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AN EFFECTIVE VERSION OF FEKETE’S THEOREM

NORM LEVENBERG AND MAYURESH LONDHE

Abstract. A classical result of Fekete gives necessary conditions on a compact set
in the complex plane so that it contains infinitely many sets of conjugate algebraic
integers. We prove an effective version of Fekete’s theorem in terms of a height function.
As an application, we give a lower bound on the growth of the leading coefficient of
certain polynomial sequences, generalizing a result by Schur. Lastly, we give an upper
bound on minimal asymptotics of height over sequences of algebraic numbers.

1. Introduction

Let Σ be a compact set in the complex plane C. Fekete studied which compact sets
Σ contain only a finite number of sets of conjugate algebraic integers. This involves the
notion of the transfinite diameter of Σ; it is given by

d(Σ) = lim
n→∞

(
sup

ξ1,...,ξn∈Σ

∏

i<j

|ξi − ξj|
2

n(n−1)

)
.

The transfinite diameter of a circle of radius r is equal to r, and for a line segment
of length l it is equal to l/4. It turns out that the quantity d(Σ) coincides with the
logarithmic capacity of Σ, denoted by c(Σ); see Subsection 2.1 for the definition. The
product

∏
i<j |ξi − ξj| is related to the resultant of P and its derivative P ′, where

P (z) =
∏n

j=1(z − ξj); see (2.4). This motivates the use of potential-theoretic tools in
studying sets of conjugate algebraic numbers. We now state a result by Fekete:

Result 1.1 (Fekete, [Fek23]). Let Σ ⊂ C be compact and symmetric about the real axis.
If c(Σ) < 1 then there exists a neighborhood U of Σ such that there are only a finite
number of algebraic integers α so that α and all its conjugates lie in U .

The above result is not true if we replace algebraic integers by algebraic numbers in
the statement, for example, if Σ = {|z| = 1/2} then all roots of 2nzn − 1 are in Σ. In
[FS55], Fekete, together with Szegö showed that the converse of Result 1.1 is also true.

Our main results involve a notion of height hΣ(α) of an algebraic number α relative
to a compact set Σ as defined in [Rum99]. Let Q denote the set of algebraic numbers
in C. Given a nonzero α ∈ Q, there is a polynomial Pα with integer coefficients and
leading coefficient bα and degree deg α that is irreducible over the integers and satisfies
Pα(α) = 0 (Pα is unique up to the sign of bα). For an algebraic integer α, bα = 1 or −1.
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2 NORM LEVENBERG AND MAYURESH LONDHE

We denote by Conj(α) the set of all conjugates of α which is same as the set of all roots
of Pα in C. Recall that the (absolute logarithmic) Weil height of α ∈ Q is given by

h(α) =
1

degα

(
log |bα|+

∑

x∈Conj(α)

max{0, log |x|}
)
.

We refer the reader to [BG06] for an introduction to the theory of heights. Note that
log+ |z| := max{0, log |z|} is the Green’s function of the unit circle centered at 0 with
pole at ∞. For an arbitary compact set Σ with positive capacity, the height of α ∈ Q

with respect to Σ is defined as

hΣ(α) =
1

degα

(
log |bα|+

∑

x∈Conj(α)

gΣ(x,∞)
)
, (1.1)

where gΣ(z,∞) denotes the Green’s function of the set Σ with pole at ∞. Loosely
speaking, hΣ(α) quantifies the distances of conjugates of α from Σ. See Section 2 for
more details about the Green’s function and height hΣ. Also, see [Rum99] and [Pri11]
for an application of this height to limit distributions of sets of conjugate algebraic
numbers.

In the case c(Σ) ≥ 1 and Σ is symmetric about the real axis, it follows from the Fekete-
Szegö result in [FS55] that there exists a sequence {αn} in Q satisfying hΣ(αn) → 0.
When 0 < c(Σ) < 1, we show a nonzero uniform lower bound on lim infn→∞ hΣ(αn).

Theorem 1.2. Let Σ ⊂ C be compact and symmetric about the real axis. Assume that
0 < c(Σ) < 1. Then for every sequence {αn} in Q such that deg αn → ∞, we have

lim inf
n→∞

hΣ(αn) ≥
1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
.

For any Σ with positive capacity, gΣ(z,∞) − log+ |z| is bounded, thus there exist a
constant C such that |h(α) − hΣ(α)| < C for every α ∈ Q. Therefore, the height
hΣ also has the Northcott property: for every M > 0 and D > 0, the set {α ∈ Q :
hΣ(α) ≤ M, degα ≤ D} is a finite set. Theorem 1.2 and the Northcott property of hΣ

immediately give us the following effective version of Result 1.1:

Corollary 1.3. Let Σ ⊂ C be compact and symmetric about the real axis. Assume that
0 < c(Σ) < 1. Then for any ǫ > 0 there are only a finite number of algebraic numbers

α such that

hΣ(α) ≤
1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
− ǫ.

It follows from the properties of gΣ(x,∞) that if α is an algebraic integer all of whose
conjugates are in a small neighborhood of Σ then hΣ(α) is also small.

We next give an application of Theorem 1.2 to the growth of the leading coefficient
of certain polynomial sequences. Let Z[z] denote the set of polynomials with integer
coefficients. Issai Schur showed that restricting the location of zeros of polynomials in
Z[z] with simple zeros to [−1, 1] leads to geometric growth of the leading coefficients of
these polynomials.
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Result 1.4 (Schur [Sch18], Satz VII). Let {Qn} be a sequence of polynomials in Z[z]
with simple zeros such that degQn → ∞ and all roots of Qn are in [−1, 1]. Then

lim inf
n→∞

|lead(Qn)|1/degQn ≥
√
2,

where lead(Qn) is the leading coefficient of Qn.

