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BOUNDS ON ENERGY AND POTENTIALS OF DISCRETE MEASURES ON THE SPHERE

S. V.BORODACHOV, P. G. BOYVALENKOV, P. D. DRAGNEYV, D. P. HARDIN, E. B. SAFF, AND M. M. STOYANOVA

ABSTRACT. We establish upper and lower universal bounds for potentials of weighted designs on the sphere S*~ that depend
only on quadrature nodes and weights derived from the design structure. Our bounds hold for a large class of potentials that
includes absolutely monotone functions. The classes of spherical designs attaining these bounds are characterized. Additionally,
we study the problem of constrained energy minimization for Borel probability measures on S™~! and apply it to optimal
distribution of charge supported at a given number of points on the sphere. In particular, our results apply to p-frame energy.

1. INTRODUCTION AND REVIEW OF KNOWN RESULTS

Universal upper and lower bounds for potentials of (equi-weighted) spherical designs with a characterization of ex-
tremal spherical designs as well as a closely related question of describing all universal maxima (resp. minima) of the
extremal spherical designs have recently received a noticeable attention in mathematical literature [26} 241, 23] 4,
[6] [O,[16,[17]]. The first part of our paper is devoted to extending these results to the case of weighted spherical designs
and their associated potentials (see Theorems[3.2]and [5.3] two of the main results of the paper).

The problem of minimizing the (equi-weighted) energy of a point configuration on the sphere of a fixed cardinality
was studied by a large number of authors, see [3]] and references therein. See also for more
extensive reviews on this problem. In particular, Bilyk et al [3] minimized the energy of a Borel probability measure with
respect to the p-frame potential showing the optimality of discrete distributions supported at points of tight designs (for
certain ranges of the power p). Motivated by applications to p-frame energy, in the second part of this paper (Section [7}
and in particular Theorems[Z.1land[7.4] and Corollaries and[7.6] as the other main results), we minimize the energy of
a Borel charge distribution subject to additional constraints. Placing additional constraints on the distribution allowed us
to extend the range of potential functions under consideration.

Denote by S"~ ! := {(t1,...,t,) € R" : t3 +... +t2 = 1} the unit sphere in R" and let J,, x,n > 2, N > 1, be the
set of all ordered pairs (C, W), where C = {z1,...,xx} is a configuration of pairwise distinct points on the sphere S !
(called a spherical code) and W = (wy, ..., wy) € (Rsq)" is a vector such that wy +. .. +wx = 1 (called a normalized
vector of weights). Each weighted code (C, W) can be considered as a mapping w : C' — R defined by w(x;) = w;,
1 =1,..., N. We will also use the notation (C, W) = (x1,...,xn;w1,...,wn) and call (C, W) a weighted code.

There is a one-to-one correspondence between weighted codes (C, W) in 7, x and discrete probability measures

N
K(C, W) := Z w;0z,
i=1

where d, is the Dirac delta-function in R"™ with mass 1 at x;. There is also a one-to-one correspondence between the
set J,,. v and the set of cubature formulas for integration over the uniform probability distribution on S"~! which have
N pairwise distinct nodes and strictly positive weights and are exact on constant functions. Any multiset on S"~! (a
spherical code where points with distinct indices may coincide) gives a rise to an element (C, W) of 7, y for some N
where all components of the vector of weights W are rational.

Any function f : [-1,1] — (—o0,00] finite and differentiable on (—1,1) such that t_l}irrh f(t) = f(-1) and

hr{l f() = f(1) will be called an admissible potential function. Given a weighted code (C, W) € [, n, we define its
t—1—

(polarization) potential with respect to x € S"~! as

Uy, € W) = i_v:wz‘f(x (= [ fanascmm)

where x - y := t151 + ... + t, 8, denotes the standard dot product of vectors x = (t1,...,t,) and y = (s1,...,8,) in
R™.
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Our work is related to the following problem. Given a weighted code (C, W) € J, n and an admissible potential
function f, find

inf Ujs(z,C;W 1
b Uy(e, C;W) M
and points z* € S"~! that attain the infimum of (I). If f is finite at ¢ = 1 and ¢ = —1, one may consider a similar

problem of maximizing the potential.

In the equi-weighted case; i.e., when W = (1/N,...,1/N), problem () was solved for several important classes of
spherical designs. Recall that a spherical code C' = {x1,...,2x} C S"! is called a spherical m-design if for every
polynomial p in n variables of degree at most m,

N
v )= [ )i

S§n—1

where o, is the area measure on S”~! normalized to be a probability measure.

Following [18]], we call a spherical code C' m-sharp, m > 1, if C'is a (2m — 1)-design with m values of the dot
product occurring between distinct points of C' and strongly m-sharp if, in addition, C' is a 2m-design. A list of known
sharp and strongly sharp configurations on the Euclidean sphere can be found, for example, in Table 1]. A spherical
code C' C S"1is called m-stiff if C is a (2m — 1)-design and there is a point on S"~! forming m distinct values of the
dot product with points of C.

Recall also that a function f : [~1,1) — R, R = (—o0,00), is called absolutely monotone if f*) > 0 on [~1,1)
for all & > 0 and strictly absolutely monotone if, in addition, f*) > 0 on (—1,1) for all & > 0. A point z € S~ will
be called a universal minimum (maximum) of a spherical code C' C S"~! if for every admissible potential function f
absolutely monotone on [—1, 1), the equi-weighted potential

1

Us(z,C) := N ; flz-ay)
attains its absolute minimum (maximum) over S* ! at z. In the earlier papers [26), which considered the Riesz
potential and in recent works [4] [5, [6] [8] universal minima and maxima of the regular N-gon on S! and of the regular
simplex, cross-polytope, and cube on S"~! were found]. Some of these four basic codes are sharp antipodal, some are
strongly sharp, and some are stiff. For any m-stiff code, the set of its universal minima is exactly the set of points on
Sn=1 forming m distinct dot products with points of the code (cf. [, [8]). In fact, many known sharp codes listed in
[18l Table 1] are also stiff (cf. [I7]). At the same time, several interesting stiff codes are not sharp (e.g., cube on S" 1,
n > 3, symmetrized regular simplex on S, n > 5 odd, and the 24-cell on S* with more examples given in [8]). Sharp
antipodal and strongly sharp codes form the class of tight designs as defined in [19]]. For any strongly sharp code, the set
of its universal minima is the set of antipodes of points of the code and the set of its universal maxima is the code itself
(cf. [3,[6]). Finally, for any sharp antipodal code, the set of its universal maxima is also the code itself [3 [6]. Certain
remarkable spherical codes are not sharp (for example, the 600-cell on S?). Universal maxima of the 600-cell were shown
to be exactly the points of the 600-cell itself in [16]. The problem about universal minima of the 600-cell remains open.
Certain sharp antipodal codes that are of great interest in mathematics are not stiff, for example, regular icosahedron and
dodecahedron, minimal vectors of the Eg and Leech lattices, and the 24; polytope in R®. Finding the universal minima
for these codes required a more sophisticated technique, see [[7] for the first three codes, for the Leech lattice, and [9]
for the 247 polytope.

The paper is organized as follows. Weighted spherical designs are introduced in Section 2 and special classes of
weighted designs are defined in Section 4. Gauss-type quadratures and associated orthogonal polynomials are reviewed in
Section 3. Our universal bounds on potentials of weighted designs are derived in Section 5 and illustrated with examples
in Section 6. The constrained (frame) energy minimization results are found in Section 7 with needed auxiliary results
presented in an Appendix.

2. DEFINITION OF A WEIGHTED SPHERICAL DESIGN

Denote by P,,, n > 0, the set of all polynomials of one variable of degree at most n.

! Absolute maxima in the case of a cube were only found for the Riesz potential, see [25]]. The proof in [25] uses induction on dimension and can be
extended to absolutely monotone potential functions (to appear in our upcoming work).
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Definition 2.1. Letn > 2, N > 1 and m > 0. A weighted code (C,W) € J, n is called a (weighted) spherical
m-design if, for any polynomial p € P,,,,

N
szp(‘r : xl) =c¢ TE Sn_17 (2)
=1

for some constant ¢ independent of x.

Remark 2.2. If ) holds for a polynomial p, then

1
c=ag(p) := / p(t)wy, (t)dt, 3)
-1
where w,, (1) = (1 — t2)("=3)/2 ¢ € [~1,1], and 7, is a positive constant such that w,, is a probability density on
1, 1].

There are several equivalent definitions of a (weighted) spherical design. We will mention one of them. Denote by
P,(nn) the m-th Gegenbauer polynomial corresponding to the sphere S™L. It is orthogonal to the polynomial space P,,, 1

with weight w,, and is normalized by setting P&")(l) = 1. A weighted code (C,W) € J, n is called a (weighted)
spherical m-design if

N N
ZZwiw‘jP,in)(xi cx;) =0, 1<k<m.
i=1 j=1
The equivalence of this definition to Definition[2.1] can be proved similarly to the equi-weighted case which can be found
in, e.g., [11] Chapter 5].

Many spherical designs are known when W = (1/N,...,1/N); i.e., (equi-weighted) spherical designs as defined
in [19]. Widely known examples are sets of vertices of a regular N-gon inscribed in S', of a regular cross-polytope,
simplex, and cube inscribed in S”~1, of the regular icosahedron and dodecahedron on S2, of the 24-cell, 120-cell, and
600-cell on S?, and sets of minimal vectors of Eg and Leech lattices. As an example of a weighted design, we mention
the weighted code (C,W) € Js 5, where C' = C; U Cs consists of C7 = {(0,0,1)} with a weight 1/4 and Cy =
{(£2/3,42/3,—1/3)}, four points with equal weights 3/16. This is the only weighted code (C, W) € J3 5, where C'
is a square-based pyramid on S?, which is a weighted spherical 2-design. As other examples, we mention pairs cube—
cross-polytope, icosahedron—dodecahedron, 120-cell-600-cell, and the 56-point sharp code-roots of E lattice, which
with certain weights form weighted 5-, 9-, 19-, and 7-designs, respectively, see [30, [T0]]. More examples are given in
[21] and in this paper.

