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REVERSE CARLESON MEASURES IN HARDY SPACES

ANDREAS HARTMANN, XAVIER MASSANEDA, ARTUR NICOLAU, & JOAQUIM ORTEGA-CERDA

ABSTRACT. We give a necessary and sufficient condition for a measumehe closed unit disk
to be a reverse Carleson measure for Hardy spaces. Thisdexéeprevious result of Lefévre,
Li, Queffélec and Rodriguez-Piazza [LLQR]. We also pdava simple example showing that the
analogue for the Paley-Wiener space does not hold. This gearan be generalised to model
spaces associated to one-componentinner functions.

1. INTRODUCTION

Forl < p < oo let H? be the Hardy space on the unit diBlkequipped with its usual norm

27 ) de 1/117
141, = (sup [ isey 2—) |
r<1 Jo m

Denote by)M (D) the set of positive, finite Borel measures supportetdpand lety € M, (D).
A well known theorem by Carleson (see [Gar, Chap.l Th. 5.6)jes thatH? embeds into
LP(D, p):

(1.1) [ lee@y S N fllpr f € HY,
if and only if ;. satisfies the Carleson condition: there exsts 0 such that for all arcg in 0D
(1.2) u(Sr) < O,

whereS; = {z €D :1— |I| <|z| <1,z/|z| € I} is the usual Carleson window. This theorem
has been extended to several other spaces, like Bergmah,rRodel spaces etc., and we refer
the reader to the huge bibliography on this topic for furinésrmation.

Note thatH? contains a dense set of continuous functions for which thieeeiting [(1.11) still
makes sense when the measure has a part supported on thatyouriaen [(1.2) implies that
the restriction of the measureto the boundary has to be absolutely continuous with regpect
Lebesgue measure and with bounded Radon-Nikodym demvdtiis thus possible to consider
more generally positive, finite Borel measures supportetthemiosed unit diskd/, (D).

Here, we are interested in reverse Carleson inequalitfdls < || fll1,®,.) f € (D) N
HP(D), 1 < p < oo. In [LLQR] Lefevre et al. proved that whenis already a Carleson measure
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these hold if and only it there exists > 0 such that for all arcg C oD
u(Sr) = ClI.

Our elementary proof actually shows that the reverse in@msahold without the Carleson
condition. It turns out that the interesting part of the measas to be supported on the boundary,
while the part supported in the disk can be dropped.

The embedding problem is closely related withiygroducing kernel thesisf the embedding
holds on the reproducing kernels, then it actually holdefa@ry function. We also show that the
reproducing kernel thesis holds for the reverse Carlesdredding.

Finally, we provide a simple example showing that the aralsgeproducing kernel thesis
for the reverse embedding in the Paley-Wiener space doelsatt The construction can be
generalised to model spaces associated to one-componenfumctions.

We shall use the following standard notatigh< g means that there is a constanindepen-
dent of the relevant variables such tifat C'g, andf ~ g means thaf < gandg < f.

2. MAIN RESULT

Forl < p < oo andX € D consider the reproducing kernel ¥

k,\(z) = —, z€eD,

and its normalised companion

K)\ = .
1Fll

A standard computation shows thidt, ||, ~ (1 — |\|)~"/*', wherel/p + 1/p' = 1.
Our main result reads as follows.

Theorem 2.1. Let1l < p < oo and lety € M, (D). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) There exist€’; > 0 such that for every functiofi € H? N C(D),

/ Sl > CLAIE
D

(2) There existg’; > 0 such that for every € D,

JARIETY
D
(3) There existg’;s > 0 such that for every aré¢ C JD,
w(Sr) = Cs|I] .
(4) There exist€”y > 0 such that the Radon-Nikodym derivativetf, with respect to the
length measure is bounded below®y.

Observe that in this theorem we do not require absolute maityi of the restrictionu|sp.
still, if we want to extend (1) to the entirE?-space, then, in order thgt | f|*dp makes sense
for every function inH?, we need to impose absolute continuity@pp. Note that the integral
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J5|fIPdp can be infinite for certairf € H? when the Radon-Nikodym derivative pfsp is not
bounded.

Proof. (1) = (2) is clear.

