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CHEBYSHEV POLYNOMIALS RELATED TO JACOBI WEIGHTS

JACOB S. CHRISIANSEN®3 AND OLOF RUBIN?

ABSTRACT. We investigate Chebyshev polynomials corresponding to Jacobi weights and determine
monotonicity properties of their related Widom factors. This complements work by Bernstein from
1930-31 where the asymptotical behavior of the related Chebyshev norms was established. As a
part of the proof, we analyze a Bernstein-type inequality for Jacobi polynomials due to Chow et al.
Our findings shed new light on the asymptotical uniform bounds of Jacobi polynomials. We also
show a relation between weighted Chebyshev polynomials on the unit circle and Jacobi weighted
Chebyshev polynomials on [—1,1]. This generalizes work by Lachance et al. In order to complete
the picture we provide numerical experiments on the remaining cases that our proof does not cover.

Keywords Chebyshev polynomial, Widom factor, Jacobi weight, Jacobi polynomial, Bernstein-
type inequality
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1. INTRODUCTION

In an extensive two part analysis of extremal polynomials on the unit interval, found in [8], [9],
S. N. Bernstein investigates the asymptotic behavior of the quantity

n
inf  sup w(x) H (x — ag) (1.1)
@1resln ge[-1,1) Praie}
as n — oo for a variety of different conditions on the weight function w : [-1,1] — [0,00). If w is
bounded and strictly positive on a set consisting of at least n points on [—1, 1], there exists a unique
set of nodes {aj,...,a’}, all situated in [—1, 1], such that
n n
sup w(x) H (x —ap)|= inf sup w(z) H(ac —ag)|, (1.2)
z€[-1,1] he1 Aoesn pe—1,1] =1

see for instance [I}, 33 40]. In other words, the infimum of (1.1)) can be replaced by a minimum.
The polynomial

n
T2 () = [[ (@ - a}) (1.3)

k=1
is the weighted Chebyshev polynomial of degree n corresponding to the weight function w and it is
the unique monic polynomial of degree n minimizing . Under the assumption that the weight
function is continuous, the minimizer of can be characterized by the so-called alternation
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property. That is to say, a monic polynomial P of degree n is equal to 7¥ (and thus minimizes
(1.1)) if and only if there exists n 4+ 1 points —1 < zp < ... < x,, < 1 such that

Py(zj)w(xz;) = (—=1)""7 max w(x)|P(z). (1.4)
z€[—1,1]

This result — which is central to the study of best approximations on the real line — can be found

in many works on approximation theory, see for instance [I], 14}, B3] [37].

The study of dates back to the work of P. L. Chebyshev [10, [I1] who considered weight
functions of the form w(x) = 1/P(z) where P is a polynomial which is strictly positive on the
interval [—1, 1]. Later A. A. Markov [35] extended these results to allow for weight functions of the
form w(z) = 1/\/P(x), where again P is a polynomial which is assumed to be strictly positive on
[—1,1]. It should be stressed that both Chebyshev and Markov provided explicit formulas for the
minimizer 7} in these cases in terms of the polynomial P. These formulas can be conveniently
found in Achiezer’s monograph [I, Appendix A].

The considerations in [8, O] were different from those of Chebyshev and Markov as Bernstein
considered the asymptotic behavior of as n — oo for a broad family of weights, not restricting
himself to continuous ones. In particular, writing f(n) ~ g(n) as n — oo if f(n)/g(n) — 1 as
n — o0, he obtained the following result.

Theorem 1.1 (Bernstein [9]). Let by, € [-1,1] and sy € R fork=1,...,m, and let wy : [-1,1] —
(0,00) be a Riemann integrable function such that there exists a value M > 1 for which 1/M <
wo(z) < M holds for every x € [—1,1]. Consider the weight function given by

m

w(z) = wo(x) I o — bel*.
k=1
Under the above conditions, we have that
- 1 (1 logw(z)
. 1-n
min  sup  w( T —ag)| ~2 exp{ d } 1.5)
A5l pe[ -1 1] k::l;II ) 141 — 22 (

as n — o0.

This result is shown in two steps. Bernstein initially considers weight functions wg as in Theorem
and finds that if ¢}, ..., ¢} are the unique nodes satisfying

1| m n 2
/ H(w—cZ) H x — cg)
k=1 k=1

then the weighted expression

? o (x)?

2
L) g = mln/ wo(@)”
1—(1;2 Cly.esCn )

i x, (1.6)

n
H l'—Ck;

is asymptotically alternating on [—1, 1], see [§]. As it turns out, this information suffices to apply a
result due to de la Vallée-Poussin found in [I8] and ensure that

H T — ) (1.7)
k=1

max

~ min max wg(x
ze[—1,1]

at,.. 7an:l:€[ 11]

n
H x — ag)
k=1

as n — co. Note that
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is nothing but the monic orthogonal polynomial of degree n corresponding to the weight function
wo(z)?/+v/1 — 22 on [~1,1]. By showing that

n

1

k=1

as n — 00, Bernstein obtains (1.5 from ((1.7)). Consequently, Theorem is verified in this case.
Proceeding from this, Bernstein extends the analysis by allowing for vanishing factors of the form
|z — bg|®* to be introduced to the weight where by € [—1,1] and s € R, see [9]. To show this,
he uses a clever technique of bounding the factors |x — by|% from above and below. However, the
connection to the maximal deviation of the corresponding orthogonal polynomials as in ((1.7) gets
lost.

To illustrate why this connection becomes more delicate when zeros are added to the weight
function, he provides the explicit example of the monic Jacobi polynomials. Following [41, Chapter
IV], we let Péa’ﬂ ) denote the classical Jacobi polynomials with parameters a, 5 > —1. These are

B)

is a polynomial of exact degree n and
1 208+ Pn+a+1)I(n+B+1)
/_1( D) A+ 2) B @) P @) e = e e T T Tt a+ B+

where 0y, is the Kronecker delta. Since all zeros of the Jacobi polynomials reside in [—1, 1] and
since

uniquely defined by the property that P7(La’

dnm, (1.8)

2
P7(La”8) (z) = 2‘”( mat ﬂ) x" + lower order terms,
n

we find that
2n+a+p -
2 pleh) (g = x — cos Yy, 1.9
@7 11 3 (L9)
for some values 1} € [0, 7]. Bernstein’s analysis provides the following result.

