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EXAMPLE OF QUASIANALYTIC CONTRACTION WHOSE
SPECTRUM IS A PROPER SUBARC OF THE UNIT
CIRCLE

MARIA F. GAMAL’

ABSTRACT. A partial answer on [[XS2, Question 2] is given. Namely, an
operator R similar to a quasianalytic contraction whose quasianalytic
spectral set is equal to its spectrum and is a proper subarc of the unit
circle is constructed, but no estimates of ||R™'|| is given.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let H be a (complex, separable) Hilbert space, and let T' be a (linear,
bounded) operator on H. The lattice of all (closed) subspaces £ of H such
that TE C & is called the invariant subspace lattice of T and is denoted
by LatT. The commutant {T}" is the set of all operators A on H such
that AT = T'A. Recall that {T'}’ is an algebra closed in the weak operator
topology. The lattice of all subspaces £ of H such that AE C & for every
A € {TY} is called the hyperinvariant subspace lattice of T and is denoted
by Hlat T'; the subspaces £ are called hyperinvariant subspaces of T

Let H and K be two Hilbert space. Denote by L(H,K) the space of all
(linear, bounded) transformations acting from H to K. Set L(H) = L(H,H),
then £(#) is the algebra of all (linear, bounded) operators acting on . Let
T € L(H), R € LK), X € L(H,K) be such that XT = RX. If X is
invertible, that is, X' € L(IC,H), then T and R are called similar. If, in
addition, X is a unitary transformation, then 7" and R are called unitarily
equivalent.

An operator T € L(H) is called power bounded, if sup,,cy || T"] < co. A
power bounded operator T is of class C1., if inf,en |[|[T"z|| > 0 for every
0 # x € H, and is of class Cy., if lim,, ||T™z| = 0 for every € H. T is of
class C.q, if T* is of class Cy., and T is of class Cy, if T is of classes C,.
and Cyp, a,b=0,1.

An operator T' € L(H) is called polynomially bounded, if there exists a
constant M such that

Ilp(T)|| < M max{|p(z)| : z € closD}

for every (analytic) polynomial p,

where DD is the open unit disc. For a natural number n a n X n matrix can be
regarded as an operator on £}, its norm is denoted by the symbol || - || z(s2).-
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For a family of polynomials [p;;]}';_; put

1pislij=1ll oo e2) = sup{ll[pi; (2)]ij=1llcqez), 2 € closD}.
For T € L(H) and a family of polynomials [pij]?,j:l the operator

[pij (T))ij=1 € L(B]_1H)

is defined. T is called completely polynomially bounded, if there exists a
constant M such that

”[pij(T)]ijﬂ‘ < M”[pij]Zj:IHHOO(K%)

1.1
(1.1) for every family of polynomials [p;;]

n
i,j=1-

An operator T is called a contraction if | T|| < 1. The following criterion
for an operator to be similar to a contraction is proved in [P]:

An operator T is similar to a contraction if and only if T' is completely
polynomially bounded.

We recall some definitions and results on unitary asymptotes and quasi-
analytic operators. For references on unitary asymptotes see [NFBIC, Ch.
IX.1], [Kérl], [Kér3], [Kérd], for quasianalytic operators see also [E], [[XS1],
[[KS2], [Gaml], [Gam?]; see also references therein.

A pair (X,U), where U is a unitary operator, and X is a transformation
such that XT = UX, is called a unitary asymptote of an operator T, if for
any other pair (Y, V'), where V is a unitary operator, and Y is a transfor-
mation such that YT' = VY, there exists a unique transformation Z such
that ZU = VZ and Y = ZX. Two pairs (X,U) and (X1,U;), where U
and U; are unitary operators, and X and X; are transformations such that
XT = UX and X4T = U1 Xq, are equivalent, if there exists an invertible
transformation Z such that ZU = U;Z and X; = ZX. It follows from the
definition that a unitary asymptote of 1" is defined up to equivalence. If two
operators are similar and one of them has a unitary asymptote, then other
has a unitary asymptote, too, and their unitary asymptotes are equivalent.
If ZU = U, Z for an invertible transformation Z and unitary operators U
and Uy, then U and U; are unitarily equivalent ([NFBK, Proposition I1.3.4],
[Co, Proposition I1.10.6], [RRR, Proposition 1.5]).

Let T' € L(H) have a unitary asymptote (X, U), where U € L(K). Then
there exists the mapping

A {TY = {UY, 7r(A) =D,

where D € {U} is a unique operator such that XA = DX, and 7 is a
unital algebra-homomorphism. Furthermore,

(1.2) o(yr(A)) C o(A) for every A € {TV.
For £ C K set
X 'e={zecH : Xzcé&}
Then X '€ € Hlat T for every £ € Hlat U. We will assume that K # {0}.

It is well khown that Hlat U # {{0}, K}, if U is not the multiplication by a
unimodular constant on K. But it is possible that

(1.3) X~1€=1{0} for every £ € Hlat U such that £ # K.

Such an operator T is called quasianalytic.
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Denote by m the normalized linear measure on the unit circle T. For a
measurable (with respect to m) set ¢ C T denote by U, the operator of
multiplication by the independent variable on L?(c) := L?(o, m). It is well
known that U, is cyclic,

{Us} = {n(Us) : neL¥(o,m)},
where n(U,) is the operator of multiplication by 1, and
Hlat U, = {L*(1) : 7 C o},

(where 7 are measurable with respect to m).

Let o C T be a measurable (with respect to m) set, and let an operator
T have a unitary asymptote (X,U,). Then for every A € {T'} there exists
a function n € L*(o,m) =: L*°(o) such that y7p(A) = n(U,). The mapping

(1.4) r: AT} — L®(0), Fr(4) =n,

is a unital algebra-homomorphism, and 57 does not depend of the choice of
X. Furthermore, 37(T) = x, where x(z) = z, z € T. The range 37 ({T}’) is
called the functional commutant of T, see [[{S1] and references therein.

Every power bounded operator T has a unitary asymptote, and if T of
class C1., then 7 is injective. If, in addition, a unitary operator from the
unitary asymptote (which also will be called the unitary asymptote) of T
is U, for some o C T, then 7Jp is injective, too. Therefore, {T'}' is an
abelian algebra, because L*°(c0) is an abelian algebra. Moreover, if R €
{T} and {R}’ is abelian, then {T'} = {R}’ (see [KSI, Proposition 11],
quasianalyticity is not used in the proof here).

Let T be a polynomially bounded operator. Then, clearly, T" is power
bounded, therefore, T has a unitary asymptote. If, in addition, 7" is of class
Clo, then the spectral measure of the unitary asymptote of T is absolutely
continuous with respect to m [I<ér3, Theorem 13 and Proposition 15]. If T
is quasianalytic, then T is of class Cg [[<ér3, Proposition 33]. For definition
of the quasianalytic spectral set of T we refer to [Kér3], [[Kérd] and [KS1].
We recall only that for quasianalytic polynomially bounded operator 1" the
quasianalytic spectral set coincides with the measurable (with respect to
m) set on which the spectral measure of the unitary asymptote of T is
concentrated.

