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Abstract

This work presents the Polynomiogram framework, an integrated computational platform for
exploring, visualizing, and generating art from polynomial root systems. The main innovation is
a flexible sampling scheme in which two independent parameters are drawn from user defined
domains and mapped to the polynomial coefficients through a generating function. This design
allows the same mathematical foundation to support both scientific investigation and generative
algorithmic art. The framework integrates two complementary numerical engines: NumPy’s
companion-matrix solver for fast, large-scale computation and MPSolve for high precision,
scientifically rigorous validation. This dual architecture enables efficient visualization for
creative use and accurate computation for research and education. Numerical accuracy was
verified using classical ensembles, including the Kac and Lucas polynomials. The method was
further applied to the cubic polynomial system to analyze its bifurcation structure, demonstrating
its value as both a scientific tool for exploring root phenomena and an educational aid for
visualizing fundamental concepts in algebra and dynamical systems. Beyond analysis, the
Polynomiogram also demonstrated its potential as a tool for personalized generative art.
Examples include the use of the platform to generate a natural form resembling a hibiscus flower
and to create personalized artwork expressing gratitude toward the advances in artificial
intelligence and large language models through a tribute composition.

Keywords: Polynomiogram, High Performance Computing, Mathematical Visualization,
Generative Math Art, Symbolic to Numeric Pipeline.



1. Introduction

In many scientific and engineering systems, parameters determine whether behavior is stable,
oscillatory, or chaotic. Bifurcation theory provides the mathematical foundation for studying
such transitions by analyzing how characteristic parameters influence system equilibria and their
stability [1]. Although bifurcation analysis is a mature and rigorous topic, its computational
counterpart, continuation and curve tracing, remains largely confined to academic study. These
methods deliver precise local information about individual branches but are difficult to scale or
parallelize when parameters vary widely.

In parallel, another long-standing line of research has investigated the global organization of
polynomial roots. Rather than following how individual roots move with parameters, these
studies examine how roots are distributed collectively across entire families of polynomials.
Classical examples include random polynomials, where coefficients are treated as random
variables, and lacunary or sparse polynomials, where many terms vanish [2, 3]. Theoretical work
by Kac, Edelman, and Kostlan showed that random polynomials with Gaussian coefficients tend
to have roots clustering near the unit circle, while lacunary polynomials exhibit distinctive root
gaps and reduced numbers of real roots. Orthogonal and recursive polynomial systems, such as
Chebyshev and Lucas families, form another major branch of this research [4, 5]. Together these
traditions established a statistical and geometric understanding of root distributions but remained
largely analytical, relying on probabilistic models and asymptotic reasoning rather than
visualization.

At the opposite end of the spectrum lies digital art, where mathematical formulas have long been
used to create images [6]. Fractals, strange attractors, and algorithmic geometry illustrate how
simple deterministic rules can yield intricate visual structures. Polynomiography, introduced by
Bahman Kalantari in the early 2000s, turned iterative root-finding algorithms such as Newton’s
method into visual art by mapping their basins of attraction [7]. It revealed the aesthetic potential
of mathematical computation but remained centered on the dynamics of iteration. The analytical
questions central to bifurcation theory such as how root locations evolve and stability changes
under parameter variation, were outside its scope.

The present work extends this idea in a new direction and introduces the concept of the
Polynomiogram. The name combines polynomial with the suffix -gram, from the Greek gramma,
meaning “something written or drawn.” The same suffix appears in words such as spectrogram
and phase diagram, which denote visual representations of mathematical or physical structures.
Whereas Polynomiography visualized the trajectories of iterative solvers, a Polynomiogram
visualizes the global distribution of polynomial roots across parameterized families. It replaces
the local dynamics of iteration with a statistical sampling of parameters and constructs density
maps that represent how roots populate the complex plane. These root-density fields reveal



geometric and spectral structures that can be interpreted scientifically as indicators of stability or
aesthetically as algorithmic patterns. In this sense, the Polynomiogram serves as a bridge
between the analytical tradition of bifurcation and the creative exploration of digital art.

The contributions of this work are summarized as follows. A general methodology is presented
for statistical visualization of polynomial spectra through global root density maps. A full-stack
software framework links symbolic definition, parallel root solving, and image rendering, with
optional multi-precision verification. Applications are demonstrated that range from stability
visualization in engineering models to generative art based on algebraic structure.

Section 2 reviews related work in polynomiography, spectral visualization, and root-finding
algorithms. Section 3 describes the framework, including symbolic representation, solvers,
sampling strategies, and visualization methods. Subsequent sections present results, applications,
and conclusions.

