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MULTIPLICATION OPERATORS BETWEEN DISCRETE HARDY
SPACES ON ROOTED TREES

P. MUTHUKUMAR AND P. SHANKAR

ABSTRACT. Muthukumar and Ponnusamy [9] studied the multiplication opera-
tors on T, spaces. In this article, we mainly consider multiplication operators
between T, and T, (p # ¢). In particular, we characterize bounded and compact
multiplication operators from T, to T,. For p # ¢, we prove that there are no
invertible multiplication operators from T, to T, and also there are no isometric
multiplication operators from T, to T,. Finally, we discuss about fixed points of
a multiplication operator on T),.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let X be a normed space of functions defined on a set €. For a complex-valued
map 1 on §2, the inducing multiplication operator is denoted by My and defined by

Myf = f for every f € X.

The study of multiplication operators acts as bridge between operator theory and
function theory. Multiplication operators on various analytic function spaces on the
open unit disk have been studied for many years, and the literature is extensive.
Recent years, considerable work has been done on multiplication operators on the
spaces of functions defined on trees. See for example [1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7].

A discrete analogue (T),) of Hardy spaces on homogeneous rooted trees were de-
fined in [9]. In the same article, multiplication operators on T, spaces were studied.
Study of composition operators on T, spaces were intiated and developed in [10]
and [11], respectively. In this article, we deal with the study of multiplication oper-
ators between various T, spaces. Also, we consider general rooted trees instead of
homogeneous rooted trees.

The paper is organized as follows. We refer to Section 2 for basic definitions and
preliminaries about T, spaces. In Section 3, we give characterization of bounded
multiplication operators from T, to T,. Also, we compute their operator norms
for each case. We investigate about isometric multiplication operators from T, to
T, in Section 4. In Section 5, we provide necessary and sufficient conditions for a
multiplication operator to be a compact operator. In Section 6, we prove that there
is no invertible multiplication operators from T, to T, for p # ¢. Finally, in Section
7, we discuss about fixed points of a multiplication operator on T).
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2. PRELIMINARIES

Let us fix some notation for throughout the paper. Let T" be an infinite rooted
tree with root o. For each vertex v € T, the number of edges in the unique path
connecting the root o and the vertex v, is denoted by |v|. For n € Ny, let D,, denote
the set of all vertices v € T with |v] = n and denote the number of elements in
D,, by ¢,. Further, C denotes the set of all complex numbers, N = {1,2,...} and
Ny = NU{0}. By a function on 7', we mean a complex-valued function defined on
the vertex set of T

For every p € (0, 00|, the discrete analogue of the generalized Hardy space T, (see

[9]), is defined by
T, ={f:T— C‘ I fllp = sug]) M,(n, ) < oo},
nelNog

where M (n, f) := |m|§X | f(v)| and for p < oo,
1
1 P
M= = Sl
" |v|=n
for every n € Nj.

Similarly, the discrete analogue of the generalized little Hardy space, denoted by
T,.0, is defined by
Tpo:={f€T,: Jl_)ngo Mp(n, ) = 0},
for every p € (0, o00].
Two vertices u,v € T are said to be neighbours if there is an edge connecting
them. If every vertex of T has k neighbours, then T is said to be k-homogeneous
tree. The following results in this section were proved in [9] for homogeneous rooted

trees. It is trivial to see that the following results are valid for general rooted trees
and proofs are similar to that of homogeneous rooted trees case.

Theorem A. (Growth Estimate) ([9, Lemma 3.12]) Let T be an infinite rooted tree
and 0 < p < oo. If f is an element of T}, or T, then we have

£ )| < (cp)? | fll, for all veT.

Theorem B. ([9, Theorems 3.1 and 3.5]) For 1 < p < oo, ||.||, induces a Banach
space structure on the spaces T, and Tp.