Let T be a polynomially bounded quasianalytic operator. Then the spec-
trum o(T) of T is a connected set, and m(o(7T') N'T) > 0. Therefore, if
o(T) C T, then o(T) is a subarc of T. Examples of quasianalytic con-
tractions T' such that o(T) = T or o(T) N T # T are known. But in all
known (to the author) examples the interior of the polynomially convex
hull of ¢(T) is non-empty. (Recall that the polynomially convex hull of a
compact set ¢ C C is the union of ¢ and all the bounded components of
C \ o; for example, the polynomially convex hull of T is closD.) In this
paper, a quasianalytic operator R similar to a contraction is constructed
such that o(R) = {e' : ¢ € [0,7]} and the unitary asymptote of R is Uy(p).
Therefore, the quasianalytic spectral set of R is o(R). For this purpose, an
appropriate quasianalytic operator T' with ¢(T) = T is constructed, and it
is proved that there exists R € {T'}’ such that R?> = T. The existence of
non-trivial hyperinvariant subspaces of T" and R is based on result from [E].
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The following notation will be used. By HP? the Hardy space is denoted
(on a some domain of C, which will be mentioned). By Iy and Pe the
identity operator on a Hilbert space H and the orthogonal projection on
the subspace £ are denoted. For two positive functions w(t) and ¢(¢), the
notation w =< ¢ means that 0 < inf, w(t)/¢(t) < sup, w(t)/P(t) < co. By
1 and x the unit constant function and the identity function are denoted:
1(z) =1 and x(z) = z, z € closD.

2. SQUARE ROOT OF OPERATOR

Theorem 2.1. Let T and R be two operators on a Hilbert space such that
R?> =T. Then R is power bounded if and only if T is power bounded, and
then R is of class Cy. if and only if T is of class C1., and R is of class C.g
if and only if T is of class C'g. Furthermore, R is polynomially bounded if
and only if T is polynomially bounded, and R is similar to a contraction if
and only if T is similar to a contraction.

Proof. The proofs of statements concerning power boundedness are very
simple, therefore, they are omitted. The proof of “only if” part of state-
ments concerning polynomial boundedness and similarity of contractions
are very simple, too. Suppose that 7T is similar to a contraction. Then T
is completely polynomially bounded [P]. We will to prove that R is com-
pletely polynomially bounded. Then it will be proved that R is similar to a
contraction [P].

Let p be a polynomial. Then p(z) = ZnNzo 2", z € C, for some N € N.
For convenience, set ¢, =0 forn € N, n > N + 1. Set

po(2) = canz" and pi(z) =Y camp12”", z€C.

n>0 n>0
Clearly,
po(22) = p(2) +2p(—2) and 2py(2?) = p(2) —229(—2)’ o

For a family of polynomials [p;;]};_; we have

(B0 o = 5 (P + pig(—2)ya) - and

A (s = 5 (Pt — Pu(-2)ym), z€C
Therefore,

n 1 n n
1o (i lee < 5 (15 mlleen) + 1P (-2 mllee) )

< pislij=ill e e2)  and

A

IN

1 n n
5 (1 ()2l + 1P (=2 e )

I[pijlij=1ll ey, 2 €C.

|21 [(ig)1 ()7 =1 ez

IN
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Clearly, for every ¢ € closD there exists z € closD such that 22 = (.
Therefore,

1[(Pij)oli j=1ll o2y < IPisli j=1ll o2y and
1[Pij)1]i =1l e @2) < WPislij=1ll oo e2)-
We have

pis (B = [(2ig)o (Do + (©F1R) - [(pig)1 (D1

Since T' is completely polynomially bounded, (1.1) is fulfilled for 7" with
some constant M. Therefore,

1l (B j=i | < 1l )o (T a1 + IR (i )1 (T i
< M|[[(pij)olij=1llmee(ez) + IRIM[[(pij)1]ij=1ll ez
= (L4 [IRIDM |pis )7 j=1 | oo e2) -

Thus, R is completely polynomially bounded.
If we suppose only that T is polynomially bounded, then the proof of
polynomial boundedness of R is similar. U

Lemma 2.2. Set g(et) = ez, t e (0,27). Suppose that T, R € L(H) are
such that T is a polynomially bounded operator of class C., (X,Ur) is a
unitary asymptote of T, R2 =T and XR = o(Ur)X. Then (X, o(Ur)) is a
unitary asymptote of R.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, R is a polynomially bounded operator of class C..
Therefore, R has a unitary asymptote (Y,V'), and the spectral measure
of V is absolutely continuous with respect to m [[<¢r3, Theorem 13 and
Proposition 15]. By [Kér2, Theorem 6], (Y, V?) is a unitary asymptote of T'.
Therefore, there exists an invertible transformation Z; such that Y = Z; X
and ZlU’IF = VQZl.

Since o(Ur) is unitary, there exists a transformation Zs such that X =
ZQY and ZQV = Q(U’E)ZQ. Therefore, X = Z2Z1X and ZQZlU’]I‘ = U’EZQZl.
It follows from the definition of a unitary asymptote that

\/ Up" X1 = L*(T).

n>0
Therefore, Z2Z1 = Ip2(r). Thus, Zy = Zl_l. It is proved that the pairs
(X, 0(Ur)) and (Y,V) are equivalent. O

Corollary 2.3. In assumption of Lemma 2.2, T is quasianalytic if and only
if R is quasianalytic.

Proof. Tt is well known and easy to see that o(Ur) is unitarily equivalent to
U, with o = {ei* : t € (0,7)}. Therefore, {o(Ur)} is an abelian algebra.
Since o(Ur) € {Ur} and {Ur} is abelian, we conclude that

{o(Ur)} = {Ur}

by [KS1, Proposition 11] (quasianalyticity is not used in the proof there).
Thus,

(2.1) Hlat o(Ur) = Hlat Uy = {L*(7) : 7 C T}.
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Suppose that T is quasianalytic. It follows from the definition (1.3) of
quasianalyticity and (2.1) that

(2.2) X' (r) = {0}

for every measurable set 7 C T such that m(7) < 1. Since (X, o(Ur)) is
a unitary asymptote of R, we obtain that R is quasianalytic by (2.2) and
(2.1).

Conversely, if R is quasianalytic, then T is quasianalytic by the same
reasoning.

Note that “if” part is a particular case of [[X¢r2, Corollary 13| (applied to
R). O

3. CONSTRUCTION OF T

Recall that 1(z) = 1 and x(z) = z, z € closD, and H?(D) denotes the
Hardy space in D. Set S = Ur|yzm) and H2 (D) = L*(T) & H*(D).

In the following proposition [Gaml, Proposition 3.1] (based on [Ca]),
[[Kérl, Theorem 3] (applied to T%*) and [I<S1, Sec. 5] are combined, therefore,
its proof is omitted.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that Ho is a Hilbert space, Ty € L(Hp) is a
contraction of class Coo, Xo € L(Ho, H2(D)) is such that ker Xo = {0},
clos XoHo = H2(D) and XoTo = P2 ()Ur| g2 () Xo. Put

T — (S (7X(>)'<Y)1> .
@) T
Then T is similar to a contraction and T is of class Cg. Therefore, T admits
an H-functional calculus. Furthermore, (IHQ(]D)) @ Xo,Ur) is a unitary
asymptote of T'. Therefore, T C o(T) C closD, and T is quasianalytic if
and only if

(3.1) Py ) L (7) N XoHo = {0}
for every measurable set T C T such that m(7) < 1.

Let n € L*°(T). Then n € 3p({T}') (where A7 is defined in (1.4)) if and
only if the mapping

(3.2) T2y ® Xo) ™ 'n(Ur) U2y ® Xo)
is defined and bounded, and then 35" (n) is equal to the operator in (3.2).

Let v be a positive finite Borel measure on D. Clearly, the operator of
multiplication by the independent variable on L?(v) is a contraction of class
Coo. Denote by P?(v) the closure of (analytic) polynomials in L?(v), and
by S, the operator of multiplication by the independent variable in P?(v),
ie.

S, € LIPW)),  (Suf)(2) = 2f(2), f€PXw), zeD.
Since S, is the restriction on an invariant subspace of a contraction of class
Coo, Sy is a contraction of class Cpg, too. Furthermore, if H*(D) C L*(v),
then the natural imbedding of H2(D) into L?(v) is bounded and

P2(v) = closrz(y) H*(D).
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Set
(3.3) (Wh)(z) =zh(z), he L*T), z€T.
Clearly, W € L(L?(T)) is unitary, W = W~! and WH?(D) = H2 (D).

