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Abstract

In this paper we illustrate that paraorthogonality on the unit circle T is the counterpart to
orthogonality on R when we are interested in the spectral properties. We characterize quasi-
paraorthogonal polynomials on the unit circle as the analogues of the quasi-orthogonal
polynomials on R. We analyze the possibilities of preselecting some of its zeros, in order
to build positive quadrature formulas with prefixed nodes and maximal domain of validity.
These quadrature formulas on the unit circle are illustrated numerically.
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1. Introduction

It is very well known that the orthogonal polynomials {ρn}n≥0 associated with a positive
Borel measure µ supported on the real line (OPRL) have many properties that allow us,
both to emulate the measure, and describe its support. For example, the zeros of ρn are
simple, they lie on the open convex hull of supp(µ) and there is one zero on the closure of
each connected component of the complement of supp(µ), at most. Moreover, the zeros of
ρn+1 and ρn interlace and in general, they end up filling the whole support. These zeros
describe µ as n → ∞ because they allow us to construct a sequence of measures {µn}n≥1
that converges weakly to µ.

Orthogonal polynomials on the unit circle T = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} (OPUC), or Szegő
polynomials, were introduced in [47, Chapter 11]. Since then, they have been widely
studied, not only because of their own interest [45], but also in many applications such
as the trigonometric moment problem [1], complex approximation [49], probability and
statistics [32], prediction theory [50], systems theory, networks, circuits and scattering
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[24], signal processing [21], and many more, but also because of their intimate connection
with OPRL (see e.g. [8, 18]). However, these polynomials present important differences
with respect to OPRL, in particular, concerning the above properties, since their zeros are
located outside of the support of the measure. As a consequence, these zeros cannot be
used for interpolation processes on the unit circle, as nodes for quadrature formulas on
the unit circle, and they lack importance in the resolution of the trigonometric moment
problem, among other relevant properties that hold for OPRL. These drawbacks were
not solved until the concept of paraorthogonality ([34], see also [28, Theorem III]) was
introduced in this setting. These paraorthogonal polynomials (POPUC) have their zeros
in the support of the measure when the support is T. In this context, focussing on their
spectral properties, quadrature, and associated problems, these polynomials are a natural
counterpart on the unit circle of the orthogonal polynomials on the real line. Some of
the properties that we have mentioned above and many others formulated for a measure
supported on the real line, have been adapted for measures on the unit circle, see e.g.
[12, 31, 46, 51].

Since the spectra of the orthogonal and paraorthogonal polynomials are directly con-
nected to their respective type of orthogonality, we shall also look at what can be said about
the zeros as we relax some of the orthogonality conditions of these polynomials, leading
to quasi-orthogonal polynomials on the real line and the quasi-paraorthogonal counterpart
on the unit circle.

In the case of the real line, the real polynomials Qn,d of degree n that are orthogonal
to Pn−d−1 (the vector space of all polynomials of degree at most n− d− 1), 0 ≤ d < n are
well studied and they are called quasi-orthogonal polynomials (QOPRL) of degree n and
order d or (n, d)-QOPRL. Clearly the orthogonal polynomial ρn appears as a special case
for d = 0: ρn = Qn,0. The QOPRL Qn,d have at least n − d changes of sign on the open
convex hull of supp(µ). This concept was first introduced in 1923 by M. Riesz ([40]) for
d = 1 in relation to moment problems, and then by L. Fejèr (d = 2) and by J.A. Shohat
(d ≥ 1) in 1933 and 1937, respectively ([27, 44]), in the context of quadrature formulas
(see also [16, 25, 26]).

The unit circle analogue of these QOPRL should naturally be called quasi-paraorthogonal
polynomials (QPOPUC). Their properties however, are less developed in the literature.
This is one of the main purposes of this paper: to define and analyse the spectral proper-
ties of these QPOPUC and how these relate to their orthogonality conditions.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the concept of quasi-
paraorthogonal polynomials on the unit circle, where we shall generalize the classical con-
cept of paraorthogonality to QPOPUC of order 2`+ 1 by requiring orthogonality to spaces
of decreasing dimension. The classical concept of paraorthogonality corresponds to quasi-
paraorthgonality of order 1. We prove the main result in Section 3: a link between the
number of paraorthogonality conditions and the number of zeros of odd multiplicity in the
interior of the support of the measure, when it is supported on an arc of the unit circle.
We also investigate how we can use the free parameters to prefix some of the zeros. As an
application we consider in Section 4 how this can be used to construct positive Szegő-type
quadrature formulas on an arc or on T that are the analogues of the Gauss-type formulas
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on an interval or R. Finally, in Section 5 we shall include some numerical experiments to
illustrate these quadrature formulas.

We finish this introductory section by defining some notation and abbreviations that
are used throughout this paper. We denote by P the vector space of all polynomials and
by Pn = span {zk : k = 0, . . . , n} the (n + 1)-dimensional space of polynomials of degree
at most n. The vector space of all Laurent polynomials is L = span

{
zk : k ∈ Z

}
, with

subspaces Lp,q = span {zp, . . . , zq}, p ≤ q, p, q ∈ Z. R is the real line and T the complex
unit circle and µ is a positive Borel measure that is supported on a subset S of R or T. If
S ( R or S ( T we assume it is compact and connected, i.e. an interval on R or an arc
on T. We denote by 〈·, ·〉 the inner product induced by µ and we assume that P belongs
to the corresponding Hilbert space L2

µ. Orthogonality will always refer to this space. The
acronyms OPRL and OPUC are used for orthogonal polynomials on the real line and the
unit circle respectively. POPUC refers to paraorthogonal polynomials on the unit circle
and if the letter Q is added in the beginning, it refers to quasi-versions, thus QOPRL means
quasi-orthogonal polynomials on the real line and QPOPUC denotes quasi-paraorthogonal
polynomials on the unit circle. The precise definitions follow below. By D and E we
denote the interior and exterior of the closed unit disk, respectively and by bxc the integer
part of x ∈ R. P ∗(z) = znP (1/z) is the reciprocal (or reversed) polynomial of P ∈ Pn.
Throughout the paper, ρn will denote the monic orthogonal polynomial of degree n in L2

µ.
For S ⊆ T, the Schur parameters for the OPUC will be denoted by {δk}∞k=0 where δ0 = 1
and δk = ρk(0) ∈ D, i.e., ρk(z) = zρk−1(z) + δkρ

∗
k−1(z) for k ≥ 1. All our spaces Qn,k will

be subspaces of Pn, and when we write Q⊥n,k, we mean its orthogonal complement in Pn.
We denote by ϕa(z) = z+a

1+az
, the Möbius Transform associated with a ∈ C\T. We also

assume that
∑b

k=a xk is 0 and
∏b

k=a xk is 1 if b < a.

2. Quasi-paraorthogonal polynomials

As we have already said in the Introduction, quasi-orthogonal polynomials with respect
to a measure µ on the real line have real coefficients, and as a consequence, their zeros are
real or appear in complex conjugate pairs (symmetric with respect to R). The analogue
on the unit circle, is that zeros are on T or appear in symmetric pairs with respect to T.
That is: if α is a zero then also 1/α is a zero. Note that this implies that if P ∈ Pn\Pn−1,
then α = 0 cannot be a zero of P . Thus, if the zeros are αk 6= 0, k = 1, . . . , n, then we are
looking for polynomials satisfying

P (z) = ν

n∏
k=1

(z − αk) = ν

n∏
k=1

(z − 1

αk
) = νc′zn

n∏
k=1

(
1

z
− αk

)
, c′ =

n∏
k=1

(−αk) ∈ T

=
ν

ν
c′znP (

1

z
) = τznP (

1

z
) = τP ∗(z), τ = c′

ν

ν
∈ T.

The notation P ∗(z) = znP (1/z) is somewhat standard in the OPUC literature to denote
the reciprocal of a polynomial P . We have indeed that if P (z) =

∑n
k=0 pkz

k then P ∗(z) =∑n
k=0 pn−kz

k. This explains the following definition.
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Definition 2.1 (invariant). We say that the polynomial P ∈ Pn\Pn−1 is invariant if and
only if it satisfies P = τP ∗, τ ∈ T. The parameter τ is called the invariance parameter
and P is said to be τ -invariant.

Remark 2.2. Note that if P is a monic invariant polynomial, then its invariance parameter
equals P (0) ∈ T and if ν ∈ C\{0}, and P is τ -invariant, then νP is τ̃ -invariant with
τ̃ = τν/ν.

Thus, since we are interested in the symmetry of the zeros, we should only consider
invariant polynomials. Szegő polynomials ρn have all their zeros in D and thus they are
not invariant. Quasi versions are obtained by imposing certain orthogonality conditions to
subspaces of dimension n− d. What should this subspace like for an invariant polynomial
Qn ∈ Pn\Pn−1?

Let Qn be an invariant polynomial on T. Then

〈Qn, z
k〉 = τ〈Q∗n, zk〉 = τ〈znQn, z

k〉 = τ〈zn−k, Qn〉 = τ〈Qn, zn−k〉, τ ∈ T.

Thus 〈Qn, z
n−k〉 = 0 ⇔ 〈Qn, z

k〉 = 0, for 0 ≤ k ≤ n. An invariant polynomial on
T should always be orthogonal to a subspace that is spanned by powers of z that are
centrosymmetric in the sequence (0, 1, . . . , n), that is, if it includes zk, it should include
zn−k as well. Note that for QOPRL the number of orthogonality conditions is reduced by
1 as the order increases by 1. However the symmetry in paraorthogonality implies that if
we remove orthogonality to zn−` then we also remove orthogonality to z`. The number of
orthogonality conditions, and thus also the order of QPOPUC, changes in steps of two. So
we define a nested sequence of subspaces of dimension n− 2`− 1 in Pn:

Qn,2`+1 = span {zk : k = `+ 1, . . . , n− `− 1}, 0 ≤ ` ≤
⌊n

2

⌋
− 1.

Invariant polynomials, orthogonal to this subspace for ` = 0 were coined paraorthogonal as
they were introduced in [34], (see also [28, Theorem III]), and they were later studied by
many [22, 23, 12, 13, 15, 14, 31, 51, 36, 38]. We shall refer to them as quasi-paraorthogonal
polynomials (QPOPUC) of order 1. More generally, we define the set of (n, 2` + 1)-
QPOPUC of order 2`+1 as all invariant polynomials of degree n in Q⊥n,2`+1. The prefix quasi
refers to the fact that they satisfy less paraorthogonality (i.e., symmetric orthogonality)
conditions.

We recover a representation of (n, 2` + 1)-QPOPUC in terms of the orthogonal poly-
nomials obtained by Peherstorfer in [39].

Theorem 2.3. The monic (n, 2`+ 1)-QPOPUC are given by

Qn,2`+1 = zp`ρn−`−1 + τp∗`ρ
∗
n−`−1, p` ∈ P`\P`−1 monic and Qn,2`+1(0) = τ ∈ T.

The set of all monic (n, 2`+ 1)-QPOPUC Qn,2`+1 depends on 2`+ 1 real free parameters.
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Proof. We first note that Q⊥n,2`+1 has dimension n + 1 − (n − 2` − 1) = 2` + 2. Fur-

thermore, 0 = 〈zρn−`−1, zk〉 = 〈zt+1ρn−`−1, z
k+t〉 = 〈ρ∗n−`−1, zk〉 = 〈ztρ∗n−`−1, zk+t〉, for

k = 1, . . . , n−`−1, t = 0, . . . , `. Thus the 2`+2 polynomials {zt+1ρn−`−1, z
tρ∗n−`−1}`t=0 are

in Q⊥n,2`+1. Moreover they are independent because zp`(z)ρn−`−1(z) + q`(z)ρ∗n−`−1(z) ≡ 0
is only possible if p` = q` ≡ 0. Indeed, if p` 6≡ 0, then zρn−`−1

ρ∗n−`−1
≡ − q`

p`
, which is impossible

because the rational function zρn−`−1

ρ∗n−`−1
is irreducible of degree n− ` since zρn−`−1 and ρ∗n−`−1

have no common zeros and the rational function − q`
p`

has degree at most ` < n − `. We

get a similar contradiction if q` 6≡ 0 so that Q⊥n,2`+1 = {zp`ρn−`−1 + q`ρ
∗
n−`−1 : p`, q` ∈ P`}.

