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HOLOMORPHIC STABILITY FOR CARLEMAN PAIRS OF
FUNCTION SPACES

YONG HAN, YANQI QIU, AND ZIPENG WANG

ABSTRACT. We introduce a notion of holomorphic stability for pairs of function spaces
on a planar domain 2. In the case of the open unit disk 2 = D equipped with a radial
measure u, by establishing Bourgain-Brezis type inequalities, we show that the pair

(B*(D, ), h' (D))
of weighted harmonic Bergman space and harmonic Hardy space is holomorphically
stable if and only if p is a (1,2)-Carleson measure. With some extra efforts, we also

obtain an analogous result for the upper half plane equipped with horizontal-translation
invariant measures.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Holomorphic stability for Carleman pairs. Let {2 be a planar domain and let
O(€2) be the space of holomorphic functions on Q. In what follows, we shall always
consider a pair (X,Y) of vector spaces both consisting of functions on 2.

Definition (Holomorphic stability). The pair (X,Y) is called holomorphically stable if
one of the following equivalent conditions is satisfied:
i) (X+0Q)nY C X;
(i) (X +0(Q) N Y\ X) = 0;
(i) (X +Y)NO(Q) =XNOQ).
Here X +O(Q) ={f+9lf€X,g€O(Q)} and X +Y ={f+g|f € X,ge Y}

The Venn diagram in Figure 1 illustrates a holomorphically stable pair (X,Y").

FIGURE 1. (X +0(2))NY C X.
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For any f € X and g € O(2), we interpret f 4 g as a holomorphic perturbation of f.
Then the holomorphic stability of a pair (X, Y') means that a holomorphic perturbation of
any element in X remains in X provided that it is contained in Y after the perturbation.

Note that a holomorphically stable pair (X,Y) always satisfies the condition

Y NnOo(i) C X.

Such pairs will be referred as Carleman pairs. This terminology comes from the classical
Carleman embeddings of some classical holomorphic-function spaces on the open unit
disk D in the complex plane (see [Car21, Sai79, GK89, Vuk03]). For its generalization to
complex domains of arbitrary dimension, see Hormander [Hor67]. Note that if Y C X,
then the pair (X,Y) is trivially holomorphically stable. Therefore, the notion of the
holomorphic stability is of interests only for the pairs (X, Y) satisfying

Y¢ZX and YNON) C X.

Our research is inspired by Da Lio, Riviere and Wettstein’s very recent work [DLRW21]
on Bourgain-Brezis type inequalities, where they essentially proved that the pair

(B*(D), h' (D))

of the harmonic Bergman space B?(D) and the classical harmonic Hardy space h!(D) is
holomorphically stable (the precise definitions of B?(D) and h'(D) are given in §1.2). The
notion of holomorphic stability leads to many natural questions. Generalization of our
work in more general planar domains (including the non-simply connected ones) is more
involved and will be given in the sequel to this paper.

1.2. Main results. The harmonic Hardy space h!(D) is defined by
2w

Rt (D) := {u € Oh(D)‘HUth(D) = sup L lu(re)|do < oo},
0<r<1 2T Jo
where O, (D) denotes the space of all harmonic functions on . The Hardy space H'(D)
is then defined as H'(D) := h'(D) N O(D).
Throughout the paper, all measures are assumed to be positive measures. Given a
measure y on D, the associated weighted harmonic Bergman space B?(D, 1) and weighted
Bergman space A?(D, 1) are defined as

B*(D, u) == L*(D, 1) N Ox(D) and A*(D, p) := L*(D, 1) N O(D),

both of which inherit the norm of L?*(ID, u). If u is the Lebesgue measure on I, then we
use the simplified notation B?(D) and A%(D).

A measure p on D is called boundary-accessable if its support is not relatively compact
in D. Note that if p is boundary-inaccessable, then it is trivial to verify that the pair
(B%(D, i), h'(D)) is holomorphically stable. Therefore, in what follows, we always assume
that p is boundary-accessable.

A measure p on D is called a (1,2)-Carleson measure if there exists a constant C' > 0
such that

(1) ([ r@Pud)” < Ul vf € H'()

Theorem 1.1. Let i be a radial boundary-accessable measure on D. Then the pair
(B*(D, p), ' (D))
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is holomorphically stable if and only if p is a (1,2)-Carleson measure.
A natural conjecture is

Conjecture. For any boundary-accessable measure p on D, the pair (B*(D, u), h'(D)) is
holomorphically stable if and only if 1 is a (1,2)-Carleson measure.

For a finite measure p on D which is not necessarily radial, a simple situation (which
in general is rather different from the situation in Theorem 1.1, see Theorem 1.2 below
for more details) for the holomorphic stability of (B?(D, i), h'(D)) is provided as follows.
Consider the linear map Q. defined on the space Oy (D) by

(1.2) Q+<Z a,2" + Z bn2”> = Z anz".

n>0 n>1 n>0
Then the pair (B*(D, i), h*(D)) is holomorphically stable if both
(1.3) Q. : h'(D) — A*(D, u)

and

(1.4) Q1 BYD, p) — A*(D, p)

are bounded linear operators.
It is not hard to see that the operator (1.3) is bounded if and only if

(1.5) sup _pldz) < 00

9€[0,27) JD |1 —emi0z2

Hence the boundedness of the operator (1.3) in general fails even for a radial (1,2)-
Carleson measure. On the other hand, the boundedness of (1.4) holds for all radial finite
measure p on D. For general weights, a clear sufficient condition for the boundedness of
the operator (1.4) is that the Bergman projection being bounded on L*(D, i) (which then
is equivalent to the condition that u is a By-weight a la Békollé-Bonami, see [BB78] for
more details on Bergman projections). Consequently, for any By-weight p on D satisfying
(1.5), the pair (B*(D, 1), h'(D)) is holomorphically stable.

For a radial boundary-accessable finite measure p on D, the space B?(ID, 1) is complete
and B?*(D, u) + h*(D) is a Banach space equipped with the norm:

1204 = it {9l 20, + IRl f = g+ b, g € BX(D,p) and h € h'(D)}.

Recall that a closed subspace B; of a Banach space B is called complemented in B if there
exists a bounded linear projection from B onto Bj.

Theorem 1.2. Let i be a radial boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson measure on D. Then
(B*(D, p) + 1 (D)) N O(D)

is a closed subspace of B*(D, u) + h*(D). Moreover, the above subspace is complemented
in B%(D, ) + h'(D) if and only if p satisfies the condition

(1.6) /D“(dz) <00

1—z?

