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A ONE PARAMETER FAMILY OF VOLTERRA-TYPE OPERATORS
FRANCESCO BATTISTONI* AND GIUSEPPE MOLTENI'

ABSTRACT. For every a € (0,+00) and p,q € (1,400) let T, be the operator L?[0, 1] — L?[0, 1]

defined via the equality (7w f)(z) := foxa f(y) dy. We study the norms of T, for every p, g. In the
case p = q we further study its spectrum, point spectrum, eigenfunctions, and the norms of its
iterates. Moreover, for the case p = ¢ = 2 we determine the point spectrum and eigenfunctions
for T3T,,, where T, is the adjoint operator.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let p,q € (1,400) and let p/, ¢’ denote the conjugated exponent of p and g, respectively. Pick
any real o > 0 and let T,,: LP[0,1] — L?[0, 1] be defined as

«mﬁ@w:Axf@My

This operator can be considered as an interpolation depending on « of the projector on the
subspace of constants Tj, and the null operator T, passing through classical Volterra operator
V="1.

In the spirit of earlier introductions by Tonelli [I7] and Tikhonov [I6] of the class of Volterra

operators, an operator 7" should be called “Volterra type” when (7' f)(z) depends on the values
of f only in its “past”, i.e. in [0, x]. In effect, more general classes have also been considered and
termed “Volterra”, see for example [5] and the extensive bibliography cited therein, but usually
modern presentations of this class of operators still retain in some form that property, plus extra
hypotheses about their domain (Hilbert spaces, Banach space, general LP spaces) and about the
regularity of the involved kernel associated with the operator. Just to cite the most relevant for
this work, this is the case of Barnes [3], where general properties of the spectrum for Volterra
operators on LP spaces are studied, Eveson [6l [7], where the norm of iterations of Volterra
operators with convolutive kernels are studied on L?[0,1] and in LP[0, 1] cases respectively, or
even Adell and Gallardo-Gutierrez [I], where the norm of the Liouville-Riemann fractional
integration operators are studied for large values of the parameter, again in LP spaces.
Under this point of view and despite the name we have adopted to denote them, operators T,
with @ < 1 represent a deviation to this tradition, since for them (7, f)(z) depends on the values
of f on the strictly larger range [0, 2%]. In fact, these operators show more varied and somewhat
unexpected behaviours; for example they are not quasi-nilpotent, see Theorem Bl

Every T, is a compact operator, as one can readily deduce from the Kolmogorov—Riesz Theorem
and the fact that

(Tof)(@) = (Taf) ()] < |2 =y 77| £l
for every z,y € [0,1] and every f in L?[0,1]. Moreover, the adjoint 77*: L?'[0,1] — L?'[0,1] is

1
Tif= [ fwde
zl/a
so that we have the equality
(1) (TO - TOé)* = Tl/ou

where now T, is considered as a map L90,1] — L¥'[0,1].
Equation (II) shows that there are relations connecting operators Ty, T} /o, T,y and Tl*/a, so that
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2 F. BATTISTONI AND G. MOLTENI

it is a good idea to consider the full family {7, }s>0 as a whole, with the classical Volterra
operator V = T} playing in some sense a pivotal role under the correspondence o <+ 1/av.

In Section 2 we study the norm of T,. In Section Bl we determine its spectrum o, point
spectrum o and eigenfunctions. Section [] contains a result about the behaviour of the norm of
iterates 17 of high order. Finally, Section [§lis devoted to the special case p = ¢ = 2, where we
can explicitly describe the spectrum and the eigenvalues of T;T,, and deduce the exact value of
the norm of T,,.

Notations: We frequently use Landau symbols f(z) = O(g(x)), f(z) = o(g(x)) and f(x) < g(x)
as ¢ — xo € RU {#oo} with the meaning that |f(z)/g(x)| stays bounded, |f(z)/g(x)| goes to
0 and both |f(x)/g(x)| and |g(x)/f(x)| stay bounded, respectively. The presence of a subscript
in any of such symbols means that the symbol is not uniform in the parameter appearing in the
subscript.

Acknowledgments: The first author is member of the GNAMPA research group, the second
author of the GNSAGA research group.

2. NOrRM

Each operator T, is positive, so that its norm can be computed using nonnegative test func-
tions. For every such a function f and every fixed x the map a — (T, f)(z) is decreasing so
that also the map o — |7yl 4 decreases. The following result proves that the maps a — Ty,
and a — ||T||p,q are Holder continuous in [0, +00) of order 1/p/, at least.

Theorem 1. Let p,q € (1,400) and let p’ be the conjugated exponent of p. Let o, 8 > 0. Then

I Tallp.g = 1Tsllpal < 170 = Tsllpg < la = BIYPT(E + 1)1,

Proof. Let f € LP[0,1]. Holder’s inequality gives

B
(@)~ @@ =] [ f) ] < IFlhla = Ve o,

so that .
/ 1/q
7o~ ol < [ [ 127 = o da] "
0

By the mean value Theorem, there exists n between o and g and depending on x such that
2% — 2| = |a — Bl2"| log |,
in particular
2% — 2P| < |a — B]|log z| vz € [0, 1]
so that

i = |a — 5|1/p/p(1% + 1)1/q_

ot st
7o~ Tslna < la = 617 [ [1ogalt"” do
0
]

The following theorem provides lower/upper bounds for the norm and some hints about its
behaviour when « tends to oo and to 0.