2. Background

Polynomial root finding is one of the oldest problems in mathematics and remains a central topic
in computational science. The task of determining the zeros of a polynomial arises in fields as
diverse as physics, chemistry, engineering, and among others. Early efforts focused on deriving
exact algebraic formulas, while later work turned toward numerical, iterative, and probabilistic
strategies as the complexity of higher degree equations became clear. The following sections
trace this progression, beginning with analytic formulas and continuing through modern
computational techniques that combine linear algebra, numerical refinement, and symbolic
computation.

Early mathematicians developed explicit formulas for quadratic, cubic, and quartic equations,
expressing the roots in terms of radicals. These achievements, refined through the works of
Cardano and Ferrari in the sixteenth century, marked the peak of classical algebraic theory.
However, the search for a general formula for higher degrees eventually reached a barrier. The
Abel- Ruffini theorem demonstrated that no general radical solution exists for polynomials of
degree five or greater, establishing a fundamental limit of algebraic solvability [8]. This result
redirected mathematical interest from symbolic formulas to numerical computation, where
approximation and algorithmic design replaced exact manipulation.

The recognition that higher degree equations cannot be solved by radicals shifted attention from
symbolic manipulation to numerical computation. Mathematicians began to design procedures
that approximate roots through algebraic transformations or repeated refinement. Two main
directions emerged. The first treats root finding as an eigenvalue problem by representing the
polynomial through a matrix whose eigenvalues correspond to its roots. The second relies on



iterative updates that refine approximate roots through repeated correction. These two strategies
defined the early numerical era of the twentieth century and provided the foundation for later
advances in computational algebra.

The first approach represents the polynomial through the Frobenius companion matrix, a dense
square matrix whose structure reflects the polynomial coefficients. This formulation converts the
root finding task into a matrix eigenvalue problem, opening the way to systematic analysis using
linear algebra. In this framework, the polynomial roots are obtained from the characteristic
equation of the matrix, and the numerical effort shifts to computing its eigenvalues. The stability
and efficiency of this process were made practical by the introduction of the QR algorithm, a
numerical procedure that repeatedly applies orthogonal transformations to reduce a matrix to
upper triangular form while preserving its eigenvalues. A related approach, the Schur
decomposition, expresses a matrix as the product of a unitary matrix, an upper triangular matrix,
and the inverse of the unitary matrix, providing a stable foundation for modern eigenvalue
solvers. These routines were later standardized and optimized in the Linear Algebra Package
(LAPACK), which forms the computational core of many scientific libraries. The computational
cost of this dense eigenvalue calculation scales approximately as O(n®) for a polynomial of
degree n [9]. Structured variants of this idea, such as the colleague and Fiedler matrices, improve
numerical conditioning when polynomials are expressed in orthogonal bases and exploit matrix
sparsity to enhance stability [10, 11].

While the matrix formulation provided a unified and reliable way to compute all roots
simultaneously, its computational cost and sensitivity to coefficient scaling limited its use for
very large or poorly conditioned polynomials [12]. Another approach explored the direct
iterative refinement, where each root or set of roots is improved through repeated numerical
updates rather than through matrix factorization. These algorithms became the second major
direction in numerical root finding and laid the groundwork for a variety of modern refinement
and hybrid methods.

The earliest and most widely known example is Newton’s method, which refines one root at a
time by linearizing the polynomial near an initial guess. When good starting points are available,
this method converges rapidly, but its success depends heavily on the choice of initial values. To
make the process more reliable, hybrid schemes were introduced that combine iteration with
deflation, removing each converged root from the polynomial to reduce numerical interference
among remaining roots. The best known of these hybrid solvers is the Jenkins - Traub algorithm,
which divides the computation into three coordinated stages (iteration, quadratic convergence,
and deflation) and achieves consistent robustness across diverse coefficient scales [13, 14].

As computers grew more powerful, attention turned toward methods that could refine all roots
simultaneously instead of one at a time. The Durand - Kerner and Aberth - Ehrlich algorithms
update every root through coupled iterations, allowing parallel computation and often faster



overall convergence [15]. These simultaneous strategies remain appealing because of their
conceptual simplicity and inherent parallelism.

The iterative methods that improved root computation also inspired visual interpretations.
Polynomiography, introduced by Kalantari, visualizes the convergence behavior of root finding
algorithms by assigning colors to points in the complex plane according to which root the
iteration converges to. The resulting images reveal the geometry of basins of attraction and show
how sensitive iterative methods are to their initial conditions. This perspective highlights the
dynamic nature of polynomial solving while connecting numerical analysis with mathematical
visualization [7].

