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Abstract

One of the first and therefore most important theorems in perturbation theory
claims that for an arbitrary self-adjoint operator A there exists a perturbation B
of Hilbert-Schmidt class with arbitrary small operator norm, which destroys com-
pletely the absolutely continuous (a.c.) spectrum of the initial operator A (von
Neumann). However, if A is the discrete free 1-D Schrédinger operator and B is an
arbitrary Jacobi matrix (of Hilbert-Schmidt class) the a.c. spectrum remains per-
fectly the same, that is, the interval [—2,2]. Moreover, Killip and Simon described
explicitly the spectral properties for such A + B. Jointly with Damanik they gen-
eralized this result to the case of perturbations of periodic Jacobi matrices in the
non-degenerated case. Recall that the spectrum of a periodic Jacobi matrix is a
system of intervals of a very specific nature. Christiansen, Simon and Zinchenko
posed in a review dedicated to F. Gesztesy (2013) the following question: “is there
an extension of the Damanik-Killip-Simon theorem to the general finite system of
intervals case?” In this paper we solve this problem completely. Our method deals
with the Jacobi flow on GMP matrices. GMP matrices are probably a new ob-
ject in the spectral theory. They form a certain Generalization of matrices related
to the strong Moment Problem, the latter ones are a very close relative of Jacobi
and CMV matrices. The Jacobi flow on them is also a probably new member of
the rich family of integrable systems. Finally, related to Jacobi matrices of Killip-
Simon class, analytic vector bundles and their curvature play a certain role in our
construction and, at least on the level of ideology, this role is quite essential.

1 Introduction

1.1 Main result

(1) Von Neumann Theorem [42] states that for an arbitrary self-adjoint operator A,

having a nontrivial absolutely continuous (a.c.) component of the spectrum, there

exists a self-adjont perturbation §A of Hilbert-Schmidt class such that A + JA has a

pure point spectrum. Moreover, A may have an arbitrary small operator norm.
Therefore, the following result is already quite non-trivial.

(2) Deift-Killip Theorem [11]. For a discrete one-dimensional Schrodinger operator with

square summable potential, the absolutely continuous part of the spectrum is [—2, 2].
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Thus, under special perturbations of Hilbert-Schmidt class (the square summable
potential) the absolutely continuous spectrum of the free, discrete 1-D Schrédinger
operator is perfectly preserved. It is totally surprising that one can find a complete
explicit characterization of the spectral data if the perturbation is an arbitrary Jacobi
matrix of Hilbert-Schmidt class.

(3) Killip-Simon Theorem [20]. Let do be a probability measure on R with bounded but
infinite support. As it is well known the orthonormal polynomials P, (z) with respect
to this measure obey a three-term recurrence relation

xPy(x) = a(n)Pu_1(z) + b(n)Py(z) + a(n + 1)Pyt1(z), a(n) > 0.
The following are equivalent:

(op) 3,51 la(n) —1]* < o0 and 37,5 [b(n)[* < co.

(sp) The measure do is supported on [—2,2] U X, and moreover

/ |log o’ (z)|V 4 — 22dx + Z \/x —4 < 0. (1.1)

rreX

Remark 1.1. Of course the (op)-condition means that the Jacobi matrix

o
represents a Hilbert-Schmidt class perturbation of the matrix J, with the constant

coefficients gz(n) =1 and Z(n) = 0. In this case we consider J, as an operator acting
in the standard space of one-sided sequences li. In its turn, the (sp)-condition means
that the related spectral measure do has an absolutely continuous component supported
n [—2,2]. Moreover, the spectral density o’(z) with respect to the Lebesgue measure
satisfies an explicitly given integral condition, which in particular means that o’(x) # 0
a.e. on this interval. Besides that, the measure may have at most countably many
mass points (the set X) outside of the given interval. Again, the corresponding set X
satisfies an explicitly given condition, which in particular means that the only possible
accumulation points of this set are the endpoints £2. Finally, note that there is no
restriction on the singular component of the measure do on the interval [—2, 2].

Later, the authors jointly with David Damanik generalized their result on the case
of perturbations of periodic Jacobi matrices. To state this theorem we need a couple of
definitions.

We define a distance between two one-sided sequences b = {b(n)},>0 and b =
{b(n)}>0 from I by

dist?(b,b) = distz(b,b) := » _|b(n n)2n*, 5 e (0,1). (1.2)
n>0



The distance dist(Jy,J;) between two Jacobi matrices is defined via the distances
between the generating coefficient sequences.

Let J(FE) be the isospectral set of periodic two-sided Jacobi matrices with a given
spectral set £ C R. The distance between J; and J(E) is defined in a standard way

o

dist(Jy, J(E)) = inf{dist(Jy, J2) : J € J(E)},

where J, is the restriction of a two-sided matrix J on the positive half-axis.
(4) Damanik-Killip-Simon Theorem (DKST) [9]. Assume that J4 is a Jacobi matrix
and let do be the associated spectral measure. The following are equivalent:

(opp) Let S denote the shift operator in l_%. Then

D dist?((S7)"J4. 871, J(E)) < 0. (1.3)

n>0

(spp) The measure do is supported on E'U X, and moreover

/Ellog o' (z)]y/dist(z,R \ E)dx + Z \/dist(a:k,E)3 < 0. (1.4)

rreX

Remark 1.2. Note that (1.3) means that the shifts of the given Jacobi matrix J

[}
approach to the isospectral set J(E), but possibly not to a specific element J of this
set. In the same time (1.4) looks as a straightforward counterpart of condition (1.1).

Remark 1.3. Let us point out that the spectral set of any periodic two-sided Jacobi
(o]

matrix J is a system of intervals of a very special nature: the system of intervals
E = [bg,ao] \ U?Zl(aj,bj) represents the spectrum of a periodic Jacobi matrix if and
only if E = T, ([-2,2]), where T}, (z) is a polynomial with only real critical points, that
is, T (¢) = 0 for ¢ € R, and its critical values T,,(c) obey the conditions |T,,(c)| > 2.
Actually, the Damanik-Killip-Simon Theorem was proved under an additional regularity
condition |T;,(c)| > 2 for all critical points c. In this case the degree m = g + 1.

The paper [7] reviews recent progress in the understanding of the class of so-called
finite gap Jacobi matrices and their perturbations. In the end of the article the authors
posed the following question: “Is there an extension of the Damanik-Killip-Simon the-
orem to the general finite system of intervals ' case?” In the present paper we solve
completely this problem, see Theorem 1.5 below. Naturally, this question was posed as
soon as the original Killip-Simon theorem was published or even presented or proved.
From this point of view [7] is just an explicit recent reference.

Finite gap Jacobi matrices were discovered in the context of approximation theory
[2, 3], [5, Chapter X]. They became especially famous because of their relation with the
theory of integrable systems, for historical comments we would refer to [24] with many
references therein. But the true meaning of this class was significantly clarified recently



by C. Remling: for a system of intervals E the finite gap class J(F) consists of all limit
points of Jacobi matrices with an essential spectrum on F, having this F as the support
of their a.c. spectrum.

(5) Remling Theorem [32]. Let E be a system of intervals. Let J4 be a Jacobi matrix
with the generating coefficient sequences {a(n),b(n)} such that its spectrum o(J;) =
F U X, where X is a set of points, which accumulate only to the endpoints of the
intervals, and o’(z) # 0 for a.e. x € E. If

a(n) = mkll—I>I—l|—oo a(n+my), b(n)= mkl:n}roo b(n + my),

for all n € Z, then the corresponding two-sided Jacobi matrix 3 belongs to J(E).
Note that the system of shifts {(S%)"J;S"}n>0 forms a precompact set in the
compact-open topology (generated by the distance (1.2)).
For E = [by, ag] \U§:1(aj7 b;) the class J(FE) represents a g-dimensional torus, which
can be parametrized explicitly.
(6) Baker-Akhiezer parametrization for the class J(E), see e.g. [40, Theorem 9.4]. For
a € RIJZI let

obla+p+a)f(a—p+a)

O — !
Al@) =a a1 P Ola—pn+a)

, B(a) =b+ 0¢In 9ot a)

: (1.5)

0(2) = 9(2:, Q) = Z eWi(Qn,n)—‘,—Qwi(z,n)’ = (Cg’
nez9

with the following system of parameters depending on E:
e () is a symmetric g X g matrix with a positive imaginary part, Im €2 > 0;
e a € (Y is an appropriate shift;

o 1 € RI/Z9 and £ € RY are certain fixed directions of discrete and continuous
translations on the torus RY/Z9, respectively;

e @ >0 and b € R are normalization constants.
Then J € J(E) if and only if
a(n)? = A(a — pn), Z(n) = B(aw — un), (1.6)
for some o € R9/Z9. In this case we write T=J (cv). Thus,
J(E)={J(a): a€RI/ZI}. (1.7)

Definition 1.4. For an arbitrary finite system of intervals F, we say that a Jacobi
matrix J; belongs to the Killip-Simon class KS(FE) if for some X the corresponding
spectral measure do is supported on £ U X and obeys (1.4).



Theorem 1.5. J; belongs to KS(E) if and only if there exist eq(n) € 12(RY) and
ea(n) €12, e(n) € 12 such that (cf. (1.6))

n n

a(n)® = A ea(k) = pun) + €a(n), b(n) =B _ ealk) — un) + e(n), (1.8)

k=0 k=0
where A(a) and B(a) are defined in (1.5).

Remark 1.6. In the one interval case the functions A and B are constants, e.g. if
E =[-2,2], then A =1 and B = 0 and we obtain the original Killip-Simon Theorem.

Remark 1.7. It is easy to see that a Jacobi matrix of the form (1.8) satisfies (1.3), see
Lemma 7.2. Moreover, from our explicit formulas one can give immediately a suitable
approximant for (S%)".J;.S%, thisis J(ay,) € J(E), an = > p_ €al(k) — pn; or conclude
that, if the series 8 := Y ;2 €q(k) conditionally converges, then the coefficients of J
approach, in fact, to the coefficients of the fixed element J(3) € J(E),

a*(n) — A(B — pun) — 0 and b(n) — B(B — pun) — 0, where n — oc.

The representation (1.8) contains a certain ambiguity, for the reason see Remark 7.1.

1.2 Basic ideas of the method and the structure of the paper
The proof of DKST was based on two things:
(i) Magic formula for periodic Jacobi matrices
(ii) Matrix version of the Killip-Simon theorem
The first one is the following identity. Let S be the shift in the space of two sided

sequences [2. If E = [by, ao) \ngl(aja b;) = Tg_Jrll([—2, 2]), then

Tpia(J) = §941 4 §~(o+)

for all J € J(FE). The last matrix can be understood as the (g + 1) x (g + 1)-block

Jacobi matrix with constant block coefficients A(n) = I;41 and B(n) = 0g41.
Now, for J the matrix T,41(J4) is a (2g + 3)-diagonal matrix, or, also a one-sided
(g+1) x (g+ 1) Jacobi block-matrix, see survey [10],
B(0) A1)
T,a() = |AD) BO) A@)

Such matrix has a spectral (g + 1) x (g + 1) matrix-measure, say d=. According to [9]
the matrix analog of (1.1) is of the form

2 3
log det =/ (y)|\/4 — y2dy + Y2 —4 < oo, 1.9
/_2| WV S (1.9)

ykEY



as before [—2,2] UY is the support of d=. On the one hand this condition can be
rewritten by means of the spectral measure do of the initial Jacobi matrix J; into
the form (1.4), y = Ty41(x). On the other hand, due to the matrix version of the
Killip-Simon theorem, (1.9) is equivalent to Ty (J4)— (Sﬁifl +(57%)9T1) belongs to the
Hilbert-Schmidt class. This is a certain bunch of conditions on the coefficients of J,,
but we should recognize that extracting from this simple-looking condition the final one
(1.3), is a very non-trivial task.

Our first basic observation is the following.

Lemma 1.8. For a system of intervals E there exists a unique rational function A(z),
A(oc0) = 00, such that

g
= [bo,ag) \ | J(ay, by) = A71([-2,2)),
J=1

and ImA(z) > 0 for Imz > 0.

