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Introduction

When the physicists realized that the observable quantities can be described by self-adjoint
operators acting in abstract Hilbert spaces, mathematicians had begun to study this family of
operators. Indeed, it is possible to associate to every self-adjoint operator a real measure p
so that the action of the self-adjoint operator A in the Hilbert space H is equivalent to the
multiplication operator by the free variable z in L*(u), [68].

However, why should we limit ourselves to self-adjoint operators? Are there other families
of operators for which there exists a spectral model?

The de Branges spaces, the main topic of this Ph.D. dissertation, were born as functional
models to describe the simple, closed, symmetric operators with deficiency indexes (1,1), [1].

Let us consider for example the stationary Schroedinger equation with Neumann boundary
conditions:

o —ii(z) = zu(x) z e (0,m),
fy_{ w(0)=0,  a(r)=0.

This operator is self-adjoint in L?[0, 7] and, if we introduce the measure u defined as

00 (2
() = E ( )2 where for every Borel set 2 C C
sen llcos(n ')||L2(0,7r)

5.,() = 1 ifneq,
0 ifngQ

the corresponding spectral transform U is defined as
U = (A, LX0,m)) — (M, L* (1))
[ — U[f](m) = (f, cos(m ')>L2(077r) , meN.

However, what happens if we remove one of the two boundary conditions of A 7 The operator
stops being self-adjoint and we can no longer associate it to a spectral transform U. Never-
theless, following the procedure of M. Krein [45] and L. de Branges, [28], [70] and [71], it is
possible to associate it to a space of entire functions: the de Branges space.

These entire function spaces were first introduced in the West by L. de Branges, when he
studied the inverse spectral theory for canonical systems, and in Russia by M. Krein, who
studied functional models for closed, symmetric, simple operators with deficiency indexes (n,
n).

In the early 2000s, some mathematicians start considering the de Branges spaces for other
reasons. In chronological order, V. Havin and N. Nikolski, A. Aleksandrov, K. Seip and Y.
Lyubarskii, and finally Y. Belov, A. Baranov and K. Dyakonov (and many others) aware of the
connection between the model spaces and de Branges spaces, start studying them as spaces of
entire functions. They looked at them independently of their connection with the operators,

iii



INTRODUCTION iv

simply by investigating the analytical properties of their elements. In this Ph.D. dissertation
with similar goal, I will focus on some analytical properties of de Branges spaces.

This dissertation is divided into three parts, in particular in eight chapters. In the rest of the
introduction, I briefly describe all of them highlighting their relationships with the rest of the
literature.

The first two chapters are preliminary to the rest of the thesis. Although a reader who is already
familiar with de Branges spaces might skip these chapters, I still decided to include them. In
fact, even if there are excellent books on de Branges spaces, one of the main difficulties I faced
at the beginning of my Ph.D experience was studying the classical notions of this topic. As
already anticipated, the de Branges spaces have been studied by different mathematicians with
different interests, approaches and terminologies. Therefore, I think it is necessary explaining
my notation and introducing, with the relative proofs, the elementary properties I need.

In the first chapter, I introduce the de Branges spaces H(E) using the Hermite Biehler
functions F(z), (1.9) and the model spaces, (1.18).

Indeed, it is useful considering the relationship between these two spaces of holomorphic
functions, Proposition 1.12: although many theorems could be stated equivalently for the two
spaces, it is easier to prove some of them by using meromorphic inner functions of C* and
some others by using Hermite Biehler functions. This approach, which for example was not
explicitly used by L. de Branges, was taught to me by A. Baranov during his Ph.D. course on
the de Branges spaces in Bologna.

There are at least four important classical theorems on the de Branges spaces that would
deserve to be stated: the ordering theorem, the inverse spectral theory, the axiomatic definition
and, finally, the existence of bases of reproducing kernels. In the second chapter I present the
latter result. In fact, I show that every de Branges spaces have a basis of reproducing kernels
centred at real points, Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.9. It is only in this chapter that I briefly
talk about the multiplication operator M, in the de Branges spaces and I show how the density
of its domain is related to the properties of the Hermite Biehler function, [8].

The rest of the thesis gathers my research work.

The first thing I do, is extending some properties holding in the Paley-Wiener spaces, see
Example 5 for the definition, to the general de Branges spaces. In the second part of the thesis,
I study which conditions the Hermite Biehler function E(z) must satisfy so that the translation
operator T and the embedding operator ¢,, are bounded in the corresponding de Branges
space H(E).

In the third and fourth chapters, I focus my attention on the translation operator 7;. This
operator has never been systematically studied in the de Branges spaces.

First of all, I describe an easy necessary condition that F/(z) must satisfy for the boundedness
of Tr in H(E), Theorem 3.5.

My interest in this problem has got a double origin. I know that the vertical translation
operator T}, is bounded in the Paley-Wiener spaces and more generally in the Bernstein spaces,
see Definition 2.14. This fact makes me wonder if the vertical translation operator 7T, is bounded
also in other de Branges spaces as well.

Secondly, translation operator is closely related to the differentiation operator. The Bern-
stein inequality and the boundedness of the differentiation operator has been already widely
studied by K.M. Dyakonov in [32|, and by A. Baranov in [6], [9], [10], among other papers.
For this reason I think that studying the translation operators makes sense as well.
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To do this, T associate to T}, some Carleson measures of K?(©) with an approach very similar
to the one used in interpolation problems. The Carleson measures are an extremely useful
instrument in studying analytic functions spaces and for this reason many mathematicians
tried to characterize them. The first fundamental results on this topic were obtained by A.L.
Vol’berg and S.R. Treil” in [78], where they gave a sufficient condition for a measure to be a
Carleson measure in K?(©) and a necessary and sufficient condition to be a Carleson measure in
K?(©) when O(z) is a connected level set inner function (CLS). Subsequently A. Aleksandrov
gave a different proof of the same theorems in [2].

In the third chapter I study also a necessary condition for the horizontal translation operator
T,, Theorem 3.9. Also in this case, I associate it a Carleson measure with real support.

In the fourth chapter I go on studying 7¢, and in particular I present an original necessary
and sufficient condition for the boundedness of T, Theorems 4.9 and 4.12. The approach I use
recalls the standard techniques for studying multipliers in analytic function spaces.

Besides the Hilbert de Branges spaces H?(F), there are also the p-de Branges spaces, see (1.27).
These Banach spaces were first introduced by A. Baranov in [10] and then extensively studied
by other authors. Therefore, it is natural looking for the properties that F(z) needs to satisfy
so that the embedding operator ¢, , from HP(E) into H?(E) is continuous. This problem has
already been widely studied in the literature. First of all the continuity of the embedding
operator between different p-Bernstein spaces is a well known result, [5] and [56].

This problem has already been investigated and solved in [32], [30], [34] by K. Dyakonov,
for p > 1. Dyakonov proved that the boundedness of the derivative of the phase function of
the meromorphic inner function ©(z) is a necessary and sufficient condition for the continuity
of the embedding operator in x-invariant subspaces K?(0) of the Hardy space. This condition
can be adapted also to the de Branges spaces.

Instead of focusing on the case p > 1, I fix my attention on the case p = 1, which has already
been studied by A. Baranov in [11]. I prove that

1¢']] Lo < 00
if and only if the embedding operator
L HYE) — HYE)

is continuous. However, to obtain this theorem, Theorem 5.7, I add further conditions to F(z),
(5.9) and (5.10). I point out also that in general the boundedness of the derivative of the
phase function is not necessary for the continuity of the embedding operator, as proved in [11].
Moreover Proposition 4.2 of [11] is similar to my Theorem 5.7. For a characterization of the
Hermite Biehler functions which satisfy (5.9) and (5.10), I recall [48|.

In the third part, I study a completely different problem: the characterization of the dual of
the 1-de Branges spaces.

In order to describe it, I first recall what is known about the dual of H?(E) when 1 < p < 0.
Indeed, it has been already discovered that the duals of the p-de Branges spaces are isomorphic
to the ¢-de Branges spaces where ¢ = p/(p — 1), [24], [26] and Corollary 6.8. However, as I
show in the sixth chapter, in order to prove this result, I need to use Toeplitz operator with
anti-analytic symbols which are always unbounded when p = 1, Theorems 6.10 and 6.15. For
this reason in order to describe H!(E)", a completely different approach is needed.
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In the last two chapters I firstly describe the dual of the 1-Bernstein spaces and finally of
some 1-de Branges spaces.

My starting point has been [18] where R. Bessonov described the dual of the 1-* invariant
subspaces of the 1-Hardy space of the unit disk. He proved that their duals can be identified
with the quotient spaces of sequences BMO(u) where p is a discrete measure associate to the
corresponding x-invariant subspaces.

Actually, also W. Cohn in |26] studied a subspace of BMOA, Kj := BMOA N K?(©), which
is closely related to K'(©)* as proved by R. Bessonov in Proposition 4.2 in [18], even if it is
not isomorphic.

I study the dual of the 1-Bernstein space without using the Cayley transform, but introducing
directly the atomic structure of Bl. By doing this, I obtain the analogue of Bessonov’s result
for Bl:

BL* = BMO(Z) .

I go further and I look for a characterization of (BL)* in terms of entire functions. Studying some
properties of BMO(Z), I introduce a new space X, Definition 7.16, made by entire functions,
which is isomorphic to BMO(Z), Theorem 7.17.

Unfortunately the elements of X have a rigid structure and it is not easy to verify if, given
an entire function f, it does belong to X. Therefore I study a further description of (Bl)*,
fixing my attention on the properties of its elements. By doing this, I introduce the space Y,
which is my definitive description of (Bl)*, Theorem 7.21.

Finally, in the last chapter, I characterize H'(E)". I use the atomic decomposition of some
H'(E) which is original for the Branges spaces, Theorem 8.1. Subsequently I give two different
description of the dual of H'(F), Theorems 8.2 and 8.23. The calculations in this case are
much more complicated, since the Fourier transform is not available. Even if these two chapters
partially overlap, I think that separating them makes sense. Indeed the computations in the
Bernstein cases are simpler and they are useful to understand what is necessary to do for the
de Branges spaces.

During my Ph.D. experience, I have also faced other relevant problems which should be men-
tioned here although they have not been solved. I fix my attention only on those related to the
topics of this dissertation.

Even if the connection between the translation operator and the differentiation operator is
clear, I do not know if it is possible to consider a de Branges space H(E) where the translation
operator is bounded but the differentiation operator is not. Looking at Baranov’s calculations
in [6] and at my estimates in Chapter 4, this problem seems to be related to the derivative
of the phase function and to the boundedness of its Hilbert transform. Furthermore, if this
space exists, it is also an example of a semi-group of bounded operators, whose generator is an
unbounded operator.

Another interesting question deals with the atomic decomposition of H!(E). Although in
the seventh chapter I show that when the Hermite Biehler function satisfies some particular
conditions, the associated 1-de Branges space admits an atomic structure, I do not know what
are the minimal conditions necessary for it. I think also that the atomic structure could be a
powerful instrument for studying problems concerning H'(FE). Indeed, it might be used also
for studying the boundedness of the embedding operator ¢; 4.
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Finally, in the last chapter, I study the dual of H!(FE). The characterizations I give, does not
use entire functions. I believe that it would be important characterizing it also in this way, by
using theorems about the zeros of the functions in the Smirnov’s class.
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1. Hermite Biehler functions

and de Branges spaces

These first two chapters are preliminary to the rest of the thesis: we clarify the notations and
we introduce the p-de Branges spaces, explaining some of their well known properties.

In the first section we introduce the Hermite Biehler functions. We highlight their relationship
with the meromorphic inner functions (1.7), and we show their canonical representation form,
Theorem 1.7.

The Hermite Biehler functions are used for defining the de Branges spaces H(FE). In the
second section we show that H(F) is a Hilbert space of entire functions with reproducing kernels,
Theorem 1.10. We also prove that the Hilbert de Branges spaces are unitarily equivalent to the
model spaces of the upper half plane K?(0©), Theorem 1.12, and we provide two well-known
examples of Hilbert de Branges spaces.

We are interested in some geometric properties of the space H(F) and for this reason in the
fourth section we introduce the phase function ¢p(x) associated to the Hermite Biehler function
E(z). After having proved the analytic expression of the derivative of the phase function (1.24),
we show the connection between the norm of the reproducing kernel at the real points and the
derivative of the phase function (1.26).

Finally, in the fifth section, we introduce the p-de Branges spaces, when p # 2. Unlike the
Hilbert case, these spaces have not been deeply investigated yet. A lot of properties which hold
in the Hilbert case, are true also for the case p # 2. Nevertheless, in this thesis, we fix our
attention on their differences and we face some questions whose answers in the non-Hilbert case
are contrary to all the expectations.

1. Hermite Biehler functions
There are several ways to introduce the Hilbert de Branges space. Perhaps, the easiest one,
that we will see in the next section, (1.9), uses the Hardy spaces of the upper half plane C*.

In order to explain this technique, we need the Hermite Biehler functions, which we define and
characterize in this section.

Definition 1.1 Let f(z) be an entire function. The sharp operator, #, is defined as
(L1 f7(2)=](2) .
Definition 1.2 An entire function F(z) is a Hermite Biehler function if

(12)  |E(z)| > |E*(2)| = |E(2)] VzeCT.
2



1. HERMITE BIEHLER FUNCTIONS 3
Obviously the Hermite Biehler function E(z) has no zeros in the upper half plane. Moreover,

in order to avoid some technical computations, we assume also that E(x) # 0 for every x € R.

Definition 1.3 An entire function S(z) is said to be real if

(1.3)  S(z) = S*(z) VzeC.
We associate two important real functions to the Hermite Biehler function F(z):
E(z) + E#(z) —E(z) + E*(2)
2 ’ 2 '
Therefore, E(z) = A(z) —iB(z2).

(14)  A(z) = B(z) =

Example 1 If a € R, the function €¢**" is a Hermite Biehler function if and only if n = 1 and

a < 0. Indeed, if z = re??, then

o 0} ) IEEPSS AP Ty P n o
|€zaz — €§sz — emar sin nf elaz"™ | — eﬁ?mz — " sin n@ )

Y

The function €**" is in the Hermite Biehler class if and only if |e™*"| < [¢™*" |, that is,
0 < —2ar"sinnd Vo € (0,7) ,Vr>0.

This last condition is possible if and only if n =1 and a < 0. We note also that
' = cos(—az) — isin(—az) .
In the general case, if a = z, + iy, € C,

Zar™ cos(nf)—yqr™ sin(nd)

=€ while e Tar™ cos(nf)+yar™ sin(nd)
’ .

=€

az™ ‘ az™ ‘

le
Thus, only the sign of the imaginary part of a does matter.

Example 2 The function (1 — z/z,) where z, = z,, + iy, € C™ is in the Hermite Biehler class.

Let us compute as above:
L= z/zl* = [ = 2a)” + (g0 = 9)°] /N2l
1= 2/zl” = [(& = 2a)” + (g + )] / |2l -
Therefore
11 —2/z,] > |1 —Z/2,| if and only if
[(@ = 20)* + (g = 9] / |2al” > [(2 = 20)* + (g +9)°] / |2l

which is true if and only if y, < 0.
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Example 3 It turns out that, if z, = x,, + iy, € C~, the function (1 — 2/z,)e*/*" is not in the

Hermite Biehler class. Indeed we know that

(1 —z/z,)e/™ = (1 — z/zn)e_ilen\Qze\:Tnpz where — ]zy_n]Q >0.
Consequently

(1 - z/zn)eZ/Z"‘ =|(1—-2/z,)] eFnPYeFn?” and

(1= 2/2)e5 | = |(1 = 5/2,)| € TP eFn”

If y, < 0, the condition (1.2) is not satisfied for y large enough.

We associate to every Hermite Biehler function E(z) a meromorphic inner function O(z).

Definition 1.4 A meromorphic inner function 6(z) is an inner function having a meromorphic

extension to the whole C.

As described in [29], [41], [63] a singular inner function S(z) has the expression

S(2) = exp {z /R 1ttt;dn(t)}

where n(t) is a Borel measure singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure, and it does not
have any meromorphic extension to C. Indeed, if n(¢) contains point mass measures, then S(z)
will have essential singularities. On the other side, if n(¢) is singularly continuous, the points
in the support of the measure create singularities that are not isolated.

For this reason, the meromorphic inner functions are described just by the two parameters
(A, a), the zeros set of O(z) and its mean type.

Definition 1.5 A function ©(z) € H>°(C™) is a meromorphic inner function if

(15)  O(z) =€ HGW"Z —

where a > 0, \, = a, +ib, € C* |
zZ— Ay

n

where

bn
(1.6) Xn:a%+b%<oo, a>0,

and {\,} does not have a finite accumulation point.

There is a deep relationship between meromorphic inner functions and Hermite Biehler func-
tions.

Proposition 1.6 If E(z) is a Hermite Biehler function, the associated meromorphic inner

function ©(z) is defined as

(1.7)  O(z) := E*(2)/E(z), VYzeCt.
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ProoF. We know that
|E(%)| < |E(2)| , V2 € C"  which implies that |©(z)] <1, V2 € C* .

Moreover, the trace of the inner function ©(z) on R has modulus equal to 1 for all z € R, since
the Hermite Biehler function F(z) is entire. O

We observe that the correspondence between the Hermite Biehler class and the meromorphic
inner function is not one-to-one. Indeed let us consider a real entire function S(z), (1.3). Then,
S(z)E(z) is still Hermite Biehler but Ogg(z) = Op(z) for z € CT.

The condition (1.7) gives us a necessary condition that the zeros of E(z) need to satisfy. Since
Op(z) = 0 if and only if E#(2) =0,

then E(z,) = 0, where z, = x,, + iy, if and only if Og(Z,) = 0. Consequently, the zeros of the
function F(z), that is {z,}, C C, satisfy the Blaschke condition, that is:

. ‘ 1
(1.8) Z TTJZ_F < oo or equivalently Z% (Z) < 00 .

n

The Blaschke condition (1.6) does not imply any further condition on the rate of growth of the
zeros of F(z). Indeed,

1

> — > — .
e

PAE if and only if
Zn

For this reason, the Blaschke condition bounds the exponent of convergence of the zeros of E(z)
if and only if its zeros belong to the domain Q := {z € C~ such that —y > |2|* %},

To conclude this section, we recall the canonical expression for the functions in the Hermite
Biehler class, see [55]. We use Levin’s notation [55].

Let us consider the function p(z) := Y, (aj + iby)z". Then Rp := Y, ;2" and Ip :=
>, biz". For sake of brevity, we set Pj(w) :=w+ -+ + %wj.

Theorem 1.7 Let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function and let {2,}, C C~ be its zeros. Then,

according to Weierstrass factorization [56], we know that:

jn
E(z) _ C«Zkef(z)H (1 _ i) exp (i 4+ l(i) >
Zn “n In \ Zn

where Z IJ"“ converges and f(z) is entire. Then the function F(z) is equal to

n

E(z) = Cotes@Fitm=d TT (1 _ Zi) exp (RP;, (2/21))

n

where m < 0 and ¢(z) is a real function.

The above theorem is very important. For example, by using it we describe all the Hermite
Biehler function of order at most 2.
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Proposition 1.8 Let {z,},, C C~ satisfies the Blaschke condition (1.6) and ) # < oo. If
E(z) is Hermite Biehler of order 2 and F(z,) = 0, then

E(z) = pilaz+d)+p22*+p12+po H (1 — i) P 7

Zn
n

where a < 0 and ps, p1, po, d € R.
PROOF. Since the exponent of convergence of the zeros of the Hermite Biehler function is
less than or equal to 2, then

(-2

n

converges to an entire function. Moreover, thanks to the previous formula,

; z 1
ib? H 1- = ezé}EZn
Zn

n

converges in C where b = )" S-. Consequently,

E(z) = CePPe* H (1 — i) e
Zn

n

; 2 z 1
= el(az+d)+l722 +p12+po H 1-—- = ezéRzn ’
Zn

n

and we have proved the statement. U

2. Hilbert de Branges spaces

We define the Hilbert de Branges spaces.

Definition 1.9 Let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function. The 2-de Branges space H(F) is the
space of entire functions f(z) such that

#
It is useful to observe that
(1.10)  f#(2)/E(2) € H*(CT) ifand only if f(2)/E*(2) € H*(C™).

Indeed, if a function g(z) € H?(C"), then ¢g#(z) € Hol (C~). Moreover the function g#(z)
belongs to H*(C™) since

(1.9) € H*(CH).

2 - )
19 V2 ZSup/ 9% (@ + iy)|*da = S“p/ l9(z +it)de = [lglliecry -
y<0 JR t>0 JR

We introduce the inner product of H(E).
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Theorem 1.10 The de Branges space H(FE), endowed with the inner product
— dzx
(L11) {9 Doy 1= [ 9T
M |B()*
is a Hilbert space. Moreover, for every z € C, the function
1 E(z)E(w) — E(Z)E(W)

2mi (z —w)

(1.12)  ko(w) =

is the reproducing kernel at z, that is, for every f € H(FE)

(f, kz)ﬂ{(E) = f(2) .

PROOF. If we fix f € H(FE), f/FE and f/E* satisfy the Cauchy integral formula since they
are elements of H?(C*) and H?(C™) respectively. Consequently, it holds that

fz) dz gg if z € C*t

2mi Jg E(x)z — 2 0 f2eC

flz) dzx 0 if ze Ct

omi | E#(x) 2 — 2 2 . _
= B (z) —f9 fzec

Therefore, for every z € C\ R |

L B(:)E@) - BOE@) ,, | do

(oo = 5 f(@)

Tz |B(z)|’
Bz f(z) dx E#(2) flz) dx
- 2mi / x B

—z 2 Jp EF(x)x — 2

= ().

The function (f, k) 5(E) is an entire function in the variable z. Indeed, it is clearly holomorphic

in C\R. Let z =z € R. First of all (f, k), is well defined since

(L13) (oo | = 27”/ > fla) E(xo)E(x) — E(z)E(2)

z)[? T — T
g% /j Efg))Q B(x0)-B () — B(w0)0.E(ao)|
< a5 3 [ L <

With similar computations, it is also possible to show that

(1.14)  lim i kx0+h>9{(E) —(f, kxo)i]{(E)
' |h|—0 h
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exists finite. Since (f, kz>ﬂ{(E) and f(z) are entire functions and
(f, kz)J{(E) = f(2)

for every z € C\ R, also for z =z € R it is true that
(@) = {f, ka)am -

The functions k., belong to H(E). Indeed, they are clearly entire. In fact, k./E and k¥ /E
belong to the Hardy space H?(CT). To prove this last statement, let us consider the function
in k,/E. Tt turns out that if 2 € C*, the function k,/FE is L*-integrable on every horizontal
line of the upper half plane ¥(2) = y. Indeed, arguing as in (1.13)

2
(1.15) / i — /
R R
Rz+e€
<
Rz—e
o
|z—Rz|>e
/

< M +/ ————dr < o0
|lx—Rz|>e (.l’ - éRZ)Q

With an analogous reasoning, one can also prove that the function k¥ (x)/FE(x) in (??) belongs

to H?(C™T). Consequently, k, are the reproducing kernels of (H(FE), (-, Dae(m))-

E@E( +iy) - BEEG—ip)|
2%E(x+iy)(Z — z — iy)

k. (x4 iy)

d
E(z +iy) v

EG)E(x +iy) — B —i)B()|
CE(x+1y)(Z —x —iy)

dx

EG)E(x +iy) — B()Ew—iy)|
2E(x +iy)(Z — v —iy)

dx

The last thing that we have still to prove is that (H(E), (-, )sp)) is complete. Let {f,} be a
Cauchy sequence of H(E). Since H?(C™) is a Hilbert space,

fu/E— g/E € H¥CY) and f*/E — h/Ec H*(C").
Consequently the functions f,, converge to fy € Hol (C)), where

z) ifzeCt
fo(2) = 9(2) € |
h#(z) if z€ C™

We note that g(z) = h(z) for every z € R since

g(x) = lim fu(x) = lim fo(z) = h(x) ,

and we have proved the theorem. 0
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It is worth observing that there are several other different ways to define the Hilbert de Branges
spaces, see [28], [69], [70] and |71]. For example, the axiomatic approach, described in [28], is
extemely useful for the spectral representation of closed, symmetric operators with deficiency
indexes (1,1), see [4], [45], [59] and [74].

The H(E)-norm of the reproducing kernel is an important tool in the study of the geometric
properties of H(FE). For this reason, we observe that

ky(z) = lim k,(w) =|E(z)]? lim M :

w— T w—T ASw

where ©(2) = €'** [, ;(2) is defined as in (1.5). Since,

(1.16) 1 —|0(w)|? — e ) +Z\eww| H|b 2(1— |by(w ))]

n>1 | j=0
:(1—‘emw|2)+2‘em“’| Hlb |2 4y, Sw ]
n>1 |w_ n‘

we obtain that

(117)  kule) = | B <§+Zy—"_2) .

|z — Z,|
where {Z, := z, —iy,} € C are the zeros of E(z).
There is an important relationship between the model spaces associated to meromorphic inner

functions and the de Branges spaces. Let us first recall the definition of the model spaces. For
a more complete description of these spaces, we refer to [24], [40], [61] and [63].

Definition 1.11 The model space, also known as the 2-x invariant subspace of H?(C"), is

defined as
(1.18) K?*(©) := {f € H?(C*) such that f(z) = O(x)g(z) for + € R , where g € H2((C+)} :

where O(z), defined as in (1.5), is an inner function.

The subspace K?(0) can be defined also as the orthogonal complement in H? of the subspace
©H?, |40]. As proved for example in [6], the space K?(©) is isometrically isomorphic to H(E),
when (1.7) holds.

Proposition 1.12 Let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function and let ©(z) be the corresponding

meromorphic inner function described in (1.7). The map U,

U: H*(E) = K*(©), where W(F)(2):=f(z)=

is an isometric isomorphism from H?(E) onto K?(O).
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PROOF. Let F' € H?*(E), then f = F/E € H?*(C') and O(z)f(z) = F(z)/E(z) =
F#(z)/E(x), which is the boundary value of an element of H2(C+).
On the other hand, if f € K?(©), let F := fE. Then F/E € H*(C"), F#/E € H?*(C").

Furthermore the function F' = fF is entire. U

We observe that the model spaces are closed subspaces of H?(CT) and the functions

i 1-6(w)e(2)

— wG@
27 Z— W

(1.19) Ky(z):

are the reproducing kernels of K?(0).

3. Some examples

In this short section we provide two examples of Hilbert de Branges spaces [74].

