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ABSTRACT. Let pn(z), n =0,1,..., be the orthogonal polynomials with respect to a given
density du(z). Furthermore, let dv(z) be a density which arises from du(x) by multiplication
by a rational function in . We prove a formula that expresses the Hankel determinants of
moments of dv(z) in terms of a determinant involving the orthogonal polynomials p,,(z) and
associated functions gn(z) = [ pn(u)du(u)/(xz — u). Uvarov’s formula for the orthogonal
polynomials with respect to dv(z) is a corollary of our theorem. Our result generalises a
Hankel determinant formula for the case where the rational function is a polynomial that
existed somehow hidden in the folklore of the theory of orthogonal polynomials but has
been stated explicitly only relatively recently (see [aryiv:2101.04225]). Our theorem can be
interpreted in a two-fold way: analytically or in the sense of formal series. We apply our
theorem to derive several curious Hankel determinant evaluations.

1. Introduction. Recently, in [5] this author discovered a formula that expresses the
Hankel determinant of linear combinations of moments of orthogonal polynomials in terms
of a determinant involving these orthogonal polynomials. A literature search revealed
that this formula existed in a hidden form behind a theorem (cf. [7, Theorem 2.5] or
[3, Theorem 2.7.1]) that is commonly attributed to Christoffel [1] (although he had only
proved it in a very special case); only recently it had been stated explicitly, by Lascoux
in [6, Prop. 8.4.1] (although incorrectly) and by Elouafi [2, Theorem 1] (however with an
incomplete proof). Three fundamentally different proofs are given in [5]: one due to this
author, one following Lascoux’s arguments, and one completing Elouafi’s arguments.

The purpose of this article is to present and prove a generalisation of the aforementioned
formula that is inspired by Uvarov’s formula [8, 9] for the orthogonal polynomials with
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respect to a density that is related to another given density by the multiplication by a
rational function, see Theorem 1 below.

Let (p”(x))nzo be a sequence of monic polynomials over a field K of characteristic

zero! with deg p,(x) = n, and assume that they are orthogonal with respect to the linear
functional L, i.e., they satisty L(pp(z)pn(x)) = wnbm,n with w, # 0 for all n, where
Om,n is the Kronecker delta. Furthermore, we write 1, for the n-th moment L(2™) of the
functional L. For convenience (and in order to keep the usual analytic meaning in mind),
we shall write [ f(u)du(u) instead of L(f(z)). This can be either read in a purely formal
way, or the analyst may think of it as a concrete integral with respect to the measure given
by the density du(u).
For the statement of our theorem, we need the “functions”

wly) = [ 2ol 4w, (L.1)

Yy—u

These can be understood in the “ordinary” analytic sense if p(u) is a concrete measure,
or, alternatively, these can be understood in the sense of formal power series in 1/y, see
Lemma 6, Equation (2.7).

Here is the main result of this article.

Theorem 1. Let k, m and n be non-negative integers and x1,xo,..., Ty, and y1,Yys,
.., yr be variables. Then, with the above notations, for n > k we have

iy Ly (u — )
de uz-l—] 1U=1\" ) du(u
0<iGon1 (/ TT5_ (u —ye) H )>

d t A
Ogi,jgel—k—l (NH—J)

_ (—1)nlm—k)+km det My (1, s Ty Y15 - -5 Yk) Ca2)
BICE m) (H - yj>)
where
Pn—k(iﬁ) pn—k+1($1) Pn+m—1($1)
S ot STl o i B i SR
P Y L SR

IFor the analyst, (usually) this field is the field of real numbers, and a further restriction is that the
linear functional L is defined by a measure with non-negative density. However, the formulae in this paper
do not need these restrictions and are valid in this wider context of “formal orthogonality”.
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If n < k, then

iy Ly (u — )
de uz-l—] 1U=1\" ) du(u
0<iGon-1 (/ TT5_ (u —ye) H >>

_ (_1)n(m—k)+km det Nk,m,n(xla ey Tmy Y1y - - 7yk>

0 o) O _-w)

1<i<j<m 1<i<j<k

where

Nk,m,n<x17 vy Ty Y1, - 7yk)

0 oo 00 0 po(z1) pi(x1) ... Prym—1(71)

_ 0 e 00 0 polzm) pi(®m) --i Prnem—1(Tm)
yp ! v w1 q)  a(n) Tntm—1(y1)
SETTRPRRITERR B LR R LT P T TL TR TILPPLPPPEPIEP OO,

Yy ve Y 1 qolye) a(ye) - Gutrm—1(Yr)

Here, determinants of empty matrices and empty products are understood to equal 1.

REMARKS. (1) The numerator determinant on the left-hand sides of (1.2) and (1.3) is

the Hankel determinant deto<; j<n—1(pi+;), where the py’s are the moments of the linear
functional

H

(2) The theory of orthogonal polynomials guarantees that in our setting (namely due
to the condition w,, # 0 in the orthogonality) the Hankel determinant of moments in the
denominator on the left-hand side of (1.2) is non-zero.

(3) The main theorem in [5] is equivalent to the special case of Theorem 1 where k = 0.
It is worth stating this special case separately.