While iterative and hybrid methods improved speed and flexibility, another line of research
emerged that aimed for mathematical certainty rather than numerical speed. For real
polynomials, certified computation is achieved through subdivision and isolation techniques that
gradually narrow the intervals containing the roots. These methods divide the real line into
smaller segments and determine how many roots lie within each segment. Classical approaches
include Sturm sequences, Descartes rule of signs, and continued fraction refinements, all of
which count or bracket roots within specific intervals and then refine these intervals until every
real root is isolated [16]. Closely related techniques extend this idea into the complex plane
through interval arithmetic. The interval Newton and Krawczyk operators apply verified
numerical analysis to enclose each complex root within a bounded region while ensuring that all
roots are captured and none are duplicated [17].

By the late twentieth century, as computer algebra systems matured, a new direction of research
began to move beyond numerical representation. These methods relied on exact algebraic
manipulation combined with controlled randomness to perform root finding symbolically. They
used exact number systems such as rational arithmetic to eliminate the precision problems of
floating-point computation. Randomization served as a practical tool for exploring solution
spaces and carrying out algebraic operations such as factorization more efficiently, while still
guaranteeing correctness once the algorithm completed. Within this framework, probabilistic
algorithms such as the Las Vegas methods became central tools for symbolic computation [18].
These algorithms use random choices to simplify or accelerate complex algebraic tasks while
guaranteeing exact results upon successful termination. Important examples include the work of
Kaltofen, which applied randomization to polynomial factorization and exact algebraic solving
[19]. Although these techniques are less common in standard numerical libraries, they
demonstrate how randomness can be harnessed to accelerate and stabilize difficult algebraic
computations.

Beyond static root finding, another area of research examines how the roots of a polynomial
change as parameters vary. In classical bifurcation theory, many stability problems can be
reduced to the study of characteristic polynomials that arise from the linearization of nonlinear
systems. The locations and multiplicities of these roots determine whether equilibria are stable



and when bifurcations occur. Root crossings along the real or imaginary axis indicate transitions
such as the onset of oscillations or multiple steady states. Visualization of these root trajectories
has long been used to understand qualitative changes in system behavior.

Applications in chemical and physical systems often make use of this connection indirectly. For
example, researchers analyzed the multiplicity and sensitivity of steady states in reaction models,
where the underlying stability conditions depend on the roots of characteristic polynomials [20,
21]. These studies demonstrate how the movement or coalescence of roots can signal changes in
dynamic behavior. Besides bifurcation and continuation studies, another group of research
traditions examines the global organization of polynomial zeros. Rather than following how
individual roots move with parameters, this research school seeks to understand how entire sets
of roots are distributed across families of polynomials. Although these studies share the same
motivation of describing root organization and global patterns, they differ in mathematical
structure and purpose [2, 22-24]. Most studies have been analytical in nature, focusing on
probabilistic models and asymptotic results.

The desire to see mathematics together with describing it has long driven the field of
mathematical visualization. A landmark example is fractal geometry, which revealed that simple
recursive formulas can generate images of extraordinary complexity. The Mandelbrot and Julia
sets demonstrated how self-similarity and sensitivity to initial conditions can be expressed
visually, linking dynamical systems and complex analysis to art. These discoveries transformed
mathematics into something that could be seen as well as proved [25].

This merging of computation and imagery eventually found a home in computer art. Algorithmic
visualization tools such as Ultra Fractal, Apophysis, and Chaoscope allow users to explore
iterative systems and create intricate fractal designs without requiring deep mathematical
training. Although these programs have shaped digital art for decades, their focus lies in
dynamical iteration rather than in the structure of algebraic equations. They do not include
symbolic parameterization, large-scale numerical root solvers, or data-driven visualization of
polynomial families.

The work presented here builds on this visual tradition but directs it back to the algebraic world.
The Polynomiogram framework is designed specifically to study and visualize polynomial
families. The following section describes the framework in detail, outlining its symbolic
structure, numerical strategies, parallel sampling, and rendering process.

3.Methodology

This section introduces the conceptual framework of the Polynomiogram system for large-scale
visualization of polynomial roots. The framework operates as a complete pipeline that links
algebraic definition, numerical computation, and visual analysis. It consists of six main stages



(see Figure 7): problem definition, symbolic representation, root computation, parallelization,
aggregation and density mapping, and visualization.

In the standard workflow, polynomial families are defined symbolically, parameters are sampled
within bounded domains, and all roots are computed and visualized as density maps in the
complex plane. An optional user-defined function (UDF) interface allows users to bypass the
symbolic and sampling stages by supplying explicit polynomials or coefficient sets directly,
proceeding straight to root computation and visualization. Implementation details and
reproducible code for the standard workflow are provided in the accompanying Github
repository; the description here focuses on the conceptual design and data flow of the system.

Consider univariate complex polynomials of the form
n

p(r,0) = ) a(O)x* (1)
k=0

where n is the fixed degree and a; (0) are parameter dependent coefficients. Polynomials may be
represented in dense or sparse form; coefficients with zero value are omitted implicitly. Samples
for which the leading coefficient a, (0) vanishes are excluded to ensure that only well-defined
equations are analyzed. The parameters 0 are drawn from bounded domains, and each coefficient
function a; (0) is assumed continuous. These assumptions guarantee that all roots remain within a
finite region of the complex plane, enabling stable numerical computation and meaningful
visualization of their aggregated density.

