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Abstract

In this paper, the power boundedness and mean ergodicity of multiplica-
tion operators are investigated on the Bloch space B, the little Bloch space
By and the Besov Space B,. We completely characterize power bounded,
mean ergodic and uniformly mean ergodic multiplication operators on B
and By.
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1 Introduction

Let U= {z € C: |z| < 1} be the unit disk in the complex plane C and H(U) be
the space of all holomorphic functions on U. The Bloch space B is defined to be
the space of all functions in H(U) such that

By = sup(l - [2[*)1.f'(2)] < oo

The little Bloch space By is the closed subspace of B consisting of all functions
f € B with
lim (1 — |2[*)[ f'(2)] = 0.
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It is easy to check that the Bloch and little Bloch, B and B, are Banach spaces

under the norm

flls = F(O)] + Bf.

It is well known that B; = A'(U) and (A'(U))* = B under the complex integral
pairing < f,g >= [, f(2)g(2)dA(z), where dA(z) is lebesgue area measure on
U and A'(U) is the space of all analytic functions f on U such that ||f|| =
Ju1f(2)|dA(2) < oo, see [23].

Another space we dealt with in this paper is the Besov space B, (1 < p < o)

which is defined to be the space of holomorphic functions f on U such that
= [IFEra =P
= [1rora - Erae < o

where dA(z) is the Mébius invariant measure on U, with definition

dA(z)
(1—[z[%)*

For p =1, the Besov space B; consists of all holomorphic functions f on U whose

d\(z) =

second derivatives are integrable,

=U€M@JW%=AW%W&@<®}

For 1 < p < oo, ||f|l, = |f(0)] + v¢ is a norm on B, which makes it a Banach
space. B, is reflexive space (while B; is not) and polynomials are dense in it.
Furthermore, for each 1 < ¢ < p < o0, By C B, C B, C B and B is a subset of the
little Bloch space By (see [22]). Also remember that the Besov space Bs is known
as the classical Dirichlet Space D and B, is the Bloch space B. Moreover, the
following two useful lemmas determine that norm convergence implies pointwise
convergence in the Bloch and Besov spaces B,(1 < p < 0o). We state them here

without proof.



Lemma 1.1. For all f € B and for each z € U, we have

2
|f(2)] < [ f]|slog T—p
Proof. See [23]. O

Lemma 1.2. For each f € B, (1 <p < 00) and for every z € U, there is C >0

(depends only on p) such that

|f(2)] < C||fl|p(log T |Z|2)1—1/p.

Proof. See [22]. O

Bloch and Besov spaces and their properties specially from an operator and
geometric view were studied extensively in previous years in [5 22] 23] and more
recently in [12] [14].

If 1) is a holomorphic function on U, the multiplication operator My on H(U)
is defined by

My(f) =vf.
We recall that for a set Q, H*(Q) = {f € H(Q) : || f||occ = SUp,eq | f(2)| < o0}.
Proposition 1.3. Let X be a functional Banach space on the set € and suppose

Y 1s a complex-valued function on € such that X C X. Then the operator My

is a bounded operator on X and |(x)| < ||Myl|| for all x € Q. In particular,
e H®(Q).

Proof. See [16]. O

According to Lemma 1.1. and Lema 1.2. all three spaces, B, By and B, are
functional Banach spaces and by above proposition in all of them we have the

following inequality:

1]l < [[My]]. (1.1)



Investigating the boundedness or compactness and other properties of multiplica-
tion operators on the Bloch and Besov spaces have been done by many authors
(see [B,13,124]). Arazy in [5] proved that the multiplication operator M, is bounded

on the Bloch space if and only if ¢ € H*(U) and o, < co where

1 1+ 2|
= —(1— [z 1 i
Ty 821252( [2[) 14 ()] log T— ]

Also Brown and Shields in [I1] proved that M, is bounded on Bloch space if and
only if it is bounded on little Bloch space. In [3], Allen and Colonna showed that
if » € H(U) induces a bounded multiplication operator M, on the Bloch space,
then

max{|[{|[s, [[¢]lec} < [[Myl] < max{||[¢}]]s, |[¢]loc + o} (1.2)

