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ABSTRACT. Let ¢ be a holomorphic map which is a symbol of a bounded com-
position operator C, acting on the Hardy-Hilbert space of Dirichlet series. We
find a Konigs map for ¢. We then deduce several applications on C, (e.g. on its
spectrum, on its dynamical properties). In particular, we study for a large class
of symbols ¢ if the associated composition operator has a minimal commutant.

CONTENTS

Introduction
Composition operators on the Hardy-Hilbert space of Dirichlet series
Konigs maps, Schroder’s equation and consequences
Commutant of composition operators
Organization of the paper
Konigs maps
Two classes of functions
Useful lemmas
[teration and Konigs map
Schroder’s equation and spectrum of composition operators
Schroder’s equation and point spectrum of composition operators
Spectrum of composition operators
Point spectrum of weighted composition operators
Spectrum of weighted composition operators
Cyclic composition operators
Commutant of composition operators with linear symbols
Commutant of composition operators with large characteristic
Commutant of composition operators with characteristic equal to 1
Statement of the result
Proofs
Examples
Commutant of composition operators on the disc
Zero derivative at the attractive fixed point
Non-zero derivative at the attractive fixed point
Double commutant property

Date: July 1, 2024.

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 47B33, Secondary 30B50, 46E15.

Key words and phrases. Konigs map, composition operator, Dirichlet series, commutant, spec-
trum, cyclicity.

1

S OO = W N NN


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.19737v1

2 FREDERIC BAYART AND XINGXING YAO

9.1. Symbols with characteristic 1 37
9.2. Symbols with large characteristic 37
9.3. Application to sums of weighted shifts 41
References 42

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Composition operators on the Hardy-Hilbert space of Dirichlet series.
From the pioneering work of Gordon and Hedenmalm [2], the study of composition
operators on the Hardy-Hilbert space of Dirichlet series has been the subject of
many investigations. Let us introduce some terminology. For 6 € R, Cy will denote
the half-plane {s € C : Res > #}. We denote by D the set of holomorphic functions
f defined on some open set U C C where U contains a half-plane Cy and such that
f is equal to the sum of a convergent Dirichlet series ), a,n~° in some (possibly
remote) half-plane C,,. -

Hedenmalm-Lindqvist-Seip [25] introduced and started the study of the Hilbert
space of Dirichlet series with square summable coefficients:

1= {10 fjn 1Al = (i |an|2)1/2 <oo}

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the functions in H? are all analytic on the half-
plane C;/. The main results in [24] (see also [32]) show that an analytic map
¢ : Cyjp — Cy)5 induces a bounded composition operator Cy, : f +— f o ¢ on H? if
and only if it is a member of the Gordon-Hedenmalm class G defined as follows.

Definition. The Gordon-Hedenmalm class G consists of the maps ¢ : C;/5 —
Cy/ of the form
p(s) = cos +9(s),

where ¢ is a non-negative integer (called the characteristic of ¢, i.e., char (¢) =
o), ¥ € D converges uniformly in C, for every ¢ > 0 and

(a) w(CQ) C Cl/g if Co = 07

(b) ¥ =it for some 7 € R or ¢(Cy) C Cy if ¢g > 1.
We shall denote by G- the class of symbols ¢ € G with positive characteristic.

From then on, several authors have studied the properties of composition opera-
tors acting on H? or on similar spaces of Dirichlet series, see for instance [3, 4, 0, 7,
, 9, 10, 15, 16, 23, 32]. In this paper, we shall contribute to this circle of ideas, for
composition operators whose symbol has positive characteristic. This will be done
through the look for a Koénigs map for ¢ and through the consequences that we will
get from it.

1.2. Konigs maps, Schroder’s equation and consequences. Let us come back
for a while to the unit disc D and let us consider ¢ : D — D holomorphic and its
associated composition operator C,, : f + f o ¢ which is bounded on H (D) as well
as on H?(D). The eigenfunction equation for C,, is called Schroder’s equation:

foe=Af, AeC, fe HD).
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If ¢ fixes the origin, satisfies ¢'(0) # 0 and is not an elliptic automorphism, this
equation is linked to the existence of a Konigs map for ¢, namely a holomorphic
map u : D — C such that

uop = ¢ (0)u.
If ¢ has Denjoy-Wolff attractive fixed point on the unit circle T, with ¢'(§) € (0, 1],
a Konigs map of ¢ is now a map v : D — C such that

uo =y (§u if ¢'(£) € (0,1)
uop=u+a if ¢'(§) =1 for some a € C.

The existence of these maps has been discussed in details in [5, 30].
It turns out that solving Schroder’s equation or finding a Konigs map have im-
portant consequences for the study of composition operators, e.g. for compactness

or cyclicity questions (cf. [I1]), for computing the spectrum on various spaces of
holomorphic functions (cf. [2, 21]) and for studying the commutant of a composition
operator (cf. [20]).

Our first aim, in this paper, will be to make these tools at our disposal to study
composition operators on H?2. Since a symbol ¢ € G- is a self-map of Cy, we can
use the results of [, 30] for the existence of u, but since we are working in the
context of Dirichlet series, we need slightly more. We do expect that u itself has the
shape of a symbol of a composition operator on H?2.

Let us introduce the following class of symbols. We say that a holomorphic
function ¢ : Cy — C belongs to GH~ if it can be written ¢(s) = cos + ¥ (s) where
Co is a positive integer and v is a Dirichlet series such that, for all £ > 0, 1 converges
uniformly on C..

Our first main theorem now reads:

Theorem 1.1. Let ¢(s) = cos + >, 25 ek ™ = cos +1(s) € Go.

(i) If co = 1, there exists a unique, up to an additive constant, u € GH~o with
char(u) = 1 such that wo ¢ = u+ ¢;. Moreover, if there exists 6 > 0 such
that p(Cy) C Cs, we may choose u € Gg.

(i) Ifco > 1, there exists a unique u € Gso with char(u) = 1 such that uop = cou.

In both cases, if @ is injective, then u is injective.

It should be said that a result related to assertion (i) of this theorem was recently
obtained in [20] in the context of semigroups of operators on Hilbert spaces of
Dirichlet series.

We then deduce several interesting applications. Indeed Theorem 1.1 is helpful to
compute the spectrum of composition and weighted composition operators (see e.g.
Theorem 3.1) as well as to give non trivial examples of cyclic composition operators
(see Theorem 4.7 and Example 4.9). We will also use it to investigate thoroughly
the commutant of a composition operator.

1.3. Commutant of composition operators. Denote by B(H) the algebra of all
bounded linear operators on a Hilbert space H. Given any A € B(H), recall that
the commutant of A is defined as the family of all operators that commute with A,
that is,

{AY . ={T € B(H): TA= AT}.
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Clearly, {A} is a closed subalgebra of B(H) in the weak operator topology o. Let
alg (A) stand for the unital algebra generated by the operator A, that is,

alg (A) := {p(A) : p is a polynomial}.

It is easy to see that alg (A) is a commutative algebra such that alg (A) c {A}.
Then we say that an operator A has a minimal commutant provided that

alg (4)" = {A}"

Recently, M. Lacruz, F. Leon-Saavedra, S. Petrovic and L. Rodriguez-Piazza [20]
investigated the minimal commutant property for a composition operator C, on the
Hardy space H?(D). They got a complete answer provided ¢ is a linear fractional
map. Precisely, if ¢ is a linear fractional self-map of the unit disk I, then on H?(D),
C, has a minimal commutant (i.e., alg (C’@)U = {C,}') exactly when ¢ is a non-
periodic elliptic automorphism, or a parabolic non-automorphism, or a loxodromic
map.

We shall investigate the same property for composition operators on H?. Since
the results on the unit disc essentially deal with linear fractional maps, we do not
expect to get a complete characterization of the symbols ¢ € G~ such that C, has
a minimal commutant. However, since we have no analogues to linear fractional
symbols, we are looking for non trivial examples. It turns out that we shall get very
different results provided ¢y = 1 or ¢y > 1. In the latter case, the following very
general result says that in many cases, C,, fails to have a minimal commutant.

Theorem 1.2. Let p € G with char(p) > 2. Assume that there exists € > 0 such
that p(Cy) C C.. Then C,, fails to have a minimal commutant.

The case of symbols with characteristic equal to 1 is completely different. We
shall exhibit a large class of symbols ¢ € G- with characteristic 1 such that C, has
a minimal commutant (see Theorem 7.1 and Example 7.10).

It turns out that our methods of proof have also consequences for composition
operators on D and we shall give new examples of composition operators on H?(ID)
with, or without, the minimal commutant property.

1.4. Organization of the paper.

e In Section 2, we first introduce the Fréchet space of uniformly convergent
Dirichlet series HS® which has been recently studied in [I1] and which will
play the role of H(D) for Dirichlet series. We also introduce a class of
symbols GD~ which is more general that GH - and we give some properties
of symbols in GD~ o which will be useful throughout the paper. We finally
prove Theorem 1.1 about the existence of a Konigs map for symbols in G<.

e In Section 3, following the recent works [1, 2], we use the existence of a Konigs
map to fully characterize the spectrum of (weighted) composition operators
acting on ‘HZ® when the symbol belongs to G- and is not an automorphism.
This also yields new informations on the spectrum of composition operators
on H?2.

e In Section 4, we show how the existence of a Konigs map and its properties
can be helpful to construct cyclic composition operators on H2. In particuler,
we provide nontrivial examples.
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e Section 5 is devoted to the study of the minimal commutant property of
composition operators with linear symbols. In this case, we get a complete
description.

e In Section 6, we study the minimal commutant property for composition
operators with characteristic greater than or equal to 2. In particular, we
prove Theorem 1.2 and we also handle the case of affine symbols.

e In Section 7, we are concerned with the minimal commutant property of
composition operators with characteristic 1. We give a sufficient condition
for such operators to have the minimal commutant property and we exhibit
non trivial examples.

e In Section 8, we go to the unit disc, and show how our methods shed new
light to the minimal commutant property for composition operators acting
on H%(D). In particular, we handle symbols satisfying ©(0) = ¢'(0) =
0 and give a variant of Konigs maps for them. This allows us to prove
that the composition operator induced by this class of symbols do not have
the minimal commutant property. We also exhibit example of composition
operators with the minimal commutant property which are not induced by
linear fractional maps.

e In the last section, we discuss the double commutant property for composi-
tion operators with affine symbols. This leads us to solve a general problem:
when does the direct sum of weighted shifts possess the double commutant
property?

2. KONIGS MAPS

2.1. Two classes of functions. For our purposes it is convenient to introduce
two classes of functions. We first need a class of symbols more general than GH~.
Most of our general results will be true for this class of symbols. We say that a
holomorphic function belongs to GD~ if it is defined on some domain U containing
a half-plane C, and if, on C,, it can be written ¢(s) = cos + ¥(s) where ¢ is a
positive integer and v is a Dirichlet series which converges in C,. In particular, G-q
is the set of functions ¢ € GD~, such that ¢ is defined on Cy and ¢(Cy) C C,.

We will also need a Fréchet algebra of Dirichlet series which will play the role of
H (D) in our context. Such a Fréchet space has been introduced and studied in [11].
We denote by HS® the space of all analytic functions which are bounded on C. for
all € > 0 and that can be represented as a convergent Dirichlet series in Cy. It is
endowed with the metrizable locally convex topology defined by the seminorms

Pe(f) = sup |f(s)], | eHT.

seCe

By a fundamental theorem of Bohr, HZ° coincides with the space of all Dirichlet
series which are uniformly convergent in each C., ¢ > 0. It contains H>, the set of
functions in D which define a bounded function on C,.

Several analogues of H(ID) could be considered. For instance, one could study
composition operators on D,(Cy), the set of Dirichlet series ) ., a,n™° such that
> o1 lan|n is convergent for all ¢ > 0. We have chosen to work with H3° for
two reasons: it is an algebra (this is not the case of D,(Cy)) and the topology of
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uniform convergence on right half-planes seems the right analogue of the topology
of convergence on compacta of C.

2.2. Useful lemmas. We shall need, throughout the paper, a couple of lemmas
regarding maps in GD~(. Some of them will be easily deduced from standard results
on Dirichlet series. We first recall the following result on the behaviour of a Dirichlet
series near infinity (see [21, Lemma 3.1]).

Lemma 2.1. Let f(s) = Y.'°° a,n™° be a Dirichlet series convergent in some

n=m

half-plane such that a,, # 0. Then m®f(s) — a,, uniformly as Re (s) — +00.

