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Abstract

We study pointwise bounds of orthogonal expansions on the real line
for a class of exponential weights of smooth polynomial decay at infinity.
As a consequence of our main results, we establish pointwise bounds for
weighted Hilbert transforms which are of independent interest.
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1 Introduction and Statement of Results

1.1 Background: Fourier Series/Orthogonal expansions

In this paper, we study pointwise approximation of measurable functions f :
R — R, by orthogonal expansions on the real line for a class of exponential
weights of smooth polynomial decay at infinity. As a consequence of our main
results, we establish pointwise bounds for weighted Hilbert transforms which
are of independent interest.

To set the scene for our investigations, a weight w will be a positive function
on R with 2"w(z) € L1(R) := L1, n=0,1, ....

Given w as above, we may form an orthonormal/Fourier expansion

f— ijpjv bj = / fpjw?, j >0
=0 R

for any measurable function f : R — R for which

/]R |f (2)2? |[w?(x)dx < oo, j=0,1,.. (1.1)



Here, see [11], p, := pn(w?), n > 0 are the unique orthonormal polynomials of
degree n satisfying

/pn(a:)pm(x)MQ(:zr)da: = mn; m,n >0 (1.2)
R
where
{ 0, m#n
Om.m i=
’ 1, m=n

For n > 1 and f satisfying (1.1), we set:

n—1
Sulfl =Y bjp;. (1.3)
=0

Our focus in this paper is to study pointwise bounds for the partial sums
given by (1.3) in suitable weighted spaces on the line, which in turn, allows
for further investigations concerning pointwise convergence with rates of con-
vergence. For orthonormal expansions on finite intervals, there are many well
known mean convergence results starting with those of Riesz and continuing
with results on Chebyshev, Jacobi and generalized Jacobi weights. We do not
review these aforementioned results here but refer the reader to [18], [20], [29]
and the many references cited therein for a comprehensive account of this vast
and interesting subject. The first significant results dealing with mean con-
vergence of orthonormal expansions on the line are due to Askey and Wainger
for the Hermite weight w(z) = exp(—x?), see [1]. Thereafter, followed related
results of Muckenhoupt, see [24], [25], Mhaskar and Xu, see [23] and Jha and
Lubinsky, see [14].

The subject of pointwise convergence of orthonormal expansions on the line
is not cited much in the literature. Indeed, the only results that are known to
this author are sufficiency results for pointwise convergence (without rates of
convergence). See Remark 3 below. The main idea in this paper is to derive
pointwise bounds for weighted Hilbert transforms on the line, which are sharp
enough, to allow us to obtain pointwise bounds for orthonormal expansions.
These later bounds allow for further investigations concerning pointwise con-
vergence with rates of convergence. Our results on weighted Hilbert transforms
are of independent interest and so we have chosen to include their discussion in
a separate section which can be read, mostly independently, from the rest of the
paper. These later results complement earlier results by the author which ap-
peared in [3]. One of the most interesting discoveries that we make in this paper,
is to show that unlike in the case of L,(1 < p < o), the weighted orthonormal
operators given by (1.1) are not uniformly bounded operators from weighted L,
to weighted L. Indeed, as operators defined from a strict Sobolev subspace
of weighted Lo, to weighted L, they have a norm bounded above by const
log(n) for some absolute positive constant. Both these later facts seem consis-
tent with classical results in Fourier series and with what is known concerning
growth of weighted Lagrange constants, see for example [6] and the references
cited therein.



The outline of this paper will thus be as follows:

e Section 1.2-1.3: Here we will introduce some needed notation for the re-
mainder of the paper.

e Section 1.4: In this section, we state our main results, namely Theorems
1 and 2 and some important remarks.

e Sections 2-3: In this section, we prove Theorems 1 and 2.

e Section 4: Finally in this last section, we address pointwise bounds for
Hilbert Transforms namely Theorems 3 and 4.

1.2 Notation:

Here and throughout, let us agree that henceforth C' will denote a positive
constant independent of x, y, j, k, n, t, u, f and p, which will in general take
on different values at different times. Moreover, for any two sequences {b,} and
{¢n} of nonzero real numbers, we shall write b, = O(c,,) if

b, < Ceyp, n — 00

and b, ~ ¢, if
by, = O(cy) and cn = O(by).

Given u,z € R, let

Au(f)(@) = f(z +u) — f(x)
denote a difference operator of a measurable f : R — R satisfying (1.1) and for
1 < p < oo and such f we shall set, whenever finite:

(Jo |(Fw) (@) Pdz) ", 1< p < o0.

