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Weakly separated Bessel systems of
model spaces

Alberto Dayan

Abstract. We show that any weakly separated Bessel system of model spaces in the Hardy space
on the unit disc is a Riesz system and we highlight some applications to interpolating sequences of
matrices. This will be done without using the recent solution of the Feichtinger conjecture, whose
natural generalization to multidimensional model subspaces of H turns out to be false.

1 Introduction

Let H? be the Hardy space on the unit disc I, that is, the reproducing kernel Hilbert
space of those power series centered at the origin with square-summable Taylor
coefficients. Its kernel s is the well-studied Szego kernel

1
sw(z) = T, w,zeD,

and its multiplier algebra can be identified isometrically with H*, the algebra of
bounded holomorphic functions on ID. A key role for the study of the function theory
and the hyperbolic geometry of the unit disc is played by inner functions, which are
those bounded analytic functions on the unit disc with an unimodular radial limit
almost everywhere on the unit circle. Given an inner function ©, one can define the
associated model space

He := H?> 6 OH?

as the orthogonal complement in the Hardy space of all multiples of ® in H?. A great
treatment of the main properties of model spaces, together with their interactions
with operator theory on spaces of analytic functions, can be found in [7].

Any function in H? that vanishes with multiplicity m at a point A in I is divisible
in H? by a Blaschke factor, i.e., an inner function of the form b}', where

A
bi(z) ::1—;2' zeD.
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724 A. Dayan

Therefore, the model space associated to b’ is m-dimensional and it is spanned by
the kernels at A that represent up to m — 1 derivatives of any H? function at A, that is,

d s, ot S)L}

1.1 Hym =spans sy, —,...,
(L1) b = SP {A P pe

Since a model space is a subspace of H? generated by an inner function, it comes
natural to ask whether function theoretical properties of a sequence of inner functions
(©,)nen translate to Euclidean properties for the sequence (Hg, ) en. Out of the
many results that constitute such a valuable dictionary between operator theory and
function theory, one of the most significant for the purposes of this note can be found
in [11, Theorem 3.2.14]:

Theorem 1.1  Let (®,) ey be a sequence of inner functions such that © := 1,2, 0,
converges uniformly on any compact subset of D. The following are equivalent:

(i)  For any bounded sequence (¢, ) nen in H*, there exists a function ¢ in H* such
that

(12) ¢— ¢, €0®,H, neN;

(ii)  Thereexists a C > 1such that, for any sequence (h, ) ne of unit vectors in H? such
that h, belongs to He, for any n in N and for any (a,) sew in 1%,

2

<C? Z lan|%s

1
(13) E Z |an|2 S
neN

neN

> auhy,

neN

(iii) There exists a positive § such that, for any z in D,

®(z)| =6 in£|®n(z)|.

Note that (1.2) is stated in [11, Theorem 3.2.14] as
¢—¢,c0,H”, neN.

This is equivalent to (1.2), since H* is contained in H? and since, if for any # there
exists a g in H? such that

0,g=¢-¢, cH™,

then the radial limit of |g| on the unit circle must be bounded by |¢ — ¢,,], since ®,, is
inner, and therefore, g is actually in H*. A sequence of closed subspaces (H, ) neny Of
a Hilbert space J{ that satisfies (ii) is called a Riesz system, and the least C for which
(1.3) holds is the Riesz bound of the sequence. If the least C such that the right-hand
side of (1.3) holds is finite then (H, ) e is a Bessel systems with Bessel bound C. On
the other hand, condition (iii) is equivalent to

(1.4) sup[[1©;(2)| >4,

neN jn
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Weakly separated Bessel systems of model spaces 725

to hold uniformly in z. Indeed, condition (iii) above states that there exists a positive
0 such that, for any z in D and for any 0 < & < § there exists a n in N such that

@u(a)] < 2L,

or, equivalently, such that

[11©;(2)]>6 -,

j#n
which yields (1.4) (in case ®,(z) = 0, take a limit for w going to z and then use
continuity). Moreover, condition (iii) is related in [10, Lecture IX] to separation
conditions on the subspaces in (Hg, ) sen, being equivalent to asserting that the sine
of the angle between any model space and the closure of the linear span of all the
others is uniformly bounded below:

(1.5) inf sin (H@)n, span{H@,}) > 0.
neN ; /
jEn
Here, the sine between two closed subspaces K; and K, of a Hilbert space K is the
least sine of the angle between two vectors chosen in Kj and K or, equivalently,

sin(Ki, K2) = |TI|,
where

T:span{Kj, K, } = span{Ky, K, }
’T‘Kl = IdKl T‘le = 0

If (1.5) holds, we say that (Hg, ) sen is strongly separated, whereas weak separation
will correspond to an uniform bound from below for the angle between any pair of
distinct model spaces:

(1.6) inf sin(Heg,, H@j) > 0.
n#j

Suppose now that ©, = b}"", for some sequence (1,) ey in the unit disc and some
sequence (m,)qey of positive integers. Condition (i) of Theorem 1.1 becomes then
an interpolation property: for any bounded sequence (¢, )ney in H®, there exists a
bounded analytic function ¢ that, for any nin N, agrees with ¢,, at ,, up to its m,, — I*"
derivative. Theorem 1.1 is therefore a great example of how the deep interconnection
between operator theory and function theory greatly helps the studying and the
understanding of interpolating sequences.

