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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
[1, 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 32, 38, 42, 44, 45, 46], [3, 5, 29, 31, 34, 37, 41]
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:

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

• relationship between a single subresultant and the subresultant of two others.

∗Corresponding author.
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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 F0, F1 be two univariate poly-
nomials of degrees d0 ≤ d1 without losing generality. Let Rk (F0, F1) denote the (d0 − k)-th subresultant
of F0and F1. (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, w0, w1 and a
constant c such that the following equality holds?

c Ru(F0, F1) = Rv(Rw0
(F0, F1), Rw1

(F0, F1)) (1)

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






w1 = w0 + 1
v ≥ 1
u = w0 + v

then the equality (1) holds where c is some power of the principal coefficient of Rw0
(F0, 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 Rk denote for the k-th subresultant of several polynomials (of course, k 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, w0, . . . , wn and a constant c such that the following holds?

c Ru(F0, . . . , Fn) = Rv(Rw0
(F0, . . . , Fn), . . . , Rwn

(F0, . . . , Fn)) (2)

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






w1 = w0 + e1
...

wn = w0 + en
v = (k, . . . , k) + ei
u = w0 + v

for some k ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ i ≤ n , then the equality (2) holds where c is some power of the principal coefficient
of Rw0

(F0, . . . , Fn) in terms of x and where ej 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 (1), 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.
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2. In [7, 12, 16, 21, 39, 40] and [6, 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 3. The following Section 4 provides a
thorough explanation of its relationship with the classical Habicht’s theorem. The proof of the main result
is given in Section 5. The paper is concluded in Section 6.

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 [28].
For readers’ convenience, we reproduce them here.

2.1 Review on subresultants of two polynomials

Definition 1 (Determinant polynomial of matrix). Let M ∈ Zp×q where p ≤ q (that is, M is square or
wide).

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

dp(M) =
∑

0≤j≤q−p

cjx
j

where cj = det [M1 · · · Mp−1 Mq−j ] and Mk stands for the k-th column of M .

• The principal coefficient of dp(M), written as pcdp(M), is defined by

pcdp (M) = coeffxq−p (dp (M))

Example 2. Let

M =





m11 m12 m13 m14 m15

m21 m22 m23 m24 m25

m31 m32 m33 m34 m35





Note p = 3 and q = 5. Thus

• dp (M) = c2x
2 + c1x

1 + c0x
0 where

c2 = det [M1 M2 M5−2] = det





m11 m12 m13

m21 m22 m23

m31 m32 m33





c1 = det [M1 M2 M5−1] = det





m11 m12 m14

m21 m22 m24

m31 m32 m34
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c0 = det [M1 M2 M5−0] = det





m11 m12 m15

m21 m22 m25

m31 m32 m35





• pcdp (M) = c2 = det [M1 M2 M5−2] = det





m11 m12 m13

m21 m22 m23

m31 m32 m33





Definition 3 (Coefficient matrix of a list of polynomials). Let P = (P1, . . . , Pt) where

Pi =
∑

0≤j≤pi

bijx
j ∈ Z[x]

and pi = degPi. Let m = max1≤i≤t pi. Then the coefficient matrix of P , written as cm(P ), is defined as
the t× (m+ 1) matrix whose (i, j)-th entry is the coefficient of Pi in the term xm+1−j.

Example 4. Let P = (P1, P2, P3) where

P1 = b03x
3 + b02x

2 + b01x+ b00

P2 = b13x
3 + b12x

2 + b11x+ b10

P3 = b22x
2 + b21x+ b20

Thus

cm(P ) = cm(P1, P2, P3) =





b03 b02 b01 b00
b13 b12 b11 b10

b22 b21 b20





Notation 5 (Determinant polynomial of a list of polynomials). Let P = (P1, . . . , Pt) be such that cm(P ) is
square or wide. Then we will use the following short hand notations.

• dp(P ) = dp(cm(P )),

• pcdp(P ) = pcdp(cm(P )).

Example 6. Let P = (P1, P2, P3) be as in Example 4. Thus

• dp(P ) = dp(cm(P )) = dp





b03 b02 b01 b00
b13 b12 b11 b10

b22 b21 b20



 = c1x+ c0, where

c1 = det





b03 b02 b01
b13 b12 b11

b22 b21



 , c0 = det





b03 b02 b00
b13 b12 b10

b22 b20





• pcdp(P ) = pcdp(cm(P )) = c1 = det





b03 b02 b01
b13 b12 b11

b22 b21





Next we recall the concept of subresultant for two univariate polynomials.

Definition 7. Let F0, F1 ∈ Z[x] with deg(Fi) = di and d0 ≤ d1. Let 0 < k ≤ d0.

• The k-subresultant of F0 and F1, written as Rk(F0, F1), is defined by

Rk(F0, F1) = dp(xd1−(d0−k)−1F0, . . . , x
0F0, x

k−1F1, . . . , x
0F1)
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• The principal coefficient of Rk(F0, F1), written as rk(F0, F1), is defined by

rk(F0, F1) = coeffxd0−k (Rk (F0, F1))

One can extend the above definition to the case when k = 0. In this case, it is required that d0 6= d1. Then

R0(F0, F1) = ad1−d0−1
0d0

F0

where a0d0
is the leading coefficient of F0.

Example 8. Let

F0 = a03x
3 + a02x

2 + a01x+ a00

F1 = a14x
4 + a13x

3 + a12x
2 + a11x+ a10

Let k = 2. Then
P =

(
x2F0, x

1F0, x
0F0, x

1F1, x
0F1

)

Thus

• The 2-subresultant of F0 and F1, written as R2(F0, F1), is

R2(F0, F1) = dp(P )

= dp(cm(P ))

= dp









a03 a02 a01 a00
a03 a02 a01 a00

a03 a02 a01 a00
a14 a13 a12 a11 a10

a14 a13 a12 a11 a10









= det









a03 a02 a01 a00
a03 a02 a01 a00

a03 a02 a01
a14 a13 a12 a11 a10

a14 a13 a12 a11









x+ det









a03 a02 a01 a00
a03 a02 a01

a03 a02 a00
a14 a13 a12 a11

a14 a13 a12 a10









• The principal coefficient of R2(F0, F1), written as r2(F0, F1), is

r2(F0, F1) = coeffx1 (R2 (F0, F1))

= det









a03 a02 a01 a00
a03 a02 a01 a00

a03 a02 a01
a14 a13 a12 a11 a10

a14 a13 a12 a11









Remark 9.

• Note that we are using a new indexing for subresultants. For instance, Rk(F0, F1) in the new indexing
would have been indexed as Rd0−k(F0, F1) in the classical indexing.