3. QUADRATURES OF THE HIGHEST ALGEBRAIC DEGREE OF PRECISION

Before stating the main definitions and results, we will review the necessary background material. Let —1 < o1 <

. < oy, < 1 be the zeros of the m-th Gegenbauer polynomial Pr(nn). We will also denote it by P%?. Let also
(p1,- ., pm) be the unique vector of coefficients such that the quadrature

1 m
aolp) = [ pywn(e)de Y piples) @

-1 i=1

is exact for all polynomials p of degree up to 2m — 1. Quadrature () is known as the Gauss-Gegenbauer quadrature.
n—1 n—3 )

Let —1 <71 < ... < ym < 1 be the zeros of the m-th Jacobi polynomial J,, 2 *~ 2 ’; i.e. the polynomial of degree
m orthogonal to P,,, 1 with weight (1 —t)w,, (t). We will also denote it by P10 Let (1, . .., 0yn41) be the unique vector
of coefficients such that the quadrature

colp) = [ POt~ 3 owl) + gl ®)

is exact for all polynomials p of degree up to 2m.
n—3 n—1

The numbers —1 < —7,,, < ... < —y; < 1 are the zeros of the m-th degree Jacobi polynomial J,(n 22 (it s
orthogonal to P,,,_1 with weight (1 + #)w,, (t)). We will denote it by P%!. The quadrature

aolp) = | POt = amiip(-1)+ Yol (®)
=1

-1
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is exact for all polynomials p of degree up to 2m.
Let —1 < ap < ... < @y, < 1be the zeros of the m-th Gegenbauer polynomial Pr(nnH) corresponding to the sphere
S+ denoted also by P11, It is orthogonal to P,,, 1 with weight w,,12(t) = (1 — t*)w, (t). Let (6o, ..., 0m11) be the

unique vector of coefficients such that the quadrature

1 m
o) = [ pltywn(t)de = bop(=1) + > 0p(@) + 01101 )
-1 i=1
is exact for all polynomials p of degree up to 2m + 1. Levenshtein calls P~¥, u, v € {0, 1}, adjacent polynomials.
Quadratures (@)—(7) are special cases of the Gauss-Jacobi mechanical quadrature (see, e.g. [28, Chapter 3.4]). It is
convenient to describe them as one quadrature with parameters. Let 4 = 0 or 1 and v = 0 or 1. The polynomials P}-¥
are normalized by requiring that P*¥(1) = 1. For each pair (y, v), the corresponding quadrature @)—(Z) has the form

1 mtp
[ ptrntdes Y mpn), ®)

-1 k=1—v
where the nodes —1 < A, < ... < Ay, < 1 are the zeros of the polynomial P/"(¢)(1 — ¢)*(1 + t)” and
Ti—us- .-, Tm+p are the unique weights such that quadrature () is exact on Py, for L := 2m — 1 + p + v. The nodes ),
and weights 7; are functions of (i, v/); however, we omitted indices p and v in their notation. Quadrature () corresponds
to the case p = v = 0 with 7; = p;, j = 1,...,m, quadrature (3) corresponds to the case u = 1, v = 0 with 7; = o,
j=1,...,m+1, quadrature (6) corresponds to the case u = 0, v = 1 with 7; = 0y, 41—j, j = 0,...,m, and quadrature

(@) corresponds to the case p = v = 1 with 7; = 0;,j =0,...,m+ 1.
The weights of every quadrature (§) (and, hence, of each quadrature (@)—(7)) are strictly positive, see [28]. Indeed,

denote by ¢; the polynomial of degree m — 1 such that ¢;(A\;) = 0 for k € {1,...,m} \ {j} and ¢;()\;) = 1,

j=1,...,m,and let

s (L=t +1t)

Ri(t) = (230’ § gy ©)
Denote ¢(t) = (t — A1) -+ (t — A\ ) and let
R (t) == <%> (%) if = 1and Ro(t) := (@fg%) (%) (10)

if v = 1. The polynomials R; are positive on [—1, 1] except for finitely many points and have degree at most L. Then
quadrature (8) is exact on each R; and we have

m+p 1

T = Z TkRj(/\k):/1Rj(t)wn(t)dt>0, j=1l—-v,...,m+p. (11
k=1—-v -

4. WEAKLY SHARP WEIGHTED DESIGNS

We now define the classes of weighted designs, for which the corresponding universal bounds will be sharp. Further-
more, if the derivative of the potential function of the corresponding order is strictly positive, sharpness of the universal
bound will imply that the weighted design must be in one of these three classes.

Definition 4.1. A weighted code (C, W) € 7, n is called m-stiff, m > 1, if the weighted code (C, W) is a weighted
spherical (2m — 1)-design and there exists a point z on S™~! that forms at most mn distinct values of dot product with all
points of the spherical code C'.

If it does not cause any confusion, we will omit the word “weighted” when discussing designs (C, W).

Definition 4.2. A weighted code (C, W) € 7, n is called a weakly sharp 2m-design, m > 1, if in addition to being a
2m-design, it contains a point z that forms at most m distinct dot products with other points of C.

Definition 4.3. A weighted code (C, W) € J,, v is called a weakly sharp (2m + 1)-design, m > 0, if itis a (2m + 1)-
design containing a point z that forms at most m + 1 distinct dot products with other points of C' one of which is —1.

In the equi-weighted case, Definition [£.2]is equivalent to the definition of a strongly m-sharp code and Definition [£.3]
is equivalent to that of an (m + 1)-sharp antipodal code. For example, let C' C S"~! be an equi-weighted spherical 2m-
designand z € C'besuchthat {z-z : z € C\{z}} = {t1, ..., tm }. Using DefinitionZIlwith p(t) = (t—t1)?... (t—t,n)?
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and z, we conclude that py|C| = p(1). Now Definition 2.1] with the same polynomial and any point y € C implies that
{y-x:2eC\{y}} ={t1,...,tm} (the argument for Definitiond3is similar).

One can show that in the weighted case, Definition 4.2] does not imply that C' is an m-distance set, and Definition [£.3]
does not imply that C'is an (m + 1)-distance set.

We will call point z in Definitions M. IHA3 an extremal point of the stiff or weakly sharp design C'. For such a code C'
define the set

sm, (1, v) = (0,0),

A — C, (u,l/) = (150)7
w0 () = (0,0),
Cﬂ(—C), (:U'v’/) = (171)'

Remark 4.4. Let a weighted code (C, W) € J,, n be a (2m — 1 + p + v)-design such that there is a point in the set
A, , forming at most m + p + v distinct dot products with points of C. If (x,v) = (0, 0), the weighted code (C, W) is
m-stiff, if (u,v) = (1,0) or (0, 1), the weighted code (C, W) is a weakly sharp 2m-design, and if (u,r) = (1, 1), then
(C, W) is a weakly sharp (2m + 1)-design.

A point on the sphere cannot form “too few” dot products with points of a given design. The next lemma is a weighted
analog to Theorems 6.6 and 6.7 in for the equi-weighted case.

Lemma4.5. Letn >2,m >0, N > 1, o, € {0,1}, a weighted code (C,W) € J,,.n be a (2m + « + [3)-design, and
z € A, g be arbitrary point. Then z must form at least m + 1 + o + (3 distinct dot products with points of C.

Proof. When m = 0, we will assume that « = 1 or § = 1 (otherwise, the assertion is trivial). Assume that C' is a
(2m+ a+ (B)-design and that z € A, g is an arbitrary point. Assume that z forms a set of k& + a+ 3 distinct dot products
with points x1, ..., xy from C. If « = 1, we exclude 1 from this set, if 5 = 1, we exclude —1 from this set, and denote
the remaining dot products by —1 <t < ... <t < 1.

Assume to the contrary that k < m. Letp(t) := (t+1)%(t —t1)? - - - (t —t&)?(1 — 1), which is strictly positive except
for finitely many points. Since (C, W) is a (2m + « + 3)-design and degp = 2k + « + 3 < 2m + « + 3, in view of @)

and (@), we have
1

N

0= szp(z 1) = ag(p) = / p(t)wy (t)dt > 0.
i=1 -1

This contradiction shows that £ > m + 1 proving the lemma. 0

Extremal points of a weighted design have the following distributions of dot products with points of the design.

Lemma4.6. Letn > 2, m,N > 1, u,v € {0,1}. If (C,W) is an L-design, L = 2m — 1+ p+ v, and a point z € A, ,,
forms exactly m + p + v distinct dot products with points of C, then they are A\i_,,, . .., A+, as defined in @), and for
eachj =1—v,...,m+ p, the sum of the weights of points in C forming dot product \j with z equals ;.

