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Dedicated to the centenary of Mark Krein

Preface

In the recent years, the theory of orthogonal polynomials on the real line (OPRL)
and on the unit circle (OPUC) enjoyed the considerable development. In these lec-
ture notes, we will explain how to construct the continuous analogs of polynomials
orthogonal on the unit circle. It is possible to built a theory which is as rigorous and
complete as the theory for OPUC. Spectral theories of one-dimensional Dirac and
Schrodinger operators can then be viewed in the framework of this theory which
establishes a solid link between an approximation theory and quantum mechanics.

The theory is based on the ideas suggested by M.G. Krein. They were developed
later by various authors, especially from Krein’s school. In the meantime, new
results were obtained for OPUC and OPRL and that was a motivation for us to try
to understand their continuous analogs. We also try to give systematic exposition
of the theory but have to refer to the literature once in a while. Also, these notes
do not cover some aspects of the theory (e.g. continuation problems for G, classes,
regularity of coefficients, etc.) but we give necessary references. In general, our
objective is to give only basics of the theory by presenting complete proofs and
filling various gaps present in the current literature. As a prerequisite for reading
these notes, we assume that a reader is familiar with main facts from the OPUC
theory (see, e.g. [72, 26] [66]). The knowledge of spectral theory for Schrodinger
and Dirac operators might also be very helpful.

What is not covered and what is new?

We didn’t include the following subjects that are related to our topic: solution
to the continuous analogs of Schur and Caratheodory-Toeplitz problems [45] [46].
We also do not discuss matrix-valued version of the theory. For the recent progress
on more specific questions (such as continuous analog of Szegd case, Rakhmanov’s
Theorem, etc.) we suggest the reader to consult the journal publications, e.g.
[r4, [7T], 14, 15, [16]. Also, we will deal with rather regular classes of coefficients (not
worse than L2 (RT)) but the general case can also be treated in the framework of
different differential operators (see, e.g., [52] 53, [6]).

In these notes, we present quite a few new results. That includes: approximation
of continuous orthogonal system by the sequence of the discrete ones (Section 8),
distribution of zeroes (Section 9), new criteria for A(r) € L?*(R*) and more on
that case (Section 10), the continuous analog of the Strong Szegé Theorem — sharp
conditions (Section 14). We also gave complete proofs for results that were present
in the literature without any proofs and gave alternative (hopefully, more trans-
parent) proofs for several other statements (e.g. the continuous analog of Baxter’s
Theorem, scattering theory for Krein systems and Dirac operators).
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Notations
D — open unit disc in C
T — unit circle in C
HP?(Q)) — Hardy space in the domain Q, 0 < p < 0o
N(9) — Nevanlinna class of analytic functions in
B(Q) — closed unit ball in H* ()
Pa — the following projection:

Pa /exp(i)\x)f(:zr)d:r :/exp(i/\:zr)f(x)dx
—00 A

H[2O,R] :Ranﬂ)[oﬁ]
P — denote P+ respectively
|O] = vVO*O — absolute value of operator O
0(z) — the delta-function at zero
W(R) — Wiener’s Banach algebra of functions

fo) = / f(2) exp(ida)dz, f(z) € L'(R)
W4 (C*) - Banach algebra of functions
fo = / f(@) exp(ida)dz, f(x) € L}(R™)
0

H'/?(R) — fractional Sobolev space of functions f whose Fourier transform satisfies

/ <t>|f()Pdt < oo, <t >=12 41

Co(£2) — continuous on  functions vanishing at the boundary of
Xa(z) — the characteristic function of the set A
IIa - the orthogonal projection in L?(RT) onto L?(A),A C R
8P — Schatten-Von Neumann class of compact operators
InTz =lnzifz>land=0for0<z <1
InTx =lhzxif0<z<land =0forz>1
f * g — means the convolution of f and g
We usually use calligraphic letters to distinguish between operators and func-
tions. For example, O stands for an operator and O(z,y) denotes the function of
two variables.
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1. SOME CLASSES OF FUNCTIONS ON THE REAL LINE

In this section, we recall some basic facts on positive definite functions on the
real line. Then, we introduce certain class of functions that we will use later on.
Let 0 < r < o0.

Definition 1.1. The Lebesgue-measurable function ¢(x) defined on the interval
(—r,7) is called Hermitian if ¢(—z) = ¢(x) for a.e. x.

Definition 1.2. The Lebesgue-measurable function of two variables K(z,y) is
called Hermitian if

K(z,y) = K(y, ), (1)
forae. 0 <z, y <.

Definition 1.3. The integral kernel K (x,y) is called positive definite on [0,7r] if

for any N, {x;}3,, (x; € [0,7]), {¢;}}L1, (¢; € C), we have inequality

N
Z enem K (xp, Tpm) > 0. (2)

n,m=1

Consider the integral operator X in L2[0,r] with kernel K (z,y) € C(]0,7]?), i.e.
&) = [ K(.)r )y
0

Clearly, () means X* = XK. It is an easy exercise to see that if the continuous
kernel is Hermitian, then (2] is equivalent to K > 0, where inequality is understood
in the operator sense.

Definition 1.4. A function ¢(x) is called positive definite if the integral kernel
¢(x — y) is positive definite on R*.

This is equivalent to ¢(x — y) being positive on the whole line R.

Notation 1. The class of continuous positive definite functions on the whole line
is denoted by P..

If du is finite positive measure on R, then
o0
oa) = [ expliztidu(t 3)
—o0
is positive definite. The classical result of Bochner says that the converse state-

ment is also true. That, in a sense, is the continuous analog of the solution to
trigonometric moment problem.

Theorem 1.1. (Bochner, [3]) A function ¢ belongs to the class P if and only if
it admits the representation (3) with finite positive measure u. The measure p in
this representation is unique.

Notice that Bochner’s theorem implies that all P, functions are necessarily
bounded on R.
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Notation 2. Let G denote the class of continuous Hermitian functions g(x)
defined on the whole line such that g(0) = 0 and the integral kernel

K(z,y) = g(z) + 9(—y) — g(z — y)
is positive definite on R*, i.e. on any interval [0,7],7 > 0.

Next, we obtain some rather crude estimates on g € G. Later, these bounds
will be used to prove the integral representation for functions of class G .
The following inequality holds

|9(22)| < 8lg(x)| (4)

for any x. Indeed, since the kernel K (z,y) is positive definite, estimate (@) is true.
Take N =2, o1 =2, xo =2zx. If ¢; =6 € R,co =1, we have

Re(g(2))€” + Re(g(22))¢ + Re(g(2z)) > 0

Since £ is arbitrary real,
| Re(g(22))| < 4Reg(x) (5)
For the same choice of xy(2), we let ¢; = i§ € iR, co = 1. Then,
Re(g(x))€* — [2Im(g(x)) — Im(g(22)))¢ + Re(g(22)) > 0
That yields
[Im(g(22)) — 2Tm(g(x))]* < 4Re g(z) Re(g(22))
Using (@), we have
|Im(g(22))| < 2|Img(z)| + 4Reg(x)

Combining estimates for the real and imaginary parts, we obtain ().
The following estimate holds true

lg(@) < C(1+[a]?) (6)

Indeed, if max,e—1,1] [9(x)| = M, then max|_on on) [g(x)| < 8" M by @]). Therefore,
lg(z)| < 8lleezl=lI+1 01 < C|z|?, where [.] means the integer part of the a number.
As we will see later, the estimate (6]) is very far from optimal.

The following integral representation of G, functions is an analog of Bochner’s
theorem for class G.

Theorem 1.2. Function g(z) € G if and only if

, T i N\ do(N)
o) =ite+ [ (14755 —ewtire) ) @
where f € R and positive measure o satisfies the estimate
T do(N)
/ ey < 00. (8)

Constant 8 and measure o are uniquely defined.
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Proof. Any functions of the form ([7]) belongs to G. Indeed, notice that the integral
in () converges if (8) holds and defines the continuous function that vanishes at
zero. Then, we have the following representation

o) +9(-0) —gla—y) = [ LEOPEDL Z RO g

— 00

oo

which ensures the positivity of the operator with the corresponding kernel for any
r > 0.
Conversely, due to (@), any G function allows Laplace transform. Consider

L(z) = 2* /g(:v) exp(izz)dr
0

This function is analytic in CT. Notice that

L)+ I(2) T o
HOZEE o [ [iote =) - 9(0) - g explios — igz)dady <0
2Imz
00
Consequently, —iL(z) is Herglotz function and has well-known integral representa-
tion ([4], chapter 6) which gives

1— Az

o™

L(z)ziaz—iﬁ—i/

— 00

where
o0

/ do(\) _
T+~

— 00

and a > 0,8 € R. Let us take the inverse Laplace transform. Notice that

A2(1 = A2) . T iz , .

IS =z / 1+ T2 exp(iAr)| exp(izz)dz,z € CT AN ER (9)

Therefore,
L(z) =iaz —if3 + 2° /exp(ixz) / [1 + 1:\—1;\2 - exp(i)\x)} dig\) dz
0 —0o0
Since
1= —zz/xexp(ixz)dx, z = —iz2/exp(ixz)dx, zeCt (10)
0 0
we have the formula
do(X)

g(x) = a +iBx + 7 [1 I eXp(m)]

14+ A2 A2

—0o0
Due to normalization ¢g(0) = 0, « = 0. Uniqueness follows from the uniqueness of
the Herglotz function representation. O
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As a simple corollary one gets the following improvement of [@): |g(z)| < C(1 +
2?). If o in (7)) is Heaviside function and 8 = 0, then g(z) = 22/2. So, the quadratic
growth is possible.

If the support of ¢ is a compact, then the second derivative of g exists and
is positive definite. That follows from the Bochner’s theorem. In general, the
derivatives of g(x) at zero can have singularities. In what follows, the reference
measure is 0(A) = A/(27), and § = 0. It is then easy to check that g(x) = |z|/2.
So, in this case, the second derivative in the distributional sense is delta function.

The relation between G, and P, can be established by

Lemma 1.1. If f(z) € Px, then f(0) — f(z) € G-

Proof. From Bochner’s theorem, we have

@)= [ expliztidu(t
A 00 )
Take o(\) = /tzdu(t), g=- / t(1 + %)~ du(t) and use Theorem 2. O
0 —00

The converse is wrong. Take f(x) = ix. The corresponding kernel K(z,y) =
0. At the same time, f(z) ¢ P because f(z) is not bounded. The class Goo
is convenient for description of measures generating one very important class of
canonical differential systems, the Krein systems, which we plan to study in the
next sections.

Remarks and Historical Notes.

Classes Py, G, can be introduced for finite r > 0 (see [3], p. 190 and references
there). Then, measures p and o are not uniquely defined in general. The class of
nonuniqueness for o corresponds to the continuation problems [46]. The case when
quadratic form (2]) has not more than s negative squares is more difficult. It was
studied in the framework of Pontryagin II,.-spaces [46].
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2. FACTORIZATION OF INTEGRAL OPERATORS

To understand better the algebraic aspects of the theory, we will need some
rather simple results on the factorization of integral operators. As we know from
the linear algebra, given any matrix A = {aij}ﬁjzl with nonzero leading principal
minors, we can always find a lower-triangular matrix X; and an upper-triangular
matrix X, such that A = X1DX5, D is a diagonal matrix. The proof is simple.
Since a1 # 0, using the first step of Gauss algorithm, we can find the lower-
triangular matrix L of elementary transforms, such that L; A has the first column
collinear to [1,0,...,0]*. Then, find an upper-triangular U; such that the matrix
L1 AU; has the first raw collinear to [1,0,...,0]. Notice that the first column stays
the same. The leading principle minors of L; AU; are the same as those of A. Thus,
we can continue this process. In the end, we get a lower-triangular L = Lg... L,
and an upper-triangular U = U; ... Uy such that LAU = D. Denoting X; = L1,
X, = U, we get the desired statement. Notice that matrices X; and X, have 1
on the diagonal. Taking inverse of A, we get the factorization in the reverse order.

Now, what happens in the continuous case? First, we need to establish one
general result about the resolvent kernels of integral operators. Fix some R > 0.
For any 0 < r < R, consider integral operators

%, 1(e) = [ Ke.o) W)y
0

with a kernel K (x,%), continuous on [0, R]?, and acting in the Hilbert space L?[0, ].
Assume —1 ¢ Spec(X,) for any 0 < r» < R. Then, the resolvent kernel I',.(s, ) exists
and

(s, t)+ /K(S,U)Fr(u,t)du =K(s,1),0<s,t<r (11)
0

Lemma 2.1. Let K(x,y) € C([0, R]?) and —1 ¢ Spec(X,) for any 0 < r < R.
Then,

Il (s,t)/0r = =T (s,1)Tp(r,t), 0 < 5,8 <7

Function T..(s,t) is jointly continuous in s,t,r and is continuously differentiable
mr.

Proof. Notice that Fredholm’s formula for resolvent kernel

0r(s,1)

I (s,t) = 5

(12)
ensures that I',.(s, t) is jointly continuous in s, ¢, and is continuously differentiable
inr,r > 0 (Appendix, Lemma [[7.T]).

Then, differentiate (1) in . We have

w_k/K(S,U)Wdu:—K(s,r)Fr(r,t) (13)
0
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On the other hand, multiplying both sides of
T(s,r) + /K(s, W)y (u, r)du = K(s,r) (14)
0
by —I'.(r,t), we obtain an equation
=T (s, )Ty (r,t) — /K(S,U)Fr(u, )y (r,t)du = =K (s, )T (r,t) (15)
0

Now we see that both dT',(s,t)/dr and —T',(s,r)T',(r,t) satisfy the same integral
equation. Therefore, they are equal. O

Although the continuous kernels are very natural, we will also work with K (x,y)
from the following class.

Definition 2.1. Function K (z,) belongs to the class C([0, R]?), if it is continuous
in each of the triangles: AL = {0 <2z <y < R}and A_ ={0<y <z < R}
but might have discontinuity on the diagonal x = y if considered as the function
on [0, R]? (i.e. the limits K (z,x) and K_(z,x) might be different).

For this case, we have an analogous statement

Lemma 2.2. Let K(z,y) € C([0,R]?) and —1 ¢ Spec(X,) for any 0 < r < R.
Then,

Ol (s,t)/0r = =Ty (s,7)Tr(r,t), s,t € Ay (16)
Function Ty(s,t) € C([0,7]2). It is continuously differentiable in v for s,t € AL
and the derivative 9T, (s,t)/dr is also from C([0,r]2).

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Lemma [2.J] Instead of the usual
Fredholm formula for resolvent kernel we need to use a modified one given in
Lemma Indeed, analysis of 6, shows that it is continuously differentiable.
The Carleman-Hilbert determinant 8, (s, t) has derivative in r for s, ¢ fixed in each
of Ay. This derivative is also from the class C([0,7]2). O

Notice that OT'(s,t)/dr can be regarded as a continuous function on the whole
[0,7]? because the right-hand side of (I8]) is continuous on [0, 7]%.
The natural analog of the lower-triangular matrix is Volterra integral operator

x

cf@) = [ L) i@y
0
acting on the Hilbert space L?[0, R]. We also assume that L(z,y) € C(A_). An
operator U is upper-triangular, if U* is lower-triangular. The product and the
sum of two lower(upper)-triangular operators are lower(upper)-triangular as well.
Operators I+ £ and I+ U are both invertible and (I +£)~! — I is lower-triangular,
(I+U)~1—T is upper-triangular. Infact, there is the Banach algebra of lower (upper)-
triangular operators [32], [30]. Assuming that we have factorization

I+Xrp=(I+L)I+U) (17)

where £ is lower-triangular and U is upper-triangular, we immediately get that
I + Xpg is invertible and (I + Xg)™* =1 —Gr = (I + V)T + V_), where V4
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is upper(lower)-triangular with kernels Vi(z,y),0 < z,y < R and we have the
following formula for the resolvent kernel

Vileg) = [ VetV (u)du, <y
Tr(z,y) = Yn (18)
—V_(x,y) — /VJF(x,u)V, (u,y)du, x>y

It should also be mentioned that X,, (0 < r < R) can be factorized just by using
truncations of £ and U.

Theorem 2.1. The integral operator Kg with kernel K (z,y) € C([0, R]?) admits
factorization (I7) if and only if I + K, is invertible in L2[0,7] for any 0 <r < R.
In this case,
Vi(z,y) = -Ty(z,y), z<y (19)
V*(I5y) = _Fi(xvy)a T>Yy
where T'y(x,y) denotes the resolvent kernel of I +X,.

Proof. Indeed, assume that I 4+ X, is invertible for any 0 < r < R and I'\.(z,y)
is the resolvent kernel. Define Vi by ([[9). Now, let us check (I8). Indeed, from
Lemma [2.2]

R

o) = [ Tull(u p)du =

Y
R

0
~Tya) + [ Golulep)du = Ta(e0),0 <o <y <R
Y
The case © > y can be checked in the same way. Thus, we have (I8)), which means
that I —Gr = (I +V4)(I +V_). Now, ([IT) is straightforward. Conversely, assume
that the factorization (I7T) exists. Then

I+ %, =1+ L)1+ W = T (1 + L)oo, (1 + U)o 1
and it is clearly invertible. (I

Another important class of factorizations is the following one. Instead of integral
operator on L?[0, R] we consider an integral operator on L?[—R, R] and define the
lower-triangular operator as

||

M@=/£@wmw

— x|

where L(z, y) is continuous in {0 < w < R, |y| <z} and in {—~R <2 <0, y| < |z[}.
Introduce Q_ = {|y| < |#| < R}, Q4 = {|z| < |y| < R} and redefine A_ = {—R <
y<z <R}, A, ={- R<z<y<R}

Similarly, we say that Uis upper-triangular if U* is lower- triangular. These newly
defined lower-triangular operators possess the same algebraic properties: sum and
product of two lower-triangular operators is lower-triangular, (I + ﬁ)’l — I exists
and is lower-triangular. The same is true about the upper-triangular operators. In
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general, the definition of lower(upper)-triangular operator depends on the choice of
the so-called chain of orthoprojectors ([30], Chapter 4).
The natural question is when can we factor the operator

I+Kr=U+L)I+U) (20)

where IJACT is defined as
%.f = [ Rl f)an0<r< R

We have

Lemma 2.3. Let K(z,y) € C([-R, R]?) and —1 ¢ Spec(X,) for any 0 < r < R.
Then,

o, (s, t)/0r = — [f‘T(s, Py (ryt) + Tn(s, =)D (=7, t)}, s,te Ay
The function T'.(s,t) € C([—r,7]?). It is continuously differentiable in v for s,t €
Ay and the derivative OT,(s,t)/dr is also from C(|—r,7]?).

Proof. We will only check the formula for derivative. The other properties can be
checked just like in Lemma We have

Dy(s,t) + /K(s,u)f‘T(u, t)du = K(s,t) (21)

Differentiating in r, we get (s # t)

w + /f((s,u)wczu = —(K(s,r)r(r,t) + K (s, =) (=1, 1)) (22)

On the other hand, take (2I]) with ¢ = 4, multiply by —f‘r(:lzr, t) and add:
[ (Eu(s, )T (1) + T, =)y ()| +

—i—/f((s, u) - {—(f‘r(u, () + D (u, —T)f‘r(—'f‘, t)} du =

_(K(Sv T)f‘T (Tv t) + K(Sa _T)fT(_Ta t))
Comparison with ([22)) finishes the proof. O
Now, if we have @), then (I +Xg)™* =1—SGg = (I +V,)I +V_), where V.

is upper (lower)-triangular with kernels Vi (z,y), —R < z,y < R. Moreover, for the
resolvent kernel

Viwn)- [ Ve (o) ey

Tr(z,y) = i <s (23)

—V_(z,y) — / Vi (x, w)\V_(u,y)du, (z,y) € Q_
|z|<|u|<R

The next Theorem provides the needed factorization
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Theorem 2.2. The integral operator X with kernel K (z,y) € C([-R, R]?) admits
factorization (20) if and only if I + XK, is invertible in L*[—r,7] for any 0 < r < R.
In this case, .

V+(Iay) = _F\U\(xvy)a (Iay) € Q+ (24)

Proof. Calculating the right-hand side in (23) and using Lemma we get (for
(z,y) € Q_):

Vo (,y) - / V() V- () =

|z|<|u|<R
R =z
|| -R
R

= f|m| (z,y) — /[f‘u(x, W)y (u, y)du + Ty (2, —u) Ty (—u, y)} du

||

= fR(Ia y)
The case (x,y) € Q4 can be checked similarly. So, ([23]) is true. The other state-
ments of the Theorem can be verified following the proof of Theorem 2.1 O

Notice that V_(x,—z) = V, (z,—x),x # 0. The results of last Lemma and a
Theorem can be easily generalized to the case when the kernel K (x,y) is allowed
to have a discontinuity of the first kind on {(z,y) : y = —x}. We do not do that
since the class C'([—R, R)?) is exactly the one we will need later on.

Remarks and Historical Notes.

The proofs of the results in this section are partially taken from [30]. In [30], the
general case of factorization along the chain is considered. Recently, the factoriza-
tion problem for integral operators with less regular kernels was studied in [54] [55].
Later on, we will need to use the factorization of Fredholm integral operators along
with regularity properties of the kernels.
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3. CONTINUOUS ANALOGS OF POLYNOMIALS ORTHOGONAL ON THE UNIT CIRCLE

In this section we start building the theory of continuous analogs of polynomials
orthogonal on the unit circle (OPUC). For the OPUC basics, we refer the reader to
[72, 26] 66, 40]. Let H(z) be Hermitian function defined on R and H(x) € L*(0,r)
for any r > 0. In the Hilbert space L2[0,7], consider the following integral operator

H{Tf(x):/H(a:—t)f(t)dt,O<3:<r (25)

This operator is called “truncated Toeplitz” operator or operator with the “dis-
placement kernel” [65, 46]. It is obvious that for any r > 0, this operator is
self-adjoint, compact, and its lower (upper) bound decreases (increases) in r.

Definition 3.1. Function g(z) € G has an accelerant if there exists Hermitian
function H(x) (accelerant) defined on R such that

lz]

g(x) = 5

+ /(:17 — s)H(s)ds (26)

0
for all z € R.

Theorem 3.1. The function H(z) generates g(x) € Goo by formula (28) if and
only if

I+, >0
for any r > 0 and inequality is understood in the operator sense.
Proof. It is obvious that g(z) is Hermitian, continuous, and ¢g(0) = 0. Consider
any ¢(z) € C*°[0,00) with compact support on [0,7]. For the kernel K(z,y) =
9(x) + 9(=y) — g(z — y), we have

[ e )

/K(éva Y ()¢ (x)dedy =1 + I, — I3

For I and I,

oo oo o0 o0 o0

Is=/W/g(w )¢ (y)dyde = — (W/W( dw+/ /g y)dydzx

0 0 0 0
Using (28) and integrating by parts, we have

//ny

Thus, if g € G, then I} + Is — I3 > 0 and 1 + H,. > 0 for any r» > 0. Conversely,
assume that 14+ 3, > 0 for any r > 0. Take any ¢(z) € C*°[0,00) with compact
support in [0,7]. It can be written as

U(x) = ¢ (2)

Ddudy = / / (o y)dm“/oowwm_((HMW
0



14 SERGEY A. DENISOV
where
o) = - [ wlsds

and p(z) € C*[0,00), ¢(x) is supported on [0, r]. Therefore,
//K(x,y)w(y)wdxdy = (1+3)p, ) 2 0
00

and ¢g(z) € Geo. O

As a corollary from Theorem [[.2] and Theorem B.I], we get the following formula
for an accelerant

2] ] » /OO i N\ do(N)
5 + [ (z—s)H(s)ds =ifx + 1+ Tr 2 exp(i\r) 2 (27)
0 —o0
where 8 € R, and
T do(\)
/ T2 < o0

The straightforward calculation shows that the trivial case H(z) = 0 corresponds
to 8 =0 and op(\) = A/(2nm).
Essentially, (27]) means that

o0

/ exp(iAz)do(N\) “ =7 6(x) + H(z)
/ exp(iAz)d(o(\) — oo(N) < = 7 H(z)

In other words, H(z) are “moments” of o — og. Clearly, the integrals in the last
formulas do not have to converge in the usual sense.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that o from (7)) is known and g has an accelerant, then the
constant [ is defined uniquely by the formula

8= —i¥'(0) (28)
where
T iz N\ dlo) —aoN)]
Proof. The proof follows from the formula (27) by taking the derivative. O

It is up to us to choose the regularity class for H(x). In these notes, we will
consider two important cases:

H(x) € C[0,00), (30)

and
H(z) € Lipo(R) (31)
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Other classes of regularity (e.g., H(z) € L} .(R),p > 1) can also be treated. Al-
though, the case p = 1 needs special consideration (see discussion in [46] [45]).

We will start our construction with the continuous accelerants. Then the LZ
case will be treated by an approximation argument in the separate section. For
@0), H(z) might have discontinuity at 0 but the left and the right limits must
exist and H(—0) = H(+0) due to Hermite property. Notice that the operator H,
has a kernel from the class C/([0,7]2),7 > 0.

Assume that we have the strict inequality
1+3,. >0 (32)

for any r > 0. Then, there is the resolvent kernel I'.(¢, s) with nice properties (see
Lemma [22]) such that

(s, t) =T (t,s) (33)
T(t,s) + /H(t —u)ly(u, s)du = H(t — s), (34)
0
(¢, s) + /Fr(t,u)H(u —s)du=H(t—s), 0<s,t<r (35)
0

We emphasize that the last two identities should be understood as equalities for
functions from C([0,7]?) class. In the meantime, if H(+0) € R, then H(z) is
actually continuous at 0 and by Lemma 2T the kernel I',.(x, y) is continuous on the
diagonal as well.

Let us introduce the following “continuous polynomials”

T

P(r,\) = exp(idr) — /FT(T, s)exp(iAs)ds (36)
0
P.(r,\)=1- /Fr(s, r)exp(iA(r — s))ds) (37)
0

Notice that function P(r, ) is of exponential type exactly r, and P.(r,A) is of
exponential type not greater than r.

Formulas (86]) and ([B7) can be easily explained. They are quite natural and have
analogs in the OPUC theory. Let us consider positive finite measure u(6) on the
unit circle. We will denote the inner product of two functions f and g in L?(du)
by (f,9).. Let the sequence of moments be

s
Cn = /exp(—in@)du(@), n ezt
-7
Let {e;},e; = [0,...,0,1,0,...,0]*,(j = 0,...) denotes the standard orthonormal
basis. Consider the following Toeplitz matrix
Co C1 N Cp,
C1 Co

‘.Tn _ e Cn—1 (38)

Cp Cp—1 e Co
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If D,, = det T, then one can easily show that

Co C1 oo Cp—1 1
1 C1 Co . Cp—1 z
Po(2) = (39)
anl = = n—1
Cn—1 Cn—2 . Co z
Cn Cn—1 - C1 "

are monic polynomials of degree n (i.e., the coefficient in front of 2™ is 1) orthogonal
with respect to dy. In formula ([B6), exponents exp(iAr),r > 0, A € C play the role
of 2",n € ZT, 2z € C. The exponential type r is an analog of the integer index n. If
one introduces the truncated discrete Toeplitz operator T,, given by the matrix (35)),
then P, (z) is the last component of the following vector D,, D, * T 11, 2, ..., 2"]*.
That follows from Kramer’s rule and ([B9). Besides Kramer’s rule, there is the
following algebraic explanation of orthogonality relation. Consider the last com-
ponent of the vector T 1[1,z,...,2" ie. (T,;1[1,2,...,2"]% e,). Assume that
we have two polynomials of degree not greater than n: A(z) = anz™ + ... + ao,
B(z) =bpz™ + ...+ by. Then

(A,B), = (Tna,b) (40)

where T,, is obtained from T, by conjugating all elements, a = [ag,...,an]", b=
[bo, - . ., bn]t. Therefore,

(zj, (‘J’;l[l, 2., 2", en))y = (zj, ([1, z,...,2"]", ‘.T;len))u = (?nej,i:len) =djp

Now, consider the function f.(x) = exp(iAz) on an interval z € [0,7]. Then,
P(r, ) is the value of the function (1 + 3(,)~!f. at the point & = r. Because the
spectrum of the truncated continuous Toeplitz operator H, always contains 0, we
need to take (1 + H,)~!, rather than T, ! in the discrete case. This normaliza-
tion makes the function P(r,\) “monic”- it has exp(iAr) term. In the theory of
orthogonal polynomials on the unit circle, there is a natural procedure that maps
any polynomial of degree n to its “reciprocal”. It is defined in the following way

[¥](anz" + ...+ ap) = apz" + ...+ an (41)
or
[(An(2)) = 2" A(z™) (42)
Notice that the degree of the polynomial might decrease under this operation. For
example, in the space of polynomials of degree not greater than n, [¥](z™) = 1. The
natural analog of [x] operation for the function f,(\) of the exponential type r is
given by the following formula

[+](fr (X)) = exp(idr) fr(A) (43)
Function P,(r, A) is a continuous analog of [x](P,(z)), i.e.
Pu(r, ) = [#](P(r; A)) (44)

It is clear from the formula [B6) and identity T'.(s,t) = I'+(¢,s). In the discrete
case, polynomials P,(z) are orthogonal with respect to du. In the continuous
setting, {P(r,\)} turns out to be orthonormal family in L?(do) with do from the
integral representation (27)). Orthogonality is understood in the usual sense— just
like for the Fourier transform. Thus, rather than in the discrete case, continuous
monic polynomials are already normalized.
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Recall the factorization results from the previous section. Notice that since
I+ X, > 0 for any r > 0, the Theorem [2.1]is applicable. Let us fix any R > 0 and
consider the factorization (I7): I+ Hr = (I + £)(I +U), where the lower-diagonal
L has kernel L(z,y) and the upper-diagonal U has kernel U(z,y), 0 < z,y < R.
Since 3 is Hermitian, L =U*. f I+ L = (I +V_)tand I+U= (I + V)7L,
then

Lemma 3.2. The following formula is true

exp(iAr) = P(r,\) + /L(r, s)P(s,\)ds,0<r <R (45)
0

Proof. Take any R > 0. By ([[9)), equation (B0 can be written as
P(r,\) =T +V_)exp(iAr),0 <r <R

and the both sides are regarded as functions in L2[0, R]. Since [+ £ = (I+V_)71,
we have the statement of the Lemmall. g

In the discrete case, the following formula is true for any n € Z*
n—1
2" =Po(2) + Y 1njPi(2), ljn €C
§=0

The Lemma [3:2]is the continuous analog of that representation. Now, we are ready
to prove the following

Theorem 3.2. The following map is an isometry from L*(RT) into L?(R,do)

O: f(r) s (OF) (V) = / F(r)P(r, \)dr (46)
0
In other words,
/ (O Pdo() = / ) dr (47)
—00 0

Integral in [{0), is understood in the L>— sense.