Proposition 3.2. Let v be a positive finite Borel measure on D such that
every f € P2(v) is analytic in D, for every A € D the mapping f — f(N\),
P%(v) — C is bounded, and H*(D) C P?(v). Let J, € L(H*(D), P*(v)) be
the natural imbedding. Set Ho = P?(v), To = Sk, Xo = W.J} and define T
as in Proposition 3.1. Then o(T) = T.

Proof. Let A € D. There exists ky € P?(v) such that (f,ky) = f()\) for every
f € PY(v). Clearly, Sikyx = Mky. For every A € D and every f € P2?(v)

define
z) = %ﬁ@\%

Then fy € P?(v). Therefore, P?(v) = (S, — AI)P%(v) 4+ C1 for every X € D.
(For proof, see, for example, [ARS, Lemma 4.5].) Thus, S, — AI is left-
invertible, therefore, (S, — AI)*P%(v) = P%(v). Furthermore,

dimker(S, — \I)* =

Let A € D, let h, € H*(D), and let f<> € P?(v). There exists f € P*(v)

such that (S, — AI)*f = fo. Set h(z) = 2= 2 e D Then h € H(D).

Taking into account that

Xx=JWlx=J1=1,

z eD.

we obtain that

(T =AD& (f + (he(N) = (£, 1))kr) = o & fo.
If A\eD, h € H¥D), and f € P%(v) are such that (T — M\ )(h @ f) = 0,

then there exists ¢ € C such that f = cky and (z — A\)h(z) = —c for every
z € D. Therefore, ¢ = 0. Thus, D No(T) = . By Proposition 3.1,

T C o(T) C closD. O

For 0 <r <1 set
(34) D, ={z€C : |z—r|<1-1}, I =0D, ={2€C : |z—r|=1-71},

denote by v, the arc length measure on I',. (Of course, Dy = D, Ty = T,
and vy = 2rm.) Using a linear change of variable and well-known properties
of H?(D), it is easily seen that every f € P?(v,) is analytic in D,, and for
every A € D, the mapping f + f()\), P?(v,.) — C is bounded.

Lemma 3.3. Let {an}22, and {ry,}>, be families of numbers such that
an >0, 0 <rpe1 <y for every n, Zn: an < oo, and r, — 0. Set

00
1
VvV = % E anlVpr, -
n=1

Then H*(D) C L%(v), if f € P%2(v), then f is analytic in D, and for every
A € D the mapping f — f()\), P?>(v) — C is bounded.
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Proof. Let h € H*(D). Since 5 fl‘r |h|?dy, < 2||h\|%{2(D) (see, for example,
[N, Lemma I.A.6.3.3]), we conclude that H?(D) C L?(v). On the other hand,
P%(v) C P%*(v,,) for every n, D, C D, ., and U2, D, = D. Therefore,
every f € P?(v) is analytic in D, and for every A € D the mapping f — f()\),
P?(v) — C is bounded. O

Remark 3.4. The construction of the measure v from Lemma 3.3 is close
to [KT1], [KT2].

4. TRANSFER TO THE HALF-PLANE AND FOURIER TRANSFORM

Set C4 ={2z€C : Imz>0},C_={2€C : Imz <0} and

z—1
4.1 = ) eC.
(1.1 @)=,
It is well known and easy to see that w|c, is a conformal mapping of C
onto D, and for every 0 < r < 1 and every f for which the integrals below

are defined we have

1 1[ree r dt
. = r = — t i )
(4.2) QW/FdeV W/—oo (fow)< +11—T>t2+(1—1r)2
where T', and v, are defined by (3.4) and just after (3.4), respectively. Set
1 1
(4.3) Jf(z) = \/—;Z+i(fow)(z)

for all functions f and z € C for which the definition (4.3) has sense. Then
J is a unitary transformation from L?(T) onto L?(R), and for n € L>(T)
the operator Jn(Ur)J ! is the multiplication by n o @ acting on L?(R).
Furthermore, JH?(D) = H?(C,) (see, for example, [N, Sec. 1.A.6.3.1]).
Since f € H?(D) if and only if f.(2) :== 1f(1), 2] > 1, is from H%(D), we
have

(Jf)(z) = =(T)(=2), z€C,

and
(4.4) (IWIh)(2) = —h(—2) for h € H*(C;) and z € C_.
For a measure v defined as in Lemma 3.3 set

Tn

n>1.

(4.5) dp = Z andt|Rtip, with v, =

)
-7
n=1 n

A straightforward calculation based on (4.2) shows that
(4.6) J is a unitary transformation from L?(ID,v) onto L*(Cy, ).
Since P?(v) = closy2(,) H*(D) and JH?*(D) = H?*(C, ), we conclude that
H?(Cy) C L*(Cy, p) and
(4.7) JP*(v) = clospa(,) H*(Cy).
Denote by J,, the natural imbedding of H?(C,) into clospz(,) H?(Cy).

Let D(R) be the space of test functions, that is, the space of functions

from C*°(R) with compact support. Let S(R) and S’(R) be the spaces
of rapidly decreasing functions and of tempered distributions, respectively.
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Recall that S’(R) is the dual space of S(R), D(R) is contained and dense
in S(R), and LP(R) C S'(R), 1 < p < oco. The Fourier transform F of a
function f defined on R and its inverse F~! act by the formulas

(4.8)

FN == / T f(s)ds, (FT) = = / ot f(s)ds, t € R.

It is well known that F and F~! are linear continuous mutually inverse
bijections on S(R) and on S’(R), and F is unitary on L?(R). It follows from
(4.4) that

(4.9) FIWT t=gwgtF.

For U € S'(R) the multiplication My by ¥ and the convolution Cy
with W are linear continuous mappings from S(R) to §'(R). If ¥ € LP(R),
1 <p < o0, then My and Cy act in a usual way: (Mg f)(t) = ¥(t)f(t) and

(4.10) (Cuf)(t /ft—s (s)ds, teR, feSMR).
It is well known that

1
4.11 FMyFlf = —Crof, feSR).
(4.11) o F O f T ruf, feSR)

If n € L>®(T), then Cz(;0) has an extention from S(R) onto L*(R) defined
by (4.11), which is a (linear, bounded) operator on L*(R) (that is, Cx(om) €
L(L*(R)).

For a > 0 set
(4.12) Oo(2) = €%, 2z €C.
Then
(4.13) (FOrH)E) = (FF{t—na), teR, neZ, felL*R)

and

(4.14) \/%(Cfoaf)(t) —f(t—a), LER, [eIX(R).
Set Ko = H?(Cy) © 0,H?(C). By the Paley-Wiener theorem,
(4.15) H*(C,) = F L0, +00)

and

(4.16)  0'Ko = 0"F1L*0,0) = F ' L*(na, (n + 1)a) for every n € Z.
For references see, for example, [I[{a, Ch. VI] or [R, Ch. 7].

For 0o < by < by < 400 and w: (by,b2) — (0, +00) set

b

L2((by,ba),w) = {f: (b1,b2) = C : b |f(®)|Pw(t)dt < oo}

Proposition 4.1. Let v be as in Lemma 3.3, and let 1 be defined by v as
n (4.5). For a> 0 set

(4.17) e —— Zake 2anvs - >0,
w2
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Pa,n(t) Zake davpne =20kt ¢ € (0,a), and

gba( ) = ¢a,n( - ), te ( nao, (’I’L + 1)05)5 n > 0.

