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Dirichlet polynomials and a moment problem

Sameer Chavan and Chaman Kumar Sahu

Abstract. Consider a linear functional L defined on the space D[s] of
Dirichlet polynomials with real coefficients and the set D+[s] of non-
negative elements in D[s]. An analogue of the Riesz-Haviland theorem
in this context asks: What are all D+[s]-positive linear functionals L,

which are moment functionals? Since the space D[s], when considered
as a subspace of C([0,∞),R), fails to be an adapted space in the sense of
Choquet, the general form of Riesz-Haviland theorem is not applicable
in this situation. In an attempt to answer the forgoing question, we
arrive at the notion of a moment sequence, which we call the Hausdorff
log-moment sequence. Apart from an analogue of the Riesz-Haviland
theorem, we show that any Hausdorff log-moment sequence is a linear
combination of {1, 0, . . . , } and {f(log(n)}n>1 for a completely monotone
function f : [0,∞) → [0,∞). Moreover, such an f is uniquely determined
by the sequence in question.

1. Introduction

Let Z+ denote the set of positive integers and let R denote the set of real
numbers. Let X be a locally compact Hausdorff space. A Radon measure on
X is a locally finite, inner regular Borel measure on X. The real linear space
of continuous functions from X into R will be denoted by C(X,R). For a
closed subset K of X and a subspace S of C(X,R), let SK+ denote the cone
of all functions in S which are non-negative on K. If K = X, then we use
the notation S+ to denote SK+ . For a subset M of S, a linear functional L
on S is said to be M-positive if L(q) > 0 for all q ∈ M. For a closed subset
K of X, we say that L is a K-moment functional if there exists a positive
Radon measure ν concentrated on K such that

L(q) =

∫

K
q(s)ν(ds), q ∈ S.

In this case, we refer to the measure ν as a representing measure of L (see
[16, 4, 18] for the basics of moment theory).

Let H0 denote the right half plane {z ∈ C : ℜ(z) > 0} in the complex
plane C. A Dirichlet polynomial is a function q : H0 → C given by

q(s) =

k∑

n=1

ann
−s, s ∈ H0,
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where an ∈ C and k ∈ Z+. The real linear space of Dirichlet polynomials with
real coefficients will be denoted by D[s]. By the uniqueness of the Dirichlet
series, D[s] can be embedded into C([0,∞),R) via the map f 7→ f |[0,∞).
Moreover, D[s] is a unital sub-algebra of C([0,∞),R) (the reader is re-
ferred to [14, Chapter 4] for algebraic properties of Dirichlet polynomials
and Dirichlet series). For a closed subset K of [0,∞), let DK

+ [s] denote the
set of all functions in D[s] which are non-negative on K.

For a sequence w = {wn}n>1 of non-negative real numbers, consider the
real linear functional Lw : D[s] −→ R defined by setting Lw(n

−s) = wn,
n > 1, and extending linearly to D[s]. If Lw is a K-moment functional, then
clearly Lw is DK

+ [s]-positive. An analogue of Riesz-Haviland theorem asks
for the converse:

Question 1.1. If Lw is a DK
+ [s]-positive linear functional on D[s], then

whether Lw is a K-moment functional?

In case K is bounded, the answer to Question 1.1 is affirmative and this is
a consequence of [16, Proposition 1.9]. In general, the answer to Question 1.1
is No (see Theorem 3.1). So the following natural question arises:

Question 1.2. What are the sequences w for which every DK
+ [s]-positive

linear functional Lw on D[s] is a K-moment functional?

To answer Questions 1.1 and 1.2, we must obtain an analogue of Riesz-
Haviland theorem (see [16, Theorem 1.12]), which replaces the polynomials
by Dirichlet polynomials. One approach to the proof of the Riesz-Haviland
theorem, as presented in [16], can be based on the notion of an adapted space
(see [16, Definition 1.5]). To see whether or not D[s] is an adapted space,
note that 1 ∈ D[s] and D[s] = D+[s]−D+[s]. In fact, since D[s] is an algebra
containing 1,

f(s) =
1

4
((f(s) + 1)2 − (f(s)− 1)2), s ∈ [0,∞)

is a difference of two Dirichlet series in D+[s]. However, D[s] does not have
the crucial property of the existence of the dominating function (see [16,
Definition 1.5(iii)]. Indeed, for f(s) = 1, there exists no g ∈ D+[s] with the
following property: For any ǫ > 0, there exists a compact subset Kǫ of [0,∞)
such that |f(s)| 6 ǫ|g(s)| for all s ∈ [0,∞)\Kǫ. It is interesting to note that
there exist an E+-positive linear functional L on a linear space E (without
the aforementioned property), which is not a moment functional (see [16,
Example 1.11] and Corollary 3.2).

2. Hausdorff log-moment sequences

One may answer Question 1.1 by combining [16, Proposition 1.9] with
a compactification technique (see [16, Chapter 9]). Since this proof is not
relevant to the investigations here, we have relegated it to the appendix. Our
ploy is to consider a [0, 1]-moment problem, which, after a change of variables
(see Lemma 3.1), yields a more general [0,∞)-moment problem than the one
discussed in Section 1. The solution to the [0, 1]-moment problem (which is a
simple consequence of [16, Proposition 1.9]) allows us to answer Question 1.1
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(see First proof of Theorem 3.1). Note that a particular case of the [0,∞)-
moment problem appears in [11, Equation (1.3)] in the study of the multiplier
algebra of certain Hilbert spaces of the Dirichlet series (see Example 2.1(a)).
This problem also appears in the study of bounded Helson matrices (see
[12]). Indeed, it is easily seen from the discussion prior to [12, Theorem 5.1]
that if ν is a representing measure of Lw satisfying ν({0}) = 0, then

Lw(n
−s) =

∫

(0,1)∞
tk(n)B∗ν(dt), n > 1,

where k(n) is the tuple of the exponents of primes appearing in the prime
factorization of n and B∗ν is the push-forward of ν by the Bohr lift

B(s) = (p−s1 , p−s2 , . . .), s ∈ (0,∞) (2.1)

with {p1, p2, . . .} denoting for the monotone enumeration of the prime num-
bers (see [12, Section 5] for more details). The [0, 1]∞-moment problem
above is a particular instance of the Hausdorff moment problem in an infi-
nite number of variables (see [1, Theorems 5.1 and 5.5] and [9, Theorem 3.8]
for variants of Riesz-Haviland theorem for this moment problem). These
instances together with the previous discussion motivates the following defi-
nition (see [4, Chapter 2] for the notion of the restriction of a Borel measure
to a Borel set):

Definition 2.1. Fix a positive integer j. A sequence of non-negative real
numbers w = {wn}n>j is called a Hausdorff log-moment sequence if there
exists a positive Borel measure µ concentrated on [0, 1] such that the restric-
tion µ|(0,1] of µ to (0, 1] is a Radon measure and

wn =

∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)µ(dt), n > j.