Example 4 (Space of polynomials) We consider the linear space
P, := {polynomials of degree < n} .

It turns out to be a de Branges space by choosing as Hermite Biehler function any polynomial

whose zeros are all in the lower half plane.

Lemma 1.13 Let ¢(z) be a a polynomial whose zeros are all in the lower half plane. Then ¢(z)

is a Hermite Biehler function.

PROOF. It is clear that ¢(z) is an entire function. Furthermore,
gz)=alz—=X\)...(z = \) ,
where \;’s are the zeros of ¢(z), all contained in C™. Since, for every z € CT,
|z = A2 = Rz — RN+ (S22 — SN)? > (RZ— RN+ (S2—-SN) =2 — N,
the condition
la(2)| > lq(2)] V=€ C*

is always satisfied. O

We check that P, is a Hilbert de Branges space.
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Proposition 1.14 Let ¢(z) be a a polynomial of degree equal to n, whose zeros are all in the

lower-half complex plane. Then

PROOF. It is clear that, for every n € N, 2"# = 2™, Since
2" /q(z) € H}(CY) ifm<n,

P,, € H(q). On the other hand, 2 cannot be an element of H(q) because 2z /q is not in L*(R)
it N >n.

Moreover, if a function f(z) belongs to H(q), then it needs to grow at most as a polynomial.
Indeed f/q belongs to H*(C* —ie), while f/q* belongs to H?(C~ + i€). These two conditions
imply that |f(2)| < ¢|q(z)]| for every z € C, that is f(z) is a polynomial. O

Clearly, H(q) is finite dimensional. Furthermore, to describe H(g) only the zeros in the lower
half plane are relevant. Indeed, it might be proved that H(q) is isometrically isomorphic to

H(gp) where p is any polynomial with all its zeros on R.

Example 5 We recall that the Paley-Wiener spaces, parametrized by a > 0, are defined as

fentire : [, |f(z)Pdr < oo

PW, =
and Ve > 0 , exists Cy, > 0: |f(2)] < Cf e+l vz e C

These spaces are the most important example of de Branges space. Indeed,

Proposition 1.15 It holds that
PW, = H(e ") .

PROOF. It is necessary to characterize the Paley-Wiener spaces by means of the Fourier

transform. Indeed
PW, =T L*(—a,a) ,

that is, PW, coincides with the holomorphic extension of the inverse Fourier transform of the

L% integrable functions on the symmetric interval (—a,a). To prove that for every function

fePW,, feH(e ), we apply the definition (1.9). We check that

(1.20)  f(z)/e7@* € HX(CT) and f(z)/e € H2(C™) .
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Considering the Fourier transform,

(1.21)  supp &F {&} CR*

e a-
and we obtain the left inclusion in (1.20). With similar reasoning, also the right inclusion in
(1.20) and the inclusion H (e **) C PW, are obtained. O
It is worth observing that (-, )i is equivalent to (-, )3y . Indeed, le~%#| = 1, whenever
zeR.

The Paley-Wiener spaces have been deeply studied. An important article on them is [64],
where J. Ortega-Cerda and K. Seip characterize the de Branges spaces which have got some
sampling properties similar to those of the Paley-Wiener spaces.

For other examples of Hilbert de Branges spaces we cite the third part of [28]. We point out also
the reference [12], where A.D. Baranov, Y. Belov and A. Poltoratski characterize the Hermite
Biehler functions associated to Schrodinger operator with integrable potential.

4. The phase function ¢p

While studying de Branges space H(E), the phase function ¢ and its derivative are of funda-
mental importance. In this section we describe its expression and we highlight its relationship
with the norm of the reproducing kernel and with the derivative of the associated meromorphic
inner function O(z).

Definition 1.16 Let F(z) be a Hermite Biehler function. The real valued function ¢g(t) such
that

(1.22) €e“eOE(t) =|E(t)] VteR

is the phase function of E(z).

Every Hermite Biehler function E(z) admits a phase function.

Theorem 1.17 For every Hermite Biehler function FE(z) there exists an associated phase func-

tion ¢ (t); moreover ¢p(t) is C*(R).

PROOF. For sake of clearness, let us call ¢pp(t) = ¢(t). First of all, since we assume that
E(z) # 0 for x € R, we define log(E(z)) for z € C". This function is holomorphic in a small

neighborhood of C*. For this reason, we define

—io(t) = iSlog E(t) .
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The function ¢(t) is differentiable. Furthermore, because of the Cauchy-Riemann equations,

o 0
0> _8_leg |E(2)] |2== %arg(E(z)) [y

where the first inequality is satisfied because of (1.2). Therefore ¢(t)’ > 0 for every t € R. [

From (1.7), we recall that O(t) = BT _ ¢2idn(t) for every t € R. Therefore,

el
2

The derivative of © is well defined since the inner function admits an analytic continuation
beyond the real line. Indeed, if (1.5) holds,

(1.23)  2ipp(t)e®=® = '(t) and ¢p(t)

2
oy =3 - ta, vieR.

~ |t — 2|

Consequently, because of (1.23),

(124) p(t) = \t—y—nz|2 +3-

n

Thanks to (1.22), (1.17) and (1.24) we obtain other equivalent expressions for |k:(x)|/|E(z)]
and HktHig(E), when ¢,z € R:

B(o)| 1| s0(00) = 6(0)
(1.25) || = 2 1BO) o= ,
126) (= LG

5. p-de Branges spaces

Unlike the Hilbert case, the p-de Branges spaces have not been completely investigated yet.
They were first formally introduced in [9] and other references on this subject are [10], [43],
[44]; we recall the main definitions.

Definition 1.18 Let 0 < p < co. Given the Hermite Biehler function F(z), the p-de Branges
space HP(FE) is defined as:

(1.27)  HP(E) := {f entire such that f/E € H’(C"), f#/E € H(C")} ,

where f#(2) := f(2) and HP(C") is the p-Hardy space of C*.
If p> 1, HP(E) is a Banach space with the norm inherited from H?(C*)

P 1/p
dm) .

(x

f(z)
E(x)

(1.28) N flloe = IIf/Ell o = (/R‘




1. p-DE BRANGES SPACES 14

If0<p<1, HP(E) is just a complete metric space and the distance is described by

(1.29) d(f,9) = IIf = 9l = (/R ‘% pdx) |

As it happens for the case p = 2, Theorem 1.12, if p > 1, the p-de Branges spaces are isomet-
rically isomorphic to the #-p invariant subspaces of H?(C™").

Definition 1.19 If ©(z) is an inner function, the space K?(©) C H?(C") is defined as
K?(©) :={f € H’(C") such that (f,g)y. =0, Vge©H} |
where 1/p+1/g = 1 and 1 < p < oo. In other words, K?(0) is the subspace of HP(C")
annihilated by © H?(C™).
Proposition 1.20 Let 1 < p < oo. The space (K?(0), ||| ;7») is a closed subspace of H?(C*).
PROOF. Let {f,} € K?(©) such that f, — f € H?(C"). Then
(f.9) g2 = lim (fo, 9 =0, Vg€ OH!CT).

Consequently f € K?(O). O

As shown in [63], the elements of K?(0O) can be described in a more direct way.

Proposition 1.21 Let O(z) be an inner function. It turns out that the trace on R of the

elements of K?(©) is equal to the trace on R of the elements in the intersection between

HP(C*) and ©HP(C™), that is,
K?(©)l = (H(C*) N OH"(C)) |s |
where f|g is the trace of f on the real line.
PROOF. For every f € H?(C*), f € K?(©) if and only if

,Oh) . =0 Vh e H? which is equivalent to saying that (©f,h) , =0.
H H

The above relation holds if and only if O(z)f(z) € HP(C™)|g, that is f(x) € ©(x)H?(C™) |r.
=1

We note that the fact that ©(z) is inner has been used to guarantee that ©(z)O(x) almost

everywhere on R. O

Proposition 1.21 is fundamental. Indeed it allows us to define the 1-x invariant subspaces.

Definition 1.22 If O(z) is an inner function, the space K'(©) C H'(C") is defined as

K1) = {f e HY(C*) such that ©(2)f(z) € Hl(C‘)hR} ,
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As it happens for the model spaces, Proposition 1.12, when 1 < p < 0o, K?(0©) is isometrically
isomorphic to HP(FE).

Proposition 1.23 If 1 < p < oo, then HP(F) := EK?(0©), where ©(z) is defined according to
(1.7).

PROOF. Let f € KP(©) and F = Ef. Tt is clear that F/E € HP(C"). On the other
hand O(z)f(x) € HP(C")|g, which implies that ©(z)f#(z) € H?(C"). This last inclusion is
equivalent to saying that F#/E € HP(C"), which implies that F' € H?(E).

The reverse implication works in the same way. 0
Ifp>1and f e HP(E)

f(2) = ([ kg2

where the kernel k, is defined as in (1.12) for the case p = 2. However if p < 1, k,(t) does not
belong to HP(E). This fact will create some complications in the discussion of the continuity
of the embedding operator (Chapter 5) and it will force us to introduce an atomic structure,
which we will discuss in details in the following chapters.



2. Orthonormal basis of reproducing

kernels in Hilbert de Branges spaces

The 2-de Branges space H(F) is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of entire functions, Theorem
1.10. In this chapter, we look for orthonormal systems of reproducing kernels {k:, (2) }nez with
t, € R.

In order to describe these families, we use the Herglotz functions. This class of meromorphic
functions is identified with the Cayley transforms of the meromorphic inner functions O(z),
(2.2).

At the same time, Herglotz functions are also defined as the Poisson integrals of positive,
Borel measures with real support, Theorem 2.5. In particular, for the description of the or-
thonormal basis, we consider Herglotz functions associated to Clark measures, see [23], [39],
[67] and [73].

In the second section, we prove the main theorem of this chapter, Theorem 2.8: we charac-
terize the complete family of orthogonal reproducing kernels of H(F). This theorem is a well
known result, maybe the best known theorem, concerning the de Branges spaces. The original
proof, that we write down here, can be also found in [28].

In the third section, we face the problem of the density of the domain of the multiplication
operator M, in H(FE). The multiplication operator in the de Branges space H(FE) is closed,
symmetric and unbounded, [28]. Consequently, because of the Hellinger—Toeplitz theorem [68],
M, cannot be everywhere defined in H(FE). For this reason, we characterize the de Branges
spaces for which the multiplication operator M, has dense domain, Theorem 2.11. This problem
is deeply connected to the completeness of the orthonormal systems of reproducing kernels and
we characterize these spaces, following the reasonings in [8].

Finally in the fourth section, we study the Plancherel-Pélya inequality for the p-de Branges
spaces, Theorem 2.16. This inequality is the natural generalization of the orthogonal decom-
position possible only in the Hilbert case. It was first discovered for the p-Bernstein spaces,
[56], and it describes some sampling and interpolating systems of HP?(FE). In Theorem 2.16,
the Hermite Biehler function E(z) needs to satisfy several hypothesis which we better analyse
in the following chapters.

1. Herglotz functions

The Hermite Biehler class of entire functions is strictly connected to other classes of mero-
morphic functions. As explained in (1.7), every meromorphic inner functions ©(z) is associated
to a Hermite Biehler function E(z). In this section we introduce the class of Herglotz functions
and we explain its relationship with the Hermite Biehler class.

16
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Definition 2.1 A complex values function m(z), defined on the whole complex plane C, is a

meromorphic Herglotz function if

e it is meromorphic in C .
e Jm](z) >0 for every z € CT .
e m(2) =m(z) forevery z € C, that is, m(z) = m#(2) .

The meromorphic Herglotz functions m(z) are the Cayley transform of the meromorphic inner
functions ©(z), as we now see.

Proposition 2.2 If m(z) is a meromorphic Herglotz function, then ©(z) defined as

o m(z) —i

2.1)  O(z) =P ——

(21) (2) =€ m(z) +1

is a meromorphic inner function, when 0 < o < 1. On the other hand, given a meromorphic

inner function O(z), the corresponding meromorphic Herglotz function m®(z) is defined as
e?™ + 0(z)

2.2 @ ="

22 mE) =it

PROOF. We have just to prove that the expressions on the right side of (2.1) and of (2.2)

belong to the required classes. Indeed O(z) € Hol (CT) since
m(z)+i#0 forevery z € CT .

Moreover, for every z € CT,

(Rm(2))* + (Sm(z) — 1)°
(Rm(2))? + (Sm(z) + 1)
while |©(z)| = 1if z = z € R, since m(z) € R. Therefore, the function O(z) is inner. Finally,

0(2)]° = <1

since the singularities are those points z € C~ such that m(z) = —i, ©(z) turns out to be a
meromorphic inner function. On the other hand, in order to prove that the right term of (2.2)

is a Herglotz function, we first check that

o Z,eﬂm +0(2)\ _ 1+ 23 (e™?™0(2)) — [0(2)]? _ 1 10(2)?
(o) (T et ) " el

if z € C*. Moreover, since

>0

(23)  1/6(2) = O(z) ,

we obtain that

(2,1 + @(z)> _ Z,—e_izm —0(2) _ Z,e’zm + 0O(2)
1—0(z) e—i2ra _ Q(z) ei?re — (%)’

and consequently m/(z) is an Herglotz function. O
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We note that equation (2.3) makes sense since ©(z) = Bj(2)e"*, as stated in (1.5). Indeed
1/eiez = 1/e"% = ¢la? |
Analogously, manipulating separately every Blaschke factor by(z) of Bx(z), it is also true that

— A2 41 z—XA N4 2=
1b = = = _:b
/o) X +1 z2—X A+1 z— A

]

)

There exists another powerful description of the meromorphic Herglotz functions m(z). This
representation is related to Clark measures.

Definition 2.3 A positive, Borel measure o(t) supported on the real line is said to be Poisson

integrable if
do(t)
24
(24) /R 1+ ¢2 =0
If o(t) satisfies (2.4), the Schwarz integral
1 1 t
(25)  S[o](z) = E/R L - HQ} do(t)
is well defined for every z € C \ R. Indeed
(2.6)  [S[o](=)] < = / : Ltz )da(t)‘ < C’(z)/ dot) o
R R

T t—2)(1+1¢2 1+t

It is worth observing that
Slo] = Plo] +1iQ[o] ,

where

e 9l -1 [ LY

T (x — )2 + 2

is the Poisson integral and

(2.8) Q[a](z):l/R{ LR, (T

T (x—1)24+y> 141t

is the conjugate Poisson integral. If z € C*, with computations similar to those in (2.6), P[o](z)
is well defined. Furthermore, if z € C*, |Q[o|(2)| is also well defined. Indeed

il <c [N

1+ tx)| + |t y?
do
) (1)

(t) <o0.

To describe the meromorphic Herglotz functions through Poisson integrable measures, we use
Herglotz theorem, Theorem 4 in [28].
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Theorem 2.4 Every meromorphic inner function ©(z) is described by a positive, Poisson

integrable Borel measure o(t). Indeed

14 09(z) 1 y dog(t) :
2. - ) = - L7 = +
(2.9) %(1_@(z)) p0y+7r/R(x—t)2+y2 orevery z =x +iy € C" |

where py > 0 is the weight of the measure oy(t) at infinity.

Considering equations (2.2) and (2.9), the representation formula for m(z) through Poisson
measure oy(t) appears.

Theorem 2.5 If m(z) is a meromorphic Herglotz function, then
(2.10)  m(z) = poz + ¢ + iS[o0)(2)

where py > 0, ¢ € R and 0y(t) is a positive, Poisson finite Borel measure with support in R.

PROOF. The equation (2.10) follows directly from Herglotz theorem, formula (2.9). Indeed

1+0(2) . (1+006) _ .
—ek (1_—@(2)) = Sloo](2) — ipoz -

Thus, from (2.2),

() =me - (1 g0 ) +islonl).

and we have proved the statement. 0]

Instead of using O(z), in (2.9) we consider also e **"*©(z), which is still an inner function. By
doing this, we obtain other Herglotz functions:

€™ —0(2)\ _ 14+e2m0(2)\ 1 y do,(t)
*(mom) ~* (Timer) 7 [T e

(2.11) mY(2) = paz — <22::Z—i_88;) +i8[04](2)

and

The measures 0, (t) + padoo(t) are the Clark measures associated to the inner function ©(z).
It is also possible to compute D[o,](t), the Radon-Nikodym derivative of o, (t) with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. Since

1—10(2)]? 1 do,(t
EEE ey R
by applying Fatou’s theorem, we note that
L—O)P
e B0

Therefore, from equation (2.12), since |O(t)| =1 Vt € R, 0,(t) is a singular discrete measure.

(2.12) Dloa)(t) =

a.e. on R .
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Proposition 2.6 The Clark measure o,(t) + padoo(t) defined in (2.9) is a discrete measure

consisting of Dirac masses supported at the points of the set
(213) I*:={tr eR:O(t2) ="} .

PROOF. As ©(z) is a meromorphic inner function, the set /® has to be countable and
discrete. We have already checked that o,(t) is a singular measure (2.12); however, we have
still to verify that at every point t& € I* o0,(t) has a non-zero Dirac mass. The function
(e*™ + ©)/(e*™ — ©) is a meromorphic function with poles exactly at I* while the poles of
8loa)(2) coincide with the support of o, (t). Therefore, since

e?m 1+ O(z)
62i7ra _ (")(Z)

the support of 0,(t) is equal to I* and it is made by discrete points. O

= —ipaz + 8[os](2) —ic,

We describe explicitly the relationship between the Herglotz functions m°(z), m'/2(z) and the
associated Hermite Biehler function E(z). It allows us to clarify also the value of the point
mass measures which constitute oy /5(t) in (2.11).

Let us consider the meromorphic inner function ©g(z), associated to E(z). We compute

the associated Herglotz functions m%(z) and mllgm(z). If E(z) = A(z) —iB(z) as in (1.4), then

o 1+605 1+E2  E4+Ef A

e i-E T E-EF B
and
ml/? :i_1+@E _ B
E —-1—-0p A
Moreover,
#
my" (2) = my(2) , my® () =my*(2)  and

S (—A/B) > 0 if and only if &(B/A) >0 .

Theorem 2.7 Let us consider the entire function E(z) = A(z) — iB(z) defined as in (1.4),

where A(z) and B(z) are real functions. The following sentences are equivalent:

e [(z) is in the Hermite Biehler class.

e B(z)/A(%) is in the Herglotz class.

PROOF. Let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function. Then B(z)/A(z) is real. Furthermore, for
every z € Ct,

2)— E¥ (2 z E#(z) N2 — |E#(2)]2
3 (B()/A(2) = s EE=E <|f3(><E‘< R0 R | yA<§2( 1
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since F(z) is in the Hermite Biehler class. The reverse implication works exactly in the same
way. 0

We describe explicitly the Clark measure o4 /5(t) of the Herglotz function B(z)/A(2), as defined
in (2.11). Indeed

B 1 1 t
Z(Z) :pl/gZ‘i‘C‘i‘;/R <t—Z —m) dO'l/Q(t) .

The set supp(oy2) is equal to Zy4, that is, the zeros A(z), and

B 1 1 t
(2.14) —(z):pl/gz—i—c—i——Z( — n2>p}/2, where t,, € Z4 .
A Tl \th =2 1413

We note that p;/, > 0 and

1/2
(2.15)

= B(t,) /A (t,) >0 .
In particular

i _ B(t,) _ sin(¢g
m A(tn) Pp(tn) sin(or(tn))

(2.16)

|
_ sin0s(ta)) |B() !
Pp(tn) sin(@p(tn)) [E(t,)]  Pp(tn)
Differentiating (2.14), we obtain
B\’ 1 pi/Q n
(Z) (2) =pijp+ = G0 VzeCt .
neZ

We note that the zeros of B(z) and A(z) interlace with each others.

In order to describe the general expression of o,(t), we introduce

(2.17)  So(2) := ™ E(z) — e T E*(2) .

The real function S,(z) has got simple real zeros {t%} which coincide with 7* (2.13). Moreover
Sa+1/2(2) ,62”-& + @(Z)

2.18 =i— =m(z) .

218 =g oy ~i@m—ep) ~ "¢

Consequently with computations similar to those in (2.16), we obtain that

1 1 [5%
2.19)  m(2) = pa = n_)pe
219) ) =pz+er 23 )

. a2
nez n o 1+ tn

where

(2.20) po =

™

Pp(t)




2. Orthogonal bases of reproducing kernels and Clark measures

Let us consider the Hermite Biehler function E(z) = A(z) — iB(z) defined as in (1.4). Let
{t,} = Z4 be the zeros of the real function A(z). We consider the reproducing kernels centred
at ¢,

L E(ta)E(z) — E(t.)E(2) _ B(2)A(ta) — A(2)B(tn)

(2.21) Kk, (2) =

2mi (tn — 2) B (2 —t,)
_ —A(2)B(t,) _ B(t,) A(2)
w(z —t,) T (z—t)

We remind the reader that the function £, (2) in (2.21) belongs to H(E), Theorem 1.10.

The set Z4 is of fundamental importance. The collection {k;,} gives rise to an orthogonal
system of H(E).

Theorem 2.8 If ¢, € Z4, the set of reproducing kernel {k;, (2)} is an orthogonal system of
H(E). Furthermore, if A(2) ¢ H(E), then {k;,(z)} is an orthogonal basis. On the other hand,
if A(z) € H(E), then {k;, (z)} U{A(2)} is an orthogonal basis.

PROOF. First of all, let us check the orthogonality. Indeed

Bl ( Ay, () -~ Tl Aen)

(ki i e = = - - -

Alz)

;. € H(E) because of Theorem 1.10. At the same time, if A(z) € H(E),

since the function

then
(A(-), b, (+))ge = A(tn) = 0 for every t, € Zy4 .

Let us consider the Herglotz function (2.14)

B 1 1 t
h(z) = = (2) = - _
(2) == 7(2) pz+c+ﬂ2(2_t Ht%)pn

n

where 22 = B(t,)/A'(t,) and Y, p,/(1 +12) < oo. Then,

B(2)A(w) — A(z)B(w) _ ()
(2 — @) A(z)A(w) Lo pe s Z z—t )

l\z
: i‘

Therefore,

(2.22)  Tho(2) = pA(z)A(w) + % prA(w) A(2)

w—1t, z—1t,

If z = w, then

rha(w) = plA@w)] + = an
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because of the Poisson summability. Thanks to (1.26),

[

C—t,

2
’7T2 ™

- ko (1) =
m 1B = 1B

and from (2.22) we obtain that

3| E(ta)l” 9p(t) = 7l (ta) |

2

(w) [*]] AC)
bl =2 A 140G+ 5 S0t |||
nH(E)
2
=p” | A(w)[* |‘A|’}C+an <00
since, due to (2.16),
1
T Pp(ta)
Consequently, if p = 0, for every w € C, k,(z) € Span{k‘tn(z)}ng{. Otherwise, if p # 0, then
A(z) € H(E) and for every w € C, ky(z) € Span{k;, (z)}, U {A(z)}% O

Theorem 2.8 can be generalized to Zg, and {k }, the system of reproducing kernels centred at
the real points t& € 1%, (2.13).

Theorem 2.9 The set {kw} where t3 € I is an orthogonal bases for H(E), unless S,(z) €
H(E), defined as in (2.17).

For the proof of the above theorem see Theorem 22 in [28|. It is essentially the same of that
of Theorem 2.8.
When we normalize the sets {k;(2)}, we obtain orthonormal basis of H(E).

Corollary 2.10 If S,(z) ¢ H(E), the set {\/_kta <]E (t2)] /P (te) )} is an orthonormal
bases. Furthermore, Vf(z) € H(FE)

7rk:ta() 9
and =
= X ) e 7=

n

2
™

Pp(ty)

ft)
E(t3)

3. p, different from zero

Let us consider the de Branges space H(FE) and the corresponding meromorphic inner function
O .= E#/E := €' By, where a > 0 and B, is a Blaschke product, i.e A = {\,, := a, +ib,} C
C*. In this section, we look for the characterization of those Hermite Biehler function E(z)
for which there exists an 0 < a < 1, such that the corresponding system of reproducing kernel
{kia}, as defined in Theorem 2.9 is not complete in I (E). In this section we provide the proof
contained in [8].
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Theorem 2.11 Let H(E) be a Hilbert de Branges space. There exists an « such that {kt%}
is not complete for H(FE) if and only if the two following conditions hold:

an<oo and a=0.
where b, and a have been defined in (1.5).

PROOF. By considering Theorem 2.8 and Theorem 2.9, we know that there exists an o €
[0,1) such that the system {k;a} is not complete if and only if there exists an o such that the
corresponding value p,, of (2.19) is not zero.

The value p,, is given by
Sm*(iy) 1 - <62i°‘” + @(zy))

o = lim = lim -R | —————=
P = BTy y=ooy  \ 2T — O(iy)
Therefore, p, is different from zero if and only if

lim |e**™ — O(iy)| =0 .

Yy—0o0

2iam

If this happens, the limit of O(iy) as y — oo has to exist and has to be equal to e
First of all,

Oz +iy)| = e

z2—=A —va
HC/\ = <e¥ —=0asy—o0.
) A

z —

Consequently, if lim, - ©(iy) = €**7, then a = 0. On the other hand, if a = 0, O(z) = Bx(2).
Since p, # 0, then

11— |66y 1 1 ' 2
Po = lim —— [©G) 5 < liminf — ,2+ |®(Zy,)| < liminf > - .
y=o0  |ei20m — O(iy)] y=oo gy e — O(iy)| Ty ylei2em — O(iy)

Consequently

limsupy [e?*" — O(iy)| < 2 .

Y—+00 Pa

Since, due to (1.16),
limsupy(1—| [ ba.Gm))) =2 Y ba .
y—oo In|<N In|<N

we obtain that it is necessary that ) b, < .

In order to prove the reverse implication, we suppose that ¢ = 0 and ) b, < oo hold.
Therefore, with computations similar to those used above, as y — oo,

Bt = o (2228 1o (1)),

Y
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where |I'| = 1 and, consequently

=115 (1)

It follows that
Jim y | — O ()| = 2 b,

and consequently

.1 (T +06(y) C
a — 1 - . = )
o=t (7 50) ~ s
where o = arg(I")/2m. O

As we said at the beginning of this chapter, Theorem 2.11 is used to describe the de Branges
spaces for which the domain of the multiplication M, is not dense.

Definition 2.12 Let H(FE) be a Hilbert de Branges space. The multiplication operator M, is
defined as

(2.23)  dom(M,) C H(E) — H(E)

f(z) = M.(f) = 2f(2) .

