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A DIRECT PROOF OF STAHL’S THEOREM FOR A GENERIC

CLASS OF ALGEBRAIC FUNCTIONS

SERGEY P. SUETIN

Abstract. Under the assumption of the existence of Stahl’s S-compact set
we give a short proof of the limit zeros distribution of Padé polynomials and
convergence in capacity of diagonal Padé approximants for a generic class of
algebraic functions. The proof is direct but not from the opposite as Stahl’s
original proof is. The generic class means in particular that all branch points
of the multi-sheeted Riemann surface of the algebraic function are of the first
order (i.e., we assume the surface is such that all branch points are of square
root type).

We do not use the relations of orthogonality at all. The proof is based on
the maximum principle only.

Bibliography: [13] titles.

1. Introduction

1.1. The seminal Stahl’s Theory (see [12], [13], [1] and the bibliography therein)
on the convergence of diagonal Padé approximants for the multivalued analytic
functions consists of two parts. Namely, geometrical part and analytical part. In
the first part it is proven that for a multi-valued function there exists a unique
admissible compact set S possesses Stahl’s symmetric property. Traditionally it
is refereed to as an S-compact set or briefly S-curve (see [12] and [9] for details).
In the original Stahl’s Theory it is supposed that the set of singularities of a
multivalued analytic function is of zero (logarithmic) capacity. Here we restrict
our investigation to the case of finite number of singular points only. Note that
a short proof of the existence of an S-curve for a multivalued analytic function
with a finite number of singular points was proposed by E. Rakhmanov in 1994
in the unpublished paper [8] (see also [6]). Rakhmanov’s proof is based on the
connection between capacity and potential of equilibrium measure of a compact
set.

In the second part of the Stahl’s Theory it is proven that there exists zeros limit
distribution of Padé polynomials and convergence in capacity of the diagonal Padé
approximants takes place as well. The original Stahl’s proof of the existence of
limit zeros distribution of Padé polynomials is based on the method of proof from
the opposite. In the current paper we give a short and direct proof of the second
part of Stahl’s Theory for a generic class of algebraic functions and under the
assumption that the first geometrical component is valid. We do not use the
relations of orthogonality at all. The proof is based on the maximum principle
only (cf. [7] and [11]).

Let introduce a generic class F of admissible multivalued functions which was
mentioned above.
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We set that f ∈ F if the following conditions are satisfied:
(1) f is an algebraic function with all the branch points of the first order (i.e.,

we assume that all the branch points are of square root type);
(2) S-curve of f consists of a finite number of non-intersected closed analytic

arcs each of which contains exactly two branch points of f – the ends of the arc.
Some discussion on this assumptions are given in Section 3.

1.2. Let f ∈ F , f∞ ∈ H (∞) and S = S(f∞) be the corresponding Stahl’s
compact set. Let λS be the probability equilibrium measure supported on S and
V λS (z) be the corresponding logarithmic potential of λS :

V λS(z) = γS − gS(z,∞), z ∈ D := Ĉ \ S, (1)

gS(z,∞) is the Green function for the domain D with the logarithmic singularity
at the infinity point z = ∞ and γS is the Robin constant for D.

Set Pn := Cn[z] be the set of all algebraic polynomials with complex coefficients
of order 6 n. For arbitrary polynomial Q ∈ C[z], Q 6≡ 0, we denote by χ(Q)
the zero counting measure of Q: χ(Q) :=

∑
ζ:Q(ζ)=0

δζ , where each zero of Q is

represented with respect to its multiplicity.
For f∞ ∈ H (∞) and arbitrary n ∈ N Padé polynomials Pn, Qn ∈ Pn, Qn 6≡ 0,

are defined (non-uniquely) from the following relation:

Rn(z) := (Qnf∞ − Pn)(z) = O

(
1

zn+1

)
, z → ∞; (2)

Rn(z) is the so-called error function.
The following result holds (see [12], [13]).

