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Abstract

De Branges %5 & 1328 D i 3 FAE 8% Hilbert Z2RIO—FETH D, Louis de Branges (2
Lo T 1959 A5 1962 I TO—EDFH X TEAI N7, T4, de Branges 451X ENEK
FRMT TR 72 L OB THEBRA TR INTWAIE» 0 TR L, #Gak SMaEALIH
HAIND L D12 ->TE 7. KiwTl de Branges %Fﬁﬁﬂ:ﬁb\flﬁﬁﬁ"]ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’%ﬁ5 .

1 De Branges ZE%=Z3EIHEICDWT

EHFIT & o T Lagarias DX [19] 3% 5 TH o 72 & 512, F€ D#Hi# 1T de Branges 25 D H
EMCERE RS TH 5 DT, i - s Eﬁ/b\’%ﬁofb\éﬁﬁ%ﬁ" RAZENAISHATRER Z
L BBRBDDED xﬂ%ﬁ@fﬁ)% 5. UL LA 5, de Branges 22 [t D m D fis FH # B IIAZ /A
WOIIZHED 5T, EZDVAMRIRFZOMBITE 5 & 5 RIS RN, 7 2 TRETIE, [h%
i@r&ﬁﬁfﬂ%ﬁﬂa L T de Branges Z2[t] % fi#igi 4" % D TlE72 <, de Branges % F'El'ﬁ@@uﬁﬂ%ﬁ*ﬂﬁf&:
MrizBlr % Paley—Wlener OIS LTiRRE Z & & LTk, De Branges H& % Paley-Wiener
DEBAD de Branges ZZH D RJF7Z & EF [8] DA&IHE THRRT W 5.

IVt fiftk L o72H 5 —DDHEIX, de Branges 25 DO HERIXREE O FMHIZ U H S H
0);«1]75‘7&\«‘%%7&% D72 D TiE7 <, Lebesgue "JUFEJ’P Hardy ZZf 0D & 512, it FHEIFH O LW EF]
RPSEAR DT L NS HIR%E F %H‘AKT@OT% LWho /2 THB. De Branges Z¢ft] D
#ild de Branges A% 1960 fERTHIZ M THEEE L TLK (2 W o TH Krein ORPEIIMLIT E 500
TH»5), LIES IFREMNRAZIZUPEHIN TR 722 b s, UL LRrs45H
LA TH S DILHEFEDAD Y X, de Branges EIDEDOERI ZRLTWVWAE IS ITEL SN
5. Zﬁﬁﬁéﬂﬁ§4§‘%®%ﬁf:@mﬁﬁ®%%’\®tﬂoﬁf TehX, FEHIZL>TENDEVTHS.

2 Paley-Wiener spaces

% 3 Paley-Wiener ZZHIZDWTHEE T 5. T8 a > 0123 L T, Paley-Wiener 24t PW(a) 13
B REAX M [—a,a] LD Lebesgue Z8[H L?(—a,a) ® Fourier 2 Tﬁ%@c‘_’_ LTEDSNS:

PW(a) := F(L*(—a,a)), (Ff)(z) = /_OO f(z) e dx.

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



Paley-Wiener ZEH] D JGId &N S BHEUTIER T 5. Paley-Wiener DEHIZ XX, PW(a) 1
exponential type a DT H > T, [LREOFEMNFATRER LT RIS R DOL2MAKE LT

R onsd. Las, PW(a) i
sin(a(w — %))

m(w — Z)

HEAK T 5 EAM Hilbert M >THED, LRD X S mEROE L WHEE 2K D.
gl Lk &,

[BExX#1E]) H? = H?(C4) = F(L%(0,00)) % EEH Cy = {S2 > 0} @ Hardy
(1)

PW(a) = F(L*(—a,a)) = F(L?(—a,)) & F(L*(a, 00))
e—iazHQ o eiazH2 _ e—iaz (H2 fa eQiazHQ) .

IITAGBIX AITBII% B OELZHZEREZRT. ZOLIITRL L, PW(a) DHEEIZFE

B e~ TRESN TN DD H 5.
(2)

[BREEE] F c PW(a) 25 1E,
F(z) =) F(rn/a) Sincf? Z(Z_;Z%f )

ne”Z

MDD, 22T Sm(lez(z_;z;‘f)) (n € Z) 7251 PW(a) DEREEERT. HEERT =

OO E HEKE OBEIZIHATH A 5.
O0<t<u<aZbiX{0}#PW() CPW(u) C PW(a).

