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A polynomial f € C[z] is unimodular if all its coefficients have unit mod-
ulus. Let L[, denote the set of unimodular polynomials of degree n — 1,
and let (; denote the subset of reciprocal unimodular polynomials, which
have the property that f(z) = wz"~! f(1/7) for some complex number ®
with |@| = 1. We study the geometric and arithmetic mean values of both
the normalized Mahler’s measure M (f)//n and L, norm | f|,//n over
the sets 4(, and L[}, and compute asymptotic values in each case. We show
for example that both the geometric and arithmetic mean of the normalized
Mahler’s measure approach e~7/2=0.749306 . . . as n — oo for unimodular
polynomials, and e~7/2/+/2 = 0.529839. . . for reciprocal unimodular poly-
nomials. We also show that for large n, almost all polynomials in these sets
have normalized Mahler’s measure or L, norm very close to the respective
limiting mean value.

1. Introduction

Mahler’s measure of a polynomial f(z) € C[z], denoted M (f), is defined by

1
log M(f) = /0 log | £ (e(t))]dt,

where e(¢) denotes the function e*™ /. If f(z) =a,_1 ]_[Z;i (z— o), then it follows

from Jensen’s formula that

n—1

M(f) = lap1| | [ max{l, lexl}.

k=1
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Mahler’s measure is also equal to the limit as p approaches zero of the integral
defining the L, norm of f over the unit circle,

M(f)= lim [[fll,,
p—0t

where || f||, is defined for p > 0 by

1 1
Il = (/0 If(e(t))l”dt> "

Of course, this is only a norm for p > 1, but the restriction p > 0 is more natural
in this article.

We say a polynomial
n—1

f@) =) azeCll
k=0
is unimodular if |ay| = 1 for 0 < k < n, and we call f a Littlewood polynomial if
in fact a = %1 for each k. Let 4, denote the set of unimodular polynomials of
degree n — 1, and let £, denote the set of Littlewood polynomials of degree n — 1.
Note that by Parseval’s formula, if f € i, then || f |, = /7.

Littlewood posed a number of problems regarding the behavior of unimodular
and Littlewood polynomials on the unit disk; see, for instance, [Littlewood 1968,
problem 19]. He asked, for example, if there exist positive constants ¢y and c;
and a sequence of polynomials { f,,} with f;, € , (or, more strictly, f, € £,) such
that c1/n < | f,(2)| < ca4/n for every z with modulus 1. Kahane [1980] proved
this for unimodular polynomials, showing in fact that one may choose ¢ and c;
arbitrarily close to 1 for sufficiently large n. Further, Beck [1991] showed that
constants ¢; and ¢, exist for the set of polynomials whose coefficients are 1200th
roots of unity. The problem for Littlewood polynomials however remains open —
the Rudin—Shapiro polynomials satisfy the upper bound, and no sequence is known
that satisfies the lower bound. Erdds [1962] conjectured that the constant ¢, must
remain bounded away from 1 for large n for the case of the Littlewood polynomials.

Littlewood’s problem has been investigated by using L, norms and Mahler’s
measure. Since || fll2 <[ fll, <l flloo When2 < p < o0 and f is not a monomial,
Erdés’ conjecture regarding ¢, would follow if one could establish for some such
p that || fll,/ll fll2 is bounded away from 1, for every Littlewood polynomial f
of positive degree. The special case p = 4 is equivalent to the well-known merit
factor problem of Golay [Borwein et al. 2008b]. In the same way, one may ask
for unimodular or Littlewood polynomials f whose normalized Mahler’s measure
M)/l fll2 or L, norm || £/l fll2 with p < 2 is especially large. For the case
of the measure, Mahler [1963] proved that the maximum value of the measure of
a polynomial with fixed degree having all its coefficients in the closed unit disk is
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attained by a unimodular polynomial. Fielding [1970] reported that

. M(f)
1-1 1 =
D Jim, o =7

1,

attributing the proof to an anonymous referee. Beller and Newman [1973] also
obtained a stronger version of this result.