Proof. Let ¥(z) be the Ahlfors function in the domain C\ E. Among all analytic
functions in this domain, which vanish at infinity and are bounded by one in absolute
value, this function has the biggest possible value Capy(E) = [2¥(2)],=00 (the so-called
analytic capacity) [1]. As it is well known [30]

(1.10)
Then

(1.11)
where \; >0, j >0, and ¥(c;) =0, ¢; € (aj,b;), 7 > 1. O

~ Note that in this proof we represented A(z) as a superposition of a function ¥ :
C\ E — D with the Zhukovskii map. Essentially, (1.11) is our generalized magic
formula, though it holds of course not for Jacobi matrices.

Jacobi, CMV and SMP matrices. Jacobi matrices are probably the oldest object in the
spectral theory of self-adjoint operators. They are generated by the moment problem

[4]
S = /:EkdO'. (1.12)

In this problem we are looking for a measure do supported on the real axis, which
provides the representation (1.12) for the given moments {s}r>0. In this sense CMV
matrices are related to the trigonometric moment problem, which corresponds to the
same question with respect to a measure supported on the unit circle. Note that this
problem is also classical [4], but corresponding CMV matrices are a comparably fresh



object in the spectral theory [33, 34]. The strong moment problem corresponds to
measures on the real axis in the case that the moments are given for all integers k.
An extensive bibliography of works on the strong moment problem can be found in the
survey [19], concerning its matrix generalization see [37, 38].

As usual the solution of the problem deals with the orthogonalization of the gener-
ating system of functions, that is, the system

in the given case. The multiplication operator by the independent variable in Lfla
with respect to the related orthonormal basis we call SMP matriz (this is exactly the
way of the appearance of Jacobi and CMV matrices in connection with the power
and trigonometric moment problem, respectively). In another terminology they are
called Laurent-Jacobi matrices [6, 12, 18]. Very similar to the CMV-case, this is a five-
diagonal matrix of a special structure, say A, = Ay (do). We assume that the measure
is compactly supported and the origin does not belong to the support of this measure.
In this case our A, is bounded, moreover Ajrl is also a bounded operator of a similar
five-diagonal structure (just shifted by one element!)

Note that, by a linear change of variable, we can always normalize an arbitrary two
intervals system to the form ¢; = 0, see (1.11), that is,

E = [bo,ao] \ (al,bl) = A_l([—Q,Q]), A(Z) =X +co— % (1.13)

Without going into detail, dealing with the structure of SMP matrices, we can formulate
our second basic observation.

Proposition 1.9. [13] Let A(E) be the set of all two sided SMP matrices of period two
with their spectrum on E (1.13). Then A € A(FE) if and only if

o

A(A) = MA +co— M (A) " = %4 572 (1.14)

Remark 1.10. It is highly important in (1.14) to be hold that both A and (A)~! are
five-diagonal matrices.

Naturally, (1.13)-(1.14) have to be generalized to the multi-interval case. This leads
to the concept of GMP matrices (G for generalized), see the next subsection. However,
even after such a generalization the result on spectral properties of (“some”) GMP
matrices of Killip-Simon class would be interesting probably only to a small circle of
specialists, working with the strong moment problem. The point is that GMP matrices
are used here as a certain intermediate (but very important) object. In a sense, this
is the best possible choice of a system of coordinates. We can try to clarify the last
sentence. The standard point of view on J(FE) is to associate it with the hyperelliptic
Riemann surface Rp = {(z,w) : w? = 7_o(¥ —a;)(# — bj)}. Then J(E) corresponds



to the “real part” of the Jacobian variety Jac(Rg) of this surface see e.g. [24, 25].
Periodic GMP matrices, satisfying

A(A) = 5941 4 §-(9+D) (1.15)

for A(z) given in (1.11), are most likely the best possible choice for a coordinate system
on the affine part of Jac(!Rp), at least in the application to spectral theory.

Thus, the point is to go back to Jacobi matrices. Let do be compactly supported
and 0 does not belong to its support. We can define the map

F4 : SMP — Jacobi

just setting J4 (o) in correspondence with the given Ay (o). If so, we can define (in a
naive way) a discrete dynamical system (Jacobi flow on SMP matrices) by the map J,
which corresponds to the following commutative diagram:

sMP 25 sMmPp

7l 7l (1.16)

Jacobi S—+> Jacobi

where Sy Jy = 57 J. 5.

The third basic observation deals with the idea of getting properties of the class
KS(FE) from the corresponding properties of the class of SMP (or, generally, GMP)
matrices using the above introduced dynamical system Ay (n) = J"(A4).

In the next subsection we give formal definitions for GMP matrices and the Jacobi
flow on them, but probably we can already outline the structure of the current paper:

Section 2. Probably this is a bit unusual, but we start with inverse spectral theory for
periodic GMP matrices. We recall the functional model for finite gap Jacobi matrices.
In this model each operator is marked by a Hardy space H?(a) of character-automorphic
functions in the domain C\ E, where « is a character of the fundamental group of this
domain (2.1), so, as before, &« € RI/Z9 cf. (1.7). Here J(«) is the multiplication operator
by the independent variable with respect to the basis {e% } ez (2.3), and {e },>0 is an
intrinsic basis in H?(«). The point is that in this domain the inner function ¥(z) and
the fixed ordering C = {cy,...,cq4} of its zeros generate another natural basis {f3},>0
in H%(a) (2.7). Thus, we obtain a new family of operators (the same multiplication
operator in the new bases)

A(E,C) ={A(a,C): a € RI/Z}.

This is the collection of all periodic GMP matrices associated with the given spectral
set E and a fixed ordering C of zeros of the Ahlfors function ¥(z). The fact that ¥(z)
is single valued (the character corresponding to this function is trivial) is responsible
for the periodicity of an arbitrary A(«, C).



Another characteristic feature of W(z) is its certain conformal invariance. Indeed, if

w = wj = ——, then ¥;(w) := W¥(z) is the Ahlfors function in the w-plane. The given

c;j—z’
ordering C generates the specific ordering

1 1 1 1
Cjt1 — Cj Cy — Cj C| — Cj Cj—1 — Cj

and the multiplication by w is again a periodic GMP matriz (up to an appropriate
shift). That is,

S7(c; — A, C))71S7 € A(E;, Cj), (1.17)
where E; = {y = cjl_x : x € E}. Note that 0 = w(oco). Let us point out that
the spectral condition (1.4) possesses the same conformal invariance property. Thus,
passing from the e-basis to the j-basis in H?(«), we payed a certain prize: J(«) is three
diagonal and A(«,C) is a (2g + 3)-diagonal matrix. In the same time we essentially
win, since (¢; — J(a))~! has infinitely many non-trivial diagonals, but due to (1.17) all
matrices (c; — A(a, C))~! are still (2g + 3) diagonal. For them (1.11) (in the chosen
basis) is nothing but the magic formula (1.15).

The Jacobi flow on A(E, C) can be defined in a very natural way. Since S~1J(a)S =
J(a — p) is a shift by a fixed character pu, we set JA(«, C) = A(a — 1, C). As we see,
this is just one, probably new, object in the family of integrable systems.

As a result, thanks to this section we are well prepared to understand and describe
the structure of GMP matrices, A € GMP(C), and the Jacobi flow on them, A(n) =
J°"A, in the general case. This is done in the Sections 3 and 4, respectively.

In Section 5 we work with the Killip-Simon spectral condition for two-sided Jacobi
and GMP matrices. Let us explain this passage to two-sided matrices. Our definition
(1.16) is naive for the following reason. In the transformation Ji(n) = S{"J. the

[}
eigenvalues in the gaps start to move. E.g., in a generic case for an initial J, which
[}

corresponds to one of our fundamental operators J € J(FE), the eigenvalues will cover
densely the spectral gaps (aj,b;). Thus, corresponding to such measures Ay (n) just
can not be properly defined. The easiest way to explain that nevertheless our program
is doable is the following: use two-sided Jacobi matrices and enjoy unitarity of the shift
S in 121! We show that an arbitrary one-sided Jacobi matrix J,, with its essential

spectrum on F, can be extended by a Jacobi matrix J_ = P_JP_, J € J(FE), such that
for the resulting two-sided matrix .J

(cj — J) ! exists for all c;, (1.18)

see Lemma 5.1. We can improve the diagram (1.16), see 1.28, using the map J = FA
on two-sided matrices, see Definition 1.14. In Proposition 5.5 we describe its image,
which consists of Jacobi matrices with the property (1.18).

!One can actually work with one-sided matrices but still use methods related to two dimensional
cyclic subspaces.



Using the block-matrix version of the Killip-Simon theorem, it is a fairly simple task
to write the necessary and sufficient condition for A € GMP(C) with the spectral data
(1.4) in the form

A(A) — (S~ 4 §9+1) s in the Hilbert-Schmidt class. (1.19)

Note that the relation between corresponding spectral densities of V(A) and A has a
quite elegant form (5.7).
Section 6. Condition (1.19) is equivalent to

H:(A) < oo (1.20)

for the Killip-Simon functional of the problem, which is basically the I3-part of the trace
of (A(A) — (S~@t1) 4 §9+1))2 for the precise expression see (6.2). In the spirit of our
third basic observation, we compute the “derivative” of this functional in the direction
of the Jacobi flow, that is, the value

6gH(A) == Hy(A) — Hi (T A),

see Lemma 6.1. This derivative represents a finite sum of squares! Now, we can rewrite
(1.20) as the “integral” Y, ., 07H+(J°"A) < oo and, thus, get certain [>-properties.
Note that they are already more related to the Jacobi matrix J = FA, than to the
given GMP matrix A itself. Nevertheless, all these conditions were given by means of
the coefficients of A(A), not by the ones of A (or the system of iterates A(n), to be
more precise). This is probably the hardest technical part of the work. To indicate
the difficulty, we would like to mention the following. In [26] we found higher-order
generalizations of Killip-Simon sum rules (relations between coefficients of J; and the
spectral measure do), for a single interval spectrum. But only for a very special family
(related to Chebyshev polynomials of an arbitrary degree n), which was initially found
in [22], we were able to convert the result of the form (1.19) to explicit relations on the
coefficients of the given J,. Otherwise, each particular case becomes a reason for an
interesting research, see e.g. [21, 16, 36]. Moreover, a nice looking general conjecture
was recently disproved by M. Lukic [23]. By the way, for a highly interesting new
development in this area see [15]. So, in this section we prove Theorem 1.20; practically,
this is already a parametric representation for coefficients of Jacobi matrices of KS(E).

Section 7. In this section we finalize the parametric representation for Killip-Simon
Jacobi matrices associated to an arbitrary system of intervals E, that is, we prove the
main Theorem 1.5. In the end of this section we demonstrate implicitly our last basic
for this paper observation that the spectral theory in the spirit of [8] could be more
powerful than the classical orthogonal polynomials approach [4, 35], see Subsection 7.2
and especially Remark 7.3. Explicitly this was demonstrated in [28, 41, 27], as well as
in Section 2 of the current paper. At the moment we are not able to present a theory
of spaces of vector bundles, which corresponds as model spaces to Jacobi matrices of
Killip-Simon class (in full generality) even in a finite gap case.

Basic facts with respect to one sided GMP matrices are given in the appendix.

10



1.3 GMP matrices and Jacobi flow on them in solving the Killip-
Simon problem

In this subsection we give formal definitions for the named objects so that in the end
of it we are able to state Theorem 1.20. This is the main ingredient in our proof of
Theorem 1.5.

e Let {e,} be the standard basis in /2. Depending on the context, l_% is the set of
square-summable one-sided sequences or the subspace of I spanned by {en}n>0-
In the last case 2 :=1?& l_% and Py :1? — [% are the orthogonal projectors.

e Let {0}]_, denote the standard basis in the Euclidian space CcItl,

e By T* we denote the conjugated operator to an operator 7', or the conjugated
matrix if 7 is a matrix. In particular, for a vector-column p € C9t1, (p)* is a
(g + 1)-dimensional vector-row. Consequently, the scalar product in C9*! can be
given in the following form (7, ¢) = (¢)*p.

e The notation 7T~ denotes the upper triangular part of a matrix T' (excluding the
main diagonal), respectively T := T — T~ is its lower triangular part (including
the main diagonal).