PW(t) (0 <t<a) 7zbZIET S e IZTFEBEBEE cos(tz) & sin(tz) 12L& D

[BIREE]
[ERTDFHEE]
e” ™ = cos(tz) —isin(tz)
ERIN, 2 CTNAIA=ZMNIT SNTROEWD AR Z T
d [cos(tz)] [0 —1][1 0] [cos(tz)
dt [Sin(tz)] =7 [1 0 } [0 1] [Sin(tz)] , 0<t<a. (3)
() =
% (3) OfiE

[Fourier Z#] Ff € PW(a) (f € L?(—a,a)) 22T, fi(t) = (f(t) + f(—1))/2
(F@&) — f(—=)/(—20) IZ&oT f(t) = fo(t) —if_(t) &afRT B &, Ff 13WHHERX

t(cos(tz) sin(tz)) ZHWT
(Ff)(z) = 2/0‘1 fo(t) cos(tz) dt + 2/0‘1 f—(t)sin(tz) dt.

eRIN5.

3 De Branges spaces
3.1 Hermite-Biehler class — {58 EEHD—#1{t
Paley-Wiener ZEfHi DR (1) IZBWTC, fEEE e 2 L0 ~fBROKBUIB ENAL I L %

HEADH. LN TIEEE
F¥(2) := F(3)

ZHAWS. ZOLEL TN FERILKLEZRT.



Definition 3.1. ¥ E(z) T &AM

(HB1) |E*(2)| < |E(2)| if 2 € C4,
(HB2) E(z) #0if z € R

T 36 DLkDHE S % Hermite-Biehler 75 X LI, KT HB £ £ 9. HB Dt
LI U X de Branges B & £ IFFIXN 5.

Hermite-Biehler 7 7 ADItH* 5 LA KD & 512 de Branges 12 EH 5 & &, KEW R DL
E¥(2)/E(2) 72D T (HB2) O&MAEIAREMZGIRTIEAR. 7z, FEFHIZESLRS: £(0) =1
ZIRU 720, TNH ARERRHEIRTIEZV. KT OESEREIFERS hnwI s e L.

Example 3.2. a > 0 72 5 [$EHEH e & HB (TET. EBE, y > 0 2 561F [elel@+w)] <
lemi @) | RO NLDZ EBRBRBITN D, £z, TRTOMRD FEFMH Co = {32 < 0} i
BEND EOBLERX P(2) € Cl2] 13AM HBIZET. ik 2 Cy D weC. #oiX
|z — @) < |z —w| DY D E WD HLIR M ERIT LS.

3.2 Definition of de Branges spaces
3 H?=H?*(C,) % R ¥ Eo Hardy 22/, BI%, C. EOIEAIEKE F T
IF|2 = Sup/ P2+ iy)|? de < oo
y>0JR
7295 DEARDOKT Hilbert 2 & 5. £ F ¢ H21Zxt L, L~ HIR
Flr(z) := lim F(x + iy)

y—0

MFELALETRTD 2z e RIZDVWTEED,

[Fl > = [ Flellz2@)

MDD, ZAUZE D H2 13 L2(R) OEIEAZEM L A HE N5, Mg, Flp bHICF 2 KT,
ZOE—BUz L0, H2 = F(L2(0,00)).

Definition 3.3. 5X 5 X7 E € HBIZX L,

H(E) = {F entire

F F?
EGH2andfeH2}

LREDD. THIZH(E) DITIZH LT,

G = (5 5) = [ F0ICE ms

ZES>THRMEED S, ZOLE, HE) i (- )am 122VWTHEAER Hilbert 2% R, Zh
% E THE I 7z de Branges Z2f & L .5

Z ® de Branges ZEM DE 1L de Branges I & % [8, Section 19] £ 1&H7: 5 %%, [23, Propo-
sition 2.1] TRINTWS X ST, TN LFAMERERTH 5. (H(E) » Hilbert 22 2K d Z &1
[8, Theorem 21].) De Branges %5[#] H(E) OHERIZ, £t E 2 HWT

E()E(w) — BF(z)E*(w)

Kz w) = 27i(Z — w)

3



THZ o655 ([8, Theorem 19]). Hib,
<F7K(27 ')>’H,(E) = F(Z)
¥/, FEH(E) THhBHILE, | F ey < oo 22
|F(2)] < | Fli3yp)K (2,2), z€C\R

MY SLDZ L IZFAMETH S ([8, Theorem 20]). D F Y, de Branges %2/t H(E) O & L TD
P TR T 5N D,

Example 3.4. Paley-Wiener 22 PW (a) 1% e %% € HB T/ER I 1172 de Branges ZZ[H H (e %)
1Al 72 5700, Z OEBRT de Branges Z8f#1% Paley-Wiener 2580 —ffbiZ > T W 5.

3.3 Orthogonal basis

De Branges %[l H(E) (2B 5ERRZHART 570, 0 € R TE £ 5 BHBDE
Sp(2) := eE(2) — e YE*(2) € H(E) + zH(E) (4)

ZEATD (XBIZE 5T Sy DERIT +2i (570D Z LW H B). Definition 3.1 725 Sy 1FESE
ROAEREDZENDNE. TNODEFERIE>T H(E) DEREEMIRD LS IZEE S ([8,
Theorem 22] 3 £ O DFE & (8, Problem 48]).