For a fixed a € R, we will also define

ua(y) = (1 +[y))*, y € R. (1.4)

[| fwllp := { sup, gl fwl(x), p =00

1.3 A class of admissible weights.

Definition 1 A weight function w = exp(—@Q) : R — (0,00) will be called
admissible if each of the following conditions below is satisfied:

(a) Q :=log(1/w) is continuously differentiable, even and satisfies Q(0) = 0;
(b) @’ is nondecreasing in R with
lim Q(z) = lim Q(x) = cc.
Assume that there exists n > 1 with

2Q'(z)
Q(x)

n < <O,z eR\{0}. (1.5)



(c) For every € > 0, there exists § > 0 such that for every z € R\{0},

T Q (s) — Q') /
/MI| s < Q).
Definition 1, as presented first in [16], defines a very general class of even weights
for which our results hold. The weak regularity and smoothness conditions on
w above are needed, in particular for bounds on p,,, and its zeroes and are used
heavily in our proofs, see Sections 1.2 and 1.3 below. Note that Definition 1
does not require Q" to exist. Instead we require only a mild local Lipshitz 1/2
condition on @’. (1.5) forces @ to grow as a polynomial at +00. We note, as
an easily absorbed example, that

we (x) = exp (—|z|*), a > 1, zeR (1.6)

is an admissible weight.

1.3.1 The numbers a, and A4,

In analyzing admissible weights w? and their associated orthogonal polynomials
on the line, an important role is played by the scaled endpoints +a, of the
support of the equilibrium measure for w? and the asymptotic behavior of the
recurrence coefficients A,, for p,(w?). More precisely:

Given v > 0, we define the real number a, by the positive root of the
equation
2 [ a,tQ (aut)
™ Jo V1-—1t2
It is known, see [16], that a, is uniquely defined, strictly increasing in (0, 00)
with

dt, u > 0.

lim a, = o0
uU— 00
and of polynomial growth at co. For example, for the weight given by (1.6), it
is known that
ay ~ ut’®.
For this paper, we will need the important and well established fact, see [16],
that

1Pwlloo = [[Pw][oc[-a,.a,]

and
[(Pw)(@)]|oo(|z)>sa,) < €xP(=Cn)|[Pwl|oc[—a,, ,a,] (1.7)

for every fixed s > 1 and for every polynomial P of degree at most n > 1.
It is also well known, see [11], that the orthonormal polynomials given by
(1.2) admit the representation

Pu(T) =na" + -0, Y= ”Yn(wz) >0



and satisfy the three term recurrence

xpn(z) = Ap(W?)pni1(x) + Ap_ 1 (Wpn_1(z), z € R, n >0, (1.8)

~1/2 and

Here, p_1 = 0, po = ([ w?(z) dz)
Ay = A (0?) = Yn_1/vn >0, n>0.

For each n > 0, the numbers A,, are called the recurrence coefficients for p,, and
satisfy the following relations, see [16]:

Ay
lim =2 =1/2 (1.9)
n—oo O
and 4
lim =24 — 1, (1.10)

n

1.4 Owur Main Results

1.4.1 Orthogonal expansions

We are ready to state our main results. Our first result deals with necessary
conditions for pointwise boundedness:

Theorem 1(a): Necessity Let w be an admissible weight and B,b € R
with b < B. Then for

sup,,co {|Sn[flwus|(z)} (1.11)
< Ol fwup|loo

to hold for some infinite subsequence €2 C N, for all x € R and for all measurable
f satisfying (1.1) for which the right hand side of (1.11) is finite, it is necessary
that

B>0 (1.12)

and )
af;mm{BJ}nl/GCBm =0(1),n>1 (1.13)

where L
1, B+#1
Cr.n '_{ logn, B=1.

Theorem 1(b): Sufficiency Let w be an admissible weight, b < 0 and assume
(1.12) and (1.13). Let x € R and assume moreover that

AZ—T_HO(%), n — oo. (1.14)



Then there exists an infinite subsequence  C N so that for n € Q, (1.12) and
(1.13) are sufficient for

[(Sal ) ) (1.15)
g(ﬁ@oguuuman—r/i}Eﬂﬁéigﬂﬁﬁdﬁ}

to hold for all measurable f : R — R satisfying (1.1) for which the right hand
side of (1.15) is finite. If in addition to (1.14), we assume

ﬁ:l{HO(L)], " — oo, (1.16)

an 2 n2/3

then for n >1

1
ey e

—1

for all measurable f : R — R satisfying (1.1) for which (1.17) is finite.
Remark 1: L, analogues of Theorem 1

Analogues of Theorem 1 in L,(1 < p < o) are contained in [1], [24], [25],
[23] [14] and [3]. More precisely, in [1], [24] and [25], Askey, Waigner and
Muckenhoupt proved an L, analogue of Theorem 1 for the Hermite weight ((1.6)
with a = 2). Subsequently in [23], Mhaskar and Xu generalized Muckenhoupts
result to a larger class of weights on the line and in [14, Theorem 1.2], Jha and
Lubinsky obtained necessary and sufficient conditions for mean convergence.
We note that in this later paper, the authors assumed both (1.14) and (1.16)
for their sufficiency. The sharpest form of [14, Theorem 1.2] under the weakest
conditions on w was proved recently by the author in [3, Theorem 2] and is
contained in the following:

Theorem A Let w be admissible, b, B € R with b < B, 1 < p < oo and
Cp.n as defined by Theorem 1(a). Then for

suppeq {I[Snlflww|lp} < Cllfwuplly (1.18)

to hold for some infinite subsequence 2 C N and for all measurable f : R — R
satisfying (1.1) such that the right hand side of (1.18) is finite, it is necessary
that

b<1-1/p, B> —1/p. (1.19)

In addition, it is necessary that if p < 4/3 then
I:
aglax{b,—l/p}—Bn1/6(4/p—3)CB7n _ O(l)



and II: if p = 4/3 or 4 then b < B, and if p > 4 then

a%—min{B,l—l/p}n1/6(1—4/p)CB)n _ O(l)

Moreover, if (1.14) holds, then (1.19), I and IT are also sufficient for (1.18) to
hold. If in addition to (1.14), (1.16) holds, then

sup,>1 {|[Snlflwwsllp} < Cll fwup|lp.