Remark. For radial measures on D, the conditions (1.5) and (1.6) are clearly equivalent.
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In general, the notion of holomorphic stability for the pair (B%(€2, i), h'(€2)) is not
conformally invariant, where € is assumed to have a nice boundary and h!'(Q) is then
defined as the set of all the Poisson convolutions of functions in L'(99,ds) (where ds
is the arc-length measure on 012). In particular, our following result for the upper half
plane does not seem to be a direct consequence of the result on the unit disk and its proof
requires more efforts.

Let H = {z € C|3(z) > 0} denote the upper half plane. In this case, the suitable spaces
for studying the holomorphic stability are the harmonic Zen-type spaces (which reduces
to the ordinary harmonic Bergman space when the weight is the Lebesgue measure on
H), see [Har09, JPP13].

A measure p on H is called boundary-accessable if its support is not contained in

H. :={z € C|S(2) > ¢}

for any € > 0. Given a horizontal translation-invariant boundary-accessable measure u
on H, define the harmonic Zen-type space by

1) B4 = {9 € OuED|lollmgan —sup ([ lote +iD)Putaz) <},

where Op(H) denotes the set of all harmonic functions on H. It is easy to see that the
above space %%(H, ;1) is complete and thus is a Hilbert space.
The relation between %*(H, i) and the ordinary weighted harmonic Bergman space

BX(H, ) i= L3(H, ) N Oy (H)
is given as follows. For any g € O,,(H) and any y > 0, define g, : R — C by
(1.8) gy(2) == g(z +iy), Vo € R.
Recall the Poisson kernel for H at the point z = x + iy € H:
1 y

1. Pity==-——2— - tcR

(19) S =t te

Set

(1.10) Poi(H) := {g € Ou(H)|g, € L*(R) and g4y = Py * g, Yy, Y > O}.

One can easily check that, for any horizontal translation-invariant boundary-accessable
measure 4 on H,

(1.11) $*(H, ) = B*(H, 1) N Poi(H).
The harmonic Hardy space h'(H) is defined by
) = {u € Ou (D)l = Sup/ Jula + iy)dz < oo}
y>0 JR

and the Hardy space H'(H) is defined as H'(H) := h'(H) N O(H). A measure p on H is
called a (1,2)-Carleson measure if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(1.12) ( / FPu(E@) " < Cllf . VS € H(EH).
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Theorem 1.3. Let p be a horizontal translation-invariant boundary-accessable measure
on H. Then the pair

(%°(H, p), h' (H))
is holomorphically stable if and only if u is a (1,2)-Carleson measure.
1.3. Sketch of the proof. Here we give a sketch of the proof of Theorem 1.1. The
proof is based on a generalization of the following one-dimensional Bourgain-Brezis-type

inequality due to Da Lio-Riviere-Wettstein: there exists a universal constant C' > 0 such
that for any smooth function u € C*°(T) with [u(e*)df = 0,

(113)  Jullezcn) < (D) ullosvageyanm + IHD)ull osvagoy o) )

where the Hilbert transform of w is given by

Z sgn zn9

neZ
and the 1/4-fractional Laplace transform (—A)l/ 4u is given by
( 1/4 Z‘n|1/2 m9_
neZ

The inequality (1.13) implies

(1.14)  |flls2w) < CUIf B2y ) + 1HS | B2y 101 (), VI € On(D) N L2(D),
where, slightly by abusing the notation, H f is defined by

(1.15) Hf(z) = Z an 2" — Z b,z", provided that f(z Z apz" + Z b, z"

n>1 n>1 n>0 n>1

In our situation, we are able to prove that, if u is a radial boundary-accessable measure,
then p is a (1, 2)-Carleson measure on D if and only if there exists a constant C,, > 0 such
that for any bounded harmonic function f € O, (D) N L*>*(D),

(1.16) 1l B2,y < CulllfllB2oy+nr @) + 1HF I B2 401 (D)) -

The inequality (1.16) applied to holomorphic functions immediately gives the result stated
in Theorem 1.1.

The proof of the inequality (1.16) relies on a weighted version of Bourgain-Brezis-type
inequality obtained in Theorem 1.4 below. More precisely, define a Fourier multiplier
operator by

~1/2 ‘
(1.17) A u~ /\2]2“1 dz a(n)e™, wue C™(T),
neZ

where

1 2w 0
— u(e)dd, n € Z.
2 Jo

Define also a Sobolev-type space corresponding to the radial weight u by

(118)  H(T) = Lo~ 3 0w ol m = (3 0(n) /| Prlu(a:)) 7 < o}

ne” ne”

u(n) =
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Remark. For a general p, the coefficients of a formal Fourier series v € H,(T) may have
non-polynomial growth and it may not represent a distribution in D'(T). However, if u
is the Lebesgue measure on D, then H,(T) is the Sobolev space H~Y?(T) c D'(T).

Theorem 1.4. Let p be a radial boundary-accessable finite measure on D. Then v is a
(1,2)-Carleson measure if and only if there exists a universal constant C,, > 0 such that
for any smooth function u € C>(T),

(1.19) lull 2y < Co (Il ey + IHAl 520 )-

2. PRELIMINARIES ON CARLESON MEASURES

Recall that throughout the paper, all measures are assumed to be positive. We shall
use the famous geometric characterization of the (1,2)-Carleson measures on D defined
in (1.1). For any interval I C T, the Carleson box S; is defined by

I
Slz{zeD‘iEI,l—u§|z|<1},
H 27

where |I| denotes the arc-length of I. Let |S;| denote the Lebesgue measure of Sy, then
a measure g on D is a (1, 2)-Carleson measure if and only if (see [Car62] and [Dur69))

sup 1(S1)
Iis an arc in T |S]|

< 00

In particular, we have

Lemma 2.1. Let p(dz) = o(dr)df be a radial measure on D. Then p is a (1,2)-Carleson
measure if and only if
1—9,1
(2.1) sup o1 =91) < 00.
0<o<1 0

The (1,2)-Carleson measures on the upper half plane H is defined in (1.12) and its
geometric characterization (see, e.g., [Ryd20, Thm. 2.1]) is given as follows: a positive
Radon measure p on H is a (1,2)-Carleson measure on H if and only if

w(Qr)
sup
I is an interval in R ’QI‘

< 00,

where |Q);| is the Lebesgue measure of the Carleson box @; defined by
sz{z:x+iy€Hx€],O<y< |I|},
here |I| denotes the Lebesgue measure of the interval I C R. In particular, we have