To describe these parameters more concretely, the framework introduces two latent variables, 6 =
(t1,t,), which serve as the primary controls for generating polynomial coefficients. Each variable
represents a complex value selected from a bounded region of the complex plane, and together
they define a coordinate pair that specifies one polynomial instance within the family. For each
sampled pair (t;,t,), the coefficient functions a,(0) are evaluated to produce a unique
polynomial.

This formulation establishes a continuous relationship between the parameter space and the
coefficients, allowing the polynomial structure to change smoothly as the parameters vary.
Coefficients may be defined directly through algebraic expressions, such as a, = t? + I X t,, or
generated from analytical templates, including Chebyshev or alternating geometric forms. Both
approaches preserve coherence among neighboring samples, ensuring that gradual changes in
parameter values correspond to gradual transformations in root patterns.

Parameter sampling follows several well-defined geometric configurations in the complex plane.
The unit circle introduces angular variation, the disk extends this to include radial effects, the
annulus provides bounded radial control, and the line segment creates a simple linear path useful
for studying boundary behavior. Sampling within these bounded regions is uniform to preserve
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statistical balance. Fixed pseudo-random seeds ensure reproducibility, and independent random
generators for t; and t, prevent correlation between variables.

Building on this foundation, the framework extends the sampling strategy by allowing the two
latent parameters t; and ¢, to be drawn either from the same domain or from different ones. When
both variables share the same sampling region, the resulting parameter space exhibits uniform and
symmetric geometric properties. The framework also supports heterogeneous configurations in
which t; and t, originate from distinct domains. In such cases, the parameter space forms the
Cartesian product D; X D,, where D;and D, represent the respective sampling regions. Each
sampled pair (t;,t,) defines one polynomial, and the entire collection of pairs constitutes the
ensemble used for statistical and visual analysis. Allowing distinct sampling domains for the two
latent variables is a key and original contribution of this work.

Problem Definition
Drefine polynomial families
and parameters

L

User Defined Functi
Symbolic Representation ser Lefined Function

UDF
Generate coefficients using — E? " ) ks
— irect input o -,CIWJ'JDH?J&
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l |
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Figure 1: Conceptual workflow of the Polynomiogram framework.



Because the coefficients a; = f;(t;,t,) depend on both variables, different combinations of
sampling domains generate independent geometric influences within the coefficient space. For
instance, if t; is sampled along the unit circle and t, within the disk, the variable t; governs the
angular phase of the coefficients, while t, modulates their radial magnitude. Alternatively, if t; is
drawn from an annulus and t, from a line segment, the coefficients exhibit a combination of
periodic radial modulation and linear gradients. This flexibility enables exploration of hybrid
coefficient structures that have not been systematically investigated before.

From an analytical perspective, this mixed domain sampling provides a new means to study how
angular, radial, and linear effects interact within the coefficient space and influence the
organization of polynomial roots. From an artistic perspective, it produces layered and asymmetric
root density textures that significantly expand the expressive range of Polynomiogram
visualization.

Once the parameter space is established, each sampled pair 6 = (t;,t,)is treated as an
independent experiment. The framework evaluates all parameters, substitutes them into the
symbolic coefficient expressions, and assembles the coefficient vector [a,, a,_1, ..., ag]. Each
polynomial p(x; 0) is then solved for all complex roots. Two complementary numerical solvers
are provided. The default solver employs NumPy’s companion matrix eigenvalue method, which
computes all roots simultaneously using LAPACK’s QR and Schur routines in double precision.
This approach is highly efficient and well suited for large parameter sweeps involving millions of
polynomials. For problems requiring certified accuracy or higher precision, the framework
integrates MPSolve, a multi-precision polynomial solver based on the Aberth-Ehrlich
simultaneous iteration. MPSolve dynamically adjusts precision and provides residual-based
verification of all computed roots. NumPy offers maximum throughput for exploratory
visualization, while MPSolve ensures numerical rigor for ill conditioned or high degree cases.
Together they allow the system to balance efficiency and reliability.

Each sample is processed independently, and any invalid or unstable results are discarded without
affecting other computations. All computed roots are collected and combined into a two-
dimensional density field representing their spatial distribution in the complex plane. The roots are
binned onto a square grid with uniform resolution, producing a density map that serves as the basis
for both quantitative analysis and visualization.

The grid boundaries are determined empirically to capture the central 95 percent of the data while
excluding numerical outliers. A small symmetric margin is added to maintain a balanced frame,
and the axes are scaled to preserve a square aspect ratio. Each root contributes to the density field
through histogram binning, and non-finite or out of range values are removed before aggregation.



