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ALMOST PERIODICITY AND BOUNDARY VALUES OF

DIRICHLET SERIES

OLE FREDRIK BREVIG, ATHANASIOS KOUROUPIS, AND KARL-MIKAEL PERFEKT

Abstract. We employ almost periodicity to establish analogues of the Hardy–
Stein identity and the Littlewood–Paley formula for Hardy spaces of Dirichlet
series. A construction of Saksman and Seip shows that the limits in this
Littlewood–Paley formula cannot be interchanged. We apply this construc-
tion to show that the limits in the definition of the mean counting function
for Dirichlet series cannot be interchanged. These are essentially statements
about the two different kinds of boundary values that we associate with Dirich-
let series that converge to a bounded analytic function in a half-plane. The
treatment of the mean counting function also involves an investigation of the
zero sets and Blaschke products of such Dirichlet series.

1. Introduction

Let H ∞ denote the collection of all bounded analytic functions in the right
half-plane that can be represented as a convergent Dirichlet series

(1.1) f(s) =

∞∑

n=1

ann
−s

in the half-plane Cκ = {s = σ + it : σ > κ} for some κ > 0 and equip H ∞ with
the supremum norm. A celebrated theorem of Harald Bohr [9, 11] asserts that if f
is in H ∞, then the Dirichlet series (1.1) converges uniformly to f in Cκ for every

κ > 0. In particular, this means that f is almost periodic in Cκ for every κ > 0.
A basic application of the almost periodicity is that if f is in H ∞, then the

mean values

(1.2) Mp
p (f, σ0) = lim

T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

|f(σ0 + it)|p dt

exist for every 1 ≤ p < ∞ and every σ0 > 0. In analogy with the corresponding
quantities for Hardy spaces in the unit disc, we set

(1.3) ‖f‖H p = lim
σ0→0+

Mp(f, σ0).

The first main results of the present paper are analogues of the Hardy–Stein identity
and the Littlewood–Paley formula in our setting.

Theorem 1.1 (Hardy–Stein identity). Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞. If f is in H ∞, then the

function κ 7→ Mp
p (f, κ) is continuously differentiable on (0,∞) and

∂

∂κ
Mp

p (f, κ) = − lim
T →∞

p2

2T

∫ ∞

κ

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 dtdσ.

Date: May 7, 2024.
2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 30B50. Secondary 30H10, 42A75.

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.03522v1


2 OLE FREDRIK BREVIG, ATHANASIOS KOUROUPIS, AND KARL-MIKAEL PERFEKT

The limit converges uniformly on (κ0,∞) for every fixed κ0 > 0.

It follows from [12, Theorem 3.8] that κ 7→ Mp(f, κ) is a logarithmically convex
and decreasing function: the latter statement is made precise by Theorem 1.1.

The strategy for our proof of Theorem 1.1 is essentially the same as the strategy
used by P. Stein [26] for the proof of the classical Hardy–Stein formula in the unit
disc. However, since half-planes are unbounded we will require information about
distribution of the zero sets of functions in H ∞. This information will be extracted
from the almost periodicity by way of results due to Bohr and Jessen [10].

Since κ 7→ Mp
p (f, κ) is continuously differentiable, we can write

(1.4) Mp
p (f, σ1) −Mp

p (f, σ0) =

∫ σ1

σ0

∂

∂κ
Mp

p (f, κ) dκ

for σ1 > σ0 > 0. It is plain that if f is the Dirichlet series (1.1), then f(s) converges
uniformly to a1 as Re s → ∞. Setting f(+∞) = a1, we haveMp

p (f, σ1) → |f(+∞)|p

as σ1 → ∞. The following result will be obtained from Theorem 1.1 via (1.4).

Corollary 1.2 (Littlewood–Paley formula). Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞. If f is in H ∞, then

‖f‖p
H p = |f(+∞)|p + lim

σ0→0+
lim

T →∞

p2

2T

∫ ∞

σ0

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 (σ − σ0) dtdσ.

Note that the case p = 2 of the Littlewood–Paley formula was first established
by Bayart [3, Proposition 2] and that a version of Corollary 1.2 without the precise
constant was obtained by Bayart, Queffélec, and Seip [6, Theorem 5.1].

Since the elements of H ∞ are bounded analytic functions in the right half-plane,
the boundary values

(1.5) f(iτ) = lim
σ→0+

f(σ + iτ)

exist for almost every real number τ . It is natural to ask how much of the al-
most periodicity of f is carried to the boundary values. This question has several
interpretations, and ours is primarily inspired work of Saksman and Seip [24].

Theorem 1.3 (Saksman–Seip). Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞.

(a) For every 0 < ε < 1, there is a function f in H ∞ such that ‖f‖H p = ε
and such that

lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

|f(iτ)|p dτ = 1.

(b) There is a function f in H ∞ such that

lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

|f(iτ)|p dt

does not exist.

From a historical perspective, let us mention that Theorem 1.3 (a) in a slightly
different setting was obtain by Besicovitch [7] by completely different techniques.

The underlying issue in Theorem 1.3 is that the set of boundary values (1.5) is
too small to capture in a complete way the almost periodicity of f . The correct
approach is through the boundary values of the vertical limit functions of f . From
this point of view, the almost periodicity of f in Cκ for every κ > 0 is carried over
to the ergodicity of the Kronecker flow on the imaginary axis. This point will be
elucidated in the preliminary Section 2 below.
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We may interpret Theorem 1.3 as saying that the limits in σ0 and T in (1.2) and
(1.3) may in general not be interchanged without damage to the result. It is natural
to wonder whether the same phenomenon holds for the Littlewood–Paley formula
in Corollary 1.2. This is indeed the case, as follows directly from Theorem 1.3 and
the following result.

Theorem 1.4. Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞ and suppose that f is in H ∞. Then

lim
T →∞

∣∣∣∣∣
1

2T

∫ T

−T

|f(iτ)|p dt− |f(+∞)|p −
p2

2T

∫ ∞

0

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 σdtdσ

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0.

This illustrates in a perhaps stronger sense how the almost periodicity of func-
tions in H ∞ fails to extend from Cκ for every κ > 0 to C0: we are not in Corol-
lary 1.2 concerned with the boundary values, but rather the order of integration in
C0.

If f is in H ∞, then the mean counting function1

(1.6) Mf(ξ) = lim
σ0→0+

lim
T →∞

π

T

∑

s∈f−1({ξ})
| Im s|<T

σ0<Re s<∞

(Re s− σ0) ,

is well-defined for every ξ in D \ {f(+∞)}, as demonstrated recently in [12]. It
plays the same fundamental role as the Nevanlinna counting function does in the
classical theory, in connection for example with the Nevanlinna class, formulas of
Jensen-type, and composition operators. See the main results of [12] and [25], as
well as Theorem 1.5 below. If f maps C0 to the unit disc D, then the mean counting
function enjoys the same pointwise Littlewood-type estimate

(1.7) Mf (ξ) ≤ log

∣∣∣∣
1 − ξf(+∞)

ξ − f(+∞)

∣∣∣∣

as the Nevanlinna counting function.
It was enquired in [12, Problem 1] whether the formula (1.6) is true if the limits

in σ0 and T are interchanged. Suppose that f is a Dirichlet series mapping C0 to
D. Setting

Nf (ξ, T ) =
π

T

∑

s∈f−1({ξ})
| Im s|<T

0<Re s<∞

Re s,

it is not difficult to see that this problem can be reformulated as to ask whether
the limit

