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STRONG ASYMPTOTICS OF MULTIPLE ORTHOGONAL POLYNOMIALS
FOR ANGELESCO SYSTEMS. PART I: NON-MARGINAL DIRECTIONS.

ALEXANDER I. APTEKAREYV, SERGEY A. DENISOV, AND MAXIM L. YATTSELEV

ABsTRACT. In this work, we establish strong asymptotics of multiple orthogonal polynomi-
als of the second type for Angelesco systems with measures that satisfy Szeg$ conditions.
‘We consider multi-indices that converge to infinity in the non-marginal directions.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Orthogonal Polynomials. Let u be a compactly supported Borel measure on the
real line with infinitely many points in supp pu, its support. The n-th monic orthogonal
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polynomial with respect to u is a monic polynomial P, (x) of degree n such that

kaPn(x)du(x) =0, ke{0,1,...,n—1}

It is known that P, (x) is unique and that all of its zeros are simple and belong to A(u) =
[a(n), B()], the convex hull of supp y, i.e., the smallest interval containing the support
of y. One of the central questions of the analytic theory of orthogonal polynomials is
to identify their asymptotic behavior in the complex plane as the degree n — o0. There
are three well-established ways to study such a behavior: obtain weak, ratio, and strong
asymptotics. The case of orthogonal polynomials on a segment has been thoroughly
investigated [40, 28, 39, 22, 36, 37] and we outline some of these results for weak and
strong asymptotics before discussing multiple orthogonality.

1.2. Weak Asymptotics. Weak convergence is intimately related to the logarithmic po-
tential theory in the complex plane. Recall that the logarithmic potential of a compactly
supported positive Borel measure w is given by

Ve (z) = — Jlog |z —t]ldw(t).

It is a superharmonic function in the complex plane C, harmonic away from supp w, and it
behaves like —|w|log|z| + o(1) as z — oo, where |w| is the mass of w. One can readily
notice that

1 1
n log [Pu(2)| = =VH"(2),  pn = o 2 Ox,
x:Pp(x)=0

where 0 is the Dirac’s delta distribution centered at x and yu,, is the normalized (probability)
counting measure of the zeros of P, (x). Denote by I[w] the logarithmic energy of w, that
is, I{w] := { V“dw. Every compactset K = Cis either “small enough” so that /[w] = +0
for every probability Borel measure supported on K, in which case K is called polar, or
there exists a unique minimizer of the logarithmic energy among all probability Borel
measures supported on K, say wg, called the logarithmic equilibrium distribution on K.
The measure y is called UST-regular (Ullman-Stahl-Totik) precisely when its support is
non-polar and

1 —
—log|Pa(2)] + Vn(z) = o(1) in Dy i= C\AK). 0 — 0,

where the error term is locally uniform in D), see [39, Chapter 3, p.61], and C is
the extended complex plane. In this case the normalized counting measures of zeros
converge weak™ to Wsupp > that s, S fdu, — S Sfdwsupp . for any function f continuous on
A(u). There is a number of criteria that ensure the UST-regularity of a measure; see [39,
Chapter 4]. For example, write

(1.1) du(x) = p (x)dx + du® (x),

where p* is singular to the Lebesgue measure. If supp 4 = A(u) and g’ > 0 a.e. on A(u)
then u is UST-regular, see [39, Chapter 4, p.101], or more generally, if supp 4 = A(u) and

limﬁ)nfrlog,u([xfr,xﬂLr]) =0
T

for almost every x € A(u), then u is UST-regular, see [39, Chapter 4, p.110].
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In the case of measures supported on an interval, i.e., when suppu = A = [a, 8], the
above asymptotic formulae can be made very explicit: it holds that

dx
(1.2)  dowa(x) = and V®(z) =log|pa(z)| — log ,
7/ (x — @) (B —x) B—a
where ¢a(z) is the conformal map of D, onto D such that ¢a(o0) = 0 and ¢a(B) = 1.
That is, the logarithmic equilibrium distribution on A is simply the arcsine distribution on
A. One can also readily verify that

13 0= = (-2 @)t i@y p),

where the branches are holomorphic off A and wa(z) = z + O(1) as z — .

1.3. Strong Asymptotics. Strong asymptotics of orthogonal polynomials is related to the
function theory of Hardy spaces. Given a closed interval A, we denote by L? (wp) the
space of real-valued functions whose moduli are p-summable with respect to wa. We
further denote by H? (D) the Hardy space of functions holomorphic in D whose squared
moduli possess harmonic majorants in Dy, see [13, Chapter 10, p.168]. This definition is
conformally invariant meaning that f € H?(D), the standard Hardy space on the unit disk,
if and only if f o ¢o € H*(D,). In particular, any g € H>(D,) possesses non-tangential
limits from above and below A, say g+, and g4 € L?(wx) while log |g+| € L'(wa). We
shall say that G is an outer function in H>(D,) if G o ¢ " is an outer function in H2(D),
see [13, Section 2.4]. For instance, given a non-negative function f € L*(w,) such that
log f € L'(wa), the function

dwp(x) )

—X

(1.4) Qr(f.2) = exp (wm) [ oe st

is an outer function in H>(Dy), Qa(f, ) > 0, and it is also conjugate-symmetric (this
formula is obtained through conformal equivalence with H?(D) and the known integral
representation of outer functions in that space). For such functions it holds that

(1.5) |Qas(f,x)| = f(x) foralmostevery x € A.

In particular, any conjugate-symmetric outer function in H?(D,) that is positive at infinity
can be recovered through the modulus of its boundary values via (1.4)—(1.5). Notice also
that

(1.6) log Qa(f, ) = J log fdwa.
A

Given a compactly supported Borel measure y, it is said that u is a Szegd measure on
an interval A € A(u), which we denote by u € Sz(A), if log ' € L' (wa), see (1.1). In this
case it also holds that log vy € L'(wa), where

(1.7) dpija(x) = va(x)dwa(x) + dpjy (x)

(that is, va(x) = mp/(x)y/(x — @)(B —x) for x € A = [a,B]). When studying strong
asymptotics of polynomials orthogonal on the real line, one usually assumes that A = A(u)
in (1.7). However, in the case of multiple orthogonality, which is the main subject of this
work, it will be important for us to take restrictions of u onto proper subintervals of A(u),
and this is the reason why we write y5 in (1.7). When u € Sz(A) one can define the
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so-called Szegd function of |5, which depends only on the absolutely continuous part of
M, by setting

(1.8) G(uiar2) == Qa(v/va,z), z€Da.

By its very definition, G is an outer function in H?(D») whose traces from above and below
of A satisfy |G+ (uja. x)|* = va(x) for almost every x € A. In what follows, we remove
the subscript |A from g in (1.8) if A = A(u). It is known, see [40, Chapter XII] and [36,
Section 13.3], that if u is a Szegd measure on A(u), then

Pa(0) = (14 0(0) (=030, 0))

G(p, )
G(p:2)
locally uniformly in D).

1.4. Multiple Orthogonal Polynomials. Our primary goal is an extension of the above
results to multiple orthogonal polynomials that can be defined as follows. Let y;,i € 15 :=
{1,2,...,d}, d = 2, be positive compactly supported Borel measures on the real line.
Given a multi-index /i = (ny,na,...,n4) € Zi, we denote by Pj(x) a non-identically zero
monic polynomial of minimal degree such that

(1.9) kapﬁ(x)du,-(x) =0, ke{0,1,....n; =1}, iely.

Such a polynomial always exists and is unique. We say that a multi-index 7 is normal if
deg P; = |ii|, where |7i| = ny +ny + - - - + ng. Moreover, the system i = (u1, 42, - . ., fa)
is called perfect if all the multi-indices are normal. The notion of a MOP was elaborated in
the constructive Diophantine approximations, see, e.g., [27], and it goes back to the famous
proof by Hermite that the number e is transcendental [21].

The questions of the asymptotic behavior of MOPs for an arbitrary system g are hard,
especially if such a system is not perfect. Below, we restrict ourselves to the so-called
Angelesco systems. These are systems of measures 4 that satisfy conditions

(1.10) Alpi) nA(uj) =@, i,jelq, i+#].

It is customary to label measures y; so that 8(u;) < a(u;) wheni < j. It was shown by
Angelesco [1] that such systems are always perfect (this system was later rediscovered in
[29]). Moreover, each Pj;(x) has precisely n; zeros on A(y;), i € I;. Hence, for Angelesco
systems we can always write

(1.11) Pj(x) = Pji 1 (x)P52(x) - Py q(x),

where each Pj; ; (x) is monic and has all its zeros on A(y; ). The existence of various asymp-
totic limits of MOPs depends on the way multi-index |iZ| approaches infinity. Therefore,

given a vector ¢ = (¢1,¢2,...,¢q) € (0,1)% suchthat |¢| := ci +ca+ -+ cq = 1, we
restrict our attention to ray sequence of multi-indices defined by
(1.12) N(C) = {ii: n;/|ii| — c; as |ii] —> 0, i € Iz}

Of course, there are many ray sequences corresponding to a given vector ¢. In our analysis it
will sometimes be important to distinguish non-marginal ray sequences, i.e., ray sequences
correspondingto ¢ € (0, 1)d , and marginal ones, i.e., those for which at least one coordinate
c¢; vanishes. In the current paper, we handle non-marginal sequences only and the marginal
sequences will be studied in the forthcoming work.

There is a large body of literature on asymptotics of MOPs. We shall provide some
relevant references further below in Section 3 related to Angelesco systems. Besides them
another well-studied class of vector-measures is known as Nikishin systems, see [30, 31, 15].
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For Nikishin systems and their generalizations, weak, ratio, and strong asymptotics were
obtained in [19, 6, 3, 7, 14, 33] (also see the references therein). Certain extensions of
Totik’s results [41] on asymptotics of orthogonal polynomials with varying weights are
essential to our approach. We discuss these extensions in Section 4. In turn, the material
in Section 4 relies on extensions of pioneering results in [24, 25] on ratio asymptotics and
the work by de la Calle Ysern and Lépez Lagomasino [10], see also Stahl’s paper [38]
on strong asymptotics of orthogonal polynomials with respect to reciprocal polynomial
weights, which we derive in Section 5.

2. WEaK AsymproTics oF MOPs

Given ¢ € (0,1)4,|¢| = 1, it was shown by Gonchar and Rakhmanov [18] that there
exists a unique vector of positive Borel measures &z = (wz 1, wz 2, . . ., Wz 4) such that

2.1 suppwz; =: Az; © A(pi), Az, = [z Bzil,  |wail =ci, i€la,
and

=l -,
(2.2) Veai(x) + ) Veei(x) { N 7
i;;, >z, XE€ A(ﬂj)\AE,j,

XGAE

for some constants £z ;, j € 14 (the presence of astrictinclusion Az ; & A(y; ) is colloquially
known as a pushing effect; it can happen to none, some, or all but one intervals, see
Proposition 2.2 further below). The vector-equilibrium measure @&z can also be defined
via the energy minimization process similar to the logarithmic equilibrium measures. The
central result of [18] is the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. Ler {P;(z)};; be the table of multiple orthogonal polynomials with respect
to an Angelesco system of measures [i. Fix a non-marginal ray sequence N(C). Assume
that each y; is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on A(y;) and
ui(x) > 0 almost everywhere on A(y;). Then, it holds for each i € I that

1
lim — log|P; ;(z)| = —clv@ei
Jim - g|Pj,i(2)] c; (z)

locally uniformly in D a(,,). Moreover, the normalized counting measures of the zeros of
the polynomials Py ;(x) converge weak™ to cflwg,i along N (C) for anyi € 1.

In the remaining part of this section we provide a more detailed description of the
vector-equilibrium measure &z. What follows is taken from [42, Section 2].

Given pairwise disjoint closed intervals (A}, Ay, ...,Ag), define S to be a (d + 1)-
sheeted compact Riemann surface realized as follows: take d + 1 copies of the extended
complex plane; cut the zeroth copy along U;ez,A; and denote it by Sp; cut the i-th copy
along a single interval A; and denote it by S;, i € I;; glue S;, i € 14, to Sy crosswise
along the corresponding cut. Denote by 7 the natural projection from & onto C that takes
a point on Sy and maps it into the corresponding point in the cut plane.

Let S; be the surface corresponding to (Az 1, Az, ...,z 4). Denote by Ez the set
of ramification points of &g, i.e., Ez = {az1.8z1,..-.0z4,Bz.a) < Sz, where
n(az;) = az; and 7(Bz;) = Bz, Define

dw=
(23) hE,i(Z) = J‘M, ZEDAEi’ iEId,
X —2Z ’
andput hz o(z) 1= — Xy, he,i(2). Define hz to be the function on &z such that hg|g,, =

hE,k @) 71"6511( forall k € {0, 1,. .. ,d}
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Proposition 2.2. The function hz extends continuously to Sz\Ez and is in fact a rational
Sfunction on Sg. It has a simple zero at each point on top of infinity, a single simple zero

2z, € Gzona ([Bzisaziyi))

for each i € {1,2,...,d — 1}, a simple pole at each element of Ez (if zz; coincides
with either Bz; or oz ;1 , then it cancels the corresponding pole), and otherwise it is
non-vanishing and finite. Moreover, zz ; = Bz ; (resp. zz; = oz ;1) if and only if

VORi(z) + ), VeI (2) ey > 0
J€lq
forx e (Bzi,Bei+€)(resp. x € (ag i1 —€ ag;yy)) forsomee > 0,ie{1,2,...,d—1}.
Furthermore, we have for every i € 14 that

24)  V@i(z)+ ) V9i(z) — fz; = Re (JZ (hei(s) — ha,o(S))dS> ;

J€la @

where a;; can be replaced by any point on Az ; as the integrand is purely imaginary on
Az ;. It also holds that

dx .
(2.5) dwz;(x) = (hzy(x) — hg’i_(x))ﬁ, i€ly.
Finally, if {¢,} < (0,1)%, |&,| = 1, is sequence of vectors that converge to €, then the

* ;
measures wg, ; converge weak™ to wz ; for eachi € 14.

It can be deduced from this proposition that there is a one-to-one correspondence between

¢ e (0,1)4, |¢| = 1, and vectors (z1,22,...,24—1) such that z; < zp < --- < z4_; and
zi € (a(ui), B(ii+1)). On the one hand, ¢ corresponds to (7(zz 1), 7(2z2), ..., 7(2z.4))-
On the other hand, let (z1,z2, ..., z4—1) be as described. Set

ar = a(ur), @ivr = max{a(ui1),zi} Bi = min{B(w),zi},  and  Ba = Bua),

where i € 1;\{d}. Define G with respect to the intervals A; = [a;, Bi], i € I4. Let h be
a rational function on & with the zero/pole divisor as described in Proposition 2.2 where
the simple zero in the gap Sy N 7! ([B;, a;+1]) has natural projection z;, i € I;\{d}.
Normalize this function to have residue 1 at the point on top of infinity on Sy. Define
measures w; via (2.5) and let ¢; = |w;|, i € I4. Then, |¢| = 1 and one can use (2.4) to show
that w; = wg;, i € Iq.

The following two facts about measures wz ; are important for the forthcoming analysis.
Notice that it readily follows from (2.5) that these measures are absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure, i.e., dwg ;(x) = w’ai(x)dx.

Proposition 2.3. For each ¢ € (0,1)4,|¢| = 1 and i € 14, the density w’. .(x) is non-
vanishing on (az ;, Bz.;). Moreover,
. / +1/2
Jim ol 5) (e — )"
exists and is positive and finite, where one needs to take exponent 1/2 if hz has a pole at
Bez.; and exponent —1/2 if hg is finite at B¢ ;, i € 14. Furthermore, analogous claims hold
at each ag ;.

