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The D-plus Discriminant and Complexity of Root Clustering∗

Jing Yang† and Chee K. Yap‡

Abstract. Let p(x) be an integer polynomial with m ≥ 2 distinct roots α1, . . . , αm whose multiplicities are µ =
(µ1, . . . , µm). We define the D-plus discriminant of p(x) to be D+(p) :=

∏
1≤i<j≤m

(αi−αj)
µi+µj .

Unlike the classical discriminant, D+(p) never vanishes. We first prove a conjecture that D+(p) is a
µ-symmetric function of its roots α1, . . . , αm. Our main result gives an explicit formula for D+(p),
as a rational function of its coefficients. A basic tool used by our proof is the “symbolic Poisson
resultant”. The D-plus discriminant first arose in the complexity analysis of a root clustering
algorithm from Becker et al. (ISSAC 2016). The bit-complexity of this algorithm is proportional to
a quantity log(|D+(p)|−1). As an application of our main result, we give an explicit upper bound on
this quantity in terms of the degree of p and its leading coefficient.

Key words. D-plus discriminant, µ-symmetric polynomial, multiple roots, complexity analysis, root clustering

AMS subject classifications. 68W30, 11R29, 68Q25

1. Introduction. Consider a polynomial

p = p(x) =

n∑

i=0

aix
n−i ∈ Z[x], a0 > 0

with m ≥ 1 distinct complex roots α = (α1, . . . , αm) and each αi has multiplicity µi ≥ 1.
Thus n =

∑m
i=1 µi. By reordering the roots, we may assume that µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ · · · ≥ µm ≥ 1,

and call µ := (µ1, . . . , µm) the multiplicity vector of p, denoted by µ(p). We are interested
in the following µ-discriminant function,

(1.1) D+
µ
(r1, . . . , rm) :=

∏

1≤i<j≤m

(ri − rj)
µi+µj .

The D-plus discriminant of p(x) is the value obtained by evaluating the µ(p)-discriminant
function at the distinct roots of p(x), that is

D+(p) :=D+
µ (α1, . . . , αm) ∈ C.

We see that D+(p) ∈ Z ⊆ C where Z is the algebraic closure of Z. Although D+
µ

is defined
as a function of the roots, the main result in this paper gives an explicit rational function
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hµ(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Q[z1, . . . , zn] such that

D+
µ
(r1, . . . , rm) = hµ(−a1/a0, . . . , (−1)nan/a0).

Thus proves that D+(p) ∈ Q. Unlike the classical discriminant of a polynomial, D+(p)
cannot vanish. The non-vanishing property is critical in some applications of discriminants.
For example, Mahler [4] shows that the minimum distance between any two roots of p(x) is
proportional to |D(p)| where D(p) is the classical discriminant of p. Intuitively, it means that
the bit-complexity of algorithms to isolate roots of p is (at least) proportional to log(|D(p)|−1).
The bound becomes trivial when D(p) = 0. For a recent account various generalizations of
the Mahler bound, especially on ways to overcome the case D(p) = 0, see Sharma [6].

Example 1. We illustrate the concept of D-plus discriminant. If the polynomial p(x) =∑3
i=0 a3−ix

i has a double root α1 and a simple root α2, then D+(p) = (α1 − α2)
3. It turns

out that D+(p) is the following rational function in a0, . . . , a3:

(1.2) D+(p) =
1

a30

[
a31 − (9/2)a0a1a2 + (27/2)a20a3

]
.

To see a numerical instance, let p(x) = (x− 1)2(x− 3) = x3 − 5x2 + 7x− 3, and so D+(p) =
(α1 − α2)

3 = (1 − 3)3 = −8. Without knowing the roots, (1.2) gives the same answer,
D+(p) =

[
(−5)3 − (9/2)(−35) + (27/2)(−3)

]
= −8.

History. The root functionD+
µ
was first1 introduced by Becker et al [1] in their complexity

analysis of a root clustering algorithm. For simplicity, we may assume2 that their algorithm
accepts as input the pair (p, ε) where p ∈ C[x] and ε > 0, and outputs a set {Ci : i = 1, . . . ,m}
where Ci = (∆i, µi) represents a cluster of roots. Here, the ∆i’s are pairwise-disjoint discs of
C of radius < ε, and µi ≥ 1 is the total multiplicity of the roots of p in ∆i, and n =

∑m
i=1 µi

is the degree of p. To compare the efficiency of root isolation algorithms, it is standard
to use the worst-case bit-complexity T (n,L) for isolating all the roots of a polynomial p of
degree n with L-bit integer coefficients: this is the so-called “benchmark problem” [5]. For
the root clustering algorithm in [2], p is not necessarily square-free, and the coefficients may
be Gaussian integers. If we choose ε to be less than σ(p)/2, where σ(p) is the minimum
separation between distinct roots of p(x), we will achieve root isolation, i.e., each ∆i contains
exactly one distinct root. What is T (n,L) in this case? It was shown [2] that that this
complexity is “near-optimal” in the sense of Pan, i.e., T (n,L) = Õ(n2(n+ L)). This is also
the first near-optimal complex root isolation algorithm to be implemented [3]. Furthermore,
[1, 2] show that the implicit “constant” in the big-Oh bound on T (n,L) is proportional to a
quantity log(|D+(p)|−1) where D+(p) places the role of the classical discriminant. Hence
it is important to give an explicit upper bound on this quantity. As an application of our
Main Result, we provide such a bound. Note that Sharma’s work [6] is also motivated by the
clustering analysis in [1].