Let Qn = zp`ρn−`−1 + q`ρ
∗
n−`−1 be in Q⊥n,2`+1 with p` ∈ P`\P`−1 monic, then Qn is

monic of degree n. Because the representation w.r.t. a basis is unique, Qn is τ -invariant if
and only if q` = τp∗` . Therefore Qn,2`+1 = zp`ρn−`−1 + τp∗`ρ

∗
n−`−1. The 2` + 1 parameters

represented by τ = Qn,2`+1(0) ∈ T that depends on a real parameter and by the ` complex
coefficients p`, that correspond to 2` real parameters.

The monic polynomial p` can be written as

p`(z) =
∏̀
k=1

(z − ηk), ηk ∈ C, k = 1, . . . , `.

So we shall in the rest of the paper often use the ` zeros {ηk}`k=1 as parameters instead of
the ` free coefficients of the monic polynomial p`.

If σn,` = p`(0) − τδn−` 6= 0, then Qn = Qn,2`+1 6∈ Q⊥n,2`−1 (see Lemma A.3 of the

Appendix) but there will be some ‘extra’ orthogonality. Because 〈Qn, z
`〉 = τ〈Q∗n, z`〉 =

τ〈Qn, zn−`〉 = τan−` with an−` = 〈Qn, z
n−`〉 6= 0. Define τ̃ = τ

σn,`
σn,`

= τ an−`
an−`

∈ T, then

clearly 〈Qn, z
n−` − τ̃ z`〉 = 0. Thus every (n, 2`+ 1)-QPOPUC with σn,` 6= 0 is orthogonal

to Qn,2`+1⊕span {zn−`− τ̃ z`}. We shall refer to τ̃ as the orthogonality parameter of Qn,2`+1.
If σn,` 6= 0 then the orthogonality parameter can be made explicit in an alternative

expression for Qn,2`+1 as explained in Lemma A.4 of the Appendix. If ` = 0, then p` ≡ 1
and thus σn,0 is always nonzero.

3. Zeros of quasi-paraorthogonal polynomials

In the previous section we have described all monic and invariant quasi-paraorthogonal
polynomials. We are now in a position to prove the main result that is an analogue on the
unit circle of a very well known important result when dealing with measures supported
on the real line that connects the number of orthogonality conditions with the number of
zeros of odd multiplicity in the interior of the support of the measure.

It has been shown in the literature (see [44, 35, 37, 7, 3]) that an (n, d)-QOPRL asso-
ciated with a measure whose support is an interval [a, b] has at least n − d zeros of odd
multiplicity in (a, b). For d = 1 we can use the parameter to fix one zero in (a, b), for
d = 2, there are two parameters that can be used to fix a and b as nodes and for d = 3
one may fix a, b and some α ∈ (a, b), while in all these cases it is guaranteed that there
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are n simple zeros in the support [a, b] ⊂ R of the measure. These QOPRL for d = 1 or
d = 2 are mainly derived in the context of Gauss-Radau and Gauss-Lobatto quadrature
formulas respectively.

In this section we shall obtain similar results for QPOPUC assuming that the measure
is supported on an arc S ⊂ T.

3.1. A general statement

The next Lemma gives a property of invariant polynomials that will be of interest for
our purposes.

Lemma 3.1. Let P ∈ Pn\Pn−1 be an invariant polynomial. Then,

1. Factoring structure on T: if we denote by ω1, . . . , ωm the zeros of P of odd multiplicity
on T, then

P (z) = K · zr
m∏
i=1

(z − ωi)
r∏

k=1

|z − ηk|2, K 6= 0, z ∈ T, (1)

where m+ 2r = n and ηk are zeros of P that may possibly coincide with ωi.

2. If n is odd, then the number of zeros of odd multiplicity on T is odd. If n is even,
then the number of zeros of odd multiplicity on T is even (possibly zero).

Proof. The second property is a direct consequence of the first one. If α 6∈ T is a zero of
P , then 1

α
= α
|α|2 is also a zero of P . So, the factorization of P will have the factors

(z − α)

(
z − α

|α|2

)
= − α

|α|2
z |z − α|2 , z ∈ T. (2)

If α is a zero of P on T and it has multiplicity at least two, then P will have among its
factors

(z − α)2 = −αz|z − α|2, z ∈ T. (3)

Thus, if m is the number of zeros of odd multiplicity on T, then P will have m simple
factors and the other factors are of the form (2)-(3), yielding (1).

We shall denote an oriented arc as an interval [a, b] ⊂ T running counterclockwise from
a to b. If [a, b] ⊂ T denotes a (closed) arc, then the complementary arc with the same
orientation is (b, a). The square or rounded brackets are used as in the case of a real
interval to indicate that boundary points are included or not. Moreover, an arc can be
indicated by three points like arc(a, c, b), then this defines its orientation: from a over c to
b, and we write a < c < b.

Theorem 3.2. For n ≥ 2, 0 ≤ ` ≤ bn
2
c − 1, and supp(µ) = S = [a, b] ⊂ T, an (n, 2`+ 1)-

QPOPUC Qn,2`+1 has at least n−2` zeros of odd multiplicity on the unit circle and n−2`−1

of them in S̊ = (a, b).
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Proof. Let us first consider the case n = 2s+ 1. Since a QPOPUC Qn,2`+1 is invariant, we
know from Lemma 3.1 that Qn,2`+1 has an odd number of zeros of odd multiplicity on T
and that it can be factored as

Qn,2`+1(z) = Kzs−r
t∏

j=1

(z − ωj)
u∏
j=1

(z − νj)
s−r∏
j=1

|z − ηj|2, K 6= 0, z = eiθ ∈ T

with t+ u = 2r+ 1 odd. We have distinguished between the ηj with even multiplicity and

for those of odd multiplicity we have the zeros νj that are in S̊ and the distinct ωi that are

not in S̊, that is ωi ∈ T\S̊ = [b, a]. Without loss of generality we order the ωi such that
b ≤ ω1 < ω2 < · · · < ωt ≤ a. We define the arcs Si = [ω2i−1, ω2i] with midpoints χi and
ψi(z) = z−ω2i−1

z−ω2i
for i = 1, 2, . . . , b t

2
c.

Our aim is to prove that u ≥ n− 2`− 1 which we do by contraposition, thus suppose
that u ≤ n− 2`− 2. We first treat the case where t is even. Thus suppose t = 2k, k ∈ N,
then

k∏
j=1

(z − ω2j−1)
k∏
j=1

(z − ω2j) = zk
k∏
j=1

(−ω2j)

[
k∏
j=1

(z − ω2j−1)
k∏
j=1

(z − ω2j)

]

= zk
k∏
j=1

(−ω2j)

[
k∏
j=1

ψj(z)
k∏
j=1

|z − ω2j|2
]
, z ∈ T.

Furthermore, if

Θ(z) = K

(
k∏
j=1

−ω2j

ψj(χj)

)
zs−r+k

u∏
j=1

(z − νj),

then

Qn,2`+1(z)Θ(z) = |K|2
s−r∏
j=1

|z − ηj|2
u∏
j=1

|z − νj|2
k∏
j=1

|z − ω2j|2
k∏
j=1

ψj(z)

ψj(χj)
, z ∈ T.

By Lemma A.1,

z ∈ S̊ ⇒ ψj(z)

ψj(χj)
< 0, j = 1, . . . , k,

so that Qn,2`+1(z)Θ(z), has a constant sign in S̊.
But 〈Qn,2`+1,Θ〉 = 0 because Θ ∈ Qn,2`+1. Indeed, since Θ ∈ span

{
zs−r+k, . . . , zs−r+k+u

}
,

it only remains to prove that s − r + k ≥ ` + 1 and that s − r + k + u ≤ n − ` − 1. The
assumptions are n = 2s + 1, t + u = 2r + 1, u ≤ n − 2` − 2 and t = 2k (notice that u is
odd). So,

s− r + k = s− r +
2r + 1− u

2
= s+

1

2
− u

2
≥ `+ 1

and

s− r + k + u = s+
1

2
+
u

2
≤ s+

1

2
+
n− 2`− 2

2
= n− `− 1.
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This proves that Qn,2`+1 has at least n − 2` − 1 = 2(s − `) zeros of odd multiplicity in

S̊ = (a, b), and since n is odd, Qn,2`+1 has n− 2` zeros on the unit circle.
Now, we consider t = 2k + 1, then u is even and u ≤ 2(s− `)− 2. We consider

Θ(z) = K

(
k∏
j=1

−ω2j

ψj(χj)

)
zs−r+k(z − ω2k+1)

u∏
j=1

(z − νj),

then

Qn,2`+1(z)Θ(z) = |K|2
s−r∏
j=1

|z−ηj|2
u∏
j=1

|z−νj|2
k∏
j=1

|z−w2j|2|z−ω2k+1|2
k∏
j=1

ψj(z)

ψj(χj)
, z ∈ T.

By the same argument, Qn,2`+1(z)Θ(z) has a constant sign in S̊, which is a contradiction
since Θ ∈ Qn,2`+1 and thus 〈Qn,2`+1,Θ〉 = 0. Indeed, Θ ∈ span

{
zs−r+k, . . . , zs−r+k+u+1

}
and now, 2k + 1 + u = 2r + 1 (u is even) and we have supposed that u ≤ 2(s − `) − 1,
hence u ≤ 2(s− `− 1). So, s− r + k = s− u

2
≥ `+ 1 and s− r + k + u+ 1 = s+ 1 + u

2
≤

s + 1 + (s− `− 1) = n− `− 1. Again in this case u ≥ 2(s− `). This proves that Qn,2`+1

has at least n− 2`− 1 = 2(s− `) zeros of odd multiplicity in S̊ = (a, b), and since n is odd,
Qn,2`+1 has n− 2` zeros on the unit circle.

When n is even the proof is similar.

3.2. Qn,1 and one prescribed zero

If we can employ the invariance parameter τ (i.e. Qn,1(0) for a monic Qn,1) to place an

extra zero of odd multiplicity on S̊, then this would imply that the n simple zeros of Qn,1

are in S̊. We shall study the situation using Blaschke products. Since the zeros zk,n of the
Szegő polynomial ρn lie in D, we can define the Blaschke products of degree n (with zeros
in D) as follows

Fn(z) = z
ρn−1(z)

ρ∗n−1(z)
=

n−1∏
s=0

ϕzs,n(z) where z0,n = 0 and ρk(z) =
k∏
l=1

(z − zl,k) , k ∈ N. (4)

By the Argument Principle, Fn(z) goes around the unit circle exactly n times when z wraps
around the origin (a n-to-1 map), and since all their zeros are in D the map z 7→ Fn(z)
preserves the orientation. If in addition the support of the measure is an arc S, as it is in
our case, the following result is a consequence of the previous theorem.

Corollary 3.3. Let µ be a positive measure supported on an arc S ⊂ T with associated
orthogonal polynomials {ρk}k∈N and let Fn be the Blaschke product as defined above in (4).
Then for given t ∈ T, Fn(z) = t will have at least n− 1 solutions in S̊.