(3) = (4). Takeh > 0 so that||/h is a large integeN and consider the modified Carleson
window

Sin={2€D:1-h<|2|<1, z/|z| €I} .
Split I into IV subarcd/;, such thatl,| =  (and hence;, ;, = S;,). Then

N N
p(Sr.n) = U Sin) = D 1(Sin) = Cs Y |I| = Csl1.
k=1

k=1

Now, for every open sab in D for which I c O there exists, > 0 such thatS;, C O. Since
w € M, (D7) is outer regular (seé [Ru, Theorem 2.18]) we thus have

p(I)=inf _pu(0) > %T;%M(Sl,h) > C3lI|.

ICO open inD

We deduce that the Lebesgue measuré@bBrdenoted bym is absolutely continuous with re-
spect to the restriction gf to JD and that the corresponding Radon-Nikodym derivative of
bounded below by’;. In particular one can chooge = Cs.

(4) = (1) Clearly, for all f € H?,

/_ Pdu > / fPdu > Cy / fPdm = Ci| £z
D oD oD

(in particular, one can choosg = C)).
(2) = (3). By hypothesis, integrating ovér ;, with respect to area measutd onD we get

(1 — | A2/
Coll| x b < | K\ [Pdud AN AT AN du(z).
Sin /D SI,h |1 - )‘Z|p

Set
1 1 — |A2)p/ 1 1— APt
on() =1 / U= AP gy = / A=A Ao,
St ‘1 - )\Z|p h S1n ‘1 - )‘Z‘p
so that the previous estimate becomes
2.1) [en@uta) 2111
D
We claim that B
lim g (2) ~1 ifzel,
oo 7M7) =0 otherwise

Indeed, ifz ¢ I, then there aré, hy, > 0 such that for every < h < hy and for every\ € Sy,
we havell — \z| > § > 0, and the result follows from the estimate

L[ =R LT I
0 < onl2) h/gﬂ oA < S ELE a5
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Suppose now that = ¢’ =(1- t)e"" for A € S;, we have

1 (1= AP~ 1 / /
_ 1 \| —{)dtds
on(z) h /S,h - )\z\l’ Z 0 oes Jo T = 1—t) w|p( )
> —d@dt
~ / /e gol<teiver [0 — OolP + 7

!
> 1 / / " .
h Jo Jig—ao|<teivcr 2tP

Sinced <t < h < |I|andz = ¢ € I, the set{e : |0 — 0y < t,e? € I} contains an interval
of length at least/2, we get

1 [t !
> Z | Sx—dt~1.

On the other hand, integrating in polar coordinates, we get

1 (1= AP 1 /1 2 _1/ 1
= — — dA(N) = — 1—r9)P ————dfrd
on(2) h /s;,h 1 — \z|P *) h 1—h< ") 1|1 —rel@=top "

1 [ 1
< —/ Pl ——dt ~ 1.
h /g tp/p

Henceyp,, converges pointwise to a function comparablegfoandy;, is uniformly bounded in
h. Now, from (2.1) and by dominated convergence we finally dedhat

u(0) = [ = [ limen)int:) = Jim [ on(entz) 2111

Remark. The following example shows that the reproducing kernetith@ails for the reverse
Carleson inequalities in the Paley-Wiener sp&G¥,, the space of Fourier transforms of square
integrable functions of-7, 7]. In Section 2 we will show how it can be adapted to any model
space associated to a one-component inner function.

Consider the sequencée= {z, },cz\ (0}, Where

n+1/8 if niseven
Tp = e
n—1/8 if nisodd.

By the Kadets-Ingham theorem (see €.g. [Nik, Theorem D}.%.&ould be a minimal sampling
sequence if we added the pointSinceS is not sampling the discrete measuyre= Zn#) Oz,
does not satisfy the reverse inequaljtf| .2w) S [|f |2, f € PW.

