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Abstract. This paper is devoted to the study of the dynamics of Toeplitz operators
TF with smooth symbols F on the Hardy spaces of the unit disk Hp, p > 1. Building
on a model theory for Toeplitz operators on H2 developed by Yakubovich in the 90’s,
we carry out an in-depth study of hypercyclicity properties of such operators. Under
some rather general smoothness assumptions on the symbol, we provide some neces-
sary/sufficient/necessary and sufficient conditions for TF to be hypercyclic onHp. In par-
ticular, we extend previous results on the subject by Baranov-Lishanskii and Abakumov-
Baranov-Charpentier-Lishanskii. We also study some other dynamical properties for this
class of operators.
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1. Introduction and main results

Our aim in this paper is to investigate Toeplitz operators on the Hardy space Hp of the
open unit disk D, where 1 < p < +∞, from the point of view of linear dynamics.

Given a function F ∈ L∞(T), where T denotes the unit circle in C, the Toeplitz operator
TF on Hp is defined by

TFu = P+(Fu) for every u ∈ Hp.

Here P+ denotes the canonical (Riesz) projection from Lp(T) onto Hp, and it is well-known
that it is bounded when 1 < p < +∞. Then the Toeplitz operator TF is bounded on Hp,
which we denote by TF ∈ B(Hp). The class of Toeplitz operators plays a prominent role in
operator theory, partly because of their numerous applications to various other domains
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such as complex analysis, theory of orthogonal polynomials, probability theory, informa-
tion and control theory, mathematical physics, etc. We refer the reader to one of the
references [6,10,12,22,34,39–41] for an in depth study of Toeplitz operators from various
points of view. See also Appendix A for some useful reminders on Toeplitz operators and
the Riesz projection P+.

Our focus here will be on the study of the hypercyclicity of Toeplitz operators on Hp

spaces, as well as of related properties such as chaos, frequent hypercyclicity, ergodicity...
Definitions as well as related concepts will be presented in the forthcoming sections and
in Appendix A. Any unexplained terminology pertaining to linear dynamics can be found
in one the books [8] or [33], together with a thorough presentation of linear dynamical
systems, both from the topological and from the measurable point of view. It may be useful
to mention that the main difficulty when studying the dynamics of Toeplitz operators is
that, in general, explicit formulas for the powers of the Toeplitz operator are not available,
except when the symbol is analytic or anti-analytic.

Given a bounded operator T acting on a (real or complex) separable Banach space
X, T is said to be hypercyclic on X if it admits a vector x ∈ X with a dense orbit
{Tnx ; n ≥ 0}. Such a vector x is called a hypercyclic vector for T . Hypercyclicity is
clearly a reinforcement of the classical notion of cyclicity, where one requires the existence
of a vector x ∈ X such that the linear space of its orbit is dense in X. A hypercyclic
operator T ∈ B(X) satisfies the following spectral properties: every connected component
of its spectrum σ(T ) intersects the unit circle, and the point spectrum of its adjoint is
empty. In particular, it easily follows that a Toeplitz operator with an analytic symbol is
never hypercyclic. On the other hand, many operators can be shown to be hypercyclic,
based on the study of their eigenvectors. Indeed, a well-known criterion due to Godefroy
and Shapiro [30] states the following:

Suppose that the two spaces

(1.1) H−(T ) = span [ker(T − λ) ; |λ| < 1] and H+(T ) = span [ker(T − λ) ; |λ| > 1]

are equal to X. Then T is hypercyclic on X.

This criterion will be used repeatedly in the paper to show that for large classes of
symbols F ∈ L∞(T), the associated Toeplitz operator TF on Hp is hypercyclic.

The study of Toeplitz operators from the point of view of linear dynamics began in the
seminal work of Godefroy and Shapiro [30], where they gave a necessary and sufficient
condition for the adjoint of a multiplication operator on H2 to be hypercyclic, thus char-
acterizing hypercyclic Toeplitz operators with anti-analytic symbols: if F ∈ H∞ and F is
not constant, then TF ∈ B(H2) is hypercyclic if and only if F (D) ∩ T ̸= ∅. The next step
was done by Shkarin, who considered in [47] the case where

F (eiθ) = ae−iθ + b+ ceiθ for every eiθ ∈ T,

and proved that TF is hypercyclic onH2 if and only if |a| > |c| and the bounded component
of C \ F (T) intersects both D and C \ D. Baranov and Lishanskii investigated next in [4]
the more general case where F has the form

F (eiθ) = P (e−iθ) + φ(eiθ) for a.e. eiθ ∈ T,

where P is an analytic polynomial and φ belongs to H∞. They provided some necessary
conditions (of a spectral kind) for TF to be hypercyclic on H2, as well as some sufficient
conditions, based on the study of the eigenvectors of TF and on the Godefroy-Shapiro
Criterion. The same line of approach was taken in the subsequent work [1] of Abakumov,
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Baranov, Charpentier and Lishanskii, where the authors extended results of [4] to the case
of more general symbols F of the form

F (eiθ) = R(e−iθ) + φ(eiθ) for a.e. eiθ ∈ T,

where R is a rational function without poles in D and φ belongs to H∞. The novel feature
of the approach taken in [1] is the use of deep results of Solomyak [48] providing necessary
and sufficient conditions for finite sets of functions in H2 to be cyclic for some analytic
Toeplitz operators on H2. Taken in combination with the description of some eigenvectors
of TF , this yields substantial extensions of certain results from [4].

Our work is a further contribution to the study of hypercyclicity of Toeplitz opera-
tors. Our approach here is somewhat different from the ones taken in the previous works
mentioned above, although we will use too properties of eigenvectors and the Godefroy-
Shapiro Criterion in order to obtain sufficient conditions for TF to be hypercyclic. So as
to exhibit suitable families of spanning eigenvectors for TF , we rely on deep constructions
by Yakubovich of model operators for Toeplitz operators on H2 with smooth symbol. It
should be mentioned that the model theory for Toeplitz operators with smooth symbols
has a rich history. See for instance [14–16, 19–21, 24, 43, 50]. In a series of papers culmi-
nating in the works [51] and [53] (see also [52]), Yakubovich showed that for a very large
class of positively wound smooth symbols F on T, the operator TF is similar to a direct
sum of multiplication operators by the independent variable z on certain closed subspaces
of Smirnov spaces E2(Ω), where the sets Ω are suitable unions of connected components
of σ(TF )\F (T). In the case where the symbol F is negatively wound, in an analogous way
TF is similar to the direct sum of the adjoints of these multiplication operators on these
subspaces of the E2(Ω)’s. In particular, under these conditions, TF admits an H∞ func-
tional calculus on the interior of the spectrum σ(TF ) of TF . Moreover, using this model,
Yakubovich proved in [51] and [53] that whenever F is sufficiently smooth and negatively
wound, TF is cyclic on H2. The proof of this last property relies on the fact that the
eigenvectors of TF associated to eigenvalues λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T) span a dense subspace of
H2.

It is not difficult to see (see Proposition 3.1 below) that, for smooth symbols at least, a
necessary condition for the hypercyclicity of TF is that F be negatively wound. We will
suppose that it is the case in the rest of this introduction.

Thus, in order to decide whether the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion can be applied to TF
(proving then hypercyclicity), we need to find conditions on a subset A of σ(TF ) \ F (T)
implying that the vector space

span [ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ A]
is dense in Hp. In other words, given any x ∈ Hq (where q is the conjugate exponent of
p), we need to be able to decide wether x = 0 as soon as x is vanishes on the eigenspaces
ker(TF −λ) for all λ ∈ A. An easy observation, based on the analyticity of the eigenvector
fields and the Uniqueness Principle for analytic functions (see Proposition 2.5 for details),
shows that if x vanishes on ker(TF − λ) for all λ ∈ A ∩Ω, then x vanishes on ker(TF − λ)
for all λ ∈ Ω, where Ω is any connected component of σ(TF )\F (T) such that A∩Ω has an
accumulation point in Ω. Recall that we do know (as mentioned above, it is a consequence
of results from [51] and [53]) that if for every connected component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T)
and for every λ ∈ Ω, x vanishes on ker(TF − λ), then x = 0. So things boil down to the
following kind of question, which we state here informally:
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Question 1.1. Let Ω be a connected component of σ(TF ) \ F (T) and let x ∈ Hq be such
that

x vanishes on ker(TF − λ) for every λ ∈ Ω.

Let Ω′ be another connected component of σ(TF ) \ F (T). Under which conditions on Ω
and Ω′ is it true that

x vanishes on ker(TF − λ) for every λ ∈ Ω′?

We will investigate this question in some depth, finding rather general conditions on
pairs (Ω,Ω′) of connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) implying an affirmative answer to
Question 1.1. This will allow us to derive necessary and sufficient geometrical conditions
implying the hypercyclicity of TF under fairly general conditions on the (negatively wound)
symbol F . Moreover, this approach allows us to treat the case where TF acts on Hp, p > 1
rather than the Hilbertian case p = 2 only.

Our conditions are stated essentially in terms of smoothness of the symbol F , which is
at least required to belong to a class C1+ε, for some suitable ε > 0 (see Appendix A.2 for
the definition of C1+ε) and of geometrical properties of the set of connected components
of σ(TF ) \F (T). Rather than state here formally some of our results, which would require
some preparation and notation, we prefer to present in an informal way some cases where
we are able to characterize hypercyclicity of TF , along with a picture of a situation where
we are in the case considered and TF is hypercyclic.

Let p > 1 and q its conjugate exponent, i.e. 1
p+

1
q = 1. Consider the following conditions

on the symbol F :

(H1) F belongs to the class C1+ε(T) for some ε > max(1/p, 1/q), and its derivative F ′

does not vanish on T;

(H2) the curve F (T) self-intersects a finite number of times, i.e. the unit circle T can
be partitioned into a finite number of closed arcs α1, . . . , αm such that
(a) F is injective on the interior of each arc αj , 1 ≤ j ≤ m;
(b) for every i ̸= j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, the sets F (αj) and F (αj) have disjoint interiors;

(H3) for every λ ∈ C\F (T), windF (λ) ≤ 0, where windF (λ) denotes the winding number
of the curve F (T) around λ;

(H4) F admits an analytic extension to an open neighborhood of T.

When condition (H2) is satisfied, denote by O the set of all the extremities of the arcs
αj . The set of self-intersection points of the curve F (T) is contained in O, hence finite. By
choosing the arcs αj in a suitable manner, it is possible to ensure that O is exactly the set
of self-intersection points of F (T); this is what we will assume in the forthcoming sections.
Under assumption (H2), the function F admits an inverse F−1 defined on F (T) \ O. Let
us note that the results that we will obtain will depend only on the a.e. behaviour of the
function F−1 on F (T) \ O; in particular, they do not depend on the specific form of the
set O induced by the choice of the arcs αj in assumption (H2).

The smoothness and injectivity conditions (H1) and (H2) are those from [51] in the
case p = 2. A more general condition than (H2), allowing the sets F (αi) and F (αj) to
coincide for some indices i ̸= j, is provided in [53]. Some of our results also hold under this
weaker assumption, but for simplicity’s sake, we begin by restrict ourselves here to the
case where (H2) holds, i.e. to the case where the curve F (T) has only a finite number of
auto-intersection points. The weaker assumptions of [53] will be considered in Section 6.
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Let F satisfies the first three assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3). Recall (see Lemma A.11)
that in this case

σ(TF ) = {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; windF (λ) < 0} ∪ F (T).
We denote by C the set of all connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T). For every Ω ∈ C,
let windF (Ω) be the common value of windF (λ), λ ∈ Ω. We will prove (see Theorem 3.2)
that a necessary condition for TF , acting on Hp, to be hypercyclic, is that T intersects
every connected component of the interior of σ(TF ). Here are now some examples of nec-
essary/sufficient/necessary and sufficient conditions that we obtain for the hypercyclicity
of TF on Hp:

Case 1: If Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every Ω ∈ C, then TF is hypercyclic on Hp (Theorem 4.1).

T

F (T)

Figure 1

Case 2: If C has only one element, i.e. σ(TF ) \ F (T) is connected, then TF is hypercyclic

on Hp if and only if
◦

σ(TF ) ∩ T ̸= ∅ (Theorem 5.1).

T

F (T)

Figure 2

Case 3: If Ω∩Ω′ is finite for all distinct elements Ω,Ω′ of C, then TF is hypercyclic on Hp

if and only if Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every Ω ∈ C (Theorem 5.5).

T

F (T)

Figure 3
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Case 4: Say that Ω ∈ C is a maximal component of σ(TF ) \F (T) if the following holds: for
every Ω′ ∈ C which is adjacent to Ω, |windF (Ω′)| < |windF (Ω)|.
If T intersects all the maximal components of σ(TF )\F (T), then TF is hypercyclic
on Hp (Theorem 5.6).

T

F (T)

Figure 4

Case 5: Suppose that F satisfies the additional assumption (H4) and that the following
holds: for every pair (Ω,Ω′) of adjacent connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T)
with |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|, one of the following properties holds:
(a) there exists a self intersection point λ0 of the curve F (T) and an open neigh-

borhood V of λ0 such that: V ∩∂Ω′ = V ∩∂Ω∩∂Ω′, λ0 belongs to ∂Ω∩∂Ω′, and
the restriction of the function ζ to ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′ cannot be extended continuously
at the point λ0;

(b) ∂Ω′ is a Jordan curve and the image of a single closed subarc of T.

Then TF is hypercyclic on Hp if and only if T intersects every component of
◦

σ(TF )
(Theorem 5.14).

T

F (T)

Figure 5

Our results allow us to retrieve and generalize previous results from [47], [4] and [1] on
hypercyclicity of Toeplitz operators on H2, up to one important point: while our results
apply to general smooth functions F on T, those of [1] apply to symbols of the form
F (eiθ) = R(e−iθ)+φ(eiθ) where R is a rational function without poles in D and φ belongs
to the disk algebra A(D), the space of functions which are analytic on D and admit a
continuous extension to D. While the restriction of R to T is as smooth as we wish, that
of φ is only continuous, so that the restriction of F to T may be only continuous. See
Section 7 for details.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we first present Yakubovich’s results
on models for Toeplitz operators with negatively wound symbols on H2, and state their
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extension to the Hp setting that will be required in the sequel of the paper. In Section 3,
we present some necessary conditions for the hypercyclicity of Toeplitz operators on Hp.
Sections 4 and 5 are devoted to the proofs of our main results, providing sufficient as well
as necessary and sufficient conditions for the hypercyclicity of these operators. The more
general case where the symbol is not necessarily required to be injective on the circle minus
a finite number of points (i.e. the setting of [53]) is discussed then in Section 6. In Section 7,
we compare our results and approach to those taken by Abakumov, Baranov, Charpentier
and Lishanskii in [1]. Section 8 contains some generalizations and further results, as well
as some open questions arising from our study. In particular, we investigate in Section 8
other notions in linear dynamics such as supercyclicity, chaos, frequent hypercyclicity and
ergodicity with respect to an invariant ergodic measure in the setting of Toeplitz operators.

The paper also contains two appendices: the first one, Appendix A, presents some
reminders on topics and tools which are repeatedly used in the paper: basics on the
Fredholm theory of Toeplitz operators, Carleson measure, Smirnov spaces, quasiconformal
maps, Privalov’s type theorems, and, lastly, linear dynamics. The second one, Appendix B,
contains a full proof of the extension to theHp case of the main results from [51] on Toeplitz
operators. Our approach follows closely that of [51], and we do not make any claim for
originality here. However, since these results are extremely beautiful, but not so easy to
read in their original presentation, we thought it worthwhile to provide a detailed account
of them, and of their extension to the Hp setting.

Acknowledgment. We are grateful to Dmitry Yakubovich for stimulating discussions
on the topic of this paper, and to Dmitry Khavinson for providing us with useful references
on Smirnov spaces.

2. Model theory for Toeplitz operators on Hp spaces with smooth symbols

In this section we present the notation, setting and main results from [51] and [53] (in
the H2-case) which are crucial to our approach to hypercyclicity properties of Toeplitz
operators on Hp, p > 1. We’ll restrict ourselves here to the bare essentials, see Appendix B
for further details, explanations and proofs.

For 1 < p < +∞, let Hp denote the Hardy space of all analytic functions u on the open
unit disk D such that

∥u∥Hp := sup
0<r<1

Mp(u, r) < +∞ where Mp(u, r) =

(∫ 2π

0
|u(reiθ)|p dθ

2π

)1/p

.

A function u ∈ Hp has non tangential boundary values u∗ almost everywhere on T. We
will often still denote this boundary value as u. It is well-known that ∥u∥Hp = ∥u∗∥Lp(T).
The dual of Hp is canonically identified to Hq, where q is the conjugate exponent of p and
the duality is given by the following formula:

(2.1) ⟨x |y⟩p,q =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
x(eiθ)y(e−iθ) dθ,

where x ∈ Hp and y ∈ Hq. This duality bracket is linear on both sides; we keep this
convention even when p = 2, so that in particular adjoints of operators on H2 must be
understood as Banach space adjoints, and not Hilbert space adjoints.

We denote by P+ the Riesz projection from Lp(T) into Hp defined by

P+u(z) =
1

2iπ

∫
T

u(τ)

τ − z dτ for u ∈ Lp(T) and z ∈ D.
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2.1. Some spectral theory. Given F ∈ L∞(T), the Toeplitz operator TF on Hp defined
by TFu = P+(Fu), u ∈ Hp, is bounded on Hp. Suppose that F is continuous on T. Then
TF − λ is a Fredholm operator on Hp if and only if λ /∈ F (T); in this case, its Fredholm
index is equal to −windF (λ) and we can describe the spectrum of TF as

σ(TF ) = {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; windF (λ) ̸= 0} ∪ F (T),
where windF (λ) is the winding number of the curve F (T) with respect to λ. See Lemma A.11.
Note that, in all of this paper, F is, at least C1 on T, so the winding number is given by

windF (λ) =
1

2iπ

∫
T

F ′(τ)

F (τ)− λ dτ =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

F ′(eiθ)

F (eiθ)− λe
iθ dθ.

By continuity of the winding number, the function windF is constant on each connected
component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T). We denote this common value by windF (Ω).

2.2. Eigenvectors. Suppose now that windF takes only non positive values on C \F (T),
i.e. that assumption (H3) from the introduction is satisfied. It then follows from the
Hp version of the Coburn Theorem (Theorem A.12) and Lemma A.11 that, for every
λ ∈ C \ F (T),

ker(T ∗
F − λ) = {0} and dim ker(TF − λ) = −windF (λ).

Henceforward, we assume that F satisfies assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3). In order to
represent TF as the adjoint of a multiplication operator by λ on a certain space of analytic
functions, Yakubovich provided in [51] an explicit expression of a spanning family of
elements of ker(TF −λ), λ /∈ F (T). Let λ ∈ C\F (T), and consider the function ϕλ defined
on T by

ϕλ(τ) = τ−windF (λ)(F (τ)− λ) for τ ∈ T.

Since ϕλ is C1+ε and does not vanish on T, and since windϕλ(0) = 0, one can define a
logarithm log ϕλ of ϕλ on T that is C1+ε on T, and set

(2.2) F+
λ = exp(P+(log ϕλ)).

More details on the construction on F+
λ are contained in Appendix B. The functions F+

λ

and 1/F+
λ both belong to A(D) and for every connected component Ω of C \ F (T) and

every z ∈ D, the map λ 7→ F+
λ (z) is analytic on Ω and continuous on Ω (see Lemma B.1

and Lemma B.9 for details).

Let N = max{|windF (λ)| ; λ /∈ F (T)} and for each j = 0, . . . , N − 1, let

(2.3) Ω+
j = {λ /∈ F (T) ; |windF (λ)| > j}

be the set of points λ in C \ F (T) where the (negative) winding number of F is strictly
less than −j. We have

Ω+
N−1 ⊆ Ω+

N−2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ Ω+
1 ⊆ Ω+

0 ,

and σ(TF ) \ F (T) (which is the set of all λ’s in σ(TF ) such that TF − λ is Fredholm)
coincides with Ω+

0 . Note also that

∂Ω+
N−1 ⊆ ∂Ω+

N−2 ⊆ · · · ⊆ ∂Ω+
1 ⊆ ∂Ω+

0 = F (T).

For every j = 0, . . . , N − 1 and every λ ∈ Ω+
j , set

(2.4) hλ,j(z) = zj
F+
λ (0)

F+
λ (z)

for any z ∈ D.
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These functions belong to A(D), hence to Hp, and it can be checked that (TF −λ)hλ,j = 0

for every λ ∈ Ω+
j . So, we have

ker(TF − λ) = span
[
hλ,j ; 0 ≤ j < |windF (λ)|

]
for every λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T) (see Lemma B.4). Moreover, the map λ 7−→ hλ,j is analytic

from Ω+
j into A(D) and, for a fixed z ∈ D, the function λ 7−→ hλ,j(z) belongs to the

Smirnov space Eq(Ω+
j ), where q is the conjugate exponent of p (see Theorem B.15).

The reader may wonder why we normalize the eigenvectors in Equation (2.4) by the
constant F+

λ (0). In fact, in the construction of the model, we would like that the iso-
morphism U which implements the model satisfies that (U1)0 ≡ 1 (see Equation (2.7))
and, since (U1)0(λ) = hλ,0(0), this imposes this constant. With this property for U , it
turns out that one can obtain an explicit formulae for the inverse of U . See [51] for more
explanations on this point.

2.3. Interior and exterior boundary values. Assumption (H2) implies that the curve
F (T) has only a finite number of points of self-intersection which is the set O. Whenever
γ is a subarc of F (T) containing no point of O, γ is included in the boundary of exactly
two connected components Ω and Ω′ of C \ F (T), and we have

|windF (Ω)− windF (Ω
′)| = 1.

If |windF (Ω)| > |windF (Ω′)|, we say that Ω is the interior component and Ω′ is the
exterior component (with respect to γ). Now, let u be continuous on C \ F (T). For
λ0 ∈ F (T) \ O, let Iλ0 be a small subarc of F (T) \ O containing λ0. We define (when
they exist) the following non-tangential limits, called respectively the interior and exterior
boundary values of u at λ0:

uint(λ0) = lim
λ→λ0
λ∈Ω

u(λ) and uext(λ0) = lim
λ→λ0
λ∈Ω′

u(λ),

where Ω and Ω′ are respectively the interior and exterior connected components with re-
spect to Iλ0 . Functions in a Smirnov space of a domain Ω of C (with a rectifiable boundary
Γ = ∂Ω) admit non-tangential limits almost everywhere on Γ (see Appendix A.5). If Ω
and Ω′ are two adjacent domains along an arc γ, and if u belongs to some Smirnov space
Er(Ω ∪ Ω′), then the interior and exterior boundary values uint and uext exist almost
everywhere on γ.

ΩΩ′
×

λ0

Ω

Ω′
×

λ0

Figure 6
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With these notations, suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2) and (H3). Since F is invert-
ible from T \ F−1(O) onto F (T) \ O, one can define the map ζ = 1/F−1 on F (T) \ O.
In particular, ζ is defined almost everywhere on F (T). Then (see Corollary B.12) the
eigenvectors hλ,j of TF given by (2.4) satisfy the following relation:

(2.5) hintλ,j − ζhintλ,j+1 = hextλ,j for almost all λ ∈ ∂Ω+
j+1.

2.4. Boundary conditions in some Smirnov spaces. Let r > 1. On the direct sum⊕
0≤j≤N−1E

r(Ω+
j ), we consider the following norm:

∥(uj)0≤j≤N−1∥ =

N−1∑
j=0

∥uj∥rEr(Ω+
j )

1/r

for every (uj)0≤j≤N−1 ∈
N−1⊕
j=0

Er(Ω+
j ).

Note that for each connected component Ω of Ω+
j , the non-tangential limit of the function

uj exists almost everywhere on the boundary of Ω and that for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, the
non tangential limits uintj , uintj+1 and uextj exist almost everywhere on ∂Ω+

j+1.

Let ErF be the closed subspace of
⊕
Er(Ω+

j ) formed by the N -tuples (uj)0≤j≤N−1 in⊕
Er(Ω+

j ) satisfying, for all 0 ≤ j < N − 1,

(2.6) uintj − ζuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on ∂Ω+
j+1.

Note that Equation (2.5) implies that for all z ∈ D, the N -tuple (h ·,0(z), . . . , h ·,N−1(z))
belongs to ErF . Note also that this subspace is an invariant subspace for the multiplication
operator Mλ :

⊕
Er(Ω+

j )→
⊕
Er(Ω+

j ) defined by

(Mλu)j = λuj(λ) for every u = (ui)0≤N−1 ∈
N−1⊕
j=0

Er(Ω+
j ).

More generally let v ∈ H∞(
◦

σ(TF )) be a bounded analytic function on the interior of
the spectrum of TF . Then the space ErF is invariant by the multiplication operator Mh

on
⊕
Er(Ω+

j ) defined by Mh(uj)0≤j≤N−1 = (huj)0≤j≤N−1, where uj ∈ Er(Ω+
j ) for every

0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. This means that H∞(
◦

σ(TF )) is contained in the multiplier algebra of ErF .

2.5. The main result of Yakubovich. After all this preparation, we are now ready to
define the operator U that gives Mλ as a model operator for T ∗

F .

Let p > 1, and let q be the conjugate exponent of p (i.e. 1/p+ 1/q = 1). Suppose that
the symbol F of the Toeplitz operator TF ∈ B(Hp) satisfies (H1), (H2) and (H3). Let hλ,j ,
0 ≤ j ≤ N −1, be given by (2.4). For every function g ∈ Hq, define Ug = ((Ug)j)0≤j≤N−1

by setting

(2.7) (Ug)j(λ) = ⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q, λ ∈ Ω+
j .

Note that, since hλ,j is an eigenvector of TF associated to the eigenvalue λ, we have for
every g ∈ Hq and every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 that

⟨hλ,j |T ∗
F g⟩p,q = ⟨TFhλ,j |g⟩p,q = λ⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q for every λ ∈ Ω+

j .

In other words,
U(T ∗

F g) = MλUg for every g ∈ Hq.

Since the functions hλ,j , 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, form a basis of the eigenspace ker(TF − λ), it
follows that
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Fact 2.1. For any g ∈ Hq, g vanishes on ker(TF − λ) if and only if (Ug)j(λ) = 0 for
every 0 ≤ j < |windF (λ)|.

We are now ready to give the Hp version of the main result obtained by Yakubovich in
[51].

Theorem 2.2. The operator U defined above is a linear isomorphism from Hq onto EqF .
Moreover, we have

T ∗
F = U−1MλU.

In other words, the following diagram commutes:

Hq Hq

Eq
F Eq

F

T ∗
F

Mλ

U U

This model is built from eigenvectors of TF , and the relation UT ∗
F = MλU means

nothing else than this. See the introductions of the papers [51,52] for insightful comments
on this construction. A detailed proof of Theorem 2.2 will be given in Appendix B.

We conclude this section with some important consequences of Theorem 2.2.

2.6. The functional calculus. Since H∞(
◦

σ(TF )) is contained in the multiplier algebra
of EqF , a first important consequence of Theorem 2.2 is the existence of an H∞ functional
calculus for TF on the interior of the spectrum of TF .

Corollary 2.3 (Yakubovich [51]). Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2) and (H3). Then

TF admits an H∞ functional calculus on
◦

σ(TF ), i.e. there exists a constant C > 0 such
that

∥u(TF )∥ ≤ C sup{|u(λ)| ; λ ∈
◦

σ(TF )}
for every function u ∈ H∞(

◦
σ(TF )).

Indeed, let u ∈ H∞(
◦

σ(TF )) = H∞(
◦

σ(T ∗
F )). By Theorem 2.2, we can set u(T ∗

F ) =

U−1Mu(λ)U . This defines a functional calculus for T ∗
F on H∞(

◦
σ(TF )), and

∥u(T ∗
F )∥ ≤ ∥U∥ ∥U−1∥ sup{|u(λ)| ; λ ∈

◦
σ(TF )}.

See Theorem B.25. Set now u(TF ) = u(T ∗
F )

∗ for every u ∈ H∞(
◦

σ(TF )); this defines an
H∞ functional calculus for TF on the interior of σ(TF ), and Corollary 2.3 follows.

2.7. Spanning eigenvectors. The second important consequence of Theorem 2.2 is that
eigenvectors of TF span a dense subset of Hp. Before we justify this statement, we set a
notation which will be used repeatedly throughout this work.

Definition 2.4. Let C denote the set of all connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T). For
every Ω ∈ C, set
(2.8) HΩ(TF ) := span [ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ Ω].

Here is now a result which will be crucial in the sequel.
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Proposition 2.5. Let p > 1 and let F satisfy (H1),(H2) and (H3).

(1) Let Ω ∈ C, and let A be a subset of C. If A ∩ Ω has an accumulation point in Ω,
then

span [ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ A ∩ Ω] = span [ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ Ω].

(2) We have

span [HΩ(TF ) ; Ω ∈ C] = Hp.

Proof. Given Ω ∈ C, observe that the functions λ 7→ ⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q, 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω)|, are
analytic on Ω (they belong to Ep(Ω)) and span a dense subspace of HΩ(TF ). Then the
uniqueness principle for analytic functions yields (1). In order to prove (2), suppose that
g ∈ Hp vanishes on all eigenspaces ker(TF − λ), λ ∈ Ω, Ω ∈ C. Then we have, for every
0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1,

⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q = 0 for every λ ∈ Ω+
j .

This means exactly that Ug = 0, and since U is injective by Theorem 2.2, g = 0. □

This consequence of Theorem 2.2 is used in [51] to derive the cyclicity of TF under
the assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3). Indeed, since ker(TF − λ)∗ = ∅ for every λ ∈
σ(TF ) \F (T), it follows from Proposition 2.5 and Lemma A.21 that TF is cyclic. In order
to investigate the hypercyclicity of TF , an important part of our work will be to refine
Proposition 2.5, to as to be able to conclude (under suitable conditions on the symbol F ),
that

H−(TF ) = span [ker(TF − λ) ; |λ| < 1] = Hp;

H+(TF ) = span [ker(TF − λ) ; |λ| > 1] = Hp.

These two properties will allow us to apply the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion, and thus to
deduce that TF is hypercyclic on Hp. This will be the main goal of our Section 4. Appli-
cations will be presented in Section 5. Meanwhile, we present some necessary conditions
(of a spectral nature) for the hypercyclicity of TF .

3. Necessary conditions for hypercyclicity of Toeplitz operators

3.1. A condition on the winding number. A first observation is that for a sufficiently
smooth symbol F , F has to be negatively wound for TF to have a chance of being hyper-
cyclic.

Proposition 3.1. Let F be continuous on T and let p > 1. If there exists a point λ0 ∈
C \ F (T) with windF (λ0) > 0, then TF is not hypercyclic on Hp, p > 1.

Proof. Recall (see Lemma A.11) that, since λ0 /∈ F (T), TF − λ0 is a Fredholm operator,
and its Fredholm index satisfies

j(TF − λ0) = dim(ker(TF − λ0))− dim(ker(T ∗
F − λ0)) = −windF (λ0).

Thus

dim(ker(T ∗
F − λ0)) = windF (λ0) + dim(ker(TF − λ0)) ≥ windF (λ0) > 0.

Then λ0 is an eigenvalue for T ∗
F . But the adjoint of an hypercyclic operator must have

empty point spectrum, and hence TF cannot be hypercyclic. □

Assumption (H3) is thus natural in our context.
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3.2. Intersection with connected components of the interior of the spectrum.
It is also well-known (see Appendix A.6) that whenever T is a hypercyclic operator on a
complex separable Banach space X, every connected component of the spectrum of T must
intersect the unit circle T. It turns out that, in our current setting, a stronger property
must hold.

Theorem 3.2. Let p > 1 and let F satisfy assumption (H1), (H2) and (H3). If TF is
hypercyclic on Hp, then every connected component of the interior of the spectrum of TF
must intersect T.

For instance, in the situation represented in Figure 7, Theorem 3.2 states that for
TF to be hypercyclic, the unit circle must intersect all the “petals” of the flower-like

domain
◦

σ(TF ) - which is much stronger that requiring that σ(TF ), which is connected
here, intersects T.

T

Figure 7

Theorem 3.2 follows immediately from Proposition 3.3 below, which has some inde-
pendent interest, and the fact that under assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3), TF has an

H∞(
◦

σ(TF ))-functional calculus (Corollary 2.3).

Proposition 3.3. Let X be a complex separable Banach space, and let T ∈ B(X) be
hypercyclic. Suppose that T admits an H∞-functional calculus on a certain open subset
O of C, and that all connected components of O intersect σ(T ). Then every connected
component of O intersects T.

Proof. Let O1 be a connected component of O, and let O2 = O \ O1. Define a function
u1 on O by setting u1(λ) = 1 if λ ∈ O1 and u1(λ) = 0 if λ ∈ O2. Set u2 = 1 − u1.
Then u1 and u2 are elements of H∞(O). Set Pi = ui(T ), i = 1, 2. The Pi’s are well-
defined bounded projections on X, with P1P2 = P2P1 = 0 and P1 + P2 = I. Denote
by Mi the range of Pi, i = 1, 2. Then Mi is a closed T -invariant subspace of X and
X = M1 ⊕M2. If O has at least two connected component, σ(T ) intersects both O1 and
O2, σ(Pi) = σ(ui(T )) = ui(σ(T )) = {0, 1}, and then Pi is a non-trivial projection. So
Mi ̸= {0} and Mi ̸= X. If O is connected, then O1 = O and P1 = I. Denote by Ti the
operator induced by T on Mi, i = 1, 2. Then

Fact 3.4. We have σ(T1) = O1 ∩ σ(T ).
Proof of Fact 3.4. Since σ(T ) = σ(T1) ∪ σ(T2), we clearly have σ(T1) ⊆ σ(T ). If λ /∈ O1,
define a function f by setting f(z) = 1

z−λu1(z), z ∈ O. Then f ∈ H∞(O), and the

operator S := f(T ) leaves M1 invariant and satisfies S(T − λ)x1 = (T − λ)Sx1 = x1 for
every x1 ∈ M1. So T1 − λ is invertible on M1, and λ /∈ σ(T1). Thus σ(T1) ⊆ O1 ∩ σ(T ).
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Suppose now that λ ∈ O1 ∩ σ(T ). Then λ /∈ O2 (because O1 is open and O1 ∩ O2 = ∅),
and by the argument above λ /∈ σ(T2). Since λ ∈ σ(T ), necessarily λ ∈ σ(T1), so that
O1 ∩σ(T ) ⊆ σ(T1). Hence O1 ∩σ(T ) ⊆ σ(T1) and this shows that σ(T1) = O1 ∩σ(T ). □

Moreover, since the operator T admits an H∞(O)-functional calculus, T1 admits an
H∞(O1)-functional calculus. Let u ∈ H∞(O1). Then u can be extended into a function
ũ ∈ H∞(O) by setting ũ(z) = 0 for z ∈ O2. For x1 ∈M1, define

(3.1) u(T1)x1 = ũ(T )x1.

Then u(T1) is a bounded operator on M1 and we have

∥u(T1)∥ ≤ ∥ũ(T )∥ ≤ C∥ũ∥∞,O = C∥u∥∞,O1

for a positive constant C independent of u. Then we easily see that Equation (3.1) defines
anH∞(O1)-functional calculus for T1. Since T is a hypercyclic operator onX, the operator
T1 is also hypercyclic on M1 (see Lemma A.13).

Let us finally show that it is impossible to have O1 ⊆ D nor O1 ⊆ C \ D. If O1 ⊆ D,
then

∥Tn1 ∥ ≤ C∥zn∥∞,O1 ≤ C for every n ≥ 0,

so that T1 is a power-bounded operator on M1. This stands in contradiction with the
hypercyclicity of T1. If now O1 ⊆ C \ D, then since σ(T1) = O1 ∩ σ(TF ), T1 is invertible,
and so T−1

1 is also hypercyclic (see Appendix A.6). Since 0 /∈ Oi, by the functional calculus
again, we have that

∥T−n
i ∥ ≤ C∥z−n∥∞,Oi ≤ C for every n ≥ 0,

contradicting the hypercyclicity of T−1
1 . So O1 ∩ (C \ D) ̸= ∅ and O1 ∩ D ̸= ∅, i.e.

O1 ∩ T ̸= ∅. □

4. Proving the hypercyclicity of TF : from a connected component to
another

We remind the reader that C denotes the set of all connected components of σ(T )\F (T);
we also recall that the spaces H−(T ) and H+(T ) are defined in Equation (1.1), and the
spaces HΩ(T ) for Ω ∈ C in Equation (2.8). Let us begin with the easiest case where TF
can be shown to be hypercyclic.

