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KERNEL-INDUCED DISTANCE AND ITS APPLICATIONS TO

COMPOSITION OPERATORS ON LARGE BERGMAN SPACES

INYOUNG PARK

ABSTRACT. In this paper, we obtain a complete characterization for the compact differ-

ence of two composition operators acting on Bergman spaces with a rapidly decreasing

weight ω = e−η , ∆η > 0. In addition, we provide simple inducing maps which support

our main result. We also study the topological path connected component of the space

of all bounded composition operators on A2(ω) endowed with the Hilbert-Schmidt norm

topology.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let S(D) be the space of holomorphic self-maps of the unit diskD. Givenϕ in S(D), the

composition operatorCϕ is defined byCϕf := f◦ϕ for all f belonging to the holomorphic

function spaces H(D). For the integrable radial function ω, let Lp(ωdA) be the space of

all measurable functions f on D such that

‖f‖pp :=
∫

D

|f(z)ω(z)|pdA(z) <∞, 0 < p <∞,

where dA(z) is the normalized area measure on D. We put ‖ · ‖ := ‖ · ‖2 for simplicity.

Especially, we denote Ap(ω) := Lp(ωdA) ∩H(D) and we use the notation Apα(D) when

ω(z) = (1− |z|)α, α > −1. Throughout this paper, we consider positive radial weights of

the form ω = e−η where η is a strictly increasing radial function and ∆η > 0 on D. Now,

it is said that the weight ω belongs to the class W if we can choose a differentiable radial

function τ as

(∆η(z))−
1
2 ≍ τ(r)(1.1)

which limr→1− τ(r) = 0 and limr→1− τ
′(r) = 0. We remark that W is a subclass of the

so-called fast weights considered by Kriete and MacCluer in [5, 9]. Especially, η(z) =
1

1−|z| is contained in W as a typical example. Readers can refer to [7, 18] to study other

admissible weights belonging to W . On the other hand, we note that the standard weights

η(r) = −α log(1 − r), α > −1, are not contained in the class W since we can not find τ
such that τ ′(r) converge to 0 when r → 1−. That means we do not consider the standard

weighted Bergman spaces in this paper.

It is well known that all composition operators are bounded in the standard weighted

Bergman spaces Apα(D) by the Littlewood subordination principle, but it is not true in

Bergman spaces with fast weights any more. Much studies on the theory of composition
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2 I. PARK

operators over the large Bergman spaces has been established in [5, 9]. When ω belongs to

the class W , it has known that Cϕ is bounded on A2(ω) if and only if

sup
z∈D

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
<∞.(1.2)

You can also refer to the proof in [16, Theorem 3.2] for the nessecity. As a consequence

of the Carleson measure theorem, we observe that the condition (1.2) still holds for the

boundedness of Cϕ on Ap(ω) for all range of p (See Remark 2.5). For the compactness,

Kriete and MacCluer gave the estimate of the essential norm of Cϕ on A2(ω):

‖Cϕ‖e ≈ lim sup
|z|→1

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
.

In the case of classical holomorphic function spaces such as the Hardy and the stan-

dard weighted Bergman space over the disk or the ball, many characterizations for the

compactness of Cϕ−Cψ have been developed over the past decades involving the pseudo-

hyperbolic distance, but no result has been given in the large Bergman space; see for ex-

ample [3, 10, 12, 14]. In order to state our main result, we introduce the following distance

induced by function τ associated with the weight ω ∈ W as in (1.1):

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z) := ρτ (ϕ(z), ψ(z)) = 1− e−dτ(ϕ(z),ψ(z))

where

dτ (z, w) := inf
γ

∫ 1

0

|γ′(t)|
τ(γ(t))

dt,(1.3)

where the infimum is taken over all piecewise smooth curves γ connecting z and w. One

may check that ρτ (z, w) can be a distance in [17, Lemma 3.3]. In Section 4, we give the

necessary conditions for the boundedness and compactness of difference of composition

operators in terms of the distance involving τ function:

Theorem 1.1. Let ω ∈ W . If Cϕ − Cψ is bounded (compact, resp.) on Ap(ω) for

0 < p <∞ then

sup
z∈D

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
2

(

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
+

ω(z)

ω(ψ(z))

)

<∞ (−→ 0 as |z| → 1−, resp.)(1.4)

For the compact difference of composition operators onAp(ω), we obtain the following

equivalent condition:

Theorem 1.2. Let ω ∈ W and Cϕ, Cψ be bounded on Ap(ω) for 0 < p < ∞. Then the

following statements are equivalent: for 0 < p <∞,

(1) Cϕ − Cψ is compact on Ap(ω).

(2) lim|z|→1− ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
2
(

ω(z)
ω(ϕ(z)) +

ω(z)
ω(ψ(z))

)

= 0.

(3) ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ and ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ are compact from Ap(ω) into Lp(ωdA).

In fact, the current author couldn’t prove that (1.4) is a lower bound for ‖Cϕ −Cψ‖p in

[17], which makes it impossible to obtain the equivalent condition as presented in Theorem

1.2. But in this paper, we overcome the difficulty using the Skwarczyǹski distance, which

is defined by the reproducing kernel Kz(w) = K(z, w) in A2(ω):

S(z, w) :=
√

1− |K(z, w)|
‖Kz‖‖Kw‖

, z, w ∈ D.
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It can be easily seen thatS(z, w) is comparable to the pseudo-hyperbolicdistance ρ(z, w) =
∣

∣

z−w
1−zw

∣

∣ in the case of classical weighted Bergman spaces and Hardy space. However, non-

existence of the explicit form of the reproducing kernel inA2(ω) makes it difficult to verify

such a relation with S(z, w). In this paper, we give some inequality between ρτ (z, w) and

S(z, w) in Theorem 3.2 and use it to obtain the norm estimate for the difference of the

reproducing kernels in Theorem 3.3. More information on the Skwarczyński distance will

be presented in Section 3 and other essential materials to be used for this paper will be

stated in Section 2.

In Section 5, we show that Cϕ−Cψ is compact onA2(ω) when the inducing maps ϕ, ψ
have good boundary behavior in the sense of higher-order data and order of contact. Using

this result, we provide explicit analytic maps ϕ, ψ which induce non-compact composition

operators Cϕ and Cψ but Cϕ − Cψ is compact on A2(ω). In Section 6, we characterize

a topological path component of CHS(A2(ω)), the space of all composition operators on

A2(ω) endowed with the topology induced by the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. The proofs of

the following theorem are provided in Theorem 6.3 and Theorem 6.5.

