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ON APPROXIMATION OF ULTRASPHERICAL POLYNOMIALS
IN THE OSCILLATORY REGION

ILIA KRASIKOV

ABSTRACT. For k > 2 even, and a > —(2k + 1)/4, we provide a uniform
approximation of the ultraspherical polynomials Plga’a)(x) in the oscillatory
region with a very explicit error term. In fact, our result covers all a for which
the expression “oscillatory region” makes sense. To that end, we construct
the almost equioscillating function g(z) = ¢/b(z) (1 — xz)(a"'l)/QP}ga’a)(x) =
cos B(z) + r(z). Here the constant ¢ = c(k, @) is defined by the normalization
of P,ga’a)(ac), B(z) = [y b(z)dz, and the functions b(z) and B(z), as well as
bounds on the error term r(z), are given by some rather simple elementary
functions.

Keywords: orthogonal polynomials, ultraspherical polynomials, Gegenbauer
polynomials, uniform approximation !

1. INTRODUCTION

The ultraspherical polynomials we deal with in this paper will be convenient to
define in terms of Jacobi polynomials as P,Ea’a)(x), where we choose the standard
normalization for the last function. We will use the bold character P,(f"a)(:c) to
denote the orthonormal Jacobi polynomials. Since we are going to consider the
case a < —1 as well, let us notice that the right hand side of the formula

! 2 2201 T2k + a4+ 1)
P(aﬂl) 2 :/ - 2\« P(a’a) dr =
1B, = ) (=) (P @) da @kt 2a+ )T (k+2a+ )i’

. . E+1
and therefore the orthonormal normalization, still make sense as far as o« > ————.

Here we will establish a uniform approximation of the ultraspherical polynomials
in the oscillatory region with an explicit error term for a vast range of the parameter
«, in fact, for all a for which the expression “oscillatory region” makes sense. A
few standard formulas we are using in the sequel may be found e.g. in [14, sec. 4].

Generally, the oscillatory region is an interval containing all but maybe a few of
the extreme zeros of a polynomial. In fact, besides the simplest case of the Cheby-
shev polynomials, there are no global asymptotic approximations of the classical
orthogonal polynomials on the whole real axis. One has to split it into the oscil-
latory, transition and monotonicity regions, working with each of them separately.
Theorem 8.22.9 in [14] related to the Hermite case may serve as a good example of
this subdivision.

There are a number of known asymptotic approximations for the Jacobi poly-
nomials under these or those restrictions on the parameters o and 3, starting from
the classical case |af, |8] < 1/2 considered in Szegd’s book [14], or, for example,
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2 I. KRASIKOV

more recent results with asymptotically constant ratios of a/k and 8/k (see e.g.
[13], [15] and references therein). However, if one is interested in uniform bounds,
the situation becomes less studied, and we refer to the recent preprint [6] and the
references therein for a review of known results.

To simplify otherwise complicated expressions in the sequel we introduce the
following new parameters:

(1) u=(k+a)k+a+1), ¢=(*—-1)/u,

which turn out to be quite natural in this context.
We start with the normal form of the differential equation for the ultraspherical
polynomials

(2) Y by =0, y=(1-a?)etD2pe)(g),
where

(1—qg—22)u
(3) b=b(z) = T

and define the function

(4) g(x) = v b(z) y(z)

that, as we will show, almost equioscillates in the interval |z| < /1 —¢.

Our main result is the following Theorem 1 that provides a uniform approxi-
mation of g(z) for k even in the oscillatory region with a very explicit error term.
The corresponding result for £ odd may be readily obtained from e.g. the three
term recurrence. To simplify the statement of the theorem involving multivalued
functions, without loss of generality we will restrict ourselves to the case x > 0.