Theorem 3.5. BEBDES

S@(z
Z—Ww
X Sy g H(E) 25X H(E) DERFEIERK L, Sy € H(E) 25X H(E) 12815 CSy DERSH
ZEOEREEEZET. L1 Sy g H(E) Bo6I1E, FeH(E) X

~—

weR, Se(w) =0

—

K(t,
Fo= ¥ PO

Sp(t)=0 ’

CRTN, ,
F(t

IFBe = > s

Sp(t)=0 ’

DY LD,

So ¢ H(E) TH 5 0 € [0,7) k4 IS Z L HHISNT WS ([14, Proposition 6.1)).
Example 3.6. PW(a) = H(e %) iZ D\ T, Riemann-Lebesgue DEHIZ & D
Sp(z) = e9e™i* — ¢=Wci* ¢ PW(a), VO € R.
LDo T, HIZIE0=0 275,

{ \/L_ sin(az)
Ta z—w

X PW(a) DIEMHERFEEZ RS, 0k b REEE (2) €5 . De Branges Z2MH (Clz],, (-, -),)
DR E RSHARDT, Sy € H(E) L7535 0 ¢ [0,7) B TE—DIHET 5 Z & 5.

wEEZ}
a



3.4 Abstract de Branges spaces

E € HB THEHK TN 5 de Branges 22 H(E) (FIXRD (dB1)-(dB4) %Zimi7z3 ([8, Problem 50]).

(dB1) H 1FEEB F 7259 Hilbert 2 TH 5.
(dB2) % w € C\ R (ZX U, point evaluation F +— F(w) (& H EOERGERIFZENHETH 5.
(dB3) & F e H =X L, F* ZEHE H ZBL, ||Fllu = |F!|ln W79
(dB4) F € H BWEOIMIE R we C\R 2FD4HR 51,
zZ—w z—w
RO O

WD XD,

HZ Hilbert 22[H H A% (dB1)-(dB4) Z{7= 3 & &,
H=H(E), (F.G)n=(F.Gur), VFGeH ()

2729 &57% E € HB HFALT % ([8, Theorem 23]). D% v, de Branges Zffl H (T AH
(dB1)—(dB4) THRERIT 5N 5. oM EIEFAR (dB1)—(dB4) (2 & 5T de Branges 22 % &3 L
THPMERITHD Z L BEW,

Example 3.7. p(z) 2 R £® Borel fIET 2n IRETDE—A > b
Sk ::/ xkdu(x)<oo, 0<k<2n
— 00

BERTHEET DL TS, DL %, n KB FOLEADZER Cl2],

G = / F(@)g(@) dyu(z)

12 &> THEL (), 2EDB L, (Cleln, (- ),) 1 (AB1)~(dB4) %7 L de Branges Iz 5.

3.5 Change of generators

H.Z 607z de Branges ZEft] H IZX U T (5) %ifi7zd E € HB IFERIFILT 505, THIZIRD
ESIZUTRLENS. T E€eHBIZHLT,

A(z) = %(E(Z) +EH(2),  B(2) = 5(E(2) - B¥(2)).

LEDDE, A(2) & B(2) IFHMAREBLOAEFRFOFEBEEBTHSD. 51T, A2) & B(z) i
HEER RS, 205 OFERIFEM ETLRHEIZENS (2, Lemma 5)).

WE M e SLy(R) TR LT, 50T & D
Am(2) | _ 4 | AR) - -
LEDD. ZDEE, By i d HBIZEL

H(E) = H(Ewm)

MELD LD, 512 H(E) = H(E) DRV D3 6IE E=Ey 75 & 57 M € SLy(R) A%
1£9 % ([3, Theorem IJ).



3.6 Multiplication by the independent variable

De Branges Z¢ft] H(E) FO#TRIEHE M %,
D(M):={F e H(E)|zF(2) € H(E)}

EEREE L,
(MF)(z) := zF(z), Fe€®D(M)
IZEOEHT 250 LT 5. #HITHEIEMAZE M X de Branges ZEMEmIC B W TRIBIOEEZ £ D.

Theorem 3.8. De Branges 22 H(E) LD FEIEFAEZE MIZDWTRHEL D LD,
(i) MIZEINFMERETH S, BAlG, (MF,G)y(p) = (F.MG)yp) PERED F,G € D(M) 122
WTHDED, MDY T 73X H(E)®H(E) NOBEATH 5.
(i) M ERZIES (1, 1) 25D, Wb, EIEFRZD T HRO R
D(M*) = D(M) @ Ker(M* —4) ® Ker(M* + i)
IZBEWT, dimKer (M* +i) = 1 23K Y 32 D.
(iil) M 13E ¢ ICBELTHETH S, BiH, TED F e D(M) IZ2WT M(F*) = (MF)%.