Theorem 1.3. Let ω ∈ W . Then the following statements are equivalent:

(1) ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)‖Kϕ(z)‖, ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)‖Kψ(z)‖ are belong to L2(ωdA).

(2) Cϕ − Cψ is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on A2(ω).
(3) Cϕ and Cψ lie in the same path component of CHS(A2(ω)).

Constants. In the rest of this paper, we use the notationX . Y or Y & X for nonnega-

tive quantities X and Y to meanX ≤ CY for some inessential constant C > 0. Similarly,

we use the notation X ≈ Y if both X . Y and Y . X hold.

2. PRELIMINARY

Assuming that τ ′(r) → 0 as r → 1−, there exist constants c1, c2 > 0 independent of

z, w such that τ(z) < c1(1− |z|) and

|τ(z)− τ(w)| ≤ c2|z − w|, z, w ∈ D.(2.1)

Throughout this paper, we denote

mτ :=
min(1, c−1

1 , c−1
2 )

4
.

2.1. Radius functions and associated distance. We let D(z, r) be a Euclidean disk cen-

tred at z with radius r > 0. Using (2.1), we obtain that for 0 < δ ≤ mτ ,

1

2
τ(z) ≤ τ(w) ≤ 2τ(z) if w ∈ D(z, δτ(z)),(2.2)

and we use the notation D(δτ(z)) := D(z, δτ(z)) for simplicity. We set all δ appearing

in the rest of our paper to meet the conditions above. In [2, 7], when ω ∈ W , the authors

gave the following useful inequality to estimate the reproducing kernel function of A2(ω):
for each positive number M > 0, there exists a constant C(M) > 1 such that

e−dτ(z,w) ≤ C

(

min(τ(z), τ(w))

|z − w|

)M

, z 6= w ∈ D.(2.3)

The following lemma, together with (1.3), shows that dτ (z, w) and
|z−w|
τ(z) are comparable

when dτ (z, w) < R for some R > 0.
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Lemma 2.1. Let ω ∈ W . If dτ (z, w) < R for someR > 0 then there is a constantC1 > 0
depending only on constants R and M,C in (2.3) such that

dτ (z, w) ≥ C1
|z − w|

min(τ(z), τ(w))
.

Proof. For a given z ∈ D and any point w 6= z with dτ (z, w) < R, from (2.3)

|z − w|
min(τ(z), τ(w))

< (CeR)
1
M .

Thus, assuming that |z| ≥ |w|, there exists a constant 0 < s ≤ 1/δ(CeR)
1
M satisfying

|z − w| = sδτ(z).(2.4)

We let γ denote any curve satisfying that γ(0) = z, γ(1) = w and dτ (z, w) =
∫ 1

0
|γ′(t)|
τ(γ(t))dt.

Choose the minimum value 0 < t0 ≤ 1 such that

|z − γ(t0)| = δτ(z).(2.5)

For the case of 1 < s ≤ 1/δ(CeR)
1
M taken in (2.4), by (2.2) and (2.5), we have

dτ (z, w) ≥
∫ t0

0

|γ′(t)|
τ(γ(t))

dt ≥ 1

2τ(z)

∫ t0

0

|γ′(t)|dt ≥ δ

2
=

|z − w|
2sτ(z)

(2.6)

≥ δ

2
(CeR)−

1
M
|z − w|
τ(z)

.

For 0 < s ≤ 1, we obtain dτ (z, w) ≥ |z−w|
2τ(z) promptly from (2.6). Thus, if we choose

C1 = δ/2(CeR)−
1
M then we obtain the desired inequality. �

2.2. Sub-mean value type inequalities. The following inequalities play a crucial role in

our proofs. In fact, their proofs are similar to the case of a doubling measure ∆η whose

proof we can find in [13, Lemma 19]. For the proofs in our setting, you can refer to

[2, 7, 15, 18].

Lemma 2.2. Let ω = e−η, where η is a subharmonic function and 0 < p < ∞. Suppose

the function τ satisfies properties (2.2) and τ(z)2∆η(z) . 1. Given δ > 0 satisfying (2.2)

and f ∈ H(D),

(1) |f(z)e−η(z)|p . 1
τ(z)2

∫

D(δτ(z)) |f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|pdA(ξ),
(2) |f ′(z)e−η(z)|p . 1

τ(z)2+p

∫

D(δτ(z)) |f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p dA(ξ).

Now, we prove the following inequality which gives the upper estimate for the differ-

ence in two variables z, w of a function with |z − w| < δmin(τ(z), τ(w)).

Lemma 2.3. Let ω = e−η ∈ W and 0 < p <∞. Then for f ∈ H(D) and w ∈ D(δτ(z))
with |z| ≥ |w|,

|f(z)− f(w)|pe−pη(z) . ρτ (z, w)
p

τ(z)2

∫

D(6δτ(z))

|f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p dA(ξ).

The constant suppressed depends on C,M, δ and p.
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Proof. By the fundamental theorem of integration, for w ∈ D(δτ(z)),

|f(z)− f(w)| =
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ 1

0

f ′(zt+ w(1 − t))(z − w)dt

∣

∣

∣

∣

≤ |z − w| sup
t∈[0,1]

|f ′(zt+ w(1 − t))|.(2.7)

Denote zt := zt+ w(1 − t), 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. By (2.2), for ξ ∈ D(δτ(zt)), we have

|ξ − zi| ≤ |ξ − zt|+ |zt − zi|
≤ δτ(zt) + δτ(z) ≤ 3δτ(z) ≤ 6δτ(zi) for i = 0, 1.(2.8)

Since |zt| ≤ max(|z|, |w|) = |z| by our assumption, (2) of Lemma 2.2 and (2.8) yield

|f ′(zt)|p .
epη(zt)

τ(zt)2+p

∫

D(δτ(zt))

|f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p dA(ξ)

.
epη(z)

τ(z)2+p

∫

D(6δτ(z))

|f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p dA(ξ).

Applying the inequality above to (2.7), there is a constantC := C(δ, p,M) > 0 by Lemma

2.1 such that

|f(z)− f(w)|pe−pη(z) ≤ C
dτ (z, w)

p

τ(z)2

∫

D(6δτ(z))

|f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p dA(ξ).

Since e−2δx ≤ 1− e−x for 0 ≤ x < 2δ < 1, we have

dτ (z, w) ≤ e2δρτ (z, w).