Lemma 2.2. Let u(dz) = dxll(dy) be a horizontal translation-invariant measure on H.
Then p is a (1,2)-Carleson measure if and only if

(2.2) sup w < 00

Remark. While all (1,2)-Carleson measures on ID are finite, a (1, 2)-Carleson measure on
H needs not be.
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3. HOLOMORPHIC STABILITY: THE DISK CASE

This section is mainly devoted to proving Theorems 1.1 and 1.2. We shall use the
following elementary observation: if u(dz) = o(dr)df is a radial boundary-accessable
finite measure on D, then

e both A?(D, 1) and B?(D, 1) are closed in L*(ID, u);
e for any z € D, the evaluation map ev, : B?(D, u) + h'(D) — C defined by

(3.1) ev.(f) = f(z)

is a continuous linear functional on B*(D, ) + h'(D);
e for any p € (0,1) and any k € N,

1
(3.2) o) = / r#o(dr) > / r¥#a(dr) > p**o([p,1)).
0 [0,1)
Recall the definition (1.18) of the space H,(T): for any v € H,(T), we set

(3:3) I/l =D \@(H)IQ/DIZ\Q'"'M(CZZ) =21y [0(n)fo,.

nez ne”

By (3.2) and (3.3), for any r € [0, 1), the Poisson transformation PP x v of an element
v € H,(T) is a smooth function given by

PP xv(e) = Z T‘”'ﬁ(n)em@.
nez

Any v € H,(T) has a natural harmonic extension (denoted again by v) on D:
2" ifn>0

gl it < —1

(3.4) v(z) = Z@(n)en(z) with e,(2) = {

neZ

3.1. The derivation of Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.4. If (B*(D, u), h' (D)) is a
holomorphically stable pair, then we have set-theoretical inclusion

H'(D) c A*(D, p).

It follows that p is a finite measure, which, when combined with the assumption of the
theorem, implies that u is a radial boundary-accessable finite measure on ). Therefore,
A%(D, u) is complete. Hence the embedding H'(D) C A%*(D, i) is continuous by the Closed
Graph Theorem. In other words, p is a (1,2)-Carleson measure on D.

Now assume that p is a radial boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson measure g on D.
To prove the holomorphic stability of the pair (B*(D, i), h' (D)), it suffices to show that
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(3.5) [f Lz < CllflB2@pwy+nr @), Y € OD).
Indeed, assuming (3.5) and let v € B*(D, uu), f € O(D) with u + f € h*(D), we obtain
[flla2@) < Cllu = (u+ f)ll B2 w+nr @) < ClullB2mp + [u+ fllnm) < oo

and hence f € A%(D,u) C B*(D, u). Tt follows that u + f € B?(D, 1) and this gives the
holomorphic stability of the pair (B?(D, i), h'(D)).
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It remains to prove (3.5). For any f € O(D) and any 0 < r < 1, write f.(2) := f(rz).
Then, since p is radial,
li ” =
m [ fllazmn = Ifla2m
and

limsup || f+]| B2,y 41 @) < 11 B20,0)+11 (0)-
r—1-

Therefore, it suffices to show that (3.5) holds for all f belonging to the following class:
O(D) = {f|f is holomorphic in a neighborhood of D}.

We now proceed to the derivation of the inequality (3.5) for any f € O(D) from the
inequality (1.19) obtained in Theorem 1.4. Observe that, any v € B*(D, u) has the form

= Z anen(2)
nez
where e, is defined as in (3.4). Then, by the radial assumption on g,
(3. [0l = S lanl? [ PP nd)
nez

Comparing (3.6) and (1.18), we obtain a natural isometric isomorphism H,(T) — B*(D, p)
that associates any v € H,(T) to its harmonic extension in I defined by (3.4). Similarly,
there is a natural isometric isomorphism L'(T) — h!(D). Therefore, we get a natural
identification of the Banach spaces

H,(T) + LY(T) ~ B*(D, u) + h*(D).
Hence, for any f € O(D), by taking u = f|r € C*°(T) in (1.19), we obtain
AL (Fln) 2y < Culll flls2 @y sm o) + IHF | 520101 )

with A, defined in (1.17), Hf defined in (1.15). Since Hf = f — f(0) for all f € O(D)
and [f(0)] < || fllar) < If]B2@)+n (), We get

JA () lzeery < 3CllfllB2p+m @), VS € OD).
Finally, notice that, for any f = ., c,2" € O(D),
A ey = S bel? [ 12Patdz) = 11,
n>0

Thus we obtain the desired inequality (3.5) for all f € O(D) and complete the derivation
of Theorem 1.1 from Theorem 1.4.

3.2. The proof of Theorem 1.4. A pair (a,b) of sequences a = (a(n)),ez and b =
(b(n))nez is called p-adapted if the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) a(0) # 0;
(ii) for any n € Z* = Z \ {0},

1
(3.7) la(n)|*b(n)sgn(n) = 0,*, where 0, := / o (dr) > 0;
0
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(iii) there exists a constant Cj, such that
1
(3.8) 0< oA <|b(n)| < Cy, neZ"
b

Note that the condition (3.7) implies in particular that b(n) € R for all n € Z*.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose p is a radial boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson measure on
D. Let (a,b) be a p-adapted pair of sequences. Then there exists a constant C' such that

(3.9) ullzoery < C|Taul| m, (vy+r 0y + 1T Tatel| m, ()41 (my), - Vu € CF(T),
where T, and T, are the Fourier multipliers defined by
Tou(n) = a(n)ti(n) and Tyu(n) = b(n)i(n), n € Z.
The next criterion of radial (1,2)-Carleson measures will be useful for us.

Lemma 3.2. Let a(dr) be a finite measure on [0,1). Then the inequality

L sin 6
3.10 dr)| <
( ) 9:[})1,%) /0 (r —cosf)? + sin? Qa( ) >0
holds if and only if
a([l —4,1))
sup ————— < 0.
0<o<1 )

We postpone the proof of Lemma 3.2 for a while and proceed to the proof of Theo-
rem 1.4.