(1.8) lim
T →∞

Nf (ξ, T )

equals Mf (ξ). It follows directly from the definitions of Mf and Nf that

Mf(ξ) ≤ lim inf
T →∞

Nf (ξ, T ),

1Our definition of the mean counting function in (1.6) differs from the definition presented in

[12], where (Re s−σ0) is replaced by Re s. The present definition is more natural from the point of
view of both the Littlewood–Paley formula and Littlewood’s argument principle, and is therefore
easier to analyze. The two competing definitions are equivalent due to [12, Theorem 6.4], but this
requires a deep result of Jessen and Tornehave [18].
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and we shall establish in Theorem 5.4 below that

lim sup
T →∞

Nf (ξ, T ) ≤ log

∣∣∣∣
1 − ξf(+∞)

ξ − f(+∞)

∣∣∣∣

for ξ in D\{f(+∞)}. Consequently, if the Littlewood-type estimate (1.7) is attained
for some ξ, then the limit (1.8) equals Mf (ξ). Recall from [12, Theorem 6.6]
that if the Littlewood-type estimate (1.7) is attained for one ξ, then it is attained
for quasi-every ξ, and f must be inner with respect to H ∞, in the sense that
‖f‖H p = ‖f‖H ∞ for all 1 ≤ p < ∞.

To state the analogue of Theorem 1.4 for the counting function Nf (ξ, T ), we
recall that if f is an analytic function that maps the right half-plane to the unit
disc, then the Frostman shifts of f are

(1.9) fξ(s) =
ξ − f(s)

1 − ξf(s)

for ξ in D. They key point is Frostman’s theorem or—more precisely—Rudin’s
generalization of Frostman’s theorem [23], which asserts that fξ lacks a singular
inner part for quasi-every ξ in D.

Theorem 1.5. If f is a Dirichlet series mapping C0 to D, then

lim
T →∞

∣∣∣∣∣Nf(ξ, T ) −
1

2T

∫ T

−T

log |fξ(iτ)| dτ − log

∣∣∣∣
1 − ξf(+∞)

ξ − f(+∞)

∣∣∣∣

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0

for quasi-every ξ in D \ {f(+∞)}.

The proof of Theorem 1.5 relies on a new result (Theorem 3.6 below) assert-
ing that the zero sets of functions in H ∞ enjoy a strong version of the classical
Blaschke condition. In contrast to the results about the zero sets of functions in
H ∞ mentioned above, this result does not stem from the almost periodicity of
functions in H ∞, but rather from their behavior as Re s → ∞. We will compile
the various results about the zero sets of functions in H ∞ in Section 3.

Armed with Theorem 1.5 and the construction of Saksman and Seip (presented
in Theorem 6.1 below), we will establish the two following results.

Theorem 1.6. Let 0 < ε < 1 be fixed. There is a Dirichlet series f mapping C0

to D with f(+∞) = 0 such that

(1.10) lim
T →∞

Nf(ξ, T ) = log
1

|ξ|

for quasi-every ξ in D \ {0}, yet

(1.11) Mf(ξ) ≤ log
1

|ξ|
− (1 − ε)

1 − |ξ|2

2
,

for every ξ in D \ {0}.

In comparing (1.10) and (1.11), it may be useful to note that that (1.11) in
particular yields that

lim sup
|ξ|→1−

Mf (ξ)

− log |ξ|
≤ ε.



ALMOST PERIODICITY AND BOUNDARY VALUES OF DIRICHLET SERIES 5

Theorem 1.7. For any 0 < ε < 1, there is a Dirichlet series f mapping C0 to D

such that the limit

lim
T →∞

Nf (ξ, T )

fails to exist for quasi-every ξ such that ε < |ξ| < 1.

There is nothing special about the assertion that f(+∞) = 0 in Theorem 1.6
or the role of ξ = 0 in Theorem 1.7: we have made these choices to simplify the
expressions as much as possible. In any case, it is not possible to improve (1.11)
close to ξ = f(+∞), since

Mf (ξ) ∼ − log |ξ − f(+∞)|

as ξ → f(+∞) for any non-constant Dirichlet series f mapping C0 to D. However,
it would be interesting to see a version of Theorem 1.7 with ε = 0, necessitating a
more elaborate construction than ours.

Theorems 1.3, 1.4, 1.6, and 1.7 demonstrate that various formulas in H p theory
hold only when the T -limit is computed before the σ0-limit. As discussed above,
this is because the boundary values (1.5) do not retain the almost periodicity of
the functions in question. However, if we consider the larger set of generalized
boundary values (see Section 2), then the corresponding limits may be interchanged.
See Theorem 2.5, Theorem 4.2, and Theorem 6.3 below for the precise statements.

Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7 resolve [12, Problem 1]. We close this introduction
by mentioning that the recent papers [4] and [5] have made progress on, respectively,
the two other related problems [12, Problem 3] and [12, Problem 2].

Organization. The present paper is divided into five further sections, the two
first of which are of a somewhat preliminary nature. In Section 2 we collate some
known results about the two types of boundary values a function in H ∞ has and set
out their interactions through the ergodic theorem. As mentioned above, Section 3
contains some old and new results on the zero sets of functions in H ∞. The Hardy–
Stein identity and the Littlewood–Paley formula is the main topic of Section 4. It
is here the proofs of Theorem 1.1, Corollary 1.2, and Theorem 1.4 may be found.
Section 5 contains some expository material on the mean counting function from
[12] and culminates with the proof of Theorem 1.5. The final Section 6 is devoted
to the proofs of Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7.

2. Boundary values and boundary values

For real numbers τ , consider the vertical translation

Vτf(s) = f(s+ iτ).

If f is in H ∞ and if (τk)k≥1 is a sequence of real numbers, then improved Montel
theorem for H ∞ due to Bayart [2, Lemma 18] asserts that we may pass to a
subsequence of (τk)k≥1 to ensure that Vτk

f converges uniformly in Cκ for every
κ > 0 to a function g in H ∞ with ‖g‖H ∞ = ‖f‖H ∞ . We will call a Dirichlet
series g obtained in this way a vertical limit function of f .

A character χ is a completely multiplicative map from N to the unit circle T.
The set of characters can be identified with the infinite-dimensional torus

T
∞ = T × T × T × · · · ,
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since χ is determined by its value at the prime numbers. As T∞ is a compact abelian
group under coordinate-wise multiplication, it comes with a unique normalized Haar
measure that we will denote m∞.

The following description of the vertical limit functions is a consequence of Kro-
necker’s theorem (see e.g. [16, Section 2.3] or [22, Section 2.2.3]).

Lemma 2.1. The vertical limit functions of f of the form (1.1) in H ∞ coincide

with the functions

fχ(s) =

∞∑

n=1

anχ(n)n−s,

where χ is a character. Moreover, ‖fχ‖H ∞ = ‖f‖H ∞ for every character χ.

Since fχ is in H ∞ for every χ on T
∞, we get from (1.5) that the limit of fχ(σ+iτ)

as σ → 0+ exists for almost every τ . We find it natural to reformulate this statement
by a standard argument involving Fubini’s theorem (see e.g. [24, Theorem 2]).

Lemma 2.2. If f is in H ∞, then the limit

f∗(χ) = lim
σ→0+

fχ(σ)

exists for almost every χ in T∞.

We now have two different sets of boundary values for a function f in H ∞,
namely

• the “natural” boundary values f(iτ) for almost every τ in R;
• the “generalized” boundary values f∗(χ) for almost every χ on T∞.

The natural boundary values are a subset of the generalized boundary values,
because fχ = Vτf holds whenever χ(pj) = p−iτ

j for j = 1, 2, 3, . . .. We will write

χ = p−iτ for these characters. Since the generalized boundary values constitute
a larger set, it is natural that they are better equipped to fully comprehend the
various eccentricities of the function f .

