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Abstract. We discuss the boundedness, Schatten-class properties and
scattering theory of Helson matrices. We also discuss a class of Helson
matrices induced by positive and signed measures. All the results of this
paper are illustrated with several examples not considered earlier.

1. Introduction

This paper is motivated by the investigations in [3, 8, 9, 10] surrounding
the notion of the multiplicative Hankel matrix, commonly known as the
Helson matrix. The (m,n)-th entry of a Helson matrix depends only on the
product mn. The purpose of this work is to discuss basic theory of Helson
matrices induced by the Laplace transform of a class of positive measures. It
is worth noting that our methods also allow us to consider Helson matrices
induced by signed measures.

The sets of positive integers and non-negative integers are denoted by N
and Z+ respectively, the set {j ∈ N : j ⩾ 2} by N2. Let R stand for the set of
real numbers. The function ln : (0,∞) → R denotes the natural logarithm.
Let µ be a regular positive Borel measure on the positive real line (0,∞),
and the Laplace transform µ̂ of µ be defined by

µ̂(s) =

∫ ∞

0
e−stµ(dt), s ∈ (0,∞),

whenever the integral converges. If η is Lebesgue measurable and µ denotes
the weighted Lebesgue measure with weight η, then we set η̂ := µ̂. We
reserve the notation λ for the Lebesgue measure on (0,∞). The Hilbert
space of square-summable complex-valued sequences {aj}∞j=2 is denoted by

ℓ2(N2). Let {en}∞n=2 denote the standard orthonormal basis of ℓ2(N2).
Recall from [3] that the multiplicative Hilbert matrix is given by( 1√

mn ln(mn)

)∞
m,n=2

. (1.1)

Motivated by the study of (1.1) and related examples (see [9]), we establish
norm bounds and study the spectral properties of Helson matrices. The
reader is referred to [3, 8, 9, 10] for the spectral theory of Helson matrices.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the proof of the bound-
edness (from above and below) of Helson matrices (Theorem 2.1) is given,
using the Schur-Holmgren-Carleman estimate. In section 3, we provide sev-
eral families of examples illustrating the results of Section 2 as well as those
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of Proposition C of the Appendix (Examples 3.1-3.5). In Section 4, criteria
are given for the densities of measures to lead to compact and trace class
Helson matrices (Theorem 4.1). The Section 4 further deals with the use of
Scattering theory (of the trace-class perturbations) to make some spectral
conclusions about a class of Helson matrices (Theorem 4.7). Finally, in the
Appendix, some characterizations of trace-class and of other Schatten-class
properties are discussed (Proposition A). We conclude this paper by present-
ing the proofs of the unboundedness (or compactness) of operators given by
Helson matrices induced by measures, whose statements appeared earlier in
[9].

Though a few of the results presented here (e.g., Proposition 2.2 and the
upper estimate of Theorem 2.1) were known and stated earlier ([9, 10]), the
lower estimate given in Theorem 2.1 is new. While [3, 9, 10] discuss special
cases of Lebesgue measure or a special case of Theorem 2.1(i) in which µ is a
finite measure, the present work treats a more general setting. Furthermore,
the methods in [9, 10] differ from those employed here, and the use of a class
of signed measures introduces a layer of flexibility from the restrictions of
positivity, along with scope of their applications.

2. Operator norm bounds of Helson matrices

The main result of this section provides sufficient conditions leading to
the lower and upper bounds for the norm of the Helson matrix.

Theorem 2.1. Let {α(n)}∞n=2 be a sequence of complex numbers. Then,

(i) if, for some D > 0,

|α(n)| ⩽ D√
n lnn

, n ⩾ 2, (2.1)

then ∥(α(mn))∞m,n=2∥ ⩽ Dπ,

(ii) if alongwith (i), one also has that α(n) ∈ (0,∞) for all n ⩾ 2 and

α(n) ⩾
C√

n(b+ lnn)
, n ⩾ 2 (2.2)

for some b ⩾ 0 and C > 0, then (α(mn))∞m,n=2 is a bounded operator

on ℓ2(N2) with Cπ ⩽ ∥(α(mn))∞m,n=2∥ ⩽ Dπ.

The following recalls the Integral test needed to prove Theorem 2.1.
Integral estimate [1, Theorem 9.2.6]: Let f : [1,∞) → [0,∞] be a decreas-

ing function. Then, for any α ∈ N2 and β ∈ N2 ∪ {∞} with α < β,∫ β

α
f(t)dt ⩽

β∑
k=α

f(k) ⩽
∫ β

α−1
f(t)dt. (2.3)

If
∞∫

α−1

f(t)dt < ∞, then the series
∞∑

k=α

f(k) converges.

The next proposition gives the Schur-Holmgren-Carleman estimate, which
is required to prove Theorem 2.1(i) (see [6, Theorem 5.2] and [7, Sec-
tion 1.4.3]). Since we could not find any proof of this classical result in
this particular form, its proof is included for the sake of completeness.
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Proposition 2.2. Let (am,n)
∞
m,n=2 be an infinite matrix of complex numbers

such that for some sequence {tn}∞n=2 of positive real numbers,

M := sup
n⩾2

1

tn

∞∑
m=2

|an,m|tm < ∞ and M̃ := sup
m⩾2

1

tm

∞∑
n=2

|an,m|tn < ∞. (2.4)

Then, (am,n)
∞
m,n=2 defines a bounded linear operator on ℓ2(N2) and

∥(am,n)
∞
m,n=2∥ ⩽ (MM̃)

1
2 (2.5)

for every choice of such sequence.

Proof. For x = {xm}∞m=2 ∈ ℓ2(N2), by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, an
application of Fubini’s theorem and using (2.4), we have that

∞∑
n=2

∣∣∣ ∞∑
m=2

an,mxm

∣∣∣2 ⩽
∞∑
n=2

( ∞∑
m=2

|an,m||xm|
)2

⩽
∞∑
n=2

( ∞∑
m=2

|an,m|tm
)( ∞∑

m=2

|an,m||xm|2

tm

)
⩽ M

∞∑
n=2

tn

( ∞∑
m=2

|an,m||xm|2

tm

)
= M

∞∑
m=2

|xm|2
( 1

tm

∞∑
n=2

|an,m|tn
)

⩽ MM̃∥x∥22.
This proves the inequality (2.5). □

Remark 2.3. In case, (|am,n|)∞m,n=2 is a symmetric matrix, it is clear that

M = M̃. Therefore, the operator norm estimate in Proposition 2.2 yields
∥(am,n)

∞
m,n=2∥ ⩽ M.

We shall need the following standard result that is derived in [4, Sec-
tion 9.5], by contour integration in complex analysis.

