arXiv:2207.09015v2 [math.FA] 25 Jul 2022

COMPOSITION-DIFFERENTIATION OPERATORS ON THE DIRICHLET SPACE

ROBERT F. ALLEN^1, KATHERINE C. HELLER^2, AND MATTHEW A. PONS^2

ABSTRACT. We investigate composition-differentiation operators acting on the Dirichlet space of the unit disk. Specifically, we determine characterizations for bounded, compact, and Hilbert-Schmidt composition-differentiation operators. In addition, for particular classes of inducing maps, we derive an adjoint formula, compute the norm, and identify the spectrum.

1. INTRODUCTION

For a space X of functions analytic on the unit disk and for a self-map φ of the unit disk, we define the composition operator C_φ on X by C_φ(f) = f ∘ φ. The study of such operators has been ongoing for fifty years. Recently, a new variation of this operator has come under investigation. Defining D to be the operator of differentiation, several researchers have undertaken a study of the two operators DC_φ and C_φD and we point to [6], [9], [14], and [15]. These studies have focused on the Hardy, Bergman, and Bloch spaces. Our goal is to extend parts of this study to the Dirichlet space of the unit disk.

On many of the spaces mentioned above, the operator D is unbounded and this behavior persists on the Dirichlet space. As a result of this, we adopt the convention from [6] and define the composition-differentiation operator D_φ(f) = C_φD(f) = f^′ ∘ φ. Throughout the sections that follow, we will examine when these operators are bounded, compact, and Hilbert-Schmidt on the Dirichlet space. We then restrict our attention to two specific classes of symbols. For linearfractional maps with ‖φ‖_∞ < 1, we examine the adjoint of D_φ. For maps induced by monomials, φ(z) = az^M where |a| < 1 and M ∈ N, we determine the norm and spectrum of D_φ. We also point to instances where our methods will extend to other spaces of interest.

In [16], the author studies composition operators from the Hardy space into the Dirichlet space and when such operators are bounded, compact, and Hilbert-Schmidt. One byproduct of our results extends this work to composition operators from the Bergman space into the Dirichlet space.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Let D = {z ∈ C : |z| < 1} be the open unit disk in the complex plane and H(D) be the set of all functions analytic on D. A function f ∈ H(D) is in the Dirichlet space D provided f has a finite Dirichlet integral, i.e. ∫ D |f^′(z)|^2 dA(z) < ∞,

1 DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS & STATISTICS, UNIVERSITY OF WISCONSIN-LA CROSSE 2 DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS & ACTUARIAL SCIENCE, NORTH CENTRAL COLLEGE E-mail address: rallen@@uwlax.edu, kheller@noctrl.edu, mapons@noctrl.edu. 2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. primary: 47B33. Key words and phrases. Composition operators, Differentiation. 1

where dA is normalized Lebesgue area measure. Occasionally we will use the symbol ‖f‖_{D0} to denote the Dirichlet integral of f. If f(z) = ∞∑ n=0 a_nz^n is the power series representation for f, then

‖f‖^2_D = |f(0)|^2 + ∫ D |f^′(z)|^2 dA(z) = |a_0|^2 + ∞∑ n=1 n|a_n|^2. From this it is clear that we can view the Dirichlet space as a weighted Hardy space given by the weight sequence β(0) = 1 and β(n) = n^{1/2} for n ≥ 1; see [5, Chapter 2] for more details. The generating function for this weight sequence is given by k(z) = ∞∑ n=0 z^n β(n)^2

= 1 + log 1 1 − z and hence the reproducing kernel function for the Dirichlet space (with norm and inner product induced by the given weight sequence) is

K_w(z) = k(wz) = 1 + log 1 1 − wz . With this, for each f ∈ D, we have f(w) = ⟨f, K_w⟩_D, where ⟨f, g⟩_D = f(0)g(0) + ∫ D f^′(z)g^′(z) dA(z) = a_0b_0 + ∞∑ n=1 na_nb_n. Furthermore, the kernel function for evaluation of the first derivative is given by

K^{(1)}_w (z) = d dw k(wz) = z 1 − wz and f^′(w) = ⟨f, K^{(1)}_w ⟩_D for each f ∈ D.

Also recall the Bergman space of the disk A^2 is defined to be those functions analytic in the disk with ∫ D |f(z)|^2 dA(z) < ∞. Thus f ∈ D if and only if f^′ ∈ A^2. The Bergman space is a functional Hilbert space and thus point evaluations are bounded ([5, Chapter 2]).

As we study composition-differentiation operators on D, we will need to employ a specific counting function. If φ is self-map of D, for w ∈ D, we set n_φ(w) to be the cardinality of the set {φ^{−1}(w)}; we note that n_φ(w) = 0 for w ∉ φ(D). By making a change of variables and using the fact that

D_φ(f) = f^′ ∘ φ we see that

‖D_φf‖^2_D = |f^′(φ(0))|^2 + ∫ D |(f^′ ∘ φ)^′(z)|^2 dA(z)

= |f^′(φ(0))|^2 + ∫ D |f^{′′}(φ(z))|^2|φ^′(z)|^2 dA(z) = |f^′(φ(0))|^2 + ∫ D |f^{′′}(w)|^2n_{φ(w)} dA(w). (2.1)

To characterize bounded and compact composition-differentiation operators, we will employ Carleson measures. For 0 ≤ θ < 2π and 0 < h < 1, define the standard Carleson set S(θ, h) by S(θ, h) = {z ∈ D : |z − e^{iθ}| < h}. Our results center around these sets, but one can verify equivalent results using Carleson rectangles or pseudohyperbolic disks.