• 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., [43]),
“subresultant polynomial” and “subresultant” (e.g., [15]) as their alternatives.
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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

rǫw0
(F0, F1) Ru(F0, F1) = Rv(Rw0

(F0, F1), Rw1
(F0, F1)) (3)

if u ≤ d0, v, w0, w1, ǫ satisfy the following conditions:







w1 = w0 + 1
v ≥ 0
u = w0 + v

ǫ = 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.

• d = (d0, . . . , dn) ∈ Nn+1;

• ai = (ai0, . . . , aidi
) be indeterminates (parameters);

• F = (F0, . . . , Fn) where Fi =
∑di

j=0 aijx
j ∈ Z[ai][x];

• P (d0, n) = {(δ1, . . . , δn) ∈ Nn : |δ| = δ1 + · · ·+ δn ≤ d0};

• Fk = xδk−1Fk, . . . , x
0Fk where δk ∈ N;

• c (δ) = #col cm (F1, . . . ,Fn) .

Example 12. Let d = (3, 3, 4). Then

P (d0, n) = { (3, 0), (2, 1), (1, 2), (0, 3), (2, 0), (1, 1), (0, 2), (1, 0), (0, 1), (0, 0) }

Choose δ = (1, 1) ∈ P (3, 2). We have

F1 = x0F1, F2 = x0F2

Thus

cm (F1,F2) = cm (x0F1, x
0F2) =

[
a13 a12 a11 a10

a24 a23 a22 a21 a20

]

c (δ) = #col

[
a13 a12 a11 a10

a24 a23 a22 a21 a20

]

= 5

Definition 13 (Subresultant). Let δ ∈ P (d0, n).
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• The δ-subresultant of F , written as Rδ (F ), is defined by

Rδ (F ) = dp cm (F0, . . . ,Fn)

where again

δ0 =

{
c (δ)− d0 if c (δ) ≥ d0
1 else

(4)

• The principal coefficient of Rδ (F ), written as rδ(F ), is defined by

rδ(F ) = coeffxd0−|δ| (Rδ (F ))

Remark 14. In the above, the particular expression for δ0 is chosen because it naturally extends the for-
mulation of subresultants for two polynomials. Roughly speaking, such choice of δ0 makes the submatrix
of cm (F0, . . . ,Fn) involving the coefficients of F0 the widest block while keeping the size of the matrix
cm (F0, . . . ,Fn) as small as possible.

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

c (δ) = #col cm (F1,F2) = 5 ≥ d0, δ0 = 5− 3 = 2

Therefore

R(1,1)(F ) = dp







a03 a02 a01 a00
a03 a02 a01 a00
a13 a12 a11 a10

a24 a23 a22 a21 a20






= det







a03 a02 a01 a00
a03 a02 a01
a13 a12 a11

a24 a23 a22 a21






x+ det







a03 a02 a01
a03 a02 a00
a13 a12 a10

a24 a23 a22 a20







r(1,1)(F ) = det







a03 a02 a01 a00
a03 a02 a01
a13 a12 a11

a24 a23 a22 a21







3 Main Result

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

Notation 16. Let ei ∈ {0, 1}n 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 e0 = (0, . . . , 0).

Assumption 17. From now on, we will assume that d0 ≤ d1, . . . , dn and F0 is monic, i.e., a0d0
= 1.

Theorem 18 (Main Result). We have

rǫw0
(F0, . . . , Fn) Ru(F0, . . . , Fn) = Rv(Rw0

(F0, . . . , Fn), . . . , Rwn
(F0, . . . , Fn)) (5)

if u ∈ P (d0, n) , v, w0, . . . , wn, ǫ satisfy the following conditions






w1 = w0 + e1
...

wn = w0 + en
v = (k, . . . , k) + ei
u = w0 + v

ǫ = |v + ei|+ k − 2

for some k ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ i ≤ n.
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Example 19. Let d = (5, 5, 6).

• Let w0 = (1, 1), k = 1 and i = 0. Then

ω1 = (2, 1), ω2 = (1, 2), v = (1, 1), u = (2, 2), ǫ = |(1, 1)|+ 1− 2 = 1

Thus we have

r1(1,1)(F ) R(2,2)(F ) = R(1,1) ( R(1,1)(F ), R(2,1)(F ), R(1,2)(F ) )

• Let w0 = (1, 1), k = 1 and i = 1. Then

ω1 = (2, 1), ω2 = (1, 2), v = (2, 1), u = (3, 2), ǫ = |(3, 1)|+ 1− 2 = 3

Thus we have

r3(1,1)(F ) R(3,2)(F ) = R(2,1) ( R(1,1)(F ), R(2,1)(F ), R(1,2)(F ) )

• Let w0 = (1, 1), k = 1 and i = 2. Then

ω1 = (2, 1), ω2 = (1, 2), v = (1, 2), u = (2, 3), ǫ = |(1, 3)|+ 1− 2 = 3

Thus we have

r3(1,1)(F ) R(2,3)(F ) = R(1,2) ( R(1,1)(F ), R(2,1)(F ), ;R(1,2)(F ) )

4 Relation to the Classical Habicht’s Theorem

After setting n = 1 in Theorem 18, the theorem reduces to the following:

rǫw0
(F0, F1) Ru(F0, F1) = Rv(Rw0

(F0, F1), Rw1
(F0, F1))

if u ∈ P (d0, 1) (i.e., u ≤ d0), v, w0, w1, ǫ satisfy the following conditions







w1 = w0 + 1
v = k + ei
u = w0 + v

ǫ = |v + ei|+ k − 2

(6)

for some k ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ i ≤ 1. Let i = 0. Then the the condition (6) simplifies to







w1 = w0 + 1
v = k

u = w0 + k

ǫ = 2k − 2

which is equivalent to 





w1 = w0 + 1
v ≥ 1
u = w0 + v

ǫ = 2v − 2

as in Theorem 10. Thus we conclude that the classical Habicht’s theorem is indeed a specialization of the
generalized version presented in this paper.
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In the remaining part of this section, we make a further analysis on the similarity between the gener-
alized Habicht’s theorem (Theorem 18) and the classical one (Theorem 10), 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 Rδ (F ) and rδ (F ) as Rδ and rδ, respectively.

First, we note that the relationship (3) in the classical Habicht’s theorem (Theorem 10) can be illustrated
as

[
Rw0+e0

Rw0+e1

]

=⇒
[
Rw0+1+e1

]
· · ·

[
Rw0+k+e1

]

This diagram is interpreted as: Rw0+j+e1 for j = 1, . . . , k can be computed from Rw0+e0 and Rw0+e1 . Note
that Rw0+(j−1)+e1 = Rw0+j+e0 for j = 1, . . . , k. Thus, the above relationship can be equivalently converted
to the following:

[
Rw0+e0

Rw0+e1

]

=⇒

[
Rw0+1+e0

Rw0+1+e1

]

· · ·

[
Rw0+k+e0

Rw0+k+e1

]

This diagram is interpreted as: Rw0+j+ei for i = 0, 1 and j = 1, . . . , k can be computed from Rw0+e0 and
Rw0+e1 .