Theorem 1.2 (Bernstein [9]). Let po, = $+ % and pg = g—i— 1. and let ¥}, be associated with p?
as in (|1.9)).
(1) 1If
0<pa<1/2 and 0<pg<1/2 (1.10)
both hold, then

max (1 — z)P( ~ 2l=n=paps (1.11)

z€[—1,1]

n
H x — cosy)

as n — 00.

(2) If one of the conditions in (L.10)) fails to hold, then so does (1.11)).

Note that by replacing wy with (1 —x)P>(1+ 2)”# in (1.6]), the corresponding weight function, to
which the orthogonal polynomials are associated, is nothing but

[(1 — a)Pe (1 +a)P2]

s =(1—2)*(1+z)°. (1.12)

It is a simple matter to verify that

1 (1 log[(1 — x)P=(1 P
21"exp{ﬂ /_1 oel( xﬁ)(x;L ?) ]dz} — ol-n—pa—pp (1.13)
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see for instance [I3] where also a translation of the proof of Theorem appears. As such, we see
that the monic Jacobi polynomials defined in are close to minimal with respect to

n

H (x — ag)
k=1

(1.14)

min  max (1 —z)P*(1+ x)”
al,...,an Z‘e[—l,l]

precisely when ((1.10) holds.
As a partial result, we wish to carry out a detailed analysis of the quantity

n

H x — cosy,)

max (1 —z)P(
ze[—1,1]

for the parameters satisfying (1.10]). By carefully manipulating a Bernstein-type inequality due to
Chow etal. [12], we will establish the following result.

Theorem 1.3. Let p, = § + % and pg = g + i, and let ¥} be as in (1.9). If (1.10) holds, then

n

max (1 —z)P(1+ x)P*? H (z — cosap})| < 2tmmPa=rs (1.15)
z€[—1,1] Pt}
for every n with equality if and only if pa,pg € {0,1/2}.
By combining Theorem [1.3] with Theorem we see that
n
lim 2" 1—xz)f2(1 —
Jim Ié?_afu( ) + )P 1:[ x — cosy,)
(1.16)

n

H (x — cosyy)

k=1

=sup?2” max (1—xz)P*2(1+ xz)P? — 9l=pa—pp

n z€[—1,1]

which shows that the convergence is from below. The question of obtaining upper bounds for the
quantity

Hp ,ﬁ)

for different values of a, b, «, § is well studied, see for instance [12, 19, [27] and has applications to e.g.
representation theory and the study of Schrédinger operators. Our main interest is the applications
that such a result has to the corresponding Chebyshev problem . To state our main result,
we introduce the Widom factor Wy, (pa, pg) defined by

max (1 —z)%(1 + ) (1.17)

z€[—1,1]

n

H(:I:—ak) .

k=1

Wa(pa, ps) = 2" min  max (1 - )% (1 +2)°"

1.18
ai,..., an z€[—1,1] ( )

The choice of naming in honour of H. Widom — who in [44] considered Chebyshev polynomials cor-
responding to a plethora of compact sets in the complex plane — stems from [24]. The considerations
of Widom factors in the literature are plentiful, see for instance [2] 3, [4} 14}, [15] [16} 17, 24, 25| 37].
In this article we wish to carry out a detailed study of the behavior of W, (pa, pg) for different
parameter values.

Theorem 1.4. For any value of the parameters pa, pg > 0, we have that
Wapa, pg) ~ 217208

as n — oo. Furthermore:
(1) If pa, pp € {0,1/2}, then the quantity Wy (pa, pg) is constant.
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Ps

FiGurE 1. The decomposition of the parameter domain as suggested by Theorem
If pa,pp € [0,1/2] (corresponding to the lower left square), Wy(pa,pg) <
2'7Pa=Ps with equality if and only if pa,pg € {0,1/2}. If pa,pg € [1/2,00), the
quantity Wy (pa, ps) decreases monotonically to 2l=pPa=ps,

(2) If Pa, Pg € [07 1/2]; then

sup Wy (pa, pg) = 2P 795, (1.19)
(3) If pa; pp € {0} U[1/2,00), then
inf Wa(pa, pg) = 2772777, (1.20)
2pa Pa 2/)[3 PB
sup Wy (pa; pg) < ; 1.21
20 Wa (e 95) (pa+p5> <Pa+/)ﬂ (1.21)

and W (pa, pg) decreases monotonically as n increases.

The case of pa, pg € {0,1/2} is classical and if pg € {0,1/2} and p, > 1/2 (or vice versa), the
result was settled in [7]. We will in fact apply a similar technique to what is used there for the general
setting of pa, pg > 1/2. This method originates with [30]. As such, the proofs of the different cases
of Theorem uses essentially different techniques and will be split into three separate sections.

We should also note that while negative parameters p, and pg are allowed in Theorem they
simply result in the fact that a zero of the minimizer is forcedly placed to cancel the effect of the pole
and hence the setting transfers to the one of non-negative parameters if the degree of the associated
Chebyshev polynomial is sufficiently large.

Asymptotic results for the Chebyshev polynomials corresponding to exist for smooth enough
weight functions w which are strictly positive on [—1,1]. See for instance [28], 29} [34]. If the weight
function w vanishes somewhere on [—1, 1], there does not seem to be many general results for the
corresponding Chebyshev polynomials apart from Theorem found in [9).
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The extension of Chebyshev polynomials to the complex plane was first carried out by Faber
in [20]. Apart from the proof of Theorem our considerations exclusively concern Chebyshev
polynomials corresponding to Jacobi weights and we therefore refrain from a detailed presentation of
the general complex case. We note, however, that if E C C is a compact set and w : E — [0, 00) is a
weight function which is non-zero for at least n points, then there exists a unique monic polynomial
TY of degree n minimizing

e

ﬁ(z —ag)
k=1

We invite the reader to consult [37], [40] for a detailed presentation of complex Chebyshev polyno-
mials.