Theorem C. ([9, Theorems 3.10 and 3.11]) For 0 < p < oo, the space T, is not
separable, whereas T, is a separable space as the span of {x, : v € T} is dense in
T

p,0-
3. BOUNDED MULTIPLICATION OPERATORS

Before we get into discussion on multiplication operators, let us observe from
Lemma 1, the inclusion properties of T, spaces, namely:

(1) If sup,,en, cn < 00, then T, = T for all p > 0.
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(2) If sup,en, cn = 00, then T, & T, for 0 < p < q.

Lemma 1. Let T be an infinite rooted tree and 0 < p < q < oo. Then, for f: T — C
and for each n € Ny, we have

Mot D) o 1y n, 1) < My, ) < My(n, J) < Muo(n, f).

Cp? cpP 4

Proof. Let f : T — C be an arbitrary function. Fixn € Ny. If |f(v)| < M for all v €
D,, for some M > 0, then

q

My, )= [ = Sl | <m

" |v|=n
Thus,
(3.1) My(n, f) < max | £(0)] = Mac(r. £).

By [9, Lemma 3.6], we have for 0 < p < ¢ < o0,

(3.2) My(n, f) < My(n, f).

For 0 < p < ¢ < o0, one has

VAL I I BRI

Q=
T =

|v|=n [v|=n
which gives
1
(3.3) — My(n, f) < My(n, f).
CcpP 4

Finally, for each v € D,,, note that

JOI < LS e

|w|=n
and thus
|f(li)| < M,(n, f) for all v € D,,.
Cp
In particular,
M (n,
34 =0 < atyn, ).
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From above inequalities, for each n € Ny, we have

My (n, f)

Cn

<
Cn

S h Ll Y

MQ(”? f) S Mp(n7 f) S MQ(n7 f) S MOO(n7 f)

1
q

B =

This completes the proof. O

Corollary 1. Let T' be a rooted tree. If supc, < oo (for example, 2-homogeneous
trees), then all T, spaces are equal as a set. That is,

T,=Tw = {f:T—>C:sup|f(v)| <oo} for all 0 <p < 0.
veT
Corollary 2. If {c,} is unbounded, then T, is a proper subset of T, for 0 <p < q.

Proof. By lemma 1, T, is a subset of T, for 0 < p < ¢. It is easy to see that
this inclusion is proper. For example, choose a sequence of vertices {v,} such that
|va| = n for all n € N. Fix r > 0 such that p < r < ¢. Consider the function f
defined by

_ (cn)% if v = v, for some n € N
/() { 0 elsewhere.

Then, f € T, but not in T,,. O

In this section, we will consider the bounded multiplication operators between
various T, spaces. We will look into this case by case.

Theorem D. ([9, Theorem 4.3]) Let T' be a rooted tree, 1 be a complez-valued
function on T and 0 < p < oco. Then My : T, (orT,o) = T, (0rTyp) is a bounded

operator if and only if 1 is a bounded function on T, i.e., ¢ € Ty,. Further, we also
have [[My|| = |4

Theorem 1. Let v be a complex-valued function on T and let 0 < ¢ < p < 0.
Then the following are equivalent:

(a) The multiplication operator M,y : T, — T, is bounded.
(b) The multiplication operator My, : T, o — T, o is bounded.

(C) lp c T%.
Moreover, [[My] = ] 2z .
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Proof. Lets:§>1andchooset:L>1 sothat%+%:1. For n € Ny,

M (n, Myf) = —Zw )] f (v
" Jv]=n
< — > ) > I fw))e
|vj=n |v]=n
= Z\w (v)|" Z\f
" Jv|=n " Jv|=n

= qt(n7 1/}) M;)](n7 f)
Thus, we have
My(n, My f) < M s (n, 1) My(n, f) for every n € Ny.
This gives that, whenever ¢ € T e , My, maps T, to Ty and T, to Ty with
[ Mo || < e 2.