For a ∈ D, recall the involution automorphism φ_a given by

φ_a(z) = a − z 1 − az satisfies |φ^′_a(z)| = 1 − |a|^2 |1 − az|^2 . These maps are bijections of the disk onto itself and are self-inverses. More generally, we will consider linear fractional self-maps of the disk, i.e. maps of the form φ(z) = az + b cz + d (2.2)

that map the disk into itself. We point to [17, Chapter 0] for more details. We will only be interested in non-constant maps of the disk into itself, and for maps of the form above, it is necessary that |cz + d| be bounded away from zero throughout the disk. Additionally, we define the companion map σ_φ(z) = σ(z) = az − c −bz + d . (2.3)

It is simple to show that σ is also a self-map of the disk whenever φ is. This companion map occurs frequently when considering the adjoint of a composition operator with linear fractional symbol acting on a variety of spaces and the interested reader is encouraged to consider [4, 10, 7, 8] Finally, for two quantities A(x) and B(x), we say that A(x) ∼= B(x) to mean there exist positive constants C_1 and C_2 such that C_1A(x) ≤ B(x) ≤ C_2A(x) for all x in some specified range.

3. BOUNDED COMPOSITION-DIFFERENTIATION OPERATORS ON D We begin with a result that is often referenced without proof but we include a proof for the sake of completeness. The result for T = C_φ appears as Exercise 1.1.1 in [5].

Proposition 3.1. Suppose X and Y are functional Banach spaces of analytic functions defined on D. Let φ be a self-map of D and let T be either C_φ or D_φ. Then T is bounded from X to Y if and only if T maps X into Y.

Proof. The necessity is clear and we will verify sufficiency for D_φ. Suppose D_φ maps X into Y. To conclude that D_φ is bounded, we will appeal to the Closed Graph Theorem. Let (f_n) be a sequence in X converging in norm to f ∈ X . Also suppose (D_φf_n) converges in norm to g ∈ Y. For x ∈ D, it is clear that (D_φf_n)(x) = f^′_n(φ(x)) = K^{(1)}_{φ(x)}(f_n).

Also, our assumptions on (f_n) combined with the continuity of the evaluation functional guarantee that ( K^{(1)}_{φ(x)}(f_n) ) converges to K^{(1)}_{φ(x)}(f). Thus, for each x ∈ D, we have that ((D_φf_n)(x)) converges to K^{(1)}_{φ(x)}(f) = f^′(φ(x)) = (D_φf)(x).

On the other hand, in a functional Banach space, norm convergence implies point-wise convergence and so, for x ∈ D, we see that ((D_φf_n)(x)) converges to g(x) and thus (D_φf)(x) = g(x) for every x ∈ D or D_φf = g. Therefore we conclude that D_φ is bounded by the Closed Graph Theorem. □

Theorem 3.2. Let φ be an analytic self-map of D and set dμ = n_φdA. The following are equivalent.

(i) D_φ : D → D is bounded. (ii) C_φ : A^2 → D is bounded.

(iii) There is a constant C_1 > 0 such that μ(S(θ, h)) ≤ C_1h^4 for all 0 ≤ θ < 2π and 0 < h < 1. (iv) There is a constant C_2 > 0 such that ∫ D |φ^′_a(w)|^4 dμ(w) ≤ C_2 for all a ∈ D.

Proof. The equivalence (i) ⇐⇒ (ii) follows from Proposition 3.1 combined with the fact that f ∈ D if and only if f^′ ∈ A^2 and the observation that D_φ(f) = f^′ ∘ φ = C_φ(f^′).

Next we verify the equivalence between (ii) and (iii). Let f ∈ A^2. Then, making a change of variables, we have ‖C_φf‖^2_D = |f(φ(0))|^2 + ∫ D |(f ∘ φ)^′(z)|^2 dA(z) = |f(φ(0))|^2 + ∫ D |f^′(φ(z))|^2|φ^′(z)|^2 dA(z) = |f(φ(0))|^2 + ∫ D |f^′(w)|^2n_{φ(w)} dA(w) = |f(φ(0))|^2 + ∫ D |f^′(w)|^2 dμ(w). As point evaluations are bounded on A^2, it follows that C_φ : A^2 → D is bounded if and only if there is a constant C > 0 such that ∫ D |f^′(w)|^2 dμ(w) ≤ C‖f‖^2_A2 . The desired result then follows from [13, Theorem 2.2] (and the remarks following the theorem) with n = 1, q = 2, p = 2, and α = 0. The equivalence between (iii) and (iv) is found in [1, Theorem 13]. □

For μ as defined in the theorem, we note that the integral in condition (iv) of the theorem can also be written as ∫ D |φ^′_a(w)|^4 dμ(w) = ∫ D |φ^′(z)|^2 (1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4 ( (1 − |a|^2)(1 − |φ(z)|^2) |1 − aφ(z)|^2 )_4 dA(z) (3.1)

by reversing the change of variables.

Example 3.3. An obvious consequence of the previous theorem is that the identity map φ(z) = z does not induced a bounded composition-differentiation operator on D, nor does any automorphism of the disk. This is also true for any linear fractional self-map of the disk with ‖φ‖_∞ = 1. However, a linear fractional map with ‖φ‖_∞ < 1 will induce a bounded composition-differentiation operator.

The following example can be found in [11]. Let Γ_1 be a simply connected region in D touching ∂D only at 1 and such that the boundary curve in a neighborhood of 1 is a piece of the curve (in rectangular coordinates) x^{1/2} + y^{1/2} = 1. Then let φ be a univalent mapping of D onto Γ_1. In [11], the authors show that such a φ will induce a bounded and, in fact, compact composition operator on D. However, the corresponding operator D_φ is unbounded on D. This can be verified by showing that μ(S(θ, h))/h^4 is unbounded as h → 0, for θ = 0. We have,

lim_{h→0} 1 h^4 ∫ S(0,h) n_φ(w) dA(w) = lim_{h→0} 1 h^4

A(Γ_1 ∩ S(0, h))

∼= lim_{h→0}

∫_1 1−h ( 1 − x^{1/2}

)_2 dx = lim_{h→0}

2h − h^2/2 + (4/3)(1 − h)^{3/2} − 4/3 h^4 = ∞. We can adjust this example to produce a φ such that D_φ is bounded on D. Here we take Γ_2 to be defined similarly to Γ_1 but we modify so that the boundary curve in a neighborhood of 1 is a piece of the curve x^{1/3} + y^{1/3} = 1. Then we take φ to be a univalent map of D onto Γ_2. To show that D_φ is bounded, it is sufficient to check that μ(S(0, h)/h^4 is bounded for all 0 < h < 1 since Γ_2 is contained in a non-tangential approach region at 1; see, for example, [5, Lemma 6.2]. We have 1 h^4 ∫ S(0,h) n_φ(w) dA(w) = 1 h^4

A(Γ_2 ∩ S(0, h)) ∼= ∫_1 1−h ( 1 − x^{1/3}

)_3 dx = h^2/2 + (9/4)(1 − h)^{4/3} − (9/5)(1 − h)^{5/3} − 9/20 h^4 . This last function is increasing on (0, 1) and so it is bounded above by the value at h = 1 which is 1/20.