Hence, if 1) € D, the real part of 1(s) is bounded below as Re () tends to +00. As
a consequence, we easily get the following mapping properties of the maps belonging

Lemma 2.2. Let p € GD~q. For all oy > 0, there exists o1 > 0 such that p(C,,) C
Coyp-

We have a kind of converse of this result.

Lemma 2.3. Let ¢ : U — C belonging to GD~q. For all 01 € R, there exists o > 0
such that C,, C p(UNC,,).

Proof. Enlarging o, if necessary we can always assume that C,, C U and that on
Co,, one can write ¢(s) = cps + ¥(s) = cos + ¢1 + Yo(s) with |¢(s)| < M for some
M > 0 independent of s € C,,. Let us set o9 = coo1 + Re(c1) + M and let us
consider w € C,,. We define

f(s) =cos+c1 +Yo(s) —w
g(s) =cos + 1 — w.

Let K = |01, A] x [—T, 7] for some large A and 7. Provided 7 and A are large enough,
g vanishes in K. On the other hand, for s € 0K,

|f(s) —g(s)| < M
whereas, for s = oy + it,
9(s)| = Re (w — cos — 1)
> 09 — cpop — Re(c1) = M.

We then adjust A and 7 large enough so that this last inequality remains true
on the other sides of K. The result then follows from an application of Rouché’s
theorem. n

Another consequence of Lemma 2.1 is the injectivity near infinity of maps in
gD>O-
Lemma 2.4. Let ¢ € GD~(. There exists o1 € R such that Y|c,, IS one-to-one.

Proof. We again write ¢(s) = cos + ¥(s) and consider o7 € R large enough so that
|¥'(s)] < 1/2 on C,,. Then if s, s, € C,,, the mean value theorem applied to
implies that
1
lp(so) — w(s1)] = §|50 — 51

so that ¢ is one-to-one on C,,. 0J
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We will need that the class GD is stable under uniform convergence on half-
planes. Again, this will follow from the corresponding result on Dirichlet series.

Lemma 2.5. Let (D,,) be a sequence of D and assume that (D,,) converges uniformly
to D on some C,, 0 > 0. Then D € D.

Proof. There exists N > 1 such that, for all n,p > N, sup,cc, [Dn(s) — Dp(s)] < 1.
Now, Dy can be represented by a Dirichlet series in some half-plane C,/, ¢/ > o. In
particular, it is bounded in C, 5 since the abscissa of absolute convergence of Dy
is not greater than ¢’ + 1. Hence, for all n > N, D,, is bounded in C,;5. Since H*>
is a closed subspace of H*(Cy) (see [0, Lemma 18] or [22, Proof of Theorem 1.17]),
we conclude that D belongs to D. O

Lemma 2.6. Let (¢,) be a sequence of GD~q such that (@,) converges uniformly
to p on some C,, 0 > 0. Then p € GD~.

Proof. We observe that if ¢, and ¢, do not have the same characteristic, then
SUPyec, |9n(S) — @m(s)| = +oo. Therefore, for n large enough, all the maps ¢,, have
the same characteristic ¢y. The lemma follows now from Lemma 2.5 applied to the
sequence (@, — CoS). O

We have a similar result for sequences in GH~q.

Lemma 2.7. Let (v,) be a sequence in GH~q such that (p,) converges uniformly
to @ on every C., e > 0. Then p € GH~y.

Proof. As above, we may write ¢, (s) = cos + ¥,(s) with ¢, € H. Since HY is
closed under uniform convergence over every half-plane C., ¢ > 0, (¢,,) converges
uniformly on each C,, € > 0, to ¢ € HS®. Therefore p(s) = cos +1(s) € GH~o. O

The maps of the class GD~ are designed so that f oy € D for all f € D and
all ¢ € GD-y. We can also compose two maps of GD~( as the following lemma
indicates.

Lemma 2.8. Let u € DUGD~ and ¢ € GD~q and let us write them
u(s) = dos + dy + Z d,n"*
n>2

p(s) =cos+c1+ > can™.

n>2
Then u o ¢ is in DU GD~qy. Moreover, one can write
wo @ = dycos + docy + di + Z a,n_°
n>2
where, for n > 2,

an =doco + Y alk,n)dy

ko|n, k>1

where a(k,n) depends only on ¢ and a(n,n®) =n=.
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Proof. We follow the proof of [24, p.318]. By Lemma 2.2, the map u o ¢ is well
defined on some half-plane C,. We then write, for Re (s) large enough,

uo(s) =dp (cos +c + Z cnn_s> + dy

n>2
—I—de —cosJ. Clﬁf cllogk Jl Js.
k>2 =2 j=0

The lemma will be proved if we can prove the absolute convergence of the Dirichlet
series obtained by expanding the previous equality. This follows from the conver-
gence of

+00 400
B B logk Jl JRe (s)
|dk|k5 coRe (8)]{5 Re(c1) |Cl‘
+oo
= > ldilkmRe@ERe ) exp <1og<k> > e <S>>
k>2 1=2

which is due to the absolute convergence of all the involved Dirichlet series in some
remote half-plane (which in particular implies that 7., |e,[I77° (#) is bounded pro-
vided Re (s) is large enough). O

As a corollary, we get the following result.

Lemma 2.9. Let ¢ € GD~, (s) = cos + ¢1 + o(s). Then 2796) = D ks bekT?
with b, = 0 provided 2°° does not divide k. Moreover, by, = 27 £ 0.

If we take into account the range and the domain of definitions of the maps, then
we also get the following lemma (which is also Proposition 2.13 in [20]).

Lemma 2.10. Let p1, 2 € Gsg. Then p1 0 vy € Gop.
We are now interested in the reciprocal of a function u € GD~.

Lemma 2.11. Let u : Q — C be injective which belongs to GD~q with characteristic
1, u(s) = s+ (s). Then u™' : u() — Q belongs to GD~y.

Proof. Let oy > 0 be such that |¢)| <1 and [¢'] < 1/2 on C,,. Let w € C be such
that Re (w) > o9 + 1 and define, for s € C,,,

Ow(s) = s — (u(s) — w) =w —(s).

Then ¢,,(C,,) C C,, and |¢/,| < 1/2 on C,,. It follows that the sequence (v, (w))n>0
defined by vo(w) = w and, for all n > 0,

Vn1 (W) = va(w) = (w(vn(w)) — w) = w — P (v, (w))

converges to some v(w) € C,, which satisfies

uov(w) = w
{ a1 (w) —v(w)] < (3)" jw—ov(w)| for all n > 1.
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Therefore, v = “\7(:17“' Moreover, letting s = v(w), Re (s) > gy so that
90

jw —v(w)| = |u(s) —s| < 1.

Hence, (v,,) converges uniformly to v on C, 1. Now, the recurrence formula, Lemma
2.8 and Lemma 2.6 ensure that v € GD~. O

We finally need some results on the iterates of a function in G. For all n € N we
denote the n-th iterate of ¢ by @™, that is,

o = g0 0.

Lemma 2.12. Let ¢ € G-, ©(S) = cos + 1¥(s) = cos + c1 + Yo(s).
(i) If co > 2, then for all ¢ > 0, for alln > 1, p!"(C,) C Ceo.
(ii) If co > 1 and ¥y # 0, then for all o > 0, for all o > 0, there exists N € N
such that, for alln > N, ¢"(C,) C Cotn(Re (c1)—a)-

Proof. When ¢y > 2, the result follows from an easy induction since Ret) > 0 on
Cy. Let us assume that ¢y = 1. Since ® is not constant, it follows from [24, Theorem
4.2] that, for all o > 0, there exists v(o) > 0 such that ¢(C,) C C,(,). Therefore,
by induction, for all n > 1,
(p[n] ((C0> - Cd-i-m/(a)-

Now, let a« > 0 and observe that there exists oy > 0 such that, for all s € C,,,
Rety(s) > —a/2 so that Reg(s) > Re(s) + (Re(c1) — ¢) . Fix Ny € N such that
oMl(C,) c C,,. Then for all n > Ny,

P"(Cy) C Copt (nn1)(Re (c1)—a/2)-

The result now follows easily. O

2.3. Iteration and Konigs map. Let us proceed with the proof of our first main
theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. (i) If ¢(s) = s+ ¢y, there is nothing to do. Therefore assume
that ¢(s) = s+ ¢1 + ¥o(s) with ¥y # 0 and observe that in that case Re(c;) > 0.
We also know by Lemma 2.12 that, for all o > 0, there exists N > 1 such that, for
alln > N,

¢"(C,) C Cotnre(er))2- (2.1)
Let s € Cy. Then one easily shows by induction that

n—1
Pl(s) = s+ ncr + Y ol (s)).
j=0

Let us denote by u,, the map defined on Cy by
un(s) = 1" (s) — (1)

—s— 14+ 2_: (?/JO(SOU](S)) - ?/JO(@[j](l)))'

By Lemma 2.1, there exist some half-plane C,, and C' > 0 such that, for all w € C,,,
[Yo(w)| < C27Re(®) Taking (2.1) into account, we obtain the normal convergence
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of the series Y. (¢o(P!(s)) — 1o()(1))) on each half-plane C, ¢ > 0. Hence
by Lemma 2.7, (u,) converges uniformly on each C., € > 0, to some holomorphic
map v : Cp = C with u(s) = s — 1+ D(s) where D € HS. Moreover, from
Up0@(8) = Unp1(8)+o" (1) —pl"(1), we get by letting n to +o00 that uop = u-+cy,
since

lim eI (1) — (1)) = e+ lim (1) = e

n——+00
It remains to prove the uniqueness of u up to an additive constant. Assume that
u € GH~o has characteristic 1 and satisfies u o ¢ = u + ¢;. Applying Lemma 2.8,
and writing u(s) = s +di + ), 5, d.n~°, we get for all n > 2,

d, = ¢, +n %, + Z a(k,n)dy
k|n
k<n
which immediately implies by induction that the sequence (dy,),>2 is uniquely defined
provided d; has been fixed.
Finally, if ¢ is univalent, each w,, is univalent and Hurwitz’s theorem implies that
u is either univalent or constant. Since u € GH~, u is not constant.
If we assume that ¢(Cy) C Cs for some § > 0, or even that ¢/(Cy) C Cs for some
p > 1 and some ¢ > 0, then we get the normal convergence of >, (vo(V(s)) —
Yo(Y!(1))) on the whole Co. Hence, Re (uy,) is uniformly bounded below on Co, say
by a, and one has just to replace u by u — a to get a map in G.
(ii) Observe that, for all s € Cy,

n—1
Pl(s) = s + Y T U(P(s)).

J=0

Let us set u,(s) = ¢™(s)/c. Then,

Since v is bounded on some half-plane Cy and since by Lemma 2.12 for all ¢ > 0
there exists J € N such that Re (pU(s)) > 0 for all j > J and all s € Cy, the series
>i0 ¥(pV)(s)) /i, hence the sequence (u,,), converge uniformly on each half-plane
C,, o > 0. Denote by u € G- the limit of (u,). The equality u, o ¢ = cyti,41 leads
to u o p = cyu.

The uniqueness follows the same lines as above. Indeed, if u € G~ has character-
istic 1 and satisfies u o ¢ = cyu, then writing u(s) =s+dy + >, -, d,n"°, one must
have -

C1 + dl = Codl
and for all n > 2,

codn = cn + Y alk,n)dy

kco|n

which also implies that the sequence (d,,),>1 is uniquely defined. O
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In the sequel, we will always call any solution of uo ¢ = u+ ¢ (if ¢ = 1) or
uow = cou (if cg > 1), with u € GH~o, the K6nigs map of ¢ (even if it is defined
up to an additive constant in the first case). Moreover, if Re (u) is bounded below,
we will always assume that u € G-.

Remark 2.13. In the proof of Theorem 1.1, we could alternatively defined u,, by
un(s) = ¢"(s) = ner.

Remark 2.14. For several properties of the induced composition operator, it will be
important to know that the Konigs maps of a symbol ¢ € G- with characteristic 1
belongs to G~. We will show later (see Proposition 3.4) that, provided ¢ is univalent,
this is equivalent to ask that ¢/(Cy) C Cs for some § > 0 and some p > 1.

Example 2.15. Let ¢(s) = s+1—27%. Then its Konigs map does not belong to G.
Indeed, let N € N. Since ¢!V (0) = 0, there exists oo € (0,1) such that ¢!V (ag) < 1.
Since ¢(0) < o + 1 for all o € R, we get, for all n > N, ¢"(aq) < (n — N) +1 so
that u,(0g) = pl"(0y) —n < —N +1 (we choose the normalization of Remark 2.13).
Taking the limit, u(op) < —N + 1 which shows that Re (u) is not bounded below.