Theorem 3.4. Let µ be a positive measure supported on S = [a, b] ( T, and n ≥ 2.
Consider the QPOPUC Qn,1(z) = zρn−1(z) + τρ∗n−1(z) and define τa = Fn(a) and τb =

Fn(b) with Fn as in (4). Then Qn,1 has all its simple zeros in S̊ (or in S) if and only if
−τ ∈ (τa, τb) (or −τ ∈ [τa, τb] respectively). Moreover α ∈ T is one of these zeros if and
only if −τ = Fn(α).
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Proof. The zeros {zi}ni=1 of Qn,1 are the roots of the equation Fn(z) = −τ . We denote the
(ordered) roots of Fn(z) = τa by {αi}ni=1 and the (ordered) roots of Fn(z) = τb, by {βi}ni=1,
with α1 = a and βn = b. By the properties of Fn, zi ∈ (αi, βi), i = 1, 2, . . . , n.

Remark 3.5. Note also that the only prefixed zero α ∈ S̊ that is allowed must be in one
of the n intervals (αi, βi), i = 1, . . . , n. Compare with [7, Theorem 2.9] for QOPRL.

3.3. Qn,3 and 2 or 3 prescribed zeros

A monic QPOPUC

Qn,3(z) = z(z − η)ρn−2(z) + τ(1− ηz)ρ∗n−2(z) (5)

of order 3, has at least n− 2 zeros of odd multiplicity on T, n− 3 of them are in interior of
the arc where the measure is supported, and it depends on three real parameters that can
be used to fix up to three zeros, ensuring that all the zeros of Qn,3 are simple and placed
on the support of measure. Let us start by fixing 2 nodes.

If η ∈ D, then Bn(z) = z(z−η)ρn−2(z)
(1−ηz)ρ∗n−2(z)

is a Blaschke product of degree n and Bn(z) = τ ∈ T
has n simple solutions on T. The conditions Qn,3(α1) = Qn,3(α2) = 0 lead to

αi(αi − η)ρn−2(αi) + τ(1− ηαi)ρ∗n−2(αi) = 0, i = 1, 2, (6)

or equivalently,

(αi − η) + τfi(1− ηαi) = 0, fi = Fn−1(αi), i = 1, 2. (7)

This gives the system [
1 τf1α1

1 τf2α2

] [
η
η

]
=

[
τf1 + α1

τf2 + α2

]
. (8)

If f1α1 6= f2α2, this represents two secants for the circle T

η + τf1α1η = τf1 + α1 and η + τf2α2η = τf2 + α2, η ∈ C. (9)

The first secant passes through α1 and τf1 and the second passes through α2 and τf2. If
f1 = f2, then η = τf1 ∈ T, and this should be excluded because η must be in D. These
secants intersect in exactly one finite point if and only if α1f1 6= α2f2 and the intersection
point is

η = c12 + τa12, c12 =
f1 − f2

f1α1 − f2α2

, a12 =
α1 − α2

f1α1 − f2α2

. (10)

By Lemma A.2 of the Appendix, η ∈ D if and only if the arcs (α1, τf1, α2) and (α1, τf1, τf2)
have opposite orientation. (See also Figure 1.) Note that we can only define (α1, τf1, α2)
and (α1, τf1, τf2) as arcs if τf1 6= α2 and τf2 6= α1 which is implicitly assumed also in the
next Theorem.
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Theorem 3.6. Let n ≥ 3. Given τ ∈ T, and distinct {αi}2i=1 ⊂ T. Define {fi}2i=1 ⊂ T
as in (7). Assume the fi are distinct and α1f1 6= α2f2. Then the monic (n, 3)-QPOPUC
Qn,3 of (5) is uniquely defined and has all its zeros simple and on T, α1 and α2 being two
of them if τ is such that the arcs (α1, τf1, α2) and (α1, τf1, τf2) have opposite orientation.
The parameter η in (5) belongs to D and depends on τ as given by (10).

Remark 3.7. Note that there are infinitely many τ that allow us to fix α1 and α2 ensuring
that Qn,3 has all its zeros simple on T.

A further geometric interpretation can be obtained as follows (see also [33]). Because
τ ∈ T, the identity (10) says that η ∈ T12 which is the circle with center c12 and with
radius r12 = |a12|, i.e. (see also Figure 1)

T12 = {η(t) = c12 + t · r12 : t ∈ T}.

The η from (10) corresponds to t = τt0 where t0 = a12/|a12|. For t1 = α1f2t0 we get
η(t1) = α1 and for t2 = α2f1t0 we get η(t2) = α2. Thus T ∩ T12 = {α1, α2}. Since there
are two different points of intersection, this means that there are values for t ∈ T that will
deliver η(t) ∈ D and others for which η(t) ∈ E. It is clear that the line connecting the origin
with c12, i.e., the mediatrix of the chord [α1, α2], will intersect T at the points ±√α1α2

and the circle T12 at two points: one in D that is closest to the origin and one in E that is
the farthest from the origin. The former is given by ηe = c12(1− r12

|c12|), which is η(t3) with

t3 = − c12
|c12| . Thus η(t) ∈ T12 ∩ D if and only if t is in the interior of the arc(t1, t3, t2) ⊂ T

for which η(t) describes the arc(η(t1), η(t3), η(t2)) = arc(α1, ηe, α2) = T12 ∩D. Taking into

account the value of t0, t ∈ arc(t1, t3, t2) if and only if τ ∈ arc
(
α1f2,− f1−f2

|f1−f2|
α1−α2

|α1−α2| , α2f1

)
.

All this assumes f1α1 6= f2α2, i.e., the two secants have a single finite intersection point.
If f1α1 = f2α2, then the secants are parallel or coincide.

1. (α1 − α2) + τ(f1 − f2) 6= 0, then the two equations of (9) are contradictory. The two
secants are parallel and intersect at η =∞.

2. (α1 − α2) + τ(f1 − f2) = 0, then the two equations of the system (8) are identical
and reduce to η + ηα1α2 = α1 + α2, the secant through α1 = τf2 and α2 = τf1
(See Figure 1). In this case there are infinitely many solutions for η given by η =
α1 + t(α2 − α1) with η ∈ D if 0 < t < 1. This line is in fact a degenerate case of the
circle T12 with an infinite radius and a center at infinity. The mediatrix of the chord
[α1, α2] intersects T12 at the center ηe = (α1 + α2)/2 and at ∞. Since η has to be in
D, it should be on the degenerate arc(α1, ηe, α2) = T12∩D which is the open interval
(α1, α2).

Remark 3.8. Note that Qn,3 has 3 real parameter incorporated by η ∈ C and τ ∈ T. In
the generic case (α1f1 6= α2f2) we can, depending on a chosen τ fix the zeros α1 and α2 by
selecting an appropriate η. However, to guarantee that all n zeros are simple and on T, we
had to restrict τ to a subarc of T. In the degenerate case (2) above, α1 and α2 are chosen
such that α1f2 = α2f1 = τ , which means that now τ is fixed, but it leaves η still free to

10



Figure 1: The unit circle T and the circle T12 with T ∩ T12 = {α1, α2} and the two secant lines through
(α1, τf1) and (α2, τf2) intersecting at η(τ).

vary on the secant line through α1 and α2, which corresponds to one real parameter t. To
guarantee also in this case that all n zeros are simple and on T, we should restrict η to
the subinterval (α1, α2), i.e. 0 < t < 1. The latter can be seen as an arc of the degenerate
circle T12 through α1 and α2 and center at ∞.

With this analysis we can turn the existence Theorem 3.6 into an explicit characteri-
zation of τ as follows.

Theorem 3.9. Let n ≥ 3. Given τ ∈ T, and {(αi, fi)}2i=1 ⊂ T×T, satisfying the conditions
of Theorem 3.6. Then the monic (n, 3)-QPOPUC Qn,3 as in (5) with n simple zeros on

T, α1 and α2 being two of them, is uniquely defined if τ ∈ arc
(
α1f2,− f1−f2

|f1−f2|
α1−α2

|α1−α2| , α2f1

)
.

The parameter η of (5) belongs to D and depends on τ as given by (10).

The previous argument shows that if the two prefixed zeros allow a solution that guar-
antees n simple zeros on T then we should choose free parameter (τ or t) such that η is on
some subarc in D. This remaining freedom will allow us to fix a third zero under certain
conditions as we shall currently show.

The conditions Qn,3(α1) = Qn,3(α2) = Qn,3(α3) = 0 lead to

αi(αi − η)ρn−2(αi) + τ(1− ηαi)ρ∗n−2(αi) = 0, i = 1, 2, 3

11



or equivalently,

τ(αi − η) + fi(1− αiη) = 0, fi = Fn−1(αi), i = 1, 2, 3,

where η ∈ C and τ ∈ T. If 1− αiη 6= 0, i = 1, 2, we can reformulate the system as

τϕ−η(αi) = −fi, i = 1, 2, 3. (11)

Then, Qn,3 has n simple zeros if the solution of the above interpolation problem is an
automorphism of the unit disk. It well know that there exists a unique automorphism of
the unit disk if and only if arc(α1, α2, α3) and arc(f1, f2, f3) have the same orientation, [42,
p. 397], see also [41, p. 280 and p. 296, exercise 30], and that it is a particular case of a
more general situation: see [5, Theorem 4.1 and Example 5.1].

Theorem 3.10. Let n ≥ 3. Given distinct {αi}3i=1 ⊂ T, and assume fi = Fn−1(αi),
i = 1, 2, 3 with Fn−1 as in (4) are also distinct. Then there exists a unique monic (n, 3)-
QPOPUC Qn,3 as in (5), having all its zeros simple on T, with α1, α2 and α3 being three
of them if arc(α1, α2, α3) and arc(f1, f2, f3) have the same orientation. The required η of
(5) belongs to D.

If the support of µ is an arc S = [a, b] ( T, then Theorem 3.2 guarantees that Qn,3 has
n− 2 zeros of odd multiplicity on T of which only n− 3 are in the interior of the support.
We can however prove that all the zeros are in the support if we choose α1 = a and α2 = b
in the following way.

The interpolation conditions (7) become for η 6∈ {a, b},

ϕ−η(a) = −τfa and ϕ−η(b) = −τfb where fa = Fn−1(a) and fb = Fn−1(b). (12)

We know this has a unique solution η for each τ ∈ T if and only if fa 6= fb and afa 6= bfb
and the latter will always be true in this case as a consequence of Corollary 3.3. For this η,
Qn,3 has zeros at a and b, and thus Qn,3(z) = (z−a)(z− b)Pn−2(z) with Pn−2 ∈ Pn−2\Pn−3
monic. These boundary zeros a and b are in addition to the (n − 3) zeros that Qn,3 has
in (a, b) according to Theorem 3.2. As Qn,3 is τ -invariant and orthogonal to Qn,3, Pn−2 is
τ̂ -invariant with τ̂ = abτ and orthogonal to Qn−2,1 with respect to

dµ̂(z) =
√
ab(z − a)(z − b)zdµ(z), z ∈ S. (13)

We assume the square root is chosen such that this measure µ̂ is positive on S̊, which is
possible because with z = eiθ,

√
a = eiθa/2, and

√
b = eiθb/2,√

ab e−iθ(eiθ − eiθa)(eiθ − eiθb) = 4 sin
(θ − θa

2

)
sin
(θb − θ

2

)
> 0, ∀θ ∈ (θa, θb).

Thus, Pn−2 is a monic τ̂ -invariant, (n − 2, 1)-QPOPUC for the positive measure µ̂. Let
{ρ̂n}n∈N be the sequence of monic orthogonal polynomials associated with µ̂, then Pn−2 =
zρ̂n−3 + τ̂ ρ̂∗n−3.