4. COMPACT AND HILBERT-SCHMIDT COMPOSITION-DIFFERENTIATION OPERATORS ON D

To characterize the compact composition-differentiation operators, we first have a familiar reformulation of compactness.

Proposition 4.1 ([18, Lemma 3.7]). Let φ be a self-map of D. Then C_φ : A^2 → D is compact if and only if whenever (f_n) is a bounded sequence in A^2,with (f_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D, it follows that (‖C_φf_n‖_D) → 0. Similarly, D_φ : D → D is compact if and only if whenever (f_n) is a bounded sequence in D with (f_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D, it follows that (‖D_φf_n‖_D) → 0.

As with boundedness, compactness of D_φ : D → D is connected to the compactness of C_φ : A^2 → D. Lemma 4.2. Let φ be a self-map of D. Then D_φ : D → D is compact if and only if C_φ : A^2 → D is compact.

Proof. Suppose D_φ : D → D is compact. To show C_φ : A^2 → D is compact, we will appeal to Proposition 4.1. To that end, let (f_n) be a bounded sequence in A^2 such that (f_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D. For n ∈ N, let g_n ∈ D with g^′_n = f_n, i.e. take

g_n(z) = ∫_z 0 f_n(w) dw.

Then (g_n) is a bounded sequence in D since ‖g_n‖^2_D = |g_n(0)|^2 + ‖g^′_n‖^2_A2 = ‖f_n‖^2_A2 . The hypothesis on (f_n) guarantees that (g_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D. Thus (‖D_φg_n‖_D) → 0 by Proposition 4.1. Also, we have ‖C_φf_n‖_D = ‖C_φg^′_n‖_D = ‖g^′_n ∘ φ‖_D = ‖D_φg_n‖_D and thus (‖C_φf_n‖_D) → 0. Thus C_φ : A^2 → D is compact by Proposition 4.1.

Conversely, suppose C_φ : A^2 → D is compact. To show D_φ : D → D is compact, let (g_n) be a bounded sequence in D such that (g_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D. Then (g^′_n) is a bounded sequence in A^2 since ‖g^′_n‖_A2 = ‖g_n‖_{D0} ≤ ‖g_n‖_D. Moreover (g^′_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D; see [12, Theorem V.1.6]. By our hypothesis and Proposition 4.1 we have (‖C_φg^′_n‖_D) → 0. But ‖D_φg_n‖_D = ‖g^′_n ∘ φ‖_D = ‖C_φg^′_n‖_D and hence (‖D_φg_n‖_D) → 0. Thus D_φ : D → D is compact. □

The lemma leads to the following characterization of compactness for D_φ : D → D.

Theorem 4.3. Let φ be a self-map of D so that D_φ : D → D is bounded and set dμ = n_φdA. The following are equivalent.

(i) D_φ : D → D is compact. (ii) C_φ : A^2 → D is compact. (iii) lim_{h→0} sup_{θ∈[0,2π)} μ(S(θ, h)) h^4

= 0 .

(iv) lim_{|a|→1} ∫ D |φ^′_a(w)|^4 dμ(w) = 0.

Proof. By the lemma we see that (i) and (ii) are equivalent and we will show (ii) =⇒ (iv) =⇒ (iii) =⇒ (ii). Suppose C_φ : A^2 → D is compact. For a ∈ D let k_a(z) = (1 − |a|^2)/(1 − az)^2. Then k_a ∈ A^2 with ‖k_a‖_A2 = 1 and k_a converges weakly to 0 as |a| → 1 [5, Theorem 2.17]. Hence (‖C_φk_a‖_D) → 0 as |a| → 1 since C_φ : A^2 → D is compact. Then we have

‖C_φk_a‖^2_D ≥ ‖(k_a ∘ φ)^′‖^2_A2 = ∫ D 4|a|^2(1 − |a|^2)^2|φ^′(z)|^2 |1 − aφ(z)|^6 dA(z) = 4|a|^2 ∫ D |φ^′(z)|^2(1 − |a|^2)^4(1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4 (1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4|1 − aφ(z)|^8 |1 − aφ(z)|^2 (1 − |a|^2)^2 dA(z) ≥ 4|a|^2 ∫ D |φ^′(z)|^2(1 − |a|^2)^4(1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4 (1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4|1 − aφ(z)|^8 (1 − |a|)^2 (1 − |a|^2)^2 dA(z) ≥ |a|^2 ∫ D |φ^′(z)|^2(1 − |a|^2)^4(1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4 (1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4|1 − aφ(z)|^8 dA(z) = |a|^2 ∫ D |φ^′(z)|^2 (1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4 ( (1 − |a|^2)(1 − |φ(z)|^2) |1 − aφ(z)|^2 )_4 dA(z) = |a|^2 ∫ D |φ^′_a(w)|^4 dμ(w), where the last equality follows from Eqn.(3.1). It follows that (iv) holds as |a| → 1.