In the case of Besov Space, the situation is somewhat different and the issue
is not as straightforward as the Bloch Space. A function ¢ € H(U) is said to be
multiplier of B, if My(B,) C B,. If the space of multipliers on B, in to itself
represented by M (B,), then by Closed Graph theorem ¢ € M(B,) if and only if
My is a bounded operator on B,. Stegenga [19], Characterized multipliers of the
Dirichlet space D in to itself. Characterization of multipliers of the Besov space
B, (1 < p < o0), based on capacities and Carleson measures type conditions was
given by Wu [20] and Arcozzi [6]. Zorboska in [24], Corollary 3.2, proved that for
1 <p<ooifyeM(B,), then ¢ € H*(U) and

sup(1 — [2[*)[¢'(2)| (log )P < oo,

2l 1|22

Following proposition is another applied result of Zorboska about multiplication

operators on the Besov spaces.
Proposition 1.4. Suppose that 1 < p < oo and 1p € H*(U).

(i) If v € M(B,) and 0 < r < 1, then

o 2 _
sup [ (1= o) o 1 AR < s,
D(w,r) 1- ‘Z|

weD
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where D(w,r) = {2 € U : B(z,w) < r} is the hyperbolic disk with radius r,

B(z,w) = log T4 and ¢.(w) = £ for all z,w € U,

(i) If (1 — [z~ (2 )|1”(log1 )p 'dA(z) < oo, then v € M(B,).

Proof. See [24]. O

Notice that Galanopoulos in [14], Theorem(1.3) has shown the existence of

Y € M(B,) such that [ (1 — [z[*)P72|¢/(2)|"(log P~1dA(z) = oo, i.e. the

2
1—[z]?
reverse of (ii) in preceding proposition is not correct.

Let L(X) be the space of all linear bounded operators from locally convex

Hausdorff space X into itself and 7' € L(X), the Cesdro means of T is defined by

Thy = ZT’”

An operator T is (uniformly) mean ergodic if {7}, }72 is a convergent sequence
in (norm) strong topology and is called power bounded if the sequence {17},
is bounded in L(X).

It is easy to check that for all n € N, %T" Ty — 1T[n 1], where Tjg) = I is

the identity operator. From this we get if T" is mean ergodic, then for all x € X,
lim, oo 27"z = 0 and in the uniform mean ergodic case, lim,_ =||T"|| = 0.
The study of mean ergodicity of linear operators on Banach spaces goes back
to 1931, when Von Numann proved that for a unitary operator 1" on a Hilbert
space H, there is a projection P on H, such that Tj, converges to P in the
strong operator topology. In 1939 Lorch demonstrated that for reflexive Banach
spaces, power bounded operators are mean ergodic. Dunford in 1943 stated the
connection between the spectral properties of an operator and its uniform mean
ergodicity. There are a lot of references about dynamical properties of different

linear bounded operators on Banach, Fréchet and locally convex spaces. One of

the best, is a book written by Bayart and Matheron [§]. Additionally, [1] 2 16] and



the references therein give more details about mean ergodic and power bounded
operators on locally convex spaces. Bonet and Ricker [I0], characterized the
mean ergodicity of multiplication operators in weighted spaces of holomorphic
functions and recently Bonet, Jordd and Rodriguez [9] extended the results to
the weighted space of continuous functions. In this paper, we look for conditions
under which the multiplication operator M, is power bounded and its Cesdaro
means is convergent or uniformly convergent on the Bloch space B, little Bloch

space By and the Besov Space B,,.

2 The Bloch space B and The little Bloch space
By

The following Proposition provides the necessary condition for multiplication op-
erators to be power bounded, uniform mean ergodic and mean ergodic on B or

Bo.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose ¢ € H(U) and My is a bounded operator on B(By).

If My is power bounded, mean ergodic or uniformly mean ergodic on B(By), then

l|¢)]]eo < 1.