Proof. The following is true for any ¢, € R

r—t

|T2;t|+/(r—t—s)H(s)ds = iﬂ(?‘—t)+/ <1 n Z):\l(j_iz\;)
0

— 00

— exp(iA(r — t))) da)\(;\)

Multiply this equality by f”(¢) (f(t) € C§°(R)) and integrate by parts. We have
the following formula

f(r)+ / H(r—t)f(t)dt = / / F(t)exp(iA(r —t))dt| do(N) (48)

— 00 — 00

I Kernel L(x,) should be regarded as a transformation kernel from one basis to another [51].
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For m?

+ / H(r —t)f(t)dt = / exp(iAr) / f(t) exp(iXt)dtdo(N) (49)

Consequently, we have the following analog of ([{0):

2

/|f |dr+/f /f H(r—t dtdr—/oo /Oof(t)exp(i)\t)dt do(\)

(50)
If f € L?[0,r], then (50) implies
2

(1 +H)f, f) / p(iX)dE| do(\) (51)
0

\8

— 00

by simple approximation argument. Now, let us use Lemma for the interval
[0, 7]:

/mexp(ikf)dt = (I +L)PE,A), f{) 20, = (P(t,A), (L + £7)f (1)) 12(0,1)

Therefore, (&) reads

l9l = (1 + 9T+ 3)T+10g.9) = [ | [TOPEN@| o) (52)
—oo |0

where ¢ = (I + U)f. Since I + U is invertible in L2[0,7], (52)) holds for any

g e L?0 r] Since ||g|| = ||g|| and a number r was chosen arbitrarily, O is isometry

on L3(RT). O

As a simple corollary of the Theorem and the polarization identity we get
the following Lemma.

Lemma 3.3. For any f(r) € L?>(R™)
~ [ PER©H (N0

where the equality is understood in the L*(R™) sense.

Remark 3.1. Notice, that O is not necessarily a unitary map. In the simplest
case H(r) =0, P(r,\) = exp(i\r), (\) = A/(27) and the range of O is H?(R) C
L?(R,do).

Now, let us obtain the differential system for P(r, \) and Py (r, A). In the discrete
case, we have

{Pn-i-l(z) = 2P(2) —anP;(2), PO(Z):ll

Pr(2) = Pi(z)—anzPu(z), Py(z)= (53)
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where P¥(z) = [#]P,(2), a, are the so-called Verblunsky coefficients (Geronimus
coefficients, Schur coefficients, circle parameters, or reflection parameters). If one
starts with arbitrary positive finite measure with infinite number of growth points,
then the corresponding a,, € D. Conversely, any sequence a,, € D yields the unique
probability measure with infinite number of growth points.

Let us prove one property of the resolvent kernel which would yield differential
equations for P(r, A) and P, (r, \). It holds only for the integral operators with the
“displacement ” kernel

Lemma 3.4. IfT'.(s,t) is the resolvent kernel for H,, then
Ty(s,t) =T.(r —t,r —s) (54)
Proof. The following relation holds
H,Fr = F.H,

where the “flip” operator &, is defined: F,.f(x) = f(r — x) and 3, is an integral
operator with the displacement kernel H(x). Then,

1+%H)'F. =F.1+5)""

Writing this down in terms of the resolvent kernel gives (B4)). (]

As a simple corollary, we also get the following formulas for P and P, which
were originally used by Krein

T

P(r,\) = exp(idr) | 1 — /I‘T(s, 0) exp(—iAs)ds (55)
0
P.(r,\)=1-— /I‘T(O, s)exp(iAs)ds (56)
0

An analog of the relations (B3)) is given by the following statement.

Theorem 3.3. The following equations hold

P’ =i\P — AP,, P(0,)\) =1, (57)
P, =—-AP, P (0,)) =1
where
A(r) =T,(0,7) (58)

Proof. Differentiate (56) and use Lemma 22 to get

Pl(r,\) = —T',(0,7) exp(iAr) + /FT(O,T)FT(T, s)exp(irs)ds = —A(r)P(r, \)
0
where we used the definition of P(r,\). Equation for P(r,\) can be obtained from
the equation for P.(r, \) and (@4). O
Definition 3.2. System (57 is called the Krein system.

Obviously, coefficient A(r) in the Krein system is an analog of Verblunsky coef-
ficients.
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Lemma 3.5. Under regularity conditions (30), we have A(r) € C[0,00). We also
have A(0) = H(—0) = H(+0).

Proof. The continuity of A(r) follows from Lemmal[Z2l The equality A(0) = H(—0)
can be obtained from (35]) where r — 0. O

Notice that H(z) € C(R) iff H(0)- real iff A(0) is real as well.
Let us consider the model (“free”) case. If o(A) = A\/(27) in (1), then 5 = 0,
g(t) =|t|/2, H(t) =0, ', (s,t) =0, A(r) =0, P(r,\) = exp(iAr), Pi(r,A) = 1.

Lemma 3.6. The following is true
1) Christoffel-Darbouz formula:

P.(r,\)Pi(r, ;i) = P(r, \)P(r,p) — i(A — i) /P(s, MNP(s,p)ds, A\ peC (59)
0

2) For A€ C,

P(r,\) = exp(iAr) P (r, \) (60)

3) P.(r,\) does not have any zeroes in Ct
4) P(r,\) has zeroes in CT only

Proof. To prove Christoffel-Darboux formula, multiply the first equation in (&) by
P(r, ). Multiply both sides of

P»: (’f‘, /1’) = —A(’f‘) P(T7 M)
by Pi(r,A) and subtract two identities. One has

P (r, NPy ) — PL(r ) Pu(r, A) = iXP(r, ) P, 1) (61)
Write the same equation with A and p interchanged. Take conjugate and add to
(©I). One gets ([BI).
2) repeats ([@4]).

Take A € C* and u = . Then, (59) guarantees that |P.(r,\)| > 0, so Pi(r,\)
has no zeroes in C*. Assume that P.(r,\) = 0 for some A € R. Then, by 2),
P(r,\) = 0. However, functions P(p, A), P«(p, \) solve the problem (&) and then
must vanish for all p > 0. In the meantime P(0,\) = P.(0,A) = 1. This contradic-
tion shows that P, (r,\) has no zeroes in C*.

4) follows from 3) and (@4). O

Assume that for fixed r we know P(r,\) as the function in A\. The natural
question is whether we can find P(p,\) and A(p) for all 0 < p < r? The answer
happens to be positive. Notice that since P(r,\) is given, we know the values of
T (s,0) for all s € [0,7]. It easily follows from (B3)).

Consider

g(t,s) =T (0,r — )Ty (r —s,0) = ' (¢,0)T',(0,5),0 < s,t < 7
Lemma 3.7. The following formula holds true
min(s,t)
T.(t,s) =T.(t—s,0)+T(s—1t,0) + / gt —u,s—u)du, 0<s#t<r (62)
0
where I'(0,5) =T'(s,0) =0, s < 0 for shorthand.
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Proof. Assume that H(x) € C[0,r] first. Then, I'.(s,t) € C'(AL). Let us show
that

O, (s,t)  OT,(s,t)

We have

=T (t1, ")y (r,81) = i

d
dTFr(tlasl) = Lp(r—si,r—t1)

=-—T(r—s1,")Tp(r,r —t1) + 0p, Tr(r — 51,7 — t1) + O, T (r — 81,7 — #1)

Taking t =r —t1,8 = r — s1, we get ([G3).

Solving the linear first order equation, we obtain (62). Now, consider H(z) €
C[0,7]. We can approximate H(x) by the sequence of Hermitian functions H™ () €
C1[0,7] in C[0,7] norm. Since 1+ 3, >0, 1+ > 0, the corresponding kernel
rim (s,t) converges to I'x(s, ) uniformly as elements of C([0, r]2). Then, apply ([62)
to I‘Sn)(s, t) and take n — oo. O

Now, assume we are given I',.(s,0) for all 0 < s < r. From (62), we know the
resolvent kernel I', (s, t) for all 0 < s,¢ < r and then can find H(z), say, from (35).
The accelerant H(x) on [0,r] defines A(x) for « € [0, r] by construction.

There is yet another way to find H(z),0 < x < r from P(r, A). It is given by the
following

Lemma 3.8. The following representation is true

m 14 / H,(5) exp(ids)ds, \ € R (64)

— 00

where H,(s) is Hermitian function, H,.(s) € L*(R), and H,(s) = H(s) for |s| < r.

Proof. Formula (56, 3) in LemmaB.6, and Levy-Wiener theorem yield existence of
function H, € L*(R). Moreover, H, is continuous on R except for the points 0, £,
where the left(right) limits exist. That is clear from the corresponding integral
equation. Let us show that this H,.(s) coincides with H(s) for |s| < r. We have

oy 1= PO 1+/mexpms)ds .

The left-hand side belongs H2(R). Therefore,
Py | Pe(r,A) [ 14+ / H,(s)exp(ixs)ds | =1 =0

which gives

I(s,0) + /HT(S —w)(u,0)du = Hy(s), 0<s<r
0

Formula (64) proves that H, defines an integral operator H, on L2[0,r] and I +
H, > 0. Denote its resolvent kernel by I'y(s,t). The last equation shows that
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I'(s,0) =T,(5,0),0 < s < 7. Due to Lemma BT T,(s,t) = I',(s,t) for all 0 <
s,t < r. So, Hy(s) = H(s) for 0 < s < r. Since H, is Hermitian, we obtain the
statement of the Lemma. O

Thus, if we know P(r, A), we know P, (r, \) as well and can find H(z) for |z| < r

using the previous Lemma.

Remarks and historical notes.

Continuous analogs of polynomials orthogonal on the circle were introduced by
M.G. Krein in the paper [44] but no proofs were given. We filled this gap. Lemma
B is in [46], see also [24], p.100.

If one is given the function H(r) € C[0, R], Hermitian and such that I + Hg > 0,
then the Krein system can be well-defined on the interval [0, R]. In the meantime,
the question of orthogonality with respect to some measure gives rise to certain
continuation problem [46] we do not want to address here.
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4. KREIN SYSTEMS

In the previous section we learned that any accelerant H (r) gives rise to (5), the
system of ODE called the Krein system. But it makes sense to study this system
per se. In this section, we will show that one can start with the Krein systems and
then define the accelerant H (r) and measure o(\) uniquely.

Consider the system

X' =VX (65)
with X(0,\) = I,
. A —A(r)
V= —A(r) 0 (66)

Matrix V' has very special algebraic structure and it should imply very special
properties for the fundamental (transfer) matrix X (r). Assume first that A(r) €
L, (R™)

The first obvious result is

Lemma 4.1. We have
det X (r) = exp(iAr) (67)

Proof. Indeed,

det X (r) = exp /Tr V(t)dt| = exp(iXr)
0

Consider the signature matrix
1 0
=[1 8] -
Definition 4.1. The matrix M is said to be J— contraction if M*JM < J.
Definition 4.2. The matrix M is called J— unitary if M*JM = J

Later, we will need the following algebraic

Lemma 4.2. If M is J-unitary, then |det M| = 1, and M~ M* are J-unitary
too. If M is J— contraction then M* is J- contraction also

whose proof is given in the Appendix.

The signature matrix J defines the corresponding indefinite metric. For general
properties of these spaces and operators acting on them, see [37], B33].

The next very important algebraic observation is

V() + V() = —21mAH 8} (69)

for any r > 0.

Theorem 4.1. The matriz X is J— contraction for A\ € C* and is J— unitary for
AeR.



24 SERGEY A. DENISOV

Proof. Consider Y = X*JX. Then, (69)) yields

10

r_ *
Y'=-2ImAX [0 0

}X, Y(0,0) =J

Therefore, for any f € C2, we have

Yff)=(ffrreR (70)

Yf. ) <(Uf f.recCt (71)

Y[ f)=f f.reC” (72)

which implies the statement of the theorem. O

In this section, we define the functions P(r, \), P.(r, A) as solutions of equation
©3) corresponding the Cauchy problem P(0, )\) ( ,A) = 1. Consider also two

functions P(r,\) and P, (r, /\) such that the vector P(r, ), —P,(r, \) solves (G3)
and satisfies initial condition P(0,\) = 1, —P,(0,A) = —1. The simple calculation

shows that
1| P+P P-P 1l p P 11

X(r)y=-< =~ ~ | == N 73

=351 p_B p 4B 2| P, —P, {1 —1} (73)

The sign “— " in the definitions of P, (r,\) was chosen for the following reason.
Notice that

| ix Al
JV(r)J = [ A(r) 0 } (74)

Then,

Lemma 4.3. If X solves equation ([G3), then JXJ solves the same equation but
with coefficient A(r) having an opposite sign.

Proof. Multiply (65]) from the left by J. Then use (74) and identity J2 = I. O
Corollary 4.1. The vector P(r, ), P,(r,\) satisfies the same initial conditions at

zero as P(r,\), Pu(r, ) but solves system (63) with A(r) having an opposite sign.
This system is called the dual Krein system.

Instead of dealing with the transfer matrix X (r,A) which solves (68)), we will
first study functions P, Pk, P and P Below, we list some simple properties.

Lemma 4.4. 1. Forany A€ C andr >0
P(r,\)Py(r, A) + P,(r, \)P(r, \) = 2 exp(iXr) (75)
2. All statements of Lemmal30 are true for both P(r,\), P.(r, \) and P(T A), P,
3. For A\ € C*, we have
Re | 7Y (r, NP (r, A)| > |Pu(r, V)2 (76)

and the last inequality is equality for real X.

Proof. Part 1) follows from (67) and (73).
To show 2), notice that Christoffel-Darboux formula (59) is the direct conse-
quence of the differential equations (7). Then, (60) holds because the functions

exp(iAr) P, (1, \), exp(iAr) P(r, X) solve the same Cauchy problem as P(r, \), P, (r, \)

P.(r, A).
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do. The statements about the zeroes of P, P, can be proved in the same way as it

was done in Lemma[3.6l The analogous results for 16, P, follow from Corollary 411
To prove 3), notice that by Lemma 2, X* is J-contraction for A € C* and

J—unitary for real \. Writing XJX™* < J in terms of P, P, 16, 16*, we get

pP+PP PP, - PP, [ 1 0 ]
= ~ _ = ~ S =J
P,P—-P,P —(P,P,+ P,P,) 0 -1
P.P.+ PP, >2 (77)

1
2
Element (2,2) gives
which implies 3). For real A, we get equality because X* is J—unitary. ([

Lemma 4.5. If A(r) is real and A = 0, the exact solution can be obtained, i.e.

cosh <_ g A(t)dt> sinh (- g A(t)dt>

X(’f‘, 0) = T T
sinh (— fA(t)dt) cosh (—fA(t)dt)
0 0
Proof. The proof is a direct calculation. O

Lemma 4.6. The following estimate is true if A € R
exp —/|A(s)|ds < |Pi(r,\)| < exp /|A(s)|ds
0 0

Proof. The second inequality easily follows from the differential equations for P
and P,. The first one is then immediate from (7). O

Now, that we studied the general properties of system (G5, let us show that for
any A(r) € C[0,00), there is the unique accelerant H(r) € C|[0, 00) that generates
it.

The following result says that solutions of Krein system are indeed continuous
polynomials.

Lemma 4.7. For any r > 0, we have the following formulas

P(r,\) = exp(iAr) — /A(r, s)exp(iAs)ds (78)
0
P.(r,\)=1-— /A(r, s)exp(iA(r — s))ds (79)
0

where function A(r, s) is continuous in s and r: 0 < s <r < oo.
Proof. Consider @ = exp(—iAr)P. We have the following equations for P and @

{ Q' = —exp(—idr)AP,, Q(0,\) =1 (80)
P —exp(iAr)AQ, P.(0,\) =1

The corresponding integral equations are

T

Q(r,\) =1— / exp(—irs)A(s) Py (s, \)ds (81)
0
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T

P.(r,\)=1- /exp(i/\s)A(s)Q(s, A)ds (82)
0
Let us find the solutions to (57)) in the following form
P(r,\) = exp(iAr) — / A(r, s) exp(iAs)ds, Pu(r,\) = 1— / B(r, s) exp(iA(r — s))ds
0 0

(83)
where A and B are continuous function. Then, part 2) of the Lemma yields
B(r,s) = A(r, s). Plug (83) into (BI) to get the equation for A(r,s)

A(r ) = A0 =) /A A —Dds (84)

Fix any positive R. In the triangle Ag = {0 <t <r < R}, consider the operator
[Of](r,t) /A f(s,r —t)ds (85)

Let us shows that O is Volterra in C(Ag). That would allow us to solve (84)

uniquely.
The following inequalities hold true

A2 sl fllcam (r — 8t

HO(%) ] e, t)‘ < — (86)
o] FRERREREOGETE

Let us prove them by induction. For n = 0,1, the estimates are obvious. Assume
that (86) is true for n. Then, we get

1AlIE0 1 llean)

(n!)?

1ANIG0 w1/ llean)
n!(n + 1)!
Assuming that (87 is true for n we obtain

o] o] <

(’F _ t)nthrl

A2n A
[0 s] o] < PR e o [lo (-

r—t

AN a1 fllcan) o
< (D2 (r—t)"t

Therefore, |O™]| — 0 as n — oo and O is Volterra. Notice that the estimates
obtained above prove convergence of the series obtained by the iteration of (84).
Therefore, the solution A(r,t) is continuous in 0 < ¢ < 7 < co. The corresponding

@ and P, solve integral equations 1) and (82). So, P and P, from (78) and ([79)
solve the Krein system. (I
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Remark 4.1. From (84), we have an identity

A(r,0) = A(r) (88)
Theorem 4.2. For any Krein system ([57) with
A(r) € C[0, 00), (89)

there is the unique accelerant H(x) which generates it and satisfies (30). Con-
versely, any accelerant satisfying (30) gives rise to the Krein system for which (89)
18 true

Proof. The converse statement follows from the construction done in previous sec-
tion.

Now, let us find an accelerant that generates the given Krein system. The clue
is given by Lemma 3.8 Consider the function P (r, A)P,(r, )\) We know that
P, (r, \) does not have zeroes in C*. By Lemma@7, both P, and P, are continuous
polynomials, i.e.

P.(r,\)=1- /A(r r — s)exp(iXs)ds, P.(r,\) =1— /A\(T,T — s)exp(iAs)ds
0 0

Therefore, Levy-Wiener theorem yields the representation

P-Y(r, \)P, =142 s)exp(isA)ds (90)

0

with H,.(s) € L'(R*). H,.(s) is continuous on [0,7] and [r, oc] but the right and
the leAft limits at r are not necessarily the same. From differential equations for P,
and P, and Lemma [£4] (parts (2) and (3)), we have

d p- 2A(r) exp(ir))

L
— [PTU NP )] = ooy ER (91)
Consequently
~ B ~ 7 2A(s)exp(isA
P (o, NP (72, A) — P7Y (11, N Pa(ry, \) :/%d& 0<r <r

r1
and that implies
Hy (s) = Hy,(s) = H(s) (92)
for 0 < s < ry. Therefore, the function H(s) is well-defined and continuous on
[0, 00).
Therefore, if we let H,(—s) = H,(s), H(—s) = H(s),s > 0, then H(s) is Her-
mitian and satisfies (B0). Now, let us show that it actually generates the Krein

system with given coefficient A(r).
Indeed, from Lemma 4] part 3, we have

1
| Pu(r, A)J?

:Re[ —L(r, \) P, (r, A)} —1+ | H(s)exp(isN)ds,  (93)

— 00
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Notice that the last identity yields
/ h(z)Pde + / / H,(x — y)h(y)h@)dydz > 0 (94)
0 0 0

for any h € C§°(0,00) and the inequality is strict for any nontrivial h. Indeed,
one needs to rewrite ([@4) in terms of Fourier transform. Then, ([@2) shows that
H, +1 >0 for any r > 0 and H does generate the Krein system with coefficient
AM(r) that satisfies (83). Now, let us prove that A (r) = A(r). Denote the
solutions of (57) with coefficient A (r) by P(M) and P, But P*(l)(r, A) = Pi(r,\)
for any r > 0, A € C. Indeed, from Lemma [3.§ applied to PY and @3), we get

1 1
j)frr [7_1}:?7"7“ — 1
T 1P NP S [TOIRNE ]

Then, by Lemma [I74 from Appendix, we get P*(l)(r, A) = Pi(r,\). Therefore,
PO (r,\) = P(r,\) for all > 0 and A®M) (r) = A(r). O

Remark 4.2. Notice that the values of accelerant on [0, R] depends solely on the
values of A(r) on [0, R] and vice versa.

~

The application of Levy-Wiener theorem to P, !(r, A\) P, (r, A) shows that
2H,(+0) = —A(r,r) + A(r,7)

and therefore

o~

H(+0) = lim Hy(+0) = [-A(0,0) + A(0,0)]/2 = A(0)

where we used (88)). Therefore, if A(0) € R, then H(x) is continuous at 0 and
H(0) e R

Theorem establishes a one-to-one correspondence between continuous A(r),
defined on R, and continuous accelerants for which ([B2) is true. But what happens
to a map {H(z) — A(r)} if (32)) fails at a finite point? For OPUC, if the measure
has only k growth points, then Dj_1 # 0, Dy = 0. The corresponding |a;| < 1,j =
0,...,k—1,lax| = 1. For the Krein system, the situation is similar. Assume that
1+ X, > 0 for all » < R and ker(I + Hp) # 0. Following argument given above,
one can construct A(r) € C[0, R). Vice versa, given A(r) € C[0, R), we can define
H € C[0, R) such that (32)) holds up to R. But as long as ker(I + Hg) # 0, A(r)
blows up as r approaches R from the left. More precisely, this process is governed
by a pair of simple (and clearly very crude) estimates

|A(P)] < ITe(t,0)llcor) < 1T+ 3) i H e (95)
and
1T+ 3) e < 1+ CrllAllcos (147 Allcor) explCrilAllcos]  (96)

The first estimate easily follows from (B4]) with s = 0. It shows that A(r) can not
blow up unless (B2 fails at a finite point (here we also assume that H(z) € C[0, R]).
One can get ([@0]) from the following inequalities.

1+ 36) M otom = I = T llcory < 147 max [Tr(s, )

0<s,t<r
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To estimate the last maximum, we follow the proof of Lemma H.7] (estimates (8]
and (8T)). This gives us the following bound

max [0 (0,9)] < ClAllcpo) explCr| Al o)

because A(r, s) from Lemma L7 is actually equal to T',.(r,s) = T',.(r — s,0) by (4.
Using Lemma [3.7], we obtain an estimate
max |['(s,t)] < C[|All o, (1 + 7l|Allcjo,r) exp[CT[|Allclo,1]

0<s,t<r

which yields ([@6]). Obviously the left-hand side of (@6 is non-decreasing in r. If it
blows up at a finite time (i.e. (B2) fails at a finite time), then A blows up at the
same point as well. Comparing the OPUC and Krein systems, we see that infinity
(for Krein systems) plays the role of T = 9D for OPUC.

Remarks and historical notes.

The problem of constructing accelerant from the Krein system with locally inte-
grable coefficient A(r) was solved by Rybalko in [61]. In [61], estimates on A(r,t)
from the Lemma [L7] are a bit stronger than what we obtain. Some generalizations
of Krein systems were considered by L. Sakhnovich in [65].
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5. ACCELERANT AND A(r) ARE FROM L2

loc

(RT) cLAss

In this section, we will show that the accelerant from L2 (R) class generates
the Krein system with A(r) € L2 (R") and, conversely, the Krein system with
A(r) € L% (R*) generates the accelerant H(z) € L% _(R). Moreover, this highly

nonlinear map is homeomorphism in L% , i.e., in L?[0, R] for any R > 0. We
will prove that all statements from the previous two sections find their analogs for
LE —case.

First, consider an accelerant H(z) € L?[0,r] for any r. Then, I + H, > 0 and
I, (z,y) is well-defined as L?([0,r]?)— function. We also have

T (t,s) + /H(t —w)ly(u, s)du = H(t — s)
0

Fix any s € [0, 7] in the last equation. Then, H (¢ — s) is continuous in s as L2[0, 7]~
function in . Therefore, I',.(¢, s) is continuous in s in L[0, r] norm with respect to
the first coordinate. It is also Hermitian function so the same is true for s and ¢
interchanged. Let g,(s) = I',(s,0) for s € [0,r] and g,(s) = 0 for s € [r, R]. Due to
the formula I',.(s,0) = (I + H,) "1 H, we have the continuity of g, in r with respect
to L2[0, R] norm.

The special displacement structure of the kernel of H,. allows to generalize The-
orems 2.1 and

Theorem 5.1. For Hermitian H(z) € L*|—R, R], the operator I + Hp admits
factorization ([I7) if and only if I + 3, > 0 for any r € (0, R]. In this case,

V. (Iay) = _Fy(xvy)a r<y
Vir(x,y) = —T.(z,y), x>y (97)

where Ty (x,y) denotes the resolvent kernel of I + H,.

Proof. Now, assume that I + 3, > 0 for any r € (0, R]. Define Vi by (@1). Notice
that operators Vi are well-defined. It follows from the representation

T T R

V-fl@) = = [ Tale)f @y = = [Tos.007 = 9)ds == [ g.(5)fa = 5)ds
0 0 0

which shows that V_ is actually bounded from LZ2[0, R] to L°°[0, R]. Analogous

formula is true for V. These operators also have Hilbert-Schmidt and Volterra

properties. Approximate H(z) by H™(z) € C[~R,R] in L?[~R, R] norm and

apply Theorem [Z11 For each n, formula (I8) is true. Moreover, Vj(tn) (z,y) —

Vi(z,y), Fg) (z,y) = Tr(z,y) asn — oo and convergence is in L?([0, R]?). Taking
n — oo, we get (I8) for G and V. That implies the needed factorization. The
converse statement is simple and repeats the argument in Theorem 2.1 ([l

The analog of the Theorem [Z.2] can also be easily proved in the same way giving

Theorem 5.2. For Hermitian H(z) € L?[—2R,2R)], the operator I + Hp admits
factorization (20) if and only if I +H, is invertible in L*[—r,r] for any 0 < r < R.
In this case,

V+(117, y) = _li‘\y\(xvy)a (I5 y) € QJF (98)

Vf(x’y) = _F‘w\(xvy)a (:E,y)EQ,
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All functions that are used in the definition of continuous polynomials are now
well-defined as elements of L2[0,7]. Indeed, I'.(r,s) and T',(0,s) are both from
L?[0,7] and we can consider the corresponding continuous polynomials P(r, \), P.(r, \).
Moreover, Lemma [3.2] and Theorem are true for H € L (R) as well. Indeed,
their proofs were based on the factorization of Fredholm operators (the analog of
which we just proved).

Now, let us define the coefficient A(r) and show that A(r) € L (RT) and that
equations (57)) are true.

Consider an accelerant H(z) € L?[—R, R] and approximate it with H) (z) €
C[-R, R] in L?[~R, R] norm. Then, each H(")(z) generates the Krein system on
[0, R] with A™)(r) € C[0, R]. We have

AW (r) = H™ (r /H") (r — w)D"™ (u, 0)du — H(r) /H r —u)ly(u, 0)du

in L?[0, R]. The conjugate of last function will be denoted by A(r), i.e.

— /H(T —u)(u, 0)du
0

Notice that the second term is continuous function in r. Therefore, all singularities
of A(r) and H(r) coincide. In particular, A(r) € L?[0, R]. For any A\ € C, the
polynomials P (1, \), pm (r, A) converge to P(r,\) and Py (r, \) uniformly in r €
[0, R]. Notice that equations (57)) for P(™) and P are equivalent to the system of
integral equations

PM(r \) =1+ / [mp ") (s,A) — A (s)P™ (s, A)} ds

0

PO ) =1 — / A ()P (5, \)ds
0
Taking the limit n — oo, we see that P and P* satisfy the corresponding equations
that are equivalent to (57). The proofs of Lemma 3.6l and Lemma B8 work for LZ
case. Lemma 37 can be shown by an approximation argument.

Now, following the arguments from the Section ] we consider A(r) € L (RT).
We have

Theorem 5.3. For any Krein system ([57) with

A(r) € Lie(RY) (99)
there is the unique accelerant which generates it and satisfies

H(z) € Li,(R) (100)

Conversely, any accelerant satisfying (I00) gives rise to Krein system with A(r) €

L% (RT). This map is a homeomorphism.

Proof. As we just showed, the L2 . accelerant does generates the Krein system with
L . coefficient. Now, let us start with A(r) € L% (RT). Notice that all arguments
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from the proof of Theorem .2 are valid as long as we have an analog of Lemma [£7]
Therefore, we just need

Lemma 5.1. If A(r) € L% (RT), and P(r,)\), P.(r,\) are defined as solutions to
the Krein system, then the representations (78), (79) hold with A(r,s) € L?[0,r].

Proof. We need to consider the operator O given by (83]) and show that it is Volterra
in the space of functions f(r,y),0 <y <r < R such that

~1/2

1flloz = sup / FrnylPdy| < oo
re[0,R) 0

Let us prove by induction that

5]

For n = 0, the statement is elementary. Assume that this estimate is true for n.
Then, for n 4+ 1, we have

/ Ads| I lea/02) 101

t,L2[0

T

[O(”H)f] (r,t) = / A(s) {O(")f} (s,r —t)ds

r—t

Application of Minkowski inequality and induction assumption yields

[[om 0] et s < Illmalod™ [ 1261 | [ 1AGIa
0 0

n+1

1 lloesl(n + 1) / |A(s)|ds
0

Thus, we have (I0])) and

A, )t L2100 < 1Al L2(0,,1 €xp [|All L1[0,17]
This estimate finishes the proof of the Lemma. O

We are left with proving
Lemma 5.2. The following estimates are true for any R > 0
[ H ()| 2[-r,r) < C||A(r)]|L2]0, ) €xP (C||A||L1[0,R]) (102)

IA(r) = H()llpo<fo,r) < [1H 2210,y | (1 + FR) |22 (103)
and the map A(r) — H(z) is homeomorphism in L% ..