Proof. Assume that (C, W) is an L-design and some point z € A,, ,, forms exactly M := m+ p+ v distinct dot products
with points of the code C'. Denote all the dot products by t;_,, < ... < t;4,. Thenty := —1 and ¢,,41 = 1, whenever
present. Denote g(t) := (t —t1) -+ (t — ty). Let 85, j = 1 — v,...,m + p, be the sum of the weights w; of all points
in C' forming dot product ¢; with z. Let r(¢) be any polynomial of degree at most m — 1. Since (C, W) is a L-design and
the polynomial p(¢)r(t), where p(t) := (1 +¢)V (¢t — t1) - - - (t — ¢t )(1 — t)*, has degree at most L, we have

/ dOr) 1 = )" (1 + ) wn(t)dt = / () wn () dt = ao(pr)

-1 -1
m—+pu
= szpz :cZ za:l = Zﬂﬂp :()_
j=1l—v

Then ¢(t) is the m-th degree orthogonal polynomial with the weight (1 — ) (1 4 ¢)”wy, (¢); i.e., it equals P*»* modulo a
constant factor. Recall that all zeros of P% lie in (—1, 1) [28]. Hence, {t1,...,tm} is the set {\1,..., A\, } of zeros of
PRVandt; =X, j=1—-v,....m+p.

Since A\g := —1, A1 = 1, (C, W) is a L-design, and deg R; < L, where the polynomials R;, j = 1—v,...,m+p,
are defined in () and (I0), by (1) we have

1
Tngle(t)wn(f)df— sz (z-m:) = B R;(A;) = Bj;
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that is, the sum of the weights of points in C that form dot product \; with zis 7, j =1 —v,...,m + L. O

5. UNIVERSAL BOUNDS ON POTENTIALS OF WEIGHTED DESIGNS
In this section we state and prove two of our main results. We start with the following auxiliary statement.

Lemma 5.1. If f : (—1,1) — R has a bounded below derivative " on (—1,1), then [’ is bounded above on (—1,0) and
bounded below on (0, 1) while f is bounded below on (—1,1).

Proof. Let b be a lower bound for f” on (—1,1). Then for any ¢ € (—1,0), there is £ € (¢,0) such that
F1(#8) = 1'(0) = f"(€)t < bt < max{-b,0}
while for any ¢ € (0, 1), there is ) € (0, ¢) such that
F/(6) = £10) = f"(m)t = bt > min{b,0}.
Then f’ is bounded above on (—1, 0), say by b1, and bounded below on (0, 1), say by by. For any ¢ € (—1,0), there is
¢ € (t,0) such that
f(#) = £(0) = £'(O)t = byt = min{—by, 0}

and for any ¢ € (0,1), there is 7 € (0, ¢) such that
F(t) = f(0) = f'(7)t = bat > min{ba, 0}.
Then f is bounded below on (—1,1). O

The following universal lower bound holds for the potential of a given weighted design. We also characterize weighted
designs of a given strength that attain this universal lower bound for that strength. Here, 7; and \; are weights and nodes
of quadrature () for the corresponding pair (1, /).

Theorem 5.2. Let p = 0, v =00r1,n > 2, m,N > 1, f:[-1,1] = (—o00,00] be an admissible potential function
such that f2™+V) >0 on (—1,1), and a weighted code (C, W) € J,, n, be a (2m — 1 + v)-design.
Then

(x,C; W) Zwl T-x) > Z if(\;), eSS, (12)
j=1-v

where \j and T; are the nodes and weights, respectlvely, of quadrature @) with p = 0.

Ifv="0and (C,W) is m-stiff or v = 1 and (C, W) is a weakly sharp 2m-design, then equality holds in (I2) at every
point x € Ay, forming m + v distinct dot products with points of the code C.

If fCm+) > 0 on (—1,1) and equality holds in (I2) at some point x € S™~*, then (i) the point x lies in Ao, and
Jorms exactly m+v distinct dot products \1—,, . . . , A, with points of the code C, (ii) the weighted code (C, W) is m-stiff
if v = 0 or is a weakly sharp 2m-design if v = 1, and (iii) for every j = 1 — v, ..., m, the sum of the weights of points
Sfrom C forming dot product \; with x is exactly ;.

We remark that by Lemma[5.1] we have f(—1) < oo in the above theorem when v = 1. Indeed, from f(>™+1 >0
we conclude inductively that f’ is bounded below, which implies that f is bounded above on (—1,0).

Proof of Theorem[3.2] Let ¢ € Poy,—14, be the polynomial interpolating f and f’ at points Ay, ..., A\, which also
interpolates f at \g = —1if v = 1. Forevery t € (—1, 1), there is a point £ € (—1, 1) such that

FEmI(©)

) —q(t) = —

) = alt) = s

If f(1) < oo, then (I3) holds for ¢ = 1. If f(—1) < oo, then (3 also holds for ¢ = —1. Since, by assumption,

f@m+) > g on (—1,1), we have f(t) — q(t) > 0 or q(t) < f(t), t € [~1,1] (these inequalities hold trivially at t = 1

or —1if f(1) = oo or f(—1) = oo, respectively). Since (C, W) is a (2m — 1 + v)-design and quadrature (8] is exact on
q(t), for every point z € S* 1, using (3) we have

(t—A)% (= A)2(E+ 1), (13)

(@, C;W) Zwl (- ;) >szqw zi) = ao(q)

i=1

= > ma) = D mfky).
=1 =1—

Jj=l-v J v

(14)
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Let now (C, W) be m-stiff if v = 0 or a weakly sharp 2m-design if v = 1. Let also z € Ay, be any point that forms
m + v distinct values of the dot product with points from C' (such z exists by definition). By Lemmal[£.6 the values of
these m + v dot products are the zeros A1, < ... < A, of (14 ¢)” P%¥(t) and for each j = 1 — v, ..., m, the sum of
the weights of points in C' that form dot product A; with z is 7;. Then

Assume now that f(?™+¥) > Qon (—1,1). Then in view of (I3) we have f(t) > q(t) fort € [=1, 1]\{\i—0, ..., Am }.
Let x € S"~! be any point such that equality holds in (I2). Then we have equality in the first line of (I4). Since f > ¢
n [—1, 1], we cannot have f(z - x;) > q(x - x;) for any ¢ without ruining this equality. Therefore, each dot product = - x;

is a point of equality of f and g; that is, one of the numbers Ay, ..., A,,.

If v = 0, since (C, W) is a (2m — 2)-design, by Lemma3 with « = 8 = 0 (note that then A, 3 = S""!) and m — 1
instead of m, dot product x - z; must assume at least m distinct values. Then it assumes each of the values Ay, ..., Ap,.

If v = 1, since (C, W) is a 2m-design, by Lemma[£3] with o = 3 = 0, any point on S”~! must form at least m + 1
dot products with points from C'. Therefore, « forms all dot products Ao, ..., A, In particular, z € —C = Ay ;.

Thus, in both cases, € A, and dot product = - z; assumes exactly m + v values A\j_,, ..., \,. By definition, the
(2m — 1 + v)-design (C, W) is m-stiff if v = 0 or is a weakly sharp 2m-design if v = 1. By Lemmal[4£.8] the sum of the
weights of points in C' forming dot product \; withzis 75, j =1 —v,...,m. 0

A similar universal upper bound holds for the potential of a given weighted design. We also characterize weighted
designs of a given strength that attain this universal upper bound. Note that A; , C C,v =0, 1.

Theorem 5.3. Let u =1, v=00r1,n>2 m,N > 1, f:[-1,1] = R be an admissible potential function such that
f@mH4Y) > 0 0n (—1,1), and a weighted code (C, W) € Ty, n be a (2m + v)-design.

Then
m—+1

(x,C; W) Zwl x-x;) < Z if(\), eSS, (15)
Jj=1-v
where \; and T; are the nodes and weights, respectlvely, of quadrature B) with u = 1.

If (C,W) is a weakly sharp (2m + v)-design, then equality holds in (I3) at every point x € Ay, forming m + v
distinct dot products with other points of C.

If fCmH14Y) > 0 on (—1,1) and equality holds in (T3) at some point x € S*~1, then (i) the point x lies in Ay, and
forms exactly m + 1 + v distinct dot products, \y—,, . . ., A1, With points of the code C, (ii) the weighted code (C, W)
is a weakly sharp (2m + v)-design, and (iii) for every j = 1 — v,...,m + 1, the sum of the weights of points from C
Sforming dot product \; with x is exactly T;.

Most of the proof of Theorem 5.3 repeats the proof of Theorem However, item (i) in Theorem [5.3] requires a
longer proof and the potential function in Theorem [5.3] has a finite value at ¢ = 1 which must also be an interpolation
point. Therefore, we do not combine the two proofs. This also helps with their readability.

Proof of Theorem[3.3] Let q € Pa,, 1, be the polynomial interpolating f and f’ at points Ay, . .., A, which interpolates
fat A1 =1, and if v = 1, interpolates f at \g = —1. Forevery ¢t € [—1, 1], there is a point £ € (—1, 1) such that
f(2m+1+1/) é-
f) -t = 2O
(2m+1+v)!

Since, by assumption, f(?"+1+¥) > on (—1,1), we have f(t) — q(t) < 0or q(t) > f(t),t € [-1,1]. Since (C, W) is
a (2m + v)-design and quadrature (8) is exact on ¢(t), for every point z € S"~1, using (3) we have

(t = 1)t = A)2 - (= M) 2 (4 1), (16)

£, C;W) Zwl D) <szqw zi) = ao(q)

m—+1 m—+1 (17)
= Y may) = > ).
j=1l—v Jj=1l—v

Let now (C, W) be a weakly sharp (2m + v)-design. Let also z € A; ,, be any point that forms m + v distinct values
of the dot product with other points from C. By Lemma 4.6 the values of these dot products plus the dot product 1 are
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the zeros A1, < ... < Ap41 of the polynomial (1 —¢)(1 + t)”P,(nl’”)(t) and foreach j =1 —v,...,m + 1, the sum of
the weights of points in C' that form dot product A; with z is 7;. Then
m+1
i(z,C;W) sz z-x;) = Z T f(Af).
Jj=1l—v
Assume now that f>™+14+) > ( on (—1,1). Then in view of (I6) we have f(t) < q(t) for t € [—1,1]\
{M vy Ama1}. Let @ € S*! be any point such that equality holds in (I3). Then we have equality in the first
line of (I7). Since f < ¢ on [—1,1], we cannot have f(z - 2;) < g(x - x;) for any 7 without ruining this equality.