(iv) D(M) 28 H(E) NTHETRINE, 55 0 € [0,7) I LT (D(M))L = CS,.

FSC 2] DHBETHRAR SN TWS L D1, (i)-(iii) 1 (dB2)-(dB4) 2 54¢5 (cf. [14, Proposition
4.2]). (iv) I& [8, Theorem 29]. B0 “IH» &, HIFHMEMAZ M Z A KR EZRD. Tho
X (4) D Sp ZFHWTIRD & S IZGdik T 5 ([14, Propositions 4.6 and 6.1]).

Theorem 3.9. § % Sp ¢ H(E) Zhi7=3FEHE U, So(wo) # 0 Z2ifi7zF wy € CE—DL 5.
ok
So(wo)F(z) — So(2) F(wo)

Z — Wo

D(Mg) := {G(z) -
EEHRRL L,

‘ F(z) e H(E)}

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

WEDEEDIEAE My 13 M OHCHBZILRIEARTH LS. T I TER D(My) 1 wy DIER
IZHRAFE L 72\, £ 72, Theorem 3.5 D Sp(2)/(z —w) &, w ZEFHEE T2 My DEFHKTH
5. T502, M O H CILRIRREAERKIZ (Mg |0 € [0,7), Sp & H(E)} IZ—HT 5.

Example 3.10. Paley-Wiener ZEf] PW(a) (25 WTHIZ Sy € PW(a) THo7h b,
D(M) = PW(a).
ZIHAN T de Branges Z2[H (Clz],, (-, -)u) (D WTIEIAS 2T,
D(M) =D(M) = Clz]n_1,  dimClz],,/D(M) = 1.
L7zh35T, Sp & Clz], £75 0 € [0,7) DME—DIEIEL,

H(E) = D(M) & CS.



3.7 Meromorphic inner functions

Paley—Wiener ZE[]IZ (1) IZR 555 & 512, Hardy 28 H? OARZEER %M e29*H? DEXR
I LK ViR I NS, THIE—MD de Branges M THAMKTH 5.

Definition 3.11. EEHE EOFFIERIEKE O € H>®(Cy) 3FEMETHREEL LIS [O(2)|=1
TH 5L E, inner function &MEENS. X 512, inner function © ¥ C EOEHEKHTH 5
¢ &, meromorphic inner function (MIF) & XN 5.

Definition 3.12. © 7% inner function 72 51X OH? C H? M0 I H, EAZ 22
K(©):= H*c eH?

MNEFRINS. K(©) % inner function © 2 & Y AEHK TN 5 model subspace & & .

. Ef
¥, —=

E P HB D610 i3 I MIF TH Y,

#
H(E)=E-K <%) = EH? ¢ E*H?

#
YLD, B, EEDO MIF © 355 E€ HB IZ&>T 0O = % ERIN S ([13, Sections

2.3 and 2.4]). DX Y EfEDAEZFRE, de Branges ZE[fld MIF THAEK & 115 model subspace (2
fit7e & .

3.8 Relation with de Branges—Rovnyak spaces

FAZE K L 72 de Branges ZEM & ZETIIBI T WA B E L 2 & & LU T de Branges-Rovnyak %2
235 5. WHEIF—ITITRRIBRZN, BE % H? = H*(CL) KREL TEZ S & EENZL
BREY D 5.

ERAUAEREZE T H2 - H2 2L T, M(T) 24 TH? EIZAE%:
(Ta, Tb)t = {a’,b) g2

IZE-oTEATSHI L TEESD Hilbert &35, 22T d Idad (KerT)t ~DFIEEE
. H? %R ETOBREIZLY L2 = L2(R) DR EME ALz & L2 56 H? ~NOHFY
2P L35 & be LoR) IZNLT H?2 EOD Toeplitz fEFZHE T, F = P(bF) (F € H?) D& %
9, IToll = [|bllpe. TDEE, EHTHRWVELEFH EOEFEEE b e H° = H®(Cy) T
bl gree <1 2T HEDITHUT, 1 -T,T; >0 72DT (1 -T, T2 WEES. 20L&,

H(b) = M((1 — T, Tp)"/?)

1% de Branges—Rovnyak 25 % 3. (& © —f7ZRILTD de Branges-Rovnyak ZE[H D€ 3 1%
WA 27, 588 2R &)

£ LU be H>® 7 inner function 72 51X, de Branges-Rovnyak Z2[# H(b) 1ZE 7 IL2 [ K(b)
IZ—T 5. o THY R EecHB 2N EH(b) ¥ E THEBINS de Branges 2212 —3
T5. Z5WVWoZEKT, de Branges 22 (% de Branges-Rovnyak ZZf{jD —FfIZ 7> T\ 5.