Let J(x be a reproducing kernel Hilbert space of analytic functions on a domain
D of C% and let M; be its multiplier algebra. A sequence Z = (z,) ey in D is
interpolating for M if for any bounded sequence (w, ) yen in C there exists a function
¢ in My, such that ¢(z, ) = w,, for any n in N. Intuitively, an interpolating sequence is
a separated sequence, as we need to be able to specify the values of ¢ arbitrarily at the
nodes (z, ) nen- It is also not surprising that the separation conditions we will look at
depend on the kernel k: Z is a weakly separated sequence if there exists a positive M
such that, for any n # j in N, there exists a function ¢, ; whose norm in M does not
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exceed M and that separates z, and z;, that is,

bnj(zn) =1 duj(z) =0.

A celebrated work of Carleson [4], characterized interpolating sequences for H*:

Theorem1.2 A sequence A = (A ) yen is interpolating for H* if and only if it is weakly
separated and the measure

un =, (1= [1a)dy,
neN

satisfies the embedding condition

(17) Il € Callfllee feH?

A measure y on a domain D that embeds continuously a reproducing kernel
Hilbert space 3(; on D into L*(D, i) is called a Carleson measure for H;. One
can find in [4] a characterization of Carleson measures for H? that involves a one-
box condition, and hence the hyperbolic geometry of the unit disc. It turns out that
(1.7) holds if and only if the sequence of all lines through the kernels (s;, ) en (ice.,
the sequence one-dimensional subspaces spanned by the kernels s,,) is a Bessel
system [, Proposition 9.5], highlighting once again a correspondence between the
hyperbolic geometry of the unit disc and the Euclidean geometry of the Hardy space.
Moreover, such a characterization of Carleson measures in terms of Bessel systems
allows to extend Theorem 1.2 to some multiplier algebra other than H*. For example,
a class of multiplier algebras for which an analogous of Theorem 1.2 holds is the
one associated with complete Pick kernels. One of the most important properties that
connects interpolating sequence to the study of related Hilbert spaces is the fact that,
for any multiplier ¢ in My, any kernel function k, in H; is an eigenfunction of the
adjoint of the multiplication operator My:

(1.8) Mj(k;)=¢(z) k.  zeD,

as a straightforward computation using the property of adjoints shows. In particular,
if My is a contraction and ¢(z,) = w, for any n in N, then the linear map T from
Sz :=span{k,, } to itself given by

neN
(L9) T(k,,) :=wy ks, neN

is a contraction. A reproducing kernel Hilbert space is said to have the Pick property
if the existence of such a contraction T is also a sufficient condition for the existence
of a function ¢ in the unit ball of My, such that ¢(z, ) = w,,. In particular, this says that
M3 is an extension of T to H{x and [[M]| = [| T[], which implies that any two disjoint
sets of points Z; and Z, can be separated by a function in M} of norm at most M if
and only if the angle between Sz, and Sz, in J(; is bounded below by 1/M:

1

(110) sup {lIgllac, | 912, =1 91z, = 0} = Forc.
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Moreover [1, Theorem 9.19], this implies that Z is interpolating if and only if the
sequence of lines through the kernels (k, ) nen is a Riesz system.
Since (1.9) being a contraction is equivalent to the infinite matrix

(1-wowj)k;,(zn) n,jeN

being positive semi-definite (i.e., all its finite principal minors are positive semi-
definite), one can extend the Pick property to the case of matrix-valued functions
in Hy, by defining JH to have the s x t Pick property if whenever zi, . .., zy are points
in Dand Wy, ..., Wy are s x t matrices such that

(Id = W W))ks,(24) 2 0,

then there exists a multiplier ¢ in the closed unit ball of

f s
M(H; ® C', Hy © C*) ::{(p: (Pr)ll=1....s,r=1,...¢ supwnﬂ < oo},
tz0 |fllsceect

such that ¢(z;) = W;,fori =1,..., N. We say that Jy has the complete Pick property
if it has the s x t Pick property for any positive integers s and t. The Hardy space H?
has the complete Pick property, as well as some of its natural generalizations, such as
the reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces 3{; on D, -1 < s < 0, defined by the kernels

k,(z) = i(n+1)5(Wz)” zweD

and the Drury-Arveson space H} on the d-dimensional unit ball B; defined by the
kernel

1

bu(2) =

z,w € By.
—(z,w)’ > d

For instance, see [1, Chapter 7]. In a recent work [2], Aleman et al. extended Theorem
1.2 by showing that any weakly separated sequence Z on a domain D such that the
sequence of lines through the kernels (k;, ) nen is @ Bessel system is an interpolating
sequence for My, provided that J{; has the complete Pick property. This is done
using the recent positive answer to the Feichtinger conjecture, which states that any
Bessel system of one-dimensional subspaces is the disjoint union of finitely many
Riesz systems. It has been shown in [5, 13 ] that the Feichtinger conjecture is equivalent
to many other conjectures in operator theory, including the Paving conjecture, who
had been proved by the well-known work of Marcus et al. [9].