This approach yields a normalized density map that summarizes millions of root samples with
consistent spatial resolution. The resulting field provides a compact numerical representation of
global root structure, ready for rendering in the visualization stage.

The visualization process converts this numerical field into a high-resolution image that reveals
both the statistical and aesthetic organization of polynomial roots. The framework offers several
rendering modes that translate root density into color and texture. The “Pure Pixel” mode produces
sharp and precise visualizations suitable for quantitative analysis. The “Smooth Glow” mode uses
gradual transparency to emphasize clusters of roots, creating soft gradients that highlight local
density variations. The “Smoky Bloom” mode applies additive blending to generate layered,
atmospheric compositions that accentuate symmetry and motion in the data. Color processing
further refines the presentation. The normalized density values are adjusted for contrast, faint
regions are suppressed to reduce visual noise, and the resulting intensities are mapped onto
continuous color palettes that ensure smooth tonal transitions. These choices influence the visual
tone of the image without changing the underlying data.

Together, the rendering and color mapping transform abstract numerical information into visually
interpretable and aesthetically engaging compositions, demonstrating how the Polynomiogram
framework bridges scientific visualization and digital art.

4. Results and Discussion

This section demonstrates the versatility of the Polynomiogram framework through three
complementary perspectives: proof of correctness, educational exploration, and creative
expression. First, the framework is validated against classical analytical results for well-studied
polynomial families, including random polynomials following the Kac distribution and the
recursive Lucas polynomials, confirming its accuracy in reproducing known root structures.
Next, it is applied as an educational and experimental tool to visualize bifurcation patterns in cubic
systems, illustrating how parameter variation influences stability and root organization.
Finally, two examples highlight its capacity for generative and artistic visualization, showing how
mathematical precision and aesthetic design can coexist within the same computational platform.

4.1 Proof of Correctness: Random Polynomials and the Kac Distribution

Validation of the Polynomiogram framework was conducted by reproducing the known statistical
properties of random polynomial ensembles. In the Kac model,

P(2) = Xi—o axz® (2)
a, ~ N(0,1) i.i.d. (3)
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Lam and Nguyen recently established that the expected number of real zeros satisfies[26]
2
E[Nreal] ~ E lOg(n) + CE + 0(1) (4)

Where C; is a distribution dependent constant that is non universal and varies continuously with
the law of €. In addition, the famous analysis by Shepp and Vanderbei provided an explicit
expression for the expected zero-density function h, (x,y) in the complex plane and
demonstrated that, for large n, the zeros concentrate in a narrow annulus near |z| = 1 with
asymptotically uniform angular distribution [27]. This concentration represents the limiting
intensity of complex zeros, forming a nearly uniform ring on the unit circle.

The validation experiment generated 10° random polynomials for each degree n = 10 and n =
50, with coefficients sampled from the standard normal distribution. All roots were computed
using the companion-matrix eigenvalue method and aggregated into normalized two-dimensional
density grids. The resulting Polynomiograms (Figure 2) display a bright circular band centered at
the origin with radius |z| = 1. The interior region |z| < 0.8 remains largely vacant, and a faint
horizontal trace along the real axis corresponds to the small number of real zeros predicted by
Phuc’s logarithmic law. The angular distribution of zeros is uniform, and the radial histogram
peaks at = 1.00 £ 0.05. For n = 10, the band appears diffuse due to finite-degree effects,
whereas for n = 50, the zeros form a sharply defined ring.

The observed distributions are consistent with the limiting zero measure supported on the unit
circle predicted by Shepp and Vanderbei and with Kac’s theoretical expectations for the real-axis
statistics. The results confirm that the Polynomiogram framework accurately reproduces both the
real and complex asymptotic behavior of random polynomial ensembles and provides a reliable
computational means for visualizing their root density structures.

4.2 Validation Using Lucas Polynomials

A second validation used a deterministic polynomial family with a known analytic zero
distribution. The Lucas polynomials were selected for this purpose because they possess a closed
analytical form for both the polynomial and its zeros [28]. This benchmark ensured that the
solver accurately reproduced an exact deterministic distribution.

The Lucas polynomials are defined by the recurrence:

Lo(x) =2, Li(x)=x, Lpy(x)=xL,(x)+L_1(x), n=1 Q)
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N=10 N=50
Figure 2: Root density of random Gaussian polynomials (Kac ensemble) for degrees (N = 10)
and (N = 50). The zeros converge toward the unit circle (|z| = 1) as N increases.