We refer to µ as a representing measure of w.

Remark 2.1. For a Hausdorff log-moment sequence w = {wn}n>j with a
representing measure µ, we note the following:

(1) if j = 1, then µ is a finite measure with total density equal to w1,
(2) if µ is a representing measure of w such that µ({0}) is finite, then

since µ|(0,1] is locally finite, µ is a σ-finite measure,

(3) for every integer n > j, wn 6 wj (since n 7→ tlog(n) is decreasing for
every t ∈ [0, 1]). Thus, the sequence w is decreasing and bounded.

In case j > 2, representing measures of Hausdorff log-moment sequences
are not necessarily finite (cf. [11, Section 1]).

Example 2.1. Let us see some families of Hausdorff log-moment sequences.

(a) For a real number α < 0, the sequence {(log(n))α}n>2 is a Hausdorff
log-moment sequence with representing measure µα equal to

µα(dt) =
1

Γ(−α)
(− log(t))−1−α

t
dt,

where Γ denotes the Gamma function defined on the right half plane
H0. To see this, note that µα|(0,1] is a Radon measure. Moreover, by
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Lemma 3.1(ii) (with ϕ given by (3.3)), for any positive integer n > 2,
∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)µα(dt) =

∫

[0,∞)
e−s log(n)ϕ∗µα(ds)

=
1

Γ(−α)

∫

[0,∞)
e−s log(n)s−1−α ds

=
(log(n))α

Γ(−α)

∫

[0,∞)
e−rr−1−α dr

= (log(n))α.

(b) For a real number α > 0, the sequence
{

1
log(n)+α

}
n>1

is a Hausdorff

log-moment sequence with the representing measure given by tα−1dt.
Indeed, for any positive integer n > 1,

∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)tα−1dt =

tlog(n)+α

log(n) + α

∣∣∣∣∣

1

0

=
1

log(n) + α
.

(c) For a real number α ∈ [0, 1], the sequence {αlog(n)}n>1 is a Hausdorff
log-moment sequence with the representing measure equal to the point
mass measure δα at α. Indeed,

αlog(n) =

∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)δα(dt), n > 1.

In particular, for a non-negative real number p, the sequence { 1
np }n>1

is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with the representing measure
equal to the atomic measure δe−p with point mass at e−p (the case in
which α = e−p). Moreover, {1, 0, 0, . . .} is a Hausdorff log-moment
sequence with the representing measure equal to the atomic measure
δ0 with point mass at 0 (the case in which α = 0). ♦

Our answer to Question 1.1 relies on the following characterization of
the Hausdorff log-moment sequences given in terms of the associated linear
functional on a certain subspace of the space of continuous functions on [0, 1].

Proposition 2.1. Let w := {wn}n>1 be a sequence of non-negative real

numbers. Let E [t] denote the real linear span of functions fn(t) = tlog(n),
t ∈ [0, 1], n > 1. Consider the real linear functional Rw : E [t] −→ R defined
by setting Rw(fn) = wn, n > 1 and extended linearly to E [t]. For a closed
subset K of [0, 1], the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Rw is EK+ [t]-positive,
(ii) Rw is a K-moment functional,
(iii) there exists a finite positive Radon measure µ concentrated on K such

that

wn =

∫

K
tlog(n)µ(dt), n > 1, (2.2)

(iv) w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with a representing measure
concentrated on K.
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Proof. Note that the constant function 1 belongs to E [t]. Hence, if the linear
functional Rw is EK+ [t]-positive, then by [16, Proposition 1.9], there exists a
positive Radon measure µ concentrated on K such that

Rw(q) =

∫

K
q(t)µ(dt), q ∈ E [t]. (2.3)

Thus we obtain the implication (i)⇒(ii). Letting q = fn in (2.3), we get
(2.2) and letting n = 1 in (2.2), we get µ(K) = w1. This yields the implica-
tion (ii)⇒(iii). The implication (iii)⇒(iv) is trivial. To see the implication
(iv)⇒(i), note that if w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence, then by the
linearity of the integral,

Rw(f) =

∫

K
f(x)µ(dx), f ∈ E [t].

It now follows that Rw is EK+ [t]-positive. �

Proposition 2.1 can be used to prove an analogue of Riesz-Haviland theo-
rem for the space of Dirichlet polynomials. We present two proofs of this ana-
logue. The first one relevant to the study of Hausdorff log-moment sequences
is presented in Section 3. The second one based on a known compactification
technique is given in Appendix.

3. An analogue of the Riesz-Haviland theorem for D[s]

For a subset σ of the set Z+ of positive integers, let χσ denote the indicator
function of σ. We sometimes use χσ to denote the sequence {χσ(n)}n>1.

The following result characterizes DK
+ [s]-positive linear functionals Lw

answering Question 1.1 (cf. [1, Theorem 5.1]).

Theorem 3.1. Let w = {wn}n>1 be a sequence of non-negative real numbers.
Consider the real linear functional Lw : D[s] −→ R defined by Lw(n

−s) =
wn, n > 1, and extended linearly to D[s]. For a closed subset K of [0,∞),
the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Lw is DK
+ [s]-positive,

(ii) there exists a finite positive Radon measure ν concentrated on K with
ν(K) 6 w1 such that for every p ∈ D[s],

Lw(p) =





(w1 − ν(K)) lim
s→∞

p(s) +

∫

K
p(s)ν(ds) if K is unbounded,

∫

K
p(s)ν(ds) if K is bounded,

(3.1)

(iii) there exists a finite positive Radon measure ν concentrated on K with
ν(K) 6 w1 such that for every positive integer n > 1,

wn =





(w1 − ν(K))χ
{1}
(n) +

∫

K
n−sν(ds) if K is unbounded,

∫

K
n−sν(ds) if K is bounded.

(3.2)

We do not see any obvious way to derive Theorem 3.1 from [1, Theo-
rem 5.1]. Also, Theorem 3.1 falls short to deduce (via the change of variable
using Bohr lift given by (2.1)) the Riesz-Haviland theorem for the moment
problem in an infinite number of variables.
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In the proof of Theorem 3.1, we need a couple of lemmas. We recall first
the notion of an image measure.