That (iv) implies (iii) is shown in [18, Proposition 3.4]. Lastly, we will show that (iii) implies (ii). To show C_φ : A^2 → D is compact, we will again appeal to Proposition 4.1. Let (f_n) be a bounded sequence in A^2 with (f_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D. Then we are left to show that (‖C_φf_n‖_D) → 0. By our assumptions on (f_n) we know (|f_n(φ(0))|^2) → 0 and thus it is sufficient to show that (‖C_φf_n‖_{D0} ) → 0. Let w ∈ D, r = (1 − |w|)/2, and D(w, r) = {z ∈ D : |z − w| < r}. As |f^′_n|^2 is subharmonic, for w ∈ D, we have |f^′_n(w)|^2 ≤ 1 r^2 ∫ D(w,r) |f^′_n(z)|^2 dA(z) = 4 (1 − |w|)^2 ∫ D(w,r) |f^′_n(z)|^2 dA(z). Then, from our previous estimate and Fubini’s theorem, ‖C_φf_n‖^2_{D0} = ∫ D |f^′_n(φ(z))|^2|φ^′(z)|^2 dA(z) = ∫ D |f^′_n(w)|^2 dμ(w) ≤ ∫ D 4 (1 − |w|)^2 (∫ D(w,r) |f^′_n(z)|^2 dA(z) ) dμ(w) = 4 ∫ D 1 (1 − |w|)^2 (∫ D χ_{D(w,r)}(z)|f^′_n(z)|^2 dA(z) ) dμ(w) = 4 ∫ D |f^′_n(z)|^2 (∫ D χ_{D(w,r)}(z) (1 − |w|)^2 dμ(w) ) dA(z). If z, w ∈ D with |w − z| < (1 − |w|)/2, then (1 − |w|)/2 < 1 − |z| and, for z = |z|e^{iθ}, we have |w − e^{iθ}| ≤ |w − z| + |z − e^{iθ}| ≤ 1 − |w| 2 + (1 − |z|) ≤ 2(1 − |z|). Thus, for a fixed z ∈ D, if w satisfies |w − z| < (1 − |w|)/2, we have w ∈ S(θ, 2(1 − |z|)). Now define functions F and G on D × D by F (z, w) = χ_{D(w,r)}(z), where r = (1 − |w|)/2, and G(z, w) =

χ_{S(θ,2(1−|z|))}(w), where z = |z|e^{iθ}. If z is fixed and w satisfies z ∈ D(w, r), then F (z, w) = 1 =

G(z, w). Otherwise F (z, w) = 0 ≤ G(z, w). Thus F (z, w) ≤ G(z, w) on D × D. Additionally, if |w − z| < (1 − |w|)/2, then 1/(1 − |w|) ≤ (3/2)1/(1 − |z|). With these two estimates, we have

‖C_φf‖^2_{D0} ≤ 9 ∫ D |f^′_n(z)|^2 (1 − |z|)^2 (∫ D χ_{S(θ,2(1−|z|))}(w) dμ(w) ) dA(z) = 9 ∫ D |f^′_n(z)|^2 (1 − |z|)^2 (∫ S(θ,2(1−|z|)) dμ(w) ) dA(z). Now, with (iii) as our assumption, let ε > 0 and choose δ > 0 such that μ(S(θ, h)) < εh^4 for 0 < h < δ and θ ∈ [0, 2π). Then we can split the last integral and we have ‖C_φf‖_{D0} ≤ I_1 + I_2, where I_1 = 9 ∫ |z|>1−δ/2 |f^′_n(z)|^2 (1 − |z|)^2 (∫ S(θ,2(1−|z|)) dμ(w) ) dA(z) and I_2 = 9 ∫ |z|≤1−δ/2 |f^′_n(z)|^2 (1 − |z|)^2 (∫ S(θ,2(1−|z|)) dμ(w) ) dA(z). Utilizing our choice of δ, we see that there is a positive constant C such that

I_1 ≤ ε2^49 ∫ |z|>1−δ/2 |f^′_n(z)|^2 (1 − |z|)^2 (1 − |z|)^4 dA(z) ≤ ε2^49 ∫ D |f^′_n(z)|^2(1 − |z|^2)^2 dA(z) ≤ Cε, where the last integral represents an equivalent (semi-)norm on A^2 and is therefore bounded as n varies by our conditions on (f_n).

Also, I_2 ≤ 36 δ^2 ∫ |z|≤1−δ/2 |f^′_n(z)|^2 (∫ D dμ(w) ) dA(z) = 36 δ^2 ‖φ‖^2_{D0} ∫ |z|≤1−δ/2 |f^′_n(z)|^2 dA(z). By our assumptions on (f_n), we know that (f^′_n) → 0 uniformly on compact subsets of D (see [12, Theorem V.1.6]) and hence we can choose n ∈ N large enough so that this last integral is bounded above by a constant multiple of ε. Thus we conclude that (‖C_φf_n‖_{D0} ) → 0 and hence C_φ : A^2 → D is compact as desired. □ The following corollary follows from either Proposition 4.1 or Theorem 4.3 Corollary 4.4. Let φ be a self-map of D so that D_φ : D → D is bounded. If ‖φ‖_∞ < 1, then D_φ : D → D is compact.

Example 4.5. To generate a compact D_φ for a self-map with boundary contact, we can modify the last self-map from Example 3.3. We take Γ_3 to be similar to Γ_2 from the aforementioned example but we use the curve x^{1/4} +y^{1/4} = 1 as the boundary curve in a neighborhood of 1. We then let φ be a univalent map of D onto Γ_3. Again, since Γ_3 is contained in a non-tangential approach region at 1, we only need to verify condition (iii) from Theorem 4.3 at θ = 0, i.e we need lim_{h→0} μ(S(0, h))/h^4 = 0. The computation is similar to those in the previous example and we omit the details.

Characterizing which D_φ induce Hilbert-Schmidt operators on D is a consequence of [5, Theorem 3.23]. As is the case for composition operators acting on D, this result has connections to the hyperbolic derivative of the inducing map.

Theorem 4.6. Let φ be a self-map of D. Then D_φ : D → D is Hilbert-Schmidt if and only if ∫ D |φ^′(z)|^2 (1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4 dA(z) < ∞. Proof. We know that the sequence of functions (e_n) defined by e_0(z) = 1 and e_n(z) = z^n/ √ n, for n ≥ 1, is an orthonormal basis for D. It follows that D_φ is Hilbert-Schmidt on D if and only if ∞∑ n=0 ‖D_φe_n‖^2_D < ∞. Considering Eqn. (2.1), we see further that D_φ is Hilbert-Schmidt if and only if ∞∑ n=2 ‖D_φe_n‖^2_{D0} = ∞∑ n=0 ∫ D (n + 2)(n + 1)^2|φ(z)|^{2n}|φ^′(z)|^2 dA(z) < ∞.