Then
F is a unitary transformation
(4.18) ) )
from clospz(,y H*(C4) onto L7((0,+00), da),

Jy clospa(,y H HC) = {0 F ¢ fo € L*0,0),
4.19
(19 S 2.0y — 1) < oo},

n=0
FIWITLEFLN®) = —pa(=t) F(—1),

o (FIWTILFA1)(0) = ~0al -0 (1)

t€(=00,0), [ € L*(0,+00),¢a).
Proof. Set Lo, = 07F 1L*(0,a), n > 0. By (4.16),
H*(Cy) = ®ploLan and [00F " fllazc,) = Iflr200y  f € L*(0,q).

For v > 0 define A, € L(L?*(0,a)) by the formula (A, f)(t) = e v f(t),
f€L?0,a),te (0,a). Then (F1f)(t+iv) = (F 1Aauf)(t), t € (0,a).

Let n, m >0, and let f, g € L?(0,). We have
(93‘7:71]0, m]_—ilg)LQ(u)

:Z /enf P)(t + i0p) OTFTg)(t + fo)dt

/ (GO TTIT (F1 Ay ) (O F A g) ()t

MMME&”

o) [ demaz g, ) T A g0
R

B
Il
—_

akeiavk (n+m) (93]:71140:,1% f’ HZL]_—ilAavvkg)LQ (R)*

o

T
I

If n # m, then

(02 F " Ago, £, 00 F " Agon9) 12 (®) = 0,
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because F1L2(0,a) = K4 by (4.16). If n = m, then
(O F " f, 00 F 7 g) 1200

— Z age 2 ORF ! Agy, £, 00F " Aan 9) 12 ()

k=1

(4.21) = are N (Aa e fy Ao 9)12(0.0)
k=1
/ Zake 20w 2Uktf( ) ( )
0 k=1
— [ 105t

Clearly,

(4.22)

ef2v1a 1

wZ(—n—1) = 2(—n—2) < Pan(t) < D n 1)’ € (0,a), n>0.

It is proved that L, , is orthogonal to L, for n, m > 0 and n # m, and
Len is closed in L?(u) for every n > 0. Consequently,

(4.23) CIOSL2(M) H2(C+) = {@;L.O:Ohn : h € ﬁam Z ”h ”L2 < OO}

Let {f,}2%, C L?(0,q). Set h, = 0 F~1f,, n >0, and
ft) = falt —na), te(na,(n+1)a), n>0.

By (4.13), F(®)2ohn) = f. The relation (4.18) follows from the latest
equality, (4.21), (4.23) and the definition of ¢,.

Let J,, o,n be the natural imbedding of L, ,, as a subspace of H?(C,) into
La,n as a subspace of L?(p). Since the spaces Lon, n > 0, are orthogonal
and dense in both spaces H?(C,) and clos 2w H 2(Cy4), we conclude that
Ju = ®p2oJp,a,n- Consequently,

JZ - 69;L.OZOJ*,cu,n'
Let f, g € L?(0,a). By (4.21),
(S anlnF " F 00 F " 9,y = ORF £, 00F 7 9) 2
/ f ¢an ) (Qbanf, )LQOa
= (0o F 1% nf 00 F ) ey )
Thus,
(4.24) T oo F =00 F L ganf, e L*0,a).

By (4.24) and (4.23),
J; ClOSL2(M) H2((C+) — {69302093-7:71¢a nfn : fn € L2(O Oé),

ZHW il < 00}
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Set gn = Pa,nfn, then
JZ ClOSL2(M) H2((C+) = {@Zo:oag}—ilgn D gn € L2(0’O‘)a

i 2
3|t I o0}
n—0 ¢a,n L2(p)
By (4.21),
1 9n |7 “ ‘gn(t)‘Q “ ‘gn(t)‘Q
grF—1Y :/ antdt:/ dt.
panlzze = Jy Sam(@R o= [0

It follows from the latest equality and (4.22) that
gnF-1 o |

nz:o‘ ¢a,n L2 ()
The equality (4.19) is proved.

Let f € L*((0,400), ¢a). Then f = @5 f|na,(nt1)a)- Set

fult) = f(t+na), e (0,a), n>0.

By (4.13) and (4.24),
J;‘F_lf’(noz,(n-i-l)oz) = J;HZ]:_lfn = Hgf_1(¢a,nfn) - f_l((¢af)‘(na,(n+1)a))-
The equality (4.20) follows from (4.9) and (4.4). O
Remark 4.2. The idea of Proposition 4.1 is from [FR1], [FR2].

[e.e]
< oo if and only if Z Hgn]]%z(omwg(—n —1) < cc.
n=0

Theorem 4.3. Let T be defined as in Proposition 3.2 with v as in Lemma
3.3. Define p as in (4.5). For a > 0 set

- - 1 -

(ﬁaIR—)(O,—FOO), ¢o¢(t) = m, te(—O0,0), ¢o¢(t) = 17 t6(0,+00),
where ¢, 18 defined as in Proposition 4.1.

Let n € L. Then n € yp({T}') (where 7p is defined in (1.4)) if and
only if Cripomy € LIL*(R, ¢o)), and then A7t (n) is unitarily equivalent to
ﬁrcmow) € L(L*(R, dy)).

Proof. By Proposition 3.1, n € 3p({T}') if and only if the mapping from
(3.2) is defined and bounded. By (4.6), (4.7), and (4.18),
FJ: H*D) ® P*(v) — L*(0,+00) @ L*((0, +0), ¢ ) is unitary.
Set
-1
Yo = (FI) 1z ) 12(-00,0)X0(FT ) 12((0,400).60) P2 (1)’

where lower indesis of 7 and (FJ )_1 show spaces between they act. Tak-
ing into account the definition of X, the equality

(4.25) Jy =TI,
applying equalities (4.20) and (4.7), we obtain that Y, acts by the formula
YOJ: LQ((Ov +OO)7 (ba) — Lz(_oov 0)7 (Yaf)(t) - —¢a(—t)f(—t),
t € (—00,0), fe L*(0,+00),¢a).
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By (4.11), the mapping from (3.2) is defined and bounded if and only if the
mapping

_ 1
(4.26) (172(0,400) D Y 1)\/—2—7_[_0]:(7]0147) (11200, 400) @ Ya)

is defined and bounded.
Define V,,: L?((—00,0), ¢o) —: L*((0,4+00), ¢) by the formula

1

—J = o0 2 —0o0 o .
%(t)f( t), te(0,4+00), fe€L((-00,0),0a)

(Vaf)(t) ==

Then V, is unitary and Y4V, is the natural imbedding of L?((—00,0), ¢a)
into L?(—00,0). Thus, I12(0,400)®Ya Vo is the natural imbedding of L?(R, aa)
into L?(R). Multiplying the mapping from (4.26) by I12(0,400) ® V.t from
the left side and by I12(g yo0) @ Vo from the right side, we obtain the con-
clusion of the theorem. O

5. PROPERTIES OF CONSTRUCTED WEIGHTS

Let w,¢: R — (0,4+00) be two measurable functions. If w < ¢, then the
natural imbedding

L*(R,w) — L*(R, ¢)

is a (bounded) transformation with the bounded inverse. Let a > 0. Let 50,
be defined in Theorem 4.3, and let w2(—n — 1), n > 0, be defined by (4.17).
We may assume that > 5 ar < 1. Then w(—n —1) > 1 for n > 0. Set

wo(t) = wi(-n—1), te(—(n+1)a,—na), n>0,

(5-1) we(t) = 1,a t € (0,+00).
By (4.22),
(5.2) Wa < Pa.