In particular, assuming (1.14), (1.16), (1.19), I and II, we have

lim [|(Sn[f] = flwus||, =0 (1.20)

n—oo

for all continuous f : R — R satisfying

lim |fwupgys|(z) =0

|| —00
for some § > 1.

Remark 2: The assumptions (1.14) and (1.16) The additional assump-
tions (1.14) and (1.16) used in Theorem 1 and Theorem A, are needed to obtain
matching lower and upper bounds for the difference (p, — p,_2)w? near +a,
which are essential in our proof. The sharpness of these estimates near +a,,, do
not follow from well known estimates on p,w?. (See [16, Theorem 1.8], [10, The-
orem 1] and (3.5) below which hold without these later requirements). (1.14)
and (1.16) were used for the first time in their present form in [14, Theorem
1.2] and in [3, Theorem 1.3]. Indeed, in [3, Theorem 1.3], it was shown that
(1.14) implies (1.16) for a subsequence of N. Notice that (1.14) and (1.16) are
stronger than (1.9) and (1.10). For the example given by (1.6) it is known, (see
[15]), that both (1.14) and (1.16) are satisfied. See also [4] and [10] for related
examples.

Remark 3: Pointwise and mean boundedness; the essential differ-
ences

We note a fundamental difference in the estimates on the right hand side
of (1.15) and (1.17), namely the appearance of the extra integral and log(n)
terms. The integral term arises since, (see Section 4, Theorems 3 and 4 and [3,
Theorems 1.6(a-b)]), the weighted Hilbert transform H[;w] is a bounded map
from a strict Sobolev subspace of weighted L, to weighted L., and bounded
from weighted L, to weighted L, for 1 < p < oo. Thus the second integral
term in the pointwise case, forces more smoothness on the function f which is
not needed in L,. This is consistent with classical results in Fourier series, see
[28]. The extra log(n) term at first appears unatural when one compares to
L,(1 < p < 00). However, it arises naturally in both upper and lower pointwise
bounds for weighted Lebesgue constants which are closely related to orthonor-
mal expansions, see [6], [7] and the references cited therein. Actually one of the
main objectives in this paper is to show that pointwise and mean bounds for



weighted orthonormal expansions are indeed very different and should not be
mixed in general. This again, is quite consistent with what is known concerning
weighted Lebesgue constants.

Concerning convergence alone, an old result of Nikol’skii, see [20], implies
that if f is absolutely continuous, w admissible and wf’ € Ly then (f —S,(f))w
converges to 0 pointwise as n — oo. Freud and Mhaskar in [13] and [21] proved
an interesting generalization of this result as follows. Suppose Q € C? is even
and convex, Q" is increasing in (0,00) and satisfies Definition 1(b), f is of
weighted bounded variation on compact intervals on R and z is a point of
continuity of f then

[(f = SulfD(@)w(@)exp(-C2Q'(x))] — 0, n — o0

Extensions of this later result to other even exponential weights have recenty
been given in [19]. Theorem 1 gives pointwise bounds for the orthonormal
operators given by (1.1), which in turn allow for the investigation of pointwise
convergence with rates of polynomial approximation.

As an immediate corollary of Theorem 1, we have:
Theorem 2 Let w be admissible, z € R, b < 0 and assume (1.12)-(1.14).
Then there exists an infinite subsequence 2 C N such that for n € Q
|1Sn[flwus|(z) < C [logn||fwuplle + || f wus]]oo] (1.21)

holds for measurable f : R — R for which the right hand side of (1.21) is finite.
Moreover, if (1.16) holds, then for n > 1,

|Sn[flwus|(x) < C [logn||fwuple + || f wis]]od] (1.22)

holds for all measurable functions f : R — R for which the right hand side of
(1.22) holds.

Theorems 1-2 allow for pointwise convergence with rates of convergence.
These investigations and results will appear in a forthcoming paper.

2 Proof of Necessity of Theorem 1

In this section, we present the proof of the necessity of Theorem 1. Our first
Lemma is a beautiful application of duality theory whose ideas can be traced
back to Pollard, Freud and Nevai. See also [14, Lemma 3.1]. We provide full
details for the reader’s convenience.