Theorem 1. Let f ∈ F and f∞ ∈ H (∞). Then as n → ∞

1

n
χ(Qn),

1

n
χ(Pn)

∗
−→ λS. (3)

Set Qn(z) = zkn + · · · , then as n → ∞

|Rn(z)|
1/n cap

−→ cap(S)e−gS(z,∞) inside D, (4)
∣∣f(z)− [n/n]f (z)

∣∣1/n cap
−→ e−2g

S
(z,∞) inside D. (5)

Recall that the existence of an S-compact set for a function f ∈ F follows
from [8].

2. Proof of Theorem 1

2.1. For two positive sequences {αn} and {βn} the relation αn ≍ βn means
that 0 < C1 6 αn/βn 6 C2 < ∞ for n = 1, 2, . . . and some constants C1, C2

which do not depend on n. For two sequences {αn(z)} and {βn(z)} of functions
holomorphic in a domain Ω the relation αn ≍ βn means that for each compact
set K ⊂ Ω and n = 1, 2, . . . 0 < C1 6 |αn(z)/βn(z)| 6 C2 < ∞ for z ∈ K where
the constants C1, C2 depend on K but do not depend on n and z ∈ K. Evidently
that for such pairs of sequences and functions we have that |αn/βn|

1/n → 1 as
n → ∞.
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Since f ∈ F , we have that S = S(f) =
p⊔

j=1
Sj, where Sj = arc(a2j−1, a2j). Set

w2 =
p∏

j=1
(z−a2j−1)(z−a2j). Then the two-sheeted hyperelliptic Riemann surface

(RS) R2(w) of the function w is the RS associated with f∞ ∈ H (∞), f ∈ F , in
accordance with Stahl’s Theory. Point z on R2(w) is given by z = (z, w). The RS

R2(w) may be considered as a two-sheeted covering of the Riemann sphere Ĉ with

the canonical projection π, π : R2(w) → Ĉ, π(z) = z. Let Γ := π−1(S). Then Γ
shares R2(w) into two domains, We shall call them the (open) sheets of R2(w).
The function w is a single-valued function on this RS and has opposite signs on the

sheets. We denote by R
(0)
2 the sheet of R2(w) where w(z)/zp → 1 as z → ∞ and

refereed to it as zero sheet. Another sheet will be denoted by R
(1)
2 and refereed

to as first sheet of R2(w). Then we have R2(w) = R
(0)
2 ⊔ Γ ⊔ R

(1)
2 . Points on

the sheets will be denoted by z(j), j = 0, 1, respectively. Evidently π(R
(j)
2 ) = D.

We shall identify R
(0)
2 with the Stahl’s domain D = Ĉ \ S and ∞(0) with ∞ and

consider the germ f∞ as the germ f
∞(0) . In general R2(w) is not the Riemann

surface of f and thus f is not a single-valued on R2(w). But since f ∈ F the germ

f
∞(0) can be extended from the infinity point ∞(0) to the whole zero sheet R

(0)
2

and even more to a small enough neighborhood V (0,1) of Γ , V (0,1) ∩R
(1)
2 6= ∅. In

accordance with Stahl’s Theory (see also [8]) the Green function gS(z,∞) of D

can be lifted to RS R2(w) as g(z) with the following properties: g(z(0)) = g(z,∞),

g(z(1)) = −g(z(0) < 0. From now on we shall suppose that V (0,1) is such that

∂V (0,1) ∩ R
(1)
2 = {z(1) : g(z,∞) = logR}, R > 1. Set D := R

(0)
2 ∪ V (0,1) be

a domain on R2(w) and f
∞(0) continues in D as a meromorphic (analytic and

single-valued) function, f ∈ M (D). The function Rn(z) is also extended to D as
a meromorphic function Rn(z). Let a polynomial qm(z) = zm + · · · is such that

the set of its zeros coincide with the projection of poles of f in D. Then f̃ := qnf
and qmRn are holomorphic functions in D.

