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Abstract

We consider the problem of finding the trigonometric polynomial

Yo + Z 192]',1 SlIl(j.T) + 192]' COS(jl‘)
j=1

with minimal sup-norm on the interval [—7, ], where one coefficient in the polynomial, say
Ik (0 < k < 2m), has been fixed. A complete solution of this problem is given, which depends
sensitively on the ratio k/m, and the problem of uniqueness is discussed. Several examples
are presented to illustrate the main properties of the extremal polynomials.
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1 Introduction

Consider the class

(1.1) T = {(pm(x) =+ Zﬂgj,l sin(jx) + Vg cos(jz) |z € [-m,7]; 0, € R, i=0,.. .,Zm}
j=1

of all trigonometric polynomials of degree m, and let

[flloe = max |f ()]

|z|<m
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denote the sup-norm of a continuous function on the interval [—m, 7]. In the present paper we
derive an analytic solution of the extremal problem

(1'2) min{l|90m||oo | Pm € Ta |Q9/€| - 1};

where k € {0, ...,2m} is arbitrary but fixed. Extremal problems of this type have been originally
studied for ordinary polynomials by Chebyshev (1859), who determined the minimal sup-norm of
all polynomials with a fixed degree and leading coefficient 1 [see e.g. Achieser (1956) or Natanson
(1955) among others|. In the context of algebraic and trigonometric polynomials numerous ex-
tremal problems have been studied in the literature [see Rivlin (1974) or Milavonovié¢, Mitrinovicé
and Rassias (1994) among many others| but to the knowledge of the authors a solution of the
above problem is not available. Note that the extremal problem (1.2) can be reformulated to the
problem of finding the best constant, say ¢, ~, such that the inequality

holds. This problem is related to the problem of determining the best constant ¢, , such that
(1.4) max |0;] < enpllomlly ¥ om €T,
J:

(here || fll, = (™ _|f(x)|Pdz)'/? denotes the LP-norm), which was recently solved by Marshall and
Ganzburg (1999). Similar problems for the L;-norm of nonnegative trigonometric polynomials
were studied by Peherstorfer (1982). We finally note that the extremal problem (1.2) is also
equivalent to the problem

(1.5) max{|Ux| | om € T, [[omllec <1}

in the following sense. If ,, is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2), then ¢,,/||¢m||s 1s a
solution of the extremal problem (1.5) and vice versa. It is also easy to see that —y,, is a solution
of the extremal problem (1.2) [or equivalently (1.3) or (1.5) | if and only if ¢,, is a solution, and
throughout this paper we do not distinguish these two solutions.

It is the purpose of the present note to derive an explicit solution of the extremal problem (1.2),
[or equivalently (1.3), (1.5)]. In Section 2 we provide a necessary and sufficient condition for
a trigonometric polynomial to be a solution of the extremal problem. It turns out that this
solution depends sensitively on the value of k& € {0,...,2m}, and two different scenarios are
identified in Section 3 and Section 4 corresponding to the cases [*1] < m/3 and 5] > m/3,
respectively. Finally, in Section 5 the problem of uniqueness is discussed and it is demonstrated
that the extremal problem (1.2) can have uncountable many solutions. Moreover, several examples
are presented, which illustrate some peculiar properties of the extremal polynomials in the case

B8] < mf3.



2 A necessary and sufficient condition for the solution of
the extremal problem

For the sake of a transparent notation we introduce the functions

1 ifj=0
(2.1) filx)=q sin(lx) if j=20—-1; (=1,...,m
cos(lx) if j = 2¢; (=1,....m

and rewrite a trigonometric polynomial ¢, € 7 as
2m

(2.2) o) =D 0;f;(x).
5=0

The following result characterizes the solution of the extremal problem (1.5).