Applying Theorem 3.4 thus gives us the following result.
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Theorem 3.11. Let µ be a measure supported on an arc S = [a, b] ( T and define
the associated positive measure µ̂ as in (13) with monic orthogonal polynomial sequence
{ρ̂n}n∈N. For k ∈ N, let Fk be defined as in (4) and F̂k(z) = zρ̂k−1(z)/ρ̂∗k−1(z). Assume

n ≥ 3 and define fa = Fn−1(a), fb = Fn−1(b) τ̂a = F̂n−2(a), τ̂b = F̂n−2(b), and τ̂ = abτ .
Furthermore set η = c12 + abτ̂a12, where c12 = fa−fb

afa−bfb
, a12 = a−b

afa−bfb
and τ̂ ∈ T. Finally,

let Qn,3 as in (5) be a monic (n, 3)-QPOPUC. Then

1. Qn,3 has all its simple zeros on S where a and b are two of them if and only if
−τ̂ ∈ (τ̂a, τ̂b)

2. Qn,3 has all its simple zeros in S where a, b and α ∈ (a, b) are three of them if and

only if −τ̂ = F̂n−2(α) ∈ (τ̂a, τ̂b).

3.4. Qn,2`+1 with 2` or 2`+ 1 prescribed zeros

For the more general case where ` > 1, the analysis becomes very hard when the
measure is supported on a subarc of T. So for the rest of this section we shall assume that
the measure is supported on the whole circle T.

Let us first fix 2` zeros for the (n, 2`+ 1)-QPOPUC

Qn,2`+1(z) = zP`(z)ρn−`−1(z) + τP ∗` (z)ρ∗n−`−1(z), P`(z) =
∏̀
k=1

(z − ηk), ηk ∈ C. (14)

From Theorem 3.2 we know it has at least (n − 2`) zeros of odd multiplicity on T. It
remains to verify which conditions on τ ∈ T and {ηi}`i=1 must be satisfied to allow us to
fix 2` nodes, while ensuring that all the zeros of Qn,2`+1 are simple and on T.

If ηi ∈ D, i = 1, . . . , `, then Bn(z) = zP`(z)ρn−`−1(z)

P ∗
` (z)ρ

∗
n−`−1(z)

is a Blaschke product of degree n

with all zeros in D and thus Bn(z) = τ ∈ T has n simple solutions on T. We already know
that the conditions Qn,2`+1(αj) = 0, j = 1, . . . , 2`, lead to

αiP`(αi)ρn−`−1(αi) + τP ∗` (αi)ρ
∗
n−`−1(αi) = 0, i = 1, . . . , 2`,

or equivalently, with fi = Fn−`(αi), i = 1, . . . , 2`, (Fn−` as in (4)):

P`(αi) + τfiP
∗
` (αi) = 0, i = 1, . . . , 2`. (15)

Obviously, a possible solution will depend on the selection of the nodes {αi} and how the
corresponding {fi} behave. This problem has a matrix interpretation, that extends the
case ` = 1.

Let us assume that there exists a unique solution P` for the system (15) and that it is
given by P`(z) = p0 +p1z+ · · ·+p`−1z

`−1 +z`. Set V1 = [αji ]
j=0,...,`−1
i=1,...,` and V2 = [αji ]

j=0,...,`−1
i=`+1,...,2`

the Vandermonde matrices associated with {αi}`i=1 and {αj}2`j=`+1, respectively, and fur-
thermore set

f1 = [f1, f2, . . . , f`]
T , F1 = diag (f1) ,

f2 = [f`+1, f`+2, . . . , f2`]
T , F2 = diag (f2) ,

d1 = [α`1, α
`
2, . . . , α

`
`]
T , D1 = diag (d1) ,

d2 = [α``+1, α
`
`+2, . . . , α

`
2`]

T , D2 = diag (d2) ,
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then, from (15)

p0 + p1αi + · · ·+ p`−1α
`−1
i + τfiα

`
i

(
p`−1α

`−1
i + · · ·+ p0

)
= −τfi − α`i , i = 1, . . . , 2`.

Setting p = [p0, p1, · · · , p`−1]T , these equations are equivalent to

Vkp + τFkDkVkp = −τ fk − dk, k = 1, 2,

or in matrix form, the vector [pT ,pT ]T is the unique solution of[
V1 τF1D1V1
V2 τF2D2V2

] [
p
p

]
=

[
−τ f1 − d1

−τ f2 − d2

]
. (16)

The uniqueness of the solution implies that the coefficient matrix is nonsingular.

Theorem 3.12. Let n ≥ 2` + 1. Given τ ∈ T and distinct {αi}2`i=1 ⊂ T, and assume
fi = Fn−`(αi), i = 1, . . . , 2` with Fn−` defined in (4) are distinct and satisfy

∏
1≤i<j≤`

(α`+i − α`+j) (αi − αj)
(α`+i − α`+j) (αi − αj)

6=
∏̀
i=1

f`+iα
`
`+i

fiα`i
. (17)

Then the monic τ -invariant (n, 2`+1)-QPOPUC Qn,2`+1(z) = zP`(z)ρn−`−1(z)+τP ∗` (z)ρ∗n−`−1(z)
with n simple zeros on T, and α1, α2, . . . , α2` being 2` of them is uniquely defined if all
sk(0) ∈ D, k = 1, . . . , `, where

s`(z) =
P`(z)

P ∗` (z)
and sk−1(z) =

1

z

sk(z)− sk(0)

1− sk(0)sk(z)
, k = `, `− 1, . . . , 2, (18)

and P`(z) = p0 +p1z+ · · ·+p`−1z
`−1 +z` where p = [p0 p1 · · · p`−1]T is the unique solution

of the system (16). The vector p is given by

p = −
[(
V1
)−1D1F1V1 −

(
V2
)−1D2F2V2

]−1
·
[(
V1
)−1 (

τd1 + f1
)
−
(
V2
)−1 (

τd2 + f2
)]
,

(19)
where we use the notation that was introduced above.

Proof. We consider the following auxiliary problem. Let P`(z) = p0+p1z+· · ·+p`−1z`−1+z`

and Q`(z) = 1 + q1z + · · ·+ q`−1z
`−1 + q`z

` verify

p0 +p1αi+ · · ·+p`−1α
`−1
i + τfiα

`
i

(
q` + q`−1αi + · · ·+ q1αi

`−1) = −τfi−α`i , i = 1, . . . , 2`.

Setting p = [p0, p1, · · · , p`−1]T and q = [q1, q2, · · · , q`]T , these are equivalent to

Vkp + τFkDkVkS`q = −τ fk − dk, k = 1, 2,
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where S` = [δi,`+1−j]
`
i,j=1 is the ` × ` flipping matrix which maps a vector upside down.

Thus [
V1 τF1D1V1
V2 τF2D2V2

] [
p
S`q

]
=

[
−τ f1 − d1

−τ f2 − d2

]
. (20)

The condition (17) ensures that the associated matrix is not singular, hence the system
has a unique solution.

That P` = Q∗` can be seen as follows. Multiply by τdiag(F1D1,F2D2) from the left in
(20) to obtain [

τF1D1V1 V1
τF2D2V2 V2

] [
p
S`q

]
=

[
−τd1 − f1
−τd2 − f2

]
.

By taking the complex conjugate and interchanging the block columns we get[
V1 τF1D1V1
V2 τF2D2V2

] [
S`q
p

]
=

[
−τ f1 − d1

−τ f2 − d2

]
.

Hence, from the unicity of the solution, p = S`q, and so, P` = Q∗` .
For the second part, observe that (19) follows directly from (20) by block Gaussian

elimination.
The third part described in (18) is the classical Schur-Cohn test (see [43, 17]) for the

polynomial P`.

Note that the yeast of this proof is essentially the same as in the Theorem 3.6. We
require that the system expressing the interpolation conditions has a unique solution, and
require that the solution P` has its zeros in D, which was obtained in Theorem 3.6 and by
restricting τ to an arc, which is here replaced by an a Schur-Cohn test.

Remark 3.13. We point out that (17) does not depend on τ , so neither does the existence
of Qn,2`+1. Whether or not Qn,2`+1 in Theorem 3.12 will have the desired properties depends
on the value of τ ∈ T. If (17) is satisfied, there will exist a polynomial P` such that the
interpolation conditions are satisfied. However, whether or not the other conditions of the
previous theorem can be satisfied, in particular the conditions that the polynomial P` will
have zeros in D, depends continuously on the parameter τ ∈ T. All the sk(0) will be in D
for τ on certain arcs of T. If τ leaves such an arc, this means that some Schur parameter
s`0(0), and thus also a zero η of P`, leaves D by crossing T. At that moment η becomes
one of the zeros of Qn,2`+1. For τ outside these arcs, Qn,2`+1 can have zeros of multiplicity
larger than 1 and/or pairs of zeros (zi, 1/zi) with zi ∈ D. To find out what exactly are
the pathological cases requires further analysis of the location and multiplicity of the zeros,
which can be obtained by a deeper exploration of the behaviour of the Schur parameters.
See for example [4, 48] and similar discussions in the literature. However, keeping in mind
Theorem 3.2, we can always assure that there are at least n − 2` zeros on T with odd
multiplicity.
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The freedom to choose τ in the indicated arcs of T may allow us to fix another additional
node. More precisely, if we want to fix 2` + 1 zeros {αi}2`+1

j=1 ⊂ T of Qn,2`+1, it should be
verified that

αiP`(αi)ρn−`−1(αi) + τP ∗` (αi)ρ
∗
n−`−1(αi) = 0, j = 1, 2, . . . , 2`+ 1.

Equivalently, if fi = Fn−`(αi) ∈ T and λ =
√
τ ,

λP`(αi) + fiλP
∗
` (αi) = 0, i = 1, 2, . . . , 2`+ 1. (21)

Also this problem has a matrix interpretation where the main difference with the previous
case is that now τ = Qn,2`+1(0) = λ2 is a parameter that we have to determine by solving
the system.

More precisely, if we denote P`(z) =
∏`

j=1(z− ηj) = p0 + p1z+ · · ·+ p`−1z
`−1 + z`, then

from (21)

λ
(
p0 + p1αi + · · ·+ p`−1α

`−1
i + α`i

)
+ fiλ

(
1 + p`−1αi + · · ·+ p0α

`
i

)
= 0, i = 1, . . . , 2`+ 1.

Setting p = λ[p0, p1, . . . , p`−1, 1]T , and V = [αji ]
j=0,...,`
i=1,...,2`+1 , f = [f1, f2, . . . , f2`+1]

T and
F = diag (f), this is equivalent to the homogeneous system

Vp + FVp∗ = 0, or [V FV ]

[
p
p∗

]
= 0,

and the vector [pT ,p∗T ]T is the unique solution, up to a multiplicative constant means
that the matrix [V FV ] ∈ C(2`+1)×(2`+2) has full rank 2`+1. Since P` has degree ` deleting
column `+ 1 in this matrix makes it square and nonsingular.