Lemma 1 Let w be admissible, B,b,z € R, 1 < p < oo and let
p%l, l1<p<o
q:=9q oo, p=1,
1, p =00



Suppose there exists C' such that for some infinite subsequence 2 C N and for
all z € R,
sup,, cq |Sn[flwws|(z) < || fwus]lp] (2.1)

holds for every measurable f : R — R satisfying (1.1) for which the right hand
side of (2.1) is finite. Then

suppeq {l[pnwu—p|lg|[prwus|loc} = O(1). (2.2)

Proof Let z € R and choose © C N so that (2.1) holds. Let n € © and
write

n—1
Sn[f] = Z bjpj
§=0
where
bj = /R(fpjwz)(y)dy, j=0,1,2..
Using (2.1), we then have,

[bn|[pnwup|(2) = [(Sni1 = Sn) (f)wus|(z) (2.3)
<2C (|| fwuplly]

for every measurable f : R — R satisfying (1.1) for which the right hand side of
(2.3) is finite.
Recalling the definition of b, (2.3) then implies that we have
‘/R(pnwuB)(y))(fUJUB)(y)dy‘ [Prwus|(z) (2.4)
< 2C|||fwupllp]

for every measurable f : R — R satisfying (1.1), for which the right hand side
of (2.4) is finite. Suppose first that 1 < p < co. Then from (2.4), we have

SUP{f: || fwup|l,<1}

<2C.

/ <pnwu_B><y>><fwuB><y>dy] puwn|(z) (25)

As L, is the dual space of L,, (2.5) implies that

{llpnwu—pllgllprwus||oc} < 2C. (2.6)

Taking sups we see that we have (2.2) as required. Suppose next that p = oo.
In this case, clearly L; is not the dual of L., but duality of the norms does hold

ie,
/gh‘ = lgll1
R

SUP{h: ||h]|o<1}



for Ly functions g : R — R. Indeed, this last statement can be easily proved by
taking h = sign(g). Thus we deduce that (2.6) persists for p = oo also. This
completes the proof of the Lemma. O

We are now ready to present the:
Proof of Theorem 1(a) Applying Lemma 1, we have
sup,cqllPnwu—g|[1|[pnwuslec = O(1). (2.7)

Next, we need the following facts: For n > 1,

|lpnwu—g|h (2.8)
a;1/2 a}L/Q_B, B>1
~ a;1/2logn+a}/2_B, B=1
a,ll/%B, B<1
and
[[Pnwusp|| oo (2.9)
a;1/2+af,71/2n1/6, b<0
a2_1/2n1/6, b>0.

The bounds (2.8) and (2.9) follow if we apply the method of [14, Lemma
4.7] together with [10, Theorem 1], [16, Theorem 1.18] and [16, Theorem 13.6].
We will now apply (2.8) and (2.9) together with (2.7) to deduce the necessity of
Theorem 1. To see this, suppose that B < 0. Then b < 0 and so an application
of (2.7-2.9) implies that

nt/6 =0(1).

This gives an obvious contradiction for large enough n so necessarily B > 0. If
we assume similarly that b > 1, then we obtain, on applying (2.7-2.9) that

ab=nt/% = 0(1).
Thus we obtain a contradiction again. Finally if

b—min{B,1},.1/6
a, {B.1}p1/ Cin

is unbounded for large n, then a straightforward and tedious application of (2.7-
2.9) again gives a contradiction. Thus the necessity of Theorem 1 is established.
We remark that actually we have shown the following fact which we use again
in the sufficiency of Theorem 1: Given any infinite subsequence 2 C N,

sup,cqollPnwu—p|l1|[pnwusls (2.10)

is bounded and bounded away from 0 iff (1.12) and (1.13) hold. O

10



3 Proofs of Theorems 1-2

In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem 1 and present the proof of
Theorem 2. We begin with the

Proof of Theorem 1(b) Using [3, Theorem 1.3] and [10, Theorem 1], we
know that (1.14) implies (1.16) for an infinite subsequence of N, so without loss
of generality we will assume throughout that only (1.14) holds and choose and
fix an © C N for which (1.16) holds. Let n € Q and assume without loss of
generality that n is large enough. We will need the kernel

n—1
Ky (z,t) = ij(x)pj (t), t,z € R
3=0

where

Sulfl(z) = /RKn(x,t)(fw%(t)dt, x €R.

More precisely, we will use Pollards decomposition of K as applied by Askey
and Wainger, Muckenhoupt, Mhaskar and Xu and Lubinsky and Jha in [1], [24],
[25], [23] and [14]. For a given ¢,z € R, write,

Kp(x,t) = Kpa(x,t) + Ky oz, t) + Ky 3(z,t)

where A
Kpi(x,t) = mpnfl(x)pnfl(t)v
A,_1A, (pn _pn72)(x)
Koola,t) = =100 () En " P20
(1) An+An_1p 1(®) T —1
and

Knﬁg(I, t) = Knﬁg(t, x)
Then setting

S sf](2) = / Ko () (fu?)(0)dt, = 1,2,3,

we have

Sulfl(@) =Y Suilf1(@).

j=1
Firstly, we see that if x € R

|(Sna[flwup)(@)] < [pn—1wus|(2)

[ orerw@ar
< Cllpn—1wu||so|[ fwup|lsollpn—1wu—pl[1.
Thus applying (2.10), we learn that
[(Sna[flw)(2)] < Cll fwuspllso, © € R. (3.1)

11



For the estimation of S, ;, j = 2,3, we note that for z € R

5n2lf1(0) = T2 = po) () H LT 107)(0)
and AL LAL )
S, slf](2) (@) HIf (9o — po_2)?)(@).

