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MEAN CONVERGENCE OF LAGRANGE INTERPOLATION. H1
BY
PAUL NEVAI'

ABSTRACT. Necessary and sufficient conditions are found for weighted mean conver-
gence of Lagrange and quasi-Lagrange interpolation based at the zeros of gener-
alized Jacobi polynomials.

1. Introduction. Although the problem of finding necessary and sufficient condi-
tions for weighted mean convergence of Lagrange interpolation based at the zeros of
orthogonal polynomials was formulated over forty years ago by P. Erdos and P.
Turan, nevertheless no significant progress was achieved until 1970 when R. Askey
[1 and 2] partially solved the case of interpolating at zeros of Jacobi polynomials.
Askey’s approach was based on an idea dating back to J. Marcinkiewicz which
consists of reducing the problem of mean convergence of Lagrange interpolation to
that of orthogonal Fourier series. In order to accomplish this task certain quadrature
sums had to be estimated in terms of integrals. This was successfully carried out by
Askey for certain Jacobi weights. By proposing another approach to estimating
quadrature sums and by refining Askey’s techniques, I managed to improve Askey’s
results in [14] where I found sufficient conditions for weighted L7 (0 < p < o0)
convergence of Lagrange interpolation based at the zeros of slightly generalized
Jacobi polynomials. By solving Turan’s problem in [13, p. 180] I showed that for
0 < p < o0 the conditions given in [14] are necessary as well. The only limitation of
the Fourier series method is that it requires the knowledge of convergence of Fourier
series in the same weighted L7 space where the convergence of Lagrange interpola-
tion is considered. Since at the present time nothing is known about convergence of
orthogonal Fourier series in L? spaces with arbitrary weights, one is forced to look
for other approaches when considering convergence of Lagrange interpolation in L7
spaces with general weights. It is demonstrated in this paper that by realizing that, in
fact, Lagrange interpolation can be looked at as a mapping from bounded functions
into the weighted L” space rather than as a mapping from L” into L?, one can
directly estimate L” norms without referring to Fourier series. Quadrature sums still
need to be handled in a proper way, but that technique was worked out in [13]. In
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670 PAUL NEVAL

this paper we set the goal of finding necessary and sufficient conditions for
convergence of Lagrange interpolation based at the zeros of generalized Jacobi
polynomials in L7 spaces with general weights. In fact, we are going to consider
quasi-Lagrange interpolating polynomials which have a property that they inter-
polate not just at the zeros of orthogonal polynomials but also possibly at two more
exceptional points and, at these exceptional points, their derivatives vanish at a
prescribed rate. It turns out that although by doing so we might ruin convergence
when ordinary Lagrange interpolation does converge, nevertheless these quasi-
Lagrange interpolation polynomials will converge when ordinary Lagrange interpo-
lation does not. This phenomenon is described in Theorem 6 which is the main result
of this paper. In case the reader is interested in the history of the problem of mean
convergence of Lagrange interpolation, we suggest [1, 14 and 15] as references. An
application of the results of this paper to weighted mean convergence of Hermite-
Fejér interpolation is given in [16].

2. Notations, auxiliary results and the Lemma.

General notations. N is the set of positive integers. The symbol “const” stands for
some positive constant taking a different value each time it is used. It will always be
clear what variables and indices the constants are independent of. If 4 and B are two
expressions depending on some variables then we write

A~B if|{AB™'|<const and |A'B|< const

uniformly for the variables in consideration. The characteristic function of a set A is
denoted by 1,. For the sake of brevity we will frequently omit unnecessary
parameters. For example, if we have an expression x,,(w) and w does not vary in a
given context, then we will write x,, instead of x,,(w), or [f will stand for [f(x) dx.
The integer part of a number ¢ is denoted by [¢].

Spaces of functions. We define L?, (Llog™ L)? and C in the usual way. Unless
otherwise specified, all these spaces are spaces of real-valued functions with domain
in [-1,1]. For the sake of convenience we retain the notation || even when
0<p<Il.Thuseg fe (Llog" L)’ (0 <p < o) if and only if

1108 111, = [ 0rto) og A0y )7 ] " < .

Hilbert transforms. For f € L' in [-1, 1] the Hilbert transform H( f ) is defined by

Iy

H(f, x) = lim L_t);dt.

e=0Yx—t|=e X

We are going to use two properties of the Hilbert transform, namely, that H is a
bounded operator in L? for 1 < p < oo (M. Riesz) and

[H(1)g=-[rH(g)

whenever f € L” and g € L9, p~' + g~' = 1. (See [4, pp. 1059-1060].)
Orthogonal polynomials. If w is a nonnegative L' function supported in [-1, 1] such
that ||w||, > 0, then the corresponding system of orthogonal polynomials is denoted
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LAGRANGE INTERPOLATION. III 671

by { pa(w)]. Hence
pw, x) = v,(w)x" + lower degree terms, y,(w) > 0,

and
[ W) pnw)w = 8,

The zeros of p,(w) are denoted by x,,(w) and they are ordered so that
xln('x) > xZn(x) >z xnn(w)'
The reproducing kernel K, (w) is defined by

n—1

Kn(w’ X, t) = 2 pk(w’ X)pk(W, t)
k=0

which by the Christoffel-Darboux formula [18, p. 43] is equivalent to
Ya1(W) Palw, X) Py (W, 1) = pp (W, x) po(w, 1)
¥, (w) x—t :
The Christoffel function A ,(w) is defined by A (w, x) = K,(w, x, x)™*. The numbers
Anw) =2 (w, x, (W), 1<k<n,

are the Cotes numbers and they appear in the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature formula [18,
p. 47

K. (w,x,1)=

3 ROsuae Do) = [ R

which is valid for every polynomial R of degree less than 2. Since

'Y"_](W) o
—_—= tp, (w, t)p,(w, t)w(t)dt
twy = L e (e DR ()
and w is supported in [-1, 1] we have
(1) Yot(W)/1a(w) <1
forn € N.

Lagrange interpolation. For a given weight w and bounded function f the corre-
sponding Lagrange interpolating polynomial is denoted by L,(w, f). Thus

L(w, f, xalW)) = f(x,0(w)),  1<ks<nneN,

and we can write

) Lw. f) = élf(xkn(w»zk,,(w)

where the fundamental polynomials /, ,(w) are defined by

_ pn(w’ X)
lenw, x) = 2w, X, (W) (x — x,(w))°
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672 PAUL NEVAI

Another expression for /, (w) is

YnAl(W) pn(w* X)
3 L w, x) = ———=A —_—
( ) * ( ) 'Y"(W) X = Xk,,(W)

(see [18, p. 48]). If w is supported in [-1, 1] then all the zeros x, ,(w) of p,(w) belong
to (-1, 1) [18, p. 44] so that (2) does make sense even if f is only bounded on every
closed subinterval of (-1, 1) but not on [-1, 1]. We will need the identity [7, p. 25]

A(w,x) = kilxkn(w)“'zm, x)

in(W) D, I(W’ Xl W))

Quasi-Lagrange interpolation. Let w be a weight function with support in [-1, 1]
and let r and s be nonnegative integers. If fis a bounded function in [-1, 1] then the
quasi-Lagrange interpolating polynomial L{*)(w, f) is the unique polynomial of
degree at most n + r + s — 1 which satisfies

(4) L9 (w, £ x0(W) = f(xea(w)).  O<k<n+1,
Where xO"(w) = 1 and xn+|,n(w) = _1»

Ly(w, f,1) =0, 1<i<r—1,
and

LUS(w, f,-1)" =0, 1<I<s—1.