3. SCHRODER'S EQUATION AND SPECTRUM OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS

3.1. Schroder’s equation and point spectrum of composition operators.
We can now state our theorem about the solutions of Schroder’s equation. For
¢ € G, denote by C, the induced composition operator on H° (so that it is not
confused with C,, acting on H?).

Theorem 3.1. Let p(s) = cos + Z,J;'Ol ck™® € Goo and let u be its Konigs map.

(i) If co > 1, then 0,(C,) = {1}. Moreover, for any f € HY, fop = f if and
only if f is constant.

(i) Ifco =1 and ¢(s) # s+t for some T € R, then 0,(C,) = {m~ : m € N}.
Moreover, for each m € N, ker(C, — m™) has dimension 1 and is equal to
span(m™—").

(iil) If o(s) = s +ir, T € R*, then 0,(C,) = {m™"" : m € N}. Moreover

(a) if 7 = 2kn/log(mo/ng) with k € Z* and mg,ng € N, mqy # ng, then for
all m € N, ker(C, — m™"7) is spanned by

£
{n_sz neNandn:m(@) ,EGZ}.
mo

(b) if T cannot be written 2kw/log(mg/ng) with k € Z*, mg,ng > 1, mg #
no, then for allm € N, ker(C, —m™"") has dimension 1 and is equal to
span(m™*).

Proof. (i) and (ii) In these cases, we have already observed during the proof of
Theorem 1.1 that Re ¢"(s) — 400 as n — +oo for any s € Cy. If we assume that
foye = Af for some A € C and some f € HY, f # 0, we get that for all s € C,,
fopl(s) = A" f(s) and by letting n to +o00, we obtain that (A" f(s)) has to converge
to f(+o0). If f(+00) # 0, this implies that A = 1 and f is constant. If f(+o00) =0,
this implies |A| < 1. Moreover, writing f(s) = a,m=°+ ) n~° with a,, # 0,

n>m an
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—¢5 and when

we get that ¢ = 1 otherwise the first term in f o ¢ is a multiple of m
co = 1, we must have a,,m™ = A\a,,.

Therefore 0,(C,) = {1} provided ¢y > 1 and 0,(C,) C {m™ : m € N} provided
co = 1. To prove the converse inclusion, we claim that for all m > 1, m™ € H.
Indeed, m™ belongs to D and has an analytic extension to Cy. Moreover, we may
write u(s) = s +1)(s) where ¢» € H® so that, for all ¢ > 0, there exists M € R such
that Re (u) > M on C.. Hence, m~*(C,) is bounded and the claim follows from
Bohr’s theorem. Finally, C,(m™") = m~“m™".

To prove that each m~ has multiplicity 1, let f(s) =Y ., a,n"° be such that

foew=m"“f. Then using Lemma 2.8, we find
ap =m “ay
and for all n > 2,

m~“a, =c, +n “a, + E alk,n)a, <= (m™* —n"Ya, =c, + E a(k,n)ay
k<n k<n

This defines uniquely the sequence (a,),>1 provided a value has been given to a,.

(iif) Write f(s) = >, o, ann* so that fop(s) = > o, a,n "n~*. Therefore,
0,(C,) = {m™ : m € N} and for all m € N, m~° is an eigenvector of C, corre-
sponding to the eigenvalue m~". To determine ker(C, — m™""), observe that it is
sufficient to study when n=%) = m=n=° for all n € N, namely when m ="

=n
(a) Assume that 7 = 2kx/log(mg/ng). Then it is easy to show that

—1iT

n'T =m™ <= 3l € Z 1log(n/m) = 2r

£

o E
< n=m|— .
mo

(b) If there exists n # m such that n= = m~"", then 7 = 2kn/log(m/n) for
some k € Z.

O

Remark 3.2. When ¢(s) = s+ i7 with 7 = 2kn/log(mg/nyg), for any N > 1, there
are eigenspaces ker(C, — m‘”) with dimension greater than or equal to N, e.g. if
m =m{’. In that case, n™° € ker(C, —m™"") for n = m{~'nl, 1 =0,...,N.

Schroder’s equation also gives some information on the spectrum of C,, acting on

H2.

Proposition 3.3. Let p € G.g with characteristic 1 and let u be its Konigs map.
Assume that Cy, is compact Then o(Cy,) = {0} U{m~ : m € N}. Moreover, for
each m > 1, ker(C,, — m™) has dimension 1 and is spanned by m™".

Proof. It was already proved in [7] that o(C,) = {0} U{m™ : m € N}. By
compactness of C,, each m™“ is an eigenvalue. Moreover, the proof of Theorem 3.1
shows that the subspace of solutions of the equation fo ¢ = m™ f with f € D
it at most one-dimensional. Since m™" solves this equation, ker(C, — m™) =
span(m—"). O
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As a corollary we get the non trivial fact that, for a compact C, with characteristic
1, m™* belongs to H? for all m > 1. Hence, the compactness of C,, gives information
on the Konigs map of ¢. Conversely, the following statement indicates that the
knowledge of some properties of the Konigs map of ¢ implies compactness of C,,.

Proposition 3.4. Let ¢(s) = s +1(s) € Goo with characteristic 1, univalent, and
with ¥ non constant. Assume that the Konigs map u of @ belongs to G~o. Then there
exists n > 1 and § > 0 such that ©"/(Cy) C Cs. In particular, Cm 1s compact.

Proof. Writing ¥(s) = >, cxk™*, we know that for any n > 1,
wo " = u + ney (3.1)

and that Re (¢;) > 0 since 1 is not constant. Moreover applying Lemmas 2.2 and
2.11, there exist n > 1 and ¢ > 0 such that u™'(Cpge(ey)) C Cs. Since u € G, (3.1)
yields u o " (Cq) C Cpre (e) SO that ©"(Cy) € Cs and Cm is compact. O

Remark 3.5. If we only assume that u € GH~o with characteristic 1 is such that
m~" belongs to G- for some integer m > 1, then the proof of Proposition 3.3 still
shows that ker(C, —m~) = span(m™").

3.2. Spectrum of composition operators. We now discuss the spectrum of com-
position operators on H. Our first step is to characterize the invertibility of C,.
It turns out that this is more delicate than for H(D) (see [1]). Indeed, there are
many multiplicative homomorphisms on HS® which are not a point evaluation at
some point of Cy because of the polydisc hidden behind HS° by the Bohr transform.
We are inspired by [13, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 3.6. Let ¢ € G~y. The following assertions are equivalent.
(i) C, is invertible on HY .
(ii) There exists T € R such that p(s) = s+ iT.

Proof. We just have to show that (i) = (ii) and we start with ¢ € G- such that
C, is invertible. We first observe that ¢ is one-to-one on Cy. Indeed, let sy # s, € Cy
and D € H be such that D(sg) # D(s1). Since D = f o ¢ for some f € HY, we
shall have ¢(sg) # ¢(s1).

We recall that ¢(it) = lim, o ¢(0 + i7) exists for a.e. 7 € R and we prove that
Re (p(i1)) = 0 for a.e. 7 € R. By contradiction, assume that

E={reR: Re(p(it)) >0}

has positive Lebesgue measure. Let also f € HS® be such that f oy = 27°. There
exist four real numbers a, b, ¢ and d with 0 < @ < b and ¢ < d such that

Eopea={7 €R: a <Re(p(it)) <b, ¢ <Im(p(ir)) <d}

has positive Lebesgue measure. The set ¢(E,p.q) cannot be finite (otherwise ¢
would map a subset of /R having positive measure to a single point, forcing ¢ to be
constant) and therefore there exists 79 € E, 04 such that f'(¢(it)) # 0, since f is
not constant. In particular, there exists a disc D; centered at ¢(ity) and contained
in Cy such that fp, is invertible; we denote by f~! its inverse.

By continuity of 27% up to the imaginary axis, f o p(i1g) = 27 and thus there
is a disc Dy centered at i1y such that f~! 0 27% is analytic on D, and maps D, into



14 FREDERIC BAYART AND XINGXING YAO

D; C Cy. Since for Re(s) > 0 and s € Dy, f71(27%) = ¢(s), we get an analytic
extension of ¢, that we shall call ¢, to Cy U D, and which maps Cy U D5 into C,.

Let now (,)nen be a sequence contained in {—1,41} and such that g(s) =
Y ns1 2n~® admits 1R as its natural boundary (see [31] for the existence of such a
sequence). This function belongs to HZ since the Dirichlet series converges abso-
lutely on each half-plane C,, o > 0. Therefore there is g; € HS such that giop = g.
The function g; o ¢ is then an analytic extension of g to Cy U Dy, which contradicts
that ‘R is its natural boundary.

Therefore we have shown that ¢ is a univalent self-map of Cq such that Re (p(it)) =
0 for a.e. 7 € R. If we conjugate it by the Cayley map, we find a univalent self-map
of the unit disc which is inner. Hence, its conjugate is an automorphism of D and
@ itself is an automorphism of Cy. Since it fixes +oo and belongs to G-(, one can
write it ¢(s) = ¢os + i7 for some positive integer ¢y and some 7 € R. We conclude
because if ¢y > 2, 27° cannot be in the range of C, (see e.g. Lemma 2.9) and thus
C, is not invertible. OJ

We are now able to compute the spectrum of C, for ¢ € G~ not an automorphism.

Theorem 3.7. Let ¢ € Goo, p(8) = cos + Y 45 k™%, ¢ not an automorphism.

(a) If cg > 2, then o(C,) = {0, 1}.
(b) If co =1, then o(C,) = {0} U{m™ : m € N}.

Proof. (a) By Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.6, we already know that {0,1} C o(C,).
Let us show that if A ¢ {0, 1}, then C,— I is surjective (hence invertible by Theorem
3.1). Let f € HY and write it f = a+ ¢, with a € C and g € HY, g(+00) = 0. Let

us define, for s € C,),
-y det)
)\n-i-l

n>0

Since, for all n > 0 and all s € Cy, Re (p"(s)) > cfRe(s) and since, by Lemma
2.1, there exist o > 0 and M > 0 such that |g(w)| < M2 8@ if Re (w) > oy,
the series which defines G' converges normally, hence uniformly, on each C., € > 0.
Therefore G belongs to H°. Let us finally set

F =

a
1—A
It is easy to check that
Fop—\F=Ff.
(b) Again, we know that {0} U {m™ : m € N} is contained in o(C,). Let
A g {0} u{m™ : m € N} and let us show that C, — Al is surjective. Let m € N
be such that m™8¢©) < |\| and let us set

E,, =span(1,27% ..., (m—1)"")

—S

F,=span(n™®: n>m)

where u is the Konigs map of ¢ and the closure is taken in ‘H$°. We have already
observed that, for all £ > 2, k™" belongs to HS°. In particular, F,, C H and it is
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not hard to show that H3® = FE,, @ F,,. First of all, observe that, for all k& > 2,
k7Y = akk_s + Z CLLkl_s (32)
1>k

with ag # 0.

o let f € E,,NF,, and let us write f = b; + 22:21 bk~ ™. We shall have by = 0
because any function in F, tends to 0 as Re(s) goes to +o00. If f # 0, let
ke {2,...,m — 1} be the smallest integer such that by # 0. Then by (3.2)

b

lim —/ f+it)k™"dt = azk

whereas, for any function in F,,, the left hand side of this equality is always
equal to zero. This is a contraction and we conclude that E,, N F,, = {0}.

o let f € H and write it f = by + > ;- bgk™®. Then by (3.2), one can find

by induction complex numbers cs, . .., ¢;,—1 such that
m—1
fls)=bi =Y k™€ F,
j=2

so that f € F,, + F},.
Observe now that FE,, and F,, are C,-stable and that on E,,, C, acts as a diag-
onal operator with respect to the basis (1,27%,...,(m — 1)7%), with coefficients
1,27, ..., (m —1)~. Therefore, C, — M|, is surjective. Finally, let g € F},, and
let us define as above
Z g(l" (s
)\n—l-l

n>0

Let o > 0 be such that m™Re()+a < |\|. Since |g(w)| < MmR®) for some
M > 0 and all w € C, for some large o, and by applying Lemma 2.12, we get the
normal convergence of GG on each half-plane C., ¢ > 0, so that G € HZ° satisfies
Cyo(G) = AG =g. O

Question 3.8. What is the spectrum of C, provided ¢(s) = s+ i7? Observe that
this is already a delicate question for composition operators induced by a rotation
on H(D) (see [12]).

3.3. Point spectrum of weighted composition operators. Let D € H® and
¢ € G>o. We now consider the weighted composition operator Wp ., defined on HS
by Wp,, = D - fop. Observe that this is a self-map of HZ° since this last space is
an algebra.