For Littlewood polynomials, the problem of determining whether there exists a
positive number € such that M (f)/|| fllo <1 —e€ for every f € £ with deg(f) >0
is commonly known as Mahler’s problem [Borwein 2002], and it remains open.
The largest known value of M (f)/|| fll» for a Littlewood polynomial of positive
degree is 0.98636. .., achieved by f(x) =x"2 + x4+ x10 4 x4+ x8 —x7 —x6 +
x +x* —x3 +x2 — x 4 1. The best known asymptotic result in Mahler’s problem
is due to Erdélyi and Lubinsky [2007], who proved that the Fekete polynomials,
defined by f,(x)=Y9"] (4)x*=1, where g is a prime number and (;) denotes the

q
Legendre symbol, satisfy

(1-2) M >1_ e

Va=1"72
for arbitrarily small € > 0 when ¢ is sufficiently large.
Statistical properties of L, norms and Mahler’s measure are also of interest for
the unimodular and Littlewood polynomials. Newman and Byrnes [1990] deter-
mined the mean value of the L4 norm of a Littlewood polynomial, proving that

4 2
=2n° —n.
r;,leg:lllf s =2n"—n
Borwein and Choi [2007] found similar formulas for the average value of the Lg
and Lg norms, showing that

6 3 2
mean =6n"—9n" +4n
nea Iflg

n

and
mean I £1I§ = 24n* — 66n° 4 58n* —9n 4 3((—1)" — 1).
€L,
Borwein and Lockhart [2001] investigated the asymptotic behavior of the mean

value of normalized L , norms of Littlewood polynomials for arbitrary p > 0. Using
the Lindeberg Central Limit Theorem and dominated convergence, they proved that

lim mean ”fH]I; = F(l + B).
n—>0o feg, n[’/2 2

Their result in fact holds for any class of polynomials whose coefficients are in-
dependent, identically distributed random variables with mean 0, variance 1, and
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finite m-th moment for each m > 2, so this holds for the set of unimodular polyno-
mials as well. By identifying a polynomial f € l, by its vector of coefficients, we
may consider 4, as an n-dimensional torus, and we let 1, denote Haar measure
on this space, normalized so that len du, = 1. Using this notation, Borwein and
Lockhart thus established that

p
(1-3) tim [, = (14 2).
$hy

n— 00 np/2 2

for p > 0.
Fielding [1970] established a lower bound on the expected value of the normal-
ized Mahler’s measure for unimodular polynomials, proving that

M(f) - _
1-4 diy > e V(1 + 0(n 14
(1-4) /ﬂnﬁun_e (14 0(n~"/+))
for arbitrary € > 0 and sufficiently large n, where y denotes Euler’s constant.
Fielding’s proof in fact established the precise limiting value for the geometric
mean of the normalized Mahler’s measure:

i M(f) _ Y —1/4+e
(1-5) /LL log<—ﬁ )d,u,,_ L+ 0(n ).

In this paper, we strengthen (1-4) by proving that the limiting value of the arith-
metic mean of the normalized measure of unimodular polynomials of fixed degree
is precisely e~7/? = 0.749306.... We also recover (1-3) and (1-5) by using a
different method, and we establish the asymptotic value of the geometric mean of
certain L, norms of the unimodular polynomials as well. We prove the following
theorem in Section 2.

Theorem 1. Let i, denote the set of unimodular polynomials of degree n—1. Then

. M(f) oy
Jim, | tor( =) dwn ==

and for any even positive integer p,

. IflN »
s ()= Lrar(1+2)

1 \/_ 12 e

n—o00 n

Also,

and for any positive real number p,

im [ M1 du :F(1+£)
n—o0 Jo np/2 " 2/
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A polynomial f(z) € C[z] of degree d is said to be reciprocal if f(z) =wz? f(1/7),
for some complex number w of modulus 1. Reciprocal polynomials often arise in a
natural way in problems involving Mahler’s measure. For example, Smyth [1971]
proved that if f(z) € Z[z] is nonreciprocal and f(0) # 0, then

M(f)=ME>—z—1)=1.32471....

