arXiv:1504.00560v1 [math.FA] 2 Apr 2015

A QUANTIFIED TAUBERIAN THEOREM FOR SEQUENCES

DAVID SEIFERT

Abstract. The main result of this paper is a quantified version of Ingham’s Tauberian theorem for bounded vector-valued sequences rather than functions. It gives an estimate on the rate of decay of such a sequence in terms of the behaviour of a certain boundary function, with the quality of the estimate depending on the degree of smoothness this boundary function is assumed to possess. The result is then used to give a new proof of the quantified Katznelson-Tzafriri theorem recently obtained in [21].

1. Introduction

One of the cornerstones in the asymptotic theory of operators is the Katznelson-Tzafriri theorem [13, Theorem 1], which states the following.

Theorem 1.1. Let X be a complex Banach space and suppose that T ∈ B(X) is power-bounded. Then (1.1) lim_{n→∞} ‖T^n(I − T )‖ = 0

if any only if σ(T ) ∩ T ⊂ {1}.

Here B(X) denotes the algebra of bounded linear operators on a complex Banach space X, σ(T ) denotes the spectrum of the operator T ∈ B(X), and an operator T ∈ B(X) is said to be power-bounded if sup_{n≥0} ‖T^n‖ < ∞. Moreover, T stands for the unit circle {λ ∈ C : |λ| = 1}.

Limits of the type appearing in (1.1) play an important role for instance in the theory of iterative methods (see [16]), so it is natural to ask at what speed convergence takes place. If σ(T ) ∩ T = ∅ the decay is at least exponential, with the rate determined by the spectral radius of T , so the real interest is in the non-trivial case where σ(T ) ∩ T = {1}. Given a continuous nonincreasing function m : (0, π] → [1, ∞) such that ‖R(e^{iθ} , T )‖ ≤ m(|θ|) for 0 < |θ| ≤ π, it is shown in [21, Theorem 2.11] that, for any c ∈ (0, 1), ‖T^n(I − T )‖ = O ( m^{−1}_{log}(cn) ) , n → ∞, where m^{−1}_{log} is the inverse function of the map m_{log} defined by

(1.2) m_{log}(ε) = m(ε) log ( 1 + m(ε) ε ) , 0 < ε ≤ π, 2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 40E05, 47A05; secondary: 37A25. Key words and phrases. Ingham’s theorem, Tauberian theorem, sequences, quantified, rates of decay, Katznelson-Tzafriri theorem.

The author is grateful to Professor Yuri Tomilov for several helpful comments on an earlier version of this manuscript. 1

and where the statement x_n = O(y_n), n → ∞, for two sequences (x_n), (y_n) of non-negative terms, means that there exists a constant C > 0 such that x_n ≤ Cy_n for all sufficiently large n ≥ 0. Moreover, this result is optimal in an important special case; see Remark 2.6(a) below.

The main new result of this paper, Theorem 2.1, is a Tauberian theorem for sequences. The result is formulated for bounded vector-valued sequences but, to the knowledge of the author, is new even in the scalar-valued case. It can be viewed as a discrete analogue of Ingham’s classical Tauberian theorem for functions; however, it includes an estimate on the rate of decay. This is achieved by adapting a new technique developed recently in the setting of C_0-semigroups in [9] and going back to [3]. The result is then used, in Theorem 2.5, to give a new proof of the quantified version of Theorem 1.1 discussed above. For further related results in the general area may be found in [1], [2], [10], [13], [14], [17], [18], [19] and the references they contain.