Proof. From (@0) and (@T]), we have

R
) [ A(s)exp(ids) ,
HR s) exp(iAs)ds —/st =

R

R s
A(s)P(s, \)
P2 R N /A exp(iAs)d / /A u) exp(idu)du st
o Lo

0
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Therefore, using |P(s, A)| = | P«(s, A)| and Lemma A6 we get

R
[1HRll2 < [|Allz2(0,7) eXp(ZHAHLl[O,R])"'/||A||L2[O,s]|A(5)|eXP(2||A||L1[O,s])dS
0

which yields (I02]) since H(x) = Hg(z) for |z| < R. This argument also shows that
H(z) depends on A(r) continuously in the LZ .

To prove ([I03]), we use (B34) to write

I,(¢,0) + /H(t —u)ly(u,0)du = H(t) (104)
0
Taking t = r,
A(r) + /H(T —u)l(u,0)du = H(r) (105)
0

The formula ([[04) implies T',-(t,0) = (I4+3,)"' H and, therefore, ||T(t,0)| r2j0,r <
(I + H)"Hlz,2l|H] L2[0,,)- That yields (I03). Also, the map H(z) — A(r) is
continuous in L2 . 0

O

We want to mention here that slight modification of the arguments allows to
prove that the map H(x) — A(r) is homeomorphism in L} (R) — L} (R*) for
any p > 1. For one direction, one just have to iterate equation (I04) sufficiently
many times to achieve the necessary gain in regularity and then plug it in (I05).

The other direction is straightforward.
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6. CONTINUOUS ANALOGS OF WALL POLYNOMIALS AND SCHUR FUNCTION.
BERNSTEIN-SZEGO APPROXIMATION

Let us introduce the continuous analogs of the so-called Wall polynomials. Con-
sider the functions 2(r, A), B(r, ), A (r, \), B.(r, A) defined by
Au(ryA) Bu(r,N)

B(r,A)  A(r, \)
were X (r, A) is the transfer matrix given in (65). By analogy with OPUC theory,

it makes sense to call 2 and B the continuous Wall polynomials. They can be
rewritten in the following way

X(r,\) = (106)

~ ~

Ar, A) = P.(r,\) —;— (7 )\),Ql*(r, 2) = P(r,\) —;— P(r,\)
B(r, 2 = PN - P.(r,\) B (r2) = 2T - P(r,)) (107)
Lemma 6.1. For continuous Wall polynomials, the following identities are true
1) For A € R,
(AP —[B?=1,[A[ = |2 |,[B] = [B.], AB. =BA (108)
2) For A e C,
A(r, ) A (r, A) — B(r, ) Bu(r, ) = exp(iAr), (109)
3) For A e CT,
AP —[BP>1, AP - [B. > >1 (110)
Proof. The proof follows directly from Theorem 1] or Lemma [£41 O

Notice that (II0) implies B(r, \) A~ (r, \) € B(C*).

Theorem 6.1. The ratio B(r, \) A~ (r, \) converges to f(\) € B(C"). This con-
vergence is uniform over all compacts in CT.

Proof. Take r1 < ry. Consider the Krein system on the interval [r1, c0). Denote the
transfer matrix from r1 to ro by X(r1,72,A). Then, in our notations, X (0,7, \) =
X (r,A). If we introduce

a(r, ) bu(r, )
b(r,\) a(r,\)
then a and b are Wall polynomials for the same Krein system considered on the
interval [rq,00). Obviously, Lemma [6.1] will hold for these functions as well.

The semigroup relation

X(ri,rA) = ,T > T (111)

X(O,Tg) = X(T17T2) 'X(Ovrl)

yields
Q[(Tg) = b(’f‘g) %*(Tl)'i‘ﬂ(Tg)Q[(T‘l) (112)
B(ra) = bre)Au(ry) + alre) B(ry)

For the function B AL,

*(7‘1) (113)
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and
B(ra)  B(r) _ (ba (A1) As(r1) — B(r1) Bu(r1))
Arz)  A(r) A(r)[2A(r1) + (ba™!) Bu(r1)]
_ (ba=1)exp(idr)
= AR + (oa 1) B0 )
where we have used (I09).
We have ba~! € B(CT). Therefore, from (I0), we get
| A(ry)[RA(r1) + (0a™") B (r1)]| = (|A(r1)] — [ B (ro)]) [A(r1)| > (115)
S [Ar)P —ZI%*(ME > %,)\ ect (116)

Then,

B(r2)  B(r1)
Arz)  A(ry)
That means B(r, \) 24! (r, \) converges to a certain function f(\) as p — oo. This
convergence is uniform in any compact in C. O

< 2exp(—r1Im\)

We will call f(A) the Schur function corresponding to [0, 00). Notice that f(A) €
B(CT). The following formula is the consequence of (II13)) if one takes ro — oo

f()\) _ %(pv )‘) + fp()‘) Ql*(p, )‘)
—Ap, A) +5,(N) Balp, )

where f,(2) is Schur’s function for the same Krein but on the interval [p, o0).

Not every function from B(C*) is Schur’s function of some Krein system. The
characterization of that special subclass will be given later but now we just want
to mention that

(117)

f(A) =0 (118)
if InA — +oo. It easily follows from the formula ([I7) with any fixed p and
relations

f,(A) € B(C"),2%(p,A) = 1,B(p,\) = 0,2.(p, ) = 0,B.(p,\) =0

as Im A — +o0.

In the previous section, we constructed an accelerant from the given Krein sys-
tem. Then, the measure o and the constant 8 can be found from the formula (27)).
But there is more direct way to find these data. The next Theorem develops an
analog of the Weyl-Titchmarsh theory [49] for Krein systems.

Theorem 6.2. The ratio P,(r, \)P-1(r,\) converges to the function F(\) uni-
formly in any compact in CT as r — oco. This function F(X) has the positive real
part in CT and allows the following representation

F(A)/2 = —iB +i / %da(t} (119)

— 00

where do and B coincide with those from the formula (27). Moreover, the sequence

of measures
dA

(2m) [P (r, A)[?
in the weak-(x) sense (analog of Bernstein-Szegd approximation).

do, () = — do()\) (120)
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Proof. From (I07),
P.=A+B,P=A-B,P=A+B,, P=2A —B,

Therefore,
5 1-A'B
P, M)P(r,\) = (A —-B)(A+B) ' = ————
NP = @-B)A+B) = oD
That shows convergence of P (r, \)P,(r, A) to the function
FO)=@1-pa+n~ (121)

Again, this convergence is uniform for compacts in C*. Function F'(\) has positive
real part in C* because f(\) € B(C*t). Therefore, F()\)/2 admits the following
integral representation [4]

oo

FON/2 = —if—iah +i /

— 00

1+ M

where o, 8 € R, @ > 0 and non-decreasing function ¢ is such that

/°° do(t) _
t2+1

Recall the way this formula is obtained. If we map A\ € C* onto z € D by
conformal mapping z = (A — i)(A + i)7%, then the function g(z) = 27'F(i(z +
1)(1—2)71) is the Herglotz function in D. It has a canonical representation, which
can be written as follows

o(z) = —ip + [ £ 2an(e)

E—2z
T
If = do{1}, the mass at point 1, then we have formula (I22)) with (1+t2)"tdo(t) =
dr((t —i)(t +i)71).
Next, our goal is to show that o = 0, and 8 and do coincide with those from

27) in section 3.
From [7], p. 630, we have

F(i
a= lim ! '(“7)
n—+00 ’L’f]

But (I8) implies lim, 1o F(in) = 1 so @ = 0. In other words, measure dr has
no mass at & = 1.

Notice now that each function P2 (r, )P, (r, \)/2 has positive real part as well
and admits the same representation (I22) with «,. = 0, 5, € R, and absolutely
continuous measure do,, which is the transplantation of some dr.. From (76,
we have o/.(\) = (27)7!|P.(r,\)|72. Measures do, are analogs of the so-called
Bernstein-Szeg6 approximations for OPUC. They converge weakly to do. Indeed,
the convergence of P (r, \)P,(r,\)/2 to F(X) in C* implies convergence of the
corresponding functions within the unit disc D. By Stone-Weierstrass theorem, that
yields weak convergence of measures dr, to d7, 3, to 8 and so the weak convergence
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of do, to do. Since dr has no mass at £ = 1, the family of measures (1+t?)"1do,(t)
is tight, i.e. for any € > 0, there is T'(¢), R(€) > 0 such that

/ dor(t) _ (123)

1+2
[t]|>T(e)
it r > R(e).
Let us show now that o coincides with the measure from [27)). Using ([@) and

@0), we obtain

%—i— /HT x) exp(idz)dx
0
= —/\2/ —iBrz + / (1 - 1:{—22 — exp(—itx)) dal;(t) exp(iAx)dx
0 —oo

From ([I0Q), we get

t oo
% + /(t — $s)H,(s)ds = if,t + / <1 + % - exp(it5)> do,(s)

52

0 —o00

Fix t and take » — oo in the last equation. The formula ([@2) and tightness (I23)
yield

do(s)

2

S

t [e%s)
|;| + /(t —s)H(s)ds = it + / (1 + % — exp(it8)>

0 —o0

Since the integral representation of G functions is unique (Theorem [[.2), we get
the statement of the Theorem. ([l

We also have the following important

Corollary 6.1. For any f(x) € L?(0, p|, the following identity is true
2

o | p oo | p
/ /f x)exp(idz)dx| do(N\) = / f(z) exp(ix)d m (124)
—co |0 —oo |0

Proof. We have |P(r,\)| = |P.(r,\)| for real X\. Then, the Plancherel theorem for
the Fourier integrals and (@3) yield that the right hand side of ([I24]) is equal to

pop

/p|f($)|2dw+//Hp(;v—u)f(u)f(x)dud;v
0

0 0

/ |2dx+//H x—u)f(u)f(z)dudz (125)

where ([@2)) is used to get the last equality. Then, the formula (B0) shows that the
Lh.s. of (I24) is equal to r.h.s. of (I25). O
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The formula similar to (IT7) is true for Weyl-Titchmarsh function as well. From
({II7) and relation between F' and f, we get

POy = P.(p,\) = P(p,\) + E,(V(Pa(p, A) + P(p, V)
~ P(p, N+ P(p, A) + F,(N(Pa(p, A) = Pp, N)

Remarks and historical notes. The Weyl-Titchmarsh theory for Krein sys-
tems was developed to some extent in [61].

(126)
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7. DUAL SYSTEM. SOME SIMPLE CONSIDERATIONS

The dual Krein system is obtained by changing the sign of the coefficient A(r)
(see Corollary B1)). Due to Corollary Bl functions P(r, A), P, (r, \) are continuous
orthogonal polynomials for the dual system. They are usually called the dual
continuous orthogonal polynomials.

The dual Krein system can be characterized by the dual accelerant. Let us call
it H. The relation between accelerant and dual accelerant is very simple.

Lemma 7.1. For the dual accelerant fl, we have
H(x)+ﬁ(x)+2/H(x—s)ﬁ(s)ds:0,:EER (127)
0

Proof. We have

P (r,A) [ Pr, )
P.(r,A) \ P.(r,))

Substitute ([@0) to the seconds factor and analogous formula to the first one gives

1+ 2/HT(3:) exp(iAz)dx 1+ 2/1%(3:) exp(idz)dx | =1
0 0
which implies
H.(z) + H, () +2 / H,(z — t)H,.(t)dt =0
0

Then, use ([@2) to get (IZ1). O

Clearly, the last Theorem allows one to find H from H by solving Volterra
equation. The algebraic explanation to (IZ1) is as follows. Consider two operators

Af)(e) = fa) +2 [ Hio = ) fudu, (AF)(0) = f(o) + 2 [ Fw ) fu)du

acting in L2[0,r]. They both have positive real parts:

ReA =1+ H, ReAd=1+H, (128)
and the formula (I27) is equivalent to
A=A"" (129)

These identities arise naturally from the solution to continuous Caratheodory-
Toeplitz problem [45]. The relation between I',.(z,y) and the dual resolvent kernel
T, (z,y) is also quite simple and can be obtained from (I28) and (I29).

Consider the dual Weyl-Titchmarsh function F(\) = limy_ o0 P, (r, \) P71 (r, ).
Then, by Theorem [6.2]

F=F1f=—j

Now, let us study how the parameters of the Krein system change upon some

simple transformations of the coefficient A(r).
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Lemma 7.2 (Shift). Let A(r) be coefficient of (57). Then AW (r) = A(r)exp(irt),t €

R corresponds to

o (N) = o(A + 1), H (z) = exp(—ite) H (), " (z,y) = T (2, y) exp(—it(z — y))

Proof. Let pairs {P, P}, {P®, P*(t)} be solutions of Krein system with coefﬁcient

A and A®)| respectively. Introduce Q = exp(—i\r)P, QM) = exp(—ilr)P®. We
have (see formula (80)):
Q/ = —Aexp(—i/\T)P*, Q( 7)‘) (130)
P.= —Aexp(idr)Q, P.(0,))=
and

t)

{ QW = —Aexp(—i(A+1)r)PP, QW(0,)\) = (131)

"
P = —Aexpli(A+1)r)Q, f’f (0,0 =
Therefore, P (r,\) = P.(r,\ +t). By Theorem B2} (277)*1|P*t)(r, A)|~2dN —
do®, we get the shift in the measure. For dual system, we have the same results.
Then, by (@0,
P (r, )
PY (1))

_1—|—2/Ht) exp(zs)\dS—l—F?/Hr )exp(is(A+t))ds, (132)
0

and we have the needed formula for H®). The way resolvent kernel changes is easy
to obtain from (B4) or (35). O

It is an easy exercise to show directly that if H(x) is an accelerant, then H (x) exp(—itx)
is an accelerant as well. Coefficient () from formula ([27) changes in a more intri-
cate way. It can be recovered by noticing that F(t)()\) = F(A+t) and by integral
representations for both Weyl-Titchmarsh functions. We then get

t) _ 7 s—1t . S
=t / (1+(s—t)2 1+s2>d”(5)

— 00

Lemma [ 2 has its analog in the OPUC theory, rather than the following Lemma,
Lemma 7.3 (Dilation). For any v > 0, coefficient yA(yr) corresponds to
oy (\) =70 (YIN), 7 > 0, Heyy () = vH (72), L5,/ (@, ) = AT (y2, 7y)
Proof. Under the change of variables p = yr, system (51 changes as follows

&:’A) = iyAP(yr,A) = YA(yr)P.(yr, A), P(0,A) =1 (133)
@ = —YyA(yr)P(yr, A), P.(0,)) =1

which proves the Lemma following the same lines as in the proof of Lemmal[l2l [

Again, if H(x) is an accelerant, then one directly checks that vH (yz) is also an
accelerant. Since Fi,)(A) = F(A/v), we have

® 2
sy s
By =8+ / (14_5272 - 1+52)d0(3)

— 00
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Lemma 7.4 (Conjugation). The coefficient A(r) corresponds to the measure T :
o(I) = o(—1I) for any Borel set I, accelerant H(x), resolvent kernel T'r(x,y), and

coefficient —f3.

Proof. Take conjugation of (57). The pair {P(r, —\), P(r, —\)} solves Krein sys-
tem with parameter A and coefficient A(r). New Weyl-Titchmarsh function is equal

to F(—\). The integral representation for F(A) yields the value of 5. O

Consider the case when A(r) is real. Then, & = o and H(x) is also real. It
is continuous on the whole line provided that A(r) € C[0,00). In ([I22), constant
B = 0. Later on, we will consider this case in greater details.

The next calculation will be important to understand the scattering problem for
Krein system and Dirac operators. Consider Krein system on the interval [0, R]
with coefficient A9 (r) = A(R —r) for r € [0, R]. For r > R, we let A (r) = 0.

Lemma 7.5 (Mirror symmetry). The Schur function of Krein system with the
coefficient AU (r) is equal to

FO0 = 5

Proof. Consider the matrix X that solves Krein system
X' = VXvX(OaA) =1

and V is given by (66]). At the same time, matrix Y (r,\) = JX (R—r, —\) X (R, —\)J
solves the following system

Y =V(R-r)Y,Y(0)=1
Therefore, new Wall polynomials are
AB(R,A) = exp(iAR) A (R, —N)
BE(RN) = exp(iAR)B(R,—\)
That finishes the proof. O

Remarks and historical notes. The dual systems were studied before, e.g.
[46). They also appear in the solution to various continuation problems and in
continuous Caratheodory-Toeplitz problem.
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8. SZEGO DISTANCE AND KREIN SYSTEMS
As any orthogonal system, {P(r,\)} has the reproducing kernel. Consider the
scale S, = P|o, p]LQ(R) of Paley-Wiener spaces. Recall that for any p > 0, this space

consists of functions f()\) that can be represented as
p
F(A) = /f(x) exp(iAx)dx
0
with f(z) € L?[0, p].

Lemma 8.1. The following function K,(X,\):
p

K (X, ) = /P(a:,/\’)P(x,)\)da: _ e, A)P*(’”AA')__;(’” AP, N) (134)

0
is the reproducing kernel in S, space, i.e.

J/C\()‘I) = <fO‘)7 KP()‘Iv )‘)>7 NeC (135)

where the inner product is defined as follows
Gt | B0 / e i (136)
vl = R N 327p (NP

Proof. The second equality in ([[34) is formula (B9). For any fixed X', P(x,\') €
L2[0, p], so the kernel K, (X, )) itself is an element of S,. Formula (I35) follows
from Plancherel-type identity [@7)). Indeed, by ([@H), we have

p
)= /fl(:zr)P x, A)dx
0

with some fi(z) € L?[0, p]. Now, using [@T), we get

(O K (N, ) = / fi(2) P, N )dz = F(V)
0

The second equality in ([I38]) is the contents of Corollary Gl O
The reproducing kernel property (I33) yields
Kp(A1s Az) = (Kp(A1, A), Kp(A2, A))
Together with Cauchy inequality, that implies
~ 2 ~
[FO|” < 1712 @y X X) (137)

and the equality holds if and only if f(A) = YE,(N,A), |v] = 1.

Lemma 8.2. The following identity is true

1
B, N)  jes ot /If )2do(A) = m2(X) (138)

for any X € C. The minimizer is unique and is given by f(\) = KN N)K (N N).
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~

FN)

Now, the natural question to ask is what happens if p — co? Since S, C S,
for p1 < p2, the minimum m,()\") decreases. Now, can we characterize the case
when it decreases to zero? To do that, we need the following classical result (see,
e.g. [21], page 84). We give its proof in Appendix (Theorem [I7.2)).

Assume that do is a positive measure on R such that

2
Proof. Divide (I37) by K,(X,\) . O

oo

/ do(X) < o
14+ A2

— 00

Consider the linear manifold X of functions f (A), having the following representa-
tion
T

fN) = /exp(i)\:t)f(x)dx, 0<r <ry

1
where f(z) € C'ri,rs] and is zero outside [ri,r2] C [0,00). Notice that each
f(X\) € L%(do). Denote the closure of X in L%(do) by X.

Theorem 8.1. The linear manifold X is not dense in L*(do) if and only if

T o' (\)
/ T > —oc (139)

—00
Moreover, the following formula is always true

o0

. 1 - 1 Im Ao / In(27wo’(A))
Dist [ ——, X = d\|, Ao €CT
' ()\ "o )LQ(dU) ST, P Ton X — Aof? 0

(140)

Next, we will apply this Theorem to the Krein systems. Let do be the measure
generated by some Krein system (the measure from (27])). Recall the definition of
S, and notice that for each finite r, S, C L?(do) (see (51I)). Denote the closure of
Up>0S, in L?(do) by S.

Lemma 8.3. If do is generated by some Krein system, then X = S.

Proof. Tt is clear that X C S. On the other hand, any function f € S, can be
approximated in L?(do) by a sequence of functions from X. That easily follows

from (&II). O

Lemma 8.4. The following formula

2Tm Ao -
Dist < Al S> = inf m,(Ao) = Mmoc(No) (141)
A — )\0 L2(do) >0

is true for any Ao € CT.

Proof. Denote the L.h.s. by I; and the r.h.s. by Io. We have

'2Im/\0 o 22'Im)\0 /\—/\0 o

X o ()‘_ TR v WA
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and so
2iIm Mg A— X 5
I = Dist( LA _OS> (142)
A=Xo A=A /r2(do)
Since
r : 2iTmAy A— A 2i Tm A
2Im)\o/exp(i)\x) exp(—iXoz)dr = ;\_mj\oo, . 5\(0) =1- )l\_m;\oo (143)
0

any function
2¢ Im )\0 A — )\0 o n

i el (ORI

can be approximated in L2(do) by the sequence of functions f. (A) € Sy, fr. (Ao) = 1.
Therefore, I; > I5. Assume that f(\)— arbitrary function from some S, and

f(Ao) = 1. Then

A 722'1111)\0 /\_/\OA

A) = —_— — — (A 144
Fo = 5 - 2220500 (141)
with §(\) € S. Indeed, the function
2 2¢ Im )\0
A)— —
Foy - S

belongs to H*(C*) and has zero at A = Xg. So, by Paley-Wiener Theorem, ([44)
holds with g € H?(C™"). Let us show now that g € S. The first formula in ([43)
suggests

n

1 exp(in(Ao — Xo)) /exp(ia:()\ —No))dz | +ra(N)
0

A—Xo . 2Tm \g

9\ = —f(\)

The Paley-Wiener Theorem yields that the first term belongs to S, where p =
max(r,n). One can easily see that ||r, |2, — 0 as n — co. Thus, the formula (I44)
holds. Due to ([[42), I < I and therefore I; = I5. O

The next result describes the continuous analog of the Szegé case in OPUC
theory. If any of the conditions bellow is satisfied, we will say that do € (Szegd).
Theorem 8.2. (The Szegd case) The following statements are equivalent

(a) The operator O from the Theorem[32 is not unitary.
(b) Inequality

T o' (\)
/ T > —oc (145)
holds.
© A
sup 1f (M) = m} (X)) < oo

T>07f()‘)esr)Il.fA(k)HQ,Uzl
for at least one (and then for all) Ao € CT.
(d) P(r,\o) € L*(RT) for at least one (and then for all) \g € C*.
(e) liminf, o |Ps(r, Xo)| < 00 for at least one (and then for all) \g € CT.
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Proof. (a) and (b) are equivalent. Indeed, by Lemma B2 the range of O coin-
cides with S. From Lemma B3, we have X = S and then we only need to use
Theorem B11

The formula (B9) with A = u = Mg shows that if (d) holds at some Ao then (e) is
true as well at the same point. The converse is also true.

The identity (I38) and the formula for reproducing kernel yield

m2(h) = sup FO0)P = Koo(ho, ho) = / P, M) Pde
r>0,f(N)ESHIIf(M)l2,0=1 2

and that proves equivalence of (¢) and (d) for fixed Ag.

Let us show that (c) is satisfied with some Ao if and only if (a) holds. Assume
that the operator O is unitary. That means its range is the whole L?(do) and
(A=)t €S, for any A9 € C*. Due to Lemma 84} (c) fails. Conversely, assume
(c) fails for some \g € CT. Then, by Lemmal84] (A\—\g)~! € S. The Theorem B1]
now implies

T Ino'(\)

A= Aof?

but that means (b) fails and therefore (a) fails too. Notice that both (a) and (b)
do not depend on parameter Ag. Therefore, if any of (c), (d), or (e) holds for some
Ao then it holds for all A € C*T. O

d\ = —o0

It is not in general true that |P.(r,\)|,A € C* is even bounded as r — oo
under the conditions of the Theorem That is due to continuous nature of the
problem. Moreover, it is possible that |Py(r, A)| has a limit, but lim, _,.c Pi(r, A)
does not exist inspite of the fact that the corresponding A(r) — 0 at infinity and
A(r) € LP(R") for any p > 2. This phenomena was observed for the first time by
Teplyaev (see [74] [75]). That can be explained as follows: in the discrete case, the
orthonormal polynomials are usually normalized such that they have the positive
leading coefficient. For Krein systems, normalization is quite different: P (r, \) are
normalized to be equal to 1 at infinity, the point on the boundary of C*. Therefore,
the argument of P, (r, \) is not stabilized and that leads to the ambiguity in the
definition of lim, o, Pi (7, ).

Consider some \g € Ct. If conditions in Theorem B2 are satisfied, then there is
a sequence r,, € [n,n + 1] = oo such that P(ry,, A\g) — 0. Take the outer function

oo

1 1 (I4+s\)Ind’(s)
) = ——exp | o / s (146)
that satisfies [II(\)| = [2m0”(A)] /2 for a.e. A € R. Notice that [(A+4)II(\)] " €
H?(C™T) and is outer.

Lemma 8.5. If do €(Szegb) and r, — oo is such that P(rp, o) — O for some
Ao € CT, then the following convergence |Pi(rp, \)| = |TI(\)| takes place uniformly
in Ct.

Proof. From the Theorem[6.2] we know that the sequence h,,(\) = [(A + @) Pi (1, \)]~

is bounded in H?(C"), i.e. [[hn(A)|z2(r) is bounded. Assume that h(X) is any

1
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L?(R)-weak limit point of this sequence. Then, h(\) € H2?(CT) and the conver-
gence is uniform in C* over the same subsequence ny. From (70),

~

Re [P (s NV Pa (g V)] 2 [P (s M2 (147)
Taking k — oo, we get
[(A+ )[RV < Re F(X)
for A € CT, where F()) is the Weyl-Titchmarsh function. From (II9), we get
(A? + D)|h(V)]? < 270" ()
for a.e. A € R. Therefore, from the multiplicative representation of (A + i)h(A)
(A + )N < [TV e CF

At the same time, at \g, we have |(A\g+1i)h(\o)| = [IT71(X\g)|. It follows from (T34),
(I38), (I40), ([@41), ([I46). Therefore, (A + i)h(A) is an outer function different

from II71(\) only by a unimodular constant factor. Thus, for any subsequence ny,
|Pi(Tn,, A)| = |II(A)|. That means we actually have convergence over the whole
T'n- O

It is known that all outer functions IL,()), satisfying [IL,(\)|~2 = 27m0’(\) a.e
on R, have the following representation

o0

1 , 1 (14 sA)Ino’(s)
HW(/\)—\/gexp 274_%/—(/\—5)(14—52)

— 00

ds| ,v €]0,2m) (148)

i.e. they can be parameterized by the angle 7. The function II(A) = IIp(A) satisfies
the following normalization condition: II(7) > 0. There are some quite interesting
examples [75] when Py (r,,A) — IIy(\) and the constant v depends on the choice
of subsequence 7,. In the meantime, the following is true [64]

Lemma 8.6. Assume that A(r) is real-valued and r,, is such that P(rp, o) — 0
for at least some Ao € CT. Then, Py(r,,, \) — II(A\) uniformly in A € C*.

Proof. Following the proof of the previous Lemma, we get convergence of Py (7, , )
to some IL,(\) uniformly for A € C*. Taking A = i, we get v = 0. Indeed,
P.(0,i) = 1, P.(r,4) is real and has no zeroes for » > 0. Therefore, it must be
positive for all r > 0. Thus II, (i) > 0 and v = 0. 0

In the OPUC theory, we can not directly characterize the set of moments such
that the corresponding measure belongs to Szegé class. The same is true for the
Krein systems: we are not aware of the characterization of the Szegd case in terms
of accelerant. In the meantime,

Lemma 8.7. If do € (Szegd), then for the dual system we also have d& € (Szegb).

Proof. We know that for any Krein system,
P.(r,\)
F(A
P.(r,\) )
as r — oo and F'(\) has positive real part in C*. Therefore, if condition (e) of the

Theorem is satisfied for the original Krein system, it must be satisfied for the
dual one as well. O
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Next, let us show that we have weighted L?—convergence for Py (r, \) for A € R.
First, we need the following auxiliary result

Lemma 8.8. Assume that the Szegd case holds. Let r, be a sequence such that
P(rp,i) = 0. Then

LG P!

li
1um 5

T —>00 AQ + 1

— 00

Proof. Indeed, we have

P.(r,\)P(r,i) — P(r,\)P(r,i)

Ko (i,\) =i _
(i, 2) = A+
or Py o
i ;(:Z) P i) = Z% P + Ko(i ) (149)
From Lemma [85] we know that |P.(r,,7)] — |II(¢)|. Then, since P(r,,i) — 0,
. P*(Tn,)\) 2 - N2 . L _ 1
T}gnooH A—i—z 2.do - |H(z)| Tilinoo|Krn(%1)| - 5

O

The following result establishes an L?(do, R) asymptotics of Pi(r, ). It will be
used later to prove existence of wave operators for Dirac equation.

Lemma 8.9. Assume that do €(Szegd) and r,, — oo is such that P(ry,,i) — 0 and
P (ry,A) = IIy(A) for X e C*, (y €[0,27)). Then,

70 L [P
SRR IO

— 00

2
dXx =0 (150)

as Ty — 00.
oo

Proof. The left-hand side of (I50) is equal to
T 1 P, V) T P.(rn, )

d AN A A) g 151

/)\2+1‘ I, (\) /\+/)\2+1 Re/()\2+1)1'[7()\)/\ (151)

— 00 — 00 — 00

By the Cauchy formula,

o0

P.(rn, A) _ wP(ry,1)
[ i w (152)

— 00

as rn, — 00. The first term of (5] can be written as

oo 1 ) 00 1 ,
2 [ g P NP o) = 20 [ [P N do )

where dog()) is the singular component of do()). From the Lemma [88] we infer

oo

1
[ 5 PP don) -

— 00

(153)

N =
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as r — 00. Bearing in mind ([I51)), (I52), and ([I53), we have ([I50). O
Remark. We also proved
/ L P N des ) =0 (154)
A2 +1
as r, — 00. -

We want to finish this section with the following observation that relates the
regularity of |II(A)| at +ico to some approximation problem. Consider the function
o) = (2Tm Ag)/2(A = Xg) "1, A € R. Since

0
(2Im M) 2 (A — Xo) ™t = i(2Im o) '/? / e PoT i gy
the function fy,(A) has frequency concentrating near zero as Im A\g — 400 and the

constant L? norm. How regular the distance Dist(fy,(\),S) behaves as Im \g —

~+00 depends on the regularity of TI(\) at infinity. Indeed, from Lemma [8.4]
Dist(fx, (1), §) = [II(Ao)| ™

That infinitesimal phenomena is not present in the discrete case.

