficient of Speyer’s g-polynomial
gn,[n/2](t) is asymptotically normal by local and central limit theorems based on a criterion
given by Bender [1] and Harper [12].

2. Recurrence Relations

The aim of this section is to show some recurrence relations for Speyer’s g-polynomial
gn,d(t). These recurrences will play a key role in the proofs of the interlacing properties
and the asymptotic normality presented in Sections 3 and 4 respectively. On one hand, we
fix d ≥ 1 and consider the recurrence relation of the sequence {gn,d(t)}n≥d+1. We have the
following result.

Theorem 2.1. For d ≥ 1 and n ≥ d+ 2, we have

gn,d(t) =
(2d− n + 1)t+ n− 2

n− d− 1
gn−1,d(t) +

t(n− d− 2)

n− d− 1
gn−2,d(t),(2.1)

gn,d(t) =
dt+ n− 1

n− d− 1
gn−1,d(t)−

t(t + 1)

n− d− 1
g′n−1,d(t),(2.2)

with initial values gd,d(t) = 0, gd+1,d(t) = t and gd+2,d(t) = dt+ (d− 1)t2.

On the other hand, we fix n ≥ 3 and consider the recurrence relation of the sequence
{gn,d(t)}1≤d≤n−1. We have the following result.

Theorem 2.2. For any n ≥ 3 and 1 ≤ d ≤ n− 1, we have

gn,d(t) =
cd(n+ 1)

(

cd(n)cd(n + 2)t+ (n− d)2 + (d− 2)2 + n− 2
)

(d− 1)(n− d)cd(n+ 2)
gn,d−1(t)

(2.3)

− (d− 2)(n+ 1− d)cd(n)

(d− 1)(n− d)cd(n+ 2)
gn,d−2(t), for 2 ≤ d ≤ [n/2] + 1 and n ≥ 3,

gn,d(t) =
(n + 1− 2d)(n+ 1− d)t+ (n− d)2 + n− 2d+ 1

(d− 1)(n− d)
gn,d−1(t)

(2.4)

− t(t + 1)(n+ 1− 2d)

(d− 1)(n− d)
g′n,d−1(t), for 2 ≤ d ≤ n− 1 and n ≥ 3,

where cd(n) = n + 1 − 2d, gn,0(t) = 0, gn,1(t) = t and gn,2(t) = (n − 2)t + (n − 3)t2 for

n ≥ 3.
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We shall prove Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 by using the extended Zeilberger algorithm devel-
oped by Chen, Hou and Mu [4] on the basis of Zeilberger algorithm [21, 20]. For a nice
survey on the method of creative telescoping and related open problems, see Chen and
Kauers [3]. Before proving Theorems 2.1 and 2.2, let us have a brief overview of the ex-
tended Zeilberger algorithm. Suppose that f1(k, p1, p2, . . . , ps), . . . , fm(k, p1, p2, . . . , ps)
are m hypergeometric terms of k with parameters p1, p2, . . . , ps such that both

fi(k, p1, p2, . . . , ps)

fj(k, p1, p2, . . . , ps)
and

fi(k + 1, p1, p2, . . . , ps)

fi(k, p1, p2, . . . , ps)

are all rational functions of k and p1, p2, . . . , ps for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m. This algorithm
is devised to find a hypergeometric term h(k, p1, p2, . . . , ps) and polynomial coefficients
ai(p1, p2, . . . , ps) for 1 ≤ i ≤ m which are independent of k such that

a1f1(k) + a2f2(k) + · · ·+ amfm(k) = u(k + 1)− u(k),(2.5)

where we omit the parameters p1, p2, . . . , ps for brevity. If we let Fi =
∑

k fi(k) for
1 ≤ i ≤ m and sum (2.5) over k, then we get a homogeneous relation

a1F1 + a2F2 + · · ·+ amFm = 0.(2.6)

Hou [13] implemented the extended Zeilberger algorithm as the function
Ext Zeil in the Maple package APCI. The calling sequence of this function
is of the form Ext Zeil([f1, f2, . . . , fm], k), and the output is of the form
[C,Ca2/a1, Ca3/a1, . . . , Cam/a1], where C is a k-free non-zero constant, provided that
the algorithm is applicable.