If either r or s equals O then k = 0 or kK = n + 1, respectively, is omitted in (4).
Naturally, L{*)(w, f) is a Hermite interpolating polynomial, and it can explicitly be
represented in the form

n+1

5) Ly )= 3 5,00y (0)

where
(6) hkn(w’ ‘x) = (1 - x)’(l + x)s(l - Xk"(W))_r(l + Xk"(W))_Slkn(W, X)
forl < k<n,

¢/
1 )

_— 1— x)
paw, 1)1 +1)" =)

=1

(1) Aoy x) = (1 + x) pof(w, x):%(—l)ll_lt[
and
Sl 1 Q) /
® ""*'-'1(‘””‘):(1—x)’p,,(w,x)EF{—r} (1 +x).
=0 *°" )

pa(w, )(1 — ¢

For r = s = | these polynomials have been investigated in [8, 10, 19 and 20].
Jacobi weights. The function v is called a Jacobi weight function if v can be
written in the form

(9) o(x)=(1—x)(1+x)"

t=-1
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LAGRANGE INTERPOLATION. III 673

for -1 < x < 1and v(x) = 0 for | x|> 1. In this paper we do not necessarily assume
that v is integrable. The function v is a rational Jacobi weight if ¢ and b in (9) are
integers.

Generalized Jacobi polynomials. Let w be a nonnegative integrable function defined
in [-1, 1]. We say that w is a generalized Jacobi weight function (w € GJ) if w can
be written in form

(10) w(x) = 9 ()1 =)™ ] = x e (14 x) ™

k=1
for-l<x<lwhere-1<¢,<t, [ <---<{<LI,>-1(k=0,1,....m+1)
and y=' € L* in [-1, 1]. If, in addition, ¢ in (10) is continuous and the modulus of
continuity w of ¢ satisfies

flﬂdt< 0,
0 t

then we say that w is a generalized smooth Jacobi weight (w € GSJ). Orthogonal
polynomials corresponding to generalized Jacobi weights are called generalized
Jacobi polynomials. Such polynomials and their characteristics have extensively been
studied by Badkov [3] and myself [13]. For the convenience of the reader, we provide
a collection of properties of generalized Jacobi polynomials which will be applied
when investigating mean convergence of Lagrange interpolation.

(a) Let w € GJ and set x,,(w)=cosl,, for 0<k<n+1 where x,,=1,
Xp41.— —1and 0 <6, <II. Then

(11) 0k+l.n_0k,n~1/n

uniformly for 0 < k < n, n € N. (See [13, Theorem 9.22, p. 166).)
(b) Let w € GJ and let w be given by (10). Define w, by

—_— 2Ty+1 m r, -
(12) Wn(x):(\,/l_x+—l-) 10 (ltk—x[—kl) (L/m+l)zr +1
| n k=1 n n
Then
1
(13) A (w, x) ~=7,(x)

uniformly for -1 < x <1 and n € N (see [13, Theorem 6.3.28, p. 120]), in particu-
lar,

(14)

1 Ty = 1\ Ty +1/2
Men9) ~ (1= 5,00 ™ T (1= s 0)1 45 (14, 00) ™
=1

uniformly for 1 < & < n, n € N. (Formula (14) follows from (11) and (13).)
(c) If w € GSJ is given by (10) and w, is defined by (12) then

(15) |p,(w, x)|< const w,(x)"/?
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674 PAUL NEVAI

uniformly for -1 < x < 1 and n € N (see [3, Theorem 1.1, p. 226]), in particular,

(16) Ip.(w, x)|< const[l/‘lw(x)\/l - x? + 1]

uniformly for -1 < x < 1, n € N. Moreover,

(17) Pa(w, 1) ~ o172
and
(18) 1P (w,=1) |~ nTmer®1/2

uniformly for n € N. (See [13, Corollary 9.34, p. 171].)
(d) If wis a weight function supported in [-1,1] and W is defined by Ww(x) =
(1 — x*)w(x) then

(l - an(w)z)pnfl(w’ xkn(w)) = anpn—l(w’ 'xkn(w))’ a, > 0’
for 1 <k <n where a, is independent of k. If logw(cos @) is integrable then
lim a, = 1 and thus

n— o0 n

(19) pn—l(w’ Xk"(W)) ~ (1 - xkn(w)z)pnAI(w’ xkn(w))
uniformly for 1 < k <n and n € N. (See [13, Lemma 9.30, p. 170].) If w € GSJ is
given by (10) and w, is defined by (12) then

_ 2
(20) wn(xkn(w))pn—l(w’ xkn(w)) ~ (l - xkn(w)z)
uniformly for 1 < k < n, n € N. (See [13, Theorem 9.31, p. 170].)

(e) If w is a weight function supported in [~1,1] such that log w(cos @) is
integrable then

(21) 0< lim 27"y,(w) < oo0.

n—oC
(See [18, p. 309].)
(f) If w € GJ and / is a positive integer then

(22) |pa(w, = 1)< const n¥|p,(w, =1)|
and
(23) (I/Pn(W,il))(l)|< const n?!|p (w, =1) [

uniformly for n € N. We can prove (22) and (23) by induction. When / = 1 then
P=1Y =R (=) 3 (=1 - )
and by (11) inequality (22) holds. Otherwise we write
P =p() 3 (x = xp)”

and differentiating this identity / — 1 times we obtain

n

=1 ) ) ;
NN i Y E L E e (R Tt N CTE RN

j=o\ J k=1
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LAGRANGE INTERPOLATION. III 675

and by (11)
-1
|P,,(i1)”)|< const n?/ E |Pn(i1)(”|n‘2»’
J=0
so that (22) follows by induction. When / = 1 then
L) =)
— in (_1 X n
) = e e

Thus by (11) inequality (23) holds. For / > 1 we use the identity

—P,.(il)( 1 )“):/21(;)(#)u)pn(+])(/—/)

P(*+1) =0 p(=1)

(p,,(lil))m (p,,(1 1))(”

and (23) follows by induction.

(g) Let we GJ and 0 <p < o0. If ¢ is a fixed positive number and v is an
arbitrary, not necessarily integrable, Jacobi weight, then for every polynomial R of
degree at most cn

(24 3 IR (5 (w) PolxinWDAen(w) < const [ |R( Poi (1) i
k=1
(See [13, Theorem 9.25, p. 168].)
(h) Let w € GJ and 0 < p < 0. If w is given by (10) then for any fixed ¢ > 0 we
define A%(c) by

so that by (22)
1—1
< const n* Y
j=0

[+

M) =[-1+en 1 —en2NU [ty —en' tp + en”'].
k=1

Then there exists a ¢ > 0 such that for every polynomial R of degree at most n
(25) Il RPwll, < const]| R [Pwig ||,

where 1§ denotes the characteristic function of A*(c). (See Theorem 6.3.28 and
Remark 6.3.29 in [13, p. 120].)
(1) If R is any polynomial of degree at most n then

(26) max|R(x)|< 12 max |R(x)| n=273,....
=

M<1—n?

This follows immediately from Chebyshev’s inequality {12, p. 51] and from the easily
verifiable estimate

T((1-n?)") <12, n=2,3,..,

which holds for the Chebyshev polynomial 7,,.
The Lemma. The following proposition is the key to proving weighted L7
convergence of Lagrange interpolation.
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676 PAUL NEVAI

LEMMA. Let | < p < o0, ¢ € GJ and let Q denote the class of functions G such that
|G(x)|=< 1 almost everywhere in [-1, 1] and G(x) = 0 for x & [-1, 1]. If the function g
satisfies go™' € L¥ and g € LP(log™ L)? then

(27) sup (|9 H($G )|l < const[1 + [|g(1 + ¢7* + log* |g])Il, ]

Geq

where the constant is independent of g.
PrOOF. First let ¢ ~ 1in[-1, 1]. If
m = essinf¢p(x) and M = esssuppo(x).