Theorem 2.1. A trigonometric polynomial of the form (2.2) with ||pml|lec < 1 is a solution of
the extremal problem (1.5) if and only if there exist points x1,...,xx € [—7, 7| and real constants
Ay, ..., Ax (N € N) such that N < 2m and

(1) sign(A;)pm(x;) =1 whenever A; #0 (j=1,...,N);

N
(i1) ZAjfz‘(%‘) =0; for all i € {0,1,...,2m}\{k};

(iii) ZAjfk(xj) =1

Moreover, if ¢, = Z?;”O ﬁjfj is a solution of the extremal problem (1.5) the coefficient Uy corre-
sponding to the function fi in the polynomial ¢, is given by

N
(2.3) Iy =" 1451
j=1

Proof. Using Theorem 1.3 in Singer (1970) it follows that a trigonometric polynomial ¢,, is a

solution of the extremal problem (1.2) if and only if there exist N < 2m points x4, ...,y and N
. N

scalars fuq, ..., un with > .7, |p;| = 1 such that

(2.4) o wifilas) = 0 i€ {0, 2mp\ (k)

(2:5) > i%m(ws) = Zmllos
(2.6) Bm(wj)sign(us) = l|@mle 5 € {0, N}
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Define A; = 11;/]|@m |00, note that @, (x) = fk(x)+zl.¢k Y, fi(z) and define @, (2) = @ () /|| Pm ]| oo-
Because the extremal problems (1.2) and (1.5) are equivalent, it is now easy to see that the trigono-

metric polynomial ¢, is a solution of the extremal problem (1.5), if and only if there exist points

x1,...,xy and constants Ay, ..., Ay such that the conditions (i) — (iii) of Theorem 2.1 are satsified.

Finally, we obtain from the conditions (i) — (iii) the representation

N

1_ZA Fula;) ZAjsom () 191 > 14,

kE j=1

which proves the remaining assertion (2.3) of Theorem 2.1. O

3 Extremal polynomials in the case r=0m/3 < ] <m

In this section we provide a solution of the extremal problem (1.2) for the case k = 0 and “large”
values of k. It turns out that in this case the solution is very transparent.

Theorem 3.1. Assume that k = 0 or m/3 < [E| < m, then the trigonometric polynomial
Om(x) = fi(x) is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2). In particular the constant ¢, o in
(1.8) is given by cmeo =1 if k=0 orm/3 < [ ] <m.

Proof. Consider the case k = 2¢ with ¢ > m/3, for which we have to show that the solution of the
extremal problem is given by ¢,,(x) = fr(z) = cos(¢z). Obviously, we have ||¢m[|cc = 1. Define

—1
xTj = j€ m—m j=1,...,2¢(
(3.1)
B 1 _( 1)(—]-{-1 B
A; = 2—€cos(€xj)— ST j=1,...,2¢(,

and observe the identities

(3.2) ZCOS(S(j;17T—7T>)COS<ij;17T—7T)> =0

J=1

foralli € {0,...,s—1,s+1,...,m} such that s + ¢ and |s — i| are not multipliers of 2¢ [see e.g.
Rivlin (1974), Exercise 1.5.28]. Using these equalities it is easy to see that

(3.3) ZA fai(z;) KZCOS lxj) cos(iz;) =0,

whenever i € {1,...,m}\{¢} [note that we require the condition ¢ > m/3 for the application of
formula (3.2)]. On the other hand it follows from the definition of the points z; in (3.1) that

Ty—j+Tj0=0, j=0,....0—-1; z1=-mxp1 =0,



and a direct calculation shows

20

2

1 .
Z Ajfoica(zy) = 27 Z cos(x;)sin(iz;) = 0,
j=1

j=1

which proves the conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2.1. Finally, the remaining condition (iii) of
this Lemma is obvious from

ZAfzzx] EZCOS (j—1—=0m) =

and by Theorem 2.1 the function ¢,,(z) = fo(z) = cos(¢x) is a solution of the extremal problem
(1.5) which is equivalent to the extremal problem (1.2).

The case k = 0 is obtained exactly in the same way. Finally, the remaining case k = 20—1,¢ > m/3
is treated by similar arguments using the the points

2j — 1
20

Ty = T—m, j=1,...,2(,

the weights

1
A = ﬂsin(ﬁxj), j=1,...,20

in (3.1) and observing the identity

> sins(2pte =) (i =) -0

Jj=

foralli € {0,...,s—1,s+1,...,m} such that s+ and |s —i| are not multipliers of 2¢ [see Rivlin
(1974)]. The details are omitted for the sake of brevity.
(I

4 Extremal polynomials in the case 1< %] <m/3

It will be demonstrated in the present section that the solution of the extremal problem (1.2) in
the case 1 < L%J < m/3 is substantially more complicated. Throughout this section we define
the index

m+ /¢
4.1 =|—- 1
which will be an important quantity for the classification of the solution of the extremal problem.
In particular we have to distinguish the following three cases