This is, of course, not always the case. The most basic and well-known example
is that both sets of boundary values can be used to compute the H ∞ norm of f ,
i.e. that

sup
s∈C0

|f(s)| = ess sup
τ∈R

|f(iτ)| = ess sup
χ∈T∞

|f∗(χ)|.

In both cases, the estimate ≥ is trivial while the estimate ≤ is obtained using
Poisson kernels either in the half-plane or in the polydisc (see e.g. [16, Lemma 2.3]).

Another interesting phenomenon is exemplified by the function

f(s) = exp

(
−

2 − 2−s − 3−s

2 + 2−s + 3−s

)
.

It is not difficult to check that f is continuous in the closed right half-plane C0 and
that f belongs to H ∞. However, the function

f∗(χ) = exp

(
−

2 − χ1 − χ2

2 + χ1 + χ2

)

is not continuous in the point (χ1, χ2) = (−1,−1). The issue is that this character
can only be approached by p−iτ as τ → ∞ and hence continuity of f does not imply
continuity of f∗. This example is adapted from [13, Proposition 2.9] and we refer
to [1, Section 2] for further results in this direction.
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The interaction between the natural and generalized boundary values can be
further explored through the Kronecker flow from R to T∞ defined by

τ 7→ p
−iτ .

Since the Kronecker flow is ergodic with respect to the Haar measure m∞ (see
e.g. [14, Section 3.1]), we can apply the ergodic theorem for flows as follows. If F
is a continuous function on T∞, then

∫

T∞

F (χ) dm∞(χ) = lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

F (p−iτ ) dτ.

This leads to the following result which, although not explicitly stated in the liter-
ature, is well-known.

Lemma 2.3. If ψ is a continuous function and if f is in H ∞, then

lim
σ→0+

lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

(ψ ◦ f)(σ + it) dt =

∫

T∞

(ψ ◦ f∗)(χ) dm∞(χ).

Proof. For fixed σ > 0, we let f∗
σ stand for the function on T∞ defined by χ 7→ fχ(σ).

Since f converges uniformly in Cκ for every κ > 0 and since fχ is a vertical limit
function of f , it is plain that the function f∗

σ is continuous on T
∞. It therefore

follows from the ergodic theorem that

lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

(ψ ◦ f)(σ + it) dt =

∫

T∞

(ψ ◦ f∗
σ)(χ) dm∞(χ).

The stated formula follows from this and the dominated convergence theorem. �

If F is merely integrable on T∞, then the ergodic theorem asserts that the
formula ∫

T∞

F (χ) dm∞(χ) = lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

F (χp−iτ ) dτ

holds for almost every χ on T∞. The same reasoning as above yields the following.

Lemma 2.4. If ψ is a continuous function and if f is in H ∞, then

lim
σ→0+

lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

(ψ ◦ f)(σ + it) dt = lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

(ψ ◦ fχ)(iτ) dτ

for almost every χ on T∞.

It should be noted that the left-hand side of this formula does not change if f
is replaced by fχ for any χ on T∞. This can be established either by using the
fact that fχ is a vertical limit function of f or via Lemma 2.3. If we consider the
specific continuous function ψ(z) = |z|p, then Lemma 2.3 and Lemma 2.4 reduce
to the following well-known result that should be compared with Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 2.5. Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞. If f is in H ∞, then

‖f‖p
H p =

∫

T∞

|f∗(χ)|p dm∞(χ)

and

‖f‖p
H p = lim

T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

|fχ(iτ)|p dτ

for almost every χ on T
∞.
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3. On the zero sets of functions in H ∞

We will write Zf for the zero sequence of a nontrivial analytic function f , where
we repeat the zeros according to multiplicity. The first results will be consequences
of the almost periodicity enjoyed by uniformly convergent Dirichlet series, and we
will for completeness state these results in some generality. The standard reference
for almost periodic functions is Besicovitch [8].

We will state these results with respect to strips

Sα,β = {σ + it : α < σ < β}.

Recall that a complex-valued function f is said to be almost periodic in Sα,β if there
for every ε > 0 is a relatively dense set of real numbers τ such that

(3.1) |Vτf(s) − f(s)| ≤ ε

for every s in Sα,β . It follows from results in [8, §II.2] that uniformly convergent
Dirichlet series are almost periodic in any strip where they converge uniformly. In
particular, elements of H ∞ are uniformly continuous in Sα,β for every 0 < α < β.
(In fact, they satisfy (3.1) in Cκ for every κ > 0.)

It is not difficult to show that if f is analytic and almost periodic in Sα,β , then
f either does not vanish in Sα,β or there is a number T such that f vanishes in the
rectangle

(α, β) × [τ, τ + T ]

for every τ . In particular, the function either has no zeros in Sα,β or it has an
infinite number of zeros in Sα,β . Note that this does not hold in the boundary of
the domain of almost periodicity: the reciprocal of the Riemann zeta function has
only one zero in C1. We require some control over the distribution of these zeros
and the behavior of f near them.

We begin by recalling three results of Bohr and Jessen [10]. A straightforward
account of these result can be found in [20, Chapter VI].

Lemma 3.1. Let f be a nontrivial, analytic, and almost periodic function in Sα,β.

For every δ > 0, there is a number m = m(f, δ) > 0 such that if s lies in the strip

Sα+δ,β−δ and dist(s,Zf ) ≥ δ, then

|f(s)| ≥ m.

Lemma 3.2. Let f be a nontrivial, analytic, and almost periodic function in Sα,β.

For every δ > 0, there is a number N = N(f, δ) such that f has at most N zeros,

counting multiplicities, in any rectangle

[α+ δ, β − δ] × [τ, τ + 1].

Lemma 3.3. Let f be a nontrivial, analytic, and almost periodic function in Sα,β.

For every δ > 0, set

Rδ(τ) = [α+ δ/2, β − δ/2] × [τ − 1/2, τ + 3/2].

There is a number c = c(f, δ) > 0 such that if s is in [α+ δ, β − δ] × [τ, τ + 1], then

|f(s)| ≥ c
∏

ξ∈Zf ∩Rδ(τ)

|s− ξ|,

where the zeros are repeated according to their multiplicity.

We will also use the following adaptation of these results.
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Lemma 3.4. Let f be a nontrivial, analytic, and almost periodic function in Sα,β.

For every δ > 0 there are numbers A = A(f, δ) and B = B(f, δ) such that
∣∣∣∣
f ′(s)

f(s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ A+
B

dist(s,Zf )

for every s in Sα+δ,β−δ.

Proof. We let Rδ(τ) be as in Lemma 3.3 and form the function

g(s) = f(s)
∏

ξ∈Zf ∩Rδ/2(τ)

1

s− ξ
,

where the zeros are repeated according to multiplicity. By Lemma 3.2, there are
at most N = N(f, δ) factors in this product. Lemma 3.3 asserts that |g(s)| ≥ c =
c(f, δ) for every s in [α + δ/2, β − δ/2] × [τ, τ + 1]. We next use the maximum
modulus principle on the rectangle

[α+ δ/8, β − δ/8] × [τ − 1, τ + 2],

to conclude that |g(s)| ≤
(

min(δ/4, 1)
)−N

‖f‖∞ inside the rectangle. This means
that the function log g is bounded and analytic in [α + δ/2, β − δ/2] × [τ, τ + 1].