Differentiating the geometric series three times, we have ∞∑ n=0 (n + 3)(n + 2)(n + 1)z^n = 3! (1 − z)^4 ,

for z ∈ D. Also, for n ≥ 0, we have 1/3 ≤ (n + 1)/(n + 3) ≤ 1 and it follows that ∞∑ n=2 ‖D_φe_n‖^2_{D0} is

bounded above and below by multiples of ∞∑ n=0 ∫ D (n + 3)(n + 2)(n + 1)|φ(z)|^{2n}|φ^′(z)|^2 dA(z) = 3! ∫ D |φ^′(z)|^2 (1 − |φ(z)|^2)^4 dA(z).

The conclusion now follows. □

5. ADJOINTS In this section we will consider the adjoint of a composition-differentiation operator induced by a linear fractional map φ with ‖φ‖_∞ < 1; we assume φ is non-constant and ask the reader to recall Eqs. (2.2) and (2.3). Note any such map will induce a bounded (and, in fact, compact) composition-differentiation operator on D. Moreover, the conditions on φ, and hence on σ, guarantee that both |cz + d| and | − bz + d| are bounded away from 0 in the disk.

For ψ analytic in D, we define the multiplication operator T_ψ by T_ψ(f) = ψ · f. The following lemma gives a sufficient condition for T_ψ to be bounded on the Dirichlet space. Lemma 5.1. Let ψ be analytic in D with both ψ and ψ^′ in H^∞(D). Then T_ψ is a bounded multiplication operator on D.

For a bounded multiplication operator acting on a reproducing kernel Hilbert space, the adjoint of the multiplication operator has predictable behavior when acting on a kernel function; in particular, T^∗_ψ(K_w) = ψ(w)K_w. There are similar results for the adjoint of a composition or a composition-differentiation operator: C^∗_φ(K_w) = K_{φ(w)} and D^∗_φ(K_w) = K^{(1)}_{φ(w)}. We will utilize these facts to prove the following theorem, which is an analogue of [6, Theorem 1] Theorem 5.2. Let φ be a linear fractional self-map of D with ‖φ‖_∞ < 1. Then D^∗_φT^∗_{K(1)σ(0)} = T_K(1)_{φ(0)} D_σ.

Proof. For φ and σ as given above, φ(0) = b/d and σ(0) = −c/d, from which we have

K^{(1)}_{φ(0)}(z) = dz −bz + d and K^{(1)}_{σ(0)}(z) = dz cz + d . Note that both of these functions are bounded in D, as are their respective derivatives, by the remarks preceding Lemma 5.1 and hence the induced multiplication operators are bounded on D by the aforementioned lemma. It follows immediately that

D^∗_φT^∗_{K(1)σ(0)} (K_w) = K^{(1)}_{σ(0)}(w)D^∗_φ(K_w) = dw cw + d K^{(1)}_{φ(w)}.

Next, observe that D_σ(K_w)(z) = C_σ ( w 1 − wz ) = w 1 − wσ(z) and so T_K(1)_{φ(0)} D_σ(K_w)(z) = ( dz −bz + d ) ( w 1 − wσ(z) )

= dwz cw + d − (aw + b)z = ( dw cw + d ) ( z 1 − φ(w)z )

= dw cw + d K^{(1)}_{φ(w)}(z).

The kernel functions span a dense set in D and hence we conclude that D^∗_φT^∗_{K(1)σ(0)} = T_K(1)_{φ(0)} D_σ on D. □ For composition operators induced by linear fractional symbol acting on the Dirichlet space, the adjoint has the form C^∗_φ = C_σ + K, where K is a specific rank 2 operator (see [7, Theorem 3.3]), whereas on the Hardy space the adjoint for the composition and composition-differentiation operators seem to have more similarity. Specifically, we have C^∗_φT^∗_{Kσ(0)} = T_{Kφ(0)}C_σ and D^∗_φT^∗_{K(1)σ(0)} =

T_K(1)_{φ(0)} D_σ, respectively, where the kernels appearing here are those for the Hardy space (see [4,

Theorem 2] and [6, Theorem 1]).

6. SPECIAL SYMBOLS

In this section we investigate composition-differentiation operators induced by a monomial symbol. Specifically, we explore the norm and spectrum of such an operator.

6.1. Norm. We first consider the norm of the operator D_φ acting on D when φ(z) = az^M for 0 < |a| < 1 and M ∈ N. Note that any such φ will induce a compact operator on D by Corollary 4.4. In the case of the Hardy space, the authors in [6] obtain a similar result for D_φ acting on the Hardy space H^2. In that setting, they utilize certain facts about composition and multiplication operators on H^2 that do not hold on the Dirichlet space (or on the standard weighted Bergman or Dirichlet spaces). Specifically, the authors there rely on the fact that T^∗_z T_z = I for T_z acting on the Hardy space. Instead, we will exploit the fact that the operator D_φ, for φ as above, preserves the orthogonality of the monomials.

For 0 < |a| < 1 and M ∈ N, we define constants ν = ⌊ 2 1 − |a|^2 ⌋

and N_M = max { 1, √ M √ ν(ν − 1)|a|^{ν−1} } . Theorem 6.1. If φ(z) = az^M for 0 < |a| < 1 and M in N, then ‖D_φ‖ = N_M .

Proof. For φ as given, we will show ‖D_φ‖ ≥ N_M and ‖D_φ‖ ≤ N_M . To obtain the lower bound we first consider the orthonormal basis functions (e_n)_{n≥0} defined by e_0(z) = 1 and e_n(z) = z^n/ √ n, n ≥ 1. For z ∈ D, observe e^′_0(φ(z)) = 0,

e^′_1(φ(z)) = 1 = e_0(z),

and, for n ≥ 2,

e^′_n(φ(z)) = n ( az^M )_{n−1} √ n = √ na^{n−1}z^{M(n−1)} = √ M √ n(n − 1)a^{n−1}e_{M(n−1)}(z). Thus ‖D_φ‖ ≥ max { 1, sup_{n≥2} √ M √ n(n − 1)|a|^{n−1} } . The lower bound will follow if we can verify that

sup_{n≥2} √ M √ n(n − 1)|a|^{n−1} = √ M √ ν(ν − 1)|a|^{ν−1}.