Let (X,Σ, µ) be a measure space and Y be a Hausdorff space. Let B(Y )
denote the Borel σ-algebra of Y. If φ : X → Y is a Σ-measurable function,
then φ∗µ denotes the push-forward of µ by φ or the image of µ under φ
defined as φ∗µ(σ) = µ(φ−1(σ)), σ ∈ B(Y ). The reader is referred to [4,
Chapter 2.1] for elementary facts pertaining to the image measures. We find
it convenient to state the following consequence of [19, Exercise 1.4.38].

Lemma 3.1 (Change of variables). Let µ be a positive Borel measure on
[0, 1] and let ν be a positive Borel measure on [0,∞). Define functions ϕ :
(0, 1] −→ [0,∞) and ψ : [0,∞) −→ (0, 1] by

ϕ(t) = − log(t), t ∈ (0, 1], ψ(s) = e−s, s ∈ [0,∞). (3.3)

Then, for Borel measurable subsets K̃ and K of [0, 1] and [0,∞) respectively,
the following statements are valid.

(i) if 0 /∈ K̃, then for every λ ∈ [0,∞),
∫

K̃
tλµ(dt) =

∫

ϕ(K̃)
e−sλϕ∗µ(ds),

(ii) for every λ ∈ [0,∞),
∫

K
e−sλν(ds) =

∫

ψ(K)
tλψ∗ν(dt).

Both sides in the above identities could be possibly infinite.

The following lemma provides precise relationship between D[s] (resp.

DK
+ [s]) and E [t] (resp. EK̃+ [t]).

Lemma 3.2. Let E [t] and EK+ [t] be as defined in the statement of Proposi-
tion 2.1. If ϕ : (0, 1] −→ [0,∞) and ψ : [0,∞) −→ (0, 1] are given by (3.3),
then the following statements are valid:

(i) if q ∈ E [t], then q ◦ ψ ∈ D[s],
(ii) if p ∈ D[s], then there exists qp ∈ E [t] such that p = qp ◦ ψ, where qp

is given by

qp(t) =

{
lim
s→∞

p(s) if t = 0,

p ◦ ϕ(t), if t ∈ (0, 1],
(3.4)

(iii) if K̃ is a closed subset of [0, 1] and q ∈ E [t], then q ∈ EK̃+ [t] if and

only if q ◦ ψ ∈ DK
+ [s], where K = ψ−1(K̃\{0}).

Proof. For every integer n > 1, if q(t) = tlog(n), t ∈ [0, 1], then q◦ψ(s) = n−s,
s ∈ [0,∞). The statement (i) is now clear. To see (ii), let p ∈ D[s] and note
that lims→∞ p(s) exists as a real number. Thus qp given by (3.4) is well-
defined. Since ϕ ◦ ψ is the identity function on [0,∞), p = qp ◦ ψ. The
equivalence in (iii) follows from (i) and the continuity of q. �

First proof of Theorem 3.1. In view of [16, Proposition 1.9], we may assume
that K is unbounded. Let ϕ : (0, 1] −→ [0,∞) and ψ : [0,∞) −→ (0, 1]
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be given by (3.3). To see the implication (i)⇒(ii), suppose that Lw is a
DK

+ [s]-positive linear functional satisfying

Lw(n
−s) = wn, n > 1. (3.5)

Let E [t] and EK+ [t] be as defined in the statement of Proposition 2.1. Define

Rw : E [t] −→ R by setting Rw(t
log(n)) = wn, and extend it linearly to

E [t]. Let K̃ = φ−1(K) denote a closed subset of [0, 1] and note that K̃ =

φ−1(K) ∪ {0} (see (3.3)). We now check that Rw is EK̃+ [t]-positive. By

Lemma 3.2(iii), if q ∈ EK̃+ [t], then q ◦ ψ ∈ DK
+ [s] and

Rw(q)
(3.5)
= Lw(q ◦ ψ) > 0.

It now follows from Proposition 2.1 that there exists a finite positive Radon

measure µ concentrated on K̃ such that

Lw(q ◦ ψ) =
∫

K̃
q(t)µ(dt), q ∈ E [t].

By Lemma 3.2(ii), for every p ∈ D[s], there is qp ∈ E [t] such that

Lw(p) = Lw(qp ◦ ψ)
(3.4)
= µ({0}) lim

s→∞
p(s) +

∫

φ−1(K)
qp(t)µ(dt).

By Lemma 3.1(i) and (3.4), for every p ∈ D[s],

Lw(p) = µ({0}) lim
s→∞

p(s) +

∫

K
p(s)ϕ∗µ(ds). (3.6)

Since µ is a finite Radon measure, so is ϕ∗µ (see [4, Proposition 2.1.15]).
This completes the verification of (i)⇒(ii) with ν = ϕ∗µ provided we check
that ν is a finite measure satisfying ν(K) 6 w1. To see this, let p(s) = n−s,
s ∈ [0,∞) in (3.6) to obtain

wn = Lw(p) = µ({0})χ
{1}
(n) +

∫

K
n−sϕ∗µ(ds). (3.7)

This yields

µ({0}) = w1 − ϕ∗µ(K) (3.8)

completing the verification of (i)⇒(ii). The implication (ii)⇒(iii) is now
immediate from (3.7).

To see the implication (iii)⇒(i), note that for any p ∈ D[s],

Lw(p) = (w1 − ν(K)) lim
s→∞

p(s) +

∫

K
p(s)ν(ds).

Since ν(K) 6 w1 and lims→∞ p(s) > 0, p ∈ D+[s], Lw is D+[s]-positive. �

Here is an application of Theorem 3.1 to Hausdorff log-moment sequences.

Corollary 3.1. Let w = {wn}n>1 be a sequence of non-negative real num-
bers. Consider the real linear functional Lw : D[s] −→ R defined by Lw(n

−s) =

wn, n > 1, and extended linearly to D[s]. Then Lw is D[0,∞)
+ [s]-positive if

and only if w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence.
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Proof. Applying Theorem 3.1 to the closed set K = [0,∞) yields that Lw is

D[0,∞)
+ [s]-positive if and only if there exists a finite positive Radon measure

ν concentrated on [0,∞) with ν(K) 6 w1 such that

wn = (w1 − ν(K))χ
{1}
(n) +

∫

K
n−sν(ds), n > 1.

The desired equivalence is now immediate from Example 2.1(c) and Lemma
3.1(ii). In this case, one can choose the representing measure of w to be
(w1 − ν(K))δ0 + ψ∗ν. �

As noted in [16, Exercise 1.3.3], the evaluation functional at the point in
the Stone–Čech compactification of R and not belonging to R is a C(R,R)+-
positive functional which is not a R-moment functional. This fact together
with the second proof of Theorem 3.1 suggests that the perturbation to
the integral appearing in (3.1) could be an obstruction in making Lw a K-
moment functional. This is confirmed by the next result, which also answers
Question 1.2.

