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Abstract

We consider a normalized indeterminate Hamburger moment sequence
s which is supposed to be Stieltjes. We revisit old results about determi-
nacy/indeterminacy in the sense of Stieltjes for s and we prove some new
results about the concepts involved.
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Friedrichs solution to a Stieltjes problem.

1 Introduction

In a recent paper Sokal and Walrad [13] gave a continued fraction characterization
of Stieltjes moment sequences for which there exists a representing measure with
support in [ξ,∞). In Remark 3 of their paper the authors referred to a private
communication by the present author. The purpose of the present paper is to
make this communication available.

For a normalized Stieltjes moment sequence s which is indeterminate as a
Hamburger moment sequence, there is a quantity α = α(s) ≤ 0, which can be
used to characterize Stieltjes indeterminacy of s. In fact there is exactly one
measure (resp. several measures) supported by [0,∞) with moment sequence s
if α(s) = 0 (resp. α(s) < 0). Chihara [7, Lemma 1] proved an equivalent of

α(s) = lim
n→∞

Pn(0)

Qn(0)
(1)
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in terms of chain sequences, where Pn and Qn are the orthonormal polynomials
and those of the second kind affiliated with s. In [5] there was given another
characterization of α(s) as

α(s) = lim
x→−∞

D(x)

B(x)
, (2)

where B,D are two of the Nevanlinna functions for the indeterminate Ham-
burger problem, see Section 2 for definitions in connection with the Nevanlinna
parametrization (21) of the solutions to the indeterminate Hamburger moment
problem. The formula (2) for α(s) together with the graph of the function
j(x) = D(x)/B(x) in Section 3 makes it transparent that the zeros of B(z)t−D(z)
are bounded below, hence of the form x1(t) < x2(t) < . . . for a sequence (xn(t))
tending to infinity. When t = ∞ then B(z)t−D(z) shall be interpreted as B(z).
Therefore, the N-extremal solutions νt, t ∈ R ∪ {∞} of the Hamburger moment
problem are of the form

νt =
∞
∑

n=1

ρ(xn(t))εxn(t), (3)

where

ρ(x) =

(

∞
∑

n=0

P 2
n(x)

)−1

, x ∈ R. (4)

By εa we denote the measure with mass 1 concentrated in the point a ∈ R.
For any solution µ of the Hamburger moment problem we define

ξ(µ) := inf supp(µ). (5)

We therefore get

supp(νt) = {xn(t), n ≥ 1}, ξ(νt) = x1(t).

In particular, the graph of j(x) shows that supp(νt) is contained in [0,∞) if and
only if α(s) ≤ t ≤ 0. The last result can also be deduced from [8, p. 340]. Notice
that there are solutions µ with supp(µ) = R and hence ξ(µ) = −∞. This is true
for the solution

µ =
1

π

(

B2(x) +D2(x)
)−1

dx,

cf. formula (2.15) in [5].
The standard orthonormal basis of ℓ2 is denoted e0, e1, . . .. We consider the

Jacobi matrix (14) as an operator in ℓ2 with the domain F of sequences with only
finitely many non-zero elements. It is a symmetric operator of deficiency indices
(1, 1). Its self-adjoint extensions in ℓ2 can be parametrized as (Tt, D(Tt)), t ∈
R ∪ {∞} such that

νt = 〈Ete0, e0〉, t ∈ R ∪ {∞}, (6)
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where Et is the spectral measure of Tt. The operators Tt are bounded below with
the lower bound

ξ(νt) = x1(t) = inf{〈Tte, e〉 | e ∈ D(Tt), ||e|| = 1}. (7)

Later the two N-extremal solutions ν0 and να(s) were identified with respec-
tively the Krein and the Friedrichs self-adjoint extensions of the Jacobi matrix.
As far as we know the measure να(s) was first associated with the Friedrichs
extension in Pedersen’s paper [11].

For information about the Friedrichs extension in general see [9]. It has the
same lower bound as the Jacobi matrix, viz.

x1(α(s)) = inf{〈Je, e〉 | e ∈ F , ||e|| = 1}.