Therefore, each dot product z - z; is a point of equality of f and ¢; that is, one of the numbers A1, ..., Apyt1-

If v = 0, since (C, W) is a 2m-design, by Lemma 43 with o = 3 = 0, dot product x - z; assumes at least m + 1
distinct values. Then it assumes each of the values A1, ..., Ay, 41. In particular, z € C' = A .

If v = 1, since (C, W) is a 2m-design, by Lemma 3l with o = 3 = 0, the point & must form at least m + 1 dot
products with points from C'. Then 2 must form at least one of the dot products Ay = —1 or A,;,4+1 = 1 with points from

C; thatis, x € C'U (—C). We now apply again Lemma3]with « = 1 and § = 0if 2 € C = A; o or with & = 0 and
B=1lifz e —C = Ay. Since (C,W) is a (2m + « + ()-design, = must form at least m + 2 distinct dot products with

points from C' thus forming each dot product Ao, . . ., Apy4+1. In particular, z € C' N (=C) = Ay ;.

Thus, in both cases, © € A;,, and dot product z - ; assumes exactly m + 1 + v values, which are A\j_,, ..., \pt1;
that is, (C, W) is a weakly sharp (2m + v)-design. By Lemmald.6] the sum of the weights of points in C' forming dot
product A; withzis 7, j =1—v,...,m+ 1. O

6. EXAMPLES

In this section, we will first consider positive linear combinations of weighted designs of equal strength to obtain a
weighted design of the same strength, see Proposition[6.1l This construction does not depend on the mutual placement
of the designs on the sphere. Utilizing a careful mutual placement of the component designs and their weights yields
weighted designs of a higher strength. The corresponding bounds will be explored in a future work.

Given two weighted spherical codes (Cy, W7) and (Cs, W3), and positive numbers «, 3 such that a + 8 = 1, denote
by a(C1, W7) 4+ B(Ca, W3) the code (C7 U Co, W), where each point z € Cy \ Cs, has weight « times the weight of
x in (Cy,W1), each point x € Cy \ C; has weight S times the weight of x in (Cy, Wa), and each point in C; N Cy
has weight aw + v, where w is the weight of z in (C7, W1) and v is the weight of x in (Co, W5). We will call this
code the weighted union of (Cy, W7) and (Cs, W5). It corresponds to the discrete probability measure «(Cy U Cy, W) =
- H(Cl, Wl) + 8- K(Cg, Wg)

Proposition 6.1. Let (C1, W1) and (Co, Wy) be spherical m-designs on S*~', n. > 2, m > 1, and o, 3 > 0 be real
numbers such that o + 8 = 1. Then their weighted union o(Cy, W1 ) + 5(C2, Wa) is also an m-design.

Proof. Let w(z) be the weight of a point z in a(Cy, Wi ) + B(Ca, Wa), w1 (z) be the weight of a point z in (Cy, W7 ) and
wa(2) be the weight of a point z in (Cy, W»). For every polynomial p € P,,, and every x € S"~1,

Yo w2 = Y aw(pla-2)+ Y fwa)pla2)

z€C1UC, z€C1\C2 z€C\Cq
+ Y (owi(2) + Bwa(2))p(a - 2)
zeC1NC>2
—a Y wipa-2)+8 S wal=)pa- 2)
zeCy z€Cy
= aag(p) + Bao(p) = ao(p);
that is, the weighted union is also an m-design. 0

An example of a weighted design attaining both universal bounds is the square-based pyramid we mentioned earlier.
It is the weighted code (C, W) € J3 5, where C' C S? consists of the point y = (0,0, 1) with a weight 1/4 and four
points (+2/3, +£2/3, —1/3) each with a weight 3/16. It is a weighted 2-design with the point y € C' forming only one
dot product (which is —1/3) with other points of the code. Thus, it is a weakly sharp 2-design. The adjacent polynomial

Pl(l’o) has a zero at y; = —1/3 and the corresponding weights of quadrature (@) are

1/t 1 [ (a-1 3
= — t)dt = = dt = —
o1 2/1R1() 2/,1 /3 1
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1 [ 1Y (e+1/3)° 1
02—5/_1R2(t)dt—§/_1( 4/3 ) dt—z,

where R;, j = 1,2, is the polynomial defined in (@) and (I0). Then Theorem [5.3] implies that for every admissible
potential function f : [—1, 1] — R such that f/ > 0 on (—1, 1), we have

and

1 3
Usle.CiW) < 411)+ 37 (=3 ) wes?
This bound is sharp and is attained at y = (0,0, 1). If " > 0 on (—1, 1), then this bound is attained only at y because y
is the only point in the code forming one dot product with other points of the code. Similarly, by Theorem[3.2] for every

Uple, CW) 2 10+ 37 (3) . wes?

This bound is sharp and is attained at —y = (0,0, —1). If f// > 0 on (—1, 1), then this bound is attained only at —y
because —y is the only point in the code —C forming two dot products with points of the code one of which is —1.

A second example of a weighted design satisfying the assumptions of Theorem[3.2] and attaining the universal lower
bound is the set C' C S"~!, n > 4, of vertices of a hypercube obtained as a weighted union of two demihypercubes.

Every point of C' is a vector of the form (i%w RN iﬁ) € R™. Let Cy be the set of all such vectors with an even

number of minus signs and C be the set of all such vectors with an odd number of minus signs. Each set Cj and C' is an
equi-weighted 3-design, see [9], of cardinality 2" ~!. We assign a weight wy > 0 to each point of Cj and a weight w; > 0
to each point of C; so that wg + w; = 2!~". By Proposition [6.1] this yields a weighted 3-design (C,W). The set of

points on S”~! forming two distinct dot products with points of C'is the cross-polytope 25, = {+ei, ..., e, }, where
€1, ...,en are the standard basis vectors in R™. Then (C, W) is 2-stiff. The Gegenbauer polynomial Pén)(t) = %
has zeros o, = —ﬁ and ap = ﬁ Each vector +e; from 3, forms dot product ﬁ with exactly half of points of Cj

1
5 .
Then the total weight of points from C forming dot product — % with Le; is also % By Theorem[3.2] for any admissible

and with exactly half of points of C';. Thus, the total weight of points from C' forming dot product \/Lﬁ with Le; is

potential function f : [—1,1] = (—o0, 0o] with f(*) > 0 on (-1, 1), the universal lower bound

e s (1 (=) 1 (%)) wew

holds. Tt is sharp and is attained at every point = € Q3. If, in addition, f*) > 0 on (—1, 1), then it is attained only at
points z € 5.

A third example of weighted designs that attain the universal lower bound can be constructed from any m-stiff config-
uration Cy on S™~! which does not have an antipodal pair. Such codes can be found on S?° for N = 112 or N = 162
and m = 2 and on S?! for N = 100 and m = 2 (the Higman-Simms configuration) or for N = 891 and m = 3, see [17].
They also exist on S2k k> 2 with N = 22% and m = 2 mentioned above as a demihypercubes in R forn > 5 odcﬂ

We construct the weighted code as the set Con 1= Cn U (—6’1\/) assigning weight o > 0 to each point of C'y and
weight 5 > 0 to each point of —Cy such that « + 8 = % By Proposition [6.1] the disjoint union Cyy is a weighted
(2m — 1)-design. It is m-stiff, since by Lemmad.6] for every point z € S~ forming m distinct dot products with points
of éN, those dot products are zeros —1 < a; < ... < a,, < 1 of the Gegenbauer polynomial P,(nn) and, hence, are
symmetric about 0. Then z forms the same set of dot products with points of —C'y;. Thus, z forms m distinct dot products
with points of Cyx. By Theorem[5.2] for any admissible potential function f : [—1,1] — (—o0, oc] with f™) > 0 on
(=1, 1), the universal lower bound

Uf(l‘,CgN; W) > ijf(aj), xr € Sn_l, (18)
j=1

holds. It is sharp and is attained at every point x € S"~! forming m distinct dot products with points of Cyy. If, in
addition, £ > 0 on (—1,1), then bound (d8) is attained only at such points.

ZFor n > 4 even, the demihypercube on the unit sphere in R™ is an antipodal configuration.
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7. CONSTRAINED FRAME ENERGY MINIMIZATION

This section is devoted to energy minimization problem for a class of charges that contains certain discrete distributions
and certain charges with a discrete and continuous (singular) component; the total charge is fixed. We start with a general
result. A Borel probability measure i on S" 1 is called a (k, k)-design, k > 1, if

PV (- y) du(x)dp(y) =0, £=1,... k.
S’nfl Snfl
By default, any Borel probability measure on S"~! is a (0,0)-design. Given a weighted code (C,W) =

N
(X1,...,xN;w1,...,wN), recall that K(C,W) = > w;d,,, where d, is the Dirac delta-measure with mass 1 at x.
i=1

The weighted code (C, W) is called a weighted (k, k)-design, k > 1, if the measure x(C, W) is a (k, k)-design; i.e., if

N N
SN wiw PG (wiox;) =0, £=1,... k. (19)

i=1 j=1
For a given set K C [—1,1], let
Dg :={(z,y) €S" ' xS :x.yec K}

Let 1 be any Borel probability measure on S~ 1, n > 2. Denote

O = (b x p)(Dy-1,13)-
If 4 = k(C, W), we have

N
O, =Y wi(w; +w)), (20)
=1

where w)} is the weight corresponding to —xz; (if —x; ¢ C, we let w; = 0). For any continuous function f : [0,1] — R,
we define the f-energy of . as
B = [ [ 1 w?) duty)dute). @
§n—18§n—1

For a weighted code (C, W), its f-energy is the f-energy of the measure u = x(C, W):

Ef(C,W) = Eg(p) = Y playufy}f (@-9)?) = D wiw; f (i - 25)?) .

z,ycC i,j=1

When f(t) = |t|* / 2, p > 0, in (21)), we obtain the p-frame energy of a general Borel probability measure on the sphere.
In particular, the p-frame energy of a weighted code (C, W) equals

N
EP(C, W) = Z w; Wy |$Cl ',lep.
i,j=1

The following general result holds.

