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Abstract

De Branges 2=t & 1B E D % 34 K% Hilbert 22D —FETH Y, Louis de Branges (Z
& 2T 1959 b5 1962 FFIZ N CO—HDGFH L THEA I Nz, E4F, de Branges ZERTILEEL
RN O FRIRMT 72 E OB THOBA ARSI N TV DI TR L, BEak EMa B s
Aansd k51272 > TE7. A TIE de Branges %F’Hﬁbiﬁb\f}\f‘ﬁ%@%%ﬁ%ﬁi

1 De Branges ZE%Z 3EHEICDWT

E 1T L 5T Lagarias DX [19] 3% 5 TH o 72 & 51T, FiE DFHi& 1T de Branges 24 DB
AZBLE 2 Ko TH & DT, 1K - ﬁﬁbﬁ‘ﬁglu’iﬁofb\%ﬁﬁnT RAZENDIGFHFTREZR
b ’Eiﬂi’*‘é@fﬁf’i%?ﬂ%ﬂ’ﬂ?%% 5. U UL7D35, de Branges 22[H] 0 M5 oD it A #iFH X AFAM A
WOIIZE D ST, EFEDVAMIE R 72 DD T E 2 & 5 BBNIBD RN, & T TRITIE, [h5
E D& FAFIZ E1IZ U T de Branges Z2ff % fi#3i 3 % D Tld7%: <, de Branges 4 Fﬁ@fiufﬂ]%uﬂﬂ]ﬁg
MZBI 5 Paley-Wlener HEROILR L UTiiR 5 Z & & U7z, De Branges H &% Paley-Wiener

DEH A de Branges B D L7 L ZE 8] DBIEHSE THERT WS,

IOV fitE E 572% 5 — DD, de Branges Z2 [ D BRI E D FHWIZ U DMt
DRAIRNEEFR 7R B D7D Tid72 <, Lebesgue Z2[M*° Hardy 25D & 512, & FHEIFH O LW ER]
AR D72 WD IR % 5 u%‘.EE o TEL WD o772 THB. De Branges ZE[#] D H
Fitld de Branges %% 1960 fEHTA (2 THESE L TEUR (2 W o TH Krein DFZ ML TE 00
TH»59), LIES IFRENRAZIZUPEHIN TR o7z Bbha. L LRS54
FUZ A2 TH 5 DI DA DY 1, de Branges ZEHIDEOHEI 2R L TWVWS LS IZEL 6N
5. REBAIERDH ISR DR ADY - 1T £ 2L, EHIC L > TRHOHTTH 3.

2 Paley-Wiener spaces

% 9" Paley-Wiener ZEEIZDOWTHEE$ 5. FEH a > 0123 L T, Paley-Wiener 22l PW(a) I
FREAXM [—a,a] D Lebesgue 22f L2(—a, a) ® Fourier %{Tﬁ@?j LTEDHOLND:

PW(a) := F(L2(—a,a))7 (Ff)(z) = /:X) f(z) e .

*E-mail address: msuzuki@math.titech.ac.jp



Paley-Wiener ZZM D tid ¥ N BEHEULE I N 5. Paley-Wiener OEIIZ XL, PW(a) 1
exponential type a DHEEHE T H > T, (LR DEMIT P RER LT/ RS D2 E LT
FEMIrons. Ur»s, PW(a) iE

sin(a(w — %))

m(w — %)
EHAME T 5 HEEM Hilbert ZRICR>TE O, LN &5 REROEL WEE AR,
[E3c#iE]) H? = H2(Cy) = F(L2(0,00)) % L Cy = {Sz > 0} © Hardy 22/ L7z & &,
PW(a) = F(L*(~a,a)) = F(L*(~a,0)) © F(L*(a, ))
_ 67iazH2 o eiazHZ _ efiaz (H2 o eQiazH2) .

IITAOBIX AITBITS B OERMEMEZRT. ZOLSITHS L, PW(a) ORGEIFIEE
B o7 THREINTWVWEDRHD5

[BREEIE] F € PW(a) 2513,

F(z) = Y F(rn o)z —0/a)) (2)

a(z —mn/a)

(1)

nez

sin(a(z —

BED D, 2T a@fﬁzzy)meZ)kB@Pwm)®@§%E%&T.%E%&T:

NS OERBE HAEME OBEIXHATH A 5.

[(EAEE] 0<t<u<a&olE{0}#£PW() CPW(u) C PW(a).