Lemma 3.3. Let u(dz) = o(dr)df be a radial boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson mea-
sure on D, then there exists a function w, € L>(T) such that

(3.11) Wy (n) =sgn(n)o,, n € Z.
Proof. Under the assumption of the lemma, set
1,2
O o r*sin 6
(312) wa(e ) = 2@/0v mg(dT)

We first show that w, € L>°(T). Indeed, by change-of-variable r = /s,
1 .
. 6
wy(e?) = 22’/ ( o ——0o'(ds),
0

cos — s)2 +sin* @

where o'(ds) = so.(ds) with o,(ds) being the push-forward of the measure ¢ under the
map s = r2. By Lemma 2.1, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

o([l—0,1)) <C§, Vo€ (0,1).
Then, by the definition of ¢’, there exists a constant C’ > 0 such that
d([1-46,1)) <Cs, V§e (0,1).

Hence, w, € L*(T) by Lemma 3.2.
It remains to prove the equality (3.11). Since w, € L*(T), we have

?[sing| ' 2 ging
Sup / dr) = sup T 250 dr)| < oo
oclozm Jo 12— e 7tdr) belo2m) | Jo 12— 72 (ar)
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Therefore, for any n € Z, by Fubini’s Theorem,

1 2 L r2ging -
Wy = — 21 ——0o(d ) 99
w (”) 271'/0 ( L . |T2 _6—10|20( T) €

Yo om0 r?sing

Then by the elementary identity (which converges absolutely for any fixed 0 < r < 1)

r2sin 6

. zm9 2|n
2@| R ngn rAnl e e [0,1),
nez*
we have
1 [*_  r’sinf ., oln
% ; QZme df = Sgn(n)r Il
and hence
1
We(n) = sgn(n)/ r2Ml o (dr) = sgn(n)o,.
0
This is the desired equality (3.11). O

Proof of Proposition 3.1. Let u € C*°(T). Note that ||ul|z2(ry < [Ju —u(0)|| p2(ry + [©(0)].
Clearly, if Tou = f + g with f € H,(T),g € L*(T), then a(0)a(0) = f(0) + g(0) and

[a()a0)] < [FO)] + 15O < Iflm.c + lglleacr)

It follows that [@(0)| < |a(0)|~"||Tqul a, (r)+ 21 (r)- Therefore, from now on, we may assume
that u(0) = 0. Take any pairs of decompositions

Tau = fi+ o1,
(3.13) { ToTau = f2+ go,

with fi1, fo € H,(T) and g1, g2 € L'(T). Then for any 0 < r < 1, we have (the following
Poisson convolutions will be used in the proof of the equality (3.21) below)

(3.14) PP (Tou) = PP« fi + PP x g,
: D (TyTou) = PP x fo + PP x go.

That is,

(3.15) rilam)i(n) =) +rGi(n), nez,
' rb(n)a(n)i(n) = riMfy(n) +7l"gy(n), neZ.

From (3.15), we have
1B <l = 3 (P

nez*

(3.16) _ Z 7“" A (n)r™a(m)

GZ* EZ*

W)

J/

denoted by I denoted by II
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By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,

(Y rzlm,le)l/?( Z W)m

(3.17) neZ*
< VG 27| PP s ul 2y |1PP * filla,(m).s

where we used the fact that if (a,b) is a p-adapted pair of sequences, then by (3.7) and
(3.8), for any v € H,(T),

(3.18) (2'“ ) — (X Pl " < Vol

nez* nez*
By (3.15),
ril(a(n)i(n) — fi(n)) '”'gl(n rings(n)
(3.19) I = rInl o (n) + .
D MDIEIC) : Z a(n)Po(n)
denot;drby 111 denoted by IV

Then by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality,

|HI|<‘Z ‘un) r7l £ (n) ’+‘Z| 'J;;b |n\%’

)b(n)

rlﬂ|2n 1/2 2\n\1 )2\ 172 7«2|nlA2n2 1/2
S“P*”*““w“(ne%\m()/ (2 wpie) (2 )

nez*

Using similar inequality as (3.18), under the conditions (3.7) and (3.8), we have

(320 ‘III’ < \/Cb/27THPD*UHL2 ‘PD*f2HH‘L T)—F—HPD*leH‘L ”PP*fQHHM(T)

We now proceed to the estimate of term IV in the decomposition (3.19). Note that
9a(n) = go(n), where gy(e”) := ga(e™™).
For any 0 <7 < 1, set
hy = (P % g1) * (P, * gy).
A priori, we only have ¢, * g, € L'(T), but h, € L2('JI‘) for any 0 < r < 1. By (3.7),
IV = Z sgn(n)o,r™ g (n)r Z h-(n)sgn(n

neL* neL*
By Lemma 3.3, w, € L°(T) C L*(T). Then the Plancherel’s identity implies
(3.21) IV =">"h = I /hrwa —/h,,/wa.

nezL* nez* T T T

Hence

(3.22) 1IV] < 207 ||z (my lwe || ow -
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By (3.16), (3.17), (3.19), (3.20) and (3.22), there is a constant C' = C'(a, b, 1), depending
only on (a,b) and the measure p but not on r € (0, 1), such that

1P ullfagry SCIPY * ull 2| PP * fillm,my + CIIB * ullpzen) | By * folla,my+
+OIP * fillmumll B * follaumy + CIE * gillim 1Py * gall i cry-
Therefore, by a standard argument, there is a constant C' = C’(a, b, ) such that
1PP s ulliay < € (IBP % fullmucny + 1P * follmmy + PP = grllusey + 1 PP % gallaen)

< (Ifilmm + lgrlloxm + 1 fellm + gl )

where the last inequality is due to the contractive property of the Poission convolution
on both H,(T) and L*(T). Let r approach to 1, then

Jul|2(r) < C'<||fl||hm(1r) + loullrery + Nl fellmy () + ||92||L1(1r)>'
Since the decompositions (3.13) are arbitrary, we obtain the desired inequality (3.9). O

Proof of Theorem 1.4. 1If n = o(dr)df is a radial boundary-accessable (1, 2)-Carleson mea-
sure on D, then we obtain the inequality (1.19) from Proposition 3.1 by taking

a(n) = /D |z|2”|u(dz)>_1/ "_ L and b(n) = sgn(n).

2mo,

Conversely, if the inequality (1.19) holds, then by the argument in the first two paragraphs
of §3.1, the measure p is a (1, 2)-Carleson measure on D. O

It remains to prove Lemma 3.2. We shall apply a result due to Garnett about the
boundary behavior of Poisson integrals on the upper half plane H.