For k ∈ N, we denote by Zk[z] the set of polynomials in Z[z] whose zeroes are repeated
at most k times. A version of Theorem 1.2, Theorem 3.5, is valid in a more general
setting of a sequence of polynomials in Zk[z], using the notion of Mahler measure of a
polynomial in place of the height of an algebraic number (see Subsection 2.2). As an
application, we get a lower bound on the growth of the leading coefficients of a sequence
of polynomials in Zk[z] whose roots are “near” Σ.

Corollary 1.5. Let Σ be as in the statement of Theorem 1.2. Let k ∈ N. Assume that
{Qn} is a sequence of polynomials in Zk[z] such that degQn → ∞ and

1

degQn

∑

Qn(x)=0

gΣ(x,∞) → 0

(e.g., if all roots of {Qn} eventually belong to any neighborhood of Σ). Then

lim inf
n→∞

|lead(Qn)|1/degQn ≥ 1√
c(Σ)

.

For the interval [−1, 1] we have c([−1, 1]) = 1/2; compare with Result 1.4. Pritsker
(Proposition 1.7 in [Pri05]) proved a similar bound with the assumption that the roots
lie in the set and with an additional hypothesis of irreducibility.

Having given a lower bound on heights in Theorem 1.2, we now turn our attention
to an upper bound. By Result 1.1, if c(Σ) < 1, then there exists a neighborhood U of
Σ such that there are only finitely many algebraic integers α with the property that α
and all its conjugates lie in U . We then ask: can we find a sequence {αn} of algebraic
integers such that “most” conjugates of αn are eventually near Σ? In general, this can
be achieved if the heights hΣ(αn) go to ∞; we show that this can also be achieved while
keeping the heights bounded.

Theorem 1.6. Let Σ ⊂ C be compact and symmetric about the real axis. If 0 < c(Σ) <
1, then for every neighborhood U of Σ, there exists a sequence {αn} of distinct algebraic
integers such that

♯{Conj(αn) ∩ U}
deg αn

−→ 1 as n −→ ∞. (1.2)

Moreover, there exists a sequence {αn} of distinct algebraic integers such that {αn}
satisfy (1.2) for any neighborhood U of Σ and hΣ(αn) → − log c(Σ) as n → ∞.

Owing to Result 1.1, degαn → ∞ in the above theorem. In fact, we can find a sequence
{αn} as in Theorem 1.6 such that the limiting distribution of the probability measures
uniformly distributed on all conjugates of αn of is given by the equilibrium measure of Σ
(see Subsection 2.1 for the definition; also see Remark 4.1). Theorem 1.6 together with
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Theorem 1.2 immediately give us uniform bounds on minimal asymptotics of {hΣ(αn)}
over sequences of algebraic numbers.

Corollary 1.7. Let Σ be as in the statement of Theorem 1.2. Let L denote the infimum
of lim infn→∞ hΣ(αn) over all sequences of algebraic numbers. Then

1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
≤ L ≤ log

1

c(Σ)
.

Outine of proofs: We briefly mention the idea of the proof of Theorem 1.2. Let {αn}
be a sequence in Q for which {hΣ(αn)} is convergent. Let µn be the probability measure
uniformly distributed on all conjugates of αn, i.e.,

µn :=
1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)

δx.

It follows from Lemma 2.4 that the sequence {µn} has a convergent subsequence. Al-
though a limiting measure µ need not be compactly supported, it turns out that such
a µ has finite logarithmic energy I(µ) and satisfies

∫
log+ |z| dµ < ∞. This allows us

to use potential-theoretic methods. Refining the argument in Serre [Ser19], we further
show that µ satisfies the following arithmetic property: for any Q ∈ Z[z], we have

1

degQ

∫
log |Q(z)| dµ(z) ≥ − lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

− E(Σ; {αn}),

where bn := bαn
and E(Σ; {αn}) is the escape rate of the sequence αn as defined in (3.1).

We use this property to get a bound on the logarithmic energy I(µ):

I(µ) ≤ 2
(

lim
n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

+ E(Σ; {αn})
)
.

Finally, we use a convexity property of the logarithmic energy to conclude our result.

To prove Theorem 1.6, we construct a sequence of auxiliary sets En so that c(Σ∪En) =
1. The set En is chosen to be a subset of the level set gΣ(z,∞) = n and symmetric
about the real axis. Let νn be the equilibrium measure of Σ ∪En. We solve a Dirichlet
problem to determine how much mass νn puts on the set En. Using this information
in the definition of height together with the Fekete-Szegö result in [FS55], we construct
the appropriate sequences {αn}.
Remarks on c(Σ) ≥ 1 case: As noted earlier, in [FS55], Fekete–Szegö showed the
converse of Result 1.1, i.e., if c(Σ) ≥ 1, then every neighborhood U of Σ contains
infinitely many algebraic integers α so that α and all its conjugates lie in U . By
shrinking U , we can get a sequence {αn} of algebraic integers such that the sets of
conjugates of αn are eventually contained in any neighborhood of Σ. Bilu [Bil97] studied
limit distributions of the measures µn associated to such sequences of algebraic integers,
more generally, sequences {αn} in Q satisfying h(αn) → 0, in the case of the unit circle
centered at 0. Using potential-theoretic methods, limit distributions of µn associated
to sequences {αn} in Q satisfying hΣ(αn) → 0 have been studied for general sets Σ of
logarithmic capacity 1 by Rumely [Rum99] and Pritsker [Pri11]. For such sequences
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{αn} in Q, they showed the limiting distribution of µn is given by the equilibrium
measure of Σ. Recently potential-theoretic methods have been employed when c(Σ) > 1
in [Smi21] to study limit distributions in connection with the Schur–Siegel–Smyth trace
problem (see also [OS23]).