[ERTTORERE] PW() (0<t<a) ZbERET S e = IZFHEE cos(tz) & sin(tz) 1T
it

e "* = cos(tz) — isin(tz)

ERIN, 2€ CTNAIA=RMITONTZIRDEMD HRARRZTE -7
d |cos(tz)| [0 —1||1 Of |cos(tz)
dt [sin(tz)} =7 {1 0 } {0 1} {Sin(tz)} , 0<t<a. (3)

[Fourier Z#] Ff c PW(a) (f € L*(—a,a)) Z2WT, fi(t) = (f(t)+ f(=¢)/2 & f_(t) =
(f(t) = f(=1))/(=20) [2&oT f(t) = fo(t) —if-(t) LT DL, Ff 3B SRR (3) O
t(cos(tz) sin(tz)) ZFH\WT

(wx@zzéwuwmw@ﬁ+2£iﬂwgmmmt
L REND.

3 De Branges spaces

3.1 Hermite-Biehler class — I8 EHHED—HZL

Paley-Wiener ZZHDFKR (1) IZBWT, BB e 2 L 0 —HOHBIIBENZ DT L %
ZZ 5. LANTIFRE
Fi(z) = F(3)
ZHWS. ZOHLTAN—3ERALEERT.
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(HB1

Definition 3.1. & F(z) T _4&M

) |E¥(2)| < |E(2)] if 2 € Cy,

(HB2) E(2) #0if z € R

7295 O2RDOESL % Hermite-Biehler 7 5 R LI, KTl HB KT . HB DIt
U UIX de Branges E#E & TIN5,

Hermite-Biehler 7 7 AD75H 5 A KD & 512 de Branges 22 &2 EH 5 & &, KEM 2 DIXEE
E¥(2)/E(2) % DT (HB2) OF&MIIABERZRHIRTIEAR. £z, R ift%ﬁfh%ﬁ: E0)=1
UL, TNBAENRHIR TRV, KRTEIOEREREFHRS NI L L Uz,
Example 3.2. a > 07 5 IEEBEK e 1 HB IZET. FEE, y > 0 25 IF [eeltw)| <
leia@tin)| RO NLDZ EDREZITNND. 72, TRTOMH FEFEHE C. = {32 < 0} I
BEND IOBRLZERX P(2) € Clz] 3A%% HBZET. Zhid 2 € CL D we Co #6iE
|z —w| < |z —w| DL LD L WD M EFEIC LS.

3.2 Definition of de Branges spaces
9 H? = H2(C,) % LB £ Hardy %28, 8%, C, EOERIEHK F T
IF1 = sup [ F(o+ i) do < o0
y>0JR
{7296 OO T Hilbert e 5. & F ¢ H2 12U, Eilili~DHIBR
Flr(z) := lim F(x + iy)
y—0

WIEELAETRTD 2 e RIZDVWTEED,

1Fl g2 = [1Flellz @)

MEDALD. 2T XD H? 13 L2(R) OME A EM e F—HE N5, Dk, Flr DHIZF & £T.
ZOR—HFIZEY, H? = F(L?*(0,)).

Definition 3.3. 52X 5272 E € HBIZH L,

F Ft
H(E) := {F entire 7 € H? and % € HZ}

EEDD. T HI1TH(E) DIBITHLT,

(F,G)np) = <§%>H2 = /RF(:”) () |Ec(ijcc)|2

Lo THBZREDS. ZDEE, H(E) 1F (-, )ym Z2WTHAEM Hilbert 222K 9. 21
% FE THRE 17z de Branges ZE & L .X.

Z @ de Branges % FEﬁ@iEﬁ I% de Branges (Z &% [8, Section 19] & 135725 %%, [23, Propo-
sition 2.1] TRINTWVWD L S1Z, TNEFAMBERERTH 5. (H(E) » Hilbert ZZH & k3 Z & 13
[8, Theorem 21].) De Branges % F’EJ H(E) DA, £kt B % FWT

E(2)E(w) — B} (2) E* (w)

2mi(Z — w)

K(z,w) =




THZAoN5 ([8, Theorem 19]). HI5,
X/, FEH(E) THHZ L&, ||F|ym) < oo D

KOOI LIXFAMETH S ([8, Theorem 20]). 2 F Y, de Branges 22 H(E) DILIEZ M TD
Al TR T 5B

Example 3.4. Paley-Wiener %[ PW( ) iF e 9% € HB THERE N7z de Branges ZE[# H (e %)
AR 57, Z DK T de Branges 42l Paley-Wiener 2D — /b2 > T\ 5.

3.3 Orthogonal basis

De Branges ZE[#] H(E) (2B T2 ELRZGIRT 5728, 0 € R TE £ 2EEB DK
Sg(2) := e E(2) — e P E*(2) € H(E) + zH(E) (4)
AT D (CEIZ L T Sy DERIF £20 552705 Z 2 H3H 5). Definition 3.1 725 Sy 1FHEHE

ROAZEREDZ LN D, TNODEFERIZL>T H(E) DELREENMRDOLSIZEES (8,
Theorem 22] 3 & ' Z DFFAH & [8, Problem 48]).