Remark 1.1. The self-adjoint operators (Tt, D(Tt)) are parametrized differently
in [14, Theorem 6.23] because of a different form of the Nevanlinna parametriza-
tion. See Remark 7.14 in [14].

We prove that α(s) can also be calculated as

α(s) = lim
x→−∞

C(x)

A(x)
,

where A,C are the two other Nevanlinna functions.
Let xn,k, k = 1, . . . , n be the zeros of Pn in increasing order. By the interlacing

of the zeros of Pn and Pn+1 we have that (xn,k)n≥k is decreasing in n for each
k ≥ 1, and therefore the following limit exists for each k ≥ 1:

ξk := lim
n→∞

xn,k, (8)

and clearly 0 ≤ ξ1 ≤ ξ2 ≤ . . .. These numbers appear on the graph in Section 3.
In [7, Lemma 2] Chihara proved the existence of an N-extremal measure ψ∗,

which is concentrated on the sequence (ξk). For the benefit of the reader we give a
complete proof in Theorem 3.4. Chihara also proved that ψ∗ has the extremality
property, that any other solution µ 6= ψ∗ of the indeterminate Hamburger moment
problem satisfies

ξ(µ) < ξ(ψ∗) = ξ1. (9)

Chihara does not mention the Friedrichs extension, but (9) is essential in Peder-
sen’s proof that ψ∗ is the Friedrichs extension, because it has the greatest lower
bound among the self-adjoint extensions of the Jacobi matrix.

Chihara’s proofs are largely based on chain sequences. The result is given
in Theorem 3.5 with a proof independent of chain sequences. The measure ψ∗

equals να(s), so ξk = xk(α(s)), k = 1, 2, . . . with the notation of (3).
In Section 4 we consider the moment problem corresponding to the shifted

Jacobi matrix J† formed by the shifted Jacobi parameters (ak+1), (bk+1). This
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means that J† is obtained from J by deleting the first row and column of J . The
corresponding normalized Stieltjes moment sequence s† is always indeterminate
as Stieltjes moment sequence because of (37). This has also been obtained in [2,
Theorem 4.3] by another proof. In Theorem 4.1 we finally prove the interlacing
of the sequences (ξk) and (ξ†k) associated with s and s† via (8).

2 Preliminaries about indeterminate Hamburger

moment problems

The starting point is a normalized indeterminate Hamburger moment sequence
s = (sn)n≥0 as in Section 2.1 of [5], i.e.,

sn =

∫

xn dµ(x), µ ∈ V, n = 0, 1, . . . , (10)

where V is the infinite convex set of probability measures on R with moments of
any order and having the moments sn. As in [5] we denote by Pn(x) and Qn(x)
the orthonormal polynomials and the corresponding polynomials of the second
kind. Both polynomial sequences satisfy the difference equation

xyn = bnyn+1 + anyn + bn−1yn−1, n ≥ 1 (11)

together with the initial conditions

P0(x) = 1, P1(x) =
1

b0
(x− a0), Q0(x) = 0, Q1(x) =

1

b0
. (12)

Here

an =

∫

xP 2
n(x) dµ(x), bn =

∫

xPn(x)Pn+1(x) dµ(x), µ ∈ V. (13)

The infinite matrix

J =











a0 b0 0 . . .
b0 a1 b1 . . .
0 b1 a2 . . .
...

...
...

. . .











, (14)

is called the Jacobi matrix of the moment problem. The matrix J defines an
operator in ℓ2 with the domain F of sequences with only finitely many non-zero
elements. The closure of J is a symmetric operator (T,D(T )) in ℓ2 with deficiency
indices (1, 1) called the Jacobi operator of s. For results about the domain D(T )
of the Jacobi operator, and the domains D(Tt) of its self-adjoint extensions see
[4].