Lemma 3.4 (Garnett, see, e.g., [RU88, pp. 210]). Let v be a measure on R with
fR 1Jr%y(ahf) < 00. Then the following two assertions are equivalent:

® sup,.g [p wpv(dt) < oo

® SUp; - V([_Qi’LD < 00

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Note that

! sin ¢ ! sin ¢
dr)| = dr).
/0 (r — cos )2 + sin? 904( r) 923};)/0 (r — cos §)2 + sin? 904( r)

10

sup
0€[0,2m)

For any 6 € (0, ), consider the point z = €' = cos +isin  and recall the Poisson kernel

PH at the point 2z € H given in (1.9), then

! sin 6 .

r —cosf)? + sin® 6

Consider the Mébius transformation ¢ defined by ¢(z) = :} Then ¢ is an automorphism
of the upper half plane and

Py (o)¢' ()] = PI(1), =z€H teR\{-1}.
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Note that when @ ranges over (0, ), the image ¢(e?) ranges over iR, . Therefore,

Sup)/RP§e<t)1[o,1)(t)a(dt) = sup /RP@Ee“’)(¢(t))W’(t)‘l[o,l)(t)a(dt)

0e(0,m 0e(0,m)

— sup / PE(6(0)|6(8)|o(dt).

y>0Jo

By change-of-variable s = ¢(t),

| P = [ Pie)

(1- 8)20 o ¢ 1 (ds).

Then

1 :

sin T y o
Su o(dr) = -su ————o(ds),
ee(ogr)/o (r — cos )2 + sin? 0 (dr) 2y>18/Ry2+32 (ds)

where c(ds) = (1 — 5)*1(_10)(s)o 0 ¢7'(ds). Clearly, [, % < 00. Therefore, by
Lemma 3.4, the inequality (3.10) holds if and only if
o([-L,L
(3.23) sup oll=L, 1)) < 00
£>0 L
By the definition of &, it is easy to see that $0(I) < o([—L, L]) < 20(I1), where Ij, is
the open interval
- (1 —min(L, 1)
L \1 4 min(L, 1)

1) c (0,1).

It follows that, (3.23) holds if and only if sup; . 7UL) — 5o, which in turn is equivalent to

L
1—9,1
sup ol =9,1)) < 00.
0<é<1 0
By Lemma 2.1, the above inequality holds if and only if u(dz) = o(dr)df is a (1,2)-
Carleson measure on D. This completes the whole proof. O

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Fix a radial boundary-accessable (1, 2)-Carleson measure
p(dz) = o(dr)df. By Theorem 1.1,

(3:24) (BX(D, 1) + K(B)) N O(D) = B*(D, 4) N O(D) = A*(D, ).

By (3.5), there exists a constant C' = C, > 0, such that for all f € O(D),
1

(3.25) e < 2@ < 1200 = 1flla2w-

That is, the identity map
id : A*(D, i) = (B*(D, p) + 1'(D)) N O(D) € B*(D, p) + h'(D)

is an isomorphic isomorphism. Thus (B*(D, u) + h'(D)) N O(D) is a closed subspace of
B(D, ) + h'(D).
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Now suppose that the extra condition (1.6) is satisfied. We are going to show that the
closed subspace (B*(D, i) +h' (D)) N O(D) is complemented in B*(D, 1) + h'(D). Indeed,
under the condition (1.6), for any 6 € [O 27), the following holomorphic function

. —ind n
ko(2) := T 192 nE>0 e , z2€D
belongs to B*(D, u) + h'(D) and

2%) M, :— k < k - pldz) )12
(3.26) p = sup I 9!|B2(D,M)+h1(m>) < sup || GHAQ(D,M) = 2 < 0.
6el0,27) 6el0,27) pl—]z|

Recall the definition (1.2) of Q. Clearly, since p is radial, Q@ defines an orthgonal
projection from B?(D, 1) onto A*(D, u). Then

(3.27) 12+ (W)l B2 +m @) < 1+ (W2 < Nlull B2y,  Yu € BX(D, p).

Note also that if v = ZnEZ ane, € h'(D), that is,

= a,e™ € L(T) and [|v]|mo) = 0]l m),

neL

then it is easy to see that

Q. (v) = Q+<Zanen> = % /027r kv (e)do.

nel

Hence, by (3.26),

1 2m s
19+ ()| B2,y 401 () < %/0 1Kol B2 gy () [0 (™) |6
< M|[vl| vy = Mi]|v]ln o)-
By (3.27) and (3.28) and the definition of the norm on B?(D, i) + h'(D),
1+ (NlB2@pyrm @y < Mullfll2@pyinm @y, Vf € BD, p) + b (D).
It follows that Q. defines a bounded linear projection from B%(ID, i) + h'(ID) onto
(B(D ) + H(D) N O(D).

Hence (B*(D, p) + h'(D)) N O(D) is complemented in B*(D, i) + h' (D).
Finally, assume that the condition (1.6) is not satisfied. Then

Sou= 3 [ rotan = [ 2 =5 [ {45 -

n>0 n>0 0

(3.28)

Let us show that (B*(D,u) + (D)) N O(D) is not complemented in B*(D, u) + k(D).
Otherwise, there exists a bounded linear projection operator
P: B*D,u) + h' (D) — B*D,u) + h'(D)
onto the closed subspace (B%(D, i) + h'(D)) N O(D). That is,
e PoP=P,

o P(f)=fforall fe (B*D,u)+h(D))NOMD),
e P(g) € (B*D,u) + h'(D)) N O(D) for all g € B*(D, u) + h'(D).
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Since y is radial, for any 6 € [0, 27), the rotation map 75 defined by 7(f)(2) = f(e¥2)
preserves both the norms of functions in B*(D, 1) and the norms of functions in 2!'(D).
Therefore, 7y preserves the norms of functions in B*(D, i) + h'(D):

176 (N 2@ wrnm) = [l B2@pemm, Vf € BXD,u) + h'(D).
Consequently, the operator-norm of the composition operator
Py=r1g0Por: BXD,u) + h' (D) — B*D, u) + h(D)
is bounded by that of P:
[Pl < (1Pl

It can be easily checked that Pj is also a projection operator from B*(D, 1) + h'(ID) onto
(B*(D, u) + h'(1D)) N O(D).

Define a bounded linear operator P : B?(D, u) + h'(D) — B*(D, u) + h'(D) via the
Bochner integral (see, e.g., [Yos95, Section V.5])

1 2
P .= —/ Pydo.