Our motivation in providing a detailed study of W), (pa, ps) originates from an inquiry of complex
Chebyshev polynomials corresponding to star graphs of the form {z : 2™ € [—2,2]}. It can be shown
that these complex Chebyshev polynomials can be directly related to Chebyshev polynomials on
[—1,1] with Jacobi weights, see [13] for details. In the study of the Widom factors for star graphs,
certain monotonicity properties appear which can be explained by Theorem We trust that
Theorem will also be useful in many other connections.

2. THE CASE OF p,,ps € {0,1/2}

We proceed by delving into the proof of Theorem [1.4] split into three cases. The first case is very
simple. When pq, ps € {0,1/2}, the minimizers of (1.18]) are simply the Chebyshev polynomials of
the 1 to 4™ kind, see e.g. [36]. Using basic trigonometry, it follows that if 6 € [0, 7] then

1
cos = | LHcosd (2.1)
2 2
sin? Lo cost (2.2)
2 2

Through the change of variables z = cos 6, the trigonometric functions

i 1
Tn(:p) — 9l=n4g né, Un(x) _ 2—nw

sinf '

cos(n+1)0 sin(n+31)6

Vn(:c):2"( J , Wn(a:):2”< J
COS% sing

all define monic polynomials in = of degree n. These are precisely, in order, the monic Chebyshev
polynomials of the 1%, 274, 3'd and 4t kind. It is a straightforward matter to verify that they all
satisfy the alternating property from (|1.4)) upon multiplication with the weight functions

1, sinf =+v1— 22,
0 0
ﬁcos§:\/1+:c, \@Sinizx/l—x,

respectively. As a result, T, Uy, V,, and W, are the minimal configurations sought after in (|1.18)
for the weight parameters po, ps € {0,1/2}. It is evident that W, (pa, pg) = 217P>7P¢ in all these
cases and this shows the first part of Theorem [T.4]
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3. THE CASE OF 0 < pq,p5 < 1/2

Having settled the first case of Theorem [I.4] we turn toward the verification of the second case.
For parameter values pq, pg € [0,1/2], we want to show that

sup Wi (pa, pg) = 21772795, (3.1)

These parameter values correspond to the lower left square in Figure Observe that if pq,pg €
{0,1/2} then this follows from the first case of Theorem [1.4] since then the sequence {W(pa, pg)}
is constant. Our approach will consist of first verifying Theorem For this reason we remind the
reader of our definition of ¢} € [0, 7] through the formula

H (x — cospp) = Z”P,(La”g) (w)/ <2n tot ﬁ), (3.2)

k=1 n

where P,(ﬂﬂ ) denotes the Jacobi polynomial with parameters «, 3 and the angles 1} are those for

which cos®},...,cos¥ enumerate its zeros. We also recall the relation between the L? and L™
parameters
1
Pao = 5 + 1
{ N (3.3)
P8 =73t 1

If we can show the validity of (1.15]), then we trivially obtain

n

H (x — cosy)

k=1

Wn(pOéa Pﬁ) S 2" max (1 — {I,‘)po‘(l =+ gj)pﬂ S 21—pa—p5

z€[—1,1]

from which (3.1)), the second case of Theorem [1.4| follows from the fact that W, (pa, pg) ~ 217 Pe=Ps
as n — oo. The key to verifying (|1.15]) is the following result.

Theorem 3.1 ([12]). If —1/2 < «,8 < 1/2 and 6 € [0, 7], then

g\ et/ 9\ B+1/2 N N(g+1) (n+gq at+B+1 -q—3
<Sm 2) (COS 2) ‘P7(l ﬂ)(cos 0)‘ < T%) N (n+ 2) (3.4)

where ¢ = max(a, f3).

This result provides a Bernstein-type inequality for Jacobi polynomials and sharpens a previous
result of Baratella [6] who had shown with the larger factor 2.821 in place of I'(¢+1)/I'(1/2).
In the case where |a| = || = 1/2, the inequality in is saturated. For arbitrary —1/2 <
a, f < 1/2 the constant I'(¢ + 1)/I'(1/2) is asymptotically sharp as can be seen from an argument
using Stirling’s formula which we will provide in the proof of Lemma [3.2] The type of inequality
exemplified in originate with Bernstein who showed in [9] that the Legendre polynomials
P, = Péo’o) satisfy

2\/2 .
(sin0)/2 | P, (cos )] < (W) n%, 0el0] (3.5)

Antonov and Holshevnikov [5] sharpened (3.5) and later Lorch [32] extended such an inequality to
Gegenbauer polynomials. In terms of Jacobolynomials, this provides a Bernstein-type inequality
3

for P with —1/2 < A < 1/2. Theorem
different direction, the Erdélyi-Magnus—Nevai Conjecture [19] proposes that if P,&‘“’ﬂ ) denotes the
orthonormal Jacobi polynomial then for any parameter values o, f > —1/2,

max (1= )" (14 ) 2P (@) = O(max(1, (o + %)),
re|—1,

.1| contains all these inequalities as special cases. In a
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Theorem [3.1| can be used to verify this conjecture in the case where |a, |3] < 1/2. This is shown in
[23] where an extensive consideration concerning the sharpness of Theoremis studied numerically
for different parameter values.