Therefore, we can consider L2(R,w,) instead of L2(R, ¢y).
Lemma 5.1. Let {ai}32, and {vy}32, be families of numbers such that

0<ar<1,0<uvpy1 <wvy forevery k, and Y 2, a < 0o. For a > 0 define
w(—n—1),n >0, by (4.17). Then

o
wWwil-n—-—m—1) < (1 + 2Zak)w§(—n —Dwi(-m—-1), m,n>0.
k=1



EXAMPLE OF QUASIANALYTIC CONTRACTION 14

Proof. We have

5 1 2 Z ape —2amuy, Z ae —2amu;
w2 (—n — w2 (

o0 k—1
_ —20mvk —2amu; —2amuy, —2amu;
= age aje + are + aje

k=1 =1 I=k+1

[%S) k—1 [e'S)
_ Z akef2omv,C Z alefQval + Z azef2a(n+m)vk
=1 k=1
o0 k—1
+ Z ake—Qamvk Z ale—Zomvl
k=2 =1

00 k—1 [eS)
< § :ake—Qanvke—Zozmvk § :al + § :ake—Qa(n—i—m)vk
k=2 =1 k=1

00 k—1
+ Z ake*%‘m”k e*Qank Z a
) )
Z Z —204(71—}—771)1};C + Zake 2a(n+m)vg
=1 k=2

k=1
< 2; ) —n—m-—1) =

Corollary 5.2. Let {a,}3°, and {vi}32, be families of numbers such that
ap >0, 0 < vpp1 < vy for every k, and Y poar < 1. Set

o
C = 1+22ak.
k=1

For a > 0 define wy by (5.1). Then

We (t + 5) < C?wa(—2)%wa (Hwa(s), t,s€R.

Proof. First, consider the case where ¢,s < 0. Then there exists m,n > 0
such that ¢t € (—(n + 1)a, —na) and s € (—(m + 1)o, —ma). Then t + s €
(=(n+m+2)a, —(n +m)a). Therefore,

Wo(t+5) < wW2(—n—m —2) < Cwi(—n — Dwi(-m —2)
< Cw?(—n —1)Cw?(—m — 1)w2( 2) = C?w2(=2)wa(t)wa(s).

a

In remaining cases the conclusion of the lemma follows from the fact that
W 18 nonincreasing and w, = 1 on (0, +00). O

Lemma 5.3. Let {ay}2, and {vi}32, be families of numbers such that
ap >0, 0 < vpr1 < vy for every k, v, — 0 and zzozlak < o00. Fora>0
define w?(—n — 1), n > 0, by (4.17). Then for every ¢ > 0 there exists a
finite constant C. (which also depends on o) such that w?(—n —1) < C.e™
for alln > 0.
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Proof. Since vy — 0, there exists k. such that 2av,. <e. We have

o0

1 [e%S) [%S)
i — § :akef2anvk > § akef2anvk > § akefen.
w2(—n —1)
k=1 k=k. k=ke

Thus, C. =

1
Zzo:ks ay’
Recall that C, denote the convolution with a function ¢, see (4.10).

Lemma 5.4. Let C > 0, and let w: R — (0,400) and ¢p: R — C be
measurable functions such that w(t + s) < Cw(t)w(s) for all s,t € R and

Y € INR). Then Cy € LR, w)) and |Cl| < VCIlov/al 1 g

Proof. Define B € L(L*(R,w), L*(R)) by the formula Bf = wf, f €
L*(R,w). Then B is unitary, and

(BCyB~f)(t) = /Rw(t — s)f(s)\/tvwét)ds, teR, feL*R).

Therefore,
(Be,B Nl < [ Jut - s>f<s>r%(<3ds
< [ 1ote= )56 C‘”“w‘(:))w(s)ds

= VC [ fot = o)l ult =)l (s)lds
=VC(Cymlf)(t), teR, feL*R).
It is well known (and can be deduced from (4.11)) that if ¢ € L*(R), then
C, € L(L*(R)) and [|Cy || < [|ll 1 (r)- Setting ¢ = [¢h|\/w, we obtain
IBCy B~ fll12®) < VO V@l L1l £l 2 m)-

Clearly, [[[¥|vwllzi®) = ¥Vl L@ and [[[flllz2®) = [If]L2@)- The con-
clusion of the lemma follows from the unitarity of B. O

Recall that w is defined by (4.1) and F is the Fourier transform (see

(4.8)).

Lemma 5.5. Let C' > 0, and let w: R — [1,400) be a nonincreasing func-
tion such that w(t + s) < Cw(t)w(s) for all s,t € R and

log w(t)
(5.3) /]R e < 00
Then there exists n € L>=(T) such that n(e't) =0 fort € (r,27), n £ 0, and
C]:(now) € ﬁ(L2(R’w))

Proof. There exists a function h: R — (0, +00) such that h € L}(R)NL?*(R),
hy/w € LY(R) and

(5.4) /R loghlt)  _

1+t
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Indeed, take ¢ > 0, € > 0 and set

1

h(t)=1, te€(—c,c) and h(t) = m,

t € (00, —c) U (¢, +00).

Since w is nonincreasing, w is bounded on (—c, ¢), therefore, hy/w € L'(R).
Since w > 1 on R, h € L*(R) N L?(R). Furthermore,

/logh /‘c /+°° (1+¢)log |t| + & logw(t)
>>—oo
r 1+ t2 1+t2

by (5.3).

By (5.4), there exists ¢ € H'(C,) N H?(C,) such that |¢)| = h a.e. on R
(see, for example, [Gar, Theorem 11.4.4]). By Lemma 5.4, Cy, € L(L?(R, w)).
Set n = (F~ 1) owt. Since vy € H*(C,) and (F~ 1) (—t) = (Fa)(t) for
t € R, we have (F 14) € L?(—0c0,0) by (4.15). It remains to note that
@ ((0,400)) = {e* : t € (m2m)}. O

The following lemma will be applied in Sec. 9.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that 6 > 0, and B € L(L?(R)) is such that for every
—00 < by < by < 400

BL?(by,by) C L*(by — 8,by + 6).

Suppose that a sequence {w(n)}nez of positive numbers is such that

Mxl, n € Z.
wn+1)

For a > § set wo(t) = w?(n), t € (na,(n + 1)a), n € Z. Then B €
LUA(R, ws), and

w?(n) w?(n)
B0y < 3Bl aace (1 51p o5y + smp o 255)

Proof. Let f € L?>(R,wg). Set f, = flna,(n+1)a), M € Z. By assumption,
Bf, is well-defined, and Bf, € L*((n — 1)a, (n + 2)a). We have

Bf = Z Bfn ((n—1)a,na) +Bfn|(na n+1)o +Bfn|( n+1)a (n+2)a))
nez

= Onez(Bfu—1+ Bfn + Bfnt1)l(na,nt1)a)-
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Furthermore,

(B fn-1+ Bfn+ Bfar1)lna,n+1)a ||L2(R wa)

= WX ()[(Bfa-1 + Bfn+ Bfni1)|(nasn1)a) 1 72(m)

< 3W2(n)(H(Bfn*l”(noc,(n-i-l)a)||%2(R) + (B fn)l(na, n+1)o¢)H%2
+ 1B fat)|(non(nt1)0) [ 72(R))

< 30‘)2(”)”3“%@2([@))(HfN—l”%Q(]R) + an”%Q(]R) + ”fn+1HL2(R))

1 1
= 3w?(n)|| BI|Z (2 (my) <m“fﬂ_1”%2(ﬂ%,wa) + wz—(n)an”%Q(]R,wa)

1 2
+ m”fml“p(m,wa))

w?(n)
= 3By (o = M1 e + Il
w?(n) 2
e e )

Therefore,

IBFI72@mw0) = 2 N (Bfa—1 + B+ Bfni)lnams1)o) 720

nez
w?(n)
< 31BI g2qm) ZZ(WQ(H i1l + 1l @)
ne
w2(n) 2
+ o Ml
2 2
_ 2 w(n+1) w(n—1) 2
=31Blzr2mw)) %(T(n) +1+ T(n)> 1l Z2 (R wa)
< 3(|B|? (1+su W) g )ZHf 2
B LA @) nEIZ w?(n+1) nelz w2 = MIL2 (Rywa)
2 2
_ 2 w?(n) w?(n) 2
= 3Bl (14508 a3y * 508 30— 1)) M ey O

6. QUASIANALYTICITY

We will apply Beurling’s quasianalyticity theorem, see [[<o, Ch. VIL.B.5].
Theorem 6.1 (Beurling). Let —oo < by < by < 4+00. For ¢ > 0 set
Gle)={t+1iy : by <t<by 0<y<c}

For a function f analytic in G(c) set

§Q(c)(f) = sup (/b2 ‘f(t 4 iy)!2dt> 1/2

O<y<c M by
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For ¢ € L?(by,by) and u € [1,+00) define M (u) by the relation

b2
e~ M(u) _ inf{ </ lo(t) — f(t)|2dt) 2 . f is analytic in G(c)

by
and gy (f) < e“}.