2. Main results

2.1. Preliminaries. Let X be a complex Banach space and write C_0(−π, π) for the set of continuous functions ψ : [−π, π] → C which vanish in a neighbourhood of zero and satisfy ψ(−π) = ψ(π). Further let L^1_{loc}(T\{1}; X) denote the set of functions F : T\{1} → X such that the map θ → ψ(θ)F (e^{iθ} ), interpreted as taking the value zero when ψ does, lies in L^1(−π, π; X) for all ψ ∈ C_0(−π, π). Let E = {λ ∈ C : |λ| > 1}, the exterior of the closed unit disc. Given a holomorphic function G : E → X and given F ∈ L^1_{loc}(T\{1}; X), F will be said to be a boundary function for G if

(2.1) lim_{r→1+} ∫_π −π ψ(θ)G ( re^{iθ} ) dθ = ∫_π −π ψ(θ)F ( e^{iθ} ) dθ for all ψ ∈ C_0(−π, π). For k ≥ 1, let C^k(T\{1}; X) denote the set of functions F : T\{1} → X which are k-times continuously differentiable, with T\{1} viewed as a one-dimensional manifold, and let C^∞(T\{1}; X) = ⋂ k≥1 C^k(T\{1}; X). 2.2. A quantified Tauberian theorem. Theorem 2.1 below is the main result of this paper and can be viewed as a discrete analogue of Ingham’s Tauberian theorem for functions; see [11] and also [12]. In the statement of the result, given x ∈ ℓ^∞(Z_+; X), G_x : E → X denotes the holomorphic function given by

G_x(λ) = ∑ n≥0 x_n λ^{n+1} , |λ| > 1. The theorem shows that if x ∈ ℓ^∞(Z_+; X) has uniformly bounded partial sums and if G_x possesses a boundary function F_x, then x ∈ c_0(Z_+; X). Moreover, the result gives an estimate on the rate of decay of ‖x_n‖ as n → ∞, the quality of which depends on the smoothness and the rate of growth near the point 1 of F_x. The proof uses a technique which goes back to [3] and has been extended recently in [9]. One advantage of this approach over the contour integral method used to obtain [21, Theorem 2.11] is that it extends to the case in which F_x is only finitely often continuously differentiable.

Given a continuous non-increasing function m : (0, π] → [1, ∞) and k ≥ 1, define the function m_k : (0, π] → (0, ∞) by

(2.2) m_k(ε) = m(ε) ( m(ε) ε )_{1/k} , noting that, for each k ≥ 1, m_k maps bijectively onto its range. Theorem 2.1. Let X be a complex Banach space and let x ∈ ℓ^∞(Z_+; X) be such that

(2.3) sup_{n≥0} ‖ ‖ ‖ n∑ k=0 x_k ‖ ‖ ‖ < ∞. If G_x admits a boundary function F_x ∈ L^1_{loc}(T\{1}; X), then x ∈ c_0(Z_+; X).

Moreover, given a continuous non-increasing function m : (0, π] → [1, ∞), the following hold.

(a) Suppose that F_x ∈ C^k(T\{1}; X) for some k ≥ 1 and that (2.4) ‖F^{(j)}_x (e^{iθ})‖ ≤ C|θ|^{ℓ−j}m(|θ|)^{ℓ+1}, 0 < |θ| ≤ π, 0 ≤ j ≤ ℓ ≤ k, for some constant C > 0. Then, for any c > 0, (2.5) ‖x_n‖ = O ( m^{−1}_k ( cn) ) , n → ∞, where m^{−1}_k is the inverse function of the map m_k defined in (2.2).

(b) Suppose that F_x ∈ C^∞(T\{1}; X) and that (2.6) ‖F^{(j)}_x (e^{iθ})‖ ≤ Cj!|θ|m(|θ|)^{j+1}, 0 < |θ| ≤ π, j ≥ 0, for some constant C > 0. Then, for any c ∈ (0, 1),

(2.7) ‖x_n‖ = O ( m^{−1}_{log}(cn) + 1 n ) , n → ∞, where m^{−1}_{log} is the inverse function of the map m_{log} defined in (1.2).

Remark 2.2. (a) Neither condition (2.3) nor the assumption that G_x admits a boundary function can be dropped, even in the scalar-valued case, as can be seen by considering the sequences x = (1, 1, 1, . . . ) and x = (+1, −1, +1, −1, . . . ), respectively.