Let ¥ denote the set of reciprocal unimodular polynomials of degree n —1, and let
£ denote the set of reciprocal Littlewood polynomials of degree n — 1. Borwein
and Choi [2007] determined the expected value of the L4 norm of a polynomial
f € £, showing that

I—(=D"

4 2
mean =3n"—3n+
mear I 1l4 >

In this article, we prove that both the geometric mean and the arithmetic mean
of the normalized Mahler’s measure of the reciprocal unimodular polynomials ap-

roach
P -v/2

V2
and we determine limiting values for the mean normalized L, norms of these
polynomials. Since [} can be identified with a (1+ |[n/2])-dimensional real torus,
we let u; denote Haar measure on the set 4[*, normalized so that fi&’i duy=1.1In
Section 3 we prove the following theorem.

=0.529839...,

Theorem 2. Let L denote the set of reciprocal unimodular polynomials of degree
—1.Th
. im [ 1og(M42) gy = -V g2

and for any even positive integer p,

. IAllpy , « 1 py . 1 p+1
nlgrolo u;:log(\/ﬁ)d,un_zlog(Zﬂ )+;logF<T>.

Also,

lim M(f)du*: 1
n—>00 J ﬁ " eV’

and for any positive number p,

. Ifllp o 2P (p+1
s [ Ml 22 (e22)

We may obtain more information on the distribution of values of L, norms and
the Mahler measure by studying their moments, and to this end we establish the
following result in Section 4.




36 KWOK-KWONG STEPHEN CHOI AND MICHAEL J. MOSSINGHOFF

Theorem 3. Let p > 2 be an even integer and m a positive integer. Then

) [l (Rl ’"
(1_6) nll>n(;lo /un< nl’/zp) Hn = n—>oo/un np/zpd
and

. M(f)\m . (f) m
1-7 1 du, =1
an g [ (PR = (i [ )

Also, (1-6) holds for all positive real numbers p when m = 2. The same statements
hold for the set 1.

Theorem 3 establishes that the limiting value of the variance of each distribution
approaches 0 as the degree grows large. It follows that the normalized Mahler’s
measure or L, norm (with p > 2 an even integer) of a polynomial in one of these
sets lies arbitrarily close to the corresponding mean value, with probability ap-
proaching 1 as the degree grows large. We thus obtain the following corollary
regarding convergence in probability of the measure and L, norms. (The result on
L, norms for &, was also obtained by Borwein and Lockhart [2001] for all p > 0.)

Corollary 4. For any € > 0 and § > 0, there exists a positive integer N = N (¢, §)
such that if n > N, then

M
Pr(feiln:‘ﬂ—e*wz‘>8><e
Jn
and, if p > 2 is an even integer, then
AR p
Pr(feun. e —F<1+§>‘>5><6

Analogous statements hold for the set L[}.

Section 5 adds some remarks on related problems.

2. Unimodular polynomials

We require the following notation. Let Q, ; denote the set of all sequences of
length k selected without repetition from the set {0, 1,...,n — 1}, so |Q, x| =
n!/(n —k)! for 0 <k < n. Let R, ; denote the set of such sequences if repetition
is allowed, so |R, x| = n*. For two sequences / and J in Ry, x, we write [ ~ J if
[ is a permutation of J. Let P, denote the set of permutations of {1, 2, ..., k}, so
| Py| = k!. Finally, for a vector t € R¥, let Ny denote the number of permutations of
P, that fix t, so

Ne=|{m € P :tg =tz for 1 <€ <k}|.
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Lemma 1. Lett=(¢y, ..., t;) denote a point in [0, 1)k, If On k and Ny are defined
as above, then

k
2-1) > Teltete—jo) =n*Ne+ 0@* ),
I,]EQn,k =1
I~J

where the implicit constant may depend on k and t but is independent of n.