GMP matrices form a certain special subclass of real symmetric (2g + 3)-diagonal ma-
trices, g > 1. First of all, the class depends on an ordered collection of distinct points
C = {ci,...,¢c4}. That is, if needed we will specify the notation GMP(C). We will
define two-sided GMP matrices, but their restrictions on the positive half-axis will be
highly important.

Definition 1.11. We say that A is of the class A if it is a (g + 1)-block Jacobi matrix

| A BGo) A o)

such that
P= (79 e R¥"2,  A®(p) =6,5*, B®)=(qp")" + H7*)" +C, (1.22)
and
C1 p((]j) q(()j)
C= o=, 4= , p9) >0 (1.23)
Cg () ()
0 9 dg

We call {p;};jez the generating coefficient sequences (for the given A).

11



Definition 1.12. Let S be the shift operator Se, = e,1+1. A matrix A € A belongs to
the GMP class if the matrices {c, —A}/_, are invertible, and moreover S~%(cj—A)~1S*
are also of the class A, see (1.21)-(1.23). To abbreviate we write A € GMP(C).

Remark 1.13. As it follows from the definition ||S™*(c;, — A)~'S*|| < oco. These
conditions can be written explicitly as a certain set of conditions on the coefficients
{Pj}jez of the initial matrix A € A, see (3.7). That is, in fact, A € GMP(C) if and
only if it is of the class A for a certain ordered collection {ci,...,c,} and (3.7) holds
for the generating sequences. This can be regarded as a constructive definition of GMP
matrices, see Theorem 3.3.

Let J be a Jacobi matrix with coefficients {a(n),b(n)}:
Jen, = a(n)ep—1 +b(n)e, +a(n+ 1)epy1, a(n) >0, n€Z. (1.24)

The two-dimensional space spanned by e_; and ey forms a cyclic subspace for J. Also,
J can be represented as a two-dimensional perturbation of the orthogonal sum with
respect to the decomposition 12 =2 @ l_2|_

J = |:JO_ JO+:| +a(0)(eo(-,e—1) +e—1(-, €0)). (1.25)

We have a similar decomposition for A € GMP(C)

A_ 0 L ~ R . ) 1
A= [ A ] + |0l (éo{:, é-1) + €—1(-,€0)), é—1 = e_1, €y := ——PrAe_1. (1.26)
oA o]

Definition 1.14. For A € GMP(C) the Jacobi matrix J = FA is uniquely defined by
the conditions

re(2) = ((Je = 2) e, ez ) = ((Ax — 2)Temm Eam ), a(0) = [pofl- (1.27)

Definition 1.15. Let SJ := S~1JS. The Jacobi flow on GMP matrices is generated
by the transformation J, which makes the following diagram commutative

avMp L aMmP
Fl Fl (1.28)

Jacobi 25 Jacobi
The corresponding discrete dynamical system (Jacobi flow) is of the form
An+1)=TJAn), A(0)=A.

Essentially, it can be reduced to an open (input-output) dynamical system (4.12).
The coefficients of the Jacobi matrix J = FA are easily represented by means of the
Jacobi flow acting on the initial A. Namely,

12



Corollary 1.16. Let J = FA and A(n) = J°"A. In the above notations (1.24)

a(n) = [Go(n)l, b(n—1) = g5V (n)p§ " (n). (1.29)

Now we can define the Killip-Simon class of GMP matrices. Let E be a system of
g + 1 disjoint intervals, E' = [bg,ao] \ UJ_,(a;,b;). Let A(z) = Ag(2) be the unique
function, which was given in (1.11).

Proposition 1.17. A € GMP(C), generated by coefficients p = (7, q), belongs to the
isospectral set of periodic matrices A(E,C) if and only if it obeys the magic formula
(1.15). Moreover, the isospectral surface ZSg is given by, see (2.26), (2.27) and (3.2),

Pg = )\—, = —cg— Ao Zp]qj’ k Ak, k= L..g. (130)

Definition 1.18. Let A € GMP(C). Let o4 be the related spectral measures, that is,

Ti(z)Z/d;fii_(‘Z),

where r4(z) are given in (1.27). We say that A belongs to the Killip-Simon class
KSA(E, C) if the measures o4 are supported on F' U Xy, and both satisfy (1.4).

The following theorem is essentially a consequence of the matrix version of the
Killip-Simon theorem.

Theorem 1.19. A € GMP(C) belongs to the Killip-Simon class KSA(E, C) if and only
if the difference Ap(A) — (S~ + §9+1) belongs to the Hilbert-Schmidt class.

However, the next statement is already highly non-trivial. Practically, it gives a
parametrization of the coefficients of Jacobi matrices of Killip-Simon class with its
essential spectrum on F.

Theorem 1.20. For A € GMP(C), let A(n+1) = JA(n), A(0) = A. Let {p;(n)}cz
be the forming A(n) coefficient sequences. A belongs to KSA(E, C) if and only if

) = p)knzo € B, (el () = ¥ () haxo € 1, (1.31)
{/\opg (n) — 1}ns0 € 12, {Xo(po(n), Go(n)) + cotnzo € 12, (1.32)
{Ak(Bo(n)) — A tnzo € 17 (1.33)

hold for all j =0,...,g—1 and allk =1,...,g (cf. (1.32)-(1.33) and (1.30)).
To summarize, in this paper solving the Killip-Simon problem

e we introduce GMP matrices as possibly the best coordinate system on the Jaco-
bians of hyperelliptic Riemann surfaces associated to finite band operators;

13



e we introduce and study the Jacobi flow on GMP matrices as one more important
object in a rich family of integrable systems;

e our study is based essentially on the Damanik-Killip-Simon theorem on Hilbert-
Schmidt perturbations of Jacobi block-matrices with constant coefficients;

e we follow the ideology of application of analytic vector bundles in spectral theory,
explicitly in Section 2 and implicitly in Section 7.

2 Functional models for J(F) and A(F,C). Jacobi flow on
periodic GMP matrices

2.1 Hardy spaces and the class J(FE)

In what follows, we will use functional models for the class of reflectionless matrices
J(E) in the form as considered in [39]. To this end, we need to recall certain special
functions related to function theory in the common resolvent domain 2 = C\ E for
J € J(E). Note that in this case, E can be a set of an essentially more complicated
structure [17, 29, 43], than a system of intervals.

Let D/T ~ C\ E be a uniformization of the domain Q. It means that there exists
a Fuchsian group I' and a meromorphic function 3 : D — C\ E, 30y =3 for all y € T,
such that

Vze C\E 3 eD: 3(¢) =z and 3(¢1) = 3(¢2) = ¢ = 7(¢2)-

We assume that 3 meets the normalization 3(0) = oo, ((3)(0) > 0.
Let I'* be the group of characters of the discrete group I,

I' ={al a: T — R/Z such that a(y172) = a(y1) + a(y2)}

Since I is formed by ¢ independent generators, say {’Oy] }?Zl, the group I'* is equivalent
to RY/Z9,
o= {a(3y),...,a(5,)} € RY/Z. (2.1)

Definition 2.1. For o € I'* we define the Hardy space of character automorphic func-

tions as '
H2(a) = Hé(a) ={f¢€ H?: forn= ezma(”’)f, veTl},

where H? denotes the standard Hardy class in D.

Fix 29 € Q and let orb(¢y) = 37(20) = {7(Co)}ser. The Blaschke product b, with
zeros at 37'(zg) is called the Green function of the group I' (cf. [39]). It is related to
the standard Green function G(z, zp) in the domain Q by

1
log m =G (5(¢); 20) -
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The function b,, is character automorphic, that is, b,, oy = e*"#=0b, , where p,, € I'*.
For b,, we fix the normalization b,,(0) > 0 if zp # oo and (3b)(0) > 0 for the Blaschke
product b related to infinity.

We define ¢ (¢) = k°(¢, (o) as the reproducing kernel of the space H 2(), that is,

(f,k2) = f(Co) VfeH*(a)

Remark 2.2. Let us point out that in our case this reproducing kernels possess a
representation by means of 6 functions associated with the given Riemann surface [14].
As already mentioned, k% has sense in a much more general situation, say, domains of
Widom type. Although, generally speaking, they can not be represented via 6 functions,
they still play a role of special functions in the related problems.

Let k() = kG (€), b(C) = b;0)(2), and p1 = p5(0). We have an evident decomposition

k,O!

H%(a) = {*} @ bH* (v — 1), ¢* = A (2.2)

Vk*(0)

This decomposition plays an essential role in the proof of the following theorem.
Theorem 2.3. The system of functions
k()
en(() =0"(()—==
(=00 s

(i) forms an orthonormal basis in H?(a) for n € N and
(i3) forms an orthonormal basis in L*(a) for n € Z,

where '
LYa)={fel? foy=e™0f ~el}

Proof. Ttem (i) we obtain by iterating (2.2). A proof for (ii) in a much more general
case can be found in [39, Theorem E]. O
The following theorem describes all elements of J(E) for a given finite-gap set E.

Theorem 2.4. The multiplication operator by 3 in L?(a) with respect to the basis {2}
from Theorem 2.3 is the following Jacobi matriz J = J(a):
3en = a(n;a)en_y +b(n;a)ey +a(n+ 1;a)e; 4,
where
alria) = Ala — ), Ale) = OO o

and

. 300 [EY© @y )] 60 (0)
Vi) = Bl =mm) Ble) = b'<0>+{ RO ET) }+ 0'(0)

This Jacobi matriz J(«) belongs to J(E). Thus, we have a map from I'* to J(E).
Moreover, this map is one-to-one.
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Remark 2.5. Using the representation of the reproducing kernels via 6 functions, see
Remark 2.2, one gets A(«) and B(«) in the form (1.5).

Remark 2.6. The following important relation is an immediate consequence of the
above functional model

S7LJ(@)S = J(a— ), Sey :=eni. (2.4)

In particular, J(«) is periodic if and only if Ny = Op+ for a certain integer N.

2.2 Class A(F,C) and Jacobi flow

Now we turn to the functional model for A(F,C). The rational function A(z) and
the single valued function ¥(z), z € C\ E, were defined in (1.10)-(1.11). Let us list
characteristic properties of ¥(z):

(i) [¥|<1lin Qand |¥|=1on E,
(ii) ¥(o0) =¥(cj) =0,1<j < g, otherwise ¥(z) # 0.

All this implies that

1 g
log —— = G(z) + G(z,cj).
Therefore U (3(¢)) = b(() ?:1 be;(¢). In particular, p + Z?:l pe; = Op=.

Let us fix ¢; € D such that 3((;) = c; and %j(Cj) = (; for the generator %j of the
group I'. In order to construct a functional model for operators from A(FE, C), we start
with the following counterpart of the orthogonal decomposition (2.2):

H*(a) = {kg,..., k& kY @ VH?(a) = {f§} @ - @ {f§} @ VH?(«), (2.5)
where
a e_ﬂia(yl)kfal o e_m(a_u01)w2)bcl k?z_uq a ngl bcjk:a—i_u 2.6
- a77 fl - o i PR fg - W ( : )
kgl (Cl) k(g ! (CQ)
Theorem 2.7. The system of functions
fo=Ta(Ger,..oieg) =0T}, n=(g+1)m+j, j€0,...,9] (2.7)

(i) forms an orthonormal basis in H?(a) for n € N and
(ii) forms an orthonormal basis in L?(a) for n € 7Z.

Proof. Item (i) follows from (2.5) and for (ii) we have to use the description of the
orthogonal complement L?(a)) © H?(a), see [39]. O

16



Similarly as we had before, this allows us to parametrize all elements of A(E, C) for
a given F by the characters of I'*.