Let us see that, on the other hand, theorm of the normalised reproducing kernels

sin(m(z — A))

2 ~ 1 Im \ —27|Im A|
W(Z—)\) ) 5Y ( _'_‘ m De )

K)(z) = ceysine(m(z — A)) = ¢y
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is uniformly bounded from below. Ik is such that Im \| > 1 then|sin(7(z, — \))| =~ e™1mAlL
and hence

sin(7(x, — >\

/|KA Wdu(x) = A

n#0

It is thus enough to consider pointse C with | Im A| < 1. Letxn0 be the point ofS closest to
A; then there i9 > 0, independent ok, such that

m(x, —

L 1@ Pauta) = 3 1K >

n#0

It is interesting to point out that is a Carleson measure @IV, sinceS is in a strip and
separated.

3. FAILURE IN OTHER MODEL SPACES

The previous construction can be generalised to certairehspéces in the disk. The model
space associated to an inner functidis Ko = H? © © H?, and the reproducing kernel corre-
sponding to\ € D is given by

kg (z) = L=200)

A particular class of model spaces is given by the so-calfedcomponennner functions, those
for which the sub-level stz € D : |©(z)| < ¢} is connected for some< e < 1.

, z¢€D.

The Paley-Wiener space corresponds, after a conformal imgob D into the upper half-
plane, to the inner functioB,(z) = ¢"*™*. More preciselyKe,. = ¢ PW.,.

Here we show the following result.

Theorem 3.1. If © is a one-component inner function, then the reverse remiodikernel thesis
does not hold in{g.

We refer the reader to [BFEGHR] for sufficient conditions feverse Carleson measures in
model spaces.

Let o(©) denote the spectrum @, that is, the set of € D such thatling inlf)) |9(z2)| = 0.
2—(,2€

For one-component inner functions the 88t \ ¢(©) is a countable union of arcs whegeis
analytic (and on which the argument®fincreases bgr). Moreover, for anya| = 1,

E,:={C€dD\o(®):0(() =a}
is countable and the syste(rﬁg)gneEa Is an orthonormal basis df ¢, a so-called Clark basis
(see [Cl], and[[BaDy, Section 4] for the material needed heF®r such{ € JD \ ¢(0) the
reproducing kernel is defined as

= = C@—@(% — ?<2), 2eD.
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Its norm is/|©’({)|, so that the corresponding normalised reproducing kesnel i
O (S
ke kg
o = :
£ 2 ©7(Q)]

e ._
KC -

With these elements we follow the scheme of the Paley-Wiease to prove Theorem 8.1.

Proof. Pick the Clark basi$K¢ ),.>, for a = 1 and set
€ - Co fn#1
"o 51 if n/:il,

where we choosé€; sufficiently close to(; (and in particular different frong,,, n # 1) but
different from ¢y, implying in particular(Kg,Kg) # 0 for everyn, so that(Kg 9)>0 IS @n
unconditional basis (seg [BaDy]; it is actually not far frdming orthogonal). It will be clear
from the proof below how close t§ we have to choos§.

We now consider the measure
pi=> |k (1520, = > _10/(&)] 76,
n>0 n>0

where we have taken away the very first pgigtso that(Kg),Do is an incomplete family. No-
tice that this is a perturbation of the Clark measarre- 3°, . [|k£ || ~?d;, with one mass point
deleted. Thug: is not a reverse Carleson measure since there are functomshing in all the
points¢,,, n > 0, but not in&.

Let us check that the reverse reproducing kernel thesis, faihich, in view of the above,
amounts to find @ > 0 such thaf| K2||2(,, > ¢ for everyz € D. Note that

(3.1) 152 20 Z|@, KN Z\ DK

which are just the generalised Fourier coefficient&6fin Kgn’ n > 1.
Let us introduce the following function

O(G)—OE)|* 11—z
Go— 2 107(¢o)[1 = |O(2)[*

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequalify(z) < 1 for all z € D. Also, since|| K¢ ||, = K2, = 1,

the only way to gep(z) = listhatK? = aK¢, |a] = 1,i.e.z = (.

o(2) = | (K, KO = \ D,

Since(, is not in the spectrum, there is a closed neighbourt@af ¢, in D on which® is
analytic, which implies thap is continuous or”. We suppos€’ small enough that it does not
contain any otheg, k # 0, nor¢;.

Introduce the sets
Us:={z€C:|z— (| <}
and define

$(6) := sup o(2)

2¢Us
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Claim: For sufficiently smalb the functiony(d) is decreasing, withy(0) = 1 andy(J) < 1
for§ > 0.