Setting A =
(
cmin(δ/2, 1/4)

)−1
‖g‖∞, we get that |g′(s)| ≤ Ac in [α + δ, β − δ] ×

[τ + 1/4, τ + 3/4] from Cauchy’s integral formula. This means that
∣∣∣∣∣∣
f ′(s)

f(s)
−

∑

ξ∈Zf ∩Rδ/2(τ)

1

s− ξ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ A

in [α+δ, β−δ]× [τ+1/4, τ+3/4], which yields the stated estimate with B = N . �

For later reference, we also record the trivial application of the Cauchy integral
formula to functions in Sα,β .

Lemma 3.5. If f is an analytic function in Sα,β and δ > 0, then

|f(s)| ≤
‖f‖∞

δ
dist(s,Zf )

for every s in Sα+δ,β−δ.

Let us emphasize that if f is in H ∞, then the constants appearing in Lemma 3.1,
Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3, Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5. are the same for f and for
fχ. This is simply because the constants are not effected by vertical translations
and because fχ can be obtained as a uniform limit of vertical translations.

In preparation for our next result on the zero set of functions in H ∞, we recall
that Jensen’s formula (see e.g. [27, §3.61]) states that if ϕ is an analytic function
in the unit disc that does not vanish at the origin, then

(3.2)
∑

z∈ϕ−1({0})
|z|<r

log
r

|z|
=

∫ 2π

0

log |ϕ(reiθ)|
dθ

2π
− log |ϕ(0)|

for every 0 < r < 1. Let H∞(C0) stand for the set of bounded analytic functions
in C0 and write ‖f‖∞ for the norm of H∞(C0).
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Theorem 3.6. If f is a function in H∞(C0) enjoying the property that there are

constants γ > 0 and c > 0 such that |f(γ + iτ)| ≥ c > 0 for every τ in R, then

∑

s∈Zf

τ≤Im s≤τ+1
0<Re s<γ

Re s ≤
4γ2 + 1

2γ
log

‖f‖∞

c
(3.3)

and
∫ τ+1

τ

∣∣ log |f(it)|
∣∣ dt ≤

∣∣ log ‖f‖∞

∣∣ +
π

2

4γ2 + 1

2γ
log

‖f‖∞

c
(3.4)

for every τ in R.

Proof. If w is in C0, then the function

ψw(s) =
s− w

s+ w

is a conformal map from C0 to D. Suppose that f in H∞(C0) does not vanish in
the point w. Using Jensen’s formula (3.2) on the function ϕ = f ◦ ψ−1

w with the
estimate 1

2 (1 − x2) ≤ log 1
x

for 0 < x ≤ 1, we get

∑

s∈Zf

2 RewRe s

|s+ w|2
≤ log ‖f‖∞ − log |f(w)|.

Fix τ and choose w = γ + iτ . We get an upper bound for the right-hand side
from the assumption |f(w)| ≥ c. We get a lower bound for the left-hand side by
restricting to the zeros that satisfy τ ≤ t ≤ τ + 1 and 0 < Re s < γ, and in this
range we have |s+ w|2 ≤ 4γ2 + 1. This completes the proof of (3.3).

For the second estimate, we first use the triangle inequality to estimate

∣∣ log |f(it)|
∣∣ ≤

∣∣ log ‖f‖∞

∣∣ − log
|f(it)|

‖f‖∞
.

To handle the second term, we infer that

−

∫ τ+1

τ

log
|f(it)|

‖f‖∞
dt ≤ −π

γ2 + 1/4

γ

∫ ∞

−∞

γ

γ2 + (t− 3τ/2)2
log

|f(it)|

‖f‖∞

dt

π
.

Since log |f | is subharmonic in C0, we get that
∫ ∞

−∞

γ

γ2 + (t− 3τ/2)2
log

|f(it)|

‖f‖∞

dt

π
≥ log

|f(γ + 3τ/2)|

‖f‖∞
≥ log

c

‖f‖∞
. �

The estimate (3.3) from Theorem 3.6 can be considered an improved version of
[12, Lemma 2.4]. See also [5, Theorem 4.1] for an alternative approach through the
maximum principle for Green’s function.

Theorem 3.6 applies to any function from H ∞. Indeed, suppose that f in H ∞

enjoys the Dirichlet series expansion (1.1) and that N is the smallest positive integer
such that aN 6= 0. By absolute convergence, there is some γ > 0 such that

|f(s)| ≥
|aN |

2
N− Re s

for Re s ≥ γ.
The problem of determining the functions ψ on R such that ψ(τ) = |f(iτ)| for

some f in H ∞ was raised in [24, Question 1]. The estimate (3.4) in Theorem 3.6
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provides a modicum of progress on this problem, since it illustrates that there are
functions that may be realized as boundary values of functions in H∞(C0), but not
of functions from H ∞.

Recall next that a Blaschke sequence in C0 has the form

B(s) =
∏

α∈ZB

1 − α2

|1 − α2|

s− α

s+ α
,

where the zero set ZB satisfies the condition
∑

α∈ZB

Reα

1 + (Imα)2
< ∞.

We will apply Theorem 3.6 in combination with the following two results.

Lemma 3.7. If B is a Blaschke product in C0, then
∣∣∣∣Im

∫ γ

0

B′(σ + it)

B(σ + it)
σ dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤

(
2π +

π2

3
γ2

)
sup
τ∈R

∑

α∈ZB
τ≤Im α≤τ+1

Reα,

for every γ > 0 and zero-free line Im s = t.

Proof. We write
B′(s)

B(s)
=

∑

α∈ZB

(
1

s− α
−

1

s+ α

)
,

and consider each term separately. Let us therefore set

I(t, α) = Im

∫ γ

0

(
1

σ + it− α
−

1

σ + it+ α

)
σ dσ.

There are two cases to consider. In the first case that | Imα− t| ≤ 1, we write
(

1

σ + it− α
−

1

σ + it+ α

)
σ =

α− it

σ + it− α
+

α+ it

σ + it+ α

and compute

Im
α− it

σ + it− α
=

σ(Imα− t)

(σ − Reα)2 + (Imα− t)2
,

Im
α+ it

σ + it+ α
=

σ(t− Imα)

(σ + Reα)2 + (Imα− t)2
.

This shows that

I(t, α) = (Imα− t)×
∫ γ

0

(
σ

(σ − Reα)2 + (Imα− t)2
−

σ

(σ + Reα)2 + (Imα− t)2

)
dσ.

The integrand is nonnegative, so by letting γ → ∞ we get that |I(t, α)| ≤ πReα.
In the second case that k < | Imα − t| ≤ k + 1 for k = 1, 2, 3, . . ., we estimate
crudely

∣∣∣∣
(

1

σ + it− α
−

1

σ + it+ α

)∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣
2 Reα

(σ + it− α)(σ + it+ α)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
2 Reα

k2

to infer that |I(α, t)| ≤ γ2

k2 Reα. In light of the dominated convergence theorem we
can add up the contribution for each k to obtain the stated estimate. �
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Lemma 3.8. Suppose that f is a nontrivial bounded analytic function in C0 and

let F denote the outer part of f . Then
∣∣∣∣Im

∫ γ

0

F ′(σ + it)

F (σ + it)
dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤

(
1

2
+

π

12
γ2

)
sup
t∈R

∫ t+1

t

∣∣ log |f(iτ)|
∣∣ dτ

for every γ > 0.

Proof. Since

log |F (σ + it)| =

∫ ∞

−∞

σ

σ2 + (t− τ)2
log |f(iτ)|

dτ

π

we get that

Im
F ′(σ + it)

F (σ + it)
= −

∫ ∞

−∞

2σ(t− τ)

(σ2 + (t− τ)2)2
log |f(iτ)|

dτ

π

from the Cauchy–Riemann equations. We get from the triangle inequality and
Tonelli’s theorem that∣∣∣∣Im

∫ γ

0

F ′(σ + it)

F (σ + it)
dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤

∫ ∞

−∞

∫ γ

0

2σ2|t− τ |

(σ2 + (t− τ)2)2
dσ

∣∣ log |f(iτ)|
∣∣ dτ
π
.