We consider transferring the trigonometric weights to algebraic weights as in the statement of
Theorem [I.3] Letting # = cosf, we find that

0\ @t+1/2 1—z\27"
in - - = 97Pa(1 — g)Pe .
(sm2> ( - ) (1 ), (3.6)
1

B+1/2 5+1
(cos Z) (1 ;—x) =271+ )", (3.7)

with the parameter relation stated in (3.3). Together with (3.6, (3.7) and (3.2), the change of
variables transforms ([3.4)) into the statement that for « € [—1,1],

n[Q
FST

m

a+6+

i I(g+1)2mt =2 ("t
(= a1+ ) | T o - cosuip| < — D22 D 9)
k1 JT (n + a+2,6+1> 2 (2n+s+,6’)
where ¢ = max(a, #). From (3.3) we see that this implies that
a+B8+1
T q+1 2TL+ +2 n-+q
Wi (pas o) < 27— 0D ey (3.9

1
N (n n a+§+1)q+2 (2n+a+5)

n

for pa,ps € [0,1/2]. In order to determine the upper bound of (3.8)) and (3.9)), we are ultimately
led to consider the quantity
a+5+1

]ﬁ(q_+_1)22n+

V@;(nﬁ+ra+§+l>q+§(2n+a+ﬁ)

n

(")

M, (a, B) == (3.10)

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that o, € [—1/2,1/2]. Then M,(c, 3), defined in (3.10)), increases mono-
tonically to 2'7P=P8 s n — o0.

The proof we provide constitutes a lengthy computation. We have therefore chosen to illustrate
the simpler case where @« = § = ¢ in the proof below while postponing most of the remaining
computations to the appendix. The asymptotical behavior M, (a, 3) ~ 217Pa=P8 as n — oo merits
attention since this shows that the constant I'(q + 1)/I'(1/2) is sharp in (3.4). To see this, note
that

n

H (x — cosy)

k=1
The left-hand side converges to 2! ~P2~P8 as n — oo and consequently

imi I=pa—pp
hﬁgloréf M, (a, 8) > 2 .

Walpaspg) < 2" max (1—a)™(1+a)"

< M,(a, 3).
z€[—1,1] - (a 6)

On the other hand, as Lemmashows, M, (v, B) ~ 217Pa=P8 as n — oo and therefore the constant
factor in (3.4]) cannot be improved.

Proof of Lemma[3.2 We rewrite the binomial coefficients using Gamma functions so that

n+q o lﬁ(n,+-q +—1)

( n ) C I(n+1)I(g+1) (3.11)
2n+a+f _ 1ﬁ(2ﬂ,+>05+»ﬁ +_1)
( n >_F(n+1)F(n+a+5+1)' (3.12)
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The Legendre duplication formula implies that

2n+a+8
F(2n+a+5+1):2\/7?F(n+0ﬁ§H)F<n+a;5+l>. (3.13)

The combination of (3.10)), (3.11)), (3.12)) and (3.13)) yields

2 Mt g4+ Dl (n+a+ B+ 1)

M, (o, B) =
1-a-—p I'ln+q+1)I'n+a+p+1)
(n+ SH2HL)ats P(n 4 L Py 4 oFB 4 1)

=2

The Gamma function satisfies that I'(n+a)/I'(n+b) ~ n? as n — oo, and we may conclude that

1—a-§ nidtlpotitl g log=t

— 9l=pa—pg

My (o, B) ~ 2 11 oiBil aiB_
ndTanT 2 n 2
as n — Q.

We are left to determine the monotonicity of M, («, ). For this reason we consider the quotient

Mpi1(a, B) m+qg+1)(n+a+5+1) (n—i—%ﬁH)’H%

Mn i [0} +l [0 6]
(e, B) (n+ 2t +1)"77 (n + 25 ) (n 4 2+ 1) )
3.14

1

2

m+g+)(n+a+p+1) <n+%ﬁ+l)q

g+
(n4 o 1) (4 22 4 1)

Whether this quotient is bigger than or smaller than 1 determines the monotonicity of the sequence
{M,(a, 5)}. To simplify, we begin by considering the case a = = ¢q. Writing M,,(q) := M,(q, q),
the quotient (3.14])) becomes

1
Muii() _ (n+1+q)n+20+1) (ntg+3)*"
M, (q) (n+q+i)n+q+1) \n+q+3

(n+q+3)"
(n+q+3)7"

=(n+2+1)

SIS

We introduce the function

(x+q+3)
(x+q+3)7"
and claim that f'(z) < 0 for x > 0. From the fact that f(z) — 1 as  — oo, this will imply that

f(z) > 1 for every > 0. As a consequence we see that M,,11(q) > f(n)Mn(q) > My(q).
Taking the logarithmic derivative of f generates

flx) ¢~

f@)  (@+2q+D)(et+q+Det+q+d)
If —1/2 < q < 1/2, then it is clear that

f(x)=(z+2¢9+1)

)

(ST I ST

/()

f(z)
and as a consequence f’(z) < 0. We conclude that M,,11(q) > M,(q) and this settles the case where
a=p0=q.

<0
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If o # f3, then the problem is more delicate. We again need to show that the quotient (3.14) is
strictly greater than 1. In order to show this, we reintroduce the function f by defining it as

(+g+D(@t+atf+1) (o4 5t

xTr) = .
f@) (+ %2 +1) (@ + &H5HL 4 1)at1/2

(3.15)

In a completely analogous manner, we only need to show that f'(z) < 0 for every x € (0, 00) in order
to conclude that f(x) > 1 and consequently M, 1(a, 8) > f(n)M,(a, B) > M, (o, 8). Since M, is
symmetric with respect to its variables and ¢ = max(«, ), it is enough to consider the parameter
values —1/2 < g <a <1/2.
The logarithmic derivative of f is given by
fl(x) 1 1 q—1/2 1 qg+1/2

fl@) z4q+l zta+ 1 ol g adl g g ekl g

Written over common denominator and utilizing that a = ¢, this expression becomes

f/(.%') 62(0476)332 +01(Oé,ﬁ)$+00(06,,3)

@) @tat)@+at B+ )@+ )@+ B+ 1w + oFF + 3 (3.16)
where
Cz(a,ﬁ)Z%ﬂL%—%, (3.17)