As proved in [70] and [71], M, is symmetric, closed and with deficiency indexes (1,1). We
describe those de Branges spaces for which the domain of M, is dense in H(FE). This charac-
terization has been obtained in Theorem 29 of [28]

Theorem 2.13 A necessary and sufficient condition such that an element S(z) € H(E) is
orthogonal to dom(M,), is that S(z) = uA(z) + vB(z), where u,v € C.

Therefore, if there exists an a such that {kw.} is not complete in JH(£), the multiplication
operator M, is not densely defined. Indeed

= H(E)\ {Sa(2)} -

Domdl. " = (g ()Y

4. Plancherel-Pélya inequality for H?(FE)

When one considers Banach spaces, it is clearly impossible finding orthogonal basis. However,
there are other kinds of systems which deserve to be searched. In this section we look for some
sampling and interpolating points for H?(E).

According to [56], in the Bernstein spaces BP it is possible to use the integers Z to interpolate
*(7).
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Definition 2.14 For every 0 < p < oo, the p-Bernstein space B? are the p-de Branges space

with Hermite Biehler function equal to e=*"=.

The original Plancherel-Polya inequality states that for every ¢P(Z) sequence {ax} when 1 <
p < 00, there exists an entire function f € B? such that

f(ky=ar, VYkeZ.
On the other hand, it states also that for every f € BP the sequence {f(k)} € ¢*(Z) and

LR e = 1 N2, -

Considering the proof of [56] for the Bernstein spaces, we extend these inequalities to some
family of p-de Branges spaces.

Definition 2.15 For every p, we define the vertical translation operator T}, as
(2.24) T,y : Dom{T;;} C HP(E) — HP(E) f(z) = T [fl(2) == f(z+it) 2€C, 7>0.

Theorem 2.16 Let 1 < p < co. Let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function such that:

E(z+ir)
(1) sup,eg ’ E(z)

(2) 0 < inf er Pp(x) < supyep Pp(r) < 0o .
(3) The translation operator T}, is bounded in HP(E) .

< o0 .

Then, for every sequence {c}, such that

(2.25) H{Ck}”ep(Zw ::Z

kEZ

p

C
b <OOWithtk€ZA,

Al(ty)

the series

(2.26)  f(2) = Z )ktk( 2)

ktk (tk
converges to an element of H?(E) so that
(227) I flse < K I{ex} oz

On the other hand, for every f € HP(FE), the sequence {f(t;)} satisfies (2.25) and

(2.28)  [{f )o@y < K llse -

Observation We note that, if we define

cn |P

| A1)

(2.29) ((Z,w) = {{cn}nez e ez =

<00, wheretnEZA} ,

then Theorem 2.16 is stating that Z, is a complete interpolating sequence for HP(E) with

values in (7, w).
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PROOF OF 2.16. First of all, we note that (2.26) is equivalent to

f(z) /
7 A (tk) z — tk
We define
Ynm(2) = i % _1 and W (2) = () A(2)
" LA - ’ ’
Consequently
U, ()] E(t+ir) |’ U, n(t) |7
\I/nmpp:/ ’ dt < sup |———= ——— dt
Wnnllo = o |y | =225 | Je | B0+ im)
. _ . p
< C’/ \Ilnym(t%—m.' iT) gt
R E(t +ir)
: # |7
R E(t‘i"lT)
< O T (W) ll5e0
/ i At +ir) [ dt
P tk t—f—ZT—tk |E(t>|p ’
Since
A(t+ir)| _ 1| E(t +ir) N E#(t +iT)
Eit) | 2| E{) E(t) ’
then

W mll3er < C [ enm (- +47) [

By using the duality between H? and H? when 1/p + 1/q = 1, we obtain

Wl <€ sup / (e + i7)g@)de

9, ||9HHq:1

1
=’ d
sup / /tk 7 tk+m_>9($) x

9, ”gHHlI_l

(‘3

Cr,

=C" sup 27r

9, ||9HHq—1

A’ g(tk +i7)

k=

<C" sup ZW(Zm:

9; llgll ga=1 n

<C H{Ck}Hep(Z,w) )

3

A/

p / m 1/q
) <Z gty + zr)|q>

27
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since, for every sequence { Ay} C C* such that 0 < § < hy < S\, < hg and |\, — A\x| > 26, for

every h € H?, we have
h +5
D 1O < = 1l
k

The sequence {t; + i7} satisfies these hypothesis since

[ty — ti| > |tk — te] >

~ 1l H
Since the sequence {V,,,,} is uniformly bounded in HP(F) norm, the series in (2.26) belongs

to HP(FE) and, by replacing z with ¢, f(tx) = ck.

In order to prove the reverse implication we note that for every f € HP(F),

f(tr) _ f(tr) ’ ’f 1
Al(te) | | E(tr) || A'(t) ) @ (te)
Therefore
(tr) |7 f(te) " x+27
;i (k) chimi =Cow Zi tk—I—ZT

p

< C/Z f(tk)

A E(tk+iT)

’ f(tk+i7—iT)

p

/ TZT(f)#(tk‘ + iT) 8
<Ot

k
< O () ||y < C NI llsen -

O

We highlight that the hypothesis assumed in Theorem 2.16 are far from being optimal. If for
example, instead of the three conditions, we assume that the Hermite Biehler function E(z)
satisfies the CLS condition, see Definition 8.5, then (2.28) is already obtained in [25] and in
[78]. Tt is also possible to verify that the second condition of Theorem 2.16 implies that the
Hermite Biehler function E(z) satisfies the CLS condition.

In the following sections we analyse in depth the vertical translation operator 7;, and we
see that the first and the third condition of Theorem 2.16 are deeply connected.

The characterization of complete interpolating sequences for spaces of entire functions is an
active research area. This section, and more generally this dissertation, does not want describe
the results obtained on this topic. However some important papers have to be cited:

[57], where the authors study problems of sampling and interpolation in a wide class of de
Branges spaces. In particular, they completely characterize the class of Hermite Biehler func-
tions for which results on sampling and interpolation related to the classical Paley-Wiener
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spaces can be extended in a direct and natural way.

[64], where the authors consider and solve the classical problem of when a sequence of expo-
nentials with real frequencies A = {\; : k € Z} forms a frame.

[60], where an easier proof of the Beurling-Malliavin Theorem is provided.

There are several other more recent articles that should be cited. For a more complete list of
them we refer to the bibliographies of [38| and [40].



II. Boundedness of translations and
embedding operators in

de Branges spaces



3. Necessary conditions for the

boundedness of translation operators

The purpose of this chapter is looking for necessary conditions for the boundedness of the
translation operators in the Hilbert de Branges spaces H(FE).

In the first section, we associate to the vertical translation operator the following measure

defined in C*

(3.1)  du(z) = Zﬂét"JriT()Z)

E(t, +ir)|?

E(tn)

Y

¢'(tn
where {t,} = I° are defined as in (2.13), that is
{tn}nez C R such that ¢(t,) =, 0.

We prove that, if T}, is bounded in H(E), du(z) is a Carleson measure for the model space
K?(0), where O(z) satisfies (1.7). For this reason, the characterization of Carleson measures
in model spaces is meaningful for the boundedness of T;,.

In the second section we find a necessary condition for the boundedness of T;,. We prove
that if 7}, is bounded in H(F£), then the Hermite Biehler function E(z) satisfies the following
condition:

E(x+ir) FEx—ir)| 1
su -
wex | E(@) B(x) | 7¢/(2)
In order to obtain the above condition, we link the measure dju(z) to an infinite matrix I", which
defines a bounded operator in ¢*(Z), Theorem 3.5.

Finally, in the third section, we study the horizontal translation operator T,; it is defined
in the same way:

<C.

(3.2) T,: Dom{T,}C H(E)— H(E) flz) = Tfl(z):=f(z+0) 2€C, 0>0.

As already done for T;,, we associate a Carleson measure to T, which, this time, is supported
on the real line. This fact allows us to give an easier necessary condition that the horizontal
translation operator must satisfy in order to be bounded on H(E), (3.19). The Condition (3.19)
holds only when the derivative of the phase of the Hermite Biehler function E(z) is lower and
upper bounded on R.

The results of this chapter are original and they are published in [15].

31



1. Vertical translation, Carleson measures and two

weighted Hilbert transform

In this section we show that the problem of the boundedness of the vertical translation operator
T, in the de Branges space H(F) can be reformulated as a problem concerning Carleson
measures in the model space K?(©). This problem is equivalent to the boundedness of the two
weighted Hilbert transform. The measures involved will be purely atomic.

Theorem 3.1 If the operator T}, is bounded in H(E), the measure du(z) in (3.1) is a Carleson

measure for K?(0), the associated model space.

tations:
2

t, +1iT 2
-y S )

PROOF. Let us consider {t,},cz C R such that ¢(¢,) =, 0. We make the following compu-
C Il = T fllze =D

ks
Ty f, >
< Mo loc 2| Tk 1
Kt vir ? 2 0 +iT(Z)
_S|(, f > =/|f<z>| Ouurirlz) )
S peio) | = Lvor (S

Moving to the model space K*(©) 3 F := f/FE when f € H(E) ,

C P > / (Z O, +z7' (tE(:;)ZT) ) ’
that is
(3.3) K?*©) < L*(dy) continuously .
The above embedding tells us that du is a Carleson measure for K?(0). O

In the proof of the above theorem, if we consider the points
{to}nez C R such that ¢(t,) =, ar , forevery 0 < a <1,

the measure

6t0‘ 1T
wete) = St

is still a Carleson measure for K?(©).

E(ts +ir)|*
E(t7)

To simplify the notation, we say that E(©,u®) is the embedding operator from K?*(©) to
L*(du®). In Theorem 3.1, we have proved that the operator E(©, u®) is continuous.
Before providing the necessary condition for the boundedness of T;,, in the rest of this section
we show the necessary and sufficient condition that the measure du® must satisfy in order to
be a Carleson measure for K?(0) [52]. From now on, we omit the letter a as our calculations
work for any 0 < « < 1. First of all let us show an equivalent description for K?(©).
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Theorem 3.2 Let

=3 noed)

nez
If 1 — O(z) ¢ K*(O), then the operator Hy, defined as
B4 (e =0-00) [ X i
R

is a unitary operator from L?(do) to K?(©).

PROOF. This theorem is the Nyquist-Shannon sampling theorem for model spaces, see [28]
and [58]. Indeed for every f € K?(O)

_ K \ K ~fl) ) ~mflh) 1-6()
R CE N ||Ktn||>||Ktn||‘Z o) D= 2 it )

neL

where K, (z) have been defined in (1.19) and t,, satisfies ©(¢,,) = 1. O

The boundedness of E(O, p) is equivalent to the boundedness of the two-weights Hilbert trans-
form H,.

Theorem 3.3 Let 1 —0(z) ¢ K?(0). The embedding operator F(©, ;1) is bounded if and only

if the two-weights Hilbert transform H, from L?(do) — L*(d7) is continuous, where

(3.6) do(z) := Z %, (2)

@ (ta)
(3.7) dr(z) := Zﬂ' 11— O(t, +ir)| E(Z(;:)ZT) 5t;jr(1;:)z) ,
(3.8)  H.(f)(2) = %%ﬂ,da(t)  feldo).

PROOF. Let us suppose that H, : L?(do) — L?(dr) is bounded. Then we have that

(t, +iT) 25, +ir(2)
1-0 i
JCRECIEGICID o
= [P are) < €613,
For any g € K%(0), let g = Hyf according to (3.4); the above inequality says that
(tn +i7) > 6 4ir(2) 9
[ o || e < € Wy = € ol

Thus, we have that HHTH < @2, Since the argument is completely reversible, we can say that
|H-|| = € which proves the theorem.
[l



3. BOUNDEDNESS OF T; AND THE MATRIX I' 34

We point out that it is possible, by using the results of Lacey-Sawyer-Shen-Uriarte-Tuero-Wick,
see [53], [49] and [52], completely characterize when the two-weights Hilbert transform H, is
bounded.

2. Boundedness of 7;; and the matrix I’

In this section we prove a necessary condition that the Hemite Biehler function E(z) must
satisfy if the vertical translation operator T}, is bounded in H(E).

Indeed if ||T;-|| < C, then, due to Theorem 3.1,

a . 2
C* il > 3 (i Kapaor) L
€7 “kt?”
w2 B ) o2 1
=Ky (1 + i) [P L = N e (87 4 i7)
D e T e M L T

This inequality implies that Vn € Z and for every 0 < a < 1

(3.9) Z | (27 + ¢T)|2 L 2

<
= e 1 |

The above relation assures that there exists a family of uniformly bounded operators I'(a) in
(*(Z).

Proposition 3.4 For every 0 < v < 1, there exists an infinite matrix I'(«)
D(a): *(Z) — *(7)
1
(310) F(a)[(cn)] L= (Z <k5t%, k?t;x_,_i7—> ch> ’
(EANEA S

ne”L

which acts in ¢?(Z), such that for every 0 < a < 1
(3.11) Pl <C.

PROOF. First of all, thanks to Shannon’s sampling theorem for de Branges spaces [28], we

know that for every 0 < a0 < 1,

5
Span {kt%} — H(E) continuously ,
nez

where k,, is the normalized reproducing kernel of H(E). We can now identify in the canonical
3

way the space Span{fft%}nez with (*(Z) as <l;;tn,l~ctm>% = 0ym. Therefore we define the
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operator

H H

T(«) : Span {/;:t%} — Span {/;:t?}

neZ leZ

1

 ka(2) .
Tl T )

(3.12) T(Q)(%t%)@) - = Z <ktg7 K vir

leZ

Thanks to estimate (3.9), for every 0 < a < 1 the operator T(«) is bounded. Consequently we
can define the family of infinite matrices I'(«) as in (3.10) such that [|[I'(a)| < C. O
We can explicitly described the matrix I'(«). Indeed .

MNa) =

N\ 1 o ke N1 o ki ooy 1
</{t‘11> ktﬁ1+17'> HktngQ <kt0 ’ kt_1+17'> Hktg‘HHkt‘il H <kt1 ) kt_1+zr> Hkt‘f HHkﬁlH
1

<ktgl, kt8+i7> ‘ktglluk%u <k:tg, kt8+i7—> —Hktﬁ“HQ <ktf‘7 kt8‘+i7> H_ktg 1 "

1 1 1
A oo 1 AR v | o R RO o
-1 1 0 1 31

Of course, the diagonal elements are bounded. Indeed, for any 0 < a < 1

(3.13) <C VneZ.

<ktg ko +i‘r>

o
ke I

We are now ready to state the necessary condition that the Hermite Biehler function E(z) must
satisfy when the vertical translation operator T;, is bounded in H(FE).

Theorem 3.5 Let us assume that the vertical translation operator T;, is bounded in H(FE).

Then the Hermite Biehler function F(z) satisfies

1
T (x)

PROOF . As already explained in the above proposition, relation (3.13) holds. We explicitly

E(x +ir)  E(z —ir)
E(x) E(x)

(3.14) sup <C.

zeR

compute (3.13) in order to obtain (3.14). Indeed

C = | Bt + i) B(E) - Et — in E(t5)

n

TIE(t)] ¢/(t)
1
T(ty)
By varying 0 < o < 1 and n € Z, we get the estimate (3.14). O

E(t%+ir) E(t& —ir)

E(t3) E(t3)
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We point also that the estimate (3.14) can be rewritten as

T,E(z) (TTE(x)>#

1 _
Ew)  \ E(@) =¢

T¢/(x) ©

sup
zeR

3. Horizontal translation and Carleson measures

In this section we prove a necessary condition for the boundedness of the horizontal translation
T,. First of all we have the analogue of Theorem 3.1 with almost the same proof.

Theorem 3.6 If the operator T, is bounded in H(F), the measure

Bt +0)]?

E(t3)

5750‘4-0

¢/ ta

is a Carleson measure for K%(0).

(3.15)  dv(

nel

Therefore if T, is bounded the measure dv*(z) is a Carleson measure for K*(0) and it is
supported in R.

The following theorem, proved in [6], will give us a necessary and sufficient condition the
measure dv®(z) of (3.15) must satisfy in order to be a Carleson measure for K?(0).

Theorem 3.7 Let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function satisfying

oo |(2)

and let 1 be a Borel measure on the line R. Then (1) implies (2), where

< allPlag VF € H(E)
H2(CH)

(1) There are constants L,Cy, > 0 such that p(I) < CpL for any interval I such that |I| < L .

(2) The measure p satisfies

a2

Under the additional condition |¢/(¢)| > 0, the condition (2) implies (1).

2

du < C|FI} VF € H(E).

We can apply the above result to the measure dv*(z) of (3.15).
Proposition 3.8 Suppose that 0 < ¢; < |¢'(x)| < ¢ < 00, Vo € R. The measure

5ta +0'
Z ¢/ ta

ne”l

Ete +0)]?

E(t3)

is a Carleson measure for K%(0) if and only if

T |Elt*+0)|
3.18
618 2, S | Ew

<CrL

for every interval |I| < L.
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We can finally state the necessary condition that the Hermite Biehler function E(z) has to
satisfy so that T, is bounded.

Theorem 3.9 Suppose that 0 < ¢; < |¢'(z)] < ¢a < 00, Y € R. If the horizontal translation

operator T, is bounded, then
E(x+ o)
E(x)

PROOF. The Condition (3.19) comes directly from (3.18) by varying « € [0,1) and n € Z.

<C.

(3.19) sup

z€R

Indeed, for every x € R, x = am + nx for some 0 < a < 1 and n € Z. Consequently, since C,
2)

which proves the theorem. O

in (3.18) does not depend on «,

E(ty +o0)
E(t3)

‘E(x—i—a)

> |E({te +0)
E(x) _’

E(t3)

} s (@) [
=T a F(E)

CyL

SUPser |¢'(2))]
s

IN



4. Necessary and sufficient condition for
boundedness of translation operator

in de Branges spaces

In the previous pages we found some necessary conditions for the boundedness of the translation
operator T, in the de Branges space H(E). In that case we used the Carleson measures for the
associated model space. In this chapter we start from the Pancherel-Polya inequality in the
Paley-Wiener space and from the Bernstein inequality in the de Branges space. This different
approach allows us to obtain new conditions, in some cases necessary and sufficient, for the
boundedness of T; in the de Branges space.

In the next sections we study the necessary and sufficient conditions for the boundedness of the
vertical translation operator 7;,. After showing the general sufficient conditions (Section 1) and
the general necessary conditions (Section 2), we present a necessary and sufficient condition
(Section 3). However, to do this we require some additional properties for the Hermite Biehler
function E(z), (4.14) and (4.16).

Next, we move to the study of the horizontal translation operator T, (Section 4). As it
happens for T;,, in order to obtain the necessary and sufficient condition for the boundedness
of T,,, we are forced to impose stronger hypothesis on the Hermite Biehler function E(z) (Section
5). In the final section (Section 6), adding some hypotheses, we prove that if T, is bounded,
also T, is bounded when 0 < 0y < 0.

The results of this chapter are original and they are presented in an article, [17].

1. Sufficient conditions for vertical translation

We first prove the sufficient conditions for the boundedness of T;,, 7 > 0.

38
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Theorem 4.1 Let z = x + 1y. If the following three conditions are satisfied

E(z+ir)
4.1 — 2 ¢ H®(C"
wy  FLLT e HEC),

(T, E)* (2) E(x — iy + i1)
4.2 sup sup |—————=| = sup su - < 00,
( ) 0<yI<_)7' xp E(Z) 0<yI§)T a:p E(x—i-zy)
T i, E(2) E(x 41y —ir)
4.3 supsup |—————=| = supsu - < 00,
3) s ) | T T B i)
then the operator T}, is bounded.
PROOF. Let f € H(E). Then
. . 2 . . 2 . . 2
E
Sup/ f(x+zyjltz7') dz < sup / f(x+z.y+le) i sup (x+zyjtw)
v>0 Jr | E(r+1iy) y>0 \Jr | E(z +iy +i7) y>0, ver | E(x +iy)

< 1fll5¢ |1 Tir (B)/ Ell e ey

which is finite because of (4.1). It is also clear that T}, (f)(z) is entire and that T;, f/F(z) is
holomorphic in C*.

We note that %#(z) € Hol (C*). Finally, we check that (T}, f)¥/E € H*(CT). Indeed,

THF ] fl@ — iy +ir) [
w [ || de=se [ R
f(x — iy +ir) E(-—iy+ir)|”

9

< max { sup /
T2Y R

2
dz | su
Bz — iy + ir) ) oy || EC+ )

o0

/ flo—iy+ir) |” E(- + iy — iT) ‘2 }
sup : : dz | sup || ———F+"
r<y \Jr | E(z + iy —i7) rey || EC+iy) o
E(-—iy+ir) | E( + iy — ir) ‘2
< |IflI7 max{ sup || —=—12] — ;
~ Hf”f}{ {0<y:[§)7' E( + Zy) o T<y E( _|_ Zy) .
which is bounded because of (4.2) and (4.3). O

We note that the conditions (4.1) and (4.2) are related to the necessary condition of Theorem
3.5.

We observe that the previous calculations provide us with an upper estimate for the operator
norm of T},. Indeed, it holds that

Iir B
E

T3] <

Ho
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The sufficient condition may seem a bit artificial. Therefore, we find more natural ones.

Corollary 4.2 The translation operator Tj, is bounded if

T, E T,.E)* T i E
% € H*(CY), — € H>(CY) .

(4.4) € H®(C"),

Corollary 4.3 The translation operator Tj, is bounded if

T B
E

(4.5)

<C<oo Vsel[-7,7]
H>(Ct)

PROOF. We prove that the condition (4.2) is implied by the condition (4.5). Indeed

E(x — iy +1i7) E(x + iy — 2y +i1)
sup su = sup su
svr o | B@+iy) | oage s | Bla+iy)
Titr—2p B
< sup “Hr ) <C,
O<y<r E Ho>
because of (4.5). O

The sufficient condition becomes simpler if we ask F(z) to be more regular. For example, the
condition (4.3) is automatically satisfied by the functions E(z) in the Polya class [28|.

Definition 4.4 An entire function E(z) is said to be in the Polya class if it has no zeros in the
upper half-plane, if |E(z —iy)| < |E(x + 1y)| for y > 0, and if |E(z + dy)| is a nondecreasing

function of y > 0 for each fixed z.

2. Necessary condition for vertical translation

We focus our attention on finding some necessary conditions.
First of all, let us recall the following lemma, whose proof can be found in 7] and [41].

Lemma 4.5 Let O(2) be an inner function and hy, hy > 0. Then

1 . hl hg 1-|@([E+Zh1)| hl hg
- 2 2) < <8 — 2.
g <h2’h1> =116 +ihg)| = e

We describe the necessary conditions.

Theorem 4.6 If 7}, is bounded in H(E), then there exists C'(h,7) > 0 such that the following
three conditions hold:

E(x +ih+iT)
E(x +ih)

(46) Vh>0 , sup

zeR

< C(h,1),
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E(x +ih —iT)
4.7 Y h > < C(h
(4.7) IR By el (h,T) |
E(x —ih +iT)
48) VYO0<h< < C(h .
(4.8) <h<rT ) SUp Eatan) | = (h,T)

PROOF. Let us prove that (4.6) holds. For the other conditions the reasoning is similar
starting from different functions G. Let

Ku(z) _ E(x)B(w) — E#(2)E(w)

G(2) == 2Mi——t = — HE) .
=) E(w) (z —w)E(w) € HE)
Then
Tir (G)(2) _ G(z+1i1) _ E(z+1i7) _ BEF(z+ir)E(w)
E(z) E(z)  E(R)(z+iT—®) E(2)E(w)(z + it — @)
T (E)(2) 1 E#(z+i1) ——
 E(x) z+ir—w  E(2) @(w)z—irz'T—fw
T (E)(2) 1 E# (2 4i1) ~——
"~ E(z) z+it—w [1_ E(z +ir) @(“”1 ’
where we set © := E#/FE |z and w,z € C*. Thus,
LG _[TeBO| 1 |1, _ors o
E(z) | | E(2) z—i—iT—w‘ ‘1 Q(Z_HT)@@U)‘
LB 1
= E(z) ||z +ir —w| (1= 18@w)l) -
Therefore
Ti: (E)(2)| _|Ti-(G)(z) o 1
(4.9) B < EC) |z—|—w—w|m :
We have
Ti-(G)(2)| 1 ' 1 1
(410) [P i TG K| € s I TGl < sy N I 16

HK HC}{ 2)|? —|E _\/ 1 5
(4.11) ’E 27r ’E 3 ymes (1—10(z))

Ky (w) T 9
4. Gllge =y [4m*———5 =/ 5 (1 = [O(w
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We substitute (4.11) and (4.12) into (4.10). Let z = x+ih and w = x + 2ih; then (4.9) becomes
Ti-(E)(2) , _ﬁJW QV 1 ) 1
——— <||T3r — —(1-1© 1-1© _
STl |z + a7 — ] Sw (1= I8(w)r’) 473z (1-18)| )1 — |©(w)|

EC)
J@ﬂb+w—m< ! 0@@“Hlﬂ@ﬁ>“

2 SuSz (1 [6(w)])

B ; 1/2
<|ITirll( + 3h) (2_22%)

<5 + 382
In the last inequality we have used Lemma 4.5.

In order to obtain (4.7) we proceed in the same way starting with the function

Ku(:) ___E@EW) | E*)

E(w)  (z—w)E(w) z—o '
where w = x — 2ih € C~ and 2z = x + ih so that z —iT € CT.

G(z) := 2mi

In order to obtain (4.8) we use the function

G(z) :== —27Tin(z) = B _ E_#(Z)E<w> ,

Ew) z-w E(w)(z— o)
where w = x 4+ 2¢h and z = x + ih so that z +i7 € CT. 0

From the previous computations we note that we have proved that if 7}, is bounded in H(F),
then
E(z+ 1)

(413) VzeCt | ‘ 50

gC’(é—i-c) )

3. The case of no zeros in the horizontal strip

We are not able to obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for the boundedness of T}, in the
general case. However, this fact should not come as a surprise, since even for the boundedness
of the differentiation operator in [6] the necessary condition usually does not coincide with the
sufficient one. Nevertheless, adding some regularity we get a necessary and sufficient condition.