Theorem 2.8. In the above notations the multiplication operator by 3 with respect to
the basis {§%} is a GMP matriz A(a; C) € A(E, C). Moreover, this map I'* — A(E; C)
is one-to-one up to the identification (p;,q;) — (—pj, —q;) in A(E;C), 0<j<g—1.

Proof. We claim that the structure of the matrix is fixed by the choice of the orthonormal
basis. In particular we need to check that, under the normalization (2.6), p;(«) and
¢;(a) are real.

For B = a — > _; ey, We have

izl o Bj )
pi(0) = o 1210 = (03)(0) [ bey (@) 7360 LOGL o)
o 2 (G (0)

Since k8(() = kP(¢) for all B € T'*, we get

K (¢5) = KB () = KB(5,(¢y)) = e 2 PODRB(()).

Therefore, ¢~ (31) 1B () = e™F (33) 5 (0,¢;) is real. Note that the square root of

=278 is defined up to the multiplier +1.

To compute the entries of the matrix B(pP), and actually to show its specific struc-
ture, we use a standard trick related to reproducing kernels. Let 0 < m < n < g.
Then

e~ (Bn (V)= Bm (V) 50 EPm
(3 F) = (3cy - e,y =),
(e k2 (Gm)

Denoting for a moment the first function in the scalar product by f, since f((m) =0, we
can continue with

e R kG e)(0)F0) k()
= (3f — (3)(0)§(0) bkBn T2 (0 \/kﬁT \/mb@m)kﬁm—i-u(o)

(63)(0)(be,, - - - bcn,l)(O)e"'”ﬁn<%n>kf7l(0) B o) m 1 ()
- 3 - 3 = pn(a)gm(a)
ke (Gn) b(Crn) kP 40(0)1 /K™ (Cm)

where, as before, p,(a) is of the form (2.8) and

eiﬂ67rl(%m)k67rl+ﬂ(<'m) ke+r(0)

(bey -+ bey, ) (0)6(Gr R +(0) /K2 (G)

gm(a) == —

Similarly, we get the representation for the diagonal terms.
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If a periodic ;1 € A(E,C) is given, we introduce its resolvent function r;(z). As
usual it can be expressed by means of the transfer matriz, see Theorem 2.13 below.
After that we define o exactly as in the Jacobi matrix case, see e.g. [39, (2.3.2)-(2.3.3)
and Theorem A]. O

Definition 2.9. We define the Jacobi flow on A(E; C) as the dynamical system gener-
ated by the following map (see (2.4), (1.28)):

JA(a) =Ala—p), ael™.
We can describe this operation in a very explicit form.

Lemma 2.10. Let

0= 5 a0 &
Let O(a) be the unitary, periodic (g + 1) x (g + 1)-block diagonal matriz given by
O(@) [e(gr1ym -+ €(g+1)ymtg) = [E(g+1ym -+  €(g+1)m+g) O), (2.10)
where
O(a) = [Igo_ ’ O(q;()a))], [sin(¢(a)) cos(p(a))] = \[;;g 11( 2 fjg )])- (2.11)
Then
OA(a; C) == S7'0(a)*A(a; C)O(a) S = A(a + fic,; €g, €1,y - - -, Cg—1). (2.12)

Proof. In fact, we consider here the following elementary operation on the set of periodic
GMP matrices: we switch the oder in the orthogonalization procedure of the family of
reproducing kernels from {&¢,... ,k;g‘g,ka} to {kg,... ,ka,kg‘g}. Let {f%} be the new
orthonormal system in L?(«). It is easy to observe that

be, (OF(C) = fo i (Ciegren, -y eqn).

That is, up to the shift, we derived a GMP basis of the form (2.6), but with the new
ordering (cg,c1,...,cg—1) and the new character o + He,- Note that passing from one
to another basis in a two dimensional space is a rotation o(¢). Thus the matrices of

multiplication by 3 with respect to {f&(¢;c1,...,¢q)} and {faJruCg (¢;egy...,cq-1)} are
related by (2.12). It remains to compute the angle ¢ by means of A(a;C). Since
Ao+ pe,;€q,- -+, €-1) € A, we have

S R CER i

That is, pg—1() cos ¢ — pg(a)sing = 0. Since pgy(a) > 0 we obtain (2.11) for o(¢) of
the form (2.9). O
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Theorem 2.11. In the above notations
JA(a; C) = 09 A(a; C) (2.13)

Proof. We use (2.12), having in mind that Z§:1 pe; = — and that after all permuta-
tions we obtain the original ordering C. O

The next lemma allows us to estimate components of the vector f?‘, 7=0,.,9, in
its decomposition with respect to the basis {ef },>0.

Lemma 2.12. Let f§ =372 F,g(oz)eg. Then

[Fl(a)| < C(E)*, j=0,....9, (2.14)
where 1 > n > max{|b((1)l,...,|6({y)|}-
Proof. First of all, we note that C(E) < [[k¢ || < C(E) uniformly on o € T*. Also

b, ()| > c(E) and by definition (2.3), |e (Cn)| ¢(E)n®. Since

Jj—1 kBJ Then Q(Cn)

j—1
for B; ek B
ek H bcnk‘gJ> = | Z kgj>
n=1 ’ J A 1[’cnkﬁj+ucn(Cn)Hz Lizn Be (Cn)

_ & _ Z "“B”’“‘°"<<J>ek<<n>
|

=1 [’cn(gj) n=1b cn(CJ)kﬁﬂ_ucn (Gn) Hz 1,l#n bCz(Cn)

and this is e_“ﬁj(%f)ﬂkrg ||F,g(oz), we get (2.14). O

2.3 Transfer matrix

In this subsection we discuss briefly the direct spectral problem of the class A(E, C).
For a vector ¥ = p, ¢, we use the following notations

(up?)* = [Uo Ug_k] , (dpo)* = [Uk ’L)g] . (2.15)

Recall, {0; }5:0 is the standard basis in C9t!. We define inductively upper triangular
matrices M;’s of dimension (¢ + 1 — j) x (¢ +1 — j) such that

= S0k = M 0 = = *
B(B) — p(@)* = M(P) == My = [ 01 0] + (=Pag + 7py)5; (2.16)
and
M, 0
M; = gt |+ (P gg—j +uiqdpg—5)0,_5, § > 1. (2.17)
0 Cgt+1—j
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Theorem 2.13. Let

[Roo(z) ROQ(z)] _ [((Bo —2)7'p,B)  ((Bo—2)""4,) (2.18)
Rgo(z) Rgg(2)] — [((Bo—2)7"h.05) ((Bo—2)""0y,0) '

and v (2) = ||pl|?((Ay — 2)" €0, &). Then the shift by one block for a one-sided GMP
matriz Ay — A(+1), see (2.20), by means of the spectral function has the following form

B Qlu(z)ril)(z) + Ai2(2)

T+(Z) - )
Az (2)r'M (2) + Aga(2)
where )
A1 Ago 1 |:R00Rgg — Rg, —Roo
A = = — 9 . 2.19
) [%21 Ql?J : Rog(2) Ryg -1 ) ( )

Proof. We represent A, as a two dimensional perturbation of the block diagonal matrix

B(P) O . (1 (1
Ay = | + 17Dl ey + e e)) (2.20)
0 A}
and apply the resolvent perturbation formula. O

Note that in the definition (2.19) we use the normalization det 2(z) = 1.

Definition 2.14. Let p* = [p q] € R2. The matrix function

1 — 1 ppj 0 —1
N = — *3 = cfzpp ] ] =
a(z,¢;p) =1 — ——ppTi=c ;o [1 0 ] (2.21)
represents the so-called Blaschke-Potapov factor of the third kind with a real pole ¢
[31]. Note that (pp*j)? = 0. A specific factor related to infinity we introduce in the

form
0 -»p
a(z;p) = a(z,00;p) = [1 z—pq:|
p p

(2.22)

Theorem 2.15. Let pj = [pj qj]. The matriz function A(z), given in (2.19), pos-
sesses the following multiplicative representation

A(z) = a(z,c1:po)a(z,¢2;p1) - .- a(z, €g; Pg—1)a(2; Py)- (2.23)

Proof. We use the representation (2.16) and definitions (2.18), (2.22) to get A(z) =
Ao(z)a(z; pg), where

o [y = )T hup wp) (M — 2) T uaquap) |
WE=I=l 0 - o) wpmd (M -2 wmgmg)” *2Y

Recall, that u;p, u;q were defined in (2.15). Then, we use one after another (2.17) and
definitions (2.21) to get

2j-1(2) = Aj(2)a(z, cgr1-5; Pg—j);
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where . .
A () =T — (Mj = 2)" wipyuiq) (M —2)7 uiduip)|
! (M) —2) " upiui@) (M — 2) " uyd, uyg)
That is, we obtain (2.23). O

Definition 2.16. Let A € A(FE,C). Then the product (2.23) is called the transfer

matriz associated with the given A.

The role of the transfer matrix is described in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.17. Let A € A(E, C) with the transfer matriz A(z), given in (2.23), and
let A(z) :=tr A(z). Then the spectrum E ofjl is given by

E=A1Y[-2,2) ={z: A(z) € [-2,2]}. (2.25)
Moreover, A(z) is of the form (1.11), where

g
Aopg =1, Ao ijq]' +co=0, (2.26)
=0

and A\, = Ap(P) := —Res¢, trA(z), i.e.,

k—2 g—1
Mo = —tr {] ] a(ck, ¢j115P))Pe-1P%_1i [ [ a(ck, ¢j415p5)alcr; py)}- (2.27)
=0 j=k

Proof. A proof of (2.25) is the same as in the case of periodic Jacobi matrices. The
relations (2.26) and (2.27) follow immediately from (2.23). O

Proof of Proposition 1.17. First of all, we have a parametrization of A(E,C) by the
characters I'*. Tt is evident that, in the basis (2.7), multiplication by ¥ is the shift
S+l wfe = o Hgt1): Thus, the magic formula for GMP matrices corresponds to the

definition (1.11). The relations (2.26), (2.27) imply the form of the isospectral surface,
that is, (1.30). Conversely, if A(A) = S~6+D 4 8§91 then A is periodic by Nafman’s
Lemma [9, Lemma 3.4] (alternatively, see proof of Theorem 8.4). Therefore we can
apply Theorem 2.17. O

Later, in Section 6, we will use another representation for g,.

Lemma 2.18. ¢, allows the following alternative representation

g k—2 g—1
. 0 0
g9+ co = Y_tr{]] alck, cj15p)pe1Pi1i [ [ aler. ¢jr1:p;) [0 L] oo (2.28)
k=1  j=0 j=k Py

Proof. From the second relation in (2.26) and (2.24) one has

1 0 0 4 0 0
gg +Co = 5 trﬂo(z)[ 1}(1,2: Res. trQlo(z)[ 1],
g 271 |z|=R 0 E kZ:l k 0 p_g

which is (2.28). O
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3 GMP matrices, general case.

We hope after Theorem 2.17, and especially (2.27), it would be easy to perceive the
following notations.