We combine the polynomials Pn, Qn to form polynomials of two variables, and
the following formulas hold:
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Proposition 2.1. [14, Proposition 5.24] For u, v ∈ C and n ≥ 0 we have

An(u, v) := (u− v)
n
∑

k=0

Qk(u)Qk(v) = bn

∣

∣

∣

∣

Qn+1(u) Qn+1(v)
Qn(u) Qn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bn(u, v) := −1 + (u− v)

n
∑

k=0

Pk(u)Qk(v) = bn

∣

∣

∣

∣

Pn+1(u) Qn+1(v)
Pn(u) Qn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Cn(u, v) := 1 + (u− v)

n
∑

k=0

Qk(u)Pk(v) = bn

∣

∣

∣

∣

Qn+1(u) Pn+1(v)
Qn(u) Pn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Dn(u, v) := (u− v)

n
∑

k=0

Pk(u)Pk(v) = bn

∣

∣

∣

∣

Pn+1(u) Pn+1(v)
Pn(u) Pn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

It is important to notice that
∣

∣

∣

∣

An(u, v) Bn(u, v)
Cn(u, v) Dn(u, v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 1 for (u, v) ∈ C
2,

cf. [14, Equation(5.57)]. These polynomials were also introduced in [1, p. 123].
Since we assume (sn) to be indeterminate , we know that (Pn(u)), (Qn(u)) ∈ ℓ2

for all u ∈ C, so we can let n tend to infinity in the expressions in the middle of
Proposition 2.1, and we get four entire functions of two complex variables called
the Nevanlinna functions of the indeterminate Hamburger moment problem:

A(u, v) = (u− v)
∞
∑

k=0

Qk(u)Qk(v) (15)

B(u, v) = −1 + (u− v)
∞
∑

k=0

Pk(u)Qk(v) (16)

C(u, v) = 1 + (u− v)

∞
∑

k=0

Qk(u)Pk(v) (17)

D(u, v) = (u− v)

∞
∑

k=0

Pk(u)Pk(v), (18)

see Section 7.1 in [14]. The two-variable functions were introduced in [6] in a
slightly different form, which was subsequently used in [3], [10]. If the functions
of [6] are marked with a ∗, we have

A∗(u, v) = −A(u, v), B∗(u, v) = −C(u, v),

C∗(u, v) = −B(u, v), D∗(u, v) = −D(u, v).

We clearly have the determinant equation
∣

∣

∣

∣

A(u, v) B(u, v)
C(u, v) D(u, v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

= 1 for (u, v) ∈ C
2.
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We define the following polynomials and entire functions of one variable

An(u) = An(u, 0), Bn(u) = Bn(u, 0), Cn(u) = Cn(u, 0), Dn(u) = Dn(u, 0),
(19)

A(u) = A(u, 0), B(u) = B(u, 0), C(u) = C(u, 0), D(u) = D(u, 0). (20)

The latter are also called the Nevanlinna functions of the moment problem, and
they enter in the Nevanlinna parametrization of the indeterminate Hamburger
moment problem, V = {νϕ | ϕ ∈ N ∪ {∞}}:

∫

dνϕ(x)

x− z
= −

A(z)ϕ(z) − C(z)

B(z)ϕ(z)−D(z)
, z ∈ C \ R, (21)

where N is the set of Pick functions, i.e., the holomorphic functions ϕ : C\R → C

satisfying ℑ(ϕ(z))/ℑ(z) ≥ 0. See [1] or [5] for details. When the Pick function
ϕ ∈ N is a constant t ∈ R ∪ {∞}, the solution νt is called N-extremal or a von
Neumann solution. It is well-known that the entire functions A,B,C,D have
infinitely many zeros which are all real and simple.

The two-variable polynomials of Proposition 2.1 can be expressed in terms of
the one variable polynomials (19) as follows, see [1, p. 123], or [4]:

Proposition 2.2. For u, v ∈ C we have

An(u, v) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

An(u) An(v)
Cn(u) Cn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bn(u, v) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bn(u) An(v)
Dn(u) Cn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Cn(u, v) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

An(u) Bn(v)
Cn(u) Dn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Dn(u, v) =

∣

∣

∣

∣

Bn(u) Bn(v)
Dn(u) Dn(v)

∣

∣

∣

∣

.

There are similar expressions for the Nevanlinna functions of one and two
variables just by letting n tend to infinity.