We include the necessary potential-theoretic background in the next section, including
a non-standard result on logarithmic potentials of certain measures with unbounded
support. Sections 3 and 4 give the proofs of Theorems 1.2 and 1.6 respectively. We
conclude in Section 5 with some further questions.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Potential theory. We work exclusively in the complex plane C. The term mea-
sure will refer to a positive Borel measure in C unless otherwise stated. Given such a
measure µ, we can form its logarithmic potential function

Uµ(z) =

∫
log

1

|z − w| dµ(w)

provided this integral exists. In this case, if µ has compact support, then

Uµ(z) = µ(C)(− log |z|+ O(1)) as z → ∞. (2.1)

This is a lower semicontinuous, superharmonic function on C which is harmonic off of
the support of µ. The logarithmic energy of µ is

I(µ) :=

∫ ∫
log

1

|z − w| dµ(w) dµ(z);

this may be +∞. If µ is a positive measure with unbounded support such that
∫

log+ |z| dµ(z) < ∞,

then Uµ is still locally integrable and superharmonic, and I(µ) > −∞ (see [CKL98]).

Given a compact set K ⊂ C, let M(K) denote the cone of probability measures
supported in K. The logarithmic capacity of K is

c(K) := exp[− inf{I(µ) : µ ∈ M(K)}];
this coincides with the transfinite diameter d(K) in the introduction (see, for instance,
[Ahl10, Ch 2] or [Ran95, Ch 5]). If c(K) > 0, the Frostman conditions (cf., [Ran95])
tell us that there is a unique measure µK ∈ M(K) with c(K) = exp[−I(µK)] and
UµK

= I(µK) quasi-everywhere (abbreviated as q.e.) on K; i.e., on all of K except for
a polar set. Here, E ⊂ C is polar if there exists a subharmonic function u 6≡ −∞ on a
neighborhood of E with E ⊂ {u = −∞}; for E compact this is equivalent to c(E) = 0.
If E ⊂ C is compact and polar, for any K ⊂ C compact we have c(K ∪E) = c(K). The
measure µK is called the equilibrium measure of K.

For non-polar compact K, we will have use of the Green’s function

gK(z,∞) := −UµK
(z) + I(µK)
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for (the unbounded component of the complement of) K with pole at ∞; note that
gK(z,∞) = 0 q.e. on K. This is an upper semicontinuous function which is harmonic
outside of K; from (2.1), it follows that gΣ(z,∞)− log+ |z| is bounded as stated in the
introduction. If UµK

(equivalently, gK) is continuous, we say that K is regular. This is
the same as UµK

= I(µK) (gK = 0) on K (cf. [Ran95]). The Green’s function of the
circle (or closed disk) of radius r centered at a is log+(|z − a|/r). For the real interval
K = [−1, 1], we have

gK(z,∞) = log |z +
√
z2 − 1|.

More generally, the Green’s function of K = [a, b] ⊂ R is given by

gK(z,∞) = log |f(z) +
√

f(z)2 − 1|,
where f(z) = 2

b−a
z − a+b

b−a
, and c(K) = b−a

4
. If K is the Julia set of a polynomial P of

degree n ≥ 2 then its Green’s function is

gK(z,∞) = lim
j→∞

1

nj
log+ |P j(z)|,

where P j is the j-fold composition of P with itself and c(K) = |lead(P )|−1/(n−1).

It is a standard fact from potential theory that the logarithmic energy of compactly
supported measures satisfies a convexity property (see [Ahl10, Lemma 2.1] or [ST97,
Lemma I.1.8]). It turns out that this property also holds for certain measures that are
not necessarily compactly supported; later we will need to consider measures µ with
unbounded support.

Result 2.1 (Theorem 2.5 of [CKL98]). Let τ be a signed measure with τ(C) = 0 that
satisfies

∫
log+ |z| d|τ | < ∞ and I(|τ |) < ∞. Then the logarithmic energy I(τ) of τ is

well-defined and I(τ) ≥ 0. In particular, if τ1 and τ2 are probability measures satisfying∫
log+ |z| dτi < ∞ and I(τi) < ∞ for i = 1, 2, then, considering τ = τ1 − τ2,

2

∫
Uτ1(z) dτ2(z) ≤ I(τ1) + I(τ2).

In the case where we consider τ = τ1 − τ2, the inequality follows because

I(τ) = I(τ1) + I(τ2)− 2

∫
Uτ1(z) dτ2(z).

2.2. Heights and Mahler measure. We recall the notion of height of α ∈ Q with
respect to a non-polar compact set Σ as defined in (1.1). Let Pα ∈ Z[z] be an irreducible
polynomial with leading coefficient bα and degree degα. Then

hΣ(α) :=
1

deg α

(
log |bα|+

∑

x∈Conj(α)

gΣ(x,∞)
)
.

The Mahler measure of a polynomial Pn(z) = an
∏n

j=1(z − αj) of degree n (thus

an 6= 0) is

M(Pn) := exp
[ 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

log |Pn(e
it)|dt

]
= |an|

n∏

j=1

max{1, |αj|},
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the latter equality following from Jensen’s formula. Since the Green’s function for the
unit circle Σ = {|z| = 1} is gΣ(z,∞) = log+ |z| := max{0, log |z|}, we have

1

n
logM(Pn) =

1

n
log |an|+

1

n

∑

j

gΣ(αj ,∞).

This coincides, in the case where Pn ∈ Z[z] is an irreducible polynomial with roots
α1, ..., αn ∈ Q, to the Weil height h(αj).