We are now in a position to give a symbolic proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

Proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. Let us first show the recursion (2.1). To employ the pack-
age APCI, we first import it in Maple as follows.
[> with(APCI);

[AbelZ, Ext Zeil, Gosper, MZeil, Zeil, hyper simp, hyperterm, poch, qExt Zeil,

qGosper, qZeil, qbino, qhyper simp, qhyperterm, qpoch]

Observe that (2.1) is of the form (2.6) with

f1 = Sk(n, d)t
k, f2 = Sk(n− 1, d)tk, f3 = Sk(n− 2, d)tk,

where Sk(n, d) is as defined in Section 1. In order to prove (2.1), we continue the following
set of fi:

[> f1 :=
(n − k − 1)!

(d− k)!(n− d − k)!(k − 1)!
tk:

[> f2 :=
(n − k − 2)!

(d− k)!(n− d − k − 1)!(k − 1)!
tk:

[> f3 :=
(n − k − 3)!

(d− k)!(n− d − k − 2)!(k − 1)!
tk:

Then we run the command of the main function:
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[> Ext Zeil([f1, f2, f3], k);

[

k free1,
k free1(2dt− nt+ n + t− 2)

d− n+ 1
, −t(d − n + 2)k free1

d− n+ 1

]

.

The above output implies that there is some nonzero constant C free of k such that

C · gn,d(t) + C · 2dt− nt+ n + t− 2

d− n+ 1
gn−1,d(t) + C · −t(d− n+ 2)

d− n+ 1
gn−2,d(t) = 0,

which leads to the recursion (2.1). By (1.1), it is easy to check that gd+1,d(t) = t and
gd+2,d(t) = dt+ (d− 1)t2 for d ≥ 1. Thus, (2.1) is proved.

The detailed proofs of recurrence relations (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) are similar to that of
(2.1), and hence are omitted here. �

We further obtain the following two triangular recurrence relations.

Theorem 2.3. For n ≥ 3 and 2 ≤ d ≤ n− 1, we have

gn,d(t) =
n− d

d− 1
gn,d−1(t) +

t(n + 1− 2d)

d− 1
gn−1,d−1(t),(2.7)

gn,d(t) =
(d− 1)(n− d)

(n− 2d)(n+ 1− 2d)t+ (d− 1)2
gn,d−1(t)(2.8)

+
(n + 1− 2d)(n− 1− d)t

(n− 2d)(n+ 1− 2d)t+ (d− 1)2
gn−1,d(t).

Proof. By applying the extended Zeilberger algorithm, one can obtain the recursions (2.7)
and (2.8) in a similar argument stated in the proof of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2. �

We also find the following interesting recurrence relations for Speyer’s g-polynomials,
and omit the proofs. As will be seen, the recursions provided by Theorem 2.4 will lead to
some new interlacing properties for Speyer’s g-polynomials showed in Theorem 3.5.

Theorem 2.4. For d ≥ 1, Speyer’s g-polynomial satisfies the following recurrence rela-

tions.

g2d+2,d+1(t) =
(t+ 2)(2d− 1)

d
g2d,d(t)−

(d− 1)t2

d
g2d−2,d−1(t),(2.9)

g2d+3,d+1(t) =
2(2d2t + 4d2 − 1)

(d+ 1)(2d− 1)
g2d+1,d(t)−

(2d+ 1)(d− 1)t2

(d+ 1)(2d− 1)
g2d−1,d−1(t),(2.10)

g2d+1,d(t) =
2d− 1

d
g2d,d(t) +

(d− 1)t

d
g2d−1,d−1(t),(2.11)

g2d+2,d+1(t) = 2 g2d+1,d(t) + t g2d,d(t),(2.12)

with the convention that g0,0(t) = g1,0(t) = 0.