2.2. For each ρ ∈ (1, R) we denote by Γ
(1)
ρ the set of points z(1) such that

gS(z,∞) = log ρ as z(1) ∈ Γ
(1)
ρ . Clearly we have g(z(1)) = − log ρ. The set Γ

(0)
ρ

is defined similarly and we have on that set g(z(0)) = log ρ. For ρ ∈ (1, R) let

D
(1)
ρ be a subdomain of D with ∂D

(1)
ρ = Γ

(1)
ρ , ∞(0) ∈ D(1). Similarly D

(0)
ρ ⊂ D,

∂D(0) = Γ
(0)
ρ , ∞(0) ∈ D(0). Set

un(z) := log |qm(z)Rn(z)| + (n + 1−m)g(z), z ∈ D. (6)

Function un is a subharmonic function in D. Thus for each ρ ∈ (1, R) we have
that

un(z) 6 max
ζ∈Γ

(1)
ρ

un(ζ), z ∈ D(1)
ρ . (7)

From (7) it follows that

∣∣Rn(z
(0))qm(z)

∣∣ 6 1

ρ2n+2−2m
Mn,1(ρ), z ∈ Γρ. (8)
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where we set Mn,1(ρ) := max
z∈Γρ

|Rn(z
(1))qm(z)|. Relations (6) and (7) imply that

for 1 < ρ1 < ρ2 < R we have

Mn,1(ρ1) 6

(
ρ2
ρ1

)n−m+1

Mn,1(ρ2). (9)

The following identity holds true:

Rn(z
(0)) = Qn(z)f(z

(0))− Pn(z) = Qn(z)f(z
(1))− Pn(z) +Qn(z)[f(z

(0))− f(z(1))]

= Rn(z
(1)) +Qn(z)[f(z

(0))− f(z(1))], z ∈ Γρ. (10)

From (8) and (9) it follows that

max
z∈Γρ

|Qn(z)[f(z
(0))− f(z(1))]qm(z)| = Mn,1(ρ)(1 + εn), εn → 0. (11)

From now on we shall consider only such ρ ∈ (1, R) that |qm(z)[f(z(0))−f(z(1))]| >

C(ρ) > 0 as z ∈ Γρ (clearly, f(z(0)) − f(z(1)) 6≡ 0). Set mn(ρ) := max
z∈Γρ

|Qn(z)|.

Then from (11) it follows that

mn(ρ) ≍ Mn,1(ρ). (12)

Since degQn 6 n, then Bernstein–Walsh theorem gives us the inequality:

|Qn(z)| 6 e
ngΓρ1

(z,∞)
mn(ρ1), z ∈ Γρ2 , ρ2 > ρ1, (13)

where gΓρ1
(z,∞) is the Green function for the domain gS(z,∞) > log ρ1. Clearly,

gΓρ1
(z,∞) = gS(z,∞)− log ρ1. From (13) we obtain the estimate

mn(ρ2) 6

(
ρ2
ρ1

)n

mn(ρ1). (14)

After combining the relations (9), (12) and (14) we obtain that

mn(ρ2) ≍

(
ρ2
ρ1

)n

mn(ρ1) and Mn,1(ρ2) ≍

(
ρ2
ρ1

)n

Mn,1(ρ1). (15)

Let Qn(z) = zkn + · · · , kn = degQn 6 n. Again Bernstein–Walsh theorem
gives us the inequality:

|Qn(z)| 6 e
kngΓρ1

(z,∞)
mn(ρ1), z ∈ Γρ2 , ρ2 > ρ1. (16)

From this relation it follows that

mn(ρ2) 6

(
ρ2
ρ1

)kn

mn(ρ1). (17)