2m Jo
Then
(3.29) IPI < sup Bl = |IPl| < oo
0€[0,2m)
and
1 27
(3.30) P(f)=5: | Ralf)db, Vf € BD.p)+ WD),
0

Since the evalutation map ev, defined in (3.1) is a continuous linear functional on B*(ID, u)+

h'(D) for any z € D,
(3.31) PUNE) =5 [ [PUDNES, VF € B, + 1 (D),
Note that Py(f) = f for any f € (B*[D,u) + h'(D)) N O(D) and any 6 € [0,27), thus

P(f)=f, Vfe(B*D,u)+h (D) NOD).
On the other hand, for any integer n > 1,

1

(3.32) Ple_,) =0, Vn>1.
Indeed, for any 6 € [0, 27),
(To(e_n))(2) = (ef2) = e™™z" = e7™Pe_ (2).

Thus Po1e(e_,,) = e ™ P(e_,). By (3.24),
P(e-y) € (B*(D, p) + ' (D)) N O(D) = A*(D, ),

we can write
[ee)

Pe_p)( ch) M e A2(D, p),

k=0
with

(3.33) 1P (e-) P,y = 27 Y lei” Pow < 0.
k=0
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Thus, for all z € D,

Py(e-n)(2) = [r-o(e™"Ple-n))l(2) = e™™[r(P(e-n))](2)
_ oint i clgn)(e—iﬂz)k _ i cl(gn)e—i(k—i—n)ézk

where the last series converges absolutely by the inequalities (3.2), (3.33) and

o0

n P S e |2
674) < 31l Pou <Y1 oy . Vpe(0,1).
(=) = i 3255 < S 3 iy

Therefore, by (3.31), for all z € D,

2m de
/ Z n) —i( k+n9 k Z/ et k+n)0 k2 —0.

This is the desired equality (3.32).
However, if we take the harmonic extension of the Féjer kernel on D:

then
(3.34) | FnllB2w+n @) < 1 FN oy = [[Fnlrllzra = 1.

Since P is a projection onto (B*(D, u) + h'(D)) N O(D) and satisfies (3.32), we have

7=0
and, by the radial assumption on p,
N N
IP(F) e = D (1= 3/NVlles e = 27 Y (1= j/N)*o;.
§=0 J=0
Then, by (3.25),
1P (Fn)lle T &
. . 2 (]D)H“) —
lign inf [ P(Fn) |2 00 ) > i inf —— > = Z;aj = 0.

This contradicts to the following inequality (which is a consequence of (3.29) and (3.34))

Sup IP(FNn)B2py+mi@) < || P < oo.

Hence we complete the whole proof of the theorem.
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4. HOLOMORPHIC STABILITY: THE UPPER HALF PLANE CASE

In this section, we will prove Theorem 1.3. For any Radon measure IT on Ry = (0, 00)
satisfying the condition (2.2), define

| Joy et ™EITL(dy) if € € RY,
Lu(é) -—{ S if £ = 0.

Recall the following definition of the Fourier transform for f € L'(R):

7le) = /R f@)e- oy, €€ R

Recall the definition (1.7) of %?(H, u). For any g € %*(H, u) and y > 0, recall the
definition of the function g, defined in (1.8). Note that the Fourier transform of the
Poisson kernel P, given in (1.9) has the following form (see [Kat04, Chapter VI, p. 140]):

/ﬁ _ —27mylé

Piy(é)_e d ‘7 fER
Then, by (1.10) and (1.11), we have g, (&) = e~ 27W=¥)lElg,(¢) for all 0 < 3’ < y and hence
(4.1) e%y‘g'gy(f) = 62”,'5‘@/(5)7 VO <y <.

Definition. Let p(dz) = dzll(dy) be a boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson measure on
H. For any g € $*(H, 1), define a function Gy by

(4.2) Go(&) = ¥™Elg, (&), y > 0,
where, by (4.1), the right hand side of the equality (4.2) is independent of y > 0.
By (4.2) and the Plancherel’s identity, the norm of any g € %?(H, 1) has the form:

(43) ol = ( [ lan@)P2aterte) "

Remark. If the function gy defined in (4.2) belongs to L*(R), then it is the Fourier trans-
form of a function gy € L*(R) and the equality (4.2) is equivalent to g, = P};I* go. However,
the notation gy is only formal for a general g € %*(H, p), that is, it may not correspond
to the Fourier transform of a generalized function gy on R.

Definition. Suppose that u(dz) = dxIl(dy) is a boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson mea-
sure on H. Let H,(R) be the Hilbert space defined by the norm completion as follows:

1L, )

H(®) = { £ € 20|l = ( [ 1F©REn©de) " < o0}
R
For any f € L*(R), set
PEF)(2) := (PZ]IZI x f)(z), z=x+1iy € H.
Immediately from the definition of H,(R), we see that the map
L*(R) > f = P(f) € £°(H. p)

extends to a unitary map from H,(R) to %*(H, p).
Similar to the disk case, for a given measure p(dz) = dzll(dy) on H, a pair (a, b) of two
functions on R is called p-adapted if the following conditions are satisfied:
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(i) for any £ € R*,
(4.4) |a(©)Pb(&)sgn(€) = Lu(§) ™

(ii) there exists a constant Cj, > 0 such that
1
(4.5) o SOl = G

b

Given any Radon measure IT on R satisfying (2.2), Garnett’s result stated in Lemma 3.4
implies that the following function W belongs to L>(RR):

I . T

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that u(dz) = dzIl(dy) is a boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson
measure on H and let (a,b) be a p-adapted pair of functions defined on R. Then for any
u € LA(R),
(4.7) ull 2wy < C|Taull @+ @) + [ TaTovell i, @)+ %))
where T,, Ty are the Fourier multipliers associated to a,b given by

Tou(§) = a(Q)u(€), Ty(u)(§) = b(&)u(§)
and the constant C' = C(b,II) > 0 can be taken to be

(4.8) C(b,11) = \/Cy + [WT|ogey + 1 < 00

Remark. If either T,u or T, Tyu does not belong to H,(R) + L*(R), then the right hand
side of (4.7) is understood as occ.

4.1. The derivation of Theorem 1.3 from Proposition 4.1. Let p(dz) = dxll(dy)
be a boundary-accessable Radon measure on H. If the pair (£*(H, i), k' (H)) is holo-
morphically stable, then H'(H) = h'(H) N O(H) C %*(H, 1) and by the Closed Graph
Theorem, this embedding is continuous: there exists C' > 0 such that

(4.9) 1fl 22 < Cllfllm@y, Vf e H'(H).
Recall the definition (1.10) of the space Poi(H). Since H'(H) C Poi(H),
(4.10) 11 = /H F(2)Pu(dz), Vf € H\(H).

The inequality (4.9) and the equality (4.10) together imply that the measure y is a (1, 2)-
Carleson measure.