Corollary 2. Let m and n be non-negative integers and x1,xs,...,x,, be variables.
Then we have

ogig%tn—l (/ Uiﬂg:l_[l(u — xp) d#(“)) det (pn+j—1($z’))'

det oy e
ogi,j%n—l(mﬂ) 1<¢g<m(% ;)

(1.4)

(4) Similarly, it is worth stating the special case of Theorem 1 where m = 0 separately.
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Corollary 3. Let k and n be non-negative integers and y1,Ys,...,Yyr be variables.
Then, for n > k we have

u ™ dp(u)
det _ . .
0<i,j<n—1 ( Hif:l(u — ye) B (_1 . 1§%St§k (Qn—k—l—]—l(yz)) (1 5)
0i gty (Hiti) 1L (i —wj)
1<i<j<k
If n < k, then
+id det N »(y1,. ..
det ( J%—£EL>:CAWke e, -0 k) (1.6)
0<i,j<n—1 [T (u—ye) T (vi—y;)
1<i<j<k
where
yrr ot o 1 ) a(y) oo geeai(un)
Nk,n(yl,...,yk): kl ..................................................
v " o R e 1 woluk) alyk) oo Ga—1(yk)

(5) Let du(u) be a given density. We will explain in Section 6 how Theorem 1 is
related to Uvarov’s formula [8, 9] for the orthogonal polynomials with respect to the linear
functional defined by the density

Hznzz(“ — Ty) d

u).
TR R

(6) In [5], three proofs of the special case of Theorem 1 where kK = 0 — that is, of
Corollary 2 — are given, one using the method of condensation, one using classical results
from the theory of orthogonal polynomials, and one using a vanishing argument. It is
interesting to note that neither the second nor the third proof seem to extend to a proof
of Theorem 1, only the condensation argument does. This is indeed the argument that we
apply here in Section 4.

The rest of this article is organised as follows. In the next section, we review some
classical facts from the theory of orthogonal polynomials that will be relevant for the
proof of Theorem 1. Furthermore, in Lemma 6, we provide some information on the
“functions” ¢, (y) that are so central in Theorem 1. Our proof of Theorem 1 requires
several determinant identities. These are presented in Section 3, among which Jacobi’s
condensation formula (see Lemma 8). The actual proof of Theorem 1 is then the subject
of Section 4. In Proposition 13 in Section 5 it is explained how to “read” Theorem 1 in
cases where two (or more) of the z;’s or the y;’s are equal. We come back to the title of this
article in Section 6 by outlining how Theorem 1 relates to Uvarov’s formula [8, 9]. Finally,
by considering the special case of Theorem 1 where du(u) = /1 — u? du — corresponding
to Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind —, we derive evaluations of several curious
Hankel determinants in Section 7.



2. Preliminaries on orthogonal polynomials. In this section we survey classical
facts about orthogonal polynomials that we shall need in the sequel. We also prove some
properties of the “functions” g, (y).

As in the introduction, let ( n(x))n>0 be a sequence of monic polynomials over a field K
of characteristic zero that is orthogonal with respect to the linear function L given by

L:pz) s / pus) dpu(as),

where this may be read formally, or — when we want to interpret this analytically — where
dp(w) is some given density. Such a sequence of orthogonal polynomials exists if and only
if all Hankel determinants deto<; j<n—1(fti+;) of moments ps = [ u® dp(u) do not vanish.
For explicit formulae for the orthogonal polynomials p,(z) in terms of the moments see
Lemmas 4 and 5 below.

By Favard’s theorem (see e.g. [4, Theorems 11-13]), the sequence (pn (x))n
onal if and only if it satisfies a three-term recurrence

- Is orthog-

pn(x) = (2 — Sp—1)Pn—1(x) — th—2ppn—2(z), formn >1, (2.1)

with initial values p_;(z) = 0 and po(x) = 1, for some sequences (s, )n>0 and (t,),>o of
elements of K with ¢,, # 0 for all n.

The t,,’s are connected with the Hankel determinants of moments by the formula (see
e.g. [10, Ch. IV, Cor. 6])

0<i,j<n—1

n—1
det (uig) = [[ 677 (2.2)
=0

Conversely, we may use this formula to express t,,_1 in terms of the Hankel determinants
of moments. For convenience, we introduce the abbreviation

Hin)i= _det (i) (23)

Then, from (2.2) we infer

H(n+1)/H(n)

H(n)/H(n—1)
Next we quote two formulae that express orthogonal polynomials in terms of their

associated moments. The first can be found in [7, p. 27, Eq. (2.2.6)], and the second in |7,

p. 27, Eq. (2.2.9)]).

Lemma 4. Let M be a linear functional on polynomials in x with moments v,,, n =
0,1,..., such that all Hankel determinants deto<; j<n(vi4j), n = 0,1,..., are non-zero.
Then the determinants

(2.4)

lp_1 =

14 141 1) . Vn
1 141 1) V3 . Vn+41
det | ..o
det  (Vigy)
0<i,j<n—1 Vn-1 Vn Vny1 ... Von—1
1 x x? "

are a sequence of monic orthogonal polynomials with respect to M.