(4.2) k =20, pisodd
(4.3) ko=20-1
(4.4) k = 2¢, p iseven



Trigonometric polynomials of the form

( p—1 p—1
Z 1925(2j*1)f2£(2j*1) (l’) = Z 1925(2j*1) COS(E(Q[]. — 1)1’) lf k’ = 26
j=1 j=1

(4.5) p(z,9) =

p—1

p—1
Z1922(2;'71)71]02@(2;'71)—1(f) = 21925(23'71)71 sin(€(2j - 1)@ if k=20-1
j=1 j=1

\

will serve as appropriate candidates for the extremal polynomial [recall the definition of the func-
tion fi(x) in (2.1)]. The following result is the basic tool for the solution of the extremal problem
(1.2).

Lemma 4.1. Assume that 1 <[] <2

(a) If condition (4.2) is satisfied, define

—1 1
! )” 1 p—1,

4.6 i:(z—1 2 N
(4.6) o e 1)
then there exists a unique trigonometric polynomial of the form (4.5), which is determined
by of the system of equations

4.7 o(x;, ) = ot =1,...,p—1,
0 0 = )
(4.8) O, 9) =0; i=1,...,p—1
(b) If condition (4.3) is satisfied, define
, 1—1 N7 ,
(4.9) x; = <Z+Lp—1j>p_€’ i=1,...,p—1,

then there exists a unique trigonometric polynomial of the form (4.5) which is determined
by the equations (4.7) and (4.8) .

(c¢) If condition (4.4) is satisfied, define

1—1 1N\
41 i:('—1 —)—; —1.....p
(4.10) x i —I—Lp_l-l—QJ 7 i P
then there exists a unique trigonometric polynomial of the form (4.5) which is determined
by (4.8) and
(1.11) ol ) = )

;o =1,...,p.
| fie(z3)]



Proof. We only prove case (a), the other cases are shown exactly in the same way. Recall
that in this case k = 2(,¢ = Lkglj and p is odd which obviously implies p > 3. We define the
(p—1) x (p— 1)-matrix

cos(lzy) cos(30xy) . cos((2p — 3)lxy)
(4.12) B_ cos(.ﬁx%) COS(?)EIE%) e cos((2p - S)Exp%l)
—lsin(fxq) —30sin(30xy) --- —(2p — 3)lsin((2p — 3)lxq)
—/ sin(ﬁx%) -3¢ sin(3€:cp7-1) -~ —(2p = 3)¢sin((2p — 3)@:5%—1)
and the vector
cos({xy) cos({wp-1) T »
4.1 =(————,...,————,0,... RP™.
(4.13) c (|cos(€x1)\’ ’ \cos(fxqu)ro’ ’O> <
Observing the fact that
7 p—i — / — 4L ) 9

[by definition (4.6)] and the identities

cos((2j — )l(x — %)) = —cos((2j — 1)lx),

sin((25 — 1)6(z — Z)) = —sin((2j — 1)lx),

it follows that the system of equations in (4.7) and (4.8) for an arbitrary trigonometric polynomial
of the form

p—1 p—1
el 9) = D Vasiaj1) fasiaj—)(x) = Y Dauiaj-) cos((2] — 1)¢a)
j=1 j=1
is equivalent to the system
(4.14) BY =e.

Therefore the assertion in part (a) of Lemma 4.1 follows, if it can be shown that the matrix B is
non-singular. For this purpose consider for s € N the matrix

cosxy cos(3zy) ... cos((4s —1)xy)
A cos. To cos(?)xg) - COS((4S.— 1)zs) (.. ug) € R
COS Tos €OS(3Tas) ... cos((4ds — 1)xas)
where x1 < 9 < ... < X9, are arbitrary numbers and the vector u, is defined by

ug = (cos((20 — D)xy),...,cos((20 — 1)wge)); £=1,...,2s.
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Let Ug—1(x) = sin(2¢ arccos x)/ sin(arccos z) denote the (2¢ — 1)th Chebyshev polynomial of the
second kind [see Szego (1975)]. Observing the identity

l .
> os((25 1) = LG _ L, (2)

2 sinzx

with z = cosz [see Jolley (1961), formula 420] it follows that

det A = det(uy, us + ug, uy +us +ug, ..., Uy + ... + Uss)
1\ 2s 2s
= (3) der(aat0),

where z; = cosz; (i = 1,...,2s). It is well known that the leading coefficient of U;(x) is 27 [see
Szegd (1975)], and we obtain (using the Vandermonde determinant formula)

det A = (%)2522551(%—1) det(sz_l)QS

i i,j=1

2s
= 9% H Cos T; H (cos® ; — cos® ;).