Suppose now that p(dz) = dxll(dy) is a boundary-accessable (1,2)-Carleson measure
on H. Assume that

(4.11) f=g+h with f € OH),g € Z*(H, i), h € h' (H).
Then, the goal is to show that f € %*(H, u). It suffices to show
(4.12) 1|22, < 2\/2 + W oo @) (9| 221, + 1ol 1)) -

To avoid technical issues, we first consider the truncated measures of . That is, for any
R > 0, define

wr(dz) = dzllg(dy), where Ig(dy) = 1(y < R) - II(dy).
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Define W= € L*(R) in a similar way as in (4.6). Then ||[W"%||joo@) < [[W||poc(r) for
any R > 0. Therefore, the desired inequality (4.12) follows from
(4.13) 12 my < 242+ IW5 ] 2wy (19l 2010m) + N lren)-

Now we are going to apply Proposition 4.1. For any R > 0, define a ug-adapted pair
(ag,b) of functions by

R _
onl)i= Ly O = ([ e mmiay) " and b(e) = sene).
0
In particular, by (2.2),

(4.14) supap(é)™t < VII((0, R)) < oo.

¢eR
For any y > 0, define f, : R = C and f¥ : H — C by

fy(@) = f(z+1y), z € R and fY(2) = f(z+1y), z € H.
And g,, ¢¥, hy, h¥ are defined similarly.

Claim I. For any € > 0, the function f. belongs to the classical analytic Hardy space
H?(R) and hence

(4.15) supp(]?g) C [0, 00).

Remark. The assertion (4.15) does not follow from the fact that f. is the restriction onto
the real line of a holomorphic function defined on a neighborhood of the closed upper-half
plane. For instance, the following function

K(z) = Sln;;rx), reR

belongs to If (R) and is the restriction of an entire function on the complex plane. How-
ever, supp(K) = [—1/2,1/2] Z [0, o0).

Since h € h'(H), there exists hg € L'(R) with
(4.16) hy = P« ho, Yy > 0.
Thus h, € L*(R)NL=(R) C L*(R). By (1.11), the assumption g € %%(H, i) implies that
gy € L*(R) N L>=(R). Consequently
(4.17) fy =g, +h, € L*(R).
Again by (4.16) and (1.11), for any € > 0,

fy = PZ.IEHy_a) * g + PZ%_E) xhe, Yy>e.

Therefore, for any € > 0,

1/2
sup ([ 16+ in)fe) < el + Dhelie) < o
y>e
The above inequality combined with f € O(H) implies that f. € H*(R). This completes
the proof of Claim I.

Since g € %*(H, ), for any ¢ > 0, the function g° belongs to %*(H, u) and hence
g° € B*(H, pg). Then by the natural unitary map between H,,(R) and %*(H, ur),

19e |21, &) = 197\l 8261, -
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Note that the equality (4.17) and the inequality (4.14) together imply that the function
ar(€)7f.(€) belongs to L*(R). Then there exists a unique function u. € L*(R) with

(4.18) 0 (6) = an() ' Jo(9):
Hence, by (4.15), supp(u.) C [0,00). It follows that,

F2(6) = an(&)i(6) = ar(&)sen(§)u: (&) = ar(§)b(&)i(€).
That is, f. = Tapue = Top Toue. Therefore, since u. € L*(R), we may apply (4.7) and get

([t | L2 () §2\/2 A WIR | ooy | foll o, ()21 )
§2\/2 + ||WHRHL00(R)<Hga”HHR(]R) + thHLl(R))
:2\/2 + HWHRHLOO(R)<H95H(@2(H7MR) + ”hEHLl(R)>

<20/2+ Wl 1oy (g + IRliren)-

where the last inequality is due to the simple observation: for any € > 0,

197l 22y < N9l z2un) and [|hellzr@) < lhollzr @y = [1A]ln @)
Finally, by Plancherel’s identity, the equalities (4.18) and (4.3),

F©P ; :
Il = | BEede = [ 1TAOPLa()dE = 1/ ey
Thus,

1y < 242+ TV iyl + )
The inequality (4.13) now follows immediately since
(|2t = 12
4.2. The proof of Proposition 4.1.

Lemma 4.2. Let IT be a Radon measure on Ry satisfying (2.2). Then there is a function
W e L®(R) such that the following equality

(4.19) [ T = [ ate)sen(e) (e
holds for all w € L*(R) N L*=(R) satisfying
(4.20) [ 1at)icae < o

Remark. The equality (4.19) means that the Fourier transform, in a certain distributional
sense, of the function W' is given by WH(£) = sgn(§)Ln(§). If T(dy) = dy is the
Lebesgue measure on R, then
1 v
Lr(€) = — and W' (2) = — :
H(g) 2|€‘ arn (gj) ) sgn(x)

In general, the Fourier transform of W' can only be understood in a certain distributional
sense and the condition (4.20) in Lemma 4.2 can not be removed.
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The proof of Lemma 4.2 is postponed to the end of this section.
Proof of Proposition 4.1. Take u € L*(R). Suppose that we have decompositions

(4.21) Tou(z) = fi(z) + g1(2) and T, Tou(z) = fox) + gs()
with f1, f2 € H,(R) and g1, g2 € L*(R). That is,
(4.22) A(&)al€) = f(€) +Gi(€),  AE)ale)b(€) = fa(€) + G2(6).

For any fixed y > 0, applying the Poisson convolution to both sides of (4.21), we have
Pl Tou= Py fi+ Py xgi, Py (T.T)u= Py, fo+ Py % go.
By Plancherel’s identity and (4.22),

PE 20 = J \Pa) @)
1PE sl /R\ &) P[ae) P = /r £)Pa()aE)de
. e 2f1(§)+91(§)A—
o - / PO AR T
/| |2f1 ds+/| |2~‘“ @) de.
denoted by I; denoted by I .

Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and the conditions (4.4), (4.5) together imply

. 1/2 f)ﬁ A 2\ 1/2
ml < ( / PROEOR)  ( i % )
4.24
(4.24) < VG |1Py * ull pogey 1P * fill g s
<V ||PE ] o | Fill e

And, by (4.22) and b(§) € R, the integral I can be decomposed as

291 (5)"‘92(5)
/ €l a(é)b(é) )df
(4.25) £)u(e) - le 500
/' <>|2b d“/' ol |2b< la©)Fbe) ™

J/

denoted by I3 denoted by I4
The integral I3 can be easily controlled. Indeed, again by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality
and (4.4), (4.5),
7 1/2
PE(&) fole ‘ 2 )
(

i< ( [ 1Phemeras) ([ |2ge
| |2 12 | 1/2
(4:26) / I\b / / !Ib >/

<V G| P, *UHL2 PH*f2HHu(R)+HBIZH*leHN(R)HPfZH*szHH(R)
<V PY s ull 2|l foll oy + il Nl foll ey
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It remains to estimate the integral 1. Since g1, g» € L*(R), for any y > 0, one can define

(4.27) Gy = (Py % g1) * (P % Go) = Py, * (g1 % §o), where §a(z) := go(—2).
In particular,
(4.28) G, (6) = [PHOI7:(§)7(E) = 51 (€)3(S).
Claim A. For any y > 0, the function G, defined in (4.27) satisfies
(4.29) G, € L'(R) N L™(R)
and
(4.30) 1@ @eate)de < o
R

Indeed, g;*go € L*(R) since g1, go € L*(R). Therefore, (4.29) follows from the definition
(4.27) and the simple observation that P € L'(R) N L>(R). By (4.22),

21y
(S PO 21 (S B (3 PN (9
a6 " g awene ~ " wene
The assumptions fi, fo € H,(R) combined with the conditions (4.4), (4.5) on the pair
)-

(a,b) imply that both functions ﬁ/a and ]/C;/(ab) belong to L*(R). Since u € L*(R) and
hence @ € L?(R), we obtain, by using (4.4) again, that

/|G )L (E)dE = /—47ry5||91 192(8)| d

RGN
</ i) - 28] Jage) - a{gff()@]dg
- Hu L2(R)Hu ab |l L2(R)

By Claim A, the function G, satisfies all the required conditions of Lemma 4.2. Hence,
by (4.28), (4.4) and (4.19),

L= [ GOsen©Ln©e = [ 6T s
R R
It follows that
Lo < W e @) Gyl y = IV ooy 1 P2y * (91 % G2)ll 1y
< W@ llgnll o g2l ).
Combining (4.23), (4.24), (4.25), (4.26) and (4.31), we get
1Psy * ullZomy <V/Co || Py # | oy 1 fillmawy + v/ Coll Py # ull 2y | foll 1, ey
1Al L follar 2y + I ooy g [l 2y | 921 2 )

Therefore, by a standard argument, there exists a constant C' > 0 depending only on the
constants Cj, and |[W"™|| (g such that

(4.31)

1Py < ull 2@y < CUfllm,.@ + loilloie + I fellma@ + g2l w)-



HOLOMORPHIC STABILITY FOR CARLEMAN-PAIRS 23

The constant C' in the above inequality can be taken to be

C = \JC+ W oy + 1.

Since the decompositions (4.21) are arbitrary, we get
1P5  ull 2@ < C(| Taull i@y @ + | ToTaull b, my+ 0 (R))-
Finally, by taking the limit y — 0% and using

Jim, 1P * ull 2wy = llull2 ),

we obtain the desired inequality (4.7) and complete the whole proof of the proposition. [

Proof of Lemma 4.2. Fix a Radon measure Il on R satisfying (2.2). By Garnett’s result
stated in Lemma 3.4, one can define a function W € L>(R) by (4.6).
Now we show that W1 satisfies the equality (4.19). For any 0 < & < R < oo, set

(4.32) Wli(z):=i /R

T™r

Pt a2 II. r(dy), where I gr(dy) =1(c <y < R) - II(dy).
N

Claim B. For any 0 < ¢ < R < 0o, we have W%, € L*(R) and the Fourier transform of
WEI?R is given by the Bochner integral for L?(R)-vector valued function:

—_— R
(4.33) W;IR = / CI(dy),  £,(E) = sgn(f)e‘wﬂ.
In particular, @ can be identified with a C°°(R*)-function by the formula

(434 WIh(©) = [ sen(©e »¥M(dy), €€ R =R\ {0}

Indeed, for any y > 0, recall that the conjugate Poisson kernel (see, e.g., [Gral4, formula
(4.1.16)]) of H is given by

H . T
zy(x) - yz _}_71_21‘2)

Clearly, Q3 € L*(R) for all y > 0 and the map y — Q) is continuous from R, to L*(R),
hence it is uniformly continuous from [, R] to L*(R). Consequently, using the definition
(4.32) of W, and the fact that II.  is a finite measure with support contained in [e, R],

we obtain that W', € L?*(R) and the following equality in the sense of the Bochner
integral for L?*(R)-vector valued functions:

—_— R —
Wi =i / QiTI(dy).
Then the equality (4.33) follows immediately since (see, e.g., [Gral4, formula (4.1.33)])

QL) = —it, (€) = —isgn(€)e 14,
Claim C. For any ¢ € L'(R),

r e R.

T

e—0t
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Indeed, for any y > 0, set Fy(y) := II((0,y]). Then II(dy) = dFu(y) and by the
assumption (2.2), there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(4.36) Fn(y) < Cy, Yy >0.
By integration by parts for the absolutely continuous function F,
¢ mx T y=¢ ¢ 2mxy
4.37 ——1(dy) = ——=F (y)————==dy.
43 [ ) = T P+ [ )

In particular, if II(dy) is the Lebesgue measure on R, then the equality (4.37) becomes

€ ° oz T c 2mxy
() [T [,
( ) arctan {7 o Y+ ma? 4= y? + 72 2Y 0 y(y2+7r2x2)2 y

Comparing (4.37) and (4.38) and using (4.36), we obtain

7|z 5
T H(dy) < Carct
|| s ) < Car a“(m)

Therefore, by dominated convergence theorem, for any ¢ € L'(R),

lim sup ’ / / ik ————5 5 (dy)dr| < C’limsup/ |o(x)| arctan (L) dx = 0.
e—0*t 0 y + w2 e—0+t R 7T|:L’|

Claim D. For any ¢ € L'(R),
) o T

The proof of the equality (4.39) is similar to that of (4.35) and thus is omitted here.
Now fix any u € L*(R) N L*>(R) satisfying (4.20). By (4.35) and (4.39),

(4.40) tin [ (o)W a)de - /R ()T (@) da.

Moreover, since both u and W belong to L*(R), the Plancherel’s identity implies

) [V = [ a@niea = [a@me] [ )]

Using the assumption (4.20), we obtain, by dominated convergence theorem,

@)l [ a@sen©] [ enay]ds = [ a(©sn©La(de

=20t JR e R
Combining (4.40), (4.41) and (4.42), we obtain the desired equality (4.19). O
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