Hence, we complete the proof. �

2.3. Carleson measure theorem. A positive Borel measure µ in D is called a (vanishing)

Carleson measure forAp(ω) if the embeddingAp(ω) ⊂ Lp(ωdµ) is (compact) continuous

where

Lp(ωdµ) :=

{

f ∈ M(D)
∣

∣

∫

D

|f(z)ω(z)|pdµ(z) <∞
}

and M(D) is a set of µ-measurable functions on D. Now, we introduce Carleson measure

theorem in our setting, which can be found in [11, 15, 18] for example.

Theorem 2.4 (Carleson measure theorem). Let ω ∈ W and µ be a positive Borel measure

on D. Then, for 0 < p <∞, we have

(1) The embedding I : Ap(ω) → Lp(ωdµ) is bounded if and only if for a small

δ ∈ (0,mτ ), we have supz∈D

µ(D(δτ(z)))
τ(z)2 <∞.

(2) The embedding I : Ap(ω) → Lp(ωdµ) is compact if and only if for a small

δ ∈ (0,mτ ), we have lim|z|→1
µ(D(δτ(z)))

τ(z)2 = 0.

By the measure theoretic change of variables, we have

‖uCϕf‖pp =
∫

D

|u(f ◦ ϕ)ω|pdA =

∫

D

|fω|pdµu,ϕ,p

where

µu,ϕ,p(E) := ω−p[|u|pωpdA] ◦ ϕ−1(E) =

∫

ϕ−1(E)

|u(z)|p ω(z)p

ω(ϕ(z))p
dA(z)
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for any measurable subsets E of D. Denote the norm of operator T acting on Ap(ω) by

‖T ‖Ap(ω). It is well known that

‖uCϕ‖pAp(ω) ≈ sup
z∈D

µu,ϕ,p(D(δτ(z)))

τ(z)2
.(2.9)

Since the weight ω2/p still belongs to W and the same τ function of Ap(ω2/p) can be

chosen with that of A2(ω), we have

‖Cϕ‖pAp(ω) ≈ sup
z∈D

ω−p[ωpdA] ◦ ϕ−1(D(δτ(z)))

τ(z)2
≈ ‖Cϕ‖2A2(ωp/2)(2.10)

The constant suppressed in the second estimate above depends on p and δ. As a conse-

quence of (2.10), we conclude the following Remark:

Remark 2.5. Let ω ∈ W , 0 < p <∞. Then Cϕ is bounded on Ap(ω) if and only if

sup
z∈D

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
<∞.

Therefore, we conclude that Cϕ is bounded on Ap(ω) for all 0 < p < ∞ if it is bounded

on Ap(ω) for some 0 < p <∞.

Proof. From (2.10), the boundedness of Cϕ acting onAp(ω) is equivalent to the bounded-

ness of Cϕ acting on A2(ωp/2). Thus, it is clear that the first assertion holds by (1.2). �

3. KERNEL-INDUCED PSEUDODISTANCE

Given ω ∈ W , the space A2(ω) is a closed subspace of L2(ωdA) with inner product

〈f, g〉ω =

∫

D

fgω2dA, f, g ∈ A2(ω).

As is well known, the reproducing kernel of the Bergman space A2(ω) is defined by

K(z, w) = Kz(w) =

∞
∑

k=0

ek(z)ek(w)(3.1)

where {ek} is an arbitrary orthonormal basis for A2(ω). The estimate of reproducing

kernel of A2(ω) has been established by [1, 2, 7, 11] for example: for ω = e−η ∈ W and

τ(z) ≈ (∆η(z))−1/2, there are positive constants σ,C′, C′′ > 0 depending only on η such

that

|K(z, w)|ω(z)ω(w) ≤ C′

τ(z)τ(w)
e−σdτ (z,w), ∀z, w ∈ D;

|K(z, w)|ω(z)ω(w) ≥ C′′

τ(z)τ(w)
, dτ (z, w) < R;

‖Kz‖pp ≍ ω(z)−pτ(z)−2(p−1), 0 < p <∞.

(3.2)

Lemma 3.1. Given z, w ∈ D with dτ (z, w) < R for some R > 0, define

fz,w(ξ) = ω(z)K(ξ, z)(ξ − w)

then ‖fz,w‖ ≤ C2 where a constant C2 := C2(R,C,C
′, σ) > 0.



7

Proof. Given 0 < δ ≤ mτ , we decompose the disk into two parts as follows:

‖fz,w‖2 = ω(z)2
∫

D

|K(ξ, z)|2|ξ − w|2ω(ξ)2dA(ξ)

=

∫

D(δτ(z))

+

∫

D\D(δτ(z))

ω(z)2|K(ξ, z)|2|ξ − w|2ω(ξ)2dA(ξ).

Since |z − w| < R/C1τ(z) where C1 is defined in Lemma 2.1, (3.2) and the triangle

inequality yield

ω(z)2
∫

D(δτ(z))

|K(ξ, z)|2|ξ − w|2ω(ξ)2dA(ξ)

<
C′

τ(z)2

∫

D(δτ(z))

|ξ − z|2 + |z − w|2
τ(ξ)2

dA(ξ) . 1.

The constant suppressed depends on R,C′ and σ. On the other hand, we have

|z − w| < R

C1
τ(z) <

R

δC1
|z − ξ| for ξ ∈ D \D(δτ(z)).

This, together with (2.3) and (3.2), gives the following inequality:

ω(z)2
∫

D\D(δτ(z))

|K(ξ, z)|2|ξ − w|2ω(ξ)2dA(ξ)

< 2CC′

∫

D\D(δτ(z))

|ξ − z|2 + |z − w|2
τ(z)2τ(ξ)2

(

min(τ(z), τ(ξ))

|ξ − z|

)6

dA(ξ)

.

∫

D\D(δτ(z))

τ(z)2

|ξ − z|4 dA(ξ) ≤
∞
∑

j=0

∫

2jδτ(z)<|z−ξ|≤2j+1δτ(z)

τ(z)2

|ξ − z|4 dA(ξ)

≤
∞
∑

j=0

1

24jδ4τ(z)2
22j+2δ2τ(z)2 . 1.

All constants suppressed in the above depend on R,C,C′ and σ. It completes the proof.

�

Now, we introduce a pseudodistance defined involving the reproducing kernel function:

S(z, w) :=
(

1− |K(z, w)|
‖Kz‖‖Kw‖

)1/2

, z, w ∈ D.