(b) Note that if m(ε) ≥ c/ε for some c > 0, then (2.4) is satisfied if ‖F^{(j)}_x (e^{iθ} )‖ ≤ Cm(|θ|)^{j+1} 0 < |θ| ≤ π, 0 ≤ j ≤ k, for some constant C > 0.

(c) Suppose that m : (0, π] → [1, ∞) is as in Theorem 2.1. If G_x has a holomorphic extension, denoted also by G_x, to a region containing

Ω_{m,θ} = { λ ∈ C : |λ − e^{iθ}| ≤ 1 m(|θ|) }

for 0 < |θ| ≤ π and if ‖G_x(λ)‖ ≤ C|θ|m(|θ|), λ ∈ Ω_{m,θ}, 0 < |θ| ≤ π, for some constant C > 0, then a simple estimate using Cauchy’s integral formula shows that (2.6) holds for the restriction F_x of G_x to T\{1}. This is analogous to the results for Laplace transforms in [4] and [15].

Conversely, if F_x ∈ C^∞(T\{1}; X) and (2.6) holds, then F_x extends holomorphically to the region Ω_m given by

Ω_m = { λ ∈ C : |λ − e^{iθ}| < 1 m(|θ|) , 0 < |θ| ≤ π } . Furthermore, if G : E → X is a holomorphic function which admits a boundary function F_x ∈ C^∞(T\{1}; X) satisfying (2.6), then G has a holomorphic extension which agrees with that of F_x on Ω_m. This follows from a standard Cayley transform argument combined with the ‘edge-of-the-wedge theorem’; see for instance [20, §2 Theorem B].

Proof of Theorem 2.1. Let ψ : [−π, π] → R be a smooth function such that ψ(θ) = 0 for |θ| ≤ 1, 0 ≤ ψ(θ) ≤ 1 for 1 ≤ |θ| ≤ 2 and ψ(θ) = 1 for 2 ≤ |θ| ≤ π. For ε ∈ (0, π/2], let ψ_ε, φ_ε : [−π, π] → R be given by ψ_ε(θ) = ψ(θ/ε) and φ_ε(θ) = 1 − ψ_ε(θ), −π ≤ θ ≤ π. Moreover, for n ∈ Z, let

y^ε_n = 1 2π ∫_π −π e^{inθ}ψ_ε(θ) dθ and z^ε_n = 1 2π ∫_π −π e^{inθ}φ_ε(θ) dθ. Then y^ε_0 = 1 − z^ε_0 and y^ε_n = −z^ε_n for n ≠ 0, and a simple calculation using integration by parts shows that y^ε, z^ε ∈ ℓ^1(Z). Let x^ε ∈ ℓ^∞(Z; X) be given by x^ε = x ∗ y^ε, so that x^ε_n = ∑ j≥0 x_jy^ε_{n−j} for n ∈ Z. Then, setting s_n = ∑_n j=0 x_j for n ≥ 0,

(2.8) x_n − x^ε_n = (x ∗ z^ε)_n = ∑ j≥0 s_j ( z^ε_{n−j} − z^ε_{n−j−1} ) , n ≥ 0.

Since φ_ε(θ) = 0 for 2ε ≤ |θ| ≤ π,

(2.9) |z^ε_n − z^ε_{n−1}| = | | | 1 2π ∫_π −π e^{inθ} ( 1 − e^{−iθ} ) φ_ε(θ) dθ | | | ≲ ∫_{2ε} −2ε |θ| dθ ≲ ε^2 for all n ∈ Z. Here and in what follows the statement p ≲ q for real-valued quantities p and q means that p ≤ Cq for some number C > 0 which is independent of all the parameters that are free to vary, in this case of ε and n. Similarly, for n ≠ 0, integrating by parts twice gives