Proof. We compute

Z l_le(tg(ig —j[)) = Z Z l_le(tﬁ(ié_in(ﬁ)))

I,JEQn,k =1 weP; IGQ,,,]( =1
I~J
k
1
= Z Z 1_[ Ie(lz—ln(z)))+0(nk )
meP, I€R,; =1

k
=3 > [Te(te—trm1pic) + 0"

neP, I€R,; =1
=> H D e(te—tr1)ie) + 0 .
meP, (=1 0<iyg<n

If « is an integer, then certainly

Y elaj)=n,

0<j<n
and if « is not an integer, then
. 1
Z e(aj) K m,
0<j<n

where ||« || denotes the distance from « to the nearest integer, ||« || = min,cz @ —n|.
Thus

k
> Teltete—jo) =n*Ne+ 0@* ). O
1J€Quy =1
I~J
In particular, suppose my, ..., m, are positive integers, and let M Z _ m;
foreach j with0 < j <r. Suppose also that #p4,, . . ., tp, are distinct real numbers

in [0, 1), and that for each j with 1 < j <r, we have

thfl-H' = th,
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for1 <i <m;. Let M = M,. Then by Lemma 1, we have

(2-2) > H teic — jo)) =n ]"[me'+0(n’” h.

1,JeQnm £=1
1~J

We use this to establish the following result regarding the mean value of a par-
ticular expression over the set of unimodular polynomials.

Lemma 2. Suppose ty, ..., t. are distinct real numbers in [0, 1), and my, ..., m,
are positive integers. Then

If(e(tzz))lz’"fZ - 1
/ﬂnn dun=TTmt+0(3)

=1
where the implicit constant may depend on the my and the t; but is independent of
n. Thus,

r

l_[ |f(€(t£))|2m[ 1y = Hme

l’l—)OO
W gy

Proof. For clarity, first consider the case r = 1. Write m in place of m, let
f@ =1 _qarz* andlet I = (iy,...,ip) and J = (ji, ..., ju). Then

2m
/uﬂ%dun_ /‘Zake(kt)‘ diy

’kl

=n_m Z e(t Z(lk_Jk)>/ H“ik@dﬂn
k=1

1,J€R, m

w2
IJERym
I~J

1 1
= 2 1+0(,)
1,J€Qnm
I~J

=m!+ 0(%)

The general case is similar. Let M =) _,_, m,;. We find

2my my
/ 1—[|f(€(t£))| nanM Z 1—[ (l‘ZZ(lek—JZk))
T (=1

I@ J@Ean{ =1
s 1)~y dr)

where Iy = (g1, ..., i¢,m,) and Jo = (Je.1, - - -+ Je.m,)- Next, restricting from R, j,
to O,.m, changes the value here by O(1/n), since the terms in the sum over I, and
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J¢ having repeated elements possess fewer degrees of freedom and contribute only
O (n™~'). Thus

2mg r e
/ 1_[ If(e(te))l = nLM Z l_[ e(fe Z(ie,k — je,k)> + 0(%)
1 o=1

Ilv-,lEQn,m[ =1 k=1
Uiyees I)~(Jnsees Ir)

where the implicit constant depends on the #; and the m,. Similarly, we may restrict

further to the case where the sequences /1, ..., I, are disjoint, so by (2-2),
|f<e<ze>>|2'"f 1 e 1
/ 1_[ :n_M Z l_[ l_[e(fk(lk_]k))‘i‘o(;)
U gy 1,JE0um t=1 k=1
I~

,
n
=1
The next lemma establishes another mean value over the unimodular polynomials.