Theorem 3.9. Let D € HP\{0} and p € G=o, ¢(s) = cos+ D5, a5, o > 1.
(a) If co = 2 and D(oo) # 0, 0p(Wp,p) = {D(c0)};
(b) If co =1 and D(o0) # 0, 0,(Wp,,) = {D(co)m™ : m € N};
(c) If D(o0) =0, 0,(Wp,) = @.
Proof. Let us write D(s) = D(00) + 3,5, ark™. Let A € 0,(Wp,) and let f(s) =
2@1 apk™® be a nonzero related eigenvector. Let m be the smallest integer such
that a,, # 0. Then looking at the coefficients of Wp ,(f), we have m® = m and
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D(oco)m™ = A. This shows the first inclusion in cases (a) and (b). If D(oc0) = 0,
then we shall have A = 0 but this is impossible since Wp , is injective provided
D #0.

Conversely, let us assume that D(co) # 0. Since Re (¢ (1)) goes to +o0, there
exists ng € N such that, for n > ng, D(¢"(1)) # 0. Let us define, for n > ny,

s € CO,
no—1 n
D("(s))
= I o) I1 pimes
L 5emm)
and let us show that (f,,) converges uniformly on each half-plane C,, o > 0. Indeed
let v(o) > 0 be such that ¢"(C,) C C,inu(o) (see Lemma 2.12). Then for all
s e C,,

'M _ 1' _ 'D(so["]w)) - D(me‘
D(p"(1)) D(pl"(1))
< C2—m/(a)

by Lemma 2.1. Let f € HY be the limit of (f,,). Since for n > ny and s € C,,
no—1 n
0— SD[kH ))

W o(fa)(s) = HD il H

= D(so["“ (1)) frs1(s),

we get, letting n to +00, Wp ,(f) = D(o0)f. When ¢g =1 and m € N, let g € HY
be such that C,(g) = m~“g. Then fg € HS and

WDvsD(fg) = WDvso(f)ap(g) = D(oo)m_clfg.
O

Remark 3.10. Let us mention some consequences of the proof. The function f
defined above satisfies f(4o00) # 0 (this follows from the normal convergence of the
product on C, U {4o00}). In particular, there exists h € H such that Wp ,(h) =
D(o0)h and h(oo) = 1. When ¢y = 1, the function hm™", where u is the Konigs
function of ¢, starts with m™ and satisfies

Wp,o(hm™) = D(co)m™hm™".

3.4. Spectrum of weighted composition operators. Arguing as above, we can
now describe the spectrum of weighted composition operators on H5°.

Theorem 3.11. Let D € HP\{0} and ¢ € Goo, ¢(s) = cos+ D51 can™°, @ is not
an automorphism. N

(a) If co > 2 and D(c0) # 0, o(Wp,,) = {0, D(0)}.

(b) If co =1 and D(o0) # 0, o(Wp ) = {0} U{D(co)m™ : m € N}.

(c) If D(oo) =0, then 0,(Wp,) = {0}.

Proof. We first consider the case where D(oo) # 0. We begin by proving that if Wp, ,,
is bijective, then ¢ is an automorphism. So let us assume that Wp , is bijective and
let us show that, for all ¢ > 0, there exists a > 0 such that |D(s)| > « for all
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s € C.. If this was not the case, there would exist a sequence (s,) C C. such that
D(s,) — 0. Let f € H° be such that Wp ,(f) =24 27°. Then

[D(sn)f o @(sn)l = [24+277[ = 1.

But ¢(s,) € C. and f is bounded on C.; thus there is a contradiction. We then
deduce that 1/D, which belongs to D since D(o0) # 0, is bounded on each C. and
therefore belongs to HS°. This yields that

Co = Wip1aWp,e

is also a bijection of HZ°, hence that ¢ is an automorphism.

Therefore, since we assume that ¢ is not an automorphism, we have shown that
0 € 0(Wp,). Let us now prove (a). Let A ¢ {0,D(co)} and let f € HY. Let
also h € HY be such that Wp ,(h) = D(oco)h and h(co) = 1. Let us consider
g = f — f(00)h, which satisfies g(oco) = 0. We also set, for £ > 0 and s € C,,

Dy(s) = D(s)D(p(s)) - D(p"*"Y(s))

and

s (s
(o) =y Dellole )

Since, for any o > 0, there exists C' > 0 such that |D,(s)| < C™ for all n € N and
all s € C,, the argument of the proof of Theorem 3.7 shows that G belongs to H°
and that Wp ,(G) — AG = g. We set
f(0)
F= - )\h +G
and verify that
Wpo(F) = AF = f(0)h+g = f,

so that Wp , — Al is surjective.

Let us now turn to (b). Let A ¢ {0} U {D(co)m= : m € N} and let us show
that Wp, — Al is surjective. Let again h € HY be such that Wp ,(h) = h and
h(oc) = 1. For m large enough, let us consider

E,, =span(h,h27" ... h(m — 1))
F,, =span(n~°: n>m).
As before, HY = E,, @ F),, and E,,, F},, are Wp ,-stable. Moreover, Wp , acts as a
diagonal operator on F,, with respect to the basis (h, h27",... h(m — 1)™"), with
diagonal coefficients (D(00), D(00)27,. .., D(c0)m™). Therefore, Wp , — Al g, is
surjective.
Let us now fix g € F,,, and let us define

S (s
(o) = " Dallole )

We just have to prove that G € H. Let o > 0. Since Re (¢"(s)) — +oc uniformly
on C,, there exists C' > 0 such that, for all s € C,, for all n > 1,

Da(s)] < C(ID(o0)] +1)"
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The uniform convergence of the series now follows from an argument similar to that
of Theorem 3.7, choosing m sufficiently large so that

—Re (c1) < |)\| )
~ |D(c0)| + 1

Finally, when D(co0) = 0, it is not hard to show that for any g € H® (even without
assuming g(oo) = 0), for any A € C*, the series

m

Gs) = - 3" Lalslae"s)

)\n-i-l

n>0

converges in ‘HY and satisfies Wp ,G — AG = g, so that Wp , — Al is surjective.
This is not the case for Wp ,, since any function f in Ran(Wp ) satisfies f(s) — 0
as Re (s) = +o0. O

4. CYCLIC COMPOSITION OPERATORS

Recall that an operator T" on a Hilbert space H is cyclic provided there exists a
vector x € H such that {P(T)(z) : P € C[X]} is dense in H. Cyclic composition
operators on H?(D) have been thoroughly studied in [14]. Tt seems that nothing is
known about this property on H? (there is a mistake in the proof of Theorem 2.3 in
[12]). In this section, we initiate this study thanks to the existence of Kénigs maps.
We start with some general considerations.

Proposition 4.1. Let ¢(s) = cos + ¥(s) € G. If C,, is cyclic on H?, then ¢y = 1.

Proof. If ¢y > 2, then clearly {27%,37%} C (Ran(C,))*. Since the orthogonal com-
plement of the range of a cyclic operator has dimension at most one, then C, is not
cyclic. If ¢y = 0, then ¢ € D and therefore ¢ is not univalent on C, 5 (see e.g. [20,
Theorem 2.3]). We can now argue as in [11, Page 18]: by the open mapping theorem
for holomorphic functions, there exist infinitely many pairs of distinct points s and
w in Cy /o such that ¢(s) = p(w). For each such pair,

Co(Ks = Ku) = Ko(s) = Koy =0

where K is the reproducing kernel at s € C; 5. Therefore, (Ran (C,))* is infinite
dimensional and C, is not cyclic. 0J

Question 4.2. The above proof shows that provided C,, is cyclic, ¢ is univalent on
Cy /2. Is it also univalent on Cy?

We then settle the case of linear symbols.

Proposition 4.3. Let ¢(s) = s+ ¢; with Re(c1) > 0. Then C,, is cyclic on H? if

and only if ¢; # z'log%k% with k € Z\{0}, m,n > 1, m # n.

Proof. This immediately follows from the characterization of cyclic diagonal oper-
ators, which can be found in [35, Lemma 1]: a diagonal operator D on a Hilbert
space H given by De, = s,e, where (e,) is an orthonormal basis of H is cyclic if
and only if s,, # s, for any n # m. O
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We aim in this section to provide a sufficient condition for a composition operator
on H? to be cyclic and therefore to give nontrivial examples. We shall deduce the
cyclicity of C, from properties of the Konigs map of (.

Lemma 4.4. Let ¢(s) = s+ > 5, k™ € Goo and Re(cy) > 0 be such that its
Konigs map u belongs to Gso and assume that C, has dense range. Then C, is
cyclic.

Proof. Let 7(s) = s+ ¢;. Then C, is cyclic. Let f be a cyclic vector for C; and let
g € H?, (P,) C C[X] such that (P,(C;)(f)) goes to g in H2. Then (C,(P.(C;)(f)))
converges to g o u. Now, the relation v o ¢ = 7 o u yields

Cu(Pa(CH)(f)) = PalCo)(f o u)

so that f ow is a cyclic vector for Cl,. U

Remark 4.5. We could also prove this lemma using a result of Clancey and Rogers
[18, Theorem 3] and the description of the spectrum given by Proposition 3.3.

To prove that C', has dense range, one may appeal to the following lemma which
is reminiscent from [14, Theorem 3.4].

Lemma 4.6. Let ¢(s) = s+ Y o, k™ € Goo be univalent and Re (¢;) > 0. Let
u be its Konigs map and assume that it belongs to Go. If C, has dense range, then
C. has dense range.

Proof. Let m € N be such that C,,re () C u(Co) and define, for s € C,
v(s) = u (s + mey).
Then v € G~y. Moreover, since u o o™ = u + mey, ™ = v o u. Hence
Ran(C,) D {fovou: feH*}
D Ran(C im))

©
which is dense since C, has dense range. U

Combining Lemma 4.4 and Lemma 4.6, we get the following sufficient condition
for a composition operator to be cyclic.

Theorem 4.7. Let ¢(s) = s+ Y ;- k™ € Gso be univalent and Re (c;) > 0.
Assume that its Konigs maps belongs to G and that C, has dense range. Then C,,
1s cyclic.

To get examples of cyclic composition operators, we need a way to prove that C,,
has dense range. On the Hardy space of the unit disc, this is linked to polynomial
approximation in A(¢(ID)). For instance, if ¢(ID) is a Jordan domain, then C,, has
dense range. We do not have this kind of tools at our disposal. We just give a
sufficient condition which is enough to give nontrivial examples.

Lemma 4.8. Let ¢ € G-o be univalent with characteristic 1. Assume that there
exist a < 0 < o’ < o such that

(a) ¢ extends to a univalent map on C,;
(b) ©(Cy) C C, and C,r C ¢(C,).
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Then C, has dense range.

Proof. Let P be a Dirichlet polynomial. Since ¢! is defined on C,, and maps C,
into C,, P o ¢~! belongs to D and is bounded on C,.. By Bohr’s theorem, for all
e > 0, there exists a Dirichlet polynomial @) such that, for all w € C,,

[P oy (w) - Qw)| <e.
Let now s € Cy and set w = ¢(s) € C,. Then
|P(s) = Qog(s)| = [Poy™ (w) - Qw)| <e.
Since ||fll2 < ||flloo for all f € H>,
1P = Co(@)ll2 < €
which shows that C, has dense range. U

Example 4.9. Let ¢(s) = s+ ¢ + ¢227% with ¢; > 0 and ¢y € C satisfying

—loglog(2)

— 9898 and |eaf < ey
T+ logz) el <a

[
Then C, is cyclic.
Proof. Let a < 0. It is not hard to show that ¢ extends to C, with
©(Co) C Ce-je and 9(Cy) D Copeypleafa—e-
The conditions of Lemma 4.8 are satisfied as soon as
a+cy+ |27 < e — e

and ¢; — |ca| > 0. Now, the injectivity of ¢ on C, is guaranteed by

_ loglog(2)
log2)27* <1 > ==
(log2)27™* <1 <= a> Tog(2)

The choice a = loglog(2)/log(2) gives the condition of the example. O

Question 4.10. Let ¢ € G- be univalent. Under which conditions does C, have
dense range?

5. COMMUTANT OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS WITH LINEAR SYMBOLS

A way (introduced by Worner in [11]) to prove that a composition operator does
not have the minimal commutant property is to study which multiplication operators
commute with it. The multiplication operators on H? are the maps T} : f + bf
where b € H*. Indeed, we may use the following proposition, which is similar to
[26, Theorem 1.1]. For the sake of completeness, we include a proof.