= An"'Anflpnil

Here, we recall the Hilbert transform HJ.] is defined formally for measurable
f:R—=Rby

H[f](z) := lim Mdzf

e—0+ [t—z|>e t—=x

where the integral above is understood as a Cauchy-Principal valued integral.
See Section 4.

Thus we have for x € R

(Suslf10)0) = T2 () (@) H @) (0) = 2.3 (32)
where
{\Ijn; (I)n} = {pn - pn727pn71} (33)

and where we agree that because of the symmetry of the cases j = 2,3, once we
have chosen ¥,, to be one of the functions on the right hand side of (3.3) then
®,, is chosen as the other function. We need to estimate (3.2). We will proceed
in two ways. Firstly if  is bounded away from ¢, we will bound (3.2) directly
for in this case, the Hilbert transform can be estimated easily. If = is close to
t, we will need more refined estimates of the Hilbert Transform. Indeed, as we
will show, the estimation that we use is enough to also show Theorems 3-4 in
Section 4. Let us make some further observations re (3.2). We first recall from
[3, Theorem 1.5], that

SUP, g [Pn(y) — pn—2(y)| w(y) x (3.4)
—1/4
x{l—M +n_2/3} ~a;1/2.
an

The importance of (3.4) lies in the fact that for |y| close to ay, (3.4) improves
the bound, see [16, Theorem 1.8] and [10, Theorem 1],

supy e [Pn(y)| w(y) {’1 _ bl

Qn

1/4
+ n_2/3} ~a;? (3.5)

by a factor of 1/4 as it should. See also [14, Theorem 1.1]. We will set for
simplicity,

U (y) = ‘1 _ +n728 yeR. (3.6)

Qn

12



For what follows, we also find it convenient to split our target function f into
pieces which are supported on subintervals of the line. Proceeding, henceforth,
let x denote the indicator function of an interval £ C R and let us write

f=xl=an/2,an/2] + fx(an/2, 2an) + (3.7)
+x(=2an, —an/2) + fx (t: [t| > 2an)
- fn,l + fn,2 + fn,S + fn,4-

Theorem 1(b) will follow from (1.7), (2.10), (3.1) and the following two claims
below:

Claim 1 Let j = 2,3, k = 1,4 and suppose that |z| < 4a,,: Then

|(Sn.j[fn.kwun) (2)] < C [logn|| fwup||ec % (3.8)

x{1+|mnwuamAmnwu_Buﬁ—%/1}Eﬂ&éigﬂ§9d4]

Claim 2 Let j = 2,3, kK = 2,3 and suppose that x € R: Then
|(Snj[fn.klwus) ()] < C [logn|| fwup||eox (3.9)

Y fwup A T
e A e eI
—1

We proceed with the proofs of the claims above.

The Proof of Claim 1 Let j = 2. First suppose that 2a,/3 < |z| < 3a,/2:
Then we see that |z — t| > Ca,,. Thus applying (1.9) to (3.2), we find that

|(Sn,j[frkJwup) ()] (3.10)
< Ol fwus||oo|[pPnwus||so[prnwu_pl|1.

Now we consider the more difficult case |z| < 2a,,/3 and 3a,/2 < |z| < 4a, and
let = be chosen in this range. By symmetry we may assume that > 0. Assume
first that « > D for some large enough and fixed D > 0. We will make heavy
use of the fact that as k = 1,4, we have ¢, (t) ~ 1 for ¢ in the support of f, x
and ¥, (z) ~ 1. By symmetry, it is also enough to assume that k& = 1 for the
other case, k = 4, is similar. Thus using (3.4), (3.2) becomes

S [ fnklwus|(z) < Cal/*upy(x)

/an/z (Fuwpnaw)(t) | (3.11)

_an/2 t—=x

Let us suppose that D is so large so that

1

— <
Qly+o)

13



for some small enough 0 < § < 1 and for all y > D. Then define

e (ot 1)
e =¢(n,x) ;= min 0w t0) n”

We write for some fixed § > 1:

—an/2 t—=x

0 z/B r—¢
= / +/ ++/ +/ +
|t]>2z —2z 0 xz/B
2x

T [7) it

t—x
= ZIZ(,T)

i—1

+

—€

o S

~

Keeping in mind (3.11), let us now proceed to estimate each of the terms in
(3.12).