Note that the function g(x) = √ M √ x(x − 1)|a|^{x−1} has exactly one critical point in (1, ∞). This point is a local maximum and hence also the absolute maximum of g on (1, ∞). Thus the supremum we wish to compute is a maximum and will occur at the greatest integer n ≥ 2 such that √ (n − 1)(n − 2)|a|^{n−2} ≤ √ n(n − 1)|a|^{n−1}; equivalently, n ≤ 2 1 − |a|^2 . Thus, sup_{n≥2} √ M √ n(n − 1)|a|^{n−1} = √ M √ ν(ν − 1)|a|^{ν−1}, (6.1) which implies ‖D_φ‖ ≥ N_M .

For the upper estimate, let f(z) = ∞∑ n=0 b_nz^n = b_0e_0(z) + ∞∑ n=1 b_n √ ne_n(z) be in D. Then

(D_φf)(z) = ∞∑ n=1 b_n √ ne^′_n(φ(z))

= b_1 + ∞∑ n=2 b_n √ n (√ M √ n(n − 1)a^{n−1}e_{M(n−1)}(z) ) . With this and Eqn. (6.1), we have

‖D_φf‖^2_D = |b_1|^2 + ∞∑ n=2 |b_n|^2n (√ M √ n(n − 1)|a|^{n−1} )_2

≤ |b_1|^2 + ∞∑ n=2 |b_n|^2n (√ M √ ν(ν − 1)|a|^{ν−1} )_2

≤ N^2_M ( |b_1|^2 + ∞∑ n=2 |b_n|^2n )

≤ N^2_M ‖f‖^2_D

and thus ‖D_φ‖ ≤ N_M as desired. □

Further investigation of the quantities in the theorem reveal how the norm changes with respect to |a|. When M = 1, ‖D_φ‖ = 1 when 0 < |a| ≤ 6^{−1/4} and ‖D_φ‖ > 1 for 6^{−1/4} < |a| < 1. For M ≥ 2, ‖D_φ‖ = 1 when 0 < |a| ≤ 1/ √ 2M and ‖D_φ‖ > 1 for 1/ √ 2M < |a| < 1. In both cases, the norm tends to infinity as |a| → 1; see Figure 1 below.

As alluded to before the statement of the theorem, our proof here does not rely on operatortheoretic properties of multiplication operators that are specific to a certain space, but rather on the fact that, for these symbols, the composition-differentiation operator preserves the orthogonality of the monomials. This method applies to the Hardy space as well as a variety of other spaces.

6.2. Spectrum. Since a self-map of the disk φ with ‖φ‖_∞ < 1 induces a compact operator D_φ on D by Corollary 4.4, as it does on the Hardy space H^2, the proof of the following theorem follows exactly as presented in [6, Proposition 3].

Theorem 6.2. If φ(z) = az + b, for 0 < |a| < 1 − |b|, then the spectrum of D_φ is {0}.

We now turn our attention to the spectrum of D_φ with symbols of the form φ(z) = az^M , for 0 < |a| < 1 and M ∈ N. The previous theorem deals with the case M = 1 and we are left to investigate the spectrum when M ≥ 2. By the Spectral Theorem for Compact Operators (see [3]),

M=1 M=2 M=3 1√ 6 1√ 4 1_4√ 61 1 3 |a| ‖Dφ‖

FIGURE 1. Norm of D_φ for φ(z) = az^M , as a function of |a|, with M = 1, 2, 3.

the spectrum is countable, contains 0, and any non-zero element is an eigenvalue. If we assume the existence of a non-zero eigenvalue λ of D_φ, then any associated eigenfunction f satisfies d^n dz^n [λf(z)] = d^n dz^n [ f^′(φ(z)) ] for all z in D and n ≥ 0.

We will compute high-order derivatives of the function f^′ ∘ φ utilizing Faà di Bruno’s Formula (see [2, Theorem C of Section 3.4]) d^n dz^n f^′(φ(z)) = n∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(φ(z))B_{n,k} ( φ^′(z), . . . , φ^{(n−k+1)}(z) ) , (6.2)

where B_{n,k}(x_1, . . . , x_{n−k+1}) is the Bell polynomial (see [2, Theorem A of Section 3.3]) defined as B_{n,k}(x_1, . . . , x_{n−k+1}) = ∑ n! c_1!c_2! · · · c_{n−k+1}! (x_1 1! )_{c1} · · · ( x_{n−k+1} (n − k + 1)! )_{cn−k+1} (6.3)

The summation in Eqn. (6.3) is taken over all sequences c_1, . . . , c_{n−k+1} of non-negative integers that satisfy { c_1 + c_2 + · · · + c_{n−k+1} = k 1c_1 + 2c_2 + · · · + (n − k + 1)c_{n−k+1} = n.

(6.4)

Of particular interest in this section is the relation d^n dz^n [λf(z)] | | |_{z=0} = d^n dz^n [ f^′(φ(z)) ] | | |_{z=0}.

Combining this with Eqn. (6.2) and the fact that φ(0) = 0 yields that an eigenfunction f associated with a non-zero eigenvalue λ must satisfy

f(0) = 1 λ f^′(0) (6.5) and f^{(n)}(0) = 1 λ n∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k} ( φ^′(0), . . . , φ^{(n−k+1)}(0) ) (6.6)

for all n in N.

Since all but one derivative of φ will be zero at z = 0, many of the Bell Polynomials present in (6.7) will have many, if not all, the x_j terms being 0. Those Bell polynomials used in this section are collected here for convenience.

Lemma 6.3. If j, k, n in N with n > 1, k ≤ n, and 1 < j < n − k + 1, then

(i) B_{n,k}(0, . . . , 0) = 0, (ii) B_{n,1}(0, . . . , 0, x_n) = x_n, (iii) B_{n,1}(0, . . . , 0, x_j , 0, . . . , 0) = 0, (iv) B_{n,n−1}(0, x_2) = 0 for n ≠ 2.