Theorem 1. Let k > 2 be even and let x belong to one of the following intervals
depending on the value of a :

(4) 0<x<ﬂ |a|<\/>

(i)) 0<a<yT—q, ac] 7$’7 g} Ul g,oo).
Then the following approximation holds:
(5) 9(x) = 9(0) (cos B(x) + ().
where

B2 g )
_(_2 2 /4,

(6) g(O)—( 4) (k/2>(k +2ka+k+a+1)";
(7) B(z) =

1—q—a? 1—q—a?
ﬁ(arccos %qx+\/fqarccosh (1—q)q(—1—xa:2)>’ q < 0.
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The error term r(z) is bounded as follows:
2.72x

) <07
(1—2?)u I
2(1 — 2%z
8 < < 1.
( ) |T(l‘)| (17(])(17(]71.2)3/2\/53 0_q<27
(1+qx 1
-g—etpye 25050

As a corollary we deduce that the ultraspherical polynomials (in a sense also for
a < —1), live in the interval (—+/1 —¢q, /1 — ¢ ); more precisely

k
Theorem 2. For k > 10 even, o > 3 — 5 la] >1,

" 2 5 5 k+a \Y°
_ 2\« (O"D‘) _ . - 4444 . -
/(1 ) (Pk (x)) do>1 - s > - g <(k+2a)k) :

-7
where

4.21/3
”quO‘sumMmW>'
Let us make a few comments about the theorems.

Remark 1. In fact, the first formula for B(x) holds also for ¢ < 0, provided one
chooses the principal branches of the square roots and arccosines. The expression
for B(x) can be slightly simplified by the substitution x = \/1 — q sin ¢, yielding

1
|, 0<¢<_.
V1+ qtan? ¢ 2
Remark 2. Fork > 2 and a > —(2k+1)/4 the parameter q satisfies the inequalities
2
E24+k—14/(k—1k(k+1)(k+2)
Let us also note that ¢ < 0 corresponds to || < 1, andq = 3 toa =~ (1 £V2)(k + 3).

B(z) = Vu (qﬁ — \/q arccos

9) 4v/6-10< —

<qg<l1

Remark 3. For orthonormal Jacobi polynomials Stirling’s approximation gives

2k +2a+1
~ (DR
9(0) = (=1)"%4/ -

Remark 4. For a > +/7/6 the interval |z| < /1 — q is large enough to include all

the zeros of P,Sa’ a)(x) We will show that even at the extreme zeros the error term is
still of order O(1) (see Remark & below). It seems not too much is known about the
zeros of P,E“’a)(x) for a < —1 (see, however, 2], [3], [5]). Nevertheless, for negative
a Theorem 1 covers practically the whole oscillatory region inside the interval [—1,1]
besides maybe extreme zeros. Indeed, it’s easy to see that for a continuous function
a(x), a nontrivial solution f(x) of the differential equation " + af = 0 may have
at most one zero in each interval where a(x) < 0. For oo = —(2k + 1)/4 the length
of interval |x| < /T —q shrinks to approzimately \/3/k, however for o < —k/2
the corresponding ultraspherical polynomial has no zeros in the interval |x| < 1 (see

[14, sec. 6.72]).
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2. THE MAIN TERM

We will use a version of WKB method presented in [11]. The derivation of
the approximation (5) is quite straightforward, and some rather technical work is
needed to estimate the error term 7(z) only.

The function g(x) satisfies the following differential equation

/

b
(10) 9" =39 + 1+ e)b’g =0,

where

_ 30 =20 af 4 6gxt —3a® +4¢% — 6g +2

(11) e =¢(2) 4b* a du(l — g — 22)3

Solving this equation as inhomogeneous one with the right hand side —eb?g, we
obtain

(12) g(x) = M cos(B(z) +7) + R(z),
where
(13) B(x) = /O b(t)dt,

is given explicitly by (7), and

(14) R(z) = /093 e(t)b(t)g(t)sin [B(z) — B(t)]dt.

In the case of ultraspherical polynomials (12) the constants of integration M and
~ can be readily found, and we obtain the following claim, which is the first (and
easy) part of Theorem 1.