But in accordance with (15) mn(ρ2) ≍ (ρ2/ρ1)
nmn(ρ1). From here and (17) we

obtain the inequality
(
ρ2
ρ1

)n

6 C

(
ρ2
ρ1

)kn

, (18)

where C = C(ρ1, ρ2), kn 6 n, 1 < ρ1 < ρ2. It directly follows from (18) that

degQn/n → 1, n → ∞. (19)
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2.3. Let Dρ := {z ∈ Ĉ : gS(z, ) > log ρ}, ρ > 1, gΓρ
(z,∞) be the Green

function for Dρ. Then gΓρ
(z,∞) = gS(z,∞) − log ρ = log |z| + γρ + o(1) =

log |z|+ γS − log ρ+ o(1). Thus γρ = γS − log ρ.
Set

un(z) :=
1

kn
log |Qn(z)| − gΓρ

(z,∞) −
1

kn
logmn(ρ). (20)

Since function un is subharmonic in the domain Dρ and un 6 0 on Γρ, then un 6 0

in Dρ and un(∞) 6 0. Thus we have that log ρ− γS 6 logmn(ρ)
1/kn and finally

obtain

mn(ρ)
1/kn > ρe−γS = ρ cap(S). (21)

For z ∈ K ⋐ Dρ and ζ ∈ Γρ we have by definition gΓρ
(z, ζ) = 0. Let now

extend the function gΓρ
(z, ζ) inside Γρ by identity gΓρ

(z, ζ) ≡ 0 when z ∈ Dρ,

ζ ∈ int Γρ.

Let Qn(z) =
kn∏
j=1

(z − ζj),

vn(z) :=
1

kn
log |Qn(z)| − gΓρ

(z,∞) +
1

kn

kn∑

j=1

gΓρ
(z, ζj)−

1

kn
logmn(ρ), (22)

z ∈ Dρ. Then vn is a harmonic function in Dρ and vn 6 0 on Γρ. From this it
follows that for z ∈ Γρ2 , ρ < ρ2 < R, we have

|Qn(z)| exp





kn∑

j=1

gΓρ
(z, ζj)



 6 mn(ρ) exp

{
kngΓρ

(z,∞)

}
. (23)

Let z∗n ∈ Γρ2 is such that |Qn(z
∗

n)| = mn(ρ2). Then from (23) we obtain that

mn(ρ2) exp

{ kn∑

j=1

gΓρ
(z∗n, ζj)

}
6 mn(ρ)

(
ρ2
ρ

)kn

. (24)

Ultimately from (24) and (15) we obtain that

exp

{
1

kn

kn∑

j=1

gΓρ
(z∗n, ζj)

}
6 C(ρ, ρ2)

1/kn , εn → 0. (25)

Let now Λ ⊂ N is a subsequence such that z∗n → z∗ ∈ Γρ2 and 1
kn
χ(Qn) → µ as

n → ∞, n ∈ Λ, µ(1) = 1. Then according to the descendence principle (see [5,
Chapter I, § 3, Theorem 1.3], [10], [2] and [3]), we have that

∫
gΓρ

(z∗, ζ) dµ(ζ) 6 0, z∗ ∈ Γρ2 , ρ2 > ρ. (26)

It directly follows from (26) that suppµ ⊂ Ĉ \Dρ. Since it is true for every ρ > 1
than we have that suppµ ⊂ S.
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2.4. So we have got that kn/n → 1 and each limit point µ of the sequence
{ 1
kn
χ(Qn)} satisfies the condition suppµ ⊂ S.

Since suppµ ⊂ S we have that

lim
n→∞

n∈Λ

mn(ρ)
1/kn 6 C2 < ∞.

Also from (21) it follows that

lim
n→∞

n∈Λ

mn(ρ)
1/kn > C1 > 0.

Set

un(z) :=
1

kn
log

1

|Qn(z)|
−

1

kn

kn∑

j=1

gΓρ
(z, ζj) + gΓρ

(z,∞), z ∈ Dρ.

Then {un} is a sequence of harmonic functions in Dρ. Let u(z) = lim
n→∞

un(z).

Then u is a harmonic function with the following properties (see (15)):

u(z) = V µ(z) − V λS(z) + const,

min
z∈Γρ1

u(z) = min
z∈Γρ2

u(z) for each ρ1, ρ2 > ρ.

