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A COUNTEREXAMPLE OF THE FREDHOLM OF TOEPLITZ
OPERATOR

LIU HUA AND ZHANG XINYANG

ABSTRACT. In this paper we study the essential spectra of the Toeplitz operator on the
Hardy space H'. We give a counterexample to show that the Toeplitz operator with
symbol is not Fridholm, which give a counterexample to the conjecture by J.A. Virtanen
J A in 2006.

1. INTRODUCTION
Denote by D the unit disc in C and T its boundary. Let f(¢) € LP(p > 1). Define

1 f(t
Pf(z) = Q—M/qrmdt’ |z < 1,
and
Qf(z) = - [ g 151

2mt Jpt — 2
For t € T, denote by Pf(t) = lim, s ,ep Pf(2) and Qf(t) = lim,_y; ,ep Q@ f(2). Denote by
HP(T) the Hardy space and H{(T) the collections of the Hardy functions which vanishing
at 0. In the following, we prefer to H}(T) The Toeplitz operator T, with the symbol
a € L™ is defined by

T,: HP(T) — HP(T), f~ P(af).

When 1 < p < oo and a € L*®(T), the Toeplitz operator T, is bounded on HP(T).
Moreover, if a is continuous, the Fredholm properties of T, is well known: T, is Fredholm
if and only a is nowhere zero(see [I]). When p = 1, it is much more complex. The Toeplitz
operator T, with symbol a is bounded on H' if and only if a € L™ and Qa € BMO,,,
[8, 9}, 10]. But it is more difficult to consider the Fredhlolmness of T, on H*', [3,[4]. In [4],
J.A. Vertanen conjectured that the Fredholmness of T, still holds for continuous symbol
a satisfying Qa € BMO),.

In this paper, we give an example a(z) = (1 —In(1+2))/(1—In(1+27")) to disapprove
the Vertanen’s conjecture. We give the outline of the proof as follows.

Notice that a is continuous on T since a — 1 and In a are equivalent infinitesimal when
z tends to —1 on T. Obviously, inda = 0, here inda is the index of a is continuous on T.

2000 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary: 42B20,43A65, 44A15; Secondary: 22D30, 30E25,
30G35, 32A35.
Key words and phrases. Hardy space, Toeplitz operator, continuous symbol, BMOjqg.


http://arxiv.org/abs/2503.08590v1

2 LIU HUA AND ZHANG XINYANG

First we will prove that Ina™, Ina™ satisfy the assumption of the Vertanen’s conjecture,
i.e., both Pa and Qa are BMO,,, functions, by approximate their derivative. Then we
show that the kernel of T, is 0 and its image is dense in (i.e. closure is) H'(T). Finally,
we construct a function in H*(T) which has no preimage of T, in H'(T). These two facts
indicate that the image of T, is closed in H'(T), i.e, T, is not Fredholm.

The second author is the main contributor to this paper.

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In this article we choose the continuous branch of the argument function arg such
that arg(z) € (—m, x| for z € C. And the the logarithm function takes is defined by
Imin(z) = arg(z) on C\{z|Rez < 0,Imz = 0}. We denote § = 6(z) = arg(z) for
z# —|z| and ¥ = ¥(z) = arg(—z) for z # |z|.

Ezxample 2.1. We consider a function a = a®/a~ on the unit circle T, in which a*(2) =
1 —In(1+ 2) analytic in C\{z|Rez < —1,Imz = 0} and ¢ (2) = 1 — In(1 + 27!) analytic
in C\{z|] —1 < Rez < 0,Imz = 0}. Since Reat(z) =1—-In|l+2 >1—-1In2 >0
for - € DUT\{-1}, while Rea=({) =1 —In|1+¢t7} >1—-1In2 > 0 for t € T\{-1}.
Then we have that In(¢) = Ina™(¢t) — Ina(¢) holds on T\{—1} in the sense of main
value, which is a pure imagine odd function of 6 € (—m, 7). When z = —exp(iv)) tends
to —1 on T, Reln(1l + 2) = In(2sin(|?| /2)) which is equivalent infinity of In ||, while
ImIn(1l + 2z) = 0/2 tends to £7/2 respectively when ¢ tends to —1 from above or below.
Thus both a* and a~ are belong to L'(T).
Since In(1 4 t) has only weak singularity at —1, we have that