Lemma 3. For k even,
(15) 9(x) = g(0) (cos B(x) + r(z)) ,

where r(x) = R(x)/g(0), and

k/2
90 == p00 = (<3) - (N0T) @k 2katkras )

Proof. Plugging = 0 into (12) yields M = ¢(0) cosy. Here the constant v must
vanish since by (4)

d a,a
gl(o) _ (1 _ q)1/4u1/4%Pk(; ) )(JZ)

x=0

for k even, whereas (15) gives

g'(0) = —=M~+/(1 — q)usin (B(0) +v) + R'(0) = =M +/(1 — q)u sin~.
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3. THE ERROR TERM

In what follows we will assume that k is even, and, whenever it is convenient,
that x > 0.

For x belonging to an interval Z we will estimate the error term in the following
straightforward manner:

1 T . T
(16)  |r(z)| = ‘ 70 /O e(t)b(t)g(t) sin [B(t) — B(x)] dt‘ < u/o |e()b(t)]dt,
where
g(x)

17 = u(k, ) = sup | —=

(17) p= plk, @) = sup 40)
To estimate sup |g(z)| we consider the envelope of g?(x) given by Sonin’s function

€L
S(x) (see [14, sec. 7.31 and sec. 7.6] for classical applications of this technique),
/2 4b2(x)
where
Ay = Ay(z) = 4b*(1 + &) = 4b* + 3b™2 — 260"

Hence

(19) 9*(z) < S(),

as far as Aj(x) > 0. The location of the maximum of S(x) depends on the function
b(x) only. Indeed, differentiating S(x) and using (10) to get rid of g”, we get

bA
g =5 A; 9%, Ay = Ay(z) = 60" — 6b0'D" + b7
1
Notice also that for k even the point = 0 is a local maximum of g(x), hence
(20) g2(0) = 5(0).

Since we are mainly interested in the sign of A; and A, it will be more conve-
nient to deal with the following two polynomials instead:

(1—g—a*)( —2?)*
4u(l — q — 22)% + 32%(1 — 6gx* — ) — 2(1 — ¢)(1 — 2q),

(21) Ay = Ay(x) = A, =

and
(1 _ x2)4(1 —q- 372)3/2
3z ud/?
In general, the domain {x : A;(x) > 0} depends on « and k. As well, to have
b(x) > 0 on a nonempty interval one needs a > —k;;,g—flﬂ. In what follows we
impose a slightly stronger constraint, namely o > —(2k + 1) /4.

(22) Ag = Ay(x) = Ay =(1—q)(1 —4g) — (1 +q)z”.

Lemma 4. Let k > 2, then Ai(x) > 0 in the following two cases:

10
) 0<e<yi=g, Jo> Y,

V10

() 0<xr<y/1—— ||<—
21 T « .
— — ) 3
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Proof. To establish the first case we substitute © = /(1 — Q)% into A; yielding

(1+1%)°

Ay (t,q) = Ay =5¢%5 +6q(1 + q)t* — 3(1 — 4)t* + 4(1 — ¢)%u + 4q — 2.

Then min A11(0,¢) =2 —1/u > 0. For ¢ > 0, t > 0, the function A;1(¢, ¢) has the
q

1—4
only minimum at t =ty = 5_q , with
q

25 :
Apy = Tq A11(to,q) = 25(1 — @)% (0 — 1) + 8¢® — 11¢> + 4q — 2.

2
Thus, A;(x) > 0 for ¢ > 1/4. Let now g < 1/4, we substitute ¢ = ﬁ , >0,
10 + 62
and a? = + into Apo getting
150s% + 28052 + 112 + 25(s2 + 1) (352 + 4)252
Alg = > 0.

