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A SPECTRAL THEORY OF SCALAR VOLTERRA EQUATIONS

DAVID DARROW AND GEORGE STEPANIANTS

ABSTRACT. Volterra integral and integro-differential equations have been ex-
tensively studied in both pure mathematics and applied science. In one direc-
tion, developments in analysis have yielded far-ranging existence, uniqueness,
and regularity results for Volterra equations. In the other, applications in sci-
ence have inspired a substantial library of practical techniques to deal with
such equations.

The present work connects these research areas by examining five large
classes of linear Volterra equations: integral and integro-differential equations
with completely monotone (CM) kernels, corresponding to linear viscoelastic
models; those with positive definite (PD) kernels, corresponding to partially-
observed quantum systems; difference equations with PD kernels; a class of
generalized delay differential equations; and a class of generalized fractional
differential equations. We develop a system of correspondences between these
problems, showing that all five can be understood within the same, spectral
theory. We leverage this theory to recover practical, closed-form solutions of
all five classes, and we show that interconversion yields a natural, continu-
ous involution within each class. Our work unifies (and rigorously grounds,
when applicable) several results from science: the interconversion formula of

Gross [30], recent results in viscoelasticity [53] and operator theory [5, 24] for
integral equations of the second type, classical formulas for finite Prony se-
ries [75] and fractional differential equations [37, 35, 55], and the convergence

of Prony series to CM kernels. Finally, our theory yields a novel, geometric
construction of the regularized Hilbert transform on L (R) [13], extends it to
a wide class of infinite measures, and reveals a natural connection to delay and
fractional differential equations.

We draw particular emphasis to practical applications of our work. On one
hand, we show how it simplifies many Volterra equations to pen-and-paper
calculations. On the other, connecting our theory with the AAA approxima-
tion scheme [60], we find a powerful, spectral method for working with scalar
Volterra equations numerically, which we demonstrate with a number of prac-
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tical examples.
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FIGURE 1. Our system of correspondences between the five core
classes of Volterra equations under consideration. Practical appli-
cations have inspired a broad library of practical techniques with
which to handle several subclasses within this correspondence; we
can identify many of these disparate results as special cases of the
theory presented here. For detail on the interconversion maps (B,
Br, and Bieg) and embeddings (¥ and W,.,) that make up these
correspondences, see Section 4. For detail on previous work in
these directions, see Section 2.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this work, we study five classes of convolution equations. The first is as
follows:

(8CM)  y(t) = cri(t) — coz(t) */0 K(t =7)e(r)dr,  2(0) =0 (if e #0),

where cg, ¢; are real'? with ¢; > 0, the source term  is a locally integrable function
on R} =[0,00), and K is a generalized-completely-monotone (gCM) kernel:

Definition 1.1. A smooth, non-negative function F' : Ry — Ry is completely
monotone (CM) if (—=1)JFU)(t) > 0 for all j > 0 and all ¢ > 0. A function
K : Ry — Ry is generalized CM (gCM) if K(t) = e?'F(t) for a CM kernel F and
a value o € R.

CM kernels describe a variety of phenomena, ranging from material stress-strain
relationships to current flow in electrical circuits; we highlight several applications
in Section 2. More generally, Volterra equations with CM kernels arise in any setting
where a quantity experiences exponential feedback according to its past values.

An illustrative example is provided by partially-observed linear time-invariant
(LTT) systems. Suppose a vector quantity q = (qo, g1, -.-, ¢n) evolves according to
the system

(1.1) q(t) = —Maq(t) + (1),

where M is a positive semi-definite matrix and f(¢) is a time-dependent forcing
term. In many applications, we are only able to observe the value of one element
of q, which we denote by gp. Formally solving (1.1) in terms of ¢, we can rewrite

dolt) = —Mao(t) + / K(t - )ao(r) dr + g(t),

where K (t) is an integral kernel dependent only on M and g is a modified forcing
term dependent on f and on the initial values of q. This program—an example of
the more-general Mori-Zwanzig formalism [35, 29]—reduces our system to model
the self-interaction of gy, as mediated by the other elements of q. So long as M
is positive semi-definite (PSD)?, this equation is of the form (gCM). As we show
later, the LTT example is highly general; any CM equation can be approximated to
arbitrary precision by finite-dimensional LTI models of this form (Theorem 4.17).

LTT systems model several key physical phenomena; for instance, they are used
to construct reservoir models for carbon transport [40], discussed in Fig. 2. In
this example, go would represent the carbon budget of the atmosphere, g0 would
represent the carbon budget of other reservoirs (e.g., the ocean or biosphere), and
f would represent the rate of emission into the atmosphere.

n this and other classes of equations, we more generally handle the case that Im ¢y > 0; the
subset with ¢p € R turns out to be the most natural setting for our theory, however.

2The case ¢1 < 0 of (gCM) will form a subset of the class (rPD) below.

3This hypothesis is not strictly necessary. One example relevant to carbon reservoir models
(Fig. 2) is, if Mg = 0 for k > 2, it turns out to be sufficient that the submatrix [M;;]i1<; j<n
is a product of PSD matrices. A more general investigation of LTI systems is outside the present
scope.
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FIGURE 2. A five-box reservoir model for the global carbon cy-
cle [46]. In such models, large environmental reservoirs of COq
are hypothesized to be well-mixed, such that the transport of CO,
between them is given by the total quantity in each. Such models

have been in use since the 1950s [20, 46], with subsequent de-
velopments introducing more reservoirs [17, 10], refined diffusion
effects [62], and more. Such models have seen extensive use in

understanding the global carbon cycle and anthropogenic effects;
for instance, they have been used recently to estimate historical
carbon budgets [44] and the impacts of radiative forcing [16] and
of burning biomass [15] on global temperatures.

Our second class of equations is as follows:

(gPD) y(t) = c12(t) — icox(t) —1—/0 K(t —7)x(7) dr, x(0) =z (if ¢1 #0),

noting the difference in sign with (gCM). Here, cg, c; are real with ¢; > 0, the
source term y is again locally integrable, and K is positive (semi)definite:

Definition 1.2. A function F': R — C is a positive (semi)definite (PD) kernel if,
for all finite collections of points {t1, ..., txy } C R, the matrix A defined element-wise
by Ajr = F(t; — ti) is self-adjoint and non-negative definite. A complex measure
K on R is generalized PD (gPD) if K (t) = (1— %)UzF(t) for a PD kernel F', with
fractional derivatives taken in a weak sense.

Remark 1.3. Although gPD kernels are defined using weak derivatives, we can see
from Bochner’s theorem (Lemma 3.3) that they must be classical functions. Indeed,
a kernel is only PD if it is the Fourier transform of a positive, finite measure; but it is
a classical result from probability theory that Fourier transforms of finite measures
are absolutely continuous, and so their weak derivatives (which include the class of
gPD kernels) must be classical functions, well-defined almost everywhere in R.

That the gPD class encompasses the PD class follows from Bochner’s theorem,
discussed below (Lemma 3.3). Examples of PD kernels are widespread in science
and engineering; for instance, this class includes Gaussian kernels K (t) et/ 2"2,
exponential kernels K (t) oc "I, and Paley-Wiener kernels K (t) o sinc(ot), each
with ¢ > 0.

Importantly, the gPD class includes all CM kernels, allowing us to solve (gCM)

when ¢; < 0. The sign of ¢; creates a substantial difference when solving these
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two classes of equations, however. If ¢; > 0, our analysis of gCM equations will
show that the equation necessarily admits an inverse equation of the form (gCM);
if ¢; < 0, however, the natural analogue is the class (gPD), explaining why the
program of Hannsgen and Wheeler [38] fails to find a completely monotone resolvent
to such equations. In fact, we solve this problem completely in Section 4.3, and our
closed-form interconversion formula reproduces the asymptotic results they derived.
Following a similar argument to the discussion of LTI systems above, we see that
gPD equations apply to partially-observed quantum systems. Namely, fix a Hilbert
space H, a (self-adjoint) Hamiltonian H, and a state |0) € H, and decompose our
wavefunction 1) € H as ¢ = ¢o|0) + ¢. If we write P =1 —]0)(0| and

H, = (0|H]0), H, = PHP,

then it is straightforward to show that ¢g satisfies the Nakajima—Zwanzig equa-
tion [59, 84]

o + iHodo + / (0| He =7 [110) o () dr = —i(0| He™ 1| (¢ = 0)).

Since H; is self-adjoint, this equation falls into the class (gPD) with
=1, c=—Hy,  K(t)=(0[He "H[|0),

and forcing determined by the initial conditions along the unobserved states.

By developing a natural duality between gCM and gPD equations, we will see
that any statement proved for one applies to the other. In fact, there is a third
class of equations we can bring into this correspondence, this time in discrete time:

(dPD) y(n) = cox(n) + > K(n — j)a(j).
§=0

Here, ¢; € C satisfies Recy > —1K(0), and K : Z — C is positive (semi)definite:

Definition 1.4. A function K : Z — C is a positive (semi)definite (PD) kernel if,
for all finite collections of points {iy, ...,ix} C Z, the matrix A defined element-wise
by A, = K(i; — i) is self-adjoint and non-negative definite.

It is well known that discrete and continuous time convolution equations can be
brought into correspondence [(1], though we carry the program further for Volterra
equations in the present work. In particular, we will see that this correspondence
gives rise to a new, geometric formulation of the regularized Hilbert transform
for functions in L*°(R), an object typically recovered from the general theory of
Calderén—Zygmund theory [13].

In turn, we will see that this regularized transform brings two more classes of
equations into our system of correspondences. In short, our fourth class of equations
is the following modification of the (gPD) class:

t

GPD)  yt) = cri(t) +% Kot — ) dr,  2(0) =z (f ¢1 #0),

—t
where ¢; > 0 and K is a real rPD kernel:

Definition 1.5. Suppose K (t) is a distribution on R. We say that K is a regularized

positive (semi)definite (rPD) kernel if K(t) = (1 — %)K’(t) weakly for a real PD

kernel K’. Comparing with Remark 1.3, we see that K is a tempered distribution
of order at most one.
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As we discuss below, the restriction that K’ (and thus K) is real can be lifted.
Even still, however, this class covers a wide variety of delay differential equations.
For instance, in Example 4.25, we solve the simple example

y(t) = c12(t) + z(t) + x(t — 1)

in closed form. We note that delay differential equations have found broad appli-
cations in biology, such as in the study of gene networks and neuron models [67].

Giving the same treatment to the (gCM) class yields our fifth and final class of
equations:

y(t) = c12(t) — cox(t /K1 (t—7)a(r)dr + — /KQt—T) (1) dr,
z(0) =xz¢ (if 1 #0),

where ¢; > 0, ¢g € R, K7 is a gCM kernel, and K5 is a CM kernel. Despite the
similarities between (gCM) and (rCM), the latter now encompasses a wide class of
fractional differential equations. Given « € (0, 1) recall that the Riemann—Liouville
fractional derivative is the operator [41]

a. 1 d (" f(r)
- D1 by ) e O

(rCM)

Fractional differential equations have been used to model anomalous diffusion pro-
cesses [56], complex media [12], and ladder models in materials science [37, 35].
Through our analysis, we now see that (generalized) fractional differential equa-
tions provide a natural ‘dual’ to Volterra equations with completely monotone
kernels, and that closed-form solutions to equations involving sums of fractional
derivatives [37, 35, 55] can be seen as a special case of a broader, spectral theory.

Equations of the form (rCM) also connect closely to an open question in anal-
ysis [12]; given an arbitrary kernel K and a Volterra equation of the first kind
y = K x x, when does the interconverted equation take the form

% /0 J(t —7)x(r)dr

for a kernel J depending on K? Classical work of Abel demonstrates this principle
for the kernel K (t) = ¢t~ « € (0, 1), and work of Gripenberg shows that .J generally
has to be measure-valued for such a relation to hold [32], but the question remains
generally open [12]. Although we do not discuss the problem in depth in the
present work, our work implies necessary and sufficient conditions for this relation
to hold for gCM and gPD kernels K with appropriate regularity requirements, and
it provides exactly the form that J takes in such cases.

In general, integral and integro-differential equations of these classes have been
studied from several perspectives. We outline a more complete history in Section 2
below, but we note that much is already known about the solution of such equations.
On the side of pure mathematics, linear Volterra equations are covered by a variety
of existence and uniqueness results, both classical and recent [33]. CM equations
have been studied in particular, as well. In the integral case (i.e., ¢c; = 0in (gCM)),
it is well-known that the resolvent of the equation is another CM kernel, and in the
integro-differential case (but with the sign ¢; < 0), it is known that the resolvent
differs only from a CM kernel by an exponentially-decaying function [38].

x(t) =
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Independently, applications in science have inspired powerful methods of solving
these equations. Gross developed a (now classic) ‘interconversion’ formula to re-
cover the resolvent of (gCM) in the special case of ¢; = 0, and his work was recently
formalized by Loy & Anderssen [53]. In turn, Loy & Anderssen leveraged the the-
ory of Aronszajn [5] and Donoghue [24], which relates the integral case (again with
¢1 = 0) to the problem of rank-one perturbations of linear operators. Gross also
studied fractional differential equations in the context of ladder models in materials
science [37, 35], and classical, closed-form solutions exist to solve problems involv-
ing finite sums of fractional derivatives [55]. More recently, Bhattacharya et al. [3]
derived a similar, closed-form equation for CM equations involving finite Prony
series, extending standard techniques previously developed for such problems [75].
We discuss both the viscoelastic and operator-theoretic sides of the problem (and
of the literature) in Section 2.

In this work, we aim to bridge the gap between theory and application, and to
connect these disparate techniques within a unified framework. Namely, we develop
a system of correspondences between the five classes of equations we consider, and
we show how they can all be understood within the same, spectral theory. This
allows us to rigorously prove closed-form solutions for all five classes, and to show
that interconversion forms a natural involution within each class. In the context
of (gCM), for instance, it reduces to the formula of Loy & Anderssen [53] for CM
equations of the second type (i.e., with ¢; = 0 and ¢y # 0), and yields a duality
between gCM equations of the first type (¢; = ¢g = 0) and gCM integro-differential
equations (¢; # 0). In the context of (rCM), it greatly generalizes existing intercon-
version results relating fractional derivatives to Mittag—Leffler integral kernels, and
showing that these results form a special case of a larger duality between general-
ized fractional differential operators and gCM kernels. Moreover, we show that the
involution provided by interconversion is continuous in all five classes of equations,
under topologies appropriate to each. This result justifies the approximation of CM
kernels by Prony series [75, 70, 63, 36], for one, and offers an (exactly) equivalent
approximation scheme for the other four classes of equations.

In Section 3 and Section 4, we introduce our system of correspondences and the
basic structure of our spectral theory, and we present closed-form solutions and
continuity results for each class of equations. We handle (dPD) in Section 4.1,
(gCM) and (gPD) in Section 4.2, and (rPD) and (rCM) in Section 4.3. Involved
in handling the latter two classes is a novel construction of the regularized Hilbert
transform in Section 4.3, which generalizes it to a wider class of non-decaying
measures on R and reveals a natural connection to delay differential equations
and fractional differential equations. We highlight analytical examples throughout
Section 4, demonstrating how our work brings a wide variety of Volterra equations
within the realm of pen-and-paper calculation.

We prove the correspondences between our five classes of equations in Section 5,
and we develop our spectral theory in Section 6, Section 7, and Section 8. We
present the numerical side of our work in Section 9. Namely, by connecting our
theory with the AAA algorithm for rational function approximation [60], we recover
a new, spectral method for working with scalar Volterra equations. We introduce
our numerical algorithm more concretely in the sequel, focusing here on supporting
and leveraging our analytical theory. To this end, we give numerical demonstra-
tions of our theory applied to a number of practical problems: fast interconversion
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of Volterra equations, interconversion from noisy time series data and/or sparsely-
sampled integral kernels, approximation of generic integral kernels with Prony se-
ries, and others. Finally, in Appendix A, we show how to use our closed-form
solutions of Volterra equations in order to estimate the condition number of inter-
conversion in various limits.

Our codebase has been made available at the following GitHub link:

https://github.com/sgstepaniants/time-deconvolution

1.1. Note on infinite time horizons. In any of our integral or integro-differential
equations, one might be interested in an infinite time horizon, where we specify
homogeneous conditions as ¢ — —oo. For instance, (gCM) would then take the
form

y(t) = c1@(t) — cox(t) — /_ K(t —7)x(r)dr.

Our results adapt straightforwardly to this setting; in this case, all that is necessary
is replacing the use of the Laplace transform in Section 5 with the bilateral Laplace
transform

calils) = | T yt)e e,

— 00

The same can be carried out in the case of (¢PD) and (dPD).

1.2. Note on higher-order integro-differential equations. As we have pointed
out, CM equations of the second type (i.e., with ¢; = 0 and ¢y # 0) have been
treated by existing literature [53]. One might wonder, then, could we solve CM in-
tegral equations of the first type (¢; = ¢g = 0) or CM integro-differential equations
(c1 # 0) by integrating or differentiating a second-type equation appropriately?
The answer turns out to be, sometimes, but not consistently.

To see this, suppose we begin with a (¢CM) Volterra equation of first type (i.e.,
1 = ¢g = 0), with a strictly CM kernel K (t), and we differentiate (and negate)
both sides:

~i(t) = KO)a(t) + [ Kt =)atr) i

This equation is now of the second type, and it follows from Definition 1.1 that
—K(t) is CM, and thus that the equation is of the form (gCM). Putting aside pos-
sible concerns over numerical differentiation, this procedure requires the additional
hypothesis that K(0) < oo, or equivalently, that K is locally integrable near 0.
In turn, this hypothesis is violated by important examples of CM kernels, such as
those corresponding to fractional integrals [41].

It turns out that integro-differential CM equations are covered even less com-
pletely using this ‘integration by parts’ strategy. Here, we start with a CM equation
of the second type, i.e., with ¢; = 0 and ¢y # 0 and a strictly CM kernel K, and
we differentiate to find

—y(t) = —co(t) + K(0)z(t) + /0 K(t —7)z(r)dr
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Once again, it follows from Definition 1.1 that K () = —K (t) is CM. However, from
the hypothesis that K(t) itself is CM, we require that

o0 o0

0< lim K(t) :K(0)+/ K(t)dt = —¢, f/ K(t)dt,
t—o0 0 0

which places substantial requirements on ¢y and K. Roughly, this requires that the

contribution from the integral term is dominated by that of the ¢y term.

If the additional hypotheses on ¢y and K are met, however, this allows us to
lift the requirement that ¢; > 0. In fact, taking further derivatives extends this
program further; so long as each derivative is ‘dominated by’ the contribution from
the next, in an appropriate sense, this allows us to handle CM integro-differential
equations of arbitrary order.

2. PRIOR WORK

As discussed above, existence and uniqueness results for Volterra equations of
the first type (i.e., ¢c; = ¢g = 0 in (gCM)), Volterra equations of the second type
(c1 = 0, ¢g # 0), and Volterra integro-differential equations (¢; # 0) have been
derived in several classical textbooks [33]. For example, it is well-known that the
resolvent of a Volterra equation of the second type with completely monotone (CM)
kernel is given by another CM kernel [33]; we will see that the theory derived in this
paper confirms this fact. In the integro-differential case (but with ¢; < 0, outside
the present scope), it has also been shown that the resolvent differs only from a
CM kernel by an exponentially-decaying function [38].

A particularly simple case of (gCM) arises when K is given by a finite sum of
exponentials:

K(t) = Z bie %t

where a;,b; € R with b; > 0. In this case, the Laplace transform takes our integro-
differential operator to a rational function, and interconversion reduces to calculat-
ing its reciprocal. This algorithm has been discovered repeatedly in the analysis of
integral equations [79, 63] and in the theory of viscoelastic materials [36, 3, 54, 43, 8].
When K does not take this simple form, however, the ‘reciprocal’ operation in the
Laplace domain must be formalized more carefully to arrive at the correct inversion
formulas. In the case of Volterra equations of the second type, such a procedure can
be reduced to the perturbative operator theory of Aronszajn [5] and Donoghue [24];
and indeed, this approach has been recently applied by Loy & Anderssen [53] to

formalize previous results in viscoelastic theory [34, 26]. As discussed, materi-
als science applications have also inspired closed-form solutions to other classes of
Volterra equations, including CM equations involving finite Prony series [75, 8] and

finite sums of fractional derivatives [55].

