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Abstract

The spectral analysis of the operator Fourier truncated on the positive
half-axis is done.

6 Spectral theory of the Fourier operator
truncated on the positive half-axis.

In this section we study the truncated Fourier operator Fg,

(Fpz)(t) = \/% / 2" e, te R, (6.1)
E

in the case when the set E is the positive half-axis: F = [0,00). The
operator Fp is considered as an operator acting in the space L?(E) of
all square measurable complex valued functions on E provided with
the scalar product

(2, ) = / 2Oy dt
E

The operator I, adjoint to the operator I with respect to this scalar
product is

(Foz)(t) = \/% / 2O e, te b, (6.2)
E
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This set E is not symmetric and bounded from below. According
to [KaMall, Theorem 1.4], the operator Fg, E = [0, c0), is not a normal
operator. However we can do without Theorem 1.4. The fact that the
operator Fg, E = [0,00) is not normal will be evident after we study
its spectral properties in more detail.

1. As in the previous consideration, related to the non-truncated
Fourier operator, (corresponding to the set £ = (—o0,00) ), or to
the Fourier operator truncated on the finite symmetric interval, (cor-
responding to the set £ = (—a,a), 0 < a < 00), also in the case when
E = (0, 00) our reasoning is based on using some selfadjoint differential
operator £ which commutes with the operator Fg.

The formal differential operator L which generate this operator £
is

(La)(t) = —% <t2 d’;ﬁ”) (6.3)

The formal operator L generates the minimal operator L, and the
maximal operator L ax.

The formal operator L describes how act the operators L, and
Linax on functions from the appropriate domain of definition.

Definition 6.1. The set A is the set of complex valued functions x(t)
defined on the open half-azis (0,00) and satisfying the following con-

ditions:
1. The derivative da(t)
of the interval (0,00);

2. The function da(t

subinterval of the interval (0,00);

of the function x(t) exists at every point t

15 absolutely continuous on every compact

Definition 6.2. The set A is the set of complez-valued functions x(t)
defined on the open interval (0,00) and satisfied the following condi-
tions:

1. The function xz(t) belongs to the set A defined above;

2. The support suppx of the function x(t) is a compact subset of
the open interval (0,00): (supp z) € (—a,a).

Definition 6.3. The differential operator L.y is defined as follows:



1. The domain of definition Dy of the operator Liyax 15:

Do ={x: 2(t) € L%((0,00))NA and (Lz)(t) € L?((0,0))},

(6.4a)
where (Lx)(t) is deﬁnedby ©3).
2. The action of the operator Lmax 0S:
Forze€Dg,... , L,..v=Lx. (6.4Db)

The operator Lmax 1S said to be the maximal differential operator gen-
erated by the formal differential expression L.

The minimal differential operator £ . is the restriction of the max-

min

imal differential operator £ _ . on the set of functions which is some

sense vanish at the endpoint of the interval (0,00). The precise defi-

nition is presented below.
Definition 6.4. The operator L, is the closurelgof the operator L:

L

n

= clos(£), (6.5a)

where the operator L is the restriction of the operator L_ . :

£° - ﬁmax; »CO = »Cmax\Déa DL = Dﬁ N ./i . (65b)

max

By (, ) we denote the standard scalar product in L?((0,c0)):

o0

For u, v € L*((0,00)), (u,v) = /u(t)v(t) dt.
0

The properties of the operators £ . and £, :

n max *

1. The operator L_. is symmetric:

min

(ﬁuliux’ y> = <x7 £111iuy> I vx? y € D‘Cmin; (66)

In other words, the operator L _. is contained in its adjoint:

min

ﬁmin g (ﬁmln)*7

2. The operators L_.. and L__  are mutually adjoint:

n

(‘é)* = (‘Cmin)* = Emax’ (‘Cmax)* = Emiu ) (67)

X

!Since = € A, the expression (Lx)(t) is well defined.
2Since the operator £ is symmetric, it is closable.



o

The fact that (£)* = L, is a very general fact related to ordinary
differential operators, regular or singular, of finite or infinite interval.

Let as calculate the deficiency indices of the symmetric operator
L_. . Inview of ([6.7)), we have to investigate the dimension of the space
of solutions of the equation £, x = Az for X from the upper half plane
and for A from the lower half plane. The equation £ _, x = Az is the
differential equation of the form

_ %(thfl(tt)) =Xz(t), 0<t<oo. (6.8)

We are interested in solutions of this equation which belong to L?(0, cc).
The equation (6.8)) can be solved explicitly. Seeking its solution on
the form x(t) = t*, we come to the equation

ala+1)+A=0.

The roots of this equation are

1 /1 1 /1
al——§+ Z—)\, (12—_5_ Z_)\ (69)

These roots are different if \ # i. Thus if \ # % , the general solution
of the differential equation (6.8) is of the form

l‘(t) = c1t™ + cot™? R (610)

where ¢y, co are arbitrary constants. If A = i, the general solution of
([E8) is of the form

z(t) = e1t'/? + ot/ Int . (6.11)

However the function z(t) of the form (6I0) (or (GII])) belongs to
L?((0,00)) only if #(t) = 0. Thus, the following result is proved

Lemma 6.1. Whatever \ € C is, the differential equation (68) has
no solutions x(t) #Z 0 belonging to L*((0,00)).

In particular, taking A = ¢ and A = —¢, we see that the deficiency
indices n4 and n_ of the symmetric operator £ _, are equal to zero.
Applying the von Neumann criterion of the selfadjointness, we obtain

Lemma 6.2. The differential operator L, is self-adjoint.

n
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In other words, we prove that £ _, =L__ .

Notation 6.1. From now till the end this paper we use the notation

L for the operator L, =L, . -
LEL, =L, (6.12)
Since L=L_,,, )
L =closL. (6.13)
Since L=L_,,
Dp={r: 2 € ANL*0,00), Lz € L*(0,00)} . (6.14)

Theorem 6.1. The (selfadjoint) operator L commutes with the trun-
cated Fourier operator Fp, E = (0,00) as well as with the adjoint
operator J7;:

1. If v € Dg, then Spx € Dr, I x € Dr.
2. Fplax=LIpx, FplLx=LIpz, VreDr. (6.15)

3. If E(A) is the spectral projector for the operator L corresponding
to a Borelian subset A of the real axis, then

TeE(A) = E(A)Tp, TLE(A) = E(A)T, YA.  (6.16)

Proof. The proofis based on Lemma 2.3 and Theorem 2.4 from .
Let x € Dg. Then the function Fgx is the Fourier transform of a
summable finite function, hence Fpx € A. Since FpL?((0,00)) C
L?((0,00)), and = € L%((0,0)), Lz € L?*((0,00)), then Fgx € L*((0,0)),
FpLx € L?((0,00)). Thus,

FxD;s C Dr (6.17)

Since the support of the function z(t) is a compact subset of the
open interval (0,00), the condition (2.43) is satisfied. According to
Theorem 2.4 from , the equality

Fplx=LIgx, VreD;. (6.18)

holds.
Let € Dz now. In view of (6.13), there exists a sequence x,, € D
such that x, — x, Lz, — Lz as n — oco. (The convergence is the



strong convergence, that is the convergence in L?((0,00)).) According
to ([6.I])), for every n the equality

S"Eﬁxn = E?Eazn (619)

holds. The operator Fz is continuous. Terefore Fg x,, — Fgx, and
Fg Lx,, — FpLr as n — oco. Now from (6.19) it follows that there
exists limit of the sequence £(Fg ). Since the operator L is closed,
then Fgx € Dy, and FgLxz = LFgz. The inclusion Fgx € D, and
the equality I L x = LI x can be established analogously.

Since the operator L is selfadjoint, its spectrum is real. In particu-
lar, for every non-real number z, the operator £ — 21 is invertible, and
its inverse operator (£ — zI)~! is bounded and defined everywhere.
Taking x = (£ — 2I)~'y in (6.I5), where y is an arbitrary vector, we
obtain that

(L—2D) Y\ Fp=Fp(L—2I)"" VYz: Rez#0. (6.20)

The equality (6.16]) is a consequence of (6.20). O

2. Let as investigate the spectral structure of the operator £. We shall
see that the properties of the operator £ corresponding to the case
E = (0,00) differs from the properties of the operators £ correspond-
ing to the cases F = (—o00,00) and E = (—a,a), 0 < a < co. The
spectrum of the differential operator £ corresponding to E = (0, 00)
is continuous and of multiplicity two, whereas the spectra of the dif-
ferential operators £ corresponding to the cases E = (—o0,00) and
E = (—a,a) are discrete and of multiplicity one.

Fortunately, the spectral analysis of the operator £ can be reduced
to the spectral analysis of the operator _5_327 in L?((—00,00)). Chang-
ing variables

t=e° —co<s<oo, y(s)=e"x(e), (6.21)

we reduce the equation (6.8)) to the form

d? 1
- dys(;) + Zy(s) =Ay(s), —oco<s<oo. (6.22)

The correspondence

y=Uz, where y(s) = e*?x(e?), (6.23)



is an unitary operator from L2((0,00), dt) onto L?((—o0, 00), ds):
/|:13(t)|2 dt = / ly(s)[2ds (6.24)
0 —00

The operator £ is unitarily equivalent to the operator T + i] :

L=UYT+ i[) U, (6.25)
where 2
(To)(s) =~ L4 (6.26)

is the differential operator in L?(—oco,00) defined on the "natural"
domain. The spectral structure of the operator 7 is well known. Its
spectrum o7 is absolutely continuous of multiplicity two and fills the
positive half-axis: o7 = [0,00). The (generalized) eigenfunctions of
the operator 7 corresponding to the point p € (0,00) are

ey (s, p) = et

1/2

e_(s,u) =e M —00<s< 00, (6.27)

where = p'/¢ > 0. Changing variable in the expressions (6.27)) for
eigenfunctions of the operator 7T according to (6.21I)), we come to the
functions

() =t72TH g ()=t te(0,00), 0< p<oo. (6.29)

Both of the functions ¥ (¢, u),1¥—(t, 1) are eigenfunctions of the oper-
ator £ corresponding to the same eigenvalue A(u),

Mu)=p>+1/4, 0<p<oco. (6.29)

Lpi(t, ) = Np)b+ (), LY—(t, 1) = AMp)p—(t, ). (6.30)

In view of (6.25)), the spectral properties of the operator 7 can be
reformulated as the spectral properties of the operator £. Reindex-
ing the spectral parameter g in such a manner that the value of the
parameter to be coincide with the eigenvalue, we come to the functions

i (6, ) = -t u(N), - (8, A) = (¢, p(N)). (6.31)

1
N:N(A):”)\_Z’ p>0, 1/4<A<o0. (6.32)
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Loi(t,A) =Apr(t,N), Lpa—=Ap_(t,A), 1/4<I<o0. (6.33)

In what follow we work mainly with the system

{¢+ (t, ,u), - (ta N)}Me(uoo)

of "non-reindexed" eigenfunctions, but not with the system

{(’D+ (t, )\)7 Y- (t7 )\)})\6(1/4,00)

of "reindexed" eigenfunctions. The reindexing procedure is useful if
we would like to feet the eigenfunctions to the operator £ in a most
natural way. However, the operator £ plays the heuristic role only.
What we actually need these are eigenfunctions of £ but not £ itself.

The spectrum 0, of the operator L is absolutely continuous of mul-
tiplicity two and fills of the semi-infinite interval: o, = [, 00). To the
point A € ( o0) of the spectrum of the operator £ corresponds the
two—dimensional "generalized eigenspace" generated by the ’general-
ized" eigenfunctions 9 (¢, (X)), ¥—(t, (N)), u(A) is defined in (632)).

Given p € (0,00), the "eigenfunctions" 4 (¢, ), ¥—(t, u) do not
belong to the space L?((0,00), dt), but almost belong. Their averages
with respect to the spectral parameter

pte

—/witc g = ¢ i EE L)

sin(elnt)
elnt

over an arbitrary small interval (u —e,u +¢) C (0, co0) already be-
longs to L?((0,00), dt). These eigenfunctions satisfy the generalized
"orthogonality relations":

/¢+t/£1 V_(t,pg)dt =0,
/¢+ t, 1) Y (8, p2) dt = 2w 6(pn — p2),

/¢ (t, 1) Y (t, p2) dt = 2m §(p1 — pa),

Vul,ug >0, where § is the Dirac d-function. (6.34)



The integrals in (6.34) diverge, so the relations (6.34) are nonsense if
they are understood literally. Nevertheless the equalities ([6.34]) can be
provide with a meaning in the sense of distributions.

However we prefer to stay on the ‘classical’ point of view, and to to
formulate the ‘orthogonality properties’ of the ‘eigenfunctions’ ¢4 (¢, \)
in the language of the L2-theory of the Fourier integrals.

Notation. In what follows we use the matrix notation, matrix lan-
guage, and matrix operations. We organize the pair 14 (¢, 1), ¥_(t, u),
([6.28), into the matrix-column

o= [

According to the matrix algebra notation, the matrix adjoint to the
matrix-column (¢, p) is the matrix-row

V() = [y (tw) Do) - (6.35D)

In this notation, the orthogonality relation (6.34]) can be presented as

. (6.35a)

[t p b de = 2601 — o)1, (6.36)
(0,00)

where I is the 2 X 2 identity matrix.