Now it is immediately clear that co(a, 8) < 0 unless |a] = |5 = 1/2. We claim that the same is
true for the remaining coefficients ¢;(a, 8) and co(a, ). Namely, cx(a, 5) < 0 for k = 0, 1,2 unless
la| = |8] = 1/2. A consequence of these inequalities is that f’(z) < 0 for > 0 which is precisely
the sought after inequality. The proof of this is provided in Lemma [6.1]in the appendix. As a result,
we obtain that f(n) > 1 and therefore

MnJrl(O‘yﬂ) = f(n)Mn(a76) > Mn(ayﬂ)'
In conclusion, M,,(c, 3) converges monotonically to 2'~2~P8 from below. O

An immediate consequence of Lemma together with (3.8]) is that

H x —cosi)| < My(a,B) < 217Pars, (3.20)

Wh(pa, pg) < 2" max (1 —z)P (14 x)”
z€[—-1,1]

This simultaneously shows that Theorem [I.3] holds and that
Wn(pou Pﬁ) < 21*pa*p5

is valid for every n. On the other hand, (1.13)) implies that these quantities are all asymptotically
equal as n — oo. This is possible only if

sup W (pa, pg) = 2! P25
n

and hence the second case of Theorem [1.4]is shown. From the fact that W, (pa, pg) < My(a, 8), we
gather the following corollary to Lemma [3.2]
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Corollary 3.3. If 0 < po, psg < 1/2 and r = 2max(pa, pg), then

T 1/2 22n+pa+pg n+r—1/2
= o 12) 2n+gp sy —)1 < 217pamps (3.21)
f(n+Pa+Pﬂ) ( n g )

and the rightmost inequality is strict unless pq, pg € {0,1/2}.

Wi (pa, pg) <

4. THE CASE OF pq,ps > 1/2

We are left to prove the third and final case of Theorem Our approach to proving this revolves
around relating Jacobi weighted Chebyshev polynomials to weighted Chebyshev polynomials on
the unit circle. These ideas have previously been investigated in [7, [30] for certain choices of
the parameters. We will provide a general argument which works for any choice of parameters

The approach first studied in [30] hinges upon the Erdés-Lax inequality, see [3I]. If P is a
polynomial of degree n which does not vanish anywhere on D, then

max |P'(2)| < = max|P(2)|. (4.1)
|z|=1 2 |z|=1
This result relates the maximum modulus of a polynomial with its derivative. Furthermore, equality
occurs in if and only if all zeros of P lie on the unit circle. A recent extension of to the
case of generalized polynomials having all zeros situated on the unit circle is the following.

Theorem 4.1 ([7]). Let s, > 1 and 0 € [0,27) for k=1,...,n. Then

d [ Oys | _ 2k=15k
XdZ{H(Z e’k H— 5 max

ma.
lI=1 k=1

n

H (Z _ ein)sk

Given a polynomial with zeros in the unit disk, there is a procedure of constructing a related
polynomial whose zeros all lie on the unit circle.

Lemma 4.2 (Pélya and Szegé [38]). Let |ax| < 1 for k =1,...,n and suppose that m € Z and

0 € R. Then . .
™11z = ax) + €' [1(—ax2)
k=1 k=1

does not vanish away from |z| = 1.

Utilizing these two results, we obtain the following theorem which “opens up” the interval to the
circle.

Theorem 4.3. Given po,ps > 1/2, let 07,...,0; € [0,27) be the unique minimizing data of the
expression

n
[ni=  mi 1 —z)Pe( — cos O, 4.2
" Ghrrl-l-%n zé?—afu (1-2) 1;[  — cos ) (4.2)
In that case,
S (CEEYERRICEY ) (R
2p0 +2pg +2ndz P
s the unique minimizer of
2n+1
= i — 1)2Pa—1 1)2r5—1 _ ) 4.
Cni=, min e (e~ PG+ P ] e ) (4.3)

Furthermore, we have that
C,, = 2"tPatrs=lp . (4.4)
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Proof. We will prove this result in the opposite direction as it is stated by first analyzing the
minimizer of . Assume that the points aj are uniquely chosen to satisfy
2n+1
1|rn‘ax (z—1)2Pe=L(z 4 1)%0s~1 H z—ap)| =
4
A result of Fejér [21] says that the zeros of a complex Chebyshev polynomial corresponding to a
compact set E are always situated in the convex hull of E. In our setting, a similar reasoning ensures

us that |a7| < 1 holds for £ = 1,...2n + 1. It is actually possible to show that this inequality is
strict, see [30] for details. We form the combination
2n+41 2n+1
)=z H (z —af) — H (1—ajz). (4.5)
k=1 k=1

It is immediate that P is a monic polynomial of degree 2n + 2 and by Lemma [£.2] we conclude
that P has all its zeros on the unit circle. Since the minimizer of is unique, all a; must
come in conjugate pairs with one possible exception. Due to symmetry of the weight function, this
exceptional zero must always be real. Therefore,

2n+1 2n+1
z) =z H (z —aj) — H (1 —apz)
k=1 k=1
and as a consequence,
2n+1 2n+1
P(1)= [ -a)— [] 0 =a;) =0,
k=1 k=1
2n+1 2n+1
P-1)==J](-1-ap)— J] A +a;) =0.
k=1 k=1
We conclude that )
Piz)=(z=-1)(z+1) H(z — e'k) (4.6)
k=1

for some values 0} € [0,27).
Now let ¢y, € [0,27) be chosen such that

max (z — 1)2p°“ (z+1 2pﬁ H 29‘“

|z|=

(z — 1)%Pe (2 4 1)%0» H z—€"F)| = min max

4.7
01,...,02n |z|=1 ( )

From the fact that
2n+1 2n+1

[T 1 —apzl= ] Iz —ail
k=1 k=1

for |z| = 1 together with the representation in (4.5)), we conclude from the triangle inequality that

(z — 1)%Pe(z 4 1)%0s ﬁ (z — er)

max < max ’(z — 1)z 4 1)2”13_1]3(,2)’
|2|=1 el |z=1
2n+1
< 2|m|a)1( (z= 12"z +1)% 1 [] (2 — af)| = 2Ch. (4.8)
o= k=1