From now on, in this section, we assume that the zeros of the Hermite Biehler function {z;}
are separated from the real line, that is

(4.14) i%f 1Sz = M > 0.
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Proposition 4.7 If E(z) satisfies condition (4.14), then the exponent of convergence of its

zeros is less than or equal to 2

PROOF. Let Z, = a,, — ib, be the zeros of F(z). Then

Z _Za2+b2 ZMa2+b2_MZa2+b2 ’

because of the Blaschke condition (1.6). O

|zn’

Using Krein’s theorem for the representation of the Hermite Biehler functions, Theorem 1.7,
we note that if F(z) satisfies (4.14), then

(4.15)  E(2) := S(2)E(z) := E(0)S(z)e™"* H (1 - é) eTenl®?

“n

n

where S(z) = S#(z) is a real function , a > 0 and z, = a, + ib, € C*.

We first analyze the case S(z) = 1, that is

(4.16) E(z) = E0)e ™[] <1 - z%) einl®

We describe the ratio E(z 4 i7)/E(2) in a different way when z = x + iy € C" by using the
following estimate:

t
log(1+1t) > z it 0<t<k-1.
Indeed
2
E(z+in)[? 20T\ n 2\ s
4.1 —| = 1— aZ+b7 1— 2 ) ea2in
am [P e | (- 257) IT{r-= )

2
Sar Han—x—z’(bn+y+7)
an_x_i(bn+y)

=€

n

_ 2 724+ 27(y + by)
=11 (1 a0t <bn+y>2)

724+ 27(y + by)
Z (an — )%+ (b, + y)2>

> 207 ox l <
= p

k

with the choice of k£ so that
2 2
0< T +27(y + by,) <7 +27(y + by)
N (an - I>2 + (bn + y)2 N (bn + y)2 N
If T} is bounded in H(F), we note from (4.13) that

T+ 2(y+by) T
4.1 <1 —
(4.18) T( 2]{;Za—x b+y))_og0(y+0>
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when z = x 4+ iy € CT . In particular,

1 0‘+2(T/4+bn) T+27‘/4+b)
§10g0(4+c)

when o < 7.

Theorem 4.8 Let E(z) satisfy (4.14) and (4.16). If T}, is bounded in H(F), then

E(x +iT)

(4.20) sup E()

zeR

< C(7) .

PROOF. Reasoning similarly to (4.17), we have

E(x+ir)|> THIT\ g T\ ey
PR —— — at — ap, +by, - ay +b7,
'E(:c) lene I;Ilzne
2
2ar T+ 27b,
! (” <an—m>2+b2)
2
2ar T+ 27b,
< e exp (Z (a —:U)2+b2>

_ 2ar 7/2+ 2(b, + 7/4)
o )

Sar 7/2 4+ 2(b, + 7/4) 72/16 + b, 7/2
< e exp [7’ (; (an—x)2+(bn+7/4)2> Slip (1—|— (an—az)Z—i—b%)

where the last term is bounded since b, > M. Therefore,

E(z +ir)|?
sup | ——=————

v | Elx)
thanks to (4.19). O

<,

Even if (4.20) is satisfied, we are looking for a necessary and sufficient condition when (4.14)
holds and the Hermite Biehler function does not have real factors (4.16).

Theorem 4.9 Let E(z) satisfy (4.14) and do not have real factor (4.16). Then

E(z+ 1)
E(2)

if and only if T}, is bounded in H(FE).

(4.21) € H®(C*)

PROOF NECESSARY CONDITION. We know that the function 222 (z) € Hol (C*) and T2 () #
0 in C*. Consequently, from (4.17),
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R <1og (TEE(Z))> > |a+ % (Zﬂ: (anTQ_;;Tiy(;bfyP)] >0.

Therefore

Iir B s :
log < 7 (2)) is in the Smirnov class of the upper half plane .
For the definition of the Smirnov class we refer to [28] and [29]. Since log (Z£E(z)) € L*(R)
because of Theorem 4.8, then log (££(2)) € H*(C*). In particular

I;ir B
E

() € H®(CT) .

PROOF SUFFICIENT CONDITION. We prove that if
Iir B

E
which is the sufficient condition obtained in (4.5). Indeed, because of (4.17), then

(2) € H*(C") implies that EZ?E(Z) € H®(CY) Vsel-r1],

E(z+ir) T..E
1< < = eCt
N ‘ E(Z) N ’ E Heo a : ’
and
1. |E(z+ir)|?
0< -log| /=" < .
=28\ T B | =%

Let z = x + iy € C*, then, arguing as in (4.17),

[H (1 B zf@s) ea%arb%z] /
n “n
2

__ 2as S +23(y+bn>
o @k’g (14 e s

2+ 2s(y + by)
< 2as S n
=0 (Z (an — 2)2 + (b + 1)?

1 72+ 27(y + by)
< p2kat kLl = n
=¢ P (kz(an—x)2+(bn+y)2

n

62(13

E(2)

E(z+ir)|*
SC'W

for every s € [—7, 7] and k fixed in (4.17). O

<cp
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When (4.16) holds, if T}, is bounded, then also T} is bounded for every 0 < k < 7, since the

function F(z) belongs to the Polya class, as shown in [51]|. Moreover

T B T T.E
E T, FE E

and consequently, when a vertical translation operator 7;, is bounded, any other vertical trans-
lation operator T}, with 0 < k < 7 is bounded.

< 00
Ho

Hoo_‘ H>

From now until the end of this section, we consider Hermite Biehler functions with expression
(4.15). Even if we will not characterize when the translation operator in H(SE), that is
TSP is bounded, we will highlight some connections between the boundedness of T2F and the

T )

boundedness of TZ. Until the end of this section, we assume that F(z) satisfies (4.14).

First of all, if S(2) = %, with A € R, and T¥ is bounded, then T2% is bounded. Indeed the
sufficient condition (4.5) is satisfied by S(z)E(z) since
S(z+is)E(z+is)| | E(z+is) T..E
S(z)E(z) | E(2) E
where the last inequality has been proved in Theorem 4.9. However it is not clear whether also

the reverse implication is true: we do not know whether the boundedness of T7¥ implies also
the boundedness of T and the fact that S(z) = e?*.

Vs € [-T,7],

Hoe

Nevertheless, we can prove something more about the relationship between T5F and TF. First
of all, if S(z ) = e4%, then if TS¥ is bounded also T is bounded. Indeed we check that

/ flx + iy +i7) 2 / AT £z 4 gy 1 i7) 2
Sup : dx = sup — : du
y>0 JR E($+Zy) v>0 JR e (”Zy)E(:U—l—zy)
SE A SE |2 2
= 1T Fllsesmy < 17717 1 ey -
and that
/ flz =iy +ir) 2d / A=yt f (g — iy 4 ir) 2d
Su . r = su : : "
y>g r| E(x+iy) y>%) R At B(z + iy)
SE A SE A SE
==y, I -t | g - i

Moreover, let us suppose that T¥ is bounded and that S is of finite order. Then if TS is

1T

bounded, we obtain that S(z) = e?*. Indeed the Hermite Biehler function S(2)E(z) has to
satisfy the necessary conditions (4.6) and (4.7). Since

E(z +ih +i7)
E(x +ih)
because of (4.7), then

(4.22)  inf

x

>1

— Y

‘S(x—l—ih—i—iT)

Stwrany |~

(4.23) supsup

h>1T
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due to (4.6) and (4.22). At the same time, since, when h > 7,

E h — i E ) 1
(424) inf|EEHIR=T) [wtin) | ,
z E(z +ih) z | E(x 4 du+ir) HTi‘rE/EHHOO(Cﬂ
then

<,

(4.25) supsup

h>1T @

S(x +ih —iT)
S(x +ih)

because of (4.7) and (4.24). However, it is easy to see that the only real function of finite order
which satisfies both (4.23) and (4.25) is S(z) = e4* with A € R.

4. Sufficient condition and necessary condition

for horizontal translation

In this section we focus our attention on the horizontal translation operator T,. In particular,
we first find some sufficient conditions and, subsequently, some necessary conditions. The proofs
are similar to those of Theorems 4.1 and 4.6.

Theorem 4.10 Let z =z + dy. If
E(z+ o)
E(z)
then the operator T, is bounded.

(4.26) € H*(C") ,

PROOF. We easily find some upper bounds:

2
2
I8 ey =50 [ Ke
y>0 JR

2
E
<sup / dx | sup ‘M
y>0 \ JR zeCt E(2)
=1 I3y 175 (E)/ Ell 3100 e

Furthermore, T,(f)(z) is entire and T, f/E(z) is holomorphic in C*. We check also that

flatotiy)
E(x +1y)

flx +iy+ o)
E(x +iy+ o)

2 2

T, # . o
Sup/ (o))" (x +1y) dx:sup/ flao—wy+a)f
y>0 JR E($+W> y>0 JR E@"‘W)
. 2 2
— E
< sup /M iz | suwp | B2
y>0 R E((L’ + Yy + U) zeC+ E(Z) 0
e EZE
WE) || g o )

which proves the statement. [l
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We point out that the previous computations provide us with a bound for the norm of T,.
Indeed, it holds that ||7,] < H%”Hoo

We state now the necessary condition. As already done in Theorem 4.6, we will adapt the
proof of Proposition 2.2 of [6] to the operator T,.

Theorem 4.11 If the horizontal translation operator 7T, is bounded in H(F), then

(4.27) Y h >0, sup Eg;ffzz)a) < C(h,0)
PROOF. Let
E(w) (2 — @) E(w)
Then
T,(G)(z) _ G(z+o0) _ E(z+o0) B E#(z+ o)E(w)
E(z) E(z)  E()(z+0-w0) E()EWw)(z+0— )
#z+o
_|_

:TU(E)(Z) 1 { B
E(z) z4+o0—w

where we set © := E#/F |z and w,z € C*. Thus

T,(G)(2) | _ | To(E)(2) 1 TP
E(z) | | E(») z+0—w‘ ’1 B @(z—l—a)@(w)‘
LEG| 1 oo
> | i 2 ey (1 106 + o)l e(wl)
Therefore
T,(E)(z)| _|T6(G)(2) _ 1
e 05 I TS B e B gy =T 1 = To0 1
We have
129) [P LT GR <  V WTGl € p IE Il G
We substitute (4.11) and (4.12) into (4.29). Let z = x + ih and w = = + ih; Then (4.28)
becomes,
T,(B)(2) e T e Lo I
50| STl =+ ‘\/gw (1=18(w) >\/47r%z =10 T —er T o6

SuSz (1 [6(w))

2 2\ \ 1/2
AT o ( 1 (- o)) (1- o) >)

_10(~ 1/2 -
<Ll +2m) (1o <l (5 +2)



5. Necessary and sufficient condition with no zeros

in the horizontal strip

In order to obtain a necessary and sufficient condition for the boundedness of T, we assume
that E(z) satisfies condition (4.14). Consequently the Hermite Biehler function E(z) has the
expression (4.15).

Theorem 4.12 Let E(z) satisfies (4.14) and o < M /2. The horizontal translation operator is
bounded in H(FE) if and only if
1T, F

(4.30) e H™(C*)

In Theorem 4.10, we have already proved that condition (4.30) is sufficient for the boundedness
of the horizontal translation. We want to prove that, when (4.14) holds, (4.30) is also necessary.
We need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.13 Let © be a meromorphic inner function which satisfies (4.14) and o < M/2.
Then, Vx € R and h >0

1 —|O(x +ih)|
< 32.
—0@+o+in)] =°

PROOF. First of all let z = x + ih; then, because of (1.5),

(4.31)

2hb,,
, <) .
(4.32) log|O(2)| < e (z — an)2 + (h + by)?
Indeed,
2
' < = — .
(4.33) log|O(z)|" < En log P—— En log (1 (z —an)2+ (h+ bn)z)

Considering that log(1 —t) < —t, t € (0,1), then

2hb,
log[6(2)] < — Z (x—an)?+ (h+0,)%

Let us come back to the proof of (4.31). If 1 — |©(z + o + ih)| > 1/2, then

1 —|O(x +ih)| :
< — <
1 —|O(x + o +ih)| <2(1= (B +ih)) <2

On the other hand, when 1 — |©(z + 0 + ih)| < 1/2, since 2(1 — t) > —log(t), if 1/2 <t <1,
then

br

2(1—10(x + 0 +ih)|) > —log |O(z + o + ih)| 2+ah+2hz(x+a_a EEwr
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because of (4.32). Now
(x+0—a,)*+ (h+b)?=(x—an)?+ (h+b,)?+0%+20(r—a,) .

If 02 + 20(z — a,) < 0, then (z + 0 —a,)? + (h +b,)? < (z — a,)* + (h + b,)?. On the other

side, when 02 + 20(x — a,) > 0, then
(x+0—a,)*+ (h+b,)* <(x — a,)(x — a, +20) +2(h + b,)?
<|z — an| (|7 — an| + 20) + 2(h + b,)?
since o < M /2. If |z — a,| < 20, then
(40 —a,)? + (h+by)? <20(20 + 20) + 2(h + b,)?
<4(b, + h)*
<4 ((z — an)’ + (b + h)?) .
If, on the other hand, |z — a,| > 20, then
(x+0—an)’ + (h+by)* <2(x — an)? +2(h +b,)* <2 ((x — an)® + (by + h)?) .

Consequently in any case, we state that

2(1—16(x + o +ih)|) Zh<a+22 (;p+0—anl));+(h+bn)2>

> h (a—i— Zx—a h+b))'

Therefore
1 —|©(x +ih)| <4 1—|@(x+ih)|
1 —|O(x+o+ih)| — (2a+z

(4.34)
+(h+bn) )

Ithy, (x_anbw > 1/8, then (4.34) < 32. Now, If hY w < 1/8, then, since

1 —t < —log(t), t €(0,1), using (4.33)

1 —[O(x +ih)| < —log [O(x 4 ih)|

—ah + - ZZ (:c—an hbn(thbn)Q)k

n k>1
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< ah+ = Z(zlhz o h+b)>

k>1

bn

(x —an)?+ (h+b,)?
bn

(x —an)?+ (h+by)?

gah+4hz

< 2ah+4hz

Therefore
L-lO@til)]_ _, 1[0+ i)
1 —[0(x+o+ih)] = p (2@—%2 m)

2a+4%", EErm ’ﬁ(h%n)z

2a + Z (z—an)? h+bn)

<4+12.

We now prove Theorem 4.12.

PROOF OF THEOREM 4.12. As we did in the proof of Theorem 4.11, we know that

1,(E)(2)

< Il o=y 5 (1= 10 =52 (- 106 P o

However, in this case we consider z = x + ¢th and w = x + ¢ + th. Consequently,

T,(E)(2)| _|T| 1 (1=le)P) "
B |= 2 2h<\sw Sz (1- 16w )|))

2 (1-|0@@+ih)) \
<||T,||h (ﬁ(l —1O(x+o —I—Zh)D)

<8||T5|]

Consequently, if T, is bounded, then

T,(E)(2)
E(z)

sup
2eCt+

O

We note that (4.30) implies the necessary condition of Theorem 3.9 of [15], without any request
about the phase of E(z).

Observation We strongly believe that Theorem 4.12 is true also without the condition o <

M /2. However, in this case, another argument would be needed.



6. Boundedness of 7;,, from the boundedness of T,

As proved in Theorem 4.12, under the assumption (4.14), the condition (4.30), that is % €
H>(C") is equivalent to the boundedness of T,.

Let the Hermite Biehler function F(z) satisfy condition (4.14). In addition to that, we
assume also that the Hermite Biehler function E(z) has the following simplified expression:

Zn

(4.35)  E(z) := E(0)e?*e7"* H (1 - é) where z, = a,, +ib, € C" .

n

In fact, in (4.35) we are considering only Hermite Biehler functions of order less or equal than
1.

With this new hypothesis, we prove the boundedness of 7, from that of 7, if 0 < 0y < 0.

Theorem 4.14 Let F(z) satisfy condition (4.14) and have the expression (4.35). If 0 < 07 < 0,
and o < M /2, then also T,, is bounded.

PROOF. To prove the theorem, we want to check that

(4.36) % € H*(C") .

This is true since
2
2 _ ﬂ)
S 2140’1 Hn <1 'Z?
=e
I, (1-2)

_ pan T (= =) 4 B’
(an — )%+ (y + by)?

< ] (=2 =0)+(y+b)* (=7 —01)"+(y+bn)?
- (an — )%+ (y + by)? np (ap —x—0)2+ (y+0,)%

n

T, E(2)
E(z)

n

We check that the last factor is bounded. Indeed if y + b,, > |a,, — x — 0y, then

N2 2 2
Sup(an r—01)*+ (y+bp) < 2(y + by) —9

S
no(an—r =02+ (y+ba)? = w (y+0n)?
On the other hand, if y + b, < |a, — x — 01|, then

M<la,—z—o0|<|a,—x—0|+ (0 —01) and

la, —x—0|>M— (0 —01) >0+o0 .

Consequently
(an—x—01)+ (Y +0b,)* (an—x—04(0—01))*+ (y+by)?
(an, —x—0)2+ (y+by)? (an, —x—0)2+ (y+by)?
<14 (0 —0p)? 2(0 —o1) |lay, —x — o

(ap—x—0)+(Wy+0b,)% (an—2—0)>4+ (y+by)?



4. BOUNDEDNESS OF T,, FROM THE BOUNDEDNESS OF T,

o? 200 —0
< 1+—2+ ( 1) "

an—x—0)
o? 20
< |1+ — < 4.
_< +M2+0'+0'1)

Therefore

T, E(z)

E(2) E(2)

and we have obtained the statement.

A(o1—0) 1,E(z)

53

O

Previously we proved a similar result for the vertical translation operator. However, in that
case the computations were easier since the Hermite Biehler function in (4.16) belongs to the

Polya class (4.4).

From Theorem 4.14, we highlight a condition sufficient for the boundedness of any translation

T,.

Corollary 4.15 Let E(z) satisfy condition (4.14) and have the expression (4.35). If there exists

a 09 < M/2 such that T,, is bounded, then any other horizontal translation T, is bounded.

PROOF. Let us suppose 0 = nog+r, with r < 0y and n € N. Then, thanks to the Theorem

4.14, also the horizontal translation 7, is bounded. Consequently any operator T, is bounded,

since it is the composition of bounded operators, that is

T,:=T,oT,

In the above situation we can even estimate the norm of T,. Indeed, if 0 = nog + r, then

n

1, FE
E

T, E
E

T.FE
E

Il < H

H B H He> H>



5. Continuous embedding between

p-de Branges space

In this chapter, we study which conditions the Hermite Biehler function F(z) must satisfy so
that the embedding operator

(5.1)  :HP(E) = HYE) when0<p<g<oo

is continuous.

This chapter is divided in three short sections. In the next section we prove Theorem 5.1,
the necessary and sufficient condition for the continuity of the embedding ¢ when p > 1, and
we highlight where our proof is different from that of [34]. In the third section, we study the
necessary condition for p = 1, proving Theorem 5.7. Finally, in the last section, we prove some
other partial results, which we write down for completeness. We also give an overview of what
happens to the case p < 1, even if these spaces behave very differently (1.29).

The results of this chapter are published in [16].

1. Proof in the case p > 1

In this section we fix our attention on the necessary and sufficient condition for the continuity
of the embedding operator when p > 1. The proof that we present works directly at the level
of the de Branges spaces.

Theorem 5.1 Let 1 < p < ¢ < oo and let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function. The embedding

operator ¢ : HP(E) — H9(E) is continuous if and only if ||¢/|| < oo.

Let us start with the sufficiency. We need this preliminary lemma.

Lemma 5.2 Let ¢(z)’, the derivative of the Hermite Biehler function E(z) (1.24) be bounded
on R and let p > 1. Then for every f € HP(F) and for every z € R

52) £ <cEn e (14 : )
' E(x) - ’ e infgeR,0<n<r |@(£ + iﬁ)|p 7

where O(z) is defined as in (1.7) and 7 depends only on E(z).
54
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PROOF. Thanks to Lemma 1 of [34], if ¢' € L>°(R), then for some ¢ > 0,
(5.3)  inf{|0(2)|:0< Iz <3} >0 where © = E#/E .
Due to the subharmonicity of |f/FE|” in a strip which contains the real line, we know that

1) (e L

Thus, we obtain that

1/p
df) ifr<6.

E(¢)

(@) faretrigf 1
E(z) : <7T72 l‘+f+“7) fdn)
B f(+in) J(E+in) v
a2 ( £+ in) dgd B Tm) fdn)}
o PIE(E — 1/p
< |z (e [ [ 1HEE0 &jg; dgan )|
_ 1 # I/P
< _— (T||f||g{p —I—Sup f—{—m f Z77 dfd77>]
1/p
1 1 #
g P R TR R vyl
= )m

1 1/p
> 1 |50 ( infeer, g<ner O + Z‘77)|p> .

iilH

g

PROOF SUFFICIENCY 5.1. At this point, the proof is an easy consequence of (5.2). We
recall that, thanks to Smirnov Theorem [29], if f € HP(C") N LY(R), then f € HI(C).

O

Consequently we have just to check the relation between the two norms. For every f € HP, we

note that
q 1/q p 1/q a—p 1/q
(1220 )" < ([ 122 )" (sup [ 21
r | E(2) r | E(7) ver | E()
< 15 C(E.p, @) | 3" < C N fllseo -
with the obvious changes if ¢ = co. O

Observation We point out that the proof of the sufficiency condition is similar to that of [34].
The main difference is the use of Lemma 5.2, instead of some estimates on the reproducing
kernel. We think that this lemma is more similar to the techniques used to prove the continuity

of the embedding in Bernstein spaces.
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We move on to the proof of the necessary condition for the continuity of the embedding operator
HP(E) — HI(E) when 1 < p < ¢ < co. We need some preliminaries estimates.

Proposition 5.3 Let {z, = a,, — ib,}, ., be the zeros of the Hermite Biehler function F(z). If
t: HP(E) — HI(FE) is continuous, then there exists M > 0 such that (4.14) holds.

PROOF. Let us consider

# Z, — # z # z
ke (t) = %E(t)E ( nz)n _E; (t)E(zn) _ %E(ZZLE_Sf )

Y

since F(z,) = 0 for every n € Z. Since ¢ is continuous

1= ] at) = ks
([ t) = Dl

<Clk _ [E G LI "
~ H ZTLHCHP - 27T o ‘Zn —t’p t

. thatis bYTMVP <O,

and consequently
bl/qfl < Clbl/pfl

for every n € Z, which implies that (4.14) holds. O

In the following estimates we will repeatedly use condition (4.14) and the constant M will be
used for the lower bound of imaginary parts of the zeros of F(z).

Lemma 5.4 Let ¢« : HP(FE) — H?(E) be continuous. It holds that
(5.4)  ¢'(s) <4¢'(t) for every s such that |s —t| < M .

PROOF. We know form (1.24) that

b, (an —t)* + b2
2 (@n— 12102 o (an— 82+ 02

§%+Z(a n Sup(1+(3—t)2+2\(s—t)(an—s)\) ’

(a, —s)?+ b2

where a is defined as in (1.24). If |a, — s| < b,
(s —t)*+2|(s — t)(a, — s)| M? + 2Mb,
sgp(l—i— (=52 12 <sup 1+T <4.
On the other hand, if |a, — s| > b, > M

(s —t)>+2]|(s —t)(an — 5)|)

(a, —s)?+ b2

sup (1 +

n
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M2+ 2M |a, — L —5)2+2(a, — )2
<sup |1+ i [an — 5| <sup |1+ (@n = 8)" + 2(an = 5, =4 .
n (a, — s)? n (an — 5)?

Therefore in any cases, we have (5.4). O

Lemma 5.5 Let ¢ : HP(F) — H?(E) be continuous. It holds that
/ L, M
(5.5)  @'(s) > §¢ (t) for every s such that |s —t| < T

PROOF. We know from (1.24) that

) a by, a by, o (a, =)+ 02
= — _— > f
¢'(s) 5 +;(an_8)2+b% =9 +;(an—t)2—|—b% o (a, —s)2+ b2’
where a is defined as in (1.24). If |a,, — s| < b,
o (ag =t +02 b1
fo— 2 >inf % = — .
S (@ — )2 02 = m o222
On the other hand, if |a,, — s| > b,, and we know also that b, > M > M/4 > |s —t| due to
(4.14) and (5.5),

_ (s —t)? 2(s —t)(an — s) _ 2|s —t||a, — $|
f{1 >inf | 1 —
" ( T8 (am—sprez )70 (an — )2+ 12

M _
> inf (1 _ M)

Therefore in any cases we have (5.5). O

The two lemmas above are fundamental for the proof of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6 Let ¢ : H?(E) — H?(E) be continuous. If ||¢'||,, = oo, there exists a

sequence {t, }nen C R which goes to infinity such that

ooy [ [Phiee)= o)

x—1,
PROOF. Since ||¢/||,, = oo, there exist {t,}, .y such that

p

do = ¢ (t,)P " .

lim ¢ (tn) = o0 .
Therefore
[ [BRle s, _ [ |sinloe ) ol
R T — tn R T
L [ et ) ),
- J-mya x
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If
T
. <
57 ol < g
then

|6z + ) = &(tn)| < ¢'(s) 2| < 4¢'(tn) || < where |5 —t,| < |z] < M/4.

ol 3

Therefore, since

3
|sin(x)| > — |z| for |z| <
T

SE

we have that
sin(6(z + £) — 6(t.))] > % (6(x +£,) — 6(t,)| when z satisfies (5.7) .

We can assume that 7 < M/4 if t,, is large enough. Thus

24¢’(
. — ot NP g |3 :

[P D gy [ 2+ 0| o

R x—t, ~sigtay |
24" (tn)
e 3 P 1 3 p—1 , p—1

At =-\|\= )
> [ o) do 8(%) ¢/ (tn)

24¢/ (tn)

On the other hand

/ sm(qb(m) _ ¢(tn)) pd;U :/ SlIl(gb(l' + tn) _ ¢(tn)) pdw
R T — 1, R T
215/ ) | sin(@(z + tn) — d(tn)) |7 > 1
< _
<[ : w2 L
2497 (tn) 249 (tn)
24)P~12
< 4 / tn P ™ ( / tn p—1
<6 ) Gy + = Ten® )
<C¢'(t,)
since we assumed that ; ¢,( 5 < M for t,, large enough. 0

PROOF NECESSITY 5.1. First of all we suppose that ¢ : HP(E) < H*>(FE) is continuous.
Assume towards a contradiction that ||¢'|| ., = oo. Then, as proved in Proposition 5.6 there
exists a sequence {t,}, .y such that (5.6) holds. Thanks to the boundedness of the embedding
operator, we know that

sin(@(x) — @ty
i e < €l e = € ([ [PHEELZ 00D
< O/(1,)) 7 B ()]

p

i) B
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where the first equality has been proved in (1.25). Therefore, V ¢,, because of (1.26)

ki, (tn)
E(ty)

Co/ (1)~ [B(t)] = e > = M) g

Consequently we obtain that

&' (tn)| < C,

but it is impossible. For this reason ||¢'[|_ < oo.