Theorem 6.2. Given a function x(t) € L?((0,00),dt), let us define
its "Fourier transform" with respect to the "orthogonal system" (6.28))

as the functiorld () = [xﬁr(,u) :%_(,u)} :
i = [ aswutpd, pe©o). (637
(0,00)

Then

1. The functions &(p) belong to L*((0,00),du)®L?((0,00),du), and
the Parseval identity holds:

JRCR N e L (6.38)

2w
(0,00) (0,00)

3 The values #(u) are 1 x 2 vector-rows.



2. The function x(t) can be recovered from its "Fourier transform"
Z(p) as the "inverse Fourier transform":

w)= [ avien L. (6.39)

2
(0,00)

3. Given a preassigned 1 x 2 row-function T(u) which is square

summable on (0,00): [ i(u)i*(u)g—‘; < 00, there exists the
(0,00)

function x(t) € L*((0,00), dt) whose "Fourier transform" &(u)
coincide with T(u):

() = 2(p) -
This function z(t) can be constructed from T(w) by the "inverse
Fourier transform” :

W0 [ a5 (6.40)
e (0,00)

4. A function x(t) € L?((0,00), dt) belongs to the domain of defini-
tion D of the operator L, (6.12), if and only if the condition

[ 2w aa e < oo (6.41)

is satisfied.

5. If z(t) € D, then the "Fourier transform" &(u) of x(t), defined
by [637), are related with the "Fourier transform” (Lx)(u) of
the function (Lx)(t):

(E)() = [ (La) (O (tsp0) dt, (6.42)
0

by the equalitity .

(Lx)(p) = AMp)Z(p) - (6.43)
In other words, if the expansion of the function x(t) is the form
©39), then the expansion of the function (Lxz)(t) is of the form

o= [ Aeween L 64

1e(0,00)
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6. If z is an arbitrary non-real number, then the resolvent (L —zI)~!
of the operator L is expressible as

- _ 1 . du
<£—znlx@-kz§@5;;waMum§;. (6.45)

7. The spectral projector E(A) for the operator L corresponding to
a Borelian subset A of the real axis is expressible as

EWD0) = [ xaG@) e et m e, (640
(0,00)

where xaA(A) =1 if A€ A, xa(A) =0 if N € A.

Remark 6.1. The transformation [63T): x(t) — Z(u) is defined like
it is usually made in the L*theory of Fourier integral. This trans-
formation is firstly defined for functions x(t) € L* having compact
support in (0,00). Such x belong to L'. So the integrals in (6.37)
are defined in the proper sense, as Lebesque integrals. Moreover the
Parseval equality (6.38) holds for such x(t). Thus the transformation
B37): x(t) — 2(u) is an isometric transformation from L?(dt) into
L?(dp) which is well defined on the set of x dense in L?(dt). Then this
isometric transformation is extended from this set to the whole L?(dt)
by the continuity. The inverse transformation [GA0): z(n) — x(t),
acting from L?(dp) into L?(dt), is defined and considered analogously.

Proof.
o The assertions 1,2 and 3 of Theorem are the main facts of the L2-
theory of the Fourier integral, which are reformulated in the way suit-
able for application to the spectral theory of the operator L.
Given the function y(s) € L?((—00,0),ds), its Fourier transform
y(p) is
i = [ yls)eveds.

(—00700)

We split the function g(u) into the pair g1 (1) and g2 (), both functions
71(1) and go(p) are defined for p > 0:

g (p) = / y(s)e ™5, j_(n) = / y(s)e™, >0,
(—00,00) —00,00)

(6.47)

11



The Parseval identity and the inversion formula can by presented in
the form

[ ks = [ laoRgE + / PSE, (648)

(—00,00) (0,00) (0,00)

and

y(s) = / () et “+ / —WS—“. (6.49)

2T
(0,00) (0,00)

Changing variable

z(t) =t 2y(nt), p=/A—1/4,

(see (6.21I))), we present the formulas (6.47), (6.48) and (6.49) in the
form (6.37)), (6:38]) and (6.39) respectively.

o Assertion 4 is the reformulation of the condition for the second deriva-
tive of a function to be square summable.

o Assertions 5 is the reformulation of the rule how to express the
Fourier transform of the second derivative of a function in terms of the
Fourier transform of the function itself.

o Assertion 7 is the consequence of assertion 6. ]

We do not present the proof of the assertions 4-7 of the theorem in
detail. This theorem plays an heuristic role only. The only what we
need are the expressions (6.28]) for the generalized eigenfunctions of £
corresponding to the point p(A) of the spectrum of L.

3. Now we obtain the representation of the truncated Fourier operator
FE, E = (0,00) in the form of an expansion over the eigenfunctions
of the operator £. First we do formal calculations. Then we justify
them.

The operator £ commutes with the operators g, F5, E = [0, 00).
(Theorem [6.1)). Let p > 0. The "eigenspace" of the operator £ cor-
responding to the eigenvalue A(u) is two-dimensional and is generated
by the "eigenfunctions" (6.28]). Would be the "eigenfunctions" (6.28))
of the operator £ "true" L?(dt)-functions, then the two-dimensional
subspace generated by them will be invariant with respect to each of
the operators Fg and F7. This means that for some matrix

For () For ()
Flu)= [ $ 0 10 ],

12



which is constants with respect to ¢, the equality holds

(FTey () (t) = fortq (b ) + foyb(t, 1),
(Tr- (. ) (t) = frtbi(t, ) + ftp(t, 1) -

The matrix form of these equalities is:

(Te(. ) () = F(p)v(t, p). (6.50a)

We show that
(TEv(. 0) @) = F*(w)y(t, p), (6.50b)

where F*(u) is the matrix Hermitian conjugated to the matrix F'(u).
However the functions 4 (¢, 1) does not belong to L?(dt). So the op-
erators g, I, considered as an operator acting in L?(dt), are not
applicable to the functions ¥ (t,u),1—(t, ;). Nevertheless we can
consider the Fourier integrals Friyy(t, p), Fpo+(t, 1) in some Pick-
wick sense. Namely we interpret the expressions (Fgu4 (., p))(t) and

(Fr+ (-, p)(t) as

= —1/24ip gt
(Feve(., 1) () ﬁlé?om/é et dg (6.51a)

e—40
R—+o00

R
1 o
Fipe(.,p)(t) = lim —/ —1/ 2% =it ge 6.51b
In 651, t € (0,00), € (0,00). It turns out that the limits in (651])
exist and are uniform if ¢ belongs to any fixed interval separated from
zero and infinity. (We shall see this when calculating the integrals.)

Changing variable in ([65Ial): £ — &/t, and using the homogeneity
properties of the functions 14 (¢, u) with respect to t, we obtain that

(Fes () () = foyp () (t, 1), (6.52a)
(Feo— (. 1) (@) = fr—()Y+(t, p), (6.52D)
where t € (0,00), u > 0, and
forlw) = Jim —— / g1/ ringt e (6.53a)
R—+
foe(@) = lim —— / g2t g (6.53D)
R—+

13



Changing variable in (G.51D): & — &/t, and using the homogeneity
properties of the functions 14 (¢, u) with respect to t, we obtain that

(Frvo (- 1) () = fo—()-(t, 1), (6.54a)
(Fro-(- 1) (1) = [ ()4 (E, 1), (6.54b)

where ¢t € (0,00), u > 0. Let as calculate the integrals in (6.53]). These
integrals can be presented as

: 1/24ip i€ iZFLT :
i, [k = T PRGN
R—+o00 ¢ R—+400 [_je JiR]

where
fQ) = C_l/zﬂ“e_c, arg( >0 for ¢ € (0,00). (6.56)

Then we ‘rotate’ the ray of integration from the ray (0, —ico) to the ray
(0,00). The function f(¢) is holomorphic in the domain C\ (—o0,0].
According to Cauchy integral theorem,

/f yac= [ 16 d<+/f d<+/f ) dc,

—ie,iR] le,R]

where . and g are the arcs —7/2 < argz < 0, |z| = € and |z
respectively. The functions f(¢) grows as |e| /2 as ¢ € 7., e — 0, and

the length of the arc 7. decays as €, as € — 0. Therefore, [ f({)d¢ — 0
Ve
as ¢ — 0. Applying Jordan lemma to the function f(¢) in the quadrant

—m/2 < arg( < 0, we conclude that [ f(¢)d( — 0 as R — oc.
VR
Therefore

R
. —1/24ip i€ g0 _ AZFED 1/2ip ,—¢
81330/5 ¢i€ d = /17 2/5 dc .
R—4o00 €

The integral in the right hand side of the last formula is the Euler
integral representing the I'-function. Thus

R
lililo /f‘”zﬂ“ei5 dé = TTET(1/2 +ip), —oo < p < oo,
%

Pf—H—ooa

(6.57)
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and

1

fr-() = 7= SITET(1/2 —ip), (6.58)
forl) = jz_ﬂ ST (12 + i), (6.58b)

where p = p(\) is defined by ([6.32). Thus, the matrix F' = {ﬁf }Cj}
in ([6.50) is of the form

TT(1/2 + ip)
LTt T(1/2 — ip) 0

3
=
|
st

(6.59)

Thus the equalities (6.50]) hold with the matrix F'(u) of the form (6.59]).
Given x(t) € L?(dt), we apply the operators T, F% to the spectral
expansion (6.37), ([6.39). Applying the operators Fg, I to the linear
combination & () (¢, 1), we should take into account that these op-
erators act on functions of variable ¢ and the coefficients #(u) of this
linear combination do not depend on ¢. Therefore

Fe(@(y(.,n) @) = 2(w) (Te (., w)(t), (6.60a)
i@y, w)@t) = 2(u) (Tpe(., @) (). (6.60b)

Carry the operator Fg trough the integral in ([6.39) and using (6.60),

we obtain

E)(0) = [y, (000 5o Fpa)lt) = [ () 6(t.0) 5.

2 E 2w
1€ (0,00) pe(0,00)
(6.61a)
where
Uy () = S F(H) s g (1) = 2()EF* (1) - (6.61b)

Let us go to prove rigorously the formulas (6.61)) expressing the
spectral resolution of the vectors Fg x in terms of the spectral resolu-
tion (6.37)) of the vector z. In this proof we use the following expres-
sions for the absolute values of the entries of the matrix F'(u):

[foe ()] = (e 720 | f ()] = (14>™) 712 0 < p< oo
(6.62)

15



The expressions ([6.62]) are derived from (6.58]). Since

™

T'(1/2 +pu)I'(1/2 —ip) = 6.63
(124 )00 /2 = i) = (6.63)
and the numbers I'(1/2 + iu) are complex conjugated, then
P24 i) = —2 0<p<oo (6.64)
Wi = o= 0sn<oo. :

The equalities ([6.62]) follows from the last formula and from (G.58]).
We remark that in particular

V2 <|fr-(wl <1, [f-+(m)] <1/vV2, 0<p<oo.  (6.65)

If 11 runs over the interval [0,00), then |fy_(u)| increases from 2~ /2
to 1 and |f_4 ()| decreases from 27/2 to 0. In particular,
sup | f4—(p)| = esssup|fy_(p)| = 1. (6.66)
1€(0,00) 1€(0,00)
From (6.58) and (6:64) it follows that
()P + [+ (w))? = 1, (6.67)
el 1] = 1+ — (6.65)
=\ —H = cosh mp’ '
thus
1< |f- ()] + |f-+ ()] £V2, 0<p<oo. (6.69)

In view of the diagonal structure (6.59) of the matrix F'(u) and the
estimates (6.63]), (6.66]) for its entries, the equalities

IE@I <1 Vpe(0,00) (6.70a)
and
esssup|| F(u)|| =1. (6.70b)
e (0,00)
hold.

Theorem 6.3. Let z(t) € L?*((0,00), dt), and &(n) be the Fourier
transform of x, (6.31):

i) = [ awutpd, e 0.0).
(0,00)
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Then the Fourier transforms u, (1), u,. (1) of the functions (Fg x)(t),
E
(Fpz)(@) :

w0 = [ EED) @0 €, u,, (0= [ FHa)©v (€ p)de
£€(0,00) £€(0,00)
(6.71)
are expressed in terms of &(p) by the formula (6.61D).
The functions (Fgx)(t), (Fyx)(t) are expressed by the formula

(65Ta):
G0 = [ HFEtm L,

e (0,00)
G0 = [ P L.

e (0,00)

Proof. We substitute the expression

dp
2

2§ = [ v n)

(0,00)

for the function z, (6.39)), into the formulas (6.I) and (62)) which
defines the truncated Fourier operator Fg and the adjoint operator
F5 . To curry the operators Fg, F7, through the integral in ([6.39), we
have to change the order of integration in the iterated integrals

() (1) = 7(7@@) UlEn) ) S et de, (6.72a)
0 0

(Fpa)(t) = 7(7@@) Ul n) ) S e de. (6.721)
0 0

Usual tool to justify the change of the order of integration is the Fubini
theorem. However the Fubini theorem is not applicable to the iterated
integrals (6.72]). The function under the integral is not summable with
respect to &.

To curry the operators I, 7}, through the integral in (6.39), we use
a regularization procedure. Given € > 0, we define the regularization
operator R. : L?((0,00)) — L2((0,0)),

Rex(t) = e lx(t), Ve L*((0,00)). (6.73)
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It is clear that for every x € L?((0,00)),
||R5£L‘ — $||L2((0,oo)) — 0 as ¢ = +40.