Theorem 2. Let p,q € (1,4+00) and let p' and ¢’ be the conjugated exponent of p and q,
respectively. Then

(2) (ag + 1)1 < ||T,lp.q < min { (a}% + 1)—1/11, [aB(%, + 1,a)]1/p’},
where B(a,b) := fol 211 — x)’~Vdx, the Buler Beta function. In particular

(3) T llp.q = o=t as o — 00,

(4) |Te = Tollpg < o?" asa—0,

(5) H’TaHp,q - 1’ =« as o — 0.
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The result in (@) refines the case f = 0 in Theorem [I] since now also the lower bound is proved.
Moreover, it is interesting to notice that in the limit @ — 0 the operator T}, tends to Tp as o'/?'
by @), while ||T4]p,q tends to ||To|lp; = 1 as a by (@), so that the norm converges far better
than the operator.

Proof. The lower bound comes quickly by comparing |7, f||; and || f||, for f = 1.
The first upper bound comes from Hélder’s inequality: let f € LP[0,1], then

g ([ i)’
<[] rwra)” ([ )] a

1
aq/p’ -1
<l [ e d = e+ 1)

Also the second upper bound comes from Hélder’s inequality, but used for the operator 77 :
L9[0,1] — L¥'[0,1], via the equality ||Tp ||y = | Ty pr- In fact, let f € L9[0,1]. Then

o< [ ([ rwia) s [ wwr) ([

T

1 1
P’ L 1/avp'/ _ P’ o\ /ga—1
swmé<lx vq¢u4mugéu ol g
_ P’ P
—f 7B +1,q).

The comparison of the lower bound and the first upper bound in (2] gives @) and ().
To prove () we take advantage of the relation (), so that

”Ta - TO”p,q - ”(Ta - TO)*”q’,p’ = ”Tl/qu’,p’
and the claim follows from (B]). O

oM

It is immediate to verify that the two upper bounds in Theorem [ coincide when ¢ = p’, for
every a. The following proposition shows that this is the unique case where this happens, and
describes explicitly when one of the two upper bounds is more convenient than the other.

Proposition 1. Let p,q € (1,4+00) and let p’ be the conjugate exponent of p. Then
[aB(a, 1+ )] > (0l + 1) ifg>y,
[aB(a, 1+ 27 < (ol + 1) ifq <y,
with equality if and only if ¢ = p'.
Proof. In terms of u := p'/q the problem is equivalent to studying the sign of the function
F(o,u) : =log [aB(a,1+u)] + ulog <1 + %)
=logl'(a+1) +1log'(1 +u) —logI'(1 + u + a) + ulog <1 + %),

where the last equality comes from the representation of the Beta function as product of gammas
(see [2, Th. 1.1.4]). Since F'(0,u) = 0 for every u > 0, it is sufficient to prove that 0, F(cv,u) is
positive when u € (0, 1) and negative for u > 1 (proviso that a > 0). Let 1 be the logarithmic
derivative of the gamma function, then

3aF(Oé,U):T/J(1+a)_w(1+u+a)+uia - uia_z(n—l—a)(:—i-u—i-a)’
n=1

where the series comes from the representation of gamma as Weierstrass product (see [2]
Th. 1.2.5]). Since

o0
dx u

o
u
= U = s
U+« Z/Hn_l(ac—i-a)z m+u+a—1)n+u+a)

n=1
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to conclude it is sufficient to see that for every n
u u

>
m+ut+a—-1n+u+a) ~ (n+a)n+u+a)
if and only if u < 1. O

Howard and Shep [10] proposed general theorems to estimate the norms of positive operators
in LP spaces and used them to compute the exact value of the norm of Volterra operator V = T}
when it is considered as a map LP[0,1] — L?[0,1] for every pair of indexes p, ¢. Our attempts
to estimate the norms of T, via these results produced values which are larger than what we
have stated in Theorem [2] and that we have proved using only basic tools. This is due to the
fact that the results in [10] depend on a convenient choice of a test function, for which we have
not been able to find a good analogue for the general T,, operator. Also the strategy allowing
to compute [|V||, 4 fails for T, operators, since the equation which should be solved explicitly
to detect the best test function becomes a very complicated integro-differential equation in case
« # 1 or when p and ¢ are not 2: for the case p = ¢ = 2, however, we can compute the norm of
T, as a byproduct of the study of T}T,, in Section [B see Corollary [

3. SPECTRUM

When ¢ = p one can consider the spectrum of T, : L”[0,1] — LP[0, 1]. Barnes [3] investigated
a general family of Volterra operators and showed that their spectrum is {0}, so that they have
at most 0 as eigenvalue. The operators T, with a > 1 belong to this family but the results in [3]
do not cover the case a < 1. In fact, we prove the following result.

Theorem 3. Fizp € (1,+00). Suppose that a > 1, then
o(Ta) ={0},  00(Ta) =0
Suppose that o < 1, then
o(T,) = oo(T,) U {0}, 00(Ty) ={a"(1 — a): n € N}

and the eigenspace associated with o™(1 — «) is generated by x&Pma(log x) where P, o is a
suitable polynomial with degree n and depending on «. The span of the family { fn}nen is dense
in L?[0,1].