Remarks and historical notes. The approximation results of this section
can be interpreted in the framework of prediction theory for stationary Gaussian
processes with continuous time [36]. The original paper by Krein contained some
inaccuracies in the formulation of the Theorem and the same mistake was made
in some later papers. The correct statement was given later by Teplyaev [74] [75].
Some sufficient conditions for the Szeg6 case were given in the series of papers
[64, 15]. There is no known criteria in terms of A(r) for the Szegd case to hold. In
the meantime, if one assumes some regularity of A(r), say, A(r) € L>°(R") then
do € (Szegd) if and only if A(r) € H-'(R™) (see [15]). It is probably impossible
to give reasonable characterization of the Szegd case in terms of A(r) without
any apriori assumptions. For example, one can construct a sequence of compactly
supported A™)(r) with growing H~'(R*) norms but such that the corresponding

sequence an)(oo7 i) is bounded. This can be achieved by a simple modification of
Teplyaev’s example [75].
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9. SCHUR’S ALGORITHM AND APPROXIMATION OF CONTINUOUS ORTHOGONAL
SYSTEM BY DISCRETE ONES

It is well-known [66], that any function f(z) € B(D) can be expanded into
the continued fraction (the so-called Schur’s algorithm). This expansion can be
obtained by the iteration of

- anJrl(Z)"'an
fn(z)_ 1+dnzfn+1(2)

By doing so, we obtain the one-to-one correspondence between B(D) and all se-
quences {an} such that |a,| < 1. The Geronimus theorem asserts that these
so-called Schur parameters are actually equal to Verblunsky parameters for the
measure d7 in the representation

1+zf(z): §+2d7—(§) (156)

1—zf(2) 16— 2
In this section we will study Schur’s function associated to Krein system. The
Schur function f(A\) associated to the Krein system was introduced in the Theo-
rem [6I1 Functions f,()\) in the representation (II7) are Schur’s functions that
correspond to the same Krein systems but on the interval [p, 00). This is the same

as if we would take A,(r) = A(r + p) with r € R*.

» fo(2) = f(2), an = fn(0) (155)

Lemma 9.1. For any fized A\ € CT, the Schur functions §,.(\) are continuously
differentiable in r and satisfy the following equation

Tl — _inf, )+ A6) - AT ) 157)

Proof. The smoothness of f,.(\) in r follows immediately from (II7). Taking deriv-
ative of (IT7)) in r at r = 0, we get

df.(A -
Teld)  — Ziajo() + 40) - AR (158)
Now, (I57) follows from the definition of f,. (). O

It is very important to keep in mind that the initial condition for (I&1) is f,(\) =
f(A) and it is not independent of the coefficient A(r). Now, let us compare the
continuous and discrete Schur algorithms. Consider the following Mébius transform

Z+
T (2) = 1172

The inverse to 7,(z) is equal to 7_-(2).

For any v € D, 7, is a conformal map of ) onto D that takes 0 to . Another
important property of 7, is the preservation of the pseudohyperbolic distance on
D:

21 — 22
| Py (21), 7y (22)) = (21, 22) (159)

Given any function f(z) from B(D) the Schur algorithm can also be defined as

follows. The n—th Schur’s iterate f,,(z) is defined by the relation

f(z) = Sza0, a1 (fn) = Tag © 2Tay © ... 2Ta, , 0 (2fn) (160)

p(Zh 22) - 1 — 2122

and

fn(Z) = Sztllo an—l(f) = Z_lT—an—l © Z_lT—an—z ... Z_lT—llo © f (161)

.....
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Notice that for z € T the map S 4,
Mobius transforms.

The differential equation (I57) is a continuous analog of ([I5H). It is Riccati
equation and the Cauchy problem for solving it from the right to the left happens
to be well-posed for suitable initial data:

an_, is the composition of rotations and

.....

Lemma 9.2. For any A(r) € L0, R] and any §(0) = f, € D, \ € C", there is the
unique solution f,.(X) to Cauchy problem for equation (I57) with initial condition
f(R) = fo-

Proof. Consider Y (r,\) = (y1(r),y2(r))?, solution to the following Cauchy problem

{ Yy = —idy1 + A(M)y2, y1(R,A) = fo,

Yo = A(r)yn, y2(R,A) =1
and solve it for r € [0, R]. Simple calculations show that
Y(Ta A) = XB(T) (07 R—r, A)Y(R) = Xt(rv R, A)Y(R) (162)

where Y(R) = (fo,1)! and Xp is the transfer matrix for the Krein system with
coefficient B(r) = A(R—r). We have A\ € Ct so Xp is J-contraction by the
Theorem [l Thus, we have |y1(r, A)| < |y2(r, A)|. In particular, ya(r, ) # 0 since
otherwise Y = 0 on [0, R]. Consider f(r,\) = y1(r, \)ys * (7, A). The straightforward
calculation shows that f(r,A) is solution to our Cauchy problem and uniqueness
follows from the general theory of ODE. O

In analogy with discrete case, we denote the solution of this Cauchy problem at
zero by S a,r(fo) and now we have f(A) = Sx a.(f,(A)), the direct analog of (I60).
The formula ([I62) shows that Sy a4, allows the following representation
Ae(ry, Nz +B(r, A)

B (r,\)z + 2A(r,\)
Notice that the inverse to S in discrete case is not contraction anymore and we
have the same problem in the continuous setting.

As we mentioned earlier, the class of Schur functions f(\) in the continuous case
can not be all B(CT). For example, (II8) must hold. Next, we will describe the
subclass of B(C*) in which A(r) have the meaning of intrinsic parameters of the
function f(A) just like {a,} are intrinsic parameters of f(z) € B(D).

Let a function C(x) € L2 (R™) be given. For any R > 0, consider the operator

loc

Cr acting in L2[0, R] by the following formula

Sxar(z) = (163)

erf(@) = [ Clo—u)flu)du (164)
0
We start with the definition.

Definition 9.1. The function s(\) € S(CT) if the following is true:
(1) There is a function C(z) € L% (RT) such that for any R > 0 there is a
function ®g(\) € H>®(C™):
R
s(A\) = /C(:z:) exp(iAz)dx + exp(iAR)PRr(N) (165)
0
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(2) For any R > 0,
ICRIIL2p0,7) <1 (166)

It is an easy exercise to see that C(z) and ®r(\) are both uniquely defined
for any s(\) € S(CT). Conversely, if the function C(x) is given, then there is at
most one s(\) € S(Ct) having C(x) as a function in the formula (I65). Indeed,
assume that there are two s(1)()), s2)()\) having the same C(z) in ([IB5). Then,
(s = s@(N) /(A +1i) € H*(C). At the same time,

V) =) o 2 = 20
I e LG Dy

for any R > 0. Since (@g)(/\) — fbg)(/\))/(/\ +1i) € H?(C*) as well, we have

5(1)(,\) _5(2)(,\) B
T] =0

Plo.r) [

for any R > 0. So, s(D(\) = s (N).

Consider s(\) € S(CT). We have s(\) € H>(C™). In the space H*(C"), denote
the operator of multiplication by this function by 8. Also, consider the operator C
acting on L?[0, 00) and given by the formula

Cf(z) = / Ol — u)f(u)du (167)

Since Iljg 7] CIly, g) = Cr and ||Cr|| < 1, operator € is well-defined on L?[0,0) and
is contraction, i.e. ||C|l22 < 1.

Lemma 9.3. One has the following inclusion: S(CT) C B(Ct). The operators C
and 8 are unitary equivalent.

Proof. Indeed, s(\) € H>*(C™") and it is known that

Isllzrecty = sup  lsgllazc+) = [IS]]
||g||H2(c+):1
The condition (I66]) is equivalent to the estimate || Py, zj8Po,r)l| < 1. Then, 8] <
1, or s(\) € B(C"). The unitary equivalence of 8§ and € follows from the unitary

equivalence of operators Ilj r)CIljg g and Py r18P| k) via the Fourier transform.
O

2
loc

Recall the definition of the accelerant: given Hermitian H(z) € L
that it is an accelerant if the operator

I+Hr>0

for any R > 0 and Hp is given by ([28). Given any C(z) € L2 (R™), consider the
function H(x) € L, (R™) which is the solution to

loc

(R), we say

H(z)+C(x) + /C(:z: —u)H (u)du =0 (168)
0

The direct iteration of the equation proves existence and uniqueness of this H(z).

Let H(—z) = H(x) for z > 0.
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Lemma 9.4. The function H(z) is an accelerant if and only if C(z) is such that

{I&8) holds for any R > 0.

Proof. For any R > 0, consider the Caley transform of Cg:
I+Up=(I—-Cgr)I+Cpr)" (169)

Since Cg is a Volterra operator, the Caley transform does exist. Moreover, Ug is a
Volterra operator with the kernel given exactly by H:

Ugrf(x) = 2/H(:17 —s)f(s)ds (170)
0

This is an easy corollary from (I68). Clearly, Re(I + Ugr) = I + Hp. Now, the
equivalence of T + Hg > 0 and (IGG]) is a simple algebraic fact. O

Now, we can easily characterize the class of all C'(z) that generate s(\) € S(CT).

Theorem 9.1. The Schur functions of Krein systems with A(r) € L (RT) are in
one-to-one correspondence with functions s(\) € S(C*). For each s(\) € S(C™T),
the coefficient A(r) of the associated Krein system plays the role of the Schur pa-
rameter.

Proof. Assume s(\) € S(C*) and C(x) is the corresponding function. Denote by
H(z) the accelerant corresponding to C(z), i.e.

H(z)+ C(z) + /C’(:v —uw)H (u)du =0 (171)
0

Then, by Lemma 0.4 H(x) is an accelerant that generates the Krein system with
coefficient A(z) € L2 _(RT). Consider the corresponding Schur function f()). Let

loc

us show that f(A) = s()). For each R > 0, we have (1)
BR,A) +fr(M) A (R, A)

T = RN + 1 (0) B (R, N (172)
for any R. Clearly, by (IT4) with r; = 00,73 = R
B(R,\) exp(IAR) fr(N) (173)

)\ — =
T = 3R = AR V@R + frN) B2 (V)
By (II6]), the right-hand side of ([IZ3]) is equal to exp(iAR)Pr(\) with Pr(\) €
H>(C*). Consider the function B(R, \) 2~ '(R, \). Due to Levy-Wiener Theorem,

o R
B(R,\) B ' B '
AR N b/CR(;E) exp(iAz)dx = b/CR(:E) exp(iAz)dx+
+exp(i/\R)/CR(x + R)exp(idz)dz, Cr(z) € L*(RT) N L3(RT)
0

and the last term can be written as exp(iA\R)®r()\) with ®r(\) € H>*(CT). We

can also write
B P.(R,\) P.(R,)) -
maw‘o‘ﬁmw>o+imw>
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From @0), @2) and (7)), we infer Cr(x) = C(z) for z € [0,R]. Since R is
arbitrary positive, f(A) € S(C*) and f(\) = s(\).

Now, assume that the Krein system with the coefficient A(r) is given. Repeating
the arguments above, one has f(\) € S(Ct). O

Remark 9.1. It follows from (I68) that C(x) on the interval [0, R] depends only on
the values of A(r) on the same interval. This is because an accelerant has analogous

property.
Notice that s(A) € S(CT) implies certain regularity at infinity, a boundary point
of C*. For instance, s(iy) — 0 as y — +00. So, there are plenty of functions in

B(C™") that do not belong to S(C™).
The same arguments immediately yield

Remark 9.2. A(r) € C[0,00) iff H(z) € C[0,00) iff C(x) € C[0,00) in the corre-
sponding representation for f(\).

Consider this case for the rest of the section. Let C(x,r) be function associated
to fr(\) by formula (I63).

Lemma 9.5. (Continuous analog of Geronimus theorem). The following relation
holds true: C(0,r) = —A(r).

Proof. Tt is enough to prove the statement for » = 0. From (IT71l), we have C'(0) =
—H(+40). Then, by Lemma 3.5 C(0) = —A(0). O

Notice that the value of C(r) at zero gives the main term of asymptotics of f(A) as
A = iy,y — +oo. For instance, if A(r) € C'[0,00), then H(x),C(z,r) € C[0,00)
as well (see (84) and (7)) and Lemma [@.5 yields §(r,iy) = —A(r)/y + o(y~ ). In
general, for A(r) € C[0, 00), we have asymptotics in the mean (see Lemma [[7.5 in
Appendix):

Anyway, the number C(0,7) = —A(r) is an intrinsic parameter of the function
f(r,A). Therefore, Lemma can be regarded as the continuous analog of the
celebrated Geronimus theorem which says that the Schur parameters of the function
from B(D) coincide with the Verblunsky parameters of the associated sequence of
orthogonal polynomials.

Lemma 9.6. Assume A(r) € C1[0,00), then C(x,r) is continuously differentiable
i x and r and satisfies the following nonlinear integro-differential equation

80{(?:10,7“) BC (z,r) /C C(u, r)du (174)
r

Proof. Let us prove smoothness in Qp = {r > 0,z € [0,T]} for any T > 0.
Apply [&4) to the Krein system on [r,00). We have the corresponding r—dependent

function A)(T, z) € C*(Q). Notice that A")(T,z) = I‘EFT)(T —,0) and

T
F(T (x,0) —|—/HT) T —u) )(u 0)du = H™ ()
0
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To prove ([[74) for, say, 0 < r < R and 0 < & < T, we can consider new
Aj equal to A on [0, R + T], smooth on R* with compact support. Then, new
Ci(z,r) = C(x,r) for 0 < r < R,0 < & < T. Moreover, Cy(z,r) € L*(RT) in z
and the formula ([I65) holds with R = oo. Then, if one substitutes (IGH]) to (IZ1),
equation (I4)) pops up. O

Plug A(r) = —C(0,r) into this equation and solve the first order PDE with
boundary condition C(z,0) regarded as known. Then (I74)) becomes a nonlinear
integral equation which one tries to solve by iterations. Since A(r) = —C(0,r),
that gives us a solution to inverse problem since C(z,0) can be read off the spectral
data, say do.

Next, let us focus on the differential equations (IZ1) and (&7). Looking at the
formula (I60), one might guess that the map Sy, 4, should also be represented as a
combination of Md&bius transforms and certain multiplications. This is indeed the
case. The following result gives approximation of continuous orthogonal polynomi-
als by the sequence of properly scaled polynomials orthogonal on the unit circle.
These discrete polynomials are given in terms of Schur parameters that depend
upon the step of discretization h.

Theorem 9.2. Let A(r) € C[0,00). Fiz any r > 0 and consider the sequence of
Verblunsky coefficients

™ = hAt), ™ = hA(ty),. ... a™, = hA(t, 175
0 1 1

"
and

a;h) =0,j>n,(h=r/n,t; =jh)
where h is chosen so small that all of these coefficients are less than one in absolute
value. Consider the discrete transfer matriz generated by these coefficients

M(0,k,z) =W(ag)Z ... W(ap)Z

with
z 0 1 —a;
Z(z) = ,Wia;) = J }
( ) |: 0 1 :| ( J) |: _aj 1
Then, we have
X(r,\) = }llin% M (0, n, exp(iAh)) (176)
—

and the convergence is uniform over A in compacts in C.

Proof. Consider small h > 0. Then, from the definition and properties of the
multiplicative integral [I1], we have

X, )\):/exp[V(t)dt] = Jim [(1 4 AV() (4 RV ()| = (7)
0
lim [W(a;’?l)Z(w)W(a;’?z)Z(w) . W(ag“)Z(w)] (178)

where w = exp(iAh). Now, the statement of the Theorem is an elementary corollary

from (IT8)). O

The next Corollary follows directly from the Theorem.
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Corollary 9.1. For continuous orthogonal polynomials,

P(r,\)  P(r,\) ]:n P (w) ]Sn(w)]

P.(r,A)  P.(r,\) h=0 | Pr(w) Pn(w)

where w = exp(iAh), polynomials Py, P are monic orthogonal polynomials gen-
erated by the prescribed Verblunsky parameters and Pk, Pk are dual to them. The
convergence s uniform in A from any compact in C.

Corollary 9.2. Let A(r) € C[0,00). For the map Sx a.,(z), we have

S)\yfAyr(Z) = %ILI%) Swﬁa(()h) o™ (Z), (179)

..... a, "y

w = exp(i\h) and the convergence is again uniform over the compacts in C.

Proof. ([I19) follows from the formula ([I63)). Indeed, in discrete setting, there is a
formula analogous to ([I63) (see [40], formula (4.19))

_ Au(2) + 2B (2)f

Seio.an() = Gr TR0
We also have
A (r,N) Bau(r,A) | . wB}(w) =A% (w)
B(r, ) AN ] = ;1336{ —wAn(w)  By(w) (180)

and A,,, B, are the standard Wall polynomialsﬁ On the other hand, by Lemma[£.3]
JXJ is the transfer matrix for Krein systems with coefficient —A. Comparing the
corresponding formulas to (I63]), we get the statement of the Corollary. O

Remark 9.3. One might wonder why the formula (T79) contains the sign minus in
front of A7 The answer to this question is contained in the definition of continuous
Schur function and map Sy 4 ,. Indeed, we defined § as

. Xoa(r, M)

A) = lim —/———=

FA) = lim = N

In the discrete case, the Schur function is defined as
- An(z)
f(z) = lim Bn(2)

The Schur function with opposite sign corresponds to the dual system with coeffi-
cient of opposite sign. So, having (I&I]) in mind (see the footnote below), we see
why the opposite sign was picked up.

If we view an operation S q.....a,_, (w) introduced in ([I60) as a map of w € D
to D with parameters z, ag,...,a,—1 € D, then

e For z € T, it preserves the pseudohyperbolic distance. This is simply
because both multiplication by z and the Mobius transform preserve this
distance.

2We want to emphasize some abuse in notations in the definition of continuous Wall polyno-
mials. If one wants to be consistent with discrete case, then the choice must be made according
to (I80) so that for the transfer matrix X in Krein system:

X = { i} _g* } (181)

In the meantime, we want to keep our notations to be consistent later on with terminology accepted
in the scattering theory.
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e For z € D, it acts as a contraction, i.e.

p(SZ7a0;~~~7anfl(wl)7Sz7a0;~~~7anfl(w2)) S p(w17w2)

The contractive property follows solely from the contractive property of
multiplication by z.

Analogous properties for the map Sy 4, is given in the following

Lemma 9.7. For any A € R, the map Sy 4, preserves the pseudohyperbolic metric
and for A\ € C* it is contraction.

Proof. For continuous A, the proof follows immediately from the properties of dis-
crete map S and Corollary[@.2l Approximating A € L'[0, 7] by continuous functions,
we get the statement of the Lemma in general case. O

Now, we can really regard the map Sy 4, as a combination of M6bius transforms
and rotations. In the particular case A\ = 0, we have the following representation

So,a.r(2) = @6(2, A z)

where we use notation ®f(F, G, z) for the continuous continued fraction invented
by Puig Adam [58] and later developed by Wall [76]. In this case, equation (I51)
takes the form of the Riccati-Stiltjes equation

PO _ ) - 21720 (182)
We do not get deeper into this subject and refer the interested reader to the original
papers.

One should notice that there are many ways to approximate Krein system by the
sequence of OPUC’s. For example, one can take the following system of Verblunsky
coefficients:

hA(t1),0,hA(t2),0,...,hA(t,),0,0,... (183)
Then, the only difference will be a different scaling, e.g.
X(r,A) = lim M(0,2n, exp(iAh/2))
h—0

There are at least two other ways to approximate the Krein system with the
sequence of OPUC. They are discussed below and we will make use of them later
on.

Previously, we started with finite differences approximation to a system of ODE.
That produced the approximation of the related analytic functions. Now we start
with an accelerant and approximate it first.

Theorem 9.3. Assume that we are given an accelerant H(x) € C[0,00). Fiz any
R >0 and let h = R/n. Consider the Toeplitz matrices

1 hH(—h) ... hH(—jh)
Tj: 5 jzl,...,n
hH(jh) hH((j —1)h) ... 1
For h small enough, T, > 0 and it generates the Schur coefficients {ag-h)};zg such
that

lim sup |A(jh) —h~'a{™] =0 (184)
h=0s<jh<R

where 0 is a small fized number.
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Proof. Indeed, we know that I + Hgr > 0, H(—xz) = H(z), and H(x) € C[0,c0).
Thus T,, > 0 for n large enough and it generates the Schur parameters {a;h) }iig

(i _ _detTj oy

= qetT (4,0) (185)
i

— aj—l

Consider the resolvent equation

R
T'r(z,0) + /H(:v —w)'gr(u,0)du = H(z),
0

Its h—step discretization leads to the system of linear algebraic equations with
the matrix T,. If one takes any § < r < R, then the matrix Tj,-14; is the
discretization of the operator I 4+ X, but with the step of discretization (relative to
the length of the interval [0, r]) slightly bigger than that for [0, R]. Nevertheless, it
tends to zero as h — 0 and this is why we need to keep r > 6 > 0. It allows us to
use the following argument. We have

T (z,0) + /H(:E —u)ly(u, 0)du = H(z),
0
The discretization with the step h gives

1 hH(—h) ... hH(—jh) A1) (0) H(+0)

RH(GR) hH((G-DR) ... 1 SEOIE) H{(jh)
and j = [rh™1] + 1. Application of the standard arguments that use Hadamard’s
Lemma on the determinants yields

3

lim sup M — (Y =0 (186)

h—0—o,..., j

T

where 6,(z,y) and 8, are introduced in Lemma 7.2 From this Lemma, we also
know that

I (z,0) = M

The convergence in ([I80) is uniform in r aslong as § < r < R. Since A(r) = T',.(0,r),
we have

sup  [A(jR) — "M ()] — 0

J:0<jh<R
as h — 0. At the same time, Kramer’s rule gives us the following

1 1 hH(—h) .. hH(=(j—1)h) H(+0) ]

A (5) = g det .
J hH(jh) hH((j—1)h) ... hH (h) H(jh) |
1 1 hH(—h) .. hH(=(j—1)h) H(+0)—h"1 ]

= det . e o e e

det J; hH(jh) RH((j —1)h) ... hH (h) 0 ]
— (H(40) — p~1y 3Tt
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where the last formula follows from (I83). We have detT; — 4, uniformly in 7 as
h — 0 and 6, is defined in Lemma [7.2 Therefore, (I84) follows. O

The next Theorem is technical but we will need it later in the proof of the Strong
Szeg6 Theorem. It will give an approximation of Krein system through its measure
although we need to take do of a very special kind. Assume that do is purely
absolutely continuous with density

210’ (\) = exp < /R l(a:)emdx>

with [(x)— Hermitian, continuous on R with compact support within [—R, R]. This
measure do will generate the Krein system with continuous H(z) and A(r). For
H(z), we have an expansion (see (21]))

— Ix1 I

H(a:)zl(x)—k%—l—...—l—%—l—... (187)
Theorem 9.4. For large n, consider h = Rn™', x; = jh,j = —n,...,n and the
a.c. measure du, on T with the density given by the formula

. (0) = exp Z hi(x;)2? |,z = e

j=—n
Let a;h) be the associated Verblunsky parameters. Then

lim sup |A(jh) —h 'l =0 (188)
h=05<jh<R

where § is any small fixed number.

Proof. The 0—th moment of the measure is equal to
k
0 :1+hl(0)+...+% S Uag) U)o (189)
J1+..+5x=0
which can be written as
1+ hH(0)+ o(h)
as it follows from (I87), approximation of the integral by the Riemann sum, and
simple estimates on the tail of the series (I89). The same is true about the higher
moments, i.e.
B = hH(—kh) + o(h), k| <n

Moreover, |h=6(h)| — 0 as h — 0 uniformly in |k| < n. Application of the same
arguments that proved Theorem completes the proof. (I

Remarks and historical notes.

The continuous analogs of Schur and Caratheodory-Toeplitz problems were consid-
ered in [45]. The corresponding classes of analytic contractions were introduced in
the same paper. Equation (I58)) is rather standard in the theory of inverse prob-
lems. For Schrodinger operators, the equation analogous to (I74]) was obtained
and studied in [67], [28]. The explicit approximation of Krein system by sequence
of scaled OPUC’s is new to the best of our knowledge. For discretization of con-
tinuous Toeplitz operators, see [23] Chapter 8. It is a very good exercise to take
A(r) = const on [0, R] and explicitly compute polynomials that correspond to dis-
cretization with step h = R/n.
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10. ZEROES OF P(r,\)

In this section, we study zeroes of the function P(r, A). It is convenient for us to
write P(r,A) = exp(iAr)Q(r, A) and consider Q(r, A) instead. From (BH), we know
that

T

Qlr,\)=1-— /FT(S,O) exp(—iAs)ds
0

Assume that A(r) is not identically zero. By the Hadamard Theorem, function
Q(r, A) has the following factorization

Q(r,\) = CA™exp(aA) [T (1 = A/An) exp(A/An), (M| < [Xof < ...,

n=1

Since P(r,A) has zeroes in CT only, m = 0. Also,
~0Q(r,0)/OA

Q(r,0)
Clearly, |A1(r)] — 400 as 7 — 0. For each r > 0, zeroes A, (r) accumulate at
infinity in a very regular way. For instance, if A(z) is smooth on z € [0,r] and

A(r) # 0, then )\, has the following trivial asymptotics at infinity (see Lemma [T7.0]
in Appendix)

C=Q(r,0), a

A=A +6(1),n — oo,
A) = T + iy, 75+ yn = [A(r)]* exp(2ry),
T, =7"1[r/2+mn — Arg(A(r))],n € Z

i.e. the zeroes are accumulating evenly near the graph of the logarithm. Moreover,
as 7 — oo, the graph of logarithm is getting closer to the real axis and the spacing
between consecutive zeroes decreasesgﬁ.

In the meantime, an interesting question is distribution of zeroes for finite » and
A inside the compacts in C*. The Fejér Theorem for polynomials ¢, (z) orthogonal
on T with respect to measure du says that all zeroes of each ¢, (z) are inside the
convex hull of supp(dpu). Let us prove similar statements for P(r, \). Assume that
supp(do) has a gap, say (a,b). We want to show that A, stay away from (a,b). Let
M, be introduced by the following formula

M, = sup |P(r, \)]
AER

Lemma [46] and |P(r, A)| = |Pi(r, A)| for A € R yield
M, <exp | [ lA)ds
0

Theorem 10.1. (Continuous analog of Fejer Theorem). Let (a,b) Nsupp(do) = 0.
Then, P(r,\) has no zeroes in §, given by

2ydo ()

IV M2
—ap ey =

Q. A=z +1y, /

— 00

3More on the asymptotics of {An} can be found in recent preprint [34].
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Proof. Assume that A\g = x+iy is a zero of P(r, A). Consider f(A) = P(r,A)/(A — Xo)

By (@34), N
| P e ,/“ )2do(

That can be rewritten as

L[ PP
il Rrere Ll

— 00

Thus, a simple estimate follows

Vi 2ydo ()
1< M2 | =27
- / (A —z)? + ¢

— 00

Clearly, €2, contains a domain in CT contiguous to (a,b).

Remark 10.1. One can modify this proof in the following way. For simplicity,
assume (a,b) = (—1,1). Introduce

[P N2

N, =
A2 +1

do(X)

— 00

Then P(r, A) has no zeroes in the following set

A +1
U AN=z+iy,y< |[2N, sup —-—
A€supp(o) ()\ - x)Q + y2

For a large class of coefficients A(r), N, is bounded in r. This is because 2N, =
TrIm G;(r,r) where G is the resolvent kernel for corresponding Dirac operator
which will be introduced later. For example, A € L>(R™") is sufficient for N, to be
bounded in r > 0.

The next Theorem yields yet another result on the distribution of A,,.
Theorem 10.2. If z1 is a zero of P(r,\), then there is no any other zero of P(r,\)
m Ql

Q1 : A e Ch |\ — 7| < Dist(A, supp(do))

Proof. Assume 21 is a zero of P(r, \). By the variational principle, function fo())
K, (z1,\)/ K (21,2 ) minimizes || f(\) AN €S, |f(=) =
Since P(r,z1) =0,

1.

z1 — 21)Pe(r, A
fo(h) = (21 = 2) P (1, A)
(A = 21)Pu(r, 21)
In the meantime, if P(r,A) has a zero zo € 1, then P (r, Z2) = 0 and the function

HN) = fo( )

belongs to Sy, fi(z1) =1, but || fil|2.c < Hf0||270, a contradiction. O

21—22

€ 5.
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Notice that this Theorem makes no assumptions on coefficient A(r). It also
implies that the isosceles triangle with base (a,b) and angles 7/6,7/6,27/3 can
contain only finite number of zeroes.

The next result is the continuous analog of the Widom’s theorem on the zeroes
of OPUC. It says that the zeroes of P(r,\) can not accumulate in the compact
of CT provided that the support of do is not the whole R. The proof is a rather
simple modification of proof for the discrete case.

For any compact K C CT, define Ng(r) as the number of zeroes of P(r,\) in
K. Fix any R > 0. We have elementary estimates

AGK%%§§R|P(T7 A)| < C(A,R,K),021£R|P(r, iy)| >1/2
if y is large enough. Therefore, by Jensen’s formula ([60], Theorem 15.18), we know
that N (r) is bounded for r € [0, R].