If +o00 M(u)

5 du = 0

1 u
and [{t e R : by <t < by, o(t) =0} >0 (where |-| is the linear measure
of a subset of R), then ¢ = 0.

To apply Theorem 6.1 we need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Let M: (0,4+00) — (0,400) be a nondecreasing function. Let
a > 0. Then

Z M =o00 if and only if /+°0 M{u) du = oo.
1

n? u?

n=1

Proof. We have

du

T M (uo = M (ua
I Sy

1 u u

n=1

and

M(na) = M(ua) = M((n+1)a)
< <
(n+1)2 7~ w? = n?
Since 27 — 1 when n — oo, we conclude that

for u € [n,n + 1].

— M oo M
Z (7;04) = oo if and only if / (z;a) du = oo.
ot n 1 u

The lemma follows from the equality

oo M (uar) oo M (u)
. u2 du = O[/.; Tdu ]

Theorem 6.3. Let T be defined as in Proposition 3.2 with v as in Lemma
3.8. For a > 0 define w?(—n—1), n >0, by (4.17). Then T is quasianalytic
if and only if

[e.e]

logwa(—n—1)
(6.1) T;] TriE . C >

Proof. “If” part. By Proposition 3.1, T' is quasianalytic if and only if (3.1)
is fulfilled. By the construction of T, Ho = P%(v) and Xy = W.J*, where
W is defined by (3.3). Recall that J is defined by (4.3) and J, is defined
after (4.7). Applying J and taking into account (4.4), (4.7), and (4.25), the
relation (3.1) can be rewritten as follows.

Let h € H*(C,), let g€ Jy, clospa H*(C,),
and let [{t e R : h(t) =g(—t)}| >0. Then g =0.
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We have g € H*(C,). Set g.(z) = g(—z), z € C_. Then g, € L*(R) ©
H?(C,). Therefore, it sufficient to prove that h(t)—g(—t) = 0 for a.e. t € R.
By (4.19),

g =% 0" F 'g,, where g, € L*(0,a) and

oo
Ciy = 3 lgn 320,02 (0 — 1) < 0.
n=0

Since w2 (—n — 1) — oo when n — oo,

o0
= _lgnllz200) < o0
n=0

Let —00 < b1 < by < +00 be such that
(6.2) I{t € (b1,b2) : h(t) =g(—t)} > 0.

For ¢ > 0 define G(c) as in Theorem 6.1.
Set ¢(t) = h(t) — g(—t), t € (b1, b2),

fin(2) = (62F 'gn)(—2z) and
fn(2) = h(2) — @} _ofir(2), 2€ CLUR, n>0.

Clearly, f1, and f, are analytic in C,

fin(2) =

and

b2 o a 9
27(sg(e)(f1n))? = sup /b \e_l(”ly)"o‘!Q‘/ e_l(”ly)sgn(s)ds‘ dt
1

O<y<c

2
< sup/ 2yna / ’efl (t+iy)s )\ds)
O<y<ec
<™ sup / ( / ¥ |gn (s IdS)
O<y<e
< eZelntla sup/ /|gn |ds dt
O<y<cJby

< eZc(n-l—l)Oé/ Oé(/ ’gn(s)‘st)dt
b1 0
)

— 2¢c(n+1 *(by — bl)aHgn”%Q(O,a)'
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Therefore,

(0)(fn) < sg(e)(h) + Zgg(c (fir)
< SG(e)(h) + (b = b1) 1/2\/— Z B0 g1l 20,0

< s () + (bs — by) 2V (z i) (Zugkuyw)

[0
< §Q(c)(h) + (bg — bl)l/zx/i_(n 4 1)1/2ec(n+1)ac21§2‘

2T

Set Oy = (by — bi) V2 Y. Since h € H2(Cy), we have sg(o)(h) < [hlli2(c,)
Thus,

1/2 c(n «
o) () < Ihllmc) + CrCoy”(n+ Y2, > 0.
Take 0 < ¢ < 1/a. Then there exists Cy (which depends on ¢) such that
1Bl 2 ey ) + clc;g/Q(n +1)1/2ectnt e < 0oe  for all n € N.

We obtain that )
S(e) (52 fa) <" for all n € N.

We have

» 21\ 0o
([ 10t = mtt)Pat) ™ < o = flliaey = | OF s frlzogm

by

ad / ad /
= (X 10B0m) < g (3 @Ak D)
k=n-+1 wWa(—n —2) k=n+1
L g

< -
T we(—n—2)
(because wo(—k — 1) > wo(—n —2) for k> n+1).
Define M(n) as in Theorem 6.1 applying to C%cp. Then
ba 1 2 \1/2
—M(n><</ —op(t) — — t‘dt) <——C
e n < .

Therefore, M(n) > logwa(—n — 2) —log C14. By assumption (6.1),

= M(n
Z n(Q):OO

n=1

1 1

By Lemma 6.2, C%cp satisfies the conclusion of Theorem 6.1, that is, C%(p =0.
Therefore, h(t) — g(—t) = 0 for a.e. t € (b1, ba).

Since (b1,b2) is an arbitrary interval satisfying (6.2), we conclude that
h(t) — g(—t) =0 for a.e. t € R.

“Only if” part. Take av > 0. Define w, by (5.1). If the sum in (6.1) is
finite, then (5.3) is fulfilled for w,. By Lemma 5.5, there exists n € L>(T)
such that n(e'*) = 0 for ¢ € (m,2n), n # 0, and Cr(yow) € L(L*(R,wy)). By
(5.2), Crinom) € LILA(R, $q)), too. By Theorem 4.3, n € 3p({T}') (where
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A7 is defined in (1.4)). Since n # 0 and 1 = 0 on the set of positive measure,
T is not quasianalytic by [[XS1, Proposition 21]. O

Lemma 6.4. Let {ai}32, and {vy}72, be families of numbers such that
ap >0, 0 < vpy1 < vy for every k, and > ;2 ap < oo. Let {k,}52, be a

subsequence such that
[ee]

227%
n:CX)’
n

n=1
and let {cp,}22, be defined by the equality

o0

For a > 0 define w?(—n — 1), n >0, by (4.17). If 2avy, < ¢, for sufficiently
large n, then (6.1) is fulfilled.