Theorem 4.1. Let p > 1 and let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3). Suppose that

(4.1) Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every Ω ∈ C.
Then TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

Here is an example of a situation where σ(TF ) \ F (T) has two connected components
and Theorem 4.1 applies:

T
Ω1 Ω2

Figure 8
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Proof. Theorem 4.1 is an immediate consequence of Proposition 2.5. Indeed, since Ω∩T ̸=
∅ for every Ω ∈ C, Ω ∩ D and Ω ∩ (C \ D) both have accumulation points in Ω for every
Ω ∈ C and then, for every Ω ∈ C,

span
[
ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ Ω ∩ D

]
= span

[
ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ Ω ∩ (C \ D)

]
= HΩ(TF ).

Hence HΩ(TF ) ⊆ H−(TF ) and HΩ(TF ) ⊆ H+(TF ) for every Ω ∈ C. So by Proposition 2.5,
we deduce that H+(TF ) = H−(TF ) = Hp, and the conclusion follows from the Godefroy-
Shapiro Criterion. □

What happens now if, in Figure 8, T intersects only one of these two connected compo-
nents Ω1 and Ω2? There are at least two kinds of situations which have to be considered.

Case a: the case where T intersects the component Ω2 = {λ /∈ F (T) ; |windF (λ)| = 2}, but
not the component Ω1 = {λ /∈ F (T) ; |windF (λ)| = 1}.

TΩ1
Ω2

Figure 9

Case b: the case where T intersects Ω1 but not Ω2.

T
Ω1 Ω2

Figure 10

In the first case, since C \ D has accumulation points in both Ω1 and Ω2, according to
Proposition 2.5, we have H+(TF ) = Hp. However, we only know a priori, by Proposi-
tion 2.5 again, that H−(TF ) contains the subspace HΩ2(TF ), and in order to be able to
conclude that H−(TF ) = Hp, we would need to have also that

HΩ1(TF ) ⊆ H−(TF ).

This would obviously be true provided that

HΩ1(TF ) ⊆ HΩ2(TF )

and then Proposition 2.5 would imply that H−(TF ) = Hp.

In the second case, the easy fact is that H+(TF ) = Hp and it is true that HΩ1(TF ) ⊆
H−(TF ). So what we would need in order to obtain that H−(TF ) = Hp is that

HΩ2(TF ) ⊆ HΩ1(TF ).

Observe that one can also have a mix of these two situations, where the unit circle is
contained in the boundary of both Ω1 and Ω2 as in Figure 11.
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T
Ω1 Ω2

Figure 11

Going back to our general situation, let us say that two connected components Ω,Ω′ ∈ C
are adjacent is there exists an arc γ with non-empty interior contained in ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′. In
this case, the winding numbers windF (Ω) and windF (Ω

′) differ by 1 exactly. The main
problem we are facing is the following:

Question 4.2. Let Ω and Ω′ be two adjacent components of σ(TF ) \ F (T). When is it
true that

HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ) ?

As illustrated by the example in the next subsection, the difficulty of this question varies,
depending on whether |windF (Ω)| > |windF (Ω′)| (meaning that Ω is the interior compo-
nent and Ω′ is the exterior component with respect to γ) or |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|
(meaning that Ω′ is the interior component and Ω is the exterior component with respect
to γ).

In our study of Question 4.2, the boundary conditions in Equation (2.6) defining the
subspace EqF = Im(U) of

⊕
Eq(Ω+

j ) (where U is the operator defined in Section 2) will
play a crucial role. As a consequence, we will often use the following uniqueness property
of functions belonging to Smirnov spaces (which is also recalled in Appendix A.5):

Fact 4.3. Let Ω be a bounded simply connected domain and let r ≥ 1. Let f ∈ Er(Ω).
Then f admits a non-tangential limit f∗ almost everywhere on ∂Ω. If f∗ = 0 on a subset
of ∂Ω of positive measure, then f ≡ 0 on Ω.

4.1. Example of two circles. We consider here the following function:

F (eiθ) =

{
−1 + 2e−i3θ/2 if 0 ≤ θ < 4π/3

e−3iθ if 4π/3 ≤ θ < 2π.

The image of T under F is represented in Figure 12.

×
0

×
1

×−1
Ω2

Ω1

Figure 12
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Our aim here is to show, using the explicit expression of the function ζ = 1/F−1 on
∂Ω2 \ {1} which is available in this case, that TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

Observe that

F (e−iθ) =

{
−1 + 2ei3θ/2 if − 4π/3 < θ ≤ 0

e3iθ if − 2π < θ ≤ −4π/3,
which is equivalent to say that

F (e−iθ) =

{
−1 + 2ei3θ/2 if − 4π/3 < θ ≤ 0

e3iθ if 0 < θ ≤ 2π/3.

Observe now that ∂Ω2 \ {1} = {F (e−iθ) : 0 < θ < 2π/3}. Hence, for λ ∈ ∂Ω2 \ {1}, let
θ(λ) ∈ (0, 2π/3) be such that ζ(λ) = eiθ(λ). We have λ = e3iθ(λ), and since 3θ(λ) ∈ (0, 2π),
we get that θ(λ) = 1

3 arg(0,2π)(λ). So we deduce that

ζ(λ) = exp

[
i

3
arg(0,2π)(λ)

]
, for every λ ∈ ∂Ω2 \ {1}.

Let g ∈ Hq and write Ug ∈ EqF as Ug = (u, v) ∈ Eq(Ω+
0 )⊕ Ep(Ω+

1 ), where Ω+
0 = Ω1 ∪ Ω2

and Ω+
1 = Ω2. Then u and v satisfy uint − ζvint = uext almost everywhere on ∂Ω2 (see

Equation (2.6)). Note that, with respect to T = ∂Ω2, Ω1 is the exterior component and
Ω2 is the interior component.

• Suppose that g vanishes on H−(TF ). Since Ω2 = D, we have

u(λ) = ⟨hλ,0 |g⟩p,q = 0 and v(λ) = ⟨hλ,1 |g⟩p,q = 0 for every λ ∈ Ω2.

So uint = vint = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω2, and thus the boundary relation becomes

uext = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω2.

Since u|Ω1
∈ Eq(Ω1) and its non-tangential limit is zero on a subset of ∂Ω1 with positive

measure, we deduce that u = 0 on Ω1. This means that g vanishes on HΩ1(TF ). So g
vanishes on HΩ1(TF ) and HΩ2(TF ), and by Proposition 2.5, we deduce that g = 0 and
that H−(TF ) = Hp.

• Suppose now that g vanishes on H+(TF ). Since Ω1 ⊆ C \ D, g vanishes on HΩ1(TF ),
i.e.

u(λ) = ⟨hλ,0 |g⟩p,q = 0 for every λ ∈ Ω1.

Then uext = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω2 and the boundary relation becomes

uint − ζvint = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω2.

The function ζ admits an analytic extension to Ω2 \ [0, 1], given by

(4.2) ζ(λ) = exp

[
1

3
log(0,2π)(λ)

]
, for every λ ∈ Ω2 \ [0, 1],

where log(0,2π) is an analytic branch of the logarithm with imaginary part in (0, 2π). Note
that this extension is such that

(4.3) lim
y→0
y>0

ζ(x+ iy) ̸= lim
y→0
y<0

ζ(x+ iy) for every x ∈]0, 1[.

Since ζ is analytic and bounded on Ω2 \ [0, 1], the function ζv belongs to Eq(Ω2 \ [0, 1]),
and since we have uint = ζvint almost everywhere on ∂Ω2, which is a subset of ∂(Ω2\ [0, 1])
of positive measure, we deduce that u = ζv on Ω2 \ [0, 1].
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If we suppose now that v is not identically zero on Ω2, there exists a point x0 ∈ (0, 1)
such that v does not vanish on a neighborhood of x. Thus

lim
y→0
y>0

ζ(x0 + iy) = lim
y→0
y>0

u(x0 + y)

v(x0 + iy)
= lim

y→0
y<0

u(x0 + y)

v(x0 + iy)
= lim

y→0
y<0

ζ(x0 + iy),

and this contradicts Equation (4.3). So v = 0 on Ω2 and thus u = 0 on Ω2 as well. This
means that g vanishes on HΩ2(TF ), so g = 0 and thus H+(TF ) = Hp.

Hence we have shown that H−(TF ) = H+(TF ) = Hp and, by the Godefroy-Shapiro
Criterion, the operator TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

This example highlights the fact that when we need to go from a connected component
to an adjacent one with a lower winding number, the situation is quite simple, whereas
going to an adjacent component with a higher winding number becomes substantially more
difficult.

4.2. From the interior to the exterior. The easiest case is the first one, when Ω is
the exterior component of γ and Ω′ is the interior one. In this case, Question 4.2 always
admits an affirmative answer.

Theorem 4.4. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2) and (H3) and let Ω,Ω′ ∈ C
be two adjacent components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) along an arc γ, such that |windF (Ω)| >
|windF (Ω′)|. Then HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ).

Proof. Suppose that g ∈ Hq vanishes on HΩ(TF ), i.e. that ⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q = 0 for every λ ∈ Ω

and every 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω)|. Set j0 = |windF (Ω)| − 1 ≥ 0, so that Ω ⊆ Ω+
j0
. Denoting

by U the operator from Theorem 2.2 and setting Ug = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 with uj ∈ Eq(Ω+
j ) for

0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, our assumption on g can be rewritten as uj = 0 on Ω for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0.
The assumption |windF (Ω)| > |windF (Ω′)| means that Ω is the interior component of

γ and Ω′ is the exterior one. It follows that

uintj = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0,

so that, for every 0 ≤ j < j0, u
int
j = 0 and uintj+1 = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω.

The functions uj satisfy the boundary relations

uintj − ζuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on ∂Ω+
j+1 for every 0 ≤ j < N − 1.

Since |windF (Ω)| > j0 ≥ j + 1 for every 0 ≤ j < j0, it follows that Ω ⊆ Ω+
j+1 and

uintj − ζuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on ∂Ω for every 0 ≤ j < j0,

so that uextj = 0 almost everywhere on γ ⊆ ∂Ω. Now γ ⊆ ∂Ω′ is a subset of positive

measure of ∂Ω′ and uj |Ω′ ∈ Eq(Ω′) for every 0 ≤ j < j0, so uj = 0 on Ω′ for every

0 ≤ j < j0. Since |windF (Ω′)| = |windF (Ω)| − 1 = j0,

uj(λ) = ⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q = 0 for every λ ∈ Ω′ and every 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω′)|,

i.e. g vanishes on all the eigenspaces ker(TF − λ) with λ ∈ Ω′. So g vanishes on HΩ′(TF ),
and Theorem 4.4 is proved. □
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4.3. From the exterior to the interior. Thus one can always “go up” from one com-
ponent of σ(TF ) \ F (T) to an adjacent one. We now need to “go down”, i.e. to deal with
the case where |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|. Here the situation is more intricate, and we are
able to show that HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ) only under stronger assumptions, concerning both
the smoothness of the function F and a certain geometric property (P) of the boundaries
of the domains Ω and Ω′.

Let Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two adjacent components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) along an arc γ such that
|windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|. We say that the pair (Ω,Ω′) satisfies the property (P) if the
following holds:

(P) there exists a self intersection point λ0 of the curve F (T) and an open neighborhood
V of λ0 such that:{ • λ0 belongs to ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′, and the restriction of the function ζ to ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′

cannot be extended continuously at the point λ0;
• V ∩ ∂Ω′ = V ∩ ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′.

The meaning of the geometric assumption (P) may be somewhat difficult to grasp. Let
us first explain how one can see whether an intersection point λ0 on ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ satisfies or
not (P). This property involves the behavior of ζ in the neighborhood of λ0. Recall that
ζ is constructed from F (we have indeed ζ = 1/F−1 on F (T) \ O), so in each direction of
the curve near λ0, ζ admits a limit. For example, in the following figure, in two different
directions, the limits are 1/τ1, and in the other two directions, the limits are 1/τ2.

×
λ0

F

T

τ1

τ2

ζ(λ) → τ−1
1

ζ(λ) → τ−1
1

ζ(λ) → τ−1
2

ζ(λ) → τ−1
2

Figure 13

For λ0 to satisfy property (P), we require that on ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′, it is possible to approach
λ0 from two different directions, and that the limits in these two directions are not the
same. As a result, it will not be possible to extend ζ to ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ in such a way that it
is continuous at λ0. This means that we are not the situation in Figure 14a. We also
require that there is a neighborhood V of λ0 such that V ∩ ∂Ω′ = V ∩ ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′. It follows
that Ω is the only adjacent component of Ω′ in a neighborhood of λ0. So, if for example
the intersection at the point λ0 is simple, then we cannot be in the situation described in
Figure 14b. If the intersection at the point λ0 is not simple, then there is no component
Ω′′ inside Ω′ which would also have λ0 as a boundary point, i.e. we are not in the situation
in Figure 14c.
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An intersection point on ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ which satisfies the assumptions in (P) is a point
where we have this type of situation :

λ0

V

Ω′

Ω Ω

(⋆)

Figure 15

In some circumstances, we are able to handle situations where (P) does not hold. We
will get back to this at the end of this section, and also provide some examples in Section 5.

Theorem 4.5. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4) and
let Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two adjacent components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) along an arc γ, such that
|windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|. Suppose additionally that the pair (Ω,Ω′) satisfies the property
(P). Then HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ).

Recall that assumption (H4) stipulates that F admits an analytic extension to a neigh-
borhood of T. As a direct consequence of Theorems 4.4 and 4.5, we have the following
result.

Corollary 4.6. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4) and let
Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two adjacent components of σ(TF )\F (T) along an arc γ. Suppose additionally
that the pair (Ω,Ω′) satisfies the property (P). Then HΩ′(TF ) = HΩ(TF ).

Proof. The beginning of the proof of Theorem 4.5 is the same as that of Theorem 4.4. Let
g ∈ Hq which vanishes on HΩ(TF ). Set j0 = |windF (Ω)|−1 and define Ug = (uj)0≤j≤N−1

with uj ∈ Eq(Ω+
j ), 0 ≤ j ≤ N−1. We know that uj = 0 on Ω for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0. Now the

assumption |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)| means that Ω′ is the interior component of γ and
Ω is the exterior component of γ. Let 0 ≤ j ≤ j0. Since |windF (Ω′)| = |windF (Ω)|+ 1 =
j0 + 2 > j0 + 1, Ω′ ⊆ Ω+

j+1, and we have ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ ⊆ ∂Ω+
j+1 for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0. So,

according to Equation (2.6), we have

uintj − ζuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0.
Now uextj = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0, and hence

uintj − ζuintj+1 = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω′ ∩ ∂Ω for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0.
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We would like to be able to deduce from this relation that uj = 0 on Ω′ for every j with
0 ≤ j ≤ |windF (Ω′)| − 1 = j0 +1. It is here that the assumptions (H4) and (P) come into
play. We state separately as Proposition 4.7 the result we will need in order to conclude
the proof.

Proposition 4.7. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), and
let ζ = 1/F−1 on F (T) \ O. Fix Ω0 ∈ C. Suppose that there exists λ0 ∈ ∂Ω0 which is
a point of self-intersection of the curve F (T) such that for every sufficiently small open
neighborhood V of λ0, the following property holds:
there exists a connected component Σ of V ∩Ω0 such that the restriction of the function ζ
to ∂Σ cannot be extended continuously at the point λ0.

Let r > 1, and let u, v ∈ Er(Ω0). If u − ζv = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω0 ∩ V , then
u = v = 0.

Note that the condition on λ0 in Proposition 4.7 means that for every neighborhood
V of λ0, we can find a connected component Σ of V ∩ Ω0 such that ∂Σ ∩ F (T) cannot
be written as the image by F of exactly one arc in T. Also note the following: if the
assumptions of Theorem 4.5 are satisfied, if we set Ω0 = Ω′ and if V is any sufficiently
small neighborhood of the point λ0, then V ∩ Ω0 is always a connected set, so that the
assumptions of Proposition 4.7 are satisfied with Σ = V ∩ Ω0.

Taking Proposition 4.7 for granted, let us explain how we conclude the proof of The-
orem 4.5. For every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0, the functions uj and uj+1 belong to Eq(Ω+

j ) and

Eq(Ω+
j+1) respectively. Since |windF (Ω′)| > j0 + 1 ≥ j + 1 for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0, we have

Ω′ ⊆ Ω+
j+1 ⊆ Ω+

j , and thus uj and uj+1 both belong to Eq(Ω′). We apply Proposition 4.7

to Ω0 = Ω′, λ0 and V given by the assumption (P), Σ = Ω0 ∩ V , u = uj and v = uj+1.
We have u− ζv = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′, hence u− ζv = 0 almost everywhere
on ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′ ∩V . Now by assumption (P), ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′ ∩V = ∂Ω′ ∩V . So u− ζv = 0 almost
everywhere on ∂Ω′ ∩ V . Proposition 4.7 applies, and yields that u = v = 0 on Ω′.

We have proved that uj and uj+1 vanish on Ω′ for every 0 ≤ j ≤ j0, which is the
conclusion we were looking for: g vanishes on ker(TF − λ) for every λ ∈ Ω′, and so
HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ). □

It remains to prove Proposition 4.7.

Proof of Proposition 4.7. In agreement with assumption (H2), let α1, . . . , αm be m closed
arcs of T with disjoint interiors which cover the circle. Without loss of generality, we can
write each arc αj as

αj = {eiθ ; θj ≤ θ ≤ θj+1},
where 0 ≤ θ1 < θ2 < · · · < θm+1 and θm+1 = θ1 + 2π. We set γj = F (αj), so that

F (T) =
⋃

1≤j≤m
γj .

The self-intersection points of the curve F (T) are to be found among the points eiθj , j =
1, . . . ,m. Whenever λ ∈ F (T) is a self intersection point of the curve, we set

Jλ :=
{
j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, λ = F (eiθj )

}
.

Then Jλ contains at least two elements. If we enumerate Jλ as Jλ = {j1, . . . , js} for some
s > 1, where j1 < · · · < js, then for each 1 ≤ k ≤ s, λ belongs to the arcs γjk and γjk+1

,
where γm+1 = γ1.
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Figure 16

Let Ω0, λ0, V and Σ be given satisfying the assumptions of Proposition 4.7. We know
that the restriction of the function ζ to ∂Σ cannot be extended continuously at the point
λ0. Reducing V if necessary, it follows that there exist two integers 1 ≤ k ̸= l ≤ s and
εk, εl ∈ {0, 1} such that

(4.4) lim
λ→λ0

λ∈γjk+εk

ζ(λ) = eiθjk and lim
λ→λ0

λ∈γjl+εl

ζ(λ) = eiθjl ,

∂Σ ∩ V = (γjk+εk ∪ γjl+εl) ∩ V
and

(γjk+εk ∩ V ) ∩ (γjl+εl ∩ V ) = {λ0}.
What it means is best seen on a picture, with for example k = 1, l = 3, ε1 = 0 and ε3 = 1:

λ0

γj3

γj3+1
γj2

γj2+1

γj1

γj1+1
V

Σ

Figure 17

Since u − ζv = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω0 ∩ V , u − ζv = 0 almost everywhere on
∂Σ ∩ V . Our assumption (H4) now implies that the restrictions of ζ to the interiors of
γjk∪γjk+1 and γjl∪γjl+1 respectively admit analytic extensions to a neighborhood Ck ⊆ V
of γjk ∪ γjk+1

and to a neighborhood Cl ⊆ V of γjl ∪ γjl+1
. Without loss of generality, we

can assume that ζ is bounded on Ck and Cl.
Let ∆ be a closed segment with non empty interior such that

• λ0 is one of the extremities of ∆;
• ∆ \ {λ0} ⊆ Ω0 ∩ Ck ∩ Cl.

λ0

γjl+εl
γjk+εk

Σ

CkCl

∆

DlDk

Figure 18
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Making if necessary the sets Ck, Cl and the segment ∆ smaller, we can suppose without
loss of generality that ∆ separates Σ∩Ck∩Cl in two connected components. We denote by
Dk the component containing the set V ∩γjk+εk ∩Σ, and by Dl the component containing
the set V ∩ γjl+εl ∩ Σ. Since u, v ∈ Er(Σ) and ζ is bounded on Ck, u − ζv ∈ Er(Dk).
Our assumption that u − ζv = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Σ ∩ V implies that u − ζv = 0
almost everywhere on γjk+εk ∩Dk, which is a subset of ∂Dk with positive measure. Hence
u− ζv = 0 on Dk by the uniqueness property of Smirnov functions (see Fact 4.3). In the
same way, u− ζv = 0 on Dl. Let now

E :=
{
z ∈ ∆ \ {λ0} ; ζ cannot be analytically continued in a neighborhood of z

}
.

Fact 4.8. E is non empty and has no isolated point.

Proof. First, we claim that E is non-empty. Indeed, suppose that ζ admits a bounded
analytic extension to a neighborhood W of ∆ \ {λ0}. Since ζ is analytic and bounded on
Dk and Dl, ζ admits an analytic and bounded extension to Dk∪W ∪Dl. Now Dk∪W ∪Dl

contains a domain of the form D(λ0, ρ)∩Σ, where D(λ0, ρ) is a disk of small radius ρ > 0
centered at λ0. Let Λ = D(λ0, ρ) ∩ Σ. Then

∂Λ ∩D(λ0, ρ) = ((γjk+εk ∪ γjl+εl) \ {λ0}) ∩D(λ0, ρ)

and ζ admits a continuous extension to the set Λ \ {λ0}. By (4.4), this extension satisfies

(4.5) lim
λ→λ0

λ∈γjk+εk

ζ(λ) = eiθjk and lim
λ→λ0

λ∈γjl+εl

ζ(λ) = eiθjl .

Moreover, the boundary of Λ is a Jordan curve. By Theorem A.3, the two limits in (4.5)

are necessarily equal. But k ̸= l so the two points eiθjk and eiθjl are distinct. We have
reached a contradiction, and this proves that E is non-empty.

Now, note that E cannot have any isolated point in ∆\{λ0}. Indeed, since ζ is bounded
on Ck ∪ Cl, and ζ cannot have any isolated singularity on ∆ \ {λ0}. □

We are now close to the conclusion of our proof. Suppose that v is not identically 0
on Σ and let z0 ∈ E. If v(z0) = 0, by the uniqueness principle for analytic functions,
there exists ε > 0 such that for every z ∈ D(z0, ε) \ {z0}, v(z) ̸= 0. But by Fact 4.8,
D(z0, ε) \ {z0} ∩ E ̸= ∅, So, replacing z0 if necessary by any point of D(z0, ε) \ {z0} ∩ E,
we can assume that z0 ∈ E and v(z0) = 0. Since u − ζv = 0 on Dk ∪ Dl, the function

ζ admits an analytic extension ζ̃ to a neighborhood of z0, defined by setting ζ̃ = u/v on
a neighborhood of z0 where v does not vanish. So z0 does not belong to E, which is a
contradiction.

Thus v = 0 on Σ and u = 0 on Σ as well. So u and v vanish on a non-empty open
subset of Ω0, and thus u = v = 0 on Ω0. Proposition 4.7 is proved. □

We conclude this subsection with a modified version of Proposition 4.7 which is tailored
to deal with the following configuration, where Theorem 4.5 cannot be applied.

In Figure 19, for any open neighborhood V of one of the two self intersection points λ0
and λ1 of the curve F (T), V ∩ ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ ⊊ V ∩ ∂Ω′. When running through the proof of
Theorem 4.5 for such an example, we arrive to the equation u− ζv = 0 almost everywhere
on ∂Ω∩∂Ω′∩V . In order to be able to apply Proposition 4.7, we need to be able to ensure
that u− ζv = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω′ ∩ V , and since V ∩ ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′ ̸= V ∩ ∂Ω′, it may
not be necessarily the case.
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λ0

λ1

Ω′Ω

Figure 19

However, the following consequence of Proposition 4.7 will allow us to conclude that
u− ζv = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω′ ∩ V .

Proposition 4.9. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4). Let
Ω0 ∈ C be such that its boundary ∂Ω0 is a Jordan curve and the image by F of a single
closed subarc of T. Let r > 1, and let u and v belong to Er(Ω0).

If u− ζv = 0 on a subset Z of ∂Ω0 of positive measure, then u = v = 0.

Proof. Let Γ = {eiθ ; α ≤ θ ≤ β}, α < β < α + 2π, be such that ∂Ω0 = F (Γ) and let
λ0 = F (eiα). For every open neighborhood V of λ0, Σ = V ∩ Ω0 is connected and the
restriction of ζ to ∂Σ cannot be extended continuously at the point λ0.

Using assumption (H4) as in the proof of Proposition 4.7, we obtain an open neigh-
borhood C of ∂Ω0 and a closed interval ∆ with non empty interior having λ0 as one of
its extremities such that ζ has a bounded analytic extension to C \ ∆. Without loss of
generality, we can also suppose that ∂(C ∩Ω0) ∩∆ has exactly two points, which are the
extremities of ∆ (see Figure 20 below).

Ω0

C

Z

∆
λ0

U

Figure 20

Replacing if necessary Z by a smaller subset of ∂Ω0 with positive measure, we can
assume that there exists a simply connected domain U with Z ⊆ U and U ⊆ (C \ ∆).
Since the functions u and ζv both belong to Er(U ∩Ω0), and have boundary limits which
coincide on Z, which is a subset of ∂(U ∩ Ω0) of positive measure, u− ζv = 0 on U ∩ Ω0.
It follows that u − ζv = 0 on (C ∩ Ω0) \∆ and hence u − ζv = 0 almost everywhere on
∂Ω0. Thus the assumption of Proposition 4.7 is satisfied. Hence u = v = 0 and we are
done. □

Note that if there is another self-intersection point λ1 on ∂Ω0, then ζ will have an
analytic extension on Vλ1 ∩ Ω0, where Vλ1 is some neighborhood of λ1. Then, we can
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transfer on ∂Ω0 the fact that u − ζv = 0 from one side of λ1 to the other side. This
observation will used in Section 4.4 and the key point of the proof of Theorem 4.12.

As a consequence, we obtain the following variation of Theorem 4.5:

Theorem 4.10. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfy (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), and let
Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two adjacent components of σ(TF )\F (T) such that |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|.
Suppose that ∂Ω′ is a Jordan curve and the image by F of a single closed subarc of T.
Then HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ).

As a direct consequence of this theorem and Theorem 4.4, we have the following result.

Corollary 4.11. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfy (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), and let
Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two adjacent components of σ(TF )\F (T) such that |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|.
Suppose that ∂Ω′ is a Jordan curve and the image by F of a single closed subarc of T.
Then HΩ′(TF ) = HΩ(TF ).

4.4. A case where the two components have the same winding number. Here
is a last configuration that we are able to deal with. It is somewhat different from the
preceding ones since the two connected components Ω and Ω′ involved are not adjacent.

Theorem 4.12. Let p > 1. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), and
let Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) with windF (Ω) = windF (Ω

′).
Suppose that there exists a connected component Ω0 with |windF (Ω0)| > |windF (Ω)| and
a point λ0 ∈ ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω0 ∩ ∂Ω′ such that

• Ω and Ω′ are both adjacent to Ω0 and ∂Ω∩∂Ω0 and ∂Ω′∩∂Ω0 both contain an arc
with non empty interior having λ0 as an extremity;
• the restriction of the function ζ to the boundary of Ω0 admits a continuous exten-
sion at the point λ0.

Then
HΩ(TF ) = HΩ′(TF ).

λ0

Ω0

Ω Ω′

F

Figure 21

Proof. Our assumption implies that there exists an open neighborhood V of λ0 such that
ζ admits a bounded analytic extension to V . Also, since Ω and Ω′ are both adjacent to Ω0

and ∂Ω∩∂Ω0 and ∂Ω′ ∩∂Ω0 both contain an arc with non empty interior having λ0 as an
extremity, it follows that both V ∩∂Ω∩∂Ω0 and V ∩∂Ω′∩∂Ω0 contain λ0 and have positive
measure. Suppose that g ∈ Hq vanishes on HΩ(TF ). Writing Ug = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 with uj ∈
Eq(Ω+

j ), we have uj = 0 on Ω for every 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω)|. Since |windF (Ω0)| > j + 1,

Ω0 ⊆ Ω+
j+1, and thus

uintj − ζuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on ∂Ω0 ∩ (∂Ω ∪ ∂Ω′)
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and uextj = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω0. So u
int
j − ζuintj+1 = 0 almost everywhere on

∂Ω∩∂Ω0. Now, the function uj−ζuj+1 belongs to E
q(Ω0∩V ) and vanishes on ∂Ω0∩∂Ω∩V ,

which is a subset of positive measure of the boundary of Ω0 ∩ V . Hence uj − ζuj+1 is
identically zero on Ω0 ∩ V , and in particular uintj − ζuintj+1 = 0 almost everywhere on

V ∩∂Ω0∩∂Ω′. Since uintj − ζuintj+1 = uextj almost everywhere on ∂Ω0∩∂Ω′, this yields that

uextj = 0 almost everywhere on V ∩ ∂Ω0 ∩ ∂Ω′, which is a subset of positive measure of

∂Ω′, and so uj = 0 on Ω′.

This being true for every 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω)| = |windF (Ω′)|, it follows that g vanishes
on HΩ′(TF ). Hence HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ). In the same way, HΩ(TF ) ⊆ HΩ′(TF ), and
Theorem 4.12 is proved. □

4.5. Applying Theorems 4.4 and 4.5. We conclude this section by outlining the kind
of argument which will be used repeatedly in the proofs of our forthcoming results when
applying our Theorems 4.4 and 4.5. Recall that H−(TF ) = span [ker(TF − λ) ; |λ| < 1],
that H+(TF ) = span [ker(TF − λ) ; |λ| > 1], and that we have

(4.6) span [HΩ(TF ) ; Ω ∈ C] = Hp

by Proposition 2.5. Here is now the key argument which will be applied once we have
managed to show, using either Theorem 4.4 or Theorem 4.5, that HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ) for
two adjacent component Ω and Ω′.

Proposition 4.13. Let Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two adjacent components. Suppose that

HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ).

(1) If Ω ∩ D ̸= ∅, then HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ) ⊆ H−(TF ).

(2) If Ω ∩ (C \ D) ̸= ∅, then HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ) ⊆ H+(TF ).

Proof. If Ω∩D ̸= ∅, then Ω∩D has an accumulation point in Ω. Thus, by Proposition 2.5,

span [ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ Ω ∩ D] = HΩ(TF ),

so that HΩ(TF ) ⊆ H−(TF ). This proves assertion (1). The proof of assertion (2) is exactly
similar. □

Suitable assumptions will ensure that we can apply Proposition 4.13 to pairs of com-
ponents (Ω,Ω′), where Ω′ varies of all of C. By Equation (4.6), this will yield that
H+(TF ) = H−(TF ) = Hp, and will enable us to apply the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion.

5. Applications and examples

We already gave in Section 3 a necessary condition for the hypercyclicity of TF under
assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3) on the symbol F : the unit circle T has to intersect
every connected component of the interior of the spectrum of TF (Theorem 3.2). Then,
at the beginning of Section 4, we stated a condition implying, in a rather straightforward
manner, that TF is hypercyclic (Theorem 4.1): if Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every Ω ∈ C, then TF
is hypercyclic on Hp. In this section, we explore more deeply sufficient conditions for
hypercyclicity, the general philosophy being the following: if we only know that Ω∩T ̸= ∅
for some Ω ∈ C, can we deduce that TF is hypercyclic?
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5.1. The one-component case. By Theorems 3.2 and 4.1, if σ(TF )\F (T) is connected,
we obtain immediately a necessary and sufficient condition for the hypercyclicity of TF .

Theorem 5.1. Let p¿1 and let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3). Suppose that the set
σ(TF ) \ F (T) is connected. Then, the following are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on Hp;

(2)
◦

σ(TF ) ∩ T ̸= ∅.

T

Figure 22

Theorem 5.1 allows us for instance to retrieve and extend to the Hp setting the pio-
neering result of Shkarin, who characterized in [47] the symbols F of the form F (eiθ) =
ae−iθ + b+ ceiθ, a, b, c ∈ C, inducing a hypercyclic Toeplitz operator TF on H2.

Theorem 5.2. Let F (eiθ) = ae−iθ + b+ ceiθ, a, b, c ∈ C with |a| ≠ |c|, and let p > 1. The
following are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on Hp

(2) |a| > |c| and E ∩ T ̸= ∅, where E is the interior of the (non-degenerate) elliptic
curve F (T).

Proof. Let us first show that (1) =⇒ (2). Since |a| ≠ |c|, F satisfies (H1) and (H2), and
the curve F (T) is an ellipse with non-empty interior E .
Fact 5.3. We have windF (E) < 0 when |a| > |c| and windF (E) > 0 when |a| < |c|.

Proof. Let a = |a|eiα and c = |c|eiγ , and consider the map F̃ defined by F̃ (eiθ) = |a|e−iθ+
|c|eiθ. Then

F (eiθ) = b+ ei(α+γ)/2F̃ (ei(θ+(γ−α)/2) for every eiθ ∈ T.

In particular F (T) is the image of F̃ (T) by an affine transformation, and thus these two
curves have the same orientation. It is now easy to see geometrically how the orientation

of the elliptic curve F̃ (T) depends on |a| and |c|: note that F̃ (1) = |a| + |c|, F̃ (−1) =

−(|a|+ |c|) and F̃ (T) is negatively oriented if and only if |c| − |a| = Im(F̃ (i)) < 0. Hence
F (T) is negatively oriented (which is equivalent to the property that windF (E) < 0) if and
only if |a| > |c|. □

By Fact 5.3, Proposition 3.1 and Theorem 3.2, (2) is a necessary condition for the
hypercyclicity of TF on Hp. The converse implication is a direct consequence of Theo-
rem 5.1. □

Remark 5.4. When |a| = |c|, it was observed by Shkarin in [47] that TF is a normal
operator on H2, so that it cannot be hypercyclic on H2. Thus in the case where p = 2, the
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assumption that |a| ≠ |c| can be dispensed with in Theorem 5.2. This observation extends
to the case where p > 2. Indeed, if TF were hypercyclic onHp, then it would be hypercyclic
on H2 as well (see Remark 8.17 for details). We do not know what happens in the case
1 < p < 2. Note that when |a| = |c|, the curve F (T) is a segment and σ(TF ) = F (T).

5.2. When there are no adjacent components. In this subsection, we obtain a char-
acterization of the hypercyclicity of TF when F (T) has the following form:

Ω1

Ω2
Ω3

Figure 23

Here the interior of σ(TF ) consists of the three disjoint connected components Ω1,Ω2

and Ω3 of σ(TF ) \ F (T). Such symbols are called “symbols with loops” by Clark, and
studied for instance in [15,17,18]. In this kind of configuration, we have:

Theorem 5.5. Let p > 1 and let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3). Suppose that, for all
pairs (Ω,Ω′) of distinct connected component of σ(TF ) \ F (T), the set Ω ∩ Ω′ is finite.
Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on Hp;
(2) Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every connected component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T).

Proof. Our assumption implies that every Ω ∈ C is a connected component of
◦

σ(TF ), so
the implication (1) =⇒ (2) is given by Theorem 3.2 and the implication (2) =⇒ (1) follows
immediately from Theorem 4.1. □

5.3. A result involving maximal components. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3).
We say that Ω ∈ C is a maximal component of σ(TF ) \ F (T) if for every Ω′ ∈ C which is
adjacent to Ω, |windF (Ω′)| < |windF (Ω)|. In the picture below, the maximal components
are Ω2 and Ω3, and windF (Ω2) = −2 while windF (Ω3) = −3.

Ω2

Ω3

Figure 24

On the other hand, in Figure 23 above, the maximal components are Ω1,Ω2,Ω3 because
there are no adjacent components to any of them. Using Theorem 4.4, it is possible to
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weaken the assumptions of Theorem 4.1 by requiring only that every maximal component
of σ(TF ) \ F (T) intersects T.

Theorem 5.6. Let p > 1 and F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3). If Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every
maximal component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T), then TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

Proof. Let Ω ∈ C. We claim:

Fact 5.7. There exists a sequence (Ωn)0≤n≤r of elements of C such that:

• Ω0 = Ω;
• for each 0 ≤ n < r, Ωn and Ωn+1 are adjacent and |windF (Ωn)| < |windF (Ωn+1)|;
• Ωr is a maximal component of σ(TF ) \ F (T).