Theorem 7.1. Let n > 2, m > 1, and A be a set of numbers —1 < a1 < ... < u, < 1 symmetric about the origin.
Suppose there exists a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design (C, W) on S*~! such that any dot product formed by a pair of
points from C'lies in the set AU {—1,1}.

Let f : [0,1] — R be a continuous function such that f*) > 0in (0,1), k = 1,...,m. If yu is any Borel probability
measure with 6, > 0,,», where u* = x(C, W), then

N
Ef(p) > Er(n*) = > wiw; f ((x: - 2;)%) . (22)

ij=1

Assume, in addition, that f*) > 0 on (0,1) for k = 1,...,m. Then equality in @2) holds if and only if 11 is a
(m —1,m — 1)-design, (1 x p) (D(—1,10\4) =0, and 0, = 0,,-.
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We recall that for potential functions with positive first M derivatives and negative (M + 1)-th derivative, Bilyk et. al.
[3] established the energy minimizing property of equi-weighted discrete measures supported at points of tight spherical
M -designs among all Borel probability measures on S”~!. The optimal configuration in Theorem [Z.I] need not be a
tight design due to a weaker requirement for the strength of the optimal design. The clustering phenomenon of measures
minimizing the energy integral on the sphere was also studied in [2].

Remark 7.2. When f(t) = t?/2 (we call f the p-frame potential in this case), the assumption that ) > 0in (0, 1) for
k=1,...,mholds whenp > 2m — 2.

Proof of Theorem[Z1] Denote by L > 0 and v € {0,1} integers such that m = 2L + v and let BZ = 222 — 1,
it =1,...,L+ v. Denote by p(t) the unique polynomial in P,,,_; interpolating values of the function g(t) := f (%)
€ [-1,1], at points 3;,% = 1,..., L + v, and values of the derivative ¢’ at 3;,7 = 1,..., L. Forevery t € [ 1, 1], there

exists a point £ = £(t) € (—1,1) such that
9™ ()

m!

g(t) —p(t) = (t+1)"(t—pB1)* - (t—BL)* (23)

Since g™ > 0,1 € (—1,1), we have g(t) > p(t), t € [-1,1]. Let

m—1
P22 = 1) =do+ > Py (1)
k=1

be the Gegenbauer expansion of the even polynomial p(2¢? — 1). Taking into account the fact that f(t) = g(2t — 1) >
p(2t — 1), t € [0, 1], we have

— //f((a:-y)Q) d(p x p)(z,y) + // F((z-y)?) d(p x p)(z,y)

D11y D1y

// —1) d(ux ), ) + F(1) (1 x ) (Dg-1y)

D(-1,1)

- / p (2 y)? 1) d(p x w)(@.y) + (F(1) = p(L) e x 1) (Dporny)

§n—1x§n—1

(24)

—dot o di [ [ PR @ey) dulduta) + (F0) = (1))
k=1 i1 s

The classical positive definiteness property of Gegenbauer polynomials implies that

P (x-y) du(y)du(e) >0, k=1,...,m— 1. (25)
Snfl Snfl
We have f(1) > p(1) and, by assumption, §,, > 6,,+. By Theorem[A.T0lin Appendix, we have d;, > 0,k =1,...,m—1,
when m > 2, and, consequently,

Ep(p) = G(p) = do + (f(1) = p(1))0 = do + (f(1) = p(1))0,-. (26)

For m = 1, estimate (28) holds without using Theorem[AT0l At the same time, for the weighted (m — 1, m — 1)-design
(C, W), we have

N N
Ep(n’) = Zzwiwgf (@i 2))?)

= Z > w{at v (@ 9)?) + F() Y p{atu{z, —x}.
zeC yEC;I zeC

For any y # z, —x, dot product z - y equals «; for some 1 < j < m. Since p interpolates g at each 3; = 2a7 — 1,
i=1,...,L+v,wehave f ((z-y)?) =g (205 — 1) = g(8;) = p(B;) = p(2(x - y)* — 1). Since (C, W) isa Welghted
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(m — 1, m — 1)-design, we have

=Y > w{ah{ylp 20 9)* = 1) + f(1) Y w{ahpt{z, —a)

zeC yEC;I zeC
= > > e {yde 2 - y)* — 1) + (F(1) —p(1) Y p{a}p{w, —}
zeCyel zeC

= do + Z d Z wiw; P 2k (@i - 2;) + (f(1) — p(1))0,-
5,J=1
=do + (f(l) = p(1))0p--
Combined with (26), this yields 22).

Assume now that f*) > 0on (0,1), k = 1,...,m. Then g*)(t) > 0,t € (=1,1), k = 1,..., m. By @3), we have
g(t) > p(t) forall t € [~1,1]\ {B1,...,Br+v} and g(t) = p(t), t € {B1,...,Br4v}. Consequently, f ((z-y)?) =
92z -y = 1) > p(2(x-y)* = 1), (x,9) € D_1apna = D—1) \ Daand f ((z-9)?) = g(2(z-y)> — 1) =
p(2(z-y)*> = 1), (z,y) € Da. Then equality in 24) holds if and only if (1 x 1) (D(_1,1)\4) = 0.

If m > 2, by Theorem[A. 10 we have dj, > 0,k = 1,...,m — 1. The second inequality in (26) becomes an equality if
and only if all integrals in (23) equal zero; i.e., if and only if pis a (m — 1, m — 1)-design with 6, > 6,,«. If m = 1, then
the second inequality in (23) is an equality for any Borel probability measure p with 6,, > 6,,+. Since p is a (0, 0)-design
by default, the second equality holds if and only if 1 is a (0, 0)-design with §,, > 6,,-

Since by @3) f(1) = g(1) > p(1), the third inequality in (26) becomes an equality if and only if 6, = 6,,-. O

We will call a weighted code (C, W) antipodal if for any point 2z € C, the point —z is in C' and the weights of 2 and
—ux are equal.

Remark 7.3. Recall that the real projective space RP"~!, n > 2, can be considered as a metric space where points are
pairs of antipodal vectors on S"~! with the distance d(x,y) between pairs x and y represented by vectors = and y being

defined by cos d(x,y) = 2(x - y)? — 1. Observe that f ((+z - (+y))?) = f (Hc‘”id(xy)) = g (cosd(x,y)), where the
function g(t) = f (14%) is used in the proof of Theorem[Z1 Then the f-energy of any weighted code
(CaW) = (Ila'"7IN7_I17"'7_IN;w15'"7wvalv"'7vN)

consisting of N distinct antipodal pairs with points in each pair having arbitrary non-negative weights with the sum of
all 2N weights being 1 can be written as the energy of the corresponding weighted code {X1, ..., XN} Wx, ;- .., Wxy } iN
RP"L:

N N
2
Ey(C,W) = 37w+ vi) (w; + 07)f (Jos - 25”) = 3w, g (cosd(xi, )
i,j=1 t.j=1
where each x; is represented by vectors x; and —x; and wx, = w; + v;, % = 1,..., N. This also means that the energy
E;(C, W) of a weighted code (C, W) with an antipodal code C' is independent of the distribution of the weights within
each antipodal pair of C.

Theorem [Z.1] has the following consequence for weighted codes. In view of the above remark, Theorem [7.4] has
an analogue in the projective space. We recall that the universal energy minimization property of sharp codes among
equi-weighted point configurations was established by Cohn and Kumar in their seminal paper for any two-point
homogeneous metric space which includes the Euclidean sphere and the real projective space.

Theorem 7.4. Letn > 2, m, N > 1, and A be a set of numbers —1 < a1 < ... < oy, < 1 symmetric about the origin.

Suppose there exists an equi-weighted N-point (m — 1,m — 1)-design C* = {z%,...,z%} C S"~! with no antipodal
pairs and x} - x5 € A, 1 < i # j < N. Let f : [0,1] = R be a continuous function such that f® > 0in (0,1) for
k=1,...,m. Suppose (C,W) = (x1,...,Ton; W1, ..., wan), where C consists of N distinct antipodal pairs on S™ 1

and W = (w1, ..., waN) is any vector of non-negative numbers that add up to 1. Then

2N N
2 * * 1 * *\ 2

= Z ww; f (i - 25)?) > Ep(C*,W*) = e Z I ((z; - ) ), (27)

i,j=1 1,5=1

whereW*:(%,...,%) € RV,
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Assume, in addition, that f*) > 0 on (0,1) for k = 1,...,m. Then equality in @2 holds if and only if (C, W) is
a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design on S"~*, where each antipodal pair in C' has a total weight of % and dot products
between points from distinct antipodal pairs lie in A.

Proof. Select one point from each antipodal pair of the code C' and denote the selected points by y1,...,yn. Then
2N

C ={+y1,...,tyn}. Letting u = > w;d,, and ; = uf{y;, —y;} — %, 1=1,..., N, wehave Zf\il €; = 0 and

=1

2

= ity —vi} + p{—viifi —vi}) = > (ndvi, —ui})?