It is known as Skwarczyǹski pseudodistance, which is first introduced by M. Skwarczyǹski

in [19]. To compare the distance S(z, w) and ρτ (z, w), we need the following inequality,

which is shown in [8, Theorem 6.4.3] with its proof:

S(z, w) ≤ M(z, w)
√

K(z, z)
≤

√
2S(z, w), z, w ∈ D(3.3)

where M(z, w) := sup{|f(z)| : f ∈ A2(ω), ‖f‖ = 1, f(w) = 0}. Using this inequal-

ity, we obtain the following comparison of S(z, w) and ρτ (z, w), which is essential to

complete our main results.

Theorem 3.2. Let ω ∈ W . Then there is a constant C3 := C3(C,C
′, C′′, σ) > 0 such

that ρτ (z, w) ≤ C3S(z, w) for z, w ∈ D.
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Proof. By the kernel estimate (3.2), there is a constant C > 0 such that

|K(z, w)|
‖Kz‖‖Kw‖

≤ Ce−σdτ (z,w), z, w ∈ D.

It follows by the inequality above that for dτ (z, w) ≥ R with Ce−σR < 1/4,

1

2
≤ (1− Ce−σdτ (z,w))1/2

1− e−dτ(z,w)
≤ S(z, w)
ρτ (z, w)

.

Now, let’s consider the case of dτ (z, w) < R with τ(z) ≤ τ(w). Applying fz,w(ξ) =
ω(z)K(ξ, z)(ξ − w) in M(z, w) to (3.3), it follows by (1.3) and (3.2) that

S(z, w) & |fz,w(z)|
√

K(z, z)
≥ C′′ |z − w|

τ(z)
& dτ (z, w) ≥ ρτ (z, w);

the constants suppressed above depend on C2 appearing in Lemma 3.1 and C′′. Therefore,

ρτ (z, w) . S(z, w) for any z, w ∈ D. Therefore, we complete our proof. �

Using the result above, we get the following optimal norm estimate for the difference

of the reproducing kernels:

Theorem 3.3. Let ω ∈ W . Then for any z, w ∈ D,

‖Kz −Kw‖2
‖Kz‖2 + ‖Kw‖2

≈ ρτ (z, w)
2.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2, we have

‖Kz −Kw‖2 ≥ ‖Kz‖2 + ‖Kw‖2 − 2|K(z, w)|
= ‖Kz‖2 + ‖Kw‖2 − 2‖Kz‖‖Kw‖(1− S(z, w)2)
≥ (‖Kz‖2 + ‖Kw‖2)S(z, w)2

& (‖Kz‖2 + ‖Kw‖2)ρτ (z, w)2.

Conversely, we first consider the case dτ (z, w) < R where 0 < R < δ2/12(Ce)−
1
M ,

C,M appeared in (2.3). Then |z − w| < δ/6τ(z) by Lemma 2.1, so for |z| ≥ |w|,

‖Kz −Kw‖2 =

∞
∑

n=0

1

‖zn‖2 |z
n − wn|2

.
ρτ (z, w)

2e2η(z)

τ(z)2

∞
∑

n=0

1

‖zn‖2
∫

D(δτ(z))

|ξ|2ne−2η(ξ)dA(ξ),

by Lemma 2.3. Meanwhile, by (3.1), (3.2) and (2.2), we have

∞
∑

n=0

1

‖zn‖2
∫

D(δτ(z))

|ξ|2ne−2η(ξ)dA(ξ) =

∫

D(δτ(z))

‖Kξ‖2e−2η(ξ)dA(ξ)

≈
∫

D(δτ(z))

1

τ(ξ)2
dA(ξ) ≈ 1.

This, together with the kernel estimate (3.2), yields

‖Kz −Kw‖2 . ρτ (z, w)
2‖Kz‖2 for |z| ≥ |w|.

In the same way, we have

‖Kz −Kw‖2 . ρτ (z, w)
2‖Kw‖2 for |z| < |w|.
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This completes the proof for the case dτ (z, w) < R. For dτ (z, w) ≥ R, we easily obtain

from the triangle inequality that

‖Kz −Kw‖2 . ρτ (z, w)
2(‖Kz‖2 + ‖Kw‖2).

Therefore, we complete our proof. �

4. DIFFERENCE OF COMPOSITION OPERATORS

In this section, we prove our main theorem 1.1 and theorem 1.2. To prove the com-

pactness of operators, we have the following convenient compactness criterion for a linear

combination of weighted composition operators acting on the weighted Bergman spaces.

Lemma 4.1. Let L be a linear combination of composition operators and assume that

L : Ap(ω) → Ap(ω) is bounded. Then L : Ap(ω) → Ap(ω) is compact if and only if

Lfk → 0 in Ap(ω) for any bounded sequence {fk} in Ap(ω) such that fk → 0 uniformly

on compact subsets of D.

Lemma 4.2. [17, Lemma 4.1] Let ω ∈ W and ϕ ∈ S(D). If there is a curve γ connecting

to ζ ∈ ∂D and a constant c > 0 such that lim infz→ζ
ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z)) ≥ c where z ∈ γ, then

lim inf
z→ζ

τ(z)

τ(ϕ(z))
≥ min(1, c) for z ∈ γ.

Moreover, if limz→ζ
ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z)) = 0 then lim supz→ζ
τ(z)

τ(ϕ(z)) ≤ 1.

Theorem 4.3. Let ω ∈ W . If Cϕ − Cψ is bounded (compact, resp.) on Ap(ω), then

sup
z∈D

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
2

(

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
+

ω(z)

ω(ψ(z))

)

<∞ (→ 0 as |z| → 1−, resp.).

Proof. Assume that there exists a sequence {zn} such that

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(zn)
2 ω(zn)

ω(ϕ(zn))
→ ∞ as n→ ∞.(4.1)

Then we may assume that limn→∞
ω(zn)

ω(ϕ(zn))
= ∞ with |ϕ(zn)| ≥ |ψ(zn)|. Now, define

the bounded sequence {gn} on Ap(ω):

gn(ξ) =
Kϕ(zn)(ξ)

ω(ϕ(zn))−1τ(ϕ(zn))
−2+ 2

p

.(4.2)

By (1) of Lemma 2.2, Lemma 4.2, Theorem 3.2 and (3.2),

‖(Cϕ − Cψ)gn‖pp ≥
∫

D(δτ(zn))

|gn(ϕ(ξ)) − gn(ψ(ξ))|pω(ξ)pdA(ξ)