Proposition 5.1. Let o € G and b € H>™. Then T, € {C,} if and only if boyp = b.
If in addition b is non-constant, then T}, ¢ alg (C’@)U.

Proof. If bo ¢ = b, then it is easy to see that T,C,f = C,T,f for any f € H?, ie.,
T, € {C,}'. Conversely, if T, € {C,}', it is sufficient to apply the previous inequality
with a non-vanishing Dirichlet series, e.g. 27° to get bo ¢ = b. In addition, if b
is non-constant, then clearly b and b? are linearly independent. So there is g € H?
such that (b,g) = 0 and (b?, g) = 1. Define a linear functional A : B(H?) — C by



KONIGS MAPS AND COMMUTANTS OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS 21

A(T) = (Tb, g). Clearly, A is continuous in the weak operator topology, and thus the
subspace ker A is closed in the weak operator topology. Then alg (C’SD)U € ker A. On

(o

the other hand, A(T}) = 1. Therefore T}, ¢ ker A and it follows that T}, ¢ alg (C,,) ,
as the desired result. O

Unfortunately, and contrary to what happens on the disc (see [20, 27]), there
are very few cases where we can exclude the minimal commutant property from
Proposition 5.1. Indeed, as a consequence of Theorem 3.1, it is easy to see that
ker(C, — 1) has dimension greater than 1 if and only ¢(s) = s + it where 7 =
2k /log(mg) for some k € Z and some mg > 2. In this latter case, for any ¢ € Z

ity
such that ¢/k € N, the Dirichlet series b(s) = m, " satisfies bo ¢ = b and it belongs
to H>. We thus obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 5.2. Let ¢(s) = s +ir, 7 € R. Assume that there exist k € Z* and
mg > 2 such that T = 2kn/log(mg). Then C, fails to have a minimal commutant.

Nevertheless, we will be able to settle completely the case of symbols ¢(s) =
s + c1, with Re(¢;) > 0. We first need a result on diagonal operators on a Hilbert
space which shows that having the minimal commutant property is related to an
interpolation problem.

Theorem 5.3. Let H be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (€y,)nen, let (A,) be
a bounded sequence of complex numbers and let D be the diagonal operator defined
by D(e,) = Anen. Assume that, for all bounded sequences of complex numbers (),
there exists M > 0 such that, for all € > 0, for all N > 1, there exists P € C[X]
such that
|IP(An) — ] < g, n=1,...,N
{ SUD,en [ P(An)] < M.

Then D has a minimal commutant.

Proof. Let us first observe that the assumptions imply that the sequence ()\,) is
injective. Let T € {D}’. There exists a sequence (p,) C CN, bounded by |7,
such that Te, = upe, for all n € N. Let, for N > 1, Py € C[X] be such that
SUPpen | P (An)| < M and |Py(A,) — pn] < 1/N forn=1,...,N. Then (Px(D)) is
a bounded sequence of B(H) since

|1Pn (D) = sup [ Px(en)]] < M.

Furthermore Py(D)(e,) = Py(An)en goes to Te, for each n € N. It follows easily
that (Py(D)) converges strongly to 7T O

Using well-known results of interpolation, we then deduce a result on diagonal
operators which covers all cases associated to a composition operator with symbol
p(s) = s+ 1.

Proposition 5.4. Let H be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (e,)nen, let (Ay)
be a bounded sequence of complex numbers and let D be the diagonal operator defined
by D(en) = Anén.
() If there exists n # m such that N, = A\, then {D}' is not commutative and
therefore D fails to have a minimal commutant.
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(i) If the sequence (A\y,) is injective and convergent, then D has a minimal com-
mutant.

(iii) If the sequence (\,) is injective and contained in some circle, then D has a
minimal commautant.

Proof. (i) Let E = span(e,, €,,) and decompose H as E & E+. Then for any A €
L(E), A® 0 belongs to {D}" and since dim(E) > 2, L(F) is not commutative.

(ii) Let (u,,) be a bounded sequence of complex numbers, let € > 0 and let N > 1.
Let A = lim, 100 Ay. The set K = {\, : n € N} U{A} is compact and has
connected complement. Define g on K by g(A\,) = p, if n < N, g(A\,) =0if n > N
and A ¢ {A\,...; v}, g(A\) = p if A = Ay, with m € {1,..., N}. Then g is
continuous on K and by Mergelyan’s theorem (for example, see [31, Theorem 20.5])
there exists P € C[X] such that

IPO\) — pin] <2 ifn < N, [POW)] < |lptllos if 7 > N.

By Theorem 5.3, D has a minimal commutant.

(iii) The proof is similar, replacing Mergelyan’s theorem by Rudin-Carleson’s in-
terpolation theorem (for example, see [17] and [33]). Details are given in [26, Propo-
sition 3.2]. 0

Corollary 5.5. Let o(s) = s+ ¢; with Re(c;) > 0, ¢; # 0. Then C, has a
minimal commutant if and only if ¢; # i where T = 2kw /log(mg/ng) with k € Z*,
mo,ng > 1, mo # no

Proof. If Re (¢1) > 0, we may apply (ii) of Proposition 5.4. If Re (¢;) = 0 and ¢; is
not equal to some iT where 7 = 2k7/log(mo/ng) with k € Z*, mg,ng > 1, mg # no,
we may apply (iii). If Re(c;) = 0 and ¢; = i7 where 7 = 2kw/log(mg/ny) with
k € Z*, my,ng > 1, mg # ng, we may apply (i) (see also Remark 3.2). O

Question 5.6. Does there exist a diagonal operator associated to an injective se-
quence (A,) which fails to have a minimal commutant? If so, can we give a charac-
terization of diagonal operators with a minimal commutant?

6. COMMUTANT OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS WITH LARGE CHARACTERISTIC

We now handle the case of symbols with characteristic greater than or equal to 2 by
proving Theorem 1.2. The idea of the proof is to find another composition operator
which commutes with C, and which is not in alg(C,) . To find this composition

operator, we will start from the Konigs map of ¢. To prove that it is not in alg(C@)o,
we shall use the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let o(s) = cos+1p(s), ¢(s) = éos +1p(s) € Gog be such that cy, ¢y > 2
and the characteristic of ¢ is not a power of the characteristic of . Then Cy ¢

alg(Cy) .

Proof. We proceed by contradiction and we assume that there is a net (P,) C C[X]
such that P, (C,) converges to Cy in the weak operator topology. Write each P, as
Py(X) =3, a0 X*. Assume first that the characteristic of ¢ is greater than the

characteristic of ¢ and let ¢ > 1 be such that ¢ < ¢ < ¢y, For j,m € N we set

dj,m — <2—e0m(8)7 2—ms>
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e = (2790 27ms)

Lemma 2.9 tells us that d;,, = 0 provided cé > m, that djﬁg # 0, that e,, = 0
provided m < ¢, and that ez, # 0. Hence, for m = cé with 7 </, we get

i
(Pa(C)(27°),27™) = ) Gandy .
k=0

Now, this goes to (Cp(27°),27™%) which is equal to 0. Taking successively j =
0,1,...,¢, we get by a straightforward induction that a,j tends to 0 for all k in
{0,...,¢}. Hence,

goes to zero. This contradicts that its limit is (C3(27%),27%%) = ez # 0. When
¢o < cg, the proof is simpler since for all P € C[X],

(P(Cy)(27),27%%) =0
whereas
(279(8) 978y £ ),
O

Endowed with this lemma, we can prove a more general result than Theorem 1.2.

Theorem 6.2. Let ¢ € Gog with char(yp) > 2 and let u € G-q be its Konigs function.
Assume that there exists o1 > 0 such that uic,, is one-to-one and, for all ¢ > 0 large
enough, cu(Cy) C u(C,,). Then C, fails to have a minimal commutant.

Proof. Let ¢ be an integer which is not a power of ¢ and satisfies cu(Cy) C C,,. We
define

p(s) = u™"(cu(s))
where v~ is the reciprocal of uc, . Since cu € GDs,, u™! € gD+ we get that

@ € GD~gy. Moreover, ¢ is defined on Cy and $(Cy) C C,, C Cy. In particular, we
obtain that ¢ € G- with char(®) = ¢. Let now s € Cy. On the one hand,

1

uo @o(s)=cuop(s)
= ccou(s).
On the other hand,
uopo@(s) = cou(p(s))
= cococu(s).
Since u|c,, s univalent, ¢ o p = ¢ o p on some half-plane C,, therefore on Cqy by
analytic continuation. Hence the maps ¢ and ¢ commute and we deduce that the

composition operators C, and Cg also commute. Then we conclude by Lemma
6.1. 0
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Proof of Theorem 1.2. Let u € G~ be the Konigs function of . There exists 6 > 0
such that u(C.) C Cs. From wo ¢ = cou, we then obtain that there exists n > 0
such that u(Cy) C C,. By Lemma 2.3, there exist 09,01 > 0 such that upc, is
one-to-one and C,, C u(C,,). We deduce that cu(Cy) C u(C,,) for all sufficiently
large integers c¢. The result now follows from Theorem 6.2. O

Theorem 6.2 is also useful to show that a composition operator with an affine
symbol and characteristic greater than or equal to 2 does not have the minimal
commutant property.

Corollary 6.3. Let ¢(s) = cos + ¢ with ¢ > 2 and Re(¢1) > 0. Then C, fails to
have a minimal commutant.

Proof. In that case, the Konigs map of ¢ is given by u(s) = s + ¢;/(co — 1). It is
plain that it satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 6.2. 0

Remark 6.4. For the case of affine symbols, choosing ¢ = ¢y + 1, we can easily give

a formula for ¢:
- coc
o(s) =(co+1)s+ e

Co—l.

7. COMMUTANT OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS WITH CHARACTERISTIC EQUAL
TO 1

7.1. Statement of the result. In this section we study composition operators
whose symbol has characteristic equal to 1. We shall prove the following theorem,
which goes in the opposite direction to the results of the previous section.

Theorem 7.1. Let ¢(s) = s+ (s) € Gso be univalent, and 1) is not constant.
Let u be the Kinigs function of ¢ and let Q@ = {w € Cy : w + u(Cy) C u(Cy)}.
Assume that u € G, that ) is open and contains (0,+00). Then Cy, has a minimal

commutant.

Remark 7.2. The statement does not depend on the map u that we choose,
since there are equal up to an additive constant. Observe also that since ¥(s) =
2@1 c,n~ % is not constant and maps Cy into Cy, Re (¢;) > 0.

This theorem is inspired by Theorem 6.1 of [20] where a similar theorem is given
for composition operators acting on H?(D). Our proof will follow the lines of [20],
even if working with Dirichlet series add substantial difficulties.

Of course, Theorem 7.1 is interesting only if we are able to provide maps satistying
its assumptions. For the case of the disc, the example which was given was that
of loxodromic linear fractional maps (where we can compute explicitly the Koénigs
function). We do not have such a tool at our disposal and part of our work will be
devoted to producing such examples. As a consequence of our methods, we will get
new examples in the case of the disc.

7.2. Proofs. In what follows, we fix ¢ € G- univalent with characteristic 1 and
we denote by w its Konigs map which is also univalent. We will write ¢(s) =
s+ > .51 cn~® and will always assume that Re (¢1) > 0.

We first need a complement to Lemma 2.8.
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Lemma 7.3. There exists v > 0 such that, for all f € H?, there exists a sequence
of complex numbers (b,) such that, for all s € C,, fou=(s) is well defined and
equal to Zn21 b,n"*. Moreover, for alln > 1,

[bal < C(2)207If]]2.

Proof. By Lemma 2.3, there exists v > 0 such that C,, C u(C;). Therefore, fou™'(s)
is well defined provided Re (s) > v. By Lemma 2.11 and Lemma 2.8, fou~! belongs
to D. Moreover, for any s € C,,

|[fou(s)] < C(2Re (uw™ ()" 2| fll2 < ¢(2)"2|fl2-

Therefore, f o u™! is bounded on C, so that there exists a sequence of complex
numbers (b,) such that fou™'(s) = > . b,n~® for all s € C,. Finally, for all
n > 1, we obtain -

by ™| =

I
TE)I-"I}OO 5T /_T nfou (v +it)dt

< @21 £ 12

We fix v > 0 given by the previous lemma (it only depends on w).

Lemma 7.4. Let f € H? and write, for Re (s) > v,

fou(s) = Z b,n~°.

n>1

Let (\,) be a sequence of complex numbers such that ), |\,|n" converges. Then the

series
E Anb,n ™

n>1

converges in H?. More precisely, for all N > 1,

> Aubun "

n>N

< ¢ flle Y Paln®.