T 2 N , 2 N 1 ;_12 1 1
Z( > 2 ei—i-NZei—l—N:Zei—l—NZN:Hm,

i=1

where p1* = & Zi:l dz+. Applying Theorem[Z.1] we have

E((C, W) Z wzwjf T - Tj;) ) > E¢(p N2 Z f = E¢(C*,W™). (28)
7,7=1 1,j=1
Assume now that f(*) > 0 on (0,1) for k = 1,...,m. By Theorem[Z.1l equality holds in (Z8) for a given (C, W) if and
only if (C, W) is a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design, (1 x p) (D(—1,1\4) = 0, and 6, = ,,-. We have 6, = 6,,~ if and
onlyife; =0,i=1,..., N;thatis, u{y;, —y;} = +.i=1,...,N.

Let (C, W) be such that equality holds in (28)). Take any two points, z; and 2 in C' from distinct antipodal pairs. Then
p{zi, —2} = %, i = 1,2, and we can guarantee that u{z;} > 0,7 = 1,2, replacing z; with its antipode if necessary. If
it were that z; - 2o ¢ A, then the pair (21, z2) would be in D(_q 1)\ . Since (u x p){(21, 22)} = p{z1}pu{z2} > 0, the
condition (1 % 1) (D(—1,1)\4) = 0 would not hold. Therefore, 21 - 25 € A. Thus, (C, W) is a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-
design on S"~! with each antipodal pair having a total weight of ~, and dot products between points from distinct
antipodal pairs lying in A. Conversely, if (C, W) is a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design on S"~! with each antipodal
pair in C' having a total weight of % and dot products between points from distinct antipodal pairs lying in A, then
0, = 0,-. Since for any 21,22 € C from distinct antipodal pairs, we have z1 - 22 € A, and for 21, 25 from the
same antipodal pair, z; - zo = +1, the set C' x C' (which has (u x p)-measure 1) is contained in D Au{-1,1}- Then
Dagg—1,1y = (S"71 x S"71) \ D(_1,1)\ 4 also has (1 x u)-measure 1. Consequently, (1 % 1) (D(—1,1)\4) = 0. Then
equality holds in (28) and, hence, in 7). O

We now state the first consequence of Theorem [7.4l

Corollary 7.5. Letn > 2, m > 1, N > 2, and A be a set of numbers —1 < a1 < ... < q, < 1 symmetric about
the origin. Suppose there exists an equi-weighted N-point (m — 1,m — 1)-design C* = {z%,..., x5} C S"~! with no
antipodal pairs and v} - x5 € A, 1 <i# j < N. Let f : [0,1] — R be a continuous function such that f® > 0in(0,1)
fork =1,...,m. Suppose (C,W) = (x1,...,TN;w1,...,wy) is any weighted code of N distinct points on S~ and

W = (w1, ..., wn) is any vector of non-negative numbers that add up to 1. Then
N ;X
W) = Z wiw; f(( -xj)z) > Ep(C*, W) = N2 Z f (- :v;“)2) , (29)
ij=1 irj=1
whereW**( ,...,N) € RN,

Assume, in addition, that f*) > 0 on (0,1) for k = 1,...,m. Then equality holds in @9) if and only if (C, W) is an
equi-weighted (m — 1, m — 1)-design with no antipodal pairs and dot products between distinct points lying in A.

Proof. Let (C, W) be any weighted code of N distinct points on S . For each point in C that does not have an antipode
in C, we augment (C, W) with its antipode with weight 0. Then, if necessary, we add to C' antipodal pairs with total
weight 0 to get exactly IV antipodal pairs in C. Since we added to C' only points of weight 0, the energy of the augmented
weighted code (C’, W') satisfies Ef(C’, W') = E;(C,W). Then by Theorem[7.4]

E((C, W)= Ef(C/,W/) > E¢(C*,W™).

Assume that f*) > 0 on (0,1) for k = 1,...,m and that equality holds in (Z9). By Theorem[7.4] each antipodal pair in
(' has weight % Therefore, we did not add to C' any antipodal pairs of total weight 0. This also means that all /N points
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of C' do not have an antipode in C'. Then the antipode of each point in C' has weight 0 in (C’, W’). Since each antipodal
pair of C’ has a total weight %, each point of the original code C' must have a weight %; that is, C' is an equi-weighted
(m — 1,m — 1)-design with no antipodal pairs. Theorem[Z.4] also implies that dot products between distinct points in C'
lie in A.

Conversely, every N-point equi-weighted (m — 1, m — 1)-design (C, W) with no antipodal pairs and dot products
between distinct points lying in A can be augmented with antipodes of all its points with weight 0 to obtain the antipodal
code C” and the vector W’ of 2N weights. Then the corresponding probability measure p = x(C’, W) satisfies

1 1 1 1
9H=ZN(N+O>+ > 0(0+N):N:9“*'
yeC ye—C

The weighted code (C’, W) is a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design with each antipodal pair having a total weight 4.
Any two points 21,29 € C’ from distinct antipodal pairs are modulo the sign two distinct points y1,y2 € C. Since
Y1 -y2 € Aand A is symmetric, z; - 22 € A. Then E;(C",W’') = E;(C*,W*) by Theorem [7.4] Consequently,
Ef(C,W) = Ef(C",W') = E;(C*,W*). O

We next state the second consequence of Theorem[7.4]

Corollary 7.6. Letn > 2, m, N > 1, and A be a set of numbers —1 < ay < ... < ouy < 1 symmetric about the origin.

Suppose there exists an antipodal equi-weighted 2N -point (2m — 1)-design C = {Z1, ..., Zn, —T1,...,—En} C S"L
with dot products between points from distinct antipodal pairs lying in A. Let f : [0,1] — R be a continuous function such
that f%) > 0in (0,1) fork = 1,...,m. Suppose (C,W) = (x1,..., &N, —T1,..., —LEN; Wi, ..., WN, Wi, ..., WN) IS
any antipodal weighted code of 2N distinct points. Then
N o 1N
i,j=1 1,5=1
where W = (ﬁ,,ﬁ) € R2N,

Assume, in addition, that f*) > 0 on (0,1) for k = 1,...,m. Then equality holds in 3Q) if and only if (C, W) is
an antipodal equi-weighted 2N -point (2m — 1)-design on S™~! with dot products between points from distinct antipodal
pairs lying in A.

The case N = 1 of Corollary is trivial, since the set of weighted antipodal 2-point codes consists only of equi-
weighted antipodal pairs, which all have the same energy (one should let m = 1). The only other values of N the case
m = 1 of Corollary [Z.6] applies to are 2 < N < n. The optimum is any equi-weighted code consisting of N pairwise
orthogonal antipodal pairs; i.e., a regular cross-polytope on S*~! of dimension N < n. The set of vertices of an N-
dimensional cross-polytope on S"~! minimizes the p-frame energy among weighted antipodal 2/N-point codes for any
p > 0. The set of vertices of a regular simplex on S"~!, n > 3, symmetrized about the origin (it becomes a cube when
n = 3) minimizes the p-frame energy among weighted antipodal N-point codes for N = 2n + 2 and any p > 2. The set
of vertices of the 24-cell on S? does so for N = 24 and any p > 4.

Remark 7.7. We call a code C' C S"~! half-m-sharp if for some m > 1, C'is an equi-weighted (m — 1, m — 1)-design
on S”~! with no antipodal pairs and distinct points of C' forming dot products that lie in a m-point set symmetric about
0. If, in addition, C' is an equi-weighted (m, m)-design, then C' U (—C') is an (m + 1)-sharp antipodal code; i.e., it is
an antipodal (m + 1)-distance set on S"*, which is a (2m + 1)-design. Such a code C' U (—C) will be a tight design,
see [19]. For dimension n and cardinality N such that a half-sharp code C' of N points exists on S~ !, by Corollary[Z.3]
the code C' is a solution to the f-energy minimization problem for arbitrary N-point weighted codes on S*~! and by
Corollary the code C' U (—C) is a solution to the f-energy minimization problem for antipodal 2N -point weighted
codes on S" 1.

Proof of Corollary[Z.6l By deleting one point from each antipodal pair of (6, W) one can obtain an /N-point equi-
weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design C* with no antipodal pairs and dot products between distinct points lying in

A, Let W* = (%, ceey %) € RY. Then Theorem [Z4] can be applied and for any weighted code (C,W) =
(T1,. TN, —T1,. oy —TN; W1, ..., WN, W1, ..., WN ), We Obtain that
Ef(C,W) > Ef(C*,W*) = E¢(C,W). 31)

Assume that that f*) > 0 on (0,1) for k = 1,...,m. Let (C,W) be any antipodal weighted code on S"~' of 2N
distinct points such that equality holds in (30). Then equality holds in @7)), and by Theorem[Z.4 (C, W) is a weighted
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(m — 1, m — 1)-design with each antipodal pair having weight % and dot products between points from distinct antipodal
pairs lying in A. Since the weighted code (C, W) is antipodal, it is a weighted (2m — 1)-design. Since each antipodal pair
must have weight %, each point of C' must have a weight of ﬁ; i.e., (C, W) is equi-weighted with dot products between
points of C' from distinct antipodal pairs lying in A.

