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Abstract: In this survey paper we review classical results and recent progress about
a certain topic in the spectral theory of two-dimensional canonical systems. Namely,
we consider the questions whether the spectrum σ is discrete, and if it is, what is its
density. Here we measure density by the growth of the counting function of σ in the
sense of integrability or lim sup-conditions relative to suitable comparison functions.
These questions have been around for many years. However, full answers have been
obtained only very recently – in partly still unpublished work.

The way we measure density of eigenvalues must be clearly distinguished from
spectral asymptotics, where one asks for an asymptotic expansion of eigenvalues. We
explicitly and on purpose do not go into this direction and do not present any results
about spectral asymptotics.

We understand this survey as a focussed presentation of results revolving around the
initially stated questions, and not as an exhaustive account on the literature which is
in the one or other way related to the area. It does not contain any proofs, but we do
comment on proof methods.

The theorems we present are very diverse. They rely on different methods from
operator theory, complex analysis, and classical analysis, and beautifully invoke the
interplay between these areas. Besides the fundamental theorems solving the
problem and several selected additions, we decided to include a number of results
devoted to the spectral theory of Jacobi matrices, in other words, to the Hamburger
moment problem. The connection between the theories of canonical systems and
moment problems gives rise to important new insights, yet seems to be less widely
known than other connections, e.g., with Krein-Feller or Schrödinger operators.

We compile all necessary prerequisites from the general theory to make the
exposition as self-contained as possible. It is our aim that this survey can be read
and enjoyed by a broad community, including non-specialist readers.
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Introduction

The present paper is a survey, not containing any proofs, where we review
classical results and recent progress about a certain topic in the spectral theory
of two-dimensional canonical systems. These are first-order systems of the form

y′(t) = zJH(t)y(t), t ∈ (a, b),

where −∞ < a < b ≤ ∞, z ∈ C is the spectral parameter, J is the symplectic

matrix J :=
(
0 −1

1 0

)
, and H is the Hamiltonian of the system. We deal with

systems whose Hamiltonian satisfies H(t) ∈ R2×2, H(t)T = H(t), H(t) ≥ 0 for
a.a. t ∈ (a, b), H ∈ L1((a, c),R2×2) for all c ∈ (a, b), and H(t) ̸= 0 a.e.

‡This work was supported by the project I 4600 of the Austrian Science Fund (FWF), and
by the Sverker Lerheden foundation.
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Canonical systems play an important role in many contexts; we mention
two:

▷ Several particular equations can be transformed to the form of a canoni-
cal systems by sometimes more and sometimes less explicit formulae. This
applies in particular to Schrödinger- or Sturm-Liouville equations, Dirac sys-
tems, Jacobi matrices, and Krein-Feller operators (Krein strings).

▷ Canonical systems are a universal model for self-adjoint operators with sim-
ple spectrum. Every such operator is unitarily equivalent to the differential
operator induced by some canonical system in a natural way.

Each two self-adjoint realisations of the above differential equation are at most
2-dimensional perturbations of each other, and hence share most of their spectral
properties. When talking about such properties we may thus pick up any self-
adjoint realisation.

The theorems we present revolve around the following two questions:

(1) When is the spectrum discrete ?

(2) If the spectrum is discrete, how densely is it distributed ?

Here we understand “density” of a discrete subset σ of R as being measured by
the growth of the counting function

n(r) := #
(
σ ∩ (−r, r)

)
when r tends to infinity. We measure the speed of growth of n(r) in ways familiar

from complex analysis like finiteness of lim supr→∞
n(r)
g(r) or

∫∞
1

n(r)
g(r) dr, where

g(r) is a suitable comparison function (for a start think of a power g(r) = rρ

with ρ > 0). It must be said very clearly that we do not discuss results about
actual asymptotics of n(r). There is a vast literature about spectral asymptotics
of various types of equations, but it is most explicitly not our aim to go into
this direction.

Question (1) is answered by a single theorem reading as “The spectrum
is discrete, if and only if...”. Contrasting this, question (2) has many facets.
The full answer boils down to two theorems: one settling the case of “dense”
spectrum, and another settling the case of “sparse” spectrum. It is a good,
though not fully correct, intuition to imagine the set Z of integers as the border
between those two situations. These two cases are very different in their nature,
and so are the proof methods.

A guide to reading the paper

On the top level of structuring, the content is arranged in five parts.

Part I: Fundamental Theorems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21

We present the fundamental theorems that answer questions (1) and (2). In the
discreteness characterisation and in the case of dense spectrum, the formulae are
explicit in terms of the Hamiltonian and can be applied in practice. For sparse
spectrum formulae are again explicit, but evaluating them is much more difficult
(we discuss situations where the density of the spectrum can be described more
explicitly later on).
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Part II: The limit circle case . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 37

We discuss the situation where H is integrable on the whole interval (a, b). In
this case the spectrum is always sparse, and there is a tight connection between
the distribution of the spectrum and the growth of a certain entire function. This
opens up another way of approach, which in particular leads to an algorithm to
evaluate the general formula up to a small error.

Part III: Moment problems and Jacobi matrices . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 46

The following three notions are just different ways to view one and the same
object: moment sequences, Jacobi matrices, Hamiltonians of a certain discrete
form (which we call Hamburger Hamiltonians). The connection between mo-
ment sequences and Jacobi matrices is standard, the connection with canonical
systems seems to be less widely known, though it has been around for many
years. This interaction proves to be very fruitful, and we use it to discuss ques-
tion (2) in this setting. In this part we focus on results stated in terms of
the moment sequence, its orthonormal polynomials, and its Jacobi parameters.
Some of them are obtained making a detour via Hamburger Hamiltonians.

Part IV: Hamburger Hamiltonians . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59

In this part we focus on results about Hamburger Hamiltonians. When the
Hamiltonian does not vary too wildly a fairly complete picture can be given.
Translating the results presented in this part to Jacobi parameters and the
moment sequence is usually hard (if not impossible).

Part V: Additions and Examples . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71

We present a selection of theorems and examples about various topics. Among
them a construction of Hamiltonians whose monodromy matrix has prescribed
growth, and a result where in one very concrete situation not only finiteness of

lim supr→∞
n(r)
g(r) (for appropriate g(r)) is shown, but the actual value of this

limit is determined. Further, we give results that illuminate the ways in which
the growth of n(r) depends on the Hamiltonian, and illustrate the pecularities
of sparse spectrum. Last but not least we give a brief account on the literature
about Krein strings going back to the pioneering work of M.G. Krein in the
1950’s. The results about the string equation were a great source of motivation
and inspiration when developing the general theory.

Stepping down one level in our structuring hierarchy, each of Parts I–V
consists of several sections, in each of which we focus on one specific result or
one specific circle of ideas. A brief description guiding through the sections of
each single part is provided on the first page of the respective part.

Moving on to one single section, each of them is manufactured as follows: we
start with a few introductory words, then present the results to which the section
is dedicated, and close with remarks about original sources, proof methods,
connections to other results, and similar.

Preceeding Parts I-V we provide a prologue, where we place some subjects
specific for the theory of canonical systems. The aim is to prepare a common
ground for all readers. We close the paper with an appendix, where we collect a
few subjects that we need from general theory and that might not be familiar to
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every reader. We include a list of notation, a subject index, and the bibliography
at the end of the paper.

Concerning dependencies between the different sections, we tried to imple-
ment the following idea:

▷ All readers should browse through Section A in the prologue. After having
done that, each reader is welcome to proceed to any section in Parts I–
V according to his or her interest, but should be prepared to return to
Sections B and C of the prologue or to visit the appendix if necessary.

▷ As a rough guideline, the sections in Parts I–V can be read independently
of each other.

Table of contents

Introduction 1
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PROLOGUE

Two-dimensional canonical systems

In this part we collect some basic notions and results from the theory of canonical

systems and their spectral theory. Furthermore, we discuss two particular types of

Hamiltonians. This is done in order to provide prerequisites necessary for reading

and understanding the content of the core Parts I-V. It is by no means an account

of the whole theory; the compilation is made specifically for the purpose of this

paper and merely covers the present needs.

In Section A we present what is needed in all further sections. This includes

Weyl’s limit circle/limit point distinction, the monodromy matrix, and the Weyl

coefficient. In Section B we briefly discuss the operator model associated with a

canonical system, which is needed in Part I. The operator theoretic viewpoint is

also a major source of motivation to deal with growth properties of the monodromy

matrix, which are discussed specifically in Part II. Section C is devoted to two

particular classes of Hamiltonians. First, we introduce Hamburger Hamiltonians

and explain their relationship to Jacobi matrices and the power moment problem;

this class is further studied in Parts III and IV. Second, we introduce Pontryagin-

type Hamiltonians, a class that forms a modest extension of limit circle case; these

occur in Part II.

Table of contents

§A. Canonical systems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

§§A.1. The differential equation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

§§A.2. Weyl’s method of nested disks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

§§A.3. The monodromy matrix . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10

§§A.4. The Weyl coefficient . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11

§B. The operator model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12

§C. Two particular classes of systems . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 14

§§C.1. Hamburger Hamiltonians: the power moment problem . . . . . . . . . 15

§§C.2. Pontryagin-type Hamiltonians: generalisation of limit circle case 18
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A Canonical systems

References for the material presented in this section are [BHS20; Rem18; Rom14;
Win95; DM76; GK70; Bra68; Atk64] and, historically, [Wey10; Tit46].

A.1 The differential equation

A two dimensional canonical system is a differential equation of the form

y′(t) = zJH(t)y(t) (A.1)

on some interval (a, b) where −∞ < a < b ≤ ∞. Here z ∈ C is the spectral

parameter, J is the symplectic matrix J :=
(
0 −1

1 0

)
, and H ∈ L1

loc((a, b),C2×2)

is the Hamiltonian of the system. A solution y : (a, b) → C2 is supposed to be
locally absolutely continuous and satisfy (A.1) for a.a. t ∈ (a, b).

We consider a class of canonical systems whose Hamiltonian has certain
analytic and algebraic properties.

A.1 Definition. Let −∞ < a < b ≤ ∞. We denote by Ha,b the set of all
measurable functions H : (a, b) → R2×2, such that

▷ for a.a. t ∈ (a, b) it holds that H(t) = H(t)T and H(t) ≥ 0;

▷ for each c ∈ (a, b) we have H ∈ L1
(
(a, c),R2×2

)
;

▷ the set {t ∈ (a, b) | H(t) = 0} has measure zero.

Given H ∈ Ha,b, the initial value problem{
∂
∂tWH(t, z)J = zWH(t, z)H(t), t ∈ (a, b) a.e.,

WH(a, z) = I,
(A.2)

has a unique absolutely continuous solution WH : [a, b) × C → C2×2. We refer
to WH(t, z) as the fundamental solution of the canonical system (A.1). The
entries of WH(t, z) are denoted as wH,ij(t, z), i, j ∈ {1, 2}.
A.2 Remark. Compared to the equation (A.1) we passed in (A.2) to transposes,
so that now the transposed rows of WH(t, z) are solutions of (A.1). This is
practical for technical reasons but has no intrinsic meaning.

Intuitively speaking a transformation of the independent variable in (A.1) will
not change any essential properties of the equation (A.1) and its solutions. This
is formalised by the following notion.

A.3 Definition. Let −∞ < a < b ≤ ∞ and −∞ < ã < b̃ ≤ ∞, and let
H ∈ Ha,b and H̃ ∈ Hã,b̃. We say that H̃ is a reparameterisation of H, if there

exists an increasing bijection φ : [ã, b̃) → [a, b) such that φ and φ−1 are locally
absolutely continuous and H̃(s) = H(φ(s))φ′(s), s ∈ (ã, b̃) a.e.
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If H̃(s) = H(φ(s))φ′(s), the fundamental solution transforms accordingly as

WH̃(s, z) =WH(φ(s), z), s ∈ (ã, b̃).

A.4 Remark. Let H ∈ Ha,b. The function t(t) :=
∫ t
a
trH(s) ds is increasing,

absolutely continuous, and has absolutely continuous inverse. Hence, we may
use φ := t−1 to produce a reparameterisation H̃ of H. This reparameterisation
satisfies tr H̃(s) = 1 a.e. Note here that a positive semidefinite matrix A is
nonzero if and only if trA > 0.

Hamiltonians whose trace is (a.e.) identically equal to 1 are called trace-
normalised . Due to the above remark one can often restrict considerations
to trace-normalised Hamiltonians. However, it is not always a good idea to
restrict generality.

We observe that reparameterisation induces an equivalence relation on the
set ⋃

−∞<a<b≤∞

Ha,b.

In the following we use the notation

ξϕ :=

(
cosϕ

sinϕ

)
, ϕ ∈ R.

There may exist intervals where a Hamiltonian is of a particularly simple form.

A.5 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b. A nonempty interval (c, d) ⊆ (a, b) is called
indivisible for H, if there exists ϕ ∈ R such that

H(t) = trH(t) · ξϕξTϕ for t ∈ (c, d) a.e.

The number ϕ, which is determined up to integer multiples of π, is called the
type of the indivisible interval (c, d).

We call H ∈ Ha,b definite if (a, b) is not indivisible.

We note that H is definite if and only if the matrix
∫ b
a
H(t) dt is positive definite

(and not only positive semidefinite, which it always is).
Sometimes indivisible intervals are considered exceptional, but this is not at

all the case; on the contrary, see Section C.1.

A.2 Weyl’s method of nested disks

We denote by C+ the open upper half-plane

C+ :=
{
z ∈ C | Im z > 0

}
.

Let H ∈ Ha,b and (t, z) ∈ [a, b)×C, and consider the fractional linear transfor-
mation

ζ 7→ wH,11(t, z)ζ + wH,12(t, z)

wH,21(t, z)ζ + wH,22(t, z)
(A.3)
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as a map of the Riemann sphere C ∪ {∞} onto itself. Moreover, denote by C+

the closure of the upper half-plane in the sphere, explicitly

C+ := C+ ∪ R ∪ {∞}.

For each t ∈ [a, b) and z ∈ C+ the transformation (A.3) maps C+ onto some
closed disk Ωt,z contained in C+. These disks Ωt,z are called Weyl disks. For
each fixed z ∈ C+ the Weyl disks (Ωt,z)t∈[a,b), are nested in the sense that

∀s, t ∈ [a, b): s ≤ t⇒ Ωs,z ⊇ Ωt,z

and hence there are two possible scenarios:

▷ The intersection
⋂
t∈[a,b) Ωt,z is a disk with positive radius;

▷ The intersection
⋂
t∈[a,b) Ωt,z consists of a single point.

The chordal radius of Ωt,z splits as ρ(z) ·(
∫ t
a
trH(s) ds)−1 with some continuous

function ρ depending only on z. Hence, if the limit disk has positive radius for
one z then this is true for every z. Moreover, it has positive radius if and only

if
∫ b
a
trH(s) ds <∞, and in turn if and only if H ∈ L1((a, b),R2×2).

This motivates the following terminology.

A.6 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b. We say that H is in limit circle case, if
H ∈ L1((a, b),R2×2). Otherwise, H is in limit point case.

We note that two Hamiltonians that are reparameterisations of each other are
together in limit circle or limit point case.

A.3 The monodromy matrix

Assume that H is in limit circle case, i.e., H ∈ Ha,b ∩ L1((a, b),R2×2). Then
the fundamental solution can be extended continuously to the right endpoint
b. We call WH(b, z) the monodromy matrix of H, and denote it as WH(z) and
its entries as wH,ij(z), i, j ∈ {1, 2}. The fractional linear transformations (A.3)
depend continuously on t, and hence the limit disk

⋂
t∈[a,b) Ωt,z is the image of

C+ under

ζ 7→ wH,11(z)ζ + wH,12(z)

wH,21(z)ζ + wH,22(z)
.

The monodromy matrix has the power series expansion

WH(z) =

∞∑
n=0

WH,nz
n

where the coefficients WH,n are defined by the recurrence

WH,0 = I, ∀n ∈ N: WH,n+1 =

∫ b

a

WH,n(s)H(s) ds.
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We note that

∀n ∈ N: WH,n ∈ R2×2 ∧ ∥WH,n∥ ≤ 1

n!

(∫ b

a

∥H(t)∥ dt
)n
.

The matrixWH(z) is analytic, in fact entire with exponential type not exceeding∫ b
a
∥H(t)∥ dt, and by the differential equation is has a positivity property. Here,

and always, we use the spectral norm of a matrix.

A.7 Definition. We denote by M0 the set of all matrix functions W (z) =
(wij(z))

2
i,j=1 whose entries are entire functions and take real values along the

real axis, that satisfy detW (z) = 1 for all z ∈ C, and

∀z ∈ C+:
W (z)JW (z)∗ − J

z − z
≥ 0.

A.8 Theorem.

(i) Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case. Then WH ∈ M0.

(ii) The map H 7→WH induces a bijection of the quotient set of⋃
−∞<a<b≤+∞

(
Ha,b ∩ L1((a, b),R2×2)

)
modulo reparameterisation onto M0.

We remark that, using appropriate topologies, the map H 7→ WH becomes a
homeomorphism.

A.4 The Weyl coefficient

Assume that H is in limit point case, i.e., H ∈ Ha,b \ L1((a, b),R2×2). Then
the fundamental solution does not extend to the right endpoint b. A result
analogous to Theorem A.8 requires a different analytic object.

A.9 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit point case. Then we define a function

qH : C+ → C+ by the requirement that

∀z ∈ C+:
⋂

t∈[a,b)

Ωt,z = {qH(z)}.

This function is called the Weyl coefficient of H.
It is customary to extend qH to the lower half-plane by symmetry as

qH(z) := qH(z), z ∈ C+.
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In some contexts the function qH is also called the Titchmarsh-Weyl coefficient
or the m-function.

For each z ∈ C+ and τt : C+ → C+, t ∈ [a, b), we have

qH(z) = lim
t→b

wH,11(t, z)τt(z) + wH,12(t, z)

wH,21(t, z)τt(z) + wH,22(t, z)
,

and this limit is attained uniformly in (τt)t∈[a,b) and locally uniformly in z.
The Weyl coefficient is analytic and has a positivity property.

A.10 Definition. A complex valued function q is called a Nevanlinna function,
if it is defined and analytic in C+ and satisfies q(C+) ⊆ C+∪R. The Nevanlinna
class is the set of all Nevanlinna functions, and we denote it as N0.

In the literature it is also common to use the name Herglotz function instead of
Nevanlinna function. Note that a function q ∈ N0 satisfies q(C+) ⊆ C+ unless
it is a real constant. Sometimes the function that is identically equal to ∞ is
also considered an element of N0. We shall not do so, and write N0∪{∞} when
we have to include the constant ∞.

A.11 Theorem.

(i) Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit point case. Then qH ∈ N0 ∪ {∞}.

(ii) The map H 7→ qH induces a bijection of the quotient set of⋃
−∞<a<b≤+∞

(
Ha,b \ L1((a, b),R2×2)

)
modulo reparameterisation onto N0 ∪ {∞}.

We remark that, using appropriate topologies, the map H 7→ qH becomes a
homeomorphism.

B The operator model

References for this section are [BHS20; Rem18; HSW00] and, historically,
[Orc69; Kac83; Kac85].

The operator model for a canonical system is defined mostly analogously to
that of a Schrödinger operator. There is a maximal and a minimal operator,
which are adjoint to each other. The minimal operator is symmetric and has
equal deficiency indices. Self-adjoint realizations are then obtained by imposing
boundary conditions at the endpoints of the interval (a, b). Notable differences
to the Schrödinger case are that the Hilbert space is a weighted L2-space, and
that the operator is formally defined as a linear relation which might have a
multi-valued part (which is hardly problematic).

First we define the model space L2(H) associated with a Hamiltonian.
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B.1 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b. Then we set

L2(H) :=

{
f : (a, b) → C2

∣∣∣∣∣ f measurable,
∫ b

a
f(t)∗H(t)f(t) dt < ∞,

(c, d) indivisible type ϕ ⇒ ξTϕ f constant on (c, d)

}
,

and let L2(H) be the factor space of L2(H) modulo the equivalence relation
that identifies two functions f1, f2 when Hf1 = Hf2 a.e.

With the natural scalar product, L2(H) becomes a Hilbert space.
Next we define the maximal and minimal relation associated with H.

B.2 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite. The maximal
relation associated with H is

Tmax(H) :=

{
(f ; g) ∈ L2(H)× L2(H)

∣∣∣ f has an absolutely continuous

representative f̂ with f̂ ′ = JHg

}
.

The minimal relation associated with H is

Tmin(H) := Clos
{
(f ; g) ∈ Tmax(H)

∣∣ f̂ has compact support in (a, b)
}
.

The assumption that H is definite guarantees that the representative f̂ is unique
for each (f ; g) ∈ Tmax(H), and hence Tmin(H) is well-defined.

The minimal relation is symmetric and its adjoint is the maximal relation:

Tmin(H) ⊆ Tmin(H)∗ = Tmax(H).

The case distinction limit circle/limit point manifests itself in the following
operator theoretic alternative:

▷ If H is in limit circle case, Tmin(H) has deficiency indices (2, 2);

▷ If H is in limit point case, Tmin(H) has deficiency indices (1, 1).

If limit circle case takes place, the self-adjoint extensions of Tmin(H) are ob-
tained by imposing boundary conditions at both endpoints of a, b. These bound-
ary conditions may be separated or coupled. If limit point case holds, it is
enough to impose a boundary condition at a, and the self-adjoint extensions
are precisely the restrictions of Tmax(H) by a boundary condition of the form

(cosα, sinα)T f̂(a) = 0 where α ∈ [0, π).
In any case, each two self-adjoint restrictions of Tmax(H) are finite-rank

perturbations of each other, and therefore we have:

▷ If one self-adjoint realisation has discrete spectrum, so does every other;

▷ In limit circle case, the spectrum of every self-adjoint realisation is discrete,
and the difference between the number of eigenvalues of two self-adjoint reali-
sations in any finite interval is at most 2;

▷ In limit point case, if spectra are discrete, then the eigenvalues of any two
self-adjoint realisations interlace each other.
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The large-scale distribution of eigenvalues is thus independent of the particular
choice of boundary conditions. It is convenient to use the following self-adjoint
realisation by default.

B.3 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite. We define the
model operator AH as follows:

▷ If H is in limit circle case, set

AH :=
{
(f ; g) ∈ Tmax(H) | (1, 0)f̂(a) = (0, 1)f̂(b) = 0

}
;

▷ If H is in limit point case, set

AH :=
{
(f ; g) ∈ Tmax(H) | (1, 0)f̂(a) = 0

}
.

As a self-adjoint linear relation, AH decomposes into the orthogonal sum of a
self-adjoint operator and the purely multi-valued relation AH ∩ ({0} × L2(H)).
We write σ(H) for the spectrum of the operator part of AH .

We can now give operator theoretic meaning to monodromy matrix and
Weyl coefficient. In line with the scope of this survey, we do not discuss spec-
tral representations in detail and confine our interest to the case that σ(H) is
discrete.

B.4 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite.

▷ If H is in limit circle case, then σ(H) is discrete and coincides with the set
of zeroes of wH,22;

▷ If H is in limit point case, then σ(H) is discrete if and only if qH has a
meromorphic continuation to C whose values along the real axis are real;

▷ If H is in limit point case and σ(H) is discrete, then σ(H) (= σp(H)) is
equal to the set of poles of qH and all eigenvalues are simple.

C Two particular classes of systems

The connection between canonical systems and the Hamburger power moment
problem, presented in Section C.1, is first formulated explicitly in [Kac99]. The
formulae have been around for much longer, even in a more general setting e.g.
as in [KL79; KL81]. For moment problems themselves there is a variety of
textbooks, e.g., [ST43; Akh65; Sch17].

The class of Hamiltonians presented in Section C.2 is a rather recent in-
vention which appeared in the context of indefinite inner product spaces, see
[KW06; WW14; LW02; Wor11] and is also related with a notion from [BD95].
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C.1 Hamburger Hamiltonians: the power moment prob-
lem

In this subsection we explain the connection between three – a priori – different
kinds of objects.

C.1 Definition.

1◦. A sequence (sn)
∞
n=0 of real numbers is called positive, if

∀N ∈ N, (ξn)Nn=0 ∈ CN+1:

N∑
i,j=0

si+jξiξj ≥ 0.

2◦. Assume we have two sequences, (an)
∞
n=0 and (bn)

∞
n=0, such that an ∈ R

and bn > 0 for all n ∈ N0. Then we define a tridiagonal infinite matrix as

J=



a0 b0 0
b0 a1 b1 0
0 b1 a2 b2

0 b2 . . .
. . .

. . .
. . .

 ,

and refer to J as the Jacobi matrix with parameters an, bn.

3◦. Assume we have two sequences, l := (lj)
∞
j=1 and ϕ := (ϕj)

∞
j=1, such that

lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π for all j ∈ N, and set

x0 := 0, xn :=

n∑
j=1

lj , n ∈ N, L :=

∞∑
j=1

lj ∈ (0,∞].

Then we define a Hamiltonian Hl,ϕ : [0, L) → R2×2 as

Hl,ϕ(t) := ξϕj
ξTϕj

for j ∈ N and t ∈ [xj−1, xj),

and refer toHl,ϕ as the Hamburger Hamiltonian with lengths lj and angles
ϕj .

