arXiv:2409.12727v1 [cs.SC] 19 Sep 2024

A Generalization of Habicht’s Theorem
for Subresultants of Several Univariate Polynomials

Hoon Hong
Department of Mathematics, North Carolina State University
Box 8205, Raleigh, NC 27695, USA
hong@ncsu.edu

Jiaqi Meng? Jing Yang
SMS-HCIC-School of Mathematics and Physics,
Center for Applied Mathematics of Guangxi,
Guangxi Minzu University, Nanning 530006, China
mjq252920Q@163.com; yangjing0930@Qgmail.com

Abstract

Subresultants of two univariate polynomials are one of the most classic and ubiquitous objects in
computational algebra and algebraic geometry. In 1948, Habicht discovered and proved interesting
relationships among subresultants. Those relationships were found to be useful for both structural
understanding and efficient computation.

Often one needs to consider several (possibly more than two) polynomials. It is rather straightforward
to generalize the notion of subresultants to several polynomials. However, it is not obvious (in fact, quite
challenging) to generalize the Habicht’s result to several polynomials. The main contribution of this
paper is to provide such a generalization.
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1 Introduction

Subresultants of two polynomials are one of the most ubiquitous objects in computational algebra and
algebraic geometry. It played a vital role in the development of many fundamental algorithms, such as
triangular decomposition, quantifier elimination and parametric gcd. Therefore, extensive studies have
been carried out on the underlying theories, efficient algorithms and various applications (just list a few

112, 1 61, 8L 10}, (1T, 13, 141 15, 17, 18, 19} 23, 24] 25, [26], 27, 28] 130} 32, 38| 42, 144}, (45, 46],, [31 5,29, 31} 134 137, A1]
and [20] 33 [35]).

In 1948, Habicht discovered and proved interesting relationships among subresultants, which is the well
known Habicht’s theorem. The classical Habicht’s theorem contains two results:

e relationship between a single subresultant and the pseudo-remainder of its two consecutive subresul-
tants ;

e relationship between a single subresultant and the subresultant of two others.
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In [28], Hong and Yang generalize the first relationship to subresultants of several polynomials. In the
current paper, we will generalize the second one to several polynomials.

To set a suitable context, let us review Habicht’s second relation. Let Fy, F1 be two univariate poly-
nomials of degrees dy < dy without losing generality. Let Ry (Fp, F1) denote the (dg — k)-th subresultant
of Fpand F;. (Note that we re-index the subresultant because it is helpful in generalizing the concept to
several polynomials). Habicht posed the following interesting question: are there integers u, v, wp, w1 and a
constant ¢ such that the following equality holds?

CRH(FOaFl) = RU(RMO(F()vFl)aRwl(FOaFl)) (1)

If so, what are conditions on them? Habicht gave the following elegant answer in [22]: If

wip = wp+1
v > 1
u = wg+v

then the equality () holds where ¢ is some power of the principal coefficient of R, (Fp, F1) in terms of x.
This inherent relationship says that a subresultant of lower degree can be computed from those of higher
degree. By applying the relation repeatedly, one can find more relations.

In the case of more than two polynomials, one could compute the subresultants in a recursive way.
However, it results in nested subresultants and often causes an exponential expansion of degree in parameters.
Thus one is keen on constructing subresultants in a non-recursive way. For this purpose, one needs to define
the notion of subresultant for several polynomials. It can be done in a very natural way (see [28]).

Let Ry denote for the k-th subresultant of several polynomials (of course, & is no longer a single number,
but could be a vector of numbers). We pose the following question/challenge: are there integer vectors
u, v, Wy, - - . , Wy and a constant ¢ such that the following holds?

¢ Ry(Fo,...,Fn) = Ry(Ru,(Fo,.--yFn)y...y Ry, (Fo,..., Fy)) (2)

If so, what are conditions on them? In this paper, we give a (hopefully) elegant answer: If

wy = wo+er
w, = wWo-+en
v = (k,....k)+e
u = wg+v

for some k > 1 and 0 <4 < n , then the equality ([2) holds where ¢ is some power of the principal coefficient
of R (Fo, ..., Fy) in terms of x and where e; stands for the j-th unit vector of length n.

Note that the generalized Habicht’s theorem (given in this paper) has the essentially same structure as
the original Habicht’s theorem, i.e., a subresultant of several polynomials can be computed from some of
their subresultants with higher degree of the given polynomials. By applying the relation repeatedly, one
can find more relations.

The main difficulty for tackling this problem is that we have to overcome the following challenge. In the
case of two polynomials, in order to identify the conditions for (), one needs to consider nested subresultants,
i.e., subresultants of subresultants, which are very complicated in their form. Thus, the multi-polynomial
case faces the same kind of difficulty but in a much larger scale.

Related works:

1. In [28], for computing the greatest common divisor of several univariate polynomials with coefficients in
an efficient way, Hong and Yang identified a relationship between subresultants and pseudo-remainders
of these subresultants for several polynomials. Since the pseudo-remainder of two polynomials can be
viewed as a special form of their subresultants, the relationship in [28] can be viewed as a special case
of the equality (2)). In this paper, we give a much more general condition for (2] to hold.



2. In [7, [12] [16] 211 39, 40] and [6l [10], the authors generalized the subresultant of two univariate polyno-
mials to that of multivariate polynomials while constraining the number of polynomials to be at most
one more than the number of variables and investigated their algebraic properties such as irreducibility
and relationship to a shape lemma. In this paper, we take another route for generalization. We gen-
eralize the subresultant of two univariate polynomials to several polynomials while staying univariate
and investigate their underlying structure in order to generalize Habicht’s theorem to several univariate
polynomials.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2] we review some concepts of subresultants for several
univariate polynomials. Then the main result is presented in Section Bl The following Section Ml provides a
thorough explanation of its relationship with the classical Habicht’s theorem. The proof of the main result
is given in Section Bl The paper is concluded in Section

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we review the followings: (1) subresultants of two polynomials and Habicht’s theorem on
them, and (2) a natural generalization of subresultants to several polynomials. We will do so using a new
indexing scheme for them. The reason is that the new indexing will facilitate the generalization to several
polynomials. Thus, we strongly encourage the readers (even though who know the classical theory) read this
section in order to get familiar with the new indexing scheme.

Let Z denote an integral domain such as Z, Q, Z [a] and so on. The followings are taken directly from [2§].
For readers’ convenience, we reproduce them here.

2.1 Review on subresultants of two polynomials

Definition 1 (Determinant polynomial of matrix). Let M € ZP*9 where p < q (that is, M is square or
wide).

e The determinant polynomial of M, written as dp(M), is defined by

dp(M) = Z cjx?