Lemma 3. Let 14, ..., t. be distinct real numbers in [0, 1), and let 51, ...,s, be
complex numbers satisfying N(sg) > 0 for 1 < £ <r. Then

. T fle)]? —_—_—
1 — — )du, = .
nL“;o unexp( D st n # gLIl T+s¢

=1

Proof. Let F(sy, ..., s,) denote the function

r 2
F(sy,...,8)= nli)rrolofunexp<— Zsz@)dun,

(=1

so this defines an analytic function on the region

{(s1,...,85)€C :R(sp)>0for1 <2 <r}.

For real numbers xi, ..., x, in [0, 1), use Lemma 2 to compute
— my t Zm(
F(x1,...,x;) = lim ( ) Jnf(e('z))| m
n—o00 Jo I 1m1>0 nmtmy!
= xw : |f<e<re>>|2me
- Z l_[ n—)oo 1_[ ,bLn
1<£<r
T[] X o= H
t=1 me=0 It

The statement then follows by analytic continuation. U
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Next, recall that a sequence of random variables {X,,} is uniformly integrable if
(2-3) lim sup/ | X, |dw, =0.
[Xnl>c

For a fixed real number ¢ € [0, 1), let U, ,, denote the random variable whose value
is | f(e(t))|?/n, where each coefficient of f is selected uniformly over the unit
circle. For convenience, let U, denote the random variable Uy ,. We show that the
sequence of random variables X, = log U, , has the property (2-3).

Lemma 4. Let t be a fixed real number with O <t < 1. The sequence of random
variables {log U, ,,}, with n > 1, is uniformly integrable.

Proof. By symmetry, we may assume that  =0. Let ¢ be a positive real number, let
F,, (x) denote the distribution function of U,, and let G,,(x) = 1 — F;,(x). Certainly
U, is supported on [0, n], so F,,(x) =1 for x > n. Thus

n

/ log Und,unzf log xdF, (x)
U,>e¢ :

ec

=logn —cF,(c) —/ @dx

:cGn(eC)—i—/ %dx.

By Markov’s inequality, we have G,(x) < E(U,)/x =1/x, so
/ logU,du, < (c+1)e”°.
U, >e¢

For U, <e™¢, we require some additional information. Using a result of Kluyver
[1906] on the distribution of the modulus of sums of complex numbers of unit
modulus, Fielding [1970] determined an asymptotic formula for the density func-
tion of the random variable Y,, that measures the value of | f(1)|, for a randomly
selected polynomial f € 4l,. This random variable is well-approximated by a
Weibull distribution with shape parameter 2 and scale parameter /n; its density
function is
2n_ye_y2/n+ 0(—ﬁ ), if0<y<n,

hn(y) = n’/4—e

0, if y > n.

Since U, =Y ,12 /n, it follows that U, has approximately an exponential distribution,
with density function
e+ 0 (x_l/4n_]+€) , if0<x<n,

0, if x > n.

(2-4) Un(x) = {
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Thus
e ¢
f |log U, | dun = / (e +0(x"*n")) [ log x| dx
U,<e=€ 0
< 1 “" log x|
5]0 |10gx|01x+0(nl_e/0 L1/ dx)
—3c/4
=(c+1e “+ 0(ce T )
n
and so

su |log Uy, | dit, < ce /4, O
p g
U,<e ¢

n

The final three lemmata record results about certain integrals.

Lemma 5. Ift, ..., 1t are real numbers in [0, 1), then

d | f (et
J, TTjre(5525)

Proof. Let || - || denote the L, norm with respect to the measure p,,, so

151 = (f 1rram) "

Using the arithmetic-geometric mean inequality, followed by the triangle inequality
for | - ||, we obtain

r 2 r 2 r
Jo TTpoe (50 = [ G a5 )
[2:1: ‘log( ;. )

(12

= E(|log U,|").

du, < oo.

r

_ 1
rr r

)