So(z

—w
12 Sy & H(E) 73518 H(E) DERHEZK L, Sp € H(E) 725X H(E) B3 CSp DHEAH
EHOBEREEEZKT. UL Sy dH(E) BHIE, FeH(E) &

- ¥ Fg

Theorem 3.5. #HDE

~

weR, Sp(w) = 0}

N

Se(t)=0
LR,
[F(1)
Se (t)=0
LN RVASH

So  H(E) TH5 0 [0,m) ldmx—2ITRE I EAHS5NT WS ([14, Proposition 6.1]).
Example 3.6. PW(a) = H (e *) 12D\ T, Riemann-Lebesgue OEMIZ L D

Sp(z) = ePemi* — e~0cia% ¢ PW(a), VO €R.
LizhoT, Bz =095,
{ 1 sin(az)

™
€ —7Z
vTa z—w a }

i PW(a) DIEMELREEZ KT, Tk b ERREER (2) 2Y¢ 5. De Branges 24/ (Clz]y, (-, ) )
DB B RSHRROT, S5 € H(E) L5256 c [0,7) HSTE DT 5 LA h5

11
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3.4 Abstract de Branges spaces
E € HB TH X5 de Branges 228 H(E) I$IXD (dB1)-(dB4) %729 ([8, Problem 50]).

(dB1) H I3HEEE F 72553 3 Hilbert 22 TH 5.

(dB2) % w e C\ R (XL, point evaluation F s F(w) & H DGR INEKETH 5.
(AB3) & F e H \Zx L, F ZHG HZBL, ||Fllu = ||Ftly Z2HikxT

(dB4) F € H PEHMODIMIER we C\RZFDLSIE,

0 poyen v |22
—w

FQE)| = IIFlx
H

NS ASN

HZ Hilbert 22 H 25 (dB1)-(dB4) %73 & &,
H:H(E)7 <F7G>H:<FaG>H(E)7 VF7G€H (5)

Zii7z3 & 57 E € HB MMFAEd % ([8, Theorem 23]). 2%V, de Branges ZZft] H IFAH
(dB1)-(dB4) TR 51 5. 6 EIEZAHE (AB1)-(dB4) 12 & - T de Branges ZE[M % &% L
TADBERITH D Z LB L.

Example 3.7. p(x) % R £ Borel HIET 2n IRETDE—A > b
Sk = / xkdu(ac) <oo, 0<k<2n

WIRTHFAETEHDL TS, ZOLE n ik FOZERADZM Clz), 12

b= [ " ()9 du(z)

& TR (), DD L, (Cley, ()u) 1 (dB1)-(dB4) %iii7= U de Branges 22272 5.

3.5 Change of generators

5.2 517z de Branges ZEft] H (2 LT (5) 2723 E € HB IFEBAZATT 5%, ZHITIRD
EHIZUTRLENS. £FT EecHBIZHLT,
1
A(z) = 5(B(2) + B*(2)),  B(2) = %( (2) — E*(2)).

LEDDE, A(z) & B(z) BHEMAEZROAZFFOEEKMTHS. 61T, A(2) & B(2) &
HAERERZT, TNSOFLTEM ETREIZEND ([2, Lemma 5)).

WE M e SLy(R) 2R LT, {78 DBIZ &Y

)= =

LEDD. IDLE, By i HBIZEL
H(E) = H(Ewm)

DROSID. E 512 H(E) = H(E) BRONDRSIEE=Ey £7%35 X 57% M € SLy(R) HMF
159 % ([3, Theorem IJ).
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3.6 Multiplication by the independent variable

De Branges ZE[H] H(E) FOHEITHEEHZE M %,
D(M):={F e H(E)|zF(z) € H(E)}

HEFBL L,
(MF)(z) := 2F(2), Fe€D(M)

WEODEHT 20 0E T 5. HITHRIEMAE M X de Branges ZEHERICB W THRRIOE K Z $ D.
Theorem 3.8. De Branges Z2[f H(E) EDO#ITEMEME M IZDWTIRHEL D LD,
(i) MIZFXFERIEZETH 5. BB, (MF,G)yp) = (F,MG)y(p) WEED F,G € D(M) IZ2
WCH DY, MDY T 713 H(E) ® H(E) NOBIEEGTH 5.
(i) MIZRRIEE (1,1) 0. b, HEIFREOE BIRD 5 7
D(M*) = D(M) @ Ker(M* — i) @ Ker(M* 4 1)
IZBEWT, dimKer (M* +4) =1 23 D 2 D.
(iil) M 13E g L TETH S, Hb, LED F e D(M) IZ20T M(FF) = (MF).
(iv) D(M) B H(E) NTRIBTRITIE, 5 0 € [0,7) 128 LT (D(M))* = CSp.