Theorem 10.3. (Continuous analog of Widom’s theorem). Assume that the mea-
sure do of the Krein system is such that supp(do) # R. Then, we have

sup Ng (r) < oo (190)
r>0
Proof. Fix K and Krein system with the measure do. Cover K by disjoint cubes
C; with side e. We choose € small enough to satisfy the following conditions. For
any cube Cj, consider £ € C; and a map ¢¢(A) = (A — &)~!. The reflected cube
C; = {z,2 € C;} will be mapped to a set D;¢ and the support of the measure
supp(do) to a set Fj ¢, a proper subset of some circle. For each j, consider

Dj = Ugec; Dje, Fj = Ugec, Fie (191)

We now require ¢ to be so small that for each j we have: D; and F} are disjoint,
C\ F; is connected. We can always satisfy these conditions because the function
¢¢(N) is jointly continuous and supp(do) has a gap in it.

Fix this e. Assume (I90) is wrong. Clearly, among all cubes C; there will be al
least one, call it C}/, such that for any k we can find r so that P(r, ) has n zeroes
in C_]/ and n > k. Denote these zeroes by Aj,j = 1,...,n. Fix this cube. Let
Dj, and Fj be the corresponding sets defined by (I9I)). Let m < n be some fixed
number to be specified later.

By the variational principle, the function

f (/\) - Kr()\l,/\) - /\1 —5\1 P*(T,)\)
A= KA, M) A= P(r, A1)

minimizes || f||2,o in the set f € Sy, |f(A1)| = 1. We can write
(A — é\g)...()\— 5\1n+1)
1 —22) - (Mt — Aomst)
Notice that g(A;) = 1. We will find a polynomial Q(\) satisfying the following
properties: deg@ <m, Q(A1) = 1, and
(A — /:\2)...(/\— Xinﬂ)
(A —A2) ... (A1 — Amr1)

foN) =g(N)

Q) <27}

(192)
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for any A € supp(do). That would give us a contradiction since for the function

A
F) =g(N)Q(N) we have: f(A\) =1,
[1spds <27 [ f0opas
R R

and - ~ .
B (A—)\g)...(A—Am+1)]_
£ = faneW) | ] e,
by Paley-Wiener Theorem. Thus we have a contradiction with the variational
principle.

To find Q(N), we first take a map z = (A — A\;)~!. It sends A; to infinity, the
support of do will be mapped to Fj: ,, and the set Cj (reflection of C; with
respect to R) will go to a compact Dj »,.

We now use Widom’s Lemma (see Appendix, Lemma [I7.7) for two compacts
Dj, and Fjr. They are disjoint and C\ F} is connected so the Lemma is applicable

and the number m can be chosen so that for any points z; € D,j =1,...,m, we
can find a monic polynomial Q(z) of degree m such that:
) 1
(z—21)...(z — zm) 2

for all z € F. In particular, for the points z; = (Aj41 — A1)t € Dji\, € D,j =
1,...,m there is Q(z) so that we have ([93) for any z € Fj, y, C F . Translating
it back to the \ variable, we have ([32) where Q(A\) = (A — A\)™Q((A — A1)~ 1).

Clearly, deg @ < m, Q(\1) = 1. O

Remarks and historical notes. The asymptotics of zeroes for the exponential
functions of the special type (e.g., P(r,\)) is a classical question. The problem
here, of course, is how this asymptotics depends on the regularity of the function
in representation (function I',(0,t) in our case). We do not consider this problem
here, interested reader can check [34] for related results.

The results from this section are new. We addressed only some of the basic
questions about the distribution of zeroes. Clearly, there are many questions left
open.
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11. THE cASE A(r) € L?(RT)
Now, let us study an important class of Krein systems: A(r) € L?(R™).
Theorem 11.1. If A(r) € L?[0,00), then do € (Szegd). Moreover,
P.(r, ) = T, (N), ﬁ*(r, A) — ﬁﬂ()\),gl(r‘, A) = 2AN), B(r,\) = B(N)

as v — oo uniformly in ImX\ > e, ¢ > 0. Function B(\) € N(C"), f(\) =
BN AN, A~H(N) is an outer function from B(CF),

/ln|2l()\)|d)\:7r/|A(r)|2dr (194)
—00 0

Proof. From (82)), we have

T

P.(r,\)=1-— /exp(i)\s)A(s)ds + /exp iAs)A /exp —iXt)A(t) P, (t, \)dtds
0

0 0
(195)
or
P.(r,\)=1-— /exp(i/\s)A(s)ds
r 0 v (196)
+ / P.(t)) |:exp(—i)\t)A(t) / exp(i)\s)A(s)ds] it
0 t
Use Cauchy-Schwarz and Young inequalities to get
JPEp— 1413 | o
p(—iAt)A(t) | exp(iXs)A(s)ds < T’ reC
t L1[0,00)

From Gronwall-Belmann inequality,
[P.(r, )] < C(N) exp (ImA]7H[[A]3) A € CF, C(N) < 1+ [|Alo[Tm A]71/?

Recall the function ([[46) and Lemma From (I96), we have P.(r,\) — I, ()\)
as 7 — oo, A € CT. Similarly, P,(r, ) — IIg(\). Thus, A(r, \) — A(N), B(r, A) —
B()\) as 7 — oo. Moreover, from Lemma B |2A(N)[? > 1+ [B(N)[%, Im X > 0.
Consequently, A~ *(\) € B(C),A(\) € N(CT),B(\) € N(CT). We also have

T, (\) Is(\)
2

1+Ho¢()\)

AN) = (Mo (N) +I5(N)/2 =

Clearly, I1,(\) and ﬁg(/\) are outer from N(CT). Due to Theorem [6.2]

Since F'(A) has positive real part, the function 1 + ng (MII;1(N) is outer from
N(Ct). Consequently, 2()\) is outer from N(C*) and 2~ *()) is outer from B(Ct).
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Thus,
1T (1+s\) | 2A(s)]

A7) = exp [i’y - = ds

mi ) Gonassy | eltzm. (97)

— 00

For (r, \), we have

T T

A(r,\) = 1—0—/21(15,)\) exp(—i/\t)A(t)/exp(i)\s)A(s)ds ds (198)

Tterating this identity, estimating the lower order terms, and taking r — oo, one
has

oo

A(iy) =1 +/ exp(yt)m/exp(—yS)A(S)ds +0(y?),y = +oo
0 t
Clearly,

07 [exp@wmt/mexp(—ysm(s)ds —_Z 'j(_ijfdw

where A(w) is the Fourier transform of the function A(t)-xg+ (t) and |A(w)|? € L' (R).
Thus,

Aliy) =1+y~ ! / |A(s)|?ds +o(y™ 1),y — +oo (199)
0
From ({97, we have
| y [ In|2A)

Since |21(A)] > 1 for a.e. A € R, relations (I99) and (200) imply In |A(N)| € L}(R)
and (I94). O

Corollary 11.1. For a.e. A € R, we have
(AN =1+[BO) (201)
Proof. The equation is equivalent to

o (\) + TN I (A) = (M)

= 1
4 4 +
or )
ReF(\) = ——— =2ma’'()\)
o (A)[?
and the last identity is elementary and follows, e.g., from the integral representa-
tions for both functions F(A) and II, (). O

Corollary 11.2. If A(r) € L?(R"), then

oo

27r/|A(r)|2dr _— / 1 — [§OV)[2]dA (202)
0

— 00
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Proof. From (201), we have 1 — |f(A)|? = [A(A\)|~2 for a.e. A € R. Now, [202)

follows from (I94). O
Notice that ([202]) implies
f(A) € L*(R) (203)
So, f(\) € H?(C*) N B(C*) and (compare with (I65)):
f(\) = /C’(x) exp(idz)dz, A € C* (204)

0
Corollary 11.3. If A(r) € L3*(R"), then In[2ro’()\)] € L' (R) + L*(R).
Proof. We have for a.e. A € R
270’ (W] = MoV = [AN) + B = AN - [1+FN)P
and therefore
—In[2ma’ (N)] = 21In | AN)| + 21n |1 + F(N)]
By (I94), the first term is from L!(R). As about the second term,
Ing [1+§(N)] <1+ [F)]] < [FV)] € L*(R)

by 203). For the negative part of the logarithm, we use an elementary estimate
|1 +§| > 1—|f| which yields (check the definition of In™)

[In™ [1 4§V < (1 = [FA)) ™ = =In(1 = [F)*) + In(1 + [§(N)])

for [1+§(A\)| < 1. The second term is again in L*(R). The first one is in L*(R) due
to Corollary O

Corollary 11.4. For the constants o and v from the multiplicative representations

of o (A) (formula (I48)) and A(X) (formula [I97)) we have

1 Oosln[Zﬂ'a’(s)] 1 OO51n|2[($)|
=5 i e ds, __/714—52 ds

— 00 — 00

Proof. From (I97) and (I99), we have

s —Dm|AE) 1 7 sln | 2A(s)|
- ds = — [ 22BN,
T 5% (s2+y?)(1+ s?) ST 1+s2 °

because In |2A(s)| € L(R).
Take r — oo in (I96). One has

I, (A\) = 1+ O([Im A]*/?))

(e

as Im A — +oo. Then, from ([I4]), we have

o L 30—y +iy(1+ %) :
o= ‘hm — / R In[270’(s)]ds

Using Corollary I1.3] we get the needed formula for a. O
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Clearly, the Corollary implies the following integral representations

oo

A(N) = exp %/Wd‘s , (205)
T, (\) = exp -5%5 j/ 91%?2?§59ld5 (206)

— 00
As we know from the discussion of the general Szegb case, the function (A +
i)"HI; Y (A\) € H2(CT). For our situation, much more is true

Theorem 11.2. If A(r) € L?(R"), then

MM\ =1+ /v(w)e”’\dx =1+4(\),5(\) € H*(CT) (207)
0
where . -
J(E)—I—/|”y(x)|2da::/|A(r)|2dr (208)
0 0

where E— support of dog, the singular component of do.

Proof. From Lemma [B9] as r — oo:
P.(r,\)  Ta(A) - xEe(N)
— — -
A+ A+

in L?(R,do), where E°— the complement of E. On the other hand, for any r >
0,A € R, we have (by (&1)):

funnzl—/A@P@Ma (209)
0

That implies
M) xee(h) 1 AR
A+ A+i A+
where the generalized Fourier transform

A\ = /A(T)P(r, Ndr € L*(R, do)
0
by Theorem B2l Thus,
AN = 1-T0a() - e () (210)

and

2
dX

O/OO|A(T)|2dr =o{E} + %_Z ‘1 — Hal(A)

Now, we have

[l

— 00

2 1

1 2.+
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Therefore, by elementary Lemma in Appendix, 1 — II;1(\) € H?(C"). The
Paley-Wiener Theorem now implies (207)) and (208]). O

An interesting corollary from this result is that the total variation over the whole
line of the singular part of the measure do is finite.

After proving the representation for II, (), the following result is quite natural.
By Levy-Wiener Theorem,

oo

=1+ /fyr(x)eimd:z

0

1
P.(r,\)

where v,.(x) € LY(RT) N L2(RT).
Lemma 11.1. Assume A(r) € L2(RY) and E = 0. Then, v.(z) — y(x) in L*(RT).
Proof. From (209)) and Corollary 6] we get

/|A |2d:10—/|1— (r, V) 2do(A /|1— NP (dsz (211)

17 1P T
_— e — = 2
=5 / ‘1 XCSY A /|’7T($)| dx
—00 0

Then, since P, (r, A) — II,(A\) for A € C*, we also have that 7,.(z) — y(x) weakly in
LQ(RJF). But since E = ), we also get ||7-(z)|l2 = ||7(z)]|2 from (208). Therefore,
Y (z) = vy(z) in L2(RT). O

If the singular part of the measure do is not trivial, then we have only the bound:

[7ell2 < [|A]l2.
Now, let us characterize the class of Schur coefficients corresponding to A(r) €

L?(RT). We start with
Theorem 11.3. For any A(r) € L?[0, R] and any R > 0, we have

o0 R
/ In |2A(R,\)|d) = 77/ |A(r)|?dr (212)
—o0 0
and
R 0o
2w/ Ar)|2dr = — / Il — | B(R, A) A (R, \)[2]dA (213)
0 —o0
Proof. The proof repeats those of Theorem [[1.T] and Corollary O

Let us introduce a certain subclass of B(C™1). Consider a function f(\) € B(C")
such that for its boundary value:

/ (1 — [fV)[2)dA > —oc (214)

— 0o
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Then, a simple estimate In(1 — | §(\)[|?) < —|f()\)|? yields that f(A\) € L?(R). Thus
fe H(C) and

f(A) = /C(m)ei)‘mdx
0

with C(z) € L?(RY).
Definition 11.1. We say that f(\) € So(C*) if f(\) € B(C*) and (2I4) holds.

The set So(CT) can be regarded as the metric space [71] with the distance given
by the formula

o0

P60 =~ [ [1= 2 G0,a00)] i (215)
where pseudohyperbolic distance p(-,-) is defined by ([I59). It turns out that the
resulting metric space is complete (see Lemma 1.5, Theorem 1.6, Corollary 1.9 in
[T1]. The geometry of this space is studied in the same paper).

Let us write ps(f) = ps(0, f) for short-hand.

Lemma 11.2. If in Krein system f,(\) € So(CT) for some r, then §f(\) € Sp(CT)
and

PRGN = p2(B(r, ) AT (1, A)) + P2 (5, (V) (216)
In particular, this is true for any A(r) € L*(RT).
Proof. Let us prove this lemma using certain “orthogonality” argument. For A € R,
we have

(1, A) = A(r, N), B (1, 0) = B (r, \)
Therefore, (17 yields

B(r, VA (r, \) + exp(iAr) f,.(N)

2 _
[T = 14+ B(r,A) A~ (r, A) exp(idr) §,.(A)

,AER

The formula

In (1—

and Theorem give
P2(FN) = p2(B(r, ) A (1, 1) + P2 (5, (V)

+2 / In |14 B, \) A (r, \) exp(idr) f,.(\)|dA

— 00

z+w
14 zw

2
) =In(1—|z*) +In(1 — |w|*) = 21In]|1 + Zw|

= BN A N) + 20,00 +2 [ Il B ) A ) ()N
The last integral is zero because
B (r, A) AT (1, A), A7 (M), §,(A) € B(CH),
B,(r,\)=0(1) as AeCF, |\ = oo, B.(riy) =0y %) as y— +oo
f.(\) € H*(CY), so f,(iy) =o(y~"/?)
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functions B (r, \),f,(\) € L*(R) and the mean-value formula (Lemma 7.8, Ap-
pendix) is applicable. O

The result above is sometimes called “the layer stripping”. That is because
p2(f) is equal to the sum of the terms that correspond to different intervals of the
coordinate r. The formula (202) is called the non-linear Plancherel Theorem. The
both results are well-known in the theory of orthogonal polynomials.

It is an important observation that any function from So(C*) gives rise to a
certain Krein system. Indeed, we can show So(CT) C S(C*), where the class
S(CT) was introduced in the Definition @1l and the Theorem [0.1] applies. To prove
this inclusion, notice that C(z) generates operator Cr (see (I64)) for any R > 0.
By a standard argument, ||Cr| z2[0,r) < 1 for all 0 < R < oo. Then, for any R > 0,

R
fo) = /C(:v)ei’\””dx +e?Mor(N), e Ct
0

with -
DPr(N) = /C’(x + R)e?dg
0
Since ®r()\) € H2(CT) by Paley-Wiener Theorem and both
R
fN, / C(x)e™dx € H®(CT)
0

we get Pr(\) € L®°(R). Therefore, ®r(\) € H*(C*) and f()\) € S(CT).
In [71], the analog of the following Theorem was established.

Theorem 11.4. For Krein system, A(r) € L?*(R") iff the corresponding Schur
function f(X\) € So(CT).

Proof. If A(r) € L*(RT), then f(A) € So(CT) follows from the Corollary
Assume now that f(A) € So(C*). The observation made right before the Theorem
says there is the corresponding Krein system with A(r) € L% [0, 00). Let us show
that actually A(r) € L?(R™). Indeed, fix any R > 0. Then,

F(A) AR, N) — B(R, N)

Tr(A) = A (R, \) — f(N) B (R, \) (217)
and
] F) = BR N AR, N
=] = '1 —F(A) B(R,\) A (R, \) AEK
Therefore,

ps(FRV) = ps(F(N), B(R,A) A7 (R, A)) < o0
and fz(\) € So(CT). Now, the Lemma is applicable together with Theo-
rem [[T.3t

R
or [1AG)Pdr = RBERN A RN S <C(23)
0
uniformly in R which means A(r) € L*(RT). O

This result has an interesting corollary.
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Corollary 11.5. (1) If f(\) is the Schur function corresponding to As(r) €
L*(RT) and g(\) € B(CY) then gf generates the Krein system with Ays €
L2(R*) and ||Agjll2 < | Afll2-

(ii) The set of measures do that correspond to Agqy(r) € L*(RT) is conver.

Proof. The first statement is obvious due to Theorem [IT.4l The second one follows
from the following calculations.

1-F ,  4ReF
f= Tl LfI7 = M+ FP
If Fj and §; correspond to doj, j = 0,1 and F} and f;,— to tdoy + (1 — t)doo, t € [0, 1],
then
(tReF1 + (1 —t)Re Fy) — (=]
[1+¢F + (1 —t)Fyl?

1-t)|1 4+ Ry :
= ) e e > i - 1)
due to convexity of |z|2, 2 € C. Therefore

t1+ |2
[1+tF + (1 —t)Fp|?

4
1- |ft|2 =

o0 o0 o0

[wa-15Parz [ ma-mewPa+ [ - a0Rd
and §,(\) € So(CH). 0

Remark. Clearly, the last estimate is not optimal. As about the first statement,
notice that multiplication f, by any inner function does not change L? norm of the
coefficient A(r).

The Theorem leads to the following natural question: what can be the
singular component of do if A(r) € L?(R*)? The answer is given by the following
result which can be regarded as another criteria for A(r) € L?(R*). In particular,
it says that the singular component can be any singular measure finite over R™.

Theorem 11.5. Let do be a nonnegative measure on R with decomposition do =
dos + o' (N)d\, where 04(R) < oo and In[27o’(N\)] € L*(R) + L?(R). Assume also
that

exp % / Wdt —1= /”y(x) exp(idz)dz = 4(\) € H*(CT) (219)
— 00 0

Then do generates the Krein system with A(r) € L>(RT) and 208)) holds true.
Proof. We have

2’ (A\) = 1+ 4+ 4 + |5 (220)
Take H(x) Hermitian such that
H(z) = (2m)~ |y(z) +/7(m+u)7(u)du —l—/exp(i)\x)dos()\) (221)
R
0

for z > 0 and define 8 by (28). Then, it is not difficult to check that the formula
(27) holds. Moreover, H(z) € L2 (R) is an accelerant and generates some A(r) €
L2 (R). That follows from (50), (220), and the uniqueness theorem for analytic

functions.
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Let us show that A(r) € L?(RT). Indeed, take do,, such that it has only finite
number of jumps and

/exp(i)\:t)dan()\) —>/exp(i)\$)das()\)
R R

uniformly in x € [0, R] with any fixed R > 0.
Also, take purely a.c. du. so that

21 (A) = 11+ 3V, (V) = 4\ +d€), e > 0,
Take do, . = doy, + dp.. Then, the corresponding accelerants H,, (z) — H(x) and
Ap.e(r) = A(r) in L?[0, R] for any fixed R > 0 as long as n — 0o, e — 0.
Let us show that Theorem [T Alyields A, € L*(R™"). Indeed, fix n and €. Then,

we can write do, . as a convex combination
don,  dA i (A) t
dope=t|— + — 1—t < — dA
o, {t +27r]+( )[1—t 1—1t)2r

and t € (0,1). If we can show that both measures in this convex combination
generate square summable A(r), then the second claim of the Corollary IT.5l finishes
the argument. We will apply Theorem [IT.4] to

doy A

t 2

and '
sV, () = LN (222)

11—t (Q-t)2rn
The first measure gives rise to
n(t
F()) = 1—2it’1/ don ()
R t—A

This representation follows from the formula (I22) and F(iy) — 1 as y — +o0.
Since

4Re F
2 _
1—1f] —m (223)

and do,, has only finite number of jumps
L—[f=1+0(A7?)

as |A| = oo. The local singularities of In(1 — | f|?) are integrable and thus we have
In(1 — |]?) € L*(R) and the Theorem [[T.4] can be applied.

Let us show that Theorem [[T.4] can also be applied to the measure ([222)) as long
as t is chosen properly. Indeed, we can always take ¢ so small that the density v/(\)
of this measure is strictly positive. We have

_ [ Ae(8) + Fe(8) + Fe(8)Fe(s)
F()\)—I—I—Z/R =00 —s) ds

Since 4. is infinitely smooth, F is continuous up to the boundary and In(1 — | f|?)
is locally integrable by (223]). Therefore, we are left with showing that | f(A)| — 0
if A € R,A — oo and that |f(A\)| € L*(R). Since 4.(s) € L*(R) and it decays at
infinity, the simple properties of Hilbert transform imply F(\) —1 € L?(R) and
F(A) —1—0as A\ — oo. Since
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we have In(1 — |f|?) € L'(R) and Theorem [[T.4] applies.
The Krein system with coefficient 4,,  has IT(A)—function with inverse
M) = 1440

Then, notice that ([208)) gives a bound ||A, ]|z < C uniformly in n and e and
A(r) € L?(RT) because A, (r) — A(r) in L?[0, R] with any R > 0. We get (208)
and the function v(x) coincides with the one introduced in Theorem O

Later on, we will need the following bound which sharpens the Lemma
Lemma 11.3. If A(r) € L*(R"), then

/°° 1PN
N 1| TN

— 00 — 00

2 00 oo
1 2 2
w / s Ao <C/'A(S>' ds

(224)
Proof. First, we notice that
M, (A) — /A P(s,\)ds,\ € C*
Therefore,
Ma(Y) — P, NP < ( Je ds) - ( s A>|2ds)
1 i 2 2 2
< - . -
<5t ( [ 146 ds) [0 (V7 — P V)]
by Cauchy-Schwarz and analog of (59)). For the last expression, we use
HMal? =[P < o = P] - (|Ha] + | Pi])
and then
o (A) — Pu(r,\)| < C(N) / |A(s)|?ds,Im X\ > 0 (225)
The last estimate also implies
/IP(S,)\)I%IS = (2ImN) 7" ([Ha(W)]? = [Pu(r, M)
C(MIa(A) — Pu(r, N)| < C(N) / |A(s)|%ds (226)

For P(r, ), we have

P%(r,)\) = —2/P’(s,)\)P(s,)\)ds = —2/ [i)\Pz(s,)\) — A(s)P(s,\)P.(s,\)| ds,\ € C"

T T
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Therefore, for A € C*+
1/2

IP(r V)2 < C(A /|Ps)\|2ds+C /|A |ds/|Ps)\|ds (227)

A / A(s)[2ds (228)
where the last inequality follows from (226)).

Now, let us improve estimates from Lemma B8 From (I49]), we have

[ 1PN
A2 4+1

FIPNE P i) — [P i) -
o do(\) = 5 +|P(r, i)

— 00 — 00

[P (r, )2 do(X)

+2Re / G AH PO NP 355 00 (229)

For real A\, |P(r,\)| = |P.(r, )\)| Therefore,

%daw = %+2[IP*(T,i)IQ—IP(r,i)ﬂ "Re |iPory [ BN

— 00 — 00

Using the representation

Ko(i,\) = Kao(i, \) — /P(s, NP, Vds

T

and the property of reproducing kernel, we get

T P(r,\)— CPri) [ PON) [
RGNy = 25 - [ /P(S,A)P(s,z)dsda()\)

— 00 — 00 T

The last integral can be bounded by Cauchy-Schwarz and Theorem as follows
o o o 1/2 o 1/2
P(r,\) [—— . 2 2
N T P(s,\)P(s,i)dsdo(N)| < C(X) |P(s,1)|"ds < C(N) |A(s)|“ds
i

oo T

where we used ([226) for last inequality. Estimate [228) and (230) yield

[ PP Vol [
Now, repeating the proof of Lemma B9 with estimates (225) and (231l), we obtain
224). O

The estimates in the last Lemma are not sharp but good enough for us.

Remarks and historical notes. The results in this section are partially new.
For the Helmholtz equation, analog of Lemma was obtained in [T1] where
the nonlinear Fourier transform was introduced. In our case, this transform is
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given by the map F : A(r) € L*(RT) — §(A) € So(C*). In [71], the space
So(CT) is studied in detail as well as properties of the nonlinear Fourier transform.
For example, its homeomorphic property is proved by means of weak convergence
argument. See also [73]. For the Schrodinger operators and Jacobi matrices, the
analysis is more involved [12]. The recent paper [42], contains analysis of L*(R)
potentials for Schrodinger operators. In the OPUC theory, many of these results
were well-known for quite a long time. The paper [16] studies the relation between
the decay of the tail ||A||%2[T700) and the Hausdorff dimension of the support of dos.
In conclusion, we want to say that the case of square summable coefficient is studied
pretty well by now. Perhaps, the only problem left open is the following nonlinear
(non-commutative) analog of the Carlesson Theorem in the Fourier analysis. Prove
(or disprove) that solution of the ODE: P/(r,\) = A(r) exp(iAr) Py (r, ), P.(0,\) =
1 has a limit at infinity for a.e. A € R. We assume here, of course, that A(r) €
L?(R*). This is a deep and difficult problem whose analog for OPUC case is also
open for quite a long time. We mention the paper [I0] for some recent closely
related results in this direction.
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12. CONTINUOUS ANALOG OF THE BAXTER THEOREM. THE CASE
A(r) € LY(R™)

In this section, we assume that A(r) and H(z) are both from regularity class
L2 (RT). Our goal is to prove the following analog of Baxter’s theorem in the
OPUC theory. The proof is an adaptation of the one for the discrete case ([66],
Chapter 5).

Theorem 12.1. For any Krein system, A(r) € LY(R*) N L2

2 (RT) if and only if
the accelerant H(r) € L*(R) N L (RT) and the Hopf-Wiener operator

U+%mﬁ:f@w5/H@—wﬂm@
0

is strictly positive on L*(R™). The last condition is equivalent to

14+ p(A)>0,A>0

where p(A) € W(R) is the Fourier transform of H(x). Moreover, the measure do
is purely absolutely continuous, has continuous derivative and

exp(—2[|All1) < 2m0"(A) = 1+ p(}) < exp(2[|4]1) (232)

Proof. Assume that we are given A(r) € L'(RT). We are then in the Szegd case.
Indeed, an elementary application of Gronwall-Bellman inequality to (B0) yields

the uniform convergence of Py (r, ) and P,(r, A) to I4(\) and II,()\) in A € CT.
Both II, () and II,(A) are continuous in Ct. Moreover,

|P.(r, )| < exp(||All1), |P.(r, A)] < exp(]| A1), A € TF,7 > 0
|P.(r,M)| > exp(—||All1), |P.(r, \)] > exp(—[A]1),A € CF,r >0
and then
exp(—[|All1) < [TMa(N)] < exp(]|All1), exp(— ]| All1) < [Ta(N)] < exp(]|Al|1)

The Theorem B2 says that measures (2) 1| Py (r, A)|~2d\ converge to do(\) in the
weak-(x) sense. Therefore, do()) is purely a.c. and its continuous density allows
an estimate

exp(—2[| A1) < 210’ (A) = [Ia (V)72 < exp(2]| A1) (233)
Now, let us show that H(z) € L*(R"). Indeed, let
y1(r, A) = Pe(r,N) — Ly2(r, A) = P(r, \) — exp(iAr)
For each 7 > 0, yy(2) € W4 (C") and |y1]lw, = |ly2llw. by B8) and 7). From
E7), we get
) =alr) = [ Als)e(s)ds (234)

where

0
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and ([234) is considered as an integral equation for functions with values in W,.
Taking the norm of the both sides in ([234]), we get

la (), < / |A(s)|ds + / AG)] - l2(8) v, ds

The Gronwall-Bellman inequality yields convergence of y1 (r) to some y; in the W,
norm (as r — oo) and

lyallw. < [[Allxexp([[All1)
Therefore, IIo(A) = 1 4 ;. In the same way, we have II4(\) = 1 + §; and F(\) =
s/ = (1+91)/(1 +y1) =1+ h, where

:ﬂl—yl
1+

ewW, (235)

since the spectrum of 1 + y; does not contain zero. Now, (@0) implies

h—2 [T
0

and so H(x) € L'(R) since h € W,.. We also have 2w’ (\) = 1+ p()).

Now, assume that we are given H(z) € L'(R) and I + H > 0. Then, the
equivalence of I + H,, > 0 and an estimate 1 + p(A) > 0 follows from the simple
identity

x) exp(iAz)dx (236)

oo

(+360f. ) =2x [ (14 p-N)IFOIPar

— 00

Last identity shows that H generates a Krein system with A(r) € LZ (R*). To-
gether with formula (B0) and a simple approximation argument (like in the proof
of Lemma in Appendix), it also imply do = (27) (1 + p(\))dA.