The same pattern can be found in the generalized Habicht’s theorem. More explicitly, let d = (d0, . . . , dn)
where d0 = min0≤i≤n di and k

′ = (k, . . . , k) for k ≥ 1, then v ∈ {k′ + ei : i = 0, . . . , n}. The relationship (5)
in the generalized Habicht’s theorem (Theorem 18) can be illustrated as








Rw0+e0

Rw0+e1

...

Rw0+en








=⇒








Rw0+1′+e0

Rw0+1′+e1

...

Rw0+1′+en








· · ·








Rw0+k′+e0

Rw0+k′+e1

...

Rw0+k′+en








The diagram is again interpreted as: Rw0+j′+ei for i = 0, . . . , n and j = 1, . . . , k can be computed from
Rw0+e0 , . . . , Rw0+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 (Rw0
, Rw0+e1 , . . . , Rw0+en) a cluster of subresultants for F , denoted by Cw0

. Then
. . . , Cw0

, Cw0+1′ , . . . is called the cluster chain of subresultants.

With the above definition, we re-interpret the generalized Habicht’s theorem as follows. Given a clus-
ter Cw0

of subresultants, we can compute all the subresultants in the clusters in the right of Cw0
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(3,2)(F ) to R(∗,0)(F ) or R(0,∗)(F ) by repeatedly
applying Theorem 18. There are several approaches to achieve this. We will illustrate two approaches.

1. Approach A.
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(a) r(2,1) (F ) R(3,2)(F ) = R(1,1)(R(2,1) (F ) , R(3,1) (F ) , R(2,2) (F )) using w0 = (2, 1), k = 1 and i = 0.

(b) r(1,0) (F ) R(2,1)(F ) = R(1,1)(R(1,0) (F ) , R(2,0) (F ) , R(1,1) (F )) using w0 = (1, 0), k = 1 and i = 0.

r(2,0) (F ) R(3,1) (F ) = R(1,1)(R(2,0) (F ) , R(3,0) (F ) , R(2,1) (F )) using w0 = (2, 0), k = 1 and i = 0.

r(1,1) (F ) R(2,2) (F ) = R(1,1)(R(1,1) (F ) , R(2,1) (F ) , R(1,2) (F )) using w0 = (1, 1), k = 1 and i = 0.

(c) r(0,0) (F ) R(1,1) (F ) = R(1,1)(R(0,0) (F ) , R(1,0) (F ) , R(0,1) (F )) using w0 = (0, 0), k = 1 and i = 0.

r(0,1) (F ) R(1,2) (F ) = R(1,1)(R(0,1) (F ) , R(1,1) (F ) , R(0,2) (F )) using w0 = (0, 1), k = 1 and i = 0.

Thus we have reduced R(3,2)(F ) to

R(0,0)(F ), R(0,1)(F ), R(0,2)(F ), R(1,0)(F ), R(2,0)(F ), R(3,0)(F )

repeatedly using R(1,1). Schematically, we have

02 −→1 12 −→1 22 −→1 32
ր1 ↑ ր1 ↑1 ր1 ↑1

01 −→1 11 −→1 21 −→1 31
ր1 ↑1 ր1 ↑1 ր1 ↑1

00 10 20 30

2. Approach B.

(a) r4(1,0) (F ) R(3,2)(F ) = R(2,2)(R(1,0) (F ) , R(2,0) (F ) , R(1,1) (F )) using w0 = (1, 0), k = 2 and i = 0.

(b) r(0,0) (F ) R(1,1) (F ) = R(1,1)(R(0,0) (F ) , R(1,0) (F ) , R(0,1) (F )) using w0 = (0, 0), k = 1 and i = 0.

Thus we have reduced R(3,2)(F ) to

R(0,0)(F ), R(0,1)(F ), R(1,0)(F ), R(2,0)(F )

using R(2,2) and R(1,1). Schematically, we have

01 −→1 11 −→2 32
ր1 ↑1 ր2 ↑2

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.

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

• 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 5.3. Those proofs depend on certain properties
of determinant polynomials. Thus we begin by introducing and proving those properties in Subsection 5.1
before we carry out induction.
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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 = (P1, . . . , Pt) where Pi =
∑

0≤j≤pi
bijx

j and pi = degPi. Let m = max1≤i≤t pi. If
t ≤ m+ 1, then we have

dp(P1, . . . , Pt) =

t∑

i=1

ciPi

where

ci =







1 if t = 1;
0 if t > 1 ∧ ∀

j 6=i
pj < pi;

(−1)t+ipcdp(P1, . . . , Pi−1, Pi+1, . . . , Pt) else

Proof. If t = 1, it is clear that dp(P1) = c1P1 where c1 = 1. Next we consider the case where t > 1. By the
multi-linearity of determinant, we have

dp(P1, . . . , Pt) =

m−t+1∑

i=0

det






b1m · · · b1(m−t+2) b1i
...

...
...

btm · · · bt(m−t+2) bti




 x

i = det










b1m · · · b1(m−t+2)

m−t+1∑

i=0

b1ix
i

...
...

...

btm · · · bt(m−t+2)

m−t+1∑

i=0

btix
i










where bij := 0 for j > pi. Adding the i-th column multiplied by xm+1−i to the last column, we get

dp(P1, . . . , Pt) = det










b1m · · · b1(m−t+2)

m∑

i=0

b1ix
i

...
...

...

btm · · · bt(m−t+2)

m∑

i=0

btix
i










= det






b1m · · · b1(m−t+2) P1

...
...

...

btm · · · bt(m−t+2) Pt






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

dp(P1, . . . , Pt) =

t∑

i=1

(−1)t+i det(M (i)) · Pi

where

M (i) =













b1m · · · b1(m−t+2)

...
...

b(i−1)m · · · b(i−1)(m−t+2)

b(i+1)m · · · b(i+1)(m−t+2)

...
...

btm · · · bt(m−t+2)













(7)

Let ci = (−1)t+i det(M (i)), then dp(P1, . . . , Pt) =
∑t

i=1 ciPi. Now we consider the following two cases
for ci, depending on whether ∀

j 6=i
pj < pi holds or not.
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C1: ∀
j 6=i
pj < pi.