4 De Branges subspaces

4.1 Ordering structure
Paley-Wiener 22 2/KIE L?(—a, a) DERFDOQAER R 565 BRLAERRIZ X Y 2EY
MIF 55, 24U de Branges ZZHIZH U T —fkfLE 712 (8, Theorem 35]).

Definition 4.1. H % de Branges ZEf]& 9 5. H O C X7 MVZERE U TOESZEM L B2
HE de Branges ZETH>T, UBEZTD /LD HPOFEINEEDE ~HTHL &, L %
H @ de Branges 28322/ & K .5.

Theorem 4.2. De Branges Z2[t] H @ de Branges 843 ZZH AR DES SubH 1%, BEERIZE
LCRIEFEEZKT.

Z0aEBRIE, KEDITIX de Branges ZERIDAERKITT E DEKEIZLVEE 3.
Example 4.3. Paley-Wiener ZEft] PW(a) & (Clz],, (-,+),) @ de Branges #i73 ZERHIIIR D@D -

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

4.2 Canonical systems

De Branges ZE[E1Z 351} % de Branges #4372 b X BIZ2EFEA 2K T2 TR, Th
SIE—EHEMA AREARTHEIING. ThEaRRE7-DFTREEET 5.

Definition 4.4. IZ:FEﬁ 1= (to,tl) (—OO <tg <ty < OO) LT%%%%?::YK@%WWG?M:@
ZROGMH : T — Symy(R) 13, BL RO =M% 1729 £ & Hamiltonian & IFEN5:

(H1) &% Lebesgue HIEE 0 Dt € I DEAZIRE, EXFMTH H(t) IZIEEALE.

(H2) ¥ A7% Lebesgue HIEAEDMAERIZHIRL TH H FFEHR TR,

(H3) H D431 Lebesgue HIEEIZBY U TR il B 43 72 B £K.

5.2 5072 Hamiltonian H : I — Sym,(R) IZH LT, 2€ CTRI A=K IF oz T ED
—BEEM AR .
Alt,z)| [0 —1 A(t, z)
o {B(Lz)] =z {1 0 } H(®) {B(t, 2) ©)
% I k@ canonical system & K.,

il Z VXA b T D FI A SR
I Alt,z)| |1
=ty | B(t,2)| — |0

@ NT canonical system 2% (—&E7%4) f# [A(t,z) B(t,2)] 2Fio72&35. ZDL & E(t,z2):=
Alt,2) — iB(t,2) LD, Blt,2) &t € TIANLT HB CBTHEKIZHS. D%
canonical system 25 HB DIt E 5N 5. de Branges & HB DA S Hamiltonian A3AREH
IZHE—DEEDHZ L ERLT.



4.3 Structure Hamiltonian

ETHEEEZ—DOHELTSEL.

Definition 4.5. I =® Hamiltonian H (2% U T, 24 THRWHXH (a,b) C I A% indivisible (for
H) TH 5L, (a,b) L0 CEBE (L) & 6 € R BIAELT, H 25 (a,b) LT

cos?f  cosfsinf
H{(t) = h(t) cos 0sin 6 sin? 0

ERINDI LRSS, ¥/ IZD L &, indivisible interval (a,b) 1Z 0 BTH B WS, £/, tel
M E D indivisible interval DN TH RN E & regular TH D E WV, TD X4 T DELAKRD
BB % Leg ERT.

, te€(a,b)ae

de Branges 3R DM H % ;R U7z ([5, Theorem V], [8, Theorem 40]).

Theorem 4.6. % E € HB (&L, DKM I = (ty,t1] L TEH I N7z Hamiltonian H T,
IRDEM%FET-TEDVFALET 5!

(i) *[A(t,2) B(t,2)] (t€ I, 2 € C) % H T&E% % canonical system (6) Dfif CTHIHAZM:
{A(tl,z)} _ {A(z)}
B(ty,2) B(z)
BT —DBEDETE. ZOLE, TRTD te IZD2WT
E(z) := A(t,z) —iB(t, 2)
X HB IZET.
(ii) SubH(E) = {H(E) |t € Loy }-
(iii) &AM 2 € C\RIZHBWNT,

Ki(z,2) := =0 (t—to)

MK LD,
Definition 4.7. Theorem 4.6 D & 572 H % H(FE) @ structure Hamiltonian & X ..

ﬂmmm46@HU)iﬁ&%%@f%ﬁﬁﬁL%&E&ﬁ@hﬁﬂ)TLﬁ@IHK)
LI HERRREDTHOEI LVWOIBIKRTETHS. ERT E % M € SLy(R) TEHTHIX,
Mg 3 HiE M IZE2HBIIHE. Zns0WED S, EEEOD structure Hamiltonian &5
ZHREZLBIZEBONBETHA .