On the other hand, the expression

1 d ) 0y oo .
- _ 1 Po 1 P _ PPk
200 + 2p5 + 2n GRS kl;[l(z ¢
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is of the form
2n+1

(z—1)%Pe= Yz 4 1)%57 1 H (z — bg)
k=1
for some values of by € C. From the Gauss—Lucas Theorem we can actually conclude that |bg| < 1.
As it turns out, this derivative is a candidate for a minimizer of (4.3]). Therefore,

1 d ) 2n )
max —(z—1)%a (24 1)%s z — 'k
l2|=1|2pa + 2pg +2n dz {( ) ) kl;[l( )
2n+1
> |m‘ax (z —1)%Pe=t(z 4 1)2P5 71 H (z —ay) (4.9)
z|=1
k=1
and Theorem [4.T] immediately gives us that
1 d ) 0p T :
max —q(z=1)Pe(z+ 1)*P8 z — 'k
|2|=1 | 2pa + 2pg + 2n dz {( ) ) kl_Il( )}|
= Tn‘a}l( (z —1)%2 (2 + 1)%s H — ek (4.10)
== k=1

By combining (4.8)), (4.9) and (4.10)), we conclude that equality must hold in all the inequalities. In
particular,

! 4 {(z e 1y TG ewk)}’

max
l2|=1|2pa + 2pg + 2n dz Pl
2n+1
_ )2y 4 )20 _ 411
gl‘a}l( (z—1) (z+ H z—ap) (4.11)
and

max |(z — 1)%Pe(z + 1)P8 H ¢"?k)| = max ’(z — 1)1z 4 1)2pﬁ_1P(z)’ . (4.12)

|z|=1 |z|=1

As a consequence of (| - together with uniqueness of the minimizer, we have that
2n+1

Y {(z et e T (o >} = (e = 1%z 4 1% ] (= - a)

2pa +2p5 +2n dz Pl Pl

and so the minimizing points ¢, which were chosen to satisfy , are determined from the point
set {aj }. Incidentally we have established that the solution to is unique and as a consequence all
nodes e’¥* come in conjugate pairs. Furthermore, implies that after a possible rearrangement,
it holds that 07 = ¢ for k =1,...,2n.

We now let x = (z + 271)/2 and recall that 2 € [~1,1] when |z| = 1. Under this transformation,

(z — %) (z — e ) = 2z(z — cos by
so if we arrange the angles 6} in such a way that 6; = 60; + 7 for k=1,...,n, then
2n n
(z — 1)2"“(2 + 1)2% H (z — eiek*) = (22)PetPet (g — 1)Pe (2 + 1)P8 H (x — cosb}). (4.13)

k=1 k=1
In conclusion, to each expression of the form

(x — 1)Pe(z+1)P? ﬁ(m — cos ),
k=1
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there corresponds a function

n
(z — 1)%Pe(z 4 1)%» H (z — e%%)(z — e~ k)
k=1
and their absolute values are related through multiplication with the constant 2P2*75+"  Since the
left-hand side of (4.13]) is minimal in terms of maximal modulus on the unit circle, we conclude that

(x —1)Pe(z+1)8 H (x —costp)| =1,

max
ze[—1,1] Pt}
The result now follows from the uniqueness of the minimizer of (4.2)). O

We end this section by listing some consequences of Theorem [£.3]

Corollary 4.4. When pa,pﬁ > 1/2, there is a unique configuration 07, ...,05, € [0,27) such that

= min max
01,....02n |2|=1

2n
(z—1)%(z 4+ 1)%8 [[(z — €™)|. (4.14)
k=1

max (z —1)%Po (2 + 1)%s H

|z|=

Our main conclusion is the following monotonicity result which constitutes the final puzzle piece
to proving the third case in Theorem

Corollary 4.5. If pa, ps > 1/2, then Wy(pas, pg) decays monotonically to 2'=P=P5 as n — oo and

for every n, we have that
2pa Pa 2p5 P
Wha(pa, pg) < —— .
n( “ B) <pa+pﬁ> pa‘l‘pﬂ

Proof. We begin by verifying the monotonicity of the sequence of Widom factors. From (|1.18]) and
Theorem [.3] we know that

n
H(m — cos b)
k=1

2n+1
,2—1)2""*_1 z+1) 2pp—1 H z—ag)

Wa(pa: pp) = 2" min xé?gf”(l —z)P*(1+x)”

=217Pa=P6  min  max|(
a1;--,02n41 |z|=1

Clearly the right-hand side decreases monotonically in n since multlplymg by 22 does not change
the absolute value and

2n+1
max |2°(z — 1)%Pe 7 (2 + 1)“P8~ (z —ay,
|2[=1 ( ) H )
2(n+1)+1
> min max |(z — 1)%e =1 (z 4 1)%s~ 1 2= k)| -
T A1,509(nt1)+1 |2|=1 ( ) ( - ) lcl;[l ( k)

Hence monotonicity of W, (pa, pg) follows.
To show the upper bound, we note that Theorem is still valid if » = 0 meaning that the
expression

1 d 9
=1 (z+ 1) = (2 — )Pz 1) (2 — o 4.15
oy (G A CE b A S Chb R CR Vi CRty (4.15)
minimizes (4.3)) in the case where n = 0. Consequently,
21=Pa=P5 min max ‘(z — 1)z 1) (2 — a)‘ = max |[(1—xz)P(1+ xz)P?|
a |z|=1 we[~1,1]
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Ps

FIGURE 2. The determined cases including the circle {(1/4 +pa)? + (1/4+ pp)? =

1/8}.