To end this section, we show four more recurrence relations for Speyer’s g-polynomial.
The recurrences given by Theorem 2.5 together with (2.11) and (2.12) will be employed in
the proof of the asymptotic normality stated in Section 4.
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Theorem 2.5. For any given integer d ≥ 2, we have

g2d,d(t) =
(d− 1)t

dt+ 1
g2d−1,d−1(t) +

t(t+ 1)

dt+ 1
g′2d,d(t),(2.13)

g2d,d(t) =
(2d− 1)t+ 2d

dt+ d+ 1
g2d−1,d−1(t) +

t(t + 1)2

(d− 1)(dt+ d+ 1)
g′′2d,d(t),(2.14)

and for any given integer d ≥ 1, we have

g2d+1,d(t) =
dt

(d+ 1)t+ 1
g2d,d(t) +

t(t+ 1)

(d+ 1)t+ 1
g′2d+1,d(t),(2.15)

g2d+1,d(t) =
2dt+ 2d+ 1

(d+ 1)t+ d+ 2
g2d,d(t) +

t(t+ 1)2

d(dt+ t+ d+ 2)
g′′2d+1,d(t).(2.16)

3. Real zeros and interlacing properties

The objective of this section is to show the real-rootedness and some interlacing prop-
erties of Speyer’s g-polynomial gn,d(t). Consequently, we obtain the log-concavity and
unimodality of this polynomial. The main result of this section is as follows.

Theorem 3.1. For any given integers n ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ d ≤ n−1, the Speyer’s g-polynomial

gn,d(t) has only real zeros.

Before proving Theorem 3.1, let us first recall some definitions and results on Sturm
sequences. Let PF be the set of real-rooted polynomials with nonnegative coefficients,
including any nonnegative constant for convenience. Given two polynomials f(t), g(t) ∈
PF, assume f(αi) = 0 and g(βj) = 0. We say that g(t) interlaces f(t), denoted g(t) � f(t),
if either deg f(t) = deg g(t) = n and

βn ≤ αn ≤ · · · ≤ β2 ≤ α2 ≤ β1 ≤ α1,(3.1)

or deg f(t) = deg g(t) + 1 = n and

αn ≤ βn−1 ≤ αn−1 ≤ · · · ≤ β2 ≤ α2 ≤ β1 ≤ α1.(3.2)

We say that g(t) interlaces f(t) strictly, denoted g(t) ≺ f(t), if the inequalities in (3.1) or
(3.2) hold strictly. Following Liu and Wang [16], we also let a � bt+ c for any nonnegative
a, b, c, and let 0 � f and f � 0 for any f ∈ PF. A polynomial sequence {fn(t)}n≥0 with
each fn(t) ∈ PF is said to be a generalized Sturm sequence if

f0(t) � f1(t) � · · · � fn−1(t) � fn(t) � · · · .
Liu and Wang [16] established the following sufficient condition for determining whether
two polynomials have interlacing zeros.

Theorem 3.2. ([16, Theorem 2.3]) Let F (t), f(t), h1(t), . . . , hk(t) be real polynomials sat-

isfying the following conditions.

(i) There exist some real polynomials φ(t), ψ1(t), . . . , ψk(t) such that

F (t) = φ(t)f(t) + ψ1(t)h1(t) + · · ·+ ψk(t)hk(t),(3.3)

and degF (t) = deg f(t) or degF (t) = deg f(t) + 1.
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(ii) f(t), hj(t) are polynomials with only real zeros, and hj(t) � f(t) for all j.
(iii) The leading coefficients of F (t), h1(t), . . . , hk(t) have the same sign.

Suppose that ψj(r) ≤ 0 for each j and each zero r of f(t). Then F (t) has only real zeros

and f(t) � F (t). In particular, if for each zero r of f(t), there exists an index j such that

hj(t) ≺ f(t) and ψj(r) < 0, then f(t) ≺ F (t).