FSC 2] DEETRRSNTWS & 512, (1)-(iii) I% (dB2)-(dB4) 254D (cf. [14, Proposition
4.2]). (iv) (& [8, Theorem 29]. Fi¥D "IH S, #HHUIFIEHZ M 13 H LK IEZ R D, Tho
F(4) D Sy ZAAWTIRD L S IZFIR N5 ([14, Propositions 4.6 and 6.1]).

Theorem 3.9. § % Sp ¢ H(E) %723 FEBME U, So(wo) # 0 Zifi72d wo e Cx—D& 5.

e xE

Sp(wo)F'(2) — Se(2)F
Z — Wo

D(My) := {G(z) =
REREE L,

(o) ‘ F(2) e?—l(E)}

MoG(z) = 2 G(2) + F(wo)Sp(z)

L OEEXDIEME My 13 M OEHCHBRILREFNEZETH 5. T 2 TERE D (M) 1 wy DIER
ZARAE L 22V, £ 72, Theorem 3.5 D Sp(2)/(2 —w) 1, w ZFEHHEL T My OEIEHKTD
3. X512, M QMR 7 1 O I EE IR E R (Mo |0 € [0,7), So & H(E)} I2—55 3.
Example 3.10. Paley—Wiener ZZff] PW(a) (2B WTHIZ Sp € PW(a) TH-7h 5,

D(M) = PW(a).

ZIHAD KT de Branges Z2[H (Clz]n, (-, -),) I D2WTIHRH S AT,

D(M) =D (M) = Clz]pn-1, dim C[z],,/D(M) = 1.
U7 > T, S € Cl2], &5 0 €[0,7) HME—DIEEL,

H(E) = D(M) & CS,.
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3.7 Meromorphic inner functions

Paley-Wiener ZEffi (1) IZR 505 & 512, Hardy 22/ H? OAREHH %M e?92H? DBEXR
MZEMIC L 0GR I NG, ZE—MED de Branges EETHEKTH S.

Definition 3.11. P EOBFFIEHIEE O € H®(Cy) I3FEM ETHERES L 25 (|0(2)|=1
T#H 5L &, inner function LIEXNS. X 51T, inner function © 78 C EOHFHIKKTH 5
¢ &, meromorphic inner function (MIF) & EXN 5.

Definition 3.12. © 7% inner function 7% 5 X OH? C H? MK V5, [E 22
K(©):= H* © 0H?

MEHZINSD. K(O) % inner function © 12 & § 4K X5 model subspace & &3

#
E 7 HB Ot 5 1E, % I MIF T® 0,

H(E):EK(%ﬁ

) = EH*C E*H?
#
BRI, Wi, FEED MIF © k5% E e HB It k>T 0 = % L £XNB ([13, Sections

2.3 and 2.4]). DV EREDAE%ZERE, de Branges ZEffid MIF T X 715 model subspace Z
fizz 5 70,

3.8 Relation with de Branges—Rovnyak spaces

SEIZEFE U7z de Branges ZZ & AT T WA E A ZH% & L T de Branges-Rovnyak %2
MAH 5. WHIE T RR IR, 5 %2 H?2 = HX(C,) TRE L THE RS L EENZR
FRENH 5.

ERAMEAERZE T H? — H> 123 LT, M(T) 26 TH? EIZNE %
<Ta, Tb)T = (a', b,>H2

ko TEATSHILTEED Hilbert ZZH&T5. 22 Tad ldad (KerT): NOHHE K
?. H? % R L COBFEIZ &Y L2 = L2(R) DUAEMERARLEE & L2 55 H? ~DOHY
P L35, K be L®R) IZX LT H? E®D Toeplitz fEfZE T, F = P(bF) (F € H?) BEZ
D, [ Tol| = [|bljpe. TDEE, EETHW LYV EDOFFREMNEE b € H® = H®(Cy) T
6] ree < 1 %?ﬁ%f:a‘%m:ﬁbf, 1-TpT; >0 20T (A -T, Ty 2 WEEE. oL X,

H(b) == M((1 =T, T5)"?)

I¥ de Branges—Rovnyak ZEff% 9. (&  —#HAZRRHTD de Branges-Rovnyak ZEfH D 5E 2 1d
WA 27, B 2 A KD

H L be H® # inner function 72 51X, de Branges-Rovnyak Z2[H H(b) (&€ 7 IV2ER] K(b)
—HT 5. o TN F e HB 22X EH(b) 1F E THERI NS de Branges Z5HI1Z—3K
3‘5. Z 5 Wo 72EMK T, de Branges %2[H1% de Branges-Rovnyak ZEH O —FfIZi > T\ 3.



4 De Branges subspaces

4.1 Ordering structure
Paley-Wiener Z2[E2KI% L2(—a, a) DEFKDOWEBRL SME S BRDEEERIC L b 2lE
o s, 2k de Branges B3 LTt E 15 ([8, Theorem 35]).