From (2-4), we have
n
E(IlogUnIr)=/ Hog x| (¢ + 0 (x~4n~1%)) du.
0

We compute

1 1
/ |10gx|re_xdx§f [log x| dx =r!,
0 0

o] o r!
f |10gx|’e_xdx§f (x—l)’e_xa’xz?,
1 1
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and " llog x|!
1 ogx —1/4+2¢
Y /o LA dx <K ’
where the symbol «, indicates that the implicit constant depends on r. (]

o0
Lemma 6. If y > 0, then log y = / )lc(e—x e ydr,
0

y oo 0o ry
Proof. The left side isf / e " dxdt; the right side is/ / e Mdtdx. O
o Ji

Lemma 7. Ifty, ..., 1t are real numbers in [0, 1], then

/ / _|e—xe RO g, i, < oo,
g

Proof. Using a strategy similar to that of the proof of Lemma 5, and adopting the
notation used there, we find

/ / _|e,x6_efx@\f(em)>\ /n|dxgdﬂ«
U gy

r o]
LS [ Lo et g
re=1 0o

1 r
(!
(32

=1

oo
Lo mtreaning gy
0 X
by Lemma 6, and E(l log U, |’) < 0o from the proof of Lemma 5. ]

r

r

1
/ L jgmxe _ gmredd€wnPn) gy,
0o e

)

= E(|logU,|")

r

r

We now prove our first main result on unimodular polynomials.

Proof of Theorem 1. For distinct real numbers #1, . . ., ¢ in [0, 1), let W; , denote the
random variable whose value is (1/n") ]_[2:1 | £ (e(t))|?, where f €4, is selected
at random. Selecting m; = --- = m, = m in Lemma 2, we see that the limiting
value of the m-th moment of W; , as n grows large is

(2-5) ll)n;o E(W{,) = m)".

Since . m!~"/?" = oo for r = 1 or 2, by Carleman’s test [Shiryaev 1996,
p. 296] there is a unique distribution function F, having these moments, and it also
follows from [Chung 1974, Theorem 4.5.5] that W ,, converges in distribution to a



AVERAGE MEASURE AND NORMS OF UNIMODULAR POLYNOMIALS 43

random variable V, with distribution function F, as n — oo. It is straightforward
to verify that the density function of V, is

e * ifr=1,

/ %e*t*x/’dt ifr=2.

0

(2-6) vr(x) =

up to a set of measure zero. Note that vy(x) = 2Ky(24/x), where K, (x) is the
modified Bessel function of the second kind.

In particular, for r = 1 (and writing ¢ for #;) it follows from [Chung 1974,
Theorem 4.5.2] that E(U/,) — E(V/") for all p > 0, so

tin [ (L = [ean=n(148)

for each ¢. The density function for U, , is independent of ¢, so this convergence
is uniform in ¢. Therefore

2-7) im [ M1 du =F(1+3)
n—o0 Jo np/2 " 2)°

This establishes the asymptotic value for the arithmetic mean of the normalized
L, norm of the unimodular polynomials.

For the geometric mean of the normalized measure, the sequence of random
variables {log U, ,},>1 is uniformly integrable by Lemma 4, so E(logU, ,) —
E(log V1) as n — oo for each ¢. Therefore

(0.¢]
lim E(log‘/Ut,n):f e_xlog\/;dx:_
0

n—oo

=R

k]

and so

i [ toe(* e =5

To calculate the arithmetic mean for the measure, we first observe that

(2-8) lim /ﬂn %dun:nlinolo uneXp( /O 1log<%)dt>dun
. 1/ (! | f(e(0))] r
= lim fun §ﬁ( /O 1°g(7>d’) it
. 1" (T |f (e(@0))
nli%gr!</o"'/o/mﬂl°g( o )d,u,,dtl...dtr

1/ (! b d | f(e(t))]
;ﬁ<f0...fonli)rgofl}:[llog<%)dundn ...dz,).