Let us move on to the general statement for ¢ < oco. As done before, let us assume that
|¢'||o = o0. Then, as proved in Proposition 5.6 there exist {t,}, .y such that (5.6) holds. We

know that for every t,, ||ki, |3 < C ||k, |l5 and consequently,

C*gl(t,) 11 < (/R sin(p(z) — d(tn)) qu) 1/q

<o(/ <¢<_>t— $(ta))

r—1,
(5.8)  ¢(t,)VP Ve < Cx .

P Up
dw) < C/(t,) 1"

that is

However this last inequality cannot hold if ¢/(¢,) goes to infinity when n goes to infinity. For

this reason ||¢'(t,)|| < occ. O

Observation The proof of the necessity condition is more complicated than the same proof of

[34]. However, it can be generalized to the case 1/2 < p <1 as we show in the next section.

2. Proof in the case p =1

In this section we prove what happens when p = 1.

Theorem 5.7 Let {2, = a,, —ib,}, ., be the zeros of the Hermite Biehler function F(z). Let
the derivative of the phase function ¢/(z) be uniformly bounded away from zero, that is
. inf ¢'(z) >
(5.9) ;Ielﬂg¢($)_(5>0
and let
(5.10) inf |b,| > M >0 .
nez

Let 1 < ¢ < oco. Then, ¢ : H'(E) < H(E) is continuous if and only if ||¢'|| < oc.
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The sufficiency of Theorem 5.7 is equal to the proof of the sufficiency of Theorem 5.1 and for
this reason we omit the proof.

It is clear that (5.9) implies that for every ¢, s € R such that ¢(t) = ¢(s) + 7,
t—s=m/¢(()<nw/d, where s<(<t.
In the proof of the following lemma, we use the relations (5.4) and (5.5).

Lemma 5.8 Let us assume that the function E(z) satisfy (5.9) and (5.10). Furthermore, let

us consider
s, t € R so that ¢(t) = ¢(s) + 7 .

Then
. _ ‘.
R r—t)(zr —s)
In particular, if {s, }nez C R and ¢'(s,) > ¢'(t,) — oo,
/ sin(é() — ¢(sa))(t = 5,)
R (. —tn) (7 — sp)
PROOF. We have to consider three possible situations. First of all, let us assume that
1 _ _
s <(t s)7 11<(t s)
24 ¢'(s) 2 24 ¢/ () 2

dr < C (| log(¢/(1))| + | log(#/(s)| + K) .

dr < C"log(¢'(s,)) -

(5.12)

We split the integral in (5.11) in five parts:

sin(p(x) —¢(s))(t—s)| , [ |sin(@(s +¢) — ¢(s))(t — )
I A e e L A e
= + - + -
/;oo /_qua/t;) /272145/%5) /t‘_s_;iqa/l(t) /t_s+21¢/1(t)
=A+B+C+D+E.
We know that
_ [T [sin(d(s + ¢) — 6(s))(t — 9) G .

<

log (% ¢%s)) ‘ +1log(C/6)] .

After a change of variables, we have the same estimate for E:

E <log(C¢/(t)) + log(Cm/d)| .
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Let us move to B; we know that

_[FF0 [sin(d(s+ ) — 6(s))(t — 9) L
B—[&ﬂ) ({t—s5—0) &/ (s)

The same calculations work also for D, for which we obtain the same estimate. Finally

4 (5)2 = 72

T
¢ < — .
<_12 3

t—s— % A
CS/ 210§ (D) 1+ 1 'dC
P
log(i ! )‘—i—log(t— ! )
- 24 ¢/(s) 24 ' (s)

|
bg<£¢%>)‘ k%( 24@@)‘

< 2log(C/(t)) + 2log(C'¢'(s)) + 2| log(m/0)|

Considering all the estimates, we proved relation (5.11).

Secondly, we assume that

T 1 >(t—s) T 1 Z(zf—s)

24¢/(s) = 2 7 244() 2
We split the integral in (5.11) in four parts:

sy [ [ SRl f

(x —s)(x—1)
(=)

(5.14)

sin(o(s + ¢) — #(s))(t — s)
C(t—s—¢)

ts)

d¢

(t.s
/ / / / —A+B+C+D.
(t s) (t—s) 3(t s)

We know that

(t—s
t—s)
-+

Ag/;2 : ﬁ‘ log(%(t—s))‘—i—

(e sobn(esi).

After a change of variables, we have the same estimate for D:

d¢ <

log (g(t _ s))‘

<2

D < 2log (C¢'(t)) -

Let us work on B; we know that

(t—s

)
[ [sin(o(s + €)= 9(s)(t — 9) B T
Analougsly we estimate
m 1 , 2

61
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Considering all the estimates, we proved relation (5.11).

Finally, we assume that

T 1 <(15—s)7 L >(t—s)
24 ¢/(3) 2 22¢(1) = 2
We split the integral in (5.11) in five parts:

(5.16)

pany [ |0l st + ) = slNe =)
R (z —t)(z —s) R C(t=s-¢)
—%ﬁs) %ﬁs) (t—s)/2 3(t—s)/2 S
:/ +/ +/ +/ +/ —A+B+C+D+E.
—00 —%(b%(s) id)%(s) (t—s)/2 3(t—s)/2
The only integral we have not already considered, is C"
(t—s)/2 1 1
C < / 1y t—‘ ac
fighy ¢ PTo¢
t—s T 1 T 1
<21 —_— 211 — 1 t—s——
< 21og (1) + 2o <24¢'<s>)‘ ’ o1 24¢/<5>)‘
T 1
<21 d)+ 2|1 — :
< 2log (C/d) + 2 |log <24¢/(8))‘
Considering all the estimates, we proved relation (5.11) also in this final case. O

PROOF NECESSITY 5.7. Towards a contradiction, let us assume that ||¢’|| ., = oco. Then,
there exists a sequence of points {s,} such that ¢'(s,) — oo as n goes to infinity and F(z)

satisfies (5.9). First of all, we consider the function

(o B E(@)][E(sa)] sin(o(z) — ¢(s))(tn — sn)
An(z) i= kg, (2) + ’E(tn)’ktn( ) - @ — 1)z — 5,) ,

where s, t, € R so that ¢(t,) = ¢(s,) + 7. Thanks to Lemma 5.8,

[Anllga < C'E(sn)[log(¢'(sn)), when ¢/(sn) > ¢'(tn) -

If, on the other hand, ¢'(s,) < ¢'(t,), we consider
|

() e ke () B E@)[[E()]sin(¢(z) = é(tn)) (tn — sn)

An(@) := ko, () + ]E(sn)]ks"( ) T (2 — to)(z — ) ’
for which

( Aal|,,. < CLE(t) log(@ (1) holds.

For simplicity, from now on, we assume ¢'(s,) > ¢'(t,).
We start by the case ¢ = co. Thanks to the boundedness of the embedding operator, we
know that
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[Anllyee < Cl[Anllger = C"[E(sn)|log(¢'(sn)) -

Therefore, V s,

A (sn)
E(sn)

_ ¢'(sn)

™

C'|E(sn)|log(¢ (sn)) = [ Anllse =

[E(sn)l

which is impossible. Consequently,

¢/ (sn)| < C', and [[¢']], < o0

Let us move on to the general statement for ¢ < co. We know that for every n, ||A,]l5 <

C||Ap|lge- We know also that, when n is large enough,

sin(6(x) — @(su)) (50 — ta)|[*
Al = 1B()|* [ | =E0n) da
| st
555G | 3 4 t, — S !
z/ —¢'(sn + ()| do | ————=
~ 297 G T n = Snt 244/ (sn)
"5 ew | 3 1 1/3\"" -1
> (s dr=< (=) Fs)
> [T )| o S(M) ¥ (52)
249/ (sn)

dx

Therefore
O’|E(sn)|¢/(8n)1_l/q < |E(Sn)|/R sin(¢g>__sf)(f;)z(::)— tn)

< C"|E(sn)| log(¢'(sn))

However this last inequality cannot hold if ¢'(s,) goes to infinity when n goes to infinity.

Consequently ||¢/||,, < oo. O

Observation We strongly believe that Theorem 5.7 is true even without condition (5.9). How-

ever, in this case, completely different computations would be needed.

Observation We note that the previous proof with some natural changes shows also that

Theorem 5.7 holds even when 1/2 < p < 1.

3. More observations and further results

In this final section we give some different proofs of the preceding results and we collect some
other results concerning the embedding operators. The following propositions hold even if (5.9)
and (5.10) do not hold.
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Let us start from some sufficiency. The following proposition is inspired by some results con-
tained in [43].

Proposition 5.9 Let us suppose that ¢/ € L®(R); then HI(E) — H*(E) — HP(E) when

1<g<2<p<Loo.

PROOF. First we show that H?*(E) — H>(E). If F' € H?(E), then

FO)| _ 1Pl kel e
F| <t < P 5

Consequently

1E |50 < C1Flse -

By using the log-convexity of the L? norms, see [29], we state that

191l

1-6 0
1F |0 < 1F I35 | F |50 < .

[ lgcz

that is H?(E) — HP(E) continuously for every p > 2.

In order to prove that HI(E) — H?*(F), when 1 < ¢ < 2, we note that this embedding
operator is the adjoint of the embedding between H?(E) — HP(E), when p is the conjugate
exponent of ¢ and that the adjoint of a bounded operator in a locally convex space is still a

bounded operator. O

What we are interested more is the reverse implication, that is, which conditions the Hermite
Biehler function E(z) must satisfy when H? < HP? continuously and 2 < p < oo [43].

Proposition 5.10 Let 2 < p < oo. If the embedding operator from H?*(E) to HP(E) is
continuous, then
i —o(t
s15) p [ [0 -0
teR Jr | (x —1t)\/@'(t)
Moreover, if p = co and the embedding operator from H?*(E) to H*(FE) is continuous, again

¢ e L™,

p

T < 00

PROOF. These conditions come from easy computations. Indeed, if the embedding operator

¢ is continuous, then

(5-19)  |killser < Cllkillye VEER.
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Therefore, replacing || k||, with its explicit expression, we get

(/ E(t) sin(¢(x) — o(t))

s z—1
which implies that

iE]E/R sin(¢(z) — o(t))

(x =)/ (1)
If p = oo, thanks to the boundedness of the embedding operator, we know that

It
el < C il = Oy 2 200

Therefore, V t € R,
(t
o 70

™

1/p ;
pdx) <o/2 D) vier,

™

p

dr < (VTC)P .

[E@] = [[Ftlls =

k() ‘ ¢'(t)
E)

Consequently we can conclude that

16 < OV,

which is the statement.

65

O

It is clear that (5.18) is equivalent to (5.19). Moreover, (5.19) implies that ¢*, the embedding
operator between H?(FE) and H?*(F), is a closed operator, as we are going to prove in the

following proposition.

Proposition 5.11 Let E(z) be a Hermite Biehler function and 2 < p. If ||kl50 < C [[ktllge

for every t € R, then the embedding operator
(5.20) o HYE) — H*(E)
is closed, where 1/q+1/p = 1.
PROOF. Let us suppose that {f,}, .y C H*(E) N HI(E) and
fn — fin H*(E) while fn— gin HYE) .
We want to prove that g = f. Indeed

(5:21)  [f(#) =g < [f(#) = O] + |g(t) = fu(D)]
< (I = fallse + Cllg = Fullsea) [Fellsce < €llkellge

for every e arbitrarily small. Thus, by varying ¢ € I, a bounded interval of R, we find that

f(t) =g(t) for every t € I. Since f and g are entire functions, they coincide everywhere.

U



III. Duality results



6. Duality and Toeplitz operator

In this chapter, we start studying the dual of p-de Branges spaces.

In the first section, we describe HP(FE)" when 1 < p < co. In order to obtain this classical
result, Corollary 6.8, we use the relationship between the kernels of the Toeplitz operators and
the p-* invariant subspaces, Proposition 6.3.

Actually we are mainly interested in the description of the dual when p = 1, which is
extremely more complicated and, for this reason, left for the following chapters. Nevertheless,
in the second section, we show why the characterization of the dual of the p-de Branges spaces
cannot be adapted to the case p = 1. The main obstacle is due to the fact that the Toeplitz
operators Ty are not continuous in H*(C*), Theorem 6.10 and Theorem 6.15.

The third section deals with a different topic: we describe the domain of the multiplication
operator Mg in BMO(R). This problem, besides being related to the domain of the Toeplitz
operators in H'(R), is interesting in itself and deserves further investigation.

1. The dual of H?(E) when p > 1

We describe the dual of the p-de Branges spaces when 1 < p < oo. First of all, we remind the
reader that H?(E) are isomorphic to the p-x invariant subspaces of the Hardy space HP(C™),
Proposition 1.23. Therefore, in order to compute HP(E)*, it is enough describing the dual of
the p-x invariant subspace K?(©) and, subsequently, applying to these spaces the adjoint of
the isomorphism described in Proposition 1.23.

We recall that the expression of the Cauchy projection from LP(R) onto the trace of the Hardy
space, H?(C")lg, [76].

Definition 6.1 Let

PHE) =5 [

= — dt for z € C*
21 Jpt — 2

when f € LP(R), 1 < p < co. The Cauchy projection P, from LP(R) onto H?(C")|g is defined

as

(6.1)  P.(f)(z):= lim P.(f)(x+iy) for almost allz € R .

y—0t

By using P, , we can introduce the Toeplitz operators.

67
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Definition 6.2 Let P, be the Cauchy projection. The Toeplitz operator with symbol g €
L>*(R) is defined as
(6.2) Ty: LP(R) = HY(CT)lr,  Ty(f) = Pilaf) .
for 1 < p < o0.

Let © be a meromorphic inner function. The Toeplitz operator Ty is defined on the whole
HP(C*) and it is bounded in H?(C"), 1 < p < oo. Indeed

ITs (Mo = [P+ ON o = [P+ ON 1o < Co[OF]] 1o < Co 1l -

where we used the fact that the Cauchy projector is bounded in LP(R) if p > 1, [76].
We highlight the relationship between K?(©) and the kernel of the Toeplitz operator with
anti-analytic symbol Tj.

Proposition 6.3 Let © be a meromorphic inner function. Then K?(0) = ker(Tg) N H?(CT),
1 < p < oo, where the Toeplitz operator Ty is defined as
(63)  To(f) = Py(6F) .

PROOF. Let f € ker(Tg)NHP(C*). Then f € HP(CT) and P (©f) = 0. This last condition

implies that O(z)f(z) € HP(C™)|g. Therefore, according to Proposition 1.21, f € K?(O).
On the other hand, if f € Kg, then f € HP(C*) and P (©f) = 0, because of Proposition
1.21. Therefore f € ker(Ty). O

Thanks to Proposition 6.3, KP(0)* = (ker (Tg))". Therefore, since Tg is bounded, ker Ty is a
closed subspace of H?(C™) .
We compute the adjoint of Ti5.

Proposition 6.4 Let ©(z) be an inner function. When 1 < p < oo,
(Tg) =Te .
PROOF. The domain of the operator Ty is the whole H?(C*). On the other hand,
(T5(f).9) = (P+(O(f)). 9) = (},09) = (f.Toy) .

for every f € HP(C") and for every g € HY(C*), when 1/p+1/q = 1. O

When O is an inner function of H>(C"), the subspace To H1(Ct) = ©HI(C") is a closed
subspace of H1(C*), [19], [54], [63].

Before proving the duality result, we recall some well know theorems concerning the quotient
spaces and their duals. For sake of completeness, we provide the proofs, which can be found
also in any functional analysis textbook, for example [68], 72| and [79].



6. THE DUAL OF #*(E) WHEN p > 1 69

Theorem 6.5 If M is a closed subspace of the Banach space X, then M* is isometrically
isomorphic to X*/M=, where M+ is the annihilator of M.

PROOF. Given ! € M*, Hahn-Banach theorem tells us that there exists an extension i € X*
such that

0. = - -
lll... = i
Consider the mapping
L MF = XF /MY I
it is well-defined and ¢ is a bijection of M* onto X*/M=. Since

: 7 1 17 1
< g ], =

X*/ML
and
e = 1] = it [T+ g*| = [T+ ]
e =[] . > it 7o) e
¢ is an isometric isomorphism from M* onto X*/M=. 0

Theorem 6.6 Let U be a linear operator on the Banach space X whose dual space is X*. If
U* is well defined, then ker(U) = “ran(U*), the pre annihilator of the range of the adjoint

operator U*.

PROOF. If x € ker(U), that is, Uz = 0, then (Uz,y*) = 0 for every y* € X*. Consequently
(z, U*y*) = 0, which implies that € ‘ran(U*).

The reverse inclusion works in the same way 0

Theorem 6.7 Let N be a subspace of X*, the dual space of the Banach space X. Then
(l]V)L = N"", the weak-* closure of N.

PROOF. If 2* € N, then (z,2*) = 0 ,Vx € 1 N. The subspace (LN)L contains the weak-x
closure of N. If z* ¢ N, the Hahn-Banach theorem implies the existence of an x € *N such
that (z,z*) # 0; thus z* ¢ (LN)L, and we have obtained the result. O
At this point we are ready to prove the duality result.

Corollary 6.8 Let 1 < p < co. Then
K?(0©)* = (ker(Tg) N HP(C))" = HY(C")/ (6HY(C")) = K%(©) ,

where 1/p+1/¢ = 1.
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PRrROOF. We have proved all the equalities but the last one: the first equivalence is proved
in Proposition 6.3 while the second is due to the above theorems.

Let f € HY(CT), then

Of=gr+g-,

where, since Of € LI(R), 1 < ¢ < o0, g4 := P, (Of) € HI(CT)|g and g_ := (id — P, )(Of) €

H49(C™)|g. Since, when 1 < g < o0,
Lt := H(C")|p + H(C)|r ,
we obtain
f=06g;+6g. € OHI(C")|p +OH(C)|r

From this last expression and Definition 1.19, we obtain K4(6) = HY(C")|r /OHY(CT)|r. O

It is clear, thanks to Proposition 1.23, that H?(E)* is isomorphic to H?(E), when 1/p+1/qg =1
and 1 < p < o0.

2. Toeplitz operator in H!(C™T)

When p = 1 the reasoning of the above section cannot be applied and we have to put a much
greater effort to characterize the dual of K'(©). Indeed, when p = 1, the Toeplitz operator Tg
is unbounded on H'(C™T) and its domain does not coincide with the whole H'(C")|.

In this section we explain this problem: we prove that the Toeplitz operator Tz with anti
analytic symbol ©(z), is unbounded in H'(C*)|z. We adapt to the upper half-plane some
reasonings contained in [50], [65] and [75].

While manipulating and studying the Toeplitz operators, an extremely important instrument
is the class of Hankel operators.

Definition 6.9 For every f € L'(R) and © € H*(C*), the Hankel operator with symbol © is
defined as

(64)  Hg(f)() =P (81) (2)
where

P_(f)(z):= -1 Lt)_dt for 2 € C*

2 Jgpt — 2

and, when it is well defined,

(6.5)  P_(f)(x):= lim P_(f)(x+1iy) .

y—0t
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We note that for every f € L'(R) for which the two projectors P, , see (6.1), and P_, see (6.5),
are well defined, it holds also that

(6.6) P,+P_ =id.
Indeed, for almost every x € R,

Pr(H)@) + P-(H)w) = lim (P(f)(z+iy) + P-(f)(z +iy))

~ Jim _( ( )dt)
y—0+ 2718 -z t -z

= lim — L= 22 b=z dt
y—0+ 277 ‘t — ‘t — z‘

ol 2ty = f(z
= o (/R f(t)|t — z|2dt) f@)

Our interest in Hankel operators is justified by the following theorem.

Theorem 6.10 The operators Hg is bounded in H'(C™) if and only if Tg is bounded in
H(CT).

PROOF. We control the H!'(CT)-norm of Tg(f) with the sum of the H'(C*)-norms of f
and Hg(f). Indeed

1T5 £l = || lim Py (OF) (- +iy)

y—0t

Ll

= || lim (Id — P_) (6f) (- + iy)

y—07t

It

=|| lim ©f(-+iy) — lim P_(Of) (- + iy)

y—0t y—0t

Ll

lim P_(Of) (- +iy)

y—0t

<|| im Of(- +iy)

y—0t

L1 L1

<Al + 1 Nl < 1Al (€ 1)

On the other hand, if we switch P, with P_, with almost the same computations, we obtain

1Hsf e < [|0f] 0 + 1T f e < 1fllg (C"+1)

which proves the theorem. [l

Therefore, in order to prove that the operator Tg is unbounded on H'(C"), we prove that the
Hankel operator Hg is unbounded on H'(C™).

The Cauchy projection P, (6.1) and its direct counterpart P_ (6.5) are strictly associated with
the Hilbert transform, [76].
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Definition 6.11 The Hilbert transform H is defined as

6.7)  Hf(x):= —i(P, — P.)

-l t—z  t—z ([ f )
_yLO-F 2 (/Rf(t) <|t—z\2 * |t—2|2> dt) R (/R:L'—tdt ’

for every f(x) which belongs to the domain of H.

In order to prove the unboundedness of Hg we need another operator.

Definition 6.12 Let Mg be the multiplication operator defined as

(6.8)  Ms(f)(2) =Of(2) .

The commutator [©, H] is defined as MgH — HMg. Our interest in [0, H] is justified by the
following lemma.

Lemma 6.13 The operator [0, H] is bounded in H'(C")|g+H*(C™)|r if and only if the Hankel
operator Hg is bounded from H'(C*)|g to H'(C™)|.

PROOF. Let H'(C")|g 3 f = P, f. Therefore
i6,H]f :=0f —iH(Of) =Of — P.(0f) + P_(6f) =2P_(Of) .
On the other hand, if H'(C~)|z 3 f = P_f, then
—i[0,H]f :=Of +iH(0f) = —Of + PL(6f) - P_(6f) = -2P_(6f) = —26f ,

which is automatically bounded since f € H!(C™)|g. Combining these two equalities, we obtain
the lemma. U
For 0 < p < 1 the space H? + HP has a real-variable description in terms of atoms. However,
in order to prove our result we need less: it is enough checking that the commutator O, H| is
unbounded on the H'(R) atoms. The 1-atoms belong to H' + H! since they belong to H'(R),
[76].

Definition 6.14 The function a(x) is an H'-atom if there is a compact interval I C R such

that supp(a) C I, |a| < |I|7", and

/Ra(a:)d:v =0.

Theorem 6.15 If © is not a constant inner function, the commutator [©, H] is unbounded on

HY(CH)lp + H'(C)e.
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PROOF. We prove this theorem by contradiction. We consider any atoms a(z) € H'(R)
with supporting interval equal to I. Let I be the double of I with the same center z¢. If [0, H]

is bounded, then for any atoms a(z)

/R\I} }dg;</\@H ()] dz < K

where K is the norm of the commutator [©, H]. We prove that the left member of the above
inequality is unbounded, thus giving a contradiction.

We know that

where

1
e ::—/Gxdx
YU

Computing the first term, we note that

%/1(6@) ~61) alt)- L tdt)

1/(@< ) = ©1) alt) (xl—t_:c—lxo>dt‘
< 1w @f‘ﬁ<|<x—‘tt>_<fo—|mo>|)dt
< B -eig I ()

1
/‘@ 1l [

C
(x) — @Ilmm

Ty(2)] =

=1|>—*

where C' < 3. Therefore

1 1 1
/ Ty () de <=2C|1] IIGHOO/ 5 < 4O,
R\T n R\/ (z — x0) m
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which is bounded. For the other term,

2 / (61 = B(1)) a(t)——dt = Ty + T,

We split this last expression into two parts, which we estimate separately. The first part behaves

T — Zo

1 1

dt

well; indeed
r—1t x—x

T ()] <~ / 18— 6(t)| Ja(b)
1)

S) dt C———
7T|]|/} e ‘ ! (x —x0)°

whose L'—norm is bounded on R \ I:

[ o < Bl 1 [ s

C

<180l

2.

The second term has L'-norm unbounded. Indeed

)l =| - [ (61 - 80)att)

I T — To
1 1

- /I(éf—é(t)) a(t)dt

|x — xo| ™

|

)

1
/ L
R\J |z — 20

whose L!'-norm is

1
/ B |T22(ZE)| dl’ =—
R\J a

The latter quantity is unbounded unless

/(@1 — (1)) a(t)dt‘ =0

I

(07 — O(t)) a(t)dt

However since the H'-atom a(x) can be chosen arbitrarily we have that for almost every ¢t € R,
0, =06(t),
which implies that ©(z) has to be constant. O

Observation We note that our symbol © is in BMO(R), [42], since it belongs to L>=(R).

Thanks to Theorem 6.15, Lemma 6.13 and Theorem 6.10, we have proved that no Toeplitz
operator Tg is bounded in H'(C").



3. Domain of Multiplication operator in BMO(R)

For every meromorphic inner function ©, the Toeplitz operator Tg is unbounded in H'(CT)|g.
For this reason, studying the domain of the operator T;5 makes sense.

In this section, instead of fixing our attention on the domain of the Toeplitz operators acting on
H(R) or on H'(C")|g, we describe the domain of the multiplication operator Mg on the space
BMO(R) and of the Toeplitz operator Tg in BMOA(R). The reason why we are interested
in this problem instead of the original one, is multifold. First of all, the two pairs of spaces
H'(R)-BMO(R) and H'(C")|g-BMOA(R) are linked to each others. Indeed, as proved for
example in [41] and in [42], the space BMO(R) is identified with the topological dual of H*(R)
and BMOA(R) is identified with the topological dual of H'(C*)|g. Therefore, when Dom(Tg)
is dense in H'(C™")|g, we are studying the domain of the adjoint operator Tg*.

Even if Sundberg in [77] provides a complete description for the domain of Mg in BMO(R),
we think that this subject is still incomplete. In this section besides characterizing the domain,
see [77] and [31], we present also a still open problem that we face while approaching this
subject.

For a preliminary description of the spaces BMO(R) and BMOA(R) we cite [22], [41], [42]
and [46] as good references.

Let us describe the domain of Mg, when © is a meromorphic inner function. Given a function
f € BMO(R), we consider its harmonic extension to C*, that is,

[f1(2) ::PZ*f:%Amf(t)dt when z = x + iy ,

where P, is the Poisson kernel, (2.7). The above extension makes sense for every function

f(z) € L'(R, %), and, for this reason, for every function f € BMO(R), [41].