& τ(zn)
2|gn(ϕ(zn))− gn(ψ(zn))|pω(zn)p

= |Kϕ(zn)(ϕ(zn))−Kϕ(zn)(ψ(zn))|p
ω(zn)

p

ω(ϕ(zn))−p
τ(zn)

2

τ(ϕ(zn))2(1−p)

&
ω(zn)

p

ω(ϕ(zn))p
τ(zn)

2

τ(ϕ(zn))2

∣

∣

∣

∣

1−
∣

∣

∣

∣

Kϕ(zn)(ψ(zn))

Kϕ(zn)(ϕ(zn))

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

(4.3)

&
ω(zn)

p

ω(ϕ(zn))p

∣

∣

∣

∣

1− |Kϕ(zn)(ψ(zn))|
‖Kϕ(zn)‖‖Kψ(zn)‖

∣

∣

∣

∣

p

&
ω(zn)

p

ω(ϕ(zn))p
ρτ,ϕ,ψ(zn)

2p & 1
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as n → ∞. This yields a contradiction to (4.1) when n → ∞. The compactness part

is immediate from Lemma 4.1 since the sequence {gn} in (4.2) uniformly converges to

0 on compact subsets of D. This time, we assume that there is a boundary point ζ and a

sequence {zn} such that

lim
zn→ζ

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(zn)
2 ω(zn)

ω(ϕ(zn))
6= 0.

Then, limn→∞
ω(zn)

ω(ϕ(zn))
& 1 with |ϕ(zn)| ≥ |ψ(zn)| can be assumed. Thus, by the same

argument with the boundedness part and Lemma 4.1, we derive a contradiction to our

assumption. This completes all our proof. �

From (4.3), we obtain lower bounds of operator norm and the essential operator norm

of Cϕ − Cψ on Ap(ω) promptly. In what follows, we denote the operator norm ‖T ‖Ap(ω)
by ‖T ‖p for simplicity.

Corollary 4.4. Let ω ∈ W . For 0 < p <∞,

‖Cϕ − Cψ‖p & lim sup
ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)→1

(

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
+

ω(z)

ω(ψ(z))

)

.

Proof. Note that |zn| → 1 when ρτ,ϕ,ψ(zn) → 1 as n → ∞. Then limn→∞
τ(zn)

τ(ϕ(zn))
&

1 if limn→∞
ω(zn)

ω(ϕ(zn))
6= 0 by Lemma 4.2. Moreover,

τ(zn)
τ(ϕ(zn))

. 1 in (4.3) when

limn→∞
ω(zn)

ω(ϕ(zn))
= 0 by Lemma 4.2, thus we obtain our desired lower bound from the

proof of Theorem 4.3. �

Corollary 4.5. Let ω ∈ W . For 0 < p <∞,

‖Cϕ − Cψ‖e & lim sup
ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)→1

(

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
+

ω(z)

ω(ψ(z))

)

.

Proof. For any compact operator K on Ap(ω), it follows by Corollary 4.4 that

‖Cϕ − Cψ −K‖p & lim sup
n→∞

|‖(Cϕ − Cψ)gn‖p − ‖Kgn‖p|

= lim sup
n→∞

‖(Cϕ − Cψ)gn‖p,

where gn is as defined in (4.2) with any sequence {zn} converging to 1. The rest of the

proof is the same as the proof of Corollary 4.4. �

As mentioned earlier, not every composition operator is bounded on Ap(ω), so it is

natural to ask of the question when the difference between two composition operators is

bounded on Ap(ω).

Proposition 4.6. Let ω = e−η ∈ W . Then, for 0 < p <∞,

‖Cϕ − Cψ‖p . ‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ‖p + ‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ‖p.
Proof. For ‖f‖p ≤ 1, we write

‖(Cϕ − Cψ)f‖pp
=

∫

E

|(f ◦ ϕ− f ◦ ψ)e−η|pdA+

∫

D\E

|(f ◦ ϕ− f ◦ ψ)e−η|pdA

where

E := {z ∈ D : dτ (ϕ(z), ψ(z)) < R}.(4.4)
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Take 0 < R < δ2/12(Ce)−
1
M where M,C in (2.3). Then by Lemma 2.1,

|ϕ(z)− ψ(z)| < δ/6τ(ϕ(z)) for z ∈ E.

Also, we denote E1 := {z ∈ E : |ϕ(z)| ≥ |ψ(z)|}. Then by Lemma 2.3, we have
∫

E

|(f ◦ ϕ− f ◦ ψ)e−η|pdA

.

∫

E1

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
pepη(ϕ(z))−pη(z)

τ(ϕ(z))2

∫

D(δτ(ϕ(z)))

|fe−η|pdAdA(z)

+

∫

E\E1

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
pepη(ψ(z))−pη(z)

τ(ψ(z))2

∫

D(δτ(ψ(z)))

|fe−η|pdAdA(z).

Therefore, by (2.2), (2.9) and Fubini’s theorem, we have
∫

E

|(f ◦ φ− f ◦ ψ)e−η|pdA

.

∫

D

|f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p
∫

ϕ−1(D(δτ(ξ)))

χE1
(z)ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)

p

τ(ϕ(z))2
e−pη(z)

e−pη(ϕ(z))
dA(z)dA(ξ)

+

∫

D

|f(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p
∫

ψ−1(D(δτ(ξ)))

χE\E1
(z)ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)

p

τ(ψ(z))2
e−pη(z)

e−pη(ψ(z))
dA(z)dA(ξ)

. sup
ξ∈D

µρτ,ϕ,ψ ,ϕ,p(D(δτ(ξ)))

τ(ξ)2
+ sup
ξ∈D

µρτ,ϕ,ψ ,ψ,p(D(δτ(ξ)))

τ(ξ)2

. ‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ‖pp + ‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ‖pp.(4.5)

Since ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z) ≥ 1− e−R on D \ E, we have
∫

Ec
|f ◦ ϕ− f ◦ ψ|pe−pηdA .

∫

Ec
(|f ◦ ϕ|p + |f ◦ ψ|p)ρpτ,ϕ,ψe−pηdA

≤ ‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕf‖pp + ‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCψf‖pp(4.6)

for all f ∈ Ap(ω). By (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain the asserted inequality. �

In the same way as the proof of Proposition 4.6, we can obtain the following sufficient

condition for the compactness of Cϕ − Cψ immediately.

Proposition 4.7. Let ω = e−η ∈ W and 0 < p < ∞. If ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ and ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ are

compact from Ap(ω) into Lp(ωdA) then Cϕ − Cψ is compact on Ap(ω).