We observe that a Hamburger Hamiltonian consists of a sequence of indivisible
intervals accumulating at the right endpoint of the interval:

ξϕ1
ξTϕ1

ξϕ2
ξTϕ2

ξϕ3
ξTϕ3

· · ·
Hl,ϕ :

0 l1 x1 l2 x2 l3 x3 · · · L

Note that the lengths lj are unique for every Hamburger Hamiltonian, due to
the condition that ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π. Each angle ϕj , however, is only
determined up to an integer multiple of π. The term Hamburger Hamiltonian
for this type of Hamiltonian was coined by I.S. Kac to reference the connection
we are going to explain in the sequel.
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We start by recalling some facts about the moment problem. The Ham-
burger moment problem is the task of describing, for a sequence (sn)

∞
n=0 of real

numbers, the set

M
(
(sn)

∞
n=0

)
:=

{
µ
∣∣∣ µ positive measure on R
sn =

∫
R t

n dµ(t) for n = 0, 1, 2, . . .

}
.

This problem was treated extensively in work of H. Hamburger, M. Riesz,
R. Nevanlinna, and many others. The moment problem has a solution, i.e.,
M((sn)

∞
n=0) ̸= ∅, if and only if the sequence (sn)

∞
n=0 is positive, i.e., all quadratic

forms
∑n
i,j=0 si+jξiξj are positive semidefinite. If so, there are two possible al-

ternatives for the set M((sn)
∞
n=0):

▷ M((sn)
∞
n=0) contains exactly one element – we say that the moment problem

is determinate;

▷ M((sn)
∞
n=0) has infinitely many elements – we say that the moment problem

is indeterminate.

In the indeterminate case, M((sn)
∞
n=0) can be described via the set of its

Cauchy-transforms.

C.2 Theorem. Let (sn)
∞
n=0 be a positive sequence and assume that the moment

problem is indeterminate. Then there exist four entire functions A,B,C,D,
such that the formula∫

R

1

t− z
dµ(t) =

A(z)τ(z)− C(z)

−B(z)τ(z) +D(z)
(C.1)

establishes a bijection between M((sn)
∞
n=0) and N0 ∪ {∞}.

The matrix

W (z) :=

(
A(z) C(z)
B(z) D(z)

)
is called the Nevanlinna matrix of the sequence (sn)

∞
n=0.

Relating 1◦ and 2◦.

Given a positive sequence (sn)
∞
n=0 we obtain an associated sequence (pn)

∞
n=0 of

orthonormal polynomials. Namely, by applying the Gram-Schmidt orthonormal-
isation process to the sequence (zn)∞n=0 in a space L2(µ) where µ ∈ M((sn)

∞
n=0).

The polynomials pn do not depend on the choice of µ. They satisfy a three-term
recurrence: there exist an ∈ R and bn > 0 for n ∈ N0, such that

∀n ∈ N0: zpn(z) = bnpn+1(z) + anpn(z) + bn−1pn−1(z). (C.2)

Here we formally set b−1 := −1, p−1(z) := 0. The parameters (an)
∞
n=0 and

(bn)
∞
n=0 occurring in (C.2) are uniquely determined by the sequence (sn)

∞
n=0

and are called the Jacobi parameters of the moment sequence.

C.3 Theorem. The assignment outlined above gives a bijective correspondence
between the set of all positive sequences (sn)

∞
n=0 with s0 = 1 and the set of all

pairs of sequences (an)
∞
n=0 and (bn)

∞
n=0 where an are real and bn are positive.
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The restriction in the theorem to the case that s0 = 1 is no loss of generality:
rescaling the sequence (sn)

∞
n=0 by any positive factor corresponds to rescaling

solutions of the moment problem by the same factor.

C.4 Remark. Given a moment sequence we may also define another sequence
of polynomials (qn)

∞
n=0, called the orthogonal polynomials of the second kind .

Namely, (qn)
∞
n=−1 is the solution of the recurrence (C.2) with the initial condi-

tions (recall that we have set b−1 := −1)

q0(z) = 0, q−1(z) = −1.

The moment problem is indeterminate if and only if the series
∑∞
n=0(pn(0)

2 +
qn(0)

2) converges. If it is indeterminate, the entries of the Nevanlinna matrix
can be expressed as series involving the polynomials pn and qn.

Relating 2◦ and 3◦.

Jacobi- and Hamiltonian parameters are related in a purely algebraic (yet, not
simple) way. Assume we have sequences (an)

∞
n=0, (bn)

∞
n=0 with an real and bn

positive. Then we define sequences (lj)
∞
j=1, (ϕj)

∞
j=1 with lj positive and ϕj real

by recursively solving the equations

l1 = 1, ϕ1 =
π

2
, (C.3)

a0 = tanϕ2, (C.4)

∀k ∈ N0: bk =
1√

lk+1lk+2| sin(ϕk+2 − ϕk+1)|
, (C.5)

∀k ∈ N: ak =
cot(ϕk+1 − ϕk+2) + cot(ϕk − ϕk+1)

lk+1
, (C.6)

where the numbers ϕj are determined up to integer multiples of π (for example
we could choose ϕj ∈ [0, π)). Conversely, given sequences (lj)

∞
j=1, (ϕj)

∞
j=1 such

that lj > 0, ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and l1 = 1, ϕ1 = π
2 , the equa-

tions (C.4)–(C.6) define (an)
∞
n=0, (bn)

∞
n=0 with an real and bn positive. These

constructions obviously set up a bijective correspondence between the set of all
Jacobi matrices and the set of all Hamburger Hamiltonians with l1 = 1, ϕ1 = π

2 .
The restriction to the case that l1 = 1, ϕ1 = π

2 is no essential loss of general-
ity: appending one indivisible interval at the initial endpoint of a Hamiltonian
or removing one, respectively, are transformations that are easily understood
and can be handled explicitly.

The correspondence introduced above also relates model operators, which
we now introduce. Given a Jacobi matrix, the Jacobi operator is the closure
in ℓ2(N0) of the linear operator mapping elements u of {u ∈ ℓ2(N0) | un =
0 for almost all n} to Ju. Given a Hamburger Hamiltonian Hl,ϕ, we define a
symmetric extension of Tmin(Hl,ϕ) as

SHl,ϕ
:= Clos

{
(f ; g) ∈ Tmax(Hl,ϕ) | (1, 0)f̂(0) = 0, sup supp f̂ < L

}
.

C.5 Theorem. Let J and Hl,ϕ correspond to each other by means of the above
bijection. Then the Jacobi operator is unitarily equivalent to SHl,ϕ

.
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The extension SHl,ϕ
(and with it the corresponding Jacobi operator) is self-

adjoint if Hl,ϕ is in limit point case, and it has deficiency indices (1, 1) if Hl,ϕ is
in limit circle case. Since a Hamburger Hamiltonian is trace-normalised, limit
point case takes place if and only if L = ∞.

We mention that it is also possible to start with any Hamburger Hamiltonian
Hl,ϕ, dropping the restriction that l1 = 1, ϕ1 = π

2 , and define Jacobi parameters
by (C.6) and (C.5). However, in order for the Jacobi operator to be unitarily
equivalent to SHl,ϕ

, the formula (C.4) for a0 has to be modified. Furthermore,
the case ϕ1 ≡ 0 mod π has to be treated separately, because SH then has a
nontrivial multi-valued part.

Relating 1◦ and 3◦.

By composing the above two bijections we obtain a bijective correspondence
between the set of all positive sequences (sn)

∞
n=0 with s0 = 1 and all Hamburger

Hamiltonians Hl,ϕ with l1 = 1, ϕ1 = π
2 . There is a very interesting direct

connection between (sn)
∞
n=0 and Hl,ϕ.

C.6 Theorem. Let (sn)
∞
n=0 be a positive sequence with s0 = 1, and let Hl,ϕ be

the Hamburger Hamiltonian with l1 = 1, ϕ1 = π
2 that corresponds to the sequence

(sn)
∞
n=0 by the above bijection.

(i) The moment problem for (sn)
∞
n=0 is indeterminate, if and only if Hl,ϕ is

in limit circle case.

(ii) Assume that the moment problem is indeterminate, letW (z) be the Nevan-
linna matrix of the moment problem and WHl,ϕ

(z) the monodromy matrix
of Hl,ϕ. Then

W (z) =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
WHl,ϕ

(z)J

(
1 0
0 −1

)
.

We remark that there exist formulae expressing the parameters of the Hamilto-
nian corresponding to a positive sequence in terms of the orthogonal polynomials
of that sequence:

pn(0) =
√
ln+1 sin(ϕn+1), qn(0) = −

√
ln+1 cos(ϕn+1). (C.7)

C.2 Pontryagin-type Hamiltonians: generalisation of
limit circle case

In this section we introduce a class of Hamiltonians that are in limit point case,
yet behave very similarly to Hamiltonians in limit circle case.

Before we can give the definition of said class, we need to carry out a pre-
liminary discussion.

C.7 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b. Then we set

D :=
{
f : (a, b) → C2 | ∀c ∈ (a, b): f |(a,c) ∈ L2(H|(a,c))

}
,

(VHf)(t) :=

∫ t

a

JH(s)f(s) ds, t ∈ [a, b), f ∈ D.

18



Note that L2(H) ⊆ D and C2 ⊆ D, where we understand C2 as set of constant
functions.

In the following we work with functions of the form
∑n
j=0 V

j
Haj where n ∈ N

and a0, . . . , an ∈ C2. We call such functions H-polynomials. This terminology
is chosen by analogy with the case when V is the classical Volterra operator
(V f)(t) :=

∫ t
0
f(s) ds.

C.8 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b. Then we set

Cn :=
{
an ∈ C2 | ∃a0, . . . , an−1 ∈ C2:

n∑
j=0

V jHaj ∈ L2(H)
}
, n ∈ N,

∆(H) := inf
{
n ∈ N | dimCn = 2

}
∈ N ∪ {∞}.

Note that H is in limit circle case if and only if ∆(H) = 0.

C.9 Lemma. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that

∃ϕ ∈ [0, π): ξϕ ∈ L2(H) ∧

lim sup
t→b

(∫ b

t

ξTϕH(s)ξϕ ds ·
∫ t

a

ξTϕ+π
2
H(s)ξϕ+π

2
ds

)
<∞.

(C.8)

Then VH maps L2(H) boundedly into itself.

We remark that the condition (C.8) means that 0 /∈ σess(H), cf. Theorem 1.2.
This lemma implies that, under the condition (C.8), we have

∀n ∈ N: Cn ⊆ Cn+1.

C.10 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b. We say that H is of Pontryagin type, if

(i) ∃ϕ ∈ [0, π): ξϕ ∈ L2(H) ∧

lim
t→b

(∫ b

t

ξTϕH(s)ξϕ ds ·
∫ t

a

ξTϕ+π
2
H(s)ξϕ+π

2
ds

)
= 0,

(ii) ∆(H) <∞.

We remark that the condition (i) means that σess(H) = ∅, cf. Corollary 1.3.
The class of Pontryagin type Hamiltonians can be seen as a mild general-

isation of limit circle case Hamiltonians. This, and our choice of terminology,
is motivated by the fact that a Hamiltonian is of Pontryagin type if and only
if it is a section of an indefinite Hamiltonian in the sense of [KW06] that is in
limit circle case. Such indefinite Hamiltonians give rise to an operator model in
a Pontryagin space instead of a Hilbert space.

C.11 Example. Let α ∈ R and consider the Hamiltonian H ∈ H0,1 defined as

H(t) :=

(
1 0

0
(

1
1−t
)α) , t ∈ (0, 1).

Then
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▷ α < 1: limit circle case.

▷ α ∈ [2− 1
n , 2−

1
n+1 ), n ≥ 1: Pontryagin type with ∆(H) = n.

▷ α = 2: 0 /∈ σess(H) ̸= ∅ and ∆(H) = ∞.

▷ α > 2: 0 ∈ σess(H).

Pontryagin type Hamiltonians can be characterised in terms of their Weyl co-
efficients. The following is shown in [LW02, Theorem 5.1].

C.12 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit point case. Then H is of Pontryagin
type, if and only if its Weyl coefficient qH has the following properties:

(i) qH has a meromorphic extension to the whole plane C.

(ii) Denote by P the set of poles of qH , and set

n+(r) := #
[
P ∩ (0, r)

]
, n−(r) := #

[
P ∩ (−r, 0)

]
.

Then the limits

lim
r→∞

∑
w∈P
|w|≤r

1

w
, lim

r→∞

n+(r)

r
, lim

r→∞

n−(r)

r
,

exist in R, and the last two limits are equal.

(iii) Denote by p the entire function defined as

p(z) :=


lim
r→∞

∏
w∈P
|w|≤r

(
1− z

w

)
if 0 /∈ P,

z lim
r→∞

∏
w∈P\{0}
|w|≤r

(
1− z

w

)
if 0 ∈ P.

Moreover, for w ∈ P , let cw be minus the residuum of qH at w. Then
there exists ∆ ∈ N such that∑

w∈P

1

(1 + w2(1+∆))p′(w)cw
<∞. (C.9)

If qH satisfies (i)–(iii), then ∆(H) is the minimum of all numbers ∆ ∈ N that
satisfy (C.9).
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PART I

Fundamental Theorems

In this part we present the fundamental theorems that determine, explicitly in terms

of H,

(1) whether the spectrum is discrete, and

(2) if it is discrete, how large its density is.

We understand “density” in the sense familiar from complex analysis, namely, we

ask for convergence of series or finiteness of limit superior w.r.t. to comparison

functions g (the model case being g(r) = rρ with some ρ > 0), and also use

corresponding wording:

▷ Convergence class:
∑

λ∈σ(H)\{0}

1
g(|λ|) <∞;

▷ Finite (or minimal-) type: lim sup
r→∞

nH(r)
g(r) <∞ (or = 0, respectively), where

nH(r) := #{λ ∈ σ(H) | |λ| < r}.

We note that every discrete subset of R can be realised as σ(H) for some H.

Question (1) is answered by Theorem 1.2. The given condition is surprisingly

simple. Question (2) has two facets: the case that σ(H) has large density and the

case that σ(H) is sparse. Intuitively, though not fully correct, large density means

that σ(H) is “more dense that the integers”, while sparse means roughly “at most

as dense as Z”. The case of dense spectrum is settled by Theorems 3.1 and 3.3.

The given conditions are explicit and accessible from a computational viewpoint.

The case of sparse spectrum is settled by Theorem 4.2. The formula is still explicit,

yet hard to evaluate.

A major result on the way to understand spectrum with large density is The-

orem 2.4, that contains an astonishing independence property and emphasises the

role of integer distribution as a borderline from an operator theoretic viewpoint.
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1 The discreteness criterion

For a Hamiltonian H ∈ Ha,b we denote the radius of the possible gap around 0
in the essential spectrum as

RH := inf
{
|t| | t ∈ σess(H)

}
∈ [0,∞].

Observe that σ(H) is discrete if and only if σess(H) has a gap around zero with
infinite radius, i.e., RH = ∞.

The below theorem contains a two-sided estimate for RH . Before we formu-
late this result, we have to note the following fact.

1.1 Lemma. Let H ∈ Ha,b. If RH > 0, then there exists ϕ ∈ R such that∫ b

a

ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt <∞.

1.2 Theorem. There exist constants γ+, γ− > 0 such that the following state-
ment holds.

▷ Let ϕ ∈ R and H ∈ Ha,b, assume that
∫ b
a
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt <∞, and set

α := lim sup
t→b

(∫ b

t

ξTϕH(s)ξϕ ds ·
∫ t

a

ξTϕ+π
2
H(s)ξϕ+π

2
ds

)
∈ [0,∞]. (1.1)

Then1

γ−
1√
α

≤ RH ≤ γ+
1√
α
.

In particular, we have the following discreteness criterion.

1.3 Corollary. Let H ∈ Ha,b. Then σ(H) is discrete, if and only if there exists
ϕ ∈ R such that∫ b

a

ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt <∞, (1.2)

lim
t→b

(∫ b

t

ξTϕH(s)ξϕ ds ·
∫ t

a

ξTϕ+π
2
H(s)ξϕ+π

2
ds

)
= 0. (1.3)

Observe that the conditions (1.2) and (1.3) depend only on the “diagonal en-
tries” ξTϕHξϕ and ξTϕ+π

2
Hξϕ+π

2
of H, while the “off-diagonal” ξTϕHξϕ+π

2
does

not occur in the formulae.
Indeed it is a crucial step in the proof to show this independence theorem,

where we mean independence from the off-diagonal. We again state a quantita-
tive version.

1Here we use the usual conventions for algebra in [0,∞]: 1
0
= ∞ and 1

∞ = 0.
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1.4 Theorem. There exist constants γ̃+, γ̃− > 0 such that the following state-
ment holds.

▷ Let ϕ ∈ R and H ∈ Ha,b, assume that
∫ b
a
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt <∞, and denote

Hd(t) :=

(
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ 0

0 ξTϕ+π
2
H(t)ξϕ+π

2

)
for t ∈ (a, b). (1.4)

Then

γ̃−RHd
≤ RH ≤ γ̃+RHd

.

To make it explicit, here is the formulation for discreteness only.

1.5 Corollary. Let ϕ ∈ R and H ∈ Ha,b, and assume that
∫ b
a
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt <∞.

Moreover, let Hd be as in (1.4). Then σ(H) is discrete, if and only if σ(Hd) is
discrete.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ For the case of strings (equivalently, diagonal Hamiltonians, cf. Section 29),
the discreteness criterion was shown already at a very early stage by I.S. Kac
and M.G. Krein in [KK58], see also [KK68b, 11.9◦]. After a long period of
no progress, a necessary condition and a (different) sufficient condition for dis-
creteness was announced in [Kac95]. Proofs have never been published, and
the reason may be that there was a flaw in the argument (cf. the discussion in
[RW20, Appendix B]).

The final solution is given by R. Romanov and H. Woracek in [RW20], where
Corollary 1.5 and Corollary 1.3 are established using operator theoretic methods.
In that paper constants were not traced. The quantitative versions Theorem 1.4
and Theorem 1.2 are taken from the work of C. Remling and K. Scarbrough
[RS20b] where a different approach via oscillation theory is used.

❄ In [RS20b] numerical values for the constants γ±, γ̃± are given:

γ− =
1

4
, γ̃− =

1

2
, γ+ = γ̃+ =

2

3−
√
5
.

The lower bounds in Theorems 1.2 and 1.4 with these constants γ−, γ̃− are
sharp, see the example in [RS20b, §5] where α = 1, RH = 1

4 , RHd
= 1

2 . The
stated value for γ+ and γ̃+ is almost certainly not optimal, and the optimal
value is not known.

❄ For diagonal Hamiltonians a more accurate estimate can be given. Assume
H is diagonal, let α be the limit superior from (1.1), and denote by β the limit
inferior of the same expression. Then

1

2
√
α

≤ RH ≤ 1

2
√
β
.

In particular, if the expression from (1.1) has a limit, the numerical value of RH
is determined.
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❄ For the proof of the discreteness criterion one could, after having established
the independence theorem, refer to the mentioned connection with strings and
[KK58]. However, the proofs in [RW20] and [RS20b] do not do this, and hence
yield new proofs for the Kac-Krein theorem.

In this context let us mention that the two cases [KK58, (0.8), (0.9)] corre-
spond to different ways of rewriting the string to a diagonal Hamiltonian, and
to having “ϕ = 0” or “ϕ = π

2 ” in the above formulations.

❄ The fact that H is dominated by Hd in Theorem 1.4 (meaning that RH ≥
const. ·RHd

) is not hard to see. The difficult, and rather surprising, part is that
also a converse inequality holds.

❄ Hamiltonians H for which σ(H) is discrete are related with structure Hamil-
tonians, a notion which occurs in the theory of de Branges’ Hilbert spaces of
entire functions. See e.g. [Wor15b] for this notion and [Kac07] for the relation.
The question how to characterise those Hamiltonians that are the structure
Hamiltonian of some de Branges space is posed by L. de Branges in [Bra68] as
an “important problem”. By means of the relation made explicit by I.S. Kac,
it is equivalent to characterise discreteness of σ(H).

❄ Based on the discreteness criterion one can – in theory – decide for all types
of equations that can be reformulated as a canonical system whether their spec-
trum is discrete. However, despite that the condition in terms of H given in
Theorem 1.2 is so simple, it seems very hard (if not impossible) to express it
in terms of the data of other equations without imposing restrictions on the
data like smoothness or regularity. For instance, rewriting it in terms of Jacobi
parameters or a moment sequence seems to be out of reach.

❄ Lemma 1.1 is folklore; an explicit argument can be found in [Rem18, Theo-
rem 3.8(b)] or [RW20, Lemma 6.1].

In the context of this lemma, we remark that for almost all purposes one
can restrict w.l.o.g. to the case that the “integrable direction” ϕ is one specific

direction, e.g., to the case ϕ = 0 which amounts to
∫ b
a
h1(t) dt <∞. This follows

since rotating the Hamiltonian by some angle is a simple transformation: let
ψ ∈ R and

H̃(t) :=
(

cosψ sinψ

− sinψ cosψ

)
H(t)

(
cosψ sinψ

− sinψ cosψ

)−1

,

then the model operator AH̃ is unitarily equivalent to a one-dimensional per-
turbation of AH .

2 Independence from off-diagonal via the Mat-
saev property

The Calkin correspondence is the map that assigns to a compact operator on
some Hilbert space H the sequence of its s-numbers

C :
{

S∞ → c0
T 7→ (sn(T ))

∞
n=1
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Here we denote by S∞ the ideal of all compact operators, and sn(T ) is the n-th
s-number (in our context equivalently, the n-th approximation number)

sn(T ) := inf
{
∥T − F∥ | F ∈ B(H),dim ranF < n

}
.

Provided that H is separable, every proper ideal in the ring B(H) of all bounded
linear operators on H is contained in S∞(H), and hence corresponds to a cer-
tain space of sequences. For a self-adjoint operator A with discrete spectrum,
the Calkin correspondence thus translates properties of the distribution of the
spectrum into membership in operator ideals of resolvents of A.

2.1 Example. Let A be a self-adjoint operator with discrete spectrum, and let
p ∈ (0,∞). Then (for z being any point of the resolvent set)∑

λ∈σ(A)\{0}

1

|λ|p
<∞ ⇐⇒ (A− z)−1 ∈ Sp

Here Sp denotes the Schatten–von Neumann ideal , which is defined as the
inverse image under C of the sequence space ℓp.

We see that the convergence exponent

ρ := inf
{
p > 0 |

∑
λ∈σ(A)\{0}

1

|λ|p
<∞

}
∈ [0,∞]

of σ(A) can be expressed in terms of the Schatten–von Neumann ideals Sp as

ρ = inf
{
p > 0 | (A− z)−1 ∈ Sp

}
.

For p ∈ [1,∞), the ideals Sp carry another structure besides being merely
operator ideals: Sp is a Banach space with the norm carried over from ℓp, and
this norm enjoys additional algebraic properties. The following notion formalises
this observation.

2.2 Definition. Let H be a separable Hilbert space. A symmetrically normed
ideal (s.n.-ideal for short) in H is an ideal J of B(H) with J /∈ {{0},B(H)} that
is endowed with a norm ∥ · ∥J, such that

(i) J is complete with ∥ · ∥J,

(ii) ∀T ∈ J, A,B ∈ B(H): ∥ATB∥J ≤ ∥A∥ · ∥T∥J · ∥B∥,

(iii) ∥T∥J = ∥T∥ for all T ∈ B(H) with dim ranT = 1.

A property that many, but not all, s.n.-ideals have is the following.

2.3 Definition. Let J be a s.n.-ideal with J ̸= S∞. We say that J has the
Matsaev property , if

∀T ∈ S∞, σ(T ) = {0}: T + T ∗ ∈ J =⇒ T ∈ J. (2.1)
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This choice of terminology is motivated by a classical result due to V.I. Matsaev,
who showed that all ideals Sp with 1 < p < ∞ satisfy (2.1) (even with a norm
estimate). We should point out that the trace class ideal S1 does not have the
Matsaev property.

The second part of the following theorem is a crucial – and quite unexpected
– result.

2.4 Theorem. Let ϕ ∈ R and H ∈ Ha,b, and assume that
∫ b
a
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt <∞.

Denote again

Hd(t) :=

(
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ 0

0 ξTϕ+π
2
H(t)ξϕ+π

2

)
, t ∈ (a, b).

Then the following statements hold.

▷ Diagonal dominance: Let J be an operator ideal. Then (for z /∈ σ(H) ∪
σ(Hd))

(AHd
− z)−1 ∈ J =⇒ (AH − z)−1 ∈ J

▷ Independence theorem: Let J be an s.n.-ideal with the Matsaev property.
Then (for z /∈ σ(H) ∪ σ(Hd))

(AHd
− z)−1 ∈ J ⇐⇒ (AH − z)−1 ∈ J

The following example demonstrates validity and failure of independence from
the off-diagonal.

2.5 Example. Let α > 0 and set

m(t) :=
1

1− t

(
1 + log

1

1− t

)−α
, t ∈ (0, 1).

Consider the Hamiltonian on (0, 1) defined as

H(t) :=

(
1 −m(t)

−m(t) m(t)2

)
.

Then σ(H) and σ(Hd) are discrete, and the respective convergence exponents
ρH and ρHd

are

ρH =

{
1
α if α ∈ (0, 2),
1
2 if α ≥ 2,

ρHd
=

{
1
α if α ∈ (0, 1),

1 if α ≥ 1.