In(1+¢
1n(1+z):/Mdt, zeD,
T t—z

i.e. a™ € HY(T). Similar argument gives a~ € H'C\ D C H'(T). Moreover when t € D
tends to —1 from above or below, Relna® = Relna~ are equivalent to In(—In|?9]),
while ImIna™ = —ImIna™ are equivalent to +7/21In(|9]). Ina™(¢) still has anly weak
singularity at —1. We again obtain that Ina™ belongs to H!(T) and Ina~ belongs to
H(T), respectively.

Furthermore, 1/a™ € H®(T) and 1/a~ € H>(T). All of them are continuous at
T\{—1} with the logarithmic singularity at —1. Moreover In a(t) tends to 0 and equivalent

to ﬂ:% when t tends to —1 from above or below.

Let the connecting arc I C T (we also call I by the interval). Without confusion, we
assume —1 ¢ I and identity I with the real set {6 € [0,27),e" € I}. Let f(z) € HY,
denote by

R
= [ Lreias

and

Mmquﬁﬁuw%—mw.
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Example 2.2. Let I = [0,d].

MO(Inz) = é/|lnﬁ—é/ln§d§|dm
I I

1
= —/\ln:c—lnd+1|d:c:26_1
d Jr

In this paper we need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.3. Let f(x) be a bounded variation function on I = [0, d| with the total variation
Vi(f). We obtain.

Mor(f) < 3Vi(/).

Proof. Let I = [a,b] C [O,d] and f(z) € C'[a,b]. We obtain

[ 15~ slar = |H/ Fo)at] ds

dx

'(s)ds)dt

1/t
d:)s+—/
11 Ja

s)dsdt s)dsdt|dx

= T4+1I.
Notice that

! s)dsdt‘ < /: /:c |f'(s)|dsdt

- [ G-l

a

Cs [ el e
_ III/ / (s — a)|f/(s)|da)ds

- / (s — a)(b— 5)|f(s)\ds.

we have

Similarly, we also have
b

H<— [ (s—a)b—s)|f(s)|ds.

a
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By (??), Bland (2 we obtain

@ = silde < u|/ D)~ )7 (5)lds
< / 2(s — a)(b — 5)| f/(5)\ds

1 fP(s—a+b—1s)?
< m/@ = (sl

b
- %/ \f’(s)|ds§%‘/l(f)a

which gives (2.3)).
UJ

Remark. We only proved ([23) for f € C'[a,b] because it is enough for this article. In
general, let f be a bounded variation function. Since f(x) is Riemann integrable, apply
the Abel summation formula to the Riemann summation of the concerned integral, we
can complete the proof of the lemma by Riemann summation and Ablel formula.

Definition 2.4. Bl A function f is in BMOy, if f € L'(T) and

4T
Hf“log SuPlg| |MO[(f)<+OO,
where the supremum is taken over all arcs I of T. The space BMO,, is a Banach space

under the norm ||f|[pyoy, = 371/ f(€)d0] + 1] hos-

In the next section, We will show that In(—In(|z|)) and sgn(z)/In(|z|) are BMOj, in
the neighbourhood of x = 0. Ina™’ and Ina™ seem to be BMO),, as they are equivalent
infinity of In(—In |x|). However, equivalent infinity is not enough to keep the BMO),,
property. In order to prove it we should estimate their variety and conjecture BMO)qq
property keeps if the variety of a function is controlled by a BMO,, function everywhere.

3. BMOygspace

Lemma 3.1. If real functions f and g on interval I = [a,b] satisfy 0 < |f(x1) — f(xq)] <
lg(z1) — g(2)| for all pair of points x1,x9 € I, then MO;(f) < 2MO;(g). Moreover, if
f and g are monotaneous, then MO;(f) < MOy(g).