If |t− τ | ≤ 1, then we estimate
∫ γ

0

2σ2|t− τ |

(σ2 + (t− τ)2)2
dσ ≤

∫ ∞

0

2σ2|t− τ |

(σ2 + (t− τ)2)2
dσ =

π

2
.

If k < |t− τ | ≤ k + 1 for some k = 1, 2, 3, . . ., then
∫ γ

0

2σ2|t− τ |

(σ2 + (t− τ)2)2
dσ ≤

1

2k2

∫ γ

0

1 dσ =
γ

2k2
,

which completes the proof. �

4. The Hardy–Stein identity and the Littlewood–Paley formula

Following [26], we will establish Theorem 1.1 via Green’s theorem. Consider a
rectangle R = [σ0, σ1]× [−T, T ]. If u and v are continuously differentiable functions
on R, then ∫∫

R

(
∂

∂σ
u−

∂

∂t
v

)
dtdσ =

∮

∂R

(
u dt+ v dσ

)

where ∂R is oriented counter-clockwise. If f is analytic and does not vanish in R,
then |f |p is smooth on R and we could choose u = − ∂

∂σ
|f |p and v = ∂

∂t
|f |p so that

∂

∂σ
u−

∂

∂t
v = −∆|f |p = −p2|f |p−2|f ′|2.

We could then obtain the stated formula by estimating the integrals on the segment
[σ1 − iT, σ1 + iT ] and on the segments [σ0 ± iT, σ1 ± iT ] before letting σ1 → ∞,
dividing by 2T , and finally letting T → ∞. To make this argument work for a
nontrivial function in H ∞ that has zeros, we need to make certain adjustments.

The setup is as follows. Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞ and σ0 > 0. We want to find a sequence
of functions (ϕj)j≥1 enjoying the following properties.

(i) For every j ≥ 1, the function ϕj is almost periodic in Cσ0
and ∂

∂σ
ϕj is

uniformly continuous in Cσ0
.

(ii) The sequence (ϕj)j≥1 converges uniformly to |f |p in Cσ0
.
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(iii) It holds that

lim
j→∞

lim sup
T →∞

sup
κ>σ0

∣∣∣∣∣
1

2T

∫ T

−T

∂

∂κ
ϕj(κ+ it) dt+

1

2T

∫ ∞

κ

∫ T

−T

∆|f(σ + it)|p dtdσ

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0.

Before constructing the sequence (ϕj)j≥1 and demonstrating that it satisfies the
requirements (i)–(iii), let us explain how this would lead to a proof of Theorem 1.1.
The first assertion in the requirement (i) ensures that the mean value

Φj(κ) = lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

ϕj(κ+ it) dt

exists for every κ > σ0. The second assertion in (i) ensures that ∂
∂σ
ϕj is almost

periodic (see e.g. [8, p. 6]) and that

∂

∂κ
Φj(κ) = lim

T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

∂

∂κ
ϕj(κ+ it) dt.

The requirement (ii) shows that Φj(κ) converges uniformly to Mp
p (f, κ) in C0 as

j → ∞. The statement of Theorem 1.1 follows from this and (iii).
Our final preparation for the proof of Theorem 1.1 is the following result, which

is essentially due to Hardy [15]. The proof is a direct calculation based on the
Cauchy–Riemann equations (see [12, Lemma 3.4]).

Lemma 4.1. Suppose that f is an analytic function in some domain Ω and that

ψ : R → R is a C2 function such that suppψ′ ∩ (−∞, 0] is compact. For every s in

Ω it holds that

∂

∂s
ψ(log |f(s)|) = ψ′(log |f(s)|)

f ′(s)

f(s)
,

∆ψ(log |f(s)|) = ψ′′(log |f(s)|)

∣∣∣∣
f ′(s)

f(s)

∣∣∣∣
2

,

where ∂
∂s

= ∂
∂σ

− i ∂
∂t

and ∆ = ∂2

∂σ2 + ∂2

∂t2 .

Let us now proceed with the construction.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞ and let ψ0 : R → R be an increasing C2

function satisfying ψ0(x) = exp(x) for x ≥ 0 and ψ0(x) = 0 for x ≤ −1. For
j = 1, 2, 3, . . ., we define

ϕj(s) = j−1ψ0 (log j + p log |f(s)|) .

The sequence (ϕj)j≥1 enjoys the following properties:

• If |f(s)|p ≥ j−1, then ϕj(s) = |f(s)|p.
• If |f(s)|p ≤ (ej)−1, then ϕj(s) = 0.
• If (ej)−1 ≤ |f(s)|p ≤ j−1, then we apply Lemma 4.1 to the function ψj(x) =
j−1ψ0(log j + px) and get that

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂s
ϕj(s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C1|f(s)|p−1|f ′(s)| and |∆ϕj(s)| ≤ C2|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2,

where C1 = pe max
x∈[−1,0]

|ψ′
0(x)| and C2 = p2e max

x∈[−1,0]
|ψ′′

0 (x)|.
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It is plain that (i) holds, where we in the first assertion use that each ψj is uniformly
continuous on any interval (−∞, b] to deduce the almost periodicity of ϕj from that
of f (see [8, p. 3]). It is also clear that (ii) holds. To handle (iii), we begin by using
Green’s theorem as outlined above to get

−

∫ σ1

κ

∫ T

−T

∆ϕj(s) dtdσ =

∫ T

−T

∂

∂κ
ϕj(κ+ it) dt+

∫ σ1

κ

∂

∂t
ϕj(σ − iT ) dσ

−

∫ T

−T

∂

∂σ1
ϕj(σ1 + it) dt−

∫ σ1

κ

∂

∂t
ϕj(σ + iT ) dσ.

Let I2, I3, and I4 denote the three latter integrals on the right-hand side. Our first
task is to estimate their contribution as σ1 → ∞. It is possible to use the results
from Section 3, but we can we can get away with rather crude estimates. The point
is that there is a constant C3 = C3(f, σ0) such that |f ′(σ+ it)| ≤ C32−σ for σ ≥ σ0,
since f is in H ∞. We get

∣∣∣∣
∂

∂s
ϕj(s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C42−σ for C4 = max(C1, 1)‖f‖p−1
H ∞C3

for Re s ≥ σ0. Since ϕj is real-valued, we can estimate
∣∣ ∂

∂σ
ϕj

∣∣ and
∣∣ ∂

∂t
ϕj

∣∣ from

above by
∣∣ ∂

∂s
ϕj

∣∣ to get

|I2 + I3 + I4| ≤ C4
2

log 2

(
2−κ + (T log 2 − 1)2−σ1

)
.

If we let σ1 → ∞, we get a contribution of at most C4
2

log 2 2−σ0 independently of

κ ≥ σ0 and T > 0. In view of this and Green’s theorem, we see that the requirement
(iii) holds if we can prove that

lim
j→∞

lim sup
T →∞

1

2T

∫ ∞

σ0

∫ T

−T

∣∣∆ϕj(σ + it) − ∆|f(σ + it)|p
∣∣ dtdσ = 0.