0<j<q—p
where ¢j = det [My -+ Mp_1 My—;] and My, stands for the k-th column of M.
e The principal coefficient of dp(M), written as pedp(M), is defined by

pedp (M) = coeff o—» (dp (M))

Example 2. Let
mi1 M1z M1z Mg M5
M= | mo1 ma22 Mm23 Mo Mas
m31 M3z M3z M34 M35

Notep =3 and ¢ =5. Thus
o dp (M) = coz? + c12! + coa® where

mi1 Mi2 | M13
Cy = det [Ml M2 M5,2] = det mo1 Moo | 23
m31 M3z | M33
mi1 Mmi2 | Mi4
Cc1 = det [Ml M2 M5,1] = det mo1  M22 | M4
m31 M32 | M34




mi1 M2 | Mis
Co — det [Ml M2 M5,0] = det mo1 Moo | TMa5
m31 M3z | M35

mip Miz | Mi3
e pedp (M) = co = det [My; My Ms_5] =det | mao1  maz | mas
m31  MM3z2 | M33

Definition 3 (Coefficient matrix of a list of polynomials). Let P = (Py,..., P;) where
P = Z bijwj € Z[JJ]
0<j<p:

and p; = deg P;. Let m = maxi<i<;p;. Then the coefficient matrix of P, written as cm(P), is defined as
the t x (m + 1) matriz whose (i, j)-th entry is the coefficient of P; in the term x™ 177,

Example 4. Let P = (Py, Pa, P3) where
Py = boga® + boax® + bo1x + boo
Py = by32® + biax® + byx + by
Py = boox?® 4 boyx + bag

Thus

bos  bo2 bor boo
cm(P):cm(Pl,Pg,P3): bis b1z bir bio

b22 b21 b20

Notation 5 (Determinant polynomial of a list of polynomials). Let P = (Py,..., P;) be such that cm(P) is
square or wide. Then we will use the following short hand notations.

e dp(P) = dp(cm(P)),
e pedp(P) = pedp(em(P)).
Example 6. Let P = (P, P>, Ps5) be as in Example[j Thus

bos  bo2 bor boo
o dp(P) =dp(em(P)) =dp | bis b2 bi1 bio | =c1x + co, where
baa  bar  ba2o

boz  boz2 | bo1 bos  bo2 | boo
cp=det | b1z b1z | b1 |, co=det | b1z bi2 | bio
bz | ba1 | b2z | bao

bos  bo2 | bo1
e pedp(P) = pedp(em(P)) =¢; =det | bis bia | bis

b22 b21

Next we recall the concept of subresultant for two univariate polynomials.
Definition 7. Let Fo, Fl S Z[I] with deg(E) = dl and do S dl. Let 0 < k S do.
e The k-subresultant of Fy and Fy, written as Ry (Fo, F1), is defined by

Ri(Fo, Fy) = dp(a®—(do=R=tp 2OF, «F1Fy ... 2 F)



e The principal coefficient of Ry (Fo, F1), written as ri(Fo, F1), is defined by

T‘k(Fo, Fl) = Coeﬁzdo—k (Rk (FQ, Fl))

One can extend the above definition to the case when k = 0. In this case, it is required that dy # di. Then
Ro(Fo, Fy) = ajy ™' Fy
where agq, s the leading coefficient of Fy.
Example 8. Let
Fy = agsz® + apa®” + ao1z + ago
Fy = apyx* + a132° + a122® 4 an1x + ayo

Let k =2. Then
P = (2*Fy,2' Fy, 2" Fy, 2" F1,2° )

Thus
e The 2-subresultant of Fy and Fy, written as Ra(Fo, F1), is

Ry (Fo, I1) = dp(P)
= dp(cm(P))

ap3 Qap2 apr Aapo
ap3 Go2 Qo1 Aoo
=dp ap3 Qo2 Ap1 Ao
ai4 aiz aiz2 aix Ao
a4 a3z Ga12 a1 aio

ap3 ap2 Gp1  Aopo ap3 @p2 Go1 Ao
ap3 ap2 Go1 Ao ap3 ap2 ao1

= det aps ap2 aopl T+ det ap3 Qo2 apo
a4 aiz ai2 a1l Aaio a14 a1z a12 ail

a14 Qi3 G122 ail a4 a3 Ga12 aio

e The principal coefficient of Ra(Fy, F1), written as ro(Fo, F1), is

TQ(FO,Fl) = coeff11 (RQ (F(),Fl))

ap3 ap2 ao1  Aapo
ap3 ap2 ao1 GO
= det apsz Qo2 Qo1

ai4 a3z a2 ail aio
G14 @13 Q12 @11

Remark 9.

e Note that we are using a new indexing for subresultants. For instance, Ry (Fy, F1) in the new indexing
would have been indexed as Rg,—r(Fo, F1) in the classical indexing.

e Note that we are using the terminologies “subresultant” and “principal coefficient” as convention. In
some other literatures, readers may also see the terminologies “subresultant” and “principal subresul-
tant coefficient” (e.g., [9, [36]), or “polynomial subresultant” and “scalar subresultant” (e.g., [£3)]),
“subresultant polynomial” and “subresultant” (e.g., [I5]) as their alternatives.



Habicht discovered two intrinsic relationships among subresultants of two polynomials in [22]. The first
is the similarity of a subresultant with the pseudo-remainder of its two consecutive subresultants and the
second is the similarity of a subresultant with the subresultant of two others. It should be pointed out that
the first result can be viewed as a specialization of the second one. In [28], the authors presented an analogy
of the first result for several polynomials (which is not a generalization of the classical result). In this paper,
we will generalize the second result to several polynomials. Therefore, we reproduce the second result below.

Theorem 10 (Habicht’s Theorem [22]). We have
oo (F0, F1) Ru(Fo, F1) = Ry(Ruwy (Fo, 1), Rw, (Fo, F1)) (3)

if u < dp,v,wo, w1, € satisfy the following conditions:

wy = wo+1
v > 0

u = wg+v
e = 2v-2

2.2 Review on subresultants of several polynomials

For generalizing the classical Habicht’s theorem to more than two polynomials, we need the notions/notations
of generalized subresultants for several polynomials. In [28], the authors present a natural extension of
the classical subresultant for two polynomials to multiple polynomials. For the readers’ convenience, we
reproduce them here.

Notation 11.
e d=(do,...,d,) € N"TL;
e a; = (ao,-..,aid;) be indeterminates (parameters);

o FF=(Fy,...,F,) where F; = Z?;o a;; 27 € Zlai][z];

P(do,n) ={(61,...,0p) EN": || =61+ -+ 6, < dp};
o Fr=a% 1E,, ... 2%F), where 5, € N;
o c(0) =#colem (Fy,...,F).
Example 12. Let d = (3,3,4). Then
P(do,n) ={ (3,0), (2,1), (1,2), (0,3), (2,0), (1,1), (0,2), (1,0), (0,1), (0,0) }
Choose 6 = (1,1) € P(3,2). We have
Fi=2"F, Fo=a"F

Thus

a13 ai2 Gi11 Ao
cm (Fl,fQ) = CcIn ({EOFl, IOFQ) =
a24 Q23 G22 Q21 420

4 A23 0A22 0A21 a0

0(6) = # col LL aiz a2 a1 a10:| —5
2

Definition 13 (Subresultant). Let § € P(dp,n).



e The d-subresultant of F, written as Rs (F), is defined by

where again

Rs (F) =dpcem (Fo,. ..

C((S) —do

wels

+Fn)

if c(8) >do

else

e The principal coefficient of Rs (F'), written as rs(F), is defined by

Remark 14. In the above, the particular expression for oy is chosen because it naturally extends the for-

rs(F) = coeff Lag— 151 (Rs (F))

mulation of subresultants for two polynomials.

of cm (Fo, ...
cm (Fo, - . .

Example 15. Let d = (3,3,4) and § = (1,1). Note

Therefore

ap3  aop2
aops

R F)=d
(1,1)( ) % a13
az4  a23
ap3 o2
ao3
T(l,l)(F) = det a13
a24 QA23

3 Main Result

In this section, we describe a generalization of Habicht’s theorem for several polynomials. For this purpose,

C((S) :#C01cm(‘Fla‘F2) :52d07

ao1
aop2
ai2
a2

ao1
o2
a2
a22

we need the following notation.

Notation 16. Let e; € {0,1}™ be the i-th unit vector of length n, that is, the vector whose i-th element is 1
and the remaining elements are all zeros. We choose the convention that eg = (0, ..

Assumption 17. From now on, we will assume that dy < dy, ..

