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The following ‘“‘rational” moment problem is discussed. Given distinct real
numbers Ay, A,,..., A, (the “poles” of the problem), real numbers ¢, and c}')
(j=1,23,...;i=12,..., p), and a non-empty compact subset K of ( —x, + x),
find necessary and sufficient conditions that there exist a non-negative Borel
measure u, supported on K, such that ¢, = fx dul1) and ¢f) = [t — )7/ du(r)
for ] =1,2, 3, ...and i = 1, 2., P. % 1994 Academic Press, Inc.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we consider the following “rational” moment problem. Let
Ay Ay, ..., A, be distinct real numbers, let {¢{}_,, i=1,2,...,p, be
sequences of real numbers, let ¢, be a real number, and let K be a
non-empty compact subset of R = (-, +). Find necessary and suffi-
cient conditions that there exist a non-negative Borel measure u, sup-

ported on K, such that

Co = deM(’)y

du(t) (D

ct) = i=1,23,..;i=12,...,p.

! fK(t—A,)j’

The points A}, A,,..., A, will be called the poles of the problem. We also
consider rational moment problems with a pole at «, and rational moment
problems having a countable number of poles.

Rational moment problems are studied in [7-9, 11-15] in cases in which
the domain of integration K is an interval. In these papers many of the
results of the classical moment problems of Stieltjes and Hamburger [1]
are extended to various types of rational moment problems, and a theory
of orthogonal and quasi-orthogonal rational functions with specified poles
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is developed, analogous to the theory of orthogonal and quasi-orthogonal
polynomials [1, 3, 5].

In this paper we establish solvability criteria for rational moment
problems with arbitrary poles A, A,,..., 4, {or A|,A,, As, ... in the case
of a countable number of poles) and arbitrary compact supporting set K.
The criteria are that certain linear functionals determined by the geometry
of the compact set K be non-negative when applied to a certain class of
rational functions whose poles are those of the given moment problem.
These criteria are essentially that certain quadratic forms be non-negative
on the vector space spanned by the given basis functions 1, (r — A,)™",
(¢ —A)72,...,(t = A,)7(t = 2,)72,... . Analogous results for the case
in which K is an interval are given in [8, 9, 11, 14). Our solvability criteria
for rational moment problems will be derived from a variant of M. Riesz’s
theorem on the solvability of polynomial moment problems [1, p. 71; 17].

It will be useful to consider the truncated moment problem in which
Eq. (1) is replaced by

o= de/,L(t),
2)
, du(t) (
¢V = ——, j=1,2,...,2n;5i=1,2,...,p,
! fK(t -A) ! P

where 2n,,2n,,...,2n, are positive even integers. For all positive inte-
gers ky, k..., k,, and k, let #(k) be the set of all polynomials of degree
< k with real coefficients, and let %(k,,kz,...,kp) be the set of all
rational functions R of the form

P -
R(t) =ay+ ¥, 3, ——, (3)
where the coefficients ay, a;; € R. By the partial fractions decomposition,
Ak, ky, ..., k,)is the set of all rational functions R of the form

P(1)

DL TEURUTR I (r=4,)"

with Peo(k, + k, + -+ +k,). Define the linear functional ¢ =
Plky k... kpy O Rk ky,.o o, kp) by setting

p k;
¢(R) = apcy + Z Z aijcj(")
i=1j=1
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whenever (3) holds. Then px is a solution of the truncated moment
problem (2) if and only if

whenever R € #(2n,,2n,,...,2n,).

In order to relate the truncated rational moment problem (2) to
M. Riesz’s theorem for the truncated polynomial moment problem, for
each p-tuple of positive integers (kl,kz,...,kp), let k=4k +k,+

* +k, and define the linear functional & =% ,, . ., on (k) by
first setting

e

and then setting
k
y(P) = Z §j5j
j=0

whenever P(t) = Z,’;ijtf e R(k).

Note that the definition of the functional ¢, ., ., Is essentially
independent of the choice of k|, k,, ..., k,,, but that the definition of the
functional S, o, 4, 18 DOt @y . ., is always the restriction of

..........