The kernel of the operator FgR. can be calculated without difficulties.
Let € L2((0,00)) N L'((0,00)). Then

(FuRea)(t) = %m/ | et e<En(¢) de
1 )
(FpRex)(t) = ¢—27(0/ | ™ e u(€) g

Substituting the expression (6.39) for the function z(€) into the last
formula, we present the functions (FgR.x)(t), (F5R:x)(t) as the it-
erated integrals

TeRa)0) = —= [ ([ i G e, (674

0,00) (0,00)

TR = o= [ ([ auien 5t ) de. ©.7ab)

0,00) (0,00)
We assume firstly that the function &(u) belongs to L?(du) N L (du).
The Fubini theorem is applicable to each of the iterated integral (6.74]).
So for every fixed € > 0 we can change the order of integration there.
Changing the order, we obtain

FeRa)(t) = [ i) FeRAb () (0)di, (6.754)

(0,00)
EpRa)t) = [ ) TERA( W) Odp,  (6T5D)

(0,00)

where
(FERA+ (., ) (t) = L 75—1/ i pi(tie)S ge (6.76a)
Vor |

(TpRps (-, ) (1) = —= | 7V/2FWeT =8 de. (6.76b)
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The integrals in (6.76) can be calculated explicitly:

(TERY+ (- 1) (8) = i () (t +ie, ), (6.77a)
(TERAY— (-, 1)) (t) = fr— (W) (t + i, p), (6.77Db)
(FERAY1 (-, 1)) () = fo—(W)P—(t —ig, p), (6.77¢)
(FERY— (-, ) (t) = [y (W)oy (¢ —ie, ), (6.77d)
where fi_(u) and f_,(u) are the same that in (6.58]), and
¢+(t 4+ i€,,u) _ (t 4+ ,L-g)—l/2+iu — e(—1/2+iu)(ln|t+ia\:|:iarg(t+ia ) ’
(6.78a)
¢_(t + z'e,,u) _ (t + ig)_1/2_i“ _ e(—1/2—i,u,)(ln|t+i6\:|:iarg(t+i€)) )
6.78b)
Here
0 <arg(t+ic) <m/2 for t>0,e>0. (6.79)

Formulas (6.78]) are derived similarly to formulas (6.52)). We change
variable: £ — £/|t + ie|, and then rotate the ray of integration. From
(678)) and ([6.79) it follows that for every ¢ € (0,00), u € (0, 00)

Wy (t+ e, @) < t7V20 Yo (t+ e, p)| < t71/2ekT/2 (6.80a)
[y (¢ — e, )| < 122 |y (t—de,p)| <72 (6.80b)

Taking into account the estimates (6.62]), we obtain from (6.77) and
(6.80) the estimates

[(FeRetp (., ) (1)] < 712, (6.81a)
[(FpRx () ()] <772, (6.81b)

which hold for every p > 0, ¢ > 0 and € > 0. In particular, the expres-
sions in the right hand sides of (6.81]) do not depend on €. Moreover,
from (6.77) it follows that for every fixed p > 0 and ¢ > 0, there exist
the limits

Jim (FeRP(-, 1) (8) = F(u)y(t ), (6.82a)
Jim (FER (-, w) (8) = F ()t 1) (6.82b)
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Using the Lebesgue dominating convergence theorem, we conclude that
for every fixed t > 0

e——+0
(0,00) (0,00)

tm [ ) TERAC ) O du= [ 3 (F (0t ) di.

e—+0
(0,00) (0,00)

hm [ & () (FeRY(, ) (t) du = / () (F()p(t, ) dp

Involving (6.75al), we see that

lim (FeReo)(t) = [ 20 (FG0(t ) d.
(0,00)

i (FRa)(t) = [ &) (F (0)(t.10) dp
(0,00)

for every fixed £ > 0. From the other hand,

lim

Jim [FERe2)(t) — (Fpa) ()2 =0,

(FeRex)(t) = (Fp2)(®)llL2(ar) = 0,

lim ||
e—+40

Comparing the last formulas, we obtain that

Feo)t) = [ SF (ot du, (6.830)
(0,00)

Fpo)t) = [ 0P (0wt ) du, (6.83b)
(0,00)

for every x(t) € L?(dt) for which #(u) € L?(du)N L' (du). Since the set
L2(dp) N LY (dy) is dense in L?(dpu), the last equality can be extended
to all x(t) € L?(dt). To justify such extension, one should involve the
Parseval equality taking into account that the matrix F'(u) is bounded,

6E2). O

4. To find the spectrum and the resolvent of the operator Fg, we need
to develop a functional calculus related to the ‘orthogonal’ system
(t, ) of eigenfunctions of the operator L.
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Definition 6.5. Let M (u),

My () m_y(p)

, 0<pu<oo, (6.84)
my—(p) m__(p

M(u)zl

be a measurable 2 X 2 matriz function which is defined almost every-
where on the half-azis 0 < p < oco.
Assume that the function M (u) is essentially bounded:

esssup | M(p)|| < oo, (6.85)
pe(0,00)

where for each p, the expression ||M(u)|| means the norm of the ma-
triz M (p) considered as an operator in the two-dimensional complex
Euclidean space, and esssup is the so-called essential supremum of a
real-valued measurable function.

The operator M (L),

M(L) : L*((0,00),dt) — L*((0,00),dt), (6.86)

is defined as follows. Given x(t) € L*((0,00), dt), then

M@0 [ M 2 (6.87a)
e (0,00)

where &(u) is expressed from x(t) by
i) = [ w0t pe0.00). (6.57b)
(0,00)

Remark 6.2. The operator M(L) can be considered as an integral
operator:

o) = [ SO, (60 de
0

700)

with the kernel

Kuw(&0 = [ 0 (€ mM@ut,p.

e (0,00)

However the kernel K, ., (&,t) may be a distribution.
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Remark 6.3. Let us motivate the notation M (L) which appears in
(686). The representation ([6.8T) can be considered as the erpansion
of the vector x related to the resolution of identity generated by the
operator L. The operator M (L) can be considered as a function M
of the operator £, where, in contrast with the traditional functional
calculus for operators, M is a matrix-valued, rather than a scalar-
valued, function. Such a definition is consistent because the multiplicity
of the spectrum of £ at the point A coincides with the dimension of the
matriz M ((N)).

Remark 6.4. Theorem [6.3] means that the truncated operator Fg and
its adjoint I3, can be considered as the function F(L) and F*(L) of
the operator L respectively:

Tp=F(L), Th=F(0), (6.88)
where the 2 X 2-matriz-function F(u) is defined in (6.59).
Remark 6.5. In more details, the function (M (L)x)(t) is defined as
follows. Since z(t) € L?(0,00),dt), the vector-row function #(u),
= [ 2.
£€(0,00)
is a well defined L2((0, 00), du)-function, and
Loy G
[ awirw = [ lewP.
e (0,00) te(0,00)

The vector-row function

m(p) = &(p)M(p)

also is a L?((0, 00), du)-function:

[ty oy die < (esssup 100G0) " [ 003 o)

e (0,00) #E(0,00) e (0,00)

Then the integral in the right hand side of the expression

m)= [t 5 (6.59)

o’
pe(0,00)
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determines a function m(t), which belongs to L?((0,00), dt):

[ mpar= [ g 5

te(0,00) pe(0,00)
(See Remark ([6.1))). We set
(M(L)x)(t) = m(t).

From the above chain of equalities and inequalities it follows that

[ 0@ < (s i) [ P 6.90)
t€(0,00) 1€ (0,00) t€(0,00)

Theorem 6.4. Under the condition (6.83), the operator M(L) is a
bounded operator in the space L?((0,00), dt), and

[M(L)|| = esssup [[M (1) (6.91)
e (0,00)

Proof. The estimate

[M(L)]| < esssup [[M(u)]|
e (0,00)

of the norm || M (L)|| from above is the inequality (6.90]).

Proving the inverse inequality, we assume that esssup || M (u)|| > 0.
pe€(0,00)

We take arbitrary €, 0 < € < 1 and fix it. According to the definition

of the notion of essential supremum, there exists the set S, .S C (0, c0),

such that

mes S >0 and ||[M(p)|| > (1 —¢)esssup [|[M(v)|| Yues.
ve(0,00)

For every u € S, take (u) = [sﬁl(u) ig(u)] , &(pn) # 0, such that
on this vector the norm of the matrix M (u) is almost attended. This
means that if

then



Thus, for 4 € S the inequality

A ) 2 (1) (esssup MO 2005 () (692
holds. For p & S, we set &(u) = 0. Then m(u) = 0 for p ¢ S and
the inequality (692) trivially holds for such pu. Thus, #(u) # 0 and
the inequality (6.92) holds for every p > 0. If the functions z(t) and
m(t) are defined from &(u) and 7 (p) according to (E39) and (G.89)
respectively, then

A~ Ak d
[ im@Ed= [ om0 5 >
te(0,00) 1€ (0,00)
du
> (1— &) (esssup [M()]))? / =
v€(0,00) € (D00 27T

—>(1- o)t (esssupHM(V)H) / ()2 dt

ve(0,00) t€(0,00)
Thus, for every € > 0 there exists x # 0 such that

2
1M (L)a]|* = (1—6)4(638(§HI;IIM(V)II) [
ve (0,00

Hence, the estimate of the norm

[M (L] = esssup [[M(p)]|
e (0,00)

of the norm || M (L)|| from below holds. O

Corollary 6.1. As we already mentioned, the operator Fg can be con-
sidered as the function F(L) of the operator L. (Remark [6.4). There-
fore, according to Theorem and (6.70D), the equality

1Fell=1 (6.93)
holds.

Remark 6.6. Despite the equality ([6.93), for every x € L%(0,00),
|l £2(ar) # 0, the inequality

1Fe2( 20 < 12 L2 (6.94)
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holds.
The Parseval equality applied to the functions x(t) and Fz(t) gives:

N
el = [ @8 ()5
(0,00)

and p
. ¥\ Ak H
952 By = [ 200FGF (W) ()5
(0,00)
According to (6.70), F(u)F* < I for every p € (0,00). Thus,

(W F () F* ()™ (p) < 2(p)z*(p)

for any p € (0,00) such that &(u)z*(p) > 0. Therefore the inequality

([6.94) holds if x # 0.
The inequality (6.94]) can also be proved by another way.

For z(t) € L*((0,00)), its Fourier transform (non-truncated) (Fx)(t)
belongs to the Hardy class H?. Therefore, the function (Fz)(t) can
not vanish on the set of positive Lebesgue measure. In particular,

[ |(Fx)(t)|?dt > 0. Therefore
(—O0,0)

||$|||12,2((07oo)) - ||(3FE$)||£2((0700)) -

||||(3r$)||1%2((_oo,oo)) - ||(§E$)||£2((07m)) = / |(Fz)(t)2dt > 0.
(—O0,0)

Theorem 6.5. The mapping M () — M(L) which was introduced
wn Definition 15 a homomorphism of the algebra of 2 x 2-matriz
functions M (p), which are defined on the half-azis 0 < p < oo and
bounded there, into the algebra of bounded linear operators acting in

L2((0, 00), dt):

1. If M(p) =1 for almost every p € (0,00), then M(L) = I, where
I s the 2 x 2 identity matriz, and J is the identity operator in
L?((0,00), dt).

2. If M(pn) = ag My (p) + o Mo (1), where aq, ag € C, then M(L) =
alMl(ﬁ) + agMg(ﬁ).

3. If M(p) = My () - Ma(p), then M(L) = Ma(L) - My(L).
4 M*(L) = (M(L))".
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Proof. Statement 1 of Theorem is a consequence of Definition
and of Theorem [6.2] Statement 2 (See the equality ([6.39).) Statements
2 and 3 are direct consequences of Definition

Let us prove Statement 4. Given a matrix-function M (u) and
z(t), y(t) € L?(0,00), we have to check the equality

(M(L)z,y) = (x, M (L)y) (6.95)

Let £ and gy be the "Fourier transforms" of x and y with respect to
eigenfunctions (¢, ) of the operator L:

= [ awemdn gw= [ y@wed.

t€(0,00) t€(0,00)

According to Definition [6.5] the Fourier transforms of the functions
M(L)x and M*(L)y are:

— —

(M(L)x)(p) = M ()2 (), (M*(L)y)(p) = M*(n)g(p) -

According the Parseval identity, see (6.38]), the equality (6.95]) is equiv-
alent to the equality

. dp

[ @M= [ a6 @) .

27
pe(0,00) peE(0,00)

The last equality is evident. According to the rules of the matrix
algebra, for every 1 x 2 vector rows Z(u), y(u) and for every 2 x 2
matrix M (p), the equality

(@ ()M () §* (1) = &(p) (§(p) M* (1))
hold. O

Remark 6.7. Using the expression (6.59) for the matrix function F'(u)
and the identity (6.63]), we obtain

_% e’hf”‘ 0 -
F(u)F*(p)= |~ o]
L 0 2 coshmy |
> 0 |
" coshmp
F*(p)F(p) = A
L 0 2 coshmpy |
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and

F(u)F* (1) + F* (1) F () = [é ﬂ , (6.962)

—tanh mp 0

F(u)F*(p) — F* () F(p) = 0 tanh 7

] . (6.96b)

From (6.96al) and (6.88]) and Theorem [6.5] the equality
FpFp+FpIFyp =17 (6.97)
follows, where J is the identity operator in L?(0, 00).

Definition 6.6. Let M (u) be a measurable 2 X2 matriz function which
s defined on the half-axis 0 < p < oo and is essentially bounded there,
that the condition ([G.83) is satisfied. The matriz function M (u) is said
to be invertible if the matriz M (u) is invertible for almost every u, and

esssup ||M " (p)| < . (6.98)
1€(0,00)
Theorem 6.6. Let M (u) be a measurable 2x2 matriz function, (684,
which is defined almost everywhere on the half-azis 0 < p < oo and
essentially bounded there. Let M (L) be the operator which is defined
according to the functional calculus introduced in Definition
Then:

1. The operator M (L) is an invertible operator in L?((0,00), dt) if
and only if the matriz function M (u) is invertible in the sense of
Definition [6.06]

2. The operator M(L) is not invertible if and only if one of two
cases, which do not exclude each other, takes place:

a). There exists x such that © # 0, but M (L)x = 0;

b). There exists a sequence {Tp}t1<n<oo Such that z, +# 0 but
M(L)xy, — 0 as n — 0.

3. The case a). takes place if and only if there exists a set Sp; of
positive measure such that the matriz M(u) is not invertible for
any p € Shj.