Differentiating the formula for A(u, v) with respect to u and setting u = v = x
we get

A′(x)C(x)− C ′(x)A(x) =
∞
∑

k=0

Q2
k(x), (22)

and the same procedure for D(u, v) leads to

B′(x)D(x)−D′(x)B(x) =

∞
∑

k=0

P 2
k (x). (23)
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For zeros α of A and γ of C we get from (22)

A′(α)C(α) > 0, C ′(γ)A(γ) < 0,

which shows that C has a zero between any two consecutive zeros of A, and that
A has a zero between any two consecutive zeros of C. In other words the zeros
of A and C are interlacing. In the same way (23) shows that the zeros of B and
D are interlacing.

3 The Stieltjes case

From now on we assume that s = (sn) in addition to the previous assumptions is a
Stieltjes moment sequence, so there exists at least one measure µ ∈ V supported
by the half-line [0,∞).

There are two possibilities for a Stieltjes moment problem which is indetermi-
nate as Hamburger moment problem. There can be precisely one solution µ ∈ V
supported by [0,∞), or there can be more than one such solution and then in-
finitely many, since they form a convex set. We say that the Stieltjes moment
problem is determinate, respectively indeterminate in the sense of Stieltjes in the
two cases. In short the problem is called det(S) or indet(S).

In [5, Section 4] there is a detailed study of the Al-Salam–Carlitz polynomials

V
(a)
n (x; q), which depends on parameters a > 0 and 0 < q < 1. There is given a

complete classification of when the corresponding Hamburger moment problem is
determinate or indeterminate, and when the indeterminate Hamburger problem
is det(S) or indet(S).

Since the zeros of Pn and Qn are located in (0,∞) and the leading coefficients
of Pn and Qn are positive, we see that for k ≥ 1, x ≤ 0

Pk(x)Pk(0) > 0, Qk(x)Qk(0) > 0, Pk(x)Qk(0) < 0, Qk(x)Pk(0) < 0, (24)

while for k = 0 the first quantity equals 1 and the three others equal 0. It follows
that Bn(x) < Bn+1(x) < B(x), Dn(x) > Dn+1(x) > D(x) for x < 0, and in
particular for x ≤ 0:

B(x) ≥ B1(x) = −1+xP1(x)Q1(0) =
1

b20
x(x−a0)−1, D(x) ≤ D1(x) = x. (25)

From this equation we see that B has a smallest zero β1 < 0 and that D has a
smallest zero δ1 = 0. This means that we can write the zeros βn, δn, n ≥ 1 of B
and D in increasing order, and by the interlacing property mentioned at the end
of Section 2 we have

β1 < δ1 = 0 < β2 < δ2 < β3 < . . . ,

and βn, δn tend to infinity.
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From (24) we similarly getAn(x) > An+1(x) > A(x), Cn(x) < Cn+1(x) < C(x)
for x < 0, and in particular for x ≤ 0:

A(x) ≤ A1(x) =
x

b20
, C(x) ≥ C1(x) = 1−

a0
b20
x ≥ 1. (26)

From this equation we see that A has a smallest zero α1 = 0 and that C has a
smallest zero γ1 > 0. This means that we can write the zeros αn, γn, n ≥ 1 of A
and C in increasing order, and by the interlacing property we have

α1 = 0 < γ1 < α2 < γ2 < α3 < . . . ,

and αn, γn tend to infinity.
Based on previous work of Chihara, see [7],[8], the following result was estab-

lished in [2] and [5, section 2.2]:

Proposition 3.1. Let s = (sn) be a normalized indeterminate Hamburger mo-
ment sequence which is Stieltjes. The function j(x) = D(x)/B(x) is strictly
decreasing in each of the intervals (−∞, β1), (β1, β2), (β2, β3), . . . with limits

j(βk−) = −∞, j(βk+) = ∞, k = 1, 2, . . . .

Furthermore, the quantity α = α(s) given by

α = lim
x→−∞

D(x)

B(x)
= lim

n→∞

Pn(0)

Qn(0)
(27)

belongs to (−∞, 0], and the sequence Pn(0)/Qn(0) is strictly increasing.
The Stieltjes problem is det(S) if α(s) = 0 and indet(S) if α(s) < 0.

The graph of j(x) = D(x)/B(x)

8



The quantity α(s) can also be determined from the functions A,C:

Proposition 3.2. Let s = (sn) be a normalized indeterminate Hamburger mo-
ment sequence which is Stieltjes. The function l(x) = C(x)/A(x) is strictly de-
creasing in each of the intervals (−∞, α1), (α1, α2), (α2, α3), . . . with limits

l(αk−) = −∞, l(αk+) = ∞, k = 1, 2, . . . .