Notation 3.1. For £ =1,..., g the following functions (polynomials) are given by

j+1 1 ;
Afk :A#( G+ )7"'7p]({;‘]+1)7p]({;‘])17 7p§]j)) (31)
. g_l
= —tr{ H a(cr, emr1: PSP (0 )5 T alers cmsrs pY)aler: p§)}
m=k
If, as before, psn) = psﬁﬂ) = pn, for all m € [0, g] this notation is simplified to
Ak(B) = A (Po, - -, Pk—1;P—1-- - Pg) = —Res, tr2(2). (32)

Lemma 3.2. Let A € A. Then the formal inverse to c; — A is well defined as soon
as Afk # 0. Moreover, each element of the inverse matriz is a rational function of

the coefficients Pj, Bj4+1 of the two consecutive blocks of A with the denominator Afék
In particular, the vector f(ck) such that (cp — A)f(ck) = ex—1, k = 1,..,g, with the
vector-components

fi = Filer) = {(fV(er)ntsop € 7,
obey fj(ck) =0 for j & {-1,0,1},

F M=o = (F 2 =0, (fD)p=..=(fV)y=0

and
Aﬁél,k(f(_l))k—l =1, Agfk(f(l))kq =1, (3.3)
A (FD), = (P ) Tk a(ck,cj+1§P§-_l))Pl(_l), kg1 (34)
’ Cr — Cl+1
A (D) = (o)) T, mll (zk’cljﬂ;pg ))p’(fl)l, m=0,...k—2 (3.5
— Cm+

Proof. We have a purely linear algebra problem. To find f(cj) we solve the system

—A(p-1)f-1 = 0,
(ck — B(P-1))f-1— Aofo = 0,
—A*(po)f-1 + (e = B(Bo)) fo — A1) /i = bk—1,
—A*(p1)fo+ (e, — B(P1))f1 = 0,
—A*(p2) fr
It is worth to recall that B(p) is an upper triangular matrix M(p) up to a one-
dimensional perturbation, see (2.16), and its main diagonal in this case is C, see defini-

tion (1.22). For this reason all inverse matrices to (cy — B(P)) can be found exactly like
in the previous section in terms of products of Blaschke-Potapov factors a(z,c;p). O

P-
Po

I
e

(3.6)
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Theorem 3.3. Let A € A. A belongs to the GMP class if and only if the forming
sequences {pj,q;} satisfy the following conditions

]iggAf(p(()j+l), ... ,pg_Jrll); ](321, .. ,pgj)) >0, forallk=1,...,9. (3.7)

Proof. The formal inverse to ¢ — A can be found explicitly, see the previous lemma.
Moreover, solvability of the system (3.6) is equivalent to (3.3). Thus, from one side, if
¢ — A is invertible we have

1 _ _
E (e — A) 7 ey g+1) k15 €5 g+ 1)1h—1)] < ll(ck — A)7.
Tk

That is, (3.7) holds.
In the opposite direction, the formal inverse operators exists since A}éﬁk = 0 for all k
and j. The following estimation is very useful

el o
Ha(Ck,C‘77p)H S elnfk:?&j ‘Ck;*cj" due to a(Ck,Cj§p) —e %S

PP (3.8)

Ca(9) 1Al
It shows that every non-trivial entry {(cy — A)lej, e,) is bounded by Clei“fkij ek =ejl
see (3.3)-(3.5). In this estimation C7 > 0 depends only on the infimum (3.7). Since the
formal inverse has only (2¢g + 3) non-trivial diagonals, we proved that all ¢, — A are
indeed invertible, i.e., ||(c, — A)7!| < oo. O

4 Jacobi flow, general case

Let us mention once again that Theorem 2.11 gives already a certain hint for a con-
structive definition of the Jacobi flow. It will be defined via the unitary transformation,
which after g rotations and one shift, maps GMP(cy,...,c,) into itself. The first rota-
tion creates the matrix A, which belongs (up to a suitable shift) to GMP(cg, ¢y, ..., cq—1)
class. Then we create a matrix of the class GMP(cy—1, ¢y, €1, ...,C4—2), and so on... On
the last step (making the shift) we get the required Jacobi flow transform, see (4.5).
Having in mind (2.10) and (2.11), we give the following definition.

Definition 4.1. We define the map
O : GMP(cy, ¢, ...,cq) = GMP(cy, c1, ..., C9-1)

in the following way. Let O = O 4 be the block-diagonal matrix

O_4
Op
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where Oy, are the (g + 1) x (g + 1) orthogonal matrices, see (2.9),

k k
[pé—)1 pg :

I,s 0

Or = [ 0 o((bk)]’ [singr. cosn] = \/( (k) )2+(pgk))z'

Then
OA:= SO3 A0S .

(4.1)

It is required, but easy to check the correctness of this definition. Note that for

p-entries of A = OA we get

13§0) = §-°_>1 cosg_y, 1<j<g-1

~ (p(o) ) + (p(O))2 )
p§0> \/(p;())l) + (pgo))2 coSp_1 = \l : (g 1 g el

—1 g
P2+ (52

Also,
~ 1 —1 -1
5(] 1)0§] Y . pé)O) = o(¢_1)* qf(] 1)1715] 1) ‘1|'Cg qg(,_11)p§) 1)
i) a8y e L S R

Thus, the g-entries have the form

] o(p-1).

G = —sing_ \/ 2, éj(o)pg —q]( )1\/(19;0_) )2+ (p)2.

Our next definition is a counterpart of (2.13).

Definition 4.2. We define the Jacobi flow transform
J : GMP(cq, cg, ...,¢4) = GMP(cy, ¢, ..., cq)

by

JA = 8§~ 09459+ = 0°9(§~(9+D) ggo+1),

Let us note that
S O(A)§9H = O(S~9HD A5,
This has an important consequence.

Corollary 4.3.
O(T"A) = T"(OA).

Proof. Due to (4.5) and (4.6) we get

J(OA) = 009(5—(g+1)(9A59+1) _ Oo(g+1)(5—(g+1)ASg+1) _
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Let us turn to explicit formulas for the given transform. First of all, we note that
JA = S71ULAULS, (4.8)

where Uy is a (g + 1) x (g + 1)-block diagonal matrix

Lemma 4.4. In the notation above, see also (2.15), we have

0
ldepl? |, 1<k<g.  (49)
—pr—1dxD

1

U(p)do = [de—101dx]

1
—p, U(p)o =
IR

Proof. 1t follows from a step by step representation of the block U(p) as the product of
orthogonal matrices, see (4.5),

[pe—1 lldip]l]

U(p) = [190_2 o(gbg)} [0(851) IQO_J , [singr cosoy] = o7
]

Theorem 4.5. Let A(1) = JA and let {p,ij)(l),q,gj)(l)} be generating coefficient se-
quences of A(1). Then

*

(4) :
gy (1 : j
- 0 B N I L0 BNPATARRS  BrS
oo Pl | = e | T PRI ‘
1 . .
qg—l( ) pE]j—)l(l)
p (1) = Wil gy - ooy = Bl (B PinPiea) gy
I Il =7 " P52l 155+
Proof. We get (4.10) and (4.11) from (4.8) by Lemma 4.4. O

Remark 4.6. In view of Theorem 4.5 the Jacobi flow on GMP matrices can be related
to an open (input-output) dynamical system, see (4.13). Let us fix a block-position
j = 0, but vary n in A(n + 1) = JA(n). Then the coefficients related to the next
block j = 1 are involved only in (4.11) and in a very specific way. If we define the two
dimensional input by

. 5 ﬁl(n)vﬁl(n»
a™(n) = [|pr(n)]l, 71 (n

)12
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and consider the parameters {py(n),qo(n)} as the internal state of the system, then the
open dynamical system is defined by

B (n) mm+w*yzpwwm>ﬂ[mmmnéﬂWﬁmem»o}
po(n+1) B(Po(n+1)) 0 1} [ a™(n)dg  b™(n) 0 1y’

(4.12)

and a®(n + 1) = ||po(n + 1)||. Note also that the output {a®"*(n + 1),b°"(n)} are

the Jacobi parameters of J = FA (cf. (1.29), (4.16)) and the input is related to

FS—(9+1) A§9+1 That is, this system represents the GMP transform on Jacobi matrices.

A(0) || P-1(0),q-1(0) 70(0), Go(0) 7(0), 3 (0) ||
ao(0), bo(0) a1(0),b1(0)
A [0 R0 a0
(4.13)
ao(1),bo(1) a1(1),b1(1)
A(2) || P-1(2),7-1(2) P0(2), q0(2) nE2La@) |l

Theorem 4.7. Let A(0) := A€ GMP(C), A(n+1) =JA(n), n € Z, and é_; :=e_;.
Define

€m = UA(O)SUA(l)S e UA(m)Sé_l, m > 0, (4.14)
o1 = STy ST U E1, m <O (4.15)

These system of vectors form an orthonormal system in 12, with respect to which the
following three-term recurrence relation holds

A1 =a(m —1)ép_o +b(m — 1)épn_1 + a(m)épn, (4.16)

where a(m) and b(m — 1) are given by

a(m) = [ (m)l| = /o )2 + -+ O m)2, bim—1) = p{~ (m)gl D (m). (4.17)

That is, A with respect to {€y,} is a Jacobi matrixz J, moreover the transformation (4.8)
corresponds to its shift ST1JS.
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Proof. This relation for m = 0 follows basically from the definition. We consider the
term related to €é_o, which is the most nontrivial in this case. We have

A= S—IU;(l_l)A(—l)UA(_I)S.

Therefore SAe_; = Ug(l_l)A(—l)UA(_l)eo. Using the block structure of U we obtain

P_SAe_y = Uy \P-A(=1)Uq_1ye0 = U;(l_l)e_lnﬁo(—nu. (4.18)

(=1)

Having in mind (4.16) and é_; = e_1, we formally define
a(—1)é_y :=S™1P_SAe_y, a(0)éy := PyAe_;.

Then, due to (4.18),
(=13 = [F(-DIS UL e,
which proves both (4.15) and the first relation in (4.17) for m = —1.
We can write a similar relation for A(1). Using definition (4.8), we rewrite such a
relation by means of the original A. As the result, we obtain (4.16) for m = 1, and so
on. Simultaneously, we proved Corollary 1.16. O

Remark 4.8. In fact {é,} is a basis in [?, see Proposition 5.5. That is,

oo
n=—oo

J=FA=F*AF, Fe, = é,,

and F' is unitary.

5 Spectral conditions

5.1 Killip-Simon spectral conditions for one- and two-sided Jacobi ma-
trices

First of all we mention the following

Lemma 5.1. Assume that J4 is a one-sided Jacobi matriz with essential spectrum on

E. Then it can be extended by a matriv J- = P_JP_, J € J(F), such that each c;
belongs to the resolvent set (domain) of the resulting matriz (1.25).

Proof. Let

-1

(5.1)

R(z) = 8*(J—z)_15:/ s _ [7’—(2)‘1 a(0)

x—z a0)  ry(2)7H 7

C_

where £ : C?> — [? such that £ [ ] = c_e_1 + cyep. In particular, for the diagonal

C+
entries of R(z) we have
1 1

"Ra_i(z) r_(2)




If r(cj) is zero or infinity, we choose J such that r_(c;) is regular, that is, r_(c;) # 0,
r_(c;) # oo. And vice versa, if 71 (c;) is regular, we set r_(c;) = 0. In both cases
R_1 _i(cj) # oo and Ry (cj) # co. Therefore the whole matrix (c;—J) is invertible. [

The spectral Killip-Simon condition can be formulated either in terms of measures
o+, see Definition 1.18, or by means of the matrix measure d¥ from (5.1).

Lemma 5.2. The measures o4 both satisfy the Killip-Simon condition if and only if
the matriz measure dX is supported on EUY and obeys

/E|log det ¥/ (z)]/dist(z, R \ E)dz + Z \/dist(yk,E)3 < 0. (5.3)

YkE€Y

Proof. We note two properties of an arbitrary function F(z), which is analytic in the
upper half-plan and has positive imaginary part. If such a function has a meromorphic
extension in an interval (a;,b;) C R then its zeros and poles interlay. Secondary, F'(z)
is of bounded characteristic in the upper half-plane, and therefore

log F'(x

From the first property we get that all poles of the first and second functions in (5.2)
satisfy the Killip-Simon condition in R\ E. Applying this fact once again we obtain that
poles of R_; _1 and Ry, that is the set Y, satisfy this condition. Similar observations
show the opposite directions.

With respect to the a.c. part of the measure we have

O N I (S |

-1

Therefore

/ — = (x)
det X'(z) = ‘ —r71(x) + a(0)2r_(x)

Applying (5.4) to r_(z) and —rjrl(z) + a(0)?r_(z), we obtain an equivalence of the
conditions for det ¥'(z) and o/, (z). O

5.2 Scalar and block-matrix spectral Killip-Simon conditions

Theorem 5.3. Let A € GMP(C). Its spectral measure satisfies (5.3) if and only if the
block Jacobi matriz A(A) belongs to the Killip-Simon class.