In [6], the author asked whether the positive answer to the Feichtinger conjecture
can be extended to multi-dimensional model spaces of H?, that is, if any Bessel
system of model spaces is the disjoint union of finitely many Riesz systems. We show
in Section 3.2 that this is not the case, though any Bessel systems of model spaces
satistying (1.6) is in fact a Riesz system:

Theorem 1.3  Any weakly separated Bessel system of model spaces in H? is a Riesz
system.
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The motivation for Theorem 1.3 is the study of interpolating sequences of matrices
introduced by the author in [6]. As Section 3 explains in details, we say that a sequence
of square matrices A = (A, ),y with eigenvalues in D is interpolating if, for any
bounded sequence (w,,) ey in C, there exists a bounded holomophic function ¢ such

that
O(A,) =w, Id.
If P, is, for any n in N, the minimal polynomial of A, then
Py
(L11) Bn(2) = 7(21) eD
Py (3)

is a Blaschke product with zeros at the eigenvalues of A, and any H? function that
vanishes at A, is a multiple of B,. Let H = (H, ),y be the sequence of model
spaces associated to (B, ) en. The author extended in [6, Theorem 6.6] Theorem 1.2
to sequences of matrices of uniformly bounded dimensions, by showing that A is
interpolating if and only if H is a weakly separated Bessel system. Theorem 1.3 can
be rephrased to drop the extra assumption on the sizes of the matrices in A:

Theorem 1.4 A is interpolating if and only if the sequence H is a weakly separated
Bessel system.

Section 2 deals with the proof of Theorem 1.3. Section 3 provides a brief summary
of the content of [6] and gives an argument for Theorem 1.4, together with an
explicit example of an interpolating sequence of matrices. We also give in Section
3.2 an example of a sequence of matrices whose associated sequence of model spaces
(Hpn) nen is a Bessel system which can not be written as the disjoint union of finitely
many Riesz systems, giving a negative answer to a question posed by the author in [6].

2 The Proof of the Main Result

The first main tool for the proof of Theorem 1.3 can be found in [10, Lecture IX], and
relates the sine of the angle between two model spaces He, and Hg, with the constant
in Carleson corona Theorem:

Theorem 2.1  There exists a constant ¢ > 1such that, for any ®, and @, inner functions
on D such that

inﬂgmax{|®1(z)|, |©2(2)|} =620
then

83
— <sin(He,, He, ) < ¢6.
c

We are also going to use the following re-statement of the Bessel system condition:

Proposition 2.2 A sequence (Hy)nen of closed subspaces of a Hilbert space H is a
Bessel system with Bessel bound M if and only if, for any sequence (hy ) nen of unit vectors
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such that h,, belongs to H, for any nin N,

(2.0) sup Y |[(x,hy) | = M*.

llxl=1 neN

Proof. The idea of the proof comes from [1, Proposition 9.5]. Choose for any # in
N a unit vector h, in H,, and suppose first that (2.1) holds. Then, for any finitely

supported (ay ) sen»
2 2
Z anhy,|| = sup |(x, Z anhy)
neN [|x]|=1 neN
2
= sup Z (x,h,) an
[|x]|=1 |neN
<MY Jagl,
neN

thanks to (2.1) and Cauchy-Schwartz’s inequality. The case of infinitely supported
sequences (a,)nen in 12 follows by considering the limit case of finitely supported
sequences.

Conversely, let M be the Bessel bound for the sequence (H,)nen, and fix a unit
vector x in . Then set a, = (x, h,), and observe that

3 e h) P =(x, 3 anh)

neN neN

Z ahy,

neN

éM(ZIanlz);

neN

<

1

=M(Z|(x,hn)|2)2.

neN

By truncating the sum ¥ | (x, k) |?, one sees that this implies that (a, ),y must be
neN
square summable, and this concludes the proof. [ ]

Remark 2.3  Fixed x in 3, we can choose (h,,) nen so that the sum in (2.1) attains its
maximum. We can actually maximizes each term of the sum, by setting %, to be the
orthogonal projection onto H, of x, divided by its norm:

Py, (x)
fol) = )
[|Pr, ()]
Proposition 2.2 then says that (H,,) ey has a finite Bessel bound M if and only if
(2.2) sup » (1- dist}p (x, H,)) = sup 3 (xs fu(x)) [P = M2
llx]|=1 nels llx]|=1 nels
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Lastly, we are going to use the one-dimensional case of [6, Theorem 5.1]. For any x
in a Hilbert space J{ let £ denote its normalization x/||x]|.