Lemma 5. Let M be a linear functional on polynomials in x with moments v,,, n =
0,1,..., such that all Hankel determinants deto<; j<n(vi+;), n = 0,1,..., are non-zero.
Then the determinants

il — Vit 2.
Ogig%tn_l(wﬂﬂ Vigj) (2.5)

are a sequence of orthogonal polynomials with respect to M.

We now turn to the “functions” ¢, (y) defined in (1.1). They satisfy the same three-term
recurrence relation as the original orthogonal polynomials p,, (x). Moreover, it follows from
Lemma 4 that g, (y) can be seen as (formal) power series in 1/y of degree —n — 1.2

Lemma 6. We have

an(y) = (Y — $n—1)qn-1y) — tn—2Gn—2(y), forn > 2 (2.6)

with initial values qo(y) = [ %(Z) and ¢1(y) = (y — so) [ dy“f(z) — po, with the sequences

(Sn)n>0 and (tn)n>o of elements of K that feature in the three-term recurrence (2.1) for
the underlying orthogonal polynomials p,(z).
Moreover, for all non-negative integers n, as a formal power series in 1/y the “function”

qn(y) starts as
Hn+1) _, 4 —n—2
() = n 0] n=2) 2.7
W)= gy v (vy™"77) (2.7)
where H(n) and H(n + 1) is the short notation introduced in (2.3).

PROOF. Let n > 2. From (2.1), we get

[ gy = [l teedoeal®) g g, [ g o)

y—u y—u

The first term on the right-hand side can be simplified as follows:
/ (U— Sn—l)pn—l(u) d,u(u) :/ (y — Sn—l)pn—l(u) d,u(u) _/ (y - u)pn—l(u) d,u(u)

y—u y—u y—u
= (Y — sn-1)@n-1(y).

If this is used in (2.8) together with the definition (1.1) of ¢,(y), the recurrence (2.6)
results immediately. The initial values for go(y) and ¢;(y) are straightforward to derive
from po(xz) =1 and py(x) = = — sp.

In order to show the second assertion, we note that, by definition of ¢, (y), we have

i) = [ 2 ) = 3 [ pauty duta).
=0

y—u

2By “degree” of a formal power series f(y) in 1/y we mean the maximal exponent e such that y° appears
in f(y) with non-zero coefficient. We warn the reader that the recurrence (2.6) is deceiving in regard of
the degree of gn(y): it seems to suggest that — similar to the situation for the underlying orthogonal
polynomials py(z) — the degree would rise by 1 when going from gn—1(y) to gn(y). However, as (2.7)
shows, on the contrary the degree drops by 1, caused by a cancellation of leading terms in (2.6).
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Because of the orthogonality of p,(u) with respect to the density du(u), all terms of the
above sum with ¢ < n vanish. Thus,

anly) = Z / pr(w)uly ™ " dp(u) =y / pa(uu du(u) + O (y™"7%) . (2.9)

Now we use the formula of Lemma 4 with vy = ug for all s, to obtain

Ko M1 K2 Hn
1 221 2 u3 Hn+1
/pn(u)u" dp(u) = T /det .............................. u” dp(u)
Hn—1 fHn Hnt1 Han—1
1 U u? u™
Ho M1 H2 Hn
B 1 M1 2 3 Hn41 B H(n+1)
= Ton | =
(n) Hn—1 Hn Mn+1  --. Hop—1 (TL)
Hn Hn+1  Hnt+2 .- H2an

If this is substituted back in (2.9), the assertion of the lemma follows immediately. O

3. Auxiliary determinant identities. The purpose of this section is to collect three
determinant formulae that will turn out to be crucial in our proof of Theorem 1.

The proof method of our proof in Section 4 is the method of condensation (frequently
referred to as “Dodgson condensation”; see [4, Sec. 2.3]). This method provides inductive
proofs that are based on a determinant identity due to Jacobi, which we recall in the
following proposition.

Proposition 7. Let A be an N x N matrix. Denote the submatrix of A in which rows

i1,%2,...,1, and columns ji, jo, ..., jr are omitted by Afllf;f: Then we have
det A - det A7'72 = det A7 - det A2 — det AJ? - det A7} (3.1)

for all integers 11,19, j1,j2 with 1 < i1 <ia < N and1 < j; < jo < N.

We need two further determinantal formulae, which involve Hankel determinants of
linear combinations of sequence elements.
The following is [5, Lemma 3 with n replaced by n — 1].