In this case, we have bjm = 0 for j = 1, . . . , i− 1, i+ 1, . . . , t. By (7),

ci =
t∑

i=1

(−1)t+i det(M (i)) = 0

C2: ∃
j 6=i
pj ≥ pi. In this case, det(M (i)) = pcdp (P1, . . . , Pi−1, Pi+1, . . . , Pt). Then

ci =

t∑

i=1

(−1)t+i det(M (i)) = (−1)t+ipcdp (P1, . . . , Pi−1, Pi+1, . . . , Pt)

The proof is completed.

The following result was first presented in [28]. It is a specialization of Proposition 22 when P is specialized
with

(
xδ0−1F0, . . . , x

0F0, . . . , x
δn−1Fn, . . . , x

0Fn

)
.

Corollary 23. Let δ = (δ1, . . . , δn) ∈ P (n, d0) and F = (F0, . . . , Fn) in Notation 11. Then we have

Rδ(F ) =
n∑

i=0

δi−1∑

j=0

cijx
jFi

where cij ∈ Z[a0, . . . , an]. In particular, when i > 0 and δi 6= 0,

ci,δi−1 = (−1)σi+1rδ−ei (F )

where σi = δi + · · ·+ δn.

Lemma 24. Let P = (P1, . . . , Pt1), Q = (Q1, . . . , Qt2) with degPi = pi and degQi = qi be such that
t1, t2 ≥ 1 and m1 = max

1≤i≤t1
pi ≥ m2 = max

1≤i≤t2
qi. If t1 + t2 ≤ m1 + 1 and m2 ≤ m1 − t1 + 1, then we have the

following:

dp(P,Q) =







(1) dp(dp(P ), Q) if m2 = m1 − t1 + 1;
(2) pcdp(P ) · dp(Q) if m2 = m1 − t1 or m2 < m1 − t1 ∧ t2 = 1;
(3) 0 else

Proof. Assume Pi =
∑

0≤j≤pi
bijx

j , Qi =
∑

0≤j≤qi
b∗ijx

j . Let M (1) = cm(P1, . . . , Pt1 , Q1, . . . , Qt2), that is

M (1) =













b1m1
· · · b1(m1−t1+1) b1(m1−t1) · · · b10

...
...

...
...

bt1m1
· · · bt1(m1−t1+1) bt1(m1−t1) · · · bt10

b∗1(m1−t1+1) b∗1(m1−t1)
· · · b∗10

...
...

...

b∗t2(m1−t1+1) b∗t2(m1−t1)
· · · b∗t20













where bij := 0 when j > pi and b∗ij := 0 when j > qi. Next we simplify dp(M (1)). For this purpose, let
U1 = dp(P1, . . . , Pt1). By Proposition 22, we have

U1 = dp(P1, . . . , Pt1) = c1P1 + · · ·+ ct1Pt1
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where

ci =







1 if t1 = 1;
0 if t1 > 1 ∧ ∀

j 6=i
pj < pi;

(−1)t1+ipcdp(P1, . . . , Pi−1, Pi+1, . . . , Pt1) else

Now we proceed to analyze dp(M (1)) separately under the two conditions of t1 > 1 and t1 = 1.

Case(i) : t1 = 1.

In this case, U1 = dp(P1) = P1. Then we have

dp(M (1)) = dp(P1, Q1, . . . , Qt2) = dp(U1, Q1, . . . , Qt2)

Case(ii) : t1 > 1.

Without loss of generality, we suppose that pt1 = min
1≤i≤t1

pi, i.e., ct1 6= 0. It follows that

ct1 dp(M
(1)) = dp(P1, . . . , Pt1−1, ct1Pt1 , Q1, . . . , Qt2)

= dp(P1, . . . , Pt1−1, U1, Q1, . . . , Qt2) (8)

Consider M (2) = cm(P1, . . . , Pt1−1, U1, Q1, . . . , Qt2). We partition M (2) in the following way:

M (2) =

[
N (1) N (2)

N (3)

]

where

N (1) =








b1m1
· · · b1(m1−t1+2)

...
...

b(t1−1)m1
· · · b(t1−1)(m1−t1+2)







, N (2) =






b1(m1−t1+1) · · · b10
...

...

b(t1−1)(m1−t1+1) · · · b(t1−1)0






and

N (3) = dp(U1, Q1, . . . , Qt2) =








um1−t1+1 · · · u0
b∗1(m1−t1+1) · · · b∗10

...
...

b∗
t2(m1−t1+1) · · · b∗t20








where ui is the coefficient of U1 in the term xi. Next we show that when m2 ≤ m1 − t1 + 1,
dp(M (1)) = dp(N (3)).

Let M
(2)
i , N

(1)
i , N

(2)
i and N

(3)
i be the i-th column of M (2), N (1), N (2) and N (3), respectively. By

the definition of determinant polynomial, we have

dp(M (2)) =

m1+1∑

i=t1+t2

det
[

M
(2)
1 · · · M

(2)
t1+t2−1 M

(2)
i

]

· xm1+1−i

=

m1−t1+2∑

i=t2+1

det

[

N
(1)
1 · · · N

(1)
t1−1 N

(2)
1 · · · N

(2)
t2

N
(2)
i

N
(3)
1 · · · N

(3)
t2

N
(3)
i

]

· xm1−t1+2−i

Since N (1) =
[

N
(1)
1 · · · N

(1)
t1−1

]

is a square matrix of order t1 − 1, we have

dp(M (2)) = detN (1) ·

m1−t1+2∑

i=t2+1

det

[

N
(3)
1 · · · N

(3)
t2

N
(3)
i

]

xm1−t1+2−i
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= det(N (1)) · dp(N (3)) (9)

The substitution of (9) into (8) yields

ct1 · dp(M
(1)) = dp(M (2)) = det(N (1)) · dp(N (3))

Noting that ct1 = pcdp(P1, . . . , Pt1−1) = det(N (1)), we have

dp(M (1)) = dp(N (3))

Therefore, we can deduce that for both the scenarios where t1 = 1 and t1 > 1, the following equation holds:

dp(M (1)) = dp(U1, Q1, . . . , Qt2) = dp(N (3)) (10)

Next, we consider the following four cases for m2 ≤ m1 − t1 + 1 and specialize the above results for these
cases.

Case (1): m2 = m1 − t1 + 1.

In this case, N (3) = cm(U1, Q1, . . . , Qt2) = cm(dp(P ), Q1, . . . , Qt2). By (10),

dp(P,Q) = dp(M (1)) = dp(dp(P ), Q1, . . . , Qt2)

Case (2): m2 = m1 − t1.

Let U1 = dp(P1, . . . , Pt1). Since ui is the coefficient of U1 in the term xi, we have um1−t1+1 =
pcdp(P ). Since m2 = m1 − t1, b

∗
j(m−t1+1) = 0 for j = 1, . . . , t2, Equation (10) can be simplified

into the following:

dp(M (1)) = dp








um1−t1+1 um1−t1 · · · u0
b∗1(m1−t1)

· · · b∗10
...

