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Abstract

We prove that one characterization for the classical orthogonal polynomials
sequences (Hermite, Laguerre, Jacobi and Bessel) cannot be extended to the
semi-classical ones.

1 Introduction

Recently, in [6] were established new characterizations of the classical monic orthog-

onal polynomials sequences (MOPS). In that work, the authors consider as a starting
point the Pearson’s equation in a distributional sense. It is well known that most
of this characterizations can be extended for semi-classical MOPS (see [2, 4, 11]).
Following another point of view we will prove that:
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e The Proposition 3.3 of [6]:

— Let {P,} be a MOPS. A necessary and sufficient condition for {P,} be-
longs to one of the classical families is

P, = ”+1—|— p, > 2
n+1 kzn:1 k

needs of additional hypothesis on the parameters of the structure formula.
e This result cannot be extended to semi-classical MOPS of class s.

Before proving these results we will study some problems related to them. We will
begin by introducing some algebraic concepts that we will use in this work (see [7,
12]). Let {p, } be a MPS, i.e. p, = 2"+...,n € N. We can define the dual basis, {a,, }
in P*, the algebraic dual space of P, the linear space of polynomials with complex
coefficients, as (@, pm) = Onm, Where (.,.) means the duality bracket and d,,, is
the Kronecker symbol. Now, if v € P*, it can be expressed by v = > ;cn(v, pi) .

DEFINITION 1 For every polynomial ¢(z) a new linear functional can be introduced
from v. This functional is called the left product of v by ¢:

<¢(l‘)’0,p(l‘)> = </07¢(~T>p(l')>, VP(l') e P

DEFINITION 2 The usual distributional derivative of v is given by

(Dv,p(x)) = —(v,p'(2)), Vp(z) € P.
So, we can state (see [12]):

e If v € P* is such that (v,p;) =0, > [ then

o If {a } is the dual basis associated with the MPS { "*1} then

D(a;) = —(n+ 1)ans1, n €N (2)
DEFINITION 3 Let {P,} be a MPS; we say that {P,} is orthogonal with respect to
the quasi-definite linear functional u if (u, P, (z)Pn(2)) = Kp0nm with K, # 0 for
n,m € N.

We say that u is positive definite if K,, > 0, n € N.
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Furthermore,
e {P,} satisfies the following three term recurrence relation (TTRR)

zP,(z) = Popa(2) + BnPu(z) + v Proa(z) for n = 1,2, ... 3)
P()(JZ') = 1, Pl(l') =T — BQ.

where ((3,) and (7,) are two sequences of complex numbers with 7,41 # 0 in
the quasi-definite case and 7,41 > 0, (8,) C R in the positive definite case,
for n € N.

e The elements of the dual basis {a,} associated with {P,} can be written as

P,u
(u, P2)’

neN (4)

any =

Now we state the basic definition which will be used along this paper:

DEFINITION 4 Let {p,} be a MPS and u be a quasi-definite linear functional; we
say that p, is quasi-orthogonal of order s with respect to u if
<u7pmpn> = 07 |n - m| >s+1
Ir > s (u,pr—spr) # 0.

REMARK A quasi-orthogonal MPS of order 0 is orthogonal in the above sense. In
fact, if (u, P?) # 0 then (u, P?) = ~,(u, P* ).

The following definition was given by Ronveaux (see [13]) and Maroni (see [11]):

DEFINITION 5 Let {P,} be a MOPS with respect to the quasi-definite linear func-
tional u; we say that {P,} is semi-classical of class s if there exists ¢ € P, o such

that {Z2t11 is quasi-orthogonal of order s with respect to ¢u.
n+1 g

If s =0 we say that {P,} is classical.

The canonical expressions of ¢, du: (u,z™) = [;2"du(z), n € N, where [ is a
complex contour and du a complex measure, and the coefficients of the TTRR for
the classical MOPS (Hermite, H,, Laguerre, L%, Jacobi, P’ and Bessel, BY) are
presented in the TABLES 1, 2 (see Ismail and al. [9]).

NOTATION In TABLE I:
e U is the Tricomi function (see [8, Chapter 6]).
e S(R)={z€C : |z] =R, exp(—R?) < arg(z) < 2r — exp(—R?)}.