I,: Using (3.5), we see that we have
a,/*| 11| ()
< Call?||fwnsoellpn-sllont-an/zanrer [
R

< Ollfwup|loo-

’U,_B(t)
2|

dt

I,: Using (3.5), we see that we have

EEAE
3x
du
< Call?l|fwnsoellpn-sllont-an/zoner [

x

< Ollfwup|loo-

I5: Using (3.5), we see that we have

a,/*|Is| ()
1

x—t

dt

/B
< Ca¥/?|| i ool [Pr—1tl oo —a, /2.0, /2 /
0

< Ollfwup|loo-

14



I,: Using (3.5), we see that we have

a,/*|Lu| ()

< CaX/|| frous ool [Pn1®llocla, /2.0, 2 / )

T
< Ol fwupllou-p(c/B)og (£)
< Clogn| | fwup||cc.

Is: Much as in the previous estimate we see that we have
a, | Lo (z)
x
< Cllfwupl||lcu-p(r +¢)log (g>
< Clogn|| fuwus] .

Thus we may summarize the calculations above in the following: For i =
1 —4,6 we have
al/?|L|(z) < Clogn||fwug||so- (3.13)

Finally, we deal with I5: Here is this case, we will write:

i < [T (292D o +
Hy(o| [ O o)

= 1511 (I) —|— 1512(I).

|I5.1|(x): Here, we see that using (3.5) we have

ar/*uy(z)|Is,1|(x)

< Cal?|pn-1w]co[—an /2,07 /2] X

r+e — f(x
X/, (wup)(x) % dt
< 0/1 (wub)(ﬂﬁ)uAu(f)(iE) o

Note also that we use that w(t) ~ w(z) for t € [x—¢,x+¢]. Finally, we estimate
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|I5,2|(z): Here we have using the mean value theorem, (3.5) and a Markov-
Bernstein inequality, see [16, Theorem 1.15] that

ay/?|I5 2| (x)

< C||fwuslloo|Q'||jz—e zte)e +
+Cay/?|| fwup|loo|l(Pr-10) || sce
< Cillfwupllos +

n
+Coay/?|| fwuloo—|Ipn-1w]|ce
n

n
< Gyl fwusp|loo[l + ]
< Cyl|fwup||oo-

This last estimate establishes Claim 1 for this range of z. We observe that
if 1 < < D, then the estimates for I;(z) go through as before. I(x) follows
without change and the estimates for the remaining integrals are easier for in
this case w and x are uniformly bounded. If 0 < z < 1, then we write

[ G,

7an/2 t—=x

o

For the first and last integrals, ¢ is bounded away from x, and for the second
integral, we proceed as above, but the proof is easier since both z and w are
uniformly bounded. Thus we have established Claim 1 for j = 2. It remains to
notice that the proof of Claim 1 for 5 = 3 is identical to the proof for j = 2 if
Pn—1 is replaced by p, — pn—2 and visa versa. This follows by using (3.4) and
(3.5). The proof of Claim 1 is completed.

We now proceed with Claim 2:

The Proof of Claim 2 Assume first that j = 2. First suppose that
|z| < an/4 or |x| > 3a,: Then we see that |« — t| > Ca,. Thus as in Claim 1,
we easily see that again we have

(S, [fn s lwup ) ()] (3.14)

< Cllfwup|lss|lpnwus||so| [Prwu—5]|1-

Next suppose that a,/4 < |z| < 3a,, and as before we may only consider the
case k = 2. We observe that the situation we have here is different to Claim 1
since here, aprori, the sequence 1, (t) is not always uniformly bounded in n in
the support of f,, , which is the interval [a,/2,2a,). Indeed, 1, (x) is also not
always uniformly bounded in n either. We write, using (3.4) and (3.5),

/2an Mdt .

S, [ elwun|(z) < Cal/*hn(z) *uy()
n/2 t—x

(3.15)
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We now consider a transformation in (3.15) given by the maps:
ti— an(1+n"253T), 2 :— a,(14+n~2/3X).
Let A, := [~2n%/3,2n?/3] and for a function h: R — R, let
hn(T) == h(t)x[71/2n2/3,n2/3](T)7 n =1

Then we see that (3.15) can be rewritten as:

/A U D ErrnT) - yar]

T-X
(3.16)
We may assume, without loss of generality that X > D for some fixed and large
enough D. Let 0 < € :=¢(n, X) < 1 be chosen as in Claim 1 and let 8 > 1 be
fixed. Split:

S [ fo]wus|(z) < Cal/?Hon=1/6

/A wn(T)fn(jjj)_(p;—lw)"(T) uy 4(X)dT (3.17)

0 X/B X—¢
- / + / 44 / + /
|T|>2X —2X 0 X/8

2X X+e
+/ +/ +>w< oD@, )0

Now we may proceed in a similar way to the proof of Claim 1 and deduce after
mapping back that

0t/ VL (X)] < CalPn || fuuploogey, i=1 - 4,6, (3.18)

Finally, we deal with I5: Here as in Claim 1, we will write:

X+€
sl(X ( )> (Prn—1w?)n (T)dT |t /4(X)
+] (X |u1/4 / (Pn— 1w? n(sz:g];n_lw2)n(X)dT

=I51(X) + I5 2(X).