Pky+1y kytln... .k, +1,y 1O the smaller domain #(k, k,,..., k), but
Sk k... k) is not, in general, the restriction of S 4/ ky+1,.. .. Ko+
to the smaller domain &(k, + k, + -+ +k ). For example, in the case of

a single pole (p = 1) at 0 (A, = 0), the functionals #,,, %), %s,, ... are
determined by the sequences

so = it S =6
so=c5, s, =cP,  s,=¢,
so=¢",  si=cd, s, =cP, s3=¢
-
respectively.

For each choice of p positive even integers 2n,2n,,...,2n,, there is a
truncated polynomial moment problem associated with the truncated
rational moment problem (2): find necessary and sufficient conditions that
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there exist a non-negative Borel measure v, supported on K, such that
s,(2n,,2n5,...,20,) = fKrfdu(z), j=0,1,...,2n,

where 2n = 2n, + 2n, + -+ +2n,. A solution v of this truncated poly-
nomial moment problem yields a solution w of the truncated rational
moment problem (2), namely

du(t) = (= A)>" (1 = A;)™" oo (2= A, do(1).

That the non-negative Borel measure u is in fact a solution of the
truncated rational moment problem (2) follows from the observation that
the functions

t)
2n 2n, 2n,
(£ =) =A™ o (1= 4,)

i=0,1,...,2n

span #(2n,,2n,,...,2n,), and from the equations
¢
2n 2n 2n
(£ =)= )7 o (1= A,)"™
=s5;(2n),2n,,...,2n,)

= fKtj dv(t)

t/

fK(t - Al)z"‘(t - )\2)2"2 (=)

7 du(?),

j=0,1,...,2n.

2. ResuLts For PoLynoMiAL MoMENT PROBLEMS

Associated with every sequence of real numbers {s; j"=0 is a linear

functional . defined on the set of polynomials P(t) = ¥ j=0§jtf of degree
<k by

k
F(P) = ) §s;.
j=0

The functional .%, and sequence {sj}j’;o, are said to be non-negative on K,
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a subset of R, if and only if &*(P) = 0 for every polynomial P of degree
< k which is non-negative everywhere on K. The relationship between
the non-negativity of sequences and the solvability of polynomial moment
problems was discovered by M. Riesz [17]. The following variant of his
well-known theorem is the basis for our results (see [2] for related results).

THEOREM 1. Let K be a non-empty compact subset of R, and let 2n be
a positive even integer. Then there exists a non-negative Borel measure v,
supported on K, such that

sj=szfdu(:), j=0,1,...,2n (4)

if and only if {s}}", is non-negative on K.

Proof. The condition that {sj}jzz"0 be non-negative on K is clearly
necessary. To prove that it is sufficient, we use the following theorem on
the extension of non-negative linear functionals [1, Theorem 2.6.2, p. 69].

Suppose that € is a real vector space, that I is a vector subspace of &,
that & is a convex cone in € (i.e., & is-a convex subset of € such that
af € & whenever « 2 0 and f € &), and that * is a real-linear functional
on M which is non-negative on & N M. Then & can be extended to a
real-linear functional &' on & which is non-negative on &, provided that
for every f& € there exist m;,m, € M such that (m, —f) € ] and
(f —m,) € 8.

Let & = C(K), the set of all real-valued continuous functions with
domain K; let I be the set of all restrictions to K of polynomials
belonging to £#(2n); and let & be the set of all functions belonging to
& = C(K) which are non-negative everywhere on K. Define the real-lin-
ear functional % on IR by

2n
F(P) = ijsj

j=0

whenever
2n ]
P(t) =} &t), t1E€K.
j=0

By the hypothesis that {s,- 1-2;’0 is non-negative on K, % is non-negative on
8 N M. The constant function A(¢t) = 1, t € K, belongs to M, and for
every function g € € = C(K) the functions (/|gllk — g) and (g + llgllh)
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are non-negative everywhere on K and hence belong to &. (Here |igll =
max{|g(t): t € K}, g € C(K).) By the theorem cited above, there exists an
extension of %’ to a real-linear function %" on & which is non-negative
on 8.

Since . is non-negative on §, and since (llgllh — g),(g + liglh) € &
for every g € C(K), it follows that

F'(g) <ligl-&'(h) =ligll- & (h) =gl - sy,
F'(g) = ~lglh-(h) = —ligl-(h)y = —ligh- s,
and hence that
|.7'(g) <50 lgll, g€ C(K).
By the Riesz representation theorem [4, p. 265], there exists a non-nega-
tive Borel measure v on K such that

s, =F() = (1) = fthdu(:)

fort=0,1,...,2n. |

The following variant of a lemma of Krein and Nudeiman [10] provides
a characterization of the polynomials which are positive everywhere on a
compact set K obtained from a bounded closed interval {a, b] by removing
a finite number of disjoint open subintervals (see also [6)).