Proof of Fact 5.7. Starting from Ω0 = Ω, we choose, if possible, Ω1 adjacent to Ω0 such
that |windF (Ω1)| > |windF (Ω0)|. If there is no such Ω1 ∈ C, then Ω0 is already a
maximal component. In the opposite situation we choose, if possible, Ω2 adjacent to Ω1

such that |windF (Ω2)| > |windF (Ω1)|, etc. The process stops after finitely many steps,
since σ(TF ) \ F (T) has a finite number of connected components. If the process stops
after we have chosen Ωr, i.e. if there is no Ωr+1 ∈ C adjacent to Ωr with |windF (Ωr+1)| >
|windF (Ωr)|, this means that Ωr is a maximal component. □

Starting from a given component Ω ∈ C, let (Ωn)0≤n≤r be given by Fact 5.7. Since Ωn
and Ωn+1 are adjacent and |windF (Ωn)| < |windF (Ωn+1)|, Theorem 4.4 applies and

HΩn(TF ) ⊆ HΩn+1(TF ) for every 0 ≤ n < r.

In particular, HΩ(TF ) ⊆ HΩr(TF ). Since Ωr is a maximal component of σ(TF ) \ F (T), by
hypothesis, Ωr ∩ T ̸= ∅, and thus by Proposition 4.13, we have

HΩ(TF ) ⊆ HΩr(TF ) ⊆ H+(TF ) and HΩ(TF ) ⊆ HΩr(TF ) ⊆ H−(TF ).

This being true for all connected components Ω ∈ C, it follows from Proposition 2.5
that H+(TF ) = H−(TF ) = Hp. By the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion, TF is hypercyclic on
Hp. □

When Ω0 is connected to Ωr by a chain of adjacent components (Ωn)0≤n≤r satisfying
|windF (Ωn)| < |windF (Ωn+1)| for every 0 ≤ n < r, we write

Ω0
I.W.−→ Ωr.

Note that when Ω0
I.W.−→ Ωr, then Theorem 4.4 implies that

(5.1) HΩ0(TF ) ⊆ HΩr(TF ).

In spirit, the proof of Theorem 5.6 can be summarized as follows: knowing that a certain
function u ∈ EqF vanishes on a certain maximal component Ωr ∈ C, we need to deduce

that u vanishes on another component Ω0 with Ω0
I.W.−→ Ωr. Letting γn be an arc contained

in the common boundaries of ∂Ωn and ∂Ωn+1, 0 ≤ n < r, where (Ωn)0≤n≤r is a chain of
adjacent components connecting Ω0 and Ωr, we thus see that the proof of Theorem 4.4
shows exactly the following: using the boundaries relations in Equation (2.6) of EqF , the
fact that u vanishes on Ωr goes over from the interior component of γr−1 (i.e. Ωr) to its
exterior component, Ωr−1, then from the interior component of γr−2 (i.e. Ωr−1) to its
exterior component Ωr−2, etc. until we reach Ω0.
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Example 5.8. For instance, here is what the proof of Theorem 4.4 tells us in the situation
described in the picture below:

T

Ω1

Ω2

Ω3

Ω4

Ω5

Figure 25

Note that Ω+
0 = Ω1∪Ω2∪Ω3∪Ω4∪Ω5 and Ω+

1 = Ω2∪Ω5, and the maximal components
are Ω2 and Ω5. Starting from u0 ∈ Eq(Ω+

0 ) and u1 ∈ Eq(Ω+
1 ), and knowing that u0 = u1 =

0 on Ω2 ∪ Ω5, we wish to deduce that u0 is identically zero, using the boundary relation
uint0 − ζuint1 = uext0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω+

1 = ∂Ω2 ∪ ∂Ω5. The proof of Theorem 4.4
goes as follows:

i) since u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω2, u0 = 0 on Ω1;
ii) since u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω2, u0 = 0 on Ω3 (alternatively, we could have used that

since u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω5, u0 = 0 on Ω3);
iii) since u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω2, u0 = 0 on Ω4.

Hence u0 = 0 on Ω1 ∪ Ω3 ∪ Ω4, and we are done.

The assumptions of Theorem 5.6 can be weakened to yield the following result, which
is similar in spirit to [1, Th. 1.5]; see also the forthcoming Theorem 7.6.

Theorem 5.9. Let p > 1, and let F satisfy assumptions (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4).
Suppose that T intersects every maximal component Ω0 ∈ C with windF (Ω0) = −1, and
that for every non-maximal component Ω ∈ C, there exist two maximal components Ω+

and Ω− in C such that

• Ω− ∩ D ̸= ∅ and Ω
I.W.−→ Ω−;

• Ω+ ∩ (C \ D) ̸= ∅ and Ω
I.W.−→ Ω+.

Then TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

Note that when a maximal component Ω0 ∈ C satisfies windF (Ω0) = −1, it is a con-
nected component of the interior of σ(TF ), and so the condition Ω0 ∩ T is necessary for
the hypercyclicity of TF by Theorem 3.2. Note also that, for a function F satisfying
assumptions (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), the condition of Theorem 5.9 is weaker than
the condition of Theorem 5.6. Indeed, in Theorem 5.6, we require that every maximal
connected component meets T, and thus intersects both D and C \ D.

This is not the case in the situation described in Figure 26. On this figure, we see that the
maximal connected components are Ω− and Ω+ and that |windF (Ω+)| = |windF (Ω−)| =
3. We have Ω− ⊆ D and Ω+ ⊆ C \ D. Thus the hypothesis of Theorem 5.9 are satisfied,
because we can go up from each one of the non-maximal connected components Ω1,Ω2,Ω3

to Ω+ and Ω− via adjacent components, that is Ωk
I.W.−→ Ω±, k = 1, 2, 3.
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T

Ω− Ω+Ω1 Ω2 Ω3

Figure 26

Proof. Let g ∈ Hq vanish on H−(TF ), and let Ω be a non-maximal component of σ(TF ) \
F (T). According to our hypothesis, there exists a maximal component Ω− such that

Ω− ∩ D ̸= ∅ and Ω
I.W.−→ Ω−. Then, by Equation (5.1), HΩ(TF ) ⊆ HΩ−(TF ) and since

HΩ−(TF ) ⊆ H−(TF ) by Proposition 2.5,

HΩ(TF ) ⊆ H−(TF ).

Thus g vanishes onHΩ(TF ) for every non-maximal component Ω ∈ C. Also, our hypothesis
implies that g vanishes on HΩ(TF ) for every maximal component Ω ∈ C with windF (Ω) =
−1.

Let Ug = (uj)0≤j≤N−1, where U is the operator defined in Section 2 and uj ∈ Eq(Ω+
j )

for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. This means that for every non-maximal Ω ∈ C such that
j < |windF (Ω)|, uj = 0 on Ω, and moreover u0 = 0 on Ω for any maximal component
Ω ∈ C with windF (Ω) = −1. It remains to prove that for every maximal component Ω ∈ C
with |windF (Ω)| ≥ 2 and for every 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω)|, we have uj = 0 on Ω.

Let thus Ω ∈ C be a maximal component with |windF (Ω)| ≥ 2. Then every adjacent
component Ω′ of Ω is non-maximal. So for every 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω)| − 1 and for every
adjacent component Ω′ of Ω, uj = 0 on Ω′. The boundary conditions on the functions uj
applied on ∂Ω imply that for every 0 ≤ j < |windF (Ω)| − 1, uj − ζuj+1 ∈ Eq(Ω) enjoys
the following property: for every adjacent component Ω′ of Ω, uj − ζuj+1 = 0 almost
everywhere on ∂Ω′∩∂Ω. So uj − ζuj+1 = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω. By Proposition 4.7
applied to any self-intersection point λ0 ∈ ∂Ω where ζ is discontinuous (such a point does
exist since |windF (Ω)| ≥ 2), uj = uj+1 = 0 on Ω. We have thus proved that g vanishes
on HΩ(TF ).

In conclusion, we have shown that g vanishes on HΩ(TF ) for all Ω ∈ C, and so g = 0
by Proposition 2.5. Hence H−(TF ) = Hp. Similarly, we have H+(TF ) = Hp, and thus, by
the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion, TF is hypercyclic on Hp. □

In the next subsection, we rely on Theorem 4.5 to present a general situation where
it is possible to extend the nullity from the exterior component of a boundary arc to the
interior component (which is harder than going from the interior component to the exterior
component).

5.4. A case with a necessary and sufficient condition. Here is the main theorem of
this section, which provides a necessary and sufficient condition for the hypercyclicity of
TF under fairly general assumptions on F . Recall that the function F admits an inverse
F−1, defined on F (T)\O, where we recall that O denotes the set of auto-intersection points
of the curve. We also remind that if Ω and Ω′ are two adjacent connected components of
σ(TF ) \ F (T) with |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|, then we say that the pair (Ω,Ω′) satisfies
the property (P) if the following holds:
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(P) there exists a self intersection point λ0 of the curve F (T) and an open neighborhood
V of λ0 such that:{ • λ0 belongs to ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′, and the restriction of the function ζ to ∂Ω∩ ∂Ω′

cannot be extended continuously at the point λ0;
• V ∩ ∂Ω′ = V ∩ ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′.

Theorem 5.10. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), let ζ = 1/F−1 on F (T)\O, and
let p > 1. Suppose that every pair (Ω,Ω′) of adjacent connected component of σ(TF )\F (T)
with |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)| satisfies the property (P).

Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on Hp;

(2) Θ ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every connected component Θ of
◦

σ(TF ).

Note that, apart from the regularity hypothesis on the function F , all the assumptions
of this theorem are purely geometric. The following example illustrates how Theorem 5.10
can be applied in order to deduce the hypercyclicity (or non-hypercyclicity) of an operator
whose symbol satisfies the assumption (P).

Example 5.11. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), and suppose that the curve
F (T) is represented as below.

TΩ1

Ω2

Ω3 Ω4

×
λ4×

λ2

×
λ3

Figure 27

Then this function F satisfies (P), and the intersection points that we use in (P) are
λ2 for the pair (Ω1,Ω2), λ3 for the pair (Ω2,Ω3) and λ4 for the pair (Ω1,Ω4). Since T

intersects Ω1, T intersects
◦

σ(TF ) which is connected in this case. So, by Theorem 5.10,
TF is hypercyclic on Hp for every p > 1.

Let us now get back to the proof of Theorem 5.10. As can be expected, the role of
assumption (P) is to allow us to propagate a condition of the form “u = 0” from Ω, which
is the exterior component of a suitable arc γ ⊆ ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′, to its interior component Ω′,
using the point λ0 and Theorem 4.5.

Proof of Theorem 5.10. Thanks to Theorem 3.2, we only need to prove that (2) =⇒ (1).

Let Θ be a connected component of
◦

σ(TF ).
Our strategy of proof will be to connect any two components Ω,Ω′ ∈ C with Ω,Ω′ ⊆ Θ

via a finite sequence of adjacent components of C contained in Θ. Given Ω,Ω′ ∈ C, we
write Ω←→ Ω′ if there exists a finite sequence (Ωn)0≤n≤r of elements of C with Ωn ⊆ Θ,
0 ≤ n ≤ r such that Ω0 = Ω, Ωr = Ω′ and Ωn is adjacent to Ωn+1 for each 0 ≤ n < r.

Lemma 5.12. For any Ω,Ω′ ∈ C with Ω,Ω′ ⊆ Θ, we have Ω←→ Ω′.
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Proof of Lemma 5.12. Choose λ ∈ Ω and λ′ ∈ Ω′. Since Θ \O is a connected open subset

of
◦

σ(TF ), it is path-wise connected (remind that O is the finite set of auto-intersection
points of F (T)). Let γ : [0, 1] 7−→ Θ \ O be a continuous map such that γ(0) = λ and
γ(1) = λ′. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that the set

Z := {t ∈ [0, 1] ; γ(t) ∈ F (T)}
consists of finitely many points 0 < t0 < t1 < · · · < tr < 1, and that γ(tn) ∈ F (T) \ O for
every 0 ≤ n ≤ r < 1. Set t−1 = 0 and tr+1 = 1. For every 0 ≤ n ≤ r and for tn < t < tn+1,
the point γ(t) remains in a given connected component of σ(TF )\F (T), which we call Ωn.
Also Ω0 = Ω, Ωr = Ω′ and γ(0) ∈ Ω0, γ(1) ∈ Ωr. Since ∂Ωn ∩ ∂Ωn+1 contains the point
tn, which is not a self-intersection point of the curve F (T), Ωn and Ωn+1 are adjacent for
every 0 ≤ n < r. It follows that Ω←→ Ω′. □

The next step in the proof of Theorem 5.10 is

Lemma 5.13. If Ω,Ω′ ∈ C with Ω,Ω′ ⊆ Θ, then HΩ(TF ) = HΩ′(TF ).

Proof of Lemma 5.13. By Lemma 5.12, we have Ω ←→ Ω′, so let (Ωn)0≤n≤r a finite se-
quence of adjacent components such that Ω0 = Ω and Ωr = Ω′. For any 0 ≤ n < r, the
pair (Ωn,Ωn+1) satisfies the property (P), so by Corollary 4.6 we deduce that HΩn(TF ) =
HΩn+1(TF ) and thus

HΩ(TF ) = HΩ0(TF ) = . . . = HΩr(TF ) = HΩ′(TF ). □

Since Θ ∩ T ̸= ∅, there exists Ω0 ∈ C, Ω0 ⊆ Θ, such that Ω0 ∩ (C \ D) ̸= ∅. Then,
according to Proposition 2.5, HΩ0(TF ) ⊆ H+(TF ). By Lemma 5.13, for every Ω ∈ C,
Ω ⊆ Θ, we have HΩ(TF ) = HΩ0(TF ) ⊆ H+(TF ) and thus

span
[
HΩ(TF ),Ω ∈ C,Ω ⊆ Θ

]
⊆ H+(TF ).

Since this reasoning applies to all connected components Θ of
◦

σ(TF ), it follows from
Proposition 2.5 that H+(TF ) = Hp. In the same way, connecting any Ω ∈ C with Ω ⊆ Θ
to a fixed component Ω1 ⊆ Θ such that Ω1 ∩ D ̸= ∅, we obtain that H−(TF ) = Hp. By
the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion, TF is hypercyclic on Hp. □

There are some natural situations where the hypothesis of Theorem 5.10 are not sat-
isfied, and where we need other tools in order to be able to decide whether the operator
TF is hypercyclic or not. The drawing below represents an example of a curve for which
assumption (P) of Theorem 4.5 is not satisfied:

T

Ω′

Ω′′

Ω

×λ1×λ0

Figure 28
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Indeed, in the situation of Figure 28, we cannot find a neighborhood V of λ0 such that
V ∩ ∂Ω′ = V ∩ ∂Ω ∩ ∂Ω′ (and similarly for λ1). But actually, we have the following more
general version of Theorem 5.10 which solves cases like the one above.

Theorem 5.14. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4), let ζ = 1/F−1 on F (T) \ O,
and let p > 1. Suppose that, for every pair (Ω,Ω′) of adjacent connected components of
σ(TF ) \ F (T) with |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|, one of the following properties holds:

(a) the pair (Ω,Ω′) satisfies the condition (P).
(b) ∂Ω′ is a Jordan curve and the image of a single closed subarc of T.

Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on Hp;

(2) O ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every connected component O of
◦

σ(TF ).

Proof. The proof is exactly the same as that of Theorem 5.10, except in the proof of
Lemma 5.13. To show that HΩn(TF ) = HΩn+1(TF ), we use either Corollary 4.6 if we are
in case (a) or Corollary 4.11 if we are in case (b). □

Example 5.15. As an illustration, we describe on Figure 29 below the connections be-
tween adjacent components which allow us to apply Theorem 5.14 in this case, and to
show that TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

Ω3 Ω2
Ω1Ω4 Ω5

λ

λ′

λ′′′

λ′′

Figure 29

The pairs (Ω,Ω′) of adjacent components with |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)| are
• (Ω1,Ω2), where (b) applies (but not (a));
• (Ω3,Ω2), where (b) applies (but not (a));
• (Ω3,Ω4), where (a) applies using the point λ0 = λ′′ (but the point λ′′′ does not
satisfy assumption (a), and (b) does not apply either);
• (Ω4,Ω5), where either (b) or (a) applies using the point λ0 = λ′′′.

Example 5.16. Still, there are examples where the philosophy of Theorem 5.14 applies
although its assumptions are not satisfied. For instance, consider the following situation:

8

1

2
3

4

5

6 7
Ω1

Ω4

Ω2Ω3

Ω5

×λ0

×λ1

Figure 30
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Because of the components Ω2 and Ω3, a function F such that F (T) has this represen-
tation does not satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 5.14. Nonetheless, it is still true that
TF is hypercyclic on Hp if and only if T intersects the interior of σ(TF ).

Indeed, let g ∈ Hq and suppose for instance that g vanishes on HΩ1(TF ). Since the
restriction of ζ to ∂Ω3 has a continuous extension to the point λ1, we can apply Theo-
rem 4.12 to deduce that g also vanishes on HΩ4(TF ). We can now apply Proposition 4.7
to Ω2 and Ω3, using the point λ0. Indeed, let U : Hq → Eq(Ω+

0 ) ⊕ Eq(Ω+
1 ) ⊕ Eq(Ω+

2 ) be
the operator defined in Section 2 where Ω+

0 = Ω1 ∪Ω2 ∪Ω3 ∪Ω4 ∪Ω5, Ω
+
1 = Ω2 ∪Ω3 ∪Ω5,

and Ω+
2 = Ω5 and write Ug = (u0, u1, u2) with

uj(λ) = ⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q for every λ ∈ Ω+
j , j = 0, 1, 2.

Since g vanishes on HΩ1(TF )∪HΩ4(TF ), we know that u0 = 0 on Ω1∪Ω4. Then, according
to the boundary relation in Equation (2.6), we get

uint0 − ζuint1 = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω3 ∩ (∂Ω1 ∪ ∂Ω4);

uint0 − ζuint1 = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω2.

Applying Proposition 4.7 to the point λ0 yields that u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω2 ∪ Ω3, and thus g
vanishes onHΩ2(TF )∪HΩ3(TF ). Finally, since ∂Ω5 is a Jordan curve and the image by F of
a single closed subarc of T, we can apply Theorem 4.10 and get that HΩ5(TF ) ⊆ HΩ3(TF ).
Thus g vanishes on HΩ5(TF ). Hence g vanishes on HΩi(TF ) for every 1 ≤ i ≤ 5, and
Proposition 2.5 implies that g = 0.

If at the beginning, g vanishes on another space HΩj (TF ), using similar arguments as
well as Theorem 4.4, we can also conclude that g = 0. Therefore one can conclude from
the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion that TF is hypercyclic on Hp as soon as T intersects the
interior of σ(TF ), which is connected in this case.

5.5. The case where max |windF (Ω)| = 2. In the case where max{|windF (Ω)| ; Ω ∈
C} = 2, some of our results above take a simpler form.

Theorem 5.17. Let p > 1, and let F satisfy (H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4). Suppose that
max{|windF (Ω)| ; Ω ∈ C} = 2 and that for every Ω ∈ C with |windF (Ω)| = 2, ∂Ω is a
Jordan arc which is the image by F of a single closed subarc of T. Then the following
assertions are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on Hp;

(2) O ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every connected component O of
◦

σ(TF ).

Theorem 5.17 corresponds to the following kind of situation:

T

Figure 31
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Theorem 5.17 also applies to the case considered in Section 4.1, where F (T) consists of
two tangent circles, the inner one being the unit circle (see Figure 12). We will get back
to this example in Section 8. Note that Theorem 5.17 is an immediate consequence of
Theorem 5.14 since any pair (Ω,Ω′) of elements of C with |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)| is
such that |windF (Ω)| = 1 and |windF (Ω′)| = 2, and then by hypothesis, ∂Ω′ is a Jordan
curve which is the image by F of a single closed subarc of T. Hence we are in case (b) of
Theorem 5.14.

A situation where max{|windF (Ω)| ; Ω ∈ C} = 2 but Theorem 5.17 does not apply is
the following:

TΩ2

Ω1

Ω3Ω4

Figure 32

If T does not intersect the component Ω2 of σ(TF ) \ F (T) with |windF (Ω2)| = 2, but
intersects only one of the other components Ω with |windF (Ω)| = 1, we are unable to
conclude that TF is hypercyclic. However if for instance T∩Ω1 ̸= ∅ and T∩Ω4 ̸= ∅, then
TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

T

Ω2

Ω1

Ω3Ω4

Figure 33

Indeed, let g vanish on H−(TF ). Then g vanishes on Ω1 and Ω4. Let Ug = (u0, u1)
where U is the operator defined in Section 2. So u0 = 0 on Ω1 ∪ Ω4. Thanks to the
boundary conditions given by Equation (2.6), we obtain that uint0 − ζuint1 = 0 on ∂Ω2 ∩ V
(where V is a small neighborhood of λ0 where ∂Ω1 ∩ ∂Ω4 = {λ0}), and we can apply
Proposition 4.7 to conclude that u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω2. So TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

6. An extension to a more general setting

In this section, we will extend some results of the previous sections, replacing (H2) by a
more general assumption (H2’) which allows the point F (eiθ) to travel several times along
certain portions of the curve F (T). This weaker assumption is introduced by Yakubovich
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in the paper [53], and a model theory for Toeplitz operators on H2 is developed here,
under assumptions (H1), (H2’) and (H3). We will not provide the full details of this
approach here, and we will simply state the results from [53] that will be needed in order
to generalize some of the theorems from the previous sections to this more general setting.
In particular, we will consider only the case of Toeplitz operators acting on H2 in this
section (although it can reasonably be conjectured that the results can be extended to the
Hp setting). We refer to the paper [53] for all the details of the construction.

6.1. Yakubovich’s model theory for Toeplitz operators. Let F : T −→ C be a
symbol satisfying the assumptions (H1), (H2’) and (H3), where the condition (H2’) runs
as follows:

(H2’) Suppose that C\F (T) has a finite number of connected components, and that one
can partition the unit circle T into a finite number of closed arcs α1, . . . , αm such
that
(a) the function F is injective on the interior of each arc αj , 1 ≤ j ≤ m;
(b) for every i ̸= j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, either F (αi) = F (αj) or the sets F (αi) and

F (αj) have disjoints interiors.

Denote by O ⊆ F (T) the set of all the extremities of the arcs αj . As in the previous
sections, C denotes the set of all connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T). As with the
assumption (H2), the results that we will obtain under the assumption (H2’) do not
depend on the specific form of the set O (which depends on the choice of the extremities
of the arcs αj), but only on the behaviour of certain functions almost everywhere on subarc
of F (T).

Here is a picture illustrating this assumption (H2’):

Figure 34

In order to develop a model theory for operators satisfying these weaker assumptions,
it is required in [53] that “the point F (eiθ) does not travel too many times in one way
along a portion of the curve F (T)”. In order to explain precisely what is meant by this
assumption, we recall some definitions and notations concerning the interior and exterior
components with respect to a subarc of F (T) \ O.

Let γ be a subarc of F (T) containing no point of O. Suppose first that γ is included in
the boundary of exactly two connected components Ω and Ω′ of C\F (T). If |windF (Ω)| >
|windF (Ω′)|, we say that Ω is the interior component with respect to γ and Ω′ is the exterior
component. If |windF (Ω)| = |windF (Ω′)|, interior and exterior connected components can
be chosen interchangeably. Recall that the interior and exterior boundary values of a
function u at λ0 ∈ γ, denoted by uint(λ0) and u

ext(λ0), are the non-tangential limits of u
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at λ0 through the interior and exterior component when these limits exist, i.e.

uint(λ0) = lim
λ→λ0
λ∈Ω

u(λ) and uext(λ0) = lim
λ→λ0
λ∈Ω′

u(λ),

where Ω and Ω′ are respectively the interior and exterior connected components with
respect to γ. When γ is included in the boundary of exactly one component Ω, then
we say that Ω is both the interior and the exterior component. Now we need to define
the interior and exterior boundary values at a point λ0 ∈ γ in this case: let V be a
neighborhood of λ0 such that V \ γ ⊆ Ω has exactly two connected components V1 and
V2. Then we note

uint(λ0) = lim
λ→λ0
λ∈V1

u(λ) and uext(λ0) = lim
λ→λ0
λ∈V2

u(λ)

whenever these two non-tangential limits exist. The open sets V1 and V2 which are used
to define uint(λ0) and u

ext(λ0) can be chosen interchangeably.

For every point λ ∈ F (T) \ O, let γ ⊆ F (T) \ O be a non-trivial curve such that λ ∈ γ.
Let Ω and Ω′ be respectively the interior and exterior components with respect to γ. Then
set

wi(λ) := windF (Ω) and we(λ) := windF (Ω
′).

The functions wi and we are in fact respectively the interior and exterior limits of the
function windF on the arc γ. As it is now allowed to travel the arc γ in both directions,
let ni(λ) and ne(λ) denote the number of times that the point F (eiθ) travels along the
arc γ in each one of the two directions, in such a way that ni(λ) ≥ ne(λ). Recall now the
following geometrical interpretation of the winding number of a curve at a point. Adding
1 to the winding number can be interpreted as turning one more time around the point
while keeping it on the left. In other words, saying that we travel ni(λ) times in one
direction and ne(λ) times in the other direction on the curve F (T) in the vicinity of the
point λ is exactly equivalent to saying that we need to add ni(λ) and subtract ne(λ) to
the winding number of one component (either interior of exterior) at the point λ in order
to obtain the winding number of the other one; in other words,

(6.1) ni(λ)− ne(λ) = |wi(λ)− we(λ)| = |wi(λ)| − |we(λ)|
or, equivalently,

(6.2) |wi(λ)| − ni(λ) = |we(λ)| − ne(λ).
We refer for instance to [54, p. 286] for this geometrical interpretation of the winding
number of a curve at a point, which will be also used in the proof of Lemma B.8.

In this new situation it is also possible to define an operator U in much the same way
as in Section 2, but this time, the boundary condition induced by Remark B.13 depends
of ni(λ) + 1 many functions hλ,j and ne(λ) + 1 many functions hλ,j . It turns out that the
following additional assumption is needed [53, Lemma 4.1]:

|wi(λ)| − ni(λ) = |we(λ)| − ne(λ) ≥ 0 a.e. on F (T),

so that the hλ,j ’s involved in the boundary relation induced by Remark B.13 are eigenvec-
tors of TF . Under this additional assumption, Yakubovich is able to define in [53] a model
operator similar to the one obtained under the assumption (H2) in [51] (see Theorem 2.2).
We do not state this result in detail, but restrict ourselves to a rather informal statement
of what is precisely needed for our purposes:
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Theorem 6.1 (Yakubovich [53]). Let F satisfy the assumptions (H1), (H2’) and (H3),
and suppose moreover that

(6.3) |wi(λ)| − ni(λ) = |we(λ)| − ne(λ) ≥ 0 a.e. on F (T).

Then the operator U of Theorem 2.2 can be replaced by a bounded operator Ũ , defined
on H2 and taking values in a vector-valued (Hilbertian) Smirnov space of functions on
the connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T), satisfying similar properties to the ones of
Theorem 2.2:

• for every λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T), we have ŨT ∗
F g(λ) = λŨg(λ). Also, Ũg(λ) = 0 if and

only if g vanishes on ker(TF − λ);
• the operator Ũ : H2 → Ran(Ũ) is invertible;

• the image Ran(Ũ) of Ũ is the subspace of the vector-valued Smirnov space of func-
tions on the connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) satisfying the boundary condi-
tions of [53, Eq. (2.1)].

6.2. A necessary condition for hypercyclicity. Theorem 6.1 implies in particular
that, in the same way as what happened under the stronger assumption (H2), the operator
TF still has an H∞ functional calculus:

Corollary 6.2 (Yakubovich [53]). Let F satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.1. Then
TF admits an H∞ functional calculus on the interior of σ(TF ), and there exists a constant
C > 0 such that

∥u(TF )∥ ≤ C sup

{
|u(λ)| ; λ ∈

◦
σ(TF )

}
for every function u ∈ H∞(

◦
σ(TF )).

Since Corollary 6.2 provides us with an H∞ functional calculus in this more general
situation, Theorem 3.2 can be extended to this context. We have:

Theorem 6.3. Let F satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.1. If TF is hypercyclic on H2,
then every connected component of the interior of the spectrum of TF must intersect T.

6.3. Sufficient conditions for hypercyclicity. In this subsection, we will not really

work with the operator Ũ but rather with the operator U constructed in Section 2.5,
which satisfies similar properties to those proved when (H2) holds under the more general
hypothesis (H2’). The main difference between the two settings concerns the range of this
operator, which is more difficult to describe and to use in the general case where only
(H2’) is satisfied. Let us briefly recall the construction. In Section 2.5, we considered the
operator U defined as

(Ug)j(λ) = ⟨hλ,j |g⟩p,q for every g ∈ Hq, λ ∈ Ω+
j , and 0 ≤ j < N,

where the functions hλ,j defined by hλ,j(z) = zjF+
λ (0)/F+

λ (z), for z ∈ D and 0 ≤ j < N ,
form a basis of the eigenspace ker(TF − λ). This construction remains valid when we
replace (H2) by (H2’). In this case, the operator U satisfies similar properties to the ones
that it enjoys under assumption (H2). More precisely, we have the following:

Theorem 6.4. Let F satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.1. Then U is a bounded and
injective operator from H2 into

⊕
0≤j<N E

2(Ω+
j ).
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Proof. The proof of the boundedness of U under the hypothesis (H2’) is carried out in

Theorem B.15. The injectivity of U follows from the injectivity of Ũ . Indeed, since the
functions hλ,j , 0 ≤ j < |wind(λ)|, form a basis of ker(TF − λ) for every λ ∈ σ(TF ) \F (T),
we know that g ⊥ ker(TF − λ) if and only if (Ug)j(λ) = 0 for every 0 ≤ j < |windF (λ)|
(see Fact 2.1). According to Theorem 6.1, g ⊥ ker(TF − λ) if and only if Ũg(λ) = 0.

Hence if Ug = 0, we also have Ũg = 0, and then g = 0 by Theorem 6.1. □

In particular, we have the following analogue of Proposition 2.5:

Proposition 6.5. Let F satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.1.

(1) Let Ω ∈ C, and let A be a subset of C. If A ∩ Ω has an accumulation point in Ω,
then

span [ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ A ∩ Ω] = span [ker(TF − λ) ; λ ∈ Ω].

(2) We have

span [HΩ(TF ) ; Ω ∈ C] = H2.

In the rest of this section, we give a version, under the assumption (H2’), of some of
the results of Sections 3 and 5 which are also true in this context.

First, since Proposition 2.5 generalizes here into Proposition 6.5, we can extend Theo-
rem 4.1 (which was a direct consequence of Proposition 2.5) to the case where only (H2’)
is satisfied. This is the content of the next theorem:

Theorem 6.6. Let F satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.1. Suppose that

(6.4) Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every Ω ∈ C.
Then TF is hypercyclic on H2.

T

Figure 35

As already said, the difficulty when working with assumption (H2’) lies with the descrip-
tion of the range of U . In Remark B.13, we show that when (H2’) holds, the eigenvectors
hλ,j satisfy a boundary equation of the following form:

ni(λ)∑
p=0

ap(λ)h
int
λ,k+p =

ne(λ)∑
ℓ=0

bℓ(λ)h
ext
λ,k+ℓ a.e. on ∂Ω+

n ,

for every n ≥ k +max(ni(λ), ne(λ)), where the quantities ap(λ) and bl(λ) are defined by
Equations (B.21) and (B.22) respectively. Now, using the boundedness of the operator U
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(which is still true under hypothesis (H2’)), we see that if, given g ∈ Hq, we write Ug as
Ug = (uj)0≤j≤N−1, then the functions uj satisfy the boundary relations

(6.5)

ni(λ)∑
p=0

ap(λ)u
int
k+p(λ) =

ne(λ)∑
ℓ=0

bℓ(λ)u
ext
k+ℓ(λ) a.e. on ∂Ω+

n

for every n ≥ k +max(ni(λ), ne(λ)).
A particular case of (H2’) where the assumption (6.3) of Theorem 6.1 is satisfied is

when ne = 0 almost everywhere on F (T), which means that the point F (eiθ) travels over
every subarc of F (T) \ O in one direction only. Under this condition, Equation (6.5)
implies that the range of U is contained in a subspace of

⊕
E2(Ω+

j ) consisting of N -tuples

(uj)0≤j≤N−1 ∈
⊕

0≤j≤N−1E
2(Ω+

j ) satisfying a boundary relation of the type

uextj = a0(λ)u
int
j + ...+ ani(λ)(λ)u

int
j+ni(λ)

a.e. on ∂Ω+
j+ni(λ)

.

In particular, if u = Ug vanishes on the interior component of an arc γ included in F (T)\O,
then u vanishes also on the exterior component of γ, and so Theorem 4.4 can be extended
when F satisfies (H1), (H2’) and (H3) and ne = 0 almost everywhere on F (T). Thus
Theorem 5.6 can be extended as follows:

Theorem 6.7. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2’) and (H3). Suppose moreover that ne = 0 a.e.
on F (T). If Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every maximal component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T), then TF is
hypercyclic on H2.

Here is an example of a function F such that Theorem 6.7 applies but not Theorem 6.6.

T

Figure 36

Although going “from the interior component to the exterior component of a boundary
arc” is still possible under assumption (H2’) combined with the hypothesis that ne = 0
almost everywhere on F (T), we do not know of general conditions, possibly similar to
those of Theorems 4.5 or 4.10, implying that one can go “from the exterior component
to the interior component of a boundary arc”. Still, we are able to handle the following
interesting example.

Example 6.8. One of the simplest situations where we would need to go from the exterior
component of a boundary arc to the interior, in order to conclude that TF is hypercyclic,
is the one given by a curve of the following type:
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×
0

×
2

×
3

Ω2Ω1

Figure 37

It is similar to the curve considered in Section 4.1, but the inner circle is traveled twice.
Set

F (eiθ) =

{
3 e−5iθ/3 if 0 ≤ θ < 6π/5

2 + e−5iθ if 6π/5 ≤ θ < 2π.

In this case, the boundary relations allow us to prove directly that TF is hypercyclic on
H2. To this aim, we proceed in a similar fashion to what we did in Section 4.1: for every
λ ∈ ∂Ω2 \ {3}, there exist θ1(λ) ∈ (0, 2π/5) and θ2(λ) ∈ (2π/5, 4π/5) such that

λ = F (e−iθ1(λ)) = 2 + e5iθ1(λ) and λ = F (e−iθ2(λ)) = 2 + e5iθ2(λ).

So let ζ1(λ) = eiθ1(λ) and ζ2(λ) = eiθ2(λ). We have

ζ1(λ) = exp

(
i

5
arg(0,2π) (λ− 2)

)
for every λ ∈ ∂Ω2 \ {3};

ζ2(λ) = exp

(
1

5
arg(2π,4π) (λ− 2)

)
for every λ ∈ ∂Ω2 \ {3}.

Let g ∈ H2. Then write Ug = (u0, u1, u2), where u0 ∈ E2(Ω1 ∪ Ω2) and u1, u2 ∈ E2(Ω2)
satisfy the following boundary relation:

(6.6) uint0 − (ζ1 + ζ2)u
int
1 + ζ1ζ2u

int
2 = uext0 a.e. on ∂Ω2.

Indeed, in this example, the polynomials in Equations (B.21) and (B.22) become∏
j∈Nint(λ)

(1− dj(λ)z) = (1− ζ1(λ)z)(1− ζ2(λ)z) = 1− (ζ1(λ) + ζ2(λ))z + ζ1(λ)ζ2(λ)z
2;

∏
j∈Next(λ)

(1− dj(λ)z) = 1,

and then Equation (6.5) gives exactly Equation (6.6).

• Suppose that g is orthogonal to H−(TF ). Then, by Proposition 6.5, g ⊥ HΩ1(TF ), so
that u0 = 0 on Ω1. Hence u

e
0 = 0 almost everywhere on ∂Ω2 and Equation (6.6) becomes

uint0 − (ζ1 + ζ2)u
int
1 + ζ1ζ2u

int
2 = 0 a.e. on ∂Ω2.
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The functions ζ1 and ζ2 admit bounded analytic extensions to Ω2 \ [2, 3] given by

ζ1(λ) = exp

(
1

5

[
log |λ− 2|+ i arg(0,2π) (λ− 2)

])
for every λ ∈ Ω2 \ [2, 3];

ζ2(λ) = exp

(
1

5

[
log |λ− 2|+ i arg(2π,4π) (λ− 2)

])
for every λ ∈ Ω2 \ [2, 3].

which are such that for every x ∈ [2, 3],

lim
y→0
y>0

ζ1(x+ i y) = (x− 2)1/5 ̸= (x− 2)1/5ei
2π
5 = lim

y→0
y<0

ζ1(x+ i y);

lim
y→0
y>0

ζ2(x+ i y) = (x− 2)1/5ei
2π
5 ̸= (x− 2)1/5ei

4π
5 = lim

y→0
y<0

ζ2(x+ i y).