Proof. Set a = 7°, a;. We have

2 :ake 2anvk_§ :a e 20mvk+ 2 : age —2anuvy,
w2(—n —1)

W,

k=kn+1
kn,
< Zake 2anvy,, + Z ap < ae —2anvy,, 4+ e MCn
k=1 k=kn+1

_ aef2am}kn <1 + lefn(cn72avkn)) )
a
Therefore,

1
log 3 <loga — 2anvy, + 2 o—nlen—2avy,)
a

1
w2(—n —1)
Consequently,

e —n(en—2avg,)

logwa(—n — 1) log a nuy,, e
22 TS >Z §n+1 agw

e—n(cn —2avg, )

CES)E < 00. O

By assumption, > 7 Z:j_kl)g =ooand )

Example 6.5. Let 0 < a < 1. Set a, = (1 —a)a™ ! and v, = m,
n > 1. Then {a,}22; and {v,}5°, satisfy the assumption of Lemma 6.4

with k, =n and ¢, = —loga, n > 1.
7. EXISTENCE OF HYPERINVARIANT SUBSPACES

Recall the definition of a bilateral weighted shift, see [F]. Let w: Z —
(0,00) be a nonincreasing function. Set

={u={um)}ez: [ull =) lu(n)w?(n) < oo}.

ne”L
The bilateral weighted shift S,, € L(¢2) acts by the formula

(Spu)(n) =u(n—1), ne€Z, uel>.
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Theorem 7.1. Let T be defined as in Proposition 3.2 with v as in Lemma
3.3. For a > 0 set
241
Uao(2) =e%=-1, zeD.
Set wa(n) =1, n >0, and define wy(n) for n < —1 by (4.17). Then 9,(T)
is similar to ®jenSw, -

Proof. Recall that w and 6, are defined by (4.1) and (4.12), respectively.
Clearly, ¥, o w = 6,. By Theorem 4.3, ¥,(T) is unitarily equivalent to

\/%Cfga acting on L?(R, $a) Define w, by (5.1). By (5.2), \/%C]:ga is

similar to the same operator acting on L?(R,w,). We have

LQ(R,wa) - {@nelfn Cfn € L2(na, (n + 1)04),
Z |’an%2(na,(n+1)a)wi(n) < OO}

ne’l

By (4'14)7 \/LQ_W(C]:Gaf)(t) = f(t - a)? teR.

Therefore, \/%—WC}‘QQ on L*(R,w,) is unitarily equivalent to the bilateral

shift on the weighted space of sequences {f,}nez, where f, € L?(0,a).
Since dim L?(0, ) = oo, we conclude that \/%—WC}'QQ on L?(R,w,) is unitarily
equivalent to ©;enSy, - U

Corollary 7.2. Let T be defined as in Proposition 3.2 with v as in Lemma
3.83. Then for every o > 0 there exists a singular inner function n, € H™
such that the range of (ny, 0 ¥o)(T) is not dense.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that > 27, ar < 1. (Else,
the weight {wa(n)}nez constructed in (4.17) can be replaced by w? (n) =
S e agw2(n) for n < —1 and wia(n) = we(n) =1 for n > 0.)

Define the weight wy = {wa(n)}nez by (4.17). It follows from Lemmas
5.1 and 5.3 that w, is a dissymmetric weight (see [E] for definition). By
[E, Theorem 5.7], there exists a singular inner function 7, € H* (which
depends on w, ) such that the range of 7,(S,, ) is not dense. Therefore, the
range of 7, (®;enSw, ) is not dense. Taking into account that

(N © Va)(T) = (Na(Va(T))
and applying Theorem 7.1 we obtain the conclusion of the corollary. O

Remark 7.3. Let T be an operator which admits an H°°-functional calculus
(see [[Kér3, Sec. 5|. Let ¥ € H* be a singular inner function with at least
two singularities. If 9(T) is invertible and o(T) = T, then T cannot be
quasianalytic by [Gam?2, Theorems 2.5 and 2.6].

For a > 0, let ¥, be defined in Theorem 7.1. Then ¥, has the only
singularity at a point 1 € T. Let T" be defined as in Proposition 3.2 with v
as in Lemma 3.3. By Proposition 3.2, o(T) = T. By Theorem 7.1, 9,(T) is
similar to ®;enS., . By [F], S, is invertible. Thus, ¥, (T) is invertible. By
results of Sec. 6, T' can be quasianalytic.

8. CONVOLUTION AND FOURIER TRANSFORM

The results of this section will be applied in Sec. 9. Recall that F and C,
denote the Fourier transform and convolution with a function ¢, see (4.8)

and (4.10).
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Lemma 8.1. Suppose that 6 >0, ¢ € LY(R) N C(R), and

(8.1) / ‘w ‘dt < o0.

Fort e R set

6 its
wl(t):/ L s)ds.

s S

Then ¢ € L>®(R). For f € D(R) and t € R set

(A1 f)(t /w Jt=s) f(t)ds.

Then Ay f € L*(R), and if —oo < by < by < +00 are such that f(t) =0 for
t € (—00,b1|U[ba, +00), then (A1 f)(t) = 0 fort € (—o0, b1 —0]U[ba+6, +00).

Furthermore,

F Ay f =0 F 'S
Consequently, Ay can be extended from D(R) onto L*(R) and

Ay € LLA(R)).

Proof. We have

0 — (0
0 gits _ 1 [ sints . o gin s
/—5 . dS:l/—(S Sds_l/_(st Sds.

sin s
sup‘/ ds
c>0 —c

we conclude that ¢; € L2(R).
Let f € D(R) and t € R. Then

max Jlt=s) = /1) < max |f(s)] < max|f'] < oo.
s€[—0,0] S sE[t—04,t+4] R

e —1|ds + [¢(0)

)

and

Since

7

Since

f(t—
)] < o [TEIZIO] [
we conclude that Ay,f € L®(R). Let —oo < b < by < +o0o be such
that f(t) = 0 for t € (—o0,b1] U [be, +00). Then f(t —s) = f(t) = 0 for
t € (—00,b1 — 0] U [by + 0,+00) and s € [—9,6]. Let = € R. By Fubini’s
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theorem,

—1 b2+5 t
(F A f)( m /b (A F)(Ddt

b0 ll‘t/ T,Z) f( )det
bl )
/ ) 1 - b2+6ei”(f(t—8)—f(t))dtds
bi1—0

/ ) (s — 1)ds(F 1) () = v () (F L)), O

S

Theorem 8.2. Let ¥ € L*(R) N CY(R) be such that ¥ € L'(R). Set
W = FU'. Suppose that v € L*(R) and 1 satisfies (8.1) for some § > 0
(and, consequently, for arbitrary finite 6). For f € D(R) and t € R set

£ = /qu(s)wds.

Then
Apf=1Cruf —iv2rV(0)f, fe€DR).
Proof. Fix 6 > 0. Set
P(t)
t 7
(Of course, 12 and ¢y depend on §.) Clearly, ¥o € L'(R). Therefore,
Cy, f € L'(R) N L%(R) for every f € D(R). We have

(8.3) .Awf = Alwf + C¢2f — C¢f, fe D(R).
Set

52 balt) = X -sriaron O tER and ey = [ dalt)ie

S

B(t) = /R 1 (s)ds, teR

By Lemma 8.1, ®(t) € L®(R) and F 1Ay, f = 1 F 1 f for f € D(R). Since
¥y € LY(R), we have

F 1y f =V2r(F Yn) - (F'f), feDR)
(see, for example, [IKXa, Theorem VI.1.3] or [R, Theorem 7.2]). Thus,
(8.4) FlAf=®F'f, feDR).
We will show that ®' = iv/270’. We have

v = | (1) p(s)as = [(us)as, tem

S

because 1) € L1(R). Since L}(R) C &'(R) (see, for example, [Ka, Sec. V1.4.1]
or [R, Example 7.12(d)]), we have ¢, ¥’ € §'(R). Taking into account that
1 = FU', we conclude that

/R eteip(s)ds = Var(F 1) () = VarW (1),
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Therefore, ' = iv/27¥’ a.e. on R. (Actually, ®'(¢t) = iv27 V' (t) for every
t € R, because ¥’ € C(R) by assumption and & = iv/27F 1) with ¢ €
L'(R).)