144(1 + %)
This proves (i).
It will be convenient to prove (ig) for a slightly lager interval |a| < 5/4. To
demonstrate the inequality A;(x) > 0 one shows first that

1 dA, 2 4 22
— ——=1—-4 -z —4u(l —q—
67 dr qre — u( q—x%)° <0,

for 0 <2 < 4/1—1/u. This can be done with the help of the substitutions

V1—=1/u

5
r=—F—, = —"
V142 4

yielding the polynomial

1— s2
1452’

k=r+2,

1 dAl

6z dr

with non-negative coefficients and a positive free term. Thus, it is strictly positive
for x > 0. Hence in the second case

uwPAi(z) > A1 (V1 —1/u) = (1+4(1-a?)*(3—a?))u+T7—6a° > u+7—6a* > 0.
This completes the proof. O

7(1+32)6(1+t2)2u2~

‘We need one more technical claim.

i1 (1—q)(1—4q)7
U 1+g¢
/6

provided k > 2 and |a| < 4/7/6.

Lemma 5.

1

Proof. For |a| <1 the claim is obvious. Noticing that ¢ < 6u for 1 < |a] < 4/7/6,
u

one finds

1-¢g)(1—-4 1 4q¢%u— 1
1-g)l-4¢) , 1 _A4¢u—Gqutqg+ > 5 >0,
1+g¢q u 14 qu 18(1+ q)u
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By (22) the maximum of S(z) is attained at = 0 for ¢ > 1/4, or, in terms of
a, for a ¢ (™, a™), where

. 2k+ 14 I6kZ + 16k + 49
o = .

23

(23) 4

For g < 1/4 the maximum of S(z) is attained either at z = zo, where
(1 —q)(1 —49)

24 = -~ - 7

( ) Zo 1+ q )

or at the endpoint x = /1 —1/u , if |a|] < v/10/3, by Lemmas 4 and 5. To
simplify the statement of the results we use Lemma 5 to restrict the values of x to
0 <2 <./1-1/u in a slightly longer interval of the values of a, |a| < 1/7/6. As
it is easy to check this still implies ¢ < 1/4.

The following simple lemma enables one to bound the value of S(z) for ¢ < 1/4.

Lemma 6. Let A;(t) >0, Az(t) >0 for 0 <t <z, then

1+¢(0) 1+¢(0) ,
2 2(z) < <-— = .
(25) 9*(2) < S(@) < 7o SO = Ty 6°0)
Proof. Starting with the identity
bA, , 9
T — >
S 24, S' =g >0,

one obtains

2A- d 1

!
<< _ " 1n-—-—
Ry Vi P Tr

where 1+ ¢(z) > 0 by A; > 0. Integrating from 0 to x we find
< 1+4¢(0)
T 1+e(x)
and the result follows by (20). O

S(x)/5(0)

)

Now we are in the position to estimate the factor p.

Lemma 7.

13 OLG[*%N}‘?]U[O‘JF?OO);
a?—1 7 \/7
- - _ . /= _ + .
(26) p< Vaz— 108’ ac(om g TULg o)
2(2—a?)?/? | |<\/7
, « =.
V1+8(a2 —1)2 —4(a2? —1)3 6

Proof. We will estimate the maximum of the ratio

S(x)/5(0) = g*(x)/9*(0) = .
The first case of (26) is just ¢ > 1/4, where S(z)/S(0) < 1. Suppose now that
g <1/4 and
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Since the assumptions of Lemma 6 are fulfilled for x € [0,z), the maximum of
S(x) is attained at © = x¢ . Hence S(z)/S(0) is bounded by

1+e(0) (1-49)%*(4 - q)
L+e(zo) — 2(250(1 —q)2 +8¢3 — 11¢2 +4q — 2)’
where v = qu = o — 1. Here, as easy to check, for a fixed v and 0 < g < 1/4, the
right hand side is decreasing in q. The choice ¢ = 0 gives
1+¢(0) <1 2 _ a?—1
1+ &(x0) 250 —2 a2 —1.08"