Lemma 8. Let (¢,,)n>0 be a given sequence, and « and (8 be variables. Then, for all
positive integers n, we have

(B=a) _det  (aBeiyj+(at Bleij + civjea) | _det  (civ)

= det acitj + Citj det Citi - Ci s
0§i,j§n—2( o+ T Z+]+1) 0<i,j<n—1 (B 1+] + Z+]+1)

- Oéig%tn_z (Beivj + civjr1) Oéig%tn_l (acitj + civje1). (3.2)

We require another, similarly looking determinant identity.
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Lemma 9. Let (¢,,)n>0 be a given sequence, and « and (8 be variables. Then, for all
positive integers n, we have

det QaCiyi + Citj det Cii 4 Cit s
OSi,an—l( 1+J+ 1'+]+1) 0<i,j<n—1 (ﬁ Z+J+ 1+]+1)

= _ ngli?jtén (cits) Oéi,(}%tn_g (aBeirj + (a+ B)citjq1 + Civjta)

to 39, (ci+j) o< 0 (aBcivj + (a+ B)cirjpr + Civjra). (3.3)

PRrROOF. In principle, it should be possible to prove this directly in the style of the proof
of Lemma 8 given in [5], that is, by extracting the coefficient of a*3" on both sides of (3.3),
and by then reducing everything to some known determinant identity. Embarrassingly,
I failed to carry this through. Therefore, instead I take recourse to a dirty trick that is
based on the fact that Theorem 1 had been proved earlier for the special case in which
k =0 (cf. [5, Theorem 1] and Proposition 11 below). Namely, we interpret the sequence
(¢n)n>0 as the sequence of moments of some linear functional, and we let (rn(:v))n>0 be the
corresponding sequence of monic orthogonal polynomials with respect to that functional.
As was said earlier, for the orthogonal polynomials to exist we must assume that all Hankel
determinants deto<; j<n—1(Ci+;) are non-zero, which we do for the moment. Since both
sides of (3.3) are polynomials in the ¢;’s, @ and f, this restriction can be removed in the
end.

Now, in the above setting, by Theorem 1 with £ =0, m = 1, and 1 = —«, we have

Oéi,cjl‘eﬁtn—l (acips + civjpr) = Hn)rn(—a),

and, by Theorem 1 with £k =0, m =2, x1 = —a and x5 = —(, we have

Pn(=a)rn1(=B) = rng1(=a)rn(=p)
a—f .

ogig(%tn—l (aBcirj+(a+B)civjir +ciyjiz) = H(n)

Consequently, Equation (3.3) turns out to be equivalent with

(ﬁ(TL))QTn(—Oé)Tn(—ﬁ) = ﬁ(n + 1)ﬁ(n — 1) Tn_l(_O‘)Tn(_BO)é : ;n(_a>7°n—1(_ﬁ)

~ 27 (=) 1 (=8) = rnpi(—a)rn(=5)
+ (H(n)) a— B :

Here we used the short notation H(n) = deto<i j<n_1(cit;). After cancellation of common

factors using (2.2) (with H(n) in place of H(n) and the appropriate sequence (f,)n>0
instead of (t,,)n>0), this becomes

(a—=B)rp(—a)rn(=p) = tn_1 (Tn—l(_a)rn(_ﬁ) - rn(_a)rn—l(_ﬁ))
+ (rn(_a)rn+1<_5) - rn+1<_a)rn<_ﬁ))'

Indeed, this is trivially true because of (2~1) with n replaced by n + 1, p,(z) replaced by
rn(z), s, replaced by §,, t, replaced by t,,, and z = —f3, respectively z = —a. O



4. Proof of Theorem 1. Here we prove Theorem 1. As announced, we shall apply
the method of condensation (see Proposition 7) in order to set up an inductive proof.
Propositions 11 and 12 will provide the start of the induction. In order to “keep the
induction running”, we need a non-vanishing result that we present first.

Lemma 10. Under the assumption that the Hankel determinants H(n) in (2.3) do not
vanish, the numerator determinant on the left-hand sides of (1.2) and (1.3),

i I (= 20)
det uwit 2= T g , 4.1
( I ™ )> .

does not vanish identically.

PRrROOF. Adopting the viewpoint of formal series in the variables xq,xo,...,z,, and
1/y1,1/y2,...,1/yx, the highest degree term in (4.1) is

m— 7n:x‘€ n(m— HWL: zj
det ((—1) mﬂ-m—l):(—w( OIUED e ()

0<7,7<n—1 n 0<¢,7<n—1
=hI=n He:1 Ye Hj:l yj; O=I=T
m n
Hj:l L
k n
Hj:l Y;

which is non-zero by our assumption of non-vanishing of H(n).
If we adopt the analytic point of view, then one would multiply the determinant (4.1)

= (=)D H(n)

Y

by H;nzl x;"/H?Zl y; " and then compute the limit® as x; — oo and y; — oo for all i
and j. The result would be the determinant

_qym=k, \ _ (_1\n(m—k)
et ()" ) = (1P ),

with the same conclusion. O
Proposition 11. Theorem 1 holds for k = 0.

This is the main theorem (namely Theorem 1) in [5], for which three fundamentally
different proofs are provided there.

Proposition 12. Theorem 1 holds for m = 0.
ProOOF. We prove the claim by induction on k.

For the start of the induction we need the validity of (1.2) for k = m = 0 — this is
obvious since both left-hand and right-hand side equal 1 in that case —, of (1.3) for m =0
and k = 1 — also this is easy to see since the only case to consider is n = 0, which makes
the left-hand side reduce to 1, and also the right-hand side, due to the evaluation of the
Vandermonde determinant —, and of (1.2) for m = 0 and k£ = 1. The latter needs an
argument, which we provide next.

3This limit is unproblematic if du(u) is a measure with finite support.