Since ®(0) = 0, we conclude that ® = iv/27rV —iv/27W(0). The conclusion
of the theorem follows from (8.4) and (4.11). O

9. SQUARE ROOT AGAIN

Denote by o the branch of square root defined in C\ [0, 4+00). Set
(9.1 U = porw,

where w is defined by (4.1). Then ¥ is analytic in C\ {iy : |y| > 1},
U(C\{iy : |yl >1}) =Cy, and

i 1
V()= ——— iy > 1}
O =g #€C\w s b2
For A ¢ Cy UR set
1
2 Uy, = —
(9-2) AT
then W is analytic in C\ {iy : |y| > 1} and ¥} = —ﬁ\ﬂ’.

The proof of the following theorem can be found in [Ia, Sec. VI.7.1].

Theorem 9.1 (Paley—Wiener). Let ¢ > 0, and let a function f be analytic
in{zeC : z=t+1iy, t €R, y € (—c,c)} and such that

(9.3) SWK/WHMW&<m
yE(—c,c) JR

Then [ e*(F(f[r))(t)[?dt < oco.

Lemma 9.2. Let A\ & CL UR, and let ¥y be defined by (9.2). Then for

every 0 < ¢ < 1 W) satisfies (9.3).
Proof. We have |¥| < m\\lﬂ |. Therefore, it sufficient to proof that

U’ satisfies (9.3), which follows from the equality
1
U (t +iy)|? = , teR, <1. O
Wl e .

Lemma 9.3. Let A € CLUR, and let ¥y be defined by (9.2). Set iy = FV,.
Let 6 > 0. Then 1y satisfies (8.1).

Proof. Since ¥} € L*(R), we have

BO=60 L [ty g,
Therefore,
T

\/ﬂdlst)\(c+ //‘ ‘\‘I’ )|dsdt.
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We have |U/(s)| = 1+ =, s € R, and

I 'ddf—?//‘sﬁy Er

:2/ {MHQ{ 1 dt—2/‘sm ‘/ ———dtds
o Jr It 1+§ || 2+ 52

= 2/ !smﬂ arctan ids < 00.
R

5] 5]

[|pe-soy, .,

M ‘dt is obtained similarly. O

Thus,

The estimate for f

The following two lemma are proved exactly as Lemmas 9.2 and 9.3,
therefore, their proofs are omitted.

Lemma 9.4. Let VU be defined by (9.1). Then for every 0 < ¢ < 1 ¥
satisfies (9.3).

Lemma 9.5. Let ¥ be defined by (9.1). Set ¢ = FV'. Let § > 0. Then 1
satisfies (8.1).

Recall that 77 is defined in (1.4).

Theorem 9.6. Let T be defined as in Proposition 3.2 with v as in Lemma
3.8. Let g be the branch of square root defined in C\ [0,4+00). Then there
exists R € {T}' such that yp(R) = o|r, and o(R) C C4y UR.

Proof. Since Ap is a unital algebra-homomorphism, it sufficient to prove that
olr € yr({T}) and ﬁ‘T er({TY}) for every A € CL UR (see [[XS1]).

Let ¥ be defined by (9.1), and for A € C4y UR let ¥y be defined by
(9.2). Take o > 0. Let $o be defined in Theorem 4.3. By Theorem 4.3,
it is sufficient to prove that Cry € L(L2(R, ¢y)), and Cru, € L(LA(R, ba))
for every A ¢ C; UR. We may assume that > ;2 ar < 1 (where {a;}3°,
are from the construction of v). Let w, be defined by (5.1). By (5.2),
We = ¢q. Therefore, it sufficient to prove that Crg € L£(L2(R,w,)), and
Cru, € L(L*(R,w,)) for every A ¢ C4 UR. Since SUP(p, hy) Wa < 00 for
every —oo < by < by < +00, we have D(R) C L*(R, w,,).

Take 0 < § < a. Set ¢p = FU¥'. By Theorem 9.1 and Lemmas 9.4 and
9.5, U satisfies Theorem 8.2. By Theorem 8.2, it sufficient to prove that
the mapping A, which is defined on D(R) can be extended as a (linear,
bounded) operator onto L?(R,w,).

By (8.3), it sufficient to prove that Ay and Cy,, where 1)5 is defined by
(8.2), can be extended as (linear, bounded) operators onto L?(R,w,). By
Lemma 5.1, w, satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 5.6. By Lemma 8.1,
Ay satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 5.6. Thus, Ay € L(L*(R,w,))
by Lemma 5.6. By Theorem 9.1 and Lemma 5.3, ¢3,/w, € L'(R). By
Corollary 5.2, w, satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 5.4. By Lemma 5.4,

C¢2 S E(LQ(R, wa)).



EXAMPLE OF QUASIANALYTIC CONTRACTION 27

Thus, Cry € L(L*(R, 5a)) For Wy, with A € C, UR, the proof is the
same. U

Corollary 9.7. There exists a quasianalytic contraction R with o(R) =
{e" : t €[0,7]} and with a unitary asymptote U,(gy. Consequently, o(R)
coincides with the quasianalytic spectral set of R and o(R) # T.

Proof. Let T and R be from Theorem 9.6. Clearly, (Q|’]I‘)2 = x (where
X(z) = z, z € T). Since 37(R) = o|r and 37(T) = x, we conclude that
R? =T, because A is a unital algebra-homomorphism.

Set 0 = {e!* : t € [0,7]}. By Theorem 9.6, o(R) C C; UR. By
Proposition 3.2, o(T) = T. Since R?> = T, we have o(T) = {\? : A € o(R)}.
Therefore, o(R) C T. Consequently,

o(R)cTN(CLUR) =o0.

By Proposition 3.1, T is similar to a contraction. By Theorem 2.1, R is
similar to a contraction, too. By Lemma 2.2, o(Ur) is a unitary asymptote
of R. Since o(Ur) is unitarily equivalent to U,, we have that U, is a unitary
asymptote of R. By (1.2) applied to R, ¢ C ¢(R). Thus, o(R) = 0.

Let v be chosen such that T' is quasianalytic. (It is possible by results of
Sec. 6.) By Corollary 2.3, R is quasianalytic. O

Remark 9.8. Let 7" and R be operators constructed in the proof of Corol-
lary 9.7. By Proposition 3.1 and Lemma 2.2, unitary asymptotes of 7" and
R are cyclic unitary operators. Therefore, {T'} and {R}’ are abelian alge-
bras. Since R € {T'}, we conclude that {R}’ = {T'}/ by [KKS1, Proposition
11]. Consequently, Hlat R = Hlat T'. By Corollary 7.2, Hlat T" is nontrivial.
Therefore, Hlat R is nontrivial, too.

Remark 9.9. Let T be defined as in Proposition 3.2 with v as in Lemma
3.3. For a > 0, let ¥, be defined in Theorem 7.1. By Remark 7.3, 9,(T) is
invertible.

For every 0 < r < 1set G, =D\ D,, where D, is defined in (3.4). Then
infg, |¥4| > 0. Denote by k, a conformal mapping of D onto G,. Let @ be
an operator which admits an H°-functional calculus (see [I[<¢r3, Theorem
23]). By [[Kér2] and [Gam?2], ¥4 (k,(Q)) is invertible.

A question appears: whether exists an operator @, such that T' = k,.(Q,)?
It is possible to prove that there exists Q1. € {T'}’ such that 77 (Q1,) = K, *
and (@1, ) is a proper subarc of T. But the estimate obtained by the author
is |Q7.|| < Cn(logn)? for sufficiently large n € N, which does not allow to
define k. (Q1,).
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