(2.10) |z^ε_n − z^ε_{n−1}| = | | | 1 2πn^2 ∫_π −π e^{inθ} d^2 dθ^2 (( 1 − e^{−iθ} ) φ_ε(θ) ) dθ | | | ≲ 1 n^2 . For n ≥ 0 and ε ∈ (0, π/2], let P_{n,ε} = {j ≥ 0 : |j − n| ≤^1_ε } and Q_{n,ε} = {j ≥ 0 : |j − n| >^1_ε }. Using (2.9) and (2.10) in (2.8), together with the fact that s ∈ ℓ^∞(Z_+; X) by assumption (2.3), it follows that

(2.11) ‖x_n − x^ε_n‖ ≲ ∑ j∈P_{n,ε} ε^2 + ∑ j∈Q_{n,ε} 1 (n − j)^2 ≲ ε, n ≥ 0.

Now, by the dominated convergence theorem, Fubini’s theorem and (2.1),

(2.12) x^ε_n = lim_{r→1+} ∑ j≥0 x_j r^{j+1} y^ε_{n−j}

= lim_{r→1+} 1 2π ∑ j≥0 ∫_π −π x_j r^{j+1} e^{i(n−j)θ}ψ_ε(θ) dθ

= lim_{r→1+} 1 2π ∫_π −π e^{i(n+1)θ} ψ_ε(θ)G_x ( re^{iθ} ) dθ = 1 2π ∫_π −π e^{i(n+1)θ} ψ_ε(θ)F_x ( e^{iθ} ) dθ for all n ∈ Z and ε ∈ (0, π/2]. Hence x^ε ∈ c_0(Z; X) for each ε ∈ (0, π/2] by the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma, and it follows from (2.11) that x ∈ c_0(Z_+; X).

Suppose F_x ∈ C^k(T\{1}; X) for some k ≥ 1. Integrating by parts k times in (2.12) and estimating crudely by means of (2.4) gives

(2.13) ‖x^ε_n‖ ≲ 1 n^k k∑ j=0 m(ε)^{j+1} ≲ m(ε)^{k+1} n^k for all n ≥ 1 and all ε ∈ (0, π/2]. Given c > 0 and n ≥ 1 sufficiently large, let ε_n ∈ (0, π/2] be given by ε_n = m^{−1}_k (cn). The estimate (2.5) follows from (2.11) and (2.13) on setting on setting ε = ε_n for sufficiently large n ≥ 1.

Now suppose that F_x ∈ C^∞(T\{1}; X). In order to obtain the estimate (2.7), it is necessary to make explicit choices of the functions ψ_ε, φ_ε : [−π, π] → R and hence of the sequences y^ε, z^ε ∈ ℓ^1(Z) of their Fourier coefficients. Thus, given ε ∈ (0, π/2], let y^ε ∈ ℓ^1(Z) be given by y^ε_0 = 1 −^{3ε}_{2π} and y^ε_n = cos(2nε) − cos(nε) επn^2 , n ≠ 0, and define z^ε ∈ ℓ^1(Z) by z^ε_0 = 1 − y^ε_0 and z^ε_n = −y^ε_n for n ≠ 0. Moreover, let x^ε ∈ ℓ^∞(Z; X) be given by x^ε = x ∗ y^ε, as before. Then the function

ψ_ε(θ) = ∑ n∈Z y^ε_n e^{inθ} , −π ≤ θ ≤ π, satisfies ψ_ε(θ) = 0 for |θ| ≤ ε, ψ_ε(θ) = ε^{−1}|θ| − 1 for ε ≤ |θ| ≤ 2ε, and ψ_ε(θ) = 1 for 2ε ≤ |θ| ≤ π. Now (2.8) still holds but the above method for estimating |z^ε_n − z^ε_{n−1}|, n ∈ Z, is no longer applicable since φ_ε is not differentiable. Instead, consider the function ϕ : R → R given by ϕ(0) = 0 and ϕ(t) = 2 π ( cos(2t) − cos(t) t^3 + sin(2t) −^1_2 sin(t) t^2 ) , t ≠ 0. Then ϕ ∈ L^1(R) and z^ε_n − z^ε_{n−1} = ε ∫_{εn} ε(n−1) ϕ(t) dt, n ∈ Z, and it follows from (2.3) and (2.8) that

(2.14) ‖x_n − x^ε_n‖ ≤ ε ∑ j≥0 ∫_{ε(n−j)} ε(n−j−1) |ϕ(t)| dt ≲ ε, n ≥ 0.