Moreover, we always have (AHd
− z)−1 /∈ S1.
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▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The Calkin correspondence, identifying ideals with sequence spaces, goes
back to J.W. Calkin [Cal41] and D.J.H. Garling [Gar67]. An elaborate account
on the topic can be found in the textbook [GK69], see also [Sim05]. Those
normed sequence spaces that correspond to s.n.-ideals have been identified only
comparatively recently by N.J. Kalton and F.A. Sukochev in [KS08].

❄ Matsaev’s theorem for the ideals Sp is shown in [Mat61], see also [GK70,
Theorem 6.2]. A characterisation of the Matsaev property for a large class of
s.n.-ideals is given by G.I. Russu in [Rus79], [Rus80], see also [RW20, Theo-
rem 2.5]. A full characterisation in terms of the sequence space can be obtained
from work of F.A. Sukochev, K. Tulenov, D. Zanin [STZ19].

As a rule of thumb one may say that the Matsaev property holds for an
s.n.-ideal J unless J is too close to S1 or to S∞, or the norm ∥ · ∥J behaves in
a weird way.

❄ The independence theorem was proved by R. Romanov and H. Woracek in
[RW20, Theorem 3.6], even under a slightly weaker assumption on J than stated
above. The proof is based on an operator theoretic trick. Diagonal dominance,
proved in [RW20, Theorem 3.4], is an expected result and was implicitly present
in earlier literature.

❄ Example 2.5 is [RW20, Example 1.7]. Its proof requires the results from
Section 3.

❄ The independence theorem sheds light on the specialty of integer distribution
from an operator theoretic perspective. Namely, Schatten–von Neumann classes
Sp are s.n.-ideals only if p ≥ 1 and for p = 1 the Matsaev property fails.

Compare this with the Krein-de Branges formula further below, which also
emphasises specialty of integer distribution, but from a function theoretic per-
spective.

3 Spectrum with large density: approach via
operator ideals

Even though the results in this section hold true for Hamiltonians in either limit
circle or limit point case, they are mostly relevant for limit point Hamiltonians.
The reason for that is that they rely on Theorem 2.4 (ii). The Krein–de Branges
formula (discussed in detail in Section 5) states that for a Hamiltonian H in
limit circle case the eigenvalue counting function

nH(r) := #
{
λ ∈ σ(H) | |λ| < r

}
satisfies

lim
r→∞

nH(r)

r
=

2

π

∫ b

a

√
detH(t) dt <∞.

Thus, if H is in limit circle case, membership in s.n.-ideals with the Matsaev
property almost always come for free.
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Due to the independence theorem the task is to decide membership of re-
solvents in an operator ideal for a diagonal Hamiltonian. This can be done by
exploiting a method that goes back, at least, to the paper [Ale+02] of A.B. Alek-
sandrov, S. Janson, V.V. Peller, R. Rochberg. In order to obtain meaningful
results on the spectral side, we apply the general theory with certain Lorentz
ideals and Orlicz spaces.

The first theorem deals with convergence class conditions.

3.1 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b with σ(H) discrete, let ϕ ∈ R be such that2∫ b
a
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt < ∞, and assume3 that ξTϕH(t)ξϕ does not vanish a.e. on any

interval (c, b) with c < b. Moreover, let g be a regularly varying function with
index > 1 (cf. Section D). Then, setting ψ := ϕ+ π

2 , we have∑
λ∈σ(H)\{0}

1

g(|λ|)
<∞ ⇐⇒

b∫
a

(
g

[( b∫
t

ξTϕH(s)ξϕ ds·
t∫
a

ξTψH(s)ξψ ds
)− 1

2

])−1 ξTϕH(s)ξϕ
b∫
t

ξTϕH(s)ξϕ ds

dt <∞

(3.1)

Usual convergence class w.r.t. an order ρ is the particular case g(r) = rρ. In
this case the integrand in (3.1) simplifies.

3.2 Corollary. Let H ∈ Ha,b with σ(H) discrete, let ϕ ∈ R be such that∫ b
a
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt < ∞, and assume that ξTϕH(t)ξϕ does not vanish a.e. on any

interval (c, b) with c < b. Moreover, let ρ > 1. Then, setting ψ := ϕ + π
2 , we

have ∑
λ∈σ(H)\{0}

1

|λ|ρ
<∞ ⇐⇒

b∫
a

( b∫
t

ξTϕH(s)ξϕ ds
) ρ

2−1( t∫
a

ξTψH(s)ξψ ds
) ρ

2 · ξTϕH(s)ξϕ dt <∞ (3.2)

In the second theorem we deal with finite type conditions and minimal type con-
ditions. This case is more complicated concerning presentation (not concerning
content), since the respective conditions cannot anymore be written in integral
form as (3.1) and (3.2). They have a sequential (instead of integral-) form.

3.3 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b with σ(H) discrete, let ϕ ∈ R be such that∫ b
a
ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt < ∞, and assume that ξTϕH(t)ξϕ does not vanish a.e. on any

interval (c, b) with c < b. Choose a = c0 < c1 < c2 < . . . such that∫ b

cn

ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt = 2−n
∫ b

a

ξTϕH(t)ξϕ dt.

2Such an angle always exists, cf. Lemma 1.1.
3We will explain in the remarks below that this is no loss in generality.
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Set ψ := ϕ+ π
2 and

ωn := 2−
n
2

(∫ cn

cn−1

ξTψH(t)ξψ dt

) 1
2

, n ≥ 1,

and let (ω∗
n)

∞
n=1 be the nonincreasing rearrangement4 of (ωn)

∞
n=1.

Let g be a regularly varying function with index > 1, and let f be an asymp-
totic inverse of g (cf. Section D). Then

nH(r) = O
(
g(r)

)
⇐⇒ ω∗

n = O
( 1

f(n)

)
,

nH(r) = o
(
g(r)

)
⇐⇒ ω∗

n = o
( 1

f(n)

)
.

Recall Example 2.5 which, apart from demonstrating validity and failure of the
independence theorem, already showed how sensitively ρH depends on the data.
An example of a slightly different kind is the following.

3.4 Example. Let α1, α2 ≥ 0 with (α1, α2) ̸= (0, 0), set

h(t) :=
( 1

1− t

)2(
1 + log

1

1− t

)−α1
(
1 + log+ log

1

1− t

)−α2

, t ∈ (0, 1),

and consider the Hamiltonian defined on (0, 1) as

H(t) :=

(
1 0
0 h(t)

)
.

Then the spectrum σ(H) is discrete, and its convergence exponent is
∞ if α1 = 0
2
α1

if α1 ∈ (0, 2)

1 if α1 ≥ 2

.

In the case that α1 ∈ (0, 2), we moreover know that

0 < lim sup
r→∞

nH(r)

r
2

α1 (log r)−
α2
α1

<∞.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The results presented above are taken from the work [RW20] of R. Romanov
and H.Woracek. The proofs of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.3 produce sequential
conditions, and for the case of convergence class this can be rewritten to the
integral form stated in Theorem 3.1.

4Since σ(H) is assumed to be discrete, we have (ωn)∞n=1 ∈ c0. Hence, this sequence can
be rearranged so to become nonincreasing.
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❄ The assumption that ξTϕH(t)ξϕ does not vanish a.e. on any interval (c, b)
with c < b is no loss of generality. Because, if it were violated, σ(H) would be
equal to the spectrum of one self-adjoint realisation of the cut-off Hamiltonian
H|(a,c) which is in limit circle case.

❄ A distribution of σ(H) that is more dense than the integers can occur only
from growth of H towards its limit point endpoint b. This becomes nicely visible
in the condition from Theorem 3.1: for each c < b the integral (3.1) is certainly
finite when integration runs only from a to c.

❄ Rewriting the sequential conditions in Theorem 3.3 to a closed form similar
as in Theorem 3.1 fails because of the need to pass to the nonincreasing rear-
rangement of (ωn)

∞
n=1. It would be interesting to have a condition that is more

directly formulated in terms of H.

❄ Example 3.4 is taken from [RW20, Example 1.6].

❄ Membership of resolvents (AH − z)−1 in the Hilbert-Schmidt ideal S2 was
characterised earlier in [KW07, Theorem 2.4]. This case is very simple, since one
has available the classical criterion that an integral operator is Hilbert-Schmidt
if and only if its kernel is L2 (and the proof in the mentioned paper exploits
this). The independence theorem is not needed in this case.

❄ Using the connection between Krein strings and diagonal Hamiltonians (Sec-
tion 29), Theorem 3.1 gives an alternative approach to the results of I.S. Kac
in [Kac62] and [Kac86] for orders between 1

2 and 1. It must be emphasised in
this place that the form of the conditions in the mentioned papers, as well as
their proof, is very different. In fact, we do not have a direct computational
argument that shows equivalence of the conditions in Kac’s papers and the
conditions obtained by rewriting Theorem 3.1.

4 Trace class and sparse spectrum: the Weyl
coefficient approach

Let H ∈ Ha,b. We again denote

nH(r) := #
{
λ ∈ σ(H) | |λ| < r

}
.

For the case that nH(r) grows slower than r2 we can give a formula in terms of

H for the Stieltjes transform of nH(
√
r)

r . This result is specific for slow growth,
since it relies on a product representation of functions with real and symmetric
zeroes that does not have exponential factors as a general Weierstraß product
does.

In order to formulate the theorem, we need to introduce some notation.
Given a Hamiltonian H ∈ Ha,b, we write

H(t) =

(
h1(t) h3(t)
h3(t) h2(t)

)
, t ∈ (a, b) a.e.,

and set

ΩH(s, t) :=

∫ t

s

H(u) du, ωH,j(s, t) :=

∫ t

s

hj(u) du,
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for s, t ∈ [a, b), s ≤ t. If H is in limit circle case, we can extend the definition of
ΩH and ωH,j to the range s, t ∈ [a, b], s ≤ t.

4.1 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b, r0 ≥ 0, and c−, c+ > 0.

(i) We call t̂ a compatible function for H, r0 with constants c−, c+, if

t̂ : (r0,∞) → (a, b),

∀r ∈ (r0,∞):
c−
r2

≤ detΩH
(
a, t̂(r)

)
≤ c+
r2
.

(ii) If t̂ is a compatible function for H, r0, we denote

Γ(t̂) :=
{
(t, r) ∈ (a, b)× (r0,∞) | t̂(r) ≤ t

}
.

(iii) We call (t̂, ŝ) a compatible pair for H, r0 with constants c−, c+, if t̂ is a
compatible function for H, r0 with constants c−, c+, and

ŝ : Γ(t̂) → [a, b),

∀(t, r) ∈ Γ(t̂): ŝ(t, r) ≤ t,
c−
r2

≤ detΩH
(
ŝ(t, r), t

)
≤ c+
r2
.

It is easy to see that compatible pairs always exist provided that (a, b) is not
indivisible. This follows since detΩH is a continuous and monotone (in either
of its two arguments) function.

We use the following notation to compare functions up to constants. If f, g
are functions defined on some set D and taking positive real numbers as values,
we write

f ≲ g :⇔ ∃C > 0 ∀x ∈ D: f(x) ≤ Cg(x),

f ≍ g :⇔ f ≲ g ∧ g ≲ f.

In the formulation of the next results recall Lemma 1.1 and the discussion in
the remarks to Section 1.

4.2 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite and that σ(H) is

discrete. For normalisation assume that
∫ b
a
h1(t) dt < ∞. Let r0 ≥ 0, c−, c+ >

0, and let (t̂, ŝ) be a compatible pair for H, r0 with constants c−, c+. For t ∈ (a, b)
and r > r0 set

KH(t; r) := 1[a,t̂(r))(t)
ωH,2(a, t)h1(t)
c+
r2 + ωH,3(a, t)2

+ 1[t̂(r),b)(t)
h1(t)

ωH,1
(
ŝ(t; r), t

) .
Then

r2
∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
· nH(

√
t)

t
dt ≍

∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt, r > r0, (4.1)

where this relation includes that one side is finite if and only if the other side is.
The constants implicit in this relation depend on c−, c+ but not on H, r0, t̂, ŝ.
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The formula (4.1) gives a meaningful result about the speed of growth of nH(r)
only if the integrals on either side are finite. The integral on the left-hand side
of (4.1) is finite for some (equivalently, for every) r > 0 if and only if∫ ∞

1

nH(
√
t)

t2
dt <∞,

which, in turn, is equivalent to
∑

λ∈σ(H)

1
λ2 <∞.

If we are willing to accept that constants depend on H, r0, t̂, ŝ, then the first
summand of KH(t; r) can be neglected.

4.3 Proposition. In the situation of Theorem 4.2 we have∫ t̂(r)

a

KH(t; r) dt ≤ 2 log r + γ, r > r0,

where γ ∈ R depends on c−, c+, H, r0, t̂, ŝ.

Using Abelian and Tauberian theorems we can pass from the Stieltjes transform
in (4.1) to the function nH(r) itself. This gives rise to the following two theo-
rems, which are the counterparts of Theorems 3.1 and 3.3. The reader should
observe the particular case of the theorems that g(r) = rρ for some ρ ∈ (0, 2),
cf. Corollaries 4.5 and 4.8, and also consult the examples given in the remarks
below.

The result for convergence class reads as follows.

4.4 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite and that σ(H) is

discrete. For normalisation assume that
∫ b
a
h1(t) dt < ∞. Let r0 ≥ 1, c−, c+ >

0, and let (t̂, ŝ) be a compatible pair for H, r0 with constants c−, c+.
Let g be regularly varying with Indg ∈ [0, 2] such that g(r) ≪ r2 and

g|Y ≍ 1 on every compact set Y ⊆ [1,∞). Moreover:

▷ If Indg ∈ (0, 2), set g∗ := g.

▷ If Indg = 0, assume that we have a regularly varying function g∗ such that
1
g∗ is locally integrable and∫ ∞

t

∫ ∞

u

1

g∗(s)

ds

s

du

u
≍ 1

g(t)
.

▷ If Indg = 2, assume that we have a regularly varying function g∗ such that
1
g∗ is locally integrable and∫ t

1

s2

g∗(s)

ds

s
≍ t2

g(t)
.

Then ∑
λ∈σ(H)

1

g(|λ|)
<∞ ⇐⇒

∫ ∞

r0

1

rg∗(r)

∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt dr <∞.
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In the boundary cases Indg ∈ {0, 2} we do not known whether a function g∗

with the required properties can always be found (see the remarks below for
a class of functions g where g∗ can be found). However, if g∗ exists, then
necessarily g = o(g∗).

We have the obvious corollary for the case of convergence class w.r.t. an
order ρ.

4.5 Corollary. Let ρ ∈ (0, 2), and consider the situation of Theorem 4.4. Then∑
λ∈σ(H)

1

|λ|ρ
<∞ ⇐⇒

∫ ∞

r′0

1

rρ+1

∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt dr <∞.

Let us emphasize the case that ρ = 1 where we have a characterisation of trace
class resolvents. In addition, we can give a neat formula for the trace of the
inverse of the operator AH .

4.6 Proposition. Consider the situation of Theorem 4.4. Then

A−1
H ∈ S1 ⇐⇒

∫ ∞

r0

1

r2

∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt dr <∞.

If A−1
H ∈ S1, then

tr
(
A−1
H

)
= − lim

t→b

∫ t

a

h3(s) ds.

In the context of finite type or minimal type we obtain the following result.

4.7 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite and that σ(H) is

discrete. For normalisation assume that
∫ b
a
h1(t) dt < ∞. Let r0 ≥ 1, c−, c+ >

0, and let (t̂, ŝ) be a compatible pair for H, r0 with constants c−, c+.

(i) We have

nH(r) ≲
∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt.

The constant implicit in this relation depends on c−, c+ but not on
H, r0, t̂, ŝ.

(ii) Let g be regularly varying with Indg ≥ 0 such that
∫∞
1

g(t)
t3 dt < ∞ and

g|Y ≍ 1 on every compact set Y ⊆ [1,∞). Set

g∗(r) :=


∫ r
1

g(t)
t dt if Indg = 0,

g(r) if Indg ∈ (0, 2),

r2
∫∞
r

g(t)
t3 dt if Indg = 2.

Then there exists C− > 0, which depends on c−, c+, Indg but not on
H, r0, t̂, ŝ,g, such that

lim sup
r→∞

C−

g∗(r)

∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt ≤ lim sup
r→∞

nH(r)

g(r)
.
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Note that in the boundary cases Indg ∈ {0, 2} we have g = o(g∗).
The obvious corollary for the case of type w.r.t. an order ρ reads as follows.

4.8 Corollary. Let ρ ∈ (0, 2), and consider the situation of Theorem 4.7. Then

lim sup
r→∞

C−

rρ

∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt ≤ lim sup
r→∞

nH(r)

rρ
≤ lim sup

r→∞

C+

rρ

∫ b

a

KH(t; r) dt

where C−, C+ depend on c−, c+, Indg but not on H, r0, t̂, ŝ,g.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ These results are taken from the recent work [LRW24] of M. Langer, J. Reif-
fenstein, and H. Woracek. The proof of Theorem 4.2 is analytic and relies on a
trick. It first uses the canonical differential equation which leads to an integral
formula for log |wH,22(z)|. The trick is to realise that the integrand in this ex-
pression is, for each single point, the imaginary part of the Weyl coefficient of
some canonical system depending on the point. This allows to invoke the work
about high-energy asymptotics of Weyl coefficients from [LPW24] and [Rei23].

❄ In contrast to the results in Section 3, the statements in this section are
interesting for Hamiltonians in limit circle and limit point case equally as much.

❄ Assume that H is in the limit circle case. Then we can use the formula

r2

2

∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
nH(

√
t)

t
dt = log |wH,22(ir)|, (4.2)

to obtain knowledge about the growth of max|z|=r ∥WH(z)∥ when r → ∞.
The formula (4.2), and the fact that the growth of one entry of WH along the
imaginary axis governs the behaviour of the whole monodromy matrix in the
whole plane, holds for function theoretic reasons, cf. Section E and Section F.

❄ It is obvious that the formula (4.1) is cumbersome, and in general difficult
or even impossible to evaluate. If H is in limit circle case there exists a method
that considerably simplifies this problem, namely, an algorithm that evaluates
the right-hand side of (4.1) up to a small error. This result will be presented in
Section 6.

❄ If detH(t) = 0 for a.a. t (which is necessary for the spectrum to be sparser
than the integers, by the Krein-de Branges formula), we have the intuition
that the speed of growth of nH(r) is related to the maximum local rotation
of ranH(t). This is quantified by the notion of a compatible pair from Def-
inition 4.1, which measures the size of detΩH(s, t). The connection is made
by the following fact, cf. [LRW24, Lemma 6.3]: for a Hamiltonian of the form
H(t) = ξϕ(t)ξ

T
ϕ(t), so that ϕ(t) gives the rotation of ranH(t), it holds that

detΩH(s, t) =
1

2

∫ t

s

∫ t

s

sin2
(
ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)

)
dx dy. (4.3)

A more direct instantiation of this intuition is the algorithm mentioned in the
previous item.
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❄ Consider the situation where the regularly varying function g in Theo-
rems 4.4 and 4.7 is a Lindelöf comparison function (D.1). First, assume that
Indg = 0:

g(r) =

N∏
k=n

(
log[k] r

)βk (4.4)

for large enough r with n,N ∈ N, n ≤ N and βn > 0. Then a function g∗ as in
Theorem 4.4 exists, namely,

g∗(r) := g(r) · log r
n∏
j=1

log[j] r.

Second, let Indg = 2:

g(r) = r2
N∏
k=n

(
log[k] r

)βk (4.5)

for large enough r with n,N ∈ N, n ≤ N and βn < 0. Again a function g∗ as
in Theorem 4.4 exists, namely,

g∗(r) := g(r) ·
n∏
j=1

log[j] r.

Somewhat surprisingly, the gap between g and g∗ is different depending on
whether Indg = 0 or Indg = 2.

In Theorem 4.7 we have in both cases (that g is of the form (4.4) or (4.5))
that

g∗(r) = g(r) ·
n∏
j=1

log[j] r.

❄ With the same method as in Proposition 4.6 we can compute the trace of
powers A−p

H for p ∈ {2, 3, . . .}. Recall that membership of A−1
H in Sp for such p

is characterised in Corollary 3.2.

For p = 2 we reobtain the formula for the Hilbert–Schmidt norm given in
[KW07]: if A−1

H ∈ S2, then∑
λ∈σ(H)

1

λ2
= 2

∫ b

a

ωH,2(a, t)h1(t) dt.

For p = 3 we get: if A−1
H ∈ S3, then∑

λ∈σ(H)

1

λ3
= 12 · lim

t→b

∫ t

a

∫ s

a

ωH,2(a, x)h3(x) dxh1(s) ds.

The formulae for higher p are getting more cumbersome, but retain their struc-
ture of being iterated integrals over entries of H. This is expected, thinking of
the work [Kac62] where for a Krein string membership in Sp for integers p ≥ 2
is characterised by finiteness of certain iterated integrals.
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❄ For orders between 1 and 2 we have an overlap with the operator theoretic
method from Section 3. We do not know if one can show equivalence of the
respective conditions by direct computation.

❄ For Krein strings, a criterion similar to Theorem 4.4 is given by I.S. Kac
[Kac86]. Equivalence of the conditions can, at least under certain smoothness
assumptions, be verified by direct computation.
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PART II

The limit circle case

Assume that the Hamiltonian H is in limit circle case. Then the fundamental

solution exists up to the right endpoint of the interval, and we have the monodromy

matrix WH(z) which is an entire function of exponential type. The spectrum σ(H)

coincides with the zero set of its entry wH,22(z), in particular σ(H) is discrete.

These facts add another dimension to the question for density of σ(H): we can

use the connection between growth and zero distribution of entire functions. For

example, the convergence exponent of σ(H) is equal to the order of the entire func-

tion wH,22. More detailed information can be extracted from the central connection

(4.2) between nH(r) and wH,22(z).

The Krein-de Branges formula gives a simple expression in terms of H for the

exponential type of wH,22(z) and hence for limr→∞
nH(r)
r , cf. Theorem 5.1. It

fully settles the case when the type is positive, equivalently, when detH(t) does

not vanish identically. In this case the eigenvalues have integer asymptotics.

The case that detH(t) = 0 is much more involved. One may say that the

growth of WH(z) is proportional to the maximum local rotation of ranH(t). This

vague statement is instanciated in different ways. An algorithm that evaluates

log |wH,22(ir)| up to a possible error of size log r is based on partitioning the

interval into parts with equal rotation, cf. Theorem 6.2. An upper bound, for

logmax|z|=r ∥WH(z)∥, is obtained by approximating H with piecewise constant

Hamiltonians, cf. Theorem 7.1. Another result determines the order of WH us-

ing coverings of (a, b) that make certain sums involving integrals of H small, cf.

Lemma 8.2.
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5 The Krein–de Branges formula

The Krein–de Branges formula gives precise information on the distribution of
σ(H) compared to the integers.

5.1 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case. Then the entries of WH(z)
are entire functions of Cartwright class in C+ and C−. Denote by

0 < λ+1 < λ+2 < . . . and 0 > λ−1 > λ−2 > . . .

the (finite or infinite) sequences of positive and negative, respectively, elements
of σ(H). Then5

π · lim
n→∞

n

λ+n
= π · lim

n→∞

n

|λ−n |
= lim sup

y→∞

1

y
log+ |wH,ij(iy)| =

b∫
a

√
detH(t) dt.

There are two essential assertions in this theorem: one is the function theoretic
part that we have Cartwright class, and the other is the computation of the type
as integral over

√
detH. The first is related to a functional analytic property of

de Branges’ Hilbert spaces of entire functions, the latter stems from a differential
inequality. The stated asymptotic of eigenvalues is then a consequence (recall
Theorem F.2 and Theorem E.3).

The Krein-de Branges formula continues to hold for a certain class of limit
point Hamiltonians. The corresponding variant reads as follows.

5.2 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be of Pontryagin type (see Section C.2), and let

0 < λ+1 < λ+2 < . . . and 0 > λ−1 > λ−2 > . . .

be the (finite or infinite) sequences of positive and negative, respectively, ele-
ments of σ(H). Then the product

A(z) := lim
R→∞

∏
λ∈σ(H)
0<|λ|≤R

(
1− z

λ

)

converges locally uniformly on C, and is an entire function of Cartwright class
in C+ and C−. We have

√
detH ∈ L1(a, b), (5.1)

and

π · lim
n→∞

n

λ+n
= π · lim

n→∞

n

|λ−n |
= lim sup

y→∞

1

y
log+ |A(iy)| =

b∫
a

√
detH(t) dt.

5Here the limit of a finite sequence is understood as being equal to 0.
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▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Original references for Theorem 5.1 are [Kre51b, (3.4)] and [Bra61, Theo-
rem X]. The version stated in Theorem 5.2 is obtained by combining [LW13b,
Theorem 4.1] with [LW13a, Theorem 4.21]. A variant for higher-dimensional
canonical systems (in limit circle case) is also available, see e.g. [GK70, Theo-
rem 6.1].

❄ The Krein-de Branges formula sheds light on the specialty of integer distribu-
tion from a function theoretic perspective. Namely, that one has the Cartwright
class property of the monodromy matrix and thus obtains at most integer den-
sity in the limit circle case. Compare this with the origin of the distinction into
dense or sparse spectra in Sections 3 and 4: the operator theoretic facts that
Schatten–von Neumann classes Sp are s.n.-ideals only if p ≥ 1 and that for
p = 1 the Matsaev property fails.