Kϵ :=

∫ ∞

0

t−( 1+ϵ
2

)

1 + t
dt =

π

sin(π(1−ϵ)
2 )

, 0 < ϵ < 1. (2.6)

Proof of Theorem 2.1. (i) Let {tm}∞m=2 be given by

tm =
1√

m lnm
, m ⩾ 2.

We may apply Proposition 2.2 to Hα := (α(mn))∞m,n=2 to conclude that Hα

is bounded on ℓ2(N2) with ∥Hα∥ ⩽ Dπ. Indeed, by the integral test (see
(2.3)),

√
n lnn

∞∑
m=2

|α(mn)|√
m lnm

(2.1)

⩽ D
∞∑

m=2

√
lnn

m
√
lnm ln(mn)

⩽ D

∫ ∞

1

√
lnn

x
√
lnx ln(nx)

dx (letting y = lnx)
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= D

∫ ∞

0

√
lnn

√
y(y + lnn)

dy (letting z =
√
y)

= D

∫ ∞

0

2
√
lnn

z2 + lnn
dz = Dπ.

Thus, we obtain

sup
n⩾2

√
n lnn

∞∑
m=2

|α(mn)|√
m lnm

⩽ Dπ.

Since Hα is symmetric, by Remark 2.3 and above estimate, it follows that
Hα is bounded operator on ℓ2(N2) with ∥Hα∥ ⩽ Dπ.

(ii) By part (i) of this theorem, Hα is bounded on ℓ2(N2) with ∥Hα∥ ⩽ Dπ.
To see the lower estimate, for ϵ > 0, let aϵ = {aϵ(n)}∞n=2 be a sequence
defined by

aϵ(n) = n− 1
2 (lnn)−

(
1+ϵ
2

)
, n ⩾ 2.

Note that ∥aϵ∥22 =
∑∞

m=2
1

m(lnm)1+ϵ < ∞, and furthermore by (2.3),

1

ϵ(ln 2)ϵ
=

∫ ∞

2

dx

x(lnx)1+ϵ
⩽ ∥aϵ∥22.

Thus, the lower estimate implies that

lim
ϵ→0+

∥aϵ∥2 = +∞. (2.7)

Furthermore, by (2.3) and letting t = b+lnx
lnn ,

(Hα(aϵ))(n) =
∞∑

m=2

α(mn)(lnm)−( 1+ϵ
2

)

√
m

(2.2)

⩾ C
∞∑

m=2

(lnm)−( 1+ϵ
2

)

m
√
n(b+ ln(mn))

⩾
C√
n

∫ ∞

2

(lnx)−( 1+ϵ
2

)

x(b+ ln(nx))
dx ⩾

C√
n

∫ ∞

2

(b+ lnx)−( 1+ϵ
2

)

x(b+ ln(nx))
dx

= C
(lnn)−( 1+ϵ

2
)

√
n

∫ ∞

b+ln 2
lnn

t−( 1+ϵ
2

)

t+ 1
dt,

which together with (2.6) leads to

(Hα(aϵ))(n) ⩾ C
(lnn)−( 1+ϵ

2
)

√
n

(
Kϵ −

∫ b+ln 2
lnn

0

t−( 1+ϵ
2

)

1 + t
dt
)
.

Therefore,

∞∑
n=2

|(Hα(aϵ))(n)|2 ⩾ C2
∞∑
n=2

1

n(lnn)1+ϵ

(
Kϵ −

2

1− ϵ

(b+ ln 2

lnn

) 1−ϵ
2
)2

,

where we used the fact that∫ b+ln 2
lnn

0

t−( 1+ϵ
2

)

1 + t
dt ⩽

∫ b+ln 2
lnn

0
t−( 1+ϵ

2
)dt

=
2

1− ϵ

(b+ ln 2

lnn

) 1−ϵ
2

with ϵ ∈ (0, 1).
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Thus, we have that

∞∑
n=2

|(Hα(aϵ))(n)|2

⩾ C2
∞∑
n=2

1

n(lnn)1+ϵ

(
K2

ϵ +
4

(1− ϵ)2

(b+ ln 2

lnn

)1−ϵ
− 4Kϵ

(1− ϵ)

(b+ ln 2

lnn

) 1−ϵ
2
)

⩾ C2
(
K2

ϵ ∥aϵ∥22 +
4(b+ ln 2)1−ϵM1

(1− ϵ)2
− 4Kϵ(b+ ln 2)1−ϵM2

(1− ϵ)

)
,

where M1 =
∑∞

n=2
1

n(lnn)2
< ∞ and M2 =

∑∞
n=2

1
n(lnn)3/2

< ∞. Therefore,

for ϵ ∈ (0, 1),

∥Hαaϵ∥22
∥aϵ∥22

⩾ C2
(
K2

ϵ +
4(b+ ln 2)1−ϵM1

(1− ϵ)2∥aϵ∥22
− 4Kϵ(b+ ln 2)1−ϵM2

(1− ϵ)∥aϵ∥22

)
.

Finally, by (2.6) and (2.7), it follows that

∥Hα∥2 ⩾ C2 lim sup
ϵ→0+

K2
ϵ

(2.6)
= (Cπ)2,

completing the proof. □

Motivated by the multiplicative Hilbert matrix given in (1.1) and related
examples (see [9]), we introduce below the family of Helson matrices induced
by the Laplace transform of positive measures. Before we define it, recall
that for a Borel σ-algebra B((0,∞)), let µ : B((0,∞)) → R be a signed
regular Borel measure. By the Hahn decomposition theorem (see [11, Sec-
tion 17.2]),

µ(∆) = µ+(∆)− µ−(∆), ∆ ∈ B((0,∞)), (2.8)

where µ+ and µ− are the positive and negative parts of µ having disjoint
support. The total variation measure |µ|(·) of a measure µ is given by

|µ|(∆) = µ+(∆) + µ−(∆), ∆ ∈ B((0,∞)).

Definition 2.4. Let µ be a signed regular Borel measure on (0,∞) such
that

∫∞
0 2−t|µ|(dt) < ∞. The Helson matrix Hµ induced by the measure µ,

with respect to the standard basis {en}∞n=2 in ℓ2(N2), is given by

Hµ =
( µ̂(ln(mn))√

mn

)∞
m,n=2

.

Remark 2.5. (i): It is worthwhile noting that by the virtue of condition
on the measure µ and by an application of Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem, it follows easily that µ̂(lnn) → 0 as n → ∞.