Proof. Let S be the Riemann surface defined after Theorem 2.1. Denote by ooy the
point on top of infinity that belongs to Sz 4, k € {0,1,...,d}. Let xyz : Sz — C be the
conformal map such that yz o(z) = z + O(1/z) as z — oo, where, as before, yz x(z) is the
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pull-back to C of yz from Sz, k€1{0,1,...,d}. Thatis, yz is a rational function on Sz
with a simple pole at c0g and no constant term in its Laurent expansion there. The specified
behavior at cog determines yz uniquely (the difference of any two such functions must be a
constant function as it has no poles and is analytic everywhere on S;; as it vanishes at o0,
this difference is identically zero). The uniqueness immediately yields that

xe k(D) = xex(2), ke{01,....d}
Thus, the preimage of the real line is the cycle that proceeds along segments of the real line
when sheets Sz, are identified with cut planes in the following manner:

Se.0 S Se.1 Se.0 Se.2 Se.a Se.a Se.0
W = g — 01 S Bz S gy S S 04 = Bzg = 0.

In particular, we have that +Im(yz o+ (x)) > Oforx € (az;,Bz;). i € 14. Let
pai—1 = xe(0z;),  paii=xe(Bei),  Xai-1 = xe(0i), i€ la,

and xo; := xz(2z,;), 1 € I4\{d}. Then, it holds that

(2.6) Paic1 <Xoi—1 < pa, i€lg, and  py <xoi < paiy1, i€ Ig\{d}.

It also can be readily seen that

2.7 h. - We—x)le —xa) - (Ko — xaa-1) _ i Yi

(xe —p1)xe —p2) -~ (xe — p2a) = xe — pi

(this is not the reduced form because x»; can be equal to either pj; or po;11 as explained in
Proposition 2.2). Clearly, it holds that

k=l 2 Pk — i
v = 1—[ Pk z‘ 1—[ k 1—‘1 >0,
i1 Pk —Pi imkal Pk — Di

where the last inequality follows from (2.6) (notice also that leil yi = 1 as follows from
the normalization of hz at a0p). Since h; is a rational function on S, it necessarily holds
that hz o4 (x) = hz ;7 (x), x € Az; for each i € I4. Thus, we get from (2.5) and (2.7) that

~ hep(x) = he oy (x)
2i

2d
yilm(xz 04 (%))
= —Im(hc. (1) = 3, S
i=1 XE,0+(‘X) pl|

for x € (@z;, Bz,;) and each i € I as claimed. Moreover, we get for each i € /4 that

Xz0(2) = pai + qai(z — Bz.i)'* + O((z — Bzy))
for z ¢ Az ; and sufficiently close to Sz ;, where we take the principal branch of the square
root and g»; > 0 since yz is conformal. Then, we get for each / € I that

s, (x) = (va/qu)(Bzy — x)~/* + O(1)
if yy # 0,1e., 2z, # Bz, or

>0

2d

nw},(x) = (Bza —x)'2 Z S L O((Bz. —x))

i {7 (P21 = pi)?

otherwise. Since analogous claims hold at each a; , this finishes the proof of the proposi-
tion. O

3. StroNG AsymproTics OF MOPs

We keep all the notation given in the introduction and Section 2.
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3.1. Uniformity of Szegd Measures. To describe the strong limits of multiple orthogonal
polynomials we need to define an analog of the Szegé functions (1.8).

Proposition 3.1. Let {A;}ics, be a collection of pairwise disjoint closed intervals and
{uitic1, be positive Borel measures such that y; € Sz(A;) for each i € 1;. There exists
a unique collection of functions {S;(z) }ier, such that each S;(z) is a conjugate-symmetric
outer function in H*(D,) with S;(c0) > 0 and it holds that

3.1 |4+ (x)|? H Si(x) =va(x) forae xed;, i€ly,
jela,j#i

where v, (x) is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of u; w.r.t. wy,, see (1.7).

We point out that for absolutely continuous measures du; = ;(x)dx with smooth non-
vanishing densities u}(x), the integral representation of functions S;(z) was obtained in [7],
see also [42, Section 6]. This representation is similar to formulae (1.4), (1.8) and it uses a
Cauchy-like kernel on the Riemann surface & that corresponds to (Aj, Ay, ..., Ag).

To account for the pushing effect, we further strengthen the notion of a Szegé measure.
We shall say that a measure y is uniformly Szegé on a closed interval A, and denote this
by p € USz(A), if u € Sz(A) and for any sequence of closed intervals {A,} such that
An € A(u) and A, — A as n — oo, there is ng such that u € Sz(A,,) for n = ng and

(3.2) tim. [ 1og () —1og (1, (1)) |doa ) — 0.

where Ip_,a,, (x) is a linear function with a positive leading coefficient that maps A onto A,,.
We call the class “uniform Szeg8” to emphasize that small perturbations of the endpoints
of A result in small changes of the value of the Szegd function at infinity. In fact, this is
true for the whole Szegd function locally uniformly away from A.

Proposition 3.2. Let {A;}ici, be a collection of pairwise disjoint closed intervals and
{uiticr, be a collection of positive Borel measures such that u; € USz(A;) for eachi € 1.
Further, let {Ay i Yier,, n € N, be collections of pairwise disjoint closed intervals such that
Ani € A(p;) and Ay, ;i — A asn — oo for eachi € 1. Then

(3.3) Sni(z) = Si(z) as n—©

locally uniformly in D a, for eachi € 1,4, where {S;(2) }ie1, and {Sn.i(2) }ic1, are the collec-
tion of functions guaranteed by Proposition 3.1 for {A; }ier, and {An ;i }icr,, respectively.

Since the concept of uniformly Szeg§ measures is important to our analysis, let us
provide a different characterization of this class. To this end, given an integrable function
6 on an interval A, we let

(1,6)( €A,

\/— J x — t
where vy € A is fixed, which is a version of the so-called Riemann-Liouville fractional
integral (corresponding to the exponent 1/2). As an integral transform, 7, is a continuous
operator from L'(A) into weak-L?(A), see [9, Lemma 2.13]. Notice also that given two
different v and vy, such that y1, v, € A, y1 < 3, the difference

(1,,0)(x) — (1,,0)(x) = 1 ™ M

Vil Vi1

is continuous in x on R\[y1, y2].

Proposition 3.3. Let [a, 8] = A € A(u). The following are equivalent
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(i) p e USz(A);
(i) (I,logu')(x), x € A(u), is continuous at 3 and a, where y € (a, B) is any;
(iii) for any € > 0 there exists de > 0 such that

ba log u'(t)dt b5 Jog ! (t)dt
ae VI—aq ag \/bﬁ*t

when dist(a@, [aq, bo]), dist(B, [ag, bg]) < de.

<€

)

If 6 € L? (A) for some p > 2, then I,,6 is Holder continuous on A with exponent at least
2—1/p, see [20, Theorem 12]. Since y’ is an integrable function, log™ ' isin LP (A) for any
p > 2. Hence, I, log" 1/ is necessarily Holder continuous and therefore Proposition 3.3
could be equivalently stated with log u’ replaced by either | log ¢/| or log™ ¢/'.

3.2. Main Theorem. Recall definitions (1.9)-(1.12) as well as (2.1)-(2.2). Below, we
label simply by 7 the quantities usually labeled by ¢ when they are referred to with the
value of the parameter ¢ being 7i/|ii|.

Theorem 3.4. Let {P;(z)}; be the table of multiple orthogonal polynomials with respect
to an Angelesco system of measures fi. Fix a non-marginal ray sequence in N (C). Assume
that p; € USz(Ag;), i € 14. Then, it holds for each i € 14 that

Sz,i(0)

Sz,i(2)

locally uniformly in D, for all |ii| large enough, where {Sz ;(z)}ie1, is the collection of
functions guaranteed by Proposition 3.1 for the collection of intervals {Az ; }ier,-

Paste) = 1+ o0) exp ([ [ log(z ~ 1)dw (0

Let us point out that if N'(¢) is such that A; ; = Az ;, i € I4, for all i € N(¢) with |7]
large enough, then we can simply require that 4; € Sz(Agz ;). This holds whenever, e.g.,
N(Z) = {n-m : n e N} with & = /|| for some 7 € N¥, or when & belongs to a relatively
open subset of {¢ € (0,1)? : |¢| = 1} for which Az; = A;, i € 1. This set is known to be
non-empty which follows from the paragraph after Proposition 2.2.

Whend =2,¢ = (1/2,1/2),and N(¢) = {(n,n) : n € Z}, the result of Theorem 3.4
is contained in [2]. We also want to mention the work [23] where the strong asymptotics was
obtained for two touching intervals and the Jacobi weights. Theorem 3.4 also generalizes
the results in [42], where the measures yu; were absolutely continuous and their Radon-
Nikodym derivatives with respect to the Lebesgue measure were assumed to be Fisher-
Hartwig perturbations of functions non-vanishing and analytic around the corresponding
intervals. We also mention our earlier work [5], where in the case of two absolutely
continuous measures with analytic non-vanishing derivatives the strong asymptotics was
derived along all ray sequences including the marginal cases ¢ = (0, 1) and ¢ = (1,0). In
the forthcoming work [43], which is a continuation of [5], the error estimates are shown to
be uniform in 7 with explicit bounds on their rate of decay.

Our approach relies on two improvements of a theorem by Totik [41, Theorem 14.4] on
the asymptotic behavior of orthogonal polynomials with varying weights. We discuss these
generalizations in Section 4.

In conclusion, we mention that finding strong asymptotics of MOPs is required in the
theory of Jacobi matrices on trees [11, 4, 5], the study of simultaneous Gaussian quadrature
[26], random matrices [8], asymptotcs of special Hankel determinants, and other areas. We
will address some of these applications in subsequent papers.
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3.3. Proofs of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2. In what follows, we switch to a vector notation.
Given A = (A1, Ay, ..., Ay), acollection of closed pairwise disjoint intervals, we put

Ll(a)g) = LI(Q)AI) X oo X Ll(wAd),

and define the spaces of continuous C(A) and continuously differentiable C'(A) vector-
functions similarly. We shall use vector notation i to denote elements of these spaces and
write either u; or (if);, whichever is more convenient, for the i-th component of the vector .

Throughout the paper we write a, < by or f,(x) < gn(x), x € K, if there exists a
constant C > 0, independent of n but possibly dependent on some other relevant parameters,
such that a,, < Cb,, or f,(x) < Cgu(x), x € K. If we want to emphasize that C does
depend on some quantity Q, we shall write <g.

Given a (real-valued) function « in L' (wa), we set

(3.4) (Hpu)(z) :=log |Qa(e",z)], z€ Dy =C\A,

where QA was introduced in (1.4). Then, Hau is a harmonic function in D whose non-
tangential boundary values from above and below A exist almost everywhere and are equal
to u, see (1.5). That is, Hau is a solution of the Dirichlet problem in Da with boundary
data u. When u € C(A), (Hau)(z) is in fact continuous in the entire extended complex
plane, see [32, Corollary 4.1.8 and Theorem 4.2.1]. Next, let

Hpjoony s L (way) = LY (wn,)s > (Haju)pa,

fori # j, i,j € I4. For convenience, define Ha, ., to be the operator that sends every
function into the zero function. Define

(3.5) H; = —% (Haga) ¢ L wg) = L' (wg),
where i is the row index and j is the column one giving the matrix form
0 Hp,ny oo Ha,oa,
7-{5 = _% HA]._)AZ 0 HA"._)AZ
Hpi—a, Hppon, - 0

Since harmonic functions are infinitely smooth, it in fact holds that H; (L' (w3)) < C! (A).

We also need to introduce certain modifications of the operators H;. These modifications
are not important for the proofs of Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, but will be indispensable in
the proof of Theorem 3.4 when we work with ray sequences exhibiting the pushing effect.
To this end, let

A S A (AF SN, Viely), A* = (A% A% ... AY),

be a vector of closed intervals. For each pair A* < A, denote by Ra_,* the restriction
operator of a function on A to a function on A*. Put

1

d
(3.6) 7{3*’3 = ) (HA;?‘—Ai © RA,_>A_7‘)

. C(A) — C(A).
i,j=1

That is, H-,. i is obtained by first restricting i to A*, then applying the same harmonic

A% A
extension operators as in the case of the operator H,., and finally restricting these exten-

Ax>

sions to A (and not A* as in the case of Hz+)- We consider Hj,, ; only as an operator on

continuous functions because a restriction of ii € L' (w5) to A* might not lie in L' (w3,).
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Lemma 3.5. If Hzii = u, u € L! (w3), then i = = 0, where 0 is the zero vector-function.
The same conclusion holds in the case of H A% R ON C( ).

Proof. Set hi(z) := (Hau;)(z), i € Iq. Since i lies in the image of 3, each u; is
necessarily a continuous function on A; and therefore /;(z) is not only harmonic in Dy,,

but is also continuous in the whole extended complex plane (and is equal to u; on A;).
Thus, '7-(517 = il can be rewritten as

1
h,-(x)+§ Z hj(x)=0, XEA,', iGId.
J€la,j#i
This equality, conjugate-symmetry of each h;(z), I € I, and the Schwarz reflection
principle allow us to conclude that for each i € I; the function

Ri(z) := {hi(z) + %Z/’eld,/;&i hj(Z)a z€CT :={z:1m(z) > 0},

—hi(z) — %Zjeld,j;/:i hj(z), zeC™:={z:Im(z) <0},
is not only harmonic in the upper and lower half-planes but is also harmonic across A; when
extended to A; by zero. Since the sum ), hj(z) is harmonic in C\(uUjx;A;) and

3.7

jEId J#i

hi(z) = Ri(z) — 5 2 hj(z), zeC*,
Jeldnﬁt

this formula provides a harmonic continuation of /;(z) from C* to C™ across A;. It readily
follows from the second equation in (3 7) that this continuations coincides in C~ with

= D1 i) =t ho(2), 2 € C\(Vier, A).

J€la

Notice that /(z) does not depend on i in our argument. In a similar way, one can show that
hi(z) can be harmonically extended from C™ to CT across A; resulting in the same h(z).
Let & be the Riemann surface introduced before Proposition 2.2. Set % to be a function
on & that is equal to hg(z) on S, k € {0,1,...,d}. It follows from the arguments
above that 4 is a global harmonic function on & and therefore must be a constant, see [16,
Corollary 19.7]. From the definition of ho( ) it easily follows that this constant is zero.

Now, if H,, +ii = ii for some i € C(A), then Hy ™ = i*, where u* is the restriction

A% A
of i to A*. Hence, ii* is the zero vector. Since H; R* & depends only on i* 7{3* i is the
zero vector as well, which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

In what follows, we set 7 to be the identity operator on any considered space. In the
next lemma B stands for either L' (w5), C(A), or C'(A).

Lemma 3.6. H; is a linear bounded compact operator on B while I — Hj is invertible
on B. In particular, for anyd € B, (I — 7#) d is the unique solution ofu = Hyii + d.
Similarly, 7—(A* 3 is a linear bounded compact operator on B while I — WA* 318 mvertlble
on B (here, we only speak of continuous spaces).