...

b∗
t2(m1−t1)

· · ·b∗t20







= um1−t1+1 · dp(Q) = pcdp(P ) · dp(Q)

Case (3) m2 < m1 − t1 ∧ t2 = 1.

Since t2 = 1 and m2 < m1 − t1, by (10),

dp(M (1)) = dp

[
um1−t1+1 um1−t1 · · · u0

b∗1(m1−t1)
· · · b∗10

]

= um1−t1+1 ·

m1−t1∑

i=0

b∗1i · x
i (11)

where b∗ij := 0 when j > qi. Noting that um1−t1+1 = pcdp(P ) and
∑m1−t1

i=0 b∗1i · x
i = Q1 = dp(Q),

we easily attain
dp(M (1)) = pcdp(P ) · dp(Q)

Case (4) m2 < m1 − t1 ∧ t2 ≥ 2.

Let m2 = m1 − t1 − k. Hence b∗
j(m1−t1+1) = · · · = b∗

j(m1−t1−k+1) = 0 for j = 1, . . . , t2. It follows
that

dp(M (1)) = dp(N (3))

= dp








um1−t1+1 um1−t1 · · · u0
b∗1(m1−t1+1) b∗1(m1−t1)

· · · b∗10
...

...
...

b∗
t2(m1−t1+1) b∗

t2(m1−t1)
· · · b∗t20
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= dp








um1−t1+1 um1−t1 · · · um1−t1−k+1 um1−t1−k · · · u0
0 0 · · · 0 b∗1(m1−t1−k) · · · b∗10
...

...
...

...
...

0 0 · · · 0 b∗
t2(m1−t1−k) · · · b∗t20








= um1−t1+1 · dp






0 · · · 0 b∗1(m1−t1−k) · · · b∗10
...

...
...

...

0 · · · 0 b∗
t2(m1−t1−k) · · · b∗t20






=0

The proof is completed.

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

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

v =

{
(k, . . . , k) + e0 = (k, . . . , k) if i = 0;
(k, . . . , k) + ei = (k, . . . , k, k + 1, k . . . , k) else

(12)

and

ǫ =

{
|v + e0|+ k − 2 = (nk) + k − 2 = (n+ 1)k − 2 if i = 0;
|v + ei|+ k − 2 = (nk + 2) + k − 2 = (n+ 1)k else

(13)

respectively, depending on whether i is zero or not. For the sake of simplicity, let k′ = (k, . . . , k). By using
(12) and (13), we can provide an equivalent theorem of Main Result (Theorem 18) for k = 1, which facilitates
the proof.

Theorem 25 (Main Result for k = 1). Let w0 ∈ Nn and i ∈ [0, . . . , n] be such that w0 + 1′ + ei ∈ P (d0, n).
Then we have

{

rn−1
w0

(F )Rw0+1′(F ) = R1′(Rw0+e0(F ), Rw0+e1(F ), . . . , Rw0+en(F )) (14)

rn+1
w0

(F )Rw0+1′+ei(F ) = R1′+ei(Rw0+e0(F ), Rw0+e1(F ), . . . , Rw0+en(F )) if i > 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., w0+1′+ei). 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 5.1 to further simplify the determinant
polynomial obtained in the previous step, which will produce the result we want.

5.2.1 Proof of Eq. (14)

Proof of Eq. (14). Note that

R1′(Rw0+e0 , Rw0+e1 , . . . , Rw0+en) = dp (Rw0+e1 , . . . , Rw0+en)

Let δ = w0 = (δ1, . . . , δn). Thus we only need to show

rn−1
δ Rδ+1′ = dp (Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)

Let Gk,j = xjFk and Hk,j = (Gk,j , . . . , Gk,0). Then we have

Rδ+1′ = dp(xδ0F0, . . . , x
0F0, . . . , x

δnFn, . . . , x
0Fn)
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= dp(H0,δ0 , . . . , Hn,δn)

and for i ≥ 1,

Rδ+ei =

{
dp(G0,δ0 , H0,δ0−1, . . . , Hi−1,δi−1−1, Hi,δi , Hi+1,δi+1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) if di + δi = d0 + δ0;
dp( H0,δ0−1, . . . , Hi−1,δi−1−1, Hi,δi , Hi+1,δi+1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) otherwise

By Proposition 22 and Corollary 23, Rδ+ei can be written as the linear combination of Gi,j ’s, i.e.,

Rδ+ei =
∑

0≤t≤n

δt−1∑

j=0

c
(i)
tj Gt,j + c

(i)
iδi
Gi,δi +

{

c
(0)
0δ0
G0,δ0 if di + δi = d0 + δ0;

0 otherwise
(16)

where

c
(i)
iδi

=

{
(−1)σi+1pcdp(G0,δ0 , H0,δ0−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) if di + δi = d0 + δ0;
(−1)σi+1pcdp( H0,δ0−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) otherwise

(17)

and σi = δi + · · ·+ δn. From the definition of subresultant, we have

rδ = pcdp(H0,δ0−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1)

Since degG0,δ0 > degGi,j for i ≥ 0 and 0 ≤ j ≤ δi − 1, we simplify the first case of (17) and obtain

pcdp(G0,δ0 , H0,δ0−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) = pcdp(G0,δ0) · pcdp(H0,δ0−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) = a0d0
· rδ = rδ (18)

Then substituting (18) into the (17), we have

c
(i)
iδi

= (−1)σi+1rδ (19)

Hence

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

=

n∏

i=1

(−1)σi+1rδ = rnδ

n∏

i=1

(−1)σi+1

We introduce the short-hands ψ =
∏n

i=1(−1)σi+1 and ρ = rnδ . Then
∏n

i=1 c
(i)
iδi

= ψ · ρ. Now we consider the
product of ψ, ρ and Rδ+1′ and carry out the following simplification:

ψ ρ Rδ+1′

=

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1 , . . . , Hn,δn)

=

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0 , G1,δ1 , H1,δ1−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H1,δ1

, . . . , Gn,δn , Hn,δn−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Hn,δn

)

= ψ

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, G1,δ1 , . . . , Gn,δn) by reordering the arguments of dp

= ψ dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, c
(1)
1δ1
G1,δ1 , . . . , c

(n)
nδn

Gn,δn) by pushing c
(i)
iδi

into dp

= ψ dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en) using (16)

= ψ dp(G0,δ0 , H0,δ0−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H0,δ0

, H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)
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= ψ a0d0
dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en) by Lemma 24-(2)

= ψ dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en) since a0d0
= 1

The cancellation of ψ from the first and last expressions yields

ρ Rδ+1′ = dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)

Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of the above equation, we have ρRδ+1′ = dp(B1, B2)
where

B1 = (H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1), B2 = (Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)

Denote max(degB1), max(degB2) and the number of polynomials in B1 by m1, m2 and #B1, respectively.
Then we have m1 = d0 + δ0 − 1, m2 = d0 − |δ| − 1 and #B1 = δ0 + |δ|. It follows that

m2 = m1 −#B1

By Lemma 24-(2), we have

rnδ Rδ+1′ = ρRδ+1′ = pcdp(B1) · dp(B2) (20)

It is easy to see that

dp(B1) = dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) = Rδ

which immediately implies that pcdp(B1) = rδ. Substituting it into (20) yields

rnδRδ+1′ = pcdp(B1) · dp(B2) = rδ · dp(Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)

It follows that

rn−1
δ Rδ+1′ = dp(Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)

Eq. (14) is proved.