The functions u0, (ζ1 + ζ2)u1, and ζ1ζ2u2 belong to E2(Ω2 \ [2, 3]) and since u0 − (ζ1 +
ζ2)u1 + ζ1ζ2u2 vanishes on a subset of positive measure of the boundary of Ω2 \ [2, 3], we
have u0 − (ζ1 + ζ2)u1 + ζ1ζ2u2 = 0 on Ω2 \ [2, 3].

If either u1 or u2 is identically zero on Ω2, the same argument as in Section 4.1 shows
that u0 = 0 on Ω2 as well. So henceforward, we suppose that u1 and u2 are not identically
zero on Ω2. For all x ∈ [2, 3) except possibly countably many, we have u1(x) ̸= 0 and
u2(x) ̸= 0. The function u0 = (ζ1 + ζ2)u1 − ζ1ζ2u2 is continuous at the point x (because
u0 ∈ E2(Ω2)), and taking limits of u0(x+ iy) and u0(x− iy) as y → 0, y > 0, we have

(x− 2)1/5
(
1 + ei

2π
5

)
u1(x)− (x− 2)2/5ei

2π
5 u2(x)

= (x− 2)1/5
(
ei

2π
5 + ei

4π
5

)
u1(x)− (x− 2)2/5ei

6π
5 u2(x).

Hence u1(x)− (x− 2)1/5ei
2π
5 u2(x) = ei

4π
5 u1(x)− (x− 2)1/5ei

6π
5 u2(x) so that

(6.7)
(
1− ei 4π5

)
u1(x) = (x− 2)1/5

(
ei

2π
5 − ei 6π5

)
u2(x) for every x ∈ [2, 3].

Set

w(λ) = exp

(
1

5

[
log |λ− 2|+ i arg (−π,π)(λ− 2)

])
for every λ ∈ Ω2 \ [1, 2]

and v1(λ) =
(
1 − ei 4π5

)
u1(λ), v2(λ) =

(
ei

2π
5 − ei 6π5

)
u2(λ) for every λ ∈ Ω2. Then

v1, v2, and w are analytic functions on Ω2 \ [1, 2]. Using the uniqueness principle and
Equation (6.7), we deduce that v1 = w . v2 on Ω2 \ [1, 2]. Now, since v2 is not identically
zero on Ω2, there exists x ∈ (1, 2) with v2(x) ̸= 0, and so w admits an analytic extension
to a neighborhood of x. But this contradicts the fact that

lim
y→0
y>0

w(x+ iy) = (x− 2)1/5ei
π
5 ̸= (x− 2)1/5e−i

π
5 = lim

y→0
y<0

w(x+ iy).

So finally, we obtain that u1 = u2 = 0 on Ω2, so that u0 = 0 on Ω2. This means that
g ⊥ HΩ2(TF ), and so, by Proposition 6.5, g = 0. We finally deduce that H−(TF ) = H2.

• Suppose, lastly, that g is orthogonal to H+(TF ). Since
(
C \ D

)
∩ Ω1 ̸= ∅, and(

C \D
)
∩Ω2 ̸= ∅, g is orthogonal to HΩ1(TF ) and HΩ2(TF ). So g = 0 and H+(TF ) = H2.

So TF is hypercyclic on H2.
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6.4. An equivalence. When σ(TF ) \ F (TF ) =
◦

σ(TF ), Theorems 6.3 and 6.6 can be
combined to provide a characterization of hypercyclicity. Observe that σ(TF ) \ F (T)
coincides with the interior of σ(TF ) if and only if the condition F (T) = ∂σ(TF ) is satisfied.
We have the following theorem:

Theorem 6.9. Let F satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.1. Suppose that F (T) =
∂σ(TF ). Then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on H2;

(2) O ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every connected component O of
◦

σ(TF ).

T

Figure 38

Theorem 6.9 can be applied in particular when F (T) is a Jordan curve on which the
point F (eiθ) travels several times. We can also deal with the case where σ(TF ) \ F (T) is
connected:

Theorem 6.10. Let F satisfy assumptions (H1), (H2’) and (H3). If σ(TF ) \ F (T) is
connected, then the following assertions are equivalent:

(1) TF is hypercyclic on H2;

(2)
◦

σ(TF ) ∩ T ̸= ∅.

T

Figure 39

Proof. Let us begin by observing the following fact: set Ω = σ(TF )\F (T). If
◦

σ(TF )∩T ̸= ∅,
then

◦
σ(TF )∩D ̸= ∅. Since, in this case, Ω =

◦
σ(TF )\F (T), it follows that D has to intersect

also Ω. The same argument yields that C\D intersects Ω. Since Ω is connected, this implies
that T∩Ω ̸= ∅. We deduce that, under the hypothesis that Ω is connected, the necessary
condition for hypercyclicity in Theorem 6.3 and the sufficient condition in Theorem 6.6
are equivalent. We obtain thus the equivalence stated in Theorem 6.10. □
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7. Comparison with results of Abakumov, Baranov, Charpentier and
Lishanskii

In [1], the authors study the hypercyclicity on H2 of Toeplitz operators with symbols
which are meromorphic on D and continuous up to the boundary T. Our aim in this
section will be to apply our previous results to this class of symbols, and thus to recover
and extend some of the results of [1]. More precisely, in this whole section, we consider
symbols of the following form:

(7.1) F (z) = R(1/z) + ϕ(z),

where ϕ ∈ A(D) and R is a rational function without poles in D. In other words, the
function R can be written as

R(z) = P (z) +
r∑
l=1

kl∑
j=1

αl,j
(z − ηl)j

,

where P is a polynomial of degree N1 and the poles ηl ∈ C\D, l = 1, . . . , r of R are distinct
with respective multiplicities kl. We set N2 =

∑r
l=1 kl. Then setting N = N1 + N2, we

have deg(R) = N . In other words, F has exactly N poles in D, counted with multiplicity.
We denote by P the set of these poles, which consists of the points η−1

1 , . . . , η−1
r , plus the

point 0 if the polynomial P is not constant.

7.1. Link with the setting of [1]. Since, for every λ /∈ F (T), the function F − λ has no
zero nor pole on T, the argument principle implies that

(7.2) windF (λ) = nF (λ)−N for all λ /∈ F (T),
where nF (λ) is defined for every λ ∈ C as the number of solutions of the equation F (z) = λ
in D, counted with multiplicity. This equality provides a relation between the orientation
of the curve F (T) and the valence of F . Observe that there is no conflict with the notation
employed in Section 2: if F is negatively wound, the integer N is indeed the maximal value
of |windF (λ)| when λ ranges over C \ F (T). If we consider the map F as taking values

in the Riemann sphere Ĉ, then notice that for |λ| sufficiently large (and for λ = ∞), we
have windF (λ) = 0 and Equation (7.2) implies that the equation F (z) = λ has exactly
N solutions in D (and also exactly N solutions in D because F (T) is compact and thus

bounded). In the rest of this section, we will implicitly view F as taking values in Ĉ.

If Ω is a connected component of C\F (T), we denote by nF (Ω) the common value of the
integers nF (λ), λ ∈ Ω. We have nF (Ω) = windF (λ) + N . If Ω∞ denotes the unbounded
component of C \ F (T), then nF (Ω∞) = N .

Let now A be a subset of D, and let K be a positive integer. We say that F is K-
valent on A (resp. exactly K-valent on A) if for any λ ∈ F (A), the equation F (z) = λ
has at most (resp. exactly) K solutions in A, counted with multiplicity. Note that,
taking A = D \ P (or A = D), the K-valence of F on A (which means by definition that
nF (λ) ≤ K for every λ ∈ C) is equivalent to the property nF (λ) ≤ K for every λ /∈ F (T),
i.e. windF (λ) ≤ K − N for every λ /∈ F (T). Indeed, if nF (λ) ≤ K for every λ /∈ F (T),
then there is no point λ0 ∈ F (T) such that nF (λ0) > K: if it were the case, then by
Rouché’s Theorem there would exist λ /∈ F (T) such that nF (λ) > K, a contradiction. So
nF (λ) ≤ K for every λ ∈ C.

Recall that Proposition 3.1 asserts that if a Toeplitz operator with a continuous symbol
F is hypercyclic on Hp for some p > 1, then F (T) is negatively wound, i.e. windF ≤ 0 on
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C\F (T). When F is defined as in Equation (7.1), the relation between the winding number
and the valence in Equation (7.2) together with Proposition 3.1 imply the following result:

Proposition 7.1. Let F be given by Equation (7.1), and let p > 1. If TF is hypercyclic
on Hp, then F is N-valent on D.

We observe that if F is N-valent on D, then Lemma A.11 and Equation (7.2) imply that

(7.3) σ(TF ) = {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; nF (λ) < N} ∪ F (T).
We finish this subsection by spelling out the link between the eigenvectors hλ,j of TF , for
|windF (λ)| = N and 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, and the eigenvectors used in [1].

For symbols F of the form (7.1), satisfying assumptions (H1), (H2), and (H3), and

for λ ∈ C \ F (D) = C \ F (D) (i.e λ belongs to a connected component Ω ∈ C such that
|windF (Ω)| = N), the eigenvectors hλ,j , 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, can be written as

(7.4) hλ,j(z) = zj · cλ
zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ) for every z ∈ D

where

Q(z) =
r∏
l=1

(1− ηlz)kl

and cλ is a non-zero constant given by the value at 0 of the function z 7−→ zN1Q(z)(F (z)−
λ), which is analytic on D. Indeed, write

ϕλ(z) = zN (F (z)− λ) = zN2

Q(z)
[zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ)] for every z ∈ D,

and observe that the function z 7−→ zN1Q(z)(F (z)−λ) belongs to A(D) and does not vanish
on D. In particular, one can define an analytic branch of its logarithm on D, denoted by
log(zN1Q(z)(F (z) − λ)), which also belongs to A(D). Moreover, since N2 =

∑r
l=1 kl, we

have
zN2

Q(z)
=

1∏r
l=1

(
1
z − ηl

)kl ·
Observe now that for every 1 ≤ l ≤ r, the function z 7−→ log(z − ηl) (where we choose
here a suitable determination of the logarithm) belongs to A(D), and thus the function

z 7−→ log
(
1
z − ηl

)
belongs to Hp

−, where H
p
− = {f ∈ Hp ; f̂(n) = 0 for every n ≥ 0}.

Define now

Uλ(z) = −
r∑
l=1

kl log

(
1

z
− ηl

)
+ log

(
zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ)

)
for every z ∈ T.

We have

eUλ(z) = zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ) z
N2

Q(z)
= ϕλ(z) for every z ∈ T.

Hence, according to Equation (2.2), we see that F+
λ = eP+Uλ . As the function log(z−1−ηl)

belongs to Hp
− for every 1 ≤ l ≤ r, we have

P+

(
log(z−1 − ηl)

)
= 0.

Since log(zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ)) belongs to A(D),

P+

(
log
(
zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ)

) )
= log

(
zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ)

)
.
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Finally,

F+
λ (z) = elog(z

N1Q(z)(F (z)−λ)) = zN1Q(z)(F (z)− λ).
Taking Equation (2.4) into account eventually yields Equation (7.4) for the eigenvectors
hλ,j . For any Ω ∈ C with nF (Ω) = 0, i.e. with windF (Ω) = −N , let

(7.5) hλ =
1

F − λ for every λ ∈ Ω.

We have, for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 and λ ∈ Ω,

hλ,j(z) = zj · cλ
zN1Q(z)

· hλ(z) for every z ∈ D.

Therefore we recover the eigenvectors obtained in [1, Section 4.1].

7.2. The case where F is exactly N-valent. In this subsection, we consider a function
F defined by Equation (7.1), satisfying (H1), and which is exactly N -valent on D. This
means that for every λ ∈ F (D), the equation F (z) = λ has exactly N solutions in D.
Moreover, for any λ /∈ F (T), nF (λ) ≤ N , and Equation (7.2) implies that F satisfies (H3).
Note that the exact N -valence of F on D (and not just on D) implies the following fact:

Fact 7.2. For every λ ∈ F (T), the N solutions in D of the equation F (z) = λ belong to
T. Thus F (T) is a Jordan curve on which the point F (eiθ) travels exactly N times, and
∂σ(TF ) = F (T).

Proof. Using Equation (6.1) which gives a link between the number of travels on the curve
in both directions and the winding numbers of the exterior and interior components at a
point of F (T) \ O, we observe the following: for any point λ0 ∈ ∂σ(TF ) which belongs to
the boundary of only two components of C \ F (T) (so that in particular λ0 ∈ F (T) \ O),
we have ni(λ0) = N and ne(λ0) = 0. So the point F (eiθ) travels on each curve included in
∂σ(TF ) \ O exactly N times, and only in one direction. Suppose now that there exists a
point λ0 ∈ ∂σ(TF ) which belongs to the boundary of at least three different components
of C \ F (T).

λ0
∂σ(TF )

windF = −3

windF = 0

≥ 4 sol. of F = λ0 on T

Figure 40. An example with N = 3

Then such a point λ0 belongs to O, and the equation F (z) = λ0 would necessarily have
strictly more than N solutions in D: indeed, the equation F (z) = λ0 would have exactly
N solutions in D coming, by continuity, from the N solutions of the equation F (z) = λ,
for λ ∈ ∂σ(TF )\O, plus at least one other solution coming from another part of the curve
F (T) which meets the boundary ∂σ(TF ) of the spectrum at the point λ0, as illustrated in
Figure 40 with N = 3. This contradicts the exact N -valence of F on D. □
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These arguments allow for a more precise description of the spectrum of TF in the
following two cases : if F is exactly N-valent on D, it follows from Equations (7.2) and (7.3)
combined with the fact that for any λ ∈ C \ F (T), either nF (λ) = 0 or nF (λ) = N , that

σ(TF ) = (C \ F (D)) ∪ F (T).
If F is exactly N-valent on D, then F (T) ∩ F (D) = ∅ by Fact 7.2, and thus

σ(TF ) = C \ F (D).
As we have already seen, if F is exactly N -valent on D, then F satisfies (H3). Moreover,
it follows from Fact 7.2 that F satisfies also (H2’). Finally, since by Fact 7.2, F (T) is a
Jordan curve and ∂σ(TF ) = F (T), the Jordan curve Theorem implies that σ(TF ) \ F (T)
is connected. Hence, applying Theorem 6.10, we deduce the following result:

Theorem 7.3. Let F be defined by Equation (7.1) and satisfy (H1). Suppose that F is
exactly N -valent on D. Then the following assertions are equivalent

(1) TF is hypercyclic on H2;

(2)
◦

σ(TF ) ∩ T ̸= ∅.
The implication (2) =⇒ (1) in Theorem 7.3 is proved in [1, Th. 1.3] without the

additional condition (H1) on the regularity on T. Here we obtain, under assumption (H1),
a characterization of the hypercyclicity of TF on H2.

7.3. The Decreasing Valence Condition. In this subsection, we discuss some conse-
quences of our Theorem 4.4 in the case where the symbol F is of the form (7.1) and
satisfies the three assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3). Recall that Theorem 4.4 asserts that
if Ω,Ω′ are two adjacent components of σ(TF )\F (T) such that |windF (Ω)| > |windF (Ω′)|,
then HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ). When rewritten in terms of valence conditions, this statement
becomes: let Ω and Ω′ be two adjacent components of σ(TF ) \ F (T). If nF (Ω) < nF (Ω

′),
then HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF ).

Given two components Ω and Ω′ of σ(TF ) \ F (T), we write Ω
D.V.−→ Ω′ if there exists a

sequence (Ωj)0≤j≤r of adjacent components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) such that Ω0 = Ω, Ωr = Ω′,
and nF (Ωj) > nF (Ωj+1) for every 0 ≤ j < r. With the notation of Section 5.3, this is

equivalent to requiring that Ω
I.W.−→ Ω′.

In the present context, a connected component Ω of σ(TF )\F (T) satisfies |windF (Ω)| =
N if and only if nF (Ω) = 0. Moreover, by definition, λ belongs to F (D) if and only if
nF (λ) ≥ 1. Hence the union of all connected components Ω of C\F (T) such that nF (Ω) = 0
is

(7.6) {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; nF (λ) = 0} =
(
C \ F (T)

)
\ F (D) = C \ F (D).

Since F : D −→ Ĉ is continuous, F (D) = F (D), and so the right hand term in Equa-

tion (7.6) coincides with C \ F (D). We have:

Theorem 7.4. Let p > 1, and let F be of the form (7.1), satisfying the three assumptions
(H1), (H2) and (H3). Suppose that for any connected component Ω of σ(TF )\F (T), there
exists a connected component Ω0 of σ(TF ) \ F (T) with nF (Ω0) = 0 such that

Ω0 ∩ T ̸= ∅ and Ω
D.V.−→ Ω0.

Then TF is hypercyclic on Hp.
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Under the assumptions of Theorem 7.4, the maximal components of σ(TF ) \ F (T)
are exactly the components of C \ F (D), i.e. the components Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T) with
|windF (Ω)| = N . So Theorem 7.4 is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.6.

Remark 7.5. Remark that when p = 2, the assumption (H2) in Theorem 7.4 can be
weakened into supposing that (H2’) holds, and that ne = 0 almost everywhere on F (T)\O.
This follows directly from Theorem 6.7.

A result similar to Theorem 7.4 is implied by [1, Th. 1.5] under a weaker assumption, but
under the additional condition (H4) that F has an analytic extension on a neighborhood
of T (see [1, Th. 1.5]). In order to fully retrieve [1, Th. 1.5], we have to impose also the
condition (H4) on F . Recall that N = max{|windF (λ)| ; λ /∈ F (T)}.
Theorem 7.6. Let p > 1, and let F be of the form (7.1), satisfying the assumptions
(H1), (H2), (H3) and (H4). Suppose that N ≥ 2, and that for any connected component
Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T) with nF (Ω) > 0, there exist two connected components Ω+ and Ω− of
σ(TF ) \ F (T) with nF (Ω+) = nF (Ω−) = 0 such that

Ω− ∩ D ̸= ∅, Ω+ ∩ (C \ D) ̸= ∅ and Ω
D.V.−→ Ω±.

Then TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

Note that our assumption in Theorem 7.6 on connected components Ω of σ(TF ) \F (T)
corresponds to what is called the Decreasing Valence Condition (DVC) in [1]. Note also
that, under the assumptions of Theorem 7.6, the maximal components of σ(TF ) \ F (T)
are exactly the components of C \ F (D), i.e. the components Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T) with
|windF (Ω)| = N . So the assumption N ≥ 2 implies that there is no maximal component
with −1 as winding number and thus Theorem 7.6 is a direct consequence of Theorem 5.9.
If N = 1, then σ(TF ) \F (T) = C \F (D) so there is no component Ω of σ(TF ) \F (T) with
nF (Ω) > 0. In this situation, every component of σ(TF ) \F (T) is maximal and has −1 as
winding number, so this case is solved by using Theorem 5.5.

7.4. About the Increasing Argument Condition. In [1], the authors consider sym-
bols satisfying the so-called Increasing Argument Condition (IAC). Recall that the func-
tions hλ, λ ∈ C \ F (D) were defined in (7.5).

(IAC) There exists λ0 ∈ C \ F (D) such that
• the set hλ0(T) is a finite union of C2 Jordan arcs;
• some continuous branch of the function θ 7−→ arg hλ0(e

iθ) is strictly increasing
on [0, 2π].

This condition was considered by Solomyak in [48], in a study of cyclicity for Toeplitz
operators with analytic symbols. When rewritten in terms of the function F , the condition
(IAC) becomes: there exists λ0 ∈ C \ F (D) such that

• the set F (T) is a finite union of C2 Jordan arcs;
• some continuous branch of the function θ 7−→ arg (F (eiθ)−λ0) is strictly decreasing
on [0, 2π].

Suppose more generally that F satisfies (H1), (H2), and

(DAC) there exists λ0 ∈ C\F (T) with |windF (λ0)| = N for which some continuous branch
of the function θ 7−→ arg (F (eiθ)− λ0) is strictly decreasing on [0, 2π].

Here are some examples of curves satisfying (DAC):
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×λ0
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3

4 5

6

7

8 9

10

11

×λ0

Figure 41

Suppose that assumptions (H1), (H2) and (DAC) are satisfied. For each θ ∈ [0, 2π),
denote by ∆θ the closed half-line having λ0 as an extremity, and making an angle θ with
the half-line λ0 + [0,∞). For all θ except finitely many, the function λ 7−→ windF (λ) is
well-defined on ∆θ \ F (T); as λ goes to infinity along the line ∆θ, it takes first the value
−N , then the value −(N − 1), . . . , until it reaches the value −1, then 0. All values −k,
0 ≤ k ≤ N , are taken in decreasing order, and the jumps between two successive values
take place when λ crosses the curve F (T). There are N such crossings. As a consequence,
we have

Fact 7.7. Let F satisfy the conditions (H1), (H2), and (DAC). Then

(1) the condition (H3) is automatically satisfied, i.e windF (λ) ≤ 0 for every λ ∈
C \ F (T);

(2) there exists exactly one component Ω ∈ C with |windF (Ω)| = N ;
(3) for any Ω ∈ C with |windF (Ω)| < N , Ω is adjacent to a component Ω′ ∈ C with
|windF (Ω′)| > |windF (Ω)|.

If we denote by Ω0 the unique connected component of σ(TF )\F (T) with |windF (Ω0)| =
N , it follows that Ω0 is the unique maximal component of C. Applying Theorem 5.6, we
thus obtain:

Theorem 7.8. Let p > 1, and let F satisfy (H1) and (H2). Suppose moreover that there
exists λ0 ∈ C \ F (D) such that some continuous branch of the argument

θ 7−→ arg
(
F (eiθ)− λ0

)
is strictly decreasing on [0, 2π]. If Ω0 ∩ T ̸= ∅, then TF is hypercyclic on Hp.

This result is obtained in [1, Th. 1.4] in the case p = 2 and under the additional
assumption that the curve F (T) is piecewise C2-smooth.

Remark 7.9. When p = 2, the assumption (H2) in Theorem 7.8 can be weakened into
supposing that (H2’) holds. Indeed, the assumption that there exists λ0 ∈ C \ F (D) such
that some continuous branch of the argument θ 7−→ arg (F (eiθ)−λ0) is strictly decreasing
on [0, 2π] implies that ne = 0 almost everywhere on F (T)\O. Moreover, Fact 7.7 remains
true, since for all θ ∈ [0, 2π) except finitely many, the function λ 7−→ windF (λ) takes first
the value −N , then some value strictly larger than −N , . . . , until it reaches the value 0.
The jumps between two successive values take place when λ crosses the curve F (T). There
are N such crossings, counted with multiplicities. It then suffices to apply Theorem 6.7
instead of Theorem 5.6.
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8. Some further results and open questions

In this final section, we consider other important properties in linear dynamics in our
context of Toeplitz operators. Since the results here follow, for the most part, in a straight-
forward manner from theorems already proved in the previous sections, we often skip the
proofs. We refer to Appendix A.6 for all unexplained terminology.

8.1. Supercyclicity. Theorem A.15 in Appendix A allows us to immediately transpose
our sufficient conditions for hypercyclicity into sufficient condition for supercyclicity of
TF . It suffices to replace the unit circle by a circle rT for some r > 0 in suitable places,
and to keep otherwise the same assumptions. For instance Theorem 5.6 becomes:

Theorem 8.1. Let p > 1, and suppose that F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3). If there exists
r > 0 such that Ω ∩ rT ̸= ∅ for every maximal component of σ(TF ) \ F (T), then TF is
supercyclic on Hp.

In the case where σ(TF ) \ F (T) is connected, TF is always supercyclic on Hp. On the
other hand, some work might be required in order to extend the necessary conditions of
Section 3 to the supercyclicity setting. We still have:

Proposition 8.2. Let F be continuous on T. If there exists λ0 ∈ C \ F (T) such that
windF (λ0) > 0, then TF is not supercyclic.

Proof. The proof relies on the same kind of argument as that of Proposition 3.1: if
windF (λ0) > 0 for some λ0 ∈ C \ F (T), then windF (λ) > 0 for all λ ∈ Ω0, where Ω0

is the unique element of C containing λ0. According to Lemma A.11, for all λ ∈ Ω0, we
should have dim(ker(T ∗

F − λ)) = windF (λ). Hence, every λ ∈ Ω0 is an eigenvalue of T ∗
F .

Since the point spectrum of the adjoint of a supercyclic operator can contain at most one
element (see for instance [8, Prop 1.26]), TF cannot be supercyclic. □

An analogue of Theorem 3.2 still holds too.

Theorem 8.3. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3) and let p > 1. If TF is supercyclic
on Hp, then there exists r > 0 such that every connected component of the interior σ(TF )
intersects rT.

Proof. Proceeding as in the proof of [8, Th. 1.24], consider the finite set G of connected
components of the interior of σ(TF ). For each O ∈ G, let IO = {|z| ; z ∈ O}: this is a
non empty open interval in R+. So we need to prove that when TF is supercyclic, the
intersection of all intervals IO, O ∈ G, is non-empty.

If this intersection is empty, then there exist r > 0 and two disjoint connected compo-
nents O1, O2 ∈ G such that O1 ⊆ rD and O2 ⊆ C \ rD. Indeed, write each interval IO as
IO = (aO, bO), aO < bO. Then, if

⋂
O∈G IO = ∅, we have minO∈G bO ≤ maxO∈G aO. It

follows that there exist O1, O2 ∈ G such that bO1 ≤ aO2 , and hence IO1 ∩ IO2 = ∅. Taking
for instance r = bO1 , we have indeed O1 ⊆ rD and O2 ⊆ C \ rD. Observe that the fact
that there are only finitely many components O to be considered here is crucial to the
argument, compared to what is done in [8, Lemma 1.25].

Let then O3 =
◦

σ(TF ) \ (O1 ∪O2). So
◦

σ(TF ) = O1 ∪O2 ∪O3 and Oi ∩Oj = ∅ for i ̸= j,
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 3. Using the fact that T admits an H∞ functional calculus on the interior
of σ(TF ) (see Corollary 2.3), there exist three non-trivial closed T -invariant subspaces
M1,M2 and M3 of Hp such that Hp is the topological direct sum of M1, M2 and M3, i.e.
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Hp =M1⊕M2⊕M3, and such that if we denote by Ti the operator induced by T on Mi,
then σ(Ti) = Oi, i = 1, 2 (see the proof of Proposition 3.3).

Since T admits anH∞ functional calculus on
◦

σ(TF ), the operator Ti admits anH∞(Oi)-
functional calculus, so that in particular there exists a constant C > 0 such that ∥Tn1 ∥ ≤
Crn and ∥T−n

2 ∥ ≤ Cr−n for every n ≥ 0.

Suppose now by contradiction that TF is supercyclic on Hp, and let x = x1+x2+x3 be a
supercyclic vector for TF , with xi ∈Mi, i = 1, 2, 3. Then each operator Ti is supercyclic on
Mi, with supercyclic vector xi (see Lemma A.13). In particular, xi ̸= 0 for every i = 1, 2, 3.
The fact that x is a supercyclic vector for TF implies that there exist a sequence (λk) of
complex numbers and a sequence (nk) of positive integers such that

λkT
nkx = λkT

nk
1 x1 ⊕ λkTnk

2 x2 ⊕ λkTnk
3 x3 −→ x1 ⊕ 0⊕ 0

as k −→ +∞. Then

λkr
nk(r−nkTnk

1 x1) −→ x1 and λkr
nk(r−nkTnk

2 x2) −→ 0 as k → +∞.
Since ∥x2∥ ≤ ∥T−nk

2 ∥∥Tnk
2 x2∥ ≤ C r−nk∥Tnk

2 x2∥ for every k, the sequence (r−nk∥Tnk
2 x2∥)k

is bounded away from 0 and hence |λk| rnk → 0 as k → +∞. But since the sequence
(r−nk∥Tnk

1 x1∥)k is bounded, this implies that x1 = 0, which is not the case. Hence TF
cannot be supercyclic on Hp. □

We can hence extend our necessary and sufficient conditions for hypercyclicity to the
context of supercyclicity. For instance, we have:

Theorem 8.4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 5.14, the following assertions are
equivalent:

(1) TF is supercyclic on Hp;

(2) there exists r > 0 such that O∩rT ̸= ∅ for every connected component O of
◦

σ(TF ).

We leave it to the reader to formulate the proper analogues of the other results of
Section 5 for supercyclicity.

8.2. Chaos, frequent hypercyclicity and ergodicity. As explained in Appendix A.6,
the notions of chaos, frequent hypercyclicity and ergodicity are most easily investigated
via unimodular eigenvectors. And sometimes, the existence of suitably many unimodular
eigenvectors is a prerequisite - this is the case for chaos, as well as for ergodicity with
respect to a Gaussian measure with full support.

It follows from Theorem A.20 that many of our results can be extended to yield chaos,
frequent hypercyclicity, and ergodicity. In the case considered in Theorem 5.2, where the
symbol F has the form F (eiθ) = ae−iθ + b + ceiθ, with a, b, c ∈ C, chaos and frequent
hypercyclicity of the Toeplitz operator TF acting on H2 have already been investigated in
[5].

Theorem 8.5. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3) and let p > 1. Suppose that either

(i) σ(TF ) \ F (T) is connected and
◦

σ(TF ) ∩ T ̸= ∅;
or

(ii) Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every maximal component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T).
Then the operator TF acting on Hp is chaotic, frequently hypercyclic, and ergodic with
respect to a Gaussian measure with full support.

The proof of Theorem 8.5 relies on the following consequence of Theorem A.20.
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Proposition 8.6. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3), and let p > 1. Suppose that
Ω1, . . . ,Ωr are some connected components of σ(TF ) \ F (T) such that

span
[
HΩi(TF ) ; 1 ≤ i ≤ r

]
= Hp.

If Ωi ∩ T ̸= ∅ for every 1 ≤ i ≤ r then TF is chaotic, frequently hypercyclic and ergodic
with respect to a Gaussian measure with full support.

Proof. Let U = Ω1 ∪ · · · ∪ Ωr. For every 0 ≤ j < N and every 1 ≤ i ≤ r, define Ej on
Ωi by setting Ej(λ) = hλ,j for every λ ∈ Ωi if Ωi ⊆ Ω+

j , and Ej(λ) = 0 for every λ ∈ Ωi
if Ωi ̸⊆ Ω+

j . This defines an analytic map Ej : U −→ Hp. Moreover the closed linear

span of the the vectors Ej(λ), λ ∈ U, 0 ≤ j < N contains the subspace HΩi(TF ) for every
1 ≤ i ≤ r. Hence

span
[
Ej(λ) ; λ ∈ U , 0 ≤ j < N

]
= Hp.

So the assumptions of Theorem A.20 are satisfied and Proposition 8.6 follows. □

Proof of Theorem 8.5. Under assumption (i), Theorem 8.5 is an immediate consequence
of Proposition 8.6 and of the fact that in this case, σ(TF )\F (T) has exactly one connected
component Ω – the interior of σ(TF ) – which satisfies HΩ(TF ) = Hp.

Under assumption (ii), we enumerate as Ω1, . . . ,Ωr the set of all maximal connected
components of σ(TF ) \ F (T). The proof of Theorem 5.6 shows that span [HΩi(TF ) ; 1 ≤
i ≤ r] = Hp, which concludes the proof in this case too. □

Theorem 8.5 can be viewed as a generalization of Theorems 5.1, 5.5 and 5.6 to the
notions of chaos, frequent hypercyclicity and ergodicity. We do not include Theorems 5.10,
5.14 and 5.17 in the list above. Indeed, consider the following example:

Example 8.7. Return to the example of two circles which is the object of Section 4.1,
and consider the map F : T→ C defined in the following way:

F (eit) =

{
−1 + 2e−i3t/2 if 0 ≤ t < 4π/3

e−3it if 4π/3 ≤ t < 2π.

Here is a picture of the curve F (T):

×
0

×
1

×−1
Ω2

Ω1

Figure 42

The assumptions of either Theorem 5.10,Theorem 5.14 or Theorem 5.17 are satisfied.
Moreover, the interior of σ(TF ) is the open disk centered at −1 of radius 2, which obviously
intersects T. So TF is hypercyclic on Hp for every p > 1. However, since T is wholly
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contained in the boundary of ∂Ω2, T ∩ Ω2 = ∅ and T ∩ Ω1 = ∅ (but TF satisfies the
Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion; see Section 4.1 for details). So Theorem A.20 does not apply.
It is not even clear that any λ ∈ T is an eigenvalue of TF , so it may quite possibly happen
that TF is hypercyclic, but not chaotic.

Question 8.8. Let p > 1. Does the Toeplitz operator associated to the map F defined in
Example 8.7 have any eigenvalue of modulus 1? Is TF chaotic? frequently hypercyclic?

If we knew that no λ ∈ T is an eigenvalue of TF , then TF would provide the first
known example of an operator satisfying the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion, but having no
unimodular eigenvalue. Such a situation would certainly be quite puzzling.

Going back to Theorems 5.14 and 5.17, we thus see that an additional assumption has
to be required in order to obtain chaos, frequent hypercyclicity or ergodicity:

Theorem 8.9. Suppose that the assumptions of either Theorem 5.14 or Theorem 5.17
are satisfied. Moreover, assume that for every connected component O of the interior
of σ(TF ), there exists a connected component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T) with Ω ⊆ O such that
Ω ∩ T ̸= ∅. Then TF acting on Hp is chaotic, frequently hypercyclic, and ergodic with
respect to a Gaussian probability measure with full support.

Proof. Denote by O1, O2, . . . , Or the connected component of
◦

σ(TF ). By assumption, for
any 1 ≤ i ≤ r, there exists a connected component Ωi of σ(TF ) \ F (T ) with Ωi ⊆ Oi
and Ωi ∩ T ̸= ∅. Under the assumptions of either of Theorem 5.10 or Theorem 5.14,
Lemma 5.13 shows that for every Ω ∈ C with Ω ⊆ Oi, we have HΩ(TF ) = HΩi(TF ). Hence

span
[
HΩi(TF ); 1 ≤ i ≤ r

]
= span

[
HΩ(TF ); Ω ∈ C

]
,

and Proposition 2.5 implies that

span
[
HΩi(TF ); 1 ≤ i ≤ r

]
= Hp.

We can now conclude using Proposition 8.6. □

8.3. From an exterior component to an interior component. One of the most
obvious problems which arises from our work is the following: is it really necessary to add
an assumption to be able to go from an exterior component to an interior component?

Question 8.10. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2) and (H3) and let Ω,Ω′ ∈ C be two
adjacent components of σ(TF ) \F (T) such that |windF (Ω)| < |windF (Ω′)|. Is it true that
HΩ′(TF ) ⊆ HΩ(TF )?

If Question 8.10 had an affirmative answer, then Theorems 5.10, 5.14 and 5.17 would
hold in much greater generality. In this regard, here are two examples which give food
for thought. Remark that the approach in Example 8.11 (resp. in Example 8.12) is very
similar to that of the example discussed in Section 4.1 (resp. to Example 6.8).

Example 8.11. Consider the map F : T→ C defined in the following way:

F (eiθ) =


3 + 3e−5iθ/3 if 0 ≤ θ < 6π/5
9
2 + 3

2e
−10iθ/3 if 6π/5 ≤ θ < 9π/5

11
2 + 1

2e
−10iθ if 9π/5 ≤ θ < 2π.

Here is a picture of the curve F (T):
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C1

C2

C3

×
3

×
9
2

×
11
2

×
6

Ω1 Ω2

Ω3

Figure 43

The respective radii of the circles C1, C2 and C3 are 3, 3/2 and 1/2. We have

windF (Ω1) = −1, windF (Ω2) = −2 and windF (Ω3) = −3.

Among the connected components of σ(TF )\F (T), T intersects only Ω1. In order to prove
that TF is hypercyclic (onHp, p > 1), starting from u0 ∈ Eq(Ω1∪Ω2∪Ω3), u1 ∈ Eq(Ω2∪Ω3)
and u2 ∈ Eq(Ω3) with u0 = 0 on Ω1 and the properties

(i) uint0 − ζuint1 = 0 almost everywhere on C2 (since u0 = 0 on Ω1, u
ext
0 = 0 on C2)

(ii) uint0 − ζuint1 = uext0 almost everywhere on C3

(iii) uint1 − ζuint2 = uext1 almost everywhere on C3,

we need to be able to deduce that u0, u1 and u2 are identically zero. However, we can use
neither Theorem 4.5 nor Theorem 4.10 to deduce that u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω2, as neither of
their assumptions are satisfied. Indeed, ∂Ω2 = C2∪C3 is not a Jordan curve and there does
not exist an open neighborhood V of λ0 = 6 (which is the only point of self-intersection
of F (T)) which satisfies V ∩∂Ω2 = V ∩∂Ω1 ∩∂Ω2. Nonetheless, working directly with the
explicit expression of ζ on C2, it is possible to infer what we want from (i), (ii) and (iii).