17



|I5,1](X): Here, we see that, we have using (3.5) that
a1ll/2+bnfl/6|1571 |(X)

X+e _
SC’aZn_l/G /X_ wn(X) w U1/4(X)U—1/4(T)dT
Tl ft) — f@)
S C/_j_;)ng (’LU’LLb)((E) ﬁ dt
1 x
< C/_l(wub)(x) % du.

Finally, we estimate:

|I5,2|(X): Here we have using the mean value theorem, (3.5), the Markov-
Bernstein inequality, see [16, Theorem 1.15], and mapping back that

a711/2+bn71/6|1572|(X)

< Cap || fwus|loo|Q'lfa—c,a+eie +
+Ca;/* 7P| fwup||oo| (Pn-1w) || oce
< Cia;” || fwusp|loo +

_ n
+Caa)/?t? B||fwuB||ooa—||(pn—1w)||oo€
n
< C’gnl/ﬁaf;BwauBHoo[l + EE]
an

< C4n1/6af;B||fwuB||oo.

This last estimate establishes Claim 2 for j = 2. A similar proof justifies the
claim for j = 3. The proof of Theorem 1(b) is complete. O

We complete this section with the:

Proof of Theorem 2 This follows as an immediate application of Theorem
1. O.

4 Pointwise bounds on weighted Hilbert trans-
forms

In this last section, we record new results concerning pointwise bounds on
weighted Hilbert transforms namely Theorems 3-4 whose proofs are hidden in
Theorem 1 but which in our opinion, are of independent interest.

4.1 Hilbert transforms
We recall that the Hilbert transform is defined formally for measurable f : R —
R by
t
Hf](x) := lim Mdt (4.1)
e—0+ [t—z|>e t—x

18



where the integral above is understood as a Cauchy-Principal valued integral.
It is known, see [24], that if b<1—1/p, B> —1/p,b < B and 1 < p < 0o, we
have

[H [flusllL, ) < CllfusllL, @), (4.2)

provided the right hand side of (4.2) is finite. Indeed, relations such as (4.2) are
essential in studying boundedness and convergence of orthonormal expansions.
This is mainly due to the following identity which follows from the Christoffel-
Darboux formula for orthonormal polynomials, see [11].

Snlfl = An {pnH[fPrn—1] = pn—1H[fpn]} - (4.3)

For further results on weighted Hilbert transforms for admissible weights in
L, we refer the reader to the survey [6] and the references cited therein. For
pointwise convergence of orthonormal expansions, it thus seems natural to look
for Lo, analogues of (4.2). For large classes of weights (not necessarily admis-
sible) these analogues have recently been investigated in [8] and [3, Theorems
1.6(A-B)].

We have:
Theorem 3 Let f: R — R be measurable, B > 0. Then for x € R

[H[f][(x) (4.4)
1
< fipuate [ [0,

-1
Finally, we present a pointwise analogue of [24, pg 441] which is also new.
We have:

Theorem 4 Let f : R — R be measurable and supported in [—A, A] for
some A > 0 and let x € [—A, A]. Then:

|H[fU—1/4]U1/4‘ (x) (4-5)

<C A1/4||f||oo + u1/4(:v)/

r—1

provided the right hand side of (4.4) is finite.

provided the right hand side of (4.5) is finite.

We begin with the

Proof of Theorem 3 This follows easily if we apply the technique used
in the proof of Claim 1 in Theorem 1 as follows. First replace fwp,—iw by f,
+a,/2 by +o00 and choose ¢ small enough but fixed. Each of the integrals is now
estimated in exactly the same way. Note that in this case I5 » will be identically
Zero.

Finally we present the
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Proof of Theorem 4 Fix x € [—A, A], choose 0 < n < é and suppose that
x > 1. Much as in the proof of Theorem 3, let € > 0 be fixed and small enough.
Then, let us write for some § = ((¢)

H{fu_q4)(x)us4(x) = (4.6)

il L
o

6
= Z Ii(x). (4.8)

The essential idea for each integral is to use the u_;,4 term to estimate the

integral and then the w4 factor gives the factor A% Proceeding henceforth,
one obtains

h(z)| < clfjav [ :

—dt < C||f||A1/4.
an<|tj<a [H(1 4 [t[)1/4

0
1
)| < Uil [ e < clpyatt

—2x

/B 1
) <l [ e < cllgyav
=

|La(2)] < CullfI|AY*|2] = *log(x)

1
+Co A\ fl|alz| 7 *log(1 — )

+CaA el og (1)

< Cullf |l al| /4 [bg(x) tlog (i)}
where Cj, j = 1,...,4 are positive constants independent of f, 2 and n. Also,
[l6(2)| <
< AV flale] [bg(x) log (1)] |

A careful choice of € = e(x) then gives the claim in this case. When 0 <z <n
the proof of (4.5) follows in an easier way by splitting as

H{fu_y/a](z)u1ja(x) =

= uy /4 (/mn /A+n/ )futi/;)()dt'

The proof of Theorem 4 is complete. O

20



Acknowledgement

The author thanks the editor and referee for helpful comments.