We will split the integral over σ in two parts. Since f is a nontrivial Dirichlet series,
there is some γ > 0 such that f does not vanish in Cγ . To handle the first part,
we fix δ > 0 sufficiently small and use Lemma 3.1 to infer that there is a constant
m > 0 such that |f(s)| ≥ m > 0 whenever dist(s,Z (f)) ≥ δ. We restrict our
attention to j ≥ 1/m. By Lemma 3.2 there are at most N2(T + 1) zeros of f in the
rectangle [σ0, γ] × [−T, T ] and so |f(s)| ≤ 1/j occurs in at most N2(T + 1) discs of
radius δ centered at the zeros of f . Outside of these discs, we have ∆ϕj = ∆|f |p.
At the points inside this disc where f does not vanish, we have

∣∣∆ϕj(σ + it) − ∆|f(σ + it)|p
∣∣ ≤ C5|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 for C5 = C2 + p2.

Using Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.5, we estimate

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 ≤ 2‖f‖p
H ∞

(
2

σ0

)p (
A2

(
dist(s,Zf )

)p
+B2

(
dist(s,Zf )

)p−2
)
,

where A and B only depend on f , σ0, and γ. Thus

lim
j→∞

lim sup
T →∞

1

2T

∫ γ

σ0

∫ T

−T

∣∣∆ϕj(σ + it) − ∆|f(σ + it)|p
∣∣ dtdσ

≤ inf
δ>0

22p+3σ−p
0 C5‖f‖p

H ∞N
(
A2δp+2 +B22δp

)
= 0.
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The contribution from γ ≤ σ < ∞ is much easier to handle. If f(+∞) 6= 0, then
f is bounded below on Cγ so for all sufficiently large j we have ∆ϕj = ∆|f |p

throughout. If f(+∞) = 0, then straightforward estimates using the exponential
decay of f and f ′ show that the contribution from γ ≤ σ < ∞ can be bounded by
C6/j. �

Proof of Corollary 1.2. We start from (1.4) and use that the limit in Theorem 1.1
is uniform to move the limit outside the integral to the effect that

Mp
p (f, σ0) = Mp

p (f, σ1) + lim
T →∞

p2

2T

∫ σ1

σ0

∫ ∞

κ

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 dtdσdκ.

For fixed T > 0, we split the integral over σ in two parts. For the first part, we use
Tonelli’s theorem to get
∫ σ1

σ0

∫ σ1

κ

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 dtdσdκ =

∫ σ1

σ0

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 (σ − σ0) dtdσ.

For the second part, we get
∫ σ1

σ0

∫ ∞

σ1

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 dtdσdκ = (σ1 − σ0)

∫ ∞

σ1

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 dtdσ.

This leads to

Mp
p (f, σ0) = Mp

p (f, σ1) + lim
T →∞

p2

2T

∫ σ1

σ0

∫ T

−T

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2 (σ − σ0) dtdσ

− (σ1 − σ0)
∂

∂σ1
Mp

p (f, σ1)

by way of Theorem 1.1 again. It is plain that the final term decays exponentially as
σ1 → ∞, so we obtain the stated result by letting σ1 → ∞ and then σ0 → 0+. �

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We follow the proof of Theorem 1.1, but fix T > 0 and use

u = ϕj − (σ − σ0)
∂

∂σ
ϕj and v = (σ − σ0)

∂

∂t
ϕj .

We let σ0 → 0+ and σ1 → ∞, before taking the limit j → ∞ using the dominated
convergence theorem to obtain

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

−T

|f(iτ)|p dτ − |f(+∞)|p − p2

∫ T

−T

∫ ∞

0

|f(s)|p−2|f ′(s)|2σ dσdt

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ If (T ) + If (−T ),

where

If (τ) =

∫ ∞

0

|f(σ + iτ)|p−1|f ′(σ + iτ)|σdσ.

It is sufficient to consider the integral (0, γ) due to the exponential decay of

σ 7→ |f(σ + iτ)|p−1|f ′(σ + iτ)|

as σ → ∞. We can then use the trivial estimate |f ′(σ + iτ)| ≤ ‖f‖H ∞/σ on (0, γ)
to conclude that If (τ) ≤ C for C = C(f), which wraps up the proof. �
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Theorem 4.2. Fix 1 ≤ p < ∞. If f is in H ∞, then

‖f‖p
H p = |f(+∞)|p + p2

∫

T∞

∫ ∞

0

|fχ(σ)|p−2|f ′
χ(σ)|2 σdσdm∞(χ)

and

‖f‖p
H p = |f(+∞)|p + lim

T →∞

p2

2T

∫ T

−T

∫ ∞

0

|fχ(s)|p−2|f ′
χ(s)|2 σdσdt

for almost every χ on T∞.

Proof. Since ‖fχ‖H p = ‖f‖H p and fχ(+∞) = f(+∞) for every χ on T∞, we get

‖f‖p
H p = |f(+∞)|p + lim

σ0→0+
lim

T →∞

p2

2T

∫ ∞

σ0

∫ T

−T

|fχ(s)|p−2|f ′
χ(s)|2 (σ − σ0) dtdσ

from Corollary 1.2. We now wish to integrate this quantity over T
∞ and move

the limits outside the integral (preserving their order). The σ0-limit can be moved
outside by the monotone convergence theorem. The limit in T can be commuted
through after noting that the convergence is uniform in χ (with a constant de-
pending on σ0 > 0), since the estimates used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 are all
independent of χ, cf. the remark following Lemma 3.4. Using Tonelli’s theorem
and the rotation invariance of the Haar measure m∞ of T∞, we obtain

‖f‖p
H p = |f(+∞)|p + lim

σ0→0+
p2

∫ ∞

σ0

∫

T∞

|fχ(σ)|p−2|f ′
χ(σ)|2 dm∞(χ) (σ − σ0) dσ.

Using Tonelli’s theorem again and then the monotone convergence theorem, we
obtain the first-stated formula. Since ‖f‖H p ≤ ‖f‖H ∞ < ∞, the first-stated
formula implies that the function

χ 7→ p2

∫ ∞

0

|fχ(σ)|p−2|f ′
χ(σ)|2 σdσ

is in L1(T∞). The second-stated formula follows from this and the second version
of the ergodic theorem discussed in Section 2. �

5. Jensen’s formula and the mean counting function

The first goal of the present section is to implement a version of Jensen’s formula
(3.2) in the theory of H ∞ and explain how it is related to the mean counting
function. We begin with the following result.

Theorem 5.1 (Jessen [17]). Suppose that f is a nontrivial analytic almost periodic

function in the strip Sα,β. The limit

Jf (σ) = lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

log |f(σ + it)| dt

exists for every α < σ < β and defines convex function of σ. If (fj)j≥1 is a sequence

of analytic almost periodic functions in Sα,β converging uniformly to f , then

lim
j→∞

Jfj (σ) = Jf (σ)

for each fixed α < σ < β.
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A streamlined version of Jessen’s argument can be found in [20, Section VI.3].
It is also possible to establish the result by techniques similar to those used in the
proof of the Hardy–Stein formula above (compare with [12, Section 3]).

If we apply Theorem 5.1 to a nontrivial function f in H ∞, then its behavior as
Re s → ∞ and the convexity of Jf ensures that Jf is non-decreasing. Moreover,
Lemma 2.1 and the final assertion of Theorem 5.1 ensure that

Jf (σ) = Jfχ(σ)

for every χ on T∞ and every σ > 0. Combining these two assertions yields the
following result (see [12, Theorem 3.7] for the proof), that will be used in the proof
of Theorem 1.6.

Lemma 5.2. If f is a nontrivial function in H ∞, then log |f∗| is in L1(T∞) and

lim
σ→0+

Jf (σ) ≤

∫

T∞

log |f∗(χ)| dm∞(χ).