This proves the implications (¢) = (a) and (¢) = (b).
For the converse part, for each n € Ny, define f,, on T" by

Falo) = { ()| ifve D,

0 otherwise.
Then,
g1 (n,9) My(n, f) = —Zw =S )
" Jv|=n " Jvl=n

Q|

= —Zw

" Jol=n

= | = 3 (wewI)’

[v]=n

= | = e

" Jol=n
= My(n, My f).
Since f,(v) = 0 for v ¢ D,,, My(n, f,) = || full, and My(n, My f,,) = ||¥ fullq- Thus,

for each n € Ny, we have

1
q

[0 fnllg = Mze (n, ) fullp-
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Thus,
107,
nMn:mm{
v 171

Since each f,, € Tpo and as well as in T, we obtain the implications (a) = (¢) and
(b) = (c). Moveover, it also gives that

My = [[¢]] 2.

:f#O}_SwﬂWm(,)ZHMVQ

n€eNg

It completes the proof. O

Theorem 2. Let ¢ be a function from T to C and let 0 < p < oo. Then the
following are equivalent:

(a) The multiplication operator My : Tog — T, is bounded.
(b) The multiplication operator My : Too o — T, is bounded.

(c) v €T,
In this case,
[ Myl = [|9]]p-

Proof. Since the proof of (¢) < (b) is similar to that of (¢) < (a), it is enough to
prove that (¢) < (a). To prove this, we see that for each n € Ny,

1

My(n,0f) = Zw )P 1 (v < My(n, 9) Muo(n, f).
" Jol=n

By taking supremum over n € Ny on both sides, we get that

[0 llp < Nllp [[f]]se-

It tells that, if ¢ € T, then My, : To, — T, is a bounded operator with || M| < [|2]],.
Let us prove the converse part now. Assume that M, : To, — T, is bounded

operator.
Fix n € Ny. Define f on T" by

f(v):{é ifvepn

otherwise,

so that ||f]l.c = 1 and

My (n, Z () [PLf (v Z (v = M,(n, ¥).

" Jol=n " Jol=n

Thus, My(n,1) < ||[My||. Since n € Ny was arbitrary, we get

[My[| = sup My(n, ) = [[4]]p-

neNg

Therefore, 1 should be in T,. This completes the proof. 0
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Theorem 3. Let v be a complex-valued function on T and let 0 < p < co. Then

the following are equivalent:

(a) The multiplication operator My, : T, — To, is bounded.
(b) The multiplication operator My : T,o — T o is bounded.

(c) sup {cfz Mm(n,w)} < 0.

n€eNg

1
Moreover, ||My| = sup {cﬁMm(n,w)}.

neNp

Proof. For f € T, and n € Ny, we have
Mso(n, Myf) = sup [()][f(v)]

|v|=n
< Mo(n, ¥) Moo(n, f)
< b My (n,0))My(n, f) (by Lemma 1).
This gives that (¢) = (a) and (¢) = (b) with
Il < sup {et bt |

For the other way implications, fix n € Ny and choose v,, € D,, such that

max ()] = (o).

vi=n

Take f = (cn)%xvn so that || f]|, = 1 and

Moo (n, v f) = max B F©)] = (o) |f(0n)] = e Mac(n, ).
Thus,

ch Moo(n,90) = Moo (n, 00 f) = (90 flloo < || My]].
Since n € Ny was arbitrary and f is in T, ¢ and as well in T, we get the implications
(b) = (c¢) and (a) = (c) with

uszsw{iM@mwﬁ.

neNp

The theorem follows. O

Theorem 4. Let ¢ be a function from T to C and let 0 < p < q < oo. Then the
following are equivalent:

(a) The multiplication operator My : T, — T, is bounded.
(b) The multiplication operator My : T, o — Ty is bounded.

(c) sup {cééMoo(n,@z))} < 0.

n€eNg
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In this case,

1 1
1M, = sup { QMm<n,w>}.

n€eNp
Proof. For f € T, and n € Ny, we have

My(n,0f) < Mao(, ) My(n, f) < i Mac(n, ) My(n, f) (by Lemma 1).
That is,

11

M,(n,vf) < {cﬁ qMoo(n,w)} M, (n, f) for each n € Ny.