(ii): It turns out that Hµ is a “superposition” of the Helson matrices Hδc

of the Dirac delta measures δc, c > 0. This simply means that for a positive
measure µ on (0,∞), if Hµ defines a bounded operator on ℓ2(N2), then

⟨Hµx, y⟩ =
∫ ∞

0
⟨Hδtx, y⟩µ(dt), x, y ∈ ℓ2(N2).
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Indeed, note that for x = {xm}∞m=2 and y = {ym}∞m=2 in ℓ2(N2),

∞∑
m,n=2

µ̂(ln(mn))√
mn

|xm||yn| = ⟨Hµ|x|, |y|⟩ ⩽ ∥Hµ∥∥x∥∥y∥ < ∞,

where |z| = {|zm|}∞m=2 for z = {zm}∞m=2. It now follows from Fubini’s theo-
rem that

⟨Hµx, y⟩ =

∫ ∞

0

( ∞∑
m=2

xmm−t− 1
2

)( ∞∑
n=2

n−t− 1
2 yn

)
µ(dt),

which is same as
∞∫
0

⟨Hδtx, y⟩µ(dt).

As a consequence of Theorem 2.1, the next result provides growth con-
ditions in terms of the Laplace transform µ̂ leading to the lower and upper
bounds for the norm of Hµ.

Corollary 2.6. Let µ : B((0,∞)) → R be a signed measure such that∫∞
0 2−t|µ|(dt) < ∞. Suppose that there exists D > 0 such that

|µ̂(lnn)| ⩽ D

lnn
, n ⩾ 2. (2.9)

Then, Hµ is a bounded self-adjoint operator on ℓ2(N2). Furthermore, if µ is
positive on (0,∞), and there exist b, C > 0 such that

µ̂(lnn) ⩾
C

b+ lnn
, n ⩾ 2,

then Hµ is bounded with ∥Hµ∥ ∈ [Cπ,Dπ].

Proof. Observe that for the matrix Hµ, by (2.9), the condition (2.1) holds.
Thus, by Theorem 2.1(i), Hµ is bounded self-adjoint operator. The remain-
ing part is also immediate from Theorem 2.1(ii). □

The next result gives sufficient conditions ensuring that both H|µ| and Hµ

are (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint operators.

Proposition 2.7. Let µ be a signed measure on (0,∞) as in Definition 2.4
and let µ± be associated positive measures in (2.8). Denote by N± ≡ Nµ±

the closed, densely defined operators respectively as in Lemma B. Then

(i) Hµ± = N ∗
±N± are positive self-adjoint operators (possibly unbounded)

in ℓ2(N2),
(ii) if D(N−) ⊆ D(N+) and if there exists 0 ⩽ a < 1 and b > 0 such that

∥N+f∥2 ⩽ a∥N−f∥2 + b∥f∥2, f ∈ D(N−), (2.10)

then one can associate two unique self-adjoint operators H|µ| and Hµ

such that

Hµ+ +Hµ− = H|µ| and Hµ+ −Hµ− = Hµ,

in the sense of forms on D(H|µ|) and D(Hµ) ⊆ D(N−), respectively,
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(iii) if D(N+) ⊆ D(N−) and if there exists 0 ⩽ a < 1 and b > 0 such that

∥N−f∥2 ⩽ a∥N+f∥2 + b∥f∥2, f ∈ D(N+),

then one can associate two unique self-adjoint operators H|µ| and Hµ

such that Hµ+ +Hµ− = H|µ| and Hµ+ −Hµ− = Hµ, in the sense of
forms on D(H|µ|) and D(Hµ) ⊆ D(N+), respectively,

(iv) if one of N± is bounded on ℓ2(N2), then Hµ = Hµ+ − Hµ− and
H|µ| = Hµ+ + Hµ−, as sum of operators on the smaller domain
D(Hµ∓) ⊆ D(N∓), respectively.

Proof. The part (i) is a direct consequence of Lemma B in the Appendix.
For (ii), let ∥N+f∥2 ⩽ a+∥N−f∥2 + b+∥f∥2 for all f ∈ D(N−) ⊆ D(N+)
with 0 ⩽ a+ < 1 and b+ > 0. This means that the form-domain of Hµ−

is contained in the form-domain of Hµ+ and that on the smaller domain
D(N−), the form of Hµ+ is bounded relative to that of Hµ− with relative
form-bound being less than 1 ([7, pp. 319], [13, pp. 167–169]). Therefore,
by [13, Theorem X.17], there exists a unique pair of self-adjoint operators,

denoted by Hµ = −H̃µ and H|µ| respectively such that

⟨f, H̃µf⟩ = ⟨f, Hµ−f⟩ − ⟨f, Hµ+f⟩, f ∈ D(Hµ) ⊆ D(N−),

⟨g, H|µ|g⟩ = ⟨g, Hµ+g⟩+ ⟨g, Hµ−g⟩, g ∈ D(H|µ|) ⊆ D(N−),

proving (ii). The proof of part (iii) follows the same argument as in (ii), and
hence we omit the details.

(iv) If say, N+ is bounded on ℓ2(N2), then the inequality (2.10) is satisfied
with a+ = 0, and hence Hµ = N ∗

+N+ − Hµ− = N ∗
+N+ − N ∗

−N−, not only
in the sense of form-sum, but also as a sum of operators on D(Hµ−) =
D(N ∗

−N−). □

As far as we know, the following consequence of Theorem 2.1 has not been
recorded in the existing literature.

Corollary 2.8. Let µj (j = 1, 2, . . . , n) be positive measures on (0,∞) as
in Definition 2.4. Let ν be a convex combination of µ1, µ2, . . . µn, i.e.,

ν(∆) =
n∑

j=1

tjµj(∆) for all Borel sets ∆ ⊆ (0,∞) (2.11)

with tj ∈ [0, 1] for all j = 1, . . . , n and
∑n

j=1 tj = 1. If, for j = 1, . . . , n,
there exist bj ⩾ 0 and constants Cj , Dj > 0 such that

Cj

bj + lnn
⩽ µ̂j(lnn) ⩽

Dj

lnn
, n ⩾ 2, (2.12)

then Hν is bounded on ℓ2(N2) with Cπ ⩽ ∥Hν∥ ⩽ Dπ, where C = min{Cj :
j = 1, . . . , n} and D = max{Dj : j = 1, . . . , n}.

Proof. Note that
∫∞
0 2−tν(dt) < ∞ and ν̂(t) =

∑n
j=1 tjµ̂j(t) for all t ⩾ ln 2.

If we set b = max{b1, . . . , bn}, then by (2.12),

C

b+ lnn
⩽ ν̂(lnn) ⩽

D

lnn
, n ⩾ 2.

This together with Corollary 2.6 completes the proof. □
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3. Examples

In this section, we provide several examples illustrating the results estab-
lished in this paper. An application of Corollary 2.8 provides the precise
norm of Helson matrices induced by a convex combination of exponential
measures.