A closed form can be written as

x+VeZ+ 4\ [x—VaZ+ 4\
L) =|——F—) +t|(——— (6)
2 2
All zeros of L,,(x) are given exactly by
) 2k + Dm
X = 21 cos <T>' k=01..,n—1 (7)

Each zero lies on the imaginary axis between (—2i) and (2i) and the zeros are symmetric with
respect to the origin. As n — oo, the zeros become dense on the segment connecting these two
points.

The numerical visualization produced by the application exhibited a vertical alignment of zeros
centered on the imaginary axis, confirming that all computed roots satisfy Re(x) ~ 0 within
numerical precision (see Figure 3). The upper and lower extremities of the distribution were
located near ( £2i ), consistent with the theoretical bounds of the Lucas polynomial zeros. The
computed positions of selected zeros, suchas (x =0 + 2.0i )and (x =0 — 2.0i),
correspond closely to the analytical limits ( £2i ). Minor numerical scatter visible in the plot
arises from finite-precision rounding and from the aggregation of multiple degrees, but the
overall pattern remains fully symmetric with respect to the origin.
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Pinned Points:
®P1: 0.0 -2.0i ®Pp2: 0.0 +2.0i

Figure 3: Numerical root distribution of the Lucas polynomials for degrees up to N = 1000
computed with MP Solve at 500-digit precision.

Computing the zeros of high degree Lucas polynomials require more than standard double
precision arithmetic since the zeros of Lucas polynomials form a narrow vertical distribution
centered on the imaginary axis. This clustering makes the eigenvalue problem highly sensitive to
rounding. Conventional libraries such as NumPy rely on fixed precision linear algebra and
therefore cannot maintain the symmetry, confinement, or correct extremal behavior of the zeros
once the degree becomes large. MPSolve avoids these issues by using multi-precision arithmetic,
certified refinement, and numerically stable algorithms for clustered roots.

4.3 Visualization of Bifurcation and Catastrophe Structures

After verifying the accuracy of the framework using both the Kac ensemble and the Lucas
polynomial sequence, the next application demonstrates that the Polynomiogram provides a
complementary view to classical bifurcation theory for parameter dependent polynomial
systems.

In bifurcation theory, qualitative changes in the roots of a polynomial equation P(x; ) = 0
occur when the control parameters 8 cross the discriminant set £ = 6: Disc,,P(:; 8) = 0. The
discriminant identifies parameter values for which two or more roots coincide, defining the
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manifold that separates regions with different topological structures of the root set. The
Polynomiogram supplements this parametric description by integrating over a bounded
parameter domain and projecting the total solution manifold S = (6,z) € RP X C: P(z;60) =0
onto the complex plane. This projection does not follow individual root trajectories as parameters
vary but instead aggregates all roots in spectral space, transforming the discriminant surface in
parameter space into visible geometric structures such as ridges or discontinuities in root density.
Through this representation, parametric bifurcations appear as geometric transitions in the
spectral domain.

To illustrate the relationship, consider the cubic polynomial family
P(x)=x3+ax?*+bx—1 (8)

with parameters (a, b) € [—3,3]?. This cubic model provides the simplest analytic case in which
bifurcation structure can be computed exactly and thus serves as a reference for interpreting
spectral features in the Polynomiogram. The discriminant of this cubic is

A(a,b) = a?b? — 4b3 + 4a® — 27 — 18ab (9)

and the boundary between distinct root regimes is given by the condition A(a, b) = 0. On this
curve, the polynomial has a double real root ( r ) that satisfies both (P(r) = 0)and ( P'(r) =
0 ). Eliminating ( @ ) and ( b ) yields the parametric representation

1 2
a(r) = —2r — 2 b(r) =12 += r+0 (10)

The sign of the discriminant determines the number and type of real roots:
e A(a,b) > 0 = 3 real roots
e A(a,b) <0 =1 real root and one complex conjugate pair.

The curve ( a(r), b(r) ) separates the parameter space into these two regimes as shown in Figure
4. The region above the curve, where A < 0, corresponds to the single real root regime, and the
region below, where A > 0, corresponds to the three real root regimes. Crossing this boundary
changes the number of real roots by two, representing a fold bifurcation that separates
monostable and tri-stable configurations.

To characterize the bifurcation structure of the cubic family (P(x) = x3 + ax? + bx — 1), the
boundary points labeled ( P;) through ( Py ) in Figure 4 represent the intersections of the
discriminant curve A(a, b) = 0 with the boundaries of the parameter domain a, b € [—3,3].
Along this discriminant, the cubic possesses a double root that marks the transition between the
one real root and three real roots regimes. At each labeled point (P;), the corresponding
parameter coordinates (a, b) and their associated roots (x) were computed explicitly. The
numerical results are summarized in Table 1, which list the parameters (a, b) together with all
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distinct roots (x4, Xg, x¢) for the same parameter pair, where subscripts (4, B, C) denote separate
real or complex solutions of the cubic.