X0 =t 40 - e 0 [ -)

{zeC:|z-1]>2}CC.
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P, 0] dp I Restrictions
H, |1 exp(—1?) R
Ly |z —U(1,1 —a,—=2) S(R) a#—1,-2,...
PeP |1 — 2% 2200 (a+ DT(B+ 1) X C a,#—1,-2,...
Be | 2? % exp(—2/z) unit circle « # —1,-2,...
Table 1:
P, ﬁn In+1
i, |0 il
LY | 2n+a+1 (n+1)(n+a+1)
pos B%—a? 4(n+1)(nta+1)(n+B+1) (n+a+8+1)
n (2n+a+p8)(2n+a+8+2) (2n+a+B+1)(2n+a+5+2)2(2n+a+3+3)
B« —2« —4(n+1)(n+a+1)
n (2n+a)(2nt+a+2) (2n+a+1)(2n+ta+2)2(2n+a+3)
Table 2:

2 Classical Case

From Definition 5, {P,} is a classical MOPS if and only if { "*1} is a MOPS. In
[6] we gave another characterization of these MOPS:

THEOREM 6 Let {P,} be a MOPS. A necessary and sufficient condition for {P,}
belongs to one of the classical families is

P, = ”+1—|— Qnp, > 2
n+1 kzn:l k

with app-1 # (n— 1)y, forn > 2.
Proof. Since {P,} is a MOPS

zP,(z) = Pyp1(2) + BnPu(z) + v Pooa(z) forn = 1,2, ...
P()(JZ') = 1, Pl(l') = .%'—BQ.

So, we can take derivatives
Py = Py + Bl + b, — 2P,

Now, consider

Pn_ n+1 + an
n+1 Z k

and put this expression into the above

P P anpn P, (n— 1)y —ann1 P,_
n __ n+1 . nny-n n n,n n—1 - Tk
T n—|—1+<ﬁn n)n+ n n—1 nz::an’kk
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Pn an—l—l,n—i—l an+2,n+1
H, |0 0
Lo | n+1 0
o 2(a—)(1+n) A1) (n2) (n-+a+2) (n+5+2)

n (2n+a+p+2)(2nt+a+5+4) (2n+a+p6+3) (2n+a+p+4)2(2n+a+B+5)
B 4(n+1) —4(n+1)(n+2)

n (2n+a+2)(2n+a+4) (2n+a+3)(2n+a+4)2(2n+a+5)

Table 3:

Hence, { "*1} is orthogonal if and only if
anp=0,for k=1,2...,n—2
apn-1 7 (n— 1)y, for k=2,...
]

REMARK This theorem has been established in [6] by the authors without any res-
trictions on the parameters, a,, of the structure relation. This condition is only
important in the cases of Jacobi and Bessel.

From the last theorem we can state:

COROLLARY 7 Let {P,} be a classical MOPS and (5,), (7.) the coefficients of the
TTRR, (3), that this MOPS satisfy. If we denote by (B.), () the coefficients of

the TTRR that { "*1} satisfy, i.e.

P’ P’ P
n+1 n+2 n+1 / n
= - =12 ...
el e P e
Tl =1, 72 = — ﬁo-
then
ntins1 = (0 + 1) (Buyr — Bria) (5)
Unt2ne1 = (N4 Dyng2 — (0 +2)7) 1, (6)
for n € N.

Now, because { -} is the MOPS with respect to ¢u, where ¢ is defined in Ta-
ble 1, we can calculate Ant1mt1s Ani2nt1 from (5), (6) and Table 2, and the result
is sumarized in Table 3.

3 Semi-classical Results

Here, we only state some results of the semi-classical polynomials that are extensions

of the well-known characterizations of the classical polynomials. They have been
stated by Maroni in [11] (see also Bonan and al. [3] and Branquinho and al. [5] for
the last characterization).
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THEOREM 8 Let {P,} be a MOPS with respect to the linear functional w. Then the
following statements are equivalent:

(a) {P,} is semi-classical of class s;

(b) 3é,¢ € P with deg ¢ < s+ 2, deg) < s+ 1 such that

n+s+2
P,  +VPu1 = > bupbr,n>s

k=n—s
and by p—s #0, n > s;
(c) 3o, € P with deg ¢ < s+ 2, deg) < s+ 1 such that
D(gu) = pu
i.e. u 1s a semi-classical functional of class s;

(d) {Z—’/ﬁ:'l—l} is quasi-orthogonal of order s with respect to ¢u.