Remark 6.4. Since the symbol φ(z) = az^M with M ≥ 2, it is the case that φ^{(ℓ)}(0) = 0 for all ℓ ≠ M. In particular, φ^′(0) = 0. From Lemma 6.3 we obtain B_{n,n} ( φ^′(0), . . . , φ^{n−k+1}(0) ) = B_{n,n}(φ^′(0)) = B_{n,n}(0) = 0.

Thus, Eqn. (6.6) reduces to

f^′(0) = 1 λ f^{′′}(0)B_{1,1}(φ^′(0)) = 0 and f^{(n)}(0) = 1 λ n−1∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(n−k+1)}(0) ) (6.7)

for n > 1. From Eqn. (6.5), it must also hold that f(0) = 0 as well.

We present the main result of this section as Theorem 6.5. We see that all maps of the form φ(z) = az^M induce a quasinilpotent operator D_φ on D, except for az^2.

Theorem 6.5. If φ(z) = az^M , for 0 < |a| < 1 and M in N, then the spectrum of D_φ is given by

σ(D_φ) = { {0, 2a} if M = 2 {0} otherwise.

For the proof of Theorem 6.5, we require the following lemmas. These results determine the quantities f^{(n)}(0) if f is an eigenfunction associated with a non-zero eigenvalue λ. The cases of n < M, n = M, and n > M are considered separately.

Lemma 6.6. Suppose φ(z) = az^M , for 0 < |a| < 1 and M ≥ 2. If λ is a non-zero eigenvalue of the induced operator D_φ with associated eigenfunction f, then f^{(n)}(0) = 0 for all n < M.

Proof. Note that Remark 6.4 shows the lemma to be true for the case M = 2. For M > 2, the same remark shows f^{(n)}(0) = 0 for n ≤ 1. Thus we consider the situation that M > 2 and 1 < n < M.

Observe that for k in N with 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1 it follows that 2 ≤ n − k + 1 ≤ n < M. Thus φ^{(ℓ)}(0) = 0 for all 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ n − k + 1. So Eqn. (6.7), in conjunction with Lemma 6.3 yields

f^{(n)}(0) = 1 λ n−1∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(n−k+1)}(0) )

= 1 λ n−1∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k}(0, . . . , 0)

= 0,

as desired. □

Lemma 6.7. Suppose φ(z) = az^M , for 0 < |a| < 1 and M ≥ 2. Furthermore, suppose λ is a nonzero eigenvalue of the induced operator D_φ with associated eigenfunction f. Then f^{(M)}(0) = 0 unless M = 2 and λ = 2a.

Proof. First note that φ^{(ℓ)}(0) = 0 for all ℓ ≠ M and φ^{(M)}(0) = (M!)a. Suppose k in N such that 2 ≤ k ≤ M − 1. Observe that 2 ≤ M − k + 1 ≤ M − 1. Thus Eqn. (6.7) reduces to

f^{(M)}(0) = 1 λ M−1∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{M,k} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(M−k+1)}(0) )

= 1 λ f^{′′}(0)B_{M,1} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(M)}(0) )

+ 1 λ M−1∑ k=2 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{M,k} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(M−k+1)}(0) )

= B_{M,1} (0, . . . , 0, (M!)a) λ f^{′′}(0) + 1 λ M−1∑ k=2 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{M,k}(0, . . . , 0) = (M!)a λ f^{′′}(0).

(6.8)

Suppose M = 2. Then Eqn. (6.8) becomes f^{′′}(0) = 2a λ f^{′′}(0). So it must be that f^{′′}(0) = 0 unless λ = 2a. Finally, suppose M > 2. Then f^{′′}(0) = 0 by Lemma 6.6. So Eqn. (6.8) reduces to f^{(M)}(0) = 0. □

Lemma 6.8. Suppose φ(z) = az^M for 0 < |a| < 1 and M ≥ 2. If λ is a non-zero eigenvalue of the induced operator D_φ with associated eigenfunction f, then f^{(n)}(0) = 0 for all n > M.

Proof. We will prove this result by induction on n. First, we will show f^{(M+1)}(0) = 0. We will consider the cases of M = 2 and M > 2 separately.

Case 1. Suppose M = 2. We can write Eqn. (6.7) as

f^{′′′}(0) = 1 λ f^{′′}(0)B_{3,1} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), φ^{′′′}(0) ) + 1 λ f^{′′′}(0)B_{3,2} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0) )

= 1 λ f^{′′}(0)B_{3,1}(0, 2a, 0) + 1 λ f^{′′′}(0)B_{3,2}(0, 2a).

From Lemma 6.3 it follows that B_{3,1}(0, 2a, 0) = 0 = B_{3,2}(0, 2a). Thus when M = 2, f^{(M+1)}(0) = 0.

Now, suppose f^{(3)}(0) = · · · = f^{(n−1)}(0) = 0 for some n ≥ 4. We will now show f^{(n)}(0) = 0. We write Eqn. (6.7) as

f^{(n)}(0) = 1 λ n−1∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(n−k+1)}(0) )

= 1 λ f^{′′}(0)B_{n,1}(0, 2a, 0, . . . , 0) + 1 λ f^{(n)}(0)B_{n,n−1}(0, 2a) + n−2∑ k=2 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k}(0, 2a, 0 . . . , 0).

For 2 ≤ k ≤ n − 2, we have 3 ≤ k + 1 ≤ n − 1. So f^{(k+1)}(0) = 0 by the inductive hypothesis. From Lemma 6.3, B_{n,1}(0, 2a, 0, . . . , 0) = 0 and B_{n,n−1}(0, 2a) = 0 since n > 1. Thus f^{(n)}(0) = 0.

Case 2. Suppose M > 2. We will first show f^{(M+1)}(0) = 0. In this case, Eqn. (6.7) becomes

f^{(M+1)}(0) = 1 λ M−1∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{M+1,k} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(M−k+2)}(0) ) + 1 λ f^{(M+1)}(0)B_{M+1,M} (0, 0).

For 1 ≤ k ≤ M − 1 it follows that f^{(k+1)}(0) = 0 by Lemmas 6.6 and 6.7 since 2 ≤ k + 1 ≤ M. From Lemma 6.3 we have B_{M+1,M} (0, 0) = 0. Thus f^{(M+1)}(0) = 0.