LeMMA. Suppose that —x <a<a) <P, fa,<fB,< - <ay, <
By < b < +o, and that P is a polynomial which is positive everywhere on

M
K = [a,b] \ U (am,Bm)'
m=1

Then
P(r)y= ), T1 (= a, )t = B,)Pi(1),

Jca meJ

where # = {1,2,..., M} and, for every J C.#, P, is a polynomial which is
non-negative everywhere on [a, bl with deg(P;) + 2 card(J) < deg(P).

Note. This lemma is proved by Krein and Nudeiman [10, pp. 292-293,
307} in the case where

—o<g<a <P, <a,<B,< - <apy<By<b< +x;

640,79/1-6
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we need to establish the result in the case in which K may contain one or
more isolated points.

Proof. Since P is positive at every point of each of the closed subinter-
vals

[a,a,].[Bi.az].. .. [Bu-1s @u ], [Bus b

(some of which may consist of a single point), the number of zeros of P in
each of the open intervals

(ap,By),-- - (au, By)

must be even, provided they are counted according to multiplicity. Let
t.t5,...,ty be these zeros. Then

2
P(r) = Q(’)I:Il(t = 1),

where Q is a polynomial with no zeros in [a, b]. Since both P(¢) and
171 (¢ — ;) are positive at the endpoints ¢ =a and ¢ =b, Q is also
positive at both a and b, and hence on [a, b].

Suppose that ¢,,¢,,...,¢t,, are the zeros of P in (a,, B,). Then each
t —t; is a convex combination of  — a, and ¢ - 8,

1=t =Aj(t —a;) + Bj(t = B1),
where

. t]_al
>0, Bj=————B > 0.
1T @y

Hence

2k
]EII[AJ‘ (t—a)) +B (¢ _Bl)]
Qi(1) + Q() - (1 —a)(t — By),

where @, and Q, are sums of polynomials of the form

1—[ (t - t}')

ji=1

C-(t—a)”(t-8)", C>0;r,5=0,1,2,...

such that deg(Q,) < 2k, deg(Q,) < 2k — 2.

Applying a similar argument to each of the remaining open intervals
(as, By), ..., (ay, By) and combining the results, we have the desired
conclusion. |}
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3. SorLvaBiLITy CRITERIA FOR RATIONAL MOMENT PROBLEMS

Let K be a non-empty compact set with @ = min K, b = max K. Then
the set of bounded components of the complement of K in R is an at most
countable (possibly empty) collection {(a,,, B,,): m € (2} of pairwise dis-
joint, bounded open intervals, each contained in [a, b], such that

K= [a,b] \ U (am*Bm)‘

mefn

ProposiTioNn 1. There exists a solution u of the truncated rational
moment problem (2) if and only if

‘Sp(an,an ,,,,, Zn‘,)( l;[J(t - am)(t - B,n)Q(I)) >0 (5)

whenever J is a finite subset of () and Q is a polynomial non-negative
everywhere on la, b] with degree <2n, + 2n, + -+ +2n, — 2 card(J).
(The product T1,,. (t — a, Xt — B,,) is taken to be 1 when J is the empty
set.)

Proof.  Suppose there is a solution u. Then, with & =.%,, . 2my
we have that

#( I (e = an)r = Ba)e())

= [ TT (=)t =B, o)

du(t) = 0,
Kmél (r—a)" - (t—/\,,)zn” w0
since I1, o, (t —a, Xt —B,) =0 whenever r € K, with J and Q as
above.

Conversely, suppose that (5) holds for all such J and Q. Let P be any
polynomial which has degree < 2n, where n =n +n,+ -+ +n,, and
which is non-negative everywhere on K. Let £ > 0 and set P(¢r) = P(¢) +
e. Then P_ has degree < 2n and is positive on K. Let .# be the set of all
indices m € {2 for which P, is zero or negative at some point of {(«,,,, 3,,).