Among these, (Pz = (—3,3)) is of particular importance: it corresponds to the triple-root
configuration (P(x) = (x — 1)3), where the discriminant and its derivative both vanish
simultaneously. This point defines the cusp of the discriminant surface and represents the unique
degenerate case in which the three roots coalesce into one. In the spectral domain, the projection
of (P,) is associated with a local drop in root density, reflecting the fact that the triple-root
condition occupies zero measure in parameter space and therefore contributes negligibly to the
aggregated density map.

3_‘ L T ) O, 7, 5 9
[ P2 P4 |
2 1 real root '
: P6 ]
[ (A <0)
1 i 1
o 0f -
A(a,b) =0

L (double root boundary) 1
-1r !
i 3 real roots
20 (A>0) ]

[ P1 P P3
—3 ~, 1 1 P | 1 1 i1 1 i1 I il 1 1 i1 1 Rk 1 1 | 1 Pt ’-
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3

a

Figure 4: Bifurcation diagram for the cubic polynomial ( P(x) = x> + ax? + bx — 1).
Points ( P; ) through ( Pg ) mark the intersections of the discriminant boundary 4(a, b) = 0 with
the limits of the parameter domain a, b € [—3,3]. The black curve connecting ( Ps — Pg )
separates the one-real-root region (4 < 0,orange) from the three-real-root region (4 > 0,blue).

The remaining points (P;, P,) lie in the one-real-root regime (A < 0) and each exhibit one real
root together with a complex-conjugate pair, as shown in Table 1. Points (P, Ps, Py) lie in the
three-real-roots regime (A > 0) and display three distinct real solutions. Identifying these
boundary and critical points is essential because they anchor the discriminant within the finite
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parameter domain and provide fixed reference locations that link parameter space to spectral
space. Each labeled point (P;) projects to a specific feature or discontinuity in the complex-root
density map, enabling direct comparison between the bifurcation structure of the cubic system
and the corresponding patterns visualized in the Polynomiogram.

Table 1: Representative root values in distinct parameter regimes.

One root regime Three real roots regime
ID Point a b Root x ID Point a b Root x
P1A P1 -3.00 -3.00[ -0.42-0.281 P3A P3 3.00 -3.00 -3.73
P1B P1 -3.00 -3.00] -0.42+0.281 P3B P3 3.00 -3.00 -0.27
P1C P1 -3.00 -3.00 3.85 P3C P3 3.00 -3.00 1.00
P4A P4 3.00 3.00] -1.63-1.091 P5A P5 -1.62 -3.00 -0.60
P4B P4 3.00 3.00f -1.63+1.091 P5B P5 -1.62 -3.00 2.81
P4C P4 3.00 3.00 0.26 P6A P6 3.00 1.62 -1.68
P6B P6 3.00 1.62 0.36

In the Polynomiogram of the cubic family (P(x) = x3 + ax? + bx — 1) the structure of the real
and imaginary projections is constrained by the boundary points (P;) — (Pg) (see Figure 5).
Along the real axis the support extends from Pz, =~ —3.732 to P, =~ 3.843, which are the
extreme real roots attainable within the parameter box a, b € [—3,3]. The real-axis density is not
continuous: there is a forbidden interval between P;5 =~ —0.268 and P, = 0.260 where roots

43
cannot occur because the feasibility line b = 1Tx — xa lies outside ([-3,3]). The point Pg4 =

—1.677 marks the real location where the system crosses the discriminant; to the left the cubic
has three real roots, while to the right it has one real root and a complex conjugate pair. The
bounds on the imaginary part are read from the vertical markers: Ps, = — 0.589i is the inner left
touch of the void, (P;4) and (P;p) form the lower and upper limits at (a = b = — 3), (Pp) and
(Py,) form the corresponding limits at (a = b = 3), and the triple root (P, = (x — 1)3) at (x =
1) sits at the center of the inner contour where density drops. Taken together, these labeled points
specify the maximal real span, the gap on the real axis, the inner and outer bounds for the
imaginary parts, and the exact abscissa of the transition from three real roots to one real root with
a complex pair, so they provide a direct geometric link between the parameter-space bifurcation
map and the spectral features in the root-density image.
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© P3B: -0.267 -0.007i @ P5A: -0. .004i ©® P1A: -0.427 -0.284i
@ P4C: 0.260 -0.009i ® P4B: -1.63 .091i © P1B: -0.423 +0.280i

©®P2: 1.006 -0.002i ® P4A: .63

Figure 5: Polynomiogram of the cubic polynomial (P(x) = x3 4+ ax? + bx — 1) showing the
distribution of all roots over the parameter domain a, b € [—3,3].

