PROJECTING ONTO HELSON MATRICES
IN SCHATTEN CLASSES
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ABSTRACT. A Helson matrix is an infinite matrix A = (@m,n)m,n>1 such that
the entry am,n depends only on the product mn. We demonstrate that the
orthogonal projection from the Hilbert—Schmidt class Sa onto the subspace of
Hilbert—Schmidt Helson matrices does not extend to a bounded operator on
the Schatten class Sq for 1 < ¢ # 2 < oo. In fact, we prove a more general
result showing that a large class of natural projections onto Helson matrices
are unbounded in the Sg-norm for 1 < ¢ # 2 < co. Two additional results are
also presented.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let v = (v&)rk>0 be a sequence of complex numbers. A Hankel matriz is an
infinite matrix of the form

(1) Hy = (%‘ﬂ‘)i,ng'

We consider the matrices (1) as linear operators on ¢2(Ny), where Ng = {0,1,2,... }.
The multiplicative analogues of Hankel matrices — that is, matrices whose entries
depend on the product rather than the sum of the coordinates — are known as
Helson matrices. To be precise, a Helson matrix is an infinite matrix of the form

(2) MQ = (gmn)m,n21

for some sequence of complex numbers ¢ = (gx)r>1. In this case, we consider the
matrices (2) as linear operators on ¢?(N), where N = {1,2,3,...}.

Helson matrices, whose study was initiated in the papers [4, 5], play a similar role
in the analysis of Dirichlet series as (additive) Hankel matrices play in the analysis
of holomorphic functions in the unit disk. As such, questions regarding whether
or not classical results for Hankel matrices can be extended to the multiplicative
setting have attracted considerable recent attention (see e.g. [2, 7, 8, 11]). This
note deals with one such question.

Recall that a compact operator A: /2 — (2 is in the Schatten class S, if its
sequence of singular values s(A) = (sx(A4))r>o0 is in £7 and in this case

[Alls, = [Is(A)lea-
Note that the Hilbert—Schmidt class Sy is a Hilbert space with inner product

(3) <A,B> = TI'(AB*) = Zzai’jbi’j'

i=0 j=0
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The averaging projection P onto the set of Hankel matrices is defined by

(4) P: (ai’j)i,jzo — JJ77 Yk = ﬁ Z Q-

it+j=k
It is not hard to see that the restriction of P to Sy is the orthogonal projection
onto the subspace of Hilbert—Schmidt Hankel matrices. A well-known result due to
Peller [9] (see also [10, Ch. 6.5]) is that the averaging projection P is bounded on
the Schatten class S, for every 1 < ¢ < 0.

The main purpose of this note is to show that the analogous statement for
Helson matrices is false. We therefore define the averaging projection P onto Helson
matrices by
5) P (amds = Mo 6= 2 3

mn=k
where d(k) denotes the number of divisors of the integer k. As before it is clear
that the restriction of P to Sy is the orthogonal projection onto the subspace of
Hilbert—Schmidt Helson matrices. Our first result is the following:

Theorem 1. The projection P is unbounded on Sy for every 1 < q # 2 < oo.

Although the natural projection P given by (4) is unbounded on Sj, there do
exist bounded projections onto the trace class Hankel operators. Let ¢o: NxN — R
be a non-negative function such that for every integer £ > 0 it holds that
(6) > wlig) =1

iti=k
Consider the weighted averaging projection P, defined by

(7) P, : (ai,j)id'zo — H,, Ve = Z o(i, j)ai,;-
itj=k
The condition (6) ensures that P, is indeed a projection. For a > 1, consider

1 = . i +a—1
=20 an(j)z% ca(j) = (J +J. )
7=0
The weight o 5(7,J) = cali)ca(j)/cat+p(t + §) satisfies the condition (6) and the
projection P, , is bounded on Sy if o, 8 > 1 (see [10, Ch. 6.5] and [1]). Note that
the averaging projection (4) corresponds to the endpoint case o = 8 = 1.

It is natural to ask if we can similarly find a weighted averaging projection onto
Helson matrices which is bounded in S, for some 1 < g # 2 < co. We will show
that if the weight function is multiplicative (see Section 2.2 for the definition), this
question has a negative answer.