£

For each m € {2, P_ is positive at both the endpoints «, and 8, of

£

(a,,, B, and a,, < B,,; hence if P, is negative at some point of (a,,, B,,)
then P, has a zero in («,,, B,,). Thus .# is the set of all indices m € 2
such that P, has a zero in (e, 8,,), and therefore .# is finite. By the

lemma, applied to P. on the set {a,b]\ U, ,(a,,, B, ), we have that

P(t)= X [1(t=a,)(t-8,)0,(0),

JcameJ
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where each Q, is a polynomial which is non-negative everywhere on [a, b]
with deg(Q,) + 2 card(J) < deg(P.) < 2n. By (5) and the linearity of %,

#(P) = LTI = a,)(t = B,)0,(1)) 2 0.

Jc# meJ

Since % is linear, it follows that #(P)=.(P, —¢-1)=5(P) —
eF(1) = F(P) — g5y = —es, for every € > 0. Therefore

F(P) = 0.

Since this inequality holds for every polynomial P which is non-negative
everywhere on K and has degree < 2n, M. Riesz’s theorem implies that
there exists a non-negative Borel measure v, supported on K, such that

s}.=fKtjdv(t), j=0,1,...,2n.
Let
du(t) = (t =A™ - (£ = 4,)""dv(1).
Then p is a non-negative Borel measure, supported on K, such that
i f i
(£ =A% (e =A,)"" K(t=A)"" - (e~ A)
j=0,1,...,2n

o du(t),

and hence such that (2) holds. |

ProrposiTion 2. There exists a solution u of the truncated rational
moment problem (2) if and only if

Fiamansng TL (= )t = B,) AG)) 2 0

Fenam. znp)((f - a)mTE]J(t —a,)(t - Bm)B(t)z) >0,
L 2mg... 2n,,)((b - ’)"QJ(’ —a,)(t — ,Bm)C(t)z) >0,
Fan 2. Zn,,)((b —)(r - a)ﬂj(t —a,)(t - B,,,)D(t)z) > 0,

whenever J is a finite subset of {2 and A, B, C, D are polynomials with real
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coefficients whose degrees are small enough that the arguments of % in the
inequalities above have degree < 2n.

Proof. By a theorem of Lukacs [16, Prob. 47, pp. 78, 260], a polynomial
P is non-negative at every point of [a, b] if and only if

P(t) = A(t)’ + (1 —a)B(1)* + (b — )C(1)* + (b — t)(t — a) D(1)’,

where A, B, C, D are polynomials with real coefficients such that each of
the terms in the sum has degree < deg(P). Hence this proposition follows
from Proposition 1 and Lukécs’ theorem. §

Let &# be the set of all rational functions of the form (3) with
k. k,,...,k, arbitrary, and define the linear functional ¢ on # by
setting

P

Pk
D(R) =apce + 2 2 a’.’jcf')

i=1j=1
whenever (3) holds.

TueoreMm 2. The full rational moment problem (1) has a solution w if
and only if

[Tt - a,)(t—B,) A1)

b me.l2 - - > 0’
(£= )7t =A)™ e (1= 2)
(t—a) [T (t = a,)(t = B,)B(¢)
4 ;nej 2n 2n 2 0’
(0= A) (=A™ - (1 =4,
(6= TT (¢ = a,)(r = B)C()’
me
@ 2n 2n 2n 2 0’
(L= A7 =A)72 (1= A,
(b= 0)(t = a) [T (¢t~ a,)(t = B,) D(1)*
) mel > 0,
(=A™ = A)™ - (e = A,)™™
whenever J is a finite subset of {); n,, n,,...,n, are positive integers, and

A,B,C, D are polynomials with real coefficients whose degrees are small
enough that the arguments of @ in the inequalities above belong to %.
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Proof. 1t is clear that the inequalities above hold if there is a solution
u of the full rational moment problem. Conversely, suppose that the
inequalities above hold. By Proposition 2, for every p-tuple N =
(2n,,2n2,...,2nl,) of positive even integers there exists a non-negative
Borel measure pu,, supported on K, which is a solution of the truncated
rational moment problem (2). Applying Helly’s theorems [3, pp. 53-54; 5,
p. 56] to the family of measures {u,}, we obtain a solution wx of the full
rational moment problem, as in [8, pp. 551-553]. |}

CoroLLARY. The full rational moment problem (1) has a solution p if
and only if

P(1)
@ 2n, 2ns 2n, 20 (6)
(r=2)7 (= A)7 o (= A)
whenever ny, n,, ..., n, are positive integers and P is a polynomial with real
coefficients with degree < 2n, + 2n, + --- +2n_, which is non-negative

everywhere on K.