From this it follows that u(z) = const and thus V µ(z) = V λS (z) for z ∈ Dρ. Since

suppµ ⊂ S, then V µ(z) = V λS for z ∈ D. Finally µ = λS because S has no inner
points.

Eventually we have that for each ρ > 1 there exist the limits

lim
n→∞

mn(ρ)
1/n = lim

n→∞

Mn,1(ρ)
1/n = ρ capS, ρ > 1, (27)

lim
n→∞

max
z∈S

|Qn(z)|
1/n = capS = e−γS , lim

n→∞

max
z∈Γρ

|Rn(z
(0))|1/n =

1

ρ
e−γS . (28)

From the above it easy to prove that

|Rn(z)|
1/n cap

−→ cap(S)e−gS(z,∞), n → ∞. (29)

Indeed, let

vn(z) :=
1

n−m+ 1
log |qm(z)Rn(z)| + gS(z,∞) + γS . (30)

Then for each ρ > 1 function vn is a subharmonic function in Dρ and from (28)
it follows that for z ∈ Γρ we have

vn(z) 6 Cn, (31)

where Cn → 0 as n → ∞. From (31) we obtain that for z ∈ Dρ

|qm(z)Rm(z)|1/(n−m+1)
6 cap(S)e−g

S
(z,∞)eCn . (32)

Thus

lim
n→∞

|Rn(z)|
1/n

6 cap(S)e−gS(z,∞). (33)

Relation (29) follows from (28) and (33) by two-constants theorem (cf. [4, § 3,
subsection 8, (31)–(36)]).

Since 1
nχ(Qn) → λS , then inside D

|Qn(z)|
1/n cap

−→ e−V λS (z), n → ∞. (34)
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From (29) and (34) the relation (5) follows.
Theorem 1 is proven.

3. Appendix

In fact the admissible class of analytic functions is wider then it is described in
the items (1)–(2) of definition of F . In particular our approach is valid for the
class of multivalued functions generated by the inverse Zhoukovskii transform.

More precisely, let ϕ(z) := z + (z2 − 1)1/2, where z ∈ Ĉ \ ∆, ∆ = [−1, 1] and

such branch of the function (·)1/2 is chosen that ϕ(z)/z → 2 as z → ∞. Let
1 < A < B < ∞ and a := (A+ 1/A)/2, b := (B + 1/B)/2. Then the function

f∆(z) :=

[(
A−

1

ϕ(z)

)(
B −

1

ϕ(z)

)]1/2
(35)

is an algebraic function of forth order with the set of square root singularities

Σ(f) = {±1, a, b}. Under the above conditions on (·)1/2 we have that f ∈ H (Ĉ\∆)
and Stahl’s compact set S(f) = [−1, 1]. Now let ϕ∆j

(z) be the inverse Zhoukovskii
function for a segment ∆j := [αj , βj ], j = 1, . . . ,m, ∆j ∩∆k = ∅, j 6= k. Set

f(z) :=

m∏

j=1

f∆j
(z), (36)

where each f∆j
(z) is defined by (35) with some suitable Aj and Bj.

When all ∆j ⊂ R, j = 1, . . . ,m, then S(f) =
m⊔
j=1

∆j, Since C(z, f) ⊂ F , our

approach is valid for each f ∈ C(z, f).
Another admissible and non-trivial subclass of F is obtained when at least one

of the branch points αj , βj , j = 1, . . . ,m, of f does not belong to the real line.
We can generalize (35) in the following way. Set

f∆(z) :=
∏(

A−
1

ϕ(z)

)α (
B −

1

ϕ(z)

)β

· . . . ·

(
C −

1

ϕ(z)

)γ

, (37)

where α, β, . . . , γ ∈ C \ Z, α+ β + · · ·+ γ ∈ Z, to obtain functions which are not
from F but for which the proof from Section 2 is also valid.
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