A core task of our paper is to recontextualize these results within a broader and
more-accessible framework, thereby solving a far wider class of problems. Before
doing so, however, it is valuable to review the foundational results—from both
pure and applied sciences—that have contributed to our current understanding of
Volterra equations.
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FI1GURE 3. The Kelvin—Voigt and Maxwell models of viscoelastic-
ity, describe materials as (potentially-infinite) collections of springs
and dampers, connected in series or in parallel, respectively. The
spring-damper elements in each model can be indexed by a position
variable x, giving rise to a position-dependent strain (displacement
gradient) e(x,t) and stress (force gradient) o(z,t). The map from
average stress €(t) to average strain o (¢) in a Kelvin—Voigt ma-
terial is a Volterra integral equation of either the first or second
type, while for Maxwell materials, the map from average strain to
average stress is either a Volterra integral equation of the second
type or a Volterra integro-differential equation.

2.1. Materials Science. Materials are defined by their response to applied stresses.
Elastic solids deform (e.g., strain or shear) under force, but return to their original
configuration as soon as the force is removed; viscous fluids resist deformation, but
also resist returning from a deformed state. Naturally, then, viscoelastic materials
give rise to a rich family of stress-strain relations.

The simplest examples of viscoelastic materials are constructed from springs and
dashpots. When a single spring-dashpot pair is connected in parallel, we recover
the Kelvin—Voigt model:

1

o(t) = Ee(t) + vé(t), E 1 sv

Llo](s) = LIe|(s),

written in both the time and Laplace domains. Here, o is the applied stress, € is
the resulting strain, F is the material’s elastic modulus, and v is its viscosity.

The Kelvin—Voigt model can be extended straightforwardly to encompass inho-
mogeneous media. If we connect Kelvin—Voigt spring-dashpot pairs in series over a
continuous interval z € [0, 1], we find

(2.1) Llo](z,s) = (E(x) + sv(2))L]e](z, 5)-
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Since our elements are connected in a one-dimensional chain, the applied stress
must be constant throughout the material:

a(m,t)z?(t)i/o o(z,t) dx,

so (similarly writing €( fo x,t) dx) we can integrate (2.1) to recover

(2.2) ( / m)wxs) — C[d(s).

Note that if v(x) is strictly positive, then back in the time domain, the Kelvin-Voigt
model corresponds to a Volterra equation of the first type relating average stress
to average strain:

/ J(t —71)5(r)dr = (J 0)(t),

where the creep compliance function J is given by

J(t):/olE(lx)(l—e %)dm‘

Here, the derivative v(z) should be computed weakly (i.e., in terms of distributions)
if it does not exist classically. The Kelvin—Voigt model is illustrated on the left-
hand side of Figure 3. Notably, if v is allowed to vanish anywhere in the domain,
the relationship between € and @ becomes a Volterra equation of the second type.

In a different direction, we could start with a single spring-dashpot pair con-
nected in series, recovering the Maxwell model:

% n @ — (1), (2, + i) Llo)(s) = sL[€](s)-

The Maxwell model is illustrated on the right-hand side Figure 3. By connecting
these pairs in parallel over a continuous interval x € [0, 1], now orthogonal to the
direction of stress, we obtain

(E(ng) T V(lx)> L[o)(z, s) = sLle|(z, ).

Now it is the strain that must be constant throughout the material, so a similar
analysis as above shows that

L[5)(s) = (/01 %)sﬁ[@](s).

E@ T v

Back in the time domain, this corresponds to a Volterra equation of the second
type relating average strain and stress, so long as E(x) is everywhere finite:

t
a(t) = / Gt —1)e(r)dr = (G *€)(1),
0
with the relazation modulus G defined by

(2.3) / E()e o5 da.

Notably, if we allow E(xz) — oo anywhere in the domain, this is replaced by a
Volterra integro-differential equation relating average strain and stress.
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Although F and v generally differ between the Kelvin—Voigt and Maxwell mod-
els, any linear viscoelastic material should have well-defined, physical values of
7, € J, and G. Moreover, the kernels J and G always satisfy the resolvent (or
interconversion) formula

(G *J)(t) =t,
which can be used to uniquely determine one from the other [26]. This program was
first carried out by Gross, to derive analytical formulas relating J and G [34, 36].
Gross’ interconversion formulas became a cornerstone of viscoelastic theory [26, 55],
though a formal proof (as well as a study of the continuity of interconversion) was
given only recently by Loy & Anderssen [53].

In fact, the proof of Loy & Anderssen only covers a certain class of materials.
As mentioned above, if E(z) — oo for any z in the Maxwell model, the expression
(2.3) must be replaced with an integro-differential equation relating € to @. The
operator-theoretic techniques leveraged by Loy & Anderssen (which we return to
shortly) do not apply in this case, putting this class of materials outside the scope
they studied. Physically, these materials correspond to a Maxwell model where
some spring-damper elements have no springs. Mapping to a Kelvin—Voigt model,
this corresponds to a system where v(z) vanishes for any x, or physically, where
some spring-damper elements have no dampers.

Mathematically, the work of Loy & Anderssen allows one to solve Volterra in-
tegral equations of the second type (with CM kernels). Among other applications,
the present work extends their results to cover Volterra integral equations of the
second type and Volterra integro-differential equations, allowing us to study the
classes of viscoelastic materials outside of their scope.

Materials science has also inspired a host of other solution methods for par-
ticular classes of Volterra (and related) equations. For one, classical results in
the field allow for analytic interconversion of finite Prony series [75, 8] and finite
sums of fractional derivatives [55], which are key to the ladder models employed
by Gross [37, 35]. We will see that these results, along with the work of Loy &
Anderssen discussed above, form special cases of a more general theory of Volterra
interconversion. In the sequel, we also discuss how the spectral interconversion
method developed here gives rise to an efficient scheme by which to approximate
arbitrary kernels by finite Prony series.

2.2. Electrical Networks. Electrical networks are typically built from resistors
(R), which resist the flow of electric current; inductors (L), which oppose changes
in current by exchanging energy with a magnetic field; and capacitors (C), which
manipulate the flow of current by exchanging energy with an electric field. Mathe-
matically, these elements relate the current I to the voltage V' in a network by the
equations

(2.4) V(t)=RI(t), V() =LIt), V(t):% /0 I(s)ds.

Arranging these elements in different network configurations allows us to achieve a
broad array of transfer functions that map current I to voltage V and vice versa [21],
and these networks are used in a wide array of applications including signal filtering,
audio processing, and communication systems. Writing in the Laplace domain,

(2:5)  L[V](s) = RLU](s),  LIVI(t) = sLLU](s),  L[V](s) = %ﬁ[ﬂ(S)’
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we see that composing these elements in series or in parallel leads to transfer func-
tions between I and V that are biquadratic, i.e., rational functions of degree at
most two [58]. This is a fundamental difference from transfer functions in materials
science applications, which are rational of degree at most one. Hence, electrical
circuits are able to act on complex frequencies in I and V, leading to behaviors
such as resonance and phase shifting.

In practical applications, the use of RLC circuits may be unnecessary if modula-
tion of complex frequencies is not needed, and RC or RL networks built with two of
the three components may still offer important lowpass or highpass signal filtering
functionality. The transfer functions of RC and RL networks are once again rational
polynomials of degree one, and are therefore identical to the viscoelastic transfer
functions described earlier [58, Chapter 4]. In fact, even the Kelvin—Voigt and
Maxwell models discussed in the previous section have natural analogues in Foster
synthesis [7]. As such, the interconversion theory for integro-differential Volterra
equations derived in this paper are applicable to general RC and RL circuits in
much the same way as they are to viscoelastic materials.

2.3. Operator Theory. With particular choices of parameters—corresponding to
the case studied by Loy & Anderssen [53]—our problem can be recast in the lan-
guage of operator theory. Namely, fix a Hilbert space H, and suppose A is a
self-adjoint operator with simple spectrum o(A) C R. The spectral theorem guar-
antees that, for a (non-unique) non-negative measure A on o(A4), the operator A is
unitarily equivalent to the multiplication operator f(s) — sf(s) on L?(a(A), ). If
there exists a cyclic vector v € H, i.e., such that {v, Av, A%v, ...} C H span a dense
subspace of H, the measure A can be uniquely chosen such that

(v ] Av)y = /sd)\(s).

We say that A is the spectral measure of A corresponding to v. In this context,
there is a unique Borel functional calculus; for any real-valued Borel function f on
R, there is a unique (generally unbounded) operator f(A) on B such that

(0] )0) = [ £s)aAs
In particular, we say that v € H_1(A) if
(0] (14 A2)~1/2) — /(1 + )72 ) < oo,
and in this case, we define the Borel transform
Frtvs (u] (A—t)1v) :/

The Borel transform provides a natural setting in which to study the spectral theory
of A. In particular, consider the rank-one perturbation

Ay =A+av(v|-)

d\(s)
s—t’

for @ € R, and let A, be the spectral measure of A, corresponding to v. The Borel
transform F, of A, is related to F' using the Aronszajn—Krein formula:

F
Fo=
1+ aF
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from which key spectral properties of A, can be derived. For instance, work of
Aronszajn [5] and Donoghue [24] leverages this formula to recover explicit formulas
for A, in terms of ), corresponding to our Theorem 4.10 in the case ¢ = —a !,
c1 = 0. As one consequence, for a; # g, they deduce that the point spectra of
A, and A,, are disjoint.

The Aronszajn—-Donoghue theory has since been extended in a number of direc-
tions. Simon and Wolff derived a necessary and sufficient criterion for the pertur-
bations A, to have pure point spectrum for almost all « [72], and they showed that
the “almost all” qualifier cannot be dropped in general. Gordon [30, 31] and del Rio
et al. [22, 23] (independently) took this analysis one step further, showing that for
a wide class of operators A, there is an uncountable number of « for which A, has
pure singular continuous spectrum. All three groups applied their results to ran-
dom Hamiltonians, where spectral results can be related to questions of Anderson
localization; see the review by Simon [71] for more details.

Separately, Gesztezy and Simon explored the strong-coupling limit « — oo,
showing that the (weighted) spectral measures of A, converge weakly to a measure
Poo o0 R, and Albeverio and Koshmanenko [2] related this limit to the Friedrichs
extension of A. More recently, Albeverio, Konstantinov, and Koshmanenko [1] have
extended the Aronszajn—Krein relation to the case v € H_5(A), i.e., when it is only
known that

(v] (14 A*) 1) = /(1 +5%)71d) < o0,

Frymark and Liaw [28] have applied Aronszajn—Donoghue-type techniques to ex-
plore infinite iterations of rank-one perturbations.

As a result of our theory, we will see that several results of the Aronszajn—
Donoghue theory can be obtained using substantially different techniques, by fit-
ting the Aronszajn—Krein formula into a larger family of interconversion relations.
In this sense, our work complements, extends, and recontextualizes this existing
theory, though the most general case of our results is not directly applicable (as of
yet) to operator theory.

2.4. Signal Processing. The field of signal processing focuses on the analysis,
modification, and synthesis of time-dependent signals, which may be relayed as
physical waves, electronic signals, or any other form of time series measurement [9].
A classical problem in the signal processing literature is that of signal deconvolu-
tion [66], which we present here in the discrete-time setting for convenience. Given
a known filter K (n) and output signal y(n), we aim to determine the input signal
x(n) that satisfies the convolution equation

n

(2.6) y(n) = Z K(n—i)x(i).

i=—00

We can transform this problem into the spectral domain by taking a bilateral Z-
transform,

n=—oo

interpreted as a formal power series in z. We can likewise define Y = Z[y] and
H = Zy|K], defining K(n) = 0 for n < 0. The function H is called the transfer
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function; with mild assumptions on K, it is a holomorphic function on the unit
disc D. Rewriting (2.6) in the spectral domain, we obtain

Y(z) = H(2)X(z)

where convolution transforms into pointwise multiplication. For continuous-time
deconvolution, a similar transformation is accomplished by replacing the Z-transform
with the Laplace transform.

Continuing in the discrete-time setting, the classical solution to the deconvolu-
tion problem is given by the frequency domain deconvolution formula,

=G(2)Y(2)

where G(z) = 1/H(z) is defined wherever H(z) # 0. One objective of the present
work in the discrete-time setting is to rigorously extend this formula in cases where
H vanishes on the boundary of D, which appear in a variety of problems of interest.

If H is analytic and nonzero in D, then of course, its reciprocal G is analytic and
nonzero as well. The inverse transform J = Z '[G] is thus a causal kernel (i.e.,
with J(n) = 0 for n < 0), and we find

(2.7) X(z) =

(2.8) x(n) = Z J(n—1)y(3).

The deconvolution problem is one of the most classical examples of an ill-posed
inverse problem [66, 11], as small errors in y are magnified to become large errors
in  whenever H(z) is small. As such, instead of studying the perfect deconvolu-
tion problem discussed above, the signal processing literature has proposed several
regularized variants:
(2.9)

X(2) = Y(z)

T, x(e) = My, () - L)

A7) TR

where H denotes the complex conjugate. These methods all give rise to different
regularized filters G¢(z), each of which approximately solves the inverse problem as
X(z) = G:(2)Y (2). The first two filters listed in (2.9) are pseudoinverse filters and
the third filter is a form of Tikhonov regularization, sometimes called the Wiener
deconvolution filter [11] if € is chosen to scale with the level of noise in y. Only the
first of the filters G.(z) in (2.9) is holomorphic in the unit disk, and hence it is the
only filter for which J, = Z~ 1@G,] is causal. The latter two filters are non-causal,
and an alternative Shannon-Bode construction must be used to enforce causality
exactly [31].

A fundamental problem with frequency domain deconvolution is that the regular-
ization in G biases the estimation of the true inverse filter G(z), potentially leading
to large errors in the reconstruction of x. Furthermore, the spectral reconstruction
X(2) = Go(2)Y (2) is typically evaluated at N equispaced points z, = e?™*/N on
the unit circle and then inverted by the FFT to estimate z(n). This approach is
efficient and performs inversion in near-linear time, but assumes that x,y are N-
periodic and hence enforces this assumption in the reconstruction of x. In this pa-
per, we develop analytical formulas for the non-regularized inverse transfer function
G(z), thus mitigating the bias introduced by traditional frequency deconvolution
approaches and removing a major source of error in this ill-posed problem.
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An alternative approach to deconvolution is time-domain deconvolution, which
directly solves (2.6) by forming the Toeplitz triangular system

z(0) y(0)
y = Tx, X = , Yy = :

#(n) y(n)

where T € R"FDX( D) with T}; = x ;51K (i—j), and where we have assumed that
x(n) = 0for all n < 0. Assuming K (0) > 0, this system can be solved by computing
an inverse (or pseudoinverse) of T, a method referred to as Finite Impulse Response
(FIR) Wiener filtering. Performing deconvolution in the time domain alleviates the
need to compute spectral properties of noisy signals y, as would be required by
frequency deconvolution. However, inverting a triangular Toeplitz matrix is most
easily done with forward substitution and Levinson recursion [82], each of which
has computational complexity O(n?). Although there exist FFT-based algorithms
for deconvolution in near-linear time, they are generally either complex in their
implementation or make strong regularity assumptions on the spectrum of K [17,

, 51]. We show in Section 9.5 that our general theory matches this runtime
with an easy-to-implement, highly-general spectral method for deconvolution in
the context of (dPD).

2.5. Numerical Analysis. Numerical solutions of Volterra equations have been
developed for both linear and nonlinear equations. Linear equations can be solved
in either the spectral or time domain. Methods for spectral inversion have been
outlined in the section about on signal processing, so we focus here on inversion in
the time domain.

For linear Volterra equations of the first and second type, discretization through
Newton—Cotes quadrature leads to a triangular Toeplitz system, much like those
discussed in the preceding section. Such systems can be inverted through forward
substitution, Levinson recursion, or more involved superfast methods based on
repeated applications of the fast Fourier transforms [14, 14, 51]. For linear integro-
differential equations, the convolution kernel can be discretized with Newton—Cotes,
Gaussian, or other quadrature schemes, and the resulting delay differential equation
can be integrated numerically [4]. We investigate these methods for solving linear
Volterra equations in Section 9.2, and we show that analytic interconversion using
our general theory is able to match the accuracy of these approaches. In the sequel,
we work to improve our algorithm to achieve high-order, spectral accuracy.

Although not explored in this work, there exist a variety of methods for ob-
taining numerical solutions of nonlinear Volterra equations. Important classes of
algorithms consist of iterative methods based on Picard iteration, series solutions
such as the Taylor or Adomian decompositions, analytic conversion into initial
value or boundary value problems, direct numerical quadrature for integral equa-
tions and time stepping for integro-differential equations, or a combination of these
approaches [52, 78].

3. PRELIMINARIES

We largely study our Volterra equations under the action of various integral
transforms, where they can be related to questions of measure theory. To make
progress, we introduce the following notation:
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Definition 3.1 (Sets of Measures). Let Moo (IR) and M(S) be the spaces of Borel
measures of locally bounded variation on R and on S*, respectively. We define the
following subsets of each:
(1) Let M(R) C Mjoc(R) be the subspace of finite measures.
(2) Let My 10c(R) C Mipe(R), M4 (R) € M(R), and M, (S') € M(S?) be
the subsets of non-negative measures, excluding the zero measure.
(3) Let M (R) C M4 (R) be the subset of non-negative, compactly supported
measures.
(4) For any n € R, let M™(R) C Mjoc(R) be the subspace of measures A on
R such that [(1+ s2)7"/2d\(s) < co. In particular, M (R) = M(R).
(5) Let M (R) = M j0c(R) N M™(R). In particular, M\”(R) = M, (R).
(6) Let Méﬁ%(R) be the set of measures \ € MT) (R) with inf supp A > —oc.

The notation MEZQ,(R) is inspired by the fact that, for any A € Méﬁ;(R), the
bilateral Laplace transform

L) = / =7t d\(0)

is dominated by exponential growth or decay as t — co. Also note that M(f) (R) C

./\/lg_m)(R) and Mg(%(R) C MEZQ(R) for n < m. To make contact between the
theory on the circle and the theory on the real line, we make use of the embedding

Y MA(R) — M(S?) given by

(3.1) aA(s) = 7(1 + 5) g, 0ldA|(s),
where

11—z _ T —w
(3.2) ¢:z»—>zl+z, ¢1:wr—>i+w,

are the Cayley maps between the unit disc and the upper half-plane. For in-
stance, if ds and df are the Lebesgue measures on R and S, respectively, then
Ylds] = (27r) =1 df. The utility of this embedding will largely be in relating integral
transforms on the circle to integral transforms on the line, which we discuss shortly.

Such measures provide a helpful dual language for all three of (gCM), (gPD),
and (dPD), albeit, in slightly different ways; we return to the more-involved classes
(rPD) and (rCM) in Section 4.3.

Lemma 3.2 (Bernstein [30, 33]). A kernel K : R — Ry is generalized-completely-
monotone if and only if

K(t) = / et d\(o)

for a non-negative Borel measure \ with infsupp A > —oco. We write A = L, '[K]
and Ly[A] = K for the (bilateral) Laplace transform in this context.

Lemma 3.3 (Bochner [65]). A kernel K : R — C is positive definite if and only
if it is the Fourier transform of a measure A € M4 (R), and generalized-positive-

definite if and only if it is the Fourier transform of a measure A\ € MS:)(R). We
have K(0) < oo if and only if A € M4 (R), in which case, K takes the familiar

form
- /e‘iwtd)\(w).

=
)
=
I
>
>
=
I
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We write X = FL[K] for the (inverse) Fourier transform.
Likewise, a kernel K : Z — C is positive definite if and only if it is the (discrete)
Fourier transform of a measure A\ € M, (S'):

K(n) = /0 " emin0 g ().

We apply the same notation for the Fourier transform in this context.

As such, we can reduce all three classes of equations to the common language
of non-negative measures. In turn, we largely study these measures by extending
them to holomorphic functions:

Definition 3.4 (Integral Transforms on S'). For any A € M, (S!), we define the
Cauchy transform

27 —i6
1+e ™2
. A (z) = ———d\(#
(33) A = [ T i),
viewed as a holomorphic map on the open unit disc D C C. The real part of Q[\](2)
is known as the Poisson integral,

27 2
) . 1—r
3.4 P[N(re”) = Re Q) “’:/ dx(e’
(3.4) DI(re”) = ReQIN(re) = | fg g an@),
and the imaginary part is the conjugate Poisson integral:
27 : /
- 2rsin(6 — ¢')
3.5 Im Q[\)(re™) = dx(#").
(3:5) m Q[A)(re™) /0 1—2rcos(d —0") 4 r2 )
These integral transforms can be seen to be isometries of appropriate function
spaces. To see this, following the notation of Axler et al. [6], we define the following

harmonic Hardy spaces on the disc:

Definition 3.5. Suppose h is a real harmonic function on D, and fix 0 < p < co.
We say that h € hP(D) if, for all » < 1, the circular traces e? + h(re?¥) are

uniformly bounded in LP(S%). We define ||h]|n» = sup, (5= [ [h(re®)[? do)"/".
In this language, we have the following classical results:

Proposition 3.6. The following classical results are established, for instance®, in
Axzler et al. [6]:

(1) The Poisson kernel P : X\ — P[)] is an isometry from M(S') (with varia-
tion norm) to h'(D) (Herglotz—Riesz) .