Proof. Letu € L'(wa). Explicit expression (1.4) shows that for any closed subset K = Dy
there exists a constant Cx such that

|(Hau)(2)] < Ck|ul, ze€K,

where we take the L'-norm of u. Since L'-norm is dominated by the uniform norm, which
is dominated by the C!-norm, the above inequality remains valid if u belongs to C(A) or
C'(A) with the norm coming from the corresponding space. Let U;, i € I, be pairwise
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disjoint open sets such that A; < U;. If ii = (uy,u,...,uy) € B, then it follows from the
first observation of the lemma that

Y, (Haup)()

J€la,j#i

(3.8) < Cy

ﬁ‘%, ZEUi,

for some constant Cy, and each i € I;. Notice that when restricted to A; the expression
inside the absolute value above is equal to the i-th component of —2 (). This expression
is also a harmonic function on U;. According to [32, Theorem 1.3.10], any sequence of
harmonic functions, which is uniformly bounded above and below, has a locally uniformly
convergent subsequence. On A, this convergence takes place in particularin C'(A;). Hence,

H5 is a compact linear operator from B into itself. Let now B be either C (A) or C'(A).

Notice that (3.8) remains true if we replace operators Ha; by Hy+ o Ry _,\+. Hence, we
J - J
can similarly conclude that H, 3 is a compact linear operator from B into itself.
According to the Fredholm theory of compact operators, see [12, Section 7.11], I — Hz
(resp. I — H;, 3) is invertible if and only if 1 is not an eigenvalue of H (resp. Hz, 3)s

which was proven in Lemma 3.5. This finishes the proof of the lemma. O
Lemma 3.7. Proposition 3.1 takes place. Moreover,
3.9) Si(Z) = Qp, (esi,Z), iely,

where S = (s1,82,...,84) = (I —ﬂg)flﬁfor

L1
4= E(logvl,logvz, . logvg) € Ll(a)&),
and we set, for simplicity, v;(x) := v, (x), i € I4.

Proof. We get from Lemma 3.6 that 5 € L'(w3). Define functions S;(z) by (3.9). First,
we show that {S;};c;, satisfy conditions of Proposition 3.1. From our discussion of
formulae (1.4)and (1.5), one concludes that S;(z) is necessarily outer, conjugate-symmetric,
Si(0) > 0, and it satisfies log |S;+ (x)| = s;(x) for almost every x € A;, i € I4. To show
that it belongs to the Hardy space, we use

(3.10) e25i(x) — v,-(x)ez(("{ﬁ)"(x) € Ll(a)i), iely,

where the inclusion holds because the image of Hj5 lies in C (A). Therefore, S; € H2(Da,).
Clearly, S;(x) > 0 for x € R\A;. We also see from (3.4) that

(3.11) log|Si(z)| = (Ha,si)(2) -

Hence, the equation 5§ = H35 + d can now be rewritten as

1
log |Six ()] = 5 <logv,-(x) - > 10gSj(X)>
j€la,j#i
for almost every x € A;, i € I;. Exponentiation then readily yields (3.1).
Conversely, let Q;(z), i € 14, be outer conjugate-symmetric functions with Q;(c0) > 0
that satisfy (3.1) with S; replaced by Q;. Then, by taking logarithms we get that

% (logvi(x) — 2 10g|Qj(x)|> = log|Q;+ (x)|

jela,j#i
for almost every x € A;, i € I;. Moreover, we readily get from (1.4), (1.5), and (3.4) that
log [Qi(z)| = (Ha, log|Qi+])(z) and therefore the equation i = H3ii + d is solved by the
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vector-function (log |Q1+|,10g|Q2+ |, - - .,1log|Qa+|). Hence, this vector-function must be
equal to 5 by Lemma 3.6, which means that Q;(z) = S;(z), i € 14, as desired. O

Lemma 3.8. Ler {A,} be a sequence of closed intervals converging to a non-degenerate
interval A. Further, let u € USz(A) and {h,} be a sequence of continuous functions that
converges uniformly on some closed interval that contains A in its interior. Then

(Ha, (10g vy + hypa,)) (z) = (Ha(logv + hia))(2)
locally uniformly in Da as n — oo, where v,, and v are the Radon-Nikodym derivatives of

H|a, and pa with respect to wp,, and wa, respectively, and h is the limit of hy.
Proof. Letl,(x) = Ia_a, (x) be asin (3.2). Observe that [, (x) converge to x uniformly on
A. Setup(x) := hpja, (x) +logv,(x) and u(x) := hja(x) +logv(x). Then

(Ha,un)(z) — (Hau)(z) = L Re (WA,, (Z)M — WA(Z)M) dwa(x),

7 —In(x) 7—x
see (1.4) and (3.4). The function in parenthesis above can be rewritten as

(08,(2) ~ wa () 2 4w, (o )
()~ )
WA, (Z) (Z — ln(x))(z — x) =: (Jn,l +Jn2 + Jn,3)(x, Z).

Observe that the functions wa, (z) —wa (z) converge to zero uniformly in the whole extended
complex plane. Hence,

(3.12) J Jui1(x,2)dwa(x) = 0
A

locally uniformly in Dy as n — oo0. Furthermore, since

Vn(x) = ﬂﬂ/(x) (x - a'n)(,Bn 7x)7 XEN, = [a'mﬁn],
it can be readily checked that u, (1,,(x)) — u(x) is equal to

1 ,Bn — Qn

[An(ln(x)) — h(x)] + 5 log o

on A, where A = [a, 8]. Due to uniform convergence of &, to h, uniform continuity of
h on A, and (3.2), the functions u, o [, — u converge to zero in Ll(a)A). As functions
[wa,, (z)/(z — I, (x))] are uniformly bounded for x € [—1, 1] and z on closed subsets of D,
this necessarily yields that (3.12) holds with J,, 1 (x, z) is replaced by J,, 2(x, z). Uniform
convergence to zero of /,,(x) — x on A now guarantees that (3.12) remains valid if J,, 1 (x, z)
is replaced by J,, 3 (x, z), which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

+ [log ' (In(x)) — log 4’ (x)]

Lemma 3.9. Ler Zn = (Au1,An2,s- .., An.a) be as in Proposition 3.2 and B,, be either
C(Zn) or Cl(ﬁn). Then,
|7 —H; )7y, <C
for some constant C independent of n. Further, let A = (A A, ..., A)) be such that
A, S N and the intervals A, i € 14, are pairwise disjoint. Let B' be either C(A") or
C'(A). Then
|(@ =5, )7

for some constant C’' independent of n.

g < C
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Proof. We start by proving the first claim. Using the notation of Proposition 3.2, let
In,i(z) := la, ;—n,; (z) be the linear function that maps A, ; onto A; that has positive leading
coeflicient, i € I4, and let

Ln:%g’%n, ’7'_’(“lOln,l,MZOln,27-~-7“doln,d)a

where ii = (u1,us,...,uq) and B is either C(A) or C'(A). Then, £, is an isometry of
C(A,) oran operator on Cl( ) with the norm of size 1 + o(1) as n — 0. Define

77,, = L; 07{&" oL,.
It is sufficient to prove the statement of the lemma with 7—(&' replaced by 7—~{n because
|7 = H5,) " s, = (1 + o)L = Ha) e,
where we have actual equality of norms if B, = C (Kn) It trivially holds that
R(L —H) = (T —H;) ™'y Rui=T — (I —Hy) " (Hy — Hy).

Thus, it is enough to show that the operators R, are invertible and the norms of their
inverses are uniformly bounded. To this end, it is sufficient to show that

|H, — Hzls — 0 as n— oo.
First, let 8 = C ( ). The specific form (3.5) of these operators yields that the above claim
will follow if we prove that

(3.13) |(Ha,  (wolni)) ol — < &nfulcea

foreachi # j,i,j € I4, withe, — Oasn — oo. It follows from (1.4) and (3.4) that we
need to estimate the supremum norm of the following function in y

J;miWAmiam;ou>;§ﬁzdfn_demxx>—‘Liway>;“dewax)

ln,}' (y) - X
) )
i Li (1;}@) —lix)  y—x u(x)dws, (x)

onA, ;, j # i (we have removed the reference to the real part as the integrals are real for
the considered values of y). As wa, is a probability measure, we put

WA (l;; ) WA, (y)
L) =L i(x)  y—x
to get the desired bound. Since {A;};cs, are pairwise disjoint and both /,, ; (z) and [, ; (z)

converge to z locally uniformly in C, it holds that €, — 0 as n — 00, as claimed.
When B = C!(A), it is sufficient to show that

(3.15) |(Ha, ,(wolni)) ol =

(3.14) €, := max max max
i#] yeAj xel;

anMHC(A

foreachi # j, i,j € Iy, with &, — 0 asn — 0. Slnce we can differentiate under the
integral sign, the proof of this claim is no different from the already considered case.
The proof of the second claim is essentially the same. We have that

R;(I *7‘{&“&,)71 = ( 7‘{5 K’) l, ﬂ;l =17 (I WA A’) (7‘{&“&, *7‘{&’5,).

Clearly, C(A;) can be replaced by C(A!) in (3.13) and (3.15) simply because A; = A].
Moreover, the spaces C(A;) and C'(A;) in (3.13) and (3.15), respectively, can be replaced
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by C(A%) and C ! (A’;) because (3.14) only uses the fact that all the intervals A are separated
from each other, which is also true about the intervals A;{. Hence,

1Mz, &

which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

—Hizle =0 as n— oo,

Lemma 3.10. Ler Kn and A be as in Proposition 3.2. Further, for each i € 14 let b, ;(x),
n € N, be continuous functions defined on some interval containing UmenAm,i such that
the sequence {by ;} converges uniformly on this interval to a continuous function b;(x) as
n — oo. Let y,,y be the unique solutions of

-

Yn =Hz Yn + b, and 3= Hzy + b,

where (by)i(x) := by i (x), x € Ap;, and (b);(x) := b;(x), x € A;, i € I4. Then, for each
i € Iy, the convergence

Hy,;(n)i(z) = Ha (¥)i(z) as n— o0
holds uniformly in z in the extended complex plane.
Proof. Since b, € C(A,) and b € C(A), we have that ¥, € C(A,) and ¥ € C(A) by
Lemma 3.6. Thus, we get from Lemma 3.9 and the conditions placed on the functions
bp.i(x),i € I4, that
(3.16) Hian(gn) =|(z —Wgn)_lbn\\c(gn) S Hb"HC(Z,,) s L

Put /1, (z) := Ha,, ()i (z), which is a continuous function in C that is harmonic in D
and is equal to (¥,); on A,;. Set y* := L;lin, where £, was defined in the previous
lemma. Then, it holds that

n,i

Vi = Hzi + b,
where Z: is the vector-function with coordinates
- 1 - -
byi(0) = bui(l} () +5 Y (h ) = b (1) (x))) . xeA,
J#ijelq

and /,, ¢ (z) is the linear function, see (3.2), that maps A, ¢ onto Ay, k € 1. Explicitintegral
representation (3.4), (1.4) and the bound (3.16) yield that

wa, ;(t1)  wa, ()

T —x fhh —x

|hn,j(t1) = hn,j(t2)| < max
XEAn’j

for any two points 1, > ¢ A, ;. Since the functions /,, x (z) converge to z and the functions
|Wa,., ()| converge to |wa, (z)| locally uniformly in C, k € I4, we get that

|55 — ch(g) <|(T _ﬂﬁ)_IHHb: - bHc(g) -0

as n — oo by Lemma 3.6. Put h;(z) := Ha,(¥)i(z), which is a continuous function in C
that is harmonic in D, and equal to (¥); on A;. It follows from the maximum principle for
harmonic functions that

|hi(ln,i(2)) = hni(2)] < [hi 0 lni — hnillcany = 15)i — Ghillcay — 0

as n — oo for each z € C and i € I;. It only remains to observe that the differences
h; o l,; — h; are uniformly converging to zero in the extended complex plane by the
maximum modulus principle for harmonic functions as #4; is uniformly continuous on any
compact set containing A; and /,, ; (z) converge to z uniformly on any such set. O
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Lemma 3.11. Proposition 3.2 takes place.

Proof. Let v, ; be the Radon-Nikodym derivative of ;|5 , With respect to w,,, ; and v; be
the Radon-Nikodym derivative of u; s, with respect to wa,, i € I4. Set

-

an = %(logvn,l, ... logvyg) and a:= %(logvl, ... logva).

Further, let 5,, and § be the unique solutions of

(3.17) Su=Hz Sa+dn and =35+,

respectively. Set ¥, := Hy 5, by = H3 dn, § 1= H;s, and b= Hzd. Applying the
operators ‘7—(&[ and H; to equations in (3.17), respectively, we get that

Fn=Hz u+bn and = H;y +b.

It follows from Lemma 3.8, applied with £, = 0, that the vector-functions b, and b satisfy
the conditions of Lemma 3.10. Hence, we have that

hni(2) = Ha, ;(¥n)i(z) = hi(z) := Ha;(¥)i(z) as n— 0
uniformly in C. Recall that
hni(x) = (Gn)ilx) = (ﬂgna"n)i(x), X € Ap,
h(x) = (i) = (H:5),(). xe A

for each i € I, by the very definition of y,, and y as well as the properties of harmonic
extensions of continuous functions. Thus, we get from the very definition of 5,, and s that

(Sn)i(x) = hpi(x) + %log vni(x), x€Ani,
{(3),()() = hi(x) + Ylogvi(x), xe€A;,

for each i € ;4. Since functions %, ; converge uniformly to /;, we get from Lemma 3.8 that

(3.18) Hp, ;(5n)i(z) = Ha,(5)i(z) as n— o0

locally uniformly in Dy, for eachi € I4.

It only remains to show that (3.18) implies (3.3). Since S;(z) is a fixed non-vanishing
function, it is enough to show that the ratios S,;(z)/S;(z) converge to 1 locally uniformly
in Dy, for each i € I4. It can be readily seen from (1.4), (3.4), (3.9) and (3.18) that this
claim is true for |S, ;(z)/Si(z)|- Thus, the functions S, ;(z)/S;(z) form a normal family in
D, whose only limit points are unimodular constants. As these functions are positive at
infinity, the desired claim follows. O

3.4. Proof of Proposition 3.3 and an example. Set 6(r) := |logy/(¢)]. As men-
tioned right after the statement of Proposition 3.3, we can consider (Z,0)(x) instead of

(I log ') (x).
Lemma 3.12. Proposition 3.3(i) implies Proposition 3.3(ii).

Proof. We shall prove continuity at S understanding that continuity at @ can be proven
analogously. We need to show that

Jim (1,0)(8,) = (1,6)(8)
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for any sequence {8, } < A(u) such that 3, — ,8 as n — o0. Clearly, in the limit above we
canreplace y by a. Let [,,(t) = a + ﬁ" (1 — a). Observe also that

- B [ )

The claim of the lemma now follows from (3.2) and the estimate

B B
%m 9(’i Fj 16() — 0(1, (1)) dewa (1
<y faf [Hog 4 (1) — log ' (1n (1)) [dwoa (1) ©

Lemma 3.13. Proposition 3.3(iii) implies Proposition 3.3(i).

Proof. Let {A,} be a sequence of closed subintervals of A(u) that converges to A. Pick
€ > 0 and let 6 be some positive number we will specify later. Then,

B LB—0

Jllog//( ~log ' (1n(1) Ide()<f+6|10gﬂ/() log (I (1) |dewa (1) +

(3.19) [ 00+ otm)aon) + [ @0 + 00wt
p—06 a

where [, (¢) is the linear transformation with the positive leading coefficient that takes A
onto A,,. If @, and B, are the endpoints of A, i.e., A,, = [an, Ba], then

B n
[ atanaont) - L 0(1)dws, (1),

B—6 n—On

where 5, = 22 —21.§, and a similar equality holds for the integral of 6(1,(¢)) on [a, a + 6].