Let λ ∈ ∂C2 \ {6}. In order to determine ζ(λ) = eiθ(λ), we need to solve the equation

λ =
9

2
+

3

2
e10iθ(λ)/3, with θ(λ) ∈

(
−9π

5
,−6π

5

)
.

We obtain

θ(λ) =
3

10
arg(−6π,−4π)

(
2λ− 9

3

)
,

and thus

ζ(λ) = exp

[
3i

10
arg(−6π,−4π)

(
2λ− 9

3

)]
for every λ ∈ ∂C2 \ {6}.
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So ζ admits an analytic continuation on C \ [9/2,∞), hence in particular on Ω2 \ [9/2, 5),
given by

ζ(λ) = e
3
10

log(−6π,−4π)( 2λ−9
3 ) for every λ ∈ Ω2 \ [9/2, 5),

where log(−6π,−4π) is the analytic determination of the logarithm with imaginary part in

(−6π,−4π). Note that this extension is such that, for every x ∈ (9/2, 5) we have

(8.1) lim
y→0
y>0

ζ(x+ iy) =

∣∣∣∣2x− 9

3

∣∣∣∣3/10 e−9iπ/5 ̸=
∣∣∣∣2x− 9

3

∣∣∣∣3/10 e−6iπ/5 = lim
y→0
y<0

ζ(x+ iy).

Since ζ is bounded on Ω2 \ [9/2, 5), the function ζu1 belongs to Eq(Ω2 \ [9/2, 5)), and so
u0 − ζu1 ∈ Eq(Ω2 \ [9/2, 5)). Since uint0 − ζuint1 = 0 almost everywhere on C2, which is a
subset of ∂(Ω2 \ [9/2, 5)) with positive measure, we deduce that u0 = ζu1 on Ω2 \ [9/2, 5).

Suppose now that u1 is not identically zero on Ω2. Then there exists x ∈ (9/2, 5) such
that u1(x) ̸= 0. Hence ζ admits an analytic extension to a neighborhood of x in Ω2, given
by ζ(z) = u0(z)/u1(z) for |z − x| < r, where r > 0 is small enough. But this contradicts
Equation (8.1). Hence u1 = 0 on Ω2 and u0 = 0 on Ω2 too. By the same argument
(or by invoking either Theorem 4.5 or Theorem 4.10), we deduce from (ii) and (iii) that
u1 = u2 = u3 = 0 on Ω3. So TF is indeed hypercyclic on Hp.

Observe that our argument here depends in a crucial way of the fact that ζ does not
admit any continuous extension to the whole domain Ω2, which is ensured because the
interval [9/2, 6) is not contained in Ω3. But what happens if [9/2, 6) ⊆ Ω3? We consider
this situation in the next example.

Example 8.12. Let F : T→ C be defined by

F (eiθ) =


3 + 3e−11iθ/6 if 0 ≤ θ < 12π/11
9
2 + 3

2e
−11iθ/3 if 12π/11 ≤ θ < 18π/11

5− e−11iθ/2 if 18π/11 ≤ θ < 2π.

Here the circle C3 has radius 1, so that the picture of F (T) looks like this:

C1

C2

C3

×
3

×
9
2

×
5

×
6

Ω1 Ω2

Ω3

Figure 44
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Denoting by ζ2 and ζ3 the map 1/F−1 on ∂C2 \{6} and ∂C3 \{6} respectively, we have:

ζ2(λ) = exp

[
3i

11
arg(−6π,−4π

(
2λ− 9

3

)]
for every λ ∈ ∂C2 \ {6},

and

ζ3(λ) = exp

[
2i

11
arg(−11π,−9π)(5− λ)

]
for every λ ∈ ∂C3 \ {6}.

So ζ2 and ζ3 admits analytic extensions to C \ [9/2,∞) and C \ [5,∞) respectively, given
by

ζ2(λ) = exp

[
3i

11
log(−6π,−4π

(
2λ− 9

3

)]
for every λ ∈ C \ [9/2,∞),

and

ζ3(λ) = exp

[
2i

11
log(−11π,−9π)(5− λ)

]
for every λ ∈ C \ [5,∞).

Moreover, for every x ∈ (9/2, 6), the limits

lim
y→0
y>0

ζ2(x+ iy) and lim
y→0
y<0

ζ2(x+ iy)

exist and are different, and similarly for every x ∈ (5, 6), the limits

lim
y→0
y>0

ζ3(x+ iy) and lim
y→0
y<0

ζ3(x+ iy)

exist and are different.

We proceed in the same way as in Example 8.11: starting from three analytic functions
u0 ∈ Eq(Ω1 ∪ Ω2 ∪ Ω3), u1 ∈ Eq(Ω2 ∪ Ω3) and u2 ∈ Eq(Ω3) with u0 = 0 on Ω1 and

(i) uint0 − ζ2uint1 = 0 almost everywhere on C2 (as uext0 = 0 on C2)
(ii) uint0 − ζ3uint1 = uext0 almost everywhere on C3

(iii) uint1 − ζ3uint2 = uext1 almost everywhere on C3,

we wish to deduce that u0, u1 and u2 are identically zero.

In this example, contrary to what happens in Example 8.11, the relation (i) does not
imply that u0 = u1 = 0 on Ω2, but only that u0 = ζ2u1 on Ω2 (since u0 − ζ2u1 ∈ Eq(Ω2),
the fact that u0 − ζ2u1 vanishes on a subset of positive measure of the boundary of Ω2

implies that it vanishes on Ω2). So we have uext0 = ζ2u
ext
1 almost everywhere on C3. Using

the relations (ii) and (iii), it follows that

uint0 − ζ3uint1 = uext0 = ζ2u
ext
1 = ζ2(u

int
1 − ζ3uint2 ) a.e. on C3,

and thus

uint0 − (ζ2 + ζ3)u
int
1 + ζ2ζ3u

int
2 = 0 a.e. on C3.

Since ζ2 and ζ3 both admit analytic and bounded extensions to Ω3 \ [9/2, 6), this yields
(iv) u0 − (ζ2 + ζ3)u1 + ζ2ζ3u2 = 0 on Ω3 \ [9/2, 6).

Suppose that u2 is not identically zero on Ω3. Then for all x ∈ (9/2, 6) except countably
many, u2(x) ̸= 0, and the function u0 ∈ Eq(Ω3) which satisfies u0 = (ζ2+ ζ3)u1− ζ2ζ3u2 is
continuous at the point x. Choose such an x belonging to (9/2, 5). Then ζ3 is continuous
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at the point x, but ζ2 is not. Taking the limits of u0(x ± iy) as y → 0, y > 0, we obtain
the equality((

2x− 9

3

)3/11

e−18iπ/11 + ζ3(x)

)
u1(x)−

(
2x− 9

3

)3/11

e−18iπ/11ζ3(x)u2(x)

=

((
2x− 9

3

)3/11

e−12iπ/11 + ζ3(x)

)
u1(x)−

(
2x− 9

3

)3/11

e−12iπ/11ζ3(x)u2(x)

which yields that(
e−18iπ/11 − e−12iπ/11

)
u1(x) =

(
e−18iπ/11 − e−12iπ/11

)
ζ3(x)u2(x).

Since e−12iπ/11 ̸= e−18iπ/11 (it is here that we use the fact that the limits of ζ2(x+ iy) and
ζ2(x − iy) as y −→ 0, y > 0, are distinct), we get u1(x) = ζ3(x)u2(x). This being true
for almost every x ∈ (9/2, 5), by uniqueness of the analytic extension this equality is true
on Ω3 \ [5, 6). It follows that u1/u2 is an analytic extension of ζ3 on Ω3 minus the set of
zeroes of u2. In particular, ζ3 admits an analytic extension to a neighborhood of some
points x ∈ (5, 6), and this is a contradiction. So u2 = 0 on Ω3.

It then follows from equation (iv) and from a similar continuity argument that u0 =
u1 = 0 on Ω3. Then we deduce as usual that u0, u1 and u2 vanish identically, and TF is
hypercyclic on Hp.

These two examples might point towards a positive answer to Question 8.10. In any
case, it would be interesting to try to include the arguments used in Examples 8.11 and 8.12
into a more general framework.

8.4. Toeplitz operators and the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion. It is a rather intrigu-
ing fact that all the Toeplitz operators which are known to be hypercyclic are shown to
be so thanks to the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion. In this short section, we highlight the
following question:

Question 8.13. If TF is a hypercyclic Toeplitz operator on Hp, p > 1, does TF necessarily
satisfy the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion? Are there some hypercyclic Toeplitz operators
which have no eigenvalue?

8.5. Identical curves with different parametrizations. An intriguing fact is that
some of our sufficient conditions for the hypercyclicity of TF do not depend too precisely
on the properties of the symbol F , but rather on the geometric properties of F (T) (The-
orems 5.5 and 5.6), while some others do (Theorems 5.10, 5.14 and 5.17). More precisely,

if F and F̃ satisfy (H1), (H2), (H3) and are such that F (T) = F̃ (T), then the assumptions

of Theorem 5.6, for instance, are satisfied for F if and only if they are satisfied for F̃ .
This is certainly not true for Theorems 5.10, 5.14 and 5.17. Let us illustrate this on the
following example.

Example 8.14. Let F be such that the curve F (T) looks like in Figure 45a. The order
in which the point F (eiθ) travels the curve F (T), as θ grows from 0 to 2π, is given by the

numbers 1 to 9 in the picture. And let F̃ be such that F̃ (T) is the same curve but with a

different order for the travel of F̃ (eiθ) on F̃ (T) as represented in Figure 45b.
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Figure 45

Suppose that T intersects
◦

σ(TF ) =
◦

σ(T
F̃
), and that F and F̃ both have an analytic

extension to a neighborhood of T. Then TF is hypercyclic on Hp by Proposition 4.9 and
Theorem 4.4, while our arguments do not allow us to conclude that T

F̃
is hypercyclic.

So we ask:

Question 8.15. With the notation above, is it true that TF and T
F̃
must be simultaneously

hypercyclic or non-hypercyclic, on Hp?

A possible approach to this question would be via quasi-similarity. Indeed, if T1 and
T2 are any two operators on a Banach space X for which there exists A ∈ B(X) with
dense range such that AT1 = T2A, then T2 is hypercyclic on X as soon as T1 is. So
in particular, quasi-similar operators are simultaneously hypercyclic or non-hypercyclic
(recall that T1, T2 ∈ B(X) are quasi-similar if there exist A,B ∈ B(X) one-to-one with
dense range such that AT1 = T2A and T1B = BT2).

Similarity of Toeplitz operators was investigated by Clark in a series of papers [14,15,17],
in the context of rational Toeplitz operators TF such that σ(TF ) \F (T) consists of a finite
union of loops, intersecting at a finite number of points only. Quasi-similarity of operators
in this class was studied again by Clark in [18]. Yakubovich also obtained in [51] a
triangular representation for positively wound Toeplitz operators with smooth symbols,

allowing him to show, in the case p = 2, that if F and F̃ satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3) and

if there exists an orientation-preserving C1 diffeomorphism τ of T such that F̃ = F ◦ τ
(which is stronger than merely assuming that F (T) = F̃ (T)), then there exists a bounded
linear isomorphism L of H2 and a finite rank operator K on H2 such that

T
F̃

= LTFL
−1 +K.

Unfortunately, we do not know if K = 0.

We conclude this subsection with this following observation: we have investigated dy-
namical properties of TF acting on the spaces Hp, p > 1: our results depend on p only in a
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very mild way - namely, the regularity assumption (H1) requires that F be of class C1+ε,
with ε > max(1/p, 1/q).

Question 8.16. Under suitable smoothness assumptions on F , is it true that for any
p, r > 1, the operator TF is hypercyclic on Hp if and only if it is hypercyclic on Hr?

Remark 8.17. Observe that if p > r > 1, then TF is hypercyclic on Hr as soon as TF is
hypercyclic on Hp. Indeed, we have Hp ⊆ Hr and ∥ . ∥r ≤ ∥ . ∥p. If f ∈ Hp is a hypercyclic
function for TF seen as a bounded operator on Hp, then f belongs to Hr. Moreover, there
exists, for any analytic polynomial q and any ε > 0, an integer n such that ∥TnF f−q∥p < ε.
It follows that ∥TnF f − q∥r < ε. Since analytic polynomials are dense in Hr, it follows that
f is a hypercyclic function for TF acting on Hr. Our sufficient conditions for hypercyclicity
thus carry over from H2 to Hp, 1 < p < 2, and our necessary conditions from H2 to Hp,
p > 2.

8.6. Boundary values of quotients of inner functions. One of the simplest case
where Question 8.15 is open is when F (T) consists of two tangent circles. So let F be a
function satisfying (H1) such that F (T) has the following representation: In particular, F

×
0

×
1

×−1
Ω2

Ω1

Figure 46

also satisfies (H2) and (H3).

In Section 4.1, we gave a parametrization F̃ of this curve for which T
F̃

became a
hypercyclic Toeplitz operator. So Question 8.15 above asks whether TF is hypercyclic for
any sufficiently smooth parametrization F of the curve above. Let ζ = 1/F−1. When
trying to answer this question in this particular case, the natural thing to do is to study
whether, given two functions u, v ∈ Eq(Ω2), the boundary condition u − ζv = 0 almost
everywhere on T implies that u = v = 0. In this situation, note that Ω2 = D and so
Eq(Ω2) = Hq. So let u, v ∈ Hq be such that u = ζv almost everywhere on T. Since |ζ| = 1
almost everywhere on T, one can suppose without loss of generality that the functions

u and v are inner. Observe also that the function ζ̃ : θ 7−→ ζ(eiθ) is C1+ε-smooth and

injective on the interval [0, 2π], with ζ̃(0) ̸= ζ̃(2π).

This leads us to the following question concerning the boundary values of quotients of
inner functions on the unit disk:

Question 8.18. Do there exist two inner functions u, v on the unit disk, and a function
ξ : [0, 2π] → T that is C1+ε-smooth, injective (in particular, such that ξ(0) ̸= ξ(2π)) and
such that

ξ(θ) =
u(eiθ)

v(eiθ)
for almost every θ ∈ (0, 2π)?
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Quotients of inner functions have been investigated in depth, starting from the work [23]
where it is shown that any unimodular function in L∞(T) can be uniformly approximated
by quotients of inner functions. See for instance, among many others, the references
[3, 11,46].

Note that any answer to Question 8.18 would be interesting: if such functions do not
exist, then, for every smooth parametrization F of the curve above, the operator TF will
satisfy the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion, and thus be hypercyclic. This would also allow
us for example to dispense with assumption (H4) in Theorem 4.10. In the case that the
answer to Question 8.18 turns out to be negative, it would be interesting to investigate
whether the answer remains negative when we require the function ξ to be only piecewise
C1+ε-smooth on [0, 2π].

On the other hand, suppose that the answer to Question 8.18 is affirmative, and that
such functions u, v and ξ do exist. Then, starting from ξ, we can define a parametrization
F of the curve above by setting F (ξ(λ)) = λ for every λ ∈ ∂Ω2 = T when the orientation of
the curve ξ(T) is negative, and F (1/ξ(λ)) = λ for every λ ∈ ∂Ω2 = T when the orientation
of ξ(T) is positive. This defines F on the subarc ξ(T) (resp. 1/ξ(T)) of T. We then define
F on the whole of T in a C1+ε-smooth way, so that F (eiθ) travels once over each part of the
two tangent circles (except at the point 1), and that the curve F (T) is negatively wound.
In this way, we will obtain an operator TF that does not satisfy the Godefroy-Shapiro
Criterion. Indeed, although H−(TF ) is easily seen to be equal to Hp, this is not the case
for the subspace H+(TF ): supposing for instance that the orientation of ξ is negative,
define u0 ∈ Eq(Ω1 ∪ Ω2) by setting u0 = 0 on Ω1 and u0 = u on Ω2, and u1 ∈ Eq(Ω2) by
setting u1 = v on Ω2. The pair (u0, u1) belongs to the range of the operator U , and there
exists g ∈ Hq such that Ug = (u0, u1). The function g is non-zero because u0 ̸= 0 (recall
that u is inner).

Now, there are two possible situations: if TF if hypercyclic, then TF provides an example
of a Toeplitz operator which is hypercyclic but does not satisfy the Godefroy-Shapiro
Criterion, thus answering Question 8.13. If TF is not hypercyclic, then this means that
the answer of Question 8.15 is negative.

Appendix A. Reminders

The aim of this first appendix is to recall some definitions and results which are required
at various stages in the paper, either for the proofs of our main theorems or for the detailed
proof of Yakubovich’s Theorem 2.2 which we provide in Appendix B. We begin with some
reminders in complex analysis, then present some results due to Privalov concerning the
regularity of the Riesz projection on spaces of smooth functions, as well as a few facts
regarding the spectral theory of Toeplitz operators. A brief presentation of Smirnov spaces
on bounded finitely connected domains follows. Lastly, we give a brief overview of some
notions in linear dynamics that appear in our work.

A.1. Reminders in complex analysis.

A.1.1. A consequence of Rouché’s Theorem. We first state a direct consequence of the
Rouché Theorem, which is used in the proof of Lemma B.4. It is certainly well-known,
but we provide a short proof for completeness’ sake.

Lemma A.1. Let W be an open subset of C, let g : W −→ C be an analytic map and
let λ0 ∈ g(W ). Assume that the equation g(z) = λ0 has s solutions w1, w2, . . . , ws in

W , which are simple. Then there exist α > 0 and one-to-one analytic maps d̃1, d̃2, . . . , d̃s
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defined on the disk D(λ0, α), such that for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α), the equation g(z) = λ has

exactly s solutions in W which are the points d̃j(λ), 1 ≤ j ≤ s.

Proof. For every 1 ≤ j ≤ s, let Wj be a small disk centered at wj such that Wj ⊆W and

for every 1 ≤ j, k ≤ s with j ̸= k, Wj ∩Wk = ∅. Let αj := minz∈∂Wj
|g(z) − λ0| > 0,

and α := min1≤j≤s αj . Making α smaller if necessary, we may assume (using Rouché’s
Theorem) that for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α), the set {z ∈W ; g(z) = λ} has exactly s elements.
Now, for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α), every 1 ≤ j ≤ s and every z ∈ ∂Wj , we have

|λ− λ0| < αj ≤ |g(z)− λ0|.

Thus Rouché’s Theorem implies that the equation g(z) = λ has exactly one solution in

Wj , which we denote by d̃j(λ). Moreover, it follows from the Residue Theorem that

d̃j(λ) =
1

2iπ

∫
∂Wj

zg′(z)

g(z)− λ dz,

so that the function d̃j is analytic on D(λ0, α). □

A.1.2. Lindelöf ’s Theorem. We recall in this section the following classical result due to
Lindelöf (see for instance [29, page 89] or [38]):

Theorem A.2. Let η > 0, and p > 1. Let f ∈ Hp(D ∩ {|z − 1| < η}) (that is, |f |p has a
harmonic majorant on D ∩ {|z − 1| < η}), and suppose that

lim
θ→0+

f(eiθ) = α and lim
θ→0−

f(eiθ) = β

do exists. Then α = β and

lim
z∈D
z→1

f(z) = α.

This result applies in particular when f ∈ H∞(D). We use several times in the proofs
of our main results the following direct consequence of Lindelöf’s Theorem:

Theorem A.3. Let Ω be a bounded Jordan domain and let Γ = ∂Ω. Let λ0 ∈ Γ and
f ∈ H∞(Ω). Suppose that there exists a neighborhood V of λ0 such that f has a continuous
extension to V ∩ Ω \ {λ0}. Denote by Γ+

0 and Γ−
0 two disjoint sub-arcs of the boundary Γ

having λ0 as an extremity.

If the limit of f(λ) as λ −→ λ0, λ ∈ Γ+
0 exists as well as the limit of f(λ) as λ −→ λ0,

λ ∈ Γ−
0 , then these two limits coincide. Denoting by α their common value, we have

lim
λ→λ0

λ∈V ∩Ω\{λ0}

f(λ) = α.

Proof. Let u : D→ Ω be a conformal map from D onto Ω. Since Ω is a Jordan domain, the
Carathéodory Theorem (see [45, Th. 14.19]) implies that u extends into a homeomorphism
from D onto Ω. Theorem A.3 is then a direct consequence of Theorem A.2 applied to the
function f ◦ u. □
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A.1.3. Quasiconformal maps. Quasiconformal functions appear naturally in the proof of
Theorem 2.2 because of the following result of Dynkin (see [26, Th. 2] and [27, Sec. 1.3]):

Theorem A.4. Let 0 < ε < 1, and let F ∈ C1+ε(T). There exists a function F̃ ∈ C1(C)
such that the restriction of F̃ to T is equal to F , and

(A.1) |∂zF̃ (z)| ≤ C∥F∥C1+ε(T) dist(z,T)
ε for every z ∈ C,

where C is a universal constant.

See Appendix A.2 for the definition of C1+ε(T). Such a function F̃ which extends F
and satisfies the estimate of Theorem A.4 is called a pseudoanalytic extension of F to C.

We will apply Theorem A.4 to functions F such that F ′ ̸= 0 on T, where the derivative
F ′ of F at a point z0 of T will be understood as the limit as z → z0, z ∈ T, of the quotients
(F (z) − F (z0))/(z − z0). According to Equation (A.1), ∂zF̃ (z) = 0 for every z ∈ T .

Moreover, since F ′ does not vanish on T, ∂zF̃ does not vanish on T. Since it is continuous
on C, there exists an open neighborhood U of T such that

C∥F∥C1+ε(T) dist(z,T)
ε ≤ 1

2
|∂zF̃ (z)|

for every z ∈ U . In particular,

(A.2) |∂zF̃ (z)| ≤
1

2
|∂zF̃ (z)| for every z ∈ U.

Recall that the Jacobian satisfies

(A.3) J
F̃
(z) = |∂zF̃ (z)|2 − |∂zF̃ (z)|2.

Then J
F̃
(z) > 0 for every z ∈ U . So F̃ is a local C1-diffeomorphism at every point of U ,

and there exists, for every z ∈ U , an open neighborhood Uz of z and two positive constants
c1,z and c2,z such that

(A.4) c1,z|w − z| ≤ |F̃ (w)− F̃ (z)| ≤ c2,z|w − z| for every w ∈ Uz.
Moreover F̃ : Uz 7−→ F̃ (Uz) preserves the orientation since J

F̃
(z) > 0. The inequality

(A.5) |∂zg| ≤ k|∂zg|
where k is a constant with 0 < k < 1, lies at the core of the theory of quasiconformal
mappings. Indeed, if g is a C1-diffeomorphism between two domains G and G′ of C, the
map g is quasiconformal if and only if it satisfies Equation (A.5) for some 0 < k < 1.

The proper setting for the definition of quasiconformal mappings is that of orientation-
preserving homeomorphisms. As we will briefly need it below, we recall one of the many
equivalent definitions (see for instance [2, Ch. II, Def. B]). Let g : G 7−→ G′ be an
homeomorphism. Then g is said to be quasiconformal if g satisfies this two conditions:

(a) g is Absolutely Continuous on Lines (ACL) on G;
(b) there exists k ∈ (0, 1) such that

|∂zg| ≤ k|∂zg| a.e. on G.

Absolute continuity on lines means that for any rectangle R = {x + iy ; a < x < b, c <
y < d} with R ⊆ G, the function x 7−→ g(x + iy) is absolutely continuous (i.e. has
bounded variation) on (a, b) for almost every y ∈ (c, d), and the function y 7−→ g(x+ iy)
is absolutely continuous on (c, d) for almost every x ∈ (a, b). Whenever g is ACL on G,
the partial derivatives ∂xg and ∂yg exist almost everywhere on G, so that (b) makes sense
[37, Ch. III, Lemma 3.1]. Since g is an homeomorphism, it follows that g is differentiable
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almost everywhere on G [37, Ch. III, Th. 3.1]. If (a) and (b) hold, it is even true that g
is regular at almost every point z of G, i.e. g is differentiable at z and its Jacobian Jg(z)
does not vanish. See [37, Ch. IV, Th. 1.4] plus the explanation in [37, Ch. IV, Sec. 5.3]
at the bottom of page 184. Since |∂zg| ≤ k|∂zg| almost everywhere on G with 0 < k < 1,
we have

Jg(z) = |∂zg(z)|2 − |∂zg(z)|2 ≥ (1− k2)|∂zg(z)|2 a.e. on G,

so that Jg(z) ≥ 0 almost everywhere on G. Hence Jg(z) > 0 almost everywhere on G, and
g is an orientation-preserving homeomorphism (see [37, Ch. I, Sec. 1.4-1.6] for details).
If g : G 7−→ G′ is an homeomorphism which is besides of class C1, then g is clearly ACL,
and thus g is quasiconformal if and only if (b) holds. Let us also mention here that if
g : G 7−→ G′ is quasiconformal, then g−1 : G′ 7−→ G is also quasiconformal, and that the
composition of two quasiconformal mappings is quasiconformal.

Getting back to our pseudo-analytic extension F̃ of F to U , we see that it satisfies (a)

and (b). It is tempting to deduce that it is quasiconformal, but since F̃ has no reason to
be an homeomorphism from U onto its image, it is only locally true: for every z ∈ U , the

restriction of F̃ to Uz is a quasiconformal mapping, where Uz is a neighborhood of z such

that F̃ satisfies Equation (A.4).
For reasons which will become clear later on in Appendix B, we will need to capture the

global behavior of F̃ on U , and for this we will need the notion of quasiconformal function.
A function f : G 7−→ C is said to be a quasiconformal function if it can be written as
f = φ◦g, where g is a quasiconformal mapping (in particular an homeomorphism) from G
onto a domain G′ of C and φ : G′ 7−→ C is a non-constant analytic function. We refer to [2]
and [37] for a full study on quasiconformal maps and to [37, Ch. VI] for an introduction of
quasiconformal functions. It easily follows from the definition that locally, quasiconformal
functions preserve the orientation. It is a particularly useful property which will be used
several times in Appendix B.

f

Figure 47

Now here is how one identifies quasiconformal functions [37, Ch. VI, Th. 2.2.]. Let
f : G 7−→ C be a non-constant function which is a generalized L2-solution on G of an
equation of the form

(A.6) ∂zf = χ∂zf,

where χ is a measurable function on G with supz∈G |χ(z)| < 1. Then f is a quasiconformal
function on G. That f is a generalized L2-solution of Equation (A.6) means that f is ACL
on G (so that ∂xf and ∂yf exist almost everywhere on G) and that |∂xf |2 and |∂yf |2 are
both integrable on any compact subset of G with respect to the area measure (and, of
course, that Equation (A.6) is satisfied). Under these assumptions, |∂zf | ≤ k|∂zf | almost
everywhere on G, where k = supz∈G |χ(z)| < 1, i.e. Equation (A.5) is true.
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Suppose now that f : G 7−→ C is a non-constant C1-smooth function satisfying Equa-
tion (A.5): then f is obviously ACL with partial derivatives which are measurable and
square integrable on any compact subset of G. Suppose moreover that Jf (z) ̸= 0 almost
everywhere on G. Then Equation (A.6) is obviously satisfied with

χ(z) =
|∂zf(z)|
|∂zf(z)|

a.e. on G.

Thus one deduces from [37, Ch. IV, Th. 2.2] the following statement: if f : G 7−→ C is
a non-constant C1-smooth function such that Jf (z) ̸= 0 almost everywhere on G and if
|∂zf | ≤ k|∂zf | almost everywhere on G, for some k ∈ (0, 1), then f is a quasiconformal
function on G.

Getting back to our pseudo-analytic extension F̃ of F to U , we thus see, using Equa-

tions (A.2) and (A.3), that F̃ is a quasiconformal function on U . So there exists a quasi-
conformal mapping g from U onto a domain V of C and a non-constant analytic function

φ : V 7−→ C such that F̃ = φ ◦ g on U . Moreover, we have J
F̃
(z) > 0 for every z ∈ U , and

F̃ : Uz 7−→ F̃ (Uz) is a C1-diffeomorphism, so that, in particular, F̃ is injective on Uz. It

follows that φ is injective on the domain g(Uz), and φ : g(Uz) 7−→ φ(g(Uz)) = F̃ (Uz) is an

analytic isomorphism. Hence, we can write g as g = φ−1 ◦ F̃ on Uz, from which it follows
that g is a C1-diffeomorphism from Uz onto g(Uz). Since g : U −→ V is already known to
be an homeomorphism, we eventually obtain that g is a C1-diffeomorphism from U onto
V . We summarize our discussion in the following theorem, which we will use as such in
Appendix B.

Theorem A.5. Let 0 < ε < 1, and let F ∈ C1+ε(T) be such that F ′ ̸= 0 on T. There

exists an open neighborhood U of T and a function F̃ ∈ C1(U) such that:

(a) the restriction of F̃ to T is equal to F ;

(b) the function F̃ can be written as F̃ = φ ◦ g, where g is a quasiconformal C1-
diffeomorphism from U onto a domain V of C, and φ is a non-constant analytic
function on V . In particular, both g and g−1 are orientation preserving;

(c) the Jacobian J
F̃
(z) is positive at every point z ∈ U ; hence F̃ is an orientation

preserving local C1-diffeomorphism at every point of U , and there exist, for every
z ∈ U , an open neighborhood Uz of z and two positive constants c1,z and c2,z such
that

c1,z|w − z| ≤ |F̃ (w)− F̃ (z)| ≤ c2,z|w − z| for every w ∈ Uz.
A.2. Properties of the Riesz projection P+. Given 1 < p <∞, let q be its conjugate
exponent, i.e. 1

p + 1
q = 1. Then the duality between Lp(T) and Lq(T) is given by the

following duality bracket

(A.7) ⟨x |y⟩p,q =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
x(eiθ)y(e−iθ) dθ,

where x ∈ Lp(T) and y ∈ Lq(T). The Hardy space Hp is defined by

Hp = {u ∈ Lp(T) ; ∀n < 0, û(n) = 0} and Hp
− = {u ∈ Lp(T) ; ∀n ≥ 0, û(n) = 0} .

As usual, we may identify Hp with the space of analytic functions u on the open unit disc
D such that

sup
0≤r<1

∥ur∥Lp(T) < ∞,
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where ur(z) = u(rz), z ∈ T. We also may identify the dual of Hp with Hq with respect to
the duality bracket (A.7).

For every z ∈ D, let kz be the Cauchy kernel defined by kz(e
iθ) = (1− zeiθ)−1, eiθ ∈ T.

We have

⟨u |kz⟩p,q =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

u(eiθ)

1− ze−iθ dθ =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

eiθu(eiθ)

eiθ − z dθ for every u ∈ Hp.

Hence by Cauchy’s formula for Hp functions, we have

(A.8) ⟨u |kz⟩p,q = u(z) for all z ∈ D and all u ∈ Hp.

The Riesz Theorem states that the Riesz projection P+ : Lp(T) −→ Hp defined by

P+f(z) =
1

2iπ

∫
T

f(τ)

τ − z dτ for every z ∈ D

is bounded whenever 1 < p < ∞. Note that for every φ ∈ Lp(T) and every v ∈ Hq, we
have

(A.9) ⟨φ |v⟩p,q = ⟨P+φ |v⟩p,q.
The Toeplitz operators that we consider are, as a general rule, associated to a C1+ε-smooth
symbol. So let us begin by recalling what this means, and by giving some useful properties
related to this space of functions.

Let 0 < ε < 1 and n ≥ 1. Let Ω be a bounded subset of Cn, endowed with the Euclidean
norm ∥ . ∥Cn , and let Y be a Banach space. A function h : Ω 7−→ Y is said to be of class
Cε, or Cε-smooth, or simply is a Cε function, if there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∥h(z1)− h(z2)∥Y ≤ C∥z1 − z2∥εCn for every z1, z2 ∈ Ω.

We denote by Cε(Ω) the set of all such functions. When equipped with the norm

(A.10) ∥h∥Cε(Ω) = ∥h∥∞ + sup
z1 ̸=z2

∥h(z1)− h(z2)∥Y
∥z1 − z2∥εCn

,

the space Cε(Ω) becomes a Banach space. Given an integer k ≥ 1, we say that a function

h : Ω −→ C is of class Ck+ε on Ω if u(k) is of class Cε on Ω. Note that we have the
following result:

Lemma A.6. Let 0 < ε < 1, and let Ω1 and Ω2 be bounded subsets of Cn. Let the function
ϕ : Ω1×Ω2 7−→ C belong to the space Cε(Ω1×Ω2). Write ε as ε = γ + β, where γ, β > 0.
For every a ∈ Ω1 and b ∈ Ω2, denote by Φl(a) and Φr(b) the functions Φl(a) = ϕ(a, ·) and
Φr(b) = ϕ(·, b).

Then Φl is a function of class Cγ from Ω1 into Cβ(Ω2), and Φr is a function of class
Cβ from Ω2 into Cγ(Ω1).

If a and b are two functions on a subset Λ of Cd taking non-negative values, we write
a ≲ b if there exists a positive constant C such that 0 ≤ a(w) ≤ Cb(w) for every w ∈ Λ.

Proof. For z1, z2 ∈ Ω1, we have

∥Φl(z1)− Φl(z2)∥Cβ(Ω2) = ∥Φl(z1)− Φl(z2)∥∞

+ sup
w1,w2∈Ω2
w1 ̸=w2

|ϕ(z1, w1)− ϕ(z2, w1)− ϕ(z1, w2) + ϕ(z2, w2)|
∥w1 − w2∥βCn

·
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Observe that, since ϕ is Cε, we have

∥Φl(z1)− Φl(z2)∥∞ = sup
w∈Ω2

|ϕ(z1, w)− ϕ(z2, w)| ≤ C∥z1 − z2∥εCn ,

and using the fact that Ω1 is bounded, we get

∥Φl(z1)− Φl(z2)∥∞ ≲ ∥z1 − z2∥γCn .

Moreover,

|ϕ(z1, w1)− ϕ(z2, w1)− ϕ(z1, w2) + ϕ(z2, w2)|
≤ |ϕ(z1, w1)− ϕ(z2, w1)|+ |ϕ(z1, w2)− ϕ(z2, w2)| ≤ 2C∥z1 − z2∥εCn .

Similarly, we have

|ϕ(z1, w1)− ϕ(z2, w1)− ϕ(z1, w2) + ϕ(z2, w2)|
≤ |ϕ(z1, w1)− ϕ(z1, w2)|+ |ϕ(z2, w1)− ϕ(z2, w2)| ≤ 2C∥w1 − w2∥εCn .

Therefore,

|ϕ(z1, w1)− ϕ(z2, w1)− ϕ(z1, w2) + ϕ(z2, w2)| ≤ 2Cmin(∥z1 − z2∥εCn , ∥w1 − w2∥εCn).

But min(aε, bε) ≤ aγbβ for every a, b ≥ 0, whence it follows that

|ϕ(z1, w1)− ϕ(z2, w1)− ϕ(z1, w2) + ϕ(z2, w2)| ≤ 2C∥z1 − z2∥γCn∥w1 − w2∥βCn .

Thus we obtain that

∥Φl(z1)− Φl(z2)∥Cβ(Ω2) ≲ ∥z1 − z2∥γCn ,

which proves that Φl is a Cγ function from Ω1 into Cβ(Ω2). The proof is similar for
Φr. □

It is a well-known result that P+ is a well-defined and bounded operator on Cε(T) and
C1+ε(T):

Theorem A.7 (Privalov-Zygmund). Let 0 < ε < 1. Then

(1) P+ is a bounded map from Cε(T) into itself;
(2) P+ is a bounded map from C1+ε(T) into itself.

Assertion (1) is due to Privalov. See for instance [13, Th. 3.1.1]. Assertion (2) is due
to Zygmund. See [13, Section 3.1, page 64] and [55].

A.3. Carleson measures for Hp. Recall that a positive finite Borel measure µ on D is
called a Carleson measure if there is a constant A > 0 such that

(A.11) µ(S(τ, r)) ≤ Ar for every r > 0 and τ ∈ T,

where

S(τ, r) = {z ∈ D : |z − τ | < r}.
Let 1 ≤ p <∞. A famous theorem of Carleson [25, Thm 9.3] states that there exists a

constant c > 0 such that(∫
D
|f(z)|pdµ(z)

)1/p

≤ c∥f∥Hp for every f ∈ Hp

if and only if µ is a Carleson measure. In other words, we can embed Hp continuously
into Lp(µ) if and only if µ satisfies Equation (A.11). In the proof of the continuity of the
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isomorphism involved in the construction of the model in Appendix B, the following result
will be needed. It is probably well-known, but we give a proof for completeness’ sake.