Example 3.1. Let µj(dt) = e−ajtdt, where aj ⩾ 0 (j = 1, 2), and let νr be
given by (2.11). Then,

1

max{a1, a2}+ lnn
⩽ ν̂r(lnn) ⩽

1

lnn
, n ⩾ 2,

and hence, by Corollary 2.8, Hνr is bounded on ℓ2(N2) with ∥Hνr∥ = π,
independent of any value of r ∈ [0, 1]. As special sub-cases,

(i) if µa(dt) = e−atdt with a ⩾ 0, then Ha ≡ Hµa is bounded with
∥Ha∥ = π for all a > 0. However, it should be noted that while Ha

here acts on ℓ2(N2), a similar matrix

H̃a =
( 1√

mn(a+ ln(mn))

)∞
m,n=1

has been considered in [9]. There, it has been shown that H̃a is
bounded on ℓ2(N) with operator norm, can be greater than π unlike
here ∥Ha∥ = π for all a > 0. To understand this apparent contra-
diction, let ℓ2(N2) be embedded as a subspace of ℓ2(N), consider
x = {xn}∞n=1 be such that x1 ̸= 0 and xn = 0, n ⩾ 2. Then,

⟨H̃ax, x⟩ =
|x1|2

a
=

∥x∥22
a

,

which implies that ∥H̃a∥ ⩾ 1
a . Therefore, if a ∈ (0, π−1), then ∥H̃a∥ >

π, giving that the operator norm is beyond π for certain values of
a. However, for the matrix Ha (induced by e−atdt) in ℓ2(N2), the
absolutely continuous spectrum is [0, π] and ∥Ha∥ = π, independent
of any a > 0.

(ii) if we consider µ(dt) = e−at cosh(ωt)dt with ω ∈ R satisfying a ⩾ |ω|,
then µ may be rewritten as (e−(a−ω)t + e−(a+ω)t)dt/2, and hence
∥Hµ∥ = π. ♢

Example 3.2. (i) For α ⩾ 0, let ηα(t) = 1
(1+t)α , t > 0 and let µα(dt) =

ηα(t)dt. Then, e
−αt ⩽ ηα(t) ⩽ 1 on (0,∞), which implies that

1

α+ lnn
=

∫ ∞

0
n−te−αtdt ⩽ η̂α(lnn) ⩽

∫ ∞

0
n−tdt =

1

lnn
, n ⩾ 2.

Hence, ∥Hµα∥ = π for every α ⩾ 0, since C = D = 1 in this example.
(ii) For a, c, p ⩾ 0, consider η(t) = tp + ce−at, t > 0. Then,

η̂(lnn) =

∫ ∞

0
n−t(tp + ce−at)dt =

Γ(p+ 1)

(lnn)p+1
+

c

a+ lnn
, n ⩾ 2, (3.1)

which implies that

c

a+ lnn
⩽ η̂(lnn) ⩽

(Γ(1 + p)

(ln 2)p
+ c
) 1

lnn
, n ⩾ 2,
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where Γ denotes the Gamma function. Hence, the corresponding Hµ is

bounded on ℓ2(N2) with cπ ⩽ ∥Hµ∥ ⩽
(Γ(1+p)
(ln 2)p + c

)
π. ♢

The following example is one for which the operator norm of Hµ is strictly
bigger than π unlike many examples discussed above.

Example 3.3. Let µ be a positive measure such that Hµ is bounded on
ℓ2(N2). An obvious lower bound of Hµ is given by

∥Hµ∥ ⩾ ⟨Hµe2, e2⟩ =
µ̂(ln 4)

2
.

In particular, if ηp(t) = tp, t > 0 for p > 0, then, by using (3.1),

∥Hµp∥ ⩾
Γ(p+ 1)

2(ln 4)p+1
. (3.2)

Let h(p) := Γ(p+1)
2(ln 4)p+1 , p > 0. Since h(p+1)

h(p) = p+1
ln 4 for all p ⩾ 1, it follows that

h is an increasing function on N2. Hence, there exists a positive integer p0
such that

Γ(p+ 1)

2(ln 4)p+1
> π for all integers p ⩾ p0.

To obtain the least integer p0 satisfying this, observe that h(5) ≈ 8.44, which
is bigger than π. Also, since h(4) ≈ 2.43 < π, the least value of p0 is exactly
5. This together with (3.2) yields

∥Hµp∥ > π for all integers p ⩾ 5.

Moreover, since (lnn)µ̂p(lnn) → 0 as n → ∞, by Proposition C(ii) of the
Appendix, Hµp is compact on ℓ2(N2), and as we shall see later in Exam-
ple 4.3(i) that it is in fact a trace-class operator. ♢

Example 3.4. For p > 0, let η(t) = tp sin(t). Then, µ is a non-positive infi-
nite measure and µ(dt) = µ+(dt)− µ−(dt), where µ± are positive measures
given by µ±(dt) = tpmax{± sin(t), 0}(dt). Thus,

µ̂±(x) ⩽
∫ ∞

0
e−xttpdt =

Γ(p+ 1)

xp+1
,

so that the operators Hµ± , the matrix elements of which are given by

( µ̂±(lnmn)√
mn

)∞m,n=2, satisfy the bound µ̂±(lnn)√
n

⩽ Γ(p+1)√
n(lnn)p+1 , n ⩾ 2. Therefore,

by Theorem 2.1(i), Hµ± is bounded on ℓ2(N2). Furthermore, since Hµ± are
both positive and since

∞∑
m=2

µ̂±(2 lnm)

m
⩽

Γ(p+ 1)

2p+1

∞∑
m=2

1

m(lnm)p+1
< ∞,

it follows by Proposition A(i) of the Appendix that Hµ± are trace-class.
This together with Proposition 2.7 implies that Hµ = Hµ+ − Hµ− is also
trace-class. ♢

The next example yields a class of unbounded self-adjoint Helson matrices.
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Example 3.5. For p ∈ (0, 1), consider the weighted Lebesgue measure µp

with weight function ηp(t) = t−p, t > 0. Then, η̂p(t) = Γ(1− p)tp−1(t > 0),
which gives that (lnn)η̂p(lnn) = Γ(1− p)(lnn)p → ∞ as n → ∞. Hence, by
Proposition C(i) of the Appendix, Hµp is an unbounded positive self-adjoint
operator. ♢

Example 3.6. For p ∈ (0, 1) and a > 0, consider the weighted Lebesgue
measure µ with weight function η(t) = t−p − e−at, t > 0. In this case,
µ+(dt) = t−pdt and µ−(dt) = e−atdt. By Example 3.5, Hµ+ is unbounded in
ℓ2(N2). On the other hand, by Example 3.1(i), Hµ− is bounded in ℓ2(N2).
Thus,

∥N−f∥2 = ⟨N ∗
−N−f, f⟩ = ⟨Hµ−f, f⟩ ⩽ ∥Hµ−∥∥f∥2, f ∈ ℓ2(N2),

which implies that N− is bounded. Therefore, by Proposition 2.7(iv), Hµ =
Hµ+ −Hµ− and H|µ| = Hµ+ +Hµ− , as sum of operators on D(Hµ+).