N————"



44 KWOK-KWONG STEPHEN CHOI AND MICHAEL J. MOSSINGHOFF

The validity of switching the order of integration follows from Lemma 5 and
Fubini’s theorem. Next, using Lemmata 3, 6, and 7, and uniformity in ¢, and
noting that the subset of [0, 1)" where the 71, ..., ¢, are not distinct forms a set of
measure 0 in L[, and so does not affect the integral, we find that

8 | g(lf(f/(%z))l)

e e (8

Therefore, from (2-8) we conclude that

. M(f) 1YY yy p—y’ )
nlirﬁo/u" T d“”_gr_!/o"'fo (—5) dy ...dt, = e 72,

For the geometric mean of the L, norm when p is an even integer, we use a
similar strategy and (2-5) to obtain

1
lim 1og( f 1/ e@nl” dt) du,
U, 0

n—00 np/2

LI e@))”
:nlgl;o// exp( x)—exp( /(; Wdl))dxdun
rr 1
[ Howen- X S 2 o
:/ (exp( X) - Z( x)r/ / lim E(W/)dn ... dt, ) dx
0 0 n—oo
=/0 %(exp(—x)—;%r(l-i-g)r)dx

_ [T (e —xT(1+p/2) _ p
= —(e*—e ) dx =logT'(1+ ). O
o X 2
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The limiting distribution of Wy, for r > 3 does not follow from the computation
of the moments in (2-5), since in this case the sum ), _, m!~"/?™ converges, and
so Carleman’s criterion is not satisfied. In fact, Berg [2005] has shown that for any
fixed r > 3, the sequence of the moments {(m!)"},,>; does not determine a unique
distribution function. We suspect that the density function v,(x) in question is
given by

(2-9) v (x) = f / exp l—[ x; ) l—[ e

X
=1 ¢

.. dxr_l,

although we are unable to prove this.

3. Reciprocal polynomials

We use a similar strategy to prove Theorem 2. For a fixed positive integer n, for
convenience we say that two nonnegative integers i and j are complementary if
i+j=n—1 Thus, if f(x) =), a;x* € 4* and i and j are complementary,
then the coefficients a; and a; of f satisfy a; = wa;, where w is a fixed complex
number of modulus 1. Also, for an odd integer 2k — 1, let (2k — 1)!! denote the
product 1-3-5...(2k — 1) = (2k)!/2*k!.

Lemma 8. Suppose t1, ..., t. are distinct real numbers in (0, 1), and my, ..., m,
are positive integers. Let M = ZZ=1 my. Then

/ 1_[ —lf(e,(,;,fi)'zmz dpe, = lL[(Zmz - D'+ 0(%);
1 f=1 =1

the implicit constant may depend on the my and the t; but is independent of n.

Thus, s ,
lim / 1—[ |f(e(te))| Z=]_[(2me—1)!!-
n—o00 un i

Proof. We compute

ng r
[ [ el | Il Zakgeacerz)\ i,
o= * =0
Z l_[ (lzZ(lik_]fk) f l_ll_[azuajudu“n

IgJ(GR,,mZZl lElkl
1<t<r

:LM Z 1_[ (er(lzk—JEk))

Iy, JgEanl =1
1<t<r
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Here Y _* denotes the sum over only those 2M-tuples (I, ..., I,, Ji, ..., J,) where
the value of each index i, x or jy  either matches that of some other index i, j or
Jex, or complements the value of some other such index. We again restrict our
consideration to those terms where (11, ..., I, Ji, ..., J,) can be grouped into M
distinct pairs such that each grouping consists of some number s = M mod 2 of
pairs (i¢ k, je k) of matching integers, together with (M —s)/2 pairs (i¢ x, i¢ x) and
(M —s)/2 pairs (jek, jex) of complementary integers. This way, we have

g
Haiz,kajz.k =1
k=1
for each £. The number of possible pairings is [ [,_,(2m¢ — 1)!!, and the statement
follows in the same way as Lemma 2. ]
We now prove our main result on reciprocal unimodular polynomials.