If there exists a set Syp of positive measure such that the matrix
M () is invertible for any p € Syp, but the inverse matriz func-

tion M~1(p1) is not essentially bounded on Sy esssup |[M 1 (u)|| =
:U'GSnb
o0, then the case b). takes place.
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Proof. If the matrix function M (u) is invertible, then the operator
M~Y(L) is well defined. According to Theorem [6.5] the equalities
M(LYM~Y(L) = J and M~Y(L)M(L) = J hold. Thus the operator
M (L) is invertible, and

(ML)t =M"1(L). (6.99)

Let us assume now that the matrix function M (u) is not invertible.
Then either there exists the set Sy;, mes.Sy; > 0, such that the matrix
M (p) is not invertible for every p € Sy, or there exists the set Sy,
mes Spp, > 0, such that the matrix M (p) is invertible for every u € Sy,

but esssup |[M~'(u)|| = oo. (These two cases do not exclude each
Mesnb
other.) Considering the first case, we choose and fix a set Sy; for

which mesSy; > 0. For every p € Sy there exists the vector-row
z(p) = {ﬁ:l(,u),:%g(u)} such that &(u) # 0, but &(u)M(n) = 0. Set
Z(p) = 0 for p & Spi. Now the row function #(u) is defined almost
everywhere on (0,00). Since the matrix function M (u) is measurable,
the row function #(u) can be chosen measurable as well. We also
normalize Z(p) so that [ i‘(u):ﬁ*(u)g—jﬁ = 1. The L?((0,00), dt)-
1€(0,00)

function x(t) is constructed from this #(u) according to (6.40). Then
|lz|]| = 1, but M(L)x = 0.

Inversely, assume that for some # € L2(0, 00), ||z|| # 0, the equality
M(L)x = 0 holds. Set Syo = {: (u) # 0}. Since ||z]| # 0, mes Sy, >
0. Since the row function &(u)M (p) vanishes almost everywhere on
(0,00), matrix M (u) is not invertible for almost every u € Syo.

Considering the second case, we choose and fix a set Sy for which
mes Sy, > 0, the function M~1(u) is defined almost everywhere on
the set Syp, but is not essentially bonded there. Then for any € > 0,
there exists a measurable row function @(u) on Syp, such that ||u(u)|| <
ellu(p) M= (w)|| for all u € Spp, and mes { : u(p) # 0} > 0. Denoting
#(p) = a(pu)M (1), we come to the function #(u) defined on the set
Shb, which is not zero identically: mes{u : Z(u) # 0} > 0, and for
which the inequality

()M ()| < ellz(p)]

holds almost everywhere on the set Spp. We extend the function Z(u)
from the set Sy, on the whole half-axis (0,00) setting &(u) = 0 for
& Spp. For the extended function #(u), the above inequality holds
almost everywhere on (0,00). The function #(u) can be chosen to
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be measurable. Without loss of generality we may assume that the

function Z(p) is normalized so that [ Z(u)2*(u)5e = 1. The
pe(0,00)

L%((0,00), dt) - function x(t) is constructed from this #(x) according

to ([6:39). For this function, ||z|| =1, but |M(L)z|| < e. O

Theorem 6.7.

1. The spectrum Og, of the truncated Fourier operator Ig, E =
(0,00), considered as an operator in L*(0,00), is the interval
[_Lemm Lemm] .

V2 V2
Og, = [— % e/t % ei”/‘*} : (6.100)
The spectrum of the adjoint operator F},, E = (0,00) is the in-
terval | — % e~im/4, % e_i”/ﬂ :
Ogr = {— % e~/ % e_”/4] . (6.101)

2. The operators Tg, Iy, have no eigenvalues: if for some z € C,
either (Fp — A0z =0 or (F; — AJ)x = 0, where x € L?(0, 00),
then x = 0.

3. If = € Og,, then there exists a sequence {Ty}i<p<oo, Tn €
L?(0,00), ||zn|| = 1V n, but |(Fe — Izn| — 0 as n — .

4. If = € Og,, then the image of the operator zJ — F is a dense
(non-closed) subspace of the space L?((0,00)).

5. If 2 € O, the the resolvent (20— Fg)~! of the operator T can
be presented as a matriz-function of the operator L:

(29— Fp)" ' = M(L), (6.102a)

where
M(p) = (21 — F(p))™". (6.102b)
Lemma 6.3. The norm of an arbitrary 2 x 2 matriz M = [ i 12 ]
can be estimated from its entries as follows:

S trace (M*M) < ||M|* < trace (M*M). (6.103)
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Assuming that det M # 0, the norm of the inverse matrizc M~ can
be estimated as follows:

2 .
trace (M*M) —
< ||M7Y? < |(det M)|72trace (M*M)  (6.104)

(det M)|~% trace (M*M)

where
trace M*M = |my1|* + |mia|® + |ma1|® + |maa|?. (6.105)
Proof. Let sy and s be singular values of the matrix M, that is
0<s1 < s, (6.106)
and the numbers s2, s7 are eigenvalues of the matrix M*M. Then

1M = s0, (MY =57,
trace(M*M) = s3 + 57, | det(M)[* = det (M*M) = s3 - 7.

Therefore the inequality (6.103) takes the form

1
5 (50 +51) <50 < (s +51),

and the inequality (6.104) takes the form

< 81_2 < (8081)_2(834-812).

—2/_2 2
S0S sy +si) — ——
(01) (0 1) 83—{—812_

The last inequalities hold for arbitrary numbers sg, s; which satisfy
the inequalities (6.106]). O

Proof of Theorem[6.7. The proof is based on Theorem and the
interpretation of the operator ¥ as a matrix function of the operator
L:

Frg=F(L).

(See Remark [64l) We apply Theorem to the matrix function
M(p) = 2I — F(n), where the 2 x 2-matrix-function F(p) is defined
in (€59), and z is a complex number:

d—Fp=| ) , (6.107)

—f+—(w) z
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where the expressions for fi_(u), f—4(u) are presented in (6.58]). Ac-
cording to Theorem [6.6] the invertibility of the operator z2Z — Fg is
equivalent to the condition: the matriz function zI — F(u) is invert-
ible for every p € [0,00), and the value in the right hand side of the
following formula

|Z~9%) | = sup ||(zT = F(w) | (6.108)

1e[0,00)

is finite. If this value is finite, the formula (6.I08]) gives the expression

for the norm of the operator (2Z — ’J"E)_l.

Let D(z,u) be the determinant of the matrix zI — F(u):
D(z,pn) = det(zI — F(p)) . (6.109)

The matrix M(u) = zI — F(u) is invertible if and only if if its deter-
minant D(z, p) is different from zero. We apply Lemma to this
matrix function. According to (6.67)) and (6.103]),

trace ((2I — F(u))* (21 — F(n))) = 2|z|* + 1. (6.110)

Thus, the inequalities (6.104]), applied to the matrix M = 21 — F(u)),
take the form

D)2 1) — gy <
< T = Fu) > < DG, ] 2(21=P +1). (6.111)

In particular,

2

—2
2 : - <
2|z + 1) ( inf \D(Z,N)‘) P F1

1e(0,00)

- —1? 2|2 in z _2.
< sup (7= FG0) P < @1+ 1) ( nf D))

1e(0,00) ne(o,
(6.112)

From (6.I07) and the identity (6.63) it follows that
D(zyp)=2"————, 2€C,0< u<o0. 6.113
(z:0) = 2 2coshmp : prsoo ( )
When p runs over the interval [0, 00), the complex number ———— |
2 cosh wp

which appears in the right hand side of the equality (6.I13]), fill the
interval (0,4/2]. Therefore

inf | D(z,p)| = dist(2%, [0,i/2]) (6.114)
e (0,00)
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In particular,

(,nf | IDGw)]>0) & (2 £10,i/2]),

or, what is the same,

. 1 .4 1
(u€1(1&foo)|D(z,u)| > 0) & (z ¢ [— ﬁe /" 7
Thus the operator M (L) = 2Z — Fg is invertible if and only if the
condition z ¢ [— % el /4, % ei”/ﬂ holds. The parts of statements 1
and 5 related to the operator Fg are proved. The parts related to the
adjoint operator J7 can be proved analogously.
Moreover, if z € 05, then

(21—-Fp) ' =(I-F(.)'L)), (6.116)

™), (6.115)

where the explicit expression the matrix (21 — F(u))~?! is:

_ _ z  foy(p)
(21 = F(u) ™" = D(z, ) 1[ ] (6.117)
fr—(w) =z
If z # 0 belongs to the interval [—% eim/4, % e”/ﬂ , then the determi-

nant D(z, p) vanishes precisely at one point u = u(z) € [0,00). There-
fore the matrix zI — F(u) is invertible for every u € [0,00), u # u(z),
in particular it is invertible almost everywhere on (0,00). Moreover,
(2] — F(u))7 || = oo as u — pu(2), u # pu(2). Thus, the assertions 2
and 3 of Theorem [6.7] are consequences of Theorem

If the image of the operator zJ—JFg is not dense in L?((0, 00)), then
the number Z is an eigenvalue of the adjoint operator J7,. However
the operator J7%, has no eigenvalues. O

Let us estimate the growth of the resolvent (zJ — Fg)~! of the
operator Fg when z approaches the spectrum Og, of this operator.
The inequality (6ITT]), together with the equality (6.114), give a two-
sided estimate for the norm of the resolvent in terms of the value
dist(22, [0,7/2]):

(222 + 1"
ist(22, [0,7/2])

1/2
(2\2"2 + 1) \/1 _2dist?(22,[0,i/2]) < H(ZJ . ?E)_lH _

I(z3 = Fm) 7! < 5 (6.118a)

dist(22, [0,7/2]) (212+1)”
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The value under the square root in (G.1I8D) is positive since

2dist?(22, [0,1/2])
(2022 + 1)

2]z

< 2
(222 +1)

1
< —.
-2

Since (1 —a) <1 —afor 0 <a <1, then

odist?(22, [0,4/2)) $ 2dist? (22, [0,4/2)])
1 D < - ity
2]z +1) (2[z* +1)

Thus, the lower estimate for the norm of resolvent is

@+ D) 2dist(:2, 0,6/2])
dist (22, [0,4/2]) (2]2]2 + 1)3/2

<||(z9=Fg)7". (6.118b)

If the value dist(z?, [0,4/2]) is very small, then the lower estimate
(6.118D)) and the upper estimates (6.118a) are very close.

However we would like to estimate the norm of the resolvent
(20— F )~ in terms of |z — (|, where ( is a point of the spectrum 05,
and z approaches ¢ along the normal to the interval 0s,. So we have
to relate the values dist(22, [0,i/2]) and |z — ¢|, where ¢ € Oy, and
the interval [z, (] is orthogonal to the interval o, .

Lemma 6.4. Let ¢ be a point of the spectrum O, of the operator Fg:

1 . 1 .
= —%e”/‘*, Ee”/‘*}, (6.119)

and the point z lies on the normal to the interval {— % eim/4, % ei”/ﬂ
at the point (:

z=(+ |z — (e (6.120)
Then
. . 2|¢l |z =<l if |z—¢l<I¢],
dist(22,[0,i/2]) =
1S (Z [ Z/ D {‘CP""Z_CP’ — ‘2’27 if ‘Z_C‘Zm
(6.121)

Proof. The condition (B.I19) means that ¢ = +|¢|e'™*. Substituting
this expression for ¢ into (€.120), we obtain

22 = 22/(] [z — ¢ +i(¢)* — |2 = ().
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If |z — ¢| < ||, then the point |¢|? — |z — ¢|? lies on the interval [0,i/2].
In this case, dist [0,7/2] = 2|(||z — ¢|. If |z — (| > |(], then the point
IC|? — |z — ¢|? lies on the half-axis [0, —ic0). In this case,

dist (22, [0, , i/2])) = \/(IC2 — |2 — ¢[2)> + 4|c[2|2 — ¢|2 =
— 1P+ ]2 — ¢

Since |¢|? + |z — ¢|? > 2|¢||z — (|, in any case the inequality
dist (2%, [0, 4/2])) > 2/¢|[z —¢|. (6.122)
holds. O

Theorem 6.8. Let ¢ be a point of the spectrum Og, of the operator
FE, and let the point z lie on the normal to the interval 05, at the
point C.

Then

1. The resolvent (2J — Fg)~! admits the estimate from above:

[(3-T0) 7 <A@ g =g (6129

where A(z) = w

2. If moreover the condition |z — (| < |C| is satisfied, then the resol-
vent (23 — Fg)~! also admits the estimate from below:

ER
[SENEREY

where A(z) is the same that in ([6123) and B(z)

Az) ~ Bz = ¢l < (z0=Fp) '], (6.124)

_ 4

o (2lzP+1)32

3. For ¢ =0, then the resolvent (2J — Fg)~! admits the estimates
1

2]

where A(z) and B(z) are the same that in ([6123), (6124), and

z is an arbitrary point of the normal.

—B(z) <||(z0-Fp)7 Y < 2A(z)i (6.125)

2A
(2) |z|2’

In particular, if ( # 0, and z tends to ¢ along the normal to the interval
O, then

_ AQ) 1

(2 —Fp) Y| = =2

I 1= =g
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If ( =0 and z tends to ¢ along the normal to the interval Og,, then
23— F)~ | = |17+ 0(1), (6.127)
where O(1) is a value which remains bounded as z tends to (.

Proof. The proof is based on the estimates (6.I1I8]) for the resolvent
and on Lemmal6.4l Combining the inequality ([6.122) with the estimate
(611Ral), we obtain the estimate (6.I123)), which holds for all z lying
on the normal to the interval 05, at the point (. If moreover z is
close enough to z, namely the condition |z — ¢| < |(] is satisfied, then
the equality holds in ([6.122)). Combining the equality (6.122]) with the
estimate (6.11I8D]), we obtain the estimate (6.124).

The asymptotic relation (6.126]) is a consequence of the inequalities
([6123)) and ([6.124) since % = O(1) as z tends to (.