Proof. It is well known that C, is a contraction on H? so that, for all n > 1,
|n""]]a < 1. Therefore the result follows from the estimate on b, and the triangle
inequality:. ([

Let Q={w e C: w+ u(Cy) Cu(Cy)}. By Lemma 2.3, there exists gy > 0 such
that C,, C Q. For w € 2 and s € Cy, we set

0uw(s) = u Hw +u(s)).
Lemma 2.11 and 2.8 ensure that ¢,, € G~ with characteristic 1.

Lemma 7.5. There exists oy > 0 such that, for every w € C,,, for all T € {C,},
for all e > 0, there exists P € C[X] such that

||P(Ce0) - TC'%H <E.
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Proof. Let T' € {C,} and € > 0. Since any n~' is an eigenvalue of C,, of multiplic-
ity 1 with associated eigenvector n™", there exists a sequence of complex numbers
(An)n>1 such that Tn™ = \,n™" and ||(A\y)]lee < ||IT]]. Let f € H? and write, for

seC,,
fou(s) = ann_s.

n>1

Thus, for Re (s) > 0 and Re (w) > max(u 00),
fopu(s Z b,n"“n"".

n>1
If moreover Re (w) > v + 2, the right hand side of this equality converges in H?.
This yields
TC,,f = Z bpApn”n.
n>1

Let N > 1, n > 0 be such that

Z n- <5anann <e.

n>N+1

Let also m € N be such that mRe (¢;) > max(v + 2, 0¢) and consider the compact
set

K={n": n>1}U{0}.
Its complement is connected and by Mergelyan’s theorem, there exists Q € C[X]
such that

Apn Y

nmel

‘Q(n_q)— < n fornef{l,...,N}

‘Q 1} < 1 forn>N+1.

We set P(z) = 2™Q(z) and observe that

}P(n_cl — A\ < gnTmRel) forn e {1,...,N}
‘P < p—mRe (1) forn>N+1.

For k > m, we know that

C':Zf = [0 ke, = Z b,n e

n>1

Co)f = Z b, P(n™")n

n>1

so that by linearity

Therefore

I1P(Co)(f) = TCo, fI2

N
Z —01 _)\nn—w)n—u +
n=1 2
+o00
Z b, P(n~)n~ Z by Ay
n=N+1 5 lln=N+1 5
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N
<C(2)2 fllan > nnRe )4

n=1
+o0 +oo
C2)Yfllz Y ) L (@) fll T Y nn R
n=N-+1 n=N-+1
<C@)"II 112 + 1T |De.
Therefore the lemma is proved for oy = max(og,v) + 2. O

We need a last lemma.

Lemma 7.6. Let A : B(H?) — C be a linear functional which is continuous with
respect to the weak operator topology and let T € B(H?). Assume that Q is open.
Then F : Q — C, F(w) = A(T'C,,,) is analytic.

Proof. Any linear functional on B(H?) which is continuous with respect to the weak
operator topology can be expressed as a linear combination of finitely many linear
functionals of the form (Rf,g), f,g € H? (see [33, Chapter 2]). Hence we may
assume that A(T") = (T'f, g) so that
F(w) =(TC,,[.9)
= <C<ow’ T*g>

By Lemma 2.8, we may write for Re (s) large enough and w € €,
u N u(s) +w) =5+ co(w)n
n>1
where each map w € Q — ¢,(w), n > 1, is analytic in . We do the same thing
for fo@u(s) = f(u="(u(s) +w)) which can be written }° _, an(w)n™* where each
w € Q +— ay(w), n > 1, is holomorphic as a finite linear combination of finite
products of k — ¢ (w). Writing T"g = 3 -, d,n™", we get

F(w) =" a,(w)d,.

It follows from a result of Mattner (see [29]) that F' is holomorphic on {2 since, for
all w € Q, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

Y lan(w)dn] < [Coo(F)llz - 1Tl
n>1

< [[fll2T"gll2-
O

We are now ready for the proof of Theorem 7.1.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. Let A be a linear functional on B(H?) which is continuous
in the weak operator topology and that vanishes on {P(C,) : P € C[X]}. Let
T € {C,}. We need to prove that A(7) = 0. Let us consider F(w) = A(TC,,)
which is analytic on 2. By Lemma 7.5, we know that F' = 0 on some half-plane C,, ,
therefore also on (0, 4+00) by analytic continuation. We will get the conclusion if we
are able to prove that C,,, — I in the weak operator topology as ¢ — 0. Namely
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we need to show that (Cy, f, g) tends to (f,g) for every f,g € H?. Since the family
(Cy,) is uniformly bounded, it suffices to verify the convergence when g belongs to
a total set, for instance {k, : Re(w) > 1/2} where k,, is the reproducing kernel at
w. Now, for all w € C, s,

(Coofs buw) = fo(w))

as 0 — 0. ]

7.3. Examples. We need to give examples of maps satisfying the assumptions of
Theorem 7.1. We start with a rather general result.

Proposition 7.7. Let u : Cy — Cy be univalent and holomorphic and assume that
it extends continuously to iR. Assume that

(a) t — Im (u(it)) is a bijection of R;

(b) for all A > 0, there exists T € R such that, for all 0 > 0 and for allt € R

t>T = Im(u(oc+1it)) > A
t<-T = Im(u(o+it)) < —A;
(c) for all A >0, there exists og > 0 such that, for allt € R, for all o > oy,
Re (u(o +it)) > A.
Let Q={w e Cy: w+u(Cy) Cu(Cy)}. Then Q is open and (0,+00) C Q.
Proof. Denote by a(t) = Re (u(it)) and by B(t) = Im (u(it)). It suffices to show that
u(Co) ={o+ip(t): teR, o> at)}.

Take w € u(Cy) and write it w = o +i/(t) for some o > 0 and some ¢ € R. Assume
that 0 < «a(t). By the open mapping theorem, we can assume that o < af(t).
Define 0y = inf{Re (@) : Im (@) = B(t) and @ € u(Cp)} so that oy < «a(t). Let
(sn) C Cp be such that u(s,) — g9 +i6(t). Since |u(s)| = +oo as |s| = +oo, we
may assume that (s,) is bounded and, extracting if necessary, that it converges to
some s € Cy, so that u(s) = ag +i8(t). If s € Cy, this contradicts the definition of
0o (again by applying the open mapping theorem). If s = i7, then a(iT) < a(it) and
p(iT) = B(it), which contradict the injectivity of 5. Therefore, u(Cy) C {0 +iS(t) :
teR, 0> at)}. Conversely, let w = o+if(t) with o > «(t). Let T, A > 0 be very
large and let K = [0, A] x [-T,T], I' = OK. Then the result above shows that u is
injective on K so that, using the assumptions, u(I") is a simple curve that surrounds
w. Therefore, w € u(Cy). O

We now show how the Konigs map of ¢ € G- may satisfy the above assumptions.
Theorem 7.8. Let p(s) = s+1)(s) € G=o be such that ¢ extends C* to iR. Assume

that

(a) there exist p > 1 and 6 > 0 such that @ﬂ(@o) C Cs.
(b) for each n >0, || is bounded on p"(Cy) by M, > 0.
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(c) 1— (Ha + Mn)> an > 0.

n>0
Then Cy, has a minimal commutant.
Proof. We first observe that the assumptions imply M, < 1, so that ¢ is univalent
on Cy. Let u be the Koénigs map of ¢ which belongs to G~ by (a). We have to prove
that u satisfies the assumptions of Proposition 7.7. We follow the proof of Theorem
1.1 and we use its notations. We know that, for all s € Cy,

() =5 e+ 3 (b (s)) (7.1)

=0

Assumption (a) implies the uniform convergence of (u,) on Cy which implies that
u extends continuously to iR. Let C,, = sup g |(¢™)(s)] so that Cy = 1, Cy =
1+ Mj. Then by derivating (7.1) we get, for all n > 1,
n—1
Co<14) CiM;.
=0
Therefore, if we denote by (A,) the sequence satisfying Ay = 1 and
n—1
Ay =1+ AM;= Ay i+ Ay My_y = Ay (1+ M,_y)
=0
we get C, < A, <€ :=[[,50(1 + M) for all n > 1. Let now ¢ > 0 and let us set,
for t € R, f,(t) = Im ("(o + it)). Then

n—1 +o00
) >1= (M, >a:=1-(Y M,
7=0 7=0

This implies
Im (u, (0 +it1)) — Im (u, (0 +ity)) > a(ty — to) for all ty < t;.
Taking the limit yields
Im (u(o +ity)) — Im (u(o + itg)) > a(t; — to) (7.2)

sothat t € R +— Im (u(it)) is a bijection from R onto R. Moreover, since Im (u([0, +00))
is bounded, we easily deduce from (7.2) that u satisfies assumption (b) of Proposition
7.7. Finally, assumption (c) is satisfied by all maps in G-. O

Remark 7.9. Under the assumption ¢P(Cy) C Cjs, and using Lemma 2.1 and 2.12,
there exist C,o0 > 0 such that, for all n € N, M,, < C27" which ensures that
>, M, is convergent.

We now show a concrete example.

Example 7.10. Let ¢(s) = s+ a + b27° where b € C*, a > |b| and

[b[1og(2) exp (1‘b| log(2) ) < 1. (7.3)

1 — 2—a+[b| — 9—at]b|

Then C, has a minimal commutant.
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This is for instance the case if a =5/2 and b= 1/2.

Proof. It is easy to check that ¢!"(Cy) C Cr(a—pp)) for all n > 0. Therefore, with the
notations of Theorem 7.8,

M, < blog(2)2 "~

We get
“+oo
¢=TJ@+ ) =exp <Zlog (14 M, ))
n=0
. ( ——
<o Ibl log(2
— 1—2- a+|b|
and
\b| In2
Z M — 9a— |b|
The condition 1 — ¢35 M, > 0 is clearly implied by (7.3). O

Remark 7.11. During the proof of Theorem 7.1, the assumption u € G~y was used
to be sure that n=* € H? for all n > 1 with ||[n™*|| < 1. It turns out that one only
needs |[n~"|| < n? for some ¢ > 0 and for all n > 1. Therefore, one could replace
the assumption “u € G- by “there exists o > 0 such that for all n > 1, n™% € H?
with ||[n™"|| < n°”. We have already observed that provided C, is compact on H?,
then n=* € H? for all n > 1. Unfortunately, we do not have a control of the norm
of n™".

8. COMMUTANT OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS ON THE DISC

In this section, we show that the methods used for Dirichlet series have also
applications to composition operators on the Hardy space H?(D). We focus on self
maps ¢ of D satisfying ¢(0) = 0.

8.1. Zero derivative at the attractive fixed point. We first concentrate on
the case ¢/'(0) = 0. It seems that under this assumption, the minimal commutant
property was settled only if ¢(z) = 22 (see [19]); for this symbol, C,, does not have the
minimal commutant property. We intend to give a much more general result, which
may be applied to symbols writing p(z) = AzPy(z) with p > 2, X # 0, ¥(0) = 1
and 1 does not vanish on D. For these symbols, Bottcher’s equation u o ¢ = AuP
plays the role of Schroder’s equation. It is more difficult to solve on the whole disc.
It is known (see [10, p. 124-127]) that, provided ¢(0) = --- = ¢©®~V(0) = 0 and
©P(0) # 0, there exists a solution to this equation which is defined, analytic and
univalent in a neighbourhood of 0.
We shall also need the following analogue of Lemma 6.1.



KONIGS MAPS AND COMMUTANTS OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS 31

Lemma 8.1. Let p,p : D — D be holomorphic and such that there exist p,q > 2
with q¢ ¢ pN and

PU(0) =0 forj=1,....,p =1 P (0) #0,
P0)=0forj=1,....¢=1 F(0)#0,
then Cy ¢ alg(C’@)U.
Proof. We proceed by contradiction and we assume that there is a net (P,) C C[X]
such that P, (C,) converges to C in the weak operator topology. Write each P, as
Po(X) = >, anrX"*. The key point is that there exists A, u # 0 such that, for all
J =1,
PV(2) = N 2P (2) with 1(0) # 0
P(2) = pz"d(2) with §(0) # 0.
Setting
= (Cyui(2), 2™) = (V) 2™)
= (C ( ), 2") = (&, 2"),

Wegetdj,m:()ifpj>m, em:()lfq>mandeq7£0. Let ¢ > 1 be such that
lp < q< ({+1)p. From

(Pa(Cy)(2), 27) Zaakdkm Cy(2),27) = 0,

for all j = 1,...,¢, we get that anr — 0 for all £ = 1,...,¢ and this contradicts
that

(Pa(Cy)(2),2%) = Y aapdig = (Cp(2), 2%) #0.

