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Tangential Markov inequalities on semialgebraic curves and
some semialgebraic surfaces

by AGNIESZKA KOwALSKA (Krakow)

Abstract. We give another proof of the fact that any semialgebraic curve admits a
tangential Markov inequality. We establish this inequality on semialgebraic surfaces with
finitely many singular points.

1. Introduction. The classical Markov inequality, which estimates the
derivatives of polynomials on the line segment, has been generalized in many
ways. The theory of the multivariate Markov inequality was developed in the
seventies and eighties of the twentieth century. In particular, a Markov type
inequality on convex compact subsets of RY with a non-void interior and on
uniformly polynomially cuspidal subsets of RY was proved. For a detailed
survey on this subject we refer the reader to [P]. Further important applica-
tions of Markov type inequalities to analysis were found. For semialgebraic
sets we consider the following generalization of Markov’s inequality.

A compact set K C RY is said to admit a tangential Markov inequality
with exponent [ if there exists a positive constant M depending only on K
such that for all polynomials p,

IDrpl K < M(degp)'llplx,

where Dpp denotes any (unit) tangential derivative of p along K, ||p||x =
sup |p|(K) and | - | denotes the Euclidean norm in RY.

The tangential Markov inequalities serve to characterize some subsets.
According to [BLMT], a C* submanifold K of RV admits a tangential
Markov inequality with exponent 1 if and only if K is algebraic.

Baran and Plesniak characterized semialgebraic curves in RY in terms of
Bernstein and van der Corput-Schaake type inequalities (see [BP1]). More-
over in [BP2| they extended these results to the case of semialgebraic sets of
higher dimensions in RV,
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In 2005 L. Gendre proved that every singular algebraic curve in RV
admits a local tangential Markov at each of its points. Moreover he showed
that the Markov exponent at a point of a real algebraic curve A is less than
or equal to twice the multiplicity of the smallest complex algebraic curve
containing A.

Using the theorems proved by Baran and Plesniak in [BPI] and [BP2],
we show that semialgebraic curves and semialgebraic surfaces with finitely
many singular points admit a tangential Markov inequality.

2. Preliminaries. Let K be a compact curve in R and let I = [~1,1].
Following [BPI|, K is said to admit an analytic parametrization if there
exist 7 € N, v > 1 and R-analytic maps ¢; = (¢j1,...,0;n) : vI = K,
j=1,...,r, such that each ¢;|; is a bijection onto ¢;(I) and

U =K.
j=1

We recall that a subset of RV is semialgebraic if it is the union of finitely
many subsets of the form

{t eRY . P(x) =0AQ1(z) >0A--- AQi(z) >0},

where [ € N and P,Q1,...,Q; € Rlz1,...,zN].

It is known that any semialgebraic curve in RY admits an analytic
parametrization. This is a consequence of the Puiseux theorem.

For a compact curve K in RY with an analytic parametrization {¢;}
(with parameters r and -) Baran and Plesniak gave conditions equiva-
lent to K being semialgebraic. In Section 3, for a semialgebraic arc with
parametrization @, we use the following two:

(2.1) 3M1,M2>0VPE(C[$1,...,1‘N]

M
(PoB)©) < M|IPlxc i dist(€. 1) < g,

and

(2.2) 3M3>0VP€(C[£L’1,...,$N]
[(Po®)(t)] < M3degP - ||P|g, tel.
Let now B™(R) := {x € R™ : ||z|| < R}, B™ := B™(1), S }(R) :=
OB™(R) and S™~1 :=S™71(1).
DEFINITION 2.1 ([BP2, Definition 4.2]). Let K be a compact subset
of R™. Then K is said to have an analytic parametrization of dimension m,

1 < m < n, if there exist p > 1, r € N and R-analytic maps ¢; =
(@j1s--,0jn) : B™(p) = K, j=1,...,r, such that for each j =1,...,7 we
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have rank ¢; = m and
K =] ¢;®™.
j=1

Let M be an m-dimensional real-analytic manifold of R". By the Hironaka
Rectilinearization Theorem one can prove that every compact semialgebraic
subset of M of pure dimension m admits an analytic parametrization in the
sense of the above definition. Moreover in Definition [2.1] instead of consid-
ering an analytic parametrization defined in a neighbourhood of the unit
ball B", we may work with an analytic parametrization defined in an open
neighbourhood of the cube I" (see [BP2]).