Conversely, every antipodal equi-weighted (2m — 1)-design (C, W) on S*~! with dot products between points from
distinct antipodal pairs lying in A is an (m — 1,m — 1)-design with each antipodal pair having a total weight % By
Theorem[Z4lit attains equality in (3I) and, hence, in (30). O

We conclude this section with an example for a regular simplex which follows from Corollary [7.31

Proposition 7.8. Let n > 2 and (C*,W*) = (af,...,2}; 725, -
’xf . x;‘} = % 0 < i # j < n (this includes the case of a regular n-simplex inscribed in S"~1). Suppose f : [0,1] — R
is a continuous function such that ', f" > 0on (0,1). If (C,W) = (zo,...,Zn;Wo,...,wy) is an arbitrary weighted
(n + 1)-point code on S" 1, where W = (wo, . .., wy,) is a vector of non-negative numbers that add up to 1, then

Z wiw; f ((xi'xj)2) = I ):+Ji(n ) - (n—il)2 i.gZ:Of((xi '%‘)2)- (32)

, %_H) be an equi-weighted code on S"~' with

i,j=0
Assume, in addition, that f', f” > 0 on (0,1). Then equality in (32) holds if and only if wy = ... = w, = n+_1 and
— i)

Proof. The equi-weighted code (C*,W*) is a (1, 1)-design. This is due to the fact that

- n * * n n 1

S P al) = (n+ 1) (P2< )(1) + nP™ (iﬁ)> —0.

4,J=0

i - 2

The regular n-simplex is an equi-weighted (1, 1)-design with no antipodal pairs and dot products between distinct points
lying in the set A = {—2, 1}. By Corollary[7.3] we obtain (32).

Assume now that f, f” > 0 on (0,1). Assume that equality holds in (32). Then by Corollary [Z3] (C, W) is an
equi-weighted (n + 1)-point code with dot products between points with distinct indices being % or —%. Conversely, if
(C, W) is an equi-weighted (n + 1)-point code on S"~! whose points with distinct indices form dot products % or — %,

then one can show directly the equality in (32)). O

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF A LEMMA FOR THEOREM [Z.]

For completeness, we give the proof due to Levenshtein and Cohn and Kumar of the positive definiteness
of the Hermite interpolating polynomial for the potential function. We start by recalling the following general result

from [18]].

Theorem A.1. Let ji be any Borel measure on R such that all polynomials are integrable with respect to |, with squares of
non-zero polynomials having positive integrals over ji. Suppose {py.} 72 is the sequence of monic orthogonal polynomials
with respect to i such that degp, = k, k > 0. Let v be any real number and let r1 < ro < ... < 1y be roots of
pe(t) + ype—1(t).
Then for every 1 < k < ¢,
k
t— ’f‘i)

N

(
1
has positive coefficients in terms of po(t), p1(t), . .., pr(t).
We will also need the following result from [20].

Theorem A.2. If o > > —1, a+ 3+ 1 > 0, and {Q}72, is the sequence of Jacobi polynomials orthogonal with
weight (1 —)®(1 +t)P, then
1
[awamamn -+ oti=o
-1
for all indices i, j, k > 0.
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Givenn > 2 and p, v € {0, 1}, denote by { P{""'}7° , the sequence of monic polynomials orthogonal with the weight
O (t) = 0, (1) == (L4 0 3L =TT e [-11],
such that deg P}"" =k, k > 0, and let P, := P_"°.

Lemma A.3. Letn > 2, L > 2, v € {0,1}, and numbers —1 < B, < ... < 1 < 1 be such that the polynomial

L

HL(t) = H(f — ﬁl)

i=1

is orthogonal to Pr,_o with weight vy ,,(t). Then fork =2,...,L,

L L—k+1 oLk
[Tt-60= 3 &P (). and H = S 4P,
i=k j=0 ik =

where B; =202 —1,i=1,...,L,¢; >0,j=0,...,L—k+1,andd; >0, =0,...,2L — k.

Proof. Since 11, is orthogonal to P75 with weight vy ,,(¢), there exists v € R such that ITy, () = PLl’”(t) + 'ypifl (t).
Theorem[A Tlnow implies that for k = 2, ..., L,

where ¢, >0,7=0,...,L—k+1,k=2,..., L. Furthermore,

L L L—k+1 L—1L—k+1
Ht—ﬁth—ﬁz— ZcLPl”() Z P | =)0 > cinei kP ()P (1),
=2 i=k =0 j5=0
By Theorem[A.2] each polynomial Pil’”(t)le”’(t) has non-negative coefficients in terms of P,"". Then
L L 2L—k
[He-so]l¢-8)="> 4P @)
i=2 i=k =0
forsomed; >0, =0,...,2L — k. OJ

The polynomial ITy, (¢) defined in LemmalAJ3lis known as the Levenshtein polynomial. We next establish the following
two positive definiteness results.

Lemma A4. Letn > 2,k > 0, and v = 0, 1. Then the polynomial (1 —i—t)”Pkl’”(t) has non-negative coefficients in terms
of polynomials P;, i =0, ...,k + v.

Proof. Let k = 0. If v = 0, we have (1 + ¢) Py’ (t) = 1 = Py(t) and if v = 1, we have Pi(t) = t + b for some
be (—1,1)and (14 t) Py (t) =14+t = Py(t) + (1 — b)Py(t). Thatis, (1 +t)” Py*”(t) has non-negative coefficients
in terms of P;.

Assume that k& > 1. If v = 0, then (1 + t)”Pkl’”(t) = Pkl’o(t) has non-negative coefficients in terms of P,"", If v = 1,
for every polynomial ) € Py_1,

1 1
/(1 + P O)Q(t)v10(t)dt = /Pkl’l(t)Q( Yo1.1(t)dt = 0.
—1 -1

Therefore, (1 + t)Pkl’l(t) = Pk+1( )+ aP %(t). Letting t = —1, we have Pk+1( 1)+ aPkl’O(—l) = 0. Since all zeros
of Pil’O are simple and located in (—1, 1) and its leading coefficient is positive, the sign of Pl-l’O is that of (—1)*. Then

a > 0; thatis, (14 t)Pk1 ! (t) has non-negative coefficients in terms of Pil’o. Since each Pil’0 has non-negative coefficients
in terms of P}, see Equation (3.91)], the assertion of the lemma follows. O
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Corollary A.5. Letn > 2, L > 2, v = 0,1, and numbers —1 < B, < ... < 1 < 1 be such that the polynomial 11,(t)
is orthogonal to P1,_o with weight vy ,,(t). Then the polynomials (1 + t)",
L L L
A+t [[t-8) and 1+t [Jt-8)[[t—5), 2<k<L,
i=k i=2 i=k
have non-negative coefficients in terms of P;.

Proof. If k = L + 1, the polynomial (1 + ¢)” has non-negative coefficients in terms of P; by LemmalAd If2 < k< L,
L

L L
the polynomials (1 +¢)” [] (¢ — 8;) and (1 +¢)” [[ (¢t — 8:) 1] (¢t — B;) have non-negative coefficients in terms of P; in
i=k i=2 i=k
view of Lemmas[AJ3]and [A.4] a
L L
It remains to prove that the polynomial (1 + ¢)” [ (¢t — 8;) [[ (¢ — i) also has non-negative coefficients in terms
i=1 i=2

of P;. To do this, we will use the auxiliary result stated below.

Lemma A.6. Letn > 2, v € {0,1}, and k > 0. Then for every polynomial p € Py, we have
1 1

[+ 0rs0P a0 = p(a) [ (@407 P OO
—1 -1
Proof. There exists a polynomial € P, if k > 1 (r(¢t) = 0if k = 0) such that p(t) = (1 — ¢)r(t) + p(1). Then
1 1 1
[+ trpOR @rmo®dt = [ (@ +07( = 0P Ooa()d +p1) [ (1407 P Ooa(t)de
1 -1 -1

1

= /r(t)P,j-r”(t)vLy(t)dt+p(1)/(1 + 1)V Py (t)vo o) dt

1
p(1) / (1+ 1) P (£yoo olt) dt,
21

which completes the proof. 0

Polynomials P; are related to even degree Gegenbauer polynomials in the following way. Observe that with ¢ = 2u?—1,

we have s
n n— 22 TRV
Oy (B)dt = 22 THHV 42V (1 — u2)“+73 du = =~

U Wy, 10, (u) du.
FYnJrQ,u

Proposition A.7. Let n > 2, k > 0, and agy, be the leading coefficient of the Gegenbauer polynomial P;Z). Then
Pe(2u? —1) = ipé;:) (u) and azy, > 0.

a2k

Proof. For every even polynomial Q € Pj,_o, there is a polynomial ¢ € P_1 such that Q(u) = q(2u? — 1). Then
1

1

| P2 = nQ@uwn(wdu =5 [ Piatiattd:
1 -1

If Q € Py is any odd polynomial, then P(2u? — 1) is orthogonal to it with weight w,, (u), since w,, (u) is even. Every

polynomial in Py;,_1 is the sum of an even and an odd polynomial. Therefore, the polynomial Py (2u? — 1) is orthogonal

to Poj—1 with weight w,, (u). Since Py is monic, we have Py (2u? — 1) = %PQ(,Z) (u). Since P (1) = 1 > 0 and P

does not have zeros in (1, c0), we have agj, > 0. O

We next establish a positive definiteness result for the polynomial IIy,.