1In [1], the D-plus discriminant was called a “generalized discriminant” and denoted by “D∗(p)”.
2The original algorithm also accepts an input box B0 ⊆ C specifying a region-of-interest for the roots. Our

simplification amounts to fixing B0 = [−H,H ]2 where H ≥ 1 + ‖p‖∞; this ensures that B0 contains all the
roots of p(x).
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The key concept in this investigation is the concept of a µ-symmetric root function, first
introduced in our companion paper [7]. We conjectured that the root function D+

µ (r1, . . . , rm)
is µ-symmetric. It follows from this conjecture (see Proposition 1 below) that D+(p) is a
rational function in the coefficients of p(x). Using the algorithms developed in [7] for detecting
µ-symmetric polynomials, we previously confirmed the conjecture in many instances. In this
paper, we will fully prove this conjecture. Moreover, the main result of this paper is an explicit
formula for D+

µ as the (n−m)-th derivative of the classical discriminant of p, up to a constant
factor that depends on µ.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall the concepts of µ-
symmetry and µ-gist and recall some preliminary properties ofD+

µ
. In Section 3 we develop the

tool of symbolic Poisson resultant for establishing a connection between resultant expressions
in roots and in coefficients. This tool has independent interest. In Section 4, we prove our
Main Result that D+

µ (r1, . . . , rm) if µ-symmetric. This follows from an explicit formula for
D+

µ (r1, . . . , rm) in terms of the polynomial coefficients. In Section 5, we apply the Main
Result to provide the desired explicit upper bound on log(|D+(p)|−1) in terms of the degree
and coefficients of p. We conclude in Section 6.

2. Preliminaries. Throughout this paper, we fix K to be a domain of characteristic 0 (in
particular, Z ⊆ K). Consider three sequences of indeterminates:

x = (x1, . . . , xn), z = (z1, . . . , zn), r = (r1, . . . , rm)

where n ≥ m ≥ 1. Throughout the paper, we use bold fonts for sequences. Also we write |a|
to denote the length of a sequence a. In particular, |µ| = |r| = m. If S is a set, we write
#(S) for the number of elements in S.

In our application, these indeterminates are related through a particular interpretation
(or specialization) as functions of the roots of an arbitrary polynomial p(x) ∈ K[x] of degree
n with m distinct roots. More precisely, suppose α1, . . . , αn are all the roots of p(x) in K (the
algebraic closure of K). Then each xi specializes to αi, and zi specializes to the ith elementary
symmetric function of the αi’s. Finally, each rj’s specializes to a distinct αi.

2.1. µ-Symmetry and µ-Gist. Recall the concepts of µ-symmetry and µ-gist from [7].
Let µ = (µ1, . . . , µm) where µ1 ≥ µ2 ≥ · · · ≥ µm ≥ 1. If n = µ1 + · · · + µm, we call µ a
partition of n with m parts, or m-partition. A specialization σ is any function of the form
σ : {x1, . . . , xn} → {r1, . . . , rm}. We say σ is of type µ if #(σ−1(ri)) = µi for all i = 1, . . . ,m.
We say σ is canonical if it has the property σ(xi) = rj and σ(xi+1) = rk implies j ≤ k (for
all i, j, k). For any µ, the canonical specialization of type µ is unique; we denote it by σµ.

Now we consider the polynomial rings K[x] and K[r]. Any specialization

σ : {x1, . . . , xn} → {r1, . . . , rm}

can be extended naturally into a K-homomorphism

σ : K[x] → K[r]

where P = P (x) ∈ K[x] is mapped to σ(P ) = P (σ(x1), . . . , σ(xn)). When σ is understood,
we may write “P” for the homomorphic image σ(P ).
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We denote the i-th elementary symmetric functions (i = 1, . . . , n) in K[x] by ei =
ei(x). For instance, e1 =

∑n
i=1 xi and en =

∏n
i=1 xi. Also define e0 := 1. Typically, we write ei

for the σµ specialization of ei when µ is understood from the context; thus ei = σµ(ei) ∈ K[r].

Definition 1. A polynomial F ∈ K[r] is said to be µ-symmetric if there exists a sym-
metric polynomial F̂ ∈ K[x] such that σµ(F̂ ) = F .

When F is µ-symmetric, we can define a related polynomial as follows: since F̂ ∈ K[x]
is symmetric, the Fundamental Theorem of Symmetric Functions tells us that there exists a
polynomial F̊ ∈ K[z] such that F̊ (e1, . . . , en) = F̂ (x). We call F̊ the µ-gist of F . Moreover,

(2.1) F̊ (e1, . . . , en) = F (r)

where ei = σµ(ei). E.g., let x = (x1, . . . , x4), r = (r1, r2, r3), z = (z1, . . . , z4) and µ =
(2, 1, 1). Consider F (r) = (2r1+r2+r3)

2+r21r2r3. It is µ-symmetric since there is a symmetric

polynomial F̂ (x) = (
∑4

i=1 xi)
2 +

∏4
i=1 xi = e21 + e4 such that F (r) = e21 + e4 = σµ(F̂ (x)).

The µ-gist of F (r) is F̊ (z) = z21 + z4 since F (r) = F̊ (e1, . . . , e4).
The following proposition from [7, Proposition 1] shows that if F is µ(p)-symmetric func-

tion of the distinct roots of p(x), then F is a rational function in the coefficients of p(x):

Proposition 1. Let F (r) ∈ K[r] be µ-symmetric with gist F̊ (z) ∈ K[z]. For any poly-
nomial

p(x) =

n∑

i=0

aix
n−i ∈ K[x]

with m distinct roots α = (α1, . . . , αm) of multiplicity µ,

F (α) = F̊ (−a1/a0, a2/a0, . . . , (−1)nan/a0)

Thus, F (α) is a polynomial in (a1/a0, . . . , an/a0).