We have

α(s) = lim
x→−∞

C(x)

A(x)
. (28)

Proof. We know from Berg–Szwarc [4] that A(z)/C(z) is a Pick function so
C(x)/A(x) is strictly decreasing in the intervals (−∞, α1), (αk, αk+1), k = 1, 2, . . ..
(That A(z)/C(z) is a Pick function is also deduced in Section 4 of the present
paper). We have A(x) < 0, B(x) > 0 for x < β1, so for those x we have
D(x)/B(x)−C(x)/A(x) = 1/(A(x)B(x)) → 0 for x→ −∞ because A(x) → −∞
and B(x) → ∞ by (26) and (25). This shows (28).

If the Stieltjes problem is det(S), i.e., α(s) = 0 then ν0 is the only solution to
the Hamburger problem which is concentrated on [0,∞[. For all other solutions
µ we have ξ(µ) < 0.

Let us now assume that the Stieltjes problem is indet(S), i.e., that α(s) < 0.
For t ∈ R ∪ {∞} the N-extremal solutions νt ∈ V are the discrete measures

satisfying
∫

dνt(x)

x− z
= −

A(z)t − C(z)

B(z)t −D(z)
, z ∈ C \ R, (29)

so νt is concentrated in the zero-set

Λt := {x ∈ R | B(x)t−D(x) = 0} = {x ∈ R | j(x) = t},

which can be described as a strictly increasing sequence (xn(t))n≥1. From Propo-
sition 3.1 we clearly have:

(i) For t > 0: xn(t) ∈ (βn, δn), so νt has one negative mass-point x1(t) and
the other mass-points are positive. When t increases from 0 to ∞, then x1(t)
decreases from δ1 = 0 to β1 with x1(∞) = β1.

(ii) For t < α(s): x1(t) ∈ (−∞, β1), xn(t) ∈ (δn−1, βn) for n ≥ 2, so νt has one
negative mass-point and the other mass-points are positive. When t increases
from −∞ to α(s), then x1(t) decreases from β1 to −∞.

(iii) For t = ∞: xn(t) = βn, so ν∞ is concentrated in the zero-set of B and
has one negative mass-point.

(iv) For α(s) < t < 0: xn(t) ∈ (δn, βn+1), so νt is supported by a sequence
belonging to (0,∞). When t increases from α(s) to 0, then x1(t) decreases from
ξ1 to 0.
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(v) For t = 0: xn(t) = δn, so ν0 is supported by the zero-set of D. It is called
the Krein solution of the moment problem.

(vi) For t = α(s): xn(t) > δn, and x1(α(s)) > x1(t) for all t 6= α(s) (including
t = ∞). The measure να(s) is called the Friedrichs solution of the moment
problem.

That the Friedrichs solution να(s) corresponds to the Friedrichs extension of
the Jacobi matrix J or the Jacobi operator (T,D(T )) was established in [11]. In
the paper [12] Pedersen gave a very satisfactory characterization of the solutions
νϕ ∈ V which are supported by [0,∞), in terms of the corresponding Pick function
ϕ. For the benefit of the reader we repeat it here.

Theorem 3.3. [12] The solution νϕ ∈ V corresponding to the Pick function ϕ
is supported by [0,∞) if an only if ϕ has a holomorphic extension from C \R to
C \ [0,∞) such that

α(s) ≤ ϕ(x) ≤ 0, x < 0.

We shall now describe the Friedrichs solution να(s) in more detail.

Theorem 3.4. The sequence (ξk) defined in (8) satisfies 0 < ξ1 < ξ2 < . . . <
ξk → ∞ and the ξk are the zeros of B(z)α(s)−D(z). The support of the Friedrichs
solution is (ξk).