Theorem 2.4  For any inner function ® on D,

disty: (53, He) = |0(2)] zeD.

Proof.  Since the orthogonal projection onto ®H? = H? © Hg is Me M, one gets
distyz (32, Ho ) = [[Me Mg (82)[| = [[Meg (32| = [©(2)]- m
We are now ready to prove Theorem 1.3:

Proof of Theorem 1.3  Let (He, ) 1en be a weakly separated Bessel system. We will
show that (1.4) holds, and Theorem 1.1 will conclude the proof. Thanks to (2.2), for
any fixed z in D there exists a positive integer 7, that minimizes the distance between
S, and H,;:

disty2(s3, Hy,) = miR? disty2 (sz, Hy ),
ne
which thanks to Theorem 2.4 becomes
105, (2)] = min|©,(2)].
neN
Therefore, by Theorem 2.1 and weak separation we have that

inf inf |©,(z)| >0,

zeD n#n;
which implies that

[1104(2)] =sup[]1©;(2)]

n¥n, neN jzn

is bounded below uniformly on z if and only if

>, (1-10,4(2)]*) = 37 (1~ distip(sz. He, )

n#n n#n,

is uniformly bounded on z, which is true thanks to Remark 2.3. [ ]

Observe that the proof of Theorem 1.3 used a weaker version of the Bessel system
condition, in which the sup in (2.1) is taken only on normalized kernel functions,
rather than on all unit vectors in H2. It remains open for us whether such a weaker
condition is enough to characterize Bessel systems of model spaces, and a positive
answer for the special case in which each ®,, is a Blaschke product would be of great
interest for us, as this is the case that we consider when we apply Theorem 1.3 to
interpolating sequences of matrices, as we will see in Section 3:

Question 2.5 Is any sequence of model spaces (Heg, ) ey in H? satisfying

(2.3) sup ». 1-10,(2)[* < oo,
zeD neN

a Bessel system? Is it true if @, is, for any positive integer #, a Blaschke product?
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Remark 2.6  Question 2.5 has a positive answer whenever ®, = b,, is, for any
positive integer 7, a degree-one Blaschke factor at a point A,,, and therefore, whenever
Hg, is the line spanned by the Szego kernel at A,, [8, Chapter VI, Lemma 3.3].

3 Interpolating matrices

The motivation for Theorem 1.3 is the study of interpolating sequences of matrices.
The author asked in [6] whether some well-known characterizations for interpolating
sequences for H* such as Theorem 1.2 extend to sequences of square matrices A =
(An)nen, without assuming any restriction on the sequence of their dimensions.
The fact that a square matrix might have a non trivial algebraic structure invariant
under holomorphic functions (its eigenspaces, for example), makes an interpolation
problem using matrices a bit trickier than the classic one: given two points A and w
in D there is no function ¢ in H* that maps

b

w 1
W= [0 w] ’
although both A and W are bounded in the operator norm and the constant function
w is a contraction in H* that sends the spectrum of A to the spectrum of W. Since
choosing bounded targets in the operator norm makes even a one-point interpolation
problem impossible to solve via bounded analytic functions, in order to define
interpolating matrices one has to identify a target with a bounded sequence in H*
[6, Definition 1.1]:

to

Definition 3.1 (Interpolating Matrices) A sequence A = (A, ) 4en Of square matrices
with spectra in the open unit disc is interpolating for H* if for any bounded sequence
(¢ ) neny in H™ there exists a ¢ in H* such that

¢(An):¢n(An)> neN.

Equivalently [6, Theorem 4.1], one can choose diagonal targets, and define A to
be interpolating if for any bounded sequence (w,, ) ey in C, there exists a bounded
analytic function ¢ such that

O(A,) =w, Id, neN.

Here, an analytic function on the unit disc is applied to a square matrix via the Riesz-
Dunford functional calculus, hence the assumption on the spectra of the matrices in
A. In order to characterize interpolating sequences of matrices, a rather trivial yet
important observation is that, for any pair of similar matrices M and N with spectra
in D and for any holomorphic function f on the unit disc then f(M) and f(N) are
similar as well, and the matrix that performs both similarities is the same,

M =P 'NP = f(M) =P 'f(N)P,
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as an elementary computation using the power series of f shows. As a consequence,
we can assume without loss of generality that each matrix of the sequence A is in its
Jordan canonical form: if, for any positive integer n, A,, 1, ..., A, , are the eigenvalues
of A,,, then

A, =diag(Juio- > Juk, )

where J,, ; is a Jordan block of size m,, ;