i=1 1<i<j<2s

Subtracting the ith row of the matrix A from the (i + 1)th row (i = 1,...,s) it follows that the

determinant of the matrix B defined by (4.12) (with s = 23*) can be obtained as

det A
det B = lim 5
Tits—Ti=1,..., s lel(l‘z—Fs - xz)
S

= —9%@s-1 H(0052 x; sin 2x;) H (cos® z; — cos® x;)*.

i=1 1<i<j<s

2
(j=1,..., p%l), which implies det B # 0. This proves the assertion of Lemma 4.1.

Finally, if s = 2% and the points z1, ... ,Lp1 are given by (4.6), then it follows that z; € (0,%)

Theorem 4.2. Assume that m > 2. For any k such that 1 < [%J < % the trigonometric
polynomial defined by Lemma 4.1 is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2). Moreover, the
constant ¢y, oo in the equivalent problem (1.3) depends only on p and is given by

e (D))
where p is defined by (4.1).

Proof. Again we restrict ourselves to the case (4.2) where k& = 2¢ and p is odd. We consider the
trigonometric polynomial ¢(x) = p(x,9) defined by the first part of Lemma 4.1 and show that

(4.15) lp(z,0)| <1 Y zel[-1,1].



-2

Figure 4.1: The function Q defined in (4.17) for p =5 (left panel) and p = 7 (right panel), which
1s considered in the proof of Theorem 4.2.

For this we introduce the function
(4.16) Q(z) = p(x, 1) + cos(2plx),

and note that it follows from the representation (4.5) that

(4.17) Q(r) = Q(lu) = @(u) + cos(2pu) = Q(u)
where v = ¢x and the function ¢ is defined by
p—1
P(u) = Dasgay1y cos((2j — 1)u),
j=1

Similarly, define u; = fx; (i =1,...,p — 1), where z; is given by (4.6), note that

and that uy,...,u p-1 € (0, 5) are roots of trigonometric polynomial Q(u) with at least multiplicity

two, by Lemma 4.1. Moreover, @(u) changes in the interval [u =y 5] from 1 to 0, while — cos(2pu)

changes in the interval [u,_1, ijl | = [21;—;37, I%lﬂ] from 1 to —1 and in the interval [’%ﬂ, 7] from
—1 to 1 (note that p is odd). Therefore there exists at least one more root of the trigonometric

polynomial Q(u) in the interval (u =y Z). A similar argument shows that Q(u) has at least p roots

in the interval (¥, 7) (counted with multiplicities). Therefore the polynomial Q(u) has at least
2p roots in the interval (0,7). A typical behaviour of Q(u) is depicted in Figure 4.1 for the case
p=>5and p = 7. As a consequence we obtain that |p(u)| <1 V u € [0, 7] because otherwise the
polynomial Q(u) would have at least 2p + 1 roots which is impossible. By symmetry it follows
that ||@]|e < 1 and we also have ||@|| < 1.



We now use Theorem 2.1 to prove that the trigonometric polynomial ¢ is a solution of the extremal
problem (1.5). For this we consider the points

T = <22—1+2L—1+;J)ﬁ i=1,...,n=4Lp—-1)
where n = {(p — 1), and

Tnyj=—x; J=1,...,n
Define N = 2n and the weights Aq,..., Ay by
A, :pigcos(éxj) j=1,...,N.
With these notations it follows for i = 2s,s € {0,...,m}\{¢} that

N 9 (p—1)¢
ZAjfgs(l'j) = o Z cos(x;) cos(sx;)
j=1 j=1

where we have used the identity

q . .
27 —1 27 —1
Zcos(f 2 7T> cos(s J 7T>:0 if s#/
= 2q 2q
[see Rivlin (1974), Exercise 1.5.26]. On the other hand we obtain

N 2 & 25 — 1 1 & 25— 1
_ 2 — _ B
jzl Ajfgg(tj) = p_f ]Zl COS (nglﬂ-> =1+ p_£ jzl COS <£ p£ 7T>

- lS‘ln(Qéﬂ') _1
2sin(7/p)

[see Jolley (1961), formula 420] and by symmetry (using the fact that A;4, = A;)

ZAf2s 1(x5) ZA sin(sz;) =0, se{l,...,m}.