Proof. It is elementary to see that

−
Pn(z)

Qn(0)
→ B(z)α(s)−D(z), z ∈ C, (30)

locally uniformly in z, cf. [11, Equation (8)], and hence also the derivatives
−P ′

n(z)/Qn(0) converge to the derivative B′(z)α(s) − D′(z). Define yn,k such
that xn,k < yn,k < xn,k+1 be such that P ′

n(yn,k) = 0 for k = 1, . . . , n− 1.
From (30) it is clear that each ξk is a zero of B(z)α(s) − D(z). We claim

that ξk < ξk+1, for if there was equality we would have limn→∞ yn,k = ξk, and
hence B′(ξk)α(s)−D′(ξk) = 0, contradicting that the zeros of B(z)α(s) −D(z)
are simple. In addition ξk → ∞ for otherwise the zeros accumulate.

Finally B(z)α(s) − D(z) has no other zeros than ξk, for if ξ is a real zero
different from all ξk, then there exists an ε > 0 such that

[ξ − ε, ξ + ε] ∩ [ξk − ε, ξk + ε] = ∅, ∀k. (31)

By the Theorem of Rouché Pn must have zeros in (ξ − ε, ξ + ε) for n sufficiently
large, but this is impossible because of (31).

Clearly ξ1 ≥ 0, but if ξ1 = 0 then D(ξ1) = 0, hence B(ξ1)α(s) = 0, which
gives the contradiction B(ξ1) = 0 since we assume α(s) < 0.
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We know that the Friedrich measure να(s) satisfies

ξ1 = ξ(να(s)), α(s) = D(ξ1)/B(ξ1). (32)

We have the following result about ξ1, which is the same as [7, Lemma 2],
except that there is no mentioning of the Friedrichs extension.

Theorem 3.5. Let s be a normalized Stieltjes moment sequence which is indet(S).
For any solution ν ∈ V to the indeterminate Hamburger problem we have ξ(ν) <
ξ(να(s)) unless ν is the Friedrichs solution να(s).

Proof. Suppose that ν is a solution satisfying supp(ν) ⊆ [ξ1,∞), and we want to
show that ν = να(s).

Considering the translation τ(x) = x − ξ1, the image measures τ(να(s)), τ(ν)
are supported on [0,∞) and belong to the Stieltjes moment problem with mo-
ments

s̃n =

∫

(x− ξ1)
n dν(x) =

n
∑

j=0

(

n

j

)

(−ξ1)
jsn−j.

It is clearly indeterminate as Hamburger moment problem and the full set of
solutions is {τ(µ) | µ ∈ V }. The orthonormal polynomials and those of the
second kind are Pn(x+ ξ1), Qn(x+ ξ1). The corresponding Nevanlinna functions
marked with˜are

Ã(u, v) = A(u+ ξ1, v + ξ1), . . . , D̃(u, v) = D(u+ ξ1, v + ξ1), u, v ∈ C

From the formulas for the Nevanlinna functions of two variables expressed by
the Nevanlinna functions of one variable, see Proposition 2.2 (where n→ ∞), we
get

Ã(z) = A(z + ξ1)C(ξ1)− C(z + ξ1)A(ξ1)

B̃(z) = B(z + ξ1)C(ξ1)−D(z + ξ1)A(ξ1)

C̃(z) = A(z + ξ1)D(ξ1)− C(z + ξ1)B(ξ1)

D̃(z) = B(z + ξ1)D(ξ1)−D(z + ξ1)B(ξ1).

These formulas were found in [11, Proposition 3.3]. According to these formulas
we get using (32)

D̃(x)

B̃(x)
=
D(ξ1)− B(ξ1)

D(x+ξ1)
B(x+ξ1)

C(ξ1)− A(ξ1)
D(x+ξ1)
B(x+ξ1)

→
D(ξ1)− B(ξ1)α(s)

C(ξ1)− A(ξ1)α(s)
= 0

for x → −∞, and this shows that α̃ := α(s̃) = 0 for the new Stieltjes sequence
s̃, so s̃ is det(S). We conclude that τ(να(s)) = τ(ν) and hence να(s) = ν.

Remark 3.6. Let s be a normalized indeterminate Hamburger moment sequence
and assume that there exists a solution µ with ξ(µ) ∈ R. Then there exists a
solution µ∗ such that ξ(µ) < ξ(µ∗) for all solutions µ 6= µ∗.