2.2. Basic Propositions on the D-plus function. Recall the definition of D+
µ = D+

µ (r)

in (1.1). We say D+
µ is injective if for all µ′ 6= µ, D+

µ 6= D+
µ′ . Clearly, D+

µ is not injective if

µ = (µ1, µ2) and n = µ1 + µ2 ≥ 3: in this case, D+ = (r1 − r2)
n for any µ = (µ1, µ2) where

µ1 + µ2 = n. The next proposition shows that D+
µ is injective in all other cases:

Proposition 2. D+
µ

is injective whenever |µ| ≥ 3.

Proof. Let µ = (µ1, . . . , µm) where m ≥ 3. Suppose µ′ = (µ′1, . . . , µ
′
m′) such that D+

µ = D+
µ′ .

We must prove that µ = µ′. By definition of D+, it is clear that m′ is equal to m. Define
δi :=µ′i − µi. The equality D+

µ = D+
µ′ implies that µi + µj = µ′i + µ′j for all i 6= j. It follows

δi = −δj for all i, j. Since m ≥ 3, we conclude that

µ′2 + µ′3 = (µ2 + δ2) + (µ3 + δ3)

= (µ2 − δ1) + (µ3 − δ1)

= (µ2 + µ3)− 2δ1

which implies that δ1 = 0. Hence δi = −δ1 = 0 for all i. This is equivalent to µ = µ′.
Q.E.D.

In [7], we proved the µ-symmetry of D+
µ

for the following two special cases.
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Proposition 3. Assume µ = (µ1, µ2) satisfying µ1 + µ2 = n. Then D+
µ

is µ-symmetric
with gist

D̊+
µ (z) =





(
(n−1)z21−2nz2

µ1µ2

)n/2
if n is even,

(
(n−1)z21−2nz2

µ1µ2

)n−3
2
(
k1z

3
1 + k2z1z2 + k3z3

)
if n is odd.

where k1 =
−(n−1)(n−2)

d , k2 = 3n(n−2)
d , k3 =

−3n2

d and d = µ1µ2(µ1 − µ2).

Proposition 4. If all µi’s are equal to µ, then D+(P (x)) is µ-symmetric with gist given
by

D̊+
µ (z) =

(
1

µm
· Sn

n−m

)µ

where Sn
n−m is the (n−m)th subdiscriminant of P of degree n.

3. The Symbolic Poisson Resultant. Our proof of the µ-symmetry of D+ involves two
technical tools: differentiation in a quotient ring and the symbolic version of the Poisson
resultant:

(I) Let R be a ring and c an indeterminate. We treat the polynomial R[c] as a differential
ring with a differential operator ∂c : R[c] → R[c] where ∂c(c) = 1 and ∂c(a) = 0
(a ∈ R). We will need to extend ∂c to the quotient ring R[c]/I where I ⊆ R[c] is an
ideal. Let the equivalence class of a ∈ R[c] modulo I be denoted as [a] ∈ R[c]/I. Let
us define ∂c([a]) to be [∂c(a)]. It is easy to check that ∂c([a]) is well-defined iff I is
closed under ∂c.

(II) The resultant res(A,B) of polynomials A,B ∈ K[x] has an algebraic-geometric dual
nature in the following sense: as an algebraic object, res(A,B) is defined as an ex-
pression in terms of the coefficients of A and B. Hence res(A,B) ∈ K. As a geometric
object, it is defined as an expression res(A,B) in terms of αi’s and βj ’s which are
the roots of A and B in K (the algebraic closure of K). Hence res(A,B) ∈ K. We
may call res(A,B) the Poisson resultant. Naturally, the algebraic and geometric
concepts coincide: res(A,B) = res(A,B). In reference to this equality, we may call
res(A,B) the Poisson formula for res(A,B). See [8, Chap. VI.4] for this classical
approach. In this paper, in order to give a rigorous proof of our D+-theorem (Theo-
rem 4.1 below), we introduce a symbolic version of the Poisson formula in which the
αi’s and βj’s are just symbols.

We now state and prove the symbolic Poisson formula. Assume n,m ≥ 1. Let A =∑m
i=0 aix

m−i, and B =
∑n

j=0 bjx
n−j where x, a = (a0, . . . , am) and b = (b0, . . . , bn) are m+

n+3 indeterminates. We define res(A,B) = resx(A,B) (eliminating x) as the determinant
of the Sylvester matrix M(A,B) [8, Chap. III.3]. The non-zero entries of M(A,B) contain
the coefficients of A,B. Therefore res(A,B) ∈ Z[a, b].

Next we introduce two sets of indeterminates, α = (α1, . . . , αm), β = (β1, . . . , βn) and
the corresponding Viete relations expressing them as roots of A and B:

V a(a,α) :=
{
ai − (−1)iei(α)a0 : i = 1, . . . ,m

}
,

V b(b,β) :=
{
bj − (−1)jej(β)b0 : j = 1, . . . , n

}
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where ei(x1, . . . , xk) is the i-th elementary symmetric function in k variables; note that k = m
in V a, and k = n in V b. For any ring R and subset S ⊆ R, let 〈S〉 = 〈S〉R denote the
ideal generated by S in R. If p, q ∈ R, we say p is equivalent to q modulo S (written as
“p ≡ q (mod S)”) if p− q ∈ 〈S〉. We are ready to state the symbolic Poisson formula for the
resultant:

Theorem 3.1 (Symbolic Poisson Formula).
Let k be a symbol in {a, b, ab}. Define Qk, Rk and Jk as in the following table:

Polynomial Ring Ideal

(a) Qa := an0
∏m

i=1 B(αi) Ra :=Z[a, b,α] Ja := 〈V a〉
(b) Qb := (−1)mnbm0

∏n
j=1A(βj) Rb :=Z[a, b,β] Jb := 〈V b〉

(c) Qab := an0 b
m
0

∏m
i=1

∏n
j=1(αi − βj) Rab :=Z[a, b,α,β] Jab := 〈V a ∪ V b〉

Then the resultant polynomial res(A,B) ∈ Z[a, b] is equivalent to Qk modulo Jk in the ring
Rk.