The asymptotic relation (6.127)) is a consequence of the inequalities
(EII8) and the equality dist (22, [0, i/2]) = |2|?> which holds for all
z lying on the normal to the interval 0y, at the point ¢ = 0. (See

61210 for ¢ =0.) O

Remark 6.8. The estimates [I123) and [©I24) are formally true
also for ¢ =0, but in this case they are not rich in content.

Corollary 6.2. From the asymptotic relations ([6120) and (6I127) it
follows that the operator Fg is not similar to a normal operator. Were
the operator Fg similar to a normal operator N, the resolvent (2J —
Fr)~! would admit the estimate ||(2J — Fp) ™| < C(N)dist (z,07,),
where C(N) < 0o is a constant which does not depend on z. However,
this estimate is not compatible with the asymptotic relations (6.126]),

(6.127).

Remark 6.9. The reasoning which was used in the proof of Theorem
says that the spectrum 0, of the truncated Fourier operator Jg
consists of the union of eigenvalues of the matrix F'(u), where the
union is taken over all 4 € [0,00), and of the point z = 0. For each p,
the matrix F'(u) has two eigenvalues (4 (p) and ¢_(u):

C(p) = C(p)y () = —C(1), (6.128a)

where

(6.128D)



These eigenvalues are different. When p runs over the interval
[0, 00), the points ¢ (1) fill the interval (0, ¢/4] and the points ¢_ (1)
fill the interval [—e™/4, 0). Thus, the spectrum Og, of the operator
FE splits naturally into the union

Og, =05, U0g U{0}, (6.129)
where
1 . 1 .
+ i /4 - _ /4
arfE_(O, 7° /}, arfE_{——ﬁe /,0). (6.130)

So, every point ¢ € 05, \0 can be enumerated by a double index (i, s),
where p € [0,00), and s equals either + or —:

¢= Cs(:u)7 IS [0,00), s € {+7 _}' (6'131)

The correspondence between the set 05, \0 and the above set of double
indices is one-to-one.

5. Let us develop an operator calculus for the truncated Fourier op-
erator g, E = (0,00). The starting point is the representation of
the resolvent of the operator Fz. The resolvent (zJ — Fg)~! of the
operator I is the integral operator with the kernel K(szTE)*l (&,1):

Ky s, 161 = / w(é,u)*(zI—F(u))—lw(t,u);l—;‘, (6.132)
(0,00)

where the expression for the matrix (2 — F(u))~! is presented in

©117), ©I13). (The expression (6.132]) is the content of the State-
ment 5 of Theorem [6.7]1) Let h(z) be a function which is holomorphic
in a neighborhood of the interval [— % e/, % e/ 4}. (This inter-
val is the spectrum of the operator Fg.) According to the traditional
functional calculus, the operator h(Fg) is defined as

h(Fg) = ﬁ /h(z)(zJ —Jp) Yz, (6.133)
T

where T'" is a closed simple contour which is contained in the holo-
morphy domain of the function A, includes the spectrum of Fr and is
turned counterclockwise. Substituting the expression (6.132]) for the
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resolvent (2J—Fg)~! and changing order of integration, we obtain the
following expression for the kernel K of the operator h(Fg)):

h(Fg))
d
Kpopy = [ 006 " hE@ 1) 5 (6.134)
e (0,00)
WIp)=(t) = / 2(O) K, 5, (& 1) dE, (6.135)
£€(0,00)

where for every u € (0,00),
1 -1
MEGD) = 5 [ BT - )z, (6.136)
T

and F'(u) is the matrix which appears in ([6.59). The integral in (6.130))
can be calculated using the expression (6.117), (G.I13) for the matrix
function (21 — F(u))~!

According to (6.113)),

D(z, p) = (z = () (z + C(w)) ,

where ¢ (1) was defined in (6.1285). The matrix function (21 —F(u))~!
is a rational function of z. The only singularities of this function
inside I" are the simple poles at the points z = ((u) and z = —((u).
Calculating the integral in (6.136]), we obtain

h(F (1) =
h(¢(k) + h(=¢(1) hGUn) = h=C)
’ 2(1) i
) G B +h(=¢) (6137)
2¢ () A 2

Thus, if A(z) is a function holomorphic on the spectrum of the operator
Fg, then the operator h(Fg) can be expressed in the form (6.134),
where the matrix function h(F(u)) is expressed by (6.137)).

However, the expression (6.137) has a meaning not only for func-
tions h which are holomorphic on the spectrum of Fg, i.e. on the
interval [— %ei”/‘l, %e”/ﬂ. Given p, the expression (G.I37) is
meaningful for any function h which is defined on the two point set
¢(p) and —C(n), which constitute the spectrum of 2 x 2 matrix F(u).
To define a function of a 2 x 2 matrix with different eigenvalues, it is
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enough to know the values of this function at the eigenvalues of this
matrix only.

The formula (6.137)) gives the expression for h(F(u)) in the sense
of the elementary functional calculus of matrices. Indeed, let

1 S+ (1) 1 e (w)
]2 2C (1) B 2 2¢(1)
B w1 YT e
2¢(1) 2 2¢(p) 2 (6.135)

(The expressions for £y and E_ can be obtained from (G.I38) if we

set h(C(w)) =1, h(—=C(p)) = 0 and h(¢(n)) = 0, h(—C(n)) = 1 respec-
tively). We note that according to (6.58) and (6.63]),

) = fo— () f—+(n). (6.139)
Using (6.139) we verify that
Ey(1)?* = Ex(n), B—(1)* = E_(n), E4(n)E— (1) = E- ()B4 (1) = 0.

(6.140)
The equality
Eyp(u) + B-(n) = I (6.141)
is evident. The matrix F'(u) is representable as
F(u) = G () By (1) + - () E— (1) (6.142)

In other words, the matrices E4 (), E_(u) are the spectral projectors
of the matrix F'(u) onto its eigenspaces corresponding to the eigenval-
ues the numbers (1 (n) and (—(p) respectively.

The complex conjugated numbers (4 (u), C_—(u) are the eigenvalues
of the hermitian conjugated matrix F*(u) and the hermitian conju-
gated matrices E7(p), E* (1),

1 J+=(w) 1 S ()
\ 2 2¢(1) ; 2 2¢(1)
E (p) = . B = :
(k) jnm 1 (1) = 1
2¢(n) 2 2¢(n) 2 6.013

are the spectral projectors onto the eigenspaces of the matrix F*(u)
corresponding to these eigenvalues:

By (1) = B (n), B2 (n)° = B* (), B} (W E" (1) = E- (W) E", (1) =0,
(6.144)

38



EX(p)+E*(p) =1, (6.145

F¥ () = G () B () + ¢ () EZ () - (6.146

Definition 6.7. If h is the function taking the values h((y(p)

h(¢—(w)) at the points (4 (u), (—(u), (6I28al), then the matriz h(
is defined as

h(E (1)) = h(Ge () 4 (1) + h(C- (1)) E- (). (6.147a)

If h is the function taking the values h(Cy(u)) and h((— (1)) at the
points (4 (), (—(u), then the matriz h(F*(u)) is defined as

)jj\_/
=]
E 3
~ Q. ~— ~—

R(E* (1)) E WG (1)) B (1) + h(C- () EZ (). (6.147b)

The definition (6.147al) agrees with (6.137)).

Definition 6.8. If h(¢) is a complex-valued function defined on a sub-
set S of the complex plane, than the conjugated function h(¢) is a
function defined on the conjugated set S by the equality

< h(C). (6.148)

h(¢)

Let us estimate the norm of the matrix h(F(u)) in terms of the
values h(£((n)). Applying this estimate of Lemma [6.3] to the matrix
h(F(n)), (6€I31), and taking into account the estimates (6.63]), we
obtain

Ilg;

Since |¢(p)] <1,

[7(¢(w) = M(=C(1))
[C()] ’

Thus, the following two-sided estimate for the horm of the matrix
h(F(p)) is obtained:

(U] + [R(=C ()| < [A(C(1)) + R(=C(w)] +
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Lemma 6.5. For p € (0,00), let the matriz h(F(u)) be defined by
6.147) with ¢y 2(p) from (€128a). Then the following estimate holds:

[A(¢ (1)) — h(=C (W)
1/16 (maX(|h(<(#))|a |h(=¢(w))]) + ()] ) =
< |W(F ()] <
|

|
< 2 (max (1) (-l + PR R (6.1a9)

Definition 6.9. A function h(() is said to be Fp-admissible if

1. h(C) is measurable and defined almost everywhere with respect to
the Lebesgue measure on the interval {— L egin/4 L ei”/ﬂ.

V2 T V2

2. The norm |[h|; s finite, where

e h(¢) — h(—
I1hll;, = ess sup [h(¢)] + ess Sup‘ (©) = h{=¢)l . (6.150)
CEU:TE CEO’S-E ’C
and Oy, = { — % eim/4, % e”/ﬂ 1s the spectrum of the opera-

tor Fg.

An analogous definition related to the adjoint operator Jp is:

Definition 6.10. A function h(() is said to be Fj,-admissible if

1. h(C) is measurable and defined almost everywhere with respect to

the Lebesgue measure on the interval {— % e~im/4, % e_i”/ﬂ.
2. The norm ||h

7y 08 finite, where

2] & ess sup |A(C)| + ess Sup‘h(o — A=)l , (6.151)
B EU{}'* CEUH:* |<|
E E

— | = L g—in/4 1 —im/4)| , -
and Jbtg { 73 ¢ ' 73 ¢ } s the spectrum of the oper

ator Ip;.

Definition 6.11. The set of all Fgp-admissible functions provided by

natural "pointwise” algebraic operation and the norm (G.I50) is de-
noted by *Bg,,.

The set of all Fp-admissible functions provided by natural "point-
wise" algebraic operation and the norm (6I51)) is denoted by B .

40



It is clear that each of the spaces Bg,, %gE is a Banach algebra,
and

lhiholly, < llhalls, 2l or [lhihelly, < lhalls, llh2]l;, (6.152)

B
for every hi, hy € By, or hy, ho € Bg,, respectively.

Lemma 6.6. Let x(¢) be a function belonging to the algebra B, .
The function x(() is invertible (in By, ) if and only if the set of its
values is separated from zero, that is the following condition

ess inf|z(¢)] > 0. (6.153)
CEogy
holds.
If the condition ([6I53) holds, then the inverse function x=(C) is:
27H(¢) = @), ¢ €y, (6.154)
and i
o™ ()3 < 12(C) g - (ess int (<)) (6.155)
CEogy

The inequality (6.149) implies the inequality

tclhlls, < s sup IRFE) ()| < 2[5, - (6.156)
pe (0,00

Lemma 6.7. A function h belongs to the algebra By, if and only if
the conjugate function h belongs to the algebra %g};. Moreover,

Il = T,

Now we are in position to define the operators h(Fg) and h(F7}),
where h is an arbitrary function belonging to the algebra By, or B
respectively.

Definition 6.12. For a function h belonging to the algebra By, the
operator h(Fg) is defined as

(TR0 = [ F@ RS, Ve e 120,5),
e (0,00)

(6.157a)
where h(F(p)) is defined by (6137), and & is defined by (6237).

41



(TR0 = [ b @) E, Vo e 10.50),

_71"
1e(0,00)
(6.157b)

where h(F*(w)) is defined by (6.147D), and & is defined by (6.37).

In other words, the operator h(Fg) is defined as the matriz func-
tion My(L) of the operator L in the sense of Definition [6.5], where

the matriz function My(p) = h(F(p)) is defined in (6.147a)-(6.138)-
(6.128a) - (6.1280).

From the inequalities (6.I56) and Theorem [6.4] it follows the two-
sided estimate for the norm of the operator h(Fg):

wllhllss < 1(R(TE)I < 2[|hlls, - (6.158)
Theorem 6.9. The mapping
h(¢) — h(FE) (6.159)

defined by (6.I58) (see Definition 6.12)) is a homomorphism of the al-
gebra Bg, of Tp-admissible functions into the algebra of bounded op-
erators in L*((0,00)):

1. If h(¢) = 1, then W(Fg) =17.
2. If h(C) = C, then h(Fp) = F.

3. If h(¢) = a1h1(¢) + azha(C), where aq, ag are complex numbers
and hi, hy € Bg,, then

h(fTrE) = Ozlhl(fTrE) + aghg(ffrE) .
4. If h(¢) = h1(Q) - ha(C), where hy, ha € By, then
hFg) = hi(Fg) ha(FE) .

5. If h € By, then the operator h(Fg) is an invertible operator in
L?((0,00)) if and only if the function h is invertible in the algebra
Byg,. If the function h is invertible, and h=Y(¢) is the function
inverse to h, then

(h(TFE))™" =h"'(TE).
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6. If h € By, then the operator (h(Fk))*, conjugated to the op-
erator Fg, cat be expressed as the conjugated function h of the

operator I :
(M(Fp))" = h(F5) (6.160)

Proof. If h(¢) = 1, then My(u) = E1(p) + E2(p) = I. According to
Statement 1 of Theorem 6.5 My ((L)) = I.

If h(¢) = ¢, then My () = F(u), (6142]), and according to Remark
64 My(L)=F(L)=5p.

The statements 3 and 4 of the Theorem are direct consequences
of properties of the mapping M(u) — M (L), which are stated in
Theorem [6.5] and of properties of the mapping h(() — Mp(n) =
h(F(w)) defined in (6I47). In particular, My, p, () = Mp, (1) My, (11)-
Thus Mh1h2 (,C) = Mh2 (»C)Mhl (ﬁ), i.e. (hlhg)(.rJtE) = hl(ffE)hg(.rfE)

If the function h is invertible, then according to Statements 1 and
4 of Theorem, which already are proved,

Y Fp)TFE) = h(Fe) (b (Fr)=1.
If the function h is not invertible, then, according to Lemma [6.6],
inf |z =0.
v |2(C)]

This means that for every preassigned € > 0, there exists the subset S
of the spectrum 05, with the properties

mesS >0, |h(()<e V(eS.
We construct the function = € L?((0,00)) such that
[zl =1, [[h(FR)z|L2 <e.