=1 =<1
then
(28) sup {|g¢™ ' H($G)||, < m™'M sup |gH(G)],
Gen GeQ
Let y denote the constant in Riesz’s inequality [17, p. 48]
(29) IH(G)Il, < yqIlGll,
which is valid for p < ¢ < o0. In particular, if G € Q then (29) implies
(30) NH(G)ll, <vg2"4, p<g<oco.
Let A = 27'y~!p~'e~2. Then we can write
1
[1gH(G, pd= [ |g()H(G, 1) dr
_1 g <exp{ANH(G. )|}
<1
+ |g()H(G, t) | dt
tog T g(|=NH(G. 1)
1=

<[ 1H(G. )P exp(NpH(G. 1)) di + X7 [ |5(1) log™ |g(0) 1 i
- -1

= 2 (”’) [ HG. Op i+ X7 [ g(1)log" g(0) |
Since k!> (k/e)*, we can apply (30) to obtain
[ 1g0r(G. )y d

<23 (Ape)[v(p + K7k k+>\”f 18(2)log™ |g(1) |IF dr.
k=0

Obviously (p + k)? ™ = pP(1 + k/p)? - k*(1 + p/k)* < pPe*k*e? so that

23 () o + 01t S 2pe ) S (haped) = a(pe)”
k=0 =

since Aype? = 2!, Thus if G € Q then

(31) IgH(G)Ni, < 4'/Pype + 2ype’||glog™|glll,

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



LAGRANGE INTERPOLATION. III 677

which together with (28) implies (27) when ¢ ~ 1. Now let ¢ € GJ and ¢ not ~ 1.
Then ¢ can be written in the form

i
00 =910 I 1x ="

where -1 <y <y, <---<y <L I,>-landI, #0forl <k </and¢, ~ 1.
Choose {a, }\" such that y, € (a,4, ;) for 1 <k </, (a;;),a;) N(a;4,a,)=¢
for k#j and [-1,1] C UL:l[akH, a,] C[-2,2). Let & be defined by e
= {dist[{y,}, {a,}] and let 1, denote the characteristic function of [a, ,, a,). Then
we can write

l

(32) g¢"'H(¢G)

{ {
> lkg¢“H(¢G >
k=1

Jj=1

[l

/
2 lkg¢_lH(¢Glj) + X 1,897 H(6Gl1,_))
k—j=2 k=2

=1 i

+ 2 L,go ' H(9Gl,, ) + 1,8¢7'H($G1,)
k=1 k=1

=3+ + 32+ 30
Assume that G € Q. We will estimate each sum ' in (32) individually. If [k — j|= 2
then

L(x)H(9G1,, x) = lk(x)/:i]Wdt
so that
| 1cg9™'H(9G1,) |<%| 1,59 Ifau/ I<1>(t) dr.
Hence we obtain
S < 118671 N0l
and

(33) I, < Tuollnss™,.

Now we turn to estimating 3% in (32). If
I+1
N=-esssupo(t), 1€ U [a,—e a,+e],
k=1

then from

1,897 H(¢Gl,_,) = 1k8¢_l[/ak+€%w + f“k*! #(1)6) dt}

ay ! agte X — ¢
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678 PAUL NEVAI

we get

(34) 11,80 H($G1,_,)|<|1,8¢7'|| Nlog 2 + l/ahl‘i’(t) drl.
lak - XI € ay

Let
1+1
L=esssuppo(t)”", te€[-1,1]1N ) [a, — e a, +¢].
k=1

Then we obtain from (34)

_ 5
| lkg(p_lH((ple—l) I< Nl lkg(p : Ilog _ l[uAH.aA*e]
la, — x|

1 _ Ay
+N 1,89 log Hagmeeag T 51 Legs™ 1 0(0)
dx

la, — x|

5 B 5
< Nlog ~|1,8¢"' | +NL| lkg‘logml{ak—s,uA]
1 -1 dg—1
e lge™ 1 o) dr.

Since obviously

5 . 5
g(x)log 70 < 2plg(x) [log Ig(X)I+(|ak —xl) log 7—

we have the inequality
; 5 1
[1,89 ' H($G1, ) I<|1, 89" I[Nlog = F ;II¢|I1] +2NLp|1,glog™|gl|

+NL5'/2”1k|ak - x|"/2"log ‘a%x'
k

Hence
2 _ 5 1
(35) |7 <1867 N1og 2 + Lol | + 2NLp 151087 5]
1+1
+NL5'/2P a, — x["/??log ———.
k§l| k | glak_xl

Observing that the last function on the right-hand side of (35) belongs to L”, and
denoting its L? norm by K, we obtain

2 5 1 _
36) |27, <[Nlog >+ ;nqsn]]ngqs I, + 2NLpliglog* |glll, + KNL5'/?.

The sum 33 in (32) can be estimated in exactly the same way as 2, and by doing so
we get

3 5 1 -
(37) | 27| <|Nlog=+—li¢ll|lgs™'l, + 2NLp|iglog™|gll|, + KNL5'/?».
p e €
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LAGRANGE INTERPOLATION. III 679

Now it remains to estimate $* in (32). Note that for every k, 1 <k </, we can
represent ¢ in the form ¢(x) = Y (x)|x — y,[** where 1,4, ' € L® in [-1,1].
Moreover,

(38) 1,867 H(6G1,) = Lgi H(¥,GL,) + Lgyi [%4¢ H(G1,) ~ H(%,G1,)]
=0, + of.

Since 1,y € L* we can apply (31) to conclude that

(39) ok, < b7 Nl Letilloo[4'77vpe + 2vpe?glog* 1211,

In order to estimate o} in (38) we write it as

1 Y% tr—y 1
02(x) = 1,(x)g(x)¥u(x) 'f Y ()G (1) ‘;ﬁ‘yk; - l]x_ L
[ FS]
Hence
7] -y T 1
40)  |e2|<|1,g¥;' ||l * k|~ dr.
(40) lofi=itayit bl 1| 5= TEETA TR

Introducing a new variable u = ( — y, )| x — y,|”' in the integral and observing that
la,|<2,|y < 1for1 <k =<1 weobtain

~

A+

I, ]

Hx =yl =1t = el

L= Y
X = Y

!
dt<2f3"‘ M T — 1) — 1 du
0
3/2 —yp !
=2 [ = Ul = 1 2 [ R - 1 d
0 32

6T '35 |x — y '™, T, >0,
<2 == X7l ¢
0 6log[3|x —y, '], T,<o.

Substituting this estimate into (40) we get
_ 372 _
(41) 102 1< e g itk ool Ll - 2f0 luts = 1{lu— 1" du

+|1kg||uk¢k||w{6rk_]3n¢_" ez,
611 ¥ic 'l log[3 1 x — y,['], T <0.
If T', > 0 then (41) implies
(42) llofllp < constjjg(1 + ¢*)l|,, T, >0.
Otherwise we observe that
43)  |g(x)log[3]x = y,I"']
<2p|g(x)llog*|g(x)[+ (3/1x = y)'/* log[3|x — y,[""]

where the second function on the right-hand side of (43) obviously belongs to L”.
Thus by (41)

(44) llo2ll, < const[1 + [|g(1 + log*|gDIl,], T, <O.
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680 PAUL NEVAI
Combining (32), (38), (39), (42) and (44) we obtain

(45) | =), < const[1 + g (1 + 97" + 108" 181}, .