Proof. Note that res(A,B) and Qk are polynomials in the ring Rk, and Jk an ideal of Rk. The
theorem makes three claims: for each k ∈ {a, b, ab}, we claim that res(A,B)−Qk ∈ Jk in Rk.
Two types of arguments will be used in the proof: Type (I) depends on the Viete relations,
and Type (II) is based on algebraic identities on determinants and the resultant polynomial.
Type (II) justifications are summarized as follows (see [8, Lemmas VI.6.12, VI.6.14]):
II(a): res(α,B) = αn.
II(b): res(A,B) = (−1)mn

res(B,A).
II(c): res(αA,B) = αn

res(A,B).
II(d): res((x− α)A,B) = B(α) · res(A,B).
In the following proof, we write “≡” for a Type (I) justification, and ‘=’ for Type (II) justifi-
cation:

res(A,B) ≡ res(a0

m∏

i=1

(x− αi), B) (modulo 〈Va〉)

= an0 · res(

m∏

i=1

(x− αi), B) (by II(c))

= an0B(α1) · res(
m∏

i=2

(x− αi), B) (by II(d))

...

= an0

m∏

i=1

B(αi) · res(1, B) (by II(d))

= an0

m∏

i=1

B(αi) (by II(a))

This proves the claim when k = a; the proofs for k = b and k = ab are similar. Q.E.D.
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In the previous theorem, we proved three equivalences: that res(A,B) is equivalent (re-
spectively) to Qa in R1 :=Rab/〈Va〉/[〈Vb〉], to Qb in R2 :=Rab/〈Vb〉/[〈Va〉], and to Qab in
R3 :=Rab/〈Va ∪ Vb〉. In the non-symbolic world, these three separate equivalents are simply
identities over a common ring D. To achieve a similar “flattening” in the symbolic setting, we
use the fact that the three rings R1, R2, R3 are isomorphic. This follows from the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.2. Consider a ring R0 with ideals Ji (i = 1, 2). Let Ri :=R0/Ji with the induced
ideal Jij = {b+ Ji : b ∈ Jj} ⊆ Ri (i 6= j). Then the following three rings are isomorphic:

R1/J12 ≃ R0/(J1 + J2) ≃ R2/J21

See Figure 1, where we denote Ri/Jij by Rij and R0/(J1 + J2) by R3.

Figure 1. The commutative diagram of Ri and Rij

R0

R1 R2

R12 R21

R3

J1 + J2

J1 J2

[J2]1 [J1]2

≃ ≃

Proof. By symmetry, it is enough to show that R1/J12 and R0/(J1 + J2) are isomorphic.
For any a ∈ R0, define the cosets

[a] := a+ (J1 + J2) ∈ R0/(J1 + J2),
[a]1 := a+ J1 ∈ R1,
[a]2 := [a]1 + J12 ∈ R1/J12.

Note that [a] and [a]1 are subsets of R0, but [a]2 is a set of subsets of R0. If we flatten [a]2 into
[a]2 := ∪b∈J2 [b]1, we have the equality [a]2 = [a]. This gives a bijection between R0/(J1 + J2)
and R1/J12. In other words, the maps a 7→ [a] and a 7→ [a]2 are homomorphisms from R0

to R0/(J1 + J2) and R1/J12: we have [a + a′] = [a] + [a′] and [aa′] = [a][a′] and similarly for
[a+ a′]2 and [aa′]2. This proves the isomorphism R1/J12 ≃ R0/(J1 + J2). Q.E.D.

Remark: Figure 1 shows two pathways from R0 to an isomorphic copy of R3: either via
R0/J1 or via R0/J2. In the next section, our proof allows only one of the two pathways.

4. Main Result: A Gist Formula for D+
µ
. Fix a multiplicity vector µ = (µ1, . . . , µm),

and the variables r = (r1, . . . , rm) and z = (z1, . . . , zn) where n =
∑m

i=1 µi.
In this section, we prove the main result of this paper: the µ-discriminant function D+

µ
(r)

is a µ-symmetric function. By Proposition 1, D+
µ
(r) has a µ-gist function D̊+

µ (z) ∈ Z[z].



8 J. YANG AND C. YAP

This means that if p(x) =
∑n

i=0 aix
n−i ∈ K[x] has µ as multiplicity vector, then

D+(p) = D̊+
µ (−a1/a0, . . . , (−1)nan/a0).

We further provide an explicit formula for D̊+
µ (z). To do this, we need to introduce the

symbolic counterpart of p(x),

(4.1) p̆(x) :=

n∑

i=0

cix
n−i ∈ K[c][x]

where c = (c0, c1, . . . , cn) are indeterminates. Then we take the discriminant of p̆ ([8, Chapter
VI.6]):

(4.2) D(p̆) :=
(−1)(

n
2)

c0
resx(p̆, p̆

′)

where p̆′ denotes the differentiation of p̆ with respect to x. Finally, we need to perform
two types of operations on D(p̆), differentiation and specialization. These operations on
F ∈ K[c][x] are defined as follows:

• Let ∂nF denote the partial derivative of F ∈ K[c][x] with respect to cn. For k ≥ 0, let

∂k
nF =

{
F if k = 0,
∂n(∂

k−1
n F ) if k ≥ 1.

• Consider the specialization

(4.3)
{
ci → (−1)izic0 : i = 1, . . . , n

}

which introduces the variables z = (z1, . . . , zn). It induces a homomorphism from
K[c][x] to K[c0,z][x] where F ∈ K[c][x] specializes to

F
∣∣
ci←(−1)izic0 (i=1,...,n)

∈ K[c0,z][x].