We postpone the proof of the claim and proceed now to prove| k& || ;>(,) = 1. Pickd > 0
sufficiently small such that () < 1. We consider two cases.

Assume first that ¢ Us. Pick0 < ¢ < 1 — (9). Since{{o} U {&}r>1 gives rise to a
perturbation of the orthonormal Clark basis,, ),.>o, it suffices to choosg, close enough tg,
so that there i® < 7 < e such that for every € K¢ (see|[BaDy])

(L=mIfII5 < [(f Ke) P+ D1 Ee )P < L+ )l f5

n>1

Then, by[(3.1)
IO 3o = D WK, KW = (KO KQ)P+ Y (KO, KQ)|* — (KO, KO)?

n>1 n>1
> =nEZ[3—¢(z) > (1 =1 —(1—e)=e—n>0

Assume now that € U; C C. We will check that on this set it suffices to consider only two
terms of the sunp, (z) = (K2, KQ)|* andyps(z) = [(K2, K2)[*. Itis here that we need that
¢, is a small perturbation af; which is “not harmonic” with¢;, meaning that( K2 s K&W # 0.
Indeedy;, andy, are continuous functions on the compact 8gt SinceU; C C, we have
©0o(2) =0, z € Uy, ifand only if z = (5. Now ¢((y) > 0 so that by a continuity argument we
conclude thatp, (z) + ya(z) is strictly bounded away from O for ¢ Us, which concludes the
proof.

Proof of the Claimlt is clear that)(9) is decreasing and(0) = 1.

We prove now that)(d) < 1 for § > 0. Indeed, suppose not, then there is a sequence
(2n)n C D\ Us such thaty(z,) = |(KC@0,JF<@>\2 — 1 asn — oo. We can also assume that
zn — ¢ € clos(9D\ Us). Now (K2 ),, is a bounded family, and by the Alaoglu theorem it admits
a weak convergent subsequence, which in order not to ovgemtation, we can suppose to
be also indexed by. Let f be a weak limit of this sequence so thak?, f)| = 1. Itis also
clear that| f|| = 1. From the same observation as above we can deﬂu:eeaKg, al =1
(in fact, every weak convergent subsequence}hgsas weak limit). In particular, by the weak
convergence, for every € Ko,

1- |Zn|2

1—10(z)

@)
o)

Observe thaf{g contains continuous functions (by a result of Aleksandramtimuous func-
tions in Kg form actually a dense set iiig, see[CMR, p.186])).

(3.2) f(zn) =(f.K2) = ({f.Kg) =

Now, if there are two continuous functiorisand f; in K¢ such that the vectofs;(¢), f1((o))
and(f2(¢), f2(¢o)) are linearly independent, then we can deduce fiom (3.2)bassarily, first

1— |2, . 1
L=1[0(z)F  [6'(C)]

and then

f1(¢) = f1(G) and  f2(¢) = f2(Co)
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which is not possible unlegs= (.

Let us prove that iff # (, then there are two such functiorig f;. We start by taking two
linearly independent continuous functiols hs € Kg. It may happen thath, (¢), h1({y)) and
(h2(C), ha((o)) are linearly independent and then we are done. If they aeadip dependent,
then we can find a linear combinatighof ~; andh, which is not identically0 and such that
f(¢) = f(¢) = 0. Consider the backward shift operat§tf(z) = 2=/ and recall that
S*Ke C Kg. Observe that if moreovef(0) = 0 then alsoS*f(¢) = S*f({s) = 0. Hence,
after sufficiently many applications 6f* we can suppose thgt0) # 0, f(¢) = f(¢) = 0, and,
renormalising, thaf (0) = 1.

Theng = S* f is continuous inkK, and takes two different valugg¢) = —¢ andg(¢y) = —(o.
Set nowh = S*2f which takes the valuel(¢) = —C. — ¢h/(0) andh(Cy) = —Co- — Col!(0).
Then either the vectorg(¢), g((o)) and(h((), h((o)) are linearly independent (and we are done)

or they are not, in which case the solution of the linear ddpene giveg = (. |
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