(2) If 1 < p < oo, the map P : f v P[(2n)"Lf(e')d0] is an isometry from
LP(S1) to h?(D).

(3) If X\ € M(SY), the measures N\, = (2m) L P[\](re?) df converge weakly to A
asr — 1.

(4) If X € M(SY), and \. € L'(S") is the density of its continuous part with
respect to the mnormalized Lebesque measure (27)~1df, as furnished by the
Lebesgue decomposition [69], then P[A] has non-tangential limit \. almost
everywhere in S*.

In particular, we make use of the following corollary:

4Respectively7 these correspond to Thm. 6.13a, Thm. 6.13b, Thm. 6.9, and Cor. 6.44.
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Corollary 3.7. For any A € M, (S') and o € R, there is a unique holomorphic
function Q,[\|(z) on D with positive real part such that Im Q,[A](0) = o and where
the measures A, = (211) "' Re Q,[\|(re?®) dd converge weakly to X\ as v — 1. This
function is given by

2m e—wz
(3.6) Q@) = QW) +io = [ 1

o m d)\(G) + 10.

We say that Q[ is the o-Cauchy transform of A, and we define the o-Hilbert
transform to be its imaginary trace along S*:

(3.7) H,[\(e?) = lim1 Im Q[\(re'?),
T
well-defined almost everywhere in S* [6]. We set H[\] = Ho[\].

Proof. One such function is provided by (3.6). Indeed, it is clear that Im Q,[A\](0) =
o; furthermore, standard arguments show that Q,[A](z) is holomorphic and of
positive real part, and Proposition 3.6.3 shows that A\, — A weakly as r — 1.
Suppose a distinct function h on D satisfies all three properties. From the weak
convergence of (27)~! Re h(re'?) df to A, we see in particular that ||\, || is uniformly
bounded in r; but then Reh € h'(D), so Propositions 3.6.1 and 3.6.3 uniquely
identify Re h = P[)\]. Of course, the harmonic conjugate Im h of Re h is unique up
to a constant term [18], from which the lemma follows. O

The utility of this one-parameter family of integral transforms is best seen by
mapping our setting to the real line. The standard definition of the Cauchy trans-

form on the real line is as follows; for any A € ME:)(R), we set

OrlN(2) = / idX(s)

m(z—s)
This is a holomorphic function on the open half-plane H = {z € C | Imz > 0},
defined (up to the addition of an imaginary constant) by the property that

Re Qr[A|(t + ig) dt — dA(t)

weakly as € — 0. The imaginary part of this limit is known as the Hilbert transform
on the real line:

Lo ) dA(s)
(3.8) Hg[N(t) = éll_% Im Qr[M|(t + i€) = p. v./ Tl—s)
defined almost everywhere in R. Here, the (Cauchy) ‘principal value’ of the integral
is taken [45]—in other words, the contour of integration is understood to travel

above any singularities (i.e., in H) of Qgr[\].
Then we note that, for any A € MS:)(R) C Mf) (R) € M (S1), with the latter
inclusion provided by the map (3.1), we have

B9 QuINIee) = [ SR [ BB

w(z —s) (1 + s2)
where

= Qr[A(2) —ior(}),

() 3 sdA(s)
or : M}’ (R) = R, A /77r(1+32)

measures the imaginary part of Qgr[A] at z = +i. Intuitively, the imaginary offset
of Qr[A|(z) is fixed by the requirement that Qr[A](z) — 0 as z — oo, but the



A SPECTRAL THEORY OF SCALAR VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 21

FIGURE 4. Visualization of the Cauchy transform @ given by (3.3).
By adding an imaginary component to the Cauchy transform,
we recover the one-parameter family of o-Cauchy transforms Q.
given by (3.6); these transforms allow us to capture the Cauchy
transforms on the circle and real line (and in fact, any Jordan
curve) using the same theory. By taking the imaginary trace of @
and @), along the unit circle, we recover the Hilbert and o-Hilbert
transforms, respectively.

imaginary offset of Q[)[\]](¢~1(2)) is fixed by the requirement that Im Q[[A\]](0) =
0. Since 0 = ¢~1(i), it is exactly the functional o that quantifies this difference.

Critically, this insight implies that the Cauchy transform on the real line (and
similarly for any Jordan curve) can be seen as a special case of the one-parameter
family of transforms furnished by Corollary 3.7, with o = or(A). Of course, a
similar statement for the Hilbert transform follows:

(3.10) HYpN(¢71 (1) = Hr[M(t) — or(N).

Before proceeding, we develop a quick result characterizing H,[)\] outside the
support of A:

Lemma 3.8. Fiz 0 € R. If A € M (S"), then H,[\| is smooth and strictly
decreasing (in the counterclockwise direction) on each component of S*\supp f. In
particular, if A € M4 (R) is compactly supported, then t — Hg[ = [A]](—1/t)
is smooth and strictly decreasing in an interval of t = 0.

Proof. Fix a component I C S*\ supp ), so that A = 0 uniformly on this interval.
For any 6y € I, it follows from (3.5) that

H,[\(00) = 0 + p.v./

cot (L2 d\(9) = a+/ cot (222 dA(0).
Sl

S\



22 DAVID DARROW AND GEORGE STEPANIANTS

Since the integrand has a partial derivative (with respect to ) defined almost
everywhere, a strong version of the Leibniz rule [27] shows that

d 1
— H,[\(6p) = _7/ csc? (%-2) dA(0) <0,
do S1\1

with equality if and only if A = 0. Since the cotangent is smooth with each derivative
uniformly bounded in S\ I, we can deduce similarly that H,[)] is smooth in I. The
final claim follows from choosing I 3 —1 and applying the Cayley transform. [

4. MAIN RESULTS

As discussed above, much of our analysis is carried out two steps removed from
the topic of Volterra equations, in the setting of holomorphic functions on the disc.
Section 4.1 s dedicated to understanding positive measures on the circle, which are
related to holomorphic functions on the disc through Corollary 3.7. We introduce
a natural involution B on the set M (S!) x R, we show it to be weakly continuous,
and we develop a practical closed-form expression for B. We show how the map
B corresponds to the solution (or interconversion) of the discrete-time equation
(dPD), giving a flavor of our subsequent results for continuous-time equations.

Section 4.2 deals with the latter problem by pulling our S* theory back to the
real line. This motivates the definition of an involution By on a large subset of
ME:)(]R) x R x Ry, writing Ry = {¢ € R | ¢ > 0}; this construction pulls back the
more-natural involution B under the embedding M(j)(R) C Mf)(R) C My (S
provided by (3.1), except on certain subsets where it fails. Before exploring how
widely Br can be defined, we show how it corresponds to the interconversion of
both (¢CM) and (gPD). We then develop a practical closed-form expression for Bg
over a wide class of measures (implying, for one, that it is well-defined for such
measures), along with two more-specialized results in this direction. First, we see
how Bgr reduces to known interconversion formulas for Prony series [75, 8] when
AE ./\/l(j)(]R) is discrete; second, we see how it can be modified to handle (¢PD) in
the diffusive case, when Imc¢y > 0. Finally, we show that By is well-defined over
several wider subsets of Bg, capturing all examples of (gCM) when either ¢g or ¢;
is non-vanishing, and we show that Bg is continuous on these subset with respect
to natural refinements of the weak topology.

Finally, Section 4.3 extends our theory on the real line by constructing a regular-
ized Hilbert transform H,., for measures in Mf)(R); this represents a novel, geo-
metric perspective on the regularized transform usually recovered from Calderén—
Zygmund theory [13]. Corresponding to Hyeg is a new involution Bieg, now defined

on all of Mf). After proving similar closed-form expressions and continuity prop-
erties for Byeg, we show how it yields interconversion formulas for both (rPD) and
(rCM) in different limits—finally closing the loop on our Volterra theory.

We illustrate each of these results with simple analytical and numerical examples
(see Fig. 6), showing how our work brings a variety of Volterra equations within
the realm of pen-and-paper calculations. Our work also yields a powerful, spectral
method to solve more complicated equations, as we discuss further in Section 9.

4.1. Measures on the Circle, and Discrete-Time Volterra Equations. On
the circle, our primary object of study is the following involution:
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FIGURE 5. Visualization of the interconversion map B between
(A co) and (p,¢p), related by (4.1). This map directly allows
for the interconversion of discrete-time Volterra equations of the
form (dPD), but can also be leveraged to solve integral, integro-
differential, delay differential, and fractional differential equations.

Theorem 4.1 (Inversion in M, (S1)). For any cy € R and any A € M, (St), there
are unique (o € R and p € M4 (S') such that

Qeo[N(2) Q¢ 1l (2) = 1.

In this context, we write

(4.1) B[, col = (1, Co)-

The map B is an involution of M, (S') x R, continuous with respect to the product
of the weak topology on M (S') and the standard topology on R. By evaluating at
the origin, we find

AN+ zeo) ([l +iCo) = 1,

with || - || the total variation norm on M (S*).

Theorem 4.1 is proved in Section 7; in fact, we prove a significant generalization
of the theorem, applying to a wide class of nonlinear functions applied to Q[A].
We are interested in calculating B explicitly, for which we introduce the following
notation:

Definition 4.2. Suppose A € M (S'). Define the zero set of X as

No(\) = ﬂ clos {ew € S| limsup Mexpi[f — 6,0 + 8])/26 < 5}.
>0 6—0

If )\ is a continuous measure with continuous density, for instance, the set Ng(X)
corresponds exactly to the zeroes of this density. So long as Ny(\) is not too badly
behaved, we can compute B exactly:
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Theorem 4.3. Let A € M (S'), and write supp A\ C St for its closed, essential
support. Fix cy € R and suppose that
Z" = (No(A) Nsupp A) U {z ¢ supp A | H[A](z) + co = 0}

is discrete®, i.c., if z € Z', there is an € > 0 such that |z — 2’| > € for any 2’ # 2
in Z'. Write A\, € L*(SY) for the density of the continuous component of \ with
respect to the normalized Lebesque measure (2m)~1df, and write B[, co] = (i, Co)-
Then we find

(4.2) dp(0) = (2m) " pe(e) 6+ Y Bi5(6 — 6;) db,
o, €Z

where the continuous part is given by

(43) peley = ——— A g,
Ae(€)2 + (H[N(e?) + co)
and the discrete part has weights
1 (i (0+6:) -1
(4.4) Bi = ~1 (/ m d)\(G)) e Ry
for all €% € Z in the discrete set
(4.5) Z = No(AN) N {z € S*| H\(z) +co = 0}.
Finally, we have that
(4.6) Co = Tm [([IX]| +1dco) ™.

We prove the (substantially harder) case of the real line below, as Theorem 4.10;
our proof can be adapted straightforwardly to the case of S'. Although our ulti-
mate aim is to pull B back to the real line to understand continuous-time Volterra
equations, it is also directly useful for solving discrete-time Volterra equations. We
prove the following proposition in Section 5:

Proposition 4.4 (Solution of (dPD)). In the setting of (dPD), assuming that
Recy > —1K(0), write
¢y =co —2Recy — K(0), K'(n) = K(n) +6(n) (2Reco + K(0)),

where §(n) is a discrete delta function. It is easy to verify that K'(n) is positive def-
inite, and that the pair (¢}, K') give rise to the same discrete-time Volterra equation
as (co, K) but now satisfying the equality Recy = —3K'(0). Write A = F'[K'] €
M, (SY), and define

(p, ¢) = BIA, 2Im ¢, J = AFul.
Setting (o = 2i¢, — 5J(0), the equation (dPD) is satisfied by

n

(n) = Coy(n) + Y J(n = j)y(j)-

=0

We can illustrate this result with a simple, analytical example:

5This definition allows Z’ to be infinite, so long as the limit points of Z’ do not themselves
belong to Z’.
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Example 4.5. Fix —1 < a < 1, and consider the equation

n

y(n) =Y (j+alz(n - j).

=0

Following Proposition 4.7, we make the choice ¢y = —1, K'(n) = (|n|+1)al"l+d(|n|),
which corresponds to the measure

2 do 2
(1 — aei?)2 27 Q) = (1 —az)?’

By comparing against the statement of Theorem 4.1, we see that ), = 0 and
du(0) = Re[(1 — ae?®)?] df /4, and thus that

J =26(n) —2ad(n — 1) + a*s(n — 2), Co=-1.
Putting these ingredients together, we find
2(n) = y(n) — 2ay(n — 1) + ay(n — 2).

This inversion is shown in Fig. 6.

dA(0) = Re

4.2. Measures on the Line, and Continuous-Time Volterra Equations. In
treating integral and integro-differential equations, we are primarily interested in

the pullback of the involution B to R. Now, the embedding 1) : M(f) (R) — M (SY)
defined by (3.1) nearly covers its entire codomain, with the only element in the
cokernel being the Dirac measure §_; € M (S!) at —1 = ¢~!(c0). To understand
how the latter ‘should’ behave under our map, we calculate
Qo-1](¢71(2)) = —iz.
We can combine this expression with that of (3.9) to develop a slight extension
of our embedding 1, to account for both constant contributions to A as well as
possible ‘poles at infinity’. In short, if ¢ € MSLD(R), co € R, and ¢; > 0, we know
that there is a value ¢, = m(og(\) — ¢9) € R such that
QU + me1d-1)(¢7(2)) +ich = Qr[N](2) — i ™" (co + c12),
with 7 scalings chosen for later convenience. To codify this relationship, we write
U MPR) xR xRy — My (SY) xR,

\I/P\, Co, Cl] = (wp\] + 71'7101(5,1, O’R()\) — 7T7100) .

The behavior of W is shown in Fig. 7. In particular, we see that it allows us to pull
the involution B back to the line in a natural way. More rigorously, Theorem 4.1

(4.7)

implies that, for any measure A\ € M(f)(R) and parameters ¢, € R and ¢; > 0,

there is a unique measure p € Mf) (R) and parameters ¢{, € R and ¢; > 0 such
that

QU™ (2)) —im ey —im~terz) (QEu)(¢™ 1 (2) —in ¢y —in'¢iz) = L.

As indicated above, we are primarily interested in the case that both A\ and p
are known to live in Mil)(R); this property corresponds to local integrability of the
kernel K (t) in Lemma 3.2, for instance, and we will discuss sufficient conditions
for this to occur later (see Theorem 4.17). One can still interpret both of our
integro-differential equations when A, u € MS_Q)(R) \ MS:)(]R), a topic we return to
in Section 4.3.
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FIGURE 6. Simple examples of three classes of Volterra equations
studied in this paper: (gCM), (gPD), and (dPD). The first col-
umn shows the spectral distributions A\ and p, defined on R for
(gCM) and (gPD) and on S* for (dPD), showing the behavior of
the involutions Bg and B. The second column depicts the Volterra
kernels K and J corresponding to these spectral distributions. In
the third column, we confirm that the predictions of our theory in
Examples 4.11, 4.13, 4.15, and 4.5 correctly solve the corresponding
Volterra equations. Namely, we show that given a Volterra equa-
tion with kernel K, input z, and output y, the inverse Volterra
equation with kernel J successfully reconstructs the input 7 = z
from y.



A SPECTRAL THEORY OF SCALAR VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 27

FIGURE 7. Commutative diagram showing how continuous-time
Volterra equations, corresponding to triples (A, ¢g, ¢1), can be lifted
to the circle by the map ¥ defined in (4.7). The interconver-
sion maps B (corresponding to discrete-time equations (dPD)) and
Br (corresponding to integral and integro-differential equations,
(¢CM) and (gPD)) are directly related by the embedding ¥.

If \ue MS})(R), then the values or(A),or(p) € R are well-defined by (3.9),
and we see that
(QrN(2) — in teg — iwilclz) (Qrlpl(2) — it ¢ — iﬂflglz) =1,
where cg = or()\) — 7 ¢, and (o = og(n) — 7 1¢] are both real. In parallel with

Theorem 4.1, we write

(48) Br [)‘7 €0, Cl} = (/La CO; Cl)

in this context, though we note that B is not well-defined for all A € ME:)(}R);
we discuss sufficient conditions for Bg to be well-defined in Theorem 4.10 and
Theorem 4.17, below. The utility of Bg is highlighted by the following results:
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Proposition 4.6 (Solution of (gCM)). Suppose K : R — C is a gCM kernel for
which A\ = L;'[K] € MS%)(R) In the setting of (¢CM), suppose (u,Co,C1) =
Br[\, co, c1] is well-defined with p € Méi{,(R), and write J = Ly[p]. Then (gCM)
is satisfied by

—a(t) = Ci(t) — Coyl(t) — / J(t = r)y(r) dr — exmoJ (2).

Proposition 4.7 (Solution of (gPD)). Suppose K : R — C is a ¢PD kernel for
which A\ = F71K] € MS:)(R). In the setting of (gPD), suppose (i, (o, C1) =
Br[\, co, c1] is well-defined, and write J = Flu]. If p € Mg_l)(R), then (gPD) is
satisfied by

t

wa(t) = ilt) ~ iou(®) + [ I r)ylr)ds + i )
0
Remark 4.8. As discussed in Section 1.1, both Proposition 4.6 and Proposition 4.7
can be adapted to homogeneous initial data with an infinite time horizon—i.e.,
x — 0 as t — —oo. For this, we need only to change the lower bound of each
integral above, from 0 to —oo, and discard the term depending on x.

Both results follow straightforwardly from analyzing our equations in the Laplace
domain; we prove them both in Section 5. Much of our focus in this section, then,
will be on characterizing Bg. We start by developing a practical formula for Bg,
for which we need the following analogue of Definition 4.2:

Definition 4.9. Suppose A € M 1oc(R). Then we define the zero set

No(\) = ﬂ clos {s eR
e>0

limsup A([s — d,s + 0])/26 < 5}.
6—0

Equivalently, we could define the zero set as the pullback of the zero set of
Definition 4.2 to R:
No(A) = ¢(No(w[\) \ {-1}) C R.
Next, given a non-negative function f € L'(R), we say that f € L*(R) if
(1+5%)'2f(s) e L'(R),  F[s—s°f(s)] € L'(R),

denoting by F the Fourier transform on L!(R). For instance, L*(R) contains (along
with much less well-behaved elements) the set of non-negative Schwartz functions
on R. The following theorem is proved in Section 8:

Theorem 4.10. Let A € L*(R)+M_.(R) C Mg__l)(R), in the sense that A = A\1+Xo
for a non-negative function Ay € L*(R) and measure Az € M (R). Fiz c¢o € R and
c1 > 0, and suppose that

Z" = (No(X\) Nsupp A\) U {s & supp X | H[\|(s) — 7' (c15 + co) = 0}

is discrete (i.e., it does not contain any of its limit points). Write \. for the density
of the continuous component of X. Then Bg[\, co,c1] = (1, o, (1) s well-defined,
and we find

(4.9) du(s) = pe(s)ds + Z Bi0(s — ;) ds,

o, €Z



A SPECTRAL THEORY OF SCALAR VOLTERRA EQUATIONS 29

where the continuous part is given by

)\C(S) 1
410 () = LY(R),
( ) a ( ) )\0(3)2 + (HR[)\](S) — 7r*1(618 + Co))2 © ( )

and the discrete part has weights

(4.11) B; = 2 <01 +/(Tdi(;3)2)_l,

for all a; € Z in the discrete set

(4.12) Z =No(A)N{s €R | Hr[A(s) — 7 '(c15 + o) = 0}.
If c1 # 0, then we have (o = (3 = 0. Ifcy = 0 but ¢g # 0, then (; = 0 and
Co = —72/co. Finally, if co = c; = 0, then we have
2 2
4.13 C:_ /Td)\’]’, Cziv
(419) N PV At

writing ||| = [ dX for the variation norm of \.
Example 4.11. Consider the equation

y(t) = i(2) +/O (1—em)alt—7) d{ 2(0) = 0.