Theorem 2. Let &: NxN — R be a non-negative multiplicative function such that
for every integer k > 1 it holds that

(8) Z ®(m,n) = 1.
mn=~k
Define the weighted projection Pg by
(9) Po: (am,n)mle — Mga Ok = Z (I)(man)am,n-

mn=~k

Then Po is unbounded on Sy for every 1 < q # 2 < oo.



PROJECTING ONTO HELSON MATRICES IN SCHATTEN CLASSES 3

The Riemann zeta function can be represented, when Re s > 1, by an absolutely
convergent Dirichlet series or by an absolutely convergent Euler product,

(10) ()= n=]Ja-p)"

p

The Euler product is taken over the increasing sequence of prime numbers. For
a > 1, the general divisor function d,(n) is defined by

¢*(s) = da(n)n™".
n=1

Note that ds is the usual divisor function d appearing in the projection (5). One
family of weights that satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 2 are

do(m)ds(n)

éa ) =
8(m;n) G ()

for «, § > 1. Note that the averaging projection (5) again is equal to the endpoint
case « = = 1, and hence Theorem 1 is a special case of Theorem 2.

Organization. The present note is organized into four sections. In Section 2
we collect some preliminary material on infinite tensor products and multiplicative
matrices. Section 3 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2. The final section contains
two additional results. The first is that there are no bounded projections from the
spaces of compact and bounded operators to Helson matrices, while the second is
a corollary of Theorem 1 showing that the usual duality relation between Hankel
matrices in S; does not extend to Helson matrices.

2. INFINITE TENSOR PRODUCTS AND MULTIPLICATIVE MATRICES

In the present section we seek to represent ¢?(N) as an infinite tensor product of
£?(Np). We will then discuss multiplicative matrices, with particular emphasis on
Helson matrices. Our presentation and notation is inspired by [6].

2.1. Tensor product representation of ¢?(N). For each prime p, consider the
index set (p) = {p® : k € Ng}. It evidently holds that £2(Ng) ~ ¢2({p)) through
the obvious mapping. Note also that £2({p)) is a natural subspace of ¢?(N) since
(p) € N. Let (ex)r>1 (resp. (ex)r>0) denote the standard orthonormal basis of
£2(N) (resp. £3(Np)). Then (ep«),>0 is an orthonormal basis of £2((p)); throughout
we will identify each operator on ¢2((p)) with its matrix in this basis.

Let @<,y (*((p)) denote the Hilbert space tensor product of ¢?((p)) over the
first N primes. The linear extension of the map

Op<pnTp = (Rp<pnTp) ® €1

gives an embedding of &), 22 ((p)) into Qp<pris 22({p)). The inductive limit of
this system as N — oo can be identified with the linear span of all elements of the
form ®,z, such that only finitely many of the z, € ¢*({p)) are different from e;.
We can endow the limit with an inner product by setting

(11) (®Rpap, Dpyp) = H<xpayp>
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and extending linearly. The infinite tensor product ), ?2({p)) is defined to be the
completion of the inductive limit with respect to the norm induced by the inner
product (11).

Consider the prime factorization

(12) n=1]r"

and note that for every integer n > 1, it holds that s, = 0 for all but a finite number
of primes p. In view of (12), we define a linear map from ¢*(N) to @, *({p)) by
setting

en = Qpeprp .

It is easily seen that this map extends to a unitary operator and thus allows us to
make the identification

(13) EN) = Q) ().