Given the almost everywhere defined function f(z) on R, we recall that

1
ﬁ:mﬁmw,

the mean of the function f(z) on the interval J.
The characterization we write down was first discovered by C. Sundberg in [77].

Theorem 6.16 Let f € BMO(R) and © be a non-constant inner function of C*. The function
©f € BMO(R) if and only if

1
(6.9) sup — |fg|/|@ — 0] < 0,
J |3\ J

where J is any compact interval of R.
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PRrROOF. This theorem follows from easy computations. Indeed, we already know that if

f € BMO(R), then ©f € L] _(R). Therefore,

loc

T - =supm / 16 - (fO),
<sup 7] /|f@ )10l + 110 = fO4] + | /105 — (fO)]
1
< ||f||BMo+sgpm|fg|/j|@—@g| +Sgpm/j|f@—9fa|

1
<2 fllgmo + Sljlp m | f] /j|9 — Oy

On the other hand,

sup ‘Ifs! / © - €| —sup i / 10— £,04]

i
<sup— / £O — (O)s + 1O — O + (fO)s — /104
7 I Jg

1
<1Bllio + 2500 7 [ 176 10
J

<|/®llgyo + 21 fllsmo

which proves the theorem. O]

There are two other similar description for Dom(Mg) in BMO(R).

Theorem 6.17 Let f € BMO(R) and let © be an inner function of H>(C*). The function
©f € BMO(R) if and only if
(6.10)  sup |[f](2)[ / |O(t) P.(t)dt < oo .

zeCt

Proor. If f € BMO(R) then

f(O)
/L E_;TEEdt<< o0,

which implies that also

/ CIONOI
g 1+1?

Therefore

sup / F(HO() — [fO1(=)? P.(t)dt

zeCt JR

zsup/!f(t)@(t)—[f](Z)@(t)Hf](Z)@(t)—[f](Z)@(Z)+[f](Z)@(2)—[f@](Z)Isz(t)dt

zeCt JR
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<3 sup ([ 1F000) - (71000 P.(0)ie+

zeCt

/ i 0P P.lt)dt + [I1)()0() — [ )
<O o +3 su0 (I[f](z)|2 / 6(0) - 6(:)F P+
zeC+t R

2

| (f1=)6() = F(0)8)) P(t)dt

)

<C o+ 3 sup 1)) / o)  ()dt
+35up/| )O()|* P.(t)d /Pztdt
zeC+
<C o +3 sup I11(:) / o) ()t + C 1 f P -

On the other hand

sup |[/1()P / o) fdt = sup / 1] O () Pa(t)dt

zeCt+ zeCt+

= sup / [F(HO) = [£8](2) + [/1(z)0(t) — F(1)O(1) + [fO](2) — [[1(2)O()[* P(t)dt

zeC+
<3 sup / £(0) (2)[? P.(t)dt+
116~ FOOmFE Pt + |[76](:) - [(z)0(:))

/ (F1(2)0() — F()O(#) P.(t)dt

zeCt |JR

<C|£6llzmo + Cll o + sup

<CIfOllsmo + C Il o + S;CQ/R [/1()0(t) = F(OO)]” P.(t)dt
<ClIfOllsmo +2C | fllino -

which proves the theorem. 0J

With the help of Theorem 6.17, we are able to provide an extremely more practical character-
ization for the domain of Mg.

Theorem 6.18 Let f € BMO(R) and let © be an inner function of C*. Then ©f € BMO(R)
if and only if

(6.11)  sup [[f](2)]* (1 = [O(2)[") < o0 .

zeCt

PROOF. This result is a quick consequence of Theorem 6.17. Indeed
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sup |[f](=)" (1 — [©()[") = sup I[f](Z)\Q/R(l —|0(2)]") P.(t)dt

zeC+t zeC*t
= swp [71:)* [ (1000 = [O(:) )Pty
= s 7)1 [ 106) ~ ) P.fe)ir

Since (6.10) is equivalent to the fact that f € Dom(Mg), we obtain the desired statement.
U

Theorem 6.18 provides us with a satisfactory condition. In [31], K. Dyakonov characterizes the
domain of the Toeplitz operator Tg in BMOA(R).

Theorem 6.19 If f € BMOA(R) and © is inner, the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) 6f € BMO(R) ;

(ii) f©® € BMOA(R) ;

(i) supe |2 (1~ [6]) < 00

(iv) supge ) If| < oo, for every 0 < e <1

(V) supge,q |f| < oo , for some 0 <e<1.

The set (0O, ¢€) is the level set of © and it is defined as

QO0,¢) :={2€C" |0(2)| <€} .

We omit the proof of Theorem 6.19. However we note that the third condition in Theorem 6.19
is equal to (6.11) of Theorem 6.18.

Before concluding this chapter and coming back to the study of p-de Branges spaces, we describe
another possible approach which can be used to characterize the domain of Mg in BMO(R).

To the best of our knowledge, this technique was first used by Dyakonov in [33] where the
author describes the elements of the Lipschitz spaces with the help of the pseudocontinuation.
Subsequently this approach was used again by Dyakonov and Girela in [35] in @), spaces
when 0 < p < 1. This family of spaces is deeply related to BMO(R), since “BMO(R) =
()1”. In |35], the two authors characterize the elements of these spaces with the help of the
pseudocontinuation. Their approach seems useful also in BMO(R) and, therefore, it seems
possible to describe the elements of BMO(R) by using it.

Unfortunately, we did not manage to obtain this description for BMO(R) and, to the best
of our knowledge, a characterization of the elements of the space BMO(R) with the help of the
pseudocontinuation is still unknown. It is clear that, once this description is available, we could
have another possible characterization for the domain of Mg in terms of pseudocontinuation.



7. Dual of 1-Bernstein space

Even if in the second part of [56], B. Levin describes some properties of the p-Bernstein spaces,
the description of the dual of the 1-Bernstein space Bl is still unknown. In this chapter we
present three different but equivalent characterizations of its dual space.

This chapter is divided in four sections. In the first section, we recall the atomic description
of the 1-Bernstein space; this characterization was first discovered by C. Eoff and by S. Boza
and M.J. Carro in [37] and [20].

In the second section, we introduce the quotient space of sequences BMO(Z) and we prove
that it is isomorphic to (B}r)* This quotient space of sequences has many interesting properties,
which we investigate and prove.

In the third section we introduce the space X, a new quotient space in the space of entire
functions, and, thanks to the results of the previous section, we prove that X is isomorphic to
BMO(Z).

After having studied some properties of X, in the fifth section, we introduce the space Y
and we prove that it is isomorphic to X.

In this work we fix our attention on functions of exponential type less than or equal to .
However, the properties we will prove hold in any Bernstein space Bl, a > 0.

1. The 1-Bernstein space

In this preliminary section we describe the atomic structure of the 1-Bernstein space. We recall
the definition.

Definition 7.1 The 1-Bernstein space, Bl, is the space of the entire functions of exponential
type less than or equal to 7, whose restriction to the real line belongs to L'(R). The norm of
Bl is the same as the norm of L'(R).

For our purpose, we need to introduce the spaces H'(Z) and H}(Z).

Definition 7.2 The space H'(Z) is made up of all the ¢'-sequences for which the discrete
Hilbert transform H is in ¢*(Z). Furthermore, V {a,} € HY(Z) ,

(7.0 el = Haoln + 1{(H @)}l -

79



7. THE 1-BERNSTEIN SPACE 80

We recall that the discrete Hilbert transform is defined as

(7.2)  {(H(an)),} = ( k;ciln>

Instead on considering H, one can describe H'(Z) by using the shifted discrete Hilbert transform
H_ defined as

{(Hc{an}),} == { (Z k,_a—;Jrc> }

for any fixed ¢ € (0,1) and for any sequences {a,} € ¢*(Z). Through H. one obtains an
equivalent norm for H'(Z) since, as proved in [37], for every 0 < ¢ < 1

Ci{[H(an)llp < |He(an)llp < Co || H(an)|lp
where Cy,Cy > 0. Together with H'(Z), we introduce the atomic space of sequences H} (7).

Definition 7.3 A sequence {a,} is an atom of H'(Z) if it satisfies these three conditions:

e The cardinality of the support of the sequence {a,,} is finite:
(7.3)  #{n € Z such that o, # 0} < 00 .

e The elements of the sequence {a,} satisfy the growth condition:
< 1

~ # supp({an})

e The sequence {a,,} satisfies the zero mean property:

(7.5) Z a,=0.

nez

(7.4)  la(n)|

The H'(Z) atoms are the building blocks of H(Z) .
Definition 7.4 We define the space of sequences H., (Z) as
(7.6) HL(Z):= {{gn} such that g, = Y Aol ,Vn € Z} :
J
where {a} are atoms of H'(Z) and )\; € C. Furthermore,
@0 Mooy = int S0l
j

In theorems 3.10 and 3.14 of [20], S. Boza and M. Carro have proved that the two spaces H'(Z)
and H} (Z) are isomorphic.
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We note, and it is important for the following computations, that HJ (Z) embeds into ¢*(Z).
Indeed, if {g,} € HL(Z), then

{ZAjaz;} <>l HanP e < 3N

since |[{an}]lp = 1 for every H'(Z) atom. Because (7.8) holds for any sequence {\;}, then

{gn e < IH{gn 3 1, 2

As proved by C. Eoff in Theorems 6 and 7 of [37], the two spaces Bl and H'(Z) are isometrically
isomorphic.

(7.8)  H{gn}lle =

Zl

Theorem 7.5 The 1-Bernstein space is isomorphic to H'(Z). In particular, T', the isomorphism

between the two spaces, is given by:

(7.9 T:B, = H(Z),  f(x)={fu}:={(=1)"f(n)}
and

(7.10) T ':HY(Z) — BL, {a,} — Z "aysinc(m(z —n)) ,

ne”Z

where sinc(x) is the cardinal sine.

Because H'(Z) is isomorphic to HL (Z) , we are able to describe the atoms of B!

Definition 7.6 The “atoms” a(z) of the space Bl are defined as

(7.11) T '{an})(2) := Z(—l)”an sine(w(z — n)) ,

n

where {a,} is an atom of H'(Z). With A we denote the set made of all the atoms of B!.

Thanks to the isomorphism 7', we note that the subspace containing A is dense in Bl. Indeed,
let f € Bl. Therefore for the sequence { f,,} we have that

{(=1)"f(n)} € Hy(Z)

which means that there exists a family of atoms o := {a?} such that
= Nadand  2[{(=1)"f(0)} ]z > ZM e
J

Consequently,

f— Z A (Z )" sine(- — n))

j=—N

CIHED F)} = Y Afan

j=—N
<O N

liI=N

<

BL Hpy,
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which is small if N is large enough.

We note that if f(z) € Bl, then

(7.12) /f cos(mx)dx —/f ( m:v_|_em:) dmz%(?f(ﬂ)—l—?f(—ﬂ))zo,

where F(f) is the Fourier transform of the L'-integrable function f. The last sum has to be
equal to zero since Ff has to be continuous and its support has to be contained in [—m, 7).

2. BMO(Z): the dual of H'(Z)

Our interest in the space H (Z) is justified by the fact that we are able to characterize its dual.
Definition 7.7 The space %(Z) is made by all the sequence {g,} such that
1
n = sup — n— (Gn) 4| < 00
00 Ho = 30 25 32 o = an)

where A is an interval of Z and

Ay Zgn-

neA
——

The operator [|-||yo does not satisfy the conditions required to be the norm of BMO(Z), since
for every {c,} = {k} with & # 0, it holds ||{c,}||gmo =0 -

For this reason, we have to introduce the quotient space
BMO(Z) := BMO(Z) / {{ fu} € BMO(Z) such that [|{fu}lauo = o} , that is
(7.13) BMO(Z) := §1\7[6(Z)/ ey ={k} , keC} ,

and the operator

m&wmmﬁ%ﬂgM4mo

is the norm of BMO(Z).

We note that if there exist constants ¢4 such that

sup — Z|b —cal < o0

AcZ #A

for every bounded interval of Z, then
su by, < su by, —ca| < o0,
ACI% 4 A Z | ) al P ZA Z | Al
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and consequently {b,} € %(Z)

Proposition 7.8 Let {b,} € BMO(Z). Then {Rb,} € BMO(Z) and {3b,,} € BMO(Z).

PROOF. We have to check that (7.14) is bounded for the sequences {}b,} and {3b,}.
Indeed

1{%0n Hisno < (Il{b Higo + {0} pai0) = IH0nHlerio -

With the same computations we obtain also (7.14) for {Sb,,}. O

The space (*°(Z) is a proper subspace of BMO(Z). Indeed the sequence

In| =0,1

{bn) = {log|n| clsewhere BMO@)\ £(2) -

In order to prove that {b,} € BMO(Z), we note that, for any constant Cy € R,

(7.15) #AZ\log\n\ Cal <2 ’/\logm Caldzx .

neA
Therefore

{0 Hpmo < 2 [[log | llppom) < o© -

In any case, any sequence {c,} € BMO(Z)\ (>*(Z) can be approximated by sequences in (>°(Z).
We need this auxiliary proposition.

Proposition 7.9 Let ¢, € R, for every n € Z. Then
-M ife, <M,
(M= M ife,>M, €BMO(Z).
C, otherwise

PRrROOF. This proposition is a consequence of the fact that the set of all the real sequences

in BMO(Z) is a lattice. Indeed, if {f,} € BMO(Z) and {g,} € BMO(Z), then also

[{min(fo; gn) }Hlpmo < 2max ([{fn}lyo » {90 HBMo)

[{max(fn; gn) Hipno < 2max ([{fn}lgao » {9n} IBuo) -

This inclusion is justified by the fact that if {b,} € BMO(Z), then

I{16nl}Hspo < 2 {bn}[Buo -
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Indeed,
115l it = 51D s 3 16al = (bal) al < 5D — 3 (1ol = (b ol
m = sup —— n| — n =~ Sup ——~ n| — n
BMO ACZ #A neA A ACZ #A neA A
< 21 o -
which proves the theorem. 0

Proposition 7.10 Let {b,} € BMO(Z). There exists a family {c/} of (*°(Z) sequences such
that

{Hlguo < C {0 and  lim ¢, = b, , for every fixed n € Z .

PROOF. According to proposition 7.8 and proposition 7.9, it is enough defining the sequence
{c]} as
¢ = (Rb,) +14(Sh,)’ |, as j > 0 and it goes to infinity.

0

The following proposition describes another property of BMO(Z) that will be fundamental for
the characterization of (BL)" described in the following section.

Proposition 7.11 Let {¢,} € BMO(Z). Then

PROOF. Assume {¢,} € BMO(Z) and let z =m +i € Ct and k € Ny . Let Iy be the interval
Iy := {n € Z such that |n — m| < 1} and let I; be the interval I, := {n € Z such that |[n —m| < 2*}.
Then

4T, = 2k 1
and

Pi(n —m) = m <1, nely, while Pdn—m)< 4‘3%’ ne I\ Iy .
Consequently,

S 60 — (a1, | Pin —m)
S HEEAES BE- DRSS DE-N DR (S AL

n€ly k>1 nelk\lk,1 k>1 HEIk\kal
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1 k32
< I{ouHlmao +4 Y 55 o lomio + D S IHou} lamo -
k k

where we used the fact that

{n)1, = (Dn)p,_,

#[7 Z ‘an— QSn[]C

nEIk 1

H]
< #1;: 7T, | Z |6 = (Dn)y, | < 41{on}Bro

and consequently

[(8n)y, = (6n IO|<Z] Ond, = (Dnd, | < 41 {6nHlbno -

Therefore

1
Z’¢n|P1d(n_m) :Z|¢n|m<oo

If we fix m = 0, we obtain
|l

which proves the theorem. O

We note that the above proposition tells us that every {¢,} € BMO(Z) is Poisson summable.
However, we do not have any uniform bound for the Poisson sum and we could not even state
that the Poisson sum of {¢,} is controlled by the BMO norm of {¢, }. We recall that the same
property holds also in BMO(R) [41].

We have introduced the quotient space BMO(Z) and we have described some of its first prop-
erties. With the help of all these propositions, we want to prove the main result of this section:
we show that (HZ (Z))" is isometrically isomorphic to BMO(Z). However, in order to prove this
theorem, we need to know the HJ (Z) norm of some particular sequences; we estimate them in
the following propositions.

Proposition 7.12 Let {b,} € (*(Z) such that #supp({b,}) < cc and > b, =0. If

1/2
1 ) 1
(S (#supqun'});'b"') = Foupp([n])

then

(717)  H{buHl gz < €,

where the constant C' is independent of {b,}.
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PROOF. First of all,

{buH o < (#supp({Ba 1) [1{Bn} ]I, < 1

due to (7.16). Let us now estimate ||H.{b,}|,, where 0 < ¢ < 1. Let B* be the interval

concentric with the supp({b, }) but having the measure doubled. Then

> |Hgndy,| < (Z |(H b},

jeB*

thanks to the continuity of the discrete Hilbert transform in ¢*(Z) and (7.16). On the other

) 1/2
) (2#supp({b,})"/* < C,

side, when j € B*¢, then

|(Hefba}),| =€

1 1
> (j_n+c—j_M+c)'=ou{bn}np Hea} e

where M is the centre of B* and

- (j—n—:c];/é;_—nM—i—c) if n € Supp({bn}> )

0 elsewhere

Therefore, going on with the previous estimate, we obtain
’ 7= M|
1
g =M

(#supp({b,}))"/?

<C’ (#supp({bn}))

=C" (#supp({b.}))

thanks to (7.16). Consequently

S |(HAb), | <Ctsupp({ba}) S

]EB*C ]EB*C

1
<Csuwn({h.}) | Sdt<C,
[t]>#supp({bn}) T

1
j— M|

where C' does not depend on the sequence {b,}. O
Proposition 7.13 Let {b,} € (*(Z) such that #supp({b,}) < cc. If >_ b, = 0, then
(7.18)  [{bu} sz < C I{ba}lle (#supp({ba}))"* .

PROOF. Given the sequence {b,}, for every n € Z, we consider

bn su —1/2
ol (#supp({bn}))” /" .

ES
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The sequence {a,} satisfies all the hypothesis of proposition 7.12 and consequently

Hantlgrz) < Co

which implies that

{0n a1z < € 1{ba} e (supp ({8 1)) [{@nHl s 2y < Cz 1{ba} 2 (supp({b 1)

which proves the theorem. [l
We are finally ready to prove that the dual of Bl is isomorphic to BMO(Z).

Theorem 7.14 The dual space of Bl is isomorphic to BMO(Z).

PROOF. In order to obtain this equivalence, we have to check that (H'(Z))" is isomorphic
to BMO(Z). First of all, we prove that (H*(Z))" € BMO(Z). Let us consider {a,} € ¢*(Z) 4,

where
C(Z)ao = {{an} € (*(Z) such that supp({a,}) = A, #A4 < oo and Za’” = 0} ,

Let 3 € HY(Z)". Tt is clear that {a,} € HL(Z), since it is a multiple of a H*(Z) atom. By

using proposition 7.13 , when a,, € £*(Z) 4, we note that

18(an)] < 1811, {anHlmzy < C'IBILH#A)? [{an}l, -
Therefore, the functional 3 belongs to (512470)*, which means that there exists {2} € % o such
that

Blan) =D anbf and [[{01}]],4 < CallBL(#4)Y*

neA

Since we want to consider {b,} for every n € Z, we define

by :=b2 whenm e A .

m

We check that {b,,} is well defined. Let us consider Q C A. Then,

{ fn, 0G — bf>e2 =0 for every {f,} € *(Z)qy -

Consequently, for every {f,} € *(Q),

0= (fu— (g b = b2) | = (Farb? b= (B0 =B1))

02
which means that {b% — b2} is a constant sequence when n € @ and for this reason {6%} and

{b}} represent the same element in the quotient space BMO(Z).
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Finally,

b= (50),| = Gy o 1w = 48

neA

1/2
< (A (z b= (82 )

neA

= #1058 gy + 1402 H o)
< (A 8], (34) 22 = 28],

On the other hand, let {b,} € BMO(Z) and let {«,,} be an H'-atom, such that supp({c,}) = A.

Therefore

Zanbn Z&nb — Zan n) A

If g, = Z]' )\jafz and 2 ||{9n}HH;t(z) 2 Zj W|’ then

S gnbl < 3057 bl = ST IS Jdu] <2 0 i o 1B Hloseo -
n n j J n

when {b,} € BMO(Z) N ¢>(Z). To extend the above computation to {b,} ¢ (*°(Z), we note
that if {b,} € BMO(Z), there exists a bounded sequence {b'} defined as in proposition 7.10,
such that

{02 Hlgao < € b} lpno -

Consequently

< 27 = bl < 1o -

neA

i (£, 8.,

defines a bounded functional of H'(Z) that we call L. Thanks to the first part of this theorem,
there exists {,} € BMO(Z) such that

L(fn) = <fm5n>H1(Z),BMO(Z)-

We conclude by observing that {b,} is a representative of the class of {f3,,}. Indeed {b, — .}

is equal to a constant sequence, since they act in the same way on the H' atoms, and

(farbu) = L(fa) = lim (£, 05) < Lim 2C {62} g0 1{Fa}H i

<202 [{bnHlgmo 1 fu -



3. The dual of Bl: the space X

Let b,, € B/]\W/O(Z); then
(7.19) TH({b.))(z) = > ((—1)"5n n (—1)”bn) sin7(z — n) L p, S

zZ—N n m T
0#n€Z

is well defined. Indeed (7.19) is equal to

(7200 T ({ba})(z) = Y ba ( 1) sinfz | sinme

zZ—nNn n m ZT
0#n€eZ

where the series converges because of Proposition 7.11. For the same reason, the function
“1({b,})(2) is entire, since it is the uniform limit of entire functions on compact subset of C.
Furthermore, if m € Z, we obtain that

(7.21) T2 ({bu)(m) : = (by + b) 2™ + 3 b( 1>Si“m+bm(_1)m

0,m#n€eZ n i
= (_1)mbm

The expression (7.20) is similar to the representation of Mittag-Leffler for the meromorphic
functions [27] and sometimes it is called Tschakaloff’s interpolation formula [21].
We note that the operator T~ is injective. Indeed if T—({b,})(2) is the zero function, then
“1({b,})(m) = 0 for every m € Z, which implies that {b,} = {0},cz because of (7.21).
We define

], = {7 0) Y= 1

Thanks to the observation (7.21), |||, is a seminorm in 7! <§1\7[6>

The operator ||-||y is not a norm in 7 (@6) Indeed if we consider {b,} := {c}, then

T,

a quotient space.

— 0, but 77! ({b,,}) is not the zero function. For this reason we have to consider

We define the operator 7! in BMO(Z), checking that it is well defined on the equivalence
classes. To do this, we use the following representation for the cosine function, see for example
[28] or [55].

Lemma 7.15 The entire function cos(7z) is represented by the series

cos(mz) = Z ( ! + 1) sin(r2) + sin(r2) for every z € C.

Z—1"Nn n T e
0#n€eZ

Let {b,} € %(Z) and
1 sin(7z) sin 7z
({b by, b .
S Z (z -n n) T

0#n€eZ
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We consider {¢,} € %(Z) defined as
Cn i =by, +7 VneZ and vy € C ;
{c,} and {b,} represent the same element of BMO(Z). Furthermore, thanks to Lemma 7.15,

_1({cn})(z) - T—l({bn})(z) + v ( Z (2 i - + %) SinE:TZ) i Siil;:’z)

0#n€Z
“1{b,})(2) + ycos(nz) .

Therefore, the difference of the images of two representative elements of the same class in
BMO(Z) is equal to a multiple of cos(mz). We are now ready to introduce the dual space X.

Definition 7.16 We define the space
(7.22) X := T~YBMO(Z))/ (cosmz)
and, if X 3 ¢ := T-({b,})(2) with {b,} € BMO(Z), then

9llac == [{bnHIBro -

The ||-||,c is well defined. Indeed, let f,g € [g]x and f = T-'({b,}), g = T~'({c,}). Since
f(2) —g(z) = kcos(nz), then b, — ¢, = k for every n € Z and consequently {b,} = {c,} in
BMO(Z). This reasoning proves that |||, is well defined.

We note also that |||, is a norm. Indeed we have already shown that it is a seminorm due
to observation (7.21). Furthermore, || f||, = 0 if and only if f = T-1(k), that is f = kcos(nz)
which implies that f € [0]x.

The space X is another isomorphic description of the dual of Bl.

Theorem 7.17 The space X is isomorphic to (BL)".

PROOF. In order to prove that X is isomorphic to (BL), it is enough checking that X is
isomorphic to BMO(Z).
Let us introduce the isomorphism V' from BMO(Z) to X defined as

123) VEDE = Y b <Z_n n) sinf:rz)_i_bosin(wz)_

mZ
0#n€Z

The operator V is well defined in BMO(Z). Indeed if {b,}, {c.} € [{b.}]|Bm0, then, thanks to
lemma 7.15, V({b,}) = V({cn}) = kcos(nz), that is V({b,}),V({cn}) € [V({bn})]x. Due to
the definition of X, V' is surjective. Finally, we check that V is injective. Indeed,

V(ycos(nz)) =T (ycos(mz)) = {y}nez

which corresponds to the zero element of BMO(Z). The operator V is clearly an isomorphism

since
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lgllx = I{ba}lpmoz — when g =T ({ba}) ,

which proves the theorem. O

We define the duality product between Bl and X. Let f € Bl and g € X, then

(f, g)g;ﬁx = <T(f >H1 ),BMO(Z)

where T' has been defined in (7.9) and V in (7.23). This definition does not depend on the
choice of the representative element ¢, since

/Rf@)COS(WZB)d:U =0

for every f € Bl as shown in (7.12).

For every a(z) atom of Bl, the duality product (a,g)s y can be better described: if g =

V({b,}), then

(7.24)  {a,V({ba}))pry = lim [ a(x) an( L +1> sin(rz) |, sinmz

N—oo R s xrm

Indeed, since

a(z) = Z(—l)"(xnsinc(ﬁ(z —n)), and #A < oo,

neA
then
(@, V({bu})) g1 x = hm Z Z )™ by Oy
nGA |m|<N
b
1m Z Z "o — Rsmc(ﬁ(ac n))sin(mrx)dx
O;AneA O;£|m|<N
=D aln = (tn; bn) 1.2 BrO(2)
neA

since

(725> /SinC(ﬂ(m — n))SIH 7'['$ = — / SlnC .T —-n )(elﬂ'x o efirr;E)dx
R
= C( ”mX[—ﬂ'Jr]< ) o efiﬂnx[_mﬂ](_ﬂ_» —0.