This follows by using the translation τ(x) = x − ξ(µ) to obtain a Stieltjes
moment sequence.
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4 The shifted problem

If the first row and column of the Jacobi matrix (14) is deleted, we obtain the
matrix

J† =











a1 b1 0 . . .
b1 a2 b2 . . .
0 b2 a3 . . .
...

...
...

. . .











, (33)

which by Favard’s Theorem, cf. [14, Theorem 5.14], is the Jacobi matrix of a
uniquely determined normalized moment sequence , which we denote s† = (s†n)
and call the shifted moment sequence. The shifted problem has been studied by
many authors, and we shall use results from [2] and [10].

The original moment problem is Stieltjes if and only if J is positive in the
sense that 〈Jc, c〉 ≥ 0 for all sequences c = (cn) ∈ F . Therefore, if s is Stieltjes,
then so is s†.

The orthonormal polynomials and the associated polynomials for s† are given
as

P †
n(x) = b0Qn+1(x), Q†

n(x) = P1(x)Qn+1(x)−
1

b0
Pn+1(x), (34)

and these formulas show that s is indeterminate as a Hamburger problem if and
only if s† is so. They are in [10] as well as expressions for the Nevanlinna functions
for the shifted problem in terms of those for the original problem. In particular
Pedersen found the formulas

B†(z) = −C(z)− a0A(z), D†(z) = b20A(z). (35)

(From this we get b20B
†(z)/D†(z) = −a0 − C(z)/A(z), and from this we see that

A(z)/C(z) is a Pick function, a property used in Proposition 3.2.)
In the following we assume that s is a Stieltjes sequence for an indeterminate

Hamburger problem, and we shall relate α(s) and α(s†).
First of all we know from Proposition 3.1 that the sequence Pn(0)/Qn(0) is

strictly increasing to α(s). In particular

P1(0)/Q1(0) =
−a0/b0
1/b0

= −a0 < α(s),

and hence
α(s) + a0 > 0. (36)

Since P †
n(x) = b0Qn+1(x), we know that the zeros xn,k of Pn and the zeros

x†n,k of P †
n satisfy

xn,1 < x†n−1,1 < xn,2 < x†n−1,2 . . . < x†n−1,n−1 < xn,n,
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and therefore with the notation from Theorem 3.4

ξ1 ≤ ξ†1 ≤ ξ2 ≤ ξ†2 ≤ . . . .

We claim that there are strict inequalities everywhere.
We notice that

α(s†) = −
b20

α(s) + a0
< 0, (37)

so the shifted problem is always indet(S), an observation also done in [2, Remark
4.5].

In fact, by (35) we find

α(s†) = lim
x→−∞

D†(x)

B†(x)
= lim

x→−∞

b20A(x)

−C(x)− a0A(x)
,

and (37) follows because C(x)/A(x) → α(s) for x→ −∞ by (28).
We know that ξ†k are the zeros of

B†(z)α(s†)−D†(z) = −
α(s)b20

α(s) + a0
A(z) +

b20
α(s) + a0

C(z).

If α(s) = 0 this function is proportional to C(z) so ξk are the zeros of D and ξ†k
are the zeros of C and hence ξk 6= ξ†k. If α(s) < 0 then B†(z)α(s†) − D†(z) is

proportional to A(z)α(s)− C(z), which then has the zeros ξ†k, while B(z)α(s)−

D(z) has the zeros ξk, and again ξk 6= ξ†k.
Summing up we have proved:

Theorem 4.1. Let s be a normalized indeterminate Hamburger moment sequence
which is Stieltjes. The zeros xn,k of Pn and the zeros x†n,k of Qn+1 have limits

ξk := lim
n→∞

xn,k, ξ†k := lim
n→∞

x†n,k, k = 1, 2, . . .

satisfying
ξ1 < ξ†1 < ξ2 < ξ†2 < . . . .

The zeros of B(z)α(s)−D(z) are (ξk) and the zeros of A(z)α(s)−C(z) are (ξ†k).

Remark 4.2. It is a general result about indeterminate Hamburger problems
that for each t ∈ R the entire functions A(z)t − C(z) and B(z)t − D(z) have
infinitely many zeros which are all real and simple and they interlace.
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