We should like to assert that there exists a solution p of (1) if and only
if @(R) = 0 for every R €# which is non-negative everywhere on K. If
none of the poles A, A,, ..., A, belongs to K then this assertion follows
from the Corollary. But if one of the poles, say A;, belongs to K, then it is
difficult to assign a meaning to the statement that R is non-negative
everywhere on K if R is a rational function with a pole at A;; in this case
the Corollary is the closest we can come to such an assertion. Note that, in
all cases, the set of rational functions

P(1)
(0= A1 = Ay)"" - (2= A)

2n,

of the form specified in the Corollary is a positive cone in %.

4. OTHER RaTiONAL MOMENT PROBLEMS; UNIQUENESS

We consider the extension of the rational moment problem (1) to one
having a countable number of real poles: let A, A,, A;,,..., be distinct
real numbers, let {¢{"}_, i = 1,2,3,..., be sequences of real numbers,
let ¢, be a real number, and let K be a non-empty compact subset of R;
find necessary and sufficient conditions that there exist a non-negative



RATIONAL MOMENT PROBLEMS 83

Borel measure w, supported on K, such that

c0=j;(dy-(t),

. du(t)
= [ - i, j=1,2,3,.... 7
J fK(I _Ai)l b ( )

THeoreM 3.  The rational moment problem with countably many poles
(7) has a solution ., supported on K, if and only if the inequalities in
Theorem 2 hold for all positive integers p and all p-tuples of positive even
integers (2n},2n,,...,2n,).

Proof. 1t is clear that the inequalities hold if u is a solution of (7).
Conversely, suppose that these inequalities hold. By Theorem 2, for every
positive integer p there is a non-negative Borel measure u »» supported on
K, such that (1) holds. Applying Helly’s theorems to the sequence of
measures {u,}5_, as in {8, pp. 551-553], we obtain a non-negative Borel
measure g, supported on K, which satisfies (1). |

By a rational moment problem with a pole at o, we mean a problem of
the following type. Let A, A,,..., A, be distinct real numbers, let {c("f"_,
and {c"}".,, i = 1,..., p, be sequences of real numbers, and let K be a
non-empty compact subset of R; find necessary and sufficient conditions
that there exist a non-negative Borel measure u, supported on K, such
that

c;°>=fKrf'd,L(z), i=0,1,2,...,

8)
: du(r) (
¢ = [ —— i =1,2,3,...;i=1,...,p.

! fK(t—)\,-)j ! i

For such a problem we must extend the domain of the linear functional ¢
to the set of rational functions R of the form

kl)

R(1) = Z“o;’tj'*' )—E — 9
=0 <15 .

with a,;, a;; € R, by setting

k(l

Pk
@d(R) =Y, ag,ct” + ), Y acl”
i=0

i=1j=1

whenever (9) holds.
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TueoreM 4. The rational moment problem with a pole at < (8) has a
solution ., supported on K, if and only if the inequalities in Theorem 2 hold
without restriction on the degrees of the polynomials A, B, C, D.

We omit the proof, which is similar to the proof of Theorem 2.

Finally, we consider rational moment problems with a pole at = and a
countable number of real poles: let A, A,, A5, ... be distinct real numbers,
fet {c{™)_, and {c{).,, i = 1,2,3,..., be sequences of real numbers, and
let K be a non-empty compact subset of R; find necessary and sufficient
conditions that there exist a non-negative Borel measure u, supported on
K, such that

qm=ﬁfqu, i=0,1,2,...,

_ du(t

C}”:f——g—)-—t, j':l,2,3,...;i=1,2,3,..-.
k(t—A;)

TueorREM 5. The rational moment problem with a pole at »© and count-
ably many real poles (10) has a solution ., supported on K, if and only if the
inequalities in Theorem 2 hold for every positive integer p and for every
p-tuple of positive even integers (2n,,2n,,...,2n,), and without restriction
on the degrees of the polynomials A, B,C, D.

Theorem 5 follows from Theorem 4 by application of Helly’s theorems,
just as Theorem 3 follows from Theorem 2.