Example 4.8. Paley-Wiener %[ PW(a) = H(e™%*) ® structure Hamiltonian H, (D—7)
13 [0,a] TORIZHEAATINMELZ R OBEHRTH S, £,
1

57 ") = cos(tz), B(t,z) = %(e—“z — ') = sin(tz)

THY, TN 51 canonical system

d |cos(tz)| |0 -1 cos(tz)

dt Lin(tz)} = L 0 ] Ha(t) {sin(tz) (2€C)
Zi729. BIZ PW(t) DFEKIZOWT,

cos(tz) sin(tw) — cos(tz) sin(tw) _ sin(t(w — 2))
m(w — %) m(w — Z)

Alt,z) =

Ki(z,w) = —0 as t—0.




Example 4.9. ylﬁ_ﬁiﬁﬁ}a?‘ de Branges ZZf#] C[z],, @ structure Hamiltonian (¥ Winkler [30,
Section 4] I B &5, HED indivisible intervals DG L TEZEINZHDITRD. W E
E(z) = 2% +2i2? 727167{8’5_’{% LY EFT A(z)=23 2, B(z)=1-22 ZDLE,

1 1 1 1
to :=0, tl:zi’ t2::§—|—4, t32=§+4+§

LT,
[O 0‘| to <t <ty to <t <tj
0 1|’ - ’ -
H(t) = (7)
[1 0]7 t <t <ty
0 0 -

CEDDE, ZD H X I = [ty,t3) = [0,5] LD Hamiltonian TH 2. Z I T (t,t1) = (0,1/2)
& (ta,ts) = (9/2,5) \E w/2 B (t1,t2) = (1/2,9/2) 1% 0 L @ indivisible intervals (2725 T\
5. 20 HIZMNHET S canonical system DED —DI%

— 1z, to <t <ty, 1, to <t <ty
A _ 1 _ 1 )
(t,2) = —5% t <t<ty, Btz)= L+ 7(1-20)2% <t <ty
(2t —9)2% — (t —4)z, to <t <ts, 1—222 to <t <t

THEZ oM, A(ts, z) = A(z), B(ts,z) = B(z) ’C“f)%) E7z, (to, t1) LTHEMKE Ki(z,w) =t/7
BDT, Ki(2,2) 20 (t = tg=0) THD. E5IZ, Lieg = {to, t1,t2,t3} TH>T,

Ei(z)=—i, E,(z)= —%z —i, Eu(2)= —%z —i(1—22%), Ey(2)= E(z2)

7205, H(Ey,) = {0}, H(E:,) = Clz]o = C, H(Et2) = Clz]1, H(E:,) = Clzla. THH1E
H(E) = C[z]a ® de Branges #8422 % R < L’CL\

Clz], @ structure Hamiltonian DR %1% [5] D Theorem VII 7 & DEEANSH T4 5.

Remark. De Branges 135 2 54172 Hamiltonian H 5\ structure Hamiltonian (272> T
WahreWnwS @EZREE L, [8, Theorem 41] THAMREE 25 A TWVW5E. Bl REE I
Romanov-Woracek [25] T3 617z,

5 Generalized Fourier transforms

5.1 L?-space attached to a Hamiltionan

De Branges Z2[H®D structure Hamiltonian H (Z/ff# U 7z canonical system Df#% AT,
Fourier Z¥h—# b5, £9 Paley-Wiener 22[H D542 Fourier Z2#10D 5§72 5 H3k 322
MW L?(—a,a) \ZH=2HDEEANT S,

H % I = (tg,t1) £.® Hamiltonian &3 5. L(H) 23327 hEEZFD [ LOEGKEZE
LT R T SOV V (1) = [ f(t) g(t)] DZERTZ

Wi == [ 170 ) |10 ar < o
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CEoT/VAREDELEDEL,
Lo(H) :={V(t)e L(H) : [|V|m =0}
LB, Zoe R L(H)/L0(H) &
IV +LoH)| = Va

IZEDEDSND J IV T &> T pre-Hilbert 252 k9. TNz 5%k L TE 55 Hilbert 22
Mz L*(H) 2T 5.