0<

and the result follows.
Next, let |a| < 1/7/6. In this case

L+e(0)  _ 20-qu(20-qu—1+29) _
1+e(y/T—1/u) (1—q)2(1+u—6qu+8¢%u® — 4g’u?)
2(2 — a?)u - 42 - a?)®

1—6qu+ (1+8¢%u? —4¢3ud)u — 1+ 8(a? —1)2 —4(a? —1)3°

Upper bound on [, |£(£)b(t)|dt is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 8.
6x

m ; q<0;
(27) / le(t)b(t)|dt < (1-a%)a 0<g<?i:
(=g —g- P =152
4\/5(51:(])3;2)3/2 , l<g<t
Proof. We have
w(z)

—e(z)b(x) =

4w (1 —22)(1 — g — x2)5/2°
where
w(z) = 2% + 6g2* — 32 4 4¢° — 69 + 2.
First we consider the case |a| < 1, that is ¢ < 0. Then w(z) > 0 for z < /1 —1/u.
Indeed,
1 402 — 6 5 — 4a? 4a? —6)(u—1
L ) = a4 a1 = 0?5 da? (e —0)(u—1)
6x u? u?
Therefore by w > 2 for k > 2 and || < 1, we have

wdw(z) > udw(v/1—1/u) = (19 — 200° + 4a*)u + 602 — 7 > 31 — 340> + 8o > 0.
Using easy to check inequality

<0.

24
w(x)ﬁg(l—q—afz)z, ¢<0, <1,

w(t)
/|5 |t = 4f/ A <

we obtain
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dt 6 r dt 6z

6 T
5\/6/0 (17t2)\/1—q—t2§5\/ﬂ 0 (1—t2)3/2:5 uw(l—22)

Let now ¢ > 1/2, then w(z) < 0 for © < /I —¢. Indeed, replacing = by

2
1-q¢)——

1+p
T+ 52 and setting ¢ = — we get

8(1+t%)3

5 w(z) =514 p)2s5 +6(1 4 p)(3 +p)s* +12(1 + 2p)s> + 8p > 0.

Hence in this case

v w(t)
i [ letopioiar=- [ ugw%u—q—ﬂfﬂdﬁ:

3 —3¢% — 322 4 2¢2?
( q i qa:[ )x + arcsin — — — arcsin \/630
31— q)L—q— a2

\/Tq f - —a?)

Using o < arcsinz < %7, o > 0, we convince ourselves that

arcsin —— — — arcsin <0
M -0 -
Therefore, for % <qg<1,
/ =(1)b()|dt < (3 —3¢* — 322 + 2qz%)z < (14 q)x
T 12Vu(l=g)(1—q—22)32 T 4u(l—q—a?)¥2

Finally, let 0 < ¢ < 1/2, then w(z) can be written as a difference of two positive
functions, w(z) = wi(z) — wa(z),

wi(z) = (1 —q—2%)(2+ 3¢ — 2* — 5gz? — z%),

wa(x) = (7 = 5¢*)(1 — ¢ — 2%) + 5¢*(1 — q),
and thus |w(z)| < wi(z) + wa(z).

One finds
/L a0 > enll) =
o (L—=t3)(1—q—1t2)"/2
(9 + 18q — 27¢* — 922 — 22qx2)x Caresin <
31— q)(1—q— 22)° T
(9 + 18q — 27¢* — 92? — 22q2?)x < 4(1 — 2%z
3(1—q)(1 —q— x2)3/2 T (1-q)(1—q—a2)3/2’
hence

(1—2?)x
/ le®bDldt < (1-q)(1 —g—a2)32/u’

This completes the proof.
|

Now Lemmas 7 and 8 infer the following claim which completes the proof of
Theorem 1.
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Lemma 9.
2.72
7:57 q <0
(1—22)u
(28) r(z)| < 21 -2z 0<g<li:
a0 —q-aprye (=052
(1 +Q)x 1
4 Ju(l—q—a2)32’ asa<l