This yields that (¢) = (a) and (¢) = (b) with

M, ] < sup {cﬁ‘w@om,w}.

neNg
For the converse implications, fix n € Ny and choose v,, € D,, such that M., (n,v) =
1

v (v,)|. Take f = Xu,jch so that || f[l, = 1 and

1 1

1 q _1 1_
161l = Myt 6) = (oL @1) " = et (o) fand] = ek sl )
and thus,
166l = s 1) 2 sup {eb M)}
£ llp=1 n€No

Since the functions f used in this part of proof lies in T, as well in T, it proves
the implications (b) = (¢) and (a) = (¢). The norm estimate

1_ 1
1M, = sup { QMoo<n,w>}

n€eNp

follows from the lines of the proof. O

4. ISOMETRY

A linear operator A from a Banach space (X, ||.||x) to a Banach space (Y, |.||y)
is said to be an isometry if ||Az||y = ||z|x for all z € X.

In this section, we discuss about isometric multiplication operators between vari-
ous T, spaces. First, we recall a result from [9] that characterizes isometric multi-
plication operators on T,,.

Theorem E. ([9, Theorem 4.10]) Let X be either T, or T, ¢, where 0 < p < oo and
let My : X — X be a bounded operator on X. Then M, is an isometry on X if
and only if |¢(v)| =1 forallv € T

Theorem 5. Let T' be a rooted tree such that {c,} is unbounded and let p, q € (0, 00]
with p # q. Then, there is no isometric multiplication operator M, from T, to T,.
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Proof. We prove our claim case by case.

Case 1: (M, : T, = Ts, where 0 < p < 00)
Fix v € T and take f = (c‘v‘)%xv, so that || f]|, = 1. For M, to be an isometry, we
should have ||t f||o = 1, which implies (CM)% |t(v)| = 1. Since v € T was arbitrary,

we get [1(v)| = (c|v|)7% forallv e T.
Choose k£ € N such that ¢, > 1 and define

f(v)z{é if v € Dy,

otherwise.

Then || f]|, = 1, but

4/l = sup [$(0) | (0)] = sup [4(v)| = 6’ #1,

ve Dy

This forces that M, : T, — T cannot be an isometry.

Case 2: (M, : Too — T, where 0 < p < 00)
For each v € T', we have ||x,|/cc = 1. For M, to be an isometry, we must have

[oxollp = (ept) 7 [9(0)] = 1.
This yields that [i(v)] = (c|v|)% for all v € T. Therefore, for each n € Ny, we

have M, (n, 1) = cf, which implies that 1 ¢ T,. Then by Theorem 2, M, is not a
bounded operator. Hence, there does not exist an isometric multiplication operator
from To, to T,.

Case 3: (M, : T, - T, with 0 < ¢ < p < 0)
For each v € T, define f = (cw)% Xo so that || f||, = 1. For M, to be an isometry,
we should have ||¢f||, = 1 which implies that

()] = (cpup)e 7 for all v € T.

1.1
Since é — i > (0 and {c¢,} is unbounded, the sequence {Mp_g (n,w)}, ie., {cﬂl z },

is not bounded. Thus, M, is a unbounded operator by Theorem 1. Hence, M, :
T, — T, cannot be isometry.

Case 4: (M, : T, - T, with 0 < p < ¢ < 0)
By similar arguments as in Case 3, we have

()] = ()77 for all v € T.
Choose vy, v, € T such that |v,| = |vo| (= k), say. Take f = X{uv, v}, that is,

1 fv=viorv=v0
f(v):{o ! ?

otherwise.
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-~ N
P c
£l = <C—) and [[¢fl; = ( : ) =
k Ck c

If p # q, then 27 # 27 and thus ||f], # |¢f]l, Hence M, : T, — T, fails to be
an isometry. U

Then, we have

??"c\»—'| Q=

Test functions that we used in Theorem 5, lie in T,,. Therefore, we have the
following result.