Now we are able to prove the following result, which is stronger than Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.3. For any given integer d ≥ 3, the sequence {gn,d(t)}n≥d+1 is a generalized

Sturm sequence.

Proof. Use induction on n. By (1.1) we have gd+1,d(t) = t and gd+2,d(t) = (d − 1)t2 + dt.
Clearly, both gd+1,d(t) and gd+2,d(t) are real-rooted polynomials, and

gd+1,d(t) � gd+2,d(t).(3.4)

Assume that gn,d(t) and gn+1,d(t) are real-rooted polynomials and gn,d(t) � gn+1,d(t). We
proceed to show that

gn+1,d(t) � gn+2,d(t).(3.5)

For this purpose, we shall employ Theorem 3.2. First, by recursion (2.1), we have

gn+2,d(t) =
(2d− n− 1)t+ n

n− d+ 1
gn+1,d(t) +

t(n− d)

n− d+ 1
gn,d(t), n ≥ d+ 1.(3.6)

Observe that (3.6) is of the form of (3.3) with k = 1, where

F (t) = gn+2,d(t), f(t) = gn+1,d(t), h1(t) = gn,d(t),

and

φ(t) =
(2d− n− 1)t+ n

n− d+ 1
, ψ1(t) =

t(n− d)

n− d+ 1
.

By (1.1), we have that degF (t) = deg f(t) + 1 = n − d + 2 for 1 ≤ n − d ≤ d − 2
and deg F (t) = deg f(t) = d for n − d ≥ d − 1. Thus, condition (i) of Theorem 3.2 is
satisfied. By the inductive hypothesis that gn,d(t) � gn+1,d(t), condition (ii) of Theorem
3.2 also holds. Moreover, the leading coefficients of F (t) and h1(t) are all positive by (1.1).
Therefore, condition (iii) of Theorem 3.2 is also satisfied. It remains to show that ψ1(r) ≤ 0
for each zero r of f(t). Note that f(t) has only non-positive zeros since its coefficients are
all non-negative. Clearly, for t ≤ 0 and n ≥ d + 1, we have ψ1(t) ≤ 0. From Theorem 3.2
it follows that (3.5) holds and gn+2,d(t) has only real zeros. This completes the proof. �

It is interesting that the polynomials gn,d(t) also enjoy some interlacing property for
fixed n. Precisely we have the following result, which is also stronger than Theorem 3.1.

Theorem 3.4. For any given integer n ≥ 2, the sequence {gn,d(t)}[n/2]d=1 is a generalized

Sturm sequence.
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Proof. For 2 ≤ n ≤ 5, one can directly use (1.1) to verify the assertion. We may assume
that n ≥ 6. It remains to show that for 1 ≤ d ≤ [n/2]− 1,

gn,d(t) � gn,d+1(t).(3.7)

We apply induction on d to prove (3.7). First, by (1.1), we get that gn,1(t) = t and
gn,2(t) = (n − 3)t2 + (n − 2)t. It is clear that (3.7) holds for d = 1. Assuming (3.7) for
some d ≤ [n/2]− 2, we proceed to show that

gn,d+1(t) � gn,d+2(t).(3.8)

By the recurrence relation (2.3), we have

gn,d+2(t) = C1 · gn,d+1(t) + C2 · gn,d(t)(3.9)

for 1 ≤ d ≤ [n/2]− 1, where

C1 =
(n− 2− 2d)

(

(n− 3− 2d)(n− 1− 2d)t+ (n− d− 2)2 + d2 + n− 2
)

(d+ 1)(n− 2− d)(n− 1− 2d)
,

C2 = − d(n− 1− d)(n− 3− 2d)

(d+ 1)(n− 2− d)(n− 1− 2d)
.