Definition 4.1. H % de Branges 22l 9°5%. H ® C X2 MVZEME LTOHHZEM L BEN
& de Branges R TH->T, UPEZT D/ VAR H P SFEINDIEDE KT EHLE, L%
H ® de Branges S22/ & L5

Theorem 4.2. De Branges Z2ft] H ® de Branges #i2 ZEM 2RO ES Sub H 1%, BEBERICE
LT2IRF&EZMT.

ZDAEBRIE, KEHITIE de Branges ZEHDERKIE E DEKEIZLVEE 5.
Example 4.3. Paley-Wiener Z2f#] PW(a) & (Clz],, (-,-),) @ de Branges #8573 2ZHI3 X D@D :

SubPW(a) = {PW(b), 0 <b <a}, Sub Clz], = {C[#], 0 <k <n}.

4.2 Canonical systems
De Branges 241231} % de Branges 832272 B I3 HIZ 2IHRREEE2 K T2 TR, £h
SIEF—BEMS ARRRTHREI NS, ThE2ldR57-DFTREEET 5.
Definition 4.4. Xt I = (to,t1) (—o0 < tg < t1 < 00) ETEHR I N7z RO IS THNIE
ZROEMH H I — Sym,(R) 1%, Bl NDO =5&M%172 3 £ & Hamiltonian L ITIEN5:
(H1) &%~ Lebesgue %0 Dt € I DESZRE, EXFMTH H(¢) (TFEALHE.
(H2) ¥ A73 Lebesgue HIEDEDIHDEAIZHIRL TH H 1ZFGH TR,
(H3) H D% 84513 Lebesgue HIEEIZBY U TRl rl B4 72 B AL

5.2 5172 Hamiltonian H : I — Symy(R) 126 LT, 2€ CTRIA=XfIF 6N T LD
—REHEMS AR
d [A(t,z)] [0 -1 A(t, 2)
a {B(t,z)} = {1 0 } H(t) [B(t,z) (6)
% I E® canonical system & K.,

1l Z VX A0 i 5 C DRI HA SR
lim Alt,z)| |1
t—>to | B(t,z)| |0
@ T canonical system 2% (—&7&) ff [A(t,2) B(t,2)] 2Fi->722F5. ZDOLE E(t,z2) :=
Alt,2) — iB(t,2) EDBE, E(t,2) &t € TIEHLT HB KRTEEBIC RS, D&Y

canonical system 225 HB DILAF 5N 5. de Branges & HB DiH* 5 Hamiltonian 23ARKEH
IZME—DEF LI L ERLTZ.

15



16

4.3 Structure Hamiltonian

FTHEE -OHABLTSL.

Definition 4.5. I :® Hamiltonian H (Zxf LT, 22 TRWEEXM (a,b) C I #¥ indivisible (for
H)TH5Ll, (a,b) LD CHEBKE AL & 0 c RPFMELT, H H (a,b) ET

cos20  cosfsinf
cosfsinf sin 6

H(t) = h(t)

ERINBIEARED. £/ D& &, indivisible interval (a,b) 1F 0 TH B L& \WH. £/, t el
MY @ indivisible interval DN TH LWL & regular TH B LW\, TD XS 7% T DEEAD
EBE Leg LRT.

, te(a,b)ae

de Branges ($IXDMER %R L7z ([5, Theorem V], [8, Theorem 40]).

Theorem 4.6. % E € HB I L, »B5XM I = (to,t1] L TEFHRS N7z Hamiltonian H T,
OGN %TEZTEDOPGFHLET S

(i) '[A(t,z) B(t,2)] (t€ I,z € C) % H TEZE 5 canonical system (6) D THIHAZM:
{A(tl,z)] _ {A(z)}
B(ty1,2) B(z)
Ei-TH—DEDLTE. ZOLE, TRTD el IZDOVWT
Ei(z) == A(t,z) —iB(t, 2)
3 HB IZJET.
(ii) SubH(E) = {H(EL) |t € Lieg).
(iii) &R 2 € C\RIZBWT,

A(t, z)B(t, z) — A(t, ) B(t, 2)

K(z,2) = —0 (t—to)

A L RVACH
Definition 4.7. Theorem 4.6 ® & 57 H % H(E) @ structure Hamiltonian ¥ X3,

ﬂmmm46®Hﬁ)i%&é%@t%ﬁﬁﬂLﬁ&xﬁﬁ@hﬁdﬂTkﬁ@xHﬂ)
HHIHEFGE R DTHIEI LWVWIBKRT B TH L. it E % M € SLy(R) TE#HT I,
ST 5 H I M IZX28BI2B5. Zhs MBS, EFLO structure Hamiltonian & W5
HRMNIZLIZBDONETHAS.