9



For m = 0 and k = 1, the numerator of the left-hand side of (1.2) reads

det </ u't dplu) ) : (4.2)
0<i,j<n—1 u— 1y
We have

.d L — o d
/u’ﬂ ,u(u) — /UHJ—lw du(u) = flitj—1 +y1/u1+9_1M.
U —1Y1 uU—1y U =Y

We use this relation in the last row, that is, for : = n — 1. Subsequently, we subtract the
(n — 2)-nd row multiplied by y; from the last row (the (n — 1)-st row). Thereby the entry
in the j-th column of the last row becomes p,,4;—2. We repeat this operation with the
(n—2)-nd and the (n—3)-rd row, with the (n—3)-rd and the (n—4)-th row, ..., and with
the first row and the O-th row. As a result, we have converted the determinant in (4.2)
into the determinant

d
det(/uﬂu“(z) fori=0,0<j<n-—1 )
— Y1

Mitj—1 for1<i<n—-1,0<j<n-1

1 U u? ooyt
Ho H1 H2 oo Hn—1 dulu
Z/det G} 2 B3 .- Hn ()
................................ u_yl
Hn—2 Hn—1 Hp+1 ... H2n—3
— pn—l(“)
= (=)™t det it d
(et () [P dua)
= (=" ogi,cgl'%tn—z (Hi+s) Gn—1(y1),

where the next-to-last line is due to Lemma 4. This confirms (1.2) for m =0 and k = 1.

We now turn to the induction step. We have to distinguish between two cases, depending
on whether n > k or not. For convenience, we rewrite (1.2) (with m = 0) in the form

T (wi—w)

nk 1<i<j<k

g dp(u)
(=1) g (/UHJ E —) = det My 0,n(Y1,-- -5 Yr),
OSi,j%?Lt—k—l (piy5) 0Sis<n—1 [To— (v —ye)
(4.3)

and we apply a similar rewriting to (1.3), leading to (4.3) with denominator omitted on
the left-hand side and M replaced by N on the right-hand side.

Let k£ > 2 and assume that (4.3), and also the analogue corresponding to (1.3), is true
for “smaller k”.

We are going to use the condensation formula of Proposition 7. For n > k, the identity
(3.1) with N =k, A= My on(y1,-.-,Yk), 91 = j1 = 1 and iy = ji = k gives

det Mk,O,n(y17 ceey yk) - det Mk—Q,O,n—l(y27 R yk—l)
= det Mk—l,O,n(?J?: sy yk) -det Mk—l,O,n—l(ylv s 7yk—l>
—det My_10n-1(y2,---,U) ~det Mx_10n(y1,-- -, yp—1)- (4.4)
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For n < k, with the same choices of N, 11,12, j1,j2, but with A = Ngon(y1,.--,9%),
we obtain the same identity, but with N instead of M. A little detail is that, if n =
k — 1, we encounter the terms Ni_20,—1(...) = Ng—2,0k-2(...) and Nx_19n(...) =
Ni—10k-1(...) in (4.4) (with M replaced by N). It can be seen by inspection that
Nk—2,0,k—2(- . ) = Mk—2,0,k—2(- . ) and Nk—l,O,k—l(- . ) = Mk—l,O,k—l(- .. ) This is the
interpretation that we give these terms in that special case.

The identity (4.4) can be seen as a recurrence formula for det My o, (y1,...,Yx), as
one can use it to express det My on(y1,...,yx) in terms of expressions of the form
det M 0.s(Ya, - --,yp) with [ smaller than k£ (and similarly with M replaced by N), pro-
vided the determinants det Myx_20.n—1(Y2,...,Yx—1) and det Ny_2.0 n—1(y2,-..,yr—1) are
all non-zero. (We shall address the latter point later.) Hence, for carrying out the induc-
tion step it suffices to verify that the left-hand side of (4.3) satisfies the same recurrence.
Consequently, we substitute this left-hand side in (4.4). After cancellation of factors that
are common to both sides, we arrive at

it d,u u P d,u U
(yk—y1)0<'d'e<t 1</u+] - () >'0<‘d‘2t 2</u+] — (u) )
<ij<n— IT—(w—ye) ShIsnT o—2 (U= Ye)

= det 't — dp(u) - det Mar —— dl,u(u)
0si.jsn—1 [Tr—o(u—ye) ) Ostisn—2 [To=1 (uw—ye)

it dp(uw) it dp(u)
a 0<z‘d‘e%tn—2 ( Y ﬂk—) ' 0<¢d§tn—1 ( T &
=hd= [Tr—o(u—ye) =hI= =1 (U —ye)

This is the special case of Lemma 8 where

en = [ uiti . dp(u) ’
Hz:l (u—ye)
a = —y, and f = —y;. Since Lemma 10 with m = 0 says that all these determinants do

not vanish identically, this establishes the induction step and proves (4.3) and thus the
proposition. O]

We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.