❄ Using the connection Theorem C.5 between power moment problems and
Hamburger Hamiltonians, the Krein–de Branges formula gives a one-line proof
of the classical result of M. Riesz from [Rie23] (see also [Akh65, Theorem 2.4.3]),
that the entries of the Nevanlinna matrix of an indeterminate moment problem
are of minimal exponential type. Namely: the determinant of a Hamburger
Hamiltonian is identically equal to 0. The version in Theorem 5.2 will lead in
the obvious way to a generalisation of Riesz’s result; however, this has not been
carried out yet.

❄ Using the connection between strings and diagonal Hamiltonians (laid out in
Section 29), the Krein–de Branges formula yields a proof of M.G. Krein’s result
announced in [Kre51a] (see also [Kre52, Theorema 1, 4] or [KK68b, 11.8◦]) about
the asymptotics of the eigenvalues of a string. The version in Theorem 5.2 leads
to a generalisation of Krein’s result, cf. [Wor15a].

6 Algorithm to evaluate growth

The formula given in Theorem 4.2 is explicit in H, but it is often difficult to
evaluate the integral on the right-hand side of (4.1) in practice. For Hamilto-
nians in limit circle case there is an algorithm that simplifies evaluation of the
formula at the cost of a small loss of precision.

Recall the notation ΩH(s, t) :=
∫ t
s
H(u) du and (4.3) where we explained

that detΩH(s, t) quantifies the maximum local rotation of ranH(t).

6.1 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case. For each r > 0 we define

points σ
(r)
j and a number κH(r) by the following procedure.

▷ Set σ
(r)
0 := a.

▷ If detΩH
(
σ
(r)
j−1, b

)
> 1

r2 , let σ
(r)
j ∈ (σ

(r)
j−1, b) be the unique point such that

detΩH
(
σ
(r)
j−1, σ

(r)
j

)
=

1

r2
.

Otherwise, set σ
(r)
j := b and κH(r) := j, and terminate.
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By an argument involving Minkowski’s determinant inequality this algorithm
terminates for each r after finitely many steps. In fact, we have

κH(r) ≤
⌊
r ·
√
detΩH(a, b)

⌋
+ 1.

The function κH is nondecreasing.

6.2 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite and in limit circle
case. Then there exists r0 > 0 such that for r > r0

κH(r) ≲ log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≲ κH

( r

log r

)
log r. (6.1)

The number r0 and the constants implicit in (6.1) depend on tr ΩH(a, b).

When comparing nH(r) to a regularly varying function, the algorithmic char-
acter of this theorem becomes more pronounced: in this case it is enough to
compute κH(r) for countably many values of r.

6.3 Proposition. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite and in limit circle
case. Moreover, let g be regularly varying and nondecreasing, and let (rn)n∈N be
an increasing and unbounded sequence of positive numbers with supn∈N

rn+1

rn
<

∞. Then

lim sup
n→∞

κH
(

rn
log rn

)
· log rn

g(rn)
<∞ =⇒ lim sup

r→∞

log
(
max|z|=r ∥WH(z)∥

)
g(r)

<∞

=⇒ lim sup
n→∞

κH(rn)

g(rn)
<∞.

In particular, we can compute the convergence exponent of σ(H) from the se-
quence (κH(rn))n∈N.

6.4 Corollary. Let H ∈ Ha,b and assume that H is definite and in limit circle
case. Moreover, let (rn)n∈N be an increasing and unbounded sequence of positive
numbers with supn∈N

rn+1

rn
<∞. Then the convergence exponent ρH of σ(H) is

given as

ρH = lim sup
n→∞

log κH(rn)

log rn
.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Theorem 6.2 was first proved in the slightly weaker form

κH(r) ≲ log |wH,22(ir)| ≲ κH(r) log r (6.2)

in a paper of M. Langer, J. Reiffenstein, and H. Woracek, cf. [LRW24, Theo-
rem 5.3]. Its proof is obtained by direct but somewhat tricky estimates of the
integrand KH(t; r) in (4.1). The improved upper estimate is proved in [Rei]
using Romanov’s Theorem I (cf. Section 7) which is a more directly derived
general upper bound.
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❄ If κH is well-behaved, e.g., κH(r) ≍ rρH (log r)σ, the gap between the lower
and upper bounds in Theorem 6.2 is of size (log r)1−ρH , i.e., it gets smaller as
ρH increases and closes at ρH = 1.

❄ The results presented in this section are bound to the limit circle case, and
we do not know an analogue of Theorem 6.2 for the limit point case.

❄ Regarding sharpness of the estimates in Theorem 6.2, we distinguish cases
depending on ρH .

▷ ρH = 0: In all examples we are aware of, the upper bound in Theorem 6.2
is the correct one, i.e.,

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ κH

( r

log r

)
log r. (6.3)

Trivial examples are Hamiltonians consisting of a finite number of indivisible
intervals only, for which both sides of (6.3) are ≍ to log r. A concrete and
nontrivial example is

H(t) :=


(
1 0
0 0

)
if e−(2n+1) ≤ t < e−2n,(

0 0
0 1

)
if e−(2n+2) ≤ t < e−(2n+1)

for n ∈ N0.

For this Hamiltonian, both sides of (6.3) are ≍ to (log r)2.

▷ ρH ∈ (0, 1): Here we only have examples for which the lower bound in
Theorem 6.2 is correct:

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ κH(r). (6.4)

A concrete and nontrivial example is H(t) := ξϕ(t)ξ
T
ϕ(t) where ϕ(t) is the

Weierstraß function ϕ(t) :=
∑∞
n=0

1
2n cos(8nπt). For this Hamiltonian

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ κH(r) ≍ r

3
4 .

Varying the parameters of the Weierstraß function yields a scale of examples
covering the range of orders ( 12 , 1), cf. Example 21.3. Examples with ρH ≤ 1

2
can be found in Section 23 or, more concretely, in Section 24.

▷ ρH = 1: Typically there is no gap in this case, such as for κH(r) ≍ r(log r)σ.
Trivial examples are Hamiltonians with detH ̸≡ 0, for which both sides of
(6.4) are ≍ to r. We do not have examples where κH is of a more complicated
form.

❄ We do not have examples with

κH(r) ≪ log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≪ κH

( r

log r

)
log r.
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7 Romanov’s Theorem I: bound by discretisa-
tion

If H consists of a finite number of indivisible intervals only, then WH(z) is
a polynomial whose degree equals the number of indivisible intervals. This
suggests that WH(z) will grow slowly if H can be approximated well by such
simple Hamiltonians. The below theorem quantifies this intuition.

7.1 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case, assume that detH(t) = 0
a.e., and write H(t) = trH(t) · ξϕ(t)ξTϕ(t) with some measurable function

ϕ : (a, b) → R. Assume we are given a set of parameters p that consists of
a number N ∈ N, a partition a = y0 < y1 < · · · < yN = b, rotation parameters
ψ1, . . . , ψN ∈ R, and distortion parameters a1, . . . , aN ∈ (0, 1], and set

A1(p) :=

N∑
j=1

a2j

∫ yj

yj−1

cos2
(
ϕ(t)− ψj

)
· trH(t) dt,

A2(p) :=

N∑
j=1

1

a2j

∫ yj

yj−1

sin2
(
ϕ(t)− ψj

)
· trH(t) dt,

A3(p) :=

N−1∑
j=1

log

(
max

{ aj
aj+1

,
aj+1

aj

}
·
∣∣ cos (ψj − ψj+1

)∣∣
+

| sin(ψj − ψj+1)|
ajaj+1

)
,

A4(p) := − log a1 − log aN .

Then, for every r > 0,

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤ r ·

(
A1(p) +A2(p)

)
+A3(p) +A4(p). (7.1)

7.2 Remark. If a parameter set p is fixed, then (7.1) does not give any new
information about the growth when r → ∞. On the contrary, we know even
better since detH = 0 implies log ∥WH(z)∥ = o(r).

The strength of Theorem 7.1 lies in the quantitative aspect: the estimate
(7.1) holds for all yj , ψj , aj , r. The trick to successfully apply the theorem is to
make the approximation p dependent on r:

▷ Choose a family of parameters (p(r))r>0 and apply Theorem 7.1 with each
of them,

▷ for each r use the bound (7.1) obtained from p(r),

▷ send r → ∞.

As we see from this remark, applying Theorem 7.1 usually requires some clever
guessing. The next result only requires guessing the partitions, and then uses a
predefined r-dependent choice of rotation and distortion parameters. It yields
an upper estimate that is almost as good as the one from Theorem 7.1 (see the
remarks for details).
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7.3 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case with detH = 0. Assume
we have k ∈ N and a partition

a = y0 < y1 < · · · < yk = b. (7.2)

Set

M :=
1

k

k∑
j=1

√
detΩ(yj−1, yj). (7.3)

Then, for every r > 0,

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤ k log+ r + 3Mr + γ · k + log+ r + γ′,

where γ, γ′ depend only on tr Ω(a, b).

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ A first variant of Theorem 7.1 was shown by R. Romanov in [Rom17] as
Theorem 1 of that paper. The presently stated version is taken from [PW22,
Theorem 4.1]. It improves upon Romanov’s theorem, even on the rough scale of
order (for more details see the remarks to Section 21). The proof of Theorem 7.1
is carried out by slightly tedious but elementary estimates using Grönwall’s
Lemma.

❄ Theorem 7.3 is taken from work of J. Reiffenstein [Rei]. There also explicit
values for the constants γ, γ′ are given, namely

γ = log+ tr Ω(a, b) + 3 + 2 log 2, γ′ = log+ tr Ω(a, b) + log 2.

❄ The upper bound κH(r/ log r) log r in Theorem 6.2 is what we obtain when
applying Theorem 7.3 with the r-dependent partitions defined in Definition 6.1.
This even yields the more explicit estimate

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(b; z)∥
)
≤ κH

( r

log r

)(
4 log r + γ

)
+ log r + γ′, (7.4)

where γ, γ′ are as in the previous item. We point out that in the background
lies an application of Theorem 7.1 with parameter sets p(r) chosen in a certain
deterministic way.

❄ It is unclear whether or not the choice of parameters mentioned in the previ-
ous item is optimal, or if making a different choice can lead to an asymptotically
better upper bound. That is, if J(r) is the infimum of upper bounds produced
by Theorem 7.1, taken over all parameter sets p, we do not know if for all
Hamiltonians

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ J(r).
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However, we have

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤ J(r) ≲ κH

( r

log r

)
log r ≲ log r · log

(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
,

where the last inequality follows from Theorem 6.2. Since (7.4) is obtained from
Theorem 7.3 we see that the optimal upper bounds from Theorems 7.1 and 7.3
are both accurate up to a factor of log r.

Revisiting the context of Theorem 6.2, we do not know if there exists a
Hamiltonian H for which

lim inf
r→∞

J(r)

κH
(

r
log r

)
log r

= 0.

8 Romanov’s Theorem II: bound by coverings

Minkowski’s determinant inequality states that, for any two positive semidefinite
matrices A,B ∈ C2×2 the determinant of A+B can be estimated as√

det(A+B) ≥
√
detA+

√
detB,

where equality holds if and only if A and B are linearly dependent. For a
Hamiltonian H ∈ Ha,b in limit circle case, applying this inequality to matrices

of the form ΩH(s, t) :=
∫ t
s
H(x) dx, we get√

detΩH(s, u) ≥
√
detΩH(s, t) +

√
detΩH(t, u), t ∈ (s, u). (8.1)

Thinking of detΩH as a quantifier for the rotation of ranH(x) (see (4.3)),
the matrices ΩH(s, t) and ΩH(t, u) should be close to linearly dependent when
ranH(x) rotates slowly in [s, u], leading to a small relative loss when applying
(8.1).

The main result of this section determines the order of the monodromy
matrix based on how well

√
detΩ can be split up using (8.1), thus establishing a

connection between the rotation of ranH(x) and the growth of the monodromy
matrix. Recall the notation ρH for the common order of all entries of the
monodromy matrix (cf. Corollary F.4).

8.1 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case. Then the order ρH of the
monodromy matrix is equal to the infimum of all numbers α > 0 that satisfy

(∗) For every sufficiently large N ∈ N there exists a covering {[cj , dj ] | j =
1, . . . , k(N)} of [a, b], such that

k(N) ≤ N,

k(N)∑
j=1

√
detΩH(cj , dj) ≲ N1− 1

α .

For every Hamiltonian there is an explicit family of coverings testifying to the
validity of (∗) for every α > ρH . The coverings in this family are partitions of
[a, b] that are “equidistant” with respect to detΩH .
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8.2 Lemma. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case, but not a finite rank Hamil-
tonian. Then for any α > ρH the property (∗) from Theorem 8.1 is satisfied,

where the coverings can be chosen as {[σ(r(N))
j−1 , σ

(r(N))
j ] | j = 1, . . . , N}, with

σ
(r)
j defined as in Definition 6.1 and r(N) chosen such that κH(r(N)) = N .

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ These results are taken from work of J. Reiffenstein [Rei].

❄ Lemma 8.2, which leads to the lower bound in Theorem 8.1, is shown using
the lower bound in Theorem 6.2. The upper bound in Theorem 8.1 is a conse-
quence of Theorem 7.3, which in turn uses Romanov’s Theorem I, cf. Section 7.

❄ Theorem 8.1 is a striking extension of a theorem of R. Romanov, namely, of
[Rom17, Theorem 2]. In Romanov’s original version H is supposed to be a.e.
diagonal with detH ≡ 0 and trH ≡ 1. This means that H(t) can take only the
two values

H1 :=

(
1 0
0 0

)
, H2 :=

(
0 0
0 1

)
.

❄ Since the coverings provided in Lemma 8.2 come from partitions of [a, b], a
reformulation of Theorem 8.1 using partitions instead of coverings is possible.
One reason to stick with coverings is historical, as that is what was used in
[Rom17, Theorem 2].

❄ No criterion is known for deciding whether or not (∗) is satisfied for ρH itself.

❄ An interesting application of (Romanov’s original variant of) Theorem 8.1
can be found in [Rom17, Section 7.2].

45



PART III

Moment problems and Jacobi matrices

In this part we study the context of the Hamburger power moment problem. We fo-

cus on the indeterminate case, and mainly present results formulated in the language

of Jacobi parameters.

First we discuss a somewhat isolated theorem that is mainly of theoretical in-

terest, cf. Theorem 9.1. In theory it fully determines the growth of the Nevanlinna

matrix in terms of the coefficients of the orthogonal polynomials. But it has the

drawback of being virtually impossible to apply; we know of only one nontrivial

application (for this see Section 25).

An elementary lower bound for the growth of the Nevanlinna matrix in terms of

the Jacobi parameters is given in Theorem 10.1. The historically probably first result

where growth different from exponential type is considered is due to M.S. Livšic

dating back to 1939, cf. Theorem 11.1. It gives a lower bound in terms of the

moment sequence and appears from the nowadays viewpoint as a consequence of

Theorem 10.1.

Recently, another lower bound in terms of Jacobi parameters was established,

cf. Theorem 12.1. This bound is most easy to apply, and the fact that it holds

in full generality is quite surprising. It is closely related to a classical result of

Yu.M. Berezanskii in 1956. We give a recent significant improvement of Berezan-

skii’s result in Theorem 13.1. Finally, we discuss Jacobi matrices whose parameters

have power asymptotics. In this situation a fairly complete picture can be given, cf.

Theorem 14.1 and Theorem 14.2.

Many of the results presented in this part are proven by translating to a canonical

system and referring to results formulated in the language of Hamiltonian parame-

ters.

It must be said that there is a large number of results about the determinate

case dealing with eigenvalue asymptotics. These are out of the scope of this paper,

and we do not touch upon that part of the literature.
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9 Growth in terms of orthogonal polynomials

For an indeterminate moment sequence, the orthonormal polynomials pn form
an orthonormal basis in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space generated from the
Nevanlinna matrix. The growth of the Nevanlinna matrix W (z) can be ex-
pressed in terms of pn: set

∆(z) =
( ∞∑
n=0

|pn(z)|2
) 1

2

,

then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥W (z)∥
)
= log

(
max
|z|=r

∆(z)
)
+O(log r).

This is seen by an elementary argument using the reproducing kernel Hilbert
space built from W (z).

9.1 Theorem. Let (sn)
∞
n=0 be an indeterminate moment sequence, and write

the orthonormal polynomial pn of degree n as

pn(z) =

n∑
k=0

bk,nz
k. (9.1)

Then ( ∞∑
k=0

( ∞∑
n=k

b2k,n

)
r2k
) 1

2

≤ max
|z|=r

∆(z) ≤
∞∑
k=0

( ∞∑
n=k

b2k,n

) 1
2

rk.

This two-sided estimate leads to formulae for order and type.

9.2 Corollary. Consider the situation of Theorem 9.1.

(i) Let ρ and τ be order and type of the Nevanlinna matrix. Then

ρ = lim sup
k→∞

2k log k

− log
∑∞
n=k b

2
k,n

,

and if ρ > 0

τ =
1

eρ
lim sup
k→∞

[
k
( ∞∑
n=k

b2k,n

) ρ
2k

]
.

(ii) Let f,g be regularly varying functions which are asymptotic inverses of
each other, and denote by τg the type of the Nevanlinna matrix w.r.t. g.
Then

τg =
1

eρ
lim sup
k→∞

[
f(k)ρ

( ∞∑
n=k

b2k,n

) ρ
2k

]
.
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▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ This result goes back to the work [BS14] of C. Berg and R. Szwarc, and the
version stated as Theorem 9.1 is extracted from that paper. An efficient proof
of the theorem runs along the lines indicated before the statement.

Corollary 9.2 is obtained simply by applying the standard formulae that ex-
press order and type of an entire function in terms of its Taylor coefficients. See
[Lev80, Theorem I.2] for the statement in item (i), and [Lev80, Theorem 2’] (in
conjunction with [BGT89, Proposition 7.4.1]) for item (ii). Recall also Corol-
lary F.4.

❄ In theory the question for the speed of growth of the Nevanlinna matrix is
fully answered by Theorem 9.1 and its corollary. Unfortunately this answer is of
limited practical use. Applying the results requires precise knowledge about all
coefficients of all orthonormal polynomials, and additionally the ability to handle
the series

∑∞
n=k b

2
k,n; this is hardly possible. We know of only one nontrivial

situation where the formula for type from Corollary 9.2 can be evaluated. This
will be presented in Section 25.

❄ Theorem 9.1 can be used to give an alternative proof of an important (but
actually much more elementary) lower bound for the growth of the Nevanlinna
matrix, see the remarks in Section 10.

10 An elementary lower bound

The below theorem contains a lower bound for the growth of the Nevanlinna ma-
trix in terms of the Jacobi parameters bn which is easily applicable, elementary
to prove, and sharp.

10.1 Theorem. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix with
these parameters. Assume that J is in limit circle case, and denote the corre-
sponding Nevanlinna matrix as W (z) = (wij(z))

2
i,j=1. Let G be the function

G(z) :=

∞∑
n=1

z2n

(b0 · . . . · bn−1)2
.

Then G is entire, and (for, say, r ≥ 1)

G(r)
1
2 ≲ |w11(ir)| (10.1)

where the constant implicit in ≲ depends on J.

If the parameters bn are dominated by a regularly varying function, the growth
of G(r) can be estimated explicitly.

10.2 Corollary. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix
with these parameters. Assume that J is in limit circle case, and denote the
corresponding Nevanlinna matrix as W (z) = (wij(z))

2
i,j=1. Let f,g be regularly

varying functions that are asymptotic inverses of each other. Then

bn ≲ f(n) =⇒ log |w11(ir)| ≳ g(r).
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We are led to lower bounds for order and type.

10.3 Corollary. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix with
these parameters. Assume that J is in limit circle case.

(i) Let ρ and τ be order and type of the Nevanlinna matrix. Then

ρ ≥ lim sup
n→∞

n log n∑n−1
j=0 log bj

, (10.2)

and if ρ > 0

τ ≥ 1

eρ
lim sup
n→∞

n

(b0 · . . . · bn−1)
ρ
n

.

(ii) Let f,g be regularly varying functions which are asymptotic inverses of
each other, and denote by τg the type of the Nevanlinna matrix w.r.t. g.
Then

τg ≥ 1

eρ
lim sup
n→∞

f(n)ρ

(b0 · . . . · bn−1)
ρ
n

.

Corollary 10.2, and with it Theorem 10.1 and Corollary 10.3, is sharp. Proper-
ties which in conjunction ensure that the lower bound is attained are: a regular
behaviour of the parameters, sufficently fast growth of the off-diagonal, and rel-
ative smallness of the diagonal. We state a simple version that can be easily
formulated.

10.4 Proposition. Let f be a regularly varying function with Indf > 2, and
let g be an asymptotic inverse of f. Let bn > 0 be such that

bn ≍ f(n),
bn√

bn−1bn+1

− 1 ∈ ℓ1(N),

set an := 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix with these parameters. Then J is in
limit circle case and its Nevanlinna matrix satisfies

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥W (z)∥
)
≍ g(r).

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Theorem 10.1 and Corollary 10.2 are taken from [PW22, Section 2]. The
proof is elementary: for the theorem one passes to the associated Hamburger
Hamiltonian, and merely observes that a polynomial with real coeffients can be
estimated by its leading term; the corollary follows from the common connection
between growth of an entire function and its Taylor coefficients, e.g. [Lev80,
Theorems I.2, I.2’] (in conjunction with [BGT89, Proposition 7.4.1]),
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❄ A generalisation of Corollary 10.2, in terms of the associated Hamburger
Hamiltonian, is given in [Rei25b, Theorem 3.6], cf. Theorem 20.1. The statement
of Corollary 10.2 is the special case k = 2 in that result, as (C.5) and a short
calculation shows.

❄ Proposition 10.4 follows by passing to Hamiltonian parameters and using
[PRW23, Theorem 5.3]. The translation, however, is not trivial. One can use
[Yaf20, Theorem 4.1] which implies that ln+1 = pn(0)

2 + qn(0)
2 ≍ 1

bn
.

Note further that the condition bn√
bn−1bn+1

− 1 ∈ ℓ1(N) cannot be dropped.

As an example, take

an := 0, bn :=

{
(n+ 1)

5
2 (n+ 2)

1
2 if n odd

(n+ 1)
1
2 (n+ 2)

5
2 if n even.

Clearly bn ∼ n3. However, the corresponding Hamiltonian parameters are ϕn =
nπ2 and

l2n−1 = n−1, l2n = n−5

which shows that the Jacobi matrix is in limit point case.

❄ The estimates in Corollary 10.3 (i) were first given in [BS14, Proposition 7.1]
with a proof that uses Corollary 9.2 (just drop all terms in the sum

∑∞
n=k b

2
k,n

but the first one, and remember [Akh65, p.86]). Using the stated argument for
the proof of Theorem 10.1, one obtains an elementary direct proof of Corol-
lary 10.3, cf. [PRW17, Remark 2.15].

❄ Despite giving the correct order for a wide range of Jacobi matrices, the
bound (10.1) may also fail drastically, even on the rough scale of order as in
(10.2). One can say that this is expected; remember the alternative proof by
dropping – a lot of – summands. The following example is obtained by translat-
ing [PRW17, Theorem 3.1, Corollary 3.6] to the language of Jacobi parameters.

Let ρ ∈ (0, 1] and r ∈ (0, ρ), and set

an := 0, bn :=


1 if n = 0, 1,

(n log2 n)
1
ρ if n ≡ 0, 1 mod 4, n > 2,

(n log2 n)
1
ρ+2( 1

r−
1
ρ ) if n ≡ 2, 3 mod 4, n > 2.

Then J is in limit circle case and the order of the Nevanlinna matrix is equal
to ρ, while the limit superior in (10.2) is equal to r.

11 The Livšic estimate

Already back in 1939 M.S. Livšic gave a lower bound for the Nevanlinna matrix
in terms of the moment sequence (sn)

∞
n=0 itself. From a nowadays viewpoint,

his theorem appears as a consequence of the results from Section 10.
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11.1 Theorem. Let (sn)
∞
n=0 be an indeterminate moment sequence, and denote

the corresponding Nevanlinna matrix as W (z) = (wij(z))
2
i,j=1. Let F be the

Livšic function

F (z) :=

∞∑
n=0

z2n

s2n
.

Then F is entire, and (for, say, r ≥ 1)

F (r)
1
2 ≲ |w11(ir)|.

The analogue of Corollary 10.3 reads as follows.

11.2 Corollary. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix with
these parameters. Assume that J is in limit circle case.

(i) Let ρ and τ be order and type of the Nevanlinna matrix. Then

ρ ≥ lim sup
n→∞

2n log n

log s2n
, (11.1)

and if ρ > 0

τ ≥ 1

eρ
lim sup
n→∞

n

(s2n)
ρ
2n

.

(ii) Let f,g be regularly varying functions which are asymptotic inverses of
each other, and denote by τg the type of the Nevanlinna matrix w.r.t. g.
Then

τg ≥ 1

eρ
lim sup
n→∞

f(n)ρ

(s2n)
ρ
2n

.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The original reference for Theorem 11.1 is [Liv39, Theorema 2]. More acces-
sible sources are [BS14, §7] or [PRW17, p.224].

❄ The argument for the proof of Theorem 11.1 and Corollary 11.2 from
[PRW17] is by reduction to Theorem 10.1 and Corollary 10.3: noting that
(b0 · . . . · bn−1)

−1 is the leading coefficient of the orthonormal polynomial of
degree n, yields

1
√
s2n

≤ 1

b0 · . . . · bn−1
, (11.2)

cf. [Akh65, p.86] and [PRW17, (3.8)]. Corollary 11.2 readily follows from
Corollary 10.3. To deduce Theorem 11.1 from Theorem 10.1, observe that
F (r) ≤ G(r), where G is as in Theorem 10.1.
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❄ The Livšic bound (11.1) is sharp. In fact, it gives the correct value for ρ in
a large class of examples; see the remarks to Section 13.