Corollary 3. Let T be a rooted tree such that {c,} is unbounded and let p, q € (0, 00|
with p # q. Then, there does not exist an isometric multiplication operator My, from
Tpp to ']Tqvo.

5. COMPACT MULTIPLICATION OPERATORS

This section is devoted to compact multiplication operators between various T,
spaces. In view of [10, Theorem 7| and [9, Lemma 4.8], we prove a general result.
The following result characterizes compact operators between T, spaces.

Theorem 6. Let T be a rooted tree and let A be a linear operator such that Af, — 0
pointwise in T, whenever f, — 0 pointwise in T,. Then, A : T, — T, is compact
if and only if for every bounded sequence {f,} in T, that converges to 0 pointwise,
the sequence ||Afull; = 0 as n — oo.

Proof. Assume that A : T, — T, is compact. Suppose that {f,} is a bounded
sequence in T, converging to 0 pointwise. Then, there is a subsequence {f,, } of
{fn} such that {Af,, } converges in .||, to some function, say, f. It follows that
{Af.,,} converges to f pointwise. Since the pointwise convergence of {f,} to 0
implies that f = 0. Thus, we deduce that {Af,, } converges to 0 in ||.||,. Now, it is
easy to verify that the sequence ||Af,||; = 0 as n — oo.

To prove the converse part, let us begin by assuming that for every bounded
sequence {f,} in T, converging to 0 pointwise, then the sequence ||Af,|, — 0 as
n — oo. Let {g,} be a bounded sequence in T,. Without loss of generality, assume
that ||gn|l, < 1 for all n. Then, by Lemma A, for each fixed v € T, {g,(v)} is a
bounded sequence. By the diagonalization process, there is a subsequence {g,, } of
{gn} such that {g,, } converges pointwise to g (say). Since M,(m, gn,) — M,(m,g)
for each m € Ny and ||gn, || < 1 for all k, we have M,(m,g) < 1 for all m which
implies that g € T, with ||g||, < 1. Take fy = ¢, — g € T, so that f; converges to
0 pointwise. By our assumption, the sequence [|[Afy||, = 0 as k — oo. This proves
that A is a compact operator. 0

Since ¢ f,, — 0 pointwise whenever f,, — 0 pointwise for any complex-valued map
1, we have a following consequence.
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Corollary 4. If p,q € (0,00], then the multiplication operator My, : T, — T, is
compact if and only if every bounded sequence { f,,} in T, converging to 0 pointwise,
the sequence ||¢ f,|lq = 0 as n — oo.

Corollary 5. Let p,q € (0,00| and the multiplication operator My : T,o — Ty be
compact. Then, for every bounded sequence {f,} in T, converging to 0 pointwise,
the sequence ||¢ f,|lq = 0 as n — oco.

The following simple observations will be useful in the sequal.

(1) For any complex sequence {x,}, x, — 0 asn — oo if and only if sup |z,,| — 0
n>N
as N — oo.
(2) Finite rank operators are compact and norm limit of a sequence of compact
operators is again a compact operator.
Next, we discuss the compactness of multiplication operator between T, spaces
case by case.

Theorem F. [9, Theorem 4.7] Let X be either T, or T, where 0 < p < oo and let
My : X — X be a bounded multiplication operator on X. Then M, is a compact
operator on X if and only if ¢/(v) — 0 as |v| = oc.

Theorem 7. Let My : T, = To, (0 < p < 00) be a bounded multiplication operator.
Then My is a compact operator if and only if

1
ch My (n, ) — 0 as n — o0, i.e., My(n,v) =o(c,”).
Proof. Let 1) be an arbitrary function such that ci M. (n,v) — 0 as n — oo.

Consider {9, }nen, Where
_J v il <n
Yn(v) = { 0 otherwise.