Proof. Consider a sequence {fk} converging to 0 weakly on Ap(ω) when k → ∞. We

claim that the following integral vanishes as k → ∞,

‖fk ◦ ϕ− fk ◦ ψ‖pp
=

∫

E

|fk ◦ ϕ− fk ◦ ψ|pe−pηdA+

∫

D\E

|fk ◦ ϕ− fk ◦ ψ|pe−pηdA(4.7)

where the set E is as defined in (4.4). First, we easily see that the second integral of (4.7)

vanishes as k → ∞ by (4.6) and Lemma 4.1. Thus, we only need to verify that the first

integral of (4.7) converges to 0. Since ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ and ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ are compact on Ap(ω),
there is r(ǫ) > 0 such that for r < |ξ| < 1,

1

τ(ξ)2

(

∫

ϕ−1(D(δτ(ξ)))

ρpτ,ϕ,ψ
e−pη

e−p(η◦ϕ)
dA+

∫

ψ−1(D(δτ(ξ)))

ρpτ,ϕ,ψ
e−pη

e−p(η◦ψ)
dA

)

< ǫ.
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Using the same method in Proposition 4.6, the first integral of (4.7) is dominated by
∫

E

|(fk ◦ ϕ− fk ◦ ψ)e−η|pdA

.

∫

D

|fk(ξ)|pe−pη(ξ)
∫

ϕ−1(D(δτ(ξ)))

χE1
(z)ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)

p

τ(ϕ(z))2
e−pη(z)

e−pη(ϕ(z))
dA(z)dA(ξ)

+

∫

D

|fk(ξ)e−η(ξ)|p
∫

ψ−1(D(δτ(ξ)))

χE\E1
(z)ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)

p

τ(ψ(z))2
e−pη(z)

e−pη(ψ(z))
dA(z)dA(ξ)

. ǫ

∫

D\rD

|fk|pe−pηdA+ (‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ‖pp + ‖ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ‖pp)
∫

rD

|fk|pe−pηdA.

Therefore, we can make the integration above small when k → ∞, so we complete our

proof. �

We have shown the implications (3) =⇒ (1) and (1) =⇒ (2) of Theorem 1.2 in

Proposition 4.7 and Theorem 4.3, respectively. Now, we remain to prove the implica-

tion (2) =⇒ (3) of Theorem 1.2. The following lemma is an improved version of [17,

Lemma 3.1].

Lemma 4.8. Let ω ∈ W and u be a measurable function on D. If Cϕ be bounded on

Ap(ω) for some 0 < p <∞ and s > 1,

lim
|z|→1−

u(z)s
ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
= 0

then uCϕ : Ap(ω) → Lp(ωdA) is compact for 0 < p <∞.

Proof. For any ξ ∈ ϕ−1(D(δτ(z))),

δc1(1− |z|) > δτ(z) ≥ |ϕ(ξ) − z| ≥ 1− |ϕ(ξ)| − (1− |z|).
This, together with the Schwartz pick theorem, yields

1− |ξ| . 1− |ϕ(ξ)| . 1− |z|.
For given ǫ > 0 and s > 1, we take 1− |z| < r with a sufficiently small r > 0 so that

u(ξ)s
ω(ξ)

ω(ϕ(ξ))
< ǫ on ϕ−1(D(δτ(z))).

This yields

ω−p[upωpdA] ◦ ϕ−1(D(δτ(z))) =

∫

ϕ−1(D(δτ(z)))

u(ξ)p
ω(ξ)p

ω(ϕ(ξ))p
dA(ξ)

=

∫

ϕ−1(D(δτ(z)))

(

u(ξ)s
ω(ξ)

ω(ϕ(ξ))

)

p
s
(

ω(ξ)

ω(ϕ(ξ))

)p(1− 1
s )
dA(ξ)

. ǫ
p
s

∫

ϕ−1(D(δτ(z)))

(

ω(ξ)

ω(ϕ(ξ))

)p(1− 1
s )
dA(ξ)

. ǫ
p
s τ(z)2.

The last inequality is from Theorem 2.4 since Cϕ is bounded on Ap(ω) for all 0 < p <∞
eventually by Remark 2.5. This, together with the Carleson measure theorem, completes

our proof. �
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Remark 4.9. If the measurable function u is bounded on D in Lemma 4.8, we can see that

s = 1 can be included in the proof. For details, you can refer to the proof in [17, Lemma

3.1]. So, applying u = ρτ,ϕ,ψ, we easily obtain the following result.

Corollary 4.10. Let ω ∈ W and 0 < p <∞. Suppose Cϕ, Cψ are bounded on Ap(ω). If

for s ≥ 1

lim
|z|→1

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
s

(

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
+

ω(z)

ω(ψ(z))

)

= 0

then ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ and ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ are compact from Ap(ω) into Lp(ωdA).

Combining Proposition 4.7, Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.10, we complete the proof of

Theorem 1.2.

5. EXAMPLE

Recall that ϕ has a finite angular derivative ϕ′(ζ) at a boundary point ζ if we denote

ϕ(ζ) := ∠ limz→ζ ϕ(z),

ϕ′(ζ) := ∠ lim
z→ζ

z∈Γ(ζ,α)

ϕ(z)− ϕ(ζ)

z − ζ
<∞ for each α > 1

whereΓ(ζ, α) = {z ∈ D : |z−ζ| < α(1−|z|)}. It is well-known as the Julia-Caratheodory

Theorem that

|ϕ′(ζ)| = lim inf
z→ζ

1− |ϕ(z)|
1− |z| <∞.(5.1)

In [9], Kriete and MacCluer gave the characterization for the boundedness and the com-

pactness of Cϕ with respect to the angular derivative of ϕ as follows: Cϕ is unbounded on

A2(ω) if there exists a boundary point ζ such that |ϕ′(ζ)| < 1. Moreover,

Cϕ is compact on A2(ω) ⇐⇒ |ϕ′(ζ)| > 1, ∀ζ ∈ ∂D.(5.2)

The following Lemma shows the relation between the value of
ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z)) near the boundary

point ζ and |ϕ′(ζ)|.

Lemma 5.1. [17, Lemma 2.9] Let ω ∈ W . If limz→ζ
ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z)) = 0 for ζ ∈ ∂D then

|ϕ′(ζ)| > 1.

Consider two analytic self-maps ϕ and ψ having finite angular derivatives at ζ. We say

that ϕ and ψ have the same M order data at ζ if ϕ, ψ are M -th continuously differentiable

at ζ and ϕ(n)(ζ) = ψ(n)(ζ) for n = 0, 1, . . . ,M .