This shows that condltlons (i) - (iii) of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied and consequently the trigono-
metric polynomial ¢(z) = ¢(z, 1) is a solution of the extremal problem (1.5). For the calculation
of the value ¥y corresponding to function cos(fz) in the trigonometric polynomial ¢(z) we use
the representation (2.3) in Theorem 2.1 and obtain

f(p 1)

N N

R 1

Jor =D 145] = 3 costy| = }j | cos x|
j=1 j=1

2

Z E
2 — 25 —1 4 25 —1
B ﬁZ’COS< 2p W)):];j;(:os( 2p W)
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where the last line follows again from formula 420 in Jolley (1961). This completes the proof of
Theorem 4.2.
O

Remark 4.3. Note that it follows from the proof of Theorem 4.2 that the extremal polynomial
defined by (4.5) has 2¢(p — 1) extremal points, if condition (4.2) or (4.3) is satisfied, while there
are 20(p — 1) + 3 extremal points in the case (4.4). Moreover, it follows from the representation
(4.10) that the points —7 and 7 are extremal points if condition (4.4) is satisfied. In the two other
cases the boundary points of the interval [—m, 7] are not extremal points.

Remark 4.4. It is interesting to note that Theorem 3.1 is contained in Theorem 4.2 (note that
our proof does not require the condition 1 < L%j < % To see this note in the case ¢ > % we
have p = L%ﬂj = 2, by an elementary calculation, and therefore the polynomial in (4.5) reduces
to cos({t) or sin(¢t) corresponding to the case k = 2¢ and k = 2¢ — 1, respectively. In order
to emphasize the different structure of the solution of the extremal problem (1.2) in the cases

1< B <2 and 2 < [52] < m both scenarios are presented in different sections.

Remark 4.5. The extremal polynomial in Theorem 4.2 can be represented explicitly as
(4.18) p(r) = sign(fula;)) (),
j=1

where the functions ¢;;(¢) are defined as

) = fi(@) — frlxi) \* ail fulx) — Folz
) = TP =) i) = fe) +1)

i
with s,
a; = — -
’ ; fu(@i) = fu(@;)
ands; =...=s,=2,n=p—1,if (4.2) or (4.3) holdsand sy = s, = 1,89 = ... = 5,1 = 2,n = p,

if (4.4) holds. This follows by a tedious calculation showing that the function on the right hand
side of (4.18) satisfies the conditions (4.7) and (4.8) which determine the extremal polynomial of
the form (4.5) uniquely.

Remark 4.6. Note that by Theorem 4.2 the optimal constant in (1.3) is given by

N IC A
” 1 else

©|3

Therefore if m — oo it follows for any fixed k € N that

. . 2 T\ ! w
lim ¢k moo = lim {— cot <2—>} =7
m— 00 p—00 p p

In other words the optimal constant ¢, . in the extremal problem (1.5) exhibits the same
asymptotic behaviour as the optimal constants ¢, , in the extremal problem (1.4) [see Marshall
and Ganzburg (1999)].
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Figure 4.2: The solution of the extreml problem (1.2) in the case m = 6. The left part of the figure
shows the extremal polynomials for k =1 (dotted line) and k = 3 (solid line), while the right part
displays the solution for k = 2 (dotted line) and k = 4 (solid line).

Example 4.7. Consider the case m = 6, where Theorem 4.2 can be applied for the cases
k=1,2,3,4. If =1 we have p =4, and the trigonometric polynomial in (4.5) is given by

(4.19) o(t) = 3%\/5 (sint + # sin(3t) + 3\@7_4 sin(5t)> :
(4.20) o(t) = %ﬁ(—cosw 8_T5\/§cos(3t) - @m(m)

corresponding to the cases k = 1 and k = 2, respectively. If £ = 2 the solution of the extremal
problem (1.2) is simpler and given by

(4.21) o(t) = <sin(2t) + %sin(Gt))

(4.22) o(t) = <cos(2t) - écos(6t)>

corresponding to the cases k = 3 and k& = 4, respectively. These polynomials are depicted in
Figure 4.2. In all other cases the solution of the extremal problem (1.2) is given in Theorem 3.1.

5 Uniqueness and examples

In the present section we will demonstrate that the solution of the extremal problem (1.2) [or
equivalently (1.3) or (1.5)] is not necessarily unique. Our first result characterizes the set of all
extremal polynomials.