Notice that hm,Hoo O0n = 0. Now, it becomes clear that the assumption (iii) of the
proposition implies that exists 6 > 0 and N € N such that

B € a+o €
J 0(r)dwa(r) < 5’ J 0(r)dwa(r) < 5

B—0 a

B € a+6

f 0(1,(1))dwa(t) < =, J 0(1,(1))dwa(t) <

B—5 5 Ja
for all n > N. To see that the first integral in (3.19) also can be made smaller than €/5 for
all large enough n, observe that dwa (1) < (76)~'dt on the interval of integration and that

B—6
lim [ [logu!(r) — log (1 (1)) ldr =

=% Jats

W m

which can be shown, for instance, by approximating log 4’ (¢) with continuous functions
in L' norm (the desired estimate for continuous functions follows trivially from uniform
continuity). O

Lemma 3.14. Proposition 3.3(ii) implies Proposition 3.3(iii).

Proof. Since (I,0)(x) is continuous at 3, there exists an interval, say [a, b], that contains
B in its interior (unless B is the right endpoint of A(u), in which case b = ), on which
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(I,60)(x) is bounded. It is known [35, Theorem 2.1] that

(3.20) o(x) = % (i 9)_(? dt) = %(17(179))()6), x e (r.b).

Let us write (139) (x) for (I,,(1,,0))(x), which is an absolutely continuous function on [y, b]
that vanishes at y, see again [35, Theorem 2.1]. Fix some ¢ € (0, (b — a)/2). Notice that

d ° (10)(1) d (7 BOx—s)
7( w") a(L Td>

i x—y (I%H)(erh—s)— (If,@)(xfs)ﬂ lim 1 y+h (129)() RCRI0NN
h—0 ) 5 h Vs o oh=0h), x4+ h—t

The second limit is equal to zero due to continuity of the integrand and vanishing of (139) (1)
aty. Itis known, see [34, Theorem 6.9], that absolute continuity of a function is equivalent
to uniform integrability of its divided differences. As (150) (x) is absolutely continuous
and 1/+/s is continuous on [, b — y|, we get from Vitali’s convergence theorem and (3.20)
that the first limit is equal to
x—y —
J‘ O(x —s) s

5 NG
and hence
d ¥=0 (1;0)(1) (e —s) (Y0 6
(3.21) o ( , T dt | = L 7 ds = , mdt.

Writing the outer I, transform explicitly and changing the order of integration gives us

o [ ([
Lx_éF (1 - x6S) (179)(S)ds’ Fls):= ﬁfo \/%

Again, we need to justify changing the order of differentiation and integration. To this end,
assume now that x € (a + 26, b). By the mean-value theorem and its very definition, the
derivative of the last integral in (3.22) is equal to the limit as 4 — 0 of the following sum
of three terms

(3.23) 6JaF’<1— 0 )(179)(s)ds

y x+én—s5) (x—s)?

%Lxé <F (1 B ﬁ) _F <1 - - f s>) (I,0)(s)ds+

1 x+h—06 (5
- Fl1-—2 ) (1,0)(s)ds,
() e

where &, = &p,(x, s) is such that |£] < |h| The first term in the sum above converges to

\/7J‘ s)ds
xfs —67s

(s)ds =
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when & — 0. This follows from the dominated convergence theorem because (1, 6)(s) is a
fixed integrable function and the other factor in the integrand is a function continuous in s
that converges uniformly when 2 — 0. The second term in (3.23) has the following limit

X—0 x—0
0 d
6J F/<1_ ) \/7J e
a x—=s) (x —s)? (x —s)Vx—06—s

as h — 0 according to Vitali’s convergence theorem. Indeed, (1,0)(s) is bounded on the
interval of integration by assumptions of Proposition 3.3(ii) and the divided differences of
F(1 —6(x — s)~!) are uniformly integrable. The last term in (3.23) can be rewritten as

§ [h/ro) o F(1)
EL (1,0) (x+h—) T

Its limit as 4 — 0 is equal to O due to the boundedness of (1,6)(x) on (a, b) as well as
the continuity of the function F(¢)/(1 — ¢)? around the origin and its vanishing at ¢ = 0.
Altogether we get from (3.21), (3.22), and the reasoning above that

xX—0 9 x—0 )ds 2 Ly s ) dt
f f (I,0)(x — 6 — or°) ,
Vx —t (x—s)vVx—656—s \/Eo 1+

where Ly s = +/(x — 8 — 7)/5. We can use the identity {” (> + 1)~'dt = x/2 to rewrite
s Jx o()dr (1,0)(x) s Jxé o(dr 2 <F (1,0)(x)dt
VT s A/ — 1t 4 NZ3 ¥ VX —t T \Jes/Vs 1+172
- fLm (1,0)(x — 6 — 61%)dt . Jfa*/ﬁ (1,0)(x) — (Iy0)(x — 6 — 612 dt)
(

L5 /NS 142 ) 1+ £2

for any positive {s. If we choose {5 = ¢ 3 , we get that

| B < iy - ot

Similarly,

JLX«S (I,0)(x — & — 6t%)dt

6 Jf 1(1,6)(5)|ds
ts)\/6 1472

y X—0—3s

Next, we have that
J‘[‘s/\/g (179)(x) - (179)(x —6— ‘5t2)
0 1+12

dt| < max |(1,6)(x) — (1,0)(s)|.

s
1
2 sE[x—6—06%,x—6]

Now, using continuity of (1,0)(x) at 3, the above estimates show that given € > 0, we can
always find d so that |x — B| < d¢ and |x — § — B| < d imply
X 0(t)dt
——— <e€
—_s VX —1t
This is precisely the statement of the second part in Proposition 3.3(iii). The first one is
proved similarly. O
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An example. The uniform Szegd condition is subtle and it depends on the direction in
which the point is approached as shown by the following example. Given € € [0, 1], let u,
be an absolutely continuous measure on [—1, 1] such that log . (x) = —6¢(x), where
0, e [-1,0],
Oe(x) :=
<) {x1/2(1 —logx)~€, xe(0,1].

When e = 0, it holds that yo € Sz([—1,a]) for any a € (—1,1]. Indeed, the claim is
obvious when a < 0. Whena > 0, it holds that

=1

This computatlon also shows that

1 (® Bp(x)dx {0, §<0,

—1 \/6_.x_ 1, 5>07

and therefore u ¢ USz([—1,0]) as follows from Proposition 3.3(ii). On the other hand,
when € > 0, it holds that

5

Oglf Of(x)dxg ! -0 a ¢6—0T,
1 Vo —x  (1—logd)e

and therefore u € USz([—1, 0]) again by Proposition 3.3(ii) (in fact, u € USz([—1, a]) for

any a € (—1, 1] in this cases). However, when € < 1, we have that u. ¢ Sz([0, 1]) since

1 ! dx 1J°°du
—:_ — =
0 1—x x(1—logx)¢ =) uc

3.5. Proof of Theorem 3.4. For convenience, we keep ¢ as a symbol standing for an
arbitrary vector in (0, 1) that satisfies || = 1 while fixing & € (0, 1)¢, |§| = 1, and a ray
sequence of multi-indices N (&) satisfying

n/li| — ¢ as |n] > o0, e N(S).
As agreed earlier, we use subindex ¢ to indicate that a quantity depends on the parameter ¢
while for rational values of &, i.e., when ¢ is equal to 71/|ii| for some 7 € N, we replace the
subindex ¢ by 7. For the purposes of this subsection, we also let A; := A(y;) and assume
Hi € USZ(AG’,-), iely.

Theorem 4.2 further below is central to our approach. It has three conditions appearing
in it. The first one will be trivial to check. The other two require more work and we do it in
two separate lemmas. Our goal is to show that these conditions are satisfied with 1 = y;
and A, = Aj;, 1 € N(S), foreach i € I;. Notice that the intervals A; ; converge to Ag ;
foreachi € I as || — oo, 7i € N(§), as shown in [42, Proposition 2.1].

Lemma 3.15. Let N(§) be as above and (wy; 1, W 2, - - -, Wi q), 1 € N(S), be the vector-
equilibrium measures (2.1)~(2.2). For each i € g, the sequence {(|ii|/n;)wj ;}iien(&)
satisfies condition (3) of Theorem 4.2 with u = p; and A, = A ;.

Proof. From now on [ € I, is fixed. By its very definition, (|7i|/n;)wj ; is a probability
measure supported on A; ; for each 77 € N(&). It follows from (2.5) that each of these
measures is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Since |7|/n; —
1/(¢)1 # 0 as |ii]| — o, i € N(§), we shall omit the factors |7i|/n; in the forthcoming
analysis.
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Recall functions hz 4 (z), k € {0,1,...,d}, defined in (2.3). Put
(3.24) Wz (2) := wa,,(2) (heo(z) — hey(2),

which is holomorphic in C\ Ujeg, Az ;. Since hz o(z) and hg ;(z) are branches of a rational
function on a Riemann surface, it holds that hz o4 (x) = hz;+(x) for x € Az;. One can
also readily see that wa. 4 (x) = —wa,,— (x) forx € Az; and so Wz, (x) = Wz ;_(x) for
x € Ag,;. Hence, Wg ;(z) is in fact analytic across (ag, Bz,). Since

(325 hzoy(x) —hzyy (x) = hey(x) — hepy (x) = 27w} (x),  x €Az,

by (2.5), we get from the second claim of Proposition 2.3 that the difference hz o(z) —hz,(z)
can have at most square root singularities at ez ;, 8z ;, which means that W; ;(z) is in fact
analytic in some neighborhood of Az ;.

Let now ¢ and N(<) be as in the statement of the lemma. It follows from the last claim
of Proposition 2.2 and (2.3) that there exists an open neighborhood of Az ; such that

(3.26) Wisa) = Wele) as i oo, e N(),

uniformly on its closure.

Assume that w z ;(x) blows up like a square root atboth @z ; and Sz ;. Then, we get from
(3.25) and Proposition 2.3 that Wz ;(x) # 0 for x € Az ;. Thus, the neighborhood in (3.26)
can be chosen so that all the functions are non-vanishing on its closure and respectively the
moduli |Wj; ;(z)| are uniformly bounded above and away from zero there for all |7i| large
enough, 77 € N(§). Then (3.24) and (3.25) yield that

wag, ()7 S 0, (6) < |wag, (071 x e Aq

for all |71| large enough, 7 € N(§), where the constants of proportionality are independent
of 1. Thus, (4.2) holds with %y = »y = —1.

Next, assume that wz (x) blows up like a square root at Sz; and vanishes like a
square root at az;. Then, we get from (3.25) and Proposition 2.3 that Wz ;(x) # 0 for
x € (az,Bz;) and Wz (z) has a simple zero at @z ;. Therefore, the neighborhood in
(3.26) can be chosen so that all the functions have exactly one zero, necessarily simple,
in its closure. Each Wj ;(z) is conjugate-symmetric and does not vanish on (e ;, Bsi.;)
by (3.25) and Proposition 2.3. Hence, for each 7i there exists y;; ; such that y; ; < a5,
Wi (vig) = 0,and y5; — @z as |i| — 0,71 € N(S). Then, (3.26) yields that

Wii(z2)  Wei(2)

=Y, I—ag

(3.27) 7] = o0, 7HeN(S),

uniformly on the closure of some neighborhood of Az ;, and all the functions are non-

S
vanishing on this closure. As in the first case, we can conclude that
X — Vi X —v;
(3.28) IV <) € L ve Ay,
|WA;1,1 (x)] ’ |WAﬁ,z (x)]

for all |77| large enough, 7 € N(§). Trivially,x —aji; < x—vyi; < 2(Bzi—agz), X € Njy,
where the upper bound holds for all || large enough. Necessarily,
=

|WAﬁ,l (x)] < “’:u(x) < |WA;1,1 (x) x € Mgy,

for all |77| large enough, 7i € N(&). Thus, (4.2) holds with —x;, = »y = —1.
The cases where wz ;(x) blows up like a square root at &z ; and vanishes like a square
root at Bz, and where wz;(x) vanishes like a square root at both az; and Bz, can be

examined similarly. This finishes the proof of (4.2).
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Let us now verify (4.3). If a5, > a(u;), then we get from (2.2) and Proposition 2.2
that z;; ;| = a;. This, according to Proposition 2.3, implies that wj; ;(x) vanishes like a
square root at «;; ;. Thatis, y;;; = aj,; in (3.28) by (3.24) and (3.25). Hence, the upper
bound in (3.28) can be rewritten as

X — aﬁ,l
Big—x’
which yields (4.3) with %y = 1/2. When 5 ; < B(u1), the analysis around S ; is identical.

Finally, since (3.26) is a claim about uniform convergence of analytic functions, we
easily get from Cauchy integral formulaas well as (3.24) and (3.25) that {w’; , (x)} converges

w’ﬁ’l(x) < x € Ay,

uniformly to w’é ;
. . ’ /
of the densities wﬁ’l(x) on compact subsets of (az;, Bz). m]

(x) on compact subsets of (a g ;, Bz,). This, in turn, yields equicontinuity

Functions «, (x) that appear in Theorem 4.2 will be drawn from the following family:
foreach ¢ € (0,1)4,|¢| = 1 andi € I, set

(3.29) Kkzi(x) := 1 <—V“’5vi( )+ % — Z Ve@ei(x ) , XE€A.

c:
JEId J#i

Lemma 3.16. For eachi € 14, the sequence {K;l,i};leN(E) satisfies condition (1) of Theo-
rem 4.2 with u = y; and Ay, = Ay ;, i € N(S).

Proof. Fix [ € I4. It follows from (2.2), that each «xz;(x) = 0 on Az; and «z;(x) < 0 on
A;\Az,;. Hence, the functions kj; ; (x) satisfy the first part of assumption (1) of Theorem 4.2.
To verify the rest, let us concentrate on the estimates around «;; ; as estimates around S;
are similar. Naturally, we only have something to prove when «;; > a(u;). It follows
from (2.4) that

=2(|1|/np) ki 1 (x) = JX (hai(t) = hao(t)dt, x € [a(u), o]

@il

As we have explained in the next to last paragraph of the previous lemma, a; ; > a(u;)
implies that y; ; = aj;; in (3.27). In particular, we have that

(@i —x)"? < hio(x) = hiy(x) < (@a —x)"% xe[ag, — e ]
for some € > 0 by (3.24). Since n; /|| — (§); as || — o0, i € N(§), we then get that
(@ig = %) < =k (0) S (@ — %)%, xe oz — €@

If a(u;) < ag; — €, the above estimate can be readily extended to [a(u;), @z — €]
by noticing that the functions «j ;(x) converge uniformly there to xz;(x) as [ii| — oo,
i € N(S) (one can use (3.29) and the weak™ convergence of measures to see this). This
finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Recall definition (3.5) of the operators H _ from the previous subsection. Let

N RN N 1
(3.30) 5= (1 —7{&5) Yz, dz = E(logval,logvaz,...,logvad),

where vz ;(x) is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of y;, Az, With respect to the arcsine distri-
bution of Az ;, i € 14, see (1.7). As follows from Lemma 3.7 and (3.4), we have

10g|SH |—HA,. (sz.i2),
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where we write 5z = (sz1,5z2,....5z,4). Since the intervals Aj ; converge to Az ; for
eachi € Iz as |ii| — o0, i € N (&), we get from Proposition 3.2 that
(3.31) Ha, ,(s,i:2) = Hag (584 2)

locally uniformly in Dy, as [ii] — o0, 7i € N(S), foreachi € I,4.