We need a simple

Lemma 12.1. If |H|j; < 1, then A(r) € L*(R") and ||Alx < ||H|1/(1 — || H|1)-
Proof. From (B4]), we have

I, (¢,0) + /H(t —u)y(u,0)du = H(t) (237)

Iterating this identity, we have for
Fr(t, O) = H(f)—/ H(t—ul)H(ul)dul-i-/H(t—ul) / H(ul—’U,z)H(’u,g)dUQdul—. ..
0 0
(238)
where the series converges in L[0,7]. Then, |T,(¢,0)| < g(t), where

g=h+hxh+hxhxh+... h(t)=|H(t)|
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Notice that g(t) does not depend on r and ||g||x < ||H||1/(1 —||H]1)- So, by taking
t =7 in [237), we get

A(r) + /H(T —u)l(u,0)du = H(r) (239)
0
A0 < [ 1H = ) lg(ldu + ) (240)
0
The Young inequality finishes the proof. O

To finish the proof, we will apply this Lemma to the interval [R, c0), where R
is so large that the accelerant for the Krein system considered on [R, co) has small
L' norm. To prove the existence of such R, we need to use Baxter’s Lemma (see
Appendix, Corollary I7.2) to the operator I + H., acting in the space L'(RT).
Since H(z) € L'(R) and 1+ p(\) > 0, this Lemma is applicable and gives

(I +3) "Moo < G (r>r10); [IT(0,2) X0, (2) = T(2)]l1 = 0, (r = o0)
(241)
where
I(z) = (I +Hoo) 'H(z) € L'Y(RT)
is solution to the Wiener-Hopf equation. Then, we are immediately in the Szegd
case since

P.(r,\)=1-— /FT(O, s)exp(iAs)ds — Mo (N) =1 — /F(s) exp(iAs)ds
0 0

and convergence is uniform in C+.
For F(\), we use (I19) and

T t 114 p(t
F()\)/Qz—iﬁ—i—i/ [A—ﬁfz“] gi()dt

Since F'(ioco) = 1, we have
FA) =1+ L /OO L (t)dt
N s N’

and the integral is understood in v.p. sense. That immediately implies

FA)=1+2 / H(z)exp(ilr)dx
0

From F = F~! we have H(z) € L*(R) for the dual accelerant and
IT(0,2)xp0.1)(#) = T(@)ll1 = 0, (r = 00); T(@) = (I + Hoo) T H(w) € L'(RF)
So, we also have

1B, A) = BN [lw, = 0, [|2A(r, ) = AN [w, =0 (242)
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where
AN) =1-— / w exp(iAzr)dz, B(\) = / w exp(idz)dz
0 0
From (I73),

exp(iAR) Fr(A) = [f(A) A(R, A) = B(R, M)] - [A(R, A) + Fr(A) B (R, A)] - (243)
Consider the first factor in the right-hand side. It can be written as
AN [BO) AR, N) — B(R, ) A(N)]

Since A(A\) — 1 € W4 and 2A()\) has no zeroes in C*, relations (242)) imply this
factor goes to zero in W, norm as R — co. On the other hand, this factor can be
written as

B(R, A)} (244)

AR [[0) - Fan

and (I73) says that the Fourier coefficient of the second factor in (244) is equal to
0 on [0, R]. Thus,

f) AR, A) = B(R, A) = exp(iAR)Qr(A)
where ||Qr(A)|lw, — 0. Now,

Qr(N) AR, \)
)\ =
A POV URY
and || fr(A)|lw, — 0 since || A(R, \)||w, < C, || B«(R, \)|lw, < C uniformly in R.
Since Fgr = (1 —fz)(1 4+ fz) !, we also have ||1 — Fg|lw, — 0 or |[Hg(z)|1 — 0

where Hpr(x)— accelerant corresponding to the interval [R,00). The Lemma [I2.]
now yields A(r) € L'[R, 00) as long as ||Hg|| < 1. O

Let us obtain the formula for « in the representation for IT, (), just like we did
for the square summable A(r). Since I, (A) = 14y1(\) and y1(\) € W, we have a
trivial asymptotics: T, (\) = 14 0(1) as A — 0o, A € C+. From the multiplicative
representation for II,, we get

o b fs(l—y?) +iy(l+5°) _
a= lim — / 401+ 5 w(s)ds, u(s) = In(l + p(s)) € W(R)

and simple estimates yield

o0

1 sp(s)
@ 2wVp/1+s2 s

— 00

Thus II,(A\) allows the same representation (206). Notice also that in contrast with
square summable case, function 2(A) does not allow asymptotical formula (T39).
It should also be mentioned that the Theorem does not provide a quantitative
estimate on || Al|; in terms of |H||; and, say, ||(1 + p) }|ls- On the other hand, it
is easy to bound [[(1 + p) 7!/ in terms of ||Al|;.

Later on, we will need the following result

Lemma 12.2. Assume that conditions of Baxter’s Theorem hold. Then A(r) €
CQ(R+) lff H(LL') S Co(R+) Zﬁ C(LL') € CQ(R+)
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Proof. Since H(x),C(z) € L*(RT), we have H(z) € Co(RT) iff C(z) € Co(RT)
because of (I68). Assume H(z) € Co(R*"). Then, (240) implies A(r) € Co(R™)
Now, let A(r) € LY(R") N Co(RT). Consider &4). Since A(r,t) = [',(t,r) =

(0,7 —1t),

T,.(0,1) = AT — / A0 - To(0.0)ds

Take R large and iterate this identity for Ap = {R < t < r}. Since A(r) €
LY(RT) N Co(RT), we will get convergence. To be more precise, if

r = sup |['-(0,%)|, ag = max |A(t
o SAR | ( )| PG | ( )|
then

i < an -+ R / |A(s)|ds
R

and yg — 0 as R — co. Since T'g(0,t) — T'(¢) in L' (R), we have ||T(t)|| L [r,00) —

0 as R — co. The same is true about I'(t). Application of formulas [235) and (236)
finishes the proof. (I

Remarks and historical notes. For an excellent exposition of the proof for
the Baxter theorem in OPUC case, see [66]. In our case, some modifications were
needed. Apparently, the first proof of the Baxter theorem for continuous case was
given in [52]. See also [20] [47] (one has to pay attention to some inaccuracies in
statements regarding the regularity of coeflicients generated by summable acceler-
ants).
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13. DIRAC SYSTEMS

In this section, we relate Krein systems to the well-known object in mathematical
physics: one-dimensional Dirac operator. Consider the Krein system, given by (&1)
and assume some regularity conditions, e.g. a(r),b(r) € L2 .(RT). Let A € C and

loc

exp(—iAr)
2

W(r,\) = %}MT)

These functions are of the exponential type  and are not from H?(C*) anymore.
They should be regarded as analogs of trigonometric polynomials (or Laurent poly-
nomials). For the free case, i.e. A(r) = 0, one has p(r,\) = cos(rA),¥(r,\) =
sin(rA). If A € R,

o(r,\) =Re&(r,\),¥(r,\) =ImE(r, \), E(r, ) = exp(—iAr)P(2r, \) (245)

o(r, ) = [P(2r,A\) + Pu(2r, )],

[P(2r,\) — P.(2r,\)]

Define E(r,A) for r < 0 by &(—r,A) = &(r,A). Let a(r) = 2Re A(2r),b(r) =
2Im A(2r). Consider the following Dirac operator

P [ 2 } - { —d/;f(ﬁ)a(r) d/d’;@)"“) } [ :,2 } (246)

where the Hilbert space is f1, fa € L2(RT) x L?*(R™") and operator is made self-
adjoint by imposing condition f5(0) = 0. Another way to write D is as follows

D=7 a0

where potential Q(r) is

0 =[ 20 W] 0

and
S = [ _01 (1) ] (248)

This form of Dirac operator is called canonical. Any Dirac operator can be
reduced to this form by a suitable change of variables [49], p. 48-50. Just like the
Krein system, the Dirac operator in the canonical form has a lot of structure due
to a special choice of potential.

Rather than, say, Schrédinger operator, D can always be defined as the closure
of the naturally chosen minimal operator ([49], Theorem 7.1, p.493 or [(7], p. 99).
We will start with the following

Lemma 13.1. Functions ¢ and i are generalized eigenfunctions of D, i.e.

@[:Z]_A[:Z},ga((),A)_l,w(O,/\)_O (249)

More generally, the fundamental solution Xq for the system (240]) can be expressed
via the fundamental solution for Krein system in the following way

Xa(r,\) = exp(—iAr)Up X (2r, \)U; !
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11
UO:[—i z}

Proof. The proof is a straightforward calculation. (|

and

Next, we will show that the system {&(x, \)} is an orthogonal system in L?(R, do).
There are many ways to see that but we prefer an algebraic one, based on the proper
factorization of certain integral operator. Just like in Section 3, we start with the

following consideration. Let H(z) be an accelerant and H (z) € L [0, 00). For any

r > 0, consider the integral operator J(,:
Hof(z) = / H(z —u)f(u)du (250)

given in L2[—r,7]. Since H, is the translation of Ha, defined on [0, 2r], we have
I+ H, > 0 for any r > 0 and the conditions of the Theorem in section 2 are
satisfied. Moreover, we can express one resolvent via the other one, i.e.

Do(e,y) =Tor(r+ar+y), |zl lyl <7 (251)

Let us consider some R > 0 and the factorization I+ Hp = (I +£)(I4U) where
the lower-diagonal (in the sense of Theorems and £.2) operator £ has kernel
L(zx,y),|y| < |z| < R. Since Hr— Hermitian, we get U = £*. If [+L = (I+V_)~!
and I +U = (I + V)™, then
Lemma 13.2. The following is true

||
exp(idr) = E(x, \) + / L(z,u)&(u, \)du, z € [-R, R] (252)
— |z

Proof. We have the following formula for &(z, A) if z >0

2z
&(xz,\) = P(2z,\) exp(—idx) = | exp(2iAz) — /Pgw(Z’IJ,S) exp(isA)ds | exp(—idx)
0

(253)

Doing the change of variables s — xz = ¢ in the integral, we obtain
&(x,\) = exp(idz)— /Fgm(Ql',l' +t) exp(iXt)dt = (254)
= exp(irz) — /Fgm(CC —t,0) exp(iAt)dt (255)

—T

We also have

E(—z,\) = exp(—iAz) — /ng((),:c + t) exp(it)dt,z > 0 (256)

—X
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Therefore, from ([25I) and the Theorem 5.2, we get &(z,\) = (I + V_)exp(ilz).
The Lemma then follow from [ + £ = (I +V_)~1. O
Clearly, this Lemma is an analog of Lemma [3.2] but for the different chain. Now,

we are ready to relate Krein systems to Dirac operators. But first we need the
following

Definition 13.1. We say that a non-decreasing function o4(\), A € R is the spec-
tral measure for Dirac operator (246]), if the following is true (see [50], Chapter 8):
for any fi € L2(RT) and fo € L?(R™T), the operator F given by
F0) = [ (0002 + ()00 0) dr (257)
0

is unitary onto L2(R, doy).

The next Theorem establishes a further link between the Krein systems and
Dirac operators

Theorem 13.1. The measure dog(A) = 2do(N) is the spectral measure for Dirac
operator. Moreover, the mapping

f(z) € L2(R) = [Wf] () = / F(2)&(, N)da

is unitary onto L*(R,do).

Proof. Let us first show that W is an isometry map. Indeed, let f(z) € L?(—R, R).
From (B0), we get
2

oS R
(I + ) f. f) / / (XAt do(N) (258)
—00 R

In the meantime, from Lemma [13.2]
/Wexp(ikt)dt = ((I+L)E(t, A, f(8)r2—r,r) = (E(L, ), (I+L)f(t ))L2[~R,R]

Therefore, ([258) gives

oo oo 2

[ [ a@e v o) = (@1 + &)+ 31+ g.9) = lol?
where g = (I4+£*)f = (I+W)f. Since I + U is invertible on L2[—R, R] and R was

chosen arbitrarily, we learn that W is isometry. Now, let us show that W is also
unitary. Indeed, for any R > 0 and f(z) € L*[—R, R], we get (Lemma [3.2)

[ #a)explixe)ds = (1 + L)) ). F@) = €0, (2 + D)
R

Functions of that kind are dense in L?(R, do()\)) because the span of characteristic
functions of the intervals {[a, b)} are dense and each of these characteristic functions
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can be approximated by the Fourier transform of finitely supported L?(R) function
due to the regularity condition (8). Therefore, the range of W is the whole of
L?(R,do())). That means W is unitary.

Now, we can conclude the proof of the Theorem. Take any fi(r) € L*(RT)
and fao(r) € L*(R"). Let fi(—z) = fi(z), f2(—z) = —fa(x), * > 0. Consider
f(z) = fi(z) —ifz(x) on R. Function ¢ is even, 1 is odd. So,

oo

WF () / F(@)€(, Ndx = / (1 — ifo)(p + iv)d =

— 00

2 [ (frp+ fop) do =2[Ff](N)
!

That proves F is unitary mapping to L?(R,2do()\)). Since the range of W is the
whole L?(R,do())), we can write W™lg = f(x) = fi(x) — ifa(x), where fi(z) =
[f(x) + f(—=2)]/2, f2(z) = —[f(x) — f(—2)]/(2i) and g is arbitrary from L*(R,do).
Then, 2F f = g and & is unitary. O

It is easy to show that the spectral measure for Dirac operator is uniquely defined
(see Lemma [IT10) in Appendix.
As usual, the following representation can be easily obtained from the Theorem:

P, Ny, A) oz, N(y, A) _ | d=—-y) 0

[ LSRN e Jamn=[ 57 3,2, ] e
and this identity should be understood in the weak-[L?(RT)]? sense (i.e. it is true
after multiplication by L? functions and integration in x and y).

In case dog(A) = dA/(2m) discussed above, one has a(r) = b(r) = 0, E(z,\) =
exp(iAx), dog(A\) = dA/m. The map W is then the standard Fourier transform.

The Dirac operator plays the role of the so-called CMV matrix for polynomials
orthogonal on the unit circle. Many results about the Krein systems and functions
P(r,\) can be viewed from that perspective.

It is also quite helpful to introduce the auxiliary dissipative operator. For any
R > 0, consider the operator Dr on L?[0, R] x L?[0, R] given by the differential
system (246) and the boundary conditions:

f2(0) = 0, f1(R) + if2(R) = 0 (260)

The domain of definition for that operator consists in functions from W20, R] x
W12[0, R] satisfying (260). It is an elementary calculation to show that Dg is
dissipative since

m(Drf, f) = 2f2(R)> >0
for all f in the domain of D. This operator has compact resolvent, an integral

operator that can be written explicitly in terms of the solutions to the corresponding
equation. The formula is as follows and can be easily checked

R
(Dr =N f1, f2)f = [ Zg:ﬁ% } /(—le(s,)\)ﬁ(s) + Z11(8,\) f2(s))ds

T
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{ ]/Z””fl s) = Z21(s, A) f2(s))ds
0

where
(yl (7'7 )‘)7 Y2 (7'7 )‘))t = Xa(r, )\)X(Zl(R, A)(1, i)t (261)

and )
(p(T, )‘) U1 (Tv )‘)

Z(r ) =

( ) |: ¢(T7 )\) Y2 (Tv )‘)
Since (y1,y2)* is solution to the Cauchy problem, it always exists. Therefore, the
kernel of resolvent has a pole at point A if and only if

(R, \)
Y(R,N)

Thus, the spectrum of this operator is discrete and coincides with the zeroes of
P(2R, )\). Since the dissipative operator has the spectrum in C¥, this is another,
operator-theoretic explanation to the fact that all zeroes of P(r, A) are in the upper
half-plane. The zeroes of P.(2R, A), on the other hand, are naturally characterized
by the spectrum of the operator D3, adjoint to Dr. The symmetry of zeroes for

P(r,\) and P.(r, \) is now a consequence of a simple fact in operator theory.

One can say even more, infact

0 = det { ; } — ip(R,\) — (R, \) = i exp(—iAR) P(2R, \)

Lemma 13.3. The following representation is true

R
P.(2R,\) = exp | — / [a(s) + ib(s)] exp(2irs)ds | det o <%> (262)
J :

where Do g denotes the operator with a(r) = b(r) = 0. The regularized determinant
is understood as the reqularized determinants of operator I + (QS)R - N)7tQ (see
[68], p. 106).

Proof. A simple calculation shows that the spectrum of Dg p is empty (infact, is
equal to infinity). Therefore, (Df z — A)~! is always well-defined. We have

R
Do =N o f = | ol | [liexp @) +expline) ol
exp(irA) f . .
+ [ i exp(ir\) ] O/[z cos(sA) f1(s) + isin(s)) fa(s)]ds (263)

Simple calculations show that (Df r —A)~'Q € 8% and the regularized determinant
exists.

Then, we use the following trick (see [68], p. 75). Introduce the so-called “cou-
pling constant” p € C and the potentials ), = 1. Then, consider the correspond-
ing functions P, (2R, A, u) and

R

FOu ) = exp | —p / [a(s) + ib(s)] exp(2iAs)ds | deto(I +p(Dj 5 — N)'Q)
0
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It is easy to see that these functions have the same zeroes. That follows from the
properties of regularized determinants and relation between spectrum of @8) g and
zeroes of P,(2R, \) discussed above. For fixed A, the function P.(2R, A, p) is of
exponential type in p. Therefore, it can be factored

Pu(2R, A\, ) = exp(crpt + co) [ (1= i/ pn) exp(pt/ i) (264)

n=1

where the constants cg, ¢; and zeroes pu,, all depend on A. Since P.(2R,\,0) = 1,
we get ¢ = 0. Taking logarithm of both sides in ([264]), and comparing the Taylor
coefficients in front of u, we get

2R R
€1 = /exp(z)\s / ) + ib(s)] exp(2iAs)ds
0 0

On the other hand, for dety, we have the following factorization result (see [6§],
Theorem 9.2, part (a))

deto(I+ u(D5 r — N 'Q) = [T — 1/ pn) exp(pt/ i)

n=1

Comparing these two expansions, we get the statement of the Lemma (take u =
1). O

The determinantal representations are usually very useful in practice. They pro-
vide the natural factorization of entire functions of interest. In case potential A(r) is
small at infinity (say A(y) € LP(RT),p < o0), one can get asymptotical expansion
of any order by using the further regularization of dets involving dets, dety, .. ..
Formulas for the kernel K(z,y) show that it has discontinuity on the diagonal.
Therefore, one could have used the Carleman-Hilbert determinant instead of dets
regularization.

Since we have determinantal formula for P,(2R, A) for finite R, we might hope
to get analogous result for I, (A) in case A(r) € L?(R*) by just taking R — oo.

Theorem 13.2. If A(r) € L*(R"), then (Do — \)71Q € 8% and

I, (A\) = exp —/[a(s) +4b(s)] exp(2iAs)ds | det 2 (%) AeCt  (265)

Here Dy denotes the free Dirac operator, i.e. D with a(r) = b(r) =
Proof. The integral operator (Do — A)~1Q has the following kernel Ko (z,y, \):

_ [ —e?vcos(Ax)[a(y) +ib(y)] €Y cos(Ax)[b(y) — ia(y)]
Ko(z,y,A\) = [ —e™ sin(Az)[a(y) + ib(y)] e sin(Azx)[b(y) — ia(y)] }

ify>a>0and

Koy, \) = [ —ie*[cos(Ay)b(y) + sin(Ay)a(y)] e [sin(Ay)b(y) — cos(Ay)a(y)] ]
T e [cos(Ay)b(y) +sin(Ay)a(y)]  e?[sin(Ay)b(y) — a(y) cos(Ay)]

if 0 <y < . Since A(r) € L?(R*), we have (Dg — \)71Q € 82 for any A € C* and

the regularized determinant exists. Now, fix A € C*. The function IL.(2R, \) —
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I, (A) as R — oo (see Theorem [[T1)). On the other hand, one can easily check
that det o(I + (Df z — A)7'Q) — deto(I + Q(Do — A)~'Q) as well. O

Now, let us study the wave operators for D. The following result establishes a
connection between the stationary and non-stationary scattering approaches.

Theorem 13.3. If a(x),b(x) € L2(R™), then the wave operators

Qif= lim e™Pe"Pof
t—TF oo

exist. The limit is understood in the strong sense, f = (f1, f2)! € [L*(RT)]?.

Proof. The free evolution of Dg is given in Lemma 7.1 from Appendix. It is
actually a shift after some unitary transformations. Since each of the operators
etP e~1Po ig ynitary, it suffices to check the existence of strong limit for vectors
f = (f,0)!, where the scalar function f(z) € C§°(R™"). The existence of strong limit
for vectors with zero as the first coordinate can be proved in the same way. Due to
linearity, that is enough to conclude the convergence for all C§°(R™) vector-valued
functions that give rise to subspace dense in L?(RT) x L?(RT). From Lemma [[7.11]
we have

e—it'Dof:l[ f(x+t)+f(w—t) ]:1[ f(|;v—t|) }

2| —ilf(z—t) = flz +1)) 2| —if(lz—t) |’

where the last formula holds for ¢ large enough because the support of f is finite
(say, in the interval (0, a)). Consider the function

e’L

iax | 0
900 = & / F(lz — (e, Ndz — i / F(lz — t)(a, N)da
0 0

To prove Theorem [[3.3] it suffices to show that the limit of ¥(¢, ) in L?2°(R) exists
as t — oco. The following relations are true

el

i F ‘
5 /f(|;v—t|)emp(2x,A)dx: %/f(|s|)e_“\SP*(2t+25,)\)ds
0 —a

I(t, ) =

s !’

:1/ /f(|T|)6_MTdT P*(2t+257)\)d3:P*(2t—|—QQ,A)O/f(T)COS()\T)dT

—a —a

+/A(2t+2s)P(2t+2s,A)/f(|T|)e—MTdes.

Since f(z) is smooth,

C

NotEm (266)

/ F(lr)emrdr| <

Due to Lemma and Theorem [[T.1],

a

P, (2t + 2a, \) / f(r)cos(Ar)dT — T4 (\ +i0)xge(N) / f(r)cos(Ar)dr, (267)
0 0
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where the possible singular component of do is supported on the Borel set F, and
xge is the characteristic function of the complement to E. The convergence is
understood in L?27(R) sense. Here we also used Remark after the Lemma
Generalized Minkowski inequality and (266) yield

a

/A(2t+2s)P(2t+2s,A)/f(|T|)e—MTdnzs

a 2,0

1/2

a oo P 2
<C /|A(2t+25)|ds sup Mdo

>0 A2 +1
The second factor is bounded due to Lemma B8 Function A(z) € L%(R"), there-
fore the first factor tends to 0 as t — oo. g

Remark. We not only proved the existence of the wave operators, but also
deduced the formula for them, the right-hand side of ([267)). Notice that this map is
isometry. Part of the arguments above are well-known in the theory of polynomials
orthogonal on the unit circle [26] 66].

Very interesting effect can be observed in the case do €(Szegd), and A(r) — 0 at
infinity in some sense (say, A(r) € LP(R"),p < co). As was discussed before (see the
paragraph after Theorem[8.2), the limit P, (r,, \) is not necessarily uniquely defined
and might depend upon the choice of the subsequence r, — oco. One can easily
show that the proof of the Theorem above can be adjusted to this situation with
the exception that the limit lim,, _,, e*»Pe~*»Po depends upon the choice of time
sequence t, and the limiting operators will actually differ only by the unimodular
factor. However, due to Lemma [B.6] this phenomena cannot be observed for real-
valued A(r) (i.e. when b(r) =0).

At this point, we need to mention that in OPUC theory, the free CMV matrix is
unitarily equivalent to the shift in #2(Z) space. Infact, the same is true about the
evolution for free Dirac operator. Indeed, consider the following operator

- 1[i -1] -~ —io- 0
— 71 - - d
Dy =2 Doz,z_ﬁ[l _J,DO_ Ty

The new domain of definition is [H!(RT)]? with additional condition f1(0) = i f2(0).
Now, if one maps the Hilbert space f = (f1, f2)! € [L?(RT)]? to L*(R) by

x>0
x <0

10— g0 ={ B0

then the operator D happens to be unitarily equivalent to the selfadjoint operator

d
Lo = —id— on L?(R) with domain of definition H'(R). Its free evolution is just the
x

shift: exp(itLo)g(z) = g(x +t),t € R. Since we performed only the unitary trans-
formations, the evolution exp(itDg) (see Lemma [I711] in Appendix) is unitarily
equivalent to the shift in L?(R). Notice that potential is transformed to

0 24(2r)

z7'Qz = 24(2r) 0

(268)
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The unitary transformation of [L2(R1)]? to R will result in nonlocal perturbation
of Lol

.dg  ~
[Lg](z) = —i + A(2)[8g](2)
where Hermitian function A(z) and operator 8 are given by

Az) = z{ ;jf_(;g izg ,89(x) = g(—x)

The analysis of £ is non-trivial (rather than in the case 8 = I) and is equivalent
to analysis of the original Dirac operator D or Krein system. Notice that in the
Fourier space, this operator can be formally written as

SAF(N) + / VO + ) f(t)dt

with real-valued V/(A) being the Fourier transform of A(z). The analysis we have
done before implies the corresponding properties of this operator.

Let us consider the scattering problem for Dirac operator and relate scattering
parameters to the parameters of the corresponding Krein system. Consider, for
simplicity, operator D with finitely supported coefficients a and b. Then, there
is the so-called Jost solution F(r,\) : DF = AF defined by the asymptotics at
infinity: F(r,\) = (f1(r, ), f2(r, \)t = exp(iAr)(i, 1)t for r large enough. Let us
introduce the scattering data for the Dirac operator:

Aa(A) = (f2(0,2) = if1(0,1))/2, Ba(A) = (f2(0,A) +if1(0, ))/2,
Ta(N) = A7 (N), Ra(N) = Ba(N)/Aa(N)
Coefficient Ty()\) is called the transmission coefficient, R;()) is the reflection coef-
ficient, f2(0,\) is Jost function. These notations are quite natural. If one extends
a and b to the negative half-line as zero, then
F(r,\) = Ag(X\) exp(idr) (i, 1)" + Bg(\) exp(—iAr)(—i,1)", 7 <0,
or
Ta(N)F(r,\) = exp(idr) (i, 1) + Ra()\) exp(—iAr)(—i, 1)*,r <0,
Lemma 13.4. The following relations are true
Ad()\) = Ql(/\)v Bd()\) = %(/\)7 Rd(/\) = f()\)a f2(05 /\) = Ha(/\)v
1 1

TSV TPV R 1209
f(A)— Schur function of the Krein system, functions 2A(X), B(A),IIy(X) are taken
from consideration of A(r) € L2(R") or A(r) € L*(R™) cases.

74(N)

Proof. The proof is a straightforward calculation. (|

The last formula in (269) is of great importance. It gives a factorization of the
spectral measure density via some function analytic in the upper half-plain. Formu-
las of that sort have analogs in the scattering problems for some PDE [19, [18]. The
equivalence of reflection coefficient from the scattering theory of quantum mechan-
ics and Schur function is a remarkable fact, which, perhaps, was not completely
understood and used by both mathematical physicists and analysts.
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The general spectral theory allows to get new natural interpretation for various
quantities considered before. One example is provided by the following Lemma.

Lemma 13.5. For any \g € CT, the operator Im(D — \g)~! has matriz-valued
kernel G(x,y, o) and

T 1P.(2r \)|2

21111)\0 |)\_)\0|2

do(A\) = Tr G(r,r, Ao)

— 00

Proof. The spectral representation for the resolvent yields (see ([259)

[ 1 [ el oo N P
/A—Ao[w(x,A><p(y,A) D (g n) | 0aN) = (D= 20) " (z,y) (270)

Therefore,
T Im /\0
Tr Im G(z,y, Ao) = EESHE le(@, Ny, A) + ¥z, MY (y, )] doa(X)
Now, the Lemma is straightforward. O

This Lemma allows to control the integral

[ IP.(r )2

A2 +1 do(3)

— 00

by using the standard tools of, say, perturbation theory. In particular, if A — 0 in
some sense, then this integral tends to 1/2, the value for unperturbed case.
Recall that the CMV matrix corresponding to Verblunsky coefficients a,, is

* x x 0 0
* % x 0 0 A 0
0 * * x x 0 A
C=10 % * * = = 1

0 0 0 * = :

A, = Q2kpP2k—1 —A2k02k—1  G2k+1P2k P2k+1P2k
P2kP2k—1  —P2k02k—1 —a2k+102k —P2k+102k

A, — [C_lo ai1po Plpo}

0o = _

po —aiap —p1ao

and pi = (1 —|ag|?>)*/2. To show how CMV matrix corresponds to Dirac operators,
we prefer to write it in the equivalent way (by introducing two Hilbert spaces ¢2(Z%)

corresponding to even and odd indices):

Ci1 Cr2
e =
{ Co1 Coo ]
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with
[ agp PoP1 0 0 o] [ Poa1 0 0 0 0
0 —aias P203 0 ce p1a2  p2a3 0 0 0
0 0 —asaq  paps 0  psas paas O O
Cu=1| o 0 0 * ;o Ca=1| ¢ 0 psag * O
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 * %
[ Po —pP1ao 0 0 v i [ —apay 0 0 0
0 —p20a1 —pP3a2 0 e P1P2 70,26_143 0 0
0 0 —paaz  —pPsaq4 ... 0 p3ps  —agas O
Can=1| 0o 0 0 x ... |,C2= 0 0 psag  *
0 0 0 0 . 0 0 0 *

It is well known that the formal discretization of the continuous Schrédinger
operator produces a discrete Schrodinger operator, a particular case of the Jacobi
matrix. For the Dirac operator, the situation is a little bit different because it
is self-adjoint and the CMV matrix (an analog of Jacobi matrix in this case) is
unitary. Notice that D is unitarily equivalent to

d -
_ i _2iA(2r) ,
D=uDu ! = dr d , uzi[ 1 ' } (271)
20A2r) i V2 -t
.

with an appropriate boundary condition at zero. Conjugating D by the matrix

[i o0
Tlo -1

we get that 7=1Dr has the same diagonal but the off-diagonal elements have the
form (268)). Consider the following formal discretization of D

~ [ =i (L-1) =2iA(2r,)
D= [ 2A(2r,) ik Y(I - R) }

where R is the right shift, L — the left shift. Then, consider
A L 2hA(2ry,)
[+ ihDn = [ —ohA(2r,) R }

Taking the Verblunsky coefficients {a,(ch)} : ag:l) = O,ag:l)_l = 2hA(2r,), we get
I 4+ ihDyp = CMV + o(h). Thus, formally, CMV matrices and discretization of

Dirac operators are related via this very simple identity. Since L — I and I — R are
of order h when acted on smooth functions, we could also say that

exp (ih@h) - { —2hj(2rn) 2hA§z2Tn) ] +o(h)

We do not pursue the goal of making any accurate statements regarding these
discretizations but that can be done.
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Remarks and historical notes. The one-to-one correspondence between
Krein systems and Dirac operators was discovered by M.G. Krein in his semi-
nal paper [44]. Unfortunately, no proofs were given. The determinantal formulas
obtained in this section are new to the best of our knowledge. In the meantime,
analogous results for differential equations were obtained earlier (e.g. [38]). These
ideas were also used quite recently [41]. If a(z),b(z) € L*(RT), the existence of
wave operators follows from trace-class perturbation argument [59]. In the case
a(z),b(x) € LP(R1), 1 < p < 2, the wave operators were studied by Christ and
Kiselev [10]. The analysis was based on establishing the asymptotics of generalized
eigenfunctions (essentially, asymptotics of P, (r,\)) for Lebesgue almost any value
of \. If p > 2, one can use results from [43] to construct examples with no abso-
lutely continuous spectrum. Thus in this case the wave operators might not exist
at all. The proof of Theorem is taken from [I7]. Independently, Barry Simon
obtained analogous results for CMV matrices in the Szegd case.
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14. SCHRODINGER OPERATORS

Let us consider Dirac operator (246) with b(r) = 0 and absolutely continuous
a(r). For the corresponding Krein system, we have A(r) € R and from Lemma [T.4]
we learn that H(x) is real and continuous on R, the measure do is even. Operator

D takes form
_ 0 d/dr —a
b= [ —d/dr —a 0 ]

It has the following domain of definition {f1(r), f2(r) € L*(R*) x L*(RT)}, fi(2) are
absolutely continuous, f — afa, fi +afi € L>(RT), f2(0) = 0. Consider operator

<[ 4]

0 Hs
where
2
3=~ b g 0 +a(0)f1(0) =0
2
J’CQZ—W—FQQ, fQ(O)ZO (272)

and potentials are

2 / 2 /
G1=a —a,qgp=a+a

Obviously, H; and Hs are different only by the order in factorization: H; =
0*0, Ha = 00*, where O = —d/dr — a is formal differential expression.
The following is true

d2

—d—ﬁ +ap = N 90,3) =1,¢(0,1) = —a(0)p(0,))
d2
—d—rf +q = A, ¥(0,0) =0,9'(0,\) = A

That means ¢ and v are generalized eigenfunctions for H; and Hs, respectively.
Since D(p(r,0),1(r,0))" = 0, we get (compare with Lemma [5])

T

Y(r,0) = 0,¢p(r,0) = exp —/a(t)dt (273)

0

Definition 1.5. The non-decreasing function p(;)(E) is called a spectral mea-
sure for the general Schrédinger operator 31 = —d?/dr? + q with mixed boundary
condition f/(0) = hf(0) if the following is true. For any f(r) € L*(RT), we have

2

J1s@Par= [ | [ s6rea) | dpoyE)
0 —oo |0

where @p,)(r, E) is the generalized eigenfunction, i.e. for any £ € R

— 9y T a2y = Eemys om0, E) = 1,9(;,)(0, E) = h (274)

If h = 0, we get the Neumann boundary condition.
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Definition 14.1. The non-decreasing function p()(E) is called a spectral measure
for the general Schrodinger operator Hy with the Dirichlet boundary condition if
the following is true. For any f(r) € L*(RT), we have

2

7|f(7°)|2d7°= /OO /Oof(f“)@(oo)(ra E)dr| dp (o) (E)
0 —oo |0

where ¢()(r, E) is the generalized eigenfunction, i.e.