4. Scattering between two Helson matrices

For definitions of various spectra of a self-adjoint operator (e.g., essen-
tial spectrum σess(·), absolutely continuous spectrum σac(·)), the reader is
referred to [12, 15].

The following result is devoted to studying the Helson matrices induced
by weighted Lebesgue measures.

Theorem 4.1. Let µ be a weighted Lebesgue measure on (0,∞) with a con-
tinuous positive weight function η satisfying

∫∞
0 2−yη(y)dy < ∞. Suppose

furthermore that η is monotone on (0,∞) with finite right limit η(0+).

(i) If η(t) ⩾ η(0+) for all t > 0 (i.e., η is non-decreasing), then x η̂(x) ⩾
η(0+) and x η̂(x) → η(0+) as x → ∞. On the other hand, if η(t) ⩽
η(0+) for all t > 0 (i.e., η is non-increasing), then x η̂(x) ⩽ η(0+)
and x η̂(x) → η(0+) as x → ∞, and in both these cases,

∥Hµ∥ ⩽ π
(
sup
x⩾ln 2

xη̂(x)
)
.

Moreover, Hµ−η(0+)Hλ (or η(0+)Hλ−Hµ respectively) is positive,
self-adjoint, compact, and σess(Hµ) = [0, η(0+)π].

(ii) if in either of the cases above, instead, for some p > 0, there exist
D ≡ D(p) > 0 and a positive measurable function g on (0,∞) such
that

∫∞
0 ypg(y)e−ydy < ∞ and such that∣∣∣η(y
x

)
− η(0+)

∣∣∣ ⩽ D
(y
x

)p
g(y), y > 0, x ⩾ ln 2, (4.1)

then Hµ − η(0+)Hλ (or η(0+)Hλ −Hµ respectively) is positive, self-
adjoint and trace-class.

Proof. For any x ⩾ ln 2,

x η̂(x) = x

∫ ∞

0
e−txη(t)dt =

∫ ∞

0
η
(y
x

)
e−ydy

leading to

x η̂(x)− η(0+) =

∫ ∞

0

(
η
(y
x

)
− η(0+)

)
e−ydy, (4.2)
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where we used the fact that
∫∞
0 e−ydy = 1.

(i) Since η is continuous on (0,∞) with finite right limit at 0, η
( y
x

)
con-

verges to η(0+) as x → ∞ for each y > 0. We first consider the case in
which η is non-decreasing. In this case, for all x ⩾ ln 2 and y > 0, we have

η
(y
x

)
⩽ η

( y

ln 2

)
and η(0+) ⩽ η

( y

ln 2

)
.

This combined with (4.2) and the triangle inequality yields that

0 ⩽ xη̂(x)− η(0+) ⩽
∫ ∞

0

∣∣∣η(y
x

)
− η(0+)

∣∣∣e−ydy ⩽ 2

∫ ∞

0
η
( y

ln 2

)
e−ydy

= ln 4

∫ ∞

0
2−yη(y)dy < ∞.

Hence, by an application of the dominated convergence theorem, xη̂(x) →
η(0+) as x → ∞. On the other hand, if η is non-increasing, then∣∣∣η(y

x

)
− η(0+)

∣∣∣ ⩽ 2η(0+), x ⩾ ln 2, y > 0,

and hence by (4.2),

0 ⩽ η(0+)− xη̂(x) ⩽ 2η(0+)

∫ ∞

0
e−ydy = 2η(0+), x ⩾ ln 2.

Again as above, by the dominated convergence theorem, xη̂(x) → η(0+)
as x → ∞. Therefore, η̂(x) = O( 1x) as x → ∞, which combined with

Theorem 2.1(i) yields that ∥Hµ∥ ⩽ π
(
supx⩾ln 2 xη̂(x)

)
.

Since the Laplace transform of Lebesgue measure on (0,∞) is 1/x, the

above discussion yields that x
(
η̂(x)− η(0+)λ̂(x)

)
is non-negative and tends

to 0 as x → ∞ (or x
(
η(0+)λ̂(x) − η̂(x)

)
is non-negative and tends to 0

as x → ∞, respectively). Thus, by Proposition C(ii) in the Appendix,
Hµ − η(0+)Hλ (or η(0+)Hλ − Hµ, respectively) is compact, positive, self-
adjoint. Therefore, it follows from Weyl’s theorem [7, Theorem IV.5.35] and
[3, Theorem 1],

σess(Hµ) = σess(η(0+)Hλ) = [0, η(0+)π],

proving (i).
(ii) Note that by (4.2),

|xη̂(x)− η(0+)|
(4.1)

⩽ D

∫ ∞

0

(y
x

)p
g(y)e−ydy = D̃x−p, x ⩾ ln 2,

where D̃ = D
∫∞
0 ypg(y)e−ydy. Since the Laplace transform of Lebesgue

measure on (0,∞) is 1
x , as in (i),

x
(
η̂(x)− η(0+)λ̂(x)

)
⩽ D̃x−p, p > 0, x ⩾ ln 2,

(or x
(
η(0+)λ̂(x) − η̂(x)

)
⩽ D̃x−p respectively). If η(t) ⩾ η(0+) on (0,∞),

then η̂ − η(0+)λ̂ is a positive function, and(
η̂ − η(0+)λ̂

)
(lnn) ⩽

D̃

(lnn)p+1
, n ⩾ 2,
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which implies that

∞∑
n=2

(
η̂ − η(0+)λ̂

)
(2 lnn)

n
⩽ D̃

∞∑
n=2

1

n(2 lnn)p+1
< ∞.

Thus, by Proposition A(i) of the Appendix, Hµ−η(0+)Hλ is positive and of
trace-class (or η(0+)Hλ−Hµ is positive and of trace-class respectively). □

Remark 4.2. If η(0+) = 0 (in which case only the non-decreasing case
survives), then Hµ itself is compact, positive, self-adjoint and obviously,
σess(Hµ) = {0}.

Here are some special instances of Theorem 4.1.

Example 4.3. (i) For η(t) = tp, η(0+) = 0 and∣∣∣η(y
x

)
− η(0+)

∣∣∣ = (y
x

)p
.

Applying Theorem 4.1 with g = 1 gives thatHµ is positive and of trace-class.
(ii) For η(t) = ln(1 + t), η(0+) = 0 and∣∣∣η(y

x

)
− η(0+)

∣∣∣ = ln
(
1 +

y

x

)
⩽

y

x
, y, x > 0.