Essentially, it follows from the Lemma 5.4 given below. We prove the corresponding
lemma for a scalar measure o, assuming that o(c;) = 0. Note, even if we start with
an initial one-sided matrix J4 such that o4 (c;) > 0 for some j, due to the Lemma 5.1,
we always can get a two-sided J such that X(c;) = 0. Also, it is more uniform to set
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A(z) = gzl C])‘iz To pass to our case, where A(z) is of the form (1.11), it is enough
to send one of this c; to infinity by a suitable linear fractional transform.
So, let do be a scalar measure with an essential support on £ = A~1([-2,2]) such

that o(c;) = 0. We define the matrix measure d= by

/ dE(yZ) = / ﬁw*@)da(mwm (5.5)

y_

where

W@):[L " ] (5.6)

c1—T Cyg—x

In other words, d= is the matrix measure of the multiplication by A(x) in L3
with respect to a suitable cyclic subspace. Note that one can normalize this measure
by a triangular (constant) matrix L such that L* [ d=(y)L = I, that is, to choose an
appropriate orthonormal basis in the fixed cyclic subspace.

Lemma 5.4. Let ='(y) be the density of the a.c. part of the measure d= on [—2,2] and
o'(z) be the density of do, respectively. Then

 a@=y o' (@)

det E'(y) = (5.7)
Z:l Ak
Proof. Let {z1,...,2,} = A7 (y), y € [~2,2]. Then
Ey) = Y, W) 5W()
A(z)
Az)=y
0”(:21) 1 1
Al(x1) ci—x1 cg—T1
— W W, W=
”(z,) N
A (zg) C1—Tyg Cg—Zg
As it is well known
- (g — x; (¢ — ¢
detW:(—l)wHkQ( k) gl —€). (5.8)

ILk(c; — )

On the other hand,
[I(z — )

v AL =Yy
Therefore,
BRI | AT R | Ty
That is,
Moy = s =2 (e )

IT;(ze — ;) Il(ex—=5)
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Thus,

o eylar —25)%(ex — ¢5)°
[Ta') = [T (ck — ;) I;I A (59)

Combining (5.8) and (5.9), we obtain (5.7). O
Next, we prove the following general statement.

Proposition 5.5. Let a two-sided Jacobi matriz J be such that c; & o(J). Then, up
to the identification (p%),q,(%)) ~ (—p%), —q%)), there exists a unique GMP matriz A
related to the fized ordering C such that J = FA = F*AF. In particular F : 1> — 12 is

unitary.

We need to define a counterpart of a cyclic subspace (2.5) in the general case.
Assume that J = FA, see (1.25)-(1.26). Recall F' : [? — [? is the isometry

Fe,, = épn,

where €,, were defined in (4.14)-(4.15). In particular, Fe_; = e_; and FPy = P, F,

Fey=¢y= ﬁPJFAe_l. We note that

{(h=(A—ci)f: feli, (féo)=0}={he€l?:(he) =0} (5.10)

Thus, F*eg can be described by means of an orthogonal complement in the following
construction.

Let ¢ ¢ o(J) and, actually, it is not necessary, but let ¢ be real. Having in mind the
previous paragraph, we define

Be={h=(—-c)f: feli, (fe) =0} (5.11)
Recall that 74 (2) = ((J+ — 2) " teo, o).

Lemma 5.6. Let R = 13 © 13 .. This is a one dimensional space, i.e., Re = {sc}.
Moreover, we can choose

se = (J —c)"He_1a(0)sin ¢ + ey cos @), (5.12)
where - -
tan ¢ = tan p(c) = ry(c), 5 <¢ < 5 (5.13)

including ¢ = 5 if 71 (c) = oo, that is, c is a pole of this function. In this notations
/
2 r’(c) /
Il = e = #/(0) (5.14)
Moreover, the following two-sided estimation holds

min{a(0)?, 1} <o max{a(0)?,1}

(el + 11N — le) < dist3(c,o(J)) (5.15)
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Proof. If r, (c) # oo, we have . = (J; —c) tegcos p. Otherwise s is collinear to the

corresponding eigenvector of J. These prove (5.12), (5.13).
Further, we have

i (c)

ool = (71 = ) e, e0) cos” o = - sy

9

which proves (5.14). We use (5.1). Since [dX = I, we have

1 . s 1
CEAED () = / =0 = dist’(e,0(7))

Using (5.1), we obtain

- < R(c) |- " R(c) < _
(el + 1712 ~ 0 =8 = dist3(c,0(J))’
| r4(C i
or - _
R _ | 0 | R
I+ 12 = | 0 20| = disile. (7))
L T+ |

Comparing the values in the lower corner of these matrices, we get

1+ adri(c)? (o) 1+ adri(c)?
(el +[71)* = 77 = dist*(c,0(J))

Thus, (5.15) is also proved. O
Proof of Proposition 5.5. Defining s by (5.12), we obtain F*ey = m’%r In partic-
ular,

(0) He, a(0) sin p(cy)

p 0) = Ae_l,eo = Je_l, =

o 0 = Heveor = e P T e

Generally, we consider the ordered system of vectors
Heys ey Hey, €0- (5.16)

This system is linearly independent. Otherwise, there exists a nontrivial vector & =
{&;}7—o such that

0= ((J—2)" e_1aor4(2) +e0), % b0+ -+ eoly) = ((J4 — 2) e, #e o+ - + €oly)

1+ (2) cos p(c1) — sin ¢(cy)

r4+(2) cos P(cy) — sin @(cy)

_ o). byt oot — Egr+ 71 (2)€,
— <%(C1)£0+' ‘1‘%@!])&]—14‘69) T+(Z)_<M£O+”'+w£g—l>
Z—c z—cg z—cC 2= Cq
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That is, r4(2) is rational and the corresponding o has only a finite number of mass-
points, which contradicts to the original assumption that a(n) > 0 for all natural n.
In the spectral representation the system (5.16) corresponds to the vector-functions

1 [aosin(b(cl)]" 1 [aosinqﬁ(cg)}’[O]

x —cyp | cosg(cy) x—cy | coso(cy) 1

from L?ZZ' Jointly with its orthogonal complement they form (2g+ 2)-dimensional cyclic

subspace
1 _ 1 - _
F 1,0] 4t F Lg 1} + [5 14 (5.17)
z—cy | S0 x —cg | €0,9-1 0.9
of the operator multiplication by A(z) in this space. Being ordered and orthogonalized
in an appropriate way, it generates a GMP basis in Liz. The operator of multiplication

by the independent variable with respect to this basis forms A € GMP(C). Moreover,
its spectral matrix measure is d¥, that is, the spectral measure of the initial J. ]

Proof of Theorem 5.3. Clearly, the eigenvalue spectral condition on A corresponds to
the eigenvalue spectral condition for A(A) of the Killip-Simon class matrices with
asymptotically constant matrix-block coefficients.

We see now that the cyclic subspace (5.17) of A(A) for a two-sided GMP matrix
A represents indeed a simple two dimensional counterpart of the system (5.6). Subse-
quently the matrix measure d=s(y) of A(A) is of the form (5.5), i.e.,

d=s(y) 1 « [ I
/y—z "/mwz(w)dz(fﬂ)wﬂx), Wa(z) = o2 - o= I2-
We have
_ v Xz
50 = Y Wiz Wale)
Az)=y
(1)
Al(z1)
= W; Wy, Wo =W ® Is.
Y (zg)
Al(zg)

Using det Wy = det? W, by a two-dimensional counterpart of (5.7), we obtain an equiv-
alence of the Killip-Simon a.c. spectral conditions on A and A(A). O
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6 Theorem 1.20: the first step in a parametrization of
coefficient sequences of the Killip-Simon class

6.1 “Derivative” in the Jacobi flow direction

Let us make the block decomposition of A(A) in (¢ + 1) x (g + 1) blocks

_ b, w_1 Yo

where toy, is a self-adjoint matrix and vy is a lower triangular one, i.e.,

k k k

w((]’g .. w&; v&g 0 0
oy = | S R P

k k k k

Wl 0B )

Due to the previous subsection and general results on Jacobi block-matrices of Killip-
Simon class [9], the spectral condition (1.4) is equivalent to the boundedness of the
following KS-functional

Hy(A)=> h(v,10;,0;41), (6.2)
Jj=20
where

1 * *
h(Uj, 0, Uj+1) = 5‘51‘ (Ujl'lj + m? + Uj+1Uj+1) - (g + 1) — log det 0041,
Lemma 6.1. Let

1
O H(A) = S{A(T A)e—r, A(T A)e1) — 1 log(Tv)g ) (Tv)g).

Then
H, (A) = H(JA)+6;H(A). (6.3)
Proof. Comparing JA = STIULA(A)U4S and U5A(A)Ua, we note that §;H(A)
adds to Hy(JA) exactly that terms, which were omitted (beause of the shift) in the
trace-like expression (6.2) for PLULA(A)U,4. Further, since Uy is of a block diagonal
form, we have the following identities between the blocks of UA(A)U and A(A) itself:
tr U™ (p;)v;0;U(p)) = tr viv,, tr U*(ﬁj)miU(ﬁj) =tr m?,
tr U™ (55)0j419511U (0)) = tr 05410545

Also, all v; and U*(pj—1)v;U(p;) are triangular matrices, and we have

g .

[T = detv; = det U*(7;-1)0;U (7).

1=0

After that, we arrive to the conclusion that the right and left hand side in (6.3) coincide.
O
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6.2 “Derivative” in the GMP direction

Let ® be unitary in [? such that © : 13_ — li. We denote by Kg = 13_ S, @li. For
@n = UA(O)SUA(l) .. UA(n)S we have

,CG)7LSQ+1 = IC(..)n @ @nICSg+1 - ’ng+1 @ SQ+IICS7(9+1)®7LS9+1. (64)
The system €, ...,é,, € = Oje_1, forms a basis in Ke,, see (4.14), and ey, ..., e, is
the standard basis in Kge+1. By €; = @ng+1€_1 = BOjeq, j = 0,...,n, we denote a

similar orthonormal system in Sg+1/Csf(g+1)@nSg+1.

Remark 6.2. We will need both, the standard shift for GMP matrices A; := S~ A59+1

as well as the shift of A in the Jacobi flow direction, i.e., A(1) = JA. For this reason we

have to use quite complicated notations. Recall that U,(i?%(n) denotes the (k,m) entry of

the the block v;(n) in the matrix A(A(n)), where A(n) = J°"A. Then nl(i:l)(n) has the
same meaning with respect to the shifted GMP matrix A;(n) = J°"A; = (J°"A4); =

An)y, e 09 (n) = o) (),

km

Lemma 6.3. Let us define the partial sum for the functional IL_(A) by

. "1 B

Hyn(A) = Z{§<A(A(m))€—1, A(A(m))e—1) — 1 —log vl (m)ol?) (m)}

m=1
and let, as before,
1
h(v0, w0, v1) = Str {ojvo + w3 + o107} — (94 1) — log det bgo;.

Then

Hy ,(A) + h(vo(n),mo(n),01(n)) = h(09(0), 100 (0),01(0)) + Hy (A1) (6.5)

Proof. Let Pg
of the matrix

<o41 be the orthogonal projector on Kg, gs+1. We compute the trace

Py A(A)*[x

®,59+1 ®,S59+1

with respect to the two decompositions (6.4). In the first case we get

S (A A AlA)En) = 3 (AAm))e—r, A(A(m))e_) (6:6)
m=0 m=0

and

g
D (A(A)One;, A(A)Ope;) = tr {vg(n)*vg(n) + 1o (1) + v1(n)v1(n)*}. (6.7)
j=0
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With respect to the second orthonormal system we get

> (A(A)ej, A(A)ej) = tr {vj0 + W0 + 010} } (6.8)
j=0
and . .
D (A(A)em, A(A)em) = D (A(Ar(m))e—1, A(Ar(m)e-1). (6.9)
m=0 m=0

Thus the sum of the expressions in (6.6) and (6.7) is the same as in (6.8) and (6.9).
Next, we claim that for an arbitrary n

n

vho (0)... o2 (0) - T 9 (m H WD (m) - o) (n) .. v (n). (6.10)

Recall that vgg) (m) can be regarded as vggl)(m)l, see Remark 6.2. We prove this by
induction. Since

v (0) ... v (0) = det v(0) = det U* (71 )voU (o) = v,

D)ol (1) 0l (1),

g—1g-1
we have the following recurrence relation

WD) -0l (1)o@ (1) = o (0) ... oD (0)0 ) (1).