Now (27) follows from (32), (33), (36), (37) and (45). The proof of the Lemma has
been completed.

3. Main results.

THEOREM 1. Let w € GSJ and 0 <p < oc. Let v be a not necessarily integrable
Jacobi weight function, and let u be a nonnegative function defined in [-1, 1] such that
u€ L? uv € (Llog* L), u/ywyl —x* € L? and vywy1 — x> &€ L. Then for
every bounded function f
(46) supl|L,(w, vf Jull, < constl| f ||,

n=1

with some constant independent of f.

PROOF. First let | < p < oo. Since w € GSJ, we can write w in the form

m

@) w) =)0 =) I 1 —xQ+x)™ e
k=1
where -1 <¢, <1, , <--- <t <1 Let 7 be the set of all indices k for which T,
in (47) is negative and 1 < k < m. For any fixed ¢ > 0 let A,(c¢) be defined by
(48) Ado)=[-T+em 21 —en?NU [ty —en oty + en'].
keT

= 1,2,....If w € GSJ then also w € GSJ where w(x) = (1 — x*)w(x). If 1¢ is the

characterlstlc function of A (c) then by (15)

(49) 1500w, 1) 1< const w1 — =2 |5 pxi= 1,
and
(50) [15(x) p (W, x)|< const[w(x)(l _x2)3/2]—1/2, |x|< 1.

Our first goal is to prove that for every fixed ¢ > 0
(51) sup||L,(w, of )lull, < const|| f||, for1<p < oo.

nzl

In the following we will denote by G, (i = 1,2,...,5) functions which might depend
on n and which have the properties that | G,(x)|< 1 almost everywhere in [-1, 1] and
G(x)=0for|x|> 1. Then

JIL G of Y Purty = [L,(w, of )G 1L, (w, of ) P~ urX;
so that by (3)

(52 [1L (o )Purly = 0 3 Ay, 300)0 (xS (0)
no k=1
[ o)

S x, GO w. of )P Tu(x) 1 (x) dx
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where v, = v,(w), A, (w) and x,, = x.,(w). Let p, be an arbitrary polynomial of
degree at most n which is positive on A,(c). If II,,, is defined by

(53) I, = p, pa(W)H(G, | L (w, of ) P~ 'u”1¢p;")

—H( ()G, | L,(w, of )P~ 'ur1;)
then

Hzn(f) _ _/:]I Pn(x)Pn(W, Xx) :tpn(t)pn(w, ,)

“G\(x) I L(w, of, ) P~ u(x)"0,(x) " 15(x) dlx

so that II,, is a polynomial of degree less than 2# and

M, (51, = [ 222060 L o, of, ) P ) )

Thus we can rewrite (52) as

[ Y"‘ S
/an(W, vf)lpupln - Y . 2 }\knpnfl(w’ xkn)v(xkn)f(xkn)HZH(xkn)'
k=1

n

Applying (1) and (19) we obtain

/an(W, ‘Uf) |PuP1; = COI’lSt”f”w 2 Aknlpn—'l(‘:{)’ xkn) | (1 - xl%n)v(xkn)lI—[Zn(xkn)l
k=1
and by (24)
l ~ ~
J 1L, of ) Pt < const s |17, (9)TL, |0,

Since vywy1 — x? is integrable, so is vw. Hence by (25) there exists a number ¢ > 0
such thatif 15 = 1, then

J1L(w, o ) Purty < const f N, f 12, 1(#)IL,, 0515,
Using the definition (53) of II,, we obtain
(54)

J 1L, v, of ) Pt
< Constllflloo[ J 120 (9) 2 (w)o,0REH(G | Ly (w, of ) P10,
+ [ 12s (YR H( p(W)G | Ly (w, of )P~ 0?15 |

= const|| fl|,,[ [, + L,].
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Let us choose the polynomial p, as follows. First pick a positive integer M such that
(1 — x)M~'/2p(x) = #(x) is continuous in [-1,1]. Let # = [n/2 — M] and let p,
be defined by

pulx) = () (1 = x*)"Ax(5, x) .
Then p, is a polynomial of degree 2M + 2(77 — 1) < n and by (13)

(55) p(x)<consto(x), [|x|<1,
and
(56) p(x)" <consto(x), [x|<1—cn?,

for every fixed ¢ > 0. Now we are ready to estimate /, in (54). Applying (49), (50),
(55) and (56) we get

1
I, < const [ |H(G,|L,(w, vf )P~ 'u”ol) |
-1
1
= const [ GyH(G, | L,(w, of )~ 'u”oly)
-1
1
= —Constf H(G;)G,| L (w, of )P 'uPol,
-1
< const [ H(G;)L,(w,of ) 'oul¢].
0 3 n 1

Thus by Holder’s inequality
I, < const|L,(w. of 15ull2™ || H(G, Joul,.
Now we can apply the Lemma with ¢ = | and g = vu to conclude that
1, < const|L,(w, of )15ul|2™" - [1 + [ou(1 + log* vu)],]
so that
(57) I, < const||L,(w, of )lqull2 7",
Estimating 7, in (54) goes along similar lines. We have by (49) and (50)

I, < const fvw,,= |H( wG, L, (w, of )IP~ 'uPl¢ ) |
where w, is defined by w,(x) = yw(x)y1 — x? . Thus
I < const/lvw*GSH(w;‘G4|L,,(w, of ) |”_'u1’1f,)
-1
_ ! -1 —1,,p¢
= —const/ H(vw*G5)w* Gy|L(w, of ) 1P~ 'uP1§
-1
< constfl | H(ow,Gs) | wi' | L,(w, of )P~ 'u?1,
-1
so that by Holder’s inequality

_ -1
I, < constl|L,(w, of Y1ull2 ou(vw,)” H(ow,Gs ).
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By the conditions vw, € L' so that ow, € GJ and we can apply the Lemma with
‘¢ = vw, and g = uv to obtain

I, < const||L,(w, vf)lf,u||,’j_'[1 + ||uv(1 +o7'w,' + log* uv)||p].
Consequently,
(58) I, < const|L,(w, of )I5ul|5~".

Substituting (57) and (58) into (54), we see that inequality (51) holds. Our next step
is to show that

(59) sup||L,(w, of )(1 — 13 )ull, < const]| f1|,

nz|

holds as well for 1 << p < o0 and some ¢ > 0. Let us estimate the sum

2 Aknlpn—l(w’ xkn)lv(xkn) =S.
k=1

If W, as earlier, is defined by w(x) = (1 — x?)w(x) then by (19) and (24)
S < constf] | P (%, x)Jo(x)(1 — x?)w(x) dx.
-1

Thus by (16)
S=< const/I [1 + (w(x)(l - xZ)B/z)_I/z]v(x)(l — x2)w(x)dx
-1
and by the conditions of the theorem we get

n
(60) 2 Al Pami(w, X4) | 0(x4,) < const.
k=1

The next sum to be estimated is
-1
(61) 2 Aknlprl"](w’ xkn)lv(xkn)(l _xkn) =T
xkn>E

where 1 > ¢ > 0 is chosen so that ¢, in (47) is less than e. Since v is a Jacobi weight,
we have v(x) = (1 — x)%1 + x)* for some a and b. Taking the choice of ¢ into
consideration, and using (11), (14) and (20) we obtain

1 p—
T < const— T (1= x, )Tt/

XA">£
and since 1 — x,, ~ k?/n? by (11), we get

n
T < const n—FO*ZG“l/Z 2 kl‘0+2u—1/2.

k=1
Hence
1, Ih+2a—1/2> -1,
(62) T <const!log(n+1), Ty+2a—1/2=-1,

nlo=2a=172 T +2a—1/2<-1.
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Now we turn to estimating L (w, vf, x) for 1 + x,, <2x <2. By (1) and (3) we
have

1 n
L"(W, Uf’ X) |< 2”fHoopn(x) ; 2 Aknlpnwl(w’ xkn) |v(xkn)
k=1

+ 2 }\knlpn—l(w’ xkn)lv(xkn)(l _')C/\‘n)_1 ’

X €
1+ x,<2x<2.
where ¢ is chosen as in (61). Hence by (15) and (60)-(62)
nlot1/2 T,+2a—1/2> -1,
| L,(w, of, x)|< const|| f]| .4 n 2“log(n + 1), Ty+2a—1/2=-1,
nlotl/2 4 p=2a T 4+2a—1/2< -1,

for 1 + x,, < 2x < 2, and consequently
(63)

[L,(w,of, x)|< const|| | [nT0F /2 + n2log(n + 1)], 1+x,<2x<2.