Therefore, Hµ is positive and of trace-class.
(iii) For η(t) = eat

p
with a > 0 and p ∈ (0, 1), we have that η(0+) = 1

and

η
(y
x

)
− 1 = a

(y
x

)p ∞∑
k=1

(
a
(
y
x

)p)k
(k + 1)!

⩽ a
(y
x

)p
ea
(

y
ln 2

)p
, x ⩾ ln 2,

and hence ∫ ∞

0
ypea

(
y

ln 2

)p
e−ydy < ∞,

since p < 1, and thus by Theorem 4.1(ii), Hµ −Hλ is of trace-class.
(iv) For a non-negative continuous function h on (0,∞), let µ be the

positive measure given by µ(dt) = e−h(t)dt. Assume that h increases (or
decreases respectively) to the right limit h(0+), and satisfies

h
(y
x

)
− h(0+) ⩽ D

(y
x

)p
for p > 0

(or h(0+) − h
(
y
x

)
⩽ D

(
y
x

)p
respectively). Then, the corresponding η de-

creases (or increases respectively), and

0 < η(0+)− η
(y
x

)
⩽ h

(y
x

)
–h(0+) ⩽ D

(y
x

)p
.

Since
∫∞
0 ype−ydy < ∞, by Theorem 4.1(ii), it follows that e−h(0+)Hλ −Hµ

(or Hµ − e−h(0+)Hλ) is positive and of trace-class. As a special case, one
may take h(t) = at with a > 0, then Hλ −Hµ is positive and of trace-class.

(v) For m ∈ N, let ηm(t) = (1 + t)m. Then, ηm(0+) = 1 and for x ⩾ ln 2,

ηm

(y
x

)
− 1 =

m∑
k=1

(
m

k

)(y
x

)k
⩽ (ln 2)1−m

(y
x

) m∑
k=1

(
m

k

)
yk−1.
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If gm(y) =
∑m

k=1

(
m
k

)
yk−1, then

∫∞
0 ygm(y)e−ydy < ∞, and consequently,

Hµm −Hλ is positive and of trace-class. ♢

One of the aims here is to study some spectral properties of Helson matri-
ces induced by a measure µ. The scattering theory offers one possible avenue
for doing so. For that purpose, the following two propositions collect a few
results from scattering theory (e.g., [7], [14, Propositions 1-3]).

Proposition 4.4. Let H1 and H2 be two (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint
operators on a Hilbert space H and let Pac(Hj) be the projections onto the
absolutely continuous part of the Hilbert space H with respect to Hj , j = 1, 2.

(i) Set the wave operators,

Ω±(H2, H1) = s- lim
t→±∞

eitH2e−itH1Pac(H1),

if they exist. Then the operators Ω±(H2, H1) are partial isometries
with initial space Pac(H1)H and final ranges R(Ω±(H2, H1)) ⊆
Pac(H2)H . Furthermore, Ω±(H2, H1) maps the domain D(H1) of
H1 onto the domain D(H2) of H2 and

H2Ω±(H2, H1) = Ω±(H2, H1)H1 on D(H1).

(ii) (Chain rule) Let Hj (j = 1, 2, 3) be three (possibly unbounded) self-
adjoint operators and assume furthermore that the wave operators
Ω±(H3, H2) and Ω±(H2, H1) exist. Then, Ω±(H3, H1) exist and

Ω±(H3, H1) = Ω±(H3, H2)Ω±(H2, H1).

(iii) (Completeness) The wave operators Ω±(H2, H1) are said to be com-
plete if

Range(Ω+(H2, H1)) = Range(Ω−(H2, H1)) = Pac(H2)H ,

and in such a case, H2,ac is unitarily equivalent to H1,ac. These wave
operators are complete if and only if Ω±(H1, H2) exist and in such
a case, Ω±(H1, H2) = Ω±(H2, H1)

∗.

The next set of propositions gives the trace-class criterion for ensuring
the existence and completeness of a pair of self-adjoint operators due to
Kato-Birman-Rosenblum (see [2], [7] and [14, Theorem XI.8]).

Proposition 4.5. (i) Let Hj (j = 1, 2) be two (possibly unbounded) self-
adjoint operators such that H2 − H1 is of trace class. Then, Ω±(H2, H1)
exist and are complete. Furthermore, H2,ac is unitarily equivalent to H1,ac,
and σac(H1) = σac(H2).

(ii) Let Hj (j = 1, 2, 3) be three (possibly unbounded) self-adjoint opera-
tors such that H3 −H2 and H2 −H1 both are of trace-class. Then, all the
three wave operators Ω±(H3, H2),Ω±(H2, H1) and Ω±(H3, H1) exist and are
complete, and furthermore,

Ω±(H3, H1) = Ω±(H3, H2)Ω±(H2, H1),

or, equivalently, Ω±(H3, H2) = Ω±(H3, H1)Ω±(H2, H1)
∗. Also, Hj,ac (j =

1, 2, 3) are mutually unitarily equivalent.
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Remark 4.6. Clearly, Proposition 4.5(ii) is a consequence of Proposition 4.4
and Proposition 4.5(i). It is obvious that if H3 −H2 and H2 −H1 both are
of trace class, then H3 −H1 is also of trace-class and by Proposition 4.5(i),
Ω±(H3, H1) will exist and be complete. It’s importance in our context lies
in the facts that for Helson matrices, the condition for verifying the trace-
class property would need the positivity of the difference operators (see
Proposition A(i) of the Appendix). However, in some situations, this issue
can also be addressed directly (see Theorem 2.6).

The next theorem considers a class of Helson matrices where the above
two propositions can be applied.

Theorem 4.7. (i) Let µj (j = 1, 2) be two Borel measures on (0,∞) with
λ denoting the Lebesgue measure. Furthermore, let µ1 and µ2 be absolutely
continuous with respect to λ and with densities ηj satisfying the condition in
Theorem 4.1(ii), and ηj(0+) > 0 for j = 1, 2. If we set Hj as the correspond-
ing Helson matrix Hµj (j = 1, 2) and set H0 = Hλ, then H1−η1(0+)H0 and
H2 − η2(0+)H0 are of trace-class.

(ii) Both the wave operators Ω±(H1, η1(0+)H0) and Ω±(H2, η2(0+)H0)
exist and are complete. If furthermore η1(0+) = η2(0+) = γ > 0, then
Ω±(H2, H1) exist, are complete and

Ω±(H2, H1) = Ω±(H2, γH0)Ω±(H1, γH0)
∗.

Moreover, σac(Hj) = [0, γπ], j = 1, 2.