Now, by the same argument as in (2.12),

x^ε_n = 1 2π ∫_π −π e^{i(n+1)θ} ψ_ε(θ)F_x ( e^{iθ} ) dθ, n ∈ Z. Integrating by parts k ≥ 1 times gives x^ε_n = A_{n,k}(−1)^k ∫ ε≤|θ|≤π e^{i(n+k+1)θ} ψ_ε(θ)F^{(k)}_x ( e^{iθ} ) dθ + B_{n,k} (−1)^k 2πεi ∫ ε≤|θ|≤2ε e^{i(n+k)θ}F^{(k−1)}_x ( e^{iθ} ) sgn θ dθ

+ k−2∑ j=0 C_{n,j} (−1)^j 2πε [ e^{i(n+j+1)θ}F^{(j)}_x ( e^{iθ} ) + e^{−i(n+j+1)θ}F^{(j)}_x ( e^{−iθ} )]2ε ε for all n ≥ 0, where A_{n,k} = n! (n + k)! , B_{n,k} = n! (n + k − 1)! k∑ j=1 1 n + j and C_{n,j} = n! (n + j + 1)! j+1∑ ℓ=1 1 n + ℓ for 0 ≤ j ≤ k − 2. Now A_{n,k} ≤ n^{−k}, B_{n,k} ≤ kn^{−k} and C_{n,j} ≤ (j + 1)n^{−(j+2)} for n ≥ 1. Thus (2.6) gives

(2.15) ‖x^ε_n‖ ≲ k! m(ε)^{k+1} n^k + m(ε) n^2 k−2∑ j=0 (j + 1)! m(ε)^j n^j , n, k ≥ 1, for ε ∈ (0, π/2]. Denote the two terms on the right-hand side of (2.15) by D^ε_{n,k} and E^ε_{n,k}, respectively. For c ∈ (0, 1), Stirling’s formula implies that k! ≲ (k/ce)^k for all k ≥ 0 and hence D^ε_{n,k} ≲ m(ε) ( km(ε) cen )_k , n, k ≥ 1. Let k_{ε,n} = ⌊cn/m(ε)⌋. Then (2.16) D^ε_{n,kε,n} ≲ m(ε) exp ( − cn m(ε) )

for all ε ∈ (0, π/2] and all n ≥ 1 such that k_{ε,n} ≥ 1. Moreover, for such values of ε and n, the choice of k_{ε,n} ensures that (2.17) E^ε_{n,kε,n} ≤ m(ε) n^2 k−2∑ j=0 c^j ≲ m(ε) n^2 . Thus setting k = k_{ε,n} in (2.15) and using (2.16) and (2.17) gives

(2.18) ‖x^ε_n‖ ≲ m(ε) exp ( − cn m(ε) ) + m(ε) n^2 for all ε ∈ (0, π/2] and n ≥ 1 as above. Let ε_n = m^{−1}_{log}(cn) for n ≥ 1 sufficiently large to ensure that k_{εn,n} ≥ 1. For such values of n,

m(ε_n) exp ( − cn m(ε_n) ) ≲ ε_n and m(ε_n) n^2 ≲ 1 n , so (2.7) follows from (2.14) and (2.18) on setting ε = ε_n. □

Remark 2.3. (a) The choice of k_{ε,n} before equation (2.16) is motivated by the fact that, given any constant C > 0, the function t → (Ct)^t, defined on (0, ∞), attains its global minimum at t = (Ce)^{−1}.

(b) Theorem 2.1 can be extended to the case of a finite number of singularities on the unit circle; see also [15] and [21].