Note that if any of the non-truncated rational moment problems above
has a pole A; outside K, then the solution of the problem is unique. This
follows from the Stone—Weierstrass theorem [4, p. 272] applied to the
algebra of real-valued functions generated by 1 and (r — A,)”', and the
Riesz representation theorem. Also, if K is compact and the problem has
a pole at o, then the solution of the problem is unique, again by the
Stone-Weierstrass theorem and the Riesz representation theorem.

5. AN ExaMPLE

Let Ay, A, A,, ... be real numbers with 0 <A, <A, < -+ <A, <1
and A, — A, as n — o. We construct a positive Borel measure u with
finite total mass and supp(u) = [0, 2] such that the functions

(r~A)7,¢),  i=0,1,2...;/=0,1,2...

belong to L'(u). The existence of such a measure x demonstrates that
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none of the rational moment problems considered above is trivial. (Here, a
trivial problem is one which is solvable only in the special case in which
the given moments cg,c{” are all zero) In this example, the poles
Ao, Af, Ay, ... are all interior points of supp(u), and hence the example
shows that, in the case of a countable number of poles, the poles may have
a limit point in supp(u).

Choose real numbers p,, p,, p,,-.. such that

O0=p) <A <py <Ay <p, < -
and define the positive Borel measures pg, g, fo, ..., My DY

l e—l/lt—Aki
d#k(t)=F.1(Pk7||f’k)(t).mdt’ k=1,2,3,...,

—1/te—Ay)
(t - Ao)z
dp1) = 1¢ 5(1) ceT'dt,

dug(t) = l(,\“,l)(t) : dt,

where 1, is the indicator function of E, E C R. Let

20

po= 2 pyt gt
k=1

Then u is a positive Borel measure and supp(u) = [0, 2].
For each k = 1,2,3,..., the change of variable x = 1/(t — A,) gives

1 .o e 1/t

kz Pk/l(t - /\k)z

1 1= ) o
= —- (/ﬁw/ TPk -1 +j; e~ dy

AApi—AL)

dt

/J-k(R)

=~

.f_+:e-l-rldx - {7;

l -

<

x~
[N]

and for k = 0 the change of variable x = 1/(¢ — Ay) gives

| e’l/("/\u)

(®) = | dr=[" dx < 1
“ = [ ———d = e dx < 1.
0 A (t — ).U)2 1/(1-Ay)
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Also

uR) = e rdr < 1.
1

It follows that

* 2
w(R)y = ). 5 +2< 4=
k=lk

and hence that u has finite total mass. _
The following estimates show that (r — A;) 7/, ¢/ € L'(u) for i,j =
0,1,2,... . Fori,j,k=1,2,3,... we have that

i<k= [l =27 dup(r) = [ (0 = 1) 7 | (1)

Pr—
1 Pi 2
< —— [N dp ) s ————
(Pi—y — )‘i)j 'l;’k—l (g — /\i)J k?
1 2
£ —— " —,
(pi—A) &
. - P —
i>k= [l =27 du(e) = [ =207 dua(o)
Pr—
1 (1) 1 2
- . M ) < - —_
(A= pe) e (A = pe) k?
1 2
< —" 73,
(A —picy) k
. 1 e 1/i=A)
i=k=[|(t=A)"|du(t) = = t =) | ———=dt
flee =207 ity = - [ =007
_ _1_ _ ('/‘—1/()\,—9.-.)+ /*” )le’e""'dx
iz —® ]/(pl—Al)
1 teo 2j!
<p ) Wretar= o,



RATIONAL MOMENT PROBLEMS 87

and also that

['(’ - Ai)—j'dl-’-o(’) = fl([ - Ai)yjd#()(t)

0

1
< ————uo(R) <
(A() - )‘i)j

flz(r ~A) 7 du1)

()‘() - ’\i)]

flee =20~ |due

1
< ———u(R) <

Thus

(1 _’\i)j (1 _Ai)j-
) 1 i-1 9
Jlee =27 du(e) < L3
()‘l—pi—l) k=1k
1 <2 2j!
—_ — +
(pi = A k=zi:+1k2 i*
1 1

+ j+ i
(’\0 - )‘i) (1 - A,)
< +00, i,j=1,2,3,....

Similar arguments show that (t — A)) ™7, ¢t/ € L'(w) for j = 1,2,3,... .

1

[ )
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