Theorem 18 (Main Result). We have

aoo
ao1
a1
a21

aoo
aol
ail
a21

a00
a10
a20

aop3 Qo2
a
= det 03
a13
Q24 Q23

So=5-3=2
ao1 aoo
a a

02 T0L1 2 4 det
aio ail
a2 a1

ao3

24

., 0).

ao2
aop3
ais
az3

ao1
aop2
ai2
a2

Roughly speaking, such choice of dy makes the submatriz
, Fn) involving the coefficients of Fy the widest block while keeping the size of the matrix
,Fn) as small as possible.

a00
a10
a20

.,dy, and Fy is monic, i.e., apqd, = 1.

TfUO(FO,...,Fn) R, (Fy,....,F,) = Ry(Ru,(Fo,...
if u € P(do,n),v,wp,...,wn,€ salisfy the following conditions
w; = wy—+er
Wy, = Wo T+ €p
v o= (ky....,k)+e
u = wo+v
e = |vte|+k—2

for somek>1 and 0 <i <

n.

aFn)a"'

y Ruw,, (Fo, . ..

7Fn))



Example 19. Let d = (5,5,6).
o Letwog=(1,1), k=1 and i =0. Then
w1 =(2,1), wa=1(1,2), v=(1,1), v=(2,2), e=|(1,1)|+1-2=1
Thus we have
7”%1,1)(F) R(2,2)(F) = R(l,l) (R(l,l)(F)a R(271)(F), R(1,2)(F) )
o Letwy=(1,1), k=1 andi=1. Then
w1 =(2,1), wa=1(1,2), v=(2,1), u=(3,2), e=|3,1)]+1-2=3
Thus we have
riy(F) Ry (F) = Ray (Ray(F), Rey(F), Rag(F) )
o Letwy=(1,1), k=1 and i = 2. Then
w1 =(2,1), wa=1(1,2), v=(1,2), v=(2,3), e=|(1,3)|]+1—-2=3
Thus we have

riy(F) Res)(F) = Rag) (Ray(F), Rey(F),; Raz)(F))

4 Relation to the Classical Habicht’s Theorem
After setting n = 1 in Theorem [I8] the theorem reduces to the following:
Towo (F0, F1) Ru(Fo, F1) = Ry(Ru, (Fo, 1), Ru, (Fo, F1))

ifue P(do, 1) (i-e., u<dy),v,wy,ws, e satisfy the following conditions

wp = wy+1

v = k+e;

u = wo+v (6)
e = |vte|+k—2

for some £ > 1 and 0 < ¢ < 1. Let ¢ = 0. Then the the condition (@l simplifies to

wy = wo+1
v = k
u = wy+k
e = 2k-2
which is equivalent to
wy = wo+1
v > 1
u = wo+v
e = 2v-—2

as in Theorem [0l Thus we conclude that the classical Habicht’s theorem is indeed a specialization of the
generalized version presented in this paper.



In the remaining part of this section, we make a further analysis on the similarity between the gener-
alized Habicht’s theorem (Theorem [I8) and the classical one (Theorem [I0)), which gives readers a deeper
understanding on the content of the generalized Habicht’s theorem. For the sake of simplicity, when F' is
clear from the context, we can abbreviate Rs (F') and rs (F) as Rs and 75, respectively.

First, we note that the relationship (@) in the classical Habicht’s theorem (Theorem [I0]) can be illustrated

as

Rw0+80

= [ Ruptiter | = [ Ruwotkter ]

Rw0+81
This diagram is interpreted as: Ry,+j+e, for j =1,...,k can be computed from Ry 4¢, and Ry,+e,. Note
that Ry, (j—1)4+e; = Ruwg+jte, for j =1,..., k. Thus, the above relationship can be equivalently converted
to the following:

Rw0+€0 — Rw0+1+€0 . Rwo+k+eo

Rw0+€1 Rw0+1+€1 Rwo+k+81
This diagram is interpreted as: Ryy4jte, for ¢ = 0,1 and j = 1,...,k can be computed from R, and

Rwo +e1-

The same pattern can be found in the generalized Habicht’s theorem. More explicitly, let d = (dp, . . ., d,)
where dp = ming<;<, d; and k' = (k,..., k) for k > 1, then v € {k' +¢; : i =0,...,n}. The relationship (B
in the generalized Habicht’s theorem (Theorem [I8) can be illustrated as

Rugteo R 41740 R4k +eo
Rugte Rug41/ 4, Rug 4k +e,
Rugten, Rug+1/4e, Rug 4k +en
The diagram is again interpreted as: Ry,4j/4e;, for ¢ = 0,...,n and j = 1,...,k can be computed from

Rw0+€07 e 7R’w0+en .

To have a better understanding of the similarity between the classical Habicht’s theorem and the gener-
alized version, we introduce the concepts of cluster and cluster chain of adjacent subresultants, which might
be helpful for identifying more relationships among subresultants.

Definition 20. We call (Ryqy, Ruwoters - - - s Ruwgte,) @ cluster of subresultants for F', denoted by C.,,. Then
oy Cuyy Cupg+17, - - - 18 called the cluster chain of subresultants.

With the above definition, we re-interpret the generalized Habicht’s theorem as follows. Given a clus-
ter Cly,, of subresultants, we can compute all the subresultants in the clusters in the right of C,,, along the
cluster chain. Note that the degrees of subresultants are decreasing along to the right. With the degree be-
coming smaller, the subresultants tend to become complicated because the determinant polynomials they are
obtained from are with higher order. Thus in the classical subresultants, one often computes subresultants
with lower degree (corresponding to higher-order determinant polynomials) from those with higher degree
(corresponding to lower-order determinant polynomials).

We hope that this interpretation would have an impact on establishing inherent relationships between
subresultants of multiple polynomials and pseudo-remainders, which would, in turn, lead to the efficient
computation of subresultants. For instance, in what follows, we apply the generalized Habicht’s theorem
repeatedly to find further relations among subresultants.

Example 21. Let d = (5,5,6). We would like to reduce R(32)(F) to R, 0)(F) or R (F) by repeatedly
applying Theorem [I8 There are several approaches to achieve this. We will illustrate two approaches.

1. Approach A.



(a) 7‘(2 1) (F) R(3 2)(F) = R(Ll)(R(Q 1) (F) ,R(gﬁl) (F) 5 R(272) (F)) using wo = (2, 1), k =1 andi =

(b) T'(1,0) (F) R(2,1)(F) = R(l,l)(R(l,o) (F) aR(2,o) (F), R(l,l) (F)) using wo = (1,0), k=1 andi =0
7(2,0) (F) R(3,1) (F)= R(l,l)(R(z,o) (F), R(3,0) (F) aR(2,1) (F)) using wo = (2,0), k =1 and i =
T(1,1) (F) R(2,2) (F)= R(l,l)(R(l,l) (F)vR(2,1) (F) aR(1,2) (F)) usingwo = (1,1), k =1 and i =

(C) 7‘(0 0) (F) R(l,l) (F) = R(l,l)(R(O,O) (F) 5 R(l,O) (F) uR(O,l) (F)) usmg wo = (0, 0), k =1 andi =
70,1) (F) Ra2) (F) = R 1) (Ro,1y (F), Ry (F), Ro,2) (F)) using wo = (0,1), k=1 andi =0

Thus we have reduced R3.2)(F') to
Ro,0)(F), Ron(F), Ro.z2)(F), Ruo)(F), Rz (F), Rao)(F)
repeatedly using Ry 1y. Schematically, we have

02 —t 12 —! 22 —1 32
S e LG
01 —!' 11 —' 21 —' 31
/\1 Tl /\1 Tl /\1 Tl
00 10 20 30

2. Approach B.
(a) vt ) (F) Rz2)(F) = R2,2)(Ra0) (F), Ri2,0) (F) , R,y (F)) using wo = (1,0), k=2 and i = 0.
(b) r0,0) (F) Ry (F) = Ra1)(Ro,0) (F), R0 (F), R,y (F)) using wo = (0,0), k=1 and i = 0.
Thus we have reduced R(39)(F') to
R,0)(F); Ro,1)(F), R1,0)(F), Rz2,0)(F)
using Rz 2) and R 1y. Schematically, we have

01 —! 11 —2 32
/(1 Tl /(2 T2
00 10 20

The above two approaches provide two ways for reducing subresultants of high order to nested subresultants
of low orders. Their results differ in two aspects.

o The subresultants in the inner layers involved in Approach B are of lower order compared with those
involved in Approach A;

o The subresultants in the outer layers involved in Approach B are of higher order compared with those
involved in Approach A.