Example 4.8. Paley-Wiener %[l PW(a) = H(e "**) @ structure Hamiltonian H, (D —72)
13 [0,a] TORIZHAITINIEEZRFOGHTH L. ik,

Alt, z) = 1(67“2 +e"%) = cos(tz), B(t,z)= %(67”2 — %) = sin(t2)
THYH, 2N 5 E canonical system
d |cos(tz)| [0 -1 cos(tz)
dt L‘in(ﬁz)} —Z L 0 ] Ha(?) Lin(tz)] (2€C)
{729, B PW(t) DFAERKIZDONWT,
cos(tz) sin(tw) — cos(tz) sin(tw)  sin(t(w — z))

K, = = t .
t(z,w) o o — —0 as —0




Example 4.9. &IEJWW?}ZT de Branges ZE[H C[z],, @ structure Hamiltonian |& Winkler [30,
Section 4] IZ& % &£ 52, HE D indivisible intervals DA ETEZINZHDIZHRE. WE
E(z) = 23 + 2i2? —z—zeHB%:fiJLtét FT AR) =222, B(z)=1-222. ZDL &,

1 1 1 1
tg =0, t1::§, t2::§+47 t3::§+4+§
y LT,
I:O O‘|, to <t <ty, ta<t<ts
0 1 - -
H(t) = (7)

[1 O:| t1 <t <ts
0o o

LEDDE, ZD HIZ I = [ty,t3] =[0,5] D Hamiltonian TH 5. T I T (tg,t1) = (0,1/2)
& (to,t3) = (9/2,5) & w/2 B, (t1,t2) = (1/2,9/2) 1 0 & @ indivisible intervals 12725 T\
5. 20O HIZ(IH3 % canonical system DD —DE

—tz, to <t <t 1, to <t <ty

At 1 B(t, ) = ! 2
(t,z) = —5% t <t<ty DBtz)= L+ (=202 1y <t <ty,
(2t —9)23 — (t —4)z, to <t <ts, 1—222 ty <t <tz

THX BN, Alts, 2) = A(2), Blts, 2) = B(z) TH 3. £7=, (to,t1) LTHEMIE Ki(z,w) = t/7
7;:0)1, Kt(Z,Z) —0 (t —ty = O) Thb. & ‘50:, [reg = {to,tl,tg,tg,} VC“Z;)OVC,

Fu(2) = —i, Eh@):—%z—L Ew@):—%z—dl—ZfL () = B(2)

6, H(E,) = {0}, H(Ey,) = Clzlo = C, H(E:,) = Clz]1, H(Ey,) = Clzla. ZH51%
H(E) = Clz]a @ de Branges {722 R LTW5.

Clz],, @ structure Hamiltonian O#Kf1E1d [5] D Theorem VII 72 & DIEHNSHE 12742 5.
Remark. De Branges 135 X 5417z Hamiltonian H 23\ D structure Hamiltonian (2725 T

Wahe WS EZER L, [8, Theorem 41] THAWRREZ G AT VW5, MR RE X
Romanov-Woracek [25] T o5 7z,

5 Generalized Fourier transforms

5.1 L?-space attached to a Hamiltionan

De Branges ZE# @ structure Hamiltonian H (Z{FE L 7" canonical system ODf#f% FHWT,
Fourier #1208 — {1 5. £7 Paley-Wiener 22 D54 12 Fourier 2HLDJF 75 H3 ﬁk@‘ﬁc
[ L2(—a.q) K755 DEBAT S,

H % I = (tg,t1) @ Hamiltonian &9 5. L(H) %3N0 hEERD [ EOEGKET-H
DT RT MIVIEERE V() = [ f(t) g(t)] DZERIZ

Wi =2 [ 1 s a0 (19 < oo

17
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WEoT/ VL EEDZHDE L,
Lo(H) :={V(t) € L(H) : [V =0}
EPLK. TDL EWAEM L(H)/LO(H) &
IV +Lo(H)| = VIla
WWEDEDSNS /AT LT pre-Hilbert 8% K3, ZhiZMLL THESN S Hilbert 48
Mz L?(H) 7 5.

X 512, H »% indivisible intervals % #7272\ 72 513 L2(H) % L*(H) H& & U, indivisible
intervals Z o X X3, L2(H) % L2(H) Ot V() = [ f(t) g(t)] TH»T, % 0 B indivisible
interval J LT

[cosO sind] Bgﬂ —croy €C

27z DEEHBR IO EME T 5.

Example 5.1. PW(a) @ structure Hamiltonian H, 1% [0,a] ETHEAITINEE & 2 EHEH
7227DT,

T2(H,) = L*(H,) = L*(0.a) & L*(0,a) = {B 8} - F(),9(t) € L2(0,0)}.