For k > 0, it is said that ϕ(D) has order of contact at most k with ∂D if for each ζ ∈ ∂D
there is a neighborhood N (ζ) ∩ D centered at ζ so that

inf

{

1− |ϕ(z)|
|ϕ(ζ) − ϕ(z)|k : z ∈ N (ζ) ∩D

}

> 0.

Proposition 5.2. Let ω = e−η ∈ W and ϕ, ψ ∈ S(D). Suppose there exists the smallest

integer m ≥ 1 satisfying
τ(r)

(1−r)m & 1 and ϕ, ψ are M -th continuously differentiable at ζ

for M ≥ 1. If ϕ, ψ have the same M order data at ζ and ϕ has order of contact at most
M
m at ζ then limz→ζ ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z) = 0.
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Proof. Assume that ϕ(ζ) = ψ(ζ), ϕ(n)(ζ) = ψ(n)(ζ), n = 1, . . . ,M , then by the Taylor

expansions of ϕ and ψ, we have

ϕ(z)− ψ(z) = h(z)

where h(z) = o(|z − ζ|M ). Since τ(ϕ(z)) & (1− |ϕ(z))m and ϕ has order of contact Mm
at ζ, we obtain

|ϕ(z)− ψ(z)|
τ(ϕ(z))

.
|h(z)|

|ϕ(z)− ϕ(ζ)|M
|ϕ(z)− ϕ(ζ)|M
(1− |ϕ(z)|)m

.
|h(z)|

|z − ζ|M −→ 0

when z → ζ. Thus, we complete our proof by (1.3). �

We remark that the case m = 1 of the result above implies the standard weight case,

which was shown in [12]. In conjunction with Theorem 1.2, the following result can be

obtained immediately from Proposition 5.2.

Corollary 5.3. Let ω = e−η ∈ W and Cϕ, Cψ be bounded on Ap(ω). Let

F := {ζ ∈ ∂D : |ϕ′(ζ)| = |ψ′(ζ)| = 1}.

Suppose there exists the smallest integer m ≥ 1 satisfying
τ(r)

(1−r)m & 1 and ϕ, ψ are M -th

continuously differentiable at ζ ∈ F for M ≥ 1. If ϕ, ψ have the same M order data at

ζ ∈ F and ϕ has order of contact at most Mm at ζ ∈ F thenCϕ−Cψ is compact onAp(ω).

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, if |ϕ′(ζ)| ≤ 1 then limz→ζ
ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z)) 6= 0. Since Cϕ, Cψ are

bounded, there is no boundary point ζ such that |ϕ′(ζ)| < 1. Thus, it suffices to show

that lim supz→ζ ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z) = 0 for ζ ∈ F by Theorem 1.2. Therefore, it complete the

proof by Proposition 5.2. �

Finally, we provide an example showing that Cϕ and Cψ are not compact on A2(ω) but

their difference is compact.

Example 5.4. Consider the Bergman space having the weight ω(z) = e−
1

1−|z| . Put

ϕ(z) =
1 + z2

2
and ψ(z) = ϕ(z) + ǫ(1− z2)5, 0 < ǫ <

1

28
.

Then Cϕ and Cψ are not compact on A2(ω) but Cϕ − Cψ is compact.

Proof. First, we note that the following estimates hold:

ψ(z) = ϕ(z) + 32ǫ(1− ϕ(z))5 and 1− |ϕ(z)|2 ≥ |1− ϕ(z)|2, z ∈ D.(5.3)

Thus, ψ ∈ S(D) since for 0 < ǫ < 2−8,

|ψ(z)| ≤ |ϕ(z)|+ 32ǫ(1− |ϕ(z)|2)2 ≤ 1.(5.4)

Here, we note that |ϕ(ζ)| = |ψ(ζ)| = 1 only when ζ = 1,−1. Thus, we easily obtain that

lim
z→ζ 6=1,−1

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
= lim
z→ζ 6=1,−1

ω(z)

ω(ψ(z))
= 0.

Moreover, |ϕ′(ζ)|, |ψ′(ζ)| > 1 when ζ 6= 1,−1 by Lemma 5.1. On the other hand, since

|ϕ′(1)| = |ϕ′(−1)| = 1 = lim supz→1,−1
1−|z|

1−|ϕ(z)| by (5.1) and

|ϕ(z)| − |z|
(1− |z|)(1− |ϕ(z)|) ≤ 1

2

(1− |z|)2
(1 − |z|)(1− |ϕ(z)|) ≤ 1

2

1− |z|
1− |ϕ(z)| ,(5.5)
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we have

lim sup
z→1,−1

ω(z)

ω(ϕ(z))
= lim sup

z→1,−1
exp

( |ϕ(z)| − |z|
(1 − |z|)(1− |ϕ(z)|)

)

≤ lim sup
z→1,−1

exp

(

1

2

1− |z|
1− |ϕ(z)|

)

<∞.

Likewise, by (5.4) and (5.5), we have

|ψ(z)| − |z|
(1− |z|)(1− |ψ(z)|) ≤ |ϕ(z)| − |z|+ 4(1− |z|+ |z| − |ϕ(z)|)2

(1 − |z|)(1− |ψ(z)|)

≤ 1/2(1− |z|)2 + 8(1− |z|)2 + 8(|ϕ(z)| − |z|)2
(1 − |z|)(1− |ψ(z)|)

.
(1 − |z|)2

(1− |z|)(1− |ψ(z)|) =
1− |z|

1− |ψ(z)| .

Thus, lim supz→1,−1
ω(z)

ω(ψ(z)) <∞ since |ψ′(1)| = |ψ′(−1)| = 1 = lim supz→1,−1
1−|z|

1−|ψ(z)| .

Therefore, we have proved thatCϕ andCψ are bounded onA2(ω) but they are not compact

by (1.2) and (5.2). Furthermore, it is easily checked that ϕ, ψ have the same 4-order data

at 1,−1 and ϕ has order of contact at most 2 from (5.3). Letting τ(z) = (1 − |z|)3/2, we

conclude Cϕ − Cψ is compact on A2(ω) by Corollary 5.3.