We are ready to state our result.

Theorem 4.1 (Main Result).
The µ-discriminant function D+

µ (r) is µ-symmetric, and has a µ-gist given by

(4.4) D̊+
µ (z) =

1

Cµ

H(z)

where

Cµ := (n−m)!(−1)mn+(n2)+
∑m

i=1 iµi ·
m∏

i=1

µµi

i ,(4.5)

H(z) = Hn,m(z) :=
1

cm+n−2
0

·
(
∂n−m
n D(p̆)

)∣∣∣
ci←(−1)izic0 (i=1,...,n)

.(4.6)
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Note that the constant Cµ is an integer, and the polynomial H(z) depends only on n
and m, and does not depend on the µi values. Before giving the proof of this theorem, we
illustrate the gist formula of D+

µ :

Example 2. Continue with p(x) =
∑3

i=0 a3−ix
i ∈ K[x] from Example 1 with multiplicity

vector µ = (2, 1). Thus n = 3,m = 2.
• The symbolic counterpart of p(x) is p̆(x) =

∑3
i=0 c3−ix

i ∈ K[c][x].

• Cµ = (−1)mn+n(n−1)
2

+
∑m

i=1 iµi · (n−m)!
∏m

i=1 µ
µi

i = −4

• D(p̆) = (−1)(
3
2)

c0
resx(p̆, p̆

′) = −4 c31c3 + c21c
2
2 + 18 c0c1c2c3 − 4 c0c

3
2 − 27 c20c

2
3

• ∂3−2
3 D(p̆) = ∂3D(p̆) = −4 c31 + 18 c0c1c2 − 54 c20c3

Then

H =
(−4 c31 + 18 c0c1c2 − 54 c20c3)|ci=(−1)izic0

c2+3−2
0

= 4z31 − 18z1z2 + 54z3.

The substitution of zi = ei into H yields

H(e1, e2, e3) = 4(2r1 + r2)
3 − 18(2r1 + r2)(r

2
1 + 2r1r2) + 54r21r2

= −4(r1 − r2)
3 = CµD

+.

Note that this derivation agrees with Example 1 in (1.2).

Setup for proof of the Main Result:
(S1) Our entire proof takes place inside the polynomial ring R0[x] where

R0 :=Z[c,α,β, r]

where c := (c0, . . . , cn), α := (α1, . . . , αn), β := (β1, . . . , βn−1) and r := (r1, . . . , rm) are
indeterminates. Call R0 the underlying domain.

(S2) We will introduce three quotient rings R1, R2, R3 which are connected via canonical
homomorphisms,

(4.7) hi : Ri−1 → Ri, (i = 1, . . . , 3).

Also, let h0 : R0 → R0 be the identity. We unify these homomorphisms by focusing
on the underlying domain R0, and define hk : R0 → Rk (k = 0, 1, 2, 3) where

hk =

{
h0 if k = 0,

hk ◦ hk−1 if k ≥ 1

where ◦ denotes function composition. Let a, b ∈ R0. We usually prefer to write [a]k
instead of hk(a). We say a, b are hk-equivalent, denoted as a ≡k b, if [a]k = [b]k.
Clearly, a ≡k b implies a ≡k+1 b for k = 0, 1, 2. If S ⊆ R0, we write 〈S〉k for the ideal
in Rk generated by {[a]k : a ∈ S}.

(S3) Definition of R1 and R2: we establish α (resp., β) as the roots of p̆ (resp., p̆′(x) =∑n−1
i=0 (n− i)cix

n−1−i) using the Viete relations:

(4.8)

{
V := {ci − c0 · (−1)iei(α) : i = 1, . . . , n},
V ′ :=

{
(n− i)ci − (nc0)(−1)ie′i(β) : i = 1, . . . , n− 1

}
.
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where ei (resp., e′i) is the ith elementary symmetric function on n (resp., n − 1)
variables. This gives us two ideals 〈V 〉0, 〈V

′〉0 ⊆ R0, as in Lemma 3.2 (see Figure 1).
Although we may take successive quotients of R0 by V and V ′ in either order, our
proof requires that we first take quotient by V ′, as follows:

(4.9) R1 :=R0/〈V
′〉0, R2 :=R1/〈V 〉1

(S4) Definition of R3: Finally, we define

(4.10) R3 :=R2/〈W ∪W ′〉2,

whereW are relations asserting that α hasm distinct (symbolic) roots r = (r1, . . . ,rm),
and W ′ are relations connecting the roots β to α. More precisely, let

(4.11) σµ : {α1, . . . , αn} → {r1, . . . , rm}

be any specialization that maps exactly µj of the αi’s to each rj (j = 1, . . . ,m). Then

(4.12) W := {αi − σµ(αi) : i = 1, . . . , n} .

Next consider the relations that determine the multiplicity of those βj ’s that are equal
to one of ri’s. We know that n−m =

∑m
i=1(µi−1) of the βj ’s are mapped to r1, . . . , rm.

The remaining m− 1 βj ’s are not equated with any root of p; wlog, let3 β1, . . . , βm−1
be these nonroots of p. These relations are captured by the specialization

(4.13) σ′
µ
: {βm, . . . , βn−1} → {r1, . . . , rm}

map exactly µj − 1 of the βi’s in β\β′ to each rj (j = 1, . . . ,m). Thus our desired set
of relations W ′ is given by

(4.14) W ′ =
{
βi − σ′

µ
(βi) : i = m, . . . , n− 1

}
.