Corollary 3.2. Consider the real linear functional Lw : D[s] −→ R defined
by Lw(n

−s) = wn, n > 1, and extended linearly to D[s]. For a closed un-
bounded subset K of [0,∞), assume that Lw is DK

+ [s]-positive, so that Lw is
given by (3.1) for some finite positive Radon measure ν concentrated on K.
Then the following statements are equivalent:

(i) Lw is a K-moment functional,
(ii) w1 = ν(K),
(iii) w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with a representing measure

µ concentrated on K̃ such that 0 ∈ K̃ and µ({0}) = 0.

Proof. (i)⇔(ii): Let Lw be a K-moment functional with a representing mea-
sure γ. Combining (i) with (3.2), we obtain

(w1 − ν(K))χ
{1}
(n) =

∫

K
n−sγ(ds)−

∫

K
n−sν(ds), n > 1.

By Lemma 3.1(ii) (with ψ given by (3.3)),

(w1 − ν(K))χ
{1}
(n) =

∫

ψ(K)
tlog(n)ψ∗γ(dt) −

∫

ψ(K)
tlog(n)ψ∗ν(dt), n > 1.

Let δ0 denote the atomic measure with point mass at {0} and η denote the
trivial extension of ψ∗γ − ψ∗ν to [0, 1]. Then

(w1 − ν(K))

∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)δ0(dt) =

∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)η(dt), n > 1. (3.9)

By the Stone-Weierstrass theorem (see [18, Theorem 2.5.5]), the subspace

S = spanR{tlog(n)}n>1 is dense in the space C([0, 1],R) of real-valued contin-
uous functions of [0, 1]. Hence, the identity (3.9) holds for any f ∈ C([0, 1],R).
If w1 6= ν(K), then by the Riesz-Markov theorem (see [18, Theorem 4.8.8]),
we obtain

(w1 − ν(K))δ0 = η.

However, in that case, η would be supported only at {0}, which is contrary
to the definition of η. This yields w1 = ν(K) completing the verification of
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(i)⇒(ii). Clearly, if w1 = ν(K), then by (3.1), Lw is a K-moment functional
with representing measure γ = ν.

(ii)⇔(iii): If w1 = ν(K), then by (3.2),

wn =

∫

K
n−sν(ds), n > 1.

Since 0 /∈ ψ(K) (see (3.3)), one can extend ψ∗ν trivially to a measure µ con-
centrated on ψ(K)∪{0} such that µ({0}) = 0. One may now conclude from
Lemma 3.1(ii) that w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing
measure µ. On the other hand, if w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with

representing measure µ concentrated on K̃ such that 0 ∈ K̃ and µ({0}) = 0,
then by (3.8) (see the first proof of Theorem 3.1), we obtain

µ({0}) = w1 − ϕ∗µ(K),

and hence w1 = ϕ∗µ(K). �

It is well-known that the Riesz-Haviland theorem can be employed to
obtain the solution of the multi-dimensional Hausdorff moment problem (see
[16, Section 3.2]; for different variants of Riesz-Haviland theorem, see [7,
Theorem 1.1], [6, Theorems A and B] and [2, Theorem 2.6]). Thus, in
view of Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 3.1, it is natural to look for a solution
of the Hausdorff log-moment problem. Although we could not obtain an
intrinsic characterization of Hausdorff log-moment sequences (unlike the case
of Hausdorff moment sequences; see [18, Theorem 4.17.4]), it is possible to
obtain a handy characterization of these sequences that exploits the theory of
completely monotone functions (we would like to draw attention of the reader
to [10], which explores a connection between Dirichlet series and completely
monotone functions in the context of an approximation problem).

Theorem 3.2. For a positive integer j, let {wn}n>j be a sequence of non-
negative real numbers. Then the following statements are valid:

(i) {wn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence if and only if there
exists a unique completely monotone function f : [0,∞) → [0,∞)
such that f(0) 6 w1 and

wn = (w1 − f(0))χ
{1}

(n) + f(log(n)), n > 1, (3.10)

where χ
{1}

: Z+ → R denotes the indicator function of {1}. If

{wn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with the representing
measure µ, then we may choose f(0) to be w1 − µ({0}).

(ii) for j > 2, {wn}n>j is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence if and only if
there exists a unique completely monotone function f : [log(j),∞) →
[0,∞) such that

wn = f(log(n)), n > j. (3.11)

If this happens, then the representing measure of f is equal to ϕ∗µ (see (3.3)).

It is natural to compare the formulas (3.2) and (3.10), and it is tempting
to explore the possibility to deduce the existence part of Theorem 3.2(i) from
Theorem 3.1. Unfortunately, the method of proof of Theorem 3.1 does not
extend beyond the case j = 1.
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The proof of Theorem 3.2 is fairly long and it occupies most of Sections 4
and 5. It is worth noting that the proof of the uniqueness part of this theorem
relies on Carlson-Fuchs’s uniqueness theorem for holomorphic functions on
the right half plane of exponential type (see [5, 8]). In Section 5, we also dis-
cuss applications of Theorem 3.2 to the Helson matrices and the completely
monotone sequences (see Corollaries 5.1 and 5.2).

4. Basic properties

In this section, we closely examine Hausdorff log-moment sequences. In
particular, we present several algebraic and structural properties of the Haus-
dorff log-moment sequences. Some of these properties will be used in the
proof of Theorem 3.2.

The following proposition provides some algebraic properties of the Haus-
dorff log-moment sequences:

Proposition 4.1. For a positive integer j, let w = {wn}n>j be a Hausdorff
log-moment sequence with a representing measure µ and v = {vn}n>j be a
Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing measure ν. The following
statements are valid:

(i) w+v is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing measure
µ+ ν,

(ii) if c > 0 is a real number, then cw is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence
with representing measure cµ,

(iii) if µ({0}) = 0 and ν({0}) = 0, then the point-wise product wv of w
and v is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing measure
equal to f∗(µ|(0,1] ⊗ ν|

(0,1]
), where f : [0, 1] × [0, 1] −→ [0, 1] is given

by f(x, y) = xy and µ|
(0,1]

⊗ ν|
(0,1]

is a uniquely determined Radon

measure concentrated on (0, 1]×(0, 1] such that the restriction µ|
(0,1]

⊗
ν|

(0,1]
to the product σ-algebra coincides with the product measure

µ|
(0,1]

× ν|
(0,1]

.