X 512, H »° indivisible intervals & #7272\ 51F L2(H) % L2(H) A& & L, indivisible
intervals 2D & Eld, L?(H) % L*(H) DIt V(t) = f(t) g(t)] TH>T, % 0 BLD indivisible
interval J £ T

[cos® sinf] B((iﬂ =cypv €C

Ziiti72 9 H DERENK T EM LT 5.
Example 5.1. PW(a) @ structure Hamiltonian H, (% [0,a] ETHEAITFIZMHEZ & 5 EHEGH
57 DT,

B () = () = P00 0 20,0 = | 1] 10,00 € 20,01

Example 5.2. Example 4.9 ® Hamiltonian H 22\ T, L°(H) DJulZ

Qz(zt)} (th <t <ty), {fsét)} (ty <t < t3)

Vet) = [flét)] (to <t <t), [
WS A LR DT, L2(H) Dt

V(t) = {flc(lt)} (to <t <t), {920(20] (ty <t <ty), {fb‘cgt)] (ty <t < t3)

Kh‘i%o)glil?%l@iﬁ?b‘%ﬁk% ZZT C1, C2, C3 Ciiﬁ, fl(t), gg(t), fg(t) 6iﬂ*§ﬁ®§&f§)%
FRZ L2(H) (£ 3R DT, H(E) = Clz]y LIRTH—T 5 Z L BBIRIN 5.

5.2 De Branges transform/Weyl transform

H % de Branges Z5[#] H(FE) ® structure Hamiltonian & U, H T £ % canonical system (6)
Dz Y[ A(t,z) B(t,z)] £ 356. 2Ok &

I A(t, )
K(w,z) = ;/1to [A(t,2) B(t,2) ] H() {B(m)} dt
DL D DD T, t DEEE UTH AL, w) B(t,w)] & L2(H) IJ&9. 2D t— [ A(t, ) B(t, )]
&z K(w,z) OBEMRIE

V) (2) = = / [A(t %) B(t, )| H() V(1) dt.

™ to
CED =R YVER W LX(H) —» H(E) ~NMEEEI NS, ROBID & 512, Tk Fourier 25

o~z > TH Y, de Branges transform, Weyl transform, & %\ iZ generalized
Fourier transform 7 ¥ & IEEN 5.

11



(t)] € L2(0,a) & L*(0,a) = L2(H, H,) ThHoLE AL

Example 5.3. PW(a) D5&, 1[f(t) g
X UT f(—t):= f(t) and g(—t) = —g(t) £B < 2 &ITL Y, de Branges transform &, XD X 5
IZ U Tl O Fourier Z2HUZEH I 5N 5.

(20 E gﬂ)(z) _ % /0 “leos(tz) sin(tz)] Ha(t) B gﬂ dt

= 2 7 () — gy e at.

—a

6 XEERN

De Branges ZZ[HIZBH 9 5 Xk & LT T 505 DIE, de Branges HHIZ L 5#E [8] T
H5. LPLINEFHAD VDD LIFEVEHW. 2T EERFEROIR, ZNIZHWS M8
D% BHEMEIZ 2> TH Y, HEmDHFHMEZES OVREL-DTH L. 55 AMEMEIZ
FREPUEIR TR L3N T VRV, T W o BT, PAATIE [8] TR SN T 5 3G RDEEF I
S (2, 3,4, 5,6, 7 2350, A CTHEMEZBE Lol UL URILIZAR>T
Llnghu [20] ok V)%Z?< DEMEDMREHI PR E N, 8] 13D HREIFRITEAS L DI1Th-

7z, HODOFR DI Linghu OFAF [21] THRARS5hTWS

De Branges ZZ [ O M ERIZEE T 283 & U T, Gt [1] ([ v T % Woracek [32] »°
HERFEMHRICIE D ONTOWTRY. KRGS INESZEIT LB BRE . R
1% de Branges D I:FEHFZEHE Td - 7z Rovnyak (2 & 2 FEHBLA S O [26] X, Winkler
IZ & % canonical systems (2B 2 [31] BRI NTH Y, TN o DSE HR & T de
Branges ZZ[M D HEGD AR FENIELD. Z OfCEITIT D DIFHC %, de Branges Z2ft] & %
@ﬂﬂfi W2 DWTHRZ BLE D SR U 7232 % < IR T v 5. %W%@@i tdHEL

T, Remling D [23] 2 #&Z [24] IZH 5 de Branges ZZHIZEH T 5 HiH R TR IV,

WollX D, BIZIENA [16] THRRSENT WS X ST, [0,4) (£ < oo) b A i BRI K B
Bom(z) 12X 0T L BIBOARIIEAZ —d?/(dmdz) 75 HRIZH S de Branges 2203 E &
v, M. G. Krem O (cf. [17, 2 5 H]|) OIEIZHWSNS. Krein @ string equation
dy'(x) + zy(z)dm(x) = 0 1F canonical system (6) IZIf7& S5 DT, de Branges @ de Branges
72l D BEGR % F\ 72 canonical system (6) OiRIED AR L, Krein @{i$@ bz > T3,
Schrodinger %% 4 Sturm-Liouville B4 i#2%% canonical system (6) IZREIND NS,
de Branges ZZHOIEGRIZH & & 20 AR & BEHELEV. D ARERNDOE D 5 D de Branges
ZEMIAM & U TiE Dym [12] R, De Branges 2 OB G & U TG EZITI213745 B
DO, TNEFIZHERPHMPRZX T WL, AR EEEBR S THERLNT VS,