Proof of the Main Result: The arguments will be derived through a sequence of four
lemmas (A,B,C and D). In Lemma A, we will show that the (n − m)th derivative of the
discriminant of p̆,

(4.15) G := ∂n−m
n D(p̆)

can be expressed in terms of the roots α,β by an application of the symbolic Poisson formula:

Lemma A With G as defined in (4.15), we have

(4.16) G ≡2 (n−m)!C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
m−1)

∏

j∈S

pα(βj)

3Of course, it does not mean that β1, . . . , βm−1 are unrelated to r1, . . . , rm. But the connection is more
subtle, and this is captured by Lemma C below.
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where
([n−1]
m−1

)
denotes the set of (m− 1)-sets contained in [n− 1] := {1, . . . , n− 1}, and

C := (−1)
n(n−1)

2 nncn−10 ,(4.17)

pα(x) := c0

n∏

i=1

(x− αi).(4.18)

Proof. Recall that the Symbolic Poisson Formula in Theorem 3.1 expresses res(A,B) in terms
of the roots αi’s of A (modulo Va) and the roots βj ’s of B (modulo Vb). We now replace A by
p̆ =

∑n
i=0 cix

n−i, and B by p̆′ =
∑n−1

i=0 (n − i)cix
n−i−1. Also, we replace Va, Vb by V, V ′ from

(4.8). Thus

D(p̆) = (−1)
n(n−1)

2 c−10 res(p̆, p̆′) (definition of discriminant, see (4.2))

≡1 (−1)
n(n−1)

2 c−10 · (nc0)
n
n−1∏

i=1

p̆(βi). (Poisson Formula, Theorem 3.1(b), modulo V ′)

= C ·
n−1∏

i=1

p̆(βi). (by definition of C, see (4.17)).

(4.19)

Before continuing, we make two observations:
• The differentiation ∂n can be extended to the quotient ring R0/〈V

′〉0 because 〈V ′〉0 is
closed4 under ∂n (in fact, ∂n(V

′) = {0}).
• ∂np̆(βi) = ∂n(

∑n
j=0 cjβ

n−j
i ) = 1.

Continuing,

∂nD(p̆) ≡1 C ·
n−1∑

i=1

∂n(p̆(βi)) ·
∏

j 6=i

p̆(βj) (by differentiation (4.19))

= C ·
n−1∑

i=1

∏

j 6=i

p̆(βj) (as observed, ∂n(p̆(βi)) = 1)

= C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
n−2 )

∏

j∈S

p̆(βj)

4In contrast, the Viete ideal V for p̆(x) is not closed under ∂n.
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∂2
nD(p̆) ≡1 C ·

∑

S∈([n−1]
n−2 )

∂n
(∏

j∈S

p̆(βj)
)

(differentiating again)

= C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
n−2 )

∑

T∈( S
n−3)

∏

j∈T

p̆(βj)

= 2!C ·
∑

T∈([n−1]
n−3 )

∏

j∈T

p̆(βj) (each T arises from two S’s)

...

∂k
nD(p̆) ≡1 (k − 1)!C ·

∑

S∈([n−1]
n−k )

∂n
(∏

j∈S

p̆(βj)
)

(by induction on k − 1)

= (k − 1)!C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
n−k )

∑

T∈( S
n−1−k)

∏

j∈T

p̆(βj)

= k!C ·
∑

T∈( [n−1]
n−1−k)

∏

j∈T

p̆(βj) (each T arises from k S’s)(4.20)

Since G = ∂n−m
n D(p̆), we conclude

G ≡1 (n−m)!C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
m−1)

∏

j∈S

p̆(βj) (by (4.20))

≡2 (n−m)!C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
m−1)

∏

j∈S

a0

n∏

i=1

(βj − αi) (Poisson Formula, Theorem 3.1(a),

modulo 〈V 〉2)

= (n−m)!C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
m−1)

∏

j∈S

pα(βj) (by definition of pα),

as claimed by the lemma. Q.E.D.

Note that the polynomial H in the Main Theorem (see (4.6)) is related to G by a substi-
tution:

(4.21) H =
(
cm+n−2
0

)−1
·G

∣∣∣
ci←(−1)izic0 (i=1,...,n)

.

This shows that H ∈ Z(c0)[z]. In fact, Lemma B shows that H ∈ Z[z], i.e., H is independent
of c0.

Lemma B

The polynomial H(z) is a polynomial of degree at most n+m− 2 in Z[z].

Proof. We know from discriminant theory that D(p̆) ∈ Z[c] is homogeneous of total degree
2n−2 in c0, . . . , cn. From (4.15) we conclude that G = G(c0, . . . , cn) is homogeneous of degree
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(2n − 2)− (n −m) = n +m− 2 in c0, . . . , cn. After the specialization (4.3), G(c0, c1, . . . , cn)
becomes

(4.22) G(c0,−z1c0, . . . , (−1)izic0, . . . , (−1)nznc0)

where each term in (4.22) is a product of cm+n−2
0 with a monomial of degree at most m+n−2

in z. Hence we may divide (4.22) by cm+n−2
0 to obtain the polynomial H ∈ Z[z] (see (4.21)).

Q.E.D.

So far, the symbolic roots α,β are unrelated. We now show a critical connection between
them: we introduce a polynomial Q(x) defined in terms of the βj ’s. Lemma C shows that,
up to ≡3-equivalence, Q(x) can be expressed in terms of the rj’s. In other words, we can
“eliminate the βi’s in favor of the rj’s” in Q(x).

Lemma C Let Q(x) :=
∏m−1

j=1 (x− βj). Then

Q(x) ≡3
1

n

m∑

k=1

µk

m∏

j=1
j 6=k

(
x− rj

)
.

In particular,

(4.23) Q(ri) =
µi

n

m∏

j=1
j 6=i

(ri − rj).