For each prime number p, let R, denote the orthogonal projection from /?(N)
to £2({p)), i.e. the operator defined by

en if n=p~,
(14) Ryen = {0 otherwise,
and extending linearly. For a matrix A: (*(N) — (*(N), set A, = R,AR}. We
consider A, an operator on ¢*({p)) and note that its matrix can be obtained by
deleting all rows and columns of A whose index is not a power of p. It evidently
holds that ||A,|| < ||A]| and the same estimate holds also for the S;-norms. Note
that if A is the Helson matrix (2) generated by the sequence ¢ = (gx)r>1, then 4,
is the Hankel matrix (1) generated by v = (Vx)r>0 = (0p*)x>0-

2.2. Multiplicative functions. A function F': N — C is said to be multiplicative
if F(1) =1 and

F(mn) = F(m)F(n)
whenever m and n are coprime. Similarly, a function of two variables f: NxN — C
is called multiplicative if f(1,1) =1 and
f(mini, mons) = f(m1, ms) f(n1,n2)

whenever mimsy and nins are coprime. If F: N — C is multiplicative, then
f(m,n) = F(mn) is evidently also multiplicative. We shall also have use of the
following basic result, which is certainly not new. However, we include a short proof
for the benefit of the reader.

Lemma 3. If f: N x N — C is multiplicative, then the convolution

Pty =5 f(m,n)

mn=Fk

is also multiplicative.
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Proof. Suppose that k and [ are coprime. If mn = kl, then we can factor m = miny
and n = mgng such that mymy = k and niny = [. Clearly mims and ning are
coprime, and so it holds that

F(kl) = Z f(m,n) Z f(ming, mang)

mn=kl mimo=~k
ning =1

S Fmi,ma)f(n.na) = F(R)E(Q)

m1MQ:k
n1n2:l

as desired. O

2.3. Multiplicative matrices. For every prime p let A, be a bounded linear
operator on £2({(p)). If [1, I 45|l converges, and each of the sums

S lIAperll =1 and Y [(Aper,er) — 1
p p

also converge, then the infinite tensor product ®p A, defines a bounded operator
on @, £*((p)) (see e.g. [3, Prop. 6]). Suppose in addition that A, € S, for each p,
and @, A, € S;. Then as a consequence of [6, Thm. 2.4] we have that

(15) |4, =TT,
P ¢ p

We remark that the identity (15) is also valid for the operator norm. By the
identification (13) we can regard A = ), A, as an operator on /2(N).

A matrix A = (@mn)m.n>1 is called multiplicative if there is a multiplicative
function f: NxN — C such that a,, , = f(m,n). In the case A = ®p A, discussed
above, it is easily verified that A is multiplicative if (4,e1,e1) = 1 for every p. Note
that in this case, we also have A, = R, AR, where R, is as in (14). Conversely, if
A is multiplicative, then we have A = @), Ay, where again A, = R, AR;,.

Returning to the case of Helson matrices, we find that a Helson matrix M, is
multiplicative if and only if o, = F(k) for a multiplicative function F. As mentioned

in Section 2.1, in this case R, M,R; = H, where v; = F(p’).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 2

The proof of Theorem 2 is inspired by the counter-examples to Nehari’s theorem
for Helson matrices constructed in [2, 8]. We will demonstrate that any weighted
averaging projection (7) onto Hankel matrices cannot be contractive on S, for
1 < g # 2 < oo. Specifically, we will prove that there is a universal lower bound for
the norm of P, on S, which is strictly greater than 1.

If ® is multiplicative, then the projection PgA given by (9) will preserve the
tensor structure A = ), 4, of a multiplicative matrix and factor into a tensor
product of the projections P, A, given by (7), for some weight functions ¢,. The
result will then follow from a standard argument.

Note that for the projection P given by (4), it is not hard to show, using Peller’s
criterion for Hankel operators of class S, (see [10, Ch. 6.2]), that there is a constant
C such that

C

Vvg—1

I1Plls,—s, >
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as ¢ — 17. By a duality argument it also follows that as ¢ — oo we have

IPlls,—»s, > Cva.

In particular, the projection P cannot be a contraction on &, for g sufficiently close
to 1 or ¢ sufficiently large. The key point of the following result therefore is that
this also holds for ¢ close to 2 and that the lower bound holds uniformly for all
weighted averaging projections.

Lemma 4. Fiz 1 < g # 2 < oo. There exists some § = d, > 0 such that for
every non-negative function p: N x N — R satisfying (6), the weighted averaging
projection P, given by (7) satisfies the bound ||P,|s, s, > 1 +6.

The proof consists of three parts. We first compile some preliminary information.
The two cases 1 < g < 2 and 2 < ¢ < oo will then be handled separately, but by
fairly similar arguments.