L 1 0 ... 0

0 Ay 1 ... 0
Jnj = : :

0 0 Auj 1

0 0 0 0 A

Since, for any function f holomorphic in I,

f(An) = diag(fUn1)s- o> fUn k)

where
[ ' £ Ony) £ () |
fQug) fug) =32 o ot
fUnj) = . Y o o (=)t
0 0 f()tn,j) f,(/\n,j)
|0 0 0 0 f(Anj)

one realizes that a holomorphic function vanishes at A, if and only if it vanishes at its
eigenvalues with the right multiplicity. Specifically, the multiplicity of A, ; as a zero of
f must be the maximal size of a Jordan block of A, associated to A, ;. In particular,
any function in H? that vanishes at A, is a multiple of the Blaschke product and the
function in (1.11) can be re-written as

kn
B, =T]by".
« =103
j=1
Hence, for any # in N, the subspace

H,=H’e {f ¢ H*| f(A,) = 0)

ds) . ommi~l Sy
=span{ s - =Li=1 k
= p An,j’ aw yeees awmn,rl ] =L...,Ky

containing all the interpolation information of the matrix A, is in fact a model space:

(3.1)

Hn:HB,, neN.

Each H, can be seen also as a kernel at the matrix A,,. More precisely, let M bea m x m
square matrix with eigenvalues in the unit disc, and let H); be the associated model
space in H?2. Let us define, for any u and v in C™, the H? function

Ky (u,v)(z) := Z (v, M"u)gmz" zeD.
neN
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Then, thanks to the definition of the inner product in H?,

(32) (fs Kpg (V) )i2 = (F(M)u, v)em  f € HA

Equation (3.2) works as a reproducing property for the collection
Xy = {Kp(u,v) |u,v e C™}.

In particular, since f(M) = 0 if and only if the right hand side of (3.2) vanishes for
any u and v, we have that X coincides with the model space Hy;. Moreover, (3.2)
implies that the collection of function in Xy is linear in v and conjugate-linear in u,
and that for any ¢ in H*

(3.3) M (Kui(,)) = Kng(, §(M)*v)  u,veC™,

extending (1.8) to this matrix setting. Another analogy with the scalar case comes
from separation: thanks to (3.3) and the commutant lifting Theorem, [1, case s = lof
Corollary 10.30], (1.10) extends by saying that A is weakly separated if the sequence
(Hu)uen is weakly separated or, equivalently, if there exists a positive M such that,
for any pair of distinct positive integers n and j, there exists a bounded analytic
function ¢, ; whose H* norm does not exceed M and that separates A, and A,
that is,

(pn,j(An):Id ¢n,j(Aj)=0.

Following the same idea, if (H,) ey is strongly separated we say that A is strongly
separated, and the commutant lifting Theorem, together with (3.3), makes it equiva-
lent to asserting the existence of a bounded sequence (¢, )ney in H® that separates
each A, with the rest of the sequence, i.e.,

¢n(Aj) =0, 1d.

The scalar case has an even more geometric viewpoint on separation via bounded
analytic functions: given two points z and w in the unit disc, there exists a function
¢ whose H* norm does not exceed M that separates z and w (and hence the sine of
the angle between s, and s,, is bounded below by 1/M) if and only if their pseudo-
hyperbolic distance

p(zw) = [b,(2)

is bounded below by 1/ M. This extends to the matrix case by looking at the action of
the adjoint of the multiplication by a Blaschke product on different model spaces:

Lemma 3.2 Let Ay and A, be two square matrices corresponding to the Blaschke
products By and B, and let Hy and H; be the associated model spaces. Then the sine of
the angle between Hy and H, is equal to § > 0 if and only if the restriction of My to H
is bounded below by 8, that is,

inf || M3, ()| = sin(H,, Hy).
x€H,
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Proof.  Since the orthogonal projection onto B;H? = H* © H; is M B, Mj; , one gets

sin(Fy, ) = _inf | [MaM;, (D) = _inf M5, (D]

since Mp, is an isometry. [

The author extended in [6] Carleson’s characterizations [3, 4 ] of interpolating
sequences to sequences of square matrices, together with the characterization of
interpolating sequences in terms of Riesz systems conditions from [12]. Nevertheless,
the analogous of Theorem 1.2 was proven with the additional assumption that the
dimensions of the matrices in A are uniformly bounded, and used the solution of the
Feichtinger conjecture:

Theorem 3.3  Let A = (A,,)nen be a sequence of matrices with spectra in the unit disc,
and let H = (H,)sen e the associated sequence of model spaces defined in (3.1). The
following are equivalent:

(i) A isinterpolating for H*;

(ii) A is strongly separated; and

(iif) H is a Riesz system.

Moreover, if the dimensions of the matrices in A are uniformly bounded, (i) (and hence
also all the conditions above) is equivalent to

(iv) A is weakly separated and H is a Bessel system.