5.2.2 Proof of Eq. (15)

Proof of Eq. (15). Without loss of generality, we only prove the case when i = 1, that is,

R1′+e1 (Rw0+e0 , Rw0+e1 , . . . , Rw0+en) = dp(Rw0+e0 , xRw0+e1 , Rw0+e1 , . . . , Rw0+en)

The other cases of i > 0 can be proved with the same procedure.

Let δ = w0 = (δ1, . . . , δn). Thus we only need to show that

rn+1
δ Rδ+1′+e1 = dp(Rδ+e0 , xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)

Let Gk,j = xjFk and Hk,j = (Gk,j , . . . , Gk,0). Then we have

Rδ+1′+e1 =

{
dp(G0,δ0+1, H0,δ0 , H1,δ1+1, H2,δ2 , . . . , Hn,δn) if d1 + δ1 = d0 + δ0;
dp( H0,δ0 , H1,δ1+1, H2,δ2 , . . . , Hn,δn) otherwise

Recall (16), that is, for i ≥ 1,

Rδ+ei =
∑

0≤t≤n

δt−1∑

j=0

c
(i)
tj Gt,j + c

(i)
iδi
Gi,δi +

{

c
(0)
0δ0
G0,δ0 if di + δi = d0 + δ0;

0 otherwise
(21)
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where

c
(i)
iδi

= (−1)σi+1rδ (22)

and σi = δi + · · ·+ δn.
By (22), we have

c
(1)
1δ1

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

= (−1)σ1+1rδ ·

n∏

i=1

(−1)σi+1rδ = (−1)σ1+1 · rn+1
δ ·

n∏

i=1

(−1)σi+1

Again we introduce the short-hands ψ = (−1)σ1+1
∏n

i=1(−1)σi+1 and ρ = rn+1
δ . Then c

(1)
1δ1

∏n

i=1 c
(i)
iδi

=
ψ · ρ. Now we consider the following two cases for the product of ψ, ρ and Rδ+1′+e1 , depending on whether
d1 + δ1 = d0 + δ0 holds or not.

Case (1): d1 + δ1 = d0 + δ0. In this case,

ψ ρ Rδ+1′+e1

= c
(1)
1δ1

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0+1, H1,δ1+1, H2,δ2 , . . . , Hn,δn)

= c
(1)
1δ1

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0+1, G1,δ1+1, G1,δ1 , H1,δ1−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H1,δ1+1

, G2,δ2 , H2,δ2−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H2,δ2

, . . . , Gn,δn , Hn,δn−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Hn,δn

)

= ψ c
(1)
1δ1

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0+1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, G1,δ1+1, G1,δ1 , G2,δ2 , . . . , Gn,δn)

(by reordering the arguments of dp)

= ψ dp(H0,δ0+1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, c
(1)
1δ1
G1,δ1+1, c

(1)
1δ1
G1,δ1 , c

(2)
2δ2
G2,δ2 , . . . , c

(n)
nδn

Gn,δn)

(by pushing c
(i)
iδi

into dp)

= ψ dp(H0,δ0+1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en) by (21)

= ψ dp(G0,δ0+1, G0,δ0 , H0,δ0−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H0,δ0+1

, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en)

= ψ a20d0
dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en) by Lemma 24-(2)

= ψ dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en) since a0d0
= 1

Case (2): d1 + δ1 6= d0 + δ0.

ψ ρ Rδ+1′+e1

= c
(1)
1δ1

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1+1, H2,δ2 , . . . , Hn,δn)

= c
(1)
1δ1

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0 , G1,δ1+1, G1,δ1 , H1,δ1−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H1,δ1+1

, G2,δ2 , H2,δ2−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H2,δ2

, . . . , Gn,δn , Hn,δn−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Hn,δn

)

= ψ c
(1)
1δ1

n∏

i=1

c
(i)
iδi

dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, G1,δ1+1, G1,δ1 , G2,δ2 , . . . , Gn,δn)

(by reordering the arguments of dp)

= ψ dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, c
(1)
1δ1
G1,δ1+1, c

(1)
1δ1
G1,δ1 , c

(2)
2δ2
G2,δ2 , . . . , c

(n)
nδn

Gn,δn)
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(by pushing c
(i)
iδi

into dp)

= ψ dp(H0,δ0 , H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en) by (21)

= ψ dp(G0,δ0 , H0,δ0−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

H0,δ0

, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en)

= ψ a0d0
dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en) by Lemma 24-(2)

= ψ dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en) since a0d0
= 1

It can be seen that regardless of whether d1 + δ1 = d0 + δ0 holds or not, the following equation is always
true:

ψ ρ Rδ+1′+e1 = ψ dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en)

The cancellation of ψ in the left-hand side and right-hand side of above expressions yields

ρ Rδ+1′+e1 = dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en) (23)

Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of (23), we have ρ Rδ+1′+e1 = dp(B1, B2), where

B1 = (H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, H2,δ2−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1), B2 = (xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , Rδ+e2 , . . . , Rδ+en)

Denote max(degB1), max(degB2) and the number of polynomials in B1 by m1, m2 and #B1, respectively.
Then we have m1 = d0 + δ0 − 1, m2 = d0 − |δ| and #B1 = |δ|+ δ0. It follows that

m2 = m1 −#B1 + 1

By Lemma 24-(1), we have

rn+1
δ Rδ+1′+e1 = ρ Rδ+1′+e1 = dp(dp(B1), B2) (24)

It easy to know

dp(B1) = dp(H0,δ0−1, H1,δ1−1, . . . , Hn,δn−1) = Rδ (25)

The substitution of (25) into (24) yields

rn+1
δ Rδ+1′+e1 = dp(Rδ, xRδ+e1 , Rδ+e1 , . . . , Rδ+en)

Eq. (15) is proved.

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, . . . , k). Again
by using (12) and (13), we provide an equivalent theorem of Main Result (Theorem 18) for k ≥ 2, which
facilitates the proof.