References

[1]

2]

[10]

[11]

[12]

R. Askey and S. Wainger, Mean convergence of expansions in Laguerre and
Hermite series, J. Math 87(1965), pp 695-708.

R. Bojanic and H. N. Mhaskar, A rate of convergence theorem for expan-
sions in Hermite polynomaials, Manuscript, 1988.

S. B. Damelin, The Hilbert transform and orthonormal expansions for ex-
ponential weights, Approximation Theory X: Abstract and Classical Anal-
ysis, Chui, Schumaker and Stoekler (eds), Vanderbilt Univ. Press (2002),
pp 117-135.

S. B. Damelin, Asymptotics of recurrence coefficients for exponen-
tial weights, Magnus’s method revisited, Mathematics of Computation,
73(2004), pp 191-209.

S. B. Damelin, The Lebesgue constant of Lagrange interpolation for Erdds
weights, J. Approx. Theory., Volume 94, 2, (1998), pp 235-262.

S. B. Damelin, Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund inequalities and the Numerical ap-
proximation of singular integrals for exponential weights: Methods, Results
and Open Problems, Some new, some old , J. Complexity, 19(2003), pp
406-415.

S. B. Damelin, On upper bounds for Lebesque constants via orthonormal
expansions, manuscript.

S. B Damelin and K. Diethelm, Boundedness and pointwise approximation
of the weighted Hilbert transform on the real line, Numer. Funct. Anal. and
Optimiz., 22(1 and 2) (2001), pp 13-54.

S. B. Damelin, H. Jung and K. H. Kwon, Converse Marcinkiewicz-Zygmund
inequalities on the real line with applications to mean convergence of La-
grange interpolation, Analysis, 22(2002), pp 33-55.

P. Deift, T. Kriecherbauer, K. McLaughlin, S. Venakides, and X. Zhou,
Strong asymptotics of orthonormal polynomials with respect to exponential
weights, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 52 (1999), pp 1491-1552.

G. Freud, On the greatest zero of orthonormal polynomials, J. Approx.
Theory 46 (1986), pp 15-23.

G. Freud, Orthonormal Polynomials, Akadémiai Kiad6, Budapest, 1971.

21



[13]

[14]

[15]

[22]

23]

24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

G. Freud, Eztension of the Dirichlet-Jordan cirterion to a general class of
orthogonal expansions, Acta Math. Acad. Sci. Hung. 25(1974), pp 109-122.

S. W. Jha, and D. S. Lubinsky, Necessary and sufficient conditions for
mean convergence of orthonormal expansions for Freud weights, Constr.

Approx. 11 (1995), pp 331-363.

T. Kriecherbauer and K. McLaughlin, Strong asymptotics of polynomials
orthonormal with respect to Freud weights, International Mathematics Re-
search Notices 6 (1999), pp 299-333.

A. L. Levin and D. S. Lubinsky, Orthonormal Polynomials for Exponential
Weights, Springer Verlag 2001.

A. L. Levin and D. S. Lubinsky, L., Markov and Bernstein inequalities for
Freud weights, STAM J. Math. Anal, 21(1990), pp 1065-1082.

D. S. Lubinsky, A survey of mean convergence of orthogonal expansions,
Proc. of 2nd Confer. on Function Spaces (Edwardsville, Illinois) (ed. K.
Jarosz), Dekker, New York, 1995, pp 281-310.

H. P. Mashele, Extension of the Dirichlet-Jordan convergence criterion for
exponential weights, manuscript.

H. N. Mhaskar, Introduction to the Theory of Weighted Polynomial Ap-
prozimation, World Scientific, Singapore, 1996.

H. N. Mhaskar, Eztensions of Dirichlet-Jordan convergence criterion to
a general class of orthogonal polynomial expansions, J. Approx. Theory
42(1984), pp 138-148.

H. N. Mhaskar, A rate of convergence theorem for expansions in Freud
polynomials, J. Approx. Theory 55(1988), pp 150-171.

H. N. Mhaskar and Y. Xu, Mean convergence of expansions in Freud type
orthogonal polynomials, STAM J. Math. Anal 22(1991), pp 847-855.

B. Muckenhoupt, Mean convergence of Hermite and Laguerre series I,
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc 147(1970), pp 419-431.

B. Muckenhoupt, Mean convergence of Hermite and Laguerre series II,

Trans. Amer. Math. Soc 147(1970), pp 433-460.

Y. G. Shi, Bounds and inequalities for gemeral orthogonal polynomials on
finite intervals, J. Approx Theory, 73(1993): pp 303-333.

J.Szabados, Weighted Lagrange and Hermite-Fejér interpolation on the real
line, J. Inequal. Appl. 1 (1997), pp 99-123.

E. C. Titchmarsh The Theory of Functions, Oxford University Press.

22



[29] Y. Xu, Mean convergence of generalized Jacobi series and interpolating
polynomials, J. Approx. Theory 72(1993), pp 237-251.

Department of Mathematics, Georgia Southern University, Post Office Box

8093, Statesboro, GA 30460, U.S.A
Email address: damelin@georgiasouthern.edu
Homepage: http://www.cs.georgiasouthern.edu/~damelin

23