Theorem 3.14. Let n ≥ 2` + 1. Given distinct numbers {αi}2`+1
i=1 ⊂ T, and let fi =

Fn−`(αi), i = 1, . . . , 2` + 1 with Fn−` as defined in (4) be also distinct. Denote by
V1 = [αji ]

j=0,...,`−1
i=1,...,` and V2 = [αji ]

j=0,...,`
i=`+1,...,2`+1 the square Vandermonde matrices associ-

ated with {αi}`i=1 and {αi}2`+1
i=`+1, respectively, and the rectangular Vandermonde matrices

V ′1 = [αji ]
j=0,...,`
i=1,...,` ∈ C`×(`+1) and V ′2 = [αji ]

j=0,...,`−1
i=`+1,...,2`+1 inf C(`+1)×`, and furthermore set

f1 = [f1, f2, . . . , f`]
T , F1 = diag (f1) ,

f2 = [f`+1, f`+2, . . . , f2`+1]
T , F2 = diag (f2) ,

d1 = [α`1, α
`
2, . . . , α

`
`]
T , d2 = [α``+1, α

`
`+2, . . . , α

`
2`+1]

T ,

and assume

∆ = det

[
V1 F1V ′1
V ′2 F2V2

]
6= 0. (22)

Then there exists a unique monic invariant (n, 2` + 1)-quasi-paraorthogonal polynomial
Qn,2`+1(z) = zP`(z)ρn−`−1(z) + τ̃P ∗` (z)ρ∗n−`−1(z) with all its zeros simple on T, with α1,
α2, . . . , α2`+1 being 2`+ 1 of them if all sk(0) ∈ D, k = 1, . . . , `, where

s`(z) =
P`(z)

P ∗` (z)
and sk−1(z) =

1

z

sk(z)− sk(0)

1− sk(0)sk(z)
, k = `, `− 1, . . . , 2, (23)
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where P`(z) =
∑`−1

k=1 pkz
k + z` is given by p = [p0, p1, . . . , p`−1]

T such that

p =
[
V1 −F1V ′1V−12 F2V ′2

]−1 · [d1 −F1V ′1V−12 F2d2

]
. (24)

Proof. The proof is analogous to the previous case. We consider the following auxiliary
problem. Let P̃`(z) = p̃0 + p̃1z + · · ·+ p̃`−1z

`−1 + p̃`z
` with p̃` 6= 0 and Q`(z) = q0 + q1z +

· · ·+ q`−1z
`−1 + q`z

` satisfy

p̃0 + p̃1αi + · · ·+ p̃`α
`
i + fi

(
q0 + q1αi + · · ·+ q`α

`
i

)
= 0, i = 1, . . . , 2`+ 1.

It is easy to verify thatQ` = P̃ ∗` , then setting p̃ = [p̃0, p̃1, . . . , p̃`−1]
T and q =

[
p̃`, p̃`−1, . . . , p̃0

]T
,

the above equations are equivalent to the linear system[
V1 F1V ′1
V ′2 F2V2

] [
p̃
q

]
= −p̃`

[
d1

d2

]
, p̃` 6= 0

which has a unique solution by (22). Then, (24) follows directly from block Gaussian
elimination taking into account that V1 and F2V2 are nonsingular and

p̃`
p̃`

= − det

[
V ′1 D1F1V1
V2 D2F2V ′2

]
/ det

[
V1 F1V ′1
V ′2 F2V2

]
= − 1

∆
det

[
V ′1 D1F1V1
V2 D2F2V ′2

]
,

where D1 = diag(α1, . . . , α`), D2 = diag(α`+1, . . . , α2`+1). Since all the entries in the
matrices are on T, we can rewrite the determinant of the numerator as

det

[
D`1F1

D`2F2

]
det

[
F1V1 V ′1
F2V ′2 V2

]
= (−1)` ∆

2`+1∏
j=1

fjα
`
j thus

p̃`
p̃`

= (−1)`+1 ∆

∆

2`+1∏
j=1

fjα
`
j.

Moreover, if s`(z) = P`(z)/P ∗` (z), with P`(z) = P̃`(z)/p̃` =
∑`−1

k=1(p̃k/p̃`)z
k + z`, then P`

will have all its zeros in D if and only if all the sk(0) ∈ D for k = `, . . . , 1 by the Schur-Cohn
test. Setting P`(z) =

∏`
i=1(z − ηi) with ηi ∈ D, i = 1, . . . , `, it is clear that

Qn,2`+1(z) = z
∏̀
i=1

(z − ηi)ρn−`−1(z) +
p̃`
p̃`

∏̀
i=1

(1− ηiz)ρ∗n−`−1(z)

is the monic invariant (n, 2`+1)-QPOPUC with invariance parameter τ = Qn,2`+1(0) = p̃`
p̃`

and all its zeros simple on T, with α1, α2, . . . , α2`+1 being 2`+ 1 of them.

Remark 3.15. Note that prefixing 2` + 1 zeros will in general define Qn,2`+1 uniquely,
which includes its invariance parameter τ . Thus there is no ‘varying’ τ . Generically, it is
impossible to fix more than 2`+ 1 prefixed zeros, unless we select a zero α2`+2 that happens
to be one of the zeros of Qn,2`+1 that is already uniquely defined by the first 2`+ 1 zeros. A
discussion somewhat similar to Remark 3.13 could be made here if we choose {αi}2`i=1 fixed
and consider α2`+1 as a varying parameter defining τ , but we shall not elaborate on that.

We note also that, with a different normalization for P`, a similar technique was used
in [29, Theorem 2.2, Corollary 2.3] to find Blaschke product interpolants of degree ` for
2`+ 1 points on T.
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4. Applications to quadrature formulas on the unit circle

In this section we shall be concerned with the numerical estimation of integrals of the
form

I(f) =

∫
f(z)dµ(z), (25)

f being a Riemann-Stieltjes integrable function with respect to µ, by means of quadrature
formulas (q.f.) of the form

In(f) =
n∑
s=1

λsf(zs), (26)

with distinct nodes {zs}ns=1 ⊂ supp(µ) and weights defined by λs = I(Ln,s) with {Ln,s}ns=1

the Lagrange Laurent polynomial interpolation basis for the nodes {zs}ns=1 in an n dimen-
sional subspace of the form L−p,q, q + p = n − 1, with p, ` ∈ N such that 0 < 2` + 1 < n
and ` ≤ p ≤ n − ` − 1. This q.f. is obviously exact in L−p,q. If all weights in (26) are
positive we call In(f) a positive quadrature formula (positive q.f.). Let us denote the nodal
polynomial by Wn(z) =

∏n
s=1(z − zs). Note that it is Wn(0)-invariant.

It is well known that the (n, d)-QOPRL with d prefixed zeros can be used as the
nodal polynomials of Gauss-type formulas, i.e., positive quadrature formulas with maximal
domain of exactness like Gauss-Radau (d = 1) or Gauss-Lobatto (d = 2) or more general
quadrature formulas with prescribed nodes ([7]).

The purpose of this section is to apply (n, 2` + 1)-QPOPUC as nodal polynomials
to obtain similar results for Szegő-type q.f. namely to characterize positive quadrature
formulas with maximal domain of validity when some of the nodes are prefixed. This will
correspond to q.f. whose nodal polynomial is a (n, 2` + 1)-QPOPUC with 2` or 2` + 1
prefixed nodes.

4.1. Szegő-type quadrature

As a consequence of the density of Laurent polynomials in the space of continuous
functions defined on an arc S ⊆ T with respect to the uniform norm, q.f. like (26) are
usually constructed by imposing I(L) = In(L) for all L ∈ span {z−p, . . . , zq} = L−p,q,
p, q ∈ N with p + q as large as possible (in this case, we say that In(f) is exact in L−p,q
and it has at least degree of exactness p+ q). The Szegő q.f. introduced in [34] are positive
q.f. whose degree of exactness is 2n − 2. The nodal polynomial is Wn = Qn,1, a monic
invariant (n, 1)-QPOPUC Qn,1 = zρn−1 + τρ∗n−1 = ν−1n,1[ρn + τ̃ ρ∗n] in which the invariance
parameter τ = Qn,1(0) or, equivalently, the orthogonality parameter τ̃ , is free. It is exact
in L−(n−1),n−1, that is a subspace of Laurent polynomials of dimension 2n− 1, despite the
fact that the q.f. depends on 2n parameters (n nodes and n weights, all varying with τ).
Recall that Gaussian q.f. also depend on 2n parameters but they are exact in P2n−1, a space
of dimension 2n. So we may expect that there must also be some space of dimension 2n in
which the Szegő quadrature is exact which corresponds to the orthogonality represented
by the orthogonality parameter τ̃ . This was first observed in [38] and [9]. The authors in
[38], found that the Szegő q.f. also integrated exactly zn − τ̃ τ

zn
thus achieving a subspace
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of dimension 2n. So we shall consider subspaces of Laurent polynomials that are invariant
under the involution f(z) 7→ f∗(z) = f(1/z) and we shall say that a q.f. on T of the form
(26) has degree of exactness e if it is exact for such an invariant subspace of dimension
e. This and other issues in the construction of q.f. on the unit circle, were studied in a
more general context by some of the authors in [19]. In that paper, it was proved that the
resulting q.f. always have real weights {λk}nk=1, at least b e

2
c+ 1 of them are positive where

e ≥ n − 1 is the degree of exactness of the q.f. [19, Theorem 2.3] and there always exist
two positive q.f. that are exact in a maximal domain of dimension 2n [19, Corollary 2.9]
when supp(µ) = T. Also an analogue of a Jacobi-type theorem (see Theorem 4.1 below)
was obtained [19, Theorem 2.6].

This idea of constructing a q.f. whose nodal polynomial is a QPOPUC is briefly summa-
rized as follows. As in the real line situation, we need to define a nested sequence {Ln}n∈N
of subspaces of Laurent polynomials, such that L0 = span {1}, Ln−1 ⊂ Ln, dim (Ln) = n+1
and

⋃
n∈N Ln = L. This can be done by starting from a sequence {ωk}k≥1 ⊂ T and defining

L2k := L−k,k, L2k+1 = L2k+1(ωk+1) := L2k ⊕ span
{
zk+1 − ωk+1

zk+1

}
, k ≥ 0. (27)

Note that Ln is invariant under the involution L 7→ L∗, that is L(z) ∈ Ln ⇔ L(1/z) ∈ Ln.
The next result gives the paraorthogonality conditions that must be satisfied by the nodal
polynomial of a q.f. In(f) of the form (26) to be exact in subspaces Ln−1+k, 0 ≤ k ≤ n
of the form (27) and not in Ln+k. It was proved in [38] for k = n − 1 and in the context
of Laurent polynomials in [19, Theorem 2.6] for any k. For completeness we include a
proof using the notation and the definitions introduced in Section 2 inspired by the results
obtained in [38] for k = n− 1. The result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 4.1. Let n, `, p ∈ N such that 0 < 2` + 1 < n, ` ≤ p ≤ n − ` − 1. Let
In(f) be a q.f. of the form (26) exact in L−p,n−1−p. Let Wn be its nodal polynomial and
an−` = 〈Wn, z

n−`〉 6= 0. Then

1. In(f) is exact in L2(n−`−1) if and only if Wn is a monic (n, 2`+ 1)-QPOPUC.

2. In(f) is exact in L2(n−`)−1(ω) with ω = τ̃Wn(0) if and only if Wn is an (n, 2` + 1)-

QPOPUC and τ̃ = τ an−`
an−`

.

Proof. Let In(f) be exact in L−p,q, and denote by Ln−1(f, x) the Laurent polynomial
interpolating f in L−p,n−1−p in the nodes {xi}ni=1 of the q.f. Let L ∈ L2(n−`−1), then

L(z)− Ln−1(L, z) =
Wn(z)P (z)

zn−`−1
, P ∈ Pn−2`−2,

integrating the equality,

I(L) = In(L), ∀L ∈ L2(n−`−1) ⇔ 0 = I(
WnP

zn−`−1
) = 〈Wn, Q〉, ∀Q ∈ Qn,2`+1.

It only remains to prove that additionally zn−`−ωz−(n−`) will be integrated exactly if and
only if ω = τ̃ τ .
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Therefore we proceed as follows. Assume that Qn := Qn,2`+1 is a monic (n, 2` + 1)-
QPOPUC with 〈Qn, z

n−`〉 6= 0 then its orthogonality parameter τ̃ is well defined. If
τ = Qn(0), then

z−`[zn −Qn] ∈ z−`L0,n−1 = L−`,n−`−1 and z−(n−`)[1− τQn] ∈ z−(n−`)L1,n = L−(n−`−1),`
(28)

and because both L−`,n−`−1 and L−(n−`−1),` are subspaces of L−(n−`−1),n−`−1, (recall that
2`+ 1 < n) the quadrature will be exact for these Laurent polynomials:

[I − In]
(
zn−` − z−`Qn

)
= 0 and [I − In]

(
z−(n−`) − τz−(n−`)Qn

)
= 0

but because Qn is the nodal polynomial, In(z−`Qn) = 0 = In(z−(n−`)Qn), so that

I(zn−`) = In(zn−`) + I(Qnz
−`) and I(z−(n−`)) = In(z−(n−`)) + τI(Qnz

−(n−`)).