~P(s0) T 4P(00) = EP(0)s #(00)(0, E) = 0,0(y(0, E) =1

The spectral measure for the Schrodinger operator with locally integrable po-
tential always exists. But it is not necessarily unique [56], [49].

One can use Lemma [I31] to prove the following Theorem. We consider the
usual normalization of the measure do by saying that the function ¢ is odd and
o(A) =(e(A=0)+ a(A+0))/2.

Theorem 14.1. If py(3) are spectral measures for the operators 3, (), then

o\
a 2U
O RO 4J5d<& 220 o)
0, A<O0

Proof. Indeed, take any function f(z) € L*(RT). Let f(—z) = f(z),z > 0 and
consider f(z) on the whole line. We have

o0 o0

[WH@%:/emAﬁmezz/w@AV@Mx

—o00 0

Therefore, the first formula of 278) is straightforward due to Lemma I3l To get
an expression for pa(\), one should take the odd continuation of function f(z). O

Notice that both py(2)(A) are constants for A < 0. That means H;(y) are both
nonnegative operators. That is not surprising since D? > 0 and D? is decoupled
into the direct sum of H; and H3. Formula for p2(A) shows that not only p2(X)
has no jump at 0 (no zero eigenvalue for Hs), but also it decays at 0 in a certain
way.

Consider the so-called “free” case, i.e. a(r) = 0. Then, A(r) =0, do = d\/(27),
@ = q = 0, o(x,\) = sin(Az), ¥(x,\) = cos(Ax). Moreover, p1(\) = 2A/2/x
on R is the standard spectral measure for the free Schrédinger operator on RT
with the Neumann boundary condition and pa(\) = 2A%/2/(37) on R* is the spec-
tral measure for the free Schrédinger operator on RT with the Dirichlet boundary
condition.

Let us assume we are given nonnegative self-adjoint Schrodinger operator Hjp, =
—d?/dr?+q with mixed boundary condition f’(0) = hf(0) at zero and ¢ € L] .(RT).
Denote its spectral measure by dpp,(F). Then, there is the unique Dirac operator
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and Krein system that generate this Schrédinger operator in a way described above.
Indeed, define the functions
Y'(r)
alr) = — ,A'f‘ =a(r/2)/2 276
(1) == A = alr/2)/ (276)
where t(r) is solution to the equation —¢"” + ¢ = 0, ¥'(0) = h, ¥(0) = 1. We
have v (r) € LL (RT) and ¢(r) > 0 by the oscillation theory for Sturm-Liouville

operators ([77], p. 218). Therefore, a(r) is absolutely continuous on Rt and a(r)
satisfies the Riccati equation

g=a*—ad (277)

Let A(r) = a(r/2)/2. Notice that A(r) is absolutely continuous. Krein system with
coefficient A(r) generates Hp,. Let us assume that there are two different 4, (r) and
As(r) that generate the same Hj. Then, due to Theorem [[4.1] measures o7 and o9
of these Krein systems are the same. Then, A; = Ay. Notice that A(0) = —h/2.
Thus, we proved

Lemma 14.1. The operator Hy, is generated by the Krein systems if and only if
Hp, is nonnegative. The Krein system is unique and A(r) is given by (276).

In general, Riccati equation [2717) has many solutions. For instance, if ¢ = 0,
the general solution is given by

an(r) = —h(1+7h)"1 h >0 (278)

But ap(0) = —h so they can be all distinguished by the value at zero. If one
considers ¢ = 0 and boundary condition f’(0) = hf(0), then the corresponding
operator is nonnegative for A > 0 only. In this case, ¥(r) = hr + 1 and the formula
[276) gives exactly ap(r).

The case of a Dirichlet boundary conditions is a bit subtle. Consider positive
Hoo = —d?/dr?+q with Dirichlet boundary condition at zero and locally summable
potential g. The problem here is that we don’t know a(0), the initial condition for
solving Riccati equation

q=a’+d

Interestingly enough, we might have many Krein systems that correspond to the
same Schrodinger operator Ho. For instance, all Ap(r) = —ap(r/2)/2 (formula
[278)) generate the same Schrodinger operator with Dirichlet boundary condition
and ¢ = 0. Different Ay have different oj,. Due to ([278]), these measures are different
by the jump at zero only. Let us consider o(\) = gg(\) + hO(N)/2, where §(\) is
Heaviside function, h/2 > 0 is the jump at zero. Then, the corresponding H () =
h/2 for all z. Given any r > 0, solution of equation ([BH) is I'r(s,t) = h(2 + hr)~1L.
Then, A(r) = h(2+ hr)~1 = Ap(r).

Thus, the natural questions are when is H., generated by Krein system and how
to describe all Krein systems that give rise to Hoo?

Lemma 14.2. The operator Hoo is generated by some Krein system if and only if
there is some ¥(r) > 0 for r > 0 such that —¢" 4+ qp = 0. Moreover, if A(r) is
coefficient of Krein systems generating Hoo, then

A(r) = a(r/2)/2, where ao(r) = (279)

with some ¥(r) satisfying the properties given above.
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Proof. If there is some positive 1(r) satisfying equation, then the Krein system can
be easily constructed by letting

= 1/1/(7“) r)=alr

Conversely, assume that there is at least one A(r) generating H,. Then, the dual
system with coefficient — A(r) will generate Dirac operator D_. Let ¢_(r, \), ¥ (1, \)
be the corresponding generalized eigenfunctions. Then, ([273)) yields

a(r) = ¢"(r,0)/¢-(r,0), A(r) = a(r/2)/2
and ¢(r,0) satisfies —¢"(r,0) + q(r)p(r,0) = 0. O

There are several different ways to reformulate this criteria. For instance, solu-
tion v (r,0) mentioned above exists if and only if the corresponding operator with
the boundary condition f/(0) = hof(0) is non-negative for some hg. Notice that if
that is true for hg, then it must be true for any h > hg. One can also easily state
this criteria in terms of the spectral measure ps. If o, obtained from the formula
[@73), generates a Krein systems, then this Krein system generates Ho.

In view of these two Lemmas, one can suggest the following reduction of Schrodinger
operator to the Krein system. Let H; be any Schrodinger operator bounded from
below. Add large positive number v to Hp so that it becomes strictly positive.
This transformation simply moves the spectrum to the right and does not change
the spectral types. For Hp, + v, the Lemma [[4.1] is applicable. For H., the algo-
rithm is the same but one has to apply Lemma [T4.2

Now, let us briefly discuss the solution to the inverse problem for Shrodinger
operators. For H; bounded from below, the problem can be reduced to the inverse
problem for Krein system which we know how to solve (just follow the construc-
tion in the first Sections). Assume that we are given the spectral measure p of
Schrédinger operator H bounded from below. Assume also that the potential ¢ we
want to find is continuous. Then, the asymptotics of p at infinity [49] is

p(\) = 2X%2/(3m) + 6(A/?), for the Dirichlet b.c.
p(N) = 2\Y2/1 — h 4+ 5(1), for mixed b.c. f(0) = hf(0)

From this asymptotics, we can find the corresponding boundary condition and apply
one of the algorithms discussed above to find measure o for one of the Krein systems,
generating H. Once o is known, we can find A, then a, and, finally, ¢q. Notice
also that this method gives a one-to-one correspondence between all Schrodinger
operators, bounded from below, and spectral measures that yield accelerant: H €
C™FTL(R™T) iff the potential ¢ € C™(R™T), m is an integer. An accelerant H is a.c.
on RT iff g € L] (RT).

There is a direct way of solving the inverse spectral problem for Schrodinger
operators. This method is due to Gelfand and Levitan [25]. Let us discuss this
method and compare it to Krein’s approach. Consider the operator (274)) with a
continuous potential. Assume that its spectral measure p(p) is given. Define

o pmyN) =2X2 /7, A >0
B = { Py (N), A<0
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and
n

F(z) = lim cos(AY2x)dB(N), >0
n—r oo
It turns out that the limit exists and F(z) is continuously differentiable in z. Con-
sider
Flz+y)+F(x—y)
2

F(xvy) =

and an integral equation
K(o)+ Flog)+ [ K@oF@pit =0, 0<y<s<oc  (250)
0
One can prove that the solution K(z,y) exists and is unique. Then, the following
relations solve the inverse problem.
d

Now, let us make an assumption that the operator H is nonnegative. Then, we
can find the unique Krein system that generates H. Take o()\) = p(A\?)/4. For an
accelerant, we have the formal representation

Hw) = [ cose)d(o(3) = 3/(2m)) = 5 [ cos(yad (plu) — 202 /m) = F(a)/2
e 0

One can check that
— K(2,y) = T2:(z +9,0) + Paw (z — 9, 0) (282)
Indeed, from (B4]), we have the following identities

Fzz(x—ky,())—!—/H(y—u)Fgm(a:—l—u,O)du—F/H(y+u)F21(x—u,O)du:H(:z:—l—y)
0 0

I‘gm(x—y,O)—i—/H(—y—u)l"gw(:ﬂ—l—u,O)du—i—/H(u—y)l"gw(x—u,O)du=H(:C—y)
0 0

Since A(r) is real-valued, H(x) is a real-valued, even function. So, by adding the
last two formulas, we get

T2z (2+y, 0)+ 20 (z—y, 0)]"’/ [(H(y —u) + H(y + u)] [[22(z — u,0) + T2z (2 + u,0)] du =
0
=Hx+y)+H(x—vy)
Therefore, we have [282), and K(z,z) = —[['2:(2z,0) + ['2;(0,0)]. Taking the
derivative, we obtain

QdiK(:C, x) = 2(—A'(2z) +24%(22)) = a®> —d = ¢
T

and

£'(0)/£(0) = —a(0) = —24(0) = K(0,0)
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Thus, Krein’s approach gives the same answer and these two methods are essentially
identical. The difference is that imposing condition on (280) to have the unique
solution is weaker than saying that F'(x)/2 is an accelerant. That allowed authors
of [25] to deal with a more general situation. Notice that the inverse problem for
the Krein system is in fact the problem of the factorization for integral operators.
Indeed, given measure o, we construct the accelerant. For any r > 0, operator
1+ H, > 0. Therefore, I'.(x,y) exists. To find it, we need to factorize (1 + H, ) .
Once we do that, A(r) =T,.(0,r) = =V,(0,r) by (3.

Let us consider the scattering theory for Schrédinger operator Ho defined by
[@72). We assume that a has a compact support that belongs to, say, [0, R]. That
means potential g2 has a compact support too. Consider the Jost solution F(r, \) :
HoF = A\2F defined by its asymptotics at infinity: F(r,\) = exp(i\r),r > R. Let
us introduce the scattering data

As(A) = (F'(0,A) +3iAF(0,)))/(2iN), Bs(\) = (iAF(0,\) — F'(0,))/(2i\),

Ts(N) = AS()‘)_lv Rs(\) = Bs(N)/As(N)

Function F(0, ) is called the Jost function for Schrodinger operator. The next
Lemma relates scattering and spectral data for Schrédinger operator with Dirichlet
boundary conditions to the corresponding parameters of Krein system. One should
remember that we deal not with arbitrary Schrédinger but with the one generated
by Krein system with compactly supported absolutely continuous coefficient.
Lemma 14.3. The following relations hold true
a(0)(A(N) +B(N) a(0)(AN) +B(N))
2iA 2iA ’

As(N) = A(N) +

__a(0)(1 +§(N))?
2ix+ a(0)(1 + F(N))’

Rs(A) = ()

1 1
LB /N = = =20'(\
PO = ra e ~ e~ 27
Proof. The proof is a direct corollary from Lemma [[3.4]1 Notice that if a(0) = 0,
the data coincide with main parameters in Krein system. (Il

Simple calculations show that |As(A\)]? = 1+ |Bs(\)[? if A € R\{0}. That follows
from the identity | 2A(A)[? = 1+ |2B(\)|? which holds for any A € R. These formulas
also show that the analytical properties of As(A) and R4(\) are worse than of the
analogous functions for Dirac operator or Krein system. For instance, A5(\) has
pole at zero iff a(0) # 0. Moreover,

II(A) [a(0)
As(\) = 5 {M +1+FQ4
where F(X) = II(A\)II-1()\) is Weyl-Titchmarsh function for Krein system. Thus,
we see that Ag(\) might also have zeroes in CT. These zeroes must be purely
imaginary. Indeed, if Ao is such a zero, then A3 is eigenvalue for the Schrédinger
operator considered on the whole line, a selfadjoint operator. Therefore, A3 < 0
and Ao is purely imaginary.

Remarks and historical notes.
For the first time, the inverse spectral problem for the Schrodinger operator was
solved by Gelfand and Levitan [25]. Their approach is applicable to any operator,
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not necessarily bounded from below. In the recent paper [67], Simon essentially
introduced an “accelerant” directly for the Schrodinger operator. Different factor-
izations of Schrodinger operators and applications were discussed in many papers
(see, for instance, [13]). These methods allow one to insert eigenvalues below the
essential spectrum, for instance.
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15. SCATTERING THEORY FOR KREIN SYSTEMS

In this section, we will consider the scattering theory for Krein systems and Dirac
operators from slightly different perspective. The strategy is close to what is best
known as approach by Marchenko and Agranovich to solution of inverse scattering
problem for Sturm-Liouville operators [2]. We will try to emphasize the algebraic
aspect of this argument, i.e. why Hankel operators appear and how their inversion
is related to scattering data. Let us start with Krein systems. For simplicity,
assume that the coefficient A(r) is finitely supported within, say, interval [0, R] and
is continuous on this interval. Then, clearly, there is a unique solution X (r, A)
such that Xg.(r,\) = Xo(r, A), if » > R where

eikr 0
0 1 ]

is the fundamental solution for A(r) = 0. This solution Xg(r, A) is normalized at
infinity by its asymptotical behavior. We will study this solution and the scattering
data it defines. Then, we will find its relation to spectral data and show how to
solve an inverse scattering problem. This construction will be valid for more general
case A(r) € L*(R"). In the meantime, let us assume first that A(r) is compactly
supported and do some preliminary calculations. Clearly, if X is given by its value
at 7 = R (i.e., Xsc(R) = Xo(R)), we might try to study it by solving the Krein
system backwards, from R to 0. That is equivalent to dealing with “mirrored”
coefficient A (r) = A(R —r) - xjo,r)(r). Therefore, we can study the following
problem: consider the Krein system with coefficient A;(r), it will be later taken
equal to —AT) (1) but so far it is an arbitrary function with support within [0, R].
For this A;(r), consider the following solution
efi)\R 0
v =x| " 1]

where X is the fundamental solution for A;(r) normalized by X (0) = I. Notice
that

Xo(r, ) = [

X1(r,\) =Y (R—r,—)\) (283)
satisfies the following properties: Xi(r,\) = o ay X1 (r,A) and X1(R,\) =
) 1

Xo(R,A). Thus, X;(r,\) is the scattering solution for —AgR) and so if one wants
to study the scattering problem for A(r), we just need to study Y (r) associated to
Ay (r) = =AU (1) and then use the formula (283).

Now, let us start with obtaining the formulas for elements of the matrix Y (r, A).
To simplify the calculations, take

V) — Y () [ ei)\(ng) (1) } X [ e*(;’Ar (1) ]

We haveE

N e oy
Yi(r,A) = { BN A
Let us write the following identity which follows from (08

(284)

A(r, \) —eTB(r, \) ] g
—eTATB(r, \) A(r, A)

Yi(r,A) - [

41n the calculations below we assume that ) is real.
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or

Yi(r ) - [ ST%A) o ] _

where s,.(\) = —e~ "B (r, \) A~ (r, \). Let

[ —iAs (r) (r)
Yi(r,\) = I+ / K<T><s,o>[eo e ]ds,m”(s,o)—lKl Es’m K Es’m

A7 (r, ) 0
0 AmN

= /Cr(x)ei’\wdx,sr()\) = —/CT(:E—H“)eMdeC,Jr(iU) = —Cr(r—z)xp,n ()

-Tr
Subtract the identity matrix from both sides of ([285]), take adjoint of the matrices
on both sides, and act by the operator

P+ 0
0o P_
from the left. We recall that P are projections from L?(R) onto H*(R) and H2(R).
Then, we have the following integral equation for matrix K ) (z,0), z € [0, 00)

A SR B S L (256)

/er—ku u)du
0

is acting in L?(R*). Notice that K (") (x,0) = 0 if > r. Consider an operator K"

in [L?(R™)]? such that
0§ (r)*y —
[I+[9T ; ”(I+J< ) =1

Operator G, is contractive Hankel operator since B(r, A)/ 2((r, A) is analytic contrac-
tion. Therefore, K, exists, is self-adjoint, and has matrix-valued kernel K (T)(x,y)
such that K (z,0) is exactly the solution of ([@88). Now, let us compare these
equations for different r € [0, R]. Notice that B(R, A)/ A(R, \) is the Schur func-
tion for Ap(r). Denote

C(z) = Cr(z),J(z) = —C(R — ) - X[0,r)(¥) (287)

As it follows from ([I72) and (I73), we have C,(x) = C(xz) for x € [0,7]. There-
fore,

and an operator

Jo(x) =J(x+ (R—1)) (288)
and K (x,0) can be obtained by inverting the matrix-valued Hankel operator. On
the other hand, it can be expressed through kernels I', T by formula ([284). We then
have

. 1| I'v(x,0)+
K()(x’o):_§ FrEx,ri_

~(z,0) Ty(r,z)—
(z,r) T.(0,2)+

~(r, @)

r
I'.(0,2)

r
T

—_
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Theis formula allows to find A, (r) as off-diagonal elements in the matrix

1 [ 1,(0,0) + T',(0,0) 24, () ]

K(0,0) = -3 24, (r) T,(0,0) +T'(0,0)

2
Now, we are ready to translate these calculations to the original setting for coef-
ficient A(r). Take A;(r) = —AU9(r) and then use the formula [@283). We then
have

Xee(r,A) = Yi(R—1,—)) 0 e e /27 (r, \)
sc\’> — 11 ) 0 ef’i)\T/Q - !
For Z(r, \f1
iAr/2 e i\
AT 0 ., ers
Z(T7 )‘) = |: 0 eer/Q ] + / K(R )(S - T‘/Q,O) |: 0 e—irs ] ds
r/2
ei)\r/Q 0 I , eiAs 0

= |: 0 efi)\r/Q :| + / L( /2)(S,T/2) |: 0 efi)\s :| ds

r/2

where L/?) (z,y) = KE=")(x —r/2,y —r/2); x,y > r/2 satisfies

r 0 Jr_r(x+u—r ”
! /2)(%?}) +/ [ Jp—r(x+u—r) el 0 ) }L( /2)(U7y)du
r/2
0 Jrr(x+y—71) | ..
+ { Trr(z +y—1) 0 =0; z,y>r/2

Now, let us obtain the formula for Jg_,(x +y —r). Notice that the Schur function
for the coefficient A;(r) = —AW)(r) is equal to —B(R, —\)/2A*(R, —\) (Lemma
o). If

%(Rv )‘) _ / D(IE)GMdeE

A(R,)N) R
then Jp_r(z+y—1r) = D(z+y) by @817) and (IMIE Therefore, L/?)(z, ) is an
integral kernel of the operator £("/2) in [LQ[T/2, +oo)]2 given by

0 D
r/2 (r/2)y —
[H[% : Hmc =1

and

(D.2)@) = [ Dl +u)flu)d
r/2
Since |B(R,\)/A(R,N)| < 1, || D,|| < 1 for any p > 0. Therefore,

0 D*
I r/2
Lo, %]
is invertible. Also, D,/ = 0if r > R so £/2) =0 for r > R.

5The motivation to introduce Z(r, ) comes from the fact that it is the scattering solution for
Dirac operator, that will be made clear later.
6Notice also that D(z) = 0 for z > R.
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Now, we want to take R — oco. For this, we need some regularity at infinity, just
like we needed regularity of, say accelerant near zero in the previous constructions.
The simplest and quite natural class of functions to consider is L*(R*) N Co(RT).

Theorem 15.1. Let A(r) € LY(RT) N Co(RT) be the coefficient in Krein's system.
Then, there exists the scattering solution Xgc(r,\) such that

Xee(r, A) = Xo(r, A) + o(1) (289)

as A € R,r — oco. This solution can be obtained as follows

. ei)\r/Q 0 i eirs
Xsc(rv >\) = eZAT/2Z(Ta A)v Z(Ta A) = |: e—i)\r/Q :| +/ L(T/Z)(Sa T/2) |: e—i)\s

0 0

r/2

where LU/ (x,5);x,y > /2 is the kernel of the operator £L(7/?)

(r/2)y = = 0 Dy )= [ z+u) f(u
[T+ 0a (142 =1 D= | ) (f]wamm>—/D<+v<m
r/2
and D(zx) is given by
= M = i z)e™dz, D(x !
g“*“”wsﬁ/p” dr, D(x) € L' (B) N Co(R)
The coefficient A(r) can be found from the following identity
A(r) = Ly (r/2,0/2) (200)

Proof. As it follows from the section on the Baxter Theorem, Levy-Wiener The-
orem, and Lemma D(z) € LYR') N Cy(RT). Also, D, is contraction in
L?[p,00). By the general theory of Hankel operators, D, is compact in any of
LP[p,x),00 > p > 1 and any eigenvalue in L'[p,00) is also an eigenvalue in
L?[p,00). This is because D(z) € L>(R). In particular, that means I + D, is
invertible in L'[p, 00) and, therefore, L") (z,p) € L'[p,00) N Co(R*). Moreover,
| LP) (x, P)llL1(p,00) — 0 as p — oo which can be checked by simple iterations. Thus,
Xse(r, A) is well-defined and satisfies (289). Now, let us show that it is actually a
solution.

Consider R- any positive number and let Ar(r) = A(r) - xjo,g)(r). It has finite
support and therefore the statement of the Theorem follows from the calculations
given above. If Dg(z) is the corresponding function, then ||Dgr(z) — D(z)|; — 0
as R — oo. That follows from the proof of Baxter’s Theorem. Consequently,
Lg)(:v, r) — L) (2,7) and XEB(r,\) = X (r,\) as R — oo and r is fixed. On the
other hand,

XEr,\) = X(r, )XY (R, \)Xo(R,\),r € [0, R]

Then,
— AR, N —B(R, N\
Xﬁ(r,A)—X(r,A)[ C®B(R) AR } € [0, R]
For fixed r, o
xEen - xen | S0 |
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as R — oo. Therefore,

AR =B

K, \) =X (r, A it
Consequently, Xqc(r, A) is a solution. Relation (290) is true for truncated A(r) and
therefore holds after taking R — oo. O

Notice that
AN =B
Xsc(0,0) = 7
O I

This matrix can be regarded as scattering data for Krein’s system. On the other
hand, function D(x) can also be regarded as scattering data. What is the relation
between these functions? If f(A) or B()\) are given, then |A(\)| can be found from
[AN)[72 =1 = |f(N)|? or [A(N)]?2 = 1 + |B(N)[?, respectively. Then, 2A(A) can
be found from |2A(X)| because it is outer. Function B(X) can be obtained from
B(A) = f(A) A(N) and D(z) may be recovered by taking inverse Fourier transform

of B(N)/2A(N). The converse result can be obtained from the following calculations
which is in the core of the method. Assume that A(r) € L*(R™"). Then,

AN —BOY } [ 1 g ] 2Ty o (291)
—B) AW g(A) 1 0 AW
All elements in the matrices are from the Wiener algebra. Let
AN =1+ /a(z)ei)‘zdx,%(/\) = /ﬂ(z)e”‘zdaz
0 0
Writing down the integral equation for coefficients and taking suitable projections,
we get
L =D 1[a() B() | _[ 0 D)
o ) 0o 22

where D is the corresponding Hankel operator. Of course, this equation can be
used to find B(A) and A(N). Consequently, if D(z) is generated by Krein system,
then it defines this system uniquely. The converse is also true.

Theorem 15.2. Assume that D(x) is a given function from L*(RT) N Co(RT).
If the Hankel operator D is contraction in L*(RY), then there is a unique Krein
system that generates this D(z). Moreover, the coefficient A(r) € LY(RT)NCy(RT).
Conversely, any A(r) € LY(RT) N Cy(RT) generates D(x) with these properties.

Proof. The second part follows from the arguments given above. Now, let us start
with D(z). Consider @91). Let 2A\) = 1+ ¢(A), g(\) = g1(A) +Fo(N), A (\) =
L4+ 9(A), where ¢(N), g1(2)(A), ¥(A) € Wi (R). Then, 29I)) is equivalent to the
algebraic system
¢=1+B(g1+7),B=01+7+ (91 +7)

That can be rewritten as a system for ¢ and 9B:

¢ =P (Bg1), B = g1+ P (dg1) (293)
with two more equations

P (b
92__%21),1/1_—%92—?#%@) (294)
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that determine go and 1 consecutively. The system ([293)) is equivalent to (292)).
Since D is contraction, ([292) has the unique solution. Now, that ¢ and 9 are found,
g2 and 9 can be found by ([294). Notice carefully that we do not know yet that
®(A) + 1 is indeed an inverse to 1+ ¢(\). It will be clear in a second. We have

Lemma 15.1. Matrix

obtained in this way is J-unitary.
Proof. We only need to show that |2A|?> =1+ |5 |, The following is true
(AP =1+[B[* & ¢p+é = | B[ ~|¢]* & 6 = P B ~[¢]*) & ¢ = P+(BB—¢9)

Plug in the expressions for B and ¢ from (293)) into the last formula. Thus we just
need to check that

¢ =P (Bg1) + P+ (BP1(g19)) — P+ (6P+(9:1B))
Due to the first identity in ([293), the last equality can be written as

P+ (BP1(910) = P+ (6P+(9:B))
but this is always true since the left-hand side is
P4 (BP(919) = P+ (Bgid — BP_(g19)) = P+(9:1B9)
and the right-hand side is
P4 (0P (01B)) = P1(61B — ¢P_(91B)) = P+ (91B9)
O

As a corollary, we get (1+¢)(1+) = 1. Indeed, we have g = BA ' from (293)
and @%). Then, 1+ = A —B7 = (|A> - B2 A '=(1 + ¢)~! by Lemma
above.

Now, we can say that the function §f = 5 2! is analytic contraction for which
the conditions of the Baxter Theorem hold true. Therefore, it generates the Krein
system with A(r) € L*(R™). Moreover, a(z), 8(z) € Co(RT). Therefore, C(z) €
Co(R™). By Lemma [[2.2] we have A(r) is also from Co(R™T). Clearly, the function
D(x) corresponds to this Krein system.

O

The class of D(x) we considered was the simplest one. In principle, the Hankel
operator © is bounded under much weaker conditions (e.g. BMOA space for g1,
see [57]).

Let us make a remark regarding the Dirac operator. Notice that the matrix-
function Z(r, \) introduced above satisfies the following properties

. d 0 —iA(r) A [ eirr/2 0 B
[ ZJdr + [ i A(r) 0 ” Z = 2 Z, Z(r,A) = 0 e—iAT/2 +0o(1)

Thus, Z(r, A) is the scattering solution for the Dirac operator (written in a slightly
different way, see [271])). All results from the section can be easily translated to
this case.
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Remarks and historical notes.