If @ > 0 then from (63) we get

[L(w,of, x)|< const||f||°o[1 + 1/ w(x)y1 — x? ], 1+ x, <2x <2,

and thus

(64) /(' |L,(w, of, x)u(x) P dx

1+xy,)/2

P

1 1
<const||fng’0/ 1 + ———1 u(x)”dx.

(1+x,,)/2 w(x) 1= x2
If a < 0 then by (11) and (63)

|L,(w,of, x)|< const||f||°°[1 + 1/yw(x)1 — x? ] +ov(x)log(n + 1)],

1+ x,<2x<2,
and consequently
|L,(w, of, x)u(x)|

< constl[flloo[u(x) +u(x)/(Yw(x)y1 — x?

+2pu(x)o(x)log* u(x)o(x) + (n + 1) log(n + 1)|,

1+ x,s2x<2.
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Hence
(65)
[' L, of, x)u(x) P < constl /..
(1+x,,)/2
p
. fl u()c)—I——u(x)——F2pu(x)v(x)log+ u(x)o(x)| dx
(

1+x,)/2 /W(X) (1 _ X2

(1 — x,,)27(n + 1) (log(n + 1))7].

Since by (11), 1 — x,, < const n~%, we obtain from (64) and (65) that

(66) /( L L, of Jup < const| /|2

143,02

whenever w, v and u satisfy the conditions of the theorem. The inequality

(67) ST AL o u < constl £

can be proved by similar arguments. Now let ¢, be a singularity of w in (47) such that
J € 7 (see (48)), in another words let ¢; be such that the corresponding [ is negative.
We will show that

(68) |L,(w, of, x)|< constl| fll.,  |x—¢|<1/n.

Let >0 be chosen so that #;,, <t — 28 <¢;+ 28 <t,_, with the notation
.1 =—1 and ¢, = 1. Then by (11) there exist a uniformly bounded number of
roots x,, such that | x — x,,|< 2/nif |x — ¢;|< 1/n. Hence

n 2 11/2
2 |1kn(x)|< 2 Ain 2 lk_;\(i
k=1 kn

=X d<2/n x—xp<2/n
1172
= Z Akn'An(x)_} ’ |x_tj|< l/na
|X_Xk,,|<2/"
and by (13)
(69) 2 h(x)|<const, |x—t|<1/n.

W= x4,l<2/n

If |x —t{< 1/n and | x — x,,|>2/n then |1, — x,,|< 3| x — x,,(/2. Thus by (1),
(3), (14) and (15)

2 | len(x) | constn™/2 7! > 14, = x, 072
2/m<hm <o 2/n<|x—x;,|<6
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We can estimate |7, — x,,| by (11) we obtain

> [ (x)|<constn/27 ! Y (é)
=1

2/nSx—x f<8

r/2-1

Since I‘j < 0, we can conclude that
1

(70) > [a(x) < const, |x—1|<-—.
2/n<p— x; <8 oo
Applying (1), (15) and (60) we see that
1
(71) 2 0(xg) [ a(x) IS constn’s/2, - x —p|<—.

<y —xy

By the choice of 8 the function v is uniformly bounded on [7; — 28, ¢; + 28] D [x —
8, x + 8]if |x — t;|< 1/n. Because I; < 0, we obtain from (69)—(71) that (68) holds,
and consequently

(72) 7Ly, o Yup < const /2.

= 1/n

Now we choose 1 > ¢ >0 so that (-1 +x,,)/2> -1+ (1 +x,,)/2<1—
cn~2, The existence of such a number ¢ is guaranteed by (11). Since 7 in (48) contains
no more than m indices, inequality (59) follows from (66), (67) and (72). For
1 < p < oo the theorem follows from (51) and (59). Now let 0 < p < 1. Define & by

(p—2)/2 Z1
u= u”/z[l + ( wyl — x? ) + D(Z—p)/Z(l + (log* Du)(Z—p)/Z) )

Then @ < u?/? and o < u?/?(Yywyl — x? )@7P/2 5o that # € L* and

(ywVl — x? )™'i € L% Moreover, vii < (vu)?/? and vit < (vu)?/*(log™ vu)?~2/2,
Thus vitlog* vit < ( p/2)(vu)?/*(log* vu)?/? so that vt € L*(log™ L)*. Hence we
can apply (46) with p = 2 to obtain

L, (of )aHl|, < const| f||..
Since

P
(uig™")??/C 7P < 42”/‘2_”)u1’[1 + ( wyl — x? ) + v? + vP(log* vu)?|,
we have ui~! € L272~P), By Holder’s inequality
1L, (of Jull, < L, (of Yallallua™ 15, /-y

and consequently, the theorem also follows for 0 <p < 1.

THEOREM 2. Let w € GSJ and 0 < p < o0. Let v be a not necessarily integrable
Jacobi weight function and let u be a measurable nonnegative function in [-1, 1] such
that u is positive on a set with positive measure. Suppose that

(73) supl{L,(w, of Jull, < const| 1|,

n=l
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for every continuous function f vanishing at = 1. Thenu € L”, uv € L? and

(74) oywyl = x* € L' and u/\|wjl —x* €L".

Moreover, there exists a nonnegative u such that u € L?, uvo € L?\(Llog™ L)? and
if (74) holds then (73) is not necessarily true for every continuous function vanishing at

+1,

PrOOE. It is obvious that u € L7 whenever (73) holds. In order to show that
uv € L? as well as notice that if fv is continuous then by Erdos-Turan’s L? theorem
[6, p. 146]

lim ||L,(w, of ) — of]w|l, = 0

n—oc

so that there exists a subsequence {n,} such that

lim L, (w, of, x) = o(x)f(x)

for almost every x in [-1, 1]. By (73) sup,.||L, (w, vf )u||, < const| f ||, for such a
function fif f(=1) = 0 and by Fatou’s lemma

(75) llofull, < const]| f1|,

whenever fo is continuous and f vanishes at =1. Now we choose a sequence {f}
such that f(=1) =0, ||j;.||0o <1, foe C[-1,1] and f(x) —j-=1 for every x €
(=1,1). Then by (75) sup;.|| f;vu|l, < const and another application of Fatou’s
lemma yields wv € L?. Now suppose that (73) holds but vywy1l — x? is not
integrable. If w is given by (10) and v is defined by v(x) = (1 — x)%(1 + x)*, then
this amounts to eithera + I,,/2 + 5/4 <Qorb+ T, ,.,/2 +5/4<0.Let0 <e <1
be chosen so that #, < & and —& < t,, where ¢, and 7,, are given in (10). Then by (11),
(14) and (20)