Proof. Suppose M, is uniformly mean ergodic or mean ergodic on B(By), then
for all f € B(By), we have lim, o = f.4" = 0 when n — oo. Let f =1, so
| L2
z e, \%(Z” — 0 as n — oo, it forces [¢(z)| < 1 for all z € U or equivalently,

Y]l < 1.
Now suppose ||[¢)||sc > 1. Choose A € R such that |[¢||oc > A > 1. By (1.1),

s — 0. By lemma (1.1), for all z € U, |%(Z)| < ||%||Blog%‘z‘2, So for all

in both B and By we have |[Myn|| > ||[¢"||o = [|¥||% > A" lim,_00 A" = 00,
therefore {Myn},, is an unbounded sequence and consequently M, is not power

bounded operator on B(By). O



The following Lemma which is proved in [11] is very useful in proving the next

theorem. We omit the proof.

Lemma 2.2. (See [11]) If {f.} C By then f, — 0 weakly if and only if f,,(z) — 0

for all z € U and sup,, || fullg < 0.

Remark 2.3. Consider that for ¢ € H*(U) Schwarz-Pick Lemma [§] implies
that By < |[¥||e. In fact if 1 # 0, then for ¢ = 2= we have:

19|
B _ 5, = sup(1 — |2P)|¢(2)] < sup(1 — [p(z)) < 1.
||¢||oo zelU zelU

Theorem 2.4. Suppose Y is a holomorphic function on U inducing a bounded
multiplication operator My, on B(By), if ||¥||s < 1 then M,y is power bounded on
B(By).

Proof. We recall that By* = B and (My|p,)* = My|g. (By My|p, and My|z we
mean the multiplication on By and B, respectively). So ||(My|g,)|| = ||My|s|| and

clearly power boundedness of M, on B implies it on By and vice versa. By (1.2),

foralln € N, || Myn

< maz{||Y"||8, [|¥"||cc+0oyn }. If for some z € U, |¢p(2)| =1,
then by Maximum Modules Principal, ¢ = £ where |£| = 1, then oy» = 0 for all
n € N. So for n € N, |[Mya|| < [[¢"||s = [¢"(0)] + B3 < [v™(0)] + |[¢||2 < 2 or

[[Myn || < (|95 + oy < 1, then sup,,ey |[Myn|| <2 and M, is power bounded.

Now, suppose for all z € U, |¢(z)] < 1. Fix f € By and let L : By — C be
a bounded linear functional. There exists g € A'(U) such that L(Mynf) =
Jo¥™(2)f(2)g(z)dA(z). Clearly, for all n € N the function ¥ (2)f(z)g(z) is in-
tegrable and Since |¢"(z)| < 1, it converges pointwise to zero and by Lebesgue

Convergence Theorem, L(Myn f) — 0 and by Lemma 2.2 and Uniform bounded-

ness Principle the result follows.



Remark 2.5. In the case |[1|| < 1, we can find a upper bound for the sequence
{Myn}. If for n € N, || Myn|| < ||¢)"]|, then
[[Myn|| < [[¢"]]58 = [4"(0)] + Byn
< [ O)] + [[9"loo
= [¢"O0) + [I¥[l% < 2, (2.1)

and if n € N, |[Myn|| < [["||oc + oyn, then

n n e 142
Ml < 16" o + 2 sup(1 — o) (2) () og 12
226 1 |Z‘
n o1 (1 1+ |z
SIW}Hm-+nHme1<—SUPO-VFNw%ZHk% ")
22€U 1_|Z|
ol + nllolln oy
<1+ nllol oy, (2.2)

But since ||¢||o < 1, we have lim,, o n||?||"% 'oy, = 0 and therefore {n||||"% '}
is a bounded sequence. Let K = sup,,cyn||¢||% toy, then || Myn|| <1+ K. So by
this and (2.1), sup,en || Myn|| < maz{2,1+ K}.

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that My, is a bounded operator on B(By). If ||¢||s < 1

or ¢ = £ where £ € U, then My is uniformly mean ergodic (and hence mean

ergodic) on B(By).

Proof. Primarily suppose 1 = ¢, |{| = 1. If £ = 1, then for all n € N and f € B,
(My)m f = f and clearly M, is uniformly mean ergodic on B(By) and if { # 1,
24 ggn n+1
then Mynf =¢"f =&"f and (My)mf = €+f++€f £€( 165 ).
In this case for f € B(By) with ||f||z < 1, we have

_JOg—gry ,
0o lls = |52 2= 4 sup(L = =)

<2 et <2
=l —¢| Pl —¢] = nl —¢f’

50 [|(My)pm|| = 0 when n — oo and My, is uniformly mean ergodic on B(Bj).