Theorem 26 (Main Result for k ≥ 2). Assume Theorem 18 holds for v = j′ + ei (i.e., k = j), that is,

r(n+1)j−2
w0

Rw0+j′ = Rj′ (Rw0+e0 , . . . , Rw′
0
+en) (26)

r(n+1)j
w0

Rw0+j′+ei = Rj′+ei(Rw0+e0 , . . . , Rw0+en) for i > 0 (27)

where n+ 1 = #F . Then the theorem is true for v = j′ + 1′ + ei (i.e., k = j + 1), that is,

r(n+1)(j+1)−2
w0

Rw0+j′+1′ = Rj′+1′(Rw0+e0 , . . . , Rw0+en) (28)

r(n+1)(j+1)
w0

Rw0+j′+1′+ei = Rj′+1′+ei(Rw0+e0 , . . . , Rw0+en) for 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., w0 + j′ + 1′ + ei) into a determinant polynomial of subresultants of order w0 + j′ + eτ ,
where τ = 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 5.1 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)–(27)

The goal of this part is to prove

r(n+1)(j+1)−2
w0

Rw0+j′+1′ = Rj′+1′(Rw0+e0 , . . . , Rw0+en)

with (26) and (27) assumed to be true.

Proof of Eq. (28). By Lemma 25, we get

rn−1
w0+j′ Rw0+j′+1′ = R1′(Rw0+j′+e0 , . . . , Rw0+j′+en)

= dp(Rw0+j′+e1 , . . . , Rw0+j′+en)

Let δ = w0 = (δ1, . . . , δn). Thus we only need to show that

dp(Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en) = r
2−(n+1)(j+1)
δ rn−1

δ+j′ Rj′+1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) (30)

By induction (i.e. (27)), for i > 0,

r
(n+1)j
δ Rδ+j′+ei = Rj′+ei(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) (31)

Let Ĝi,s = xsRδ+ei and Ĥi,s = (Ĝi,s, . . . , Ĝi,0). Then we have

Rj′+ei(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) = dp(Ĥ0,j−1, . . . , Ĥi−1,j−1, Ĥi,j , Ĥi+1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

for i > 0. Thus

r
(n+1)j
δ Rδ+j′+ei = dp(Ĥ0,j−1, . . . , Ĥi−1,j−1, Ĥi,j , Ĥi+1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

By Corollary 23, we deduce that

r
(n+1)j
δ Rδ+j′+ei =

n∑

t=0

j−1
∑

h=0

u
(i)
th Ĝt,h + u

(i)
ij Ĝi,j (32)

for i > 0. Note that

u
(i)
ij = (−1)(n+1−i)j pcdp( Ĥ0,j−1, . . . , Ĥi−1,j−1, Ĥi,j−1, Ĥi+1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

= (−1)(n+1−i)j pcdp(Ĝ0,j−1, Ĥ0,j−2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥ0,j−1

, . . . , Ĥi−1,j−1, Ĥi,j−1, Ĥi+1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

= (−1)(n+1−i)j pcdp(Ĝ0,j−1) · pcdp(Ĥ0,j−2, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥi−1,j−1, Ĥi,j−1, Ĥi+1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

= (−1)(n+1−i)j rδ · rj′ (Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) (33)
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In addition, by the assumption (26), we have

r
(n+1)j−2
δ rδ+j′ = rj′ (Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) (34)

The substitution of (34) into (33) yields

u
(i)
ij = (−1)(n+1−i)j rδ · r

(n+1)j−2
δ rδ+j′ = (−1)(n+1−i)j r

(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ (35)

By (35), we have

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij =

n∏

i=1

(

(−1)(n+1−i)jr
(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′

)

=

(
n∏

i=1

(−1)(n+1−i)j

)

· (r
(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n

Now we introduce the short-hands ψj =
∏n

i=1(−1)(n+1−i)j and ρj = r
(n+1)j
δ . Then

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij = ψj · (ρjr

−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n

Next we consider the product of ψj , (ρjr
−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n and Rj′+1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) and carry out the following
simplification:

ψj (ρjr
−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n Rj′+1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en)

=

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij dp(Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j , . . . , Ĥn,j)

=

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij dp(Ĥ0,j−1, Ĝ1,j , Ĥ1,j−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥ1,j

, . . . , Ĝn,j , Ĥn,j−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥn,j

)

= ψj

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij dp(Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, Ĝ1,j . . . , Ĝn,j) by reordering the arguments of dp

= ψj dp(Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, u
(1)
1j Ĝ1,j , . . . , u

(n)
nj Ĝn,j) by pushing u

(i)
ij into dp

= ψj dp(Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, ρj Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , ρj Rδ+j′+en) by (32)

= ψj ρ
n
j dp(Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en) by pulling out ρj out of dp

The cancellation of ψjρ
n
j from the first and last expressions yields

rnδ+j′ r
−n
δ Rj′+1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) = dp(Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en) (36)

Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of (36), we have

rnδ+j′ r
−n
δ Rj′+1′(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) = dp(B1, B2) (37)

where

B1 = (Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1), B2 = (Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en)

Denote max(degB1), max(degB2) and the number of polynomials in B1 by m1, m2 and #B1, respectively.
Then we have m1 = d0 − |δ|+ j − 1, m2 = d0 − |δ| − nj − 1 and #B1 = (n+ 1)j. It follows that

m2 = m1 −#B1
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By Lemma 24-(2), we derive the following

dp(B1, B2) = pcdp(B1) · dp(B2) (38)

In order to have an explicit expression of pcdp(B1), we carry out the following deduction:

dp(B1) = dp( Ĥ0,j−1, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

= dp(Ĝ0,j−1, Ĥ0,j−2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥ0,j−1

, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

= pcdp(Ĝ0,j−1) · dp(Ĥ0,j−2, Ĥ1,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1) by Lemma 24-(2)

= pcdp(Ĝ0,j−1) · Rj′(Rδ, . . . , Rδ′+en)

= rδ · r
(n+1)j−2
δ Rδ+j′ by the assumption (26)

= r
(n+1)j−1
δ Rδ+j′

which implies pcdp(B1) = r
(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ . After substituting it into (38), we have

dp(B1, B2) = r
(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ · dp(Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en) (39)

Combining (37) and (39), we have

rnδ+j′ r
−n
δ Rj′+1′(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) = r

(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ dp(Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en)

which can be simplified into (30) after pushing the coefficients to the left-hand side. The proof of Eq. (28)
is completed.

5.3.2 Proof of Eq. (29) from Eqs. (26)–(27)

The goal of this part is to prove

r(n+1)(j+1)
w0

Rw0+j′+1′+ei = Rj′+1′+ei(Rw0+e0 , . . . , Rw0+en), i = 1, . . . , n (40)

with (26) and (27) assumed to be true.