2 }\knlpnfl(w’ xkn)lv(xkn)

|xlml25

1 ‘ 1 +Ty/2+3/4
a3 )T S (1)

XpnS —€ Xn=E

1 k 2b+I‘,,,+|+3/2+1 k 2a+Ty+3/2
“n.2 w2\

Xpn< -t XgnZE

=and since either2b + I, ,, + 3/2 < -lor2a + [}, + 3/2 < -1, we have

(76) lim 2 Aknlpn—l(w’ xkn)lv(xkn) - .

nme |an|25

Let { ,} be a sequence of continuous functions such that f,(+=1) = 0, f,(x,,) = 0 for
| X |< & fu(Xin) = =si8D P, (W, X,) fOr € < xp, <1, fi(x,,) = sign p,_ (W, Xg)
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for -1 <x,,=< —eand|f,(x)|< 1 forevery x in [-1, 1]. Using (3), we have

Yn—1

pn(w’ X) 2 Aknlpn—l(w’ xkn)|v(xkn)(xkn - ‘X)_I

n Xpn=e

L(w,of,, x)=

+ 2 Aknlpnfl(w’‘xr’\‘n)Iv(‘xl\n)(x—‘xl\'n)_l

XS e
and consequently
l Yu—1

() ILw Xy

|pn(W,X)| 2 Aknlpn*'l(w*'Xl\n)lv(xl\’n)

Faul=e

for | x|=< e. Applying (21), (73), (76) and (77) we obtain

lim /slp,,(w, Xu(x)Pdx=0
and by [13, Theorem 4.2.8, p. 42] u(x) = 0 for almost every x in [-¢, ¢]. Letting
e — 1 we see that ¥ must vanish almost everywhere in [ 1, 1] whenever v\ywy1 — x2
1s not integrable, and this contradicts to the conditions of the theorem. Now assume

that (73) holds whereas u/ ywy1 — x? does not belong to L?. Then [13, Theorem
7.32, p. 138]

lim || p,(w)ull, = oo.
n—oxc

Hence we can choose an interval A such that either A = [-1,0] or A = [0, 1] and

(78) lim sup]| p,,(w)uly|l = oo

where 1, is the characteristic function of A. Let {f,} be a sequence of continuous
functions such that f(=1)=0, f(x.,)=signp, (w, x;,) [l — 1\(x,,)] and
|f(x)|=<1for -1 < x <. Then by (3)

Y, -
L"(W, Df;,,X) = lpn(w’x) 2 Aknlpn—](w! xkn)|v(xkn)(x_xkn)
n X, €A

and therefore

Y, -
! Ipn(W,X)I 2 Aknlpn—](w''x/\'n)iv('xkn)
‘Y" XAneA

(L. oy x) 5

for x € A. Now we can apply (21), (73) and (78) to obtain
lim inf 2 Aknlpn*!(w’ xkn)lv(xkn) =0.

n—oc Xin GEA
Choose an interval A* such that A* N A =0, =1 & A* and if w is defined by (10)
then none of the singularities ¢; of w belong to A*. Then

lim inf E Aknlpn—l(w’ ‘xkn)'v(xkn) = 0.

n—oc XA,,EA*
and by (20) | p,— (W, x;,)|v(x,) = const for x,,, € A* so that
liminf 3 A,,=0.

n—oc .X‘A,,EA'
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By the quadrature convergence theorem [7, p. 89]

im Y AA,,:/*W

o Y €AY 3

and consequently

freo

so that w(x) =0 for almost every x € A*. This contradiction shows that
u/ ywy1 — x must belong to L” whenever (73) is satisfied. In order to prove the
last part of the theorem we assume that if u € L”, uv € L* and (74) is satisfied then
(73) holds. First we fix an interval, say A, such that =1 & A and if w is defined by
(10) then none of the singularities ¢, of w belong to A. We will show that if f is
continuous in [-1, 1] and fis supported in A then

(79) lim ([ Z,(w, of ) = vf]ull, = 0
if (73) holds. Since vf is continuous in [-1, 1} and vanishes outside A, for every § > 0

we can pick a polynomial R such that v(=1)"'R(=1) = 0 and | v(x)f(x) — R(x)|<
dv(x) for -1 < x < 1. Hence by (73)

WL, (w.of ) = of]ull, < const{||[ L,(w, of — R)]ull, + [[[vf — Rul|,} < const3

if n > deg R. Therefore (79) is indeed true for continuous functions f supported in A
whenever (73) holds. Now let w be an arbitrary L' function supported in A. By the
choice of A, if u =|w|'/” then u € L?, uv € L” and u/ |wy1 — x> € L” so that
by the assumptions made

lim f IL,(w,of ) — vf e = 0

n—oc vA
for every continuous function f supported in A. Thus by the Banach-Steinhaus
theorem there exists a constant K, depending on f but independent of w such that

fAlL,,(w,vf)—vfI”w <KfA|wl

sup
nz|
and taking the supremum of the left side over every w with [, |w|= 1 we obtain

(80) sup(|L,(w, vof ) — of |2 < K,

n=l
where the co-norm is taken over A, and f is an arbitrary continuous function
supported in A. Let Cy(A) be the Banach space of all continuous functions
supported on A such that the norm is defined by the maximum norm. For every
F € Cy(A) there exists a function f such that F = vf and f € C(A). Hence (80)
becomes

sup||L,(w, F) — Flj, < o

n=1
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for every F € C,(A) where the co-norm is taken over A. Thus by the uniform
boundedness theorem [9, p. 26]
(81) sup mai(lL,,(w, F, x)|< const ma§|F(x)|
n=l X XE
for every F € Cy(A). Let A, C A and A, C A, be proper closed subintervals of A
and A, respectively. Let x € A, be a root of p,, (w) and let j be the index of that
zero of p,(w) which is closest to x. Then by (11)
(82) |x — x;,|<const|k —j|/n,  x,,EA,kF].
Let F € Cy(A) be chosen so that F(x,,) = 0, F(x,) = 0 for x;, € A\ 4, F(x,,) =
sign[ p, _(w, x;,, (x — x;,)] for x,, € A, and | F(r}|< 1 for t € A. Then by (3)
Yo
L"(W, F* X) = .Y_lpn(w’ X) 2 Aknlpn—l(w’ xk/l)(x - an) |

n -\.knEAI
k#jf

and by (14), (20), (21) and (82)
|L(w, F,x)|=const X |k—j["

€4y
k=)
Since by (11) the number of zeros x,, in A, is greater than const - n, we obtain
(83) |L,(w, F, x)|= const - log n.

Substituting (83) into (81) we get log n < const and since n can be as large as we
wish, we see that (73) cannot be true for every u satisfying u € L7, uo € L? and
(74). The proof of the theorem has been completed.

THEOREM 3. Let w, v, u and p satisfy the conditions of Theorem 1. Suppose that
(84) nlir?c||[Ln(w, v) ~ v]ulj, = 0.

Then for every continuous function f in [-1, 1] we also have
(85) lim [, (w, of ) = of]ul, = 0.

PROOF. By Theorem 1 we have to show that (85) holds when f is a polynomial. By
linearity we can assume that f is of the form f(x) = x/ where / is a nonnegative
integer. Since we assume that (84) holds, we only have to prove (85) for /= 1. If
f(x)=x',1=1, then

L(w,of ) —of = L,(w,of ) — fL,(w, ) + f]L,(w, v) — v]
and by (84) formula (85) holds if

(86) Tlim [[L,(w, of ) = fLy(w, 0)]ull, = 0.