Since € can be taken arbitrary small, this means that the operator
h(FE) is not invertible. We construct the 1 x 2 vector-function Z(u)
rather the functions z(t). Without loss of generality we can assume
that either S C U;E, or § C Og,, where O;E, Oy, are defined in
([EI30). At least one of the sets SN O'}FE and SN0y is of positive
measure.) For definiteness, let S C 0 ;E. The function ¢(u) introduced
in (6.128D) maps one-to-one the interval [0,00) onto the set O’ffrE.

Let us construct the function &(p). If p € (0,00) is such that
C(u) € S, then we set Z:(u) = 0. If {(u) € S, then we choose Z(u) such
that the conditions

T(p) #0,  2(p) = &(p) Ey(p) (6.161)
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are fulfilled, where F, (u) os the projector of rank one introduced in
([6.138). For each u, the conditions (6.I6I) determine #(u) up to a
scalar non-zero factor. We choose these factors in such a way that the
function Z(u) to be measurable and satisfy the condition

W ey A
[ awirms =1
1e(0,00)

In view of (6I47a) and (EI6T)), Z(u)h(F () = h(¢(1))z(n), thus
2(p)(F(u)h(F ()" #(n)" < e22()@* (n) Vi€ [0,00).

The statement 5 is proved.
The statement 6 is a direct consequence of Definitions 6.12], [6.7],
and [6.8]
]

6. After the functional calculus for the operator Fr was developed,
we have tools to define and investigate spectral projectors related to
the operator Fg.

According (6.I57), the functions h(Fg) and h(F};) of the operators
Fg) and J}, are expressed in the form which can be considered as
integral expansions in the eigenfunctions (¢, u) of the operator £. In
particular, the expressions (6.83]) for the operators Fr and F% looks
as integral expansions in the eigenfunctions of the operator £. Now
we are in position to present the expansions (6.157), and in particular
the expansions (6.83]), as integral expansions in the eigenfunctions of
the operators Fg and Fp, themselves rather in the eigenfunctions of the
operator L.

To do this, we have first of all to clarify what are eigenfunctions of
the operators T and F%. These eigenfunctions are not L2-functions
but ‘generalized’ functions. According to general ideology, going back
to A.Ja.Povzner [Povl], and F.Mautner [Mau|, generalized
eigenfunctions of an operator can be obtained by differentiation of
the resolution of identity related to this operator. Considerations of
A.Ja.Povzner and F.Mautner and their followers are related to self-
adjoint operators. Though the operators Jr and JF% are non self-
adjoint, the functional calculus developed by us allows to some extent
to work with these operators as if they are self-adjoint. In particular
we construct objects which may be considered as resolutions of iden-
tity related to the operators Jg and J7,. The resolution of identity

44



related to the operator Fg is a family of its spectral projectors. We
construct this family of spectral projectors as the family of functions of
the operator Fg which functions are the indicator functions of subsets
of the spectrum 0g,. Though this family of subsets is not so rich as
in the case of self-adjoint operator and does not contain all Borelian
subsets of O, it is rich enough for our goal.

Definition 6.13. For a subset A of the complex plane, we define its
symmetric part Ag and asymmetric part Ag:

Ay=AN(=A), A=A\ (=A). (6.162)

Here, as usual, — A ={z€C: —z € A}. So,
A=A;UA;,, AsNAL=0, As=-A; AyN(—Ay)=0.
(6.163)
With every subset of A € C, we associate its indicator function
Xa(2):
Xa(2)=11f z€ A, x,(2)=0 if z¢gA.

Definition 6.14. The set S, S C Oy, is essentially separated from
zero if
essdist (S,0) > 0.

Lemma 6.8. Let A be a subset of the spectrum Os,, of the operator
FE. The indicator function x , belongs to the set B, of Fp-admissible
functions if and only if the asymmetric part A, of the set A is essen-
tially separated from zero.

Proof. Since the function x,(¢) is bounded (either |x,(¢)] = 1 or
IxA(C)| = 0), the function x,(¢) is Fr-admissible if and only if the

Xa(©) _CXA(_C) is essentially bounded. In view of (G.163]),
Xa(0) = xa(=0) = Xag Q) — Xa_, (=¢). From the other hand,
Xaa () = XA (=0 = X4, u(-24) () ;

Xa (€) — Xa =9
¢

Xasoan(©)

function

so the function is essentially bounded if and only if

the function is essentially bounded. The last function

is essentially bounded if and only if the set A, U (—A,) is essentially
separated from zero. From the structure of the set A, U (—A,) it is
clear that the set A, U (—A,) is essentially separated from zero if and
only if the set A, is essentially separated from zero. O
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Definition 6.15. The Borelian subset A of the spectrum O, is said
to be Fg-admissible if the indicator function x (C) is a Fg-admissible
function.

Lemma 6.9. Let A1 and As be Fp-admissible subsets of the spectrum
Fg. Then the sets A1 U Ag, A1 N Ay and Ay \ Ay are Fg-admissible
sets as well. In particular if the set A is admissible, its complement,
the set O, \ A, is admissible as well.

Definition 6.16. Let A be a Fg-admissible subset of the spectrum Fg.
The operator Pg,(A) is defined as

P (A) Z x5 (Fr), (6.164)

where X, (C) is the indicator function of the set A and the function
XA (FE) of the operator Fg is understood in the sense of Definition [6.12]

Remark 6.10. According to (6.147al),

I, if Ci(p) €A, ((p) €A

B (), if G(p) €A, (1) A
WEW =g ) i Gwea cmea O

0, if Co(pu) €A, C(n)gA

Theorem 6.10. The family of the operators {Ps,(A)}a, where A
runs over the family of all Fg-admissible sets, possesses the following
properties:

1. If the sets A1 and Ay are Fp-admissible, then
ngE (A1 NAy) = inE (Al) . inE (Ag); (6.166)

In particular, for every Fg-admissible set A, the operator P, (A)
1S a projector:
B2 (A) = Py (A); (6.167)

2. The projectors corresponding to the Fg-admissible sets () and O,
are:

Prp(0) =0; Pyy(05,) =7, (6.168)
where J is the identity operator in the space L*(E).
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3. The correspondence A — Pz (A)L*(E) between subsets of the
spectrum O g, and subspaces of the space L?(E) preserves the
order:

If Ay C Ay, then Py, (A1)L*(E) C Py, (A2)L*(E). (6.169)
4. If the sets Ay and Ao are Fg-admissible, and A1 N Ay = (), then
Py (A1 U Ag) = Py (A1) + Pgy(A2); (6.170)
In particular, for every Fg-admissible set A, the equality
Py (A)+ Py (05, \A)=7. (6.171)
holds.

Proof. The mapping A — xa(¢) possesses the properties:

XA1NA €)= XA (¢) * XAz (¢) for every Ay, Ag,
XA1UA, €)= XA (¢) + XAs (¢)if AyNAy = 0,
X,(¢) =0, and Xoy (()=1for Ce Oy .-

Statements 1 -4 of the present Theorem are consequences of these prop-
erties of the mapping A — xa({) and the properties of the mapping
XA(C) = xa(Fg), which are particular cases of the properties formu-
lated as Statements 1-4 of the Theorem (6.9 O

Theorem 6.11.

1. If the set A, A C Og,, is symmetric, that is mes A, = 0, then
the projector Ps,(A) is an orthogonal projector, i.e.

Py (A) = Pi (A). (6.172)

2. If the set A, A C 05, is not symmetric, i.e. mes A, > 0, then
the projector Pz, (A) is not orthogonal, i.e. Py, (A) # Pg (A).

Proof. Assume that the set A is symmetric. Then there are only two
possibilities: either (4 (u) € A, (— () € A, or (4 (p) € A, (—(n) € A.
According to (6165]), in the first case xa(F(u)) = I, in the second case
xXa(F () = 0. In both cases, xa(F'(n)) = xA(F(1)). By Definition

612,
Pyp(A) = M(L), where M(u) = xa(F(p))-
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Since M(u) = M *(u), then according to Theorem [6.5] statement 4,
M(L) = (M(L))".

If the set A is not symmetric, then, according to Lemma [6.12]
|P5,(A)]] > 1. Hence, the projector Ps,(A) is not orthogonal, but
skew. n

Theorem 6.12. Let Ay and Ag are subsets of the spectrum O g, which
satisfy the condition

(Aru(=aD) N (AU (-4)) =0. (6.173)

Then the image subspaces Py, (A1)L*(E) and Py, (A2)L*(E) are mu-
tually orthogonal, that is

Pr(A2) Pg (A1) =0. (6.174)
In particular, if
either Ay C O';rE, Ay C O';rE, or Ay COgz,, Ay COg, (6.175a)
and moreover
A NAy =0, (6.175Db)
then (G.I74) holds.

Proof. The equality (6I74) is of the form My* (L) - M1(L) = 0, where

Mi(p) = xa,(F(p)), Ma(p) = xa,(F(p)). Using (6.I65), we conclude
that under the condition (6.I73]) at each point u at least one of the ma-
trices M7 (p) and Ma(u) vanishes. Thus, under the condition (6173]),
the equality M*(p)Mq(p) = 0 holds. According to Theorem [63], the
equality M5 (L) - M1(L£) = 0 holds. O

By induction with respect to n, from (6.I70]) the following state-
ment can be derived:

Proposition 6.1. Let Ay, Ay, C O5,, 1 < k < n, be a finite se-
quence of sets possessing the properties:

a). Fach of the sets Ag, 1 < k <n, is Fg-admissible;
b). The sets Ag, 1 < k < n, are disjoint. This means that

ApyNAG=0, Vp,g: 1<p,g<n,p#q.
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Then the set A = |J Ay is admissible, and
1<k<n

1<k<n

The property of the mapping A — Py, (A) expressed as Proposi-
tion can be naturally considered as the additivity of this mapping
with respect to A.

In general, the mapping A — Pz, (A) is not countably additive.If
Ak, Ap COg5,, 1 <k < oo, is a countable sequence of Fg-admissible
sets, then their union

A= J Ak (6.177)
1<k<oo
may be a non-admissible set. Even if the set A, ([6I77), is admissible
and the sets Ay are pairwise disjoint, the equality

Prg(A) = > Py (Ag).

1<k<oco

may be violated. And what is more, it may happen that despite all the
sets Ag, 1 < k < 0o, and their union A are Fg-admissible, the series in
the right hand side of of the last formula may diverge in any reasonable
sense and even || Py, (Ag)|| = oo as k — oo. The fact that the union A
of the countable sequence of Fg-admissible sets Ay is a Fg-admissible
set does not forbid the following pathology: the property of the sets
Ay be essentially separated from zero may be not uniform with respect
to k. Each of the sets Ag may be fully asymmetric: Ax = (Ag)q,
but their union A may be symmetric: A = Ag, hence Fg-admissible,
Lemma [6.81 However if the property of the sets Ay be essentially
separated from zero is not uniform with respect to k, then the sequence
|Ps, (Ak)|l, 1 <k < oo, is unbounded.

Nevertheless, some restricted property of countable additivity of
the mapping A — Py, (A) takes place.

Theorem 6.13. Let {A}1<kp<oo be a sequence of Borelian subsets of
the spectrum O3, possessing the following properties:

1. The sets {Ag}i<k<oco are pairwise disjoint:

AyNA;=0 Yp,g:1<p,g<oo,p#q. (6.178)
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2. The sequence {(Ag)ati<k<oo Of the asymmetric parts (Ag)q of
the sets Ay is uniformly essentially separated from zero, that is

i1]:€1f essdist((Ag)q,0) > 0. (6.179)
Then the set A = |J Ay is Fr-admissible and the equality
1<k<o0
Pra(B) = Y Pe,(B). (6.180)
1<k<oo

holds, where the series in the right hand side of (6I80) converges
strongly.

We preface the proof of Theorem [6.13] with an estimate of the
matrix function xa(F(u)).

Lemma 6.10. The norms of the spectral projectors E(u), E_(u) of
the matriz F(u) are:

T T
|E+(p)|| = cosh R |IE_(u)|| = cosh - 0<p<oo. (6.181a)

In terms of the eigenvalue Ci(,u) of the matriz F(u), (6.128al),

- (s ”‘2|< |\/1+2r<

Proof. Calculation of the norm of the matrices F4(u), E_(u) can be
reduced to calculation of the norms of the appropriate self-adjoint
matrices:

1B+ (mI? = 1B (1) Ex (@)l 1E-()]I* = |EZ (1) E- ()]

In its turn, calculation of the norm of a selfadjoin matrix can be re-
duced to calculation of its maximal eigenvalues. The characteristic
equation for the matrix ||E% () E4 ()] is:

(6.181b)

p? — (trace B (1) By (1))p + det EY (1) Ey (1) = 0.

By direct computation, det E* (u) E4(p) = |det E4(p)[* = 0, (recall
that E4(u) is a matrix of rank one), and

|f+ (M)|2 |f—+(lu)|2
KOO )

trace B (u) E4 (1) = 1 (2 +
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According to (6.58) and (6.139]),
PP e UsP

- —=¢ , - - 7
(k)PP (k)2
Thus,
1
trace B (u) B4 (p) = 1(2 + €M™ 4 e7HT) = cosh? ,u2_7r .