The following lemma is an application of Theorem 4.2. In what follows, we denote by
T, (f ) the n-th monic orthogonal polynomial with respect to the measure fu, where f is
a non-vanishing continuous function and  is a Borel measure.

Lemma 3.17. Let U be a compact set in C(A). Assume that yi; € USz(Ag ;) for every
i € Iq. Foreachii € N(§), choose iiz; € U and write iz = (uj,1, Uz 2 - - - - Ui q). Then, it
holds for every i € 1, that

log

T, (2 Wonon VD 1) ()] = 0y (1) = [V (2)
+ Hp, (87, + ) (00) — Hay (S5, + 5,4)(2)s

where oy (1) is such that for every € > 0 and every closed K; D, there exists Ne such
that oy (1)|c1(k,) < € |ii| = Ne, i € N(S), independently of the choice of {iiz} < U.

Proof. Foreachi € I, we apply Theorem 4.2 with

Api)s An=Ajin A=Agi  wn = (fil/n)wsi  Kkn(x) = k5i(x), 7€ N(S),

where kg ;(x) were defined in (3.29), and

(3.32) hy i (%) = 2u5 ;(x) — Z (Ha; 55,7)(x), xedh;, neN(S).
J€la,j#i

The sequence {k; ;} satisfies assumption (1) of Theorem 4.2 by Lemma 3.16. It readily
follows from (3.31) that

{2141- - 2 Ha, ;57 ueU and 7€ N(f)}
J€la,j#i

is a precompact subset of C(A;). Clearly, its closure, say Kj, is compact and h;; € K;

for each 7i € N(§). That is, the sequence {/;; ;} satisfies assumption (2) of Theorem 4.2.

The measures {(|7i|/n;)w;; ;} satisfy assumption (3) of Theorem 4.2 by Lemma 3.15. All

assumptions of Theorem 4.2 have now been checked. Set

0;.:(x) :=2n; ((|ﬁ|/n,-)V“’ﬁv" (x) + K;l’,-(x)) + hii(x), x€A;.
It readily follows from (3.29), (3.32), and the definition above that
2w ;=i (Has 57 4|7 V@i il - -
Tni (e i,i Z]#l( An,] ,J+| ‘ J),ui) (Z) — Tni (een,l ‘nlgn,z#i)(z) — Tni (een’l/li)(z),

where the last equality holds because monic orthogonal polynomials do not depend on the
normalization of the measure of orthogonality. Then, an application of Theorem 4.2 gives

log Ty, (% 1) (2)] = ou(1) — ||V (z) +
log ‘QA, : (ehﬁsf/z Viiis oc)’ —log ’QAN (ehﬁ"'/z Vﬁ,iaZ)

n,i

>

where we used (1.8). Here, oy (1) is such that for every € > 0 and every closed K; < DA@.,
there exists N such that [oy(1)|lck,) < € || = Ne, 1 € N(S), independently of
the choice of {ii;} < U. Now, notice that the error terms oy/(1) represent functions
harmonic on K;. Hence, it follows from properties of harmonic functions, e.g., their
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integral representations, that for every e > 0, there is N such that lov(Wler(xy < €
|i| = N, 7 € N (&), independently of the choice of {ii;} < U.
Finally, we apply (3.30) to the vector 53 to write

(3.33) M(x)e(?{lﬁ-?ﬁ)i(x) _ m(x)esﬁ,i(x)—(a,-,)i(x) — eSii(X)
for almost every x € A; ;, i € I4. Notice that hj; ;/2 = uj ; + (H;55)i on Ay ; by the very
definition of H3_ in (3.5). Hence, (3.4) yields that

IOg ‘QA;” (eh;l,i/z /Vr_i,i’ Z) ‘ = HA;“. (sﬁ,i + M;’l’i)(Z),
which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Operators H_ were designed to construct vectors of Szegd functions based on the
boundary value [;roblem satisfied by them. As the statement of Theorem 3.4 implies,
(normalized) Szegé functions also appear as the deviation of the multiple orthogonal
polynomials from their expected geometric behavior. This motivates introduction of the
following nonlinear operators. For j # i, j,i € I4, define

Djia;—a, t C(Af) = C(A),

N (log ’Tnj (62u—\7l|2k¢j V‘“ﬁ,kﬂj)’ i |’7i|vwr‘l,j)|A .
It readily follows from (2.2) that in the case when A; ; = A; we can replace the sum
ks ; V@ik by =2V in this definition as monic orthogonal polynomials do not depend
on the normalization of the measure of orthogonality. Further, let Dj; ,_, A, be the operator
whose image is the zero function, i € I;. Put

1 d - -
Dji =5 (Diia—a); iyt CA) — C(B),
where i is the row index, j is the column one, and A= (A1, Az, ..., Ag). In the matrix
form, this gives
0 Dﬁ,A2—>A1 T Dﬁ,Ad—’Al
1| Dia—a 0 o Djayon
D; = = . .
2 .
Din~ng Diny—ng - 0

As each component of Dj; i is a restriction of a harmonic function, D5 (C(A)) = C'(A).

Lemma 3.18. Let Pj; ;(x), i € Iy, be as in (1.9) and (1.11). Set

1 e .
iii(x) == 2 Z (log P ()| + [m|V i (x)), Xe€A, i€l

J€la,j#i
Then, G; = (47.1. 9572+ - - - » 47i.a) IS the unique solution of i = Dy il in C(Z)

Proof. Since each gj; ;(x) is a restriction of a harmonic function, g; € C(Aj;). Moreover,
for each i € I;, we have

T, (Ean,i—Iﬁ\Z_,’#iV n’jpi) (2) = Ty, (|Pﬁ/Pﬁ,i|,Ui) (z) = P;ii(2),

by the definition of Pj(x) because Py (x)/Pj ;(x) does not change sign on A;. Hence,

R 1 oW
(D5 Ga); (x) = 3 D (log|Pi(x) + [V (x)) = gai(x), x€ A,
J€la,j#1
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i.e., gy (x) is a fixed point of Dj;.

Conversely, let Dj ii = ii for some il = (uy,uz,...,ug) € C(&) Set
H Tn i nl = Tni (ezuiimlzj#iv mjﬂi) , L€l
iely

Then, the equality D; i = il yields that

2u;(x) = Z (log|T; ;(x)| + [A[V@3i(x)), xeA;, i€l,.
J€la,j#i
The last two displayed formulae imply that T ; = Ty, (|T;/T5.i|i:), i € 14. That is, the
polynomial T satisfies orthogonality conditions (1.9) with respect to the measures y;,
i € Iz. It follows from the uniqueness of the type II multiple orthogonal polynomials for
Angelesco systems that 7; = Pj; and the proof is completed. O

Let now Hj; := H;_ 3, see (3.6), and recall that 5z was defined in (3.30). In what
follows, we shall slightly abuse the notation and write Hj;s5; without specifying the exact
extension of 5; to a vector-function on A as the images under H;; of all such extensions are

identical.

For each it = (uy,uz,...,uq)in L' (w&), we introduce the following notation
(3.34) fiz, o 1= ((Hag,u1)(o0), (Ha, ,u2)(0), ..., (Ha; 4ua)(0)).
We also abbreviate (57 )74 into 55 .. Observe that
(3.35) 2AHK)i(x) = — . (Hay ik - >k
J€Elg,j#i JElq,j#i
for any vector of constants k= (ki kay. .. kq).

To obtain the asymptotics of P;; ;, we will first find the asymptotics of g;; ;. The expected
behavior of the polynomials Pj; ;(z) suggests that

e24ii,i(x) — H ]P;,,j(x)]em‘vw"”(x)

J€la,j#i
w7 n Sii.j (%) GADNFGD 2(H;55)i () =2(Hi (55,00)i (x)
jetgijzi) Sii(¥)

Hence, we expect that
(3.36) G~ H; (57 — Si) =1 Va-

Since G is the fixed point of Dj;, these heuristics suggest to study Dj in the vicinity of the
vector-function y;, which we do now in the sequence of lemmas.

Lemma 3.19. For any € > 0 and any compact U < C( ) there exists Ny (€) such that
Yz ﬁHcl(Z) SE€
forallii € U and |ii| = Ny (e), where
Y; : C(A) — C(4),
u'—>D ( +L_t)) ﬂﬁ(ﬁ—ﬁﬁ’w) —)_5;,.
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Proof. Since monic orthogonal polynomials do not depend on the normalization of the
measure of orthogonality, we get from Lemma 3.17 and the definition of the operators Dj;
that

(Dﬁ(§a+ﬁ)()=( i (FG55 + 1)), (x)
1 AV @i, R o
= E ( ( 2u;— Zk#I(HA‘ Sn,k+|n‘v k)/'t_/) (x)‘ + |n|V“)n,_l (.x))

jela,

1
=0U(1)+§ Z (HA,;,-(ni+“i)( ) — HAa;(ni+“i)(x))’
J€la,j#i
where, as usual, # = (uy,uz,...,uq), and for any € > O there exists Ny(€) such that

Jou(1 )HC1 &) S € forall 7| = NU( ), i1 € N(&), regardless the choice of ii € U. Now, it
only remains to observe that

D (Vi + i) = oy (1) + Hy (i — il 0) + Vii-
by (3.6), (3.34), (3.36) as well as identity (3.35). O

In the view of the definition of the operator Y7, the fact that g is the fixed point of Dy
can now be rewritten as

(3.37) (@i — Vi) = K@i — ¥a) = (£ —Hz) ' Ya(Ga — Ja),
where %; is a bounded linear operator given by
%Ki : C(A) — C(A),
(I = Ha) Hithsi o = (I = (I —Hz)™") lhj oo
The formula (3.34) shows that j; has rank at most d and hence it is a compact operator.

Lemma 3.20. Let B be either C(q) or Cl( ). I — K is an invertible linear operator
from B into itself. Moreover, there exists a constant C such that
(T —7G) s < C, fieN().

Proof. Since H; iz o, is a vector of constants and I_é?l,oo = k for every vector of constants
k, we get from the very definition of Kj; that
(338) (I —9G) (i — Myl o) = il — i o0 + (L — Hz) ™ (il — Hilhji o) = i
for every ii € B. It follows from the linearity of #; that

U—Hilzo =V —HiViy < (0—V)=Hz(i —V)j o0
Thus, for the above equalities to be true, i — v must be a vector of constants and therefore

is a fixed point of ;. Hence, i = V by Lemma 3.5. Therefore, I — % is indeed an
invertible linear operator. Acting on both sides of (3.38) with (I — %K;)~! gives

(I —Kz) i = it — H il 00

Itholds that | iij; o |ls < [ii|® by the maximum principle for harmonic functions, see (3.34).
Hence,

(T = 9G) " s < 1+ [ Hil».
The first estimate of Lemma 3.6 can be easily quantified to show that || ;| is bounded
above by a number that depends only on the size of the convex hull of U7, A; and the
shortest distance between A; and A;, i # j, i, j € I4. This yields the desired claim. O
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Lemmas 3.18 and 3.20 as well as (3.37) allow us to make the crucial observation that
G — Y is the unique fixed point of the operator (I — Kz)~ (I — Hz)~'Y;. We now
use the Schauder-Tychonoff fixed-point theorem and Lemma 3.19 to show that these fixed
points must lie arbitrarily close to zero for all |7i| large enough.

Lemma 3.21. Given § > 0, there exists Nz(6) such that

Gn — Vi € Bs := {”7: HﬁHcl(g) < 5}

forall || > Nz(6), ne N(S).

Proof. Observe that Bs is a compact convex subset of a locally convex space C(ﬁ) It
follows from Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.20 that

1 -1 - -
|(Z = 5G) ™ (1 = Ha) " Vit a5y < Ce Yait] 3,
for some constant Cz independent of 77 € N(&). We further get from Lemma 3.19 that
there exists Nz(8) such that
CEHYVI ’7HCI(Z) <9

forall 77| = Nz(6), n € N(§). Therefore, it holds that

$
((F —%G)~" (I = Ha) "' Y5)(Bs) < Bs

for all |ii] > Nz(6), 1 € N(5). As (I —Kz)~'(I — Hz)~'Y; is a continuous operator

from C (&) into itself, it must have a fixed point in Bs according to Schauder-Tychonoff

fixed-point theorem [12, Theorem V.10.5]. Since g5 — ¥; is its unique fixed point, the
desired claim follows. O

Lemma 3.22. Under the conditions of Theorem 3.4 (with ¢ replaced by &) it holds that
Sz.i(o0)
Sz.i(2)

locally uniformly in Da_, for all |ii| large enough, ii € N(S), and each i € 4.

Paate) = 1+ o(0)exp (1] [ oglz ~ )dws ()

Proof. Recall the definition of the functions & ;(x) in (3.29). Since monic orthogonal
polynomials do not depend on the normalization of the measure of orthogonality, it readily
follows from the definition of the vector-functions g in Lemma 3.18 that

P;i(z) = T, <924ﬁ,i+2ni((|ﬁ\/"i)v R+ k1) #i) (2).

i

It has been shown in Lemma 3.21 that g; = y; + ii;, where Hﬁ;,HCI(B) — 0 as |ii| — oo,
n e N(§). It clearly follows from (3.31) and their definition in (3.36) that the vector-
functions y; form a uniformly convergent sequence whose limit, when restricted to 55, is
equal to 7—135 (52 —5z.5). As the sequence {G5} is convergent, it represents a precompact
set. Hence, we conclude that Theorem 4.2 is applicable with 4, = 2¢; ; and we have

Paate) = (1 o) exp (1l [Toale — x)ds0))

GCXP(Z'Hae(fe—fe,x)i) (0) Gl‘i\A;_‘i (o)

Gexp(Z‘HAe (5e—5z.0)i) (Z) G”"’\Af,i (Z)
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as |ii| — o0, 71 € N(§). Every component of function H; 5z ., is a constant function and
S
it will cancel out in the fraction. We recall definitions (1.4) and (1.8) to conclude that

(3.39) Gexp(Z‘HLi (52)i) (Z)G”i\Aé,i (Z) = QA;,,-, ( eXP(WE (§§)iv Z) QAg’i («\ /VAg ;> Z)-

3

Formula (3.10) yields

exp(3z.) = /s, oxp((Hag72))
and formula (3.9) gives Sz ;(z) = Qa.,(exp(5z,),z). Substitution into (3.39) provides
the required asymptotics. O

4. STRONG AsymMpTOTICS OF OPs wiTH VARYING WEIGHTS

In this section, we obtain two results that were crucial for proving Theorem 3.4. They
improve and generalize [41, Theorem 14.4] by Totik.

4.1. Main Theorems. We recall the following notation: given a non-negative Borel mea-
sure ¢ on an interval A and a continuous non-negative function f on A, we denote by
T,,(f 1) the n-th monic orthogonal polynomial with respect to the measure fu, where, with
a slight abuse of notation, we write fu for the measure fdu.