3. Tangential Markov inequality on curves. In this section we prove
a tangential Markov inequality on semialgebraic arcs. First we give a tech-
nical lemma.

LEMMA 3.1. Let K be a semialgebraic arc which has an analytic param-
etrization

(1) = (¢1(t),- .-, on (1))
in a neighbourhood of I = [—1,1] such that in a neighbourhood of 0 (which is
the only singular point) ¢;(t) = aio + > vy aint™ and oqg = 1. Then there
exists a positive constant C such that for every polynomial P € Clxy, ...,z N]
with deg P < n and for allt € I,

L poay)

= < OnF|[P|lx.

Proof. The proof is divided into two steps.
1. If t € I and |t| > M;/4n, then from (2.2)),

tkﬂ(Po@)'(t)\ < (4’j)k11<Po¢>’<t>| < <Aj1)“M3n’“ 1Pl

2. If t € I and |t| < M;/4n, then
1

, 1 1 (Pod)(¢
s (Podf®)] = o | g T
le—t]=r
1 11 1 (P o d)() ‘
—5| V amemgs Vi dnde.
o I£—§|=T & —t 2mi In—§=p (n=¢)*

By choosing r = p = M;/2n we have dist(n,I) < M;/n. From (2.1) we
conclude that

1 1 2n
e (Po#/(0)] < - 2nPl |
|E—t|=M1/2n

1 1

— ——d¢.
g ®
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Since |t| < M;/4n, we see that |£]| > M /4n. Hence
1 , My [ 4\* ,
F(PO@) (75)’ < 2(M1> n"[|P| k-
Taking C = max{(4/M;)*~1 M3, (M5/2)(4/M;)*} we obtain our claim. =

The main result of this section is the following

THEOREM 3.2. Let K be a semialgebraic arc which has an analytic pa-
rametrization

P(t) = (p1(t), -, on(t))
in a neighbourhood of I = [—1,1] such that in a neighbourhood of 0 (which is
the only singular point) p;(t) = qio+ pe s Qint™ and ay, = 1. Then there ex-
ists a positive constant M such that for every polynomial P € Clxy,...,xN]
with deg P < n,

ID7 Pl < Mn¥||P|k,

where ||P||g = supycr |P(P(t))| and DrP(P(t)) denotes the derivative of P
in the direction of a unit vector of the tangent cone to K at &(t).

Proof. We first prove that there exist positive constants M7, Ms such
that for each t € I,

M, < 1 < M.
1< < Mp.
11 @), @)
By assumption
o0
i(t) = Z Qipnt™ L.
n=k
Hence
lim id = lim i = .
t—0 N t—0 N | oo 2 N
SO ] L awnn |k 143 o
1= =1 n= 1=
Define

G1(1) == (p1(t5), . on(#F), e 0,1].

Then @ (t) is a C* parametrization of the curve K| ) and
14/ 1
O ) I O}

Moreover,

1 1
%i_r}(l) %tl/k_lgall(tl/k) =1 and }gl% %tl/k_lcp;(tl/k) =y, fori=2,...,N.
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It follows that the vector r = (1, awp, ..., ang) is an element of the tangent

cone to K at (¢1(0),...,¢n(0)). We claim that for each t € I,
P(p1(t),...,on(@))

31 DrP@i).....on(t) = L@ en (D)

OO
It is sufficient to show ({3.1)) for homogeneous polynomials. Consider P(x) =

Hj-v:la:fj,whereﬁj € Nfor j=1,...,N. Then for ¢t # 0 we have

N o () Bi N 5
I (0 + 3% 1) = T es(0)”
=t IS =t
_ (P((pl(t), .. 790N(t)))/
N
; AU
Moreover,
N 51 i N
D7 P(p1(0),...,¢n(0)) = Zﬁj%é % H osg
j=1 / Z |Oémk:‘2 i#£j,i=1
m=1
and
5 Ki(an)* a1 (ag0)?
kBi(cvio)” ™ auig, ;o)
i (Plort), - on (@) _ = =1
t—0 N N
> It By 5 Jom

From (B.1) and Lemma [3.1] we obtain
1
[DTP(p1(0), s on(B))] < Ma | = (P(@1(8), - on (1))

< MoCnF||P|c. m

Immediately from the above theorem and the structure of tangent cones
for Cartesian products we have

COROLLARY 3.3. Let S = K1 X Ko, where K1 and Ko are semialgebraic
curves. Then there exists a positive constant M such that for each polynomial
P e Clxy,...,zN]| with deg P < n,

ID7TP|s < Mn®||P|s.