(e) There exists a MOPS {R,} with respect to a linear functional v such that

n—+p
PR = Y AP, n>s (7)
k=n—s
and My p—s #0, n > s.
REMARK e This ¢, must satisfy the condition
T (rel + [(Weu, 1)) # 0

ce Z¢

where Z,; is the set of zeros of ¢ and
¢(x) = (z = c)ge(x)
(@) + delx) = (= )the(x) + 1e()
like it was shown in [2].
e In [3] the authors prove that in (7) we can take Rffil with ¢ > 1 instead of
R, . There they want to generalize the semi-classical definition of MOPS.

e In [5] the authors prove that if we have (7), {R,} is also semi-classical and
there exists h € P such that ¢(x)u = h(x)v with

h(w) = (uy, d(y) [P KO (2, y) — Pi(2) K9P (2,9)])

" R{(x) R} (y)
where K9(z,y) = Y —L 2 222
TR

the variable y for polynomials in two variables.

and by u, we mean the action of u over
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First of all we try to explain why we have conjectured that the Theorem 6 could
be generalized to the semi-classical case. From now, we suppose that s > 1.

THEOREM 9 If{P,} is a MOPS with respect to the linear functional u and verifies

P/ n P/
Po=-"L 4 N gt n>s42 (8)
n+1 b (e+1) ok

with ayp—(s+1) 7 0 then there exists ¢oy2 € P with deg ¢syo = s + 2 such that
D(¢siou) = Piu 9)

i.e. u 1s semi-classical of class s.

Proof.  Let {a,} and {a/,} be the dual bases associated with {P,} and {n’ﬁ:f
respectively. We can write

a, = > Ak
k>n
where
P! n P!
A = (a), Py) = {(a, kHll + Z ag;—)
thoasey Y
1 s k=n

= k1 ,k=n+1n+2,....n+s+2
0 yk=0,....,n—1

Hence, by (1)

s+2

!
= 0n+ Y Gnikni1Onik, 0 €N
P

Put n = 0 in this expression and take derivatives we get after applying (2) and (4)

_<u,PJlDf>u_ (<, *Z P> )

<U P2 542
so we have (9) where ¢4io(7) = (1 - Z k ) |
< HJ 1 P)/J

REMARK e We are tempted to search our MOPS, between the semi-classical
MOPS that the corresponding linear functionals verify (9). Belmehdi (see [1])
gave some examples of semi-classical MOPS, {P,} associated with a linear
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functional, u, which verify (9) with s = 1. The linear functional u is defined
in terms of the classical linear functionals v by

(x —cu=w

for some ¢ € C. In this case {P,} can be written in terms of the MOPS
associated with v, {R,}, by

Pn+1 = Rn+1 — an+1Rn, n €N (10)
B = R
'—u_l . .
where ap41 = %ﬁ)—), uy = (u,1) and {R,(x;d)} is the co-recursive

MOPS.
e Belmehdi has shown that in this case { R, } cannot be the Hermite polynomials.

e The cases studied by Belmehdi are particular cases of (10).

Now, we can state the following result:

THEOREM 10 If {R,} is a classical MOPS, then the MOPS {P,} with respect to
u defined by (10) are semi-classical of class < 1 but cannot be expressed by a finite
linear combination of consecutives derivatives of elements of this family.

Proof. The semi-classical character has been proved by Belmehdi in [1].
From theorem 6

n+1
+ Qn, > 2
o+l kzn:l k

with apn—1 # (n — 1)7, for n > 2; then, put this into (10) and get after some
calculations

P/ P/ P/ (n— Dtpra,, R,
Pn — n+2 + Sn n+1 +tn -n Ut 1 Gy — n+1Wn n—1
+ n+2 +1n+1 L (@nt18nnt n )n—l
where
(n+ Danyo
Sn = Qp+1,n — ap N
+1 +1,n+1 +1+ "o
NSp410n41
tn = Qp, n — Qpn An.n - 1
+1 + HE n+1
for n € N where a,, is defined by (10) and ay, , @, -1 are given in Table 3. [ |

Now we can see when we can reduce the class of the semi-classical orthogonal
polynomials to the classical ones.
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COROLLARY 11 In the conditions of the last theorem we have that, {P,} is a clas-
sical MOPS if and only if

+1 —
An+30n+2,n+1 — Z+2tn+2an+2 =0
tnt1 7é (n + 1)%1—1—2

for n € N.

REMARK Here we have an example of semi-classical MOPS of class one, with re-
spect to a linear functional which verify (9) and cannot be expressed as a linear
combination of four consecutive derivatives.

If {P,} is a MOPS with respect to the linear functional u and u verifies (9) then
{P,} is a sequence of Generalized Jacobi polynomials, as can be seen in the Magnus
work [10].

An example of a generalized Jacobi MOPS {P,} such that

P, = ”+1+ ap,
n+1 Z k

with a, # 0 for £ =1,...,n was given by Magnus with a aid of a computer.
From this we can suspect that there aren’t MOPS that can be expanded as a
linear combination of four consecutives derivatives.