7 BERANDISHA

B2 72 > T de Branges ZZH O MERAEE AYEHFT & 9 2 8Gw, K2 ¥ — X EEGE, [ZIHI N
BES IR TELDT, BEICZNGEMNT S, ¥ aw&z@)ﬁﬁum(pwm\f

— Zn—s _ H(l _p—s)—l

TEHEINS Riemann ¥ — X EHTH 5. Hi0ITFZK p 248 % 14 % HEFE T, Euler FEFR L IE
XN 3. Riemann ¥ — X &I s = 1 TAOM%FFOMIZIER 2 C _EOREBUZ AN EER I 1
5. ZOLE MEGHEHEO<R(s) <1 IZHEEND ((s) DERFIEHAB ML XN, Euler %
WU RO i e DR S, BEmIZ B W TREDMERR L o> TE 72, I fliTE 4%

12



KIBRFETDH % Riemann PHTH A 5. ZHIFFEHPAEFEROELR AL 1/2 THHI LT
HF 5. Lagarias [18, 19] I £(s) := s(s — 1)7~%/2['(s/2)¢(s) £ L7z & &, Riemann F4D KT

Ec(z):=€&(1/2 —iz) +&'(1/2 —iz) ® Ecu(z):=£(1/24w—iz) (w>0)

7 Hermite-Biehler 7 7 AIZJ@ T 5 Z & 2 AH L, ¥ — XEHDIEBHHEZE S DHZEIZ de Branges 22
MIDMEmZE WS Z & #EE U7, £ de Branges ZEl]Z2 ST 5 o DFIZR 072D NI N5
DX TH -7z, Lagarias & B¢ ¥ B¢, THEM IS de Branges Z2[H D structure Hamiltonian %
EAREDDERD 720, REREITIIER Uo7 ZDH, Eq, THEK IS de Branges
22D structure Hamiltonian 1 [29] THFZLE N7z,

Riemann PRI — X EHOIFAPAERDETIZET 2 FRTH LD, TNERELZS A
TREHD DD XK WFEINTWS. RFHR DA Montgomery-Odlyzko FHRUZRE S NS, FE
HIE RO RBEDONHHEE (pair correlation) (B84 222 TdH 5. Carneiro-Chandee-Littmann-
Milinovich [9] 1% de Branges Z¢f1iZ 317 % extremal problems % Z DX AHBDAFFLIZISH L 7=,
% 5135 4 exponential type m DFEHIBTH - T

/_Z |F(x)2dp(z) < oo, dp(x) = {1 - (sir;;m:)Q} dx

7236 ORI ZEM Ba(u) #Y de Branges ZEfITH 5 Z & 2RI L T, HAEKD BAH
IRRGE L EFREH (Theorem 3.5) DISHIZ & - THEHZRONHBNZEAT 28R 2T TV 5.
F 72, Montgomery AHHBNZRE S 2 Il DFw L [22] TERIZIAANTW25@ Y | SAHBE O ZEIE
M2 IEEIAZE R OEIG Z TR DIZHALD. RE (28] 13 [9] DFi#% Riemann ¥ — XKD —
f%{t T % Dirichlet L EEDZE OISO U, [REAH72 Dirichlet #8122 & 0 & £ % Dirichlet
LEBIZOWT, FEPELOF THMELD D 2HAIZHT 2BFOMRELAR L 7.

¥ — REHR L EHBOMFZIZ BN TIE, BHO L EROFZ MDA TR <, LEHEO family
B 2ERDHEME I NS, Katz-Sarnak [15] 1FHARZ RV family 1213 5 D symmetry
type G 23 0, FFE D family IZJES L BKED EHPNIWIEHBAE S ZB OO04IX, G T
T F D BRI LB We(x) 5> Z &% PR U7z, Carneiro-Chandee-Milinovich [10] &,
4 exponential type mA (A > 0) DK TH > T

/ T F@)Pdu) < 00, dule) = Wela) da

Zii7- 9 OREDET de Branges 22 He -a DA E BARIIZHGE L, 21X, Katz-Sarnak
DU 72 family IZJET L W75 OFBERDHF LA s = 1/2 281 2 F DL R
T DL TWS,
8 HiEE

HWHBLOALEFPEDOKEL 25X T EIVE UAREMEOREY ZEK, M BER,
ZN FENRIZZOEE2ED TREH LU BT ET. MRz Z S CITHERTFOE & L THl%E
R EREE L T NS o 28R ARCEMAT AN BRI L £, b, ZOMZEIEEE
fifge (C) (WFZeRERAE « SR IEMR, M2 S « 17K05163, 23K03050) DBk %3217 T\ 7.
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