More generally, following Pritsker [Pri11], we define the Mahler measure of a polyno-
mial Pn(z) = an

∏n
j=1(z − αj) of degree n with respect to any non-polar compact set Σ

as

MΣ(Pn) := |an| exp
[ n∑

j=1

gΣ(αj,∞)
]

so that, if Pn ∈ Z[z] is an irreducible polynomial with roots α1, ..., αn ∈ Q, we again
have the relation

1

n
logMΣ(Pn) = hΣ(αj). (2.2)

Observe that if P = P1P2 · · ·Pn with degPi > 0 for every 1 ≤ i ≤ n, then we have

MΣ(P )
1

degP =

n∏

i=1

(
MΣ(Pi)

1
degPi

)degPi
degP

(2.3)

where
∑n

i=1
deg Pi

deg P
= 1.

Using this generalized notion of Mahler measure, Pritsker proved the following:

Result 2.2 (Pritsker, [Pri11]). Let Pn(z) = an
∏n

j=1(z − αj,n) be a sequence of polyno-

mials with integer coefficients and simple zeros. Let Σ ⊂ C be compact with c(Σ) = 1.
Then

lim
n→∞

(MΣ(Pn))
1/n = 1

if and only if

(1) limn→∞ |an|1/n = 1;
(2) limR→∞ limn→∞(

∏
|αj,n|≥R |αj,n|)1/n = 1; and

(3) µn := 1
n

∑n
j=1 δαj,n

→ µΣ in the weak* topology as n → ∞.

As an immediate corollary, we have the following result, which will be used later on.

Lemma 2.3. Let Σ ⊂ C be compact and symmetric about the real axis. Suppose that
c(Σ) = 1. Let {αn} be a sequence of distinct algebraic integers such that for every
neighborhood U of Σ there exist N ∈ N such that Conj(αn) ⊂ U for all n ≥ N . Then

µn :=
1

deg αn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)

δx −→ µΣ as n −→ ∞,

where µΣ is the equilibrium measure of Σ.
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Next, we recall that the resultant of two polynomials

P (z) = anz
n + · · ·+ a0 = an

n∏

j=1

(z − αj)

and Q(z) = bmz
m + · · ·+ b0 = bm

m∏

k=1

(z − βk)

is given by

Res(P,Q) := anbm
∏

j=1,...,n; k=1,...,m

(αj − βk).

For P,Q ∈ Z[z] it follows that Res(P,Q) ∈ Z (cf., [CLO92], page 153). Thus, if
P,Q ∈ Z[z] do not have any factor in common then |Res(P,Q)| ≥ 1. The discriminant
of P is related to the resultant of P and P ′:

Disc(P ) =
(−1)n(n−1)/2

an
· Res(P, P ′) = (−1)n(n−1)/2a2n−2

n

∏

j 6=k

(αj − αk). (2.4)

The reader will notice the resemblance to the quantity
∏

i<j |ξi−ξj|
2

n(n−1) in the definition
of transfinite diameter from the introduction.

Finally, recall that a sequence of measures {µβ}β∈B on C is tight if for any ǫ > 0 there
exists a compact set Kǫ such that µβ(C \ Kǫ) < ǫ for all β ∈ B. If {µβ}β∈B is tight
and uniformly bounded in the total variation norm, Prokhorov’s theorem implies that
it has a convergent subsequence. We will need the following application.

Lemma 2.4. Let {αn} be a sequence in Q such that corresponding sequence of heights
{hΣ(αn)} is bounded. If

µn :=
1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)

δx

is the probability measure uniformly distributed on all conjugates of αn, then the sequence
{µn} has a convergent subsequence in the weak* topology.

Proof. We shall show that the sequence {µn} is tight. Then the result follows from
Prokhorov’s theorem. Assume that the sequence {µn} is not tight. By definition, there
exists ρ > 0 such that for every compact set K ⊂ C, we have µn(C \K) > ρ for some
n ∈ N. Since gΣ(z,∞) → ∞ as z → ∞, by enlarging K, we get an α ∈ Q from the
sequence {αn} for which hΣ(α) is arbitrarily large. This contradicts the assumption that
{hΣ(αn)} is bounded. Thus the sequence {µn} is tight, and there exists a convergent
subsequence of {µn}. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let Σ ⊂ C be compact and symmetric about the real axis with 0 < c(Σ) < 1. Given a
sequence {αn} in Q, for simplicity of notation, we let bn := bαn

and Pn := Pαn
. We want

a lower bound on lim infn→∞ hΣ(αn) when degαn → ∞. If lim infn→∞ hΣ(αn) < ∞, then
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there exists a subsequence {αnk
} for which {hΣ(αnk

)} and {log |bnk
|/degαnk

} are both
convergent. Thus, without loss of generality, we make the following assumptions:

(a) degαn → ∞;
(b) the sequence of heights {hΣ(αn)} is convergent; and
(c) the sequence {log |bn|/degαn} is convergent.

As in Lemma 2.4, we let

µn :=
1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)

δx.

This lemma ensures that there exists a convergent subsequence of {µn}. In general, the
limiting measure µ of the subsequence need not be compactly supported. However, in
the next result, we shall see that the limiting measure satisfies an interesting property
that allows us to use potential-theoretic tools.

Result 3.1 (Theorem 2.1 of [Pri15]). Let {αn} be a sequence in Q satisfying (a)–(c).
Let {µn} be as above. Assume that µn converges to a probability measure µ in the weak*
topology. Then, µ has finite logarithmic energy I(µ). Furthermore, we have that∫

log+ |z| dµ(z) < ∞.

This result has been stated in [Pri15] under the assumption that h(αn) is bounded,
where h denotes the standard Weil height. However, as noted in the introduction, there
exist a constant C = C(Σ) such that |h(α) − hΣ(α)| < C for every α ∈ Q. Thus the
result holds with our assumptions as well.