5 Proof of the Generalized Habicht’s Theorem (Theorem [18])

This section is devoted to proving the generalized Habicht’s theorem. The proof will be given by induction
on k, starting from k = 1 as the induction base. The proof for the induction base is given in Subsection [5.2]
and the proof for the induction step is given in Subsection 5.3l Those proofs depend on certain properties
of determinant polynomials. Thus we begin by introducing and proving those properties in Subsection (.11
before we carry out induction.

10



5.1 Some useful properties of determinant polynomials

In this subsection, we derive or recall several properties of determinant polynomials, which will be used in
the following two subsections.

Proposition 22. Let P = (Pi,..., P;) where P; = ZO<j<pi bijx’ and p; = deg P;. Let m = maxi<i<¢p;. If
t <m+1, then we have o

t
dp(Plv"'vpt) :ZCZP’L
i=1

where
1 if t=1,;
c; = 0 if t>1 A jzipj<pi;
(—=1)**ipedp(Pr, ..., Pio1, Pit1,..., P)  else

Proof. It t = 1, it is clear that dp(P;) = ¢1 P; where ¢; = 1. Next we consider the case where ¢ > 1. By the
multi-linearity of determinant, we have

m—t+1 )
bi - by byt
metil bim -+ bigm—t42) bu ! LHm—=t+2) i;o !
dp(Py,...,P) = Y det| : : | 2' = det :
=0 , m—t+1
bim be(m—t+2) bt bim bim—tr2) z% byt

where b;; := 0 for j > p;. Adding the i-th column multiplied by ™1~ to the last column, we get

bim  biim_ byxt
! 1 +2) ;:o ! bim - bl(mft+2) Py
dp(Pi,...,P;) =det | : : =det | : :
b - bt(m—t+2) z% btixi bim - bt(m—t+2) P;

Then the expansion of the matrix along the last column results in

t
dp(Py,..., P) = (=1)* det(MW) - P,

i=1
where
[ bim T bl(m7t+2) 1
M@ ’gufl)m - 2(5—1><m—t+2> (7)
(i+1)m (i+1)(m—t+2)
L btm e bt(m—t+2)

Let ¢; = (1) det(M®), then dp(Py,...,P;) = Y.._, ciP;. Now we consider the following two cases
for ¢;, depending on whether Z pj < p; holds or not.
j#

11



Cl: Vp; <p;.
j;éipj p
In this case, we have b;,, =0 for j=1,...,i —1,i+1,...,t. By (@),

t
¢ = Z(—l)t“ det(M@) =0
i=1

C2: _i_pj > p;. In this case, det(M®) = pedp (P, ..., Pi_1, Piy1,...,P). Then
JF
ci = (=) det(MW) = (=1)"'pedp (P1,..., Pio1, Pig1, ..., Pr)
=1

The proof is completed. O

The following result was first presented in [28]. It is a specialization of Proposition 22 when P is specialized
with (:C‘so_lFo, o2l Fy, 2T R, ,xOFn).

Corollary 23. Let § = (61,...,0,) € P(n,do) and F = (Fy,..., F,) in Notation[I1l Then we have

n 51'71
RJ(F) = Z Z Cij{EjFi
i=0 j=0
where ¢;; € Zlag, ..., an]. In particular, when i >0 and §; # 0,

Ci,6;—1 = (_1)0i+1’r§*8i (F)
where o = 0; + -+ 0y,

Lemma 24. Let P = (P1,...,P,), Q = (Q1,...,Q+,) with deg P, = p; and degQ; = ¢; be such that
t1,to > 1 and m; = max p; > mg = 1r<nzix G- Ift1 +t2 <myi+1 and mo < my —t1 + 1, then we have the
<i<ta

1<i<ty
following:
(1) dp(dp(P),Q)  if mo=m —t1 +1;
dp(P,Q) = (2) pedp(P)-dp(Q) if ma=mq—t1 or ma <my —t; ANtg = 1;
(3) 0 else

PTOOf. Assume Pz = Eogjgpi bijIj, Qz = ZOngqi b;chj. Let M(l) = Cm(Pl, e ,Ptl,Ql, . -7@1&2)7 that is

[ blml t bl(m1—t1+1) bl(ml—t1) s b1 ]
MO = biymy 0 b ma—ti41) Dtymi—t) 0 beio
bl(ml—t1+l) bl(m1 —t1) blO

- br2(m17t1+1) b;(ml,tl) T bz;o ]

where b;; := 0 when j > p; and bj; := 0 when j > ¢;. Next we simplify dp(M®™). For this purpose, let
U, =dp(Py,...,P;,). By Proposition 22] we have

Ul:dp(Ph---,Ptl)201P1+"'+Ct1Pt1

12



where

1 if t7 =1;
¢ = 0 if t1>1 A Vpj<ps
J#T

(=) *ipedp(Py, ..., Pi_1, Piy1,..., Py)  else
Now we proceed to analyze dp(M (1)) separately under the two conditions of t; > 1 and ¢; = 1.
Case(i) : t; = 1.
In this case, Uy = dp(P1) = Pi. Then we have
dp(MW) = dp(P1, Q1. .., Q1) = dp(U1, Q1. - ., Q1)
Case(ii) : ¢t > 1.

Without loss of generality, we suppose that p;, = 11<m<n pi, 1.e., ¢, # 0. It follows that
<i<t1

Ct,y dp(M(l)) = dp(P17 '7Pt1—lact1Pt17Q17' .. 7Qt2)
:dp(Pl,...,Ptl_l,Ul,Ql,...,Qtz) (8)

Consider M®) =cm(Py,..., P, 1,U1,Qu,...,Qs,). We partition M3 in the following way:

e [N(l) N©@) ]

NG
where
bim byt
1_ ! U 1_t1+2) b1(mi—t1+41) b1o
N — : :  N® = .
bt 1ym: bt —1) (s — : :
(t1—1)my (t1—1)(m1—t1+2) b(tl—l)(ml—tl-i-l) b(tl—l)O
and
uml—tl-'rl Uuo
by bio

(m1—t1+1)
N(B):dp(Ulquu"'aQtQ): 1' 1

b:2(m17t1+1) b:szo

where w; is the coefficient of U; in the term z*. Next we show that when mo < mq — ¢; + 1,
dp(M™M)) = dp(N®).