PrROOF OF THEOREM 1. We apply induction with respect to k + m. As start of the

induction we use Propositions 11 and 12. In other words, we know that Theorem 1 holds
for k = 0 and for m = 0.
In preparation of the induction step, we again rewrite (1.2),

0 o) T _i-w)

(_1)n(m—k)—|—km <1§i<j§m 1<i<i<k

det r
Ogi,jg?m—k—l (MH-J)

X, det </ Uiﬂw dﬂ(“))
shisn- L= (u —ye)
:deth,m,n(xlw"733M7y17"'7yk>7 (45)
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and similarly (1.3), leading to (4.5) with denominator omitted on the left-hand side and
M replaced by N on the right-hand side.

Let now k& and m be positive integers, and assume that (4.5), and also its analogue
corresponding to (1.3), hold for “smaller k 4+ m”.

Here again, we are going to use the condensation formula of Proposition 7. For n > k,
the identity (3.1) with N = k, A = My mn(Z1,.. ., Tm,Y1,---,Yk), 1 = j1 = 1 and
ik = Jr = k +m gives

det Mk,m,n(xl7 ey Tmy Y1, - - 7yk) - det Mk—l,m—l,n(x27 ey Tmy Y1, - - 7yk—l)

= det Mk,m—l,n—l—l(xZ, ey Ty Y1y e -y yk) - det Mk—l,m,n—l(x17 ey Ty Y1y ey yk—l)

—det My m—1.n(T2, -, Ty Y15+ -5 Y) - det M1 n(T15 - s T, Y1, - - Yk—1). (4.6)
For n < k, with the same choices of N, i1,12,j1,j2, but with A = Ni . n(y1,-..,yx), We
obtain the same identity, but with IV instead of M. Again we have to take notice of the
little detail that, if n = k—1, we encounter terms such as N m—1,n+1(.-.) = Ngm—15(...)
and Ng—1mn(--.) = Ne—1,mk—1(...) in (4.6) (with M replaced by N). Here also they
have to be interpreted as the corresponding “M-terms”.

In order to accomplish the induction step, we have to prove that the left-hand side

of (4.5) satisfies the same relation. Consequently, we substitute this left-hand side in (4.6).
After cancellation of factors that are common to both sides, we arrive at

i b (u— it o (u — g
oo det ( uiti Lz (= 20 du(%)) et </“ i gl — 20) dﬂ(@)
<i,j<n— [T—; (uw—ye) =HI=n= =1 (u—ye)

L et ( WMW) et ( /uiﬂwdu(u))

0<i,j<n Hif:l(u — )

0<,5<n—1 Hé:l(u - y[) Ost.jsn—1 = (U - y[)

This is the special case of Lemma 9 where
[T (u—ye)

a = —z1 and f = —y. Since Lemma 10 says that all these determinants do not vanish
identically, this establishes the induction step and proves (4.5), and thus Theorem 1. O

5. The case of equal parameters. Let

R(x1, 22, s Ty Y1, Y2, - -+ Yk)

denote the right-hand side of (1.2) if n > k, and the right-hand side of (1.3) if n < k. Since
the numerator (regardless whether we are considering (1.2) or (1.3)) is skew-symmetric in
the z;’s and skew-symmetric in the y;’s, it is divisible by the Vandermonde products

(I @) I w-w)

1<i<j<m 1<i<j<k

12



in the denominator. Thus, while in its definition it seems problematic to substitute the
same value for two different z;’s or for two different y;’s in R(z1, T2, ..., Tm, Y1,Y2s - - - Yk ),
this is actually not the case. The proposition below provides an explicit expression for
such substitutions of equal parameters.

Proposition 13. Let r,s, ki, ks,..., ks, m1, mo,...,m,, and n be non-negative inte-
gers and 1,82, ..., & and wi,ws,...,ws be variables. We write k for the sum > .;_, ki,
and m for the sum Y ,_, m,.

Then

R(Sl,...,51,62,.-.,52,.-.,57«,-.-,ST,W1,-.-,Wl,WQ,.--,Wz,.-.,ws,.-.,ws>

_ (_1)n(m_k~)+km det Mk:h...,ks,ml,...,mr,n( 1y-- '757‘7(-"-)17 .. '7(-"-)5)
(0 @-srm)( T o)
1<i<j<r 1<i<j<s

where &; is repeated m; times and w; is repeated k; times in the argument of R on the
left-hand side. The matrix in the numerator on the right-hand side is defined by

Py ken(€1)
Pmr n\Sr
Mkl7---,ks,m17---,mr7n(§17"'757“7("}17"'7("}8) = Qk ,:, ((51; )
1,k,1
ka,k,n(ws)
with
(i—1)
Pan(€) = (7%—%—3—1(5) )
(i —1)! 1<i<a, 1<j<k4+m
and

Quon(0) = (M

(i —1)! )1§i§a, 1<j<k+m

If b < 0 the polynomial py(§) has to be interpreted as 0, while the function q,(w) has to
be interpreted as w™b7!,

PROOF. This can be proved in the same way as [5, Prop. 5]. We leave the details to
the reader. O

REMARK. Obviously, we have
(i—1)

0 = -t [P )
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6. Uvarov’s formula. Uvarov’s theorem [8, 9] (cf. [3, Theorem 2.7.3]) says that, in
the setting of Theorem 1, the right-hand sides of (1.2) and (1.3), seen as polynomials in
x1, give orthogonal polynomials for the density

HZL:Q(“ — Ty) d
H§:1(U —Yr)

(The reader should note that the product in the numerator starts with ¢ = 2.)