In particular, the set of Hausdorff log-moment sequences forms a convex
cone.

Proof. We leave the verification of (i) and (ii) to the reader.
To see (iii), assume that µ({0}) = 0 and ν({0}) = 0. By Remark 2.1(2), µ

and ν are σ-finite measures. By [4, Corollary 2.1.11], there exists a uniquely
determined Radon measure µ|

(0,1]
⊗ν|

(0,1]
such that the restriction of µ|

(0,1]
⊗

ν|
(0,1]

to the product σ-algebra coincides with the product measure µ|
(0,1]

×
ν|

(0,1]
. Note that for any integer n > j and g : [0, 1] −→ [0, 1] given by

g(x) = xlog(n),

wnvn =

∫

[0,1]

∫

[0,1]
(xy)log(n)µ(dx)ν(dy)

=

∫

(0,1]

∫

(0,1]
g ◦ f(x, y)µ|

(0,1]
(dx)ν|

(0,1]
(dy)

(∗)
=

∫

(0,1]×(0,1]
g ◦ f(x, y)µ|

(0,1]
⊗ ν|

(0,1]
(d(x, y))
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=

∫

(0,1]
g(x)f∗(µ|(0,1] ⊗ ν|

(0,1]
)(dx) (by change of variables)

=

∫

[0,1]
xlog(n)f∗(µ|(0,1] ⊗ ν|

(0,1]
)(dx),

where (∗) follows from an analogue of Fubini-Tonelli theorem for Radon
measures (see [4, Theorem 2.1.12]). Since f∗(µ|(0,1] ⊗ ν|

(0,1]
)
∣∣
(0,1]

is a Radon

measure (see [4, Proposition 2.1.15]), wv is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence
with representing measure f∗(µ|(0,1] × ν|

(0,1]
). �

The following proposition provides some structural properties of Haus-
dorff log-moment sequences (cf. [18, Theorem 4.17.4]). The reader is re-
ferred to [4, 15, 21] for the definitions of positive semi-definite matrix, com-
pletely monotone sequence, minimal completely monotone sequence, com-
pletely monotone function, Bernstein function and related notions.

Proposition 4.2. For a positive integer j, let {wn}n>j be a Hausdorff log-
moment sequence with a representing measure µ concentrated on [0, 1]. The
following statements are valid:

(i) for every finite subset F of integers n > j, the matrix (wpq)p,q∈F is
positive semi-definite,

(ii) if k > j is an integer such that k > j, then {wkm+1}m>0 is a com-
pletely monotone sequence,

(iii) for every integer k > j, {wkn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence
with representing measure given by tlog(k)µ(dt).

Proof. (i) For any complex numbers c1, . . . , cn and integers k1, . . . , kn bigger
than or equal to j,

n∑

p,q=1

cpc̄q wkpkq
=

∫

[0,1]

n∑

p,q=1

cpc̄q t
log(kpkq)µ(dt)

=

∫

[0,1]

∣∣∣
n∑

p=1

cp t
log(kp)

∣∣∣
2
µ(dt),

which is clearly non-negative.
(ii) For integers n > 0 and m > 1,

n∑

i=0

(−1)i
(
n

i

)
wkm+i =

∫

[0,1]

n∑

i=0

(−1)i
(
n

i

)
t(m+i) log(k)µ(dt)

=

∫

[0,1]
tm log(k)(1− tlog(k))nµ(dt),

which is non-negative, as required.
(iii) For any integer k > j,

wkn =

∫

[0,1]
tlog(kn)µ(dt) =

∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)tlog(k)µ(dt), n > 1.

Thus {wkn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing mea-

sure given by tlog(k)µ(dt). �
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Any Hausdorff log-moment sequence {wn}n>1 is determinate, that is, its
representing measure is unique. Indeed, we have following general fact (see
Corollary 5.3 for an improvement).

Proposition 4.3 (Uniqueness). Let j be a positive integer. If µ and ν are
two finite representing measures for {wn}n>j , then µ = ν provided they have
the same total mass. In particular, if {wn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment
sequence, then its representing measure is unique.

Proof. Let µ and ν be two finite representing measures for {wn}n>j and
assume that µ([0, 1]) = ν([0, 1]) < ∞. For a positive integer n, consider

the function fn(t) = tlog(n), t ∈ [0, 1]. Let S denote the real linear span of
{f1, fj , fj+1, . . . , }. Note that

∫

[0,1]
f(t)µ(dt) =

∫

[0,1]
f(t)ν(dt), f ∈ S. (4.1)

Since fmfn = fmn, m, n ∈ Z+, S is a real unital sub-algebra of C([0, 1],R).
Hence, by the Stone-Weierstrass theorem (see [18, Theorem 2.5.5]), S is
dense in C([0, 1],R). Thus, the identity (4.1) holds for any f ∈ C([0, 1],R).
The desired conclusion now follows from the Riesz-Markov theorem (see [18,
Theorem 4.8.8]). �

The notion of so-called minimal Hausdorff log-moment sequences plays
a role in the proof of Theorem 3.2 and this notion is similar to the one
that appears in the context of completely monotone sequence (refer to [21,
Chapter IV.14]).

Definition 4.1. A Hausdorff log-moment sequence w = {wn}n>1 is said
to be minimal if for any ǫ > 0, w − ǫχ{1} is not a Hausdorff log-moment
sequence, where χ

{1}
: Z+ → R denotes the indicator function of {1}.

As in the case of completely monotone sequences, the minimal Hausdorff
log-moment sequences can be described easily.

We now identify minimal Hausdorff log-moment sequences.

Proposition 4.4. A Hausdorff log-moment sequence w = {wn}n>1 is min-
imal if and only if the representing measure µ of w satisfies µ({0}) = 0.

Proof. If w is a minimal Hausdorff log-moment sequence with a representing
measure µ such that µ({0}) > 0, then

w1 − µ({0}) = µ((0, 1]), wn =

∫

(0,1]
tlog(n)µ(dt), n > 2.

Hence w − µ({0})χ{1} is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with the repre-
senting measure µ̂ obtained by extending µ trivially to [0, 1]:

µ̂(σ) = µ(σ \ {0}) for every Borel subset σ of [0, 1]. (4.2)

This contradicts our assumption that w is a minimal Hausdorff log-moment
sequence.