Example 5.2. Example 4.9 @ Hamiltonian H ({Z2WT, £°(H) Dl
o f1(t)} { 0 } {f:a(t)}
Ve(t) = to <t <t1), t <t <ty), ty <t <t
(t) { 0 | (< 1) gs(t) (t 2) 0 | (t 3)
YWSHE LD T, L2(H) Dtk

V(t) = {flc(lt)} (to <t < t1), {95(215)} (t1 <t < t), {f?’c(t)} (to <t < t3)

3

LV BOEBOEN SHRB. 22T e, 0 ¢ FEBL fi(0), g2(0), fo(t) RTRDBEKTH 5.
B2 L2(H) & 3IKTER DT, H(E) = Clels LUGEN 8T 52 B BEE NS,

5.2 De Branges transform/Weyl transform

H % de Branges 22[] H(E) ® structure Hamiltonian & U, H T £ % canonical system (6)
D% L[ A(t,z) B(t,z)] £ 5. 2D &

h A(t, @)
K(w, ) = _/to [A(t,2) Bt =)] H(t) {B(t’w)} dt
DD SLODT, t DEEE LT HA(t, @) B(t,w)] & L2(H) IZJ&9. 2D t s [ A(t, @) B(t,w)]
& 2 K(w,2) OEMRIE

@0V (2) = %/t [A(t =) B(t, 2)| H(®) V(¢) dt.

IZE VA= R VES W : L2(H) - H(E) ~NMEEESN S, ROFIO X512, 21 Fourier 4
D — i tiz72 > TH Y, de Branges transform, Weyl transform, & %\ J generalized
Fourier transform 72 & 2N 5.



Example 5.3. PW(a) D%, 1[f(t) g(t)] € L*(0,a)® L2(0,a) = L2(H,) THD & &, AD tIZ
XL T f( t) == f(t) and g(—t) := —g(t) B Z &2 &Y, de Branges transform &, ¥XD & 5
(2 U CHR% D Fourier &E@k%%@%i 5NB5.

2 Bg))} )(z) = - /a[COS(tZ) sin(tz)] Ha(t) { (( H

6 XEAER

De Branges ZZMIZEI9 2 ke LT E T 5N 5 DIE, de Branges HHIZ L 5FH [8] T
H5. L LINZGEADZVED LIS VEHEV, T EEREEROGHR, TV SaE
D% BB > THE Y, HEgDiFM 285 OPREL 7D TH L. 55 AMEMEIC
R UESRE L S IE TN T WAV, T W o 7B T, BARTIE [8] TR SN T W 5 SR OFEIH IE
JFE3C (2, 3, 4,5, 6, 7] 23T 55, A THE jFﬁ%ﬁEﬁf{K Uhaiprotz, U UEiEIZZe > T
Linghu [20] Tk 0%< DR EMEDEHI PRI Z N, 8] X HHFREIFEITIEZ S L D1T% -
7o, 7z, BOOFERDIFHIE Linghu OFAEX [21] THRRSNTWS

De Branges ZEH OB ER(Z B9 S 8E0 & U T, FsCE (1] (28 2 T % Woracek [32] %3
ERERIEVHBIZE LD ONTVWTRY. KEHS INaeB3FIC LA RE v, FisCEIC
I¥ de Branges O ILFAIIZEH TH - 7z Rovnyak 12 & 2 FEHHEISH & DfEa [26] X, Winkler
IZ & % canonical systems (ZB9 28F [31] BPEXINTE D, TN S DSHE K L HHE T de
Branges ZZM DB D AMIMEENTELD. T OFXEITIZZ DIENIZH, de Branges 22 & %
O LB D\ TRE A B & RS L 730 % RIS N\ 5. HED L L

TI%, Remling DFRC [23] ¥ EE [24] (2H 5 de Branges ZERICHET 2 Hid R THP T V.

WolE D, BIZIZNA [16] THRARSENT WS X S1Z, [0,4) (0 < oo) b7 s B R KK

B om(z) 12 X DE ¥ 2 ILHOERILERR d2/(dmdz) o E#RIZH 5 de Branges ZZ[H D€ F
v, M. G. Krein O (cf. [17, 2 5 &E]) OEIZHVWSNS. Krein D string equation
dy'(x) + zy(x)dm(z) = 0 1& canonical system (6) (ZI@# X5 DT, de Branges @ de Branges
22 6] D HH %‘:ﬂﬂb\t canonical system (6) DFFIEDREIL, Krein DEHDO—M(IZR->oT W5,
Schrodinger #4 % & & Sturm-Liouville #4443 52X % canonical system (6) IZRE I N2 05,
de Branges ZEMHOMEwIZH & & LW AREA & EEIED. W HRADE AL 5 D de Branges
24 AFT & UTiE Dym [12] AR\, De Branges 22 O BG & U TR RS G72171213725 5
DD, TNFIHIFERHADR R AR T WL, ifR YB3 THRRSNT NS,