❄ From (11.2) and the remarks in Section 10 we obtain that Livšic’s bound
(11.1) may fail drastically. Given ρ ∈ (0, 1] and r ∈ (0, ρ), there exists an
indeterminate moment sequence such that the order of the Nevanlinna matrix
is ρ while

lim sup
n→∞

2n log n

log s2n
≤ r. (11.3)

We expect, but do not know, that the example can be chosen such that equality
holds in (11.3).

12 Convergence exponents as lower bounds

Consider a Jacobi matrix in limit circle case, i.e., corresponding to an indeter-
minate moment problem. We present two lower bounds for the growth of the
Nevanlinna matrix in terms of convergence exponents, which are easy to apply
and surprisingly often give the correct order. We also give more quantitative
lower bounds, which are less flexible but still widely applicable. Contrasting the
bound exhibited in Section 10, the proofs are not elementary.

Recall that, since we assume limit circle case, we have

∞∑
n=1

1

bn
<∞ and

∞∑
n=1

|an+1|
bnbn+1

<∞. (12.1)

This is because either of the conditions

∞∑
n=1

1

bn
= ∞ (Carleman’s condition)

∞∑
n=1

|an+1|
bnbn+1

= ∞ (Dennis–Wall condition)

implies limit point case. Consequently, assuming limit circle case both sequences

(bn)
∞
n=1,

(
bnbn+1/

√
a2n+1 + b2n + b2n+1

)∞
n=0

(12.2)

have finite convergence exponent not exceeding 1.

12.1 Theorem. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix with
these parameters. Assume that J is in limit circle case. Then the order of its
Nevanlinna matrix is not less than either of the convergence exponents of the
sequences in (12.2).

There are also more quantitative versions of this lower bound – a sequential one
as well as one that holds for all large r, but with a less explicit right-hand side.

12.2 Theorem. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix with
these parameters. Assume that J is in limit circle case, and denote the corre-
sponding Nevanlinna matrix as W (z) = (wij)

2
i,j=1. Then
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(i) Suppose we have functions f,g: (0,∞) → (0,∞) with
∑∞
j=1f(bj) = ∞

and
∑∞
j=1 g(1/j) < ∞. Then there exists an increasing and unbounded

sequence (rm)∞m=1 of positive numbers with

log |w21(irm)| ≳ 1

g−(f(rm))
, m ∈ N,

where g−(t) := sup{r > 0 | g(r) < t}.

(ii) For all large enough r > 0 we have

log |w21(ir)| ≳ r

∞∑
n=h(r)

1

bn
,

where h(r) := 1 +max{n ∈ N : bn < r}.

Both items remain true when (bn)
∞
n=0 is replaced with the sequence(

bnbn+1/
√
a2n+1 + b2n + b2n+1

)∞
n=0

.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The fact that Carleman’s condition implies limit point case is a classical
result from [Car26], see also [Akh65, p.24(1◦)]. A one-line proof can be given by
passing to the Hamiltonian parameters: we have 1

bn
≤
√
lnln+1 ≤ 1

2 (ln + ln+1).
For the Dennis–Wall condition see [Akh65, p.25]

Let us note in this context that this implies a necessary condition for inde-
terminacy which is in terms of the moment sequence itself:

∑∞
n=0

1
2n
√
s2n

< ∞
whenever J is in limit circle case, cf. [Akh65, p.85(11◦)].

❄ Theorem 12.1 and Theorem 12.2 are taken from work [Rei25b] of J. Reiffen-
stein. After passing over to the associated Hamburger Hamiltonian, they appear
as particular cases of more general theorems that rely on the Weyl coefficient
approach, cf. Sections 4 and 6. This makes Theorems 12.1 and 12.2 intrinsi-
cally different from the lower bound discussed in Section 10 and Livšic’s bound
in Theorem 11.1, since those results are shown by an elementary estimate of
polynomials.

❄ The two sequences in (12.2) are just the first and second in an infinite scale of
sequences whose convergence exponents are all lower bounds for the monodromy
matrix, cf. Section 15.

❄ In many situations the order of the Nevanlinna matrix coincides with the
convergence exponent of (bn)

∞
n=1. Large classes of Jacobi matrices with this

property are presented in Sections 13 and 14. In these cases it is clear that
the convergence exponents of the two sequences in (12.2) coincide. Nonetheless,
there are examples where these sequences have different convergence exponents
and the order of the Nevanlinna matrix is equal to the convergence exponent of
the second sequence in (12.2); see the remarks to Section 15.
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❄ The convergence exponent of (bn)
∞
n=1 does not at all capture the parameters

an and neither takes into account sparse occurrences of small bn. Hence, it is
somewhat obvious that it cannot always give the correct value for the order
of the Nevanlinna matrix. A simple example that shows this is given by the
parameters

bn := n
5
3 , an := 2n

5
3

(
1− 1

n

)
,

for which limit circle case takes place, the convergence exponent of (bn)
∞
n=0 is

3
5 , but the order of the Nevanlinna matrix is 3

4 . Note that in this example the
second sequence in (12.2) also has convergence exponent 3

5 .

This example is just one instance of Theorem 14.2; see the remarks to Sec-
tion 14. The key property, which makes this phenomenon possible, is that
diagonal and off-diagonal are of almost the same size with quotient 2. Intu-
itively this makes the Jacobi matrix “close to limit point case” and allows the
Nevanlinna matrix to behave in an unusual way.

❄ The order ρ of the Nevanlinna matrix of a Jacobi operator in limit circle
case can be expressed via the eigenvalue counting function n(r) of one of its
self-adjoint extensions as

ρ = lim sup
r→∞

log n(r)

log r
.

If we consider instead a Jacobi operator in limit point case whose spectrum is still
discrete, we may ask whether this lim sup, defined using the eigenvalue counting
function of the Jacobi operator, is again bounded below by the convergence
exponent of (bn)

∞
n=0.

The following example from [JM07, Theorem 2.2] shows that the answer
to this question is negative: Let an := nα, bn := nβ , where β ≥ 0 and α ≥
2β + 1. Then the eigenvalues λn, arranged increasingly, of the Jacobi matrix
with parameters an, bn satisfy λn = nα + O(n1+2β−α). Intuitively, the Jacobi
operator with these parameters is close to a diagonal operator, whose eigenvalues
are precisely its diagonal entries.

❄ Under additional assumptions on the regularity of bn the bound from item
(ii) of Theorem 12.2 can be evaluated. For example, if bn ≍ g(n) with some
regularly varying function, then the bound is ≳ f(r) where f is an asymptotic
inverse of g. Thus we reobtain a particular case of Corollary 10.2.

❄ Let us compare the lower bounds for order from Theorem 12.1 and (10.2).
Denote the convergence exponent of (bn)

∞
n=0 by γ, then

γ ≤ lim sup
n→∞

log n

log bn
≥ lim sup

n→∞

n log n∑n
j=0 log bj

,

i.e., the term in the middle is an estimate for both of our lower bounds. If
(bn)

∞
n=0 is nondecreasing, then the first inequality holds with equality, and hence

the bound from Theorem 12.1 is potentially better. If, for example, the limit
superior in the middle exists as a limit, then equality holds throughout, i.e., the
bounds from Theorem 12.1 and (10.2) coincide.
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13 A theorem of Berezanskii

We exhibit a particular class of Jacobi matrices for which the general lower
bound from Theorem 12.1 is attained. In short, the theorem says: if the off-
diagonal bn behaves regularly and the diagonal an is relatively small, then the
negation of Carleman’s condition is sufficient for J to be in limit circle case and
the order of the Nevanlinna matrix to be equal to the convergence exponent of
(bn)

∞
n=0.

13.1 Theorem. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0, and let J be the Jacobi matrix with
these parameters. Set

αn :=
an√
bn−1bn

,

and assume that the following three conditions hold.

▷ Carleman’s condition violated:

∞∑
n=0

1

bn
<∞.

▷ Relative smallness and regularity of the diagonal:

∞∑
n=1

|αn+1 − αn| <∞, lim
n→∞

αn ∈ (−2, 2).

▷ Regularity of the off-diagonal:

∞∑
n=0

∣∣∣ bn√
bn−1bn+1

− 1
∣∣∣ <∞. (13.1)

Then J is in limit circle case, and the order of the Nevanlinna matrix of J is
equal to the convergence exponent of the sequence (bn)

∞
n=0.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Theorem 13.1 is taken from [Rei25b]. It is a significant improvement of a
classical result due to Yu.M. Berezanskii in [Ber56] who assumed a stronger
regularity of bn and that an are bounded. A more accessible reference is [BS14],
where a variant improving upon the original result is given. It states that the

conclusion of Theorem 13.1 follow under the assumptions that
∑∞
n=1

1+|an|√
bnbn−1

<

∞ (meaning that Carleman’s condition is violated and the diagonal is small),
and that the sequence (bn)

∞
n=0 is log-concave or log-convex (meaning that b2n ≥

bn−1bn+1 for all n, or b2n ≤ bn−1bn+1 for all n, respectively).

❄ Under the hypothesis of Berezanskii’s theorem (in the variant from [BS14])
the Livšic’s bound (11.1) coincides with the convergence exponent of (bn)

∞
n=0,

and hence gives the correct value for the order of the Nevanlinna matrix. This
is shown in [BS14, Theorem 7.5].
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❄ Let ρ be the convergence exponent of (bn)
∞
n=0. If

∑∞
n=0

1
bρn

< ∞, then the
Nevanlinna matrix is of finite type w.r.t. its order ρ. Under the conditions
required in [BS14] one also has

1

bn
= O

(
n−

1
ρ
)
.

14 Growth from power asymptotics

Consider parameters an ∈ R and bn > 0 having power asymptotics of the form

bn = nβ1

(
x0 +

x1
n

+O
( 1

n1+ϵ

))
, an = nβ2

(
y0 +

y1
n

+O
( 1

n1+ϵ

))
(14.1)

where

β1, β2 ∈ R, x0 > 0, y0 ̸= 0, x1, y1 ∈ R, ϵ > 0.

For this class of Jacobi matrices, one can almost fully decide whether J is in
limit circle case, and if it is, what is the order of the Nevanlinna matrix. We
should say explicitly that we do not investigate the limit point case, apart from
giving conditions under which limit point case prevails.

There are three essentially different cases.

▷ Large diagonal:

β2 > β1 or
(
β1 = β2 ∧ |y0| > 2x0

)
.

▷ Small diagonal:

β2 < β1 or
(
β1 = β2 ∧ |y0| < 2x0

)
.

▷ Critical case:

β2 = β1 and |y0| = 2x0.

We state two theorems. The first settles the cases of large and small diagonal,
and the second goes into the critical case.

14.1 Theorem. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0 be as in (14.1) and let J be the Jacobi
matrix with these parameters.

(i) If J has “large diagonal”, then J is in limit point case.

(ii) If J has “small diagonal”, then J is in limit circle case if and only if
β1 > 1.

(iii) If J has “small diagonal” and is in limit circle case, then the Nevanlinna
matrix is of order 1

β1
with finite and positive type.
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In order to handle the critical case, where off-diagonal and diagonal entries of
J are comparable with ratio ±2, we require one more term in the asymptotic
expansion of the parameters:

bn = nβ1

(
x0+

x1
n

+
x2
n2

+O
( 1

n2+ϵ

))
, an = nβ2

(
y0+

y1
n

+
y2
n2

+O
( 1

n2+ϵ

))
(14.2)

where

β1, β2 ∈ R, x0 > 0, y0 ̸= 0, x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ R, ϵ > 0.

14.2 Theorem. Let an ∈ R and bn > 0 be as in (14.2) and let J be the Jacobi
matrix with these parameters. Assume that J is in the “critical case”.

(i) J is in limit circle case, if and only if either

3

2
< β1 < 2

(x1
x0

− y1
y0

)
,

or

β1 = 2
(x1
x0

− y1
y0

)
∧ 1 <

x1
x0

− y1
y0

<
3

4
+

2x2
x0

− 2y2
y0

+
y1
y0

− 2x1y1
x0y0

+
2y21
y20

.

(ii) Assume that J is in limit circle case.

▷ If β1 > 2, then the Nevanlinna matrix is of order 1
β1

with finite and
positive type.

▷ If β1 < 2, then the Nevanlinna matrix is of order 1
2(β1−1) with finite

and positive type.

▷ If β1 = 2, then the Nevanlinna matrix is of order 1
2 with positive type.

It has finite type w.r.t. the regularly varying function r
1
2 log r.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The above results are obtained by combining work of R. Pruckner [Pru20]
and J. Reiffenstein [Rei25a], and referring to [PRW23].

❄ We used the assumptions (14.1) and (14.2) on the asymptotic expansion of
parameters to increase readability, but in some cases they can be relaxed. For
details we refer to [Rei25a, Theorem 3.4].

❄ The proofs of Theorem 14.1 and Theorem 14.2 are quite different. What
they have in common is that the starting point is an asymptotic analysis of the
solutions of the three-term recurrence, which is more complicated in the second
theorem than in the first. In Theorem 14.1 the bounds come from an explicit
analysis of the fundamental solution, while for Theorem 14.2 they are obtained
by passing to the Hamiltonian parameters.
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❄ The proof of Theorem 14.1 yields explicit bounds for the type τ of the Nevan-
linna matrix, and by complex analysis thus bounds for the counting function of
the spectrum of J. In the “critical case” only a lower bound is given explicitly:

▷ If J has parameters (14.1), “small diagonal”, and is in limit circle case, then

τ ≥ β1

( 1

x0

) 1
β1
, lim sup

r→∞

nJ(r)

n
1
β1

≥ β1 − 1

β1

( 1

x0

) 1
β1
,

where nJ(r) is the number of eigenvalues of absolute value less than r of the
Jacobi operator. If J has parameters (14.2), is in the “critical case” and in
limit circle case, the same lower bounds hold.

▷ If J has parameters (14.1), “small diagonal”, and is in limit circle case, then

τ ≤ π

sin( πβ1
)

( a
x0

) 1
β1
, lim sup

r→∞

nJ(r)

n
1
β1

≤ eπ

β1 sin(
π
β1
)

( a
x0

) 1
β1
,

where

a :=

{
1 if β2 < β1,(
1− y20

4x2
0

)− 1
2 if β1 = β2 ∧ |y0| < 2x0.

❄ From a very recent perspective, Theorem 14.1 (ii),(iii) are a consequence of
Berezanskii’s theorem as stated in Theorem 13.1. When Theorem 14.1 was
originally proved in [Pru20], this version of Berezanskii’s theorem was not yet
available. Furthermore, Pruckner’s work features the type estimates presented
above, which Theorem 13.1 does not provide.

❄ Consider the “critical case” as in Theorem 14.2. Then the convergence ex-
ponent of (bn)

∞
n=1 is 1

β1
. If β1 < 2, the order of the Nevanlinna matrix is

1
2(β1−1) , and hence strictly larger than this convergence exponent (this yields

the explicit example given in the remarks to Section 12). Up to our knowledge,
Theorem 14.2 yields the first examples of Jacobi matrices in limit circle case
whose order can be computed and is different from the convergence exponent
of (bn)

∞
n=1.

❄ We do not know whether the results presented above are already close to
being sharp when it comes to assumptions on the regularity of the parameters,
or if the hypothesis that they possess power asymptotics with a certain number
of terms (or as in [Rei25a]) can be weakened significantly.

❄ In the limit point case there is a vast literature about spectral asymptotics
(but we do not go into this direction). We do not know results that make
assertions about the distribution of the spectrum in limit point case without
knowing actual asymptotics.
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PART IV

Hamburger Hamiltonians

In this part we change perspectives towards the study of Hamburger Hamiltonians.

That is, we look at Hamburger moment problems and Jacobi matrices from the

canonical systems point of view. As in Part III we focus on the indeterminate case,

in the present language the limit circle case. It turns out that the parameters of the

Hamiltonian are often better suited for determining the growth of the monodromy

matrix than the moment sequence or the Jacobi parameters.

A Hamburger Hamiltonian H is given by the sequences (ln)
∞
n=1 and (ϕn)

∞
n=1

of its lengths and angles. On an intuitive level one may say that the growth of

the monodromy matrix WH is given by a combination of three factors: the rate of

decay of the lengths lj , the decay of the angle-differences | sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)|, and
the speed of possible convergence of the angles, each measured pointwise or in an

averaged sense. Fast decay of lengths and angle-differences and fast convergence

of angles means slow growth of the monodromy matrix. We present a variety of

results giving upper and lower bounds for WH , each of which gives quantitative

meaning to the above intuition in its own way.

There is a distinct threshold between quickly and slowly decaying lengths and

angle-differences, corresponding to the order of WH being less than and larger than
1
2 , respectively. In the case of fast decay (and some regularity of the data) the

growth of WH is determined by the lengths and angle-differences only. Contrasting

this, in the case of slow decay the growth of WH is also sensible to the speed of

possible convergence of angles. In particular, there are lower and upper bounds for

WH in terms of the lengths and angle-differences, which are distinct even on the

level of order and can both be attained.
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15 A scale of lower bounds

Consider a Hamburger Hamiltonian in limit circle case given by lengths lj and
angles ϕj , and recall the notation xn :=

∑n
j=1 lj and WH = (wH,ij)

2
i,j=1.

For each k ∈ N, k ≥ 2, we define a sequence (b
(k)
n )∞n=0 of positive numbers

as

b(k)n :=
[1
2

n+k∑
i,j=n+1

lilj sin
2(ϕi − ϕj)

]− 1
2

. (15.1)

We have
∑∞
n=1

1

b
(k)
n

<∞ for all k and b
(k)
n ≥ b

(k+1)
n for all k and n. In particular,

the convergence exponent of the sequence (b
(k)
n )∞n=0 is at most 1 and depends

nondecreasingly on k.

15.1 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H is
in limit circle case. Then, for each k ≥ 2, the order of the monodromy matrix

of H is not less than the convergence exponent of the sequence (b
(k)
n )∞n=0.

In the following theorem we collect two versions of this lower bound that es-
timate log |wH,22(ir)| in a more quantitative way. The first bound holds on a
sequence rm → ∞ whereas the second is true for all large r.

15.2 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H
is in limit circle case. The following statements hold true for any k ≥ 2.

(i) Let f,g: (0,∞) → (0,∞) with
∑∞
n=1f(b

(k)
n ) = ∞ and

∑∞
n=1 g(1/n) <

∞. Then there exists an increasing and unbounded sequence (rm)∞m=1 of
positive numbers with

log |wH,22(irm)| ≳ 1

g−(f(rm))
, m ∈ N,

where g−(t) := sup{r > 0: g(r) < t}.

(ii) Assume we have a sequence (fn)
∞
n=0 of nonnegative numbers such that

b(k)n ≲
1

fn
.

Then (for, say, r ≥ 1)

log |wH,22(ir)| ≳ r

∞∑
n=h(r)

fn

where

h(r) := 1 +max
{
n ∈ N : fn > r−1

}
.
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▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The two statements in Theorem 15.2 are related but in general incomparable.
Both are taken from work of J. Reiffenstein [Rei25b]. The proofs are different in
their nature, but both of them use the Weyl coefficient approach, cf. Sections 4
and 6.

❄ The above results should be seen as a scale of bounds emanating from the
lower bounds in terms of the Jacobi parameters bn that we discussed in Sec-
tion 12. In fact,

b(2)n =
1√

ln+2ln+1| sin(ϕn+2 − ϕn+1)|
= bn (15.2)

and a computation shows that

b(3)n =
bnbn+1√

a2n+1 + b2n + b2n+1

. (15.3)

We see that Theorem 12.1 matches the particular cases “k = 2, 3” in Theo-
rem 15.1. Analogously, Theorem 12.2 follows from Theorem 15.2.

❄ By comparing (15.1) with (4.3) we have

b(k)n =
1√

detΩH(xn, xn+k)
.

❄ In many situations the correct value for the order ρ of the monodromy matrix

is already given by the convergence exponent of (b
(2)
n )∞n=0. Due to Theorem 15.1

and monotonicity in k of the convergence exponents of (b
(k)
n )∞n=0, in such a

situation the convergence exponents all coincide.

❄ An example where not all sequences (b
(k)
n )∞n=0 have the same convergence

exponent given in [Rei25b, Example 3.4]. Let α1 > α0 > 1, and set

lj :=

{
j−α0 if j even

j−α1 if j odd
ϕj := j

π

4

Then the convergence exponent of (b
(2)
n )∞n=0 is 2

α0+α1
while the one of (b

(3)
n )∞n=0

is 1
α0

. The latter gives the correct value: WH is of order 1
α0

with positive type.

16 Upper bounds in terms of convergence expo-
nents

The upper estimates in this section feature convergence exponents as a measure
for the growth of sequences associated with the lengths lj and angles ϕj of a
Hamburger Hamiltonian. While the influence of the lengths on the bound is
straightforward, the angles can only improve the bound if their increments are
summable or the angles themselves converge.
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Recall the fact that a Hamburger Hamiltonian is in limit circle case, if and
only if

∑∞
j=1 lj <∞.

We first give a pointwise upper bound for wH,22(ir), i.e., the lower right
entry of the monodromy matrix WH along the imaginary axis. Recall in this
context that the growth along the imaginary axis of one entry of WH dominates
WH itself in the sense of Corollary E.4 and Proposition F.3.

16.1 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H
is in limit circle case.

(i) Suppose we have α, β ≥ 1 such that

(lj)
∞
j=1 ∈ ℓ

1
α , (| sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)|))∞j=1 ∈ ℓ

1
β .

Then (for, say, r ≥ 1)

log |wH,22(ir)| ≲ r
1

α+β . (16.1)

(ii) Suppose we have ψ ∈ R and α, ω ≥ 1 such that

(lj)
∞
j=1 ∈ ℓ

1
α , (lj sin

2(ϕj − ψ))∞j=1 ∈ ℓ
1
ω . (16.2)

Then (for, say, r ≥ 1)

log |wH,22(ir)| ≲ r
2

α+ω . (16.3)

Taking infima of possible upper bounds from Theorem 16.1 we obtain explicit
upper bounds for the order. The suprema defined below can be written in terms
of actual convergence exponents, but we feel that this would reduce readability.

16.2 Corollary. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H
is in limit circle case, let ρH be the order of its monodromy matrix, and let

α0 := sup
{
α > 0

∣∣ ∞∑
j=1

l
1
α
j <∞

}
≥ 1.

(i) Assume that
∑∞
j=1 | sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)| <∞, and set

β0 := sup
{
β > 0

∣∣ ∞∑
j=1

| sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)|
1
β <∞

}
.

Then

ρH ≤ 1

α0 + β0
.
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(ii) Fix ψ ∈ R and set

ω0 := sup
{
ω > 0

∣∣ ∞∑
j=1

(
lj sin

2(ϕj − ψ)
) 1

ω <∞
}
.

Then

ρH ≤ 2

α0 + ω0
.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ These results stem from [Rei25b, Theorems 4.4, 4.7], and their proofs are
consequences of the Weyl coefficient approach.

❄ The first upper bound for the order in terms of a convergence exponent was
given in [BS14, Theorem 4.7]. It is formulated in the language of orthogonal
polynomials as an upper estimate for P (z) :=

√∑∞
n=0 |pn(z)|2. It was rewrit-

ten to the Hamiltonian setting in [PRW17, Proposition 2.3], and states that
(lj)

∞
j=1 ∈ ℓp implies ρH ≤ p with finite type (the angles are not taken into ac-

count). The proof is carried out by an elementary estimate of a product, noting
that the monodromy matrix is an infinite product of linear polynomial factors.

❄ The upper bound from the previous item can be reobtained from item (ii)
of Theorem 16.1, taking α := ω := 1

p . In contrast to [BS14] we do not get an
explicit type estimate from Theorem 16.1.

❄ A weaker variant, which does not consider the angles either and which has
an additional multiplicative factor log r on the right-hand side of the estimate,
can be obtained from Romanov’s Theorem I. This is shown in the discussion in
[Rom17, §4.3].

❄ Usually one of the bounds from Corollary 16.2 is correct if we can properly
take into account the angles, but both are far from the truth if we fail to do so
(which is usually the case when the angles do not converge). For instance, take
δl ≥ 1 and consider the following situations.

(i) Assume that

l1 := 1, lj :=

{
1
jδl

if δl > 1,
1

j log2 j
if δl = 1,

for j ≥ 2,

| sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)| ≍ j−δϕ with δϕ > 1.

Applying the first item of Corollary 16.2 yields ρH ≤ 1
δl+δϕ

. In fact we

have ρH = 1
δl+δϕ

due to Theorem 15.1 (taking k = 2).

(ii) With the same lengths as in (i), consider the angles

ϕj :=

j∑
k=1

(−1)k

kδϕ
, j ∈ N with δϕ ≤ 1.
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We first note that the first item of Corollary 16.2 is not applicable. Never-
theless, due to |ϕj+2 − ϕj | ≍ j−δϕ−1 the limit ψ := limj→∞ ϕj exists and
the estimate |ϕj − ψ| ≲ j−δϕ holds. Hence, in the second item of Corol-
lary 16.2 we have α0 = δl, ω0 = δl + 2δϕ. It follows that the order of WH

is not larger than 1
δl+δϕ

, so as in (i) we arrive at ρH = 1
δl+δϕ

.