Let Mi@), Ni(l), i(2) and Ni(g) be the i-th column of M®) N N® and N®) respectively. By
the definition of determinant polynomial, we have

mi+1

dP(M(2)) = Z det { M1(2) Mt(i)rtz—l Mi(2) } L
i=t1+t2
m1—t142 1 1 2 2 2
_ IZI det l Nl( ) N Nt(lll NlEB; e N{%; Nég; ] X xml_t1+2_i
i=ty+1 Ny Ntz N;
Since N = {Nl(l) e Nt(lllJ is a square matrix of order t; — 1, we have
ma—t1+2 3 3 3
dp(M®@) = det NV . Z dot { N® ... N N® ] S

1=to+1

13



= det(NW) . dp(N®)) 9)
The substitution of (@) into (8)) yields
1, - dp(MD) = dp(M @) = det(ND) - dp(N®)
Noting that ¢;, = pedp(Py,. .., P;,_1) = det(N®), we have
dp(M™W) = dp(N¥)

Therefore, we can deduce that for both the scenarios where t; = 1 and t; > 1, the following equation holds:

dp(M™)) = dp(U1,Q1, ..., Q,) = dp(N'®) (10)

Next, we consider the following four cases for my < my — ¢t1 + 1 and specialize the above results for these
cases.

Case (1): ma=mq —t1 + 1.
In this case, N® = cm(Uy,Q1,...,Qr,) = cm(dp(P), Q1,...,Qy,). By (10,

dp(P, Q) = dp(M™)) = dp(dp(P),Q1,. .., Qs,)

Case (2) mo =My — tl.
Let Uy = dp(Py,...,P,,). Since u; is the coefficient of U; in the term x?, we have t,, ¢, 11 =
pedp(P). Since mg = mq — t1, b;(m—tl-l-l) =0for j =1,...,t2, Equation (I0) can be simplified
into the following:

Umqg—t;+1 Umi—t; =" U
* s
1(mi—t1) 10
dp(M(l)) =dp 1 ' : = Um,—t,+1 - dp(Q) = pedp(P) - dp(Q)

bltg(ml—tl)' ’ 'bz‘20
Case (3) ma <my —t1 ANta =1.
Since t3 = 1 and ma < my — t1, by (10,

1(m17t1)

my—t1
dp(M(l)) _ dp Umy—t1+1 biflm1*t1 - ;1:1% :| = U,y 1,41 - Z bL . Ii (11)
=0

where b}; := 0 when j > ¢;. Noting that wm, ¢, +1 = pedp(P) and Z;ilo_tl by, -2t = Q1 = dp(Q),
we easily attain
dp(MW) = pedp(P) - dp(Q)
Case (4) mo < mq —t1 Ao > 2.

Let moy = my; — t;1 — k. Hence b;f(
that

ma—tt1) == b;.‘(mlftlfkﬂ) =0 for j=1,...,ta. It follows

dp(M™) = dp(N©®)

Umq —t14+1 Umq—ty ]

* * *
bl(m17t1+1) bl(mlftl) blO

=dp . . .

* * *
bt2(m17t1+1) btg(mlftl) T bt20

14



Umq—ti+1 Umy;—t;  *°° Umg—t;—k+1 Umq—t;—k et U

0 0 e 0 bt(mlftlfk) bl
= dp .
0 0 0 b;fkg(mlftlfk) b
0 --- 0 b*{(mlitlik) c b
=Umy—t;1+1 -dp : : :
O T O b:2(m17t17k) b;«k20
=0
The proof is completed. O

5.2 Induction base (i.e. k =1)

Note that when k£ = 1, v and € can be explicitly written as

o ke k)Feo= (k... k) if i=0; 12)
T k) tei= (k. kk+ 1k, k) else
and
[ jv+eo|+k—2=(nk)+k—2=(n+1)k—2 if i=0; (13)
Tl vtel+k-2=nk+2)+k—2=(m+1)k else

respectively, depending on whether 4 is zero or not. For the sake of simplicity, let &' = (k,..., k). By using
(I2) and (I3)), we can provide an equivalent theorem of Main Result (Theorem [I8)) for £ = 1, which facilitates
the proof.

Theorem 25 (Main Result for k = 1). Let wg € N" and i € [0,...,n] be such that wo + 1" + e; € P(do,n).
Then we have

ngl(F)Rwo+l’(F) = Rl’(Rwo-i'eo (F)7 Rw0+€1 (F)7 s 7Rw0+€n (F)) (14)
TZ(J)rl(F)RwoJrl”rGi (F) = R1/+ei (Rwo+€0 (F)a Rw0+81 (F)v s RwOJFGn (F>) Zfl >0 (15)

Here we give a sketch of the main idea adopted in the proof of induction base. We start with a subresultant
of the input polynomials with higher order (i.e., wo+1'+e¢;). First, we use the multi-linearity of determinant
polynomial to rewrite it into a determinant polynomial of a polynomial set consisting of the given polynomials
and the subresultants with lower orders. The tool we adopt in the rewriting process is the observation that
every subresultant belongs to the ideal generated by the input polynomials. Then we employ the notable
properties of determinant polynomials discovered in Subsection B to further simplify the determinant
polynomial obtained in the previous step, which will produce the result we want.

5.2.1 Proof of Eq. (I4)
Proof of Eq. (I4). Note that
Ry (Rugseqs Rugters s Rugre,) = dp (Rugsers- - s Rugre, )
Let 6 = wg = (1,...,0y). Thus we only need to show
737" Rsyr =dp (Rsye,, -, Rote,)
Let Gy ; = 2/ F), and Hy j = (G j,-..,Gro). Then we have

Rsi1 = dp(z®Fy,...,2°F,, ..., 2°F,,...,2°F),)
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= dp(Ho,505 ---» Hnys,)
and for ¢ > 1,

Rsio — dp(Go,se, Hoso—1, - Hi1,61—1, His,, Hiv1,6041 -1, - - - Hn5,—1) i di +; = do + do;
+ei — 3
dp( Hoys5o—1,-- .,Hi_175i71_1,Hi7§i,Hi+17§i+1_1,.. .,Hn)5n_1) otherwise

By Proposition 22l and Corollary 23] Rsy., can be written as the linear combination of G; ;’s, i.e.,

Se—1
: (0) . _
cos. Go. if d; +6; =dy+ do;
Rove = 3 3 ey efGoa + { Com 2o =dotdy (10
0<t<n j=0
where
C(Z) _ (_1)0i+1pCdp(G0,507 HO,(sg*la ceey Hn,énfl) lf d'L + 51 - dO + 607 (17)
Wi 1 (=1)%*pedp( Hoso-1y--+yHns,—1) otherwise

and o; = 6; + -+ + 0,. From the definition of subresultant, we have
rs = pedp(Ho,5o—15 - - -, Hn,5,—1)
Since deg Go 5, > deg G, j for ¢ > 0 and 0 < j < §; — 1, we simplify the first case of (IT7) and obtain
pedp(Go,ss Ho,69—15 - - - s Hns—1) = pedp(Go,s,) - pedp(Hos9—1s - - - Hnyo,—1) = Gody - s = Ts (18)
Then substituting (I8)) into the (IT), we have

Hence

We introduce the short-hands ¢ =[]\, (—1)?"*! and p = r§. Then [], 15 =1 - p. Now we consider the
product of ¥, p and Rsy1/ and carry out the following simplification:

Y p Rsyr

H cq(;?idp(HO.,(;o;Hl,(;lv R Hn,én)
1

.
Il

ngzdP(HO.,éoa G1,51 5 H1,51*15 ey Gn,(;naHn,(;n*l)

Hi s, Hy s,

[
s

1

.
Il

n
= H cl(-gzdp(Hm;O, His-1,---yHns,-1,G1,61,---,Gns,) by reordering the arguments of dp
i=1

= v dp(Ho,50, H1,6,1,- - - s Hn.6,, -1, c%)l G155+, cfl%legn) by pushing CE? into dp