Theorem 5.1. Let p(x) denote the extremal polynomial described in Theorem 3.1 or 4.2 and define

{z1,..., 2N} as the set of all extremal points of p(x). An arbitrary trigonometric polynomial ¢(x)
with ||¢lle < 1 is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2) if and only if it can be represented as
(5.1) p(r) = ¢(x) +7Q(x).

12



Here v is a real constant and Q(x) is a trigonometric polynomial with roots x1, ..., xy, where the
multiplicity of a root x; is two whenever |x;| # .

Proof. Assume that ¢ is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2), such that it has the same
coefficient ¥y as ¢. Then the trigonometric polynomial

is also a solution of the extremal problem (1.2) because it has the same coefficient of 9, and
satisfies ||@|lco < 1. If Z4,..., T are the extremal points of @, then it follows from the inequality

5(0)] < g{le(@)] + 6@} <1

that
{jl,...,i']v} C {$1,...,$N}.

Moreover, &, ...,Zy are also extremal points of the trigonometric polynomial ¢(x), by the same
argument. Note that {fo,..., fam} is a Chebyshev system on the interval [—7,7) and that N <
2m < 2m + 1. As a consequence there exists a unique solution Ai,..., Ay of the system of
equations (ii) and (iii) in Theorem 2.1, which implies

{Zi’l,...,i'N} = {Il,...,l'N}.
Consequently, we obtain @(z;) = ¢(z;) = sign(4;), j =1,..., N, and the function

b(x) — p(x) = 3(plw) — $(a)
has roots at the points x1,...,zy, where the multiplicity of a root x; is (at least) two, whenever
|z;| # 7. Therefore the polynomial ¢ can be written in the form (5.1), which proves the first part
of the assertion.
The converse part of the assertion can be proved in a similar way and is omitted for the sake of
brevity.
O

Example 5.2. Assume that % < { = L%j < %, then, if k£ = 2¢ is even, by Theorem 3.1 the
polynomial ¢(x) = cos(fx) is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2) and the extremal points
are given by z = (j — £ — 1)/l (j = 1,...,2(). These points are roots of multiplicity 2 of the
polynomial Q(x) = 1 — cos(2¢x) and a further extremal polynomial is of the form

(5.2) () = cos(fz) + (1 — cos(2(x)),
where the constant 7 is chosen such that |¢,|«~ = 1. By a substitution of v = cos({x) it is easy
to see that the possible range for ~ is the interval [—i, i] Extremal polynomials of the form (5.2)

for various values of ¢ and « are depicted in Figure 5.1 in the case £ = 2 and ¢ = 5 (note that the
solution of the extremal problem (1.2) depends only on m by the inequality 3 < ¢ < %).
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Figure 5.1: Various solutions of the form (5.2) for the extremal problem (1.2) with k = 2¢. Solid
lines v = 0; dashed lines: v = 1/4; dotted lines: v = —1/4. The left part of the figure corresponds
to the case { = 2, while the right part represents the case { = 5.

It can be shown by similar arguments that in the case k = 20 — 1;m/3 < £ < m/2 trigonometric
polynomials of the form

. 11
(5.3) () = sin(fz) + y(1 + cos(2lx)); ~ € [_Z’ ﬂ
are solutions of the extremal problem (1.2), and some representative examples are depicted in
Figure 5.2 (in the case £ = 2 and ¢ = 5).

Example 5.3. Assume that 1 < ¢ = [*1] < 2 and that either k = 2/—1 and mE3E s an integer
or that k = 2¢ and %53( is odd. If %ﬂ is an integer we obtain that 2p — 3 = 7 and consequently
the trigonometric polynomial in (4.5) is of degree m. In this case it follows from Remark 4.3 that
the polynomial @) in Theorem 5.1 must have 2¢(p — 1) = m+ ¢ roots with multiplicity no less than
2 and its degree must be larger than m. As a consequence, there exists a unique solution of the
extremal problem (1.2) in this case.