Theorem 4.1. Let A = [a, B] and {(in, hn, wn)} be a sequence of triples, where uy, w,
are measures on A and h,, is a continuous function on A. Assume further that

(A) there exists afinite measure y on A such that for any non-negative function f € C(A)
it holds that

limsupjfd,un < ffd,u;

n—o0
(B) if v, and v denote the Radon-Nikodym derivatives of u,, and p with respect to the
arcsine distribution wy, see (1.7), then || logv, —logv| 1(,) — 0asn — o0;

(C) the functions hy(x) belong to K, a fixed compact subset of C(A);

(D) dwy,(x) = w!)(x)dx are probability measures such that the functions w),(x) form
a uniformly equicontinuous family on each compact subset of («, ) and there is
7 > 0 such that

wh(x) Z wa(x)[r, xela+n",8—n""],
W, (x) $ [wa()[*,  x € (e, B),
for some xy,xy > —2, see (1.3).
Write 0,,(x) = 20V (x) + hy,(x). Then, it holds locally uniformly in Do = C\A that

@1 T, (e%pu,) (z) = (1 +ox(l))exp <nflog(z x)da)n(x))

Moreover,

G(e" py,, )
G(empn,z)

|72 (6% 10) 01 (3) = 20+ 0(1)) G (M, 0).

Theorem 4.1 generalizes [41, Theorem 14.4] in the following ways: it replaces a single
absolutely continuous measure u with a sequence of not necessarily absolutely continuous
measures e’ HUn. In [41], the analog of Theorem 4.1 is deduced from [41, Theorem 10.2]
combined with the work in [10]. We follow the same approach but replace the relevant
results in [10] by Theorem 5.8 proven further below in Section 5. Besides Theorem 4.1, we
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also need the following generalization which is used when the “pushing effect” is present
in the vector-potential problem (2.1)—(2.2) for Angelesco systems.

Theorem 4.2. Let u be a compactly supported positive Borel measure and [y, Bn] =
An € A(p) = [a(u), B(1)] be intervals that converge to some interval A = [a, §]. Assume
that u € USz(A). Further, let {(kn, hn, wn)} be a sequence of triples, where ky, hy,, are
continuous functions on A(u) and w,, are measures on A(u) such that

(1) the functions k,(x) are such that k,(x) < 0 on A(u), kn(x) = 0 on A,, and it
holds on A(u)\An that |wa, (x)|* < |kn(x)] S |wa, (x)|* for some » > 0;

(2) the functions h,(x) belong to K, a fixed compact subset of C(A(u));

(3) dwn(x) = W), (x)dx are probability measures such that suppw,, = A, the densities
{w!,(x)} form a uniformly equicontinuous family on any compact subset of (a, f3),
and

(4.2) Wa, (" S W (x)  [wa, ($)*, - x € (@n, Bn),

for some xp,xy > —2; in addition, for all n such that a, > a(u), we assume that
there exists xy > 0 for which

(4.3) W (x) < Jx — anl, x€ (an an+9),
for some § > 0, and a similar assumption is made for all n for which B, < B(u).
Set 0,,(x) :=2n(V@r(x) + k,(x)) + hn(x). Then, it holds locally uniformly in D that
G eh"p , 00
Ty (e%u) (z) = (1 + 0gc(1)) exp (nJlog(z —x)dwn(x)) %.
Gl 2)
Moreover,

f Tr% (ee"u) (x)ee"(x)d/l(x) = 2(1 + 07<(1))G2 (eh"/lm, OO)-
Ap)

In the above two formulae, the functions G(eh",um, z) can be replaced by G(eh"pmn, 2).

4.2. Proof of Theorem 4.1. We prove Theorem 4.1 in three steps that we organize as
separate lemmas.

Lemma 4.3. Iz is enough to prove Theorem 4.1 for A = [—1, 1] only.

Proof. Let I(z) = az + b be any linear transformation with a > 0 and b real. Set
AD = [71(A) and, given a measure u on A, let u!) denote a Borel measure on A()
such that uV)(B) = u(I(B)) for any Borel set B = A). Notice that w(Al) = wpw and
that the Radon-Nikodym derivative of u(!) with respect to the Lebesgue measure (resp.
waw) is equal to ap’ (1(x)) (resp. v(I(x)), where y'(x) (resp. v(x)) is the Radon-Nikodym
derivative of u with respect to the Lebesgue measure (resp. wa). Observe also that

Veuw) = - flog |(x) — l()’)|d‘”(l)()’) = —loga + V“’(l)(x)

for any Borel measure w. Hence, it holds that

T (2nV +hn I — A"T 2mver wm® (1)
n (e ,un) (I(z)) =a"T, (e M) (2)s



30 A.l. APTEKAREYV, S. DENISOV, AND M. YATTSELEV

where 1Y) = hol. Since wa(l(z)) = awan (z), the above considerations also show
that triples (pfll), hg,l), wfll)) satisfy conditions (A) — (D) on A®) if the triples (i, fin, wy,)

satisfy (A) — (D) on A. Finally, we get from (1.4) and (1.8) that

(1
o S1og(1(2)—)deon (x)_G(€"pns 0) 00 Gle" g, 0)

_ anenglog(zfx)dm ,
G(eM pin,1(z)) G(em ud, 2)

which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Condition (D), placed on the measures w, in Theorem 4.1, comes from [41, Theo-
rem 10.2]. Under this assumption it was shown there that there exist polynomials H,(x),
deg H, < n, that do not vanish on [—1, 1] and such that the functions

t(x) = VI H, (), xe[-1,1],

satisfy

@.4) 0 <) <1, xe[-1,1],
lim, o §logipdw =0, w = wi_y 4.

We remark that [41, Theorem 10.2] was formulated on [0, 1], but its results can be easily
brought to [—1, 1] by a linear transformation. In that theorem, we puty = 1/2 andu = 1,
and the degree satisfies deg H,, = n — i), where i;, — 00. The non-vanishing of H,, was
claimed only on (—1, 1), but it is clear from the construction, see [41, pages 58 and 75],
that these polynomials also do not vanish at the endpoints. Set

H,(2)Hy,(2)

4.5) T(2) = H O]

The polynomial 7, (z) has even degree, deg 7, < 2n, and 7, satisfies the following proper-
ties:
1. 7,(z) has real coefficients,
2. ,(0) =1,
3. 1, does not vanish on [—1, 1],
4. if we denote the zeros of 7,(z) by {a. ;}, j € {1,2,...,degt,}, then at least
a half of them, see [41, page 94], are located in {|Rez| < 0.9, |Imz| > L,/n}
with lim,,_,o, L, = +00. This guarantees that condition (D[, 1, 1]) of Theorem 5.8
further below is satisfied by 7, (z).

Lemma 4.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 4.1 with A = [—1, 1], it holds that

Gz(eh"ann, o0)

4.6) Ty (e™uy) (z) = (1 +0W(1))m

deg 7, deg 7,
1 7,(2) 1 — ¢(an,j)é(z)
2 ni i —_— _—
o ]Ul (2an,;¢(a ,]))¢2n—deg7n(z) 11 o) — ¢lany)

locally uniformly in C\[—1, 1], where ¢(z) := ¢1-1,11(2), see (1.3). Moreover,

Gz(e‘h"Ln,Lln, ) deg 7,

1
LT,? (e% tn) ()€ Odpan(x) = (1 + 05c(1) ——5 5= [ | (20(an;)-

Jj=1
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Proof. Since monic orthogonal polynomials do not depend on the normalization of the
measure of orthogonality, we have that

T, (ee",un) (2) =T, (eh"‘rn_l/ln) (2),  fin 1= tnftn-

Let us show that conditions (A[_j,j7) — (D[—1,17) of Theorem 5.8 are satisfied by the triples
(fin, hn, T0).  We have already mentioned that the polynomials 7,(z) fulfill (D[_; ).
Moreover, condition (C) of Theorem 4.1 is identical to condition (C[_,17) of Theorem 5.8.
Since the Radon-Nikodym derivative of /i, with respect to w = w[_y,1] is (t,v,)(x), the
functions ¢, (x) obey the first line of (4.4), and

| log(tnvn)(x) — logv(x)| < |[logvu(x) — logv(x)| — logta(x),

condition (B[_y,j)) of Theorem 5.8 follows from condition (B) of Theorem 4.1 and the
second line of (4.4). Finally, condition (A) of Theorem 4.1 implies condition (A[_; 1})
of Theorem 5.8 for the same measure ¢ due to the upper bound in the first line of (4.4).
If py(0)(z) = yuz" + -+ denotes the n-th orthonormal polynomial with respect to the
measure o, then we can write

L)@ = v pa()(e) and o, ? = [TE0)dor
So, the first claim of the lemma is deduced from Theorem 5.8. To get the second one, we
first observe that (4.5) implies |H,,(0)|* = [, an,j- Then,
1 ! 2( h 1 i
= T nr—ly
|Hn(0)|2 J;l n (e T, ,Un) (X)e Tn(x)

and we only need to apply (5.19) to the last integral. O

1
|| 72 (i) (@) 0
—1

Lemma 4.5. Theorem 4.1 holds on A = [—1,1].

Proof. We will show that the right-hand side of (4.6) can be written in a form consistent
with (4.1). We readily get from (1.8) and (1.4) that

Gz(eh"tnun, z)/Gz(eh",un, Z) _ Q(Ln, Z) _ Q(eznvwn , Z)Q(|Hn|2’ Z),

where Q is used as a shorthand for Q[_ ;. Let us show that

deete O\ BTy G4, )é(2)
2 — 1, deg 7, an,j —’j’
Q(|Hal*.2) (2)¢™ ™ (2) (/Ul : ) 11:[1 ¢(z) — ¢(an,;)

Qe z2) =¢ '(z)exp {flog(z - x)dwn(x)} .

Both equalities follow from the same general principle: if f(x) is a continuous function on
[—1,1] and Q(z) is a holomorphic non-vanishing function in C\[—1, 1] such that |Q(z)]
is continuous in the entire extended complex plane and |Q(x)| = f(x) on [—1,1], then
Q(z) = Q(f,z). Continuity of |H, (x)|* is obvious while continuity of V= (x) follows
from condition (D) and properties of logarithmic potentials. Recall that deg 7,, is an even
integer and that 2z¢(z) — 1 as z — . Now, to prove the lemma it only remains to notice
that the explicit representations given above yield

deg 7,

Q(|Ha20) = [] (2(an,)™" and Q(e"",0) =2. o
j=1
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4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.2. Similarly to Theorem 4.1, we prove Theorem 4.2 in four steps
organized as separate lemmas.

Write A(u) = [a(u),B(u)], A = [@,B], and A, = [au, Br]. Recall condition (1) of
Theorem 4.2. Let {6, } be a sequence of positive numbers such that

4.7) S = (€n/n)? 0+,

where &, — 0 as n — o0 and it will be specified later in the proof of Lemma 4.8, see (4.21).
Set A¥ := [of, Bi], where @ := max {@, — 0, (u)} and B := min{B, + 6,. B(u)}.
Our strategy will consist in applying Theorem 4.1 to obtain the asymptotics of orthogonal
polynomials P} for measures reduced to A¥. Then, we show that asymptotics of the
polynomials 7, from Theorem 4.2 coincides with that of P}.

Lemma 4.6. Recall that 0, (x) = 2n(V®(x) + kn(x)) + hu(x), x € A(u). It holds that

PE) =T (™ paz ) (2) = (1 + 0xc(1) F (2)
locally uniformly in DA, where

G(eh",ulA*, ©)
(4.8) F(z) :=exp (n Jlog(z —x)dwy (x)) —_—

G(ePnpipg2)
Proof. To apply Theorem 4.1, we need to rescale the intervals A to their limit A. To this
end, let [,,(x) = anx + by, an > 0, be the linear function that maps A onto A¥*. Clearly,

a, — 1 and b,, — 0 as n — 0. In the notation of Lemma 4.3, set @, := wff"). Then, it
holds that

supp @, = 1;1(An) €A and  dd,(x) = @, (x)dx = anw!, (1, (x))dx.

Write I, 1(A,) = [a,(ll),,Bfll)]. Since a, — 1 as n — oo, we get from the upper bound in
assumption (3) of Theorem 4.2 that

@n(x) < (x— afll))%u/z (,BSLI) —x)xu/z, xX€E (af,l),ﬁg)).

If a,(ll) > a for some index n, then @, > &} > a(u) and (x — (;y,(,l))"U/2 can be replaced

by (x — a/fll) )’?U in the above estimate as required by assumption (3) of Theorem 4.2, where

%y > 0. Similarly, if ,BS) < B for some n, then (,8511) — x)*v/? can again be replaced by
(BY) — x)?v . Either way, the upper bound in assumption (D) of Theorem 4.1 is fulfilled.
Similarly to the upper bound, we have that

O] (l))’

ah(x) =z |w ), xe (e Bn

l,?(An)(

by the lower bound in assumption (3) of Theorem 4.2. If [,,! (An) = A for all n, the above
inequality gives the desired lower bound in assumption (D) of Theorem 4.1. If at least one
of the intervals 7, ! (An) is a proper subinterval of A, then the corresponding upper bound
requires that »%; > 0. It can be readily checked that

I I
Wty ()] 2 wal)], xe (@+2(ey) —a), =208 BY)).
Notice that an(a/fll) —a) = a, — a@f < 6, and similarly that a, (8 — ﬁfll)) < 6. It now
follows from (4.7) that there exists 7 > 0 such that

oL (x) Z wa(x)[*r, xe(a+n ", —n"").
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Finally, equicontinuity of the functions @/, (x) on compact subsets of (a, 8) follows from
the analogous conditions placed on the densities w/, (x). Altogether, all the requirements
of assumption (D) of Theorem 4.1 are satisfied.

Next, let h,, = h,, o I,. It follows from the locally uniform convergence to the identity
of the functions [, that assumption (C) of Theorem 4.1 follows from assumption (2) of
Theorem 4.2 with the compact subset of C(A) being the closure of U,{hol, : h € K}.
Finally, let

dfin(x) = eznkn(x)d(ﬂlAff)(ln)(x)’ Kn = Kn O ln.

Given a continuous function f on A, it holds that

[ it - = | e s |

AF\A

foltdu —f fdu.

A\

The first integral on the right-hand side above converges to zero due to uniform continuity

of f. The second one converges to zero because f is bounded and N,A\A = & so

H(AF\A) — 0 as n — co. The third integral is always non-negative. Hence, as &, (x) < 0,

assumption (A) of Theorem 4.1 is clearly fulfilled. To verify assumption (B), observe that
log ¥ (x) = 2n&n (x) + log vy (In(x)),

where 7, is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of fi,, with respect to wa, see (1.7). We readily
have that

[logva(x) —logv s (In(x))| = [log ' (x) — log 4’ (I (x)) — log anl.

Since a, — 1, it follows from (3.2) that [logva — logvs (In)[ L1 (w,) — 0 asn — 0.
Furthermore, we have that

|| ldone) = [ Inelidgg () % [ o, ()l o),

n n n

where we used assumption (1) of Theorem 4.2. Hence, it readily follows from the definition
of A¥ that

On
(4.9) ZnL 1%, (x)|don (x) <a n L XD 2G50 (x) <ande T = g,

Since lim, .o, & = 0 by our assumptions, we get |21k, [11(4,) — 0 as n — oo, which
shows that condition (B) of Theorem 4.1 is also satisfied. Altogether, we have that the
triples (fin, hn, @n) satisfy all the conditions of Theorem 4.1 and therefore

Ty (e2nv‘f’"+fmﬂn> (2) = (1 4+ ox(1))exp (njlog(z x)dd)n(x)) GG((ej;fIn, OZO))

holds locally uniformly in Da. Computations in Lemma 4.3 now show that the above
formula is equivalent to the statement of the lemma. O

The next lemma provides a simple uniform estimate on the boundary behavior for the
sequence of outer functions. Recall the definition of function G given in (1.8) and (1.4).