We conclude this section by describing some properties of the space X. First of all, we study
the type of the functions which belong to the equivalence classes of X.

Theorem 7.18 The space X C &,, that is, its elements are equivalence classes of entire func-

tions of exponential type less than or equal to 7.
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PROOF. In order to prove this theorem, it is enough to check that

(7.26)  f(2) =sin(mz) ) C”( : +l>

zZ—nNn n
0#n€Z

—_~—

is entire of exponential type less than or equal to 7 when {c,} € BMO(Z). We notice that f(z)

in (7.26) is entire. By computing its exponential type, we obtain

1 1
; 2l <
sin(mz) Z Cn (2 — + n) <
0#n€eZ
sinm(z — |511‘l mz)| ||
< D el o P 2 el
0<|n|<2|2| In|>2]2|
CemlSG) lenl I2] el |2]
< 20" ¢ | (2)] n
R Z Cn| T Z n2
0<|n|<2|z| [n|>2|z|

CerSCl 3 el 227 |cn| |2]
2 7 n— 80/ 7| S( n
=9y * Z n?+1

0<|n|<2|z| [n|>2]2|

< 20emIS()] Z |l |2z | + 8Cem3 Z |cn| ||
ne

R¥1 = n’+ n?4+1"

Consequently f(z) in (7.26) is of exponential type less than or equal to 7.

We can also compute the rate of growth on the real line of f € [f],.
Theorem 7.19 Let f be any element of any equivalence class of X. Then
(7.27)  f(z) = o(z®), |z| — oo whenz € R .

PROOF. In order to prove this theorem, it is enough to check that (7.27) holds for

(728)  f(z) = sin(rz) 3 cn< 1 +l)

r—n n
0#n€Z

when {¢,} € §1\7[6(Z) Therefore

_ 1 1 sinm(x —n)| |z|
sin(mx) Z Cn + -] < Z lep| | ———=|
0#neZ ronon 0<|n|<2|z| ren |n|
sin(mx)| |z
2 3 o ERELE
inl>21ai I
[Cnl || el ||
< > Z
< 7] + 2 2
0<|n|<2z| In|>2||
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|Cn| 21‘2 |Cn| |‘/E|
< Y T Y oo

0<|n|<2|z| In|>2|z|
2 |nl
=8 Z 8l ; n?4+1"
Consequently |f(z)| = o(z?). O

When we sample the function g € X on translated sets of the integers, that is {n + a} when
0 < a < 1, the resulting sequence is in BMO(Z).

Theorem 7.20 Let g € X, then
(7.29) {((-1)"g(n+a)),} € BMO(Z) forevery 0<a<l1.
In particular

(7.30)  [I{((=1)"g(n + @), Hlgmo < H(=1"g(0)), Hgmo = IV s -

PROOF. Let L be the functional of Bl described by the sequence {b,} in BMO(Z), as proved
in Theorem 7.14. Furthermore, let g(z) = V({b,})(2), as described in theorem 7.17.

It is well known that the horizontal translation operator S, is a surjective isometry in Bl

[13], [56]:
Sa(f)(@) = f(z —a) and ||flls = [Sa( /)]l ,Vf € B
Therefore, we consider S*(L). Let f be a Bl atom. Then

(SaL)(f) - = L(Sa([))

— k;h—{go (Z f(n)sine(m(x —a — n))) Z(—l)jbjsinc(w(m — 7)) |dx

lil<k

= Jim 37 37 Fn) (1) (sine(w(- — a —m)).sine(r(- ) pae
n |j|<k

:l}LIEOZZf 1)7b; sinc(n(j —a —n))

n |j|<k

=> (=1)"f(n)Bn
where

B = (=1)" lim > b, <; + 1) sin(m(n +a))

n+a—j5 J s
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Since S¥(BMO(Z)) € BMO(Z) and S!({b,}) = B, := (—1)"g(n + a), we obtain (7.29). Fur-

thermore, since S, is bounded, and

S ({((=1)"g(n)),.} = {((=1)"g(n +a)),} ,

we obtain (7.30). O

4. The analytic dual of Bl: the space Y

Untill now, we have described (B1)" by using the space of sequences BMO(Z). In this final
section, we give an analytic description of the space (B1)".

Let us introduce two new spaces: let Y the space of the entire functions of exponential type
less than or equal to 7 such that

‘ {(-Dkf (k + %)} o + H{(—l)kf(k:)}HBMo < 0o and
|f(z)] = o(z®) as |2| =00, andz €R .

We define

(7.31) Y := Y/ (sin(n(2)),cos(n(2))) .

In the quotient space Y, we consider

1£lly = H{H)kf <k+ %)}

The norm is well defined. Indeed if f,g € [g]y, then f(z) — g(2) = Acos(nz) + Bsin(nz).
Therefore {(_1)kf(k)} - {(—1)kg(]€)—|—A}, and H{<_1)kf(k>}H}3Mo(2) - H{<_1)kg(k)}HBMQ(Z)

Furthermore the operator ||-[|y is a norm. Indeed, let us assume that || f||; = 0. Then

(=) f(k)y=C VkeZ,

: + H{(_l)kf(k)}”BMO(Z) ‘

BMO(Z

which implies that f(z) = Ccos(nz) + sin(7z)g(z), where g(z) is an entire function of -
exponential type. However, we know also that
1

(D! f(k+35)=GC VkeZ,
which means that

(=17 f(k + 5) = (—1)"sin(n(k + 5))9(}; + 5) —

k 1 . T X T 1
(—1)"g(k + 5) <sm(7rk) COS(E) + cos(mk) sm(§)> = g(k + 5) =G,

that is

1
glk+35) =G =0 VkeZ,
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which implies that g(z) = G+sin(m(z—3))h(z), where h(z) is an entire function of m-exponential

type. However h(z) has to be zero. Indeed
1
f(z) = Ccos(rz) + Gsin(mz) + sin(mrz) sin(w(z — 5))h(z) :

The order of h(z) is less than or equal to 1, since, otherwise f(z) would not be of exponential
type. Furthermore

|h(7’e‘i’r/2)| ,
Since the order of h(z) is less than or equal 1, by applying Phragmén—Lindel6f theorem,
|h(2)| < max{M, M’} ,

h(r@i”/zﬂ <M |h(re”5/4)| |h(rei”/4)’ <M, reR".

and consequently it has to be 0. Therefore
f(z) = Ccos(mz) + Gsin(nz) ,
that is
f(z) €0y -
We are now ready to prove that Y is isomorphic to (BL1)". Indeed

*

Theorem 7.21 The quotient space Y is isomorphic to (Bl)

PROOF. In order to prove the theorem, it is enough to check that Y is isomorphic to X and

then applying theorem 7.17. Let us define the operator W from X to Y such that

which is well defined since if f,g € [f]x, then f(2) — g(z) = Acos(mz) and for this reason
f,g9 € [fly. Moreover, thanks to theorem 7.18 and theorem 7.20, we know that X C Y.

Let us prove that W is an isomorphism. First of all, W is injective; indeed, Vg € [0]y,
I{(=1"9(n)}Hlzmo@) =0
which implies that (—1)"g(n) = A for every n € Z and in particular
T {(=1)"g(n)}) € [0]x -

The operator W is also surjective. Indeed, if f € [f]y € Y, there exists g € [g]x € X such that

g € [f]y. Indeed we consider

g(@) =T {(=1)"f(n)}) (2) .

Due to (7.21), we know that
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For this reason, f(z) — g(z) = sin(nz)h(z), where h is an entire function of finite exponential
type. We prove that h(z) has to be a constant. Since f(z) and g(z) are in Y, also the function
sin(mz)h(z) € Y, which implies that

|sin(7z)h(z)| = o(|z]*) , as |z| = o .

We need to use lemma 1 of [36] which says that if f(z) be entire function of exponential type

7 and f(z) = o(z?), then

lf(z)] =0 (\z|3 e”'g(z)‘) , as |z| = oo
Consequently

|sin(72)h(z)| = o (|z|3 eFEN) as €3 Jz] — o0,
which implies that

|h(z)] =0 (|z]3) ,as Co|z| = 00

The last condition forces h(z) to be a polynomial of degree less or equal than 2. However, since
h(z) has to be Poisson integrable over Z + 1/2 because of proposition 7.11, it has to be equal

to a constant. O



8. Dual of 1-de Branges space

In this chapter, we consider the 1-de Branges spaces H!(E). We first prove the atomic descrip-
tion of H'(E) and, in order to obtain it, we use the Clark measures of K'(O).
Our first main result is the following theorem.

Theorem 8.1 Let F(z) be a Hermite Biehler function such that H'(E) < H?*(E) continuously.
Let ©(z) be the associated meromorphic inner function and let oo belong to the spectrum of
O(z). If ©(z) satisfies the connected level set condition and o, is one of its Clark measures, then
f € H)(0,) if and only if Ef admits an analytic continuation to C as a function F € H!(F).

Moreover, such a function F is unique and the norms || f||z1 ) [[F'll5¢1 () are comparable.

oa)’

The above theorem introduces several objects which we use to describe the geometry of the
x-invariant subspaces and in the following section we recall all of them. We note also that the
embedding condition

8.1) HYE) — HX(E) ,

has been already extensively analyzed in the fifth chapter.

Contrary to what one might think, for the proof of Theorem 8.1, it is not possible to use
the Cayley transform and apply the results of [18]. In fact, if we do this, the atoms of H!(E)
would not have been equal to linear combinations of ;.

In this chapter we characterize also the dual of the 1-de Branges space H'(F).

Theorem 8.2 Let the meromorphic inner function O(z) satisfy the connected level set condition
and let oo belong to the spectrum of O(z). If H*(E) — H?(E), then H*(E)" is isomorphic to

the quotient space

X(E) = {f<z> =500 (- 5 ) 5 } J{AG2)

where E(z2) = A(z) —iB(z), ¢(t,) = nm, {ks, (2)}nez is an orthogonal basis of H?*(E) and
b(xz) € BMO(oy).

This chapter is divided in six sections. After having recalled the definitions of the objects that
appear in the above theorems, in the second section we describe some important properties of
the Clark measures. In the third and fourth sections we prove Theorem 8.1. The fifth and
sixth sections are devoted to the description of H'(E)". We need first to introduce the space
BMO(o,). We describe some of its properties and we explain in details the duality result.
Finally in the sixth section we prove Theorem 8.2.
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1. Preliminaries

Besides K'(©) and H!(E), the other important space that in this chapter we use several times
is H! (o), where o is a positive, Borel measure.

Definition 8.3 Let o be a positive Borel measure on R. A function a(z) is a o-atom if it

satisfies these three properties:

e a(z) has o mean zero:
(8.2) / a(z)do(x) = 0.

e The o measure of the support of a(z) is finite:
(8.3)  o(supp(a)) <oo.

e a(x) satisfies the growth condition:
(84) (@) < ——

~ o(supp(a))
The space HL (o) is defined as

, Vx €supp(o) .

(85) Hl(o):= {f = Z)\kak : where a;, are o-atoms, and Z Ak < oo} ,
k

k

and

86) Nl = {glf} E Ae| o f = E Aray , where ay, are a—atoms} .
k
k

k

As stated in Theorem 8.1, it is possible to obtain an atomic decomposition of H!(FE) if the
Hermite Biehler function E(z) satisfies some additional conditions.

First of all, it is worth recalling the expression of the Clark measure o, of O(z), see [23]
and [67].

Definition 8.4 Let O(z) be a meromorphic inner function. Given « € [0, 1), we consider the

set

(8.7) I:={t"eR:0(t") ="} .

Then the Clark measure o, is defined as

(88)  doa(x) = Z ﬁ@%(z) where O(z) = €24

and d;(x) denotes the dirac measure at = = ¢.

neEL
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Another important instrument for the study of the x-invariant subspaces is the spectrum of the
inner function O, see [24]. To every inner function we can associate its spectrum p(©), which
is a closed subset of C*+. If ©(z) is meromorphic, it coincides with its zeros and possibly with
00.

(8.9) p(O):= {C € CtU{oo} : there exists {z,} ¢ CT, le Zn=C, O(z,) = 0} .

This closed set is linked to several properties of the elements of K?(©). For example it is
studied for the analytically extendability of the elements of K?(©), see [39] and [59]. In the
following sections, we call

(8.10) Gg:=C\ p(©), where p(©) :={z€C™ |z€p(0)} .
Finally, the functions ©(z) has to satisfy the connected level set condition (CLS).

Definition 8.5 The meromorphic inner function O(z) satisfies the connected level set condition

(CLS) if there exists 1 > € > 0 such that the set
Q(6,€) := {z € C* such that |0(z)| < €}

is connected.

The connected level set property is used for the description of the Carleson measure of K?(0),
[25]. Furthermore, as shown in [3| and[18], it is also related to Clark measures.

2. Properties of Clark measures

From now on, we assume that ©(z) is a connected level set meromorphic inner function, with

00 € p(©). We need the above hypothesis in order to estimate [©(z)| ™", as done in (26) of
[10]. Indeed, if O(z) is (CLS) and oo € p(©), then

(8.11) B dist(z, p(©)) < |0'(z)|”" < C dist(z, p(©)) VzeR

where B, C' > 0 do not depend on x.
We prove some preliminary lemmas similar to those contained in [14].

Lemma 8.6 Let ©(z) be a connected level set meromorphic inner function and let co € p(©).

For every x < y € R such that
2
o(y) —o(z) < ul ,  where N satisfies —WNC <1,
and C has been defined in (8.11), then C |©'(x)| < |0'(y)| < Cy|©'(x)|, where Cy,Cy > 0.

ProOF. We know that

_>/ ol dt>— inf 0/(1)] (y —x):%|@'(7)|(y—$)a

2 tefzy]
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where
©(7)| = inf |©(2)] ,
tefz,y]
and, according to (1.5),
/ oy 2by,
0 ()] _2¢(x)_§n:(x_an)2+b% ta.

Thanks to (8.11),

2 1 2 .
(y—2) <+ 0] < 7 C dist (7,p(0)) -

Consequently, with the right choice of N,

/ / bn
|6(TH§|@($)|:22W+&
n [T = An

Therefore, we have obtained that

1

= O W <[0() < K[&'(y)]
where K does not depend on x. [l
In the following proposition, we compare two different Clark measures. We assume that R C R
is an interval containing at least two points of the supp(oy).

Proposition 8.7 Let ©(z) be a connected level set meromorphic inner function and let co €

p(©). Then, for any compact interval R C R,
(8.12) 04(R) < 05(R) ,

where o, and og are two different Clark measures of O(z).

PROOF. Let

Ty = {7} = {:c eR :¢(z) =, %w} , T = Jgﬂ ={mn} .
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where N is defined as in Lemma 8.6. Analogously,

N-1
Spi={sk} = {xER () =x (Niw+%>7r} , Si= HSk:{sm}.
Thanks to Lemma 8.6, we know that if

T,y € [Tm, Tma1],  then C1|0'(z)] < [0/ (y)] < G2 |6 (z)]
and if

7'y € [Sm, smea],  then Dy [©(2))] < |0'(y)| < D216 (2)] -

We observe also that SN7T = (). Consequently, by repeatedly applying the estimate of Lemma
8.6, if

1
(813) zy et to],  then o0/ (2)] <0/ (y)| < KO (z)]

K2N+1

where {t%} have been defined in (8.7). Therefore

0a(R) = Y T < 2N gy(R)

25
and

T 1

7a(R) = Z o (t2) 2 2K2N+105(:R) ’
teeR n

which proves the theorem. [l

o’ o ol e 02 @ g3 gt g
We define
(8.14) Dy (k)= |J Dulk),

x € supp(oa)

where

(8.15) D,(k):={z€C, |3(2)| < kon(z), Rz — 2| < kou(x)} .

When O(z) satisfies (CLS), then the Clark measure o, of O(z) is controlled by the Lebesgue
measure.
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Lemma 8.8 Let O(z) satisfy (CLS) and let co € p(©). There exists A > 0 such that for every

interval I C R containing at least one atom of the measure o, we have that
(8.16) |I| < Ao,(I) .

On the other hand, there exists B > 0 such that for every I containing at least two atoms of

04, We have that
(8.17) o0,(I) <2BI|I\ D, (k)| .

The constant A depends only on ©(z) while B depends on ©O(z) and k. With |- | we mean the

Lebesgue linear measure on R.
PRrROOF. Thanks to Lagrange’s theorem,
1
T=35 |0 (2)| (thyr — tn)  where € [t t7 4] .

Therefore, by using formula (8.13), we note that

27 1 1
e T L Il [ G ——
T R T
Consequently,
1] < Z \[t37t?+1]’ < 2K Z Ja(tlgz) = Aoa(1) ,
keM keM

where I C [ty 1, 18 ,n4) and A = 2K*YF1 On the other hand, by using (8.14) and (8.15),

we obtain that

oa(I) =) 0a(ty) < B|I| < B|I\ Dy, (k)| + B2k 04(Dq, (k) ,

teel

where B = 2K?V*1 If we chose k < 7, then

0a(l) < 2B|I'\ Do, (k)|
that is
(8.18) 2ko,(I) < |I],
which we will use in the following theorems. 0
From (8.17) and (8.18), we note also that the sets D, (k), x € supp(c,) are disjoint if k is small
enough.

Before describing the atomic decomposition of the de Branges space H!(E), we state three
more lemmas that we will use in the proof of Theorem 8.1.
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Lemma 8.9 Let O(z) be a (CLS) inner function with co € p(©). If p > 0, it holds that

/:p rlt)nga(t) < c/:pﬁdt 7

/: (b_lt) Ao () go/b: (b_lt)th,

where C' depends only on ©(z).

PRrROOF. It is clear that

1 T 1 o o “r 1
L wwraE S 2 gt mec | CEDE

ti<a—p ta<a—p n 00
Anlogously
Z < —C(ta—ta_)<0/ dt
_ a2 a) — _ 4a)2 n n—1/ = N2 )
ta>b+p <b t”) ¢/(t") ty>b+p (b tn) b+p (b t)
which proves the theorem. 0

Lemma 8.10 Let O(z) be a (CLS) meromorphic inner function with co € p(©). Then, there
exists 0 > 0 such that o — O(z)| > § for all z € C*\ D, (k).

PRrROOF. We define
(8.19) dy(x) :=dist(z,p(©)) and d.(x):=dist(z,2(O,€)) ,

where Q(©, €) has been specified in Definition 8.5. We consider z € C* \ |J,cx D (%)
Hence,

k
©'(R2)|

There are two possibilities: if

(8.20) S(2) >

S(z) > do(R(2)) > de.(R(2)) , then [O(z)| <e.

Otherwise, Sz < do(R(2)), that is, |z — Z,] < |2 —Rz| + |Rz — Z,| < 2|R(2) — Z,|, where

©(z,) = 0. Therefore, with computations similar to those in [10],

log(|0(2)]?) < — 2a3(= 24\5

z—zn|
2k Rz — 7, k
c__ N . n R
= T lOme)] \@(%(z))h%f = | =%




8.  PROPERTIES OF CLARK MEASURES 104
which implies that |©(z)| < e*/%. Therefore, in any case, |©(z)| < € and we have |a — O(2)| >
d1. Now let z € Ct N D, <|@, )|> where x € R, and assume that z ¢ D,_(k). We have

!/
|O(Rz) — a] > dist(Rz, supp(o,)) 1£1f<£ ©'(t)] > k%
since z ¢ D,_(k), where ©(§) = a, |Rz — £| = dist(Rz, supp(o,)) and

22627

O'(r)= inf |©/(t) .

R2<t<E
We note also that

k

€2 = K2N+1

thanks to (8.13). Using the fact that
©'(2) < |&'(R2)]

we obtain that

: 0 (R2)]
©(2) = O(R2)| < Iz [0 (R2)| < k=7 —=F <€
O =
Therefore, it follows that
|©(2) — a| > 6 := min(dy, &) ,
which proves the theorem. U

Lemma 8.11 Let ©(z) be an inner function and let g € K'(©). Then, there exist functions
g1(2), g2(2) € K'(O) such that g(z) = g1(2) + iga(2), gj(x) = O(x)g;(z) for x € R with
1950l 2 zy < N9l gy» 7= 1,2

PROOF. Let us consider g*(x) := O(z)g(x). We know
gt € OHY(CH) N H(C") = K'(9) .

Now we define

_9ty d -
g1 = 5 an g2 ‘=

and the conclusion follows. O



3. Atomic decomposition: H. (0,) C H(E)

In this section we will show that there exists a continuous embedding from the space H (0,)
into H'(E), when o, is a Clark measure for O(z) := E#/E.

Let us first introduce the reverse Clark transform, see [23]. Given a function f € L'(c,),
we define

(821) VU(F)(2) ::% /R f(t)%zl)@@daa(t) when 2 ¢ supp(ca) -

Since f € L'(o,) and %2)9? € L>®(a,) for every z ¢ supp(o.), V., ' (f)(2) is well defined.

(6
When ©(z) is a meromorphic inner function, (8.21) can be rewritten as

V0 = [ 10722 a0

2470 e —z ¢(tn)

i B () E(2)E(ty) — EF(2)E(t;) 1
242 E() E(t3)E(2)(ty —2)  ¢'(17)
1 N kt%(z)

~EG) ZH:F ) e 2 °

where F//E = f and k;(z) has been defined in (1.12). We introduce the isometry from H} (o,)
into H*(E).

Definition 8.12 Let f = Y, Aa, where ai(z) are the atoms of H),(0,), see Definition 8.3.
We define

=) AV a)(z) -

If a(x) € HL(0,) is an atom, then
Ko ( )
22 o A(tS)
(822) v, Z G
where A(t%) := a(t%)E(t%) and k,(z) is the reproducing kernel of H?*(E).

We note that the sum in (8.22) is finite and for this reason V_(a)(z) € H*(E).
In the rest of this section we prove that V;!(f) € H!(FE) and that

(8:23) ||V < Ol ouy + Y € Hy(0a) -

Hﬂ-{l(E)

Let us first consider a(z), an atom of H (0,) as described in Definition 8.3. It is clear that
V. '(a) € H'(F). Indeed, since V,'(a) is in the Smirnov class, [29], we have to check only the
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integrability condition; We write (8.22) in the following way:

ZE (t)a(t) kta ((ta))

[E(@)| [E®)] sin(o(z) — o(t7))
==Y Bt
Z B(t)]” ¢'(t3) T =1

E —ip(tn) (—1)» 1
:Z | 2($)| Sln(¢($) - Oﬂr) Z a(tg)e ¢/(t<0‘) ) T — t%
_Z |E(SL’)| —iam
—Te Sln Z (b/ :C — ta .

Consequently,

1 a(ty 1
V2 (@) g1 S/R‘Z #t%))m d

thanks to the zero mean property of the atom a(z).

T < 00

At this point we prove that

(8.24) ||V ( < Cllallg ) =C  for every atom a € Hl(o,) .

Dllser )

We need the Aleksandrov-Clark d1s1ntegration formula, [66], that we write down for sake of
completeness.

Theorem 8.13 For every f € L*(R), it holds

(8.25) | fllys) = / [ \rtoldoste

Therefore, by applying (8.25), we know that

19 ey = Vi @)1y = / [V (v @) @] doslaras

Now
(8.26) /R Vi (Vi (@) (2)] dos(a)
— [ @) @) doste) + [ Vi (V@) @] doo)
R\2R 2R

where R is an interval containing supp(a). We start from estimating the second term:

L)) (z)| dos(z) = ~L(a)(t? T
| 1va @) @) dost) = 3 IV, @) s

thear "

< o2 | 3 el o

t2eaRr

1/2
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Consequently, thanks to (8.25),

[ g e )

the2Rr b
< ([ i) /(;m o )

< |2fR|”2 ( / Vit (@) ()] dos(x) dﬁ) "
(L1

1/2

1/2
< [2R['/? a)(z)|” dm)
< 2R |V HH2
1/2
< 2|2 (Z Vi (a) )| (b,g;)) :
tee2R n
Since
1
v )] < ,
t‘%ﬂl ‘ ¢/ ta Z |a ) Oa (fR)

we obtain, due to Lemma 8.8, that
/ / ‘Vg |d05 dﬁ < \/_
We estimate now the first term in (8.26); let R be [a,b] and ¢ = 2. Then
[ Ve (v @) @) dota)
R\2R
&
_ / / o)L =OWO@) ;-
R\2R

2mi(t — x)
< /R \m / alt) (1 — e72mer2m?) (2m(t1— r) 2m'(c1 — 3:)) doa(t)

c—t
<5 [ [0 | = deattidento).

dog(z)

dog(x)
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where we have used condition (8.2). Changing the order of integration and using (8.25), we
obtain that

/01 /m Vs (Vi (@) (2)] dos () dB
s%/mw/lfw T_x)
<% ) (// o) 48

//+ x_b wpplosl >d5)doa<>
(/ (a_—lx)gdwr/b:oa rlb)zdx> doa(t)

C2 2C

< S lallisey = =5

dog(z)df do,(t)

since a satlsﬁes (8.4). Considering the two estimates together, we have obtained (8.24).
If f € H.(0.), we know that there exist atoms {a;} and coefficients {)\} such that

f= Z)\kak and Z Ael < 2 f a1, (o -
k k

Consequently we note that
=Y AV @) ()
k

and

1V P llser iy = Ve D)oy <Z|Ak\Hv (@) 11 <OZ|Ak|<O’||f||H1

With this computations we have obtained that V;!'(f) € H'(F) and (8.23), and therefore
Hl(c,) — HY(F).
4. Atomic decomposition: H'(E) C H} (04)
Thanks to condition (8.1), VF € H'(E), F/E € K*(0). We denote
fla) = £

when = € supp o, .

Our aim is to proving that f € H} (0,) and
B.27)  fllu, o) S CIEF/Ell @) = ClIF 301

First of all, let us assume that

(8.28) F(x)= F(x), thatis f(z) = O(x)f(x) whenzeR .
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At the end, we will briefly consider the general case.

We denote by S, the angular region
(8.29) S, :={z € C* such that 7/4 < arg(z — z) < 3r/4}
and we define the maximal function

(8.30) f*(x):=sup|F(z2)/E(z)] whenzeR.

ZESy

We consider
(8.31)  Sy(A):=C*\ {z € C* such that there exists x € R ,z € S, and f*(z) < A} .
We denote

(8.32) Rs(N) = U E; where E; are the connected components of S¢(\) U D, (k)

such that £, NSf(A) # 0 ,E;N D, (k) #0 .