On the other hand, if %ﬂ is not an integer, we obtain %ﬂ -1l<p< %ﬂ or equivalently
m — 20 < {(2p — 3) < m. Because the degree of the polynomial in (4.5) is ¢(2p — 3) < m there
exists more than one solution of the extremal problem (1.2). To be more specific consider the case
m even k = 2¢ and assume that p is odd, then the extremal polynomial ¢ from Lemma 4.1 is of

the form
(5.4) o(x) = Zﬁj cos(£(2j — 1)x)

Let @ denote the positive trigonometric polynomial, which has precisely roots of multiplicity
two at the extreme points of ¢. Because £ = 2¢ and p is odd it follows from Remark 4.3 that
the extreme points are not located at the boundary of the interval [—m,n] and by the above
discussion the degree of () is not larger than m. By Theorem 5.1 the trigonometric polynomial
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Figure 5.2: Various solutions of the form (5.3) for the extremal problem (1.2) with k = 2¢ — 1.
Solid lines v = 0; dashed lines: v = 1/4; dotted lines: v = —1/4. The left part of the figure
corresponds to the case ¢ = 2, while the right part represents the case { = 5.

o (x) = @(x)+vQ(x) is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2) if and only if ||¢, |« < 1. In order
to derive conditions on the parameter v such that this inequality is satisfied let Z, ..., Zy, denote
the extreme points of ¢(x) located in the interval [0, ) with ¢(z;) = 1, define the trigonometric
polynomial

(5.5) Ux) = H(Cosx — cosz;)?,
and consider the functions
o1 QW

Note that H; and H, are trigonometric polynomials and that the function Hs is nonnegative. The
inequality ||¢4]l < 1 is obviously equivalent to the inequalities

(5.7) ¢(x) = 1+7Q(z) = (Hi(2) + vHa(2))U(z) <0

(5.8) ¢(x) +1+7Q(z) =0

for all z € [—m, 7]. We consider the case (5.7) in more detail, the second case is treated similarly
by an appropriate modification of the definition of the functions H; and Hs. Because U(zx) is a
positive function it follows that H;(x) is nonpositive and (5.7) is equivalent to the inequality

(5.9) Hy(z) +vHy(z) <0
for all # € [—m, 7]. Define

N = mm{—glgg |z € [—71',71']},




and note that 4 > 0, then it is easy to see that (5.9) is satisfied if and only if v < 4. Similarly,
it can be shown that (5.8) holds if and only if v > —4. Consequently, the polynomial ¢, (x) =
o(z) + vQ(zx) constructed in this way is a solution of the extremal problem (1.2) if and only if
v <7

As a concrete example consider the case m = 4, k = 2¢ = 2, where p = 3 and the extremal
polynomial defined in (4.5) is given by

o) = %{cosx - COS((;))QU) }

The extremal points of ¢ are —2T, — i

& — 5 5> o and polynomial @ is calculated as

Q(z) = 16(cos* z — Z)Q = 2cos(4x) — 4 cos(2x) + 3

(note that cos(%) = — cos(3m) = @) The polynomial U is given by U(z) = (cosx — @)2, which
yields

Hy(x) = 16<cosx+§)2,

Hi(z) = —g(u

cos w)
V3 /)
and for 4 the expression

1+ (cosz)/V/3
12(cosx + v/3/2)2

T € [—71',71']} = 1—8\/5.

¥y = min{
Several solutions of the extremal problem (1.2) are depicted in Figure 5.3.

Example 5.4. If £ > 7, the solution of the extremal problem (1.2) is given by ¢(x) = cos(fx) if
k = 2¢ and by ¢(z) = sin(¢x) if £ = 2¢ — 1. In the second case the corresponding polynomial @
must have (at least) 2 - 2¢ > 2m roots (counted with multiplicities), while in the first case there
are 2¢ — 1 roots with multiplicity two (corresponding to the extreme points in the interval (—m, )
and one root at the point 7, which gives (counted with multiplicities) 2(2¢ — 1) + 1 > 2m roots
for the polynomial (). In both cases the polynomial ) would not be a trigonometric polynomial
of degree m and therefore the solution of the extremal problem is unique if £ > %

We conclude this paper summarizing the discussion presented in the previous examples.

Theorem 5.5. The solution of the extremal problem (1.2) is unique if one of the following
conditions is satisfied

is even, "3t € N and is odd

is odd, ™3t ¢ N
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Figure 5.3: Various solutions of the form (5.1) of the extremal problem (1.2) for m =4 and k = 2
(¢ =1). Solid line v = 0; dashed line: v = —1+ g\/g; dotted lines: v =1 — g\/ﬁ

In all other cases, the solution of the extremal problem (1.2) is not unique.
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