Proof. Consider y* = inf{g(z)|x € I and g(z) > g;}, and y~ = sup{g(z)|z € I and g(z) <
gr}, let 0 < XA < 1 such that \y* + (1 — ANy~ = g7, and 27,29 € I such that both
0<g(z1) —yT <eand 0 <y~ — g(z2) < e hold. Denote by y = Af(x1) + (1 — \) f(xa).



TOEPLITZ OPERATOR 5
Notice that [,(f(z) — fr)dz =0, if y < f; we have
/I @)~ filde = 2 / (F(x) - fi)*de
< 9 / (f(z) - y)*d
< 2 / AF(@) = F) + (1= N (F(x) — Fle)) )de

or if y > f; we have

i@ =tildr = 2 [(70) = iy

In the above either cases we obtain
Jir@ = silde < 2 [ = el + (1= X |F(@) = flaz) o
< 2 [(Nlata) = glen)| + (1= ) lo(o) = aa) o
< 2 [ o) =57+ (1= V) ]ala) =] + o

= 2/}(}9@) -yt —-(1- )\)y“ + €)d.

The last identity is due to that either g(z) > y* or g(x) < y~. In short, MO(f) <
Q(MO[(Q) + 6).
When f and g are monotaneously increasing functions. Then there exists xy such that

/I (@) = Fla)) + (1= N (f(z) — () ")da
/ (A(g(x) — g(z))" + (1= N (g(a) — glw2))")de

1

IN

IN

/ (A(g(x) —y)" + (1= N(g() — y)* + ),

1
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and

/ (@) = Fle) + (1= N (@) — f(a2) )de

1

< /(A(g(fﬂ) —g(@1))” + (1 = A)(g(x) — g(x2)) " )dx

1

< [ = y") + (1= Nlgw) ~y ) +

I
Similarly, we obtain

/ (Ag(x) —y)" + (1= N (g(x) — )" )de

1

_ / (Mg(@) = y")™ + (1= N(gla) = y7))da

- / (o) = M — (1= Ny~ |)de/2.

Another proof is 2y € I such that g(x¢) < g; for I : x < x¢ and g(xg) > g; for I; : = < x,
hence y* and y~ are just the right and left limit of g at xg, respectively. Take z; = xg
and zo = x;. Denote by I} = {z € [,z < zo} and I, = {x € I,z < xp}. It is easy to
check that f(z) < g(z) —g(a™) + f(a™) and hence f; < g;. Then we have

Ju@ =i = [ - sy

I I

= [ O = 1)+ (1= N(a) - s
< [ 006 = @) + 0= (7) ~ fa)ie
< [ Otota) = @) + (1= Noa7) = )i
- [ - g

/ (f(:v)l —yytda= [ (1) = s

and [,(f(x) — y)~dz = [, (f(z) — y)dr. 0

Corollary 3.2. If real functions f and g on interval I = |a,b] satisfy ||f'(z)] < ¢'(z),

Proof. It is easy to check by Lemma [3.1] since
X2 T2 €2
[f(@1) = f)l = [ f(z)da| < / |f'(x)|dz < / g'(x)dz = g(x2) — g(21)
1 1 1

T
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for 1,29 € I and 21 < 5. O

Proposition 3.3. If even real function f(x) satisfies | f'(x)| < — |z| ' In™" |z when 0 <
2| <6 < Texp(—1), then MO(f) < —8etIn~Y(|I| /2) for every interval I C [—0,0].
Moreover if f(x) is monotaneous on 0 < x < § then the 8 above can be reduced to 4.