Finally, suppose f^{′′}(0) = · · · = f^{(n−1)}(0) = 0 for some n ≥ M + 2. We will show f^{(n)}(0) = 0. By writing Eqn. (6.7) as

f^{(n)}(0) = 1 λ n−1∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k} ( 0, φ^′(0), . . . , φ^{(n−k+1)}(0) )

= 1 λ n−2∑ k=1 f^{(k+1)}(0)B_{n,k} ( 0, φ^{′′}(0), . . . , φ^{(n−k+1)}(0) ) + 1 λ f^{(n)}(0)B_{n,n−1}(0, φ^{′′}(0)) = 1 λ f^{(n)}(0)B_{n,n−1}(0, 0) = 0.

In either case, f^{(n)}(0) = 0 for all n > M. □

We can now prove Theorem 6.5 as follows.

Proof of Theorem 6.5. Let λ be a non-zero eigenvalue of D_φ. As Theorem 6.2 shows, the conclusion holds for the case of M = 1. We proceed by considering the following two cases.

Case 1. Suppose M = 2. Note the function g(z) = z^2 is a non-zero function in D. For each z in D, we see (D_φg)(z) = g^′(φ(z)) = 2φ(z) = 2(az^2) = 2ag(z).

Thus 2a is an eigenvalue of D_φ with associated eigenfunction g. So {0, 2a} ⊆ σ(D_φ). Finally, assume, for purposes of contradiction, that λ is a non-zero eigenvalue of D_φ that is not 2a, with associated eigenfunction f. Then it follows from Lemmas 6.6, 6.7, and 6.8 that f^{(n)}(0) = 0 for all n ≥ 0. So f is identically 0, a contradiction. Thus σ(D_φ) = {0, 2a}.

Case 2. Suppose M > 2. Then it follows directly from Lemmas 6.6, 6.7, and 6.8 that f^{(n)}(0) = 0 for all n ≥ 0. So f is identically 0, a contradiction. Thus σ(D_φ) = {0}.

Therefore, the spectrum of D_φ has been established, as desired. □

Remark 6.9. The arguments made in this section apply to a functional Banach space X that contains the polynomials for which φ(z) = az^M , 0 < |a| < 1 and M in N, induces a compact operator D_φ. As an example, these results apply to D_φ acting on H^2(D) and thus adds to the results in Section 2 of [6]. Additionally, these results hold for D_φ acting on the Bloch space, adding to the results of [15].

Remark 6.10. At the end of [6], the authors pose the question:

“Is D_φ [acting on H^2] quasinilpotent whenever φ is univalent and ‖φ‖_∞ < 1?” While Theorem 6.5 does not answer this question, in light of the previous remark it does show that the symbols of quasinilpotent D_φ acting on H^2 or D need not be univalent. It also shows that ‖φ‖_∞ < 1 alone is not enough to guarantee that the operator is quasinilpotent. We believe this line of inquiry poses an interesting open question.

REFERENCES

1. J. Arazy, S. D. Fisher, and J. Peetre, Möbius invariant function spaces, J. Reine Angew. Math. 363 (1985), 110–145.

MR 814017 2. Louis Comtet, Advanced combinatorics, enlarged ed., D. Reidel Publishing Co., Dordrecht, 1974, The art of finite and infinite expansions. MR 0460128 3. John B. Conway, A course in functional analysis, second ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 96, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1990. MR 1070713 4. Carl C. Cowen, Linear fractional composition operators on H^2, Integral Equations Operator Theory 11 (1988), no. 2, 151–160. MR 928479 5. Carl C. Cowen and Barbara D. MacCluer, Composition operators on spaces of analytic functions, Studies in Advanced Mathematics, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 1995. MR 1397026 6. Mahsa Fatehi and Christopher N. B. Hammond, Composition-differentiation operators on the Hardy space, Proc. Amer.

Math. Soc. 148 (2020), no. 7, 2893–2900. MR 4099777 7. Eva A. Gallardo-Gutiérrez and Alfonso Montes-Rodríguez, Adjoints of linear fractional composition operators on the Dirichlet space, Math. Ann. 327 (2003), no. 1, 117–134. MR 2005124 8. Katherine C. Heller, Adjoints of linear fractional composition operators on S^2(D), J. Math. Anal. Appl. 394 (2012), no. 2, 724–737. MR 2927493 9. R. A. Hibschweiler and N. Portnoy, Composition followed by differentiation between Bergman and Hardy spaces, Rocky Mountain J. Math. 35 (2005), no. 3, 843–855. MR 2150311 10. Paul R. Hurst, Relating composition operators on different weighted Hardy spaces, Arch. Math. (Basel) 68 (1997), no. 6, 503–513. MR 1444662 11. Mirjana Jovović and Barbara MacCluer, Composition operators on Dirichlet spaces, Acta Sci. Math. (Szeged) 63 (1997), no. 1-2, 229–247. MR 1459789 12. Serge Lang, Complex analysis, third ed., Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 103, Springer-Verlag, New York, 1993.

MR 1199813 13. Daniel H. Luecking, Forward and reverse Carleson inequalities for functions in Bergman spaces and their derivatives, Amer. J. Math. 107 (1985), no. 1, 85–111. MR 778090 14. Shûichi Ohno, Products of composition and differentiation between Hardy spaces, Bull. Austral. Math. Soc. 73 (2006), no. 2, 235–243. MR 2217942 15. , Products of differentiation and composition on Bloch spaces, Bull. Korean Math. Soc. 46 (2009), no. 6, 1135– 1140. MR 2583478 16. , Composition operators related to the Dirichlet space, Bull. Belg. Math. Soc. Simon Stevin 21 (2014), no. 4, 759–767. MR 3271331 17. Joel H. Shapiro, Composition operators and classical function theory, Universitext: Tracts in Mathematics, Springer- Verlag, New York, 1993. MR 1237406 18. Maria Tjani, Compact composition operators on Besov spaces, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 355 (2003), no. 11, 4683–4698.

MR 1990767