= 1/) dp(HO-,(;ov H1,51*15 sy Hn,(snfla R5+€17 cey R5+8n) using (m)
= 1/) dp(G0750,H0750,1, Hl,(;lflv ey Hn,(;nflv R5+81; cee 5R5+en)
N— ———

Ho,s,
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=1 aod, dp(Ho,50—1,H1,5,~1,-- -+ Hn 5, -1, Rsyey»- .-, Rosye,) by Lemma 24H(2)
= 1/) dp(HO,(;ofl; Hl,(;lflv ey Hn,(;nflv R5+81; cee ;R5+€n) Since a’Odo - 1

The cancellation of ¢ from the first and last expressions yields
14 R5+1/ - dp(HO,(;oflv Hl,(slflv cety H’n.,(snflv R5+817 ey R5+en>

Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of the above equation, we have pRs+1, = dp(Bi, B2)
where

By = (Hoso—1,Hi,5,-15---sHn5,-1), B2 = (Rsters---s Rote,)

Denote max(deg By ), max(deg Bz) and the number of polynomials in By by m1, ms and #Bj, respectively.
Then we have my =dy + dp — 1, ma = do — |6| — 1 and #By = do + |6|. It follows that

me = m1 — #B1
By Lemma 241(2), we have
15 Rsy1r = pRsi1r = pedp(Bi) - dp(B2) (20)

It is easy to see that

dp(B1) = dp(Ho,s0—1,H1,6,-15---»Hns,-1) = Rs
which immediately implies that pedp(B1) = r5. Substituting it into (20) yields

r§ Rsy1r = pedp(B1) -dp(B2) = 75 - dp(Rsteys- - Rote,)
It follows that
3 Rspr = dAp(Rsye,; -, Rote,)

Eq. (@) is proved. O
5.2.2 Proof of Eq. (I3
Proof of Eq. (7). Without loss of generality, we only prove the case when ¢ = 1, that is,

Rirge, (Rugteo, Rugters - - Rugre,) = AP(Rugteq, TRuwgrers Ruwgrer s - - -5 Ruwote,)
The other cases of ¢ > 0 can be proved with the same procedure.
Let § = wg = (d1,...,d,). Thus we only need to show that
T§+1R5+1’+61 = dp(R5+80 ) $R5+€1 ) R5+€17 sy R5+en)

Let Gy ; = 2/ F), and Hy, ; = (Gy j,...,Ggo). Then we have

Rsi1/qe, = dp(Go,s0+1, Ho,so, H1,5141, Ha,65, - -, Hnys,) if di + 01 = do + do;
3+1'+er dp( Ho s, H1.6, 41, H2555 -, Hps,)  otherwise

Recall ([I0), that is, for i > 1,

d¢—1
S : O Go s i di+ 6 = do + 5o
Rsie, = (l)G ; (.l)Gi ) €5, 0,60 1 i + 0i = do + Oo; 21
T 0<;n jgo Gy Org T Cin s 0 ’ otherwise (21)
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where

ey = (1) (22)
and01:51++5n
By (22), we have
45 Hc = (e [T = ()7t [
i=1 i=1

Again we introduce the short-hands ¢ = (—1)7+ ", (=1)%*! and p = 77", Then c1 ]_[Z 1 15 =
1 - p. Now we consider the following two cases for the product of ¢, p and R5+1/+el, dependmg on whether
dl + 51 = do —+ 50 hOldS or not.

Case (1): dy + 91 = dp + Jp. In this case,

Y p Ré+1'+e1

— c§6> ¢ " dp(Hosy11, H1,6,11, H2.8,, -, Hp 5,,)
=1

(1)
= Cj4, HC dp(Ho,50+1,G1,6:41,G1,6,, H1,6,-1,G2,5,, Ha.5,—1, - - -, Gns,,» Hns,—1)

Hi5141 Hs s, Hy sy,

n
1 )
=1 055)1 HCE? dp(Ho,s04+1, H1,61-1, H2.50-1, - - -, Hn.5,, -1, G1,6:41, G1,5:, G2,555 - - -, Gn s,,)
i=1
(by reordering the arguments of dp)
1 1 2
= dp(Ho50+1, H1,6,—1, H2,5,—1, - -, Hn 5,1, 055)1 G1,51+1,C§5)1G1,61 , Cg(;lezsg’ ey Ciﬁ;)n Gns,)
(by pushing 01(2 into dp)
= 1/} dp(H0,50+17 Hl,(slflv H2,52715 sty H’n.,(snfl; IR5+81 ) R5+81 ) R5+627 cety R5+8n) by m
= Q/J dp(G0,60+17 GO,(507 H0,60—17 Hl,61—17 H2,52—17 cv ey Hn,(sn—l7 55'R6+el ) R5+e1 ) R6+627 ceey R5+en)
Ho,50+1
= Q/J agdodp(HO,lso—lu H1,51—17 H2,52—17 ceey Hn,(sn—17 55'R6+el ) R6+61 ) R5+627 cv ey R6+en) by Lemma m’(2)
= Q/J dp(H0,60—17 H1,51—17 H2,52—17 ceey Hn,(sn—17 55'R6+el ) R6+61 ) R5+627 LY 7R6+6n) Since aodo = 1

Case (2) dl —+ 51 7§ do + 50.
Y p R6+1/+e1

—C%) ()dp(H0507H1 o141, Hosyy ooy Hns,)
=1

n

_ (D) (4)

= ¢4, H cis, dp(Ho s, G1,6,+1, G161, H15,-1, G265, H2 5,1, - -+, Gios, s His,—1)
i1

Hi5141 Hs s, Hy s,

n
1 ,
=1 c§5)1 Cl(’;zdp(HO,éo,Hl,élfla Hosy—1,. s Hus,—1,G16041, G161, G265y - - - s Gnos,)
i=1
(by reordering the arguments of dp)

1) 1) (2) (n)
= Q/J dp(H0,607 H1,61—17 H2,62—17 e 7Hn,5n—17 0151 G1,51+17 ClglGl,él 9 0252G27627 R Cn6n Gn,én)
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(@)

by pushing Y into dp
0.

7

=4 dp(Hos50, H1,5, -1, Ha 6,1, -+, Hps,—1,%Rsye,, Rsye,, Rs ey - Roye,) by EI)
= ¢ dp(Go,so, Ho,60—1, H1,6,—1, H2,55—15 - - Hn 5, —1, TRsye; s Rsqers Roqess - Rote,,)
Ho,s,
=1 aody dp(Ho,50—1, H1,5,—1,H2,5,—1, -, Hn 5, -1, % Rs1e; s Rsyey, Rotess- - - Rste,) by Lemma 241(2)

= 1/} dp(HO,(sofl; Hl,(;lfla H2,52717 sty H’n.,(snflv xR5+61 ) R5+617R5+82; cee ;R5+€n) Since a’Odo - 1

It can be seen that regardless of whether di 4+ 01 = dgp + do holds or not, the following equation is always
true:

Y p Rsirpe, = ¥ dp(Hoso—1, Hi,6,-1, H2 5,1, s Hns,—1, 8 Rs ey, Rovers Rotess 5 Rote,)
The cancellation of ¥ in the left-hand side and right-hand side of above expressions yields
p Rst1ye, = dp(Hoso—1, Hi5,-1,Hasy—1,-- s Hns,—1,TRstey s Royeys Rotess -5 Roye,)  (23)
Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of ([23]), we have p Rsi1/4e, = dp(B1, Ba), where
By = (Hosy—-1,H1,6,-1,H2,5,-1,---,Hns,-1), Bz = (¥Rste,, Roters Rotess- - Rote,)

Denote max(deg By), max(deg Bs) and the number of polynomials in By by m1, ma and #Bj, respectively.
Then we have my = do + 09 — 1, ma = do — |0| and # By = |§| + do. It follows that

my = my; —#B1+1
By Lemma 241(1), we have
5 Rsgrqe, = p Rogpr4e, = dp(dp(Bi), Ba) (24)
It easy to know
dp(B1) = dp(Ho,s0-1,H1,6,-15---+Hns,-1) = Rs (25)
The substitution of (28) into 24) yields
it Rsirge, = dp(Rs,aRste,, Rovers- - Rote,)

Eq. (I3 is proved. O

5.3 Inductive step (i.e. from k=j to k=j+1)

Similarly to the simplification as done in the case k = 1 (i.e., Theorem 25]), we let ¥’ = (k,... k). Again
by using (I2) and (3], we provide an equivalent theorem of Main Result (Theorem [I8) for k& > 2, which
facilitates the proof.