Proof. Let I = [6;,6,]. Recall that —2~'In"" 2 is decreasing for 0 < z < e™'. If § > 0
then

[f'z+a) < —(@+38)" ' In (z+4)
< —z'inTH(2)
< —In" Mzt =(=In"t | Inx)

for z € [0, |I]] since = + 6; < e~'. By and (I3)) Corollary B2, we obtain
MO;(f) = MOy m(f(z +d))
< =2~ ([I[)MOyg p (In(z)) = —de™ ' In~*(|1])

1
= 8! < —8etInY(|1] /2).
8e TR 8e " In""(|I]/2)

In the case —d, < §; < 0, we define the piecewise function g(z) on [0, |I]] valued f(z/2)
when © < —2§; and f(x + ¢;) when x > —26;,. Now

g(x) < —o ' (w/2) < — 7N (|1] /2)27

when r < —2¢;, and
Jd@) < —(x+8) ' In Nz +6) < -2 In"Hx/2) < —2InY(|1] /2)z!

when = > —26;. Notice that
S -5, 5

f(x)de — f@)de+ [ f(z)dz
o o —4;
1]

-5
_ 2/ f@yde+ | fla+8)de
0

—26;

_ /0 @ /_ ;lg(:v)dzzz /0 " e

MO;(f)

We obtin

MOy, r1)(9)
—4In~!(|1] /2)MOyg 7 (In(z))
—8e tIn~!(|1]/2).

IN



8 LIU HUA AND ZHANG XINYANG

Proposition 3.4. If function (not required real) f(x) is continuous at 0 and satisfies
1/ (2)] < |z| " In"2 2| when 0 < |z| < &6 < exp(—2), then MO (f) < In"*(—1In(|I] /2))
for all I C [-4,4].

Proof. Denote by V;(f) the total variation of f(z) on I, then MO;(f) < Vi(f)/2. Since
f is absolutely continuous on I, then V;(f) = [, |f'(x)| dz and we have

MOKS) < Vi) = [ If @)l de
< [ lal el

< [ el el
[0,]1]/2]

= In~'(=1In(|1] /2)),

the last unequal holds because comparing [0, |1] /2] with [6;, &+ || /2] and [6; +|I] /2, 6+
|I|] when &, > 0, or [—4;, |I] /2] with [|I|/2,6,] when —6, < &, < 0. O
Theorem 3.5. a is BMOyos on T
Proof. According to the two propositions above, the problem of checking BM Oy, property
is converted to comparing the derivatives with — |z| ™" In~!(|z|) or |z|~" In~2(|z|).
It is easy to check that

dIn(at(—e™®))

dz

= —i(l— e‘ix)_l(l —In(1 — e(m))_1
~ o7 "t x|

as x — 0. Moreover ‘WG have
AR (s 2)((1 - (2sin(je] /2)))
/2~ Ja] /2)°)((cos(a) — 1)1~ In(2sin«] /2))
+(—sin(z))(x — sgn(z)m)/2)
~ /2 e
as x — 0. By (I8) and (I9) we obtain

dReln(a™(—e™)) i ]
dx

as v — 0.

Take an arbitray 8 small enough that |[dReIn(a*(— exp(iz)))/dz| < —My|z| ' In~! ||,
denote M; = max|g<r—s/2 |dReln(a™ (exp(if)))/db)|, for arc I C T if |I| > 6/2 then
MO;(Reln(a%)) < 2 [ |In(a™(exp(i0)))|d/(6/2), if T C {exp(if) : §/2 —7 < 0 <
m — 6/2} then MOj(Reln(a™)) < My |I|/2, if I C {—exp(iz)] —9d < x < ¢} then
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MO(Reln(a™)) < —4dexp(—1)Moln—1(|I| /2), thus Reln(a®) = Reln(a™) is BM O
on T and ImIn(a™) = —ImlIn(a™) = In(a)/2i is similar, and so does a since

Vi(a) = /‘da(—eix)/d:z‘d:z
_ / (=€) dn(a(—e*)) /dz| da
= /I‘dln(a(—e”))/d:z‘d:z

O

Now we will prove that Qa is BM O, for which we first give a simple representation of
Qa. Denote by f(z) = f(271). We have

@NE) = o= [ L et = By + i [ LY

21 Tt_z T t

—=dt + fo,

where fy = T @dt. Thus we obtain

2mi

Qa(z) = a — Pa(z) = a — ﬁ(z) — a — Qa(z) + ao.