Proof. We have to match the bounds of Lemmas 7 and 8. For ¢ < 0, that is for
la| < 1, we have
2(2 — a?)3/2
p<
V1+8(a2 —1)2 —4(a2 —1)3
The maximum of the last expression, even in a lager interval |a| < /7/6, is less

than 34/15 and attained for av = 4/ @ . Thus, the numerical coefficient in this

case is less than % 2 = 2.72. For 0 < ¢ < 1/2 we have to take the maximum of
the bounds on y for |a| > 1. This yields p < 2 corresponding to o = 1. In the last
case ¢ > 1/2 we have pu < 1. O

Remark 5. The obtained bounds on the error term r(x) remain meaningful in a
substantial part of the interval |x| < /T —q. If we set v = /(1 — q)(1 — §), then
Ir(z)| < ck=167%/2, where one can take e.g., c =23 for 0 < q<1/2, and c=1/4
for q > 1/2. Sharp upper and lower bounds on the extreme zeros of the Jacobi
polynomials were given in [7] and [8], respectively. In the ultraspherical case for the
largest zero Tuyq, they are simplified to

o | kkt2241) 3(a + 1)43(1 + 20)
max — (]{;—‘,—Oé—i-l)Q_k’ 2k1/6(k+204+1)1/6((k}+a+1)27k)5/6 y

where 0 < 0 <1, a > —1, k > 5. This implies

o k(k +2a+1) - 3(a+ 1)4/3
mar (k+a+1)2—k 2k2/3(k+a +1)2/3(k + 20+ 1)2/3 )’

where the first factor does not exceed /1 — q, whereas the second one is less than

30&4/3
25/3(k 4+ a)A/3k2/3

Thus, we get
30[4/3
2 _ __ s
Timaz < (1 q) (1 2(k]+ 05)4/31{32/3> ’
what together with (8) readily yields |r(Tmaz)| = O(1).

Remark 6. In principle, the bounds on the error term can be strengthened by the
iterative substitution of (5) instead of g(x) into (14). In particular, for large u, a
lower bound on r(xz) can be obtained by estimating the following integral

’ / t) cos B(t) sin [B(t) — B(x)] dt‘ >
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sinB(;U)/O e(t)b dt‘ - ‘/ )sin [2B(t) — B(z)]| dt | .

The first integral in a closed form is

/xe(t)b(t)dt -
0

(3 — 3¢ — 322 4 2q2®)x 1 . T 1 . Vazw
N33 + arcsin — arcsin = -

12(1 —q)(1 —q — 22)3/2/u  4/u Vi—-q /qu (1—q)(1 —22)
The second one contains a highly oscillating function and probably is negligible in
comparison with the first. Thus it seems reasonable to conjecture that the error
bounds of Theorem 1 are of the right order. In fact, the situation is slightly more

subtle, because for g < 1/2 the main term changes the sign in the interval 0 < x <
V1—gq.

Remark 7. It would be very interesting to get uniform bounds on ultraspherical
polynomials in the transition region. An analogue of (12) (with the cosine replaced
by the Bessel functions) is readily available (see [12]). However it is unclear how one
can fix the constants of integration similar to M and ~ above. The same problem
(but seemingly in a less severe form) arises if we try to extend the results from
the ultraspherical case to the general Jacobi polynomials. On the other hand, an
amusing feature of the method we have used in this paper is that one does not need
to know the constants of integration to estimate the relative error r(x).

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

We will use the following inequality for the (continuous) central binomial coeffi-
cients:

21\  T(2z+1) 47
(#9) (x)*FQ(x+1)> w(r+ 1) rern

It is a direct consequence of the following: the function w(x) =4~ (2;”) m(z+3)

is decreasing in = for = > 0, and, as Stirling’s approximation shows, tends to one
as x — oo. To check that the function is decreasing, one finds

1 1
g logw(@) =92z +1) =Yz +1) ~In2+ -,
where the polygamma function v (z) satisfies the inequalities
1 1
lnxf%fngc2 (:c)<lnx7%, x>0,

(see [1] and [4] for the lower and upper bound, respectively). These imply that
(logw(zx))’ < 0, we omit the details.