Proof. For non-negative real numbers ¢ we will consider the following matrices:

100 10 t
Aty=1{0 ¢ © Bit)y=10 0 0
00 0 00 0
10 ¢ 1 0 ¢
ct)y=10 0 0 Dit)=[0 ¢t ©
t 0 0 t 0 0

The singular values of A(t) are 1 and ¢, while B(t) has only one singular value
V1 +t2. A direct computation yields that the singular values of C(t) are

(o)

The same computation also yields that s(D(t)) = s( YU {t}. We will only have
need to refer to ¢(0,2), ¢(1,1) and ¢(2,0) and so for ease of notation we set

o =¢(0,2), o1 =¢(L,1),  2=(2,0).
Recalling that ¢(0,0) = 1 we find that
PpA(t) = D(¢rt),  PoB(t) = D(eot),  P,C(t) = D((¢0 + ¥2)t)-
Suppose that 1 < ¢ < 2. We consider A(t) and find that

. [PAD) s _ID(ed)lls,
16 P,lls. s, > lim 222020 — |y — =02 gl/a,

WOy WPellsis, = i Sy, ~ A% A, 1

We now consider B(t). We estimate the Sg-norm of P,B(t) = D(pot) from below
by considering only the two largest singular values, and noting that the largest is
bounded below by 1. Hence we obtain

1
P,B(t 1 t)1)a 20 2-q
IRBOLs, | (05 Gt | 2t
I1BM)lls, >0 (1+12)2

where in the final estimate we chose t = wg/ (279) " Considering the matrix transpose
of B(t) we see that the estimate (17) also holds if ¢ is replaced by 2. Recalling

(7)) P,lls,—s, = sup
+>0
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that o + ¢1 + w2 = 1, we conclude that p; > 1 — 2z with x = max(yo, p2)-
Combining (16) and (17) we hence obtain the uniform lower bound

2—q 2q 2—q

; 1 2L\ ) 2=\ 2q
|1Polls,—s, > oglrxlfgl max <3 /‘1(1 — 2x), (1 +x2—q) 2 ) = (1 +xq ) W
where 0 < z, < 1 denotes the unique positive solution of the equation
2—q
(18) 391 - 22) = (1 +274) =

This completes the proof in the case 1 < g < 2.
Next, we suppose that 2 < ¢ < co. We consider C(t) and after recalling that
P,C(t) = D((¢o + p2)t), we obtain the lower bound

IP,COls,  (3)"1
ICOs, ‘() (o + 2).

2
We now consider A(t) and estimate P, A(t) = D(¢1t) from below by considering
only the largest singular value and using a trivial inequality, to obtain

(19) 1Pylls, s, = Jim

1 1
1P, AWM s, 2 5 41/ 7+ (218)? = V1 + (1)

Hence we find that

Nl=

29q -2

2 q
IPeABs, g, Q@) gy s

20 P,|ls,—s, > sup = s
(20) 1 Pplls,~s, >0 [lA®)|ls, t>0  (14t9)

where we in the final estimate chose ¢t = (p?/(qu). Recalling that g + @2 =1 — ¢
and setting x = 1, we combine (19) and (20) to obtain

q—2 2q —2

1/q
3 a=2 2¢_ q-2
IPolls,—s, > 0<igf<1max ((2) (1-=2),(1+ acq%) 7q ) =(14ag?) ™,

where 0 < x, < 1 denotes the unique positive solution of the equation

3 1/q 2q . 1=2
(3) " a-o=aram)=
This completes the proof in the case 2 < g < co. (]

Remark. We can solve the equation (18) for ¢ = 1 and obtain the explicit lower
bound

>3
— 35
which holds for all weighted averaging projections (7).

1P, ls,—ss, (4\/ﬁ— 1) — 1.0514142138 ...