(iii) With the same lengths as in (i), consider the angles

ϕj :=

j∑
k=1

1

kδϕ
, j ∈ N with δϕ ≤ 1.

Again the first item of Corollary 16.2 is not applicable, while the second
item is applicable but there is no convergence of angles. For any ψ we have
ω0 = δl and thus only ρH ≤ 1/δl. But this upper bound is not optimal:
By Proposition 23.7, which makes use of the fact that the lengths, angles,
and angle-differences in this example are regularly varying, we have

ρH =

{
1

δl+δϕ
if δl + δϕ > 2,

1−δϕ
δl−δϕ if δl + δϕ ≤ 2.

See also Example 23.1.

❄ Theorem 16.1 (i) and Corollary 16.2 (i) ask us to assess the decay of the
lengths and the decay of the angle-differences separately, while each of the lower
bounds in Section 15 needs only one sequence (of terms combining the lengths
and angle-differences) as input. If both the lengths and the angle-differences are
regularly varying and such that Corollary 16.2 (i) applies, explicit computations
enabled by Karamata’s theorem show that the lower and upper bounds for the
order of WH obtained from Theorem 15.1 and Corollary 16.2 (i) coincide.

17 Upper bounds in terms of tails of convergent
series

We present two upper bounds for the lower right entry wH,22 of WH along
the imaginary axis, which take into account the decay of data in an averaged
sense. The first result, Theorem 17.1, also assumes summability conditions as
in Section 16. Recall that the growth along the imaginary axis of one entry of
WH dominates WH itself in the sense of Corollary E.4 and Proposition F.3.

17.1 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume we have
α ≥ 1 and β ∈ (0, 1) such that

(lj)
∞
j=1 ∈ ℓ

1
α , (| sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)|))∞j=1 ∈ ℓ

1
β .

Fix ψ ∈ R, let F : N → (0,∞) be the increasing function

F (n) := n
1−β
α

[( ∞∑
j=n+1

lj

)
·
( ∞∑
j=n+1

lj sin
2(ϕj − ψ)

)]−α+1
2α

,
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and let F− : (0,∞) → N be its left inverse

F−(r) := min
{
n ∈ N | F (n) ≤ r

}
.

Then H is in limit circle case and (for, say, r ≥ 1)

log |wH,22(ir)| ≲
(
rF−(r)1−β

) 1
α+1 .

In the following variant the contributions of lengths and angles are fully sepa-
rated. It requires as an assumption that the telescoping sum of angle-differences
converges absolutely.

17.2 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H
is in limit circle case, and that

∑∞
j=0 | sin(ϕj+1 −ϕj)| <∞. Let G : N → (0,∞)

be the decreasing function

G(n) :=
1

n

( ∞∑
j=n+1

lj

) 1
2
( ∞∑
j=n+1

∣∣ sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)
∣∣ ) 1

2

,

and let G− : (0,∞) → N be its left inverse

G−(r) := min
{
n ∈ N | G(n) ≥ r

}
.

Then (for, say, r ≥ 2)

log |wH,22(ir)| ≲ G−
( log r√

r

)
· log r.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ These results are taken from work of J. Reiffenstein [Rei25b]. Their proofs
rely on the Weyl coefficient approach, cf. Section 4, and direct estimates of the
integral of KH over [0, L]. For n ∈ N the contributions of [0, xn] and of [xn, L]
are estimated in different ways, and choosing n = F−(r) (in Theorem 17.1) or
n = G−(r) (in Theorem 17.2) balances these contributions.

❄ Consider again the second part of the example from the remarks to Section 16:
For δl ≥ 1, δϕ ≥ 0 set

l1 := 1, lj :=

{
1
jδl

if δl > 1,
1

j log2 j
if δl = 1,

for j ≥ 2,

ϕj := j1−δϕ , j ∈ N.

For any ϵ > 0 we can apply Theorem 17.1 with α := δl − ϵ and β := δϕ − ϵ,
yielding

log |wH,22(ir)| ≲ r
δl−δϕ+ϵ

δ2
l
−δϕ+ϵ(2−δl) .

Since ϵ can be taken arbitrarily small, as upper bound for the order of WH we
obtain ρH ≤ (δl− δϕ)/(δ

2
l − δϕ). While this upper bound is better than the one

we obtained in the remarks to Section 16, it does not give the correct value of
ρH which is (1− δϕ)/(δl − δϕ), cf. Proposition 23.7.
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❄ If both the lengths lj and the angle-differences | sin(ϕj+1 −ϕj)| are regularly
varying, using Karamata’s theorem we see that the lower and upper bounds
for the order of WH obtained from Theorem 15.1 and Theorem 17.2 coincide.
In this context Theorem 17.2 is an improvement upon Corollary 16.2 (i) since
it provides a regularly varying upper bound for log |wH,22(ir)| whose index is
the same as the order of WH . Yet an even better estimate is available (see the
remarks to Section 19), which addresses regularly varying data specifically.

18 A Berezanskii-type theorem

As a motivation we revisit Berezanskii’s theorem discussed in Section 13 from the
Hamiltonian viewpoint. Theorem 13.1 determines the order of the Nevanlinna
matrix from the off-diagonal Jacobi parameters. There are three assumptions
in that theorem. The first is that Carleman’s condition is violated, which in
terms of the Hamiltonian parameters means that(√

lnln+1 · | sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)|
)∞
n=1

∈ ℓ1.

The other two assumptions, about regularity of off-diagonal and smallness of
diagonal, can hardly be translated. Let us turn to the conclusion of Theo-
rem 13.1, which has a perfect translation: (ln)

∞
n=1 ∈ ℓ1 and the order ρH of

the monodromy matrix is equal to the convergence exponent of the sequence(
[
√
lnln+1 · | sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)|]−1

)∞
n=1

.
The result we present now is of a similar kind. It gives conditions in terms

of lengths and angles, sufficient for the order of the monodromy matrix to be
computed as a certain convergence exponent.

18.1 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H
is in limit circle case, and, for simplicity of presentation, that ϕn ̸≡ 0 mod π
for all n ∈ N. Assume that the following three conditions hold.

▷
∞∑
n=1

(
ln sin

2 ϕn
) 1

2 log n <∞.

▷ The sequence (ln sin
2 ϕn)

∞
n=1 is nonincreasing and (| cotϕn − cotϕn+1|)∞n=1

is nondecreasing.

▷ sup
n≥1

∣∣ cotϕn − cotϕn+1| <∞.

Then the order of the monodromy matrix is equal to the convergence exponent
of the sequence

(
[ln sin

2 ϕn]
−1
)∞
n=1

.

A typical case where the assumption on angle-differences is satisfied occurs when
the angles perform a walk on the grid ArccotZ, since then | cotϕn−cotϕn+1| = 1
for all n ≥ 1.
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▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Theorem 18.1 is taken from [PW19]. Its proof is altogether quite unusual.
One uses formal symmetrisation to get a “Hamburger Hamiltonian with positive
and negative lengths”. In turn, one passes to a Hamburger Hamiltonian that
is possibly in limit point case, and applies the result [Kac90, Theorem 1] of
I.S. Kac about Stieltjes strings.

❄ Theorem 18.1 and Theorem 13.1 have some overlap. The core of Berezanskii’s
theorem is the case that an = 0 (adding a “small diagonal” can be understood
as a small perturbation). For vanishing diagonal the translation from Jacobi
parameters to Hamiltonian parameters is simple, and for orders < 1

2 (to be pre-

cise, knowing that
∑∞
n=1

√
ln log n <∞) the assertion of Berezanskii’s theorem

(in its original variant) follows from Theorem 18.1.

❄ In general Theorem 18.1 and Berezanskii’s theorem (in the strong variant
from [Rei25b] stated in Theorem 13.1) are incomparable. Theorem 18.1 is
weaker in the sense that it is bound to orders ≤ 1

2 and requires limit circle
case as an a priori assumption. On the other hand, it is stronger in the sense
that “smallness and regularity of the diagonal” is not necessarily present: in
[PW19, Example 4.8] an example is given where Theorem 18.1 applies, while

the corresponding Jacobi parameters satisfy limn→∞
bn+1

bn
= 1 and

lim inf
n→∞

|an|
bn

= 0, lim sup
n→∞

|an|
bn

= 2.

19 Exploiting regular variation I: upper bound
from majorants

To improve computability one can work with regularly varying majorants in-
stead of the lengths and angles themselves. By doing so, it becomes possible
to treat even irregularly behaving lengths and angles, potentially at the cost of
some loss of precision.

19.1 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H
is in limit circle case.

Let ψ ∈ R and let dl,dϕ, cl, cϕ be regularly varying functions that are ∼
to some nonincreasing functions, such that dl ≍ 1 ≍ dϕ locally, cϕ(t) ≲ cl(t)
for sufficiently large t, Inddl + Inddϕ < 0, and limt→∞(clcϕ)(t) = 0. Assume
that

lj ≲ dl(j), | sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)| ≲ dϕ(j),
∞∑

j=N+1

lj ≲ cl(N),

∞∑
j=N+1

lj sin
2(ϕj − ψ) ≲ cϕ(N).

Denote

D(t) :=
1

(dldϕ)(t)
, δ := Ind D, C(t) :=

1

(clcϕ)
1
2 (t)

, γ := Ind C,
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and set

δl := − Inddl, δ := Ind D= δl + δϕ,

δϕ := − Inddϕ, γ := Ind C.

Let k(r) be an asymptotic inverse of D, and set

h(r) := sup
{
t ∈ [1,∞) | sup

1≤s≤t

dϕ(s)

rdl(s)
≤ 1
}
.

Then we have the following bounds for the monodromy matrix WH and its order
ρH .

Data satisfies max|z|=r log ∥WH(z)∥ is ≲ ρH ≤

D(t) ≲ tC(t) r
C(f−(r)) where

f(t) := tC(t) log
[
α tC(t)

D(t)

] 1
1+γ

α := 4 supt≥1
D(t)
tC(t)

tC(t) ≲ D(t),
∞∫
1

D(s)−
1
2 ds <∞,

r
1
2

∞∫
k(r)

D(s)−
1
2 ds 1

δ
(γ > 0 or

dϕ

dl
≈ to nondecreasing)

∞∫
1

D(s)−
1
2 ds = ∞, 1

dl(t)
≲ tC(t), r

C(f−1 (r))
where

2−δ+γ
2−δ+2γ

(δ, γ) ̸= (2, 0) f1(t) := [C(t)
∫ t
1
D(s)−

1
2 ds]2

tC(t) ≲ 1
dl(t)

,
r

1
2

h(r)∫
1

D(s)−
1
2 ds

1−δϕ
δl−δϕ∞∫

1

dl(s) ds <∞,

δl>δϕ
+r

∞∫
h(r)

dl(s) ds

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ This theorem is taken from the recent work [PRW23] of R. Pruckner, J. Reif-
fenstein and H. Woracek, where it is deduced from a general (much more cum-
bersome) result, namely [PRW23, Theorem 2.2].

❄ Theorem 19.1 still allows small oscillations of lengths and angle-differences:
a function that is ≍ to a regularly varying function need not necessarily be itself
regularly varying.

❄ The main assumptions on the data dl,dϕ, cl, cϕ made in Theorem 19.1 are
that those functions are regularly varying and that Inddl + Inddϕ < 0. The
monotonicity assumptions are only minor restrictions: for example they are
automatically fulfilled unless the function under consideration is slowly varying.
The assumption that cϕ ≲ cl is no loss in generality, since replacing cϕ by
min{cϕ, cl} does not affect validity of any of the other assumptions.

❄ Intuitively the function h(r) is just the inverse to the quotient
dϕ

dl
(which

is of course formally not correct). In fact, the situation is as follows: If the
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quotient
dϕ

dl
is bounded, we have eventually h(r) = ∞. If Ind

dϕ

dl
> 0, then

h(r) is an asymptotic inverse of
dϕ

dl
. However, if Ind

dϕ

dl
= 0, oscillations are

possible, and then it is necessary to define h(r) as the written supremum.

❄ An illustrative example, where we discuss in detail the situation that lengths
and angles are majorised by certain concrete and simple regularly varying func-
tions, is given in Section 24.

❄ Theorem 19.1 has an overlap with Theorem 17.2: Assume that we are given
only regularly varying functions dl,dϕ, such that: dl,dϕ are locally ≍ 1, satisfy
Inddl, Inddϕ < −1, and majorise our data as

lj ≲ dl(j), | sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)| ≲ dϕ(j).

Then we can use the trivial choices cl(t) := tdl(t) and cϕ(t) := t3dl(t)dϕ(t)
2 in

Theorem 19.1. The upper bound for max|z|=r log ∥WH(z)∥ obtained in this way
is k(r), while Theorem 17.2 gives the upper bound k(r/(log r)2) log r. Since
Indk< 1

2 , the bound from Theorem 19.1 is better, but only by a slowly varying
factor.

❄ A systematic treatment of the case where we are only given functions dl,dϕ
is presented in Section 23.

20 Exploiting regular variation II: lower bound
from minorants

We present two theorems and a corollary. The first theorem is generic, while the
second deals with a particular situation. Recall that wH,22 denotes the lower
right entry of WH .

20.1 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H is
in limit circle case. Let f,g be regularly varying functions that are asymptotic
inverses of each other, and fix k ∈ N, k ≥ 2. Then[1

2

n+k∑
i,j=n+1

lilj sin
2(ϕi − ϕj)

] 1
2

≳
1

f(n)
=⇒ log |wH,22(ir)| ≳ g(r).

Taking k = 2 and using notation similar to Section 19 we obtain as a corollary:

20.2 Corollary. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H
is in limit circle case. Let dl and dϕ be regularly varying and such that

ln ≳ dl(n),
∣∣ sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)

∣∣ ≳ dϕ(n),

and let k(r) be an asymptotic inverse of D(t) := 1
(dldϕ)(t)

. Then (for, say,

r ≥ 1)

log |wH,22(ir)| ≳ k(r).

69



20.3 Theorem. Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R with ϕj+1 − ϕj ̸≡ 0 mod π, and let H
be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths and angles. Assume that H is
in limit circle case. Let dl and dϕ be regularly varying with −1 < Inddϕ < 0,
such that

ln ≳ dl(n),
∣∣ϕn+1 − ϕn

∣∣ ≍ dϕ(n),

Further assume that (ϕj)
∞
j=0 is eventually monotone. Then, letting h(r) be an

asymptotic inverse of
dϕ(t)
dl(t)

, we have (for, say, r ≥ 1)

log |wH,22(ir)| ≳ r

∫ ∞

h(r)

dl(t) dt.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Theorem 20.1 is a consequence of Theorem 15.2 (ii), and Karamata’s theorem.
Theorem 20.3 is [Rei25a, Theorem 1.1]. Both results are not elementary and
use the Weyl coefficient approach.

❄ Corollary 20.2, although a corollary of Theorem 20.1 for k = 2, also has an
elementary proof, for which we refer to [PW22, Corollary 2.5].

❄ We will see in Section 23 that the lower bounds in Corollary 20.2 and the-
orem 20.3 are sharp. Interestingly, the generic and elementary bound from
Corollary 20.2 is attained quite often.

❄ Theorem 20.3 deals with the extreme situation that angles are eventually
monotone. A sharp lower bound that takes into account oscillations of the
angles is at present not available.
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PART V

Additions and examples

In this part we collect some selected theorems and examples that supplement the

general theory and illustrate phenomena related to growth and density. In the first

two sections we discuss Hamiltonians with continuous rotation angle. First we

present some general results, then a concrete (and enlightening) example. In the

second pair of sections we turn to Hamburger Hamiltonians. Again we first give

some general results and then a concrete example.

In Section 25 we revisit the setting of Jacobi matrices and present a recent

result which is important, yet somewhat peculiar. There for one very particular

Hamiltonian not only finiteness of lim supr→∞
nH(r)
rρ (where ρ is the order) is shown,

but the actual value of this limit superior is determined. This theorem is out of the

realm of the general results presented in Part II, since those determine for intrinsic

reasons the limit superior only up to universal multiplicative constants, and thus

cannot possibly determine its exact value.

The next two sections contain one perturbation result each, and in the pair of

sections following those we discuss symmetry and Krein strings. Exploiting symme-

try is a practical tool. The work on strings of I.S. Kac and M.G. Krein has played

an important role in the development of many results about canonical systems and

cannot be appreciated enough.

Last but not least, in Section 30, we touch upon the inverse problem (where we

focus on the limit circle case): can one construct Hamiltonians whose monodromy

matrix has prescribed growth?
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21 Hamiltonians with continuous rotation angle

For continuously rotating Hamiltonians one can show a growth estimate in terms
of the quality of continuity of their rotation (measured, e.g., by the Hölder
exponent). The intuition is that smoothly rotating Hamiltonians have slowly
growing fundamental matrices. This intuition is legitimate only up to Lipschitz
continuity (so one must not think of differentiability or similar) and for orders

between 1
2 and 1. It breaks down at growth of speed r

1
2 .

21.1 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case, and assume that H can
be written in the form

H(t) = trH(t) · ξϕ(t)ξTϕ(t), t ∈ (a, b) a.e., (21.1)

with a continuous function ϕ : [a, b] → R. Let

ω(δ) := sup
{
|ϕ(t)− ϕ(s)| | t, s ∈ [a, b], |t− s| ≤ δ

}
be the modulus of continuity of ϕ, let Ω be the inverse function of δ 7→ δω(δ),
and denote

Γ(r) :=
1

Ω( 1r )
.

Moreover, set l := b− a and L :=
∫ b
a
trH(t) dt. Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤ 3l · Γ

(L
l
r
)
+O

(
log r

)
. (21.2)

Observe that Γ depends monotonically on ω. This leads to the following corol-
lary.

21.2 Corollary. Consider a Hamiltonian H of the form (21.1), and let κ ∈
(0, 1]. If ϕ is Hölder continuous with exponent κ, then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≲ r

1
1+κ .

As the following example shows the estimate in this corollary is sharp.

21.3 Example. Let α ∈ (0, 1) and β > 1
α . The Weierstraß function with param-

eters α, β is

φ(t) :=

∞∑
n=0

αn cos(βnπt), t ∈ R.

It is Hölder continuous with exponent κ := − logα
log β .

The growth of the monodromy matrix corresponding to the Hamiltonian
H(t) := ξφ(t)ξφ(t)

T , t ∈ (0, 1), can be determined when β is an even integer

with β > 1+π/2
α (this assumption is there for technical reasons; it is probably

not necessary). It is

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ r

1
1+κ .
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The modulus of continuity of φ satisfies ω(δ) ≍ δκ, which yields that also

Γ(r) ≍ r
1

1+κ .

Since ω is the modulus of continuity of a continuous function, we have Γ(r) ≳ r
1
2 ,

and hence the bound from Theorem 21.1 can never go below r
1
2 . The next result

emphasises that order 1
2 is indeed an intrinisic threshold.

21.4 Proposition. Let H be as in (21.1).

(i) Assume that ϕ is Lipschitz continuous and not constant. Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ r

1
2 .

(ii) Assume that ϕ is monotone and bounded. If the order of WH is less than
1
2 , then ϕ

′ = 0 a.e.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Theorem 21.1 and Corollary 21.2 are established in [PW22, §5] as an applica-
tion of Romanov’s Theorem I (cf. Theorem 7.1), and Example 21.3 is [LRW24,
Theorem 7.4]. Item (i) of Proposition 21.4 is [LRW24, Remark 6.7], and item
(ii) is essentially [RS20a, Theorem 1.6(c)].

❄ Corollary 21.2 improves upon [Rom17, Corollary 4(1)] where the bound r1−
κ
2

is given.

❄ Also on a finer scale than powers the bound from Theorem 21.1 is sharp,
at least up to a small gap (and we expect that this gap can be removed).
Examples are constructed in [PW22, §6]: Let g be a regularly varying function
with Indg ∈ ( 12 , 1), let m be regularly varying such that

∫∞
1

1
m(t) dt <∞, and

let n be an asymptotic inverse of m. Then there exists H as in Theorem 21.1,
such that Γ ≍ g and

(n ◦ g)(r) ≲ log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≲ g(r).

Choosing for example m(r) := r(log r)1+ϵ with some ϵ > 0, then (n ◦ g)(r) ≍
g(r)

(log r)1+ϵ .

❄ The bound from Theorem 21.1 may fail badly: there exist Hamiltonians
with continuous rotation angle whose monodromy matrix has arbitrary small
order. Examples are constructed e.g., in [PW22, Example 5.5] or [RS20a, The-
orem 1.6(b)].

An example where the order of WH is in ( 12 , 1), but is still strictly smaller
than what is given by Corollary 21.2, is presented in Theorem 22.1. See the
remarks to Section 22.
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❄ A discrete variant of Theorem 21.1 is given in [Rei25b]. It reads as follows:
Let lj > 0 and ϕj ∈ R, let H be the Hamburger Hamiltonian with these lengths
and angles, cf. Definition C.1, and recall the notation xn :=

∑n
j=1 lj . Assume

that H is in limit circle case. Moreover, let κ ∈ (0, 1]. If the angles satisfy the
discrete Hölder condition

|ϕm+1 − ϕn| ≲ |xm − xn|κ for n,m ∈ N,

then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≲ r

1
1+κ .

❄ At present no work has been undertaken to deal with continuously rotating
Hamiltonians in limit point case.

22 An illustrative example: the chirp function

We give an example of Hamiltonians with Hölder continuous and possibly oscil-
lating rotation angle, for which the formula (4.1) for the growth of log |wH,22(ir)|
can be evaluated (recall here the connection (4.2)).

22.1 Theorem. Let (γ, β) ∈ R2 \ (0, 0), let φ : (0, 1] → R be the chirp signal

φ(t) := tγ sin
( 1

tβ

)
,

and consider the Hamiltonian H(t) := ξφ(t)ξ
T
φ(t), t ∈ (0, 1). Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍


r

β
β+γ+1 if β > γ + 1 ∧ γ ≥ 0,

r
β−γ

β−γ+1 if β > γ + 1 ∧ γ < 0,

r
1
2 log r if β = γ + 1,

r
1
2 if β < γ + 1.

(22.1)

r
1
2
lo
g
r

β

γ

r
1
2

r
β−γ
β−γ+1

r
β

β+γ+1
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▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ This result is [LRW24, Theorem 6.9]. To prove Theorem 22.1 one estimates
κH(r) (see Definition 6.1) from below with some expression, and estimates the
integral on the right side of (4.1) with the same expression from above. Applying
Theorem 6.2 finishes the argument.

❄ For the Hamiltonians H as in the theorem we have log |wH,22(ir)| ≍ κH(r).
Thus they provide examples where the lower bound in Theorem 6.2 is attained.

❄ In this example the speed of growth of log |wH,22(ir)| is determined by the
behaviour of H at a single point (namely, the left endpoint 0). In fact, let
c ∈ (0, 1). Since φ is Lipschitz continuous on (c, 1), the monodromy matrix of
the restriction of H to (c, 1) satisfies

log
∣∣wH|(c,1),22(ir)

∣∣ ≍ r
1
2 ,

cf. Proposition 21.4. Now note that the exponent appearing in the first and
second case on the right side of (22.1) is > 1

2 .

❄ It is interesting to analyse the dependency on (β, γ) of the exponent appear-
ing on the right side of (22.1).

▷ If the frequency is small relative to decay/increase, we are in the last case
of (22.1), and the growth is as slow as it possible can be (recall the previous
remark).

▷ If φ(t) oscillates with relatively high frequency, the growth ranges over all
possible powers rα with α ∈ ( 12 , 1).

▷ We have to distinguish whether oscillations are damped or amplified. In the
first case the exponent α depends only on the relation between frequency and
damping, in the second case frequency and amplification act as independend
parameters.

❄ Theorem 22.1 illustrates a limitation of Corollary 21.2. Consider parameters
β ≥ γ > 0. In this case φ(t) is Hölder continuous with Hölder exponent γ

β+1 .

Corollary 21.2 implies ρH ≤ (1 + γ
β+1 )

−1 = β+1
β+γ+1 , which is not the correct

value. With a reparametrisation trick one can improve this to ρH ≤ β
β+γ , cf.

[PW22, Example 5.6]. However, this is still not the correct value for ρH (unless
β = γ).

23 Hamburger Hamiltonians with regularly
varying data

In this section we consider Hamburger Hamiltonians in limit circle case whose
lengths lj and angle-differences | sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)| are bounded by, or even com-
parable to, functions dl and dϕ that satisfy:

▷ dl and dϕ are regularly varying,

▷ dl and dϕ are locally ≍ 1,
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▷ dϕ is ∼ to some nonincreasing function.

The second and third requirements are made for technical reasons; the second
is no restriction, and the third is a minor restriction. Denote

δl := − Inddl, δϕ := − Inddϕ,

then δl ≥ 1 with
∫∞
1

dl(t) dt < ∞ since the lengths are summable, and δϕ ≥ 0
since the sine of angle-differences is bounded.

For data with

lj ≍ dl(n),
∣∣ sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)

∣∣ ≍ dϕ(n), (23.1)

a fairly complete picture can be given, nicely illustrating the way how lengths
and angles influence the growth of WH . However, it must be emphasised that
(23.1) does not contain enough information to always determine the growth (e.g.
the order) of the monodromy matrix.

One may say that there are two regions of essentially different behaviour,
one corresponding to slow growth and the other to faster growth. The border
line is the threshold “ρH = 1

2” (where ρH is the order of WH). Finally, there is
one exceptional point where not much can be said.