This is an integro-differential equation of the form (gCM), with ¢; =1, ¢ = 0, and
integral kernel

1
= S(1- ™) = L),
where dA(s) = xjo,1)(s) ds is the restriction of the Lebesgue measure to the unit
interval. Since ¢; # 0, Theorem 4.10 yields (; = (o = 0. Next, we find

K(t)

1 [t ds 1
Hg[A\|(t) = = =——log|l—t.
R e [
The set Z has one element, a; = (1 — e~ !)~!, with corresponding weight
2
T
b= et+e 1 -2

In all, we find

X0,1)(8) ds
1+log|l —s71])2/m2’

= B16(s — ds +
w(s) = B16(s — a1) ds 1+ (
so we have

t t
—mx(t) = / ,Ble*al(t*T)y(T) dr + / Jo(t — T)y(r) dr,
0 0

1
J(t) = / e (1+(1+1log|l — 5_1|)2/71'2)71 ds.
0
This example is depicted in Figure 6.

In numerical applications, a key case of interest is that of a discrete A with a
finite number of atoms. This case is already well-understood in the context of Prony
series [30], but it is instructive to see how Theorem 4.10 reduces in this limit:
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Corollary 4.12. Let A € M.(R) be a discrete measure

N
(4.14) A(s) = Z bid(s — a;)

where a; € R are distinct and b; > 0. Fix values cg € R and ¢y > 0, and write
Br[\, co,c1] = (1,0, ¢1). Then we have that

M N +1 (&1 7é 0
(4.15) u(s) = Zﬂi5(8 —a;), M=4{N co # 0,0 =0

i=1 N—-1 ¢=c1=0
where the positions of the atoms c; are the M roots of Hg[\(s) —7t(c1s+co) = 0.
These values interleave with the a; such that exactly one «; lies in each interval

(as,ai41). If co < 0 orc; > 0, then one root will also lie in (—oo,a1), and if cg > 0
or ¢ > 0, then one root will lie in (an,00). As before, the weights are given by

N b -1
j=1 "

and the formulas for the constants (o, (1 are the same as in Theorem 4.10.

Example 4.13. Consider the equation

y(t) = z(t) + 2/0 cos(t — 7)x(7) dr, z(0) = 1.

This is an integro-differential equation of the type (gPD), with ¢; = 1, ¢g = 0, and
integral kernel

K(t) = 2cos(t) = FIN(¢),
where dA(t) = 6(t — 1) dt + 6(t + 1) dt. From Corollary 4.12, we see that there are
three atoms in the measure u:

ap = _\/57 ag =0, a3 = \/§7
with corresponding weights 31 = B2 = B3 = 72/3. We thus deduce that pu(s) =
>; Bid(s — a;) and obtain the following solution:
t 2
w2 (t) = / J(t —ryy(r)dr, J(t) = Flu(t) = % (1+ZCOS(\/§t)).
0

This example is depicted in Fig. 6.

For completeness’ sake, we offer a similar result in the case where the measure
is perturbed by a positive, real parameter, or equivalently, Im¢g > 0 in (gPD):

Proposition 4.14. Suppose A € L*(R) + M. (R) C M(j)(R), as in Theorem 4.10.
For any ¢y € H (that is, with Tmcy > 0), there is a unique signed measure p €
MO (R) such that

(4.17) (Qr[N(2) —im " eo) (Qrlul(2) —in~'¢o) = 1.

where (g = —n2/co € H. Moreover, u is absolutely continuous, and its continuous
density p. is given by

Ae -17 I
(418)  puls) = () £ Imey o

(Ae(s) + 71 Imeo)? + (Hr[A|(s) — 7' Rec)® el
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Similarly, for any ¢y > 0 and ¢y € H, there is a unique ' € MS})(R) such that
(4.19) (Qr[N(2) — i e —in ™ e12) Qr[i](z) = 1.
It is again absolutely continuous, with density
Ae(8) + 71 Imcy
(Ae(s) + 7~ Tmco)® + (Hg[A(s) — 7' Reco — nleys)”

(4.20)  pls) =

Notably, this result does not guarantee that p or u' lies in Mé}(},(R) Thus, while
it can safely be employed in conjunction with Proposition 4.7 to solve equations
of the form (gPD), it generically cannot be used with Proposition 4.6 to solve
equations of the form (gCM).

Example 4.15. Consider the equation

y(t) = z(t) + / e~ 2 (7) dr, lim z(t) = 0.

o t——o0

This is an integral equation of the form (gPD), with ¢y =4 and integral kernel
K(t)=e™" = FN@®).

where A\ = ﬁe*ﬁ/‘l dt. Now we use the fact that

2

N3

where D(x) = e fow e’ dt is the Dawson function. Using this information, this
problem is handled by the first statement of Proposition 4.14 where

(4.21) Hgle™""/") = —=D(t/\/a)

1 —t?/4 -1
2\/;e +

P T2+ D22

Co = ﬂ-Zia pe(t) = il
oG
and hence we obtain

t

a(t) = —icoy(t) + / J(t— s)y(s)ds, T = Flu)

— 00
Note in this example that J is not a PD kernel, but —J is; this is allowed by the
stipulation in Proposition 4.14 that p is signed. An example solution is shown in
Figure 6.

Next, we prove important continuity properties of the map Bg, mirroring our
result on the circle (Theorem 4.1). We show, for one, that Bgr is well-defined on
a wider class of measures than allowed by Theorem 4.10, and that it is continu-
ous in several refinements of the weak topology. For this, we define the following
topologies:

Definition 4.16. We say that \; € MT)(R) converges to A € ./\/lg:l) (R) in the
W_,,-topology if

(14 83)72d)\(s) — (1 + s2) "2 d\(s)
weakly. Likewise, we say that \; € M.(R) converges to A € M (R) in the Wo,-

topology if
/fd)\j — /fd)\
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for all continuous (but not necessarily bounded) functions f € C(R). As we show in
Proposition 8.3, p; — p in W if and only if p; — p weakly and the sets supp p;
are uniformly bounded.

In this setting, our primary topological result is the following, which we prove
in Section 8; we offer a more wide-reaching topological result in Theorem 4.19, as
well.

Theorem 4.17 (Existence and Weak Continuity of Bg). Write UY = {0} x {0},
Ul = (R\ {0}) x {0}, and U? = R x Ry ; these sets form a disjoint partition of
R x R,. Respectively, the set U° corresponds to the choice co = ¢; = 0, the set
U! to the choice ¢c; = 0 but cg # 0, and U? to the choice ¢ > 0. Then Bg is
well-defined on the following spaces:

Ba: MOL(R) x Ut — MO x U, Bt MUL(R) x U — MG, x U°,
applicable to gCM equations, and
Bg : M(R) x U' = M(R) x U*7¢, i€{0,1,2},

applicable to both gCM and gPD equations. The restriction to Mé}({)(R) x U? is
continuous from the W_qo topology on M(j)(R) and the standard topology on U? to

the W_,. topology on ME&)(R), for any r > 2. The restriction to M.(R) x U* is
continuous in product of the W, -topology on M.(R) and the standard topology on
each U7,

Remark 4.18. Notably, this result does not make any claims about the application
of Bg to M.(e)l(%, (R) x U°. In brief, the obstacle to such a result is that the resolvent
equation can pick up a term corresponding to a fractional derivative. Such equations
are handled neatly by our ‘regularized’ Hilbert transform theory in Section 4.3, and
we see there how fractional derivatives naturally complete the definition of Bg.

Although written in an abstract form, Theorem 4.17 has practical applications
in solving Volterra equations. In regards to its existence statement, it guarantees
that they can be solved within the set of gCM equations whenever either (a) the
measure A is compactly supported or (b) the measure A has support bounded below
and either ¢y or ¢; is nonzero. Its statement of continuity justifies, for instance, the
approximation of (¢gCM) using Prony series [75, 70, 63, 36]. We refer the reader to
Figure 9 for a numerical illustration of the continuity of the map Bg.

4.3. The Regularized Hilbert Transform, and Delay and Fractional Dif-
ferential Equations. Finally, we return to the question of what happens when A
does not satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem 4.10. In such cases, we can apply The-
orem 4.3 to recover an interconversion formula, though we can no longer guarantee
that the result lies in ME:)(R). As such, we can no longer make use of the standard
Hilbert transform (3.8) on the real line, so the application to Volterra equations
requires more care.

As a first step, we note a critical application of our circle theory: the relation
(3.10) provides an alternative, geometric perspective on how the Hilbert transform
can be regularized to apply to functions f € L*®(R), a result typically recovered
from the general theory of Calderén and Zygmund [13]. Namely, for any bounded
f € L*(R), the image of A = f(s)ds under v is simply

YN = (2m) " f((e™)) db.
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This is a continuous measure with bounded density, so it must lie in M(S!). Pulling
back the Hilbert transform H[¢)[)]] yields (in fact, for any A € /\/lf) (R))

) i)

1 " S
t—s 1482

422)  Hal0 = HN6 @) =pv. [ £ (

refraining now from splitting the integral because we generically have \ ¢ /\/lg_l) (R).
The analysis of Section 3 shows that this notion agrees (up to an additive constant)
with the standard Hilbert transform where the latter is defined, and that it extends
to a regularized Cauchy transform

42) Qe = QN6 ) = | ( L, >dA(s)

T\z—s 14352

on the upper half-plane. By Corollary 3.7, Qreg[A](2) is uniquely defined within the
family Q,[v[N](¢71(2)), o € R, by the property that Im Qg[\](i) = 0.

More than just geometric insight, however, this result allows us to take the theory
in a few interesting, practical directions. For one, it extends the domain of the
regularized Hilbert transform from L>°(R) to the much larger space Mf) (R), and
suggests the latter as the most natural setting on which to study it. It also allows
us to recover an understanding of the regularized transform H.., by appealing to
the better-understood action of H on L°°(S1).

At present, we aim to understand how the regularized Hilbert transform can ex-
tend the class of Volterra equations covered by our theory. There are two directions
we can take this investigation, which correspond to (generalized classes of) delay
differential equations and fractional differential equations, respectively.

First, we develop an analogue of Theorem 4.3 for the regularized transform on the
real line. The following result can be deduced straightforwardly from Theorem 4.3;
we discussed such a result in the previous section, but it is instructive to formalize
it in terms of Qreg:

Theorem 4.19. Suppose A\ € ./\/lf)(R), and fit c; > 0 and ¢g € R. There is a
UNIGUE MEeAsure | € Mf)(R) and unique values ¢; > 0 and (y € R such that

(Hreg[N(2) = im™ (co + €12)) (Hreglp] (2) — in ™' (Go + C1)2) = 1

for z € H. In this context, we write Breg[A, co,c1] = (11,C0,¢1). The map Breg is
continuous in the pullback of the weak topology on M (S*) under .
If \ is even and co = 0, then p is even and (o = 0.

Remark 4.20. The topological statement of this theorem is distinct from the W_q
topology of Definition 4.16 in the following way. Consider a sequence 8; € [0, )
converging to 7, and consider the atoms § is; € M (S1) converging weakly to J_1.
These atoms pull back under ¥ to the measures

msec?(6;/2) 6 (s — tan(6,/2)) ds € /\/lf)(R)7

which do not converge in W_5. In the pullback of the weak topology on M (S1),
however, these measures converge to the pair A =0, ¢; = 7.

We could alternatively state the theorem in terms of convergence in the W_,
topology for r > 2, as we did in Theorem 4.17, but this choice no longer illustrates
the asymptotic behavior of Bieg.
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Likewise, we can recover a closed-form formula for B,e; over a wide class of
measures A. To state this result, we make use of the following, regularized form
of (4.7):

Upeg : M xR xRy — M, (5") xR,
Useg[A, Co, c1] = (Y[A] + 7 o1, —m ep).
Pulling back the proof of Theorem 4.3 under ¥,.,, we find the following result:

(4.24)

Theorem 4.21. Suppose \ € Mf) (R), fiz co € R and ¢; > 0, and write

\Preg[)‘v co, 1] = (X’ Co), Breg[)‘? co,c1] = (1, €0, C1)-
Suppose that

7 = (NO(X) N supr) U{z ¢ supp A | Hm(z) + iy =0}

is discrete (i.e., it does not contain any of its limit points), and write A, for the
continuous density of A. Then we find

du(s) = pe(s)ds + Z Bi0(s — ;) ds,
o, €2
with the following identities:

s) = )‘C(S)
el Ae(8)2 4 (Hieg[N(s) — 71 (e1s + o))

. dA(r) \™
A= <1+/(TO%)2> ’
Z = No(A) N {s €R | Heg[N(s) — 7 ' (c15 + o) = 0}.

Furthermore, we have
dA !
(o= —7m*Im (/ 1+(SS)2 +c —ico) )
Finally, if co = ¢c1 = 0, then we have
T

Cl = TN
[[Al
taking (1 = 0 if A & M (R). If either of ¢y or c¢1 is nonzero, then (; = 0.

2

We split now into two cases. First, we study the setting (rPD), which generalizes
(gCM) to account for delay terms. Indeed, it is easy to see that the rPD setting

corresponds to spectra in ./\/lf) (R):

Remark 4.22. From Bochner’s theorem (Lemma 3.3), a kernel K is rPD in the
sense of Definition 1.5 if and only if K = F[)] for some X € Mf)(R).

For clarity, we have phrased (rPD) only in the case that A is even, corresponding
to a real rPD kernel K = F[A]. We note that the class (dPD) can be extended more
broadly—for instance, our analysis works equally well when A = A, + ), for an even
Ae € Mf)(R) and an odd A, € M@(R). One could consider an even broader class
of measures, where or()\) diverges, but this is outside the present scope.

With only mild regularity requirements on K, the map B, allows us to solve
(rPD) in much the same way as our other classes of integro-differential equations.
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The following result requires distinct techniques from the circle case, so we prove
it in Section 5:

Proposition 4.23 (Solution of (rPD)). Suppose K : R — C is a rPD kernel for
which X = FYK] is even, and fix c; > 0. Write Byeg[), 0,¢1] = (1,0,¢1) and
J = Flu]. If K and J both restrict to measures in a neighborhood of the origin,
then (rPD) is satisfied by

wa(t) = Git) + 5 [ Tlle=r)dr + amI(0),

Remark 4.24. We note that the extension to Imcg > 0 offered by Proposition 4.14
is no longer necessary in the (rPD) setting. Namely, an imaginary component of
cop can be replaced by adding a constant density to A. Although this would imply

A ¢ M@(R), putting it out of scope of our gPD analysis in Section 4.2, it would
still obey A € M(f)(RL and we could treat the equation as (rPD).

For one, the class (1PD) contains a wide variety of delay differential equations:
Example 4.25. Consider the equation
y(t) = az(t) +z(t) +z(t — 1)
with ¢; > 0. This falls into the class (rPD) with
K(t)=20(t) +6(t—1),  dA(s) =7 (1 +coss)ds € MP(R).
We can calculate Hyeg[\](s) = 7~ !sins, and thus

(1 + coss)ds

d = .
His) (14 coss)? + (sins — c18)?

This expression is L!-integrable, so we can define the Fourier transform as J(t) =
J e~ *tdu(s). This example is shown in Figure 6 [Add figure or remove].

It also allows us to solve negative CM equations—i.e., equations of the form

y(t) = cri(t) + /0 K(t — 1)x(7) dr,

where ¢; > 0 and K is CM (but not gCM). To see how, consider how the Fourier
transform acts on a Cauchy distribution:

a —als

where a > 0. If we have a measure Aoy € MS:)(R) supported on R, then, we can
show that

1 CLdACM(CL) _/ 70"5' _
F {m . / DM ) = [ el dron(a) = Labren ()
for s > 0. More simply, we can write

.F[t — Im QR [)\CM](Zt)} = ['b[/\CM]a

allowing us to represent generic CM kernels as Fourier transforms of non-negative
functions (i.e., PD kernels).

Although ‘negative’ CM equations represent only a sign flip from the (gCM)
class, we see now that they are best understood within the much larger class of PD
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kernels. In particular, we see from Proposition 4.23 that their resolvent equations
are themselves in the rPD class, but do not necessarily feature CM kernels them-
selves. This explains why the program of Hannsgen and Wheeler [33] fails to find
a CM resolvent to such equations.

Example 4.26. Consider the equation

n t
y(t)=—> b / e 4= (7) dr,
i=1 0

where a;,b; > 0. This equation can easily be recast in the form (gCM), but we
treat it now as an equation of the form (gPD) in order to understand how rPD
kernels can arise in the resolvent equation.

From the argument above, a finite sum of exponentials in the time domain cor-
responds to a weighted sum of Cauchy distributions in the spectral domain:

n n

1 biai 1 biais
(4.25)  d\(s) = ; e ds,  Hyeg[N(s) = Hg[N(s) = Z TE
Now, it is important to note that this kernel does not satisfy the hypotheses of
Theorem 4.10, as it decays too slowly to lie in L*(R). As such, we need to use the
more general theory of rPD kernels to handle it. From Theorem 4.21, we find

m’ 4 ~ b o
= —m = d = —F d .
Cl Zn bz ) CO 07 /1’(8) 1+ 52 (Z 82 ¥+ a?) S

=1 i=1

In particular, we have
b
n
ZZ‘:l a;b;

where p.(s) = O(s~2). Applying Proposition 4.23 to map these expressions back
to the time domain, we find

dp(s) = ds — ie(s) ds,

—na(t) = Cupt) + Coylt) — / J(t — r)y(r) dr,

where (o = (X, aibi)_l and J = F[fic]. Already, we can see that the expres-

sions for ¢; and (p agree with the statement of Proposition 4.6. The same is true
of J, of course, though we do not investigate further at present.

In another direction, we can extend the class of CM equations to incorporate a
generalized class of fractional differential equations. For this, we define the following

subset of Mé?)p (R):

Definition 4.27. Given A € M((,?Qp(R), we say that A € Mg,o(R) if supp A C [0, 00)
and if t 71 dA(t) € M 10c(R), i.e., if the restriction of £~ dA(¢) to a neighborhood
of t = 0 is a finite measure. If A € My (R), we define

1 dX(s
Etrac(A) = W/s(l_f_s)Q)

Then Proposition 4.6 generalizes as follows; we prove the following result in
Section 5:
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Proposition 4.28 (Solution of (rCM)). Suppose K1 = Ly[M1] is a gCM kernel with
A€ MS&,(R), and

Ko(t) = Ly[s~ 1 dA(s)](t) = /eftssfl dXo(s)
for some A € Mgac(R). Fiz cg € R and ¢1 > 0, and write
Breg[A1 + A2, co — Tgrac(X2), 1] = (1, s C1)-
The measure p € Méi{,(R) can be decomposed as p1 = 1 + p2, where py € Mé,l()p(R)

and pg € Mgae(R). Given any such decomposition, let Jy = Ly[p1] and Jo(t)
Lp[s™1dua(s)](t), and write (o = ¢ + Ttrac(p2). Then (rCM) is satisfied by

t
—7T2x() Gy(t) — Coy(t) /Jlt—T T)dT—i—%/O Jo(t — T)y(r)dr
—crzo(Ji(t) —

Example 4.29. Consider the fractional differential equation

y(t) = @(t) + DY 2x(t) = i(t)

\th \/ﬁ

defining the Riemann—Liouville fractional derivative as in (1.2). This is of the form
(rCM) with Ay = 0 and

da(s) = 7 X0 0e) (5)V/3 ds,

and we can verify from (4.23) that

Quall(3) = 73 127

with y/z denoting the principal value of the square root. Similarly, we find &gae(A2) =
771271/2 50 Theorem 4.21 yields
= (o= dp(s) = ——— d
¢1=¢ =0, u(s) = $172 4 5372 X[0.:) (s)ds.

The Laplace transform of p is the Mittag-Leffler kernel [39]

4.2 = 2B o (—t"/?
42 L) = B, B =
which gives the classical result [39, Section 7]

x(t) = / Eja(—(t — 7)Y/2)y(r) dr.

It has been previously noted that the Mittag—Leffler kernel is completely mono-
tone [57], but the example presented here provides an alternate proof. We solve
this example numerically in Section 9.6.
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5. VOLTERRA EQUATIONS IN THE LAPLACE DOMAIN

Propositions 4.4, 4.6, 4.7, 4.23, and 4.28 provide the connecting link between
our harmonic analysis in later sections and the Volterra equations of interest. We
prove all five in the present section.

The first of these five results relates measures on the circle to discrete-time
Volterra equations, using power series expansions. This equivalence is otherwise
known as the Z-transform in signal processing [9]; if z = {zg,21,...} C Cis a
discrete signal, the Z-transform X (z) of x can be defined as

X(2) = Z[al(2) = Y a;27,
720
as a formal power series. That X converges for any non-zero z is not guaranteed,
of course; since we are interested only in Volterra equations, however, we can safely
restrict to cases where X(z) is a polynomial in z. We recall the statement of
Proposition 4.4:

Proposition 4.4 (Solution of (dPD)). In the setting of (dPD), assuming that
Recy > —3K(0), write

¢y =cop —2Recy — K(0), K'(n) = K(n)+6(n) (2Reco + K(0)),

where §(n) is a discrete delta function. It is easy to verify that K'(n) is positive def-
inite, and that the pair (¢, K') give rise to the same discrete-time Volterra equation
as (co, K) but now satisfying the equality Recy = —3K'(0). Write A = F '[K'] €
M, (SY), and define

(1,G0) = B\, 2Imcp], T = AF[u].
Setting (o = 2i¢}, — %J(O), the equation (dPD) is satisfied by

n

z(n) = Goy(n) + Y J(n = 5)y(j)-

=0

Proof. We assume without loss of generality that the prescribed change of parame-
ters co > ¢y, K(n) — K’(n) has already been performed, so that Reco = —£K(0).
We assume also that y(j) has only finitely many nonzero values; since z(n) depends
only on y(j) for j < n, the general formula follows directly.