Proof. For j = 1, 2, since∣∣∣ηj(y
x

)
− ηj(0+)

∣∣∣ ⩽ D(p)
(y
x

)p
g(y), y > 0, x > K > 0

with
∫∞
0 ypg(y)e−ydy < ∞, part (i) follows from Theorem 4.1(ii). The first

part of (ii) follows from Proposition 4.5(i), and since η1(0+) = η2(0+), the
second part follows from Proposition 4.5(ii). Finally, it also follows from
Proposition 4.5(ii) that Hj,ac (j = 1, 2) are unitarily equivalent to γH0

implying that

σac(Hj) = σ(γH0) = γσac(H0) = [0, γπ], j = 1, 2,

as by [9, Theorem 1.1], H0 is spectrally absolutely continuous. □

Remark 4.8. Since any densities ηj (j = 1, 2) given in Example 4.3(iii)-(v)
satisfy ηj(0+) = 1, as a consequence of Theorem 4.7, we get that Hµj ,ac is
unitarily equivalent to Hλ. However, in Example 4.3(i)&(ii), if we consider
η(t) = 1+ tp or 1 + ln(1 + t), then the corresponding Hµ,ac will be unitarily
equivalent to Hλ.

Even when we do not have µ1 − µ2 ⩾ 0 or µ2 − µ1 ⩾ 0, we see that
Hλ plays a central role in identifying the absolutely continuous spectra for
certain choices of µ1 and µ2.

Example 4.9. For j = 1, 2, let µj(dt) = (1 + tpj )dt be such that pj > 0.
Note that neither µ1 − µ2 ⩾ 0 nor µ2 − µ1 ⩾ 0. Since µj(dt)− λ = tpjdt, by
Example 4.3(i), Hµj −Hλ is of trace-class. By Proposition 4.5(i),

Ω±(Hµj , Hλ) = s- lim
t→±∞

eiHµj te−iHλt, j = 1, 2
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exist and are complete. Therefore, Hµj ,ac is unitarily equivalent to Hλ.
Furthermore, by Proposition 4.4(ii), we get that

Ω±(Hµ1 , Hµ2) = Ω±(Hµ1 , Hλ)Ω±(Hµ2 , Hλ)
∗.

This happens though the measures µ1(dt) = (1 + tp1)dt and µ2(dt) = (1 +
tp2)dt, which have no domination between each other. In fact, even if p1 <
p2, tp1 will compare differently with tp2 depending on if t < 1 or t > 1. ♢

Example 4.10. Let µ1 and µ2 be two positive measures on (0,∞) such
that µ1 − µ2 is a positive measure. Suppose that there exists ϵ > 0 such
that µ1|[0,ϵ) = µ2|[0,ϵ). Then, for any integer m ⩾ 2,

µ̂1 − µ2(2 lnm) =

∫ ∞

ϵ
m−2td(µ1 − µ2)(t) ⩽ m−ϵ

∫ ∞

ϵ
m−td(µ1 − µ2)(t)

⩽ m−ϵ

∫ ∞

ϵ
2−td(µ1 − µ2)(t),

which implies that (4.3) is satisfied, and hence by Proposition A(i) in the Ap-
pendix, Hµ1−Hµ2 is a trace-class operator. Therefore, by Proposition 4.5(i),
Ω±(Hµ1 , Hµ2) exist, are complete and σac(Hµ1) = σac(Hµ2). As a special
case, if µ(dt) = λ|[0,1)+e−atdt|[1,∞), then λ−µ is positive and λ|[0,1) = µ|[0,1),
which implies that Hλ −Hµ is of trace class. Therefore, σac(Hµ) = [0, π] as
σac(Hλ) = [0, π]. ♢

Appendix: Some known facts about Helson matrices

In this appendix, we provide proofs of several established properties of
Helson matrices that are difficult to locate in the existing literature.

Proposition A. LetHα := (α(mn))∞m,n=2 be a bounded operator on ℓ2(N2).
Then, the following statements are valid:

(i) if Hα is positive on ℓ2(N2), then Hα is of trace-class if and only if

∞∑
m=2

α(m2) < ∞, (4.3)

(ii) Hα is of Hilbert-Schmidt class if and only if

∞∑
m=4

|α(m)|2(d(m)− 2) < ∞, (4.4)

where d(·) denotes the standard divisor function,
(iii) if Hα belongs to the Schatten p-class for some 2 < p < ∞, then

∞∑
n=2

( ∞∑
m=2

|α(mn)|2
) p

2

< ∞, (4.5)

(iv) if Hα belongs to the Schatten p-class for some p ∈ (1,∞)\{2}, then
∞∑

m=2

|α(m2)|p < ∞, (4.6)
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(v) for p ∈ (0, 2)\{1}, if (4.5) holds or
∞∑

m,n=2

|α(mn)|p < ∞, (4.7)

then Hα belongs to the Schatten p-class.

Proof. (i) Since Hα is positive and

⟨Hαem, en⟩ = α(mn), m, n ⩾ 2, (4.8)

part (i) follows from [5, Theorem 4.1].
(ii) For any integer m ⩾ 2,

∥Hαem∥22 =
∞∑
n=2

|α(mn)|2. (4.9)

Since the series
∑∞

m,n=2 |α(mn)|2 is indexed by m,n ∈ N2 and d(k) counts
divisors including 1 and k for any integer k ⩾ 1, it follows that

∞∑
m,n=2

|α(mn)|2 =
∞∑

m=4

|α(m)|2r(m),

where r(m) = d(m) − 2 for all m ⩾ 4. Thus, by [5, Theorem 4.2], Hα is
Hilbert-Schmidt if and only if (4.4) holds.

(iii) Since any operator in the Schatten p-class is compact, by (4.9) and
[5, Theorem A], we get that {∥Hαem∥}∞m=2 ∈ ℓp(N2), proving (4.5).

(iv) By (4.8),

⟨Hαem, em⟩ = α(m2), m ⩾ 2,

which together with the assumption and [5, Theorem 2.7] yields (4.6).
(v) Note that the first assumption implies that {∥Hαem∥}∞m=2 ∈ ℓp(N2),

which together with [5, Theorem B] gives the Schatten p-class of Hα. For
the remaining part, note that (4.7) together with (4.8) gives that

∞∑
m,n=2

⟨Hαem, en⟩p < ∞.

Therefore, sinceHα is self-adjoint, by [5, Theorem 3.3], Hα is in the Schatten
p-class. □

In order to understand Hµ for positive measure µ, we in the spirit of the
proof of [9, Theorem 2.2], introduce the linear operator Nµ defined as:

D(Nµ) :=
{
x = {xm}m⩾2 ∈ ℓ2(N2) : t 7→

∞∑
m=2

xmm−1/2−t ∈ L2((0,∞), µ)
}

and for x = {xm}m⩾2 ∈ D(Nµ),

(Nµx)(t) =
∞∑

m=2

xmm−1/2−t, t > 0. (4.10)

Lemma B. Let µ be a positive Borel measure on (0,∞). The Nµ, defined
by (4.10), is a closed densely defined operator on ℓ2(N2). The Helson matrix
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Hµ defined in Definition 2.4 is therefore a densely defined positive operator
in ℓ2(N2).