By Result 3.1, if {µn} converges to a probability measure µ, then the logarithmic
energy of µ is finite. We shall now find a bound on its energy. We make a definition at
this stage. Recall the notation: gΣ(z,∞) denotes the Green’s function of Σ with pole
at ∞.

Definition 3.2. Let {βn} be a sequence in Q. The escape rate of the sequence {βn}
with respect to Σ is defined as

E(Σ; {βn}) = lim
r→∞

(
lim inf
n→∞

1

deg βn

∑

x∈Conj(βn)
|x|≥r

gΣ(x,∞)
)
. (3.1)

Note that if {hΣ(βn)} is bounded, the escape rate E(Σ; {βn}) is a finite positive number.
We now show that the measures that give the limiting distribution of the conjugates of
a sequence in Q satisfy an interesting arithmetic property. In the case of a sequence of
algebraic integers with bounded conjugates lying near a compact, symmetric set Σ with
c(Σ) ≥ 1, the arithmetic property characterizes such measures (see Section 5; also see
[Smi21], [OS23]).

Lemma 3.3. Let {αn} be a sequence in Q satisfying (a)–(c). If {µn} converges to a
probability measure µ in the weak* topology, then for any polynomial Q ∈ Z[z], we have

1

degQ

∫
log |Q(z)| dµ(z) ≥ − lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

− E(Σ; {αn}),
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where E(Σ; {αn}) is the escape rate of the sequence {αn} as defined in (3.1).

Proof. Fix a polynomial Q ∈ Z[z]. Let φ be a non-negative compactly supported
continuous function. Since φ(z) log |Q(z)| is an upper semicontinuous function that
is bounded from above, we have

1

degQ

∫
log |Q(z)| dµ(z) ≥ lim sup

n→∞

1

degQ

∫
φ(z) log |Q(z)| dµn(z)

≥ lim inf
n→∞

1

degQ

∫
log |Q(z)| dµn(z)

− lim inf
n→∞

1

degQ

∫
(1− φ(z)) log |Q(z)| dµn(z). (3.2)

For the last inequality, we use the fact that lim supn→∞(kn + ln) ≥ lim infn→∞ kn +
lim supn→∞ ln. Note that, owing to Result 3.1,

∫
log |Q(z)| dµ(z) makes sense.

Since Pn and Q do not have roots in common for large n, we have |Res(Q,Pn)| ≥ 1.
Thus we get

1

degQ

∫
log |Q(z)| dµn(z) =

log |Res(Q,Pn)| − log |bdegQn |
degQ · deg Pn

≥ − log |bn|
deg αn

. (3.3)

Observe that, as z → ∞, gΣ(z,∞) = log |z|+O(1) and (1/ degQ) log |Q(z)| = log |z|+
O(1). We denote the disk of radius r centered at the origin by D(0; r) and its complement
by D(0; r)c. For every δ > 0 there exists r >> 1 such that µ(D(0; r)c) < δ and
µn(D(0; r)

c) < δ for sufficiently large n. Thus if 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 with φ ≡ 1 on D(0; r) for
sufficiently large r, we get

lim inf
n→∞

1

degQ

∫
(1− φ(z)) log |Q(z)| dµn(z)

≤ lim inf
n→∞

1

deg αn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)
|x|≥r

gΣ(x,∞) + δ · O(1). (3.4)

Since the choice of φ in (3.2) is arbitrary, by using (3.3) and (3.4) in (3.2), it follows
that

1

degQ

∫
log |Q(z)| dµ(z) ≥ − lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

− E(Σ; {αn}).

�

We now use the above lemma to get an upper bound on I(µ). Here we continue with
the same notation as above.

Proposition 3.4. Let {αn} be a sequence in Q satisfying (a)–(c). If {µn} converges to
a probability measure µ in the weak* topology, then

I(µ) ≤ 2
(

lim
n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

+ E(Σ; {αn})
)
,

where E(Σ; {αn}) is the escape rate of the sequence {αn} as defined in (3.1).
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Proof. Let φ be a cut-off function as in Lemma 3.3 so that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 with φ ≡ 1 on
D(0; r) for sufficiently large r > 0. Since I(µ) < ∞ from Result 3.1, given δ > 0, we
can choose r >> 1 large so that

∫
φ(z)Uµ(z) dµ(z) > I(µ) − δ; in addition, as in the

previous lemma, for such r we may assume µ(D(0; r)c) < δ and µn(D(0; r)
c) < δ. Then

since φ(z)Uµ(z) is a lower semicontinuous function that is bounded from below, we have

I(µ)− δ <

∫
φ(z)Uµ(z) dµ(z) ≤ lim inf

n→∞

∫
φ(z)Uµ(z) dµn(z)

≤ lim sup
n→∞

∫
Uµ(z) dµn(z)

− lim inf
n→∞

∫
(1− φ(z))Uµ(z) dµn(z). (3.5)

For the last inequality, we use the fact that lim infn→∞(kn + ln) ≤ lim supn→∞ kn +
lim supn→∞ ln. By Fubini’s theorem, we see that

∫
Uµ(z) dµn(z) =

∫
Uµn

(z) dµ(z) = − 1

deg Pn

∫
log |Pn(z)| dµ(z) +

log |bn|
degPn

.

Since Lemma 3.3 holds for an arbitrary polynomial Q with integer coefficients, in par-
ticular it holds for the polynomials Pn. Therefore, fixing Q = Pn, for all m sufficiently
large, Pn and Pm have no common factors and we get

lim sup
n→∞

∫
Uµ(z) dµn(z) ≤ lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

+ E(Σ; {αn}) + lim
n→∞

log |bn|
deg Pn

. (3.6)

Now as z → ∞,

Uµ(z) =

∫

D(0;r)

log
1

|z − w| dµ(w) +
∫

D(0;r)c
log

1

|z − w| dµ(w)

≥ (1− δ)(− log |z|+O(1)) +

∫

D(0;r)c
log

1

|z − w| dµ(w).