Po — P Pa Do — P B 2p Po 2p PB
(1 pemes) T (g pape) T “ ) (aae)
Pa + Pp Pa + PB Pa + PB Pa + Pp
and the upper bound now follows from the monotonicity of Wy, (pa, pg)- a

5. WHAT ABOUT THE REMAINING PARAMETERS pq, pg?

To conclude our investigation we question what can be said concerning the monotonicity prop-
erties of Wy, (pa, pg) for the remaining values of the parameters. These are precisely those which
satisfy

0<pa<1/2 and pg>1/2 or 0<pg<1/2 and po >1/2,

as illustrated by the blank strips in Figure 2]
First of all, we note the following continuity of the Widom factors. We mention in passing that
a general result for the continuity of LP Widom factors with p < oo is provided in [3| Theorem 2.1].

Proposition 5.1. For fized n > 0, the Widom factor Wy (pa, pg) is continuous in pa, pg > 0.

Proof. Let é,’; and 6; denote the minimizing nodes associated with the parameters (pq,pg) and
(Pas pg), respectively. For any choice of parameters we have

max ‘(1 —z)P(1+2)” [[ (= - cosé}i)‘ < max ’(1 —2)P*(1+2)” [ (= — cos 0}2)‘
z€[—1,1] Praiee} z€[—1,1] Pt

and vice versa when the roles of the parameters (pqa, pg) and (pa, p3) are interchanged.
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Given € > 0 it is always possible to choose (pa,ps) close enough to (pa,pg) in a manner that,
independently of the choice of a € [—1, 1], it holds that

n n
ma 1—x)P(1 T —a ‘— ma ‘1—1"’“ T —a ‘
| 1] O] = g | 1] *

We thus find that

max ‘(1 —z)P*(1+2)P [ (& — cos )| <

z€[—1,1] el z€[—1,1] el
n
< 1 — 2)P(1 PB — 0
< max |(1-2)"(1+2) ,Ef“” cos 0;)| +
and therefore
n n
x?[l?ffu’(l_x (1+2)? ]_:[ x — cos 0) ‘_xé??ﬁ]’(l_xpa H x — cos0},) ’ €.

By symmetry, we may also deduce that the negative of the left-hand side is < ¢ when (pq, pg) is
sufficiently close to (pa,ps). This implies the desired continuity of Wy, (pa, ps) with respect to the

parameters pq, pg-
U

When po, pg € [0,1/2], we know from Theorem (part 2) that
Wilpas pg) < 217275,
The same theorem (part 3) shows that
Wi(pas pg) = 21 7Per2

for pa,ps > 1/2. In particular, for a fixed n, Proposition implies the existence of parameters
where the equality

Wn(pa’ pB) — 21_904_,06

is attained. In fact, such parameters exist on any arc (in the first quadrant) connecting a point of
[0,1/2] x [0,1/2] with a point in [1/2,00) x [1/2,00). However, these parameters may very well be
n dependent. A natural question is for which parameters such an equality occurs.

If we allow ourselves to assume that can be extended slightly outside the parameter domain
(paspp) € [0,1/2] x [0,1/2], it is natural to consider parameters for which vanishes. This
occurs precisely on the circular segment

fom=(e St ac[55]) e

which is illustrated in Figure [2l To be specific, we recall that M, («, ) defined in (3.10) provides
an upper bound of W,,(pa, pg) and that

N

Mol _ (gt Dintat e n) (s =)

Mn(a7/6) (n+ a+ﬁ+1 +1)q 2(n+aT+ﬁ+1)
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By replacing all occurrences of the natural number n with the real variable x on the right-hand
side, we obtain the function f(x) from (3.15). We previously saw in (3.16)) that

f/(x) CQ(O(,,B)Z‘2—|—Cl(0é,ﬂ)l'+60(0é,6)

flx) (ac+a+1)(a:+oz—|—ﬁ+1)(a:+O‘Tﬂg)(x-i-o%rﬁ-kl)(x_kO‘TJDB+%)

and that the leading term cy(«, 3)z? vanishes precisely when |a| = |3| = 1/2. This indicates that the
convergence of f'(x)/f(x) — 0 as & — oo is “rapid” in this case. If a® + 3% > 1/4, then f'(x)/f(x)
will eventually be positive if z is large enough. We therefore believe that the monotonicity properties
of M, («, ) change somewhere in the vicinity of the circle

{(0.8):0,8>0, 0%+ 8 =1/4}. (5.2)
Replacing the variables («, 3) by (pa, pg) transfers the circular segment (5.2)) precisely to (5.1]).

0.8 1

0.7 A

FIGURE 3. Numerical computations detailing the monotonicity properties of Widom
factors for parameters (pq, pg) in the grid [0,0.8] x [0, 0.8], discretized to contain 62
500 points. If monotonic increase is observed for the initial 10 Widom factors, then
we color the square situated at (pq, pg) dark gray. If we observe monotonic decrease,
the square situated at (pa,pg) is colored light gray. The circular segment is
colored red, the set {(pa,pg) : (pa — 1/4)* + (pp — 1/4)* = 1.1836088889/8} is
represented as a dotted line.

Since we do not know how far the inequality

Wn(pa, pﬂ) < Mn(a7 ﬁ)

can be extended outside of —1/2 < a, 8 < 1/2, our theoretical approach cannot be applied to study
this case. We resort to a numerical investigation of the behavior of the corresponding Widom factors
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using a generalization of the Remez algorithm due to Tang [22] 26, 42, 43]. See also [39] for an
overview on how this algorithm can be applied to the numerical study of Chebyshev polynomials.
The numerical results are illustrated in Figure [3] It is clearly suggested by these plots that in the
vicinity of the set specified in , the monotonicity properties of Wy, (pa, pg) seem to shift from
monotonically increasing to monotonically decreasing as we move from the inside of the disk to its
exterior. Since these considerations are based on numerical experiments, we are left to speculate if
this is indeed the true picture. We formulate the following conjecture.

Conjecture 5.2. Suppose that p,, pg > 0.