Recall that a* = a~ = 1 —In(1 + 27") is also analytic in D\{z| —1 < Rez < 0, Imz = 0},
splitting into two branches at {z] — 1 < Rez < 0,Imz = 0} and has weak (logarithmic
order) singularity near 0. Denote by Ly . respectively the upper and lower sides of the
interval [—1, —¢|, L, the circle with the radius of € centered on O, which directions are set
to correspond to the part of the boundary of D\{z| — 1 < Rez < 0,Imz = 0}.

By Cauchy theorem we obtain

/ L-In(l+th)
T+LT_ +Le+L; . (t—2z)(1—In(1+1)) ’

It is easy to check that

1-—In(1+¢77) [ 271
/LT5+L15 (t—2)(1 —In(1+ t))dt B /_1 (t—2)(1—1In(1+ t))dt

and

1—1In(1+¢1) In(l+e!)+7—1
Z;@—@u—ma+wﬂ4§2Wm—au—mu—oy
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Recall that ([3) tends to 0 as € — 0. We have
. 1 1—In(1+¢1)
Qalz) = _ﬁ/qr (t—2)(1 —In(1 + 1))
1 1—In(1+¢t1) it
27T'l LT,E+L6+L17,E (t — Z)(]_ — ln(l —+ t))

€ 21
-/ 0 oy oW

dt

0 dt
B [4@—au—ma+wy

Hence we obtain

d . 0 dt
1= = /1(t—z)2(1—1n(1+t))

. 0 dt
z +/1 =L+ 01 —In(l+1))?

Let 0 = arg(—z) for |z| = 1. So i# ~ —1 — z as z tends to —1. By (21]), it is easy to
check that ReQa(z) and ImQa(z) are even and odd respectively of §. So we assume that

o > 0.
To estimate the order of the integral in (22)) as z tends to —1 on T, we divide it into

three parts as follows

0 ' 0—1 e 3-1 0 '
/ q(t, e)dt = {/ +/ +/ }q(t,e’e)dt
-1 -1 0—1 e3-1

= 1(2) + L(z) + I3(2),
where ¢(t, z) is the integrand in (22).
Rewrite I1(z) as follows
01 1 dt
L) = (1+2) 1/_1%_2 TR
= (142) 'y — (14 2) .
It is easy to check that

Iy = /9_1(1 ) (1 = In(144)2dt = (1 —1n6) "

Since |t — z| = |t — cos§ —isinf| > sinf and (1 —In(1+¢))72 < (1 — Ind)~2, we have

|I11] = ‘/_91_1(15 —2) M1 —In(1+1¢)%dt| < O(sin) ' (1 —1Inh)2
~ (1—-Inf)2
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By (24)—(25]) we obtain
L)~ +2) Ty~ (1+2) I 0~ (T+2) " In (1 + 2).

It is obvious that

% (1-In(1+410)72
]3“)‘/@3_1 R

is convergent as z tends to —1, i.e.,
0
lim Iy(2) = / (14 4)~2(1 — In(1 + £))~2dt.
z——1 e—3_-1

We still rewrite I5(2) as

B e3-1 1 dt
L(z)=(1+2) /6_1 (t_z_1+t>(1—ln(1+t))2'

Denote by w = €. To estimate I5(2) we consider

(1= In(t— w)2, = —2¢/0 w(t — w) (1 — In(t — w))~>de.

Obviously there are [t —w| > 1+t and |1 — In(t —w)| > 1 —In |t — w] for ¢ small enough.

Let |¢| < 5. We have 14+2(e™® —1)cos o+ (e7® —1)? < e™*. And then we obtain that
[t —e?| < e ? when —1 <t < e™3 — 1. Recall that s7'(1 —Ins)™? is decreasing when
s € (0,exp(—2)). We obtain

max [t — 2| (1—Injt—2) 2 =1+ "Y1 —In(1+1))>

o<z’'<z
By (@) and
(14+0)2(1—In(1+ )~ < 4%(1 711 = In(1 + 1)~
on (—1,e73 — 1), we obtain

/:_ L (1=t = 2))2 = (1 = In(t — w))2)dt

-1 t—z

< 20 /63_1(1 +)72(1 — In(1 + t)) " at

—1
< =81+ 1)1 —In(1+8) 5 5

= 8(1—-1n6H)>3— %639.
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Again recall that 27'(1 — Inz)™2 is analytic on {2]6 — 1+ cos¢p < Rez < e™3 — 1+
cos p, Imz = sinp, 0 < p < #}. By Cauchy theorem we obtain

/e 3—1( 11 ) dt
-1 t—z 14+t (1-In(1+1))?