Proof. Note that D(Nµ) contains span{en : n ⩾ 2}, which implies that Nµ

is a densely defined linear operator. We next show that Nµ is closed. To
see this, let {fn}∞n=1 ⊆ D(Nµ) be a sequence such that fn → f in ℓ2(N2)
and Nµfn → g in L2((0,∞), µ) as n → ∞. Then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality,∣∣∣Nµfn(t)−

∞∑
m=2

f(m)m−1/2−t
∣∣∣ ⩽ ∥fn − f∥2

√
ζ(1 + 2t), t > 0,

where ζ denotes the Riemann zeta function. This yields that Nµfn →∑∞
m=2 f(m)m−1/2−t as n → ∞ pointwise on (0,∞). Since a subsequence of

{Nµfn}∞n=1 converges to g pointwise µ-a.e., we get

g(t) =

∞∑
m=2

f(m)m−1/2−t, µ-a.e.,

and hence, f ∈ D(Nµ) and Nµf = g. Thus, Nµ is a densely defined closed
linear operator with domain D(Nµ). By von Neumann’s theorem (see [7,
Theorem V.3.24]),

N ∗
µNµ is a densely defined positive and self-adjoint operator. (4.11)

We next show that Hµ = N ∗
µNµ on D(N ∗

µNµ) as the above matricial ex-
pression. Indeed, for every x ∈ D(N ∗

µNµ) ⊆ D(Nµ), by Fubini’s theorem,

⟨Hµ(x), en⟩ =
∞∑

m=2

xmHµ(mn) =

∫ ∞

0
Nµ(x)(t)n

−1/2−tµ(dt)

= ⟨Nµ(x), Nµ(en)⟩
= ⟨N ∗

µNµ(x), en⟩, n ⩾ 2,

which, by (4.11), completes the proof. □

The following facts have been recorded in the discussion on [9, p. 164].
Since we could not locate their proofs in the literature, we include them here
for the sake of completeness.

Proposition C. Let µ be a regular positive Borel measure µ on (0,∞) such
that

∫∞
0 2−tµ(dt) < ∞. Then,

(i) if (lnn)µ̂(lnn) → ∞ as n → ∞, then Hµ is a positive unbounded
self-adjoint operator,

(ii) if (lnn)µ̂(lnn) → 0 as n → ∞, then Hµ is compact.

Proof. (i): We know by Lemma B that Hµ is a positive densely defined
self-adjoint operator, so we need to prove only unboundedness. By the
hypothesis, for each C > 0, there exists a positive integer N = N(C) such
that

µ̂(ln(mn)) > C(ln(mn))−1 whenever mn ⩾ N. (4.12)
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Now set for such N, a vector x(N) ∈ ℓ2(N2) by x
(N)
n = (n lnn)−

1
2 , N ⩽

n ⩽ N4. Clearly, ∥x(N)∥22 diverges to ∞ as N → ∞. Next, for every integer
m ⩾ 2,

(Hµx
(N))m =

N4∑
n=N

µ̂(ln(mn))x
(N)
n√

mn

(4.12)
>

C√
m

N4∑
n=N

1

n
√
lnn ln(mn)

.

Thus, by using (2.3) and letting t =
√
lnx,

⟨x(N), Hµx
(N)⟩ > C

N4∑
m=N

1

m
√
lnm

N4∑
n=N

1

n
√
lnn ln(mn)

⩾ C
N4∑

m=N

1

m
√
lnm

∫ N4

N

1

x
√
lnx ln(mx)

dx

= 2C
N4∑

m=N

1

m
√
lnm

∫ 2
√
lnN

√
lnN

1

t2 + lnm
dy

= 2C
N4∑

m=N

1

m lnm

(
tan−1

(
2

√
lnN

lnm

)
− tan−1

(√ lnN

lnm

))

= 2C

N4∑
m=N

1

m lnm
tan−1

( √
lnN
lnm

1 + 2 lnN
lnm

)
.

Recall that tan−1(·) is an increasing function. Next, since lnN ⩽ lnm ⩽

4 lnN,
√

lnN
lnm ⩾ 2−1 and lnN

lnm ⩽ 1, and hence

⟨x(N), Hµx
(N)⟩ ⩾ 2C tan−1

(1
6

) N4∑
m=N

1

m lnm
= 2C tan−1

(1
6

)
∥x(N)∥22.

Since C > 0 is arbitrary, Hµ is not bounded.

(ii): Define an infinite matrix for every N ∈ N2, H
(N)
µ in ℓ2(N2) as

H(N)
µ,m,n =

{
Hµ,m,n, 2 ⩽ m,n ⩽ N,

0, otherwise

so that H
(N)
µ is N -truncation of Hµ. Then,

(Hµ −H(N)
µ )m,n =

{
0, 2 ⩽ m,n ⩽ N,

Hµ,m,n, if m or n ⩾ N + 1.

Since by hypothesis (lnn)µ̂(lnn) → 0 as n → ∞, it follows that µ̂(lnn) ⩽
D(lnn)−1 for some D > 0 and all integers n ⩾ 2, and hence, Hµ (and of

course H
(N)
µ as well) are bounded, by Theorem 2.1(i).

As in part (i) of Theorem 2.1, we apply Proposition 2.2 on Hµ − H
(N)
µ ,

using the same auxiliary function tm = 1√
m lnm

(m ⩾ 2) and note that the

hypothesis implies that for arbitrary ϵ > 0, there exists N0 ∈ N such that
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ln(mn)µ̂(lnmn) < ϵ whenever mn > N0. Thus,

sup
n⩾2

1

tn

∞∑
m=2

mn>N0

µ̂(ln(mn))√
mn

tm = sup
n⩾2

√
lnn

∞∑
m=2

mn>N0

µ̂(ln(mn))

m
√
lnm

⩽ ϵ sup
n⩾2

√
lnn

∞∑
m=2

1

m
√
lnm ln(mn)

,

since (Hµ−H
(N0)
µ )m,n = 0 whenevermn ⩽ N0. Therefore, by Proposition 2.2

and (2.3),

∥Hµ −H(N)
µ ∥ ⩽ ∥Hµ −H(N0)

µ ∥ ⩽ πϵ

for all N > N0, which gives that ∥Hµ − H
(N)
µ ∥ → 0 as n → ∞. On the

other hand, it is clear that H
(N)
µ is Hilbert-Schmidt for every N ∈ N2 and

therefore Hµ is compact. □
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