Let Y (z) and X(z) be the Z-transforms of y(n) and z(n), respectively. Then we
find

(5.1) Y(z2) = (co + Z[K](2)) X(2)
formally. In turn, since K = F[\] for A € M, (S1), we note that

2
K@= | [T e dw)\ < Al

so that, in particular, Z[K](z) converges absolutely on the open unit disc D. We
thus find

27 2w
2K =3 [ e N0 = [ dA6) = 50 + 5L

: 1 — ze—%
Jj=0
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employing partial fractions in the last step. Since Reco = —2K(0) = —1||A||, this
reduces (5.1) to
1 o~
Y(2) = 5 (QIN(2) +ico) X(2),
where ¢y = 2Im ¢y = —2ico —iK(0). If BA, &) = (1, (o) for some pu € M, (S*) and

EO € R, then
(QU(z) +iGo) 27 (2) = X(2),

implying as well that X (z) converges in . Working the same logic backwards
proves the formula. O

The continuous-time results follow a similar line of reasoning, but using the
(bilateral) Laplace transform in place of the Z-transform.

Proposition 4.6 (Solution of (gCM)). Suppose K : R — C is a gCM kernel for
which A = L K] e Mexp( ). In the setting of (¢CM), suppose (p,Co,C1) =

Br[A, co, c1] is well-defined with u € ./\/lexp( ), and write J = Lyp[p]. Then (¢CM)
is satisfied by

—7r2:r( ) = G1y(t) — Coy(t) / J(t—1) dr — c1zoJ ().

Proof. Let Y (s) and X(s) be the Laplace transforms of y(t) and x(t), respectively;
we suppose that y(t) is growing at most exponentially in ¢. Applying a Laplace
transform to (gCM) yields

Y(s) = (c1s — co = LIK](s)) X (s),

and, applying Fubini’s theorem, we calculate

/ /*Utdx )dt = // ~@+Dt Gtd\ (o) = /%@

for s ¢ suppA C R; the latter integral converges by our hypothesis that A €
ME:)(R). Noting that

c1s — co — LIK](s) = —im (Qr[A(—s) —in " teo + i ters)
the result follows. g

The proof of Proposition 4.7 is complicated only by the fact that the Fourier
transform might not exist classically when A is not a finite measure. By interpreting
the transform weakly, we push the result through similarly.

Proposition 4.7 (Solution of (gPD)). Suppose K : R — C is a gPD kernel for
which X = FK] € MS:)(R). In the setting of (¢9PD), suppose (p,Co,C1) =

Br[A, co, 1] is well-defined, and write J = Flu]. If u € MSP(R), then (gPD) is
satisfied by

walt) = i) = ioy(t) + [ T = Py(r)ds + o (o).
Proof. As before, we find
Y(s) = (c1s —ico + LIK](s)) X (s),
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but now,

oo (oo}
LIK](s) = / e~ FIN|(t) dt = / w(t)e = FIN () dt

0 —0o0
where u(t) is Heaviside’s step function. If we knew that A was finite (i.e., A €
M4 (R)), we could complete the proof in much the same way as that of Proposi-
tion 4.7, using an integral form of F[A]; as it stands, however, we need to interpret
A as a tempered distribution and employ the Plancherel theorem. Consider the
family of Schwartz functions

]_ o0 ’ ’
Te,s(t) = —/ emtsm =t 2 gy
2me Jo

converging to u(t)e™ ' pointwise; for any s with Res > 0, we find that

0o 676752/2
| neswFn@a = [ Fadeoao = [,

and thus, by dominated convergence, that
d\(t)
LIK]|(s) = .
The remainder of the proof follows as before. O

We turn now to our two results on the regularized Hilbert transform, discussed
in Section 4.3. The first of these employs the distributional Fourier transform, so
it requires the same convergence argument as the proof of Proposition 4.7:

Proposition 4.23 (Solution of (rPD)). Suppose K : R — C is a rPD kernel for
which X = F~[K] is even, and fix c; > 0. Write Breg[\,0,c¢1] = (11,0,¢1) and
J = Flu]. If K and J both restrict to measures in a neighborhood of the origin,
then (rPD) is satisfied by

w2z (t) = Cy(t) / J(M)y(|t — 7]) dT + c1z0J (t).

Proof. Since K restricts to a measure in the neighborhood of ¢t = 0, we can define
a = K({0}) as the measure of K at 0. Then we can rewrite (rPD) as

y(t) = cr(t) ——x /K x(t —7)dr,

with the integral taken over the closed interval [0,¢]. In the Laplace domain, we
thus find

Y(s) = (18— /2 + LIK](s)) X (s),
where

LIK](s) = /Ooo e~ K () dt = %/jo MK () dt +

using the fact that K is even. Now define the family of Schwartz functions

N L % s (t—t)2 /262 gt
776,5( ) - \/ﬂg € )

converging to e~ !l* pointwise. As before, for any s with Res > 0, we find that

25676752/2
/ Ne,s(t) K (t) dt = /-7:7755 ()_/wd)\(t)’
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and again by dominated convergence that

£kl = [

Since A is even, however, we find

sdA(t) i 1 1
/s2+t2 B 2/(ist+is+t) aA(?)

1 1 t 1 t
= - dA(t
2/<i3—t 1+t2+is—|—t+1+t2> ®)
= 1Qreg[] (i),

and the proof follows as before. O

sdA(t) L@
s2+142 27

Finally, we prove Proposition 4.28, which involves two, distinct integral kernels.
This proof makes non-trivial use of the spectral theory developed in later sections—
this does not cause a conflict, however, as the following result is not used to develop
any of the theory that follows.

Proposition 4.28 (Solution of (rCM)). Suppose K1 = Ly[A1] is a gCM kernel with
A€ MUL(R), and

Ko(t) = Lyls~1 dA(s)](t) = / 551 dhg(s)
for some A € Miac(R). Fiz cg € R and ¢1 > 0, and write

Breg[Al + )\2; Co — ngrac(AQ)a Cl] - (Ma Cé, Cl)

The measure | € Mg%(R) can be decomposed as p = 1+ pa, where py € M&L(R)
and pa € Mgac(R). Given any such decomposition, let J; = Ly[p1] and Jo(t) =
Lo[s7 dua(s)](t), and write (o = () + 7trac(p2). Then (rCM) is satisfied by

. t d [t
~ra(t) = Gi(t) — Conlt) = [ At =) dr+ 5 [ mle=u(ryar
— c1zo(J1(t) — Ja(t)).
Proof. Taking the Laplace transform of (rCM), we find
Y (s) = (18 — co — L[K1](s) + sL[K2](s)) X (s).

The expression L[K;] has been calculated in the proof of Proposition 4.6, and we
likewise find

SL[K](s) = / 7 \o) = / (1— ! )d)\(a)zwﬁreg()\)—iﬂ'Qreg[)\](—s).

s+ o o s+o

The remainder of the proof goes through as before. The only statement to verify
is that p € Méi)p(]R), which will follow from our spectral theory (which does not

depend upon the present result); indeed, Theorem 4.21 implies that u € ./\/lf)(R),
and Proposition 6.9 implies that supp p is bounded below if supp A is. [
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6. HARDY SPACES ON THE Disc

Although we are ultimately interested in understanding the involution B, we
proceed by studying how the Cauchy transform @Q[)] behaves under a wide class of
nonlinear maps. Interconversion will then follow as a special case.

Let H, = —iH be the open right half-plane, and H, be its closure. Below,
we say that a map S : Hy — Hy U{oco} is admissible if S|y, is holomorphic,
if clos S~1(c0) C OH is countable (if non-empty), and if S is continuous on the
complement H \ clos S~!(occ0). Archetypal examples of these maps include affine
transformations and circular inversions:

Z = az + zg, 2 —,

z—1iC

where a > 0, 2o € Hy, and ¢ € R. Interconversion corresponds to S : z + 1/z.
Consider the nonlinearly-transformed data SoQ,[)\], for A € M, (S') and o € R.

By construction, this data forms a holomorphic function in ID with positive real part,

so Proposition 3.6.1 guarantees that

50 QoA = Qor[u]

for some ¢/ € R and p € M (S*). Our first goal is to understand what form
o’ and ) take, and in particular, to show how S can be seen to “commute” with
the Cauchy and Hilbert transforms. As a first step, we show how admissible maps
preserve integrability, in an appropriate sense:

Lemma 6.1. Suppose A € M (S1), and write \. € L*(S*) for the density of its
continuous part, furnished by the Lebesgue decomposition [69]. Fix an admissible

map S, and let SR = Re S. Then S®°o (A, +iH,[\]) € L*(SY), and moreover,
(6.1) 157 0 (Ac + iHo [N 51 < S*( A5 + i0)
for any o € R.

Proof. By construction, Im Q,[A](0) = o; but we know that Re Q,[\](0) = ||\||s1
from the mean value property (or alternatively, from the circular symmetry of the
Poisson kernel), so we have

Qo[A(0) = [|X|sr + io.

We can deduce from the maximum principle that Re Q,[\] > 0 everywhere in
D. Since S is holomorphic on H,, however, we know that S(H;) C H,, and thus
that S®¢ o Q,[A] > 0 everywhere in D.

Let 3 = clos S~1(00) be the set of singularities of S; by hypothesis, we know
that X is a countable subset of 0H;. Fix y € ¥, and consider the function g, =
exp(y — Q-[A\]) — 1. This is a bounded holomorphic function on D, so it follows from
a theorem of F. and M. Riesz [19, 25] that its zero set {g,(0)} D {Qs[\] = y}
forms a set of measure zero in S'; taking the union over y € ¥, we see that SoQ,[\]
is finite almost everywhere on S'.

Thus, since S is continuous away from its singularities and Q,[A\] = Ac + iH [
almost everywhere in S! (along non-tangential paths), we know that

SR 0 Q[N — SR o (A +iH,[N)
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(along non-tangential paths) almost everywhere in S*. From Fatou’s lemma, then,
we find

1 [ .
SR o (A +iH,[N])||gr < lim 7/ (SR 0 Qu[\]) (e db
7'_)17 2’/T O

= (5% 0 Q,[N)(0)
= S"(| A1 + o),
which implies the result. ([l

We can derive a stronger result by leveraging Proposition 3.6.4; in short, if a
positive harmonic function in D has a known non-tangential limit almost everywhere
in S', the remaining (measure zero) set must carve out a unique, singular measure:

Theorem 6.2. Let A and S be as in Lemma 6.1, and fix o € R. There is a unique
singular measure v € M (S1) such that

(62)  SeQoN = Q] +Q[S" o (\e +iHy[N)] +iS™ (I A]ls2 + o),
and equivalently,
(6.3) 8™ o (Ae+iH,[N]) = H[v] + H[S™ o (e + il [N])] + S™(|[Xl|s1 +i0).
Proof. Recall from the proof of Lemma 6.1 that
570 Qu[A] = S7¢ 0 (A + iHy[A])

almost everywhere (along non-tangential directions) in S'. Suppose that u €
M (S1) is the unique finite (positive) Borel measure such that

(6.4) % 0 Qu[Al = Plu] = ReQlu),

furnished by Proposition 3.6, and let p. be the density of its continuous component.
From Proposition 3.6.4, then, we know that

Re Q[u] = pe

pointwise along non-tangential directions, almost everywhere in S'; we can thus
identify

S7 0 (Ae + iHo[N]) = pie,
and define v to be the (leftover) singular component of p.

Now, recall from Corollary 3.7 that the conjugate harmonic function of P[u] in D
is uniquely defined up to addition of imaginary constants; in particular, (6.4) shows
that S™ o Q,[\] and Im Q[u] differ by a real constant. Identifying this constant by
evaluating each at the origin, we deduce (6.2), and taking the non-tangential limit
at r =1, we deduce (6.3). O

Our next goal is to understand the singular measure v more concretely; if one
could calculate v from the base measure A, then Theorem 6.2 would yield an explicit
formula for the Cauchy and Hilbert transforms of the nonlinearly-transformed data
SRe o (A, + iH,[\]) € L*(SY). In this direction, we now investigate the support of
v; if we know the support to be countable, we can deduce that v is discrete.

If S is an admissible map, we further say that S is highly admissible if, for all
€ > 0, the real part Re S(z) is uniformly bounded over the set

H.={z€ Hy |e<Rez<1/e},
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that is, sup,cy_ReS(z) < C; for a fixed C. > 0. For instance, the maps z — 2
and z — 1/z are both highly admissible, but

n
So:Zl—>§ —
z—1in

is not; indeed, at the point z = ¢ + in}, we have

ne
ReS0(2) = D o =y = "0/°

ne”Z

Choosing sequentially larger ng shows that Re Sy is not uniformly bounded on H..
We generalize the definition of Definition 4.2 as follows:

Definition 6.3. Suppose A € M (S!). Define the critical set of X as follows:
_ i0 1 . ot
NV =N clos{e €S ] lim inf A(expil6 — 8,0 + 6]) /25 > 1/5},

e>0
and similarly, the zero set of \ as

No(A) = [ clos {e“’ e S| limsup Aexpi[d — 8,60 + 0])/26 < e}.
) 6—0

Define the problematic set of X to be
N(A) = No(A\) UNs(X) C S,
with supp A C S* the closed, essential support of \.

The sets N (A) and N(A) allow us to treat general highly admissible maps,
rather than simply S : z — 1/z; we will see shortly that only Ng(\) plays a role for
the latter.

Lemma 6.4. In the setting of Lemma 6.1, suppose now that S is highly admissible.
Then the singular measure v furnished by Theorem 6.2 satisfies
supp v C No(A) U Noo(N),
with No(A\) and Noo(N) as defined in Definition 6.3.
Proof. Write

N.(\) = clos {ei" e st ] lim inf A(exp i[0 — 8,0 + 6])/26 > 1/5}
(6.5) =0

U clos {ew € S| limsup Mexpi[ — 6,60 + 6])/20 < 5},
6—0

so that No(A) U Noo(A) = (.50 NVe(A). Suppose that z ¢ No(A) U Noo(A), so that,
in particular, there is an € > 0 such that z ¢ N.(\); since N.()) is closed, we can
fix a closed interval I 5 z in S' such that

INN.(\) = 0.

In particular, the restriction A|; is absolutely continuous, with density e < A\, < 1/e.
As in the proof of Theorem 6.2, let u € M (S*) be the unique measure such that

Plu] = 8% 0 Q,[\]
in D. Now, we decompose A as
A=A+ Ay,
where supp A\; C I and supp Ao C ST\ I.
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Since )\ is absolutely continuous with density A.x; (where x7 is the characteristic
function of I), our choice of I guarantees that

exr < Aexr < (1/e)xz
almost everywhere. The maximum principle thus shows that
eP[x] < PlM] < (1/e)P[xi]

everywhere in D. Fix a small interval I’ C I containing z and a small § > 0, such
that P[x;] is uniformly continuous in the neighborhood

Bs={zeD]||z-TI| <}

For sufficiently small § > 0, then, we can guarantee that 2¢/3 < P[A1] < 1/e in Bs.
Next, inspecting the Poisson kernel, we can see that—potentially shrinking I’ and
d—the harmonic function P[A5] is uniformly bounded in the neighborhood

Bs={zeD|||z-TI| < 4§}

by C§, where C' > 0 is a constant independent of §. Fixing § such that Cd < /3
and combining with our control on P[A{], we find that

e/3 < P[N\(z) = Re Q,[\|(z) < 3/e
for z € Bs. Since S is highly admissible, then, we find that
(5% 0 QuN)(2) < Cuys
for z € Bg; since it is uniformly bounded, there cannot be a singular component of

pin I'. But z ¢ N()\) was general, so the claim follows. O

The above lemma can be refined slightly, in fact, if one knows more information
about the singularities of S. The following lemma follows from a similar argument
as above:

Lemma 6.5. If Re S(z) is uniformly bounded over the set Rez > ¢ for each e > 0,
we say it is lower highly admissible (LHA), and a similar argument shows that

supp v C No(N).
Likewise, if Re S(z) is uniformly bounded over the set Rez < 1/e for each ¢ > 0,
we say it is upper highly admissible (UHA), and we find

supp v C Noo(A).

Under appropriate conditions on )\, these lemmas allows us to deduce further
structure on the measure v:

Corollary 6.6. Suppose S is highly admissible. If N(\)Nsupp A is countable, then
the measure v furnished by Theorem 6.2 is discrete, and its support has countable
closure. Alternatively, if N () is finite, supp A has finitely many components, and
S~—1(c0) is finite, then v is discrete, and its support has finite closure. In either
case, define the set

(6.6) Z(A) =NA)U{z ¢supp A | iH,[\(z) € Z}.
For any choice of 0 € R, we have

S0QuN(2) = QIS™ o (\e +iH, N)I(2) + Y BiQl0a,](2) +iC

oszZ()\)
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for unique values ¢ € R and B; > 0, where dq,(2) = §(2 — o) is an atomic measure
at a; € S*. Equivalently,

Shmo QUP‘](Z) = H[SRe o (A + ZHJ[)‘D](Z) + Z ﬁjH[(sa]’](z) +¢.
o; €Z(N)

Proof. From Lemma 6.4, we deduce that supp v Nsupp A is countable [resp., finite]
and contained in N(A) Nsupp A. That suppv \ supp A is countable [resp., finite]
follows from Lemma 3.8; since H,[)\] is smooth and strictly decreasing outside of
supp A, it can only intersect the singular region S~!(c0) countably [resp., finitely]
many times. (]

Once again, the LHA condition of Lemma 6.5 allows for a refinement of this
statement, with much the same argument:

Corollary 6.7. If S is LHA and No(\) Nsupp A is countable, then Corollary 6.6
holds with Z(\) replaced by

Zo(\) = (No(A) Nsupp A) U {= & supp A | iH,[N](2) € £}

We now study the support of S o Q,[\]. Although the following two results are
not used in the proof of Theorem 4.1, they will be necessary to understand the
pullback of the theorem to R in later sections. For any function g on S* defined
only up to sets of measure zero, we write

suppg = S* \U{I C S* open | g(z) = 0 for almost all z € I}
for its closed, essential support.

Lemma 6.8. Suppose A € M (S'), and write \. € L'(S') for the density of its
continuous part with respect to the normalized Lebesque measure (27)~1df. Fiz an
admissible map S, and let S®¢ = Re(S); note that S need not be highly admissible.
Then we find

supp [SRe o (A + ng[)\])] D supp Ac
for any o € R.

Proof. Suppose z € S! satisfies A\.(z) > 0. Since SR¢(H,) C H,, we know that
SRe(\.(2) +iH,[N(2)) > 0 wherever iH,[)\](2) is finite; of course, this holds for
almost all z € S'. Thus, if S®¢ o (A, +iH,[\]) = 0 almost everywhere on an open
set I C S', the same must be true of \.; the claim follows. ([

The converse of Lemma 6.8 requires a stronger hypothesis on S, i.e., that it
restricts to a map S : dHy — OHy U{oo}. This hypothesis is independent of the
highly admissible hypothesis used in Corollary 6.6. Archetypal maps of this form
include

a
z > az, 2 —,
z—1iC
where ¢ > 0 and ¢ € 0H .

Proposition 6.9. In the setting of Lemma 6.8, suppose that S restricts to a func-
tion S : 0Hy — OHy U{oo}. Then

supp [SRe o(Ae+1iH, [/\])] = supp Ac.
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Proof. One direction of the proof is furnished by Lemma 6.8. Conversely, suppose
that A\, = 0 almost everywhere on an open I C S'. Recall from the proof of
Proposition 6.1 that S®¢ o (A, + iH,[)\]) is finite almost everywhere in S!; fix a
z € I for which this is true (and for which A.(z) = 0), so that our hypothesis on S
ensures that

S(Ae(2) +iHo[f1(2)) = S(iHo[f(2)) € OHy,
and thus S®¢(\.(2) + iH,[f](2)) = 0. Since z was generic, the claim follows. O

7. INVOLUTIONS ON THE Disc

Finally, before turning to measures on the real line, we prove a generalization
of Theorem 4.1. Much of the result follows from theory discussed in the preceding
section; for instance, Proposition 3.6.1 and Corollary 3.7 together imply that the
map B is a well-defined involution of M, (S!) xR, and Theorem 6.2 gives an explicit
representation of {y and of the continuous component of y. What remains to be
shown is the topological claim of the theorem—i.e., that B is weakly continuous—
which we show here in generalized form.