The proof of this theorem also provides a formula for P, ., see (20).

Note that T, is not normal, so that the density of the span of the eigenfunctions is not sufficient
to prove that they form a Schauder basis for the space; the known conditions that are capable of

guaranteeing this property do not appear to be practically verifiable in the present case (see [13]
Proposition 1.a.3], and [8, Chapter VI]).

For the proof of this theorem we need a preliminary study of the properties of the iterations
of T,,. This is possible since for every f € LP[0, 1], T, f can be written as f[o 1 X[0,2] (W) f (y) dy,
so that the iterations of T, are

(T3 )(x) = o Kn(z,y)fy)dy  Vn>1,
with kernels K, (z,y) satisfying the recursive formula:
Kl(.%',y) = X[O,a}a](y)7 Kn+1(x,y) = 0] K(.%', S)Kn(s7y) ds Vn > 1.

The following proposition gives a convenient formula for K,.
Proposition 2. Assume a > 0. For everyn € N let a,, and b, be defined as

l—«
1—ak

a—a” n—1
ap = and by:=1, b,:= H
k

l—«

when n > 2;

when o = 1 these formulas have to be considered as limits, giving a, =n—1 and b, =1/(n—1)!
in that case. Then

—a™

Kn(2,y) = buxjo zom) ()2 gn(z™" y),
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where .

g1(2) =1, and gn1(2) = (an +1) /1/ wangn(w—oc"z) dw ¥n>1.
21/a™
For example,
g2(2) =1— Zl/a, g3(z) =1— (a+1)zl/a + azl/aJrl/aQ’
9a(2) =1 — (P +a+1)21/* + (043+a2+a)21/0‘+1/042 _ o3l at1/a’+1/ad

Functions {g, }, satisfy also the relation

(6) Gnt1(2) = ga(2) — a2 g, (1)
for every n, which comes from the relation

1 (63 (63 n— (0% (63
(7) Knia(z,y) = [0 K (2%, y) = oy (2, ).

a, +1
The equality in (@) can be used to prove the following explicit formulas for g, and K, again
valid for every n:

8) gn(2) :f(—mk ["ﬂ aa(‘é)zlaal 7

k=0
n—1
7’],—1 k a" ko 1-a~Fk
(9) Kn(l“,y):an[o@a"}(y) Z(_l)k|: L :| a(Z)x a=T g a-T
k=0 @
where [J'] = (1_a7(n1)7(z_)(a17i:2))((11:ir)_ "), This is the so called a-analogue of the binomial

coefficient and in spite of its definition it is a polynomial with integral and positive coefficients so
that in particular it is positive when o > 0 (see [2], Ch. 10]). Formulas (8)-(@) generalize to every
a the binomial presentations of identities g,,(z) = (1 — 2)"~! and K, (z,y) = %]l()y,)(x — )t
for = 1. They are useful in case one wants to graph g,, and K,, for some n, but the alternating
signs appearing there make them not useful to produce lower/upper bounds, which however is
our main interest. For this reason we do not prove relations ([@)—() here.

Proof of Proposition[d. The claim is evident for n = 1. By inductive hypothesis

1 1
Kn+1(x,y):/0 Ky(z,8)Kn(s,y) ds:/o X[O,xa](s)x[oﬁan](y)bnsangn(s—oz y)ds.

The product x[g,za]($)X[0,so7(¥) 18 1 if and only if y < 29" and s € [yl/e" 2%, thus

Kn1(2,9) = baxjg gar+11(Y) /1/ L ST gn (57 y) ds.
y «@

Setting s = x%w this is

1
Ko (0:9) = g oo ()20 [ g ey du,
’ $—ay1 am
which is the claim since a,+1 = a(a, + 1) and b, = by q1(ay, + 1). O

Now we can prove Theorem [3]

Proof of Theorem [3. From the recursive formula for g, it is evident that g,(z) € [0,1] for every
z € [0,1] and every n, so that

0 < Kn(z,y) < by - Xjg o) (y) - 2.
Thus,
(10) 1T pp < 1 KnllLroxio.)) < bn(pan + o™ +1)717 < b,
and Gelfand’s formula for the spectral radius p(7,) produces the bound

l—a fa<l
_ 1 n|l/n . 1/n _ >~ 4
(11) p(To) = lim [|TZ],), < nhngobn = {

n—oo

0 if > 1.
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The inclusion LP[0,1] C L'[0,1] assures that T, f is absolutely continuous in [0,1] and C* in
(0,1), so that T, cannot be surjective. However it is injective, by the Lebesgue differentiability
Theorem. Thus, the spectrum ¢ and the point spectrum oy in case @ > 1 are

o(Ta) ={0},  oo(Ta) =0,
respectively, and the problem is completely settled in this case.

Assume now that a € (0,1). One verifies that zTe € LP[0,1] is an eigenfunction for T, with
eigenvalue 1 — . With (IIJ) this proves that the spectral radius p(7,) equals 1 — «, and that
00(T,) contains 1 — «. The special form of this eigenfunction for the eigenvalue 1 — a suggests
to write the generic eigenfunction f(x) as xﬁh(log x). The regularity of f shows that A is in
C*®°(—00,0) and admits a continuous extension to 0 from the left. In terms of h the equation
T.f = Af becomes

(12) /ay eT-a h(w) dw = )\e%h(y).