The connection with our Theorem 1 is set up by Lemma 5. Namely, if in Lemma 5 we
choose for the moments v; the moments corresponding to the density in (5.1), then the
determinant (2.5) turns out to be exactly the determinant on the left-hand sides of (1.2)
and (1.3). Hence, in view of Lemma 5, it is obvious that the right-hand sides of (1.2)
and (1.3) are orthogonal polynomials with respect to the density in (5.1). There is one
“catch” however: Lemma 5 says that this is only the case if all Hankel determinants of
moments of (5.1) are non-zero. Phrased differently: the determinant in (2.5) must be a
polynomial in x of degree n, for n =0,1,....

Uvarov’s theorem provides one such scenario: he shows that, if

HTZQ(U — x0)
ITo_, (u—ye)

is positive for all u in the support of the measure p(u), then the right-hand sides of (1.2)
and (1.3) are polynomials in z; of degree n.

On the other hand, more generally, our Theorem 1 implies that, whenever the right-
hand sides of (1.2) and (1.3) are polynomials in x1 of degree m, then they are orthogonal
polynomials in x1 for the density in (5.1).

p(w). (5.1)

7. Applications: some Hankel determinant evaluations. In this final section,
we apply Theorem 1 to derive some Hankel determinant evaluations featuring Catalan
numbers and central binomial coefficients.

We restrict ourselves to the special case of Theorem 1 where

2
du(u):m—“zdu, —2<u<. (7.1)

The polynomials which are orthogonal with respect to this density are, essentially, the
Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind U, (z), given by the generating function

1
DA P ——
o 1—2xz+ 2z

More precisely, we have

[ U2 1 = b

-2
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with, again, J,, ,, denoting the Kronecker delta. The polynomials U, (z/2) are monic, as
can be seen from

Z Un(2/2)2" S (7.2)

1—xz+ 22

The non-vanishing moments of the density (7.1) are given by the Catalan numbers C,, =

L (2”) To be precise, we have
n

n+1
l /2 o /1 } u_2 Ju — Ch/2; ?f n ?s even, n>0.
™ J_o 4 0, if n is odd,

We shall apply Theorem 1 with £ = 1 and m = 0, and with £ = m = 1. For carrying out
the corresponding calculations, we need the following fundamental integral evaluation:*

(a—+Va?—1, fora>1,
for Rea > 0 and Ima # 0,
for Rea =0 and Ima > 0,
du =< a, for —1<a<1, (7.3)
a++va?—1, fora< -1,
for Rea < 0 and Ima # 0,
0 for Rea =0 and Ima < 0.

1/1 V1—u2
-1

T u+a

For a “test”, we may use this to confirm the orthogonality of the U, (xz/2)’s. We have

> am —/ u/2) / \/:

1—uz 22
n>0 - +

g/lm

1 —2uz + 22 Y

A /1 2
=—— | Y du (7.4)
) u— 5

This calculation is meant as a calculation for (formal) power series in z. Thus, we must
think of z as “small”, which implies that 1+Z is “large”. Hence, when we apply (7.3) with

a= 1J2rz we find ourselves in the third case of the case distinction. This gives
2 1 1+ 22 (14 22)2
2" = u2\/1—7“—du:—— — A\ —— 1] =1 7.5
Z /_ (u/2) 4 z 2z 422 ’ (7.5)
n>0
4The substitution u = 2t/(1 + ¢?) transforms the integral into an integral of a rational function.

Subsequently, a thorough case analysis has to be performed.
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as expected. Another “test” that we may perform is the calculation of moments (of the
measure) of the Chebyshev polynomials. We have

2
1o = 1 2 \1-7F \/1—u2
Zz— u"\/1— T du= — —du =
So T2 T J)_9 1—uz T 1—2uz
‘/1_ 2
222

22
=) Cn2", (7.6)
n>0
again as expected.
We intend to apply Theorem 1 with k£ = 1 and y; = —2a. For convenience, let us write

w(a) for the quantity in (7.3). Then, by (7.3) and (7.6), for the moments of the density
1

2
1-— “T du we have

U—y1
2 /1 — & V1-%
— d
TLZ;OZ / u+2a 7r/_ (u+2a)(1 —uz) "
\V =7 z 2 \V 1- UTZ
= d
1+2az /2 u+2a (1—|—2az)/_2 1—uz
w(a)
= Cp
1+2az+1+2azz &
L(n—1)/2]
=Y wla)(-2a)"2"+ > 2" Y (=20)" Gy
n>0 n>0 k=0
Hence,

u+2a

2 ] =3 ((n-1)/2)
/ 20+ Y (201G (7.7)

k=0

We next compute the functions ¢,(—2a) associated with the Chebyshev polynomials
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Un(z/2) (cf. (1.1)),

Syl [ R
n>OZ Inimed _n>OZ T ) o —2a —u - _o (u+2a)(1 —uz + 22) “

2
1 2\/1=-7F
A

1(1+2az+422) ) 5 u+2a
u2
z /2 Vo7
— du
(14 2az+2%) J_5 1 —uz+ 22

=— Z (w(a)Up(—a) + Up—1(—a))2",

n>0

B w(a)+ z
1+ 2az+ 22

where we used (7.3), (7.4)/(7.5), and finally (7.2) to obtain the last line. Hence,
gn(—2a) = —(w(a)Up(—a) + Up—1(—a)). (7.8)

If we put these findings together, we get the following result from Theorem 1 with k =1
and m = 0.