The main results of this section are not new. They are essentially contained in
the papers by Krein and Melik-Adamyan [45] [52] [53]. The authors were motivated
by certain problem of continuation related to Hankel operators (and, essentially,
coming from the complete solution of Nehari problem, see [T, [57]). Also, Melik-
Adamyan considers slightly different canonical system. Using the approach of this
section, one can provide another proof for continuous analog of Baxter’s Theorem.
We tried to make the argument almost purely algebraic.

Also, one can use upper(lower)-triangular factorization of operator D, to rep-
resent its determinant via certain integral of A(r). Analogous calculations will be
done in the next section for truncated Wiener-Hopf operators. This is a way to
obtain formula similar to the so-called Borodin-Okounkov identity [9].
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16. TRUNCATED WIENER-HOPF OPERATORS. THE STRONG SZEGO THEOREM

Consider the continuous accelerant H. In this section, we obtain an important
formula for the Fredholm determinant of I + 3, in terms of the coefficient A(r) of
the associated Krein system and prove continuous analog of the so-called Strong
Szegd Theorem [66]. We start with the following well-known result [5]. We omit
the proof which can be obtained, e.g., by upper(lower)-triangular factorization of
I+ H,.

Theorem 16.1. If H(x) is a continuous accelerant on R, then
det(1 + H,) = exp /FU(O, 0)du
0

Now, assume that we are given a continuous accelerant H (z). We have a relation

d 2
and
r,(0,0) /|A (s)|2ds
det(1 + K, ) = exp[H(0)r]exp |— /(T — 8)|A(s)|*ds (295)
0
and
det5(1 4+ %,) / r — 5)|A(s)2ds (296)
0
Notice, that
d [ e, d [
o Indet(1+ H,) = H(0) — [ |A(s)|“ds, . Indeto(1+XH,) = — [ |A(s)|°ds
r r
0 0

The fact that the both sides have limits for A(r) € L?(R™) can be regarded as the
weak Szegd theorem. Notice that an approximation argument yields (296) without
continuity assumption on H(z). The regularity H(z) € L3 (R) is enough and the
weak Szegd theorem reads: Indet (1 + K, ) is nonincreasing and

d
lim — Indeto(1 + 3¢,.) /|A )|?ds
r—oo dr

The strong Szeg6 asymptotics is as follows

det(I + 9, det (I + /
et + ) = etall +30) = exp /S|A(s)|2d8

exp T(H(O)—/|A(s)|2ds) exp /|A (s)|%ds 0
0
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and the limit of left-hand side exists iff
G = /r|A(r)|2dr <o (297)
0
Notice that under this condition one has
r/ |A(s)[2ds = r/ |A(s)[*ds + o(1)
0 0

and assuming that A(r) € L2(R™), we get

Tr = det(I + g{r) — detQ(I + g{r) = GXP/VT(S)S|A(S)|2dS
0

exp T(H(O)—/|A(s)|2ds) exp —T‘/|A(S)|2d8
0 0

(298)
where v,.(z) = 1 for z € [0,r] and v,.(z) = ra~! for x > r. Since v, (z) is non-
negative, monotone in r, and v,.(z) < 1, the left-hand side is also increasing and
has a finite limit iff (297) holds. The following result also gives a characterization
of this case in terms of the spectral measure. That is also a continuous analog of
Ibragimov’s and Golinskii-Ibragimov’s Theorems [27] [35] [66]. Some parts of the
arguments below are borrowed from the discrete case [60].

Theorem 16.2. Assume A(r) € L*(RT). Then, the following statements are
equivalent

(i) G <0

(ii) The measure do is purely a.c. and

o0

In(270’ () = / I(z) exp(ie)dz € HY?(R) (299)
(iii) T} is bounded
Moreover,
G=Tx=L=1 (300)
wherd]
1 [ ]I\ P
_ 2 - ahNvA 2
L—/x|l(:v)| de, I= 7r/ TNEY d°\
Cc+

0
where M, () is given by (206]).

Proof. The equivalence of (i) and (iii) as well as G = T, follow from the argument
above (see ([298). The rest of the proof is divided into several Lemmas.

Lemma 16.1. If G < oo, then dos = 0.

7 Recall that if A(r) € L2(R), then In[27¢’(A)] € L'(R) + L2(R) (Corollary II3). Also,
notice that condition A(r) € L?(R) can be expressed purely in spectral terms, i.e. through do.
In particular, the Theorem and Lemma [[7.12] from Appendix imply that conditions dos = 0
and In(2r0’(\)) € H'/2(R) guarantee A(r) € L2(RT).
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Proof. For real ),

T

| P.(r, A)| > exp —/|A(s)|ds > exp[—C'VInr]
0
That follows from Lemma L6l From ([224]), we get

%d%@\) < C'/ |A(s)[?ds < Cr~*
Therefore,
C/i\zsf\f < Cexp(f\/E) —0,as r— o0
Thus dos = 0. - .

Lemma 16.2. Assume g(\) is outer in N(CT), g(icc) =1, and In |g(\)| € L*(R)+
LY(R). Then, B0I) below holds.

Proof. Using multiplicative representation for outer functions and normalization at

100, we have
o0

Ing(\) = 2/1(90) exp(i\z)dx
0
with I(z) € L*(RT) + W(R) - xg+. Simple calculations show that

® 2
/xe*2€z|1(x)|2dx = (4m)~! / 103 In g(\)[2d2) = (47) / 8%?) 2\
0 ImA>e Im A>e g

Therefore, we always have

2

r _ Mg\
z|l(z)|?dx = (47) 71 / At RNAEN D) 301
[ ah@Pas = am [| 208 (301)
0 c+
even though the both quantities can be infinite. (I

For A(r) € L*(R*), we have In(2m0’()\)) € L?(R) + L' (R), I, (icc) = 1 and the
Lemma can be applied to g(\) = II;2()\) and thus we get L = I in (300).
We need the following auxiliary

Lemma 16.3. For any R, we have the following inequality

R
/T|A(T)|2d7° > w_l/
Cc+

0

2

APRN o) (302)

P,(R,\)

Proof. For any T > 0, consider Qr = {\ € C*,|\| < T}. Let us show that

R
/r|A(r)|2d7° > w_l/
0 ¢

2T

2

PR A) 1 oy (303)

P.(R,\)
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for any T' > 0. Then the general statement follows upon taking 7" — co. Fix any
T. Then, it is sufficient to prove [B03]) assuming that A(r) € C[0, R]. Indeed, any
A(r) € L?0, R] can be approximated by continuous functions in L2[0, R] norm and
the both sides of (B03) are continuous in A(r) with respect to L?[0, R] metric.

Then, we just need to use the suitable formula from the discrete case and an
approximation result given by Corollary Consider large n, the discretization
step h = R/n, Verblunsky parameters given by (I73]), and the corresponding monic
orthogonal polynomials Py(z) and Pj(z). Then, we have the following formula
([66], Theorem 2.1.4)

2
d*z (304)

n

i | [J0 =)o =2 f
D

=0

0. P%(2)

Bi(2)

With our choice of Verblunsky parameters,
n R
In H(l —la;>) 77 = /7‘|A(7‘)|2d7‘,n — 00
Jj=0 0

by the Riemann sum approximation. Over 7, we have P’ (e**") — P,(R, \) and

ihe*"d, Pr (eM) — 9\ P, (R, \)

Since e — 1 uniformly over Qr, we also have
ihd. P (e™) = O\Py(R, \) (305)
Therefore, making the change of variables and using [B04) and (B03]), we get ([B03).
(]

For A(r) € L*(R"), we have P, (R, \) — II,(\) uniformly in {Im A\ > §} for any
d > 0. Therefore, we always have an estimate G > I and consequently (i) implies
(ii) due to Lemmas [I6.1]

Now, we are left with proving that G < I. Let us assume we have purely a.c.
measure with density satisfying In(270’()\)) € H'Y?(R) so that L < oo for the
corresponding function I(z). We need to show G < L for the associated Krein
system.

We know that A(r) € L2(RT). Then, 270’ () — 1 = ¢(z) with ¢(x) € L*(R) by
Lemma [I7.T2 Formulas (220) and (22I)) imply

H(z) = 2mi)(x) (306)

where 1/3 is Fourier transform of .
Let us take Hermitian [g(x) such that [z(x) is continuous with compact support
within [—R, R] and
/ (22 + 1)V2|Ig(x) — I(z)|?dz — 0

as R — oo. Formula (306), Lemma [I7.12, and Lemma show that the corre-
sponding Agr(r) — A(r) in L?[0,T] for any T > 0. For each R, we can apply the
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Theorem For the corresponding sequence of Verblunsky parameters, we have
[66], Chapter 6:

(1~ [a{™%) 771 = exp [Z kILYVP? (307)
j:O k=1
where
M (0) = > LMe
k=—o0
Clearly,

00 R
STELMPE - /qu(x)Fdx
k=1 0

as n — 0o. On the other hand, for any § > 0, we have

R

[T (- aP) " = exp / r|Ag(r)2dr

d<jh<n 5

as it follows from the Theorem Therefore,

R R

A < [ sintopas

0 0

and then G < I since Ar(r) — A(r) in L2 (RT). So, G = I and the proof is
finished. g

The proof we used essentially utilized the strong Szegé Theorem for Toeplitz
matrices and the approximation of continuous orthogonal system by the sequence of
discrete ones. In the meantime, one could have adjusted the various proofs directly
to continuous case (see, e.g. [9] for continuous analog of Borodin-Okounkov identity
which can probably be used for this purpose). Notice that if doy, k = 1,2 satisfy
conditions of Theorem [6.2 then do = [0}]” [04]" 7 dA, v € [0,1] also satisfies these
conditions.

Formula (295]) is very important for many applications. In the theory of random
matrices, one needs to calculate asymptotics of Fredholm determinants for some
specific accelerants. Assume that coefficient A, corresponding to a given accelerant
H, tends to zero fast enough. Then, solving the inverse scattering problem by
methods of the last Section, one can obtain an asymptotics of A(r) at infinity.
Assume that A(r) decays at infinity fast enough such that

N

_ Yo Cng1(r)
A(T) = T_n + T‘N+1 ’
n=2
holds with constants 7, and Cn11(r) € L®(R"), N is arbitrary. Formula (295)
and

T oo o0

[ =s)awpas - r7|A<s>|2ds - r/oo|A<s>|2ds = [slats + [ siae)kas
0 T 0

0 T
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o0

shows that as long as all ~,, /|A(s)|2ds, and /5|A(s)|2ds are known, we can

0 0
compute complete asymptotic of det(1 + 3,.) as r — co. But these two integrals
can be explicitly expressed via the spectral data. The idea of using the inverse
scattering theory to compute asymptotics of Fredholm determinants was pioneered
by Dyson [22].

Remarks and historical notes.

Various generalizations of the strong Szeg6 formula to continuous case were ob-
tained in [5], 39, [70]. Our version is optimal and new to our knowledge. On applica-
tion of inverse scattering to random matrices see [22]. In [78], the theory of Krein
systems was used to study an asymptotics of the certain Toeplitz determinants.
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17. APPENDIX

In this Appendix, we collected the general results that we used in the main text.

17.1. For section [2l The proofs of the following two Lemmas are given in [69],
p-71 and p.99.

Lemma 17.1. If 'y (z,y) is the resolvent kernel for K(x,y), which is continuous
on [0,7]? (see Section 2), then

Fr(.’li,y) = 6T(§’y)
where T
_ T i s
l / [ z & ... &
+n'0/o/K<y SR €n>d51--~dén+..,
. A 51 i ror 51 52
5T—1+0/K(€1>d§1+210/0/f(<§1 §2>d§1d§2+'”
L T &L & . &
+a /K(& & gn)dgl,,_dgn_‘_”'
0 0
and

K<7§71 7572 g:>_det{K(§k,m)},1§k,l§n

The series converges absolutely.

The next Lemma gives Carleman-Hilbert determinantal representation for resol-
vent. We recommend an excellent book [31] (Theorem 2.2, p.207) for the modern
presentation of that subject. It also contains the discussion of integral operators
with discontinuity on the diagonal.

Lemma 17.2. If T',(z,y) is the resolvent kernel for K(z,y) € C([0,7]2) (see Sec-
tion 2), then

T, (2,y) = ‘”(g’y) e C(0.rP)

where b6,(x,y) and 8, are defined as 8,(x,y) and 8, given above, but relative to the
modified kernel K(x,y) = K(z,y) if ¢ #y and K(x,y) =0 on the diagonal.

17.2. For section [4. We begin with some simple facts about the linear spaces
with indefinite metric. Let [r,y] = (Jx,y) be indefinite inner product (in C?).
For any matrix M, introduce M°¢ = JM*J. Then, [Mz,y] = [z, M°y]. Clearly,
(AB)¢ = B¢A°, (A°)~t = (A7H¢ if A is invertible. The following result is well-
known [37, [§]

Lemma 17.3. If M is J-unitary, then |det M| =1, and M~1, M* are J-unitary
too. If M is J— contraction then M* is J— contraction also.
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Proof. Taking determinant of M*JM = J, we get |det M| = 1. Tt is straightfor-
ward that M is J- unitary if and only if M ! is J-unitary.
Then, clearly, M is J—unitary if and only if

M*JMJ=1
but that means
M*J=(MJ)™?
o)
MJIM*J =1

which is the same as saying that M* is J— unitary.
Assume that M is J—contraction and 1 is not an eigenvalue. Then, we have a
general algebraic formula

(M-D)"" (MM —I) (M=)~ = (M~I)"" (M M~-I)(M—I)"' = I+(M—-I)"*+(M°~1)~!
which can be rewritten as
MJM* —J =JQ*(M*JM — J)QJ,Q = (M — I)~*(M° —1I)

Since @ is invertible, we have M*JM < J iff MJM* < J. In other words, M is J—
contractive iff M* is J-contractive. If 1 is an eigenvalue, multiply M by unimodular
scalar factor such that 1 is not an eigenvalue of the resulting operator and apply
the argument above. ([

Lemma 17.4. Assume that

T

p(A) =1+ /f(a:) exp(iAz)dx

0

where f(z) € L*[0,r] and p(\) # 0 for X € R. Then, p(\) is uniquely determined

by
1
P — 1
=] Lp(A)P }

Proof. By Levy-Wiener theorem,

o0

—1= / h(z) exp(i\z)dz (308)

— 00

1
lp(M)[?

where h(z) € LY(R) and h(—z) = h(x). We know h(z) on [—r,r] and need to find
f(z) on [0,7]. As in Lemma 3.8

Py |p(N) 1+/%exp(i)\s)ds -1/ =0

which gives

f(a:)+h(a:)+/h(a:—t)f(t)dt:0,0<a:<r
0
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This equation determines f(x) on [0, r] uniquely from h(x) on [—r,r] since I+3H > 0

where
s

Hg(x) = /h(x —t)g(t)dt
0
The positivity of I + H follows from (BO8]). O

17.3. For section [8l.

Theorem 17.1. Let du()\) be finite nonnegative measure defined on the whole
line. Consider the linear manifold L consisting of the finite linear combinations of
exponents exp(iAr) with v > 0. Then, L is not dense in L*(du) iff

o0

In p/(A)
/ > —oc (309)

— 00

Proof. Denote the closure of L in L?(du) by L,. Consider the function

o0

f) = /exp(—x +idx)dx =

0

1
i+ A

We can find sequence { f,,} in L which is uniformly bounded on R in L norm and
fn — [ in the uniform norm on any fixed compact in R. For instance,

n2-1 (G+1)nt
B0 = S ewni/n) [ exp(-a)ds
Jj=0 in—1
in

Therefore, f € L, and g = (A —4i)(A+i)"' =1—2f € L,. Let us show that L,
is invariant under the multiplication by g. Because g is an elementary Blaschke
factor, |g| = 1 on the real line. Therefore, we only need to show that gy € L, for
any ¢ € L. But that clearly follows from

(i) 4 is finite linear combination of exponents exp(iAr) for different r > 0,

(ii) space L, is invariant under the multiplication by exp(iAr) for any r > 0,

(ili) g itself belongs to L,,.
Now, once we know that L, is invariant under the multiplication by g, we know
that g™ € L, for alln € Z*. Let us consider the standard conformal map of A € C*
onto the unit disc: w € D,w = (XA —i)(A +4)~ 1. Under this map, measure du goes
into a new finite measure d7 on the unit circle, which generates a new Hilbert space
L?(d7). The subspace L, goes into the subspace L. Moreover, since all g™ € L,
w™ € L, for any n € Z, w € T. Let us consider the subspace Z, obtained by closure
of Z = Span{1,w,...,w",...} in the L?(dr). Clearly Z, C L,. Let us show that
actually Z, = L,. To do that, it is enough to prove that any function

h(w) = exp [“ !

1r},r20,w6'ﬂ‘

(which is an image of exp(iAr) under the conformal map) can be approximated by
analytic polynomials in w in the L?(dr) metric. Consider functions

pw+1
h,(w) = exp [pw —

r],wE’IF
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for p < 1. Since dp is finite on R, we have 7(—¢,e) — 0 as € — 0. In other words,
7 has no mass point at w = 1. Function h(w) is bounded in D and is continuous
there except for the point w = 1. Therefore, h, — h in L*(d7) as p — 1. At the
same time, each h, is analytic in small neighborhood of I and therefore can be
approximated by polynomials uniformly on the unit circle. Thus, L, = Z,. The
Szegd theorem ([66], Chapter 2) says that Z, is not dense in L?(dr) iff

K

/lnT’(@)d@ > —00

—T

Clearly the last condition is equivalent to (B03]). O

Notice that due to

o0

/ du(X) < oo

—00
we have that (309) is equivalent to

o0

In™ p'(A)
/ T d\ > —o0 (310)
— 00
This Theorem has interpretation in the theory of Gaussian stationary processes
with continuous time and that is very useful point of view on the whole theory
of Krein systems. In the meantime, there are the so-called Krein strings [21],
differentiable operators more suitable to deal with stationary processes.

Theorem 17.2. Assume that do is a measure on the real-line such that

oo

/ do(\) _
T+ =

— 00

Consider the linear manifold X of functions

o0

Oy = [expliro)f@de. o< <r

0
where f(x) € Ctr1,m2] and is zero outside [r1,ra] C [0,00). Then, X is not dense
in L2(do) iff

T Ino’(N)
/ TrdA > oo (311)

Moreover, let \g € CT. Then

oo

) 1 - 1 Im Ao / In(27c’ (X))
Dist [ —— X - X 312
s ()\—)\0 )L%) VoA To TR BT B S W (812)

Proof. Consider a new measure du = do/(1 4+ A?) which is finite on the real line.
Denote by Y the linear manifold of functions of the following form (A +1)f(\), f €
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X. Let Y, be the closure of Y in L?(du). We only need to show that Y, # L?(du)
iff

/ ) s e (313)

Let L, be the space of functions from the proof of the Theorem 7] i.e. the
closure in L?(du) of finite linear combinations of exponents exp(idr),r > 0. It is
not difficult to show that exp(iAr) € Y, for any » > 0. That follows from the
representation

o0

exp(iAr) = —iexp(r)(\ + 1) /exp(—:z:) exp(iAz)dx

T
So, L, CY,. At the same time, each function

r2

(A+1) / exp(idx) f(z)dx = i(f(rl) exp(iAry) — f(r2) exp(idrs)

T1

T2

- / exp(iAe)[f(2) + f(2)]de)

T1

can be approximated in L?(du) by the finite linear combinations of exponents
exp(iAr). One should replace the integral by the Riemann sum and use conti-
nuity of the functions f, f’ to estimate the error. Thus L, = Y,, and one can use
Theorem [I7.]] to finish the proof of the first statement of the Theorem.

Now, let us obtain the formula for the distance. For simplicity, consider \g = .
The general case can be treated in the same way. We have

f/oo L g f/ Vo] 2

ln — 0’—1n

fex J A fex . 1+ A2
o0 2 2

o - =T

—_ 3 _ 2
= vleanT / |1 — wo(w)|” dr(w)
where the measure dr(w) was obtained from du(\) by mapping C* onto D via
w=(A—14)(\+14)~!. Here we also used an approximation result from the proof of
Theorem [I71l For the last inf, we can use the Szegé formula [66], i.e.

2w [e%s}
!
Dist (1, wZr) p2(qr) = exp 4i / In(2n7'(6))d | = %GXP % / ln(fia)\(z—)\))d)\

™
0 —o00

and the proof is finished. O
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17.4. For section [QL.
Lemma 17.5. If C(x) € L'[0,R], C

—~

x) is continuous at zero and

R
fA) = [ C(x)exp(idz)dx

/

then ;
Uli)r{)lo 5 O/sf(is)ds =C(0)

Proof. The proof follows from the standard estimates:
y

y R
lim l/sf(is)ds =C(0)+ yl;rgo é /s /[C(a:) — C(0)] exp(—sx)dz | ds = C(0)
0 0 0

because the second term before the lim can be bounded by
y
c c(0
C |ws(C) + Il + [CO) /sexp(—s&)ds
Y
0

where ws(C) = sup,¢po,5) |C(x) — C(0)] — 0 as 6 — 0. O

17.5. For section The following Lemma controls the zeroes of the continuous
orthogonal polynomial

Lemma 17.6. Let

T

p(A)=1-— /”y(x)e_imdx
0

where y(x) € C2[0,7], v(r) # 0. If \,, are zeroes of p(N) and |A\1] < |Xo| < ..., then
An = A +6(1),n — oo, where \) = x,, + iy, and

a2 +y2 = [y(r)P exp(2ryn), wn=r"'[1/2+ 70+ @], nEZ, (314)
Here, 2(r) = [y (r) €.
Proof. From Lebesgue-Riemann Lemma, )\, € CT for large n. Integrating by parts,
we get

T

p(A) =1+ i ['Y(T)eii)\r - ”Y((D] - % [”Y/(T)eiim - ’Y’(O)] + % /”y”(s)efusds

A
0
Therefore, the equation p(\) = 0 can be rewritten as
- -1
e 7(0)  +'(0) V() 1 -
N AN RS T\ 7 1)\(r75)d
ix TN TN "+ T /7 (s)e s
= 0N
y(r)
By Rouche’s Theorem, \,, will be approaching the roots A2 of equation
e—ikr 1

ix ()
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Then, the first equation in ([BI4) easily follows upon taking the absolute value
squared. The second one can be obtained by taking the real part of identity
y(rye~ @t — _j(x 4 iy), which yields cos(rz — ¢) = ye "Y|y(r)]"* — 0, as
y — oo. The last equation yields the needed quantization for x,,. (Il

The following result is due to Widom (see, e.g. [66], Lemma 8.1.9)
Lemma 17.7. (Widom’s lemma). Let F, D be disjoint compact sets in C and C\F-

connected. Then there is m such that for any z1,z2,...,2m € D there is a monic
polynomial Q.. (2) of degree m, such that
Qm(z) 1
SUp |=m————~ | < 5
2€F H;n:I (z = z) 2

The following result is the mean-values formula for analytic functions of a special
type.

17.6. For section 11l
Lemma 17.8. Assume that g(\) € B(CT), g(A) € L'(R), g(A) = a(1) as |A\| =
and g(iy) = o(y~t) as y — +oo. Then,

/ 1+ g(A)]dA = 0

Proof. Since Re(1+ g) > 0 in C* and g € B(C"), the function 1 + g is outer from
N(C?"). Therefore,

oy [ g0
Multiply the last identity by y and take y — 4o0. ([l

Lemma 17.9. If f()\) is such that (A + i)~ f(\) € H*(CT) and f(\) € L*(R),
then f(X\) € H*(C™).

Proof. Since f(\) = (A +i)g(\) with g(\) € H?(C*), we have f(\) € N(C*).
Then, the statement of the Lemma follows, for example, from the multiplicative
representation of N(CT). O

17.7. For section The following considerations are used in the discussion re-
garding the case A(r) € L'(RT). We borrow the notations, statements, and proofs
from [66], Chapter 5. For the reader’s convenience, we decided to include this
material.

Let X be a Banach space, C— linear bounded operator, and Py— projection (i.e.
linear bounded operator such that P_ﬁ = Py). Notice that P~ =1 — Py is also a
projection.

Definition 17.1. The Toeplitz operator is an operator acting in Py (X) by the
formula T = P, CP;.

Definition 17.2. A linear bounded operator U is called upper triangular if P_UP; =
0 and £ is lower triangular is PLLP_ = 0.
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Definition 17.3. A linear bounded operator € is a Wiener-Hopf operator if € = LU
where £, U~ invertible, £, £~ lower triangular, U, U~'~ upper triangular.

Theorem 17.3. (Wiener-Hopf Theorem). Let € be a Wiener-Hopf operator. Then,
the corresponding Toeplitz operator T = PLCPy is invertible and
T = (P U P ) (PR LT Py)
Assume that @, R are projections and
QRQR=RQ=0,Q+R= Py (315)
Theorem 17.4. (Baxter’s Lemma). Let C be a Wiener-Hopf operator so that
C=LU=UL. Consider Q, R obeying (317). Assume that
RLQ=RL'Q=QUR=QU 'R=0
and
|P-L'RU|| < 1/2,|RUT'P_L| < 1/2
Then, Tg = QCQ is invertible and
1T < L7 U+ 2 max((JU | [|€HDAP-L 7 + [RUH)
Corollary 17.1. Let C be a Wiener-Hopf operator and {Q., R,}— sequence of
projections obeying (313) with Qnx — = for any x € Py(X). If they also satisfy
conditions of Baxter’s Lemma, then
(QneQn)ilan - anﬂilx =0,z € P+(X)
Now, let us apply these mainly algebraic results to the concrete situation. Let
H(z) € L'(R)- Hermitian function and 1+v()\) > 0, where v(\)— Fourier transform
of H. Let X be LY(R), Cf = f+ H * f, [Py f] () = xr+(z)f(x). The function

v(A) € W(R) and 1 + v(\) > 0. Therefore, by general result from the Wiener
algebra theory, we have §(A) = In(1 + v(\)) € W(R) so

oo 0 o
g =/ g(x) exp(iAz)dz =/ g(z) exp(idz)dz + O/g(:c) exp(idz)de = §_ + G+

Notice that & = exp(jy) —1 € W, and [ = exp(§_) —1 € W_. Therefore, € = L1,
where Lf = f+1x f,Uf = f+wuxf. Both operators U and £ are invertible and one
can easily check that U, U™! are upper triangular, £, £~ — lower triangular (notice
that at the moment the definition of upper(lower) triangular operator is different
from what we used in the section on factorization of integral operators). Therefore,
the Wiener-Hopf theorem is applicable to the operator I + H,, = P;CP;. Let
I'(z) = (I +Hs) LH(x).

Then, consider the following projections [Q, f] () = Xjo,n)(z)f(2) and [R, f] (x) =
X[n,o0] () f (7). The result below is what we use in the proof of continuous analog
of Baxter’s Theorem for OPUC. Recall that I + 3, is given by (25) and can be
regarded as an operator from L'[0, 7] to L'[0,r] due to Young’s inequality.

Corollary 17.2. If n > ng, then ||[(I + 3,) | pijo,n), 010, < C. Moreover,
ITn(0,2) = T()[| 210, — 0, where T (0,2) = (I +3a) " [x[0,n (x) - H(2)].

Proof. Indeed, for n large enough, all conditions of Baxter’s lemma are satisfied
which yields the necessary estimates on the norms. Then, in the Corollary [7.1]

take © = H(t). All conditions of Corollary [[7.1] are satisfied and we get the second
statement on convergence. O
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17.8. For section[I3l The next Lemma shows that the spectral measure for Dirac
operator is uniquely defined.

Lemma 17.10. The spectral measure dog for Dirac operator D is unique.

Proof. Indeed, if 7()) is another spectral measure, then Lemma [[3.2) yields that
fo = / f(x) exp(irz)dz € L*(R, dr) (316)

for any f(x) € L*[—r,7], 7 > 0. By taking f(z) = x[0,r)(%) - exp(—2z) (R is large),

we have
dr(\)
00 1
/R ET < (317)

Moreover, from the definition of the spectral measure,
|V OPd(a) = 70) =0

Using (BI7), we can approximate X, by functions BI6) in both L*(R,doa()))
and L?(R,dr()\)). We have

b

[ st = 720) =0

for any a and b. That implies dr = dog. O

The following result is quite elementary. It is used in the proof of existence of
wave operators for Dirac operator with square summable potential.

Lemma 17.11. For the unperturbed operator Dy, the action of the group e~ "*Po

is given by the formulas

itoo [ [ L[ flet+t)+ fle—t)
0 2| —i(flx—t)— f(z+1) |’

where f(x) € L2(RY) is extended to the whole line as an even function.

e [0 _LT —ilfa 1) fo— )
Lfl 2l fe-t+ftt) |
f(z) is extended to R as an odd function.

Proof. One can use the definition of exp(—itDy) to verify this statement directly.
Another way to see that is to use the spectral resolution for Dy.

{ :;; ] = F(\) = 7f1 (z) cos(Az)dx + /Oofg(:v) sin(Az)dz, (318)
0 0

(o] oo

filz) = % / F(X)cos(Ax)dA, fa(x) = % / F(\) sin(Az)dA.

— 00 — 00
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Therefore,

oo

(e*m)“f)1 (x) = % / e A E(N) cos(Ax)dA,

— 00

o0

, 1 .
(e_”DOf)2 (x) == / e M F(\) sin(Az)dA.
T
It now suffices to apply the Fourier inversion formula. (I
17.9. For section The following Lemma proves one simple property of the
exponential map on the H'/2(R) functions.

Lemma 17.12. Ify(z) € H'/?(R), then ") —1 € L*(R) and this map is contin-
UOUS.

Proof. We have
7" ()

n!

W =14 A @)l = 13- * Tl

At

[\

(2—p)/(2p)
) sy 1 < p < 2

N —-p
<C
il <0 (o
by Holder’s inequality. By Young’s inequality we now have
19 % ... % 4ll2 < 11l pn = 2n(2n — 1)

So, ||7™(z) |2 < Cn"/QHvH?p/z(R). The Stirling formula for factorial yields conver-
gence of the series and continuity of the exponential map. O
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