— 0o
A derivation with respect to y of this identity and a rearrangement of the terms produce the
equation

(13) W (y) = Ah(ay) — Bh(y) with A := % and B := : fa’
and the evaluation of the equation at ¥y = 0 produces the condition

0
(14) / et"a h(w) dw = Ah(0).

On the contrary, every function h in C*°(—00,0) admitting a finite limit to 0~ and satisfying
both (I3]) and (4] also satisfies (I2]) and hence produces an eigenfunction.

By induction on the order k, one proves that there exist constants g ; with j € Z (depending
on parameters A and B) with g ; = 0 when j < 0 or j > k, such that

k

(15) (=18 (y) = > (1) gr jh(ay).

j=0
In fact, the formula holds for k = 1 with ¢19 := B and ¢1,1 := A. Assume that the formula
holds for k. Deriving the formula and plugging (I3]) into the resulting identity we see that

k
(=DM R () = = (=1 g jod I (o y)

.
o

(=1 qr ;0 (Ah(a?T1y) — Bh(ay))

I
i
5

I
o

I

I
o

(—1)7 Agr 0 h(a?thy) + ) (—1) By o’ h(a’y)

J

e
Lo

(—l)qukJajh(ajy)

] =

= (—1)quk,j,1aj_1h(ajy) +
1

<.
Il

<.
Il

o

so that the formula for k£ + 1 emerges once we define
Qk+1,5 = Aozjilquj_l + BOéjqu V.
Let C' := max(|A],|B|). The recursive definition of constants g, ; shows that
ko (2) k ,
|q]<:,j| < C a2 . Vka.]’
Ja

where [’;] is the already mentioned Gaussian binomial coefficient (here we use the relation

[0
ma = [’;:ﬂa +al [kgl]a, see [2, Eq. 10.0.3]). By (@) we see that every derivative h(¥) admits
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a continuation to 0 from the left, with value
k

(16) R (07) = (=1)*A(07) Y (=1 ar.j,
and that

L .
(1) W)=t 300l ] aaly

: J

J=0 a

Let R be any positive parameter. We are assuming that o < 1, therefore o’y is in [~ R, 0]
whenever y is in [-R,0] and j > 0. As a consequence, by (7)) and denoting || - ||,z the sup
norm in [—R, 0], we see that

k-1

[R™)] R<C’“Za H IRl so.2 = C¥l|Rlloo.r [T (1 + o),
7=0

where the equality comes from the identity Z?:o o) [I;] atj = H?;&(l—i—ajt) (see [2, Eq. 10.0.9]).
The full product () == [[;Z4(1+ a’) converges, because a < 1, therefore we can conclude that

12 oo,k < e(@)][Al|oo,rRC*.

This shows that ||h(¥) |, r diverges with the order k as C*, at most. Since R is arbitrary, this
0o h(k)( )

suffices to assure that the power series )~ y* converges to h for y < 0 and provides an
analytic extension of h as an entire functlon

We also need an explicit formula for the coefficients of the power series representing h. They can
be recovered from ([I6) but the following argument is quicker. In fact, writing h(y) = > po, Bry®,

the relation in (I3]) readily shows that
Ao® — B
kE+1

By homogeneity we can select 5y = 1, because every non zero function is a multiple of what we
get under this assumption. This yields

(18) KB (0) = k1B, :kl:[l(Aozj _B)= ( —a )klﬁ (1_M>‘

1—«a
J=0 J=0

Bry1 = Bk VE > 0.

For it to produce an eigenfunction h must satisfy also the condition (I4]), therefore A must be a
solution of the equation

0 0 [ee] [e.e]
A= / e’ h(w)dw = / eT-a Zﬁkwk dw = Z(—l)kk!ﬁk(l —a)Ftt,
- e k=0 k=0

where the exchange of the integral and the series is made possible by Fubini’s theorem and (I8])
which shows that k!, <« (ﬁ)k so that the resulting series converges absolutely. Plug-
ging ([I8)) into the previous equation we get that

0 k—1 Oéj(l B Oé)
A—(l—a)—i—(l—a)Zak <1— 5 >
k=1  j=0
Setting (1 — a)/A =: U it becomes
00 k
(19) 0=1-U-aU)» o*[J(1-0a'D).
k=0 7=0

The quantity appearing to the right hand side coincides with []724(1 — a/U): in terms of a-
analogues symbols, this claim corresponds to the equality > 70 (23 @)pa® = (1 - (2;a)00) /2. We
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strongly suspect that this formula is well known to every specialist in this area, but we have not
been able to locate it precisely in literature. Thus, we provide here a quick proof. Let

0o k
F(z)::l—z—azz Hl—oﬂ
k=0  j=0

Once again we notice that the inner product can be bounded uniformly in & and |z| < 1, so
that F'(z) — 1 as z — 0. In the series defining F' we separate the term with k¥ = 0 and in each
other term with k£ > 1 we collect the term 1 — z coming from the case 7 = 0. This produces the
identity

0o k
Flz)=1—z—az(1—2)—az(l—=2) <Z H (1—alz) >
k=1 j=1
0 k
=(1-2) <1 —az — o’z Zak H(l - aj(az))> = (1 —2)F(az).
k=0 j=0

Iterating this identity we get that F(z) = H] 25 1(1 — adz)F(akz), for every L. Setting L — oo
we get the equality F'(z) = []724(1 — alz), since F(a*z) — 1 as L — oo.
In this way we see that Equation (I9]) actually says that

ﬁ 1—0/U

The product converges absolutely, hence its unique zeros come from zero factors and this forces
U=a"forn e Nie. A=a"(l— «). This proves that the unique (possible) eigenvalues are
the numbers o (1 — «).