Thanks to equivalence between conditions (i)-(iii) in Theorem 3.3, Theorem 1.3
applied to the sequence of model spaces (H,) ey says, together with Theorem 1.1
that the extra assumption on the dimensions of the matrices in A in condition (iv) of
Theorem 3.3 can be dropped. Therefore, Theorem 1.2 extends to sequences of matrices
of any sizes.

Theorem 3.4 A is interpolating if and only if it is weakly separated and H is a Bessel
system.

In particular, Theorem 1.4 follows from Theorem 1.3.

We present below two examples of sequences of matrices having equidistributed
eigenvalues. Section 3.1 gives an example of an interpolating sequence of matrices,
together with some useful tool to estimate the angle between model spaces arising
from Blaschke products. Section 3.2 uses a similar construction in order to exhibit a
Bessel system of model spaces which is not the disjoint union of finitely many weakly
separated sequences, and hence not the finite union of finitely many Riesz systems.
This will give a negative answer to a question posed by the author in [6], where it was
asked whether the positive answer to the Feichtinger conjecture can be extended to
multi-dimensional model subspaces of the Hardy space.
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3.1 Interpolating matrices with equidistributed eigenvalues

Let, for any positive integer #,

be a primitive 2" -root of unity, and let
W, := diag(1, 0, ..., w2 )

be a 2" x 2" diagonal matrix having 2" equidistributed points on the unit circle as its
eigenvalues. Let (7, ) ey be a sequence in (0,1) that rescales the sequence (W,,) yen
so that its spectra belong to D:

(3.4) A, =1, W,, neN.

We discuss here how fast must (r,,),eny go to 1 in order for A:= (A,)4en to be
interpolating. Thanks to Definition 3.1, if (A,),en is interpolating, then so is the
sequence of radii (7, ) ney. Moreover, if A is interpolating it is trivially a zero sequence,
that is, there exists bounded analytic function on D that vanishes on A and that
does not vanish outside the spectra of the matrices in A. It turns out that those two
conditions are enough to characterize interpolating sequences of matrices that look
like (3.4):

Theorem 3.5  The sequence of matrices defined in (3.4) is interpolating if and only if
it is a zero sequence and (1, ) nen is interpolating.

Remark 3.6 Since (r,)nen approaches the unit circle radially, asking that it is
interpolating is actually the same as asking that it is just weakly separated [10, Lecture
X, Corollary 5] .

The proof of Theorem 3.5 requires that we are able to estimate (from below) the
angle between two model spaces arising from Blaschke products. Such a tool is the
content of Lemma 3.7. Let (B, )y be a sequence of Blaschke products such that
B =[1,en B converges uniformly on any compact subset of D to a nonzero inner
function, and let (H,,) ,en be the associated sequence of model spaces in H2. For any
subset ¢ of N, we will define, for the sake of brevity,

H, :=span{H;}

i€o

and

B, =[]B:.

i€o

Lemma 3.7 Let 0 and 7 be two disjoint subsets of N, and suppose that (H;)ic, is a
Riesz system with Riesz bound y. Then

1
sin(Hy, H;) > — infsin(H;, Hy).
y< ico
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Proof. Foranyiin o letd; :=sin(H;, H;), and let § := inf;¢, §;. It suffices to show
that

T:Hgur = Hour
such that
T, =01dy,  Tju, =0

is bounded by y*. Let T; be, for any i in 0, the restriction to H; of M} . Thanks to
Lemma 3.2, each T; is bounded below by §;. Fix then a vector x = u + v in Hgyy,
where u is in H, and v is in H,. There exists a sequence (4;);c, of unit vectors such
that h; isin H; for any i in ¢ so that u can be written as a linear combination of (4;) e,

u= Z Ocih,'.
i€o
Since each T; is a contraction and it is bounded below by 8, the sequence (T;(h;))en

is bounded above and below. Moreover, T;(h;) belongs to H;, since each H; is
invariant under Mp_, and therefore,

2

ITIP =T ()| =

Z(S(X,‘hi

i€o

<y?87 Y loul* <y 3 O7laf?

i€o i€o

<y Yl T (ho)* < *

i€o

=yt 1M, (W)l =y M5, (o)1

2

Z‘X;’Ti(hi)

ieo

Since M} is a contraction, this shows that the norm of T does not exceed y?, as we
claimed. u

Remark 3.8  Suppose that also (H;) jer is a Riesz system. Then a double application
of Lemma 3.7 implies that the distance between H, and H, is comparable with the
minimal distance attained by a model space labeled by an index in ¢ and one with
alabel in 7. If the sequence (H, ) en is weakly separated, this says roughly speaking
that the set of sparse subsequences of (H, ) se is a separated set as well.

We are now ready to prove Theorem 3.5. Here, (B ) ey and (Hy ) nen arise from
the sequence of matrices A defined in (3.4). We need to show that A is interpolating,
provided that it is a zero sequence and that (r,) ey is weakly separated, thanks to
Remark 3.6.