Conversely, suppose that w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with a
representing measure µ. If there exists ǫ > 0 such that wǫ = w − ǫχ{1}
is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with a representing measure ν, then
by Proposition 4.1 and Example 2.1, wǫ + ǫχ{1} is a Hausdorff log-moment
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sequence with a representing measure ν + ǫδ0. By Proposition 4.3, µ must
coincide with ν + ǫδ0, and hence µ({0}) = ν({0}) + ǫ > 0. �

Remark 4.1. Proposition 4.4 suggests that for any integer j > 2, any Haus-
dorff log-moment sequence w = {wn}n>j can be considered as a minimal
Hausdorff log-moment sequence. Indeed, if µ is a representing measure of w
and µ̂ is the trivial extension of µ|(0,1] (see (4.2)), then since for n > j > 1,

tlog(n)|t=0 = 0, after replacing µ by µ̂ if necessary, we may assume that
µ({0}) = 0. We used here the convention that 0 · ∞ = 0.

We need the following corollary in the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Corollary 4.1. Let w = {wn}n>1 be a sequence of non-negative real num-
bers. Then the following statements are valid:

(i) if w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with the representing mea-
sure µ, then the sequence w − µ({0})χ

{1}
is a minimal Hausdorff

log-moment sequence with representing measure µ̂ given by (4.2),
(ii) if there exists a real number c ∈ [0, w1] such that w − c χ

{1}
is a

Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing measure ν, then w

is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing measure ν +
cδ0, where δ0 denote the atomic measure with point mass at {0}.

Proof. (i) Assume that {wn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence. By
Proposition 2.1, there exists a finite Radon measure µ on [0, 1] such that
wn =

∫
[0,1] t

log(n)µ(dt) for every integer n > 1. Let µ̂ be as defined in (4.2).

Note that µ̂({0}) = 0 and µ̂ is a Radon measure that satisfies

wn =

∫

[0,1]
tlog(n)µ(dt)

=

{
µ({0}) +

∫
[0,1] t

log(n)µ̂(dt) if n = 1,∫
[0,1] t

log(n)µ̂(dt) if n > 2.

Thus the sequence w−µ({0})χ
{1}

is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with

representing measure µ̂. Since µ̂({0}) = 0, by Proposition 4.4, w−µ({0})χ
{1}

is a minimal Hausdorff log-moment sequence.
(ii) Assume that the sequence w − c χ

{1}
is a Hausdorff log-moment se-

quence for some real number c ∈ [0, w1]. Since the sequence χ{1} is also
a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with representing measure δ0 (see Exam-
ple 2.1(c)), the desired conclusion is now immediate from Proposition 4.1. �

5. Proof of Theorem 3.2

We need a couple of facts to complete the proof of Theorem 3.2.

Lemma 5.1. For a positive integer j, let {wn}n>j be a Hausdorff log-moment
sequence with a representing measure µ concentrated on [0, 1]. If µ({0}) = 0,
then there exists a unique completely monotone function f : [log(j),∞) →
[0,∞) such that

wn = f(log(n)), n > j. (5.1)

If this happens, then the representing measure of f is equal to ϕ∗µ (see (3.3)).
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Proof. Assume that µ({0}) = 0. By Lemma 3.1(i) (with ϕ given by (3.3)),
we obtain

wn =

∫

[0,∞)
e− log(n)sϕ∗µ(ds), n > j.

Since µ|(0,1] is a Radon measure, ϕ∗µ is a Radon measure concentrated on
[0,∞) (see [4, Proposition 2.1.15]). One may now define the function f :
[log(j),∞) → [0,∞) by

f(λ) =

∫

[0,∞)
e−λsϕ∗µ(ds), λ ∈ [log(j),∞).

Thus the representing measure of f is equal to ϕ∗µ. Note that f(λ) 6 wj
and hence f is well-defined. Clearly, f(log(n)) = wn for every n > j. By
[21, Theorem IV.12b] and the remark prior to [21, Theorem IV.12c]], f is
completely monotone. This completes the proof of the existence of f.

To see the uniqueness of f, for k = 1, 2, consider the completely monotone
function fk : [log(j),∞) → [0,∞) satisfying fk(log(n)) = wn for every
integer n > j. Fix k = 1, 2 and let νk be a positive Radon measure satisfying

fk(λ) =

∫

[0,∞)
e−λsνk(ds), λ ∈ [log(j),∞).

For a real number a, let Ha denote the right half plane {z ∈ C : ℜ(z) > a}.
We now define a function Fk on the closed right half plane Hlog(j) by setting

Fk(z) =

∫

[0,∞)
e−ztνk(dt), z ∈ Hlog(j).

Since |e−zt| = e−ℜ(z)t ≤ e− log(j)t for all z ∈ Hlog(j) and t ∈ [0,∞), by the

dominated convergence theorem, Fk is continuous on Hlog(j). By theorems
of Fubini and Morera, it is easily seen that Fk is holomorphic in Hlog(j) (cf.
[3, Proposition 4.1]). Let L be a holomorphic branch of log defined on the
right half plane Hj and define Hk : H0 → C by

Hk(z) = Fk(L(z + j)), z ∈ H0.

Note that Hk is a well-defined holomorphic function. Since Fk is bounded,
so is Hk. Since fk(log(n)) = wn for every integer n > j,

Hk(n) = Fk(L(n+ j)) = fk(log(n+ j)) = wn+j, n > 0.

Clearly, H1 −H2 is a bounded holomorphic function on H0 satisfying

(H1 −H2)(n) = 0 for every integer n > 0.

Hence, by [5, Corollary 9.5.4], H1 − H2 is identically zero (cf. [5, Theo-
rem 9.2.1]). It follows that f1(log(x + j)) = f2(log(x+ j)) on [0,∞). Since
x 7→ log(x + j) is a bijection from [0,∞) onto [log(j),∞), f1 = f2. This
completes the proof of the uniqueness part. �

We also need a converse of Lemma 5.1.

Lemma 5.2. For a positive integer j, let {wn}n>j be a sequence of non-
negative real numbers. If there exists a completely monotone function f :
[log(j),∞) → [0,∞) such that (5.1) holds, then {wn}n>j is a Hausdorff
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log-moment sequence and {wn+j}n>0 is a minimal completely monotone se-
quence.

Proof. Let f : [log(j),∞) → [0,∞) be a completely monotone function with
the representing measure ν concentrated on [0,∞) and assume that (5.1)
holds. By Lemma 3.1(ii) (with ψ given by (3.3)), we obtain

f(λ) =

∫

(0,1]
tλψ∗ν(dt), λ ∈ [log(j),∞).