Notice that (3.9) is of the form of (3.3) with k = 1, where F (t) = gn,d+2(t), f(t) = gn,d+1(t),
h1(t) = gn,d(t), φ(t) = C1, and ψ1(t) = C2. The conditions (i), (ii), and (iii) of Theorem
3.2 are easily checked to be true for 1 ≤ d ≤ [n/2]− 2. In order to prove (3.8), it remains
to show C2 < 0 for 1 ≤ d ≤ [n/2]− 2, which is evident. This completes the proof. �

By applyig Theorem 2.4, we obtain three new interlacing properties for Speyer’s g-
polynomials.

Theorem 3.5. The sequences {g2d,d(t)}d≥1, {g2d+1,d(t)}d≥1, and {gn,[n/2](t)}n≥2 are gener-

alized Sturm sequences. That is,

g2d,d(t) � g2d+2,d+1(t), d ≥ 1,(3.10)

g2d+1,d(t) � g2d+3,d+1(t), d ≥ 1,(3.11)

gn,[n/2](t) � gn+1,[(n+1)/2](t), n ≥ 2.(3.12)

Proof. We first prove the interlacing property (3.10). For d = 1, it is easily checked that
g2,1(t) = t and g4,2(t) = t2 + 2t by (1.1). Clearly, g2,1(t) � g4,2(t). Hence, we have (3.10)
holds for d = 1. Assume that (3.10) is true for d ≥ 1. It suffices to show that

g2d+2,d+1(t) � g2d+4,d+2(t), d ≥ 1.(3.13)

By the recurrence relation (2.9) given in Theorem 2.4 and the sufficient condition showed
in Theorem 3.2, we can derive the interlacing relation (3.13) for d ≥ 1 in a similar argument
of the proof of Theorem 3.3, and the detailed proof is omitted here.

To prove the interlacing property (3.11), observe by (1.1) that g3,1(t) = t, g5,2(t) =
2t2 + 3t, and g3,1(t) � g5,2(t). Then in a similar argument as described above, one can
obtain (3.11) by employing Theorem 3.2 and the recurrence relation (2.10).
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We proceed to prove the interlacing relation (3.12). It suffices to show that for d ≥ 1,

g2d,d(t) � g2d+1,d(t) � g2d+2,d+1(t).(3.14)

It is routine to check that g2,1(t) � g3,1(t) � g4,2(t) � g5,2(t) by using the explicit expres-
sions of these four polynomials as shown above. Thus, (3.14) holds for d = 1. Assume that
(3.14) holds for d ≥ 1. We aim to show that

g2d+2,d+1(t) � g2d+3,d+1(t) � g2d+4,d+2(t),(3.15)

for d ≥ 1. By (2.11) we have for d ≥ 1,

g2d+3,d+1(t) =
2d+ 1

d+ 1
g2d+2,d+1(t) + t

d

d+ 1
g2d+1,d(t),

which is of the form of (3.3) with k = 1. It is easy to verify that the conditions of Theorem
3.2 are satisfied, and hence

g2d+2,d+1(t) � g2d+3,d+1(t).(3.16)

Moreover, by (2.12), we have for d ≥ 1,

g2d+4,d+2(t) = 2 g2d+3,d+1(t) + t g2d+2,d+1(t),

which is of the form of (3.3) with k = 1. In the same manner we get that

g2d+3,d+1(t) � g2d+4,d+2(t).(3.17)

Combining (3.16) and (3.17) yields (3.15). This completes the proof. �

4. Asymptotic normality

This section is devoted to the study of asymptotic normality of the coefficients of Speyer’s
g-polynomial gn,d(t). The coefficients of many real-rooted polynomials appear to be asymp-
totically normal, see [1, 5, 6, 7, 15] for examples. Since each g-polynomial gn,d(t) has only
real zeros, it is natural to investigate that whether Speyer’s g-polynomials possess this
asymptotic property.