Proof of Theorem 3.5  Let, for any positive integer #,

(3.5) rpn=1-a,27".
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Since A is a zero sequence, then the spectra of the matrices in A form a zero sequence
and therefore

> ay < oo,

neN

Let y, be the Riesz bound of the basis {$,,,... ,§,nwzn_1} of Hy. Then (yn)yen is
uniformly bounded if and only if the strong separation constants

2"-1

[T 16,01 ()P
I=1

are uniformly bounded below. Let, for any jand n in N,

2/
My(n) 2= 3 ()
1=1
P12\ (1 2
$a-ns )
1=1
Since (a,)neny is bounded, then the weak separation constant of the set
{ru,...,ra@* 7'} is uniformly bounded below in . Since also

b (2)[* =1~

(3.6)

1- r,,rjw;|2

|2

(Sw>$2) w,zeD,

then (y,)ney is bounded if and only if (M, (1)) ey is, which is the case, thanks to
Lemma 3.9, because (&, ) ey is bounded. We want to show that (H,, ) ey is strongly
separated:

inf sin (Hn, span{Hj}) > 0.
neN j#n
Since (yu)nen is bounded, thanks to Lemma 3.7 the sine between H,, and span{H}
j#n
is comparable to

sin (§,n,span{Hj}) =[1IBj(ra)l.
jEn jEn

In fact, the sine between H,, and span{H,} is comparable to
jEn

in s span{H,;}| = min [B;(r,0)].
m1r21_151n(srnw£l,sia:1n{ ]}) lon,l,Izln_J i(rawy,)|

Nevertheless, the minimum is attained at [ = 0, since
i i
2 _ 2

Bi(z) = L

b (2
1- 122 =bw()

and the point on the circle of radius r, which is closest (with respect the pseudo-
s V- .
hyperbolic distance) to r;" is precisely ;.
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We are then left to show that

(3.7) inén |Bj(rs)] > 0.

j*n
This is true if and only if each term on the product is uniformly bounded below and

sup > M;(n) < oo.
neNjeN

Such sum converges thanks to Lemma 3.9, since (&) en is summable. Moreover,
each term on the product in 3.7 is uniformly bounded below, since (7, ) sen is weakly
separated and since, thanks to Lemma 3.7, the pseudo-hyperbolic distance between
rn and r; is, for any n # j, comparable to sin(s,,, H;) = [Bj(r,)|. |

A technical tool for the proof of Theorem 3.5 is the following computation, which
relates the quantity M;(#) to the parameters (&, ) ,en defined in (3.5).

Lemma 3.9 Let
rpi=1-a,27" neN

be a sequence in (0,1) and let M;(n) be defined as in (3.6). Then, for any j and n positive
integers,

(Xn(Xj

Mi(n) =~ - -,
]() oy + 2" — 027

Proof. Let, foranyjin Nand forany = -2/7%,...,2/7},

; 2ml
J ._ I _
0 :=argw; = TR
Then
. 0): 2 . A
— J N( l ~ _ _n»j-1 j-1
1 cos(@l)_ R 1==-2/7,...,2
and therefore,
2/t 1

Mj(n)~(Q-r;)(1-r,) Z

e 1 r,,rjwﬂz

j-1
2 1

=(1-r))(1-ry) Z

1< (1= 1,7)? +2((1 - cos(8])))rar

~ (1-r))(A-ra) A :
= (1—rj1’n)2 1:11+<% )2
el
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CP(-r)(-r) 1

(1=r1jru)\/TiTn zj(\l/fn) 1+ x2

2(1-r))(A-r4)
- 1—rjr,,
(X,,(Xj

ay + 2" —apa;277

3.2 Bessel systems of model spaces

Thanks to the positive answer to the Feichtinger conjecture, any Bessel system of lines
in a Hilbert space is the disjoint union of finitely many Riesz systems. We show here
that this is not the case for multi-dimensional model spaces in H?, as we will construct
asequence of matrices A which cannot be written as the disjoint union of finitely many
weakly separated sequences and whose associated sequence of model spaces is a Bessel
system. This implies that [1, Theorem 9.11] does not extend to multi-dimensional
model spaces, and since any Riesz system is weakly separated it will show that the
positive answer to the Feichtinger conjecture does not extend to multi-dimensional
model spaces whose dimensions are not uniformly bounded.