Lemma 4.7. There exists a non-decreasing function €,,(t) such that lim; o €, (t) = 0 and
€u(1)
Vit

for every t € [0,B(1) — Bn] and every n. Moreover, an analogous estimate holds with
Bn + t replaced by a, — t for t € [0, an — a(u)].

log G2 (eh"pmn,ﬁn + t) <
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Proof. By (1.4) and (1.8) that

log G2 (e" pja,, Bn + 1) <

clf +) [ L+ logn ol

2 Bn+t—x

It follows from the Cauchy integral formula that

I if 1 dx _J dwa, (x)
wa,(2)  miJa, x—zwa,(x)  Ja, zox 7

where we used the fact that wa, 1 (x) = i|lwa, (x)| for x € A,. Since K is a compact, the
functions |4, (x)| are uniformly bounded. Therefore, we get that

[ ()]
A, ﬁn +1r—Xx
Recall further that va, (x) = mu/(x)|wa, (x)|. We have that

wa, (Bn +1) wa, (x) Sxc 1.

| log [wa, (x)]] n —log(Bn —x) dx
+t —d < t+ /'t
wa, (Bn )Ln Bt i—x wa, (x) <A Vi \/Bn—l Bti—x VB
<a Vit + |logt|.
Moreover,
log 1/ 1 (B |log i/ 1 (P |logy

log /()| o L logr', 1 [+ Llogito),

Anﬁn+t_x \/; an \/ﬁni‘x ! ﬁn*\/; \/ﬁni'x
- 1og /[l L1 (n) . lf n |10g/,t’(x)|dx’

\/i t Bn*\/; \/ﬁnix

where we used (3.2) for the last estimate. Set

" |logp'(x)|
€(t) := sup J ——=dbx,
n>No Jg—vF VBn —X

where Ny is sufficiently large to make sure that integrals converge. Clearly, this is a non-
decreasing function of . We claim that lim, o €(¢) = 0. Indeed, assume to the contrary
that there exist €y > 0, a sequence {,,} decreasing to 0, and a set {m,,} such that

o |log ()|
(4.10) J ———=dx = ¢
Bnm_\/;m V ﬁnm -X
If {m,} is bounded, it contains a constant sequence. However, (4.10) cannot hold along
this sequence as the integrals of a fixed integrable function over sets of decreasing measure
must vanish. On the other hand, if {n,,} contains a strictly increasing sequence, (4.10)
contradicts Proposition 3.3(iii) since u € USz(A). Hence, altogether,

0]
7

| log ' (x)|
An ,Bn +1t—x

Collecting all the previous estimates gives us

wa, (Bn +1) dwp, (x) Spa 1+

t+ 1+t logt| + €(t)

i .
Since the numerator above can be easily estimated by a non-decreasing function that has
zero limit at zero, the claim of the lemma follows. O

log G~ (e pia, . Bn + 1) Saux
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Before stating the next lemma, we deduce the following estimate. If f is a function in
the Hardy space H?(D), then the Cauchy integral formula and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
give
L@l fdnl _ 1f ez
rlz—n 2n «/1 e
Thus, if F is a function in the Hardy space H*(C\A), then F o ¢, is a function in H?(D),
see (1.3), and therefore

VACHIES

Flizn 1Pl
(4.11) F(B+90) < <
S e e

Lemma 4.8. The sequence {£,} in the definition of 6, in (4.7) can be chosen so that

J PF(x)?e’Mdu(x) -0 as n— o.
(\A

Proof. Let I,,(x) = apx + by, ap > 0, be the linear function that maps of A onto A¥,
as in the proof of Lemma 4.6. Due to the compactness of K, it holds that the sequence
hy, — hy, o I, converges to zero uniformly on A. The uniform Szegd condition implies

(4.12) G(eh"uwf,z) =(1+ 07((1))G(eh"/lm,z),
G(e"upa,.z) = (1 +o0x(1))G (™, z),

locally uniformly in D 4. Hence, the last asymptotic formula of Theorem 4.1 pulled back
to the intervals A¥ as in Lemma 4.6 shows that

(4.13) G2 (e pya,, ) J i (x)2e% O du(x) =2 + ogc(1).
A

n

Using the fact that , (x) = 0 on A,,, we get that
|Fus ()] 7 = G2 (M paja,, s 00)e vy, (x)
almost everywhere on A,; by (1.5), (1.7) and (1.8), where

G(ehn'ulAn’ CD)

Fu(z) = exp (njlog(z —x)dwn (x)) G(eMpu,, z)

(here we again restricted u to A, and not A as in Lemma 4.6). Therefore, it holds that

2
24 o0gc(1) J |PX(x)/Fut (x)| dwa, (x),
where we first reduce the interval of integration from A to A, in (4.13) and then drop
the singular part of u. Since the potentials V“n are continuous in C, each function P} /F,
is a product of a Szegd function and a bounded analytic function. As such, it belongs to
H?(D,,). Hence, it follows from (4.11) that

|(P/F)( ‘NAwl/«/x—,Bn, x € [Bu. B(1)].

The compactness of K as well as (4.12) imply that G (e” Ui, 0) Spxc 1
Now, we are ready to estimate the integrals in the statement of the lemma. We only carry

out the estimates on [}, B(u)] as the estimate on [a(u), @;'] can be done analogously.
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Assume that 8 < B(u) (otherwise we have nothing to prove). In this case 8% = B, + 6,.
Using the bounds we just obtained, Lemma 4.7 and condition (1) in Theorem 4.2 give

B(1) B(1)
[ Preoren@aueo - |
B B

Pj(x)
F,(x)

2 G2 (el )
G2 (e, x)

*/2 €u(x—ﬁn)) du(x)
VX = B VX — .Bn

eZnK,, (x)+hn(x) dﬂ (x)

B(u)
SAauK f exp (CAn(x — Bn)
BX

We further get that

ﬁ(ﬂ) ﬁ(ﬂ)fﬁn t
[ Prareaut s [ ew (c (m%/z ¥ ﬁ)) du(t + )
BX Sn NG

4.14) Sau K 622[1><(Texp (C (—nt"/z + EM—\/(;))) ,
where T := sup,, (B(¢) — Bn) and T > 0. Let

(4.15) T := (2€,(T)/n)?/ D),

When

(4.16) T,<t<T

we get €,(t) < €,(T) since €,(r) is non-decreasing. Also, for such ¢, we have €,(T) <
(n/2)t*+ /2 by the choice of T;, and combining these bounds gives

(4.17) €. (1) < (n/2)t*+1/2,

Respectively, we get for these ¢ that

4.17) (4.16)
—nt*/? +eu(t)/Vi < —(n/2)r* < —(”/2)T:f/2 D —(neZ(T)/Z)l/(%H),

and the right-hand side converges to —co as n — co. Since €, (T,,) — 0, we can choose &,
in (4.7) so that

(4.18) 2€,(Ty) < én.
Respectively, for
(4.19) op<t<T,

we have that €, (¢) < €,(T,) by monotonicity and €, (T,) < (n/2)t**D/2 byt > 6, (4.18)
and formula (4.7). Thus, combining these bounds gives

(4.20) €u(1) < (n/2)e*+1/2
Hence, we get for such ¢ that

(4.20) 4.19)

4 (N <~ < —(n/2)577 L —(1/2) () VD,
Now, we choose positive sequence {&,} so that
@.18)
(4.21) lim & =0, lim ng* = 400, and 26,(T,) < &
n—oo n—aoo

This finishes the proof of the lemma because the right-hand side of (4.14) converges to zero
when n — oo. O

Lemma 4.9. Theorem 4.2 takes place.
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Proof. Let F¥(z) be as in (4.8) and
. —NKp .
Qu, (2) == Qyx (e7ns2),

which is an outer function in H*(D yx ) whose traces satisfy [Qy, + (x)[* = ¢~ () almost
everywhere on A¥, see (1.5). Thus, it holds that
|(Qu, )+ ()] 7 = G 2e™ My (x)
almost everywhere on A* due to (1.5), (1.7) and (1.8), where G,, := G(eh",ulA:f, o0). For
brevity, put P, = T,,(e% u). Then, it follows from the Cauchy integral formula that
Pn(z) — P} (2) 1 [ Pu(s)— Pk(s) 1 ds

(Qu, F)(@)wax (z)  2ni z—s (Qu, Fi ) (5) was(s)
- Pn(x) — PE(x) . 1 . (x
- R (@) st

where I, is any counter-clockwise oriented Jordan curve that separates A* and z and we
used the following facts

Fr() = F () and war, (x) = —wyr_(x) = ibwar (0], x e A,

as well as (1.2). Since the absolute value of the real part does not exceed the absolute value
of a complex number, we get from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

Po(2) = PE@) _ o War@P F Y260 (3)
T | = O 817 g (P9 PR b 0
L war )P N2, O (x
(422) < anm J\A;f (Pn(x) - Pn ()C)) 6‘9'1( )dp(x)

It follows from the compactness of K and (4.12) that the constants G;Z are uniformly
bounded above. Because P} is the n-th monic orthogonal polynomials with respect to
efn Hiaz and P, is a monic polynomials of degree n, we have that

|, PrPECIE ) = [ P2 V(o)

AY

from which we easily deduce that
(4.23)
(Palo) = P3)) e Vuto) = |

AY

Pa(x)?e% O du(x) - f P ()2 ) du(x).

* *
A n A n

Recall that for the n-th monic orthogonal polynomial P, it holds that

(4.24) f Pfl(x)egn(x)dp(xKJ P2(x)e? ™) du(x)
A(p) A(p)
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for any monic polynomial P of degree n, and P} in particular. Therefore, we obtain from
(4.23), simple majorization, and (4.24) that

[, (P = P2 e Ot < |

A¥ A(p)

<[ PRt Wduo) - [ PG duty
A(w) .

P (e ) du(x) — f P (x)2¢% ) du(x)

*
A n

N L( A P(x)?e™™du(x) - 0
H n

as n — oo, where the last conclusion was shown in Lemma 4.8. Since the intervals A%
converge to A, we get from (4.22), the above estimates, and Lemma 4.6 that

Py(2) = Py(2) + ogc(1)(Qu, F ) (2) = (1 + 0gc(1)) Fy (2)

locally uniformly in D4, where the last equality also used the fact that Q, (z) = 1 + o(1)
locally uniformly in the complement of A as is clear from (1.4), (4.7), and (4.9). The first
claim of Theorem 4.2 now follows from (4.12). The second claim of the theorem is a
consequence of (4.12) for A, and of (4.13) if we observe that

L* P (x)2e% ) dpu(x) < f

A

Pn(x)zee"(x)d,u(x) < J;( )Pn(x)zee"(x)dﬂ(x)
M

< J P (x)*e% ™ du(x) = J Pi(x)2e™ M du(x) + o(1),
A(u) x

where we used Lemma 4.8 for the last equality. As we just mentioned, the last claim of the
theorem follows from the second line of (4.12). O

5. StroNG AsympToTICS OF OPs wiTH REciPrRoCAL PoLyNoOMIAL WEIGHTS

In this section, we describe strong asymptotics of polynomials orthogonal with respect to
a sequence of measures that are ratios of certain bounded perturbations of a Szegé measure
and polynomials of growing degrees. Below, we mostly follow [38] and generalize some
results obtained in the pioneering work [10]. Theorem 5.8 further below was used in a
crucial way in Lemma 4.4 on the way to proving Theorem 4.1. Theorem 5.8 itself is a
straightforward consequence of Theorem 5.1 that we state in the next subsection.

5.1. Orthogonality on T. Let {(07,gn, W)} be triples of a finite positive Borel measure

on T, a continuous real-valued function on T, and a monic polynomial of degree n with all

its zeros inside the unit disk. For each n we then define an inner product on the unit circle
by

—— e (o, (£)

(fokyrm = | FEKE) —rn

WP
We are interested in orthonormal polynomials ¢, (z), deg ¢,, = n, satisfying
&1 =0, me{0,1,...,n—1},
5.1 (¢n, " )1 { }
<¢n, ¢n>T,n = 1,
and normalized to have a positive leading coefficient, i.e., ¢,(z) = anz" + ..., @, > 0

(when g, = 0 and 0, = o, this is exactly the setting considered in [38]).
In this section, we let the symbol * denote the transformation

p*(z) = "p(1/2)
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defined on the set of polynomials of degree at most n. In particular, if we denote the zeros
of Wy (2) by b, j, j € {1,2,...,n}, which all belong to the unit disk, then

W(z) = n(z —bn;) and W;(z) = n(l — bnj2).

Jj=1 Jj=1

Write do, = v,dm + dos, where the measures do-$ are singular to dm(¢) = (2r)~!|dé],
the normalized Lebesgue measure on T. In this section, we shall assume the following:
(A1) there exists a finite measure do = vdm + do*, where do* is singular to dm, such
that for any non-negative continuous function f on T it holds that

lim supffdo-n < de(r;
n—oo
(Br) the densities vy, and v have logarithms integrable with respect to dm and | log vy, —
logv|piry > 0asn — ooy
(Ct) the functions g, belong to &, a fixed compact subset of C(T);
(D) the zeros {bn,;} satisfy 3;_ (1 — |bn,j|) — 00 asn — .
It is known, see [17, Section IL.2], that the condition (D) is equivalent to

Wa(z)
5.2 =o(1
locally uniformly in D. To describe the results, let us introduce the Szegé function of a

measure do = vdm + do®, which is given by

D(o,z) := exp <% J g t i log v(f)dm(f))

and is independent of the singular part 0. When log v is integrable with respect to dm,
the function D(o, z) is analytic in C\T, in fact, it is an outer function in both D and C\D,
its values inside and outside of the unit disk are related via the identity

D Yo,z) =D(0.1/2), z¢T,

and it has a non-tangential limit on T (taken within D) that satisfies |D (o, &)|*> = v(&) for
almost every £ on T.

Theorem 5.1. With the above definitions, assume that the orthogonality measures in (5.1)
satisfy conditions (At) — (D). Then,

¢ (2) $n(2)
5.3 D =14o0g(l d =o0g(l
( ) W;f (Z) n(Z) 08( ) an ¢;1:(Z) 08( )
locally uniformly in D as n — oo, where Dy (z) = D(e8"0y,, z). In particular, we have that
(5.4) anD,(0) =1+40g(l) as n— oo.

5.2. Proof of Theorem 5.1. As in the previous sections, we shall prove Theorem 5.1 in
a sequence of steps that we organize as separate lemmas. For the first step we define the
Caratheodory function of a measure o by

£+ Zdo-(f ).

§—z

Further, for each orthonormal polynomial ¢, (z) we define its companion polynomial as a
polynomial ¢, (z) of degree at most n such that ¥ (z) interpolates ¢ (z) F (e 0, z) at the
zeros of zW,(z), see [38, Equation (3.6)].