Given an admissible S : H, — H U{oco}, define the map Bs : M (S!) x R —
M, (SY) x R by

(7.1) Bs[A o] = (1,€),  SoQo[A] = Qelul-

By Theorem 6.2, we can express the map more explicitly as
p=25%0o(\+iH,N) +vsoN,  &=S"(|A|s: + o),

where vg ,[A] is the singular measure furnished by the theorem. For convenience,
we write Bg ,[A\] = 1 and g ,[A\] = £ Theorem 4.1 follows straightforwardly from
the following proposition:

Proposition 7.1. If S is admissible, then Bs : M (S*) x R — M4 (S') x R is
continuous with respect to the product of the weak topology on M, (S') and the
standard topology on R.

Proof. Fix anonzero A € M (S') and o € R, and suppose \,, € M (S?) converges
weakly to A and o,, converges to 0. For any r < 1, define the following complex
functions on S*:

fr,n(ew) =Qo, P‘n](reia) = Q[)\n](rew) +ion.
Notably, f,, is smooth, and

Hm frn(e) = fr(e) = Qo [N(re')

n—oo

pointwise in S'; this follows from the weak convergence of \,,, as the Cauchy kernel
is smooth and uniformly bounded along each fixed r. Suppose |A]]s1 = M > 0,
and fix NV > 1 such that |\,[|s1 <2M for all n > N. We then know that 9 f;,, is
uniformly bounded in n, since

, 1
‘aé)fr,n(eze” =

T o

27 - i(60—6"
1 + irell ) 2M 1 +r
/ . i(@—é") d/\n(al) S 0
o 1—ire 2r 1—r

and so a standard argument shows that

lim fnn = fr

n—oo
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uniformly, for fixed r. Fix a neighborhood U D f,.(S') in H,; by increasing N, we
can guarantee that

frn(SYH CcU
for n > N. However, S is smooth on U, so in particular, it is uniformly Lipschitz

on U; as such,
lim Sof.,=950f
n—oo

uniformly, for fixed r.

Let (u,€) = Bs[A, 0] and (pn, &) = Bse[Mn,0n]. By applying the uniform
convergence of S o f,, to the case r = 0, we see that &, — £ as n — oo. Next,
define the following measures in M (S1):

Hrm = (QW)il(SRe © fr,n)(em) do, My = (277)71(51{6 o fv")(eie) do.

Since So f,, — So f, uniformly in n, we deduce that j, , converges weakly to .
Moreover, if ||u|lst = M’, increase N such that ||u,|ls1 < 2M’ for n > N; this is
necessarily possible, because

lpnlls = Re Q[un](0) = 5% 0 QAx](0) — S™ 0 QN](0) = [lu]ls:
asn — oco. Fix a bounded, continuous function g : S' — R. Since P[g] is continuous

on the compact set D, it is necessarily uniformly continuous. For any ¢ > 0, then,
we can fix r, < 1 such that

supy [g(e") — Plg](re”)| < e
for r > r.. Define g(e?) = g(e~%). Then we find

27 )
o= 07 [ a@)Pllet) o

27 27 i(0—0’
_ 1+ rei0=0)
a7 [ a0) [ ke (1_()> dyin (6') dO
21

=/ P[g)(re™™") dpn(9)

- / " Plg(re® ) dyun (9,

and similarly for u, and p; this implies

/gd(un - u)‘ < /gd(/’én,rg — Hn)

+ ’/gd(un,rg - MTE)

+ ’/gd(ure —u)’
<[/ 7 (6(e) - Plgl(rec)) dun(ﬁ)‘ | [ gt )

+ /:W (9(e”) = Plg](r-e)) du(G)‘

+ 2eM’.

S /gd(un,ra - ,U/ra)

Since € was arbitrary and jip, . — pr, weakly, we deduce that

/gdun %/gdu

for any bounded, continuous function g. The proposition follows. [
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8. INTEGRAL TRANSFORMS ON THE REAL LINE

Now, we derive the explicit interconversion formula given by Theorem 4.10. One
could follow a similar logic as the preceding sections to derive a formula for general
admissible (nonlinear) maps of data on the real line; for simplicity, however, we
focus on the map Bg, which provides a solution to the convolution equations (gCM)
and (gPD). We make use of the following asymptotic notation:

Definition 8.1. For some &y > 0, suppose we have functions f : (0,dp) — C and
g :(0,00) — (0,00). We say that f = O(g) if there is a constant C > 0 such that
|£(8)] < Cg(d) for all § sufficiently small, and f = o(g) if this holds for all C' > 0.
Similarly, we say that f = Q(g) if there exists C' > 0 such that |f(d)| > Cg(d) for
all 0 sufficiently small, and f = w(g) if this holds for all C' > 0.

We define these relations similarly for functions f : (Rp, 00) — C, g : (Rg, 00) —
(0,00) of large, positive arguments. Finally, if the argument § of g is ambiguous,
we may write f = Os(g), and similarly for the other relations.

We first establish the following lemma:

Lemma 8.2. Let A € L*(R) + M (R) C ./\/l(j)(R), in the sense that A = A\ + Ao
for (possibly non-unique) \y € L*(R) and Ay € M (R). Then the Hilbert transform
of X has the following asymptotic behavior:

(8.1) Hg[\(s) = %/dA + % s d\(s') + o(s72).

Moreover, if Ao € L*(R) is the continuous density of \, then for any c¢; > 0 and
co € R, we find

(14827 20(s)
Ae(8)?2 + (Hr[A] — 7 Leg — 1y 8)?

Proof. We prove these statements in turn. First, for any s € R, we find
S

smHa[N(s) :p.v./s_td/\(t)

:p.v./sitd/\(t)Jr/d)\

= rHglt — tdA(t)](s) + /dA,

(8.2) € L'(R).

and likewise
sTHRg[t — t dA(t)](s) = THg[t — t* dA(t)](s) + /td)\(t).

Now, A = A1+ A for some (possibly non-unique) A\; € L*(R) and A2 € M (R). But
since F[t — t2 \1(t)] € L}(R) by hypothesis, it follows that F[Hg[t — t2 A\1(t)]] €
L'(R), and the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma [63] shows that

H]R[t — ¢ Al(t)](s) S Co(R)
is a continuous function decaying to zero at infinity; since Ay is compactly sup-
ported, Lemma 3.8 likewise shows that

Hg[t — t* Xo(1)](s) = O(s™1)

for large s. The asymptotic formula (8.1) follows.
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By pulling Lemma 6.1 back under ¢, we see that the expression in (8.2) is
locally in L'; it remains to check its behavior at infinity. But this follows from our
asymptotic formula (8.1); if Hg[A](s) = O(s™!), then the full expression is of order
O(sAc(s)); since A1 € L*(R) and Ag is compactly supported, this expression must
be globally L'. O

We are now in a place to prove our closed-form expression for Bg. Recall the
statement of Theorem 4.10:

Theorem 4.10. Let A € L*(R)+ M_.(R) C M(g”(R), in the sense that A = A\1+\g
for a non-negative function A1 € L*(R) and measure Ay € M (R). Fiz ¢y € R and
c1 > 0, and suppose that

Z' = (No(A\) Nsupp A) U {s ¢ supp A | H[A|(s) — 7~ "(c1s + co) = 0}

is discrete (i.e., it does not contain any of its limit points). Write \. for the density
of the continuous component of X. Then Bg[\, co,c1] = (1, o, (1) s well-defined,
and we find

(4.9) du(s) = pe(s)ds + Z Bid(s — ;) ds,
;€2
where the continuous part is given by

)\C(S) 1
4.10 o(s) = L7 (R),
( ) pre( Ao(5)2 + (HR[)\](S) — 7 Yeps + co))2 <L®)

and the discrete part has weights

(4.11) B; = m* <cl+/(7di(2)2)_l,

for all a; € Z in the discrete set

(4.12) Z=No(M)N{seR | Hg[N(s) = 7 (c15 4 co) = 0}.
If ¢1 # 0, then we have (o = (4 = 0. Ifc; = 0 but ¢g # 0, then ;1 = 0 and
Co = —72%/cy. Finally, if co = c¢; = 0, then we have
72 w2
(413) 6=~ [ TN, G =
RV [[A

writing ||| = [ dX for the variation norm of \.

Proof. We prove the theorem in the case ¢y = ¢; = 0, which is the most involved; the
argument carries forward straightforwardly to cases where one or both parameters
are nonzero.

By pulling Corollary 6.7 back under v, we see that

1 Ae P A S Do ‘ 10,
e [mw] (2) —im™ G G +ajZ€jZ/6JQ[w[5ajH<¢ (2))

for unique (1, 8; > 0 and ¢} € R. The term im~!(;z in the above equation arises
from a pole at —1 = ¢~!(o00) in the unit circle, as discussed in Section 4. Now,

although each atom 4, lies in MS:)(R), it is not necessarily clear that their sum
does as well. To see that it does, note from (8.1) that the zero set of Hg[A](s) must
be bounded, and so Zaj 0a; is compactly supported. Since we know it to lie in

Mf)(R) (from pulling back the case of S under 1), we see that it is locally of
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bounded variation, and thus that Zaj da; € Mc(R). For a potentially different
value of (y, then, we find
1

Qr[A|(2)
(8.3)

Ac - o
- e e s B st

_ Ac - . —1 ﬁ /Bj
_QR |:)\2+H0—[)\}2:| (Z)_’MT 0 —um <1Z+’]Ta%:Z/Z—aj.

The values (p and (; can be identified by studying the large-s limit of Hg[A](s).
Indeed, since the R-Hilbert transform must vanish at oo, from Lemma 8.2, we
know that (y, (; must be chosen to exactly cancel the asymptotic behavior of the
imaginary component of 1/Qr[A](2). Inverting the leading terms on the right-hand

side of (8.3), we find
T /(1 Co ) 5
=—\=——=)+ols 7).
Gs+G s <C1 (Ps =)
By comparing against the asymptotic formula (8.1), we thus identify

1
G

— 22|l §§=—w{/rer»

or more succinctly,

7T2S 772 7T2
G+ s = Tt~ i /TdA(T) _ W/<S — 1) dA(r).

We deal now with the singular contribution. Fix a value o; € Z’ for which a
nonzero atom exists. For z € H in a sufficiently small neighborhood of o, we have

1 - i,@j/ﬂ' ofllz — au: 1
OaDIE = 3 —ar Tl =l ™,
and so
QxN() = 75 (= = as) + ollz = ).

In particular, we see that
Hg[M(0;) = lim Qr[A|(e; +1iy) =0,
so any nonzero poles of Qg[)] along its boundary are contained in
Z = No(A)N{s € R| Hr[N(s) =0} C Z'.

In any case, the residue theorem provides
1 A
_ L e,
21 Jr (2 — a)?

where I' =T'; UT', UT3 is a union of (a) the horizontal line segment(s) {ie+s|d <
|s — aj| < R}, (b) the intersection of {z € H | Im(z) > ¢} with a semicircle of
radius § above «;, and (c) a semicircle of radius R connecting the two end-points
of T';. The full contour is shown in Figure 8.
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FIGURE 8. The contour I' = T'; UT's UT'3 applied in the proof of
Theorem 4.10.

As R — o0, the integral about I's tends to zero, as Qr[A](z) is uniformly bounded
as z — oo; as such, we discard I's and suppose that R = co. Next, taking ¢ — 0
with a fixed ¢, the weak convergence of Re Qgr[\](s) ds to A shows that

o [ ReQeNG) _dA(s)
Y ey R B ey

Finally, looking at the integral about I's (which must be taken in the clockwise
direction), we see

QNG L [T R/ 08) g T
/F2 d /0 e’ df =

2mi 52020 2i;

+ os(1).

(z — a;)? 2mi

Taking the e — 0 limit of the (imaginary part of the) residue theorem, we find

L _dMs) T
2 /|5aj|>5 (s — a;)? = 25; + 05(1),

crf D01
(s—y)?  Bj

Conversely, suppose that, for some o; € Z, there is no singular contribution at ;.
Then we find 1/Qr[N(2) = o(]|z — o;||7!) in a sufficiently small neighborhood of
o, and so

(8.4) Qr[N(2) = w(l[z = a4)-

Suppose also that [(s—a;) 2 dA(s) < oo; otherwise, we can self-consistently define
B; = 0. On one hand, we find for y > 0 that

85 ReQelNio+in) = [ LD <y (dA(S) —0(y).

and thus

s—a;)?+y? s —aj)?
On the other, consider the derivative
. 2 y(s — a;) d\(s)
8.6 0,1 Ao = — d .
( ) Yy mQR[ ](Oé] +2y) - / ((S_aj)2+y2)2
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Define Aoad € M(R) by dAoaa(s) = 3 (dA(s) — dA(2c;; — s)), and define the sets
AL = {s > ‘ lim sup Aoaa([s — 6, s + 9])/26 > 0}, A=A U{20; — AL},
6—0
and the two measures

A1 = Aoddlas Ay = —Aodd|r\A-

By construction, A\oaq = A; — A,, and each of \] is non-negative over the set
[aj,00) C R. Moreover, we know that

X _
/ (s —ay)? =

is absolutely convergent, by our assumption of the same on A, so that the measures
A; defined by d\;(s) = dN.(s)/(s — a;)? are each in M(R). Then (8.6) can be
reduced as follows:

. 4 % y(s— ;) dN(s 4 [ y(s— aj)dNy(s
ayImQR[A](aij):;/a (y((s—aj))“ry(z))?_ﬂ/a (y((s—a))er())

so that
IESAL TR () 10
Oy Im Q o+ / + —
Ot Qe+ WIS ) a7 (s~ o, + 927
4y /°° (s —aj) dXi(s) /°° (s — o) dAa(s)
- + - J7 - 7
T Ja Py o s (s—ap)?+y?
Im Qr[A 1](%‘ +iy) — 2y Tm Qr[\s](aj + iy).
But Qg[\i](e; + iy) can approach the real line no faster than O(1/y), so we see
that the derivative of Im Qr[A|(a; + ¢y) is uniformly bounded for small y. But
Hg[MN(e;) =0, by hypothesis, so we find that
Im Qe[ (e +iy) = O(y).

Together with (8.5), this violates the bound (8.4), and we come to a contradiction.
It follows that, if there is no singular component at o, the integral defining 6]71
necessarily diverges. [l

IN

J J

Proposition 4.14 follows using similar methods, but more straightforwardly:

Proposition 4.14. Suppose A € L*(R) + M (R) C MS})(R), as in Theorem 4.10.
For any ¢y € H (that is, with Imcg > 0), there is a unique signed measure i €
MO (R) such that

(4.17) (Qr[N(2) —im 'co) (Qrlul(z) —in~'¢) = 1.

where (o = —7m%/cy € H. Moreover, i is absolutely continuous, and its continuous
density pe 1s given by

Ae(s) + 7 Im ey Im ¢y

4.18 o(8) = . - 0
( ) el (/\0(5) + 7! Im CO) + (HR[)\](S) — 7 1 Re co) |col

Similarly, for any ¢1 > 0 and ¢ € H, there is a unique u' € ME:)(R) such that

(4.19) (Qr[N(2) —im~ eg —im ™ er2) Qr[1](2) = 1.
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It is again absolutely continuous, with density

/ )‘c(s) +7T_1 IHIC()
4.20 '(s) = |
B )+ )+ (HalA(9) — ' Recy — 7ty

Proof. Pulling Theorem 4.1 back under ¢, we see that there is a unique z € Mf) (R)
(along with ¢} and ¢;) satisfying
(Qr[N(2) —im ™o —im~er2) (QEola))(¢ ™ (2)) —in () —in ' ¢i2) =1
for any ¢; > 0. Moreover, because
|Qr[N(2) — i o — i7r*1012| >a Imcy >0

everywhere in H, it is clear that [ is absolutely continuous and that ¢; = 0, and it
must have density

- Ae(s) + 7 Im ey

MC(S) = ) 3"

(Ae(s) + 71 Imeo)” + (Hr[A|(s) — 7 1(c1s + Recp))

Next, write A = A1 + A2 for some A\; € L*(R) and Ay € M (R); since F[t —
t2A1(t)] € LY(R), the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma [65] shows that A;(s) = o(s72) as
5§ — to00; combining with Lemma 8.2, we find that

Qr[N(s) = O(s7)
as s — Foo along the real line. Suppose first that ¢; = 0. Writing w = —im !¢y,
we expand

(w+Qr[N(s) ™ =w ! (1—w 'Qr[N(s) + O(s72),
Taking real parts, we see that u = Rew™" — fi. = O(s1), and thus, as we know

already that fi. is bounded, that p € MS:)(R). The ¢; > 0 case follows similarly.
O

We now prove Theorem 4.17, which establishes the existence and continuity of
Br in several sets of real measures. In Fig. 9, we show how this continuity can be
applied to random samplings of the distribution A. In this example, A € M (R)
is a standard normal distribution, cropped to the set {t € R | d\(t)/dt > 1071°},
and A( are empirical distributions corresponding to n i.i.d. samples from \. As n
increases, we see that

M(n) - BR[)\(TL)’ 0, 1] — BR[)\,(L 1] = M.

We focus first on proving the continuity of Bg on the space M.(R) of compactly-
supported, non-negative measures on the real line. In this setting, we make use of
the W, topology introduced in Definition 4.16; this topology is best characterized
by the following proposition:

Proposition 8.3. Let pi,, u € M.(R). Then p, — p in Weo if and only if pu, — p
weakly and the sets supp p,, are uniformly bounded.

Proof. In one direction, suppose that u, — u weakly and supp pn,suppu C I for
a fixed interval I C R. For any continuous f € C(R), define a bounded continuous
function fe C(R) such that ﬂ 1 = flr; for instance, we can extend f by its values
on the endpoints of I. Then we know that

[ dun= [ Faw~ [ Fan= [ ran.
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FiGUurE 9. Continuity of the map Bg, where X is the standard
normal distribution (cropped such that dA(t)/dt > 1071%) and pu =
Bgr[),0,1]. Here, \("") is an empirical distribution of n i.i.d. samples
from ), and we define u(™ = Br[A\(™ 0,1]. We see that u(™
converges to p as n — 0o, as predicted from Theorem 4.17.

so that p, — pin W.
Conversely, suppose that p, — g in Wy, but that the sets supp p,, are not
uniformly bounded. For each integer N > 1, choose ny > 1 such that supp pin, ¢

[—N, N], and let
ey = / dpiny > 0.
R\[—N,N]

EN = min(E/Na 817’L<]V)7
so that ey is non-increasing with N. Then, define the function f as follows; set
f(£N) = N/en for any positive integer N, set f(0) = 0, and let f(s) linearly
interpolate between its values at adjacent integers. Then we find

N
JE Y R T djiny = Ne/en = N.
R\[—N,N] EN JR\[-N,N]

Inductively, we define

This contradicts the W,-convergence of p,,, and the proposition follows. ([

The second half of Theorem 4.17 (relating to compactly-supported measures)
can be proved as follows:

Lemma 8.4. Write U°, U, U? as in Theorem J.17. For eachi € {0,1,2}, the map
Br : M.(R) x U — M.(R) x U*~% is well-defined and continuous in the product
of the W -topology on M. and the standard topology on U', U?~7.

Proof. Let A € M.(R), and let I C R be a finite interval containing supp A. Write
X = [N 4 2¢16_1 € Mo (SY),
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with §_; a Dirac measure at —1 = ¢~ !(00). Then from Theorem 4.1, there is a
unique pair (i, (1) such that

(8.7) (QN(z) —in ") (QI)(z) —im'¢p) = 1

on D, with ¢ = ¢p — wo(A). From Proposition 6.9, we know that the support of
the absolutely continuous component . of 11 is bounded away from —1. But the
singular component of [i.. is supported exactly where Q[\](z) = im !¢}, on the unit
circle. If ¢y = ¢; = 0, this occurs only at —1, and we find

i =[] + 268y

for a compactly-supported ¢ € R and a finite ¢(; > 0; this argument shows that B
maps M.(R) x U% to M.(R) x U2

If either ¢; or ¢g is nonzero, then from Lemma 3.8, the singular component of fi.
is supported on at most one point in each component of S*\ ({—1} Usupp ¢~*(I)).
Thus, B maps M (R) x (U UU?) to M.(R) x (U’ UU"). Suppose ¢; # 0; then
QN(z) — im~lc — 0o as z — —1 along non-tangential directions, but (8.7) thus
implies that Q[iz](z) — im~1{} — 0 along the same. This is only possible if (y = 0,
so we find that B maps M.(R) x U? to M.(R) x U°. That B maps M.(R) x U*
to itself follows similarly.