-3

el 1 1
= /9_1 G—oa—mi—2r i -mer2 ™

_ (/::_Z_l _/:_Z_l)mdt.

Notice that

-3

/ T - ()2

-3

< ie?’ﬁ
16

and

0—z2—1 1_1
/ t( n ))t
(%

— |(n(6 _2_1) mé)(1—In(d — 2 —1))"'(1 —n6) "

1
S 21H2+zl

By @) and 27) we obtain
L(z) ~(14+2)7 ' In20 ~ (14 2) " In"2(1 + 2).

Now by (22), @3), @), 25), @) and (3), we obtain
d
—-Qa(2) + (1 + 271 —1n|0)~t ~ 0] In 26
z
It is easy to check that

(1— %ln( ) —Ind)"H1—1no)™"

sinf(1 —In|g])~1
2 —2cost

Re(iz(14+2)'(1—In|9)™ ) =

and )
Im(iz(1+2)"'(1—In o)) = 5(1 —1In|A])~*
Now by
sinf(1 —In |6])~*

—17,-1 —17,,-2
5 D oosd O~ In"" |0 ~ 6 In"* 0],

and (B]) we obtain

d 17 —1 o d —17.—-1
de(ReQa( 2))+6 " In" |0 = Re(zz%Qa(z)) +6 " In"" |0
~ 0 In"?10].
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By the similar argument, we can obtain

d . 1 -
5 (ImQa(2)) ~ |0 n=|6].

although we will give another proof next.

By @), ImQa(—e%) is continuous at 6 = 0 since

~ i0 ‘ 1
ImQa(=") = /_1Im(t+ew)(1—m1+t>)dt

B /91 /1/ sinf(1 —In(L+1))~"
B 0—1 o1 1 1+ 2t cosf + t?

< /91 sinf(1 — In(1 4 t))
- ) t—cos@ 1—00829

/ / sm@ 1—1In(1+¢)7!

dt

0—1 11 (L+1)? +2t(cos€—1)
Uy ++Sm9/ / NS TR

~ sinf 0—1 (1+1)?
O ) R L , 1 :
- sin 0 +S1“9/9_1 (((1—|—t)(1—ln(1+t)) ~Gman)

0 _ —1
—l—sin@/ (1—In(1+4)) dt
1o (1+1)?
_ -1 . _ -1
_ 6(1 ‘lne) _sinf(1 —Inb) G sinf(1—mO) + Msind,
sin 6 0

where M is a constant.
Notice that

0 t + cosd
— -1 e,
Im(t — 2) 5 arctan( g )
and
0? t + cosf
atol arctan( sin ¢ )>0
and

(1—1)(1 —In(1 +1¢))~2
14 2tcos O + t2 -
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Again by 1+ 2tcosf + t* > (1 +t)?, We have

d 0 0? t 4 cos 6
@ImQa() B /_1_(01589 arctan( sin 0

B —garctant+cose| _/0 (1+tcosf)(1 —In(1+1t))2
00 sing " 1 (L4+t)(1+2tcosb +t2)

(1 — In(1+t))"'dt

dt

—1-1/%]'+ L=t ) (1462
N 14+t 1+ 2tcosf+ 2

1 _/“ / B / A-ni-l(10)2
2 2 0—1 - 1+ 2tcosf + 2

0—1 B e3-1 _ -2
1 1/ 2(1 — In6)>? dH}/ 21— n(1+ )7
2 2J, 1—cos?6 2 Jo_q

1% (1-t1—1In(1+1t)2
_51 it

s 1+ 2t cosf + t2

v

(1+1)?