For any M > 0 and |z| > r,
∫

D(0;r)c
log

1

|z − w| dµ(w) ≥
∫

D(0;r)c
min

{
M, log

1

|z − w|
}
dµ(w)

which is finite; hence, as z → ∞,

Uµ(z) ≥ − log |z| +O(1) = −gΣ(z,∞) +O(1).

Therefore, it follows that

lim inf
n→∞

∫
(1− φ(z))Uµ(z) dµn(z) ≥ − lim inf

n→∞

1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)
|x|≥r

gΣ(x,∞) + δ ·O(1). (3.7)

Since δ > 0 is arbitrary, using (3.6) and (3.7) in (3.5), it follows that

I(µ) ≤ 2
(

lim
n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

+ E(Σ; {αn})
)
.
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�

We are now ready for

The proof of Theorem 1.2. We shall first prove the result when Σ is regular (see Sec-
tion 2). Let {αn} be a sequence in Q satisfying (a)–(c). Observe that the result follows
if we show that limn→∞ hΣ(αn) ≥ −(1/2) log c(Σ). With this notation, we have

hΣ(αn) =
log |bn|
degαn

+
1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)

gΣ(x,∞).

Recall µn is the probability measure uniformly distributed on all conjugates of αn. By
Lemma 2.4, there exists a convergent subsequence of {µn}. We simply denote this
subsequence by {αn} and the corresponding sequence of measures by {µn}. Let µ be
the weak* limit of {µn}. Note that µ need not be compactly supported.

Let µΣ denote the equllibrium measure of Σ. We have UµΣ
(z) = −gΣ(z,∞)− log c(Σ)

for z ∈ C. Thus we get

hΣ(αn) =
log |bn|
degαn

+
1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)

(
log

1

c(Σ)
− UµΣ

(x)
)

= log
1

c(Σ)
+

log |bn|
degαn

−
∫

UµΣ
(z) dµn(z).

Since {hΣ(αn)} and {log |bn|/degαn} are both convergent, we get

lim
n→∞

hΣ(αn) = log
1

c(Σ)
+ lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

− lim
n→∞

∫
UµΣ

(z) dµn(z). (3.8)

The last limit exists because all other limits in (3.8) exist. We now estimate the last limit
in (3.8). By our assumption that Σ is regular, UµΣ

is a continuous function. Let φ be
a non-negative compactly supported continuous function. Thus φ(z)UµΣ

(z) is bounded
and continuous, and we get

∫
φ(z)UµΣ

dµ(z) = lim
n→∞

∫
φ(z)UµΣ

(z) dµn(z)

= lim
n→∞

∫
UµΣ

(z) dµn(z)− lim
n→∞

∫
(1− φ(z))UµΣ

(z) dµn(z). (3.9)

Fix δ > 0. Since UµΣ
(z) = − log |z| +O(1) as z → ∞, by Result 3.1, there exists r > 0

such that if φ is a cut-off function as in Lemma 3.3 so that 0 ≤ φ ≤ 1 with φ ≡ 1 on
D(0; r) for sufficiently large r, then

∫
φ(z)UµΣ

(z) dµ(z) ≤ (1 + δ)

∫
UµΣ

(z) dµ(z). (3.10)

As in the proof of Lemma 3.3, increasing r if necessary, we have µ(D(0; r)c) < δ and
µn(D(0; r)

c) < δ for sufficiently large n. Since UµΣ
(z) = −gΣ(z,∞)− log c(Σ), for large
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r, as in (3.7), we also have

lim
n→∞

∫
(1−φ(z))UµΣ

(z) dµn(z) ≤ − lim inf
n→∞

1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)
|x|≥r

gΣ(x,∞) + δ ·O(1). (3.11)

Since δ > 0 is arbitrary, (3.10) and (3.11) together with (3.9) give us

lim
n→∞

∫
UµΣ

(z) dµn(z) ≤
∫

UµΣ
(z) dµ(z)− lim

r→∞

(
lim inf
n→∞

1

degαn

∑

x∈Conj(αn)
|x|≥r

gΣ(x,∞)
)
.

The limit on the right hand side of the last expression is the escape rate E(Σ; {αn}) of
the sequence {αn} as in Proposition 3.4. By invoking Result 2.1 and Proposition 3.4,
it follows that

lim
n→∞

∫
UµΣ

(z) dµn(z) ≤
I(µΣ) + I(µ)

2
− E(Σ; {αn})

≤ 1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
+ lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

.

Using this in (3.8), we get

lim
n→∞

hΣ(αn) ≥ log
1

c(Σ)
+ lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

− 1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
− lim

n→∞

log |bn|
degαn

≥ 1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
.

Since the sequence {αn} is arbitrary, the result follows when Σ is regular.

If Σ is not regular, we consider a sequence {Σm} of regular compact sets symmetric
about the real axis such that Σm+1 ⊂ Σm for every m ∈ N and Σ = ∩mΣm. For
example, we can take Σm = {z ∈ C : dist(z,Σ) ≤ 1/m}. Note that c(Σm) ↓ c(Σ).
Also, note that gΣm

(z,∞) ≤ gΣ(z,∞) for every m ∈ N and z ∈ C. Therefore, for any
α ∈ Q, we have hΣm

(α) ≤ hΣ(α) for every m ∈ N. Let {αn} be a sequence in Q such
that degαn → ∞. Since the sets Σm are regular, it follows that lim infn→∞ hΣ(αn) ≥
lim infn→∞ hΣm

(αn) ≥ −(1/2) log c(Σm) for every m ∈ N. Thus

lim inf
n→∞

hΣ(αn) ≥
1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
.