1_£n+1
1-¢
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Now, suppose ||9]|s < 1 and let f € B(BO) such that ||f||z < 1, then

Il < 12 ‘Zw " + % sup(1 = )| ) T
Lswp(1— [2)|) (wz)%) 2.3

We show that all three components of the right side are uniformly convergent
to 0 and so the proof will be complete. Since ||¢]| < 1, Maximum Mod-

ules principle implies |¢(0)| < 1, so {%—0)‘ Yo |¥(0)]™}, converges to zero,

as n — oo. Similarly, Lsup,cy(1 — |2[2)] /() (z) = d;)(iz | < 1 ||w|| , therefore

{Lsup,ey(1 — |22 ()9 (2) = ﬂ(j |} converges uniformly to 0 as n — oo. Fi-

nally, since by lemma (1.1), |f(2)| < ||f||5log 1_—‘2‘2, we get:

sup(l — |21 (2) <w(2)%)

<sup(1 [ £(2) w’<2>%1:<(5>)
sup(1 = [2)|f ()[4 (2) (%)

2 2 ! &
Sigg(l — |2| )||f||310g1_7|2|2||7/’ (Z)|W

2 L+ (n = D[Pl +nl[y]]5
+sup(1 — |z|? log ——|[¥'(= T =
sup(t =12l lls los TR IV I3 152
2 3+<n—1>uw||"+1+n||wun)
< sup(1 — |z|H)|¢'(2)| 1o )( N =
11k (st = )0/ o OETISE
but M, is bounded operator on B, so by [11] sup,.y(1—|z[*)[¢'(2)| log 1—?ZI2 < 00,

then the last part of the inequality (2.3) tends also to the zero , when n — oo

and there is nothing left to prove. O

Lemma 2.7. Let My be a bounded operator on B (By), then I — M, is an iso-
morphism of B (By) if and only if ﬁ € H>*(U).

Proof. 1f I — M, is invertible, then clearly, (I — M)~ = (M;_,)~! = Mﬁ’ SO
by [5] we must have ﬁ € H>*(U). Conversely, suppose % € H*(U).

W, 141

1
L = 1— |z
7ty = TR e T <

- zeU 2

STl ow <00,



so by [5], Mﬁ is bounded on B (By), i. e. I — My, is invertible. O

Proposition 2.8. Let 1) be a non constant analytic function on U with ||¢]|s = 1.
If My is bounded on By then it is mean ergodic. Moreover, it is uniformly mean

ergodic on By if and only if ﬁ € H>*(U).

Proof. Fix f € By. By Theorem 2.4, M, is power bounded. Let M = sup,,cy || Myn||.
Then |[(My)p]| < M and also lim,, e = Myn f = 0. Maximum Modules Principle
implies that for all z € U, [¢(2)| < 1, so {(My)n}n is a bounded sequence that

converges pointwise to zero. We show it converges weakly to zero. Let L € B,

fore some g € AYU), L((My)pn) f) = Ju(My)pmi f(2)g(2)dA(z). By Lebesgue Con-
vergence Theorem we can deduce that L((My)}nf) — 0. The proof of proposition
is completed by using Theorem 1.1, page 72 of [16].

Suppose M, is uniformly mean ergodic. Via the above proof we must have
[|(My)pm)| — 0. One can easily see that ker(I — My) = 0 and since M, is

power bounded, =||Myn

— 0. So by proposition 2.16 of [I], M, is uniformly
mean ergodic if and only if I — M, = M,;_, is an isomorphism of By, which is

equivalent to ﬁ € H*(U). O

Proposition 2.9. Suppose 1 € H(U) is non constant and ||[{||cc = 1 and M, is
a bounded operator on B, then M,y is mean ergodic if and only if it is uniformly

mean ergodic if and only if ﬁ € H>(U).