We turn now to the claim of continuity. Fix a nonzero A € M.(R) and (cg,¢1) €
U?, and suppose \,, € M.(R) converges in W to A, and (co,n,c1.,) € U converges
to (co,c1). For § > 0, define the following complex functions on R:

fsn(s) = Qr[An](s +1i0) — it~ (con + c1n(s +10)).
Following the same argument as in Proposition 7.1, we can deduce that
lim f5, = Qr[A|(s +i6) — it~ (co + c1(s +1i0)) = fs

locally uniformly. Next, for any R > 0, fix a neighborhood Ugr D f.([—R, R]), and
choose Ni > 1 such that

fon([-R,R]) C Ur

for all n > Npg. Since S : z + 1/z is smooth on Ug, we deduce (similar to
Proposition 7.1) that

nlggo 1/f5,n = 1/f5

uniformly on [—R, R], and thus locally uniformly.

NOW7 fix (UnaCO,naCLH) = BR[/\nch,n7cl,n] and (ILL,Co,Cl) = BR[/\,Co,Cl}. No-
tably, explicit formulas for (y and (; can be recovered as in the proof of Theo-
rem 4.10 below, so the convergence of (y, — (o and (1, — (; is clear; the only
non-trivial case occurs for ¢y = ¢; = 0, for which convergence follows from the W,
convergence of A\, to A.

It remains only to be seen that u, converge in Wy, to p. Fix N > 1 and an
interval I C R such that supp A, C I for all n > N; that such a choice is possible
follows from Definition 4.16. Defining M = ||A||1 and increasing N if necessary,
we can also suppose that M/2 < ||A,||p1 < 2M for all n > N.

Let s_ =infI and sy =supI. Then for s > s;, we find

1 /d/\n(s’) 1 / An(s) _ 2M/x

T s—5y ~ s—s4

He[An](s) =

s—s T
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With a similar procedure, we find the string of inequalities

M2 oM
P ) < 2T o s,
(8.8) s—5_ 5 — 54
‘ 2M M/2
0< 2T g < MY oo
§—5_ §— 854

and likewise for Hg[A]. Of course, since Hr[Ay] is smooth (and thus everywhere
well-defined) outside of I, any poles of
Qrlpn](2) = 7 (G0 + Gur2) = (QelMal(2) = i (cno + €n12))
in R\ I must correspond to zeroes of
Hg[An)(s) — i~ (cn0 + cn8)-
Combining this argument with Proposition 6.9, we find that
Supp fin,supppp C IU{s € R\ I'| Hg[M\,](s) — im *(cn0 + cn15) = 0}.

First, in the case ¢y = ¢; = 0, this argument shows that supp p.,,supp pu C I. In the
case that ¢y # 0 (regardless of the value of ¢;), increase N such that |co — ¢,,0] <
lco|/2 for all n > N. Then the inequalities (8.8) show that
aM
SUPP fin,SUpp p C [—R1, R1], Ry = m+|8+|+\87\-
0
In the case that ¢; > 0 but ¢y = 0, increase N once again such that |¢; — ¢y 1| <
lc1]/2 for all n > N; the same inequalities then show that

SUPD fin,sUpp it C [~ Ro, Ra],  Ro = \/[sy [+ [s_ 2 + 4M/[er| + [s4| + [s—|.
By expanding I appropriately, then, we can suppose that

SUpp fin, supp p C I
for n > N; note that the inequalities (8.8) hold with the new definition of I. Fix a
neighborhood I’ O I, and define the measures
fins = Plpn](s +ie)xr (s) ds € M(R),

where ;s is the characteristic function of I’. These measures converge weakly to
n as § = 0, by Proposition 3.6.3. Fix a bounded, continuous function g : R — R.
For € > 0, fix §. > 0 such that

sup |g(s) + Plg](s +id:)| <e,
sel’

using the locally uniform continuity of P[g] in a neighborhood of I’. Decreasing 0.
if necessary, we can ensure also that

. 2M )
/R\I/ Plun](s+id)ds < — /R\I/ o (0(s—s_)+d(s—sy))ds<e

for all n. With this choice, we can apply the same argument as we did in Proposi-
tion 7.1 to deduce that p,, — p weakly. But we also know that p, are uniformly
compactly supported, so we recover convergence in W. (]

We can now prove Theorem 4.17 in full:
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Theorem 4.17 (Existence and Weak Continuity of Bg). Write U° = {0} x {0},
Ul = (R\ {0}) x {0}, and U? = R x Ry ; these sets form a disjoint partition of
R x Ry. Respectively, the set U° corresponds to the choice co = ¢; = 0, the set
U to the choice ¢c; = 0 but cg # 0, and U? to the choice c; > 0. Then Bg is
well-defined on the following spaces:

Be: MY (R) x Ut - MU x Ut Bg: MY

exp exp exp

R) x U? - MY x U°,

exp

applicable to gCM equations, and
Bg : M(R) x U' = M(R) x U*7¢, i€{0,1,2},

applicable to both gCM and gPD equations. The restriction to M,(a)l()p(R) x U? is
continuous from the W_o topology on M(j)(R) and the standard topology on U? to
the W_,. topology on MS})(R), for any r > 2. The restriction to M.(R) x U* is

continuous in product of the W -topology on M (R) and the standard topology on
each U7,

Proof. The claim about M_.(R) is proven in Lemma 8.4, so we prove only the
statement about Mé})p (R) here. In general, it is clear that the restriction of the
embedding ¥ (defined by (3.1)) to /\/lil) x U* is continuous from the W_5 topology
on MS})(R) C Mf)(R) and the standard topology on U’ to the weak topology

on M (S1) and the standard topology on R. Write W[\, co,¢1] = (A, ¢}). From
Theorem 4.1, we thus see that there is a unique pair (1, () such that

(8.9) (QINI(2) + i) QI (2) + i) = 1,

and that the map (A, ¢g,c1) — (1, ¢}) is continuous in the same topologies. More-

over, so long as either ¢g or ¢; is nonzero, we can follow the same logic as Lemma 8.4

to deduce that & has no atom at —1, and thus that 1 = ¥[u] for some u € Mf)(R).
Since A € Mg,l(i?(R), we further deduce that u € Mg%(R), as it can have at most

one atom to the left of inf supp A. Next, suppose that u ¢ ME:)(R), and calculate

Qo) =2 [ (2 + 2 ) duto)

z—s 1+s2

Fix R > 0 sufficiently large and zo < inf supp p sufficiently small that (z — s)~! >
—5(1+5?)7! for all s > R and z < z5. Then we find

lim Q)6 () = - /RW(SH lim /m( L8 )du(SL

z2——00 7 _pl48 zo-comJp \z—s 1+s2

but then, a standard application of Fatou’s lemma shows that the latter term
diverges. Since at least one of ¢y and ¢; is nonzero, by hypothesis, this contradicts
the (pushforward of the) relation (8.9). Thus, u € Mé}()p (R).

Finally, let » > 2, and consider a sequence ji,, € M (S!) converging weakly
to i € My(SY). Let g, p be such that ¥lu,] + 7716 ,0_1 = fi, and ¥[u] +
71¢10_1 = fi, for some values ¢, and ¢. For any bounded, continuous f € C(R),
the function

F2) = (14622 (f o d)(2)

is bounded and continuous on S', and so

[ 26 dnts) = [ T 7 [ Fai= [+ 270725 duts)
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as n — oo. It follows that the projection 1! is continuous from the weak topology
on S! to the W_, topology on ./\/l(f)(R), so the map (), ¢g,c1) — p is continuous.
The theorem follows. O

9. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES

In this section, we show how the theory developed so far can be implemented
numerically, giving rise to a straightforward-but-powerful spectral approach for
working with scalar Volterra equations of all types.

Central to our approach is the AAA (‘triple-A’) algorithm for rational approx-
imation [60], which we use for two reasons. For one, the measures we make use
of—as well as their integral transforms—are generally non-smooth, so traditional
(e.g., polynomial) approximation schemes are ill-suited to our problem. Equally im-
portant is, in handling time series, we are interested in equispaced samples on the
real line. We require high-order methods in order to accurately approximate inte-
gral transforms of such data accurately, but polynomial methods give rise to large,
non-physical oscillations (the Runge phenomenon) when applied to equispaced sam-
ple points [74]. Although somewhat less foolproof than polynomial interpolation,
the rational approximation offered by AAA is able to cleanly resolve discontinuities
and (certain kinds of) singularities, and it does not depend nearly as strongly as
polynomial methods on the distribution of sample points.

The numerical methods presented here are used primarily to support our ana-
lytical results, so we do not delve too deeply into the numerical theory (or accura-
cy/runtime analysis) needed to justify our numerical approach fully. We introduce
our ‘AAA-Hilbert’ (hereafter, AAAH) algorithm more completely in the sequel, and
we show there how it can be used to solve a variety of problems orthogonal to those
of present interest; for instance, it gives an efficient scheme for the approximation
of (even non-CM) functions by Prony series.

Our codebase, complete with all examples presented here, has been made avail-
able at the following GitHub link:

https://github.com/sgstepaniants/time-deconvolution

9.1. Numerical Implementation of B, Br, and B,;. Basic to our spectral the-
ory is the triple of involutions B, Bgr, and B,.g, introduced in Sections 4.1, 4.2, and
4.3, respectively. In turn, these maps allow us to solve difference equations (see
Proposition 4.4), integral and integro-differential equations (see Propositions 4.6
and Proposition 4.7), and delay and fractional differential equations (see Proposi-
tions 4.23 and 4.28).

The map B takes a measure A € M (S') and an offset ¢y € R and returns the
‘interconverted’ pair u € M, (S') and ¢y € R, according to Theorem 4.1. For our
present purposes, we assume that A has only finitely many atoms and no singular
continuous part, so that

dA(0) = (2m) " A(e™?) dO + ) " b;5(0 — 0;) dO
i=1
for a known, non-negative density \. € L*(S'), atom locations 6; € [0,27), and
weights b; > 0. Such a measure is within the scope of Theorem 4.3, so we can
compute B[\, ¢o] = (i, (o) as derived there.


https://github.com/sgstepaniants/time-deconvolution

60 DAVID DARROW AND GEORGE STEPANIANTS

In turn, this procedure requires computing the Hilbert transform H[A]. That of
the discrete part of A is straightforward, as the Hilbert transform of a delta func-
tion is given explicitly by H[6,6,](e??) = cot(eggo ); this expression is exactly (the
restriction of) a pole in the complex plane, so it can be represented exactly using
AAA. To compute the Hilbert transform of A., we first solve a Laplace problem to
find Q[A.], using the AAA-LS method of Costa and Trefethen [19]. The AAA-LS

method proceeds as follows:

(1) Apply AAA to A. to recover a rational approximation r(z)’s1 ~ Ae(2).
(2) Recover the set of poles z1, ..., z,, of r(z) with |z;| > 1.
(3) Fix a small m > 1. Writing

perform a least-squares optimization on {aj,c;} to minimize the error
[ReQc(2) — ReAe(2) | nos(s1), subject to Im Q.(0) = 0.

The resulting function @C(z) is necessarily holomorphic in the unit disc D, and its
real part converges approximately to A, on S'; as such, Corollary 3.7 indicates®
that it should approximate Q[A.] on D. Adding the discrete part of A, discussed
above, yields an approximation of Q[)] itself. We can then find H[A] by restricting
Im Q[\] to S*.

Following along with Theorem 4.3, this information is sufficient to compute the
continuous density u. of the distribution u. The discrete part of u is supported on
the zeroes of H[A] + ¢o on the circle, which can be found either using traditional
rootfinding schemes or using AAA itself; rootfinding is particularly easy in this
context, as we know that each of the (finite number of) components of S1\ supp A
has at most one root. The weight of each atom of u, as well as the value of (y, can
be found by taking appropriate integrals of .

The map Bg is computed similarly, but on the real line instead of the circle.
Recall that Br takes a measure A € MS:)(R), a constant offset ¢y € R, and a

linear offset ¢; > 0, and returns the interconverted triple p € MS})(R), o € R,
and ¢; > 0. We treat only A satisfying the hypotheses of Theorem 4.10, so we
know with certainty that B is well-defined. The only modification to the AAA-LS
procedure described above is, instead of restricting to poles outside the unit disc,
we restrict to poles in the lower half-plane C\ H before performing our least-squares
optimization.

The map Breg takes a measure A € /\/lf)(R)7 a constant offset ¢y € R, and a

linear offset ¢; > 0, and it returns the interconverted triple p € Mf)(R), o € R,
and ¢; > 0. We implement B by using our existing implementation of B, i.e.,
using the formula Byeg = \Ilr_eé o B o V,q,, where U, is defined by (4.24).

At present, we calculate Laplace and Fourier transforms of our measures using
low-order (i.e., trapezoidal) quadrature methods; we return to the inverse Laplace
transform in Section 9.3. As such, this step represents a primary bottleneck in accu-
racy, in an algorithm otherwise carried out with spectral accuracy. We investigate
this question further in the sequel. Based on early numerical tests, we anticipate
high-order accuracy to be preserved across the full, revised algorithm.

6We do not pursue a formal proof of this statement at present.
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9.2. Practical Examples of Bg and Numerical Interconversion. We now
develop an intuition for the behavior of Bg, by investigating how it transforms four
different triples (), co,c1). These are as follows: a purely discrete measure,

6
_ Py a=(5.0,7.0,8.1,10.3,12.2,15.0) co=—10
Ax(s) = Z;M(S @), B =(1.0,2.3,0.5,0.7,2.0,0.4) =5
1=
a sum of two parabolic kernels,
co=1
Xa(s) = xaa ()1 — (5 = 5)%) + xpasg ()1 — (s =157, L0
a fully-supported measure with both continuous and discrete parts,
3
_ —|s—6] ) o a = (3.0, 5.0, 70) Co = 0
As(s) = e * ;515(3 @), B =1(0.3,0.4,0.2) =0

and a sum of two triangular kernels and several atoms,

3
Aa(s) = X(—6,-a)(8) (1 =[5+ 5]) + xpa,61 () (1 = |s = B]) + > Bid(s — i),
=1
a=(-2,0,2) co=1+i
B=(12,021.3) " a=1

In Fig. 10, we show how each of the measures \; is mapped to p; under Bg,
with the parameters ¢y and c¢; as indicated. As evidenced by the example of Ay,
discrete measures are always mapped to discrete measures for real cy, and the
atoms of A\ and p must interlace (see Corollary 4.12). Likewise, as the example
of Ay demonstrates, continuous measures with compact support are taken to other
measures with the same support, along with a countable number of atoms added
on (see Proposition 6.9). The example of A3 shows that any measure with density
everywhere locally bounded away from zero is mapped to a continuous measure
with full support; this is implied by Theorem 4.10, as Ny()\) is empty. Finally, the
example of \; shows that the same is true for any measure when ¢y has positive
imaginary part (see Proposition 4.14). We can understand this latter example as a
special case of the case of a measure of full support, connecting with our broader
theory of rPD kernels (see Remark 4.24).

We now apply our spectral method to solve the interconversion problem. Namely,
given a triple (K, cg, 1) in either (gCM) or (gPD), how accurately can we compute
the triple (J, (o, (1) that defines the inverse equation (see Propositions 4.6 and 4.7)?

We first consider the context of Proposition 4.6; i.e., where x(t) and y(t) satisfy
the pair of equations

y(t) = ar&(t) — cox(t) — /0 K(t — s)x(s)ds,
~ra(t) = Gi(t) = Gon(t) = [ Tt = s)y(s)ds,

with K = Lp[A] and J = L[u] are gCM integral kernels, with A, u € ME:)(R), and
where Bg[A, co, c1] = (u, (o, ¢1). By combining these two equations, we can see that
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FIGURE 10. We display the diverse set of behaviors exhibited by
the map Bg. The four examples shown above—discussed in Sec-
tion 9.2—show a discrete measure, a continuous measure of com-
pact support, a ‘mixed’ measure with full support, and a mixed
measure with compact support. Notably, the choice of ¢y and ¢y
significantly affect the behavior of Bg.

the kernels K and J satisfy the following resolvent equations:

(9.1a) OK — K —KxJ=0, K(0)=n2/¢;, ifc;=cy=0,
(glb) cod + (K +KxJ =0, ifc; =0,c9#0,
(9.1c) ad —cod —KxJ=0, J0)=72/c;, ifc; >0.

In order to evaluate the accuracy to which an estimated kernel J satisfies the
resolvent equations above, we can compute the relative L? error

K—CoK—KxJ
11K —Co #J| 2 c1=co=0

\K%Kf%%ﬁ’
oK +coJ+Kx* 2
(9.2) ggCM(J) = MoKz L s C1 = 0, Co 75 0.
lleiJ—cod—K*J| 2
ferdle 0 >V

The error in the first two cases is chosen to weigh against the total contribution of
terms in the resolvent equation that do not involve J; since no such terms appear
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in the final case, the error is chosen to weigh against the ‘most irregular’ expression
in the resolvent equation, c; J.

We can carry out a similar program in the setting of Proposition 4.7, where x(t)
and y(t) satisfy the pair of equations

y(t) = er(t) — icox(t) —|—/O K(t — s)xz(s)ds,

w2 (t) = Cui(t) — icoy(t) + / J(t — s)y(s)ds,

now with K = F[\] and J = F[u] gPD integral kernels. The resolvent equations
in this context are as follows:

(9.3a) OK —i¢oK +K*J=0, K(0)=n%/¢;, ifci=co=0
(9.3b) 1K = —icyJ + K * J, ifep =0,c0#0
(9.3¢) e —icgJ + K« J, JO)=n2/e;  ife; >0.

with the resulting relative L? error expression

lliCo K —C1K—Kx*J|| 2

- - c1=c¢c=0
liGK K] 0

_ ) licoK Fico S KA _
(94) gng(J) = . Tico K 12 , C1 = O, Co 75 0.
llerJ—ico J+Kx*J|| 2
g c1 >0
llex T2 o

Using these error expressions, we can study how the spectral interconversion
of CM and PD Volterra equations through Br compares against classical numer-
ical approaches to solving the resolvent equations (9.1) and (9.3). We consider
Volterra equations corresponding to the four measures \;, i = 1,2, 3,4, introduced
in Section 9.2. First, we study (gCM) with kernels given by K(t) = L[\;](¢) for
i € {1,2,3}; since ¢ ¢ R in the fourth case, it cannot be applied in the gCM
context. Second, we study (gPD) with kernels given by K (t) = F[\;](¢), now with
all four kernels.

In Fig. 11, we show how our new spectral approach—introduced in Section 9.1—
compares against traditional quadrature methods to solve these interconversion
equations. Traditional methods differ somewhat between integral and integro-
differential equations. Namely, for solving integral equations of the first and second
types, we discretize the integrals according to the trapezoid rule, with 10* time-
points between 0 and 1; for example, see [73, Chapter 18.2]. We solve integro-
differential Volterra equations by approximating integral terms with Gauss quad-
rature (with 20 nodes), as discussed in [4]. In all cases, we find that our spectral
interconversion approach offers the same or higher accuracy as compared to tradi-
tional methods. Once again, we note that in our current implementation, we use
trapezoidal quadrature to compute Laplace and Fourier transforms, to recover the
kernels K; in the sequel, we show how to improve this step to achieve spectral
accuracy across the full algorithm.

9.3. Spectral Interconversion from Time-Sampled Kernels. In practice, one
may not know the spectrum of our integral kernel K a priori, but only the values of
K at discrete time points ¢1, ..., t,. To solve this problem with our spectral theory,
we must first estimate the measure A (either £, '[K] or F~![K], depending on
context).
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FIGURE 11. Interconversion of the equations (gCM) and (gPD) for
various integral kernels K (shown in blue). The spectral approach
introduced in Section 9.1, using our analytic formulas for B, gives
interconverted kernels Jypec (red) that agree closely with the ker-
nels Jyum (pink) provided by traditional quadrature schemes. In
all cases, our spectral approach offers similar or higher accuracy
as compared with traditional methods. As noted above, low-order
quadrature methods currently represent a bottleneck in accuracy
in our algorithm, which we attempt to correct in the sequel.