Proposition A.8. Let γ be a curve included in D which is the image of a C1 bi-Lipschitz
map u defined on [0, 1]. Then the injection Hp ↪→ Lp(γ) is continuous, that is, there exists
a constant cγ,p > 0 such that∫

γ
|f(λ)|p |dλ| ≤ cγ,p∥f∥pHp for every f ∈ Hp.

Proof. Let f ∈ Hp. We have∫
γ
|f(λ)|p |dλ| =

∫
γ∩D
|f(λ)|p |dλ|+

∫
γ∩T
|f(λ)|p |dλ| ≤

∫
γ∩D
|f(λ)|p |dλ|+ ∥f∥pHp .

On the other hand, consider the Borel measure µγ defined by setting

µγ(A) = |γ ∩A| =

∫
u−1(γ∩A)

|u′(t)| dt

for every Borel subset A of D, i.e. µγ(A) is the length measure of the Borel subset A ∩ γ
of γ. Then, for every Borel set A ⊂ D, we have∫

D
1A(z) dµγ(z) =

∫
γ

1A∩γ(λ) |dλ|.

Then, by construction of the integral, for every positive measurable function g on D with
respect to µγ , we get ∫

D
g(z) dµγ(z) =

∫
γ∩D

g(λ) |dλ|.

Thus it is sufficient to show that there exists a constant cγ,p > 0 such that

(A.12)

∫
D
|f(z)|p dµγ(z) ≤ cγ,p∥f∥pHp for every f ∈ Hp.

According to Carleson’s theorem, we need to check that µγ is a Carleson measure. The
key point is the following fact.

Fact A.9. There exists a constant c > 0 such that, for every z, w ∈ γ, we have ℓγ(z, w) ≤
c|z − w|, where ℓγ(z, w) is the length of the subarc of γ joining z to w.

Proof. Since u is a C1 bi-Lipschitz map u from [0, 1] onto γ, there exist two constants
c1, c2 > 0 such that, for every s, t ∈ [0, 1], we have

c1|s− t| ≤ |u(s)− u(t)| ≤ c2|s− t|.
Let c3 = ∥u′∥∞. Then, for 0 ≤ s < t ≤ 1, we have

ℓγ(u(s), u(t)) =

∫ t

s
|u′(x)|dx ≤ c3|t− s| ≤

c3
c1
|u(s)− u(t)|.

Hence for every z, w ∈ γ, we have ℓγ(z, w) ≤ c|z − w| with c = c3/c1. □

We now apply this fact to check that µγ is a Carleson measure. Let τ ∈ T and 0 <
r < 1. If S(τ, r) ∩ γ = ∅, then of course µγ(S(τ, r)) = 0 and Equation (A.11) is satisfied.

Otherwise let s = min{x ∈ [0, 1] : u(x) ∈ S(τ, r)} and t = max{x ∈ [0, 1] : u(x) ∈ S(τ, r)}.
Then we have S(τ, r) ∩ γ ⊂ {u(x) ; s ≤ x ≤ t}. Hence

µγ(S(τ, r)) = |S(τ, r) ∩ γ| ≤ ℓγ(u(s), u(t)) ≤ c|u(s)− u(t)| ≤ 2cr,
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the last inequality following from the fact that u(s) and u(t) both belong to S(τ, r).
We conclude that µγ is a Carleson measure, which implies Equation (A.12) and then
Proposition A.8. □

A.4. Toeplitz operators. Given F ∈ L∞(T), the Toeplitz operator TF with symbol F
is defined on the Hardy space Hp, p > 1, by the formula

TF (u) = P+(Fu) for every u ∈ Hp.

It is a well-known fact that TF is bounded from Hp into itself with

∥F∥∞ ≤ ∥TF ∥L(Hp) ≤ cp∥F∥∞,
where cp is the norm of the Riesz projection on Lp(T). See [10, Th. 2.7]. It is easy to
compute the adjoint of the operator TF with respect to the duality bracket (A.7):

Lemma A.10. For any F ∈ L∞(T), define f ∈ L∞(T) by setting f(z) = F (1/z) for
almost every z ∈ T. Let p > 1. Then the adjoint of the operator TF acting on Hp is the
operator Tf acting on Hq.

Proof. For every u ∈ Hp and v ∈ Hq, using Equation (A.9), we have

⟨u |T ∗
F v⟩p,q = ⟨Fu |v⟩p,q =

1

2π

∫ 2π

0
F (eiθ)u(eiθ)v(e−iθ) dθ

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
f(e−iθ)v(e−iθ)u(eiθ) dθ

= ⟨u |vf⟩p,q = ⟨u |Tf (v)⟩p,q,
which yields that T ∗

F (v) = Tf (v). □

The next lemma gathers some well-known results concerning spectral properties of
Toeplitz operators with continuous symbols.

Lemma A.11. Let F be a continuous function on T. Consider the associated Toeplitz
operator TF : Hp −→ Hp, 1 < p <∞.

(i) TF is a Fredholm operator if and only if F does not vanish on T, and in this case,
its Fredholm index j(TF ) satisfies

j(TF ) = dim(kerTF )− dim(kerT ∗
F ) = −windF (0).

(ii) We have

σ(TF ) = F (T) ∪ {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; windF (λ) ̸= 0}.
For a proof of Lemma A.11, see for instance [10, Th. 2.42]. It relies on a classical

theorem due to Coburn (see [10, Th. 2.38]) which states the following:

Theorem A.12. If F ∈ L∞(T) is not almost everywhere zero, then either ker TF = {0}
or ker T ∗

F = {0}.
It should be noted that the duality pairing between Hp and Hq used in in [10] is given

by the duality bracket

(A.13) ⟨f |g⟩p,q =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
f(eiθ)g(eiθ) dθ,

which is different from the one we use here. With respect to the duality bracket (A.13),
the adjoint of TF is T ∗

F = TF . But since windF (0) = windf (0) = −windF (0), Theorems
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2.42 and 2.38 from [10] remain valid when considering the pairing (2.1) rather than the
pairing (A.13).

A.5. Smirnov spaces Ep(Ω). We briefly discuss in this section some standard properties
of Smirnov spaces that we use in our paper. We refer to [25, 36,44, 49] and the references
therein for further details.

Let Ω be a bounded simply connected domain of C with a boundary Γ which admits
a piecewise C1 parametrization υ : [0, 1] 7−→ Γ. We assume that υ is positively oriented.
Given 1 < p <∞, we say that an analytic function f on Ω belongs to the Smirnov space
Ep(Ω) if there exists a sequence (Cn)n≥1 of rectifiable Jordan curves included in Ω, tending
to the boundary Γ (in the sense that Cn eventually surrounds each compact subdomain
of Ω), and such that

(A.14) sup
n≥1

∫
Cn

|f(z)|p |dz| < ∞.

With this definition, it is not clear that Ep(Ω) is a vector space. However, it can be proved
(see [25, page 168-169]) that if φ is a conformal map from D onto Ω, and if Γr is the image
under φ of the circle {z ∈ C : |z| = r}, 0 < r < 1, then f ∈ Ep(Ω) if and only if

(A.15) sup
0<r<1

∫
Γr

|f(z)|p |dz| < ∞.

Hence Ep(Ω) is a vector space and f ∈ Ep(Ω) if and only if (f ◦ φ) · φ′1/p ∈ Hp(D) for
some (all) conformal map φ from D onto Ω.

Moreover, since Γ is a piecewise C1 curve, each function f ∈ Ep(Ω) has a non-tangential
limit at the point υ(t) for almost every t ∈ [0, 1]. Note that if the point υ(t) travels over a
part of the curve ∂Ω in both directions (which is possible within the setting of assumption
(H2’)), the non-tangential limits of the function υ are taken with respect to the domain
which remains on the left while υ(t) travels over the curve (and these two limits can then
be different). To simplify we still denote by f the non-tangential limit.

Figure 48

Note that the non-tangential limit cannot vanish on a set of positive measure unless
f(z) ≡ 0 (see [25, Th. 10.3]). Furthermore, we have∫

Γ
|f(z)|p |dz| =

∫ 1

0
|f(υ(t))|p|υ′(t)|dt < ∞,

and we can equip Ep(Ω) with the following norm

∥f∥Ep(Ω) =

(∫
Γ
|f(z)|p |dz|

)1/p
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which turns Ep(Ω) into a Banach space. It is also known that each function f ∈ E1(Ω)
admits a Cauchy representation

f(z) =
1

2iπ

∫
Γ

f(τ)

τ − z dτ for every z ∈ Ω,

and that the integral above vanishes for all z ∈ C \ Ω (see [25, Th. 10.4]).

If Ω is a simply connected domain, φ is a conformal map from D onto Ω, and if f ∈
Ep(Ω), f ̸≡ 0 with Z(f) = {z ∈ Ω : f(z) = 0} = {zn : n ≥ 1}, then we have

(A.16)
∑
n≥1

(1− |φ−1(zn)|) < ∞.

Indeed, we have seen that if f belongs to Ep(Ω), then the function F = (f ◦ φ) · φ′1/p

belongs to Hp(D). Moreover, F (φ−1(zn)) = 0 for every n ≥ 1. Thus Equation (A.16) is
nothing but the Blaschke condition on the sequence of zeroes of a non-zero function in
Hp(D).

When Ω is a bounded finitely connected domain with connected components Ω1, . . . ,ΩN
such that Γ = ∂Ω is piecewise C1, then an analytic function f on Ω is said to belong to
Ep(Ω) if for every 1 ≤ j ≤ N , the restriction f|Ωj

of f to Ωj belongs to E
p(Ωj). It can be

equipped with the norm

(A.17) ∥f∥Ep(Ω) =

 N∑
j=1

∥f|Ωj
∥pEp(Ωj)

1/p

=

 N∑
j=1

∫
Γj

|f|Ωj
(z)|p |dz|

1/p

where Γj = ∂Ωj , 1 ≤ j ≤ N . Then Ep(Ω) becomes a Banach space.

We will also need to consider more general simply connected domains Ω within the

extended complex plane Ĉ. Let Ω be such a simply connected domain with piecewise C1

boundary such that ∞ ∈ Ω. An analytic function f on Ω is said to belong to Ep0(Ω) if
f(∞) = 0, and there exists a sequence of rectifiable Jordan curves (γn)n≥1 lying in Ω,
tending to ∂Ω, and such that

sup
n≥1

∫
γn

|f(z)|p |dz| < ∞.

Fix a /∈ Ω and define a function Θ by setting Θ(z) = 1
z−a , z ∈ Ω. Then it is not difficult

to prove that

g ∈ Ep(Ω) if and only if h =
(
g ◦Θ−1

)
·
((

Θ−1
)′)1/p ∈ Ep (Ω̃) ,

where Ω̃ = Θ(Ω). Then Ω̃ is a bounded simply connected domain with rectifiable boundary.
Using this, it can be proved that most of the previous properties of Smirnov spaces on
bounded simply connected domain extend to the space Ep0(Ω). When Ω is a finitely

connected domain in Ĉ, we can define Ep0(Ω) as in the bounded case: the norm defined by
Equation (A.17) also turns it into a Banach space.

A.6. Linear dynamics. We briefly recall here the definitions of some important concepts
in linear dynamics which are considered in this paper. The books [33] and [8] are excellent
sources on linear dynamics.
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A.6.1. Topological setting. Given a separable Banach space X over K = R or C, a bounded
operator onX is said to be hypercyclic if there exists a vector x ∈ X whose orbit {Tnx ; n ≥
0} is dense in X. Related weaker notions are those of supercyclicity and cyclicity: T is
supercyclic if there exists x ∈ X whose projective orbit {λTnx ; n ≥ 0, λ ∈ K} is dense in
X, and T is cyclic if there exists x ∈ X such that the linear space span [Tnx ; n ≥ 0] of the
orbit of x under the action of T is dense inX. Clearly, hypercyclicity implies supercyclicity,
which in its turn implies cyclicity. Observe also that whenever T is hypercyclic, rT is
supercyclic for every scalar r ∈ K \ {0}.

Obviously, a hypercyclic operator cannot be power bounded. More generally, hyper-
cyclicity entails the following spectral restriction (see for instance [33, Th. 5.6]) : if T is
a hypercyclic operator on a complex Banach space X, then every connected component
of its spectrum σ(T ) meets the unit circle. Among straightforward necessary conditions
for the hypercyclicity of T ∈ B(X), let us mention the fact that T ∗ cannot have any
eigenvalue. See [33, Ch. 5] for more necessary conditions for hypercyclicity. For instance,
normal operators on a Hilbert space are never hypercyclic. Similar results hold for su-
percyclicity: if T ∈ B(X) is supercyclic, then there exists r ≥ 0 such that rT intersects
each connected component of the spectrum of T (see [8, Th. 1.24]). Using the equivalence
between hypercyclicity and topologically transitivity, it is not difficult to see that when T
is invertible, then T is hypercyclic if and only if T−1 is hypercyclic (see [8, Cor. 1.3]).

We spell out the following simple fact as a Lemma.

Lemma A.13. Let T be a bounded operator on a Banach space X, and suppose that X
is decomposed as a topological direct sum X =M1 ⊕M2, where Mi is a non-trivial closed
T -invariant subspace of X, i = 1, 2. Denote by Ti the operator induced by T on Mi. Let
x = x1 + x2, xi ∈Mi, i = 1, 2. If x is a hypercyclic (resp. supercyclic) vector for T , then
xi is a hypercyclic (resp. supercyclic) vector for Ti, i = 1, 2.

Proof. Suppose that x is hypercyclic. Then the set {Tnx1 + Tnx2 ; n ≥ 0} is dense in X.
Denoting by Pi the bounded projection onto Mi, it follows that the set {PiTnxi ; ≥ 0} is
dense in Mi. But PiT

nxi = Tni xi for all n ≥ 0, so that xi is a hypercyclic vector for Ti.
The case where x is supercyclic is similar. □

One of the most useful tools for proving the hypercyclicity of some concrete classes of
operators is the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion, which requires the existence of a large supply
of eigenvectors associated to eigenvalues of modulus smaller than 1 and larger than 1,
respectively. It is a straightforward consequence of the so-called Hypercyclicity Criterion
(see for instance [33, Ch. 3]).

Theorem A.14. Let X be a complex separable Banach space and let T ∈ B(X). If the
two subspaces

H−(T ) = span [ker(T − λ) ; |λ| < 1] and H+(T ) = span [ker(T − λ) ; |λ| > 1]

are equal to X, then T is hypercyclic.

The next statement provides a necessary condition for supercyclicity in terms of eigen-
vectors.

Theorem A.15. Let X be a complex separable Banach space and let T ∈ B(X). If for
some r > 0, the two subspaces

Hr,−(T ) = span [ker(T − λ) ; |λ| < r] and Hr,+(T ) = span [ker(T − λ) ; |λ| > r]

are equal to X, then T is supercyclic.
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Theorem A.15 is a trivial consequence of Theorem A.14: under the assumption of
Theorem A.15, the operator 1

rT satisfies the assumptions of Theorem A.14, so 1
rT is

hypercyclic, and so T is supercyclic.

Another important notion in linear dynamics is that of chaos: a bounded operator
T ∈ B(X) is said to be chaotic if T is hypercyclic and has a dense set of periodic points (a
vector x ∈ X is periodic for T if there exists an integer n ≥ 1 such that Tnx = x). Again,
there is a very useful version of the Godefroy-Shapiro Criterion for chaos [30]:

Theorem A.16. Let X be a complex separable Banach space and let T ∈ B(X). If the
three subspaces of X given by H+(T ), H−(T ) and

H0(T ) = span [ker(T − λ) ; λ is an n-th root of unity, n ≥ 1]

are equal to X, then T is chaotic.

Since the set of periodic points for T ∈ B(X) is the linear vector space spanned by the
eigenvectors of T associated to eigenvalues which are roots of unity, a necessary condition
for the chaoticity of T is that H0(T ) = X.

A.6.2. Measure-theoretic setting. The few basic results on hypercyclicity that we have
presented above already highlight the importance of eigenvectors in the study of linear
dynamics from the topological point of view. Eigenvectors are even more important in
the measure-theoretic setting. An excellent reference for the concepts recalled in this
subsection is [8, Ch. 5].

Given a (complex) separable Banach space X and T ∈ B(X), the general aim of lin-
ear dynamics in the measure-theoretical setting is to endow X with a T -invariant Borel
probability measure m, and to study the properties of the measure-preserving dynamical
system (X,B,m;T ). Here B denotes the σ-algebra of Borel subsets of X. The measure
m is T -invariant if m(T−1(A)) = m(A) for every A ∈ B, and T is ergodic with respect to
m if the only sets A ∈ B such that T−1A = A are those with m(A) = 0 or m(A) = 1.
The study of the dynamics of T with respect to a probability measure m is especially
interesting when m has full (topological) support, i.e. when m(U) > 0 for every non-empty
open subset U of X.

Gaussian measures play a specific role in the study of the dynamics of bounded oper-
ators from a measure-theoretical point of view. A Gaussian measure m on X is a Borel
probability measure such that every functional x∗ ∈ X∗, when considered as a complex
random variable on X, has symmetric complex Gaussian distribution.

In the Hilbertian setting, there is a very neat characterization of operators admitting
an invariant ergodic measure with full support, given in terms of unimodular eigenvectors
[7, 28]. Before we state this characterization as Theorem A.17, we recall that T ∈ B(X)
has perfectly spanning unimodular eigenvectors if the following holds:

for any countable subset D of the unit circle T,

span [ker(T − λ) ; λ ∈ T \D] = X.

This property admits several equivalent formulations (see [32] for more details).

Theorem A.17. Let H be a complex separable Hilbert space, and let T ∈ B(H). The
following assertions are equivalent:

(1) T admits a T -invariant Gaussian probability measure with full support with respect
to which T is ergodic;

(2) T has perfectly spanning unimodular eigenvectors.
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Outside the Hilbertian setting, the implication (2) =⇒ (1) in Theorem A.17 remains
true in full generality [9].

Theorem A.18. Let X be a complex separable space, and let T ∈ B(X). If T has per-
fectly spanning unimodular eigenvectors, then T admits an invariant Gaussian probability
measure with full support with respect to which T is ergodic.

One of the interests of such results is that whenever T is ergodic with respect to an
invariant probability-measure m with full support, T is frequently hypercyclic: there exists
a vector x ∈ X (a frequently hypercyclic vector for T ) such that for every non empty open
subset U of X, the set

NT (x, U) = {n ≥ 0 ; Tnx ∈ U}
has positive lower density, i.e.

lim inf
N→∞

1

N
card{0 ≤ n < N ; Tnx ∈ U} > 0.

This follows from Birkhoff’s Pointwise Ergodic Theorem. Actually, m-almost every vector
x ∈ X is frequently hypercyclic for T . Hence we have

Theorem A.19. Let X be a complex separable Banach space, and let T ∈ B(X). If T
has perfectly spanning unimodular eigenvectors, then T is frequently hypercyclic.

We summarize some of the results presented above in a last statement, which provides
us with a concrete criterion for proving chaos or ergodicity of large classes of operators.

Theorem A.20. Let X be a complex separable Banach space, and let T ∈ B(X). Suppose
that there exist a open subset U of C and a finite or countable family (Ei)i∈I of analytic
maps from U into X such that

(a) TEi(λ) = λEi(λ) for every λ ∈ U and every i ∈ I;
(b) span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ U, i ∈ I] = X;
(c) every connected component of U intersects the unit circle.

Then T has the following properties:

(1) T admits an invariant Gaussian probability measure with full support with respect
to which T is ergodic;

(2) T is frequently hypercyclic, hence hypercyclic;
(3) T is chaotic.

Proof. In order to prove assertions (1) and (2), it suffices by Theorem A.18 to show that T
has perfectly spanning unimodular eigenvectors. So let D be a countable subset of T. For
each connected component O of U , let ΓO = T ∩O, which is a non-empty open subarc of
T by (c). Since ΓO \D has accumulation points in O, the uniqueness principle for analytic
functions implies that

span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ ΓO \D, i ∈ I] = span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ O, i ∈ I].
Hence the closed subspace

span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ (T ∩ U) \D, i ∈ I]
contains the linear span of all the subspaces span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ O, i ∈ I] where O varies over
all connected components of U . It follows from (b) that

span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ (T ∩ U) \D, i ∈ I] = X,
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and thus by (a),

span [ker(T − λ);λ ∈ T \D] = X.

Hence T has perfectly spanning unimodular eigenvectors.
The strategy to show assertion (3) is exactly the same, observing that if E denotes the

set of all roots of unity in T, ΓO ∩ E has accumulation points in T for every connected
component O of U , so that

span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ ΓO ∩ E, i ∈ I] = span [Ei(λ) ; λ ∈ O, i ∈ I].
Hence span [ker(T − λ) ; λ ∈ E] = X, and T has a dense set of periodic points. Since we
already know, by (2), that T is hypercyclic, this yields that T is chaotic. □

We finish this section by recalling an important sufficient condition for the cyclicity of
a bounded operator on a Banach space, which is crucial in the works [51], [52] and [53] to
show the cyclicity of certain Toeplitz operators. This condition originates from [42]. The
brief proof that we present here is inspired from [31]. For each polynomial p ∈ C[z] \ {0},
we denote by Z(p) the set of its roots.

Lemma A.21. Let T be a bounded operator on a complex separable Banach space X, and
let D = {p ∈ C[z] \ {0} ; Z(p) ∩ σp(T ∗) = ∅}. Suppose that the vector space

D :=
⋃
p∈D

ker p(T )

is dense in X. Then T is cyclic.

In particular, if the linear span of the eigenspaces ker(T − λ), λ ̸∈ σp(T ∗), is dense in
X, then T is cyclic.

Proof. By the Baire Category Theorem, it suffices to show that for any non-empty open
subsets U, V of X, there exists a polynomial q ∈ C[z] such that q(T )(U) ∩ V ̸= ∅. Let
u ∈ U ∩D, and let p ∈ D be a non-zero polynomial such that p(T )u = 0. Since no root
of p belongs to σp(T

∗), the operator p(T ) has dense range. Given v ∈ V , for any ε > 0,
there exists a vector x ∈ X such that ∥p(T )x − v∥ < ε. Let now δ > 0 be such that the
open ball B(u, δ) is contained in U , and let r > 2

δ∥x∥. Then ∥xr ∥ < δ. Let now ũ := u+ x
r .

Then ũ ∈ U , and if we set q := rp, we have

q(T )ũ = rp(T )
x

r
= p(T )x.

So ∥q(T )ũ− v∥ < ε, so that q(T )ũ ∈ V if ϵ is sufficiently small. Hence q(T )(U) ∩ V ̸= ∅,
which is the result we were looking for. □

Appendix B. Proof of the Hp version of Yakubovich’s model theory for
Toeplitz operators

In this appendix, we give a complete proof of the main result of Yakubovich [51] in the
Hp setting. We also prove some results which are true in the more general framework of
[53].

Caution : In this Appendix B, the letter F will denote a positively wound symbol,
while in the previous sections it was mainly denoting a negatively wound symbol. This
choice, which is of course questionable, is motivated by the fact that we preferred to stick
to the notation of [51], so as not confuse the reader. We will explain in Appendix B.6 how
to connect the notations and results from Appendix B to those of the rest of the paper.
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Let 1 < p <∞ and let q be its conjugate exponent i.e. 1/p+1/q = 1. In the forthcoming
appendix, we consider the Toeplitz operator TF , with symbol F , defined on the Hardy
space Hp. We recall here the assumptions on the symbol that will be used in the sequel
(which are almost the same as in Section 1).

(H1) F belongs to the class C1+ε(T) for some ε > max(1/p, 1/q), and its derivative F ′

does not vanish on T;
(H2) there exists a partition T into a finite number of closed arcs α1, . . . , αm such that

(a) F is injective on the interior of each arc αj , 1 ≤ j ≤ m;
(b) for every i ̸= j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, the sets F (αi) and F (αj) have disjoints interiors

(H2’) there exists a partition T into a finite number of closed arcs α1, . . . , αm such that
(a) F is injective on the interior of each arc αj , 1 ≤ j ≤ m;
(b) for every i ̸= j, 1 ≤ i, j ≤ m, F (αi) = F (αj) or the sets F (αi) and F (αj)

have disjoints interiors;
(H3’) for every λ ∈ C\F (T), windF (λ) ≥ 0, where windF (λ) denotes the winding number

of the curve F (T) around λ.

Denote by O ⊆ F (T) the set of all the extremities of the arcs αj .

The derivative F ′ of F at a point z0 of T will be understood as the limit as z → z0,
z ∈ T of the quotients (F (z) − F (z0))/(z − z0). Writing z0 = eiθ0 , θ0 ∈ [0, 2π), it could
also be understood as the derivative at the point θ0 of the function θ 7−→ F (eiθ) defined
on [0, 2π) (the derivative of this last function is non-zero on [0, 2π) if and only if F ′ is
non-zero on T).

B.1. Some notations. We now set an important piece of notation which will be in-
volved in the statement of the boundary relations for eigenvectors of T ∗

F . Let N =
max{windF (λ) ; λ ∈ C \ F (T)}. We set

Ω+
j = {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; windF (λ) > j} for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1,

and
Γ+
j = ∂Ω+

j

for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. We also define Γ+
N = ∅ and Γ = F (T). Observe that Γ = ∂Ω+

0 .

Γ+
2

Γ+
1

Γ+
1

Ω+
1

Figure 49

A word of caution is in order here: the set Γ+
j is defined as the boundary of the closure

of the set Ω+
j (and not as the boundary of Ω+

j ). Suppose that assumption (H2) is satisfied.

A point λ ∈ Γ\O belongs to Γ+
j if and only if its interior and exterior components Ωint and
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Ωext, defined in Section 6.1, are such that windF (Ωint) = j+1 and windF (Ωext) = j. Hence
Ωint is a connected component of Ω+

j and Ωext is a connected component of C\(F (T)∪Ω+
j ).

We have

Γ ∩ Ω+
j = ∂Ω+

j =
N⋃
k=j

Γ+
k

for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. Two different sets Γ+
j can intersect in a finite set of points at

most, and

Γ =
N−1⋃
j=0

Γ+
j .

In other words the family Γ+
j , 0 ≤ j ≤ N−1, is a partition of Γ up to a finite set of points.

We also define for 0 ≤ j ≤ N
Ωj = {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; windF (λ) = j}.

Note that Ω+
j =

⋃
k≥j+1

Ωk.

Let r > 1 and 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. Recall that for u ∈ Er(Ω) (where Ω satisfies the
assumptions of Appendix A.5), we still denote by u its non-tangential limit on the bound-
ary which exists almost everywhere (in the sense given in Appendix A.5). According to
equation (A.17), for u ∈ Er(Ω+

j ), we have

(B.1) ∥u∥r
Er(Ω+

j )
=

N∑
k=j+1

∥u|Ωk
∥rEr(Ωk)

=
N∑

k=j+1

∥u|Ωk
∥rLr(∂Ωk)

.

When F satisfies (H2), this expression can be simplified a bit. Note that when we
travel along the curve Γ+

k−1 endowed with the parametrization F , the set Ωk is on the

left side, and when we travel along the curve Γ+
k , it is on the right side. So in order to

have a positive orientation for ∂Ωk, which is the union of Γ+
k−1 and Γ+

k , we write ∂Ωk as

∂Ωk = Γ+
k−1

⋃
(Γ̃+
k ), where Γ̃+

k is the same curve as Γ+
k , but with the opposite orientation.

Ωk

Ωk−1

Ωk−1

Ωk+1

∂Ωk

Γ+
k

Γ+
k−1

Γ+
k−1

Figure 50
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On Γ+
k (still under hypothesis (H2)), recall that the interior and exterior boundary

values, defined in Section 6.1, are such that, for almost every λ ∈ Γ+
k ,

(B.2) uint(λ) = lim
µ→λ

µ∈Ωk+1

u(µ) and uext(λ) = lim
µ→λ
µ∈Ωk

u(µ).

This means that uint is the non-tangential limit on Γ+
k of u|Ωk+1

and uext is the non-

tangential limit on Γ+
k of u|Ωk

.

Thus, under assumption (H2), Equation (B.1) can be rewritten as

∥u∥r
Er(Ω+

j )
=

N∑
k=j+1

∥u|Ωk
∥rLr(∂Ωk)

=
N∑

k=j+1

∥uint∥r
Lr(Γ+

k−1)
+

N∑
k=j+1

∥uext∥r
Lr(Γ+

k )
.(B.3)

Finally, note that for every function u ∈ E1(Ωk), we have

(B.4)

∫
∂Ωk

u(λ) dλ =

∫
Γ+
k−1

uint(λ) dλ−
∫
Γ+
k

uext(λ) dλ.

B.2. Construction of eigenvectors. Let us now assume that F satisfies the assumptions
(H1) and (H3’). Since F is continuous, according to assertion (ii) of Lemma A.11, it follows
that

σ(TF ) = F (T) ∪ {λ ∈ C \ F (T) : windF (λ) > 0}.
Now, according to assertion (i) of Lemma A.11, for every λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T), we have

j(TF ) = dim(ker(TF − λ))− dim(ker(T ∗
F − λ)) = −windF (λ),

and then, by Coburn’s theorem,

ker(TF − λ) = {0} and dim(ker(T ∗
F − λ)) = windF (λ).

In this section, we will construct a basis of eigenvectors for T ∗
F − λ = Tf − λ, with

f(z) = F (1/z), z ∈ T.

For λ ∈ C \ F (T) and m = windf (λ), let

φλ(z) = z−m(f(z)− λ) for every z ∈ T.

Note that 0 /∈ φλ(T) and that windφλ
(0) = 0. Consider now the function uλ defined on T

by

uλ(e
is) =

∫ s

0
ieit

φ′
λ(e

it)

φλ(eit)
dt for every s ∈ [0, 2π).

For every λ ∈ C \ F (T), the function z 7−→ uλ(z) is of class C
1+ε on T, and for every s ∈

[0, 2π), the function λ 7→ uλ(e
is) is analytic on C\F (T). Moreover, φλ(e

is) = φλ(1)e
uλ(e

is)

(and uλ + log(φλ(1)) is a continuous logarithm of φλ on T). Define a function vλ on T by
setting

(B.5) vλ(z) = (P+uλ)(z) =
1

2iπ

∫
T

uλ(τ)

τ − z dτ for every z ∈ D.

Lemma B.1. With the previous notation, we have

(1) for all λ ∈ C \ F (T), vλ ∈ A(D);
(2) for all z ∈ D, the map λ 7→ vλ(z) is analytic on C \ F (T).
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Proof. According to Theorem A.7, the projection P+ maps C1+ε(T) into itself, whence vλ
belongs to A(D). Assertion (2) follows immediately from Equation (B.5). □

For every λ ∈ C \ F (T), define the functions f+λ and f−λ on D and C \D respectively by
setting

f+λ = (f(1)− λ)evλ and f−λ = eP−uλ ,

where P− = I − P+. Note (this will be important later on) that the definition of f+λ does
not depend on the choice of the continuous branch of the logarithm of φλ that we make.
The following equality holds on T:

f+λ f
−
λ = (f(1)− λ)euλ = φλ = z−m(f − λ).

Moreover, f+λ belongs to A(D) and λ 7→ f+λ (z) is analytic on C \ F (T). Observe also that

1/f+λ belongs to A(D) (because f+λ belongs to A(D) and does not vanish on D).

Lemma B.2. Let a ∈ L2(T) and set b(τ) = a(1/τ), τ ∈ T. Then for all z ∈ D, we have
P+b(z) = â(0) + P−a(1/z).

Proof. Set an = â(n) for every n ∈ Z, so that a(τ) =
∑+∞

n=−∞ anτ
n on T. Then b(τ) =∑+∞

n=−∞ anτ
−n and thus

P+b(z) =
0∑

n=−∞
anz

−n = a0 +
−1∑

n=−∞
anz

−n = â(0) + P−a(1/z) for every z ∈ D. □

Similarly, starting from the function ψλ defined on T by ψλ(z) = z−n(F (z) − λ) with
n = windF (λ), we may construct functions Uλ and Vλ associated to F , and then F+

λ and

F−
λ , satisfying the following relations:

z−n(F − λ) = (F (1)− λ)eUλ , Vλ = P+Uλ,

and

(B.6) F+
λ = (F (1)− λ)eVλ , F−

λ = eP−Uλ .

We thus obtain that

(B.7) F − λ = znF+
λ F

−
λ on T,

Recall that (see [12]), TF1F2 = TF1TF2 if and only if F1 or F2 belongs to H∞. In particular
if F2 ∈ H∞, we have TF1F2(g) = TF1(F2g), for every g ∈ Hp. So Equation (B.7) gives,
taking into account the fact that F+

λ ∈ A(D) and F−
λ ∈ L∞(T), the equality

(B.8) TF−λ(g) = TF−
λ
(znF+

λ g) for every g ∈ Hp.

Lemma B.3. For every λ ∈ C \ F (T), we have

F−
λ (z) =

f+λ (1/z)

f+λ (0)
for every z ∈ C \ D.

Proof. Note that windf (λ) = −windF (λ) and Uλ(e
is) = uλ(e

−is) for every s ∈ [0, 2π).

Then, according to Lemma B.2, for z ∈ D we have P+uλ(z) = Ûλ(0)+P−Uλ(1/z). There-
fore, for every z ∈ C \ D, we get

eP−Uλ(z) =
eP+uλ(1/z)

eÛλ(0)
·
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In other words, taking the definitions of F−
λ and f+λ into account, we have

F−
λ (z) =

f+λ (1/z)

(f(1)− λ)eÛλ(0)
for every z ∈ C \ D.

Observe now that Ûλ(0) = ûλ(0) = P+uλ(0), which gives

F−
λ (z) =

f+λ (1/z)

f+λ (0)
for every z ∈ C \ D. □

We have already mentioned the fact that f+λ and F+
λ belong to A(D). It follows imme-

diately from Lemma B.3 that f−λ and F−
λ belong to A(C \D). Using this construction, we

can now give an explicit description of the point spectra of both TF and T ∗
F = Tf . For all

λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T) and 0 ≤ k < windF (λ), we introduce the functions hλ,k defined on D by

(B.9) hλ,k(z) = zk
f+λ (0)

f+λ (z)
for every z ∈ D.

These functions belong to Hq (indeed, they are in A(D)). Observe that this definition
of hλ,k can be extended to any λ ∈ C \ F (T) and any k ≥ 0, but only the hλ,k with
λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T) and 0 ≤ k < windF (λ) are eigenvectors of T ∗

F .

Lemma B.4. Suppose that F satisfies (H1) and (H3’), and let p > 1. Then, for every
λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T), we have

ker(T ∗
F − λ) = span

[
hλ,k, 0 ≤ k < windF (λ)

]
.

Proof. For λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T), let 0 ≤ k < n, where n = windF (λ) = −windf (λ). Since

f − λ = f+λ z
−nf−λ , and zk−nf−λ ∈ H

p
− = ker(P+) we have

(T ∗
F − λ)hλ,k = (Tf − λ)hλ,k = P+ [(f − λ)hλ,k]

= P+

[
f+λ z

−nf−λ z
k f

+
λ (0)

f+λ

]
= P+

[
f+λ (0)zk−nf−λ

]
= 0.

Hence we have hλ,k ∈ ker (T ∗
F − λ) for every 0 ≤ k < n. Since dim(ker(T ∗

F − λ)) =
windF (λ) = n, this concludes the proof of Lemma B.4. □

Our aim in the next section is to provide another representation of f+λ (this is Lemma B.9
below), which will be crucial in order to obtain boundary relations for the eigenvectors of
the operator T ∗

F .