Moreover, suppose that A = a”(1 — «) for a given n € N. Formula (I8) shows that in this case
h(k)(O) = 0 whenever k > n, so that the previous computations show that the eigenfunction
has the shape xﬁh(log x) with h which is actually a polynomial with degree < n. The same
formula also allows an explicit presentation for this polynomial:

n k n - k
hy) = S0 0) = 3 (22 H (1—a/™)
k=0 k=0 j=0
n k—ll_ajfn yk
:kzzo(jljo 1—a—1>H

showing that its degree is n, and giving the eigenfunction

o s i (log 2)F
(20) o) =am= 32 (11 e L LI
=0 j=

Finally, the eigenfunctions we have found generate the vector space
P = {xﬁP(log:c), P € C[]}.

Let f € L?[0,1]. The change of variable x := e gives the identity

1 «a 0 1+(p—Da
/ |f(z) —21-2 P(log z)|" dz = / o Yeia S f(e) — P(w)|” dw.
0 —00

—a 1+(p—Da
The case P = 0 shows that eT—=" f(e") is in LP((—00,0], e e dw). Since polynomials are

dense in this space, see [I5, p. 40|, the previous computation also shows that P is dense in
L?[0,1]. O
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4. NORM OF ITERATES

The study of the behaviour of the norm of the n-th iterated of V' = T} when n diverges is a
classical problem which in the space L?[0,1] has been solved by Lao and Whitley [12] for the
order and by Kershaw [I1] for the asymptotic: ||n!V"|l22 — 1/2. See also [14] for an elementary
proof and [4] for a proof with explicit bounds. Later Eveson extended this result to operators
of the form [} k(z — s)f(s)ds under mild conditions for the kernel both in the L?[0,1] case []
and for the general LP[0,1] case [7]. Adell and Gallardo—Gutierrez [I] proved explicit bounds
for each s-th Riemann-Liouville fractional integration operators (which coincides with the s-th
iteration of V' when s is an integer) in the LP[0, 1] case.

We prove a similar result for operators T, when considered as map from the space LP[0,1] in
itself.

Theorem 4. Fizp € (1,+00), a > 0, and let n — oo. Then

nlog(l —a)+opa(n) ifa<l,

log | T} ||pp = § —nlogn + Oy(n) ifa=1,

—in?loga+ Opa(n) ifa>1.
Actually, by the work of the cited authors, in the case o = 1 the full expansion is known up to
the order o,(1), so that the conclusions in Theorem [ are less precise. Nevertheless, they already
show in a quantitative way the threshold effect associated with the passage of o through 1: the

logarithm of the norm diverges linearly when o < 1 and quadratically when o > 1.

The case a < 1 comes from Gelfand’s formula for the spectral radius and the case o = 11is a

weak version of the computations in [12], hence only the case @ > 1 must be proved. For this
purpose we use the following lower bound for the functions g, appearing in Proposition 2

Proposition 3. Let a > 0 and n > 2. Then
gn(2) > (1 — M/ (=Deann=l e [0, 1].

Proof. The inequality for n = 2 holds as equality. Assume that the claim is true for n. Then,
by the integral relation in Proposition [2] one gets
1

Gni1(2) > (an + 1) / w (1 — (zw™ @)V ((r=Da)yn=1 gy,

21/am

Let v be a parameter in [21/®", 1] that we will choose later. Then

1
gn+1(2) > (an + 1)/ w“”(l _ (Zw—a”)l/((n—l)a))n—l dw
y
1

> (1 B (Z,Y—om)l/((n—l)oz))n—l(an + 1)/ w® dw
v

_ (1 o (Z’)/_an)l/((n_l)a))n_l(l - ,yan—f—l).

We set  such that 4ot = (zy=@")V/((n=Da) oy = 1/ ((n=Dalant1)+a™)  This value is in the
allowed interval [z'/®" 1], hence

g (2) 2 (1 - ot D/ Datont1rsayn
The definition of a,, implies that (a, +1)/((n—1)a(a, +1)+a™) > 1/(na) for every n (because
it is equivalent to a, + 1 > o™~ ! which is true since a, + 1 = (o — 1)/(a — 1)), so that

gns1(2) > (1 = 2/ ),

This proves the claim by induction. O

Now we can prove the remaining case > 1 in Theorem dl By Propositions 2l and Bl we get that
En(2,9) > baX[g gom)(y)a (1 = (27" y) /=Dyt
Let f(z) =1 for every z. Then |/ f]|, =1, and

am

1 T
(T2 f) () = /0 Ko(2,y) dy > bua /0 (1 — (ya=e" )/ (=Da)yn=1 g,
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Setting z 1= (yz~®")V/(("=1) j e y = 20" 2("=Da this becomes

1
_ xan—i—a" n—1Da w(n—l)a—l —w n—1 .
| (1 - )"t
D((n— D))
I'((n—1a+n)’

where we have used the representation of the Beta function in terms of gammas. As a conse-
quence,

an+a’

= byx (n —1)aB((n — Da,n) = bz " (n — 1)a

(n—1ab, T((n—1a)l(n)
(@np +amp+ DVP T((n = a +n)

Using Stirling asymptotic formula [2) Th. 1.4.1] we deduce that there exists a constant ¢ > 1,
depending on « and p but independent of n, such that

172, = 11771,

po 2 |

HTSHM) > by pPar(l) as n — oo.