Thus for any ω ∈ T

I
(
zn−` − ω

zn−`

)
= In

(
zn−` − ω

zn−`

)
+ 〈Qn, z

`〉 − ωτ〈Qn, z
n−`〉.

We know that I(Qnz
−(n−`)) = 〈Qn, z

n−`〉 6= 0 and because Qn is τ̃ -orthogonal, 〈Qn, z
`〉 =

τ̃〈Qn, z
n−`〉 so that

〈Qn, z
`〉 − ωτ〈Qn, z

n−`〉 = (τ̃ − ωτ)〈Qn, z
n−`〉 = 0⇔ ω = τ τ̃ .

This theorem states a one-to-one correspondence between all QPOPUC that have all
their zeros simple and in the support of the measure and all q.f. exact in a certain subspace
Lm.

states that all QPOPUC that have all their single zeros on the support of the measure,
are nodal polynomials of a q.f., exact in a certain subspace Lm. We have seen in previous
sections that if supp(µ) is an arc S ( T, then Qn,2`+1 has at least n − 2` zeros of odd

multiplicity on T and n − 2` − 1 of them in S̊. It depends on 2` + 1 free real parameters
that can be used to preselect up to 2` + 1 zeros simple and on S. It remains to analyse
when this will deliver positive q.f. with maximal domain of exactness.

4.2. Szegő and Szegő-Radau quadrature

Since νn,1 = 1 + τ̃ δn 6= 0, it follows from Lemma A.4 in the Appendix, that Qn,1(z) =
zρn−1 + τρ∗n−1(z) = ν−1n,1[ρn(z) + τ̃ ρ∗n−1(z)] and

τ = Qn,1(0) = τ̃
νn,1
νn,1

= ϕδn(τ̃)⇔ τ̃ = ϕ−δn(τ).

We know that Qn,1 has always n simple zeros on T. It was shown in [34] that Szegő’s
q.f. has Qn,1 as its nodal polynomial, it is exact in L2n−2 = L−(n−1),n−1 and its weights

20



are positive. By [38] or Theorem 4.1, we know that it is also exact in L2n−1(ω) with
ω = τ̃ τ = τ̃ϕδn(τ̃) = τϕ−δn(τ). The freedom to pick an arbitrary τ ∈ T allows us to choose

τ = −Fn(α) = −αρn−1(α)

ρ∗n−1(α)
⇔ τ̃ = −ρn(α)

ρ∗n(α)

which fixes a node at α ∈ T.
All this is well known but with our results of the previous section this can be generalized

to the case where S = supp(µ) is an arc on T.

Theorem 4.2 (Szegő and Szegő-Radau q.f.). Let µ be a positive measure supported
on an arc S = [a, b] ⊂ T and let In(f) be a q.f. of the form (26).

1. In(f) is a Szegő quadrature formula exact in L2n−1(ω) if and only if its nodal polyno-
mial is the τ -invariant (n, 1)-QPOPUC satisfying Theorem 3.4 and ω = τϕ−δn(τ).

2. In(f) is the unique Szegő-Radau quadrature formula exact in L2n−2 and prefixed node
α ∈ S̊ ⊆ T if and only if its nodal polynomial is the τ -invariant (n, 1)-QPOPUC with
−τ = αρn−1(α)/ρ∗n−1(α) satisfying Theorem 3.4. If ω = τϕ−δn(τ), then the q.f. is
exact in L2n−1(ω).

Proof. The original proof of exactness in L2n−2 and the positivity of the weights that is
given in [34] for a measure supported on T still holds if the support is an arc[a, b] ⊂ T and
all the nodes are in the open arc(a, b). We note that the positivity of the weights also follows
directly from the exactness in L2n−2. Indeed, as we mentioned above, by [19, Theorem 2.3],

the exactness in L2n−2 implies the positivity of b2(n−1)
2
c + 1 = n weights. The statement

about exactness in L2n−1(ω) is a consequence of Theorem 4.1 and Lemma A.4.

Remark 4.3. The q.f. using Qn,1 as nodal polynomial where we preselect τ and hence
select some particular value of ω that defines the domain of exactness is the analogue of
the Gaussian rule for a measure supported on [a, b] ⊂ R. If supp(µ) = T this was considered
in [19].

The q.f. using Qn,1 as nodal polynomial where τ is fixed by the preselected node α is
the analogue of the Gauss-Radau rule for a measure supported on [a, b] ⊂ R. Also this was
considered in the case that supp(µ) = T in e.g. [9].

To the best of our knowledge our more general results are new when supp(µ) is an arc
S ( T.

4.3. Positive Szegő-type q.f. with 2 or 3 prefixed nodes

In the classical Gauss-Lobatto quadrature formulas fix zeros at the boundaries of
supp(µ) = [a, b] ⊂ R. For Szegő-Lobatto q.f. when supp(µ) = T, there are no bound-
ary points and therefore two distinct points α1 and α2 are preselected on T and a positive
q.f. having these nodes are constructed like in [33]. For more details about Szegő-Lobatto
q.f. see also [19, 20]. In [10] Szegő-Lobatto quadrature is discussed in a more general
context of orthogonal rational functions, but it contains the polynomials as a special case.

We summarize the results as follows.

21



Theorem 4.4 (Szegő-Lobatto quadrature formula). Let n ≥ 3. Given τ ∈ T and
distinct {αi}2i=1 ⊂ T, we define {fi}2i=1 ⊂ T as in (7). Assume the fi are distinct and
α1f1 6= α2f2. Let In,3 be a q.f. of the form (26) with nodal polynomial Wn. Then In,3 is a
Szegő-Lobatto q.f exact in L2n−4 whose nodes include α1 and α2 if and only if Wn = Qn,3 a
QPOPUC as in (5) that satisfies the conditions of Theorem 3.6 or equivalently Theorem 3.9.
If moreover τ satisfies τη + δn−1 6= 0 with η given by (10), then ω = τη+δn−1

τη+δn−1
∈ T is well

defined and then In,3 is exact in L2n−1(ω).

Proof. It has been proved by Theorems 3.6 and 3.9 under what conditions Qn,3 has simple
nodes on T and by Theorem 4.1(1) we know when In,3(f) is exact in L2n−4. If τη+δn−1 6= 0,
then the orthogonality parameter τ̃ and ω will be well defined by Lemma A.4 in the
Appendix and the quadrature will be exact in L2n−3(ω) with ω = τ τ̃ by Theorem 4.1(2).

It only remains to prove that the weights are positive. Therefore note that

Wn(z) = zρ̂n−1(z)− τ ρ̂∗n−1(z), with ρ̂n−1(z) = zρn−2(z)− τηρ∗n−2(z), τη ∈ D.

By Favard’s theorem on the unit circle (see [34]), we conclude that ρ̂n−1 is a monic Szegő
polynomial and Wn is a monic (n, 1)-QPOPUC associated with a positive modified measure
µ̂, then our In,3(f) is also a Szegő-Radau q.f. associated to µ̂ that coincides with our q.f.
in L2n−3(ω), and hence it is a positive q.f.

So far we proved that the conditions of Theorems 3.6 or 3.9 imply the existence of the
prescribed positive q.f. The inverse implication is a consequence of [39, Theorem 3.1].

Since the previous Theorem 4.4 holds for τ belonging to an arc, we may use it to fix a
third node.

Theorem 4.5 ((n, 3)-Szegő-Peherstorfer quadrature). Let n ≥ 3 and let In,3 be the
q.f. of the from (26) with nodal polynomial Wn. Then In,3 is the unique Szegő-Peherstorfer
q.f. exact in L2n−4 with prescribed nodes α1, α2, and α3 if and only if Wn = Qn,3 as
in (5) satisfying the conditions of Theorem 3.10. If moreover τ verifying (11) satisfies
τη + δn−1 6= 0 with η given by (10), then In,3 is exact in L2n−3(ω) with ω = τη+δn−1

τη+δn−1
.

Proof. By Theorem 3.10, we know that if arc(α1, α2, α3) and arc(f1, f2, f3) have the same
orientation, then there exists a unique Qn,3 with simple zeros on T and α1, α2 and α3

are three of them. Thus In,3 will be exact in L2n−4 by Theorem 4.1(1). The weights are
positive by the same argument as used in the previous theorem 4.4. The reciprocal is again
a consequence of [39, Theorem 3.1]. The expression for ω follows from Theorem 4.1 and
Lemma A.4.

Theorems 4.4 and 4.5 hold again for integrals where supp(µ) = T. If supp(µ) is an arc
[a, b] ( T, these theorems only guarantee n − 3 zeros of odd multiplicity on the arc(a, b).
The ‘classical’ versions of these Theorems do hold when two of the prefixed points are the
boundary points a and b.
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Theorem 4.6 (Classical Szegő-Lobatto and Szegő-Peherstorfer q.f.). Let µ be a
measure supported on an arc S = [a, b] ( T. Let n ≥ 3, τ ∈ T, fa = Fn−1(a) and
fb = Fn−1(b) as in (7) and let In,3 be the q.f. of the form (26) with nodal polynomial Wn.

1. In,3 is a Szegő-Lobatto quadrature formula (fixing nodes in a and b) exact in L2n−3(ω)
if and only if Wn = Qn,3 as in (5) satisfying the first condition of Theorem 3.11, with

η ∈ D, τη + δn−1 6= 0 and ω = τη+δn−1

τη+δn−1
. Note that η given by (10) is in D if

arc(a, τfa, b) and arc(a, τfa, τfb) have opposite orientation.

2. In,3 is the unique Szegő-Peherstorfer quadrature formula exact in L2n−4 and prefixed
nodes a, b and α ∈ arc(a, b) if and only if Wn = Qn,3 as in (5) satisfying the second
condition of Theorem 3.11 with η ∈ D, i.e. arc(a, α, b) and arc(fa, fα, fb) have the
same orientation, where fα = Fn−1(α). If moreover τ is such that τη+ δn−1 6= 0 then

In,3 is exact in L2n−3(ω) with ω = τη+δn−`
τη+δn−`

.

Proof. By Theorems 3.11, it is sufficient that the nodal polynomial Qn,3 satisfies the condi-
tions mentioned, for both q.f. to have n simple nodes in the arc [a, b] ⊂ T. The positivity of
the weights is deduced by the same argument used in the previous theorem. The necessity
of the conditions is a consequence of [39, Theorem 3.1].

4.4. Positive Szegő-type q.f. with an arbitrary number of prefixed nodes

For quadrature formulas with more than 3 prefixed nodes, we shall only consider inte-
grals where supp(µ) = T as we did in the previous section for the location of the zeros of
QPOPUC of order 2`+ 1 > 3.

Theorem 4.7 (General Szegő-Peherstorfer quadrature formula). Let n ≥ 2` + 1,
and let In,2`+1 be a q.f. of the form (26) with nodal polynomial Wn.

1. In,2`+1 is a Szegő-Peherstorfer q.f. exact in L2(n−`)−1(ω) with prefixed nodes {αi}2`i=1 ⊂
T if and only if Wn = Qn,2`+1 as in (14) satisfying the hypothesis of Theorem 3.12

where τ is such that τP`(0)− δn−` 6= 0 and ω = τP`(0)−δn−`
τP`(0)−δn−`

.