Lemma A.8. Letn > 2, m = 2L + v, where L > 1 and v € {0, 1}, and numbers —1 < a1 < ... < a, < 1 be
symmetric about the origin. Suppose there exists (C, W), a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design on S"~* such that all dot
products formed by any pair of points from C'lie in the set A\U{—1,1}. Denote 3; := 2a? —1,i=1,..., L. Then there
L
exists v > 0 such that T, (t) = [[ (t — i) = P (t) + P (t).
i=1
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Proof. If L = 1, then there exists v € R such that IT; (¢) = ¢ — [31 ( )—l—’yP “(t). Inthe case L > 2,letQ € P,_»

be an arbitrary polynomial. Then the polynomial T'(u) := H (u2 —a?) - (1 —u?)Q(2u® — 1)u® has degree at most

i=1
4L — 2 + 2v = 2m — 2 and vanishes on any of the dot products formed by points from C'. Since (C, W) is a weighted
(m — 1,m — 1)-design, by Definition[2.T]and Remark 2.2] for any fixed point yo € C, we have

TYn+2

1 n v 1 L
/HL(t)Q(t)Ul,u(t) dt = i /H (u2 - %2) : Q(2“2 - 1)u2vwn+2(u) du
—1 0

=1

ny, Lr
:22+ +L/H (u® —af) - (1 —u*)Q(2u* — D)u*w, (u)du =
1

925 +v+L
= Zwy yO y _O
yel

Thus, the degree L polynomial II, is orthogonal to Py, _o. Since I, is monic, there exists a constant v € R such that
Ty () = Py (1) + 7P (1),

The rest of the proof is devoted to showing that v > 0. We assume that L. > 1. If (C, W) is a weighted (m, m)-design,
then one can take as @) in the above proof any polynomial of degree up to L — 1. Then the polynomial 7'(u) will have
degree at most 4L + 2v = 2m and one will show that II}, is orthogonal to () = Pii’l with weight vy ,,(¢); that is, v = 0.
Therefore, we assume that (C, W) is not a weighted (m, m)-design (but it is still an (m — 1,m — 1)-design).

Let Q € P, be any polynomial. It can be written as Q(t) = Z pi P;(t). Then with P(t) := Q(2t — 1) taking into

account Proposition[A.7] relation (19), and the fact that ag = 1, we have

N N
W) = Z wiij ((J,'l 'LL']')Q) = Z wiij (2($1 'w]')z - 1)

5,J=1 5,J=1
m N
—Zpk Z wiw; P (2 - 75)* = 1) Z Z i) (33)
1,j=1 k=0 ,j=1
2"pm
= o Z wwj —|— — Z w;w; P, 2m (@i - xj) =po + = Z uhijQ(m)(g;Z xj).
i,j=1 i,j=1 mogg=1

Denote b := fil v0,0(t)dt and let

1
by = /(1+t) P (oo o(t)dt, k =0,....m.
—1

c~-|)—l

Setting first Q(t) = (1 + ¢)TIL(t) = (1 + ) P"(t) + v(1 + )" P, (t), we have p,, = 0, since Q has degree
L + v < m, and from (33)) we have

1 1
EP(C, W) =po = g/ Q(t)voyo(t)dt =y +’ybL,1.
-1

Since Q(B;) = 0,4 = 1,...,L, and Q(—1) = 0 when v = 1, we have Q(2(z; - z;)* — 1) = 0 whenever z; - z; €
{a1,...,m}. Then

N N
W) = Z wiw;Q (2(z; - x;)? — 1) = Zwi(wi +w})Q(1) = 0,-Q(1) = 2”0, (P]f’”(l) + WPifl(l)) ,
ij=1 =1
(34
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N
where p1* = 3 w;d,,, the quantity 6, is defined in (20), and w] is the weight corresponding to —x; (if —z; & C' then
i=1

3

w; = 0). Then by, + b1 = 2"0,,- (Pi”’(l) + WPifl(l)); that is,
b = 20, PP (1) 4 (bro1 = 276, PLY, (1)) = 0. (35)

Letnow Q(t) = (1+ t)”HL(t)PLl’V(t), which has degree 2L + v = m. Then p,,, = 1 > 0 because () is monic and, since
N
(C,W) is not a weighted (m, m)-design, >, w;w; PQ(;? (z; - x;) > 0. From (33), taking into account Lemma[A.6 and

4,j=1
the fact that ag,, > 0 by Proposition[A.7] we have

Ep(C,W) > po =

S =

1 1
/(1 + )T (8) P (t)vo,o(t) dt = HLb(l) /(1 + 1)V P (t)vo,o(t)dt = T (1)bg.
—1 -1

Since Q(3;) =0,i=1,...,L,and Q(—1) = 0 when v = 1, similarly to (34) we have
Ep(C,W) =6,-Q(1) = 2"0,-TI,(1)P} " (1).

Since IT7,(1) > 0, we have
by — 270, PV (1) < 0. (36)

2
Finally, we let Q(t) = (1 + )" (PLl’fl (t)) , which has degree 2L — 2 + v = m — 2. Then p,,, = 0 and from (33) taking
into account Lemmal[A.G we have

1

ECW)=p =7 [ @+ (PEA0) voalde

—1

Pllzill(]‘) ! 1 1
== / (I +8)"PY (t)voo(t)dt = P (1)br—1.
—1

Since Q(t) > 0,t € (—1,1), we omit all terms with ; - z; € {aq, ..., a,} in the energy sum below and obtain that
N N )
Ep(C,W) = 3 waw;Q (2 - 25)> = 1) = 3 wilw; + ul)Q(1) = 270, (nglu))
ij=1 i=1

The polynomial PLlfl does not have zeros in [1, c0). Since its leading coefficient is 1, we must have PLlfl (1) > 0. Then
br_1 — 2”9M*Pif1(1) > (. Taking into account (36) from (33) we obtain that y > 0. O

1
Lemmal[A8] has the following consequence. We agree that [] (¢t — 3;) = 1.
i=2

Corollary A.9. Letn > 2, m = 2L + v, where L > 1 and v € {0, 1}, and numbers —1 < oy < ... < au, < 1 be
symmetric about the origin. Suppose there exists (C, W), a weighted (m — 1,m — 1)-design on S"~* such that all dot
products formed by any pair of points from C lie in the set AU {—1,1}. Denote f; := 2a? —1,i=1,..., L. Then the

L L
polynomial (1 + ) T] (t — B:) 11 (t — B:) has non-negative coefficients in terms of P;.
=2 i=1
L

Proof. The polynomial I () = t — B;), L > 1, has non-negative coefficients in terms of P by Lemma[A.8l In
poly g i Y
i=1

L
view of Lemma[A.3] the polynomial [1(t = B:), L > 2, also has non-negative coefficients in terms of Pil’” (for L =1,
i=2
L
this statement is trivial). Then by Theorem[A.2] the product IT; (¢) [] (t — /3;) has non-negative coefficients in terms of
=2

L
P In view of Lemma[A4] the polynomial (1 + #)”TI(t) [] (t — ;) has non-negative coefficients in terms of P;. []

=2
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Theorem A.10. Letn > 2, m > 2, and A be a set of numbers —1 < a1 < ... < ay, < 1 symmetric about the origin.
Suppose there exists a weighted (m — 1, m — 1)-design (C, W) on S"~! such that all dot products formed by any pair of
points from C' lie in the set AU {—1,1}.

Let g : [—1,1] — R be a continuous function such that g*) > 0in (=1,1) fork =1,...,m — 1, and p € P,,,_, be
the unique polynomial interpolating the values of g at points of the set B := {204? —1:j =1,m} and derivatives g' at
points of B distinct from —1. Then the even polynomial q(t) := p(2t* — 1) satisfies

Z d; Py (t)

withdiZO,i:1,...,m—1.Iﬁinadditi0n,g(k)>00n(—1,1),k:1,...,m—1,thendi>O,i:1,...,m—1.

Proof. Let L > 1 and v € {0,1} be such that m = 2L + v. For every t € [—1, 1], there exist numbers §; € (—1,1),
it =1v,...,m— 1, such that

L—1+4v (1) — L 2L—1+v g(l)(é.) i+1—L—v
p(t) = vp(-1)+ (t+1)” Y 2 H t=Fr)+ A+ [Je-8) >0 === [ =By
1=V 7j=1 Jj=2 1=L+v : 7j=1
(37)
Since g*) > 0on (—1,1)foreachk =1,...,m—1= 2L 1+v, the polynomial p(t) is a linear combination of a constant

L
function, polynomial (1 4 ¢)”, and polynomials (1 + ¢)” H (t—0Bi),k=2,...,L,and (1 4+ t)” H (t—5) H (t—B),
=k

k = , L, where all polynomials of degree at least 1 have non-negative coefficients. If L > 2, by Lemmam
the polynonnal 1. (t) is orthogonal to Py, _o with welght vy ,,( ). By Corollaries [A5] and [A9] polynomials (1 + ¢)¥,

(L4t H (t—08:),k=2,...,L,and (1 4+ ¢t)” H (t— ) H (t — Bi), k = 1,..., L, have non-negative coefficients
in terms of P . If L = 1, the polynomial (1 + ¢)” (t — 1) has pos1t1ve coefficients in terms of P; by Corollary[A29] The
polynomial (1 + ¢)” also has non-negative coefficients in terms of P;, since P; has a zero in (—1, 1). Thus,

m—1
t)=do+ > _ ciPi(t)
=1

for some dg € Randc¢; >0,i=1,...,m — 1. By Propositionm

m—1
q(u) = p(2u® — 1) —do—i—Zcz (202 — 1) =do+ Y diPy" (w),
i=1
where d; *2;1>O t1=1,....m—1
Assume now that g(®) > Oon( ), k=1,....om—1. Then g®(&) > 0,i =1,....m —1=2L— 1+,
in (37). Foreach k = 1,...,m — 1, the expansion in terms of P; of the product of factors (¢t — 3;) and (1 + ¢)” of

degree k in (37) contains Py, with coefficient 1. The expansion of every such product of degree greater than k contains Py
with a non-negative coefficient. Then ¢y, is strictly positive as the sum of these coefficients multiplied by strictly positive

) (.
values gi—!(gl).Therefore, di>0,i=1,....,m—1. O
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