Before showing the main result of this section, we first recall some concepts and results.
Let {fn(t)}n≥0 be a polynomial sequence with nonnegative coefficients, say

fn(t) =
n
∑

k=0

a(n, k)tk.(4.1)

The coefficient a(n, k) is said to be asymptotically normal with mean µn and variance σ2
n

by a central limit theorem if

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∑

k≤µn+tσn

p(n, k)− 1√
2π

∫ t

−∞

exp(−x2/2)dx
∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0,
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where p(n, k) = a(n,k)∑n
j=0

a(n,j)
. The coefficient a(n, k) is said to be asymptotically normal with

mean µn and variance σ2
n by a local limit theorem on the real set R if

lim
n→∞

sup
t∈R

∣

∣

∣

∣

σnp(n, ⌊µn + tσn⌋)−
1√
2π

exp(−t2/2)
∣

∣

∣

∣

= 0.

The main result of this section is stated as follows.

Theorem 4.1. The coefficients of the Speyer’s g-polynomial gn,[n/2](t) is asymptotically

normal by local and central limit theorems.

In order to prove Theorem 4.1, we shall employ the following criterion provided by
Bender [1]. See also Harper [12].

Theorem 4.2 ([1, Theorem 2]). Let {fn(t)}n≥0 be a real-rooted polynomial sequence with

nonnegative coefficients as in (4.1). Let

µn =
f ′
n(1)

fn(1)
,(4.2)

σ2
n =

f ′′
n(1)

fn(1)
+ µn − µ2

n.(4.3)

If σ2
n → +∞ as n→ +∞, then the coefficient of fn(t) is asymptotically normal with mean

µn and variance σ2
n by local and central limit theorems.

Before proving Theorem 4.1, let us first note several lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. For n ≥ 3 let fn(t) := gn,[n/2](t) and

rn(t) =
fn−1(t)

fn(t)
.(4.4)

Then

lim
n→+∞

rn(1) = −1 +
√
2.

Proof. By (2.11) and (2.12) we obtain that, for d ≥ 1,

f2d+1(1) =
2d− 1

d
f2d(1) +

d− 1

d
f2d−1(1),

f2d+2(1) = 2 f2d+1(1) + f2d(1),

and hence,

fn+1(1) =
n− 1

⌊n/2⌋fn(1) +
⌈n/2⌉ − 1

⌊n/2⌋ fn−1(1), n ≥ 2,(4.5)

where ⌊x⌋ is the greatest integer not exceeding x and ⌈x⌉ is the least integer not less than
x. Suppose that

lim
n→+∞

rn(1) = A,
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where A is a finite real number. It follows from (4.5) that

A−1 = 2 + A,

whose zeros are

A1 = −1 −
√
2, A2 = −1 +

√
2.

Since rn(1) > 0 for all n ≥ 3, we have A = −1 +
√
2, as desired. �

The following lemma gives an explicit formula to compute the mean of the coefficients
of gn,[n/2](t).

Lemma 4.4. For n ≥ 3 let fn(t) := gn,[n/2](t) and µn = f ′

n(1)
fn(1)

. Then

µn =

(

1− ⌈n/2⌉ − 1

⌈n/2⌉ + 1
· fn−1(1)

fn(1)

) ⌈n/2⌉+ 1

2
.(4.6)

Proof. By (2.13) and (2.15), we find that

f2d(1) =
d− 1

d+ 1
f2d−1(1) +

2

d+ 1
f ′
2d(1), d ≥ 2, and(4.7)

f2d+1(1) =
d

d+ 2
f2d(1) +

2

d+ 2
f ′
2d+1(1), d ≥ 1.(4.8)

It follows from (4.7) and (4.8) that for n ≥ 3,

fn(1) =
⌈n/2⌉ − 1

⌈n/2⌉+ 1
fn−1(1) +

2

⌈n/2⌉ + 1
f ′
n(1).(4.9)

By using the above formula, we immediately get (4.6). �

With the above lemma, we are able to give an explicit formula to compute the variance
of the coefficients of gn,[n/2](t).