4.4 Algorithmic Art Generator

An illustrative example is shown in Figure 6, featuring the Polynomiogram artwork Petals of
Silence, in which the platform is used to reproduce the form of a hibiscus flower. The image on
the left displays a photograph of the real flower, while the image on the right shows the
rendering generated from the polynomial

P(x)=—1+x+ P, x%+ P, x?? + x?8 (11)
The coefficients are defined as
P, =100e'5%1 —100e'*%2, P, = 100e°"2 — 100 e'*" (12)
with t;sampled from an annulus and t, sampled from a uniform disk in the complex plane.

These heterogeneous sampling domains enforce distinct magnitude phase distributions for each
coefficient, thereby introducing asymmetry and interference patterns that drive the multi-scale,
petal like geometry of the rendering. The correspondence of the computational form with the
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natural flower morphology demonstrates how coefficient domain engineering in the root-
distribution framework can translate algebraic structure into visual features.

Figure 6: Comparison between natural and algorithmically generated forms. The left panel shows
a photograph of a hibiscus flower, while the right panel presents a Polynomiogram rendering
produced entirely from the distribution of polynomial roots, Petals of Silence.

Beyond natural forms, the Polynomiogram framework can also encode conceptual or experiential
themes through its parameterization. By selecting coefficient domains that represent specific
relationships or symbolic structures, the system enables the generation of personalized and
thematic compositions. Figure 7 illustrates this capability through the artwork Fusion of Minds,
which pays tribute to the sequence of innovations that revolutionized artificial intelligence and
modern language modeling. The composition expresses gratitude for the collective progress that
has transformed both science and society. The piece was designed to represent the intellectual
convergence of four landmark contributions in neural language processing. Word2Vec (Mikolov
et al., 2013, 49 500 citations) introduced distributed vector representations that captured
semantic meaning [29]. Seq2Seq (Sutskever et al., 2014, 30 000 citations) developed the encoder
and decoder framework that enabled sequence translation [30]. Transformer (Vaswani et al.,
2017, 195 000 citations) presented the attention mechanism that made large-scale model training
practical [31]. BERT (Devlin et al., 2018, 144 000 citations) demonstrated how pretraining and
fine-tuning could generalize language models across many tasks [32].
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Figure 7: Polynomiogram artwork, Fusion of Minds. The interleaved phase terms induce
constructive and destructive interference between coefficient magnitudes, yielding a multi-scale,
rotationally entangled structure. The composition symbolizes the convergence of independent
ideas into a unified field, reflecting the collaborative synthesis that drives the evolution of
modern language models.

To express appreciation for these contributions, a polynomial was defined using Word2Vec as the
reference for coefficient scaling. The degree of each term was set to 2025 — publication year,
and the coefficient magnitude was given by the ratio of the paper’s citation count to that of
Word2Vec. This produces the normalized polynomial

p(x) = 1.000x? + 0.606x! + 3.939x8 + 2.909x7 (13)

Rendering this polynomial with the Polynomiogram created the artwork Fusion of Minds, shown
in Figure 7. The visualization symbolizes how independent ideas from different researchers and
countries merge into a collective center of innovation. Each curved path represents a single
scientific milestone, and their convergence illustrates the cumulative nature of discovery. Within
this composition, the interwoven coefficient phases symbolize the interaction of independent
ideas that collectively shaped the current paradigm of large-scale language understanding.

5. Conclusion

This work presented a unified framework for computing, visualizing, and interpreting
polynomial roots through the Polynomiogram platform. The approach combines symbolic
parameterization, efficient numerical root solving, and density-based visualization into a single
computational environment. Verification using the Kac and Lucas ensembles confirmed the
accuracy of the numerical implementation, reproducing known statistical and analytic results.
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The bifurcation analysis of the cubic polynomial (P(x) = x* + ax? + bx — 1) demonstrated
how discriminant boundaries in parameter space correspond to distinct geometric and spectral
features in the complex plane. By mapping the parameter intersections (P;) — (P) and their
projected roots, the connection between classical bifurcation theory and the spectral
representation of root distributions was established. Beyond analysis, the Polynomiogram was
shown to be an adaptable platform for artistic generation. The examples of the Petals of Silence
and Fusion of Minds tribute illustrate that algebraic structures can be transformed into
personalized or thematic visual expressions. These results highlight the versatility of the
framework as both a scientific visualization tool and a medium for creative design.

Future work will focus on extending the computational model to higher-dimensional parameter
spaces, incorporating adaptive sampling, and expanding the rendering engine to support dynamic
animations and interactive exploration. The broader vision is to make the Polynomiogram a
bridge between mathematics, computation, and art, where numerical rigor and human creativity
coexist within the same system.

Code Availability. The complete implementation of the Polynomiogram platform, including
data generation scripts and visualization examples, is publicly available at:
https://github.com/gibbenergy/Polynomial-Root-Art-Generator
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