2. In,2`+1 is the unique Szegő-Peherstorfer q.f. of the form (26) exact in L2(n−`−1) and
prefixed nodes {αi}2`+1

i=1 ⊂ T if and only if Wn = Qn,2`+1 as in (14) satisfying the

hypothesis of Theorem 3.14. If moreover τ is such that τP`(0)− δn−` 6= 0 then In,2`+1

is exact in L2(n−`−1)(ω) with ω = τP`(0)−δn−`
τP`(0)−δn−`

.

Proof. The existence and uniqueness of Wn = Qn,2`+1 is the result of Theorem 3.12 and
Theorem 3.14, and the exactness in L2(n−`)−1(ω) is an immediate consequence of Theo-
rem 4.1. As in the previous case, we are going to show that Qn,2`+1 is a (n, 1)-QPOPUC
of a positive auxiliary measure. Therefore, the associated q.f. is actually a Szegő-Radau
quadrature for this auxiliary measure that coincides with our q.f. In,2`(f) in L2(n−`)−1(ω),
hence it is a positive q.f. We know that the Schur-Cohn test for P` is equivalent with[

P`(z)
P ∗` (z)

]
= θ̂`θ̂`−1 · · · θ̂1

[
1
1

]
, with θ̂j =

[
1 κj
κj 1

] [
z 0
0 1

]
, κj = Pj(0) ∈ D,
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or, after multiplying the second row with τ and taking transpose

[z τ̃ ]θ′1 · · · θ′`
[
z 0
0 1

]−1
= [P`(z) τ̃P ∗` (z)], θ′j =

[
1 τ̃κj
τ̃κj 1

] [
z 0
0 1

]
,

while [
ρn−`−1(z)
ρ∗n−`−1(z)

]
= θn−`−1θn−`−2 · · · θ1

[
1
1

]
, θj =

[
1 δj
δj 1

] [
z 0
0 1

]
where the δj is the jth Schur parameter.

Now define [
ρ̃n−`(z)
ρ̃∗n−`(z)

]
= θ̃n−`

[
ρn−`−1(z)
ρ∗n−`−1(z)

]
, with θ̃n−` = θ′`,

and recursively [
ρ̃n−`+j(z)
ρ̃∗n−`+j(z)

]
= θ̃n−`+j

[
ρ̃n−`+j−1(z)
ρ̃∗n−`+j−1(z)

]
, j = 1, . . . , `− 1

where

θ̃n−`+j =

[
1 δ̃n−`+j

δ̃n−`+j 1

]
= θ′d−j =

[
1 τ̃κ`−j

τ̃κ`−j 1

]
.

Thus, we end up with

Qn,d(z) = [zP`(z) τ̃P ∗` (z)]

[
ρn−`−1(z)
ρ∗n−`−1(z)

]
= [z τ̃ ]θ̃n−1 · · · θ̃n−`θn−`−1 · · · θ1

[
1
1

]
= zρ̃n−1(z) + τ̃ ρ̃∗n−1(z).

In other words, the ρ̃n−1 are monic Szegő polynomials for a positive measure on the unit
circle by Favard’s theorem since it has parameters {δ1, δ2, . . . , δn−`−1δ̃n−`, . . . , δ̃n−1} that
are all in D. Therefore all the weights are positive. This shows the existence of a positive
q.f. if all the conditions of Theorem 3.12 or Theorem 3.14 are satified. As in previous
theorems, the reciprocal is a consequence of [39, Theorem 3.1].

Note that F. Peherstorfer in Theorem 3.1 of his paper [39] characterized positive quadra-
tures exact in the spaces L2(n−`−1) in terms of quasi-paraorthogonal polynomials of odd
order but without observing the orthogonality conditions that these verify. However, he
did not provide strategies for the construction of these positive q.f., and this has been
precisely one of our purposes, taking advantage of the use of QPOPUC. This is why we
used the term Szegő-Peherstorfer quadrature.

Our theorems recover these results but they are important because we also show the
influence of the invariance parameter on the nodes and on the maximal domain of exactness.
It opens the road to an analysis of the dynamics of the nodes as they vary in terms of this
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invariance parameter. But more importantly, our theorems are constructive and actually
describe a computational procedure to obtain the Schur coefficients needed to generate the
nodal polynomial, and from these, it is possible to compute the nodes and weights of the
q.f. (see below in the numerical section).

If 2`+1 nodes are fixed then there can be at most one solution for the Qn,2`+1 and thus
there is also a positive q.f. with these prefixed nodes and exact in L2(n−`−1) will be unique
if it exists. It will also be exact in L2(n−`)−1(ω) with ω defined by the context. If however
we only fix 2` nodes, there may be an infinite set of Qn,2`+1, depending on its invariance
parameter τ = Qn,2`+1(0) that may vary in certain arcs on T. The corresponding q.f., if
it exists, is exact in L2(n−`)−1(ω), where now ω depends on τ . The freedom to choose τ
in certain arcs has been used before to fix an extra node. We could use the same freedom
to fix ω instead. Given 2` + 1 nodes, find the corresponding solution Qn,2`+1, i.e., find P`
and τ in (14), that matches these nodes gives a linear problem that we discussed above. In
essence P` is used to match 2` nodes and the parameter τ is used to match the last node.
Given 2` nodes and ω, find the corresponding Qn,2`+1 is the same when using P` to match
the 2` nodes, but finding a τ that gives a prescribed ω is a difficult nonlinear problem that
does not allow an explicit solution. However, generically there will be at most two values
for τ as we prove in Theorem A.5 of the Appendix. In both cases, if a solution Qn,2`+1 of
these matching problems exists, then it remains to check that this results in a positive q.f.
In practice, this is verified by the Schur-Cohn test for the polynomial P`.

5. Numerical experiments

The aim of this section is to present, some illustrative numerical examples in the con-
struction of positive q.f. on the unit circle with a number of prescribed nodes greater than
two and maximal domain of exactness. We consider the approximation of the integral
(25) where µ is one of the most important measures on the unit circle: the Rogers-Szegő
(normalized) weight function (also known as “wrapped” Gaussian measure), given by

µ(θ, q) = µ(θ) =
1√

2π log (1/q)

∞∑
j=−∞

exp

(
−(θ − 2πj)2

2 log (1/q)

)
, 0 < q < 1. (29)

Properties and applications of Rogers-Szegő polynomials, the family of orthogonal polyno-
mials on T with respect to µ given by (29), have been extensively studied in recent years.
In particular, quadrature rules associated with this measure were considered in [20].

It is very well known that for this weight function, the trigonometric moments and

monic Szegő polynomials are explicitly given by µk = q
k2

2 , k ∈ Z, and by

ρn(z) =
n∑
j=0

(−1)n−j [nj ]q q
n−j
2 zj,

where for all 0 < q < 1, the usual q-binomial coefficients are defined by

[nj ]q =
(n)q

(j)q(n− j)q
, where (n)q = (1−q)(1−q2) · · · (1−qn) and (0)q = [n0]q = [nn]q ≡ 1,
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respectively. So, [nj ]q = (1−qn) ··· (1−qn−j+1)
(1−q) ··· (1−qj) , δn = (−1)nq

n
2 and ρ∗n(z) = (−1)nq−

n
2 ρn(qz).

The numerical computations were implemented in Matlab software with double preci-
sion.

Suppose first we want to construct a 16-point rule with 6 prescribed nodes (d = 2` = 6):

α1 = e−
3π
4
i, α2 = −i, α3 = 1, α4 = e

π
4
i, α5 = α2 and α6 = α1 and we want to guarantee

positive weights and a maximal degree of exactness, which is a space L25(ω) for some ω.
We know Q16,7 is given by

Q16,7(z) = zP3(z)ρ12(z) + τ3P
∗
3 (z)ρ∗12(z), P3(z) = (z − η1)(z − η2)(z = η3),

and the maximal domain of exactness of the positive q.f. I16,7(f) is

L25(ω3) = L−12,12 ⊕ span
{
z13 − ω3

z13

}
, ω3 = τ3τ̃3, τ̃3 =

η1η2η3 + τ3δ13

τ3η1η2η3 + δ13
.

Observe that the nodes of the q.f. that were not prefixed, the {ηi}3i=1, the orthogonality
parameter τ̃3 and thus also ω3 all depend on the choice for the invariance parameter τ3. We
have chosen τ3 = e0.9πi, resulting in τ̃ ≈ e−0.87834πi and thus ω3 ≈ e0.02166πi for the example
in Table 1 below. The domain of exactness is maximized for this ω3.

Using the procedure developed in Theorem 4.7 we can compute the Schur parameters
δ̃13, δ̃14, δ̃15 defined by the preselected nodes. These parameters, together with the Schur
parameters δj, j = 1, . . . , 12, for the Rogers-Szegő polynomials allow us to compute the
nodes and weights from the CMV matrix associated with them. See [12, 13, 11, 6]. The
results for τ3 = e0.9πi are displayed in Table 1 and the nodes are also graphically represented
in Figure 2(A).

As we have mentioned before, positive quadrature formulas will be guaranteed for τ3 in
certain arcs of T. In Figure 2(D) we have indicated these as green arcs. In our example,
these are the arcs given approximately by {eθπi : θ ∈ (0.251, 0.499) ∪ (0.765, 1.229) ∪
(1.505, 1.995)}. For each τ in the three green arcs, the conditions of Theorems 3.12 and
4.7 are satisfied and we can obtain a positive q.f. with the 6 nodes prefixed and we obtain
exactness in L23(ω3).

Note that the boundaries of the arcs seem to coincide with the fixed nodes, but that
is not true. We know that at such a boundary point, one of the η’s crosses T and at the
moment it is on T, it must coincide with (at least one) zero of Q16,7. Experimentally we
observed that this η leaves T by passing through one of the prefixed α’s. This creates some
‘degenerate situation’ where one of the ‘moving zeros’ of Q16,7, (i.e. the zeros varying with
τ) collides with that α (as in Figure 2(C) where the collision happens in α = exp(0.75πi)
and only 15 distinct nodes are shown). Since that α is then a double zero, it will also be
a zero of the derivative Q′16,7, while all the other zeros of Q′16,7 stay in D. It is intuitively
clear that the ‘moving zeros’ closest to τ will be most sensitive to varying τ . That explains
why the collision of a moving zero and a prefixed α will happen near the value of τ , and
thus why the boundary points for the arcs of τ will be near the prefixed zeros.

The complementary red arcs correspond to situations where at least one of the η’s, and
hence one of the Schur parameters for P3 is not in D. When τ enters a red arc, no positive
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Nodes Weights

−0.942694568084626− 0.333656936543722i 0.000883914413545

α1 =
√
2
2

(−1− i) 0.003573449079563

−0.379700471214962− 0.925109481174597i 0.011670163240250

α2 = −i 0.031571926071034

0.382004048856982− 0.924160649809800i 0.069097384838415

0.706940179145082− 0.707273343984008i 0.120722316200665

0.923913888542018− 0.382600479036773i 0.168408825865268

α3 = 1 0.188077141674534

0.923939153768060 + 0.382539462192281i 0.168360171656870

α4 =
√
2
2

(1 + i) 0.120696119860582

0.382340759272763 + 0.924021397911716i 0.069140956573729

α5 = i 0.031642200537795

−0.381050525980387 + 0.924554215095074i 0.011673845455142

α6 =
√
2
2

(−1 + i) 0.003486160898429

−0.908886480405499 + 0.417043601720617i 0.000537635619058

−0.974806799005855 + 0.223050901392394i 0.000457788015119

Table 1: A 16-point q.f. for the Rogers-Szegő weight function with prescribed nodes {αi}6i=1 and maximal
domain of exactness L25(ω). We have taken q = 0.5 and τ̃3 = e0.9πi.

quadrature exist for several reasons. What happens there depends on the location of the
zeros of the derivative Q′16,7. If all the zeros of Q′16,7 are in D, then the zeros of Q16,7 are
simple and on T. If Q′16,7 has a zero in E, then there is at least one pair of zeros of Q16,7

not on T as in Figure 2(B). Since a zero of Q′16,7 can only leave D by crossing T, it can
only pass T through a multiple zero of Q16,7. We observe that this is in a red arc where
two moving zeros collide.