99 99 \V)Vgg
That is,
0 - 0
0 (0) 03 (0) - o) (o) (2) =0V (1) - ) (1) o) (1) (2)
_ _ 0
=ufy D (10" (2) - wg (2) - ofy) (2),
and so on... Thus, (6.10) is proved.
In a combination of (6.6), (6.7) and (6.8), (6.9) with (6.10) we obtain (6.5). O
Theorem 6.4. If H,(A) < oo, then Hy(A) < co. If
H (A) < oo and lim inf (0o (n), wo(n), 01(n)) = 0, (6.11)
then the Killip-Simon functional is finite, moreover H, (A) = H, (A).
Proof. We get H(A) < oo, iterating (6.3), morovere we obtain
Hy(A) = H(A) + im Hy (T A). (6.12)

If (6.11) holds we can pass to the limit in (6.5)
H ., (A) = h(vg, 00, 01) + H (S0 AG9+L),
Iterating this identity we get that H, (A) is finite, and, in fact,
H(A) = Hy(A) + lim H (S7m@H) AgmotD),
Therefore, by (6.12),
HL(A) = Ho(A) + lim H (S0 AS™OH)) 4 tim (7" A).

Since both limits are nonnegative, we obtain H, (A) = H, (A). O
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6.3 Proof of Theorem 1.20

Lemma 6.5. Let A € KSA(E,C) and A(n+1) = JA(n), A(0) = A. Then (1.31) and
the first relation in (1.32) are satisfied.

First we prove the following sublemma.

Lemma 6.6. Assume that for sequences i, and 1[1” there are sequences T, and T, such
that

Tn 0 . 7 1 0 2
that is, all entries of the above matrix form li -sequences. Assume in addition that there
is 1 > 0 such that for all n we have a priori estimations
> Tn 21,

COS wn > 1, cos szn >, > Tp 2> n. (614)

S|
S|

Then {e®¥n — t¥n tn>o € li.
Proof. Directly from (6.13) we have
{cos 1, — cos 1[1”}”20 S li and {7, cos ¢, — T, cos in}nzo € lf_.

Then (6.14) implies {7, — 75, }n>0 € [2. Now, we have another two conditions

{Tp siny,, — sin &n}nzo € li and {sin,, — 7, sin le)n}nz(] € li.

Therefore, ~
Sin ¢y, — Ty Ty Sin Wy, — T (sin e, — 7, sin vy,
belongs to {2, that is, {sinty, (1 — 7,7)}n>0 € 12. Thus, (72 — 1)sine, forms a 2-
sequence, as well as (1, — 1) sin),. Finally, since
sin ¥y, — siny, = 7, sin ¥, — sin ¥, — (T, — 1) sinay,,
both {sin v, — sin &n}nzo and {cos v, — cos &n}nzo are l%r—sequences. O

Proof of Lemma 6.5. The first relation (1.31) follows immediately from Lemma 6.1.

Let A = O(A), see (4.1). We use tilde for all entries related to A and A(A) (6.1),

respectively. The entries of A(n) we denote by {pg-k) (n), q](-k) (n)} and we use a similar

notation for the entries of A(A(n)) and A(A(n)). Due to Definition 4.1,

;)1 _1(n) 0 ©) -
v ; 1(n) )\opgo)(n) o(¢g’(n)) =o(g, () | (o)

Applying Lemma 6.1 to the matrix A, we obtain
{)‘Ol)go) (n) = 1}n>0 € ;3 ) {U;?;_l(n)}nzo € l_2|_.
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Similarly for the entries related to A we have {)\oﬁgo) (n) —1}n>0 € 12, {wé?;(n)}nzo €
I2. Thus, we can apply Lemma 6.6 with respect to (6.15). We get {sin ¢~V (n) —
sin () (n)} belongs to 12. That is, {pé__ll) (n) —péo_)l(n)}nzo €l2.

Using (4.2), (4.3), we get similar relations for all others j’s. Using (4.4), we prove
the second part of (1.31). O

Proof of Theorem 1.20. Lemma 6.6 implies that (vé:llzg_l(n) — 1)sin (bé_l)(n) form an

li—sequence, or, equivalently, see (3.1),
-1
{(A%, () = A)pi=) (W) }uzo € 3. (6.16)

(=1)

Since p,_y (n) may approach to zero, it does not imply yet that {Ai,g (n) —Ag} belongs

to li. Let us show that

(A%, () = Ag)al "y (m)}nzo € 2. (6.17)
Since inf,, <(q§:11)(n))2 + (pé__ll)(n))2) > 0, both (6.16) and (6.17) give us (1.33) for
m=g.

To this end, we note that

cos ¢y (n)

A" (n+1) = A", (n). (6.18)
lg oS ¢g—2) (n) lg
Indeed, by definition of the Jacobi flow
s
« oY
S 0,0 S
U(p-2(n)) 7 (n+1) =v_1(n)U(p-1(n))
* *
* * * Ué(]:ll)’g_l

the second from below entry in the last column in this matrix identity means exactly
(6.18). Therefore, by Lemma 6.6, we get

(A%, (n+1) = A%, (n)}nso € 13 (6.19)

Now, by (4.10)

(=1) >
<Aﬁﬂow—xw¢;?m>=—«Aigm>—xw%jkn+1ﬂh1<]y@7ﬁ(“m”
—1\n

—

In combination with (6.19) we have (6.17), and therefore (1.33) for k = g.
The same arguments with respect to OFA, k = 1,...,g — 1, in a combination with
(4.7), give (1.33) for all other k.
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Now we start with the conditions (1.31)-(1.33). Let us show that they imply the
second relation in (6.11). Due to compactness we can choose convergent subsequences

o

po(nk) = and  Go(ng) — 4. (6.20)

Let A be the periodic GMP matrix generated by (7, ). Passing to the limit in (1.32)
and (1.33) along the subsequence {ny} we get the isospectral conditions (1.30), that is,
A € A(FE,C). By the magic formula, b = I, = 0, where g,t% are blocks of A(A).
Recall that blocks of A(A) are formed by the coefficients of two consecutive blocks of
A, see Lemma 3.2. Therefore, due to (6.20) and (1.31), we obtain

lim wq(ng) = t%, lim vg(ng) = lim vy(ng) = b.
k—o00 k—00 k—00
Thus, limy o h(v0(nk), 0o (n1), v1(nk)) = 0.

To show the first relation in (6.11), we evaluate the entries of A(A)e_;. Let h(cy) =
(cr, — A)~te_1. In notations of Lemma 3.2 we have

(—1)) ,5(0) (p(—l))*j -1
B (e = L0 ey P P DT Py )
( (ea)) (f(_l))k—l( et Aﬁ,k Cl+1—ij1;£ (k. €541:05 )Py
5(0)
for k <1 and (h(=Y(c;41)) = —A?Z’ , where
—1,l+1

~(O) k—2 g—1

7 _ _ 1)k, 1)
[ﬁ€031] = T ale. cj1: 0 )pi, [w,i_ll) p,(g_ll)] = (P53 [ aler. cjaspS )i
k—1

j=0 Jj=k
(6.21)
We note that due to the uniform estimations (3.7) and (3.8), conditions (1.31) and
(1.33) imply that
{#L - 1} el?. (6.22)
A—l,k(n) n>0

For | < g, by definition we have

!
wp, (n) = opf D)l (1) + Aua (WD (er)u(m) + 37 M (er)(m).
k=1
We substitute in this expression ﬁ]go_)l from (6.21). Then (6.22) and the first relation
in (1.32) imply that {wl(;l)(n)} differs from the sequence {wl(;l)(n)}, see below, by a
lﬁ_—sequence; here

-1
* _
[ﬁ);_l)(n)] =p; () = [ [ aleirr, iy () (m)+ (6.23)
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L2 0) 0) (P () ' (1) (=1)
Z H a(cg, Cj+1; Py (n))pk_1(n)_7 H a(cy, Cj+1;P; (n))Pl (n)

C — C
=1 j=0 I1+1 kol

Using (1.31) once again, we can substitute in the last expression all p§0) (n) by pg-_l) (n).
After that, we note that the product

-1

k—2
[T ater. cjva:p5 " ()pgY () 0y ()% T] alers ej1:p8 " ()
j=0 j=k

is the residue of the matrix function Hé;% a(z,¢jq1; pg_l)(n)) at ci. It remains to use
the identity

! -1 (-1) -1
Res ¢, szo a(z, ¢jq1; p; (n)) (=1)
1] o . 24
kE:1 Z—ch i Cl(Z, Cjt1s pj (n)) (6 )

evaluated at z = ¢;41 and we get cancellation of the first and second line in (6.23), i.e.,
{w};”(n)} € I2. As result, we obtain {wl(;”(n)} €2 forall0<I<yg.

The diagonal entry require a little bit special consideration. To prove that {wg(,fgl) (n)}
belongs to li we use

) )

(
Pr—
# )
AT

—1
<A(A)€_1, €_1> = )\ng —|- Co — Z )\k ;

the second relation in (1.32), and, instead of (6.24), a more involved identity (2.28)
shown in Lemma 2.18. Similarly, one can prove that {vg(,jgl)(n) — 1} and {U;?l) (n)}, for
0<1<yg, form li sequences. Thus, by Theorem 6.4, H{(A) = IL_(A) < 0o and, due

to the matrix version of the Killip-Simon theorem A € KSA(E, C).
O

7 Proof of the main Theorem 1.5

7.1 From GMP to Jacobi

Assume that A € GMP(C). Let A(n) = J°"A. Recall that the coefficients of
the Jacobi matrix J = FA are given by (1.29) and [? properties of the coefficients
{P11(n),@x1(n),po(n),qo(n)} are given in Theorem 1.20. We consider the isospectral
surface ZSg given by (1.30), see (2.27), with the identification (p;,q;) = (—pj, —¢j),
j=0,...,9— 1. Note that this is a g dimensional torus, which we can parametrize by
a € RY/79 according to Theorem 2.8. Moreover, by statement (d) of Moser-Uhlenbeck
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Theorem [25, Theorem 4.7], for the given manifold

[ 9A1 97g 7
F B
oA1 ok,
Jdqo0 Jdqo0
s [TETE) <o, T@E=| & ... i . (@)
{P}€ISE O\, A,
o e
_aqul U a‘]gfl_

Note that evidently

0< _inf [(T@E)TE) ™' < sup |TB)TB)] < oo
{P}€ZSE {B}eZSE

We define a periodic GMP matrix A(a,,) generated by {p(an)} € ZSE such that

dist(Bo(n), IS i) = dist(Bo(n), Blan))- (7.2)

Using the standard Lagrange multipliers method, we can estimate the distance from

Po(n) to the isospectral set in terms of sup ||(T(B)*T(B))"!||. Then, by (1.32), (1.33)
and (7.1), we have

" dist? (o (n). Bla)) < o0 (7.3)
n=0
and also, see (1.29),
a(n)? — Aay) €12, b(n) — B(ay,) € 1% (7.4)

On the other hand, by (1.31)-(1.33) and the uniform smoothness of the Jacobi flow
transform (4.10), (4.11)

dist(Bo(n + 1), Blan — 1)) < C(B, J){dist(Bo(n), Blan)) + dist(Bo(n), B1(n))}-
That is,

o

dist(B(ans1), Blom — ) < C(E, J){dist(Bo(n), Blan)) + dist(Bo(n), B1 (n))}

+ dist(Po(n + 1), B(an+1))-
Since

lac = 8| < C1(B)dist(5(a), B(A)),
(7.3) and (1.31) imply

o
Z lea(n)]|? < 0o, where €4(n) := ani1 — (an — ).
n=0

In combination with (7.4), we obtain (1.8).