So, the roots of the above characteristic equation are p = 0, and
p = cosh? &%, Therefore, | E* (1) E4(p)|| = cosh? &, and [|EL(p)|| =
cosh &% . Analogously, ||E_(yu)|| = cosh &F. O

Lemma 6.11. Let the set A, A C 05, is non-empty: mes A > 0.
1. If the set A is symmetric, that is if mesA, =0, then

esssup || xa(F ()| =1.
e (0, 0o)

2. If the set A is not symmetric, that is if mes A, > 0, then

1
esssup [[xa (F'(w))l V14242,

ReE(0, 00) 2
where d = essdist(0,A,). In particular,

esssup [|xa (F ()| > 1.
e (0, oo)

Proof. If A = Ay, then, according to (6.I65), either xa(F(u)) = I,
or Xa(F(p)) = 0. Thus, in this case esssup |[|[xa(F(n))|| = 1. If

peE(0,00)
mes A, > 0, then according to (6.165) and (6.181)), esssup || xa (F(u))||
pe(0,00)
= 55v/1+2d2. In the considered case d < %, thus 55v1+2d2 < 1.

O

Let us estimate norms of the operators Ps,(A). In the case the
function A({) = xa(¢), the estimate (G.I58) for h(Fg) can be im-
proved.

Lemma 6.12. Let the set A, A C 05, is non-empty: mes A > 0.

1. If the set A is symmetric, i.e. mes A, = 0, then
[Py (D) =1.
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2. If the set is not symmetric, i.e mes A, > 0, then
P55 (A)] = 5T+ 2,
where d = essdist (Ag,0) . In particular,
[Py (D)) > 1.

Proof. Lemma is a consequence of Lemma, and Theorem [6.4]
(Recall that Py, (A) = M (L), where M(p) = xa(F(p)).)
]

Proof of Theorem [6.13. Since

Aa g U (Ak)a,

1<k<oco

then either mes (A,) = 0 (in which case the set A is Fg-admissible),
or mes (A,) > 0, in which case

essdist(0, A,) > il%f(ess dist(0, (Ag)q)) > 0,

thus the set A is Fg-admissible as well.

Thus, the set A, as well of the sets Ag, 1 < k < oo, are Fg-
admissible. In particular, the operator Pg,(A), as well as all the
operators Py, (Ar), 1 <k < oo, are defined.

From the assumption 1 of the present Theorem it follows that the

(n + 1) sets, the sets Ay, Ag, ..., A, and the set |J Ak, are
n<k<oo
disjoint, and
A:(UAk) U (U Ag) .
1<k<n n<k<oo

According to Proposition [6.1] the equality

Prg(A) = > Pry(A) + Py (| Ak)

1<k<n n<k<oo

holds. To prove (6.I80), we have to prove that

iPrfE(U Ap) =0 as n— oo,

n<k<oo

52



where the convergence is the strong convergence. Decoding the notion
of strong convergence, we present the limiting relation in the form

1P5, (| Ar)zllz2(0.00) — 0 as n— oo for every z € L?((0,00)).

n<k<oo
(6.182)
Let us denote
Up = inE ( U Ak)a:
n<k<oo
According to the definition of the operator Ps, ( U Ag),
n<k<oo
U (p) = ()M (1) , (6.183)
where
M, = F . 6.184
19 =X, ,(F0) (6.154)
n<k<oo
According to LemmalEITlapplied to the set  |J Ay, either || M, (n)|| <
n<k<oo

1
1 V p if this set is symmetric, or ||M,,(u)]] < %5 V14262 Vpu, if this
n

set is not symmetric, and §,, = essdist (0, ( U Ak)a). However, 6§, >
n<k<oco

1<i]£1f di, where dj, = essdist(0, (Ax)q). The numbers dj are sepa-
Sk<oo

1
rated from zero: di > d > 0. Therefore, [|M,(u)|| < ¥ V1+2d Yp.

So, in both cases
[Mn(p)]] < C < oo, (6.185)

where the value C' does not depend on n and on p.
From (6I83) and (G.I83) it follows that
U (1) (1) < C*Z()T* (1) - (6.186)

Since [ Z(p)T*(w) g—‘; < 00, the inequality (6.I86]) means that the
pe(0,00)

family {@,(u)a,* (@)}, admits a summable majorant. From (G.I83])

and (€.I84) it follows that

nh—{rolo@(ﬂ)@*(ﬂ) =0 for every p € (0,00). (6.187)

From (6.I87), (6-I87) and Lebesgue Dominated Convergence Theorem
it follows that

i [ w5 =0,

n—0o0 2T
1€ (0,00)
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hence ||u,|| — 0 as n — oo. The equality (6.I82) is proved. Thereby
the equality (6.180) is proved. O

Definition 6.17. To every Fg-admissible set A , A C Og,, we relate

the subspace
My (D) < Poy (A)LP(Ry), (6.188)

which s the image of the projector Ps,.
Since P5,(0) = 0 and Py, (O5,) =7,
,HffE((Z)) =0, H?E(agE) :L2(R+)’

In view of (6ITI]), the subspace Hg, (05, \ A) is the null-space of
the projector Pg,:

Hg,, (O'ffE \ A)={z € L2(R+) 2 Py, (A)x =0}
and the subspaces Hg, (A) and Hg, (05, \ A) are complementary:
Hip(A) + Hop(O5p \ &) = L*(Ry). (6.189)

(The sum in (6.I89) is direct).
Since the projection operator Py, (A) is a function of the operator
F, it commutes with JF:

Py (A)F = F Py, (A). (6.190)

From (6.I90) it follows that the pair of complementary subspaces
Hy,(A) and Hg, (05, \ A), 6I89), reduces the operator Fg:

?E/H?E (A) - HgE (A), ?EHQFE(O'SFE\A) - 'HgE (O'gE\A) . (6.191)

In particular, the subspace Hg, (A) is invariant with respect to the op-
erator F, and one can consider the restriction Fg(A) of the operator
FE onto its invariant subspace Hg, (A):

Fe(A) (6.192)

=I5 .
"HQ-E(A)

Theorem 6.14. Let A be an admissible subset of the spectrum O g,
of the operator Fg. The spectrum of the operator Fg(A), which acts
in the space Hg,(A), is the essential closure essclos (A) of the set A:

Og,(a) = essclos (A). (6.193)
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Proof.
1. Let z € C, z ¢ clos (A). Consider the function

(C_Z)_la <€A7

0o lea (6.194)

f(C)Z{

The function f(¢) is admissible: it is the product of two admissible
functions, the function xa(¢) and the function g(¢) = (¢ — 2)~!, V(.
First of these functions is admissible because the set A is admissible,
second of these functions is admissible because it is essentially bounded
on 03, and smooth at the point ¢ = 0. Since f(¢)(¢ — 2) = xal(C,

(Fp —20)f(Fp) = f(Fp)(TFE — 20) = Py, (A).

If we restrict this equality on the subspace Hg,(A), which is an in-
variant subspace for both the operators Fr and f(Fg), we come to
the equality

(Fu(A) — 20(A)) f(Fe) =

|H§E(A) N

= f(%E) (Fe(A) —23(A)) =I(A),

’H,fE(A)
where J(A) is the identical operator in the space Hg,(A). Thus,
the operator Fg(A) — 2J(A) is invertible operator acting in the space
Ha, (A).

2. Let z € essclos (A). This means that

inf |¢ — 2| =0.
essinf |C — 2|

We construct a sequence {zy }1<n<oo such that x,, € Hg,(A), ||z,| = 1,
but |[(Fe(A) — 2I(A))z,|| — 0 as n — oo. This construction is sim-
ilar to the construction used by the proof of the second part of the
statement 5 of Theorem (.9 O

Theorem [6.14] justifies the following

Definition 6.18. Let A, A € 05, be a Fg-admissible set. The pro-
jector Py, (A) defined by ([6164) is said to be the F spectral projector
corresponding to the set A.
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For 0 < e < 1/v2, let
Ay (e) =™ 4e, 1/V2], A_(e) = ™4[ —1/V2,—€].  (6.195)

Each of the sets A4 (e), A_(g) with € > 0 is Fg-admissible, however
the norms of spectral projectors Py, (A4 (¢)), Py, (A_(g)) tend to co
as € — +0. Indeed, the sets A4 (e)) are fully asymmetric:

Ai(e) = (A4(e))ay A—(e) = (Ay(e))a-
It is clear that
essdist(A4(€))q,0) =&, essdist(A_())q,0) =¢

According to Lemma [6.12]

1 1
[P (A4 ()]l = 2V 1+2e2, [Py (A_(e))] = 5V 1+ 2e2.
(6.196)
In particular,

|P5, (AL ()| = 400, || Pry(A_(e))]| = +o0 as € = +0. (6.197)
At the same time, the set
Ae) = As(e) UA_(g) (6.198)
is symmetric: (A(e)), = 0. According to Lemma .12,
P75 (A()) =1 for every & >0,
or
|Pr, (Ag(e)) + Py (A_(e))]| =1 forevery e>0. (6.199)

Sums of projectors from two unbounded families form a bounded family.

The family {A(e)}c>0 is monotonic: A(e1) C A(eq) if 61 > eo.
Moreover, |J A(e) = 0, \0. Since Py, (05,\0) = I, then, according
>0

g
to Theorem [6.13] the following assertion holds:
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Lemma 6.13. The estimate
|Ps,(A(e))]| =1 for every e >0. (6.200)
and the limiting relation

hold, where convergence 1s the strong convergence of operators.

Corollary 6.3. As we saw,

sup P55 ()] = o0, (6.202)

where A runs over the class of all Fp-admissible sets. From this it
follows that the family {P5,(A)} of spectral projectors is not similar
to an orthogonal family of projectors.

Remark 6.11. By contrast with ([6.202]),
|FePs, (A)|| <1 for every admissible A. (6.203)

Indeed, for any Borelian subset A of the spectrum Og,, the func-
tion h(¢) = Cxa(¢) is admissible, and ||h|s, < 2+ 1/v2. Now we
apply the estimate (6I56). Direct way leads to better estimate. By
definition of function of matrix,

F(u)xa(F(p) = F(u)(xa(C(w) Er(p) + xa(—=¢ (1) Eap)) -

Explicit calculation gives:

(S S (7)) ) f4)
F(M)E+(M):[ ’ ’ ] F(M)E—(u)zl p ’ ]

) <) fr—(w)  C(w)
2 2 2 2

Ml s ) Gl | 1)

H —+ H +—H

5+t g <1, T <1,
then

IFGE W] <1, |F()E- ()] <1.
Since

F(u)xa(F(n) = xa(C (1) F(p)Ey () + xa(C- (1) F(p) E— (1)
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and Ey (p) + E-(p) = 1, [[F(p)] <1, then

IF(w)xa(F)ll <1, 0<p<oo.
Finally |Fexa(Fg)| <1, i.e. the estimate (6203]) holds.
In fact, we have proved the following estimate.

Lemma 6.14. Let f(¢) be any Fg-admissible function. Then
1T/ (Te)| < 2ess sup[f(Q)]. (6.204)

CETT,

7. After the spectral projectors P, (A) were introduced, (6164, and
investigated, (see in particular Lemma (6.14))), the question arises:
how to represent the original operator Fp in terms of these spectral
projectors. Our goal here is to give a meaning to the representation

To= [ (Prud0). (6.205)
o
and more generally,
$8) = [ 1) Pepdc). (6.206)

We emphasize that the operator Fg is non-normal, the family {Ps,(A)}
is not orthogonal and even unbounded: ([6.202). However it turns out
that if the interval A is essentially separated from zero:

essdist(A,0) > 0, (6.207)
and the function f(¢) is bounded on A, then the integral | f(¢) P, (dC)
A

can be provided with a meaning.
Namely, let g(¢) be a simple function, that is the function of the
form

9(¢) = D arxa,(€), (6.208)
k

where aj are come complex numbers, and the collections Ay of sets
forms a partition (finite) of the original set A: A =JAg, Ap,NA; =
k
0, p # q. We define the integral [ ¢(¢) Ps,(dC) as
A
[9(0) P5(d0) = 3" P (A (6:20)
A k
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The value of the sum in the right hand side of (6.209) does not depend
on the representation of the function ¢ in the form (6208). So, the
value in the left hand side of (6.209)) is well defined. From the other
hand, decoding definition of Py, (Ag) as xa,(Fg), we have

> arPyy(A) =D arxa, (Fe) = (D arxa,)(Fr) = 9(Fr),
k k k

and finally,
[ 9(6) P (d) = 9(T). (6:210)
A

So for any simple function g(¢) vanishing outside the set A, where A
is separated from zero, the integral [ g(() Py, (dC) is well defined and
A

is interpreted as a function of the operator Fg in the sense of the above
introduced functional calculus.

Given a function f bounded on A and vanishing outside of A,
there exists sequence f, of simple functions vanishing outside of A
which converges to f uniformly on A:

T sup |£(C) = fal0)] = 0.
CeA
The integral [ f(¢) Py, (dC) will be defined as the limit of integrals
A

J fn(C) Ps,(dC) of simple functions f, if we justify that such a limit
A

exists and does not depend on the approximating sequence {f,}.
If h(¢) be a function essentially bounded on A and vanishing out-
side of A, then

2
1R < = sup RO,
¢eA

where d = essdist (A,0). (See (6I37)). Applying this estimate to
h = f — fn, we see that ||f(F) — fn(F)|| = 0 as n — co. According to
(6.210), this can be presented as

78 = [ 7€) P @) 50 a5 0 oc.
A

Thus, there exists the limit of integrals [ f,(() Py, (d¢). We declear
A
this limit as [ f(¢) Py, (dC):
A

[ £©) Papde) = tmn, [ £u(0) P, (d0)
A A
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where convergence is the convergence in the norm of operators acting
n L2 (R+)
So the integral [ f(C) Py, (dC) is defined if A is any subset of og,,
A

separated from zero and f is any function bounded on A and vanishing
outside A. Moreover, this integral can be interpreted as a function f
of the operator Fg in the sense of Definition [6.12k

JEGEGRNER!
A

Let now f be any bounded function defined on the spectrum os, .
(We emphasize that the spectrum oy, is not separated from zero, but
contains the zero point, which is the singular point in some sense: see

6197).) The integral [ f({) Py, (d¢) will be defined as an unproper

O'rfE
integral. We remove a symmetric € - neighborhood V; of zero
V. = (—ee™*, gel™), (6.211)

from the spectrum o3, and integrate f over the set A(e) = o3, \ Ve.