B.3. Another representation of the functions f+λ . Assume that F satisfies (H1),
(H2’) and (H3’). By Theorem A.5, the function F can be extended to a C1-smooth

function F̃ on an open neighborhood Ũ of T, whose Jacobian J
F̃
(z) is positive at every

point z ∈ Ũ , and which can be written as F̃ = φ ◦ g, where g is a quasiconformal C1-

diffeomorphism from Ũ onto a domain V of C, and φ is a non-constant analytic function

on V . Let U be an open subset of C \ {0} such that T ⊆ U ⊆ U ⊆ Ũ , and denote by W
the open set W = g(U). Note that W ⊆ V because g is an homeomorphism. Observe also
that

(B.10) sup
z∈U
|J
F̃
(z)| < ∞.
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Fix λ0 ∈ F (T). The equation φ(z) = λ0 has a finite number of solutions wj , 1 ≤ j ≤ s,
in W . Moreover, the function F̃ is locally a C1 diffeomorphism on Ũ , and thus is locally

injective on Ũ . It follows that φ = F̃ ◦ g−1 is also locally injective on V , and thus the
solutions wj , 1 ≤ j ≤ s, are simple. By Lemma A.1, there exist α > 0 and one-to-one

analytic maps d̃1, d̃2, . . . , d̃s on D(λ0, α) such that for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α), the solutions of

the equation φ(z) = λ inW are exactly the s points d̃j(λ), 1 ≤ j ≤ s. Define dj = g−1◦ d̃j ,
1 ≤ j ≤ s. For every λ ∈ D(λ0, α) and every 1 ≤ j ≤ s, we have then

F̃ (dj(λ)) = λ.

Notation B.5. For each λ ∈ D(λ0, α), denote by N(λ) the set N(λ) = {1 ≤ j ≤ s :
|dj(λ)| < 1}, and denote by n(λ) its cardinal.

If dj(λ0) /∈ T, taking α smaller if necessary, we can assume that dj(D(λ0, α)) ∩ T = ∅.

Moreover, for every j ̸= k, dj(λ0) ̸= dk(λ0), so we can also assume that

(B.11) dj(D(λ0, α)) ∩ dk(D(λ0, α)) = ∅.

Denote by J the set of indices j ∈ {1, . . . , s} such that dj(λ0) ∈ T. Note that j belongs to
J if and only if dj(D(λ0, α)) ∩ T ̸= ∅.

Remark B.6. Let us point out the following consequence of these assumptions: suppose
that λ ∈ O is an “essential” self-intersection point of the curve F (T), in the sense that
whatever the choice of the arcs αj in assumption (H2) (or (H2’)), λ is the image by F
of one of the extremities of one of the arcs αj . If λ belongs to D(λ0, α), then necessarily
λ = λ0. Indeed, if λ ̸= λ0, then the equation F (z) = λ has strictly more solutions in T
than the equation F (z) = λ0 (see the proof of Fact 7.2). Hence there exists an index j0
such that dj0(λ0) /∈ T while dj0(λ) ∈ T, which is not possible.

Notation B.7. We then define Dint(λ0) as the intersection of D(λ0, α) with the interior
connected component with respect to the arc Γλ0 = D(λ0, α) ∩ F (T) and Dext(λ0) as the
intersection of D(λ0, α) with the exterior connected component with respect to Γλ0 (see
Section 6.1 for the definition of the interior and exterior components). Note that if Γλ0
is included in the boundary of exactly one component Ω of σ(TF ) \ F (T), this is both
the interior and the exterior component. So, we denote by Dint(λ0) and Dext(λ0) the two
connected components of Ω ∩D(λ0, α). Let

Nint(λ0) = {j ∈ J : dj(Dint(λ0)) ⊆ D}, Next(λ0) = {j ∈ J : dj(Dext(λ0)) ⊆ D},

and set also ni(λ0) = card(Nint(λ0)) and ne(λ0) = card(Next(λ0)).

In other words, we partition the set {1, . . . , s} as follows:
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{1, . . . , s}

J = {j ; dj(λ0) ∈ T}N(λ0) = {j ; |dj(λ0)| < 1}
= {j ; |dj(D(λ0, α))| ⊆ D}

{j ; |dj(λ0)| > 1}
= {j ; |dj(D(λ0, α))| ⊆ C \ D}

Nint(λ0) = {j ∈ J ; dj(Dint(λ0)) ⊆ D}
= {j ∈ J ; dj(Dext(λ0)) ⊆ C \ D}

Next(λ0) = {j ∈ J ; dj(Dext(λ0)) ⊆ D}
= {j ∈ J ; dj(Dint(λ0)) ⊆ C \ D}

In particular, we have

(B.12) N(λ) = N(λ0) ∪Nint(λ0) for every λ ∈ Dint(λ0)

and

(B.13) N(λ) = N(λ0) ∪Next(λ0) for every λ ∈ Dext(λ0).

Lemma B.8. The definitions of ni(λ0) and ne(λ0) given in Notation B.7 coincide with
the ones introduced in Section 6, and moreover we have

(B.14) wi(λ0)− ni(λ0) = we(λ0)− ne(λ0) for every λ0 ∈ F (T) \ O,
where wi(λ0) and we(λ0) denote the interior and exterior limits of windF at the point λ0.
In particular, the function λ 7→ windF (λ)− n(λ) is constant on D(λ0, α) \ F (T).
Proof. Since the functions dj are quasi-conformal, they preserve the orientation. Thus
the integers ni(λ0) and ne(λ0) (as defined in Notation B.7) can be linked to the number
of crossings at λ0 in either direction along the curve F (T). Indeed, since when traveling
along the unit circle in the positive orientation, the disk is always located on the left
side, it follows that if j belongs to Nint(λ0), then Dint(λ0) will remain on the left side
of the portion F (γj) of the curve F (T), where γj is a small arc in T centered at dj(λ0).
In other words, ni(λ0) corresponds to the number of times we cross λ0 while keeping
the interior component on the left side (and the exterior component on the right side).
Similarly, ne(λ0) corresponds to the number of times we cross λ0 while keeping the exterior
component on the left side (and the interior component on the right side). Figure 51 below
is an example where ni = 3 and ne = 1.

F

ExtInt

Figure 51. ni = 3, ne = 1
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Recall the geometrical interpretation of the winding number (mentioned for instance in
[54]) that we also used in Section 6.1: adding 1 to the winding number of a curve at a
point can be interpreted as turning one more time around the point while keeping it on
the left. So, we have

ni − ne = wi − we on F (T) \ O.
Since F satisfies (H3’), we have that wi ≥ we ≥ 0 on F (T) \O, and thus, ni ≥ ne, proving
that the two definitions of Notation B.7 and Section 6 coincide.

Let us now prove the second assertion of Lemma B.8. Since windF is constant on
connected components of σ(TF )\F (T) and since, according to Equations (B.12) and (B.13),
λ 7→ n(λ) is constant onDint as well as onDext, it is sufficient to prove that given λi ∈ Dint

and λe ∈ Dext, we have

(B.15) windF (λi)− n(λi) = windF (λe)− n(λe).
By Equations (B.12) and (B.13), we have

ni(λ0) = n(λi)− n(λ0) and ne(λ0) = n(λe)− n(λ0).
Equation (B.15) follows immediately by replacing ni(λ0) and ne(λ0) in Equation (B.14).

□

Let us now prove the key lemma of this section:

Lemma B.9. Suppose that F satisfies (H1), (H2’) and (H3’). Let λ0 ∈ F (T). With
α = α(λ0) as above, there exists a function φ defined on D(λ0, α)× D such that

(i) for every γ, β > 0 such that γ + β = ε, the functions φl : λ 7→ φ(λ, ·) and 1/φl are
Cγ functions from D(λ0, α) into C

β(D);

(ii) if λ ∈ D(λ0, α) \ F (T), then

f+λ (z) = φ(λ, z)
∏

j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1) for every z ∈ D.

Proof. (i) Let r0 := windF (λ1) + s − n(λ1), where λ1 is any element of D(λ0, α) \ F (T).
Note that, by Lemma B.8, r0 is well defined and does not depend of the point λ1 ∈
D(λ0, α) \ F (T). Observe that for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α) and every 1 ≤ j ≤ s, we have
dj(λ) ∈ U . In particular, dj(λ) ̸= 0. Now, define a function ψ on D(λ0, α)× T by setting,
for every (λ, z) ∈ D(λ0, α)× T

ψ(λ, z) = zr0(f(z)− λ)
s∏
j=1

(z − dj(λ)−1)−1 if z ̸= 1

dj(λ)
for every 1 ≤ j ≤ s

and

ψ(λ, z) = zr0f ′(dl(λ)
−1)

s∏
j=1
j ̸=l

(z − dj(λ)−1)−1 if z =
1

dl(λ)
for some 1 ≤ l ≤ s.

The function ψ does not vanish on D(λ0, α) × T. Since the functions dj are of class C1

on D(λ0, α) and f is of class C1+ε on T, it is not difficult to check that the function ψ is
of class Cε on D(λ0, α) × T. Observe also that windψ(λ,·)(0) = 0 for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α).
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Indeed, for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α) \ F (T), none of the points dj(λ)
−1, 1 ≤ j ≤ s, belongs to

T (since F̃ (dj(λ)) = λ), and thus

windψ(λ,·)(0) = r0 +windf (λ) +
s∑
j=1

wind(z−dj(λ)−1)−1(0).

Now,

wind(z−dj(λ)−1)−1(0) =

{
0 if |dj(λ)| < 1

−1 if |dj(λ)| > 1,

and hence
windψ(λ,·)(0) = r0 +windf (λ)− (s− n(λ)).

Now, by Lemma B.8, r0 = windF (λ)+s−n(λ), and it follows that windψ(λ,·)(0) = 0. This
equality being true for every λ ∈ D(λ0, α)\F (T), it remains true for λ ∈ D(λ0, α)∩F (T) by
continuity. Using this, one can construct as above a determination of the logarithm of ψ,
denoted by logψ, which is Cε onD(λ0, α)×T. For every λ ∈ D(λ0, α), set vλ = log(ψ(λ, ·)).
According to Lemma A.6, vλ ∈ Cβ(T), and ∥vλ − vµ∥Cβ(T) ≲ |λ− µ|γ . Set

φ(λ, ·) = eP+vλ .

Recall that P+ is a bounded map from Cβ(T) into itself (see Theorem A.7). For every
λ, µ ∈ D(λ0, α), we have

∥P+vλ − P+vµ∥Cβ(T) ≲ ∥vλ − vµ∥Cβ(T) ≲ |λ− µ|γ .
Therefore, we conclude that φl is of class C

γ from D(λ0, α) into C
β(T), and so into Cβ(D)

by the Maximum Principle. Since φ does not vanish, the function 1/φl is also Cγ from
D(λ0, α) into C

β(D).

(ii) Let λ ∈ D(λ0, α) \ F (T). Then, for any 0 ≤ j ≤ s, dj(λ) /∈ T. So for every z ∈ T,
we have

z−windf (λ)(f(z)− λ) = zwindF (λ)−r0ψ(λ, z)
s∏
j=1

(z − dj(λ)−1)

= zn(λ)−sψ(λ, z)

s∏
j=1

(z − dj(λ)−1)

= zn(λ)−sψ(λ, z)
∏

j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)
∏

j /∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)

= ψ(λ, z)
∏

j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)
∏

j /∈N(λ)

(1− z−1dj(λ)
−1).

For λ ∈ D(λ0, α \ F (T) and z ∈ T, let

gλ(z) = logψ(λ, z) +
∑

j∈N(λ)

log(z − dj(λ)−1) +
∑

j /∈N(λ)

log(1− z−1dj(λ)
−1).

Then the function gλ is continuous on T and

egλ(z) = z−windf (λ)(f(z)− λ) for every z ∈ T.

This implies that f+λ = eP+gλ (as mentioned above, the definition of f+λ as f+λ = eP+uλ

does not depend of the continuous branch of the logarithm of z−m(f − λ) on T that we
consider). Observe that for every j ∈ N(λ), log(z − dj(λ)−1) belongs to Hp, whence it
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follows that P+ log(z−dj(λ)−1) = log(z−dj(λ)−1). On the other hand, for every j /∈ N(λ),
log(1− z−1dj(λ)

−1) belongs to Hp
−, whence P+ log(1− z−1dj(λ)

−1) = 0. Thus, for every

z ∈ D,

f+λ (z) = eP+ logψ(λ,z) exp

 ∑
j∈N(λ)

log(z − dj(λ)−1)

(B.16)

= φ(λ, z)
∏

j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1),(B.17)

which proves (ii). □

Remark B.10. It follows from Lemma B.9 that the function (λ, z) 7−→ f+λ (z) is bounded

on D(λ0, α)× D.

B.4. Boundary relations for eigenvectors. Our aim here is to prove a boundary re-
lation between the interior and exterior values of the eigenvectors. We start with the
functions f+λ . See Section 6.1 for the definitions of the interior and exterior boundary
values.

Lemma B.11. Let F be a symbol which satisfies (H1), (H2’) and (H3’). For every
z ∈ D, the function λ 7−→ f+λ (z)−1 admits interior and exterior boundary values almost
everywhere on F (T), satisfying the following relation:

(B.18)

 ∏
j∈Nint(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)

 f+λ,int(z)
−1

=

 ∏
j∈Next(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)

 f+λ,ext(z)
−1
.

In particular, if F satisfies (H2) rather than the more general assumption (H2’), we have

(B.19) (z − ξ(λ)−1)f+λ,int(z)
−1

= f+λ,ext(z)
−1

for almost every λ ∈ F (T),
where ξ is defined as ξ = F−1 on F (T) \ O.

In order to simplify the notation, we write f+λ,int rather than (f+λ )int and f+λ,ext rather

than (f+λ )ext.

Proof. Let λ ∈ F (T) \ O. Since for λi ∈ Dint(λ) and λe ∈ Dext(λ), we have N(λi) =
N(λ) ∪ Nint(λ) and N(λe) = N(λ) ∪ Next(λ) (see Equations (B.12) and (B.13)), we can
write

f+λi(z) = φ(λi, z)
∏

j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λi)−1)
∏

j∈Nint(λ)

(z − dj(λi)−1) for every z ∈ D,

and similarly for f+λe ,

f+λe(z) = φ(λe, z)
∏

j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λe)−1)
∏

j∈Next(λ)

((z − dj(λe)−1) for every z ∈ D.

According to Lemma B.9, the function φ(·, z) is continuous on D(λ0, α) as well as the
functions dj . Hence, letting λi and λe tend to λ in the equalities above gives that, for
almost all λ ∈ F (T) and all z ∈ D, we have

f+λ,int(z) = φ(λ, z)
∏

j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)
∏

j∈Nint(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)
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and
f+λ,ext(z) = φ(λ, z)

∏
j∈N(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)
∏

j∈Next(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1).

Comparing these two relations gives Equation (B.18).

Now assume that F satisfies (H2), and let λ ∈ F (T)\O. In this case the set J is reduced
to one point, which we call j0, and Nint(λ) = {j0} while Next(λ) = ∅. Then ξ(λ) = dj0(λ)
and thus Equation (B.18) implies Equation (B.19). □

Recalling that N = max{windF (λ) ; λ ∈ C \ F (T)}, we set

Ω+
j = {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; windF (λ) > j} for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1.

As a direct consequence of Lemma B.11, we obtain:

Corollary B.12. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3’). Let j ≥ 0. Then, for almost every

λ ∈ Ω+
j+1 ∩ F (T) = ∂Ω+

j+1, we have

(B.20) hintλ,j − ξ(λ)hintλ,j+1 = hextλ,j .

Note that the definition of the hλ,j by hλ,j(z) = zjf+λ (0)/f+λ (z) can be extended for
every j ≥ 0 and every λ ∈ C \ F (T). Then Equation (B.20) remains true for every j ≥ 0
and almost every λ ∈ F (T).
Proof. Using Equation (B.19), for λ ∈ F (T) \ O and z ∈ D, we have

hextλ,j (z) = zj
f+λ,ext(0)

f+λ,ext(z)
= zj

f+λ,int(0)

−ξ(λ)−1

z − ξ(λ)−1

f+λ,int(z)

= zj(1− ξ(λ)z)
f+λ,int(0)

f+λ,int(z)

= zj
f+λ,int(0)

f+λ,int(z)
− ξ(λ)zj+1

f+λ,int(0)

f+λ,int(z)

= hintλ,j(z)− ξ(λ)hintλ,j+1(z).

□

Remark B.13. Under the hypothesis (H2’), the functions hλ,j also satisfy a boundary
relation which can be written down rather explicitly. Indeed, we have as above

hextλ,k(z) = zkf+λ,ext(0)f
+
λ,ext(z)

−1 and hintλ,k(z) = zkf+λ,int(0)f
+
λ,int(z)

−1

for almost every λ ∈ F (T). But according to Equation (B.18), we have ∏
j∈Nint(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)

 f+λ,int(z)
−1

 ∏
j∈Nint(λ)

(−dj(λ)−1)

 f+λ,int(0)
−1

=

 ∏
j∈Next(λ)

(z − dj(λ)−1)

 f+λ,ext(z)
−1

 ∏
j∈Next(λ)

(−dj(λ)−1)

 f+λ,ext(0)
−1

,

from which it follows that for almost every λ ∈ F (T) and every z ∈ D ∏
j∈Nint(λ)

(1− dj(λ)z)

hintλ,k(z) =

 ∏
j∈Next(λ)

(1− dj(λ)z)

hextλ,k(z).
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Let us now introduce coefficients ap(λ) and bℓ(λ) such that

(B.21)
∏

j∈Nint(λ)

(1− dj(λ)z) =

ni(λ)∑
p=0

ap(λ)z
p

and

(B.22)
∏

j∈Next(λ)

(1− dj(λ)z) =

ne(λ)∑
ℓ=0

bℓ(λ)z
ℓ.

Using the fact that zphintλ,k(z) = hintλ,k+p(z) and z
phextλ,k(z) = hextλ,k+p(z) for every k, p ≥ 0, we

obtain a boundary relation of the form

(B.23)

ni(λ)∑
p=0

ap(λ)h
int
λ,k+p(z) =

ne(λ)∑
ℓ=0

bℓ(λ)h
ext
λ,k+ℓ(z) for all z ∈ D and a.e. λ ∈ F (T).

Proceeding in a similar way, we can show that the functions F+
λ defined in Equa-

tion (B.6) satisfy the boundary relation

(B.24)
∏

j∈Next(λ)

(z − dj(λ))F+
λ,int(z)

−1
=

∏
j∈Nint(λ)

(z − dj(λ))F+
λ,ext(z)

−1
a.e. on F (T).

In particular, when F satisfies (H2), we have for almost every λ ∈ F (T) that

(B.25) F+
λ,int(z)

−1 = (z − ξ(λ))F+
λ,ext(z)

−1 for every z ∈ D.

B.5. The operators U and V .

B.5.1. Definition and continuity of U . Recall that N = max{windF (λ) ; λ ∈ C \ F (T)},
and let 0 ≤ j < N . Given a function g ∈ Hp, denote by uj the function defined on Ω+

j by

(B.26) uj(λ) = ⟨g |hλ,j⟩p,q =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
g(eiθ)hλ,j(e

−iθ) dθ for every λ ∈ Ω+
j ,

and set

Ug = (uj)0≤j≤N−1.

The main concern of this section is to show that the operator U is the isomorphism
which implements the model for the operator TF (Theorem B.25). We first state a few
elementary properties of U .

Proposition B.14. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2’) and (H3’). Then the operator U defined
above satisfies the following properties:

(1) for every g ∈ Hp, 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 and λ ∈ Ω+
j , we have (UTF g)j(λ) = λ(Ug)j(λ);

(2) let g ∈ Hp and λ ∈ σ(TF ) \ F (T). Then g vanishes on ker(Tf − λ) if and only if
(Ug)j(λ) = 0 for every 0 ≤ j < windF (λ);

(3) let g ∈ Hp and 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. Then the function uj = (Ug)j is analytic on Ω+
j ;

(4) let z ∈ D, 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 and λ ∈ Ω+
j . Then hλ,j(z) = (Ukz)j(λ).
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Proof. Let uj(λ) = (Ug)j(λ) = ⟨g |hλ,j⟩p,q. It follows from Lemma B.4 that for every

λ ∈ Ω+
j , we have

(UTF g)j(λ) = ⟨TF g |hλ,j⟩p,q = ⟨g |T ∗
Fhλ,j⟩p,q = λ⟨g |hλ,j⟩p,q = λuj(λ),

which gives (1). Assertion (2) follows immediately from the fact that ker(T ∗
F − λ) =

span [hλ,k ; 0 ≤ k < windF (λ)] (see Lemma B.4). Assertion (3) is a consequence of the

fact that λ 7→ hλ,j is analytic on Ω+
j and of the integral representation (B.26). Lastly,

assertion (4) follows from (A.8). □

A first consequence of Proposition B.14 is that the range of U is included in
⊕

Hol(Ω+
j )

(Hol(Ω+
j ) being the set of analytic functions on Ω+

j ). Note that, by Lemma B.9, the

function λ 7→ hλ,j(z) belongs to A(Ω), for every connected component Ω of Ω+
j and every

z ∈ D (recall that A(Ω) is the space of analytic functions on Ω with a continuous extension
to Ω). In particular, for every 0 ≤ j < N , and every z ∈ D, the function λ 7→ hλ,j(z)

belongs to Ep(Ω+
j ). This means that for every z ∈ D, the N -tuple Ukz lies in the space⊕

Ep(Ω+
j ). In the next theorem, we prove that all of the range of U is included in⊕

Ep(Ω+
j ), and that U is continuous from Hp into this space.

Theorem B.15. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2’) and (H3’), and let p > 1. Then the linear
map U is well-defined and bounded from Hp into

⊕
0≤j≤N−1

Ep(Ω+
j ).

The strategy of the proof is to show first that the range of U is included in
⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ),
and then the continuity of U will follow from the Closed Graph Theorem.

Proof. Let g ∈ Hp. We wish to show that for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N−1, the function uj = (Ug)j
belongs to Ep(Ω+

j ). We know that it is analytic on Ω+
j . Going back to the definition of

Ep(Ω+
j ), we see that we need to show that for every connected component Ω of C \ F (T)

contained in Ω+
j , there exists a sequence of rectifiable Jordan curves (γn)n contained in

Ω+
j and tending to ∂Ω such that

sup
n≥1

∫
γn

|uj(λ)|p| |dλ| < ∞.

Observe that∫
γn

|uj(λ)|p |dλ| =

∫
γn

|
〈
g
∣∣zjhλ,0〉p,q|p |dλ| =

∫
γn

|
〈
P+(z

−jg)
∣∣hλ,0〉p,q|p |dλ|.

Since Ω+
j ⊆ Ω+

0 , it is sufficient to check that whatever the choice of the function g ∈ Hp,

the associated function u0 belongs to Ep(Ω+
0 ). Namely, we need to show that for every

connected component Ω of C \F (T) contained in Ω+
0 , there exists a sequence of rectifiable

Jordan curves (γn)n contained in Ω+
0 and tending to ∂Ω such that

(B.27) sup
n≥1

∫
γn

|u0(λ)|p|dλ| < ∞.

For every λ ∈ F (T), there exists a real number α(λ) > 0 such that Lemma B.9 is
satisfied. Since F (T) is compact, there exists a finite set of points λ1, . . . , λK of F (T)

and associated radii α1 = α(λ1), . . . , αK = α(λK) > 0 such that F (T) ⊆
K⋃
k=1

D(λk, αk).

Remark that by Remark B.6, the “essential” self-intersection points in O must all be
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contained in the set {λ1, . . . , λK}. Let Ω be a connected component of C \F (T) contained
in Ω+

0 , and let (γn)n be a sequence of rectifiable Jordan curves in Ω+
0 tending to ∂Ω, with

the property that γn ⊆
K⋃
k=1

D(λk, αk). For every n ≥ 1 and 1 ≤ k ≤ K, denote by γn,k the

set γn,k = γn ∩D(λk, αk). In order to prove Equation (B.27), it is sufficient to check that
for every 1 ≤ k ≤ K, we have

(B.28) sup
n≥1

∫
γn,k

|u0(λ)|p|dλ| < ∞.

So fix 1 ≤ k ≤ K and let d1, . . . , ds be the functions defined in Appendix B.3 for the
corresponding disk D(λk, αk) (the reader should pay attention to the fact that the dj ’s
depend on λk). Observe that the set N(λ) = {1 ≤ j ≤ s ; |dj(λ)| < 1} is constant on
Ω∩D(λk, αk). We will denote by N(Ω) this set and by n(Ω) its cardinal. Using a partial
fraction decomposition, for every λ ∈ D(λk, αk), we can write∏

j∈N(Ω)

1

z − dj(λ)−1
=

∑
j∈N(Ω)

cj(λ)

z − dj(λ)−1
,

where

(B.29) cj(λ) =
∏
ℓ̸=j

ℓ∈N(Ω)

1

dj(λ)−1 − dℓ(λ)−1
·

Recall that hλ,0 = f+λ (0)/f+λ . For every λ ∈ γn,k, we have

u0(λ) = ⟨g |f+λ (0)/f+λ ⟩p,q
= f+λ (0)

∑
j∈N(Ω)

cj(λ)
〈
g
∣∣∣φ(λ, z)−1(z − dj(λ)−1)−1

〉
p,q
,

where φ is the function given by Lemma B.9. Define a function ηj on D(λk, αk) × T by
setting

ηj(λ, z) =
φ(λ, z)−1 − φ(λ, |dj(λ)|dj(λ)−1)−1

z − dj(λ)−1
, λ ∈ D(λk, αk), z ∈ T.

Then, we have〈
g
∣∣∣φ(λ, z)−1(z − dj(λ)−1)−1

〉
p,q

= ⟨g |ηj(λ, ·)⟩p,q

+
〈
g
∣∣∣φ(λ, |dj(λ)|dj(λ)−1)−1(z − dj(λ)−1)−1

〉
p,q

= ⟨g |ηj(λ, ·)⟩p,q
+ φ(λ, |dj(λ)|dj(λ)−1)−1

〈
g
∣∣∣(z − dj(λ)−1)−1

〉
p,q

= ⟨g |ηj(λ, ·)⟩p,q
− dj(λ)φ(λ, |dj(λ)|dj(λ)−1)−1g(dj(λ)),

where the last equation follows from Equation (A.8) and the fact that dj(λ) ∈ D for every
j ∈ N(Ω). Then∣∣∣〈g ∣∣φ(λ, z)−1(z − dj(λ)−1)−1

〉
p,q

∣∣∣ ≤ ∥g∥Hp∥ηj(λ, ·)∥Lq(T) + |g(dj(λ))| sup
D(λk,αk)×T

|1/φ|.



HYPERCYCLICITY OF TOEPLITZ OPERATORS WITH SMOOTH SYMBOLS 91

Note that, by Lemma B.9, the function λ 7→ f+λ (0) belongs to A(Ω ∩ D(λk, αk)) and
supD(λk,αk)×T |1/φ| is finite. Moreover, by Equations (B.11) and (B.29), there exists a

constant C > 0 such that for every λ ∈ D(λk, αk) and for every 1 ≤ j ≤ nk, we have
|cj(λ)| ≤ C. Hence there exist two positive constants C1 and C2 such that, for every
λ ∈ Ω ∩D(λk, αk),

(B.30) |u0(λ)| ≤ C1∥g∥Hp

∑
j∈N(Ω)

∥ηj(λ, ·)∥Lq(T) + C2

∑
j∈N(Ω)

|g(dj(λ))|.

We state separately the next estimate needed to conclude the proof. Let us point out
that it is here where the condition ε > 1/p comes into play. The condition ε > 1/q will in
its turn be needed in the proof of Theorem B.18.

Fact B.16. There exists a constant C3 > 0 such that ∥ηj(λ, ·)∥Lq(T) ≤ C3.

Proof. Let β be such that 1/p < β < ε, and set γ = ε− β > 0. According to Lemma B.9,
the function 1/φl is of class Cγ from D(λk, αk) into Cβ(D). By Equation (A.10), there
exists M > 0 such that

sup
λ∈D(λk,αk)

∥1/φ(λ, ·)∥Cβ(D) ≤ M.

Hence we have, for every λ ∈ D(λk, αk) and for every z1, z2 ∈ D,

|φ(λ, z1)−1 − φ(λ, z2)−1| ≤ M |z1 − z2|β.
Thus, for every z ∈ T,

|ηj(λ, z)| ≤ M
|z − |dj(λ)|dj(λ)−1|β
|z − dj(λ)−1| ·

It can be easily checked that for every z ∈ T and w ∈ C∗, we have
∣∣∣z − w

|w|

∣∣∣ ≤ 2|z − w|,
which gives

|ηj(λ, z)| ≤ M2β|dj(λ)|1−β
1

|1− dj(λ)z|1−β
≤ 2M

1

|1− dj(λ)z|1−β
·

Define now, for every δ ∈ R, a function Jδ on D by setting

Jδ(z) =

∫
T

|dτ |
|1− τz|1+δ for every z ∈ D.

By [35, Th. 1.7], Jδ is bounded on D if δ < 0. Take δ = q(1−β)−1; since β > p−1 = 1−q−1,
we have δ < 0. Thus we get

∥ηj(λ, ·)∥qLq(T) ≤ (2M)q
∫

T

1

|1− dj(λ)τ |q(1−β)
|dτ | = (2M)qJδ(dj(λ)) ≤ Cq3 ,

where C3 = (2M) (supz∈D |Jδ(z)|)1/q < +∞. This proves Fact B.16. □

Getting back to our initial estimate of |u0(λ)|, by combining Equation (B.30) and
Fact B.16, we obtain that, for every λ ∈ D(λk, αk),

|u0(λ)| ≤ C1C3n(Ω)∥g∥Hp + C2

∑
j∈N(Ω)

|g(dj(λ))|.

Since ∫
γn

|dλ| −→
∫
∂Ω
|dλ| < ∞ as n→ +∞,
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in order to prove Equation (B.28) (and hence Equation (B.27)), it remains to show that

(B.31) sup
n≥1

∫
γn,k

|g(dj(λ))|p |dλ| < ∞.

Write γ′n,k = dj(γn,k). Using the change of variable w = dj(λ), or F̃ (w) = λ, (remind that

F̃ is a C1 diffeomorphism from D(λk, αk) onto its image), we have∫
γn,k

|g(dj(λ))|p |dλ| =

∫
γ′n,k

|g(w)|p|J
F̃
(w)| |dw|.

It follows then from Equation (B.10), that C4 = supn≥1 supw∈γ′n,k
|J
F̃
(w)| is finite, whence

we get ∫
γn,k

|g(dj(λ))|p |dλ| ≤ C4

∫
γ′n,k

|g(w)|p |dw|.

Now, since γ′n,k tends to dj(∂Ω ∩D(λk, αk)) ⊆ D with respect to the Hausdorff measure

on D, we get that, as n→∞,∫
γ′n,k

|g(w)|p |dw| −→
∫
dj(∂Ω∩D(λk,αk))

|g(w)|p |dw|.

Hence the proof of Equation (B.31) and thus Equation (B.27) will follow if we can prove
that for every j ∈ N(Ω) there exists a constant c > 0 such that for every g ∈ Hp, we have

(B.32)

∫
dj(∂Ω∩D(λk,αk))

|g(w)|p |dw| ≤ c∥g∥Hp .

Let ∆ be a connected component of ∂Ω ∩ D(λk, αk) \ {λk}. There exists a closed arc
α = {eiθ ; θ1 ≤ θ ≤ θ2} of T such that F is injective on α and ∆ = F (α). Then it follows

that dj(∆) is the image of [0, 1] by the map

u : t 7−→ u(t) = dj

(
F
(
eitθ2+(1−t)θ1

))
.

Since F is a C1 diffeomorphism from α to ∆ and dj is a C1 diffeomorphism from ∆ to

dj(∆), it follows that u is a C1 diffeomorphism from [0, 1] to dj(∆) and, in particular, u

is a C1 bi-Lipschitz map from [0, 1] to dj(∆). Hence by Proposition A.8, there exists a
constant c∆,p > 0 such that ∫

dj(∆)
|g(w)|p |dw| ≤ c∆,p∥g∥pHp .

If we now consider all the connected components ∆1, . . . ,∆m of ∂Ω∩D(λk, αk)\{λk}, we
get ∫

dj(∂Ω∩D(λk,αk)
|g(w)|p |dw| ≤ c∥g∥pHp ,

where c =
∑m

i=1 c∆i,p < +∞, and this proves Equation (B.32).

Finally, we can conclude that the function uj belongs to E
p(Ω+

j ) for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N−1,
and thus the N -tuple Ug = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 belongs to

⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ) for every g ∈ Hp.

It remains to prove that U is a bounded operator from Hp into
⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ). This is a

consequence of the Closed Graph Theorem. Suppose that (gn)n is a sequence of functions
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in Hp such that gn → 0 in Hp and Ugn −→ u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 in
⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ). Since

convergence in Ep(Ω+
j ) implies pointwise convergence on Ω+

j , we have

⟨gn |hλ,j⟩p,q −→ uj(λ) as n→∞ for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 and every λ ∈ Ω+
j .

But since gn → 0 in Hp, we also have that ⟨gn |hλ,j⟩p,q → 0, and thus uj(λ) = 0 for every

0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 and every λ ∈ Ω+
j . In other words, uj = 0 for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, ie.

u = 0. By the Closed Graph Theorem, this proves that U is bounded. □

Recall that hλ,j(z) = (Ukz̄)j(λ) for every z ∈ D and every λ ∈ Ω+
j , 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1.

Moreover, for every z ∈ D, the map λ 7−→ hλ,j(z) is in Ep(Ω+
j ). When assumption

(H2) holds, the functions hλ,j satisfy the boundary relation of Equation (B.20). Using
the density of the linear span of the Cauchy kernels kz, z ∈ D, and the continuity of
U , we will now prove that the range of U is contained in the subspace EpF consisting of

N -tuples u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 in
⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ) satisfying the following boundary relations: for
every 0 ≤ j < N − 1, we have

(B.33) uintj − ξuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on ∂Ω+
j+1 = Γ ∩ Ω+

j+1 =

N⋃
k=j+1

Γ+
k ,

where Γ = F (T) and Γ+
k = ∂Ω+

k for every 0 ≤ k ≤ N − 1 (see Appendix B.1).

Lemma B.17. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3’). Then

(1) EpF is a closed subspace of
⊕

0≤j≤N−1

Ep(Ω+
j );

(2) UHp ⊆ EpF .

Proof. (1) In order to prove that EpF is closed in
⊕

0≤j≤N−1E
p(Ω+

j ), consider a sequence

un = (un,j)0≤j≤N−1 of elements of EpF which tends to u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 in
⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ).

Then, for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, we have un,j → uj , as n→∞, in Ep(Ω+
j ).

According to Equation (B.3), recall that, for every v ∈ Ep(Ω+
j ), we have

∥v∥p
Ep(Ω+

j )
=

N∑
k=j+1

∥vint∥p
Lp(Γ+

k−1)
+

N∑
k=j+1

∥vext∥p
Lp(Γ+

k )
.

In particular, for every k ≥ j + 1, we have

∥uintn,j−ξuintn,j+1 − uextn,j − (uintj − ξuintj+1 − uextj )∥Lp(Γ+
k )

≤ ∥uintn,j − uintj ∥Lp(Γ+
k ) + ∥ξ(uintn,j+1 − uintj+1)∥Lp(Γ+

k ) + ∥uextn,j − uextj ∥Lp(Γ+
k )

≲ 2∥un,j − uj∥Ep(Ω+
j ) + ∥un,j+1 − uj+1∥Ep(Ω+

j+1)
.

Thus the sequence (uintn,j − ξuintn,j+1 − uextn,j )n tends to uintj − ξuintj+1 − uextj in Lp(Γ+
k ). In

particular, taking a sub-sequence if necessary, we may assume that

uintn,j − ξuintn,j − uextn,j −→ uintj − ξuintj+1 − uextj as n→ +∞, a.e. on Γ+
k .

But since (un,j)0≤j≤N−1 belongs to EpF , it follows that
uintj − ξuintj+1 − uextj = 0 a.e. on Γ+

k ,

which implies that u belongs to EpF .
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(2) Let z ∈ D. Then, according to Proposition B.14, Ukz = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 with

uj(λ) = hλ,j(z) for every λ ∈ Ω+
j .

By Corollary B.12, we have

hintλ,j − ξ(λ)hintλ,j+1 = hextλ,j for a.e. λ ∈ Γ ∩ Ω+
j+1,

which means that

uintj − ξuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on Γ ∩ Ω+
j+1.

In other words, Ukz belongs to EpF . The fact that UHp ⊆ EpF follows now from the
continuity of U and the density in Hp of the linear span of the functions kz, z ∈ D. □

The aim of the remaining sections is to show that under the hypothesis (H2), the
operator U is an isomorphism from Hp onto EpF . We start by introducing another operator
V which will be useful to construct the inverse of U . We will prove that this operator is
also bounded under the more general hypothesis (H2’). Let us mention here that in the
case where (H2’) holds, it is possible, using Equation (B.23), to show that the range of U
is also included in some subspace of

⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ) defined by some boundary relations.

B.5.2. Definition and continuity of V . For every λ ∈ C \F (T) and every integer m ≥ n =
windF (λ), let us define

(B.34) Gλ,m(z) = −zm−nF+
λ (z)−1 for every z ∈ D.