�

6. HILBERT-SCHMIDT DIFFERENCE

Let H1 and H2 be Hilbert spaces. Recall that a bounded linear operator T : H1 → H2

is Hilbert-Schmidt if

‖T ‖HS =

∞
∑

n=0

‖Ten‖2 <∞

where {en} is an arbitrary orthonormal basis for the Hilbert space H1. Thus, using the

definition of the reproducing kernel (3.1), we easily obtain the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of

uCϕ on A2(ω),

‖uCϕ‖HS =

∞
∑

n=1

∫

D

|u(z)|2|en(ϕ(z))|2ω(z)2dA

=

∫

D

|u(z)|2‖Kϕ(z)‖2ω(z)2dA(z).(6.1)

Lemma 6.1. Let ω ∈ W and u be a measurable function on D. Then

‖u(Cϕ − Cψ)‖2HS =

∫

D

|u(z)|2‖Kϕ(z) −Kψ(z)‖2ω(z)2dA(z).
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Proof. Consider an arbitrary orthonormal basis {en} for A2(ω). By the definition of the

Hilbert-Schmidt norm and the reproducing kernel of A2(ω), it follows that

∞
∑

n=0

‖(uCϕ − uCψ)en‖2

=

∞
∑

n=0

[‖uen(ϕ)‖2 + ‖uen(ψ)‖2 − 2Re 〈uen(ϕ), uen(ψ)〉ω ]

=

∫

D

|u(z)|2
∞
∑

n=0

[

|en(ϕ(z))|2 + |en(ψ(z))|2 − 2Re en(ϕ(z))en(ψ(z))
]

ω(z)2dA(z)

=

∫

D

|u(z)|2(‖Kϕ(z)‖2 + ‖Kψ(z)‖2 − 2ReK(ϕ(z), ψ(z)))ω(z)2dA(z)

=

∫

D

|u(z)|2‖Kϕ(z) −Kψ(z)‖2ω(z)2dA(z).

�

Using Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 3.3, we obtain a Hilbert-Schmidt norm estimate for

Cϕ − Cψ on A2(ω) involving the distance ρτ,ϕ,ψ as follows.

Proposition 6.2. Let ω = e−η ∈ W . Then

‖Cϕ − Cψ‖2HS ≈
∫

D

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
2(‖Kϕ(z)‖2 + ‖Kψ(z)‖2)ω(z)2dA(z).

Now, from (6.1) and Proposition 6.2, we obtain the following result promptly.

Theorem 6.3. Let ω ∈ W . Then ρτ,ϕ,ψCϕ, ρτ,ϕ,ψCψ are Hilbert-Schmidt operators from

A2(ω) into L2(ωdA) if and only if Cϕ − Cψ is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator on A2(ω).

Finally, we close this section with observing the path components of CHS(A2(ω)),
which denotes the space of all composition operators on A2(ω) endowed with topology

induced by the metric:

d(Cϕ, Cψ) :=

{

‖Cϕ−Cψ‖HS
1+‖Cϕ−Cψ‖HS

, ‖Cϕ − Cψ‖HS <∞
1, ‖Cϕ − Cψ‖HS = ∞.

It is said that Cϕ, Cψ are in the same path component of CHS(A2(ω)) if there exists a

continuous path Cγ(s) with respect to s in CHS(A2(ω)) such that γ(0) = ϕ, γ(1) = ψ.

Define the set

U(Cϕ) := {Cψ : ‖Cϕ − Cψ‖HS <∞}.
In the same sense, U(Cϕ) is said to be a linearly connected component if C(1−s)ϕ+sψ is

continuous with respect to s in CHS(A2(ω)) for every Cψ ∈ U(Cϕ). Now, we will prove

that the set U(Cϕ) is a linearly connected component of Cϕ in CHS(A2(ω)). [6] and [4]

contain some results for the connected component of the space of composition operators

acting on the Hardy and the standard weighted Bergman spaces under the Hilbert-Schmidt

norm topologies, respectively.

Lemma 6.4. Let ω ∈ W . For z, w ∈ D, denote zs := (1− s)z + sw for s ∈ [0, 1]. Then

ρτ (zs, zt) ≤ Cρτ (z, w)

where C > 0 is independent of s, t.
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Proof. We first consider the case dτ (z, w) < R. By Lemma 2.1, there exists 0 < C1 < 1
satisfying

dτ (zs, zt) ≤
|zt − zs|

min(τ(zs), τ(zt))
≤ |s− t||z − w|

min(τ(z), τ(w))
≤ 1

C1
dτ (z, w).

Moreover, it is clear that ρτ (zs, zt) ≤ 1
1−e−R ρτ (z, w) for dτ (z, w) ≥ R. This completes

the proof. �

Theorem 6.5. Let ω ∈ W . Then Cϕ − Cψ is Hilbert-Schmidt on A2(ω) if and only if Cϕ
and Cψ lie in the same path component of CHS(A2(ω)).

Proof. Assume that there exists a continuous path Cγ(s) : [0, 1] → CHS(A2(ω)). Then

Cγ(s) is uniformly continuous on [0, 1] so that given ǫ > 0, there is a partition {s0 =
0, s1, . . . , sN−1, sN = 1} ⊂ [0, 1] such that ‖Cγ(si) − Cγ(si+1)‖HS < ǫ for all i =

0, 1, . . . , N − 1. Thus Cϕ − Cψ is Hilbert-Schmidt on A2(ω) by the triangle inequality.

To show the necessity, we will show that

lim
t→s

‖Cϕs − Cϕt‖HS = 0

when ϕs = (1− s)ϕ+ sψ for 0 ≤ s ≤ 1. Since |ϕs(z)| ≤ max(|ϕ(z)|, |ψ(z)|) and ‖Kz‖
increases with |z| by (3.2), we have ‖Kϕs(z)‖ . ‖Kϕ(z)‖ + ‖Kψ(z)‖. Therefore, using

the results of Lemma 6.1, Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 6.4, we have

‖Cϕs − Cϕt‖HS .

∫

D

ρτ,ϕs,ϕt(z)
2(‖Kϕs(z)‖2 + ‖Kϕt(z)‖2)ω(z)2dA(z)(6.2)

.

∫

D

ρτ,ϕ,ψ(z)
2(‖Kϕ(z)‖2 + ‖Kψ(z)‖2)ω(z)2dA(z) <∞.

By the Dominated Convergence Theorem, (6.2) vanishes when t → s for ρτ,ϕs,ϕt(z) →
0. �

The inequality above gives the following result immediately.

Corollary 6.6. Let ω ∈ W . Define ϕs = (1 − s)ϕ + sψ for 0 ≤ s ≤ 1. Then Cϕ − Cψ
is Hilbert-Schmidt on A2(ω) if and only if Cϕs − Cϕt is Hilbert-Schmidt on A2(ω) for

0 ≤ s, t ≤ 1.
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