The remaining Figure 2(D) shows the green and red arcs for τ . The nodes are plotted
for the situation τ = 1 where there are 16 simple nodes on T but not all the weights are
positive. As we have pointed out in Remark 3.13, for a deeper exploration it is necessary
to make a detailed study of the behavior of the corresponding Schur parameters.

The freedom to choose the τ in these green arcs allows us to fix a seventh node. This
is described by Theorems 3.14 and 4.7. As an example we choose again the Rogers-Szegő
polynomials but now select seven nodes that are less symmetric on the circle. The results
are shown for the nodal polynomial Q16,7 in Table 2 and Figure 3.
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Figure 2: The plot shows the distribution of nodes in the Rogers-Szegő example. The circles show the
locations of the computed nodes of the q.f. with the stars indicating the preselected nodes. The figure
corresponds to the nodal polynomial Q16,7 with 6 preselected nodes. The q.f. is exact in L25(ω). (A):
τ = exp(0.9πi) corresponding to ω ≈ exp(0.02166πi). (B): τ = exp(0.63πi) there is one pair of nodes
not on T. (C): τ ≈ exp(0.7575πi) one moving zero coincides with one of the prefixed (in this case with
exp(0.75πi)). (D): Nodes for τ = 1. There are 16 simple nodes, but not all the weights are positive. For
τ in a green arc then the weights are positive. For τ in a red arc the weights are not positive.
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Nodes Weights

−0.826939158283098− 0.562291408878033i 0.000883914413545

−0.467939713417261− 0.883760388684045i 0.003573449079563

−0.043436557033519− 0.999056187365392i 0.011670163240250

0.369113471779490− 0.929384336510408i 0.031571926071034

∗ 0.707106781186549− 0.707106781186549i 0.069097384838415

0.925520203512843− 0.378698234600514i 0.168718787427850

∗ 1.000000000000000− 0.000000000000001i 0.184031304001781

∗ 0.929776485888252 + 0.368124552684676i 0.157535679739229

∗ 0.809016994374943 + 0.587785252292476i 0.029784407222365

∗ 0.707106781186542 + 0.707106781186551i 0.087805627362136

∗ 0.637423989748693 + 0.770513242775784i 0.017212913090585

0.384703682295919 + 0.923040127420233i 0.067644558942418

∗ 0.000000000000000 + 1.000000000000000i 0.032843677513034

−0.408105016619360 + 0.912934989695385i 0.011987419059172

−0.772470256507957 + 0.635050945051283i 0.003103537707867

−0.996767928597351 + 0.080334902251429i 0.000698363524723

Table 2: A 16-point q.f. for the Rogers-Szegő weight function with prescribed nodes {αi}7i=1 (in blue
and marked by *) and maximal domain of exactness. The required τ3 was τ3 = −0.363884303133021 −
0.931444155026694i ≈ e−0.6πi and the formula is exact in L25(ω3) with ω3 ≈ e−0.8πi.
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Figure 3: The plot shows the distribution of nodes in the Rogers-Szegő example. Seven nodes are prefixed
based on the nodal polynomial Q16,7 with an appropriate choice of τ3 The red circles show the locations
of the computed nodes of the q.f. with the stars indicating the preselected nodes. The quadrature is exact
in L25(ω3) with ω3 ≈ e0.8πi.
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Appendix

In this addendum we collect some auxiliary properties that are used to prove some
results in the body of this paper.

The first Lemma relates to points on T and it is quoted from [2, Chapter 3].

Lemma A.1. Let [z1, z3] be an arc on T and z2 ∈ (z1, z3). Then

(z − z1)(z2 − z3)
(z − z3)(z2 − z1)

∈ R⇔ z ∈ T.

Moreover,
(z − z1)(z2 − z3)
(z − z3)(z2 − z1)

∈ R+ ⇔ z ∈ (z1, z3),

The next lemma is a simple geometric observations.

Lemma A.2. Let α, β, γ, δ be four distinct points on T with αδ−βγ 6= 0 then the secants αβ
and γδ intersect in D if and only if arc(α, β, γ) and arc(α, β, δ) have opposite orientation.

Proof. The condition αδ−βγ 6= 0 implies that the two secants are not parallel. The secant
αβ divides T in two arcs A1 and A2. It is obvious that the secant γδ will intersect the secant
αβ in D if and only if both γ and δ do not belong to the same arc which may be either
A1 or A2. This is equivalent with saying that arc(α, β, γ) and arc(α, β, δ) have opposite
orientation. Similarly, it holds that the secants intersect in E if and only if arc(α, β, γ) and
arc(α, β, δ) have the same orientation.

The following relations are easy to verify.

Lemma A.3. Let n ≥ 2` + 1. Let Qn,2`+1(z) = zp`(z)ρn−`−1(z) + τp∗`(z)ρ∗n−`−1(z) with
p` ∈ P`\P`−1 monic and τ ∈ T.
Define ak = 〈Qn,2`+1, z

k〉, k = 0, . . . , n, then ak = τan−k and ak = 0, k = `+1, . . . , n−`−1
while

an−` = (p`(0)− τδn−`)‖ρn−`−1‖2 and 〈Qn,2`+1, z
n−` − τ̃ z`〉 = an−` − τ̃ τan−`.

If an−` = 0 or equivalently σn,` = p`(0) − τδn−` = 0 then there exists a monic p`−1 ∈
P`−1\P`−2 such that

Qn,2`+1(z) = zp`−1ρn−`(z) + τp∗`−1(z)ρ∗n−`(z) = Qn,2`−1(z).

If an−` 6= 0 then

〈Qn,2`+1, z
n−` − τ̃ z`〉 = 0⇔ τ̃ = τ

an−`
an−`

=
τp`(0)− δn−`
p`(0)− τδn−`

.

Let Q̃n,2`+1(z) = q∗` (z)ρn−`(z) + τ̃ q`(z)ρ∗n−`(z), with q` ∈ P`\P`−1 monic and τ̃ ∈ T.

Define ãk = 〈Q̃n,2`+1(z), zk〉 then ãk = τ̃ ãn−k, k = 0, . . . , n, and ãk = 0 for k = ` +
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1, . . . , n− `− 1 while ãn−` = ‖ρn−`‖2 6= 0, thus Q̃n,2`+1 ∈ Q⊥n,2`+1\Q⊥n,2`−1.
If νn,` = q`(0) + τ̃ δn−` = 0 then Q̃n,2`+1 ∈ Pn−1 and Q̃n,2`+1(0) = 0 and thus Q̃n,2`+1(z) =
zQn−2,2`−1(z) with 〈Qn−2,2`−1, z

n−`−1〉 6= 0.
If νn,` 6= 0 then Q̃n,2`+1 ∈ Q⊥n,2`+1\Q⊥n,2`−1 is in Pn\Pn−1, and if σn,` 6= 0 then the monic

polynomial Qn,2`+1 ∈ Q⊥n,2`+1\Q⊥n,2`−1.
Thus if νn,`σn,` 6= 0 then ν−1n,`Q̃n,2`+1(z) = Qn,2`+1 are equivalent representations of all

monic polynomials in Q⊥n,2`+1\Q⊥n,2`−1.

Note that ãn−` = τ̃ ã` > 0 so that 〈Q̃n,2`+1, z
n−` − τ̃ z`〉 = 0.

The next result gives the relations between τ, τ̃ , p` and q` for monic polynomials in
Q⊥n,2`+1\Q⊥n,2`−1.

Lemma A.4. Let p` and q` be monic polynomials of degree n and assume νn,` = q`(0) +

τ̃ δn−` 6= 0, and σn,` = p`(0)− τδn−` 6= 0 then

Qn,2`+1(z) = ν−1n,` [q
∗
` (z)ρn−`(z) + τ̃ q`(z)ρ∗n−`(z)],

= zp`(z)ρn−`−1(z) + τp∗`(z)ρ∗n−`−1(z),

represent all monic (n, 2`+ 1)-QPOPUC not in Q⊥n,2`−1 and

p` = ν−1n,` [q
∗
` + τ̃ δn−1q`], νn,` = q`(0) + τ̃ δn−`

q` = σ−1n,`[p
∗
` − τδn−`p`], σn,` = p`(0)− τδn−`

νn,`σn,` = νn,`σn,` = 1− |δn−`|2 > 0

τ = τ̃ νn,`/νn,` = τ̃σn,`/σn,`

ω = τ τ̃ =
τ̃ q`(0) + δn−`

τ̃ q`(0) + δn−`
=
τp`(0)− δn−`
τp`(0)− δn−`

.

Proof. Using the Szegő recursion we get

Qn,2`+1 = ν−1n,` [zρn−`−1 + δn−`ρ
∗
n−`−1]q

∗
` + τ̃ ν−1n,` [ρ

∗
n−`−1 + δn−`zρn−`−1]q`

= ν−1n,` [q
∗
` + τ̃ δn−`q`]zρn−`−1 + ν−1n,` [q

∗
` δn−` + τ̃ q`]ρ

∗
n−`−1

= zp`ρn−`−1 + τp∗`ρ
∗
n−`−1, p` = ν−1n,` [q

∗
` + τ̃ δn−`q`]

with νn,` = q`(0) + τ̃ δn−` because q` is monic and τ = τ̃ νn,`/νn,`. For the inverse relation
we use

p∗` − τδn−`p` = ν−1n,`(q` + τ̃ δn−`q
∗
` )− τδn−`ν−1n,`(q

∗
` + τ̃ δn−`q`)

= (ν−1n,` − τδn−`ν
−1
n,` τ̃ δn−`)q` + (ν−1n,` τ̃ δn−` − τδn−`ν

−1
n,`)q

∗
`

= ν−1n,`

(
1− τ τ̃

ν−1n,`

ν−1n,`
|δn−`|2

)
q` + δn−`(ν

−1
n,` τ̃ − τν

−1
n,`)q

∗
`

= ν−1n,`(1− |δn−`|
2)q`,
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where the last line follows from τ = τ̃
ν−1
n,`

ν−1
n,`

. Because q` is monic, σn,` = ν−1n,`(1 − |δn−`|2) =

p`(0)− τδn−`. The remaining equalities are immediately verified.

Let In,2`+1 be a positive Szegő-Peherstorfer quadrature formula as described in The-
orem 3.14 with 2` prefixed nodes and exact in L2(n−`)+1(ω) with ω depending on τ as
described in the theorem. Given τ , we can compute P` and ω. The converse of finding τ ,
given ω is a highly nonlinear problem. However, generically, there will be two solutions as
follows by the next theorem.

Theorem A.5. Let P` be defined by the system (16) parametrized in τ then for ω ∈ T,

the nonlinear equation ω = τP`(0)−δn−`
τP`(0)−δn−`

, will in general have at most two different solutions

for τ ∈ T.

Proof. The system (16) can be written as

M
[
I

τI

] [
p
p

]
= −τ f − d.

If detM 6= 0, then [
p
p

]
= −

[
τI

I

]
M−1f −

[
I

τI

]
M−1d.

The element on the first row is P`(0) =
∏`

i=1(−ηi) which has the form Aτ + B with
[A,B] = −[1 0 · · · 0]M−1[f ,d]. Substituting this into the equation for ω and writing D
for δn−` gives ω[τ(Aτ + B) − D] = τ(Aτ + B) − D. Since we are looking for τ ∈ T, this
results in a constrained quadratic equation

Bτ 2 + τ [(A−D)− ω(A−D)]− ωB = 0, τ ∈ T.

Thus except when B = 0, which means that ω = A−D
A−D does not depend on τ , and thus any

τ will do, there will be at most two solutions for τ ∈ T.
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