Our approach to Jensen’s formula for H ∞ is based on Littlewood’s argument
principle [21] (see also [27, §3.8]), which we shall now recall. Let Ω be a domain
in the complex plane which contains the rectangle R = [σ0, σ1] × [−T, T ]. If f is
analytic in Ω and f does not vanish on the segments [σ0 − iT, σ1 − iT ], [σ1 − iT, σ1 +
iT ], and [σ0 + iT, σ1 + iT ], then

2π
∑

s∈f−1({0})
| Im s|<T

σ0<Re s<σ1

(Re s− σ0) =

∫ T

−T

log |f(σ0 + it)| dt+

∫ σ1

σ0

arg f(σ + iT )dσ

−

∫ T

−T

log |f(σ1 + it)| dt−

∫ σ1

σ0

arg f(σ − iT )dσ.

(5.1)

Here arg f denotes a continuous branch of the argument in a simply connected
domain that contains [σ0 − iT, σ1 − iT ] ∪ [σ1 − iT, σ1 + iT ] ∪ [σ0 + iT, σ1 + iT ].

The contribution of the horizontal integrals in (5.1) can be controlled on a rela-
tively dense set (±Tj)j≥1 using the almost periodicity of f . This can be extended
to the general case via Lemma 3.2, yielding the following result. It is identical to
[12, Lemma 6.1], except that we have removed the unnecessary assumption that f
does not vanish on the line Re s = σ0 from the statement.

Theorem 5.3 (Jensen’s formula). If f is in H ∞ and f(+∞) 6= 0, then

lim
T →∞

π

T

∑

s∈f−1({0})
| Im s|<T

σ0<Re s<∞

(Re s− σ0) = Jf (σ0) − log |f(+∞)|

for every σ0 > 0.

The existence of the mean counting function (1.6) follows at once from Lemma 5.2
and Theorem 5.3, applied to the Frostman shifts fξ for ξ in D, as introduced in (1.9).
It is an easy consequence of Bohr’s theorem that if f is in the unit ball of H ∞,
then so is fξ for every ξ. Note that this argument also recovers the Littlewood-type
estimate (1.7) since |f∗

ξ | ≤ 1 almost everywhere on T∞.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. If f is a Dirichlet series mapping C0 to D, we let fξ =
BξSξFξ denote the canonical factorization of the Frostman shift fξ viewed as a
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function in H∞(C0). We restrict our attention to the quasi-every ξ in D\{f(+∞)}
for which fξ = BξFξ. Since fξ(s) = 0 if and only if f(s) = ξ, we have

(5.2) Nf(ξ, T ) =
π

T

∑

s∈f−1

ξ
({0})

| Im s|<T
0<Re s<∞

Re s.

If ξ 6= f(+∞), then there is γ = γ(f, ξ) > 0 such that fξ does not vanish in Cγ . This
means we can restrict the sum in (5.2) to 0 < Re s < γ. We will apply Littlewood’s
argument principle (5.1) to the function fξ on the rectangle [σ0, γ] × [−T, T ], for T
such that fξ does not vanish for Im s = ±T . We use integration by parts to write
∫ γ

σ0

arg fξ(σ ± iT )dσ = (γ − σ0) arg fξ(γ + iT ) − Im

∫ γ

σ0

B′
ξ(σ ± iT )

Bξ(σ ± iT )
(σ − σ0) dσ

− Im

∫ γ

σ0

F ′
ξ(σ ± iT )

Fξ(σ ± iT )
(σ − σ0) dσ.

Using Lemma 3.7 and Lemma 3.8 with Theorem 3.6, we infer from this that

lim
σ0→0+

∣∣∣∣
∫ γ

σ0

arg fξ(σ ± iT )dσ

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(fξ, γ).

Since fξ does not have a singular inner factor, we know that

lim
σ0→0+

∫ T

−T

log |fξ(σ0 + it)| dt =

∫ T

−T

log |fξ(iτ)| dτ

for every fixed T > 0. Dividing by 2T and letting T → ∞, we obtain that

lim
T →∞

∣∣∣∣∣Nf (ξ, T ) −
1

2T

∫ T

−T

log |fξ(iτ)| dτ +
1

2T

∫ T

−T

log |fξ(γ + it)| dt

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0,

at first when the limit is taken over T for which fξ has no zeros on Im s = T .
However, armed with Theorem 3.6 this is immediately extended to hold for the full
limit. The proof is completed by noting that, since fξ does not vanish in Cγ ,

(5.3) lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

log |fξ(γ + it)| dt = log |fξ(+∞)|,

as seen for example from Theorem 5.3. �

We can now establish the following result, which was also mentioned in the
introduction.

Theorem 5.4. If f is a Dirichlet series mapping C0 to D, then

lim sup
T →∞

Nf(ξ, T ) ≤ log

∣∣∣∣
1 − ξf(+∞)

ξ − f(+∞)

∣∣∣∣

for every ξ in D \ {f(+∞)}.

Proof. Since fξ(s) = 0 if and only if Bξ(s) = 0, we can repeat the argument in the
proof of Theorem 1.5 to conclude that

lim
T →∞

∣∣∣∣∣Nf (ξ, T ) +
1

2T

∫ T

−T

log |Bξ(γ + it)| dt

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0
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π 2π

π

2π

Figure 1. Plot of τ 7→ (2iτ , 3iτ ) for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 24π
log 2 . Here we

identify the top and bottom edges and the left and right edges of
the square.

where γ > 0 is such that f does not take the value ξ in Cγ . Since |Bξ| ≥ |fξ|, we
conclude by (5.3) that

lim sup
T →∞

Nf(ξ, T ) ≤ − lim inf
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

log |fξ(γ + it)| = − log |fξ(+∞)|. �

6. Proof of Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 1.7

Via the Kronecker flow, the imaginary line embeds into T2 as the set

L =
{

(2−iτ , 3−iτ ) : τ ∈ R
}
.

It is useful to identify T2 with R/2π×R/2π. In R/2π×R/2π we identify L with a
countable set of line segments that are parallel to the line (log 2)y = (log 3)x. See
Figure 1. In particular, L is a dense set of measure 0 on T2.

The Saksman–Seip construction (essentially contained in [24, Lemma 3]) can be
formulated as follows.

Theorem 6.1 (Saksman–Seip). For every 0 < δ < 1 and every open set U on T2,

there is a function f in H ∞ of the form f(s) = F (2−s, 3−s) such that

(i) |f∗(χ)| = 1 for almost every χ in U ;

(ii) |f∗(χ)| = δ for almost every χ in T2 \ U ;

(iii) |f(iτ)| = 1 for almost every τ such that p−iτ is in L ∩ U ;

(iv) |f(iτ)| = δ for almost every τ such that p−iτ is in L \
(
T2 \ U

)
.

We stress that in statements (iii) and (iv), we mean “almost every” with respect
to the Lebesgue measure on R. Note also that we here interpret p−iτ as (2−iτ , 3−iτ ).

The following elementary estimate will be used to control log |fξ|. We omit the
proof, which is similar to [12, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma 6.2. If z and ξ are distinct point in D, then

−
1

2

(1 − |ξ|2)(1 − |z|2)

|ξ − z|2
≤ log

∣∣∣∣
ξ − z

1 − ξz

∣∣∣∣ ≤ −
1

2

(1 − |ξ|2)(1 − |z|2)

|1 − ξz|2
.
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To prove Theorem 1.6 we will use Theorem 6.1 in exactly the same way as
Saksman and Seip used it in the proof of Theorem 1.3 (a).