By () we already know that [ 72]},,» < by, hence |[Z2 ,=by exp(Oq,p(n)). Everything proved
up to now holds for any positive a. Suppose that « > 1, then the definition of b, shows that in
this case b, = o™ /2exp(Oq(n)), so that

1Ty = 0~/ exp(Oap(n))  asn— oc,

as claimed.

5. THE CASEp=q=2

When T,,: L?[0,1] — L?[0,1] we can compute exactly spectrum and eigenfunctions for 7T,
(see Theorem [{)), in particular we get an exact formula for ||T},[|2,2 and its asymptotic for & — 0

and a — oo (see Corollary [).

Theorem 5. Let
S (=2)"*

(21) Ho(z) =) ——p— :
k=0 k!Hj=1(J - 14%04)

All zeros for H,, are real and positive. Let {h,(c)}, be the sequence of these zeros, ordered by
their size. The spectrum for T;T,, coincides with the set

(22) oo(TT,) = {ﬁ@:nel\l},

each eigenspace is one-dimensional and the n-th eigenspace is generated by the function
> k
(=hn(a)) (Otadk
(23) Z k! k n- 1 Lo
k=0 'szl( N 1+—a)

This result extends Halmos’ computation for the classic Volterra operator V' = Tj, see [0,
Problem 188, p. 100]. In fact, for @ = 1 the function H; as given in (2I) becomes

Hy(z) = i i = i ()" = cos(2v/2)
SR G-Y) & 2k

so that the spectrum (22)) becomes {%(1 +2n)~2,n € N} and the n-th eigenvalue gives the
eigenfunction

Z ];E C +27)l)) 2?% = cos(Z(1 + 2n)x).
=0 Jj= 1 2

Proof. The operator T;T,, is compact, selfadjoint and strictly positive since Ty, is injective, thus
the eigenvalue equation with A := 1/w? says that

1 z*
(24) w? /l/a/o f(u)dudz = f.
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We know that T, f is absolutely continuous, thus the equation shows that f € C°([0,1]) N
C1((0,1]). The derivative of this equation produces the equality

(25) 2ot / fu

Since 1 * [ f(u) du goes to f(0) as x — 0, this equation shows both that actually f € C*([0,1]),
with f (0) = 0 and that f € C%((0,1]). A further derivation shows that
1—a)w? 1220 [* w? 1-a
(26) —(72)x o flu)ydu — —z = f=f"
« 0 «

When « < 1, this equation shows that f € C?([0,1]), with f”(0) = 0 (but for a = 1 only the
existence of f”(0) can be deduced, and for o > 1 also the existence of f”(0) is not evident).
Moreover, combining (25]) and (26]) we get the differential equation

1 _ / 2
(27) e L

[0 x

This is a homogeneous second order differential equation, with regular (i.e., analytic) coefficients
n (0,1), and a singularity at 0 coming from the quotient f’/x and from the possible non-

analyticity of z7a". The first term is actually under control, since we know that the solutions
we are looking for have f/(0) = 0; the second term is more difficult to deal with, but we can
improve it with a suitable change of variable. Suppose f(z) = g(z®), for some g > 0. This
produces the equalities

f/:ﬁxﬁ—lg/’ f”:,ﬁ(ﬁ_l) B— 2,+,82 23— 2//
which in (27)) give the equation

_ 1 2 la
324,28 29"+ﬂ<ﬂ a) 52/+ 229 =0,

i.e.,
1 w?  1ta
" —B 1 -2 _
g+<1—@)x g—l—ﬁxa g=0.
Thus, setting 1% — 28 = 3, i.e. f:= 15;“‘, we get the equation
2— 9aw?
(28) g oimod | sy,

l+az (1+4a)?

where derivatives are with respect to z and f(z) = g(mlgTa) (and g(z) = f(z%)) Note that
B =11in case @ = 1/2 (so that in this case the transformation of z into z is the identity), and
that (28)) coincides with the equation satisfied by Airy’s function when o = 2 (after a suitable
rescaling of the variable).

When written for the g function, the eigenvalue equation (24]) reads

1+«

1 s 3
5 201 3o
w v i+a g(v)dvds = z).
/zj:a/o 9( ) 1 9( )

A derivation with respect to z and a division by z show that

/

9 1=2a (% 2a-1 g
wz T+a vite g(v)dv = —a=.
0

z

Restoring f in this integral we get

Ba_
l+a  —sa (217 !
wi——z . 7T+ f(w)dw = 7.
3a 0 z
Since f is continuous at 0, this formula shows that ¢'/2? admits a finite limit as z — 0. In
particular, both ¢’(0) and ¢”(0) exist and equal zero.