COROLLARY 3.4. Let S = K x 51, where K is a semialgebraic curve and

S is a C' non-singular semialgebraic surface. Then there exists a positive
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constant M such that for each polynomial P € Clxy, ..., x| with deg P < n,
ID7Plls < Mn"| P]|s.

4. Tangential Markov inequality on surfaces. Another generaliza-
tion of Theorem is a tangential Markov inequality on semialgebraic sur-
faces with finitely many singular points. It is sufficient to prove this inequality

for surfaces with one singular point. To simplify we describe it for a subset
of R3.

THEOREM 4.1. Let V be a O semialgebraic surface with analytic param-
etrization

D(u) = (p1(u), p2(u), p3(u), u € B(p),

such that rank @ = 2 on B2(p) \ {0} (0 is the only singular point). Moreover,
assume that ®(0) = 0 and there exists € > 0 such that ®(u) # 0 for u €
B2(e) \ {0}. Then there exist constants D > 0 and k € N such that for each
polynomial P € Clz1, x2,x3] with deg P < n,

ID7Plly < Dn*|[Pllv.

Proof. By assumptions
00 1 7 .
piur, ug) = Z — Z aijid gt
Let v € S! and t € I. We have ®(tv) = (¢1(tv), p2(tv), p3(tv)), where
0 , 1J .
@i(tv) = Zpij(v)tj with Pij(’()) = ﬁ Zaiﬂvlj_lvgl.
j=1 1=0

By assumption, @ is not equal to zero on B2(p), so for each v € S' there
exist [,k(v) € N such that Pyy(v) # 0 and Pj; = 0 for i € {1,2,3},
Jj€{1,...,k(v) — 1}. Hence &(tv) = (p1(tv), p2(tv), 3(tv)), where
o0
pi(tv) = > Py(w)t!  forie{1,2,3}.
j=Fk(v)

We see at once that there exists a constant x such that k(v) < & for all
v € St. Fix v € S'. For t € [~83/4n, §3/4n] we obtain

(P(2(tv))' 1 1 (P(2(&))
‘tk(v)l ~ |2 S eho—1 £ ¢ dg

|E—t|=r
1 1 1 1 Po®)(nv
’ S | ( )(nv)

e dnd§|.
k(v)=1 ¢ _+ 9 — £)2
"le—ti=r ¢ ¢ ™ —el=p (n=¢)



Tangential Markov inequalities 221

If we take 7 = p = 63/2n, then dist(nv,B?) < 63/n. Hence (see [BP2,

Theorem 4. 5(111)]) we get
(P(2(tv))) 1 2n 1 1
S Rl g

|§—t|=03/2n

Since [t| < d3/4n we have || = [ —t+t| > [ —t| — |t| > 03/2n — d3/4n
= d3/4n. Therefore

P(®(tv))) an\F@) -1y C ko)
‘(t(k(v()z)) < <53> 703||P||V 23 (63> nFO|| Py
For |t| > d3/4n we get (see [BP2, Theorem 4.5(iv)]
P(®(tv))) 4p\ PO 40\ F0)-1
‘W = <53> 2DCan|[Pllv = (53) 2DCyn | Ply,

where D is a constant depending only on V.
Taking C' = max{2DCy(4/83)" 1, (C5/2)(4/3)"} we obtain for t € I

and v € S,
(P(2(tv)))’
th(v)—1
Proceeding similarly to the proof of Theorem we can show that W, =

(Pik(v)(v), Po() (v), Pspy (v)) for each v € S! is an element of the tangent
cone to V at ¢(0). As before

< Cn”||P|k-

901( )7902(“])7()03(“})))/
1(t0))', (2(tv))', (3(tv)) ) |

Finally, there exist constants D and k such that for each polynomial P €
Clz1, x2, x3] we have

Dy P(p1(10), ea(to), ga(tv))] — '” -

|D7Plly < D[Py =
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