Theorem 14. Let X and a be variables. For all positive integers n, we have

 L+i-D/2 o
det X(=22)M + > (=2a)T 0,

0<i,j<n—1
k=0

= (-1)""N(XUn—1(—a) + Up_a(—a)). (7.9)

PrOOF. Using (7.7) and (7.8), we see that Theorem 1 with £k =1, m = 0, y; = —2a,
and du(u) =4/1 — “72 du reads

o [(i+5—1)/2] .
det w(a)(_Qa)z+J+ Z (_2a)z+3—2k:—10k

0<i,j<n—1 prs
= (=1)""H(w(a)Un-1(—a) + Up—2(—a)).

This holds for all complex numbers a. Now, if we regard the above determinant (formally)
as a polynomial in w(a), then it is not difficult to see that the degree in w(a) is at most 1.
On the other hand, the right-hand side of the above equation is visibly a polynomial of
degree 1 in w(a). If we now choose a = —2 (say), so that a +va2 —1 = -2 ++/3 and 1
are linearly independent over the rational numbers, then we may conclude that w(a) can
be replaced by a variable, X say. This establishes the assertion of the theorem. O
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If we choose a = —1 in the above theorem, the sum in the determinant can be simplified.
Namely, we have

L(”_Z”/QJ - —(n%), if n is even,
(=1)2™ 4+ T C, = L/ nit o (7.10)
k=0 2 ((n+1)/2)’ if n is odd,
as is straightforward to verify by an induction on n. Since U,(1) = n + 1 for all n, the
choice of X = —1 in Theorem 14 leads to the Hankel determinant evaluation
0<i,j<n—1 [(i+7)/2]
More generally, if we choose X = —Y — 1, then we get
—of(i4)/2] (21(E+5)/2] —n(n—
det Y+22WﬂVﬂ( o =27 =D (yp 4 1). 7.12
0<i,j<n—1 ( [(i+3)/2] ( ) (7.12)
In a similar fashion, Theorem 1 with &k = m = 1, 1 = b, y1 = —2a, and du(u) =

\/1— “TZ du implies the following result.

Theorem 15. Let X, a and b be variables. For all positive integers n, we have

L(i+35)/2]

9, )iti+1 _9,)iti—2k
poidet X (—2a) + kzo (—2a) C

L(i+5—1)/2]

—b(X(—Qa)i+J’+ > (—2a)i+j_2k_10k)

k=0
= Un_l(b/2)(XUn(—a) + Un_l(—a)) — U,(b/2) (XUn_l(—a) + Un_g(—a)). (7.13)
Again, it is worth stating the identities that one obtains in the special case where a = —1

explicitly. Namely, in view of the simplification (7.10) and of U, (1) = n + 1, in that case
Equation (7.13) reduces to

ot 2[(i+j+1)/2]
det (Y +2 2“”3“)/21( e
Ogi,j%n—l ( [(i+7+1)/2]

1 —of(itg) /2] -1 [ 210+ 5)/2]
gy e ()
— (—1)nlg— (Un_l(b/2)(Y(n L)+ 1) = Un(b/2)(Yn + 1)). (7.14)

Since U, (0) = (—1)*/2 if n is even and U, (0) = 0 otherwise, for b = 0 Equation (7.14)
becomes

. Cof(itj41y2) (21 + 5+ 1) /2] — (1o (21p,
e, (e (oo i))) =@ /ﬂ“t)?'w)
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Finally, since
1, if n=0,1 mod 6,

Un(1/2) =< 0, ifn=2mod 3,
—1, ifn=3,4mod 6,

for b = 1 Equation (7.14) becomes

det <Y+2—2r<i+j>/21< 2[(i+3)/2] )))

0<i,j<n—1 [(i+j+1)/2]
2—n(n-1y, if n =0 (mod 3),
=< 27Dy (n+1)4+1), ifn=1 (mod3), (7.16)
2~ (=1 (Yn + 1), if n =2 (mod 3).

When testing (7.12) and (7.15) with the help of Mathematica, initially I mistyped the
exponent of 2. This led to the discovery of two more — conjectural — Hankel determinant
evaluations.

Conjecture 16. Let Y be a variable. For all positive integers n, we have

. g (2T DN e iy,
S (o () - ey

and

i1 (2[(i+ 5+ 1)/2]

0<% <Y o < (i 45 +1)/2] )) )
_ { (—1)ln/6lg=ntn=1) (L4082 1y 4 1) | ifn is even,
=1

3

1
2
1)ln/6lg=ntn=1) (1| dntd |y 1 1) ifn is odd.

(7.18)

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT. Ithank Mourad Ismail for insisting that, after having written [5],
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