It is clear from (5.1) that {wn}n>j is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence.
To prove the remaining part, define g : [0,∞) → [0,∞) by

g(x) = log(x+ j), x ∈ [0,∞),

and note that g is a Bernstein function. Hence, by [15, Theorem 3.6], f ◦ g :
[0,∞) → [0,∞) is a completely monotone function. It now follows from [21,
Theorem IV.14b] that the sequence {f ◦ g(n)}n>0 is a minimal completely
monotone sequence. However, f ◦ g(n) = wn+j for n > 0 completing the
verification. �

Proof of Theorem 3.2. (i) Assume that w = {wn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-
moment sequence with the representing measure µ. By Corollary 4.1(i), the
sequence w− µ({0})χ

{1}
is a minimal Hausdorff log-moment sequence with

a representing measure µ̂ (see (4.2)). By Lemma 5.1 (with j = 1), there
exists a unique completely monotone function f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that

wn − µ({0})χ
{1}

(n) = f(log(n)), n > 1.

Since w1 − f(0) = µ({0}), we have w1 > f(0), and we obtain the necessity
part. To see the sufficiency part, note that by (3.10) and Lemma 5.2, the
sequence w−(w1−f(0))χ{1}

is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence. One may

now apply Corollary 4.1(ii).
(ii) This follows from Remark 4.1 and Lemmas 5.1 and 5.2.
The remaining part follows from Lemma 5.1. �

If w is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with the completely monotone
function f satisfying either (3.10) (j = 1) or (3.11) (j > 2), then we refer to
(w, f) as the Dirichlet pair.

Example 5.1 (Example 2.1 continued). Let us see some examples of Dirich-
let pairs (w, f).

(a) For α < 0, consider a function fα : [log(2),∞) −→ [0,∞) given
by f(λ) = λα, λ ∈ [log(2),∞). Then fα is a completely monotone

function with the representing measure να(dt) =
t−1−α

Γ(−α)(dt), that is,

fα(λ) =

∫

[0,∞)
e−λtνα(dt), λ ∈ [log(2),∞).

If wα = {(log(n))α}n>2, then (wα, fα) is a Dirichlet pair.
(b) For α > 0, consider a function fα : [0,∞) −→ [0,∞) given by

fα(λ) =
1

λ+α , λ ∈ [0,∞). Then fα is a completely monotone function

with the representing measure να(dt) = e−tα(dt), that is,

fα(λ) =

∫

[0,∞)
e−λtνα(dt), λ ∈ [0,∞).
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Note that w1 = f(0). Thus if w =
{

1
log(n)+α

}
n>1

, then (wα, fα) is a

Dirichlet pair.
(c) For α ∈ (0, 1], consider a function fα : [0,∞) −→ [0,∞) given by

fα(λ) = αλ, λ ∈ [0,∞). Then fα is a completely monotone function
with the representing measure να(dt) = δ{− log(α)}(dt), that is,

fα(λ) =

∫

[0,∞)
e−λtνα(dt), λ ∈ [0,∞).

Note that w1 = f(0). Thus, if wα = {αlog(n)}n>1, then (wα, fα) is a
Dirichlet pair. Moreover, (χ

{1}
, 0) is also a Dirichlet pair (the case

of α = 0). ♦
Let us see an application of Hausdorff log-moment sequences to the theory

of Helson matrices. Following [12], we say that a matrix
(
am,n

)∞
m,n=1

is a

Helson matrix if there exists a sequence w = {wn}∞n=1 such that

am,n = wmn, m, n > 1.

In this case, the matrix
(
am,n

)∞
m,n=1

is denoted by M(w). By [12, Theo-

rem 5.1] together with the discussion prior to it, the Helson matrix M(w)
defines a bounded linear operator on ℓ2(Z+) provided w ∈ ℓ2(Z+) satisfies

wn 6
C√

n log(n)
, n > 2.

This combined with Theorem 3.2(i) yields the following:

Corollary 5.1. Assume that j = 1 and let (w, f) be a Dirichlet pair such
that w ∈ ℓ2(Z+) and w1 = f(0). If there exists a positive real number C such
that

xf(x) 6 Ce−x/2, x ∈ [0,∞),

then the Helson matrix M(w) defines a bounded linear operator on ℓ2(Z+).

The forgoing corollary can be used to check that the Helson matrix M =[
αlog(mn)

]∞
m,n=1

defines a bounded linear operator on ℓ2(Z+) for any α ∈
(0, 1√

e
). In view of Corollary 5.1, this is immediate from Example 5.1(c) and

the fact that the function g(λ) = λαλe
λ
2 , λ ∈ [0,∞) is a bounded function.

As another application of Theorem 3.2, we decipher the relation between
Hausdorff log-moment sequences and completely monotone sequences.

Corollary 5.2. For a positive integer j, let w = {wn}n>j be a Hausdorff
log-moment sequence with a representing measure µ. Then {wn+j}n>0 is a
completely monotone sequence. Moreover, the following statements are valid:

(i) if j = 1, then the representing measure ν of the completely monotone
sequence {wn+1}n>0 is given by

ν(dσ) =

∫

[0,∞)

∫

ψ−1(σ\{0})

(
λs−1e−t

Γ(s)

)
dt ϕ∗µ̂(ds) + µ({0})δ0(dσ) (5.2)

for every Borel subset σ of [0, 1], where ϕ, ψ are as given in Lemma 3.1,
and µ̂ is given by (4.2),

(ii) if j > 2, then {wn+j}n>0 is a minimal completely monotone sequence.



Dirichlet polynomials and a moment problem 17

Proof. Assume that j = 1. By Theorem 3.2(i), there exists a completely
monotone function f : [0,∞) → [0,∞) such that

wn − µ({0})χ
{1}

(n) = f(log(n)), n > 1. (5.3)

This combined with Lemma 5.2 yields that {wn+1 − µ({0})χ{1}(n+ 1)}n>0

is completely monotone. Since the sequence {χ{1}(n+1)}n>0 is also a com-
pletely monotone sequence, by the fact that the set of completely monotone
sequences is a cone (see [4, p. 130]), {wn+1}n>0 is completely monotone.
To see the remaining part, note that by Corollary 4.1(i), the Hausdorff log-
moment sequence w − µ({0})χ

{1}
is a minimal Hausdorff log-moment se-

quence with the representing measure µ̂ (see (4.2)). Hence, by Lemma 5.1,
the representing measure of f is given by ϕ∗µ̂ (see (3.3)). We now apply [17,
Theorem 7.2] to f and the Bernstein function g(x) = log(x+1), x ∈ [0,∞),
to conclude that the representing measure η of the completely monotone
function f ◦ g is given by

η(σ) =

∫

[0,∞)
νs(σ)ϕ∗µ̂(ds) for every Borel subset σ of [0,∞), (5.4)

where νs (the so-called convolution semi-group of g) is the representing mea-

sure of the completely monotone function e−sg, s > 0. Since e−sg(x) = 1
(x+1)s

for x > 0, the measure νs is the weighted Lebesgue measure given by

νs(dt) =

{
ts−1e−t

Γ(s) dt if s ∈ (0,∞),

δ0 if s = 0.
(5.5)

By (5.3) and Lemma 3.1(ii), the representing measure of the completely

monotone sequence {wn+1 − µ({0})χ{1}(n + 1)}n>0 is ψ̂∗η (see (4.2)). By

Corollary 4.1, the representing measure of {wn+1}n>0 is ψ̂∗η+µ({0})δ0. This
combined with (5.4) and (5.5) yields (5.2).