Pick a divergent sequence (m,)en, and let (7, ) ey be a sequence of radii that
converges to 1, and whose rate of convergence will be determined later. For any such
a sequence, there exists a second sequence of radii (s, ) ey such that

1

3.8 Tn>Sn) < —— neN.
(3.8) p(rnssn) "
For each n in N, consider m, diagonal matrices, A, ,...,A, m,, each one of size
my — 1, and whose eigenvalues are placed as follows: if w, is a (";")th primitive root
of unity, the set of all eigenvalues of A, 1,..., Ap m, is

mpy -1 mp -1
(3.9) {rn,rnwn,...,rnwg2 ) } U {sn,snwn,...,snwgz ) }

We now need to assign each of those m,(m, —1) eigenvalues to the matrices
Apts...sAym, so that
1

(3.10) sin (Hy,,»Ha,,) < —

i,j=1,...,my,
where H, ; is the model space in H? associated to the matrix A, ;. Observe that this
would imply that the sequence

A= {A,,,j|n€N,j:1,...,m,,}

cannot be written as the disjoint union of finitely many weakly separated subse-
quences, since (1, ) nen is divergent. More importantly, this would hold for any choice
of (7,) nen- In order to achieve (3.10), we assign the eigenvalues in (3.9) to the matrices
Auts. .., Aum, so that the set of nonordered pairs

1 1 _ My
{(rnwn,snwn) \l—l,...,( 5 )}
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coincide with the set of non-ordered pairs

{(Ay)[Aeo(Ani),y€o(Any), i+ j}.
Thus, (3.10) follows from the fact that, for any i+ j=1,...,m,, there exists an

eigenvalue A of A, ; and an eigenvalue y of A, ; so that

1
n+1

p(Ay) <

thanks to (3.8).

Example 3.10 In order to have an explicit example in mind, let 71, = 4, and let then
wi be a primitive sixth root of unity. One can then choose

nea(An,) si€a(An),
nweo(Ay) siweoa(As),
nw*eo(Ay) s’ ea(ALy),
nw’ e a(A,) siw’eo(ALs),
no'eo(A,) sw'ea(ALy),
nw’ eo(Ayz) siw’ €a(Apg).
In general, the idea is to assign, for all n, the m,, (m,, — 1) points on the two very close

circle of radius r,, and s, in a way so that the (";”) pairs of points very close to each
other correspond to the set of pairs {(A,,i, Ay,j)}-

What is left now to show is that, if (r,),ey is chosen to be converging to 1
adequately fast, the sequence of model spaces associated with the sequence A is a
Bessel system. Let A’ = (zj)jen be the (scalar) sequence of all the eigenvalues of
the matrices in A. Observe that we can recursively choose the sequence (7,) ey to
approach 1 fast enough so that

(3.11) sup > 1- bz, (2)|* < o0.
zeD jeN

Indeed, one can use the same idea of [6 , Theorem 2.2] and add the contribution of
the eigenvalues in (3.9) once at a time in the sum in (3.11). More precisely, let A’, be
the set in (3.9), and let

n
Qu(z) =3 > 1-by (2))*
jelzied)
Then, once we choose 1y, .. ., r,, there exists a radius ¢, such that
1
sup Q,(z) < o

tu<|z|<1

and it suffices then to choose r,,,; so that

1
Z 1_|bz1(z)|2S27 |Z|Stn

4
21€A]
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and so that the Riesz bound of the set of normalized kernels at the points in A’ ; N
{|z| = 441} is uniformly bounded (in fact, since m,,; is fixed one can make such Riesz
bound arbitrarily close to 1, by choosing r,,.; close enough to 1).

Thanks to (3.11) and Remark 2.6 the sequence of lines spanned by the Szego kernels
at the point of A’ is a Bessel system. This, together with an extra separation condition
on the eigenvalues of the matrices in A, implies that the model spaces associated with
the sequence A forms a Bessel system:

Lemma 3.11 Let (Hy ) en be a sequence of closed subspaces of a Hilbert space H, and

let, forany nin N, {x.,...,x™} be a basis of H, made of unit vectors such that
my my 2

(3.12) Mlal><Cs ’ S axhl| ClyesCm, €C.
I=1 I=1

If

(3.13) C:=supC, < o0

neN

and (x) is a Bessel system with bound M, then (H, ) nen is a Bessel system with bound
CM.

Proof. Let (h,),en be a sequence of unit vectors in 3 such that h,, belongs to H,
for any n in N, and let (a, ) ,en be an [? sequence. Write h,, = i bl x! and observe

nn>
that
2 m, 2
Z ash,|| = Z Zanbixi
neN neN [=1
My
<MY Ja? Y |by
neN 1=1
<C*M? Y |aul,
neN
thanks to (3.12) and (3.13). [ |

Since the sequence (m,,) ey is fixed, by eventually increasing the rate of conver-
gence of (7,)aen to 1, we can assume that the Reisz bound of the kernels basis of
each H,, is uniformly bounded in #, thus in particular condition (3.12) holds. Indeed,
although the eigenvalues of a given matrix A, might belong to two circle very close to
each other, our construction ensures that their arguments are separated by at least
an angle of % Therefore, thanks to Lemma 3.11, the sequence of model spaces

associated to the sequence A is a Bessel system.
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