Thus, My, is a finite rank operator and hence, is a compact operator for every n.
Moreover,

1My, — Myl| = [ My —y|| = sup {c;;Moow,% - w} — sup {c,:Moo<k,w>},
keNg k>n

which approaches to zero as n — oco. Hence, My, being the limit of the sequence
{Mwn} of compact operators, is a compact operator.

Conversely, assume that My is compact. For each n € Ny, choose v,, € D,, such
that |¢(v,)| = Moo(n,v) and define f,, by

0 otherwise.

1
Fulv) :{ ChXe, 1ifv=u,

Then, || f.||, = 1 for all n € Ny and for each fixed v € T, f,,(v) = 0 for all n > |v|.
This implies that f, converges pointwise to 0. Therefore, by Corollary 4, we get

16 Fallo = 2 [46(0n)] = e Moo (1, 0) — 0 a8 1 — 00,
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The desired result follows. O

Corollary 6. For 0 <p < oo, My : Tpo — T @5 a compact operator if and only

of

1

ch Moo (n,1p) — 0 as n — 0o, i.e., Mo(n,1p) = o(ca?).

Theorem 8. Let M, : Too — T, (0 < p < 00) be a bounded multiplication operator.
Then M,y is a compact operator if and only if M,(n,¢) — 0 as n — oo, i.e.,

P eTyy.

Proof. Suppose that M,(n,1) — 0 as n — oco. Define {¢,,} as in Theorem 7. Then,
My, is a compact operator for every n. Since

My, = Mol = [ =6l = sup My(k, s 1) = sup My ()

k>n

approaches to zero as n — 0o, M, is a compact operator.
Convesely, assume that My, is a compact operator. Define f,, by

fn(v):{ (1) if ve D,

otherwise.

Then, || ful|lec = 1 for all n € Ny and f,, converges to 0 pointwise. Corollary 4 gives
that,

||¢fn||p = Mp(n,@/)) — 0 asn — oo.
It completes the proof. u

Corollary 7. For 0 < p < oo, My : Too o — T, s a compact operator if and only
if My(n,¢) =0 asn — oo, i.e., 1 € Tpp.

Theorem 9. Let My, : T, - T, (0 < ¢ < p < 00) be a bounded multiplication
operator. Then My is a compact operator if and only if

M 4 (n,) — 0 asn — o0, i.e., Y € T .
P—q r—q’

Proof. Let v be an arbitrary function such that M e« (n,1) — 0 as n — oo. For

each n, define {¢,} as in Theorem 7. Then, M, is a compact operator for every n
and

k>n

1My, = Myl = llvon = ¥l e, = sup Moz, (ko = 1) = sup Moo (K, 9).
S

By the hypothesis, ||My,, — My|| — 0 as k — oo. Hence, M, is a compact operator.
For the proof of converse part, let us assume that M, is compact. Define f,, by

falv) = { Llpv)#  ifve D,

B 0 otherwise,
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1 o\
where A, = [ — Z |t(v)|?=a | so that || f,||, = 1 for all n € Ny. It is easy to see
c

n
[v[=n

that f,, converges to 0 pointwise and

[V fally = Mg(n, & fn)

e )=\ |
_ C—Z(wn T )

n
[v]=n

Q[

1 1 pa_
= T C—Z |t (v)[p=a

n
[v[=n

= Mz (n, ).

By Corollary 4, we have Mﬁ (n,1) — 0 as n — oo. Hence the theorem. O

Corollary 8. Let My : T, 0 — T,0 (0 < ¢ < p < 00) be a bounded multiplication
operator. Then My is a compact operator if and only if

M (n,7) =0 asn — oo, i.e., ¢ € T e .
r—q r—q

Theorem 10. Let M, : T, — T, (0 < p < g < o0) be a bounded multiplication
operator. Then My is a compact operator if and only if

11

ch "My(n,v) — 0 as n — oo, i.e., My (n,v) = o(c;

Proof. Let 1) be an arbitrary complex-valued function such that ¢ * My (n, 1)) — 0
as n — oo. For each n, define {¢,,} as in Theorem 7, so that M, is a compact
operator for every n. Moreover,

1My, — Myl| = [ My, = sup {c;:qMoow,% —w} _ sup{c;;q ooue,w},
keNg k>n

which converges to zero as n — oo. This forces that, M, is compact.
For the proof of converse part, assume that M, is a compact operator. For n € Ny,
choose v, € D,, in such a way that |¢)(v,)| = My(n,®) and define f,, by

1
- (v) = ChXe, ifv=u,
fa() { 0 otherwise.