(I) Region of simple behaviour (small orders): δl + δϕ > 2.

(II) Critical triangle (large orders): δl + δϕ < 2.

(III) Switching line (ρH = 1
2 ): δl + δϕ = 2 with (δl, δϕ) ̸= (1, 1).

(IV) Exceptional point: (δl, δϕ) = (1, 1).

Overview on the scale of order

On the rough scale of order only the indices δl and δϕ of the functions dl and
dϕ, respectively, play a role. Assuming (23.1) we have the following picture:

δl

δϕ

0

1

1 2

(I) ρH =
1

δl + δϕ

(II)

1

δl + δϕ
≤ ρH

≤ 1− δϕ
δl − δϕ

(III)
ρ
H
=

1
2

(IV) 1
2 ≤ ρH ≤ 1
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The formula for ρH in the region of simple behaviour should be seen as a lower
bound and an upper bound which coincide in that region. In this way we may
describe the picture as follows:

▷ The lower bound “ 1
δl+δϕ

≤ ρH” holds throughout the whole picture.

▷ The upper bound is different in different regions. It coincides with the lower
bound in (I), and splits from it when passing through the switching line.

▷ In the exceptional point (IV), the upper bound jumps to the trivial bound
“ρH ≤ 1”.

The bounds in the critical triangle are sharp.

23.1 Example ((II)). Let δl ∈ [1, 2) and δϕ ∈ [0, 2− δl).

(i) Set

l1 := 1, lj :=

{
1
jδl

if δl > 1,
1

j log2 j
if δl = 1,

for j ≥ 2,

ϕj :=

j∑
k=1

(−1)k

kδϕ
, j ∈ N.

Then ρH = 1
δl+δϕ

.

(ii) Take the same lengths as in (i), but use

ϕj :=

j∑
k=1

1

kδϕ
, j ∈ N,

instead. Then ρH =
1−δϕ
δl−δϕ .

In the exceptional point all values in the interval [ 12 , 1] can be attained.

23.2 Example (IV). Let ν ∈ (1, 2), and consider a Hamburger Hamiltonian H
with

lj ≍
1

j logν j
, |ϕj+1 − ϕj | ≍

1

j
. (23.2)

Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ r

1
ν .

If (23.2) holds with “ν = 2”, then ρH = 1
2 . If

lj ≍
1

j(log j)(log log j)α
, |ϕj+1 − ϕj | ≍

1

j

with some α > 1, then ρH = 1.
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Results in detail

Now we take into account the actual functions dl,dϕ and not only their indices.
First, we state the lower bound which again holds throughout.

23.3 Proposition (lower bound). Assume that lengths and angles satisfy

lj ≳ dl(n),
∣∣ sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)

∣∣ ≳ dϕ(n).

Let k(r) be an asymptotic inverse of the function [dl(t)dϕ(t)]
−1. Then

k(r) ≲ log |wH,22(ir)|.

We have Indk(r) = 1
δl+δϕ

.

We come to upper bounds. In the now considered finer picture the reason for
the different behaviour in different regions becomes much clearer.

▷ Apart from the exceptional point (IV) one has to distinguish between a region

of convergence, where
∫∞
1

[dl(t)dϕ(t)]
1
2 dt < ∞, and a region of divergence

where this integral is infinite.

Region (I) belongs to the region of convergence, and (II) to the region of
divergence. In (I) upper and lower bounds coincide, while in (II) they split.

▷ The role played by the switching line (III) is much more subtle than in
the previous rough picture. Already in the part of that line belonging to
the region of convergence the upper and lower bounds start to split (even
before entering the region of divergence or the critical triangle). Within the
switching line the gap between the bounds is slowly varying.

▷ The case that dϕ ≍ 1 (jumping angles) is also exceptional: the upper and
lower bounds coincide unless δl = 2 where they differ by a slowly varying
factor.

▷ In the exceptional point (IV) we have, in general, no better information than
the trivial upper bound ≲ r.

The exact formulae read as follows.

23.4 Proposition (upper bound; region of convergence). Assume that lengths
and angles satisfy

lj ≲ dl(n),
∣∣ sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)

∣∣ ≲ dϕ(n), (23.3)

and that∫ ∞

1

[
dl(t)dϕ(t)

] 1
2 dt <∞, (δl, δϕ) ̸= (1, 1).

Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≲ r

1
2

∫ ∞

k(r)

[
dl(t)dϕ(t)

] 1
2 dt.
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23.5 Proposition (upper bounds; region of divergence). Assume that lengths
and angles satisfy (23.3) and that∫ ∞

1

[
dl(t)dϕ(t)

] 1
2 dt = ∞, (δl, δϕ) ̸= (1, 1).

Let h(r) be an asymptotic inverse of
dϕ(t)
dl(t)

, which exists since in the present

case δl > δϕ. Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≲


r
∫∞
h(r)

dl(t) dt if δl = 1,

h(r)dϕ(h(r)) if δl > 1 ∧ δl + δϕ < 2,

r
1
2

∫ h(r)

1
[dl(t)dϕ(t)]

1
2 dt if δl + δϕ = 2.

23.6 Proposition (comparison of upper and lower bounds). Denote by b the
upper bound exhibited in Propositions 23.4 and 23.5 if (δl, δϕ) ̸= (1, 1), and
b(r) := r if (δl, δϕ) = (1, 1). We compare b(r) to the lower bound k(r) from
Proposition 23.3.

(I) Assume that δl + δϕ > 2. Then k(r) ≍ b(r).

(II) Assume that δl + δϕ < 2.

▷ If δϕ > 0, then b(r)
k(r) has positive index.

▷ If δϕ = 0 and dϕ(t) ≪ 1, then b(r)
k(r) is slowly varying with b(r)

k(r) ≪ 1.

▷ If δϕ = 0, dϕ(t) ≍ 1, and δl > 1, then k(r) ≍ b(r).

▷ If δϕ = 0, dϕ(t) ≍ 1, and δl = 1, then b(r)
k(r) is slowly varying with

b(r)
k(r) ≪ 1.

(III) Assume that δl + δϕ = 2 and (δl, δϕ) ̸= (1, 1). Then b(r)
k(r) is slowly varying

with b(r)
k(r) ≪ 1.

(IV) Assume that δl = δϕ = 1, then b(r)
k(r) has index 1

2 .

About sharpness

In the critical triangle the size of logmax|z|=r ∥WH(z)∥ depends on the distri-
bution of signs of the angle differences sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj). The next result exhibits
two extreme cases: eventually constant signs vs. nearly alternating signs.

23.7 Proposition (Region (II): extreme cases). Assume that lengths and angles
satisfy (23.1) and that δl + δϕ < 2.

▷ If δϕ > 0, lim supj→∞ |ϕj+1 − ϕj | < π, and (ϕj)
∞
j=0 is eventually monotone,

then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ r

∫ ∞

h(r)

dl(t) dt.
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▷ If δl > 1 and there exists ψ ∈ R such that | sin(ϕj − ψ)| ≲ | sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)|
for j ∈ N, then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ k(r).

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The lower bound in Proposition 23.3 is just Corollary 20.2. The upper bounds
in Propositions 23.4 and 23.5 follow from Theorem 19.1 by making appropriate
choices for the additional data cl, cϕ. In most cases one can use

cl(t) = cϕ(t) :=

∫ ∞

t

dl(s) ds,

in one boundary case we use

cl(t) :=

∫ ∞

t

dl(s) ds, cϕ(t) :=

∫ ∞

t

dl(s) ds ·
(∫ ∞

t

dϕ(s) ds
)2
.

For details see [PRW23, Corollary 4.7]. Proposition 23.7 is contained in
[Rei25a, Theorem 1.2]. Example 23.1 follows from Proposition 23.7, and Ex-
ample 23.2 is [Rei25a, Proposition 3.4] combined with the monotonicity result
Theorem 27.1 (i) for the boundary cases ν ∈ {1, 2}. Finally, Proposition 23.6 is
a simple application of Karamata’s theorem.

❄ The bound in the second case of Proposition 23.5 can be rewritten in different
forms. First, by the definition of h, we have

h(r)dϕ(h(r)) = rh(r)dl(h(r)),

and second, by Karamata’s theorem, we have

rh(r)dl(h(r)) =

r
∫∞
h(r)

dl(t) dt if δl > 1,

r
1
2

∫ h(r)

1
[dl(t)dϕ(t)]

1
2 dt if δl + δϕ < 2.

❄ The intuition behind the requirement in the second item of Proposition 23.7 is
that ϕj should converge to ψ such that the signs of ϕj−ψ are roughly alternating.
In fact, if these signs are exactly alternating, then we have |ϕj−ψ| ≤ |ϕj+1−ϕj |
for all j. Contrasting this, in the first item the series of angles diverges as fast
as it possibly can.

24 Hamburger Hamiltonians with power-log de-
cay

We consider a very concrete scale of examples to illustrate the results from
Sections 19, 20 and 23. In order to give an efficient presentation, we use the
following notation.
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24.1 Definition. Let f be a function defined on (0,∞) or N (or similar) and
taking values in (0,∞). Further, let (δ, α) ∈ R× R. Then we write

f ⊜ (δ, α) :⇔ f(t) ≍ t−δ(log t)−α for t suff. large

and analogously “f ≤̊ (δ, α)” or “f ≥̊ (δ, α)”, if the above holds with “≲” or
“≳”, respectively.

Moreover, let ⪯ denote the lexicographical order on R× R.

We consider a Hamburger Hamiltonian in limit circle case, and compare its
lengths ln, its angle-differences | sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)|, and the speed of possible con-
vergence of its angles | sin(ϕn − ψ)| towards some limit angle ψ, to power-log
functions:

ln vs. (δl, αl), | sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)| vs. (δϕ, αϕ), | sin(ϕn − ψ)| vs. (λ, κ)

Since (ln)
∞
n=1 ∈ ℓ1, (| sin(ϕn+1−ϕn)|)∞n=1 is bounded, and | sin(ϕn−ψ)| compares

to the telescoping series of angle-differences, it is natural to put the following
assumptions on the parameters δl, δϕ, λ, αl, αϕ, κ:

(δl, αl) ≻ (1, 1), (δϕ, αϕ) ⪰ (0, 0), (24.1)
(0, 0) if (δϕ, αϕ) ⪯ (1, 1),

(0, αϕ − 1) if δϕ = 1, αϕ > 1,

(δϕ − 1, αϕ) if δϕ > 1,

 ⪯ (λ, κ) ⪯ (δϕ, αϕ). (24.2)

Throughout this section we keep this notation and the standing assumptions
(24.1) and (24.2).

We always have the lower bound from Corollary 20.2.

24.2 Proposition (lower bound). Assume that lengths and angles satisfy

ln ≥̊ (δl, αl), | sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)| ≥̊ (δϕ, αϕ).

Then

−
(

1

δl + δϕ
,−αl + αϕ

δl + δϕ

)
≤̊ log |wH,22(ir)|.

For the discussion of upper bounds we distinguish four parameter regions in the
(δl, δϕ, λ)-space. This is parallel to the case distinction (I)–(IV) which appeared
in Section 23, yet slightly refined.

(I) δl + δϕ > 2.

(II) δl + δϕ < 2.

(III) δl + δϕ = 2 with (δl, δϕ, λ) ̸= (1, 1, 0).

(IV) (δl, δϕ, λ) = (1, 1, 0).

Unless we are in region (I), where upper and lower bounds coincide, there will
occur further case distinctions. Contrasting Section 23 we can also treat the
exceptional point (IV).
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24.3 Proposition (upper bound; I). Assume that

ln ≤̊ (δl, αl), | sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)| ≤̊ (δϕ, αϕ),

and that δl + δϕ > 2. Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤̊ −

(
1

δl + δϕ
,−αl + αϕ

δl + δϕ

)
. (24.3)

24.4 Proposition (upper bound; II). Assume that

ln ≤̊ (δl, αl), | sin(ϕn+1 −ϕn)| ≤̊ (δϕ, αϕ), | sin(ϕn−ψ)| ≤̊ (λ, κ), (24.4)

and that δl + δϕ < 2. Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤̊ −

(
1− δϕ + λ

δl − δϕ + 2λ
,−ΓII

(
δl, δϕ, λ, αl, αϕ, κ

))
,

where

ΓII :=


κ(2−δl−δϕ)+αl(1−δϕ+λ)+αϕ(δl−1+λ)

δl−δϕ+2λ if δl > 1,
κ(1−δϕ)+αl(1−δϕ+λ)+αϕλ− 1

2 (1−δϕ)
1−δϕ+2λ if δl = 1, λ > 0,

αl + κ− 1 if δl = 1, λ = 0, κ ≥ 1,

αl − 1 if δl = 1, λ = 0, κ < 1.

24.5 Proposition (upper bound; III). Assume (24.4) and that δl+ δϕ = 2 and
(δl, δϕ, λ) ̸= (1, 1, 0). Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤̊ −

(
1

2
,−ΓIII

(
δl, δϕ, λ, αl, αϕ

))
,

where

ΓIII :=


αl+αϕ−2
2(1−δϕ+λ) if αl + αϕ < 2, δl > 1,

αl+αϕ−2
2 otherwise.

24.6 Proposition (upper bound; IV). Assume (24.4) and that (δl, δϕ, λ) =
(1, 1, 0). Then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≤̊


−
(
1
2 ,−

αl+αϕ−2
2

)
if αl + αϕ > 2,

−
(
1
2 , 1
)

if αl + αϕ = 2,

−
( 1−αϕ+κ
αl−αϕ+2κ , 0

)
if αl + αϕ < 2.

24.7 Proposition (Region (II): extreme cases). Assume that

ln ⊜ (δl, αl), | sin(ϕn+1 − ϕn)| ⊜ (δϕ, αϕ),

and that δl + δϕ < 2.

▷ If δϕ > 0, lim supj→∞ |ϕj+1 − ϕj | < π and (ϕj)
∞
j=0 is eventually monotone,

then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
⊜ −

(
1− δϕ
δl − δϕ

,−αl(1− δϕ) + αϕ(δl − 1)

δl − δϕ

)
.
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▷ If δl > 1 and there exists ψ ∈ R such that | sin(ϕj − ψ)| ≲ | sin(ϕj+1 − ϕj)|,
then

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
⊜ −

(
1

δl + δϕ
,−αl + αϕ

δl + δϕ

)
.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Propositions 24.3 to 24.5, and the case in Proposition 24.6 where αl+αϕ > 2,
follow from Theorem 19.1. The case αl + αϕ ≤ 2 in Proposition 24.6 follows
from [PRW23, Examples 5.8 and 5.9]; in the extreme case λ = δϕ > 0 an even
better bound is available there.

❄ The lower bound Proposition 24.2 is Corollary 20.2. The lower bound in
Proposition 24.7 (i) comes from Theorem 20.3.

❄ For every choice of parameters satisfying (24.1) and (24.2) there is a Ham-
burger Hamiltonian satisfying (24.4) with equality. An example is obtained as
follows. Set l1 := 1, ϕ1 := 0 and

ln :=
1

nδl logαl n
, ϕn :=

n−1∑
j=1

ϵn
nδϕ logαϕ n

for n ≥ 2,

where ϵn ∈ {−1, 1} are chosen such that

(λ, κ) ≻ (0, 0) ⇒ ψ := lim
j→∞

ϕj exists ∧ | sin(ϕn − ψ)| ⊜ (λ, κ).

25 Bochkov’s theorem about type

Up to our knowledge there is only one example of an indeterminate moment
problem where not only the order but also the type of the Nevanlinna matrix
can be computed without knowing explicit expressions or explicit asymptotics
for its entries.

This example is given in terms of the Jacobi parameters, namely, taking
an := 0 and bn := (n+1)p where p > 1. The corresponding moment problem is
indeterminate by Berezanskii’s Theorem, cf. Theorem 13.1.

25.1 Theorem. Let p > 1 and consider the moment problem corresponding to
the Jacobi parameters

an := 0, bn := (n+ 1)p for n ∈ N.

This problem is indeterminate and the entries of the Nevanlinna matrix are of
order 1

p with type

p

1∫
0

dt

(1− t2p)
1
p

. (25.1)
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▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The values for order and type were conjectured by G. Valent in [Val99, Con-
jecture 1] on the basis of two explicit examples. His starting point was the study
of birth-and-death processes with polynomial rates. An explicit translation to
the presently stated form can be found in [BS17] (in particular, Remark 1.10 of
that paper).

❄ The statement about order in Theorem 25.1 was first established in [Rom17,
Corollary 6] by a straightforward application of Romanov’s Theorem I, cf. The-
orem 7.1. A different proof can be found in [BS17, §6]. In the latter paper also
bounds for the type are given.

❄ The fact that the type is equal to the value (25.1) is shown by I. Bochkov
in [Boc21]. He analyses the Taylor coefficients of the power series appearing in
the Berg-Szwarc Theorem (Theorem 9.1 and specifically [BS17, Theorem 1.11]).
This analysis relies on a combinatorial trick which seems to be quite specific for
the situation that the Jacobi parameters are powers (though, as far as we know,
no serious attempts were made to generalise the approach).

26 Modifying the rotation of the Hamiltonian

It is a very intuitive fact that the density of the eigenvalues should not increase
when the rotation of the Hamiltonian becomes slower, and we give two results
that instanciate this intuition. As in Section 4 we denote the entries of the
Hamiltonian H as follows,

H(t) =

(
h1(t) h3(t)
h3(t) h2(t)

)
, t ∈ (a, b) a.e.,

and set ωH,j(s, t) :=
∫ t
s
hj(u) du for j = 1, 2, 3. As usual, we use detΩH(s, t) as

a measure for the speed of rotation, and the growth of the eigenvalue counting
function nH(r) is expressed via its Stieltjes transform.

26.1 Theorem. Let H, H̃ ∈ Ha,b be definite, assume that
∫ b
a
h1(t) dt < ∞,

and that H, H̃ are either both in the limit circle or both in the limit point case.
Assume that the spectra of AH and AH̃ are discrete.

(i) If there are γ−, γ+ > 0 such that

detΩH̃(s, t) ≤ γ2+ detΩH(s, t), a < s < t < b, (26.1)

ωH̃,2(a, t) ≤ γ+ωH,2(a, t), t ∈ (a, b), (26.2)

γ−h1(t) ≤ h̃1(t) ≤ γ+h1(t), t ∈ (a, b) a.e. (26.3)

then (for say, r ≥ 1)∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
·
nH̃(

√
t)

t
dt ≲

∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
· nH(

√
t)

t
dt

The constant implicit in the relation “≲” depends on γ−, γ+ but not on

H, H̃.
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(ii) Assume that H, H̃ are both in limit circle case and that (26.1) holds for
some γ+ > 0. Then (for say, r ≥ 1)∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
·
nH̃(

√
t)

t
dt ≲ log r ·

∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
· nH(

√
t)

t
dt,

where the constant implicit in the relation “≲” depends on γ+ but not on

H, H̃.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ This result is shown in [LRW24, Theorem 7.1].

❄ Assume that H̃(t) ≤ H(t) for a.e. t ∈ (a, b). Then (26.1), (26.2), and the
second inequality in (26.3) are automatically satisfied. Thus, it is enough to
assume additionally that h̃1 ≲ h1 in order to ensure that Theorem 26.1 (i) is
applicable.

27 Cutting out pieces of the Hamiltonian

It is a very intuitive fact that the growth of the monodromy matrix should not
increase when one cuts out pieces of the Hamiltonian, and this intuition can
indeed be established. We give two variants of this fact.

First, we have to make precise what we mean by “cutting out pieces” of a
Hamiltonian. To this end, assume we have H ∈ Ha,b (which is in limit circle
case) and let ∆ ⊆ [a, b] be measurable with nonzero Lebesgue measure. Then
we set

λ(t) :=

∫ t

a

1∆(u) du, t ∈ [a, b], ã := 0, b̃ := λ(b),

χ(s) := min
{
t ∈ [a, b] | λ(t) ≥ s

}
, s ∈ [ã, b̃],

H̃(s) := H(χ(s)), s ∈ [ã, b̃].

It is clear that H̃ ∈ Hã,b̃, and we think of H̃ as the Hamiltonian that emerged
from H by cutting out the complement of ∆ from [a, b].

27.1 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b be in limit circle case, let ∆ ⊆ [a, b] be measur-

able with nonzero Lebesgue measure, and let H̃ ∈ Hã,b̃ be the Hamiltonian that

emerges by cutting out the complement of ∆. Assume that H̃ is definite.

(i) We have∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
·
nH̃(

√
t)

t
dt ≲ log r ·

∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
· nH(

√
t)

t
dt

for sufficiently large r.
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(ii) Assume additionally that for every H-indivisible interval (c, d) ⊆ (a, b)
either (c, d) ∩∆ or (c, d) \∆ has measure zero. Then

nH̃(r) ≤ nH(r) for all r > 0.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Item (i) in Theorem 27.1 is [LRW24, Theorem 5.10], and item (ii) follows
from [PW22, Theorem 3.4]. Interestingly, the proofs of these two results are
very different. The first is purely analytic and the second is operator theoretic.

❄ We comment on the proof of Theorem 27.1 (i). It is straightforward to show
that κH(r) ≥ κH̃(r) for all r > 0 where κH and κH̃ are as in Definition 6.1
with some constant c > 0. Namely, one proceeds executing the algorithm in
Definition 6.1 and notes that

detΩH̃
(
λ(σ

(r)
j−1), λ(σ

(r)
j )
)
≤ detΩH

(
σ
(r)
j−1, σ

(r)
j

)
≤ 1

r2
,

which leads to κH(r) ≥ κH̃(r).

H
a b

σ
(r)
1 σ

(r)
2 σ

(r)
3

H̃
0

λ χ

λ
(
σ
(r)
1

)
λ
(
σ
(r)
2

)
λ
(
σ
(r)
3

)
L̃

❄ We comment on the proof of Theorem 27.1 (ii). Under the stated additional

assumption one can relate the operator models associated with H and H̃. First,
the map V acting as

V : f 7→ (f ◦ λ) · 1∆

induces an isometry of L2(H̃) into L2(H). Now consider the multiplication
operator M1∆

with 1∆, and the Volterra operator RH defined as the inverse of
the restriction of the maximal operator with boundary condition “f(a) = 0”.
Then ranM1∆RHV ⊆ ranV and RH̃ = V −1M1∆RHV .

L2(H) L2(H) ran(M1∆
RHV )

L2(H̃) L2(H̃) ranV

RH
M1∆

⊆

RH̃

V
V

∼=
V −1
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28 Exploiting symmetry

We call a Hamiltonian H =
(
h1 h3

h3 h2

)
diagonal if h3 = 0 a.e. If H is diagonal

many formulae simplify because the canonical system splits and can easily be
rewritten as a scalar second order equation of familiar form. On the level of
solutions of the system (and Weyl functions, spectrum, etc.) this is expressed
by symmetry properties. Diagonal Hamiltonians can be transformed to non-
diagonal ones of a very particular kind via a splitting procedure, and this process
can be reversed.

First we state the mentioned symmetry properties.

28.1 Theorem. Let H ∈ Ha,b.

(i) Assume that H is in limit circle case, and consider the monodromy matrix
WH = (wH,ij)

2
i,j=1 of H. Then H is diagonal if and only if the functions

wH,11, wH,22 are even and wH,12, wH,21 are odd.

(ii) Assume that H is in limit point case, and consider the Weyl coefficient
qH of H. Then H is diagonal if and only if the function qH is odd.

Second we explain the splitting procedure: a diagonal Hamiltonian gives rise to
two non-diagonal ones.

28.2 Definition. Let H ∈ Ha,b be diagonal. Set

m̌(t) :=

∫ t

a

h1(s) ds, m̂(t) :=

∫ t

a

h2(s) ds,

and let ρ̌ and ρ̂ be the left-continuous right inverses of m̌ and m̂, respectively.

[a, b] [0,
∫ b
a h1(x) dx]

m̌

ρ̌

m̌ ◦ ρ̌ = id

[a, b] [0,
∫ b
a h2(x) dx]

m̂

ρ̂

m̂ ◦ ρ̂ = id

(i) Assume that H is in limit circle case. Then we define

Ȟ : (0,
∫ b
a
h2(s) ds) → R2×2 and Ĥ : (0,

∫ b
a
h1(s) ds) → R2×2 as

Ȟ(t) :=

(
(m̌ ◦ ρ̂)(t)2 (m̌ ◦ ρ̂)(t)
(m̌ ◦ ρ̂)(t) 1

)
(28.1)

Ĥ(t) :=

(
1 −(m̂ ◦ ρ̌)(t)

−(m̂ ◦ ρ̌)(t) (m̂ ◦ ρ̌)(t)2
)

(28.2)

(ii) Assume that H is in limit point case. Then we define Ȟ, Ĥ : (0,∞) →
R2×2 by the formulae (28.1) and (28.2), respectively, and by

Ȟ(t) :=

(
1 0
0 0

)
, t >

∫ b

a

h1(s) ds,

Ĥ(t) :=

(
0 0
0 1

)
, t >

∫ b

a

h2(s) ds.

Note that these additional definitions are nonvoid for at most one of Ȟ
and Ĥ, since

∫ b
a
(h1(s) + h2(s)) ds = ∞.
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Clearly, the functions Ȟ and Ĥ are Hamiltonians on their respective domains.
They are both in limit circle case if H is, and they are both in limit point case
if H is.

The monodromy matrices of H and Ȟ, Ĥ and their Weyl coefficients, re-
spectively, are related by simple explicit formulae. They perfectly express the
nature of symmetry for a diagonal Hamiltonian.