Theorem 26 (Main Result for k > 2). Assume Theorem [I8 holds for v =j +e; (i.e., k = j), that is,

Tv(l;z-i_l)j_QRwo-i-j’ = Rj’ (Rwo-i-eov R Rw()-i-en) (26)
T1(u7(1;+1)J Rwo+j/+€¢ = Rj/"l‘ei (Rwo+€07 ceey Rw0+en) fOT i>0 (27)

where n + 1 = #F. Then the theorem is true for v=7j3 + 1" +e; (i.e., k=j+1), that is,

rDGTD=2 R i = Ry (Rugtegs - - Rugte,) (28)
T5u2+1)(J+1)Rwo+j’+1’+€i = L 41 4e (Rw0+€07 BREE) Rwo-i-en) fOT i>0 (29)
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Here we give a sketch of the main idea adopted in the inductive proof. In the inductive step, we first
use the relationship proved in the induction base to write the subresultant of the input polynomials with
higher order (i.e., wo + j' + 1’ + ¢;) into a determinant polynomial of subresultants of order wg + j' + e,
where 7 = 0,...,n. This is the most key step in the inductive proof. Then we use the same techniques
(i.e., multi-linearity of determinant polynomial and the membership of subresultant in the ideal generated
by the defining polynomials) as in the induction base to simplify the nested subresultants in the right-hand
side of ([28) and (29)). The only difference from the induction base is that the defining polynomials of the
internal subresultant is, by induction, subresultants in the previous step. Again we employ the properties of
determinant polynomials in Subsection 5] to further simplify the determinant polynomial obtained in the
previous step, which will produce the result we want.

5.3.1 Proof of Eq. (28) from Eqs. 26)—(21)
The goal of this part is to prove

n+1)(j+1)—2 _
T1(,U() )G+ Rygtjry1 = Rj’-i-l’(Rwo-i-eoa e 7Rw0+€n)

with (26) and (217) assumed to be true.
Proof of Eq. (28)). By Lemma 28] we get

n—1

Twgts Buwotir+1r = Bu(Ruwgtjitens - Ruwotirten,)

= dp(RwoJrj’Jreu LR Rwo+j’+en)
Let 6 = wg = (1,...,9y). Thus we only need to show that

2— (n+1)(G+1) n—
Ap(Rsjrvers - Ropjrre,) = 7y FDUT )7”5+jlf Rji1(Rsyeys - - -5 Rove,,) (30)

By induction (i.e. (1)), for ¢ > 0,
T((;H‘l)j R5+j/+€i = Rj'+€i (R5+€0’ B R5+en) (31)

Let G’i,s = 2°Rs4e; and ﬁi,s = (éi,s, e CA?LO). Then we have

Rjrte;(Rsteqs -+ s Roren) = dp(Hoj—1,- s Hio1j—1, Hijy Hig1 g1,y Hoj—1)
for ¢ > 0. Thus
r"Y Rsirve, = dp(Hogors- s Himajor, Higy Hivrjo1s .- Hogor)
By Corollary 23] we deduce that

n j—1

r"Y Rssjige, = > Zuiﬁfét,h + uz(';)éiyj (32)
t=0 h=0
for ¢ > 0. Note that
“g) = (=1)"" =97 pedp( Hojov,o o Hiovg1, Higoa, Higr g, Hyjot)
= (—1)(n+1_i)j PCdp(éo,j—h ffo,j—z, e ,ﬁi—l,j—l,ﬁi,j—h I:Ii-',-l,j—la cee aﬁn,j—l)
Ho 1
= (=) =93 pedp(Goj-1) - pedp(Hoj—2, Hyjo1,- -y Hi1j1, Hij—1, Hiy1 g1, Hojo1)
= (=1)" =0 g5 ri (Rogegs - s Roten) (33)
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In addition, by the assumption (26), we have

T§"+1)j_2’l”5+j/ =Ty (R5+605 cee R(H»en) (34)

The substitution of (34 into B3)) yields

UE;) _ (_1)(n+1—i)j re -T§n+1)j72 o (_1)(n+1—i)j T((;nJrl)jfl rsg (35)

By (B3)), we have
5;) _ H ( n+1 i) ((;nJrl)jflTéJrj,) _ (H(_l)(n+1—i)j> . (r((anrl)j*lTé_i_j,)n
i=1 i=1 =1

Now we introduce the short-hands t; = [/, (—=1)"*1=97 and p; = r((;nﬂ)j. Then

n
[Tu = v Goars )
i=1
Next we consider the product of 1;, (p;75 '75+j)" and Rjr11(Rsteq,- - -, Rote, ) and carry out the following
simplification:
1/}3 (pj’rgl,r(;“rj/)n Rj/+1(R5+807 R R5+en>

:H’LL deOJ 17H1J7"'5ﬁn1j>

= Hu dp HO] 1,G1]7H1] 17-'-7Gn,j7ﬁn7j—1)

Hlyj Hn,j

1/)j H ug) dp(ﬁoﬁjfl,ﬁlﬁjfl, RPN ,f{n’jfl, GA'LJ‘ ceey Gn,j) by reordering the arguments of dp
i=1

= 1/)j dp(ﬁoyjfl, IA{Ljfl, RPN ,ﬁnﬁj,l,u%)éld, NN 7u(@)GAn7j) by pushing ’UJZ(;) into dp

nj
= v dp(Hoj—1, Hij—1, - Hnj—1,pj Rotjivers---:0j Rosjrve,) by B2
= 1/)j p? dp(ﬁoﬁjfl,ﬁlﬁjfl, v ,ﬁnﬁjfl, R(SJrj/Jrel, v ,R§+j/+en) by pulhng out Pj out of dp

The cancellation of ¢;p} from the first and last expressions yields
8 15" Ryps1(Rogeos - Rove,) = dp(Hoj—1, Hij-1,. .., Hyjo1, Rssjrsers - Royjrve,) (36)
Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of (B8], we have
51 T Rjrp1(Reteqs - -+ Rste, ) = dp(B1, B2) (37)
where
By = (Hoj 1,Hij 1, Hnj 1),  Ba= (Rstjirers-sRsrirre,)

Denote max(deg B;), max(deg Bz) and the number of polynomials in By by m1, ms and #Bj, respectively.
Then we have my =dp — |§| +j — 1, ma =do — |6] — nj — 1 and #B; = (n+ 1)j. It follows that

mg = my — #B
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By Lemma 241(2), we derive the following
dp(B1, B2) = pedp(B1) - dp(Bs) (38)

In order to have an explicit expression of pedp(Bi), we carry out the following deduction:

dp(B1) = dp( Hoj 1, Hij 1, . Hoj1)
= dp(éo,jflvIA{O,j72;H1,j717---aHn,jfl)
N————
1:10,]‘71

pcdp((?07j_1) ) dp(ﬁo,j—% ﬁl,j—lu oo Hy 1) by Lemma 24}+(2)
= pCdp(éO,jfl) -Rj/(Rs,...,Rsrye,)