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Fix 0 < δ < 1 to be specified later and let Uδ be an open
set on T2 that contains L and that satisfies m2(Uδ) ≤ δ. We will use the Dirichlet
series constructed in Theorem 6.1 for U = Uδ multiplied by 5−s to ensure that
f(+∞) = 0. Note that the factor 5−s has no effect on the modulus of the boundary
values. Theorem 6.1 (iii) guarantees that f is a singular inner function (viewed as
an element of H∞(C0)) and, in particular, that it maps C0 to D.

The first assertion (1.10) now follows at once from Theorem 1.5, since fξ is inner
for every ξ, so that |fξ| = 1 almost everywhere on iR.

We continue with the second assertion (1.11). From the definition of the mean
counting function, Theorem 5.3, and Lemma 5.2 (with f(+∞) = 0) we obtain

Mf(ξ) ≤ log
1

|ξ|
+

∫

T∞

log |f∗
ξ (χ)| dm∞(χ)

for every ξ 6= 0. We use Theorem 6.1 (i) to infer that
∫

T∞

log |f∗
ξ (χ)| dm∞(χ) =

∫

T2

log |f∗
ξ (χ)| dm2(χ) =

∫

T2\Uδ

log |f∗
ξ (χ)| dm2(χ),

since |f∗
ξ (χ)| = 1 if and only if |f∗(χ)| = 1. Using Theorem 6.1 (ii), the upper

bound in Lemma 6.2, and the estimate |1 − ξz|2 ≤ (1 + |z|)2, we find that

log |f∗
ξ (χ)| ≤ −

1

2

(
1 − |f∗

ξ (χ)|2
)

≤ −
1 − δ

1 + δ

1 − |ξ|2

2

for almost every χ in T2 \Uδ. Since m2(T\Uδ) ≥ 1 − δ, we obtain the stated upper
bound (1.11) upon choosing δ such that

1 − ε =
1 − δ

1 + δ
(1 − δ). �

In the proof of Theorem 1.7 we will also need following version of the ergodic
theorem [22, Theorem 2.2.5]. If U is an open set in T∞ such that m∞(∂U) = 0,
then

(6.1) lim
T →∞

1

2T

∫ T

−T

1U (p−iτ ) dτ = m∞(U).

In the upcoming proof, we will use Theorem 6.1 similarly to how Saksman and
Seip in the proof of Theorem 1.3 (b).

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Set

Ln =
{

(2−iτ , 3−iτ ) : −n < τ < n
}

for n = 1, 2, 3, . . . and let Un be an open set in T2 that satisfies

(i) Ln is contained in Un;
(ii) m2(Un) ≤ δ2−n−1;
(iii) ∂Un has countable intersection with L and m2(∂Un) = 0.

To construct such a set, we could for example consider a parallelogram in R2 with
one diagonal coinciding with the segment of the line (log 2)y = (log 3)x correspond-
ing to Ln, and with the other diagonal as a suitably small perpendicular segment.
The set Un is then obtained as the projection onto R/2π × R/2π. See Figure 2.
Properties (i) and (ii) then hold by construction, and (iii) holds since ∂Un consists
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π 2π

π

2π

Figure 2. Plot of τ 7→ (2iτ , 3iτ ) for 0 ≤ τ ≤ 24π
log 2 , the segment

{(2iτ , 3iτ ) : 0 < τ < 14}, and an open parallelogram containing
the segment. Here we identify the top and bottom edges and the
left and right edges of the square.

of a finite number of line segments, none of which are parallel with L . Note that
while we have stipulated that Ln is contained in Un, the open set Un will also
intersect L in many other segments, since L is dense in T2.

We next define Vn = U1 ∪U2 ∪· · · ∪Un. Clearly m2(Vn) ≤ δ/2 and m2(∂Vn) = 0.
For an increasing sequence (nk)k≥1 of integers we set Wk = Vnk+1

\ Vnk
. Then the

properties of Un ensure that

(i) (Wk)k≥1 is a disjoint sequence of open sets;
(ii) L \

⋃
k≥1 Wk is countable;

(iii) all but a countable subset of Lnk+1
is contained in either Wk or in Vnk

.

We choose (nk)k≥1 as follows. We let n1 = 1 and given nk, we pick nk+1 ≥ 2nk

such that

(6.2)
1

2nk+1

∫ nk+1

−nk+1

1Vnk
(p−iτ ) dτ ≤ 2m2(Vnk

) ≤ δ,

which is always possible by (6.1). The assumption nk+1 ≥ 2nk is only included to
ensure that nk → ∞ as k → ∞.

Let

U =
∞⋃

k=1

W2k−1 and Ũ =
∞⋃

k=1

W2k ⊆ T
2 \ U.

It follows from this construction and Theorem 6.1 that there is a function f in H ∞

with f(+∞) = 0 such that |f(iτ)| = 1 for almost every τ such that p−iτ is in U and

|f(iτ)| = ε/2 for almost every τ such that p−iτ is in Ũ , and, furthermore, almost
every τ falls within one of these cases.

In preparation for the needed estimates, note that if 0 < ε < |ξ| < 1 and
|f(iτ)| = ε/2, then from Lemma 6.2 we have that

(6.3) −c
1 − |ξ|2

2
≤ log |fξ(iτ)| ≤ −C

1 − |ξ|2

2
,
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for c = (2/ε)2 − 1 and C = (2 − ε)/(2 + ε). The lower bound also holds when
|f(iτ)| = 1.

Since 1W2k
(p−iτ ) + 1Vn2k

(p−iτ ) = 1 for almost every τ in (−n2k+1, n2k+1), we

have by (6.2) that

1

2n2k+1

∫ n2k+1

−n2k+1

1W2k
(p−iτ ) dτ ≥ 1 − δ,

By the upper bound in (6.3) we thus infer that

1

2n2k+1

∫ n2k+1

−n2k+1

log |fξ(iτ)|dτ

≤
1

2n2k+1

∫ n2k+1

−n2k+1

1W2k
(p−iτ ) log |fξ(iτ)| dτ ≤ −(1 − δ)C

1 − |ξ|2

2
.

Similarly, since 1W2k−1
(p−iτ )+1Vn2k−1

(p−iτ ) = 1 for almost every τ in (−n2k, n2k),

we have that

1

2n2k

∫ n2k

−n2k

log |fξ(iτ)|dτ

=
1

2n2k

∫ n2k

−n2k

1Vn2k−1
(p−iτ ) log |fξ(iτ)| dτ ≥ −δc

1 − |ξ|2

2
,

where we in the final estimate used (6.2), and the lower bound in (6.3), which holds
for almost every τ .

If δ is so small that (1 − δ)C > cδ, then it follows from what we have done and
Theorem 1.5 that

lim sup
T →∞

Nf (ξ, T ) ≥ −δc
1 − |ξ|2

2
> −(1 − δ)C

1 − |ξ|2

2
≥ lim inf

T →∞
Nf (ξ, T )

for quasi-every ξ with ε < |ξ| < 1. �

In comparison with Theorem 2.5 and Theorem 4.2, let us mention the following
result (see [19, Theorem 4.9] for the proof of the second assertion).

Theorem 6.3. If f is in H ∞, then Mf(ξ) = Mfχ (ξ) for every χ on T∞. More-

over,

Mf (ξ) = lim
T →∞

π

T

∑

s∈f−1
χ ({ξ})

| Im s|<T
0<Re s<∞

Re s

for almost every χ on T∞.
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ators on the algebra of Dirichlet series, arXiv:2311.18790.
[14] I. P. Cornfeld, S. V. Fomin, and Ya. G. Sinăı, Ergodic theory, Grundlehren der mathematis-
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