Hence our goal is to prove (86). We have

n

L,(w,of, x) = f(x)L(w,v,x) = EI [xt, = X0 () ien(w, x)

{—1 n
- - 2 x[—l_J E (X - an)xlj(nv(xkn)lkn(w’ x)‘
Jj=0 k=1
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Applying (3) we get
(87)

" n

: Y, ,
E (X — Xgn )xljmv(xkn)lkn(w’ X) = lpn(w9 X) 2 xlﬁnv('xkn)pn-l(w’ xkn))\kn‘
k=1 n k=1

Thus by (1), (16) and (87)
1
(88) |IL,(w,of ) —fL,(w,v)]ull, < const - |[| | + ————==—|u
’ ywyl — x?
P

n

max 2 xl{nv(xkn)pn*l(w’ xkn)}\kn
osj</—1 k=1
so that (86) holds if
(89) lim 2 xl{nv(xkn)pn*l(w’ xkn)kkn = O’ j = 0’ 1" e
n—=oC ;|

Let 0 < & < 1 be chosen so that all the singularities 7, of w in (10) belong to [, €]. If
R is an arbitrary polynomial and n > deg R + 1 then by the Gauss-Jacobi quadra-
ture formula

2 R(Xp )P iy x40 )N, = 0.
k=1

Let 1, be the characteristic function of [—¢, €]. Then

E ls(xkn)x/{nv(xkn)pn— ](W’ xkn)Akn
k=1

= S [L(xe) ¥l (xen) — R(xen)] Pacr(92 X Ao
k=1

Applying Cauchy’s inequality we obtain

2

(90) Z 1s(xkn)x1{no(xkn)pn*l(w’ 'xkn)xkn
k=1

[le(xkn)xllc'nv(xkn) - R(xkn)]zpn—l(w’ xkn)z}\kn‘

N
I\ E
>
I =

By the Gauss-Jacobi quadrature formula

n

2 A = vl

k=1

Since [1,x/v — R)? is Riemann integrable, by [13, Theorem 4.2.3, p. 39] the second
sum on the right side of (90) converges as n — oo, and evaluating its limit by the
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same theorem we obtain

5

n

2 1f(xkn )x/jmv(x/«'n)pn— ](Wv -X/\‘H)A/\H
k=1

lim sup
H—0C

< %lellfl[lf(f)t-’v(t) - R(z)]z\/‘l — 1% drt

and taking the infimum on the right side here with respect to R we get

n

(9]) llm E ]p(xkn)xl{nv(xkn)pn*I(W’ xkn)}\/w = 0‘ / = 0' 1" e

H=2C )

We have

|
2 X/{nv(xl\n)pn*l(w’ X/\'H)Alxnl < 2 U(XA”) |pn I(W* 'XAN) |A/\H
Xl =e APkt

and by (14) and (20)

(92)

no ll=e

2 le(nv(xkn )pn*' I( W, Xpn )Akn

Xgal=e

Since v is a Jacobi weight, w behaves like a Jacobi weight on [-1,-¢] U [e, 1] and

vywyl — x? € L', there exists a number § > -1 such that

v('xkn)\/w(xkn) (1 - X/%n)3/4 < CODSI(] - ‘X/%H)S/2

and by (11)

/ _ 2\ (k/")ag X, = €,
(93) v(x/‘") w(x/"”) (1 xkn) =< ConSt{ ((n +1 - k)/n)as Xin < —¢.

Also by (11)if x,, = ethen | <k <constyl —&* -nandifx,, < —ethen 1 <n +
1 — k < constyl — &% - n. Thus by (92) and (93)

(94) 2 xl{nv('xkn)pn-—l(w’ xkn)Akn = COHSt(6 + 1)_1(1 - 82)(8+I)/2‘

Xl =

Combining (91) and (94) we obtain

n

2 xinv(xkn)pn— l( W, Xin )}\kn
k=1

lim sup < const(8 + 1)7'(1 — 2)® "2

n—0oC

and letting ¢ — 1 formula (89) follows and so does (86).

THEOREM 4. Let w € GSJ and 0 <p < . Let v be a not necessarily integrable
rational Jacobi weight function, and let u be a nonnegative function supported in [-1, 1]

Junction su
such thatu € L?, uo € L?, u/ {wy1 — x> € L? and vywy1 — x> € L'. Then

(95) lim [|[L,(w, 0) — o]u|, = 0.
n—oc
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PROOF. Let v(x) = (1 — x)%1 + x)” where a and b are integers. If a = 0 and
b =0 then v is a polynomial and thus (95) holds. If a <0 and b= 0 then we
proceed as follows. Choosing n > b we see that

(1= x)“[L,(w, v, x) = o(x)]
is a polynomial of degree —a + n — 1 vanishing at the zeros of p,(w, x). Hence there
exists a polynomial R_, | of degree —a — 1 such that

(1= x)“[Ly(w, v, x) = o(x)] = p(w, x)R_, ().
The polynomial R_,_, can explictly be determined by dividing both sides by p,(w),
expanding them in powers of (x — 1) and noticing than (1 — x) “L,(w, v, x) has a
zero at 1 with multiplicity at least —a. Proceeding this way we obtain
(96)
1 0

~a—1 b
L(w,v,x)—o(x)=(1—x)p,(w,x) /; (_1)/+| - (1 +1e)

pu(w. 1)

(1-x)".
=1
If w is given by (10) then, since vywy'1 — x? € L', wehaved = 2a + I, + 5/2 > 0.

Let € be chosen so that 1, < e <1 where ¢, is defined in (10). Since a < -1, T}, must
be greater than -1/2 and thus by (15),

1p,(w, x)[(1 = x) < const (1 — x)'/yw(x)j1 — x>, e<x<l,

[=10,1,...,a — L. Applying (26) we obtain

(97) |p,(w, x)](1 — x)" < const n‘2’/\/w(l — n2)n? <constn2/*Tot1/2
esx<1,

[=0,1,...,~a — 1. It follows from (17) and (23) that

(1+ 1)

pn(w’ t)

%)
< const /" Te=1/2

(98)

=1
for/=0,1,...,—a — 1. Combining (96)—(98) we get
(99) |L(w,v,x) —v(x)|<constov(x), e<x<I.

For -1 < x < ¢ we can apply (16), (96) and (98) to obtain

(100) |L,(w,v,x) —o(x)|< const[l/\lw(x)\/l —x* + l]n“s, _1<x<g,

where § > 0. Now (95) follows immediately from (99) and (100). If > 0 and b <0
then we can use similar arguments to prove (95). If both a and b are negative, then
v'[L,(w, v) — v]is a polynomial of degree —a — b + n — 1 which vanishes at zeros

License or copyright restrictions may apply to redistribution; see https://www.ams.org/journal-terms-of-use



694 PAUL NEVAI

of p,(w). Using the Hermite interpolation formula we obtain

(101)
—-a~ b |(H
Ly(,0,5) = o(x) = (1= x)p 0w x) 3 (- N % (1—x)'
~b—1 e i
— (14 x)'p,(w. ) 3 g (pl(Ttt))J 1_](1+x)/.