(1) It
1\? 1\? 1
(rn-3) +(m3) <&
then W, (pa, pg) is monotonically increasing to 2'7Pa=95 as n — oo.
(2) If
1\?2 1\? _ 1.184
(Paw) +(f’5‘4> 7R
then Wi,(pa, p3) is monotonically decreasing to 217P==5 as n — oo.

6. APPENDIX

For the benefit of the reader we restate the definitions of the terms co(a, 8) and ¢; (v, 3) as defined
in (3.19) and (3.18).

3 2 2 3
Cl(aﬂ):fijgwgéz)a L6 41)a+2+52_§_;,

4 3 2.2 2 _ 4 3 2
cO<a,ﬁ>_‘Z+(35;6)a +<ﬁ+82>a M 1>§ﬂ+2>a+ﬁ8+52+3§_§_i

We aim to show that these are upper bounded by 0 in the parameter domain {—1/2 < f < a < 1/2}.
This is a necessary part of proving Lemma [3.2

Lemma 6.1. If —1/2 < f < a < 1/2, then cx(a, 5) < 0 for k = 1,2 with equality if and only if

o] = 18] =1/2.

Proof. To show that this is indeed true, we perform a detailed analysis of the coefficients co(a, 3), ¢1(a, B)

on the set {—1/2 < < a < 1/2} illustrated in Figure 4l The boundary of {(a, ) : —1/2 < g <
a < 1/2} is parametrized with ¢ € [0, 1] through

co(1/2,t —1/2) = é (t+ ;) 4+ 1) HE—1),

1 5 1
colt —1/2,-1/2) = 1(t — 1) (4752 it 8) ,

colt —1/2,t —1/2) = (1 + ;>2t(t— 1,
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g

(1/2,1/2)

FIGURE 4. The parameter domain {—1/2 < g < a < 1/2}.

Based on these factorizations it becomes apparent that ¢y < 0 and ¢; < 0 holds for ¢ € (0,1) but
these values of ¢ are precisely those which correspond to the boundary of {(a,3): —1/2 < < a <
1/2} with the vertices removed.

Differentiating c(a, 8) for k = 0,1 with respect to « yields

%ca(a,ﬁ) P 9(68+ 2) 24 (BZZ)QQ (= ﬂi)g(ﬁ +2) 6.1)
O o0, 8) = 302 + (g 2y + LI ©2)
0833 o(a, B) = 6o+ - (ﬂ +2), (6.3)
9 @ =2+ p+2a- =L (6.4

We begin with showing that cy(a, ) < 0 unless the parameters belong to the vertices of {(«, /) :
—1/2 < B < a <1/2}. Assuming that «, 5 € [—1/2 1/2] we obtain from (6.3]) that

o3 9 9 3
5o 0l B) =6a+ 7 (ﬁ+2)> B-gti=3

8 8
In particular, this implies that
0
a 5ol B)
is a convex function on [—1/2,1/2] for any fixed § € [-1/2,1/2]. Consequently, if § < 0 then

a2
arg[aﬁ%}im( ﬁ)émaX{a%CO(ﬁ,ﬁ),—(l 6;(5—'_2)}- (6.5)

Clearly, the quantity
(1-p*)(8+2)
8
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is negative if —1/2 < g < 1/2. We claim that the same is true for %CO(B,B). To see this we
introduce the function h(g) = %co (8, 8) which is given by
(1= )(5+2)

(8+2)
46_ 8 ’

9
hB) = + (5 + 28 +
Differentiating two times we obtain
R"(B) =158 + 1.
It is evident that h(f) is convex if 8 > —7/15. On the other hand, if —1/2 < 3 < —7/15 then
15 T 15 49 7
h/ [ 2 R G _
B)=FB+MB+g< 5 -z +5<0
which shows that h is decreasing on [—1/2, —7/15]. Consequently, if —1/2 < § < 0 we have
1 (1-p2 2
( ﬁxﬁ+)}<0

;lco(ﬁ,ﬁ) = h(B) < max{h(—1/2),h(0)} = max {_8’ — 2

By refering to (6.5) we obtain
0
— ,8) <0
o5 9a ()
and therefore cp(c, 3) is strictly decreasing on [3,0]. From (6.2) we gather that if 5 € [-1/2,1/2]

then for any o > 0,

2 2
%co(a,ﬁ) =302+ %(ﬁ +2)a+ (6—22) > 0.

This implies that o — co(c, 3) defines a convex function on [0, 1/2] and since we already concluded
that a — co(a, B) is strictly decreasing on [3, 0], we find that for any fixed 5 € [-1/2,1/2]
max CO(CE7B) = maX{CO(/Ba 6)7 00(1/275)} <0
a€[B,1/2]

and co(a, f) = 0 if and only if o, 8 € {—1/2,1/2}. This in particular shows that co(c, 8) < 0 with
equality if and only if « = =+1/20or a«=1/2 and 8 = —1/2.

We now proceed to study the coefficient ¢ («, §) and show that ¢;(a, 8) < 0 holds on the param-
eter domain {(«, 3) : —1/2 < f < o < 1/2}. This turns out to be straightforward. From (6.4)) we
find that

2 _
%cl(a,ﬁ) = %oﬂ + Mﬁ: 8)01 + (8 1 D) (6.6)

9 26 + 4 28 +4\%2 1-p2 26 + 4 28 4+4\%2 1-72
e e e e e O R L A

Since —1/2 < f < a < 1/2, we have

2 J—
(a+26+4+\/<26+4) i ,32)>_1+2,6’+4+2B+42_

1

->0
2

3 2
9.2 -2
+ 9 3

1
9 9 9 |~ 2 9 9 — 2

and consequently the sign of %cl(a, B) coincides with that of

28 + 4 284+4\% 1-—p2
(a_9+¢(9)+9 .
This is sufficient to conclude that the maximum of ¢i(«, 5) on [3,1/2] must be attained at an

endpoint of [3,1/2] and we gather that

ae%é?,lx/z} Cl(a,ﬁ) = maX{Cl(ﬁ, B)a 61(1/275)} <0
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with equality attained if and only if o = 8 = +1/2. O
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