Proof of Theorem 2. By Theorem 1 we have
T g(x)dz

0)vu / (1—a2? P(a o‘)(ac))2 dr = g~2(0) \/ﬁ =
/ cos® B(x) dx 49 " r(z) cos B(x) dx % (z)dw

+ =
\/1—q—ac2 0o 1—q—a? V1—qg—2a?

Ji(@) +27(x) + Ts(x) = T )—2|«72( )
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Using B'(z) = b(z) and integrating by parts, we obtain

_1/" dx +1 T cos2B(x) d —
2 \/l—q—x2 2 \/1—q—a:2

; INs

- arctan dsin2B(x) =
2 Vi—q—n? 4\/— 1qux2 (@)

1 . n (1—77 ) sin 218(n) /’7 xsin 2B(x d
— arctan x,
2 V1—q—n2 4\/_(1—q—772 2\/_ 1—q—3:22

where
2

/’7 x sin 28 (z) dx‘</n zdx B n
o L=—g=2?)p |7 Jo 1—q=22)2 2(1-q)(1-q—n)

This along with the inequality

T 1
arctanz > — — —, x>0,
2 =z

implies
P SV B S Bt i s VU
4 2n 41-q)(1—g—1)Vu
A straightforward bound on | J2(z)]| is
T r(@)lde

< =
|‘.72(‘T)| —= 0 m

1—¢q

(1= —qg—m)Vu (1-qVu ’

(1+qn?
8(1—q)(1—g—n*)Vu’

Thus, in either case we can take

<g<l1

N[

772

Jo(z)| < :
1%2) (1=ag)(1—g—n*)Vu
Since n < /1 — g, this yields

T NVl-g=1n* 1-q+T+20g

J > — - >
4 2n 41-q)(1 —q=n*)Vu
T J1-g—7n? 2
4 2 (I—gqg—n*)Vu
4.21/3
Let § = ————————, then n = /T — ¢ (1 — §), and noticing that 6 < 1/2 for

3(1— q)2/3ul/3’
k> 10 and o > 3 — k/2, one finds
2—0) 2 6+ ' 3
21-0) -0 ave V2 TR gV 20 g

Let

2202 (k + a4+ 1)
(2k +2a + 1)['(k + 2+ 1)k!’

L=
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that is L is HP,EO"O‘)H;, provided a > —1.
For the orthonormal normalization we obtain

1—q

7= / (1—x?)> (Pfﬁ“’a)(x))z dzx > S\Jjg)l)/ (g - _?;)1/3 ul/G) =
—Vi=g

w(’j@jg‘)Q\/k2+2ka+k+a+l 3.92/3
22k+1, /4 I ( (1 —q)/3ul/s ) ’

where by (29),

w(’;jg)2¢k2+2ka+k+a+1
2%+ /L -
72k + 2a + V)VEk2 +2ka + k+a + 1 ( k )(k+2a>
ghtatl, [k + a)(k + o + 1) k/2) \k/2+

2k +2a+1 k24 2ka+k+a+1 -
2 k+Dk+a)(kt+a+1)(k+2a+1)

k2 +2ka+k+a+1 1 o1 1
(k+1)(k+2a+1) 1+\/4u—+1—1 2(1 — @)y/u '’

2(1 — q)u
Setting z = (1 — ¢)'/3u"/% and noticing that 2> > 4 for k > 10, o > —k/2 + 3, we
conclude

1 3.22/3 5 5 ( k+a \'7°
I>(1-—)(1-2“")s1-2>1-2. (L2 ) .
” ( 225> ( Tz >> 32 3 ((k+2a)k>

This completes the proof.
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