(This is the same set A(e) that was already defined in (6.193]), (6.198]).)

The set A(e) is separated from zero, so the integral [ f(¢) Py, (dC)
Afe)

is already defined. Then we pass to the limit as € — +0. If the limits

exists in some sense, we decare the limiting operator as the integral

f f ) fPffE dC)

[ 10 Pspt@0e @ tim [ 1O Psld0). (6212)

e—+0
O3y, O \Ve
Lemma 6.15. We assume that f is a Fg-admissible function.
Then the limit in (6.212) exists in the sense of strong convergence,
that is for every x € L*(Ry),
H / £ Pryd)e = [ £ Pryldc)e

—0 as ¢ — +0.

O \Ve L2(Ry)
(6.213)
Moreover
[ 1) P5,(d0) = £(Te). (6.214)
O'g:E

where the operator f(Fg) is defined in the sense the above developed
functional calculus for the operator Fg, (Definition 6.12]).
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Proof. To justify the limiting relation (6.2I3]) and to establish the
equality (6.2I4]), we observe that

[ 102500 = [ xa@(OFOPse(d)) = (xa@ ) (Tp).

O, \Ve Ale)

(For functions vanishing outside the set A(e), which is separated from
zero, the equality (6.2I4) is already established. In the present case,

we apply the equality ([6.214) to the function xa)(¢)f(¢).) Since
(Xa@) ) (TE) = xXa@)(Te) f(FE) = Psy(A€) f(TE),

we have

| 1©) Pop(d0) = Ps, (AE) £(T)

O'rfE\Vg

According to Lemma 6.13]

lim Py, (AE)) /(T6) = f(T5),
where convergence is the strong convergence of operators. Thus under
the assumptions of Lemma, there exists the strong limit in (6.212]) and

the equality (6.214)) holds. O

7. Let us find the generalized eigenfunction of the operator Fg. Ac-
cording to the enumeration agreement, (see Remark [6.9]), each points
¢ € 05, \0is uniquely representable as ¢ = (s(u), with p € [0,00), s €
{+, —}, where (s(u) were defined in (6.128]). We extend this enumer-
ation agreement, enumerating the generalized eigenfunction of the op-
erator I which correspond to the point (s(p) € 05, \ 0 by the same
double index (u, s). (To each ¢ € 05, \ 0 corresponds only one, up to
proportionality, generalized eigenfunction.) Thus, the eigenfunction of
JFE which corresponds to the eigenvalue (;(p) € 05, \ 0 is denoted by
us( ., p):
Frpus(., 1) = Cs(w) us(-, p).

The expressions for the eigenfunctions us(., p) have a little bit dif-
ferent forms depending on to which part either O ;E or 04  of the
spectrum Oy, belongs the eigenvalue (4(u), that is on the sign s.

Let A C O'}FE be an Fp-admissible set, and Py, (A) be a corre-
sponding spectral projector. According to Definitions and [6.7],
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the projector Py, (A) is an integral operator:
Prp(Q)2)(1) = [ 2() Ko, (2w do
R4

where the kernel of this operator is of the form

Ko, (a)(t:w) = / ke (w0, u);l—’;. (6.215)
et (a)
where
by (w, b5 1) = ™ (w, ) Eq ()0 (¢, 1) - (6.216)
Here CJ[F_” : O}FE — R, is a mapping inverse to the mapping (; :
Ry — 0y, (6128a).

Analogously, if A C 05 be an Fg-admissible set, and Px,(A) be
a corresponding spectral projector, then the kernel Kga,fE(A)(t,w) of
the spectral projector Py, (A) is of the form

K, (a)(t:0) = / b (w, “);Z_/;’ (6.217)
necl(a)
where
bt 1) = 0 (w0, 1) B ()t ) (6.218)
Here C[__l] P05, & R, is a mapping inverse to the mapping (_ :
Ry — 05, (C.I284).

In general case, in which A may not be contained neither in & ;FE,

not in Oy, the kernel K:P,fE (a)(t,w) of the spectral projector is of the
form

_ . .
Kyt = [ wweni+ [ ket
pecl At necHan)
(6.219a)
where
AT=Anof,, AT=AnNog, . (6.219b)
The representation (6.219) can be presented in the "unified" form
dp
Ko, a)t,w)= Y / ks(w, t; u)%. (6.220)

S:+7_ —
pect(as)
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The matrix Ey(u), which is of rank one, admits the factorization

G+ ()

(We take into account the equality (6I39): (2 (1) = f—1 (1) f+—(1)).
Thus the "elementary kernel" k4 (w,t; 1) is representable as the prod-

uct

1
= | [ 5] e

ky(w,t;p) = vp(w, pw) ug(t,p), (6.222)
where for 0 < p < o0

1 Fer ()] [¥4 (s 1)
uy(t,p) = 7 [1 T Lb_(t, M (6.223)
and

gl B

The matrix E_(u), which is of rank one, admits the factorization

1
1 f-
E_(n) =5 {h(u)] [1 C_*éjﬂ . (6.225)
¢~ ()

(Now we use the equality 6I39): ¢2(u) = f—4(p)fr_(x)). Thus the
‘elementary kernel" k_(w,t; 1) is representable as the product

k—(w,t;p) = v_(w, 1) u—(t,p), (6.226)

where for 0 < p < o0

_ b foi ()] [¥+(E 1)
u-bm) =75 {1 am } L/)_(t, 0l (6.227)
and
y _ 1 Fe-() ] [¥+(, “)]
SR = i B



The general ideology, [Povl], [Pov2], [Maul, says. If the kernel

Ky, (a) (t,w) of the spectral projector Ps,(A) is representable as the

integral of the elementary kernels ki (w, t; u) of the form ([6.222)-([6.220)),
then the functions uy(t,p), u—_(t, ) are the generalized eigenfunction

of the operator Fg, and the function vy (t,u), v_(t, ) are the gener-
alized eigenfunction of the operator J7.

The fact that the function wuy (¢, u), u—(t,u) are eigenfunctions of
the operator Fg:

Fru(. 1) = Cr(pus (-, 1), (6.229a)
Fpu—(.,p) = (wu-(.,p), (6.229b)

can be confirmed by the direct calculation. Performing this direct
calculation, we first of all interpret the operator Fr as an integral
operator:

(Fpa)(t) = / (W) K, (w0, 1) doo (6.230)
we(0,00)

where the kernel Ky, (w,t) is of the form

Ky (w,1) = /wwu<wu$. (6.231)

For example, to obtain (6.229al), we substitute the expression

S+ (p)
C+ (1)

as z(w) into ([6.230), where K5, (w,t) is represented by the integral
(6231). Then we change the order of integration. We get

() = |1 | wiw.n)

(Tpue (., m)(t) =
/ ( / u+(w,u)w*(w,u’))§—:) F(u )t ') du'.

ne(0,00)  we(0,00)

Then we use the identity (6.36]):

/ P(w, )™ (w, ') dw = 2w §(p — p')I

(0,00)
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[t (1)
C+ ()

and the fact that vector-row [1 is an eigenvector of the

matrix F'(p):

S+ (p) f-+(w)
1 ——=|F(u) = 1 —=].
el LR 2] Uorry
In the same way that we obtained the equalities ([6.229]) we can obtain

the equalities

Tpo+(-n) = G(wos (- 0), (6.232a)
Tpo-(,pm) = C(wo-(.,p) . (6.232b)

Remark 6.12. The equalities ([6.229), ([6.232) means that the func-
tions uy(t,pu), u_(t,u) are eigenfunctions of the operator Fg, and
the functions vy (t,p), v_(t,n) are eigenfunctions of the operator Fy,.
These eigenfunctions are generalized: they do not belong to L*(R,).
Deriving the equalities (6.229)), (6.232]), we performed formal manipu-
lations. These manipulations can be justified using the reqularization
procedure.

Remark 6.13. For p > 0, the eigenfunctions us(t,u) and u_(t, p),
corresponding to the eigenvalues (4 (p) and (—(u) respectively:

1/2 - W A (7)
uy(t, p) =212 1/2<t“‘+7t W), 6.233
1/2,— W (7)
u_(t,p) =27 1/2 712 (t“‘— et W). 6.234
1) ¢(p) (6234
oscillate.
The eigenfunction uy(t,0), corresponding to the eigenvalue (1 (0) =
%e”/‘l, 18
uy(t,0) = 21/2¢71/2 (6.235)

This function do not oscillate.
The function u_(t,0) vanishes identically: u_(t,0) = 0. The eigen-

unction corresponding to the eigenvalue ¢_(0) = ——=eim/4
P g g

7 , can be

obtained as
iu_(t 1) =0 = 21/2it_1/2<1nt — Lr’(l/z) - z‘f) . (6.236)
du e 2\/m 4

This function also do not oscillate.
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8. Let us consider the orthogonality properties of the generalized
eigenfunction of the operator Fg. This consideration is based on the

equality (6.30]).
Let 0 </, 4/ < oo. From (6.223)) and (6.36]) it follows that

/ w (b, 1) g (b @) dt =
te(0,00)

1 [ f——i—(/‘,)] |: f—+(,u”):| : / 7
=—|1 1 olp —
2 ' cun N G )
Taking into account the equalities (6:139) and (658]), we obtain that

_— 1 /
uy (t, 1) ug (t, 1) dt = 3 (L4e*™)o(u —u").
te(0,00)

In the same way,
_ 1 /
/ u_(t, 1) u_(t, ") dt = 3 (L4e™)o(u —u").
te(0,00)
and
_— 1 /
|t e de = 5 (1= ) 8 ).
te(0,00)

These orthogonality relations for the eigenfunctions ug(t, 1) of the op-
erator Fg can be uniformly presented as

/ g (t, 1) ugn (t, ") dt =
te(0,00)

(1 + (_1)s/+8//e(ul+u//)/27r> 5(N/ _ Iu//) ,
Vou',pe(0,00), Vs, s"e{+ ~}. (6.237)

1
2

Analogously, orthogonality relations for the eigenfunctions wv(t, 1) of
the adjoint operator J7 can be uniformly presented as

/ vy (t, 1) vgn (t, ) dt =
te(0,00)
= 5 (L () e ) (),
Vo', u"e(0,00), Vs, " e{+,-}. (6.238)

N =

66



Finally, the biorthogonality relations between the the eigenfunctions
us(t, ) of the operator Fg and the eigenfunctions vs (¢, u) of the adjoint
operator J; are:

/ g (t, 1) v (L, ) dt =
te(0,00)

(1 + (_1)s’+s”e(u’—u”)/27r) 5(/‘, _ :u”) :
Vo', 1 €(0,00), V s, " e{+,~}. (6.239)

N =

So, if (u/,s") # (1", s"), then the functions wuy (¢, 1') and ver (¢, u”) are
orthogonal.

Let us calculate the "angle" between the generalized eigenfunctions
ug (t, 1) and ug,(t, 1n”). We recall that if  and y be non-zero vectors
of some Hilbert space §), then the angle 6(z,y) between x and y is the
unique 6 € [0,7/2] such that

2
cos?g = T W (6.240)

(z,2)(y,y)

Of course, the eigenfunctions us(x) do not belong to the Hilbert space
L?(0,00). We calculate the angle formally, interpreting ratios of 6-
functions correspondently.

So, let us calculate the angle

0 (ug (1) usn (1))

between x = uy (., ') and y = ugr (., 1" ).
First we consider the case s’ = s”(= s). According to (6.237),

1 ’ "
1 Wy )2 500
!<w,y>!—2(1+e ) o — "),
and
1 ,LLI/]T 1 'LL//,n_
(2, 0) =5(1+e7)8(0), (y,y)=5(1+e7)d0).
Thus, for (z = us(., 1), y = us(.,p”) the ratio in [6240) is:

](x,y>\2 _ Coshzw '52(//_’”//)
(z,2)(y,y) COSh“,TW'cosh# 52(0)
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52 — ")
52(0)
w' =, we deduce that for every s = + and for every p/, p”’ € (0,0),

Interpreting the ratio as zero if ' # p”, and as one if

2 / " Loif pi=p",
cos? O (us(., 1), us(.,pu")) = (6.241)
0 if p #pu’.
Now we consider the case s’ # s, say s’ = s, 8" = —s, where s is

either plus, or minus. According to (6.237),
(@, )] = (@27 — 1) (' — ),
and
(z,2) = (1+e7)6(0), (y,y)=(1+¢")5(0).

Thus, for (z = us(., 1), y = u_s(.,u”) the ratio in ([6.240) is:

](az,y>\2 _ Sinh2w 52(//_’“//)
(x,x><y7y>_cosh%.cosh# 52(0)

As before, interpreting the ratio as zero if p' # p”, and

62(0)
as one if ' = p”, we deduce that for for every u/, p” € (0,00),

tanh? Bif pl =4 =p,

0 if u #u”.

(6.242)
In particular, whatever pu € (0,00), the eigenfunction w4 (.,u) and
u_(.,p) are not orthogonal which each other. In more detail,
1

cosh? Er

cos?O(up (., 1), u_(., 1) = {

Sin29(u+('nu)vu—('nu)) =

Taking into account the equality (GI28]), we can express the angle
O(uy(.,p),u_(.,p) between eigenfunctions u, (¢, ) and u_(t,p) in

terms of the eigenvalues (4 (p) = (—(u), (—(n) = —C(p):

2
sin29<u+<.,u>,u_<.,u>>=%’

or in more symmetric way:
2

Sinze(u-i-('nu)’u—('wu)) -

] G () — ()
1 — 204 (1)¢- (1)
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