Therefore, Cj ¢ alg(Cw)U. O
We are now in position to give a general result.

Theorem 8.2. Let ¢ : D — D be analytic which writes p(z) = A\zPi(z) with p > 2,
A # 0 and ¥(0) = 1. Assume that there exists u : D — C an analytic solution to
Bdttcher’s equation uo ¢ = AuP, u(0) = 0, satisfying the two following properties:
(a) there exists v > 0 such that up) is univalent.
(b) there exists ¢ € N\pN and p € C with pA = AP and pu?(D) C u(D(0,r)).
Then C, fails to have a minimal commutant.

Proof. For z € D, let us set p(z) = u'(pud(2)). This defines an analytic self-map
of D. Moreover, for any z € D,

wo w0 3(2) = MP(3(2))
= MPuP(2)
whereas
uo @(z) = pul(p(2))
= pu\TuPi(z).
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Since w|p(o, is univalent, we get that ¢ o ¢ = ¢ o ¢ in a neighbourhood of 0, hence
in D. Moreover, since u/(0) # 0 (by univalence of up(,), it is easy to check that ¢

and ¢ satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 8.1. Hence C; ¢ alg(Cw)U. O

The function ¢(z) = 2 satisfies the assumptions of the above theorem, since we
can take u(z) = z and r = 1.
We now give a corollary which will be easier to apply.

Corollary 8.3. Let ¢ : D — D be analytic which writes p(z) = AzPY(z) with p > 2,
A # 0 and ¥(0) = 1. Assume that there exists v : D — C an analytic solution to
Bdttcher’s equation uo o = AuP with u(0) = 0, «/(0) # 0 and |\| - ||ul[ES* < 1. Then
Cy fails to have a minimal commutant.

Proof. Since u/(0) # 0, there exists » > 0 such that up(,) is univalent. By the
open mapping theorem, u(D(0,7)) contains some neighbourhood of 0. Now, the
sequence (A4=D/(=D||y]|7),5, goes to zero. Therefore, there exists ¢ € N\pN such
that, setting pu = A@=D/(=1)

pud(D) C uw(D(0,7)).
The result now follows from Theorem 8.2. 0J

To get concrete examples, we now need to find a solution to Bottcher’s equation
with adequate estimates. This will be done thanks to the following lemma.

Lemma 8.4. Let ¢ : D — D be holomorphic which writes p(z) = \zPip(z) with
p>2, A#0,¥(0) =1 and ¥ does not vanish on D. Then there ezists u € H(D)
such that uwo ¢ = AP, u(0) = 0, v/ (0) = 1 and |A| - ||ul|loc < 1. Moreover, if
M| < 1 for some n > 1, then |A| - |Ju|2t < 1.

Proof. For n > 1 and z € D, let us set
1 1
un(2) = 247 (2) - 77 (1" 7H(2)).

We first observe that (u,,) converges uniformly on the compact subsets of . Indeed,

let K be a compact subset of D and let us consider L : D — C a logarithm of .
Then, for alln > 1 and all z € K,

1) 1] = oy (J%L(@n—”(d)) - 1‘

< Ox

pn
since { L(p"1(2)) : n>1, z € K} is a compact subset of C (0 is the Denjoy-Wolff
point of ¢). By convergence of »_ -, 1/p", the sequence (u,) converges uniformly

on all compact subsets of D to a function v € H(D). Moreover, forn > 1 and z € D,
writing

1

un 0 9(2) = ()7 (p(2)) - - -7 (91 (2))
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and taking the limit, we get u o ¢ = AuP. By definition of w,, u,(0) = 0 and since
oL
u,(0) = [+ (0) =1
j=1

for all n € N, we also get v/(0) = 1, u is not constant. Finally the definition of u
yields

lulloo < TTIME = [S11XEY.
i=1

We conclude because || - [|ul|2Zt < Al [¥]le = [[@lloo: If ||l < 1, then
1
|07 o || < ||ib|%, vielding the strict inequality. O

As a consequence of Corollary 8.3 and Lemma 8.4, we obtain the following suffi-
cient condition which applies to plenty of examples.

Corollary 8.5. Let ¢ : D — D be holomorphic which writes p(z) = A\zPi(z) with
p>2, A#0,9(0)=1 and ¢ does not vanish on D. Assume that there exists n > 1
such that ||¢™||« < 1. Then C, does not have a minimal commutant.

Example 8.6. Let ¢(z) = A22(1+ 62?) with A(1+J) < 1. Then C,, fails to have a
minimal commutant.

Question 8.7. Can we dispend with the assumption that ¢/ does not vanish on D in
Corollary 8.57 Without this assumption, one can still build a solution to Bottcher’s
equation by considering now

un(2) = M) (P 102) - (4 (2)).
But the limit will not be univalent near the origin.

8.2. Non-zero derivative at the attractive fixed point. We now study the
minimal commutant property for self-maps ¢ of I with ¢(0) = 0 et ¢'(0) # 0.
When ¢ is a rotation, ¢(2) = we, it is known that C, has a minimal commutant if
and only if w is not a root of unity (see [26]). When ¢ is not a rotation, the following
theorem, which inspired Theorem 7.1, is proved in [26]. Recall that a set S C C is
said to be strictly starlike with respect to the origin if 7S C S for all 0 < r < 1.

Theorem A. Let ¢ : D — D be holomorphic, univalent, with ¢(0) = 0. Let u
be the Konigs function of ¢ and suppose that «(D) is bounded and strictly starlike
with respect to the origin. Then the operator C, has a minimal commutant.

This theorem is applied in [26] only when ¢ is a linear fractional loxodromic self-
map of the unit disc. In that case, one can compute explicitly u and verify that u(ID)
is an open disc containing 0, hence it is bounded and strictly starlike with respect
to the origin.

Our aim, in this subsection, is to give a sufficient condition on ¢ which allows us to
prove that u(ID) is bounded and strictly starlike with respect to the origin, without
computing u. We did not try to get the best possible conditions. Our aim was to
obtain composition operators with minimal commutant which are not induced by a
linear fractional map.
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Theorem 8.8. Let ¢ : D — C be holomorphic with extends C' to D and P(0) =
Let A € D and let us set p(z) = Az(1+1(z2)). Assume that o is univalent on D and
that (D) C D. Assume also that, for all z € D,

(Vl)'( W(@m( )
ke (T > &y

j>0

Then Cy, has a minimal commutant.

Proof. The assumptions imply that 0 is the Denjoy-Wolff point of ¢ with ¢’(0) = A.
For n > 1 and z € D, we set

[n]
_ 9"
un(z) = YR
The proof of [30] ensures that (u,) converges uniformly on compact subsets of D to

u and since (D) is a compact subset of I, we have in fact uniform convergence of
(uy,) on D and we can extend continuously u to D. Hence, we may write

PV(2) = Nu(z) + Nej(2)

where sup;-; g |e;(2)| < +oo. In particular, [|¢l)]|, < C|A. Write now

nl ol (
: Z):[[Oso(wA( )

and observe that .
¢ (£01(2))
A

Hence we get that the product converges uniformly on D so that u is C' on ﬁ._
Furthermore, it is easy to check by induction that, for all n > 1 and all z € D,

P(z) = A2(1+9(2)) - (1 + 9 (0" ()

— 1) < CilV(2)] < Co|AP.

so that
2y, (2) — () ()¢ (¢V](2))
Un(2) 1+ (ell(z))

We take the limit as n — +o00: by (8.1) we obtain that, for all z € D,

Re (zggg) -0,

Now, fix f; € R and consider log a determination of the logarithm around wu(e®)
and arg the associated determination of the argument. Then

l
+
21

J

d(arg(uoe?)) ~  O(Im (log(uoe?)))
~O(log(uoe))

=TIm | e u/(ewo)
u(eio)
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1( 160
= Re (e ) (e' ) > 0.
u(eio)

Therefore, the argument of u(e®) is locally increasing. Moreover, by the argument
principle, since u has only a simple zero at 0 in D, the winding number of u(T) around
the origin is equal to 1. This easily implies that there exists g : [0,27] — [0, 27]
increasing and verifying ¢(0) = 0, g(27) = 27 and p : [0, 27] — (0, 4+00) such that

u(D) = {pe?: 6 € [0,27], p € [0,p()]}.

Thus u(ID) is bounded and strictly starlike with respect to the origin and by Theorem
A, C, has a minimal commutant. O

We deduce the following more readable corollary, where we replace (8.1) by a
condition which is easier to testify.

Corollary 8.9. Let ¢ : D — C be holomorphic with extends C* to D and P(0) =
Let A € D and let us set p(z) = Az(1+¢(z2)). Assume that ¢ is univalent on D and
that p(D) C D. Assume also that

1
el = =
1+ T ¢l

Then Cy, has a minimal commutant.
Proof. We observe that, for all z € D and all j > 0,
2)| = < ¢/l1%

Hence, (8.1) is satisfied since

> ke (ELEIE DY 5 57 iy x

ol

720 j>0
O
Example 8.10. Let p(2) = Az(1 + az) with A\,a > 0 and
A
a(l+ 2a) <1
1—-a
Then C, has a minimal commutant.
Proof. 1t is easy to check that ||¢’ ||OO = A(1 + 2a) so that, setting 1 (z) = az,
ol
U

Thus, if ¢(z) = 22 (1 + 1z), then C,, has a minimal commutant.
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Question 8.11. Beyond linear fractional maps, there is another family of maps
with simple Konigs functions, the lens maps. If we denote by C(z) = (1+2)/(1 —z2)
the Cayley map which sends D onto Cy and if o € (0,7/2), the lens map ¢, is

defined by
_C(r)*—1
#al2) = Clz)o+ 1

Its Konigs function is then the function

u(z)zlongz)

and u(D) is the strip R x (—7/2,7/2) which is strictly starlike with respect to the
origin but is unbounded. Does C,, have a minimal commutant?

Remark 8.12. In view of the above question, it could be observed that one can
slightly relax the assumptions of Threorem A. Indeed, the condition u(ID) bounded
is very strong (and equivalent to saying that ||¢/"|| < 1 for some positive integer
n. A careful look at the proof of Theorem A shows that we could replace it by the
two following conditions:

e N={weC: w+u(D) C D} is open.
e There exists C' > 0 such that, for all n > 1, u™ belongs to H?*(D) with
[ < C™.

Unfortunately, for the lens maps above, it is not hard to show that [|u"||/C™ — 400
for all C' > 0.

9. DOUBLE COMMUTANT PROPERTY

This last section is devoted to studying the double commutant property for com-
position operators on H? induced by affine symbols (as this is done on H?*(D) for
composition operators induced by linear fractional maps in [27]). Given any subset
A € B(H), recall that the commutant of A is defined as the family of all operators
that commute with all the operators in A, that is,

A= (J{AY = ({T € B(H) : TA = AT},

AeA AceA

The double commutant of A is defined as A" = (A’)’. Clearly, A is contained
in A”, and then so is A", the closure of A in the weak operator topology o. As
is well-known, A" = A” holds for any self-adjoint, unital subalgebra A C B(H),
by the von Neumann’s double commutant theorem. A subalgebra A C B(H) is
said to possess the double commutant property provided that A" = A”. Since for
A e B(H), alg(A)” c {A}" < {AY, it is clear that an operator with a minimal
commutant has the double commutant property. Thus for ¢ € G.o and its Konigs
function satisfying the conditions of Theorem 7.1, Cy, has the double commutant

property.
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9.1. Symbols with characteristic 1. In this subsection, we shall prove that any
symbol ¢(s) = s+ ¢y gives rise to an operator with the double commutant property.
One could think that it is easy since C, is a diagonal operator and in particular a
normal operator. Therefore, by a result of Turner [39], it has the double commu-
tant property if and only if every invariant subspace of C, is a reducing subspace.
Nevertheless, it is not so easy to determine which sequences have this property, see
e.g. [28, Lemma 6].

This motivates us to state a sufficient condition similar to Theorem 5.3 but now
for the double commutant property.

Theorem 9.1. Let H be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (ey,), let I C N, let
(An)ner C CI be bounded and let D € B(H) be a diagonal operator with respect to
(e,) such that o,(D) = {\, : n € I}. Assume that for all (j,)ner € CT bounded,
there exists M > 0 such that, for all N > 1, for all € > 0, there exists P € C[X]
such that

Sup,e; [P(An)| < M.
Then D has the double commutant property.

{ POW) — | < &, neln{l,...,N}

Observe that the assumptions imply that A\, # A, provided n # m, but they do
not say anything on the dimension of ker(Cy, — A\, 1).