If j > 2, then by Theorem 3.2(ii) and Lemma 5.2, {wn+j}n>0 is a minimal
completely monotone sequence. This yields (ii). �

Example 5.2. For a positive integer j, let CMj and DMj denote the cones
of completely monotone sequences {an+j}n>0 and Hausdorff log-moment se-
quences {an}n>j respectively. By Corollary 5.2, DMj ⊆ CMj for every
positive integer j. Moreover, this inclusion is strict:

DMj ( CMj , j > 1.

Indeed, for any integer j > 1,
{

1
n+j+1

}
n>0

is a minimal completely monotone

sequence with the representing measure xjdx. On the other hand, since the

matrix A =
(

1
pq+1

)j+1

p,q=j
has determinant less than 0, by Proposition 4.2(i),{

1
n+1

}
n>j

is not a Hausdorff log-moment sequence. ♦
We have already seen that Hausdorff log-moment sequence {wn}n>1 is

determinate (see Proposition 4.3). Surprisingly, for any integer j > 2, a
Hausdorff log-moment sequence {wn}n>j is almost determinate in the fol-
lowing sense:

Corollary 5.3. Let j > 2 be a positive integer. If {wn}n≥j is a Hausdorff
log-moment sequence, then the restriction of its representing measure to (0, 1]
is uniquely determined.



Dirichlet polynomials and a moment problem 18

Proof. Let {wn}n≥j be a Hausdorff log-moment sequence with two repre-
senting measures µ and ν. By Theorem 3.2, there exists a unique completely
monotone function f : [log(j),∞) −→ R with representing measure ϕ∗µ (see
(3.3)) such that f(log(n)) = wn for every integer n > j. Note that repre-
senting measure of a completely monotone function f : [log(j),∞) → [0,∞)
is unique. This fact may be derived from Bernstein’s Theorem (see [15,
Theorem 1.4]) by considering the completely function on [0,∞) given by
s 7→ f(s + log(j)), s ∈ [0,∞). We may now conclude that ϕ∗µ and ϕ∗ν
must agree on [0,∞). Since ϕ : (0, 1] → [0,∞) is a bijection, we obtain
µ|

(0,1]
= ν|

(0,1]
completing the proof. �

We conclude the paper with some remarks revealing the relationship be-
tween Hausdorff log-moment sequences w = {wn}n>1 and the associated
linear functional Lw. Note that the conclusion of Proposition 4.2 can be
rephrased in terms of the functional Lw to derive the following necessary
conditions for a sequence w to be a Hausdorff log-moment sequence.

Proposition 5.1. If {wn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence, then

Lw(k
−sq2) > 0, q ∈ D[s], k > 1. (5.6)

Proof. To see (5.6), note that by Proposition 4.2(iii), for every integer k > 1,
{wkn}n>1 is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence. Hence, by Proposition 4.2(i),
(wkpq)p,q∈F is positive semi-definite for every finite subset F of Z+. This is
easily seen to be equivalent to (5.6) completing the proof. �

We do not know whether the conditions (5.6) ensure that the sequence w

is a Hausdorff log-moment sequence (cf. [16, Theorem 3.12] and [12, Theo-
rem 3.3]). In particular, one may ask for a counterpart of [16, Proposition
3.2] for the Dirichlet polynomials (cf. the discussion following [12, Theo-
rem 3.3]). In the unavailability of a required "Positivstellensatz”, it seems
desirable to find a counterpart of the method employed in [20, Theorem 2.3]
for Dirichlet polynomials. We believe these questions warrant additional
attention.

Appendix: Second proof of Theorem 3.1

It seems that there could be a direct proof of Theorem 3.1, which resem-
bles a part of the solution of Hausdorff moment problem (see [18, Propo-
sition 4.17.7]). Interestingly, there is an alternate proof of Theorem 3.1 of
topological flavour and the idea of the proof has been known in the literature
(see, for instance, [16, Proofs of Theorems 9.15 and 9.19] and [13, Proof of
Proposition 2.1]).

Second proof of Theorem 3.1. We only verify the implication (i)⇒(ii). In
view of [16, Proposition 1.9], we may assume that K is unbounded. As-
sume that Lw is D+[s]-positive. Let [0,∞] denote the Alexandroff one-point
compactification of [0,∞) (which is always Hausdorff) and let C([0,∞],R)
denote the space of real-valued continuous functions on [0,∞]. Let S denote
the real linear space of functions F : [0,∞] → R given by

S = {F ∈ C([0,∞],R) | there exists a f ∈ D[s] such that F |[0,∞) = f}.
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Note that for every F ∈ S, there exists a unique f ∈ D[s] such that F |[0,∞) =
f and F (∞) = lims→∞ f(s). Moreover, if f ∈ D[s], then F given by

F (s) =

{
f(s) if s ∈ [0,∞),

lims→∞ f(s) if s = ∞,

defines an element in S.
Define a linear functional Mw : S → R by Mw(F ) = Lw(f). Let K denote

the closure of K in [0,∞]. By assumption, Mw is SK+ [s]-positive, and hence

by [16, Proposition 1.9], there exists a positive Radon measure ν on K such
that

Mw(F ) =

∫

K
F (s)ν(ds), F ∈ D∞[s].

It follows from the discussion in the previous paragraph that for any f ∈ D[s],
there exists F ∈ S such that

Lw(f) =

∫

K
F (s)ν(ds)

= ν({∞})F (∞) +

∫

K
f(s)ν(ds)

= (w1 − ν(K)) lim
s→∞

f(s) +

∫

K
f(s)ν(ds),

where we used the equality that w1 = ν(K) (which can be seen by arguing
as in the proof of Theorem 3.1) and fact that K = K⊔{∞} (disjoint union).
This completes the proof once we notice that ν is a finite measure. �
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