Lemma 4.5. For n ≥ 3 let fn(t) := gn,[n/2](t), µn = f ′

n(1)
fn(1)

and σ2
n = f ′′

n (1)
fn(1)

+ µn − µ2
n. Then

σ2
n =

⌈n/2⌉ (⌈n/2⌉ − 1)

4
− (⌈n/2⌉ − 1)(2⌊n/2⌋ − 1)

4

fn−1(1)

fn(1)
− (⌈n/2⌉ − 1)2

4

(

fn−1(1)

fn(1)

)2

.

(4.10)

Proof. By (2.14) and (2.16), we have

f2d(1) =
4d− 1

2d+ 1
f2d−1(1) +

4

(d− 1)(2d+ 1)
f ′′
2d(1), d ≥ 2,

f2d+1(1) =
4d+ 1

2d+ 3
f2d(1) +

4

d(2d+ 3)
f ′′
2d+1(1), d ≥ 1.

It follows that

fn(1) =
2n− 1

2⌈n/2⌉+ 1
fn−1(1) +

4

(⌈n/2⌉ − 1)(2⌈n/2⌉+ 1)
f ′′
n(1), n ≥ 3,(4.11)
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which can be rewritten as

f ′′
n(1)

fn(1)
=

(

1− 2n− 1

2⌈n/2⌉+ 1

fn−1(1)

fn(1)

)

(⌈n/2⌉ − 1)(2⌈n/2⌉+ 1)

4
, n ≥ 3.(4.12)

By (4.6) and (4.12) we get

σ2
n =

(

1− 2n− 1

2⌈n/2⌉+ 1

fn−1(1)

fn(1)

)

(⌈n/2⌉ − 1)(2⌈n/2⌉+ 1)

4

+

(

1− ⌈n/2⌉ − 1

⌈n/2⌉+ 1
· fn−1(1)

fn(1)

) ⌈n/2⌉+ 1

2

−
(

1− ⌈n/2⌉ − 1

⌈n/2⌉+ 1
· fn−1(1)

fn(1)

)2
(⌈n/2⌉+ 1)2

4
.

By further simplifying, we obtain the desired result. �

In order to study the limit of the variance of the coefficients of gn,[n/2](t) as n → +∞,
we also need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 4.6. For m ≥ 2, we have

m− (2m− 1)r2m(1)− (m− 1)r2m(1)
2 > 2−

√
2,(4.13)

where r2m(1) = f2m−1(1)/f2m(1) and fn(t) := gn,[n/2](t).

Proof. Let us first show that

r2m(1) < −1 +
√
2(4.14)

holds for m ≥ 2 by induction.
By (1.1), we have r4(1) = f3(1)/f4(1) = 1/3 < −1 +

√
2. So, (4.14) holds for m = 2.

Assume r2m(1) < −1 +
√
2. We proceed to show that r2m+2(1) < −1 +

√
2. By (4.5), we

have for m ≥ 1,

f2m+1(1) =
2m− 1

m
f2m(1) +

m− 1

m
f2m−1(1),

f2m+2(1) = 2 f2m+1(1) + f2m(1),

or equivalently,

1

r2m+1(1)
= 2− 1

m
+
m− 1

m
r2m(1),

1

r2m+2(1)
= 2 + r2m+1(1).

Combining the above two relations yields

r2m+2(1) =
1

2 + r2m+1(1)
=

1

2 + 1

2− 1

m
+
m− 1

m
r2m(1)

.(4.15)
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By the inductive hypothesis and (4.15), we see for m ≥ 2,

r2m+2(1) <
1

2 + 1

2− 1

m
+

m− 1

m
(−1 +

√
2)

=
1

2 + 1
√
2 + 1−

√
2

m

<
1

2 + 1√
2 + 1

= −1 +
√
2.