Proof.

p̆′(x) ≡2 nc0

n−1∏

j=1

(x− βj)

≡3 nc0

m−1∏

j=1

(x− βj) ·

m∏

k=1

(x− rk)
µk−1

Hence

Q(x) ≡3
p̆′(x)

nc0
∏m

k=1(x− rk)µk−1
(4.24)

On the other hand,

p̆′(x) = (p̆(x))′ ≡3 c0

( m∏

k=1

(x− rk)
µk

)′

= c0

m∑

k=1

µk(x− rk)
µk−1

( m∏

j=1
j 6=k

(x− rj)
µj

)
(4.25)
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Plugging this into (4.24),

Q(x) ≡3
1

n

m∑

k=1

µk

m∏

j=1
j 6=k

(x− rj)(4.26)

This gives our “elimination result” on Q(x). Furthermore, when we evaluate Q(x) at x = ri,
the kth summand in (4.26) vanishes unless k = i. This yields Q(ri) ≡3

µi

n

∏m
j=1
j 6=i

(ri − rj).

Q.E.D.

In our final Lemma D, we exploit the “β-elimination” property of Lemma C to prove that
H(z) is the µ-gist of D+

µ
(r).

Lemma D The polynomial H(z) of Lemma B has the property

H(e1, . . . , en) ≡3 Cµ ·D+
µ
(r).

In other words, (Cµ)
−1H(z) is the µ-gist of D+

µ (r).

Proof. From the definition of R3 = R2/〈W ∪W ′〉 in (4.10), we see that the polynomial p̆
has exactly m distinct roots, namely, [r1]3, . . . , [rm]3 in R3. Among the roots β of p̆′, exactly
m− 1 roots are different from the [rj ]’s, namely, [β1]3, . . . , [βm−1]3. From (4.18),

pα(βj) = c0

n∏

i=1

(βj − αi) ≡3 c0

m∏

i=1

(βj − ri)
µi .

Moreover, pα(βj) ≡3 0 iff j ≥ m. It follows that for S ∈
(
[n−1]
m−1

)
,

(4.27)
∏

j∈S

pα(βj) ≡3

{
0 if S 6= {1, . . . ,m− 1}∏m−1

j=1 pα(βj) else.

Hence

G ≡2 (n−m)!C ·
∑

S∈([n−1]
m−1)

∏

j∈S

pα(βj) (Lemma A)

≡3 (n−m)!C ·

m−1∏

j=1

pα(βj). (by (4.27))(4.28)



ON µ-SYMMETRIC POLYNOMIALS 15

H(e1, . . . , en) =
1

cm+n−2
0

G(c0,−e1c0, . . . , (−1)nenc0) (by definition of H(z))

≡3

(n −m)!C ·
∏m−1

j=1 pα(βj)

cm+n−2
0

(by (4.28))

≡3

(n −m)!C · cm−10

∏m−1
j=1

∏m
i=1(βj − ri)

µi

cm+n−2
0

= (n−m)!(−1)(
n
2)nn ·

m−1∏

j=1

m∏

i=1

(βj − ri)
µi (by expanding C)

= (n−m)!(−1)n(m−1)+(
n
2)nn ·

m∏

i=1

m−1∏

j=1

(ri − βj)
µi (negate (βj − ri))

= (n−m)!(−1)n(m−1)+(
n
2) · nn ·

m∏

i=1

(
Q(ri)

)µi (by definition of Q(x))(4.29)

nn ·
m∏

i=1

(
Q(ri)

)µi ≡3 nn ·
m∏

i=1

(µi

n

m∏

k=1
k 6=i

(ri − rk)
)µi

(by Lemma C)

= nn ·
( m∏

i=1

(µi

n )µi

)
·

m∏

i=1

( m∏

k=1
k 6=i

(ri − rk)
)µi

=
( m∏

i=1

µµi

i

)
·

∏

1≤i<k≤m

(ri − rk)
µi(rk − ri)

µk (since n = µ1 + · · ·+ µm)

=
( m∏

i=1

µµi

i

)
·

∏

1≤i<k≤m

(ri − rk)
µi+µk(−1)µk

=
( m∏

i=1

µµi

i

)
· (−1)

∑m
k=1(k−1)µk ·

∏

1≤i<k≤m

(ri − rk)
µi+µk

(since each (−1)µk appears k − 1 times)

=
( m∏

i=1

µµi

i

)
(−1)

∑m
k=1(k−1)µk ·D+

µ
(r). (by definition of D+

µ
)

In summary,

H(e1, . . . , en) ≡3 CµD
+
µ (r)
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where Cµ = (n−m)!(−1)N
∏m

i=1 µ
µi

i and

N = n(m− 1) +

(
n

2

)
+

m∑

k=1

(k − 1)µk

≡ nm+

(
n

2

)
+

m∑

k=1

kµk mod 2.

We conclude from Proposition 1 that (Cµ)
−1H(z1, . . . , zn) is the µ-gist of D

+
µ
(r). Q.E.D.

With Lemma D, we conclude the proof of the Main Result. The Main Result immediately
yields:

Corollary 4.2.
Let µ1,µ2 be two m-partitions of n. Then D+

µ1
(r) and D+

µ1
(r) differ by a constant multiplier.

More precisely,

Cµ1
D+

µ1
(r) = Hn,m(e1, . . . , en) = Cµ2

D+
µ2
(r).

5. Application to the Complexity of Root Clustering. In this section we apply our
determinantal formula for D+

µ to answering a question in the complexity analysis of root
clustering algorithms. As described in the introduction, the root clustering algorithm in
Becker et al. [1] has a bit-complexity which is proportional to log

(
|D+(p)|−1

)
. Here, p =

p(x) =
∑n

i=0 aix
n−i ∈ Z[x] is the input polynomial. We will now derive an explicit upper

bound on log |D+(p)|−1 as a function of n and a0. In the following proof, assume log is the
natural logarithm log = ln.