Proof of Theorem 2. 1t is well known that the 2m-th moment of the standard normal
distribution is (2m — 1)!!, so

o0
\/z/ xzme_xz/zdx:@m—l)!!.
T Jo

m=12=3/2 gy = 2m — 1!,

Therefore,

1 o0
V2m [0 Y
so by Carleman’s test the limiting density function as n — oo for the random
variables | f (e(t))|?/n on U for t #01is

e—x/2

pt('x): m

for almost every x in [0, co). Thus, for ¢ # 0, we have

. |.f (e(r)] /OO e 2 y +log2
lim log( ———)du; = logv/xdx = —+—F%==

and

t 0\ p/2p=x/2 /2
hm/ (L ))|>de::/ LN L TN
n—00 i1 ﬁ 0 2T X ﬁ 2

and the results on the geometric mean of the normalized measure and the arith-
metic mean of the normalized L, norm follow as in the proof of Theorem 1. The
remaining statements may be proved in the same way as Theorem 1. ([
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4. Moments of the distributions

We now establish the result on the moments of the distributions of the L, norms
and Mahler’s measure of unimodular polynomials.

Proof of Theorem 3. For any even integer p > 2, we compute

. I £II5\m . llf(e(t))lp
nlinéo/m(np/ﬁ d”":nlin;o/ 1_[/ Y )d“"
1
=/0 folinélo/ ]‘['f(:fffzmpd diy . dt,

1 1 m

:/ / r(1+2) an...dn,
0 0 2

e [FA N

o (nlgrolo /;ln nl’/2 d'un) ’

by Lemma 2. The computation for Mahler’s measure is similar. When m = 2, we
may use the density function (2-6) to determine that

lim (IIfIIZ)Zd ~ lim ! 1If(e(tl))lplf(e(tz))l’”dt dtrd
n—>00 J nP/2 Mﬂ_n—ﬂ)o u, Jo Jo nP/2 nP/2 14528Hn
1 1
B ) Lf (et | f(e(®2))]?
= / fo Jm / Py a2 dHndtidty
/ / / x”/2/ 1—- ' dtdxdt dt,
—r(1+2>
2
=(hm/ ”f”pd )
n—o00 Jo nP/2

for p > 0. The computations for {} are similar. (The density function for the case
m = 2 in this case is Ko(y/x)/m/x.) O

5. Concluding remarks

It would be of interest to apply this method to determine the expected value in the
limit for the normalized Mahler’s measure of the Littlewood polynomials, and to
study the reciprocal Littlewood polynomials in the same way. We conjecture that
the limiting mean values for the Littlewood polynomials match the ones stated in
Theorems 1 and 2 for the unimodular polynomials. (This was established already
in [Borwein and Lockhart 2001] for the arithmetic mean of the L, norms with
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p > 0in £,.) Verifying this for Mahler’s measure in £, would thus improve the
best known result (1-2) in Mahler’s problem. Indeed, by calculating sequences of
moments, one may establish analogues of Lemmata 2 and 8 for the Littlewood
polynomials. However, the moment sequences are no longer independent of ¢ in
this case, ast =0and r = % behave differently from other ¢ € (0, 1).

Lower bounds on Mahler’s measure of noncyclotomic Littlewood polynomials
are found in [Borwein et al. 2007; Dubickas and Mossinghoff 2005; Borwein et al.
2004; Garza et al. 2010], and a list of the maximum values of Mahler’s measure for
polynomials in £, for n < 25 can be found in [Borwein and Mossinghoff 2008].
Also, the distribution of the values of Mahler’s measure for polynomials with ar-
bitrary real or complex coefficients is studied in [Chern and Vaaler 2001; Sinclair
2004], and average L, norms of other families of polynomials are considered in
[Borwein and Choi 2007; Borwein et al. 2008a; Mansour 2004].
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