The following example illustrates that the estimates in Theorem 2.1 generally improve with the smoothness of the boundary function if m(ε) grows moderately fast as ε → 0+, but that the quality of these estimates can be independent of the degree of smoothness if this blow-up is very rapid.

Example 2.4. In Theorem 2.1, consider the function m : (0, π] → [1, ∞) given by m(ε) = (π/ε)^α, where α ≥ 1. If F_x ∈ C^k(T\{1}; X) for some k ≥ 1 and (2.4) holds, then (2.5) gives ‖x_n‖ = O ( n^{− kα(k+1)+1} ) , n → ∞, and, if F_x ∈ C^∞(T\{1}; X) and (2.6) holds, (2.7) becomes

(2.19) ‖x_n‖ = O (( log n n ) 1_α ) , n → ∞. Thus the estimate improves with the smoothness of F_x. By contrast, if the assumptions of Theorem 2.1 are satisfied for m(ε) = exp(ε^{−α}) with α > 0, then (2.5) for any k ≥ 1 and (2.7) all become ‖x_n‖ = O ( (log n)^{− 1α} ) , n → ∞, so in this case the quality of the estimate is unaffected by the smoothness of the boundary function.

2.3. The quantified Katznelson-Tzafriri theorem. The purpose of this final section is to deduce from Theorem 2.1 the quantified version of Theorem 1.1. This result was first obtained in [21] by means of a contour integral argument adapted from [4] and [15]. Some closely related results may be found for instance in [10], [14] and [17].

Theorem 2.5. Let X be a complex Banach space and let T ∈ B(X) be a power-bounded operator such that σ(T ) ∩ T = {1}. Suppose there exists a continuous non-increasing function m : (0, π] → [1, ∞) such that ‖R(e^{iθ}, T )‖ ≤ m(|θ|), 0 < |θ| ≤ π. Then, for any c ∈ (0, 1),

(2.20) ‖T^n(I − T )‖ = O ( m^{−1}_{log}(cn) ) , n → ∞, where m^{−1}_{log} is the inverse function of the map m_{log} defined in (1.2).

Proof. The result follows from part (b) of Theorem 2.1 applied, with X replaced by B(X), to the sequence x whose n-th term is x_n = T^n(I − T ), n ≥ 0. Indeed, the sequence x is bounded since T is power-bounded, and moreover ∑_n k=0 x_n = I − T^{n+1} for all n ≥ 0, so (2.3) is also satisfied, again by power-boundedness of T . Furthermore, G_x(λ) = (I − T )R(λ, T ) for |λ| > 1. Let G_x denote also the extension of this map to the resolvent set ρ(T ) = C \σ(T ) and let F_x be the restriction of G_x to T\{1}. Note that ‖R(λ, T )‖ ≥ dist(λ, σ(T ))^{−1} ≥ |1 − λ|^{−1} for all λ ∈ ρ(T ), and hence

(2.21) m(ε) ≥ 1 |1 − e^{iε}| = 1 2 sin(ε/2) ≥ 1 ε , 0 < ε ≤ π. Further, for k ≥ 0,

F^{(k)}_x (λ) = (−1)^kk!R(λ, T )^k ( I + (1 − λ)R(λ, T ) ) , λ ∈ T\{1}, and it follows from (2.21) that (2.6) holds. Since m_{log}(ε) ≳ m(ε) ≥ ε^{−1} for all ε ∈ (0, π], and therefore n^{−1} ≲ m^{−1}_{log}(cn) for all sufficiently large n ≥ 1, (2.20) follows from (2.7). □

Remark 2.6. (a) For functions m : (0, π] → [1, ∞) of the form m(ε) = Cε^{−α} for suitable constants C > 0, as considered in the first part of Example 2.4, the right-hand side in (2.20) is given by that in (2.19). It is shown in [21, Section 3] that the logarithmic factor in this expression can be dropped if X is a Hilbert space but not for general Banach spaces.