Consider again the case of (gCM), where K = Lu[A] for some X € ./\/l.g)l()p(R)
We would like to approximate K by a sum of exponential kernels, which would
correspond to a discrete approximation of . The problem of fitting sums of expo-
nentials is well-explored and known to be very ill-posed [76, 77, 40, 83], and can be
reframed as the challenging task of computing an inverse Laplace transform of a
function from sample data. Here we explore the use of the AAA algorithm [60] to
solve this ill-posed problem. The approach we describe below is closely related to
the method of Padé-Laplace approximation [83], which uses a one-point rational
approximant (analogous to a Taylor series) to compute integral transforms.
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Taking a (one-sided) Laplace transform of K, we find
° dA(u)

03) LK) = Lt = [ [ et anwar = [T 2,

suggesting that we can construct a discrete approximation of A by first approxi-
mating L[K] with an appropriate rational function. Instead of computing L[K]
with direct quadrature, as we do elsewhere, we now use AAA to fit a rational
approximation to the sample data {(t;, K (t;))}; to obtain”

n

Kty ~EK(t)=)

i=1

w;

LIK](s) = Zwie’ZiSEl(—zis),

t—2i7

with w;, z; € C, and where Ey(z) = f:o e;u du denotes the exponential integral.

We now apply AAA a second time, to approximate ﬁ[ff ] on a set of chosen (loga-
rithmically spaced) quadrature points {s;},. This procedure yields
m
CIR)(s) = Y. P,
i=1 s = Cz

with p;,¢; € C. Our aim is to approximate A from (9.5) using the pairs (p;, (;)
discovered by AAA. Although p; and (; are generally complex-valued, in approxi-
mating completely monotone integral kernels (which have no oscillatory properties),
AAA typically concentrates its pole placement along the negative real axis. We find
that rounding these values to the real axis and constructing the discrete distribution

(9.6) A(s) = Z Aid(s — ), a; = —Re[¢;], i = Relpi]

robustly approximates the distribution A. In fact, the procedure we described
above can be used even when K exhibits exponential growth. If K grows at a rate
7 > 0, then for AAA to accurately compute its Laplace transform, K must be pre-
multiplied by an exponential decay e~", and its transform must be subsequently
shifted as L[K](s) — L[K](s — 7).

Even if K is a valid gCM kernel—i.e., a bilateral Laplace transform of a positive
measure—the discrete measure X(s) computed above may have negative masses.
A natural correction in this case is as follows. We use the spectral weights \;
above as a warm start, set to zero those weights which are negative, and optimize
the remaining pairs (o, A;) through a projected gradient descent, minimizing the
mean squared error between K(t;) and Ly [:\\] (t;) while constraining all weights \;
to be positive. This correction procedure robustly recovers the (positive) spectrum
of our gCM kernel. At the top of Fig. 12, we show how this procedure works on
the kernel
O0)  KW)= gz +¢7 Me) = £7 ) = oo ()56~ + 85— 1)
We sample this kernel at n = 5 and n = 10 logarithmically spaced points in time,
use AAA as outlined above to achieve a candidate spectrum, and then apply 1000
steps of Adam gradient optimization [18] to construct a non-negative spectrum

A~ E;l[K]. In turn, we can use the methods outlined in the preceding sections to

7Generica11y, AAA may give polynomial terms along with single poles. We discuss how to
correct this behavior in the sequel.
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obtain Bg [X, co = 0,¢1 = 0] = (11,¢o, (1), and thus the interconverted gCM kernel
J = Ly[p]. We find that we are able to accurately reconstruct the true inverse
kernel J with n = 10 samples; n = 5 samples are sufficient to closely approximate
K itself, but too few to accurately recover J.

Now we turn to the case of (¢gPD), where K = F[)] for a non-negative measure
A. The AAA-based approximation could be used equally well in this setting, but we
demonstrate an alternate approximation scheme using the discrete cosine transform
(DCT). We write t; = (i — 1)At for a given resolution At, and perform an inverse
DCT on the sample vector {(K (t;)}?_; to obtain

Ao = D0 5[5 — ) 85 )]

(2 - 1)

2/1 -
)\i = ﬁ (iK(tl) + Z K(t]) COS(UJZ'tj)), w; = Nt

More concretely, this yields the following representation of K:
n
K(t) ~ Z Aj cos(w,t),
j=1

which interpolates K at the sample points ¢;. Once again, this procedure does
not enforce that \; are positive, but gradient descent can be used to correct this
behavior. We show the full procedure at the bottom of Fig. 12, applied to the
kernel

(9.8)

K(t) = et 4 icos(Zt) + icos(St),

2
2\1/7?6—% + é[é(s —5) 4+ 6(s — 1) + 8(s + 1)+ 6(s +5)|.
This gPD kernel is sampled at n = 10 and n = 20 equispaced points in time, and we
use the DCT along with 1000 steps of Adam gradient optimization to construct its
approximate spectral distribution . We use the methods of the preceding section
to compute BR[X,CO =1,¢1 = 1] = (11,¢p, (1) and recover J = F[u]. We see that
the reconstruction of the J is highly accurate when n = 20 samples of K are given,
but still remains reasonably accurate even with n = 10 samples. This highlights a
possible difference with the gCM case studied earlier, that inversion of gPD kernels
may be less sensitive to mis-estimation of the spectral distribution A.

As) = FHA(s) =

9.4. Solving Volterra Equations through Interconversion. Now that we have
established that our method can effectively interconvert either (gCM) or (gPD), we
test its ability to recover the solution z(t) from a given input y(¢). In particular, we
are interested in seeing how this inversion behaves under increasing levels of noise
corruption in y(t).

We construct a random curve x(t) by first generating a random walk that takes
10 steps, at intervals At =1 and of step size 1/ V/10; this ensures that the random
walk has unit variance at time ¢ = 10. We then interpolate its values at ¢t = 1,...,10
using a 5th-order spline to obtain a differentiable trajectory x(t).
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FIGURE 12. The first two rows above study the interconversion
of a Volterra equation with ¢y = ¢; = 0 and the gCM Volterra
kernel K = L[] given by (9.7). This interconversion is performed
by first computing the approximate inverse Laplace transform of
K through AAA to obtain a discrete spectrum X which is then
mapped to a discrete spectrum fi using the map Bg. Although X, i
in the middle two columns are exactly discrete, we plot them with
kernel density estimation for clearer visualization. We see that the
inversion accurately approximates the inverse kernel J with only
a moderate number of sample points. The second two rows study
the interconversion of a Volterra equation with ¢g = ¢; = 1 and
the gPD Volterra kernel K = F[)A] given in (9.8). In this case, X is
obtained by taking the inverse Fourier transform of K computed
through the DCT. Once again, the reconstruction of J is accurate
with only a moderate number of sample points.

67
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We then study the following gCM Volterra equation
(9.9) y(t) = 2x(t) — /Ot K(t —s)z(s)ds, K(t)=e ' +e
and the following gPD Volterra equation
(9.10) y(t) = /Ot K(t —s)x(s)ds, K(t) = cos(t)+ cos(2t).

For each equations, we numerically compute the convolution K * z at 1000 time
points to obtain a baseline value of y(¢). We then proceed to corrupt the resulting
values with p% Gaussian white noise, as §(t) = y(t) + £(¢), where the standard
deviation of £ is 155 ||yl z2-

In Figure 13 we show a comparison of two approaches for recovering x(¢) from
noisy measurements §(¢). For this example, we assume that the spectral distribution
A of the gCM or gPD kernel K in the examples above is known exactly. Our spectral
approach once uses Propositions 4.6 and 4.7 to recover an approximate value Zspec(t)
(dark blue line). This approach works remarkably well, even at high noise levels.
Notably, our approach achieves near-identical results in this test as compared to
solving the resolvent equation for J(t) directly (using numerical quadrature), and
then using J to recover x.

The second approach we investigate is to numerically invert (9.9) and (9.10)
directly, i.e., by discretizing these systems through a trapezoid rule at 1000 equi-
spaced timepoints and solving. This reconstruction, labeled Zgata(t) (light purple
line), shows poor high sensitivity to noise in both the gCM and gPD cases. This
behavior is as expected; numerical solution of Volterra equations is generally ill-
posed, and the linear system formed by discretizing (9.9) and (9.10) in the time
domain is poorly-conditioned. This confirms that interconversion is crucial for solv-
ing the deconvolution problem from noise-corrupted and filtered observations, and
once again highlights the strength of our spectral approach.

9.5. Discrete-Time Volterra Equations. In this section, we show how our inter-
conversion formulas allow us to analytically solve discrete-time Volterra equations
of the class (dPD), reducing the computational complexity required by traditional
methods. We demonstrate our approach on the equation

n

(9.11) y(n) = coz(n) + ZK(n —iz(y) Zak cos(nfy)

=0

where 6, € [0,7], and fixing ¢y = —%Zi\;l ar. Note that the inverse Fourier
transform of this kernel is

N

0) = > (80— 0) + 80+ 01) ) b,
k=1

and by Proposition 4.7, we obtain pu ~ (u,0) = B[),0]. Because B always takes

discrete measures to discrete measures, we know that p will take the form

o) =3 % (50— ) + 60 + ) df
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FIGURE 13. Reconstruction of the trajectory z(t) given only a
noisy forcing term g(t) = y(t) + £(¢), in both gCM (9.9) and
¢PD (9.10) Volterra equations. In our approach, we reconstruct-
ing z(t) by first determining the interconverted Volterra kernel
J from K through our spectral interconversion formulas, using J
to reconstruct x(¢) analytically. This reconstruction is shown in
Zspec(t) (dark blue line), and we see that it is robust to even signif-
icant noise corruption. An alternative approach for reconstructing
x(t) is to numerically solve the Volterra equations (9.9) and (9.10)
through a trapezoid rule discretization. The resulting numerical
problem is highly ill-conditioned, and as such, the reconstructed
values Zqata(t) (light purple line) are highly sensitive to noise.

where 7, € [0, 7] interleave between the angles 0}, on the unit circle. Hence, defining

N

N
J(t) = AF[u)(t) =4 brcos(yt), G =—3J(0)=-2> b,
k=1 k=1
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we find that the solution to (9.11) is given by
(9.12) z(n) =G+ > J(n—5)y().
3=0

We compare this spectral approach to a naive numerical solution of (9.11). For
the latter, we form the lower triangular matrix T € RM+UX(+D) with T}, =
L{i>;3K (i — j) and solve

(9.13) y=Tx, x=| : |,.y=]| :
z(n) y(n)

The classical algorithm for this inversion uses forward substitution and requires
O(n?) operations. However, the matrix T is Toeplitz as well as triangular, so
this scheme can be improved upon. Generic (i.e., non-triangular) Toeplitz matri-
ces can be inverted in O(n?) operations using Levinson recursion [32], although
relatively-involved superfast methods exist that use the FFT to invert such matri-
ces in O(nlogn + np?) operations, where p depends on the entries of the Toeplitz
matrix [14]. Triangular Toeplitz matrices can likewise be inverted in O(nlogn)
time with ~ 10 applications of the FFT [17]. Approximate algorithms based on
polynomial interpolation can drop this time complexity to the cost of two FFTs
and one DCT [51].

By contrast, using the analytical formulas in Proposition 4.7 and computing the
convolution J * y in Fourier space, we carry out a spectrally-accurate inversion
with a highly efficient, easy-to-implement algorithm. One point of uncertainty
in our time complexity lies in the computation of Hilbert transforms, which are
in turn carried out by the asymptotically-potentially-expensive AAA algorithm.
Since AAA is highly accurate even with small rational approximants, we find our
algorithm to be highly efficient in practice. In Fig. 14, we show that our method is
more efficient (on the example (9.11)) than the classical O(n?) options, i.e., forward
substitution algorithm for triangular matrices and Levinson recursion for Toeplitz
matrices. We find that our inversion formula reconstruct constructs x in O(nlogn)
time, as expected if it were dominated by the FFT.

9.6. Volterra Equations with Fractional Derivatives. We finish our numer-
ical studies by showing how spectral interconversion allow us to solve Volterra
equations with fractional derivatives. Namely, we study the equation

d t
(9.14) y(t) = i(t) + DY2x(t) = (t) + @/ K(t —7)x(r)dr,
0
discussed in Example 4.29, where D'/2 is the Riemann-Liouville half-derivative (1.2).

Here, we have K(t) = 1/+/mt, which can be represented (comparing with Proposi-
tion 4.28) as

015 K(t) = / Tl s, dMs) = X ()7 ds.

— 00

We note that A ¢ MS})(R), so our theory of gCM equations cannot be used to
solve this example. Even still, our extension to rCM kernels allows it to be solved
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FIGURE 14. Comparison of three different methods for solving
the discrete Volterra equation (9.11). The spectral method de-
veloped in this paper for inversion of discrete Volterra equations
(light blue line) scales nearly linearly in n, suggesting that it is
dominated by the two FFTs it performs. By contrast, Levinson
recursion [32] (pink line) and forward substitution (purple line) for
solving Toeplitz and triangular systems, respectively, both scale
quadratically with n. All methods have comparable relative root
squared error in their reconstruction of x.

in closed-form; recall from Example 4.29 that the solution takes the form

#(t) = / " Bt — 1) )y(r) dr,

where F 5 is the Mittag-Leffler kernel [39]. In our notation, this corresponds to a
kernel
1 m
J(t) = LIp)(t) = W By (=t2),  pu(s) = X[o,00)(8) 13-
82 4+ 52

In Figure 15, we compute the same result numerically, using the implementation
of Breg discussed in Section 9.1. We compare the result of our spectral interconver-
sion against a direct implementation of the Mittag—Leffler kernel, using the GenML
library in Python [64]; we see that our spectral approach accurately captures both
the kernel J and its spectrum p accurately, and that it is able to recover x from a
random input y, generated using the same technique discussed in Section 9.4.

10. FUTURE DIRECTIONS

Although our work covers a broad range of Volterra equations, there remain sev-
eral interesting directions for future research. For one, it would be interesting to
further investigate the practical applications of the present work. As one example,
our work gives practical, closed-form expressions of the reciprocal Cauchy transform
of positive measures on the line and on the circle, so it can be used to calculate
boolean, monotone, and orthogonal convolutions of probability measures [50]. In
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FIGURE 15. Interconversion of the fractional differential equa-
tion (9.14) leads to a CM Volterra equation with a Mittag—Leffler
kernel J, as predicted by Proposition 4.28. We see that our spectral
approach accurately captures both J and its spectrum p = £71[J],
and that it accurately recovers x from a random input y; the latter
is generated using the technique discussed in Section 9.4.

another direction, the AAA-Hilbert (AAAH) algorithm presented in Section 9 can
be applied in several directions orthogonal to the applications presented here, such
as efficient approximation of functions by Prony series. We investigate these ques-
tions further in the sequel.

One important application is as follows. Suppose that in the context of (gCM)
(with ¢; # 0), we have complete knowledge of the input y and partial knowledge
(or a sparse sampling) of the output x, and we are interested in inferring the
values of ¢g, ¢1, and K. Since we only have partial knowledge of z, it would be
prohibitively difficult to calculate the numerical derivatives needed to evaluate the
expression c1& — copr — K * x for a candidate set of parameters. Alternatively,
leveraging Theorem 4.10, we could efficiently recover the resolvent kernel J from
a given set of parameters, and compare J x y against x in turn; combining this
with a nonlinear optimization scheme would allow us to estimate the true equation
parameters without calculating numerical derivatives. This problem is particularly
important in the context of reservoir models for climate modeling (see Fig. 2),
where emissions data is well-known, atmospheric carbon budget data is known
more sparsely, and equation parameters must be inferred.

There is also substantial room to improve our analytical results. Most straight-
forwardly, we believe that the statement of Theorem 4.17 can be greatly improved—
comparing against our numerical results, the map Bg is likely to be well-defined on
far broader sets than those given in the theorem, and is likely to be continuous on
far more stringent topologies. We would also like to develop a better understand-
ing of how interconversion applies to measures with nonzero singular continuous
components, which are outside the scope of Theorem 4.10, Theorem 4.3, and The-
orem 4.21, but have been understood to some degree in the Aronszajn—Donoghue
theory [5, 24].

Of course, the most restrictive of our hypotheses is that the spectra of our in-
tegral kernels are non-negative. Broadly, there are two reasons we need positive
measures: to bound the variation norm of the interconverted measure in Lemma 6.1,
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and to ensure that no poles exist when we take contour integrals in the proof of
Theorem 4.10. If we had a priori knowledge of either of these facts, we might be
able to soften this hypothesis.

Another interesting direction is, the construction of the regularized Hilbert trans-
form presented here (see Section 4.3) appears substantially novel, and greatly ex-
tends the domain on which the transform can be defined. We have already seen
one important application of this extension, in understanding the spectral theory
of fractional and delay differential equations, but we would like to investigate these
questions further.

APPENDIX A. STABILITY OF INTERCONVERSION

Here, we highlight a final benefit of our analytic interconversion formulas: one
can directly estimate the (linearized) condition number of the interconversion itself.
As a starting point, we show the following simple lemmas:

Lemma A.1. Fiz parameters cg € R and c1 > 0 and a measure A(s) = Zivzl bid(s—
a;), and let (u, Co, C1) = B[\, co, c1]; further write u(s) = Ef\il Bi0(s—ay). For any
smooth, bounded, positive f : R — R, write

B[N = / £(s) dA(s).

Then the following bounds hold:

S bif(ay) ([fl)| 2 2B~ b
(A1) [Bucrlid Sg? 2~ ol (’f(a;) N = ,;Iaj—aw)
M 2 N
B _fleg) ‘f’(aj) 1 28; by
|3biEf[#]| < ; 2 |aj _ai| ( f(aj) + |aj _ az\ 2 ; \aj _ ak|3>
M 2 N
OéjB' f/(Oé‘) 1 25 bk
’aclEf[uHS; wjf( j)(‘f(a;) +m 7T2]k221|04 —ak\‘?’)
B Feg)| | 285N~ b
[Oeo Py l1]] < ;?jf(aj) (‘ f(aj) " T;; | —ak\?’)
Proof. For any variable z, we find
M
(A2) 0-Elull <3 |83/ (05)0-05 + f(0)0.5
j=1

so our problem reduces to computing derivatives of o;; and 8;. We calculate J,, o
using implicit differentiation:

N, b; N b
Oa, , — 100,05 = 5 = (Z (o, —aZ ' q) Pty =0
J

j Ak

SO
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and likewise,

B;

abiaj = 71'2(ozj — ai)7 aclaj = _ajﬂj/ﬂjv acoaj = _Bj/WQ'

Next, we find
9 N
oy == ) (o = apes)
B = c1+ Z ~ar) ~ )’ kz::l QO
_G b (—2 - 25 S
™ (0 —ai)? \oj —a; 7 = (o —ag)?/)’

which implies (A.1). The remaining formulas follow similarly. O

Though the formulas provided by Lemma A.1 are unwieldy in their full generality,
we can use them to estimate the stability of our interconversion formulas in various
asymptotic limits.

As an example, suppose we fix ¢g = ¢; = 0, we choose a smooth, bounded,
positive function g : [0,1] — R4, and we take Ay to discretely approximate the
measure g(s)ds in the unit interval:

Z (j/N)8(s — j/N).

In this setting, we wish to see how error propagates through the map B if we perturb

g(s) — g(s) + dg(s)
and let N — oo.

Supposing that the zeros o of Hgr[An] lie approximately halfway between each
set of adjacent poles, we estimate

nn—1
Z |Oé —a ‘n "
9l k

for any n > 1. In turn, this implies 8; ~ N, and, for any f with || f||co, |V f]lec < 1,

M 52
B b 2 28,
b < 3. 2 e (1 5 )

Jj=1

M
1 b; 2
< — s N)~1
NN22|aJ—al| +|a- 7t

j — ail

The total error in Ef[u] can be computed as
1
SE [ ~fZ®NN0&}S/@@W,
0

so we see that, in the high-resolution limit, the L' error in u should be on the same
order as the L' error in \.

For another example, suppose we fix N and write A\(s) = Zjv:l bjd(s —aj), set
¢1 = 0, and consider the limit ¢y — co. In this case, how do errors in A(s) propagate
to affect the Laplace transform Lp[u]?
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To balance the equation

each root a; must be “close to” a neighboring pole a;. More specifically, for any
«a, there is a pole a; € {ai,...,an} such that

a; — a5 ~ bj/C().

In this setting, we estimate

Z <Ja e~ by

for any n > 1, and thus 8; ~ w2b;/c3.
In applying Lemma A.1 to the Laplace transform, we fix f(t) = e=* for a fixed
s > 0. Then we find

M .
—say

2
b;e 2 25
o 5355 B 2% )
|0a, By Z 72 Ja; — a2 s+‘a — 4] Z|a —ax]?

2 bje 5% 2 20; b;
~ 512 3 (s + + ﬁ;iz ),
w2 oy — ail lo; —a;| 72 |y — a3
~ 47726_30%/00,

and similarly,
|06, Er ]| < 37%e ™%/ (bico).

This asymptotic behavior is perhaps as expected—that error propagation decays
as O(1/cg)—but our analytic formulas further suggest the leading order coefficient
for this decay.
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