Thus, (4.14) is proved. Hence for m ≥ 2, there holds

m− (2m− 1)r2m(1)− (m− 1)r2m(1)
2

>m− (2m− 1)(−1 +
√
2)− (m− 1)(−1 +

√
2)2

=2−
√
2,

as desired. This completes the proof. �

Lemma 4.7. For m ≥ 3, we have

m+ 1− 2mr2m+1(1)−mr2m+1(1)
2 > 0.(4.16)

where r2m+1(1) = f2m(1)/f2m+1(1) and fn(t) := gn,[n/2](t).

Proof. Note that, for m ≥ 3, the inequality (4.16) holds if and only if

−1 −
√
2m2 +m

m
< r2m+1(1) < −1 +

√
2m2 +m

m
.(4.17)

Clearly, the first inequality in (4.17) holds, since r2m+1(1) > 0 for m ≥ 1. It remains to
prove that

r2m+1(1) < −1 +

√
2m2 +m

m
(4.18)

for m ≥ 3. First, for m = 3, one can use (4.4) and (1.1) to verify that

r7(1)−
(

−1 +

√
21

3

)

=
38

25
− 1

3

√
21 < 0.

Assuming (4.18) for m, we continue to show that it also holds for m+ 1, namely

r2m+3(1) < −1 +

√

2(m+ 1)2 +m+ 1

m+ 1
.

By the recurrence relation (4.5), we have for m ≥ 1,

1

r2m+3(1)
=

2m+ 1

m+ 1
+

m

m+ 1
r2m+2(1),

1

r2m+2(1)
= 2 + r2m+1(1).

Thus,

r2m+3(1) =
1

2m+ 1

m+ 1
+

m

m+ 1
· 1

2 + r2m+1(1)

.
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By the inductive hypothesis, we see that for m ≥ 1,

r2m+3(1) <
1

2m+ 1

m+ 1
+

m

m+ 1
· m

m+
√
2m2 +m

.

It suffices to prove for m ≥ 3,

1
2m+ 1

m+ 1
+

m

m+ 1
· m

m+
√
2m2 +m

< −1 +

√

2(m+ 1)2 +m+ 1

m+ 1
.(4.19)

The inequality (4.19) can be verified by the following Maple command:

[> evalf









solve























1
2m+ 1

m+ 1
+

m

m+ 1
·

m

m+
√

2m2 +m

+ 1−

√

2(m+ 1)2 +m+ 1

m+ 1
< 0, m > 0















,m

















It outputs

{1.393714057 < m}
which implies that (4.19) holds for m ≥ 3. This completes the proof. �

We are now in a position to show a proof of Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. For n ≥ 3 let fn(t) := gn,[n/2](t), µn = f ′

n(1)
fn(1)

and σ2
n = f ′′

n (1)
fn(1)

+µn−µ2
n.

By Theorem 4.2 it suffices to show that σ2
n → +∞ as n→ +∞. To this end, we only need

to show that limm→+∞ σ2
2m = +∞ and limm→+∞ σ2

2m+1 = +∞.
By Lemmas 4.5 and 4.6 we see that for m ≥ 2,

σ2
2m =

m− 1

4

(

m− (2m− 1)r2m(1)− (m− 1)r2m(1)
2
)

> (2−
√
2)
m− 1

4
,(4.20)

where rn(x) is defined by (4.4). It follows from (4.20) that σ2
2m → +∞ as m→ +∞.

By Lemmas 4.5 and 4.7 we have

σ2
2m+1 =

m

4

(

m+ 1− (2m− 1)r2m+1(1)−mr2m+1(1)
2
)

>
m

4
r2m+1(1),

for m ≥ 3. Since limm→+∞ r2m+1(1) = −1 +
√
2 > 0 by Lemma 4.3, it follows that

σ2
2m+1 → +∞ as m→ +∞. This completes the proof. �

We propose a conjecture to conclude this paper.

Conjecture 4.8. If d = d(n) is a real function of n such that d(n) → +∞ as n → +∞,

then the coefficient of Speyer’s g-polynomial gn,d(n)(t), namely Si(n, d(n)), is asymptotically

normal by local and central limit theorems.
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