Recall that N = max{windF (λ) ; λ ∈ C \ F (T)}. For every g ∈ Hq and every 0 ≤ j ≤
N − 1, denote by vj the function defined on Ĉ \ (F (T) ∪ Ω+

j ) by

vj(λ) = ⟨Gλ,j |g⟩p,q for every λ ∈ Ĉ \ (F (T) ∪ Ω+
j ),

and by V g the N -tuple

V g = (vj)0≤j≤N−1.

It follows from Equation (B.25) that when F satisfies (H2), we have

(B.35) Gextλ,j+1 − ξ(λ)Gextλ,j = Gintλ,j+1 a.e. on F (T) \ ∂Ω+
j+1 =

j⋃
k=0

Γ+
k ,

for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. Indeed, for every z ∈ D, 0 ≤ k ≤ j, and for almost every λ ∈ Γ+
k ,

we have

Gextλ,j (z) = lim
µ→λ
µ∈Ωk

Gµ,j(z) = lim
µ→λ
µ∈Ωk

(
−zj−kF+

µ (z)−1
)

= −zj−kF+
λ,ext(z)

−1,

and

Gintλ,j+1(z) = lim
µ→λ

µ∈Ωk+1

Gµ,j+1(z) = lim
µ→λ

µ∈Ωk+1

(
−zj−kF+

µ (z)−1
)

= −zj−kF+
λ,int(z)

−1.

Recall now that equation (B.25) gives

F+
λ,int(z)

−1 = (z − ξ(λ))F+
λ,ext(z)

−1 for every z ∈ D,
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from which it follows that, for every 0 ≤ k ≤ j and for almost every λ ∈ Γ+
k

Gintλ,j+1(z) = −zj−k(z − ξ(λ))F+
λ,ext(z)

−1

= (z − ξ(λ))Gextλ,j (z)

= Gextλ,j+1(z)− ξ(λ)Gextλ,j (z),

which proves Equation (B.35).

Theorem B.18. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2’) and (H3’). The linear map V is well-defined

and bounded from Hq into the space
⊕

0≤j≤N−1

Eq0(Ĉ \ (F (T) ∪ Ω+
j )).

Proof. The proof is quite similar to that of Theorem B.15. The assumption ε > 1/q is
necessary in the present proof for exactly the same reason as the assumption ε > 1/p was
needed in the proof of Fact B.16. We leave the details to the reader. The only point which
requires an additional explanation is the following: when showing that each function vj
belongs to Eq0(Ĉ \ (F (T)∪Ω+

j )), we need to check that vj(λ)→ 0 as |λ| → ∞. So let λ be

such that |λ| ≥ 2∥F∥∞. In particular, windF (λ) = 0. Then for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, we
have

vj(λ) = ⟨Gλ,j |g⟩p,q = −⟨zjF+
λ (z)−1 |g⟩p,q.

So |vj(λ)| ≤ ∥zjF+
λ (z)−1∥p∥g∥q, and we need to bound the quantities ∥zjF+

λ (z)−1∥p for
|λ| ≥ 2∥F∥∞ in a suitable way.

We have F+
λ (z)−1 = 1

F (1)−λe
−Vλ(z), where

Vλ(z) = P+Uλ(z) =
1

2iπ

∫
T

Uλ(τ)

τ − z dτ for every z ∈ D

and

Uλ(e
is) =

∫ s

0
ieit

ψ′
λ(e

it)

ψλ(eit)
dt for every s ∈ [0, 2π).

Since we have here ψλ(z) = F (z)− λ, z ∈ T,

Uλ(e
is) =

∫ s

0
ieit

F ′(eit)

F (eit)− λ dt for every s ∈ [0, 2π).

Hence for |λ| ≥ 2∥F∥∞ and s, θ ∈ [0, 2π), we have

(B.36) |Uλ(eis)− Uλ(eiθ)| =

∣∣∣∣∫ s

θ
ieit

F ′(eit)

F (eit)− λ dt

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∥F ′∥∞
∥F∥∞

|s− θ| ≤ C1|eiθ − eit|,

where the constant C1 does not depend of λ.
Now, for t ∈ [0, 2π) and λ ∈ C \ F (T), denote by vλ,t(x) = Vλ(xe

it), x ∈ [0, 1). Then,
for every 0 < r < 1 and t ∈ [0, 2π), we have

Vλ(re
it) = Vλ(0) +

∫ r

0
v′λ,t(x) dx

with

v′λ,t(x) =
eit

2π

∫ 2π

0

eiθUλ(e
iθ)

(eiθ − xeit)2 dθ.

Since
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

eiθ

(eiθ − xeit)2 dθ = 0 for every x ∈ (0, 1),
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we deduce that

v′λ,t(x) =
eit

2π

∫ 2π

0

eiθ(Uλ(e
iθ)− Uλ(eit))

(eiθ − xeit)2 dθ,

and thus, by Equation (B.36), we have

|v′λ,t(x)| ≤
C1

2π

∫ 2π

0

|eiθ − eit|
|eiθ − xeit|2 dθ.

Now, the estimate |1− ei(t−θ)| ≤ 2|1− xei(t−θ)| yields that

(B.37) |v′λ,t(x)| ≤
C1

π

∫ 2π

0

1

|1− xei(t−θ)| dθ.

In order to estimate the integral on the right-hand side, we consider separately the cases
0 < x ≤ 1/2 and 1/2 < x ≤ 1. For 0 < x ≤ 1/2, we have |1 − xei(t−θ)| ≥ 1 − x ≥ 1/2,
whence

(B.38) |v′λ,t(x)| ≤ 4C1.

On the other hand, according to [13, Lemma 1.12.3], there exists a constant C2 independent
of x ∈ (1/2, 1) such that∫ 2π

0

1

|1− xei(t−θ)| dθ ≤ −C2 log(1− x) for every t ∈ [0, 2π) and x ∈ (1/2, 1),

whence it follows that

(B.39) |v′λ,t(x)| ≤ −C3 log(1− x) for every x ∈ (1/2, 1).

Therefore, putting together the estimates Equations (B.38) and (B.39), we get

|Vλ(reit)| ≤ |Vλ(0)|+
∫ r

0
|v′λ,t(x)| dx

≤ |Vλ(0)|+
∫ 1/2

0
|v′λ,t(x)| dx+

∫ 1

1/2
|v′λ,t(x)| dx

≤ |Vλ(0)|+ 2C1 − C2

∫ 1

1/2
log(1− x) dx

= |Vλ(0)|+ 2C1 − C2

∫ 1/2

0
log(x) dx.

We are now close to our goal. Observe that

|Uλ(eis)| ≤
∫ s

0

|F ′(eit)|
|F (eit)− λ| dt ≤

∥F ′∥∞
∥F∥∞

2π =: C3,

and it follows from this estimate that

|Vλ(0)| = |Ûλ(0)| ≤ ∥Uλ∥∞ ≤ C3.

Finally, if we take C4 = C3 + 2C1 − C2

∫ 1/2
0 log(x) dx < ∞, we see that for every z ∈ D,

and every |λ| ≥ 2∥F∥∞, we have
|Vλ(z)| ≤ C4.

Therefore

|F+
λ (z)−1| =

1

|F (1)− λ|e
−Re(Vλ(z)) ≤ 1

|F (1)− λ|e
|Vλ(z)| ≤ eC4

|F (1)− λ| ,
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where the constant C4 is independent of λ. We thus get

|vj(λ)| ≤ ∥zjF+
λ (z)−1∥p∥g∥q ≤

eC4

|F (1)− λ|∥g∥q,

from which we conclude that vj(λ) → 0 as |λ| → ∞. This terminates the proof of the
boundedness of V . □

B.5.3. Left invertibility of U . From now on, we will assume that F satisfies (H1),
(H2) and (H3’).

In order to show that U is left-invertible as an operator from Hp into EpF , we will embed
the range of U into the space Lp(Γ) and the range of V into the space Lq(Γ), where

Γ = F (T) =
N−1⋃
j=0

Γ+
j .

Given u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 ∈
⊕

0≤j≤N−1E
p(Ω+

j ), we define a function πint(u) on Γ by
setting

πint(u)(λ) = uintj (λ) for a.e λ ∈ Γ+
j , 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1,

and similarly for v = (vj)j≥N ∈
⊕

0≤j≤N−1E
q
0(Ĉ \ (F (T) ∪ Ω+

j )), we define a function

πext(v) on Γ by setting

πext(v)(λ) = vextj (λ) for a.e. λ ∈ Γ+
j , 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1.

The duality between Lp(Γ) and Lq(Γ) is given by

[ũ | ṽ]p,q =

∫
Γ
ũ(λ)ṽ(λ) dλ for every ũ ∈ Lp(Γ), ṽ ∈ Lq(Γ).

Lemma B.19. Let Γ = F (T). The operator πint is bounded from
⊕

0≤j≤N−1

Ep(Ω+
j ) into

Lp(Γ) and the operator πext is bounded from
⊕

0≤j≤N−1

Eq0(Ĉ \ (F (T) ∪ Ω+
j )) into Lq(Γ).

Moreover, we have

(B.40) [πintu |πextv]p,q =
1

2iπ

N−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
j

uintj (λ)vextj (λ) dλ.

for every u ∈ ⊕
0≤j≤N−1

Ep(Ω+
j ) and every v ∈ ⊕

0≤j≤N−1

Eq0(Ĉ \ (F (T) ∪ Ω+
j )).

Proof. Let u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 ∈
⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ). Note that according to Equation (B.3), we
have

∥uintj ∥pLp(Γ+
j )
≤ ∥uj∥pEp(Ω+

j )
.

Thus we get

∥πintu∥pLp(Γ) =

N−1∑
j=0

∥uintj ∥pLp(Γ+
j )
≤

N−1∑
j=0

∥uj∥pEp(Ω+
j )

= ∥u∥p,

where the norm of u is taken in the space
⊕
Ep(Ω+

j ). This shows that the operator πint
is bounded. A similar argument shows that πext is bounded too.
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Now, since
⋃N−1
j=0 Γ+

j is a partition of Γ (up to a finite set of points) we have

[πintu |πextv]p,q =
1

2iπ

N−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
j

πint(u)(λ)πext(v)(λ) dλ

=
1

2iπ

N−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
j

uintj (λ)vextj (λ) dλ,

which gives Equation (B.40) and ends the proof of the lemma. □

Now we can prove that U is left-invertible on Hp.

Theorem B.20. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3’). For every g1 ∈ Hp and every
g2 ∈ Hq, we have

(B.41) [πintUg1 |πextV g2]p,q = ⟨g1 |g2⟩p,q.
In particular, we have

(πextV )∗πintU = IHp .

Proof. Since πint, πext, U and V are bounded operators on their respective domains by
Lemma B.19 and Theorems B.15 and B.18 respectively, it is sufficient to check Equa-
tion (B.41) for two Cauchy kernels g1 and g2 (remember that the linear span of Cauchy
kernels kz, z ∈ D, is dense both in Hp and in Hq). So let g1 = kz1 and g2 = kz2 , where
z1, z2 ∈ D. By Equation (A.8), we have Ukz1 = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 with

uj(λ) = ⟨kz1 |hλ,j⟩p,q = hλ,j(z1) for every λ ∈ Ω+
j , 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1

and V kz2 = (vj)j≥N with

vj(λ) = ⟨Gλ,j |kz2⟩p,q = Gλ,j(z2) for every λ ∈ Ĉ \ (F (T) ∩ Ω+
j ), 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1.

As already noted in Appendix B.1, the interior component at a point λ ∈ Γ+
j is a connected

component of Ω+
j , and the exterior component is a connected component of C\(F (T)∪Ω+

j ).

Thus we have uintj (λ) = hintλ,j(z1) and v
ext
j (λ) = Gextλ,j (z2). By Equation (B.40), we have

(B.42) [πintUkz1 |πextV kz2 ]p,q =
1

2iπ

N−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
j

hintλ,j(z1)G
ext
λ,j (z2) dλ.

Recalling that the functions hλ,j are defined for λ ∈ Ω+
j as hλ,j(z) = zjf+λ (0)/f+λ (z), z ∈ D,

we observe that this definition can in fact be extended to any λ ∈ C \ F (T) (although the
resulting functions are not eigenvectors of T ∗

F anymore) and they also satisfies the boundary
relation Equation (B.20) almost everywhere also on Γ.

Recall now, that for 0 ≤ j ≤ N , we denote by Ωj the set

Ωj = {λ ∈ C \ F (T) ; windF (λ) = j}.
Since windF is locally constant on C \ F (T), the sets Ωj are open sets and they form a
partition of C \ F (T). We can now define an analytic function on C \ F (T) by setting

Φ(λ) = hλ,j(z1)Gλ,j(z2) for every λ ∈ Ωj , 0 ≤ j ≤ N.
For 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 and λ ∈ Γ+

j , according to Equation (B.2), we have

Φint(λ) = lim
µ→λ

µ∈Ωj+1

Φ(µ) = lim
µ→λ

µ∈Ωj+1

hµ,j+1(z1)Gµ,j+1(z2) = hintλ,j+1(z1)G
int
λ,j+1(z2),
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and similarly

Φext(λ) = lim
µ→λ
µ∈Ωj

Φ(µ) = lim
µ→λ
µ∈Ωj

hµ,j(z1)Gµ,j(z2) = hextλ,j (z1)G
ext
λ,j (z2).

Observe that, for almost every λ ∈ Γ+
j , we have

hintλ,j(z1)(1− z1ξ(λ)) = hextλ,j (z1),

whence
hintλ,j+1(z1) =

z1
1− z1ξ(λ)

hextλ,j (z1).

On the other hand, Equation (B.35) gives that for almost every λ ∈ Γ+
j , we also have

Gintλ,j+1(z2) = (z2 − ξ(λ))Gextλ,j (z2).

Thus

Φint(λ) =
z1(z2 − ξ(λ))
1− z1ξ(λ)

hextλ,j (z1) ·Gextλ,j (z2),

and we obtain that

(B.43) Φint(λ0) =
z1(z2 − ξ(λ0))
1− z1ξ(λ0)

Φext(λ0) for a.e. λ0 ∈ Γ.

For 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, let now (Kn)n be a sequence of compact sets contained in Ωj+1 such
that Kn converges to Ωj+1. Let γn = ∂Kn, and consider the positive orientation on γn;
that is, when we travel along the curve γn, the compact set Kn remains on the left side.

By Cauchy’s Theorem, since Φ is analytic on Ωj+1, we have

1

2iπ

∫
γn

Φ(λ) dλ = 0.

Moreover, using Equation (B.4) as n→∞, we have

1

2iπ

∫
γn

Φ(λ) dλ −→ 1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j

Φint(λ) dλ− 1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j+1

Φext(λ) dλ,

whence

(B.44)
1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j+1

Φext(λ) dλ− 1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j

Φint(λ) dλ = 0,

where the integral over Γ+
j+1 should be replaced by 0 when j = N−1 (recall that Γ+

N = ∅).
Plugging Equation (B.43) into Equation (B.44), we get that for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1,

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j+1

Φext(λ) dλ− 1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j

z1(z2 − ξ(λ))
1− z1ξ(λ)

Φext(λ) dλ = 0.

Remarking that
z1(z2 − ξ(λ))
1− z1ξ(λ)

=
z1z2 − 1

1− z1ξ(λ)
+ 1, we obtain

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j+1

Φext(λ) dλ− 1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j

Φext(λ) dλ =
z1z2 − 1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j

Φext(λ)

1− z1ξ(λ)
dλ.

Summing over 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 yields

(B.45)
1− z1z2

2iπ

N−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
j

Φext(λ)

1− z1ξ(λ)
dλ =

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
0

Φext(λ) dλ.
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Let us now compute the right-hand side integral in Equation (B.45). Since the winding
number of the curve Γ+

0 at the point ∞ is equal to −1, the Residue Theorem implies that

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
0

Φext(λ) dλ = −Res∞(Φ),

where Res∞(Φ) is the residue of Φ at infinity. Let us now check that Res∞(Φ) = −1.
Going back to the definitions of the functions hλ,j and Gλ,j , we see that Φ(λ) can also

be written as
Φ(λ) = −zwindF (λ)

1 f+λ (0)f+λ (z1)
−1F+

λ (z2)
−1.

Now, for |λ| sufficient large, using the definitions of f+λ and F+
λ , we have

Φ(λ) = − 1

F (1)− λ exp

(
− z1
2iπ

∫
T

uλ(τ)

τ(τ − z1)
dτ − 1

2iπ

∫
T

Uλ(τ)

τ − z2
dτ

)
.

Hence we deduce that for |λ| sufficiently small,

(B.46) − 1

λ2
Φ

(
1

λ

)
=

1

λ

1

λF (1)− 1
exp

(
− z1
2iπ

∫
T

u 1
λ
(τ)

τ(τ − z1)
dτ − 1

2iπ

∫
T

U 1
λ
(τ)

τ − z2
dτ

)
.

Note now that

u 1
λ
(eis) =

∫ s

0
ieit

f ′(eit)

f(eit)− 1
λ

dt = λ

∫ s

0

ieitf ′(eit)

λf(eit)− 1
dt,

and that we have a similar formula for U 1
λ
(eis). Hence the function

λ 7−→ − z1
2iπ

∫
T

u 1
λ
(τ)

τ(τ − z1)
dτ − 1

2iπ

∫
T

U 1
λ
(τ)

τ − z2
dτ

is analytic in a neighborhood of zero and vanishes at zero. Therefore it follows from
Equation (B.46) that

Res∞(Φ) = Res0

(
− 1

λ2
Φ

(
1

λ

))
= −1.

Thus Equation (B.45) reads now as

(B.47)
1− z1z2

2iπ

N−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
j

Φext(λ)

1− z1ξ(λ)
dλ = 1.

As already noted, for almost every λ ∈ Γ+
j , we have Φext(λ) = hextλ,j (z1)G

ext
λ,j (z2). On the

other hand, according to Corollary B.12, we have (1− ξ(λ)z)hintλ,j(z) = hextλ,j (z), whence it
follows that

Φext(λ)

1− z1ξ(λ)
= (1− z1ξ(λ))−1hextλ,j (z1)G

ext
λ,j (z2) = hintλ,j(z1)G

ext
λ,j (z2).

Thus

1− z1z2
2iπ

N−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
j

hintλ,j(λ)(z1)G
ext
λ,j (z2) dλ = 1

by Equation (B.47). Combining this with Equations (A.8) and (B.42), we can conclude
that

[πintUkz1 |πextV kz2 ]p,q =
1

1− z1z2
= ⟨kz1 |kz2⟩p,q,
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which proves the result we were looking for. □

Theorem B.20 implies that when F satisfies assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3’), the
operator U is an isomorphism onto its range.

B.5.4. Right invertibility of U . Recall that Ran(U) ⊆ EpF and that we proved in the
previous subsection that U is one to one from Hp into EpF . Our goal here is to prove that
Ran(U) = EpF , i.e. that the operator U is surjective from Hp to EpF . To prove this, we will
check that the left-inverse of U obtained in the previous subsection is also the right-inverse
of U . This statement is given by the following theorem.

Theorem B.21. Assume that F satisfies (H1), (H2) and (H3’). Then for every u ∈ EpF ,
we have U(πextV )∗πint(u) = u.

In order to prove this theorem, the first step is to describe explicitly (πextV )∗πint, which
is done in the next result.

Lemma B.22. For every u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 ∈
⊕N−1

j=0 Ep(Ω+
j ) and every z ∈ D, we have

((πextV )∗πintu)(z) =

N−1∑
j=0

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j

uintj (λ)Gextλ,j (z) dλ.

Proof. Fix z ∈ D. According to Equation (A.8), we have

((πextV )∗πintu)(z) = ⟨kz |(πextV )∗πintu⟩p,q = [πextV kz |πintu]p,q .
As we already observed in the proof of Theorem B.20, we have

(πextV kz)(λ) = Gextλ,j (z) for every λ ∈ Γ+
j .

Hence

((πextV )∗πintu)(z) =
N−1∑
j=0

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
j

uintj (λ)Gextλ,j (z) dλ. □

In order to check that for every u ∈ EpF , we have U(πextV )∗πint(u) = u, we need to
introduce a family of polynomials orthogonal to eigenvectors of T ∗

F .

For every λ ∈ C \ Γ, and every integer m ≥ 0, define

(B.48) ρλ,m = P+(z
mF−

λ ),

where we recall that F−1
λ is the function defined in Equation (B.6). By Equations (B.8)

and (B.34), we have for every m ≥ windF (λ) = n

(λ− TF )Gλ,m = (TF − λ)(zm−n(F+
λ )−1) = TF−

λ
(F+

λ z
nzm−n(F+

λ )−1)(B.49)

= P+(z
mF−

λ ) = ρλ,m.

Fix m ≥ 0. By Lemma B.3, we have

(B.50) ρλ,m = P+

(
zm

f+λ (1/z)

f+λ (0)

)
= P+(z

mhλ,0(z
−1)−1),

where we still denote by hλ,0 the function hλ,0(z) = f+λ (0)/f+λ (z), z ∈ D, even if windF (λ) =

0. Since h−1
λ,0 belongs to A(D), we can expand h−1

λ,0 as a series

hλ,0(z)
−1 =

∞∑
j=0

pj(λ)z
j ,
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where the sequence (pj(λ))j≥0 belongs to ℓ2(N). Then

(B.51) ρλ,m(z) = P+

zm ∞∑
j=0

pj(λ)z
−j

 =
m∑
ℓ=0

pm−ℓ(λ)z
ℓ.

In particular, we see that for fixed λ ∈ C \ Γ and m ≥ 0, the function z 7−→ ρλ,m(z) is a
polynomial of degree m (observe that p0(λ) = hλ,0(0)

−1 = 1).

Lemma B.23. For every λ ∈ C \ Γ, every m ≥ 0 and every j ≥ 0, we have

⟨zjhλ,0 |ρλ,m⟩p,q = δj,m,

where δj,m = 1 if j = m and δj,m = 0 if j ̸= m.

Proof. According to Equation (B.50), we have

⟨zjhλ,0 |ρλ,m⟩p,q = ⟨zjhλ,0 |P+(z
mhλ,0(z

−1)−1)⟩p,q
= ⟨zjhλ,0 |zmhλ,0(z−1)−1⟩p,q

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
eijθhλ,0(e

iθ)e−imθhλ,0(e
iθ)−1 dθ

=
1

2π

∫ 2π

0
ei(j−m)θ dθ = δj,m.

□

Observe that, according to Lemma B.1, for a fixed z ∈ D, the function λ 7−→ ρλ,m(z) is
analytic on C \ Γ. Moreover, since

(B.52) pj(λ) = ⟨hλ,0(z)−1 |zj⟩p,q =
〈 f+λ
f+λ (0)

∣∣∣zj〉
p,q
,

using Remark B.10 and Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, we see that for each

component Ω of Ĉ \ Γ, the functions pj admit continuous extensions to ∂Ω.

According to Corollary B.12 (recall that F satisfies (H2)), we have

hextλ,0(z)
−1(1− zξ(λ)) = hintλ,0(z)

−1 a.e. on Γ.

Remark that this is exactly the boundary relation of Corollary B.12 written for j = 0,
except for the fact that in Corollary B.12 it is valid on ∂Ω+

1 only. But extending hλ,0 to
C \ Γ as we did above, we see that it is actually valid almost everywhere on Γ.

Hence by Equation (B.52), we have for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1 that

pextj+1 − ξpextj = pintj+1 a.e. on Γ.

Plugging this equality into Equation (B.51), we get

(B.53) ρextλ,j+1(z)− ξ(λ)ρextλ,j (z) = ρintλ,j+1(z), z ∈ D for a.e. λ ∈ Γ.

Moreover, since pl belongs to A(Ω) for every connected component Ω of Ĉ \ Γ, Equa-
tion (B.51) implies that for a fixed z ∈ D, the function λ 7−→ ρλ,j(z) lies in Eq(Ω+

0 ) for
every j ≥ 0.

Since ρλ,0(z) = p0(λ) = hλ,0(0)
−1 = 1 for every z ∈ D, we also have have

(B.54) ρintλ,0 = ρextλ,0.
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Lemma B.24. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3’). Let u ∈ EpF and z ∈ D. Fix also
0 ≤ n ≤ N − 1 and a point µ ∈ Ωn+1. Then

N−1∑
m=0

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

uintm (λ)ρextλ,m(z)

λ− µ dλ =

n∑
j=0

uj(µ)ρµ,j(z).

Proof. Fix z ∈ D and µ ∈ Ωn+1. In order to simplify the notation, we write ṽj(λ) = ρλ,j(z)
and (although these formula do not necessarily correspond to boundary values of functions
in a Smirnov space)

vextj (λ) =
ṽextj (λ)

λ− µ , vintj (λ) =
ṽintj (λ)

λ− µ , wintj = uintj vintj and wextj = uextj vextj .

Since u ∈ EpF , we have for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1,

uintj = uextj + ξuintj+1 a.e. on Γ ∩ Ω+
j+1 =

N⋃
k=j+1

Γ+
k ,

and, according to Equation (B.53),

vextj+1 − vintj+1 = ξvextj a.e. on Γ.

Hence we have almost everywhere on Γ ∩ Ω+
j+1

uintj vextj = uextj vextj + ξvextj uintj+1 = uextj vextj + (vextj+1 − vintj+1)u
int
j+1,

which gives

uintj vextj − uintj+1v
ext
j+1 + wintj+1 = wextj a.e. on Γ ∩ Ω+

j+1.

Let 0 ≤ m ≤ N − 1. Summing these equalities for 0 ≤ j ≤ m− 1, and remembering that
Ω+
m ⊆ Ω+

j , we obtain

uint0 vext0 − uintm vextm +

m∑
j=1

wintj =

m−1∑
j=0

wextj a.e. on Γ ∩ Ω+
m,

that is

uintm vextm = uint0 vext0 +
m∑
j=1

wintj −
m−1∑
j=0

wextj a.e. on Γ ∩ Ω+
m.

Denote by I the integral

I =

N−1∑
m=0

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

uintm (λ)ρextm,λ(z)

λ− µ dλ.
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Then

I =
N−1∑
m=0

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

uint0 (λ)vext0 (λ) dλ+
N−1∑
m=0

1

2iπ

m∑
j=1

∫
Γ+
m

wintj (λ) dλ

−
N−1∑
m=0

1

2iπ

m−1∑
j=0

∫
Γ+
m

wextj (λ) dλ

=

N−1∑
m=0

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

uint0 (λ)vext0 (λ) dλ+

N−1∑
j=1

N−1∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

wintj (λ) dλ

−
N−2∑
j=0

N−1∑
m=j+1

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

wextj (λ) dλ.

Note that

N−2∑
j=0

N−1∑
m=j+1

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

wextj (λ) dλ =

N−2∑
j=0

N−2∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m+1

wextj (λ) dλ.

Hence

I =
N−1∑
m=0

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

(uint0 (λ)vext0 (λ)− wint0 (λ)) dλ

+
N−1∑
j=0

N−1∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

wintj (λ) dλ−
N−2∑
j=0

N−2∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m+1

wextj (λ) dλ.

Since Γ+
N = ∅, we have

N−1∑
j=0

N−1∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

wintj (λ) dλ−
N−2∑
j=0

N−2∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m+1

wextj (λ) dλ

=

N−1∑
j=0

N−1∑
m=j

1

2iπ

(∫
Γ+
m

wintj (λ) dλ−
∫
Γ+
m+1

wextj (λ) dλ

)
.

Observe now that uj ṽj ∈ E1(Ω+
m) for m ≥ j. Then by Cauchy’s formula for functions in

E1(Ω+
m) (see [25, Th. 10.4]), we get that

1

2iπ

(∫
Γ+
m

wintj (λ) dλ−
∫
Γ+
m+1

wextj (λ) dλ

)
=

1

2iπ

(∫
Γ+
m

uintj (λ)ṽj
int(λ)

λ− µ dλ

−
∫
Γ+
m+1

uextj (λ)ṽj
ext(λ)

λ− µ dλ

)

=
1

2iπ

∫
∂Ωm+1

uj(λ)ṽj(λ)

λ− µ dλ

=

{
0 if m ̸= n

uj(µ)ṽj(µ) if m = n.
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Hence

N−1∑
j=0

N−1∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m

wintj (λ) dλ−
N−2∑
j=0

N−2∑
m=j

1

2iπ

∫
Γ+
m+1

wextj (λ) dλ =

n∑
j=0

uj(µ)ṽj(µ).

Now it remains to observe that vext0 = vint0 a.e. (according to equation (B.54)), whence it
follows that uint0 vext0 − wint0 = uint0 vext0 − uint0 vint0 = 0 a.e.. Therefore, we conclude that

I =

n∑
j=0

uj(µ)ṽj(µ),

which is the equality we wanted to prove. □

We will now check the right invertibility of U .

Proof of Theorem B.21. Observe that, according to Lemma B.4, for every µ ∈ σ(TF ) \
F (T), for every λ ∈ C \ F (T), and every 0 ≤ m < windF (µ), we have

T ∗
F−λhµ,m = (µ− λ)hµ,m.

Hence, for 0 ≤ m < windF (µ), ℓ ≥ windF (λ) and λ ̸= µ, we get

⟨Gλ,ℓ |hµ,m⟩p,q =
1

µ− λ⟨Gλ,ℓ |T
∗
F−λhµ,m⟩p,q

=
1

µ− λ⟨TF−λGλ,ℓ |hµ,m⟩p,q

=
1

λ− µ⟨ρλ,ℓ |hµ,m⟩p,q,

the last equality following from Equation (B.49).
Let now u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 be an element of EpF . Write U((πextV )∗πintu) = (rj), with

rj ∈ Ep(Ω+
j ) for every 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1. By the definition of U , we have

rj(µ) = ⟨(πextV )∗πintu |hµ,j⟩p,q = [πintu |πextV hµ,j ]p,q for every µ ∈ Ω+
j .

Now, observe that if we write V hµ,j = (vℓ)0≤ℓ≤N−1, we have, by the definition of V ,

vℓ(λ) = ⟨Gλ,ℓ |hµ,j⟩p,q =
1

λ− µ⟨ρλ,ℓ |hµ,m⟩p,q for every λ ∈ Ĉ \ (F (T) ∪ Ω+
ℓ ).

Thus, for almost all λ ∈ Γ+
ℓ , we have

πext(V hµ,j)(λ) = vextℓ (λ) =
1

λ− µ⟨ρ
ext
λ,ℓ |hµ,m⟩p,q,

which yields, by Lemma B.22, that

rj(µ) =
1

2iπ

N−1∑
ℓ=0

∫
Γ+
ℓ

uintℓ (λ)

λ− µ ⟨ρ
ext
λ,ℓ |hµ,j⟩p,q dλ.

Observe that the function

z 7−→
∫
Γ+
ℓ

uintℓ (λ)ρextλ,ℓ (z)

λ− µ dλ
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belongs to Hp (because it is actually a polynomial). Thus, by continuity of the bilinear
form ⟨·| ·⟩p,q, we get

rj(µ) =
1

2iπ

N−1∑
ℓ=0

∫
Γ+
ℓ

uintℓ (λ)

λ− µ ⟨ρ
ext
λ,ℓ |hµ,j⟩p,q dλ

=

〈
N−1∑
ℓ=0

∫
Γ+
ℓ

uintℓ (λ)ρextλ,ℓ

λ− µ dλ

∣∣∣∣∣hµ,j
〉
p,q

.

Now, it follows from Lemma B.24 that, for every z ∈ D and every µ ∈ Ωk, with k ≥ j+1,
we have

N−1∑
ℓ=0

∫
Γ+
ℓ

uintℓ (λ)ρextλ,ℓ (z)

λ− µ dλ =
k−1∑
ℓ=0

uℓ(µ)ρµ,ℓ(z).

Hence

rj(µ) =

k−1∑
ℓ=0

uℓ(µ)⟨ρµ,ℓ |hµ,j⟩p,q.

Finally, Lemma B.23 implies that

rj(µ) = uj(µ) for every µ ∈ Ωk, k ≥ j + 1.

In other words, rj(µ) = uj(µ) for every µ ∈ Ω+
j , which means that rj = uj , and we have

shown that U(πextV )∗πint(u) = u. □

We now have everything we need to prove the main result of [51].

B.5.5. Summary. We denote byMλ the multiplication by the independent variable on EpF ,
that is, if u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 ∈ EpF , then

Mλu = (vj)0≤j≤N−1, with vj(λ) = λuj(λ) for every λ ∈ Ω+
j .

It is not difficult to see that Mλ is a bounded operator on EpF . More generally, if φ

is a bounded analytic function on the interior
◦

σ(TF ) of the spectrum of TF , then the
multiplication by φ is a bounded operator on EpF satisfying ∥Mφ∥ ≤ ∥φ∥∞. Indeed,

if u = (uj)0≤j≤N−1 ∈ EpF , then we obviously have φuj ∈ Ep(Ω+
j ) and ∥φuj∥Ep(Ω+

j ) ≤

∥φ∥∞∥uj∥Ep(Ω+
j ). Moreover, since

(
Γ ∩ Ω+

j+1

)
\ O ⊂

◦
σ(TF ), we get immediately that

φint = φext almost everywhere on Γ ∩ Ω+
j+1, 0 ≤ j ≤ N − 1, and it is clear that φuj

satisfies the boundary conditions in Equation (B.33). Thus we deduce that φu ∈ EpF and

∥φu∥pEp
F

=

N−1∑
j=0

∥φuj∥pEp(Ω+
j )
≤ ∥φ∥p∞

N−1∑
j=0

∥uj∥pEp(Ω+
j )

= ∥φ∥p∞∥u∥pEp
F
,

meaning that Mφ is bounded on EpF with ∥Mφ∥ ≤ ∥φ∥∞.

Theorem B.25. Let F satisfy (H1), (H2) and (H3’), and let p > 1. Then

(1) The operator U is an isomorphism from Hp onto EpF .
(2) We have

UTF = MλU.
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(3) TF admits an H∞(
◦

σ(TF )) functional calculus, and there exists a constant C > 0
such that

∥φ(TF )∥ ≤ C∥φ∥∞ for every φ ∈ H∞(
◦

σ(TF )).

Proof. The fact that U is an isomorphism from Hp onto EpF follows immediately from
Theorems B.20 and B.21. The fact (2) has already been proved in Proposition B.14 (1).

Now, given a bounded analytic function φ on Ω =
◦

σ(TF ), we can define φ(TF ) = U−1MφU .
Then φ(TF ) is well-defined on Hp, and we have

∥φ(TF )∥ ≤ ∥U∥∥U−1∥∥Mφ∥ ≤ ∥U∥∥U−1∥∥φ∥∞.
It is then not difficult to check that φ 7−→ φ(TF ) defines anH

∞(Ω) functional calculus. □

B.6. From Appendix B to Section 2. In this very last section, we explain the change
of notation which allows us to go from the setting of Appendix B to the setting of Section 2.

Let F be a symbol satisfying assumptions (H1), (H2) and (H3) - in particular, F
is negatively wound; these are the standing assumptions in the first sections of the
paper. Let f ∈ L∞(T) be defined as f(z) = F (1/z), z ∈ T. Then f satisfies assumptions
(H1), (H2) and (H3’). If TF is seen as acting on Hp, p > 1, then Tf = T ∗

F acts on Hq.
Theorem B.25 applies to f , allowing us to define the operator U from Hq into Eqf , where E

q
f

is the set of N -tuples of functions (uj)0≤j≤N−1 with uj ∈ Eq(Ω+
j ) satisfying the boundary

relations

uintj − ζuintj+1 = uextj a.e. on ∂Ω+
j+1,

where ζ = f−1 on f(T) \ O, O denoting the set of self-intersection points of the curve
f(T) (which is the same as the set of self-intersection points of the curve F (T)). Since
f(ζ(λ)) = λ for every λ ∈ F (T) \ O, F (1/ζ(λ)) = λ, i.e. ζ = 1/F−1 on F (T) \ O (cf. the
definition of ζ at the end of Section 2.3). The space Eqf is denoted by EqF in Section 2.

We have then UTf = MλU , where Mλ is the multiplication operator by λ on Eqf , i.e.
UT ∗

F =MλU : this is exactly the relation T ∗
F = U−1MλU given in Theorem 2.2.

The eigenvectors hλ,j of TF defined by Equation (2.4) are exactly those given by Equa-
tion (B.9), since the fonction F from Section 2 plays the role of the function f from
Appendix B.

The same correspondence is in force when the symbol F from Section 6 is supposed to
satisfy assumption (H2’) rather than (H2) (besides assumptions (H1) and (H3), of course).
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