=Ts: T[(sn+1)j_2R6+j/ by the assumption (26])

,r[(sn-‘rl)j—lR(s

+7

(1)1

which implies pedp(B) = 7 Ts4; . After substituting it into (38), we have

dp(By,Ba) = "™ rs i dp(Rssjivers - Rosgrves) (39)
Combining (37)) and ([B9), we have

(n+1)j-1
Ts

—n
i1 75" Rjrpr (Rotegs - ooy Roge,) = Totjr AP(Rotjrters- s Rotjrte,)

which can be simplified into (B0) after pushing the coefficients to the left-hand side. The proof of Eq. (28]
is completed. O

5.3.2 Proof of Eq. (29) from Eqs. (26)—(21)
The goal of this part is to prove

r1(u7:)+1)(j+1) Rwo+j’+1’+ez' = 3 +1"+e; (Rwo-‘reov s 7Rw0+€n)7 i=1,...,n (40)
with (26) and (217) assumed to be true.

Proof of Eq. [29) . Without loss of generality, we proceed to prove it is true for the case when ¢ = 1. The
other cases can be proved with the same procedure.
By using Theorem 23] with wy specified as wg + j’, we have

n+1 —
Two+j’Rw0+j’+1’+61 = Riye,(Rugtjiteos s Ruwgtjite,)
= dp(RwoJrj/’IRwo+j'+€17Rwo+j/+81a s ’Rw0+j/+en)
Let 6 = wg = (1,...,9y). Thus we only need to show the following equivalence of ({@0):

_ (D GHD), nt1
dp(Rstjr, ¥ Rstjr+er, Rotjrters s Rovjrte,) = 15 iy Riprge, (Rogegs -5 Roge,)  (41)

Let G’i,s = 2°Rs4e; and ﬁi,s = (Gi,s, e, Gi,O)- Then we have

Rjiyvse,(Rsyeqs- - Rove,) = dp(Hoj, H1j1, Ha gy ... Hy )
Recall 310, (32) and @5). We further deduce that

n j—1

’”z(sn+1)jRé+j'+ei = Z Z ugl)ét,h + uz(';)éi,jv i=1...,n (42)
t=0 h=0
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where u(.i.) = (_1)(n+l—i)jr((;n+1)j71

ij rs44. It follows that

ugy H“l) = ()M <H( 1)y 17“6+j'>

i=1

= (~1)™ <H<—1><"*””> SR L

i=1

Now we introduce the short-hands 1; = (—=1)" [}, (=1)"*1=97 and p; = r("H) Then
ulJ) HUZ) = ;- (pﬂ'a Ts4j0)" s
=1

Next we consider the product of ¥;, (p;75 'rs4;/)" ' and Rjri14e, (Rsteqs- - - Rote,) and carry out the
following simplification:

1/}' : (pjTng5+j/)n+le/+1/+el (R5+€07 SRRE) R5+8n)

= ulj)Hu l) dp(HOJ,Hl J+1,H23,. .. ;Hn,j)
=1

Zulj)Hul) dp(Ho j, G i1, G Hijo1, Gog Haj v, Gy Hi o)
=1

Hiyja Ha Hy

n
ul] Hu dp HOJ;HIJ 1,H23 1,...,Hn7j717G17j+1,G17j,G27j,...,Gnyj)
i=1

(by reordering the arguments of dp)
=1 dp(ﬁo,ja ﬁl,j—laﬁzj—la e 7‘H’n,j—]Jugi;)él,j+l7ugi;)él,j7 Ug)ézm S u(n')én,j)

(by pushing ug) into dp)

= t; dp(Hoj, H1j—1, Haj—1,. ... Hn j—1,pj ¥Rstjrter 5 Rotjrters pj Rotjrtess- - pj Rovjrte,)
(by @2))

_ nt1 2o 3 3

=1 pj" dp(Hoj, H1j—1, H2j—1, s Hp j—1, 8R4 jiters Rotjrters Rotjrtess oy Rotjrten)

(by pulling out p; out of dp)

The cancellation of 9; p"Jrl from the first and last expressions yields
—n—1,n+1
Ts " T6Ij’Rj/+1'+81 (R5+€07 SRRE) R6+8n)
= dp(Hoj, Hij—1,Ha -1, Hnjo1,0Rs4j ey Rosjrgers Rotjrgess - Rotjite,) (43)

Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of (@3]), we have

n—1

s Ryi1iye,(Rsyegs - s Rote,) = dp(B1, Ba) (44)

where

By = (Ho,j, H1j-1,H2j-1,...,Hpj-1), B2 = (xRssjyer, Rotjrters Rovjrtess- s Rotjrte,)

Denote max(deg By ), max(deg Bz) and the number of polynomials in By by m1, ms and #Bj, respectively.
Then we have my = do — |0| + j, ma = dp — |6] — nj and #B; = (n+ 1)j + 1. It follows that

mo =m1 —#B1+1
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By Lemma 241(1), we derive the following
dp(Bi, Bz) = dp(dp(B1), B2) (45)
In order to have an explicit expression of dp(B;), we carry out the following deduction:

dp(B1) =dp(Hoj, H1 j—1,Haj 1, .., Hyj1)
=dp(Goj, Goj—1, Hoj—o, Hij 1, Hoj 1, Hoj 1)

Ho,;
=pedp(Go,j, Goj—1) - dp(Hoj—2, H1j—1, Haj1,..., Hyj—1) by Lemma 24(2)
=r3 - Rj/(Rs,...,Rsye,)
=rs - T((Sn+1)j—2R5+j/ by the assumption (20])
=" Ry (46)

After substituting ([@6]) into ([@3]), we have
dp(B1, B2) = dp ("™ Rs . xRsiirser, Rosirsens Rosi R
p(B1, 2)— p(?‘5 S+j's  TLs4j/ ters LV5+j5"+ers LV5+5 +eas - - - » 5+J’+en)
+1)j
:T((sn .dp ( Rstjr, @Rsyjiters Rorjrvers Rovirvess s Rotjrren) (47)

Combining [#4]) and {T), we have

—n—1 _n+1
Ts Vst +1/4er (R5+€0a s aRJJren)
_(n+1)j
=rs " dp(Rsyjr, TRoyjrver, Rotjrters Rotjrtens - Rotjrten)

which can be simplified into (I]) after pushing the coefficients to the left-hand side. The proof of Eq. (29)
is completed. O

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we present a generalization of the well known Habicht’s theorem to several polynomials, that is,
expressing a subresultant of several polynomials with higher order to the subresultant of other subresultants
with lower orders. With the help of this discovery, we can identify many non-trivial inherent relationships
among subresultants of several polynomials and thus can explore the nice hidden structure of subresultants
in a more efficient and systematic way.

In the classical subresultant theory, Habicht’s theorem has been proved to be a productive tool for the
theory development, from which people discovered the famous gap structure of subresultant chain for two
polynomials. We hope that the generalized Habicht’s theorem can also become a powerful tool for people to
investigate similar structures for subresultants of multiple polynomials.

One may also notice that in the classical Habicht’s theorem, in some special degeneracy cases, the
subresultant of two polynomials is proportional to the pseudo-remainder of other two subresultants, which
means the Habicht’s theorem can be stated in a uniform way. However, for the multi-polynomial case, it
is no longer true. That is, the result in [28] and that in the current paper are independent. Therefore, a
natural question is how to formulate them in a uniform way, which is also worthy of further investigation in
the future.
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