Proof. As we said before, ||(My)m|sl] = ||(My)m|5,], so by above proposition
M, is uniformly mean ergodic if and only if ﬁ € H>°(U). On the other hand
Bloch space is a Grothendieck Banach space which satisfies the Dunford Pettis
property (GDP space) which Lotz in [18] proved that mean ergodicity and uniform

mean ergodicity are equivalent in these spaces. See [15] page 16. U

The forthcoming example is a direct consequence of previous propositions.
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Example 2.10. M, is power bounded operator on both B and By. But it is not
uniformly mean ergodic nor is it mean ergodic on B. It is mean ergodic on By, but
it is not uniformly mean ergodic. These statement are also true for My, where 9

is an automorphism of the unit disk.
The following theorems are direct consequences of this sections:

Theorem 2.11. Let M, be a bounded multiplication operator on B, then the

following are equivalent:
1. ||Y]]lee < 1 and either, v = &, where £ € U or ﬁ € H>*(U).
2. My is mean ergodic.
3. My is uniformly mean ergodic.

Theorem 2.12. Let M, be a bounded multiplication operator on By, then the

following are equivalent:
1 [Yfle <1
2. My is power bounded.
3. M,y is mean ergodic.

Theorem 2.13. Let My be a bounded multiplication operator on By, then the

following are equivalent:
1. ||Y]lee < 1 and either, v = &, where £ € JU or ﬁ e H>(U).

2. My is uniformly mean ergodic.

11



3 Besov Space B,(1 < p < o0)

Before starting this section, it is necessary to remind that a Banach space X
is said to be mean ergodic if each power bounded operator is mean ergodic.
Lorch by extending the result of Rizes, showing that L, spaces are mean ergodic,
proved that the reflexive spaces are also mean ergodic, see [1]. According to the
introduction, for 1 < p < oo Besov Spaces B, are reflexive spaces and therefore
power boundedness of an operator implies mean ergodicity. In this section we

only consider the case 1 < p < oco.

Theorem 3.1. Suppose ¢ € H(U) and M, is a bounded operator on Besov space
B,. If My, is power bounded, mean ergodic or uniformly mean ergodic operator on

B, then ||¢]]e < 1.

Proof. First suppose ||1|| > 1. Then there is v > 0 such that |||l > a >
1. Since by (1.1), |[¥|lec < || Myl], for all n € N. we have o™ < |[{"|| <
[| Mg

and therefore My can not be power bounded on B,. Now suppose M,
is uniformly mean ergodic (or mean ergodic) on B,, then for all f € B, we have

lim, o0 2f.0" = 0 when n — oo. Let f = 1, then ||£-||, — 0. By lemma(1.2),

n

%(Z” < C||%||p(10g1_—‘2z‘2)1_% for all z € U and some C > 0. So || - 0
when n — oo for all z € U;so |¢(z)| < 1 for all z € U and finally ||¢|]o < 1.

O

From now on, we assume that analytic function ¢ holds in the following con-

dition:

/(1—|2|2)p‘2|¢’(2)|p(10g _2 ;)P THdA(2) < oo (3.1)
U 1—|z|

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that ¢ € H(U) and condition (3.1) is met. If My is a
bounded operator on the Besov space B,, then the following statements are equiv-

alent.

12



(1) Y]l < 1.

(ii) M,y is power bounded.

(111) My is mean ergodic.
Proof. According to the initial interpretations of the section, it is sufficient to
show that (i) and (ii) are equivalent. Let |[¢)|| < 1. If there exist z € U such
that [¢(z)| = 1, then ¢(2) = A, |A| = 1 and ¢/ = 0. So for f € B, and ||f||, = 1
we have

[[Myn fllp = [8"(0).f (O)] + s

< [FO)+r = 1l

and M, is power bounded on B, in fact ||[Myn|| < 1, for all n € N. Now suppose

|(2)] < 1forall z € Uandlet f € B,. In this case, the followings can be deduced;

1. [¥™(0)f(0)] — 0 when n — oo, since [(0)]| < 1.