Thus, we have || f,||, = 1 for all n € Ny and f,, converges pointwise to 0. As a
consequence of Corollary 4, we see that

16 Fnlle = cn® [ (o) [(00)] = ci 7 Ma (1, ) — 0 a 1 oo,

This proves our claim. O
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Corollary 9. Let My : T, 0 — T,0 (0 < p < ¢ < 00) be a bounded multiplication
operator. Then My is a compact operator if and only if

1 1

ch "Myo(n,p) — 0 asn — 00 i.e., Mo(n,v) = och

A

6. INVERTIBLE MULTIPLICATION OPERATORS

We devote this section for the discussion on invertiblity of multiplication operators
between various T, spaces,

Proposition 1. Let p,q € (0,00] and ¢ : T'— C be an arbitrary function. If My :
T, — T, is invertible, then ¢ (v) # 0 for allv € T and (My)™* = Mi : T, — T,.

Proof. Suppose My, is an invertible operator from T, to T,. Then, there exists a
bounded linear operator B : T, — T, such that

My(Bf) = f forall feT,.
In particular, ¢(v)Bf(v) = f(v) for all v € T and for all f € T,. For each fixed

v € T, by setting f = x,, characteristic function on {v}, we see that ¢(v)Bf(v) =1
and thus 1 (v) # 0. Since v € T was arbitrary, ¥ (v) # 0 for all v € T and thus,

Bf(v) = ¢<1v>

Therefore, B = A~! is a multiplication operator induced by i It completes the

fv) forallv e T.

proof. O

Theorem 11. Let My : T, = T, (0 < p < 00) be a bounded multiplication operator
on T,. Then My is invertible on T, if and only if there exist m, M > 0 such that
m < [p(v)] < M forallveT.

Proof. Suppose that M, is invertible on T,. Then, by Theorem D, 1) and i are
bounded functions. Hence, there exist m, M > 0 such that m < |¢(v)] < M for all
vel.

Conversely, assume that there exist m, M > 0 such that m < |¢(v)| < M for all
v € T. We have ’ﬁ’ < % < oo for all v € T'. Therefore M 1 is bounded operator
on T, by Theorem D. Moreover,

M. (My(f)) = My(Mi () = f for all f €T,

Thus, M, is an invertible operator on T,. The desired result follows. O]

1
¥

Corollary 10. Let T' be a rooted tree and 0 < p < oo. Then, My : Tp,o — Tpo
is invertible if and only if there exist m, M > 0 such that m < |¢(v)] < M for all
vel.

Theorem 12. Let 0 < p < 0o and T be a rooted tree such that {c,} is unbounded.
Then, there are no invertible multiplication operators from To to T,.
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Proof. Suppose there exists ¢ : T" — C such that M, : T — T, is an invertible
operator. Then, by Proposition 1, ¢(v) # 0 for every v € T"and M1 : T, — T is

v
a bounded operator. Theorem 3 assures the existance of a positive constant K > 0

such that

1.1
M (n, a)cﬁ < K for all n € Ny.

Upon setting mq.(n, 1) = min [¢)(v)], we see that

[v[=n

1

ch
Moo (N, 1)

Fix n € Ny. Since mq.(n,v) < |[¢(v)| for all v € D,,, we have
1

< K for all n € Nj.

%‘ < |¢(v)| for all v € D,,.