7T BERANDISHA

BIEIZ72 5 T de Branges ZZH O HFg 3 EH 23 EM &3 5 8Gm, Kz G, [ZIGHZ
BESIT R TELDT, BEIZTNS2RNT 5. ¥ ﬂTﬁ@EWi%@y>1ébwf

cw:Z =[[a-p"

p

TEHE I NS Riemann ¥ — XK TH 5. HiOIZER p 2K % 1 2 HEE T, Buler FEFIR & I
XN 3. Riemann ¥ — X &L s = 1 T—MOME R OMIZTEHIZ C EORBUZTER I
z). ZOLE, |MEMEE O <R(s) < 1 IZHEEND ((s) DERIIEAAF L FEIEN, Euler f#

bt%éﬂlﬁﬁlﬁ r‘:@E@%ﬁ‘b BERIZB W T EEDMERNR L 72> T E 72, Wl aplidag &k
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KRIFREETH 5 Riemann PETH A 5. THIIIFEHHBFROERLA AR 1/2 THHI L% T
HF 5. Lagarias [18, 19] 1% &(s) := s(s — 1)7~*/2T'(s/2){(s) & U7z & &, Riemann FHD N T

Ee(z):=&(1/2 —iz) +&(1/2 —iz) ® Ero(z)=¢1/2+w—iz) (w>0)

7 Hermite-Biehler 7 7 AZBT A Z & % HAH L, ¥ — X EEDOIEHHEF S DHIZEIZ de Branges 22
MIOHERAAWS Z L 2R U, EEMV de Branges B EMERT B E o NIRRT DHR I NS
DX TdH o7z, Lagarias iT B ¥ E¢ ’Ciﬁ}zéj’bé de Branges ZZfti{® structure Hamiltonian 2%
EABRDDNER D 720, BEIER EITIEE R U AN o7z, 2D, Ec, THEKE NS de Branges
258D structure Hamiltonian i [29] ’C“Eﬁ?'%é nrz.

Riemann FAIE Y — X HADIEHWAELDERIZET S FRTH LD, ZThzRKELRZD X

THEEMONAS L <IN TWS. REMZRD A Montgomery-Odlyzko ?*ﬂblﬁﬁ Ins, ¥

FIIZE R DR DX MBS (pair correlation) (ZBH9 W48 TH 5. Carneiro-Chandee-Littmann-

Milinovich [9] (% de Branges ZEf#IZ 81} % extremal problems % Z DX AHEADIAZLIZIGH L 7=.
% 5 1% % exponential type m DI TH - T

/_O; F(2)Pdp(x) < o0, du(x) = {1 _ (S“;;”E)Q} da

Z i 7235 ORRDK T 22/ By(u) A de Branges ZE] TH 2 Z & ZRH L T, BHEKLD ERH
RPE L JRBAE R (Theorem 3.5) DIGHAIC & - THEHHASZRONMHBENICET R E2 BTV 5.

% 7z, Montgomery A3 FHBEIZ B@Téﬂi*ﬂ@ F [22] TERZIERT WS 0, AHB O 5813 3
MR EHEROEE ZFRD DIZHKLD. K [28] 1F [9] D% Riemann ¥ — X gD —
f%{tT® % Dirichlet L BEDE R DOIFFUTIGH U, JF#EI7: Dirichlet 81512 & 0 % % 5 Dirichlet
L Uz DOWT, FEEIAFE RO THE ﬁ@ﬁéf)éi’JA 2B A B DOREREWR L2

‘l:’ RERIRR L BB DIRFRIZ B W T, B D L DS S A721 T <, L D family
BIFAERAMMBWR I NS, Katz- Sarnak [15] IZEAZ ‘B family (21 5@@ symmetry
type G B3H 0, FEED family IZJET L D EHA/NS WIEHHE RS O2FE, G T
K E D BRI BB We(x) ZF>Z &% P/ LU 7. Carneiro-Chandee-Milinovich [10] 1%
f# % exponential type 7A (A > 0) DEEHTH > T

| IF@Pdute) < o0, dule) = Wela)do
Z 729 DRARDET de Branges 22 Hea ra DHAERE BARIIZ /%/E L, Bz 1, Katz-Sarnak
MO 7z family IZET L %u?iﬂlf_%ODT%I#ﬁ@qﬂ/uﬁ s=1/21 Téiﬁd)ﬁﬁﬂ’ﬂ_@ﬁl%
BT B DIZIEHLTWS

8 HIEF

%{Eéi?a iUiSnB%iﬂé@&%A%%uK“c {EEIVE ULRBERAEEORY REK, M7 EAERK,
Z)1 A ZDHERME CTEHEBE L LT ET. EAMEREL S CITHIELTRDOE L UTHI%
%é\/ﬁ\i%%fmﬁi UT N o BB R BRI I U £, 08, T OWFIEEME
W9e (C) (RFZeREE : BRI, MRS  1TK05163, 23K03050) OBk % ZIFC\E 3.
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