F(o,z):=




40 A.l. APTEKAREYV, S. DENISOV, AND M. YATTSELEV

Lemma 5.2. Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, we have

. Yn(2)
F(eb"oy,7) — =o0g(l) as n— ®
() = gay — e
locally uniformly in D. Moreover,
¥ (0)
(5.5) F(e®"0,,0) = .
om0 = o)
Proof. Combining formulas (3.23), (3.24), and (3.26) from [38], we get
. ¥ (2) ‘ Wa(z) | |8 o]
F(ef" oy, z) — <2V2|z
o= g WEQ)| (- )72
for z € D, where |u| denotes the total mass of the measure . Taking f = 1in (Ar), we get
(5.6) limsup|oy| < |o| and limsup|eé oy| <g |o],
n—aoo n—aoo

where the last bound follows from (Cr). Applying (5.2) finishes the proof of the lemma. O

Notice that Jensen’s inequality and (Cr) yield that

5.7 liminf |0y, | > liminf exp <J10g Undm) = exp <f10g vdm> > —00
n—oo n—oo

and (Br) gives a lower bound

(5.8) liminf |e$" 0y, | 2 & exp (J log vdm> .
n—aoo
Put
(z
5.9) u(2) = Re (”;:8) <1,

which is a harmonic function in some neighborhood of D. It has been shown in [38,
Equation (3.9)] that

* 2
(5.10) i (2) _[€+z Wy (€)

He) fz¢@ﬂd”Q
Hence, 4,,(z) is areal part of the Caratheodory function of an absolutely continuous measure
with strictly positive density and therefore is a strictly positive harmonic function in D. It
readily follows from the second claim of Lemma 5.2 that

(5.11) [Aam| = 2,(0) = F(e%"0y,0) = |80

Lemma 5.3. Let Z be a compact set in C(T). Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, it
holds that for any € > 0 there exists Ng, 7 (€) such that

Uheg"da'n — Jh/lndm’ <e€

foralln = Ng_z(€) and each h € Z.

Proof. We use a standard approximation argument. Comparing the Taylor coefficients of
functions F(e$" oy, z) and y ¥ (2)/¢%(z) at z = 0 and applying Lemma 5.2 gives
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as n — oo, where h(¢) = ¢/, j € Z. Hence, this claim remains true for each trigono-
metric polynomial 2. Now, given € > 0, we can use compactness and denseness of
trigonometric polynomials in C(T) to find a finite collection of trigonometric polynomials
{h1,ha, ..., hg (e} such that for each h € Z thereis k € {1,2,...,K(€)} for which

€
h — hg < -,
Ih = el < o
where ||e8noy,| < Mg. Then,

U(h — hy)e®rdoy

by (5.11). As just observed, for each iy one can find a natural number Ng j, (€) such that

<§ and U(hhk)/lndm‘<§

Uhk (e®dory — A dm)‘ < g
forn = Ng p, (€). Taking Ng z(€) = max;<r<k(e) Ne.n (€) yields the desired claim. O

For the next step, we shall need the mutual entropy of two measures. Let u and v be two
measures on T such that y is absolutely continuous with respect to v. The entropy S(u|v)

is defined as
du
S(ulv) = flog <d ) dp.

Itisknown that S(u|v) < log |v|and the following representation holds, see [36, Lemma 2.3.3,
p-137]:

(5.12) S(ulv) = ir}f (dev — J(l + logf)du) ,

where the infimum is taken over all positive continuous functions on T. Moreover, see [36,
Example 2.3.2],if 4 = m and dv = v'dm + dv*, then

(5.13) S(mlv) = flog (Cji ) dm = flogv’dm.

Lemma 5.4. Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, it holds that for any € > 0 there exists
Ng(€), that depends on & but not a particular choice of {gn} < &, such that

floglndm < f (gn + logvn)dm +e€, n=Ng(e).

Proof. Tt follows from (5.12) and (5.13), applied with ¢ = m and v = o, as well as the
condition (Br) that there exists a positive continuous function fe and a natural number
N (€) such that

JfEdO' . J(l +log fo)dm < Jlogvdm + 2 < flogvndm + %

for all n > N;(e). Hence, we get again from (5.12) and (5.13), applied this time with
u = m and dv = A,,dm, that

Jlog Apdm < J(e_g"ff)/lndm - J (1+log(e 8" fe))dm
(5.14) < J(gn + logv, )dm + J(e*g"fe)/lndm _ Jffdo— + %
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for all n > Nj(e). Furthermore, it follows from the condition (Ar) that there exists a
natural number N;(€) such that

ffedgn < erdo— + 2

forall n = N,(e). Thus, we get from Lemma 5.3, applied with Z = {e 8 fc : g € E}, that
there exists Ng(€) = max{N;(€), N2(e)} such that

(5.135) J‘(e*g"ff)/lndm < J(e*g"f Yedndoy, + JfEdU + =
for all n = Ng(e€). Clearly, inequalities (5.14) and (5.15) yield the desired claim. O

Lemma 5.5. Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, (5.4) takes place.
Proof. It follows directly from (5.9) and (5.10), see also [38, Equation (3.8)], that

2 2
WO (Wal®)
¢ (£) $n(£)
As W*(z)/¢7(z) is an analytic and non-vanishing function in the closed unit disk, the

logarithm of its absolute value is harmonic there. Thus, we get from the mean-value
property that

= ﬂn(f)’ |§| =1

loga, = —log

Wk(0) 1
55(0) ‘ —5 Jlog/lndm,

where one also needs to recall that ¢*(0) = @, > 0 and W*(0) = 1. Hence, it follows
from Lemma 5.4 and the very definition of D, (z) that

1
loga, > ~3 J (gn + loguy)dm + 0g(1) = —log D, (0) + 0g(1).

On the other hand, we get from (5.1) that

2

bn

=1 Fn
Og”Wn

Therefore, Jensen’s inequality gives

0> Jlog

which finishes the proof of the lemma. O

¢ 2
edndo, = logJ ’Wn esnu,dm.

2dm = 2log (@nDx(0)),

Lemma 5.6. Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, it holds that

”‘an

asn — oo, where D, (£) denotes above the non-tangential boundary values of Dy, (z) on T
taken from within D. In particular, the first asymptotic formula in (5.3) takes place.

dm = og(1)

Proof. Denote the integral in the statement of the lemma by /. Then, we have that

I—J‘ 2D, dm+12JRe<¢" n>dm.
Wi
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Since |D,(€)]> = e#(&y,(¢) for almost every |£| = 1, the mean-value property for
harmonic functions yields that

-Ji
Wn

The first claim of the lemma now follows from (5.4). In particular, we have shown that
the functions 1 — ¢*D, /W belong to the Hardy space H?(D). Thus, the second claim
of the lemma now follows from the first and the Cauchy integral formula for functions in
H?*(D). O

¢, (0)
Wi (0)

2
e®ru,dm + 1 — 2Re (

Dn(O)) <2~ 2a,D0(0).

Lemma 5.7. Under the conditions of Theorem 5.1, the second asymptotic formula in (5.3)
takes place.

Proof. Tt follows from the first asymptotic formula in (5.3) that

¢n(z) _ Wilz) dn(2) _ (4o 1 £1(2)Dn(2)
$:(z)  #i() Wil2) CTWER)

Thus, it is sufficient for us to study the behavior of ¢, D, /W in the unit disk. Since these
functions have integrable traces on T and dm (&) = dé/(2ni¢), it follows from the Cauchy
integral formula that

¢n(2)Dn(2) _ $n(€)Dn(§) dm(€) _ $n(€)Dn(€) dm(€)
W) -] WiE) 1% [ Baternte Wal®) 1-cF

where B, (z) = W, (2)/W*(z) and U, (¢) = D, (£)/D,(€). Since |B,(&)Un(€)| = 1 for
|€] = 1, it follows from the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality that

¢n(§)Dn(§) B dm(f) H¢nD_n/Wn - 1HLZ(’]I‘)
J ( Wal2) 1) ] E

Thus, we deduce from the first claim of Lemma 5.6 that

¢n (Z)Dn (Z)
Wi(2)

<

dm(¢)
1—z3’

where 0g(1) holds locally uniformly in the unit disk.! Let {5, r } be the Fourier coefficients
of B,,(¢) and {u, (z)} be the Fourier coefficients of U, (£)/(1 — z€). Then,

dm(é) _ D bkt k(2).

1-z /=

Since both B, (£) and U, (¢) are unimodular functions,

dm 1
Z |bn,k|2 =1, Z |“n,k|2 _ | (‘f) _

keZ keZ 1 - Zs":|2 1 - |Z|2 .

=o0g(l) + JBn(f)Un(f)

an(f)Un@

"When Uy, (&) = U(&), the last integral above can be understood as (777 B, )(z), where Ty, is a Toeplitz operator
with symbol U. Since ’7’&" = T and the Blaschke products By, (z) converge weakly to zero in H 2(D) by (5.2),
the functions (777 By, )(z) also converge weakly to zero in H?(D), which finishes the proof of the lemma in this
case. This observation somewhat simplifies the arguments given in [38, pages 182-188].
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The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives

dm(¢) < S
| B@U 2] <3, busttnr(2)| 4] D bustin k(2
1 —z& k=0 k=K+1
S -k Q)
k=K+1

for any natural number K. Asymptotic formula (5.2) yields that for any € > 0 and any
K, there exists N (€) such that the first sum above is bounded by €/(1 — |z|?)!/? for
all n > Nk(e). Thus, to prove the lemma we are only left to argue that there exists
K = Kg . (€), which is locally uniformly bounded with respect to z, such that the second
sum is bounded by €. To prove this claim, it is enough to show that the functions (as
functions in variable &)

1 D(eg7é:) D(U"’f)
1-— ZE D(eg,f) D(Un’f)

form a precompact set in L>(T) for g € &, n € N, and z in any fixed compact subset of D.
Let H be the Hilbert transform. The functions above can be written as

(1 ZE)*IEZi(Wg)(f)EZi(WIOg vn)(£)
Consider the following subsets of L?(T):

S ={(1- )" z e compactinD},
S, = {EZi(’Hg)(f) ‘g€ 8},
S3 = {eZi(ﬂlog v)(&) ipe N} .

The compactness of 1 in L?(T) is trivial. Since & is compact in C(T) it is also compact
in L?(T). The operator H is a bounded on L?(T). Hence, HE is a compact subset of
real-valued functions in LZ(T). Given two real numbers f and g, we have

(5.16) leif — "2 = 4sin®((f — h)/2) <4|f —hlP, pe(0,2].

Therefore, S, is compact in L?(T). Finally, since log v,, — logv in L'(T) due to our con-
dition (Br), it holds that H log v, — H logv in L?(T) for any p € (0, 1) by Kolmogorov’s
theorem. Using (5.16) with any such p yields that the functions exp(2iH log v,,) converge
to exp(2iH logv) in L?(T), which shows that S is precompact in L?(T). Since S1, S», and
S5 are bounded in L (T), the product set S1 5,53 is precompact in L?(T) as claimed. That
finishes the proof of the lemma. O

5.3. Orthogonality on [—1,1]. We will now translate the results of Theorem 5.1 to the case
of polynomials orthonormal on the interval [—1, 1]. Here, we look at triples (fy, An, Tn)s
where (i, is a finite positive Borel measure, &, is a continuous function, and 7, is a
polynomial of degree at most 2n with real coefficients that does not vanish on [—1, 1] and
is normalized to have value 1 at 0. For each n we define an inner product on [—1, 1] by

_ehn(x) ~n X
Frrin = | £ #”
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We are interested in the orthonormal polynomials with the above varying weights. That is,
we study polynomials p,(z), deg p, = n, satisfying orthogonality relations

{<pn,xm>[1,1],n =0, me{0,1,...,n—1},
<17n717n>[—1,1],n =1,

which are normalized to have positive leading coefficient that we denote by y,,, i.e., pn(z) =
vnZ"" + lower degree terms, v, > 0.

The assumptions we made about the polynomials 7,, can be equivalently stated in the
following way. Let {an.1,an2, - .., an s} be a conjugate-symmetric multi-set (points a,,, i
can coincide and be either real or come in complex-conjugate pairs) such thata,, ; ¢ [—1, 1]
(these points can be equal to c0). Then,

'rn(x)=12_n[<1— al )

j=1 an»j

(5.17)

where we understand x/a,, ; as 0 when a,, ; = oo. Below, we assume the following:

(A[=1,17) there exists a finite measure i on [—1, 1] such that for any non-negative continuous
Sunction f on [—1,1] it holds that

lim supffd/jn < deu;
n—aoo

(B[—1,17) the Radon-Nikodym derivatives of fi, and u with respect to w = w[_1,1], say ¥,
and v, see (1.2) and (1.7), satisfy |log v, —logv|p1(,) — 0asn — ;

(Ci=1,1]) the functions h, belong to K, a fixed compact subset of C[—1,1];

(D[=1,17) the zeros {an,;} of the polynomials T, satisfy 2311 (1—|¢(an,j)|) = wasn — o,
where ¢(z) = ¢[—1,11(z), see (1.3).

The next result is proven exactly as [38, Theorem 1]. Nevertheless, we provide most of
the details for the reader’s convenience.

Theorem 5.8. With the above definitions, assume that the triples (fin, hy, Tn) satisfy con-
ditions (A[_1,11) — (D[=1,1])- Let pn(z) be as in (5.17). Then,

(5.18) 2G2(z)

2n
p%(Z) 1—[ ¢(Z)_¢(an,j) =1+07<(1)

Tn(Z) j=1 1-— ¢(Tn])¢(z)

locally uniformly in C\[—1,1] as n — o0, where G,(z) = G(e" fi,, z) and the meaning
of 0xc(1) is the same as in Theorem 4.1. In particular, we have that

2
(5.19) Gi(oo)% n (2an,jp(an;)) =1+ o0x(1) as n— .

j:an,j?ﬁw

Proof. The results of this theorem follow from Theorem 5.1 after we connect orthogonality
on [—1, 1] to the orthogonality on the circle by the Joukovski map

J(z) = (z+z71)/2

To translate conditions (Aj_; ;7)) — (D[—1,17) into conditions (At) — (Dr), set ban; =
#(an,j), je{1,2,...,2n}. Thatis, J(bon, ;) = an,j. Then

Tn(Z) = 1_[ (( - b2n,j)(1 —é’bzn’j) _ W2n(§)W;n(é’)

Zan,jbzn,jg“ Cné’Zn

)
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z = J({), where ¢cn = [, 2o 2an jbonj, Wan($) = ]_[311({ — bop,j), and we used
the conjugate symmetry of the multi-set {bay.1,b201.2,---,b2n2n}. Clearly, conditions
(Di=1,11) and (D) are equivalent to each other. Define & = {hoJ : h € K} and let
g = hyn o J. It trivially holds that condition (C|_; ;) implies condition (Cr). Every
measure y defined on [—1, 1] can be mapped to a measure ¢ on T by the formula

20(A4) = u(J(A+)) + u(J(AZ)),
where A is any Borel subsetin T, Ay = A n {e'’ : t € [0,7)}, and A_ = A\A,. For
example, the mapping of the arcsine law w results in the normalized Lebesgue measure m
on the circle. More generally, if one has a function v that is integrable with respect to w,
the measure vdw is mapped to vdm, where v = v o J. We use this map to define measures
02, on T that correspond to the measures fi, on [—1, 1]. This gives do, = va,dm + do-zsn
and do = vdm + do®, where vy, = ¥,, o J and v = v o J. Notice that condition (3[71,1])
implies (Br). Similarly, condition (A[_; 1)) implies condition (Ar).
Let now ¢, be the polynomials satisfying orthogonality relations (5.1) with the above
defined (0725, g2n, Wan). It is well-known, see [40, Theorem 11.5] or [38, Lemma 4.13],
that

2 830 (1 +60(0)/85,(0)) 2 o1 B ( ¢2n<o>>
pa(z) = 20,02 1+ ¢2"(0)/¢>2kn(0) and 7y, =2 Cn 1+ ¢§n(0) >

where z = J(£). It can be readily verified that G, (z) = D2,(Z), see [38, Lemma 4.3].
Thus, asymptotic formulae (5.18) and (5.19) follow from (5.3) and (5.4), where one needs
to use the identity

Gi(x) {7 0@ —¢dlani) ({"Du(0))’
™(2) jljllfas(an,jw(z) - ( W) ) '
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