We look for a solution admitting a representation as power series g(z) = > 7o cp2®. Plugging
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the power series into (28)) and with the assumptions that ¢; = ¢ = 0, and that ¢g = 1 (by
homogeneity), we get

9avw?

I+a (1+a)
Iterating the recursion, we get for the coefficients the explicit formula:

co=1, c1=c3=0, (kﬁ—{—?))(k‘—{— >Ck+3:— e, VkeN.

( aw? )k
3k = (+a)? VEkeN, cy =0 otherwise.
|
KT G- o)

These coefficients produce the function

00 ( aw? )k

T (14a)?
Go(z) == Z (

k(. 1
k=0 k! Hj:1(] - 1+—a)
which converges everywhere and therefore is a true solution of (28]). In terms of x, this produces
the function

Z3k

e (o)
1ia “+a

fol@) = Go(a3e) =y ————0—
k=0 k!szl( o 1+—a)
Now we produce a second and independent solution for (28]). Since G¢(0) = 1, locally it is not
0. Thus, an independent solution of (28] can be obtained setting g = GoR for a suitable R and

solving the resulting equation for R. After some computations, the new solution Gy appears as

R(z) = /Ozsﬁ—ZGO(S)st . Gi(z) = Go(z)R(z):GO(z)/ozsﬁ—iGO(s)2ds.

The general solution of (28] is a linear combination aGy + bGy With a,b € R, but only the
solutions with b = 0 have a chance to produce eigenfunctions of T;7,. In fact, we have proved
that ¢’/z? admits a finite limit as z — 0 whenever g is an elgenfunctlon. The function Gy
satisfies this property, hence the combination aGg + bG1 with any b # 0 has this property if and
only if G does the same. We have

(1+a)k
o

G’;g@ = —Gggz)}z(z) + Go(z)y = Ggf)R(z) + 2T Gy l(2).

Here the first term has a finite limit, but the second diverges for every o > 0, so no combination
with b # 0 can be an eigenfunction.
Moreover, Equation (24]) shows that every eigenfunction has a zero at = 1, so that for fy(x) =

Go(m%) to be an eigenfunction it is necessary to have
00 (_ ( aw2)2 )k
14+
(29) e
k=0 k! Hj:l(] - H—a)

so that a _Hj)Q is a zero for the function H, as given in (2I). We prove now that this condition

is also sufficient. In fact,

2
awa )k .
/ / fo(u) dudz = w? / / _(+a)? - w2 dude
1/« 1/« e Ok'l_.[] 1( —)

1+«

=0

Everything converges absolutely, thus exchanging the 1ntegrals and the series we get

o0 osz
S [ [ e
o M HJ 10 1+a
The double integration gives
00 (_ aw? )k aw?
_ Z . (1+)? (1+a)? - e (k+1)]
] szl(' o) B+ Dk + £7)
aw? \k 00 aw? \k
S T e Y e
E /. ’
k! HJ 10— 1+a) k=1 k!szl(] - 1—11—04)
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which is fo(z) whenever w satisfies (29)), so that fj is an eigenfunction. Formula (23] produces
fo in terms of zeros for H,, once (29)) is taken account.

Finally, we know that eigenvalues exist and must be real and positive, since T7;T, is compact,
self-adjoint and injective. However, all computations we have done need only the fact that
eigenvalues are not zero. In particular, every zero than H, has in C produces an eigenvalue for
T>T,. This proves that all complex zeros for H, are actually real and positive. O

Corollary 1. Let ho(«) be the smallest positive zero for H,, as given in (21)). Then

1 a
T = .
(30) T2 = o i
Moreover,
1//h

(31) [Tall2,2 ~ 1/ ho(o0) as o — o0,

Va
(32) ||Ta - T0||2,2 ~ Oé/ho(OO) as o —» 0,

where ho(0o) = 1.445796 ... is the smallest positive zero of Hoo(2) = > ey —(@f))gk, and
3

(33) Tall22 =1— Zoz + O(a2) as o — 0.

Formulas (B1))-([32)-[33]) improve the general formulas (3])-(@)- ().

Proof. The statement (30) is an immediate consequence of (22) in Theorem [l Claim (31I) is
deduced from (B0) and a localization of the first zero for H, in (2I]) which is made possible via an
application of Rouché Theorem: we split this argument into four lemmas, where for simplicity
we have set ¢ := (1 +a)!

Lemma 1. Let

Zkﬂjl e)

|H(e,z) — H(0, 2)| < 5eel?!

Then

for every z € C, when e < 1/8.

Proof. In fact, for € < 1/2 and for a suitable L that we will set later, we have

= el 2 o ok 1
|H(z,2) — H(0,2)| s;?[jﬂlu—em -1 +k§Lj+1 o (o0 7l
L 2|k ko 1) 0 |z|F r4kEIK
=Sl e (XX S 1]+ > [ )
k=1 j=1m=1 k=L+1 ( )

The term for m = 1 is estimated using the inequality Z <1 1/7 < log(ek). The remaining
sum y o Zle L™ ig estimated by = 17— The condition ¢ < 1/2 is then used to prove that

m
f—i < elog(ek). Moreover, we notice that 4(212')]T' < 2k —1 for k > 2. In this way we obtain the
bound

- Ll SE
< Z 5l [exp (2elog(ek)) — ] +2 Z 2
k=1 " k=L+1
~ lelt
< Z 2 [exp (2¢log(ek)) — ] + Eel 2

ol

Il
AH

We fix the value of L to |exp(1/(2¢) — 1)]; in this way exp(2elog(ek)) — 1 < 4elog(ek) inside
the first sum because eV — 1 < 2y for y € [0,1]. This yields

||

L

<4ez 2I* log(ek)
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When € < 1/8 we have the inequality L! = |exp(1/(2¢) — 1)]! > exp(1/(2¢) — 1) > 2/¢, giving
Z 2" log(ek) + eel?l,

The claim now follows, because log(ek) /k! <1 for every k > 1. O
Lemma 2. H(0,z) has no zeros on the circle |z| = 3/2.