�

We now prove a result alluded to in Section 1. Recall the definition of the Mahler
measure of a polynomial from Subsection 2.2 and the relation (2.3). We shall use these
in the proof of our next result. Recall that Zk[z] denotes the set of polynomials in Z[z]
whose zeroes are repeated at most k times.

Theorem 3.5. Let Σ be as in the statement of Theorem 1.2. Let k ∈ N. Let {Qn} be
a sequence of polynomials in Zk[z] such that degQn → ∞. Then we have

lim inf
n→∞

1

degQn
logMΣ(Qn) ≥

1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
.
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Proof. Fix ǫ > 0. As observed in Section 1, Theorem 1.2 and the Northcott property of
hΣ imply that there are only finitely many α ∈ Q such that hΣ(α) ≤ −(1/2) log c(Σ)−ǫ.
Thus there are only finitely many irreducible polynomials P ∈ Z[z] satisfying

1

degP
logMΣ(P ) ≤ 1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
− ǫ.

Let P denote the set of such polynomials.

Let {Qn} be a sequence of polynomials in Zk[z] such that degQn → ∞. Write, for
every n, Qn = Q1

nQ
2
n, where Q1

n is the product of factors of Qn that are also in P and
Q2

n is the product of the remaining factors of Qn. Thus, from (2.3),

1

degQn

logMΣ(Qn) =
degQ1

n

degQn

( logMΣ(Q
1
n)

degQ1
n

)
+

degQ2
n

degQn

( logMΣ(Q
2
n)

degQ2
n

)
. (3.12)

Similar to (3.12), logMΣ(Q
1
n)/degQ

1
n can be further written as a convex combination

using its irreducible sub-factors. Since these sub-factors are from the set P, we have

logMΣ(Q
1
n)

degQ1
n

≤ 1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
− ǫ.

Also, logMΣ(Q
2
n)/degQ

2
n can be further written as a convex combination using its

irreducible sub-factors. Therefore,

logMΣ(Q
2
n)

degQ2
n

>
1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
− ǫ.

Since the zeroes of each Qn are repeated at most k times, {degQ1
n} is bounded. There-

fore, by (3.12), there exists N ∈ N such that for every n ≥ N , we have

1

degQn

logMΣ(Qn) >
1

2
log

1

c(Σ)
− ǫ− ǫ

2
.

Since ǫ > 0 is arbitrary, the result follows. �

Corollary 1.5 follows from Theorem 3.5 (if Σ is not regular, for the case when all roots
of {Qn} eventually belong to any neighborhood of Σ, we use an argument as in the last
part of the proof of Theorem 1.2).

4. Proof of Theorem 1.6

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.6. As in the last section, we assume that Σ ⊂ C

is compact and symmetric about the real axis with 0 < c(Σ) < 1. Since Σ is symmetric
about the real axis, gΣ(z,∞) = gΣ(z̄,∞); thus level sets of gΣ(z,∞) are also symmetric
about the real axis. For n ∈ N, define

Ln := {z ∈ C : gΣ(z,∞) = n}.
We choose a compact subset En of Ln that is symmetric about the real axis and satisfies
c(Σ ∪ En) = 1. For sufficiently large n, such a set always exists. To see this, we start
with a compact subset E of Ln that is invariant under complex conjugation and which
satisfies c(Σ ∪ E) > 1. For example, if we choose E with c(E) > 1 then c(Σ ∪ E) > 1.
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Since capacity is a monotone function, by considering a decreasing family of subsets of
Ln, we eventually get a compact subset En of Ln that satisfies c(Σ ∪ En) = 1. Since
c(Σ) < 1, the set En is non-polar.

We recall the Fekete-Szegö result in [FS55] discussed in the introduction, i.e., if
c(K) ≥ 1 and K is symmetric about the real axis, then every neighborhood U of
K contains infinitely many algebraic integers α so that α and all its conjugates lie in
U . Let νn be the equilibrium measure of Σ ∪ En. Since c(Σ ∪ En) = 1, we can get
a sequence {αn,j} of algebraic integers such that Conj(αn,j) eventually belongs to any
neighborhood of Σ ∪ En. By Lemma 2.3,

µn,j :=
1

degαn,j

∑

x∈Conj(αn,j )

δx −→ νn as j −→ ∞. (4.1)

Fix a neighborhood U of Σ. We want to determine what fraction of Conj(αn,j) is in U
for sufficiently large j; thus we want to determine the value of νn(Σ). To do this, we

solve a Dirichlet problem on the domain Dn in the Riemann sphere Ĉ, where Dn is the

component of Ĉ \ (Σ ∪ En) containing ∞.

Let φ be the function on the boundary ∂Dn of Dn such that φ ≡ 0 on the exterior
boundary of Σ and φ ≡ 1 on the exterior boundary of En. Since φ is continous on ∂Dn,
there exists a unique bounded harmonic function f on Dn such that limz→ξ f(z) = φ(ξ)
for q.e. ξ ∈ ∂Dn. Then, by definition, f(∞) = νn(En). We show

f(z) =
gΣ(z,∞)− gΣ∪En

(z,∞)

n
.

Observe that, since gΣ(z,∞) ≡ n on En, limz→ξ f(z) = φ(ξ) for q.e. ξ ∈ ∂Dn. The
function f is harmonic and bounded on Dn with

f(∞) = lim
z→∞

gΣ(z,∞)− gΣ∪En
(z,∞)

n

= −1

n
log c(Σ).

Thus the function f defined above solves the Dirichlet problem for φ. Therefore, we
have νn(Σ) = 1 + 1

n
log c(Σ).