= - —0sin?0(1—1n6) > — (1+¢)" (1 —In(1+8) 2 ,_,
/0 (1—1)(1 —In(1 + t))*dt,

s 14 2tcosf +t2

and then q
0> @Ide(z) > —M|z| ' In7? |z].
In short, 0 > dImQa(z)/de > —M |z| " In~? |z|, the first inequality holds because
2 -2
(1_12;1?((;;3% > 0 uniformly converges to (l_t)(f;;ﬁ;’t))
(—1,0), which integral is diverse thus f ) 111;1C;§(<;)+j23
Now we obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Qa is BMO,, on T.

on t € [ty,0] for every ty €

dt > 1 for x near 0 enough.

Now we prove the main theorems.
Theorem 3.7. N(T,) =0 and R(T,) is dense in H'(T)

Proof. Assume that there exists f(t) € H'(T) such that T,f(t) = P(a(t)f(t)) = 0. Then
h(t) = a(t)f(t) must be in the complement of H(T), that is, h(t) is the boundary value
of a holomorphic function in C \ D satisfying h(co) = 0.

Denote by ¢g(t) = a™f = a~h. Then ¢(t) can be extended be be a holomorphic for all
z € T\{—1}. We are not sure whether g(¢) belongs to L'(T) due to the singularity at
z = —1. But (1+1t)g(t) must be in L'(T). Then (1 + 2)g(z) is a bounded entire function.
Especially, (1 4+ z)a*(z)f(z) is a constant function on I, which gives that f = 0 since
(14 z)a™(z) is not constant.
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Now assume g € H®(T). Let n(t) = (P(a"g))/a’. It is obvious that n(t) € H*(T).
We obtain

Ty = P(P(ag))

= P(Plag)-) + PQla™g) )

= PP+ @)(cfg)ai_) - P(a—gai) -0
So n(t) is the preimage of g(¢). Then the proof follows since H>(T) is dense in H*(T). O
Theorem 3.8. R(T,) # H'(T).

Proof. Let g(z) = (1 + 2)"Y(a*(2))'(In(a*(2)) +2) 2 for z € D =DUT. It is easy to
check that g(t) € H'(T). We show that g(¢) has no preimage of T, in H'(T).

Otherwise, assume that f € H'(T) satisfies T, f = g.

Suppose that

at
af:a—_f:Taf+h:g+h.

By Plemelj decomposition theorem[6], we have h € H}(T). we multiply (1+¢)a™ on both
sides of ([B)). And get Q((1 +t)a (g + h)) = Q((1 +t)a™f) = 0. Be similar to (1), we
have

0

QU1 +1t)a"g))(2) = —/ (t—2)"'(1+t)g(t)dt,

~1

where z € C\ [—1,0]. Denote by G(z) = —(Q((1 +t)a"g))(2).
We assume that z € T near —1 from now on.
According to Lebesgue controlled convergent theorem, we have

lim G(2) = G(~1) = / g(t)dt.

z——1 1

Denote by h(z) = > > h_,z7". Notice that (14 z)a™(2)h(z) = P((1 + 2)a”(2)h(2)) +
Q((1+ 2)a (2)h(z )) and G(z) = —Q((1 + 2)a (2)h(2)). we have G(z) + (1 + z)a”h =
P((1+ 2)a"h) = h_y. Then we have

h_l - G(Z)
(1+2)a=(2)

If h_y # G(—1),it is obviously h ¢ L'(T), which contradicts to the assumption.
In the following, we prove that h is still not in L!'(T) when h_; = G(—1).

h = ¢ L'(T).
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To estimate G(z)—h_1; = G(z)—G(—1) when z = — exp(i0) tends to —1, we decompose
it into three parts as follows,

G(z) — G(=1) = (/_1_ +/€: ) ) ((t—2)" (1 + Dg(t) — g(t))dt

== ]1+[2+[3.

Recall that |t — z| > sinf. We obtain
-1
‘/ (t—2)""(1+ t)g(t)dt‘ < 6*sin'0g(0 —1) < C|In || In(|Ind|| >
and

/6_1 g(t)dt = (In(1 —In@) +2)7!