Proof. In fact,

00 00 3
Z‘;J 412 [eXp 2]) Z ]§0.02 when |2| = 3/2.
k=4 k—4 4l =0

On the other hand, on the circle |z| = 3/2, the polynomial ]22:0(—2)’“/14!2] attains its min-
imum at z = 3/2, with value 1/32 = 0.03125; hence, for |z| = 3/2 one has |H(0,z)| >

|00 o (=2)F /K2 — | 3272 4 (—2)% /E1?| > 0.03125 — 0.02 > 0. O
Lemma 3. H(0,z) has a unique complex zero in |z| < 3/2.
Proof. The polynomial ), <3 (kz)): =1—-z+ % — % has a unique zero in that disk. Moreover,

during the proof of Lemma [2] we have shown that on the circle |z| = 3/2

|2 2)*
Z e <002<003125<(Z .

The claim follows by Rouche Theorem. O

By Lemma[[on the disc |z| < 3/2 we have that |H (e, z) — H(0, z)| = O(e) and Lemma [2] shows
that the minimum for |H (0, z)| on the circle |z| = 3/2 is positive. By Rouché Theorem, these
facts prove that functions H(e,-) and H(0,-) have the same number of zeros in that disk when
e is small enough, and hence a unique zero, by Lemma ().

Lemma 4. |H'(g,2)| > 0.02 for |z] <3/2 and ¢ < 1/100.
Proof. In fact,

i~ _yk—1 ad !
(e, ) =1Zk!§§1zj_6 B —\Zkun

k=1 ]_5)‘

1 s k:|z|k_1 1 o k:|z|k_1
Zl—e_zk'ﬂk (J— 21—6_214' K (j—1/100
k=2 " 11=1U €) k=2 -Hj:1(3 / )

o0

1 k(3/2)k—1 1
> —Ej k(/,) > —0.98 > 0.02. 0
L—e = KII-,(—1/100)  1—¢

Now we can conclude. Assume € small enough and let z(¢) be the unique zero of H (e, z) in the
disk |z| < 3/2. The mean value Theorem and equalities H(0,z(0)) =0 = H(e, z(¢)) give that
(2(0) = 2(e))H'(e,m) = H(e,2(0)) — H(e, 2(e)) = H(e,2(0)) — H(0,2(0))
for some n with |n| < 3/2 so that by Lemma [
|2() — 2(0)] < 50]H (e, 2(0)) — H(0,2(0))].
This relation and Lemma [ prove that z(¢) — 2z(0) as € — 0. This conclude the proof of (BII).
Claim ([B2) follows from (BI) and the identity To — To, = 17 o

To prove ([B3]) we use directly (IZQI) in order to handle the fact that the term [T" i1 — H%)*l

contains the factor (1 — H——a) which diverges as o — 0. Equation (29]) can be written as

( —Q )k71w2k

— ({Fap
f(a,wz) = g(a,wQ) — - =0
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where

(122

1+ a)(1+2a)

When a — 0, the function g(a, z) has a unique zero, zp(«) say, located in |z| < 3/2, and zp(«)
behaves as 1 + 3a/2 + O(a?). Via Rouché Theorem one proves that the same happens to the
full function f(a, z). In fact,

g(a, z) ::1+a—z+2

| | i (252)" el i ah 1z 21,13 alz|

(34) fla,z) = gla, 2)| < T — < —— < a’|z[?e**l.

s k! Hj:Q(] -1+ ja) =3 ki(k —1)!

In particular, the difference is O(a?) as a — 0 and z is bounded. On the other hand, for
|z| = 3/2

lg(a, 2)| = |1 = z[ + O(a) > 1/2+ O(w)
so that (by Rouché Theorem) also f(a, z) has a unique zero in |z| < 3/2, when « is small enough.
Moreover, for |z| < 3/2

(35) |f'(@,2)] > 1 i S I 12le? = 1+ O(a)
L= =7 — > 1l —azle™" = o).
P H?:Q(j -1+ ja) P (k—1)!

Let z(«) denote the zero of f(a,-) in |z| < 3/2. Then f(a,z(a)) = 0 = g(«, z0(«)) and by the
mean value Theorem there exists n with |n| < 3/2 such that

(2(@) = 20(a)) f(,m) = f(e, 2(@)) = f(e, 20(cr)) = g(v, 20(a)) = f (v, 20(ax))
so that by [34) and (35)

O(a?)
_ < _ 2\ )
(0) = 0(0)] < T3 G
i.e.,
3
z(a) = zo(a) + O(a?) =1 + L + 0(a?).
The conclusion follows recalling that the norm is 1/4/z(«). O
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