This implies that

1

ch
K
Since {¢,} is unbounded, the sequence {M,(n, )} has to be unbounded and thus,
¢ ¢ T, which in turn implies that ¢ cannot induce a bounded multiplication op-
erator from T, to T, by Theorem 2. Hence, there are no invertible multiplication
operators from T to T, as desired. O]

< My(n,v) for all n € Ny.

If My, : T, = T« is an invertible operator then M e To — T, is invertible. This
observation gives the following corollary.

Corollary 11. Let 0 < p < 0o and T be a rooted tree such that {c,} is unbounded.
Then, there exists no invertible multiplication operator My : T, — Tw.

Theorem 13. Let p,q € (0,00) with p # q and T be a rooted tree such that {c,} is
unbounded. Then, there is no invertible multiplication operators from T, to T,.

Proof. We omit the detail, since proof is similar to that of Theorem 12. O

Corollary 12. Let p,q € (0,00] with p # q and T be a rooted tree such that {c,}
is unbounded. Then, there does not exist an invertible multiplication operator My,
Tp70 — Tq70.

Theorem 14. Let p,q € (0,00] and let ¢ : T — C be an arbitrary function. Then
the multiplication operator M,y : T, — T, is injective if and only if 1(v) # 0 for all
vel.

Proof. Suppose that ¢(v) # 0 for all v € T" and M, f = Myg for some f,g € T,.
This leads that ¥(v)(f — g)(v) = 0 for all v € T. Therefore, f(v) = g(v) for all
v € T" and hence, M, is injective.
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Conversely, assume that My, is injective. Suppose that ¢(vy) = 0 for some vy € T'.
Take f = xy, so that My f(v) = ¢¥(v)xw,(v) = 0 for all v € T. Thus, there exists a
function f # 0 such that M, f = 0, which contradicts the fact that, M, is injective.
Hence ¢ (v) # 0 for all v € T.. O

Proposition 2. If M, : T, — T, is surjective, then My : T, — T, is injective.

Proof. Suppose that My, : T, — T, is surjective. Fix w € T". Then, as x,, € T,,
there exist f € T, such that My (f) = xu. This means that ¢ (v)f(v) = xw(v) for
all v € T. In particular ¢(w)f(w) = 1 and therefore, ¢(w) # 0. Since w € T" was
arbitrary, we get ¢(v) # 0 for all v € T. Hence, by Theorem 14, M, : T, — T, is
injective. U

Theorem 15. Let T be a rooted tree such that {c,} is unbounded and let p, q € [1, 00]
with p # q. Then no bounded multiplication operator M, : T, — T, is onto.

Proof. Suppose that M, : T, — T, is onto. Then, by Proposition 2, M, : T, — T,
is bijective. Note that T, is a Banach space for each » > 1. By inverse mapping
theorem [8, Theorem 12.5], My, : T, — T, is an invertible operator, which is a
contradiction to the fact that there does not exist an invertible multiplication op-
erator between T, and T, when p # ¢. Thus, a bounded multiplication operator
M, : T, — T, never be onto. 0

7. FIXED POINTS

Let A be a linear operator on a normed linear space X. An element x € X is
called a fixed point of A if Ax = x.

Theorem 16. Let M, : T, — T, be a bounded multiplication operator and let
E={veT:y()#1}. Then, the collection of all fired points of My, is preciously
the closed subspace {f € T, : f|g = 0}.

Proof. Since My is bounded operator on T,, we have ¢ € T, and thus ¢ —1 € T,
which shows that M, _; is a bounded operator on T,. A function f € T, is a fixed
point of M, if and only if (¢p — 1)f = 0, ie., f € ker(My_;). Since kernel of a
bounded operator is a closed subspace, the collection of all fixed points of M, is
a closed subspace of T, so that the conclusion () —1)f = 0 forces that f = 0 on
E. Hence, the collection of all fixed points of My is preciously the closed subspace
[fEeT,: fls =0}

O

Corollary 13. Take E = {v € T : 1p(v) # 1}. Then, the collection of all fixed
points of My : Tpo — T, is nothing but, the closed subspace {f € Tpo: f|lg = 0}.
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