Choosing ¢ so that t; <e <1 and -1 < —e <¢, (see (10)) we get that both (97) and
(98) hold and by similar arguments we obtain

(102) 1p,(w, x) ] (1 + x)' < const n™2*Twert1/2 ] < x< ¢,

[(1 z)"}“’
plw, ) || _

for /=0,1,...,-b — 1. Since vywy1 — x? &€ L' we get that both § =2a + T, +

5/2and 8§, =2b+ 1T, ., +5/2 are positive. Now from (97), (98) and (101)-(103)

we obtain
v(x)+n-8|/m’ e<x<lI,
|L,(w, v, x) — v(x)|< const (1 + 1/\W)(m5 + %),

~&
o(x) + n7° /) w(x)y1 — x| —lsx< —¢,

and

<const n* T2 1< x< g,

(103)

and the theorem follows again.

THEOREM 5. Let w € GSJ, 0 <p < oo and let v be a not necessarily integrable
Jacobi weight, say v(x) = (1 — x)*(1 + x) for |x|< 1. Let v* be a rational Jacobi
weight defined by v*(x) = (1 — x)!*N1 + x)*! for |x|< 1. If u is a nonnegative
function supported in [-1,1] and u € L?, uo* € (Llog™ L)?, u/ ywy1 — x> € L?

and v*\/ﬁ € L' then
(104) lim I[L,(w, of ) = of}ull, = 0
holds for every continuous function f in [-1, 1].

PrOOF. By Theorems 3 and 4 we have

(105) lim ||[ L,(w, v*F) — v*Flu||=0
n—cc

for every F € C[-1,1] and by the construction of v* the function F = v(v*)"f is
continuous whenever f is continuous. Thus (104) holds by (105).
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THEOREM 6. Let w € GSJ, 0 < p < o0, and let r and s be nonnegative integers. Let
u be a nonnegative function defined in (-1, 1] such that u € (Llog" L) and u is
positive on a set with positive measure. Let L{*)(w, f) be the quasi-Lagrange
interpolating polynomial defined by (5)—(8) and let v(x) = (1 — x) (1 + x)~*. Then

(106) lim|[ L(w, f) = flull, =0,  Vfe C[-1,1],
holds if and only if

(107) vywyl —=x? € L' and u/ (D\/W\/l - x? ) EL".

Moreover, there exists a nonnegative u such that u € LP\(Llog* L*) and (107) does
not imply (106).

PROOF. We start with writing L{"*X(w, f) in the form

(108) LT w, f)=v"'L(w,of) + f(1)Q + f(-1)R
where
B s r—1 /1 ] N ;

(109) Q(x) =(1+x) Pn(w’x)go(—l)ﬁ[m ,=1(1—x)
and
110) R 1 ’ si" 1 " 1 !

xX)= — X w, X —_——— + x).
(1) RC) = (1= x)'py () 3 pn(w,,m—,A )

If either r or s equals 0 then the corresponding polynomial Q or R is identically 0.
(108)—(110) follow immediately from (5)-(8). If (106) holds then by the uniform
boundedness principle [13, p. 182]

(111) sup|| L (w, f)ull, < const| f].

n=1
for every f € C[-1, 1], in particular, if f(=1) = 0. Thus by (108)

sup||L,(w, vf Jo~'ull, < const|| {1,

nzl

for every continuous function f vanishing at *1. Applying Theorem 2 we see that
conditions (107) are satisfied. Conversely, if (107) holds then by Theorem 5

(112) nlirroch[Ln(w, oF ) — oF]v™'ul|, = 0
for every F € C[-1, 1]. For f € C[-1, 1] let P be any fixed polynomial satisfying
P(1)7]o, = f(1)8y;,  O<j<r—1,
and
P()V | f(-1)8,,  0<j<s—1.
Ifr+s+n—12=degP then
S,=v"'L,(w,(f= P)o) +P—L*"(w, f)
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is a polynomial of degree r + s + n — | satisfying
Sn(xkn(w)):(), 1 Skgn‘
Sn(Z)U)L_—_l:O, Osjgr_]

and

S -, =0, 0<j<s-—1.

r=-1
so that §,, is identically 0. Thus
Lrw, f)=v'L(w,(f— P)o)+ P
and if Fis defined by F = f — P then
L w, f) = f= o' [L,(w, oF ) = oF].
Hence by (112), (106) is true for every f € C[-1, 1]. Now we turn to the last part of

the theorem. Suppose that for every nonnegative u € L* satisfying (107), (106)
holds. Then (111) holds as well, and by (108)

(113) sup||L,(w. vf Jo~'u||, < const|| f]| .
n=l

is satisfied for every continuous function f vanishing at =1. But according to
Theorem 2, (113) fails for some u € L” and some f € ¢[-1, 1] with f(*=1) = 0. This
shows that (106) cannot be true for every u € L? when (107) holds.

Partial cases of Theorem 6 have been proved in [1,2,5,6, 10, 11, 14 and 19].

Even though it is unlikely that uo must belong to ( Llog™ L)? whenever (73) holds
for every continuous function f, the following theorem demonstrates that this, in
fact, is not too far from the truth.

THEOREM 7. Let w € GSJ and 0 < p < oo. Suppose that either
(114) 0 < limw(x)yl —x? < oo
x—1
or

(115) 0 < lim w(x)yl — x? < o0
X1

holds. Then there exists a nonnegative function u with support in [—1,1] such that
u/ ywyl —x2 € L? and u € LP(log™ L)? for every q < p and nevertheless

(116) sup sup |IL,(w, full, = oo.
n=l1 ||f||x<]
fec

PROOF. Assume without loss of generality that (114) holds. Pick & such that
0<e<land

(117) wx)yl —x2~1, es<xs<l

is satisfied. Let 1, be the characteristic function of [¢, 1]. Define u by

(118)  u(x) = 1(x)(1 — x)"?|log(1 — x) "'~ '/7|log|log(1 — x) /7.
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Then u € L7 so that by (117) u/ \/wm € L7 as well. If ¢ < p then, since
(log" u(x))? < const1,(x)|log(1 —x)[, |x|<1,
we have
u(x)”(log* u(x))? < const1,(x)(1 — x) ™" log(1 — x)[¥~7" " |log|log(1 — x)||
and hence u € L?(log" L)% Now choose ¢ > 0 such that 1 — cn™? > 1(1 + x,,(w))
holds for every n € N. This can be accomplished by (11). If n is large enough then

/l Ju(x) P dx = constloglognfl (1= x)" 1og(1 — x)[7~ ' dx
1—en? N

l—cn™=
= constloglogn - (logn)™,
and consequently
(119) sup (log n)” f |u(x)|”dx: 00
nzl cn”

For every n pick a continuous function f, such that f,(x,,) = sign p,_,(w, x,,) for
e<x;, <l f(x;,)=0forx,, <eand|f(x)|< 1for|x|< 1. Then

(W n’x): 2 |[k"(W,X)|, 1—Cn_2<x<l,

Xy, —E

and by (3), (11), (14), (20) and (21)
(120) L,(w, f,, x) = constlog np,(w, x), l—cmm?<x<l.

The next step is to show that
(121) p.(w, x) = const, l—cn?<x<l.
We have

p,,(w,X)_ﬁx—xkn_ﬁ( l—x) i ( 1~ x,, )
LALIARN | L I > |1 - 2,
p,,(W, 1) k=1 1 - Xkn k=1 1 - k=1 2(1 - )

since 1 —cn™? = 4(1 + x,,,). But log(1 — x) = -2x for 0 < x < 1. Thus
xln) 2 1 — xknJ
- exp[— (1~ x.n)pn(w, Dp(w )], 1—et<xs<l.
Now (121) follows from (11), (17) and (22). We obtain from (120) and (121) that
fl 2|L,,(w, ful? >const(logn)p/] ul?

1—cn~ I—cn~

Pa(w, x)
Puw, 1)

= exp|-

and by (119) we see that (116) holds when « is defined by (118).
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