Proof. For n € I, let H, = ker(D — \,I) and observe that we have the orthogonal
decomposition H = €, H, and that D = @, A\, I, where I,, is the identity map on
H,. It is easy to check that for all (A,),e; with A, € B(H,), T = ,, A, belongs
to {D}'. This yields that S belongs to {D}” if and only if there exists a bounded
sequence (fi,)ner of complex numbers such that S = €, pnl,. We conclude as in
the proof of Theorem 5.3 that S € alg(D)’ . O
Corollary 9.2. Let H be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (ey), let D € B(H)
be a diagonal operator with respect to (e,) which is an isometry. Then D has the
double commutant property.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 9.1 and the Rudin-Carleson interpolation theo-
rem. U

Corollary 9.3. Let ¢(s) = s+ ¢; with Re(c;) > 0. Then C, has the double
commutant property.

Proof. We just have to consider the case ¢(s) = s + i, 7 € R, which is settled by
Corollary 9.2. O

9.2. Symbols with large characteristic. The aim of this subsection is to prove
the following result.

Theorem 9.4. Let p(s) = cos + ¢ with cg > 2 and Re(¢;) > 0. Then C, has the
double commutant property.

We first observe that if p(s) = cos + i1, with 7 € R, then C, is a non-unitary
isometry. Therefore it has the double commutant property by [39, Theorem 3.3].
Hence, in the following, we will always consider a symbol ¢(s) = cps + ¢; with
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Re(c1) > 0. We first need a general result on stability of the double commutant
property.

Lemma 9.5. Let X be a Banach space, let T € L(X) with ||T'|| <1 and T has the
double commutant property. Then 1®T acting on C® X has the double commutant
property.

Proof. We first show that {1 T} ={ \@® B: Be {T}}. Let Se€ {1& T} and

write it
A A
5= (s b)

&1@ﬂ:<zzg)mﬁﬂ@Tﬁ:<ﬁlf;>

If A is not equal to 0, one may find x € X with ||z|| = 1 such that ||Az|| > ||A||-||T]|
which contradicts

so that

[Az|| = |AT=]| < [|A]l - [[T].
Since ||T|| < 1, the equality Tu = u also yields u = 0.
On the other hand, any S € {1®T'}” should also write A@® B because {1® T} C
{1 TY}. It is also straightforward to check that B belongs to {T'}". Therefore,
{1 T} =Ca {T}". Finally, Proposition 2.4 of [27] ensures that

alg(1®T) =Coalg(T) =Ca{T}
since T" has the double commutant property. O

Coming back to composition operators on H? with symbol ¢(s) = cps + ¢; with
Re (c¢1) > 0, one may decompose H? = C -1 @& H2 where H2 = span(n™*: n > 2)
and C -1 and H2 are preserved by C,. Moreover, HCsomgH < 1. Therefore, it is
enough to prove that Cspmg has the double commutant property. In the remaining
part of this subsection, we shall only discuss this operator and C, will always stand
for C’@‘Hg. The key point in our argument is that this operator can be seen as a
direct sum of forward shifts.

Let w be a weight sequence (namely a bounded sequence of nonzero complex
numbers) and let H be a Hilbert space with orthonormal basis (e )r>0. The forward
shift S, is defined on H by Sy (ex) = wiepy1-

Let now I = {m > 2 : m # n%, n > 2, k > 0} and for m € I, let H,, =
span(m=° : k > 0). Then H2 = D,,.c; Hn- Moreover, since C,(m=6%) =
m_cgclm_cgﬂs, m 18 a reducing subspace of C, and C, =
k>0, w,(cm) = m~cer,

Since we are looking for the commutant of C,, we shall need to study operators
intertwining weighted shifts. For w,w’ two weight sequences and a = (a,) € CY, we
consider the (possibly unbounded) operator Sy, ., defined on H with orthonormal
basis (€, )nen by

mel Swm Where for

0 provided j > ¢
: provided j < 1.
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The following lemma is reminiscent from the work of Shields and Wallen [37].

Lemma 9.6. Let w,w" be two weight sequences and let T € B(H) be such that
TS, = S,T. Then there exists a € CN such that T = Swa'.a-

Proof. For i,j € N, let t;; = (Te;,e;) so that, for all j € N, Te; = 3. tije;. We
thus have
TSye; =T( (W ej+1 Zw tij+1€i
whereas
+00
SwaBj = Zwiti,jeiﬂ.
This yields ¢y ; = 0 for all 7 > 1 and for all ¢, 5 > 0,
t _—
i+1,5+1 — w; 0,5
By an immediate induction, ¢, ; = 0 for j > ¢ and
wz_ c e e e wl—l
t = —2 "t
J wé...w;_l 7,0
provided j < i. We get the result if we set, for n € N,
1
p = ——————1n 0.
Wo - Wp_1
O

We come back to the decomposition of 7—[% as @me ; Hy,. We denote by P, the
orthogonal projection onto H,, and, for T' € B(H3), we set Ton=PnTP,, mmnel.
Lemma 9.6 allows us to compute the commutant of C,.

Lemma 9.7. Let T € B(H3). Then T € {C,} if and only if for each (m,n) € I?,
there exists a sequence a™™ € CN such that,

Tm,n = u)(m) ’w(”) ’a(m,n) .

Proof. We start with some S € {C,}" and we first show that S is diagonal in
D,c; Hm- Let T € B(H3). Then T' € {C,} if and only if, for all (m,n) € I?,

P, TC,P, = P,,C,TP,.
Since each Hy, is a reducing subspace of C,, this is also equivalent to
P, TP,P,C,P, = P, C,P, P, TP,

namely
Tm,n Sw(n) = Sw(m) Tm,n .

The result now follows immediately from Lemma 9.6. O
With this lemma at hand, we are able to compute the double commutant of C,,.

Lemma 9.8. Let S € B(H3). Then S € {C,}" if and only if there exists a € CN
such that S = @,,c; Sum wim q-
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Proof. Let m,n € I with m < n. We choose T' € {C,,}' such that T}, ; = 0 provided
k#1, Ty = 0 provided k ¢ {m,n} and L5, ,m = Sy wm) by T = Sy i . With
b,c € CN such that these operators are bounded (this holds true for instance if b
and ¢ have finite support). Since T'S = ST, arguing as in the proof of Lemma 9.7,
it is easy to show that S,,, and S, ,, have to satisfy

SnmSum) ) p = Sy 4p(m) Snm
Sm,’fLSw(”)7w(n)7c = Sw(m),w(m),bsm,n
Choosing b = 0 and ¢ = dp = (1,0, ...) so that Sy w5 = Id, we get Sy = Spm = 0.
Choose now T' € {C,} such that T}, = 0 for all k,l € I except for T,,,, =
S wm 5,- This last operator is a diagonal operator with diagonal entries equal to

() no
w?m)x~-~>< ':n_l.
wy Wi—1

Since |w,g")| < |w,(€m)| for all £ € N, these diagonal entries are bounded and thus
Sw(n)vw(mwo is bounded. Since S commutes with C,, we already know that there

exist a,d € CN such that Smm = Sym) ypm) o a0d Sy = Sy 4ym) g- Now, since S
commutes with T', we also have
Sw(”);w(n)7dSw(”)7w(m)760 = Sw(”)7w(m)7605w(m)7w(m)7a' (91>
Observe that the first column of S, m) ) ¢S wm 5, 18
do
dlwén)
dow ™™

whereas the first column of S, ) ,y(m) 5,5 m) 1p(m) 4 15

Qo

ayw”

ay w(()") wi")

Hence, a = dand S = @ S (m) 4(m) o- The converse implication is immediate. [

mel ~w

We are now ready to prove Theorem 9.4.

Proof of Theorem 9.4. The proof follows the argument of [37, Theorem 1]. Let S €
{C,}" and a € C" be such that S = @, ,c; Sym wim 4. Observe that each vector ey,

. . _ .k
of the canonical basis of H,,, namely e, = m~%%,

+0o0o

§ i
Sw(m)’w(m)’aek = aiSw(m) €.

=0

Let, for 1 > 1, Q)(X) = Y\, a; X" and

_ Qot O

P
l I+ 1
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As explained in [37], for each m € I,
||Pl(Sw(m))|| S ||Sw(m)

so that

I1P(C)ll = sup [P (S e )| < sup [Swom || < Cel-

Moreover, for each m € I and each k € N,

| PAC) (m~6%) = S(m™ )| = | (S ,yom (m~5%)) = S(m~5*)|

l—+o00
0

since Q;(m~%) goes to S(m~*). Thus (P(C,)(f)) converges to S(f) on a dense
set. Since (||P(C,)||) is bounded, we deduce that (P (C,)) converges to S in the
strong operator topology. Hence C, has the double commutant property. O

Remark 9.9. In Section 6, we have shown that, for any ¢ > 1, setting ¢(s) =
cs+ (c—1)er/(co — 1), Cyp, belongs to {C,,}. Moreover it is easy to check that for
all ¢,d > 1, C,, and C,, commute. Since C, has the double commutant property

and C,, ¢ alg(C’¢)o for some ¢ > 1, we know that {C,}’ contains operators which
are not equal to some C,, .

9.3. Application to sums of weighted shifts. The method used in the previous
subsection allows us to characterize when a direct sum of weighted shifts has the
double commutant property. Let us fix I C N, I # & and let us consider, for
each n € N, w™ a weight sequence and H,, a separable infinite dimensional Banach
space. If we assume that >, _; [|w™| < +oo, one may define the direct sum
W =@,,c; Sue which is a bounded operator acting on H = @,,.; H,.

We define an equivalence relation on I by, for m,n € I, m ~ n if and only if there
exists | € N*, myg,...,my € I such that m = mg, n = m; and, for all s € {1,...,(},

W) gl
w(()mifl) . wlgmifl) .

is either bounded or bounded away from 0.

Theorem 9.10. Under the above assumptions, W has the double commutant prop-
erty if and only if there is a single equivalence class for ~.

Proof. Lemma 9.7 is still valid under these assumptions: 7" € {W}’ if and only if for
each (m,n) € I?, there exists a sequence a(™™ € CN such that, for each (m,n) € I?,

Tm’n - Sw(m),w("),a(mv”)'

Looking at the proof of Theorem 9.4, we get that any S € {WW}” may be written
S = D, ner Suwim wim qm), a™ € CN for each m € I and that, for m,n € I, m # n,

if the sequence
(wém) .. 'wzim)>
w(()") .. -w,(g") i

is either bounded or bounded away from 0, then a(™ = a( (the proof of Theorem
9.4 works immediately if this sequence is bounded, if it is bounded away from 0, then
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we consider T' € {W}' with Tj; = 0 except D5, = Syom) 4(m 5, and we repeat the
proof). Hence, if there is only one equivalence class for ~, we get that a™ = (™
for all m,n € I and we conclude as in the proof of Theorem 9.4 that W has the
double commutant property.

Suppose on the contrary that there are at least two equivalence classes. Let (I;);es
be the different equivalent classses with card(J) > 2. The key point is to observe
that the commutant of W is smaller than in the previous case. Indeed, for any
T e {W}, if m el and n € I for j # j', then T,,, = 0 since for no a # 0, the
operator S, m) ., , is bounded: if a, # 0, then

wo DN 1)) e
‘ <S’w(m)7w(”),aep+k‘> 6k:> ‘ = ap (n) P?;l) 1
ém) " 'wl(:-bl)f—l 1
2 |a'p| : (n) (n) (n) m
Wo =+ Wpip—1 w5

is unbounded.

The commutant being smaller, the double commutant becomes larger. To observe
this, let us fix j, € J and we set a™ = §, provided m € I o a™ = 2§, provided
m € I\I;,. Then the operator S = @,,c; Sym) m 4 belongs to {W}" since we
have no equation like (9.1) to imply that a(™ should be equal to a™ if m € I,
and n € I\I;,. We claim that this operator does not belong to alg(W)”. Indeed,
consider (€mn)mernen the orthonormal basis associated to H = @, ; H,,. For any
P eC[X], P(X)=¢_,a. X", we have

(P(W)(€mp), emo) = ag for allm € I
whereas
(S(emo), emo) = { 2 otherwise.

Example 9.11. Let us define w and w’ by wg = 1,

_f 2 if ke UpeN[sz, 22p+1)
Wy = 1/2 ifk e UpeN[22p+1’ 22p+2)’ 5

and w;, = wik for all k& > 0. Then the sequence (gzg’,‘) is neither bounded nor
k

bounded away from 0. Let w™ = w if n is odd and w™ = w’ is n is even. Then
W = @D, cn Sum fails to have the double commutant property.
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