2. [ulf' )P (2)P(1—[2[*)P72dA(2) — 0, as n — oo, since | f'(2)e" (2)[P(1 —
2772 < [f'(2)P(1 = [2[*)P72, and f € B, gives us that [, |f'(2)P(1 —
|2|?)P72d A(z) < oo, then | f'(2)"(2)[P(1—|2|?)P~2 is integrable for all n € N.
By using Lebesgue Convergence theorem the result is obtained.

3. [y I/ (2)" (=) f(2)|P(1 — |2]*)P~2dA(z) — 0, since by lemma (1.2):

!

)

[nd)! (2)"H (2) ()P (1=12*)P72 < nPCP| f|[P(1—]2[*)P 2|4 (2) [P (log 1 —2|Z|2

by hypothesis the right side of the last inequality is integrable for all n € N
and so is [ny/(2)Y" Y (2) f(2)|P(1 — |2z]*)P~2. Lebesgue Converges theorem

gives the desired result.

Consequently for all f € B, ||Myn f||, = 0 when n — co. So {Myn f} is bounded
sequence for all f € B, and by Principle uniform boundedness M, is power

bounded on B,. O

13



Recall that by o(T') (spectrum of T') we mean the set of all A € C such that

T — M\ is not invertible.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose ¢ € H(U) which satisfies condition (3.1) and My is a

bounded operator on the Besov space B,, then {(U) = o(My), (¢ (U) means the

norm closure of ¥(U)).

Proof. First since My, — A = M,_y, then A € o(My) if and only if My_, is
not invertible. If My_, is invertible, then (My_»)"' = My_y-1 = Mﬁ So if
A € ¢(U) then there exists zy € U such that ¢ (z9) = A therefore ﬁ ¢ H>*(U)
and M,_, is not invertible that means A € o(My) and ¢(U) C o(M,). But

o(My) is closed so ¢(U) C o(My,). Now assume that (3.1) holds and X ¢ ¢(U),

hence € H>(U). By (3.1)

w()

|77b 2 p—1 2\p—2
1— P=2dA(z) < 0.
| T o g A <
Thus by proposition (1.4), M L is bounded on B, and My_) is invertible which
means A ¢ o(My).
O
Dunford in [13] stated the connection between the spectral properties of an

operator and its uniform mean ergodicity. The following Theorem represents Lin

and Dunford Theorems together.

Theorem 3.4. If an operator T' on a Banach space X 1is uniformly mean ergodic,
if and only if both (||T"||/n), converges to 0 and either 1 € C\o(T') or 1 is a pole of
order 1 of the resolvent Ry : C\o(T) — L(X), Rp(\) = (T —XI)~t. Consequently

if 1 1s an accumulation of o(T'), then T is not uniformly mean ergodic.
Proof. See [13] and [17]. O

Theorem 3.5. Suppose ) € H(U) which holds (3.1) and My, is a bounded operator
on the Besov space By, then M,y is uniformly mean ergodic on B, if and only if

[]loe < 1 and either ¢ = € for some € € OU or 15 € H*(U).

14



Proof. Let ||Y|| < 1. Consider that (My)pf(z) = @ s (). So if

n m=1

Y =1, we can easily see ||(My)p) — I|| = 0 when n — oo, where [ is the identity

operator on B,. In the case ¢ = &, where £ # 1, we have (My)p,) = wtf

%5(1%8?1) and clearly ||(My)p|| — 0. If ﬁ € H>*(U), an apply of propositon
(1.4) shows that the function ﬁ € M(B,) and Mﬁ is bounded on B,, it means
that 1 ¢ o(My) and since M, is power bounded, Dunford-Lin Theorem guaranties
the uniform mean ergodicity of M, on B,,.

Conversely; assume that M, is uniformly mean ergodic on B,. So by Theorems
(3.1) and (3.2) it is power bounded and ||¢||s < 1. Suppose ) is not uni- modular
constant function, so ()| < 1 for all z € U, this get us that ||(My)n|| —
0 as n — oo. Also ker(l — My) = 0 and power boundedness of M, implies
that lim, o +|[M}|| = 0, Proposition 2.16 of [I] confirms that I — M, is an

isomorphism on B, i.e. M1__1¢ = Mﬁ is bounded on B, thus ﬁ € H*(U). O
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