28.3 Theorem. Let H be a diagonal Hamiltonian.

(i) Assume that H is in limit circle case. Then

WȞ(t, z2) =
( 1
z 0

0 1

)
WH(t, z)

(
z 0
0 1

)(
1 w′

H,12(t,0)

0 1

)
,

WĤ(t, z2) =
(1 0

0
1
z

)
WH(t, z)

(
1 0
0 z

)(
1 0

−w′
H,21(t,0) 1

)
.

(ii) Assume that H is in limit point case. Then

zqȞ(z2) = qH(z) =
1

z
qĤ(z2).

The relevance of this result for the present setting is that zeroes and growth of
wH,22 or poles of qH , respectively, are related to zeroes and growth or poles of

the corresponding functions for Ȟ and Ĥ just by taking square roots. Hence,
any knowledge about one of H, Ȟ, Ĥ translates immediately to the other two.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ The proof of Theorem 28.1 is contained in [KWW07]. Theorem 28.3 is es-
tablished by a straightforward computation.

❄ As we presented the matters, they look really ad hoc. But this is not at all
so; there is a very clean reason behind. It rests on another characterisation of
diagonality in terms of the model space L2(H) which reads as follows:

▷ H is diagonal if and only if the involution

ι :

(
f1
f2

)
7→
(
−f1
f2

)
maps L2(H) isometrically into itself.

The proof is by elementary computation.

Having an isometric involution on a Hilbert space automatically leads to an
orthogonal decomposition of the space. Namely, we have the orthogonal projec-
tions P̌ := 1

2 (id+ι) and P̂ := 1
2 (id−ι), and the corresponding decomposition

L2(H) = ran P̌ ⊕ ran P̂ .
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It turns out that the spaces ran P̌ and ran P̂ can be identified with the model
spaces of some Hamiltonians, and these are Ȟ and Ĥ:

ran P̌ ∼= L2(Ȟ), ran P̂ ∼= L2(Ĥ).

The isomorphisms are known explicitly and the model operators decompose
accordingly, cf. [WW14, §2.f] and [KWW07].

❄ On the level of Nevanlinna functions, the splitting of an odd function q is
also classical and occurred in the context of strings, cf. [KK68a].

❄ The splitting concept is common to all kinds of objects related with canonical
systems, and can be extended to a sign-indefinite setting. This is in parts still
work in progress, see [KWW06a; KWW06b; KWW06c; WW13; WW].

29 Krein strings

A string is a pair, we write it as S[L, µ], where L ∈ [0,∞] and µ is a positive
Borel measure on R (compact sets are assumed to have finite measure) with
suppµ ⊆ [0, L], sup suppµ = L, and µ({L}) = 0. The number L is called the
length of the string, and the distribution function

m(x) := µ
(
(−∞, x)

)
, x ∈ [−∞,∞]

its mass-function.
When Fourier’s method is applied to the partial differential equation that

describes the vibrations of a string on the interval [0, L) with free left endpoint
0 whose mass on the interval [0, x) is m(x), then the equation

y′(x) +

∫
[0,x]

zy(u) dµ(u) = 0

arises, which is called the string equation. For each z ∈ C there exist unique
solutions φ(x, z) and ψ(x, z) of the string equation satisfying the initial condi-
tions

φ(0, z) = 1, φ′(0−, z) = 0, ψ(0, z) = 0, ψ′(0−, z) = 1.

The limit

qS(z) := lim
x→L

ψ(x, z)

φ(x, z)
(29.1)

exists locally uniformly on C \ (−∞, 0], and is called the principal Titchmarsh–
Weyl coefficient of the string S[L, µ]. An important theorem of M.G. Krein
states that the assignment S[L, µ] 7→ qS is a bijection between all strings and
all Stieltjes class functions, i.e., functions q that are analytic in C \ (−∞, 0] and
admit a representation of the form

q(z) := b+

∫
[0,∞)

dσ(t)

t− z
,

where b ≥ 0 and σ is a positive Borel measure with
∫
[0,∞)

dσ(t)
1+t < ∞. The

measure occurring in the representation of the function qS is called the principal
spectral measure of the string S[L, µ].

A string gives rise to a diagonal Hamiltonian.
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29.1 Definition. Let S[L, µ] be a string. Denote by λ the Lebesgue measure,
and set τ(x) := x + m(x). Then τ is an increasing function of [0, L] onto a
subset of [0,∞] whose complement consists of an at most countable union of
intervals.

We define

Hd(t) :=



(
dλ

d(λ+µ) (τ
−1(t)) 0

0 dµ
d(λ+µ) (τ

−1(t))

)
if t ∈ ran τ,(

0 0

0 1

)
if t ∈ (0,∞) \ ran τ.

(29.2)

Clearly, Hd is a trace-normalised Hamiltonian on the interval (0,∞). Its relation
to the string equation is as follows.

29.2 Theorem. Let S[L, µ] be a string, and let Hd be as in (29.2). The fun-
damental solution Wd(t, z) of the Hamiltonian Hd can be expressed in terms of
the functions φ,ψ as

Wd(t, z) =

(
ψ′(τ−1(t), z2) zψ(τ−1(t), z2)

1
zφ

′(τ−1(t), z2) φ(τ−1(t), z2)

)
, t ∈ ran τ. (29.3)

The complement of ran τ consists of indivisible intervals, and hence the values of
Wd(t, z) for t ∈ (0,∞)\ran τ can be obtained from (29.3) by linear interpolation.

The Weyl function qHd
is related to the principal Titchmarsh–Weyl coeffi-

cient of the string as

qHd
(z) = zqS(z

2).

The assignment S[L, µ] 7→ Hd can be reversed: using the notation from Defini-
tion 28.2, we have

m(x) = (m̂ ◦ ρ̌)(x). (29.4)

Together, (29.2) and (29.4) yield a bijective correspondence between strings and
(trace normed) diagonal Hamiltonians.

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ A standard reference for strings is [KK68b; Kac94], or also [DM76]. The
(operator) theory of Krein strings historically preceeds the theory of canonical
systems. In fact, the first initiated a lot of research about the latter. The connec-
tion between strings and Hamiltonians was long known as “common knowledge”.
An explicit presentation, which includes a detailed study of the corresponding
operator models, is given in [KWW07].

❄ The spectrum of a string is encoded in its principal Titchmarsh–Weyl co-
efficient in the same way as the spectrum of a canonical system is encoded in
its Weyl function. In particular, S[L, µ] has discrete spectrum if and only if
the corresponding diagonal Hamiltonian Hd has. Moreover, if the spectrum is
discrete, the eigenvalues of Hd are obtained from those of S[L, µ] by taking all
square roots.
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❄ In the present context we mention in particular the work of I.S. Kac and
M.G. Krein about the distribution of eigenvalues of a string with discrete spec-
trum [Kre52; KK58; Kac59; Kac62; Kac73; Kac78; Kac86; Kac90]. From the
nowadays viewpoint those results appear as particular cases of general results
about canonical systems, but this is neither fully true nor fair to say: a transla-
tion from one setting to the other by means of explicit computation is in some
cases not known, and the work about strings – including proof methods – was
a great inspiration for the general case.

30 Inverse results

In this section we discuss the problem:

▷ Given a regularly varying function g, can we construct a Hamiltonian H
that is in limit circle case and satisfies

log
(
max
|z|=r

∥WH(z)∥
)
≍ g(r) ? (30.1)

The case g(r) ≍ r is of course trivial: by the Krein-de Branges formula we
can take any Hamiltonian whose determinant does not vanish identically (and
only such). The same is true in the case that g(r) ≍ log r, for which (30.1)
is satisfied for any Hamiltonian consisting only of a finite number of indivisible
intervals (and only for those). Hence, we may focus on functions g with

log r = o(g(r)), g(r) = o(r). (30.2)

The first is necessary for elementary reasons (the Cauchy estimates), concerning
the second recall Theorem E.3 (ii).

Existence of Hamiltonian with (30.1) can always be granted.

30.1 Theorem. Let g be a regularly varying function satisfying (30.2). Then
there exists a Hamiltonian H which is in limit circle case and such that (30.1)
holds.

If
∫∞
1

1
f(t) dt < ∞, where f is an asymptotic inverse of g, then H can be

chosen to be a Hamburger Hamiltonian.

Theorem 30.1 is not constructive regarding our initially posed problem: in the
proof one entry ofWH is constructed, but not H itself. In the following theorem
we present large classes of regularly varying functions, where one can easily write
down a Hamiltonian satisfying (30.1). Solutions to the problem can be of very
different kind; we exhibit a discrete and a continuous solution.

30.2 Theorem. Let g be increasing and smoothly varying with positive index,
and let f be the inverse function of g.

(i) Assume that Indg ∈ (0, 12 ) ∪ ( 12 , 1), and set

ln :=
1

f(n)
, ϕn := n

π

2
.

Then the Hamburger Hamiltonian with lengths ln and angles ϕn satisfies
(30.1).
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(ii) Assume that Indg ∈ ( 12 , 1), and let ϕ be the inverse function of r
f(r) .

Then the Hamiltonian H(t) := ξϕ(t)ξ
T
ϕ(t), defined on some interval (0, b),

satisfies (30.1).

▷▷ Remarks ◁◁

❄ Theorem 30.1 is taken from [BW06, Theorem 3.1, Remark 3.2(iii)]. Alter-
native approaches could proceed via [BP95, Theorem 5.6] or (at least for small
growth) via [RS20a, §5]. Item (i) of Theorem 30.2 is obtained from Proposi-
tion 23.6, item (ii) is from [LRW24, Theorem 6.13].

❄ We stated two situations in Theorem 30.2 that are perfectly simple and ex-
plicit. There are also other cases of functions g for which explicit constructions
are possible. For example in [LRW24, Theorem 6.13] also some gwith Indg = 1

2
are treated. A full (constructive) solution of the problem is not known.

❄ The assumption in Theorem 30.2 that g is smoothly varying and increasing
is no loss in generality since Indg > 0, cf. Theorem D.7.
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APPENDIX

Auxiliary notions

In this short appendix we collect some auxiliary notions and results that are used in

the core Parts I-V, but might not be common knowledge to all readers. We include:

regular variation in the sense of J. Karamata, entire functions of Cartwright class,

and J-inner matrix functions.
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D Regularly varying functions

In complex analysis the growth of the maximum modulus max|z|=r |F (z)| of an
entire function F is compared to functions of the form exp(g(r)). The most
classical comparison functions are powers g(r) = rρ, and this leads to the
notions of order and type. Let us recall that for an entire function F one defines
the order of F as

ρ(F ) := lim sup
r→∞

log log(max|z|=r |F (z)|)
log r

= inf
{
ρ > 0 | ∃c, c′ > 0 ∀z ∈ C: |F (z)| ≤ cec

′rρ
}
∈ [0,∞].

If ρ(F ) <∞, the type of F w.r.t. to its order is

τ(F ) := lim sup
r→∞

log(max|z|=r |F (z)|)
rρ(F )

= inf
{
τ > 0 | ∃c > 0 ∀z ∈ C: |F (z)| ≤ ceτr

ρ(F )}
∈ [0,∞].

A refined comparison scale was introduced already at a very early stage by
E. Lindelöf [Lin05] who considered comparison functions behaving for r → ∞
like

g(r) := rα ·
(
log r

)β1 ·
(
log log r

)β2 · . . . ·
(
log · · · log︸ ︷︷ ︸
mth iterate

r
)βm

, (D.1)

where α > 0 and β1, . . . , βm ∈ R. We refer to functions of this form as Lindelöf
comparison functions.

Functions that are nowadays commonly used as comparison functions are
regularly varying functions in Karamata sense. An up-to-date standard refer-
ence is [BGT89, Chapter 7]; for other levels of generality see [Sen76; Lev80;
Rub96], and historically [Kar30; Kar31b; Kar31a].

D.1 Definition. A function g: [1,∞) → (0,∞) is called regularly varying at
∞ with index α ∈ R, if it is measurable and

∀λ ∈ (0,∞): lim
r→∞

g(λr)

g(r)
= λα. (D.2)

We write Indg for the index of a regularly varying function g. A regularly
varying function with index 0 is also called slowly varying .

Observe that a function of the form (D.1) is regularly varying with index α.
The notion of type admits an immediate generalisation to arbitrary compar-

ison functions.

D.2 Definition. Let g be a regularly varying function. For an entire function
F we define the type of F w.r.t. to the comparison function g as

τg(F ) := lim sup
r→∞

log(max|z|=r |F (z)|)
g(r)

= inf
{
τ > 0 | ∃c > 0 ∀z ∈ C: |F (z)| ≤ ceτg(r)

}
∈ [0,∞].
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We note the particular case that g(r) = r: the number τr(F ) is called the
exponential type of the function F .

In the sequel we state a number of fundamental theorems on regularly vary-
ing functions. The basis for many of these results are the following two theorems:
the uniform convergence theorem and the representation theorem.

D.3 Theorem. Assume that g is regularly varying with index α. Then the
limit (D.2) is attained uniformly for

λ ∈ [a, b] for all 0 < a < b <∞ if α = 0,

λ ∈ (0, b] for all 0 < b <∞ if α > 0,

λ ∈ [a,∞) for all 0 < a <∞ if α < 0.

D.4 Theorem. Let α ∈ R. A function g: [1,∞) → (0,∞) is regularly varying
with index α if and only if it has a representation of the form

g(r) = rα · c(r) exp
(∫ r

1

ϵ(u)
du

u

)
, r ∈ [1,∞),

where c, ϵ are measurable, limr→∞ c(r) = c ∈ (0,∞), and limr→∞ ϵ(r) = 0.
If g is slowly varying (i.e., α = 0) and eventually nondecreasing (nonin-

creasing), then ϵ may be taken eventually nonnegative (nonpositive).

It is a legitimate intuition that regularly varying functions fill in the scale of
powers, and that a regularly varying function with index α behaves roughly like
the power rα. The next two results express this intuition very clearly.

The first is a variant of the Potter bounds. Here we use the following notation
to asymptotically compare two functions. Assume f, g are defined on a ray like
[1,∞) and assume positive values. Then we write

f ∼ g :⇔ lim
r→∞

f(r)

g(r)
= 1,

f ≪ g :⇔ lim
r→∞

f(r)

g(r)
= 0.

D.5 Theorem. Let α ∈ R and let g be regularly varying with Indg = α.

(i) ∀ϵ > 0: rα−ϵ ≪ g(r) ≪ rα+ϵ ,

(ii) limr→∞
log g(r)
log r = α,

(iii) For all ϵ > 0 the quotients g(r)
rα−ϵ and rα+ϵ

g(r) are ∼ to an eventually increasing

function.

The second is Karamata theorem about asymptotic integration.

D.6 Theorem. Let g be regularly varying with index α ∈ R.
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(i) Assume that α ≥ −1. Then the function x 7→
∫ x
1
g(t) dt is regularly

varying with index α+ 1, and

lim
x→∞

(
xg(x)

/ x∫
1

g(t) dt

)
= α+ 1.

(ii) Assume that α ≤ −1 and
∫∞
1

g(t) dt < ∞. Then the function x 7→∫∞
x

g(t) dt is regularly varying with index α+ 1, and

lim
x→∞

(
xg(x)

/ ∞∫
x

g(t) dt

)
= −(α+ 1).

Regularly varying functions g are used to quantify growth for r → ∞, and
hence the values of g(r) for small r are irrelevant. This allows to change g

on any finite interval without changing the essence of results, and this freedom
can be used to assume that g has some additional properties. For example any
regularly varying function can be smoothened.

D.7 Theorem. Let g be regularly varying. Then there exists a function fwhich
is infinitely differentiable and such that g ∼ f.

Note that in this theorem f is automatically regularly varying with the same
index as g.

Let g,f be regularly varying. We say that f is an asymptotic inverse of g
if

(g ◦f)(x) ∼ (f◦ g)(x) ∼ x. (D.3)

If an asymptotic inverse exists, it is determined uniquely up to ∼. The following
result states that an asymptotic inverse exists provided g has positive index.

D.8 Theorem. Let g be regularly varying with index α > 0, and set

g−(x) := sup
{
t ∈ [1,∞) | g(t) < x

}
.

Then g− is regularly varying with index 1
α , and is an asymptotic inverse of g.

We recall a practical formula for computing asymptotic inverses of functions of
a certain form.

D.9 Remark. Let g be a regularly varying function of the form

g(r) = rρ
[
h(log r)

]
with ρ > 0 and h regularly varying. Then

f(r) := ρ
Ind h

ρ ·
[ r

h(log r)

] 1
ρ

is an asymptotic inverses of g.
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J. Karamata also established a result that characterises regular variation of the
Stieltjes transform and gives precise information about its size. We state a
formulation taken from [LW24] which includes a boundary case that is often
excluded in the literature.

D.10 Theorem. Let µ be a measure on [0,∞), which is not the zero measure
and satisfies

∫
[0,∞)

(1 + t)−1 dµ(t) <∞, and set

S[µ](x) :=

∫
[0,∞)

dµ(t)

t+ x
, x > 0.

Then the following two statements are equivalent:

(i) The distribution function t 7→ µ([0, t)) is regularly varying with index α;

(ii) S[µ] is regularly varying with index α− 1.

If (i) and (ii) hold, then α ∈ [0, 1] and

S[µ](x) ∼ Cα

∫ ∞

x

µ([0, t))

t2
dt, x→ ∞. (D.4)

with

Cα :=

{πα(1−α)
sin(πα) if α ∈ (0, 1),

1 if α ∈ {0, 1}.

The integral in (D.4) is finite for every x > 0.

E Entire functions of Cartwright class

We recall a notion from complex analysis.

E.1 Definition. An entire function F is said to be of Cartwright class, if it is
of finite exponential type and satisfies∫

R

log+ |F (x)|
1 + x2

dx <∞.

The following characterisation of Cartwright class goes back to M.G. Krein
[Kre47] (see also [RR94, Theorem 6.17]).

E.2 Theorem. An entire function is of Cartwright class if and only if both
restrictions f |C+ and f |C− can be represented as a quotient of two bounded
analytic functions in the respective domain C+ or C−.

Functions of Cartwright class have very particular properties when it comes to
growth and zero-distribution, see [Koo98] or also [Lev80; Boa54]. We state what
is needed in the context of this paper.
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E.3 Theorem. Let F be an entire function of Cartwright class that has only
real zeroes, and satisfies F = F# and F (0) = 1. Let τ be the exponential type
of F and w1, w2, . . . be the zeroes of F listed according to their multiplicities.

(i) The limit limR→∞
∑

|wn|≤R
1
wn

exists, and we have

F (z) = lim
R→∞

∏
|wn|≤R

(
1− z

wn

)
.

(ii) We have lim
r→∞

1
r log

(
max|z|=r |F (reiϑ)|

)
= τ , and

∀ϑ ∈ (0, π) ∪ (π, 2π): lim
r→∞

log |F (reiϑ)|
r

= τ · | sinϑ|.

Along the real axis we have lim sup
r→∞

log |F (±r)|
r = 0.

(iii) Denote n+F (r) := #{n | wn ∈ (0, r)} and n−F := #{n | wn ∈ (−r, 0)}.
Then

lim
r→∞

n+F (r)

r
= lim
r→∞

n−F (r)

r
=

1

π
· τ.

(iv) Denote nF (r) := #{n | wn ∈ (−r, r)}. Then

∀r > 0: log |F (ir)| = r2

2

∫ ∞

0

1

t+ r2
· nF (

√
t)

t
dt (E.1)

∀z ∈ C: log |F (z)| ≤
∫ |z|

0

nF (t)

t
dt+ |z|

∫ ∞

|z|

nF (t)

t2
dt

The second relation yields a meaningful result only if
∫∞
0

nF (t)
t2 dt <∞.

We note that the relation (E.1) implies that

∀r > 0: nF (r) ≤
2

log 2
· log |F (ir)|.

Applying Karamata’s theorems to evaluate the asymptotic behaviour of Stieltjes
transform and integrals leads to the following result (see [LRW24, Remark 4.16
and Lemma 4.18]). It says that the growth of F (z) is governed by its behaviour
along the imaginary axis.

E.4 Corollary. Let F be as in Theorem E.3, and let g be regularly varying
with limr→∞ g(r) = ∞.

(i) Assume that Indg ∈ (0, 1). Then

(
1− Indg

)
Indg· lim sup

r→∞

log(max|z|=r |F (z)|)
g(r)

≤ lim sup
r→∞

nF (r)

g(r)
≤ 2

log 2
· lim sup
r→∞

log |F (ir)|
g(r)

.
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(ii) Assume that Indg = 0. Then

lim sup
r→∞

(
log
(
max
|z|=r

|F (z)|
)/

r∫
1

g(t) dt
t

)
≤ lim sup

r→∞

nF (r)

g(r)
≤ 2

log 2
lim sup
r→∞

log |F (ir)|
g(r)

.

(E.2)

(iii) Assume that Indg = 1 and
∫∞
1

g(t)
t2 dt <∞. Then

lim sup
r→∞

(
log
(
max
|z|=r

|F (z)|
)/
r

∞∫
r

g(t)
t

dt
t

)
≤ lim sup

r→∞

nF (r)

g(r)
≤ 2

log 2
lim sup
r→∞

log |F (ir)|
g(r)

.

(E.3)

In (E.2) only one inequality gives a meaningful result: if the left-hand side is
positive, the right-hand side is infinite, and if the right-hand side is finite the
left-hand side is zero. This follows from a general fact about entire functions of
order zero, cf. [BP07, Appendix]:

E.5 Theorem. Let g be slowly varying with log r = o(g(r)), and let F be an
entire function with

lim sup
r→∞

log(max|z|=r |F (z)|)
g(r)

<∞.

Then

lim sup
r→∞

log(max|z|=r |F (z)|)
g(r)

= lim sup
r→∞

log(min|z|=r |F (z)|)
g(r)

.

To illustrate the size of the gap between the comparison functions on the left-
hand and right-hand sides of (E.2) and (E.3), we consider Lindelöf comparison
functions. In this example all integrals can be computed explicitly.

E.6 Example. Let g be defined (for sufficiently large r) as

g(r) = rδ
N∏
k=1

(
log[k] r

)βk ,

where δ ∈ {0, 1}, N ∈ N, and β1 > 0 if δ = 0 while βn < −1 if δ = 1. Then
r∫
1

g(t) dt
t ≍ g(r) · log r if δ = 0,

r
∞∫
r

g(t)
t

dt
t ≍ g(r) · log r if δ = 1.
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F J-inner matrix functions

In this section we discuss monodromy matrices as stand-alone objects from the
function-theoretic viewpoint. Recall the notation

f#(z) := f(z), J :=

(
0 −1
1 0

)
.

F.1 Definition. Let W : C → C2×2 be a matrix-valued function, and write
W = (wij)

2
i,j=1. We say that W is J-inner , if

(i) the entries wij are entire and w#
ij = wij ,

(ii) for all z ∈ C+ we have

1

i

(
W (z)JW (z)∗ − J

)
≥ 0.

Assume that W is J-inner. For z ∈ C− we have 1
i

(
W (z)JW (z)∗ − J

)
≤ 0.

Let z ∈ R, then W (z)JW (z)∗ − J = 0, and since W (z) ∈ R2×2 thus W (z) ∈
SL(2,R). It also follows that detW (z) = 1 for all z ∈ C. In particular, the
functions w11, w12 have no common zeroes, and the same holds for each of the
pairs w21, w22 and w11, w21 and w12, w22.

F.2 Theorem. Let W be a J-inner matrix function.

(i) Each of the quotients

w11

w21
,
w12

w22
,
w12

w11
,
w22

w21
, (F.1)

is a Nevanlinna function (cf. Definition A.10).

(ii) Each entry wij, i, j ∈ {1, 2}, belongs to the Cartwright class.

Item (i) follows by elementary manipulations exploiting positivity of
1
i

(
W (z)JW (z)∗−J

)
. Item (ii) is a deeper result due to M.G. Krein in [Kre51b,

Teorema 2]. For us this is an important fact, since it makes available the func-
tion theoretic machinery from Section E.

We note that a J-inner matrix function gives rise to a whole family of Nevan-
linna functions, not only those in (F.1).

In the next proposition we give some properties of meromorphic functions
of Nevanlinna class N0.

F.3 Proposition. Let A,B be entire functions with A = A#, B = B#, that
have no common zeroes, and assume that B

A is a Nevanlinna function.

(i) Each of the functions A,B has only real and simple zeroes, and the zeroes
of A and B interlace.
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(ii) Let f: [0,∞) → (0,∞) be a function with log r = o(f(r)). Then

∀ϑ ∈ (0, π) ∪ (π, 2π): lim sup
r→∞

log |A(reiϑ)|
f(r)

= lim sup
r→∞

log |B(reiϑ)|
f(r)

.

If f is regularly varying this also holds for ϑ ∈ {0, π}. If f(r) ∼
sup|s−r|≤1f(s), then

lim sup
r→∞

log(max|z|=r |A(z)|)
f(r)

= lim sup
r→∞

log(max|z|=r |B(z)|)
f(r)

.

Item (i) can be found, e.g., in [Lev80, Theorem VII.1]. Item (ii) follows from the
proof of [BW06, Proposition 2.3], and by continuity in ϑ for the case ϑ ∈ {0, π},
cf. [Lev80, §16].

Let us make one corollary explicit.

F.4 Corollary. Let W be a J-inner matrix function. Then all entries of W
have the same order and type.
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valent functions, Birkhäuser Advanced Texts: Basler Lehrbücher.
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