Remark 7.1. Of course in this proof it is not necessary to choose «,, as the best ap-
proximation to pg(n), see (7.2). It is enough to have this distance under an appropriate
control. This explains a certain ambiguity in the representation (1.8).
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7.2 From Jacobi to GMP

In this section our goal is to estimate p;(n) —f)j(ozn) and g¢j(n) — aj () by means of the
related distances dist((S™".JS™)4, J(E)) < oo and then apply Theorem 1.20. Therefore
first of all we prove the following lemma. Note that the relation (7.5) below evidently
implies a word-by-word counterpart of (1.3) in DKST, see Remark 1.7.

Lemma 7.2. Let J be of the form (1.8). Then

D dist2 (SIS 4, J(an)4) <00, an =Y eqlk) — pn. (7.5)

Proof. We have

n+k
|b(k + 1) — Blan — pk)| < lep(k +n)| + CL(E)| > el
j=n+1
where C1(E) = sup,epro /zs |lgrad B(a)||. For n < 1, we have
n+k n+k n+k
D\ 2 QWP <3 > D lealPRn® =3 3 > lealIPkn*
n>0 \k>1 j=n+l1 n>0k>1j=n+1 k>1n>0j=n+1
o o
<D kY klleal® <D eI Y K
k>1 j>1 j>1 k>1
Making a similar estimation for |a(k 4+ n)? — A(a, — uk)| we obtain (7.5). O

Before to proceed we make the following important for us remark.

Remark 7.3. Note that K, see Lemma 5.6, is well define for all z € C\ o(J). That
is, in fact, we have a Hermitian analytic vector bundle in this domain. Its fundamental
characteristic, the so-called curvature, is of the form Alog (s, s,), see e.g. [8]. Being
restricted on the real axis, it represents the Schwarzian derivative of 74 (z). Our further
considerations are based on estimations of related expressions and involve derivatives
of exactly this level, see Lemma 7.4 below. We can conjecture that a certain Hermitian
analytic vector bundle model, which generalized the model described in Section 2, is
possible for operators of Killip-Simon class. Under more restrictive assumptions, when
the absolutely continuous part of the spectral measure satisfies the Szego condition and
positions of the eigenvalues outside E obey the Blaschke condition, such model does
exist. This is the so-called scattering model for the given operator [28, 41, 27].

Lemma 7.4. Let J € J(E). In the notations of Lemma 5.6,

o o o

((J = J)ste, #e) = sin(p(c) — ¢(c)). (7.6)
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Consequently, there exists C = C(o(J),c) < oo such that

|sin(g(c) — p(c))| < Cdist, (Jy, J+) (7.7)
and simultaneously for the derivatives

o

(©)"™(c) = ™ (c)| < Cdisty (4, ) (7.8)
form =1,2,3 and n > |b(c)|.
Proof. We have

(T = J)5tes 326) = ((J — €)5tes 32e) — ((J — €) 52, 3c).
We simplify the first term

(e_1a(0)sin ¢ + eg cos @, 3te) = ——((J — €)e_1, 3¢) cos p = sin @ cos .

a(0)

Thus, ((J — J)se, #c) = sin p cos ¢ — sin @ cos @ and (7.6) is proved.
The upper estimation in (5.15) in combination with (7.6), (5.14) implies

sin((c) — o(e))] < Ve @@y =Dl o I = Dxell = 7 )

[¢] [¢]
[ [

e]
Now, the vector l%zofc in the functional model for J = J(«) corresponds to the normal-
e

ized reproducing kernel ﬁk?‘ , where (. € D is such that 3({c) = c¢. The components
el e

of this vector were estimated in (2.14). Thus,

1 ° o . °
1(J = J) || < C(E)disty(Jy, J4), [b(c)] <n <1,

[EA
and (7.9) implies (7.7).
To get (7.8) we differentiate (7.6) with respect to ¢
cos(p(c) = p(©)) () (¢) — (€)= ((J = )3, 3t6) + (] = T3, (%)), (7.10)
Since sin(p(c) — ¢(c)) was estimated from above, we have a uniform estimation for

| cos(p(c) — (c))| from below. Using (5.12), we evaluate »,. Based on its explicit form
and the estimation for ¢, we obtain that ||5| is also bounded by the distance from ¢

to o(J). Evidently, the coefficients of (5.)’ also satisfies (2.14). Thus,
. T = D5l + 1T = D) 1
’(w)/(c) —QO,(C)’ — ”( ) H” (‘J H( )( ) ”H C”
| cos(p(c) = ()]

implies (7.8). Taking the second and third derivatives in (7.10), we obtain (7.8) for
m=2,3. 0
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Corollary 7.5. If J is of the form (1.8) and A(n) = F~1(S™"JS™), then
Z 3 (1) = polen)? < 00, an = ealk) — pn. (7.11)

Proof. By (7.7), (7.8) we can estimate the difference

O, :a(n)sincp(cl)_&(O)Sm&(cl) T
Py (1) — po(an) ) e J = J(aw),

by means of dist((S™"JS™)+, J(an)+). Due to (7.5), we have (7.11). O

Finishing the proof of Theorem 1.5. It remains to show that (1.8) imply (1.31)-(1.33).
Similarly to (5.16), consider the ordered system of vectors

/ /
€1, ey, vy Mgy €05 Hoys - ooy oy s €1- (7.12)

Let us point out that the orthogonalization of the system

o o o o
€1, Heyy- -+ Heys €0, (c,) s, (%Cg)', e1 (7.13)

leads to the family {f]‘?‘}iitzl, see (2.6), where J = J(«).

To evaluate the Gram-Schmidt matrix of the system (7.12) we use

7’+(C]’) — 74+(Cm) Sin(tp(C]’) — @(cm)) )

(sc;, Hem) = P cos ¢(c;) cos o(cm) = —
J m 7 m
Therefore,
) = AL =l ) ele) )
and
) = SEEELEE () 4 )
gD et - G,

Having uniform estimations from below for all Gram-Schmidt determinants of the
system (7.13), from (7.7), (7.8), similarly to (7.11), we obtain

Z]pjm —pilam)|? < oo, Z\qj —qj(an)]* <00, m=-1,0,1, 5=0,...,g

This implies (1.31)-(1.33), in particular, Y 7, |p§-ﬂ)(n) —pg-o) n)? <o00,j=0,...,9—1.
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8 Appendix: one sided GMP matrices

We describe interrelations between one sided GMP and Jacobi matrices given by, see
(1.27),

do_(x)

r—z

r(2) = (] — ) Le_t,e 1) = (A — 2) e 1 e 1) = / (8.1)
Let us point out that both matrices have the same cyclic vector, and they are related
by a common spectral measure do_. It is assumed that ci,...,c,; do not belong to the
(closed) support of this measure.

Thus, as soon as A_ is given we can construct J_ in the usual way, making basis of
orthonormal polynomials. In the opposite direction we will construct an orthonormal
basis of rational functions in L?la,- The matrix of the multiplication operator by the
independent variable in this basis {73 (z)}r<_1 is A_.

Definition 8.1. To the given do_ we associate the orthonormal system

[ral@) ra@) . ora@] =1 g o gk L (8.2)

where L is the upper triangular matrix

f(()_l) E(()_2) f(_g_l)
/=2 o=9-D)

I — 1 1 ' ’ E}i—k—l) > 0’
S0

such that [ 7, (2)7;(z)do—(x) = 0 ;.
In other words, if D is the Gram-Schmidt matrix of the given system

—(cq) (r_)(_cl)( |
(ey) ... Tleoreled)

e, r(c;) —r(e) _ / do_(z)

D= . . . 5 )
: : : Cj —Ck (x —c¢j)(xz —cp)

ro(er) Hesld (o)

then L is defined via the upper-lower triangular factorization of D!
L*DL=1 or D™ '=LL" (8.3)

Lemma 8.2. The multiplication operator with respect to the orthonormal system (8.2)
represents the B-block of a GMP matriz (see (1.22), (1.23) ), that is, for the matriz B_y
given by

BV = / w7 (2) 7 (2)do_ () (8.4)
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its lower triangular part (including the main diagonal) is of the form

Bt = (m(0))* + C, (8.5)
where
g((]—l) [ 11 (x)zdo_ () 0
7 g((]—z) i [ 12(x)zdo_ () Lo Cyg
oD [ gr(a)rdo(z) o
Proof. Note that
e e TR | = PP [ R O

We substitute this and (8.2) in (8.4). Since constants are orthogonal to 7 (z) for all k,
except for k = —1, we obtain

B=ii|d 7P ] a0+ .. +]+L°DCL.
By (8.3) L*DCL = L~*CL. Since (L~'CL)™ = C, we have (8.5). O

Now, we consider the system (8.2) as a cyclic subspace for the multiplication by

A() )\0%+C0+Z T’ )‘j>07j207"'7ga (87)
Cr —

in Léa,' We inductively define the orthonormal system

Tomigi)-k1(@) = D IA @) @)+, m>1,0<k<g (38)

Lemma 8.3. The multiplication by A(x) with respect to the system (8.8) is a (29 + 3)-
diagonal matriz, or a (g + 1)-block diagonal Jacobi matrix
1 Uil

—1 g v¥,

< 3
|

G_ = , (8.9)

with upper-triangular vy ’s, having positive diagonal entries.

(m)

Proof. The relation G_e,, = W

em—g—1+. .. follows from the definition (8.8). That

is, v,, is upper-triangular. The fact that the operator is self-adjoint implies that all v},
are lower-triangular matrices.
Note that corresponding to this G_ matrix measure d=_(y) is of the form (5.5). O
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As it was claimed, we define A_ = A_(J_) as the matrix of the operator multipli-
cation by z in the basis (8.8). Evidently, G_ and A_ commute.

Theorem 8.4. In the given construction A_ = A_(J_) is a one sided GMP matriz.

Proof. In Lemma 8.2 it was checked that the block B_; has the required structure. We
claim that the same is related to the block A_;. Indeed, the function A(x)7_1(x) =

A(w)ﬁ(()_l) is a linear combination of x and functions from the chosen cyclic subspace,

see (8.7). That is, 7_g_o(x) is of the same form. Thus, for all j = —1,...,—g — 1, by
(8.6), x7;(x) is a linear combination of {7;(x) j_j:%. In other words A_; is of the form
Ay =do [p50 L P = a0, (8.10)
where
(p-1)* ::/T_g_g(m)a: [T-1(2) T—2(z) ... T_g_1(a)] do()
_ 1 1] ¢
- /7_9_2(3;)([9@ U g g5 O)Lde()
50 )]
= B(()_l) B(()_z) Ké_g_l) /T_g_g(:n)xda(:n) = A S
It remains to use the commutant relation G_A_ = A_G_. We have

0 A1 = Apdpyr, WpAgp1 + 0501 Bri1 = Brbgyr + Agp1tog.
Due to (8.10), we get
A_y = (v_2)0000(P—1)*0_7, that is, A_s =3o(F_2)*, (P_2)* = (v_2)o0(P1)"0 .

Generally,

Ay, = 0o(pi)*, where (k)" = (0%)00 (Frt1) 0jis- (8.11)

For B-blocks we have

Bjy = (0311 Brs1 + Wi Apgr — Ap10pq1)05 ;-

If we assume
Bry1 = Gey1(Pry1)” + My,

where My is upper-triangular, which main diagonal is C, then
By, = 051G (Fet1) 0 110800 (Do 1) 05 11+ My = (05141 +10500) (Fret1) 0 g+ M
where Mj, is also upper-triangular. From this relation and (8.11) we get
By, = @x(Pk)" + My,
1

where up to the first component the vector ¢ has the form m(nk+1§k+1 +1v50p) and
by definition M} preserves the structure of its main diagonal for all k. Note that this is
possible, since the term Ak+1mk+1t’1;i1 =4y (ﬁk.ﬁrl)*mk_i_ln];_il_l has a non vanishing entry
on the main diagonal only in the first component.

O
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