Now, owing to the above observations, there exist j′ ∈ N such that αn,j′ =: αn satisfies

♯{Conj(αn) ∩ U}
deg αn

≥ 1 +
1

n
log c(Σ)− 1

n
. (4.2)

Note that, since c(Σ) > 0, the right hand side of (4.2) converges to 1 as n → ∞. Since
n is arbitrary, we get a sequence {αn} of algebraic integers that satisfy (1.2).

We shall now construct a sequence {αn} of distinct algebraic integers that satisfy
(1.2) for any neighborhood U of Σ and hΣ(αn) → − log c(Σ) as n → ∞. Let {αn,j} be
a sequence of algebraic integers as above. There exists J ∈ N such that for all j ≥ J ,

we get gΣ(z,∞) ≥ n − 1
n2 for at least deg αn,j ·

(
νn(En) − 1

n2

)
many z ∈ Conj(αn,j).
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Therefore, for all j ≥ J , we get

hΣ(αn,j) ≥
(
n− 1

n2

)(
− 1

n
log c(Σ)− 1

n2

)
. (4.3)

Let r > 0 be such that Conj(αn,j) ⊂ D(0; r) for all j. Since gΣ(z,∞) is an upper
semicontinuous function, by (4.1), we get

lim sup
j→∞

hΣ(αn,j) = lim sup
j→∞

∫

{|z|≤r}

gΣ(z,∞) dµn,j(z) ≤
∫

{|z|≤r}

gΣ(z,∞) dνn(z). (4.4)

Using the definition of gΣ(z,∞) and the fact that Uνn(z) = 0 q.e. on Σ ∪ En, we get
∫

gΣ(z,∞) dνn(z) =

∫
(UµΣ

(z)− log c(Σ)) dνn(z) = − log c(Σ) +

∫
Uνn(z) dµΣ(z)

= − log c(Σ). (4.5)

By (4.3), (4.4) and (4.5), there exist j′ ∈ N such that αn,j′ satisfies

|hΣ(αn,j′) + log c(Σ)| < 1

n

and
♯{Conj(αn,j′) ∩ Un}

degαn,j′
≥ 1 +

1

n
log c(Σ)− 1

n
,

where Un := {z ∈ C : dist(x, z) < 1
n
for some x ∈ Σ}. Since n is arbitrary, we get a

sequence {αn := αn,j′} of algebraic integers that satisfy the required properties. This
finishes the proof of Theorem 1.6.

Remark 4.1. We can show that the sequence of measures {νn} constructed above con-
verge in the weak* topology to the equilibrium measure µΣ (and hence so does the
appropriate subsequence of the measures {µn,j}). First, by construction, {νn} is tight
and uniformly bounded in the total variation norm, so by Lemma 2.4 there exists a
weak* convergent subsequence which we continue to denote by {νn}. Let µ be its
weak* limit. Writing νn := γn + ζn where γn := νn|Σ and ζn := νn|En

, we have
γn(Σ) = 1 + 1

n
log c(Σ) → 1 so that µ is the weak* limit of {γn} and µ is a probability

measure supported in Σ. Since the logarithmic potential Uµ is lower semicontinuous,
we have

lim inf
n→∞

Uγn(zn) ≥ Uµ(z) for z ∈ C

where zn → z (cf., Theorem I.6.8 of [ST97]). We will show that Uµ(z) ≤ − log c(Σ) for
q.e. z ∈ Σ. For then I(µ) ≤ − log c(Σ) = I(µΣ) and the result follows.

To this end, since νn is the equilibrium measure of a set of logarithmic capacity equal
to 1, we have

Uνn(z) = Uγn(z) + Uζn(z) = 0 for q.e. z ∈ Σ ∪ En.

In particular, the above holds for q.e. z ∈ Σ. Thus

− lim sup
n→∞

Uζn(z) ≥ Uµ(z) for q.e. z ∈ Σ.
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Now for z ∈ Σ, since En → ∞ and ζn(En) → 0,

lim sup
n→∞

Uζn(z) = lim sup
n→∞

∫

En

log
1

|z − w| dζn(w) = lim sup
n→∞

∫

En

log
1

|w| dζn(w)

= lim sup
n→∞

(
−
∫

En

gΣ(w,∞) dζn(w)
)
.

Since gΣ(w,∞) ≡ n on En, we get
∫

En

gΣ(w,∞) dζn(w) = nζn(En) = n
(
−1

n
log c(Σ)

)
= − log c(Σ).

Therefore, we have

Uµ(z) ≤ − lim sup
n→∞

Uζn(z) = − log c(Σ) for q.e. z ∈ Σ.

5. Further discussion

There remain several relevant questions related to Theorems 1.2 and 1.6.

(1) Can the lower bound −(1/2) log c(Σ) in Theorem 1.2 be improved?
(2) Does there exist a sequence of distinct algebraic integers {αn} such that 1.2

holds for every neighborhood U of Σ and hΣ(αn) → L < − log c(Σ) as n → ∞?
(3) Let {αn} be a sequence of distinct algebraic integers such that {αn} satisfy (1.2)

for any neighborhood U of Σ and hΣ(αn) → − log c(Σ) as n → ∞. Does the
corresponding sequence of probability measures {µn} converge to the equilibrium
measure µΣ? If not, what other measures µ can be realized in this fashion?

Note that, in the case where Σ is a compact set symmetric about the real axis with
c(Σ) ≥ 1, Orloski and Sardari [OS23] have recently characterized the so-called arithmetic
probability measures on Σ, i.e., probability measures µ on Σ which are weak* limits of
measures {µn} coming from {αn} where all all conjugates of αn eventually lie inside
any fixed neighborhood of Σ. In our setting when c(Σ) < 1, necessarily in the second
question above we consider the less restrictive hypothesis (1.2).
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