Proof of Theorem 2. For each prime p set ¢, (i, j) = ®(p’, p’). Since ® satisfies (8),
we see that ¢, satisfies (6). Suppose that A = @), 4, is a multiplicative matrix.
Since the weight @ is also assumed to be multiplicative, we find by Lemma 3 that
the sequence

ok = Z B (m,n)am,n

mn=~k
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is multiplicative. This means that Pg A is a multiplicative Helson matrix, and since
clearly R,Pe AR, = Py, A, by the discussion in Section 2, we get that

PoA =) P, Ap.
p

Fix a positive integer N. For p < py, we choose A, such that [|A4,]ls, = 1 and
| Py, Aplls, > 1+ 0, where § > 0 depends only on 1 < g # 2 < co. Observe that as
a consequence of Lemma 4, we can always make such a choice for A,. For p > py
we choose A, = H,, so that P, A, = H.,. We then obtain from (15) that

€o
1Polls,—s, = (1+8)N.
Then letting N — oo we see that Py is unbounded on S,. 0

Remark. The weights ®,, g and ¢, s discussed in the introduction are related as in
the proof of Theorem 2. Indeed, inspecting the Euler product of the Riemann zeta
function (10) we find that d,(p’) = c,(j) for every prime p and every j > 0.

4. ADDITIONAL RESULTS

4.1. Projections on spaces of compact and bounded operators. Consulting
Theorem 5.11 and Theorem 5.12 in [10, Ch. 6.5], we recall that there are no bounded
projections P, from the space of compact (resp. bounded) operators onto the space
of compact (resp. bounded) Hankel matrices. It is trivial to extend this result to
Helson matrices, and in this case we do not require the weight to be multiplicative.

Theorem 5. There are no bounded projections from the space of compact (resp.
bounded) operators onto the space of compact (resp. bounded) Helson matrices.

Proof. Clearly, a bounded projection Pg must satisfy (8). Then (i, j) = ®(2¢,27)
satisfies (6). For any compact (resp. bounded) operator A: ¢?(Ngy) — ¢?(Np) define
the operator A: ¢*(N) — ¢%(N) by

_ ai; ifm=2 andn=27,
a =
e 0 otherwise.

Since Py A = ]3;1/4, we see that if Py acts boundedly on the space of compact (resp.
bounded) operators on ¢%(N), then P, acts boundedly on the space of compact
(resp. bounded) operators on ¢?(Ny). However, this is impossible by the results
mentioned above. ([

Remark. We actually have A = A® H.,, ® Hey ®--- as in the proof of Theorem 2.

4.2. Duality. We fix 1 < ¢ < co and set 1/¢ +1/r = 1. It is a standard fact that
(Sy)* = S, with respect to the pairing arising from the inner product (3) of Ss, i.e.
the pairing (A, B) = Tr(AB*) for A€ S, and B € S,.

Let HS; and MS, denote the spaces of Hankel matrices and Helson matrices
respectively of class S;. It is well-known that the pairing (3) also yields the du-
ality (HSy)* ~ HS,. Clearly, the map M, — (-, M,), is an embedding of MS,
into (MS,)*. We now show that in contrast to Hankel matrices, this is not an
isomorphism unless g = 2.

Corollary 6. Let 1 < g # 2 < 0o and set 1/q+ 1/r = 1. The map M, — (-, M,)
from MS, to (MS,)* is not surjective.
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Before proceeding, we fix some notation. For a subset X C &,;, we denote by
X+ the annihilator of X in S, i.e. X1 consists of all B € S, such that (A, B) =0
for all A € X.

Proof. First observe that for a Helson matrix M, € §; and A = (am,n)m n>1 € Sr
we have that B

(M, 4) = 55 0yt = Zd(km@ S G = (M,, PA),
k=1

m=1n=1 mn=Fk

Therefore (MS,;)t = KerP N S,, where P is the averaging projection (5). In
particular, this shows that Ker P N S, is a closed subspace of S,.. Suppose that
M, — (,M,) is surjective. Then by the open mapping theorem we have the
isomorphism MS, ~ (MS&,)*, with the pairing (3). By elementary functional
analysis it follows that MS, ~ S,./(Ker PN S,.) and so

S =MS, @ (KerPNS,).

However, this would imply that P is bounded on S, (by e.g. [12, Thm. 5.16]),
contradicting Theorem 1. [l
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