4 Main Problem

Here we will prove that there aren’t MOPS that verify (8) and (9) with a,, ,—(s41) # 0
and s > 1. We only prove this result for s = 1 but the same is true for any s > 1.
First of all we state the following results:

LEMMA 12 If {P,} is a MOPS with respect to the linear functional u and verifies
the TTRR (3) then

(u, 2" Pyyy)
(u, " P,)

(u, 2" B,)
(u, 2" F,)

(d) Tnt+1 = , N E N;'

(b) Zﬁk,nEN n € N.

Proof. See Chihara [7].
We know that if {P,} is a MOPS then can be represented by

n—1 n—1
Pu(z)=a" =) B '+ ( > BB = ”Yk) T
k=1

0<i<j<n—1



10 A. Branquinho

Now, if we put this expression in 3, = %—J’;ﬂ)l we get

(u, 2 (z" — 028 Bra™ 4+ .. ) B
(u, F7)

<U x”"HP n—1

- S L

fn

i.e. (b). To get (a) we only have to multiply (3) by P,—1 and apply u to the resulting
equation. ]

LEMMA 13 Let {P,} is a semi-classical MOPS of class 1 with respect to the linear
functional u; if u verifies D(¢u) = Pyu where ¢(x) = aox® + arz? + asr + az with
ag # 0 then:

(@) (6, Pa P} = —agln — 1), P2yy), n > 1;
(b) (pu,PnP, 1) =0,0<m<n—-2,n>2o0rm>n+4;

n—1

(¢) (pu, PP, 1) = —(ao(n(Bn + Bps1) + > Bx) +nar + 1){u, P2, ), n € N.

Proof. If we substitute in the Definition 4, p, by n’ff, u by ¢u and s by 1, we
obtain

<¢u m+1 n+1>_0 |n_7n|>2
3> 1 (6u, PLPL) #0.

But { "*1} is a MPS so we can write these conditions like

(pu, PpPr 1) =0,0<m<n—2,n>2 or m>n+4 (11)

r>1: (pu, P_ 1P+1> #£0 (12)

Proof of (a). We know that P,_1 P!, = (P,_1P.y1) — P/_1 Pr11 so if we put this
expression in (12) we get

(61, PrsPlyy) = —(D(¢u), Py Post) — (6u, PL_, Pra)

_<P1u7 PT’—1P7’+1> — Qo <u7 Pr2+1>
= —a()(U, Pr2+1>

Proof of (¢). Put m =n in (11), using the same technique and the Lemma 12 we
get

(pu, P, n+1> = _<U7P73+1>_

n(u, (apz® + a12®)(na™ " — (n — 1) Y Bz 2+ ...)Poy1)

n—1

= _(GO(n(ﬁn + ﬁn—I—l) + Z Bk) +nai + 1)<u7 P73+1>
k=0

Note that (b) coincides with (11). |
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Now, we are able to state:

THEOREM 14 Let {P,} is a semi-classical MOPS of class 1 with respect to the linear
functional u and u verifies D(¢u) = Piu where ¢(z) = agr® + a12? + asw + az with
ag # 0; then it admits the following representation in terms of its derivatives

Poii. Z bn, k (13)

Cn+1

for n € N with b, 2 # 0.
Proof. The procedure that we use for proving this assertion is the following:

e Multiply sucessively (13) by P; with j =0,1,...,n —4 and apply ¢u on each
sides of the resulting equation.

Hence, for 7 = 0 we get

b b
0 = bualgu, P) + =5 (ou, ) + —2=(éu, ;)

bn, bn,
= —bua(u, Pf) — 7’2<U7P2P1> - %<U7P3P1>

i.e. bn,l =0.

For j = 1, and using the same technique, we get b"T3 = — 1+a1+“(;(f$3+ﬂ1+ﬁ2) b"TQ
Procedure in the same way until j = n — 4. At that time you will get b, ,,_2 given
in terms of by, 2.

Now if you consider b, » = 0 you have that b, =0, for k =2,...,n—2,i.e. {P,}
is a classical MOPS, in a contradiction with the hypothesis of the theorem. |

As a conclusion, we can state:

THEOREM 15 If {P,} is a MPS that verifies (8) with a5 (s11) # 0 forn > s +2
and s don’t depend on n then {P,} is a MOPS if and only if s = 0.

REMARK If we put the expression (13) in the derivative of (3), like we have done
in Theorem 6, we get the following relation for the derivatives

PP bon P (n =Dy —bpn Py 2 P
In _ Zntl _ Iy tn n — Unn n-1 _ N~ Ik Tk
xn n+1+<ﬁn n)n+ n n—1 Zn k

k=2

valid for n > 1.
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