Proof of Eq. (29) . Without loss of generality, we proceed to prove it is true for the case when i = 1. The
other cases can be proved with the same procedure.

By using Theorem 25 with w0 specified as w0 + j′, we have

rn+1
w0+j′Rw0+j′+1′+e1 = R1′+e1(Rw0+j′+e0 , . . . , Rw0+j′+en)

= dp(Rw0+j′ , xRw0+j′+e1 , Rw0+j′+e1 , . . . , Rw0+j′+en)

Let δ = w0 = (δ1, . . . , δn). Thus we only need to show the following equivalence of (40):

dp(Rδ+j′ , xRδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e1 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en) = r
−(n+1)(j+1)
δ rn+1

δ+j′ Rj′+1′+e1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) (41)

Let Ĝi,s = xsRδ+ei and Ĥi,s = (Ĝi,s, . . . , Ĝi,0). Then we have

Rj′+1′+e1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) = dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j+1, Ĥ2,j , . . . , Ĥn,j)

Recall (31), (32) and (35). We further deduce that

r
(n+1)j
δ Rδ+j′+ei =

n∑

t=0

j−1
∑

h=0

u
(i)
th Ĝt,h + u

(i)
ij Ĝi,j , i = 1 . . . , n (42)
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where u
(i)
ij = (−1)(n+1−i)jr

(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ . It follows that

u
(1)
1j ·

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij = (−1)njr

(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ ·

(
n∏

i=1

(−1)(n+1−i)jr
(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′

)

= (−1)nj

(
n∏

i=1

(−1)(n+1−i)j

)

· (r
(n+1)j−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n+1

Now we introduce the short-hands ψj = (−1)nj
∏n

i=1(−1)(n+1−i)j and ρj = r
(n+1)j
δ . Then

u
(1)
1j ·

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij = ψj · (ρjr

−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n+1

Next we consider the product of ψj , (ρjr
−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n+1 and Rj′+1′+e1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) and carry out the
following simplification:

ψj · (ρjr
−1
δ rδ+j′ )

n+1Rj′+1′+e1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en)

= u
(1)
1j

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j+1, Ĥ2,j , . . . , Ĥn,j)

= u
(1)
1j

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĝ1,j+1, Ĝ1,j , Ĥ1,j−1

︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥ1,j+1

, Ĝ2,j , Ĥ2,j−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥ2,j

, . . . , Ĝn,j, Ĥn,j−1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥn,j

)

= ψj · u
(1)
1j

n∏

i=1

u
(i)
ij dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, Ĝ1,j+1, Ĝ1,j , Ĝ2,j , . . . , Ĝn,j)

(by reordering the arguments of dp)

= ψj dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, u
(1)
1j Ĝ1,j+1, u

(1)
1j Ĝ1,j , u

(2)
2j Ĝ2,j , . . . , u

(n)
nj Ĝn,j)

(by pushing u
(i)
ij into dp)

= ψj dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, ρj xRδ+j′+e1 , ρj Rδ+j′+e1 , ρj Rδ+j′+e2 , . . . , ρj Rδ+j′+en)

(by (42))

= ψj ρ
n+1
j dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, xRδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e2 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en)

(by pulling out ρj out of dp)

The cancellation of ψjρ
n+1
j from the first and last expressions yields

r−n−1
δ rn+1

δ+j′Rj′+1′+e1 (Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en)

= dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1, xRδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e2 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en) (43)

Partitioning the polynomial matrix in the right-hand side of (43), we have

r−n−1
δ rn+1

δ+j′Rj′+1′+e1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en) = dp(B1, B2) (44)

where

B1 = (Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1), B2 = (xRδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e2 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en)

Denote max(degB1), max(degB2) and the number of polynomials in B1 by m1, m2 and #B1, respectively.
Then we have m1 = d0 − |δ|+ j, m2 = d0 − |δ| − nj and #B1 = (n+ 1)j + 1. It follows that

m2 = m1 −#B1 + 1
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By Lemma 24-(1), we derive the following

dp(B1, B2) = dp(dp(B1), B2) (45)

In order to have an explicit expression of dp(B1), we carry out the following deduction:

dp(B1) = dp(Ĥ0,j , Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

= dp(Ĝ0,j , Ĝ0,j−1, Ĥ0,j−2
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Ĥ0,j

, Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1)

=pcdp(Ĝ0,j , Ĝ0,j−1) · dp(Ĥ0,j−2, Ĥ1,j−1, Ĥ2,j−1, . . . , Ĥn,j−1) by Lemma 24-(2)

=r2δ · Rj′(Rδ, . . . , Rδ′+en)

=r2δ · r
(n+1)j−2
δ Rδ+j′ by the assumption (26)

=r
(n+1)j
δ Rδ+j′ (46)

After substituting (46) into (45), we have

dp(B1, B2) = dp (r
(n+1)j
δ Rδ+j′ , xRδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e2 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en)

= r
(n+1)j
δ dp ( Rδ+j′ , xRδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e2 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en) (47)

Combining (44) and (47), we have

r−n−1
δ rn+1

δ+j′Rj′+1′+e1(Rδ+e0 , . . . , Rδ+en)

=r
(n+1)j
δ dp(Rδ+j′ , xRδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e1 , Rδ+j′+e2 , . . . , Rδ+j′+en)

which can be simplified into (41) after pushing the coefficients to the left-hand side. The proof of Eq. (29)
is completed.

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.

Acknowledgements. Hoon Hong’s work was supported by National Science Foundations of USA (Grant
Nos: CCF 2212461 and CCF 2331401). Jing Yang and Jiaiqi Meng’s work was supported by National Natural
Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos.: 12261010 and 12326353) and the Natural Science Cultivation
Project of GXMZU (Grant No.: 2022MDKJ001).

24



References

[1] Stephen Barnett. Greatest common divisor of several polynomials. Mathematical Proceedings of the
Cambridge Philosophical Society, 70(2):263–268, 1971.

[2] Alin Bostan, Carlos D’Andrea, Teresa Krick, Agnes Szanto, and Marcelo Valdettaro. Subresultants in
multiple roots: an extremal case. Linear Algebra and its Applications, 529:185–198, 2017.

[3] Alin Bostan, Teresa Krick, Agnes Szanto, and Marcelo Valdettaro. Subresultants of (x− α)
m

and
(x− β)

n
, Jacobi polynomials and complexity. Journal of Symbolic Computation, 101:330–351, 2020.

[4] W Stanley Brown and Joseph F Traub. On Euclid’s algorithm and the theory of subresultants. Journal
of the ACM (JACM), 18(4):505–514, 1971.
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