-1

which give
0—1
|14 +/ g(t)dt = (In(1 —n @) + 2)7| < C|inb| | In(] In G| 2.
—1

It is easy to check

converges to

ie.,

Iy = / ((t = 27" (1 4+ £)g(8) — g(8))dt ~ A(1 + =) ~ 0.

xp(—3)—1
Now we deal with the integral on the interval [§ — 1,e™® — 1]. For convenience, denote
by Wi(¢) = (1 =In(t = ()~ (In(1 = In(t = ()) +2)7*. Then g(t —¢—1) = (t =)' Wi((),
g(t) = (1+t)"'W;(—1). And we have
Wi(z) — / Ct—O "1 —In(t — ) *((In(1 —In(t —¢)) +2)2
+2(In(1 — In(t — ¢)) + 2)*)ds,

where ¢ = —e®. Notice still [t — (| < exp(—2) when —1 <t < exp(—3) — 1. Again recall
that [t—z| > [1+t], [t —(| > |1+¢| and s71(1 —In s)2 is decreasing when s € (0, exp(—1).
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We have

exp(—3)—1
/@ (gt —1— 2) — (t — 2)" (L + E)g(t))dt

-1

exp(—3)—1
_ /e (t — 2)"H(Wi(2) — Wi(=1))dt

-1

exp(—3)—1 0
-2 . 9-3 -1 -1y -2
< (37%2+2-3 )/9_1 (1+1) /0|t CI7M1 = In |t — ¢|)~2dt
5 exp(—3)—1
< = 1+ +1) (1 —In(1+¢)2dt
27 Jo_u
5  rep(=3)
- —9/ (—(1+8) "1 —In(14)2) =31+ ) 2(1 —In(1 + 1)) 3)dt
27 Joa
5 exp(—3)
< 279/ (=(1+8)711 = In(1 4 ¢))"2?)dt
5, 5
= 27(1 Ing)~3 ~ 53¢ 6.

Applying Cauchy integral theorem on analytic function g(¢ — 1) along the parallelogram

with vertices z, e™2, e™® — 1 — 2z and © — z — 1 taken in order, we obtain

e~ 0—1—=z exp(—
/ gt —1)d / / g(t — 1)t
0 exp(—3)— 0—1—z exp(—3)

or
e 3—-1 e 3—1—2 0—z—1
| et =12~ gtena - ( [ - >g<t 1t
6—1 e—3 0
But
e 3—1—2z 63
1 <
/63 g(t—1)dt 369
and

In(l —Inf) —In(1 —In(6 — 1 — 2))
(In(1 —=In(@ —1—2)) +2)(In(1 — Inf) +2) ‘

/:_Hg(t _ 1)dt'

1 T
—In2+4+ —1
pS '211 +4z

(In(1 — %1112 —In6) +2)'(In(1 —Inf) +2)7!
< Cllnf|?|In|no||~".

1
(1-— §1n2 —Inf)~*
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So we obtain

e 3-1
/ (gt —1—2) —g(#))dt| < C|nf|?|In|Ing||~".
0

-1

By (33)) and (B]), we obtain
exp(—3)—1

L = / (¢ — 27 (1 + £)g(t) — g(t))dt

-1

IN

exp(—3)—1
/9 (gt —1— 2) — (t — 2)" (1 + E)g(t))dt

-1

[ 12 g < afmo 2

-1

Now by @B)), (B and (34]), we obtain
|G(2) = G(—1) + (In(1 — In(z)) +2)~"| < C|Inf|~"|InInf| .
Recall that h = &_G(ZZ; ¢ L*(T). By (B)) we obtain

tz)a(
~ (In(1 —1Ind)) + 2)! 1
h(z) 0T a2 e L' (U).
However,
(In(1 —In0) +2)~ ¢ L),

(1+2)a=(2)
So we get that h ¢ L'(T), which still contradicts to the assumption.

Now we state the final result.

Theorem 3.9. T, is not Fredholm.
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