Assume that p(x) has distinct roots α1, . . . ,αm with multiplicity structure µ = (µ1, . . . ,µm).
From our Main Result,

|D+(p)| = D+
µ
(α1, . . . , αm) = (Cµ)

−1H(e1, . . . , en).

By Lemma B, H(z) is an integer polynomial of degree ≤ n+m−2 in z. Since ei = (−1)iai/a0,
H(e1, . . . , en) = H(−a1/a0, a2/a0, . . . , (−1)nan/a0) is a rational number with denominator at
most |a0|

n+m−2. Thus |D+(p)| = 1
|Cµ|

· |H(−a1/a0, . . . , (−1)nan/a0)| ≥
1
|Cµ|

|a0|
−n−m+2. Then

|D+(p)|−1 ≤ |Cµ| · |a0|
n+m−2

= (n−m)!
( m∏

i=1

µµi

i

)
|a0|

n+m−2.(5.1)

Since µ is not easily deduced from the input p(x), our next goal is to bound the quantity

Fn,m := max
µ

m∏

i=1

µµi

i

where µ range over all partitions of n with exactly m parts. We consider a closely related
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maximization problem

Φn,m := max
x∈Ωn,m

Φ(x)(5.2)

where

ϕ(x) := x log x,

Φ(x) = Φ(x1, . . . , xm) :=

m∑

i=1

ϕ(xi),(5.3)

Ωn,m := {x ∈ Rm : n−m+ 1 ≥ x1 ≥ x2 ≥ · · · ≥ xm ≥ 1} .(5.4)

Let x∗ ∈ Ωn,m denote any maximum point of Φ(x), i.e., Φ(x∗) = Φn,m. Since Φn,m is a maxi-
mization over the real set Ωn,m while Fn,m is a maximization over integer points (µ1, . . . , µm)
of Ωn,m, we have the inequality

(5.5) log(Fn,m) ≤ Φn,m.

But, in fact, we do have equality:

Theorem 5.1. The value Φn,m is attained at the unique point x∗ = (n−m+ 1, 1, . . . , 1) ∈
Ωn,m:

Φn,m = Φ(x∗) = (n−m+ 1) log(n−m+ 1).

Hence log(Fn,m) = Φn,m.

Proof. We first prove that the function Φ(x) achieves its maximum on the boundary of Ωn,m.
Let ∂iΦ = 1 + log xi be the partial derivative with respect to xi (i = 1, . . . , n). The critical
point x0 of Φ(x) is where ∂iΦ(x0) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . ,m. So x0 = (e−1, . . . , e−1) where
e−1 = 0.3679. The second partial derivatives are given by ∂ijΦ = δij

1
xi

where δij is Kronecker’s

delta. So the Hessian matrix is H(x) = (∂ijΦ)
n
i,j=1 is the diagonal matrix diag(x−11 , . . . , x−1n ).

Clearly H(x0) is a positive definite matrix. THis proves that x0 is a minimum point. Since
there are no other critical points, we conclude that Φ(x) attains its maximum value in Ωn,m

at some boundary point.
Let x∗ = (x∗1, . . . , x

∗
m) ∈ Ωn,m be any maximum point. If x∗m > 1 then n−m+ 1 > x∗1 ≥

x∗2 ≥ · · · ≥ x∗m > 1, and so x∗ lies in the interior of Ωn,m, contradiction. Therefore x∗m = 1.
Let x′ = (x∗1, . . . , x

∗
m−1), and observe that x′ ∈ Ωn−1,m−1. Moreover, Φn,m =

∑m
i=1 ϕ(x

∗
i ) =∑m−1

j=1 ϕ(x∗j ). Consider the injective map

ιm : Ωn−1,m−1 → Ωn,m

where ιm(y1, . . . , ym−1) = (y1, . . . , ym−1, 1).

Φn,m = Φ(x∗)

= max
x∈ιm(Ωn−1,m−1)

Φ(x) (since x∗ ∈ ιm(Ωn−1,m−1))

= max
y∈Ωn−1,m−1

Φ(y)

= Φn−1,m−1.



18 J. YANG AND C. YAP

By induction on k = 1, . . . ,m− 1, we conclude that Φn,m = Φn−k,m−k. When k = m− 1, we
see that Φn−m+1,1 = ϕ(n −m + 1) as claimed. The maximum point x∗ in Ωn−m+1,1 ⊆ R is
unique: x∗ = n −m + 1. By taking the inverses of the ιk’s, we conclude that the maximum
point in Ωn,m is x∗ = (n−m+ 1, 1, . . . , 1). Q.E.D.

Plugging the bound in Theorem 5.1 into (5.1), we obtain:

Theorem 5.2.
Let p be an integer polynomial of degree n with an L-bit leading coefficient a0. Then

log(|D+(p)|−1) ≤ 2n(log n+ L log(2)) = Õ(nL)

Proof. From (5.1),

log(|D+(p)|−1) ≤ log((n−m)!) + ϕ(n−m+ 1) + (n+m− 2) log(2L)

≤ (n log n) + (n log n) + (2n)L log(2).

Q.E.D.

6. Final Remarks. This paper proves the conjecture that the root function D+
µ is µ-

symmetric, by giving a determinantal formula for its gist. It follows that the D-plus discrimi-
nant of a polynomial is a rational number whose denominator can be explicitly bounded. All
these concepts are quite natural and we believe they have wider application in the analysis
of algorithms for root clusters and multiple roots. Our introduction of the symbolic Poisson
formula also have independent interest. Finally, we show that the root clustering algorithm of
Becker et al. [1] has an additional Õ(nL) factor that comes D-plus discriminant of the input
polynomial.
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