We first prove some properties of the set Rp(\). First of all, R¢(\) is closed. Secondly, if
A1 < Ag, then Rf(X2) € R¢(A1). Furthermore,

Lemma 8.14 |f(z)| < X for o,-almost all points z € R\ Rs(\) .

PROOF. It is clear that if x € supp(o,), then x € D, (k). Therefore x ¢ R;(\) if and only
if D, (k)N S¢(N) =0, that is f*(z) < A O

Lemma 8.15 |f(z)] < A and |o — ©(2)| > € for all z € OR(A) NCT.

PROOF. The second inequality is a direct consequence of Lemma 8.10. Furthermore, if
f(2) > A, z could not be a boundary point of S¢(\), since, in this case, z € S, and f*(z) >
A O

In the following lemma, we will prove some other properties of the set Ry(\).
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Lemma 8.16 Let E be one of the connected components of Rs(\). Put v = 0F N C* and
R = 0F NR. There exist constants depending only on ©(z) such that

(1) ~ is a rectifiable curve and |y| < Co,(R);
(2) 04(R) < G|RNSf(N)| if E contains at least two atoms of 0,;
(3) | [ fdoo| < KXoa(R) |
PROOF. First of all, by the construction and Lemma 8.8, we know that
7| < C'|R| < Cou(R) .
Furthermore, if R contains at least two points of supp(o,), then
0a(R) < By, |[R\ Do, (k)| < GIRNSp(A)]

Let us now prove the third condition. We define v* := {z € C such that Z € v} and I" = yU~*.
It is clear that |I'| < 3|y|. Therefore, due to Lemma 8.15 ,

f(z) A
— | < - r +.
—ao| S #€InC
On the other hand, the function
z— f(2)/0(2)

is analytic in Gy defined in (8.10) and coincides with the function f on R. By the uniqueness
of the analytic continuation, we know that f(z) = f(2)/O(2) for all z € Gy. Now take a point

z € (y; we compute

fz) _ f(®)/6E) :< f(2) )

1—-a6(z) 1—a/6(2) O(2) — «
Therefore
f(2) A
?(9(2) < Z , zeI'NG,.

It is also true that

f(z) i 1 1— ao(z)
}é —a0) " b 1-ae0) / JO)— = doalt)dz

:% Rf(t)ﬁz_ dzdoa(t /f Xa(t)doo(t) |

because f € K%(0) and the function is absolutely integrable. Consequently

A3 A3
| st wa]<—wn<——u<——c%m»
€21
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This reasoning gives us property (3) when v N p(f) = (). The general case can be reduced to

the just considered one by a small perturbation of the contour ~. U

For each A > 0 the set R¢(A) = R¢(A) NR is a union of closed disjoint interval, that is,
Ry (V) = |J RE) -
kel
We consider the functions
(@) r e RARs(A)

(f >gy; (V0. Otherwise

(8.33) Gy(x):= { {0 € R\ R¢(A)

f(z) — <f>y;;(>\)7% otherwise

where
1

/ . = —/ f(t)doy(t) .

< >fR’fc()\), a O'a(:R]]%)\)) 92’;()\) ( ) ()
Thanks to Lemma 8.14 and to property (3) of Lemma 8.16, we know that
(8.34) |Ga(z)| < max(K,1)\ Vz € supp(o,) ,

and, from an easy computation, that

(8:35)  (BA(®))mr(n) 00 =

We define g, := Go» and b, := Byn where —oo < n < oco. It is clear that

(8.36) f(x)= lim " (gus1(2) = gal2)) , @ € supp(0a) -

Indeed, if we consider N large enough, we have that
N

f(@) =Y (guri (@) = gu(2))| = lg-n(2)| < K27V .

-N
Furthermore, we note that
f=0b,+9, and consequently ¢g,i1— gn =20, —bpi1 .

Let I}, be the set of indices k € Io» such that the set 32’;5(2”) contains at least two atoms of the
measure o,. The function g,.1 — g, vanishes o,-almost everywhere on each of the sets fRfc(Q”)
where k € Ion \ I,.. Indeed, for such index &, we have

RE(2") Nsupp(oa) = (o} and  g,(2) = guis (@) = f(@)
We define
(8.37)  ani(x) = XR:;(Qn)(x) (bp(x) — bpy1(x)) ,  where k € L, .

The function a, (z) has got zero o,-mean. Indeed

/Ran,k(‘r)dga(x) = / bn(x) = bp41(x) doa(z) = — Z/Rm bpy1(z)doa(z) =0,

R];(Qn) mel Y RY (2n+1)
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where I denotes the set of indexes m such that R} (2"*") C R}(2"). We note also that

| o (2)] < (|gns1(2)] + [gn(z)]) < 2max(K,1)2""
Now we consider

an ()

(8.38) Api(x) = 2max(1, K)2m1o, (RE(27))

kel ,

and we observe that A, x(z) are atoms with respect to the measure o,. From (8.36), we note
that

(8:39) f(x)=>_ > Aupdui(x), z€supp(oa) .

neZ kelly,
where
(8.40)  Any = 2""max(1, K)oa(R5(2")) .
It remains to check (8.27), that is,

(8.41) Z Z Mg < C Nl ey

n kEI’
Indeed, by using property (2) of Lemma 8.16 and the fact that f € H'(C"), we obtain that

SN 2o @) <SS G2 |RE2M) NSy

n kell, n kel

<> G2 RN SH2Y)

=G 2"[{z eR | f*(z) > 2"}
<G o2 < ey <2
n =0

<sz(1+;+ +. )|{az 2" < fr(x) < 27T

meZ
<2 @ < CIflng)

from which we have proved (8.41).

Untill this point, we have studied the problem assuming that the function f satisfies (8.28). In
the general case, let fi, fo, be the functions from Lemma 8.11 associated to f. We apply the
above argument to f; and since f = f; + i fy, we obtain also the atomic decomposition for f.

5. The dual of H} (0,)

In the previous sections we have proved that the two spaces H'(E) and H}, (o) are isomorphic
with equivalence of norms. Indeed when the meromorphic inner function ©(z) := E#(z)/E(z)
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satisfies (8.5) and oo € p(0O), if H'(E) < H?*(E), then the space H'(E) is isomorphic to
H} (0,). In particular, the surjective isomorphism between the two spaces is given by:

(842) Va : H'(E) = HY(00),  F(2) = F(@)lsapon) = {%} |
and
(843 V' Hllow) 2 CE) T ey = DS e c)

where k;, (z) are the reproducing kernels of H?(FE). Furthermore
CuIValF) s oy < IF gy < Co IValB)ls -

We are interested in the space of sequences H}, (0,) since we are able to characterize its dual.

—_——

Definition 8.17 The space BMO(0,) is made by all the function g(z) such that

8:49) Nalhiorm = 30 5 [ o) = (), | doul) < o0

ACR Ua

where A C R is connected and

1
<g>A7aa = o (A) /Ag(x)daa(x) .

We note that the operator ||-[|gyo(,,,) is not a norm in BMO(o,), since

c(td) == ¢ # 0 but ||C||BMO(<M) =0

Therefore, we have to consider the quotient space. We define

BMO(0,) = §1\7[6(0a)/ {f € BMO(0,) such that ||f ][y, = o} :
that is
(845) BMO(0,) := BMO(0,)/ {c(x) : c(t) =k, ke C} .
With the help of this quotient, the operator
1
846) oo = 50— [ [£(@) = ()40, a0
defines a norm in BMO(o,,).

We note that almost all the properties of BMO(R) hold also for BMO(o,,). First of all, if there
exist constants c4 such that

sup

ACR UojA) /A\b(q:) — ca|doa(z) < o0

for every bounded interval of R, then

1 2
s /A ba) = (8).0,, | doul) < sup - /A b(x) — ca| dou(z) < 50 |
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and consequently b(x) € ﬁ%(aa).

Proposition 8.18 Let b € BMO(o,). Then Rb(x), Ib(x) € BMO(0,).

PROOF. We have to check that (8.46) is bounded for Rb and Jb. Indeed

1 _
1R8l5r10(0) < 5 (Iollm8000) + [Bllpri0(0 ) = Illmnt00ee)

With the same computations we obtain also (8.46) for 3b(z). O

Any function ¢(z) € BMO(0,) can be approximated by sequences in L*(o,). We need this
auxiliary proposition.

Proposition 8.19 Let ¢(z) be a real function. Then
M if e(x) <M,

r):=qM ife(z)>M, €BMO(o,) .
c(x) otherwise

PrOOF. This proposition is a consequence of the fact that the set made up of all the real
sequences in BMO(o,,) is a lattice. Indeed, if f(x),g(x) € BMO(0,), then also

I{min(/ (@), 9D Hpnioeny < 2m% (1 lsyioen - 190 o) -

||{max<f(x)7g<x))}||BMO(oa) < 2max (HfHBMO(aa) g ||g’|BMO(UQ)> :

The above inequalities are justified by the fact that if b(z) € BMO(0,), then

{10 lsmoen) < 2 10} syoon)

which proves the theorem. O

Proposition 8.20 Let b(z) € BMO(0,). There exists a family c¢(x)? of L*(s,,) function such
that

HCJHBMO(%) < Clbllgyog,) and  lim c(z) = b(z), for every fixed x € supp(o,) .

Jj—00
PROOF. According to Proposition 8.18 and Proposition 8.19, it is enough defining the func-

tion ¢/ (x) as

A (x) = (RbY (z) 4+ 1 () () , as j > 0 and goes to infinity.
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The following proposition describes a fundamental property of the elements of BMO(o,,), which
will allows us to provide an analytic description of H*(E)".

Proposition 8.21 Let O(z) be a meromorphic (CLS) inner function and co € p(0©). If ¢(x) €
BMO(o,,), then

doa
/w 0a®) <

PROOF. Let us consider ¢(z) € BMO(o,) and let 2 = w +1i € C*. I is the interval

In:={ty eR :|w—t <s}
where we choose s so that # (supp(c,) N Iy) > 2. On the other hand, I} is the interval
L={teR :|lw—t2 <2's}

where k € Ny . Then, because of Lemma 8.8, 0, (I};) < Ks28 | and |I},| < Bo,(I}) . Moreover
1

(ta —w)?+1

Py (t" —w) < 4/522%% when t* € I}, \ Ii_; .

P(w—t) = <1 when t;, € Iy,

Consequently, if we define I_; := (), then

Pi(w — x)do,(x)

Pi(w — z)do,(x)

dos ()

keN
4
3 |60 = @[ ) + 3 o [ -,
2K
() = D)1,

[ ¢~ @1
1
+ Z 52 2k Ik oa <¢>1070'a
= oullo) )i

- [ Jew -0
I \I—1
<3
keN I \Ip—1
1K 1
do, -
7a(®)+ D ool I) /I
keNy k

2K 4K kBK
< — Illsmoa) + = 19llmroea) + > o 19llsmoEa)
keNg

< Cll9llsmocon)
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where we used the fact that

< -

Ua<]k) 1_1
< 2 / o)~ @,

BK s2k+1
S SR 12l smo (o)

<¢>Ik,ga - <¢>Ik,1,ga doa(z)

doy ()

and consequently,

k
() e = Dt € DO = (1| < BEE [Dllmnt0(r,)
=1

Therefore

/R N ) = 16 Pi(0 ~ a)do ()

/daa(x) c
R 1"—1’2 ’

which proves the theorem. 0

< Ol + [ (Do

. . * . .
Before characterizing H}, (0,)", we need another preliminar lemma.

Lemma 8.22 Let b(z) € L?(0,) such that o, (supp(b)) < oco. If
/b(:c)daa(x) =0,
R
then
(84T)  1bl1s1, 0y < ClIbll 2o, o0 (supD(0))]*

PROOF. First of all, we note that b(x) € HJ (04), since it is a multiple of an H. (o,)-atom.

To obtain (8.47), we have to use Aleksandrov-Clark disintegration formula, (8.25). Indeed
_ {lv-1 _ -1
1Bll 23,000 = Ve O 5015y = IV Ol 1 gy
1
= / /R [V (V™ (1) (@) dos()dB -
0
With the same computations we did in the previous section, we obtain (8.47), since

HbHH;t(UQ) < CUQ(Supp(b))l/2 Hvail(b>HL2(R) + Cl ||b||L1(aa)
< Coa(supp(0))'/? [V (0)| 5y + C'oa(5upp () [10] 12,1,

= éaa(supp(b))l/2 ”bHLQ(Ua) )

which proves the theorem. [l
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Theorem 8.23 Let O(z) be a meromorphic (CLS) inner function, and let co € p(0). If
HY(E) — H?*(E), then the dual space of H'(E) is isomorphic to BMO(oy,).

PROOF. Thanks to Theorem 8.1, in order to prove this result, it is enough checking that
the dual of H (0,) is isomorphic with equivalence of norms to BMO(a,,).

First of all, we prove that (H}(0,))" € BMO(a,). Let us consider a(x) € L*(0,) 4,0, Where
(8.48)  L*(04) a0 =
{a(m) € L*(0,) : supp(a) C A, #(ANsupp(c,)) < oo and /a(x)daa(x) = 0} .

Let 8 € H(0,)". Then, since the elements of L?(R,0,)40 are multiples of atoms of H} (c,),

we obtain that

B < 181l Mall gy, oy < 18I Nall 2 g (0a(A)72

where the second inequality is justified by (8.47). Therefore the functional S belongs to

L*(04)a0 and there exists by € L%*(0,) 4,0 such that
[ ata) doute) < 1312 o)

and such that
8(0) = [ aha@doa o).

Hence for every set A the function bs(z) is well defined. However we want a single function
b such that I;] A — ba is constant. To construct it, we consider that if A; C Ay, ba, — by, is
constant in A;. Therefore, we modify by, defining by (x) := ba(z) — ba(t3). It follows that if

A, C A,, then b A, = 5A2 on A;. We can therefore consider unambiguously b 4(z) when z € A.

_ (ﬁ / |bA<x>|2daa<x>)l/2 <8, -

The representative for the functional /3 is b, which does not depend on the choice of the set A.

Furthermore

— ] @)+ bats)

ba(x) +balt5)

For the other inclusion, we consider a(zx), an HJ (0,)-atom, such that supp(a) = A and let

b(xz) € BMO(0,). Then
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' / o(2)0{@)doo ()

:‘/a< >(W)daa< )

—5 ] e - (@) < Bllonoge -
If g(z) = >, \jd! (), 2 ||g||H1 (00) = 2_; IN| and b(z) € BMO(0,) N L®(0,), then

[ s@i@iin, ()| < [ >l o)) doo(e)

=3 Iyl / 07 (2)b(2) | doa(®) < 219l s ooy 1Dl 1oy
7

) [ @@ o)

< Z A0l v < 219111, 0y 10llBMOG0.) -
J

and consequently

/R 9(@)b@)do(a

To extend the above computations to b(x) ¢ L>(o,), we observe that if b(xz) € BMO(0,,), there

exists a sequence b (x) € L*°(0,,) , such that

HbMHBMO(aa) <C HbHBMO(cra) )

Therefore

|

Consequently

HL (04)" < HbM”BMO(aa) <C Hb“BMO(aa) '

L) = B (F0) ) o ¥ € i (00)
and L € H}(0,)". Thanks to the first part of the theorem, when f is an H (o, )-atom
L(f) = (f.B)12(s,) » where f € BMO(0a) .
Consequently b(z) is a representative of G(z). Indeed b(z) — () is equal to a constant and
L(f) = J\}gnoo <f> bM>L2(R,aa) < Nl[lﬁmoo 2¢ HbM”BMO(UQ) HfHHl(Ua)
< 20 bl gvio o) 111100y

which proves the theorem. 0



6. The dual of H!(E): the space X(F)

In this section we give another equivalent description of H'(E)": we associate to every b(x) €

BMO(o,) an entire function.

If b(x) € %(Ja), we consider T, (b)(z), defined as:
(8.49) T Hb)(z) :=

Eb(te)  B)b(t2)te\ E(z)E(te) — E#(2)E(t2 m

te—z 2+l 2mi (1) [E(tg)[*

nez

When z € R, we write (8.49) in a different way:

T (b)(x)

> B (s - )!E<ta>||E<x>|(ei<¢<t%>—¢<x>>_e—iwz)—m)
— 3" EBE)b() [ — — ; .

e i R 20 (t5) | E(t2)|°

_ ayp /s 1 tn |E(x)|sin(o(tn) — d(x))
=2 Bue) (t% —z 2+ 1) ¢ (t2) |E(t2)]

= |B@)| Y Br)b(ts) ( Lo ) sin(ar + nm — 6(z))

te—x 19241 ¢'(t2) |B(t2)]

= |B(x)| (sin(ar) cos(¢(x)) — cos(am) sin(¢())) Y _ b(ts) <

neEL

1 th ) E(t)(=1)"

te—x  te2 41

Since,
|E(z)] (sin(ar) cos(¢p(x)) — cos(arm) sin(¢p(x)))
= _|E(x)\ (em” cos(¢(x)) — e " cos(¢p(x)) — isin(¢(x))e ™ — isin(¢(x))e’m”)

24
1 . .
=5 (e“”E(x) — G_WWE#(CE)) ,
we obtain that

(8.50) Tojl(b)(x) :640‘” (em”E'(x) — efiomE#(SC)) Zb@z) < ! s > le

2i —~ te—x 12241 (t2)

e—iaﬂ' a 1 tg 1
=75 Sa() Zb(tn) <th‘ —r a2 + 1) ¢'(t2) 7

neL

where S,
So(2) = €"E(2) — e TE#(2) .

From now on, we consider the case @ = 0 and we do not write a unless two indexes would be
used at the same time. We assume that {k;, },ez is a basis of H?(E).
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We note that when a = 0, (8.49) becomes

~ 1 tn 1
(8.51) T7(b)(z Zb (t —z t3+1) ¢ (tn)

neZ

The function T-1(b)(z) is entire, since it is the uniform limit of entire functions on every
compact subset of C. Indeed, due to Proposition 8.21, the series converges uniformly on the
compact subset of C. Furthermore, if z = t,,, then

(8.52) T Y(b)(tn)

L B(t) tub(tn) bl) (1 l
= b(t,) N + B(tn)m — B(t, )H;Z ¢/(tkk) (tn —t, 2+ 1>
= b(tn) [E(t,)] (—1)"

where we used the fact that B(x) = sin(¢(z)) |E(x)|. Consequently,

(8:53) T (b)(tn) := b(ta) |E(t)] cos((tn)) = b(ta) A(ta) = blta) E(t) -

We note that the operator T-! is injective. Indeed, if T‘l(b)(z) is the zero function, then
T=1(b)(t,) = 0 for every n € Z. Consequently b(z) = 0 ,Vx € supp(oy).
We define

(8.54) HT‘l T (®)()

‘ ‘ BMO(oq),R
BMO(oa)

and therefore ||-[|gyi0(,,)x 1S @ sSeminorm in T~ (BMO(a,)).

For every F(z) € H'(E), the duality product is defined as

i 1 t 1 dx
. FET'0)) = lim li bt ~ s
(8.55) < A )> o N S 7)) <tn —r 1) o (tn) | B ()"

In|<N

where b™(x) has been defined in (8.19). In particular, if A(z) is a H'(F)-atom, then

ZA kt" and  o,(supp(A)) < oo,
ncA kt" )

and, since ky, (2) = B(2)A(t,)/(7(z — t,)),

(T m) = . 3 5 A (5 m>))<z>'<7;n>5”"”+

nesupp(A) [m|<N

tm) tm dil?
+ lim lim / Z Z 5 ks, () B(x) 5
M—o00 N—oo Jp nEsupp(A) \m\<N n tm) tz + 1 |E(;p)|
: : T
= A )

nesupn(4) In<n T
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Alx) —
:/RE( )b z)doo(x) = (Vo(A), b) 111 Bro(en) -

Indeed
limJim / 3 Z f’“) tzt’" 1k: () Ba)—22_
Moo Nroo Rnesupp(./l) |m|<N t" m) T ‘E(.T)’
t dx
= lim li m) B
i Jim 3 s ktn B Ear
|m|<N nesupp
and
dx 1 a(ty,) 1 dx
n€supp(fl t” X Rnesupp(fl) " n X
1 9 a(t,) 1
=— Z sin” (¢(x)) —dz
TJRr nesupp(A) v tn ¢ (tn)

where a(z) := A(z)/E(x). If #supp(A) =V, we call

B Y i
B(z) € HAE), C() = (2) D jma 277G
rT—1 HnEsupp(A),nyél( - tn)

G(z) = e H(E) ,

where ¢; will be specified later. Then

V -
SN L ade¥
/ Z sin? a(tn) / sin® 22 —
«T —tn ¢/ R T = t")

nesupp(A) ”ESHPP(A) (
However, since G(z) = A(t k‘tl( ), then
. altn) 1 T Bt)YiL07G
(8.56) / sin (¢(x)) ———dr = =
R nesuzp;(m T —tn ¢/(tn) Altr) Hnesupp(ﬂ),nsﬂ(tl —tn)

We summarize what we have just proved by saying that

(8.57) (A,B) =0 V H'(E)-atoms and therefore for any elements in H*(E) .

In general, if Y, \pa* = F € H'(F) C H?*(F) and 1 F g1 ) = 225 [Ak]- Then
PU(t,) dx

ke, (x
Altw) 7 P

|m|<N (

<F, T_l(b)> = lim lim [ F(x)

M—o00 N—o0 R

- o ] e
=, i [ 3T ne) 3 e s B

Im|<N
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L W(tn,)
"o | z|<:N Alt) Fo) L Femdrcico

o P (tn) 7
= lim lim Z F(tm) = <V0(F)7b>[H;t,BMO(00)] :

M—o00 N—oo
|m|<N

The duality product between H!'(E) and the space T‘l(%(oo)) is therefore equivalent to
the duality product between H'(cy) and BMO(ay);

—_——

We want to extend the operator 77! from BMO(oo) to BMO(0y), checking that it is well
defined on the equivalence classes. First of all we need the following well known identity, [28],
[69], [71].

Lemma 8.24 Let E(z) = A(z) —iB(2) be a Hermite Biehler function, as defined in (1.4). The
entire function A(z) can be also represented as
1 tn s

(8.58) A(z)=-B(2)) (tn — 1> iy € C,

nel

where {t,,} are the zeros of B(z).

First of all, let us observe that the operator 7" is well defined in BMO(c,). Let b € @6(0&)
and

- s 1 ¢ 1
T = () b )5

— th—2z £2+1) ¢ty
We consider ¢(x) € §1\7[6(0a) defined as

c(x):=b(z)+~, Vz €supp(o,), wherey e C;

It is clear that c¢(x) and b(x) represent the same element in BMO(o,). Furthermore,

(8.59) T7Ye)(z): = T7YHb)(2) — vB(2) Z ( ! I ) le

e \th—z 2+1) (i)
= T7Hb)(2) +yA(2) .

We are now ready to introduce the analytic description of H!(FE).

Definition 8.25 We define the space
(8.60) X(E) = T""(BMO(00))/ (A(2)) ,
where if X(E) 3 g :== T~'(b)(z) with b € §1\7[6(00), then

||9||:x(E) = ||b||BMO(ao) :

The |||l is well defined. Indeed, let f, g € [g]x(r) and f(2) = T1b)(2), g = T7'(c)(2). Since
f(2) —g(z) = kA(z), then b(x) — c¢(x) = k where = € supp(oy) and consequently b(z) = ¢(x) in
BMO(O’Q)
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We note also that ||||x( ) is a norm. We already know that it is a seminorm. Furthermore,
it is a norm since || f||yz = 0 if and only if f = T—'(k), that is f = kA(z) and consequently
f € [0]x(r)

Let us now prove Theorem 8.2, that is, that BMO(0y) is isomorphic to X(E).

PROOF THEOREM 8.2. In order to prove this theorem it is enough checking that BMO(oy)
is isomorphic to X(E).
Let us introduce the map V' from BMO(oy) to X(E):

(8.61) V()(z):=—B(z) ¥ blta) (tnl_z _ tgtil) (bén) |

0#n€Z

Thanks to (8.59) the operator V' is well defined in BMO(0y). Indeed if b, ¢ € [b]gmo(oy), then
V(b) — V(c) = kA(z), that is V(b),V(c) € [V(b)]xk). Due to the definition of X(FE), V is

surjective. Finally, we check that V' is injective. Indeed,

Vo (yA) (@) = T(A) (@) =5 Va € supp(ov) |

which corresponds to the zero element of BMO(oy). It is clear that the operator V' is an

isomorphism since

19llxz) = [0llpmoy) — When g = T7b),

which proves the theorem. O

The dualitiy product between H'(E) and X(F) is defined as in (8.55) so that
tn)

s 9 pa ey = Z Etn)b( ) ¢'(tn)

where b=V "(g) and A is a H'(E)-atom. Again this definition does not depend on the choice
of the representative g, since

dz
/Rf(-f)A(ﬂf)W =0

for every f € ﬁl(E)—atom and consequently for every element of H'(E). Indeed

f(tn dx
[ rmam e = | T oA
B F( ) B(z 1 dx
] /Rnes%m —0, PG Taer
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_ cos(o(x))sin (p(x Fitn) 1 .
-/ > colole) @)

nesupp

where F':= f/E. If #supp(f) = N, we call
A(z)

x — si/?

(z—s")B(z) iy 2w
Hnesupp(f) Y
where A(s'/2) = 0 and w; will be specified later. Then

Z COS(¢($))sin(¢(m))F(tn) 1

xr
- Zfn ! tn
nesupp(f) o ¢ ( )

= [ costotw)sn o) LT 0,

HHESupp(f) (x —tn)

—— dx
:/RG(J:)C(J;)WI (G, Clse () -

k51/2 (Z), then

G(z) == e HE), C(z):= e H(EB) |

R

However, since G(z) = ——Eﬁ
S

F(t) 1 _
tn - X ¢/(tn) B

Y cos(¢(x))sin (¢(x))

R nesupp(f)

Summarizing, we say that

(8.62) (f,A) =0 V H'(E)-atoms and therefore for every elements in H*(E) .

We note that all the computations that we have made in these last two sections are similar to
those needed to characterize the dual of Bl. Nevertheless, we have included them since there
are some huge differences: for example we cannot use the Fourier transform in order to simplify
the estimates.

We note also that an analytic characterization of H!(E)* is still unknown. Indeed we did
not manage to prove that the space X(E) is isomorphic to some space Y(F) similar to (7.31).
We will face this last problem in the future.
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