(b) It is possible to obtain a ‘local’ version of Theorem 2.5 from Theorem 2.1 giving, for a fixed x ∈ X, an estimate for the rate of decay of ‖T^n(I − T )x‖ as n → ∞ which depends on the behaviour of the ‘local’ resolvent operator R(λ, T )x as |λ| → 1+; see for instance [5], [6], [7], [8] and [22] for related local results in the context mainly of C_0-semigroups. Similarly, Theorem 2.1 can be used to obtain an estimate on the rate of decay of weak orbits ϕ(T^n(I − T )x) as n → ∞, where x ∈ X and ϕ is a bounded linear functional on X.

References

[1] G.R. Allan, A.G. O’Farrell, and T.J. Ransford. A tauberian theorem arising in operator theory. Bull. Lond. Math. Soc., 19:537–545, 1987.

[2] C.J.K. Batty. Some Tauberian theorems related to operator theory. In Functional Analysis and Operator Theory, pages 21–34. Banach Center Publications, Volume 30, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, 1994.

[3] C.J.K. Batty, R. Chill, and Y. Tomilov. Fine scales of decay of operator semigroups.

J. Eur. Math. Soc., 2014, to appear.

[4] C.J.K. Batty and T. Duyckaerts. Non-uniform stability for bounded semi-groups in Banach spaces. J. Evol. Equ., 8:765–780, 2008.

[5] C.J.K. Batty, J.M.A.M. van Neerven, and F. Räbiger. Local spectra and individual stability of uniformly bounded C0-semigroups. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 350:2071– 2085, 1998.

[6] C.J.K. Batty and Q.P. Vũ. Stability of elements under one-parameter semigroups.

Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 322:805–818, 1990.

[7] C.J.K. Batty and S.B. Yeates. Weighted and local stability of semigroups of operators.

Math. Proc. Cambridge Philos. Soc., 129:85–98, 2000.

[8] R. Chill. Tauberian theorems for vector-valued Fourier and Laplace transforms. Studia Math., 128:55–69, 1998.

[9] R. Chill and D. Seifert. Quantified versions of Ingham’s theorem. Submitted, 2015.

[10] N. Dungey. On time regularity and related conditions for power-bounded operators.

Proc. Lond. Math. Soc., 97(3), 2008.

[11] A.E. Ingham. On Wiener’s method in Tauberian theorems. Proc. Lond. Math. Soc., S2-38(1):458–480, 1933.

[12] J. Karamata. Weiterführung der N. Wienerschen Methode. Math. Z., 38:701–708, 1934.

[13] Y. Katznelson and L. Tzafriri. On power bounded operators. J. Funct. Anal., 68:313– 328, 1986.

[14] Z. Léka. Time regularity and functions of the Volterra operator. Studia Math., 220:1– 14, 2014.

[15] M.M. Martínez. Decay estimates of functions through singular extensions of vectorvalued Laplace transforms. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 375:196–206, 2011.

[16] O. Nevanlinna. Convergence of Iterations for Linear Equations. Lecture Notes in Mathematics (ETH Zürich). Birkhäuser, Basel, 1993.

[17] O. Nevanlinna. Resolvent conditions and powers of operators. Studia Math., 145:113– 134, 2001.

[18] T.J. Ransford. Some quantitative Tauberian theorems for power series. Bull. Lond.

Math. Soc., 20:37–44, 1988.

[19] M. Riesz. Ein Konvergenzsatz für Dirichletsche Reihen. Acta Math., 40:349–361, 1916. [20] W. Rudin. Lectures on the edge-of-the-wedge theorem. American Mathematical Society, Providence, Rhode Island, 1971.

[21] D. Seifert. Rates of decay in the classical Katznelson-Tzafriri theorem. J. Anal. Math., 2014, to appear.

[22] Y. Tomilov. A resolvent approach to stability of operator semigroups. J. Operator Theory, 46:63–98, 2001.

St John’s College, St Giles, Oxford OX1 3JP, United Kingdom E-mail address: david.seifert@sjc.ox.ac.uk